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Introduction

Among the less memorable fıgures presented in the Book of Judges
surely rank the 1ve SO-Calle: “Mınor Judges,” Tola udg 1-2), Jaır (10:3-

Ibzan (12:8-10), Elon (  1-1  9 and on (1213415). thıs
focus osephus’ portrayal of these gures In hıs Ant 5254271274° My
projecte: study ınvolves L[WwO-part cComparıson of the Josephan materal. First-
1y, chall COM1IDAIC thıs wıth the Judges materı1al ıtself ds represented Dy the
followıing maJor wıtnesses (BHS),’ Codices Alexandrınus (A) and Vatıica-
1US (B) of the LXX the Vetus Latina (hereafter VE). the Vulgate (hereafter
Ve); and argum onathan (hereafter To.)- Secondly, COMPDAIC Jose-
phus andlıng of the mınor Judges wıth theır treatment in [WO other pDOST-
1DI1Ca wrıtings, 1.e Pseudo-Phiılo)s erAntıquitatum Bi  1ICArUum hereaf-

Jephthah en]Oys dual the book he 15 both maJor Judge whose
milıtary exploits the long segment Judg 10:6-12:6 15 devoted and m1nor Judge
whose tenure, death and bunal ArIec summarıly reported E  —- (ven that
peculıar STatus of h1s, leave out of cons1iıderation thıs Y.
For the texti and translatıon of Ant. 5.254,271-274 uSsSe Marcus, Josephus N
H4SI BDDD have lıkewıise consulted the Greek texT and French trans-
latıon of and nNOotes the above odet, Flavıus Josephe H’ 1/
1/75%* and the annotated translatıon ofBegg, Flavıus Josephus, 62 .67-68
Judg 1015 and dIC not the (fragmentary) Qumran Judges
manuscr1pts.
For the and of Judg 10:1=-5 and 8-15, usSe Rahl{fs, Septuagınta I’
450.459-460 I] have lıkewiıise consulted the annotated French translatıon of these

Greek wıtnesses Harle, uges, 176-179.196-197 Harle Iso proviıdes refe-
TENCES the C112 (hereafter readıngs of the Judges (which
generally together wiıth those of A) the and of Judges, SCC

briefly Harle, uges, TEL
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For the Vg text of Judg 10:155 and uSec TySon, Bıblia‚ 339 343
For the targumı1c texTi of Judg 107125 and - usec Sperber, Bıble
Aramaıc, 1L, 69.74 have Iso consulted the translatıon of the argumı1c 1n
Harrıngton Saldarın1, Targum Jonathan, 8(). 84
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ter L.A.B.), chaps 38 and 4A1° and the “Samarıtan onıcle No II” hereaf-
ter SC)- Vıa thıs double Comparıson, ope {O bring into sharper focus what
1s dıstinctive about the hıstorlan s depiction of these obscure hgures

Tola
As the immediate SUCCESSOT of the infamous Abımelech Judges Judg

O:17 M1I) introduces certaın - Fola; SON öf Pu:  C SOM at Dodo, * quailfy-
ıng hım d INan of Issachar resident al “Chanir”“! the phraımuite hıll
UNnIrYy. Judg 10:2 rounds off the Bıble’s VELIYy r1e acCount of thıs 1gure
wıth mentıon of the twenty-three (V/L /3) he Judged srael, followed
Dy hıs ea! and burıal anır.

osephus’ presentatıon, Tola dısappears wıthout C, wıth the
eag of Abiımelech (Ant. S: 3537/ Judg :3 eing ollowe: iımmediately Dy
the aCCess1on of Jaır 5.254// Judg 10:3) The 1CasSsOnN for Tola’s absence ın
osephus remaıns elusıve sınce he 1S not SUUTCEC of embarrassment 4S
such other 1DI1Ca PErSONALCS events d the golden calf of Exodus 372
cah’s dol in Judges LE that osephus lıkewise leave aside.!* In alıY
CaSC, ıt 1S noteworthy that Pseudo-Phılo {00 makes mentiıon of Tola ” By

For the atın text of :EA 38 and 41 use Jacobson, Commentary, and
for the Englısh translatıon 1.15/762
For the evelant of uUsSec Macdonald, Samarıtan Chronicle No H’
36-39 (Hebrew eX and 104-110 (Englısh translatıon). thıs Y focus

Josephus’ presentatıon of the mıinor Judges. Accordingly, shall not
into detaıl cConcerning Pseudo-Philo and treatments of them (for which
refer the reader the introductions and elevant notes of Jacobson and Macdo-
nald, respectively), but CONCentrate rather hıghlighting simılarıties and dıffe-

between these and Josephus’ acCcount.
E and Vg all take form ch 0” COMMMON NO 1.e °hıs
(paternal) uncle,” the TONOUD “his” referring back the Abımelech
mentioned al the Start of 10:1 On thıs understanding, ola would be the grand-

11
SOM of the (unnamed) uncle ofAbıimelech.
{ XN and have *Samarıa.”
Nodet (Flavıus Josephe II’ FIS. 1) varıety of possıble motivations
for Tola’s absence from Josephus’ acCCount the hiıstorlan’s anımosity against
Abimelech whom ola immediately follows the incompatibility wıth JTola’s
23-year bıblical rule wıth Josephus’ overall chronology. Alternatively, Nodet
pomints Out that the lacuna miıght be due homo10arcton wiıth the CVC of the
hıstori1an (or subsequent Copyıst) passıng TOm the openıng words N Q of
10:1 (1ola) the simiılar expression DDM at the sStart of 10:3 aır
Thıs 1S dSc of “"negatıve agreement” between the [WO authors. They further
share varıety of posıtıve agreements agamst the Bıble itself; SCC the lıstingFeldman, Prologomenon, Ivin-Ixi. As Jacobson (Commentary. and ther
COmMMEentators pomt oul, there 1s obvious lacuna at thıs Juncture the
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contrast, does selectively reproduce the data of (M1) Judge IO0:42) COIN-

cerning Tola (hıs tfather Puah, 23-year rule. death), 1le havıng hım buried,
not al SS Nanır. - but rather ...  in the and of hechem  99

Jaır

andıng nexTt in the 1DI1Ca serl1es of mı1ınor Judges 15 “Jair” eatured
Jude 0355 The supplıes the ollowing data concerning hım “(lea-
dite: he Judged Israe]l t[Wenty-LWO Hıs 3() SONS rode 3() and
had 3() cities‘“ (these called “Havoth-Jaır (8 thıs day  99 and siıtuated in the

5515land of Gılead). Jaır dies and 1s urıe ın K amon.
osephus o1VveSs presentatıon of Jaır ınvolving varlety of mınor

OM1SS1ONS and amplıfıcations of the Bıble’s aCCcount in Ant. 5 254 It reads:
The leadersh1ip (THV Hysuoviav) of the Israelıtes Wäas taken ver Dy
alr (Iagipnc; COMIDATC S 'Tas1p) the Gileadıte (0 l“oc)»ozönvög),17
of the ftribe of. Manasseh, ® WUn In all WUaVS blessed (EÖSAiLOV), }
and chiefly In his DPFOgenYV of valiant (&y(1601’)g)20 SONS, thirty  21

manuscr1pts ofLA where the aCCOUuNT of Abıiımelech nds wıth hım
dyıng due woman s castıng miıllstone hıs head (compare Judg 9:53-54)
and there immediately follows mention of the bulldıngz of Sanctuary
aal Dy unspecıfied subject (whom the contextft indicates 15 be identified
wiıth Jalr
The OX wıtnesses have place of MTI’’s all three of the above 1N-
Stances. V Vg and Ig HM wıth figures.
Compare DE POauuom; PauLvovr; Gamon: Vg Camon.

Judg 10:3 alr “arıses” and Judges  29 (LXX EKPWEV) Israel Whereas the
usSesS the latter term reference the actıvıty of ach of the mı1ınor Judges,
Josephus invarıably substitutes SOMNC alternatıve formulatıon when speakıng of
theır leadership roles.
Compare XD 1 QOQAOLTNG; C L aAaao.
Thıs indication concerning Jair’s trıbal lacks basıs Judg 10:3 iıtself
italicize such elements of Josephus’ presentation thıs essay.). Josephus dPDDa-
rently derived the iıtem TOmM Num A - where “ Jaır S(I1 of Manasseh” of the
time of Moses takes possess1ion of Amorite viıllages and ca these °Havvoth-
Jair” (see 10:4)
This overall, positive character1zatiıon of Jair’s lıfe and enure aG IT

Judg 10:35 On Josephus’ usc of the Key term EVÖQLLOVIO of TrTee moral
philosophy though nowhere used the OC and its cognates, SCC Weıss,
Pharisäismus 42 J=478
Thıs qualification of Jair’s SO1I15 lacks equıvalent 10:4)°s5 mention of them.
The insertion reinforces the preceding reference Jair’s “blessed” he nOoTt

21 only had Manı SONS, these WEeTITC Iso “g00d” Nes

Josephus’ f1gure dQICCS wıth that of MT 10:4 agalnst XC 3 ' SCC
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number, excellent (XPLOTOVC) horsemen (innEGELWV  22)23 whom Was

commıtted the government of the several cıties of Cilead Theır
father, fter bearıng rule (Inv XOXNV) for twenty-[wo years, diıed INn
old ageE (ynpou6c)“ and rece1ved honoured burlal (TAONC
XE10DTOL) at Kamon (Kauov),““ Cıty of Gilead.””

Both Judg 10:3-5 and osephus er posıtıve albeıt quıite SUMMIMNAaTY
aCCOount of Jair’s nure. seudo-Phiılo (L.A.B. 38), by contras(Ti, o1ves INOTC
tended portrayal of thıs fıgure and ON that IS 12 negatıve. thıs PIC-
sentatıon Jaır erects altar 1{8 Baal (see 13) and proclaıms that aı y NC
who refuses (8) worshiıp Baal will dıe (38 la) Seven do refuse and CON-
emne be urne by Jaır (38 1b-3a). thıs Juncture the angel athanıe
intervenes, extinguishing the fıre. burnıngz Jair’s ervantis, and enablıng the
al SCVECT CSCaDC Dy ınflıcthing blindness the people 38.3bc) There-
after, the ange confronts Jair hımself who havıng been “raised irom the dust
and made leader OVCT the people has led the people aStray 38.4ad) atha-
nıel  2  S punıtıve actıvıty then climaxes wiıth hıs urniıng of Jaır. demolıtion of
the pıllar of Baal, and burnıng of both Baal and the 1,000 who adIc tandıng
Dy thıs (38.4e).”

Josephus’ only ther uUusc of the verb LTE UG 1s Ant. 17.29
Compare 10:4 (MI) where alr SOMNS rıde “ascses_ ” Josephus subst1-
{utes qualification of the SONS’ horsemanshıp that echoes hıs Prev10us charac-
ter1zatiıon of them “valıant.”
Josephus abbreviates the closing formulatıon of 10  > “(the SONS had thırty
cıties, called Havvoth-)Jaır thıs day, which the land of (nlead.” Ihe
historian regularly omıts bıblıcal eti1ological notices lıke the above which speak
of phenomena existing 4O thıs day  9 that by hıs time May well have ceased

do
Josephus’ f1gure for alr’s enure corresponds that found all wıtnesses for
Judg 10:3b
Judg 1T0:3=5 g1ves indicatiıon regardıng alır’s dZC at death. osephus’ insertion

the ma }er reinforce his opening mention of the eader’s “blessed”
ex1istence.

Judg 10:5 Jair 1S siımply “burled.” The “honorableness” of that burjal
Josephus’ wording 1s final confirmation of the “blessedness” of his entire

Josephus’ L1alle for the sıte of Jaır bunal wiıth that of agamınst those
of (see 15)
Judg 1O:3 does not supply such localızatıon of *Kamon.” Josephus derıves the
indication TOmM the cContext where Jaır himself 1s called “Gileadıte” and
h1is SOMNS have theır cıties ... the land of Gilead”
FoOor HIOTEC detaıls the Var1lous possıble SUOUTCECS both bıblical and extrabıiblical
Pseudo-Phıiılo May have util1ızed developing hıs negatıve portrayal of Jair, SCC
Jacobson, Commentary, 2.939-945 Here sSımply note that accordıng Jacob-
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Finally, takes OVCOT vırtually the entire content of the re)
Jaır. At the SaImnc time ıt embellıshes thıs wıth few er partıculars 1C-

flecting the work  A  s Samarıtan and priestly interests. Specıifically, it has the
entire people nstall Jaır N theır ruler *Mount Ger1zım the

of the hıgh priest Shısha1 Jaır himself 1S called prince of the
trnıbe of Manasse e datum paralleled Josephus (see 15). Hıs e9] and
burılal in °Kamon ” 10:5) OCCUTS the ’Tth VCar of ısha1  s hıgh
priesthood.

Ibzan

ollowıng the long interlude devoted {o ep.  a the ma]jor/mınor Judge
(see 1), the INMENCE: second segment udg 12:8-15) COMNCCTI-

nıng the mınor Judges wıth the figure of Jephthah’s immediıate SUCCCSSOT,
1.e °Ihzan” in v.8-10 him, ıt records the followıing detaıls hıs
hometown of Bethlehem,”“ hıs 3() SONS and ughters for all of whom he PrOo-
vides SPOUSCS from “outsıide” (hıs clan: SCC 3%): hıs HYur
eg and burjal ql Bethlehem

Josephus’ version S5S2A) elaborates the 1DI1Ca data wıth addıtional ıtems
in WdYy remıminıscent of hıs handlıng of Jaır in 5: ):54:;

Upon the death of Jephthah |on thıs SCC DA ELE the rulership
(Tn XDYNV) passed33 Apsanes (’AWavnNcC) of the tribe of Judah”“

SOMn (2.940). followıing Ginzberg, Legends, 6.202; the startıng point for Pseudo-
Phılo’s whole construction concerning Jaır Was the mention of hıs being buried
111 *K amon” (1P) Judg 10  Un Pseudo-Phiılo would have taken this PTODCI
place 1LLallle the Aramaıiıc Greek oanword 119 12 ee! KOAUWUW10V) INCca-

nıng “furnace” and Camle the idea that alr ended being cConsumed bDy
“fire” (see 38.4) Further developıngz thıs suggest10n, Jacobson that
Pseudo-Philo elaborated his StOFrY about Jair’s idolatry order aACCOUuUuNT for the
figure’s disastrous end (sentencıing others be burned, Jair himself undergoes
this ate further note, that V1a h1is Om1ss1ıon of ola and rewrnting of the
bıblıcal StOTY of alr hımself, Pseudo-Philo generates A (L.A.B.
featuring egreg10usly reprobate Israelıte leaders. 1.e Abimelech and alr

31
both of whom (0)881% spectacularly bad nds
The f1gure bears d varıety of Nammes the other wıtnesses of 12  O EoceßovV
(EXX AL), A BOLGOV (LXX B), Esselom CL Abessan Vg.)372 Scholars debate which bıblıcal °“Bethlehem” thıs 15 the well-known Judean LOown

rather the sıte Zebulon mentioned Josh E9-453 See Bolıng, Judges, Z
216

33 Compare 12  v “Ibzan judged Israel.”
Wıth thıs inserted indicatiıon Josephus spells T0om whıich Bethlehem Ibzan haled:
Sal
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and the CItVy of Bethlehem. He had SIX: children,35 SOMNS and
Da y daughters, all of whom he left alive alt his death,36 after

bestowıng WIves and husbands uDON Al Having achieved hıs
VvVen VCAars of offıce |see nothing worthy of record and
remembrance (AOYOUL KOAL UVNUNG XELOV  38)’39 he dıed IN old aAgE
(ympauöc)” and Wäas buried hıs natıve place ql ethle-
hem]

As noted above., Pseudo-Phılo, lıke osephus, makes mention Öt the
m1nor Judge Tola of Judg (1 ıverging from both the and Jose-
phus, he lıkewise PAaSSCS OVer Judge Ibzan of 5-10, proceeding dırectly
from the ea! of Jephthah (L.A.B. Judg 127 {o the CINCTISCHCC of
Abdon” who Judg 121335 aAaDPCAIS dS the thırd and last the
serl1es of post-Jephthah mınor Judges; SCC eIOW. the Contrary, offers

aCcCCount of “Abhoda,” the SUCCCSSOT ofah, that several partıculars
35 Josephus supplies thıs ofa for Ibzan PIOSCHY ON the basıs of the

f1gures for his and daughters given e}  \O
Ihıs detaıl 15 wıthout bıblıcal basıs: ıt aCcCcentuates the famıhal good fortune of
Ibzan: 1L1O11C of his Manı children predeceased The datum contradıcts the
tradıtıon cıted Bat Ola accordıng which Ibzan (who 15 here iıdentified
wıth h1is fellow Bethlehemiuite, Boaz, he 1s uth Rab and 1g Ruth 1
4:21) DaVC double weddıng eas! for each of h1ıs SIXTYy chıldren, but NO 1N-
viıite the chıldless Manoah (the future father of 5Samson) of these, thinking
that Manoah would be position recıprocate. By kınd of “measure
for measure” punıshment, the thus calculatıng Ibzan Boaz Wäs, the talmudıc
Passagc V  n deprived of all hıs children durıng hıis lıfetime.
Josephus leaves OuLt the detaıl of 12:9 that Ibzan marrıed both hıs SOMNS and
au  ers those “outsiıde” (RSV adds the specıfication “h15 clan”). s  at detaıl
could suggest that Ibzan Wädas promoter of intermarriage, ticklısh problem for
Josephus his rewrting of bıblıcal hıstory, Feldman, Intepretation, 138-139
notes, and ON that he here, also elsewhere. deals wiıth by sımply passıngz VeCTI
the Bıble’s indicatiıon the matter. See also odet, Flavius Josephe, N: 176.179
for further cons1ıderations the Om1ssı1ıon.
Josephus’ ONEC remamnıng uUuSe of thıs genitiıval construction 1s 3229 where
it aAappPCaIs posıtıve affırmatıon concerning Eleazar, the Jewısh defender of
otapata, whose memorable deed W dads hıis dısablıng of the oman battering Lanl
al the COost of h1ıs OWN lıfe
Wıth thıs insertion Josephus implıicıtly responds question readers miıght
have about Ibzan, 1.e why does Josephus nOot SUOMNC memorable (milıtary)
exploıt of hım the WaY he does of his predecessor Jephthah” As SCC,
Josephus employs sımılar formulatıons wıth regar' the followıng mM1nor
Judges.
Josephus inserts thıs indiıcatıon concerning Jaır  s dC at death S: L he
COTILLLLLOTN insertion reinforce the parallelısm between the f1gures,
both of whom enjoyed long lıves.
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Z0OCS beyond (and dıffers irom) the 1DI1Ca presentatıon of °Ibzan.” As
Josephus (see 34), C he 1S explicıtiy assıgned {O “the trıbe of Judah ”“}
Like Jaır before hım (see above), thıs Abhoda 1s designated dASs ‘kll'lg” by the
whnole body of the people ..  on Mount (GGer1zım the of the
hıgh priest Shısha1 Hıs rule extends for ten rather than the 1DI1Ca (and
Josephan) the seventh of those Y  “ the priest hıshal dıes,
1Ss urıe| and succeeded Dy hıs SOM ahgı under whom, three later.
“Kıng Abh hımself dies.

Elon
Of the five 1DI1Ca mınor Judges, “E101'1”42 Judg 12:11-12) gels evecn less

attention than hıs four colleagues. AIl old of hım 1S that he WAas Zebu-
lunıte who Judged Israel ten Y  > dıed and Was buried ..  at Aijalon”” in the
and of Zebulun  29

osephus (5:272) has nothing partıcular 1{8 add {O thıs mınımalıstic PTC-
sentatıon other than to ghlı Just how there 1sS o SaYy about “Blen -
“Apsanes, aving thus died, hıs SUCCECSSoT Elon (”EAO@V) of the tribe of
Zabulon, held the leadershıp (T  V Hyspoviow; SCC 5254 Jatr|) for ten 44  years
and ikewise did nothing of note OTO0LÖN XCLOV). 49445

Pseudo-Phıiılo (L.A.B. 41.2) does g1ve somewhat INOTC expansıve d

Count of “EIOII” than do eıther the OTr osephus, 1kewiıise reversing theır
chared lon-Abdon (see above). Ihıs TUN:  N £€At hat time the
people chose Elon and appomted hım A4Ss Judge for them  46 He Judged Israel
LWwenTtYy years.“” those days they fought agamnst the Phıilıstines (Latın: Allo-

41 Unlike both Judg B and Ant. 5271 does not, however,. mention
Bethlehem hıs hometown.
Thıs 15 the form of h1s Namnle. Compare V (LÄX A), ALAOL (LXX B),

43
Aelom (VL) Ahı1alom Vg.)
So MI1; COMIDATC A1ALL (LXX A) A1A0L (LXAX B’ where the LLANIIC of the jJudge

and his burnlal place AdIiC identical), Aelım (VL) Vg does NOTt have equıvalent
these PTODCI place d1i11cs

45 Compare Judg 11 °ElonThe Minor Judges according to Josephus  5  goes beyond (and differs from) the biblical presentation of “Ibzan.” As in  Josephus (see n. 34), e.g., he is explicitly assigned to “the tribe of Judah.”“'  Like Jair before him (see above), this Abhoda is designated as “king” by the  whole body of the people “on Mount Gerizim Bethel” in the presence of the  high priest Shishai. His rule extends for ten rather than the biblical (and  Josephan) seven years. In the seventh of those years, the priest Shishai dies,  is buried, and succeeded by his son Bahqgi under whom, three years later,  “King Abhoda” himself dies.  5. Elon  Of the five biblical minor judges, “Elon” (Judg 12:11-12) gets even less  attention than his four colleagues. All we told of him is that he was a Zebu-  lunite who judged Israel ten years, died and was buried “at Aijalon“” in the  land of Zebulun.”  Josephus (5.272) has nothing particular to add to this minimalistic pre-  sentation — other than to highlight just how little there is to say about “Elon”:  “Apsanes, having thus died, his successor Elon (”El\wv) of the tribe of  Zabulon, held the leadership (tv nyewoviav; see 5.254 [Jair]) for ten years““*  and likewise did nothing of note (Gr0vÖNC &E10V).  245  Pseudo-Philo (Z.4.B. 41.2) does give a somewhat more expansive ac-  count of “Elon” than do either the Bible or Josephus, likewise reversing their  shared sequence Elon-Abdon (see above). This runs: “At that time the  people chose Elon and appointed him as judge for them.“° He judged Israel  twenty years.“’ In those days they fought against the Philistines (Latin: Allo-  41  Unlike both Judg 12:8 and Ant. 5.271, SC does not, however, mention  Bethlehem as his hometown.  42  This is the MT form of his name. Compare AU\ov (LXX A), Auop (LXX B),  43  Aelom (VZ), Ahialom (Vg.).  So MT; compare Aılıp (LXX A), Auou (LXX B, where the name of the judge  and his burial place are identical), Aelim (VZ). Vg. does not have an equivalent to  these proper place names.  44  45  Compare Judg 12:11 “Elon ... judged Israel ten years.”  This appended remark echoes that made concerning Ibzan in 5.271, i.e. he  achieved “nothing worthy (@E10v) of record and remembrance.” It takes the place  of the death and burial notice for Elon of 12:12.  46  Neither the Bible nor Josephus alludes to such a popular choice of Elon. In  further contrast to both witnesses, Pseudo-Philo does not mention Elon’s tribal  47  affiliation.  In both Judg 12:11 and Ant. 5.272 Elon’s leadership lasts ten years.Judged Israel years.”
Thıs appended remark echoes that made concerning Ibzan 3271 1.e he
achı1eved "nothing worthy (@E10V) of record and remembrance.” It takes the place
of the death and bunal notice for lon of
Neıther the Bıble 1107 Josephus alludes such popular cho1ice of lon. In
further both wıtnesses, Pseudo-Phiılo does not mention Elon’s trıbal
affıl1ation.
In both Judg 11 and Ant. 5F Elon’s leadership lasts ten



Chrıistopher Begg 133 (2007)

philos) and took from them twelve cities.“® Elon died and WdsSs buried hıs
Clty.”4

The Pseudo-Philonic portrayal of Elon. turn, has certaın pomts of CON-
tact wiıth SC’s aCCOUNT (Macdonald, 1  9:108-10 of the figure it ca
“Ebhen-Lel.” Of thıs member of the ıbe of Zebulun (see E1 and
the Chronicle records that the Israelıtes made “king”50 *Mount Ger1zim
Bethel” the PTESCHNCC of the priest Bahgı Thereatfter, en-Le holds
office for twenty-eıght years,” and 1S burıed the land f Zebulun ””

on
The last in the ser1es of 1DI1Ca| mınor Judges 15 “Abd()n”53 of Judg

12 345 Ihe Bıble’s ACCOUuNT of hım DA wiıth mentıon of hıs
father Hillel°* and gentilic (“the Pırathonite”). Next, 1242 cıtes the Judge  S
4() SONS, 30) grandsons and the 76 1G they rode, together wıth
Abdon’s OWN eight-year tenure Roundıng matters off, DA repOrts hıs
e9| and burıal ..  at Pırathon in the land of aım, in the hıll oun of
the Amalekites.  9995

osephus’ expanded rendering of 12:13-15 PEF

Such milıtary SUCCESS by the Israelıtes onNn'Ss time has Counterpart
eiıther the Bıble Josephus (who, the CONIirarYy, that “nothing of 1110-
ment” OCcurred under Elon’s enure makıng the Phılıstines the people
agaıinst whom the Israelıtes fight al thıs pomnt, Pseudo-Phıiılo 15 perhaps inspired
by the NC CoONtieX of Judg IZ H2 SCC 13 where the ord Q1ves the
Israelıtes into the hand of the Philistines for forty YCaIs
Pseudo-Phiılo s non-mention of the PIODCI HNamle of Elon’s burlal place has
Counterpart Vg P} where the Judge 1s sSımply buried ... Zabulon”; SCC

hıs exphicıt reference Elon’s death and burial Pseudo-Phiılo wıth
A against Josephus (who leaves these pomts unmentioned). cContrast
both the Bıble and Josephus, Pseudo-Philo nowhere cıtes Elon’s trıbal tu ' SCC

Compare Pseudo-Philo’s reference the people  S inıtlatıve appomtiıng lon
51 Judge.

Compare Pseudo-Phiılo’s assıgnıng lon longer enure than do either the Bıble
Josephus (20 VOISUS years).

Like Pseudo-Phıiılo (and Vg does not 1allle the 1NOTE specıfic sıte of
Elon’s burlal: SCC
Thus M % COMDAaTC Aaßöomv (LAX ABOoOV (EXX B). Labdon (VL) Abdon
Vg.)
TIhus COMIPDAIC ZEAMU (LXX AL) EAANA (LXX B), Hen (YL) Hellel Vg.)
Wıth above indicatıon Concerning Abdon’s burıl1al place, COMPATC; ... the
hıll of Lan (LXX A) ... the TYy of Amalek” (EXAX B) ...
Sellem” (LXX ...  In terra Aellen Amalecıtae” (VL), ... monte Amalech” (Vg.)
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(5:273) Abdon @V ), S(0(I1 of lon (”E\m@voc),” of the tnbe of
Ephraım and the Cıty of Pharathon (ÖGPGÜO)VITCÖV)SS who WAas

appointed sovere1gn leader (QUTOKPÄTOP nysuorp)”” after Elon,60
calls for mention UVe for happy paterni (gOrauLsölac) ,  61 62 sir\zce
thanks the prevailing al and securıty (8gLOHVNV KL

é'cös1av)63 of the alte, he OO did hrilliant deed ()»ozwtpc'w).64
(5.274) But he had forty SONS, and born of these, thırty grandsons,
and wont ide Ith thıs famıly of seventy‚6 all excellent
horsemen (17r7ch81v &pictoxg)“; he left them all In the Iand of the

Thıs 1s the readıng of the codices accordıng whiıich bdon’s father has the
Same Nanle hıs predecessor, 1.e BTOD. - Nodet (Flavıus Josephe, H, ad [0C.)
conjectures ”"HA@LUOGC, whiıich would itself be corruption of the Namle of Ab-
don’s father read Dy Hıllel and OX AA
Josephus antıcıpates this indıcatıon concernng bdon’s trıbal affıl1atıon from
12°:15 where the Judge 15 buried ... the land ofEphraım.”
Literally: “ÖE the Pirathonites.” 122713 the gentilic “the Pirathonite” 15 used of
Abdon Josephus substitutes mention of the inhabıtants of the cıty of ° Pırathon ”
(see
Ihıs expression only here Josephus. He often uUuSecs the term QUTOKPÄ-
LWD equıvalent for the atın “1imperator. ”
Compare E1 * After hım |Elon, 12:11-12| Abdon judged Israel.” Josephus’
formulatıon leaves indetermiıinate who (God? the people”?) appominted Abdon

61
his posıtion.
Josephus’ only ther usSe of the 1O SUNALÖLC 1s Ant.
Ihıs inserted reference bdon’s paternal felıcıty recalls Josephus’ 1kewılse
inserted remark about Jaır SS .. all WadYy>S blessed (EDÖQLUOV),

63
and chiefly h1s PTOS£CHY of valıant SONS....”
Thıs hendiadys 1S hapax Josephus.
Josephus’ above insertion into the biblical data for on recalls hıs siımılar 1C-

marks about Ibzan and lon 10 those remarks he here adds indıcatıon about
why these I1gures faıled do anythıng memorable, 1.e Israel’s sıtuation Was
such that they had chance OV! themselves milıtarıly. s  at explanatıon,

CONVCYS the idea that the personal felicıty that marked the enure of these
11gures extended the people whole, thıs constituting multi-sıded CONTrası
between them and Jephthah who dıd achleve milıtary SUCCC”SsS$S against the
Ammonites, but who Iso experienced famılh1al disaster (the sacrıfıce of h1s only
chıld) and who brought afflıctiıon Israel itself (vıa hıs slaughter of the recalecı1ı-

65
trant Ephraimites:; S Judg
Compare where Abdon’s SUOI15 and grandsons ...  Tt1de seventy asses.” Jo-
sephus’ wording makes Abdon hıimself part of the rıdıng pDarty As the ‚dAdSCc of
Ibzan (5.2 ZI) he supplıes explıcıt total for Abdon’s PTITOSCHY,
Josephus’ remainıng UScCcs of the verb LITITACO AIec 4 451 and < S
The above character1zatıon of the rdıng abılıtıes of Abdon’s PTIOSCHY recalls
Josephus’ lıkewise inserted qualification of Jair’s SONS “excellent
horsemen” (ITnEVELV... XPIGTOLC) Y DL both instances, osephus recasts
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livz'ng68 when he died In old ase (ynpau6c)” and Was buried
(TAONC AouLmpac) ”” al Pharathon.

As noted above, Pseudo-Phılo the 1DI1Ca. (and Josephan) order
of Elon and on FA AT Hıs presentation of both these fıgures
1S lıkewıse quıte dıstincetive. Thus, the Casc ofon he cıtes mılı-
Lary achiıevement Dy hım urıng hıs eight-year tenure (see 12 146)- that 1S
unmentioned by eiıther the Josephus. ” That achı1evement consısts
Abdon’s Cal Israelıte victory OV! the recalcıtrant Moabıtes,

of whom he slays, after 1C he returns safely and sacrıfiıces {O the
Lord.”* tfınal dıvergence irom the Book of udges and Josephus, Pseudo-

55/5110 has hım buried, not al ‘“Pırathon,  29 but rather ql °hI1is CIty Effrata

bıblical references the progeny’s rdıng ..  on aSsSes’” |see 103
allusıon theır horsemanshıp thıs perhaps reflecting Greco-Roman CONCCD-
t10Ns about what would have been appropriately dıgnıfıed mount for
leader.)
Ihıs insertion concerning bdon’s being survived Dy all hıs SONS and grandsons
has Josephus’ presentation of Ibzan S (where it LO00 15 bıb-
lıcally unparalleled).
Josephus previously supplied thıs Sdal1lle indıcatıon for Jaır (5.254) and Ibzan (5.271)
Ihe Josephan Abdon, lıke Ibzan before 15 doubly blessed he dies old

wıthout havıng experienced the pr10r death of of hıs Ial chıildren.
Conversely, Josephus leaves asıde the reference of 14b bdon’s eight-year
tenure
Compare Josephus’ mention of Jaır  N “receiving honoured burıial” (TOONE:=.
XEL0DTOL) 5754 The uUuSsSe of the term AQUTNPAC (“brilliant”) here connection
wiıth bdon’s burı1al ıron1ically ecalls the istorlan’s earher sStatement (5.2773)
about bdon’s havıng done “brillıant (AQUTPOV) deed.” bdon’s persona.
felicıty 1s such that, notwiıthstandıng thıs defic1enCy, he 15 st111 awarded “splen-
dıd” burılal.

/71 From the formulatıon of S about Abdon’s place of bunal Josephus leaves
asıde its addıtiıonal indıcations, 1.e ... the land ofEphraım, the hıll of
the Amalekites” (MT) He anticıpated the first of these indıcations hıis des1g-
natıon of Abdon being “of the trıbe of Ephraim  29 al the start of SFF
Conversely, Pseudo-Phıiılo SayY>S nothiıng about bdon’s PIOSCHY and theır MOUNTS
that featured in both Judg 1da and Josephus.
The CONTIras between the Pseudo-Philo s and Josephus’ on 1s all the sharper

that the er explicıtly denies the figure the kınd of “bhrilliant deed” the
former credıits wıth. Compare the [WO authors markedly dıvergent portray-
als of Jaır 5252 and K 3 C} respectively. both' Josephus stands
closer the Bıble’s aCCOount of the g1ven figure than does Pseudo-Phıiulo.
For INOTEC detaıls thıs presentatıon, Socb Jacobson ommentary, 77-97
who pomts Ouft that it 15 both clearly inspıred Dy, but also intended
wıth, the preceding STOTrYy of Jephthah Lıike Jephthah, the Pseudo-Phılonic on
CDA CS in ultımately unavaılılıng negotiat1ons wıth Transj)ordanıan people (the
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SOCS its OWI1 WAaY d ell in ıts aCCOount of the last of the mınor Jud-
SCS om ıt ca “Anıtel”). partıcular, ıt assıgns thıs fıgure {O the ıbe
of (n S and osephus Ahbdon’s assoc1lations aAIc rather wiıth
Ephramm). The people make hım theır “king” *Mount Ger1zım
and he rules for forty VYCal>s (compare 122 and Pseudo-Phiılo’s eıght years)

the fourteenth VCar of hıs reign the hiıgh priıest Bahgı dies and 15 GE

mon10usly buried al Kiriath-mahanah. ”® Bahaı1’s SON, Uzzı, 1S ST1 y OUNS al
thıs pomt and ıt 1s only nıne after Anıtel’s ea! that he accedes {O
the hıgh priesthood, the er Elı, of the priestly lıne of Ithamar, aspırıng
ASSUTMNC the offiıce In the meantıme.

Conclusıon

BYy WadY of conclusıon {O thıs NO attempt {O summarıze
indıngs osephus’ presentatıon of the m1ınor Judges In comparıson wiıth
those of both the and of Pseudo-Phıiılo and the

OUT comparıson of the relevant of osephus and the 1  €
noted ırst of all instances where the hiıstori1an reflect the

dSs agaınst the text-form: SCC (30 v 3  NI d4Ss the fıgure for
Jair’s SONS, etc.) and 28 (“Kamon” dS Jalir’s bural-sıte). Of the 1ve 1DI1Ca
m1nor Judges, osephus omıts the fırst of these, 1.e. Tola udg 1-3 COTMN-

pletely. Conversely, he does reproduce MOST of the meager 1DI1Ca. data CON-

cerning the four remainıng figures. ”” At the SadInlc tiıme., he repeatedly embel-

Ammonites and Moabıtes, respectively), eventually roufts that people, and then
returns home nlıke Jephthah, however, on makes rash VO pri0r
battle and there 15 nothıng objectionable OUN the Sacrıf1ces he offers the ord
NC back home

75 Pseudo-Phiılo thus (apparently) dıverges TOm 1ATS the LLAalllec of bdon’s bu-
ral sıte. vVecnl though al the start of 38.1 he does follow 1713 callıng the
jJudge .. Pirathonite.” See, however, Jacobson (Commentary, who
that “Effrata” 15 o be identified wiıth the bıblıcal “Pharathon.”
Thıs development provıdes the Chronicle wiıth the OCcasıon for extended
parenthetical discussıon concerning the work and dıgnıty of the legitimate hıgh
priesthood vested the lıne of Phineas

7E Among hıs Om1ss10ns here dIc the followıng: the collective 1amnle “Havvoth-Jair”
for the Cnleadıte cıties possessed Dy alr’s SONS the “outside” INaTl-

rages of Ibzan  s PTO£CNY on's bunal place (I211) and Abdon’s eight-
y Cal tenure 12:14b) and burial ... the hıll COUunNIry of Amalekıtes INn
ıne osephus lıkewıse. 0OCCAaS10N, modifies bıblıcal data that he does utılıze,

the mention of the “asses’” which the PTOSCHY of both aır and
Abdon (I253) rıde replaced Dy references the “horsemanshıip” of theır
descendants 5: 254 and S D respectively; SCS Agaın, Abdon’’s assoc1lation
wıth Ephraım 15 cıted Dy Josephus at earlhıer pomt (see than the
bıblical presentation of hım (see 1L2:15D): Finally, Josephus avo1ds the bıblıcal



Christopher Begg 133 (2007)

lıshes those data wıth inserted remarks that SECETVC O hıghlıght [WO partıcular
features of the Carcers of the mınor Judges (as ell aCcCcentuate the S1mM1-
larıtıes AI ONS em On the ONC hand. these f1gures, osephus’ ortrayal,
en]OoYy heightened personal felıcıty they lıve {O be old INnenNn (Jarr, Ibzan,
Abdon):; theır PIOSCHY outstandıng horsemen (Jair and Abdon); they dıe
wıth all theır hıldren STL alıve. and recelve WO burıal aır and Ab-
don) the other hand, osephus thrıce SOCS beyond the in callıne
plicıt attention {O the fact that thıs sef of fıgures achli1eved nothıng of publıc,
endurıng sıgnıfıcance durıng theır tenures; SCC 5: 7 / zan), LE (EFlon)
and Z (Abdon), 1l1e also supplyıng (5273) the CasSe of the last of
them explanatıon of theır “falure; 1L€e the 'anquı condıtions of the time dıd
not confront these eaders wıth the kınd of mıilıtary-polıitical CrIses in C
they m1g have dıstinguished themselves., d>, C Gideon and Jephthah
dıd.

Wıth Pseudo-Phiılo’s treatment of the mınor Judges, osephus’ version does
chare ON “negatıve 27 the non-mention of 1: O19- udg 160:1-
Z Otherwise, however, theır respective presentations dıffer strıkıngly, wiıth
osephus clearly hewing much INOTC closely the 1DI11Ca. aCCOount than
does Pseudo-Phılo Thus, osephus (5.272) oes follow Judg 8S-10 ın tel-
lıng of mMıinor Judge °*Ihzan” of whom Pseudo-Phıiılo Sdy> nothing. TIThe hıs-
torl1an lıkewise the 1DI1Ca. on-Abdon (see ]11
72-2 1C Pseudo-Phılo BA AA Pseudo-Philo’s
negatıve depiction of Jaır (L.A.5 38) stands marked CONTIras (8) the pOSI-
tive portraıit of hım Jomtly ffered Dy Judg 10:3=-5 and Ant. Y DA ımılarly,
Pseudo-Phıiılo relates mıiılıtary achtievements that under the tenures of
Elon (L.A.B 41.2) and on (L.A.B 41.1) WNA1C neıther the 11OT

osephus has anı Y counterpart (and 376 the latter explicıtiy precludes
the CdSC of both these figures (see A D |Elon| and 5T on At least
dSs far d4Ss the mınor Judges AIc concerned then Pseudo-Phıiılo felt free 08 take
far greater lıberties wıth the Bıble’s presentation than dıd hıs fellow h1is-
torı1an (and approximate contemporary).’

As for osephus and > theır presentations ave COIMNMMON pomlnts
that ack equıvalent the Judges materıal ıtself: Jair’s pertamıng (8 the
trıbe of Manasseh (see 18) and Zan s that of (see 34) ese

communalıties excepted, theır aCCounts dıverge
In particular, Oosephus’ version acks, C.9., the designatiıon of the iıgures

Key word (t0) _]udg6” reference the actıvıty of these fıgures, replacıng it
wıth varıety of alternatıve formulations (see 16)
On the controverted question of the datiıng ofA before fter the des-
ruction of the Second Temple SGC the discussıon Jacobson (Commentary,

who Opts for the latter possibility.
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question d “kings’” theır installatıon by the entire people Mount
Ger1zım, and the all-pervadıng interest ın the priestly contemporarıes of
these fıgures that character1izes the hronicle aCCount (and al the Samıec

time dıstinguıishes that aCCount from the Bıble’s eatmen! ofem
osephus’ portrayal of the mınor Judges stands in complex relatıonshıp

of simılarıty and dıfference wiıth those of the 1  6; Pseudo-Phıiılo and the
“Samarıtan onıcle No H„ As ope has emerged OVeT the COUTSC of thıs
C  C comparatıve study of all four vers1ons 4S ffered ere Call ee
help bring into clearer fOcus the distinctiveness of the Josephan perspective
these argely but not quıte forgotten igures

Summary
Thıs artıcle offers detailed study of Josephus’ aACCOUuNT (Ant. 5  : of

the so-called “m1inor jJudges” relatıon both the bıblıcal presentation of them
(Judg 10:1-5; 12:8-15) and that of Pseudo-Phiılo (L.A.B. and the *Sama-
rıtan Chronicle No H” Josephus does, it CMCTIZCS, incorporate mMoOst of the biblical
data concerning the m1nor Judges (although he omıts the fıgure ofola |Judg 1-2]
completely). At the Samnle time, he SOCS beyond the Bıble accentuatıng theır
personal felıcıty the ON han and theır faılure perform deed of publıc and
lastıng sıgnıfıcance the other. comparıson wıth Pseudo-Phiılo (who,
Jalr |Judg into promoter of Baal-worship and attrıbutes milıtary achleve-
ments lon 112:11-12 and Abdon of which the Bıble and Josephus
SaYy nothıng), Josephus hews much closer the biblical story-line ese Mgures.
V1s-a-v1is the Samarıtan Chronicle he lacks the fOocus Mount Ger1zim and the
high-priestly SUCCESSION whıich characterizes that document’s portrayal of the m1nor
Judges.

Zusammenfassung
Dieser Artıkel bhietet eine detailherte Studıie Josephus Flavıus über die

sogenannten “Kleinen Rıchter” 1mM Verhältnis (Ant. 5  w  -  ) sowohl der
bıiblischen 10:1-5; 12:8-15) wWwIe uch pseudo-philonischen (L.A.B. s
Beschreibung und samarıtischen Chronıik Josephus bezieht dıe meılsten
biblischen gaben den „Kleinen Rıchtern“ eın (obwohl ola vollständıg WCS-
lässt). Zugleich geht über die Bıbel hinaus einerseı1ts der Akzentulerung deren
persönlichen Glücks und andererseılts deren ersagen, W geht, öffent-
lıche Aktionen setfzen und ungebrochene Wiırkung erreichen.

Vergleich Pseudo-Phıiılo verble1ibt Josephus viel näher der bıblıschen
Erzählungstradıition über diese Gestalten, (der z.B alr ’ Förderer der
Baals-Verehrung verändert und be1 lon s  - und Abdon ’  - mi1lıtä-
rtische nternehmungen hinzufügt, VO:  > denen die Bıbel und Josephus nıchts berich-
ten) Gegenüber der samarıtanischen hronık fehlt be1 die Konzentration auf den
Berg (GGarızım und e hohepriesterliche Nachfolge, welche charakteristisch ist
die Darstellung in diesem Werk der „Kleinen Rıchte
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