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INTRODUCTI ON. 

In t.he •hole range of Jewrish literature, 
bibl i cal, post- biblical, and modern , l east attention 
ls accorded by scholars , and J ewish scholars in par
ticular, to t hat department known as Apocrypha. By 
a strange i~ony of fate , that branch or our literature 
was star:iped "non-ca:lonlca111

, the O'Jl~n o• IS>O 
or thooe wri t i ngs which fell short of t he literary 
gauee of their day, and which wrerP. considered not 
sacred enough t o "defile t h e hands" of those who 
t ouched th em, D .. ..., "' n .S'I i\" 1 " "):1''\0 I::> I ~~· 
Yet jus t because t hey were not sacred" , t hey seem 
gradunllv to have receded in popular favor, finally 
to be ltnown and ::ultivate d onl y in the circles of t he 
"elect". There seems t o be a peculiar tyranny about 
the worJ "non-ca nonical" • hich has r elep,ate d thin 
literature to the dust-laden shelf of ant i quity. 
Thi s i s p~obably due to t he tnev l table contrast that 
arose between the biblical (canon ic ) wri t ings, in
vested as t he se wer e wi t h n 8pecial a t mosphere of 
sanctity , and t !ie '' .xte r nal" li t e rature, wh ich. on t.he 
current test of 11t'3 r a ry fitness , or, more like l y , by 
a certain whim of t he moment , did no t happen to come 
up to the standard of t hat special sanctity . It l o 
the sane phenomenon t hat a ppears in the contrast be
t ween t he re l i g i ous a~ t he secular , t~e sacred and 
t he "profane" , t he holy and the common; anu just be
cause of the contrast, the secul ar and "profane" are 
esteemed less • orthy of attent ion and consideration. 

Owine t o t h is un just d1so r1m1natlon , ~ur 
non-canonical literature , •1~~ very few exceptions , 
has never rece ived the attention it dese rves. The 
tendency survives t o t h is day, even anong J ewish 
scholars, t o ?'ega rd thi s 11 tera t u r e a s of v e1·y mi nor 
i mportanc e . ( l } . 

(1 ) Koh l e r i s pe r hap s t ne only Jewish scholar 
of t oday (at l ea s t in Ame rica ) • ho ha s under
t aken e;r. tens 1.., ~ r es earch work i n .J e wi s h 
Apocry;:>ha l 11 t era t.u r e . 
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The biblical, r a bbinical, or Medieval literat u re i s 
considerP-d more inviting and more fruitful. 

This strange neelect of an extrenely 
i~portant part or our literature 1s neither wise nor 
just. Our Apoc rypha in reality presents a vast 
fi e ld of incalculable value; it is a veritable mine 
of unexplored treasures, and an indispensable link 
1~ the h istorical chain of Judaism from Ezra to the 
Diaspora. In DGny instances it is unsurpassed, as 
literature, even by the bible, and certainly, by t~e 
rabbinical writings. If ~his be true at all, it is 
surely true of t~at Apocryphal boor. •hich is treated 
in this thesis -- "The Testaments of the Twelve 
Patriarohs." 

Thi n remarkable book t.as '!flderrone many 
and varied fortunes. It remained for a l ong time 
a sealed book because of t he mys tery in Wh1oh it was 
enshrouded, arxl because or the inability t o distin
guish its constituent elements. Only recently, in 
the 11eht of keen, scholarly invest i gation, has it 
come t o the front as an extrenely i mportant work. 
It was claimed as the child of Chriatianity for many 
centuries. But opinion now i s almost unanimous 
rega~j11lf its Jewish origin. 

The sta t ement ls often heard, sometimes 
even by Jews , t hat t he test et h ical and religious 
teachine which t he Jew c .• uld pr oduce, is contained 
i n the Olrt Testament, and ~~at the best that the 
Scribes and Rabbis could produce, waR limi ted to 
laws, casuistry and nonsense. As to the Old Test
a ment, the question might be asked in answer to t~1s 
reproach , by • ha t can such passages as Dt . • 6-5, Levi t. 
l~-18, Hos. 6-5, Mic. 6- 6 , Ps . 51-17, etc. be sur
passed ? But 1ts t o the later literature, t hat which 
arose and flourished just after the canon was closed, 
t he answer i s still sharper ; f or in t h is late r or 
post-canonic literatu re, the many r el i g i ous and 
ethical rloc trines of the Old Testament were fUrther 
developed , purified and deepened. I r ef er here 
mainly ~o the pre-Talmudic Ha ggadi c literature, which , 
eradua). ly separating itself fron t ho Halacha, both of 
wt. ich were ori e1nslly an inte&ral part of t he Uidrash, 
evolved many fi ne and ereat things, unapproached even 
by t he Old TestaMent. 
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Th i3 ~1drash1c literature i s much older thon 
is u sually thoue.ht. Zunz in his "Gottesclienstliche 
Vortraege der Juden" has endeavored t o establish t'1c 
theory t hat the '1::l.I Ji ' 1t1~-i1 l s t he oldest 
of the J'"\\\llrl b that we have. This i s not entire¥ 
true. The beginnincs of ~idrash are to be sought in 
t he Rellen1ct1c or Greek-Palestinian literature. The 
book of Chronicles itself i s an attempt t o modify and 
rectify the story of t he O "' Jl 'll ;tl O ' ~ ' :l.J with 
a view t o putting in a better light t he dynasty of 
David and t he tribe of J udah , and t o project t he whol e 
histor y of tenple-worship i nto Oav1d1c times. I n t h is 
sense , t h e book of Chronicles i s a ~idrashic attempt 
on "8at!luel" and "Kings". Likewi se, the Book of 
Jubi lees bears t.h o same r e lation t o Ge11esis. Its pur
pose is to beautify t he past, t o extol the Patriarchs 
al¥i make them e rander, and to i mpr ess t he reader •1th 
the absolute holi ness of t.he instit utions of the bible, 
by tracing thei r orig i n back to t~e PRtriarchs . So 
also, t he "Testanents of t he Twelve Patriarchs" (wh i ch 
l s closely connected wi ~h the Book of Jubilee s) in 
wh ich the twelve patriarchs (Jacob ' s sons) relate t~eir 
own life sto ry is in reality a strong example of these 
e~rly U1drash1c writi ngs . (l) 

{l ) In his art. "Pre-Talmudic Haggada" ( J . C, . R.V. 
p 400 ff ) Kohle r po ints out that t he J erusalem 
Targun (which i s much earlie r than the Ba bylon
ian, or Onkelos ) has preserved t he true t ype 
of t.he old Hafnada. It i s reallv the treas 
ury of ER sene Tradition . The Tart;Uc Jerush
al~ i, Test. XI I, Patr. , an1 the B. of Jubilees 
offer one striki ng feature i n coumon, viz; the 
biblical heroes are repr esent ed as •arli~e and 
of p, i gantic strength. They a1c inventors of 
certain industries; e.g., Zebulon is "the 
firs t • ho makes a boat t o sail on the sea" 
( Cf . T. Zeb 6- 1, and Midr. t o Gen 49-13) . 
Also , Abraham, and Uoses , Set h , Uenoch and 
Noah are inven t.ors of t r ades arts and sciences 
i n the olrl Hagead i c wr itlnes. These very men 
are mystics who know how to use h i dden powe rs 
and t he secre t s of God ' s ho l y name in war and 
peril . 
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Thi s type of literature arose during the 
first two or three centuries before t he Christian era. 
In treating of this period of Jewish history, Christian 
scholars often seize upon and emphasize t~e ~eaner and 
le ss worthy e l ements. Bousset (l ) characterizes the 
Jewish ethical teachings of this period as particular
i stic , casuistic and negative. Schur er (2) calls it 
a period of l egalistic or formal morality and says: 
"Ethics and theology were swallowed up in jurisprudence". 
such tendencies may ·doubtless have existed, but the 
Ha ggadic and Apocryphal literature of t hat time a r gues 
strongly aga inot such sweeping characterizations. If 
a 11ter~ry witness ls of any worth, then surely the 
"Testaments c f the Twelve Patriarchs" ls such a wit
ness, throwing new light on the conditions of its 
time and demonstrating that the ace was not wholly one 
of severe legalism, of lifeless external i sm , or fruit
l ess casuistry. The ot her Uldrash lc writings, spokEll 
of above, are equall y strong as witnesses of their day. 
Much o f t h is early Raggadic lite rature, which ls 
frequently of 1nco~parable s trength and beauty was 
appropriated by the Christian Church (3) often r e
touched arxl iltered to suit its purposes , and then 
regarded as Chr13tian prcjuctions . 

(1) Die Religion d. J udenth , in N. T . zUtalter , 
2nd ed. Berlin 1906, pp. 154-1 63 . 

( 2) The J ewish People in the Time of J. C. 
2nd ed. 11-2 , p 120 . 

( 3) Also such works as the Didache Rnd the 
D1dascalia. 
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such was for a time the fate of the "Testa
ments of the Twelve Patriarchs". Only in very recent 
times has scholarly resea rch and criticism "re
discovered" this • ork and placed i t where it truly 
belongs a s a product of Jewish life and thought of 
the second century B. C. E. 

s~ce few years ago, Charles wrote 1~ regard 
t o the "Testaments of the Twe lve Patriarchs":- "This 
most va luable pseudepigraph has never rec eived t he 
attention it dese rves, but the next f ew years will 
witness a fUll atonoMent for past ne£l ect•1

• (1). 
That prediction i s e radually being verified. Scholars 
have eaaerly turned t.o t h is work with renewed interest; 
within t he last decade most of its prob~ems have been 
solved almost beyond dispute . The work is now re
earded a s sec ond in importance to none composed dur ing 
the period between t he rise of t he ~ccabces and the 
Christian era. It r e flects the ton~ and spirit of 
its time more vividly than any other contemporary won~ 

Historically this document is of very great 
importance; it represents a new order of things in
stituted by a new reg i me. Schur e r (2) says t hat 
''zeal for the law of God , and the faith of t he fathers 
eclipsed every ot her inter<' st", and t hat "t!le t • o 
chief factors in the internal development are on t he 
one hand , the pri~sthood and t he temple services, and 
on the other, tht. institution of Scriblsm" . The old 
a~istocratic Sadducean pri e sthood was rapidly declining 
and f aot succumbing to the irreeistable force of Greek 
pagan culture. The Scr ibes r epresent tl' e fa! thfl1l 
few who zealously guarded the law. The Hellenizing 
tendency of tr.e day was bitterly opposed by t h i s 
handful of steadfa s t spirit~ . This Hasidic or 
Zealotic fervor found 1 ts cu l minat ion in t lte ldaccabean 
u prisine , which was not a political revolution, nor 
even a national rebellion, but strictly a rel1gious 
war, waged in the name of God and the Law. (The 
battle-cry of t he warr i ors wa s •oJ n •n· "t!1e Lor d is 
my banner") . When finally t he Maccabees retur ned 

(l ) Ha s tinB ' s Diet . of the B. 1~02, Vol. n1 , 
Art. Test XI I Patr. 

( 2) Ibid. I-1, p. 5 f. 
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victorious, and set up the new order of the prie s thood, 
t hese Hasidic defenders of the Law, still supported 
the sons o f Mattathias, and in defiance of all tradi
tion and early prophecy, espoused their C6use as the 
new,Hi gl)- Priests, t he priests "of the most high God" 
( u f.j}l <rro v ) • So enthusiastic were the se early 
Ha s idic or Phar1sean supporters of t he lrlaccabees, 
t hat one of their number, in justification of the ne• 
high priesthood and in prai se of the Maccabean prowess, 
composed the book which we are about t o examine, t he 
''Testaments of l.he Twelve Patriarchs ''. The ground
work of this book, as a product of the second century 
B. C. ~ . is thus strikingly unique, for outside of the 
Book of Jubilees, it i s the only apolOGJ extant 1~ 
Jewish literature , for the religio-political leadership 
of the Maccabees fro~ the Pharisaic standpoint. 

The book is also extremely valuable froc the 
viewpoi~t of eschatoloey; it reveals a temporary 
revolution in historic values, a shifting of the 
Messianic notion. A broad sense of humanitarianism 
here dominates. The writer, in his wonderful 
enthusiasm for the Maccabean princes, already sees the 
Mess ianic kinedom established , in which all t he Gentiles 
are to be included; Be:iar, the principle of evil will 
soon be destroyed , sin i s about to vanish from the 
earth, and t ln resurrection of • ... he righteous is soon 
at hand . Jv. n Hyrcanua, the valiant Maccaboan priest
king, i s the object of the author's songs of praise,-
He i s even regarded by t he Pharisaic Party, as the 
~essiah h imself. Such current hopes and exp~ctations 
were embod i ed in t he groundwork of the "Testaments". 
But the same book contains also the strongest denun-
c 1a t1ons of t he liiaccabe&s; i.e., the later Maccabees 
of the first century B. C. E. or those ~ho succeeded 
Hyrcanus. Such passages are of course the product 
of a later hand, interpolated some time in the first 
century B. C. E. after the unfortunate breach between 
the Maccabees and the Pharisees. Those who had be
fore been t he strongest friends now becam~ violent 
foes t o each other . The first century passages 
accordingly show a reversion to the old ¥essian1c Yie• 
the Messiah wil l proceed from Judah, not froo Levi. 

The ''Testaments'' t hus possess undoubted 
historical alue; but t his is not their chief claim to 
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importance. The book was certainly not designed as 
a historical work like the "First Book of Maccabees", 
or the "Chroni cles of Hyrcanus''; nor is it an apoca
l ypse like Ute "Book of the Secrets of Enoch", although 
it contai ns some apocalyptic elements borrowed frorn 
the Enoch writings ; nor i s it to be consi dered a s an 
esehat ologi cal work, although i t contains much ~ater1al 
t hat is valuable from the s tandpoint of Uessiani c 
prophecy . The historical, apocalyptic and eschato
logical literary current~were much in vogue at the time 
of whi ch we are speaking. But the nTe s taments of the 
Twelve Patriar chs" is essentially none n f these . I t 
belones properl y to a fourth and dist!~ class of 
literature •hich may be aptly t ermed hortator y or eth
ical narrative. Such works are t he Book of Jubilee s , 
Judith , Tebit, etc. This is in reality an example of 
t ha t early Haggad ic literature of whi~h we have already 
spoken . lt i s t h e strongest proof that all moral 
j udgment was not stifled under the rubbish of Halach1c 
discussi on, as so many non- Jewish h i s t orians of this 
period ma intain . It s purpose wa s to present for 
emula t i on , the doings and fortunes of persons d i st i n 
euished for t hei r hero ic faith or t heir exemplary 
p i ety , who a t the same time had been sustained by 
divine help . The objec t of t he narrative is thus not 
to enterta in the reader, but to inculcate the truth 
t hat the fea: of God i s the h i ghest wisdom. T~ey are 
ir. the nature of prophetic exhortat i ons put into the 
mouth of r ecognized authorities of olden t i me , in orde r 
to g ive we i ght to ethical precept and comm~nd. 

Schure r, mistaki~c f orm f or substance , 
class i f 1es the "!:estarnents of t he Twelve Patriarchs" 
as one of the pseudepigra~hic, prophetic composi t ions 
l ike Daniel, Enoch, Ascension of ~ose s , the Apocalypse 
of Baruch, the Apoca l ypse of Ezr a , etc . The "Testa
ments'' are in .f2.!!! a Pseudepi r raphic Pr opnecy; bu t e.s 
I have po int ed out above, the work is neither an 
apocalypse, nor an e schatology , t hough l t conta i ns 
e l ements o f both . Essentially, and for all practical 
purposes, the "Testaments XII Patriarchs" i s a book 
of ethics or ~oral conduct. It is cast in the fo~ 
of pseudepigraph, which ~as a litera~y device of its 
day, to l end we i ght and l uster t o l ofty and noble 
utterances . The f o remost place i n it is assigned 
to mor al se r rions , rema rkable productions in thei r day, 
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reminding us of Jesus, t he son of Sirach , or Philo or 
some other author t o whom moral co~duc t ~as a natter 
of deepe r i nt e r est than ceremonial law. The ethical 
stannard or t he writer i s of a very high character, 
and t h r ouehout , a genuine appreciation of deep spirJt.
ual1ty and the inwardness of the ~oral life is 
dominant, as we shall show. 

Thi s t hes is shall oe devot ed to the task of 
showing : 

FIRST . Tha t the "Te staments of the Twelve 
Patriarchs" 13 a d1s1.1nctive l y .Te w1 s.'l 
docunent; t hat it was writ.ten in Hebr ew 
in t he la st quart"'}r o f tl · :. · .: m :i cent u ry 
B. C. E., by a Rasid or early Pharisee, 
on behal!' of the high pr-1esthood or t.~1e 
Uaccaboan fdnlly, e speciallr •l ~~~a ~ ~f 
t he ~essianic cla i ms of John Hyr canus , the 
'' phrophet-priest-k 1ng'' . 

SECOND. We she.11 try to show that it i s 
e ssentially an ethical book; that it was 
: ~"~ a. mare isolated or esot.eric docu"Dent 
unrelated to i ts t i me , but clearly re
fle cts t he ettical etandards of i ts day. 

TP.IflD. '!'. .at. it •U r ec tly influenced the bth1c s 
of t he Rew Testanent s, especiall y t he 
Sermon on the Mount and the Pauline 
Epist lP-s . 

Tl1e eschatologlcal e l ement i n the book , 
.vhich 1:3 prof essedly dertved from "En(lCh", •h11e 
important in itself ~ill receive no special treatment 
in this thesis, as our main task 1~ t o consider t he 
ethical tP.achlng and importance of the work , and i~s 
bea r ing on the lire and thought of t he period to 
whi ch i t belongs . 

We st.all f i rst turn our attention to a c on
s i deration o f the gen~ral ~haracter and structure of 
the book . 
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PART t. 

CHARACTER AJlD COl.~POSIT I ON OF THE BOOK. - ---- - --

CHAPTER I . ---- -

The so-called ''Te stamen to" or prooinent 
r1eures in bible histo ry form a special class or 
apocryphal literature. They we r e manifestly su£;gested 
by biblical passagp,s such as t he blesstng cf Jacob tn 
Gen. 49 , the bl e ssine of Moses in Dt. 33, the parting 
speeches of ~oses in Dt. 4, 2~ , etc., J osh . 23 , 24, etc. 
They are , as t he nane im )11es, testaments, "wills", o r 
la st statements , supposed t o hav e beP.n del ivered Just 
befo re death . As a rule they narrate L~e close of 
t~e hero 's life , so~etlmes giving a retrospect of his 
~ i story, last counsels and adaonitlons to hi s children, 
wit~ disc losures f t h e future. ~oral eY..hortatlon 
fi nds a prominent place i n these writings . Such f or 
exar.:iplc is t he "Te s tanent. of Abrahan", which is mainly 
Har,gadic; "Testament o f Isaac and Jacob", an apocalypse; 
t~c "Testacent ~f Job", which 1s also Raggadic; t he 
"Testa'1ent of Moses" , a prophetic-apocalyptic discour se 
of Moses t o J oshua ; the "testa".":'lent of Solomon", de
scrib ine the magical powe r o f Solomon; and the 
"Testamenta of the Twelv e Patriarchs". Thi s work , as 
we-have already-riit1mated , - fsessentinlly eth!cal, con
ta1n1n8 t.:te par t lne admonitions or t he twelTe sons of 
Jacob to t hei:' chi ldren . Each of the "Patr1archs 0 

warns a gainst certain sins , and commends the opposite 
Tirtuee , illustr at i ne and enforcing t.he mcrai by the 
experience of his own life . Gad, for example~s 
a~~hatred; I ssachar extols t he beauty of e-
m ne~; Jose ph i nculcates t~e lesson of chastity. 
I n aorne , as 1 ~ J oseph , t~e l e r endary narrative pre
domi nates ; i n othe r s , as in Benjan i n , d1re QL ethical 
teacb tnes are e~pha s1zed. Thus , each of the 
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Patr iarchs i s r epresent ed as t eaching a g reat life
lesson i n h i s last will, a le sson based on his own 
past career, relating either t o a vi r tue practised or 
a vice r epented of. It i s i n t he natur e of a con
fession, vr s tat ement on the death-be<\, with the 
ob jec t of driving home a 6reat mor al truth. 

Each of t he Testaments of t n 1s work f ol l ows 
a defi nite , t hree-fold plan: 

{ l ) Th e Patriarch narra tes to his children 
gat~ered about h t rn, t h e history of h is own 
life ( l ), make s a ful l, fra nk s tatement of 
his sine and the consequent punishment and 
suffering , or his virtues with t~e a t tendant 
divine rewards. 

( 2) On t he bas is of this statement or con-
f ession , t h e Patriarch a1dresses exhortat 4ons 
to h i s descendants t o bewa r e of t he s in, or 
emu lat~ t he virtue , as the case may be. 

( 3 ) I n c onclusion , each Patriarch (except 
l.ad ) ma !<es pred i cti ons r·egardi n& the future 
or t he pa rti cula r tribe in que &tion . These 
are pr ophetic Yi ai ons , i n most ~ases t o th e 
effect that t i.e tribe in ques tion would 
apostati~e from God, or sever its connection 
with t ne tribe s of Judah a nd Levi, ~1th t~e 
r esultant misery of captivity and di s persion. 
In t~ese sec t i ons ( 2 ) mo st of t h e apocalyptic 
passa€es are f ound. The wr i t ing s of Enoch 

(1 ) He r c the biblical narr a tive i s enriched with 
fre sh detai ls and tradit i onal elements after t he 
manner of t he naggadi c Midrash . 

{2) Some schol~rs are of t he opini on t hat t he 
or·i g inal work d i d not contain the se prophet1c 
a pocal ypt 1c port i ons , a n d that t he book orie inally 
i nc luded onl y t he b i oe raphical parts with t~ e ir 
acconpa~y ing exhorta tions . (Cf Schnapp : Di e Test. 
XI I P. uo tersucht, Halle t 16€4 . ) 
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are here oft~n appealed to and cited. The Christian 
additions al so occur in these sections, referring t o 
i nca rnation , sanctification by water (bapt i sm) , 
r edempt i on through Christ , ident ity of Je su s with God, 
crucifixion, etc. Such passages (1 ) a r e ev idence 
t ha t the "Tectaments of the Twelve Patriarchs", like 
many other Mldrash1m, were appropriated &nd preservej 
by the church, but in Christianized foMn. The se 
Christian interpolations were mainly for the purpose of 
making the twelve patriarchs prophesy t he coming of 
Jeaus, fron Judah and Levi (2), on his father and 
mother's s ide. But t~e Chri st ian passages can 
readily be distinguished from t he Jewish groundwork . 

The pr ophetic-apocalypt ic portions of the 
Testamen~s are not essential to the main character o f 
the work, which, as we have sa id, is a book nf morals. 

(1 ) E . O. , T. Lev. 10-5, 14-1, 16-1, T. Jud . 
18-1, T. Dan . 5-6 , T . Si m. 5-4, T. Benj. 9-1. 

(2) It i s remarkable that thes e Christ ian 
a ddit ions represent Jesus as a descendant o f 
t he tr i bes l f Judah and Levi alike. How "85 

t his poss ible~ Schure r (Hist. J. P. Time of 
J .C., Pr 32, p 120 f ) remarks t hat in primi
tive Chri st i an tradi tion , stress was la1j en 
his descent from Judah , but the Chr1:;tian 
interpolator, fi nding in hi s text that Judah 
and Levi are held up as the model tri bes, 
t ries to justify t h is by representing Jesus as 
a descendant of Levi in his priestly capacity, 
and from Jud~h in his capacity a s king; he had , 
1. a ., a spiritual conne ction with bot~ tri bes 
because of bis two - f ol d off ice or priest and 
kine . 
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The book i s a pseudep1eraph i n form , and the eth i cal 
injunctions a re put in the mouths o f t he patri archs ; 
t hey are t hec selYes represented as speak ing ; t he 
bibli~~l account i s used as a basis, but in most 
cases , i s embelli shed • 1th traditional mater ial. 

In orJer to esta bl i sh our ma i n purpose and 
show that the work refl ects some a spects of pre-
Chri s tian Jewi sh ethics, it i s necessary fir s t to 
i dent i fy t he book as a product o f Jewi sh t hought, 
int i mate ly bound up •1th t he Sp irit, conditionn and 
events of the peri od in wh i ch 1t originated. I 
t heref o re proceed bri e fl y t o outline the critical 
history of the work, with an account of the conclusi ons 
tha t have been reached by t he most eminent s cholars who 
have investigated t he probl~ms underlying th i s i m
portant document. 
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CIUPTER II. - ------
AUTHORSHI P AND INTEGRITY. 

The "Testaments of t he Twelv e Patrinrchs" 
i s fir s definitely referred t o and quot ed by name by 
Grigen (1 ). It l s occas i onally mentioned in catalogs 
of t h e sacr ed writinBs and by chu rch councils up to 
the c l ose of the sixth centu ry ( 2) . Then for six 
centuri s s the wo rk completely disappeared until it 
wa s r ed i scov ered in the middle of t he th l rteent~ 
c entury. A very 1nteresttnr account of its re
appearance i s gi ven by a conte~porary ch r onlcler,( 3) 
Matthew of Pari s , i n his "Historia Angl orum11

• "J.t. 
t h is t i me (124 2) , Robert , Bishop of Lincol n , ac
curately tra ns lated the Te s taments of t he Twelve 
Pa t riarchs f~om Gre ek into Latin. These had been 
f or a .long time unknown f.hld h i dden through t he 
jealousy of the Jews , on account of the pr ophecies of 
the Sav1o~r contain ed in then . T~e Greeks who were 
the first to co~ > to a knowledge of t h is docume~t 
t.ranslated 1t f rom Hebr ew i nt o Greek, a ntl have kept it 
t o t hemselves t ill our times. And neither in the 
t1me or the ble~sed Jerome , nor of any other hol 9 

(1) Homilia 1:il i n Jvsuam Ch . 6. (Ed . 
Lommatz s ch XI , 143 ) . 

( 2 ) Th e r e i s also a doubtfUl r e fe r ence to i t 
in Tertul lian , ( C. 200 , C. E. ) Adv . 
~arconiem V-l, Scor peace XI II , i n J erome, 
Adv . Vi gilant C. VI, and Prccop i ue . The 
Stichomct ry of Ni cephorus and the Synopsis 
Sacra& s cr i pturae (Athanasius ) mention it by 
name . An i ntroductory n oti ce to the trans 
lation of ~he work ls found in connection 
wi th t he work of Lactantius, Vol. II, of the 
Ante -N 1 cc~e Li br., PP 7, 9 . 

(3) London , 1 571, p 801 . 



14. 

i nterpreter could t he Christ ians ga in an acquaintance 
with it, owi~g to the malice of the ancient J ews". 
(IV, 232) . The chronicler then coes on to r e l a te 
how the Bishop of Linco l n (Grosse-Tes te ) hear d of the 
wo rk through John de Bastngstokes , who ha~ discovered 
the Greek U. s . •hile s tudyi nB a t Athens. The 
Bishop secured the M. S . from Greece and from 1t , with 
the aid of a Greek nareed Nicolaus , he made a Lat ln 
trans lat i on. Thi s ver s i on beca me ext r eme ly popul ar 
and wa s re-translated i nto most o f t~e languases of 
Europe. 

From t he account o f the chroni c ler quoted 
above it i s not d ifficult t o see why the book i n the 
Grosse-~este vers i on beca me so popular . The book 
was used a s a theoiogi cal weapon agains t the Jews. 
The passages r e ferrtne t o Chri st • er e taken t o be 
genuine J ewi sh prophecies cf t ho ~essiah , but later, 
on ~h is ver y g r ound , the work wa s ascribed to a 
J ewi sh Chri st i an of t he second century C. E. 

The Chris tian Mes~ianic prophecies i n t he 
"Testaments" have been the stumbling-block of scholars 
ever s i nce . They were for a lonB time regarded a s an 
integral part of t he work. Such passaces e . £ . , a re: 
Test. 5 1 ~ . 7- 2 ,-- "For t he Lor J shall rai se up f r om 
Levi, a s i t were, a h1 Ch priest , and fro rn J udah, a s it 
were a k1ng , God and man". 6- 5 , 7, - "The Lor d 
a ppear l ne on earth as a can" ... •... "Cod t a ki ng a bcdy 
and ea·~ i n.r with men". T . Levi 16- 3 ,-- "Ye slay him 
as ye suppose, not knowing or h i s r esurrect i on". 
T . Ze b . v-8,-- 11Ye shal l see God 1n the fa ah i on of man" . 

l i ke: 
T. Reub . 
T. Lev. 
" " 
ti II 

T. Lev. 

T. Lev. 
II " 
T . Dan. 

T . Ashe r 

There occur also many Christol oc ical phrases 

6 
2 

4 

10 
18 

5 

7 

"High-priest Chri s t ". 
"Vlho 1 s to ran sorn I s r ael" . 
11 t he Lor d be seen anong rren". 
"savine in h i s own person the • hole 

r ace of men". 
"at the suffering C' f t ho hiehe s t". 
"to c ruc i fy h i m" (Cf i.·att. 27-4 5,53) 
"Sav i ou r of the worl d". 
"The new priest" . 
"':'he Lord i s in the midst of her . . ... 

in hum111 ty and t n poverty". 
"hav 1 ~1{( couie even in h i s own pet· son an 

man . 
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Sooe of the clauses thus speak or Christ as 
a mere man, some aa a God-man, and others identify hi~ 
with the Father like t he Patr1pass1ana. It is need
less to say that these passages are products of a 
C~1 ri st1an hand . But Grosse-Teste had before h i m t he 
Gree~ M. S. which he no doubt regarded as t he or1Gl~al . 
Thus Lhe Cnristological passages were considered as an 
integral part of the work, and for many centuries after 
Grosse-Taste, the Tests. XII Patr. was thought to be a 
Christian document. 

It wa s not until t~e seventeenth century that 
the spell wac broken, and then only temporarily. 
Grabe, ( 1) a Chri st ian scholar was t he fir s t to mal{e a 
critical analysis of the book . He advanced the theory 
that the Christologlcal passaees ~ere late interpolati ons, 
and that the basis of the work wa s Jewish. But Grabe 
seemed to be in advance of his age. Hi s theory wa s not 
well rece ived by subsequent scholars. The old view was 
persisted in, a nd t he book wa s ascri bed t o a Judaeo
ChriGtian . Grabe was opposed by Corrod! (2), and such 
scholars as ?Htsch (3), Sanren (4), and Sinker (5) ( who 
uph eld the Jewish-Christian authorship; Ri tschl {6J, 

(1 ) Spict l erium Patrum, Oxford , 1714, I, 129-144 , 
335-374 . 

(2) Y.ritische Geschichte des Chiliasmus , II, 
101-110. 

(3) CoT'lrlentat1a Critica de Test. XII Patr. libro 
VI, pseudepigraphs, ~i ~tenb . 1810. 

(4) Das Judenthuo in Palastina, 18G€ , pp. 140-157. 

( 5) Ed . Test. XI I Patr. Cambridge~ 1869, a colla
tion of t he Cambridr e , Vatican and Patmos Mss. 

( 6) Di e E.ntstehung de r Altkat.li-K1rch~, 1st ed . 
Bonn , 1850 , p . 171 ff. 
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H1lgenfeld ( ?) and Vorstman (8) who supported t he 
Gentile-Chri st ian author sh ip; and Kayser ( 9} , who held 
that the work origina ted from Eb1onit1c c ircles. 
Later, Ri~schl (10) retracted his f irst view and 
advanced the theory of Nazarene authorship. 

But in 1884, Grabe's theor y was r evised by 
a youne Ger man scholar, Schnapp, •hose views became 
epoch-making i n t he critical history of the book . 
Schnapp (11) showed conclus ively that the Chr1sto
log1cal passages •ere spurious; t hat the work had 
undergone repeated revision and remodifice tion, but that 
t he gr eat bulk of the book i s of J ewi sh or i g in . (12) 

(7 ) Ze1tschr1ft fur Wissenschaft l , Theol., 
1858 , pp. 39 5 ff., 18 71, pp. 302 ff . 

( 8) D1 squ 1s1tio de Testamentorum Patriarch
arum XII, orig1ne et pretio , Rotterd . 1857 . 

(~) Bei t r a ge z.d . Theolog . Wissenschaft en 
(ed . Reuss and Cunitz) 1 851, pp. 10 7-140 . 

(10 ) r · id. 2nd ed . 1857J pp . 172-177 . 

(ll ) Die Testamente XII Patr!archen untersucht, 
Halle, 1884 . 

( 12) Schnapp was also the first one to sueeest 
two d l fferen~ sources for th~ ground-work. 
We shal l r e turn to thi s question late r. 
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Recent investi aat i on has confi rmed the v!ew 
of Grabe a nd Schnapp. Schurer a f r eed with Schnapp Cl ) 
regard ing t h e Jewish origin of the work, bu t wa s not 
c ertain as to i ts pre-Christian Jewish aut hor sh ip. 
Conybeare has con t ributed valuabl e and conc l us ive 
re sults to th is question by h i s l nvest i cati on of the 
Armenian ~ . S ., which i s the oldest C. S . of the 
Te s taments t ha t we possess . Conybeare ' s collation ( 2) 
of this Arrnenl~n vers ion shows that t he ori&inal Greek 
t ex t from ~h 1 ch t he Armenian translati on wa s ~ade , wa s 
lacking i n mos t of the Chr1st1un i nt e rpolations . Th i s 

(1 ) G. J . V. 3~d ed . ~52-262 . Schurer has well 
shown t hat there ic nothing in the book to 
i ndicate a Je;vlsh-Chr ist!an s t.andj:o lnt. 
Neither a Chr i st!an , nor a J ewi sh- Christiar., 
c ould have char acterized the tri beo of Levi n.nc 
Judar. ao those tc whorr God had cor.:rr-:. i t tcd the 
gu i dance of l s r aAl. " '.'lhy", asks Schur er, 
"should the a~t.ho~ exhort t r.c ether t r1hss to 
submi t t o t heir authority, ~ ince it was just 
tr~ se two t r i bes (the offic i a l Judaism of 
Palest i ne 1 t hat were ecpecially r i ecrous in 
r eject!nc he GOSJ: l ?" "Therefore not ever. a 
Jewi sh- Chr i sti~n would ha ve &iven t hem the 
l eadi ng position they ho l d in the "Testaments 
0 f the Twelve Pat riarchs" . 

( 2) J . Q. R., v 375- ~78 , ~III, 260- 2ee , 4?1- 4(5 . 
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lo sir,nificantt especially wit~. rorard tc t he euloo (1 ) 
o f Paul i n Te t . Benj . YI (Greek Text) wh ich ia tctally 
absent from t h e old Armenian vcrs1or.; it 1 ~ also lack
!r.g , es Schurer t.as po1ntt:d. out, 1r: the c&!:re of ~s o tre.r 
independent witness e~onc the Msa. ve r c1onc , viz ., the 
Roman }~ . ~ . By a compar1scn of the GreeK , Arrr.en iar. e.1 jd 
Slavonic versior:s ar.d the Hebrew and A~a!c fra(JT.er.• .. s ( 2 ) 
t he !'a.c t 1~ establisl:ed beyond dispute that the "Testa
wents" are in reali ty a Jewis h work, subsequently inter
polated by a series of Chri stian scribe s . Conybea r e i s 
convinced that t t e main body of tl:e wo r lc i s Jewi::h ; t hat 
the ~essianic passaces d~ not reflect the general ten
dency of the Testaments; he terms these passaees , 
"Chrict~loc ical excresences" , and find ~ the p r cve111n& 
spirit of the book to be one of ctrong Jewich patr1~t1s~ 
c ombined witt. s i~pli c lty c f heart ~nd purity of life . (3) 
He also surcests that ln any £enu1ne wr1 t1 nt of a 
foll ower of ~Tesus of t?azareth , we should expect to find 
some trnces of his historic life. On these ~rounds, 

(1) Thi s paEsare wa s probably interpolat ed i n 
the middle century C. E. Tertullt~~ al l udes 
t o it in Adv. Marc. 

(2) Fraw;f'r.t.c of t t.e o ric1r:ial Semi tic t.el:t we re 
discovered 1n t he Cairo Genizah by Gastu, Po.ss 
and Cowley . The frapment o f Naphtal i is 
Hebrew , the others (mainly Levi ) ar~ Arma i o. 

( 3) M.r . Sinker h1rrsclf says: ''Not lccetle 1 o 
t he strong I sraeli t e feelinc: whl ~h animates 
the author. Bis affnct1onate clin£!n£ to 
t he old poli t y 1o shown by the way in which he 
connec t s t he Cess iah not o~ly with the tribe 
of Judah , but a l so with t.hat of Levi; thus he 
le high p r·iest ar. • ell as ldr.g ". 
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Conybeare , like Grabe ar.d Schnapp , pronounces the 
Tes taments to be at bottom t he work of a Jewlsh writer 
11v1ne in pre- Christiar: times. 

It has rer:!air:ed f ot• tw~ scholars wit.J:iri 
r ecent years to solve thi s proble~ almost beyond 
quest1 on--~ohler (1 ) a rn Charle ~ ( 2) , both of whom 
have ~ade a n exhaustive and scho l arly study of t h e 
work. Kohler's contributior:s i n this field are 
extre~ely valuable and have stimula ted Charles to 
further invest igation . I shall only mention he re the 
fact that Koh l e r f ound direct allus i ons to the Testa
ments in 81fre Nu. 12 , So tah 7- h , and Yer . Sotah 16- r. 
The s e pas sat;es speak of a ,J /Vii'(--, O":J..t3"::> (3 ) 
( earl y writings ), Haggad1c r eferences t o the Reuben-
1'ilha11 'lnd Judah-Trur.ar confess i ons , .. h i ch occur no
where el se in J ewi ch literatur·e except in the Test . 
XI I Patr . , t hus at once Etampin£ the book as of 
d1Dtinct1vely Jewi sh origin (4 ) . 

Charles rrade t he matter still clear er and 
s trer.ethened the r esults alr P.a dy reached . Be did r..ot, 
however, a e r e e w1 th Kohler· that two distinct tendenc ies 
are visible thr~ughout the ground-work , i nply i ng t wo 
di fferent E4U thors, Hasideo.n and Maccabean . Charlos 

(1 ) Jewist Ency. Art . Test. XII Patr., Vol. 
XII; J . r.. . R., v p. 4CO rr. 

( 2) Ency. Bib. Art . Test . XII Patr ., Vol . IV; 
Ed. Teat. XII Pat1·. t,ondon l9C8 . 

( 3) \Ve shal l t .aVe to r e f At' to this aenin. 

(4) It s position in ~he Armenl ar, Bible (after 
Genesis and before t he book of Joseph and 
AsenaU1) sho• s t hat i t was regarded a s a 
Jewlot Apocalypse. 
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maintn i ns the 1ntecr1ty of the o r1c1nal work on t~e 
ground that the Has1dear. and Maccabean tendenc i es wer e 
i dentical at t..he t i me o~ the book ' s corrpo&ition. 
Charles agrees , of course, that. there a re ethe r ele
ments in the work , but these are e i ther the Je•iGh or 
Christ ian interpolatior.s. The or1[.1r.a l book i s a unit, 
t he product of a single writer or the Pharisaic schoo l, 
who wa s also a Hasid. He both beli eves i n war f or the 
sake of religic'n > and encourages the virtues of truU• 
f ulness, chastity, fo2•giveness, self-cent.r e l and 
mode ration. Charles ha s furtt.er pointed out that both 
the Ras1d1c and th e Maccabean el ements a re a like un i
versalistic in tone . 

Through the critical research of Ccnybeare, 
Kohler and Charles , it is no• almost general l y conceded 
t hat t h e • ork on t he • hole could have been written by 
none ott:er than a Jew of the Pharisa i c school; that it can 
be understood only t hroueh a knowledge of the TarbUJLs, 
U1draGh1n. , and t he history o f pre- Christian JudaiSlTlj 
that out s ide of a dozen or ~ore Chr1stolog1cal claus es, 
t h e worY. 1 s lho r ousnly Jew1 sh in thought and idioI?:. 
We have al r eady observed t hat ow i ng to the breach 
between the Maccabees and Ph1.1.risee n , furthe r Jewi sh 
ele~ents we r e added whose purpose and spiri t wer e 
directly opposed to tr.e cround-•o~k itselr. These 
Jewlc~ add1t 10ns ~ere no doubt als o from the hand of a 
Pha1·1see , whose purpose wa s to attack the corrupt and 
v ena l Uaccabea~ pr i nces of the first ce~tury B. C. E. 
Thc oe passaees are i n a ll instances readily discernible . 

Wo are r.ow in a positi on t o mo~e clearly 
approxirr:ate ~he date of cur work, anrt to 6ain a clearer 
notion of it s object and r e lation to its t i me. 
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DATE AND PURPOSE OF T HE AUTHOR. 

S i nker and Schurer afte r h i m place the 
Te s tamAnts i n the first cent ury A. C. E., en th e 
ground that the autho r allude :5 t o the l ay i ng waste o f 
t he Temple and t he destruction of Jerusalen. (1 ) . 
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Kohle r, however, has conclusively shown t hat t he book , 
shor n of its Christian aJditions , can be none other 
than a product of t he ~accabean period ; f or it r eflectc 
thl"Oughout t he spiri t of t hat a~e and is in fact i n t he 
nature o f an apology f or a new or der of things ; Yiz . , 
t he llaccabean priesthood , or, i n o ther wor ds , t he new 
warrior-pr i ests . Th is le est~bl! zhed , beyond a ny 
questi on a c Kohle r has shown, al so by t he inte rnal 
evidence of the book itself. Thun Reuben ( 6-10) 
admon i shes hie sons, "Draw ye near to Levi in humi li ty 
of heart , that ye may r ecei ve the ble ss i ne from h is 
oouth, because tho Lor d has c hosen h~m to be k ine ove r 
all the nati ont>". Her e a h1f:h priest • ho 1£: also kine 
i s plair.ly referred to . T;is could have beon none 
othe r t han one of the farnou. ~accabean priest-k i nes or 
the 3econd cent u ry B. C. Thi s view i s confirmed by 
U: e passaee 1mmed ia tely foll owin8: "And bow down be
f o re hi s seed ; f or en our behalf it shall die f o r you 
in wa r s visible and i nvisible ( 2) , a nd will be a.n:ong 
Y.OU an eternal k1I)g" . _1'he wor d !5 .tLrro ~P-Y- £.1'ra.t 
l~ lTO AL/'OlS OfE.a..rotf l<.O.£ a o@arOl) 
can be inte r preted only of a h10h priest who l s al so a 

( l ) Cf . Lev . 15- 1, 16 - 4 ; T. Jud . 22- 1 , 2 ; T . leh . 
9 - 2 ·,4 . But Charles has i dent ifi ed t hese pas-
saces a s part o f the f iret century J'ew1 sh 
a dd itions (70-40 B. C. ) They are t hus t o be 
r cearded as r enui r.o pr ophec i es which were partly 
real i zed in 70 A . C. E . 

(2) Tt i s r~fers to the two-fol d (tempora l and 
spiritua l ) sovere 1gnity o f t he ~accabean 
prince-1Jricsts . 
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warrior. So in Simeon 5-5, "Levi shall wage the wars ( 1 ) 
of the Lord". Thls double f unction is fUrther referred 
tc i n Reuben 6 bi th!\ words: \ Jto.rt.l t(1 f.l5 ~t'<n>r 
1<. ().t' dJ-utrc'af o 'rr(e 'rra 'Yl""o~ 'i.h~tt71"; ~: 
l i A oy;j rr~C-tu '" ,.. 'I ""<!a..,;~ ...... ~r£ ~ Y ~ ~7:/$' 

1 ~/'"-). {] a:rc '°" t.f(!!<OS j? o. t:-1 A £.tfur n:-a.Yi:-os c:::-oC' 

Xa.. oo . 
In Levi (8-14) t he refe rence is, if possible , still 
clearP.r: 

()

1 

Z-f}f
1
rOf •f,7":-t.k/1'""'/,B~~{r-a<. ~br<{:) :!vo~o. 

t< a <. YO Y, df-c.. "3 a. t?- / ,....\ { vs \ Y r c:3 'Io ,/ cJ a. 
, / / ' r · r• , ' 
4,ya.trz:71~€7;"&l:..G. /'<at '!rOl?fb~( l~(! t:t.rt..Cc:t.Y "Y{.Q.y 

' ' , - , 0 - • , .I 
f( a~ a re y rv )ro,... rw >- <T If/"- Y"-',.. { <f 7C"AY'r"a.. 

' Cl.' ~( 8-v ?J 

Thus , the hic,h priest i s not only high priest and 
civ i l ruler, but also a warrior. Such unquestionably 
• e re the Maccabean princes. Th i G i s further borne 
out by other marks of the priest l y dynasty , as in the 
passage {Levi 8-14) just 1uoted; t here it is said that 
t he pries thood shall be called by a "new name"; and it 
was the Maccabean high priests •ho were the first 
Jewish priests '. > assume ,the title "Pries,ts of the 
Most Hif,h God" ( ~X-'"~ tvs- r8-~ "V-. tf <frtrl:. <J {) ) 
This wa s the ancient title attributed to ~elchizedek 
i n Gen . 14-18 ( l '~ 5 ':J S.N) \ 11::> ) and here we 
fir jd 1 t reviwed by he new (Maccabean) holders of the 
hie:h - priesthood, a fte r t hoy had d i!.placed the Zedokite 
highpri esthood, the legitimate and trad i tiona l holder~ 
of the offi ce. This t1tla occurs tn Josephus ( 2), 

( l ) Tl: e "wars" spoken of he r e are , o f course, 
an allus i on t o t~e Uaccabean uprisine . 

( 2) Ant. XVI, 6 , 2 , where Hyrcanus !I is called ~ 

a. ~ x., .. ~~ ~ cJ s ,,s- t." u ~ f -" ~ o v 
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the Talmud (1 ) , the Book of Jub ilees ( 2) a nd t he 
Assumption (3 ) of la~o ses. It is als o probably 
referred to in t he llOt h Psalm • here the priest 
king (supposed to r efe r to Simon t he Maccabee) i s 
a ddressed as a "pries t f orever" after t he o rder or 
Melch1~edek. Cur text. (Levi 8-14 ) accordinely 
provides that th is ne• nace shall s i einify the high 
pri esthood. 

Of course , by t his , any of t he llaccabean 
priest-kings of t h e latter half of the second century 
B. C. migh t have been meant , f or t hey were a l l 
emir.cntly fittine anc deservinn of such a d istincticn . 
The Ha sid im or early Pharisee s champi oned the cause of 
t h is ne w priesthood and supporte1 the Uaccabees unt il 
the c l ose of t he second century B. C. Tten came t he 
br each ; th e ~accabees broke with the Phari s ees , joined 
t he oppos ing part y, t he Saducees)and even began to 
pe r secu t e t he ir f ormer allios , the Pharisees. How 
infamou s and corrupt were t hese lat.er Maccabees ( of 
tte f irst c entury B. C.) l s a matter o f history . 
Thi s acc ounts f or the fact that the ! estanents them
selves so bitterly condemn t h e Maccabean hi[ h priests 
(1.e., the late r ones) who fonnerly ha1 heen the 
central onj ect of t he book's praises and hymns. Such 
pas~age s where the later Maccabees are denounced ar~ , 
of course , the Jewish l nterpr ations of tho f irs t 
c ent.ury B. C., of which we have a lready spoken . I n 
Levi 14-5, E . G., occur t hese words: "The offe ring£ 
or the Lor d shall ye r ob , and from hls portlcn shall 

(1 ) Rosh Hanhonah, l C b: "In su~h a year of 
Jonathan , priest of the Uost High Cod" . 

( 2) 32-1, 36- 16 . 

( 3) As surep . J.:osis 6-1, "Sac ordotee $UJIII!}1 De i''. 
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ye s teal, and before sacri f icing tc t h e Lord, ye shall 
take the choicest parts and eat them contemptously 
with harlots ••. .. .. and t he daughters of Gentiles shall 
ye take t o wife , purifying t h em with a.n unlawful 
purification; and your uni cn shall be like unto Sodom 
and Gomorrah. And ye shall be puffed up because of 
your p ries thood , lifting yourael f up aen inst men •... f o r 
y e shall cont.eon the holy tt:ings with jes ts and 
laughter". Josephus (1) ascribes these very thines t o 
Alexander Jllnnaeus. 

It is thuE evi dent t hat the groundwork of our 
book was written when the Pharisees and Maccabees were 
stil l united, and therefore, by a Pharisean upholder of 
the earlier Maccahean dynasty. We can thus safe ly 
date tt.e work some time be tween 153 when the highpri~st 
office was firflt assumed by Jonathon the Maccabee, and 
t he c l os i r,b years of the second century when t~e break 
between the Pharisees and Uaccabees occur ed. 

We are enabled, however, by further internal 
evidence to draw the lines of termini a quo and ad 
qua rn still more closely together. We have already 
seen ( p 22) th~t t h e two-fold function 5poken of i n 
Test. Levi 8-14, is a dir~ct allusion to the lAacca
bean prie st-k ing~ ~ r the se cond century B. C. Row 
t he passa ce immediately f ol ~• 1ng (Levi 8-15) offere 
t he most con~ lus1ve evidence for our purpose; for here 
t h e author assiens to one of these Maccabean h1gh
pr1 ests, prophetic gif~s a~ well as the,funct~ons of 
kinf and priest.:- "'7 U 'i.1 rc-a..<!!,11vc-<a: a. vr::-4<F. 

A yu. 'lr"' 7J? / 1 cPf '"ffe'O f7!'1!5 'i/IJ/~ -cov 
A s ingle, definite person is thu~ spoken of, as one 
who shall unite the crowns of rdjilty 9.nd priesth ood 
with that of pr0phecy. Th i s is John Hyrcflnus, f or 
to no one in all Jewish history is tt.is triple office 
of prophet- pr1est-kinb ascriced except to hi~. 

(1 ) Ant. XII I, 14-2 . 
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Josephus (1 ) dwe l ls on the uniqueness of Ryrcanus in 
this respect. The Talmud (2) al so acknowlede.es his 
peculiar t;i ft s. 

Kohler wa s the first to call attention to 
the i dent ity of t h i s prophe t - priect - k ine wi th John 
Hyrcanus. Charles ( 3) confirmed t h i s pooi tion antl 
fUrthe r substantiated it. Kohler (4 ) also pointed out 
anot he r very i rrportant con i ncidence tr.at a i ds con 
sidet""ably in f i x1nc U 1c date of our worlr. He showed 
t hat the l e[endary account c f t.l~c campa i gns of t he 

( 2) Jer. Ta l . Sot3h 9- 12 re fe r s t o Hyrcanus as 
hav !ng been the r ec 1p1ent of a "Ba th Kol". 
Ki ddushin 66a, descr i bes Hyrca~us as the 
" second David" , wearing two separate crowns 
(royal and pri es tly ) . 

(3) Encycl . Bib . l e99, I, 237-241. 

( 
14 ) J • Q • R • I v ' 4 00 f . Jewish Rncy . Vol . XI I, 

Art . Test. XII Patr. 



26 . 

sons of Jacch nar1ates i n Tes t. Judah (III-VII) are 
d irect allusions t c t te Uaccabcan wars (1). The me re 
1trportant po i nt 0 f i dentity, however, i c the pr e
v i ously nenticned !o.ct. t.l.at the Te staments refe r di 
rectly to John Hyrcanus. We can therefore , with 
a l !Ilost ful l cer tainty, all ev idence so far c onsi dereJ, 
plAce re Testarrer.t~ srrcwhe re be t ween 137 ar.d 

(1 ) Thi s s t o ry ls r eferred t o ir. Tare . Jon . 
on Gen. 4E- ZG . The Book of Jubilees also 
conta ir.s th i s narr~ t ive . I t i s pr obable t ha t 
both the B. of Jubil ee~ ( 34-1, ~) and the 
Tes tan:ents dr ew this r.ulter!al fret- a coc:mo?"I 
s ource , viz!tFe ?li drash iVajj l saa,, ( J ellinek , 
Beth ha-~ldrasch III, l-3) It l s also 
r ound i n the Chr on i c les of J erahu:eel ~·:Y.'.' I 
and in t he Book of Jashar (Diet. des Apoc:-·. 

I I, 1173-1164 . It i s therefore extrerrely 
l H.cl1 t ha t ~n e l aborated ( ' i dra sh!c ) account 
of the war of t he Amo r i t e kings against Jacob 
and his sons exi s ted independentl y 1n the 
rn iad l e of the sf cond century B. c. The 
accoun~ c f the • r be t ween Jacob and ~sau 1n 
T . Jud. IX is also found 1n Jub. 37- 38. (He r e 
it i s possi ble that Yalkut Sh1~eon1 (T 322) 
wh1c~ also contnins t he nar:-ati ve ) wo. e used as 
a com~on source . The actu~l histcrial account 
of t he Maccabeac wars , ~as o! course been 
preserved in the First BooK of Maccabees. Here 
( Cf . ch 5 , I Maccabees) J uda s ' v1cto r1 es over 
such enemies a s Esau , A:nrnon, e t c . e rP- r ecord,. ct • 

• 
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10 5 B. C . ( l) . 
The Mess i anic pr ophec ie s i n the Testn9~nt s 

al so po int stror.c:lr to this dating, f o r i n that c entury 
t t ere occurs, as we have al r eady had occas i cn t o ~en-
t i on , a 1·cr a. r kable , thourh t e r."po rar y revol t; t 1 on i n 
Jew 1 sh bi:: 1 ! l f" . As Chn r 1 es ( : ) has s : ~ ~ • ~ . r <· 11- t F:' ci u _. t 

(1 ) To this period is assicned by ~h e forernos t 
t extual .:r ittc o , t.. ne ll:e s:., j ant c hy::inn i n Da n . 
5 - 23 r 33, a nd J udah ~4 , ..l .... •~~ the account of t h e 
r esurrec ti on in Judc:.li G.:i . I n Naph t. 5,-14;16 
are c ited in succes~ i on t he nations that j oml-
nated Israel ; r ~ 

~A o--o-u'e<o' ' M-i/J o, , 7Ti. <:_ &-Tl-5, 'E ~ ~«<G'<, 
r"A~ ~-z o,/ Xtt A.tF.;<<J < , ~ v6d' ~A 71£f
l' ol'::..7l "f:=-~v r'v (,._ a ',(P<-~A~cl"ta , r-c... Jwd\./lc..4 
tr t<9l'T( r ea T u #J 'I ere(.( )'/ ,;\ 

Th o ln:: t n f l ~·?Se i s t he Sy1· tans . The passa[..; 
'" a t t~ 0 r!:3 f ore wr i ~t on before tr e conquest of 
I s r ael ~y Ro~e . No r eason , how~ver , can be 
BG E 1fn~ ct f o r pl ac i ng the Ler rn ad quc~ later 
t han 105 B. C. (Bre3ch betwee~ th~ Phari s aes 
6nd ~accabec s) r nd the ~o st plaus i b l e jate of 
our worl~ is t he, :!f ore l.~ ? -105 B . C. T3ut t.~e 
date c3n be de fi ned e~1aps even no~e c l ose:y 
than thi ~ , if we conside1· t ha t, si11ce t.he 
Tesia~ents we r e wrl~ ten in pr a i se of l~e 
li'o~c:ibean pri e~t- l~ines B' • • .>:Je ~ i:\ l l y of John 
Ily rcanu., , i t. woulu be rto re likely tha t they 
we r e cN nposed wh en Hyrcanu.> hac l ' O:J <1hed he 
zcnl t.'1 of h i s c l c 1·y , 1 . . L flf te1· '1 1s f l! al 
v 1 ~ t ory over t!ie Sy ricns ln 1 09 . I n acCOl' J 
~~Cd Rtth ~~ 1 ~ , we : an ,1a~e he hook bJt een 
109 ( Hyr canus ' !'1na l vlc t 0r y) anJ 11..5 ( h is 
br each with t he Phor 1~c· J \, 

L .. ) Hi bl ,e :•l Journ~ l ·11')1. ITT 190 5 , p 5G 7 f . 
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the J e wi sh ·,vor }:s of L~e second cer.tUJj' 9 . C. ara 
sur pr1sinely s ilent about t i e ~ess1ah bet ns de s cended 
~ro~ Jud~! · The Uessian ic k i ne i s ofter. des~r ibad i n 
the l itera t u r e of thi s centu ry , bu t h i s descent l s no 
l one er :.raced t o Judah but t o LevJ.; 1:1J th i s r e:narkable 
fa ct 13 r eflected c l early in the Testa~ents ~s we wou l d 
nat1Jrally e xpec t on t he e1•ound o f t h e date g1ven abov~ . 
We c &.n ac count for t h i s i n only one way: t r'l t. t he grsat 
Maccabean fao ily trac ed 1 • .. s desc ~nt t o Levi. Now 
s ince t~e ~accaboan family represen t s t h e foremost 
1 11 flw~ncc in t h e Jew 1 sh h i story of the second century 
B. c. , what can be more natur a l t han t ~e expect3tion 
tLa l the k 1nedom of God wou l d be usher-ed in by that 
fa o i l y , and even t he Messiah sprine from l t? Thus we 
are prepared t o f ind t hat Vie sub .1 ect of one of the 
noble Mess i anic hymns in t he Testam~nts (1 ) i s t he great 
Maccabean prince , J ohn Hyrcanus, t~e pr~phot-pr1e st
ldng . 

Thus , all the evidence , external and inter :ial, 
points t o t he last quarte z· of t he second century B. C. 
a s t he t tm~ when the ground-wor k of t he Te s tament s wad 
~ ri : Le n . Only wi t~tn ~ho la s t fe w years have scholars 
~ome to the c onc lusi o~ that this ls ~he true da t e o f 
the Te s t.3. .e:its. 

Wi th the convic t 1on established t hat ~a 
~hris"o logi ca l ?assa ee s arb interpolat i ons of the 
Chur:h , a"lri "?at. ~he groundwo r lt is a Jewis.~ pr~duct of 
the Maccabean era, t he book i s no l onger a t~eological 
wea pon fore - shado~i ng the coming o f Je sus , nor i s it 
any longer a mere lit~ ra :-y cur l.:>si'-Y of t:1e ftr ~t or 
second Christia n cen tury, but an etl-\1ca l a nd historical 
docn nt.?n t o f f irst class i :nportance . Conybeare, i n 
co~ment !ne upon t h e true dat e o f t he Te s taments , uses 
t he f oll .:> win l! s1 g:i i f 1 can~ words : "At t he s ame time t hat 
t he Te sta~~nts t hu s l ose al l value as a n early monu~en~ 
of Christ ianity, co~posed tet ween t ho tal~ ine of Jerus:!lom 
by Titus a n..1 t~e revolt of Bar Y.ochba , t.h ey ga tn a nc\v 
val ue ~s a recor d of t ha f eelings and aspi r a t i ons of f ~p 

J e ws tr. t '".P a : e 111'.::-ed 1at~ly prece i ng .Jesuc Chris t ''. 

(1 ) Test . Lev i ~h . 10 . 
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CHA PTEn _:r{.!. 

ORIGINAL LANGVAG~ OF Ti-1E EOOY. . 

With the autho rship , date n~d 1nt~gr1ty o f 
t h e Testa~ent s pract i cally asc ertained , t~e quc s l o ~ of 
t he ori r inal lan£tUare in wh ich t~ ey were comp~sed can be 
mor~ readily determi ned. Grabe, wi~h rare 1ns1g~t, wa s 
t he first one to advo~ate a Hebr ew, or at least Semi t i c 
or i e i nal . Hi s arr;ument was basad only on t he ground 
o f s tyle; he did not possess the documentary evidence 
nece ssa r y f or a lingui s ti c proof. Kayser, Sch~rer 3.nd 
Schnapp advanced t~e v i ew hat the received Greek t ext 
was a par~phrase of an old ori ginal Araoaic Midrash 
i nt erpolated by eenerat1ons of Chri s tians. Thi~ was 
apparently mibstant i ated by t he ~- S . (l} of t he Ara
~aic ve rs i on • h i ch Sch~chter broucr.t from the Cairo 
Gen1zah i n 1896 . It i s onl y wi thin recent years that 
Grabe ' s c onjec t u re of a Hebrew or i g i nal has been con
firmed . Even so eminent a schol~r as Dillman (2) 
wrote: " Sine~ •.he publ1ca t ion of N 1 tzsch ' s studs , al l 
ar~ agr eed that ~he book l s not a tranclat1on bu~ was 
orit inally writteo in Gr eek"; and accordi nc l o Sinker : 
"The Testarr.ents ·1n t!"le t :r pre:Jent f or m were no doubt 
wri t ten ·n t h e Hel leni s ti c Gr eek in which we nor. pos
sess t hem , presenti ng, a s t:"'ley do , none o f t!"1e peculiar 
marks which characterl~e a ver s ion" . I t was Kohl e r ( 3 ) , 
however , ~ho broueht t he qu.esti on aea 1n t o t!'le front, 

(1 ) Put . by Pa ss and Arendz en i n J . Q. n. 1900 , 
651-561 . 

( 2} HerZOG, Real Encyc l . , XIt, 362. 

( 3) Jewish Encyc l . X!I, Art. Tests . XII Patr . 
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and showe d t.'1Sl t the Hebre'ir was the o rig inal languaec o f 
t he Testanents on t hree different counts : 

(1 ) The etyoolog1es o f t h e na!fles; e.e. "Sit1e on" 
in T. Si m. 2- 2 (l); "Gersho~" in T. Levi 11-2 ( 2) ; 
"Judah" in T. Jud. 1-3 ( 3) , e t c . , e tc. 

( 2) The Hebrew parallelism of poe try . 
( 3) Mistranslations o f Rebr~w .fo rds; e. g . "King 

Zur" f or "Ki ne of Hazer"; "Ring Tapu ah " fo r "King 
o f Tapuah" . 

Charles (4 ) writes t hat he was st imulated by 
Kohler's arg.J.r1ent s tc make a s pecial study o f t h e 
question, with t~e followine results: 

(1 ) Hebr ew constructi on~ and expr ess i ons a re 
p r cva lent t hroughou t t he work: "Though t ne 
v o cabulary l s Grt¥k , ,.the 1d1..om is Hebro.ic", e .g. 
Reuben 3 - B: trvY'';'~ ~ >- T'f >'~~ -::: '711J71{,.:z.. 

" 4-o : !/,k (.,>- ~~t1<;> t:tP-r(:)"Y=.. O Jl 'J l"~:::J. 
{ r a U'l:l¥ IC f A. ! fa. Tc -= 1n::z. I :.2-

( 2 ) Paronomasl a e l ost in he Gr eek can be 
re s t ored by re-tran slation i n t he Hebrew. Ex
ampl e s of this are frequent and have to do mostly 
with the no.mes of t he ,,atr1archs e. s above treated . 

(3 ) Obscurity and unintelli g i b leness i n t~e Greek 
bec ome clear on transl at i on i nt o the Hebrew. ~~One 
exan;>l e o f tL .s will suffice : T. Lev. 2-7, c..luo r 
) </ \ ' , ~. 
f k <'i' f/O we 7T " /1 ti Ke/'" 4.~ { Y" )' . ~, 
1-c e .. r A/" e..' y~ ,, g, =- " • f''b ~·-t...:.£... ..c... ~ ~ r y • f'7:2. IN' y 1 f I f ::;- f,>- -C:-o/ trr~e_ l. al~ A~(. 
,(l'Y /\:::a...(. ' -z- '1' d" -C-l e ( w r · (l) 

( 5 ) . 
The t h ird argument i s cvnclusive. All t his 

( l ) Cf . Gen . 29- 33. 

( 2 ) Cf. Sx .. 2- 22 . 

( 3 ) Cf . Gen . 29 - 35 

( 4) Ed . Te st . XII Pa t r ., London , l~C6 . 

( 5 ) I n Chae1it:a 12 - b, th e second heavei1 i s 
calle d ':I , ( 1 
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po ints to the bel i e f that t he Greek text i s a transla-
t i on from t r.e Hebrew. Furt he rmore, there are two 
Greek recenoions. The inconsistencies i n these t~o 
recenGi ons are made cl ear wh en the text is re-translated 
into Hebrew ; e.g. , accordine t o one recen~ ion, Reuben 
addr~sses ~1 a c•1ldr en (T. Reub. 4-1 ) as fol l ows : 

µ0~0'71-rrr f-r £ero,5 1.:-Q ~()<1 ~ "' <' ; ,.. ;/c~<-<_µa. ~rr-:::.. 
"expenct your enercies on eood worko and on l earnine". 
Accorj1ne to the se cond recension : 

0 ,,_ I ,f \ ? , , , 

~ o l u-p v Y-C r f < ' ~ ( V'f f<. a. c a 7r uh--~ et Y?' l r" < < >- J' C ~ ~ "' ", r = 

"expend you r energies on \vo rks and depar ting i n 
l earni:'lS", wh~ch, of course, is tmintell i g i ble ; but if 
both versions are transl~ted into Hebrew, we can plainlJ 
see the source o f the e rror . Thus,0 • 1· ~,, (k~ ::\ dCf 
wa s wrone ly read as a , -, (fn( ~ec c' ~ rc;h'~A >-~,µ..<,. "( J .,,<..., 11. • 

D ' -, o I Such examples might be mu::.. t ipl ied 1 '1-

defini t e ly , but t he evidence could not be c l earer, that 
t he Te stament s we r e orig inally cot'lposed in Hebrew. 

We ~ave t~us far found that all the c ircum
s tances of date , author clh ip , aim and orig i nal language 
argue , beyond d ispute, t hat the "Testaments of t he 
Twelve Patriarchs" is a dist inctively Jewi sh document, 
and a product of Jewi sh t~oue.,t . As to the real 
ljent ity o f the nut~or himself, wo can say nothinc 
cert a i n , except . hat he was a Pharisee with priestly 
i ncl i nations, f or the book empha s izes the dist i nc tive 
teachings whi ch d 1st1:lgui shed t he Pharisees from t he 
Saducees (l). 

(1 ) Ge i e,e r thinl~s t Le re are traces of 
Sadducean law throuGhou t t he book; but t h e 
book i s not th~ work of Sadducean auth ors , 
because of the constant reference t o the 
heavenl y tablets o f Enoch , a:ld the spiri ts and 
aneel s partlcipa t i ~g i n earthly a ffairs. 
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We shal l now turn to t he book from the view
point of eth ica l content and teachings , and shal l treat 
it as a product and expone~t or pre - Christ i an Jewi sh 
Et~ics. 
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PART I I . 

ET!! I CS OF TnE BOOK . 

CH.;..P'fEP. '"'l • - -
ETHICAL cornEt~T. 

The er i e f and uV~!'Whc. lmir~ 1mpc r t.ar.ce of the 
"Testaner:tc of the Twelve Patriarchs" li es , as t.as 
already been stated , in it s eth i cal steni ficanc e . As 
a product of anc ien t Essene or Hasldic circles, frorr 
wh i ct. ihe old Haegada proceeded, it is fUndamentally a 
work of mo ral exhortat i on l!1 a. narpat.iv setting . I t 
i s r.e i ther a c01Jection of rr:o ral I:laxims no r a ph ilo
sophical syste!!l of ethical 1r:struct 1cn; but i t emtodies 
t hat c0nception of mor~ls a~d moral i nstruc tion whi ch 
has a lways d istinguished Je ~viah e t hics fr om all o t her 
anc ient systerr.s. 

Ethics ir general i s ordinarily def 1ned as 
a systemat17.cd forr:: of conduct erown ~nto habit, C' r, as 
a rul e or rul ~ s of c 1nduct brought i nto a system; it is 
based o:i t he i dea ot suJTlri\lJ'" bonum applied to ra.n 
indivi :lually O l ' t o society i n genernl . It raises tr..e 
que stior. : wha t is the r-ule of conduct t.o achieve~ And 
its answer i ~ e ltt.er i nd i v i dual tapplncss (Elida l~oniom) 
or the state , society r each i n[ it~ h1J;l'lest 1 most 
peraar_ent t;Ct<xl . 

Such is the conceptiot, o f ethics as a philo
soph i cal ~ysten: . As such , it is altot;et.her apart f r ow 
t h6 motive "to do right" ; i!. sinpl y ccrr.prises u~e facts 
of conduct involved i n t he relatior between n an and 
society ; it d evelops t he s e fac ts, finds ruline pr i nci 
ples of c onduct, and builds upon them its ethics. 
The anci e-!1t Greek ethics , f or instance, v.as Jt1 s~ $l1ch 

a pt·, :t los oph i cul system ; 1.t was in reality an aesthet ics , 
wi t t the symmet1•i cal man a ... it s end and nim. Gr eek 
eth ic s was t hus eithe r uti litaria r: , 0r, aa with 'Plato, 
an intuitive or idea l lstic ::y stBn: o f conduct , based 
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on the concept ion that it is after all a cosoic power 
or ideal after which man is to shape himself and attain 
the virtue necessary to make an i deal state. Another 
characteristic view of ancient ethics was the Oriental 
or Blndoo ascetic eth i c s, a negative conception, accord
ing to which the nbject of man ls not so ur~ch to obtain 
happiness as to bear the burdens of life and retain a 
calm demeanor amid trials and sufferine, to display. 
i.e., the wisdoc of perfect quietude, perfect selt• 
control; life is a great~ painful struggle, therefo re 
overcome life by this philosophical attitude of 
quiet ism. 

It is pate~t t hat both of these systems, 
representative of the extremes of philosophical ethics, 
lack that W'h i.:h is the very heart of all true morality-
the mot ive idea, or power to make life serve an i deal , 
i.e., the "ought" element, the conscioueness of obliga
tion is completely lacking. It is just this new 
element that Jewish ethics contains and emphasizes, 
and here i n is J ewish ethics different from the systems 
above ment i oned, while Christian ethics i s a combina
tion of all three systems, with the chief emphasis 
upon the pessimistic or ascetic e l enent. 

In po1~t of fact it is erroneous to speak of 
Jewish ethics as a syst~m or a philosophy. The Jew 
has no written codes c1: of morality; he has never 
taken t h e phenomenon of huma n c onduct and scanned i t in 
the co l d lif ht of philosophy ; for him, ethics is 
neither a s ystem of rules nor an abstraction of philoso
phy, but it is implicit in 11f6 itself; for him, mora) 
valuation i s inherent in the nature of man and inwoven 
in the very texture of the un1vers~. The Jew lived hie 

(l) The "Pirke Avoth 11 is not an ethical system, 
or code of rules, but a collection of f amous 
Rabbinical utterances with ethical intent. 
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ethics; he never philosophized or moralized about it. 
Now the Jewish ethics is peculiar for haviI18 

the mot ive power o f an ideal, i.e., the obliging power 
that lies in the religious i dea; for the God-idea i s 
the center of Jewish ethics. We cannot altogethe r 
separate religion from ethics. Not eth i cs as merely 
a science of conduct, but as c ontai~ing the motive -
power which is in religion alone , is the Jewish idea; the 
fundamental relationship between ethics and religion is 
characteristic of Jewish ethic3l thoueht. For the Jew, 
religion &ives to ethics its sanction, i . e., the con
sciousness of obligation and responsibility. "I a m the 
Lord, thy God" underlies his ethics; 1. e ., there is i n 
ma n a higher "t", which is the "ought" , the sanction, 
t he sense cf obli gation , pointing back to that which we 
can only call reli £1on . I n other words, it i s God who 
speaks to us through ethics. The i deal whi ch ethics 
embodies is best defi ned by the Jewish idea of holiness: 
t he God of holiness gives sanctity to every step or life, 
and to all the steps , individual or general which lead 
to human perfection . 

Such ls the v iew of ethics as reflected in t he 
"Testaments of the Twelve Patr~archs". Thi s work 
presents not a science of conduct, nor a philosophical 
system, nor a serie s of ethical maxims. It is a 
document which attemr '.s to portray life, with God a s t.he 
center of life. Throughout the whole book in all tne 
patria rchal utterances, God 13 the sanction of right 
c onduct and the motive of noble action . Simeon {4-4) 
e.g . says: "No• Joseph was a good man and had t he sp1r1t 
of God with in him". Such passaees are fre~~ent throueh
out the work. Ethics and relie l on were for our author 
completely bound up wi t h each other . True, the 
author's viewpoint i s Ule Jewi sh r el i 81on, but--snd 
this l s noteworthy--lt ts not rel i g i on a s a doctrinal 
or ce r emonial system , but rel1e 1on as a broe~ , under
lyinr conce pt i on of life . It i s s ip.nifi cant that the 
author nowhere i nculcate s tho ob~ervance of ceremonial 
laa•; the i njunctions th rouehout the book are of' a 
broadly reli~i ous-~ora l character. He decries the 
evils of envy, avarice, lyinG, 1ncont1nency, Rnd e xhorts 
to love o f ne i ghbor, compass ion , 1ntesr1ty. 
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The breadth and s cope o f the author are at 
all times manifest. He is not merely negative i n h is 
moral r equirements , demand in6 that this shoula not be 
done and that should be avoided; he is also stronely 
positive and dir~ct in his coral appeal, extolline t he 
virtues that move tc action and contribute to the 
fulne sa of life . There is, however, one vice that 
is bitterly inveighed against by almost all the 
"Patriarchs" . It is that of fornicati on . Th is is 
extremely interesting as it is a r eflex of the period 
in which the author lived. It is not merely an 
exhortation to physical purity. It indicates t he 
r eaction of the Maccabean herOes and f ollowers ac;ainst 
t~e Hellenizing tendencies o f luxury and lascivious
ness that were then current, and the opposi tion ~o 
religious paeaniam and foreign admixture ~h i ch t he 
"Zealots" or Kanaim so vigorously assailed. Thus , 
j ust like physical purity, so was mo ral and relig i ous 
pur ity a passion with the author of the "Testaments" . 

Before entering upon the eth ica l content of 
the Te s taments in detail, it will be well to observe 
that a st r ong univ ersalistic not e underlies the ~ork . 
Th is is e spec ially manifest in the Mess ianic or 
apocalyptic sections . Unlike i ts si s t e r-•ork, the 
Book of J ubilees, the "Testaments of the Twelve 
Patriarchs " is broadly hu~anitarian and admits the 
natives into i ts schere of salvk ion . The Messianic 
era is a world e~a comp r ising all peoples , in which the 
riehteous dead of all nations shall ri se to share !n 
the bl ess ings of life . 

But it i s ma inly as a wo r k of horta tor y 
ctr i cs t . ai the Tectaments concerns u s now. Thi a 
c lement i z ch i e fly characteristi c of t ho se 3ectiono of 
the book in wh ich the patriarch i s r epresented a s 
r ela t inc hi n life- s tory to h i s a ssewbl ed chil j ren and 
ca ll i nc u non thcr.:i t c f ollo:v and obse :--ve the good wl:1ch 
th~y themcelves had obse r ved , or steer c l ear of t he 
evil s and v ices whi ch they had inrluleed in, o r steer~d 
clear of . Ac cord inr.ly each pa triarch haa corr.a spec i al 
evil to conderrn, cm the &rour d of bis c.wn expe:rience 1 
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or s ome particular good t o r ccorrnend , a s fol l ows: 

Reuben : 
:: 1meon : 
Levi: 
Judah : 
lssachar: 
Zebulon : 
Dan: 
Naphtali : 
Gad : 
Asher: 
J oseph: 
Benjamin : 

Evil des ires, especially as reeards won:en . 
Envy. 
Priesthood and Pri de. 
Courage , avarice and f on1icat ion. 
S i mplicity . 
Co~passion and plty. 
An~er and falsehood. 
Na turn.l gocdne ss . 
Hatred . 
Interri tr ~ nd dupl ic ity. 
Chas tity and temperance. 
Purity cf t he r.eart. 

Each one o f t r.ese qua lities, good or bad, 
is e lven def1n1 t eness and concreteness hy "i\• 1d 
illus trations f1~ of>': the life and caree r of the patriarch. 
Each "testament" i s like a confes sion 1n which actual 
fact & are first c t ated, aft er which the ethical i m
plications or l essons a re d rawn. Tr.us , t he evident 
ethical purpose of the f1r3l Testament ( Reuben) ls t o 
warn aga i ns t f0rn ica tion ar.d lascivious t houghts, end 
t o inculca t e cha ~tity ~nd pur it~. Accordincly he 
r·ela te s t.h e s t c '"Y ( l ) of his incestuous c1·i me w 1 t_ 
B1lh&.n in Edar iioar Bethlehem : he recounts hew in con
sequenc e 0 f t h is God scote r.in with a dread disease 
cf the l o ins ; and how deepl y l ie repented ( 2) and 
at.o:-ied for l:1o sinful act, until throuch his father• s 
pr ayer he rec ove red . I n the sp i rit of this con
f ession and s incere state~ent of penitence , Reuben 
gives voice t o deep no ral exhortations; h~ draws the 
t!lo.ral les sor. , as it were. from his own li!'e and 

(1 ) Cf. Gen. 35-21, 22 . 

( 2) I n ccr.ncctior. with his repentance , Reuben 
speaks of f asting f or a long period , and 
absta 1n1ne fro::1 wine, mea &nd pleasant bread 
{Cf. Dan 10-~ ; cf a lso , Peslk 159- c ; Gen . 
Rab. 82-12 , 84-18 ). 
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experience . He f1r~t cr.ume::-btes and describes the 
" seven spirits (1) C\ f <!ece it", C' r the cpi r i!.. E of 
Bel!ar , tte erct - dem0n, "arpoi nted afainst ran" ; t~e 
firs~ and forer;o!.t of t hese evil sp1r1 ts ls f o rnica
tion "seated i n t he nature and i n the senses". These 
spirits o r demons , symbolizing evil temptations, are 
opposed by t ruth, or t he l aw of God ; t hus after nami ng 
them Reuben says : ''o.nd s o peri steth every young rr.an , 
darkeninE; h is mind fro~ t he truth, and not understand ir.g 
the la~ of God, no~ obeyine the ad.monitions of t is 
fathers, as bef ell me al so in oy youth. And now, my 
chi ldren, l ove the truth a nd it will p r eserve you''. 
Reuben no w proceeds to indicate d irectly t he specifi c 
evils , wh ich on t he bas i s of ~is own exp~rience, he 
desire s a~d exhort s h is descendants to avoid: "Pay no 
heed to the race of a woman ( 2) nor associate (be 
alone) with anothe r mar. 's wife C3), nor ~eddle with 
t he aff a irs of womankind \4 . ". He particularly 
en joins agains t lust.fUl t houghts (5 ) , for "hen man ls 
f illtjd with the spirit or Be l lar , 1 t 1 s the 1mae1na. t. i on 
that can work 0r~at iniquity; man should no t allow 
himself t o be ove r come , or capt i vated by the enticing 

(1 ) For nica t i on , in ·a~iableness , f1eht ing, 
obsequioueness , pri ce, ly i ng , l njustlce. 
Theae arc represented a s lhoae spirits cf 
deceit or tcmptati o~ which l i e 1n wa it fo r 
youth . The demonoloa of t.he Te s taoent::; J c 
v ery cor1pl i cated . We sha ll refer to t h i s 
mor e i n deta il late1· . 

( 2) Cf. ~att. 5-~e; Sefre Nu. 115; Ber . 12-b, 
14:-a; Nee! . 20- b ; B. B. 57- b ; Ab. Zo1·ah 2C-a .b. 

( 3 ) San.~etl. ~l-a ; Sirach 9- e , •l-17,21 . 

(4 ) Kid. 70-a, SO- b ; Avoth 1-5; Sirach 41-21 . 

( 5) Ber. l Z-a; Yorr.a 2~-a . 
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char~s and devices of woman (1). Reuben tere , o ~ 
course, r e f ers to the per nicious i nfluence of lasc i
vious t hough t; he emphasizes t he fact, t hat, r-o t 
only lic ent i ous conduct, but even the l on5i ng f or 
licentiousness or ntJ'l, ls destructive ( 2). What 
Reuben is here insisting upon is purity of heart. 
ThlB is th e positive element in his teaching. Purity 
of mlnd and •hol~some mental occupa t i on are a s t eel
clad armor of defense agains t the ~achinati ons of 
Beliar, the spirit of fornication. "For if for n i
cation overcome not your ttind, neither can Bellar 
overcome you", 1.e., Bellar has no power over the 
pure. Thus the cent ral ethical t hought in Reuben is 
that a pure mind ls requisite to a pure life. Here 
we have a recognition of the subtle powe1· of mental 
suggestion and association. Reuben advi ses healthful 
pre-occupation; he exhort s hie children not to succumb 
·~the vicious inf luence of woman's beau ty, "but walk 
in s i ngl eness of r.eart in the fear of the Lord, a nd 
expend labor on good works , arxl on stuc:zy a11d on your 
flocks until the Lord give you a •ife ••.•.. that ye 
suffer not a s I did". Reube n cites Joseph as one 
•ho wa~ saved fro~ temptat ion by h is singl~nesa of 
heart in the fear of God. The Testament c l oses wi th 
a monition t o submit to the j oi r.t rule of Lev i and 
Judah. A brief re sume of the re.t of the Testament s 
will show us that t hey fo llow, as a rule, the same 
pl an a s th e Testament of Reuben . 

(1 ) Prov . 6-~5; Sirach 23- 4; Eccl es . 7-26 . 
The description of the art a and wiles or wicked 
women (Reuben 5-1,4) strongly remi nds u s of 
Pr ov. 7. 

( 2) J ob 31-1; Prov. 7-~6 , 27. 
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SIMEON-- - - - -ENVY. - --

Simeon tells his chlldron of his jealou sy 
of Joseph; how he hated him arxl plotted hi s death , but 
was prevented by Judah who sold Joseph into slavery. 
S1~eon r e c;ards the paralysis of his right hand as a 
divine puniohment. Be sincer ely repen~ s and fasts 
f or two years. He apeakE of his imprisonment in 
Egypt hy Joseph ae a just punishme~t (1) . Then, on 
the basis of his own experience , Simeon warns hie 
children against j ealousy , describine its great 
destruc ive power . Joseph le an example t o be 
emulated; he loved his brothers, even t hough tt!ey 
hat.ed him, for t he evil eye had no power ove r hie (2 ) . 
Simeon then voices a most beautiful de scription of 
the Me s s ianic era , when t he "prince or deceit" and 
•,he "spirit of jealousy" will give way to the fear 
of God; after envy is banished from the heart, 
tr1utrph and vi ctory will come and the kingdom c f t.h e 
God of Israe l will be estab li shed . The TestaDent 
close s with a warning not t o r ebel a gainst the 
~accabean dynasty, representod by Levi, t~e priest, 
and Judah , the king. 

(1) Cf. Targ , Yer. t o Gen. 37-19, 1~-~4; 
Gen. Rab . 91-6. 

( 2) Cf. Targ . Yer. t o Gen . 49-22 ; Sctah 36-b. 
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LEVl-- -----FRIDE. -
Levi tells his children of ~is e}ection to 

the priesthood (1 ) . As a youth, he beheld the 
1niqui ty and corruptness of man and wa s f1 lled with 
the deepest sorrow. God answera his petition f or 
salvatior. throut;t e.n angel, and shows him t he throne 
of God in the third heaven ( 2) . Levi is then 
invested w1tb the priestl/ dignity, by the divine 
command to s t and in the pr~sence or God and serve him 
as his son. He is to be endowed w1 th understanding 
in order t o become a lieht cf knowledge to Israel. 
The pri esthood is conferred up0n him by angels. Tho 
three kingdorus, (1st ) the priests, (2nd) the scribes, 
and (3rd) the guardians of t he sanctuary are t o 
spring from him. These are represented by Moses 
(Bu. 12-7), Aaron and John Ryrcanus, t he royal priest, 
who in addition was to manifest prophetic power (3). 
Levi recounts h is act of veneeance on Schechem (4 ) 
"the city of folly", as in accord with the wil l of God 
and as fitting him for the priesthood. Levi then 
exhorts hie children to wo.lk in .. he way of the Law, 
in simpli c i ty of heart and in the fear or God. The 

( 1) Kohler be lieves that this Testament contains 
two different accounts of Levi's election: 
(1) a Basidean account, sp1rltual in character 
(Ch. 1-4 ) , a nd ( 2 ) a ~accabean account (Ch.5-7) 
political in character . Charle s th1r.ks that, 
while this Testament bearc the marks of exten
sive r evision and r educti on , these two te~dencies, 
Pharisean and Maccabean , are characteristic or 
t t-e auth or throuehout the croundwork. 

( 2) The do ctrine of the seven heavens was current 
in Judaism before and after C. E. It l s ~lebor
ated in 2 Enoch; it ls also found in Tal. Chag . 
12-b; Ber. Rab. Ch . 6, and is implied ir. f Ezra 
6-Cl , 87 . 

( 3 ) Cf. J osephus, B. J. l -2, pr . e. Josef . 
Sotah 13- 5. 

(4 } Cf . Jubilee r. 30-17, 23 . 



study o f tr e Law shoulc never cease, but shoul c be 
transmitted fr·om gene ra ti on to generation. "Get 
knowl ed£e '' 1 s the keynote of thi s Tes tament. A 
wondertul eulogy i G addressed to Wisdom, which we 
shall r efer to more in detail later . The Te s taoent 
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c onc l t:.des with a prophecy in wh i ch "Bellar w111 be 
bound" by the Messiah and the sair.ts will triumph ( 1) . 

JUDAR- - - ---COURAGE, AVARICE AND F,9RNICATI ON. 

Judah recounts th e numerouc deede of bravery 
and incredible strength which he perfor med i n his 
youth . He boast"d of his purl ty and had eve11 reproved 
Reuben f or h l s rr:1sdeed wl th Bilhah. But, through 
wine , he meets his own downfall; while intoxicated he 
ls ensnared by Bath Shua, and later deceived by hi s 
own daughte r-in-law, Tamar. Therefore , he warns h i s 
children aea ir.at boaotfulnoss, covetousness, licentious
ness a nd espec1aily aga inst ove~indulgence i n wine; f o r 
"wine turneth th e mi nd away from th e truth, inspires 
t he passion o f l u s t, and leadeth i nt o error" . Judah 
fur ther instructs hjs chil dren that Satan i s the cause 
or sin and the Lord _s the spirit of truth, and 
according as one acts in compliance with the one or 
tt~ other, are h1G deeds registered i n h is character , 
etampine him as good o r evil. Choice must be made 
betwe en these two sp irits, and t his is possible by 
exerc ise of the will. Judah, like the ot hers, close s 
h i s Te etament wi th a Messianic pr ophecy r egar d i ng the 
resurrection o f the righteous, the triumph of the 
poo r and the martyro, and the burning of Bellar and 
h i & host s. 

(1) In t h i s Te s~ . (Ch . l C, 14-17) occur some 
of t~e J ewish additi ons vf t he 1st cent. B.c. , 
i n whi ch is condemned the corrupt i on of the 
lJaccabea."l priesthood unde r Janna!. 
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ISSACHAR-- - ----SIMPLICITY. 

Issachar recounts to his children the 
simplicity and blamelessness of his life. He i s the 
single-hearted husbandman who scorns all luxuries and 
covets not gol d , who is free from envy and mal ice and 
greed, who shuns lu.st and loolcs forth on life with a 
single eye , •ho l oves God and h is neighbor; who shared 
his first-fru i ts with the priest, and with the poor 
and afflicted and therefore was greatly blessed; he 
spoke 111 of no one, meddles in no one 's affairs, and 
harbored no l ustful throughts; he was happy with his 
wife and in his work. Therefore ho admon i shes his 
children to live the life of t h e hucbandman (1 ) , t o 
walk in s i mplicity, to r efrain fro~ envy and lustful 
thoughts, t o pry ir.to no secrets, to love God and 
man, to be compassionate with the poor and fee ble. 
Re closes with t he prophecy tr.at by the practise of 
these virtues , Bellar will be subdued, and the rule of 
the wicked will cease. 

ZEBULON-------COMPASSION. 

Zebulon, like Issachar, ( 2) is Rasidically 
represented. Be is a fisherw.an , sharing hi~ catche s 

(1) In lat er literature, Issachar and his 
descendant s , are r epresented as the main 
students of the law. Cf. Targ. Ps-Jo~. and 
Jerus . Targ. on Gen. 49-15; l Chron. 12- 32; 
Cf. Jew. Ency . Eng. VI, 676-7 . 

( 2) Rabb1r.1cal concept i on or Zebulon; a me rchant 
who supports Issachar wh ile he devote s h lruself 
to the study o f tte Torah. Cf. Tare. Jer . t o 
Dt. 3 3-16 . l 
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with the poor and needy, the stran6er, a nd the sick and 
aged, that God may bless him for h1$ compAssi on. He 
r ecounts to hie children the sel11nr of Joseph; r ecall s 
hi& deep compassicn when the brothers want ed to kill 
him; how he refused to share ln the money wh i ch the 
brothers eot for selling Joseph; how he eve~ afterwa rd 
l ed a life of cottpassion, giving away his own garment 
to clothe the naked and so was blessed by Cod, f or , 
"as a man dealeth compassionately with his fellow-
beir:.gs, so does God deal cocpasslonately with hitt". (1 ) 
Zebulon t herefore admonishes his children to show mercy 
t o every man, to bear no grudge o r malice, but t o l ove n"I£. 

another, taking Joseph a s an example . Finally,he 
warns aga!r.st dissent ions ln Israe l, and l ongs for the 
Messianic period , the downfall of Belier and the 
t riumph of God. 

DAN-------ANGER AND FALSEHOOD . 

Dan records his fierce anger against Joseph, 
which, under the influence of Bdllal, had been aroused 
in hi rn blr his father ' s favo ritism; he confesses t r.at 
he had des ired t o k 111 Joseph . He acco:-dlr.gly e Xhorts 
hie child r en to refro i ~ fr om anger, for it &Vai ls 
nothing; it blinds the eyes to truth and t herefore 
leads to falsehood ; it takes possession of the body 
and will, darkens t~~ mind, and works for destruction. 
Anger may be aroused by mere words, but it leads to 
terribl e act i on. "Therefore, my children", says Dan, 
."depart from wrath and hate lying , that the Lord may 
dwell nmonr you , and Bellar may fl ee from you • ••.•. love 
the Lord throueh all your life , and on e another with a 
t rue heart". 

(1 ) Cf . Sifre. Di . 96-~hab . 151-b. 



Naphtali relates how he served his father {l) 
Jacob as a mesoenger and comfo1~ted him at the loi:rn of 
Joseph. He Bpeaks of the goodly po:r•tion of land that 
fell to the lot of his tribe ( 2) ~ and wa1"ns his ch.ildr•en 
against an oirerhEH1:r·:i.ng attitud.e in time of pr•ospe1 .. :lty~ 
He exh<n"tt~ them to observe the la.w of God and :flee f'lr'11)m 
the coz•ruptions of Sodom, tho :idola.t:r•ous nattons and 
the fallen ang~)ls i:n th(~ days of l~noch. He na1"rl:.<t.tes 
how each of the seventy nations wor•ahi,pped its guardian 
a.ng~'.31 as the deity ii but Abraham p:t>eferred the one God 
and Creato:r•; fo1~ Michael th~) guarcHan angel of lsra~.~l 
had t.aup-)lt, him the HebN:iW' language so that he oould 
learn the t:r:·ue O:Pder of things and the wisdom of 
c:r·eat,i.on. The Testament closes with an apoca.lypseJ 
refer:ring to the Sup1"ernacy of Lev:! .• 

G£td recalls his great strength Wh:lch he 
di splayed when a~J a you.th he proteote d the fl<)Ol\:s; he 
tells how Joseph carried tales to hie father, for eating 
lambs sl.a:i.n by wild beasts (3),, and how~ on account. of 
this, he was possessed of intense ha t~red for ~Toseph, 

(1) The text of' this T1.'rntament, is ooi:•rupt. A 
Hebrew '11 ei:~ta.ment of Naphtali Wi;;\.s discovered by 
Gast,e:t• ln t.he "Chronicle of Je:r.•ahmeel" ( Ge:rixn .. 
t:Panslation by Ka:u'tzsch, Apocryphen II ~489 ... 49~n .. 

(2) Dt. :33-23. 

(3) Cf. Targ. Jer. on Gen. 37-2, Pirke R. El. 38. 
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and de s ired to kill him. For eleven months he wa s 
stricken with heart-di sease, and was saved fron death 
only throu-£"h hi s father's prayer s and his own cenuine 
r epentance. Re accordingly warns his childr er. aba1r.st 
t~e spirit of hatred, which, if harbored , fills the 
heart with poison, and pre paros the way for Satan and 
every evil , lead ine to i rr.piety and destruction. Love 
alone, conjoined with a repentant and forb1vinc natur e , 
can effect the salvati on of man. Gad ' s cou.~sel of 
l ove and forr.1venes s is of a vez·y high order and will 
occupy our attention later; we will here onl y quote a 
characte r iot ic utterance: "Love ye one another in act, 
i n word and in thought •..•.• If one sin aeainst thoe 
tell him in peace, re~ov1ne the po i son o f hate, and 
roster not guile in thy soul (1 ) , and 1f he confe ss and 
r epent, for give him (2); and if he deny it, strive net 
with h in:, lest he swear o.nd tr.us sin doubly • . .. .•• hut 
plve the vengeance unto God ( 3) ". "Envy not the 
~rosperous , for t he poo r man who ic free from envy i s 
rich " . 

ASH~R---- - -THE T~O CHARACTERS OF VIRT~E Ai.D VICE . 

Asher seeks to !~press upon his children the 
truth, as he has learned fr om experience , that there 
a rts two way s of lisht and da1•kness, good and evil, 
truth and error, virtue a.d vice. These two ways are 
mutually exclusive ar.d distinct, a ntl ~ust eve r be kept 
so. No c o~promi se iz allowed ; a qua lity i R who lly 
g uod e r wholly bad . Doublefacedness serve~ not God, 
but Belial . "Follow the truth \Vi th sin~leress of face 
and floe t he spirits of error". "Cleave unto coodness 
only , f or God hatl". his habita tion therein"'. 

(1 ) Cf. Lev . 19-17; ~att. l &-lG. 

( 2) Cf . Luke 17-3; Yo~a u 7-a . 

( 3) Cf. ~i . 32- 35 ; Rorr. . 12- l S . 



Joseph :i:"ecount~:1 h:'.1.f.1 stead:r.astness and fi:dth.fu1 
peN3everance in the presenc(; of all obstiacles. He 
tells how his trust in Goel a:tded and sustai.ned him :ln 
all hie trials (2), when he was despised, sold and 
mistreated and cast in the face of temptation. He 
:t"ecalls his steadfastness while with Pot:tpha:i:·' s wi.ff~; 
how he fasted and prayed for her convers:1.on and dei:d.recl 
to instruct. her :ln the way of ri.e;hteou.snes~q when cast 
lnto pri. son he thanlrnd God t'o:t: ht s escape from he:t:•. 
"For. Goel loveth him who in a den of darkness combirHH~ 
fast ins with cha.sti.ty, rathe:t' than the man who 1.n 
l-1'..ingw s chambeJ:"S combines luxury with license" ( IX-2) • 
"If ye follow after chastity and purity in patience 
and humi 1 i ty of heart, the Lord wU.l dwell among you, 
because he 1.oveth chast.it~r". (X-2).. Joseph furtller.• 
ll."elate~l (X-5, XVIII) how he refu~rnd to revei~.l hi.s 
blrthplace a.nd. f't:i.mil.y to the merchants who 'bought, h:Lrn 
01~ to Pot.iphar, but prefet"r.•ed to be considered a Blave ~ 
:rratlHH' than expo so hi ~1 brothers ancl put them to shruoe. 
"Therefore"~ says he to his child.ren, "love om;i i:1nother 
ancl wlth lcing-suff"et•lng hide each other• i:i :f.aul.t,s ~ for 
G-od delighteth ln the un:l ty of brethren" (XVII.,~2) . 

(1) It is very probable, as Kohler hae pointed 
out., that we have in. this TeBt::.t:ment two diff(H'~· 
ent aspects of Joseph by two different authors; 
(1.) I~·X.·~4 ffe ·the sar;:it";i type of chastlty as he ls 
x•epl"<:::i:.H:mted in t.hE> Habb:lnlc Iltlggadah. (

1
ra1•g • .Ter. 

on Gen. 49-22; Sotah 36-b; Pirke R$ El. 39) 
(2) X.·~5,;-XVIII~ as the model of brotherly love; 
th.is part is w1"i t.tfJn in simple prose and prob.,, 
ably ia the earlier. The first part (I-X,4) is 
written in a strong, poetic style. 

(2) Herew ai:; tn the case of Ifrnachar, Wt.:i have the 
picture of a Haoid$ a perseauted saint. 
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BE~JA~.~IN----- -PURITY OP' !1EART. 

Benjanin is r.ere , as ir. Ra bbin i cal lite ra
t ur e (1 ) , r epres ented a s W1e one who cli~es affecii o~
ately :o his brother Joseph . He spea ks t o h is ch ildren 
of the nobt l l +..y of J oseph ' s character ; how Josep~ ove r 
l ooked the wi cked deeJ of h i e; brot hers and di d not wan l 
his fat~er t o hea r of it. Tter~fore Benjami n s ets up 
J oseph as an example of the c oOll man ; and he admoni she s 
his ch ildren a l ways t o occupy thei r mi nd wit h t hought s 
of t he cood an '"l t~e pure. Tl.u coC'I~ man ha s no "evil 
eye" ; he is cor.ipassionate ?.vent :> s inners ; he l ovt!s 
t:10 u pr i g1 t, do es not envy t h e r i ch and is r-erc iful t o 
t h e poor; t ;rn evi l spiri ts cannot har:n h i m, but he 
i nfluences t he wi cked f or rood ; he looks not on women 
wi:h lus t; he 1:; of the san e charac te1· a s J oseph who 
could not be defi l ed by z1n any mo re than the sun can 
be def i l ed "by sh i ning on dung and mire". (VII I - 3) . 
The Testament cl os es with an apocalypse based on Ger.. 
49 -27 and Dt. 33- 12. 

(1) Cf . Gen . Rab. 94- 7 . 

r 
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CHAPTER VI. - - ---
ETHI CAL ST/iJlDARD~ . 

"And now, my chil dr en , make your hearts 
good before ~~ a Lor d , and your ways s t raight before 
men , and ye shall f ind crace before the Lor d and oe:i ''. 

Test . Si meon 5- 2. 

It cannot. be too stroncl J urt;ed tha t- the 
"Tes t a!:lcnts of t he T•elve Patria::·chs " do not attempt 
to offer a presentatic~ of e thics i n a ph ilosoph ical 
or sc1c~tif ic for m. The book i s net J csc ri ptive bu t 
narrat ive and hortato ry . Yet there are ce rtain 
ul t i mat e et hical ~asos or presupposi t i ons Which con
s i s t ently underl ie the entl~e work and af~ord u s a 
view of t~e mora l ctandarjs and concepts current i n 
i ts day . These concupts are only i mplied , not 
s t ated i n t h e work. Al~.0JC~ there i s no att.~~pt t o 
deal Ni th the subtl&r questions involvec , after all, 
the wr i ter rr.anif0 ~t ~ l o a br ad way ~ certain phi l o
s oph i cal at.. ti t ·.Jde t oward the mor-e fundanental eth i cal 
proble~s , enabling us , w i ~1 proper eth i ca l pe rspect lv~ , 
t o make an appr oximate esti:na t e of t~c mor a l t.ooper of 
t"1e time . The book marks i n many !"espects a consi der
abl e advance over t he ~oral s t andar ds of t r. e Old 
Te::;ta::ient. There ls a fir ?.a t.er ( thouch o f cour se not 
yet complet e ) consclo~sneso of self l n relations t~ 
ot her selv<:s. An a pprec l arle i ncrt:tase i s appare:lt in 
t he sense of et~ical personal ity , of the value of the 
1ndi·11dual in his re lations, not t o he soc i a l. body , 
but. to othor 1.nJ ivi duals . The sense of scc!.a. l sol
iduri ty, for which t~e Jewl sh people have alway s been 
peculiar , wa s s tl ll verj str one. But we sha l l s ee 
t ..,a t t he document wf:i r:~ we are consl dering, is char
a c terized by a broad human! tar t an outlool-: and by no r a l 
princ i;>les and s t.a:-idarJ::; of a very hi[;h o?'dor . 
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We are doaling here , as we have already had 
occasion lo re~ark , wi th t heologi cal, o ro, more correctly, 
religious ethics . For our au t hor, the moral ls deefly 
r ooted in the divine . An admirable illustrat i on of 
this i dentity of the religious and elhic~l motives is 
f ound ln tile passage from t he Testament of Simeon 
quot ed at the head of t h is chapter. The cood rnan ie 
the God- like man. The type of i deal coodness and 
~oral perfection l s t he Hasid, t~e sai nt , who i n t he 
ext r emity of d istress l ookc to God for guidance and 
pr otection . Thus J os eph (ch . l) addresses his 
children: 
0 1 hav e s een in r.iy life en\"'y and death , 
Yet I went not astray , but persevered in the truth 

of th e Lo r d , • • . • . • . . . . . • . 
I was be set \Yith hunger, a nd t :ie l..ord himself 

nouri shed me , 
I was alone a nd God comfo ~te d me, 
I was s ick, and the L0rd v isl ted me, 
In bonds , and He r e leased me, 
Slandered, and Re plead~d my cause, • •• ••..• 
Envied by my f e llow-slaves , and He exalted me" . 

In a mor e posit ive nanne r, Issachar in the 
course of sunMing up his past life, says: 

" Guile arose not in my heart , 
A 11e passed not thr ough my lips; 
If any ~8n were in distress , I j oined my sighs wi th n ls, 
And I shar ed my bread with t he poo r; 
I wrought Godliness, all my days I kept truth ; 
I l oved the Lord, 
Likewise a lso every man with all ~y heart". 

It i f at or.ce pla i n t hat our author is not 
concerned in any speculative manner , to seek t he why 
and wherefo r e of mor a lity. He dot! s not f or a moment 
seek t o justify moral conduct , excep t to refe r to Gvd . 
Thus, f or him, wora lity l s axiomati c , an ultimate 
deliverance of human c onsc i ousness ; it i s 1!:11r.ed l ate :ind 
int u itional . It i s true the Patriarchs i n some cases 
spenk of some miGfor tune aE a direct vioitat l on of God 
f or he violation of t h e moral law, or l ess often, 

r 
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of ma t er i el wel l-beine as t h e natura l conseque:ice of 
obey1nc God 's law. But in no case is the utilitarian 
motive, i n t he grosser sense , direct ly advanced. 
There i s not a s i ngle ev i dence of a belief in pr o
portionate r etribution throu e;hout the book. On t~e 
contrary , there 1 s the strongest kind of a t endency 
t owar:i the sentiment of "v i rtue for virtue ' s sake " (1 ) . 
The purpose of the autho r in th is reeard is unmi stakable: 
Benjanin , in his characterization of "the t;oo.:1 man" 
u t t ers these s i gnifi cant words (T. Benj. 6-23) "He 
eazeth n ot pass i onately upon corrupt ible things , nor 
s a t heret h toget her riche~ t hroueh a desi:-e f or pl eas
u r e . lie delighteth not in pleasure , he sate l h not 
h i mself with luxurtes .•. • • f or t h e Lord i s h i s port1o:i". 
Lev i addresse s his children thus: (T. LPV1 2-12) 
"And fro1:i the Lord's por t.ion shall be thy life, 
And Re shall be thy field and vineyard, 
\nd fruits, gold and s i lve r" . 
Issachar, in his beautiful detsc r l pt. i on of the man of 
inteerity, says: (T. Iasach . 4-2 ,3) . 
"The sinele- heartcd man covet e t h not t;0ld , 
He overreachet h not his ne ighbor , 
He longet h not af t er oanifo l d dainties , 
Ile delighteth not in varied apparel , 
He doth not desi !"e to live a l onr. life , 
But onl1 ·Ra! t eth f or tt:e will of God". 

Thus, God ' s law am t he moral l aw are 
i dentic&l . The mo tive of morality is God , or ~,e 
"fear of God" . 
"Walk i n s i ngleness of heal t i n ti1e fear of God" . 

(T. Reub. 4-1 ) . 
"Delive:'ance from envy cocet~ by the fea r C'f God". 

(T. Sim . 3 - 4). 
"The fear of God overc orneth hat r ed". (Gad 5- 4) . 
" He that fearet h God and l oveth h is ne i ghbor cannot 

be smi tten by the spirit of Bellar, beine 
shielded by the fear of God". (T . BcnJ . 3- 4 ) ( 2) . 

(l ) ~e shal l show in dP. tail, later , t hat t he 
doctrine of rctr1~ut 1ve justice is , with our 
author , a purely e t hical conception . 

( 2) This expression , "fea r of God" , which i s so 
oft c- n d is c1·teJ out of it s true s i cnificancc 
by Christian the ol oci am.· , 1 s not a ter m of 
r e l ent.l a s s cc~pulston, ol exter nal coer c ion , 



As a corollary c f t h is our author goes even 
further and express l y s t a tes that the ~oral l aw has 
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the same binding and absoluto f orc e as t he natural law; 
moral i ty seems to be a co~ponent part of the universe, 
an established order of hwn~n relation s corresponding 
to the or der of natural phenomena. Thus Naphtali 
says: "Sun a m moon and st~rs ~hange not t:ie 1 r or der; 
so do ye also change not the law of God i n the dis
orderl iness of your doings". Also, "Ood made all 
things cood tn the 1 r order . ... ••.••. s o , my child.r en, 
let a ll your works be done i n order ~1th aood intent 
i n the fear of God and do nothing disorderl y in scorn 
or out of it s due season" . (T. Naph . 3-2 ; 2-9). L aw 
and morality are t hus correlated and interdependant 
c onceptions . 

It l s clear then , t hat for our author, God 
j • th e ultimate source o f eth i cs and the motive of 
morality. It will now be obser ved, as a consequence 
or thi s very doctrine , that a stronr dualistic con
cept i on of morals pervade s th e docu~ent. On t h e one 
s i de is God and moral i ty ; on t~e othc~ is the devil 
and immorality, and t he t~o are mu t uall y ex~lu$1Vc. 
A well developed sym~olic demonology runs thrcu£h the 
Testaments. 11Beliar" is t h e Sa t e n or chief of the 
evil spirits; he is called the "P. ~nee of Deceit". 
Throughout he is represented as t he opposine principle 
of God and the source or evil wo rks. God i s trut~1 ; 
Bellar i s dece i t : God l s light ; Bellar i a darkness . 

but l a interchangeable with "love t~e Lorc.l", 
"keep tne law of God", etc . The Te d.ament s 
throuehout breathe an int i mat.~ r olat1onahip of 
close communi on betWeP.n God and man. The 
attitude of man to God i n the Te stament s is one 
of filial ctP.vot i on and revepenr.e ; and of God to 
man , one ~f parental l c~ e 3nd me rcy. Cf. T. 
Benj. 9 - Z> 11- 2 ; T . Dan 5- 3 , 9 ; T. Jud. 24 - 2,3; 
I ss. 7- 7; T. Lev. 3- 2 , 17- 2, 10- G,13; Zeb . 9-7, 
6- 4 and pas~ ive . The v i ew of the i ndividual 
Israelite aG & so~ c f God was al r eady current in 

J ~~/-~~ the second century B. C. er . Sir . 23- 1 , 51-10 , 
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The ma i n function of t hese evil " spi rit.a" is to tempt 
men (1 ). Suci• a r e t he seven spirits of deceit which 
lie in wait for youth (T. Reub . 2-1, 2) . These are 
the spirits of fornication, insat iableness, fighting, 
pride, lyine , injustice (T. Reub . 3- 3,6). Besides 
these are the spirjts or l ust, hot desire, profligacy 
and filthy lucre (T. Jud. 16-1); the epirit of 
jealousy (T. Jud . 13-3); of envy (T. Si m. 3-1, 4-7 ) ; 
which are spoken of as the poisonous spirits (T. Si m. 
4-9); and of anger (T . Dan 3-4). There are also 
tip1rite of murder (T. Dan 1-7); of i dolatry (T. Naph. 
3-3); and lust (T. J os . 7-4). Each of these spirits 
has its own parti cular task; as a whole their function 
is to oppose and resist the ~ork of God . Accord1nely 
moral goodness and badness are ahaolute t.erMs, i :mne 
diately discernible and unnistakable in their char~cter. 
Thus Asher unequivocally declares (T. Ash . 5-3): "Nor 
may it be sa.1d that t ruth i s a lie, nor right wrong" . 
The good i s God, the wicked is Beliar. There is no 
relative or intermediary position. 

\Ve can, in the li&ht cf this uncompromisi:-ig 
dualism, understand the sharp condemnations of the 
various vices. Fornication , fer Jxample, is i:mnoral 
not irerely as a physical debauchery, but as representing 
a backsliding from God. "For a pit unto the soul is 
the sin of fornication, ~ 'par ating it from God and 
bringine it near to i dols" . (T. Reub. 4-6) . It is i n 
reality spiritual unfaithful~eas ( 2) . Adulte ry and 
idolatry thus eo hand in hand ( 3) . 

(1) In T. Levi 3-2 , however, they are referred to 
a s spirits of r etribution for veneeance on law
le ss men ; in T. Ash . 6- 5 it is sa i d t hat the 
evil spiri t to wh i ch a man has succumbed waits 
for his soul after death in or der t o torment i t. 
Thus the evil spirits have also a secondary 
f unction of punishment. 

( 2) Cf. W~sd . 14-12 . 

( 3) Cf. T. Si m. 5-3; Kethub 11-b: "most idolaters 
are adulterers" . 

.... 



Thi~ t ho l"Queh&o ine dua lism i s l ocically 
carri ed ov er into psycholoei cal duali s~ , in th e r ea l m of 
~an ' ~ noral character . !.1.ar. i z c0n~tituted in the i~uce 
c f Cod (l ) ; t.e i s co~posed cf two cle~ents, body and 
spi r it confrq~at le to each other. He i c t he err,b od1ment 
of form (th e God-idea) in su stanc e ( 2 ) (the h nr:iar. body) . 
At creation , ~an i t a cmr,pos ite of t wo opposing selves. 
He. ~ the absolut e duali~m of the author clearly rr..ar. i f ests 
itsel f . "Two ways ( 3) hath GoJ e lven to the sons of men 
an d tlfo incl i nations ar.d t wo modC;C o f act i ons ( 4) • 11 The 
re f erence here is to the r ood and evil inclinations ( 5) 
v.h tch God iop l anted i n nan f r or.. t he beginning . Th e se two 
i:rinc iples arc rr.utually antacon 1st1c . Thus: "All t t. i r.es 

(1) T. Napht . Z-5. 
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( 2 ) T . Napht . 2-~. Whi le ther e ic a vague inti r.:atior. 
here of Plat o:uc differcntiat1011 of f o rm ar.d r.&tter, 
the tendency is rather t oward Aristotelia n entcl cchy . 
There are occa s i onal r e ferences in the Te s t.anent s t c· 
the weakness cf " the fl e sh", but nowhere a trac e of 
"total ciepr-av1 t.~' " as a n ou~ a nd ou~ doctrir.e . Be t h 
the opposinc principles here i~ave t heir resi dence, 
as potent1v l1ti e~. in the whole character or soul. 

( 3) Thie i s t t e earliest occurrence o f this phrase 
111 Jewish lit.erature. The i dea wa s probably 
sueeeoted by J er . 21- 8: "Thus, witt t~e Lord, behul d 
I set before you t h e way o r life a nd tl~ wa y c f 
death". Cf. Pirke Avot h 2-1~ , 13; we are al so 
strongly reri1r.ded of ~t . ~C-15 ,19 ; see Journal o f 
Philol. XXI 243-258. 

( 4) T. Ash. 1- 3. 

(5) This is the oldest r eference t o the ~oodincli-
~alicn in J ewish 11teratu:-·e ; see Porter f "YE> l zer 
Hara" i n Bi blica l ard Semi tlc St ud ies; Taylor ' s 
"Sayinc;s of t h e Fat hers". pp . 37- S , 148- 152, 186-
192 ; Cha rles ' Ed . of the Apocalypse of Baruch , 
pp . 92 - 3 . Jn the flebrew Serach 1 5-14- we read: 
"God creatnd mar. from th e beg inning .•.•• e.nd eave 
h i m i nto the hand o f h is i nclination ( I IS'' ) ; 1

' 

,..e 1· 21-11 : "He t ha t keepeth th e ( l aw, eets the 
~a sf.ery c f his evil 1ncll nat1on , , ~ • ) . " 

,, 
I 
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are by twos~ oni;} ()Ver• aga:l.nst t.he otlu~r; the:r"e are two 
W{iy 13 of good and {'lV':ll and wi, th these at'e the two 
incliruil.t:lonB in our broast~ discri:minattng tlH1Jm 11 

., (l). 
The ab.solute.~ and ant.. ipodal natu:il'.;e of. mo:rul and 
:lmmoral actlon ls thttr:1 ple.tnly asiJerted. The two 
lclnd-s of conduct are clearly def:lned: "I:f Ute 13oul 
take pleasm:•e in the good :tnclinatj.on$ all its acttons 
are in r:i.ghteousnt:rns ••••• but if :i.t i:nol:i.ne to the ev:!.1 
inclination, all its actions are in wickedneea ••••• and 
it. is ruled by Bel:i.ar"~ (2) . rri1uf~ .man's moral 
n.a ture is two--fold and hil:'J dom1.nant character i a de tel""" 
mined accord.:i.ng a.s he tncl:i.nee to t.he one o:r. ·the citht'H"' 
principle. Divine prescience is posited (3); yet 
perfect moral freedom is accorded t.o man. 'I'he detex··· 
mining factor ls the will, with which man has llkewiES<:~ 
been endowed. Exercize of the Will if! t.lle distinct 
mo:t."'al functl on in mcald.ng the cho:lce betwf:iem tl1e two . 
principles wh:i.ch are ·1mplanted in man. "Two spi.1•l.tg.3 
wait Ul:10n man•m .. t,he sp:trit of truth and the i.1pir•:tt of' 
deceit. And in the m:ldst. :ts the spirit of' t.ho under"" 
standi.ng of the m:'!.nd to wh:l.ch :it belongeth to tu!'n · 
wh1.ther•soe.ver tt w1ll 11

• (4) Man :i.s at no di~1advantage 
:ln th:l. s st:t"uggle wi. th tlH'?i u,Til principle :t"'epresented 
by Bel:i.ar; for wh:llr:i man comprehi.:n1ds both tho opposing 
pr•:i.:ncipleie (t,he good and the ~wi.l.) Bel:ta:r }urn power.. 
over the evil spirit alone; he cannot sway the good 
:l.ncli.naticm. The ultimate choice l:J .. es w:lth m.an. 
Thus Levi addressee his children (T. Levi 19-1): 
"Choose ther•ef'ore for yourselves, eit.her the llght, or 
the da.1•kneErn,. ei t.hel" the law of tl~1:> Iiol"d ~ or• the worlrn 
of Bellar". r~a1Jh act of man in this p:t>ocess is 

(1) '1, • Ash. 1-~1: ,5. 

(2) 'I' • Ash. l· .. 6,8. 

(3) 'r. ,Jud~ 20·~3. 

(4) T. Jud. 2()w,,J., 2 • 



r ec;1st er ed 1n h i s character; t he re sult s of l: i s 
volitions er~ w i t en u pon h i s heart (1 ) ( 1 .e., h is 
charRcter) and ~re always cper. to t he knowledge of 
God. The i mportan t po int t c be observed hore is 
'Lhat ultimately i::.an's own cha:-acte r i s tb:: seat of 
his moral ac tivity. Thu s llaphtali ( 2-G) says: 
"As a nan ' s str~nath , so i s h is wor~ •. . • and as h i s 
s oul, s o also i s h i~ woi--d , either in t he l&w of the 
Lord, e r in the wo rks of Bellar". 

We have here a clearly defined position on 
t he moral question. Mar. At b irtl; ls neither good 
nor bad . Nothina external to him prede t e r mines 
h is character; potentiality of the moral r.atu re and, 
there r ore , perfect human freedom ls thus foy·r:ulated . 
Uan is t he naster of hi s own destiny , R creature of 
bis own noral will. I n the passages lthich we have 
already cited from T. Judah ( X:X-~,5 ) ( 2) , •e~ve 
an admirable expression of man 's attitu4e t o.sood &nd 
evil which are personified as the "spirits" or good 
and evil. The notable facto r here i s :.hat v.•hlle 
these two principles oppo~e eac h other , man himself 
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is the final arb iter; it i s his will that de t e rx:.i nes 
for e ithPr. The power of the will ls f'Ully emphasized; 
it s exe rcize i n cho ice and d i scrimination makes for t he 
fully developP.d character; by the attainment of "moral 
wi sdom" (3) (acts of virtue conjoined wlth knowledge 
and study of t he l aw) ~an ide~tifi es himsel~ with h is 
potentially moral self, i.e., with the eood pr i nciple 
or the :i.rl!> i1 IS' ' ; by an opposite course of action, 
he attaches hicself as it we re , to the evil principle 
or t he >'li1 /!:S'. The ev il spirits have power only 

(l ) T. Jud. 2 0-3. According t o Jer· . 31-33 , 
God wr1te5 Bis law on ~he hearts of men, but 
man can also write t hese on h is own heart 
accord ins to Prov . 3- 3 : " Wr1 te then on the 
tables of thy heart". 

( 2) p . 55 . 

(3 ) T. Lev. 13-1, 9 . 

ri l 
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ove r those who consc i ously sanct ion and appr ove of, 
and there f or e , choose by th exer c ize of the i r own will 
and d i scrimin.ati('\n , tl1e evil cou r se; i n o ther word ::J , 
man alone predeter.:ines his own !'!:oral self. Thus , 
t hose who arc inclined t o be faith less a nd wic ked a re 
easy prey for the evil s pirits ; these spirit s at firat 
mere l y t er.:.pt men to s in; if the t empted ones yie l d , 
t hen the spirl t~al~e full posse~on of t he noral 

f4~ 

nature, and uoe victims as own i nstruments. 
Thus , f or exarr.pl e , man's yet?.er ( ......,~ •) is blinded 
by covetousness and f ornica t i on (T . J ud . 16- 3); it 
1s s tirred i r.to ancer by envy (T. S im. 4-e); t he 
y rmt.h i s blinded by impulse ( >' ril -,~ ~ ) his 
be ter naturP. grows steadily weaker, until hi e char
acter becomes conpletelr vitiated when he is a n 
abject s lave t o pa s sion and vi ce (T. Jud. 11-l ) . But, 
if, on the other hand , r.ian asserts h i s bet1.er nature 
( ::1. I~ i1 / 5'' ) , if he t s s ingle hearted am 
clince t o the truth , then the sp1r1 ts of deceit can 
wi e ld no power over h i m nor even come 1~to cont~c t with 
hi m; Bellar, the prince of evil, must flee from h in , 
for the righteou s rule ov e r these evil spirit n and 
"tread them under foot". In the drwnward process 
t oward complete mo1·a l det.;en e rati on t hr e e s t e ps a r a 
rec ognized: first, th e soul ( the will ) i nclines to 
pe rverse actions; next its modes of action a r e defined ; 
it drives away the gt'Od ana cleave s c onsciousl y t o the 
evil; finally, t he re sult, it becomes a s lave or 
Bella r. This a ppr oximates i n a wonderful way the 
view of t he ethical pr oc ess from the ~odern standpo i n t 
in whi ch unrelated i mpulses are Gradually f ormed i nto 
a body of habit s which then determine the c l1arac t e r. 

~e have seen ttat the Te star.ent s rP.ccgn1ze 
t he soul in which the fUncti on of t te wtll r es ides , as 
the seat of mor al wo rth . This d~te rmine~ and s tamps 
the mor a l character. Freedom , with our author, iG 
freedo~ as an e t h i cal 1mplicatlcn ; it i s no considered 
ne&ative l y a s an abstr act liberty of choice, a selecticn 
of a line o f conduct by pure will. Th i s 1 P. absurd 
because ~Bn cannot lift himself above hi mself. Pur e 
wi l l having no manl:ood with it , or i nner constra i nt , 
is wor thless as an expresaion o f man. But , so our 
author ~c~ld say i n moder n terms , affir~ative ly and 
positive ly , freedom is the abil i t y of man to be himGelr 
i n acccrdance wi th t he hisheat cor al law--God ' s l~w, 
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which trn has coruwiously i:wcept(l;,d and :NH.'JOgnized as 
his own. It is not a ylelding t.o the st.rong(H~t motlve; 
ther•1:; is no motive a.part ft•om th(~ man.. The motlve i.s 
a present state of consciousn.esr:i and is wha.t it is 
becaxusa the man 1.s what he is. '11he man is what he :f.s 
b~:H!ause of. two factors: 1st, orig:lna.l equipment at. bi,ir:~th 
(i.e., potential powers) and 1 2nd, his own personal 
reaction (i.e., exercizo of will). 

Throughout the book j the on~~ grt:Hl t eth:l.cal 
quality~ the d~Jter-mi.nlng featur·~J of moral conduct, and 
that which enables man to i.dentU'y himself' with hls 
better :na·ture ( .)... J to il 15'' ) and 1-'ove:r•c;ome the t('}m.pta~ 
tions and advances of BeU.ar,, 1.s mental pur•ity. This 
is th~~ posi tiV'e teach:tng of the authoJ:> par oxcellence ., 
Here alt:io can we discrnrn the inwardnefcJB of the author's 
moN!i.l compr13henaion and eth.ical dootr1..rlEH1. Purity of 
the heart; is the greiat. mo1:ial d~side1•atum and the bas:ls 
of moral actior1. It is true that man ifl only~ poten ... 
·ti.ally g<.)od; yet his J>.\tli.'>fil 1~' repr<H~enta tha.t i.n 
him which is God-given; it is his moral self; it is that 
wh::lch constltutes his protection against the evil 
an~e ls. Mt:l.n sta:l:'t,s out in life equipped w:t th mental 
(mox•a.1) purlty. He has the making Qf his char1actE'>l"' 
in hifJ own hands. His moral f:t•Erndom ls h:ls g1•ea.test 
asset.. By mc:ians of' this he can react :ln a mcn"al way 
to the oondi tions which life prei:Hmt;s. By "stnglem:1r.·rn 
of hea1"t.", the author means cleanness, wholei.::wmeneEm of' 
thought. This en.ables man to remain mor•ally pure in 
the midst. of all t empt.&t i.ona. Thus the author con-
stantly urges purity of mind as tht:i stoutest, W£-)a1m:n 
ag.;d.nst. the spir·its of evll. "If fo:i•n:lcation ove1'." .. , 
oomes not your mind, neither 01:1..n Bella1" ove:r.comt:.i you". 
( l) .. This 1 s equlvalent to sr:tying that. if' the ·vie ious, 
unreason:l.ng impulse is checked at. i.ts incept..:i.on by tho 
ef:f'ort of' the mind$ ;t.e., if the thoughts a:t"e kept 
clear of the lower animal desires, by earnest~wholesome 
ocoupat,:l.on allowing no :r•oom for them, then t.he t<:nnpta .... 
tion :H..;m)l.f 1.s removed, Beliar in cast out, and the 

(l) T. Reub. 4-11. 



character is saved fro~ t he vitiating infl uence of 
yielding to the ignobl e !~pulse . Bel1~r has no 
power over the pure . "I f you wi sh to be pure in 
mind guard your sense e" says Reuben (6- 1 ). The 
power of the mind ( r ef ect1on ant reason ) t o contr ol 
senee- impreeeion s is here a sserted. "Let your ~ind 
be unto good" , ea.ye Benjamin, " f or he that hath his 
mir.d right ~eeth all things rightly". "Where there 
is light in the mind, darknecs fle eth away" . (Ben j . 
5- 3). "If y e keep s i lence in purit y of heart, ye 
shall unde rstand ho• to hold fast the will or God, 
and t o cast away the •i l l of Bellar". (T . Napht. 3- 1) . 
"The cood mind hath not t wo tongues of blessirtfl and 
or cursins • .• . ..• of hypocrisy am of truU· ; but it 
hath one dispos i tion incorru pt am pure" . (T. Ben j . 
6 - 5). Th e nost signif i cant expression i n the booY. 
regarding the puri ty of t he mind as an ethical 
c~c tum is voiced by Benjami r. i n these worda: "He t hat 
hath a pure mind • . • •• l ooketh not after a woman with a 
v iew to f orni cation; for (~) he hath no de f ilemen t 
in his heart, bec~use the spirit ot God r esteth upon 
him . For as the sun cannot b~ defiled by sh1r.i r.e on 
dung and mi re , but rather drieU1 up both an,1 driveth 
away the i mpurity; so also the pure mind, tho ' en
c ompassed by the defi l ement s of earth rather cleans eth 
thern and is not i t s el f defiled" ( l • Th is sta temenL 
is rel!larkable f o r the author ' s grasp regardir-8 the 
incorruptib i lity of cha racter; 1 . e. , of an ordered , 
moral characte r, and i ts powe r of resistance to ev 11. 

Purity of heart, or the spirit of trutr. 
( )J!!>il I':!•) is identif i ed by our autr.or with the 
spirit of God . With the except i on of Sirac~ (17-3 ) 
our author is probabl y the first one to quot~ t h e 
statement in Genesis (l-27 ) ( t hat man was created i n 
th e 1n:aee of God) f or an e thical purpos e ( 2) . Thi s 
God-l i kenes s i s man ' s potentially moral self; it i s 
g iven t o h i~ in t rust and mu s t be fl1.1arded fro~ con
t amir.a t i on unti l it ls retutned t o i t s divine source . 

(1 ) T. Benj . 8-2,3 . 

(2) T. Napht. 2- 5 . 
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The f olJ.ow ing notable wor•ds are f'rorn the (I-IebrE~W) 
Test.a:ment of Naphtali (10 .. ·8~9): "God hat.h poured into 

· man a living sou.1. and a pure spirit fr•om Himself'; 
bl~~ssed is the man who does n(lt, defi.le the holy apiri.t 
of God which hath been put and breathed into him~ 
and blEHrned is/he who returns it to h:ts Creator• as 
pure as it waf3 on the day when He entr"LU~ted it. to him

11 

~ 
By thi. s insist.enae on monta.l pui:•:l.ty, thc:l 

au.t,hor clea1•ly rc~oogn:J.zes what in modern p~1ycholc>gical 
phraseology we would te-n:·m id.eomoto:t"" activtty, or the 
int~11raction between thinking and doing~ judging and 
actingi or between mind and conduct. The di.ctura~ 
"act ions deola.l"'e> th. e man 11 would thus mean. for our 
a:uthc>r that a man's act,1ons (i .. eq his habits of 
a.ct.ton) exhibit hi.s judgment£~~ for when a man judgea:P 
he at the same t imE.' act.a» and the reiVeree is oo1"'JrE'H:J ... 
pond:l.ngly t:rrue. 1rhus our author• would say: 

11 
As a 

man thtnketh :tn his heart. so doos he". r.rh:ts th:lnk:tng 
(or judging px•oc.rnss) :Ls appt•ovirig$ accept:tng~ cer~· 
tain'lim~ of conduct and is therefoll"e :J,tself indis
pensable ff.l.cto:t" in the formation of characte:r'0 

.In keeping with th:J. s lof't.y co:no(lpti. on, c.mr 
authc>r layr~ very great stresfil on the inner char•acitt~r 
of' mo1~i;l.l worth and on the sp:J.r:lt~ The intent~ the 
mo1~i vo" is with h:lm of pr1.me :lmport.ance. Jo~1eph says~ 
regarding his exper:l.~moe with the wlfe of Potiphar•r 
"And not even in ~Jl<!E..&~1 did I incline to her".. In 
descr:i.bi:ng the, moi•a.l quaU. ties o:r the good man~· G«id 
says (T ~ Gad 5 ... 5): "Ha wi.11 not do wrong to a.ny man. 
c_,ven J.11 .!~-11~2E..G!..~.~" • He:r.ein 1 s contained the p:rinc 1.plei 
tha.t nes at the basis of all the commands in the 
famous "Sermon on the Mount"; (Matt. 5 ... 21 ff), t·E~qui.rj.ng 
the heart, not merely outward (}Onformance ~ Om:• 
aut.ho:r. under st.ands well that mor•ali ty cannot. be 
achieved through external re st.ra.ints or the coero 1.on 
of' legalism. It is t.:r•u.e, the term, "law of God

11 

oocu.ra frequently in the bool{., but. nowhere 1 s the dry~ 
fru:t.tleHJS f'o rmal:l.sm of Ha.la.cha' o:r.• even any priestly 
cult or ceremontaliam enjn:l.n.ed. On the contrarj•, 
the deep EJph•:t tuali ty of his ethi.ca.l teaching is every
where given expression throughout, the Testarnents ® 

Ju,hel" in his noteworthy descr:i.pti.on of "The Two Ways", 
in no unoe:rta:ln torH:HJ condemnas :t'ast.ing Whr:in combined 
in mock p1.et;~r wlth adultery; perforrnance of com:mandm~nts 
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when co~bined with moral wortt.lessness, and ch~rity 
combined with cruelty. Th i s "doubl e fac edness 11 i s 
represe nted as a most despicable trait. A man cannot 
excuse his i nne r cor ruptness and depravi ty by the 
obsel"'vance of outward f orms and c e reI!loni es . God wil l 
not accept t.he '':se emi ng good a s t he genui ne good" . 
(T . Gad II, III). 

The spiritual i nwardness of t he book a nd its 
emphas! s on personali t :; ls further illu strated by 1 t s 
teach inB as t o conscience . Th i s be l ongs t o the two
fol d funct i on of t he spirit of goodness or trut h, 
which no t only i nspires to good a ct ion but al so acts 
as an accuser witl:in the heart of the s inner . Th is 
is c ontair.ed i n t he remarkable words of Judah ( 20- 5) : 
"And the spirit o r truth t e sti f 1eth all thi ncc arrl 
accuseth all; but. t he si nner i s burnt up by h ! r, own 
hear t and ca nnot rai se h i s ~ace t o the Judge". The 
sp1r1 t of truth i s thus almost equ ival~nt t c '' con
science " (1 ) under stood not so much as the source of 
moral obligat1or., but a s the facu lty wh i ch passec 
judgment upon actions aft.er t.tey are done. The 
action of t he conscience is als n described by Gad 
( 5-3): "He t ha t is just a n1 honorabl e i s ashamed t c 
do whe. t i s u.n~ust, be i ng r eproved not of anc.. t~.er ~ but 
o f his own heart". " •onsc ience" t hus r ... r onounce s 
judgment on c.ur own actions , not on those of other s . 
The s inne l" is thus arrair:ged before t he tmr or his own 
conscience , and 1n t he cou rt of sel f- introspect1c~ . 
He may escape the punishrr ent t u.posed by men o r dev i s ed 
by statut e , but he cannot st i fle the consciousnes~ or 
sin arrl the i ndictment of self- ccndemna tlon. Here ir. , 
our author ~11l ~ attai ned a wonderful insight i nto th e 
moral s i t uat 1or. . R9~ben (4-3 ) spe a k s o f his own 
"con sc i ence " (C-£/Yt.£ tJ?-J trl5 ) troubline; r. ir a l l his 
11 fe f or !i i s i r.cestuous crit:!e . The work i ng of t he 
consc ie~cc i s further illu s trated by its powe r to 
manifest, l t. ti c lf ev en on the exte rnal fea tures of ma n . 

( 1) Thi s i s t he fir s t ti rie i n J ew ish 11terRture 
u~~t t . e c on scie~ce a ppea r s au a deve l oped 
conception . Cf. Ecc l e s . 10- ZC. 

. 
I I 
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No t e t he fol~o'G ir.c s i e nif i cant 'A'o1·ds f r o::- r- i rreon 
( 5- l ) : "Jo s eph wa::; c omf> y anr. e o odly to loc~ u ron 1 

because no wicke jna cs dwelt in h i m; for so~e 0f th e 
trouble of tre spirit the f!lCl:i man iff!et e t h 11

• "Con
sc i ence" in t he. T6sl&men .e i s Cod work i ne in man; i t 
is p eculia rly an i nner rea ll y; it i s the essentiall y 
pe r sonal element o f u .e powe r to judee o r c! 1 e t ingui sL 

e t we en ri b-l'i t and wren&. The f i :ia l jujge o !' our 
co nduct 1 G th e r e f ore not rmn ( 1. c· . , a . ;~:: 1 : .~ oxturn..o. l ~ 
t u t God. "F : r i;ood r::en" says Asher ( 4 - 1) , "t.hey t. l a t 
a r e o f s11:cle - f a~e , t~1:luQ1 t.r:ey . e th ouc.l-i t ~Y tr.ei:: 
t.ha t. are Jouble - fa~t:J " s 1'1 , ~ ; u st. before God". 

The author ' s d oc tri ne o f s i n , pun ioh11ent and 
r epent ance , affo rjs us a st 111 ~leal'~r view o f h is 
mor a l t;t"'3. 3p . We ho.vd alre'l1y s '?en how s i n is ident i -
f ied wi h the sp i rits v f evi l ( 'Y /';'1 1<;;• ) ; yet 
!"lur;:an responsih il ity i s t i"!~ <:. UQ •):.tt. :nu.. i nt. a i n t!d . Sin 
is t..'1 e i den U:i ~ation of sel f Ni '..h t he y I ;J 1 ~· 
or Beliar throueh c onscious cx e i' c ize of the will. Bu 
Zebul on ( 9- 7) speaks of r.c:i weakness of l..!1 t' !'l e..:'l J.00 
t h e posd i bility o f b e i n g dece ive= ; the r e f o re God ' s 
a bunda nt reerct a~d pardo n are eve r at hand f o r the 
t r.ily re pon t a n t 3 i nner , who , pe r s i 3t i ng in t h c 1t:!~ t 1 

can c a st .Ju t eve ry S' l,.. 1t of Bellar . S i n , uc ;: pr c.11 ~.: 
t o the nut. :'1or , ~Y be l}roadly c lassed a s ( lst}'a.y ¥o<.a. 
( 1) a nd ( :...nd ) a...-o)"- t a. • Th e fir s t 1•cft'rs r.c l wv 
r:iuch t o t he fa ilu1·~ to rec ocn ize a wr:mc c of'1.rai t ted 
as t~ he f a !lure t o n c kn o .v l edrc 1 t . ! c;.oro.nce i n 
1 t.self , a l ~:.oucr a p l t!a f cr parJc•n , c a nr. .;.}/ tc reg;t r dcJ 
as an excuse for s i n . An exar.r;l e o f a.>' Y 1> 1.. a. 
i s t he act o f Ze bu l on (l-4 , 5 ) i n no t rev~nl i~g t o h is 
faihor t~c c1·i r.e of 11::; brot h ers i n s ell i n<; J o seph . 
Th is r a fers b 0 t.h to t~1e s in a ctuall y c vmci t ted a d 
to t he 1\ 1c';ed deed i n t !? l'}_d.c_:_ or only 1::1 the t hough t s . 
I nt e nt ha~ he re a promi n~nt place . S im~on ' s ( 2) 
ha t. r-e J of J cseph wh i ch made h i m c ont err.p l ate the s i n of 
murder 13 r e c a 1"deC. by God as !!luch a cri :-:?e as 1~ h e had 

( 1 Cf . T. ~eub . l-6 ; T. Lev . 3- 5 ; T. Jud. 19- 3 . 

( .:) T . S i rr. . ' 
, __ _ 



actually co:nmi ~t'3d the mu r der ; ~1en~ e pu 1 C"r".,.1 i::; 
mete1 out t o h i m accord i ncl y . We have nerP t he 

(3 . 

or gi~a :cnccptlon , of ahich t he · ( Apostolic ) dcct rl~e 
is an echo : "He t hat hateth his br~ther 1::.-a murder e r ". 

The i nner nature of s in ~ a ~ t hus c l early i~ 
t he " lnd of t he wri ~er . I n de scribtne t~e evil 
effec t s c f spe c if ic 3ino , he lay £ c r ea t e s t cop~as i s on 
t he vt: 1a inc and c nrroJtng i nfluence on t he charac t e r. 
Observe t he desc.rl pt i o!'l of t he der.iorallz i ng effec s o f 
fo r,1c3~i nn CT. Reuben , 4, 5 , 6) ; o f avari ce ( T. J ud. 
18 , 19 ); Cad ' s viv i d por t rayal of t he viciou s e ffect s 
of hatred (T. Cad 3 . 4 , 5 , Cf. T . Dan 2 , 3, 4) ; anrl 
Simeon ' s pictu r e of the destruct1vcne s6s of envy , a s a 
po 1sonou~ spirit, taki nr possess i on of a nd tr.:.nsfor ::i :-it; 
t~ o whole personal i ty , dar~er.ine the ~ind , lo~e r inti 
t he ~oral tone ~nd oour i ng the ent ire nat ~ re of the 
vic ti~ (T . Si m. 4-8 , 9 ; Cf . Gad 7) . 

1 n is is , however , no irre rievable cor.Ji tion . 
Repe nthnce and rec overy are possible, no J"a tt ei~ Le,, 
d.e;:>rave<l t he sin..'1e r. Thi:. al so is an i nner ) l"OCe8 s. 

Tr ue r:pt#:t t.anct i nvolve s t he a cknowledgunent of t he 
wro!1£ co~~i t ted, t~e sub~ugatlon of every ev il incli 
nati on , and a 6enu1 ne desire t o be rest0red t o th~ 
f o r11e r pur1 ty ' 1 .e .' t o r ecain the ::i l t!J ..., -, .s • 
"True repenta nce after a eoodly s0rt, driv £: _:i away 
th ~ dark ne s s , enli ghteneth t he ~yes , e 1ve th knowlence 
to t:-.e soul 3.nd leade t ?l the mi nd t o sal•1a t i on 11 (T. Gad 
5- 6 , 8 ) ( 1). Uor eover, i n t h is pr ocess God helps tr.e 
s i nner in h is efforts t o re~ent (Cf . T. Zeb . 9-4 ) . 
Tr e sav ing ers.c e of love i s here t aui;ht . "The spirit. 
of l nve worketh t ocethcr with t~e l a n of God i n l on& 
sufferinc unto the sa lvati on of men'' . ( T. Gad 4- 7 ) . 

The author's tea -h ing on retribution ls su r 
pr i sing f~ r 1 ~s moral dept~ and i ts ma rked advance on 
the preva111nc t houe."lt of i ts time. Punis:ment f or 
sin is n~ t~tna external ly 1nposed . The w~i ter of t he 
Testa~P.nts hol ds t h e doc t r i ne of retr1but1~e justice . 

(1 ) Cf . also T. Reub . 1- 9 , 2-1; T. Sir . 2- 1~ ; 
T. J ud . 15-4 ; T . J os . 6- 6 ; T. Benj . 5-4 . 
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S i n bri ne s i t. s own pun ishmen t in tli l s !,£!'1<;!. The 
mo! t s t r i k t nc exprossi nn of t h i s t eaching i s found i n 
Ga d ( 5- 10 ) : "For by what t~ inez a man trans rres s e t.h , 
by t :io sac e al so 1 s h" puni shed" . We have he r e , no t 
t he .1oc tri ne of a def inite set. of l a 'ft's c ov erl nB a 
defi n i ~e set o f s i ns ; but t he author rec ognize s t~e 
pr of ound tru th of "moral r ecoil", 1. .e., t h e inev it.~ble 
law o f co1:ipen snti on ( p-.mi s~ment f ollowir.r. in t !le wuk e 
of s i n) ope r a tinG upon men a s irrevocatly a s t~e 
na tural law of cau se a nd e f f ec t. Th i~ is a wonderf ll 
a dvance on t~ e primitive hu~an l aw of r e tal i a t i on , ~ r 
"tit. f o r ta t" . It l s al l the mo r e r ena rka l P. i n t '1 e 
wo rk we a r e now considering, s ince t he old mec1an ica ~ 
v i ew seerns t o hav n been litera l l y accepted i n the 
s econd c entury B. C. (1 ) . The lan of r e tri but ive 
ju s t ice i s her e s pi r i t a a lly conceived and la t he f ore
runne. .· o f the New Te sta'"lAnt wordc: "Whatsoever a ma n 
s owe t h , t hat shal l he o.l so i•eap " , (Ga l. 6- 7 ) or , "He 
t ha t doeth wrong shall r sce 1ve a ga i n t h e wro~e t ha 
he ha t h done " (Col. 3-25) . Not e these words f r om 
Levi ( T . Lev. 13 - 6 ) : " Sow eood t~ ings in your svuls, 
that ye may f ind t !"l e rr. i n your life . But r j' e s ow 
evil t h i ncs , Ye shall reap every troubl e and a f f lic-
t i on". I n pos1 t ive f or m we have t h1£. l aw expre s s ed 
i n Ze bul on (T. Zeb . 5- 3 ) : "Even as a man doe t h t o his 
neic~bor , even so will t he Lore do t o h i m" ; simila rly 
( 6- 6b ) : "He t !1a t shnret~ with h i e ne i t';hbor r ece i vet:i 
manifol d rr.o r e from t he Lor d" ; ir. still more positi va 
f or rn ( I bi d 8 - 1 , 3 ) : "Have, my ch ildren , c ompassion 
t owards cverv man wi th mercy , t hat the Lord nl so ::ia y 
ha ve ccnpa ssi on a nd mercy upon you . For in t he decr e e 
in " r.i ch a man hath cou.pa s s i on upon h i s nc i~ hors , i n 
t he sane degree hath the Lord a l s o upon h im" ( 2) 

(1 ) Cf . Bk . of Jub . 4 - 31,.32 ; 2 J.:acc. 5- 1' , 15- 32 , 33 . 

( 2 ) Cf. Dt. 13-18 . Th ie sentiment ( T. Zeb . 'ff-3) 
ha s been attributed t o Gamlie l II ( 80-105 C. E. ) 
but it is mo~e proba bl e t~at Gar.liel drew on our 
au t hor. I n 5habb . 15l b occurs th$? following : / 0 • .. .. ;'} J b I ' ~... I I I? n ., f1 JI I '') :i ,) ) '} 0 f1 ">,, ,., .) .) 

tJ•tJ/JJ'flj~ I•~')/ lotn pi r~· .J'l ' "l':l.fl ~"'~0'1.,h IJ')'U J.>1 

(/t 
Cf. Jer~s Tal. B. K. Sc ; Sifre Dt. ~: J oseph 
B. K. I X, 30 . I n Tanch . B. , 30 , r esikta , 
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Vfo have seen that the ethical. concepts undoI"~ 
lying 01u· book are o:f a :l'."emax•kably high order and seem 
to ,just.:l:f:'y the remark of Mr~ Charles that this documa:-)nt 
is ":reprt<.H~entative of the loftlest eth:lcal standard 
ever attainr:id by pre·-Ch:x•istian ,Judaism" (1) '9 We ~3hall 
now undertake to consider briefly, some of the leading 
ethical teachings and doct;rlnes of the book. 

(1) 

R.C. 38, 165a~ this saying is attributed to 
Jose b. Hagl:i.1:1 ( Bat1her: Agma der Tann .. , 
2 ed. I, 94, Note, 1903). 

Ed. Test. XII Patr. London 1908. r I 
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CHAPTER VII . 

LEADING ETH ICAL TSACn INGS . - ----- - - -- - -- -

Th e i ndebt edness of Ch r i sti anity to Judals~ 
f or prac tically a l l 1 i s f unda ment al e thical concept s 
is generally adrn1 tt ed by Christ 1an scholar s. Sc~urer, 
in the openi ng line s of h is monumenta l wor k (1) say ~ : 
"No inc ident in t he Gospel s t ory, no word in t h e 
preaching o f Je sus Christ i s i ntellig i bl e a part f r oc 
its s ettine i n J ewi sh h i story and withou t a c l ear 
understand i ng of that world of t hought di s tinction of 
the J ewish pe ople". Th i s t s especially true with 
r e eard to the influence exe rted by the Testacents 0f 
t he Twelve Patriarchs" . Aa lone a s the ol d view was 
held t hat the "Teetar:ient s" were a pzoduct of t he second 
Chri s tian century , t hey we r e na t ural ly regarded as a 
literary dependent ot the New Testament ( 2) . But with 
the r eversal of t h is chr onol ogi cal relation, t he 
questi on of t he connection be tween t he Testament s and 
th e New Testament assumes new and vi t al importance ( 3) . 
I n considering s oce of ~1 e mor e pr ominent e t h i cal 
teac hi ngs of the Test ament s we s hall f ind a surpri s i ng 
f requency of co i :'lc l dence i n t nought and d ict i on with 

(1 ) His t ory of the J ewi sh people i n the Time of 
J . c. 

( 2) See ';'Ta r field , N. Y. Preeb . Rev. Jau , 1680 , 
p . 57 . 

( 3) A comparat ive study of the two works shows 
t hat the TestaQen t s were no t onl y known but 
pr o f usely used by s eve ral of t he 1~ . T. write r s. 
3ee Cha r l es : Hibbert Journ ., vol ume III, p . 
569- 572 ; Ed. Test . XII Pa tr. Lond . 1908 . 
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t he teach int;s of t he New Test a:,ent (1 ) . 
It has doubtl ess been obs erved from our 

summary of the Testarwent s (pp. 37- 49) t~at the center 
ot the patriarchal narratives throughout is Joseph . 
Each or the patriarchs conf e&scs his share i n the 
crime of selli~g their brother Joseph . Joseph's 
att itude toward them in Egypt la recalled and each 
of the patriarchs repents his pa r t in the outrage 
done to their brother. We find, therefore , as it 
would be natural to expect, that one of the foremos t 
ethical t he me s of the book is brotherly love. "And 
now, my children," says Gad (6-1), "love ye each his 
brother, and put away hatred from your hearts , l ove 
one another i n deed, in word and in thought" . 
Joseph 13 made t o p,ay (T. Jos . 17- 2 ,3): "!:>o ye also , 
therefore, love one another, and with l ong- suffering 
hide ye one a~ ther's faults; for God delighteth in 
the · 1 11 ty of brethren and j n the purpose of a heart 
that take s pleasure 1n love" ( 2) . Our author 

(1) 1 These . 2- l o i s a verbatic quotation froc 
T. Lev. 6- 10 . Cf. also Roe . 12-21, ("Over
come evil with good") with T. Benj. 4-3 ("by 
doin& good he overcomet h evil"); Rom. 12-19 
("Avenge not yourselves, but leave room for 
God' c; wrath") with T. Gad 6-7 ("for g ive 
him • •••• . •.. and leave the vengeance to God"); 
Cf. 2 Cor. 7-10 ("Godly oorrow worketh re
pen tance unto salvation") with T. Gad 5-7 
("A true Godly s o rrow ..•...• leadeth t he mind 
to salvation"). Cf. Eph. 5-6 ( "Let no man 
begui l e you with vain words" ) with T. Naph . 
3-1 ("Beguile not your souls •i th vain 'w'ords 11

). 

( 2) Cf . also T. Reub . 6-9; Sim . 4-7; Zeb. 8-4, 6 ; 
Dan 5-3; Gad 4-2 , 6- 1, 7-7; T . Benj . 3- 3,4. 

l 
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evidently recognized the beneficent power of this 
great pir:lnciple. In a strildng and beautiful manrrnr, 

. Gad ( 4 .... 5 31 7) oontra1;1ts the destruatj;ve pmrn:t• of hatN-.ld 
with the savine grace of love: "As love would qu:tcln~n 
the dead, a.ml would call back them that are cond~~m:ned 
to di.e i so hatred would slay the 1:1.ving, a.ml those 
that had sinned venially 1 t would not, suffer to 1:1.ve; 
fo1~ tho splrit o:t" hatred worketh togethe1 ... with Satan 1 

th.rough hastinoss of spir.•U:., in all things unto men ° s 
death; but the spirit. of love workath toget.h~H· with 
th(~. law of God :ln long-suffering unto the salvat:i.o:n of 
:men 11

• Sympath;y and compassion a:i;"e thE:' essence~ of 
love. J'oseph (17 ... 7) says: "Theil" children were my 
children, their life was my life .ii and all thEdr• suf-
f'er•:tng was my suf'fering11

• I~ove and sympathy e:xercize 
great power ln breaking the force of the evil spi r:t.ts, , 
(hatred, envy, jealousy, etc0) and are attained only 
after the mind has bc~come enlightem~d throu~~h clinging 
to God. Observe these notable word13 from Simeon 
(3 ... 5,6): '""If a. man flee to the Lord, the evil ap:i:t":i:t 
runneth away f:t•om him, and h:ls mind :ts lightened; 
a:nd hence:t'orth he sy.mpathizeth with h:lm Whom he e.mrled~ 
and agreeth .with those who love him, and so ceaseth 
from hia envy". Zebulon's ac·ts of' oompasslon are 
recalled; how as a .fisherman ho used to share his 
catches with the poor, and how i:n the winter• time hll' 
would give his own garments to UHn-rn in d:l.str•EHH3. 
Mercy even to beasts ls enjoined (1), and alma-giving 
when conj o:tned with soundness of heart is commended ( B). 

/--

(1) T. Zeb. 5-1. 

(2) T. Iss. 3~8~ Cf. Rom. 12"8. The spirit in 
which alms a.r.·e d:lspensed is heN) emphas:'l.~a~d; 
the alms-giving which ra,achar speaks of is 
directed by "singleness of heart, by sincerity 
o:r purpose, 0 and not by ulterio:t:• motives of 
display and ostentation. Our author• thus 
possesr~ed a very high conception of charl'ty. 
Cf. 2 Cor. 9-13, 8-2, 9-11--~Joseph Ant. VII, 13 1 
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The aut hor ' s doctrine of un iver~alis~ r eveals 
1n a s t r1k1ng way, t hat the e thic s of l ove which he 
t enche s , is no nean or narro w cor.ception , confi~ed t o 
J ews and Pa l estine . The broad , hunan \tar1a n character 
of our docuoent i s her e f ull y manife sted. I n his 
t each i ng of br ot he rly l ove, a nd l ove of nc i ehbor , t he 
autho r ha s not mere l y in ~ind l ove of J ewish brother, 
or Jewi sh ne i e hbor. Re preaches a broad and all
encompassinc uni·we r salisn. Throughout th e i ntegral 
pa ~ts of t he book , he ha s const antly in o i nd "~he 
Genti l es" (1). Benjamin (9- 2} in r eferring t o t he 
new ( Me s sianic) ern , speaks of "all t h e Gentil es" a s 
pa r ti c i pating equa lly with the twelve tribes of I s r ae l 
in t he e l ory of the "le.s t t emple". Our a uthor he re 
ha s i n mind t he pr ophecy of Haegai ( 2- 9 ). ~e can 
readily see how such an expectat i on would have bee n , 
not only po s s ible, but quite cha r ac teristic, in the 
period t o which tho Tes~a~ent s be l on& . The writer , a 
Phari saic suppo r t e r of t he ~accabecs in t he second 
cen tury B. C. , ou t of h is boundle ss enthusiasm i n t h i s 
wonderful period of J ohn Byrcanu s ' vi c t ories , a lready 
s ees t he fulfillm~n i of Ha£ga 1' s pr ophecy . Both i h e 
twelve tribes and the Gen t i l es a re t o wo rship toge the r. 
I s rae l is in read i ne ss ; it has a lready tr tumphed over 
heatheni sm and Helleni sm, nnd t he conver sion o f t.~' e 
Gentiles i s now at hand. 

This un ive r salistic hope l s t ho r ou ghly i n 
a ccord with the pr of oundly e t h i cal chara c ter of t he 
bcok as a whole. We hav e a lrearty seen that t he very 
foundat i on o r our autho r ' s mo ral concepts , and t~e 
s ta r ting point of h i s e t h i cs , i s th e principle which 
he quo Les from Gen. (1- 27): "God c r eated man in Hi s 
own i ma c;e" . This marks at once the far r ee.ch and 
grasp of t he auttor ' s ethi cal concep tion . ~e ~ave 
al so s een h 0\7 mo r a l sa lva tion is a ch ieved not through 
exter~al stat ut es , but thr ouch cha rac t e r . Th e law, 

(1 ) T e doc tri n~ of univ~rsal i sm is o f c our se 
di rec tly conn ec t ed with t he Ue sslan t c port i ons 
of he book . 
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accordint; to the wr1 ter of the Testaments, ''wa'" [ i ven 
t o lighten ~a, ~n. (T. L ev . 14-4). The refore when 
God nade t he law, He i ntended i t to include the Gentiles, 
who through the example and teaching of I s rael, are, 
ultimately, to be saved . The uruti:;takable positior, of 
the at:.t hor on univorsalisn: is fu rthe r illustrateu in 
!1 i s descripti '">n of" the tunc t ion of "Michael". He is 
the guard ian aneel of the r1gr t eo_!:1 s o f a 11 r.a t! ens 
(T. Lev. 5-7), the nediator hetween God and nar. TT. 
Dan 6- 2) . I n Levi (6-14) t he MaccabeRn pri esthood is 
l o exerc ize tbiG fur.c t i on between God &nd ~an, on 
behalf of the Genti les. Ac cordi ne t o the Messianic 
hymn in T. Lev. 18, the funct ior. of i nt ercessi on wa ~ 
ass i ened to the Messiah (1). At all ever. ts , it is 
ce~tain that our author i ncluded the Gentiles in h i s 
p lan of salvation . In this he i s a fol l ower o f 
IsraP-l ' s greatest prophets ( 2) . His unive rsalisrr is 
a na ural outerowth and l ogical development of his 
eth 1ca1 standard. We car. t ht.. & more readily accede 
that when our author dwells upon 11 1ove" as a cardiual 
doctrine in his ethic ·~ , the t;reat r;:e.ss of humani ty i s 

(1 ) The sa.lvat1cn of the Gentiles is clearl:; 
predicted in T. Lev . 4-4 ; T. Benj . l U- 5 ; T. 
Lev. 8-14 (" a nd save mankind"); T. Sim. G- 5 ; 
T. Ash . 7-3; T. Naph. 8- :J ( "and ev e.ry r·ace of 
Mankind") ; T. Lev. 2-11; T. Ben j . 9- 2 ; T . Dan 
6-7 ( "and all the people s shall g lorify the 
Lord" ); T. Jud. 25- 5. The text of T. ~1~ . 
6-4 1 ~ corrupt. 

( 2 ) Cf. Jer. 4-2, 16-lg , 3-17, 12-lG ,17 ; I sa. 2-2, 
4 , 19-16 , 25, 45-14, 49-G; Pss. 22- 27 ,31, 65- 2 . 
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hi s ultima~e ait and objec t ( 1 ) . 
"le a r c now prer-a1•ed t o consider what 1 D 

•it~out doubt , the ereatest and ~ost diotincti~e con
tribution o f our autrc r to thP. ethical t r:ought or h is 
day. The two great c our.andmen s i n the Old Testaoer:t, 
"Thou shalt love t he Lord, t hy God , with all t hy 
heart " (Levit. 16-18), and "Thou shal t l ove thy 
nei&hbor aG thyself" (Dt . 6- 5) , rthen takP.n se parately 
a nd i s olat rd from each o t her, are exprcasions of only 
an i n complete par t or phase of man ' s hi~est mc rnl 
obligation. I n the Testaments , f or the first time in 
Jewi sh Uterature, or in any literatu:::-e, we have t.h e3e 
two powerful commandments con joi ned and fused int ~ 
one all-co~prehensive di c tum of all ~ora l duty . 
"Love the Lord a ll your life, and one another wi t h a 
true heart " (T. Dan 5-3 ) . "Love t!ie Lord and your 
neighbo:---hav e compass i on -:>n the poor and th€. weak" 
( T. Iss . 5- 2) ( 2) . Love fot' God and l ove for one ' s 
fe l lcwman are ascribed a s the predo~ir.ant at t i tude 
of the "single- hea r ted man" . ( J. J. ".) a J1 ) • The t wo 
kinds of l ove invol~e and prenuppose eac h ot~c r. 
Thu s love f or God mar.ifests i tself in l ove fo~ f ellow
n:&.n by practical deeds of we l l-tloing i n sympathetic 
human rel~ i ons ; and l ov e f~ r man , c orre spor.dingl y 
expresse~ itse lf in t.he f u lfi l l inc cf God ' s ~oral la~. 

(1 ) Bousset. ( Die Rel i& . d . Judenth , 2, p. 154) 
speakL of par i cularisre and s weepjngls sta tes 
U:a t t he hur.ar.e charac tcr of Hell eni et ic eth i cs 
was lac k i ne a mong the Jews. He cites a verse 
fro~ Sirach ( 12- 6 ) t o the effec t that God 
"hat e s the wi cked" , to prove his point. But 
Bousset i s here d oi rlG an i njustice to one of 
the most valuable 1 1 terary documc1:ts of the t imc 
of whi ch he speaks. The Tetit . XI I Patr . do 
no t. deserve t o be l i ghtly overloolted In t h e 
i nte rests of sweep lflb characterizati ons. 

( 2) Cf . also T . Isc . 7- 6 ; Ben ) . 3- ~,~; T. Gad 4-6 . 
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Rere i =: i !:. c ontained t he class i cal exp1·ession o~ t..'i e 
broades t e rasp of nor al con~ciousness , the union of 
r c li t; i or: Ci Pti r:.craU ty. Fo r a very l ong t 1rr:e , ur~t. 11 
t t.e crit i cal a culten of s c hola r s had torn a way the 
ve i l of rrystery i n \l'hich our book wa s enwrapped, the 
New Te s t ament was accor ded the d i st inction of r.avi~g 
been t he fir s t lite rary author i t y t o g i ve expressio11 
to this l ofty concep t t en ( l ) . It was ther e fore re
garded as one of t he u n i qu e e thical concepts of 
Christianity. C. Uonte f 1ore in a sympo siUJ'!' in t.he 
Hi bbert J ournal (Vol . III, p.6<iS ) on the "Impre s sions 
of Chr1s l1en1 t.y" from the po ints of view of the non
Christia n cel i gions", pointing out what h e , as a Jew, 
consi ders " bot h valuable and o r1t:inal, new a nd t rue" 
in t h e teachl ncs o f t he Synoptic Gospels when co~pared 
wi t h o r d i nar y and average Juda imn, says : "The con.b i na
ti on of Dt . e-4, 5 with Lev i t. 19-18--the l ove of nod 
with the lov e of man- -1n }~ark 12- ~9 , 31 was surely a 
brilliant flash of t he hlch~st rel1gicus eenius". Rad 
Montefiore been t~orou[;.h ly acquainted wit!i the "Te sta~ 
~ents of the Twelve Patr1arcr.s~ and known t hat it wa s 
a ~lstinct!vely pre - Chrictian Jewish d ~cunent, ~e 
cou l d hardly h~ve t:lllce this s t a t ement withou t radically 
revi sin& it . 

Ano t her t eachir..g of the Te s t aricnts , whi ch may 
a l s o be considered un i que , is it s doctr tne of l ove even 
f or enere1 e s ( 2 ). We have he r e no exageer a t ed f orm o: 
s elf-effa cement er of maudlin sentirrentalisru , but th e 
expr ession o f an a ttitude wh ich is at once cen~le a nd 
vigo:-ous . "I f any one seeketh t o do evil unto you , 
do well unto h i m, a nd pray f or him , and ye shall b e 
r edeemed of the Lord f r om all evil" (T. Jos . 18- 2). 
I n his descripti on of the cood ma n Benjamin ( 4- 2 , 3) says: 
"The rood wan hath no t an ev il eye; he showeth tler cy t o 
a ll men, ev en tl 1ou gh the y be s ir..ners. And even L))ough 

(1 ) Cf. Uatt. 22- 37 , 39 ; Uark 12- 30 , 3 1 ; here it is 
a scribed to Jesus ; i n Luke 10- 27, it ts attributed 
to the scribes . 

( ~; Th i s a l so is of ten conside r ed a unique con-
~ri but i on c f Chris ianity . 
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t hey dev lse w1 th evil intent concerni ng him , by doing 
good he ov e rcometh evil, being shielded by God" . I n 
tt~e same Testament ( T. Benj . 5-1,4} occurs the follow
ing: "If you have a good mind , t hen wi l l botl1 wicked 
men b~ e.t p eace with you , a.'1d the proflit;ate will 
reverence y ou and turn w1to good ••...• .• For if any 
one does vi ol ence to a holy man , he r~penteth ; for 
t he hol y ma n i s rner·ciful to hi s r eviler, and hol de t h 
h is peace" (l). 

Thi s saree e t h ical qua l i t y is more clearly 
brour;ht out l r. the author's teaching on fo rgiveness . 
Th i s doctrine is wonderful f or the beauty and depth 
of genuine moral 1nsi t;ht whi ch lt reveals, and, for 
thorough understand ing o f man's inner nat ure, i s 
unsurpassed either in the Old or New Testament . I f 
f or nothing else t han this alone , the writer of the 
Te s t aments d~serve s to be ranked among the greatest 
of anc i ent ethical wr iters. The ee ner ous act of 
Joseph in f or&iv1ng h is brethren is emphasised i n 
t he Testaments , and, throughout, f or this reason, 
J oseph is set up as an example wort hy of emulati on. 
The t ypi cal expressivn on the subject of fcr giveness 
is contained 1n T. Gad 6 - 3 ,7 . We cannot refrain f rom 
quot i ng it ... n i ts entire ty: "Love ye one anothe r froi& 
the heart; ~:ui if a man s i n against thee, £peak 
peacably to h i rr , and i n t hy soul hold not gui le; and 
if h e r epent and conf ess , f ore1ve him. But if he 
deny it , do not get into a passion with h i m, lest 
catch i ng the poison from thee he tak e to swearing and 
s o t hou ci n doubly. And though he deny it, and yet 
have a s ense of shame I hen reproved, give over r e
prov ir.g h i m. Fol' he who deni e t h may repent so as not 
a&ain to wrong thee . But if he be shamel ess and pe r
s1steth l n his wrong-doing, even so f or give him frol!l 

(1 ) Cf. also T. Ash . 2- 2: "A man who showcth no 
compassion upon him who serveth his t unn i n 
ev 11 , ••..... J s ev 11" . 
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the heart, and l eave t o God the avenglr.g 11 
( 1 ) • No 

nobler or more reasonabl e conception of true f org1ve
ness coulc poss ibly be atta 1r.ed . The ~ost st~1k1ng 
element in thi s teachi ng i s its atmosphere of manly 
forbearance . I t teaches an effective, wholesome 
attitude t oward one who has given offence . Ther e is 
here no d iluted ethics of vapid quiet ls~ , or of pas
sive subciss1on. Nor ls it t he ethics of active, 
self-a ssertive resistance . Th e one • ho ls offended 
is ne i ther to t reat the offender wi th utter inditfer
e nce , nor to r e taliate upon him •1th tit f or tat. 
VTi thou t animus or mot,tves of revenge he should rather 
endeavor t o restore the relations of amity which t he 
offender had forfeit ed by h is conduct. The process 
of f or e iveness ac cording to our autho r i s t his:- when 
offence is g iven and anger is aroused, you are first ' 
of all t o crush the immediate i mpulse of resent men t 
aga inst t he offender, and t hen, not t o let the matter 
drop there, but qui et ly and gent ly t o speak to hi m 
about the offence. If he acknowledges the wrong and 
expresses his reg?"et, you are, of CO'trse, freely t o 
f or e ive him. But 1f he refuses to a dmi t t he wro~g , 
you must above all things, not l ose your temper, for 
thi s would avail noth i ng; ~~ woulc onl y a ecruvate t he 
matter still further and involve you in a double s i n , 
by goading him into becoming still more churli sh , and 
by yourself y1eld1~g to futile r age . In case the 
offender per s ists i n hls attitul e of denial, you ~ust 
at all event s r epr oa ch him no furt her , f or on e of 
t~o t h ings is bound t o result. He will either have 
felt conscience- stricken and ashamed •hen you f lrst 
reproved him , and, there~ore, tho~gh not manly enough 
to openly acknowledge it, will afterward be at peace 
with you ; or e l se he will not have a sense ~f shame 

( 1) Jesu s c f the Gospels must certainly have 
been acqua inted with these words. There is 
a rcmar~ably c lcse parallel both i n thought 
&nd diction, between h is teach ing on this 
subject {Ma t t . ie-15, 35; Luke 17-3) and the 
teaching of our author. 
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and therefore will only cont inue i n his insulting 
attitude. I n this e\•ent , s i nce nothing further ca.1 
possi bl y be done, you are to f orgive hi~ "fro~ the 
heart" a nd l et ~e matter rest wi tr. God. Cur autho r 
evidently unders (..ands t~e situati on here . He rec o&
nlzes tha t i t is not alway s possible t o r-estore the 
offender to friendly re l ati ons ; but the offended one 
can al~ays exer clze true f orciveness , eve~ if i n a 
limited sense , no matter what t re f u t ure attitude o f 
t he offende/U It is t hus always poss i bl e, a ccording 
to our author, fo r t he offended one t o rid n imself 
of al l personal r esentment, and na i nt.a 1n an attitud e 
of sympathy t oward hi s offende~ , so that there ls 
always a possibility of r estoring right relations; 
in so doing he has p~rformed his full moral duty. 
Such i s the esse nce of real forgiTeness. It con
sists i n t he sincere, manly effort t o bri ng bacl: our 
offende r i nto harmonious r elati ono with us . Bu~ the 
i mportant feature here i s that our author does not 
teach foreivcness i n one sweepinc; cor.rnand desicned t o 
apply to Rll cases , but he r ecoenizes t hat a d i s tinc
tion must be made i n k inds of true forc i vene s s , 
a ccordir.g as the ci rcumstances vary . 

Our autt.or she ws hero a keen c r asp of the 
s1tcat1c~ . Charles, r J f e rrir.g t o the words in T . 
Gad, quoted above, says: "These verses contain the 
most re~arkable statement on the sub j ec t of f oreive
ness in all ancient literature. They show a wonder
ful i nsi gh t into the true psychol ogy o f t he questi en". 
Thus , de spite t he sweepine characteriza t i ons of 
Christian schcla r s r eeard ine the period in which our 
work was composed , we can at least say, U;at pr e
Chr1ot1an Judaism possessed a l oft y sys t em of ethic~ 
on the subject 0 f f o rgiveness. Charles , further 
(in t he Hibber t Journal, V. III, p. 571 ) u ses t hese 
s1gn1f1ce.nt words: " I confes s t hat until I had studied 
this passage i n th~ Te sta~ents , I r.ad regar ded l Ur 
Lord ' s t eachings in this matte r as unique" 

I n keepin& with t hi s remarkabl e conception 
of forr i veness , is the author ' s teaching of self
mci : t ry. "If any man spea lt again st you do not be 
mov ed to anger ; i f yC1u a 1·e cor:menc!ed ns good r::en , 
do not be uplift ed . Do not be carried away either 

. 
ILJ 
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by se lf-c oopl acency or di e.sat1sfa.cti on" (T . Dan 4-3) . 
A well-balanced menta l outl ook i s thus one of the 
cardinal doctrines of tte book. 

Among i..he v i ces which our author warns 
against are hatred, lying , envy , lust , covetousness 
anj with these he contr~sts the vir tues o f long
sufferinc , truthf~lr.ess, l ove , purity , generosity , 
etc . The descript i ons of the deMoral izinc charac t er 
of hatred , envy, mal ice and the like , are powerful 
and sraph i c. Anger (1 ) , 1f persisted in , beclouds 
the ment al v1sion and d i storts t he \ihole outlook upon 
l i fe , and claims its victilr. as it s own. "Anger is 
blindness and doeE not suffer one to see tlic f ace of 
any traan with t ru t h" (T. Dan 2 - 2). Envy ( 2) is 
si~llar in its effects. I t is best i al . It is apt 
to dominat e the whole ~ind of ~an. I t suffe rs hir. 
ne_tr.e r t o eat nor to drtru: , nor to do a ny eood t h1:ii:; . 
So l ong o.s he that is em, led f l ouris!'les 1 r.e that 
envies pi nes away. Deliverance from envy co~~s froc 
the fear of God ; thereby a rnan ' s mind io relieved of 
it s burden and he can sympathize with him wh"rn r.e 
env i ed , and join hands with his well -wishers. Envy 
is provoked by the prosper~ t y of otr.e:-s , where f or e , 
exhorts our teacher: "If a ran i s r ospered beyond 
you do not be erieYed , but pray f o r hi:: tr.at his 
prospe rity I:Jay be perfected'' (T. Gad 7- 1 ) . Hatred 
i s evi l for "it constant ly mateth wi t.h lyine" (T. 
Gad 5-1 ) . A man is ~ot to keep a l edger- account. of 
t re evil done hitt" by h i s ne i ghbor (T . Zeb . 8- :J) (3 ) . 

On the q uest i or. cf tc~p e rance and t.o tal 
abstir.ence , our author gives splendid advice: "Ocserve , 
my childr en , the r i ght limi t i n wi ne •..• jf ye drink 
\71ne with gla<.lnoss , be ye modes t with the fear of God, 

(1 ) 

( 2) 

Cf. T . Sim . 3-1,~, 4- 8 , 9 ; T . Gad 7. 
~u ~ 

Cf . T . ~an 2, ~ and ~ esrcciul :y f - 4, 3-~ 

(3) Cf . I Cor. l~- 5 . 
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for if in your•gladneee, the fear of God departeth, there 
d:r•tmkennesr1 a.r•:i.ses~ and BhamelEHHmEH3S f:iteal.c1t.h :ln~ 
But. if you would llvo soberly, do not touch w:i.ne at all~ 
lest ye s:tn :i.n wor•d1.:1 of outrage~ ••• and pe:t•ish bef<.n•e 
your t1me 11 (T •• Tuel. 16 ... 1,4). Also, "Be not drunk with 
wirn:;i; for wfrrn turneth away the mind f:t"Ont 't:t"uth and 
inopireth the passion of luet ••• and if the ocaaeion of 
the lust be prcH.1f'n1t~ he worlrnth the r.d.n and ir.; not 
ashamod" {'I'. ,Tud~ 14~·1,3). 

Among the var:tous t,ypeB of v:i:.t-t.ue or moral 
ex.cellence whi.ch the patriarchs :l.n the TostamentB aN.l 
made to rep:resent, tJ:11;;.,.t of Issaohar is perho.ps the 
archtype of the writer. Issa.char is the i;.3:1.mpl0"~ 
hearted hu1:1ba.ndman~ the oxpr<::rnsi.on of (dmple and 
uru-1.lloyed goodnesf:i. He :tr3 the rn.an of naive, prlrn:l.tive 
vi.:t•tues$ a ti. ller of the Boll~ unconta.mi.nated by the 
exces1:1EHl and luxm'."ies of the larger, worldly life. He 
shuns the defD.en1e.n:ts of soc iet;y e.nd has contempt for 
gold and lusti:. J.j~J :ts tho r~l)n of "single-.. heart" or 
:tntegrtty ( tlrr-Aor'?l(5 lr:::.a..'f_dta.5"" .:z..1~ a SI ) • 
The virtue of singleness of heart, or a unified life, 
SfHJms to have been the favorite moral themE) of ou:r 
author. ·rar3achr::u", f<n• irH3t.anoe~ who orobocaes thiB 
ideal~ wall<:!~ in 11 singleneBB of' r:ioul

11 
and looks on. all 

thingD w:l.th uprightnes1:1i of heart; he :l.:s~ f:NH:l :f':t•orr1 envy~ 
mal:tce, g1•eed·; hf; does not Blander hj. n neighbor~ nm:" 
t,:i:oy to OV'f.n·r~~a:ch hlm. His 11.eart is not set on gain 
and he f'reel.y gi.ves to the m:iE-lCly; he harboJ:'f:l no sc:irn.m.al 
thoughts, but. whatever hf) do~H1 1.s V'H~ll·~pl(%1.sing t.o th•?. 
1,or•d {1). IJ~he t:iame doc.t1..,1n~~ of EJ:tne;le minded vix•tue 
is t:tl::rn e:Kpres::-led by Ben,jarn:l.r1 ( 6·~5) who {1ondemns a 
doubl(:J ::itandard of llfe. 11 r.rhe eood man hath not two 
tongtH:HJ Of blei:1sing and Of cmnrtng 1 •• •• ~Of hypoo;r'i.S:y' 
and truth., tmt lt hath one d:tnpos:l..tton, \J,ncorrupt and 
pu:r.0 e." [ Slm:tlax•ly ,Judah condor.ens the man who :ts a 
"slave to two cH.:mtrary pa ssi.ons 

11 
( 2) . 

(1) T~ Iss. 3~ 4. 

( 2) rrhi rJ Btrongly recalls Matt.. 6· ... 24: "Ye cannot 
sc-rrve God and rna.mrnon" • 
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THE T:!:ST!'.t:E!:Ts A':, A TE::'I' - 3001: OF l.:l'~L: . ---- ·----- - - . - -

T:.e othic a l dot 1.rinus and t.cacl.in~s of t c 
Te G :a:-: en ts of t!:c... 'l'Wol v~ Pa t r fa.rc "is wh 1 ch we have ju st 
been bri df ly cons i ucr l nc n r e r'.!fl.n i fes tly or a r3mar:~e. ly 
hio?1 order , and show t.ha t our a-..it~or was possessed not 
onl y of an lnt ll:lB.te J.:no :1 ledc~ of t:o?al . !!. t uro , but. :113-.:> , 
of rr.or al vri nc l plt!s , w i ch fo1· his t. ime and day, reay 
tr1Jly be cons1Jere d wonderf~l . Th e ob~ eC'-! cn , hi:• •1cv~r. 
wi l l :1at•u•al l y and with perfe~ t. just i ce 'be raise j, t La t. 
t !le d cc'.lre:i t. 1: ~uestio i does r!'- t. a.:: t.u l ly r e p r t:: s c:.:. 
and ex press t !:e e th i ~a l l tlca ls an~ n or::is wh i ch were 
domi nant i n t.:1e peri od o f 1 ·.s co~pod: ion , .:; inc ~ it is 
only an 1solate1 O? eso t eri c wcrk unknuwn t o tha wi der 
masse8 of people , and thur e f ora , i nerrec t ive as an 
influ~nt.lal and au:· .ori ' .. at.l•1e docu:ient . I f t.1·.e 
as ~umpt lon on '.7h1 cl thi s Gt ateme .t ls based we re true , 
t he con t cn ti rn here ~aae wouli be l ocica l and valid. 
7le could the . . 1· arJly speak o r the Te st.aJ 1C'n t s of t ::e 
T~e lve Patria rchs a s n l iterary wi tness or reflex o f 
prc-G~ 1 ri s t ia:1 J e wi sh ethic:: in the stri ~ t !:ens :; ')f the 
ter~ . For a li~e rary J ocumer.t LJ be con s1Jer~d author-
itative~ at. sc:;r.e r l ·:en period , must have had s or:e 
cur r ency a nd recogn1 tion . Of course , 1: 'l':cul J stlll 
r eca!n true , t hat no !latter how :1arro~ i ts influence, J r 
how l ittle known , out book r.Jpresent.J sore et?lical 
i deals and t ::;c.c 1incs , wh ich got t ~1emselvc a expressed i n 
a f or n: of writ 1ng wh 1ch i :i 1 ts day was considered t he 
a ut!lor i :.at. i ve f or =n . But ver y fortuna t ely we a re 
enabled t o show, t h rou[h docuoent.ary evidence , t~at tr.e 
Testa~Ants d id have currency anJ rec ognition and did 
wi e l d cons!.de r!lble i n fluence in i ~s cwn day. Having 
shown t~i s 1: wi l l be pl aJ r. ha t it.e Testaments a r e a 
genuine Jewi ~1 pr oduct and tha t 1ts e thi cs are Jewi sh 
eth ics. Tl.c fact t~at U e Testa.'nents r eri.a1ned so long 
in obsc 1ri -...y , and tha t f or centuries 1 t wa s r er,arded as 
a Chri s ... 1an .:c .... ur.icnt , p1·ov ~s no tl1 i !"1t; a ::; t o t.hc i nfluenc e 
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it once wielded, er t he rel ati on it bears to i ts own 
time . Tie have a lready soe n t hat (p . ?) i t was one ~r 
many s i mi l ar Jewish works , Which was i n the course of 
time , a ppr opriated b,y t!le Chur ch , r e - t·)Uched a nd i n 
cor porated as a Chr i s t i an docure'!'lt . The lic:tt. of 
modern scholar sh i p reveals beyond d isput e the J ewi s:i 
char act.e r a nd ori gin of t he book. The onl y question 
now is , can it be used a s evidence in a cons idera t i on 
of t he e t hica l l i 'fe of the t i me to Whi ch it i s r elat cld. 

We r-ust f i r st of a l l , at;atn briefly notice 
t hat the war){ as a book of ethi cs i s pure l y obje c t iv~ 
in character , not subjec t ive as a for~ulatlo~ of 
e thical principles . It i s cast in the form which was 
t he veh icle i:i i ts day f or expr~sslnc ethical maxi ms 
aad moral exhortat i ons , naJT"1ely - - t :ic Haggad i c fo r m. 
Our work is a t r ue and str iking exampl e or naggada . 
It i s a mi stake t o ree a rd the haagada as si~ply a 
col l ~ct ion of t ales f or ent e r tainmen t only . Tr ue, one 
of t he characterist i c features of the ha&gada is t hat 
of enterta l~nent i n orier t o attrac t and hold the 
a t t ention and mak e v i v i d t he t :-ioughts or sur.eestl ons 
it wants t o c onve9 . But the r eal, definite pu rpose 
of the ha ggada wa s , wi tho1 t any doubt , et . . !cal . The 
mor a l s i gnifi cance of the naggada i s e ve rywhere 
appar ent ; i t was the old- ti~e nethod of driving home J 
:l r.io ral t 1.,ulh . Th e f ac t t:;a t it had alee t :ic featu r e ii · 
of entertajn i nc does not i n any r espec t detr act f r om 
1 ts et~ 1 i cal value , but , on t:i-ie contrary , enha.ncos 1 t . 
It was t 11e :i:et hod of makinc impres sive e thical lessons 
e nd !naxims , just as today we woulC: te l l our chi l dren a 
s to ry t hat has a "moral " to 1 t . Now t he "Te s t.amen t s 
of t he Twe l ve Pat r i arch s " a s haccada may be v iewed i n 
e xa ctly t he =:-"lne 11gh t , fo r t hey ~"eally consist o f 
sto r i e s of an et!"iical character , i n \Yhich t~e ch i e f 
e vent s i n the lives of the Bi bl1c3l heroes are em-
bell 1shed and enri ched a nd trea!.ed f r om an eaify i ng 
and homiletjcal poi~t of vi ew. Now from t he ve ry 
nature of the Testaoent s (as haggada , or et h i cal 
t ale s ) what could be mar· nat ur a l t han t o suppose t hat 
they were used a s su ch? I~ i s clear on the ve ry 
surface tha~ the Test aments ha ve a def i nite eth i cal 
purf.JO s e in v i ew and that t hey a r e t he veh i cle f or t.!:l e 
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express i on c. f e h i cal t r.ouch a nd moral exhorta t i on; 
it is but a s1n&l e s t ep from t his to t~e convict.ion 
th~l ~e Tes ta.~e~ s were ac t u a l ly used ~or t hat pur ose . 
'.Ye sa i d be f ore that t~ere ·~vas docune ntary e\ridence i n 
su pport of t h is cont ent i on . Dr. f.ohler as t;1c f 1rst 
s cholar to po i n t out and note the s i gnif i canc e of t his 
important evidence . He s~o~s (1 ) t ha t t he hagca~a 1s 
referred o in • loie •ralmud a s a text-book o f et'11cs , 
nn that the Testam~nts of the Twelve Patriarchs are 
specifically referred o in exactly t he Eane way, 
(show i ne , 1 . e ., t ha t they we,...e used for e th i cal p lr
pose s ) . It will be recaJ l ed t hat the TestaMe~ts 
p l ace peculiar empha::; i s o·~ chast i ty. The Talmud i c 
pas3ace spoken or above d i~ects t ha t the pre s i dent of 
the hi~~ court o f jus~ ice , when trying a worr.an suspected 
o f unchastity , should uree on he r the duty ~f confession , 
a nd rec 1 t e to her "wor s of t!1e !:aeeada , !listori cal 
f ac t s w!lich occur in th~ earlier wr1 tines, as t he story 
o f Reuben reearding Bilhah and of Judah reearjine 
Ta~ar". Th i s tradit i on i s pr e served in B. Sota 7b ; 
Jer. Sota 16d; Sifra Nu . 5-19 , pr-.~19 (Cf. Ha cc o t.!i 
llb a nd Sifra Dt . 33- 6 ): t!le hi~~ court of justice says 
• o the " .... ot ah ": 

0 ' J I \!J J'-~ f7 0 ' .:l. I ~1 .:::> ::Z. I ~ I ' ,~ \/J 0 ' \U '::I b .., , l i1 ' -, ;l.. '"T 

:-i '"' I " , ";\ "CJ I ,., I -;i ~ :i .1 l .:i t :i" ..., "';"l \JI "V ~ J' ;.\ _::) 
illli"\ 'f \..l.l;xl .~.,"'-' ''')" C7•t:>::>fl .,\V~ ..,t'J.n:i-

Now t~a impo~ iant fact i n c onn~c t i on ~ith t..h 1s matter 
is that now~ere e l s e i n Jewi sP l it ~rature do t~e con
fe ssions of Reuben a nd Judah occur but in t~e "Testa
me nt.s of t he Twelve Patr i archs" . \'!hat o t he r, t hen , 
ca n ~hese " earl:,~ wr itings " ( o ' Jf(JJ;\.· -, o ·.::i.1..Jl :> ) 

be than the Te sta~cnts? The coi nc idence is especially 
cl ear when we con s ider t hat t ho Tes t aments answ~r 
exact l y t o t he i dea of exhort ing t he a ccused woman to 
confess her s i n , just as Reuben and Judah had done 
bef ore. It is needl~ss to urce t h i s matter further ; 
but I believe t hat if there was not h i ne e lse i n favo r 
o f our content i on , t~i s single , jocu=:en tary evide .• ~~ ,,,, 

1~~ ~~ r-· ,,, 
(~1 

(1 ) J. Q. R., vo l. 5 , 169~-3, Ari . " Pre-Talrr.ud i c 
Haecada" pp . 400-401. 
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is alollEl su:t'fic!.(~nt to prove t.hat oul" book war:i not an 
:tsolated literEH"Y productlon., unrelated to the life and 
culture of its time. 

In connection with tho topic of this chapter 
it wi 11 be W(~ll to cons:i.derr an important ethica.l. 
feature of the book. This :b1 the emphaois which the 
a.uthor pl.ac<:HJ upon the value· of instruction, 01 .. the 
constant transm:lssion of. traditional cul·t~ure from 
generation to generation. I thlnk it is not far• am:tss 
to say t.ha.t this has always been eminei-:1.tly cha.:racter~· 
istic of Jewish life and history. Here in the Testa~· 
ments,, the function of teaching is v:l.ewed as an eth:l.c:al 
duty. It :ts. par•t, and parcel of t..he complete moral 
life. Tl:nrn ~ Levi. exho:t"'tS his chlldren ( T. J.iev. 13~·2) : 
11 And do you also teach you1 .. children letters that they 
may have und,:'lrst,anding all tlH~ir J.i.f'e 11

• Reube:-)n (4 ... 1) 
says: 1111:.xpend your labor on good works and m:'l study

11

• 

I:n.i:rt:ruction and influence in the home is with the 
author of px·ime importance. Thi.s if} beaut,j,f'ully, but 
r;.1:tmply, e:kprei:ised in eonnecti.on with the story of 
Joseph's tiemptat:lon. The wicked import.untt1es and 
advances ot' the Cil"ce-like wi.fe of' Potiphar leave 
Joseph unmoved; he r•esista all hex• a11u1 .. ing ohal":mS and 
bew:ttcbery$ in virtu.e of one thing,-,..'l;,he thought of h:ta 
father, .Jacob. This ab:t.des with him constantly like 
a protecting angcil~ Thus, in narrat:tng this 1.ncident 
Joi:Jeph says ( 3 ... 3) : "But I rerneml:Je:r.ed the words of my 
:fat.her Sacob a11d golng into my chambc~r I •••• ~.~ •. plt~ayed 
unto the Lord 11 ( 1) . The infhH~ncH:i of home and 
early t.rain:lng :ls hEn'e concretely and g:ra.ph:ica.lly 
expressed. 

(1) Jub. 3n ... e in the same connect:lon ha.13: "But 
Joi:mph did not, su:r•render his soul~ but remembered 
the words which J'acob h:ls father u.aed to read. 
from amongr..;t, the wol"ds of .Abraham.u Cf. ,Jub. 20-":1:, 
25-7. Sotah 36b) Gen. Rabb. 87 t in :na1:-rating 
the same inc :tdent says that· the spirit of Jae ob 
appt~ared to Joseph while under the temptation 
and commanded him to rematn st,eadraBt. 
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In concl'tu.don, I would b:r:i.efly x•E-rnapi tu.late 
the guiding ethical princ:tple :r.unn:i.ng through the 
whole work. We have seen t.hat mo:rali.ty with O'lU" 
author i.s not simply a matter of conduct on i't1:1 human 
aide alone. It is rather as perfect an adjustment 
of human r.·c~lationa a.~3 possible~ in acoordano\;, w:'i.th 
and ul't.1:lma tely based upon the dj.vin~} law. The 
re lat.ion betwec~n man and man :l.s bu·t; a corolleu"y of 
the div:i.rn3 relation between God and man. In 1-t:e(:>ping 
with this~ morality~ f'or• our autho.i:•, oonsi.sts no't 
alone in deeds of goodness, but also and fund.amerrtally 
in the knowledge of the lawt'.l unde:r."lying moral pex··~ 
faction, i.e.~ God 1 s law. In other words, law and 
morality a1:>e combined :tnto one reality. The law is 
not to be d(~emed as something external$ f.or after man 
hae consciously accepted and assimilated this law, he 
volm1t.!J.rily d:lr<".icts his conduct in atrnordance w:tth it~ 
Knowle<lge and study of the law comb:tr1ed with cm:1duct. 
as di:r•ected by that ].aw~ is therefore a cax>dina1 
princ:i.pl.o with our author•. In modern terms we would 
call thi f;l_ the harmonious union of theo:t~y and p:r.•act, ise j 
or know:tng and do:lng. Th:'.ts combination of' law and 
mor·ality (or of' knoWl(Hlge of the moral law and the 
practise thereof) in the Testaments of the Twel.v(~ · 
Patriarchs may properly be termed "ethical w:tsdom

11 
(l). 

An admlrable :l.llustration of' this is contained in the 
beautiful tribute to "w:tsdom" (Ijevi 13-7 $9) than to 
quote which noth:tng could form a mo:r•e f ittlng con~" 
clusion to an appreciation of the Testamen:tf~ of the 
Twelve Patriarchs: 
"Every one that .. knoweth the law of the IJo:Pd shall be 

hono:t"ed, 
And shall not be a stranger whi ther~:ioever he goeth ~ 
Yea, many fr:iends shall he gain 
And many men shall desir•e to serve h:tm 
And to hear the law from his mout.11 11

• 

(1) So
1 

Bousaet, Relig. d~ J., p. 154. Other 
.Tew:! .. sh worli:.s of 11 eth:tcal wisdom" are S«il'.'ach, 
Provorbsj the later Pes., Bk. of Tobit, Pirke 
Avoth~ et al. 
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11 \'lork righteousness , ther efore, ny children , upon t he 
ea !'.'th , 

Tha t ye ma~r have it as a t reasure in heaven. 
And sow rood things i n your souls, 
That ye nay find them in you r life. 
Get w1 sdor i n the fear of God with d iligence; 
For thouG}'l there be a l eadtne; into captivity , 
And c iti es and lanas c e destroyed, 
And [Ol d a~d silve r and every pos sess i on pe ri sh, 
The wisdoc of the wise ~aught can tak e away, 
save the bl ind.~ess o f ungodliness, and the callousness 

of s i n . 
For even amonc h i s ene~ies s~all wi sdoc be a gl ory 

t o h i m, 
And i n a s t r anGe count ry it shall be a fa therl and , 
And i n the ~idst of personal foes , shall prove a 

f r i end . 
Who soev e r tcach~s nobl e things and does them, 
Sha:l be en t hr oned with k ings" . 

I 

L 
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