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that Israel did evil znd followed abominations and turned away from God.  Jeroboam

'put up those golden czlves to ggad the pecple astrey. ‘Judah here is kkmmix picﬁured

as going astray Just as much as Israel, only the official religion was true.

.They were officially following God's commands’ even though they actually ignored

them. It was easief then to snap Baék to a foldwwing of them when they had
drifted awsy but had not made any change in the official declerations as to

what they stood for. . However,_ﬁheﬁicture given here is one of Judah in a pretty
bad sﬁfuation here during the reign oi Rehoboam. In:the course of this reign
there is one specific event described, only one. General sfgtements_ébout the
wickednesss of Rehoboam, 5ﬁt one specific désecribed in Kings as eccurring in his
reign. What was that speéific event? (Asks students) The.invasion of Shishak
is the only- 3pecific_e;ent'during the réégn of Rehoboam that is aescribea in the
book of Kings aside ffdm the events in connection with his accession which we took

up with the deérwption. Thig invasion of Shishsk, however, we will leave for a

‘minute. We will tske it as a separate small heading here. Dezling for the moment

in general with the reign of Rehoboam, we note that in Chronicles we have a full

: oy . : _ ]w)"h}/
account of the reégn of Rehoboam. Chronicles has a much more £&£i account

You have gone through it in your étudy . You note that in Kings it says that
| Rehoboam was an easy ruiér. while in Chronicles it tells you that for three yearé
* Rehoboam followed the Lord. Now is this a contrsdiction between Kings and

'IChronicles? Very clearly it is not. Out of seventeen years he followed fhe

Tord for three years. So a brief general pictire of his reign says he was &

. wicked king and Israel did evil during his reign. A more detailed picture describes

the fact that for three years he followed the Lord in general and then turned
ver§ fadically away from the Iord. So you have a fuller statement in which some
of the remarks'seem_to contrzdict the Big geﬁeral statement, but they do not

éctually, ‘The generzl statement ds giving the detailed picture and this is giving

a fuller account and consequently eertain smaller features would not have

occurred to you simply frbm the one big statement{ They do not contradict it

whtx but/they_aré_nqtl1a;gﬁiy“§ppggg,tq%qubrcught in;ﬁndef-it,. That is a very
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