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the W SOTI1Cal ackground ar the BoOk OT Esther

Ran Tel-Avıv

"n1s 1Cle a TEeASSEeSSMENT. Of STOr1CAa. CKgr( e the
Of Esther by presenting hypothesis CONCErNiNg conflıct

tween Mardochal and Haman.

Following have advanced against the STOFICI
of the  Oof Esther”:

Mardochai SON Of Ya'ir; A Sim —T and SCeN OI O1s
Jaminite), WNO W  Va deported 597 O C NOT. actiıive

Xerxes' reign 485-465 B,
2) Xerxes' wife neither 'ashti Ester AUNOTPLC

kKings married W1VeSs only from the VE highest Persian

families;
15 dAdifficult imagine Persian king tolerate the MassaCIe

ar Of his people intrusıve ethnic element.

Regarding (1) 1 15 imposs. deportee originally Sim “ £t
his grandson Mardochai Sim have 11ved early 597 B.

This article 15 expanded versıon Of Lecture delıverei 5 Pa at
the Universi1ıty Hairta,. Abbrevıatıons Ln OS SCHWERTNER , Internationa-
Les Abkürzungsverzeichnis TÜr eologie un! Grenzgebiliete, Berlın New Ork
1974 and W. VON SODEN , adısches Handwörterbuch, Wıesbaden 9-19
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Yran Old Ilranıan.
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fOr (2-3) , 1 1S NO AUNOTPLC onl1y wife Of

Äerxes, Oother Persian might have concubines 72 (
15  that A1s SON and successor, AYrtaxerxes 1 had at least two non-

Persian concubines, first, VÖLOC 'Amtiya 15 explic-
itly Ssigna Babylonian second, KOOLAWRT LÖNUN also originated
f rom y lon. Mal 15 CL name 1y Akkadian with est Semitic

theophorous e lement > satıs, Kosmartidene's daucghter, the wife OT
Darıus JE mother Of Artaxerxes

LS £fficult refute This done only
assumpt1ion struggle rıiıval parties

Achaemen.1an Was DV author Of Esther novelıiıistic dev1ıce

present g.Lle Jews the1ir
OT | JENSEN eres:| represen Elamite de1-

Kiri (ri)sa repectively 15 rejected also phono1-
ogical

author f Esther D  S 1AYr Wwith ;CONS , procedures and term1-

nOoLlogy Of Achaemenian COUTrT. © Wd e anguage S this
1S earlier 300 Bl coult well \PP.

OT 1trs final editıion. HOowever , s1ig!  V earlier da which SEA
within Achaemenian period, Cannot excluded  ä

au  iLCity OT Of Esther agalıns the

background of Achaemenian Susa It should be remembered  t Susa was one of
capi  S. Obviously, the political activitv ın Achaemeni1ian

capital reflected onl1y es but also antagon1isms existed
other OI vast Achaemenian empire.

far as we can gather from the pertinent SOUCCES, which are very limited,
for antagon1ısm between aspora Jews their ne1ligh-

bours. Judging Wwrıtten evidence from Achaemenian Babylonia, which
10se cultural, SCONOANLC and political t*1es with Suslana, the Jews NOt

See P, ROST , OLZ 1 1898, 356 ; cr ILsrael Oriıental Studies 7I L 9 /
BARDTKE, . O€ Cit.%
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BARDTKE , lLoc. ELTA and ZADOK , ZAW 1977 , 268.
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OCCU)] pPolitica}l ECONOAOMNLC 1C1LONSs Oof significance (Nehemiah
exception) Ur1ng Chaldean and Achaemen1ıan periods, rather belonged
MOS working lass ‚ The tension between Jews and Egyptians in
miliıtary colony Of Elep!  ıne used ‚OGVY , because A

SOC1LO-eCONANLC from resistance
Achaemenian authorıtlies EW1S. SOldiers ephantine

15 Al eEXCcept.l.onN this regard and SSr VE Of Jew1ish-:
Lat1iıons elsewhere ın Achaemenian ENpPLCeE, surely cen:

regıons, name y Lran and Babylonia aspora pOL1L
aspırations during Achaemenian period

Consequent. 1y, there remains - in my opinion  ich is based on the assump-
t1ıon Oof Esther have StOr1CAa. Cckgroun pOSS1-

antı-Jewis. agitation capıtal Susa) reflects politi-
cal antagonism ın the only place where 1 cCOuLld have existed exist,
V1Z,. Palestine. This TE of COUCL’SES , purely Ve SUumM1L.LSeEe presented
with all due r1ı1va. Palestine and

'Samarians 1 latter WeiLie elıte oornsisi_:ed‚ ınter
alia, Otf us1ıan Elamites It is reported the books of Ezra and Nehemiah

this repeatedlvy presented .dsSe Ore Achaemenian provin-
cial imperlial authorities. The Judeans the a lengthy
dispute Ore authorities, especiallyv £from reign O Xerxes (’l_15wré)
OnNwards, have lefift 1ts impression political circles
Achaemenian capl V L 1NCEe the Sus1ian am1ıtes f Samar 1ıa

were more  ]y to gain the sympathy of some Susian courtiers such as Haman.
Judging from A1s NAUNE , and CM have Oof MLX%
'Lami:  Yranıan extraction. SU1Lts derivation from Elam. umpan Humgn

U See >M.A. DANDAMAYEV, Rabstvo avılon1il, Moscow-Leningrad 1974, 328,
anı The ews 1n B: during the Chaldean anı Achaemenian Periods
according T the bylonian SOurCces, Haifa 1979 , 9.51££.86£

12 See B. PORTEN , Archives OM ephantine: The 1L.1.7T@e mr Ancient Jewısh
Military Colony, eley 1968, 278-301

13 avo1ıd ere the term 'Samaritans' u Wa has mainly 11gious MRC) —
tatıon. The ınhabitants Öof Samariıa do NnOTtT eem CO have already develope

relig1lilous SYystem their LN the early Achaemenian period.
14 SsSee W. ALBRIGHT, JBL 4 1921, 111 with 10L 17; 121; ' LEJU I

1953; AL
15 FOor the authenticity Of the documents contained ln the BooOk Ot Zra i

‚+7 65 1946, 249-275
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(C£ Um-man-ne-su fOor Elam. *Humpan-niSs) D divine

Humpan Was also used Ads anthropon Haman's patronym, Hamdätä, 15
Iranian *. There Cases Of (Elamite-Iranian) Oogies
Achaemen1ıan Susa Haman's (ha- ’Agagi) (nisbe OI

’Ägag) 7 1S unders associated Esther with linguistic:
unrela: royal mm , with Elamite
A/Ag-ga-ga, TecOorded early Ot SECONd M1LıLLENN1L1UM
B.

COUTSES , refifer the udeo-Samarian political struggle.
According hypo  1S presen here, LEA4SCO}ONMN refrained
from doing Wa because assumed provocatıive tactiıic
WwOUL« present conf Lict place ıuıniversal YTYamewOrk.
After this only ethno-political conflict the Achaemen1ian

provinces, and, for Haman , purely BOLSTICA: Line Of ewish propaganda
have effective enough Therefore %, perhaps collaboration

Wwıth amarıan elite, 'hOse pOiLNt considered fıumnda-
mental Jewish S1oyalty imperlal authorities. This element
Haman's sStrategyvy accords well with accusation expressed epistle
Of ‚amaAarıans Achaemenian king, name y the caplı
always rebelilious against imnperial authorityv. This chara«  Y1LıSTL1C JOS

pre-Achaemenian empires, w O Assyrian Babylonian.
rTemembered Achaemen1ian ruler:! untıi. of

Xerxes’ reign inclusive, considered themsel ves eg1i heirs ör the
Chaldean kings OL Babylonia ılon, a&  / O the

16 See M. LAMBERT , 1974, with EL El 8848 ,164; 1
1983, 100 wıth KD 135; 109 witch 442-443; 118 with 5 688

5 oSss,., *Hauma-data- ”"Created DYy Hauma-" (GT. ASN, LZU, top) with
monophthongization.

18 B e (1) Hu-pan-a-ah-pi SO)] Or Man-kag“-nu-nu (c£ E 882 ,48; BNF 1
118 with D 6/4); (2) 'a-nu-nu Elam., BNFE 1 103 wiıth Dla 223) SO)
ÖOf U-nu-ka-ka (OIran. *Hunu-ka- little son ' with reduplicated SE Y
syllable); (3) S1ı-ml1l (MDP 9‚ 1 2055 prob. S1-mM1-ml, 169 i P C
BNF 1 105 WwWiıtn z 293; 5 with P H3} SU. Oof Pır-na (OIran.
*Farnah-, SP-. AS 94) ; (4) Pır-an-za-an k.-Elam., S! Va SCHEIL,

9' 89 ad 10C::) SO)] Of Ir-ma-ak-ka (OIran. *Armaka-, Or GERSHEVITC:!
Studia Classica et Orientalia Antonino agliaro Oblata, Oome 1969, 191,

Irmama) .
19 See ZADOK , 1 99 with 90.91
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Samar ıan Elite, might have originated TrCM Assyrlian OLTL1C1ALS
erned amarıa from J2 unt..i. 625 B,

Although above-mentioned epistle sent (veryvy prob-
ably r L1S gOood LEeAS}ON A significantlvy OTEr

CONTENTS TtenOLr TrOM epistle forwarded the Samar.1ıans S,
Artaxerxes 1:V father and predecessor. This epistle WI1lıtten

ginning of Xerxes' reign and one may harmonize the account ©:  Book ©:
about SUCCEsSS Ot Of XerXes with +he fact

amar.ıans WIr1iıte anti-Judean epistle
1 i B ea again during Xarxas‘ reign lLasted
FÖr INOTE CwentY yVears presumably fOor fear Ofe They resumed their

struggle on.l1y when ruler Another pOoinNt which
favour datiıng OT OT Esther reign Gr Xerxes/? hSwrs 15

Cla;  r OI Purim festival Oore the Of wınter. This
n1.ıze with fact winter res1idence fOor the

Especially XÄeTXes would Nave preferr! Babylon, LNCE
latter revolted agaıns Of his reign

hand, there 15 good. easoQonMn Xerxes' WUuCCESSOT:! resided OFt
21and on in both Babylon and Susa during  winter months

cambined amarians' accusation wiıth L specific ONE , name y
Jews peculiar and particularistic element NnNOtT. ad-

royal lLaw (data-) incited the circles believe
fact the Jews WEeT“ all OVEeETLr the empıire
AL INOLE dangerous central authority.
point WOrking hypothesis PFrOoPpOS! NOtT. SO1Lve

several problems likely ralıses ME  s questions. This 15

inevitable Gr OL e  7 TOr the OT er LS

primarıily dent1ous narratıve rather historical record. Never-
ess, Of Esther L1S anachronistic Camnposition. 178 authen-
CLEV L5 highly plausible V1LeW Gr resemblance OI orthographvy Ot
1S nomasticon OI imperia Arama1ıc Y

See RIG!]  71 JBL A W
DE
22

Ar 2 History the Persian Empire, Ch1cago 1948 ,
v SCHEFTELOWITZ, Arısches Ll1M Alten estament K Berlın 1901, PasSS.
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genuineness Of ir Yranıan YMiNOLOgy Persıan Cckground. Regarding
storical background, working Ss1s L5 that, despite 1ts generalized

sophisticated presentation, anti-Jewis:! agitation Of NOt

primarily due A1iSs "dislike GT ın lLike attitude Ot us1ıan
courtier might well have determined and MOT1LVAa: protracted

repatriates and us1ıan element
@11 Of Samarla, WNOSEe claims and counterclaims continuously

lLeaders OI parties Achaemenian capi  s

AS 118 Ma *hataka-; DE a a *tg5a.r.ca—; ZADOK, 2 1976, 246
article Of mıne orthcoming Ln ‚AW) contaıns Several Iraniıan ol-

Oglıes for ames Ln Esther.
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