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DEDICATION 

I dedicated ~Y underg raduate t~esis to the memory of my 

father, Eug ene Ber man. I never thoug ht I would be able 

to dedicate a second work to a second father , bu t life 's 

blessings truly are t:lanifo ld . It !.s with love and joy 

then , that I dedicate this wor,: to my father , Larry 

Lichtman, who has broug ht l o ve and j o y into the life of 

my mother once again and has , therefore, made my world 

so much more complete . 

And to my mot her , ~arilyn Berman, and my sister , Janet. 

I am still searchinb for the words , but today I know 

the feeling s and believe that that is the g reatest bift 

I s hall ever know . 

..: I ·, I I ,. - ' 

How joyous we a re fo r our portio n i s g oodly and our 

fate b lessed . 

i v 



DIGEST 

This thesis contains two independent investigations: 

fi rstly , there are analyses of the Books of Esther (as 

accepted in the Eebrew and Pr otestant canons) and Judith 

(as it appears in Pr otestant collections of the Apocrypha ) . 

These analyses are o ~ each bo~k ' s literary , structural 

and thematic components . The s econd part of t his work is 

an evaluation o f t he above . We prese~t this in terms of 

cor.t r astive and COL.parative studies of ~sther a nd Judith 

as well as an application of our initial findings into 

areas of more our ely historical i mport . 

We have concluded that ~sther and Judith are con­

temporaneou s wor ks , written in the fi r st c e ntury of the 

corrJ11o n era. ?''Jrther, t he!.r struc-=.ur-al and liter a r ~• 

si~ilar1ty points to a common authorsr.i p ; at l east a 

common mil ieu of autho ria l activity . !he didactic points 

we have enumerated illuminate the true nature of each of 

these boo ks which was , we as sert , propagandastic . As 

such, we believe these wo r ks to have been penned as 

specifically anti - Roman tracts by pre- destructi on (neo- ) 

?harisees. Finally , this assertion impl i c itly devaiues 

rra ny pr~v ious explanations of the process o f the canon­

ization of the third section of t he Bi ble : The t\'ritint;s . 

We conclude ·,;1 T" h a new explanation .of th!.s undertaki ng 

we believe to be mor~ p:~usible LlIBn others previously 

offered . 

'I 
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if that . Of course, our sag es said it better than I ever 

could , so I would like to quote them: "Jose ben Joezer of 

Zeredah and Jose ben Jochanan of Jerusalem received the 

t radition from them. Jose ben Joezer said, ' Let thy house 

be a meetin&- house for the wise , and sit amidst the dust 

of their feet and drink in their words with t hirst ' . •• 

(Avot 1:4) Whether or not I be wise , he has opened his 

house and home to me; I have attempted to s!t still at 

his feet and learn from his wisdom and , often , my th1:-st 

has been quenched. I am grateful. 

':'wo special friends a lso inspired MY academic interest 

ln this thesis and nurtured my soul with their love and 

care . The Talmud teaches: 1,.s I l \ r 11 J ( I have two , and 

~hus feel doubly blessed. ':'o ~avi:l ano Lar:-y, may this i n 

some way reflect the love. 
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much peac e of soul and hea r t ; the ot her two parts of my 

being . We a re commanded : ,1 1' 1 
-

1 

' I ' ,. 

S i mpl y sai d , the people in my l ife have made it a j oy 

to wo rk towa r d ful~illing t hat commandment one ciay at 

a time . 



C~kP':'E! or::: 

I UTRODUC'!'ION : STATE:r.EN'f OF :1:E""HOJ Ar:o ? U~POSC: 

When one forays into Biblical scholarship , &nd 

particularly into the investibation o!' the origins of 

specific books of Sc ri ptu re, there is the immediate 

question of , "",ihy anot:her worl-.? " 7he fi~ld , some ari:;ue , 

is already f looded . For nearly two r.undred years "defi ni­

tive" accounts , answerin& all the questions of the origins 

of the Bible and its cor.st!tuent parts have been publisr.ea . 

Yet, neither academ~c s nor ecclesiastic s can even 

agree on the contents of Holy Sc ~ipture , mucr. less it s 

origins . r:or has this great d e hate bee:, an enerl;y ef!'ic ~ent 

one: muct. more heat than :1gtt has been generated. It is 

in the hopes of lessenini:; that deficiency that this thesis 

is presentec . 

~he books o!' Esther and Jud!t:h , as ev!denced by the 

numerous tomes dedicated r;o t heir study , have fasci11atec 

ccholars !'or years. :'~ouGi. much has been written aoouc 

them , it is remarkable that they are rarely compared . 

even a curso r y reading of these two stor!es reveals :reat 

~hlastic underrinninGs . Thematically , the motif of the 

oes~i&ed Jewj~h people aided by the sy~pathet!c ~ent1le1 

which 1s not cc,r.-,r .. on !n ,.>~<;her ..Tew!. sh l31bl!.cal o r Apoc ryphal 

literature , is present here. As hi s t o ~y these two cooks 

l 
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do not compare well with modern standards o f factua:ity 

and documentation . The ~u nction of names and place- names 

1n each work , various ~otifs , the dates of composition o f 

these books , the intent o f their authors in writing them , 

2 
and questions of theol ogy ha ·e always b~en a ddressed in 

studies o f Esther and Jud ith . Yet , the perplexities 

raised by t hese issu e s have no t been considered t ogether. 

The purpose o f th i s work , then , is to examine these 

two both in conjunction with o ne another, ;.1th an e~•e 

to~ard di scoverin~ their ori t ins and reasons f o r composi­

tio n . We shall attempt t o prove t hat Esther and J udith 

are contempo raneous works , datinb frorr. the ~irs t century 

of the Common Era . This assertion , if correc t , would 

tumbl e much of the scholarly infras tructur e const ructed 

to explai n the process o f canonizati on . An appropr iate , 

ne;.- , e xplanation will b e prov! ded in our conclus!on. 3 

I t is our belief t hat all diffi cultie s - textual , the~­

lo&ical , s t ructural , o r other - perc eived in e3~!~er ~orks 

on the subject :nu-.t be aJdressed onl:• in rer;;a:•d : o thi s 

total p ' c ;ur~· questi o ns su rrounding authorship c annot 

ue divor~ed ~rom tho se o ~ theolor.ical and histo rical 

motivat i o ns . J ther res earche s have not co:npletely un­

ravelled the r ~zzles ~~ ~c t he~ and Judith p r ec ! s ely 

because such an integ rated appr oach co~b! n i ng r.isto rical . 
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literary and the olog1~al investigation has not been 

uti lized. We are , nevertheless , i nde b ted to all previou s 

schola r s and their wo r k f o r so accurately per c eiving and 

stating the problems inherent in these texts . Further, 

th i s thesi s shall undertake t o demons:ratt tr.at these 

i ssues are also essent i al keys to understanding the Jews 

and Judaism o f the so- called "inter-testar.iental " per!oc . 

~ethodol ogically , t his t opic wi l l be app r oached 1h 

two main sections . The first will be a nal ytica l in nature. 

We shal l analyze the (Sc riptural) Book o f Est her and ( the 

apocryphal ) Eook of Judith. Their s tructures wil l be 

outlined and explo red . ?ollowing , we shall move to a 

d i scussion of specific motifs and t he~es . Through such 

a fo r m analysi s , we may yet d!scover a basic messa&e in 

these complex books. ~his wi ll help us answer questio n s 

o f o rthographic and ononastic complexities . A review o f 

the traditional p resenta tion concerning these issues , as 

well as ou r own p reliminary conclusi ons ·,all !le p:--ese nted . 

When th i s has been elabo r ated , the true f ruits o f ou r 

research will be appa r ent . A ready comparison , we bel ieve , 

will emer &e b etween Esther and Judith and, thr ough this , 

answers t o many questio ns previously left to sta~d . 

In ~ur conrlusion, we will begi n to apply our initial 

f indings to the more u l timate problem of canonization. 



The process of finalizing the contents of Scripture is 

one as yet shrouded in uncertainty . One of the basic 

problems i s that books deemed Sc riptural by the Rabbis 

of the Talmud have often been considered o f h i gher value 

than apocryphal works as sou rce ~ f or histo~~ans of the 

early common e ra. 1.,·e cannot accept this . Just as we 

do not accept the Rabbinic explanation of Esther 's 
!j 

historici t y anc dating , we must be consistent and assert 

that the outcome of the debates o n canonizat1o~5 reflect 

theolobical perceptions a nd platforms much more accurately 

than historical sensibilities 2nd values. ~hose who 

formulated the final table of contents t o the Tanach 

rejected Judith and, thus, i mplicitly relegated it to an 

inferior status than that g iven to lsther. We do not 

view Judi th to be among the 6 since ttat tern 

carr! es with it a negative value judGment . 

Judith !s part of a lar~er corpus o f Jewish litera­

ture written du rine the " intertestamenta l" era . 7 As s~c:. , 

it ! s as po tentially valuable as any ot~er c o ntemporaneous 

wo rk o f its &enre ( inclu~in~ Es ther) !n providing us ~1th 

lns~r,ht into ancient Jewish life anc thouGht . Rather than 

being a questi ::>t, of why o ne ,,o rk was consider ed t o have 

been inspired by d and the o ther not , we must 

ask other questions . Fo r instance , ~hy was ~sther 
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preserved as Scri pture at all? ihy ~as Judith not 

canonized? These , we believe are typical of the questions 

which will bear fruitful findings for historians . 

We believe that the dilerr.mas of ~isccric-~1 :"act 

finding in this ere o f 1.nve:;t!.sa:.i on are intimately :.ied 

~ p with the literary field o~ document decodins . 9 1ur 

discussion 1o1ill , of nececs~ty, touch on the fields of 

ancient "histur'ies ," literary development , s t ructural 

analysis and l i ngu i sti c theory. :,1e will conclude with an 

overview of the first century world , f ocusing on the 

question, "Is the term 'intertestamental ' an appropriate 

one or not? " The in~ormation gleaned from these studies 

wi ll allow us, finally , to offer an outllne des16 ned to 

better analyze the sources and describe t he s~tuation 

as we perceive it to have been . 

rnhis introduction has ~een much concerned with 

methodology . This is f or GOOd reason . Xe ~elieve proper 

methodological research will serve the needs of thoroUGh 

ir.vesti{;at~Ofl and serve to best analyze and sy nthes~ze 

the comolex ty o f material and e,idcn~e left us fr::,m this 

era. 



1stories o f beseiged Jews: Abrahan, Saul , Debo rah 
and Jeremiah sprinb t o mind , abound . Yet , sto ries o f an 
isolated population o f Jews being beseiged is ra r e in 
the Bible . (In Jere~iah , it is the e ntire people. ) 
Further , while we do see Ahimelech , Balaam or nira~ o f 
Tyre as sympathetic J entiles , they do not serve the same 
crucial role as do either Achier or Harbona and Hatach 
in brin61ng both ~essabes of hope and cooper1tlo n t o the 
Jews. 

2rt i s fashio nable t o claic that ( t he Sc riotural 
book of) Esther has no theolosy either in it o r behind it. 
This is t oo pat a conclusion . As will be shown, there 
are great , non- coi ncidental simi larities between the 
Esther and J oseph narrattves. Each , alo ng with Judith , 
displays a " neo- Deuter onomic '' bent toward theology and 
history and spec ifically e~braces a mode o f thinking 
t hat equates h:story with theology . ?lease see Chapter u 
p. 142 . 

3o ur conclusion will serve to highliGht our problems 
with proposed theories o f canonization and offer tentative 
proposals f o r a new theo ry. S ee Appendix #6 for a p r o ­
posed ou tline dedicated to a fuller i nvestigation. 

41n B. r•:eg1llah we find the standard :~abbinic explan­
ation of ~sther . Chapter tt.ree is especially concerned 
with identifying the book ' s characters with known historica: 
figures and placin£ tt.e events in a farr.111ar time fra~e . 
?or rea sons of necessi t y ( and convict!on) the i abbi ! a a~e 
Esther' s composition to the Pers ian era which it pur portedly 
describes. The necessity arises here because t hey claimed 
ttat no work written after the a g e of p r o?hec y (wh ich e nded 
with Daniel ) c ould be 1ncor?orated into canon. cf . Charte r 
5 , pag e 1 54ff . 

5For the rabbinic discussions o ~ the contents o ~ cano ~, 
s ee B. Bat r a .db ; B. !-:e ,:illah 7a; '.~. Yadayim 2:13 , 3 :5ff. 
~: 6; 6 . Sanhedrin lla ; ~osefta Sotah 13 : 2 ; T . Shabbath lJ : 5 ; 
and Eduyyo t h 5 : 3 . Leviticus Rabba~) 26 : 1 ; ~:egillah 7a and 
S habbath 30b deal with the canonical s tatus o f Ec cles iastes. 
Yaday im 3 : 5c - end discusses Sonc of Songs . ~egillah 7a, 
B Yo!:!a 29a , anc El . Sanhedrin 1 00a all contain rabbinic 
d iscussions o f Esther ' s status in canon and rlace i n the 
fe s tive calendar. 

6 
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0There are varied opinions as t o tr.e exac t meaning 
of thi s ter~ . Herein, I am operatinG under the assumption 
that a r e any books that were not accepted into 
the Ra bbinic canon . For variant opinions , please refer t o 
the f ollowing; 

'.•loo:-e , G . F ., 1'':'he De fin~ti on of t he Jew~-;h Ca:1on 
and the P.epudiat~on of Cl:r1stiai, Sc riptures , · £ssays in 
~ode r n Theol o~ and Related ~ub ects : 4 Testimonial t o 
C. A. Bri~g s New Yo rk : Sc r~bner s , 1911 : 5 . 

Ginzbe1·1::, , L ., "Some !)bservations on the Attitude o~ 
the Synagogue towards the Apocalyptic- Eschatol og1cal 
·.~ritings , Journal of Biblical Literature 41 ( 1 922) : 
115- 136 . 

Zeitlin, s. , " An Historical Study of the Canonization 
of the Hebr ew Scriptures ," Proceedings of the American 
Academy for Jewish Research 3 (1931-1932): 121- 150 -

Bloch , J ., "Outside 3ooks ," ;,:ordechai r-: . Kaplan 
Jubilee Vo l ume (i1ew York , 1953) : d7- 10b . 

Sal dari ni, A . J., " Apocaly:,tic and Rabb!.nic Li terature ," 
Catholic Biblical Quarterly 37 (1 975) : 3Ue- 35d, 

Lewis , J .P ., "What do we mean by Jabnet? " Journal of 
Bible and P.eligi on 32 (1964) : 125- 132 . 

:lost , L ., Judai sm Outside the nebre:-1 Canon : An 
Introduction to the Documents , trans . t .E. Green (Nashville: 
Abingdon , 1976 ) : pp . 21- 51. 

7rn t his thesis , we use the te rm 111ntertes tamental " 
in quotes because we believe i t to be a misnomer. ~h!s 
will be proven, infra. I n the r.iea nt1me, we accept the 
s tandard scholarly desig nation o f this era as las ting from 
200 B. C. ~ . t o 1 00 C. E . 

0 The i s discussed 1n B. ~e~ i llah 7a in 
rega~d t o Esther ' s composition . Verses 2 : 15, 2 : 22 , o : o , 
o :10 and 9 : 27 are all cited as proof that 2st~er was composed 
~nder the i nfluence of the Holy Spirit . 

9 /..s we nave said , we rej ect the notion tnat eve11Ls as 
portrayed in ~hese books are accura t e acc ount s of history . 
This will be proven , infra , chapter 3 , pp . 93~f. Our t he o:-y 
o f decodinc 1 s taken f r om Leo Strauss , et al . See , infra , 
chapter 4 , pp. 14 1f~ We believe that we are yet ! ~prov ing 
on S trauss ' theory in tha t ;le a re pr ovidin.5 a plausible 
setting and baclq; r ound f er bot!. :s:.!'!er and Judith ,1hich 
stands up t o histo rica l sc rutiny as well as invest i gations 
o r schola~s in the field s of literary theo ry , str ucturalis~ , 
11J16uistics and t ~eolobY • 
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CHAPTE~ #2 - ANALYSIS OF ESTHER 

DUTLI~E 

I. Outline 

11 . Themes a nd r.ot ifs 
A. Theme: Inviolability and ~eve~sal 

1 . reward and punis~me~t 
2 . loyalty and ultimate law 
3 . fate and predestination 

B. Motif: Obedience and ~isobedienc e 
1 . didactic points 

III . Structural Analysis 
A. Opposi ng Doublets 
B. Chiasmus 

1. presentation 
2. analysis 

C. Literar y Considerations 
1. devices 
2. repetitions - parallelisms 

a) words 
b) phrases 
c) summary 

3. Onomasticon 
a) orthographi es and phonetics 
b) spe111nt and textual transmission 
c) implications 

D. Conclusions 
1 . textual 
2 . date of Esther 

IV . Hist oricity 
A. Historical Data 

1 . contradi ctions 
2 . decoding places , name s and event s 
3 . summary 

V. Literary Jrntecedents a nd Parallel s - For m Crit i c ism 
A. Proposed plan of actio n 
B. Homer and the Classic Prose Narr ative 
C. Histo ry and Historical Writing in the Greek World 
D. Sumr.::1ry #1 

1. Esther and Greek literatur e 
E. Fo lk/Hero Tales 

l . 9iblical uoe 
a) heroes 
b) wi sdom literature 

( 1) prototypes 
(2) f o rm 

(a) wise court ier motif 

e 



VI. Summary 
A. Content 

1 . stock figures 
B. Covert Writing 

1 . intent/message 
2 . medium 

VII . What was the author ' s moti\ation for writing this 
book? 
A. Author's Environment and Evidence for it 
B. Author ' s Concerns 

1 . evidence - Roman world 
2 . ~eason for writing - date of composition 

C. Defense of Proposed Dat i ng 
1. Gordis 
2 . Theology 

a) other Jewish literature 
b) Purim 

') 



CHAPTER #2 - THE BOOK OF ESTHER 

I. Outline 
The story oresented in 2sther ma y be outlined as 
follows: 1 · 

I. The Setting and Introduction of Characters 
A. Setting 

1. physical splendor 
2 . King Ahasherus and the Persian court 
3 . feast marking Ahasherus ' consolidation o f 

power 
B. Introduction of Other Characters 

1. Vashti 
a ) summoning 
b) refusal 
c) d i sposal 
d) courtiers ' advice 

2. Mordechai 
a ) !sh Yehudi 

3 . Esther 
a) descriptio n 
b) relationship wi th Mordechai - genealogy 
c) Esther wins king ' s favor 
( Insertion, see below] 

4 . Haman 
a) the Aggagite 
b) assumption of po wer 

II . The Die is Cas t 
A. [~ordechai discovers a plot and fends off disaster] 

( from above )2 
B. Mordechai refuses t o pay Haman homage 
C. Casting of lots against the Jews 

1. Mordechai ' s mournia,~ 
2 . Char g e t o Esther 

D. Esther's Intercession 
1 . an invitation to a feast 
2. Haman deceived and happy 

I II. The Beg inning of the End 
A. King 's Insomnia 

1. reading o f the records 
B. Mo rdec hai 's Delayed Reward 

1. Haman's compliance 
C. The Sec o nd Feast Given by Esther 

1 . accusation 
2 . discovery 
3 . Haman hanged 
4 . Mordecbai elevated 

1 0 
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IV. Evening the Score 
A. Jews Get Their Reven~e 

1. no plunder is taken 
B. Justificatio n of Purim 

1. Shushan Purim 
C. Summary 

1 . tie in with introduction 



,,--

Another chart , detailing the chiastic structure of 

Esther, may be derived from the preceding outline
3 : 

A- --Opening and background 
(chapter 1 ) 

The King ' s first decree 
(chapters 2- 3) 

Cl:-The Clash between Haman 
and Mordechai 
(chapters 4- 5) 

---~ORTAL DANGER 

could not sleeo ' ______ ____;_,,~ C?.ISIS D7' 0n that night the King 

I (6:1) . 

[

::.ordechai ' s triumph overl 
Haman II 
(chanters 6- 7) 

B' The King's second decree ,--- -- SALVATION 
(chapters 8- 9) 

A 1•----Epilogue 
(chapter 10) 

II . Themes and Motifs 

_J 

A. Inviolability and ~eversal 

This chiastic arrangement of A- B- C- D- C1 - B1 - A' can be 

analyzed in many ways . Structurally , i t is evidence of the 

high deeree cf techni cal s kill po33essed by the author. 

Of immediate import t o us are the themes5 this chiasmus 

highlights . 
6 

The first is that of inviolabil~ty and reversal. 

This theme is present i n Parts A a nd A' of the chiasm. 

v reat Ahasherus' dominion is laid ou t before us - most 

resplendant in all the world! And yet, our ep~logue 
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(especially 9 : 1- 20) turns this lovely picture on its head. 

Ahasherus' dominion is given over to war and despoilation, 

factional fighting and the spectre of higher taxation. 

The very nature of the kingdom undergoes a co~~lete turn­

around . 

Further, it is evident from our text that the dicta 

of Persian kings had the force of law (1:19 , 8 :8) . This 

explains the " backhanded" manner in which Haman ' s decree 

against the Jews (sealed with the king ' s signet) had to be 

revoked (8:5ff)! Such legal fiction serves to undermine 

our belief 1n the proposed royal i nviolability of Ahasherus. 

In fact, Ahasherus seems rather foppish. 

l . Reward and Punishment 

The theme of reward and punishment is closely related 

to this theme. Taken with the above , it forms one of the 

tour component parts of the first major motif of Esther . 

No action in this book goes , ultimately , unnoticed. Every 

good deed - Mordechai's uncover1n6 o f t h e plot a gainst 

Ahasherus , his care of Esther, Esther's coura&e before the 

king , and Hata~h and Harbona ' s aid to Esther - is rewarded. 

And every evil deed is punished. No stone is left untu rned. 

Haman ' s ten sons are specifically named as if to prove to 

us that Haman ' s wickedness is fully revenged. 

abused his status , we are told, paid tenfold . 

c haracter , there is but one rule : 

He who had 

Fo r each 

8 
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2 . Loyalty and Ultimate Law 

All this brings questions of loyalty and ultimat e 

law to the fore. Each person is moved by loyalty to ideas . 

Each deed - good or evil - is acted upon out ~r one ' s 

feelings of loyalty. For example , Ha tach a nd Harbona respond 

t o Esther out of thelr sense of duty to her . Further, there 

i s a double stress on loyalty for the Jews in this book. 

Jews must be loyal both to the king and to the Jewish people . 

Mordechai acted against Bigthan and Teresh out of his 

loyalty to Ahasherus . Esther , too , served the king . Yet, 

Mordecha1 so poignantly reminds us (twice) that he had even 

a higher loyalty: to his Judaism. For reasons we do not 

understand , Mordechai refused to pay obeisance to Haman .9 

Perhaps it was h~s loyalty to an ultimate law . Tr.is concept 

is , a ctually , what f inally moves Esther to action (4:14ff) . 

She is seemingly unencumbered by Judaism ' s ritual demands. 

But Esther is deeply moved when Mordechai warns her that 

the fate of the Jewish people rests upon her . She responds 

to an ultimate value. This 1s true, as well , of the Jews 

of Ahasherus ' ealm who obey Esther and Viordechai ' s pronounce­

ments of ~estraint . 

3 . Fate and Predestination 

Fate , also , 1s a pivotal and related theme . As Moshe 

Gan points out, Esther and Mordechai are: 

~ 10 ' This, he c laims , 
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is their fate. Indeed , he feels that they were set on a 

predetermined course . Yet , the explicit absence of God 

from this book may pose a stumbling block to this assertion. 

~any claim that God ' s absence from Est~~r serves as a 

pointedly contrastive element 1n the work1n~ out of this theme .
11 

We believe, however , that such a clear- cut distinction is 

a false one . When their final elevation is postponed, both 

contex~ually and psycholog ically, until their fate had beco□e 

firmly tied uµ with, and equal to , that of their people, 

we see that the emphasis here is actually upon the " predes­

tined" nature of that fate . God thus becomes the hidden 

12 
actor . 

B. Motif: Obedience and Disobe dience 

These opposing doublets of inviolability and reversal, 

reward and punishment, loyalty and ultimate law , fate and 

predestination compromise this book ' s ma~or motif: that of 

obedience and disobedience . 

As a dominant motif, 0bedlence and disobedience , " ~overns 

Esther ' s plot and recurs at c rucial points o !' the narrative. 1113 

Fo r her disobP~ience, Vashti lost her crown . Esther is 

afraid o f the penalties incumbent upon acts of disobedience 

and hesitates to appear before the king unsum~oned . For 

his disobedience , Mordechai nearly caused the Jews ' destruc­

tion. And Haman is obedient even unto parading ~1ordecha1 

through Shushan in full, r oyal rebal~a. 
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More than just a<ivancing t he plot , however, this 

motif and its themes transmit the message of the book. 

For instance, Ahasherus is made t o be , at best , a weak­

minded ruler. This is in c ontrast to the picture~~ his 

a~~olute autho rity presented in chapters one and two . 

Why , then, is this so prominent in his description? There 

seems to be another message here. 

l. Didactic points 

The characters in this story all value royal inviol ­

ability. Except for Esther and r.ordechai who have made 

loyalty to the Jewish community their highest value , all 

other characters fall in their devaluation of loyalty. 

The author seems to be saying that this c ourse of action 

1s wronE; . Human beings are fallible. Only God is t r uly 

i nviolable. 

Another didactic point is found in this book ' s 

emphasis on fate. The Goral, Es ther and Mordechai ' s being 

1 n the right place at the right time , and the chance s leep­

lessness o f the king are all fateful events . As Abraham 

Cohen explains , thi s emphasis o n fate conveys t he religious 

slgni~icance of Es ther. He states, 

God acts behind the veil of causality and chance, 
on behalf of the people of Israel . I t is specif­
i c ally to accentuate thi s ~oint that the name of 
God 1s not ment i oned in the Ke gil l ah . while all 
the events are " cast" ~ogive ihe appearance of 
chance occurrence s , of purim .l 
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The presentation of reward and punishment also contai ns 

a theolog ic statement: The wicked are punished in this 

life ! Here, a definite stand in the Biblical debate on 

this question has been assumed . It is simi~ a , ' to that 

taken in Deuteronomy . 15 

In summary, we believe that obedience and disobedience 

is the major mot i f of Esther. As such , it comes to teach 

us of the author ' s intentions. This is not simply a story 

for fun or one written in order to justify observance of a 

new holiday (i . e ., Purim) . A statement is being made through 

these t hemes and this motif . The doublets we have discussed 

here more than s e rve to advance the plot , they impart the 

book ' s meaning to us. We believe that meaning is also ~o be 

found within the theologic statement made . Yet , before we 

arrive at a formulation of that statement, we must undertake 

a further analysis of Esther. 16 

III. Structural Analysis 
A. Opposing Doublets 

A high deg ree o f structural fine tuning is evidenced in 

Esther by the obvious pairing of themes and motifs. As 

mentionPd in r e1;a 1·u l.o t h e t heme of r eward a.nd punishment, 

each action in isther has an equal and opposi te reactio n: 

no d t::!ed g oes unpunished . So, too, it i s ,:1th themes and 

mo tifs. i;o thei.;e i s with"11 t i ts oppos ite number. ?'or 

instance , fate is presented as a t he me on ly with its 
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counterbalance of predestination also pr esented . Never is 

only ohe side of the s t ory presented nor one motif left 

uncoupled . 

B. Chiasmus 

The pairing of themes and motifs in Ssther is further 

under scored oy the presenc e of chiasmus throughout the book . 

The followt ng table pr esents a Graphic view of the :mportance 

of lingui stic repetitions and parallelisms in esther,17 
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2 . Analysis 

The thematic and motival doublets mentioned above are 

contained within these phrases a~d verses. Each element of 

structure as detailed on page two is represented 1:. this 

chart . But what is of greater import is the fact that such 

chiasmus runs through the book o n, we can now see , all levels : 

literar y , st ructural and thematic . And the beauty of the book 

is that one chiasmus does not overshadow the other . Rather, 

they each wo rk to reinforce ou r sense of the other two . 

We see the t~ematic chiasmus as clearly as we do precisely 

because the literary and structural p2rallels are as inrorm­

ative as they are. 

C. Literary considerations 

1. Devices 

And just as Esther resembles a well - made play in these 

characteristics, it is a carefully sculpted b ook in its 

inher structure as well. 

Characteristic literary devices in Esther include 
frequent use of emphatic word order , repetit!on of 
words and phrases, synonyms , emphatic particles, 
the use of direct address and short , to-the- point 
sentences . Th~ autho~ of Esther also delighted 1n 
.;he more f urmal aspects of writing , i.e., in such 
embellishments as alliteration, assonance, paranoms~a , 
metonymy and chiasmus.18 

2 . Repet~t o ns 

All these devices, whlch will be Jeta1led in t heir 

pr oper sections, again reinforce the reader's impression 

of a highly structured and skillfully crafted book. 
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Also buttressing this belie~ is the vocabulary of Esther. 

While Moore feels " the Hebrew vocabulary is scarcely what 

mi ght be called ' rich ' . . . ,•~9 we do not feel that that 

need b e a negative judgment. ~e computed t ► e frequency 

o f Hebr ew roots fron which the following table is drawn: 

~oot Frequenc y 

250 times 

~ 87 times 

J 
. 40 times 

40 times 

35 times 

Moo r e claims that this is evidence of tr.e author' s 

paucity of skill and rigidity of style . He 1s overlooking 

an important point here. Esther, a s a highly structured 

work , may intentionally contain e~ch blatant repetition! 

We believe that this repetitiveness reinfo rces tht highly 

formalized nature of Esther as well as serving to emphasize 

the chiastic u.,Jerpinning of this book ' s themes and motifs . 

It is , in our Judgment , a positive factor .2 0 

Further , just as we have shown how various structural 

motifs in Estner carry witnln themselves units of meaning , 

so, too , do individual words. While recognising that word­

frequency lists are a tool of dubious value in nigher 

1 
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critical studies21 • we find it remarkable that the base 

word appears FIFTY- Two TI:r.Es in Esther (occurring 

more often than · or ) ! It certainly 

is not a common Biblical word: we find it on)y thirty- six 
22 

other times in the Bible . This important word . then , 

in its different forms seems to be used intentionally in 

Esther; it r~1terates the message that this book is inti ­

mately concerned with Jews. Just as the concepts of loyalty 

and obedience discussed above stress this point, so does 

this word . This again testifies t ~ our author ' s skill and 

intent!ons . 

Further , the author had little hesitation in using 

stock phrases in such a repetitive manner. Some of these 

phrases are: 

Phrase Frequency 

10 times 

5 times 

~ ti~es 

3 times 

3 times 

?ar from being artificial, these words anc phrase~ serve 

to give the bnnk &n interna l rhythm, punctuated by subtle 

repetition and Gently advancinb movement . 
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3- Onomasticon 

The use of words such as make the onomasticon 

presented us both more confusing and more important. ~any 

attempts have been made to interpret the thi1tj - eight 

personal names given in Esther. Some researchers see the 

lists as Persian in oriGin23 , others ~ind Akkadian ante-
24 cedents. While foreign names are not unknown in the 

Bible25 , there rarely ~s such a large concentration of such 

names within one book . 

Many attempts have been made , in fact , to prove the 

historici t y of ~sther by analysis of its place and personal 

names . Some scholars point to the mention of a i1iordechai 

amonG the returned exiles in Ezra 2:2 and Nehemiah 7 : 6 as 

a way of identifying the ~ordechai of our story . This 

cannot , however, be reconciled with the c hronology given 

u s in Esther itself. Cyrus ' decree o~ return was issued 

in 538 B. C.E. Even if we identir1 Ahasherus with Xerxes, 

there would not only be a ~inlmum time lapse o f f~~:y - t~o 

years , but the question of ~ordecha1 ' s return ( from Judah ) 

to Pers~a woulc be even mo re perplexine. Further, there 

~s little evidence from within the book t o lend ~redence to 

an assertion t hat Ahasherus is Xerxes . Their characters 

do not match , nor do t heir a c tions c orrespond in any way. 
26 

But back to the onomasticon . Let us try to simplify 

the problem a bit. ':'he pletho:-a o !' na:nes g i•.,en in Esther 
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is , at best , confusing in the original language ~nd down­

r1Ght baffling as we make our way through the many ancient 

manuscrip t s and translations. Yet the situation need not 

be viewed as being so contorted . We have a ~)wplicate d list 

of names; perhaps with coded refe rences to various enemies , 

copyists ' error s, or purposeful additions.27 

Le t us be gin with the two l i sts of seven ministers in 

1 : 10 and l:l~ :
20 

Gehman' s 
Translation 

Eunuch 

Double gift 

Bald Man 

Gift of God 

Smiter 

1:10 1:14 
Gehman ' s 
Translation 

Ploughman 

Dweller 

'i'he Land 

(?lace name) 

Forgetfu l One 

:,lagian 

Orthographically and phonetically, s ome of these names 

are nbviousl) related . C. A. Moore claims, for instance, 

that ann are versional dive r gencies 0f the same 

name . As such , thev cast doubt on tr.e t o tal reliability of 

the transmission o f these ~~.~s . Ht assumes that there 

existed an authoritative text which was later bastardized . 
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This , Cross argues , is a n anachronistic assumption: 

Indeed , neither in Palestinian Greek witnesses 
nor in the citations of Jewish ~orks composed in 
this er8 ts there any evidence earlier than the 
time of Hillel that the recensional activities 
had begun wnich wou~~ ultimately establt~h an 
autho ritative text . !S 

The "mistakes" in spelling 30 which many scholars aller;e 

a re actually , some argue, correct according to earlier usaEe 

a nd pronunciation. If , indeed , the :1assoret!.c ':'ext i s based 

on Phoenician consonantal orthography , there was a tre~endcus 

time lapse between any text ' s first and final versions . 

Esther, being a late text, was tnerefore even more prone to 

conflations of pronunciation and spelling.31 

Yet , this reasonin& can be dangerous . It may lead us 

into a trap . It would be overly simplistic t o conclude here 

that Esther is a late text , one (mis)handleci by redactors 

for many years before achievini; i t s c~rrent for~ . This is 

the traditional explanation . 

We believe that t he ev1dt~ce is not so clearly decisive . 

Yes , Esther is a late text. Orthograph!.c e·Jidenc.e is one 

element in a confirmation of this evaluation . 6ut it is not 

clear that ~e jnoePd have an prjfted text. Just because 

recensional ~ersi j ns of texts be~~n appearinb during P.il l el' s 

time does n0t mear. t hat all texts after t hat time underwen~ 

such a process. 
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The richness of language in Esther , the variety of 

linguistic traditions drawn upon and blurring of ortho­

graphic distinctions can also indicate that Esther was 

written in a milieu which favored such divers~~ . . 32 

Further , we have already made the point that Esther is an 

intentionally structured litera r y work. It should not 

surprise us that a book about events at an international 

court would contain such a l ist of international names in 

international languages . 

Let us now relieve at least some o f the confusion 

posed by this text by proposing the following reductions: 

1) Bigtan ( 2 : 21), who is also called ~igtana , is 

orthographically allied with Bi s fa (6 : 2), Abag~a 

and Bizzeta (1:10) . They all share a similar 

original meaning . 

2} Zetar (1:10) and Setar (1 : 14 ) fall i nto t he 

category of o rthographic variants, 

3) Tere~ (2 : 2) - Tarsis (1:14)/~eres (1 : 1 4) -

Kedes (1 :1 4) - ~arsena (1 :14 ) all see~ t o be 

va r ia ions on a central Semitic r oot ( r - s -s? ) 

with different vowels and a ffixat ions. 

Furthermore , they may each be co~sidered as 

l ocal variants o ~ two place names , Tarsi s and 

P.edea. 
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4) Carcas (1:10) and Carsena (1 :1 4) are ortho­

g raphically close enough to be considered 

dittographic materiai.33 They are also both 

insignificant enough as characters 'll this 

book to be i gnored . 

There 1s another si~ilarity awong the names of 

Esthe r' s major char acters which bears invest igat i on . This 

1s the mat ter of theophor1c names. The f ollowing has been 

proposed :34 1 35 

Esther - Mashti - Ishtar (Babylo nian ) 

Vashti - Ma shti (Elamite) 

Haman - Hamun (Elamite) 

;~ordechai - Yia rduk (Babylonian) 

D. Conc l usio ns 

These explanations propose many possible conclusions. 

As to #1 1 we must ask why four names meaning 1 basically , 

the same thing , are p resent in these two verses . Some 

might argue that they represent f our different people , just 

as it is possible t o have a Susan anc a Susie 1~ one c las s ­

room . ()11r inclinatio n is , however , n o t t o be swa:-;ed b:: 

such argumentat i on . Taken with the evidence of repetitious 

similarity p resented in points 2 , 3 an~ 4 , we feel that there 

is an intenti onal~t y here on the part of the author . 
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The number seven is , obviously , an artificial one . 

?erhaps it h~rks back to the seven days of Genesis 1.
36 

Nevertheless , what is of greatest importance to us is 

the fact that 1n the LXX there are not 3even , butt ?ree , 

m~nisters mentioned in 1:14 and, in 1:16, a new name is 

introduced.37 :urther , the AT lists no names in 1 : 14 at 

a11.38 Thus , despite the originality of the lists~ they 

were not tr~Pted with any degree of sacredness. 39 This would 

never happen to a text c o nsidered canonical. 

So , what then is the meaning o f these lists? 40 

Following the theory of this book a s an example of esoteric 

writing , we propose that: 

1 ) Big!a and names of that ilk contain within 

them theophoric hints . 

2) The place references are not coded in the 

t r aditional sense , for we are able ~o ~dentify 

the locations of ?ersia , !usa and Medea . They 

do clue us in , however , t o the author ' s i nten­

tions because they s tand for locales imµortant 

to the aut ~or arid the author's time . 

3) Since the na me means Magian, we ~onde~ if 

this is not an important clue toward solving 

the riddle of when this booK was written. 

~) Speculating further, perhaps 

author ' s name; or and 

of e~ther the king o r t he author . 

was the 

descrip~ions 
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We do not claim these exp lanations to be definitive 

ones. Rather , they are both plausible and attractive and , 

moreover , begin to make s ense o f the text where none 

existed before. 

1 , Textual 

With the pr esentation of this evidence , the question 

of its import is now at the f o re . What do es all this mean? 

We have discovered that the Book of Esther is a highly 

structured text , care.fully crafted from t h e inside out. 

Its author built upon a chiastic structure invo lving words, 

phrases and characters as well as motifs and themes . 

The names mentioned in the book are o nly c o nfusing at firs t 

g lance . Wi th a close reading , it seems that t he text may 

be treated as almost Dickensian in nature: if we can 

dis c over what the names mean and t o whom they are referrinG, 

we wil l find clues toward solving the puzz le o f this wor·k' :; 

orig inal setting and intent . 

Thus , the first conclusion drawn from t h i s evidence i s 

that the Book of esther , while perhaps being bas ed on 

anc 1e~t legends or tales , is an or1b1nal ana u nitary ~reaLl on . 

I t is orig inal in thi s form . The p recise scu l pting o f the 

book f orbids u s from c o ns ider~nc the s ug&e s tion t hat ou~ 

text is a reaacted e nd p r o du~~. Furthermore , Es ther is a 

unitary creation . There are n o struc &u r a l o r l i t erary $e a~s 

capable of be i ng unst1tct1ed and sepa rated from t he :na in o f 
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the story . This conclusion need not completely refute the 

work of such scholars as B1c~ermann, who posits Esther to 

be a double- plotted book , born o f ingenious interweaving 

and editing . There very well may have been two :~stinct 

stories of i::sther and :-Iordecha.!. , bu-: their combination was 

not ror the purpose of performing an ed.!.tor ' s job. 

2 . Da~e 

This last assertion is validated by our considerations 

of the date of composition of Esther . This entire discussion 

is of a piece. The concern ' s of Esther's author as expressed 

in the motifs and themes chosen must serve as a clue to the 

author's intent in writinb this book . The struc tural anal­

ys i s gives an impression of authorial sopnisticat~on in a 

milieu of literacy and literary output . We believe that 

41 
these evidences support a late date for Esther . 

What they specifically indicate cannot yet be deter­

mined . What we shall now set out to do is to determine 

the date o f composition for Esther . We have certain bo und-

42 
ar.!.es within wr.ich we are already NOrkinr . We need, 

obviously, t o na~~o w ttis down. To accomplish this, it is 

n2cessary to now examine the book o n its own terms - :s :t 

what it claims to be? An historical acco unt of an event :n 

Jewish history? If this is s o , our investigation is finished. 

We need only discover how long after the happenings oescribeci 

it was written. If it is not a true account of hjstory , then 
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we must find out just what the book is describing and ~hy 

it i s not written as a straightfor ward recounting of history~J 

IV . Historicity 
A. Histor ical Data 

We have already begun ou r d _scussion of why we think 

that Esther is not an historical work44 ( see p . 16f . ) . ·,,Jhile 

there e xists " evidence for the author ' s familiarity with 

Persian history , custo~s and vocabula r y , 45 they do not 

establish t he essential historicity of his e ntire story 

The book i s patently non- historical. In fact , it was never 

meant to be take n as history . Let it be stated further , 

that this author believes that any attempt t o " prove" the 

historicity of Esther is an exerc~se in futility . This 

will be discussed further when we investigate the nature 

of Greek his t ories and find their parallels in Hebrew 

literature . We can only begin to piece toRether all the 

clues . 

1 . Contradictions 

A few problems ir.unediately come t o mind. llo rdechai ' s 

genealogy does not correspond with the chronolOGY of th:s 

sto r y. f urther, the historical question of Aha she ru~ ' 

identity is indecipherable . 47 Yet another glarin~ contra­

diction within !;he book itself is the fact t.hat " Haman 

obtains an edict to destro:,· :he Jew$ , oecause ::o rdechai 

the Jew will not do obeisance to him t36) , but Haman ' s 

friends and f ami ly are 16 norant o f his race (613 ) . 1148 

11 46 
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Paton explici~ly details more of these problems which make 

the book ' s self- claim of historicity suspect: 

(7) The book contains a number of inconsistencies 
with itself . In 2? Mordecai 1s one of the c~pt ives 
carried away with Jehoiachin in 596 E. C., r~~ in 
3782 he becomes prime minister in the 12th yea r o f 
Xerxes , 474 B.C. , i . e ., 122 years l ater , and 
appar ently enjoys his office for a considerable 
time after this {102- 3) . In 32 . 4 41 Mordecai 
par ades the fact that he is a Je~, but in 210 
he forbids Esther to make her kindred known . 
Esther successf ully conceals the fact that she 
is a Jewess from the King , Haman , a nd everybody 
else (210 ~0 73f . ) , and yet Mordecai, who is well 
known t o be a Jew, is her uncle and comes to the 
palace every day to inquire a fter r.er (211) , and 
all the Jews in Susa fast for her before she 
ventures to go to the King (416 ) . Haman obtains 
an edict to destroy t h e Jews , because ~groecai 
the Jew will not do obeisance to him (3 ) , but 
Haman 's fri ends and family are ignor ant of 
Mordecai ' s race (61 3) . Xerxes delivers the Jews 
to destruction (311), yet heaps honours upon 
Mordeca i (6l0f,) . Xerxes authorizes the act of 
Haman (311 ) , yet he ~s much surprised at tr.e 
information Esther gives t.im of Harr.an ' s plot (76f, ) . 

(d) The book contains a number of statements wh!ch 
cannot be proved to be untrue , but which are so 
intrinsically improbable ~hat one has difficulty 
in believing that they are historical . Such are 
the gathering of nobles from all the provinces 
~rom India to Ethiopia for a feast of 180 days 
(11-3); Vashti ' s refusal to come at the Kine ' s 
command (11 2) ; the council of prince~ to determine 
what shou~d be done to Vashti (1 13- 1) ) ; the 
decision t ha : her conduc t endansered the authority 
of husbands throughout tile t:m1,1l1•1:: , and t.he decree 
sent out t o all the provinc;es that wives must 
obey their husbands (11 ° - 22 ); the bathering o f 
droves of f~ir maidens out of all the provinces 
(21 - ~) ; the 12 months ' rubbing- down wi th perfumes 
required of each maiden before she was brought to 
the King (212) ; the fou~ y ear ~ that Esther had t o 
wait before her turn came (21 6 ) ; Haman a descendant 
of Abag , X~ng of the Amalekites , the earliest enemies 
of Israel (Ex . 17dNu. 2q7 I s . 15d); and ~ordecai 
a descendant of Saul who o verthrew Agag (31 25); 
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the failure t o reward Mor d e cai when h e di scovers 
the plot , but the writing of his d eed in the r oyal 
annals (223) ; the long toleration of ~ordecai by 
Haman (36) ; the 10 , 000 talents offered the Kin& 
by Haman f o r the destructicn of the Jews , bas ed 
appa rently upon a calculation of

0
a ~ina each for 

the 600 , 000 males of Nu . 2651 (3~ , cf. 1 -nJ 2 
a . l . ) ; the edict for the unive1sal destruc t ion 
of the Jewg and the promulgation of it a year in 
advance (3 - 1 5) , the so rrow o f the city of Susa 
over the edict (315) ; Esther 's failu re to ask 
for the life of her people when the Y.ing is 
favourable toward her (5~) , and a&ain at t ~e 
banquet (57) ; the gallows 83 feet h~Gh (51 ) ; 
the King ' s reading in the chronicles at night 
(61) ; Haman ' s coming at night t o ask that 
Xordecai may be hanged (6~) ; Haman ' g failure t o 
plead ignorance of Esther's race ( 7 ) ; t he way 
in which t h e King is brouGht t o condeon him (7~) ; 
the edict allowing the Jews to kil l t he Persians 
and take their p rooerty (dll) ; und the non- resistance 
o f the Persians (92f. ) ; the sec ond day of slaughter 
( 913f.). 

rhe account o f the o r igin of ?urim b iven ~Y this 
book is also historically i mp r obable. I t ~epr esents 
this feast as i nstituted by Esther and ~ordecai and 
as adopted by the Jews in commemoration o f thei r 
deliverance from the dest ruc tio n planned by Hama n ; 
but Pu r im is no t a Heb . wo rd, and it i s not natural 
t hat a Jewish national commeio ration should be call ed 
by a fore1bn name. In 37 92 it i s said that the 
feast is so called because "Haman cast our, thai is , 
t!ie l ot"; but it is u nl1kel:.i that this trivial 
circumstance of t he way in whicr. Haman determined 
the day o f destructio n should g ive it s name t o the 
day o f deliverance. The author also does not explain 
why the plural ?urim is used . ~oreover, there is no 
Pers . word pur with the meanine; 'lot .' If Purim had 
ori ginated in the time ~r Xerxes , as E~t . ~cpresents , 
and had been enj oined ugon all the Jews in all prov­
inces of the empire (92 ) , and had been accepted by 
the Jews f or themselves anu their poster~ t y t927) , 
t here is no reason why it should not have been 
includ ed in the Priestly Code as promulgat ed by Ezra . 
That code cont a ~~s ot he~ late instit utions , such as 
the Day o f Atonement a nd Feas t o f Trumpets , tha t are 
unknown t o the early codes . The , rt - repeated argu­
ment , that the existence of the feast of Purim is a 
witness t o the hi s t o rical char acte r o~ the Book of 



Est ., since institutions do not come into existence 
without a reason , has no value . Purim, of course, 
must have had an origin , but it is not necessary 
that it should have been the orig in recor ded by 
Est . Religious t a l es a re ~ften a s econdary inven­
tion designe<¾.to explain already existing religious 
institutions . ~ 

~hese object i ons are, certainly , numerous . They do 

not , however, mean that Esther i s fantasy and , as such, 

use less for the pur pose of discovering histor ical verities .SO 

Esther i s of a particular g enre of l i~eratu re and can only 

be appre ciated fully when a nalyzed as such . 

2 . Decoding places , names , and event s 

The vas t majority o f scholar s51 believe that Esthe r 

is not an accurate historical account. Wi th this , we have 

no quarrel. Uor do we disagree with the vai i dity of their 

quest to connect the story with ac tual historical events. 

The problem ari ses with the identifications offered by 

these authors . 

The "s tandard" theory put fort.h is that Ahasherus is 

supposed to repre s ent Xerxes , rulinG in the early fi~tt 

cencur y B . C .C: , Yet , this does not carr y th:-oui;r. . For 

ins t ance , tl:e:::-e 

are certa i n statement s in ~sther which see~ to 
contradict extrablblical sources whose basic 
accu racy in the ~atter is not suspect . Some of 
these d i screpancie s or "contradictions" a re 
quite minor, such as tnc one hundred and twenty­
seven province~ ln t he e"'p!re :r.er.tioned i n 1 1 , 
in contrast to Herodotus , who sa! d there were 
twenty satrapies; Esther ' s arrival a t the court 
of Susa in 11ao B . C . (ii 16) , a time when , 
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according to Herodotus , Xerx.es would still have 
been away fighting in Greece ; and Mor decai as 
part of Nebuchadnezzar ' s deportation of 597 B. C. 
(ii 6) , which would make him, and especially 
Esther, far too ol d to have accomplished every­
thing attributed to them. Other contradictions 
are of a much more serious nature : accord1~c 
to 11 16 and iii 7 , Esther was queen betw~~n 
the seventh and twelfth years of Xerxes ' reibn, 
but accordi ne to Herodotus , Amestris was queen 
then; moreover , again accor dinb to Herodotus 
(III . 3~) , Persian queens hac to come f r om one 
of seven noble Persian families, a custom which 
would hQve automatically ruled out an insignificant 
Jewess .?2 

'l'hus , whil e implic itly ada pting a theory , i:oore r e jects 

its very viabi lity . 

A new identi~ication system ~s obvious l y needed . 

We cannot res t on fac i le theories which do not explain all 

facet s o~ this story . Uames , pla ces anci events must be 

analyzed thoroughly . When this task is done, ue propose 

that we shall then be able to identify both the context and 

rretext of tr.is book. 

V. Literary Antecedents and Parallels - ?orm Cr~ticisffi 
A. Propostd plan of action 

Above, we have used the t ools o f st~uctural criticism. 

Such devices as chiasmus , repetition , and parallelism have 

been examined ~ . 1 their relatic !1s!~:p :;o thP ~.:;rue tu re of the 

Eook of Esther. ~av1ng analyz ed the st ructure a nd contents 

of Esther, we are ready t o describe t he genre of literat ure 

to which it hel ongs . According t o Jene :: . Tucl:er , 53 t hi s is 

the second in four steps of f orm analysis and c riticism. 
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From there, we shall move to aeflne this book's se~ting 

(C) and then su:nmarize and describe what we believe to 

have been its author ' s ori,:;inal pur pose in writini; t his 

book . We shall also try to oiscove~ its meanin~ to :he 

contemporary audience (~ ) . 

~e will refer to our exploration of motifs , the 

basic elements of content , !.n describing and defininG the 

speci fic g enres of literature . For proper cateGorization 

of Esther, we will have to demonstrate that there exists 

"an ordering, a specific patterning of motifs which !.s 

shared by [ i::sther and] several [ other] works . '' 54 

What must be remembered is that literary categories 

are only functional insofar as their definitions a re precise . 

One accepted definition of a narrative is a stor y in verse 

form. 55 "The term novella [fu rther) re~ers to a short 

rrose narrative." 56 UsinE; both syntatic and s t yl.!st!.c 

criteria we can now define the literary cateGory into 

which Esther fits . 

6 . Ho~er and the Classic ?rose Narra~ive 

~et us begin inductively . fhe locus classicu~ fo:­

prose narrative~; when discussing both novels and novellas, 

of the ancient ,._-., r)d is Homer .57 =.r!.ch Aue:-ba::h aescribes 

the classic narrative and ~~~es t~re 0 points relevant to 

our study : 5tl 

1 . The pro:;e nar r ative a:-ose from "a need for and 
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externalization of rhenomena in terms perceptible to the 

s e nses . 11 59 

lA . Particularly true o~ later Biblical works is this 

fea ·;ure of Homer:.c narrative: 11 70 repres'?nt phenome:. .1n a 

fully externalized form , useatle and palpable in all their 

parts , and completely fixed in :heir spatial and te~poral 
60 

relations . " 

2 . In antiquit~· , d:.rect discou:-se servec " to manifest , 

to externalize thoughts . 11 61 

3 . In the Homeric na r rative , the 3patial placement 

of people and events "prevent tr.e reader from concentratine; 

e xclusively 1n a present crisis ; even ~hen :he most terrib:e 

things are occurring , they prevent t he establishment of an 
62 overwhelming suspense ." 

C. History and Histor!cal Wr:.tinr !.n the Greek ,•:orlc 

Another maj o r influence on ancient narrative also 

or1Ginated in the Greek world. With the increasinG promin­

ence o~ Greek civi lization , there arose a desire for knowl ­

edg e o~ ~;s ~oats . Thus , the study o~ history a!"ose as an 

academic ,J"! s ci;:-1:.nc . The:: fiJ·s t narro.t.j_lie accou:1t s of hi~ ory 

were etiologic.:il , ethno - anj i;eogt•aphic: "desi ,:;ned t o per­

petuate a trad!tion . 1163 

If we were to subj~c t Greek histo r i es t o the rigors 

of modern h istor iogra~hic crit i cism (see appendix #1 ) , we 

would be aopalled at the results. As jud6 ed by contecporary 
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were often blatant ly polemical !n nature, 64 socet imes 

outright for1;5er1es, 65 and "facts 11 were often little more 

than rumors. 66 

This does not ~ean, however , that Greek histories 

are worthless . On the cont ra~y! Not only are t hey the 

first accounts of ancient happen!nGs we possess in written 

form , they are also the forerunners of the histor!cal 

narrative form which is, of course, o~ vital interest to 

an:; student o~ B!ble . Without the "freedom" of Ctes!as , 

Herodotus, Xenophon and others, history ~ay never have 

evolved from le&end into narrative f orm : 11 :n openly manip­

ulating t he facts of history to serve his purpose, Xeno9hon 

helped to create the historical nove1. 1167 

D. Summar y #1 

Thus we can see that t here are two strands of the 

classic prose narrative &ermane to our stucy . ~hey are 

1) its for~ and 2) !ts interest in history. ~he Book of 

Ssther is, we feel, a prose narrative which shares with 

tr.e Eomeri l.! narrative many of the c 11a,•ct1.:t.\;rist!.~::; .::.escribed 

above. Leaving aside ?Oint #1 for later discussion , we feel 

that the above n~tl1ne also cateborizes our narrative. 

In form, there 1s ~~e ~b~ic~s reliance in ~sther on 

direct disc ourse as a method of advancing the story . 

Little is internalized by our cha racter s . Mordechai speaks 
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a nd acts ; he does not ponder his course of action. The 

same is true for all the characters in csther . Also t o 

be remembered is the highiy strucLured f orm of this book 

which shows the craftin~ and detail ,·ommon of nc-.-~:·1c and 

other Greek works of antiqu:ty . As f o r ~sther in co~pari ­

son to contemporaneou~ h:s~ory wr:tings , : h:s sha ll be 

discussed infra . 

E . Polk/hero tales 

Pi r st of all , we need to further defi ne the form of 

our material . "Prose narrative" is t oo in:iefinite a phrase 

to have any mo r e than superficial meaning. Folk/ hero tales 

are a subcatecory o!" prose narratives . "Orii;!.nally a brief , 
,,. . 
00 isolated story that de~cribes a particular event ," the 

folk tale , as it developed , characte:-isticall~· had "a real ­

istic conception of □an and h:s acts , p resenting l::v1ng 

human be:ngs in s~tuations possessi n~ a human and moral 

signi!"~cance , and creating as a prodcct o ~ all this , a vis : on 

of human life. 1169 

7hese tales ...,·ere immensely popular ::n the ancient world . 

t o action and abs~nce ~f idealization in character portrayals . 

Achilles and Oedipu s , perhaps the g reatest of all Greek 

heroes , had tiieir ( !":a : al ) flaws aloni: ,·:1 tn the res~ of cs . 

1 . Biblical u se 

Biblical -y , th~s f o rm became a veh:cle of expression 
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for the Jewish national sp~r i t . Fr om ?OSt - eY.il~c ~imes , 

this spirit was conceived o f as emanat i ng from the commo n 

historical e xperience of the J ewish p~ople . I ts expression 

was through recitatio n of historical la n~~ar~s and s~ , red 

experiences. Thus i t is na t u:-al tha: he ro ta:es and anec­

dotes not o nly make up much of Biblical literature but also 

ser ve as the dominant mode form for hist o rical writing in 

t he o i ble. ? r om Greek exemplars , we can see how Bibli c al 

history became novel ~s tic and anecdotal in s tyle and f o r m. 

~ot surpris in~ l y , a typec ast Biblical hero emerged 

from suer. ·-"ri tini; . '!'his hero ' s personality was , paracii;­

matically , revealed t hr ouDh a c tion, no t description . ~hes e 

heroes were tremendously human in their actions and mot ives , 

but , l ike its Greek exempla rs , Biblical l i teratu re a lso 

retainec its relig i ou s f lavor. Ttis does not mean t hat 

Biblical hero es a re nece ssarily vocal ly pious people. 

That would no t be in keepinG with the prot otypica l f ol k hero. 

Yet, the religious spiri t is per vasive . As especially mani ­

fest i n the Joseph a nd Esther stories , "the :-eli€;i ous spirit 

emerges p recisely b ecause the sto~1es arc ... humRn In the 
70 , 71 

extreme ." God becomes the h i dden he r o and i t is t hrough 

action , more t han devot ! on , t hat reliGi ous be lief is affi rced . 

The growth or th1~ : ypolo~y c ontinued throuGhou t the 

Biblical period. I t was used extensively j n t he specialized 

g enre of Biblical narrative known as wi ~d om literat~re. 



We especially see the cr.aracteristic wise ~an as a proto­

type . :n later Biblical ~rltinr, , he becomes the chief 

protagonist of many Biblical talts and a hero figure f or 
72 

J e~•s. 

~isdom is def~ned by form as well as content . 
3urroundi:-ii:; th!s w!se n:an/ hero , a nur.:ber of 
conventions arose , ~his man was 9itcn adopted , 
or himself adopts another ?erson. He is 
frequently found at a royal court . 74 And th16 
her o 15 often coupled with an opposing number 
in the literature.75 This oppos!te is used , 
!n many cases , go clearly contrast gcod and 
bad behaviors.7 Further , motifs are often 
expressed througt. a cou~led arrar.~e~c~t o f 
characters and verses . 77 

In a further description o~ fot~ , it is to be :-ioted 

that ~isdom is not divine speech . I t ' s stance is anthro­

pocentric for its Goal is to make sense of the course of 

human events . As such , it is didactic both in t one and 

intent. Hayes claims t~at scribal ~isdo~ ai~et to provide 

" education for everyone , a stance that ia do,r,matico- reli -

i;lous us inc a dialo~ico- adr.10!1otory method ." 7 ° 
Obv!ously , Esther ' s extreme anttropoce~irism anc 

typological ch~racters place it in thi s catebory of litera­

ture . ~urther, n hPr eleme~:: pre=ent tn ~s:ner fi r mly anj 

;,osit ~vely asscciate 1 !: with wisdorr. litcratt.:re. .,·e see the 

clear co~trast bet~een ~ood and evil , the characteristic 

use of a witless dupe -'¼Sa foil (Ahashel'us) , the r1Ghteous 

wise man (i.,or dechai) , and the connivint; schemer (Harr.an) . 

Also common in wiscom literature is the ~ome....,hat "!' lat" 
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picture of our heroine. ~rom examples o~ 3reek rorr.ances, 

we can understand the nondelineation of Esther ' s character 

and thouGhts in this book as typical . ~hat does stand out 

is the eroticism of the royal court which , at O~'e , 

threatens ar.~ attracts ou r heroine . This element is also 

pres ent in the Daniel, Joseph , Ahiqar , Deborah and Judith 

stories . 

In fact , what we are really presented w! th in esther 

is a twist on the " wise court!er" r.iotif basic to all such 

histor1cized w!sdom ant folktale na~rat!ves . The twist 

comes here with the fact that bot h Escher a nd tordechai 

ser ve that r ole 1n this book .79 KeGardless of the impli ­

cations of such a conflation of characters (d iscussed 

passim) , it is obvious that the wise court!er in th!s boo~ 

f ollows t he basic pattern o f all Kise =ourtiers in 9!bl!cal 

literature.do First, there is t he event of early notice 

wtlich is f ollowed by a fall into obscur:.ty . ':'hen , there is 

a per!od of elaborate preparation and tra1nin&; personal 

endangerment ; cealing against " irrevocable" laws ; feasting ; 

and, finally . trillmph accor:i;:ar.! e:: ~~- last•nr- elevation . 

:actitcr. and Dorar1 surnmc1r~ze t,husl:;: 

i ent does follow event with a preconditioned reg­
ularity . :he exiotence of a pr oble~ necessari l y 
leads to a search for solver; the search leads to 
the person of lower status and he will necessarily 
be the only one who has a solution. There 1s a 
direct movement fror:i the prob¾ff co solu ti on o~ a 
problem, a true unity of plot . 
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VL Summary 

It is thus apparent that Esther is an histor1cized 

82 wisdom folktale in narrative f orm . This is an impor tant 

first step in the process of datin~ the date ~· ~omposition 

of Esther . It i s only a ~irst step because t~is type o~ 

classificat ion is insufficient in and o~ !tsel~ . 1t cannot 

help us uncover the reasons whj' :i::s~her was written in t he 

first place . Its form is a reflection of the contemporary 

literary milieu anc allows us, throuBr. identification, to 

place the book within a rou~h tim~ framework . Yet , it is 

the content - what is expressed behind and through the f orm -

which will a l low us to determine the reaso ns and time of 

Est her's composit i on . 

A. Content 

In our investigation o~ co ntent , we □ight ask ourselves 

why this book is so filled with stock ~igu res such as those 

portrayed by ~o rdechai , ~sther, Hamdn and Ahasherus . : n 
Rabbinic liter ature, the archetypal Greek is referred t o an 

" .. -.. . " In the !Je·,: '!'estament , "Pharisees" is a code 

word f o r wickedness and ~orruption. The names had become 

symbol s t o contempor c ry readers . We propose that this 

situation exists , too , in Esther . 

B. Covert Writing 

J . H. Eayes asserts , "this type of (novelistic] hi sto:r·, 

writing ... always derives ~roman a wakened polit!cal 
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what type of situation in ~h!ct "an a~akened political 

consciousness " was present would produce a literature 

usin~ stock fi&ures . :t seems obvi ous that thE lnviron­

ment in which such ~ri tin& wo1Jlc occur was perceived t o oe 

a threatening one . ~his is due t o the fact that stock 

fi~ures , representinr other t han wl o t hey purport to repre­

sent , are a technique used in covert writin~ . ~his t ype o~ 

-..a•i tini; "generally reflects an enviro nment of persecut:!.on 
p4 

and perhaps even of political martyrdom . ' 

Such an e:wironment "g i ves ri !':e t o a peculiar tec!'l­

nique and therewith a peculiar type of literature , in which 

the truth about all c rucia l things is presented exclusively 

between the lines . 11 85 Suer. purely esoteric ·..:r:.tin5 1s rare . 

Any literatur~ that i s t otally unintelli~iblc t o t he major ity 

of its readers would never survive . ~xot e ric literature , 

ho....,ever, 1s co:nmon . Use of device,; suer. as coc.e words , 

paradiGmatic fiGures , l iterary allusions ana even ~r ~:::.~a::. ~ 

plays a llow an e xoteric book t o have both "a popular teach­

.in£ o r an ecl:'yir.r; cha racter, whict. is in the f oreg rounc; 

and a philosophic te~c~in~ concerninc. t~e r.ost i ~~ort an: 

subject , whicr. is :ndi cated onl:; between the lines . " d6 

Such a situation exists in ~sther . ~e shal l attempt to prove 

this as we turn now t o a discussion o:' t he messa~e of this 

book . 
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1 . =~~ ent/Fessage 

We have see n that Esther is a non- historical book, 

with the oriGinal story havinG ~one throuGh numerous 

revis~ons anc expanslons . In ~t , feasting se 0
~" to be a 

normal part of court life . ~hat court was populated with 

f oreigners and p reside~ over by a ~eak monarc h who relied 

on these foreiGners for advice . ne not only sranted the~ 

cit izenship rights , he appoi nted t ~em t o positions of 

high and i ~po rtant status (Haman and :~rdechai were ooth 

no n- Pers ians ) . 

:'he picture painted of t he J~wish community is one 

in whicr. the Jews' loyalty t o their people i s more impor­

tant than thei r ritual observance . This may have been 

true f or all t he peoples in Ahasherus ' ~amain . We may 

conclude thu sly because ~e see no one reli~i ous system 

dominatinG the others . ~his indicates an e nvironment of 

ooth t oleration ana a der.ree of a~~1milation .b
7 

Religion itself seems to have been a politica~ly 

useful tool , tr nothing else . ~he conversion of the peoples 

at t he end of ~sthPr, as well a~ the readiness of the g eneral 

porulation t u pa:, l!c,.rnan obeisance evi dence t r.is conc l usion 

and speak stn:;nf;l~• r"r an at:nosphere in which nat!.onal 

loyalty superceden relic ious piety . ~urther , relic ious 

syste;;is were not , seemi"61Y , r igidly do:;oat !.c . Even the 

Jewish community , which one 1mac;ines -;o have been r.iore 
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dogmatic than other , pa(;an, ~eli ~ions, ~as not so fi xed 

as to exclude the introduction and justification of a 

new holy day . 

What can be made of all this? ?he book nirvdies a 

weak and foppish king . :t seems comedic that Ahashe~us 

first allows the castinG of l ots to determine ro~al policy 

and then permits that decree to be overturned in a flasr. , 

And , if this is not enou&h , Ahasherus then turns around 

yet again and sanctions a new Jewish festival! 

r easts - ·,dth much drinking - l'ire a central mode o :' 

enjoyment and a place of political c~alings . (This is 

especially true of Ahasherus ' feast i n honor of ~sther 

and Esther ' s feast durins which Haman falls from power~ 

The court is filled with lntriGUes and po~er strUG&les; 

per haps motivated by compet!n~ reliGi o- national claims. 

~ven using a simplified list o f nanes , it appears 

to have been a very cosmopolitan cG~~t. The abundance 

of names may also reflect a time durin~ ;,.•hi cr. coc:-tiet·s 

had two names : one official and one persona1 . 88 

VII . What was the autho r ' s motivatio n f o r writins this 

book? 
A. Author ' s ~nv~ronment and evicien=e :'o r 1: 

Literacy wa$ , 'n Hellenistic times , a mass phenomenon . 

Surely , illiteracy was cor..rr,011 , but ::1.e racy seems t o , at 

least , have teen the r ule a~ons city dwellers . One of the 

ways "to penetrate the citizen- clas s . . . was t o obtain 
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an education in the bymnasium . " 89 ':'his was true f or Jews 

as well as for paGans . Jewish communal life , especially 

in the Diaspora , was modelled o n Hellenistic ins t itutions 

;,,rhich necess!tated l !terate bureaucrats and patr--1 .. s in o rder 

':o function. ':.'hese :'acts , 1,·hile not negating ti:e oral tra­

ditions underlyin& the tale of £stter , allo~s us to state 

that this boo:( was finally composed when tl:er e existed a 

literate publ1= to receive it. Thus , one of the concerns 

o :' the author had to have been convey!n& tis me ssage . 

The re are those wr-o postulate that the ori~inal 

languaGe o:' Es ther was ~r a~aic ,90 yet the!r evidence !s 

scanty . Semetic word order in the Greek translations does 

not rule out Hebrew as the oribinal lanGuace . ~he fact :hat 

" tte Greek versions supply and fill in notable lacl:s !n the 

narrative" 91 does not mean that the longer version ! s olce:- . 

Is;; r..lght satisfy ~ desires for a more " =o:::plete" text, 

but such assumptions do no t square ~!th the facts . 

:lather, the Hebrew of our ::assoret1c Text is so L!.t,;:1::; 

stylized, the forei;n xords so carefully used and t::e 

narrat!ve s o clos~:y adherin~ to !ts own, inte:-nal log! c , 

that we cannot .5 e e an? other lan[;uabe than Eebrew to be tt.e 

or i cinal one . Fur~her, if our autr.or were conce rned (as we 

believe the case to be) ~itn reuchi~~ Jewish readers , the 

use o:' Hebrew lent a seal of authentic!ty to this story 

Which , o n face value, ~as an accurate account of ev~nts. 
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':'o draw conclus::..ons from ~Lis distillation of 

::::sther ' s plot , we need realize one tLinG: this book, as 

with all literary works~ necesssrily reflects its author ' s 

concerns and env1ron:nent . ;·:e cio no t know , how"'·ec- , the 

exact degree o ~ truth :tis state~ent car~ies with reference 

t o this work . We can begin to approximate this . As con­

cerns the a.:::::or ' s environment, we at;ree with Bickerr.iann 

that 

A Hebrew- reading Jew o~ Greek culture found every ­
thing he could desire in the Book of ~sther. Eere 
the people whom God saved were no lon6er the un­
couth patriarchs and the wild prophets but men of 
polite society who could have he!d o f~ice at the 
Helleni stic court . The kin~ who , as a rabbi later 
said , sacrif iced his (first ) ~ife to a friend and 
then his friend to his (second) w!~e, who could 
g rant any request (5 : 3) , and who would refuse money 
offered him (3:11) looY.ed like a double of a 
Seleucid , a Ptolerr.y , o r a ?arthian ruler. The 
reader was hapoy to find in a Hebrew book motifs 
~a:n:!.. liar from ~he GreeY. schoo1J2 

Al so informative i s the fact t hat this tale of comfort 

was an 1:nr.iensely popular one. !t i.'.; as if :=:stJ-.er "p :-c ves " 

that :.reek a nd Hebraic cultures a:-e co.:;ipa~~:,le , r.ot on!.;, 1::-i 

the f e rn- hut in the content as ·,iell. , teek je;;s longlnr t o 

hear t his messaGe ~~~e su re ly heartened b1 ~sther . :n this, 

we aGree w~tn ~icker nP n~ . Yet , another p~int is bein5 

missed here. Ur.doubtecly , t he author's environrrent was one 

in which this exoter1c teaching wou: d be well rece:!..ved . 

But there is also an esoteric mean1ng t o E::s t r.er which is 

conveyed between t he lines , behind the ~essase of co~fort . 
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Finally , we believe that this message - 1f we can properly 

decipher the text - will reveal the autho r ' s ultimate 

concerns to us . 

B. Autt.or ' s Concerns 
1 . e vidence - Homan Wo"ld 
2 . reason for writing - date o f c ocposition 

This brings us t o a fascinat i nG dichotomy . Esther 

could be, a nd evidently was , enjoyed as popular 11 tera ture. 

As shown above , i t has all the elements of popular tales : 

her o e s , kings , courts , intrigues , battles and an edi fying 

conclusion . 93 Yet , it is also an esoteric text. For a 

nellenized Jew, Esther reflected a popular st rain of philos­

ophy in J ewish garb . The fact that there is no mention of 

deity in the book and no imr.,ediate connection between God 

and t his world could be s~en, by one so inclined , as a point 

94 of equality between Judaic and Hellenic thought . In fact , 

reflections of current philosophical teachinGs , coupled 

with it s covert messa&e woula allow for a wide cross sEction 

o f Jewry to be its reading aud!ence . If this b e the case , 

Esther ' s author had succeeded in presentinb his concerns 

~o the best audience possible. 

Suer. fa :ts force the questi.on 01 dat.:ng to tht: run: . 

.r'rom ou r discu ssions a bove , we can begin t o se t ~he limits 

of possible c omr~s 1 t1onal dates: 

1 . There was a liter~te a~d educated reading public . 

2 . The form of this book implies a n author versed 

in contemporary c ulture. 

3. Its content , vocabular y , and specific mode of 
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literary express!.on necessitates the author to have had 

" excellent familiari t:r with Persian law , custom , and 

1 ~ h h i . i . " 95 anguage _n t e Ac aemen. a per o _. 

4 . This type of literature was most likelJ produced 

in , or as a result of . an envi:-onment o f :~idespread 

political a wareness an~ popular invo lve~ent . 

5 . The book descri bes a far- ranging and well ­

established Jewish diaspora. 

6 . Jews serving for-eign rulers in impo:-tan: postt1ons 

of power seems not to have been an unusual occurrence . 

At least , it 1s not commented en as ceing out of the ordinary . 

7. The r oyal court was a cosmopolitan one . 

d . JudaisM was neither a cult no:- land centered 

religion . 

') . Conversions ·11ere common . 

10 . The Book of Esther just:.fies t ~e hnlitay obs ervance 

of Pur:.m . :vi th the parallel s o ~ Yo;:: ::0:"ciec ha:., :::.ca no:- ' s 

'.)ay and the Babylonian Akitu festival , it seer.:s ::.lear- tr.a t 

Puri~ was bein~ celebrated - p:-obaol~ out s :.de the Te mple -

before cstner ~as linally written . Yet , the hol!day was 

probably not s anc ti o ned until after the book ' s canonicity 

was a f!'irrned . 96 .t, s 7al!T.on shows , t:ie:-e ,:as "an ini:;!a.:. 

independence o f ?u:rin: from the r..sther s t o r ,v . 11 97 ':'his helps 

us in dating the Boo k of Esther . Purther, we must assu~e 

that the ~ntentional ~ent!on 3nd j ust~fication o~ ?urim 
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are some inc!cations of the autnor •s concerns and may well 

have been one of many moti~ating forces ber.ind t he co~posi ­

tion of this book . 98 

11 . 1'hat our author was con~ortable !.:, t !. : .,reek and 

Jewish worlds is obvious . This wol'ld shows how "Scripture 

spurred certain Jews to Grecian literary compositions whose 
99 

content and form derived fr=m Sc ripture." 

As all this evidence is collated , we may tentatively 

assign a date t o the compos!t!o n o~ Esther between the year$ 

1 00 B. C.E . and 60 C. E. These al'e only the outer li~its . 

In the most general way , ttis begins to account fo r t he 

imper ial power str ug;les1 00or tte time and the book's 

ap_ar ent lack of concern over dan~er in , and the fate of , 

?alestine itself . ~urthermore , this era !s t he best one 

in ·,.-hich to place '.::s ther if ,:e are co understand this book ' s 

(missing ) status at ~umran and in ot~er (co~te~porary and 

later) lists of canon .101 

J ur intent i s , now, t o pinpo int further the t!r: 

composition . :e: u s , ~~e~. return t o anotter ~a:te~ . 

If we could " :i~cc...:c " Zsther - t:1at is , discover what i-\'as 

l:!dden beh1nc ~ts exoter:c ceachi:ir; - ·.-:e s :lall be teeter 

able t o date 1ts co~posit!on . 

~e have al r eady been confronc~d ~Y ev!dence ~hie~ 

raises questions o~ the i nclu s i on in chis z t ory o f : 
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1 . ~omen sav! or s (chs . 5, 6rr ) 

2 . minutae of cou~t life (ct . lf . ) 

3 . Governmental control (cts . 2 , 6, passim ) 

u mass revolts (9 : lff . ) 

5 , the ex! stence o ~ a ~ree diaspo~!c Jewry (ch . 9) 

6. fore i gner s in 90s1tions of high i;overnmental 

authority (3 : lff ., d : 7ff , ) 

7 . The insti tution of new holidays in t he Jewish 

cal enda r (9 :20ff. ) and 

o. l•:ass conversion to Judaism (d : 17) . 

As Willis point s out , 

5ibl ical authors ... did not preserve historical 
data s i mply i n the interest of relatins his t or ical 
facts , but !n or der to cast certain (we ll- known? ) 
historical event s i n a part ! cular t heolocical li5ht . 
P.i stor ical event and t heo110~cal !nterpretation 50 
hand i n hand in the 81bl e . 

But , before ou r invest 15ation of tte theoloGical ! ~por: 

and messa&e of Esther , we must uncover t he actual his: or:c 

situat i on described . 

We bel ieve t hat t his can best be done w!th an !nvesti-

5ation into the reib n of Heroc t he Jreat (~~ o . C. : . -

0 E . C. :.. . ) . :, e sha ll do this b:1 parallelinG I.is career11!th 

events describ0~ in ~~t her . Jnly ~ere , we claiw , can al l 

the a'!>ove phenome11a t>e ade'!uately accounted f o r. 103 
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- Jewish revolt against Aristobulus 
(57/6 B. C. E. ) and ?arth~ans 
(5~ , 53 B. C. E. et al) 

- Herod appoi~ted ~ing 

- Three year delay !n hi s reac ~inG 
Jerusalem 

- Her od marries Gr anddau5 hter of 
the ~i~h Pries t , J ohn Hyrcanus , 
1'1ariamme 

- 3an~uet for Herod Given by 
Antonius gi ven upon ~erod ' s 
arrival in Jerusalem (37 B. C. E. ) 

- Herod surrounds himse l~ w1 ~h 
Greek advisorsl04 

- ~erod engaged in mab nificent 
building enterpri ses - inc luc.ing 
cit!es and palaces 

- Has an ethnicall:,· varied , co:; ::10-
poli t an court 

- Character emerges 
By nature he was wild , pas­
sionate , hard and unyieldin&. 
?iner feelin&s and tend erness 
was foreign t o h!m . . . ::ard 
and relentless ~owarc.s all 
those in his power , he was 
never theless mee k and ~liab ~e 
~owards his super1ors .1 D5 

- ixecuted Xariamme I 
- Constantly f oug~t do~cs t!c prob-
le~s , especially after executin~ 
:•:a riamr:1e 

- ~amine in 25 5 . r .E. ~rom ~isan 
t o lJisan 

- " imposed a polit' cal :;urveillance 
which made Judea a police 
stat e 11106 

- Kept a palac e hare~ 

9 : lff 

1: l 

1 - ~ 
• J 

l : 3~f 

::::sTHEH 

1:10 , 1 : 14 , 1 : 21 

1 : 6 - 7 

::. : 22 , 

1:17 - 22 , 2 :21 - 3 

1 : l~ 

3 : S!'f (di sobedience 
o:· s t.:bject s) 

~ : 21- 3 , 3 : o- 1 5 
2 : d !'f 
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!IE~OD ' S P.EIGN 

- ::ariamme II "or.a,:!..sed :'o r her 
e;reat beaut;:-· 11101 

- elevated :,:arianr::e ' s father , 
Simon b . Boethus , to the position 
of High Priest 

- 20/19 3 . C. E . - remit3 1/3 o f 
taxe s 

- 5 B. C. E . - Herod learns o r 
Antipater ' s conspiracy agai~st 
hi~ and has Antipater put in 
irons 

- 4 B. C. 2 . - Ant :pater exec~ted 
and Herod chanGes his will, 
na~ing Archelaus as successor 

-" It should be mentioned that 
Herod applied his influence 
w: th his iioman maste r s t o 
securing Jews in the Dia spora 
aGainst oppression and impairment 
of their riGht s on the fart of 
the non- Je>'lish world ." 08 

2 : 7 (~ee prev:ous 
comment on Esther 
and Vashti ' s names) 

6 : lG- enc 

2 : l c 

7 : 6:'f 

o : 2. 

o : 3f:' 
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Such resemblances and a~reements of fact are aston-

1sh1n6 . They are not , however , accidental . It is clear 

that Esther wa~ ~r1~ten , in true ~ellenistic form , as a 

tistory of the Herod:an are . A brief recall of :~e climate 

of that era as re~ards political frecdo~ $how~ : ~e c lea ~ 

need f or t he esoteric ~ethodolo~y used by the aJthor . 

~o our kno~ledge, t hi s t~eo ry has never been pr oposed 

before nor t he obvi ous f2c~ s c ollectee and analyzed in this 

manner . But , it is not the end of the matter. ~e tave ye t 

to answer the ques:.ion of w:-.:, , o r ::hen , Es t he r 11as ·..:r.:..tten . 

As stated above , such literature is t he oz•ocuct o~ hei1:;ht ­

ened pol:tical (and histo~ical) consc! ousness . 2sther 

seems especially t o have ueen written ~ith ~ucr. care and 

cetailec encodin5 t ha t we :nust see t!.at it ·.·:as so :,::--1 :ten 

!n response to a specif!ca:ly perceived need . ..'e r.-.us t 

d: scover the moti\'ating factor;;;; behi~C i t, s co:r.r~s!:!.o n i.?1 

order to determine the date o f compo~ition . 

: :rs t of a!.l , ;,e are co :w :ncec t i.a t ~sti':e:- ·.,as :iot 

written durinr; t he l!erod:an a i:;e itself . 

!s so because : ~e book deac:'!be~ events up to t he very 

and o : that era. But ~oreover , there a re ev i de nces , 

traces if you will , ~~ che au~hor ' s contempora r y ru!:!eu 

i n this book which are no: 3ccounte~ f o r in tte precedinc 

table. ~~e or ies o f h!s t orio~raphy poi nt t o the truth that 

no work arises ! n a vacuu~ .l09 ~hat is t o say that no 
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l! t erature can ever be completely ~ree of tl:e environnent 

in whict it was produced . ihile the de~ree of influence 

will vary from wo rk t o ~o rk , it is alway s present . We 

bel i eve that t:,ese 11 traces 11 in Esther positivel; iate 

this book t o t he t!~e of , G~irpa I . 

Caius Calir,ula reiGnec a s empero r in f ome from 

.arch 16 , 37 to Jar.uar:, 24 , ... 1. :•:r.:le l:e was in power- , 

Herod Ag r iopa (callee Eeroc in the l:e-..i ~estament '3ospels) 

ruled in Palestine. Caligula succeeded tis uncle , Claudius , 

who was well liked by his subjects . ~laudius had pursued 

popula r pro~rams a~d etternpted to stabilize the oft - warring 

~ac t i o ns ! n his vast empire ( 2: 2 1 , 3: ~ff , Ch . 0 passire) . 

Upon his ascension , Caligula was perceived as be int; ·.~ill !nc; 

to follow in his unc!e ' s footsteps . ~~~s t ope proved 

illusory . 

Zeus , he ordered statues of hi~self erected !n temple and 

s o : o ~e wors h!pped throughout h!s real~ . So heinous ~~s 

this to the Jews that no one les s than ?hllo journeyed t o 

f.ome t o pleac :he!:-- case t o Ca l i gula . :- inaJly , it was the 
1 11 popular A;r1 ppa- who succeeded , by alto &o~n~ t o Rome , 

in averting erection of Gaius ' statue in the Jerusalem 

temple . This l:appenec in ti z earl~· au tur.:n of 40 c. :: . 

Upon his return , Ag rippa relieved the people of nearly 

one- f ourth of t~eir tax bu~de~ .112 
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What is of pr!mary ir.iportance to keep in r::ind , 

however , is ttat E3ther was w~itten after Herod 1 s rei~n . 

Only then could it have been sa~e to do so . 113 The atmos­

phere of political repression had eased a bit . Thi~ 

analysis relieves two ~nc!rient n rob:ecs. !~ exolains 

Har.ian ' s behavior (ch . 3) and Ahasherus ' tax abatement s 

in 2 : 1 3 in t ha t it ~ives each a proper tiEtorical context 

and antecedent~ . f urther, we see a contextual pari t y 

bet~een the Her odian per s ecut!ons and the nea r repeat in 

A;:;rippa ' s t i me . It is clear , no\'l, that tLe proxinatc cause 

of the composition of the 5ook of 2sther das tte evocat!on 

o f f ear caused by Ca1! £u la ' s ttreats . ~he olc ~ou nd hac 

barely lealed and the opportunity to forestall the ene~y 

~as presen& once a~ain . The fear o~ re~eated persecution 

~a rced tte Jewish leadership into action . ~sther !s, ttus , 

d 1 
. 111! 

a pr opagan a t r act ~r tten to ~r &e res ~sta~ce . 

C. ~efense of oroposed datinr 

:.o rdi s oelie•,es that tt:e author ~-1as a ;:c:: , 1.:v::.n,- .:~ 

tlie E&sterr: d:!.asror.1 who used his great literary skill to 

:...:~:!.~ t he st:Jle o :' at~ o rfici.::.l c-n11rt d·. r ,micle:- .115 Fu rt!:er, 

he acc?ants for the c0n3:a~t ~~e of t he third person by 

assertini; that the at:.cl,cr had neec t o hide l:is jewis!': 
116 

identity , so wrote as a no n- Je~. ns L~:s acrees wit~ our 

theory of such a 11 terature a?·i:.ing fror.: persecution , 1,e 

s ee value in this assertion . Yet , Jordis d:!.sclair.s any 

theologic import ln this wor k. 
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We do not ag r ee . As has been stated , t here ! s a 

~1v1dly pronounced theolc~:c v!ew?oi~t here . I t i s so 

evident t hat we cannot but concl~de that our author also 

had a religious a xe to r.r1nd . ':'h! s "axe " cont a i 1PJ in 

the response t ~! s book is opposed t o both Cal i gula a nd , over 

t he lonf view , to ~ellen1sc. It is peculiarly Pharisaic in 

its point . 

It ~s a unique mixture o f 9olttics and piety Ne are 

presented witl: in Esther . Obviously , t~e polit!cal interests 

s tand t o t he f ore. Yet , t he specific form of wisdom litera­

t ure t his book e=bodies betrays a ~eep l y reli~lous bent . 

I t i s a non- na~!onal ideolo;y whicii per :nea tes t hi s wo r k . 
117 

:;ei : her Temple no r lane. are :nenti onet! ! n ::'.s t he::- . 

1:or is ~od e xplic! tl~· re!"erred t o . 

These facts will lead many t o exclaim that they stand as 

d!rectrefutations of our assertion of rharasaic aut~orsh!r . 

Let us no t confuse pest 7t ~ab~!n!c Judaism ~itt pre-

destruction Pharisaism. lld ~he □ain concern of rre 7C ~-~­

Pharisaism seems to !:ave been Gea r ed t oward po~itical 

infl uence in ?al<?st_!'?e .!.:, o rde1· to nromulra t e a specific 

relig ious proGram . 7hP use of his t oric , theo lo~ic or 

reliGious rnot:fs had oniy one purpose , as ~ilis ~ivkin has 

so a~:utely pointed ou t: 

~he Pharisees t hus had no intere s t !n histor y , 
even ;1hen they us ed historical per sonat;es antl 
events . The critical concern was salvati on .. . 
no t the l and and the cult , since salvation was 
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an individual concern , at.tainable t!:rouch the 
internali zec :.aw , orie c..:.c not need t:-.e lanci 
of Isr ael at all !11 ~ 

Pharisaism .:.s alsc refle~ted in the style of this 

book . Both in structu:::-e and thour r.t content , ·r-.ari saisr.i 

-...as , as :~eus:ie:- anc: .5ir.:.tn .Je:no:1s:.rate , part of "a co:-:imon , 

.!.nt e r national cultural ' st;,rle ' known as iiellenisr:i . 11120 

~h!.s book re?resents a Jew!st response to Hellenism . It 

does not net:;,e1.te ::ellen.!.sm. ?ather, !.t encompasses : t . 

.Such doctrines of phi losophical Hellenis;n as coulJ be 

compatible ..... 1th Juda1s~ have been .!. ncorporated . ;l:e absence 

of Goe , pr ayer, cult or :and i s nec~ssar ily originai .121 

If :: . E . .-\ncirew is correct .:.n seein.:; a deliberate par allel 

t o ::: xodus l -1f22 in Esther , then the de t heoloci zation o ;• 

tha t s~ory is all the ffiOr e un1erstandaole . 

f urther, ~e know of tte stri~e a~on: the various 

relii.;ious sects wtich ex:.sted !n first ce:it..1:·y (C . ..: . ) 

Palestine . A p r opaGanci!stic work :~c~ as thts s~ould not 

surprise us . :r.e lack o f tr.eophoric s ~ec.!.~~~ity , toJ , may 

tave been pronR~andist:c . ? or, counter t o t~e o~er- anttro­

pornorphization or deity current a~onr SOffie Jewish sectarians , 

Pharis ees cane t o the ~oint of er..ployinr onl:1 circu;-;locutions 

when talkinr- o f God . :- arr..er even wonders ~~ ·.or~ec!·.a: 1s 

not a character mirror1n - extr~~e ?tar!sais~ as e~~odiec in 

the teachings of the 1' i'o'..lrth Philosop h:; ." ::ord.echai , it 

will be ::-emer.:iberec: , " re~use~ co . . call any ::1an l o re . 111 23 
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·,:ritten between II J - 45 : .!:. . , cu:-inr; what Sc!-.urer s ees 

as the "golden ca:1 s a i;ain f o r ?hari.:aisr:i , a revival of the 

age of Alexandra . . , 11121! we know t:-:at l!terature ;•:as 

then a powe:-ful tool ~~ r, r opar;anda . Th i s book ·.:1.s used 

J r , 1 l.?5 . 1 . , by tws to ! ;ht antise~.t s~ anc to s t r t~e- r own 
126 

~eople to action a~d t ope . l!~~erman s ums u~ well : 

':'he Jewi.:;l. w:-iter cor.:posed this historical 
novel from the vantaGe point of what was 
important to h!m . He s tressed : 1) The 
deliverance of J ews f~om annihilat!on . 
2) How this was accomplished by Estter 
and r;orcechai . 3) How Purim was establi shed 
ae a celebration of th!s event .127 

A ~inal no:e on t hi s po int: Ser 5 outrir h~ly asserts 
128 

tha: the purpose of :sther wa~ the just!ficat!on o f ?uri~ . 

So controversial was the nature o f this feast a~on~ the 

. 1 ' l l d 'i ,.. t1- • '- t ~ 1 4 
129 t.:-teo oe;ica ea e r sr. p 01 .,e t-mc t1.a .oo...:man c a _r.s 

!t had to be left u nna::1ed in Jol.n ? : l . :-1::1. s author cannot 

The concerns and fears o ~ t he Jewish wo r ld we r e ~ani -

of diaspora and governance have been alluddd 

the lesseninc ~f cultic 1w.portance a~onc the peo~le as 

~hallct1i;es t o be fuced . i:..:; ther ! s :. r.e p 1•ocJc ·., of a co::;r lex 

and very alive soc ~tLy . ~u relv , it provides ?ur!m with i t s 

ra!so n d ' etre . Bu : it also provi~ed a diaspora -twist co~-

munity with ros!tive Jewish r ole =odels and a ~ay in wh!ch 
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t o defuse tne present cr!sis . rtis a(er.da see~s t o us 

to be the more imro rtant o f t he two and was ~robably so 

to the author o ~ Sstt.er as well . 

Since ~al1Gula 1 s pcrsecut ! on never did na~.-ialize , 

the Sook of :stter s ee~s , in a ~ay , t o have acco~plis ted 

its purpose . 

3econdly , the ancient J e~!st. ~orlJ ~as a ~ra;~ented 

one . Our judG~ent o f t his s ituat!o n is irrelevant . 

However , contenporary Phari sees sa~ !t as danger ous . 

~hus , Esther takes o n i~port as a p l ea f o r u nity and 

concerted act i o n - a p r o~ram o f rea i s tance propounded by 

a party fearing exterminatio n. 
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EllDNOTtS TO CHAPTEP. TWO 

11n this presentation , I rely heavily on Sandra 
Beth Ber& ' s doctoral dissertation , ~he Book o~ ~sther: 
Motifs, Themes and Structure, SBL Jissertation Series 
no . 44 (Ann Arbor: Scholars ' Press , 1979). 

2sy placing th:s incident in square bracY ~. s , we 
do not intend to en~age in form cr:ttcism her~ . We are 
merely attempting to make logical order out of the events 
in Esther. 

3ae r 6 , Esther, p. 10b. 

l.j 
Such impressions of parallelism are buttressed 

further by=~~ repetition of key wo rds such as 
(2: 1 , 7:10) within the c~iastic subsection . 

5rn literary crit1cisrr., and ~o r our purposes , a thece 
is a component of a motif. A motif is a unit of didactic 
import within a written wo rk. Furtr,er, a r.,otif " contributes 
also to the dynamism of the stories and plays an important 
r ole in the organizat:onal arranr;ement of the entire cycle." 
(John G. Gamrnie , " ':.'heological Interpretation By Way of 
Literary and Tradition Analysis: Genesis 25 - 36 ," in 
Martin J . Buss , ed ., Encounter wl th the Text: !i'orm and 
Histor y in the Hebrew Bible [Philadelpnia: Fo rtress Press 
and ~issoula , ~T: Scholars ' Press , 19791 , p . 120 is quote d 
here . ) A motif will underscore a character 's actiono anc 
motivations wh!le a theme may only ~ea component among 
others which all contribute towarc a better uncierstanding of 
the dominant motifs. 

6ay inviolability and reve r sal , we refer to its con­
nection with divinity . Ancient, as well as Helleni stic , 
monarcts often had power and/or p r estite equal to that of 
ihe g ods . In the Greek and ~oman worlds , etiolo&ical birth 
legends arose to PXplain this connection . With this ascription 
came the doctrine o f royal infallibility . What is presented 
to us 1n EsthP.r makes a mockery of tr~s . Por the or1bins of 
this connection in anLient Egypt and Mesopotamia , see Henri 
Frankfort , KinGshil and the Gods (Chicago: The University 
of Chicaso Press, 948, . 

7 From Mesopotamian tim(;;; , perso11alized cylinder seals 
were used as imprimaturs of legality. As they developed, 
these seals became dynastic and individual sig net ri~s 
evolved which served in lieu of an official signature. 
Thus , in Esther , it is clear that whoever possessed Ahasherus' 
ring held tr.e equ ivalent o f his authority. ~o r fcrther 
clarification, see IL Prankfort, Cyli nder Seals (London : 
MacMi llan and Co ., 1939) . 
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9r;o one knows wJ-.y . . ordechai re:':.:.sec to oo·"" do.-:n to 
Haman . ~is reli&ion is ass~=ed to Le t~e :'eason . Yet , 
there is nothi nG in Jew:'..st teachinG ~~!ch :'orbids knn~li ng 
before a ruler . i:er.ce , ir, t:!e! ::- co!".:-e:.~,s to .:..sthe: 3 : 2 , 
•,ashi claims that :iar::an , ~:.1:e r..:1r. i oc~,~s :•.· ..::pip::.ane:; in a 
later ti~e , dei:':'..ed h i~:;el:' . ibn :zr3 asse::-ts ttat ~a~an 
had idolatrous i mages se~n into hi:; clothinc and sta~ped 
on his :'o rehead . :n eitJ-,e!' case , it !:; clear that t::.e:· 
believed ::orciecr:ai re:'u.;ed to l:neei be:'ore :la::-1a!1 in an 
effort to avoid t!'ansGressinr the prohi!:lition in Judais1, 
ai;_a:'..:1st :..col worship . Bickermann suGtests , '' :or :ordecl.ai 
; o pay this !'espect to Ea~an ~ould be to 'lose :'ace ' and 
acknowled6e the new rank o:' tis rival ." In ~liaa 3ickermanc, 
Four Stran e 3ooks o f ~he ~ible : Jonah/Janiel/~oheleth/ 
::::sthe:- (:Jew Yo:-J.-:: ;,clioc l:en ?ooks , 19 7 , p . ldC . 

1 0aan , " ::ecillat E::ste r .. . ," p . )114 . 

11 
ihat rnust be stressed !s that the absence o~ ~od 

does not ~ake this a non- reliGious work. Ib~ ~zra and 
~ashi , in their comments (see especially 2: 5- 3 : 5) , stress 
that the hand of Jivine Providence is clearly ev!dent 
:hrougr.out this book . :'hey cite the :'act that :-:ordechai 
was servinG the king prior t o ~sther ' s a c cession as evidenc e 
of this . ~he fact that Esther was taken t o Ahasr.er~s in 
the tenth ~onth ! s also seen as ?~ovitie~:ial by Ibn Ezra, 
:'o!' ~.e notes that God ordained it sc because 1 t ·.:as a cold 
tir:ie , and Esther could t.hus be all t he ::iore beloved . 

12~.hi s absence o!" Jod has , ~10.•:ever , botJ-:ered :;:a:.:: 
sc:iolars ·.·11':o fix o n it as proof of a lack of theology in 
.:.sther . Yet , as :ackelsburg has proven, :here is a "tcnderi­
c:: • ti n later Jei,.:isr. lite:-ature <;,0•.-Jarc) the :':atteninG, 
o r co~plete expun~!nr , ~f t~e speci~ic tteoiogical f unctions 
of certain eler:1Pnts in th~ tradition . " (Jeorr:;e .-: . i:. . 

~;:l:kelsburg , .i!' . , ?esurrection, Ir..mortali tv anc Zternal .:...1:-e 
!.n .!ntertesta;.1ental Judaisn: , Harvard ':'~eoloGical ~-tudies 
XXV: [CambridGe , ~~ass .: Harvard :Jni versi ty ?ress , 19"/ 2), 
p . 174.) Esthe r is , ! n this respect , more conservative than 
later , pseudep1g r apr.1c works in :dii"h one !s hard r,ressed ':o 
find 3ny theoloc!c conne::!on to ~nrlie~ : ~:1st wc~ks . Also , 
we shall forthwith demonst r ate that t!.e lack of snecific 
mention of Goci does not c.ean that tLere is n-:, theoloc!.cal 
un~erpinninr o ~ this book . 
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14 Ab h "' .. l " µ .. ~ ' 1 ..,. 11 i ra a:-,: .J , 1,.;o ien , .. u :1a- ..,01a : _:1e .--:e G ous 
JiGnificance o f Esther , " in Care~; A . ·:001'e , eci ., Stuc.ies 
in t he Sook of ::sther (.:ew '!'o:-k: K-:1,;·; !'uol1shing House, 
Inc . , 1902) , p . 124 . 

1 5For a comple~e disc~ss:on o~ ~cuterono~ic theolo~y , 
see E . 'I'. :icholson, i)eute:-onomy & ':'radltion , (PMladelpt:ia : 
?ortress Press , 1967) . ~hat concerns us here is that ~art 
o f this theoloGJ ~h!c~ : al~s of :-eward and punish~ent . 
~he B!blical debate fall s on both s~tes o ~ the question 
of whe:1 is r eward 6 iven and pun.:. shr,ent meted out? 
Deuter onorr:ic sou rces in 'i'anach a nd otter nroohets like 
Habakkuk consistently take t:ic i'O~i t!on t:.at· tl·.e wicked ::t:-e 
punished i n this l ife , not !n the world to co~e . ~r.is .:.s 
consistent with the posit!on see~in5ly hela up in Zs t her . 
~or ~urther discussion , see , infr a, p . 4 , 143ff . 

?o r a fuller exolanat!on and investiJ ation of ~~e 
J euterono::-iic History ~heor;t , nlease l'~fer to Jud.;es , Sai::uel 
and Kines ; then t o the an5lysis presented in ~ernard ~ ­
Ande r son.UnderstandinG the J ld Testament , 3r d e~ . (~ngle~0od 
Clif~s , ~: . J .: Prentice - :iall , 1975) , es9 . p~ . ::.. )6- 200 , 231-
271 , 2a0- 30t , 310 - 372 , 304 - 403 , 416 - 441 , anu 471- ~7~ . 

16,.;e must note here that 5er,..; asserts tr.at feast!nr;, 
not obedience and disobed ience, ~s tne ~ajor mctif in t he 
Book of :scher . !er~, Esther , pp . 31- 59 . :n a for~- cr!tica::.. 
se~se , her assertion has mer it: this work ~e~i ns and ends 
with a feast ; there are two more i~ tte ~iddle . At eac~ of 
these feasts , we do see a dramatic shi ~t i~ the p:ot: first , 
Vashti ls deposed ; seconol:v , Jsther ... ets t:1e :-ta~e fo:- :!aman ' $ 

coKnfall ; du::-,1~ the : J-.ird feast , .:.s~~er tat{es on t:-ie 
resronsi~111ty concomm!tant with her p~sition and Ha~an falls 
frorn power; finally , Purim is validated. iach of these serve 
to advance the plot and lntens1~r t~e draca , as a ~otif 
shoulc co . But , these feasts serve or.::• that ;-uroose . 
Not only do t!-:ey have no thenlor:1c-P-1 1r:i!'ort , tr.ev do not:-iin,· 
to ccnDllment the !n~ra&tructure of ttis book (chlas~us , 
repe:t!tions . etc.\ ;;h:'..~!; 1s , ir~ am: of its elf , a ve!'?:'..cle ~or 
cRrry:'.. nG the book •~ =e~sare. 
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18 Carey A. fjoore , ed ., Sturiies in the Book of Es ther, 
The Library of Biblical Studies (NY: KTAV Publishing House, 
Inc. , 1982) , p. LV . 

19 carey A. ~oore , Esther , The Anchor Bible #7S 
(Garden City , NJ: Doubleday & Company , Inc. , 19-1 : , pp . 
LIV- LV, 

20r,:oore' s f i ndings seem tendentious , further , for 1 t 
could be as serted that the root occurs fifty - two times 
in Esther. What doe s that mean? Perhaps , only t hat it was 
a popular root! Source: (Yehuda T. ~aaday and Giora ~ . Leb, 
An Analytical Linguistic Key-Word- In- Context Concordance t o 
Esther, Ruthi Canticles , Ecclesiastesa Lamentations The 
Computer Bib e, vol . XVI., J. Arthur ai r d and David Noel 
~r eedman, eds. ~ible Research Associates, Inc ., 197BJ) . 

21 word frequency lists have b~en used , even abused, 
by t hose i ntent on refi n ing the Graf- wellhausen theory of 
the origins of the Hexateuch . These scholars often f ocus 
in on theophoric names , insisting t hat specific names were 
used by specific (sc hool s of) writers. In theory , t his 
carries with it a degree of possibility , bu t has been abused 
as words cannot convey units of thought which are vital t o 
determint nb meaning and o riGinal sources . 

22 
Fr om the Even- Shoshan concordance, we f ind t hat 

occurs in Jeremiah thirteen times, eight time s in 
Nehemiah (chs. 2, 3, 5 and 6) , five times in Ezra, f our times 
in Second Kings , twi ce in 9aniel (3 :B, 1 2) , and once each 
~n Isaiah (36:11) , Zechariah (8 :23 ) , ~i rst Chronicles {4 :18) ~ 
and Sec ond Chronicles (32 : 18) . 

23 Henry S . Gehman, " Notes on the Persian Words in the 
Book o~ Esther," Moore, Studies, pp . 235- 43 . 

211 
David B. Weisberg , "Some Observations o n Late Babylonian 

Texts and Rabbinic Literature,'' Hebrew Union College Annual , 
v . 39 (1968) , pp. 71-81 . 

25 Por example: Zaphena~hpaaneatr. in Gen . 41 : 45 , is 
clearly an Egyptian ~ame . 
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26 This question will be discussed, infra. ( See also 
chapter 3, pp. 93 - 95 and Appendix 3 in regard to the question 
of the historical problems raised by previous attempts to 
d o vetail the setting o f Judit h with current historical 
knowledce . ) 

27The number o f ministers listvd , seven , ls of par­
ticular interest to us . We know from ancient sources (i . e ., 
Ezra 7:14) , that Artaxerxes had seven advisors . Herodotus , 
Xenophon and Josephus also speak of seven personal ministers 
to the king 1:1 the Roman court . ( Source: l\'ioore , Esther , 
p. 10.) We believe that the number seven is intentionally 
used here to ~dd both a touch o~ realism to the oicture of 
Ahasherus ' Persian court as well as to clue read~rs 1n to 
the true reference in this book , that of the contemporary 
Roman court . 

28Gehman, " Notes . . . , " pp . ::; 23- 325 . 

29Prank Moore Cross, "The Contribution of the Qumran 
Discoveries t o the Study of the Biblical Text," in F . ~. 
Cross and Shemaryah~ Talman , e ds. , Qumran and the History o~ 
the Biblical Text (Cambr idge , ~ass . and London: Harvard 
University Press, 1975) , pp . 278- 293 . Pag e 288 i s cited here . 

3 0 There are four Qr /Ktib variants noted in the 
Babylonian Talmud that appear in the Massoretic Text. The 
three o f import to us and related t o the orthog raphic diffi ­
culties of our text are: 

Esther 1:16 -

Esther 9:19 -

Esther 10:1 -

Babylonian Tal~ud 
BJ-iS reads: 
Q· r 1s: I " 
B'!' reads: 
BHS reads : 1 

Qr is : 
BT re.ids: :; 

reads : 
1 s: . 

(BT) reads: 

31oav1d Noel r'reetiman, " 7he Massoretic TP.xt and the 
Qumran Scrolls; A Stucy .!.n Ortho~raphy ," in Cr oss and Talmon, 
Qumran, pp. 196- 212, sta tes: " 1t is too much to expect that 
the Hebrew scribes could have maintained a f o rmal, i.e ., 
orthographic distinction f o r any lenGth C\f time or with 
consistency when the phonemic support for the distinction 
had been lost. " (p. 20~) S ince this is true f o r the earlier 
period F reedman i s discussint; , how much the r,ore so for 
our period! 
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32such diversity is reflected in the text itself . 
S ee 1:22 and passim. 

33some r.,ay argue that -.,.., . and - :'cannot be 
dittographic because o f the sin inl~je , and samech in 

> ·, 1 • We discount the importance of the differPnce . 
The sin/ samech d istinctio n is a late one , histo:'cally. 
In sor.,e DSS manuscripts, the two seem to be used inter­
changably. (cf . Cross and Talmc-n , Qumran, passim . ) 
Apparent "co nfusions " between these two letters are also 
present 1n Amo r alc texts. 

3~some scholars point t o the true o rigin of Esther 
1n "the mythical battle between the {;ods of Elam and the 
Gods o f Babylon . In the end , the Babylonian gods triumphed . 
Marduk and Ishtar are important and related members of the 
oabylonian pantheon who vanquishec Humman and Masht1 who 
were Elamite gods . In time , this victory was instituted 
as a cultic celebr ation . This festive day was the New 
Year festival of Babylon . On this day , the gods deternined 
the fate of men by lot , which in Babylonian i s ' puru .'" 
(From an unpublished paper, " BiGthan and Teresh are Dead, " 
by Avi Schulman LLos Angeles : April, 1 981 J , p . 5.) 

35one of the most interesting variants we find in 
ttis book is on the name Ishtar , the Babylonian 5oddess. 
It is commonly recog nized that Esther is a simple variation 
on that name . Yet , it goes further than that. I~ we l ook 
at the Authorized Translation (AT) o f Esther , we see that 
Vashti is translated as Aste and Astin in the LXX . We have 
here not only a translation , but also, perhaps, a reflection 
of a more ancient tradition concernir~ ~ashti and Ishtar 
either in conflict or cooperation. While we cannot be certa1n 
that Vashti and Esther were intended as one c haracter or two 
peo ple with the same name, this certainly may answer the 
many perplexinG proble~s posed by Vasht i's disappearance 
from ou r book. Esther may simply have been a pick- up on 
Vashti~ both orthog:raph1c ally and contextually. (Such tele­
scop ing o f characters , though rare, has conte:nporary Biblical 
p r ec edent. Paul and s~ul (Acts 13: 9) , Hannaniah and Shadrach, 
Michael and !f,esnach , :.zariah and AoedneBO (Janiel 1: 7) , may 
eact be two people cele3coped into o ne through the device 
of name changes . ) 

36see endnote #27. 

37The S eptuagint 
Translation and 

Samue 

Version o f the Old Testament with 
and Critical 
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38 "' E h 2 '' " ,,ioore , st er , p. , n~ m- m. 

39one can only specu l ate here o n the implications o f 
th.is fact . We !'eel it ::..s st r ong evidenc e against the early 
canonicity o f Esther . 

40 
Leo Strauss , in Persecution a nd t he Art o f Writ ln 

(Westport CT: Greenwood Press , 1952 e l abo rates this theory 
o f covert writing . This will be discussed infra , p. ll.13 a nd. pas s~;:r. 
1n greater detail . We believe that lists such as found 1n 
1:10 and 1:14 &re no t mere chanc e compilatio ns. Rather, 
they carry in themselves encoded messages . 

4lsy lat er, we are ~ropo sing a date later than other 
scholars have heretofore proposed; at lea s t after the second 
century before the common e r a . This will be refined and 
redefined a s our investi~ation continues. And additional 
evidence for t his is orthog raphic . "Hasmonean and Herodian 
exemplars of the Palestinian family ~ f texts t o which Esther 
belongs] often exhibits a !lene style o f orthog raphy [e . g . , 
in 2:6, , is written o ene which occur s onl y f our times 
in Tanach , j far f uller t han we are accust omed t o 1.n the :,:,:,. 
The introduction of this new style began sporadically in 
the Maccabaean era and reached its most extreme form in the 
Hasmonean a g e. The extreme, o r bar oque phase of th!s s t yle 
is often associated with archaizing or, most oft en , pseudo ­
ar"chaic g rammatical forms ." (F . r-: . Cr os s in Cr o s s and Talmon, 
Qumran, p. 286 . ) 

42? or our reasoning as regar ds the terminus ad ouo , 
p lease see notes #97 and ·11 . Determination o f t he terminus 
ad ouem for Esther !. s really a mu ch s impler matter . Esther 
is , seeming ly , totally divo rced from both land and cult . 
It would defy both common s ense and hi s t orical reality ( i n 
regard to both t he situatio n o f the Jewish community and 
the rabbinic criteria f o r canonization) t o suppose t h i s 
could reflect a p os t - i J C . E . date of composition . 

4~ 
jThis a nalysi s assumes that his t ory may be written 

f o r its own sake a nd thus be true to that purpose . 11 ta l s e 11 

histo ries , therefo re , have a motive as well . ~t js here 
that t he mot i ve is h idden . Cf. Str~uss, Persecution, and 
Bruce Diamond , Sorae First Century Events as Reflected i n 
Our Massoretic Book of Nehemiah (Cincinnati : Spring , 1978) . 
For later exemplars o f such encoded writing , see Joseph D. 
Amusi n , "The Reflection of Histo r ical Events o f the First 
Century B. C. in Qumran Commentaries IIQ161 ; llQ169 ; 4Ql66 ," 



69 

HUCA , Vol . XLVIII (1977) , pp . 123- 152 , ?lease refer also 
to Appendix #5 for a modern example of this phenomena. 

44see supra, p . 23tf. 

45cr. 1 :3 , 6 : 9 
8 :10 
o:9 

146 Moore , Esther, p . XLI. 

47 Berg , Esther, ;, . 2 states " ihformation gathered 
from sources contemporaneous with the event contradict 
the story . Sc holars who uphold the historicity of the tale 
are of ten forced to reidentification of its central figures 
and a resett i ng of the events into new historical contexts . " 
This undoubtedly is the main source of scholarly confusion 
over t he true identification of EstLer ' s main c} aracters. 
Yet , Berg disparages the attempt at identification a nd we 
feel that she is wrong to do s o . She feels the setting is 
genuinely Persian - we believe it to be Roman . Thr ough 
our schema , we will solve the various ''contradictions'' 
without getting caught up in the traps that she am:: others 
like Moore and ?aton (infra) do . 

48Lewis Bayles Paton , A Critical & Exegetical 
Commentary on the Book of Esther, The International Critical 
Commentary (KY: Charles Scribner ' s Sons , 1906) , p . 71 . 

49 I bid . , p . 7 3 . 

50 s ee infra , p . 1 23 and Jacob Ne~sne~ • s ~bse~vat:on 
thereon . 

51 1n this category we include C. ~. Xoo~e and ~ . B. ?aeon, 
among others . The g laring exc eption 1s Ja~oh Hoschander ! 
~he Book of Esther ~n the Light of History (Phi ladelphia: 
The Dropsie tolltge, 1S23 ) who claims that Esther is perfectly 
consonant with histo~ical fact. 

52 r-:oore , Esther, pp . xL· .. •- x:;,;r , (Autho r's footnotes 
are not included.) 

53 Gene r. . Tucker , Form Criticism anc the Old Testament 
(fhiladelphi~: Fortress Press , 1971). 
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5ll.'.3usan Niditch and Robert Doran, "The lo/ise Courtier: 
A Formal Approach," Journal of Biblical Literature 96 #2 
(June , 1 974) , pp. 179-193, Page 179 is c ~ted here. 

55Earl Beckson and Arthur Ganz , A ~eade~ • s Guide to 
Literary Terms (NY: Farrar, Straus and Cudalhy, 1960) , 
p . 132 . 

56 Ibid ., p. 136. 

57wh1le we are concentrating on the Greek precur sors 
and forms of first century Jewish historiography , it would 
be well to net~ that Arnaldo Momigliano (Alien Wisdom: 
The Limits of Hellenization f London, Cambridge , ~ew York 
and Melbourne: Cambridge U~versity Press , 1975J esp. 
pp. 90ff. ) argues f o r a Persian influence as well . 

56Er1ch Auerbach, " ':'he Greek Epic and 6ibl.:cal Litera­
ture: A Study in Contrast." )1mension #1 (Fall , 1966) , 
pp. 6- 10. Even though Auerbach present s a contrastive 
pic ture and we are more inclined to agree with Cyr us Go r don, 
Before the Bible: The Common Bae round of Greek and Eebrew 
iv1 isations NY , i:.vanston & Londo:;: Harper & Row , 1 2 , 

in his conclusions of similarity between the Greek epic and 
Bi blical literature, we shall use Auer bach's mode l for its 
completeness and methodolo&ical soundness . 

59Auerbach , ''The Greek Epi c .. . , '' p. 7 . 

6 OI bid . , p . 7 . 

61Ib1d ., p . 10. 

62Ib1d . 

63Robert Drews, The Greek Accounts of ~as~ern His~ury 
(Washington, D. C.: The Center f or Hellenic Studies, 1973) , 
p. 43 . On ethnographic and etiologic history, see pp. 8- 10 . 

reign. 

64 Ibid ., pp . 60ff. for disc~ssion of Her odotus . 

65Ib1d ., p . 97f . 

66Ibid. , pp . 106- 7 re: Ctesias ' account of Xerxes' 

67rbtd. , pp. 120- 1. 
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Zv!. Adar , 1'r.e Bibl.kal llarratlve (Jerusale m: Depart-

ment of Education and Culture o f the ~orld Zio nist Organi ­
zation 1959) ~1sha Louvish , trans. , p . 7 . 

69 
Ibid ., p . 50 . 

70 "'bi. .!. C •, p . 260 . 

7l On w!.:dom t y po l ocies , cg . Nickelsbur~ , Resurrection, 
pp. qa- 131 ; ~oses Gaster, ed., Studies and Texts in ?olklore, 
Ma~1c Medieval Romance Hebrew Aoocr ha and Samaritan 
Archaeology NY: KTA Publishing House , 1 who gives 
numerous contemporary examples and parallels in vol . I of 
his work; and Jack Sasson, Ruth , a new translatio n with a 
lhilological commentary (Baltimore: J ohns Hopkins Press , 

979) . 

72 nere, ~e are brought to speculate on the need for a 
hero fi&ure of a wise man as opposed t o , say , a military 
leader . A&aln , we f e el that thi s is indicative of a con­
temporary milieu which mitigated a gainst Jewish military 
mi g ht. Even in Judi t h which, ~e feel , was written c ontem­
poraneously with Esther, the Jews do not militarily conquer 
their enemies. These examples stand 1n sharp contrast to 
the scriptural books o f t he Hasmonean era (such as 
~accabees and Daniel) wh!ch were ~raug ht with physically 
s trong and courageous heroes . 

73 We see 
as a daughter. 
Pharoah, c\S 1s 

this in E s ther as r:o rdechai adopts Esther 
I n the Joseph s tory , Joseph 1s adopted by 

!>:ose s . 

7 q Obviously, we can see t his not only in Esther , but 
also in the Joseph tales , Judith, Ahiqar and Daniel . 

75 J oseph ' s opposite was Phar~ah, ~s was the case , 
later , with Moses . Daniel is paired a gainst Nebuchadnezzar ; 
wi~do~ (in Pro verbs) aGair.s t folly ; Ahiqar and Juditt stand 
opposite ~ebuchadnezzar and Holofernes; ana , o ~ cou~s~ . 
:•o rdecha1 and '.::s ther are cvupled with Har.:an and Ahasherus . 

76 Again , the pair~ u ~ op~o •!:es ~e •Pe serve t o hiG~­
l i ght one another in contrast. 
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77s . Talman, in "Wisdom in the Book of i::sther ," Vetus 
Testamentum XIII (1963) , pp. 419- 456 . Page 440 is cited 
here , and restates this point ex~licitly in reference t o 
csther. 

7~ohn H. Hayes , ed ., J 11 Testament ?arm Cr!ticism 
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theologi c merit and basis and adds a much needed ~imension 
to the study o f Israel ' s wi sdom l~te~at~re . 

o4 Diamond, Some First Century £ve~ts , p . 19 . 
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I . Outline 

CHA?TE. , #3 
ANA LYSI S OF J1JITH 

OU~LI NE 

I I. Themes and Jtotifs 
A. Part 1 (Chapters 1- 7 ) 

1 . Themes 
a ) war 
b ) fear 

2 . r:otif 
a) oower 

B. Part 2 ~Chapters 3- 16) 
1 . Themes 

a) deliverance 
b) beauty 

2. Motif 
a) righteousness 

C. The Book as a Whole 
1 . Themes 

a) Judaism vs . pagan.ism 
b) religious fidelity vs. materialism 

2 . :-:otif 
a) deity 

III. Structural Analysis 
A. Opposing Doublets 
B. Chiasmus 

1 . Parallelisms 
a) plot 

( 1 ) complementary resolution struc ture 
of parts 1 and 2 

b ) characters - dramatis p1::1·s onnae 
(1 ) dramatic tension 

I V. Histo ricity 
A. Contradictions 
B. Composite Nature of J udith (qua book ) 
C. Decoding places, namPs a nd e vent s 

1 . Is our text corruot? 
a ) evidence f o r a· Hebrew orig ina~ 

( 1) linguistic 

0 . Summary 

(2) textual traditio r.s 
(3) g rarr~ ar and style as buttresses to 

above- noted parallelisms and chiasmus 
(a ) vocabulary 
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V. Literary Antecedents and Parallels - Form Criticism 
A. Greek and Biblical Exemplars 

1 . Ancient histories 
2. Novellas 
3. Folk/ he r o tales 
4. Wisdom literature 

VI . Summary 

a) distinct Jewish nature 
(1) Hebrew short story 

VII . What wa ~ the author's motivation f o r writing this 
book? 
A. Subplots 

1. Patriotism 
2. Woman as savior 
3. Theology 

a) wisdom 
B. Summary 

1. Review of the Evidence 
a) most commonly accepted decoding 
b) proposed new decoding 

(1) Achier 
( 2) Judith 
(3) Bethulia 
(4) other characters 

c ) proposed new dating of Judith 
( 1) events described 
(2) problems solved 

d) purpose of Judith 
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I. 

CHAPTER fl3 
THE BOOK OP JUDITH 

OUTLINE 

Outline 
The Book of Judith1 , may be outlined thusly: 

Setti ng and Introduction 
A. Royal Introduction 

1 . Nebuchadnezzar , Ki ng c f t ~e Assyrians 
a) history 
b) warfare and preparations 

B. ~olofernes , Chief General 
1. Charge to Holofernes 
2 . ~arch westward 

C. Isr~el 
1 . Preparations for resistance 

a) Joakim, Hi g h Priest 
b) order s to the Israelites 
c ) Senate of Israel in Je~usalem 

2 . Prayer and supplication before God 
D. Ach1or, Commander of the Ammonites 

1. History of Israel 
2 . Advice t o Jiolofernes and rebuke 
3 . Achior thrown out by Holofernes and 

taken to Bethulia 
E. Holofernes , with Ammonites, attacks 
P. Israel t old by Uzziah t o forebear 

II . Judith 
h . Geneolog;; 
B. De sc ription of Life and Piety 
C. Rebuke o f Israelites in Bethulia 
D. Counsel to Uzziah and the Israeli tes 
E. ?ray er 
F . Preparations 

1. Maid 
2. ~etails o f dress 
3 . Food and ritual observanc e ~ 

G. Esco rt of Holofernes 
H. Deception of Holoferne s 

1 . Double- cntenJre 
2 . Wi sdom 

II I. Feasting 
A. Judith ' ~ Acce~t~nce of Holofernes ' I nvitation 
8. Jud~th ' s Refusal t o Ea t the Food Presented Her 
C. Holofernes gets Dr unk 
) . Beheading the General 



d l 

IV . ~eturn to Israelite Camp 
A. Presentation of Holofernes ' Head 
B. Judith Praised by Uzziah 
C. Achier Identifies Holoferne s ' Head 
D. Judith ' s Description of Events 
E. Assyrians Scatter at Discovery o f Defeat 
F . Joakim Praises Judit h 
G. Plunder o f Assyrian Camp 
H. RejoicinB 

V. Judith ' s Hymn o f Thanks to God 
A. Fame of Judith Pronounced and Renowned 
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II. Themes and ~ot1fs 

The Book of Judith see ms t o be a rather simple one : 

a war story where the only twi s t in plot occurs when the 

underdog is saved by a woman. I t certainly is a co~-~n 

plot throughout wo r ld literature! the twist o f fate that 

insures the victory o f the rig hteous o ver the ~lgr.ty . 

Yet, this is only a veneer. Judith 1s a ctually a compli­

cated and carefully st r uctured text and ls a simple story 

o nly on the s urface . 

In order that we may better under~tand t his , let us 

stucy this book in its two constituent parts : chapte:-s 

1 - 7 and d- 16. All our following discussion will be based 

on this div ision . The followin& two tables will enable 

us to better understand the book ' s themes and mot1fs2 

as well as the structure of each section. 3 

Chapters 1 - 7 

1 . Introduction to Nebucr.adnezzar and his 
campaign against Arphaxad (1:1- 1: 6) 

2 . Ne buchadnez zar commissions Holofernes 
t o take veng eance on the disobedient 
vas sal nations (2 :1- 13) 

3. Development 
~ . The campaign against the disobedient 

nations ; tr.e pe ople s u rrender (2 :l~- 3 :10) 
B. Isr ael hears and is " £;reatly terrified"; 

Joakim orders war preparations (4:1 - 15) 
C. Holofernes ~alks with Achior; Achior is 

expelled from the Assyrian camp (5 : 1- 6:11) 
C'. Achior is received into Bethulia; he 

talks with the people of Israel (6 :12- 21) 
B 1

• Holofernes o rders war preparations ; Israel 
sees and 1s "gre atly terr!.fied ." (7 : 1- 5) 

A'. The canpaign a gainst 8ethul1a; the people 
want to surrender (7 : 6- 32) . • 
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Chapters 8- 16 

A. Introduction to Judi th (8 : 1 - d) 
B. Judith plans to save Israe l (d:9- 10 :8) 
C. Judith and her maid leave BcthUlia (10 :9- 10 ) 
D , Judith overcomes Holoferne s (10:11- 13 : lOa) 

C'. Judith and her maid return to E~thulia 
(13·l0b- ll ) 

B'. Judith olans the destruction of I s rael's enemy 
(13:12- 16:20) 

A'. Conclusion about Judith 5 

As is obvious , the two parts of this work are the­

matically distinct . Yet , this book i s also a unity . We 

shall demonstrat e the val idity of this assertion by f i nding 

mo tifs which are unique t o each s ection as well as others , 

common to both . 

A. Part 1 (Chapters 1 - 7) 
1. Theme s 

a) War 
bJ Fear 

In chapter s one through seven, war is the first majo r 

theme . As s uch, war is used as a literary device in advanc ­

in~ the plo t of Judith and providine modu~ ooeranda f o r the 

act i ons o f the characters in t his ooo k . It : snot a mot i f 

o f Judith because it serves o nly as a bac kdrop t o action: 

the real battles are fouKht here i n 0ff thP w~r- g rounds . 

In other wo rds, the sto ry o ~ J udit h :s concerned with war , 

but the message o f this book s t a nds independent o f the 

s t o r y . 

Fear, or it s denial , iz actually the more i mportant of 

the two themes o ~ this section . Ahe:her our narra tive 



center s on the Assyrians or the Israelites , it 1s fear 

which motivates them to action . Ach1or and Joakim (and 

even Holofernes , in a different way ) take courageous risks 

(actions) and it is through these actions that the stn ·y 

line 1s advanced. ~1thout their denial (o r suppression) 

o f (personal) fear , the Boo~ of Judith wou ld bog down in 

inaction. 

Similarly , the fear o f the Israelites when c onfronted 

~...ith imminent invasion by Holo fer:1es i s what motivates them 

t o seek a solution . And it 1s only fear which finally 

defeats t h e Assyrian and Ammon1 te armies. !fowhere in Judith 

is it stated that the Israel ite s could have won a milltary 

victo ry after Judith beheacs Holofernes . On the contrary , 

the Israelites were saved because the!r oppo nents beca.~e 

scared and ran. 

2 . Yiotif 
a) Powe r 

Power 1s the main motif o f this sectio n . Both war 

and fear a re portrayed in terms of their effect on inter ­

natio nal, and internal , balances of power . Judith , Holofernes , 

J oak1m, Nebuch~dtIBzie r and all the o ther major characters 

act out of a desire to p reserve (o r enhance) national and/o r 

personal power . Yet , i t i i; a negative comment on power 

which is being communicated t o the •' <!ade 

told that the possession o f power i s not a desirable end . 

4hoever has power in this book: Uebuchadnezza r and Holofernes , 



in particular, fi nds that power "turns on all who e xercise 

i t ." The positive model presented us i s that of Judith , 

Uzziah , Joaki rn and Achior who ackno wledge that their power 

ls , i ndeed , not their own, but God ' s . 

B . Part 2 (Chapters 3 - 16) 
1. The mes 

a) Deliverance 
b) Beauty 

Corresponding to the themes of war and fear in Part 1, 

we find that deliverance a nd beauty a re the two mos t 1mpor­

~ant theraes of the second section of Judith. Chapters eight 

throug h sixteen stress Judith as the deliverer of her people . 

She delivers t hem not only from war and i t s consequences , 

bu t also f r om spiritual misguidedness ( in Judith b:11- 17) ; 

the messag e 1s: don ' t t est , do n ' t war against , God . 

Her prayers and supplications have long bee n r egarded 

as exemplary forms of piety . In distinctio n t o the Jewish 

mob which petitions God in an inappropriate manner, Judith ' s 

prayers are answered . Though she saved her people f r om a 

mil ~tary threat , it is her spiritual example which ls held 

up as worthy of emulation ( note the p r ominence £iven her 

hymns in the book) . She 1~ ~~ ~ort ty Lhst she met'its the 

honor of del~veri~ her people . 

Both opposing and complementing the theme of fear in 

Part 1 of Judith !s that of beauty !n ? art 2 . s~ch of 

these traits "undoes" those who abuse it . nolofernes ' 
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attempt at explo:tinG Judith ' s beau ty (throubh, by the 

way, misuse of power) is the proximate cause of his death. 

Yet , Judith ' s appreciation of the source of her beauty 

and use of it for acceptable ends insures her, and Israe~ ·s. 

success. 

2. ~otif 
a) Ri &hteousnes 

In manifold ways , section 2 serves, in Juditt , as the 

antithesis of section 1 . Power, as we have shown, is the 

major motif of section 1 . The message behind this moti~ 

is one which warns aGainst the misuse of power. It i s not 

surprising , therefore, that we find rig hteousness to be 

the major motif :n this second s ecti on of Judith. Right­

eousness , aside from being its own reward, is the r eward 

o f those who do not abuse the power given therr. by God . 

Further, Judith is, obviousl y , the heroine of this 

book. She is the model of virtue to be emulated. An 

i mplic it message here is that; if she is emulated , th~ 

one who emulates her must also be righteou s and, if so , 

will be rewa r ded with the rewards of righteousness. 

C. The Book as~ Wh~le 
1. Th=mes 

a) Judaism vs. Paganism 
b) Religious fidelity vs . ~ater1al1sm 

Jus t as there are distinct t},e~e~ and motifs for the 

two individual s ections o f Judith, there are also two themes 
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which are basic to bot h parts of this book. The first of 

these themes i s that of " the vital conf'lict between He braism 

and paganism . 11 6 Throughout t his book , Jewish modes of 

action and b e havior are constantly set against those of 

the pagans: 

1 ) Fasting, a Jewish mode of piety , is placed in 

contradistinction to feasting, a pagan abomination. 

2) "Je wish" values: piety , prayer, chastity , and 

faith in God are , throughout the book, presented as positive 

exemplars . These are juxtaposed against such pagan values 

as the seeking o f power for its own sake , demigoge~y , and 

sexual wantonne ss. 

Fur ther , this theme not only underlies both secti ons , it 

serves to highlight the cont rastive, or antithetical , nature 

of section 2 as against section l. 

The second theme joini ng sections 1 a nd 2 of Jucith 

is communicated explicitly in 5 :5- 21 and 9 :11. We a re told 

that it 1s only righteousness, not mili tary might which 

saves Israel. The central importance of tl1is ls underscored 

by the fact that these ~ords a r e spoken by Ac~1or , a non­

Israel!te. He states that Israel will eithe r win or l ose 

depending on lts adherence to its religious precepts . 

Implied 1s the criticism tha t pagan dependence on material 

means , such as arms , cannot avail. r 'urther, Israel ' s being 

Israel is not enough ; it is fidelity to tr.e divine commandments 



which insures either victory or defeat. keligi ous living 

is stressed as the only form of proper living. 

2 . l't:o tif 
a ) Deit y 

There i s one mot!.f ·;;hich unaerscore·s bot!. parts o!' 

Judith . Though i t is never explicitly stated . as such , 

this is the motif of de ity. It is loyalty to deity that 

motivates all our characters . Holofernes acts on l oyal t y 

to his God, Nebuchadnezzar. Judith's l oyalty is to t he 

God of Israel. It i s Achio r. t he proselyte , ~ho , by 

moving from one camp t 0 the other, emphasizes ~he actual 

importance of this motif . Though he switches his affilia­

tion and loyalty , the question of the importance of having 

such a loyalty i s never raised . 4s Nickelsburg s t ates , 

the fundamental t ension in Jud!.th i s 0 Who is God? Yahweh 

or Nebuchadnezzar? 07 

III. Structur al Analysi s 
A. Opposing Doublets 

It should now be obvious that the themes and ~otifs 

of t his book: war and del iverance, fear and beaut:, power 

and righteousness , Judaism vs . Paganism, and religi ou s 

fidel i '!::,· vs . mat:er1al.1sm fall into contrasting couplets. 

Each positive virtue 1s presented With its negative cou nte r ­

part. What i s also true 1s t ha·., each thematic and motival 

pai r is developed a s part and parcel of all the otners . 

Thi s is the beauty of this work f or not ohly are there 
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contrasting doublets presented , each one is woven in and 

through the others. 

Judith is, obviously , a dramatic work . As such, 

the exposition of eac ~ theme adds to the building of dram~tic 

tensio~ P.nd h~lps to sustain the action of tne story . For 

example, military rower is ~te pr1~e ~otif in Part 1 and is 

balanced by the stress on its contextual opposite in Part 2 , 

Judith ' s righteousness . 

B. Chiasmus 
1. Parallelisms 

a) plot 
(1) complementary resolution structure 

of parts 1 and 2 
b) characters - dramatis personnae 

(1) dramatic tension 

The basic structure for Judith we are proposing is , 

obviously , ch1ast1c. Not only do scenes oppose one another 

as denonstrated above , so do motifs , themes and characters . 

Also important are the following parallels ;..,hich join the 

two parts of Judith. Craven maps them out in this manner: 

1. A prose introduction t o the leading character 

2 . 

opens each section: 1:1- 6 describes ~ebuchadnezzar ; 
d:1- 8 describes Judi th. 

The first act of 
send f o r others: 
to all who lived 
(~ c,rrO,,~u ) her 
(8:10), 

~he leadin~ character is t o 
N~buc~adnezzar " sent " ( ,hforcdc v) 

in Persia (1:7); Jud!th " sent " 
~aid to summon the magistrates 

3 . The leading character claim~ t o have a "plan": 
Nebuchadnezza:- has r3 

11 secret plan" ( to u1.•C' T~1Hov 
•,\r 8{1 Ai", ,;) which he recounts fully t2 : 2); Juditr. 
has a "plan" ( · , :ir ~, ) / 28/ which she keeps secret 
(9 :314) . 
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~ . Both claim t o execute t he plan through their 
own hand (c v xc Lr { 1-0 ,) : Nebuct:adnezzar says , 
"What I have spoken my hand will execute" (2 :1 2) ; 
Judith , " The Lord will deliver Israel !:>y my hand" 
(8 :33) . 

5 , There is a conc-ern with who is God: "Who is God 
except Nebuchadnezzar? " asks Holofernes (6 :2 ) ; 
" ':lho are you that you have put God to the test 
this day, and are setting yourselves up in the 
place of God? " says Judith (8 :12 ) . 

6 . Those carr ying ou t t he plan make f ood preparatio ns : 
Holofernes provides for his army ln 2:ld ; Judith 
for herself and her maid in 10 : 5 . 

7 . After a three day period , the plan i s enacted: 
Holofernes mar ches for three days before he 
starts his pur ge of the nations (2 :21) ; Judith 
remains in the Assyrian camp for three days before 
she murders Holoferne s (12:7) . 

o . The major motif of the plan unl'olds throubh social 
contact: social terror spreads (2 : 28 , 4:2, 7 : 4): 
news of Jucith ' s marvelous beauty travels (8: 7 ; 
1 0 :4 , 7 , 111 , 1 9 , 23 ; 12:13; 16:7). 

9 . The life of Ach1or , the Ammonite , is radically 
altered oecause of his belief in the power o f 
the God of Is rael: in Part 1 he is exiled t o 
Bethulia (6 : 5ff ) ; i n Part 2 he is converted t o 
Yahwism (14:10 ) . 

1 0 . Holofernes i s t old the " tru th" ; 
"I will tell you the t~uth about 
(5 :5 ) ; Judith says , "I will tell 
to my l o rd this night." ( 11: 5) . 

Achin r says , 
this people" 
nothing false 

11 . "Feas t :." (:io,ov ) are held to honor guests: Uzziah 
entertains Acl.io r \ '' : 2 1 ) ; Holo fernes entertains 
Judit h- (11:13) . 

12 . A thir~y- fou r day peri od is significant : the 
Assy rians su rround Bethulia for thirt1- rour days 
(7 :llff) ; Judith srends a total of four days ir. 
the Assyrian camp (12:10) after which the 
Israel1t5s plunder ti,e carap f (,,. t h1 ::-ty days 
( 15:11 ) . 
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This chart further proves our contention that Par~ 2 of 

Judith serves to resol ve , drama tically speaking, Part 1 

of the book. 

The dramatic tension of Judith is helg"ltened by me,1y 

factors . The story itself provid es the basis for the 

tension . But there is also a c hiastic underpinning of 

each section which advances this theory . In chapters 1- 7, 

the movements from camp to camp alternate within this 

chiasm (see pag e 2): 

A: Assyr ian 
B: Israelite 
C: Assyrian 

A• : Is rel.elite 
s• : Assyrian 
c •: Israelite 

This also provides us with yet another example of opposing 

doublets . 

Likewise , in chapters a - 1 6 , 0 A and A' open ~.,1th 

specific indicationz of time (8 : 1 and 16 : 21} • B and B 1 

begin with 1\ J 

C and c • with'l "l 

) 
II 9 13:lOb . . . 

plus the verb " to hear" (Cl : 9 and 13:12) ; 

plus the verb " t o go out " (10 : 6 and 

. . . 

Th~OUGh these examples , we can see hew t he chias~ is 

worked through the entire boo!: and , a. i;c:1 n , bu, . .:tapter:; 

8- 16 se~ve to ~esolve protlems posed in chapters one through 

seven . 

And yet another !nstan~~ of chiasmus is also operative 

here and bears the need for elucidat ion. All but one of 

the dramatis oersonnae in Judith ~ave their chiast!c opposite 
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within this s tory: 

Nebuchadnezzar 

Holofernes 

Bagoas 

Court 

Ozias 

Judith 

Judah 

BethuJ1a 

What can be noticed here is t hat this leaves Achior without 

a counterpart . This is no accident. Achie r 1s the one 

figure in the book o f Judith who freely moves between the 

two groups . Thus , he not only serves as the main link 

between the two sections, Achior ' s character is d eveloped 

through the exposition of all the themes and mvtifs of this 

book. In other words , we can locate the autho~•s approval 

of one- half of a thematic pair based on whether Achier 

posses that value as a character trait or not. 

In summary , 

J udith is a story of dramatic reversals . 
A woman -- not a ma n -- delivers Israel . 
Beauty -- no t military power -- d efeats a ;~ 
enemy. Deliverance is decided apart from 
the priesthood and the numinous presence of 
the Jerusalem Temple. The bold trust of an 
Israelite woman oreserves the life o f the 
people: a widow· is the mother o f fait h . 1 0 

It 1 s ob•;ious that what Craven 1s terrr.ing "dramatic 

reversals, 11 we are calling oppo s ing doublets . Furt her , she 

is also picturing t h is structu~e as one operating within 

the chiasm . Another way of describing tnis structure 1s 
11 

through the example of the well-made play. 
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A. Introduction 1:1- 4:15 
B . Escalation of Drama 5:1 - 12:9 
C. Critical turninb point 12:20- 13:lOa 
B' . ~enouement 13:lOb- 16 :20 
A ' . Summary wherein "canticle replaces 

action, an42celebrat1on invades the 
narrative" 16:21- 2~ . 

Not only does the drama reach its climax in 10:10- 23 , 

we see in this passage a microco sm of the entire book . 

Thi s , like many another passage in the book, reveals 
a remarkably hig h standard in the art of sto rytelling; 
no detail is without point , the course of the narrative 
is here and there held up with the purpose of whetting 
the r eader ' s ap~3tite ... and the denouement does 
not disappoint . 

I V . Histo ricity 
A. Contradictions 
8. Composite Nature of Judith (qua book) 

Judith purports to be an historical accou n~, ?et even 

a cursory reading of this book belies that claim. 

Kebuchadnezzar (005/4- 562 B. C.E . ) is portrayed as making his 

advances on Jerusalem after the exile. 14 Fu rther, he never 

ruled over the Assyrians ( 1:1) as the book claims. That 

empire collapsed in 605 B. C.E. with the fall o f Carchemish. 

~ven if we assume Nebuchadnezzar to be t hat Nebuchadnezzar 

who ruled during Ze d e l<la l: ' t: reig n ( and thus attempt to har­

monize ~11 the informati o n given to us ) , we can only date 

him as late a~ 593- 570 B.C. S . 

Then, we are told thac Joak1m was t he High Pries t in 

Jerusalem. The only Joakim we may safely identlfy 1 s 

Joakim b . Jeshua b . Jozadak who reigned und er Artaxerxes I 



6 15 in~ 4 B. C. E . Yet , this does not solve any of the con-

tradictions raised . 

Dancy points out that there , in fact , lived a 

Cappado~ian prince named Holofernes who rough~ against t~e 

Phoenicians and Egyptians under Artaxerxes III (359- 33d 

B. C. E . ) Ochus in 351 B. C.C. , 16 Interestingly enough , 

ancient record s place a certain Bagoas (12:11) there with 

him . 

What we see bef o re us , tten , seems to be an almalgac. 

of naoes , dates, and places drawn from various ?arts and 

ports o f ancient history . Even if we were to identify 

3agoas with Bigvai in ~zra 2:2, we solve no contradictions 

raised by the a - historicity of this supposedly historical 

book . 
17 

The re is, at the least , a confus~on of the various 

Artaxerxes who ruled Persia and ~ edea and the inclus~on o f 

Arphaxad , a ~ede , is all the more perplexin~ since we cannot 

identify him historically. 

Judith ' s det ailed family tree g ive s us no ot her help 

:n unravelli ng ~his reys tery . If we use any of the names 

listed a s landm~rks, ~e ~ume up with (and here we need t o 

reverse the o r de r o f the information g iven to us) Ahitub 

who lived during King Saul' s reiGn (ca . 1040- 1000 B. C . i . ) 

as Elijah ' s father and t l1Jah (ca . d5C ~ . C. E . ) being the 

father of Hilkiah the HiGh Priest who served in King Josiah ' s 

reign (621 B. C. i . ) ! 1 8 
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Fu r ther , the only other in Bi blical l iterature 

is cited as Esau ' s wife and was a Hittite (Gen. 26 :34 ) , 

not even an Israelite . 19 It i s ~ost reaso~able, in the 

face of all this evidence, to assume that this genealogy 

is a compendium of ~amous names from Israel's past. 

Dancy c o rrectly a s serts that , " the autho r set his scene 

in [ not ] o ne period o f history , but in a mixture o f at 

20 
least three, covering a span o f 400 years . 11 

C . DecodinR Places , Names and Events 
1 . Is ou~ text corr upt? 

a ) evidence f o r a Hebrew original 
( l ) linguistic 
(2) textual traditions 
(3) g rammar and s t y le as buttresses t o 

the above- noted parallelisms and 
chiasmus 
(a) vocabulary 

As far as place names in this work , Jones has , per­

haps, the best sugg e s tion: " At t he time tr.is book was 

writ t en , the wo rd ' Babylon ' had become a t erm to represent 

21 
all kinds o f tyrannies and paGan powers . 11 We ca,1no t 

take the names of any localities g iven us at f ace value . 

Bethulia , a walled city , has never been located by archae­

ologists o r historians . It is sou nd r e~snn1ng~ we feel. 

that will lead us to interp ret this name , in particular , 

and all 11histo r 1c 11 refe rences in Jud! th generally as 

metaphors . 

Bethul i a is not even among t he l~st o f wal l ed cities 

in which 1 must be celebrated, Yet , the name 1s 



reminiscent of tte Hebrew word , , • 1 virgin . Ancient 

Jewish literature is replete with references t o Jerusale~, 

also a walled ci t y , as t he vi r c in city (laid waste by 

despoilers - cf . Lamentatio ns 1 :l~r. ) . Fu rther, as will 

be later demc.mst rated, t.his book was ·,1ri tten when Jerusalem 

stood alone as the o nly, the v1rG1 n, city which had not 

fallen under the ?.oman at tat:k . liistorical ly , 1 t ·.\las 

the last fort ress of defense a bainst t otal destruction 

in Judea . 

Perhaps all these problems are so evident t o us 

because we are read int; a corrupted text of judi t h . ·..:e 

have no extant Hebrew o rig inal o f the book. J erome , as 

is well known, 1s t he first witness to its existence . 

O~i gen , ho~ever , lived prior t o Jerome and did not leave 

any indication t hat he had a Hebrew text of Judith . 

G r t extus receptus is based on both a Greek and t he 

Old Latin translation. 22 Mor~enstern hints at :hl~ 

convoluted textual history being the basis f or textua l 

corruption a nd textual corruption be~ng the reason t o r 

the d1fferinG names and numbets pre~ent in t hP ~any 

versions and a lso f or the unidentif!able r.a□es and place 

names and geneo l o&ies . 

Firstly, evidence is f 0und for a Hebrew ori ginal by 

Dubarle who cites the use of parat axsi~ in his ar~ument. 

We may posit that, if our text is a literal rendition of 

the original, the f ollowing Hebrew retranslation~ would 
2~ 

support this claim . j 
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2:2 he finished 

2:12 as I live 

2 :13 

3:10 
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16:5 to kill in the swor d 

(cf. Num . 14:21 , 20 and 
Judith 12:14) 

The phrase, "{::od of Israel," is the one most frequently 

used in Judith when referring to deity . Also common are 

t he Hebraisms God and Lord which are necessarily different 

words in the Hebre~, but not so in Greek. 2~ 

Some scholars make much of the fact that Biblical 

quotes in Judith seem to have been taken directly from the 

Septuagint ?5 They claim that this proves that Judith was 

originally written in Greek . We wonder !.f this "proo!'" is 

not an instance of jus tifying a predetermined conclusion . 

The argument is faulty because one must then a~gue that any 

modern research which translates Genesis 1 :1 as " In the 

beginning . . . " proves that the o :-1i;inal text o f Genesis 

is the Revised Standard '.'ers :i. vn . U.se of the :.sv (o r :..xx ) , 

thusly , does ne t mean that that text was the original versio n. 

Positing a Hebrew orig inal allows us t o see how the 

author of Judith used g rammar and style t o buttress the 

26 parallel isms noted earlier. This also underscores the fact 

that this book is not intended to be read as historyf7 



but as a literary creation . The repetition of the phrase 

"g reatly terrified " in ll :2 and 7 : 4 serves to delineate 

subsectio ns of plot and emphas is action . So , too , is tr.e 

case with the word xJPLo s , Lord. I t is o nly ?~ong passage s 

leading up to the entrance of , and directly concerned with, 

Judith that ~JoLo has the meaning of deity and not of 

human master . Again , we see the temporal and sacral 
2-, 

distinction brought into sharp contrast . Yet , it must 

be noted that: 

The author (t ranslator?) seems to prefer where 
po ssible synonyms or similar wares to bare 
repetition. In consequence there are many 
common words which occur but once or twice in 
his pages . For a short book there is a 
surprisingly long index verborum . 29 

V. Literary Antecedents and Parallels 
A. Gr eek and Biblical Exemplars 

1. Ancient histories 
2. Novellas 
3 . Folk/ hero tales 
4. Wisdom literature 

a ) distinc t Jewish natu re 
( 1 ) Hebrew short story 

We have already discu ssed Greek 3C and Biblical exem­

plars of ancient histor ies, novellas, hero tales and wisdom 

literature. 31 'T'he:-e i s 110 neeo 1-or re;,etitio n o t tr.ls 

analysis. ~ hat we s hall add is our d esc rip ~ion o f the Book 

of Judith alonb t hese lines. ~ ike ~sther, we clas sify 

Judith as an historicized wisciom f clk : :i.le . :r. !"es pect to 

shared 11ng u1st1c characteristics , cerca~nly Number s 1-3 32 

(cf . p . 37 , sectio n 2) describe Judith as well as Esther. 
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tspecially true is w2 . In Judith, direct d~scourse ser ves 

an ironic function: Double- entenore permeates all Judith ' s 

dealings with Holofernes . In otr.er words , what ~e thinks 

Judith id say ing and what ,Je know she is say!n~ are two 

different things enti r ely . ~h:rougr. such d iscourses are 

her thoughts made manifest . ~urther , it 1s to the great 

c redit of ou r author that this is done so well. 

As we have shown , Judith is not an accurate r.isto:r­

!cal account (at least not in the modern understand!ng of 

that term). We see that Judith actually shares with o~~er 

ancient tales of " histo:ry 11 based on Greek mociels more than 

only the characteris tic of a - hlstoric!ty. Judith is also 

~arked by its typical emphases. ~or instance: 

Of g reat importance was t he Greek's fascination 
,1! tr. rulers of eastern kin&do.r.ts . These indi vi:i­
uals , whose \·:ealth and power surpassed any thine 
which the Greeks had hitherto experienced or 
even imagined , became the subject of stori,es 
which long su rvi ved the :-ulers themselves .~ ' 

Thus , it probably was not o ~ g reat lr.iport whe r e l!ebucLadnezzar 

had his capital , ancient readers were interested in 

l,ebuchadnezzar hirr.self ; no t t.ls actc.al :;e .:'nr-. 

Judith, as we have sa!~, is also a wtsdo~ ~ale. As 

we elaborated in our previo~s disc~ssions of late S!blical 

wisdom tales and their characteristics (see above , pp . 39- ~3) 

chapter 2) , they a re typified by the very same structural 

and contextual concerns as are present in Judith : ch1ast1c 
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..1nderpinr.ings , anthropocentr!.c vie,, of tne worlo , and 

prototypical , two- dimensiona: , ctarac ters . Thematically , 

we also find familiar lancirr:a:-ks in Juai tL: the strugg le 

of £ood vs . evil , tr.e triuffip~ of riGht over ~!&ht , tr-e 

person1ficat1on o f wisdom, ane so f o rth. 
;; '­

As a f olk/her o ta:e , Judith is also typical. 

While some denit;rate tr.e stor y for .!.ts 1:arlike :;pirit o :­

see~ing endorse~ent of Judith's seductive ways , these 

featur es serve Judith ~ell as they make her (and this book ) 

seem more realistic. It seems that , in or der t o ~ake 

Judith all the more believable, the author t ook great care 

t o see that the "romantic situations [were) :\>ell -~o :--ked 

ou t . 11 35 This also carries throuf;h in the portraits of 

other characters . That !s , each person represents 

a personification of e!ther a vi:-tue or a vice and it i s 

immedi ately clear t o the reader who t he heroes a nd who the 

v!llains will ~eat the end of the sto:-y. 

Interesti nE;ly enough , many contend that all these 

~eatures s e:--ve to separate Judith fro~ t he mai nstream of 

Hebrew li t erature: 

St1·0116 ly Jewish as the writer is in his tendency 
and thought, his presentation !.s markedly affected 
by Hellenistic style a~d ~otifs . Extensive S?eeches, 
prayers , a veh!.cle for conveying 1·ellg1ous lessons 
and exhortation, a l ternate with na~~at1 e sections. 
This stylistic device, common !n Hellen~stic litera­
tur e . . . The Book of Judi th ha:; been called "a 
typical Hellenistic novel .. . 0 3b 
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Yet, there is mo re to Jua1th than th!s. ,"inter 

misses a very basic point: the book of Juci th stands 

37 
firmly within the Hebrew literary trad!tion . While its 

form d0es derive from Greek antecedents more than from 

Hebrew literature , the Book of Judith typifies the Hebrew 

short story . In fact , all of the elements discussed above 

combine to com~rise this for~ . 

3c 
As Campbell outlines , the Heb r ew short story is 

exemplified by: 

1) 

2) 

3) 

a quite distinctive literary style, employing 
an artistic and elevateri prose conta ir.ing 
rhythmic elements whic~ are poetic . .. 
an interest !n rather typical people , even if 
they are i mportant people [combined] with an 
inte~est in ~undane af~a1rs, even ~hen these 
affairs turn out t o be significant on a 
nationa! scale. 
. . . [aJ desii;n both entertainint; and 
1nstruct1ve . j~ 

Clearly , th!s is a fine descriptio n o ~ J udith . Yet, t~ese 

identifyint; characte~istic ~ , i t ~!&ht be arc Le1 , are co~~on 

t o novellas, ~ol k tales and wisdo~ literature as ~e::. 

Is thi s separate, ~eneric cate&cry o f start story a J -st!­

f!able o ne or merely a1 ~ the1 academi c inventio n? ,gain , 

with Campbell, we think ! tis wholly justifiable. Judith, 

and s~ories like it , ( 1 . e ., ~obi~ , jan~el, Esther , and, 

earlier, Ruth ) 

came into being under c r.an{;ing ctrcumstances , in 
that they were invc l ved witr, inter>preting what 
has happily been called the Yahwis t revolut~on, 
and were desiGned to portray the radical effect 
of a new and Great commit~ent upo n the part of 
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a ne w people who were once not a people . The 
purpose of these stories ~as not simple edification , 
indeed instruction, in the neaninG of the new faith­
commitment . The literary form~fas new , the people 
were new , the purpose was new. 

And, in the forffi, again, the~e is no ertort a: dis -

ting uishinG history fron fictio~ . A work such as Judith 

need only be a "plausible story ." '!'he author has crafted 

a ta l e which " reflected a ccurately and knowingly such 

circumstances as those which wo uld1141 create the proximate 

cause for Holofernes ', Judith ' s , Achior ' s and Israel's 

actions . 

In summary , we feel that Judit h is most definitely an 

historicized wisdom folk tale in short story f o rm. As such , 

it stands within the bounds of Hebrew literature , despite 

its manifold Hellenistic characteristics and influences. 

For fu rther proof o f this contention , we cite the ~ollowing 

facts and authorities: 

A. Rost l 2 sees a unity in Judith ~hicr. stens ~ro~ 

the fact that it is a sin&le, complete narrative with a 

!, ◄ logica l structure; he calls it an " oq;anic uni t y . " .., 

B . Adar feels that all u l u llcai narratives contain 

a basic ~n!t v f a short , indivicual story desc~ibing o ne 

particular occurrei,ce . 

Judith . 

This certainly is the case with 

C . There are , in Jud~th, motifs s i milar to those 

found in other "late" Biblical books ( i.e., in Hasrnonean 
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times and thereafter) . For instance: there is the wise 

courtier mot i f so pro~inent 1n Daniel, the presence of 

Israelites at a foreign court as in both ~aniel and Esther, 

women saviors and feasting as literary themes ':IS in Esth~r· , 

and other pervasive moti~s , themes and devices taken fro~ 

the wisdom schools. 

VI . Summary 

It is not necessary here , we believe , t o summarize 

all our evidence to date. It should be self- evident. 

The challenge which is now before us is to synthesize this 

evidence . ~hat does it all mean? Taken as individual 

bi ts and pieces , we car. see no emergent conclusions . ~o 

claim that Judith i s patterned on , o r a response to , Esther , 

is an assu~ption unsupported by ~act. - 5 To describe o r! ­

;ins or set a date ~or composition o f Ju~ith based on 

literary parallels alone 1s to engae;e i:, "parallelomania . 11 .. 
0 

Yet , the 1nfor~a:1on is not worthless . ~e can now ask 

ourselves why the author combines such elements as histor­

ical romance , ?Olitical ~ach!nations , feasti~g , marty r dom , 

and a female savior in one !:eek . ·,:r.ai: J)Oint; is beint., 111c1,Jt:'? 

What should we be learn~nc from this !nformation? What 

does all this mean : n dete rrnlnine Juc1th 1 s orir,ins? 

VII. Investigation of Authori.;1 ~:otivatinn 
A. Subplots 

1 . Patriotism 
2. Woman as savior 
3 . 'i'heolo1:,y 

a) Wisdom 
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Three prominent subplots of Judith invite our 

attention. The first i s that which cescribes and glorifies 

Judith ' s patriotism. ~he portrait of her ardor and passion­

ate zeal for Israel ls so overdrawn that we ~•st conclud~ 

it t o ~e meant as a didact i c point. As such , the Book o f 

Judith carries a message which attempts to " i nstruct the 
46 

people and to inflame the Judaeans ' patriotism ." 

Judith herself stands out calrr.ly ac;ai11st a tu□ultuous 

backdrop and , as such, ~s p~esented as a model worthy o f 

emulation . ~hus , ~e are taught that patriotic fe r vor is 

a valuable asset , indeed necessary to the nation ' s surviva~. 

Yet , we ere warned against fanaticism and irrati onalism 

which characterize the characters in this book presented as 

negative examples . 

This example of st1·eng th and serenity amidst weakness 

and chaos is used by Eissfeldt t o prove that the anti - Jewish 

persecutions of ~ellenistic and Roman Ju~ea were the back­

g r ound f o r this book. Further, he demonstrates that these 

persecutions "produced a new type of legend , o r at any rate 

elaborated it and gave it a ~1enifica:icc :t ::ad :,:): ~crmerl:,• 

ha d , the martyr- legend , whe!"e ti,.,. word ' martyr ' :s to be 

understood in its c r1binal sense o f ' witness , 
.. 9 

confessor. '" 

Judith ' s concern is , of cou r se , o witness t o , and 

deliver, the entire p e ople . This i ~ in contrast t o earlier 

hero tales of Hebrew o rig in wherein the martyr was conce!"ned 
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only with personal o r tribal deliverance . This new develop­

ment is in support of a late date for this book . 

This is further supported when we se~ that the idea 

of nation had bained a new psycr.ic importance hitherto 

unknown. We sense the real danger being addressed here is 

that surrounding ~he fea~ o f national externination. The 

0 mob scenes " convey to us irna&es of tre;nendous fear and 

even pandemonium. No longer is the enemy threatening to 

deport the captives (as was the case in Jeremiah's tiwe ) o r 

to war against one tribe , it is the entire na;ion (11vin6 

both in and out of Palestine ) which is in dang er . 

This danger reflects, we believe , an historical 

reality. What is often marveled at is the fact that Israel ' s 

savior is a woman . Keeping to our assertion o f a late date 

o f composition for this book (first century C. £ . ) , this is 

no longer so surprising . Durifl-6 times of ove1•bearinc; 

emergency and es,ecially '' i n patriarchal societies where 

male and female r oles are sharply distinGuishec [i.e . , first 

c entury Ju1ea5° ) and women have a passive ro l e, that in 
51 , ')2 

fantasy produce myths of a fenale ::;a·:~or ." 

That t he da~er was ~reat ,;.s clear . r:ct even i)ebo rar. 

is as militar:t as J.1d1tr ; tJeither- :;uc:1 nor !::sther is s o 

outrightly seductive . C~ r aut ho r is certainlv not presentin~ 

Judith ' s actions as ones necessari l; worthy o f com~endation . 

The message , rather, seems t o be tha t, in extreme circumstances , 
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we must take extreme measures. "Traditional 11 modes of 

action are , at times, insufficient or inappropriate . 

This point is ~nder sco red beautifully by the choice of a 

heroine for this story rather than a hero . 

Such indications point t o Jucith being , like Esther, 

a product of "heightened political awareness , 11 ;.iritten 

in response t o , or as a result of , a national political 

crisis . That our author and characters are anonymous to 

us intensifies this perception of crisis. Instead of 

ascribing authorship of this book to an otherwise- known 

figure (i . e ., as was the case with a book like The 

Assumption of :;:oses ) , this author chose anonymity. This , 

combined with the savior herein beinG a woman , fortifies 

our belief that it was written in an at~osphere of cris!s 

with the concommitant need to hide behind a veil of ano­

nymi ty . 

The third subplot in this book relevant t o ou r in­

vest i gation i s conce rned with the theology in judith. 

"Judi tr. ' s speech at the heart of the book [ in 1 tself a clear 

s t atement of theol ocy ] s::~gest.s that tnat work naa a d!ciac­

tic and e>..hortatory funct!on. 11 5~ This !'unction 1s found 

in the teachinG of theology , It is a twofold theology 

which 1s found 1n Judith in tLal the ,, i ':'w o~ :}oc and the 

universe put forth centers on the exaltation and pe~son-

5t. iflcation of wisdom. 
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Wisdom is held up as the road to take for under ­

s t anding o f God . But it is more than a □ere dicact~c point 

as such . Wisdom is the preferred theologic mode . Wisd om 

is found through the evocation of o rdinary events . The~: 

a re portrayed as the s tage for God ' s (subtle ) providential 

activity . ~hr ough self - revelation , it is Joe ' s attributes 

o f righteousness and justice whi ch are stressed (cf . 7 : 20) 

in Judith . Also wanifest is God ' s revelation of character 
:>::> 

through historical happenings (16 ; 3) . These points a r e 

inst r uctive of God ' s nature . But, more thar t hat , t:iey 

for□ the core o f the author ' s theolog1c sta t ement . 

Through wisdom , we learn o f God and , thus , o f God ' s work­

inGS in t he world . 

The theolo&ic s tance taken in Judith is similar to, 

and often identical with , the theolog~, o f much of :'oral:: 

especially that position taken by the Deuteronomist . 

~o re than being just interestinG in a nd o f 1t~elf : 

The f orm critics have sho~n that theolobical 
conc eptio ns are often carried within particular 
forms and traditio n~ , whose histories can be 
det ermined . ~oreover , the functio n of the f o r~ 
helps in understandin~ the funct~ on c f the 
?ar~1~u)ar t~eolobical co nceptio n . 56 

:,:ore than the didactic and t!.eologic p o ints c o ncerninG God 

in relation Lo the workings of the wo rld . we can s ee that 

the author ' s choice o~ f o rm can be help~ul in deternining 

Judith' s date o~ composition and o ri~in . As ~ec ards this 

form, we have, o ~ course , i u entified Judith as a ~isdom tale. 
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B. Summary 
1 . Review of the evidenc e 

a) ~os t commonly accepted cecodi nG 
b) Proposed new decod! nb 

(1) Achier 
{2) Judith 
(3) Bethulia 
(4) o ther char acters 

c) ?roposea new dati ng o ~ jud!th 
(1) events d esc ribed 
(2) proble~s solved 

d) Purpose o ~ Juditt 

As we s et out to r ev!ew tte 3ook o f Jud1tt , we ~ust 

state that , first o ~ a ll , we rejec t any assertion that 

Judith is a simple history boo k , written w~thou t any eso ­

teric intent o r meaning . 57 The numerous didact!c points 

elabo rated above negate tr.at assertion . Further , neithe r 

can we take a piecemeal appr oach to t he historical p r oblems 

p resented. Tr.is has been done since the time o ~ August!ne 
r. . 

who ~erely reidentified t h e main characters , J~ but never 

asked why tho se per sonalities were dis~uised in the first 

place .
59 

We believe that t he entire story mus t be system­

atically 1nvest1~ated . ~h! s !s so ~ecause d!scove r !ng the 

esoteric teachings in Judith is v ital not only to a proper 

understandinr o f tr.is book, but ?.lso ': ~ware ! d er:t!fving 

the tir.ie 1 11 i-:hich it was written . 

Any attcwp t to d i scover Judi t h ' s true teaching is, 

d ,..,.. l rdl however , frauGht with 1_.1cu ty . - :r ~e c~n ident ify 

o ne, o r a clu ster, o ~ factors whi ch ser ved as i~petus t o 

writing, we mi~ht be better a b le to discover both t he 

esoteric teachinG and date o ~ composit i on . Tradi tionally , 

1 

I 
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this has been made short work of . Scholars have tried 

to identify the ma in characters o~ Judith with vari ous 

historical personalities, but have gone no further in 

their investigations. Thus, the " traditional " decoding 

of Judith is as follows: 

Nebuchadnezzar//Antiochus Ir Epiphanes 
Holofernes//N1canor 
Judith// Judah HaMaccabee 
Bethulia//Schechem 
Joakim//Alcimus 
Nineveh//Antioch 
Achier// 

While this solves the proble~ of putting all the characters 

and places into one consistent time frame, it uoes not 

harmonize the story in Judith with events we know to have 

taken place in the lives of these people and places. 

There are always loose ends which defy tying here precisely 

because a '.•iaccabean date of composi tior- ~s being advo cated 
61 

for this book . 

The majorjty of scholarly reasoning holas that 

Bethul1a was indeed intended to represent Schechen . ~r.e 

conclus~on is arrived at t~roug t the reasoning laic down 

in Appendix #1. We disa~ree ~ i t h this a nd arriv e a t th~t 

conclus10n t hroug h the foll :)Wing steps: 1 ) Any scho lar 

who supports a r:ac cabean dat e f o 1 Judit h a c cepts that the 

stress on halachic deta i l is reflective o f che Pharisaic 

platf orm , such as it was, in that period o f ti~e. They 

argue that 2) such a stress arose in response to the per-

62 
secution of the Pharisees by Alexanter Janneu s (10~-78) . 
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It was t he only weapon with which the Pharisees could 

counter Janneus. 3) The conclusion reacr.ed is that t r.e 

5ook of Judith was a Pharisaic propa&anda statement aimed 

at Janneus after their split . I t is this lo&ic which 

allows the v:cto ry at Bethulia t o be identified with 

Janneus ' defeat at Schectem . 

And herein lie::. the problem. Thi s theory does not 

account for the favorable mention of the :liGh Priest in 

this book . Historically , it will be remembered~3the HiGh 

Priest was in league With Janneus (especially after 95 

B.C . c.). 
64 

This fac t is ;•:ell ~nown . And furtt:er , 

this datin~ obviates the chronological freedom of identi-

65 fying Holofernes and Nicanor . Tr.ese two points have 

not , we believe , been cons idered befo re . All that ~s 

happeninc; here is that scholars have been shifting a ~ew 

p ieces within the puzzle without not1cin£ the Keakness o ~ 

the framework 1 tself . 1t i s as .!.f a :•'.a.ccabean cate has 

been deemed a fact and researchers have since beer. t~yi:,g 

to fit all the evidence t o t~e p~oo~ . :atinG ~uriith t o 

either t he second or first ce ntury before tle corr.non era 

cannot satisf~ctorily accou~t for all the information o~ 

this book . 

~o date Jud ~t~ e arlier than the seco~d centur y woulc , 

however , depri ve us of any basis f o r ~etaphor . The cast 

of characters could find att r ibution t o real fi gures, but 
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we cannot locate his t orical events either similar e nougt 

in nature or intent t o comfortably assert that they were 

indeed the ones being disguised . Let us pr opose tte 

following: 

Judith//Jud.ea 
Bethuli a = Jerusalem 
~ebuchadnezzar is tte current rioman 

e mpero r 
Holofernes represents a conblomerat ion 

of Roma n generals 
Ach1or is all the f ormer J ud ean enemies 

(such as the Samaritans ) who wece now 
also engaged a gainst the ~omansbb 

Since tnese pr oposals are out of the mainstream o~ Biblical 

c riticism , we shall explai n further . Taking the ~ame Achier 

f irst , we posi t t he Hebrew spellin& as : 

J iv!ding this into two words, we may translate it as " my 

b r o t her (who has seen the) light . " 

fu rther, the justification for seeing J ud ith as Jutah 

Ha r:accabee' s female counterpart i s based on both etymolog! c 

and "his t o ric " considerations . While her militc:..r~· victor :,• 

may have evoked images o~ Judah ' s , ,:e feel J ud.!. th is more 

consonant ly symbolic of the entire nation of Judah . ~er 

t r!als and tribulat ions reflect those of her oeoole . 

Fur-thermore, her vi ctory is not at all a mi litary one . 

The enemy is only finally bea t en back because or tteir own 

fear . Ana l a stly , Judah part1c1patea in th~ national culttc 

life after his vi ctory. This was t he point of his entire 

fi&ht. In Jud :.th , the cul tic l :.fe allo,·:ec her was only a 
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private one that was adhered to reGardless of military 

standing in battle . 

Dethulia - as is well known - is a fictional place­

name , !•:any s cholar s feel that 1 t is a code name for 

Schechem . As shown above , we cannot find firm histor ic 

basis for this assertion . ?urther , we can discover no 

reason the autho r would tave tac to cloak the c i t y of 
67 

Schechem under an assumed name !n this book , Other 

cities in the book are ~i ven their familiar t itles . 

Jerusalem 1:; the one Jewish site tha t :.as ret;ularl:,i been 

g i ven various circumloculator y names: the City of Gold , 

the ~one l y City , and so f o rth . 

Descriptively , Sethul ia is very s i milar to Je r usale~ . 

It i s on a h il l (10 : 10) , near a spring (6 : 11) , scrrounded 

by mountains (6:10- 12) and no t fa r f r om )othair.i (~ : 6 , 7; 

3: 18 ; ~: 3) . Eethulia seems t o be an apt code name ~or 

Jerusalem . " can be translatec as "the virrin [c:ty] 

of the Eter nal." Fu::-ther , the military invasion o :' the 

valley of Salem described in chapte r s 2 - 3 paints a picture 

of success ive towns fallinG b~~ore nolo~ernes' advance . 

Only one strong~olc remains : Be thulia . Tr.is situation 

was repeated a gain and a gain from tr.e ti~e o f David and 

Hezeki ah onwar d . Whoever controlleo Jerusalem, controlled 

Judah . 
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'1:e have translated Achior as "my brother who has 

seen the light ." .~hat sig nificance could tr.is name carry? 

Agreeing with Alonso- Schoel:el that Judi th was "addressed 

to a divided comrr.uni ty ," 6~ th! s name seerr.s to be an appeal 

for unity . Looking at the events of G C. ~ . when Jews 

and Sama~itans Joined tocether to rrotest Archelaus ' 

oppressive rule , ~e find histor~cal meanlnG not only in 

this name , but in all ~he events describea in Juaith . 

Achior wa s a n appeal to J ev.·s to worl: together , for once , 

to defeat a common er.emy . 

Thus , we propose that the Boo~ o~ Judith was written 

as a reflection of the historical situation in post- Herodian 

Judea . Having suffer ed Herod ' s reiGn an~ an i~creasin~ly 
o9 

threatening ~o~an i!l111tary presence , tne reign of h~chelacs 

finally forced Jews and Samaritans t o band t ogether - despite 

their past histc~ies of mutual hatred and d1vis~veness -

!n protest . 70 Thus , Achio r repre sents a former ene~y , 

fro:n Within the camp , who was needed to fiGht a common 

oppressor . 

Chapter t!: 1- o, in c ... nr.e·· in6 :srael a:id Judit!: is 

also an appeal ~o unity ( keepin& in mine that Judith repre­

sents Judea , not Judah Ha:•:accabee) . Historically , we 

know that " the late 20 ' s anc the t,~o dec~aes of s rowini; 

anarchy ~hlch [~ollowed them] culminated in the revolt of 

66 . "
71 

This is reflected in Judi th . The chaotic 
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environment is clearly po r trayed in the openini;; sce:ies 

on confrontation between the I~raelite populace and their 

leadership . The a?peals ~or unity are now apparent to 

us as well . And the threat is , of course , very real . 

It is obvitius that tl'.e i:r.r.:ed!.ate cause behind the i\'ritini; 

o ~ tr.!.s book was the noman threat t o Judean independence . 

So g r eat was tnis threat t hat the people actually feared 

exte~mination . Judi t ~ is , ~r.us , an appeal t o the peo?le 

of the land - all of the Jews - to pr esent a unified front 

against the Romans under the " Phar!.saic" ~laG ( such as it 

was). 

In t his vein, 11:12- l d must be seen as a denunciation 

of the collaborationist party (Sadauc ees) . :n t~e late 

5O ' s and into the 60 1 s of the cor.1mon era, the ?r.ar!.sees, 

as they gained ascendancy , were increasin61Y desirous o f 

na tional unity and o f being tl:e nation3l unifiers . ':'r.r.:>ur,~ 

the ch3racter of Achier and this book, the ?harisees i ssued 

a call t o the Samaritan 11 remnant 11 72 and otl.ers in t~e land 

( the Idurneans , perhaps? ) t o Jo in t ~e!r cause. ~!.kewise , 

there are o tter nar.es and pl .. ~ cs ·,;::.:.ch car. :1ow oe decoded : 

fiolofernes is p~obabl; a general tern repre­
senting a Greek ascendancy , just a s "Ant1oc hus" 
was a s eneral term to represent : te poKer o f 
Assyria , "Ptol emy " that c f t.'.cy;, t , " <,~esar" that 
of ~ome , and " Cza r" that o~ r ussia. 

We date Judith ' s compositio n between the years 50 and 

60 C.E . S~nce Juuitr. descr~ues a protractea period of tl~e, 

J 
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we need not identify eact cr.aracter and place with pinpoint 

accuracy , ~his book rep~eser.ts a conglo~eration o f people , 

74 typified through prototypes . ~his datin& she~s light o n 

tr.e perplexity raised by the fact that "Judith overcame 

her opponent witr. the very strateGy r.e was us1nG t o over ­

corr.e her (and r.er people) . 1175 1'h!.s was 1nceed t!1e stance 

the Pr.ari sees took a i:;ainst i~o:r.e . 

To date Judith any later ~ould be to wisrepresent 

Pharisaic teachine;s . !"or , as 1,eusner sho,,s , t~c ?r.ar1saic 

position of political intervention ~nderwent revi~icn, 

especi ally 1n the 6D ' s , and moved toward a belief 1~ the 

s trength and necessity of internal resistance . This is 

reflected in the lately developeo ooctrines of resurrection , 

anGelolOGY and immortality of the soul, all of wh:ch are 

absent in this book .76 

Judith also represents an appeal for ':'he 

Jewish mob in chapter seven is not pictured at all ~avora':>ly 

and are ri&htly rebuked for their "popular" Juca~sr. w!-,!cn , 

it ts inferred, has little to do with true ( : . e . , ?har1sa1c ) 

Juciaisr.'! and !:ow 1 t shoulc be li veu . The Pharisees ·.-•ere not 

only exhort1np t?.e people to unif:• bl"hlnd them ; they were 

also !.ssu!ng a theolof ical directive ~alling for repentance . 

Wit!.out this repentance , Achior knows (and tr:e Phar-isees 
77 

would counsel), there 1s no hope f or victory . 
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Finally , we believe that Jcdith was addressed to 

the entire Jewish people in an a tt empt "to arouse the 

spirit of nat!.onalisrn and pat riotiso in a t i me of ~reat 

78 national calamity. " As sucn , ,;e can classif:, Judith as 
79 

a document of ''u0mestic propaganda . '' ?here are many 

other documents extant froc t~is same time period wtich 

fall i nto t hi s category , both from Jewi sh and non- Jew!sh 

pens . W~at is specifically of !::ipo rt to us is the coded 
oO and theolosic nature o~ this docu~ent . 

In cl.:>sinl , ..-e mus~ be careful not to confuse purpose 

witn later interpretation . We !Jave al read;: ~entioned so:ne 

literary problems wi th t his book . Scholar s debate t he 

o r1Ginality of chapter lb and otr.er passa~es . This is not , 

however, relevant to our c !.scussi on . :oth ~stter and 

Judith, as we now have them , are redacted ~or ks . te hold 

that tl,is redaction was done eve:- a short period of -.:1::ie , 

that althou~h there may have been o ral ano literary prece­

cents for tlese two books , they are both creations of a 

specific perioc and from a def1nite nee~ . ~hese facts are 

not cont radt.c or:; : \o:e bel ieve tr ... : ::.e f!.na: ;,r.odu::ts 

before us were \1r!.t:en !n .,te first cer.tu!";.· of tl':e conmon 

era and r eceived by a conmuni ty unoer t hr eat by foreign 

power::; and divided within itself . le are or.l•: interested 

in these ~!nal products as received in their conteraporary 

s ettin13s . Tr.is is the only \;ay t o :'r operl:v investigate 
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the intent of these books as we now have them, the question 

of the earl ier redactions is an interesting one , but not 

here . Fron this po int, Ke shall now =ove ~o a =o~e detaile~ 

co~parison and contrast of i~ese two books . 

J 



1a.r .. Metzger , RSV Oxford Annot ated Introduc tion t o 
the Aoocryuha (i:ew York: Ox~oro, : 9';,7 ) , p . x.: . : 11 b:,• 1t:ay of 
s ummarizing .. . , it may be sa:d that f or a ~oman Catholic 
most of the books which Protestants reGara as the Apocrypha 
(but not the Prayer of Mana sseh ar.a land 2 ~sdras ) are 
held to be autho ritative Sc ripture and are calle~ deutero­
canonical. Other books , whic !1 nei tber ?ro testants nor 
Joman Catholics reGard a s inspired or authoritative , are 
called apocryrhal by Cat holics and pseudepigraph! cal by 
?rotestants . " un this 'luesti on o ~ canonical dist :'..nctio ns, 
s ee also Ibid . , p . 6 and 6 . Anderson , Understandin~ t!ie 
rllci Testame!"lt , 3rd ed . (!::nflewood Cl :'..~fs , ;,J: ?rent:'..ce 
nail) , pp . 2- 3 and II ~sdras lJ : 1 - 6 . See A~pend:'..x #2 , 

2 As we stated i n the previous chapter , a theme is 
herein considered as an element of rr.ot:'..f . h ~oti~ is 
conprised o~ recurr:'.. n&, salient the~es . ~he aefinition 
v ~ '-hene ls actual ly a sub~ective one . ·,:e ~eel tr.at a 
theme is best de f:'.. ned , literarily , as a dominant i dea in 
a work . The subjective nature of this l i es :'..n the fact 
t!1at identif:'..cat :'..on of t t eme thus ·epends on one ' s inter­
pretation of the meaninG and purpose of a wor k . 9u t :'..t 
also cust fit the definition of motif , f o r every literary 
work has at least one t he~e and motif . 

3 ihen speak:'..nG of the two sec tions 1~ this book , we 
are referring to chapters 1 - 7 and d- 16 . While soce scholar s 
have attempte::d to use this bifurcation as a " pr oof" o~ the 
composite nature of Judith , we believe the bool: is a ther:i­
atic and structural unity . This is the presupposition and 
8 oal of our analys i s . 

4 1'oni Craven, " Artlstr:; ano Faith i n the Book of 
Judith ," Semeia 6 (:97b/7) , pp . 7~- l J ! . ?ace ~l :'.. s c ited 
here . 

5:. bid . , p . oc . 

7 No r man L. Bentwich , Josenhus (?~iladelph1a : The 
Jewish Publication ~oc iety o ~ A~er:'..~~, : 91, ) , ? · 30 . 

dGeor ge ~ . E. ~ic~elsbur G, J r ., Jewish ~1terature 
Between the Biole and the ~i shnah (Philadlephia : fortress 
Press , 19dl), p . 105 . 

9 Craven , " Art istr;: 

llc 
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10-bi. - a . • 

l2.-" . E.O. Oesterley , .~n Introduc ti on t o the Eocks o f 
the Apocrypha f!iew :'o rk: :'~e :-:ac:•,illan Conpany , 193:.,l, 
p . 19 . 

1 3 Luis Alonso- Schoeke::., 11 ::a:-rative Structures in the 
Book of Judith ," Protocol Se ri'?s of the Colloquies of the 
Center for Hermer.eutical Studies in Hellenistic and ::odern 
wulture , 11 (BerY.eley : Graduate ?~eo::.oGica l ~nion o~ the 
Jniversity of California , 197q ) , p . 12. 

lq ~esterley , Introduction , p . 22 . 

15:-here are t~ree different :.~buc Laor:ezzars t o con­
s 1der . There ls the Nebuc r.adnezzar o f tJ-.e Ei ble , kno·.-in 
r.isto r ically as 11ebuchadnezzar II . He ruled du rinc; the 
time of Ezeki el the prophet , when Zecekiah was King o f .;u;:!a~ •. 
:'his is , ~e assu□e , t~e Nebuchacnezzar r e ferred to 1n our 
text . Ne ither Nebuchadnezzar 11: o r I V ruled at any ti~e 
even oroximate t o the action of t his book . ':'he ir dates 
are, respectively : 522 and 521 3 . C. E. 

10cf . Kehemial. 1 2 : 26 and also Susar.:,a . 

1 7The primary source f or this ~s J !odorus !~I ~1,~. 
:t !s a lso reco rced that Je~s joined in th!s revolt, ~ut 
suffered the fate o f the vanquished. cf. also , J . C . Janey , 
:he Shorter aooks of the Anocr ha (Cambriage , ~n~la nd: 
:'he ~nive r s i ty ? r ess , 1 

1 8ror a discussion o f t he c-:, r.~e~t of !:.1 storic! t:' a s 
it ~as considered !n :~c a~c:~nt world , see (ir1ch Auerbach , 
"The Greek Epic . .. " and Ada r , 61blic,1il Jiarrative. ':'here 
is also John H. Hayes and J . i~axwel l -~iller , ecs . , Israel1:e 
and Judean History (P!:i ladlephla : ~est~1nster Press , 1917). ) 

l tLe -w believe that we cani.ot reall:: 1.1:,;e th1 s geneao loi:;y 
t o any profit at all . There ts no scholarly a~reement on 
the meaning of terr.is such as I . ,:e do not know if the:1 
are used consistently throughou t the 61ble , let alone ;.1 t. h::..n 
one book . 
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20
charles C. T-0rrey , Ezra Studies from The Li bra ry 

of Biblical Studies , Harry ~ . Orlinsky , ed . (NY: KTAV 
Publishing House , 1970 ) . See especially p . 9lf . for his 
exolanation uf the meaning of the word Bethulia . We feel 
he.makes a good point when he transposed Bethulia into 

.J - , but when he identifles Bethulia as Schechem, 
he is at a l oss t o provide a11y meaning :'o r the propt;>sed 
transposi t i on he offers . 

21
Dancy , The Shorter aooks , p. 66 . See also : ~ . H. 

Pfei ffer , History of ~ew Testament Times with an Intro­
duction to the Apocrypha (NY: Harper & Brot he r s Publishers , 
19q9) , p . 296 re : the improbability of t h is book ' s descrip­
tion of Arphaxad ' s rei~n . 

22
Jenkin Lloyd Jones , The Blank Leaf Between the Old 

dnd New Testaments ( Chicag o: Uni ty PublishinG Company, 
1900), p. 36 . 

23
Julian ~'.orgenstern, ':'he Historical Backh round of the 

Book of Judi th (Ci nc i nnat i, Sp ri ng 1902) , pp . 27- 30 cf . vvs . 
1:6, o:9, 4 : 5 , 8 : 1 , 2 : 1 , and 7: 2 as those cited by scholars 
in suppo r t of ttis assertion . 

2
~For a lucid d:scussion of the p r oblem of determinin£ 

the orig inal lanbuaGe in which Judit h was written, see 
Zeitlin in Mor ton Enslin, The Book of Judith, with a 3eneral 
introduction and appendices by Sol o rr.on Zeitl ~n (:eiden: 
E. J . Brill , 1972 ) , pp . 39-42 . Herein, Zeitlin reviews and 
evaluates all the various e vidences. 

25 
It would be wel l t o note here t hat t he ea r l ies : 

T.ent!on of the Book of Jud ith outside che book itsel ~ is ~n 
t he wr1t1n&s of the Christian author, Cle ment of P.orr.e . 
He wrote at the end of tl~e first century of the common 
era. (Source: ~etz~er, An Introduction , p . ~~ . ) 

26
~estet J . W~i teloc ke, An Analyt!cal Concordance o f 

the Books of tte hpocrypha (Washingt on D. C. : University 
?ress o f Ame r i c a , 1978), 2 vol s. Vol . I I , pp . 40- 2 . 

27Please refer t o our discussion o~ onomasti c ~nd 
g eobraph1c considerations , passim . 

2
~Whitelocke , An Analytical Concordance , pp. ~0- 2 . 

29
Enslin , The Book of Judith, p . 11~ , n . 15 . 

30
supra , pp. 35ff, chapter 2 • 

j 
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31we Will furthe:- de~ine wisdom literature, infra. 

32
cf. Chapter 2 , pp. 3~- 4] . 1 ) The "nee~ f o r external­

izat ion of phenomena in terrns perceptible to the senses" 
is filled by the massive detail and background provided in 
Judith . 2) The craft behind t~e writing of Judith is 
evidenced by thP. fact that her discourse is always di.'ect 
and clear - and ts nevertheless filled with double entendre . 
3) The t ensio n builds throughout the Book of Judith , bu t 
neve r to the point of interfering with t he p r ogressio n of 
the plot. 

33urews , p . 5 . 

34Mo r c enstern , The Historical BackBround , p . 25 . 

35cr . Sasson , ~uth for his analyses of the place of 
the folk/hero tale 1n Biblical and Apocryphal l~terature. 
E .F . Campbell , Jr ., in Ruth, the Anchor Bible #7 (Ga r den 
City , NY: Doubleday & Company , Inc. , 1975 ) describes the 
funct i o n of the short story f o rm as well , pp. 5- 23 . Both 
of these forms are further explored i n our previous chapter 
o n Esther. We shall demonstrate how both books share t his 
form and explai n why this is not an accidental occurrence. 

36
P. ·.-11nter , "Judith, Book o f ," in Interpreter ' s _ 

Di ct~onary of the Bible Olashv1lle , .!tbingdon ?ress , 1902 ) , 
-v-.~ 2~,-p-.--'1;......0~2~4-.-----

37Two basic reasons for this assertion are the o~~1ous 
Hebraic and Judaic influences p r esent in t he basi c t hought 
~ "~ theolos1c tendencies o f JuC ith . 

38campl:>ell , Putt:, pp . 5- 23 . 

39rb1d, , p . ~ -

40Ibid., pp. 8- 9 . 

41
Ibid. , p. 10 . 

42
Leonhard Rost , Judaism Outside the Hebrew Cano n , 

David E . Green, trans . (Nashville: The Abingdon Press , 1 976) , 
pp . 52- 6 . 

43
Adar , The Bi bl ical ;;arrative, ;:,. 55 , 
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44 
Ibid .• pp. 7 • ll9 , 

4 5 ?h!s 1s a5se r tec by 2eit11n 1 n ~nsl! n . Boo~ of 
Judith , pp. 13- 2b . 

46 
For ~ delightful aiscussion o~ parallelo~atia , see 

Sa muel Sand:n£:!, " Par allelomania, " !n Samuel Sandmel , '?,·10 
Living Traditions (Jetroi t : dayne St ate i.!ni versi t y Press, 
1972) , pp . 291- 305 . 

47 ~e have p reviously defined a theme to be a aoninant 
idea o f the wo rk and an element of ~otif . Subplot di~fers 
fro:n theme in that it is not at ail a do~!na nt icea of the 
work but rather a s ! de issue wtich carries part of the 
author ' s messaie but does nothing to advance the plot along . 

40 Ensl in , The Sook of Judith , p . 1. 

4
9 Otto ~issfeldt , The Old Te stament - An !ntroduction , 

?eter ~ . Ackroyd , t~ans . ( Jxford : 3as11 9lackwell, l9b5), 
? . 4o . 

5D For a fa sc1 nat1n& discussi on o f this ! ssue , s ee 
Si mone de Beauvoir , ':'he Second Sex (::e•,; Yorl: : '."intae;e 5ooks , 
1974) , pp . Y2- 109 . This is onl y tan&entially re lated to our 
discuss i on , bu t her perspe~tive is a rascinatinG one , ~ased 
on phi losophi cal tr.eory , arc::aE.o: ot;:.- , ar.t hropo:!.oi;;• anc 
socioloGi cal data . 

5l ::a r ? ? . Coote, " ~omments on •::arra t~ve St~uc:;u:·es !.n 
:Le 3ook o f Jud i tt.' ," in Alonso- 3choekel , " ~:arra t~ ve Struc ­
tures ," pp . 21 - 6 . Page 26 is cited here . 

Swidler is a bit more sarcastic perhaps w~en he s~G­
~ests that the mo r al o f Jud i tr. reflects on Ooc ' s 3rea:ness 
in that God 1~ able to e~fect salvat i o n - r0~ even :~e 
;" lowliest of instr!-:mct1Ls , wo::;en ." (cf . Leonard Swi dler , ] 
Women in Judais r.1 ( .. e t uchen , ... J . · Sc.2recro·,..; Press , 1976 , 
, 5d and pass!.!i.. ) 

52 f.lo r E;enst e rn, The His t orical BackGround , pp . 22- 27 
in particular represents that schoc: o! scho 1 ~rsh1; whose 
V! ctorianism i~ o ffended by Juditt ' s ac t!o ns. We ~eel he 
and others of hi s ilk have not attempted t o ho nestly eval­
uate the entire settin~ and s ituation of t his story . 
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53 G W .... •·1 1 . . 07 eorge . ::.. ,, ci-:e sou r (; , p • .l. • 

54 
cf. Patrick ;villiar.: O::ke::an, "The Hand o:' Judi th , " 

Catholic B!ble Quarterly 25 :: (:963) , pp. 94 - 110 f o r a 
fa s cinating exposition or the personification or widao~ in 
Judith . Furthc , wisdom is personified in Judith and , as 
such, serves as a counterpoint to others ' reliance on po~er . 
It is thus a didactic po!nt . 

55 This trait 1s commonly e~phasized in much o r ~orah , 
especially in the Deuteronomic writln6s , ~~ese beinc the 
latest s trata or writings , are considered by some to be the 
Torah ' s most evolved state~ent of t heology . It i s thus that 
']esterley , in An Introduction s tat.e s , "t he belief in God 
l in Judith l is identical with that of the Old ~estament in 
its most hig hly developed for::i ." , p . 74. 

56 Nickelsburg , Jewist ~iterature , p . 10 . 

57 That t he book is patently non- histor! cal is obvious. 
If the Temple were standi ng , Nebuchadnezzar Il coul~ not 
be rulin&, Also , l :lff; ~ :13 - 4 , lc- 20 all present h!stor!ca: 
problens . If none of this is convincinG, 2 : 21- 22 in whict 
l!olofer-nes ' army travels 300 m!. les ! n 3 da:;s must convince 
us of the exag&erations , at least , ~h!ch perceate Judit~ . 

5o Another important point mu~t be mace here. Au~ustine 
identified Nebuchadnezzar with Camby~es (529- 522) er Xerxes 
(4b~- 465) and thus implicitly negated the existence of the 
.. ,!sdoir. L1otifs ;,;e feel so stron~l:1 1nfo:-:n ti.is book . -:'~ese 
esoter!c teachings are vital t o a proper understanding o~ 
the book and cannot be ignored or wizh~tl awf\y with a ~or ced 
sche~e o f character identification . 

59 We feel that t~is is the g reatest neglec: of al: 
th!s book ha~ ruffered. A thousanc J!f~erent co~b1nations 
of people , places an~ events have been tried . Yet , ttey 
always cor.\e ur, sl.ort becc1.use ~he :nos:; oar.ic :uesiion, what 
was the need ~or such secrecy aoout? , t1s ~~- bPen asked . 

60 ., .. -;;- 0 it~ 1· 1 - • i tl· ,.eu.,ner , . r or: . o_ _cs , p. xx , s.,a.,es succ nc ., , 
"No source is h1s:;orically useless . ':'he problem is ah,ays 
to deterhline J~st wnat it 1s bood :'o r - wtat place , period 
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o r r.latter i t accu:-atel:1 port.rays ." ,·:i t !": thi s in mind , 
we must tread carefully . 

6l A ' ,.. h •. .., 1 1 ga_n, we re.er ere to .. orc enstern, ~~s t o r ca 
3acki;round , for t he most thorougl: review of the various 
pr oposal s and discussions of the ~acca bean t neor y . 

62 Flaviu::> Josephus , ':'he .iew:.sl· . .-.•ar (::1dJlesex : 
?enguin Books , 1959) , pp . ~~- 37 desc ribes the con~lict and 
split between Janneus and :he Pharisees . 

63 Ibid . 

6~ ~he ?harisees revolted aGainst the H!gl: ?riesthood 
over the issue o~ compliance wi t h the r.ellenizers during 
1,z1e :-eit:;n o~ Antiochus IV t:piphanes . 'i'he:; f:.nally br oke 
completely with t he Hig h Priest Janneus (103- 76 8 . -~ - ) , 
though were again in favor durinr, the reign of r.:.s successor, 
Salome Alexandr a . 

65 llicanor was defeated in 161 ~ . C. E. by Judas , See 
I1 •r.acca!:>ees B- 15 and : ~:accabees 3- 7 . 

66 
rorrey , in izra 3 t ui1es , f!nds the exact i~portanc e 

of the Sa maritan split in that it was one of " the chief o f 
tl,ose f orces \\'hich principally shaped Jelji s~. theol oi;y . . . 
in and a~ter the Greel: peri od . . . [ anc J contribuied r.:ost 
to the development of the tende11c i e:; wr,ich pr oduced the 
narrowe:- and mor e exc lusive type o f judais.n ... 11 {p . 322) 
,•1hich i s ref l ectec:. !n Pha ri saic s o- called r·ealisr.:. 

67 
'!'his statenent i s based on t::e theor:· o:' codec wr1t1ni::; 

laid down by Strauss , Persecution, pp . 7- 3d which has been 
reviewed in the o:-ev~ous ctaoter . Coded writin~ is , and was , 
only used when h~nesty was i~_oss! ~le . ~e can ~inc. ~o r ea ­
son f or havin~ to dis(;uise th@ cit:: of ~cl11::c 1:em u11u 1:: i· c1.11 

assumed name:, , any pe riod o ~ J ewish history . ~he city of 
Jerusalen, hc ~~ver, 1~ another st~ry . ?o r a ~odern exa~ple 
o f coded w1·itini; , see Appendix #5. 

68 
Alonsu- Schoe1:el , 11:Jarrative Structures , 11 p . ~ -

69 This was esoeciall ·, true aft e r the Jornan annex.:nion 
of Judea in 6 C. E . · · 
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70Josephus nakes it very clear t~a~ durin5 this time , 
the Jewisr. communi t y was far from beinr; uni ted . See v!ar s , 
passim . 

71c: . :•.a r y S:nallwood , '.!'he Jews Jnder .,oman .:iule 
(Le:.den : £ . J. Br1: 1 , 1976) , p . 1 1! ~ . 

72rr Ach! o r indeed represe~ts a 3amar!tan, we can 
fur t her see the Phar.!sa!.c r.and ber,ind this book . !~o lo~er 
i s his national status tr.e stu~blini; block to his conver sion . 
No lons er can tr.e ::eason for :uditr. 1 s e xclusion fro::-i canor. 
be based on the claim that Achior' s conver sio n was ei:~er 
inco:nnlete (without both cir cu::ici s i o r. and i mmersion) o r that 
it co~travene<l Bibl!cal law (Je~t . 2 3 : J ) . ~o , ~ow we can 
see Ach:.o r and his conversion as another example of ?harisalc 
c~c~dinG anc 3ibl1cal exege s i s . See especially ~orrey , 
Ezra Stuc:.es , f o r his a nal:,·sis of tr.e sch.:. sm a nd its re::ei.,;ed 
impo rt !n the late Hellenistic and early ~oman e ra s , pp . 
332ff. 

73Jenkin Lloyd Jones, The Blank Leaf BetKeen the J lc 
and ~ew ~estaments (Ch:.ca~o : Uni ty Pub:!st1n& Company , 190G) , 
p . 06. 

7 4~h1s i s especia lly true : n w!.s dorr. lt:eratur e . c~ . ou~ 
d iscussion on t he orevious chnp~er on prot o t:1;:ies anc ,1isdo:n 
l:teratur e , pp . 39~4} . 

7 5 61 - . ,_ -.. onso- .,c r.oeY.e .1. , 

76
7r.es e doc tr:net tievel oped , t::. sto ri cally , l ate:· -.r.:a n 

other Pharisaic doctrines and ~ay be seen as :-es ronses t o 
national , r.isto rical anc emotional cr: ses su~~e:-ed unde r 
~oman dom1~at1on . 

.:i.arter , , e s pec iall:,· verses l_ - 2i . 

78
1!ayr.1o nd !• . Surbu:-r- , Intro:::~ctio r. t o t he I nt ert es t a ­

mental ~eriod (S t . ~ou ~s , ~ondo n : Conco rdia ?ublishing 
House , 197~) . p . 1 03 . 
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dO ~e believe that Judith was written to spread the 
Pharisaic pro6 ram of resistance which was justified i n 
theolo~ical terms . This just~fies the need f o r encoding . 
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Contrast s 

In most previous researches , t~e ar;are~t di~ferences 

between Esther and Judith have been emphasized ~ ·,:ost of 

this ~1a~ been based ? !"! t!.e fact t!.at tr.ese two stor!c>s just 

appear to be ~o ci~fcrent . On tte one hanJ , we have 

Ssther, a pass! ve , complyi:1..; a!1c cor..placent ·.,;o:':'!an ,:ho -

almost tl:roucn no ;'auJ. t of ::er 0 ~•1:: - save~. her r,eople fro:r. 

annihilation . Judith ~s just Lie opposite t ype of per3on . 

She is act! ve , de f isnt , and vicor ous ; s~e steps ~! rrnfoote~ly 

onto the s t age of history and takes cora~and . No dis~in~tio r. 

could be ~or e obvious . 

,\'hen these two wo r ks are com;ijerec side b:,· side , !t 

1s often done onl:1 because eac:, book r.as a ·.•:or.an .:.r. ti.e role 

2 p:-ota.;onist . Usec as t!':e star tins ~~!nt for .:iisc1..:::;s!or. , 

furtter cont rasts are dra~n . Prec!3ely bec~use tti s has 

been th~ predo~!nant thrust o f the l!terature , !t w!ll 

.ct . :-lalachah 

~ani~est !n ttcse books towaro t~c i~cortRnrP ,r nh~ervin~ 

religious obligations ~~!le ~:;the~ ~!a~~3~:ly ~!0: 3:es 

3 Halachar. . '."urti.er , r,an:, r.ott: that, concer-ni ::: tr:e tr.,.p9inG:; 

of piety , isther is tte o nly book of ~ebre~ ~crip: c~e !n 

which neitter God 4or t he Lano of ::;rael i s mentionec.5 ':'l.e 
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Jews in the 6ook of Ssther seer : o be oblivious , also, to 

any typical Jewish f or~s o:' rel:: bi o~s expression . Juditt ' s 

speect , in contrast, ~s devotedly piet!stic . For he:- , 

prayer i s a :'requent and natural act . The canonical Eoo~ 

of C:str:er cont.~ns none o :' cl.i s a: all . 
6 

6 . ~:on- Jews 

i,·e also find that ou r hcro.:nes Lave very di.:'.:'erent 

attitudes toward their ener.iies . ~sther is willinG ~o work , 

as it were , t:.rout:;r: the system and col:aborate with 

Ahasherus ' eunuchs . ~his is how she achieves her er.ds . 

In fact , ~sther seems to be so compliant , we are not 

sur e at the beginr.in~ of the book whether or net she Nill 

identi:':1 with the ..!ews at all, let alone a ::d tr.en in t hei :­

c!stress . Even Vordec~a! plays an a:peas!~G role w~e~ he 

and Esther use their position and po~er t o restrain the 

.Te1,s from takinE; spoil and plunderinb ::-:eir enem!es ' ~ooas 

at the very r.ior.ient o f Jew.:sh triu:::pii . 7 .. an:: :'ind i;hP :.1os t 

~hock:nb exa~ple of accommodatio n in thi s book to be t ~e 

fact that ~sther slee9s with tr.e man ~:ho !s ~he ve:-y s:;mbol 

Judith , t o t he contrary, destro;11s her ener:1!.es . She 

oei;ins by re :'~~ini; even t o eat a ;;ieal w1 :.?. :iolofernes , 

let alone cor.scnt t o have sex with hi;a . J i.~ i::; po rtrayed 

as standinis continuall~, ou t s i de the enemy ' s camp; both in 

tr.ought and ceed , if not in ;,L:;sical terr.is as .~el: • 
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C. Literary concerns 

Stylistically , there are major t !~!"erences bet~een 

these books . ~!rstly , Judith speaks in undefin~d double­

entendr e . She knows i<J!'!at she ;::eans and i!olofernes t l:inks 

he knows what ._.:1e r.:eans . .::sther , ho:,;ever, !s ve:-y open 

with Hatach and Harbona , makin& tr.er.. ;:>r.iv~• t o the details 

of her t~oughts and p:o:s . ~he onl~ t!~e she !snot strai ~ht­

for~ard is when it is a question of disclosing he r i dentity . 

Yet , when the tine cones to do so , she coes not hes i tate 

and even daes so before the kins in a manner wh!ch e~danser s 

her li!"e . :!er dupl!c! ty is onl y i;emporary and was c:-:1ly 

unde r stood as temporary ttrocrtout t hi s stor~ . Holoferne ~, 

in contrast to Harnan , never quite knew wha~ hapcened to 

r.im, w!~y his end came :·1hen !.t die . 

Speech i s important in yet another wa:; . In general 

tone , the Book of Judith :s "more prolix (c f . 11 : 9- :.2) anc 

oorr:bastic than the Book of ..;sther . 118 ':':!is account~ ~or 

•he difference in bulk oetween t~ese oook~ , : o be sure . 

bu t moreover , in Judith we sense cha: t~ese differ ences 

contrib:..ite to :?. distinct diff.eren1....:: in tne mod.e of li::erar~· 

pr esentation which !s c:early evident here . 9 Thei~ s : r~ct-res 

are very si~1lar ; 1 0 nevertheless , the intanGible quality o f 

Zeit lin adds one r.;ore fact t o tl.e ~bove in r:!s 

detailinc of lin::;uist i c contrasts ti.at si.ould be noted here. 
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In i::sther , her oeorle are c"'llec " Je:•:s . " Judi t !": , ho·,:ever, 

re:"ers to tr.e "Eebr ews " a:1d t l:e "c:-,ilcren o :" : srael . 11 :le 

f eels t !1i s 1~ a sir;nif:.cant. difference and uses thi s to 

suppor t t : s conclusion t~at Judith was a J iasporic book 

wri t t en with L:".:~!'1tionall:• c~r:trast.:.ve ::-.odes ar." the:-:.es 

" to o:"fset the Book of :=:sthe:- ." 1 1 

iJ . :'heoloi;y 

Impl i cit i n Zei t lin ' s concl~3!on (wit~ which ~e do 

not entirely a~:-ee) 1s a use of :tis l ! n~~is:ic ev :.dence 

~o assert t ~at the theolo~ical di :"fe r ences bet~een Esther 

and Jud! th are , actual ly , the ma i n d ! verGe~ce bet~een t ~er . 

It is clair.iet that :::st~er r e!)r ese:~t s a rielle:1ized pl.! los­

ophy o f Judais~ because Es t her her se:r was a~ assi~i l atej 

Jew . Alon~ these lines , ~e Kould have to say : ha: J~dich 

rersonifies nee- Pharisaic theolo,;y . Zeitlin does so 

arc;ue12 and ados tha: : udi ti: ' s l atent ?1.a:risa: s~ ·,,as 

actually an appeal to assi~ila~et Je~s . Ee:- v!ctor~ !s 

to be a less wo r thy heroine than: :~!~~ because s~e J!G 

not adhere Lo r! t u~l preGcr!pt!ons as~!~ Jut!th . :~!s 

i h i , . d ~ 14 s an anac ron stic JU cnen~ . 3~c~ a decis.:.on is based 

0:1 t~e assu~prion that rit~al ~bserva~ce Aa~ =~~ 3cid test 

o f Jewist: r elit:! os .:. ty and ficelity :d·.en these ';Jooks \:e r e 

wri t ten . ~e cannot as~ert that a s t a ndard of rneasure~ent 

such as t hi s one 
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existed prior to the :'!ft~ ce~tury o~ :~is era ! 15 Because 

=:stLer does not pra;: as d.:..c Juditr. or rive voice to he r 

feelings about the Land or :srael i s not ~roof that she 

less 11 re:1-1ous " ti-.an ..iu-: i tt.. 16 

~his section ~as presen:e~ t~e ~ain po! n:s of dive~­

Gence oet;;een the books o!' .::s::ier and -,udith . Tr.is J-.as 

been, i n past researches , t1,e ::1a:!.n er.phasis o f the 11 t era-

: ..1re . ·.-.:1at is too infref!uentl:• ...: i sc1...ssed :s t::e s i"n:la:-it:,· 

between these books . ~hese points of positive conparison 

do no t ncc ate the differences , but tr.ey do tem?er tneir 

impor tance. ~hese J unct~r c point s of style , struct~re and 

purr.ose su~port both the catinc and autr.orshir claims of 

this paper as ;;ell as t~e assert:!.on that these books arose 

!'ron the sa..ie s chool of tJ-.oui;r.t , comprised of people intent 

on def ea tin~ the :-.orr.ar: ener..y . 

:1 . Co~pari sons 
A . St r uctur al 

nS noted , Bicke r~ann has an i~terest!~~ s t~uc :ur-a: 

r;;heory . :ie pos its that ..:.:; the~ i3 actuall ~· a ~oi:b:e­

r,l o ':.ted boox . 17 In o t"e~ ·.:~. :v , tl.t: :nor:: o :' :.s::.Ler anc: 

the stor:1 of !.o roechai 1•1er-e :.nit .:..allv indenencent fron o ne 

another ; r.o·,., bei:1,:: kn!t t o1-:ethe:· t l::--o·wh 11 ';i:e !nter· .. eavin­

of nar r ative and dialo.:;ue . " 18 Ee tr-aces t!':P- :! . ..,.":les .>:' 

~ rdechat ' s story back t o t~e 3eventt century B. C. S . story 
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of Ahi~ar . Parallelin~ ~h i s , ~choeke l zees r.C~i o r ' s 

~unct1on1ng in Judit h not only to f ulfill the role o f the 

typical p r oselyte in a didact ic s ense . He ~s present i n 

order t o " interweave his s u bp lot into t i~e ma!n plot 11 19 o~ 

Judith . Thus , there i s a strik1n6 comparison between these 

books in t hat Ach i or and :.o rdecl ,a i :na:; actua:ly be t he 

structural links underp!nninr thei.::- respe ct:ve s t ories . 

As s uch , t hey seer.: t o be a t onc e uotn r.ecessa:-y ::et esse n­

tially su;:,er:'l uou s t o eac:1 boo:, . 

?erhaps th..:.s f eatu re was cor:1n.on i n t Le ancient wo r ld , 

or even peculiar t o o ne ~r oup of ~rite r s . ~e cannot ~et e r­

~ine which o f these s t a temer.ts ! s tLe true one . 3u t !t is 

nevertheless f as cinat!ng t o note s uch po!nts o ~ s ! ~ilar!ty . 

Anot her in t !: i s r.enre i s c t:ias r. . .:e J-.ave f ·.l l~ \- expl o .::-e.: ::: :!e 

cl i astic :,ase s of both J udith and =..s c !-.e:- t n t h l s p 2::ier . 

In S'.Ji".rr.a ry , !t 1 ~ ob•,•:.ot.s that ea c: . book is ::rJ .! l t a ::-ou nd a 

" "l"l('Pr- ". :'!c, c .! .rcles o f event s a nd c narac ter·s . T~e s t1·uctu r e 

i s bot h tntr~cate anc s.:.r.:r : e . :t ~..; ~!.t:--1cat.e ! r. -: La .; each 

pa::-t o :' eac h chia sri i. s unde r laic .:! t:l. l _ i-era r :· , ::,t1·uc tura:. 

and t hematic doublets . 

of the maj or s truc t u res outl i ned pr ev!ou$l y . ie sc r ~~s 

ttis identity ~etween t he s e books f o r o~e ~ai n reason : 

we have demo nstrated t hat t ~ei~ ! ntricete nature i s no t t ~e 



result of unplanned literary outpouring . ~~at assertion 

defies loGic . And , Just as such struc tures d:d not arise 

spontaneously or haphazardly , t his s i ~ilarity is also 

nut a chance or.currence . ~~e f ~c t , also , t.hat the t~e~es 

and motifs contained wit!-.in eaci, chia s:r. a re often i dentical 

is ye-., anot::ero:.it.tress t o tr.:. :, c::.air . ':'h.:.s shall be 

e xpla.:.ned in &reat er ceta:1 . 

b . Literar:; 
1 . ~ l s do~ lite:-ature an1 typoloGies 

l.:.terar:· features .:.:1 .:!:ese Looks neco;;:e eas.:.er t o s ~o t . 

Fir5t of all , ~e are s truck by the relatively lonr !ntro-
20 ductions in wr.ich the !1e1'0 :'..ne t are :,:;t i::-~,ec.iar;el:• .:.n';ro-

duced to us . :n ;,lace of th.!.s , eacr. book !,a~ a '' c !.ro nolo.: .:.cal " 

this time sequence pattern . :~is .:. s raralleled .:.n ~s ther by 

tr.e seer.:ini:;l:i· ear l y 1:-itro ·:.:c t.:. ot o f .:o r dec: .a.:. ,:1 ~ r:ad bee:: 

e r v 1" t 'n~ °Jl" · .._,, • ~,... .. ... , -s~e"u" ' '"'eaut·· c--n-,,. s - 21 
-> -'(, • .._ •• n1 , !". - V - ~ V M. .. (1 • , • v v • V • " s; ~ • 

.:e have al so observed ho·.·1 tl:e cl.: a~~ic ;_; ~ri.:c~u :-e o:' e acr. too:: 

(cnapter .. one :.!:rouc!": seven i n Judi:. •. , 0 r.e -:o s ix in i.:.stl.e.r) , 

..,•!1ile the denou ement i s r::arkedly short.e t' t h:1n the ;:- .resenta­

~ion of tte tensio ~ . :~e e:,d o:' e~ch Uock i s s i~:.le r : o 

the ot!'ler i:1 titat , l:terar:.l:; , "canticle rep~ac es action , 

and celebrat ion .:.nv;i.cies tl.e narrative . 11 22 
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{c notice , also , that the co:,ron features o :' po,ular 

literature are r- re sent :.:, ootl. books . 

both Esther and Ju1!.:h typ!.fy ancient ?Opular t a:es 23 in 

: !1a t they each con: a:.n ele:,en: :.; of love , journey , c c 11:'lict , 

reversal o :' :'orcune , conspiracy , d!..stinct teroeF and tero-

24 incs , stereot:,rpical ci.aractc ::-s , iron:· , pat:ios , ahisto:-1 -

c: ty, vindicat!.on a:id acc::.anaticr. o :' ~Le r!.,)1teous , and a 

25 happ:1 end inf. . 

fusions . . exa,:;:::;erations • • anu err.pt:; rhetor!. r 

:io not necessar!.ly indicate t!.:;.t e!.t1.er aut l,or " blun1~red 

" 26 

t!1e a::;e in which these wo r ks 1•:cre ·.11•1 tten 1·:as one ·.-1!.e~· e 

tr.e:--e e xisted " no hard anc :'ast del:".ar·ca : ion bet·.·:een . 

::.istor:. ca 1 and biorrapr.ical 'N:"i :!.nc:: a :ic f~ ct~ on . 11 2a :'r:ese 

tocks , aa ~e have shown , are characteristic ~ew!.st ata~ta-

t!.ons o:~ ~ellenist !.c for:i!3 . :'he p r o:--.!.nencc o:~ l.:>ve -..1d 

29 
. .:iventure !..n ther.i anc. tne use o!~ " ti.e dPvice o ~ :--eco r.-

s:ructinG history in : ::e !:'o r-;:i o ~ ver'oatir: s;-eec i.es , 11 30 as 

well as such novelistic techniques as del;.;:• t .rr>rn1:h nescr ~r -

tion and "obsev,;<it'!.ons abou:. hum.::.r "'!"1o:1cn:: 

32 prove t~is point . 

31 
and motivai ~on:;" 

These s1~1l ar1t~es also extend to t ~e s~ecific ·enre 

of literature embodicc ~~ these book3 . ·,s ::iscussec., 

wisdorr; 11 ter ature 1s easily id.entif iable tiirou,:;l: , a:non[; ot:,er 
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things , its t :-·;,olog:.cal characters : tte childless wise 

man C·.o rciec ha 1 , Ac hto:-) , adoptec children ( Ssther , and 

Juda:.sm ~b:t ,.,cr:.iorl ) , t:Le ·dltless dupe ( hhasherus , Holofernes) , 

the ric;hteous sar;eh1!se courti~r (;,o rJeci:ai , Jud1t;l ) , and 

the conniv!ng scteGer (Ha=an , Holofernes) . J t her land~arks 

of wisdoffi literature shared between ~s tr:.er and Juditt are 

the play bet~een com~and anc pro~ibition , t ne hero!nes ' 

rnovecent fro~ low t o hi~ h social status , ar-d the clear- cut 

distinction between ;:;ood aLc ev!l anJ riE;!,t and ·d r ong . 

So evident are these distinct!o ns that we a ~! able 

to eve11 find parallels of purpose a.ilor:t; t!'.e ::1:.no r characters 

in these books . Fo r exa~ple: 

Judith ' s rr;aid//~sther ' s eunucr.s 

l!olofernes//Earan 

.;cnior/ /liarbonah 

~ebuchadnezzar//Ahasherus 

Judeans//Diaspo ra Je~s 

:-hese aliGnr:ents b r.l rw ~ntc :'ocus t!-.e cor::-.on c:.s.rac:eri::a-

and fi.hashe1'US both 1:; ;:;ue "ti,reatenint ~u t ultimat ely e:':'lpq· 

co.:nn;ands 113 3 ... ,h!.cr. 5.:rve to cl-.Je ~r.e reaaer ~l, on t::t authC!'Z ' 

perceptions o :' µowe:- . '!'r.e r:-esence o:' : Le " ou t s ide ,10 :·ld ," 
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0r powe~ in Jer~salec and ?e~sia , .:.s t~e vehlcle used bi 

each author t o convey the lnJivldual teachin~s on nation­

al.!.sm and its rlace in Je~ish l~~e . 

One final comment need be made on thi s topi c of 

liter ary simi:21:ty . ;11 tt.ese .;! m!larit.:.es are fascinat -

.!. nG in o t her l!Ght:; 3.s •,:ell a:; :.!:o se r.1ent.:.oned . ·,.;e have 

just drawn ~any raral:els . 

in our portrayal o~ the cta;-oac~er!zat!ons rresented . ~e 

r.1ii;r,t as!: r.o;.; , f or !nstance, ~?lofer nes c o~lc be bot r. ::!:e 

11i tless dupe and the conni vin:; scr.e:::e:-- !n Ji;ci!. th . s J-.e 

meant to be l!te Ha~an o r Aha s herus? ·le .io :-iot SErn:;e 

weakness in plot Or' ~ault !n t he ~tructure o ~ tr.ese boo~~ 

because this ~uplictty exi:;t s . 

t o us t o be a raonu~e~t t o the zk! ll o ~ the aut~orE ttat 

one cr.aracter may fulfill ;:iore t han one stereotri;-:cal r o:c . 

:'he subtlety of tb!s is trul:,· :,.,hat r:.ai:e.; tr.est:: stor:e::­

lastinG literary contributions , ~part ~re~ the1r rel:;ioun 

C. T!-.err.at:c 
4 . '•/o,.en 
2 . Tl.eo1o,.. ·· 

our rhetor!.cal outline:; - ~ Sst!.e:> ar.d Jud i th . 

touches on the the~es and ~oti~::- of inv:u lat1:::~ a~~ 

1 34 · - ..,, .. ~ ... - "cas - •n· a ,,;; " -..- -• ... r-reversa , rewarc anc pu .. _ .... "'!e .... , . -- ► " - • '1 • .i,_,. , 
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l~yalty and ulti~ate law , :'ate 3nd predest:..nat!cn , and 

obe~!ence ant d ! sobed!ence . ~ar ana ba:tle are rese~t 

as are coin..T.ents on tl1e drive f o r !)ot,,er anc ::he l,oi:,e :'or 

del :..verance . :n eaci. oo~k , t::e r-ea: battle i s :::.e one 

realizes that only 1od can ~ave full dominion in hu~an 

l:l.~e . 35 

:'he ther.e o f lo:.-alc:• ! s o:' ;,articular !nterest !:1 :::-"?!:: 

corr.pari son o :' :::~ tr.er and Jud.:. t:, . {~! le the!r per sonal ~o~-

tune s are played out , so t o 3peak , behind closed ~oors , t he 

act i ons . ~h! s 1s the dual nature o f loyalty for t l:ese 

wo□en wh~ are called t o serve both kin~s and Jc~s . In ~act , 

t!'lou..;h r:s t :-ie r and Judit:: Lave been ca:. lcd cissi:::: lar because 

there exists i n :st her l!ttle er.i;:ihas ::. s on t.l:e 11 :-eli.:;iou~" 

rart o~ life , ~e see that I.er patriot:. s11 (loyalty) is r.e~' 

reli~ious expr e~sion and he r stron~ly nationa :.1st!c ! ~pulse 

is what saves : he Je:'ls .36 

~hematically , the fact t hat each ~r these book~ 

eac~. :nor:, 

on behalf of t he conte~porary Je~i~h co~~unity , ! t 1s 

woman uho saves : s!'ael . 37 
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~irstly , we see "a~bivalent □odels o f ~o~en'1 38 !n 

late antiquity ir. ;eneral and !n t::ese books in spcc!f!c . 

Ou r iteroine s a re , at onc e , tot.!: stro~.~ a nd 1·:eak fi;;ures . 

They "acco;;;rl!sl". t:1cir ends l:u· ,;ely tJ-:roui.:;h t!"le ste:-eo -

tyr!cal ctarac:eris:!cs lo~ w~~cnJ I The:, I have t.~,e 

s tereotyp! cal i=?act o~ ~en . - nar.el;,r , cea:.h ." 39 

use their 11 ·,,;eakr.ess " t o :nsure v:.ctor:·. :'::e excessive 

preparat:ons is :;et ! n c o~!c c :.. ::;t!r.c:!o~ a.:a!.ns: t l:e " ·..:orx" 

t hey do . 

~od ' s cre:atne::-s as reflectea !n the a c !l:.t:,· to del!ver 

• .:,·-- 1· 4 0 •• .a . or 

t'ha:: o n~ must " beware o f beau t:..!'1il ':!or,en - ::::ej· •-1111 u r.:~.an 

:·ou and lead :;ou :; :, r:eath" 41 !:; fun--:a::-.e:1tall:· !rrele\·ant 

t o this inquiry . :" r.at is relevant i:; the cor.Jior. pic ture 

o ~ a t eroine who saves te r people . 

:le cannot be su r-e if tr.ere is a tLe.:, l o ·!ca:. p o int 

Too ::iuci1 ti :-.c c.1~.J t oo r:1any ;,o le.:-!c:; ::ave accrucc in t:1e 

intcr:r.: t o acc uratel;; ·i:,co·:er t::!.; r.,•t.: t.!. . 

that ::':,t:1c:" anc Juditl·. be t!·. f Jnc tto n .,. v i:,:"'rc es~ors and 

c ounsel 
4? :..;:rrenCer . '' -

T~i s is a definite :'ef lcct!o ~ e r a theolo[ ! c n: a:.:!tude . 
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p e ople ' s leace:-:; •::~o e:'.'.'ect cl.a:::ge . 

tl-":!s po:..nt . 

are to be "a ::o:-e on :s r ae:1 . 11 43 

so~ethinc to brin- co Jojais~ . : !" peop:.e •.,c:-e ca;-able o:' 

tance ; inc-:?co , converts ·.:e::-e necc..;::-a:-:,· tc, , ?e::-1:a;s , L=.st~=-

sal va t:'..ot, . 

. ary claim ti.at ti:cre :s no uni:~.:.e::: :.i1eolo,:;1cal s;,· tte:, 

\·.e ar~ ~1ot ho t ner~ ~ o:; i.hi~ charr.;e at all . 

late ant.!.qu!.t;,·. The very s earch f or suer. an ortho-

dox;,r 

and Li.eoloi:;!::: :'.'odes o:- i.;;ther qnd 

a ti~e of flux 3n~ co~rlexity . 

idcnt!cal in any of the a~pects dlscussec abv.~ . 

As 



however , so s i cilar tt&t we cannot avoid the concl~sion 

t r.at this situatio n was not an accidental occurrence . 

~ Ot her Biblical ~ite!'ature 
1. .:tructura.:. 
2 . Liter ary 
3 . 7htolo:ical 

,:e cannot ~:no:,· ',. tl:e sirr. : larit !.es betv:een l:.st:ie r-

and Juditr: cean t hat one bo~k nec e s~ar!.ly pr ornpte~ t ~e 

wr!.t:.nc of tl~e o t her . 45 
I t :..s ou.r feelin ~ chat the l!.l:e ­

nesses here:.n result f~o~ t~e f ac t ~ h~t t ~ey are pr ocLc~s 

o ~ : ~e sa~e milieu . ihile each boo~ is an independent 

wo r k , te or:.[; :.n:; cf eac:: o r.e preda::.e ::.e :':.r.i s:-.ed s t o:-!.es 

by centuries . ·.:e :nean t! . .: ::; .:!"l onl~· t'..e br oaoest sense o f 

the wore 11 o r!. ;:; :.ns . " 1:ot r.!nr arises 0:.1 -:. or a vac.1...:::: . 

:'!:ere a re r.:an~• o lc.ie::-- s t o ries whicr: bear ::-.ar:.:.ed s !.,ila:-!.t:, 

t. o :::st!-.er and Jud:. tr. and :ia:,• Lave se:··:ec , in so:ne ::a:-· , 3.S 

~:.blically , the Joseph tales in Genesis 37ff. 

a re the best example of this . 

a conr.ection between :.:~tt":er and .:cserr, !-.as b 
- !j 6 een not.ec . 

t1nci tr.eir peoole . :'his re~;u 1 t s i n :r.e sa v !. n:- o :' tr,e peo;) l e 

o f =srael . " 
47 

t.nd l :.ke t::s ther ar.:::. Jt. •• i~ . . • ,. - #!"" .... - ~ .: s - .., ... ~ 
1,. ~- -

.. d - ........ 

" a didactic wisciorn ,to r;; . " 48 
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All t!:ree tal es possess erotic!..; r:-. 49 anc teaci': " tl: e 

realization o f wisdoc p recepts in practical life . 1150 

The history- like nature of each sto:::-y :n wh1cl'. tl.e autr.o r 

11 e ;npl o;.: s a v.nowledc e o f history a nd i:;eot; rapl:y t o hei i:hten 

the :::-ea:istic natu!'e of :. :.e na!'ra-::.ves " 51 :''...l:-tr.er en:'o :-c e s 

this i mpression of alikeness . ln a:l ttese s t o ries , a ~ 

:1el1 , -che tr.eoloc ical po 1n-c i ~ nade with God being t ~e 

aosent hero , ~orkin~ t hrou~h tumar. beincs . 52 

Aciiior as a direct re:'u:r.t!. on o ~ t!-.e presc:-~;:, ~!.on o :' 

: euter o nor.i~• 23 : - . 53 ::e al so r.ote:; ~r:at Jt. j !. tr. , ~!.ke 

: eutero nocy , does not furni ~h ~s witn a ~::-i es t:y t:-ad:ti or., 

bu t wit!-, a t heoloi;!.cal render!.nG o :' 1-,istor:• s ::mi lar t o 

t ha t o f:'e:·ec in Chr o n:.clc: , Jerer...iah anc i~aboa~:uk . 

.::1 earlj-· , tl1e ~o rah and other E1bl:ic:1l l !. terature · .. e:-e 

i:11"luence !.s o f rr.:>re than pas s in( note . ·,:e d isa=-rce •,:::.. ti•. 

Jar1 .. , .... ~ r "\ ::-,:; ~:-. :i : _.:; :;r.e r ·,,as ::ierely "in.:;;-,:'..red " ::· t!,e 

Joseph tales . 54 :t :'..s ou r r. o ntt:>1?t!.o n t i.a t. ..,ecat.:.::;c ":-.c-::;e 

';o plac e t!.em r:rnly ·.,::'..thin ., :!e scope and trac:'..::'.. '>:-1 o !" 

earlier 1:'.. r.eratur-e . ·:e nee6 :io t inve:;tibate ar.:: c:--and.:'....>st: 

theories o :' attri bution or re:'ut.'lti o :i to see tr.at t!ie neeu 

for le5i~i ii...:'..za:1on , even o n an J:'lcor.sc i o"1.s ::. evel , 3.n.::. the 



desi r e f o r authentici t y as r eason3 for borr owin~ o r patter n­

!ng fr~~ earlier literature . 55 

!:. . r.ncodins : '. 'hy were t!1ese books · . .; ri tten? 

..:ust when t!.ese books 1:ere wri :tE!n is an open ri_ues tio r. . 

~ cate c an only oe a~p~ox!~ated . ~e sta ll ~ot reopen those 

i ssues discussed oreviously . [hat can be Ga insaid fro~ 

th:s comnar i so n , r.o~ever , is f urt::er support o ~ our ? reviou~ 

assertio ns : 1) In their enr,!,ases , we c an s ee ?:s t her and 

Judi:t t o be :rans!t:o ~&l l !terary f or=s wterein t he autho r 

" d e - e::-iphasi~es , o r even expunGe s , t!:e r;;o t!fs of tr.e ri ; hteo:.i~ 

man ' s exaltat:o n t o a\.l ~::orit y , trans f orr.:! nr, .'...t into t;.e 

mot:fs o f vindicatio n (or ~eward) o~ :te r!rhteous a nd/o~ 

conde ;;ination (and punishr.lent ) of the wicked . 11 56 2) Tr.e 

~resence o f " tr.e fabu lou:; and :!".e :'ai r y - tale ele:-;;ents 11 57 

in ~sther and Jud:tl, al :;o !ndic~te ~l.eir r elativel:, lat e 

c:i t e in tl.e de•;elopr.ent al ~:'... s t c r-:• o f the : sraeltt.e s!:o:·: 

sto r y and w: :;do~ tale . 3) ·le i,ave spe:1t -.uc:1 ef:'o r t :.e~e 

litera t ure ponular !r: tJ.e .:'~rst. cent ~r:,· ·.o .. 1P.r1 ~-:o r_.; . 

o :' l:elle:11st i c star,~&r cs 1::-.e b : .. ,'.:~',:-,1 .:· , :' ) r .:ns t ance J 

and tr.e use or ::ellen:~:ic :or::::; " 5~ ln :-:.icl. a natu r al 

7Lis 

r.anner indicates t ::at -:;~e autno~ as i.\'ell a:; the reac.!..1.:; 

public bot i. ·.1cr e cor:for:able wi :.L thc-:;e :-t: 1.11Jards anc f o rr::; . 

Tl1: s cannot oe t:>'Je o :' a~:: era ea ~j__ !e;, :. L:1r. la::e antiqult:,• . 



3ut t:-.ere is r,or:.ett:n~ :norc tr.an th!•; ,;!.icl: :::; o ~ 

~ara:nount !~port2nce . ~h.!.s survey has at:e~rted :~ ce,o~­

strate two thincs . 

tr.ese t:-a.!.ts : o:·. the r:ia:or :not.!.:'s, t~.e:nes and st:-uctures 

of eacr. ~:orz . 

because ~acr. bco!{ 1s 11n exa::ipl e: :) f: coded wr i tinf; . ':'r.e <;rue 

,;;;at t!.e exact codes a:-e ha:3 bee:: c..!.:;cu.s:::c.; . 

o:' such encodinG is both to hi de and Jisse~inate t~e 

ir.essage o~ t:1e story . ootL :=:str.er an(.! Jt..di th ,;ez·e , ... e 

bel!eve , written to sp:-ead propaganda :o a Je~ish aud!.ence . 

Tr..:.s was done \then . !:>ma n cer.so:--s f o rbad c:rect ;""".et!:0-:: .1 c :' 

It .!. s onl:1 thi s t:-,eo:-;: '.d,!.cli accounts for ·1..!.::. i-~,e part.:.c -

u1a:-"' o :' ::.ese boo}:s as ::el::. ,., t:·.e ...:cnera::.. e·::..:e:-,ce co::1-



1 ,. -· l' J d ' - '- an"' :.c"'er- ""e' "~ ;.;1 t ·· C. , - nS _n, U ~vl: 1.. . , oJ 1, •· • , __ .,C!' , .. S Or, 
of 1;ew Testar:ient 'i'i:nes witL an Introduction to tl:e A-oocry-:>ha 
(::e~,· York : :-ia:-,per & 3rotl.e ?":; :?ublishers, 1 ::, - ~) . 

2Thou;!-. sone Lave a:-ct:ed tha:. :.o rdechai !s reall~· 
the ::ia~n c~a;-,ac:er o :' :.sti'.er, ·.1e :'eel that t.h:.s ar,;-.i:ient 
relies too heav::~- on t:.icl:err:ann, : o:..i. r Jtrani;e 3001<:o; a:.j 
Gazelles , " l:ote s1..:- la conposit:!.on . . " who claim that 
the book o:' ~ st!.e:- was o r!f:..nall:,· two stor!e;; , no·,; con:'latt:c 
into one . =t ::'.. s obvio"..ls to -J:: :.!":::.t -stt.er is intended t .) be 
the p r otaGonirt here ; t~!~ !:: e~pr.as!zed ~ot only !n content 
but also::'..~ 3tructure o:' t~e st~1:· , ~~ ~e:ai:e~ , sur=-•• 
ctarte;-, 2 , ~ace 12:'f . 

3reo;::: i:.e atte::?p:.s .:>:~ s:.:ci: !'aob.:.n:.c c.o;-,.:::er:t .::tors a:: 
.·.as!:! and Ion :.:z:-a : c 'J:--:.:::lc r:er riet:· !n :.:-,e::- co:-.:-"e::ts 
on ..:.st.her 3 : ?f:' ., ~t .:.s c lear that ::.str.er' v.: olate::: ::iar.y 
basic ritual ;-,rescription:; o ~ Jeui:r. law . ?or instanc :c , 
:.er observar.ce of riieta:-y 3nc sabbat!cal la·.,s is , at bes: , 
ir.mrobable . f•.s concubine t o a r; ent.:.le kinf. , ·r:e directl:: 
de:'ies Ezra ' s proscri~tio n concerning inter~arria;e . ~or 
more on this , see (Jacob Hoschande~, ~te 3ook of ~stter 
in the L:c-ht o f i-::.stor? [?:,llacel!)t:.a : -:'!:e J:-o;'.)sie ::o::e1·~ 
f o r iiebre·.~ and Co;;nate :.ea:•r:!n~ , 1.:-23 ] , ;-. 11, ~ . 

~.... t l I"> ~ • • 1,,-,r.1r:ien:ator~ 1;-.a.-:e r.l~c .. o . '; : 1c ;::,as.:;3-:e in ~st.,er 
(5 : ~) :n :::.!ch tr.c :'..n:.i:a: :.et:.e1•..; ~ :' 

~hesc :'our ,;o:-c~ :~o r'.:: t r.e tet:'a0 ra~.;;:ator. . ':':-.! ~ l s , t o·.-ever-, 
:7.e :--el:.· a r:.eti s t-::. ca:::· ·.-;.!.s:.:··\ .. :. ~e::. :""c! ~J1~ a ..:::~~~r:c-: re:e1•­
ence to Jod in t~i~ book. 

5'.:'l:e ·;;.:>:-c _:-3 .:sea on: ·, .Jnce :n -~-:!-.er .., . J , 
..,~, .1:. t. hou t • ac C0'":lpan:,-1 nc; : t . :': . .:.., ha;:ircn:: rare::· '•· 
.:c riptur-t. :me seem!:'. t o ino.:.cate ti1at :'..t. ::.ean:: o::: ·· t:r::.­
n :ace :'..n t!:is context an..i nut :.a :,c :,;' ::.!r~J. o:> , :is :'.. :; ::i :'t.er. 
the case , : he Land of !srae: . ~urt~er , ~here :.te ~~r'~ 

occur::; in..:::- !.er( .: : :. .:. ) , it !s also us~d ~,i h-
o~t a~~ ~e3r: ~•~rlc , not J::-t:?lace . 

6
-:ir.e i'T!. l::.et cor .. ;;:-ast ::e!"e :. ;:; , "J ~ co1..:•.;;e , .::th the 

a;oc:-':.'!'~1 aCtJl~ ~on:; to ==~-=:-.e!, . :r. ~~~:: t:".e ~:.:x :ini :, - ~ext 
vers:.on:; of t11esc- six additio n:; (:.o r-c:echa: ' :; c.· ... ~::- a!:d 1-:s 
interpretation a :-e addition:; A ;:ind f , t.u: 1._1r.- ' · "lrs: a:,~ 
second letterE are labelled add!t:o~s 2 3n~ ~ . tt~ Praye:-:; 
o :' ~~ther and :~rdechai forn ~ddit i on C and ~st.~e:> ' s aD=e~r­
ance before t'.inc: Ahashe:-u- i s ,\ddi t:'.. o n r . ) , 11e f:nd , in· 
adaition to c:ver,-c:,cie3 !'ro::i and c o ntradic'vion~ 11::.tr. t::e 

145 



146 

·~ ,. -:an:· ex:"'~.!-c:.t.~,; :;ta-: e~ :-e::.~~ ous :. r.e~es ::r~J cc!.ce~n3 . 
A3 :~o re s tate: (: sther, r - :~:::) , that ttese ?assaGes 
"are pro!')er ly c2lled acd!~: .,n:i !s sca r cel:,, debatable . " 
~te de bate ce~te:-s on ~te:~ or.: :!ns ~n~ ~ur~ose . ~~eir 
l!ellenis t!c !:la.~k::;r our.d i s c~·; ::. ous , as : :; the ~o:it:en:1on 
that they were oriJinally co~ro=ej in Jreek . (See Ib! d ., 
p . ~XIII . ) ~here are ~any redac tiana l problems ~an!fest 
by t:1e!r existe n,e , no: tl.e J.ea.$t o :~ -..•: . .: ~l, concerns ;•:r.!~ .• 
one o f the r ece1:s: ::. .1s , L~:~: c ::-- :. , : s or:.c inal . ?l ease see 
::core , Ibid . , anc also ( :a :·e·; " . : ,>0:-e , :.:an!el , .::sti.er 
a nd Jeremv : ~!.e Add iti o n:; Anc:.o:- :::.:. ble r- 44 v a ::--oen Cit;; , 
:.Y: Jo:ibleda:· & Cor:iran:: , : :,c ., : J77 , p;, . 3- 23 , 1 ~.3- 2::,:,. ) 

7 ,ie 1:onder i!' t hi s ai:-pe;;..:;e::.ent i s no t in :tself a 
messace c !' po!!t:cal i~po rt ~or t~ose ~e~s tl!s book was 
des! [;nec t o teach . :n a ccor d ,::. : h :.eusr.er , ;:e s ee the 
Pharisaic s tance in ~ij - first centurJ Jcwi s~ ci:--cles as 
one wt_ch couns elled passive polit ical resistance 
: o ~o~an O?pres~ion , no t de~!ance . ?he ?har~ sees ~ere 
r.:ov:n.:; t o•,,ar d a stance o:' pol it!cal nonir.vcl\·e:::e::t :ind 
s rir! tual resis tance . 

9rn thi s , ;:e refe:-- to JJdit!1 ' s ra~.b:.:.::: lcq1..:aciau~::ess 
as opposed t o ~s t her ' s almos t s ~a::--ta~ : erseness . : ne re ­
laxes ~!th Jud ! &~ . In contrast , t he pace of :stter ~s qu1c ~; 
the tension becomes palpable . 

lO .•'or r eference , please :-e~e:-- i11!":-a . :c : :-.e c ::ar: e:-3-
specificall:,, devotee to ~;.;the:- and Judi&h, :'cction t/ 4 
:'hi s w.:l.i be c ! scussec : Jr-tr.er .;.n ou1· co r.clJ:; i o~ , p . 15off . , 
~ •J:, :"a . 

11sol o:no n Ze1 t::.1:: , tl·.e Apoc r :;r:,a ," Je,::sr . . ;:.ia:·te:-lv 
.ev: e w, vol . X~XVI: (Jan ., 1947) , p . 22J . 

1 3.:bid ., p . .:, v . '.:eitlin asse rt ~ , " ':'.., 1.eutra .. 1::e tl,e 
book of Esther , he con?osed a story bas~j n the same plot 
as the !look o!' ~sti.er ~.it. !'e;:,~e t t" ;,•:!.t!. !'eii - iosit•; . 11 

14c~ . Ar. endix il infra , f o:- a discu~Gion of sucn 
fallac ies as the one o ~ anach~on! st i c Judcrnents descr! be! 
Lere . 
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15whether o r no t there existed religious o rt hodoxy 
o r orthopraxy in the first century o f the common era, has 
been discussed by r...ester L . Grabbe , " Orthodoxy in Fi rst 
Century Judaism,'' Jour nal for t he Study of Jucaism Vol . 
VIII #2 (Oct . 1977) , pp . 149-54. He states that CO!:lmOn 
elements of theology or pract ice do not consti t ute any­
thing resembling e1 ther orthodo::y or orthopraxy . Yet , 
he does admi t th'.it if there exi sted any type of orthod~X'.I, 
it would be founc in the cult. Joseph Bons i r ven, in 
Palestinian Judai sm in the Time o f Jesus Christ (NY: 
Holt , Rinehart and Winsto n , 19b4) posits that there was 
no systemati c theodi cy in first century J udaism at all 
and it is the refore i llogi cal t o speak o f o rthodoxy even 
in the cult. David E . Aune , "Ort hodoxy in First Centur y 
Judaism? A Hcsponse to K. H. '.•lcEleney ," Journal for t he 
Study o f Judaism Vol . II #1 also refu tes Gra bbe . Ou r 
specific objection to any j udgment of ritual observance 
in ~quat i o n with piety and fidelity i s that it is based 
on standards of rabbinic legislation ~hich were not begun 
t o be formalized before the promulbation, at least, of 
the Palestinian Talmud in the fifth century o ~ the common 
era. We cannot assume that pre-Talmudic Jews ~ere bound 
by the same standards as post- Ta lmudic Jews were (are ) . 

While no t discussing questions o f o rthodoxy vs . 
orthopraxy, Louis H. Feldman ( " The Orthodoxy of the Jews 
in Hellenistic Egypt, " Jewish Social Stu.!ies v . XXI #4 (1960) , 
pp . 215- 238) de monstrates the deep penetration of Hellenis~ 
into Egyptian Jewish life. He analyzes tne effect this per­
meatio n had o n philosophy , theology and reliGion as well as 
o n the language and customs of t he Jews . Hi s evidence i s 
s trongest f o r the era Ne a r e d1scussiO£ . 

16The only point we wi sh to again stress here !s 
that o f reasonable doubt . While much has been raade of 
these contrasts , t he critical reader rnust ask just how 
!mportant such pietism was t o a fi r st century J ew. 
Before this, we must ask if we can characterize the fi rst 
century Jew With any deg ree of certainty at all . ~hese 
pitfa lls are, we belie ve, mos t i ~po r~ qnt in the ~eCoGr.ition 
of their existe nce ; a fact we fe'! r man:,· ha·.-e .:bn0i.•ed . 

17 Bi ckermann, J"our S trange Books . 

16 
I ickelsburg , Resurre ction ... , p . 55 . 

19Alonso- Schoekel, Narratl~e Struc tures,? · 5. 
20 P.oland E . Murphy, The Forms of t he Old Testament 

vol . XIII : Wisdom Literature: Job, Proverbs , Ruth , 
Cantic les, Ecclesi aste s (G r a nd Rap i ds , ~~ = William B. 
Eerdmans Publishing Com9any , 19el) , cites these i nt~oductions 



as examples of " tendentious description. " (p . 158 ) . Both of 
these books ' authors we r~ fastidious in their attention to 
detail . He can learn r.iucr. aoout cosmetics , feasts and 
ministers in the ancient world by reading these books . 
Further, we agree with Alonso- Schoekel (pp. 3Grr . ) in 
regard to his assertion that these details were inserted 
as deliberate foils, intendec to mask the books' true 
purposes . Por comparat ! ve purposes , see Adar, Biblical 
Narrative, Gordo~, Be f ore the Bible , and Drews , Anc ient 
Accounts . In ado~t1 on t o the similarity manifest here 
with Gree k l iterature, th!s literary style !s a lso t ypical 
of wisdom l iterature . See , especially, von ~ad, Wisdom , 
pp . 46- 48 on the d idactic wisdom narrative . 

21 Again , this ties in with Eickermann and Gazelle ' s 
two sour ce theory f or Esther . r~re inportantly, Ke feel 
it is precise testimony to the skill o f ou r author i~ 
1nterweavin& strands of plot . 

22 Alonso - Schoekel , Narrative Structures , p . 12 . 

23~his has been discussed i n the resoective c r.ao ters 
on Esther and Judith in relation ~o tt.e Gen r e of ~olk. tale 
literature . 

24rn ~sther, we see ~rony most clearly i n the :ewish 
conce rn for a head o f state even thoubh ~hat very perso n 
has signed a decree ordering the Jews ' extermination . 
In Judith, her speech reeks of ironi c contecpt . 

25Jancy , Tr.e Shorter Sooks , p. 127ff . 

27Pfeiffer, History , p. 291 

2!l: b i d ., p . 107 . 

29Ibid . • !) • 109 . 

30Gordon , Before the Bibl e, p . 2~J . 

31!:ickelsburg , :1esurrection, pp . 5" - 5 . 

32~he characteristically J ewish stance o f these books 
~111 be further elaborated in secti on #U of this chapter. 
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3 3 r •· · • t · - • · " ~ lJ - - -1 tr.. ... ra1,:en , ,,rt.s :"; a nc: :-a ... :. r. , !) . .... . .n .... uc " • 
!.tis obvi ous t !.at t.ne s tr:.i i;:; ::. c is bet,:een r ulers : ~od 
ar.c. :lebuchadnezzar . :er.ave c.i scus. :;et: tr.is be f o r e . 
_:.. s ti':er 1 : 10- 22 ::,akes clea:- tr.e :;-:ine :10::.nt : :·c .,!!e t::e 
st !'Ut_;~.i. e ::ive:- w!':o .:.~ ·1a.;-:;er ::.n 
is ~e:-e ~o~: clear ly a ~orri~t 
E 'Jen ::.o re :.ro nic b:· tr.e '."!-.ra~e 

!~:3 v ,;.r: : .. ot:.~e . 
cta:-ac:~:- . ~~is 
:.:-: .4.:;'..l.e:· ., : :, 

.... : sewrlere , !..: !:r~\."e~ t::•e1 : e~ '1to: a.1:.·t .. :.:1c ~J: ~!'? :! .. ~"'e-
,.,~~ $ i llle Jtt e rance . !e:-c , ... :.c~~C! ..... ..; ' ~..:,:.;-::.! .. C:..~ a :-e ., :---~e ?~, 
an~ ea~ :. !y , ~cver se6 . 

3LI ~-,5 :.~.c :!!.-.ove:: no:.e ro~ !::. .. ...J..J ': , c:.e a·...! : :-. .J ~ .. <" 

:.n:~::.atel:1 con•.:crnec 1··:!.';;:. :! . .:.s tt.e·-:t= 'H.c :r,a ,:e:3 a clea r 
:-:.. :.11t as t o ti ,P r::.d:ct:lou:.i~t::$3 o f tL!r,;:.:.n€; any 9ersor. cou: c. 
s tanC ~r- 'rod ' s :;teaC ·.♦:: -::;. :-e-~~c t o :. !.·1.•::._,2.c::.~! :~ t:.'" . 

35 ,·:e c'3.n c nl;: ac:d i,cre o~r thou,::-.t ::.at ~1:r~ar .~ tL:.~ 
~· .. ru~--1e , · ..... it! . ou ~ ~Jthor ' j ros~:...~o!'": ! r: ~ 3 .. ·~!" ~=- t!.e ~ra..:.!-
1, !.or.a : Je~•: i z~ '!""CS;'onse , :.~ a c:>:--... 7.e:1:. v"1 :.he corr: e-r,"!"a~:; 
. ora r:. s !.tuat1on and the a tte.:::,t :,- =>:..· ~·Jccess :. ve e,~ero rs 
t o i :7ioose ':. heir cult 0 :1 ti, e Je,:s . 

36 c r ~uMbu"- -i1- er• esta~ ~n ~a1 ~eft•o• ftn , , ~~ . .. - ... ,_,. , I., .... .. • • ,c ., ............ Ii,.. , ~'-· • ---- -- . 
John BoKman , ~he ~ourth Gos~el anc the Jews : A ftud¥ in 
~ - Aki~a , 2st~er anc the ~osoel o f Jo~n . P.ittsbu r ~~ 
:'~eol o..:~cal ••cnocrapE .~e:'~es ~n (? !.~ t.~bur:!. : :'?1e r : c}:~•.-:.ck 
Pr ess , 1~7~) i;oes so far a::; ~o asse:-t tha t ::stLe!, ·,:at :::0 
antat:;oni s tica:..ly :1at:onal!..st! c tl~a t tl.e f ourtr. ::.;o::;rel war 
wr.i t.tc:: exr, :-essl~: t o counter :. t ~ ~la : :-:r :;n;; infl:.1e:1ce . 
~·ce :-1 • 23;f . (!'ilso , c :' . · e:.z :;e:- , ::r.:.::-od..ic t~ .:'.l !: . ) 

37 Leonarc .:;:idler, !J:!..blical Aff.::rnations o '.' :omen 
(?:-".ilacelpJ-.i a : ~he ·.:es .,r :.ns te:::- Press , l'J'l .1) , 9;:i . 7 5-::..01 , 
!'ass : ... . 
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42 
Coote i r. ;. 1,:ir.50 - ·c1.oel<cl , .:a:-rative s .. ructu r es , 

p . 3b . 

43J . Yeva~ot 47b . 

45Ttis 1~ in res ~o !"ls e t o -e:.tl!n ~~o c lai~s t::at 
Juci t h was w::-1:ten t o n.: •t.ra l :.ze :...strer . Zei t lin , 11 '.:'J:e 
Apoc r:.: ;:iha ." 

46cr . :'ar cu::-, ::her,i t o 3 :1 -. - 1 :, , in 3 e rnarc:. , r oss !"e :.1 , 
cc ., The ':'ar,:;ur.-, t o t he :-' ive · e ·illo tJ·. (:;Y : i-iermo n ?re s .1 , 
1173) , pr . ~v- l Gl . 

47 .. t --r.ert: , - S .. er' , ;:> . 

lj f1 , C • ft ~• J '-
J . Yo r. a- , .r.e ose!),. 

C~enshaw , ~t ucies as c!~eJ in 
.• a r-:•a -c.i ve 

:u r:,hy, 
'lnc .:-.nc ie!"lt 

'a r:i:; , ~ . ~ . 

49~ r o t1cis~ has a trcGencous ~o r c c :.n a ll t ~ r e e ,:i~ 
t hese sto ries anc ros e s a s .:.. ::: i l ~ r t l.rca : in t :·.;:,t it i !'" t:.e 
:":: tent.:..'ll u:1do i:1~ 0 !" t::e v .:. l:lia n ( i:e:, .: ) ec :::--. t ! -:c . 

• J II :' 

1-- -· . 

52 .. ~c r.~: c:.:; de ~a :::~ , .♦. f' v<.· : ... :·-~.:l : :c::: r: :: :_:. ·~t':--a t. !:·~ : :-
... . ".,~ ::ell c:-,i .:; t:.c ;...-e \!.:.· : :'~.e- .!~:.5..r:.: ~:1e~=-- , : ;1 '; } , !';:' • 1 : ~-,-.------------

53,, .. 0 ' - -o .. • ~e .... ~ --a"- '·e - ,--,'l "e ,r.·~•-~ e.-: ~•-t. ~.•·.e •' f•, JJ1 i.l_i,, v .. V ...--V ...: •rel- L · • • ,..LV I,. • ...._~. v 

c ~nc r e ,:at: o n c f tr.e Lo re.; none o f : i·,e.:.r i e> · l'.'f?nj:11·r - ; P'"E>t, 

.:n tr.e ten~r. ~c·:~e :-:i t..! v i. , :;:,al_ e·.-er :;e 
c o nr·r-e'";a t.:. on o f tr.e • .; :>" ft ':':.E: - -- - =>} 

? .. ;,, li ca t.:. 0!1 ;~,;c.:.e::~· of .!.rcr! c:;. , i9L2' : 

• j I I ;:, • 

aJ~i:ted i~t~ : ~e 
' • "'·; :.: -J :· !: : .; e ·: .:'.. s :. 
:- . ;l - . 

55 · :::'t.;u.: :- , " c ~c · · .:- : · : ,, : . .., - ~..,. ... e -
r ::='~:-'!, 1call:' . :':.~ .> ~:; ~: ... - ~ ~· .. .; c ~r:. . ·..1 c : ~!:~: 
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~t:-;;.o~p!'".ere , t". : • ..:. ::: ::i:. <"t :Je t~.e onl:· ·.:a:· :!-.. -~:c~ a bee:: 
could rasz t!'.e ce:-.sor ' ;:; e:•et; . :·..::•::.el· , ,?se•1.;e !)::'..~:-a,':-.:.c 
·,:ol'ks can c a r r : -;:ith ti-1e;;i an a.'...r o:' ar.ti.;iu:..t:1 ·,.,:.!.cL , i:1 
tr.e ancient ·.mrlc , ·,:as equate..! ·.-::t:. le,:it.:.i~ttc:• and aut!:e:1-
t::'..cit~· . . ; ::.1.ce :s-.:r.e:- a::,: ,-.icitl. .,·e:-e re ::. c:t:•,el:· late ·.rnrks 
vi:; a vis otl.er i:.:b:.ical ~ooi-:s , :: .:;,.::; absJ_utel:· neces:.ar:• 
t o cloak tl.er.: ::'.. 1 ar.t::'..qu: t:; nc,t onl:: :.:.r:t t::e:; ::-:iblit p -.ss 
cern~orsr.ip re:;·;:. :-"':-:e~t s , ·o•.lt al so so t:.at t:,e:,, could be 
:'a:~iliar enou1·:-. i!"? !'or□ ana t!·.e~.e to :..e a.cieptabie to 
conter.;pora:-:; Je·.-:s . It stands to reason , tLe:n , ti.at ci:'ect 
;,atter11inG , o:· tl.ese autl:ors , ,:,n al read:: acce;-tec ( !. . e., 
ca1,onical , in so:;,e s en;:;e ) ,;o :-~:$ wou::.c ease t:.e accep t ar:ce 
•:J:' these book~ . :':.::'..s a;::,parently · . .-o!",:ec . A;; ':'orr e:; asse:-ts , 
(':'he Anocr:rpha , p . 70 . ) tl·.e:;e books ::ere familiar in ever:; 
.."'.e·(; :.s~ ar...: .1ewis:1- ::::.r•~s tian Louseholc . 

.:a:-:p!)ell , Jr ., . ut:; ':'he :1.:1c:".:>:- =.:. !" :.e .,7 
~oubleda~ & ~o~pany , I~c ., 1~75) , p . ~ -

58 :.3entw~cl. , Jose:-i:-.us , , 



r. 

CHAPTi::R f' I VE 

cmlCLU~ION 

I. Summar~• 

:r . Questio ns Still to be Answered 

A. Canon 
1. d~finition 
2 . pre cess of canonization 

a) t h ree stag e theory 
(1) inco nsistencies and problems 

related t o this theory - its 
g eneral unacceptability 

3 , need ~or a clear definition of criteria 
a ) proposed list of criter ia (historical 

reconstruction) 
(1) as reconstructed from Rabbinic 

sources 
(2 ) as perceived by modern scholars 

B. The place of the Books of Esther and Judith 
i~ the canon of Hebrew Scrlptures 
1. application of proposed decoding of Esther 

and Judith to the problerr. of canonical 
inclusion 

III . Summary 

152 



I . Summary 
153 

Through the body of this thesis , our inquiry has 

focused on the textual, theological , literary and structural 

problems and curiosities of Esther and Judith . It has 

been through these investigations that we have arrived 

at ans\'17ers to questions concerning the date , orii.;in , 

attribution and audience of t hese books. The separate 

conclusions are, 1n and of themselves , interesting. 

They are also instructive in fields othe r than Biblical 

studies . 

One of the most important applications of these 

conclusions concerns the status of csther ano Judith 

vis a vis contemporary Jewish literature. We have seen 

a specific type of characterization used throughout 

these two wo r ks . Here , as in tannaitic literature, 

"The problem of the historical relationship .. . fades, 

and the question of the literary function comes to the 
1 

forefront . " Further more, we have seen that the fine 

c rafting and advanced use of literary typologies 2 in 

both tales are intricately bound up with textual clues , 

theological sensibi lities and didactic points to form 

two works i'il 1 ed w! th importance well beyond the 

o f t hei r words . 

As part of the Scriptural CQrp~s , Esther and Judith 

must be considered in relation, also1 t o this t;;roup of 

writings . We have corepared them structurally t o the 

Joseph and Deborah tales. Theologically, we have found 
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points of i dentity with 9euteronol!l1c positions . r extually , 

orthograph1c and onomastic clues have lent a similarity 

to the Qumran Sc r ol ls. Our study has not , however, 

taken us beyond t~is level . hs we conclude, we raise 

questions of t~Q irnpl!cations of our pr evious po!nts . 

II . Quest i ons Still t o be Ans1-iered 
A. Canon 

a. 

1. definition 
2 . orocess of canonization 

~) three stage: tLeory 
{l) inconsistencies and problems related 

to this t heory - i ts general 
unacceptability 

3 . need f or a clear definition of criteria 

:'he 
the 
1. 

a) pr oposed list of criteria (historical 
recons truction ) 
{l) as reconstructed from Rabbinic 

sources 
(2) as perceived by modern scholars 

place of the aooks of Lst he r and Jud! th in 
canon of Hebrew Sc riptures 
application of proposed decocin~ of gsther 
and J udith to the problem o f canonical 
inclusion 

The primary quest ion is of canon and canonlcity . 

with two so seel!lingly s i n-.1la r books , the di :'ference 

between their (Jewish and Protestant )3 canonical statuses 

1s g laring . The reasons for thi s , however, 3re not easily 

discernible. In f ac t, all :r.at we . an assureoly assert 

is the existence of a canon held as a uthoritative in the 
4 late Roman era . Ho w tnat body of literature emerEed 

!s a p r ocess {or f o r some , an event) shroudeo in uncer­

tainty. 

7heor1es abound which describe the ernerGence of 

ca non . As rerards the Pentateuc~ and the Prophets, 
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we do possess overwhel~ing evidence confirming the fact, 

date and process of canonization . 5 rhe t h ird s ection 

of Scripture, the Wri ting s, however, is not easily iden­

tifiable as a uni t until relatively late in ancient 

history. 

There was no definite time , then, when a delib­
erate ccllection was made of the boo ks calleo 
"canonical." Rather , by their contr-ibutio n 
to the recor c of divine revelatio n ana by their 
popularity and use i n s y na&oGue worship they 
g radually won f o r themselves an established 

6 position withtn the body o f sacred Scripture . 

Scholars have attempted to isolate factors influ­

enc~ng those who f o rmed the third section of canon. 

The following forces have been postulated (and widely 

accepted) as contributing criteria f o r conferring of 

canonical status on any o ne book: 

2 . 

3 . 

survi val of a text, 

anonymous autho r ship , 7 

textual stand against apocalyptic 
sectarianism, c 

acceptability as a r eligious response to the 
destruction of the Temple aod the f ailure of 
the oar Kokhba insurrection~( i.e., t o serve 
the need for consolation) , and 

use of the book t o counter the rise of 
Chri~tianity and Christian proµaGanda.lO 

The entire pro cess 01' canonizet1on has been summarized 

variously with sue h terms as " '1'hree- S t.age Tr.ec :-;r , " 11 

Alexandrian o r open cano n theory , 12 and the Divine Inspir-
1 3 

ation theo r y . There are problems of consist ency and 

scholarship within each o f t hese field s of investigacion . 
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Due to the often obtuse nature of the document s which 

serve as evidence in addition to their relative scarcity 

and our distance (over time and culture) fror.i them , we 

cannot reconstruct the entire Sitz- im- Le ben as well as 

we might like . Pfeiffer states the dilemma succinctly: 

The do~ma that cert a i n writings are divinely 
i nspired is based on faith , and it s validity 
is the s~bject of t hi~logical debate , no t of 
hi s torical research. 

Ju r h isLvrical investi&ation of Esther ano Judith ' s 

canonical statuses is ti.us based on Anderson ' s assertion 

that , " It is when a document is ac~epted as nor□at!ve 

for t he reliGious life of a community that the iaea of 

canonicity emerges ." l5 _'his is , we believe , the only 

reliable r.ieasuri~ r od in ou r desire f o r h istorical 

reconstruction. ~one of the other criteria enumerated 

can serve to ~Aplaln Judith ' s exclusion from canonf6 

Fu rther , Judith was written in ~ebrew , assumed to be 

ch r onolobically safe in that it at least (like csther) 

desc ribes a time before tr.e end ~~ ~hp a b e o f p~o?hecy , 

aod it coes have an i ndependent stature as a book. All 

t~ese would $~effi to au;ur f or canonical inclusion. Some 

ar~ue that JJdith is at variance with ?harisaic/rlabbinic 

halacr.a~ and thus was the basis for its exclusi on from 
17 

canon . Yet , a book like Ruth , with its vagaries and 

variances from Pharisaic/Rabbinic halachah l8 was canonized. 

We cannct accept this assess~ent . 
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~any attach t hin problem with a discussion of the 

entire Aoocrypha and attempt to identify the Apocrypha 
.._. 19 

with the undefined Rabbinic term, \ 
I - ' 

' -. 
We believe that this is an exercis~ in begging the 

question . For , if there existed a category of "outside 

books" in the first place , tr.ere would then have to be 

a contemporaneous group of specific " inside books" 

( i.e., canon). Because the term is used Rabbinically 

( i . e . , late) in discu5sions of works which were canonized , 

we reject its validity . The term \ ~- , ~s - at best -

1 d 
' ti - l d 20 h h a ate~ escrip ve,term. ny aars am asserts tat t e 

Apocrypha was a defined unit of material only later and 

was "probably the last non- canonical Jewish writing s to 

be placed •outside •. 11 21 '!'hus , "at some ti:ne ( these books) 

were treated as divinely inspired Scripture , but f o r one 

reaso n o r another failed to Gain general acceptance as 

canonical,
11 22 

This i s the heart of the issue. The scholars ' d l f~~ -

cultie s of recreatini; the pr ocess of canonization lie in 

the need to also explain ~hy certain books were not 

canonized. Obvious criter~a exc l uded partial books ,
23 

yet no one has yet been able t o satisfactorily explain 

both the inclusion of some books and the exclusio n o ~ 

2'1 others. ~he fai l~re lies in t he very criteria themselves. 

We shall explain. 
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If we see canonization as a process, not an event -

and not as a solely historical , out also a theological , 

process - we can see that such ''doubtful " books as ~sther, 

25 Ecclesiastes , and Canticles were canonized on not o~y 

the bases of l~nguistic o r~g 1nality, textual unity , 

theolog ical consonance o r chronological safety. In fact , 

There can be little doubt that the popularity 
of works such as Esther, Ecclesiastes and 
Canticles in connection with Jewish feast 
days furnished power~gl support for their 
claim to canonicity. 

Applied to the specific books of Esther and Judith, 

we no~ have our answer. In ~egillah 7a , the phrase ,,. 

I j occurs . As Zeitlin 
I 

so astutely observes , this saying is a reflection of 

popular outcry for Esther ' s canonizati~n . 27 It ~ould 

follow then, that Judith was not canonized due precisely 

to this lack of public p ressure . 20 

Nhy this variance in public acceptance existed ! s 

easily discernible in light of our proposed decoding of 

~sther and Judit h . Since we attribute the authorship 

or both books to (loosely constructed) Pharisaic c!rcles , 

we can also determine :hat their paliLlcal lcanl,%~ were 
2Q 

for peace with rtorne . We are clued 1~ to the existence 

of the g rea t Pharisean rivalry with the ~sseres and 

30-
Saducees from evidence provided in uur te~ s. Since they 

are works with propagandistic intent , these themes f1Gure 

prominentlJ in them. 
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But Esther and Judith are not identicai in all 

aspects . Esther 1s the tale of an assimilated cor.unun1ty 

which makes its ?eace wi th t he prevaillnG r ulers (i . e ., 

Rome ) througt political positioninr , apparent compliance 

with contempora~y cultu~al norms , ana acceptance of 

f orei~n domination . Judith, on the other hand , wins 

her victory throu~h militant aefiance and principled 

purity . What i~ important t o re~ember is that one example 

herein is not touted as the better of the two . 

However, Esther does reflect t he ensuing historical 

reality nore accurately than Judith . The Jews were :or ced 

to finally seek peace with P.ome throuGh acts of compliance , 

not defiance . ~his was the treat ~evolution in attitude 

amO'!'lG the Pharisees a:-ter tt:e destruction of tr.e 3econc 

~emple . The Pharisees e~erged as the peoples ' leaders 

for they advocated inward religiosity and so ~nsu ~ed 

Jewish survival . 

Thus, the Book of Esther, not Judith was canonized . 

especially fol! owinG the Ear Kokhba trabedy , the ~essage 

was clear: If Juoaism and Jews .:ere to s:Jrvive, they 

could =o ~o cr.l 11 "~' ,u ~~:a~::l:,· a;:ce!7-tin13 !"un:16 1. po:!. ti cal 

dorr.1nat1on. Mhis entailed , too, a deGtee of ritual laxity 

( i . e . , Hellenization) . hS later j~ histo~y , such relax­

ation of observances could at least sc~ve t o no: antagonize 

the Jews ' rulers . The Book of ~sther is a description ot 

how Jews pi~ht live , f lou rish and , ultimately , triumph 

in such a :-o ~e!gn atmosphe~e. ~he Book of Ju~it~ l3uds 
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a type of resistance that became historically untenable . 

This is , we believe, why Esther was canonized and Judith 

not . 

There is no g rea:er relic!ous value t o one book 

over the othe r, Judith sinply does not reflec t histo!i~al 

reality and was , therefore , relegated t o the categor y 

of apocryphal . ':'he halachic variances in Judith are so 

much less severe than in Esther that we can not reason­

a bly premise its canonical status on Achi or 1 s nationality . 

Likewi se , tr.e book o~ Esther 's canon1city does not refl ect 

the alleged need of the f!rst century rabbis t o control 

the celebration of Purim . ':'o t hus "distinguish between 

canonical and uncanonical is unscientific and 

arbitrary. 11 31 Such a distinction reflects only a later 

g r oupins and nar.iing of material and provides only "an 

accurate account onl y o ~ what later Generations thou;nt 

32 important . " 

III . Sumr.iar y 

,e raise this specJfic po!nt in conclus i on for the 

followinc reason : .-.e have used the term " intertestarnental " 

in quo t es t t1T'n1.1r;~out tl1ls paper . .4e can now spell out 

our bel i e f that this wo r d 1s a misno:-:ier . !"'irstly, 11 the 

appli cation o~ the term 'i ntertestampn al ' to the J ewish 

literature of t he period p resumes the Chr'ist:!..c,l be,;,.1e~ 

that in Jesus there is a new ~ovenant (i . e ., testament ) 

which has replaced the Old Covenant . 11 33 Bu t more than 
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that , "intertesta::iental " implies the existence of an 

interreGnum between the close of one canon and the begin­

nillG of a not her . We have s!:own tr.is to not r.a ve been 

the case . The f!rst century was a time of ma rY.edly 

quantitative l i ~e r a r y output . Some of these bookc ha,~ 

come down to us with labels such as Jld ~estament , 

Apoc ryp ha , iie:-.r Testa::.er.t o r Pseudep1grapha on theli. . 

These are later cesir,nations only . ~ inally , the ter~ 

hintertestamental " connotes a lower status to those 

books written durinG that e :-a . ..:e have shown that 

canonical status and ~istorical value are not necessar ily 

equivalent ter~5 . 

In summary , this thesis !:as studie~ the books o~ 

2sthe!" and Jud! th on a variety o ~ levels . ~e have inves­

ti~ated their individual merit z , compared them to one 

another , tried to locate their pro?er 9laces in ~he 

histo!"y ~~ Jew1s~ and Ctr!st1ar. sac:-ed wr~tin;s , and then 

have asked questions o~ these books with an eye to~ard 

unravelling t he hist o ri cal complexities of first centur y 

Judaism . This is only a beG!nn!ng !r. that tr.ere :s value 

not onl:; in tl.~s µart.ict;.lar study , but also in the method­

olo~y employed . It is our hope that f~rther res ea rct 

might be spawned by ou r first attemp:s. 
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was some pressin~ neec to rearrange or even create holy 
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24 
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25 
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He states most succinctly in An Hi storical Study (p . 34) 
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It nay be true that the ~ook o r Juo!t~ was connected with 
the festival of Hannukah [ see Zunz , Gottesdienstliche 
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166 

32 Neusn~r , F~cm Politics, p . Q2 . 
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i-:1S'I'OJITOG !{A?:W : !ISTHOD AID PI1'7ALLS 

In research , the historian must constantly , and conscien­

tiously , be aware of even the more mundane pitfalls of 

bad history . Combining his t o r y with Scriptural analys i ~ 

is a doubly-dangerous proposttion . Kot o~:y is it easy 

to succumb to h1sto~1o~raphic fallac:es , it is perhaps 

more tempti ng to descend either into 81bl 1ol ot ry or anti ­

Scriptural biases and thereby taint the quality of one ' s 

wo rk . S i nce the Bible has been re1.5ardec as i!oly ':.'rit , 

analysis of , and comment on, its contents have raised 

e motional prejudices on all sides . I~ ou~ society , it i s 

virtually i~possible to be f ree o ~ such preoelictions wr.er. 

writing history . It is even doubtful as to the desirability 

of such an approach . 

There are , however , eleven major fallacies of histor­

ians' work which should be avoided . 7hey have been oivided 

- 1 ◄ ... I,. 1 int.o tnree r,eneral cate6or ies 0:1 :.>av u • _scuer . 

simply l!st them here witt their subcatecories. 

1.'e sr.a:1 

Suffice 

Lu say , we have tr!ed to avoid falli~& into ttese pits . 

Falacies of Inquiry2 

1 . Question Framinr, 
2 . Factu~l Verification 
3- Fact~al ~~cnificance 

II . Fallacies or Explanat1Qn3 
1 . Generalization 
2 . Narration 
3 . Causation 
11 . r-:otivation 
5. Comoosit~on 
6 . Palse Analoc y 

III . ? allacies o~ Arf;ument4 
1 . Se~antic Distortion 
2 . Subs tantive J istortion 
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Yet , ·11c :nusc s tress t::at ,:ooc L1stor:; 1s !'lore thar. 

r.erely avoid:ns some coml'lon sna!'ec . ':'here abot:nc , as -..,ell , 

tr.eories of history whicl. bear explornt.!.on and explanation . 

liistorior,!'aphy as "the c!'aft. of 1•:r!.tin: h!s:.o r;: 115 is the 

historians ' way o:' comnunicatinf . de will discu:Js here a 

re~ modern theories of historio~rap~;· , leavinc the d !.sc~ssi on 

o f the ancient theories for t he appropriate sectio~s , infra . 

7he r elii;ious (predominantly .:hrist!an ) phil~so;:>L:t of 

history lost it s preeminent position curinf tr,e :n:.ii;hten;:ient 

and ~ave way t o : 1 ~ secular approach ~hich was influenced ~Y 

sc!ent!.ficisr.: and rational!.s::i. iiisto.ry as a sc!.ent!.fic 

pursuit did r.ot flou :-ish , Loweve:- , until the nineteentL 

century . Jorr:!natinr; tne fie le was :..eo!"'old von .~anke ( 17 95 -

l oc&) whose !~eal :-o :- hist.o!'y wac t o prese~t !t as a 

:omte (1790 - 1J57) , 

thouE;h oppo:;ed to von !~ankean natior.alicr., ai.so subscribec 

to this ideal which wao ~est nanifest in its e~nhasls on 

r.i.!nutae Co:;:te d!d 0 0 .'.'urther tr.an ·10 :, anke ai.J be~ !.eved 

that ·.,•hen history ' s law::; were ascertained , !-.;.1:,an~t;, 1 s future 

coulc. be cl.arted . 

al~ sr: , Listor~o[,!'aphy becaf.ie .:pee !. a.2. !.:.cd . ,:o:-1.: :r.:s: o ries 

i;ave "Nay to econom!c and social s ~u..1.:.e s (" .arx) , !.n:e~:.ec tual 

r.i stories C:,:illiar:: ::. . P. . Le¢:.t:,· , l ~J:.> - l'fU.:i) , az·ch~.-.nlo::icaJ 

tomes (..or.i.":lsen ) and tl':e like . Yet , von anke 1
:; !deal o:· 

completeness s til l p :-edo~inated . 



It has onlJ been in the last two- thirds of this 

centur y that tile reaU.zation o~ the unat t ainabilit:: of 

"objective" history has become h1stor1obraphic theory in 

its oun right. Selection anc. arran~err:ent of r.taterials !s, 

in itself , prejuc!cial ~o co~plete objectivity . Charles 

Beard is most frank in adnittinr; the 1mpl!cations of t his 

" h1stor1oE; raphy as h!s t ory " :;cl.ool of thouc):t . .:t is 

insufficientlv honest to acm!t one ' s biases anc shortco=!n&s , 

and thereby absolve oneself of GUilt . f ather, 

The histcrian ' s task [BeardJ ~aintained ! s 
to understand hi~ relationship t o his o~n culture , 
anc it !s his function to read t he trend of the 
times . The historian in the twentieth century has 
thus, in a s e nse , reverted to his role in the 
ei&hteentt century , as a s t udent and prophet of 
civilization. upon him is laid the burden of 
reading the past as a c;uidepost t o the :'uture . 

I 
11 w 

~hether or ~ot this return is a poa! tive trend ca~ on:y 

be judbed by the individual . It certainly 1~ a welcome relie:' 

fro~ von ~anKean !~possibilities . Yet , !t ca~nct be used as 

an excuse for propa~andist!c , ?Oorly researched or ba lr 

p::-esump t uous ::>:' anv histo:-ian to prej!ct t1,e f:.it~::-e. ::\~n 

1n a paper such as tht:· :1hich d!scus .. H:t. .::1:,. . -! nt~ 1,-:eas an..l 

situations and our ancestors ' react!ons : o the~ , we ca~ 

only draw - 1f we are so inclined - personal conclu~ions 

applicable t o contemporar:: 11 :'e . 7 



1Jav1d Hackett ~ische r , Historians' Fallacies - Toward 
A Logic of Hi storical ':'hou~ht Cl':' ., ~vans ton , San ~rar.cisco , 
London : Harper & Row , 1n ) . 

2As ? ischer explains , :'allac:es o~ Inquiry (pp . 3- 103) 
are r:iost common when an historian either poses 3 question , 
selects facts o r empha~izes certa!n facts over others in 
order to advance a pre~eter~!~ed conc:us!on . 

3:!"t is ou:· oninion -:;!-.at in t:iis catei;ory :'alls the 
r.iaj or!.ty of r:istories latelled as 11 sloppij_;1 researched . " 
On pp . 103- 263, Fi s cher elaborates the l!sted cate~ories 
,:hici": often crop up in res ea re!-. as the resul:; of laziness. 
~o r instance, one fallacy o f narraiion is anacr.ron!. sc, or 
one example of causation ~allacy arises '11th t~e reasoninr 
of oost hoc , ergo propter hoc . These fallacie& are easily 
avoidable . 

4 ~allacies o~ arGurnent (pp . 2t3- 307) are caused either 
semantically by hyperbol:c or elliptic statements or sub­
stantively when a scholar m1£ht resort to such arGuments 
as tLose ceri ved ad ho!'linel""! , ad consequentiur:i or ad antiou! tan . 

5J .!L i!exter, Joinr, History (hloo::i.!.nctor, and London: 
:ndiana Cn!versity Press , 1971), p. 15 . 

6· ·1 h l .. 11 " ::>h' l ,._ .. c ae ~.ro s , . _ osop,.;v 
?.ncyclopedia v . 12 (:;ew Yo:-k: :'he 
Company , 1965) , p . 15~ . 

of :iistor y , 11 Collie r ' s 
".:1•0·,:eE- ColHe:- ?J.h_.!.sh~r.i:; 

7 Eere , we would like t o state ou r abree!7lent witr. 
A1·11e1ld0 !,or:iigliano , (Essays in Ancient and :•:ocern 1-!istori ­
ograp::y (~'.iddletown , CT : v:esleyan university Press , 1947] 
esp . pp . 25 - 37) Kho asserts that pos; - exilic Jewist 
histor ioGraphy was both a continuation of and break from 
the past . He arbue~ that ou r main task 1~ to dissociate 
our focus fror.i the r.rPek lo::!. and ~Jtdr.:.ine t.~e Persian 
influence on Jewi sh ~ritin~s . 
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l\ppendix II 2 

F enta teuch 

!ilstorical Hooks 

Poet r y ancl ./1 :.dom 

THE .o,JOK.S OI' Tl!c. OLD 'ri::STA '.·lt.::NT (HEDhE·,,1 SC1UP'rUllt:S) 

:!or.1an Cathollca 
and Orthodox b 

1. Genesis 
2 . Cxodus 
3. Levitici.:s 
11 . !lumbers ,. 
.J • Deu t ero norr.y 

o . J o shua 
7 . Judc;es 
~ . Huth 

~ - ll, . I & II ~amuel 
11 - 12 . I & II Kinr;s 
13 - 1 4 . I & II 

Chr-onicles 
t'j- 16 . Ezra and 

llehemiah 
17 . Tu.lill. 
l e.I . Judith 
19 . Estherd 

20 . Job 
21 . Psalm::; 
22 . ?ro v e r os 

Protestant. Jewish Biblec 

1. Genesi o 1. Be res hi th 
2 . Exodus ') .. . Shemoth 
3 . Leviticus 3 . \faylkra 
4 . Nunbers 4 . Beml dbar 
5. i:>eutero11omy ?• Oebarim 

&. J o shua tJ . 'iehoshua 
7 . Judges 7 . Shofetim 
d . Huth l d . 1~11t h 

9- 10 . I & 11 Samuel tl • ,· hemuel 
11 - 12 . I & II K 1 nr;:, ') . r.-:elakim 
1 3- :!.4 . l t. II 24 . Dibre llayamim 

Chronic les 
15- 16 . Ezra nnd 23 . Szr a - ~ehem.vah 

l l ehemiah 
l\poc ryphal (Tobit ) iloncanoni cal 
Apocr.yr,hal 

17 . Z:; ther 

ld . J o b 
l Y. Psalr.1s 
20 . Proverbs 

!foncanonical 
21. r.:.sth~r 

16 . Iyyob 
14 . Teh1111m 
15 . !>li sh l e 

I-' 
-.I 
I-' 



Appendix #2 (continued) 

?oetry a nd Wisdom 
(continued) 

23 . 
24 . 
'H 
- .J • 

2o . 

l(o '!lan Cathollca 
and Orthodox b 

~~clesiastes 2 1 . 
;)ong of Solomon 22 . 
:v1sdom of 
Solomon -
!Ic cle ::.lastus 

Prote:;tant 

tcclesiastes 20 . 
Gong of Solomon 17 . 
Apoc rypli-11 

Apocryphal 

Jewi sh Biblec 

Qoheleth 
3h1r llaShirim 
Noncanonical 

Noncanontcal 

Prophetic \•:ritin,:::. 27 . Isaiah 23 . Isaiah lU . YP .. hayahu 
2o . ,Jeremiah 24 . Jeremi3h 11. " lrmeyahu 
29 . L~mentations 25 . Lamen tations 1? . ~kah ~ 
30 . }?::t ruch ( tnc 1 . o\poc ryphal .loncanonlcal "' 

" 'rhe Let te:· of Jerentah" (.i . e . only) 
31 . EzekicJ 26 . i.::zekiel 12 . Yehezqel 
32 . Daniel 27 . Danie] 2'! . Daniel 
33 . llo:;ea 28 . llosea 13. 'l'e re Asar 
34 . ,Toel 29 . Joel 11 

" 

35 , Amos 30 . Amos " " 
jb . Juadiah J l . Obatl lah ti It 

37. Jonah 32 . Jonah " " 
Jd . :•'icah 33 . '1icah " " 
39 . l~ahum 3t1 . Nahum " '' 
4u. Habakkuk 35 . Habakkuk 11 11 

41 . Zephania:i Ju . Zephaniah " " 
42. ilagval J'/ . Hai;r;ai 11 11 

4 3 . Zee Ila riat1 3d . Zechariah " " 
4Ll . .. alachi 39 , i•ialachi 11 

" 

4 ) . _I_ ~ •• accabce:.; Apocryphal I,oncanonical 
LI 6 . II ;:accagec:; Apoc ryphal Moncanonical 

-~ 
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ain this column deuterocanonical books are under­
lined. The spelling is that of the Common Bible rather 
than t he Douay- ?hei~s 31ble (1009/10) ~hict was based 
on the Vuli:.;ate. 

bNote that ite~ 30 was not included in the Old 
restament canon establish~d for Orthodox chur ches a t the 
Sy nod of Jerusale~ in A.O. 1G72 . 

cin this column , numbers indicate the o rder of books 
in the Hebrew Bible . In Hebrew , books are often titled 
by opening or key words . 

d':'wo books of the !to::ian Ca tholic ca:1on, C:sther and 
Daniel , are larger than their counterparts in the ?rotestant 
and Jewish canons. ?his su rplus material is included in the 
?rocestant Apocrynha at Add!tions to ~sther and Additions to 
)aniel (The Story of Susanna, ':'he ~on~ o~ tr.e ~hree Ch!ldren, 
and The Story of Be l and the :1raf;on) . ':'he Prayer of ·•:anasseh, 
also found in the Apoc r ypha , !snot included in tte ~oMan 
Catholic canon . 

Source: Ande r son , Understandint; , pp . 4- 5 . 



Appendix #3 
A sur,,::.o.RY OF Pi~VIOUS A'!'Tl:.;'-IPTS 

AT DATING THE iiOOK OF JUDITti 

The starting ooint for :nany scholars in fixing the date 

of composition f or Judith is the e xistence of a theolOGY and 

standarc of ritual pr actice positively comparable to Pharisaic 

teachin{; . Up front , we state that we take our clue in datinE; 

fron this and from ::eusner ' s 1 cescr.i;>tion o!:' ?harisaic devel­

opment . 1'ie agree that , "Well hausen ' s j ud{;ment that this 

' theocra tic ac tion party '; (!. .e. the Phari seesJ which like the 

mass orieuta~ed its piety politically , put patriotism befo~e 

the Law, is ve:-y 1nterestin8 . 11 2 ?cz• us , this indicates clearly 

that the Pharisaic stance i~ Juc!th !s a :-elat!vely late one: 

dat i nb from no earlier than tr.e fi:'st century before the 

comr.1on era . 3 

A. Tr adi tional Explanat ions 

::any scholars assii:;n a date in the P.as:nonean era to 

Juditr. ' s composit i on . So~e incicators of this , they clain, 

a~ 0 it:e ment!on o~ ·,:reaths in 3 : 7; tl.e hend!ac:;s of " n!.r;ht 

and day " (11 :17} ,,h! ch !ndicates t!"te use of a luni- solar 

calendar; anc the exi stence of the P.!.~h ?riesthood in 

Jeru salem. 4 Further, ros1t1nt a d~te at lea~t th!s late is 

the only accertable e xplanation for t he historical "errors" 

in chapter o~e and passim . It is claimed thar only a ~r~ter 

li vin(; lon5 after the descr~bed events would or cou: d 11.:ike 

such obvi ous mistakes.5 
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~ost historians , however , c.ate Judith to ~accabean 

times . 6 The above- rnentioned facts are used also in s upport 

of this theory . Added to them are verses a: 17- 2C , 10:5, 

11 :10- 15 , and 12:4 which, clearly demonstrate that the 

Judeans ' main concern was not military weakness. Since mili ­

tary vulnerability was a concern in nasmonean times, schola rs 

c iting this evidence rule out such eating and advance thei r 

theo ry of ':accabean orif;ins . Also in concert with this, 

these scholar s see 3: 8 as a reminiscense of Antiochus IV 

cpiphanes and his rei~n . 7 

Those who hold that Judith was written after the deatt 

of Simon, during the t i me of John Hyrcanus ( 135- 106 B. C. £ . )~ 

f ind specific event s in history they attempt to correlate with 

various mentions in Judith . We believe t~at this i s a po s ~­

tive direction in investigation becaus e it imrlicitly admits 

tb the possibility of encodinG in ou r text. Yet , as 

Mbrgenstern so clearly shows , no one o~ t hese theories i s 

wll.l,oui l ts f atal weakness . 9 

On the o~her s i de of t he ch~o nologi c s pec trum, ~uba rle 

represents t.i ,-., se whc a r t:;ue f o r a pre- :tiac.::a uean dat.P , hnu~h 

on differ ent evidence froffi t hat ci ted abo ·e : 

des recit s notabl ement olus courts je la 
literatu re ju1ve placent l ' action pe ndant 
la periode Grecque , f ont de Jeru s alem la 
vi lle ass iegee et mettent parfo is un blen 
entre le haut ~ait de Jud i th et u n au~re 
fait relatif a la famil l e des Hasmoniens . 1 0 
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And , a s previously notec11 , Grintz dates Judith to the 

Persian period . He first sets out to negate a Hasmonean date 

o f composition by recallin~ the fact that Judith mentions 

tithes being sent t o Jerusale~ when , in fact , no tithes ~ere 

sent to Je~~&alem in Ha~monean times . 12 Yet , this objection 

certainly has no effect on anyone dating the book later than 

the Hasmonean era when tithes were reinstituted . His strong­

est evidnece is , we feel , no evidence at all . As quoted by 

Dubarle, he states ; " la seule correspondant a la situation 

sociale , juridique , historique et geo&raphique suppossee par 

l es details du r~cit ."13 As we saw witt the Book of Esther, 

knowledge of history could eas ily explain thes e corresponding 

and matching features; the book need not have been written 

in that era to plausibly evoke lt . 

All this sGholar ly disaGreement serves only to elicit 

a greater need f or an accurate datinr o f Judith which will 

acc ount f o r these o bjections and f o r the total book and its 

c ontents . 
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ENDNO'~ES 

1 Neusner, From Politics .• p . 4 . 

2 Farmer, ~accabees •. . , p . 29 . 

3This will be elucidated further t hroughout this 
appendix and the body of t he paper itself . The e vidence 
cited infra serves , we believe , to undermine the plausi ­
bility o f other dates previously p r oposed . This is the 
beginning of our attemp t to lay t he foundation f or our 
theory . 

l.j 
Zei t lin, in Ensli n , Judith , pp . 26- 31 . 

5The main problem with this t heo r y is in its l ac k 
of consider ation of the possibility of encoding within 
t he Book of Judith its elf . The theory impl1cit y takes 
the descriptions offered on face value , denyi ng that there 
i s the chance that these words are symbolic of ot her mean­
ings . 

61:or genstern , P.1s t or.!.cal Back&r ound , :;,p .. 59- 116. 
This i s the bulk of his thesis , as he revie~s pre vious 
scholarly attempts at da ting Judith . 

7Pr orn1nent a□on& those who advance t h i s datin~ a re 
Zunz and Grot i us . ~ . H . 3:rockingt on, A Crit!cal Intr oduc tion 
t o the Apocryp ha (London : Gerald Duckworth & Co ., Ltd ., 
1961) sta';;es , "The time of the :-:accabean revolt 'llhen 
AntioclAfs Epiphane s set up the :o r stip of Zeus in the 
Jewish Temple and forbade the continuatio~ of Jewish worshi~ 
i s the mos t natural setting ::n which t o place the book. " 
P . 11 5~ . -; ~ . also I ::accabees l : 10 - 2 : 2b and II :,,accabees 
chapters 6- 7 . 

0This view is held by rleu ss a nd Scb~ r er , as explained 
by l•.o r t;enster n , :Ustorical Bac :.Ci;round, "'P· :O- ~ l a nd 73- 7':, , 
rcspec t ivel:,- . 

9:.orc ens te:rn ' s thes~s , I bi d . , is devotee t o the 
exploration and refutat:on of t he.~e theo ries . As far as 
negatinG a date immedia t ely after the ~acca~ean era , 
Oesterle:; , Introduction to the Books . . . , :"':i:' . 177- l dO , i s 
amonc those who c ite D: 6 and 1 5 :8 wherein t he ~igh Priest 

177 

7 



17d 

is portrayed at the head of the Jewish corru!lunity to be 
ne~ating evidence. ~he fact, it i s contended , that Judith 
is praised by the High Priest Joakir:i while she observes 
Pharisaic p r escriptions indicates a date prior to the Pharisaic/ 
Sadducean split . We feel that thi s , acain, negates the 
consideration of the existence of encoded material in Judith . 

10 !)ubarle , " Les textes .. . ," p . 31.15 , 

11 cf . supra, pp . l uo and passim. 

12Just one possibility need be mentioned here 1n order 
to negate this assertion . ~e will not argue that tithes were 
not nent to Jerusalem in Hasmonean times . Yet , a Hasmonean 
date need not be discard~d if the author(s) wanted to en­
courage the sendinr of tithes to Jerusale~ . All we are 
trying to co here ! s prove the implausibilit .Y :;;f such an 
assertion servinr as evidence . 

13Jubarle, " Les textes . 
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Appendix ,I 4 

'!'Ht WI SDQ;•. TA.LE 

The following are expanded outlines of the wisdom form 

in ~iblical literature . They are taken f r om Nickelsburg , 

~essurection , pp . 49ff . The last entry , pertaining to 

The Book of Judith is ~riginal ~1th this author . It is 

addended herr: for purposes of comparison . The struct ural 

and contextual similarities are explorec furthe~ in 

Chapter 4, pp . 134 - 137 . 

1 . Joseph and His Brothers - ~enesls 37f~ . 

~E ASO~ (37 : 3- 11) : Joseph ' s fav oritis~ (vv . 3 f , ) ant Josep~ •s 

dreams (vvs . 5- 11 ) lead to his brothers ' jealousy and hatred . 

CONSPIP.ACY (37 : l d- 20) : They plot Joseph ' s death . " Cor.ie 

now , let us kill hirn . . a nd we shall see what will become 

of his crea:ns" ( v . 20) . Thus his deatl. v:111 be a kind of 

ORJEAL, ·,:hic h ·,:~11 d i sprove hi s claims of future ior.i1natlon . i 

HELPER (37 : 21 ., 26f. ) ~euben and Judah advise against kill ­

i ng Jos eph , f~euben i s intent on resccing him . 

CONDE[~J~ATI OIJ (37 : 28 ; 39:19f. ) : a) Joseph , though rescued 

~rom death, is sold into s lave ry . b) He is condemned to 

prison . 

!IBSCUE (39 : 2f. ; chs . 110- 41): a) He 1s SUCCC:S=>fUl in Potiphar ' s 

house . b) lie is brou;;:it out of pr ison . 

EXALTATION (39 : 4- 6 ; 41 : 37 - 115) : a) He is appointed Potiphar ' s 

steward . b) He i s appo inted v~zier of ~gypt . INVESTEJ with 
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royal robes (4l:42), and ACCLAI~:ED (41 : 43) . 

CONFESSION (42:2lf.): The br others confess to one another 
1 

thei r guilt . "' 

This cycle of stor-ies tells of t he persecution of a:1 

i nnocent man and his e xal t ation to hi ghes t rank in the r oyal 

court . This exaltation and the events dur1n~ his brothers ' 

visit to Egypt authenticate his f o r mer clains : his brothers 

bow down befo r e him, as he had said they would. Joseph is 

not an o r dinar y man . He is termed "wise " ( 41 : 39) . The 

spirit of God is 1n him (41:38 ) . As an interpreter of 

dreams , he has insi ght into divine mysteries and is able 

to foretell what God i s about t o do (41:25, 2d , 32) . For 

these rea sons , he i s appointed vizier (41 :39f . ) . 

3 . ?he Book of Esther 

There appear to be two s tage s of tradition in t he Hebrew 

version of Esther .
0 

As it stands , the stor y tel ls how 

~sther rescues t he J ews from their condemnation t o death 

and '. . .:i ,.i t ':1:::ir enemies are des troyec . Parallel to this , and 

:10ven into the plot, 1:; the sta r:· o~ ~he conde=ir.ation a nd 

rescue of ~ordecha i , 3nd the destruction cf his enemy, Haman. 

In the present fur~ the story , certai n s truc urcl elements 

apply to boti. rlots , ,,.-hile otters ire dupl~cate::. . ':'hese 

duplications and certain parallels to : he theme of the 

Nordechai story ( in Ahikar and Daniel 6) 9 suggest that a 

story a bou t court rivals has become the nucleus of a s t ory 
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about the rescue of the Jewish people and the orig in of 

the Peast of Purim . 

REASON (3 :1- 5) : ,~ordechai refuses obeisance to Haman , 

~ho is infuriated. 

HELPERS ( 3 : 2- 4) : ':'he courtiers warn i•:ordechai of the con-

f hi b h , 10 sequences o s e av~or. 

CONSPIRACY (3:6 ; 5 : 9- 14): a ) P.aman s eeks to destroy the 

Jews, t he people of ;-.:o rdechai. b) Haman and his friends 
11 

plot ~ordechai ' s death .-

ACCUSATI ON (3:Bf.) : Haman accu s es the Jews before the king : 

they obe y their law and disobey the ki ng ts . 

CONDEMNATI ON (3 : 1 0- 1 4) : The kin{; i ssue s a decree of death 

for the Jews . 

RESCUE (6 : 1- 3 ; d :1 - o) : a ) !•.ordecha1 1s rescued when t.he 

king reads in the chronicles how :iorcechai has saved his 

lif e . It i s a last mi nute rescue, for Haman is on his ~ay 

to a sk the king ' s pernission t o hani; :!orJechn.i . b ) ':'he 

re&uut o . the Jews is a separ ate matter , e~fected by the 

intercession of the Queen . 

EXALTATI ON (6;10 f. ; 9 : !1 ; 10 : 3): ~-.o rcecna~ ls I:J\'::;.'i'P[I 

with royal r obes , led through the city , and ACCLAI'.·:ED as 

the favorite o~ the king . ~e i s ~ppointe~ viz~c~ . ~te 

stor y described the '.'EA CTI ON!; of Haman: the king , and tne 

J ews , t o the respective situations . 
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PUNISHMENT (7 : 10; 9:5ff . ) : a) Haman is hanged. b) The 

Jews slaughter their would- be assailants . 

Esther is set in a royal court . Both ~ordechai and 

:::sther are wise , and the l?tter' s cleverness out~its Haman 
, 2 

and saves the Jewish people . - Clear religious mot i fs a r e 

conspicuously absent . 

Footnotes to Nickelsbur g Section: 

3Diff . tro~ Wisd . 5: 3- d , here the confession precedes 
t he recognition . 

8o n the secondary natu r e of the Gk . add!tions to 
Esther , see Pfeiffer , History , pp. 300- 10; and W. P. . orownlee, 
,.Le li vr e grec d ' Esther et la royaute d i vine , " RB 73 (1966) , 
pp . lbl- b5 , 

91n Ahikar and )an . 6 , the kinr, is r.iade an unw ~:ting 
accomplice to t he plot . In Dan . 6, the kinG issues an edict 
;,hicr. tr.e enemies intend t o use to destroy their rival , and 
the enerr.ies suffer tr.e death they intended for t he!r riva l . 

10 This element is not clear in the pr'esent stor y . 
The courtiers report :,:or dechai ' s behavior to Haman . Yet 
behind 3 : 3f . appears t o be the pictu r e c f t:1e courtier-s try.:n£ , 
day by aay , ~o convince Vo rdechai of the f ol ly of his behavio r . 

11 A duolicat i on . The imrr.inent death of the Jews r.1akes 
the plot against •·ordecha1 extraneous . 

l?S m 1 " , , -. 1a nnn, ~-sco~ 
(1963) , pp . 447 - Jl . 

Comments on the r;1ckelsburr .:;elections : 

: 1rst of all , it shoul~ ~e noted that NickelsburG 

also analyzes ~te : t ory of A~1kar and Daniel 3 and 6 . Those 
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analyses are not included here because we have not actually 

discussed those two stories and need not complicate ou r 

presentation at this point . It is sufficient to say tr.at 

they, too , follow the same patterns. 

What we mus t obviously object t o is Ni ckelsburg ' s 

structural analysis of Esther . I t is clear that r.e foll ows 

Bickermann in his belief that Es ther was o riginally two 

stories and our text represents an interweavinG and com­

pilation of the two . Our ~easons f o r rejectinG this asser­

tion are the very basis of our entire analysis of is ther . 

Therefore , we shall not repeat the~ . Yet, it must be said 

that t his does not i nvalidate ~ickelsbur&' s analysis on 

another level . Esther is certai nly a wisdom tale , and he 

is per ceptive in seeinG this so clearly . hnd Estter, as 

such , falls into a tradition o ~ l!terature which, we believe , 

also include s the Book o f Judith. Thus , h is a nalys i s i s 

o f c reat use to us . 

The Book o f Judith 

This outline i s o ri&~na: with tl~s au t hor and !a presented 

with the intention of furthe r clarify inc and il lustratin& 

the points of si~~la ~ity between ~sther and Juj!t~ on the 

one hand and a mong the various representatives of wisdom 

literature su r viving from the late Bi blical era . 
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HEASON (3:9- 4 : 15) : The threatened dest r uction of the Jews 

by Nebuchadnezzar and iiolofernes . 

CONSPIRACY (5:1- 24 ; 10 : 1- 5) : In t he first instance , Holof ernes 

tries to involve Achier in ~is pl o t , bu~ is rebuked . I n the 

second , Juditt p l o t s her ~t rategy . 

HELPE~S (6 :lll - 21 ; 11 : 5- 23) : a) Holof ernes denounces Achier 

and hands hi~ over to t he residents of 3ethulia . b) Judith' s 

explanation of he r flieht is actually her accusation against 

iiolofernes . 

COND2~NATION (6 :1- 9 ; 13:1- 10): a) The specific condemnation 

nolofernes r.url s at Achior i s his ep ithet , " hi r eling of 

~phraim" (6:2) . Holofernes believes he is leaving A<.:h i o r 

conde mned to death . This bears a st r ik1nc resemblance to 

t r.e action of Joseph ' s brot hers in Genesis 37 . b) Judith 

beheads Holof e rnes . 

~ESCUE (6 : J4 - 21 ; 13 : 10- 20) : a) 7he Jews brinG Acn,:or inside 

the city. b) ~hr ouGt Judith's escape , Is r ael ' s rescue is 

effertP.j, ~e thu11a' s enemies flee . 

ZXALTATION (15 : 12- 16 : 25) : :-'irst , Judith is exalted , ~he1. 

s he exalts God . 

r,:ent,:on r,ust be made here o!' • .. re :act : ha.: tt:is 

analysis , o~ both Est her and Judith, again supports ou r 

contention that the basic st r ucture o!' these books is 

chiastic. ~e see ho~ the instances o f helpers , conspiracy , 

rescue and exaltation (in ~sther) all fall into chais~ic 

patterns . 



Appendix #5 

MODERN LITEKA!iY ENCODING 

The following article appeared in the December 1982 edition 

of Hadassah Xagazine, p . 9 , We s hall let 1: speak for itself 

as a moder n example of the practice of li terar y encoding . 

Fac t s in Fic tion 

An Israeli journalist evaded the military c ensors who 
had killed hi s report on a Be b in Cabinet debate by turn­
ing the facts into historical fict ion , accor ding to 
Associated Press correspondent ~arcus Eliason. Amnon 
Abromowitz of 1-taariv learned that the Government was 
considerjng a new offensive in Lebanon , but the military 
censors would not let him publish the stor y . 

So Abromowitz conc octed a s tory titled " Another Place 
(A n Imagi nary Report)" about a debate that was supposed 
to have take n place in the Polish Cabinet 60 years a&o , 
In his stor y , the Polish Cabinet was called into emer ­
gency sessi on to discuss a proposal to attack guerrillas 
operating against Polish units in ?.ussia . The attack 
was p r oposed by Marshal P!lsudski wi t h Prime ~inister 
Paderewski 's suppo r t , but it was defeated !n the Cabinet 
by one vote . " When the meet ing ended, the ministers 
thanked God . By one vote , t errib le and unnecessary b l ood­
shed had been averted, " Abramowitz wrote . 

Sharp readers were able to decipher the code by notinE; 
several historical :naccuracies: Paderewski and ?ilsudski 
Nere not in power in 1922. While ?ilsudski ' s first name 
wa~ rea~ly Joseph, Abramowitz refe~red to him as Leon , 
h1nt1n& at Defense ~inister Ariel Shar on ' s first name, 
which means lion . 

"A l ot of reporter:; phoned me when t he., read the stor.1 , " 

Abromowitz said , " They ~anted co know whether t hey had 
unde r stood me correctly . .•. All I could sa~ was that 
I had nothinG t o ac.d to what I ..:ro te . " A wee k later , 
censorshi p was relaxed on t~e Cabi ne t debate , and the 
press reported that o n October~ the Cabinet ~aj defeated 
by one vote a proposal to attack Guerr illa bases :n re­
taliation for an attack wh! ch killed six Is r aeli soldiers . 
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Appendix #6 

I. 

OUTLINE OP P f<O POSED SEC'1'IOt O! CANO!iIZA?ION 

The 
A. 
B. 

Canonization Process 
Biblical Evidence 
Rabbinic Testimony 
1. Talnudic Source Materials 

a) 
b) 
c) Pharisee:; 

(1) impetus to canonization 
(a) external forces 
(b) internal forces 

C, Summary fll 

D. Church Sou rces 
1. Eusebius 
2. 1-':eli to 
3 . Orir;en 
4 • Apocrypha 

B . :~odern Scholarship 
1. Discussions of the Canon~zatio n Process 

(Overview) 
2 . Evidences for Fluidity of Canonical Status 

a) Esther 
(1) Purin 
(2) philology 
(3) additions to tsther 
(4) DSS , external evidences 

3, Theories on why Judith was not canonized 
q , New ~estament evidence 
5 . Critiques o r: 

a) Rabbinic s ou~ces 
b) LXX , Alexandrian canon tteory 

P Areas of Agreement (Summary #2) 
G . Areas o !' J i sar1•eement (:umraary #3) 
11. Unresolved Problems 

1 . Esther 
a ) Circ ums tantial evidences 

I. Su:nrr.ary #1.l 

:r . A New Attempt at ~olv!ng these Probl~ms 
A. Why were E:; t her and Judith written? f.. r eview 

o f proposed deccc! nt; 
B. mhese Books are two of ::any 

1 . Literary pr oduct s o f t~e firs t century 
CE wo rld - examples and discussion 

2 . Inadequacy of the term "intcrt estan°ntal " 
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a ) TTeview of dating of New Testament 
material and canonization 

b) Prominence of the short s t ory 
c) Pseudepi~rapha 
d) Coded works 

(1) Qumran and other sectarian writings 
(2) Gnostic gospels 

3 . Parochial definition of canon - summary 

III . Proposed New Theory of Canonization Process 
A. Harmoni zation of Rabbinic Sources with 

Above Evidence 
1. What were t he rabbinic concerns? 
2 . ~hat evidence may be considered historically 

useful? 
3. What evidence sheds light on Judaism in late 

antiquity? 
4. Distillation of sources 

B. Harraonization of Church Sources with Above 
Evidence 
l. What were the church fathers ' concerns? 
2. How do they manifest themselves in literature 

concerninG canon of Hebrew Scriptures ? 
a) Origen 
b) rr.elito 
c) Jerome 

3 . What is t he evidence ~hich l s historically 
useful? 

q _ What evidence sheds li&ht on rel!G1ous 
wri tin!; during the so- called II intertestamental 11 

era? 
, . Distillation of sources and conclusions 

C. Strains of ~odern Scholarship 
1. Useful and true evidence brouGht by 

previous scholars 
2 . What is the test of validity? 

a ) multi - dimens ional investigation 
( i . e., historiog raphy , t heology , etc. ) 

D. Our Pr oposal and Summa r:, 

IV . Statement of ~henry 
A. General Implicat !.011s f o r Canonizat iol" (continued) 
B. ;{e : : s t he!' 

1 . Why was Esther canonized? 
C. Re: J udith 

1 . Why was Judith no t canonized? 
D. Sumr.iary 
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