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“Samaritan Chronicle No. IT”
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1. Introduction

Among the less memorable figures presented in the Book of Judges
surely rank the five so-called “Minor Judges,” Tola (Judg 10:1-2), Jair (10:3-
5), Ibzan (12:8-10), Elon (12:11-12), and Abdon (12:13-15)." In this essay I
focus on Josephus® portrayal of these figures in his dnr. 5.254,271-274.> My
projected study involves a two-part comparison of the Josephan material. First-
ly, I shall compare this with the Judges material itself as represented by the
following major witnesses MT (BHS),” Codices Alexandrinus (A) and Vatica-
nus (B) of the LXX.! the Verus Latina (hereafter VL), the Vulgate (hereafter
Vg.),® and Targum Jonathan (hereafter Tg.).” Secondly, I shall compare Jose-
phus’ handling of the minor judges with their treatment in two other post-
biblical writings, i.e. Pseudo-Philo’s Liber Antiquitatum Biblicarum (hereaf-

Jephthah enjoys dual status in the book: he is both a major judge to whose
military exploits the long segment Judg 10:6-12:6 is devoted and a minor judge
whose tenure, death and burial are summarily reported in 12:7. Given that
peculiar status of his, I leave him out of consideration in this essay.

For the text and translation of Ant. 5.254,271-274 1 use Marcus, Josephus V,
114-117.122-125. T have likewise consulted the Greek text and French trans-
lation of and notes on the above passages in Nodet, Flavius Josephe II, 175-
175*.179-180* and the annotated translation of Begg, Flavius Josephus, 62.67-68.

Judg 10:1-5 and 12:8-15 are not extant in the (fragmentary) Qumran Judges
manuscripts.

For the A and B texts of Judg 10:1-5 and 12:8-15, I use Rahlfs, Septuaginta I,
450.459-460. I have likewise consulted the annotated French translation of these
two Greek witnesses in Harlé, Juges, 176-179.196-197. Harlé also provides refe-
rences to the “Lucianic” (hereafter L) readings of the Judges texts (which
generally go together with those of A). On the A B and L texts of Judges, see
briefly Harlé, Juges, 25-28.

For the.132.137. VL text of Judg 10:1-5; 12:8-15, I use Robert, Heptateuchi ...
versio Latina.

For the Vg. text of Judg 10:1-5 and 12:8-15, I use Gryson, Biblia sacra, 339.343.
For the targumic text of Judg 10:1-5 and 12:8-15, I use Sperber, Bible in
Aramaic, I1, 69.74. T have also consulted the translation of the targumic texts in
Harrington / Saldarini, Targum Jonathan, 80.84.
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ter L.4.B.), chaps. 38 and 41° and the “Samaritan Chronicle No. II” (hereaf-
ter SC).” Via this double comparison, I hope to bring into sharper focus what
is distinctive about the historian’s depiction of these obscure figures.

2. Tola

As the immediate successor of the infamous Abimelech (Judges 9), Judg
10:1 (MT) introduces a certain “Tola,” son of Puah, son of Dodo,"” quailfy-
ing him as a man of Issachar resident at “Shanir”'' in the Ephraimite hill
country. Judg 10:2 rounds off the Bible’s very brief account of this figure
with mention of the twenty-three (VL: 73) years he judged Israel, followed
by his death and burial in Shanir.

In Josephus® presentation, Tola disappears without a trace, with the
death of Abimelech (Ant. 5.253// Judg 9:57) being followed immediately by
the accession of Jair (5.254// Judg 10:3). The reason for Tola’s absence in
Josephus remains elusive since he is not a source of embarrassment as are
such other biblical personages / events as the golden calf of Exodus 32 or
Micah’s idol in Judges 17-18 that Josephus likewise leave aside."” In any
case, it is noteworthy that Pseudo-Philo too makes no mention of Tola."? By

For the Latin text of L.4.B. 38 and 41 I use Jacobson, Commentary, 1.57.61 and
for the English translation 1,157./62.

For the revelant passages of SC, I use Macdonald, Samaritan Chronicle No. II,
36-39 (Hebrew text) and 104-110 (English translation). In this essay my focus in
on Josephus® own presentation of the minor judges. Accordingly, I shall not go
into detail concerning Pseudo-Philo and SC’s treatments of them (for which I
refer the reader to the introductions and relevant notes of Jacobson and Macdo-
nald, respectively), but concentrate rather on highlighting similarities and diffe-
rences between these and Josephus® account.

LXX, VL and Vg. all take MT’s form “Dodo” as a common noun, i.e. “his
(paternal) uncle,” the pronoun “his” in turn referring back to the Abimelech
mentioned at the start of 10:1. On this understanding, Tola would be the grand-
son of the (unnamed) uncle of Abimelech.

LXX AL and VL have “Samaria.”

Nodet (Flavius Joséphe II, 175, n. 1) suggests a variety of possible motivations
for Tola’s absence from Josephus® account: the historian’s animosity against
Abimelech whom Tola immediately follows or the incompatibility with Tola’s
23-year biblical rule with Josephus’ overall chronology. Alternatively, Nodet
points out that the lacuna might be due to homoioarcton with the eye of the
historian (or subsequent copyist) passing from the opening words MR opM of
10:1 (Tola) to the similar expression 1™ 8P at the start of 10:3 (Jair).

This is a case of a “negative agreement” between the two authors. They further
share a variety of positive agreements against the Bible itself; see the listing in
Feldman, Prologomenon, Iviii-Ixi. As Jacobson (Commentary, 2.939) and other
commentators point out, there is an obvious lacuna at this juncture in the extant
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contrast, SC does selectively reproduce the data of (MT) Judg 10:1-2 con-
cerning Tola (his father Puah, 23-year rule, death), while having him buried,
not at “Shanir,” but rather “in the land of Shechem.”

3. Jair

Standing next in the biblical series of minor judges is “Jair” featured in
Judg 10:3-5. The MT supplies the following data concerning him: a “Gilea-
dite,” he judged Israel twenty-two years. His 30 sons rode on 30 asses and
had 30 cities'* (these called “Havoth-jair to this day” and situated in the
land of Gilead). Jair dies and is buried in “Kamon.”"

Josephus gives a presentation of Jair involving a variety of minor
omissions and amplifications of the Bible’s account in Ant. 5.254. It reads:

The leadership (thy ;']yepovimf) of the Israelites was taken over'® by
Jair (Taeipnc: compare LXX 'Taeip) the Gileadite (E) Fa?&a&]vég),”
of the tribe of Manasseh,'® a man in all ways blessed (51’:6aiuwv),19
and chiefly in his progeny of valiant (r,waﬁoﬁg)m sons, 1'_hirt'y?‘l in

manuscripts of L.4.B. where the account of Abimelech ends up (37.5) with him
dying due to a woman’s casting a millstone on his head (compare Judg 9:53-54)
and there immediately follows (38.1) mention of the building of a sanctuary to
Baal by an unspecified subject (whom the context indicates is to be identified
with “Jair”).

The LXX witnesses have 32 in place of MT’s 30 in all three of the above in-
stances. VL, Vg. and Tg. agree with MT’s figures.

Compare LXX AL Poppw; LXX B Papvov; VL Gamon; Vg. Camon.

In Judg 10:3 Jair “arises™ and “judges” (LXX éxpuwer) Israel. Whereas the Bible
uses the latter term in reference to the activity of each of the minor judges,
Josephus invariably substitutes some alternative formulation when speaking of
their leadership roles. :

Compare LXX AL o Tadaadime; LXX B o T'oAoad.

This indication concerning Jair’s tribal status lacks a basis in Judg 10:3 itself (I
italicize such elements of Josephus® presentation in this essay.). Josephus appa-
rently detived the item from Num 32:41 where a “Jair son of Manasseh” of the
time of Moses takes possession of Amorite villages and calls these “Havvoth-
jair” (see 10:4).

This overall, positive characterization of Jair’s life and tenure lacks a counterpart
in Judg 10:3-5. On Josephus’ use of the key term ebdoupovioa of Greek moral
philosophy — though nowhere used in the LXX — and its cognates, see Weiss,
Pharisdismus 427-428.

This qualification of Jair’s sons lacks an equivalent in 10:4°s mention of them.
The insertion reinforces the preceding reference to Jair’s “blessed” state: he not
only had many sons; these were also “good” ones.

Josephus® figure agrees with that of MT 10:4 against LXX’s 32; see n. 14.
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number, excellent (¢:picTouc) horsemen (i.1:11&:1')81\af22)23 to whom was
committed the government of the several cities of Gilead.”* Their
father, after bearing rule (thv epynv) for twenty-two years,25 died in
old age (mpmég)z and received honoured burial (tapfc ...
dt&_,mﬁmt)ﬂ at Kamon (Kaua’sv),zg acity of Gilead ™

Both Judg 10:3-5 and Josephus offer a positive — albeit quite summary —
account of Jair’s tenure. Pseudo-Philo (L.4.B. 38), by contrast, gives a more ex-
tended portrayal of this figure and one that is highly negative. In this pre-
sentation Jair erects an altar to Baal (see n. 13) and proclaims that any one
who refuses to worship Baal will die (38.1a). Seven men do refuse and are con-
demned to be burned by Jair (38.1b-3a). At this juncture the angel Nathaniel
intervenes, extinguishing the fire, burning Jair’s servants, and enabling the
faithful seven to escape by inflicting blindness on the people (38.3bc). There-
after, the angel confronts Jair himself who having been “raised from the dust
and made leader over the people” has led the people astray (38.4ad). Natha-
niel’s punitive activity then climaxes with his burning of Jair, demolition of
the pillar of Baal, and burning of both Baal and the 1,000 who are standing
by this (38.4¢).%

22

= Josephus’ only other use of the verb \nedo is in Ant. 17.29.

Compare 10:4 (MT) where Jair’s 30 sons ride on 30 “asses.” Josephus substi-
tutes a qualification of the sons’ horsemanship that echoes his previous charac-
terization of them as “valiant.”

Josephus abbreviates the closing formulation of 10:4: “(the sons) had thirty
cities, called Havvoth-jair to this day, which are in the land of Gilead.” The
historian regularly omits biblical etiological notices like the above which speak
of phenomena existing “to this day” that by his own time may well have ceased
to do so.

Josephus® figure for Jair’s tenure corresponds to that found in all witnesses for
Judg 10:3b.

Judg 10:3-5 gives no indication regarding Jair’s age at death. Josephus’ insertion
on the matter serves to reinforce his opening mention of the leader’s “blessed”
existence.

In Judg 10:5 Jair is simply “buried.” The “honorableness” of that burial in
Josephus® wording is a final confirmation of the “blessedness” of his entire
career.

Josephus® name for the site of Jair’s burial agrees with that of MT against those
of LXX (seen. 15).

Judg 10:5 does not supply such a localization of “Kamon.” Josephus derives the
indication from the context where Jair himself is called a “Gileadite” (10:3) and
his sons have their cities “in the land of Gilead” (10:4).

For more details on the various possible sources — both biblical and extrabiblical —
Pseudo-Philo may have utilized in developing his negative portrayal of Jair, see
Jacobson, Commentary, 2.939-945. Here I simply note that according to Jacob-
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Finally, SC takes over virtually the entire content of the MT report on
Jair. At the same time it embellishes this with a few further particulars re-
flecting the work’s Samaritan and priestly interests. Specifically, it has the
entire people install Jair as their ruler on “Mount Gerizim Bethel” in the
presence of the high priest Shishai. Jair himself is called “a prince of the
tribe of Manasseh” — a datum paralleled in Josephus (see n. 15). His death and
burial in “Kamon™ (MT 10:5) occurs in the 27th year of Shishai’s high
priesthood.

4. Tbzan

Following the long interlude devoted to Jephthah, the major/minor judge
(see n. 1), the Bible commences a second segment (Judg 12:8-15) concer-
ning the minor judges with the figure of Jephthah’s immediate successor,
i.e. “Ibzan” (MT)’! in v.8-10. Of him, it records the following details: his
hometown of Bethlehem,”” his 30 sons and daughters for all of whom he pro-
vides spouses from “outside” (his clan; see n. 37), his seven-year tenure,
death and burial at Bethlehem.

Josephus’ version (5.271) elaborates the biblical data with additional items
in a way reminiscent of his handling of Jair in 5.254:

Upon the death of Jephthah [on this see 5.270// 12:7], the rulership
(thv dpyv) passed’ to Apsanes ('Awéing) of the tribe of Judah™

son (2.940), following Ginzberg, Legends, 6.202, the starting point for Pseudo-
Philo’s whole construction concerning Jair was the mention of his being buried
in “Kamon” (1p) in MT Judg 10:5. Pseudo-Philo would have taken this proper
place name as the Aramaic Greek loanword 11p or 1Rp (Greek kapivior) mea-
ning “furnace” and so came to the idea that Jair ended up being consumed by
“fire” (see 38.4). Further developing this suggestion, Jacobson proposes that
Pseudo-Philo elaborated his story about Jair’s idolatry in order to account for the
figure’s disastrous end (sentencing others to be burned, Jair himself undergoes
this fate). I further note, that via his omission of Tola and rewriting of the
biblical story of Jair himself, Pseudo-Philo generates a sequence (L.4.B. 37-38)
featuring two egregiously reprobate Israelite leaders, i.e. Abimelech and Jair —
both of whom come to spectacularly bad ends.

The figure bears a variety of names in the other witnesses of 12:8: Ecefav
(LXX AL). 'ABaicar (LXX B), Esselom (FL), Abessan (Vg.).

Scholars debate which biblical “Bethlehem” this is: the well-known Judean town
or rather the site in Zebulon mentioned in Josh 19:15. See Boling, Judges, 215-
216.

Compare 12:8: “Ibzan judged Israel.”

With this inserted indication Josephus spells from which Bethlehem Ibzan haled;
see n. 32.

31
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and the city of Bethlehem. He had sixty children.’” thirty sons and
as many daughters, all of whom he lefi alive at his death,® after
bestowing wives and husbands upon all.”’ Having achieved in his
seven years of office [see 12:9b] nothing worthy of record and
remembrance (Loyov Ka UVTHNG &@01!38),39 he died in old age
(ynpmég)‘w and was buried in his native place [12:10: at Bethle-
hem].

As noted above, Pseudo-Philo, like Josephus, makes no mention of the

minor judge Tola of Judg 10:1-2. Diverging from both the Bible and Jose-
phus, he likewise passes over judge Ibzan of 12:8-10, proceeding directly
from the death of Jephthah (L.4.B. 40.9// Judg 12:7) to the emergence of
“Abdon” (38.1) who in Judg 12:13-15 appears as the third and last in the
series of post-Jephthah minor judges; see below. SC, on the contrary, offers
an account of “Abhoda,” the successor of Jephthah, that in several particulars

35
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Josephus supplies this total for Ibzan’s progeny on the basis of the separate
figures for his sons and daughters given in 12:9.

This detail is without biblical basis; it accentuates the familial good fortune of
Ibzan: none of his many children predeceased him. The datum contradicts the
tradition cited in b. B. Bat. 91a according to which Ibzan (who is here identified
with his fellow Bethlehemite, Boaz, as he is in Ruth Rab. 3.6 and Tg. Ruth 1:6;
4:21) gave a double wedding feast for each of his sixty children, but did not in-
vite the childless Manoah (the future father of Samson) to any of these, thinking
that Manoah would never be in a position to reciprocate. By a kind of “measure
for measure” punishment, the thus calculating Ibzan / Boaz was, the talmudic
passage avers, deprived of all his children during his lifetime.

Josephus leaves out the detail of 12:9 that Ibzan married both his sons and
daughters to those “outside” (RSV adds the specification “his clan™). That detail
could suggest that Ibzan was a promoter of intermarriage, a ticklish problem for
Josephus in his rewriting of biblical history, as Feldman, Intepretation, 138-139
notes, and one that he here, as also elsewhere, deals with by simply passing over
the Bible’s indication on the matter. See also Nodet, Flavius Joséphe, I, 176.179
for further considerations on the omission.

Josephus’ one remaining use of this genitival construction is in BJ 3.229 where
it appears in a positive affirmation conceming Eleazar, the Jewish defender of
Jotapata, whose memorable deed was his disabling of the Roman battering ram
at the cost of his own life.

With this insertion Josephus implicitly responds to a question readers might
have about Ibzan, i.e. why does Josephus not report some memorable (military)
exploit of him the way he does of his predecessor Jephthah? As we shall see,
Josephus employs similar formulations with regard to the two following minor
judges.

Josephus inserts this same indication concerning Jair’s age at death in 5.254. The
common insertion serves to reinforce the parallelism between the two figures,
both of whom enjoyed long lives.
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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 Bahqi 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 ("Ehov) of the tribe of
Zabulon, held the leadership (thv nyspoviav; see 5.254 [Jair]) for ten years*
and likewise did nothing of note (cmovdc &&ov).”*

Pseudo-Philo (L.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: 4/lo-

' Unlike both Judg 12:8 and 4nr. 5271, SC does not, however, mention

Bethlehem as his hometown.
This is the MT form of his name. Compare Athov (LXX A), Avop (LXX B),
Aelom (VL), Ahialom (Vg.).

So MT; compare Atk (LXX A), Athop (LXX B, where the name of the judge
and his burial place are identical), Aelim (V'L). Vg. does not have an equivalent to
these proper place names.

Compare Judg 12:11 “Elon ... judged Israel ten years.”

This appended remark echoes that made conceming Ibzan in 5.271, i.e. he
achieved “nothing worthy (&5i0v) of record and remembrance.” It takes the place
of the death and burial notice for Elon of 12:12.

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
affiliation.

In both Judg 12:11 and Ant. 5.272 Elon’s leadership lasts ten years.
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philoi)9 and took from them twelve cities.*® Elon died and was buried in his
city.’

The Pseudo-Philonic portrayal of Elon, in turn, has certain points of con-
tact with SC’s account (Macdonald, 1969:108-109) of the figure it calls
“Ebhen-Lel.” Of this member of the tribe of Zebulun (see 12:11 and 5.272)
the Chronicle records that the Israelites made him “king”*° on “Mount Gerizim
Bethel” in the presence of the high priest Bahqi. Thereafter, Ebhen-Lel holds
office for twenty-eight years,”' and is buried “in the land of Zebulun.™>

6. Abdon

The last in the series of biblical minor judges is “Abdon™ of Judg
12:13-15. The Bible’s account of him opens in 12:13 with mention of his
father Hillel* and gentilic (“the Pirathonite™). Next, 12:14 cites the judge’s
40 sons, 30 grandsons and the 70 asses on which they rode, together with
Abdon’s own eight-year tenure. Rounding matters off, 12:15 reports his
death and burial “at Pirathon in the land of Ephraim, in the hill country of
the Amalekites.”’

Josephus” expanded rendering of 12:13-15 comes in 5.273-274:

* Such a military success by the Israelites in Elon’s time has no counterpart in

either the Bible or Josephus (who, on the contrary, avers that “nothing of mo-
ment” occurred under Elon’s tenure). In making the Philistines the people
against whom the Israelites fight at this point, Pseudo-Philo is perhaps inspired
by the near context of Judg 12:11-12; see 13:1 where the Lord gives the apostate
Israelites into the hand of the Philistines for forty years.

Pseudo-Philo’s non-mention of the proper name of Elon’s burial place has a
counterpart in Vg. 12:12 where the judge is simply buried “in Zabulon™; see n.
43. In his explicit reference to Elon’s death and burial Pseudo-Philo agrees with
12:12 against Josephus (who leaves these points unmentioned). In contrast to
both the Bible and Josephus, Pseudo-Philo nowhere cites Elon’s tribal status; see
n. 46.

Compare Pseudo-Philo’s reference to the people’s initiative in appointing Elon
as judge.

Compare Pseudo-Philo’s assigning Elon a longer tenure than do either the Bible
or Josephus (20 versus 10 years).

Like Pseudo-Philo (and Vg. 12:12), SC does not name the more specific site of
Elon’s burial; see n. 49.

Thus MT; compare Aafdwr (LXX AL), ABdor (LXX B), Labdon (VL), Abdon
(Vg.).

Thus MT; compare Zehdnp (LXX AL), EXnk (LXX B), Ellen (VL), Hellel (Vg.).
With MT’s above indication concerning Abdon’s burial place, compare: “in the
hill country of Lanak™ (LXX A), “in the hill country of Amalek” (LXX B), “in
Sellem™ (LXX L), “in terra Aellen Amalecitae” (V'L), “in monte Amalech™ (Vg.).
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(5.273) Abdon (ABS@v), son of Elon ("EAmvoc),”® of the tribe of
E;:lhraim57 and the city of Pharathon (fDapaBmmm“w)ss who was
appointed sovereign leader (abtoxpdtop ;w&;udw)sg after Elon,”
calls for no mention save for happy paternity (efntou&ctg)m,62 since
thanks to the prevailing peace and security (sipfivmy Kal...
&5e100)* of the state, he too did no brilliant deed (hopmpér).*
(5.274) But he had forty sons, and born of these, thirty grandsons,
and was wont to ride with this family of seventy,65 all excellent
horsemen (tutmiCswﬁé éipiU‘L'OlQ)ﬂ; he left them all in the land of the
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This is the reading of the codices according to which Abdon’s father has the
same name as his predecessor, i.e. “Elon.” Nodet (Flavius Josephe, II, ad loc.)
conjectures "HAmpog, which would itself be a corruption of the name of Ab-
don’s father as read by MT (“Hillel”) and LXX B (EAAnL).

Josephus anticipates this indication concerning Abdon’s tribal affiliation from
12:15 where the judge is buried “in the land of Ephraim.”

Literally: “of the Pirathonites.” In 12:13 the gentilic “the Pirathonite” is used of
Abdon. Josephus substitutes mention of the inhabitants of the city of “Pirathon™
(see 12:15).

This expression occurs only here in Josephus. He often uses the term abtokpé-
top as an equivalent for the Latin “imperator.”

Compare 12:13 “After him [Elon, 12:11-12] Abdon... judged Israel.” Josephus’
formulation leaves indeterminate who (God? the people?) appointed Abdon to
his position.

Josephus’ only other use of the noun gimondia is in Ant. 12.268.

This inserted reference to Abdon’s paternal felicity recalls Josephus® — likewise
inserted — remark about Jair in 5.254: “a man in all ways blessed (ebdaipar),
and chiefly in his progeny of valiant sons....”

This hendiadys is hapax in Josephus.

Josephus® above insertion into the biblical data for Abdon recalls his similar re-
marks about Ibzan and Elon. To those remarks he here adds an indication about
why these figures failed to do anything memorable, i.e. Israel’s situation was
such that they had no chance to prove themselves militarily. That explanation, in
turn, conveys the idea that the personal felicity that marked the tenure of these
figures extended to the people as a whole, this constituting a multi-sided contrast
between them and Jephthah who did achieve military success against the
Ammonites, but who also experienced familial disaster (the sacrifice of his only
child) and who brought affliction on Israel itself (via his slaughter of the recalci-
trant Ephraimites; see Judg 12:1-6).

Compare 12:14a where Abdon’s sons and grandsons “ride on seventy asses.” Jo-
sephus’ wording makes Abdon himself part of the riding party. As in the case of
Ibzan (5.271) he supplies an explicit total for Abdon’s progeny.

Josephus® two remaining uses of the verb innélw are in BJ 4.451 and 5.54.

The above characterization of the riding abilities of Abdon’s progeny recalls
Josephus® — likewise inserted — qualification of Jair’s thirty sons as “excellent
horsemen” (Lmnevew... &pictovg) in 5.254. (In both instances, Josephus recasts
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1iving68 when he died in old age (ynpmég)ﬁg and was buried in state
(tapfic hapmpac)’” at Pharathon.”'

As noted above, Pseudo-Philo reverses the biblical (and Josephan) order
of Elon and Abdon in L.4.B. 41.1-2. His presentation of both these figures
is likewise quite distinctive. Thus, in the case of Abdon (41.1) he cites a mili-
tary achievement by him during his eight-year tenure (see 12:14b)’ that is
unmentioned by either the Bible or Josephus.” That achievement consists in
Abdon’s leading an Israelite army to victory over the recalcitrant Moabites,
45,000 of whom he slays, after which he returns safely and sacrifices to the
Lord.” In a final divergence from the Book of Judges and Josephus, Pseudo-
Philo has him buried, not at “Pirathon,” but rather at “his city Effrata.””

biblical references to the progeny’s riding “on asses” [see 10:3; 12:14] an
allusion to their horsemanship — this perhaps reflecting Greco-Roman concep-
tions about what would have been an appropriately dignified mount for a
leader.)

This insertion concerning Abdon’s being survived by all his sons and grandsons
has a counterpart in Josephus’ presentation of Ibzan in 5.271 (where it too is bib-
lically unparalleled).

Josephus previously supplied this same indication for Jair (5.254) and Ibzan (5.271).
The Josephan Abdon, like Ibzan before him, is doubly blessed: he dies an old
man without having experienced the prior death of any of his many children.
Conversely, Josephus leaves aside the reference of 12:14b to Abdon’s eight-year
tenure.

Compare Josephus’ mention of Jair’s “receiving honoured burial” (tagfc...
a&odtar) in 5.254. The use of the term Aopmpac (“brilliant”™) here in connection
with Abdon’s burial ironically recalls the historian’s earlier statement (5.273)
about Abdon’s having done no “brilliant (Aaumpdr) deed.” Abdon’s personal
felicity is such that, notwithstanding this deficiency, he is still awarded a “splen-
did” burial.

From the formulation of 12:15 about Abdon’s place of burial Josephus leaves
aside its additional indications, i.e. “in the land of Ephraim, in the hill country of
the Amalekites” (MT). He anticipated the first of these indications in his desig-
nation of Abdon as being “of the tribe of Ephraim™ at the start of 5.273.
Conversely, Pseudo-Philo says nothing about Abdon’s progeny and their mounts
that are featured in both Judg 12:14a and Josephus.

The contrast between the Psendo-Philo’s and Josephus® Abdon is all the sharper
in that the latter explicitly denies to the figure the kind of “brilliant deed” the
former credits him with. Compare the two authors’ markedly divergent portray-
als of Jair in 5.254 and L.4.B. 38, respectively. In both cases, Josephus stands
closer to the Bible’s account of the given figure than does Pseudo-Philo.

For more details on this presentation, see Jacobson (Commentary, 2.977-978)
who points out that it is both clearly inspired by, but also intended to contrast
with, the preceding story of Jephthah. Like Jephthah, the Pseudo-Philonic Abdon
engages in ultimately unavailing negotiations with a Transjordanian people (the
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SC goes its own way as well in its account of the last of the minor jud-
ges (whom it calls “Anitel”). In particular, it assigns this figure to the tribe
of Judah (in 12:15 and Josephus Abdon’s associations are rather with
Ephraim). The people make him their “king” on “Mount Gerizim Bethel”
and he rules for forty years (compare 12:14b’s and Pseudo-Philo’s eight years).
In the fourteenth year of his reign the high priest Bahgi dies and is cere-
moniously buried at Kiriath-mahanah.” Bahqi’s son, Uzzi, is still young at
this point and so it is only nine years after Anitel’s death that he accedes to
the high priesthood, the older Eli, of the priestly line of Ithamar, aspiring to
assume the office in the meantime.

7. Conclusion

By way of conclusion to this essay I shall now attempt to summarize my
findings on Josephus’ presentation of the minor judges in comparison with
those of both the Bible and of Pseudo-Philo and the SC.

In our comparison of the relevant passages of Josephus and the Bible,
we noted first of all two instances where the historian seems to reflect the
MT as against the LXX text-form; see nn. 21 (30 v.32 as the figure for
Jair’s sons, etc.) and 28 (“Kamon™ as Jair’s burial-site). Of the five biblical
minor Judges, Josephus omits the first of these, i.e. Tola (Judg 10:1-3) com-
pletely. Conversely, he does reproduce most of the (meager) biblical data con-
cerning the four remaining figures.”” At the same time, he repeatedly embel-

Ammonites and Moabites, respectively), eventually routs that people, and then
returns home. Unlike Jephthah, however, Abdon makes no rash vow prior to
battle and there is nothing objectionable about the sacrifices he offers to the Lord
once back home.

Pseudo-Philo thus (apparently) diverges from 12:15 on the name of Abdon’s bu-
rial site, even though at the start of 38.1 he does follow 12:13 in calling the
judge “a Pirathonite.” See, however, Jacobson (Commentary, 2.978) who avers
that “Effrata” is to be identified with the biblical “Pharathon.”

This development provides the Chronicle with the occasion for an extended
parenthetical discussion concerning the work and dignity of the legitimate high
priesthood vested in the line of Phineas.

Among his omissions here are the following: the collective name “Havvoth-jair”
for the Gileadite cities possessed by Jair’s thirty sons (10:4), the “outside” mar-
riages of Ibzan’s progeny (12:9), Elon’s burial place (12:11), and Abdon’s eight-
year tenure (12:14b) and burial “in the hill country of Amalekites (12:15 MT in
fine). Josephus likewise, on occasion, modifies biblical data that he does utilize,
e.g., the mention of the “asses™ on which the progeny of both Jair (10:4) and
Abdon (12:13) ride are replaced by references to the “horsemanship™ of their
descendants in 5.254 and 5.275 respectively; see n. 67. Again, Abdon’s association
with Ephraim is cited by Josephus at an earlier point (see 5.273) than in the
biblical presentation of him (see 12:15b). Finally, Josephus avoids the biblical
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lishes those data with inserted remarks that serve to highlight two particular
features of the careers of the minor judges (as well to accentuate the simi-
larities among them). On the one hand, these figures, in Josephus’ portrayal,
enjoy a heightened personal felicity: they live to be old men (Jair, Ibzan,
Abdon); their progeny are outstanding horsemen (Jair and Abdon); they die
with all their children still alive, and receive a worthy burial (Jair and Ab-
don). On the other hand, Josephus thrice goes beyond the Bible in calling ex-
plicit attention to the fact that this set of figures achieved nothing of public,
enduring significance during their tenures; see 5.271 (Ibzan), 272 (Elon)
and 273 (Abdon), while also supplying (5.273) in the case of the last of
them an explanation of their “failure,” i.e. the tranquil conditions of the time did
not confront these leaders with the kind of military-political crises in which
they might have distinguished themselves, as, e.g., Gideon and Jephthah
did.

With Pseudo-Philo’s treatment of the minor judges, Josephus® version does
share one “negative agreement,” i.e. the non-mention of “Tola” (Judg 10:1-
2). Otherwise, however, their respective presentations differ strikingly, with
Josephus clearly hewing much more closely to the biblical account than
does Pseudo-Philo. Thus, Josephus (5.272) does follow Judg 12:8-10 in tel-
ling of a minor judge “Ibzan” of whom Pseudo-Philo says nothing. The his-
torian likewise preserves the biblical sequence Elon-Abdon (see 12:11-15//
5.272-274) which Pseudo-Philo reverses in L.4.B. 41.1-2. Pseudo-Philo’s
negative depiction of Jair (L.4.B. 38) stands in marked contrast to the posi-
tive portrait of him jointly offered by Judg 10:3-5 and Ant. 5.254. Similarly,
Pseudo-Philo relates military achievements that occur under the tenures of
Elon (L.A.B. 41.2) and Abdon (L.4.B. 41.1) to which neither the Bible nor
Josephus has any counterpart (and which the latter explicitly precludes in
the case of both these figures (see 5.272 [Elon] and 5.273 [Abdon]). At least
as far as the minor judges are concerned then Pseudo-Philo felt free to take
far greater liberties with the Bible’s presentation than did his fellow his-
torian (and approximate contemporary).”®

As for Josephus and SC, their presentations have in common two points
that lack an equivalent in the Judges material itself: Jair’s pertaining to the
tribe of Manasseh (see n. 18) and Ibzan’s to that of Judah (see n. 34). These
two communalities excepted, their accounts diverge in numerous respects.
In particular, Josephus’ version lacks, e.g., the designation of the figures in

key word “(to) judge” in reference to the activity of these figures, replacing it
with a variety of alternative formulations (see n. 16).

On the controverted question of the dating of L.4.B. — before or after the des-
truction of the Second Temple — see the discussion in Jacobson (Commentary,
1.199-210) who opts for the latter possibility.
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question as “kings,” their installation by the entire people on Mount
Gerizim, and the all-pervading interest in the priestly contemporaries of
these figures that characterizes the Chronicle’s account (and at the same
time distinguishes that account from the Bible’s treatment of them).

Josephus’ portrayal of the minor judges stands in a complex relationship
of similarity and difference with those of the Bible, Pseudo-Philo and the
“Samaritan Chronicle No. I.” As I hope has emerged over the course of this
essay, a comparative study of all four versions as offered here can indeed
help bring into clearer focus the distinctiveness of the Josephan perspective on
these largely — but not quite — forgotten figures.

Summary

This article offers a detailed study of Josephus® account (Ant. 5.254,271-274) of
the so-called “minor judges” in relation both to the biblical presentation of them
(Judg 10:1-5; 12:8-15) and to that of Pseudo-Philo (L.4.B. 38.41) and the “Sama-
ritan Chronicle No. IL” Josephus does, it emerges, incorporate most of the biblical
data concerning the minor judges (although he omits the figure of Tola [Judg 10:1-2]
completely). At the same time, he goes beyond the Bible in accentuating their
personal felicity on the one hand and their failure to perform any deed of public and
lasting significance on the other. In comparison with Pseudo-Philo (who, e.g., tumns
Jair [Judg 10:3-5] into a promoter of Baal-worship and attributes military achieve-
ments to Elon [12:11-12] and Abdon [12:13-15] of which the Bible and Josephus
say nothing), Josephus hews much closer to the biblical story-line on these figures.
Vis-a-vis the Samaritan Chronicle he lacks the focus on Mount Gerizim and the
high-priestly succession which characterizes that document’s portrayal of the minor
judges.

Zusammenfassung

Dieser Artikel bietet eine detaillierte Studie zu Josephus Flavius iiber die
sogenannten “Kleinen Richter” im Verhiltnis (4nt. 5.254,271-274) sowohl zu der
biblischen (Ri 10:1-5; 12:8-15) wie auch zur pseudo-philonischen (L.4.B. 38.41)
Beschreibung und zur samaritischen Chronik II. Josephus bezieht die meisten
biblischen Angaben zu den ,.Kleinen Richtern“ ein (obwohl er Tola vollsténdig weg-
lisst). Zugleich geht er iiber die Bibel hinaus einerseits in der Akzentuierung deren
personlichen Gliicks und andererseits in deren Versagen, wenn es darum geht, 6ffent-
liche Aktionen zu setzen und ungebrochene Wirkung zu erreichen.

Im Vergleich zu Pseudo-Philo verbleibt Josephus viel niher an der biblischen
Erzihlungstradition iiber diese Gestalten, (der z.B. Jair [Ri 10,3-5] zum Forderer der
Baals-Verehrung veréindert und bei Elon [12,11-12] und Abdon [12.13-15] militd-
rische Unternehmungen hinzufiigt, von denen die Bibel und Josephus nichts berich-
ten). Gegeniiber der samaritanischen Chronik fehlt bei ihm die Konzentration auf den
Berg Garizim und die hohepriesterliche Nachfolge, welche charakteristisch ist fiir
die Darstellung in diesem Werk der ,.Kleinen Richter®.
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