
Summary: 
In this thesis I have focused on the views of individual biblical and Talmudic authors on King 

Hezekiah. My goal was primarily to compare the assessment of Hezekiah and his deeds in the texts 

of the Deuteronomist, Chronicler, and other editors.  These authors, editors and maybe even entire 

schools knew Hezekiah as a historical figure known through his abilities as a ruler, his dedication to 

the Cult of the Lord, and his human qualities. In their attempt to create a complete historical record, 

the Deuteronomist and Chronicler both deliberately portrayed the character of King Hezekiah in an 

idealized form, as described above.  One of the goals of this work was to show the reason why they 

chose to do so.  Transpersonal motivations certainly played a role in the contemplations of both of  

them.  Both knew that the written word (even more so the historiography of one’s own nation) 

organized from fragments of oral  tradition,  passed on from father to son, has great power.  Not 

power over others or God, but power over themselves. The nation of Israel should see itself in the 

characters  of  the  story  related  by  our  authors.  While  listening  to  these  stories,  the  people  of 

Jerusalem have the chance to identify themselves with the ailing,  repentant  and in the end the 

healed Hezekiah. The goal of the Deuteronomist and the Chronicler was and is to advise and to 

hearten the reader with the help of a system of symbols that the reader is familiar with, both of them 

in a different period, for a different generation in a different situation.

In the assessment and the following comparison of both texts about King Hezekiah, I tried to 

take  into  consideration  the  perspective  of  the  time period  of  each authors.  That  is  why,  while 

studying the evaluation from both these authors, I tried to factor in when and where each text was  

created, who it was meant for, and how the authors were motivated to form the reader. 

A detailed analysis of the text showed that the studied literary works were truly imprinted 

with the time and situation shared by both the author and reader.

While  both  the  Deuteronomist  and the  Chronicler  praise  Hezekiah’s  reforms,  so  that  the 

reader today may consider this as a basis for the positive assessment by both authors, it is plain 

from the text, as seen above, that Hezekiah chose to perform the reforms because he “trusted in the 

Lord God of Israel … For he clave to the Lord,… and the Lord was with him” (II Kings, 18, 5—7).  

It is important here to see the cause of the positive assessment by both authors. The reader should, 

as intended by the authors, then act according to the role model of Hezekiah, especially in times  

when worldly solutions appear easier than to seek help with God. 

In my thesis I also took into account the additions and absences in a similar text about King 

Hezekiah  in  Isaiah.  The analysis  of  Hezekiah’s  psalm particularly brought  many impulses  that 

helped to depict the full view of the author on the character of King Hezekiah and his effort to 

portray to the reader the metaphor of the relationship between Hezekiah and the Lord.

In the next chapter of my thesis I present translations of a greater amount of Talmudic sugiots, 



whose essence is the interpretations if the acts and sayings of King Hezekiah. In my work on this  

section I endeavored to bring forth a comparison between views of the role of King Hezekiah in the 

above mentioned biblical sources and oral tradition. In many aspects the Rabbis are further the 

authors of biblical works. On one hand, there is a distinct effort to assign Hezekiah’s acts an almost 

messianic character in selected passages, while others express the limitations of man and acute 

criticism can be found. 

King  Hezekiah,  in  biblical  and  oral  tradition,  is  understood  to  be  a  role  model  worth 

following. He is presented as a character that not only rooted out alien gods from Israel, but was 

also willing to stand up for his nation in the time of the Assyrian crisis. This work cannot be all  

encompassing  as  I  have  briefly  mapped  the  interpretation  of  individual  tradition.  There  exists, 

however, a great store of other material. The subject for further discussion may be the comparison 

of interpretations of the role of the king in the well documented Midrash Raba. 


