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Preface. 



Perhaps the most i.mportant part of a t .1.esis is the preface. 

It at least,represents tr...e ri ter' s o n _thought. No thesis of merit 

seems to be without jts preface.And so, ishing to make pretensions, 

at least,to this qualification,and also to show so e,even if it be 

only a little, original work, I have ventured to employ this pref ace. 

In the spirit of Solomon I ay be permitted to say, 1 There is 

nothing new in this thesis itself.• I have,by the very nature of t he 

subject been forced to con ine myself to a brief account of the book 

of Judith as a piece of literature,and the exposition and discussion 

of the different theories concerning its origin,date and historical 

background.So e theories I as O)liged to omit,o, ir:g to the i possi-

ili ty Of obtaining them in full. A few I had to get at second hand\ 

but most are from the original sources. 

In the narrative account of tl e book I have related the f acts i n 

detail, bringing out all points upon whil!h critic lay stres • Wherever 

I have had occasion to refer to any of these points,! have not deeme d 

it necessary to quote the actual chapter and verse. And all authors 

hose work are mentioned in y bibliography,! have referred to in the 

notes only by naine. 

In submitting this thesis to the honorable faculty of the Hebrew 

Union College for ap roval, allow me to express my thanlc to Drs. 

Mielziner,Philipson,Deut~h,Grossman and Buttenwieser for their kin ,, 
advice and for the loan of books. Also acknowledgments are due to the 

officers of the Public Library and o~ Lane Seminary for their unfailirg 

courtesy. 
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l . In the twelfth year of his reign did Nebuchadnez~ar,king of 

Assyria, who ruled in Nineveh, begin 'Nar with Arphaxad,king of the Medes, 
;t 

who ruled in Ecba\_ana,the city he had built.For he had built walls 

around the city,seventy cubits high and fifty cubits broad , and set 

towers at the gates,one hundred cubits high and sixty broad at the 

foundation.And the gates the1nsel ves he made seventy cubits high and 

forty broad. Against hi1u did Uebuchadnez7,ar join in battle in the 

.l,{, 

plain of Rhaga~ .And he had summoned to his aid all his allies and 

subjects;but only those dwelling by the Euphrates,the Tigris and the 

Hydaspes, the king of the Elymaeans in the plain of Arioch, and the 

nations of the children of Chellud responded. 

But all his other allies and snbjects,those dwelling in Persia 

~ J. 
and west1,vard, in Uicia,Damascus, ~ibanus and AntilibA.nus, and those 

dwelling along the aea-coa t; those in Carinel,Gilead,upper Galilee 

and the plain of Esdraelon; those in Samaria and beyond the Jordan; 

~ 
those in Jerusale ,Be, ane,Chellus,Kadesh and those dwelling by the 

Nile; those in Talpanhes,Rameses and Goshen till above Tanis,and tnose 

dwelling in Memphis and in all Egypt up to the borders of Ethiopia: , 

all these refused hi assistance,for they did not fear him.And 

Nebuchadne?.zar was greatly angered at them and vowed vengaance upon 
Ci, ,S 

all the coasts of ~ icia,Darnascus and yria, upon Moab,Arrunon, Judea and 

Egypt as far as the two seas. 

And in the seventeenth year of his reign he utterly defeated 

<.I., 

Arphaxad in battle and slew him,in the mountains of Rhagal\e and cap-



tured Ecbatana and destroyed it. Thea he ret Jrned with his army to 

Nineveh and celebrated his victory with a banquet lasting one hundred 

and twenty days. 

:n. And on the twenty-second day of the first month of his eighteenth 

year it was decreed that punisrunent be inflicted upon all the nations 

that had refused him aid. so Nebuchadnezzar cal.led his chief captain, 

Holofernes, and commanded him to take one hundred and t,venty thousand 

men and twelve thousand horsemen. and go forth and do his commands. 

All nations that yield shall be reserved for Nebuchadnezzar,but all 

ho oppose him shall be utterly destroyed;no mercy shall be shown. 

And Holofernes did as the king had ordered.He departed from 

Nineveh westward,three days journey to the plain of BectUeth.Then he 

Y. 
encaM. ed near the mountain at the left of upper Cilic1a. From here he 

marched into the hill-country and destroyed Put and Lud and the 

children of Rasses and the children of Ishmael living near the 

wilderness,to the south of the land of the Chellians. Then he marched 

over the Euphrates,through Mesopotamia,destroying all the great cities 

along the riYer Arbonai as far as the sea. Thew he took possession of 

the borders of Cilicia and sle aJ.1 who opposed him. Then he came to 

the borders of Japheth toward the south,near Arabia.Then he destroyedi 

the children of ~Iidian,and f ram there proceeded to the plain of 

Damascus where he set on fire the growing crops and spoiled the cattle 

and asted the land. And the fear of him spread to the people dwelling 

on the sea-coast,to Sidon and Tyre,to Sur and Ocina and Jemnaan,to 
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Azotus and Ascalon. 

:Ill. And the · inhabitants of these cities sent messengers to Holofe r nes 

submitting themselves to his mercy.A.nd he went don to the coast with 

his army,am placed garrisons in the large cities,and took some of 

their men for soldiers;and he destroyed their gods and proalaimed the 

worship of Nebuchadnez~ar. Then he crune towards Esdraelon, near Dotaea, 

beside the great ridge of Judaea. And he emcamped between Geba and 

Scythopolis _for a month. 

lV. And the children of Israel,hearing all that he had done,became 

greatly frightened for the safety of Jerusalem and the Temple.For 

they were newly ome from the captivity,and the vessels and the altar 

and the Temple had been lately sanctified after the profanation.And 

they sent to every place on the coast of Sa.maria,to Koi'ae,Bethhoron 

and BelmR.im, to Jericho and Cheba and Esora and the valley of Salem, and 

took possession of the mountain-top and fortified the vi llRges anct 

laid up provisions;for it was just after harvest-time.And Joiaki~the 

hiBh-priest in Jerusale;n,sent letters to the inhabitants of Bethulia 

and Betomesthaim,which is opposite Esdraelon,near to Dothaim,chargi ng 

them to seize upon the ascents of the hill country and the mountain­

passes.For through these was the entrance to Judaea,and they were 

easy to blockade,being wide enough for but two men. And the children 

of Israel did as Joiakin and the senate of the people had commandeer. 

And the priests and the people,men,women and children, and the 

servant s, and the strangers in J erusalem,and all t he land of Judaea, 
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fasted and prayed to God for assistance. Evon the cattle wore sack 

cloth.And everywhere arose their cry for help and deliverance. 

V. And when Holofernes heard what the Israelites had done,that they 

had deter ined on resistance,he was greatly enr ed.And .he c 1l l e d t he 

prinJe s o Moa, and the captains of A1a! on and the governors of the 

sea-coast towns and said unto the • 1 Teli me who is this people and 

what are their ci ties;who is their king and hat their number that 

they have not sub itted to me.• And Achior, the leader of .Ammon, 

answered. 'These people are descended from the Chaldaea11s.They left 

their native laid of MeSO)Ot ,1ia because they would not follow the 

gods of their fathers, seeing that they knew of but one God.And he 

commanded them to go forth to the land o!' Canaan, and there they l:;.os­

pered. But a famine cam.e upo1 the laid and drove them down to R~ypt, 

where they sojourned and becarne a great multi tud~. But the king of 

Egypt dealt craftily with them and made the make brjck. And they 

cried to God and He plagued Egypt till the king let them go.And He 

dried up the Red Sea before them and brought them back to Canaan;and 

they drove out the nations there and took possession of the country. 

And they lived there y days; and while they trusted in their God 

and obeyed Him, they were prosperous.But when they ceased to follow Him, 

they ere defeated and their land devastated,their Temple laid in rui ns 

and they themselves led away captive.But now they have returned to 

their God and are brought back from their captivity and settled in 

their country again.And only if they have sinned agair.s t their God 



can we prevail over them. But if they remain true to Him, they must 

conrprnr. 11 

Vl. And when Holofernes heard these words,he became very angry and 

cried, 11 There is no god but Nebuchadnezzar,and he will destroy this 

people. But thou,Achior,shalt be given over to this people,and shall 

perish with them by my sword.And Holofernes' servants bound Achior 

and cast him down at the foot of the hill and left him.And the men of 

Bethulia crune out and unbound him and brought him into the city before 

Ozias,the son of Micah of the tribe of Simon,and before Chabris and 

Charmis and the rulers of the city.And Achior related to them all tha t 

he had told to Holofernes. 
I 

Vll. And the next day the army of Holofernes marched to Bethulia a nd 

.(, 

encamped in the valley,spreading out in breadth from Dotha to Belma-

im and in length from Bethulia to Cyrunon,opposite Esdraelon;and the 
)., 

p);ople were greatly frightenid at the ulti tude.A.mld on the second day 

Holofernes seized the water-courses leading tb the city .And he was 

advised not to fight the enemy lest they destroyed him in the mountai n 

passes,but to take the city by starvation and thirst.And he sent men 

to the mountain-top to see that none went out nor ca.me into the cl ty. 

And soon the water in Bethulia failed and the people were in great 

distress,so that they gathered against the .rulers of the city and 

complained bitterly and wanted to surrende~.But Ozias persuaded them 
I 

to hold out five days more,and if God did not help them meanwhile, 

then they might surrender. 
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Vlll. And this natter came to Judith,a rich widow of the town.,descended 
,t. 

from the trix e of Simon.And her husband was ~Ianasses,of the same tribe 

and family.She had been left a widow for three years and four months ; 

and she made herself a tent on the roof of her house, and put sack­

cloth upon her loins,and the garments of her widowhood upon her.And 

she fasted all the days of her widowhood except the eves of the Sab­

baths and the Sabbaths,and the eves of the new moons and the new moons 

and all the feast days of the house of Israel.And she as very beau­

ti f ul and rich and feared God exceedingly. 

And when she heard the decision of the rulers, she sent her maid 

to call them to her.And she said to them. 1Wherefor have ye promised 

this thing9For God is not like man that e can find out {is purposes. 

For if He desire,He cam save us within five days,or He can destroy 

us before the enemy. Therefore let us wa.i t and trust in Him.For there 

arose none in our age,neither is there any of us to-day,that worships 

gods made with hands as of old.For we know no god beside Him;therefor 

we hope HA willi not despise us or our race.For if we be so taken,all 

Judaea shall sit upon t he ground and our sanctuary shall be spoiled. 

Therefor let us be an example to our brethren,for the safety of the 

sanctuary and the house and the altar rests on us.• 

And Ozias said unto her. 1 All that thou sayest is good and we 

have heard wisdom from you before;but now the people murmur for water 

and we had to give them the oath11 • 

And Judith answered. 1 Hear me and I shall do a wonderful deed; 
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for to-night shall I 60 forth with my maid,and within the days that 

ye have spoken,will the Lord deliver Israel by my hand. But I will 

tell my plan to no one.• 

lX. And Judith prayed at the time the incense of that evening was 

being offered in the Temple at Jerusalem,and said. •o God of my 

father Simon,whom Thou didst prompt to avenge the honor of his sister 

upon her betrayer,hear now me that am a widow. I pray Thee to destroy 

the haughty Assyrian foe. Smite them by the deceit of my lips and 

break down their stateliness by the hand of a woman. Make my speech 

and deceit to be their wound and their stripe,who have purposed evil 

things against Thy covenant and Thy house.And make every nation to 

know that Thou art God,and t hat none protecteth Israel but Thee.• 

x. And when she had finished praying,she bathed and annointed and 

dressed herself in the garments she was wont to wear before her hus­

band's death,to delight the eyes of men.And she gave her maid a bottle 

of wine and a cruse of oil, a bag of parched corn and figs and fine 

bread. And they went out through the gate,and the people wondered at 

her beauty.Ar.d they went down the mountain and through the valley,and 

the men of the city.watc 4 them till they couid see them no more. 

And the Assyrians met her and asked.•Who art thou and whence dost 

thou come?• And she answered.u 1 I am a . daughter of the Hebrews,and 

I have fled from them because they are about to be given to you to be 

destroyed. I am going to your captain to declare words of truth.And 

I wil1 show him a '~ay whereby he may win al1 the country without 



losing a man.• And the Assyrians brought her to Holoferhes,and all 

wondered at her beauty. 

Xl. And Holofernes saio. unto her. uBe of good courage,for no harm 

shall befall thee,seeing that thou hast chosen to serve Nebuchaduez 7,a r~ 

And Judith answered, uLet my lord listen and he shall hear no lie from 

his servant.The words of Achior were true,for my people can be defeat ed 

only when they sin against their God. But now their sin has overtaken 

them;for since their water and provisions have failed,they have deter­

~ined to lay hand on the things forbidden by the law of God,and upon 

the things reserved for the priests. And they have sent to Jerusalem, 

for the people there have done the same thing,ask;i'or ~ permission 

from the Senate. And thy servant,knowing this fled away,for she is 

religious. And now my lord,I will abide with thee,and will go forth 

into the valley at night and pray that the Lord may let me know when 

this people have sinned. And then I will tell thee and will lead thee 

through Judaea to Jerusalem and thou shalt destroy the lanci . u And 

Holofernes was pleased with her words and admired her wisdom and beauty. 

Xll. And Holofernes collllllanded that they prepare food for her , but 

Judi th refused, for she would eat only what she had bro11ght with her , 

lest anything else be unclean. And Holofernes said. •But what wilt 

tho11 do when these things fail thee9° And Judith answered. 1 As thy 

soul liveth,my lord,thy servant shalt not spend these things till the 

Lord work by my hand the things He hath deter.mined . 11 And she went 
i... 
~nto the tent and slept till midni ght. Then she arose and went into 
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the valley and bathed and prayed, and then returned to the camp . So 

she did for three days . And on the fourth day Holofernes gave a great 

feast and sent Bagoas,the eunuch,to invite Judith. And she arrayed 

herself in her finest apparel and came to Holofernes;and he found 

great delight in her.Anclshe ate and drank of what her servant had 

brought,but Holofernes drank more than ever before. 

Xlll. And at evening all went ·away leaving Holofernes and Judith alone 

in the tent.And he was lying in a drunken sleep uppn his bed. And 

Judith took his sword and cut off his head and gave it to her maid, 

,ho put it in the bag with the food.And the two ent forth to pray 

as was their custom,unmolested.And they passed through the valley and 

cari1e to the gate of the city,And they let her in and .?he , sho.ved them 

the head of Holofernes.And she said, 11 Praisecl be God who has over­

thrown the ene y and killed their chief by m.Y hand.For the Lord pre-

served in my way and my countenance deceived him to his destruc-

tion,ann he did not commit sin with me. 11 And Ozias said unto her . 

11 Blessed art thou in t he ;;i 0 ht of the ~los t IUuh o c tha.n all ot,1.Jr 

things bee use thou didst not spare thy life,but didst avenge thy 

people,walking straight before God.K 

XlV . And when Achiol' saw Holofernes' head,he fell at Judith's feet 

and did reverence unto her; and Judith told all that she had done . 

And when Achior heard the deeds of the Lord,he believed in Him, and 
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. circumcised himself and was joined to the house of Israel forever . 

When morning came , the people hung the head of Holofernes upon the wall 

and went forth to battle . And when the Assyrians saw them, they were 

thrown into great confusion . And they ran to awaken Holofernes , but 

found only his body upon the ground, with the head gone . 

XV. And they became panic-stricken and fled,with the warriors of 

Israel in pursuit . And Ozias sent word to Betomesthaim and Bebai and 

Chobai and Chola and to all the coast of Israel,and the people fell 

upon the fugitives and smote them. Even the people of Jerusalem and 

the hill-country joined in the pursuit.And they that were in Gilead 

and Galilee fell upon the flank of the Assyrians with I!lUCh slaughter, 

Ii 
until they were past Damascus . But the people of Bethu\ a spoiled the 

camp of the Assyrians,and the rest of the children of Israel took 

what they left.And Joiakim and the Senate came to see these great 

things and to behold Judith and to bless her. And they gave her the 

tent of Holofernes and its furniture for spoil . And the wo1 en made a 

dance for her;and she took branches and gave to the women;and they 

made themselves garla.nds of olive,and she led the women in the dance ; 

and the men followed in their armor,with garlands and with songs . 

XVl. And Judith and all the people sang a song of praise and thanks­

giving unto the Lord,extolling His might and the wonderful deliverance 

of His people by the hand of Judith. 

And when they came to Jerusalem, they were purified and offered 

sacrifices and gifts to the Lord . And Judith dedicated the tent of 
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Bolofernes and its furniture to God.And the people continued feasting 

before the sanctuary for three months,and Judith remained with them . 

Then they returned to their homes and Judith went back to Bethulia 

ancl was honored throughout the land; and many men wooed, but none won 

her.And she increased in greatness and lived in her husband's house 

till she was one hundred and five years old;and she let her maid go 

free'.And she died in Bethulia and was b11ried in the cave of her hus-

at 
band,M'11asses,and all Israel mourned for her seven days.And there was 

none that made Israel afraid any more in her days nor for a long time 

after her death. 

---00000---



Chapt.ll. The Judith-story in the Traditions. 



-So many references to the story of Judi th are to be found ir. 

different Midrashim and other sources,as to preclude all do1lbt th.at 

our ancestors were well-acquainted with it and attributed to fut 
1. 

certain historical significance. 

The story itself is in two parts.The first,dat·ng frorn. Asmonean 

times,tells how a maiden of the high-priest's family was betrothed 

to an Asmonean.The Greek king or general sought to violate her,hut 

was prevented and killed and his army severely defeated. 

The first trace of this is in a scholion to Megillath Taanith Vl. 

Under the head of the 17th of Ellul it says; 

The Romans were driven from Judaea and from Jerusalem. To this the 

Scholiast adds, 1 const1tuebant per urbes quaesitores,qui considarent 

.;t, 
s onsas,quae postmodtllll vi s suis nuberent,adeoque Israelitas a 

coni~ ii solatio et laetitia cohiberent. Rt filia Mattathiae filii 

Joannis erat uni ca, qurun, cum nuptt1ra es set, agres us est quaesi tor 
J 

\ 

vi tiare. \ed neutiquam perr !sere eum. Zele inde affecti sunt Tulatta-

,W AU/ 
thias et filii ei~s,atque inval~t manus eorum in eos,qui regni sunt 

Gr~iae. Atque in eiits manum tradi 1:i sunt illi caesique.Diem hunc 

in quo subigerunt eos,fecer11nt diem fGsturn.• 

..................................................................... 
1. 1 Judische Q,uellen zur Judjthsage, 1 -Lipsins,7.eits,f11r wissenschaft-

liche Theol.1867. pp.337-366. 

11 Bet-..Hammidrasch. u 1. ·PP XXll-XXlV, 130-147, Vl. PP V-Vlll, 1-3. 



14 • 

. It is clear that here the Soholiast is in error,that he has 

conf11sed this 17th of Ellul,on which the Romans were driven from 

Jerusalem,with the story of defeat of one of the Seleucidae by the 

Maccabees. But the story itself still stands. And furthermore,we 

2. 
have the story elsewhere in connection with Chanukah. Here the maiden 

is called the daughter of the high-priest Jochanan. She is brought to 

the Greek ki to sleep with hi ,intoxicates him with a dish of cheese 

and cuts off his head 'ilith his own sword. When the Greeks saw that their 

king was dead they fled.In commemoration of this event,it is the cus­

ton on Char.ukah to eat a dish of cheese. R.Ni sshn b.Reuben tells the 

sasne story from an unknown Midrash. 

This story is somewr.at different in the first Midrasch for 
3. 

Chanukah of Jellinek. As the maiden leaves the palace of the 

Asmoneans to be violated by the king,she goes naked before the people, 

and thereby brings her brothers,among whom Judah is mentioned by 

name, to the deterlll.ination to save her from outrage by means of cun­

ning. Adorned in holiday attire,the Asmoneans bring the maiden to the 

Greek genera.l,induce him to dismiss his attendants and then cut off 

his head. His ar.my,now without a leader,is put to flight. 

4 
Still different is the story in the second Midrash for Chanukah . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
/ 

2. See Hagada t) 

4. uBet-Hamro.idrasch u 1, 137 ~1 
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Here,accordine to t ;.1.e state1 ent of R. 8i non b.Jochai, the event refers 

to the victory over Nicanor . The maiden is the daughter of Mattathias 

and is betrothed to an Asmonean . She is really violated,and Jochanan , 

her brother,avenges her by killing licanor. 
5 

In the third Midrash for Chan11kah ,which Jellinek considers the 
6 

oldest of the three, the story is the same as in the first Midrash, 

with a few minor variations. There her name is Har.nah,the daughter of 

the high-priest,Mattathias,and the names of her five brothers are 

exrJres ly stated,while she is betrothed to Eleazar, the Asmonean . She 

strips herself at the banquet in the presence of the guests and en­

courages her brothers to defend her honor by holding up to them the 

example of Simon and Levi,the sons of Jacob,who slew the betrayer of 
7 

their sister Dinah. 

The name of this heroine is not usually given. In the second 

and third of these Midrashi she is cal::U.ed Hannah and is the bride of 

Eleazar. Only in the Hagada is she called Judith.R.Gedal i a 

gives a tradition in which Nicanor is sai.cl to have been killed by t he 

......................................................... ...... .. .. ... 
,It 

5. Bet-Hairunidrasch Vt, 1· I 

6. II II 11 Vl, Vl. 

7 . Gen.XXlV. This fact may be significant when we remember that, 

in our story,Judith is a descendant of Simon,and that she praises 

this deed as one prompted by God . 
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ftaughter of the high- priest,Mattathias . 

The second form of the story shows a greater resemblance to our 

present version. It also is placed in Maccabean time s, althow;h the 

heroine does not come into actual relation with the Asmonean family . 

The scene is laid in Jerusalem. The simplest form of the story is 
a. 

Jellinek's •Geschichte Judiths. 11 The name Judith is not mentioned; 

the heroine is a young woman,a 'daughter of the prophets. 11 The way 

she ontwi ts the king and cuts off his head and then makes her way 

through the hostile camp,is similar to the account in our book. This 

story is found in the first Midrash for Chanukah, im.raediately after 

the story of the Asmonean maiden. When the king of the Greeks heard 

that the Israelites had killed his general,he collected a great army 

and marched to Jerusalem. The Jews were greatly frightened ,but in 

their need a widow, Judi th was their savior. Just as in the foregoing 

story of the brothers of the Asmonean maiden,here also the king is 

deca1Ji tated by the widow , Judi th. Here, as in the preceding story, the 

figure of Achior,who is an astrologer to the king,appears , althuugh 

without name.Then follows the scholion of R. Simon b . Jochai to Ps. 

XXXVll, 15, which speaks of Hannah, the da11ghter of Jochanan and the 

bride of Eleazar . 

The second Midrash relates the decapitation of Nicanor and the 

sending of the second army under Bacchides,but instead of the story 

······-················· ............................................ . 
8. NBet-Hairunidrasch. u 1, 130 ff 
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of Judith,there follow the a1.;counts of the stories i n acc . Vl. 

Clearly these to accounts crune fro one and the ame ta ition. 

The historical background i the cruelty of the Gree sunder the 

Se . eucidian dynast and the victory of Ju a Maccabe over 

It tells ho ,after heir ge er l's death,the hole r fled , hie 
9 

.J ah cut off icanor's head n hu it l ·n Jerusale . The story 

connects the account of an atte ted or an actua y acco plished 

v·o1ation of a betrothed Je s of able f ily by a yria general, 

· th tl e hi tori ca account of the defeat an deca Ji tat io of 1U canor. 

Tl this deed s ascrib to the Asmonean ,Judah and his rothers, 

an from this it o o ed tat t e ai en her elf shou d be ade an 
10 

As on an or the bride of one. 

chief plo of the story,and th 

The odel of Jael deter ined the 

came th further motiv that she 

hou d kill t e en ral in hi own tent. 

Hern e i not given b t ad·tio. The state ent of R.~i 10n 

.Jo hai that she• s called Hannah and st e bride of E eazar , 

and lso that of R.Gedalia,tlat her n e was Judith,are both late. 

T associat·on of the story ith the Chanukah eel bration ay have 

..................................................... ... .... .......... 
9. 1 Macc.V 47 

10. Ju g.lV. 17 f 
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arisen at the same time as the story itself . The his.torical tradi-
11 

tion places the victory over Nicanor , after the dedication of the 

Tel!lple, This followed the defeat of Lysias . 

The second form of the story , to which our book belongs , t reats 

the same material but in a different manner . The ,nain theme , the 

decapitation of a Greek general by a Jewess,who took advantage of his 

lust in order to save her people , is the same in both cases . But the 

relation to the Asmoneans is entirely lacki~ in the second . The 

possibility that this second group ay be the basis of our story can 

not be disputed . Numerous accounts and references in Midrashim and 

elsewhere point to this . But there is the other possibility that 

the a11thor used both forms of the story in his work. 

In case one decides for the for;er theory, he must nevertheless 

place the scene of the event in .Jernsalem, in Asrnonean times ,because 

of the apparent relation which the two forru\ s bear to each other. In 

this case , the designation of the heroine as a maiden,instead of as a 

widow, must have resulted from this close relationship , and one has fre e 

hand to bring the date of the book ' s composition,which referred 

originally to the Maccabean, down to the Roman times . 

If the second view is held, that our version rests 

upon both forms of the story, then the book seems to relate also to 

. . . . . . . . . . . . ........... ...... .... ..................................... . 
11. 1 Mace. lV. 
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the Asmonean family , and, from its Assidean tendency , to belong to the 

later As~onean period. The oldest form of the work is that which 

s·imply mentions the heriine as the 11 daughter of t he prophets 11 ,and no t 

as at all connected with the Asrnoneans. The introduction of Judith 

as a widow is later . The name Judith can not be separat ed from he r 

characterization as a widow. Both mils t be understood symbolically , 

as pointing to the desolate,sorrowful conditio1 of Juda.ea. Jud.t th has 

completely displaced Judah and the As onean fBIJJ.ily. Not this high-born 

family, but the poor, desolate people itself has saved the country. 

This seems to point strongly to the late origin of the book . 

Without doubt the influence of our book is first seen in the 

writings of the later Rabbis , In the Chanukah prayer of R. Joseph b . 

Salomo, both forms of the tra-

dition are given as perfectly distinct stories; the former relating 

to the daughter of Jochanan and. the general,Philippus;the second con­

cerning Judi th and Holofernes. Here also the nai11e Achior i3 f~XfJ e ly 

nent.1 one· , a1t ough his · resentation is mere y a paraphrase of the 

account in the first Midrash for Chanukah. The story of Judith and 

Holoferne is given in all details,exactly as we have it in our book , 

except that Judith is here also a 11 daughter of the prophets 11 , and the 

author assigns the glori ous victory narrated as the direct reason for 

our Chanukah feast . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ... .. ....... , . 
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At the end of 
13 

Chanukah 

1;,_.,1,H~.,\:'J ir.J J'N , of the second Sabbath of 

it refers to the story of Judith,but says that she i/'as of 
14 

the tribe of Reuben ,and speaks of her in one place as the daughter 

of Merari,as our book has it,and in another place,as the da110 hter of 

Berari. However these two are one and the same nrune,with the 2J and ;:i 

interchangeable. 

R.Gedalia,who expressly mentions our book,holds that the Midrashic 

tradition is entirely independent of the II story of the Christiansu , 

as he calls our version. He con~iders the two as originally dif-

ferent stories, and think$ that the account of the w· dow, J11di th, was 

first composed as an addition to that of Jochanan' daughter . A aria 

dei Rossi also carefully distinguishes the two, but questions the ex­

istence of the Midrash mentioned by R.Nissim. 

The actual value of these traditions in determining the historical 

background of our book as it now stan s,is very s111all. Certainly it 

"" seems that the author did 'make so e use of them,and th' s had,as it 

were,a secondary historical background to his work,viz. the cruelties 

of and revolt against Antio.,hus Epiphanes. But,as has been shown,the 

story in our book differs so idely from that of the traditions,anrl 

is so uch more artistically complete,as to see.en to poi nt to a time 

later than the origin of the traditions . How much later,and what the 

..................................................................... .... 
13. Same , 72 II 

14 . In this it seems to follo the Vulgate version . 
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actual hii;torical event , the author has in mind,was,is impossible to 

tell by comparison with the traditions thems elves . We can ascertain 

this only by se 1Jarately discussing the different theories advanced 

as to the origi:m and character of the book . 

---000000---



Chap ,m , Literary History of the ook of Judith. 

The Design and 6haracter of the Book 

Title and Position of the Book . 

Original Language , Author and Date,and 

First iention of the Book . 

Versions ot the Book , 

O,nonicity of the Book . 
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The Design and Character of the Book . 

11 The ob j ect of the book of Judith evidently i s to show that as 

long as God ' s people walk in His comniandments blamelessly, no matter 

how distressing the circumstances in which they may temporarily be 

placed,the Lord will not suffer the enem to triumph over theJ11,but 

will in due time appear for their deliverance,and cause even those 

who are not Jews to acknowledge that the God of Israel is the only 

true God. 

1 In its external form the book bears the character of the record 

of a historical event,describing the co1.11plete defeat of the Assyrians 
1. 

by the Jews through the prowess of a woman• No one , no matter what 

theory he holds as to the origin and nature of the book,can deny that 

it must have been composed by some one,we 1-versed in litera.tnre, 

with true artistic instinct,keenly alive to the added strength which 

re~antic interest wouid give . It may be that Achior was by Holofer nes ' 

command given over to the inhabitants of Bethulia,but it certainly 

seem.C\ a romantic touch when we remelO.ber that had he not come into 

their hands, the action of Judi th would have been inexplicable . For 

Ju i th could not have been ignorant of the fact that Achior had told 

Holofernes that so long as the Hebrews re111ained true to the laws of 

their God , they were invincible . This no doubt , suggested her pl8.n of 

••••••• • •• 0 •• • ••••••••• •••• ••••••••• • •• • ••• • •••••••• • • • • ••• •••• • •• •• • • 

l. Ginsberg . 
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~ction . She wil1 go to Holofernes and mislead him by tel.ling him that 

her people had sinned. And Holofernes,remembering to have heard the 

same story from Achior,is easily induced to put confidence in Judi th, 

~ 
and thus places :=-self at her mercy. 

Furthermore,the first request the heroine makes of Holofernes is 

for ermission to go each night with her maid into the valley to 

bathe. This fact ma.y,and no doubt doe3 reflect t r....e i tual strictness 

of the ti.me of the hook's composition, but we 1ust also re euber tl at 

just by reason of this permission is Judith enabled to pass through 

the entire ar;ny runolested,and return in safety to the city. 

Again,t e author lets Judith remain in the Assyrian canp till 

the night before the day set by the rulers for the surrender of the 

city. Why was it that not till this night did Holofernes send for 

Judi th; hy not the night before or t he night after'? And how skillfully 

Judith encouraged the love-struck general by her own exru1ple,to drink 

to excess,until at last he fall fast asleep.Truly is this a romantic 

device,in co on use even in our own day. 

And see the hidden irony in Judtth' answer to Holofernes' 

question as to what she would do when her provisions were all con­

sumed; 11 As thy soul liveth y lord, the servant shall not spend those 

things that are ith me until the Lord work by my hand the things He 

hath determined.u 

And finally the artistic conclusion to which the story is brought ; 

all the principal characters satisfactorily d isposed of,Holofernes 
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slain;Judith1 living happily ever after, 0 and,as the author feels called 

upon by his romantic instinct to relate,having suitors,but nevertheless 

renaining true to the me1 ory of her former husband, the 1naid set free, 

and Achier converted;what better or hap ier conclusion could be ished'? 

And it is also noteworthy that before .Judith leaves for the camp , 

she first bathes herself all over,notwithstanding that the city was 

suffering a water-famine .A..rid when she lP,ft the city the men watched 

her till she had gone down the -ountain and throngh the valley. But 

at this tie it must have been dark and the men could have seen her 

for but a short "istance. 

of the author. 

These are clearly oversights on tl~e part 

These and other facts prove that whatever the nature of the book 

be, t e a11thor was a an of 1 i terary ability, with a strong taste for -
romantic situations well worked out.As it is the book is unquestion­

ably a ork of literary art. 

The ethical character of the book is likewise sigrifi~ant. 

Great euJhasis is laid upon prayer and ritual observances. Jucli th 

fasts regularly all the days of her widowhood except the feast days , 
J 

the , abbaths and new r oons and the eves of each;she makes her first 

prayer at the time when the incense of the evening is being offered 

in the Temple;she carries her own food and wine with her so as not to 

eat of the ritually unclean food of the Assyrians;she takes her ritual 

bath dai lY; and finally, after their victory, the people go up together 

to JerusaleJu,are first purified,and then offer sacrifices and gifts 
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to the Lord. 

ut hile such e sis is aid upo rit1a o serv c,, t e 

ora tone o the story i not very i._ • True, the ook po trays a 

able i i ness for self-s cr·fice for t1 ~ s e of 1ountry nd 1e-

ven to ie i its o loo A.a i fe; ut the 

a J "th tt . 
s hr 0 ject,by 

. erate a d ki lfu iei ,to 

ich ct h r f .. ro t God nd i tl ~ acco ishment 

0 hich e in o e Hi ssista c OS i ly ·ust·fie by the 

·io u ' fa"r it love a d ti doe not b ak a lofty 
' 

cone tio of God, n i a i le in 0 0 th.., .. or tatu of the e • .., 

t ere is a s iri of cru lty i t .e oak, c ear y see 

]. .. t e )r i e Ju it ve to er anc stor, .... i on's act, ying it s 

done t he in ti atioi o the L9rd,al au in the ori in 1 ac aunt 

th r i A,o ent 1 on o 

i th u e it c 

he d.Ho r,a l ..,ke 

ook too uch,for the 

op , · u:-- t as as t 

od nd the ct i Q y Jacob,and also 

s vith hich s e cut off Holofernes 

y, e ust 1ot cone n the etlics of the 

... re in a asure justified y the nee s of the 

ca e vit Jae. In fact the e e b a e be-

t e o r to 1·y and t t o. J el 1 clear y e e • 
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2. Gel. lV 
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Title anc't Position of the Book. 

The book is na.1ed after the heroine,Judith, Jerome's opinion t ~a t 
,t/ 

it is so called because Judith as the nuthoress,has been ig} tly 

rejected by all scholars. In the lss . of the A exandrine versinn,in 

the V'nlgate,and in ycliffe's translation?Jud·th is placed between 

Tob· t a d Estler. This is follo ed by Coverdale, the eneva version, 

the Bi~ho s' Bible and the Authoriz ... V'ersllon,where from the nature of 

the divi ion it is put between Tobit and t e apocryphal Esther. In 

the Vatican copies it is placed etwecn Tooi t anc the Hsdo of o o--

\ 

on; · n tJ e Zurich Bible, be1,wef,ll Baru ch a d t e apocryphal Esther; 

r 
while Luther puts it a \ t,1e head of the a ocryphal booka. The present 

Revi ed Version follows t e order of the Authori:z;ed Version. 

Or5ginal La 11a0 e , Author and Date and First 

Mention of the Book . 

There are conf. ictin0 opi nions as to the original lansuage,author 

amt date of our book . Critics place its date a L the ay from the 

seventh cent ry before 0lr.ist,to t· e idd e of the second after 

Chri t . And so e critics naintain t hat the book was ori inally written 

in Greek,others that ArruLaic was the original la.ngua e,and still 

H . 
others assert that it was \ ebrew. 

'rhe strangest adherents of the Greek theory are Jahn and Palfrey . 

• • I t • f • • e e f t e • • • • t • e 8 t • • • • • • • • • • I I • • • • • f • e • • • • • • II e f 9 • • • • e • • t • I • • • • • • • f 

3. Ginsberg . 
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-ll'he latter claims that classica 
p 

Greek e\})ressions occur in the 

Se1)tlla i~t version, and the Greek s . le throughout is free and ea,.,y, 

and without those indications whi(~h alrnost infa· ibly betray a 
4 

transLation. And the method of the Greek historians is pursued in 

develo.ling ch.a.ract"rs and events by t e fictJ on of set speec ,1es 

ascribed tote actors. 

As adherents of the Ara a·c theor.v may be mentioned Wei r1an n,. 

and Wi e. But,according to Zunz,t.he Ar. ai,, version of Judith as not 

considered canonical, bu as a pure ro ance. T 1is as Zunz thinks, proves 

t at the Aramaic text was not ori 0 i al . However,as Judith is nowhere 

mentioned as a ca.uonical book,Zunz. objection carries but little eight 

However os t critics a""'ree that t e book was n·it ten originally 

in Hebrew. 
J;(, 

these may be mentioned Fritzsche,Lipsi~ , schiirer, 

Noldeke,streru and Kar. eles. That the original lan ua e of the book 
J 5 

as Hebrew or \ y o-Chalnaic is declared by Jerome who says that 

•Judith is read by the Jews among t e Ha iographa-----and bei writ-

ten i Chaldaic (Chaldaeo ser one conscriptus) is reckoned among the 

histories",and that he had used a Chaldaic codex to correct vitiated 
6 

0 
readi of the aanuscri t. This is corrob rated by the Byzantine 

......................................................................... .. 
4. De Wette disaerees ith this stateJUent. 

5 . Ginsberg 

6. Praef. ad Jud. 
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18 
The first mention of our book is by Clement of Rome in his 

9 
epistle to the Corinthians ,where he assigns to Judith the epithe t 

given to Jael ( lo116c1~• j ,,u<>!/(0((' ,a( \However Volkr ar, Graet• 

and Hit:dg hold that tnis epistle was not written by C emens but by 

some later riter. 
20. 

Versions of the Book. 

T ere is 10 exact Hebrew version of our book extant.We have how­
~ 

ever the Se tua int,t o Latin an one riac versions. 
<f 

The 6ld Latii. and the " yr·ac versions were. ade from the Sept-

uagi t, which ho 11ever does not represent a fixed Hebre or Aramaic text, 

a;:) may e seen from its various recensions di fering <..'.)reatly from 

each other. This is moreover corroborated by the fact that the Old 

Latin of the Mss. which al o dev·ated greatly from each other,and 

which Jero_e co-rrected accor to an Aramaic code ,djffers material-
2. 22 

ly from the Septuagint, som.eti es having more and som times less . 

. . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
18. 91-101 A.D. according to Eusebins. 19. Ep.l 55 

20. Ginsber. 21. c!. Vu g.lV f3-f5,--LXX lV 10, Vulg V ll- 12-

JiX.XV 11-16 Vu • V 26-29 --LXX V 

LXX Vl. 19, Vulg.Vll 18,20- LXX Vll 

2:S-25, Vulg.Vl 15-19-

29. 

22. cf. Vul. Vll 9ff- LXX Vll 8-15, Vulg. V llff- LXXV 17- 22 

V11lg. lX 5-7 tt .i..l ff,LXX lV 7-lD. 
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23 24 
~Sometimes too the nanes are different, and sometimes the m1111l)ers . 

Coverdale and the Bishop,s Biole,follow:ing Luther and the Zurich 

Bible,ha.ve translA.ted from the Vulgate,while the Geneva version whi ch 

is followed by the Authorized and Revised Versions,has a translation 

of the Greek text. 

1"ll 
25. 

0 01icity of the Book. 

The events narrated in the book of Judith come in the hymnal 

service 1117 y P , for tl e fir t and second Sa )baths of Chanukah, 

71,' 

but the book itself was never included in the Jewish ca on.The 

di st5 nction made by the Jews between treating the book i th respect and 

not-c,1?'lto 1izing it, coul not be kept up by the Church. So at first the 

book as quot .. d with ap ro at ion by Clemens Ro anus, radual Ly cited 
26 ~ 27 

on eq ali ty with the scripture by Clemens A:Lexandrinus, Ter, u.1..lian,~ 
28 

Amhrose, and fina Ly ca:17{,nized in the counc·1 of Carthage by Innocent 1 

of Rome under Gelasi11 f Trent .Augustine (abou 400 A. D.) speaks of 
29 

it as ca:Wonical, · and Jerome mentions its being reckoned among the 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .................................. . . 
23. cf. Jud.l, 6,8,9, lV. 5, Vlll. 1. 

25. Gins1)er and Palfrey. 

24. cf.l 

26. Strom.iv. De ,[onog. c. XVll 

2, ]I 1 , Vll 2 . 

28. De Offic Minis.III'. 

27. 

3. 29. De Doctrina Christ . Lit. JI. 8 



_ 32. 

30 
_ Sacred Scriptures by the Uicene Council . However this statement is 

not sustained by the records of that Council . 
31 

Some writers hold that the book is quoted in the New Testament . 

Judi th, with the other deuteroTca-vV nical book has always been read in 

the Church, and in the Church of England les ons are taken from it . 

---000000---

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .... ,. . . . . . . . . . . ... 

30. Pref.ad Jud. 

31. cf.J11d.Vl.ll 4ff. 1 ~or. n. lOf , Jud lX 12- Acts lV 24 , 

Jud XVl 11.7, Mat. Xll 42, 50. 



. Pt.ll. 

Introducti o • 



34. 

There are three distinct theories concerning the his tori cal 
1 

character of the book of Judi th, the first regardine; it in every detail 

as actual,authentic history;the second re arding it as ure fiction , 

havi perhaps the purpose to st1mulate the wani courage of the 

peo1lle in time of danger,and the thir ,a sort of mean between these 

t·.vo,re ardin it as fi ct· on, but havi :i:ig a certain historic background . 

1 . <Hnsber.:;. 



Ch.apt . 1 . Fj rst Theory : Book Authentic Hi story. 



The first of t ese theories as the only one existing up to the 

Reform.ation,and since then,especially in the seventeenth and e ight­

teenth centuries,has been held by rn.9.ny noted theologians, among whom 
,R,,, 

may be mentioned Prideaux, Calmct,Bel ar h ,Du Pin, Usher, I. o.rd,Mont-
1 

fru1con, histon and Wolff. 

he oldest opi ion is that the events r.a.rrat ed occurred just 

after the return from Ba ylon,as the book itself states. In consequence 

Nebucl adt1 ez:r.ar has been ident · fj_ed with dif. erent Persian ings .Augus-
2 

tine says he is n e other than Ca by es (529-52 .r.. ); Julius 

Africanus and Gear i u .,ynce llus say he i Xexxes (48 -465 B. C. ); 

erea.tor ~stius sees in hi a icture of Darius Hystaspis (521-485 

B.C.),and ulpicius Ser•erus clai 

B.C.), 

he is Ar taxer rn Ochus ( 361-338 

However t ere are stron argume.ts a a.inst this vie , rendering 

it co pletely untera le. In the first place,all these monarchs,while 

rulir over the provjnces entioned as belor..giJ 
?'V 

to Ne ucha ezzar, 

still ac uire the fO}· the most part hy inheritance, while our book 

e .rP.ssly states that Holofernes conquered them. Again Ni .eveh,spoken 

of as the ca ita of As yria,was destroyed before the ca tivity,and no 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1. Ginsberg. 

2. De Civ .Dei. XVlll 16. 
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3.8. 

o-f Manasseh . Arphaxad is no other than Dei okes,king of edia and 

fonnder of Ecbatana. He bases his argumen upon tho fact that Arphaxad 

is mentioned as the founder of Ee atana,and t,at his last year was the 

twelfth of saosduchinus,and that in this year he actually defeated 

in battle and lost his ·• Fro thi he infers that our book r u t 

re ate actual history,and the battle in hich Deiokes lost his lj_fe 

,I,.(/ 

as Rh g _ ·the events ust have tak p.ace .ile Nineveh as still 

the Assyrian metro,.,oli s;whi le the Persian , Syrians, Pl oenicians , 

uilicians and E0 yptians were Assyrian subjects; hile the Median empire 

til existed, and not long aft r the build in of Ee a tan • 

Ot~er advocates of this theory see in the two Kins of our book, 

th. pictures of different onarchs. inckler olds that Holofernes~ 
3 

i- al. Niebuhr and olff say tat Arphnxa Phra-

orte ,the son of Deioke ,wlile Nebuchadnezza Sardana alns or Kinela-

dan. Bellarmin sees i • Arp ax 

nezzar, e hold ,i Sarda.a a us. 

a i ct ure of Dei okes, but Nebuchad-
4 

Objection to tl is view and to this theory i general, om of hich 

Prideaux himself sa ,are as fol ows; (1) there is no here a mention 

of a high-priest by the name of Joiakim or Eliakim at this ti ... e, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
3. Gaster. 

4 . Zo ckler 



( -2) Achier speaks of the Temple as bei r.g lately cast to the round, but 
3 

this did not happen till the rei 0 n _of Zedekiah, while Jud. lV points 

clearly to post-exilic time i3)the high-.riest and senate,and not the 

king, are spoken of as the head of the gove rJ'll'lent; (4) the account of 

Judith>s age and the period of pe ce after her death don't agree with 

the actua history of the • eriod.For accor i to the above chronology, 

he "tiould have been sixty-tl-1.rP.e years old whe she charmed olofernes 
5 

and is called, j ~ b,0-, >} K~~t . calmet, says she would then 

have bee a fine woman with Man engagj1 air and erson, 1 1 likely, 1 

says Du Pin,' to char an old general and to ravish the hearts of her 

,w-
many suitors after her ov rthrc~ of Holofernes.• Pri eaux makes 

matters worse by holdi :ng that Judi th could hardly have been more than 

forty-five years old at the ti e. However, con.r:;i de ring the early age 

at which omen in .he Orient ture and arry,and also cor~i 'ering 

the fact that Judith had no children by er hu band an sse ,it seems 

ore pr ob able that Judi th 11ould have be .. n near r the age of twenty­

five than forty-five at the tie. But according to the above chronology 

JudJ.tl died in the year 614 B.C. just four years before the disastrous 

battle of ~egiddo,which of course does not agree with the statement 

that none ade Israel afraid during Judith's life nor a long time 

after her death,this certainly means more than four years. And accord-

...................................................................... 
5. Jud. LXX. XV 8. 





41. 

QO.lll.luon name at the time,which is hardly likely,wh? should he have 

selected just that n rne?Aud it would• be a strange coincidence that a 

monarch of the sam .... name should just seventy years lAter lead the 

~ ews into captivity, and he to them ever after, the prototype of a 

mercil ss oppressor;(8)and it c rtajnly is not in accordance with the 

spirit of Babylonian or Ass~·rian tines for the conquerer to demand 

"' d vine honors.·~e know that often they int.rod.need the worship of their 
9 

own e;ods into conquered lanr.s ,but even this as not a universal prac-

tice, for we know that .iehuchadn zzar himself did not interfere with 

the religion of his ca}Jtives,ancl his destruction of the Temple was 

purely a slilitary easure; (9)a1 d finally, the geography of the book 
10 

is so hopelessly confused as to leav little doubt that this part at 

least is fiction. 

Prideaux himself aw and endeavored to answer th first four of 

these objections. o the first he says that while the list of high-
11 12 

priests do ... s not give the name ei Joiaki or Eliakilll , still it ight 

be, iice the list is not co plete,that this name was omitted.Or it 
~ 13 

misht b no other than the Eliaki , son of Hilkiah,rnentioned by &1 a.el 

as destined for the high-priesthood. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
9. Graetz.H ":'3t. (Eng.) 1 247. 10. see Volkmar,Pt.1:[,Chapt lJI. 

11. Chron. 12. As the name is in the Vulg. 

13. Is.XXll 20. 



" To the second obJection he says that,according to Jerome's version 
13 3, 18 

verse 1 , lV ,and V are glosses,and while some verses still renain 

in Jerome's version referring to a captivity,they may l)e better under­

stood a~ referring to that under Manasseh rather than to the captivity 

in Baoylon. 

He answers the third objectior by saying that Manasseh may have 

been b 1sy with affairs of state in some reJ,ote part of his kir.gdom, 

and so have entrusted the goverrJ11ent to Joiakim.But he makes no enti on 

of the senate nor how they c e to have power seerningly equal to that 

of the high-priest.And it seens rather strange that a king,no matter 
,,c. ,t 

how incapable,should have deli , erately a sented himself from his capi-

tal, he threatened by such great danger,of which he must have ueen 

perfectly aware+And in fact it seems rather startling that after his 

n 
former bitter ex erience in ineveh,Man sseh should have dared to 

ref 1se Assyria the aid de1 anded of hi , nuch ess resist alone and 

unaided, their whole ar, • 

Prideaux acknowledges hi nself at a complete loss as to how to 

answer the fourth objection. He cannot overcome the difficulty of 

Judith's age.His only resource is to consider this statement as pure 

fiction,invented by the author o t of excessive admiration for t he 

heroine,and his eage.m.ess to magnify the results of her de ds.But the 

question immediately arises,if t his much be fiction, then why not 

more;in short,why not the whole book? 



- 43 . 

Hence it is clear that the theory that the book is entirely 

authentic history is unsound,that it is based on 01ly a mere coin­

cidence of date a1d the literal acceptance of the names Assyria and 

Tu1edia in the text;that it is entirely incompatible with the actual 

history of the period in which the advocates of this theory atteJap t 

to place it,and so is without the slightest scintil l a of proof . 

---000000---



Chapt,ll. Second Theory: Book Pure Fiction. 

, 



45 . 

}..s has een said, the theory that the book was authentic history 

prevailed up to the Reformation . Tl en gradual y scholar beca 1e aware 

of the difficulties mentjoned above and began to s11sp ct that after 

all the book ight not e just what it seemed;that the facts mentioned 

might not be entire y listorical;might not even be historical at all; 

tJ.A.t the l)OOk night be nothing but ftct·on,composed o doub t for so e 

definite purpose,ru d therefor havin an indirect historical reference, 

ut till in itself purely fj cti on. 

There are beside the rea ons given in the receding chapt er, 
l 

other objections to con id ring the book s historical. In the first 

pla.ce,history presents no exact time in which the events could have 

occurred as narrated.Furt.1.ermore the historical,and,in part,the geo- . 

graphical re ferenc .... s in the book are so adlv mixed, coruing from di f­

ferent periods of history,presuma)ly up to the first century b efor e 

Chri t,a to prec de all po sibilit of the author's having any 

-Iv 
defild te \ is tori cal event in ind. And finally,all the material through.-

out the book seems artificial and purposed, as if the book were 
2 

arra_ ed for a certain en. Consequentl th .... boo can be nothing but 

fiction • 

. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1. Fritssche. 

2. See Pt. X Chapt . J:Ir. 
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3 
Luther wa'3 the flrst to hold this view. He regarded the book as 

•a reli 0 io11s fiction or poem written by a holy man,who depicts therein 

the victory of the Jewish people over all their ene•lies,whieh God 

at all times most wonderfully vouchsafes.------Judith is the Je•1ish 

people represented as a chaste ad holy widow, hich is alrays the 

character of God's people. Holof9rnes is the heathen,the godles3 or 

unchristian lord of all ages,while the city of Bethulia denotes a 

virgin,in<licating that the believing Jvws of those days were the 
4 

pure vir,ins 11 So e of the nrunes,he thinks, conld not have been chosen 

t, .v- • 
without resard to t eir de \ 1"at1on, as for exarn)le,Achior: ,\l~ .., n.x 

Brat· er of Light,Bethulia ,1' ':l)n.J , vir6 in of .Tehovah. Furthermore 

th~ historical dif fi cul tie cones rning the person of Uel)1ichadnezzar 

disapI;ear when he is regarded as the scriptur 1 type of wordly power . 

This th ory, 1.'hil.-- vague antl 111 developed, was c~rtainlv sugt.5e sti ve , 

ancl paved the way for the entjre theory of the book as fiction. 

/Iany- ri ters,.even down to the presen day ,have follo,ved Luther, 

only expA.nding upon his iew.At first,especially towards the end of 

the eighteenth and beginning of the . nineteenth centuries, scholars, 

starting from the ground that the book was unhistorical, confined their 

................. It ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • •• • ••• 

3. Ginsberg_ 

4 11 Vorrede aufs Buch .Tudi th 11 



effoi:_ts to discussion as to just what branch of fiction the bo ok 

~ ~ ~ 
belonged. So Bud e ~s considers it drama;Artope s,.ilore~s and Vor Niebuhr 

consider it as epopee,Jahn thinks it a didactic poen;Babor ,an e pilog e 

Ba11er,a moral fiction,Bertho.dt,Zunz and Palfrey,a romance,and 

,<(/ 

Grotj l\s,an al.le ory;while Eichorn holds it to be .merely a tradi tion 
5 

put into writi g. 

Of odern scholars, who supvort this vi w, thou h without b othering 

th mse ves as to what branch of fj_ction it belongs,nay be men t i oned 
.I.. 

Frit~sche, ipsins,Davidson,Lobr,stream,:-iegfried,Konig,stanley and 

Wis • Ho· ever,while recognizing tne unhistorical characte r of t he 

book, ost of th se critics have sat.lsfactorily detet:"inined its dat -e , 

basing their argurn ... nts on ref r nces ·n the text to wel -known h istor i -
6 

cal events,a d on its ap. arent general purpose. They place th b oak 

• • • • • • • t • • • • • • • • • I t t • • • • • I • I • • I • • • t t • ,. • • • • • a I • • • e • • • • • • 4 e • • • • • t • • • t • • t 

5. Ginsber ,Fritzsche and r. ichorn. 

In this connection it may be interesting to quote Capellus ' 
l 575 

opinion of the book. It is, he says ( l ) , u i sulsi s:;,ima f abu la ab 

im:r,eri tissimo t i, prud .. 1 ti siJllO adeort11e im .. udentissimo ali'1uo Helle­

nista nigacissimo conficta in hunc fine ,11t ea commendet mendac i a alia, 
µ_ 

qnae di cuntnr offi ci osa et pias frandes Judi thae facto a t ,1ue exernp lo 

comprobet. 11 Fritzsche,p.314 . 

6 . See Pt. l. Cha,p. J:[I . 
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7 
· in the 1iaccabean period, but differ among themselves as to j us t at 

4, 
what tiine in this period the book was written. Groti sin fact places 

the book shortly before the beg·nning of t h e period,and Wise places 

it in the very first years, hile the war a ainst Antiochus Epiphanes 

was still going on. But most of the modern advocates of this theory 

agre in JJlacing it later in the period,from the time of John Hyrcrau 
8 

on. 

-The theory of Groti s is certainly interesting,well- ori{ed out, 
9 

and worth discussion. He refers the 'book to either the seventh year 

of Antiochus Epiphanes,when, on his retnrn from Egypt,he plundered the 

T 1ple, supported by Menelaus, or e L ... c to his ninth year, in which he 

sent Apolloni us with an ari y to Jerusale to exact tribu te. On the 
· 10 

fifteenth day of sle~ ,of 1his ear (1 .i:; s B.C.) the statue of the 

..... • ..........•••••.•.........•.•.•...•...•......•....•.... ..•....... 

7. Between the years 167 and 70 B.C. 

8. Fritzsche,Sie fried,Davidson a n d z ockler. 

9. ' 1his theory might more probably come in the next chapter , but as . 
its main point is that the book is an al Legory, am as it has always 

be en placed under t.1.i s theory, it seemed best to discuss i t here. 
t5. 

10. 17th of Tamm11~, according to Graetz. (Eng) l 
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11. 
(?l.1, 11ian Ju i ter was s t u. on the roof of .the Te ple . he cont ... n t ., 

of the book are ordi t . w 
o Grotl s to e placed betwe n the comi n 

of Apo.Lloni us and the fifteenth of Ki sle ,,.._ Judi th is the Jew· sh people . 

er, eauty i a 1un on t en e of th hoy 1 1 d, ' ::i~ .Her i or;hood 

sienifies the he s n .... s of th nati on.B ... th11lia is the Tei ple 

word co i fro B t ulia is th prayers of 

the prie•ts. le uchadn z arr present th ... d ... vil (a cording to the 

eani hich the nru elater on had wit Jes). Assyria is his 

ki dcbrn of ride and re u ption. Ho~o ern s,his er van t i svi71.l -i.n > r-, 
TT T: T 

lictor ser enti ,the J inister of th d il,viz. Antiochn s Bi hanes . 

Joiaki or Eliakim is 
12 

!11 rai e up (a symho ic name . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
54 f. 

11. 1 acc.l 

12. 
V 

Groti . says, •Puto---- viri , e e,ea quae s mt inhoc libro 
., , 

e . e °' ,v, r .«Al(...,,...ir./ 7 ( er O uura e dicta). cript1 li )ru , cum 

pri Antiochus Illust is in Jud e . venis et, 're plo no.r dum per idolm 

polluto,in hoc ut Ju· ei p ... di i ae liber ionis confirmar ntur~ 
" 

, 

if' ,n~71TT") (Jehudi th) esse JndaeaJQ 0 ent m ne o negare 7; t.Bethulia 

;,-.-b_.°'\ - .J)'-l (do us donliri Dei) est Te pl1m. Gladius inde egredien 

s t preces anctorum. 1abuc donozor Hebraeis saep dia olu sig­

ni:fi !at et Assyria fas tu , ut notatum et H5 eronyrno . Diaboli instrnmen­

tu Antiochus , qui hie t cto nomine Holofernes ( id est, \l)h l ,!J.J n 

li ctor serpentis , Chaldaice , it est , ut jru'l dixi1uus , minister dia oli) 



.50 . 

'£he whole idea of the book, according to Groti ns is- the proud Devi 1 

(Nebu chadnez~mr,) King of Assyria (pride,presn ption) sent his servant 

Antio .,hus Iapiphanes (Holofernes) to conrprnr the TeIUple of the helpless 

Jews in the most beautiful lann. of the earth (Bethulia, in which the 

beaitif11lwidow,Judith live). Bit the prayers of the priests in the 

Temple (the sword that cam .... out of Bethulia) were full of hope that 

God vo11 ld appear to help them ( in accordance with the name Joiakim or 

Eliaki ,the high-priest) to gain their freedom.-• All else in the 

book,Grotins holds,is added merely for literary purposes,to make the 

allvgory artistically cop ete. 
t, 

But,as Eichorn has shown,there are several strong objections to 

thi theory. I the first place,Holofernes seems to be a ~ersian name, 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
J1.1daea.i forJ.nosrun qui dem ( mw p~opterea apud Dani el:;( ,;:iy, de cus., di ci tnr) 

sed vid11am,id est,ab emni a xilio desertarn.,subigere vo eoat . Speravaut 

pii,fore ut is Deo poenas daret,quemadmod11a dedit. Joachi in Graeco, 

ant 11t in Latino est,Eliakim,qui hie dicitur fuisse summus sacerdos, 

De,un s11rrecturu111, significat Ea spes homines Deo co 4j1):agi t , quod opus 
14 

sacerdot:i s maxiiui. Vi de l Ma·cc Vl.L • Gae tera s,mt L -,rl JV-0 '?, , ~ )7 
ornai'l.enti cause. addi ta, qualia in Parabolis multa. - F.:ichorn. 310 
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part he had played in earlier Jewish affairs,anc'i was called J'"ir. of 

Assyria beca1l se he was ki1 g of CJ.1.aldaea and these ai s "'e;·e :i Pr-

changeable in the Jewish mind.Then the tory as localized around a 

certain town nained Bethulia. iffere 1t :f'rag1uents of the sa;ue and dj f ­

ferent traditions were co,•ibi ned, a d finally the story as writ ten 

down.The name of the original city and ~ne y had early been lost,as is 

the case with many traditions.Because of its ent5~rely fictitious 

character the book was not highly thoutrht of, and so the text was not 

caref1lly preserved.In conse nence,numerous glosses have crept in aid 

may ac1ditions been ade.It is i1npossjble to exactly deter .. ine the 

date of t} e book, b11t it was clearly some time between the e ile and the 

life of Clemens o anus. 

11his theory j s plausible and c rtai1 ly bears sore rain of truth; 

-Ur 
for ether the story be purely fiction,or have a historical back-

gro,md, t} ere can )8 no question that it is more or ess )ased 11pon 

tradjtion. But,like Luther's theory,it is vag11e;it might mean anything 

anct refer to any city besieged a far oack as Adam. Should the tradi ­

tion refer to a pre-exilic sjege,then owing to our alinost total igno­

rance concer•ing this period,it is impossible to niscuss this theory . 

It certainly can refer to no ~ar between the ret1n•n ancl the Maceabean 

revolt, for in that whole tilue,we have 110 record of any sieue in 

which the Jews were victorious . And fina.2.ly , did the tradition refer to 



a sieue dnring the Tlaccabean period,it is hardlv probable that it 

wonln have been written down as tradjtiou alone,but would rather have 

. 
hac'I. ome ulterior motive int.roducerl,such as the enco1Jragenent of the 

people in tiflle of distress.so on the whole,the t eory i~ hardly con­

vincing or supporte by fact. 

Zurn~ h~lds ti1eory in genera similar to Eichorn' s, but localized 

and r ore specific. He says, •v · th the Mac ,a1Jea 1 traditions t e oook of 

Judith stancls in double re ation . --
,, 
On the one hand it give us t ' e tradition of a deliverance and a 

pretended pu ~i c feast . On the other hand, in the later Ha0 ada Judi th 

is described as tr..e dau hter of Jonathan or \/Iattathi s and as the 
13 

heroine of As1t1onean tim.es. ------ It is uite possible t}iat a public 

feast should have been held ;i_n a Pa estinian ci t .v in re 1e.ibrance of the 

heroic l!eeds of a woman,and,after t e true occasion had been forgotten 

an l had given rise to variously related tradi_ ti ons, t, at a romance in 

hoi or of Judi th was composed,probably even 'before the destruction of 

tne Teiuple . 11 

'..l'hi s t 1eory see. s to have cor e nearer the truth than that of 

Eichorn. The siiuilari ty between the Judi th story and. the di.fferent 

tradj tions has already been pointed. out.13And there can be no 'luestion 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
13. See Pt.I. Chapt. ll. 
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that · the i dea of the wonderful deliverance through God' s help as se t 

do n in our book , 1 i __ ht well be taken as the figuaati v e port rayal of 

the J!li raculous victory of the Je s over the Syrians . And fj nal Ly , several 
14 20 

scholars have reed that the feast ment:ioned i XVl was really 

celebrated . This idea is snpported by the Vnlgate version, the final 

verse of Which is lrlcking int e eptnagint . This verse reads 11 The day 

of the feast cmlllllemorating this ictory is esteemed by the Hebrews 

among their holy days and has bee celebrated by them from t hat tir:ie 

to the present. M Whether this e saerely a re er ... nce to Chanukah , or so e 

special feast held in honor of the occasion arrated in the tradition, 

is il possible to tell . Calmet maintains the latter view,but holrt.s that 

the festival coul have been only te 1po?"ary. Prof . Alber of Pesth 

ho ever holds that t e fest5. al is still to be fonnd in the Jewish 
15 

CR.lendar . But it is iJ:J.lliaterial hich opinion is correct , the fact 

stanrls that Zunz ha good ground for his theory,oasi git upon the 

tradition of the iraculo11 deliverance and of the public feast . 

And in one other respect has he i proved upon F:ichorn's view; 

he has 0 iven a pur ose for the writing down of the tradition, viz . 

the Glorification of Judith. Ent while it is possiole , it is hardly 

probable , that it is correct, It is not likely that int e troubled 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
14u Calroet , Volknar, Alber, 

15. Ginsberg . 
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1accabean ti es, ~here zunz places the ook,or even. t 0 r,t at a tra-

di tion of uch le th 1 of uch elabor te orJ o ah ve ee 

· r· tten do n or t vre ~arif"c t·on of o e hero·1e,sacred a~ her 

nen o ,.Y ay een. or oUl d the t ry hav tak 0 it resent sh pe 

ha it d t is o je t 1 vi -e , mt ould r.at er h ve t 1ck clo er to 

the ori ::ri1 al. tory that has co e down in tra 1 ti on.Nor au · d th 

a t or have had occasio"' to · sgu· e t f cts a e id bye oying 

sucl au e as ~e )1Hf adne z, ar n Arph ad. 

Ho, ever t 1s tl eory a be true in .art, n the ut. or,besides 

tl e orificat·on o y 1 a h o e eco d r. purpose i 

11 ,and therefore have u e t e tradit·on, odi y· it t s1 it his 

e • 

I hi s view, z z h . c Oi er near t to t e lat r ocates 

oft is t eory.Ii ct he rs ro th~ on y i re ard to tle 

uu o e o tl e ook. Per a .. s the ost t i ~ ,as certain y the ost 

pro1 inent e po itor oft is theory i ritzsche.He holds that the 

es 11hasis lai 1pon the law in a it det i s, es )ecially the r · tual 

ob ervance,the pict1·e of a o -o presse people,the mention of the 

eves of the Sab;yath and. new moons,a1 . the fact that the hi h- riest 

and e1 a e or ,:->al'lhedr." n ·were the supre e po er in the country 11 

oj t tot e second ce1t ry before Christ,just as the tradition places 

the story in i accabean ti1 es . But it can not be fina .ly })rovBd that 
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the book refers exactly to this period. In fact these same facts can 

point as well to any time up to· the destruction of t h e IDelllple,and 

might even refer,if interpreted in a certain sense,to a still later 

period. 

Fri t~sche thinks the book w s written to encourage the people 

in a t ♦-me of great oppression and despair,by showing how,through God's 

aid,they can be saved from. even the 1nost threatening situation,awi how 

the powerful oppressor may be punished.That the author chose ar­

bitrarily the period in which to place the book is proved by the 

following facts·first,the nane Ne ncha,1nez~r is used as a type of 

all the many op ressors of the Jewi h people; then the people are said 

, to have jnst retnrned fro the captivity where they learned to know 

the puni shin a1 d saving hand of God ancl regained their faith in Him; 

ann finally at the head of the people stands the high-priest and the 

Sanhedrin.so he infers that the author must have had in 1nind the 

period after ::Nehernial1, when the high-priest and Great Synan were the 

rulinz power . In this way he disguised the real tacts he had in mind 

sufficiently to give the story a certain symbolic rneanir.g and thus 

increase its effect upon the people . 

Other advocates of this theory,while not perhaps,subscribing to 

Fri t~sr!he, s rgument as to the time the author had in rnind, still 

practically agree with him in all other points . However some go a 
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..., little farther than Fritzsche and :make the purpose of the book more 

specific.stream,for instance,believes the book aims to show that 01.ly 

by absolnte confornity to the traditional observance of the law, cou l d 

the people be delivered from the oppressor. TI is is proved ' y the 

emphasis laid upon ritual observance of the law, 11 The story may be 

called'a novel with a pur~ose',viz.t'o encoura e and sustain the people 

in their allegiance to the God of their fathers and in their confor mi ty 

to the precepts of Bis law. It desires emphatically to declare that 

His highest favor was conferred in times past upon those who had 

comb5.ned minute obedience to the commands of the Thorah,as inte rpreted 

and s11s tained by tradi tion,wi th heroism shown in encountering danger 

and in dealing death and discomfiture to the un elievcr and his host. u 

Stanley is even more specific. He says,no dou )t basing his view 

upon the fact that the chief figJre of the tory is a wo an . 11 The 

ook is a roman~e inte.z:ided to j nspire the Israelite ai dens with a 

sense of their duty in case of a new foreign invasion. 11 However, this 

is going a little too far and borders on hypercriticism.surely the 

author did not mean that in case of a new invasion the Jewish mai dens 

were to make their way to the tent of the hostile comlllander and cut 

off his head. Nor 011ld he have even meant to imply t hat on the woman 

of Israel de~ended the salvation of t he na t ion. Certainly a l l his 

efforts would have been directed toward encouraging a l l t he people , 
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e__specially the warriors.And so the purposes given by Fri tz sche or 

Stream seem the more proba1Jle. 

This in general is the theory that the book is pm•ely fiction . 

It is based upon two general fact , first, that the book is plainlv 

~ri ten in a romantic sty e, ... d seems to have all the characteristics 

of a true romance, a1 cl second, t hat it is impossible to find a definite 

time in history in hich the incident ,as narrated, could have occurred. 

It,in turn,advances two propositions,viz.that the book was written 

at a ti e of i rn iment national da11ger in order to encourage the people, 

and that this ti .e of danger occurred d•1rj ng the Maccabean period. 

But at best,i t is a negative and t,.erefore unsatisfactory theory . 

It ex.i ts simply becanse nothing better can 1Je offered. It is impossible 

to deterlline with even the slightest degree of correctness anything 

definite about the book exce t the two facts just ment·oned . We can 

not locate the book any more exactly nor can we even guess what the 

da1 er was. u We simply know no more t'lB.n our theory states . All 

e.1.. e is g iesswork. • So the advocates of this theory say, and there 

the matter rests. 

---000000---
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-The third theory as to the r..ature of our hook is that it is 

fiction written for some such purpose s to encourage the people in 

time of trouble, but in its account containing a certai1 kernel of 

historical truth by which we are enabled to determine exactly or 

a~11Jroxi ately the precise historical event •hich the author had i n 

mind, and which occasioned its production. ·r .d s is the only poj_nt of 

dif-"erence lJetween this and the former theory. The latter holds t hat 

the book is fi ctio. but has so,ne definite his tori cal event ii J L d , 

·ch e c o e ct y te:r i1 owi to the scar ti f OUl 

i 1fou1 tlon. ~ e esult o 0 ~ rio ci of 

di t_ e. , ,, o t prop ean ti a 
w • 

This third theory savs we can determine with more or less exact­

nes the event referred to,by means of certain veiled re erences in 

the text. 

That t h is theory is at least rational is beyond dispute.But 

tronble illllD.ediatel. arises when ·ve observe the variations in the 

t } eory held by different scholars, d1Je to the tac that each lays 

em:rha"is upon different passa es in the text,and so refers the book to 

different events. In consequence we have a dozen or more vi e'11s, placing 

the date of the boolo all the wa~ from 312 B. c. to 135 A."D. 

Besides disagreeing in their views as to the origin and date of 

the hook, scholars differ also in - their opi nions as to the book's 
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historic value.some re ing a ost entire y with the advocate oft e 

second theory r ard the ook a iction, th the u e of so e histori-

cal naJ es.Others o so tar a to con der 1 t in great part actual 

history,slig tl ve le perhap due to the d ngers of the times,but 

stil erfect cl ar to the riti al eye 

e • ie. 

The dvooate of thi third theory who places his view farthest 

baek in history i ei sr n Hes• in th book a picture of the times 

following close upo the death of Alexnder the Great (323 B.C.). In 

fact he hol th t Alexa er ia actual y pictured in the book as 

Nebuohadnezz • He base hi vie u on the state1ents t t t e Jews 

had but lat ly returned from capt v t and that no one troubled 

Israel for a long ti fter J dith' death 

In support of hi fi tar nt he hold that the return laated 

continual y fro t e time of Cyrus to that of Alexander,and so in 

referring to the time just at Alex n er• s deat , the author might 

well ak of the p opl a ut lat ly ret11rn fro the captivity . 

For his econd argument he say that the long period of peace 

mentioned can refer only to the ti e just after exa.nder's death, 

for at no other time in Jewish history was there any period t1at might 

be designated as a long era of peace . But,he claims,from the entrance 

of Alexander into Asia in 334 B. C. down to the battle of Ipsus,~(Q1 B. C. 



the Jews li-ved in peace and quiet. 

And,as he says, frora this date we must go back but two hundred 
1. 

years to the time of Nebuc adnez7,ar. Th:ls king was always in the eyes 

of the Jewish people the type of a rnig ty autocratic tyrant. And there 

was a s, persti tion that Ne lh;hadnez?;ar wa not really dead, but only 
d, 

cha ~ed into the form of an animal,and would again,as soon as he ha, 

experienced sorrow,reas,ume the for of a an and take up once more 

t e reigns of government,'l'hat le uc adn.ez~ar is a fictitious na.111e is 

proved by the fact tat Arph xad must have lived at least two 
2 

thousand years before hi 1. 

As Alexander did not olest the Jews dllring his twelve years 

soj 011rn in Asia, the events narrated in onr book could have happenecl 

only d 1ring the ,~ri od bet ·een i death and t e battle of I 1s. 

It is oteworthy too that the ) OOk expressl mentions the~ e1{ th 

year of Nebu !hac'lne:.rnar. 

Events now fol.Lowed rapid y. In 321 B. c. the governl!l.ent of Syria 

fell into the hands of Alexancter Laomedon. In 320 B.C. Ptolemy La.gos 

• • e • • • e f • • • • • • • t e I I • • e t • e I e t f t t t I t t • • t f f f • t f • t f I t t • t f t f t t I • t t t t t I t t t t t 

1. Three hundred years is more correct as Neouchadne7,7,ar reigned 

at the e1.d of the seventh and beginnin~ of the sixth cent11ries B.G. 
22 

2. Gen.X. 



'took Palestine from him, entered Jerusalem by force on the Sabha th, when 

the people would offer no resistance and profaned the Temple. In 

318 B.0. Antigo us in turn took Judaea. So the book be"'ins its account 

in the eighteenth year of Alexa.n< er. Antigonus was ·.vorse t ian any of 

hi predeces ors;he was conce:ted,violent and insatiable and de1anded 

devi~e honors from the conquered peoples. One 71111st not believe Graetz's 

state ent t at he see;ns to have been be oved by the Jews.That they 

could not have been satisfied ith his rule is proved by the very 

fact that he de nc'led d ,.,,vine honors and also that under him and his 

son Demetrius Poliorketes the Jews suffered much injustice and hard­

ship,as is clear from he fact that they be,.an a new calendar with 

the year 312 B.C. the year of the ' battle of Gaz;a,where Antigonus was 

defeated by Selencus and. Ptole y. This calendar,called by the Jews 

t:J"'Jlr' r Jll trr !ll'"llOQ) r...1~ wa. in use 8J11ong them longer than ar1101 g 

any other people.And furthermore,at the battle of Gaza the Jews 

rendered some as istance to Se enc is by blockading the pass of 

Betylua and so hindering the approach to the main army of Holofernes 

Antigom1s' ,.eneral, at the decisive hour. So the history of ,Judi th takes 

place in the early part of tne year 312 B.C. And,~itl the Selencidia1 

era the memory of Judith was also san~tified. 

Weisss:ian finds,or professes to find many references in the book 

all point1ng to this date . In the first place a high-priest and an 
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3 , 
assembly of elders, yie_ov lr:A.. , as in the older books , ar .. ct. not an 

ecclesia or synagogue ( ,.tfOc:.l~ ),as it was later 

callP-d, as the supre,e power. The hie; -priest was Joiakirn,who is none 

other tan Onias l,for 1~~~10~ is a hrevjate 

turn l)ecorne s Onias. 

into 7 ,1 \.l:::.> , ana. this in 

In Jerusale a fast 11a proclai ed which finds its 01.ly counter­

part in the book of Jonah, 'lhich was written not long before this 

date. So the author of 011r book was ·nfluenced e·ther by the book of 

Jonah its elf, or by -the same causes that prompted the author of that 

book to speak of tl e cattle as being snade to fast. 
5 

Achior here plays the role of Bi 'aam ,only in a less showy way. 

He traces the ancestry of the Jes from the Challeans.It is a tradi-
28 

tion supported y Gen Xl ,but not ound in later writings. However 

there is a Hagadistic tale that Abraham as held prisoner in Kurdistan 
6 

for seven years. 
Holofernes ask Achier. u ho art thou Achior and the hirelings 

7 
of E.hraim that you should prophesy amon us today? u This expression 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
3. 

5. 

7 . 

8 
Jud.LXX lV. 

2. 
Jud. 'fl cf Vl 

5 

7-8 
4. Jon.'"XU. 

a 
6.Baba Bathra,91 
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. presnpposes the existence of prophets among the Jews. It is also s 

strange as Ephraim has long cea ed toe i t.This js a mistake here of 

translation. Instead of 

tl "',~ 11 the drunken of hrai .w The pr. ets of Ephrai were 

accusto ed to et drunk,cro n themselves with garlands and then 

prophe y,just as the Inclian and Brahman prophets did with their 
8 

So it m y be, that Holoferne , see n Achi or drunk, and as a 

learne an wa. acred to hi ,must have tho ght Achior a prophesyi ng. 

It is probab e that Holofer es dld not use the word m hraim, but that 
9 

the author put it into his mouth. 

Judith's enealogy is traced through ourteen ~enerations , which, 

if actually true,would br·ng her date dovn to the time of the jud es . 

This genealogy is uch after the fashion of those in Chronicles , and 

points to a ti e not so very long after that book was written. 

Judith is spoken of s fa.ting all the days of her idowhood ex-

cept the Sa aths and ne cons.These two 
13 23 5 23 

in Is.l , LXVl , Amos Vl l and ll Ki. 

ays are already mentioned 

This points to the anti -

Luity of the book,es ecially as these two da,vs were considered holy 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ........................................ .... ...... . 
8. 

11 
cf. Hicah ll • 

read Al uon as in Vl 

9 • Instead of Ephraim some critics 

5 
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o.ays of rest.At the time of the Mish\Ja this severe .. ractice had been 

foreotten and the observance of these days was only local. 
10 

Judi th s ys, 11 God can not be turned aside by prayers 11 This 

re1 rk could hold only before the Great Synod had fixed the daily 
8,29 

prayers.The book is earlier than Prov.XV , the interpolated por-

tion of 1 Ki. Vlll,and those Psalms where emphas·s is laid upon 

prayer.Judith prayed but took pains to stop the rnoment t~e incense 
11 

of the evening had been offered in the Temple. 80 sacrifices, were 

still observed. 
23 

Vere Xl 
16 

is a poor imitation of Ruth 1 • Holofernes would 

never have said it. It proves however that Judith was written after 

Ruth. 

The book,Weis man thinks,was co posed soon after the events 

narrated occurred. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
16 

10. J d.Vlll • Thi does not seeni a good translation according to 

'-' , (. ,, < / j ' ) 
the Septuagint.This reads r-71 OJX a,J .:,( Ul/ -,ra :, o lYcO.) J('JT _/7 /-
)':;,.J o I : ~ J6J ;.y~ · ;mil I rJ 1'f- J,11 Clod is not like a nan, to be 

threatened,nor as a son of man to be entreated. 11 Ofcourse t Lis may be 

extended to n.ean turned ac,ide by prayer, but would hardly warrant the 

meaning of formulated prayer as Weiss nan wishes to imply. 
1 

11. Jnd. lX says s he began to pray at this time, not finished. 



Realizin that if the book had been wr· te .. tis earl there 

must } ve bee some reason for its not bej adliitt d into the cano1 , 

he attem ts to expla:i.n, thi ifficult y ayin that as ,Jud· th ;vas 

a e cen ant of Si 0 ,an this tr· e as accurse , the book as t ez•e ... 

for exc uded fro the Ca on.He i fer t t t e tr_.be of . i on w s 

e :n 
13 ' 

r •j 

cl ) e c· l e t e na:r o o 

' ' 
imon i o uj tted 

int e sonr o De orah. e t inks the l)OOk y h e had t he under-

1. ing prose o atte pting to re tore t e a e re1ut tion of t 1at 

tri e, )Y ho vL t· v heroi m of one of its au ht · • 

e chi ..,f 

to fai t in a 

e Jook howt:?v , is to e1 onrag the people 

te dfastnH s to tne1r e i~ion a 

pro note " e es tab i. hment of a o erru e1 t hose ai 
14 

ot .. o · t: cal 

their God,and to 

as spiri tu 1 a a. 

r he a.b ol11t 0 orthJ:es ness of this view is a}) .. arent at t e first 

lan~e. I fact th who et~ i to ore on 01 sensP . , the 

....................................................... ... ........ .... . , 

12. De i .xxx111. 13. Jud es V 

1 . • He a .o holds th t Betlm1· is n a tua hi. .. torical city c·l ed 
4 

!J1.n.::r ( Jo h. XlX ) a d t at it be lon to the tri-oe of Si on . 

At the ti1ne o t e Chr01 icles it s called '!>); l..h.J ( 1 Chro • .1 V30) 
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fir-st ,,.;lace h sl 011. < t e oak e wr· tt to e1cour et e esta ish-

ment or ev .... n the· ainte a ce of a spiri t11al state he1 .;,nch a st t .J 

alrea y exist 0 d a did e i. t for ov r one hundre an f"ft ears 

lat r , a ere t 1ere as no ... o i bi · of its co i to · end'? 

" t nun. rr ee inf rence it i tot 1 tat the tribe o 

as accur e, er its n e i not e tion into 

laces In th ong of De or is no ention it er of J1 de , 

Gao, evi or a el • I f ct t OU hout t e Bib e he r li t e 
27 ff. 

o'f' t · tr·be of . 1 on . A h • 1t teL. s t · t thi 

tr_b id .ot . ere se reat i t it .-,oon scatt 0 re 

thro,, : 0 1t the country,ev as far as t . ost ,ro b y it -b cane 

.., rroun j_ tion. an 0 0 t . t trioa identity . 

u~rt by e a er, t: e l tr 
. al d"~t·nctio h di p,.)eared 

aui o 1vei s an' s rea. on or t e on-c no of Ju it C! little 

ei t . I fact t o -c ~o iz tio se.., to JOi to a date late 

t D ie . 

Hin ~oi ~t ta sacrifices r i 1 o re .. roves not1 in , 

for they w ... e o ... red con1i ual y t"ll t e destr1ction of the Tenple 

in 70 . D. i th the exce ... tj a of t e period 67- 64 • J• ~ ..,n Antio­

ch JS E .. i lanes prof nee th"' lt r . 

or does he gain anyt ing fro his t te1 ent about the observa1ce 

of the Sab ath anrl the ne rv ioon, for e do know, otwi ths tandj his 



15 
,o1 i ion to t1e contrary,t1at tee da s ere o s rv 0 d nat·o all ,an 

furt r1 ore t J'.tion of' t e ..,ves of the e t o da/s as ein also 

obser red a ., a ost critics ree,pojnt o ly to a ti1 e co sidera ly 

1 t 0 r th n 3 2 . . 
Hi idea o Achior e: ru i cert i ori in .. d e 

i ccord 'I. h the r 0 .t of hi t or. ut it i u t ly ronndles, 

nd at 1 bvs c n a e no ri upon t e a.t 0 o the book. The s 1e 

is true o his co pariso1 o Achior an 

It i dif icult to detM ·in · just 

i , 

at v ue ay be attached to 

the oi t o r se l nee bet en our b ok a Jonah, 

hroni <ae ana. ut • ut r n hi 
e.. 

infe nee to e cor ect,it 

prov on .r t t Ju it e book, ut how long 

ate ca ot e to • 

And his argume1 t t t the hi h-prie t nd asse ly of eld~rs as 

at the he d of the gover ent is a o ·alue ..,ss or it i ht as ell 

re · to any tine don to 142 .• c. hen ion a ace r·nce. And 

t. e erivation oft e e Onias fro Joia.ki i ,to s t e least 

He se 0 .. to have drawn con .. ..,· era.o y upon his in inat·o in his 

acco1 t of the period a ter Alexar er's et ;to have become so 

i 11 ned wl th the idea that Ju i th is a 1 actual hi tori cal a count o 

• •• • e e e. e e e • • • • e e e •. e. e ■ ■ e • e ♦ • • ■ • • • ■ • t • ♦ e • • ■ t • ■ • ■ • • ♦ ■ t ♦ e ■ I ■ t ■ ■ t • • t t t ■ e 

15. See ish~a Rosh Hashona. 
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this time, that he has given the in li 0 nts in the book a his tor , 

an t ... n used t ese 1 e ii cidents again to prove t - t the ook r ... -

tes tle aetual events of this eriod. Ho doe he know that Anti "O-

nus in ist .... d u1)on d -<..,v·ne ho or ;that heh gener 1 n ed oloferne. · 

th t t e Jc ere unfavora d a iite Se 

and Pto e T,and t t this 

dance o Ho ofernes by hold" 

di po d to hi 

tance took the e o~ hin eri the 

the s a? And 1f l this 

be so,hO"iV 1ould its narration l)ro ote the esta isl ent of 

ual tate? 

spirit-

A1 hi attenJt to ee i A e, nde ·int e 

... ezzar i a li tt e far etch... • i o ly roll 

i u1e of e uchad-

fort i i the men-

tior1 in the book of the t' • fth 1 d e · hte~ th y 0 ars o le uch d-

ne~zar. 011nti, A ea fir t e a 535 B.C. tent e ars of 

A1ti on ( A·e a< er) o d ha co1 e e Ale e 's 

eightve t ye r,an~ the battle o have bee on ht " the 

t e year after t e death o Ale l nder b Ne 

r, t e ·1i y ,.. h 011 of Antigo u e Holofer,e? I 

fact hhouLd Alexander e N uc}adnezzar at alL,e pecial y she 

\ a f vorably dispo ed to the Je s• I t e accmmt .. ei man i ves of 

An .igonus be at a corr ct, rou~ we ot have ex e,te im to h ve 

been NebuJhadnez~ar? But then the chronology would not agree .. 

And :vhile n~ dou ted. y many Jews did ret Jrn from Babylon throu h-
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out the Persian period,still it is a bold statement to say that the 

Jews regarded the return as lasting throughout thi:; whole period, and 

that therefor the year 312 B.~. is b ta short time after the return . 

And sure. y one would not S})eak · at this time of the 1Cemple as hR vi ng 

been lately built. 

While it is true that t .. e picture of a long era of peace mi 0 ht 

well a11ply to this period, still,if,as he claims, the book was written 

shortly a ter the events narrated took place,then this point can have 

no weight in itself,for this verse nst have been written either by 

the author hi se f in -praise of J1Jdi th an<l her work, or else have 

been adrled at so e later date. In ei th ,r ca a it ould have little 

hi torical or critical value. 

And if,as he sa.·s,Ju ith is t}e oldest post-exilic book,then when 

does he place the book of Jonah,Ruth nc1. Chronicles,which he claims 

elsewhere, ante a ted Judi th, and that not so very long, and ihere also 

does he place the books of F,z ·a and ehemiah,which are certainly post­

exilic? 

And,according to his theory,why should the book have taken the 
~ 

course it did? i'fhy should it have a heroine ;why shoul~ have ti±e-

p:revailed over the hostile general in the way she did;and why should 

the ene1ny be so utterly defeated by the Je-.vs alone,when in reality 

they had little or nothing to do with the battle of Ga:1-a,and but 
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little ore than a passing interest in it? And why sho11ld so r nch 

space hav£ been devoted to the account of Holofernes,his line of 

march and military operations when Demetrin Pol1orketes who commanded 

the ar of Antigon11s at Gaz ,had arched but little ? 

Other questions ight be asked, but these are sufficient to 

prove beyond do bt that this view of Weissman has a solntely no ev i ­

dence in its favor,but rather ever thing a ainst it. 

View 

Kei 1 akes the book ref er indirect 
2 

1 

to the time of Artaxerxes 

Och s ( cf. Di odorus Si cul us) • He· fought aa-ains t R ypt, and one of 

hi officers w s a Cappadocian prince named Olofernes,who invaded 
::s 

Palestine and ook Jericho. He had a eunllch na ed Bagoas . The book 

itself Keil holds origin te in the first decade of the second cen­

tury before Christ. He thinks o e hundred ad fifty years must have 

elapsed ))etween the date of the actual eve1 ts unr er Ochus a d the 

compo ition of the book .His reasons are that the book contains no 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1. See Bissell. 2. See fol lo ing view (Sch1'irer ' s ) 

14 
for the elaboration oft} is point. 3. Sulp.Serv. x:r • 



ev.idences of the persecutions under A:.ntiochns Epiphanes,ancl it ex­

pressly 5tates that the Jews enjoyed a long eace. Thi:=; can refer then 

only to a time before Antiochu Epiphane. , for frolll. his reign on , the 

Jews had no protracted period of peace.And so he places the book in 

the qui~t and ,.ro perous era of Antioclms the Great. 

This t eory itself is vague. Why shonld the book have bee11 N"ri t­

ten at all,at this ti.1e;what was its purpose? And· hy nas it a heroine 

inst ad of a hero? lliy is the nane Nebuc adnez2;ar mentionec instead 

of t .iat of Art xerxes Ochus hi self? And aj_ , just s with WeiSS!'lan, 

tis whole theory rests u,.on the lat ver e of the book,which as has 

bee1 shown,is unre1ia1)le.eon~e(p1ently e must dis liss this view as 

perhaps possessi g some very slight ele e1ts of proba1ility,but as 

hardly convi cin or satisfactory. 

l. 
Schiirer' s Vie • 

The book of Judith is a hortatory narrative,its object being to 

teach that the fear of God is after all t' e highest risdom,for God 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
)., This view originated perhaps by von Gutschmid,is shared to- day 

by such . cholars as Schiirer, ellhausen ,Noldeke, Strack, Porte anrl 

Rob inson-Smith. Of these Sch1~er has developed the theory ost , 

warrant i ng our calling it by his n8.Jl1e . 
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alw~rs delivers those who tr1JS t in Him, in some won<lerfnl way in the 

end,althou0 h for a little while He may brjng then1 into a1>parent 

trouble and danger . 

The standpoint of the author is al ost entirely Pharisaic egal­

isfl.1 . •rt is precisely the scrupulous care with which she obs erves 

the law concerni purification an l food that is so uch a d11ired in 

Judith,:Vhile it is plai 1ly enou"h intimated that just for t his reason 

God is on her side." 

The story points to a time when da er threatened not onl :r the 

people but also their reli ion, for Holofernes dernands that Nebuchad­

nezzar be orship ed instead of God . The book has a two-fold histori­

cal backgro;md, t at of the ti e of Artaxerxes Och is and that of the 

time when it was actually ritten. The anth.or see! s to have selected 

the tine of Ochus because it agreed in any ays with hi own. He 

has done this it see1 , so as not to have the hi toric 1 charact ers of 

1--"' 
the book taken too seriously . Sulpicins Serverus has associated the 

book directly with the period of Ochus, but the inclirect relation seems 

the more pro able . Certainly it can not be altogether accide1tal that 

two generals who took part in the expedition of Och1s a5ainst Egypt, 

Phoen:1.cia and Judaea, viz . Holofernes an<\ Bagoas, should also play a 

part in the book . Clearly the histor of Och11s furnished the author 

material for his nomenclature and also for his general historical 
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Bu t Ochus , as far as we know di<l not ctennnd divine hon-

ors of the Jews , while in our book t .. i ~ is made a proi inent f ea tnre. 

• • t • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ~ • • • ' • • • • • • t • • • e • • I a t e • • • • • • • I e I • • I • I I t • I • • • • I t • • • 

In looki over the genealo y aid history of the \.iappadocian 

ki s , Diodorus says t at Holofernes was the brother of Kir • (satra.p ) 

Ariarthes, by whom he was sent to assist the Persians a:.ainst the 

EQyptians , from ·1.'here he returned with great honors bestowed upon him 

by Ochus . Which expedition of Oclms again t the Egyptians is eat1t is 

uncertain for no Ho ofernes is uentioned in t 1e accounts of these 

In his histo of Och11 ' expedition a 0 ainst the Phoenici a.ns 

Diodorus mentions Bagoas, a eunuch, as one o the conunamlers . It is, with-
Vll 1) 

out n oub t, the ·s e Ba.goas ho according to Josephus ( Ant . Xl ) 

profaned the Te, ple an(i levied a tax upon the sacrifices , which was 

paid for seven years . 

In one of his Egyptian can aigns Ochus took so e Jewish prisoners 

away and settled them i Hyrcania on the shores of the Caspian Sea . 

As the nanes Bagoas and Holofernes occur in Diodorus as directing cam­

p.9,igns against western Asia and the Jews it is clear that the history 

of Ochus furnished t, e author the mat ,rial for .Jud:i. th. Of the cam­

paigns of Ochus against the J ews we know only of the removal of the 

captives to Hyrcania and the affair of Bagoas in the Te111ple . Of the 
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And the 1. 11e Ne uchadne~rnar proves beyond doubt that the author did 

not take then es of his characters from the history of his o,m time, 

but from an earlier. 

So he ust h vc written at a. later period hen the Jewish reli-

gion as threate1e. is is s1ggest·ve of Daniel and tl e !accabean 

age. Cons e'luen t ly the origin of the book may with 1:5reat probability 

be referred to this period. mhe pi ct rre of nei hboring tribe assist­

i e; the ene y 1hi le the Je -'S ref se to sub it and pay the king di vine 

........... ' ......................................................... . 
deuand for divine honors or of the general da er of the Jew·sh 

reliwion there is no ord. 

In the niddle of the second century· B.C. there ras a Cappadocian 

who w s friendly to the Syrian 

king De netrins 12. Because of this Hicks wants to refer the acquain­

tance of the Jews i th this name to this fa.ct.But the for.aer theory 

i.s .. ore probable. 'rhis is also surported by the fact that Bae;oas was 

a co.•wion na1:1e for eun 1chs ( see -; liny) and that this name is brought 

into clo e relation with that of Holofernes,as was actually the case 

under Ochns. ------sch11·rer. 
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honors,but instead asser~le in their villa~es and under their priests, 

such as Mattathia,fight for their faith,can come from no other time. 

Also the fact that the F.:domites are counted ai ong the tribes that 

assisted Holofernes, hile they •vere con~uered by John H rcan,shows 

that the oook cold not have be 0 n ritten later.The prayers of Judith 

too, e nbody the spirit of the t:f. es and the pur ... ose of the author. 

It a. an a_e of rayer,and prayer sti ulated the rnople. 

Seein that the author a pv r uite as deeply interested i 
.t 

political as in religiou l b rty, we should pro ably 11ncl ersta1 d him as 

referrir not to the earlier days of the insurrection,but to a some­

what later pvriod. It wou d hardl be advi able to coi ,e as far do ~n 

as the Ronan age for the political backe;round,for the picture of the 

hi5l-priest as the 1ead of the Jewish coraroo :w9alth,ur1d the Hellenistic 

citi s of Palestine as still inde ... endent and su Ject to the Persian . 
3 

king only to the ext .. nt of hav5_1~ to furni h troops in tii e of war, 

corresponds far better with the Greek than 'fi th the Roman period. In 

fact we can hardly ref~r it to a time later than that of John Hyrcan 

who subdued and mc--ide part of Jndaea, nctit only Id,unea but also Sru,1aria 

an most of the Greek sea-coast cities ent'oned. 

e • • • I • • • • • • • • • f e I f f • • • • I , • I • • • • • • e I • • • • • t • • f • • • • • 1 • • • • • • • ♦ • • • • • t • • • • • t 

3. See Hiltsenfeld' s View for elaboration of this point. 
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That this theory does not differ mU<~h from Fri tzsche' s is per-

, fectly clear. It merely adds to the latter the idea of the secondary 

his tori cal background in the time of Ochus ancl limits the date of the 

book's co,aposi tion to a per· od no later han John Hyrcan. And cer­

tainly these two points are wel -taken. Of course this view still 

leaves much uncertainty as to the ca1se and ori 0 in of the book,and 

yet it is perhaps the close t we c n 0orne to nvthine exact,or,in 

fact,to anythi bP.arin even the ark of J)robab i li ty. 

Hilgenfeld' View. 

This scholar holds that the book was ri tten bet·veen the years 

145 an 142 B.C. In the former year Jonl than captured Jo}J ... a and in 

the latter Si 1011 took Janu ia.Since,in the li. t of the Greek.,. sea-coast 

cities through whi~h Holofernes uar .. hed,Jopva is not entioned.,whi le 

Ja.Nnia is,Hilge.r1feld concludes that the book m11st have been composed 

at some tine betwe 11 the c vt11re of the two cities. The book m11st sure­

ly h~ve been written before Simon was made prince in 142 B.C . as it 

speaks of the high-priest as still at the head of the people. 

The levitical name of Judith's ancestor, Ierari,and also the name 

Sir1on,from whom she was descended,point to Jonathan and Simon, who were 
1 

both high-priests, and vhose great-grandfather was also named SiI:aon • 

Also a firm t r1Js t in God is here united with cunning and craft. 



.79 . 

In this Judi th' s character closely resenl)le that of Jonat an. The 

worship and revnrence of God,the fasts,tithe ,observance of !"ab aths 

and fe tivals,the alistinence from heathe food,evei bread,antl the 

proselJti~ ,all these fact point o the tie of the Chas idim and 

P ari sees. Hence the book li ht 1 ref r to the time betwe~n 145 

and 14 2 B. 1., ~ 

But after al ,this i ·r; rests 11:po a rather flimsy ar ume1 .. t, 

erely t t the nae of a certain city~ not mentjoned n a place 

where we might ex ... ect it. The argument bout the captuz·e of Janmia 

and the a)pointment of :'imon as prince carries more weight,but even 

so is not convincing,for the book !light p 0 rhaps have been written 

later .Prom t e author's re eml)r nee of that perio • In case it was 

·~ri tten about this time,a other theories hold, then his argument 

a bout the Phari aic 1 sp"rit of the book proves as much fort em as 

for his vi...w. nd so we m11st conclude that hile thi vi w is perhaps 

possjble,its evidence is ot sufficient to warrant its adoption. 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1 Xl, l 
1. 1 Mace II . Jos.Ant.Xl .~f. the trad5tion rnak:lng 

Judi th a accabee . 
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Reuss ' View . 

Ii general Reuss agrees with ,)ch111rer, only he sees , as he t links , 

enouoh intsrnal , evidenc ... in the ook to deterrnin ... the event .vhi ch 

occasioned it . He ho. ds that ·t belongs •o the p riod ~ft r the close 

of the ca on, for in na t re a ct. purpose it is simi. ar to Dani el , Esther 

and E ra, and had it be n wr· t ten earli.. .. r, ould have been inclllded in 

the ca11on. It could not have been ri tt n f t .. r the first ce1 t 1r~ A. D. 

because t re is no referenc to the destruction of t e Te111ple aud 

becrulse of the mention in the epist of Clemens Ro1 anus • The fastin 

of Judith o al days exce t th eves and day of the Sahoaths,new­

moo s a,d festiva s,and the f ct that th h"gh-ps:-iest had authority 

in amaria,point direct y to the t'me of John Hyrcan (135-1 015 B. C.) 

Moreover,as it indicates a t·m en the Jews had seemingly no he l p 

and no eans of resistance but rust in God, the book must have been 

written illl! ediate y after the death of Simon,when Joh Hycran was 

besie ed in Jerusale by Ant· och•1 ;""idetes ( 134 B. C. ) . Its purpose 

as to arronse in the people the s irit of trust · n God and confidence 

in His help a ainst the pow~rful enemy~ 

It is true that John H:,,rcan d5. d not conquer Sainaria ti 11 120 B. C. 

But , as Hi enfeld has shown, three districts in sainaria w_ere under t he 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • & • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1. see Pt . l . Cr..aJ)t .:tIX. 
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2 
A~11J.onean sway since the time of Jonathan ,and it might possi oly be to 

4 
thvse districts that verse l]7 refers.And as the whole theory rests 

upon thi3 point as to the capt we of Samaria, and even granting t at 

the above vorse does refer to the capt n·e by John Hyrcan, this was no t 

till a ter the perio of di tre s ca1 d by Sidete' invasion had 

pas d,and so Reus' vie has l"ttle or o evid.nce to s1pport it. 

l 

This theory places the a }Jear nc of Judi th ·n the year 128 B. C. 

d n·· n - the reign of John H re 

th Ewald and Vaihinger, ·. a 

The hi tor of this period,accordin0 

cl lows: De 
~ 

tri s ll ascended the 

oyrian throne in 145 B. c. In a campa.:i.g agaj nst the Parthians he was 

def eat d ancl was kept in captt vi t for a rm ber Of year • Mearr,vhi le 

his brot er,Ant·ochus S:idetes,reigned in ,)yria. At first he was hos­

tile to John Hyrcan but soon chang..,d his att·tnde,and in 130 B.C . rms 

assisted by Hy:ecan with. a body o troop , · n his war with the Parthians. 

But Hvrcan and his soldier oon returned home,anl not long after 

that 3idetes as a.efeated and lost his lie. When Hvrcan heard of 

.................................................................... . f • 

30 34 
2. 1 1acc.X ,Xl • 

1. This view,s11pp0rted by Vaihinger and De ette,was originated 

by Ewald,and so for convenience may be call'9d h;v his n me. 
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. this he threw o f his al le iani,e to Syria and capt11red llade) , 

Sar.ieua and other places. It was at t h i t'me,j 1st after the capture of 

these Sai~ari tan cities and before the capture of Idur.ea ir 128 B. C. 

that he book , as wr:i t ten. Its object was to encourage the people and 

ive then confidence in vi w of r i h the .yrian. because o the 

seiz11re of these cities. For after Sidete' death,Denetrius was re-

leased by the Parthia1s and ain mount d the . yria1 throne . Shortly 

after he nade a1 .. ex. e ition to Egy. t to as 1st ueen vleopat ra a "ains t 

Ptol, Physcon,h..,r son. His in.., of arch L.y tl rou Palestine, ar.d 

no don1)t he author feared e would take thi op ortuni ty to strike 

a blow at the rowi power of ,J11d .. a. 'rhc a 1t or wi hed to show by 

his book that even th.., 

tr 2 ted in God. 

alle t pl ce coul be saved as long a it 

Cons~ uently . · 1 and ihin, er hold that Be thul:i. a is a real 

tovn, viz.1 abgunua (Jos.(Jin ) ,which co ands a strong pass . The 

a ,thor sa v ho eas · 1y this n r- i ht e changed . nto ,7"> .)\n:.} and 

used in an alle orical se .se. They arg11e t t the place is real 1>ecause 

the na es of the towns surroun lr.g it are hj s tor5 cal. Ne uchadnezzar 

stands for both Der,1etrius n and Antiochns S:ldete ,or rat er t he 

reien of Jebuchadne7.zar represe ts the reign of these two monarchs . 

In fact the reign of Dei etriu as re0arded as continuous even dur-

i.ng the time of Sidetes . Arphaxad stands for Phrahates the Par thian 

king and Holofernes is the name of an actual general of De ,etrius , a 



~brotller of Antioc}rns Epiphrnes. Achior ~ 

ki 1dly foreigner is orrowed fro1 Tobit. In certain re S!)e ct s t h e a 1 thor 

. 
had the story of J3i la in mind b t the turn given to the even t a t the 

close and tle eneral relat·ons of Isr el with the surround· ng 

na ions llarmoni ze we .Ll wi ti the 
34 

is taken fro Gen.XXVl h" le . , 

duction 0 Jael. The fact 1 at 

Levi,which was disapproved of by 

peOJ)le vere oppre sed by a orei 

e of .John Hyrcan. The nru e Judi th 

n her d<?ed she is a direc t repro-

he pproves of the act of Si on and 

J cob,point to a tine -,1 1en the 

n nation atid craved for vengeance . 

rrhe author al o had the story o . he. .,he in mind as fnrnishinc-> a 

pat tern o co11rage, and so Jud· th' s fa.Mi y is traced back only far 

enough to sho her as a de cendant of. imon. 

Ci 
The f ct that of all Asia ,!onor, \ lid a alone i S})Oken of as 

oe longing to Assyria (. yria) and i dr..-elt on with such pro inence 

points to this ti :ae under John.Furthermore the line of march of 

De ,,. r.i.11s ust have been p··etty 

along the coa t. 

ch the ne as that of Holofernes 

Finally the dates gi en to tl.e wars of Neb11chadnez7,ar harmonize 

rnll i th those of De1c1etriu .He asce1 ded the throne in 145 B. C. His 

Ai 
war a ainst th Parthians began in his twelfth year,and his wa against 

" Egypt in his eighteenth,that is,passing over the reign of S\ detes . 

The fact that the Parthian king was killed in battle with the Scyt '1ians 

does no t ,according to Vai hinger, mat vrially affect our story. The 
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nature of Judith's prayer and her ritual observ~nces,are,as has bee n 

shown by other critics,Pharisaical and so ii accor ance ith the 

spirit of the times. 

However this hole theory is open to considerable question . It 

se~ms a little forced even under th ost favorRble condittons t o see 

both De etri 1s ad .idete in Nebucha.dnezzar.Ar.d then both these 

monarchs were defeated in their Parthian wars,and Sidetes , and no t the 

Parthian king,lost his life.And then,according to this theory, what 

¥Ollld be the sigr if. cance of Ho ofernes' ca paign other than that 

against Judaea? And was not De 1etrius the act11al co,, ander n 1is 

Gr e tz 1 e ,. u.e t on o ➔ e r ·,:rn of H;vr 1 a. d }11 s arirty 

before the d ath of 0 det.s,a d he.us the ca ture of ndeba and 

the other to· ns i 120 B. 1~. 
, IL-

nd the victory over the Ictu~ in3 in the 
2 

following ·ear. While it .ay b .. t'hat Ewald' chronoloey js more 

correct than Graet9;' s, s ti 11 there is consil'i.erable doubt ll}JOn the 

matter, enough at least to warrant 011r regard:i. i'!/' the theory as unten-

able. 

,e, 
Karpels' View. 

" 
The book was written just after the death of John Hyrcan jn 

106 B. C. The au t hor was a Phar i sce , who based the book upon h i s r emem-

·· ·· ···························· ········ ···· ····· •.•·· .. ... . , ... ....... . 
7- 8 

2 . Gr ae t7, (Eng .) n 
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b.rance of the MaccA.bean wars. His o ject was to en<!ourage the people 

to resist the Syrians. The Morality portrayed is s11ch as was proper 

to those warlike tL es. Judi th is a model of a tional virtne, in 

i, itation of Jae ,yet ith a hi her eth:oal standar1;for Sisera was a 

frie1.. of Jael' s husbam and his 1.11rd r tran . .,ressed the holy right 

of guests. ,Judith is as 5t wer" a Je.v'sh Je nne l1'Arc. 

Kakpe es has given no rea on for p c the 1,ook in t is year , 

but he sec. s to hare had in m'nd t , f ~t that ,Tohn Hyre 1 on hj s 
1 

death de lared hi wife que n. Sh w s horever deposed by her son 

Ari tobulu .The fact that our l)ook has a h 0 ro·ne instead of a hero, 

no doubt induced hi to place the book at i time. 

But this is a ver.f poor reason.Granting that the book's dj_ -

tinctivn feature i its havi a heroJ ne, would not the tirne of Salome 

Ale. ndra have been ore fit tir. ? I fact sor11e critics have placed 
2 

the )ook at hat ti • Howev r it seems that the important role 

pla~ ed by a woman can be better X.Jlain ,d by refe:re1 ce to the Mac­

cao~an tracli tions, a cl so this theory fall~ to the ground. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
35. 

1. Graetz O~ng. )ll 

2. Ball for in..~tance.Ho-.,~ver I was unable to e;et this theory in 

detail. 



86. 

o ttrers'View. 

~ ers holds that the thor a. th 

mind ad so ad the Judaean country be i 

eo r Jhy of hi on t"me in 

t Scythopolis, hich city 
l 

lay on th ortherb1 ost bou d r 0 h 1 d, n so a thy f "rst 

J city to ¥hich Holo cam • It 1 th int rvcni · com try and 

er und r th ut or· ty of th high- r· st. 'l'his can 

re r only to he time b tweyn John Hyre n Po .ey.Hyrcan took 
2 

aria and. cytho o i rt ,th er o Ptole1 y ~athy s. 

Po 1,e took h C .D. Te ea-coast cities 

conta·ne H br w arr on ro th t· u of Al nder Ja rai till thnt 
3 

of Pompey. Btt Cr e hi h h e th n nhabit d (c lled y 

Jo e .. hu , ~os Iot hf Y 4 ) s in e nt t"ll after the war 

thyr 1 • o 
It-' 

o ers h"nk th book r fr to this period,espe cial-

ly aft r the ba tl of o hi n Gal t 104 B.1;. 

Bit oJpose to th" guo r phic 1 ination, ccord · to De Wette-

are th follo . fact ; ( 1) th t lile b lo d to the Asrnoneans • r 

There is no direc ,bu n n anc 0 · nd · re t proof of this that 

see s co C s·ve. For ( ) oc i ee1 to have e 0 ed to Ale nder 
5 

Jamai for Lathyru apt·1red . t . 
' 

{b) Ale and r a brought up in 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... . 
XV4 X.3 8. 

1. Jo • Ant.Xlll • 2 • A t.Xlll • 3. Ju .1 
Xl.ll 3 Xll 4. 

4 . lmt.XlV • 5. Ant.Xlll • 



6 
Galilee; (c)A1 · 0 01111 retu ·n 

8 
It 1r a, N"hi h pr..,su}Y o e t 

limited the size of th~ countr 
9 

prie (2)Idu e, a this 

7 

rom ther ;(d)Ar· tobu us corqlered 

ion o Galile ;(e t,.,r Pom ey 

st·1 b lo d to the High-

to Ju .... a.Bu in Judith the 

son o_ ~ au ares· o e of a a e rn.., s • ( 3) If t e hor 

had h he ar ith L thyru in in he ould h e iv n more ro i-

ne c t o t e a1 c 1 o t y ria r ro oc to . e. hor:t , a1d 

fr th re to ophu. 

1 or ov .... hy shou Scytho o · and Btu b taken as Olv and 

t ro e 1 lace he 1 th 1 hor tr at 

t hav be 

I s s o have b 0 n co pos 

a ti O of 

as y .... t uncon ciou of it 

apJl to the t· ..., of Al,., 

of John Hyrca 

th 

p '°S 

h CO l 

J.a n 
. 

hin 

h c .... rl a to d·stjnct 

obj of tl e boo at this ti ? 

1 to the people in 

ry st· 1. a poor nation, an 

r. .... rtainly this onld not 

'lh n the pvople had the iars 

·ogive the co fide c a 

encoura the .A1 th ... n, ccor ing to th· theory too, rn a k a .. ) n our 

old que-t·on,d1y lould. the book hav.., tal{en just the course it did? 

...................................................................... 
6. 

8. 

X 
Ant.Xlll 

Xl 3 
Ant.Xlll 

1 

• 

• 

ll1 3 
7. ars. • 

1 10 . 
9. ars • 
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Why does Judith kill Holofernes in the way she does,and what is the 

si~ni fi cance of the presence of a heroine'? This theory too see111s with­

out foundation . 

Gaster's ·ew. 

Gaster believes there a e two for s of the story,a short (Al and 

a long(B).The fjrst dates fron laccabean ti es;the second is the ex­

pansion of the first by so e Pharisee, perhaps an As i dean (cf. the 
9 

idea of abl;ution before prayer). Verse Xll refers to the A. version 

of tl e tory. The ritual observance poj nts to the disc11s sions of the 

schools of Hillel and Shamniai. The book depict a tj me when the high­

pr· est as till the chief ruler of .Tudaea,an also hen a great danger 

as t.hreatenin ,and soi.., related to the ar ith Pompey and the 

siege of Jerusalem,63 B.v. The 

people is sug estive. 

' 
iri t of conf · ience entertained by the 

1 Aristobulus U had co, euced a ar a ainst his brother,Hyrca1us 

ll. Scaf(fns (Holofernes),the Roman general in Syria took the part of 
1 

Ar· stobnlus. Pompey befol'e coJ ir,.g to Palestine had a war wi:th 

:rvli thridate who he overthrew and slew exact . as Nebuchad 1ezzar 

••••••••••••• ' ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• • ••• • 9 • 

318 
1. Sch1irer, 1 • 





90 .. 

T.he authair must have had the Haccabean traditions in mind , but he wrote 

so long after the Macca.bean period that the tr:ue historical account 

.becarr1e hopelessly :mixed in the people's ind • Beca11 e Jo ephus does 

1:.ot nention Judith , atk• concludes that it ust have been written 

after tl e period to which he co 1es in his works,na 1ely after the 
.(..., 

destruct·on oft e Te ple in 70 A.D. And it ,n'\st have been written 

no later than 100 A.D. because of t e er tj on of C e uens Romanus, . 

But, as has bef?n show , Jo e ns ay not have re fe rr~a to the book 

beGa1J e he did not cons'i der it hi tori cal. Ar <i had the ook been 

written at t}.ds ti file oulc1 it not ha ,e contaj ne some ref ere nee to 

tl e d estr 1ct ion of the Teu1 l le or at 1 east to its i inent dang er? 

But it speaks of the Te fll)le servj ce as still 11ndi.st11r ed.And what the 

purpose of the book could have been if wri ten. at this ti e,is im-

os :i ole to tell.Perhaps trust in Go ·but then the oook teaches more 

tl ant at,viz.ar,,ed resjstance.so Vatke has no valid nor sufficient 

grmmds for his ar'"ument,and we can af ord to pass over his theory 

without f11rther discus ion. 

Volkro.ar's and Graetz's View . 

The book is the poetical reu tion of the victory o the Jews 

over the lieutenant of 'rr j an, JJuci u 1Ji e t11s, after his victorious 

canpaign against the Parthians . It was composed to celebrate the first 



-Trajan's Day {Yorn Tyrjanus) after Trajan's death in the year 118 A.D. 

It was written no later than j 1st after the be inning of tl is ;vear, 

and no earlier than just· before the e1 d of the previous year. 

1'he fact that Neb1c adnez7,ar de ands divine honors points to 

ei t er Alexander t e Great,Antioch s F!. i. Janes or one of the 01 an 

E.• ... erors.Of al ,it see s to apply to Trajan be t. 

Nineve Antioch,Assyri _Syria,Ar h ad~Araces,the ~do-Persians: 
1 

tl e Parthians,Ecoatana~1Usi· is. Ju it} ,Tudaea,Holofernes:-Lucius 

ittus,Joiaki 11 (',o il raise up 11 ( t:l'p .. ;, .. ). Achior~ 11 Brother of 

Light 11 ( '"11 J... ., ,-, Ji:. ) , t yp i ca of tiza tion. 

' e Te 1. le l1ad oe en only lately de troyed a1 d t· ~ 11eople j 11s t 

~ 
ret n·ned from ca ti vi ty. T' is poi J.t s clearly to the ti111e of 'l1i us , 

for it pictures a period of al;out fifty year ,and so can refer to 

either the war under Trajan or t iat under Hadrian. 

The the e of the ook is the pra:i se of Judaea for her victory 

in pite of her eakness,over the mi '1ty con'}neror of Parthia. The 

hi torical contents apply well to the tL e of Trajan.The Parthians had 

·been qlJickly subdued. Then Trajan's 1uightiest eneral was sent against 

• • I ♦ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • I • • • • • • • • • * • • • ■ • • • • • • ■ • • • • • ■ • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • It • 

1. These two cities were both in their times strongly fortified , 

and so were symr)Olical of the Parthian power. 
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J1Jdaea, but was overthrown and Judaea ere med 11.i th honor. 

The book can apply only to Trajanrs time fo:r umle:r Hadrian Ro. e 

harl. nothing to do with the Parthians. In the time of the Asrooneans 

it is true there was a .--,vrian victory over tl is people, but it was not 

so great, or gaine'- in so short a ti e, nor ( id it rese1 )le in cir -

cw stances the one re lated in our 1)ook. Furth~rmore, d.i d the book r e fer 

to the time of Antiochns EJil)hanes, then the greater part of it would 

-oe purely ornamental. True, R!)i hanes did war ith the Eastern nat i on 

b rt h~ never gained o decisive a vi ctory,a.n in fact his hole cam­

paic5n was conaucted after his general, T"ysia ,had been sent ae;ainst 

Jurlaea. 

'.110 place t e hook in the acr!abean times it is ecessary that t l ere 

have been a Syro-Parthian war,in wJ ich the Jews we:re involved and in 

which t e Syrians were victorious.The 0111:v ar it those ti1nes to 
2 

which it could possibly refer i that , ~ntioned by Justin , viz • .q,fter 

De111etl•i11s 1 had been defeated ancl killed by the Parthians,Tryphon 

(or Physcon) usurped the throne. A11tiochm, 0idetes defeated hirn , and 

then t1n·ned his arltls against Juctaea. 'l'his gives us a ,)yrj an ar 

attacking Judaea. after a war with Parthia.But this war as not fonght 

in the northern. part of Parthia but in Mesopotar1ia. Al though the 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
1 

2. Justin. XXXVl • 



Syrians were at first victorious, they were fi11c-'llly defeated and ma ny 

made prisoners.so it could not even "be dreai11ed t·~at De,1etrius re -
3 

t11rneci to Alltioch and celebratee a victor • And besides, the expedi-

tion against Judaea came any years later anc1 was conducted not by 

De1ue tri us but by Anti ochus S • dete • True, the latter dj d send h i s 

genel?al,Cendebaeus,againat Judae , but he was defeated, and a f ter t l at 

the ar was carrie<l on by the king hi self, am no other Holo f e r nes 

thereafter ai1)eare • Fi nall ,at this t:i ne Ju aea was not so weak as to 

be saved only by God's intervention am not by her own warriors , bu t 

rathP.r it was these who saved her. 

In short the account given in the book of Judi th can have happed-

ed only once j_n history, vi.z.du:rj the ca.ptivi ty under 'ri t11s a nd t here-

after.And the narrative gives us a true pict1Jre of this time , even to 

' the detail .• Assyria • ay stand for ~o an as we 11 as Greek Sy:da; and 

ev n Ewald ad!.its that 1ihe1 Q,1tietu w s sent against .the Jews t hey 

we 't'e arronsed to O!)pose hilu i so.roo ay. 

The book is not known in the f'rst century after Christ. Ther e a re 

no trace of it in the New Testa.r1ent,although so O passages there 

......... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... ............. . 
3. This account of the Syro-Parthian war does not ai=rree in d eta il 

with the accounts give by either Ewald or Graetr., mt as i t i 

immateri al here,it need not be discussed . 
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4 
1..,ay be compared with p,,ssa.;es in J1dith . 'rhe fact t iat Jos ep}m; does 

not .tientj on the ,, ook is significant for wou h 0 not have known of 

a 11d re lated so great a war and so re ar able a deli erance , had i t 

occurred before his tj 11e? The epi tle of Clemens Ro anus pic t 11res a 

ch11roh wj thont the rule of n bi ho... hi c 1 ight well. r •·f er to the 

seco century A.D. 

The precise observance of the la , the cry for reve e a 1d blood, 

a1 _ in t h e )ack ro1 nd the pi ture of a long-op.,)res ed people , I11a.v as 

{ell a ... )!)ly to t h e tj e after hris a s b efore . s·n t' e sacrifices 

in t h e Tenple had ceased,t 9 .eople laid more stress o minor obser­

varn~es.Prayer now took the place of sacrifice, b11t t e gjving of first­

frni ts a:t d tj thes as s ti 1. co tj_ nued ar d for the first time now took 

~ 
on a pain 111 sig1 i i.cance. Also at t1 is tj e the casi:astic po:lnt 

aro e 1 at t1 e . 1) oat' r.:! a d festivals could not be d i t11rbed by 

fast5_n • An d then the eves of t ese avs w0 re includBd in t eir cele-

oration. •rhis coulcl have b en no ear .Lier than the time of' 'ri tus . 

'Phe political status of .Judaea as de)icte also points to the 

post-Fla:llJ--ian period fo:r ( ) there as no king nor prince to lead the 

arJ'lY a under t h e iaccabees, but a high-priest was at the head of the 

Sanhedrin. He planned amt organi7.ed the revolt, ut. was no lon5er the 

act11al leader . This was the case with al]. three uprisings agains t Rome. 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
4 . See pt . 1 . Chapt .m . 
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J·1dith or Judaea is a widow because she no longer has aking,anri i 

her ahandoru:ient by all wordly pover ancl help is forced to resort to 

prayers for divine assistance;(2) Holofernes asks who are these 

people that dare resist h'm. As .Judaca had lost all political signifi-

can0e the question a d it- a1 swer are p~oper here, w} ile they would not 

be so e sewhere· (3) the geo raphical · t11atio also a- ees rell with 

that of t · e ti1 es, for tl e our provinces of. Gali lee, Perea, Sa.i,1aria and 

Judaea ere unite und er the one name Judaea, and for. 1<-3 d part of the pro_ 

vi nee of y:da, al though dis tingni shed from that co mtry i tse 1:f. The 

Pale ti rlian coa~t and Idu ea were at this time separated from Jndaea;, 

(4)the attitude of the author tolv"ard proselytization also points to 

this time. 

Volkmar's strongest pojnt,in fact that upon which he bases his 

vhole ar.3u ent is the striki g resemblance between the narrative in 

Judi th and the account of the wars o Trajan and 11iet11s given in 
5 

Dio Oassi 1s and ot:.1.er Roman writers • 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
5. F;utropius,spartian,etc. 

he accounts in Judi tn and i Dio, compa1 ea are as follows: 

•rhe war and victory of the new eb1Jclladnez7,ar over tJ e Par-

t ian.c; and its i1111,1ediate results. 
18-29 

Jnrl. l - 0 . Dia .Cassius 68 and other 

sources . 
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It was isnpossi 'ole to gi vo too loud vent to the joy over t he 

vi~tory and deliverance . so they were naturally COln pared wj th t h ose 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

1 . In the second half of his ,. In the second half of h i s r eign 

reign the i..ew Neb11chacine.~rnar begins Trojan,a new Alexander or wor ld-

ar with the now-.. e<les,1.ot over con111eror, begins rvar a -a i ns t 

the whole land of Arsaces i1 the the Arsacide;:i.:ns, not over the 

East and South, bn t over the nor- w' ole kine;dom but over its north-

thern 1!)8.rt, the region 

~-
capital ,, 
2. 

to Ue hel .. 

-iA/ 

of the "o J.v 

of 

es 

conf~d rates in 850.)0t 

the } ort1 ern 01Jntai1 ,to 

plah1 in the south(at the 

J e nor-

t eir 
, 

ia,fro 

tl e 

sea). 

3 . Ne)uchadnezzar had hi on 

pro,,:!_ nces in the East, .,yria ( fr0m 

the Cilcian boundari11s) JndA.ea a1 cl 

Egypt again.~ t hi • For t}J.ey would 

not fit3ht against the i'iedes.There­

for the war against Judaea soon 

followed . 

4 . 
, 

I n Nebuchadnezzars seventeen-

ern terri tod es,Ar.1e1 ia , Alban.i a 

and Iheria . 

2. Against Trajan ca~e to Arsac es' 

he l. ,h:i. s conferlera tes i n Mes opo­

tamia (especial y the Jews ) from 

the ou tains on the Tier is, 
4,e,. ? 

Kardyene-Adia en'S,_ to the )1.e r s i an 

sea. 

3. •rrajan had the Jewish East i n 

his own provjnces,viz .Judaea and 

Egy. t at?,3.i nq t hi . , syrnpa thi z i ng 

with the Parthian~ . Therefor 

Trajanfs war ae;ainst Juda.ea so on 

followed . 

4 . In Trajan' s sevent eenth year 
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as it were , by putting the1,1 in some earlier period, to the events of 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
sea.. 

12. 1 ow fol ows the c pai n of 

revenge against the rebels. 

The revolt in upper ~yria at the 

orders of Cilicia is put don 

and likewise all opposition 

13. 'l'he leader is ab rbarian 

Persian sea. 

12. o follo~s the war against 

the rebel Jews.After all opposi ­

sition (in the ne~ province of 

Iesopota.mia up to Ni i ot s) is put 

down, ~de. a is taken and the 

Je i power in Up1rnr Syria broken 

3.The eader is the [oorish 

prince in. Neb11chad1 ez7,ar' s ar y, sec- prince J~uci us iui etus, second only 

ond only to hi .He burns,murders 

and plunders. 

14. He goes with hi army south-

ea~t from Ananns,fro the borers 

of Japheth opposite Arabia,towards 

Judaea. 

15. Ara1Jia (sons of Midlan) and 

the reign of Dru ascus are I arched 

over. 

to Traja .He b11rns and murders . 

14. fter his last victorv in 

Upper syria,he is sent with pro­

consular power a·ainst Judaea . 

15.Arabia is,after the conquest 

of l\1esopot amia tade a province . 

,{ 

The war of Judaea abainst the general of e~ - Assyria. 

Jud. l:0-Vll Dia. an a o the r sou re es . 

16 . The barbarians press to the sea- 16 . Qnietu s h:u this war threatened 
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which they bore sufficient resem1:>lance. The deliverance from Se Hach-

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
coast, to Jamnia . 'rhe .--,anhedrin is 

then in Jerusalem. 

17. It conc"lrns Jer11sale 1 and the 

J unia and the Sanhedrin ha.cl t o 

flee. 

17. It concerns ,Terusalern and h er 

reestablished holy city.A road leads new cult.Still the plain of Esdr a-

there fro the plain of Esclrae lt , 

the heights . of hich are the scene. 

of the war. 

18. 'rhe war begins in the early 

elon is the scene of the war . 

LB. Q.11jetns' 11.r he6 ins after 

su_w1er of Neb11chadnez:;i;ar' s nineteen- Baster in Ttajan' s nineteenth 

th year. 

19.T1~e people are hard presse 

,A'-
and turn to the San, e, rin in their 

dis tress. 

year (117 A.D.) fjfty-two years 

aft er the beginning of the first 

war. 

19. Because of the hardships of 

this war,certain signs of woe a r e 

instituted by the Sanhedrin . 

20. The Jews are reduced to one city 20. In the heginning of Aug11st, 

in the plain of Esclraelon,and after 1 7 A.D.the Jews seem hopelessly 

a two and .a half 1aonth' s siege lost,and in Trajan's eyes , just 

seem hopelessly lost. before his death, com ... letely de-

• feat ed. 
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1 
.. eri'\ at the time of Hezekiah suggested the idea of the Assyrian, whi 1.e 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

The similar victories of Judith and Esther and the t:d11r.1ph of 

Judaea over the new-Nebn~haclne~7,ar. 

Jud.Vlll-XVl 

21.Still Jewish faith (~Jdith) 

was revealed in her ost beautiful 

form,and gained a 111ost s1 rprising 

victory. 

22. The barbarian general, who had 

determined to subju ate Judaea 

col!lpletely, is beheaded in his own 

drunkenness. 

23. 'rhe army after the general's 

Ro,nan and Jewish sources. 

21.Still Jewish faith ga:i ned the 

v ctory in a aost surprising 

ay, through Trajan's s1Jccessor 

and Quietu' rival. 

22. The procon 111, who ha,l a clairn 

to the throne, and wo11ld complete­

ly subj ate ,Tudaca , is beheaded 

by HadrianA command, but s ti 11 

thro11gh Judaea's faith. 

23. With the overthrow of uietvs 

death (like Nicanor and Sennacherib) the ar y is ca l:ll.ed back,and goes 

had to flee. 

24. The sanct·rnry in Jer ,sale is 

saved. 

25. A tl'i 11mph is pro ~U1imecl by the 

people and the head of Holoferne. 

fastened to the wall . 

at once. 

24. Permission is give to re-

build the Temple. 
;f; 

25. The Jewisl1. hear, expressed 

sirailA.r trimmph (in the .3ibyl­

line verses) and the head of 

Quiet,ls is a trophy of victory . 
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in the time of Nebuchart.ne~:r.ar,.Tudaea wa i le 11e agai ns t hirn wj th 

the wh'\.le East, from Phoenicia to Egypt~and so Tebucha, 1 ez'7.ar wa s raade 

king of Assyria. In the ti1ne of Antioch l r~piphanos, .Judah Mac,~bee 

ha<l gained a victory over JUcanor,and the 1 rededicated the Te p le. 

The accom1t in Jm'li th is based upon a Ll these e e ts . 

To support thi;- theory. Volkmar ainta·ns,and 1 this is s upport­

ed by Hi tzi , that the epistle of Cle.L11en,; ,oman11s was writ t en by some 

one ~lse,and no earlier thanHadri. an's tie. This aybe,and no dollbt 

• 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 4 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ' • • • • • • • • • 

26. Final l.y a thirty da s' fest· val 26. Final l. a fe st5 val of t:iiree 

is proelai ed. 

27. Judith celebrates her victory 

in her final song. 

28. The book c oses with the ho1)e 

that the long oppre cc land will 

finally bo free. 

days wa lJl o claiJ ed, YoJll ·ryr­

janu ,Yo N"c 1 or and Purim, 

27. Te author celebra t e s the 

v1 tory ith the book of Jud.ith, 

o t ' e. iby ine books (Sib,Y.) 

fost~red a hope for a new and 

glorious era of liberty . 



js correct,but at best it prove only that Judith was written at the 

latest in Hadrian's ti e, but does not affect the probab ' li ty of the 

book's na ing been co pose earlier. 

Graet7.'s view 4iffer ut Utt e from that of Volkmar.He would 

extend the war of uietu into the reign o Hadr' an,and place the 

a}Y!)eara1 ce of the book i th 5rst vear of thi monarch.And he holds 

that it wa co posed to e com· e the Je · h arriors to resj st Q,ui e tus 

inst.:>ad of to celebrate a victor .And,unlike Volkroar,he attaches no 

s.,)ecial significance to the name of the character in the book.Be-

th1Jlia he ident·t·es 

villa~e near t,£,.., 
Here t e best gra e and 

,in the .lain of Esdraelon near Na~areth. 
6 

wine were gro m. 

• Howeyer, this theor of Volk1 ar,and with it that of Graetz,has 

generally been com:;· de red by o ern cholars as hypercritical. Four 

especially have directly op JO edit, i~.Fritz che, Biestel, Hilgenfeld 

and,a,,ovc al.1.,Lip ins. 

A"' Fri tzsche says, the ep:i st e o C emens Roman11s may perhaps have 

come after 118 A,D. b11t not lone; a ter, and it is to be presrnned that 

Judi th existed soiue time before the epistle was r5 tten. While Jos e­

ph11s does not mentj on Judjth,neith~r does he speak of Job,the apocry-

• • • e e • • • • • • • f • • • • • • • ♦ • • • • I • • • • • • • • • • • • • e • • • • • • • e • e • • • • e e e • • • • • • • • • • • • t 

6. The tlf9n is mentioned spelt in various ways in Nid a ~ff) 



j,hal additions to Daniel, Tobit or the last three hooks of the Macca­

bees, and so it ma well be that J11di th was k nown to him, but ~ regard­

ed a!; pure fiction.And as the book mirrors Jewish patriotism it can 

har11y point to the year 118 A.D. when the Jews a Christians were 

violently o!posed to each other. 

Hil enfeld hows that the very act upon hich Vo"'ks a r bases his 

theory,viz.the similarity bet een the c· pai,ns of Nebuchr~dnez7,ar 

and Holoferne s, aml tho e of raj an an<i 11iet11s,111ight as welt, or even 

better refer to . tlle campaigns of Antiochus the Great. 

But the strongest op anent o Volkr ar' s t1 eor is Lipsi.ns . He 

give Vo k ar' s earlier (!hrono o y as follo s: i 114 A. D. (.i.n the 

18th resp.17th resp.lhth year o hi reign)Trajan be~ins the Parthian 

wartin the late autumn o 1L5 A.D. he goes into Jinter quarters at 

Autooch, aft er de feating the Parthlans; in the spring of l.V5 A. D. t ne 

campaign i Parthia is renewed a1d rajan adv nces as far as the Per­

sian 0 ulf;at this tjme th re · a eneral revolt on the western pro­

vinces and Jewish 11prisings n E ypt,Cyrene,Mesopotar ia and Palest:ine. 

In April,117 A.D. (or soon after) nietus comes.,a ter quelling the 
,f,. 

revolt in ] eso otar11ia and Adia ene, into the reeion of Dair1ascu~ , in 

order to carry on the war in Judaea;\l,e proceeds do11n the Phoenician 

4' 
coast to Jarnnia and then through Samaria tov1ard lower Galilee;he re ts 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 



105 . 

for one month in the plain of Jezrefll anii. then besi eges Bethnlia for 

thirty-four days,till Angnst or Se .. tenber 117 A, D.; in August of thnt 

year,Trajan died and 1-uietus was recall"d,and at the end of that year 

d 
or the begim ing of tLe nP.xt was e e0ute ; on the 12th of A ar (March, 

1 8 A.D.) occurre Trajan' day,for the celebration of which the book 

was composed. 

It is so.me ll'hat orced for 'iTo lkmar to make 'Nineveh stand for 

both Rome and Antioch but it ay be possible. 

Volkmar as ri ht in making Arphaxad=.Arsaces,although he is not 

on the right track.1~ kno fro Cte ias of an Arsaces or Arbaces , ho 

was ~on temporary w:l t} Nebnchadl ez7.ar,and whom he identifies with 

Cyaxares. The author remembered the war of Nebuchaanezzar a ainst 

Arbaces and introduced it into his book. Bnt that this account is 

.e 
conf used is shown b the confound5 T'-o of Arbaces with Deiok.' s, the 

bnilder of Ecbatana, and a so oy the accmn.t of Nebuchadnez7.;ar' s 

.w. 
victory at Rhaga. 

Also it is possible to see in the 1edes,none other than the 

Parthians, but the war of Nebuc 1A.clne7,zar can't refer to Trajan' s war . 

For, according to- Dio1 Trajan in the fjrst year of hj.s campaign came 

only to the Ar1neni an border on this side o the Tigri ~. Some of the 

Parthian allies had fallen into his hands w5. thout his striking a iblow1 

but the Ro ans had not yet come into act11al contact with the Parthi ans, 

although Trajan had been hailed as Par thicus . 
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Now aecording to Volkmar, the first year produced reat results . 

The great plain' here Nelmchad.ne7,7,ar defeate<i Arphaxad repl·esents the 

thole kingdo of Arsaces.Ecbatana tand or the axior,Rtic strong-
6 

hold of the Medes. The dif erent p'1oples mentioned in verse l signify 

the confederates of the Parthians,and the hole victorious campaign 

is syflbolized in one great battle • 

.,.v 
The plain of Rh -a is clearl the pla:tn of Rh.a iana,a part of 

the ~ec1ian k"ngdor.From here _:r q1chadne7,zar fol owed the Medes into 

the ,11ountair.s behind Rha 
w 

on the Ca pian coat and here as the 

decisive battle of the war, Who c think here o the :rhole Iedian 

kingclo which as, as o kmar say , a reat )la· n? And urthermore, the 
6 

people mentioned in verse 1, hom he ke allies of the P.arthians, 

were really snbJ ect of fobu chadne7,7, r ( 'Prajan) and thereby sumrrioned 

by him as his al ie •. o the very })eople ag · nst ,vhom Trajan warred in 

his irst year were really his a lie 

And als h:i.;le Nebuchadnez7,ar utter y defeate Ar..,Jhaxad in this 

one hattle,Trajan had not yet o e ·no the li htest actual contact 

with the Part ians.And w~ must also rernemb r that, hen it says the 

Parthians or Medes were totally destroyed how the estern provjnces 

later on revolted. 

In chap- .n Volkmar believes he sees Trajan's ca111!Jaien of the 

following year . This is in brief as follows; Trajan starts fro1u Antioch; 

at the banks of the Tigris 'he ouilds ships which he takes to Nineveh; 
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there he cros se the river and conquers Adi a ene; th·m he rnarche s 

through Parthia,over a route similar to Alexander's,and he inight have 

gained the SDl'le laurels as t1is he:r,o only he aw no Parthians,for 

the.1 a LWays retreated be ore hi in order to draw him farther into 

the land. Then he goes to Babylon a1.d finds it i1. ruins.Here he is 

again hailed as Parthi ~ ,and this t·me with more right than in the 

pr~ced;.ng ;vear.He oes as far s the mouths of the 'rigris in an atte111pt 

to reach In ia, but is tl ere deterred by the floods and is himself in 

great a 1ger. He is tow 5ven a tri1u ph by t l e Se ate.From here he 

retu:r s to Ba1)ylon here he hears of the revolt of the conqnered 

pr v1 nces.He s 0 nds [axi us and 11iet1Js to que l this.Maximus is killed 

but 1,,uietus is victorious.Trajan retur .s to lesopotamia where he meets 

with strong oppos·t·on and is himself ounde • He then continues his 

retreat. eanwhile the ,Te s in Mesopot aia,Cy ~ne,Esypt and Palestine 
,,, 

had revolted,:most likel) wi t:h the kno 'ledge of the San edtrin. TraJan 

sends ur)O to Eg, pt and uietus to Palest· e, hie he himself starts 

for Rome. But he di .s on the way anct Hactrian succeeds hiI'l. 

Volkmar sees a sj milRrt ty bet ecn Jeb11cr.adnez7,ar' s return to 

Uineveh and Trajan's to Antioch,to pass the inter. But Heb11chadne:1.7,ar 

wa com,.)letcly victorious a 1d hf s new campaign was only to exact ven­

geance upon his unfaithful allies. But Trajan continued his Parthian 

war."Tolkmar tries to explain this diffic111ty by saying t]:lat the caro-

paign agains t Judaea was•bet511n in this same year.Furthermore Nebn-
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_ chadnezzar' ar was to 11nish as als 'I o had re 11se to as j_st hi , 

ni e T· aJa ' 

Accord· 

a. to .. un·sh a conquered but revol · .. eo le . 

to Vo ar the 0 starte at the e ti e 

j; 
fro An ti och, rajans east a d , ietu ' out .B, rather t 0 started ....... 

ro ili ia, 0 t} i l oul ve e Nineveh, 

ratl r t :ian ntio .And ra .. n' e d·t·on a a·nst t. e . .,vol ti 

p op e startv r lace b,t fro a vlon . 
21 

In erse n t av Ho 0 e e e1 t ro in ..... veh to the 1 oun-

t·ins 0 Be ti et .How i t e reat plain no tur into 1oun tai ns? 

A so,a the nat · ons ... re :i rst conqu r,, ) o ... e Holoferi e 

to Judaea, uietu •the coat fro Ji ·cia 

o Jru 1ia a then into J a a. 

or is the line of r h cr1 :,e o Ho ofer .., a a possi b n J' 

for he Oll h Q ro d recr e i 
,,,. . 

e aft r t. e . He ,·oul V 1 

ha e one fro a o Ara i tl 0 n to the Ru haates; then ba k to 

Ui c1a and ai n to A al · a; then to . yr an t ~n do m the coast to 

J ia. his clear y rov ..... s t e i .o bi ity of the account 

of 1e c Jain as xact or hi tor1ca. he o 11 poi, of a ree ~nt 

bet e~n t e c, .a 0 e 1ichadnezzar Traja are th teach 

e n i1 tl e sa e year o t .. e· · res)cat· e rei ns,e ch via. victoriou;:,, 

an i 1 tLe spri - of the t ir year of t e wars, a te passing t e 

wint ,r i11 Un°v9 a1 .. d Ant:i och, t ~ c· n..pc :i. ns were reopel .... a, a.na this 

ti1,1e, vi thout goil,,. into wint ... r q11art~rs, were carrie o by the lieu-
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tenants, Ho l oferne s and Q11iet11s, in the neighlJor h ood of Damas~us and 

finally in ,Judaea. 

There are absolutely no direct referenL:es to the war of Qniet11 s 

in Palestine. Some coins 0 xist ins<"!r:ibed, 11 Assyr5.a et Palestin'\ in ,, 
'-' 

Potistatem. Po1mli Ro ani redactae, M and t o ot · er coins from Tiberias 

and Seiphoris.As these two cities were Ro an in Vespasian' ;:; and Bar 

Cochha' s times, they point to -tj 11 another war. Volkmar th i nks tl ese 

.coins were issued by the Se1 ate,on the sup,. osi tion that tui e tus 

conlct not bnt be victorious.Eel el,who is an authority,says these coins 

are not genuine,for the name Pa est5ne was never us don Roman or 

Greek co:ins,but the nane Jndaea 

In al Volk.mar' s quotations 1·om n · o it says nothing of a volun-

tar5ly outbreaki war which Qnietus vas sent to 'J>ell , ancl this i s merely 

Volkroar' s conclnsi o frorn the fact that uietus was s .... n t . But ~e may 

have been :'lade proco11 ul as a :reward fo:--- his forner services . Graet~ 

p11ts the 11 pole as shel Ki tos 11 in th J .,e • in ing of Hadrian's reign, and 

1M 
in this is snpported by E1Jsebins,who say •Hadrians Judaeos capit , 

sec Jndo (not tertio) contra Romanos rei)ellantes. u There can be l i ttle - . 

donbt oft e war of ICitos. Graetz's pr·ncipal ant ority is Seder Ola1 
7 

which say$ frolll the ar of t)l, ., lb.N to that of Ves_.>asian was 

eiehty years; from. this to that of t) 7"lD~lO , fifty- two years , from thi 

to the l"ille of Bar Coch a sixteen years , and the reign of Ba r Cochba 

••••••••••••••••••••• , •••••••••• • •••• • •• ••••••••••••••••••••• • •••••• t •• 

7 , Seder Olam Raboah . XXX 
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- (or Rar Kosiba) t en and one half years,fit'ty-two .'[ears after the 

destruction of the Temrte. For 'Q)10.,'l0 Asariah dei Rossi reads O'l o .. p 
This is all we knor if this war. 

Gra.etz,working on this,and on what Eu ebiu ,s arti 1 and Dio say, 

concludes that ui e·tu was s ti .Ll proconsu 1 in the first year of Hadri­

n. so he puts the war in 1L8-l 9 A.D. Butt is would bring the war 

into the t ir year of Hadri n accordi to Jewish reckoni ..,., or in the 

second according tote Ro an. In o way can it be the first year. 

As Ha.drian,accordi to Gra.et~,was friendly to the .Jews in his first 

years,the ar cou d not have occn:irred after his v5.sit to ,Tndc.ea,a.'1.d 

so n~t have been before 9 A.D. Volkro.ar then is right in bee;innin 

to count from 66 A.D. when the first war broke ont,and no from the 

destruction of the Te:nple. So that makes t e war be6 i in 117 A.D. 

fifty-two years later. This is still th f:i rst year of Hadria.n .Rpi-

phRnios, Euse ins ai. Seder 01 agree as to this date. 

But there is another difficulty,viz. ft; e 11 Pole os shel Kitosu 

endeo. as it did, then why rere the brides forbidden to rvear crowns and 

the study of Greek rohibited? The only solution is that the upolemos 

shel. Kito~ 11 refers to the ca. paign of 11ietns a ainst the Jews in 

Mesopotru ia,which muf't still have been,;_ finished whPn Hadrian becu~-r.e 
Ir -«, 

e. eror. From Ense i l\,s and Dio we know that this ar hegan under Tra-

j an, and tha t many Jews were killed.. And also the torri 1)le scenes in 

Egypt and the faet that Hadrian was hailed as the restorer of Alexan-
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dria agree with this.And this is a so born out byte passa6e from 

Eusebi11s 'luoted a ove,anc~ by the state. ent of Rpiphanios that when 

Hadrian ascended the throne, the Jews of P le sti ne threatened to revolt 

but were quieted by the latter's politics and his subse'111ent kindness . 

Concerning Trajan's Day all th, :,tory not in 1!ee;illath Taanith 

or the Ta nds is the ad ition of Gra.et7..What right has he to say that 

1r,10 ls "i;,uietus,merely because it fits hi hypothesis anti,accord­

ine to the story, it can not b Trajan'? And from where does he know that 
8 

Julianus and Pappu ere save ? 'rh Talmuds tell just the o,.,pos · te 

and tho 1-iegi lah has the t wo nen threaten Tyrjan11s with God's punish­

ment if he has the,n killed. But uiet 1s is k. lle , a ncl 'le would infer 

that this is God' uni. ent for ki lli the two men.And Graetz is 

mistaken in saying that this deliverance occasioned the celebration 

of this day. Rather the occasion was the death of Tyrjanus at the 

hands of t o men sent fro1n RoMe. 

And secin.3 that according to Volle ar the author did not dare 

narrate the events as they act 1a lly happened but was obliged to veil 

them,may we not ask, how would it have bee poP.sHile for the 1,eople to 

ce le bra te Yorn Tyr janus at this time, hen this ould have been even 

• • e • e • • • • • • • e • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • I • • • • • • • I I • I • a • • I t • • t • • • • • • 
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8. Bab. Taanith,186,Semachoth,Vlll: Jerus,Taanith U , Mogillath 1 , 

1l . 
Schebiith lV. 
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a,...e;reater cause for feat of 1rnnisluuent than the ritin0 of the facts 

openly in a book? 

But eranting that J11lian11s and Pappus were killed,Bereschi th 

Rabha LXlV proves that it co,ild have been onlv lat9r an not in con­

nection with the •po e os slr-1 Kito •. It seys that after Trajan han 

concP-i vecl the plan of reb11i dl the Tenple,these two men established 

money-c.hanging offi ,es at all stations fro1 Akko to Antioch in order 

to sup.Jly th"' pilgri s it , Jewi h coin. This is significant when: w-e 

rerieJ'1ber that in t achoth Vlll the name of their oppressor is't))'~~.,~"1 ? 

However ;e can only guns., who is J ear1t by Tyrja.rrms.The best con-

'>1 , 
jc0t ire is that he was t e proconsul Tnraati 1s Rufus, the real CA.Use 

of the third war.The Je s called hirll. ..Sl"\V~T1 t))!\l, 01.r,1lC ,and 

findJ.IJ.B in his llc'UJle the grh joke of Tue_(:_ o( YO S e si ly 0han5ed it 

to 11.,,1l{) or ()l.r •.,,r(O .Clearly this man,agreein. with the 

story was not the k · ng, and he is ai(l to have heen kil Le by two men 

sent from Rome. 

Further. ore how noes Volk ar kno that Quietus was re<>al .led imr1e­

diately after Hadri n' a<'!ces ion to the throne,and that on his re­

turn he was beheaded at the comnand of the Senate in Ma.rch 118 A.D.? 

According to Spartian he was legate over the oors,a.nd was recalled by 

Hadrian , and Turbo sent to check the i~Ioorish revolt aft er his CaJlll)aign 

in Ee;ypt and Cyrene. According to Di o, Qi1iet 1s himself ~ ti rrert llp the 



Moorish revolt out of hatred 
0 
r Hadrian and later co spired against 

. " 
the em1)eror' s life, a nd was executed by tne Senate unknown to Hadrian . 

Still uietns cou d not have been Holof~rnes for according t o 

Volkaar, uiet,ls was killed o, his return to Rome,while Holofen es was 

killed in ed and his head shovn to Achier shortly after. 

It is not tr11e,a.s Volknar holo.s, that the book speaks of t h e 

Te. )le as not being reestablished,hut only the sacrificial cult . Also 
18 

verse V points to the destr11ct·on of the first Tel'lple. And how 

does Volk :iar kno II that the 
6 

nhedrin had ret,lrned to .Ternsalem'? He 

bases it on verse lV ,bnt this is to be taken lit erally. And the 

'v 
greater part of the sa,lhedr:l..n f.led not to Jer usale. but to Usha.And 

the higl-priest as not the head of the Sa11hedrin,for we hear no f'l.Ore 

of him a'fter the destruction oft' e Temple. lfhe head of t h e Sa11he-

o as very old or Rabbi drin at this tiae was either Gamaliel 11, 
9 1, 

neither of these would have been likely to advise wa!\ against Josh,l • 

Rol!le,G aliel because of his age and Joshua beca1ise of his peaceful 

( disp o i tion. 

N"or,if tie period after the destr1 ctio1 of the Temple was re­

garded as a captivity,whi~h on the whole seems rather an invention of 
3 

Volk11ar to meet ve-sse lV , would it speak of the people as l a tely 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
9. Graetz 
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iz.in t}e tie oft Bar-Cochba revolt,135 A •• In ct Klein oe 

so far to re~ t9 it to the t v day. o t s e o B thar, 

ad Hitzi too s th t Beth111·a tand. or Beth r. TJ is v·ew js 

ba. ed upon th9 : · i L i ty bet ... ,~ en he na11 es e thar n Bet ulia anc 

th _act that bot , ie ed 
jb 

r thi ak b 1 , and l o t th am ·n°ral ob-

jection hold in re ard to h" n r ar to th 0 )re ea·n t eory 

a 1d so e n"' e di sc 1 i no ,rth ..... r. 

0 0 00 



,. Chap. lV. ary and Conclusion. 



So we have discussed the three theories concernir..g the nat1re 

of the book of Judith . It now re11a:lns to deterrnine which theory seems 

most tenable . Clearly the first,that the book relates authent5 c his­

tory e may reject at the start . And we r5sk nothing by adopting 

the second theory as heln by Fritz che or Stream. In fact we mny with 

almost perfect surety venture er and accept the view of SchiJrer. 

But beyond this we can not go w:ith any ct.egree of safety;all el:;e is 

glle ss-w Ork. 

The book seens to portray the re igious ancl political conditions . 
of the Macca1rnan age up to the time of ,Tohn Hyrcan . But it could hard­

ly have been ri tten after the capture of ld1:uaea and. Sw 11aria by this 

monarch. But how long b9fore this it was written,is impossible to tell. 

We w,st be content with this . 

o doubt,in course of tie new theodes Will be advanced and new 

objections raised as to the date , occasion and historical background 

of the book of Judi th, but it i safe to sfiy that this J>roblem will 

never be sat5.sfactorily solved,at least not with the material now on 

hand. 

---000000---
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