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PARTTWO WHAT THE CLAY DOCUMENTS REALLY SHOW




What the Bible says about tigeventy Year

HE Bible says thatm njoyed itsabbatlrests; all the time of
were to beCexiledin Babylon until the | \what the Bible . (itsxlesolation ,ntiI the seventy years were

seventy years were completed in fulfillment really says completed in fulfillment of the word of th®RD
of the word of the LorD spoken by Jeremiah.” spoken by Jeremial2 Chr. 36:21, NIV)

The Watchtowerpage 22 The words cited by th@/atchtowerspeak of the

land enjoying a rest until the Seventy Years of
servitude to Babylon were completed. These
wordsdonotY Sy A2y aOF LIGA @Saé
words do not say how long the land rested.




What the Bible says about tigeventy Year

What the Bible
really says

But when the seventy years are fulfilled, | will
Bib- unish the king of Babylon. (Jer. 25:12, NIV)
lical and secular history agree that this exile | \what the Bible . . . : .
in Babylorendedafter Cyrus conquered Bab- really says A”%tlons Wlm} anr?_ hIIS Sc(lm a
T0d freed the Jews o gran so e time for his land conf hen

many nations and great kings will subjugate him.
The Watchtowerpage 22 (Jer. 27:7, NIV)

The Bible says that the Seventy Years was a period
of servitudeby all nations, and the end of the

period would be marked bthe punishment of
Babylon
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the Jews, who returned to Je-

rusalem in 537 B.C.E.

The Watchtowerpage 22

~

This is the totality oThe Watchtowet NIi A Of S Q@
that the Jews returned to Babylon in 537 BCE. There|is a
wide range of opinion on the date of this event, and the
article failed to show how it arrived at that date.
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The Watchtowerpage 22

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

The Watchtowerpage 22

Actually, the Bible EXPLICITLY says the 70 Years wz
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The Watchtowecommences the 70 Yeaafter the
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The Watchtowerpage 22

The Watchtowerpage 22

- most scholars date the destruc- EVERY Jewish, Christian, and atheist scholar dates the
tion of Jerusalem at 587 B.C.E. destruction at 587/586 BCE.

The Watchtowerpage 22




The Watchtowerpage 22

The Watchtowerpage 22

The Watchtowerpage 22

This allows for

only a S0-year exile.

The Watchtowerpage 22

The Bible does not state there would be a 70 year ex
by one of the nations. It speaks of ay&ar servitude
to Babylon byall the nations.
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|saiah goes on to prophesy:L 0 Y dza i 2 OO dijMemiust beidokybttarserehtyg yedisthé same as
the days of one kinp€ 0 23439 kdlidving the destruction of the mainland city by the Babylonians, the
islandcityof Tyreg At £ Go0S FT2NBH2U00SYy ®¢

¢NHzS (G2 GKS LINELIKSOEe2ZI 1heBabyldias Enputeihk isldndcify ofyFewitt 2oybs | |
an important financial power.

Jehovah, through JeremiaimcludesTyreamong the nationshat will be singled out to drink tAhe vyine of His
NI} 3S o I[Tiesednati@nad will have to serve the king of Babylon seventy yédrs 6 WS NBX 22| 2R) | H

True, the islangtity of Tyreis notsubject to Babylorfor a full 70 yearssincethe Babylonian Empire faliis 539
B.C.E.

Evidently(i KS T @Sl NAE NBLINBaASYyGa GKS LIS WNertie Babyloniar raya f
u
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Different nationscome under that dominatiorat different times. Butt the end of 70 years, thalomination
will crumble®éL & | A | K Q4, p. 298RpLbksEeMEatchtower Bible and Tract Society)




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.

just how sound
are the calculations that point to the date

587 B.C.E.? What do these documents really
show?

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

Above citations are frorifhe Watchtowerpage 22
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The Watchtowerpage 22

Information on each
astronomical tablet fixes
dates in terms of modern

calendars

® Astronomical tablets.

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

Data on VAT 4956 fixe S
b S06dzOKLI Ry™S
year at 568/567 BCE
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The Watchtowerpage 24




The Watchtowerpage 22

® Business tablets.

What are they? 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.

The Watchtowerpage 23

Tens of thousands




The Watchtowerpage 22

® Business tablets.

The Watchtowerpage 23

Thebusiness tabletsonfirm the traditional list of Babylonian kings.




The Watchtowerpage 22

® Business tablets.

The Watchtowerpage 23

Thebusiness tabletsonfirm the traditional list of Babylonian kings.

* Business tablets exist for all the years traditionally at—
tributed to the Neo-Babylonian kings.

The Watchtowerpage 24
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The Watchtowerpage 22

® Business tablets.

The Watchtowerpage 23

Thebusiness tabletsonfirm the traditional list of Babylonian kings.

* Business tablets exist for all the years traditionally at—
tributed to the Neo-Babylonian kings.

The Watchtowerpage 24

TheWatchtowercannotfind one businessecord, one
administrationrecord, or one temple recordfor any of
the extra 20 yearsits chronologyrequires

S
I

I NQa orT




¢ KNBS (e

The Watchtowerpage 22

® Astronomical tablets.

® Business tablets.

I
Information on astronomica
tablets fixes dates in terms
of modern calendars
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Applying dates provided stronomical tablet$o the business
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The same process provides the date of events, including 539 BC
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Data on VAT 4956 fixe
bSo6dzZOKI Ry'™S
year at 568/567 BCE
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The Watchtowerpage 22

Information on each
astronomical tablet fixes
dates in terms of modern

calendars

® The Babylonian chronicles.

What are they? The Babylonian chronicles
are a series of tablets recording major events
in Babylonian history:.

Information on thechronicles
describe events that are

The Watchtowerpage 23

historically significant
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Data on VAT 4956 fixg
bSodzOKI Ry™S
year at 568/567 BCE

TheNabonidus
Chronicle describes
the Fall of Babylon
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Information on each
astronomical tablefixes
dates in terms of modern

calendars

The Watchtowerpage 22

Information on thechronicles
describe events that are
historically significant

Therefore the combination of astronomical tablets, business
tablets, and chronicles provides the complete chronology of
the neo-Babylonian period, including all the BCE dates.

Data on VAT 4956 fixe S
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year at 568/567 BCE
|

TheNabonidus
Chronicle describes
the Fall of Babylon
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The Watchtowerpage 24

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

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

The Watchtowerpage 24

By themselves, thbusiness tabletand thechroniclesdo not supply BC
dates, whether 587 BCE or 607 BCE.

When the dates derived from thastronomical tabletare applied to
these other tablets, they conclusively prove that Jerusalem WAS
destroyed in 587 BCE.




® The Babylonian chronicles.

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

® Business tablets.

What are they? Most business tablets from
the Neo-Babylonian period are legal receipts.

What do the documents show? There are
gaps in the history recorded in the Babylo-
nian chronicles.

The Watchtower, page 23

What do the documents show? There are
tfurther discrepancies in the transition of one
king to another. For example, 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. A
similar discrepancv exists with the transi-
tion between Amel-Marduk and his succes-
sor, Neriglissar.

The Watchtower, pages 23, 24




THE WATCHTOWER SHOWS
AN OVERLAP, NOT A GAP

from Nebuchadnezzar
to Amel -Marduk

Nebuchadnezzar

BM 55806
43 year

the documents
show that Nebuchadnezzar I1 was still ruling
in his tenth month—six months after his suc-
cessor is assumed to have begun reigning.

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

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.- ] o

The tablets BM 80920 and BM 58872

are dated in Evil-merodach’s fourth and
fifth months of his accession year.

5

10

BM 58872
Accession year

Amel-Marduk

BM 80920
Accession year

The Watchtowerpages 24, 28

The Watchtowerpages 24, 28

Colour
indicates
overlapping
month




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

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

This is the number of the peoplebuchadnezzar
carried i nt dwemtyxthirtlyear,745¢ i n hi s
Jews taken into exile. (Jer. 52:28, 30)

UUUUDﬂiﬂﬂUUUUUDUUIﬂﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ 1

43 year reign of Nebuchadnezzar
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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,Nebuzaradasommander 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)
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CORRECTIONS TO DATES OF from Nebuchadnezzar
TABLETS STILL SHOW NO GAP to Amel -Marduk

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

Contenau, XIl 58

i Dated 26/6/43, this tablet is the last one attested
434 year of Nebuchadnezzar "o Nebuechadnezzar e @

mentioned in th&Vatchtowerarticle.

Correction to the date of tablet BM 55806 BM 55806 Cont. XII 58 (Babylonian Chronology, 626 BICAD 75 Parker and
439 year? 439 year Dubberstein1956, page 1.B. the date format is
BM 55806 has DNikaor/52¢482t r ect ed t o [A day/month/year.)
... month appears to be written ITU.AD [month 5]; Vol [Vont : h  tabl
year number highly unce 2l 5 || Correction to the date of tablet BM80920
(Corrections and Additions to the Catalogue of the , B M 80920 has bAm&n corr
Babylonian Tablets in the British Museuvolumes 6 Marduf 20/ 7/ acco
: BM 80920
8, by C.B.F. Walker, 1996\.B. the date format is -
day/month/year.) y (Corrections and Additions to the Catalogue of the
Babylonian Tablets in the British Museuwolumes 6
BM 5,8872 8, by C.B.F. Walker, 1996\.B. the date format is
Colour Accession year day/month/year.)
indicates
overlapping }
month Accession year of Amel-Marduk




THE WATCHTOWER SHOWS
AN OVERLAP, NOT A GAP

BM 75489 is dated in the
second month of the accession year of BM 75489

Neriglissar, his successor.

Colour
indicates
overlapping
month

Accession year

from Amel -Marduk
to Neriglissar

A
similar discrepancy exists with the transi-
tion between Amel-Marduk and his succes-
sor, Neriglissar.9

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

of the ruling king Evil-merodach. . _ A el 2
Amel-Marduk




RAYMOND DOUGHERTY SHOWS from Labashi -Marduk
AN OVERLAP, NOT A GAP to Nabonidus

(Nabonidusand BelshazzaRaymond Dougherty, pages-73)




