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Version 1

This Critique of the article appearing ifhe Watchtoweof November 1, 201is in two parts:
e Part A (this document) discusses points raised by the article
e Part B provides supporting factual evidences and additional relevant mafesgdliable at:

http://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_Part B__References__of Jerusalem_Destroyed part 2.pdf

Each major subject canvassed in this Critigue commences with a new page. This allows the reader to
quickly identify the subject atter, and if need be, provide those pages to a Watchtower apologist.

The October 1, 2011 and November 1, 2011 issudhefWatchtowemagazine presented two parts
of the Article:iWhenwas Ancient Jerusalem Destroyéd?

My Critique offiPart One: Why It Mtters?; What the Evidence Sha@isavailable at:
http://www.jwstudies.com/Critigue_of When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf

At its Conclusion to Part On&heWatchtowerexplained the purpose of its Part Two:

Is there really no historical evidence to support the Biblged 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.

| amenormouby gratefulto two very special peoplsvithout whom this Critique could never
have been written, let alone in the short time that was availahé.are AnnOdvialy and
Marjorie Alley. | simply cannot thank them enough.

| 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, | thank you.

This Critique is of course my responsibjl soplease addresmy concernso me.
© Doug Mason, Melbourne. Octob2011
doug_mason1940@yahoo.com.au

http://www.jwstudies.com

PLEASE NOTE!

This Critiqueis provided in two Parts:
e Part A (this document)

e Part B (References)
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JEREMIAHG ASEVENTY YEARSO

Part 2 opens with thsubject of theiSeventy Yeai even though its canvassed in Part 1 of these
articles in thewatchtowemagaziné Although itis the subject of a separate Critiussmments are
required on the statements made in Part 2.

Jeremiah& 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 waddve the king of Babylon for 70 yeaiBhat
servitude wagnaddition to the longepeated warning that the land of Judah would be devastated.

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

Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylondeclares the.ORD, fiand | will

bring them againsthis land and its inhabitants and agairsdt the

surrounding nations. | will completely destroy them and make

them an object of horror and scorn, and a

This whole country will become adesolate wastelandand these
nations will servethe king ofBabylon seventy years é

I will bring upon thatland all the things | have spoken against it, all
that are written in this book and prophesied by Jeremiah agdinst
the nations®

Jeremiah® second statement

In Jeemialts second statemeah the Seventy Yearbewrote to the exiles at Babylon they were to
ignore their prophets who were promisitgma swift returnHe told them to settle down, because a
period of 70 years had been decréadould continue its corse Thismeant there would be no swift
release.

To all those | carried into exile from Jerusalem to BabyfBuild
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 decréase.

fiDo not | et the prophets anthisdi viners amon
is what theLORD says: iwhen seventy years are completed for

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

you back to this placef’.

Jeremiah pleaded with them kave patienceto settle down to dull and prosperous lifédde warned
them that vmenthe decreedO years had.been completed, only themould the LORDcometo them
The exiles in Babylon understoatiey realisedJeremiah was telling them their exile wid continue
for manymore years

flJeremiahlhas sent this messatgeus in Babylon It will be along
time. Therefore builchouses and settle down; plant gand and eat
what they produce?

The Watchtowerinstead of recognising that Jeremiah was speakingewéral nationshaving to
serve Babylon for 70 yeardyies to make the period applto an exile from Judea that commenced

! The WatchtowerOctober 1, 2011, pages-36

2 hitp://www.jwstudies.com/Critique_of When_Was_Ancient_Jerusalem_Destroyed.pdf
3 Jer. 25:9, 11, 13all Bible references are from the NIV, unless otherwise indiyated

* Jer. 29:46, 8, 10

® Jer 29:28
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Jeremiah6s fAiSeventy Year so

after Jerusalem had falleThe Watchtowerfails to recognise that Jeremé@trderence to the total
destruction of Judah had been threatened for centuries, and that Jeremiah waa pddisigment of

70 yearsservitude to Babylonlt was a punishment to be served by Judah and by its neighbours. Its
end would be marked by the punisém of Babylon.

Jeremiah told the king of Judah and its people thathreat of destruction could be avoided if the
people obeyed Gdsl priests and prophefEhe servitude to Babylomowevercould not be avoided.

The end point of the Seventy Years

Jeemiah makes the end of the Seventy Years very plain:

fiWhen theseventy years are fulfilled | will punish the king of
Babylon and his nation, the land of the Babylonians, for their guilt,
declares theLORD, fiand will make it desolate forevehey
themselves will be enslavedy many nations and great kings; | will
repay them according to their deeds and the work of their liaiats.
25:12, 14

Since this was a period of servitude to Babylon, as symbolised by Jeremiah and Hananiah at Jeremiah
28, theperiod stopped immediately when Babylon fell. Servitude to Babylon could not continue any
longer, as its regional dominance had ended.

HE Bible says that the Jewish captives
were to be exiled in Babylon “until the
seventy years were completed in fulfillment
of the word of the LORrD spoken by Jeremiah.”

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

The passaget 2 Chronicles 36:2fs not talking about th@exiled Jewish captivés but is instead
talking aboutdesolation ofhe Alandd:

The land enjoyed its sabbath rests; all the time of its desolation
rested, until the seventy years were compléted

The text does not say the land rested for seventy years; just that itieskdlde seventy years were
brought to their end.

When were they released? In “the first [reg-
nal] year of Cyrus king of Persia.” (2 Chroni-
cles 36:21, 22, New International Version)

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

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 lémelaraused by a
writer, Cyru® first year ran from either March 538 to March 537, or from September 538 to
September 537.

[The remnant] becamservants to [Nebuchadnezzar] and his sons
until the kingdom of Persiacame to power.

The land enjoyed its sabbarests; all the time of its desolation it
rested,until the seventy years were completedh fulfillment of the
word of theLORD spoken by Jeremiah. In thigst year of Cyrus

ki ng of PERBInaed thé hearthokeCyrus king of Persia
to make a pyclamation.

® This is discussed in the Critique to Part 1 of Whistchtowenrticle.
2 Chronicles 36:21, NIV




Jeremiahds ASeventy Year so

The exiled captives of all the serving nations were released when Cyrus made his decree. Since they
were releasedfrom servitude, this meant they were no longer in servitude to Babylon. They were
released because the 70 Years had come todtsTée end came for all nations at the same time, with

the same event, the end of Babylonian rule.

Bib-
lical and secular history agree that this exile
in Babylon ended after Cyrus conquered Bab-
ylon and freed the Jews

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

The Seventy Years weret anfiexile IN Babylord; the Seventy Years wasperiod of servitude by
several nationso Babylon. As the above Scripture states, the period ended vithenkingdom of
Persia came to pow@rNot a day earlier, not a day later.

fiThis is the inscription that was written:
MENE, MENE, TEKEL, PARSIN
fiThis is what these words mean:
Mene: God hasnumbered the daysof your reign and brought to
an end
Tekel You have been weighed on the scales and found wanting.
Peres Your kingdom is divided and givento the Medes and
Persians
€ T hvary night Belshazzar, king of the Babyloniansas slain
and Darius the Med®ok over the kingdom?®

Return of Exiles

the Jews, who returned to Je-
rusalem in 537 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

The date of the return to the temple siteain unsubstantiated guess, without evidence or proof,
because none existdo one knows whether Jews returned in 538, 538, 0r even 535 BCEurther
information is provided at:

http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the Jews Return_to Jerusalem.pdf

Since the Bible explicit-
ly says that the exile lasted for 70 years, it
must have begun in 607 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

The Bible does not state that the Seventy Years ended when Jews returned to Jénedhinay. the

exile have lasted 70 years, but it did not require the destruction of Jeruselmmiahsaid the
Seventy Years was a period of servitude to Babylon bgraémations. 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 8/Gi®ical date i$37 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. Ifs a subjective guesshis is discussed at:

http://www.jwstudies.com/When_Did_the Jews Return_to_Jerusalem.pdf

and pages # 12 ofhttp://www.jwstudies.com/The Jews return_home_ver_3.pdf

8 Dan. 5:2528, 2931, NIV
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Jeremiah6s fAiSeventy Year so

How the WTS starts its Seventy Years

However, most scholars date the destruc-
tion of Jerusalem at 587 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

This is a distraction fronwhat the W&chtower SocietyteachesThey do not start their Seventy
Years with the destruction of Jerusaém. The WTS start e periodirom the momenfewsentered
Egypt following the murder of Governor GedaliahisTis the event that the WTdates at 607 BCE.

The Bible does not say the Jews went into Egypt in the same year that Jerusalem was dastioyed.
shown in the Critique of Part 1 iis not possiblefor all of the eventgecorded in the Bible from
Jerusalerds destructioruntil those Jews went into Egyfut have beerrompleted within 2 months. It

is mae 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 masithi. 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, Roshdshana, Yom Kippur, Sukkot, Shemini Atzeret and Simchat Torah.

The 3rd day of Tishri is celebrated by Jews asRast of Gedaliah The events that followed the
murder of Gedaliahre told at pages 1 to 5 Bart B of this Critique.

[The Fast of Gedaliahis one of the Four Fasts connected with the
Destruction of BettHamikdosh’

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 riowpat there for
chronological reckang, 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 JerGsalestruction

until those Jews we 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 dhige2BiThis 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 diagrashown on the next page of this Critique.

° The Complete Story of Tishyei page 22, Ni ssan Mindel (Merkos L&éinyon
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Jer emi

ahos

NnSeventy

Year so

Is it possible for all these events to take place within two months?

10th day
5th month
I 'i
Jerusalem Gedaliah Army officers They gather at News reaches Jews in the i
destroyed. commissioned and and men in the Mizpah. Gedaliah lands of Moab, Ammon, !
(Jer. 52:12) installed as governor. open country reassures them: and Edom that Judah is a
Administration set up hear of iSer ve Baby|l under Gedalthh. They pack | |
at Mizpah. Gedal role.h 6 s prospero up, travel home, go to I
(2 Kings 25:22) (2 Kings 25:23) (2 Kings 25:24) Gedaliah, and have an I
abundant summer harvest. | |
(Jer. 40:11, 12) i
1
o v

1
|
W

Gedaliah, Jews,
and soldiers are
murdered by
Ishmael at a feast.
(Jer.41:1, 2)

Next day, eighty
mourners come with

offerings and incense to
the house of the LORD.

(Jer. 41:4-5)

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)

Ishmael and
eight others

(Jer. 41:15)

escape and go to
the Ammonites.

Johanan leads
the survivors,
stopping at
Geruth Kimham
near Bethlehem.
(Jer. 41:15)

fPray that the
LORD your God
will tell us where
we
(Jer. 42:3)

Jeremiah is asked:

shoul

d

go.

http://www.jwstudies.com

The word comes
to Jeremiah ten
days later.
(Jer. 42:7)

[0)

- eom |

Jeremiah commands

t hem: St
land and the LORD
wi || bui l

(Jer. 42:10-12, NIV)

ay

Azariah and Johanan tell
Jeremiah he is lying. The
di sobey
command to stay in the

peopl e

land of Judah.
(Jer.43:2, 4)

© 2011 Doug Mason




SCHOLARS DENY THE WATCHTOWERG 607 BCE DATE

Note: None of the secular experts quoted in this arti-
cle hold that Jerusalem was destroyed in 607 B.C.E.

The WatchtowerNov. 1, 2011, page 23

No secular expersuppors the Watchtoweis datefor the destruction of Jerusalem, so WWatchtower

must be very careful that when it uses these schaiasts honestlyand 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 hinthat any scholar is misrepresented, misquoted, or cited with partiality.

Alleymom P Re: WT Nov. 1, 2011 (public) - When Was Ancient Jerusalem Destroyed - Part 2

I wrote to Dr. John M. Steele whose work is cited in footnote 18a of the article. He gave me permission to share the

following response:
’ From: Steele, John [email address deleted]
E 7 To: marjoriealley [email address deleted]
*hd

Date: Fri, Sep 2, 2011 9:32 am
Dear Ms Alley,

Thank you for your email concerning the citation of my work in the
recent Watchtower article. As you suggest the author of this piece is
completely misrepresenting what I wrote, both in what they say about
the lunar three measurement, and in what I say about the possibility
of retrocalculation of eclipses (my comments on the latter were
restricted to a distinct and small group of texts which are different
to the Diary they are discussing). Just glancing through the
Watchtower article I can see that they have also misrepresented the
views of other scholars by selective quotation out of context.

I've looked at the date of VAT 4956 on several occasions and see no
possibility that it can be dated to anything other than the
conventional date.

Regards,
John Steele

10

Thisis 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 materiafrom references citethy the Watchtowerarticle. These
examplesfrom Raymond Dougherty, F. Richard Stephenson and David M. VEiieav that the
Watchtowerarticle hicesthefacts provided by their sources.

Other nformation povided in Part B enables the reader of this Critique pierform their own
calculations using available computer prograns this way, the reader can verify that the
Watchtowerfailed toprovideresultswith honesty

The source of dates for the period

The Bible does not provide BCE dates. The Watchtower Society [WTS] relies aeth&artablets,
chronologies, dates, data and information praditteit. These sources includ&assical historians,
business tablets, astronomical tablets, and secular sdhiplaithe WTS cannot commence its
chronological journey without accepting these sourédter accepting information provided to it
through these sourcaebe WTSrejects the reliability of thee sources.

As an example: then the WTS begins its dates for theoBabylonian period, th&VTS state that
theyrely 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 Cyruéreign ended in 530 BCE.

10 http://www.jehovahswitness.net/watchtower/bible/215282/5/Wbv-1-201 1-public WhenWasAncient
JerusalerDestroyedPart?2
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Schol ars deny the Watchtowerds 607

As Parker and Dubberstein state, their general framework is provided by Rolestngf kings, while
thefinumerous economiddusines§ tablets provide thBaccurate check on the lengths of refigns

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

Dubberstein but the WTS rejects the sources that Parker and Dubberstein used.

Insight on the Scriptures
relies on Parker and Dubberstein

Thated in the reign o

from the month, 23rd day of his year.
(Babyionian Chronology, 626 B.C.—A.D. 75, by
R. Parker and W. Dubberstein, 1971, p. 14) As the
ninth year of Cyrus II as king of Babylon was
530 B.C.E,, his first year according to that reckon-
ing was 538 B.C.E. and his accession year was
539 BCE.

Insight on the Scrptures, Vol 1, “Chronology™, page 453

14 BABYLONIAN CHRONOLOGY, 626 B.C.—A.D. 75

IX/—/17 by Strassmaier on the basis of the giving of the masiartum for the
IX/—/17 of Nabunaid (lines 2-4). Since a maifartum was often given some
months in advance (see Strassmaier, Nabonidus, Nos. 219, 346, 361) this tablet is
useless for exact dating purposes. This fact was recognized by Kugler, SSB 11
388 {., but not by Clay, BE VIIL 1, pp. 4 f.

Cyrus
™ Evidence for Beginning of Reign
VII/14/acc. (Oct. 10, 539), Sippar is taken by Persian forces.
VII/16/acc. (Oct. 12), Babylon falls.
VII1/3/acc. (Oct. 29), Cyrus enters Babylon.

These dates are from the Nabunaid Chronicle (see under NABUNAID).
VII/—/acc. (not later than Oct. 26, 539) (Strassmaier, Cyrus, No. 1).
VIII/24/acc. (Nov. 19, 539) (ibid. No. 2).

< a.14, 538), Uruk (Tremayne, RECC, No. 1).

Bvidence for End of Reign
HHY oo d], Babylon (Strassmaier, Cyrus, No. 340).

1V/27/9 (July 18, 530), Babylon (iid. No. 341).
1130 ege2,530), Nippur (Clay, BE VIII 1, No. 74).
V/23/9 (Aug. 12, 530), Borsippa (VAS V 42).
aregency of Cysas’and Cambyses probably began Nisanu 1 (March 26),
530; see Kugler, SSB 11 397-401, and Dubberstein in A¥SL LV (1938) 417

T HE general basis for the chronology of the period here treated is furnished
by the Ptolemaic Canon, with help from classical sources. Cuneiform chron-
icles and lists of kings have also been of considerable help in checking and im-
proving on the general framework of chronology. 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.

Babylonian Chronology 626 BC-AD 75, Parker and Dubberstein, page 10

Moreover, the numerous economic texts published in the last forty years have
made it possible to improve on their efforts in certain cases by correcting their
dates, especially those preceding the fourth century B.c.

Babylonian Chronology 626 BC-AD 75, Parker and Dubberstein, page 11

The sources relied on
by Parker and Dubberstein

19. The death of Cyrus while he was fighting on the northeastern front was
== probably rcported in Babylon in August, 530, whereupon Cambyses was
recognized as sole king.
‘CAMBYSES
Evidence for Beginning of Reign
VI/12/acc. (Aug. 31, 530), Babylon (Strassmaier, Caméyses, No. 1).
VI/16/acc. (Sept. 4, 530), Babylon (ib¢d. No. 2).
VI/20/acc. (Sept. 8, 530), Babylon (ibid. No. 3).
Evidence for End of Reign
1/47 and 5/8 (Mar. 307 and 31, 522), Sippar (ibid. Nos. 407 and 408).
1/12/8 (Apr. 7, 522), Uruk (Dougherty, GCCI 11 106).
1/104 x/8 (Apr. 5, 522), Nippur (Clay, BE VIII 1, No. 71).
1/23/8 (Apr. 18, 522), Shahrinu (Strassmaier, Cambyses, No. 409).

For the period from the death of Cambyses to the 2d year of Darius I consult
the articles listed in the introduction to this section. Those articles are essential
to an understanding of these complex years. As the evidence indicates, Cam-
byses was still recognized in April, 522. The Behistun inscription, § 11, scems
10 indicate that he did not die until after July 1, 522 (after IV/9/8). However,
his successor, Bardiya, was certainly recognized in Babylonia already in months
I and II (see under BARDIYA).

BarDIvA (SMERDIS, GAUMATA)
Evidence for Beginning of Reign
XI1/14/— (Mar. 11, 522), Bardiya revolts in Persia (Behistun, § 11).

Babylonian Chronology 626 BC-AD 75,
Parker and Dubberstein, page 14
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SECULAR SOURCES THE WATCHTOWER SOCIETY
RELIES ON FOR THE DATE OF BABYLONG FALL

The historiarDiodorus, aswell asAfricanus
andEusebius s hows that C
king of Persia corresponded@ympiad 55,
year 1 (560/559 B.C.
is placed at Olympiad 62, year 2 (531/530
B.C.E.).

Classical Historians

The date 0639 B.C.E for the fall of Babylon
icam bearrivedi ar nettonlyybgPolemya s
canonbut by other sources as well.

E. ).

while Cyruso |

Pt ol emyds

BCE dat e

Cuneiform tablets give Cyrus a rule of nine
years over Babylon, which would therefore
substantiate the year 539 as the date of his
tconguesi af BabylonBabylonian
Chronology. 626 B.G.A.D. 75 [Parker and
Dubbersteih p. 14.)

Cuneiform Business Tablets

Insight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 454
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SECULAR SOURCES THE WATCHTOWER SOCIETY
RELIES ON FOR THE DATE OF BABYLONG FALL

CALCULATING
THE DATE OF BABYLONGS FALL

CONFIRMING
THE CALCULATION

The date 539 B.C.E. when Cyrus Il conqueredBabylon is calculated
usingthetestimony of:

Ancient historical sourcesand cuneiform tablets: Diodorus of Sicily
(c. 80-20 B.C.E.) wrote that Cyrusbecameking of Persiain fi t bpening
yearof the Fifty-fifth Olympiad.o (Historical Library, Book IX, 21) That
year was 560 B.C.E. The Greek historian Herodotus (c. 485425
B.C.E.) statedthat Cyrus was killed fiafter he had reignedtwenty-nine
y e a mBich would put his deathduring his 30th year,in 530 B.C.E.
(Histories,Book |, Clio, 214)

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

Confirmation by a cuneiform tablet:
A Babylonianastronomical clay tablet (BM 33066 confirmsthe dateof
Cy r desatlin 530B.C.E.

Thoughthis tablet contains someerrors regarding the astronomical
positions, it containsthe descriptionof two lunar eclipseshatthe tablet
saysoccurredin the seventhyearof Cambysesl, the sonandsuccesso
of Cyrus

Theseare identified with lunar eclipsesvisible at Babylon on July 16,
523B.C.E., andon Januaryl0, 522 B.C.E., thuspointingto the springof
523 B.C.E. as the beginningof C a mb y seeestldyear That would
makehisfirst regnalyear529B.C.E.

SoCy r last gear would have been530 B.C.E., making539 B.C.E.
hisfirst yearof ruling Babylon

Astronomical Tablet only provides Confirmation

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

Insight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 454

The historiarDiodorus, aswell asAfricanus

andEusebius s hows that Cyrusbo

king of Persia corresponded@ympiad 55,

year

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

B.C.E.).

1 (560/559 B.C. E.),

Classical Historians

The date 539 B.C.E. when Cyrus Il conqueredBabylon is calculated
usingthetestimony of:

Ancient historical sourcesand cuneiform tablets: Diodorus of Sicily
(c. 80-20 B.C.E.) wrote that Cyrusbecameking of Persiain i t bpening
yearof the Fifty-fifth Olympiad.o (Historical Library, Book IX, 21) That
year was 560 B.C.E. The Greek historian Herodotus (c. 485425
B.C.E.) statedthat Cyrus was killed fafter he had reignedtwenty-nine
y e a wBich ould put his deathduring his 30th year,in 530 B.C.E.
(Histories,Book|, Clio, 214)

Classical Historians

Classical Historians—How Accurate?

just how reliable are their writings?

Historians who lived close to the time In view of the foregoing, what do you
when Jerusalem was destroyed give mixed in-  think? Should Berossus’ calculations really be
formation about the Neo-Babylonian kings.*  viewed as consistently accurate? And what
(See the box “Neo-Babylonian Kings.”) The  about the other classical historians who, for
time line based on their chronological infor- the most part, based their chronology on the
mation disagrees with that of the Bible. But ~ writings of Berossus? Can their historical con-

clusions really be called reliable?

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

10
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THE WATCHTOWER DENIGRATES ITS SOURCES FOR 539 BCE

Sources for 539 BCE

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 BabylonB@bylonian
Chronology. 626 B.G.A.D. 75 [Parker and
Dubbersteih p. 14.)

The date 0639 B.C.E for the fall of Babylon
can bearrived at not only byPtolemy's
canonbut by other sources as well.

Insight on the Scripture¥ol. 1, page 454 Insight on the Scripture¥ol. 1, page 454

Canon Cuneiform Business Tablets

Pt ol emyés

Denigration of those sources

In general, Ptolemy’s canon is regarded as
accurate. But in view of its omissions, should
it really be used to provide a definite histori-
cal chronology?

The WatchtowerOctober 1, 2011, page 31

Pt ol emyés

Cuneiform tablets: business,
administrative, chronicles,
astronomical, etc. denigrated

Canon

—

What do the documents show? There are
gaps in the history recorded in the Babylo-
nian chronicles. (See the box below.) Logi-
cally, then, the question arises, How reliable
are deductions based on such an incomplete
record?

Therefore, nei-
ther the Babylonian chronicles nor the busi-
ness tablets provide a basis to establish with
certainty that Jerusalem was destroyed in
587 B.C.E.

Scholar R. J.
van der Spek explains: “The compilers were
astrologers, not historians.” He describes sec-
tions of the tablets that contain historical rec-
ords as “more or less casual,” and he warns
that such historical information must “be
used with caution.”15

For ancient observers to
measure this period required some sort
of clock. Such measurements were not re-
liable. :

If these are
retrocalculations, could they really be con-
sidered absolutely reliable unless corroborat-
ed by other evidence?

Could others have ruled
between the reigns of these kings? If so, ad-
ditional years would have to be added to
the Neo-Babylonian period.

gaps in the history docu-
mented by the Babylonian chronicles sug-
gest that we may not have a continuous chro-
nological record.10

The WatchtowemMNovember 1, 2011

11
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The WTS decries the accepted list of #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.

Watchtower Supports the list of Babylonian Kings

With the statements from the WTS, it is possible to reconstruct
the list of Babylonian kings and the lengths of their reigns.

fiNabopolassar, a native of Chaldea, and his successors, Nebuchadnezzar
I, Evil-merodach (Awil-Marduk), Neriglissar, Labashi-Marduk, Nabonidus,
and Belshazzar, ruled the Third World Power, Babylon. 6 [ | nsi g hf
Scriptures, 1988, WTBTS, Vol 1, pal

Nebuchadnezzar
ifRei gned fo
[Refl, 2,3, 4,5,6]

Awil-Marduk (Evil- merodach)
AiNebuchadnezzar|os
[Ref7, 8,9, 10]

fReigned two |y
References [Ref 11, 12] Neriglissar
ARepl acMar &€d/4d d h o
[1] dp chap. 4 p. 50 par. 9 The Rise and Fall of an Immense Image [Ref 13]
[2] w86 11/1 p. 5 A Dream Reveals How Late It Is |~ " -
; AReigned 4]yea
[3] it-2 p. 480 Nebuchadnezzar Ref 14. 15
[4] dp chap. 7 p. 99 par. 2 Four Words That Changed the World [Re , 15]

Labashi-Marduk

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

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

[7]it-1 p. 147 Archaeology [Ref 16, 17]
[8]it-1 pp. 238-239 Babylon AReigned 9
[9] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived [Ref 18, 19]
[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
[13]it-1 p. 773 Evil-merodach Nabonidus
[14] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived AFol | owe dvalr adbupkst
- [15] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184 [Ref 20, 21]
§ [16] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived iBelieved to |has
s [17] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184 _ N
= [18] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page 184 y?;\(rasf,2525623 5aﬁd9the BCHO
8 [19] w65 1/1 p. 29 The Rejoicing of the Wicked Is Short-lived follo n 2 age
5 [20] it-2 p. 458 Nabonidus wing 2 pages]
8
©

[21] Babylon the Great Has Fallen, 1963, WTBTS, page
184
[22] si p. 139 Bible Book Number 278 Daniel

[23] it-2 p. 457 Nabonidus

From http://www.jwstudies.com/WTS support for the Babylonian Hisigpdf
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WHAT DO THESE CLAY TABLETS SHOW?

The Watchtowe saysthat secular scholars accept 587 BCE for destruction of Jerusalebecause
they follow the records provided by the clay tablets written dutfiregtime of the destructioror
shortly after

Why do they conclude
that? They base their calculations on ancient
cuneiform documents that provide details
about Nebuchadnezzar Il and his successors.
Many of these documents were written by
men who lived during or close to the time of
Jerusalem'’s destruction.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

Part 1lof the Watchtoweiarticle argued that scholars rely on the classical historians and on Pfislemy
Canon wherea Part 2now explains that scholars rely on the cuneiform tablets, includiengs of
thousandsthat werewritten at the time.

Soundness questioned

But just how sound
are the calculations that point to the date
587 B.C.E.? What do these documents really
show?

WT, Nov. 1, 241, page22

It is indeed right and proper to questiany calculations Likewise, it is just as right and proper to
guestion the soundness of the calculations made bBy/#tehtower However,the Watchtoweiarticle

does not provid¢he informationthat enables reader to know whether tteticlels 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 providesletailedresults ofscholar$ calcuationsapplied 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 aodbetableto conduct their own
calculations.

There are tens of thousands of tablets that do not require calculaiore eah business tables

dated in terms of a kirdg reign. No calculation is required to locate and identify the earliest and latest
tablet for each king. These tablets provideoatinuous reord of daily life in Babylonia and the
evidence of the length of each kégeign.

fiThree types of tablets relied on by scholarso

consider three
types of documents that scholars often rely
on: (1) The Babylonian chronicles, (2) busi-
ness tablets, and (3) astronomical tablets.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page22

The articlefailed to mentionthe chronology provided through tigabylonianAddaguppi stelae,
written for the mother of Nabonidus.

Not only do scholars make full use of these soutmaisthe WTS relies oBabylonian document®r

dates such as 530 BCE (business tablets), 539 BCE (chronologies) and 523/522 BCE (astronomical
tableg). The NovemberWatchtowerarticle accepts astronomical table@s t analysestablet VAT

4956, which isdated to NebuchadnezZar37th yearlt is thus directly relevant to the subject of the
Watchtowerarticle.

13



BUSINESS TABLETS

Most business tablets from

the Neo-Babylonian period are legal receipts.
The tablets were dated to the day, month, and

year of the reigning king.
WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23

There are tens of thousands of busiesblets, with each dated to the year, maantid day of the
ruling monarch.

v .{‘ -‘I,g R\
T AU

Dated from 595 BC, this is a receipacknowledging
the payment of 0.75g of gold toa temple in Babylonia
by a fichief eunuctd named Nabusharrussu-ukin*?

Theseeconomictablets list business transactions, banking records, administrative activities, and
actions associated with temples. It is possible to trace individual kesioéivities, such as those of

the Hebrew family, the Egibi brothers.

Business tablets exist for all the vears traditionally at-
tributed to the Neo-Babvlonian kings.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24

When the years that
these kings ruled are totaled and a calculation is made

back from the last Neo-Babylonian king, Nabonidus, the
date reached for the destruction of Jerusalem is 587 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24

Al so known as fdeconomicd tablets
12 hitp://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1645738,00.html
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Business Tablets

The process works whether the calculations start with the firsBabglonian king or if it starts with
the last oneThese ten®f thousands of business and adminisbratablets provide a continuous
record that confirms the accepted chronology.

this method of dating works only if each king
followed the other in the same year, without any breaks in
between.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24

Nebuchadnezzar year 20, month 9, dal0 [i.e., September 10, 585@,.
Neo-Babylonian administrative textrecording expenditures
of small amounts of silver for oil and beer for workmen®

What the Watchtower attempts

To meetthe WTSG needs, théNVatchtowermneeds to extend the n@&abylonian chronology by 20
years,either by locating extra rulers oby extendingthe reigns of known ruler8ut its search has
been in vain, despite tivery largenumber of records that are available.

Among the tens of thousands of business tablets, there is not one that pitoeidféESwith the
evidence it so desperately neef®es theWatchtowerseriously suggest that for 20 years the
Babylonians stopped conducting business, that for 20 years they faiheakgany administratn
demands, they conducted no bankiagdall 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 latgmnprtly before the Christian Era, reputedly by Julius Caesar.

To commence itshronological journey, the WS usesdataprovided onthosesecularclay tablets. By
identifying the dates on the earliest and latest economic tahletgya kings reign, it is possible to
reconstruct an accurate chronology of the periodatT$ the preess followed by Parker and
Dubberstein.

13 http:/fis.bhsu.edu/lis/specialcollections/tablets.cfm
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Business Tablets

The numerous cuneiforraconomictexts often furnish an accurate
check on the lengths of reigns. Since these texts cover the larger part
of the period, from 628.C. to the middle of the second cent@yg.,

they areof prime importancé?

When the WTS commences its calculation of the date when Babylon fell, it starts from that very
listing by Parker and Dubbersteias the booknsight on the Scripturestates:

The latest tablet dated in the reign of Cyrus Il is fithie 5th month,
23rd day of his 9th yea(Babylonian Chronology, 626 B@.D. 75,
by R. Parker and W. Dubberstein, 1971, p°14)

Nebuchadnezzar and Amel-Marduk overlap

tablets of the new
ruler’s accession year should logically be dat-
ed during months after the last month of the
former king.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23

This is not true whertwo rulersclaim power at the sam#éme. This might result from a mutual
agreement, such agth a coregency, or it might result from conflict, with each monarchnigavis
own community of supporterg/hentwo rulers claim power at the same tirtlee dates othetablets
provide evidencefahat overlap.

What have experts said? R. H. Sack exam-
ined numerous business tablets from the
Neo-Babylonian period. In 1972, Sack wrote
that new unpublished British Museum texts
placed at his disposal “completely upset”
previous conclusions regarding the tran-
sition of rule from Nebuchadnezzar II to
his son Amel-Marduk (also known as Evil-
merodach).6

6. Amel-Marduk 562-560 B.C.—A Study
Based on Cuneiform, Old Testament,
Greek, Latin and Rabbinical Sources. With
Plates, by Ronald H. Sack, published
1972, page 3.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, pages 224, 28

The following providesthe direct and immediate context of tiweo words that thaVatchtowertook
from Sack:

Attention is immediately focusewn theoccurrence oftwo tablets
dated to the same dawith one (an Urukext) containing the name of
Nebuchadnezzagnd onthe other (probably from Sippabgaring the
name of his son and successor, Aidalrduk. This, on the surface at
least, wouldseem towarrant the conclusion that Am#Mardukts
reign canmenced on or about October 8, 562

However, two new unpublished British Museum texts, recently
placed at my disposatpmpletely upset this convenient arrangement

... The texts, surprisingly enough are quite clearly dated to the months
of Du@uzu and Abu (i.e., the fourth and fifth months of the

1 parker and Dubberstein, page 10.
15 |nsight on the Scriptures, Vol. 1, page 453
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Business Tablets

Babylonian calendar year) of the accession year of Amel Marduk, and
thus clearly overlap the final, or fortythird year, of his father
Nebuchadnezzar.

As Parker and Dubberstein have already shown, texténce to be
dated to the reign of Nebuchadnezzar throughout the month of Ululu
(sixth month) of his finayear. ...

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
Nebuchadnezzamore 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 coregencyexisted prior to Nebuchadnezaadeath.

Therefore at this place in his boglSack wrote that the tablets indicated an ovefTdy@ convenient
arrangemenbf thinking that one king followed another wasompletely upsétby this evidence of
anoverlap

Since both claimed to be king on the same, tlaig shows there was no gaetween thembutrather
an overlap. The WTS needs to find its 20 extra years somewhere else.

Sack knew that tablets
showed Nebuchadnezzar II to be still ruling
in the sixth month of his last (43rd) year. But
these newly deciphered tablets from the ac-
cession year of the following king, Amel-
Marduk, were dated to the fourth and fifth
months of what had been assumed to be the
same year.” Clearly, there was a discrepancy.

7. The tablets BM 80920 and BM 58872
are dated in Evil-merodach’s fourth and
fifth months of his accession year. These
were published by Sack in Amel-Marduk
562-560 B.C.—A Study Based on Cunei-
form, Old Testament, Greek, Latin and
Rabbinical Sources. With Plates, pages 3,
90, 106.

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

the documents
show that Nebuchadnezzar Il was still ruling
in his tenth month—six months after his suc-
cessor is assumed to have begun reigning.8

8. The tablet in the British Museum
(BM 55806) is dated to the tenth month,
43rd year.

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

This arrangementescribedby the Watchtoweris illustrated on thdollowing page It showsan
overlap of the reigns of Nebuchadnezzar and his son,-AMaeduk.

The diagram on the page following shows that the Bible agrees there was lmetwgegrthe reign of
NebuchadnezzamdAmel-Marduk.

17



Business Tablets

THE WATCHTOWER SHOWS
AN OVERLAP, NOT A GAP

tablets
showed Nebuchadnezzar II to be still ruling
in the sixth month of his last (43rd) year. But
these newly deciphered tablets from the ac-
cession year of the following king, Amel-
Marduk, were dated to the fourth and fifth
months of what had been assumed to be the
same year.”

7. The tablets BM 80920 and BM 58872
are dated in Evil-merodach’s fourth and
fifth months of his accession year.

from Nebuchadnezzar
to Amel -Marduk

Nebuchadnezzar
BM 55806
43 year
I
3 4 5 6 7 8 10 || 11
I
BM 58872

Accession year

Amel-Marduk

BM 80920
Accession year

the documents
show that Nebuchadnezzar II was still ruling
in his tenth month—six months after his suc-
cessor is assumed to have begun reigning.8
8. The tablet in the British Museum

(BM 55806) is dated to the tenth month,
43rd year.

Colour
indicates
overlapping
month
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Business Tablets

THE B/BLE SHOWS from Nebuchadnezzar
THERE WAS NO GAP to Amel -Marduk

In theeighth yearof the reign of the
king of Babylon, he toolehoiachin
prisoner. 2Ki 24:12)

This is the number of the peofleebuchadnezzar
carried i nt dwemtyxthirdyear, 7456 i n hi s
Jews taken into exile. (Jer. 52:28, 30)

IﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂﬂUiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlD

43 year reign of Nebuchadnezzar

R

N

zwekamsfiHHDﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂI

37 year captivity of Jehoiachin

On the seventh day of the fifth month, in the In the thirty -seventhyear of the exile of Jehoiachirking of Judah,
nineteenthyear ofNebuchadnezzarking of in the year Evil-Merodach becameking of Babylon, he released
Babylon,Nebuzaradacwommander of the Jehoiachin king of Judahandfreedhim from prisonon the twenty
imperial guard, an official of the king of Babylon, fifth dayof thetwelfth month. (Jer52:31, NIV)

came to Jerusalem. K. 25:8; Jer. 52:12)

19



Business Tablets

CORRECTIONS TO DATES OF from Nebuchadnezzar
TABLETS STILL SHOW NO GAP to Amel -Marduk

TheWatchtowelarticle did not show the corrected dates of
tablets BM 80920 and BM 55806, or tabxintenauXIl 58
from Contratsnecbabylonieng-1l (192729)

Contenau, Xl 58

d Dated 26/6/43, this tablet is the last one attested
43 year of Nebuchadnezzar to Nebuchadnezzaros rei .

mentioned in th&Vatchtowerarticle.

Correction to the date of tablet BM 55806 BM 55806 Cont. XII 58 (Babylonian Chronology, 626 BICAD 75 Parker and
431 year? 43 year Dubberstein1956, page 1A.B. the date format is
BM 55806 has bhkeor/5?¢48?r r ect ed t o [A day/month/year.)
o DS appears o 5 Written JIELAD [month 5]; Month| | Month| |Menth| [Month | Month| |Month Correction to the date of tablet BM80920
year number highly unce . 4 5 & g 7318Ij
(Corrections and Additions to the Catalogue of the : BM 80920 has bAmen corr.
Babylonian Tablets in the British Museuwolumes 6 BM 80920 Mardu 20/ 7/ acco
8, by C.B.F. Walker, 1996\.B. the date format is Accession vear
day/month/year.) y (Corrections and Additions to the Catalogue of the
Babylonian Tablets in the British Museuvolumes 6
BM 5_8872 8, by C.B.F. Walker, 1996\.B. the date format is
;:o!our Accession year day/month/year.)
indicates
overlapping ]
month Accession year of Amel-Marduk

20



Business Tablets

Jehoiachin was exiled to Babylatevenyears before Nebuchadnezzar destroyed Jerusileimg
his 19h year. Jehoiachin wabus freed twenty-six yearslater, at the timeEvil-Merodach became
king. Since Nebuchadnezzar reigned 43 ye#is,heans EviMerodach assumed the throne without
any gap between Nebuchadnezzaeigh and his ownlhe Bible record say$ére is no roonhere
for a 20year gap.

Claimed discrepancy in the transition from Amel-Marduk to Neriglissar

A
similar discrepancy exists with the transi-
tion between Amel-Marduk and his succes-

sor, Neriglissar.9

If the transition from AmeMarduk to Neriglissar is, as thé/atchtowerstates,fisimilaro to the
previous transition, and the evidence from the ¢ibletssupport this conclusion, then there was
another coregency, not a 20 yéga.

9. Tablets BM 75106 and BM 61325 are
dated in the seventh and tenth months of
what is considered the last (second) year
of the ruling king Evil-merodach. How-
ever, the tablet BM 75489 is dated in the
second month of the accession year of
Neriglissar, his successor.—Catalogue of
the Babylonian Tablets in the British Mu-
seum, Volume VIII, (Tablets From Sip-
par 3) by Erle Leichtg, ]. J. Finkelstein,
and C.B.F. Walker, published 1988, pag-
es 25, 35.

Catalogue of the Babylonian Tablets in
the British Museum, Volume VII, (Tab-
lets From Sippar 2) by Erle Leichty and
A. K. Grayson, published 1987, page 36.
Neriglissar—King of Babylon, by Ronald
H. Sack, published 1994, page 232. The
month on the tablet is Ajaru (second
month).

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

The illustration on the following page shotsw the Watchtowerarticleds endnote 9 islescribing an
overlapof the reigns of EviMerodach andNeriglissar.
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Business Tablets

THE WATCHTOWER SHOWS
AN OVERLAP, NOT A GAP

BM 75489 is d_ated in the BM 75489
second month of the accession year of .
Neriglissar, his successor. - | Accession year

from Amel -Marduk
to Neriglissar

A
similar discrepancy exists with the transi-
tion between Amel-Marduk and his succes-
sor, Neriglissar.?

Neriglissar

9. Tablets BM 75106 and BM 61325 are

dated in the seventh and tenth months of BM 75106 BM 61325
what is considered the last (second) year nd nd
Colour of the ruling king Evil-merodach. 2" year 2" year
indicates
overlapping
month Amel-Marduk
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Business Tablets

Dougherty: overlap from Labashi-Marduk to Nabonidus

When writingaboutany confusion irthe transition fromLabashiMarduk to Nabonidus, Raymond
Dougherty wrote that resulted from amverlap

Chronological data secured from contract tablets belonging to the
period of transition from LabAshi-Marduk’s reign to that of Nabonidus
appear to suggest a state of uncertainty in the kingdom. Dated
documents indicate an overlapping of reigns and hence a condition of
political confusion. The known texts connected with LAbAshi-
Marduk’s occupancy of the throne range from the twelfth day of the
second month to the twelfth day of the third month of his reign.
The earliest tablet of Nabonidus’ reign is dated on the fifteenth day of
the second month of his accession year, only three days after the
earliest tablet of the reign of LAbAshi-Marduk.?® The accession
year of LAbashi-Marduk was the latter part of the preceding calendar
year. It is difficult to determine the exact length of the reign of
LAbashi-Marduk because so few texts belonging to his time have been
published.?** If the records are to be taken as they stand, the official
chronology of the period indicates a regnal overlapping of nearly a
month. The real reason for such a situation can be conjectured with
difficulty. Other tablets dated at the end of Léabashi-Marduk’s
reign and at the beginning of Nabonidus’ reign will probably furnish
information as to the true course of events.2t

Nabonidus and Belshazzddougherty, pages 7374

The bookNabonidus and Belshazzéwy Raymond Dougherty (died 1933), has been referred to
several times over decades by the WTS. A list of quotations by the WTS from Dodg ek is
provided at:

http://www.jehovahsvitness.net/watchtower/bible/215878/1/NabonidustBelshazzaby-
RaymondPhilip-Dougherty
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BABYLONIAN CHRONICLES

The Babylonian chronicles
are a series of tablets recording major events
in Babylonian history.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 23

What have experts said? R. H. Sack, a
leading authority on cuneiform documents,
states that the chronicles provide an in-
complete record of important events. He
wrote that historians must probe “secondary
sources . . . in the hope of determining what
actually happened.”

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 23

What do the documents show? There are
gaps in the history recorded in the Babylo-
nian chronicles. (See the box below.) Logi-
cally, then, the question arises, How reliable
are deductions based on such an incomplete
record?

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 23

Nabunaid Chronicle (BM 35382) Nabunaid Chronicle reverse (BM 35392)
(Depicted in the diagram of thi@atchtoweypage23)

nSuggestiono of gaps in the Chronicles

gaps in the history docu-
mented by the Babylonian chronicles sug-
gest that we may not have a continuous chro-
nological record.10

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 24

fiSuggest and fimayo are feeble foundations. They are simply guesses, assumptions, not facts, not
evidence.Gaps in thehistory do not mean gaps in thehronology The history providesecords of
events, whereas the chronology that supplies the structure is obtained through other sources.

Neo-Babylonian Chronicles

A chronicle is a form of historical narrative covering a sequence of
events. Several cuneiform chronicles covering parts @o N

Babylonian history have been discovered, all of which are kept in the
British Museum, London. Most of them are probably copies of (or
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Babylonian Chronicles

extracts from) original documents written contemporary with the
events. ...

What do theséchronicle® consist of? Wit respect to the contents of
the chronicles, Grayson explains:

The narrative is divided into paragraphs with each paragraph
normally devoted to one regnal year. The text is concerned
only with matters related to Babylonia and, in particular, her

king, andthe events, which are almost exclusively political and

military in character, are narrated in an objective and

laconically dry mannet®

Most of these Chronicles are incomplete. ... In all, the -Neo
Babylonian period (625539 BCE) includes a total of eighseven
years. ... Less than half of these years are covered by the preserved
parts of thechronicles. Yet some important information may be
gathered from them. ...

The last chronicle (BM 21946) the famotdabonidus Chronicle
covers the reign of Nabonidusho was the father of Belshazzar. This
chronicle unfortunately is damaged. ...

Notably ... for the sixth year [of Nabonidus] it is stated that Cyrus,
king of Anshan, defeated the Median king Astyages and captured
Ecbatana, the capital of Media. If Nabdus ruled for seventeen
years and if he was dethroned by Cyrus in 539 BCE, [then] his first
year must have been 555/54 BCE and his sixth year, when Cyrus
conquered Media, must have been 550/49 BCE. The Watch Tower
Society, in fact, agrees with these dasing.

Suppose now that twenty years have to be added to the Neo
Babylonian era, .and that we add these twenty years to the reign of
Nabonidus, making it thireggeven years instead of seventeen. Then
his first year must have been 575/74 B.C.E. instehdb5%/54.
Nabonidu$sixth year, when Astyages was defeated by Cyrus, would
then be moved back from 550/49 to 570/69 B.C.E.

Those dates, however, are impossible, as Cyrus did not come to
power until c. 559 B.C.E., as was shown above. He clearly could not
have defeated Astyages ten years before he came to power! This is
why the Society correctly dates this battle in 550 B.C.E., thereby
indicating Nabonidudreign of seventeen years to be correct, as is
held by all authorities and classical authgrs.

Thoughthe chronicles available do not furnish a complete chronology
for the NeeBabylonian period, the information which they do
preserve supports the dates for the lengths of the reigns of the Neo
Babylonian kings given by Berossus and the Royal Canon.

As the arlier-presented evidence strongly indicates tiah of these
sources derived their information from the Babylonian chronicles
independentof each other, and as their figures for the Neo
Babylonian reignsagree, it is logical to conclude that the
chronobgical information originally given in the NeBabylonian

16 A. K. Grayson inReallexikon der Assyriologie und vorderasiatischen ArchéolagleD. O. Edzardvol. VI
(Berlin and New York: Waltedle Gruyter, 1980), p. 86.
7 Insight on the Scriptured 988), Vol. |, pp.454, 566; Vol. 2, p. 612
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Babylonian Chronicles

chronicles has been preserved unaltered by Berossus and the Royal
Canon.

Even if this is agreed upon, however, can the information given by
these Babylonian chronicles be trusted?

It is often pointd out that the Assyrian scribes distorted history in
order to glorify their kings and godailt is a well known fact that in
Assyrian royal inscriptions a serious military-beick is never openly
admittedd Sometimes scribes garbled the narrationchgngng the

date of a defeat and weaving it into an account of a later battle. Do the
Neo-Babylonian chronicles treat history in this way, too? Dr. A. K.
Grayson, a welknown authority on the Assyrian and Babylonian
chronicles, concludes:

Unlike the Assyrianscribes the Babylonians neither fail to
mention Babylonian defeats nor do they attempt to change
them into victories. The chronicles contain a reasonably
reliable and representative record of important events in the
period with which they are concern€d.

We have reason for assurance, then, that the figures for the reigns of
the NeeBabylonian kings given by these chronicles and preserved to
our time& thanks to Berossus and the Royal Ca@anoepresent the
actual reigns of these kings.

Gaps in history, but not in chronology

In the Babylonian chronicles, there are gaps irhietory, but not of the chronology, as the following
diagram illustrates.

The Bible provides even legsstorical information, identifying only nine of the years during the
period from thestart of Jehoiaki@ reign to the Fall of Babylon.

A problem only for the Watchtower

The positive dating of the destruction of Jerusalem is a problem of serious religious consequence only
for the WTS. The dates of the nBabylonian period depend on thdiability of the records and on

the skill of the secular scholars. If the records are unreliable, then the WTS has deep problems, for
where else can it get its dates? BCE dates and technical measurements such as provided on the
Babylonian astronomical tadtk are not available from the Bible.

18 Grayson,ibid. (1980), p. 175This does not mean that the chronicles are infallible records. As Dr. J. A.
Brinkman points outflack of nationalistic prejudice does not insure factual reliability; and the Babylonian
chronicles have their share of proven er&gtill he agrees thahé chronicles contain an essentially reliable
record of events and dates for the period between the eighth and sixth centuriesfBdae.Ethe period from

745 to 668, these documents list rulers and exact dates of reign in Babylonia, Assyria, and FéaageCo
thereafter is spotty, in part because of lacunae in the record; but these texts still furnish most of the precise
chronological background for present knowledge of the downfall of the Late Assyrian Empire, the rise of the
Neo-Babylonian Empire, theeign of Nabonidus, and the transition to Persian @édl&rinkman inLingering

Over Words pp. 74 and 100, note 148. For additional comments on the reliability of th@&agdonian
chronicles, see ChapterfiAttempts to overcome the evidentécited inThe Gentile Times Reconsideré&thrl

Olof Jonsson)

¥ The Gentile Times Reconsiderpages 10A.05, Carl Olof Jonsson
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Babylonian Chronicles

THE BABYLONIAN CHRONICLES
—A HISTORY WITH GAPS

AYEAR WITHOUTA AYEARWITHA
CHRONICLE RECORD CHRONICLE RECORD

NEO-BABYLONIAN PERIOD

M TP YA 0T A AL 4 il AMAra
Nogap:Nabopol aefs ar 6 s No gap: Nebuchadnezzar és 4 N ¢ Nogap: Nabonidusd r e i
et i uister ittty fufa 0 juamiiy
]

Nabonidus

Labashi-Marduk

Nabopolassar Nebuchadnezzar || AmeI-MardukT

Neriglissar

NI

FromThe WatchtowerNovember 1, 2011, page 2!

Since the available Babylonian Chronicles do not record events in every year, there are gaps in the history they provide.

However, when the lengths of the known reigns are overlaid in accordance with the neo-Babylonian chronology, which is provided
in this diagram from The Watchtower, there is no place where an extra 20 years may be added.

As the Business Tablets reveal, overlaps occurred in some transitions from one king to his successor, not gaps.
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Babylonian Chronicles

THE BIBLE RECORD
- A HISTORY WITH GAPS

A YEAR WITHOUT A} AYEAR WITH A
BIBLE RECORD BIBLE RECORD

Jerusalem Accession of
destroyed Amel-Marduk

Babylon
falls

Jehoi adignmdesdeki ahio6s |reign

I |

Jehoiachin

Year 23 Jehoiachin
Nebuchadnezzar Il 37™ year of exile

Of the 70 years of Bible chronology
depicted, only 9 years are recorded.
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King Year Reference
o 4 Jer. 25:1; 36:1; 46:12
Jehoiakim
5 Jer. 36:9
4 Jer. 28:151:59
9 Jer. 39:1; 52:4
Zedekiah
10 Jer. 32:1
11 Jer. 39:2; 52:5
Jer. 52:28
18 Jer. 52:29
23 Jer. 52:30
Jehoiachin 12th year of exile Eze. 33:21
- Accession . )
Evil-Merodach (37th year oflehoiachids exile) 2 Kings 25:27

The Bible references for the illustrationon the previous page:
ATHE BIBLE RECORD i A HISTORY WITH GAPS 0
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DOES RAYMOND DOUGHERTY PROVIDE SUPPORT
FOR AN EXTRA KING OF BABYLON?

10. Consider the example of Neriglis-
sar. A royal inscription regarding him
states that he was “ - -
ishkun,” the “king of Babylon.” (ltalics
ours.) Another inscription calls Bél-shum-
ishkun the “wise prince.” The orig-
inal word rendered “prince,” rubq, is a ti-
tle also meaning “king, ruler.” Since there
is an obvious discrepancy between the
reign of Neriglissar and his predeces-
sor, Amel-Marduk, could this “king of
Babylon,” Beél-shum-ishkun, have ruled
for a_time between the two? Profes-

sor R. P. Dougherg acknowledged that
“the evidence of Neriglissar’s n%ble an-
cestry cannot be alsregaraea.”—Nab'-
onidus and Belshazzar—A Study of the
Uosing Events of the Neo-Babylonian Em-

pire, Raymond P. Dougherty, pub-
lished ?1929, page 61.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page28
This is a gross misrepresentation of wRaymondDougherty wrotén that footnote of his boolgnd

of everything he statethroughout it The following® provides the direct context from Dougherty
cited inThe Watchtower

A most
suggestive parallel exists in the part played by Neriglissar, a son-in-
law of Nebuchadrezzar, at Jerusalem in 586 B. C.2*

2% Jeremiah 39: 3. See AJSL XLII, 2, p. 130, for the discussion of a text published
by Unger in Theologische Literaturzeitung 50, XXI, (Oct. 17, 1925) referring to Nergal-
Sar-ugur as one of the rabati a ™4*Akkadim, ‘princes of the land of Akkad.” This
accords with the title Rab-mag given to Nergal-sharezer. Contract tablets dated in
the reigns of Nebuchadrezzar and Amél-Marduk indicate that Neriglissar was prominent
in affairs before he became king. The slaves of Neriglissar arc referred to in StrNbk
83: 3; 266: 2, 5; 322: 4, 5; 419: 2. His am4rab bili, ‘major-domo,” is mentioned in
StrNbk 411: 3, 4. His om4si-pi-ri, ‘scribe,’ is alluded to in StrNbk 413: 3-5. Tablets
dated in the reign of Amél-Marduk prove that certain things were done at the command
of Neriglissar; see EMNL 9: 8; 14: 10; 19: 9;22: 14. These facts are in harmony with
the view that Neriglissar occupied an influential position during the reign of Nebu-
chadrezzar, his father-in-law, and during that of Amél-Marduk, his brother-in-law.

In a number of the texts which have been quoted Neriglissar is referred to as the son of
Bél-shum-ishkun. The royal inscriptions of Neriglissar corroborate this, with lofty
titles ascribed to Bél-shum-ishkun, viz., $ar Babilii, ‘king of Babylon,” NKI p. 210,
no. 1, col. I, line 14; rubd e-im-ga, ‘wise prince,” NKI p. 214, no. 2, col. I, line 11; id-lum
gi-it-ma-lum, ‘perfect hero,’ ibid., line 12; na-si-ir ma-as-sa-ar-tim B-sag-ila u Babili*,
‘keeper of the fortresses of Bsagila and Babylon,’ ibid., lines 12, 13. With the data now
at our disposal identification of Bél-shum-ishkun with any known sovereign is difficult.
Pinches in T'he Old T'estament in the Light of the Historical Records of Assyria and Baby-
lonia, p. 409, intimates that the record is in error which states that the father of Neri-
glissar was king of Babylon. Ticle in Babylonisch-assyrische Geschichte, p. 465f,
expresses the view that Bél-shum-ishkun may have been the Assyrian king whose name
ended in -ishkun; see I R, p. 8, no. 6. This is now known to be impossible, because
the king’s name in reality was Sin-shar-ishkun. A discussion of importance with
reference to this question is that of Schnabel in OLZ XXVIII, 345-349, as it gives
a reconstruction of the chronology of the end of the Assyrian empire. However, the
evidence of Neriglissar’s noble ancestry cannot be disregarded, as it furnishes a basis
for his importance as a man of affairs before he became king and explains his ability

to make a marital alliance with the house of Nebuchadrezzar, The similarity of

Nabonidus’ role is striking.

Dougherty, pages 661

It is simply a discussion on the question of Nerigli&aoyal statuswhen writing of any confusion
in a transitiorto NabonidusDougherty clearly states this resulted from an overlap.

20 Nabonidus and Belshazzarages 60 61, Raymond Philip Dougherty,
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Does Raymond Dougherty provide support for an extra king of Babylon?

Chronological data secured from contract tablets belonging to the
period of transition from Labashi-Marduk’s reign to that of Nabonidus
appear to suggest a state of uncertainty in the kingdom. Dated
documents indicate an overlapping of reigns and hence a condition of
political confusion. The known texts connected with LAabéshi-
Marduk’s occupancy of the throne range from the twelfth day of the
second month to the twelfth day of the third month of his reign.
The earliest tablet of Nabonidus’ reign is dated on the fifteenth day of
the second month of his accession year, only three days after the
earliest tablet of the reign of Labashi-Marduk.?® The accession
year of LAbashi-Marduk was the latter part of the preceding calendar
year. It is difficult to determine the exact length of the reign of
LAbashi-Marduk because so few texts belonging to his time have been
published.?** If the records are to be taken as they stand, the official
chronology of the period indicates a regnal overlapping of nearly a
month. The real reason for such a situation can be conjectured with
difficulty. Other tablets dated at the end of LAbashi-Marduk’s
reign and at the beginning of Nabonidus’ reign will probably furnish
information as to the true course of events.2s

Dougherty, pages 7374

NABOPOLASSAR
(Founder of Dynasty)

NEBUCHADREZZAR
(Son of Nabopolassar)

e o) I
AMEL-MARDUK NERIGLISSAR NABO)‘JIDUS

(Son of Nebuchadrezzar) (Son-in-law of Nebuchadrezzar) (Son-in-law of Nebuchadrezzar?)
LABASHI-MARDUK BELSHAZZAR
(Son of Neriglissar) (Son of Nabonidus)

Dougherty, page 79

There is nothing here or anywhere throughout Dougfeitpok that suggests or allows for any
additional neeBabylonian kingEvidence for this iprovided inPart B of this Critique.

The WTS& familiarity with Dougherty&® book

The bookNabonidus ad Belshazzatby Raymond Dougherty (died 1933), has been referred to
several times over decadeg the WTS. A list of quotationsy the WTSfrom Doughertys book is
provided at:

http://www.jehovahsvitness.net/watchtower/bible/215878/1/NabonidustBelshazzaby-
RaymondPhilip-Dougherty
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HYPOTHETICAL SITUATIONS

There is nothing wrong with creating hypothetical situations. Researchers in all fields of human
endeavour make breakthroughs by imagining a scenario and then testing its validity. Should testing
demonstrate that amypothesis is not valid, it is discarded; but the lessons learned provide guidance
for testing further hypotheses.

Hyopthetical #1: Could others have? ... If so ...

Could others have ruled
between the reigns of these kings? If so, ad-
ditional years would have to be added to
the Neo-Babylonian period.

WT, Nov. 1, 201, page24

This hypothesis proposes thiibthers ruled between the ragyof these kingthenadditional years
would have to be added to the F@abylonian period.

The statementthen needs to be testedjainst factual evidence. When the evidence supports
hypothesis, it progresses to the stage of a the&tincetesting reeals that thenypothesis isnot
supported byactualevidence, the hypothediss to baliscarded

Hypothetical #2: If Nebuchadnezzar's 37th year was 588 BCE ...

_If 588 B.C.E. marked the 37th year of Nebu-
chadnezzar 11, then his 18th year would be
607 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 25

VAT 4956 POINTS TO WHICH YEAR FOR JERUSALEM’S DESTRUCTION
—587 B.C.E. OR 607 B.C.E.?

m The tablet describes astronomical events that occurred
in the 37th year of the rule of King Nebuchadnezzar II.

m Nebuchadnezzar |l destroyed Jerusalem in his grhe Yo

2 of Nebuchadnezzar Il
18th regnal year.—Jeremiah 32:1. was 568 B.C.E., then

sesecsessasrasnesnatnatiastastaraantanna Jerusalem was destroyed
in 587 B.C.E.
587 |
610B.CE. 600 590 580 570 560
607
A If his 37th year was 588 B.C.E., then Jerusalem
Teseessssssrssrscissrasrsssesiessessense was destroyed in 607 B.C.E, the date that s

indicated by Bible chronology.

Hypothetical postions at WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 25

Testing ofthis hypothesis shows that 588 BCE did not mark Nebuchadi@eZ&h year. It shows
that his 37th year fell in 568 BCE, which means that his 18th year, in which Jerusalem was destroyed,
was 587/586 BCE.

VAT 4956 POINTS TO 587 B.C.E. FOR JERUSALEM?
AcKS (FofSi RSAZONARGSA adNRy2Yyd & SO
A Nebuchadnezzar destroyed Jerusalem during hisyEgr.

18t year=587/586 BCE 37t year=568/567 BCE

Since Nebuchat#ypearzzar 6s 37
———————— was 568 BCE, he destroyed o -

Jerusalem in 587 BCE.

The data show that VAT 495Gs dated at 568 BCE
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THE COMPILERS WERE ASTROLOGERS (VAN DER SPEK)

Scholar R. J.
van der Spek explains: “The compilers were
astrologers, not historians.” He describes sec-
tions of the tablets that contain historical rec-
ords as “more or less casual,” and he warns
that such historical information must “be
used with caution.”15

15. Bibliotheca Orientalis, L N° 1/2,
Januari-Maart, 1993, “The Astronomical
Diaries as a Source for Achaemenid and
Seleucid History,” by R. . van der Spek,
pages 94,102,

WT, Nov. 1,2011, pages 25, 28

The following provides the immediate context from van der &pdlook that is cited inThe
Watchtower

) - . Astrology was also
used for weather forecasts’), which might explain the
wheather reports in the diaries. Even the commodity prices
were subject of astrological predictions, as may be deduced
from a Late Babylonian text from Uruk#®). Thus, also the
historical events, mentioned in the diaries, are therefore not
recorded out of historical interest, but for astrological and

3

iningtional’ purposes. The compilers were astrologers, not
historians. This explains the fact that the historical sections,

as Hunger indicates in his Introduction (p. 36), “are of a
remarkable unevenness: sometimes they record events of
ephemeral importance from the city of Babylon, in other
cases events of political significance”. The reason for the
recording of historical events probably was to present a
relationship between events in the sky and on earth. Events
on earth could be a victory of the king in a certain battle,
but also the fact that “five dogs approached one bitch”.
Both kinds of ‘historical events’ played a role in the omina,
which explains why both are mentioned in the diaries.

Bibliotheca Orientalis R. J. Van der Spek

Additional relevant citations from this article by van der Spek are provided irCdnepanion
Reference

It is readily recognised that these Babylonian observers and their observations were intimately part of
their religious belief sysm.

In the second millennium b.c., Babylonian scribes assembled a vast
collection ofastrological omens, believed to be signs from the gods
corcerning the kingdols political, military, and agricultural
fortunes. The importance of these omens was sudhfitia the
eighth or seventh until the first century, the scribes observed the
heavens nightly andecorded the dates and locations of ominous
phenomena of the moon and planets relation to stars and
constellations. The observations were arranged in mhomeports
along with notable events and prices of agricultural commodities, the
object being to finccorrelations between phenomena in the heavens
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The compilers were astrologers (van der Spek)

and conditions on earth. Thesellections of omens and observations
form the first empirical science of @quity andwere the basis of the
first mathematical science, astronomy. For it was discovered that
planetary phenomena, although irregular and sometimes concealed by
bad weather, recun limited periods within cycles in which they are
repeated on nearthe same dates andrearly the same locations. N.

M. Swerdlows book is a study of the collection aaldservation of
ominous celestial phenomena and of how intervals of time, locations
by zodiacal sign, and cycles in which fhlgenomena recur were used
to reduce them to purely arithmetical computation, thereby
surmounting the greatest obstacl®bservationpad weathef*

To see these measured distances of planets from stars purely, or even
principally, as a primitive coordinate system, or simply agag of
specifying location seems to me anachronistic; they must have some
divinatory or magical purpose, just as the numerous reports in the
omen texts of conjunctions of plaeeand stars without distancés.

To make use of any dates from astronomicaletablthe WTS is driven to make use of tablets
prepared by astrologers who were seeking omens and signs, and who were often associated with the
Babylonian temple system. That includes VAT 4956, whichWhchtowerarticle indicates it now

needs to accept.

Since events in the starry heavemsl on eartlprovidedsignificant omens, this means it is likely the
Babyloniansvould havetaken care wth their measurements

2 product Description ofhe Babylonian Theory Of The PlanbisNoel Swerdlow
%2 The Babylonian Theory Of The Plangiage 41, Noel Swerdlow
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ASTRONOMICAL TABLETS
The Watchtower considers business tablets and Chronicles unreliable

Therefore, nei-
ther the Babylonian chronicles nor the busi-
ness tablets provide a basis to establish with
certainty that Jerusalem was destroyed in
587 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 24
Unfortunately for the WTS, this eliminates those southasprovide it with the date of 539 BCE for
the Fall of Babylon. The WTS says it has no faith in these tablets for determining the date of

Jerusalerds destruction but it needs theseecular record$o provide it with dates for the neo
Babylonian period.

What astronomical tablets are

The article describes astronomical tablets as:

Cuneiform tablets that
contain descriptions of the positions of the
sun, moon, planets, and stars, coupled with
such historical information as the regnal year
of a particular king.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 24

The WTS acceptthe data and the historical information containedasttonomical tabletsThis is
shownby the WatchtowerarticleGs detailed discussion dhe contents of one such tableAT 4956
The articlés serious approach to that tablet shows that it accepts the Babyfatigitgto accurately
measure and record that data.

The WTSalso makes use o&n astronomical tabldb provide the BCE d&e of the 7th year of
Cambyses

What experts do say about astronomical tablets

Experts agree that
the Babylonians had developed extensive
charts and schemes to predict when eclipses
would most likely occur.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page24
The following isatypical exampleof what experts say about astronomical tablets.

All of the surviving observations (and predictions) of lunar eclipses

from earliest times (731 BC) to 609 BCas well as many later

observations down to 317 BQGre recorded on a series of five British

Museum tablets. Their reference numbers are: BM 32238 (= LBAT

1414), BM 45640 + 35115 + 35789 (= LBAT 1415 + 1416 + 1417:

three joining pieces) and BM 32234 (= LBA

BM 32238 cites eclipses from 731 to 659 B@bverse) and from
389 to 317 BC(reverse). Tablet8M 45640 + 35115 + 35789
contain data fron703 to 632 BC(obverse) and fromM15 to 360 BC
(reverse), whileBM 32234 extends from609 to 537 BC(obverse)
and from 519 to 447 BC (reverse).

Many names of rulers are preserved on these tabletg.g. Nabu
mukin-zeri (who reigned from 731 to 726 BC), Bkhi (702699
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Astronomical Tablets

BC), Samassumkin (667647 BC), Kandalanu (64625 BC),
Nebuchadrezzar Il (604562 BC), Xerxes | (485465 BC) and Philip
(323316 BC).

From the welldefined chronological sequence on this series of texts,
virtually all eclipse dates can be confidently restored

BM 38462 (= LBAT 1420) reports lunar eclipsder almost every
year from the beginning of the reign of Nebuchadrezzar Il (604/3
BC) to his 29th year (576/5 BC) The damaged (but still
recognisable) name Mebuchadrezzaris given on the first line of
the tablet®

Beginning with NabonassaBabylonian chronology is securely
established®

% Historical Eclipses and Earfis Rotation F. Richard Stephenson, pafjé9 Cambrige University Press,
1997 (Emphases added)
% Stephenson, page Q& mphases added)
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PREDICTIONS AND RETRO-CALCULATIONS

“It is possible,” states Profes-
sor John Steele, “that some of the earliest pre-
dictions could have been made by projecting
the scheme backwards when the text was
compiled.” (Italics ours.)13

13. Astronomical Diaries and Relat-
ed Texts From Babylonia, Volume V,
page 391.

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

From: Steele, John [email address deleted)
To: marjoriealley [email address deleted]
Date: Fri, Sep 2, 2011 9:32 am

Dear Ms Alley,

Thank you for your email concerning the citation of my work in the
recent Watchtower article. As you suggest the author of this piece is
completely misrepresenting what I wrote, both in what they say about
the lunar three measurement, and in what I say about the possibility
of retrocalculation of eclipses (my comments on the latter were
restricted to a distinct and small group of texts which are different
to the Diary they are discussing). Just glancing through the
Watchtower article I can see that they have also misrepresented the
views of other scholars by selective quotaticon out of context.

I've looked at the date of VAT 4956 on several occasions and see no
possibility that it can be dated to anything other than the

conventional date.

Regards,
John Steele

There is no doubt that some readings were predictions, and the writer of the tablet often makes this
clear. This does not make the reg®unreliable. The Babyloniamskill at measuring and recording
the movements of the sun, moon, and plaisetenfirmed by the results of astronomical simulations

on modern computers.

The Babyloniand skill enabled them to recognise patterns, whichmately permitted the
Babylonians to correctly predict astronomical events.

Brown, who believes that the astronomical
charts included predictions made shortly be-
fore the recorded events, acknowledges that
it is conceivable that some of these were

Professor David

“retrocalculations undertaken by scribes in

the 4th and later centuries BC.”14

14. Mesopotamian Planetary Astronomy-
Astrology, by David Brown, published
2000, pages 164, 201-202.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, pages 24 25, 28

The following is thefull quotationfrom David Brown.While the Watchtowerarticle emphasises the
possibility of the record$eingretro-calculations made in later centuries, David Brown actually states
fit is much more likely the eclipse records wprediction®.

So, although it is conceivable that the eclipse predictidatng to
731, 686 684, 677, 668 and 649 BC® were actually retro-
calculationsundertaken by sibesin the 4" and lder centuries BCit

is much more likely that they werepredictionsmade and recorded
shortly before each of those yearsand that they werenly later
incorporated into th&aros CanoR®

% These dates are earlierthanthe-Beaby | oni an era because David
750BCET 612 BCE. He makes it clear that his studies relate to that period and do not necessarily reflect the

mind-set of any other period.

% Mesopoaimian Planetary Astronoméstrology page 201, David Brown, 200(Emphases added)

Brownos
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Predictions and Retroalculations

Therelative accuracy and number of readings taken over many years caused the ancients to discover
the length of each cycle. This enabled them to predict and-a&lcalate some events, such as
eclipses. Modern astronomical computer programs provide the nie@amsodern researchers to
perform retrecalculations over thousands of years. These enable the recorded ancient data to be
verified.

If these are
retrocalculations, could they really be con-
sidered absolutely reliable unless corroborat-
ed by other evidence?

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 25

Modern astronomy programs can show the night sky over Babylon for any date in historghdwey
whether the events recorded by the Babylonians took place as they said. It does not matter whether an
astronomical event was predicted, seen, or+edfoulated, toda¥ sophisticated astronomy programs

can prove whether an event took place as th®yBaians had described.

In 1915, Paul V. Neugebauer and Ernst F. Weidner, without the benefit of modern computer
programs, checked the recomis VAT 4956 More recently, sholars F. Richard Stephenson, David

M. Willis, and Hermann Hunger used modern @sdmy programs to check the recordH.of these
studies showed that the events took place in 568/567 BCE.

Hermann Hunger and researchers Anévi@ly and Marjorie Alley have shown that the events
recorded on VAT 4956 couldot have taken placduring 588/87 BCE, which is th&Vatchtoweds
proposed date. Their resyleong withthe report by Stephenson and Willige providedin Part B

of this Critique.Sufficient information is also provided that enables any researcher to make their own
investigationusing astronomical computer software.

Recognition must also be given to the research, dedication and contribution made by Carl Olof
Jonsson, including the proof that VAT 4956 is dated at 568/567 BCE. Carl provides the outcomes of
his extensive research, including his response to these ainitfesOctober 1 and November 1, 2011
Watchtower magazine¥. Countless people have benefited from his research and from his
commitment.

2T http://kristenfrinet.se/vtsvar/vtsvarl.pdf
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ONE EXAMPLE OF AN ASTRONOMICAL TABLET: VAT 4956

After castng aside the Babylonian Chronicles and the business rectireld/Vatchtowerarticle
focuses its attention on one astronomical tablet, VAT 4956. Although the British Museum holds the
majority of astronomical tablets, th&atchtowerignores them, along witthé reliable information

they contain.

Astronomical tablet VAT @56 isdatedtwice to the 37th year of NebuchadnezzAccuratedatingof
thistabletthereforeproves thelulianyear when Jerusalem was destroyed.

the example of VAT 4956. The opening line
of this tablet reads: “Year 37 of Nebukadne-
zar, king of Babylon.”16

16. Astronomical Diaries and Related
Texts From Babylonia, Volume |, by Abra-
ham |. Sachs, completed and edited
by Hermann Hunger, published 1988,
page 47.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, pages 25, 28

Records on VAT 4956

it con-
tains detailed descriptions of the position of
the moon and planets in relation to differ-
ent stars and constellations. Also included
is one lunar eclipse. Scholars say that all
these positions occurred in 568/567 B.C.E.,
which would make the 18th year of Nebu-
chadnezzar II, when he destroyved Jerusalem,
587 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page25

An English translation of VAT 4956 is provided Rart B of this Critique, where colours are used to
help identify the features mentioned in this passage frorvtitehtower

Lunar eclipse record on VAT 4956

The tablet mentions a lunar eclipse that
was calculated as occurring on the 15th day
of the third Babylonian month, Simanu. It
is a fact that a lunar eclipse occurred on
July 4 (Julian calendar) of this month during
568 B.C.E. However, there was also an eclipse
20 years earlier, on July 15, 588 B.C.E.17

17. Babylonian Eclipse Observations
From 750 BC to 1 BC, by Peter ). Hu-
ber and Salvo De Meis, published 2004,
page 186.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, pagss 25, 28

July 4, 568 BCE is the equivalent of the 15th of Simahhis information $ provided to the
Watchtowerby the tablein Babylonian Chronology 626 B8&D 75 by Parker and Dubberstein. The
WTS frequently refers téhat publicatiorfor its dates.

Parker and Dubberstein show tha2hyears earliethe 15th day of the 3rd mondi 588 BCEwas
June 15According to theitable July 15, 588 BCEell the fourth month, Duzu.
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One example of an astronomical tablet: VAT 4956

BABYLONIAN

CHRONOLOGY
626 B.C-A.D. 75

BY

RICHARD A. PARKER
AND
WALDO H. DUBBERSTEIN

ACHAEMENID

BABYLONIAN HEesrew MACEDONIAN OLD PERSIAN ELaMITE
Nisanu Nisan Artemisios Adukanish Hadukannash
Aiaru Iyyar Daisios Thuravahara Turmar
Simanu Sivan Panemos Thaigarchish ~ Sakurrisish
Duzu Tammuz Lods Garmapada Karmabadash
Abu Ab Gorpiaios Turnabasish
Ululu Elul Hyperberetaios Qarbashiyash
Tashritu Tishri Dios Bagayadish Bagiyatish
Arahsamnu Heshvan Apellaios Marqashanash
Kislimu Kislev Audynaios Agiyadiya Hashiyatish
Tebetu Tebeth Peritios Anamaka Hanamakash
Shabatu Shebat Dystros Samimash
Addaru Adar Xanthikos Viyakhna Mikannash

In the tables the Babylonian month names, abbreviated to their first three
letters, are used.

Yearpe.c. Nis Aia S Duz Asv Urnu U Il Tas Ara  Kis TeB Sua Aop A 1T
16 589 4/15 5/15 6/13 7/13 8/11 9/10 10/10 11/8 12/8 588 1/6 25 3/6

17 588 4/4 5/4 6/2 7/2 7/31 §/30 9/29 10/29 11/27 12/27 587 125 2/24 325
18 587 4/23 5/23 6/21 7/21 8/19 9/18 10/18 11/17 12/16 586 1/15 2/13 3/15

19 586 4/13 5/12 6/11 7/10 8/8 9/7 10/7 11/6 12/6 585 1/4 2/3 3/3

36 569 4/4 5/4 6/2 7/1 7/31 §/30 9/28 10/28 11/27 12/27 568 125 2/24 3;’25‘
37 568 4/23 5/23 6/21 7/20 8,19 9/17 10/17 11/16 12/16 567 1/15 2/13 3/15

38 567 4/13 5/12 6/11 7/10 8/8 9/7 10/6 11)5 12/5 566 1/4 2/2 3/4

39 566 4/2 5/2 5/31 6/29 7/29 8,27 9/26 10/25 11/24 12/24 565 1/22 2/21

To overcome thibarrier, theWatchtowerarticle creates $t own Babylonian calendar for 588 BCE.

According to VAT 4956, this
eclipse occurred on the 15th of the
third Babylonian month, which suggests
that the month of Simanu began 15
days earlier.

If the eclipse fell on July 15,
588 B.C.E. according to our Julian calen-
dar, then the first day of Simanu would
be June 30/July 1, 588 B.C.E.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page28

Although there is an array of astronomical dataablet VAT 4596, th&Vatchtowerrticle considers
only one:the etipse during Babylonian month Ill. Starting with the assumption that the eclipse
happened in 588 BCE, tW#atchtowearticle creats a calendar of its own devisinatresults in the
yearstarting on May 2/3, 588 BCE.
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One example of an astronomical tablet: VAT 4956

There-
fore, the first Babylonian month (Nisanu)
would have started the new year two
months earlier, on May 2/3. While nor-
mally the year of this eclipse would have
begun on April 3/4, VAT 4956 states on
line 6 that an extra month (intercalary)
was added after the twelfth (last) month
(Addaru) of the preceding year.

this made the new year actually not
start until May 2/3.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page28

Not only dos the listing provided by Parker and Dubberstein shownthgéar started as late as May,
they also state that the Babylonians added extra maevitka they needetb ensurethatthe New
Year started in March/April.

In the period covered by this study, the Babylonian calendar year was
composed of lunar months, which began when the thin crescent of the
new moon was first visible in the sky at sunset. Since the lunar year
was about eleven days shorter than the solar, ite@as necessary at
intervals to intercalate a thirteenth month, either a second Ululu (the
sixth month) or a second Addaru (the twelfth month) in order that
New Year's Day, Nisanu 1, should not fall much before the spring of
the year (late March andraApril). *

The listing inParker and Dubbersteshows thata second Addaru (February) was added in 587 BCE,
thus making the following New Year (Nisan) start on April 23, 587 BE&38/587 BCEhad started

as late as May, there would have been no readd an extra month during that year ides to make
587 BCE start in April.

An unsubstantiated claim

) Thus, the date of this
eclipse in 588 B.C.E. well fits the data on
the tablet.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page28

The article boldly asserts that its created calendar for 588 BCE fits the data on the tablet. No evidence,
no proof. Analyss of the data on the tablet, such asltbearThreesthe 13 lunar positionsand the
planetary informatioronclusively prove that the artiéeassertions are completely false.

This is shown later in thi€ritique and in the accompanyirRart B. The data on VAT 4956 duot fit
the articlés calendar for 588 BCE.

there are 13 sets of lunar observations on the
tablet and 15 planetary observations. These
describe the position of the moon or planets
in relation to certain stars or constellations.18

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page25

2 parker and Dubberstein, page 1
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One example of an astronomical tablet: VAT 4956

in
the article “Ein astronomischer Beobach-
tungstext aus dem 37. Jahre Nebukadne-
zars [1” (An Astronomical Observer’s Text
of the 37th Year Nebuchadnezzar I1), by
Paul V. Neugebauer and Ernst F. Weidner,
pages 67-76, there are 13 sets of obser-
vations of the moon wherein it is de-
scribed in relationship with a certain star
or constellation.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page28

These 13 lunar observations on VAT 4956 could not relate Nebuchadise27tr year to 588 BCE,
and theWatchtowerarticle dismisses the planetary observatidastthermore, ie mass of evidence
provided throughhe otheravailableastronomical tablets ignored by theaVatchtowerand the reader
is kept unaware of them and their significance to the dates of the period.

Planetary evidence points conclusively to 568/567 BCE

Could all these observations also have been made twenty years
earlier, in the year 588/87 B.C.E., which according to the chronology
of the Watch Tower Sociely Bible dictionary Insight on the
Scriptures corresponded to NebuchadneZzathirty-seventh regnal
year? The same dictionary (page 456 of Vol. 1, where VAT 4956 is
obviously alluded to) acknowledges tlitdodern chronologers point

out that such a combination of astronomical positions would not be
duplicated again in thousands of years.

Let us consider one example. According to this diary, on Nisanu 1 of
Nebuchadnezzés thirty-seventh year the planet Saturn could be
observediin front of the Swallow) the iSwallowo (SIM) referring to

the southwed part of the constellation of the Fishes (Pisces) of the
Zodiac® As Saturn has a revolution of c. 29.5 years, it moves
through the whole Zodiac in 29.5 years. This means that it can be
observed in each of the twelve constellations of the Zodiac for about
2.5 years on the average. It means also that Saturn could barseen
front of the Swallow 29.5 years previous to 568/67 B.C.E., that is, in
597/96 B.C.E, but certainly n@0 yearsearlier, in 588/87 B.C.E., the
date the Watch Tower would like to assifpr Nebuchadnezzés
thirty-seventh regnal year. That is simply an astronomical impossi
bility, even in the case of this one planet. But theme five planets
that figure in the dia§s astronomical observations.

Add, therefore, the different revolution$ the other four planetsthe
positions of which are specified several times in the text, along with
the positions given for thenoonat various times of the year, and it
becomes easily understood why sucboanbinationof observations
could not be madagain in thousands of years. The observations
recorded in VAT 4956 must have been made in the year 568/67
B.C.E., because they fit no other situation which occurred either
thousands of years before or after that d4te!

Part B of this Critiqueprovides aranalysiswritten in 1965 by Max HattorRlanetary evidence points
conclusively to 568/567 BCE

®The expressi on teftiefers fothe daily wesfward rotationtofithe celestial sphere and means
Aito the west ofod.
% Gentile Times Reconsiderdgburth Edition, page 159, by Carl Olof Jonsson, Commentary Press, 2004

42



One example of an astronomical tablet: VAT 4956

Watchtower rejects planetary readings on VAT 4956

Though the cuneiform sign for the moon
is clear and unambiguous, some of the
signs for the names of the planets and
their positions are unclear. (Mesopota-
mian Planetary Astronomy—Astrology, by
David Brown, published 2000, pages 53-
57)

Because of this, the planetary obser-
vations are open to speculation and to
several different interpretations.

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 28

The Watchtowerarticle wants to treat the lunar observations on VAT 4956 separately to the planetary
observations so that it can dismiss the planetary readings. As justificatiéMatblstowercites pages
53 to 57 of David Browfs book,Mesopotamian Planetary Astronogtrology

On those pages cited by théatchtower David Brown provides a means for making sense of the
planesd namesby placing them into five categories, A to E. He explains that with categories B to E,
some planetshames used during the 8th to 7tmtties BC were, in certain circumstances, shared
with other planets, stars or constellations. However, this is not the case with thedplanets in
category A:

I have found that all the names attested for the seven planets in the
period c. 758612 BC @n be placed in five categories. For example,
the names Sagmegar, Delebat, Salbatanu, Sihtu, Kaiamanu, Samsu
and Sin are unique to Jupiter, Venus, Mars, Mercury, Saturn, the Sun
and the Moon respectively. They are never u$ad any other
celestialbodies.They are what | am terming tli&-names for these
planets®

Brown continues, explaining the characteristics of each group of names. iA-hmmes list, he
places those names that are unique to that planet and are never used for any other body in the heavens.
Here is a selection of his findings (pages are reprodudedrirB):

Names unique to the planet (amongst celestial bodies) and which can
be used uner any circumstances..

JUPITER:SagmegarUsed in alktextgroups. ..written in the-567
Diary [VAT 4956] ...

VENUS: Delebat Used in all text groups in all periodsappears
asdelebatin the-651 [Diary], and all subsequent Diaries.

MARS: Salbatanu ... It is used in all text grogpSalbatanudoes
not appear in the Diaries where Mars is always referred to by the
single sigran ....

MERCURY: Sihtu Used in all t&t groupsincluding the-651
Diary, and all subsequent Diaries ... .

SATURN: Kaiamanu ... in the-567 Diary [VAT 4956]... .In this
and in all subsequent Diaries thenme genna is used for Satufn.

A comparison of Browds list with VAT 4956 shows that each of these planetermsappears on the
tablet. At times Brown directly ferences the tablegince astronomers and historians are so familiar
with the date of VAT 4956, they refer to it simply by giving its détee-567 diary ( = 568 BCE).

31 Mesopotamian Planetary Astronomgtrology page 54, Davirown, 2000
%2 Brown, op. cit., pages, 55, 56, 57
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One example of an astronomical tablet: VAT 4956

Planetary data appear about thirty times on tablet VAT 4956, so they can proigdificast amount
of information. The Watchtowerarticle gives the appearance thand#eds to ignore this array of
available planetary information.

Jupiter: lines 4, 13,6126

Venus: lines 4, 10, 11, 13634 176 18 19 20
Mars: lines 10, 1213, 16, 18

Mercury: lines 9, 10, 12, 13, 7183 199 20

Saturn: lines 2, 9

Contrary to theWatchtoweds footnote, D. Browds book does not support the notion that on VAT
4956 fisome of thesigns for the names of the planets dhelir positions are unehrd There is no
confusion with the planei®ames, everything is very clear.
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LUNAR THREE TIME INTERVALS OF VAT 4956

The Lunar Three measuremeate of critical importare®. These are relatively shaiitne intervals
between the rising and/setting of the sun and the mqaneasured at the start, middle, and end of a
month.

There are also eight time intervals between
the risings and settings of the sun and the
moon.18a

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 25

18a. These time intervals (“lunar
threes”) are the measurement of time
from, for example, sunset to moonset on
the first day of the month and during
two other periods later in the month.

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 28

Lunar Threes of VAT 4956

The termsLunar Three Lunar Fourand Lunar SiX* relate tothe time intervalsrecorded on many
astronomical text®f the risingand setting of the sun and modwmnar Sixrefers to the following
group oftimeintervals:

Time interval measured
(Atime-degree®)

When measured Babylonian name

Between sunset and the settin|
of the moon after it had becom na
visible for the first time after
conjunction

(1) First day of the month

Aboutthe middle of the monthyp tofour time intervals relaedto thefull moonwere recorded, along
with the date they occred.

(2) When the moon set for the | Time between moonset and .
last time before sunrise sunrise Gb
(3) When the moon set for the | Time between sunrise and

first time after sunrise moonset na
(4) When the moon rose for th| Time between moonrise and

lasttime before sunset sunset ME
(5) When the moon rose for th¢ Time between sunset and

first time after sunset moonrise GEs
At the end of the month

(6) When the moon was visiblg Date and the time between

for the last time moorrise and sunrise KUR

At the time of VAT 4956, the Babylonians totthe three measuremen(s), (3), and (6)hence the
termLunarThrees. These are illusteaton the following pages.

% The time intervals are measuredime degreesin translations, the degre€ § unit is used. The intervals are
recorded with the unit UG and its subdivision NINDA;
mi nutes of ti me, it i s @ime degreedcThasestind intervals vaty romtygamton s | at e
year,as they are affected by the cycles of the moon.

* These terms wereoined by A. Sachs
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Lunar Three time intervals of VAT 4956

The ALunar Threeodo Time | nterv
prove its date at 568 BCE

LUNARL READINGSAKENAT THESTARTOFBABYLONIANAONTHS

Principle of a water clock for
measuring elapsed time

Moonset

VAT 4956 obverse, Line 12
Month 111 (the 1st of which was identical with) the 30th
(of the preceding mont2r) [ é sunset to moonse
=June 20, 568 BCE
(20 =80 minutes)

VAT 4956 reverse, Line 506

Month XI (the 1st of which was identical with) the 30th
(of the preceding montl#306| é sunset to moonset?
Month XI, Day 1 = Feb. 12, 567 BCE Sunset

(14.5 =58 minutes)

VAT 4956 reverse, Line 126
Mont h XI | ; € su2kb%5et to moonset:
= Mar. 14, 567 BCE
(25 =100 minutes)

46



Lunar Three time intervals of VAT 4956

LUNARZ READINGSAKENAT THEMIDDLEOFBABYLONIANONTHS

Principle of a water clock for
measuring elapsed time

VAT 4956 obverse, Line 4:
Year 37 oNebukadnezar.. Mo nt h | , ¢ on |the
god was seen with the other; sunrise to moonset: 4°
= May 6, 568 BCE
(4 =16 minutes)

) VAT 4956 reverse, Line1 6 6
sunrise Month XII ..the 12th, one god was seen with the other,
sunrise to moonset: 1°306
= March 26, 567 BCE
(1.5 =6 minutes)
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Lunar Three time intervals of VAT 4956

LUNAR3 READINGAKENAT THEENDOFA BABYLONIANMONTH

Principle of a water clock for

Moonrise measuring elapsed time

VAT 4956 obverse, Line 11
Month I é The 2s6ntisk)23°(moonrise to
June 17, 568 BCE

(23° = 92minutes)

Sunrise
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Lunar Three time intervals of VAT 4956

Since the
moon can easily be tracked, the positions
of those other celestial bodies mentioned
on VAT 4956 and connected to the moon
can be identified and their positions dat-
ed with a good measure of certainty.

Scholars have tied these time measure-
ments to calendar dates. (“The Ear-
liest Datable Observation of the Au-
rora Borealis,” by F. R. Stephenson and
David M. Willis, in Under One Sky—As-
tronomy and Mathematics in the An-
cient Near East, edited by John M. Steele
and Annette Imhausen, published 2002,
pages 420-428)

WT, Nov. 1,2011, page 28

Calculations of thesé.unar Three readingsprove the date wherthey weretaken. Even though
fischolars have tied theseutharThree] time measurements to calendar dathge Watchtowearticle

does not supply the results provided by any scholars, including their own.

The abovesndnote to th&Vatchtowenarticle cites pages 83 428 ofUnder One Sky: Astronomy and
Mathematics irthe Ancient Near EasF. Richard Stephenson and David M. Willis, editors: John M.
Steele, Annette Imhausen, Ugavierlag, Minster, 200@Rart B of to this Critique providesextract

from that sourceTheystate:

We concludethat the various lunar threes on the text are quite
in keeping with a date for the tablet of 5687 B.C. In
addition, reference to Table 1 reveals that even at this early
date, timing errors were typically of the order 6f-lno mean
achievement...

The observations analysed hemee sufficiently diverse and
accurateo enablghe accpted date of the tabléti.e., 568567
BC 1 to be confidently afirmed. It should be emphasisdtat
althoughthe cicumstances bconjunctions of themoon wih
starsterd to repeda at 19year intervals (the Mnic cycle),
this is not the case for lunar threes®

Part B of this Critique providesuirther information ot.unarThrees

e An extract on the subject of by Hermann Hunger. He compares the results of the VAT 4956
Lunar Threes readings f&68567 BCE and for 588/587 BCHsing the tables from Parker
and Dubberstein, and also with a year beginning on May 2/3, as suggested by the

Watchtower

The measurements of the intervals could not have been taken
on the date given on the tablet if the tablet were referring to
year 588/7. The differences between text and computation are
in both cases much larger than in 568/7 BC. Using the wadrds

% Under One Sky: Astronomy and Mathematics in the Ancient Near Bages 424, 428F.

Stephenson and David M. WillisSEmphases supplied)

Richard
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Lunar Three time intervals of VAT 4956

Stephenson and Willis, 588/7 BC can be confidently
excluded®

e Results of computer analysis of the Lunar Threes readings on VA® B9 Researcher
Marjorie Alley conclusively show that theubar Three measurements on VAT 4956 were
taken in 568/567 BCE.

¢ Results of computer analysis of the Lunar Threes readings on VAT 4956 by Researcher Ann
OdMialy conclusively show that threeasurements on VAT 4956 were taken in 568/567 BCE.

Theseanalysesn Part B show the results déstng VAT 4956 for the year:

e 568 BCE using the calendar provided by Parker and Dubberstein (and accepted by the
Watchtoweirarticle);

e 588 BCE using the calendar provided by Parker and Dubberstein;
e 588 BCE using the calendar created byWhedchtowenarticle.

In every case,hie results provehat date of VAT 4956, from the 37th year of Nebuchadnezzar, is
definitely 568 BCETheWatchtoweiarticle failed to provide any data or list any results.

Information provided irPart B of this Critique enables a reader to verify the results with computer
programs that provide astronomy simulations and data.

Reliability of the measurements

WT, Nov. 1, 2011, page 28

In thecontext ofthe LunarThrees, th&Vatchtoweiarticle refers to pges 65 66 of Observations and
Predictions of Eclipse Times by Early AstronomieysJohn M. Steele. Tharticle suggestSteele
supports the view thatunarThree measurements are unreliable.

However, he pagesthat arecited by theWatchtowerfocus exclusively oreclipses not onLunar
Threes. The wordeclips® appeas six times on those two pagé#ise expression8 LnarThrees and
A LnarSixesd do not appear there

By their very naturelunareclipsescantake much longer than the time oEanarThree period. Thus

any errors in a timing deviogould bemuch greater when the period of an eclipse is being measured.
Of course, if the readings are not reliable, then the article could not use of them to prove its date of
588 BCE.

The Watchtowerarticle fails to advise the reader that in the previous section of that same book, John
Steeledoesaddress unarSixes’’. TheWatchtowenrtrticle fails its readers.

3¢ http://goto.glocalnet.net/kf4/reviewHunger.htm
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