
 

 



 

 

CRITIQUE (PART A) 
of 

When  Was Ancient Jerusalem Destroyed? 

Part 2, What the Clay Documents Really Show 
(Watchtower, November 1, 2011, pages 23 -28) 

Version 1 

 

This Critique of the article appearing in The Watchtower of November 1, 2011 is in two parts: 

 Part A (this document) discusses points raised by the article 

 Part B provides supporting factual evidences and additional relevant material. Available at: 

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_Part_B__References__of_Jerusalem_Destroyed_part_2.pdf  

Each major subject canvassed in this Critique commences with a new page. This allows the reader to 

quickly identify the subject matter, and if need be, provide those pages to a Watchtower apologist. 

 

The October 1, 2011 and November 1, 2011 issues of The Watchtower magazine presented two parts 

of the Article: ñWhen was Ancient Jerusalem Destroyed?ò 

My Critique of ñPart One: Why It Matters?; What the Evidence Showsò is available at: 

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of_When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf 

At its Conclusion to Part One, The Watchtower explained the purpose of its Part Two: 

Is there really no historical evidence to support the Bible-based date 

of 607 B.C.E.? What evidence is revealed by datable cuneiform 

documents, many of which were written by ancient eyewitnesses? We 

will consider these questions in our next issue. 

 

I am enormously grateful to two very special people without whom this Critique could never 

have been written, let alone in the short time that was available. They are Ann OôMaly and 

Marjorie Alley. I simply cannot thank them enough. 

I also wish to acknowledge my debt to Carl Olof Jonsson and my enormous respect for his 

knowledge and his many years of genuine friendship. Carl, I thank you. 

This Critique is of course my responsibility, so please address any concerns to me. 

© Doug Mason, Melbourne. October 2011 

doug_mason1940@yahoo.com.au 

http://www.jwstudies.com 

 

PLEASE NOTE! 
This Critique is provided in two Parts: 

 Part A (this document) 

 Part B (References)     

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_Part_B__References__of_Jerusalem_Destroyed_part_2.pdf
http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of_When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf
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1 

JEREMIAHôS ñSEVENTY YEARSò 

Part 2 opens with the subject of the ñSeventy Yearsò, even though it is canvassed in Part 1 of these 

articles in the Watchtower magazine
1
. Although it is the subject of a separate Critique

2
, comments are 

required on the statements made in Part 2. 

Jeremiahôs first statement on the Seventy Years 

Jeremiah made two references to a period of 70 years. In his first statement, Jeremiah said it would be 

a period when all of the nations he named would serve the king of Babylon for 70 years. That 

servitude was an addition to the long-repeated warning that the land of Judah would be devastated. 

I will summon all the peoples of the north and my servant 

Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon,ò declares the LORD, ñand I will 

bring them against this land and its inhabitants and against all the 

surrounding nations. I will completely destroy them and make 

them an object of horror and scorn, and an everlasting ruin. é  

This whole country will become a desolate wasteland, and these 

nations will serve the king of Babylon seventy years. é 

I will bring upon that land all the things I have spoken against it, all 

that are written in this book and prophesied by Jeremiah against all 

the nations.
3
 

Jeremiahôs second statement 

In Jeremiahôs second statement on the Seventy Years, he wrote to the exiles at Babylon they were to 

ignore their prophets who were promising them a swift return. He told them to settle down, because a 

period of 70 years had been decreed it would continue its course. This meant there would be no swift 

release. 

To all those I carried into exile from Jerusalem to Babylon: ñBuild 

houses and settle down; plant gardens and eat what they produce. 

Marry and have sons and daughters; find wives for your sons and give 

your daughters in marriage, so that they too may have sons and 

daughters. Increase in number there; do not decrease. é  

ñDo not let the prophets and diviners among you deceive you. é This 

is what the LORD says: ñWhen seventy years are completed for 

Babylon, I will come to you and fulfill my gracious promise to bring 

you back to this place.ò
4
 

Jeremiah pleaded with them to have patience, to settle down to a full and prosperous life. He warned 

them that when the decreed 70 years had been completed, only then would the LORD come to them. 

The exiles in Babylon understood; they realised Jeremiah was telling them their exile would continue 

for many more years. 

ñ[Jeremiah] has sent this message to us in Babylon: It will be a long 

time. Therefore build
 
houses and settle down; plant gardens and eat 

what they produce.ò 
5
 

The Watchtower, instead of recognising that Jeremiah was speaking of several nations having to 

serve Babylon for 70 years, tries to make the period apply to an exile from Judea that commenced 

                                                      
1
 The Watchtower, October 1, 2011, pages 26-31 

2
 http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of_When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf  

3
 Jer. 25:9, 11, 13, (all Bible references are from the NIV, unless otherwise indicated) 

4
 Jer. 29:4-6, 8, 10 

5
 Jer 29:28 
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Jeremiahôs ñSeventy Yearsò 

2 

after Jerusalem had fallen. The Watchtower fails to recognise that Jeremiahôs reference to the total 

destruction of Judah had been threatened for centuries, and that Jeremiah was adding a punishment of 

70 years servitude to Babylon. It was a punishment to be served by Judah and by its neighbours. Its 

end would be marked by the punishment of Babylon. 

Jeremiah told the king of Judah and its people that the threat of destruction could be avoided if the 

people obeyed Godôs priests and prophets. The servitude to Babylon, however, could not be avoided.
6
 

The end point of the Seventy Years 

Jeremiah makes the end of the Seventy Years very plain: 

ñWhen the seventy years are fulfilled, I will punish the king of 

Babylon and his nation, the land of the Babylonians, for their guilt,ò 

declares the LORD, ñand will make it desolate forever. They 

themselves will be enslaved by many nations and great kings; I will 

repay them according to their deeds and the work of their hands.ò Jer. 

25:12, 14 

Since this was a period of servitude to Babylon, as symbolised by Jeremiah and Hananiah at Jeremiah 

28, the period stopped immediately when Babylon fell. Servitude to Babylon could not continue any 

longer, as its regional dominance had ended. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

The passage at 2 Chronicles 36:21 is not talking about the ñexiled Jewish captivesò, but is instead 

talking about desolation of the ñlandò: 

The land enjoyed its sabbath rests; all the time of its desolation it 

rested, until the seventy years were completed.
7
 

The text does not say the land rested for seventy years; just that it rested until the seventy years were 

brought to their end. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

2 Chronicles 36:21, 22 links the end of the Seventy Years to the end of Babylonian rule and to the 

decree by Cyrus during his first regnal year over Babylon. Depending on the calendar used by a 

writer, Cyrusô first year ran from either March 538 to March 537, or from September 538 to 

September 537. 

[The remnant] became servants to [Nebuchadnezzar] and his sons 

until the kingdom of Persia came to power.  

The land enjoyed its sabbath rests; all the time of its desolation it 

rested, until the seventy years were completed in fulfillment of the 

word of the LORD spoken by Jeremiah. In the first year of Cyrus 

king of Persia, é the LORD moved the heart of Cyrus king of Persia 

to make a proclamation. 

                                                      
6
 This is discussed in the Critique to Part 1 of this Watchtower article. 

7
 2 Chronicles 36:21, NIV 
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The exiled captives of all the serving nations were released when Cyrus made his decree. Since they 

were released from servitude, this meant they were no longer in servitude to Babylon. They were 

released because the 70 Years had come to its end. The end came for all nations at the same time, with 

the same event, the end of Babylonian rule. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

The Seventy Years were not an ñexile IN  Babylonò; the Seventy Years was a period of servitude by 

several nations to Babylon. As the above Scripture states, the period ended when ñthe kingdom of 

Persia came to powerò. Not a day earlier, not a day later. 

ñThis is the inscription that was written:  

MENE, MENE, TEKEL, PARSIN 

ñThis is what these words mean:  

Mene : God has numbered the days of your reign and brought it to 

an end. 

Tekel: You have been weighed on the scales and found wanting. 

Peres: Your kingdom is divided and given to the Medes and 

Persians.ò 

é That very night Belshazzar, king of the Babylonians, was slain 

and Darius the Mede took over the kingdom.
8
 

Return of Exiles 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

The date of the return to the temple site is an unsubstantiated guess, without evidence or proof, 

because none exists. No one knows whether Jews returned in 538, 537, 536 or even 535 BCE. Further 

information is provided at: 

http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the_Jews_Return_to_Jerusalem.pdf 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

The Bible does not state that the Seventy Years ended when Jews returned to Jerusalem. Well may the 

exile have lasted 70 years, but it did not require the destruction of Jerusalem. Jeremiah said the 

Seventy Years was a period of servitude to Babylon by several nations. It does not say it relates to any 

exile; indeed, Jeremiah explicitly stated that willing servitude to Babylon would see that nation 

remain on its land. 

While it focuses on the 539 BCE date for the Fall of Babylon, the WTSôs critical date is 537 BCE for 

the assembling of the first Exiles at the temple site at Jerusalem. There is no Biblical or other 

information to prove this date is correct. For that reason, scholars provide alternate dates, but no one 

really knows. Itôs a subjective guess. This is discussed at: 

http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the_Jews_Return_to_Jerusalem.pdf 

and pages 4 ï 12 of:http://www.jwstudies.com/The_Jews_return_home_ver_3.pdf  

                                                      
8
 Dan. 5:25-28, 29-31, NIV 

http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the_Jews_Return_to_Jerusalem.pdf
http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the_Jews_Return_to_Jerusalem.pdf
http://www.jwstudies.com/The_Jews_return_home_ver_3.pdf
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How the WTS starts its Seventy Years 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

This is a distraction from what the Watchtower Society teaches. They do not start their Seventy 

Years with the destruction of Jerusalem. The WTS start the period from the moment Jews entered 

Egypt following the murder of Governor Gedaliah. This is the event that the WTS dates at 607 BCE. 

The Bible does not say the Jews went into Egypt in the same year that Jerusalem was destroyed. As is 

shown in the Critique of Part 1, it is not possible for all of the events recorded in the Bible from 

Jerusalemôs destruction until those Jews went into Egypt to have been completed within 2 months. It 

is more than probable the Jews entered Egypt 4 years after Jerusalem was destroyed, linking that 

uprising against Gedaliah to Nebuchadnezzar taking more captives from the land during his 23rd year. 

The writers only stated that they entered Egypt in the seventh month, Tishri. They were not providing 

chronological information; they were providing a religious statement. The seventh month of the year, 

Tishri, the beginning of the Jewish calendar year, is their most religiously significant month. It 

includes Selichot, Rosh Hashana, Yom Kippur, Sukkot, Shemini Atzeret and Simchat Torah. 

The 3rd day of Tishri is celebrated by Jews as the Fast of Gedaliah. The events that followed the 

murder of Gedaliah are told at pages 1 to 5 of Part B of this Critique. 

[The Fast of Gedaliah] is one of the Four Fasts connected with the 

Destruction of Beth-Hamikdosh.
9
 

The religious significance of the seventh month Tishri provides the explanation for the statement that 

the Jewish exiles dedicated the altar in the seventh month. Once more it was not put there for 

chronological reckoning, but written in that way because of the religious significance of Tishri, the 

seventh month. 

It is impossible for all of the events that took place during the period from Jerusalemôs destruction 

until those Jews went into Egypt to have been completed within 2 months. It is more probable the 

Jews entered Egypt 4 years after Jerusalem was destroyed, linking that uprising against Gedaliah to 

Nebuchadnezzar returning and taking more captives from the land during his 23rd year. This topic is 

covered at pages 19 to 22 of: 

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of_When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf 

That Critique includes the diagram shown on the next page of this Critique. 

 

 

                                                      
9
 The Complete Story of Tishrei, page 22, Nissan Mindel (Merkos Lôinyonei Chinuch, 1994) 

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of_When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf
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Is it possible for all these events to take place within two months? 

Jerusalem

destroyed.

(Jer. 52:12)

10th day

5th month

Gedaliah

commissioned and 

installed as governor.

Administration set up 

at Mizpah.

(2 Kings 25:22 )

News reaches Jews in the 

lands of Moab, Ammon, 

and Edom that Judah is 

under Gedaliah. They pack 

up, travel home, go to 

Gedaliah, and have an 

abundant summer harvest.

(Jer. 40:11, 12)

Ishmael and 

eight others 

escape and go to 

the Ammonites.

(Jer. 41:15)

They gather at 

Mizpah. Gedaliah

reassures them: 

ñServe Babylon and 

prosperò.

(2 Kings 25:24)

Gedaliah, Jews, 

and soldiers are 

murdered by 

Ishmael at a feast.

(Jer. 41:1, 2)

Army officers 

and men in the 

open country 

hear of 

Gedaliahôsrole.

(2 Kings 25:23)

7th month

Ishmael takes 

captives from 

Mizpah and sets 

out for the 

Ammonites.

(Jer. 41:10)

Johanan goes to 

fight Ishmael. 

Catches up near 

Gibeon.

(Jer. 41:11)

Johanan leads 

the survivors, 

stopping at 

Geruth Kimham

near Bethlehem.

(Jer. 41:15)

Jeremiah is asked: 

ñPray that the 

LORD your God 

will tell us where 

we should go.ò 

(Jer. 42:3)

The word comes 

to Jeremiah ten

days later.

(Jer. 42:7)

Jeremiah commands 

them: ñStay in this 

land and the LORD 

will build you up.ò

(Jer. 42:10-12, NIV)

Azariah and Johanan tell 

Jeremiah he is lying. The 

people disobey Godôs

command to stay in the 

land of Judah. 

(Jer. 43:2, 4)

Egypt

© 2011  Doug Masonhttp://www.jwstudies.com

Next day, eighty 

mourners come with 

offerings and incense to 

the house of the LORD. 

(Jer. 41:4-5)
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SCHOLARS DENY THE WATCHTOWERôS 607 BCE DATE 

 
The Watchtower, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23 

No secular expert supports the Watchtowerôs date for the destruction of Jerusalem, so the Watchtower 

must be very careful that when it uses these scholars, it acts honestly and openly, with integrity. This 

is a responsibility that the article has towards its readers. Each reader is entitled to know that the 

information the article reports from a scholar is truly representative of the author who is cited. There 

must be no hint that any scholar is misrepresented, misquoted, or cited with partiality. 

10
 

This is a matter of providing full, open and honest reporting, thereby enabling the reader to make an 

informed personal decision based on all the available evidence. 

Part B of this Critique provides material from references cited by the Watchtower article. These 

examples from Raymond Dougherty, F. Richard Stephenson and David M. Willis show that the 

Watchtower article hides the facts provided by their sources. 

Other information provided in Part B enables the reader of this Critique to perform their own 

calculations using available computer programs. In this way, the reader can verify that the 

Watchtower failed to provide results with honesty. 

The source of dates for the period 

The Bible does not provide BCE dates. The Watchtower Society [WTS] relies on the secular tablets, 

chronologies, dates, data and information provided to it. These sources include classical historians, 

business tablets, astronomical tablets, and secular scholarship. The WTS cannot commence its 

chronological journey without accepting these sources. After accepting information provided to it 

through these sources, the WTS rejects the reliability of those sources. 

As an example: when the WTS begins its dates for the neo-Babylonian period, the WTS state that 

they rely on the information provided in the book by Parker and Dubberstein. Their book tells the 

WTS that the latest business tablets for Cyrus show how long he reigned. The book also tells the WTS 

that Cyrusô reign ended in 530 BCE. 

                                                      
10

 http://www.jehovahs-witness.net/watchtower/bible/215282/5/WT-Nov-1-2011-public-When-Was-Ancient-

Jerusalem-Destroyed-Part-2  

http://www.jehovahs-witness.net/watchtower/bible/215282/5/WT-Nov-1-2011-public-When-Was-Ancient-Jerusalem-Destroyed-Part-2
http://www.jehovahs-witness.net/watchtower/bible/215282/5/WT-Nov-1-2011-public-When-Was-Ancient-Jerusalem-Destroyed-Part-2
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As Parker and Dubberstein state, their general framework is provided by Ptolemyôs list of kings, while 

the ñnumerous economic (óbusinessô) tablets provide the ñaccurate check on the lengths of reignsò. 

The WTS is caught in a bind, since it accepts the information provided at page 14 of Parker and 

Dubberstein but the WTS rejects the sources that Parker and Dubberstein used. 
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The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon 

can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's 

canon but by other sources as well.

Ptolemyôs Canon

Insight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 454

SECULAR SOURCES THE WATCHTOWER SOCIETY

RELIES ON FOR THE DATE OF BABYLONôS FALL

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine 

years over Babylon, which would therefore 

substantiate the year 539 as the date of his 

conquest of Babylon. (Babylonian 

Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, [Parker and 

Dubberstein], p. 14.)

Cuneiform Business Tablets

The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus

and Eusebius, shows that Cyrusô first year as 

king of Persia corresponded to Olympiad 55, 

year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrusô last year 

is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 (531/530 

B.C.E.). 

Classical Historians
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The date 539 B.C.E. when Cyrus II conqueredBabylon is calculated

usingthetestimonyof:

Ancient historical sourcesand cuneiform tablets: Diodorus of Sicily

(c. 80-20 B.C.E.) wrotethatCyrusbecameking of Persiain ñtheopening

yearof theFifty-fifth Olympiad.ò(HistoricalLibrary, Book IX, 21) That

year was 560 B.C.E. The Greek historian Herodotus (c. 485-425

B.C.E.) statedthat Cyrus was killed ñafter he had reignedtwenty-nine

years,òwhich would put his deathduring his 30th year, in 530 B.C.E.

(Histories,Book I, Clio, 214)

Confirmation by a cuneiform tablet:

A Babylonianastronomical clay tablet (BM 33066) confirmsthedateof

Cyrusôdeathin 530B.C.E.

Though this tablet contains someerrors regarding the astronomical

positions, it containsthedescriptionsof two lunareclipsesthat thetablet

saysoccurredin the seventhyearof CambysesII, the sonandsuccessor

of Cyrus.

Theseare identified with lunar eclipsesvisible at Babylon on July 16,

523B.C.E., andon January10, 522B.C.E., thuspointingto thespringof

523 B.C.E. as the beginningof Cambysesôseventhyear. That would

makehis first regnalyear529B.C.E.

SoCyrusôlast year would have been 530 B.C.E., making539 B.C.E.

his first yearof ruling Babylon.

Classical Historians

Cuneiform tablets showthat Cyrusruled Babylonfor nine yearsbefore

his death. Thus,nine years prior to his death in 530 B.C.E. takesus

backto 539B.C.E. asthe year Cyrus conqueredBabylon.

Cuneiform Business Tablets Astronomical Tablet only provides Confirmation

CALCULATING

THE DATE OF BABYLONôS FALL

CONFIRMING

THE CALCULATION

SECULAR SOURCES THE WATCHTOWER SOCIETY

RELIES ON FOR THE DATE OF BABYLONôS FALL

The Watchtower, October 1, 2011, page 28
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THE WATCHTOWER DENIGRATES ITS SOURCES FOR 539 BCE

The historian Diodorus, as well as Africanus

and Eusebius, shows that Cyrusô first year as 

king of Persia corresponded to Olympiad 55, 

year 1 (560/559 B.C.E.), while Cyrusô last year 

is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 (531/530 

B.C.E.). 

Classical Historians

The date 539 B.C.E. when Cyrus II conqueredBabylon is calculated

usingthetestimonyof:

Ancient historical sourcesand cuneiform tablets: Diodorus of Sicily

(c. 80-20 B.C.E.) wrotethatCyrusbecameking of Persiain ñtheopening

yearof theFifty-fifth Olympiad.ò(HistoricalLibrary, Book IX, 21) That

year was 560 B.C.E. The Greek historian Herodotus (c. 485-425

B.C.E.) statedthat Cyrus was killed ñafter he had reignedtwenty-nine

years,òwhich would put his deathduring his 30th year, in 530 B.C.E.

(Histories,Book I, Clio, 214)

Classical Historians

The Watchtower, October 1, 2011, page 29 (Part 1)

Insight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 454
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THE WATCHTOWER DENIGRATES ITS SOURCES FOR 539 BCE

The Watchtower, October 1, 2011, page 31

The Watchtower, November 1, 2011

The date of 539 B.C.E. for the fall of Babylon 

can be arrived at not only by Ptolemy's 

canon but by other sources as well.

Ptolemyôs Canon

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine 

years over Babylon, which would therefore 

substantiate the year 539 as the date of his 

conquest of Babylon. (Babylonian 

Chronology. 626 B.C. - A.D. 75, [Parker and 

Dubberstein], p. 14.)

Cuneiform Business Tablets

Insight on the Scriptures,Vol. 1, page 454 Insight on the Scriptures,Vol. 1, page 454

Sources for 539 BCE

Denigration of those sources

Ptolemyôs Canon

Cuneiform tablets: business,

administrative, chronicles,

astronomical, etc. denigrated
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The WTS decries the accepted list of neo-Babylonian kings and the accepted lengths of their reigns. But the details it provides in its own literature enable that 

very chronology to be constructed.  

 

From  http://www.jwstudies.com/WTS_support_for_the_Babylonian_king-list.pdf 

Nebuchadnezzar

ñReigned for 43 yearsò 

[Ref 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]

[1] dp chap. 4 p. 50 par. 9 The Rise and Fall of an Immense Image

[2] w86 11/1 p. 5 A Dream Reveals How Late It Is

[3] it-2 p. 480 Nebuchadnezzar

[4] dp chap. 7 p. 99 par. 2 Four Words That Changed the World

[5] w00 5/15 p. 12 Pay Attention to God's Prophetic Word for Our Day

[6] it-1 pp. 238-239 Babylon

Awil-Marduk (Evil- merodach)

ñNebuchadnezzarôs successorò

[Ref 7, 8, 9, 10]

ñReigned two yearsò

[Ref 11, 12]

[7] it-1 p. 147 Archaeology

[8] it-1 pp. 238-239 Babylon

[9] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived

[10] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 183

[11] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived

[12] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184

Neriglissar

ñReplaced Evil-Merodachò

[Ref 13]

ñReigned 4 yearsò

[Ref 14, 15]

[13] it-1 p. 773 Evil-merodach

[14] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived

[15] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184

Labashi-Marduk

ñSucceeded Neriglissarò

[Ref 16, 17]

ñReigned 9 monthsò

[Ref 18, 19]

[16] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived

[17] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184

[18] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184

[19] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived

Nabonidus

ñFollowed Labashi-Mardukò

[Ref 20, 21]

ñBelieved to have ruled 17 

years, 556 - 539 BCEò

[Ref 22, 23, and the  

following 2 pages]
[20] it-2 p. 458 Nabonidus

[21] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 

184

[22] si p. 139 Bible Book Number 27ðDaniel

[23] it-2 p. 457 Nabonidus

ñNabopolassar, a native of Chaldea, and his successors, Nebuchadnezzar 

II, Evil-merodach (Awil-Marduk), Neriglissar, Labashi-Marduk, Nabonidus, 

and Belshazzar, ruled the Third World Power, Babylon.ò [Insight on the 

Scriptures, 1988, WTBTS, Vol 1, page 425, art: ñChaldeaò]
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Watchtower Supports the list of Babylonian Kings

References

With the statements from the WTS, it is possible to reconstruct 

the list of Babylonian kings and the lengths of their reigns.

http://www.jwstudies.com/WTS_support_for_the_Babylonian_king-list.pdf
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WHAT DO THESE CLAY TABLETS SHOW? 

The Watchtower says that secular scholars accept 587 BCE for the destruction of Jerusalem because 

they follow the records provided by the clay tablets written during the time of the destruction or 

shortly after. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

Part 1 of the Watchtower article argued that scholars rely on the classical historians and on Ptolemyôs 

Canon, whereas Part 2 now explains that scholars rely on the cuneiform tablets, including tens of 

thousands that were written at the time. 

Soundness questioned 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

It is indeed right and proper to question any calculations. Likewise, it is just as right and proper to 

question the soundness of the calculations made by the Watchtower. However, the Watchtower article 

does not provide the information that enables a reader to know whether the articleôs calculations are 

sound. The article does not reveal the criteria used for the calculations, nor does it provide details of 

the results. 

Part B of this Critique provides detailed results of scholarsô calculations applied to 587 BCE for the 

destruction of Jerusalem as well as the results for considering 607 BCE as the date of that event. The 

data is provided so that a reader can easily see which date is correct and be able to conduct their own 

calculations. 

There are tens of thousands of tablets that do not require calculations, since each business tablet is 

dated in terms of a kingôs reign. No calculation is required to locate and identify the earliest and latest 

tablet for each king. These tablets provide a continuous record of daily life in Babylonia and the 

evidence of the length of each kingôs reign. 

ñThree types of tablets relied on by scholarsò 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 22 

The article failed to mention the chronology provided through the Babylonian Adda-guppi stelae, 

written for the mother of Nabonidus. 

Not only do scholars make full use of these sources, but the WTS relies on Babylonian documents for 

dates such as 530 BCE (business tablets), 539 BCE (chronologies) and 523/522 BCE (astronomical 

tablet). The November Watchtower article accepts astronomical tablets, as it analyses tablet VAT 

4956, which is dated to Nebuchadnezzarôs 37th year. It is thus directly relevant to the subject of the 

Watchtower article. 
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BUSINESS TABLETS 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23 

There are tens of thousands of business
11

 tablets, with each dated to the year, month and day of the 

ruling monarch. 

 
Dated from 595 BC, this is a receipt acknowledging 

the payment of 0.75 kg of gold to a temple in Babylonia 

by a ñchief eunuchò named Nabu-sharrussu-ukin
12

 

These economic tablets list business transactions, banking records, administrative activities, and 

actions associated with temples. It is possible to trace individual business activities, such as those of 

the Hebrew family, the Egibi brothers. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24 

                                                      
11

 Also known as ñeconomicò tablets 
12

 http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1645738,00.html 

http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1645738,00.html


Business Tablets 

15 

The process works whether the calculations start with the first neo-Babylonian king or if it starts with 

the last one. These tens of thousands of business and administration tablets provide a continuous 

record that confirms the accepted chronology. 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24 

 
Nebuchadnezzar year 20, month 9, day 10 [i.e., September 10, 585 BC]. 

Neo-Babylonian administrative text recording expenditures 

of small amounts of silver for oil and beer for workmen
13

 

What the Watchtower attempts 

To meet the WTSôs needs, the Watchtower needs to extend the neo-Babylonian chronology by 20 

years, either by locating extra rulers or by extending the reigns of known rulers. But its search has 

been in vain, despite the very large number of records that are available. 

Among the tens of thousands of business tablets, there is not one that provides the WTS with the 

evidence it so desperately needs. Does the Watchtower seriously suggest that for 20 years the 

Babylonians stopped conducting business, that for 20 years they failed to make any administration 

demands, they conducted no banking, and all activities with the temples ceased? 

Watchtower chronology needs these business tablets 

The Bible does not, indeed cannot, provide BCE dates. Nor could it possibly use the Julian calendar, 

as it was introduced centuries later, shortly before the Christian Era, reputedly by Julius Caesar.  

To commence its chronological journey, the WTS uses data provided on those secular clay tablets. By 

identifying the dates on the earliest and latest economic tablets during a kingôs reign, it is possible to 

reconstruct an accurate chronology of the period. That is the process followed by Parker and 

Dubberstein. 

                                                      
13

 http://iis.bhsu.edu/lis/specialcollections/tablets.cfm 

http://iis.bhsu.edu/lis/specialcollections/tablets.cfm
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The numerous cuneiform economic texts often furnish an accurate 

check on the lengths of reigns. Since these texts cover the larger part 

of the period, from 626 B.C. to the middle of the second century B.C., 

they are of prime importance.
14

 

When the WTS commences its calculation of the date when Babylon fell, it starts from that very 

listing by Parker and Dubberstein, as the book Insight on the Scriptures states: 

The latest tablet dated in the reign of Cyrus II is from the 5th month, 

23rd day of his 9th year. (Babylonian Chronology, 626 B.C.-A.D. 75, 

by R. Parker and W. Dubberstein, 1971, p. 14)
15

 

Nebuchadnezzar and Amel-Marduk overlap 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23 

This is not true when two rulers claim power at the same time. This might result from a mutual 

agreement, such as with a coregency, or it might result from conflict, with each monarch having his 

own community of supporters. When two rulers claim power at the same time, the dates on the tablets 

provide evidence of that overlap. 

 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, pages 23-24, 28 

The following provides the direct and immediate context of the two words that the Watchtower took 

from Sack: 

Attention is immediately focused on the occurrence of two tablets 

dated to the same day, with one (an Uruk text) containing the name of 

Nebuchadnezzar, and on the other (probably from Sippar) bearing the 

name of his son and successor, Amel-Marduk. This, on the surface at 

least, would seem to warrant the conclusion that Amel-Mardukôs 

reign commenced on or about October 8, 562. 

However, two new unpublished British Museum texts, recently 

placed at my disposal, completely upset this convenient arrangement. 

... The texts, surprisingly enough are quite clearly dated to the months 

of Duôuzu and Abu (i.e., the fourth and fifth months of the 

                                                      
14

 Parker and Dubberstein, page 10. 
15

 Insight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 453 
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Babylonian calendar year) of the accession year of Amel Marduk, and 

thus clearly overlap the final, or forty-third year, of his father 

Nebuchadnezzar. 

As Parker and Dubberstein have already shown, texts continue to be 

dated to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar throughout the month of Ululu 

(sixth month) of his final year. ...  

The existence of two texts dated to the same day (Oct. 8, 562), with 

one bearing the name of Amel Marduk, and the other of 

Nebuchadnezzar, more than likely points to the early days of October 

as the time when the king actually died. In view of this new (though 

admittedly scanty) evidence, it seems much more probable that a kind 

of coregency existed prior to Nebuchadnezzarôs death. 

Therefore, at this place in his book, Sack wrote that the tablets indicated an overlap. The convenient 

arrangement of thinking that one king followed another was ñcompletely upsetò by this evidence of 

an overlap.  

Since both claimed to be king on the same day, this shows there was no gap between them, but rather 

an overlap. The WTS needs to find its 20 extra years somewhere else. 

 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, pages 24, 28 

 

 
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, pages 24, 28 

This arrangement described by the Watchtower is illustrated on the following page. It shows an 

overlap of the reigns of Nebuchadnezzar and his son, Amel-Marduk. 

The diagram on the page following shows that the Bible agrees there was no gap between the reign of 

Nebuchadnezzar and Amel-Marduk. 


