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1 Introduction

Joel holds an undeniable importance for the investigation of the formation of
the Book of the Twelve and the interrelationships between its component parts.
Joel contains themes and language that resembles every other text in the collec-
tion, leading James Nogalski to identify it as the »literary anchor« of the Twelve.!
Joel’s literary parallels with the preceding text of Hosea and the following text of
Amos lead several redaction critics to argue that editors shaped Joel for its place
in the MT order of the Twelve.”? While supporting this thesis, Francesco Bargellini
raises a notable challenge to interpreting the links between Hosea and Joel. He
recognizes that the literary links are more easily identifiable between Joel and

1 James D. Nogalski, »Joel as»Literary Anchor« for the Book of the Twelve,« in Reading and Hear-
ing the Book of the Twelve, ed. James D. Nogalski and Marvin A, Sweeney, SBLSymS 15 (Atlanta:
Society of Biblical Literature, 2000): 91-109, For a list of themes from the Twelve connecting to
Joel, see: James D. Nogalski, The Book of the Twelve: Hosea-Jonah, SHBC (Macon, GA: Smyth &
Helwys, 2011), 211-213.

2 Dale Allan Schneider, The Unity of the Book of the Twelve (Yale University: Ph, D, diss., 1979), 84;
James D, Nogalski, Redactional Processes in the Book of the Twelve, BZAW 218 (Berlin: De Gruyter,
1993), 13-22; 25f.; 42-48; Erich Bosshard-Nepustil, Rezeptionen von Jesaia 1-39 im Zwolfprophe-
tenbuch: Untersuchungen zur literarischen Verbindung von Prophetenbiichern in babylonischer
und persischer Zeit, OBO 154 (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1997), 291; Aaron Schart, Die
Entstehung des Zwolfprophetenbuchs: Neubearbeitungen von Amos im Rahmen schrifteniibergrei-
fender Redaktionsprozesse, BZAW 260 (Berlin: De Gruyter, 1998), 266f.; Ulrich Dahmen, »Das
Buch Joel,« in Die Biicher Joel und Amos, NSKAT 23/2 (Stuttgart: Katholisches Bibelwerk, 2001):
16; Francesco Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico di Gioele, Abdia e Giona, Elementi per una lettura
unitaria dei XII Profeti Minori,« RivBib 55 (2007): 146; James D. Nogalski, »One Book and Twelve
Books: The Nature of the Redactional Work and the Implications of Cultic Source Material in the
Book of the Twelve,« in Two Sides of a Coin: Juxtaposing Views on Interpreting the Book of The
Twelve, Analecta Gorgiana 201 (Piscataway, NJ: Gorgias, 2009): 26 f.; Nogalski, The Book of the
Twelve: Hosea-Jonah, 204f.; 211-213.
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Amos than between Joel and Hosea.? Indeed, whereas the final chapter of Joel
contains a well-recognized quote of Amos 1:2a (see Joel 4:16aa [3:16aq]), the paral-
lels between Hosea and Joel primarily depend upon thematic or catchword links.*
Ehud Ben Zvi objects that these thematic parallels are common throughout the
prophets, making it difficult to conclude that they compositionally link the jux-
taposed ending of one book to the beginning of another.> This difference distin-
guishing the parallels linking Hosea and Joel from the parallels linking Joel and
Amos is perhaps most thoroughly exemplified by the composition model of Jakob
Wohrle, who identifies substantive connections between Joel and nearly every
following text in the Twelve but finds little redaction critical evidence linking
Hosea and Joel.®

The present article reexamines the evidence for redactional links positioning
Joel between Hosea and Amos by exploring a literary strategy shared by these
links. This article argues that the parallels with Hosea found in the beginning
of Joel follow the same strategic pattern as the parallels with Amos found at the
end of Joel. This observation suggests that these parallels position Joel in relation
to these two texts in the same way. Joel ends with two literary links to Amos that
strategically connect the conclusion of Joel to the beginning (Joel 4:16aa [3:16aal//
Amos 1:2a) and end (Joel 4:18aa [3:18aca]//Amos 9:13b) of Amos. Following this
same strategy, Joel opens with two literary connections to the beginning (Joel 1:1//
Hos 1:1) and end (Joel 1:5-7//Hos 14:2-9) of Hosea. This article thus begins by as-
sessing the more commonly recognized links between the end of Joel and Amos
before examining the less commonly identified links between the beginning of
Joel and Hosea in order to demonstrate that these links follow a similar strategic

3 Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico«: 152f,

4 On the catchwords between Hos 14:5-9[4-8] and Joel 1:1-14, see: Nogalski, Redactional Pro-
cesses, 13f.; Morris expands the catchwords to include Hos 13:15 (Prophecy, Poetry, and Hosea,
JSOTSup 219 [Sheffield: Sheffield Academic, 1996], 1181.).

5 Ehud Ben Zvi, »Is the Twelve Hypothesis Likely from an Ancient Reader’s Perspective?,« in
Two Sides of a Coin: Juxtaposing Views on Interpreting the Book of The Twelve, Analecta Gorgiana
201 (Piscataway, NJ: Gorgias, 2009): 87.

6 Based upon this evidence, Wohrle proposes that redactors composed Joel to serve as an intro-
duction to the growing prophetic collection. Redactors thus removed Hosea from the collection,
only to reintroduce it to the beginning of the collection in the final stages of the formation of the
Twelve (Die frithen Sammlungen des Zwélfprophetenbuches: Entstehung und Komposition, BZAW
360 [Berlin: De Gruyter, 2006], 450—453, See also, Jakob Wohrle, »Joel and the Formation of the
Book of the Twelve,« BTB 40/3 [2010]: 127-137). Against this proposal, see: Nogalski, »One Book
and Twelve Books«: 24f.; Anselm C. Hagedorn, Die Anderen im Spiegel: Israels Auseinander-
setzung mit den Vilkern in den Biichern Nahum, Zefanja, Obadja und Joel, BZAW 414 (Berlin: De
Gruyter, 2011), 2331,
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pattern. This article then concludes by exploring the implications of incorporat-
ing this »framing language« from Hosea and Amos into the beginning and end of
Joel within the context of the Twelve.

2 Joel and Amos Links

Amos and Joel contain several thematic similarities. Both texts speak of locusts
as a judgment (Joel 1:4; 2:25; Amos 4:9; 7:1); feature the day of YHWH promi-
nently (Joel 1:15; 2:11; 3:4 [2:31]; 4:14 [3:14]; Amos 5:18-20); assume that agricul-
tural disruption should lead to repentance (Joel 1:2-18; Amos 4:6-11); pronounce
judgment against Tyre, Sidon, Philistia, and Edom (Joel 4:4-8, 19 [3:4-8, 19];
Amos 1:6-12; 9:12); as well as proclaim a »return« (2w) of that which was cap-
tured (M1aw; Joel 4:1 [3:1]; Amos 9:14). Scholars investigating the formation of the
Book of the Twelve often interpret these thematic links as evidence that scribes
composed or shaped Joel for its position before Amos.” Although many of these
themes occur across a wide variety of prophetic texts, two literary connections
between Joel and Amos betray evidence of direct quotation: Joel 4:16aax [3:16aa]//
Amos 1:2a and Joel 4:18ax [3:18aa]//Amos 9:13b.®

In the case of Joel 4:16ac//Amos 1:2a, the evidence suggests that scribes
formed this literary link by quoting Amos 1:2a in Joel 4:16aca. Joel 4 consists of
a series of intertextual echoes and allusions to other prophetic texts carefully
juxtaposed to intratextual echoes developing language from earlier in Joel 1-2.
Nearly every verse in Joel 4:13-21 draws upon language from earlier in Joel 1-2.°

7 For further parallels, see: Bosshard-Nepustil, Rezeptionen von Jesaia 1-39, 288f.; Schart,
Die Entstehung, 261-263; Dahmen, »Das Buch Joel«: 18f.; Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico«: 152f.;
Jorg Jeremias, Die Propheten Joel, Obadja, Jona, Micha, ATD 24/3 (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 2007), 4f. Cf, the opposition of John Barton, Joel and Obadiah: A Commentary, OTL
(Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 2001), 4.

8 Although Joel’s late date of composition and intertextual style could support identifying Amos
as the source text in these cases, Nogalski recognizes that later editorial additions to other pas-
sages in the Twelve occasionally cite Joel (Redactional Processes, 48). Thus scholars should
consider whether literary parallels emerge from scribes quoting preexisting material in Joel or
scribes employing Joel language to update other texts in the Twelve,

9 See, for example, Joel 4:1//Jer 33:7, 15; Joel 4:1//Zeph 3:20; Joel 4:2//Zeph 3:8; Joel 4:3//Obad
11; Joel 4:4, 7//Obad 14-15, 17; Joel 4:4-8//Zech 9:13; Joel 4:9, 11//Obad 1; Joel 4:10, 12//Isa 2:3//
Mic 4:3; Joel 4:13//Mic 4:13; Joel 4:19//Obad 10. Joel 4 contains numerous thematic and lexical
parallels with Obadiah. For further discussion, see: Siegfried Bergler, Joel als Schriftinterpret,
BEATA]J 16 (Frankfurt: Peter Lang, 1988), 301-321; Dahmen, »Das Buch Joel«: 19-21, For exam-
ples of the ways in which Joel 4 develops language from earlier in Joel 1-2, see: Joel 4:9//2:7;
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Within this context, Joel 4:15-16a presents three images associated with the »day
of YHWH« (min» o1) in the »valley of decision« (p17mi1 praya): the sun, moon, and
stars darkening (v. 15); the divine »roaring« (v. 16aa); and the heavens and earth
shaking (v. 16ap). The first and third of these images closely draw language from
Joel 2:10-11. The image of YHWH »roaring from Zion«, however, lacks precedent
from earlier in Joel. This imagery in Joel 4:16ac//Amos 1:2a rather reflects a de-
velopment of language found in Amos 3:4, 8.1° Thus the Joel 4:16a0//Amos 1:2a
parallel finds closer association with the language of Amos than that of Joel,
suggesting that editors developed this parallel by drawing language from Amos
into Joel 4:15-16." This use of Amos language in Joel 4:16aa fits with Joel’s heavy
dependence on other preexisting texts that often earns it the label »scribal proph-
ecy«.?

The use of Amos language in Joel 4:16aa, however, lacks evidence of being a
secondary insertion into its current literary context. The use of Amos language in
Joel 4:15-16 expands upon the imagery of YHWH »raising his voice« (151 jn3) before
the great army in Joel 2:11, thereby connecting to the broader intratextual pat-

Joel 4:13//2:24; Joel 4:14//1:15; Joel 4:15-16//2:10-11; Joel 4:17//2:27; Joel 4:18//1:5, 9, 20; Joel 4:19//2:3;
Joel 4:20//2:2.

10 As argued by: Roy Frank Melugin, »The Formation of Amos: An Analysis of Exegetical
Method,« in Society of Biblical Literature 1978 Seminar Papers, SBLSPS 1 (Missoula, MT: Scholars
Press, 1978): 384; Schart, Die Entstehung, 55; Jacques Vermeylen, Du prophéte Isate a lapocalyp-
tique: Isaie, I-XXXV, miroir d’un demi-millénaire d'expérience religieuse en Israél, EBib 2 (Paris:
]. Gabalda, 1978), 523. Alvarez Barredo similarly argues that Deuteronomistic editors shaped
Amos 1:2 and 3:8 based upon Amos 3:4 (Relecturas deuteronomisticas de Amos, Miqueas y Jere-
mias, Publicaciones Instituto Teol6gico Franciscano. Serie mayor 10 [Murcia: Editorial Espigas,
1993], 55-59).

11 Many scholars conclude that Joel 4:16ac draws on Amos 1:2a. E.g., Hans Walter Wolff,
Joel und Amos, BKAT 14/2 (Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 21975), 98; Vermeylen, Du
prophéte Isaie, 523; Schneider, »The Unity«: 79-84; Alfons Deissler, Zwolf Propheten: Hosea, Joel,
Amos, NEB.AT (Wiirzburg: Echter, 1981), 85; Nogalski, Redactional Processes, 37; 45; Terence Col-
lins, The Mantle of Elijah: The Redaction Criticism of the Prophetical Books, BibSem 20 (Sheffield:
JSOT Press, 1993), 68; Schart, Die Entstehung, 262; Barton, Joel and Obadiah, 25f.; Bargellini, »Il
ruolo canonico«: 152f.; Nogalski, »One Book and Twelve Books«: 12; Hagedorn, Die Anderen im
Spiegel, 280-282; John Barton, The Theology of the Book of Amos, Old Testament Theology (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2012), 42. Cf. Those who propose that Joel and Amos reflect a
shared liturgical tradition: James Luther Mays, Amos: A Commentary, OTL (Philadelphia: West-
minster, 1969), 21; Gosta W, Ahlstrom, Joel and the Temple Cult of Jerusalem, VTSup 21 (Leiden:
Brill, 1971), 75.

12 E.g.,Jorg Jeremias, »Joel/Joelbuch,« Theologische Realenzyklopddie 17 (1987): 91; Bergler, Joel
als Schriftinterpret; Ronald L. Troxel, Joel: Scope, Genre(s), and Meaning, CSHB 6 (Winona Lake,
IN: Eisenbrauns, 2015), 41-50.
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terns observed in the reappropriation of imagery from Joel 2:10-11 in Joel 4:15-16."
The Amos language in Joel 4:16aa grammatically and thematically coheres
with the prophetic call for divine judgment associated with the day of YHWH in
Joel 4:13-16. Joel 4:16aq, therefore, functions as a coherent part of Joel 4* that
cannot be diachronically demarcated from the remainder of the chapter,'
Shortly following this quote of Amos 1:2a in Joel 4:16aq, Joel 4:18a con-
tains a second parallel with Amos (cf. 9:13) evincing direct quotation. Unlike in
Joel 4:16aq, however, this parallel shows closer affinity with the language of Joel
than with the language of Amos, suggesting that editors constructed this paral-
lel by adding Joel’s language to Amos 9:11-15*, The conclusion to Joel is charac-
terized by reversals of key declarations from Joel 1-2.%> Following the parallel of
Joel 2:17 in 4:17; Joel 4:18 reverses 1:5, 9, 20; and Joel 4:19-20 reverses 2:2-3. Within
this literary context, each statement in Joel 4:18 reverses a key theme from Joel 1.
The declaration that »the mountains will drip with sweet wine« (9"oy 0™nn 1807
v. 18aa) reverses the declaration that the wine is cut off in Joel 1:5. The »streams
of Judah« (MM "P7ax; v. 18ap) flowing with water reverses the imagery of dried
up streams in Joel 1:20. The imagery of the »fountain« from the house of YHWH
in 4:18b reverses the austere depiction of the »house of YHWH« in Joel 1:9. When
compared to the deficit of connections that Amos 9:13b has with the broader
composition of Amos, this evidence reveals that the parallel in Joel 4:18aa//
Amos 9:13b shares greater literary affinities with language and imagery of Joel
than that of Amos. Redaction critics commonly identify Amos 9:11-15 as a series
of later editorial additions to the text of Amos.'® The observation that Amos 9:12
additionally contains a parallel with the neighboring text of Obadiah leads in-
vestigators of the literary formation of the Book of the Twelve to conclude that
editors developed the conclusion of Amos in order to connect to the texts that

13 See similarly Bernhard Duhm, »Anmerkungen zu den Zwolf Propheten, III, [Schluss],«
ZAW 31 (1911): 188.

14 Several redaction critics view Joel 4:16aa as an integral component to the earliest literary
composition of Joel 4*. E. g. Georg Fohrer, Die Propheten des Alten Testaments, Bd. 6, Die Proph-
eten seit dem 4. Jahrhundert (Giitersloh: Giitersloher, 1976), 19; 91f.; 102f.; Bosshard-Nepustil,
Rezeptionen von Jesaia 1-39, 282; Wohrle, Die frithen Sammlungen, 418-423, Contra Hagedorn,
Die Anderen im Spiegel, 243; 280-282.

15 Asrecognized in: Jeremias, »Joel/Joelbuch«: 93; Nogalski, Redactional Processes, 42.

16 Ulrich Kellermann, »Der Amosschluss als Stimme Deuteronomistischer Heilshoffnung,« EvT
29 (1969): 169-183; Ina Willi-Plein, Vorformen der Schriftexegese innerhalb des Alten Testaments:
Untersuchungen zum literarischen Werden der auf Amos, Hosea und Micha zuriickgehenden
Biicher im hebrdischen Zwélfprophetenbuch, BZAW 123 (Berlin: De Gruyter, 1971), 57-60; Wolff,
Joel und Amos, 138, 404-410; Georg Fohrer, Die Propheten des Alten Testaments, Bd. 5, Die Pro-
pheten des 6. und des 5. Jahrhunderts (Giitersloh: Giitersloher, 1976), 163-167.
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precede and follow it in its current place in the MT arrangement of the Book of
the Twelve.' This evidence suggests that the editors shaped the Joel 4:18aa//
Amos 9:13b parallel by developing language from earlier in Joel and supplement-
ing it into the conclusion of Amos.'®

The book of Joel thus strategically ends with clear literary links to the be-
ginning and end of Amos. The first parallel draws language from Amos into Joel
(Joel 4:16an//Amos 1:2b) while the second parallel projects language from Joel
into Amos (Joel 4:18ax; Amos 9:13b). Both of these parallels in the conclusion of
Joel cohere with their current literary contexts, suggesting that they share compo-
sitional intentions with the broader oracle in Joel 4*, The use of direct quotes to
connect the conclusion of Joel to framing language from the beginning and end
of Amos suggests that the editors constructing these links at the end of Joel did so
with the entirety of the book of Amos in view.

3 Joel and Hosea links

As found between Joel and Amos, Hosea and Joel share several thematic similar-
ities.' Both texts employ the »grain«, »wine«, and »oil« triad (Hos 2:10-11[8-9],
24[22]; 9:1-2; Joel 1:10, 17; 2:19, 24), the theme of repentance (Hos 3:5; 6:1-3; 12:7 [6];
14:2-4 [1-3]; Joel 2:12-14), the personified land mourning (Hos 4:3; Joel 1:10), the
sounding of a horn as a warning (Hos 5:8; 8:1; Joel 2:1, 15), the devastation of the
people using the language of a metaphorical tree (Hos 2:14 [12]; Joel 1:7, 12), and
exhibit concern over »knowing God« (Hos 4:2; 6:6; Joel 2:27; 4:17). These themes
interact in both texts within a worldview that assumes a relationship between
proper cultic practice and agricultural blessing. While a number of tradition-his-
torical explanations could account for the thematic similarities, two strategically
placed parallels literarily link the beginning of Joel to the preceding text of Hosea:
Hos 1:1//Joel 1:1 as well as Hos 14:2-9//Joel 1:5-7, 9-12. As with the quotations

17 James D. Nogalski, Literary Precursors to the Book of the Twelve, BZAW 217 (Berlin: De Gruyter,
1993), 105; 109-121; Schart, Die Entstehung, 96f.; 99f.; Rainer Albertz, Die Exilszeit: 6. Jahrhun-
dert v, Chr, BE(S) 7 (Stuttgart: Kohlhammer, 2001), 178; Wohrle, Die frithen Sammlungen, 119-122;
438f,

18 As concluded by: Nogalski, Literary Precursors, 118-120; Nogalski, Redactional Processes,
45f. Compare with those arguing that Joel 4:18aa draws on Amos 9:13b: Theodorus C. Vriezen,
De literatuur van Oud-Isra¢l (Den Haag Servire, 1961), 167, Wolff, Joel und Amos, 100; Schneider,
»The Unity«: 79-84; Elizabeth Achtemeier, The Book of Joel, New Interpreter’s Bible 7 (Nashville,
TN: Abingdon, 1996), 302; Hagedorn, Die Anderen im Spiegel, 280282,

19 For lists of parallels, see: Nogalski, Redactional Processes, 13-22; Schart, Die Entstehung,
266f.; Dahmen, »Das Buch Joel«: 16-18; Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico«: 147-151.
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linking Joel and Amos, these literary links strategically connect Joel to the begin-
ning and end of Hosea.

Scholars commonly recognize the relationship between the word-event
formula of Joel 1:1 and that of Hos 1:1; Mic 1:1; and Zeph 1:1.>° The absence of a
dating formula in Joel as found in these three other superscriptions suggests
that Joel 1:1 is a postexilic replication of the superscription style found in these
earlier texts. Two observations, however, suggest that Joel 1:1 uniquely draws
upon Hos 1:1 rather than Mic 1:1 or Zeph 1:1. First, although the superscriptions of
Hos 1:1; Mic 1:1; and Zeph 1:1 all employ the word-event formula, they identify the
prophet in different ways. While Mic 1:1 identifies the prophet using the locality of
Moresheth, Zeph 1:1 uses an uncharacteristic four generation genealogy. Joel 1:1,
however, identifies the prophet in the same manner as Hos 1:1, using only the
prophetic name and single generation genealogy.

The second observation supporting the association of Joel 1:1 with Hosea
language comes from the immediately ensuing Joel pronouncements. Joel 1:2
continues with a dual vocative summoning the »elders« (@u2311) to »hear this«
(nxryny) and the »inhabitants of the land« (PI8A "aw) to »give hear« (317N:).
The imperative to »hear this« (N&1-3YY) occurs along with the summons to »give
hear« (131877) elsewhere only in Hos 5:1.! Hosea 5:1 notably addresses three voc-
atives: the »priests« (217127), the »house of Israel« (587" n"a), and the »house
of the king« (75n n"3). The summons in Joel 1:2 addresses comparable groups for
the leaders and the people, but lacks a corresponding summons for the »house
of the king«. The absence of this summons for the »house of the king« in Joel
coheres with the absence of a royal establishment throughout the book. The fol-
lowing Joel oracles thematically resemble the Hos 5:1-7 pronouncement address-
ing the people’s inability to return to God (cf. Joel 2:12-14, 27; 4:17) as well as the
outworking of their guilt on »their flocks and herds« (opaa1 axy3a; cf. Joel 1:18)
and the produce of their fields (cf. Joel 1:4; 2:1, 15).?* This evidence suggests that
Joel 1:1 opens by drawing upon Hos 1:1, before displaying thematic parallels with
key Hosea texts.

20 Wolff, Joel und Amos, 22; Richard J. Coggins, Joel and Amos, NCBC (Sheffield: Sheffield Aca-
demic, 2000), 25; Wohrle, Die frithen Sammlungen, 387f.; Jeremias, Die Propheten Joel, Obadja,
Jona, Micha, 8; Steven S. Tuell, Reading Nahum—Malachi: A Literary and Theological Commen-
tary, Reading the Old Testament (Macon, GA: Smyth & Helwys, 2016), 114,

21 Beyond the Hebrew prophets, see only Job 34:16; Ps 49:2[1].

22 Bosshard-Nepustil recognizes the parallel between Hos 5:1, 7 and Joel 1:2, 4 (Rezeptionen von
Jesaia 1-39, 284f.).
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The ensuing oracle in Joel 1 contains a well-recognized literary connection
with the end of Hosea.”> Schneider recognizes that Hos 14:2-10 concludes with
the hopeful prospect that repentance could lead to the restoration of the »graing,
»wine«, and »oil«. He observes that Joel opens with a threat to the »grain«, »wine«,
and »oil«, which serves as evidence that the people must repent. Schneider thus
argues that editors shaped Joel to be read after Hosea.** Nogalski builds upon
Schneider’s observations by identifying five catchwords linking the end of Hosea
with the beginning of Joel: n&1/A5& (»this«/»these« in Hos 4:10 and Joel 1:2), *aw»
(»inhabitants« in Hos 14:8 and Joel 1:2, 14), 1 (»wine« in Hos 14:8 and Joel 1:5),
193 (»vine« in Hos 14:8 and Joel 1:7, 12), and 137 (»grain« in Hos 14:8 and Joel 1:10).
Observing that three of these catchwords occur clustered in Hos 14:8a, Nogalski
argues that editors supplemented Hos 14:2-10 in order to strengthen the connec-
tion between the conclusion of Hosea and the beginning of Joel.”* Morris expands
Nogalski’s catchword evidence to include the use of wian (»and it dried up«) in
Hos 13:15, recalling the repeated alteration of w11 and w2 in Joel 1.2

Diachronic scholarship commonly identifies Hos 14:2-9 as the product of
later editorial development in the exilic or postexilic periods.” This concluding
chapter extensively reappropriates earlier language and imagery from Hosea.?®
The »grain« (j37), »wine« (W°n), and »oil« (972?), for example, forms an im-
portant triad in Hos 2:10-11, 24 that thematically resurfaces throughout Hosea
(cf. 4:11; 7:14; 9:1-2; 14:7-8). The use of these renewed themes and language in
Hos 14:2-9 parallels the opening chapter of Joel in two ways that suggest that

23 As recognized by: Nogalski, Liferary Precursors, 69f.; Morris, Prophecy, Poetry, and Hosea,
118f.; Bosshard-Nepustil, Rezeptionen von Jesaia 1-39, 284f,; Dahmen, »Das Buch Joel«: 16f.;
Bargellini, »1l ruolo canonico«: 147 f.

24 Schneider, »The Unity«: 84.

25 Nogalski, Literary Precursors, 66-70.

26 Morris, Prophecy, Poetry, and Hosea, 118f.

27 E.g.,Johannes Lindblom, Hosea: literarisch untersucht, AAAbo.H 2 (Abo: Abo akademi, 1928),
109f.; Elias Auerbach, »Die groRe Uberarbeitung der biblischen Biicher,« in Congress Volume,
Copenhagen 1953, ed, George W, Anderson et al,, VTSup 1 (Leiden: Brill, 1953): 8; Schart, Die Ent-
stehung, 173-176; Roman Vielhauer, Das Werden des Buches Hosea: Eine redaktionsgeschichtliche
Untersuchung, BZAW 349 (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2005), 183-205; Susanne Rudnig-Zelt, Hoseastu-
dien: Redaktionskritische Untersuchungen zur Genese des Hoseabuches, FRLANT 213 (Go6ttingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2006), 269,

28 Many scholars recognize that Hos 14:2-9 draws upon earlier themes, imagery, and language
from Hosea. E. g., Hans Walter Wolff, Hosea, BKAT 14/1 (Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag,
31976), xxiv, 58; Gale A, Yee, Composition and Tradition in the Book of Hosea: A Redaction Critical
Investigation, SBLDS 102 (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1987), 131-140; Nogalski, Literary Precursors,
69; Terence E. Fretheim, Reading Hosea—Micah: A Literary and Theological Commentary, Read-
ing the Old Testament (Macon, GA: Smyth & Helwys, 2013), 77f.
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editors shaped this concluding Hosea chapter to function in relation to the ensuing
pronouncements of Joel. First, as noted by Schneider, the juxtaposition of the
call for repentance with the hope for restored agricultural blessings in Hos 14:2-9
parallels the worldview of Joel. Jeremias explores the ways in which the call for
repentance (Hos 14:2-4) and the pronouncement of restored agricultural bless-
ing (14:5-9) work together. He observes that Hos 14:2-9 expresses the possibility
for repentance, but does not assume that such repentance has taken place. Thus
the proclamation of healing in vv. 5-9 expresses the divine desire to bring about
agricultural restoration without promising such an outcome for the future.” This
juxtaposition of the hope for agricultural healing with a call for repentance par-
allels the ideological assumptions of Joel 1:5-18, which summons the priests and
people to »lament« (vv. 8-10), »be ashamed« (vv. 11-12), and »spend the night in
sackcloth« (v. 13). Ultimately, witnessing the agricultural disruption should lead
»all of the inhabitants of the land« to »fast« and »cry out to YHWH« (v. 15). The
description of persistent threats throughout Joel 1-2 culminates in a final call to
repentance in Joel 2:12-14 that precedes the announcement of divine restoration
(2:18-27). Thus the reappropriation of earlier Hosea imagery in Hos 14:2-9 func-
tions in the same way as found in Joel 1-2.%°

The second similarity between Hos 14:2-9 and Joel 1:5-18 occurs in the
metaphorical use of this agricultural imagery. As in Joel 1:5-18, the agricultural
language in Hos 14:5-9 not only signals a relationship between repentance and
natural blessings but also serves as a metaphor for the people. While Hos 14:5-9
thematically recalls the »grain«, »wine«, and »oil« triad from earlier in Hosea, it
does so with different language. Thus while »grain« (ja7) and »wine« () feature
in Hos 14:8, the oil is inferred from the »olive tree« (n°1) in v. 7. This allusion to
the »oil« by way of the »olive tree« connects to a larger rhetorical strategy in
Hos 14:5-9. Hosea 14:5-9 develops this imagery of agricultural abundance to
serve as a metaphor for the people of Israel. Thus Hos 14:5-9 not only depicts a
return of agricultural prosperity but also signals that Israel itself will »bloom«
(mIoY), »grow roots« (MW Tv), and »sprout branches« (1P 1% v. 6-7). The
»grain«, »wine, and »oil« imagery thus metaphorically depicts both the produce
of the restored land and the state of the restored people. The majesty of Israel will
»be like the olive tree« (7717 112 ;v 7) and those who return »will bloom like
the vine« (1932 1187; v. 8; cf. Hos 10:1).

Joel 1 similarly employs agricultural imagery as a metaphorical depiction of
the people. Joel 1 depicts three threats warranting the gathering of the people to

29 Jorg Jeremias, Der Prophet Hosea, ATD 24/1 (Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1983),
169-174.
30 Schart, Die Entstehung, 266. See also, Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico«: 149,
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seek YHWH: the locusts (vv. 2-4), a nation (vv. 5-7), and a drought (vv. 8-18). The
introductory threat of the nation metaphorically employs agricultural imagery
for the people of God. This »nation« desolates YHWH’s »vine« (393) and »fig
tree« (78N, v. 7), stripping her branches bare (132a5n). This imagery reverses the
expressed hopes for the people of God found in Hos 14:5-9. In three instances,
Hos 14:5-7 compares the metaphorical growth of Israel to that of »Lebanon.
Thus Israel will »grow roots like the forests of Lebanon« (12252 1w=w 1), have
the »fragrances [...] like Lebanon« (n™1 [...] 11353), and have a »memorial« (921)
»like the wine of Lebanon« (111325 12). Joel 1:7 presents the reversal of this imagery
in which the metaphorical people-the »vine« (j23) and »fig tree« (nixn)-is de-
stroyed and »her branches« (7u™) are »stripped bare« (12257). The use of the
root 139 to describe the stripping of the branches recalls and reverses the use of
1135 to portray the growth of these branches. These observations suggest that the
language of Hos 14:2-9 draws upon earlier imagery from Hosea, but reappropri-
ates it with an eye toward the literary function of Joel. The evidence, therefore,
suggests that the construction of Hos 14:2-9 reflects an awareness of Joel.

When taken together, this evidence reveals that the book of Joel strategically
opens with literary parallels to the beginning and end of Hosea. Joel 1:1 opens
Joel by drawing upon formulaic language from Hos 1:1. The ensuing description of
the agricultural threat closely resembles the themes and language of Hos 14:2-9,
which emerges as a result of editors shaping Hos 14:2-9 with an awareness of
the ensuing Joel text. These parallels to the beginning and end of Hosea in the
opening of Joel both cohere with their literary context within Joel, suggesting that
their literary functions connect to the broader rhetorical purposes of this opening
Joel oracle. The construction of close literary parallels to the beginning and end
of Hosea indicates that the editors forming these literary echoes likely operated
with an awareness of the entirety of Hosea.

4 Conclusion: Framing Joel with Frames from Hosea and Amos

Although Bargellini correctly recognizes that the nature of the literary parallels
linking Joel to Hosea differ in some respects from those linking Joel to Amos, this
study finds that these literary parallels follow a remarkably similar pattern. Joel
strategically opens with literary links to the beginning and end of Hosea. Joel 1:1
parallels Hos 1:1 and the agricultural imagery in Joel 1:5-18 parallels Hos 14:2-9.
Similarly, Joel strategically concludes with literary links to the beginning and end
of Amos. Joel 4:16aa parallels Amos 1:2a and Joel 4:18aq parallels Amos 9:13b.
Furthermore, these parallels reflect a similar compositional construction. In
both cases, editors construct parallels with the beginning of Hosea and Amos by
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drawing language from these respective texts into Joel. Thus Joel 1:1 draws upon
Hos 1:1 and Joel 4:16aa draws upon Amos 1:2a. When constructing the parallels
with the ends of Hosea and Amos, the editors use the imagery and worldview
of Joel to develop the conclusions to these respective books. Thus Hos 14:2-9*
and Amos 9:11-15* both show evidence of intentionally developed connections to
Joel. These shared literary patterns suggest that the editorially constructed links
between Joel and the texts immediately before and after it reflect a shared scribal
technique.

These findings have three implications for the composition of Joel as a whole.
First, this pattern reinforces the conclusion that editors constructed Joel with an
awareness of its canonical position in the MT order of the Twelve.* Whereas past
scholarship has interpreted these links as evidence of the intentional arrange-
ment of relatively independently composed texts,*” more recent discussions have
explored the ways in which scribes edited these texts to fit together.?* Within this
discussion, Nogalski’s attention to catchwords linking the conclusion of one
text to the beginning of the next text in particular highlights the important role
of editors in shaping the literary seams of the Book of the Twelve. In this case,
however, the findings reveal that this catchword evidence initially identified by
Nogalski functions as part of a larger scribal agenda that does not merely link
the conclusion of Hosea to the beginning of Joel and the conclusion of Joel to the

31 For those currently favoring the priority of the MT ordering of the Twelve, see: Schneider,
»The Unity«: 224f.; Nogalski, Literary Precursors, 2; 20-57; Wohrle, Die frithen Sammlungen,
448f,; Aaron Schart, »Das Zwolfprophetenbuch als redaktionelle Grofieinheit,« TLZ 133 (2008):
2291.; Nogalski, »One Book and Twelve Books«: 13f.; Nogalski, The Book of the Twelve: Hosea—
Jonah, 3f.; Jennifer M. Dines, »The Minor Prophets,« in T&T Clark Companion to the Septuagint,
ed, James K, Aitken (Oxford: Bloomsbury, 2015): 439f,

32 E.g., Wilhelm Rudolph, Joel, Amos, Obadja, Jona, KAT 13/2 (Giitersloher: G, Mohn, 1971), 297 f.;
Wolff, Joel und Amos, 1f.; Jeremias, »Joel/Joelbuch«: 92; Herbert Marks, »The Twelve Prophets, «
in The Literary Guide to the Bible, ed. Robert Alter and Frank Kermode (Cambridge, MA: Belknap,
1987): 208; John J. Collins, Joel, Obadiah, Haggai, Zechariah, Malachi, NCBC,OT 17 (Collegeville,
MN: Liturgical Press, 2013), 7. See also the more recent assessment of Hagedorn that identifies the
links between Joel and Amos as relatively late additions to Amos (Die Anderen im Spiegel, 294f.),
33 Schneider, »The Unity«: 84-89; 237f.; Nogalski, Redactional Processes, 13—48; Schart, Die
Entstehung, 261-266; Bargellini, »Il ruolo canonico«; 153; Aaron Schart, »The First Section of the
Book of the Twelve Prophets: Hosea-Joel-Amos, « Int 61 (2007): 138-152; Nogalski, »One Book and
Twelve Books«: 26 f.; Massimiliano Scandroglio, Gioele e Amos in dialogo: Inserzioni redazionali
di collegamento e aperture interpretative, AnBib 193 (Roma: Gregorian & Biblical Press, 2011),
19-183; Jorg Jeremias, »Rezeptionsprozesse in der prophetischen Ubetlieferung — am Beispiel der
Visionsberichte des Amos,« in Rezeption und Auslegung im Alfen Testament und in seinem Um-
feld. Ein Symposion aus Anlass des 60. Geburtstags von Odil Hannes Steck., ed. Reinhard Gregor
Kratz and Thomas Kriiger (Freiburg: Universititsverlag, 1997): 41-43,
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beginning of Amos. Rather, Joel opens with literary connections to the beginning
and end of Hosea, indicating that editors shaped Joel to connect to the entirety of
Hosea as a book preceding Joel. Similarly, concluding Joel with literary parallels
to the beginning and end of Amos indicates that these editors operated with an
awareness of the entirety of Amos as a book following Joel.

The second implication of this pattern supports the conclusion that the
opening and concluding Joel oracles were shaped by shared scribal intentions.
The composition history of Joel is complicated by the need to account for both the
similarities and differences between Joel 1:1-2:27 and 4:1-21. While some redaction
critics divide these sections into different redactional strata,> others point to the
thematic and literary similarities as evidence that both literary units share their
compositional origins.*® The evidence supports identifying these literary links to
both Hosea and Amos as coherent parts of their literary contexts within Joel, sug-
gesting that they are not later editorial additions to preexisting Joel oracles. This
observation thus supports concluding that the opening and closing oracles of Joel
reflect a shared compositional intention and scribal technique that supports at-
tributing these oracles to shared compositional origins.

The third implication of this pattern supports concluding that the many the-
matic parallels that Joel shares with Hosea and Amos emerge from an awareness
of these respective texts rather than a shared use of broader prophetic traditions.
While Joel’s quotation of preexisting prophetic material appropriately earns it the
label »scribal-prophecy«,®® Joel’s identity as scribal prophecy extends beyond
easily identifiable quotations. Beyond direct quotes, Joel contains a plethora of
allusions and vague echoes that without direct quotes, would otherwise be dif-
ficult to associate with a specific source text. The fact that Joel opens with liter-
ary links to the beginning and end of Hosea and closes with literary links to the
beginning and end of Amos suggests that at this stage in the formation of Joel,
editors operated with an awareness of Hosea and Amos as literary works. This
observation supports concluding that the numerous thematic parallels between
Joel and both Hosea and Amos do not reflect shared prophetic tradition devoid
of literary awareness of these texts. Rather these parallels likely emerge from
echoes and allusions as the compilers of Joel develop key themes and imagery
from Hosea and Amos.

34 E.g., Bosshard-Nepustil, Rezeptionen von Jesaia 1-39, 299-281; Barton, Joel and Obadiah,
11-18.
35 E.g., Ahlstrom, Joel and the Temple Cult of Jerusalem, 130-137; Wolff, Joel und Amos, 5-7;
Achtemeier, The Book of Joel, 302; Deissler, Zwolf Propheten, 66f.; Dahmen, »Das Buch Joel«: 27,
36 E.g., Bergler, Joel als Schriftinterpret, passim; Troxel, Joel: Scope, Genre(s), and Meaning,
42-50,
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The composition of Joel betrays awareness of its location between Hosea
and Amos, the two voices of Northern prophetic traditions preserved in the Book
of the Twelve. While Joel draws language and themes from these two prophetic
texts, it reorients them along two lines. First, the text of Joel reorients the imagery
of these prophetic texts around Jerusalem. Whereas Hosea widely employs agri-
cultural disruption as a sign of divine judgment against the Northern Kingdom
of Israel, Joel opens with agricultural distress predominantly revolving around
the Jerusalem temple. Similarly, just as Amos’s articulation of judgment against
the Northern Kingdom assumes an international perspective, so does Joel end
with the nations as the predominant threat against the wellbeing of Jerusalem.
Second, in addition to reorienting themes from Hosea and Amos toward Jerusa-
lem, the text of Joel additionally incorporates these themes into a larger overar-
ching framework of the day of YHWH. Thus the inaugural agricultural distress in
the book of Joel serves as evidence of the approaching day of YHWH. Similarly,
the international threat with which Joel concludes serves as the manifestation of
the day of YHWH. The book of Joel thus forms a bridge between the agriculturally
oriented themes of Hosea and the internationally oriented themes of Amos, while
reorienting both sets of themes around Jerusalem and incorporating both sets of
themes into a larger paradigm for the manifestation of the day of YHWH.

Abstract: The present article builds upon previously identified catchwords linking
Joel to Hosea and Amos by arguing that Joel opens with literary connections to the
beginning (Joel 1:1//Hos 1:1) and end (Joel 1:5-7//Hos 14:2-9) of Hosea in the same
way Joel ends with literary links to the beginning (Joel 4:16aa [3:16aa]//Amos 1:2a)
and end (Joel 4:18aa [3:18aa]// Amos 9:13b) of Amos. This article concludes by exa-
mining the compositional and literary implications of opening and closing Joel
with framing language from Hosea and Amos respectively.

Keywords: Joel, Hosea, Amos, Book of the Twelve, Catchwords

Résumé: Le présent article s’appuie sur les mots-clés précédemment identifiés
reliant Joél & Osée et Amos en soutenant que Joél s’ouvre avec des liens littéraires
au début (J11,1//0s 1,1) et & 1a fin (J1 1,5-7//0s 14,2-9) d’Osée de la méme maniére
que Joél termine avec des liens littéraires au début (J1 4,16aa[3:16aa]//Am 1,2a) et
ala fin (J1 4,18aa(3,18aa]//Am 9,13b) d’Amos. Cet article conclut en examinant les
implications compositionnelles et littéraires de ouverture et de la fermeture de
Joél avec le langage qui cadre les livres d’Osée et d’Amos respectivement.

Mots-clés: Joél, Osée, Amos, Les douze petits prophétes, Mots-clés
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Zusammenfassung: Der vorliegende Artikel identifiziert Stichworte, die das Joel-
buch mit den Biichern Hosea und Amos verbinden. Das Joelbuch beginnt mit
literarischen Verbindungen zum Anfang (Jo 1,1//Hos 1,1) und Ende (Jo 1,5-7//
Hos 14,2-9) von Hosea, es endet mit literarischen Verbindungen zum Anfang
(Jo 4,16aa(3,16aa]//Am 1,2a) und Ende (Jo 4,18ax[3,18ax]//Am 9,13b) von Amos.
Der Artikel schlief3t mit einer Untersuchung der kompositorischen und literari-
schen Implikationen der Beobachtung, dass Anfang und Ende des Joelbuches im
Riickgriff auf die Sprache von Hosea bzw. Amos formuliert sind.

Schlagworter: Joel, Hosea, Amos, Zwolfprophetenbuch, Stichwortverbindung
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