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The Rescue of Jerusalem from the Assyrians
in 701 B.c.i. by the Cushites

ALICE OGDEN Brrs

[n 1815, the poet Lord Byron penned “The Destruction of Sennacherib,”
creating such visual images that many a young student once memorized the
lines, and countless others analyzed the poetry. Almost two centuries later, this
poem and the events it commemorates are all but forgotten by most people.
I'hese events receive scant attention in standard “Introduction to Old Testa-
ment” course textbooks, even though Jerusalem’s surprising survival in the
lice of Sennacherib’s Assyrian army has been studied extensively by biblical
wholars. Most Sunday School students and their teachers have no idea that
imything memorable happened in 701 B.c.e. Nevertheless, the survival of Jeru-
ilem was a pivotal event in the history of Judah. King Hezekiah had rebelled
apainst Assyria (2 Kgs 18:7-8), annexing Philistine cities loyal to Assyria
nd tearing down high places where Assyrian gods may have been worshiped
(! Kgs 18:4).

What exactly happened in 701 B.c.E.? There are three biblical accounts, the
longest in 2 Kings. An account in Isaiah runs parallel to it, with one significant
nniission. 2 Chronicles also has a description of the event, which is shorter but
Jlovs have some information not included in 2 Kings or Isaiah. The biblical ac-
rounts say that King Sennacherib attacked the fortified cities of Judah (2 Kgs
1513 //Tsa 36:1//2 Chr 32:1). According to 2 Chr 32:1-8, Hezekiah then for-
Hhed Jerusalem. 2 Kgs 18:14-16 indicates instead that Hezekiah apologized
unl sent tribute.

T'hen, according to all three biblical sources, Sennacherib sent several high-
lvvel emissaries with an army to Jerusalem, and the Rabshakeh delivered a
limye speech to two of Hezekiah's officials, intending to intimidate them, and
vling why they were so confident, to which the response was silence, though
e matter was reported to Hezekiah (2 Kgs 18:17-37 // 1sa 36:10-22 // 2 Chr

"' 19). Hezekiah, distressed, sent for Isaiah, who said not to worry because
Gl would cause Sennacherib to hear a rumor and return to Assyria (2 Kgs
FrE 7 sa 3717y (Allernately, Hezekiah and Isaiah prayed: 2 Chr 32:20.)

I'he story continues in 2 Kings and Lsaiah. The Rabshakeh then returned to
I ibiah, where Sennachenib wis Bightig (2 Ky 198 7/ 1sa 37:8). At ihis point,

macherth heard areport that Fichikal Binge of Cush, had set ot 1o ight
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against him (2 Kgs 19:9a // Isa 37:9a).' Sennacherib again sent emissaries (0
Jerusalem, asking why Hezekiah thought he would be delivered (2 Kgs 19:9b
13 // Isa 37:9b—13); Hezekiah prayed (2 Kgs 19:14-19 // Isa 37:14-20). Isaiah
next delivered an oracle promising salvation for Jerusalem (2 Kgs 19:20-3
// Tsa 37:21-35). At this point, 2 Chronicles rejoins the 2 Kings and Isaiah
account. The angel of the Lord destroyed many Assyrians (2 Kgs 19:35 // Isa
37:36 // 2 Chr 32:21a). and Sennacherib returned to Nineveh (2 Kgs 19:36 //
Isa 37:37 // 2 Chr 32:21b).

In addition to the biblical narratives, Sennacherib’s annals claim a success
ful campaign, culminating in receiving tribute from Hezekiah.” Herodotu
writing 250 years after the event, speaks cryptically of mice chewing up the
Assyrian bowstrings, quivers, and shield handles.’

Today many scholars who have considered the issue probably agree with
Brevard Childs, who in 1967 wrote that it would never be possible to unde
stand exactly what happened without additional extrabiblical evidence.* Other

1. Biblical Tirhakah, also known as Taharqa, was a Cushite/Nubian (sometimes tran
Jated Ethiopian, though his land was in modern Sudan rather than Ethiopia) prince wha Lt
became Pharaoh. He was part of the 25th Dynasty, a Cushitic dynasty that ruled Egypt dui
ing the second half of the eighth and first half of the seventh centuries .C.E. His predeceston
in the dynasty were Piye, Shakaba, and Shebitku.

2. Sennacherib’s campaign against the cities of Judah is recorded on the Oricntal Tn
stitute’s Prism of Sennacherib (ANET, 287-88). See the appendix at the end of this e
p. 257.

3. Herodotus, The Histories (trans. George Rawlinson: Everyman’s Library: New Yonl
Knopf, 1997) 2:141:

The next king, 1 was told, was a priest of Vulcan, called Sethos. This monarch despia il

and neglected the warrior class of the Egyptians, as though he did not need their services

Among other indignities which he offered them, he took from them the lands which they

had possessed under all the previous kings, consisting of twelve acres of choice Tanndl 1o

each warrior. Afterwards, therefore, when Sanacharib, king of the Arabians and Assyrins

marched his vast army into Egypt, the warriors one and all refused to come @ his and O

this the monarch, greatly distressed, entered into the inner sanctuary, and, belore e 1in

age of the god, bewailed the fate which impended over him. As he wept he fell asleep, il
dreamed that the god came and stood at his side. bidding him be of good cheer, and o
boldly forth to meet the Arabian host, which would do him no hurt, as he hmsel ol
send those who should help him. Sethos. then. relying on the dream, collected sachi ol th
Egyptians as were willing to follow him, who were none of them warriors, hut e
artisans, and market people: and with these marched o Pelusiom, wiich cominde (s
entrance into Egypt, and therc pitchied his camp. As the two armies Ly here opposite i
another, there came in the night. & waliitade of field-mice, which devoured all the guive
Fate the thoiges Iy swhich ey e e shields Mkt
and preat ndiides tell s they had o s with
T tn (ks ki v the temple of Yalcan, a stone st

and howstrings ol the ey, i
morning they commienced then Tyl
which to defend themselves Thiere st
ol Sethos, withe i moiise i T I T T R T LA U s eleet “Look on e il
learn o reverenve the gods
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?gre;e with Ronald Clements, who concludes that Sennacherib’s withdrawal
mc;nt;'lerubalem w.as a result of Hezekiah’s sending tribute (2 Kgs 18:14-15)
2;1' that the‘ na.rTatwle account of the angel of the Lord’s destruction of the As
syrian warriors is a late theological explanati l
. ! al explanation of Jerusalem’s survival.* Man
zre not Ipart]cqlarly mtft',re?sted in this historical question, either because the;{
Ilfé‘ee wnh Childs t‘r‘lat it is impossible to tell what happened or because they
are more }mcrcslcd in the literary and theological aspects of the narrative th
the historical aspects.® .
. é‘::.m;mg those who hafzelmd a guess as to what factors resulted in Sennach-
§ S v‘;'tparlurc, tv\:'o opinions have dominated over the centuries, with some
:& a\;@::tln ga bclon;bmatlon of the two. The first opinion is that bubonic plague
‘as responsible for the large number of Assyrian d
! e S yrian deaths, based on the report
hznl;llie;sod%lll.és nt]}‘ldt mice chewed up the leather bowstrings, quivers, and ﬂhli:':Id
2 . ice are assumed to be symbolic of disea : &5
| ( se. As early as the first
:{e::lttzlzlrydc.;., Josephus subscribed to the notion that plague was responsible
o b: f;:uizt .of the A:;s:;};nans.’ This guess has been perennially popular and
; in many 20th-century commentaries,® th i
| : , .Y though it has been rather
.lcir?ugtlz.]y dlSCr&':d]l}ed by Lester Grabbe on the grounds that it involves an
m;? .enmb]e‘ conflation of the biblical story with Herodotus's narrative.” In
;“. ( ltmnl,n mice were not associated with bubonic plague in either Egyp;t or
.miecvc. Since mice were sacred to Horus and perhaps more generally,'
and since Herodotus’s story of deliverance from Sennacherib by field mi::e

5. R. E. Clements, fsaiah and th [
s, 1 ¢ Deliverance of Jerusalem: A Study o

o o k the i -
. 1 of 't.}mphcq in the Old Testament (JSOTSup 13; Sheffield: Dept (;:“Ii:ib;' "f";’P"—ff“
Iniversity of Sheffield. 1980). o e
. : iEi;:rIl]:r:aicnlisCo; :Jmtes% KQur task is to read the narrative of chapters 18-19 as it
angls ext of Kings and to consider its liter: d ical i
We may therefore leave literary hi istori ; T
\ y history and historical reconstructi thers” (Fi

cvond Kings [Interpretation; Louisville: ; s Lo diormt

: sville: John Knox, 1987] 235). Burke

N . 35). Burke O. Long, alth

i Hllhi,:zughijy ana]yz:s 2 Kgs 19:8-34, skips over vv. 35-37, giving them only ogne cu::sL:)gryh
citence, and moves directly to che ings ; Gr i
s g y to chap. 20 (2 Kings [FOTL 10; Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans,

1. Josephus, Ant. 10.1-23; cited i in, 1
sy ; cited in Henry Aubin, The Rescue of Jerusalem (New York:

8. Se 7
o ;cé{:)l;n ?r:y;an_d .’I'ngs (2nd ed.; OTL; Philadelphia: Westminster, 1970) 622;
! NW}. . .D.“.l. Id.l;?g:y(_Blhle Study Commentary Series: Grand Rapids, MI: Znnder—.
849) 200, Donald 1. Wiseman thinks that bacillary dysentery wi e-diy i
Kk s . : at bacilla ysentery with o three-day mcuba-
B period was the culprit (“Medicine in il T T Al ted
e [)I N ’ .
I Palmer; Exeter: Paternoster, 1986G] 25) L AT Rsdlilne andthecibic let
Vo Lester L Geabbe, O Muce and Dead Men,” i “Like a Bivd o0 o Cage™ he hin
e Y ol

o of Se e ' H
f Senpacherth o JO8 per (el Dester o Grabbe: JSOTSap 363, Buropeis Scnvinar in

i it e Nl
Petorieal Methodology < ondon Shetheld Acadenne Press, 2003) 119210
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involves a statue holding a mouse in the Temple of Vulcan _(Ptah being the
English equivalent),” perhaps the Egyptians told a mythological story about
their victory over Sennacherib. .

The segnd opinion is that the advancing army of Tirhakah, the Cushite or
Nubian prince who would later become Pharaoh {Part of the 25th Dynasty):
played a major role in the withdrawal of the Ass.ynan forfces. As early as t!“.
medieval period, the French Rabbi David Kimchi, olherwlse kI,l’OWI'l as Rad.dlx
(1160-1235), writes that the words “he will return to his 1£mc.l (2 Kgs.l_f).?l
“refer to Sennacherib’s return to Assyria to defend it against Tirhakah, king ol
Kush [= Cush].” Although the idea that Tirhakah haq launcbed an fattack on the
Assyrians in Mesopotamia seems unlikely, Kimchi does implicitly attribute
Jerusalem’s rescue to Tirhakah."

In the 19th century, the Cushite/Egyptian forces were aISf} UFldchtood by
many Christian interpreters to have had a leading role in .detealmg Sn.:nnuclj
erib in 701 B.c.t. For example, in The Imperial Bible Dictionary, published m
London in 1867, the Rev. Henry Constable says that Tirhakal? overthrew Scn
nacherib.'* Similarly, Sir J. Gardner Wilkinson, the vice-president of the !4 rit
ish Archaeological Association, speaks of Tirhakah's “t.%LICCE:SSful opposition
to the power of Assyria” in Judah in the 1878 edition of his three-volume study
of ancient Egypt. He gives Tirhakah the credit for the “defeat of the numerou
army of Sennacherib.”'? . |

In the 1880s and 90s. commentators changed course. The Enghshman Cun
ningham Geikie. one of the most popular religious writer§ of the time, suggested
in 1897 that the conflict had disgraced the Cushites, saying that “Tn"hakuh Tl
been hurled back ignominiously toward Egypt . .. leaving Hezekiah, so L
as he was concerned, to fall into the hands of his terrible foe.”'® Others threw
their weight behind the epidemic theory. Examples include A]fredr Edc‘lhlu'lm
Oxford scholar and Presbyterian minister, and George Adam Smith, Scottinh
preacher and principal of the University of ff\bcrdeen.” o . |

Why did this change occur? Henry Aubin, a Canadian journalist .Whu l
came fascinated by the events of 701 B.c.E. and wrote a popular but highly i
formed book entitled The Rescue of Jerusalem: The Alliance between Hebrovs

12. Charlotie R. Long, The Twelve Gods of Greece and Rome (Leiden: Brill, 198 /) a0

13. David Kimchi; cited in Aubin, The Rescue of Jerusalem, 241, .

14. Henry Constable, “Tirhakah,” in The Imperial B;:hfe_D:’:'n'uun.--\': H:.\'fra.rn al ih.
graphical, Geographical, and Doctrinal (ed. Patrick Fairbairn: London: Blackie, TR
3:1042-43. _ . . .

15. 1. Gardner Wilkinson, The Manners and Cistoms of the Ancicnt l-.,\:\,rrrmnlx (niew i
tion, revised and correeted by Samuoel Bach Ionddon: Murray, 18783 19495, 97

16, Cunningham Gekie, Houry sth the Bible, o the Seviptures in the Light of Modes
Knowledye [Nv.\\' Yaork: Pout, IROT) 472, 4715

17 ,*I\‘iru--i Felsheim, Bilde History (LR D095 Georpe Adam Sith Hn. Histond
(eoprapln of the Holy Lo Chd el Dondon P andd Stonghiton, [ ROS) | 5H
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and Africans in 701 c, proposes that the coincidence of British imperialism in
Africa and the change in tone of the interpretations by biblical scholars of the
time was no accident.' Before 1880, the colonial powers did not own much
of Africa, and what they did own was largely limited to the coastal areas. By
the trn of the 20th century, much of Africa was carved up among the colonial
powers."” Aubin suggests that, before the advent of European, and especi ally
British imperialism in Africa, interpreters viewed Africans in a positive light.
After they became colonial powers, it was no longer comfortable to see Afri-
cans as saviors of the holy city.?

Commentators throughout the 20th century, although largely ignoring pre-
critical scholarship, still followed suit in dismissing the African contribution
to the rescue of Jerusalem. Not only have modern scholars frequently failed
to credit the Cushites with saving Jerusalem. Aubin shows that in many cases
they have gone so far as to vilify them for causing Sennacherib’s attack in the
first place by inciting the Jerusalemites to rebel and suggesting that the Cush-
ites were militarily inept and that the Hebrews despised them, interpretations
that are demonstrably false.”!

Among those who assert that the Cushite dynasty sought to foment rebel-
lion in Judah are the Egyptologist James Breasted, William Adams, Maxwell
Miller and James H. Hayes, Francolino Gongalves, J. Alec Motyer, Amélie
Kuhrt, and the Egyptologist Kenneth Kitchen.”” The only two of these who cite
a primary source are Gongalves and Motyer. The source is Isa 18:1-2: “Ah,
land of whirring wings beyond the rivers of Ethiopia, sending ambassadors
by the Nile in vessels of papyrus on the waters! Go, you swift messengers., (0
i nation tall and smooth, to a people feared near and far, a nation mighty and
conquering, whose land the rivers divide.” This is a strange passage, because
il first the messengers are apparently coming from Cush, then heading to-
wird Cush. Even assuming Cushite diplomats came to Judah during the period
lcading up to 701, there is no evidence that they came to incite rebellion; they

I8. Aubin, The Rescue of Jerusalem, 249-65.

19. Harry Magdoff, “Colonialism: II. European Expansion since 1763,” in The New En-
vV lopaedia Britannica (15th ed.: 30 vols.; Chicago: Eneyclopedia Britannica, 1975) 4:899.

20, Aubin, The Rescue of Jerusalem, 235-68.

21. Ibid., 225-34.

12 James Henry Breasted, A History of Egypt from the Earliest Times to the Persian
¢ ongeest (New York: Scribner, 1905); William Y. Adams, Nubia: Corridor to Africa (Lon-
done Lane, 1977); J. Maxwell Miller and James H. Haves, A History of Ancient Israel and

Duddadi (Philadelphia: Westminster, 1986); Francolino Gongalves, L'Expédition de Senna-
Cherih e Palestine dans la litterature hébraigue ancienne (Louvain-la-Neuve: Université
Catholque de Louvain, 19800 1 Alec Motyer, The Prophecy of Isaiah: Introduction and
Contmentary CTOTC Downers Crrove T TnterVarsaty, 1993y Amélic Kuhrt, Ancient Near
Pt 3000330 0 (2 volsEondon Routledpe, 19950 Kenneth Kitehen, Phe Thivd iner
wcchiate Pevtend -t Pgypt (EFO0 G50 50100 ed . Warminster: Aris & Plullipe, 11996
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could just as easily have been counseling restraint. The evidence is that Judah
sought help from Egypt, not that Egypt seduced Judah into rebellion.”

1 will now focus on possible reconstructions of the events of 701 B.C.E.
from the various sources, in light of Aubin’s hypotheses. I will also reflect
on the connections between biblical scholarship and the political and social
world of those who try to understand the events reported in the Hebrew Bible
historically.

Lester Grabbe lists six issues on which researchers have focused. These are:

1. the literary and source analysis of the account in 2 Kgs 18:13-19:37

2. the relationship of 2 Kgs 18:13-16 to the rest of the account

3. the number of invasions of Palestine that were carried out by
Sennacherib

. the question of the Rabshakeh’s mission and speech

. the significance of Hezekiah’s “14th year” in 2 Kgs 18:13

6. the place of Taharqah (Tirhaka) and the Egyptians in the story™

| T =N

We will consider each of these issues with the exception of 4 and 5, since
they are secondary to the matter of the Cushites’ contribution to the rescuc ol
Jerusalem.”

23. Aubin, The Rescue of Jerusalem, 229-33. See Isa 20:1-6, 30:1-6, 31:1, where the
Judahites are chastised for seeking Egypt's help.

24. Lester L. Grabbe, “Introduction: Two Centuries of Sennacherib Study,” in “Like
Bird in @ Cage” (JSOTSup 363; London: Sheffield Academic Press, 2003) 20-35.

25. How much of the Rabshakeh’s speech might be viewed as having an authentic his
torical kernel is an interesting question but not especially helpful in trying to determin
the role of the Cushite army in the rescue of Jerusalem. Commentators have argucd o
variety of ways. Moshe Weinfeld (“Cult Centralization in Israel in the Light of a NeoBuby
lonian Analogy,” JNES 23 [1964] 202-12), Brevard Childs (Isaiah and the Assyrian Criai
78-93), and W. R. Gallagher (Sennacherib’s Campaign to Judah [SHCANE [8: Lewden
Brill, 1999]) see the speech as reflecting the actual historical context; Ehud Ben Zvi ("'Who
Wrote the Speech of Rabshakeh and When?” JBL 109 [1990] 70-02), Klaas A. 13, Smwlil
(“King Hezekiah Advocates True Prophecy: Remarks on Isaiah xxxvi and xxxvit/ll King
xviii and xix,” in Converting the Past: Studies in Ancient Israelite and Moabite Hisiorion
raphy [ed. K. A. D, Smelik; OtSt 28; Leiden: Brill, 1992] 93-128), and Dominic Rudiimn
(“Is the Rabshakeh Also among the Prophets? A Rhetorical Study of 2 Kings xviit 1710
VT 50 [2000] 100-110) disagree. Similarly, there is a problem with Hezekiah'™s Tl vew
in 2 Kgs 18:13, in that Hezekiah's reign began in the 3rd year of Hoshea ol Isracls reipn
according to 2 Kgs 18:1, and Samaria fell in Hoshea's 9th year, which is (o say Hezekinh
6th year (2 Kgs 18:10). Assuming that Samaria fell in 722, Hezekiah®s Tt year would i
been 8 years later, in 714 Yet we know from Sennacherib’s report of his near destnetion
of Jerusalem that this event occurred e TOT e e One solution is toassume atesiial epoo
Others have sugpested that there wissan carlier mvasion by another Assyrian kg thit wa
later comfused with Sennachenh s i 201 See A Jenkins, “Hezekiah's Fourteenth Yo
A New Dnterpretation of 2 Kmngs xviie DU v V270G nirio) 280 UR Jeremy Goldbery
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On the literary and source analysis of 2 Kgs 18:13-19:37 and the relation-
ship of 2 Kgs 18:13-16 to the rest of the account, most biblical scholars now
believe, following Bernhard Stade, who first formulated this approach in 1886,
that there are three parts to the story, called A, B!, and B2.2 The part of the nar-
rative in 2 Kgs 18:13-16 is called “A.” 2 Kgs 18:17-19:9a, 36 constitute B'.
B?includes 2 Kgs 19:9b-35 and 37.

The A account in 2 Kgs 18:13-16 briefly explains that, in the 14th year of
Hezekiah, Sennacherib, king of Assyria, attacked all of Judah’s fortified cit-
ies. In response, Hezekiah sent a message to Sennacherib, admitting his guilt
of having rebelled in some fashion (2 Kgs 18:7). Sennacherib in turn imposed
a heavy payment on Judah, which resulted in Hezekiah’s turning over all the
silver in the temple and the palace, as well as stripping the doors and posts of
the temple, which he had plated with gold.

This narrative, although much less detailed and different in tone, runs some-
what parallel to Sennacherib’s own account.”” Although Sennacherib’s account
obviously glorifies himself and probably exaggerates, the two versions of the
events are close enough that many biblical scholars accept that 2 Kgs 18:13-16
is genuine history.?

Account B! includes 18:17-19:9a as well as 19:36. This narrative describes
the visit of the Assyrian Rabshakeh to Jerusalem to ridicule the Judahites’ con-
fidence in their Egyptian ally and on the Lord, their God. When Hezekiah hears

“Two Assyrian Campaigns against Hezekiah and Later Eighth Century Biblical Chronol-
ogy.” Bib 80 (1999) 360-90. A third proposal is that the 14th year refers to the time of He-
sekiah’s illness, the account of which would have originally preceded the Assyrian attack,
Since Hezekiah lived another 15 years, 29 years of his entire reign would now be accounted
for. See Hayim Tadmor and Mordechai Cogan, “Hezekiah's Fourteenth Year: The King's
lIness and the Babylonian Embassy,” Erfsr 16 (Orlinsky Volume; 1982) 198-201 [Hebrew]
(Eng. Abstract, pp. 238%-59%).

26. Bernhard Stade was the first to make this division (“Miscellen; 16. Anmerkungen zu
PK6. 15-21," ZAW 6 | 1886] 156-89), However, he did not see two separate conclusions for
the two B parts. Brevard S. Childs sees v. 35 as the conclusion to B*and vv. 36-37 as the con-
vlusion to B! (Isaiah and the Assyrian Crisis, 74-76). Mordechai Cogan and Hayim Tadmor
apree but place v. 37 with B?, as 1 do here (/f Kings: A New Translation with Introduction
and Commentary [AB 11; Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1988]).

27. Seen. 2 above.

28, Christopher Seitz disagrees that the two accounts are substantially similar, noting
that biblical account A indicates that Hezekiah sent tribute while Sennacherib was in La-
hish, presumably hoping to stave off an attack: however, Sennacherib’s annals say nothing
of Hezekiah suing for terms but speak of his sending tribute after Hezekiah had returned
o Nimeveh. Similarly, while Sennacherib’s annals describe a siege ol Jerusalem, biblical
ot Acis silent about this Senz sugpests that acconnt A shows the thoroughly untrust-
conthy charaeter of Senmacherhowhichoas o line wath the arrogance he displays in the B nar-
vatives (CTmstopher [ Seatz, Zione s Pad Diestinyy The Developaent of the Book of Tvaialt
W Weawsessimentt of Dol 100 00 [Nmeapaobies: Portress, 19971 O3 G
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about the incident, he is depicted as going into mourning and piously entering
the temple to pray. He also allegedly sends for Isaiah, who counsels him nol
to be afraid because God will put a spirit in the Assyrian King Sennacherib,
so that he will hear a rumor and return to his own land. In 19:9a, Sennacherib
hears that Tirhakah, king of Cush, has set out to fight against him. Verse 36
says that Sennacherib departed.

Most commentators see this B! account as being much more theologically
motivated than the A account. In line with Deuteronomistic theology, the ac
count implicitly presents the piety of Hezekiah and conversely the arrogance ol
Sennacherib as the primary reasons that God spared Jerusalem. Some reject its
historicity completely; others view it as a theological interpretation of the spar-
ing of Jerusalem as a result of Hezekiah’s offering of tribute to Sennacherib.

Account B2, which in terms of plot runs somewhat parallel to B', consists ol
19:9b-35 and 37. This section says that Sennacherib (again) sent messengers
1o Hezekiah, this time ridiculing their God (but not Egypt). Hezekiah is then
depicted even more piously than in B, uttering a long prayer. Isaiah, in turn,
speaks a much longer oracle, this time mostly in poetry, blasting the arrogance
ol the Assyrians and predicting their downfall. The narrative concludes with
the announcement of the death of 185,000 Assyrian soldiers at the hand of he
lord’s angel and with the report of the death of Sennacherib (20 years latci
though the biblical narrative does not indicate the elapsed time) at the hand:
of his sons.

The similarity of the two B sections along with the fact that Tirhakah wax
previously erroneously thought to have been only about ten years old in 701
B.C.E. and thus not capable of leading an army into Palestine have caused some
interpreters to posit that, not one, but two Assyrian invasions are described
in the two B sections—one in 701 and a second invasion later. However, thi«
solution now seems moribund.”

29. William F. Albright (“The History of Palestine and Syria,” JOR 24 [1934] 363 /1
idem, “New Light from Egypt on the Chronology and the History of Israel and Judah
BASOR 130 [1953] 4-11; idem, From the Stone Age to Christianity: Monctheisim and th
Historical Process [2nd ed.; Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1957] 314 n. %!
John Bright (A History of Israel [Philadelphia: Westminster, 1959]); and William Shou
(“Sennacherib’s Second Palestinian Campaign,” JBL 104 [1985] 410-18) championed
two-invasion theory. Frank Yurco (“The Shabaka-Shebitku Coregency and the Suppvaid
Second Campaign of Sennacherib against Judah: A Critical Assessment,” JBL 11O [1991]
35-45; idem, “Sennacherib’s Third Campaign and the Coregency of Shabaka and Shelatku
Serapis 6 [1980] 221-40) refuted Shea’s arguments. Similarly, Kenneth AL Kitchen has wiii

ten that the Egyptian inscriptions can only be miterpreted to support one imnvasion (g
the Levant and Assyrisvin 701 we " e Feostes atgue Pontes: Fie Pestgabe fiie Hellmuot B
ner [ed, Mantred Giorgs Agypten and Altes Testoment 5, Wieshaden: Harrassowatz, 1981
2353 wdem, The Thivd Ditermediire Peviod ino by [ 6560 ne], 150 00 See al

Anson FoRammey, Fabaroga and Syitas,” P V0P T60 W irabbe sans vy the satvatiog
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Interestingly, although most scholars see the B2 account as an even more
theologically motivated and less historically useful account than B!, more ef-
fort has been put into finding a natural explanation for the angel of the Lord’s
destruction of the 185,000 Assyrians in the B?account than into consideration
of the possibility that Egyptian/Cushite forces could have caused the Assyrians
to leave. Although Grabbe has shown the plague interpretation to be based on

circular reasoning, he believes that it does throw light on the biblical story. He
writes:

When Herodotus’s account is read in its own right, without interpretation in the
light of the biblical, it tells us of an Egyptian defeat of Sennacherib. The defeat
was not by normal force of arms but entailed some unusual happening. The As-
syrian army was not destroyed but was rendered ineffectual in fighting so that
many were killed. Unless we accept the literal statement about the field mice,
which few of us would, we would have to think of some extraordinary event in
which the Egyptian army was unexpectedly victorious. Although we cannot con-
firm the Egyptian story, it appears to be independent of other accounts and vet
fits well into what we know from the Assyrian records.*

Aubin comes to the same conclusion, that Herodotus’s mice story repre-
sents the ravaging of the Assyrians by the Cushite/Egyptian army. This does
not necessarily mean that the Cushite force actually met the Assyrian army
at this point, but it certainly suggests that the battle-weary Assyrians were
Irightened enough by the prospect, as suggested by the biblical texl, to beat a
hasty retreat.”

At the time that Aubin’s book was published (2002), Grabbe’s edited vol-
ume had not yet appeared; its publication date is 2003. Aubin did find a num-
her of modern scholars who had suggested, usually very briefly, tentatively,
and unpersuasively that Tirhakah’s army was at least partially responsible for
Jerusalem’s survival. Grabbe’s paragraph, quoted above, is much longer and
more persuasive than the scholars that Aubin had found. Yet it is still rather
lentative in tone.

Aubin gives six reasons that he believes the Cushite forces were instrumen-
fal in thwarting the Assyrians, only two of which have been outlined here. The
vlher reasons are that, in the years following 701 B.c.E., the Egyptians under
the Cushite pharaohs enjoyed commercial and political success in Judah and its
surrounding areas, influence that is consistent with Egypt’s having come out of
the confliet in a strong position. In addition, Assyrian, Hebrew, and Greek texts
from the period show that the Cushites had a reputation for military might, a
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reputation that is consistent with their having frightened the Assyrians away
from Palestine. Finally, contrary to much popular opinion that reads anti-Al
rican bias into the Hebrew Bible, in fact the biblical authors had a very high
regard for the Cushites, a regard that is also consistent with the Cushites” hav
ing saved the Hebrews from extinction in 701 B.c.E.*

Even after one comes to the conclusion that Tirhakah's force was instru
mental in frightening the Assyrians away from Jerusalem, problems of his
torical reconstruction remain, especially given the differences between biblical
account A and Sennacherib’s annals. Aubin believes that what happened is
that the Assyrians left because of the advancing army of the Cushite Prince
Tirhakah, and that after the fact the Assyrians accepted a deal in which Judah
paid a heavy tribute in exchange for remaining a viable state. This reconstruc
tion assumes more historicity for the Assyrian account than for biblical ac
count A, which says that Hezekiah paid tribute before the siege, rather than
alterward. It also raises the question why Hezekiah should have had to pay
tribute il the Cushites had in fact ejected them. One could just as easily surmise
that biblical A account is correct in depicting Hezekiah as sending tribute o
Sennacherib in Lachish to fend off an attack but that Sennacherib had decided
Lo attack him anyway. However one resolves these problems, the evidence suy
sests that Tirhakah's forces were behind Sennacherib’s hasty retreat.

Returning now to the issue of the social location of biblical scholars, the
number of serious, scholarly articles on anything related to contributions by
Cush, that is, Africa south of Egypt, published during the second half of the
20th century or the first five years of the 21st by scholars other than those willi
African ancestry or with ties to historically black institutions is paltry. If it it
true that social location affects interpretation, as postmodern scholars affiri
then it is not surprising that a largely white academic guild that exists in the
midst of the Western world with its history of anti-African bias is not lree
from such bias. Henry Aubin has done an important service by revealing the
way that the social location of the late-19th-century British biblical scholar
influenced their attitudes toward the events of 701 B.c.E. and the ways that thei
attitudes in turn shaped the following century.

Aubin is white, but his adoption of a black son was the impetus that lel
him to the discoveries in his book. His social location was altered by the life
changing event of raising a son with African ancestry. He wanted to tell Tny
son stories from his ethnic traditions. This desire initiated a search that Tasted
many years, well after his son was grown. Most, though not all white scholi
who have done serious rescarch on matters relating to African contributions (o
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by ties to historically black institutions. The world is ever so slowly changing.
The intentional recruitment and inclusion of scholars from backgrounds other
than northern European has begun to change the social location of all of us
in the guild, just as the presence of an ever-increasing number of women has
rather dramatically changed it.

Finally, for those of us who are insiders in the biblical guild, our intellectual
location, which I would argue is part of our social location, sometimes blinds
us to new ideas. We are so accustomed to looking at the biblical world with the
eyes bequeathed to us by our teachers and the existing paradigms they taught
us that, in spite of our desire to make brilliant new discoveries, we often are
limited by our training. Thus, we need new eyes and, to use a biblical metaphor
from Jeremiah and Ezekiel, new hearts.

Having begun this paper with Lord Byron, I consider it appropriate to close
it with Ogden Nash’s 1934 humorous take on Byron's Sennacherib, “Very
Like a Whale.” It is evident that, even as late as 1934, at least literary types
had not forgotten about the death of Sennacherib’s forces. The poem begins:

One thing that Literature would be greatly the better for

Would be a more restricted employment by authors of simile and metaphor.
Authors of all races, be they Greeks, Romans, Teutons or Celts,

Can’t seem just to say that anything is the thing it is

but have to go out of their way to say it is like something else.”

Many historical-critically minded biblical scholars may well sympathize with
Nash’s concern; after all, if the biblical authors had spoken more directly about
what had happened in 701 B.c.k. and used less metaphorical language, subse-
quent people of faith would not have found it so difficult to figure out exactly
what happened. On the other hand, perhaps the biblical authors’ sense of the
theological magnitude of the events would have been lost. On another hand
still (assuming we have three or more), if racism had not closed our eyes to the
best explanation of the clues we do have, then perhaps every child in school
would still be memorizing Byron's poem—and maybe Nash’s to boot—or at
lcast might be aware of the two poems.

Appendix:
Sennacherib’s Campaign in His Own Words

In my third campaign I marched against Hatti. Luli, king of Sidon, whom
the terror-inspiring glamor of my lordship had overwhelmed, fled far overseas
and perished. The awe-inspiring splendor of the “Weapon™ of Ashur, my lord,
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overwhelmed his strong cities (such as) Great Sidon, Little Sidon, Bit-Zitti,
Zaribtu, Mahalliba, Ushu (i.e., the mainland settlement of Tyre), Akzib (and)
Akko, (all) his fortress cities, walled (and well) provided with feed and water
for his garrisons, and they bowed in submission to my feet. [ installed Ethba‘al
(Tuba’lu) upon the throne to be their king and imposed upon him tribute (due)
to me (as his) overlord (to be paid) annually without interruption.

As to all the kings of Amurru—Menahem (Mi-in-hi-im-mu) from Samsi-
muruna, Tuba’lu from Sidon, Abdili’ti from Arvad, Urumilki from Byblos,
Mitinti from Ashdod, Buduili from Beth-Ammon, Kammusunadbi from Moab
(and) Aiarammu from Edom, they brought sumptuous gifts (igisii) and—four-
fold—their heavy tdmartu-presents to me and kissed my feet. Sidgia, how-
ever, king of Ashkelon, who did not bow to my yoke, | deported and sent to
Assyria, his family-gods, himself, his wife, his children, his brothers, all the
male descendants of his family. I set Sharruludari, son of Rukibtu, their former
king. over the inhabitants of Ashkelon and imposed upon him the payment of
tribute (and of) katrii-presents (due) to me (as) overlord—and he (now) pulls
the straps (of my yoke)!

In the continuation of my campaign I besieged Beth-Dagon, Joppa, Banai-
Barqua, Azuru, cities belonging to Sidgia who did not bow to my feet quickly
(enough); 1 conquered (them) and carried their spoils away. The officials, the
patricians and the (common) people of Ekron—who had thrown Padi, their
king, into fetters (because he was) loyal to (his) solemn oath (sworn) by the
god Ashur, and had handed him over to Hezekiah, the Jew (Ha-za-qi-(i)a-u
el [q-ii-da-ai)—(and) he (Hezekiah) held him in prison, unlawfully, as if he
(Padi) be an enemy—had become afraid and had called (for help) upon the
kings of Egypt (Mus(u)ri) (and) the bowmen, the chariot(-corps) and the cav
alry of the king of Ethiopia (Melufiha), an army beyond counting—and they
(actually) had come to their assistance. In the plain of Eltekeh (Al-ta-qu-u),
their battle lines were drawn up against me and they sharpened their weapons
Upon a trust(-inspiring) oracle (given) by Ashur, my lord, I fought with them
and inflicted a defeat upon them. In the mélée of the battle, I personally cap
tured alive the Egyptian charioteers with the(ir) princes and (also) the chari
oteers of the king of Ethiopia. I besieged Eltekeh (and) Timnah (Tea-an-na-a)
conquered (them) and carried their spoils away. 1 assaulted Ekron and killed
the officials and patricians who had committed the crime and hung their bl
ies on poles surrounding the city. The (common) citizens who were guilty ol
minor crimes, | considered prisoners of war. The rest of them, those who were
not of crimes and mishehavior, I released. T made Padi. their king, come from
Jerusalem (Ur-sa-li-im-mi) and set hime as their lord on the throne. imposing
upon him the tribute (due) o me sy overlord

As 1o Hezekiah, the Jew, he did not submit ooy yoke, T lad siege to o
of his strong cities, walled Torts and tocthe conntless small villages i the
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v;cmi‘ty. and conquered (them) by means of well-stamped (earth-)ramps and
battf:nngwams brought (thus) near (to the walls) (combined with) the attack
by foot soldiers, (using) mines, breeches as well as sapper work. I drove out
(of them) 200,150 people, young and old, male and female, horses, mules
donkeys.lcamcls, big and small cattle beyond counting, and considered {lhem)‘
Fmoty. Himself T made a prisoner in Jerusalem, his royal residence, like a bird
in a cage. I surrounded him with earthwork in order to molest those who were
leaving his city’s gate. His towns which I had plundered, I took away from his
country and gave them (over) to Mitinti, king of Ashdod, Padi, king of Ekron
ai?d Sillibel, king of Gaza. Thus I reduced his country, but I still increased thc:
tribute and the karrii-presents (due) to me (as his) overlord which I imposed
(l‘ater) upon him beyond the former tribute. to be delivered annually. Hezekiah
himself, whom the terror-inspiring splendor of my lordship had overwhelmed
and whose irregular and elite troops which he had brought into Jerusalem, his
roya] residence, in order to strengthen (it), had deserted him, did send me la;tcr
to Nlncv-:::h‘ my lordly city, together with 30 talents of gold, 800 talents ‘of siI:
Ver, precious stones, antimony, large cuts of red stone, couches (inlaid) with
vory, nimedu-chairs (inlaid) with ivory, elephant-hides, ebony-wood, box-
wood (and) all kinds of valuable treasures. his (own) daughters, concubines
male and female musicians. In order to deliver the tribute and to do obcisancc;
as a slave he sent his (personal) messen ger.



