
The End of Samson accordıng tO osephus
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Samson the last of the Judges eatured the Book of Judges Camne tO
dramatıcally bad end As OIMNlC reads Jude 16 the hero havıng suf-
ere‘: all 1N! of physıca and verbal abuse al the an of hIs Capitors, the
Philıstines, contrıives to bring eg multitude of them ı hısv aCtT Ötf
self-destruction ' In thıs C  9 wısh to focus the aCCoOount of Samson’
end by Josephus ı hıs Antiquitates Jjudaicae (hereafter Ant.) 313b-
317% undertake thıs study wıth three overarchıng questions miınd: (1)
(G1ven the INanYy dıfferencesI the ancıent wıtnesses for Judg 16,ZST

(BHS),” the Codices Alexandrınus (hereafter and Vatıcanus
(hereafter and the “Luc1anıc” (hereafter readıngs of EXXX? the Vetus
Latina (hereafter VE the Vulgate (hereafter Vg.)  F  6 and Targum Jonathan
of the Former rophets (hereafter Tg.)  F wıth 1C of these do osephus’
affınıties Ant 313b 317 hıe? (2) How and wıth what intent and effect
has osephus adapted the Content and wordıing of hıs 1DI1Ca Vorlage(n)
relatıng Samson end? and (3) HOow does osephus portrayal of that ven

the overall portraıt of Samson Judges 13 SC Alvarez Barredo Inıcıatıva
191 378
For the text and translatıon of Ant 313b 317 USC Marcus Josephus 140-143
have further consulted the text and translatıon of and notes thıs Passagc Nodet
Flavıus Josephe 11 189 190* and the annotated translatıon of Begg, Flavıus Jose-
phus I87O Josephus portraıt of Samson overall SCC Feldman Josephus Inter-

46 1-489 and OnNcacCce Portraıt
Judg 31 Nnot extant the Judges iragments recovered at Qumran
For the text of and Judg 71 3 ] use Rahl{fs Septuagınta 473-4774 For the

readıngs thıs ASSa; usSc the apparatus of Brooke Mecelean The Old esta-
ment Greek 860-862 (who reproduce theır INaın CX FOor the trans-
latıon of and SCC arle uges BA T the characteristics of the above
three WI  ESSES for the texi ofJudges SCC Harle, uges 2507 and for the
portrayal of Samson (wıth partıcular the readıngs which would
PTESETVE the Old Tee ofJudges) SCC Fernandez Marcos, Heros
For the texti of Judg 21 31 UuUsSscC obDe! Vers1io 145 146
For the Vg text of Judg 21 31 I use Gryson Vulgata 348 349
For the targumıc text of Judg 243 UuUsSCcC Sperber Bıble 81 and tor the trans-
latıon of thıs Harrıngton Saldarın1 Targum onathan 90-91
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COMDAIC wıth ıts andlıng In Pseudo-Phılo s erAntiquitatum Biblicarum
(hereafter L.A.B.) 436 (in fine)-8° and In rabbinic-tradition”?

Preliminarıes

Judg 623 (M1) of the serl1es of 1ve taken Dy the
Phılıstines agaınst the 1O cshaved and strengthless Samson'®: they se17e
hım, Out hıs CYCS, rıng hım down Gaza, bınd hım wıth bronze (>
VL) fetters!' and he orinds aft the 11l In the pr1Son. osephus markediy
reduces thıs In hıs rendering In Ant SEL (In Ine . they Ithe
Phılıstines 1, havıng put Out his CYC>S (EKKOWAUVTEC TOUC OOOXALOUC; e  ><

EEEKOWOV TOUC ÖhOnxALOUC), delıvered hım OVerLr be led AaWdY iın chaıns
(SeSewevovp).”” osephus’ non-mention of Samson’s miıll-wor! and of °Gaza”

FOor the Latın text of thıs DPASSaLC, UsSc Jacobson, Commentary (Jacobson ere
reproduces the eritical text of Harrıngton, Antıquıites 296) and for the translatıon
Jacobson. Commentary (thıs translatıon 15 OCCasıon based readıngs others
than those adopted Dy Harrıngton and reproduced Jacobson’s Latın text). See Iso
Jacobson’s annotatıon the Passagc In Commentary
On the portrayal of Samson In thıs materı1al C Ginzberg, Legends 4 7-49; VI
204-209 and Renzer, Hauptpersonen.
These dIic the sequel the preceding SLOTY of the interaction between
Samson and Delılah (Judg 16,4-20) in which the latter tınally ascertaıns the secret
of the former’s strength al strength 1S contingent hIs haır remamnıng uncut) and
gels hım shaved. Josephus’ parallel thıs preceding StOTY 1S Ant. S  a’
Pseudo-Phılo retells it InTf 43 .5-6

16,21 has plus at thıs pomt: 6,  and they Ithe Phılıstines| put hım |Samson|
In pri1son.”
Rabbinıic tradıtion (D Solah 9b) represents Samson’s blındıng “measure for
measure” punıshment for his havıng let himself be led through hıs CYCS into
forbidden marrıage ıth Phılıstine wiıfe (see Judg 14,3)
The above formulatıon might be SCCIH conflatıon cCompression of the three-part

“(th Phılıstines) se17zed hım48  Christopher Begg — BN NF 131 (2006)  compare with its handling in Pseudo-Philo’s Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum  (hereafter L.A.B.) 43.6 (in fine)-8* and in rabbinic-tradition”?  1. Preliminaries  Judg 16,21 (MT) tells of the series of five measures taken by the  Philistines against the now shaved and strengthless Samson'“: they seize  him, gouge out his eyes, bring him down to Gaza, bind him with bronze (>  VL) fetters'' and he grinds at the mill in the prison. Josephus markedly  reduces this sequence in his rendering in Antf. 5.313 (in fine): “... they [the  Philistines], having put out his eyes (eKKölAvTEG .  TOUG Öd0xALOUc; LXX  B: &&EKolav tobc Öd0xML00c), * delivered him over to be led away in chains  (SeSepevov).”? Josephus’ non-mention of Samson’s mill-work and of “Gaza”  For the Latin text of this passage, I use Jacobson, Commentary I 64 (Jacobson here  reproduces the critical text of Harrington, Antiquites I 296) and for the translation  Jacobson, Commentary I 64 (this translation is on occasion based on readings others  than those adopted by Harrington and reproduced in Jacobson’s Latin text). See also  Jacobson’s annotation on the passage in Commentary II 1000-1002.  On the portrayal of Samson in this material see Ginzberg, Legends IV 47-49; VI  204-209 and Renzer, Hauptpersonen.  10  These measures are the sequel to the preceding story of the interaction between  Samson and Delilah (Judg 16,4-20) in which the latter finally ascertains the secret  of the former’s strength (that strength is contingent on his hair remaining uncut) and  gets him shaved. Josephus’ parallel to this preceding story is Ant. 5.306-313a;  Pseudo-Philo retells it in L.A.B. 43.5-6.  11  LXXL 16,21 has a plus at this point: “and they [the Philistines] put him [Samson]  12  in prison.”  Rabbinic tradition (b. Sotah 9b) represents Samson’s blinding as a “measure for  measure” punishment for his having let himself be led through his eyes into a  forbidden marriage with a Philistine wife (see Judg 14,3).  13  The above formulation might be seen as a conflation / compression of the three-part  sequence ““(the Philistines) seized him ... and brought him down to Gaza, and bound  him with bronze (> VL) fetters” in 16,21. On Josephus’ omission of the concluding  item of the biblical verse (“and he ground at the mill in the prison””), see Feldman,  Josephus’s Interpretation 474, who with reference to Moore, Judges 357, notes that  the omission is likely inspired by a concern for upholding Samson’s image in the  eyes of Gentile readers, given that such mill-work was a common, degrading  punishment inflicted on recalcitrant slaves in the Greco-Roman world. By contrast,  rabbinic tradition (Num. Rab. 9.24; b. Sotah 10a) gives the item a further, lurid  twist, claiming that the verb “grind” (Hebrew ]m®) here has a sexual sense, and  refers to the captive Samson’s being made to impregnate a multitude of Philistine  women in the hope that his strength would be passed on to their children. Rabbinic  tradition likewise expatiates on another of the particulars cited in 16,21 but omittedand brought hım down Gaza, and bound
hım wıth bronze VL) fetters” In 16,21 On Josephus’ Om1I1ss1ıon of the concludıng
ıtem of the bıblıcal (“and he oround at the mil1 in the prison””), Nı Feldman,
Josephus’s Interpretation 414, who ıth reference Moore, Judges 357 NOTtES that
the Om1ss1ıon 1S lıkely inspıred by CONCETN for upholding Samson’s image In the
CYCS of Gentile readers, g1ven that such miıll-work Was 5 degradıng
punıshment inflıcted recalcıtrant slaves in the Greco-Roman world By contrast,
rabbıinıc tradıtıon (Num. Rab 0.24:; Sofah 10a) o1ves the item further, urı
twiıst, claımıng that the erb .c  grlnd” (Hebrew 1M9) here has sexual I  9 and
refers the captıve Samson’s being made iımpregnate multıtude of Phılıstine

in the hope that hIs strength would be passed theır chıldren. Rabbinic
tradıtıon 1kewıise expatıiates another of the partıculars Cıte' In 16,21 but omıtted
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A4aSs the place of hIs Imprisonment 1S paralleled In Pseudo-Phılo’s (abrıdged)
version of L6:21 In BA 436 (iIn Ine On the other hand, that Pseudo-
110N1C version features everal ıtems (ıtalıcıze in what O110WS not OUuUnN:!
In eıther the osephus: | Delılah called the Philistines, an
they heat Samson “ and Iınded hım and put hım In pr1son. ”

The aCCount of Samson’s abuse by the Phılıstines (16,23) 1S precede: DYy
TIe foreshadowıng remark In 1622 “But the haır of hIis head had

been Cut In 16,19, Causıng the l0ss of his strength| egan 18 SIOW agaın after
it had been cshaved VE aC the concludıng reference the earlhıer
shavıng|.” osephus reproduces thıs notice al the openıng of 5314 ""But in
the COUTSC of time Samson’s OC n KOMN); TE 11} QDLE TNG KEOAKAÄNG
oreW. By‘Pseudo-Phıiılo aCcC anı y equıvalent fo it.

Samson’s yıng Irıumph
The STOTY PITODCI of Samson’s ast re.: deed „23-3 In 16,23-

24 dSs the Phıliıstine “19rds” assemble for exultant sacrıfıce fOo agon theır
god Ig 1dol; prefaces mention of theır gods ASs er recıplent of the
sacrıfice ] whom they then proceed acclaım twıce (16,23b-24) ds the ON
who has handed OVCI theır them  DD osephus ©3 14b) elımı-

the double acclamatıon of the eıty, CVCN 1}e antıcıpatıng the
Bıble’s subsequent place indicatiıons: .  F and ONMNCEC when the Philıstines (IloxAaı-
otLvoLc) ”© WETFe keeping publıc festival (EOPTNCThe End of Samson according to Josephus  49  as the place of his imprisonment is paralleled in Pseudo-Philo’s (abridged)  version of 16,21 in L.A.B. 43.6 (in fine). On the other hand, that Pseudo-  Philonic version features several items (italicized in what follows) not found  in either the Bible or Josephus: “She [Delilah] called the Philistines, and  they beat Samson'* and blinded him and put him in prison.”  The account of Samson’s abuse by the Philistines (16,23) is preceded by  a brief foreshadowing remark in 16,22: “But the hair of his head [that had  been cut in 16,19, causing the loss of his strength] began to grow again after  it had been shaved [VZ lacks the concluding reference to the earlier  shaving].” Josephus reproduces this notice at the opening of 5.314: “But in  the course of time Samson’s locks ( köun; LXX AB [n] OplE tAc Kedbainc)  grew.” By contrast, Pseudo-Philo lacks any equivalent to it.  2. Samson’s Dying Triumph  The story proper of Samson’s last great deed (16,23-30) opens in 16,23-  24 as the Philistine “lords” assemble for an exultant sacrifice to Dagon their  god [Tg.: idol; VL prefaces mention of their gods as a further recipient of the  sacrifice] whom they then proceed to acclaim twice (16,23b-24) as the one  who has handed over their great enemy to them. * Josephus (5.314b) elimi-  nates the double acclamation of the pagan deity, even while anticipating the  Bible’s subsequent place indications: “... and once when the Philistines (IlaAaı-  ortivoıc)'® were keeping a public festival (&optüc ... Öönuotelodc) !” and their  by Josephus, i.e. Samson’s being brought down to Gaza. According to a rabbinic  opinion cited in Num. Rab. 9.24; b. Sotah 9b6; y. Sotah 1.8 Samson was taken to  Gaza as his place of final punishment as retribution for his having gone astray with  14  a harlot at Gaza (see Judg 16,1).  This Philistine initiative lacks a parallel in 16,21. Jacobson, Commentary II 1000-  1001 points out, however, that it does an counterpart in LXX B plus in 16,25 where  the Philistines are said to “cudgel” Samson once he has been led out of prison.  15  This sequence reads: “... they said, ‘“Our god has given Samson our enemy into our  hand.’ And when the people saw him [in LXX L this opening phrase of v.24 is  preceded by an anticipation of wording drawn from 16,25: they called Samson out  of prison and they made sport of him before them], they praised their god [LXX AL  and VL read gods] for they said, ‘Our god [VL: gods] has given our enemy into our  597  hand the ravager of our country, who has slain many of us.  16  This is Josephus’ standard Greek designation for Samson’s adversaries, correspon-  ding to Hebrew °RWD5B, LXX BL Judg 16,21-31 use the more generic term  &ALOvAOL; cf. VL’s alieginae and Pseudo-Philo’s Allophili. On the LXX’s nomen-  17  clature for the “Philistines,” see Harle, Juges 56-57.  Josephus’ other uses of this phrase are in Antf. 2.45; 5.235. It replaces the more  366  specific reference to the Philistines  great sacrifice to Dagon their god” of 16,23.Snwoteiodc) ' and theır

Dy Josephus, 1Le Samson’s being brought down (Jaza According rabbıinıc
opınıon cıted In Num Rab Y.24; Sofah 9 9 Sotah 1.8 Samson Was taken
(Jaza hıs place of fınal punıshment retrıbution for h1is havıng SONC wıth

harlot al (jJaza (see Judg 16,1)
his Phılıstine inıtlatıve lacks parallel ın 16,21 Jacobson, Commentary I 1 000-
1001 pomts Out, however, that ıt does In plus In FOZA where
the Phıilıstines saıd “cudgel” Samson HE he has een led Out of prISoN.

15 hıs reads:The End of Samson according to Josephus  49  as the place of his imprisonment is paralleled in Pseudo-Philo’s (abridged)  version of 16,21 in L.A.B. 43.6 (in fine). On the other hand, that Pseudo-  Philonic version features several items (italicized in what follows) not found  in either the Bible or Josephus: “She [Delilah] called the Philistines, and  they beat Samson'* and blinded him and put him in prison.”  The account of Samson’s abuse by the Philistines (16,23) is preceded by  a brief foreshadowing remark in 16,22: “But the hair of his head [that had  been cut in 16,19, causing the loss of his strength] began to grow again after  it had been shaved [VZ lacks the concluding reference to the earlier  shaving].” Josephus reproduces this notice at the opening of 5.314: “But in  the course of time Samson’s locks ( köun; LXX AB [n] OplE tAc Kedbainc)  grew.” By contrast, Pseudo-Philo lacks any equivalent to it.  2. Samson’s Dying Triumph  The story proper of Samson’s last great deed (16,23-30) opens in 16,23-  24 as the Philistine “lords” assemble for an exultant sacrifice to Dagon their  god [Tg.: idol; VL prefaces mention of their gods as a further recipient of the  sacrifice] whom they then proceed to acclaim twice (16,23b-24) as the one  who has handed over their great enemy to them. * Josephus (5.314b) elimi-  nates the double acclamation of the pagan deity, even while anticipating the  Bible’s subsequent place indications: “... and once when the Philistines (IlaAaı-  ortivoıc)'® were keeping a public festival (&optüc ... Öönuotelodc) !” and their  by Josephus, i.e. Samson’s being brought down to Gaza. According to a rabbinic  opinion cited in Num. Rab. 9.24; b. Sotah 9b6; y. Sotah 1.8 Samson was taken to  Gaza as his place of final punishment as retribution for his having gone astray with  14  a harlot at Gaza (see Judg 16,1).  This Philistine initiative lacks a parallel in 16,21. Jacobson, Commentary II 1000-  1001 points out, however, that it does an counterpart in LXX B plus in 16,25 where  the Philistines are said to “cudgel” Samson once he has been led out of prison.  15  This sequence reads: “... they said, ‘“Our god has given Samson our enemy into our  hand.’ And when the people saw him [in LXX L this opening phrase of v.24 is  preceded by an anticipation of wording drawn from 16,25: they called Samson out  of prison and they made sport of him before them], they praised their god [LXX AL  and VL read gods] for they said, ‘Our god [VL: gods] has given our enemy into our  597  hand the ravager of our country, who has slain many of us.  16  This is Josephus’ standard Greek designation for Samson’s adversaries, correspon-  ding to Hebrew °RWD5B, LXX BL Judg 16,21-31 use the more generic term  &ALOvAOL; cf. VL’s alieginae and Pseudo-Philo’s Allophili. On the LXX’s nomen-  17  clature for the “Philistines,” see Harle, Juges 56-57.  Josephus’ other uses of this phrase are in Antf. 2.45; 5.235. It replaces the more  366  specific reference to the Philistines  great sacrifice to Dagon their god” of 16,23.they salıd, ‘Cır god has o1ven Samson OUuTr ‚Y nto
hand_? hen the people Sa  S hım 1ın thıs openıing phrase of SE 1s
precede: Dy antıcıpatıon of wordıing drawn irom 16,25 they called Samson Out
of priıson and they made sport of hım before them], they praısed theır god |LXX
and read 20dS| for they sald, °OQur god g0ds has gıven Y into

7 9 >hand the LAaVagcI of Coun(fÄry, who has slaın INalı y of
Thıs 1S Josephus’ standard Greek desı1gnatıon for Samson’s adversarıes, I1-
dıng Hebrew mbl ela Judg 16,21-31 UuscC the INOTC generI1C term

XAAODLAOL; ct. VE'S alieginae and Pseudo-Philo’s Allophili. On the OTINECMN-

clature for the “Phıilıstines, ” SC Harle, uges SO=5 F
Josephus’ other SCS of thıs phrase In Ant. 2.45; SA replaces the INOTE

specıfic reference the Phıilıstines great sacrıfıce agon theır 20 of 16,23
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Ords and 1€e'notables (@OXOVTWV KAL YVWOPLLWTATWL) © WeTIC feastıng (EDWXOU-
LEV@U) together In ONEplace hall wıth [WO columns supporting ıts 22U
In Judg a the Phılıstines, theır “hearts merrTY, ” 1SSuUe the directive °call
Samson |LXX add from the prison-house | that he INaYy make Sport
|LXX TOALEXTO] for us  29 then the executiıon of thıs dırective:
Samson 1S called Out the pr1Sson, makes Sport before them |SO BOCX
(ETaLCev)“ and Vg (Iudebat); ın 1 DE (EVETAXLCEOV )  XUTW and (et
deridebant illum) the Phıilıstines AIc the subject],““ and 1S made stand
between the LAXX and add two| pıllars The hiıstori1an’s rendering
5.314c) conflates thıs of order and ıts execution: .  a  B Samson al
theır UuTIMMONS Was led the banquet (TO OVWTÖOLOV),“ that they m1g
mock at (&vvßBpLawaLL)“ hım OVCT theır CUDS (TaApA TOV 2925  TOTOV) Pseudo-

Thıs collocatıon only here In Josephus. It duplıcates the single desıgnatıon
for the Philıstine eaders found in 16,23 where calls them (RSV “lords’””);

employs the Persian oanword OATPATAL (“satraps, ” translıterated by
satrape), whıle uUusSecs the first of Josephus’ designatıons.
Thıs fe]  Z fOor the Philıstines’ actıvıty miıght be viewed concretizatiıon of the
allusıon theır gathering ""tO rejo1ce” in Josephus’ omıts theır attached
double acclamatıon 9  v  ' SCC 15) of the god agon all mention ofhom
dısappears In hıis version of the bıblıcal' it does In Pseudo-Phiılo’s ICSCH-
10N (whıch acks paralle]l the whole of 6,23-24 and attaches ıts rendering of
16,25 dırectly ıts version of9
Josephus antıcıpates thıs indıcatıon concerning the cite of the upcomıng even! irom
6,25.29 (the |two| pıllars which “the house” rests) and 16.28 (the Phıilıstine
lords “the roof” of the house).

thıs verb and its cognates in the SCC Harl, Un SITOUDC.
At thıs pomnt In its rendering of 1 XX has plus, underscoring the
Philistines’ mistreatment of Samson, EPPAUTLCOV XUTOV (“and they cudgeled hım”).
See

23 Josephus’ inserted reference thıs OCCasıon introduces Greco-Roman touch nto
hıs presentatıon. Iso elsewhere he represents bıblıcal characters (anachronıstically)
particıpatiıng in “Symposı1a”; Ant. 7.360; 137; 9.234;
Josephus uscsS the compound verb EVLBPLCO SIX other times: 6.128; Ant 1.47,165;
2.129,202; Wıth the above formulatıon Josephus the dırect
address command of the Phıilıstines (“Call Samson of nto indıirect
address Version. thıs feature of hıs rewriting of the Bıble’s presentatıion, Sec

Begg, Account 12-13, Note further that in cContrast the bıblıcal references
where in and 16,25 Samson 15 twıce cıted the ONe who 15 make
does make sport before the Philıstines, whıiıle in and the subject of the
actıon varıes between a (Samson and (the Phılıstines; SCC above)
Josephus refers only the Philıstines mockıng  27 of the hapless Samson, thereby
accentuating hıis victim status.
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Phılo’s (L.A.B compressed rendıtion of 16,25 15 quıte simılar: “On
the day of theır banquet (in die potationis eorum) they called Samson
mock hım (uf illuderent eu.26) 9

The abused, passıve Samson of 6,21-25 begıns takıng INOTC actıve
role ın 16,26 4S he hIs attendant let hım feel the pıllars of the house
(see 16,25b) in order that he m1g ean agaınst these osephus (5:315))
prefaces hI1s equıvalent wıth mention of the hero’s Current of miınd:

he, deeming ıf direr than all Ais ILs he unable he avenged
(CWOVAOOAXL) of such Insults (ÖBpLCOLEvoc),“” nduced the boy (TOVv nTaLön)“®
who led hım Dy the hand (YeELpPAYWYODVTA)“” ellıng hım that from weadrı-
NnNess (DTO KÖTOU)” he needed Stay whereon rest (TPOOAXVATXUOXKOPXL)”
25 hıs allusıon the OCCasıon al whiıich Samson 1S provıde the entertaınment

pıcks Josephus’ previ10ous references the Phılıstines’ “feasting together” and
theır ““Danquet. ” The serl1es of indıcations makes INOTEC cConcrefe (and provıdes
basıs for) the allusıons the Phıilistines reJo1CINng” a and theır ...  meITYy
hearts” 16,25a.

26 hıs 15 the readıng adopted by Harrıngton and Jacobson (see 8) SOTMNEC 11US-

cr1pts have ul illuderet e1S, thıs makıng Samson the subject of the actıon. On the
above readıing, Pseudo-Phiılo would alıgn hımself ıth Josephus (see 24) ın
mentioning only “mockıing” of Samson by the Phılıstines, rather than (also) hıs
actıve “makıng Sport before them  99 In the bıblıcal wıtnesses.
hıs partıcıple echoes the form EVUBPLOWOLV used of the Philıstines’ “mockıng”
Samson In 73 The echo accentuates the connection between hat the Phılıstines
have done Samson and hat he 15 about do them, 1kewise portrayıng Sam-
SOn Ian who Cannot be insulted wıthout CONSCYUCNCCS. Josephus’ inserted refe-

the hero’s COMNCEINMN for “vengeance” here mıght be inspıred by the 1a
which Josephus does nNot reproduce, SCC below attrıbuted hım in 16,28 where he
asks (J0d strengthen hım ‘“that INaYy AaVCNEC single VENSCANCC (LXAX
EKÖLKTIOM EKÖLKNIOLV WLOXV; COMPAaIC AVTATOÖWOO AVTATOSOGLU WLOAV,
ll DaYy single payment) uDON the Philistines for ONC of eyes. ”

28 E 16,26 call Samson’s attendant TO TOALÖCKNLOV, TOV VEXVLOV. As
he dıd ıth the words of the Phıilistines of 6,23-24, Josephus recasts (“he induced’”’)
Samson’s direct address directive the lad in indiırect address:; SCC

Thıs 15 the Same partıcıpıal form used of Samson’s attendant in 16,25
(LXX has TOV KOWTOUVTA IHV YELPDA XUTOV). The verb XELPDAYAYEW 15 Septu-
agıntal creation (Harle, uges 224, ad [Oc.) and hapax in Josephus.
Josephus supplıes Samson ıth thıs (alleged) motivatıon for hIis request be brought
NCAar the columns.
In 16,26 (MT) Samson asks that he be allowed feel the pıllars ‘“that INaYy lean
agalnst them  29 (LXX and append the notice and the serving DOy dıd Sı SCC
33). Josephus elaborates ıth reference the (“test:) of the leanıng, thıs
correspondıng Samson’s previous mention of hıs “wearıness’”: COMDAIC the plus
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conduct hım close the columns.  2952 Whereas osephus does reproduce
the between Samson and the attendant of L626: Pseudo-Phılo DAasSscCS
OVerT thıs (and the appende: notice the assembled Phılıstines,
In order COTMNC ırectly (43.7b) the hero’s na PIaycr (//

In the the Samson-attendant exchange of 16,26 1S ollowe by
notice the Phılıstine onlookers (16:27): Samson’s DIAayCI (16,28) and
graspıng of the pıllars (16:29) that he brings down upON hıs assembled
tOrmen(tOrs (1k6:30) osephus notably modifies and abrıdges thısE
omıttıng, anı y utterance Dy Samson pr10r hIis yıng initiative *  S Hıs
version 5.3163) of 6,27-30 reads then when he had COMEC thither, ”
ilıngıng al] hıis weıght (&voeLoBeLC)” uUuDON them,”® he brought down the hall,

at the end of Vg 16,26 where Samson sks that he MaAaYy touch the supporting
columns In order lean these A  and rest bıt" (et paululum requieScam).
Josephus’ version of Samson’’s words hıs attendant theır bıblıcal
in which he first makes his request and then appends motivatıon for thıs In
and 16,25 the request ıtself [UNS ° let feel the pıllars32  Christopher Begg — BN NF 131 (2006)  to conduct him close to the columns.”” Whereas Josephus does reproduce  the scene between Samson and the attendant of 16,26, Pseudo-Philo passes  over this scene (and the appended notice on the assembled Philistines, 16,27)  in order to come directly (43.7b) to the hero’s final prayer (// 16,28).  In the Bible the Samson-attendant exchange of 16,26 is followed by a  notice on the Philistine onlookers (16,27), Samson’s prayer (16,28) and  grasping of the pillars (16,29) that he brings down upon his assembled  tormentors (16,30). Josephus notably modifies and abridges this sequence,  omitting, e.g., any utterance by Samson prior to his dying initiative.”” His  version (5.316a) of 16,27-30 reads then: “And when he had come thither,*  flinging all his weight (&voeLogeic)*” upon them,*° he brought down the hall,  at the end of Vg. 16,26 where Samson asks that he may touch the supporting  32  columns in order to lean on these "and rest a bit" (et paululum requiescam).  Josephus’ version of Samson’s words to his attendant reverses their biblical sequence  in which he first makes his request and then appends a motivation for this. In MT  and LXX AL 16,25 the request itself runs “let me feel the pillars ...,” while in LXX  B Samson says “allow me and I will go and feel the pillars.” Josephus’ formulation  of the request stands closer to that of MT LXX AL.  33  In the biblical account Samson prays twice, first explicitly prior to grasping the  pillars (16,29a) in 16,28 (“Then Samson called to the Lord and said, ‘O Lord God,  remember me, I pray thee, and strengthen me, I pray thee, only this once, O God,  that I may be avenged upon the Philistines for one of my two eyes’”) and then,  more implicitly after taking hold of the pillars in 16,30a0 (“And Samson said,  ‘Let me die with the Philistines’”). The effect of Josephus’ omission of Sam-  son’s double prayer is to make his dying exploit a matter of his own strength, rather  than of divine assistance given in answer to his prayers; on the point, see Feldman,  Josephus’s Interpretation 485. By contrast, rabbinic tradition (Num. Rab. 9.24; y.  Sofah 1.8; b. Sofah 10a) expatiates on elements of Samson’s prayer in 16,28. In  particular, the rabbis affırm that the wanton Samson based his plea for divine  “remembrance” on the modesty of his conduct during his tenure as Israel’s judge  (see Judg 15,20; 16,31b). In addition, they see Samson’s appeal for vengeance for  (only) “one of his two eyes” as suggesting that the hero is requesting recompense  for one of his lost eyes in this world and for the other in the world to come.  34  This transitional notice has a certain counterpart in the LXX AL and VL plus at  the end of 16,26 which states that the serving boy acceded to Samson’s request  of him; see n.:31:  35  Josephus’ one remaining use of the verb €VoeLw is in BJ 6.196.  36  Compare 16,29ba (“he leaned his weight upon them [the pillars]”). Josephus  omits the further details concerning Samson’s initiative given in 16,29a (“and  Samson grasped the two middle pillars upon which the house rested”) and  16,29bß ([Samson leans on the two pillars] “his right hand on the one and his  left hand on the other”). He likewise leaves aside the mention of Samson’swhıle in S

Samson Say>S “allow and ll and fee] the pıllars.” Josephus’ formulatıon
of the request stands closer that of P

33 In the bıblıcal AaCCOUNLT Samson twıce, fırst explıcıtly prı0r grasping the
pıllars 16,29a) In 16,28 (T HEn Samson called the ord and saıd, S ord God.
remember INC, DIay thee, and strengthen I DIAY thee. only thıs ONCC, God.
that INAaYy be avenged upon the Phılıstines for OMNC of [WO eyesna) and then,
INOTC iımplıcıtly fter takıng hold of the pıllars In 16,30a0 (“And Samson salıd,
"Let die ıth the Philıstines””). The effect of Josephus’ OM1ss10N of Sam-
SON’'S double PIayCI 1S make hıs dyıng exploıt matter of hıs strength, rather
than of divıine assıstance g1ven In aNswWer hIs PTayCIS, the point, RA Feldman,
Josephus’s Interpretation 485 By contrast, rabbinıc tradıtiıon (Num. Rab. Y,24:;
Sotah Sofah 10a) expatıates elements of Samson’s Praycr In 16,28 In
partıcular, the rabbhıs affırm that the wanfton Samson based h1is plea for divine
“remembrance” the modesty of h1s conduct durıng hıs tenure Israel’s Judge
(see Judg 1520 16,31b) In addıtıon, they 6 Samson’s appeal for VENLCANCEC for
(only) ..  one of his [WO eyes” suggesting that the eTO 1S requesting ICCOMPDENSC
for OMIC of hıs ost CYVCS in thıs world and for the other in the world ‚OM1C.

hıs transıtional notice has certaın in the EG and plus at
the end of 16,26 whiıich states that the serving boy acceded Samson’’s request
of hım; SCS 31
Josephus’ 0)81% remalnıng uUsc of the erb EVOE LG) 1S In 6.196
Compare 16,29ba. leaned h1is weıght upon them Ithe pıllars ]”). Josephus
Oomıts the further detaıls concerning Samson’s inıtıiatıve gıven In 16,29a (“and
Samson grasped the [WO mıddle pıllars upON whiıch the house ested”) and
16,29bß ([Samson leans the [WO pıllars | °h1s riıght hand U the ONeEe and hıs
left hand the other”) He lIıkewıise leaves asıde the mentıon of Samson’s
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overturning the columns uUupON three thousand Inen (&VÖPAOLV), who all
593 /perishe: and IM them Samson.

Pseudo-Phılo s rendıtion 6,27-30 in FEA (43.7b-8aC),
for ıts part, stands closer LO the 1DI1Ca aCCount than does osephus’. In Dal-
tiıcular, that rendıtion wıth wo-member utterance Dy the hero COLI-

respondıng hIis double DIaycr In 16,28 and 6.30a0.”® Samson’s last
words eg1n In 43 _ 7)h wıth hım prayıng, SE God of 111y tathers, hear
Just thıs ONCEC and strengthen In order that INa y dıe wıth these Phılıs-
tines,3 because the S12 they took Iirom Was freely g1ven Dy
you  .„40 It then continues (43./C) “°Samson Sayıng, "GO forth, soul,
and do NOTt be sad; dıe body, and do nOot orleve for yoursel  fi7„41 ere-
after, Pseudo-Phıiılo relates 43.83C) the inıtlatıves of Samson that bring ea!]

imself and hIis Captors: “He rasped the [WO pıllars of the house 1//

“bowing ıth al] hıs mıght” of 16,30aß that ollows the cıtatıon of hıs last word
Iso passed VT Dy Josephus in 16,30a0 die ıth the Phılıstimes””).
In recounting Samson’s dyıng exploıt Josephus conflates (and modifies) elements
(ıtalıcızed in hat LOLllows) of Judg 16,27 (MTI) (“NOw the house Was tull of ICN

andn‚ all the lords of the Phılıstines WeTC {Here: and the roof there WeTC
about three thousand Men and n‚ who looked whıle Samson made
sport‘‘) and ("”and the house fell UDON the lords and (D all who were IN
It. SO the lead whom he Tew Aalt AiSs death WeIC LLLOTC than those hom he had
slaın durıng hıs Hs:) Josephus’ vers10n, C omıts mention of
onlookers, indıicates lower overall Philıstine casualty fıgure (“only  9 3,.000 men),
and avo1ds the eXtravagant claım that Samson kılled LLOTC Phiılıstines al the
mMoment of h1s death than he had durıng his entire ı1fetime.
For the Ontent of the bıblıcal Samson’s DIayCIS, SC In Judges the
PTIayCIS ATrec separate Dy the notice Samson’s graspıng the {WO pıllars In
16.29 Pseudo-Phıiılo keeps the [WO Components of Samson’s dyıng word LOge-
ther in CONtINUOUS He lıkewıise o1ves distinct Ontent the second
of the utterances he attrıbutes 5Samson;: B above.
Wıth thıs Component of Samson s (inıtıal) PIayCI (//5Pseudo-Phıiılo utilızes the
Ontent of hıs subsequent plea in 6,30a0 (“et die ıth these Phılıstines”).
Compare the conclusıon Samson’’s (inıtıal) DIraycI in 16,28 that INAay be

41
avenged uDON the Phılıstines for ONC of [WO eveS;:
hıs portion of the Pseudo-Phiılonic Samson’s DIayCI lacks bıblıcal equlvalent;

it SCC Jacobson, Commentary I1 1002
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16,293| and 00 (iactavit) them  42 The house collapsed, and kılled all who
WEIC around it |// 16,30ba\. eır number IMenNn and women.’  43

Sequels
Judg 16,31 rounds off the 1DI1Ca. acCcount of Samson’s eal wıth

addıtional items: the burıal of the hero’s Dy hıs famıly members
V l a) and hISs 20-year ftenure AS Judge (v.3 1b Judg Reversing the
SOUTCEC»osephus reproduces B3 16b) the latter notice first *Such
WdS his end, after governing (XPEXVTO) Israel foryyears.””“” Thereafter,
he PAaUsSCS interject extended epıthet 5.317a) for Samson of the SO  m \ he
provıdes for INanYy eadıng 1DI1Ca figures. ” Thıs reads:

Pseudo-Philo’s term for hat Samson dıd ıth the pıllars has equıvalent in
LA 16,30aß (SLEOELOEV, “he shook them ıth all hıs might|).” Compare

and C  >< (<he bowed |Greek: EKÄLVEV] ıth all his miıght”) and S
(he lıfted them [ EBAOTAEEV] ıth all hIS might”)
Judg 16,30 does not specı1fy the number of Phıilistines kılled. Pseudo-Phıiılo)’s fıgure
1S much hıgher than the number of Samson’s potential victims cıted ın 16,27 (the
3,000 IN and the roof), although that Iso alludes the

of addıtional DCTSONS insıde the house ıtself who would doubtless have
dıed ell when the house collapsed. By contrast, Josephus (5.316) Iımıts the
Phıilistine casualtıes 3,000 IMNCN, makıng mentıon of onlookers and
victims, do the Bıble and Pseudo-Phılo, RC above. In his Ouaest. In Judic. X11
(PG 51 1). Theodoret of Cyrus that hen Samson brought down the
roof of the ““temple of the ıdols,” he kılled 3,000 IinenNn along wıth hımself (see
Josephus) ell “much greater number of women ”; SCC Iso Gen Rab

which states that whereas there WEeTC 3,000 Philıstines the roof (SO Judg
who perished, 66  NO ONC kNnOws how INanı y there WCIC behind them  27 (who

would have dıed along ıth Samson well) Neıther Pseudo-Phıiılo 19(0)8 Josephus
reproduces the (extravagant) claım of 16,30bß about Samson’s kıllıng INOTE
Phılıstines al hıs death than he had durıng hıs ıfetime.
Compare “He had jJudged (EXXA EKPLVEV) Israel for LWenLY years  297 In hIs
aCCOUuNtT of the bıblıcal Judges,” Josephus, here, regularly substitutes other terms
for the Bıble’s verb “_1udge” when referring theır leadershıp actıvity. Josephus
lacks equıvalent the earlıer mention of Samson’s -year Judgeship In Judg
15,20 Rabbinic tradıtiıon Sofah 1 Num. Rab. 14.9) COMMEeNTIS concerning the
double bıblıcal mentiıon of Samson’s tenure that the first such reference alludes

the of Samson’s ıfetime during whıich he ruled Ver srael, whıle the
second points the following HIS death during which, due Samson’s
exploıts, the Philistines remaıned In dread ofhım and Israel had
On the feature, SCC Feldman, Josephus’s Interpretation 80-8
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And it 1S but rıght admıre the INan for hıs valour hıs strength
(Layboc)”® and the grandeur (WEY@AOHPOVOC) of hıs end, Iso for the
wrath (6pyRc)”' which he cherished the ast agaınst hISs enemıles.
hat he let hımself be ensnared Dy (LTO YUVALKOC XAOVAL)
must be ımputed human nature (Tn OUgeEL T@WOV XVONWTWV) which SUC-

cumbs SINS (NtTtOVL &pocprnpo'cr(ov)4g; but testimonYy 1S due hım for
hıs surpassıng excellence (dpetAc)”” in all] the rest.

Havıng inserted the foregomg encomıum nto hıs reproduction of 16,31,
osephus tinally 5.317b) supplıes hIis delayed notice the urıal of Sam-
SON (// 16,31a) concerning WANAI1C:| he °Hıs kınsfolk (oLThe End of Samson according to Josephus  55  And it is but right to admire the man for his valour (@petAc), his strength  (toxGoc)*® and the grandeur (uey@Aödpovoc) of his end, as also for the  wrath (öpyfic;)47 which he cherished to the last against his enemies.  8  That he let himself be ensnared by a woman (0TO yuvaıköc &iOvaL)  must be imputed to human nature (tjj ®üoeıL tOv dvOpetTwvV) which suc-  cumbs to sins (Attovı &pocpmpo'ctmv)“; but testimony is due to him for  his surpassing excellence (o’cperfic;)so in all the rest.  Having inserted the foregoing encomium into his reproduction of 16,31,  Josephus finally (5.317b) supplies his delayed notice on the burial of Sam-  son (// 16,31a) concerning which he states: “His kinsfolk (oi ... ouyyeveic)”! then  46  “Strength” is a Leitwort in Josephus’ presentation of Samson overall; indeed, in  Ant. 5.285 he (curiously) declares that the hero’s name means “strong”  47  (Loxupöv). See Feldman, Josephus’s Interpretation 465-471.  In the context of Josephus’ epithet for Samson in 5.317a this term has a positive  sense and might be intended as a reminiscence of the opening words of the /liad  which speak of the book’s theme as the “wrath” (UfVLV) of the great hero Achil-  les. On the other hand the same term is used in the nearer and wider contexts of  Antiquitates with less positive connotations; see 5.294 (no biblical parallel;  Samson’s former wife “scorns him for his wrath” [öpyfic] against the Philistines  to whom she betrayed the answer to his riddle and 2.141 (in his address to  Joseph, Judah, again without a biblical basis, urges him: “make virtue thy  counsellor in place of that wrath [öpyYic], which mean men take for strength  [Loxboc, i.e. the Leitwort of Josephus’ portrayal of Samson who, according to  5.317b, combined both strength and wrath], having recourse to it not only in  great matters only, but in trivial”). On the point, see the remarks of Feldman,  Josephus’s Interpretation 471-472 and Roncace, Another Portrait 198-199.  48  This formulation echoes Josephus’ likewise inserted reference to Samson’s “deeming  it direr than all his ills to be unable to be avenged of such insults” in 5.315a. Both  sequences highlight the intensity of the hero’s animosity against his Philistine  49  abusers and his determination not to let their mistreatment of him go unrequited.  With the foregoing parenthetical notice Josephus does introduce a qualification  of his concluding praise of Samson. The tone of that allusion to his allowing  Delilah to take advantage of his passion for her (see Judg 16,4-20// Ant. 5.306-  313b) nevertheless seems quite indulgent, attributing his doing this to a general  human tendency to sin, i.e. as something that could happen to anyone, given  50  humans’ natural proneness to sinfulness.  This term constitutes an inclusion with the opening of Josephus’ encomium on  51  Samson where he speaks of the admiration due his “valour” (&petRc).  Josephus’ single designation conflates the mention of “his brothers and all (>  LXX B) the house of his father” as those who bury Samson in 16,31a.OuyyEeveic)” then

46 “Strength” 1S Leitwort In Josephus’ presentatıon of Samson overall; indeed, in
Ant. 5 285 he (curio0usliy) declares that the hero’s Namec “Stl'ong”
(LOXvpOV). See Feldman, Josephus’s Interpretation 465-471
In the Context of Josephus’ epıthet for Samson ın 1 /a thıs term has posıitıve

and might be intended d remmnIsSscence of the opening words of the Iliad
which speak of the book’s theme the .6,  wrath” (UNVLV) of the great hero Achıl-
les On the other hand the Saimnec term 1S used In the CaIiIcT and wıder of
Antiquitates 1ıth less posıtıve connotatıons; SCC 5.294 (no bıblıcal parallel;
Samson’s former ıfe “SCOFrNSs hım for hı1ıs wrath” [OpYNC] agaınst the Philistines

whom she betrayed the AdNSWeT hıs rıddie and TAN (1n hıs address
Joseph, Judah, agaın wıthout d bıblıcal basıs, u hım “make virtue thy
counsellor ın place of that wrath [OpyYNc], which INC.: inen take for strengt)
|LOYVOC, 1e the Leitwort of Josephus’ portrayal of Samson who, accordıng

combıined both strength and wrath|, havıng it not only in
matters only, but In trıvial”). On the poımnt, SCC the remarks of Feldman,

Josephus’s Interpretation AF and Roncace, Another Portrait 198-199
48 Thıs formulatıon echoes Josephus’ 1kewıse inserted reference Samson’s “deemimng

ıt diırer than all hıs Ils be unable be avenged of such insults” in 5: 315a oth
SCQUCNCES hıghlıght the intensıty of the hero’s anımosıty agaınst hıs Phıilıstine
abusers and hIs determinatıon NOL let theır miıstreatment of hım unrequıted.
Wıth the foregomng parenthetical notice Josephus does introduce qualıification
of hıs concludıing praise of Samson. The tone of that allusıon hıs allowıng
Delılah take advantage of hıs passıon for her (see Judg 16,4-20// Ant 5.306-

nevertheless quıte indulgent, attrıbuting hI1Ss domg thıs general
human tendency SIN, 1.€€ somethıng that could happen AaNyONC, gı1ven
humans’ natural PTONCNCSS sınfulness.
hıs term constitutes inclusıon ıth the openıng of Josephus’ encomıum
Samson where he speaks of the admıratıon due hıs “valour” (@XPETNC).
Josephus’ single desıignatıon conflates the mention of “hıs brothers and all
EXX the house ofhıs father” those who bury Samson in
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took hıs body (tTO OUAX)” and burıed hım at Sarasa (Z0pouo0), AiLS natıve
5954place (T TATpLÖL), wıth hıs forefathers (WETA INIL OUYYEVÖV)

As In the CAdSC of 6,27-30 (see above), Pseudo-Philo’s rendering of
1651 In FA dheres IMNOTEC closely the Bıble’s and
wordıing than do osephus’ notices Samson’s burıal and tenure Ihat
rendering States *Samson’s brothers and hıs entire household went down
and took hım and buried hım In the tomb of hıs father 16.31a].”” He had

5556Jjudged Israel t(Wwenty ,
Conclusıon

At the end of thıs urn the roader questi1ons formulated al
the beginnıng In order Ssummarıze I Yy indıngs regardıng them The fırst
of those questions concerned osephus’ text-erıtical affınıties In Ant 15
DE (G1ven hıs INa y abbreviations of SOUTCEC Content In thıs segment ds ell ASs

hıis verall paraphrasıtic andlıng of the 1DI1Ca presentatıon, OUT study, not
surprisingly, yıelded rather of relevance the matter. In several
instances ıt dıd, CINCISC, however, that osephus alıgns imself wıth the text
of K MX (and VL) agaınst that of SS B, where dBICcCS sometimes

Josephus COMPICSSCS the LNOIC expansıve wordıing of 16,3 lacı where the relatıves
“CcCOme down, take hım (Samson and bring hım +2  up. Rabbinic tradıtiıon (Gen
Rab sks hOow the relatıves WEeTIC able fınd Samson’s body Nn all
the Phılıstine dead and responds that the Phılıstines who fell uponNn the hero when
he overthrew the house rolled off hım, thıs tulfillıng Jacob’s character1ızatıon of
Samson’s ancestor Dan In Gen 49,1 7 viper that bıtes the horse’s heels
that hıis rıder falls backward.”

53 Judg 16,31aß has Samson burıed “between orah (LXX Moupao) and Eshtaol (LXÄX
’Eo0x0A) (In Judg 32 *Z orah” 1S the hometown of Samson’s father ano.
According Mez, Bıbel 18 Josephus’ form 2000 reflects h1ıs (mıs-)readiıng of
the CONsoNanN of the place amnec 17 Schalıt, Namenwörterbuch
maımntaıns that the form Josephus WTOTLEe Was rather Noapa.
Compare the concludıng indıcatıon of 9:  a, accordıng whiıch Samson Was
burıed 6,  iın the tomb ofhıs tfather Manoah.”
Unlıke both the Bıble and Josephus, Pseudo-Phılo D1VvES indıcatıon CONCETN-

ing the locale of Samson’s burıal.
In Contrast the dramatıc StOr1es told DY the Bıble, Josephus, and Pseudo-Phılo,
the “Samarıtan Chronicle No. II” sımply mentions the fact of “Kın g„ Samson’s
dyıng wıthout provıdıng further detaıls; SCC Macdonald, Chronicle 5 (earlıer
that document introduces Samson “milıtary commander” who succeeded Kıng
Antıel [LE the mınor Judge Abdon of Judg 12,13-15] and characterizes hım
“the ast of the kıngs of the el of Dıvıne Favour; he commıtted veLYyY Man Yy miıghty
CItSsSOthe natıons, for he Smote innumerable of theır men”;  7, see ibid., 110)



The End of Samson accordıng Josephus

wıth the former and sometimes wıth the latter wıtness. Thus, C In the Iıne
of FE 16,25 he O3 14b) refers the Phılistines’ mockıng of Sam-
SON, whereas In and PF ıt 15 Samson who “makes sport  27 before
them; SG 24; cfT. also 2729323474

MY study generated LNOTC data of interest wıth regarı IN Y second
question osephus’ rewrıting technıques in b-3 and the dıstiınc-
t1veness of hıis aCCOuNtT of Samson’s end that results from theır applıcatıon.
everal tımes, fırst of all, the hıstorı1an expands the 1DI1Ca presentatıon;
CC In partıcular hıs insertion concerning Samson’s STa of mınd In makıng
his request of hıs attendant in (compare and above all the
interjected encomıum of Conversely, he COMIDICSSCS the content of,
6.8.; k6:24 (compare the Phılıstines’ agaınst 5Samson), DA
74 (compare the Phılıstines’ exaltatıon OVeTLT theır captıve), and omıts
the hero’s yıng PIayCIS (16,28.3 1a0) completely. In addıtıon, the hıstori1an
TCaITaNSCS the 1DI1Ca COMPDALIC 6,27-30 and a’ F6:31 and
52 16bh:317 ° Fınally, he also modiıfties the Bıble’s narratıve in ST1 other
WAdY>, C substituting indırect for direct discourse (see 24), introduciıng

reference the Philıstines’ SYMDOSTUM (compare the allusıon theır hearts
eıng ...  merr y ın F6:25:; SCC 233 and havıngz Samson burı:ed “wıth h1s
forefathers n fine) rather than co  in the tomb of Manoah hıis father” (SO
16,31a)

What then 1S dıstinctive about osephus’ vers1o0n of Samson s end, gıven
hıs applıcatıon of the foregoing rewrıting technıques the 1D11Ca account?
Overall, osephus ffects certaın streamlınıng of the Ole affaır V1a hıs
Om1ss1o0n of INa y SOUTCE detaıls and repetit1ons. On the theologıca evel.
mention of the god agon and the Phıilıstines’ double acclamatıon of
hım A4Ss the OTIC who handed Samson OVeECT to them dısappears iın R rewrTIıting
(compare and 16,23-24). Wıth VIEW Samson s image (and that
of hıs people Overa. In the CYVYCS of h1ıs intended Greco-Roman readership, ”
-} On the overall question of the ext(s) of Judges used by Josephus, SC Mez, Bıbel

30-81; Harle, Septante, and odet, Flavıus Josephe X1IV-XV. All these authors
hıghlıght Josephus’ affınıtıes ıth the LE wıtnesses In the 0o0k of Judges,
those affınıties suggesting that Josephus attests ““proto-Luc1anıc” texft f the
book

58 In the former of the above instances the rearrangement DOCS together ıth
marked abbrevıiation of the bıblıcal content, whıiıle in the atter, Josephus expands
the SOUTCE notices Samson’s burıal and tenure that he reproduces in LO VG1SC
order ıth the inserted encomıum the hero Here, ften elsewhere, Jose-
phus rewrıting technıques ShOWw themselves be interconnected.
On cultivated Gentiles the primary intended audıence of the Antiquitates, SCC

Feldman, Josephus’s Interpretation 46-49
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the hıstori1an 1kewise modıfiıes and embellıshes the depiction of hIs
end varıety of WdYy> Negatıvely, he PAaASSCS OV! the degradatıon invol-
ved the cCaptıve Samson orindıng al the mu SCC 13) Just
he nowhere refer hım dSs 1MSe. makıng SPOIT ore the Phılıstines
all of Judg 16 F do fo vVarylıng degrees (see g} 24) hıs Samson
not actıve partıcıpant the mockery he undergoes More posiively,
josephus hıghlıghts the personal innate strength COUTASC and resolution
wıth 1C Samson meets hıs end both Dy eaving asıde the 1DI11Ca fıgure
double plea (16 28 ac for dıvıne assıstance d he overthrows house

nd by hıs interjected allusıon 1{8 the hero refusal dıe unavenged
(5 and hıs extended inserted hım (S5 Thereby, he
presen Greco OoOman readers wıth Samson whose hero1c has
been considerably enhanced VIS the portraya of hım and hIs
end

My ına OPDCHINS questi0o as hOow osephus of Samson
end relates O Ifs andlıng Dy hIs (approx1mate) Contemporary Pseudo 110
and by later) rabbıinıc tradıtion

Wıth Pseudo 110 43 (In Ine osephus rTeWTILL of Judg
16 Ant 313b 317 isplays simılarıties but alsSO dıfferences Neıther
author reproduces the notiIces of 16 Samson eing taken down (8
(jaza and grindıng al the ıll there Both OMIT dS ell the Philıstines double
acclamatıon of theır god agon (16 23 24) and the claım (16 about
Samson kıllıng TLLIOTC Phiılıiıstines eal than he had ıfe They er

mentionıng only intended mockıng of Samson by the Phıilistines
rather than (also) the hero S OW: makıng sport  29 of hımself before them
(se8 16 AD and ct 24) On the other hand theır respective presentations
dıffer sıgnıfıcant r  p Whereas osephus makes mention of ına
Praycr by Samson and hereby accentuates the hero 5 OW: trength
manıfested hıs overthrow of the house Pseudo 110 lıne wıth the

OW) presentation central place 118 Samson appeal God
(and accordingly the dıvıne assıstance that nables hım tO accomplısh hIis
purpose) In addıtion Pseudo 110 here LOO 1ıke the ıtself. has
equıvalent tO osephus extended for Samson thıs respect A

ell showıng ess COMNCEIN wıth hıghlıghting the PCISON of the hero In
erCO hıs fellow post-bıblıcal hiıstori1an he hews INOTEC closely
the of 16 D 3() and 16 than does osephus 316 317 ınal-
ly, Pseudo 110 supplies fıgure (40 000) for the Phıilıstines casualtıes

On the apologetic CONMNCETN at ork Josephus procedure here Counter
contemporary claıms about absence ONn the Jews of IHCN and fıgures of
milıtary dıstinction the Greco-Roman mold, SCC Feldman, Josephus’ Nnier-
pretation 139133
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that far exceeds the number COINIMNON L6:24 and Q, Le 3,000
Josephus vers1ion of Samson’s has then alTday of both communalıties
ıth and dıvergences from Pseudo-Phılo’s, wiıth NO OTMIC 19(8)  < the other
reproducing the 1DI1Ca data INOTE “faithfully.”® By ntrast, osephus
evidences parallels wıth the developments of the 1DI1Ca aCCount Oun:
in rabbinıc tradıtion, concerning such matters d the hero’s eıng taken
(jaza (see 12), hıs “grindiıng” there (see pS). hIs Drayer (n 333 and the
TECOVEIY of his (see 5D

The four and half paragraphs makıng Ant. 3b-3 dIc tıny
iragment of osephus’ 20-book hıstory. 1 A hope has emerged from
thıs C  > CVeEn small DaSSagc does the kınd of close, INDA-
ratıve study have endeavored o1ve it here.

Summary
Thıs offers close readıng of osephus’ aCCount Ant. - 3423 k) of

Samson’s end In comparıson both wıth the udg „21-3 L, dSs represented
Dy the majJor ancıent wıtnesses) and wıth Pseudo-Phıiılo and rabbinıc tradıtion.
V1S-a-VIS the 1D11Ca. presentatıon, osephus’ version, streamlınes atters,
1ıle also accentuatıng the hero1c stature of Samson, V1a inserted encomıum
uDON hım and the Om1ss1ıon of Samson’s appeals for dıvine assıstance cıted in
16,28 and 30ba. ıth Pseudo-Phıiılo hıs rewrıting evidences both simılarıties
and dıfferences Both authors, sıgnıfıcantly the Bıble’s narratıve.
1ıle, however, Josephus downplays the theologıca. dımens1ıon of Samson’s
end, Pseudo-Phiılo ollows the In 91ving central place the hero’s plea
for help Fınally, Josephus’ rendıtion ısplays Aa4aWAaTEeENCSS of the
Varlous rabbinıc developments around the dramatıc finale of Samson’s ıfe

Zusammenfassung
Dıeser Beıtrag biletet eiıne detaıllıerte Darstellung Vvon osephus’ Beschre1-

bung Ant. 5.313b-317) des Ende Samsons 1Im Vergleıich mıt der (Rı
6,21-31, WIE UrC) die alten Zeugen belegt), mıt Pseudo-Phıiılo und der

On the Man simılarıties and dıfferences between Josephus and Pseudo-Phıiılo
NOr the whole COUTSC of theır respectıve rewrıitings of the Bıble, SCC Feldman,

62
Prolegomenon Ivyiın-Ixv1.
As 1l be noted, MOSLT of the rabbinıc developments cıted above CONCETN bıblical
items that Josephus sımply leaves unutilized. Accordingly, ıt IS NOL surprisıng that
he lacks parallels the rabbis’ developments of these. On the question of Jose-
phus’ relatıonshıp rabbıinıc tradıtiıon overall, RO6 Feldman, Josephus’s Interpreta-
tıon 635577 who calls attention the Man poıints of contact between the histo-
rlan’s presentatıon and that tradıtıon elsewhere ın his wriıtings.
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rabbinıschen Tradıtion. Gegenüber der bıblıschen Darstellung aktualıisıert cdıe
ersion des osephus den o indem 7 B Samson als heroische Gestalt
11FE dıe Eınfügung eines Enkomion über ihn betont und weiıters Samsons ufe
nach göttlıcher Unterstützung, dıe In 16,28 und In 30ba angeführt werden,
auslässt. Seine Neuimnterpretation besıtzt Ahnlichkeiten und Unterschiede
Pseudo-Phılo Beıide Autoren komprimileren T die bıblısche Darstellung C1-

eblich Während jedoch Josephus die theologische Bedeutung VOoNn Samsons
Ende herunterspielt, olg Pseudo-Phılo der 1ıbel, WENNn dem Hılfeschrel des
Heldes nach (Jottes einen zentralen Platz eiınräumt. Schlielilic. ze1ıgt
osephus’ Wiıedergabe keıne Kenntnis der verschıedenen rabbinıschen Entfal-

über das drastischen Endes VOIN Samsons Leben
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