
SCRIPTURE CENTRAL
https://scripturecentral.org/ 

The Escape of Mulek

Author(s): Ariel L. Crowley
Source: Improvement Era, Vol. 58, No. 5 (May 1955) 
Published by: The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
Page(s): 324–326

Abstract: This article is an attempt to reconcile the biblical account of Zedekiah’s 
capture and the implied extermination of all his male royal line, with the Book of 
Mormon account of an escape by one son, referred to as Mulek. The author attempts a 
reconciliation between the two accounts.

Archived by permission.

Type: Magazine Article

http://byustudies.byu.edu/
https://scripturecentral.org/


O
ne  of  the points at which the 
biblical narrative touches the 
Book of Mormon narrative is the 

seizure and murder of the sons of 
Zedekiah, king of Judah. When Zede- 
kiah and members of his household 
and staff fled by the Jericho Road 
at the end of the Chaldean siege, 
they were overtaken and carried to 
Riblah for a summary trial. After 
judgment, the Chaldean army “slew 
the sons of Zedekiah before his 
eyes.”1*

In the Book of Mormon account, 
one of the sons of Zedekiah escaped 
death, and was brought into the 
Western Hemisphere, where his name 
Mulek became attached to a peo-
ple, • a city, and a land.2 It is 
more than possible that his name 
is rather a title than a proper name, 
being indistinguishable from the He-
brew MLK “a king.”3 The applica-
tion of such a title to a sole surviving 
son of Zedekiah, who was thus heir 
apparent to the throne of Judah, 
appears perfectly consistent. In bibli-
cal and Book of Mormon names alike, 
the root MLK, a king, is a common-
place element.4

The reconciliation of the biblical 
account, implying extermination of 
the male royal line, with the Book 
of Mormon account of an escape by 
one son, requires a critical examina-
tion of the biblical language used, 
in the light of parallel biblical narra-
tives, as well as an examination of 
the circumstantial evidence available, 
in and out of the Bible.

At the outset consideration must be 
given to the probable ages of the 
sons of Zedekiah. This king ascend-
ed the throne at twenty-one years 
of age3 and perished at thirty-one in 
the eleventh year of his reign.6 Ac-
cording to Jewish tradition, the num-
ber of his sons who were slain by the 
order of Nebuchadnezzar was ten.7

Assuming that Zedekiah married 
at the early age of eighteen, his eldest 
child could not have exceeded twelve 
or thirteen years of age at the time 
of his death. If ten of his sons were 
slain, and in the meantime he had 
a family of daughters, as is well 
attested,8 then there is a high prob-

*Numbers refer to bibliography at end of article.
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ability that Mulek was a mere infant 
at the time he escaped. This prob-
ability is strongly supported by the 
quite uniform habit of distinguishing- 
between sons and male infants in 
biblical accounts. Examples are nu-
merous.

Thus, Dathan and Abiram came 
out and stood in the doors of their 
tents “. . . and their wives, and 
their sons, and their little children.”9

So also, Ittai, the Gittite, passed 
over the brook Kidron, “. . . and all 
his men, and all the little ones that 
were with him.”10

In the temple arrangements set up 
by Hezekiah, the courses of the priests 
were set, among other things,- accord-
ing “. . . to the genealogy of all 
their little ones, their wives, and 
their sons, and their daughters.”11

The order of Haman, in Esther, for 
the destruction of the Jews carried 
the directive to kill all the Jews “. . . 
both young and old, little children 
and women.”12

Even the commandment given for 
the destruction of the Canaanite peo-
ple under Moses made the same 
distinction. The Israelites were or-
dered to “. . . smite every male 
thereof with the edge of the sword” 
excepting “. . . the women, and 
the little ones, . . .”13

This commandment gave rise to 
great wrath on the part of Moses 
when it was literally obeyed in the 
case of the Midianite invasion. It 
is said that the Israelites “. . . warred 
against the Midianites, as the Lord 
commanded Moses; and they slew all 
the males,”14 whereas, in point of 
fact they spared “all the women . . . 
and their little ones.”15 When Moses 
learned of this literal application of 
the law requiring the sparing of chil-
dren, he issued a summary order, 
“Now therefore kill every male among 
the little ones.”16

While instances might be multi-
plied, it seems thoroughly settled in 
the samples given that male babies 

were not counted among the sons 
or men of Israel as such and were 
the subjects of a special immunity, 
along with women and girls.

Pursuing a rule of construction 
which has come to be a standard in 
modern law, that words once used 
in a particular sense are presumed 
to be used always in the same sense 
in the same document unless dis-
tinguished specially,17 the word sons 
in the notices of the death of the 
sons of Zedekiah excludes “the little 
ones” on biblical precedent.

It is, moreover, a common thing 
in the Bible, for historians to use 
all-inclusive terms, without intending 
in the least either to mislead or to 
misrepresent the facts. Instances 
closely paralleling the case of the sons 
of Zedekiah are easily found.

In the case of the household of 
Ahaziah, the king, it is written that 
his mother Athaliah, “. . . arose 
and destroyed all the seed royal.”18 
Athaliah herself thought that was 
exactly what she had done, and ruled 
for six years on that premise.19 In 
point of fact a girl named Jehoshaba 
“. . . took Joash the son of Ahaziah, 
and stole him from among the king’s 
sons which were slain; and they hid 
him, even him and his nurse, in the 
bedchamber from Athaliah, so that 
he was not slain.”20

In connection with the same 
slaughter in which the sons of Zede-
kiah perished, Jeremiah declared that 
“. . . the king of Babylon slew all 
the nobles of Judah,”21 yet the new 
governor, Gedaliah, was shortly there-
after murdered by Ishmael “of the 
seed royal”22 who had escaped by 
hiding in Ammonite country during 
the siege.23 With Ishmael were “the 
princes of the king.”24

There is something grimly amus-: 
ing in the accounts of the destruction 
of the Midianites and Amalekites. 
Excepting little girls, it appears that 
the Midianite people were utterly 
exterminated under Moses.25 But
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some time later the Midianites rose 
up in such force that they over-
whelmed Israel and kept them in 
misery for seven years.26 Similarly, 
it is written that Saul reported to 
the prophet Samuel, saying that he 
had “. . . utterly destroyed the Amal-
ekites,”27 pursuant to a directive 
from Samuel requiring that Saul slay 

. both man and woman, infant 
and suckling, . . .”28 Yet David, 

the successor of Saul found it nec-
essary to repeat the killing, and again 
“. . . left neither man nor woman 
alive.”29 Notwithstanding these two 
destructions, shortly afterward a group 
of four hundred Amalekites kidnap-
ped two of David’s wives,30 in com-
pany with other Amalekites, and es-
caped on camels leaving many more 
Amalekites dead behind.31

Instances in which even the word 

all must be construed to mean some-
thing less than totality are many. 
A few will suffice to demonstrate the 
point. According to the record at 
one time Solomon held an eight-day 
feast “. . . and all Israel with him.”32 
Again, “. . . the king and all the 
children of Israel dedicated the house 
of the Lord.”33 In the very invasion 
at the time of Zedekiah, despite the 
record of many who escaped into 
Egypt,34 it was recorded that young 
and old, “all” were given into the 
hand of the Chaldean invader.35 And 
as a last example, at the death of Saul, 
“. . . all his house died together.”36 
Of this passage, the celebrated com-
mentator, Dr. Adam Clarke, judged 
that this could mean that those who 
were with the king were cut off, 
nothing more.37 It is apparent in all 
of the passages cited that the writers 
had no intention of denying that 
there were exceptions. “All” seems 
to have been used to mean “the bulk” 
or perhaps only “representatives of 
all.”

It is at once apparent that where 
the word all is not used, the mere 
expression being “. . . they slew the 
sons of Zedekiah . . .”38 the narra-
tive is even weaker, and it is perfectly 
proper to reach the true sense by in-
ferring “they slew the sons of Zede-
kiah who did not escape.”

Having seen, therefore, that the ex-
istence of an exception in the escape 
of Mulek is within the proper sense 
of the record, it remains to be seen 
whether or not the mechanics of the 
escape are in any way indicated.

Little children, as. nature has or-
dained, and more particularly among 
people of simple life, are universally 
the charge of their mothers and sisters. 
At the escape of Zedekiah from Jeru-
salem, his wives and daughters went 
with him. The historian Josephus 
details it thus: “When the city was 
taken about midnight, and the ene-
my’s generals were entered into the 
temple, and when Zedekiah was sen-

, sible of it, he took his wives and his 
children, and his captains and friends, 
and with them fled out of the city 
through the fortified ditch, and 
through the desert.”39 When the pur-
suing soldiers caught up with the 
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T H E E S C A P E O F  M U L E K
( C o n cl u d e d fr o m pr e c e di n g  p a g e)  

f u giti v es n e ar  J eri c h o, m a n y  of  t h os e 
w h o  fl e d t h e cit y  wit h  Z e d e ki a h  “ l eft 
hi m a n d dis p ers e d t h e ms el v es, s o m e 
o n e w a y  a n d s o m e a n ot h er, a n d  
e v er y  o n e  r es ol v e d t o s a v e hi ms elf. ” 4 0  
“ S o t h e e n e m y t o o k Z e d e ki a h  ali v e  
w h e n  h e w as  d es ert e d  b y all b ut  a  
f e w, wit h  his  c hil dr e n  a n d  his  wi v es. ”  
T h os e  w h o  w er e,  as Dr.  Cl ar k e  s ai d 
i n his c o m m e nt ar y o n t h e p ass a g e,  
“ m ost  pr o b a bl y  p ers o ns  w h o  b el o n g e d  
t o t h e p al a c e  a n d. h ar e m  of  Z e d e ki a h,  
s o m e of t h e m his o w n c o n c u bi n es  
a n d c hil dr e n. ”

T h e  w o m e n,  wit h  w h o m,  as b ef or e  
d e m o nstr at e d, w o ul d  b e f o u n d t h e 
“ littl e o n es ” w er e  r e m a n d e d i nt o t h e 
c ust o d y of  N e b u z ar- a d a n,  t h e C h al -
d e a n g e n er al, a n d b y hi m t ur n e d 
o v er t o G e d ali a h  as p u p p et g o v er -
n or. 4 1

W h e n  Is h m a el, ki ns m a n of t h e 
d e a d  ki n g,  tr e a c h er o usl y kill e d  G e d a -
li a h, h e  c arri e d a w a y wit h  hi m  t h e 
d a u g ht ers of Z e d e ki a h,  t o w ar d t h e 
l a n d of t h e A m m o nit es, 4 2 wit h  “ all  
t h e r esi d u e of  t h e p e o pl e. ” J o h a n a n  
f oll o w e d q ui c kl y i n p urs uit, w h er e -
u p o n  t h e p e o pl e  w h o  h a d  g o n e  wit h  
Is h m a el j oi n e d f or c es wit h  J o h a n a n,  
a n d it is writt e n  t h at “ t h e mi g ht y  
m e n  of  w ar,  a n d t h e w o m e n  a n d t h e 
c hil dr e n ” f e ari n g t o r et ur n t o J er u-
s al e m, d e p art e d t o g o i nt o E g y pt. 4 3

It is m a d e  e mi n e ntl y cl e ar t h er e-
f or e, t h at w h et h er  wit h  t h e w o m e n  
w h o  w er e  t ur n e d o v er t o N e b u z ar-  
a d a n, or  b e hi n d i n J er us al e m, or at  
Mi z p a h,  t h e w a y  w as  o p e n  f or es c a p e  
of M ul e k.  I n d e e d t h e n arr ati v e of 
t h e es c a p e of  t h e “ w o m e n  a n d c hil -
dr e n ” a m o n g  w h o m  w er e  t h e d a u g h -
t ers of  Z e d e ki a h,  f ur nis h es a pr o b a bl e  
r e c or d of  t h e w a y  it w as  a c c o m plis h e d.

T h er e  is a str a n g e a n d m yst eri o us  
p ass a g e  of  s cri pt ur e w hi c h  is, b y  t h es e 
h a p p e ni n gs, a n d b y  t h e v er y i m pli-
c ati o ns of es c a p e c o nt ai n e d i n t h e 
w or ds  littl e o n es as i n cl u di n g m al e  
c hil dr e n, f or t h e first ti m e m a d e  u n -
d erst a n d a bl e:

A  littl e o n e  s h all b e c o m e  a t h o us a n d, 
a n d a s m all o n e a str o n g n ati o n: I 
t h e L or d  will  h ast e n it i n his ti m e.4 4

T h e  a c c o m pli s h m e nt of f ulfil m e nt 
of t his pr o p h e c y t hr o u g h M ul e k  b y  
w a y  of t h e es c a p e of  t h e w o m e n  of  
t h e h o us e of Z e d e ki a h  is i n di c at e d 
i n t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n  wit h  cl arit y.  

T h us,  w hil e  b ut  o n e  s o n of  Z e d e ki a h  
is m e nti o n e d  as h a vi n g  es c a p e d, it is 
writt e n  i n t h e pl ur al  f or m t h at “ t h e y,”  

t h e “ s e e d of Z e d e ki a h  ar e wit h  us,  
a n d  t h e y w er e  dri v e n  o ut  of  t h e l a n d 
of J er us al e m, ” n e c ess aril y i m pl yi n g 

w o m e n,  s e e d of Z e d e ki a h,  i. e., his  

d a u g ht ers. T h at  t h e “ littl e o n e ” b e -
c a m e a t h o us a n d a n d a s m all o n e  a  
str o n g n ati o n is m a nif est  fr o m t h e 
f a ct t h at t h e y w er e  e x c e e di n gl y n u -
m er o us  at t h e ti m e M osi a h  f o u n d 

t h e m a n d br o u g ht  a b o ut a u ni o n  of  

c o u ntri es. 4 5

It will  b e  s e e n b y  r ef er e n c e t o t h e 
p ass a g e cit e d, w h er ei n  c o m pl et e d e -
str u cti o n of gr o u ps is first d e cl ar e d  
a n d t h e n a n e x c e pti o n r e cit e d, t h at 
t h e o nl y  disti n g uis hi n g  c h ar a ct eristi c  
b et w e e n t h e c o m m o n bi bli c al a c -
c o u nts a n d t h e a c c o u nt of  t h e killi n g  
of  t h e s o ns of  Z e d e ki a h  is t h e a bs e n c e  
of  a  r e c or d of  t h e e x c e pti o n  wit hi n  t h e 
p a g es  of  t h e Bi bl e.  It is s u p pli e d f or 
t h e first ti m e i n t h e B o o k  of  M or m o n,  
w hi c h  st a n ds t h us as a  n e c ess ar y  li n k 
i n t h e c h ai n of  r e c or ds.

Pr o p erl y  r e a d, t h er ef or e, t h e r e c or d 
i n t h e w or ds  of  J er e mi a h a n d  II Ki n gs,  
as s u p pl e m e nt e d i n H el a m a n,  is t his:

A n d  t h e ki n g of B a b yl o n  sl e w t h e s o ns 
of  Z e d e ki a h  b ef or e  his  e y es:

All  e x c e pt it w er e  M ul e k. 4 8
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