Dre Foie Albright,

Oriental Department,

Jolns Hopkins University,

Baltinmore, lde

My dear Dre Albrights _

Please allow me to introduce myself -~ I have been
working on early Jewish calendation for some time here in
Washington. Just now I ew interested in the fishing season
around the gea of Galilee axd ils possible relation to the
Jowlsh feastse. It seeus as if the fishing scenes mentiored
in the gospels come in the spring befure or after the passo~
vers

The best refercnce I have found is in Rsinhold Rohre
ioht'e "Regestas" This source reports the Patrisrch Willemus
giving his confreres a plece of lend bordering on Tiberiss,
end that he grents them an elghtedsy period of fishing rights
between Septuagesime end Eastere This grant wes secled by
the Patriarch end also by the kinge About 1132 A.D., under
the Labin kingdome

I would take it thet the 63eday inbervel between Septuae
gesima and Faster mush be the best fishing season in Galilee,
but of course this conclusion &s %o be confirmed, and I lel
greatly appreciate the reference to which you referred over
the phonee

Tours very sincerely,
July 16, 1941

4 Cresoent Place,
Tekoma Park, Mde



Dre WeFs Albright,
Oriental Depertment,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Marylend.

My dear Dre. Albright:

Will you kindly tell me whether the Journal of Bibli-
cal Literature would be interested (1) in the discussion of
the various principles governing encient Jewish time, or (2)
in the synthesis of the ancient detes? The demonstration of
the ancient synchronisms meke interesting reading, end does
not require so much technical detail as the study first men-
tioned.

Enclosed is & diagrem that belongs to Study (1), and I
em sending it to you merely to find out if the Journal cen use
this type of drewing. There sre two others as large as this,
end two or three small etohings that illustrate the article--
all black end whites If smaller drawings are necessary, these
can be reduced by photostating, which I will attend to.

Study (1) would be diffioult to understend without the
drawingss but the text is completed, snd can be forwarded as
soon es it cen be copieds Study (2’ is based upon the prineiples
involved in (1), but includes more of the Bible narrative. On
account of the question of illustrations, it seemed best to core
respond with you firste.

Let me add agein thet I greatly appreciste your interest.
Enclosed is postage for the return of the diagreme.

Yours very sincerely,
October 9, 1941.

4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park, Mde



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE MARYLAND

October 16th, 1941
Dear Miss Amadon,

Your letter and the enclosed chart were
duly received several days ago, but I have been vgry
busy for the past few days, and my reply is delayed,

I suppose the recaders of JBL (Journal of Bib-
liczal Literature) would be more interested in the
second article which you mention, but the first may
be more important. Have you new material or new
points of view in the first article, which are not
to be found in Ginzel or more recent chronolcgical
handbooks? If so, I shall be glad to recommend it
for publication with the diagrams, The leading
authority on ancient astronomical chronoX¥ogy and
calendar is Professor Otto Neugebauer, now of Brown
University in Providence. Have you been in touch
with him at all? Since I am not a specialist in
technical chronology, though I have read on it very
extensively, I should very much like his opinion
(or that of a competent astronomer, who could provide
the technical competence). I assume that you are
yourself competent in the field, but I should like
to have this impression confirmed -- the natural re-
action of a man who has been a member of several
comnittees on research which dispense funds,

Very sincerely yours,



{

Dre Weloe hlbrigh‘h,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins Imiversity,
Baltimore, lid.
Dear Dre Albrights

With reference to the study on the genesis of snclent Jewlsh
time, you osn be assured that the arguwent is new, though the princi-
ples are old=-both astronomical and Biblieale I have been working on
this subject for nearly three yeers here in Washington, and have hed
repeated conferemces with Glenn He Draper, associate astronomer ot the
Naval Observetory. If you care to write him, I am sure that you will
receive helpiul oriticiam, for he has read the menuseript which I de-
sign to send you, and during thess years hes materially helped me te
work out the astronomical and oalendricel features involved.

About a yesr age I went up to Providence to consult Dre Neuge-
bauer sbout the Arsmaiec Papyrie Ho told me st the time that he did not
know much about early Jewlsh calendations Nevertheless, I believe that
he holds an importent key to the whole problem, in the relation between
the translations of the sncient Pabyloniens and those of the Jewse I
am satisfied that when the translation period was short-~that is, when
the Nisen moon had pessed perigee--the Debylonien end Jewish new year
might ooineide; but that three or four years later, after apogee, the
spring new moon in Jewry would present itself on the third dey Jtcr
conjunotion, while the Babylonian calendar deted the phasis & dey eer-
lier, perheps two days earliers The olearing up of this problem will
cla the reckoning of the snoient seripture dates.

Ore Olmstead tekes Ghe position, he writes me, that the anciemt
Jewish and lonien reckonings were the seme, becouse the Jews ro=-
turned from rlon using the oriemtal names for the monthse I do not
think that this oconclusion is necessarily true, and I do not see how his
system of reckoning can check with the Bible datea, meny of which are
synchronisss, or with those of relatved historye It is possible, how-
ever, that the work of hies assoeiates may solve the computation of the
Aremaio dates, which do not soem %o oconform, within a day at least,
with the true Jewlsh reckoning of anolent f‘ﬂo

For these reasons, the time does seem ripe to present the
prineiples thet characterize the ancient Jewish computation--both Mosaie
and astronomice I heve been trying all sumer to go to Brom to
see Dre Neugebsuer, but there has been no time available. If you pre-'
for, I will send him the manuseript for oriticimme Kindly let me know
your wishes in this respecte

Yours very sincerely,

4 Crescent Place,
Takoms Park, Mde



Dre WeFs Albright,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Maryland.
My dear Dre Albrights

Thanks for your recent letter. Will send on the Ezekiel
manuscript the first of the week, and am delighted to know that
you are interestede I have so much to do that it is diffisult
to work with despateh regarding this research problem, and hence
the delay in replying to your encouraging lettere

With regard Yo Dr. Neugebauer, it is just as well to wait
until you have read the argument concerning the regnal year.
After this should consisbently follow the argument with respeot
to new moon reckoning, and that is the part in which Dr. Neuge-
bauer will be most interesteds There will be time enough to
weite him after you have read this first parte Perhaps you will
not agree with everything--some parts are somewhat traditiomal,
but the moon camnnot act her part unless we lnow the periode

Many thanks again for your response,

Always sincerely,

January 8, 1942.

4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park, lde



Dre WeFe Albrigh‘b,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Mde
Dear Dre Albrights

I have had to stop and nurse a severe cold, like many
others, and hence the delay in getting this MIS to you. Some
hold to the notion that astronomy and chronology can act inde-
pendently of historical demand, and hence I have taken the
paing to demonstrate how dependent the moon is upon an estab-
lished regnal outline. It is exeeedingly interesting to me
that the Bible text should come to the aid of the sixth century
B«Ce preparatory to important dates in the Ezra-Nehemiah era,
when we have mamy date synchronisms in the Bible and archeology
as welle

For over a year I have been working on the dates of the
Assuan Papyri, and now I feel more certain that I have found
the keys As soon as I can, I wish to show the argument to Dr.
Neugebauer, for we have already had some discussion regarding
ite The Papyri have an important bearing upon the nature of
the ancient Jewish calendare

- Technical studies are hard to assembls, and mistakes
in figures are prone to creep in; but the part I am most anx-
ious about is the meaning of the Bible text, and hensce your
eriticiam will be most helpfule For my own purt I feel a bit
more independent than was the oase three years ago, for in the
mean time I have caleulated the Nisan new year and Passover
dates for over 1000 years of consecutive Bible narrative, and
in this period have not found one olauh'with the Seripture dates.
I am desirous of getting Dre. Neugebauer s reaction with reference
to the nature of the Babylonian calendar--whether he considers
that it was all observation, or also included caleculation.
The work that I have done on the Scripture dates results in the
conclusion that ancient Jewish time was a matter of ealeulation
and observation, contrary to the frequent statement that it
was observation onlye
Thanking you for your encouragement and help,

I am always sinecerely yours,

4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park, Mde.
Jan. 20, 1942.
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Drs WeFoe Albright,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Balti.mor., Md.
My Dear Dre Albrights

Have been working away on the Assuan problem, but have not as yet
finished. However, I hopa to have it ready soon. Anm very much interested
in the "Seal of Ellakim.” I had not seen this plece of research when I
ceme to Baltimore recently. Otherwise I would have first writtem you with
regard to the dates. Your archeological evidenes is much broeder than I
had at hand when I worked out the sixth century Ezekiel dates. However,
when we come to the fifth century B.C., there are many date synchronisme
which demand that the regnal series of both centuries agreee When I get
this finished, I hope to win your assent with reference to the outline.

I had to send to Harvard for Kugler's "Von Moses bis Pauluss" The
book was not here in the Congressional Library. It has just come, and I
have had photostats made for reference, but cannot as yet oriticise Kug-
ler's argumente I overlooked the finding of the book of the law in the
18th of Josiah and Passover the same year (page 135) as "nur moglich beil
Jahresanfang im Herbste" (Wellhausen s clever discovery.)

Am enoclosing an Easter study which I would like to get published
in some monthly journal to reach people who agitate strained pesiticns
like Olmstead, for example, with referénce to crucifixion chronologye { I
have not heard anything further regarding his book which was to come out
this springe) Is it asking too mueh for you to read this over, and if
you think it worth while, let me know of some periodical with whioh I
can correspond?

It is a human interest story, and not very technical, and yet it
is based upen indispensable prineiples upon which the seripturs dates
are founded, and some of which Olmstead and his assoclates have disre-
gardeds I havc in mind the April number of the American Journal of Semit-
io Lenguages, 1911, in which Sprengling presents a 30-year series of pass-
overs from 471 to 410 BeCo==gome before full moon, some after, even some
before the spring equinex! And as a result of this confused reckoning,
he has at least ten translation periods ending before the conjunchion! T
have not seon any oriticism of this --have you? " Olmstead himself is just
as fallacious in his crucifixion argument when he insists +that Friday,
April 7, the Jewish day of full moon, 30 A.D. was the passover day for
that you' s and overlooks the fact tha.‘b this incident has teo agree with
the Sabbath healing of the blind man that ocourred four days after Taber-
nacles of the previous year, 29 A.De If we place the passover on the day
of full moon, or before it, the translation peried 1ls wreckeds

There is a grand harmony in the soripbure dates, Dre Albright,
and I hope that the way may open to demonstrate ite I learned much from
my sessicn with you recently--I1 felt guilty to take so much of your time.
But I thank you sincerely for the privilege.

If you have not time to look over the enclosed M5, just return it
and if possible recommend seme publisher. Thanks.

Yours very sincerely,

Febe 13, 1942,
4 Cresoent Place, Takoma Park, Md.



Dre WeFe. Albright,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Mde
Dear Dre Albright:

The trip to Brown University was inspiring and most helpful.
Both Dr. Neugebauer and Dr. Sachs geve me valuable references, and
Dr. Neugebauer also turned over to me photostats of pages from his
cuneiform reckoning that show the variations of the ancient Baby-
lonian translation periodses In addition he louned me his copy of
Dr. Parker's first report on the Assuan Papyris. This I had not
seens It was published last Julye

In this report Dr. Parker states that his computations are
based upon Eduard Mahler's Babylonian tables. These came yester-
day to the Library through the Union Catalog Loen Divisione They
are indeed interesting to mee. If lMehler follows the ocustomary
rules for civil dating the phasis--~I have not had time as yet to
read his text throughout=-~then he frequently has the moon's first
appearance located before oﬁoﬁ ction, like Sprengling! In any
event, I do not see how hé 6an Gonstruct a Jewish ealendar, as Dr.
Olmstoa.d insists, upon the "Mahler Babylonian foims, even with
Sidersky's corrections, for all these ezimuth tablea from Maimoni-
des on, represent the earliest appearance of the new lighte

The Assuan problem is progressing, but I need more time on
the problem in order to demenstrate the relation between the Jewe
ish and Babylonian reckoningse Am enclosing an analysis and outline
of the principles governing the scripture dates--both Biblical and
calendricale The article is about 30 pages long, and includes four
tables and five diagrams. If you care to read it all, shall be
glad to send it ome But possibly you will prefer to decide from
the shorter analysis whether the J.B.L. readers would be interested.

No synchronal seripture date has as yet shown up that is
not solved by the astronomical rules mentiomed in the OUTLINE.
But in order to prove these synthetic dates, the regnal outline has
to be fool procf, and hence the reason you found me working in the
sixth century B.C. Von Moses bis Paulus also,came recently, but
. there has been no time as yet to go into kis argument. Dr. O.
~ Neugebauer gave me the report of P.V. Nougobauer on some lunar ob-
servations made in Babylonia in the 37th year of Nebuchadnezzar.
If these mark an eclipse date, then there will be an additional
., momument to peg up the sixth century B.C. At the Observatory,
Glem Draper is much interested in this P.V.N. report.

Please accept my thanks again for your help and interest.
I do not wish to encroach upon your university engagementse

Yours very sincerely,

March 26, 1942.
4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park 3 Mde

R e Ol L s e
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THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

March 27th, 1942
Dear Miss Amadon,

Your letter of the 25th, with the attached
sheets, has been receivedes By all means send your ar-
ticle to the editor of JBL, Prof. Erwin Re Goodenough,
Hall of Graduate Studies, Yale University, for considera-
tione If you prefer you can send it to me with enclosed
postage for forwarding to him, in which case I will write
a covering letter to enclose with it, since I am a member
of the editori,l committee. Owing to the interest a-
roused by Olmstead's papers (especially his paper in
the Anglican Theologicel Review, RXXIV, 1 ( Jan., 1942),
ppe 1=26), your paper will be most timely. I suggest
only that you substitute "Pentateuchal" for "Mosaic,"
in order not to complicate the issue, since it is very
hard to distinguish between material which actually
goes back in its extant form to lMoses and matter which
reflects later interpretation or codification of the
Mosaic tradition.

Very cordially yours,

W.F. Albri;
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Dre Wele A].bright,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimoro, Md,.

Dear Dre Albright:

Thanks for your prompt replye MNMr. Draper at the Obser-
vatory has consented that I use his name in collaboration, since
I have been in conference with him continuously for nearly four
years. I therefore arranged for him to check PART II (Astronom-
ical argument) at once, but it will take a few days to get the
MS back from the Observatory. It is increasingly difficult these
days to get into the Naval Observatory, and each time I have to
make special arrangements with the Captain in order to pass the
Marine guarde.

In the mean time am sending on PART I, and will forward
its mate surely by the first of next weeke PART I has a colored
drawing, which I know of course the JBL would not use. If Dre
Goodenough decides to print the article, I will send on the
proper drawings suitable for the engraver.

It will help me as to style and form if you will advise
whether the citations in latin should be translated, or left in
their original text. Thanks for the suggestion with regard to
the word Pentateuch. I note that the JBL incorporates the scrip-
ture references into the body of the texte If you think that
I should rearrange the copy in this form, I will do so, but
you can forward the enclosed MS to Yale, and I will change a
copy I have here.

It means a great deal to me to "launch the ship" after
at least seven years of study. The argument is in harmony with
the prineiples of computation employed by standard almanac cen=-
ters--it is based upon their authorities. But the moon, the Jews,
and the Bible have also to be recognized, and it is most encour-
aging to be told that this triumvirate of authority has been
satisfieds It remains to be seen what the world will accept.

I shall always be grateful to you.
With sincerest regards,
March 31, 1942.
4 Crescent Place,

Takoma Park, Md.
Washington, D«Ce
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THE JoOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY April 7121’1, 1945
Dear Miss Amadon,

Your letter of the 5th has been re=
ceivede You have written an excellent reply to
Filson's letter. I think it should be published in
large part, perhaps entirely, as an addendum to your
original article, since it seems to clear up the
question of the barley harvest so well, I have only
the following observations to make. I should omit
the last two paragraphs of your letter if you decide
to submit it to JBL for publication (though it woula
pe a good thing to mention Nilgson's excellent book
for general orientation. Inreferring to the Gezer
Calendar I suggest that you give the date cir. 900
BeCey now accepted by all competent scholars on the
basis of the scripte. In 1909, when Marti wrote,
very little was known about early Hebrew script, and
Marti knew still less.

I tried to get my copy of Allis to
Washington, but found it today in the librarian's
office. I should have sent it to you directly.
It is now in Miss Diesney's hands for photostating the
four pages on "Antiquity.' Mind you, I do not en-
dorse them at all, but they represent the only way in
which a thorough=-going conservative of the old school
can make verbal inspiration "walk on all fours" without
most flagrant conflict with science. In this cone
nection, I do hope that you give up trying to get the
early chronology of the Bible to work smoothly, since
you will only spoil the nice reputation you have now
acquired as a scientific chronologist!

Cordially,




Dre W.F. Albright,

Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.

My dear Dr. Albrights

I have the manuseript ready, and will send it in
a day or so--just as soon as lMr. Draper can finish going
over ite The pages that have special reference to Dre
Olmstead, or to any other current theory, are e¢lipped, and
if you think any one is being hit too hard,.plaas. let
me knowe I do not believe that the Oriental Department
of the Chicago University knows very much about the trans-
lation periode Cersainly, since Sprengling's impossible
table came out in 1011, Dr. Olmstoad ought not to fall in-
to the same trap!

However, Dr. Parker is a good thinkery and yet, I
think that there is a botter reason for the failure in ex=
aotness between the Egyptian and Aramaic dates than has yet
been presented. Parker's shoulders make a good base from
which to proceede The problem has advanced from the treat-
ment of "mobel and Fotheringham.

Thanking you for your inspirational interest,
Yours very sincerely,
April 28, 1942,

4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park, Md.
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Miss Grace Amadon,

4 Crescent Place,

Tekoma Park, Md.




S Bé.ltimore,\Aprn é9th, aghe T
- Dear Miss Amadon,‘”r//':L/ 7

Your letter of ;?: th has been recei;éd.

I await your article with amticipgqtiop and will go over

it again carefully before I send on with my recommendati
to Drs.Goodenough, editor of~IBL« | f there is anything

I thimk should be modified I:shaIl et you know before

the paper is submitted, in order to incorporate your
reactions in it. The figures in the text should all be

prepared for economical reproduction as line-cuts be-
fore the paper in sent to New Haven,

// : Cordially,



Dre WeFa Albrigh‘b,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkine University,
Baltimore, Md.

Dear Dr. Albright:

Miss Amadon has asked me to write you with reference to
her argument in her study on ancient Jewish calendation.

As to the rules of calendation employed by the ancient
Jewish people, we have been in more or less total darkness.
The few threads of information which we are able to glean from
the records indicate that the ancient calendar rules were as-
tronomically sound, requiring more knowledge of the motions of
the sun and moon than has been credited to the ancient Jewish

peoples

Miss Amadon has found a rule of lunar calendation, by in-
vestigating the astronomical data of the Nautical Almanacs of
of the 19th century; but from the laws of astronomy, all cen=-
turies would have produced the same information if the almanac
data had been available for the period of the Jewish nation.

One oarmot say that Miss Amadon's calendar rules are the
ancient canons so long as we do not have more authentic state=-
ments from the ancient Jews themselvese All that we ocan ever
hope for is to reproduce formulae which consistently synchronisze
with the few definite records of the paste No investigator of
ancient Jewish time has thus far found rules of lunar calenda-
tion which accomplish this quite as well as the rules which
Miss Amadon has discoverede I merely desire to say that astro-
nomically the rules are sound, and that they apparently are in
harmony with the data of the ancient records.

Therefore, I am pleased to subseribe to the belief that
the ancient Jewish people had rules that, if not those of lliss
Amadon, at least synchronized with theme.

Yours very sincerely,

(Gl bt @.«,&f«u»)

Vool Obhienve 5':@3-"'«4{
Whas @ 1 Gy 2 *
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Editor L.E. Froom,

"The Ministry,"

General Conferemce of Seventh-dey
Adventists,

H&Ihill‘m, DeCe

Dear lMre. Froom:

Your letter received. I will say this in reply: ;

Dre Simon Newoomb, the great Americen astronomer, once said, "Where
our ignorsnce is complete, all hypotheses which do not violate known facts
are admissidble." As to the rules of oslendstion used by the anolent Jew=
ish people, we have been in more or less total derknesses The few threads
of information which we are sble to glesn from the records indicete thet
the snolent calendar rules were astromomically sound, requiring more knowle
edge of the motions of the moon and sun then has been credited to the an-

clent peoplee

Miss Amadon hes found a rule of lunar calendation, by investigating
the sstronomicel dste of the Neutiesl Almeneos of the 19th 3 bub
from the laws of astronomy, ell centuries would have produced the swme ine
formetion, if the almemac data had been availeble for the peried of the
ancient Jewish natione There is a grest deal of materisl in Miss Amadon's
work which must yleld to the importance of these calendar rules, slthough
it is all required for completensss in the process of proving her theory
%o be the best thus far discovered.

One cemnot say that these calendar rules are the anclent osnons so
long as we do not have more suthentic statements from the ancient Jews them-
selvese All that we ocan ever hope for is to reproduce formulae which con-
sistently synchronize with the few definite records of the paste No inves-
tigator has thus fer found a rule of lunar calendation which accamplishes
this quite as well as the rules which Miss Amadon has diseoverede

Therefore, I am pleased to subscribe to the belief thet the encient
Jewish puphh‘& rules that, if not those of Miss Amadon, at least gyn-
chroniged with theme

(Rt B

PeSe I do not mean to say that I think lMiss Amadon has used her own rules
to the best adventage at all times, nor thet there is no room for further
investigation; I merely desire to sey that astromomieally the rules are
sound, and that they apparently ere in harmony with the data of the ancient
recordse :

September 19, 1941.
Navel Observatory,

Weshington, De«Ce



Dre WeF. Albright,
Oriental Department,
Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.
Dear Dre Albrights

Miss Amadon has asked me %o write you with reference to
the argument in her study on ancient Jewish calendation.

As %o the rules of calendation employed by the ancient
Jewish people, we have been in more or less total darknesse The
fow 4hreads of information which we are able to glean from the
records indicate that the ancient calendar rules were astronome=
ieally sound, requiring more knowledge of the motions of the sun
and moon than has been oredited to the ancient Jewlsh peoplee

Miss Amadon has found a rule of lunar calendation, by ine
vestigating the astronomical data of the Nautical A]nmca of
the 19th century; but, from the laws of astronomy centuries
would have produced the same information if the ;i:nnu data had
been available--and particularly the period of the Jewish nation.

One cannot say that Mis Amadon's calendar rules are the
ancient canons so long as we do not have more authentic state-

- ments from the ancient Jews themselves. All that we can ever

hope for is to reproduce formulse which consistently synchronize
with the few definite records of the past. No investigator of
ancient Jewish time has thus far found rules of lunar calenda-
tion which accomplish this quite as well as the rules which Miss
Amadon has discoverede I merely desire to say that astronomie
cally the rules are sound, and that they apparently are in hare
mony with the data of the anoion‘!: recordse

Therefore, I am pleased to subscribe to the belief that
the moi.ont Jnilh people had rules that, if not those of Miss
Amadon, at least synchronized with thems

Yours very sincersly,
May 8, 1942,

Naval Observatory,
Washington, D.Ce



Dre WeFe Albﬁsht,

Johns Hopkins University,
Gilman Hall,

Baltimore 3 Mde

My dear Dr. Albright:

Am so sorry to hear that you have been ille After
all you are your own captain, and you should know better than
to work all the time! The University people all say that you
are the busiest man there.

Dre Moulton approved of the story for Popular As-

% and promised to write to lMr. Gingrich about it. I

ave n working on the Mahler Babylonian tables, and can
show further how he reckoned the translation periodse. They
are quite different from the Jewish. Dr. Neugebauer gave me
the P.V. Neugebauver--Wiedner Report on an ancient Babylonian
toxt with reference to the 37th year of Nebuchadnezzare. It
is an observation of moon and planets that synchroniszes with
this regnal year, and helps to peg up the sixth century B.C.
The day-byeday description of the month has given me new and
interosting citations, and I wish to add some of these to
the article sent youe Others also have come to lighte Will
send them on in a day or two, together with a few corrections.

The Bible part of the study first sent you has been
accepted by the "Ministry" here in Washington-=-a periodical
on Theology and Evangelisme This monthly is publishing a ser-
ies of five studies on the subject--Establishing the Crueifix-
ion Date. The arguments are Biblisal and C aﬁ% cal, and 1
have been sareful not to use twice the material that has been

introduced into the Astronomical Section which is in your
handse

There seems to be no end to the arguments that are
coming to light on this ancient Jewish calendation. I am
doing my best to make good on this plece of research, and I
am daily reminded of the help and inspiration that you have
given mee I desire to return the favors if the opportunity
comese

Yours very sincerely,
May 28, 1942,

Takomsa Park, Md.
4 Crescent l”laeo.



Dre WelFe Albright,

Johns Hopkins University,
Gilmen Hall,

Balti.nore Hdo

My dear Dr. Albright:

It was indeed a relief to me to know that you cone
sider the MS suitable for the JBL readerse As soon as you
hear from Editor Goodenough whether he accepts it or not,
kindly let me know so I can arrange at once about the en=
gr;vingl s for there is not too much time between now and
falls

How would it be if either you or Mr. Goodenough
would write a few lines of introduction stating that the
argument is based upon astronomical principles defending
Friday of the crucifixion as 14 Nisan, upon which the
national paschal supper was observed after the sunset be-
3 ar the day (ineunte), and not after the sunset
ending(exeunte)? -~ an encouragement to readers to read on!

If you know the published name of Dre Parker s
Babylonian moon tables which you say is out, I shall be
glad to have ite Am planning to go to Hiohigan on Sundey,
and I hepe to have *hlib to go on to Chicago to see hime
He dooa not impress me as being sensational at all.

Thanks agaiu and always for your help,
Yours very sincersly,

June 10, 1942,
o Cruoont Place,
Takoma Park, ld.
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THE J HNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
“ BALTIMORE. MARYLAND

\

Dear Miss Amadon,

Following your telephone call of yesterday
evening I have sent your paper to Goodenough for JBL,
together with Draper's letter, my hearty recommendation
and reference to Neugebauer's offer to go over the
paper if it is submitted to hime. I went over the
paper with a fine comb again, reading and weighing
every word, adapting it to JBL practice with regard to
references, etc., and eliminating or chaﬁhng certain
historical or biblical references where you would be
misunderstoods Unless economy dictates too strongly,
I think the paper will be accepted. However, since the
journal will have to be considerably reduced in length
owing to the demands of economy, it may be turned down
because of its length, We shall seec.

June 10th, 1942

Very cordially yours,




THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

June 12th, 1942

Dear Miss Amadon,

Your letter of the 10th crossed mine
of the same dates A gentleman from Chicago is now
visiting me and he sayd that Parker and Dubberstein
have not yet actually published their Late-Babylonian
chronological tables, contrary to the statement of
Olmstead in his justepublished book on Jesus.

Thanks for the suggestion about a
possible introductory statement. We shall have plenty
of time to consider the details later. I hope Goodenough
accepts the article, but the amount of available space
in the Journal has decreased considerably during the
past few months.

Cordially,

A

W.Fe Albxight



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

August 17th, 1942
Dear Miss Amadon,

I asked Goodenough to return your paper to me, in
order to secure your latest revision, as you suggested.
Keanwhile ﬁébad got it back from Burrows (who was teaching
in Chicago, Wwhence the delay), with the recommendation to
print it with the addition of two editorial notes which
he sent to Goodenough, one note dealing with the rabbinic
practice of sacrificing a lamb before sunset on the 14th
of Nisan and eating it after sunset on the 15th of Nisan,
the other noting the uncertainty in which we are with re-
gard to pentateuchal practice and Xxmmesclemse noting that
this does not necessarily affect the validity of your cone
clusions about N.T. times.

From what you said in our last talk, I understand
that you would like to make some additions to the discussion
from the Babylonian standpoint (Schoch, Parker, et al.)
and that you are willing/¥o till further’cut down biblcal
allusions, except where they are indispensable to the argu-
mentes I await word from you =- the paper is in my hands.

Cordially,
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Baltimore, Aug. 24, 1942

Dear Miss Amadon, q_ e

Your=letter of the 21st has just reachal
mes I shall leave for New York Thursday, to be gone until
Mondey. I suggest that you come over Wednesday, the 26th,
in the morning or after 4:00 pem. in the afternoon -- the
morning is better,since I shall be teaching in the early
afternoon and the building is closed at 4:00 pem. I shall
be here continuously, I expect, through September, g

Cordially,



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

Septémber 1l4th, 1942
Dear Miss Amadon,

I shell write Goodenoggh immediately
telling him that he will have your article and the plates
by the first of October, as you promise in your letter
of the 12the I am very sorry to hear about your accident,
and hope you will recover rapidly.

Shalmaneser III tells us in several ine
scriptions that Ahabbu Sir'ildya (pronounced at that time
Ahéb Sir'iléi); Ahab the Israelite, was a member of the
great Syrian coalition which encountered the Assyrian
king at Qargar in the sixth year of his reign (he reigned
858~ B.C., according to the Assyrian postedating system).
Twelve years later he received tribute from Yaua mar

3 that is, from Jehu of BetheOmri (1it."House of
Omri," the official Israelite name for Samaria, The usual
translation "son of Omri" is entirely wrong and hes long
since been discarded by competent scholars. The difference
in form is due to the fact that Hebrew he and ‘ayin were un-
pronounceable to the Assyriange There is not the slightest
possible doubt about either identificatione

Cordially,
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THE ‘JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

Sept o 25th, 1942
Dear Miss Amadon,

Sorry for my delay in replying to your letter
of the 18th., The fact is that all my mail has been
held up for nearly a week, and I am now trying to
catch up with it. -- The enclosed table seems to
be safer than the Eusebian chart, though I am not
sure that the statements in question can be made to
Ywalk on all fours," i.e., harmonize perfectly, ace
cording to our perverted modern s cientific point of
view, However, by all means include it: it can do
no harm and may be very useful,

Cordially,

PR =

P.S, Address Professor E.R. Goodenough, Hall of
Graduate Studies, Tale University, New Haven, Conn,
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My Dear Dre Albright:

The proofs of the Je«BsLes article came last Saturday, end
they have all been checked and sent back to Profe. Goodenoughe I
am snxious to find out how much the reprints will cost, and in ad-
dition a dozen coples of the Magazine. Vr Jacobs is slow in re-
sponding to my inquiry about the price, but I suppose he will get
at it as soon as the copy is paged.

I am writing this note, however, expressly to thank you
for opening the wey for the publicetion of my artiecle, and hope thet
the opportunity may come for me to do something in your interest.

Yours very sincerely,

Nove 18, 1942.
4 Crescent FPleage,
Tekoma Park, Mde



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY Ma.rch lith 1945
?
Dear Miss Amadon,

Sorry for my delay in replying to your
letter of Feb, 28ths I have been even busier
than usual., I enclose a letter from Dr. Filson
of Chicago, which you may want to read. Please
return it to me (no hurry) after reading it or
copying the pertinent paragraph., The inconsistenw
cies to which he alludes in Olmstead's book are very
curious, since they certain affect the supposed pre=-
cision of his treatment. I think that part of
Filson's criticism is justified; as I told you,
the important part of the article, which cannot be
duplicated or “even found elsewhere, is the calendrice
estronomical, Not that I expect you to accept Filson's
observations, since some of them depend on wholly dif=-/
Do leave the chronology of the Flood alonel
Suppose you read the third. chapter of my book (1940)
Prom the Stone Age to Christianity, where you will
find my answer to your first paragraph. All Western
Asiatic dates must be brought down between fifty and
a2 hundred years to agree with the latest downward
revision of the older chronology, to which you refer,
The earlier biblical dates cannot be used to establish
a chronological system on any kind, however they are
explained; this position is now held by the most con-
servative scholars, e.g., Oswald T. Allis, in his new
book, The Five Books of Moses (1943), pp. 2614,

Cordially,

ferent presuppositions from yours,.
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My Dear Dr. Albright:

You can have the answer that I sent to Professor Filson
if you thiak it would be interesting to JBL readers, but I
would like to make a few changes in the style. I will have
it ready in a few days and will send the MS on to you.

Many thanks for loaning your copy of Allis to the print-
ing office. The various schools of chronology are so wide
apart that I am interested in what he has to say regarding
the historicity of Cenesis. Your advice about this research
came after I had worked out the c¢alendation--not of course
the chronological outline--and I was quite impressed with
the discovery that the writer of Genesis seems to have tied
his dates to actual positions of both sun and moons

Meny good things have been written about this Genesis
calender, upon which clso the earliest lists of moons in
Babylonia have a definite bearinge I am much interested in
the esrlier deting of the Gegzer stonee Perhaps this ancient
agricultural record msy be a representative of very early
periods alsoe

Thenking you agein, Dr. Albright, for your inereasingly
valuable suggestions,

Yours very sincerely,

' 2
April 13, 1942,
4 Crescent Place,
Tekome Park, Md.



Dr. W.F. Albright,
Gilmen Hall,

Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore, Md.

My Dear Dr. Albrights

Since the publication of the study on Ancient Jewish Calendation,

the questions which have come bask to me mainly center around three

principal points. Inasmuch as the JBL readers may be interested in a
e fotlowrinng

brief review of the subject, emelesed is a swmmary of the enswers

which were returned %2 to those meking requests.

1. How Wes

Many of the primitive nations appear to have employed agriuultux:-
© oS

al calendars. In support of this conclusion the Gezer stons is witness,
o0& 900 B.Col Schooh also reports the following with reference to early
Babylonians:

"Die Babylonier regulierten nach dem Stando der Wintergerste den
Jahresbeginn von — 3600 bis — 500. War die Gerste im Adderu zugnok
so wurde ein Addaru b geschaltet, damit sle in Airu reif war.

And sgein, Sohoch recites almost the same with regard to the an-
oient Jewss

"Die alten Juden regulierten also shnlich wie die Babylonier ihr
Jahr nach dem Stende der Wintergerste. Fiel eber der erste eines Monats
auf Mars 16 odeg fruher, so war dieser Monat ein Veadar (oder Adar) des
alten Jahres."

Some time after the redaction of the salendar by Hillel II, a se-
vere polemio overtook the Jews regerding the problem of intercalation,
end the Karaites challenged the Rabbenites with these words:

"They [the Rabbanites] have introduced the aaloulation of the cal-
endar, and changed the divine festivals from their due seasons.”

1 g, Marti,"Ein landwirtschaftlicher altpaléstinensicher Kalender."

Ztschre. f. alttestmmtl. Wiss. 29, 1909, 222 ff,

Z‘Yuq Schooh, Planeten=Tafeln fiir Jodermann, cols xlii. Berlin, 1927,
Ib- col. x1iii.

4 Philip Birnmbaum, The Arsbic Commentary of Yefet ben 'Ali the Karaite

on the Book of Hoses: Philadelphia, 1942, xxviii.

A
sl
R

[T

&

& &
LR

A

£

[
N



--2”

But earlier, about 1000 A.D., Albiriin{ had explained how barley
harvest affected the calendar reckoning:

"The mode of prognostioating the state of the corn wes practical=
ly this, that one of his [Anan's] followers went out on the 23rd Shebat,
to ex ==in Syria and the countries of a similer climate--the state
of the barley-seed. If he found that the Safd, i.s. the prickles of the
beard of the ear of corn, had already come out, he counted from theat
dey till Passover 50 deys; if he found that it had not yet come out, he
intercalated & month into the yeer." ©

Such was Karaite reaction about the ninth century A.D., and it pos-
sibly may have corresponded in some respects to the encient calendare
However, Albirini mentions a Jewlsh calender reform sbout 200 years ef-
ter the time of Alexsnder. These are his wordss

"The methemstioisns, therefors, computed for them [the Jews] the
cyeles, and taught them how %o find by oalgulatlon, the oonjunctions
end the sppesrence of the new moon, eto."

Sidersky agrees with Albirini, stating thet he had partiocularly
good Jewish sources in hand, although they are not mentioned by neme.
Nevertheless, Sidersky insists that calouletion of the calendar went
back much farther in point of time than the Arabis chronologer allows,
and refers, smong others, to the men of Issachar, whom David appointed
as caleulstors about 1000 B.C. (1 Chron. 12:32). They were leading of=-
ficers in the renks that erowned David king, and in Jewish literature
they are commonly recognized as astronomers.

In support of ancient caloulation, we should also include Posnan-
ski's reference to an interesting fragment from Sasdish Gaon (ca 900
A.DO)'

"But we kmow that Saadieh asserted that the new moons had alweys
been fixed by caloulation, and that they commenced summening witnesses,

&o, only after Zadok snd Boethos and others had maintained that the
Torsh enjoined to fix the new moons by observation; and that they did

$ Albirtini, The Chronology of Ancient Nations, tr. Sachau, London,
879, 69.
Ibid. €8
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;:dfsr,,tho purpose of showing thet calculstion and observation coinci-

I see w’!‘ioulty in the widely quoted Gamaliel citation--a "sin-
gle passage) which Dr. Ogg brings forward in support of empirical adjust-
ment of the amcient lunar year to the solar. In the first century A.D.
we find en astronomical court in session in Jerusalem, known as the Beth
Dine Possibly the enclent Jews were stirred to this activity through
Bebylonian influence. But more probebly they had slwsys observed the
skies like Job and Abraheam. However, this court of witness was conduc-
ted with great secresy--sod ha ibbur was the name for intercalation .
And 'when outery was made for sanctification of the new month, if a very
young erescent, or possibly even a oloud stresk had been seen, the offi=-
cers of the Jewish senate had to know exactly what course to pursue, and
what answer to return to the insistent peoples "The tribunal knew be=
forehend ," is Maimonides' claim, "whether the moon could be seen or not." 8
And they obtained this experience through the "caleulation of the syn-
agogue” in rol-n\tien to agrloult&%,\mellar solence~--not by empiri-
cal adjustment. |

And of matgri;l consequence to this problem of intercalation is the
faot that pentateuchel lsaw had given the Jewish people an exaect point
of time to which the full moon of barley harvest could tles Ascording
t;i:m G;Qmand s the first matured heads of barley were to be plucked
from the ripening harvest, and offered in the temple on the second deay
of the feast of unleavened bresd--the sixteenth of the first month (Lev.
23111 and Anbt.ITI.Xe6)s A sheaf of ripe barley on the sixteenth dey

of Nisen in the season of full moon--this was Aﬁu synchronism{ We have

7 Semuel Poznsnski, "Anti-Karaite Writings of Seadish Gaon,” Jewish Quar-

toruyb Roview, Vols X, 273,
ses Majmonidae, De Saorificiis Liber, tr. Complegne de Veil,
Londini, 1683, 384,
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PAR AN
not as yet sny record from ancient Babylonia with so exesd a formule

for starting the lunar years. From the documents in hand it is diffi-

SMM LArena-
cult to tie the anclent loan contrests or the return of the comhto a
definitely fixsd month of the year, much less to a certain fixed day of
the month, as with the primitive Jm.g Landsberger admits--

"Andere Angaben der Wirtschaftstafeln, wie Bewdsserung, Ausseat,
Dattel-, Sesamernte, heranzuziehen, scheint vorlaufig, teils wegen der
Unsicherhelt der Deubung, teils wegen der Geringheit des Materisls, nicht
retsen,” 10

And so, the Jewish witnesses who reported on the new moon in the
first century served about the seme purpose as the astronomers in the
clock house here at the Naval Observatory. For our stendard slmensss
are oomputed in harmony with the laws of gravitation several years in
advencey but the solar and lunar constants are checked from time to
time by setual observetion of sun, moon and plenetse Vov o %mu:b;ux
calelotionr Rane Walusr are WM&- :

And although we do not know all with reference to the encient Jew-
ish secret of caleulating the year, yet we do know that the barley and
wheat harvests, the oil end vintage, the stabe of the floeks, and the
positions of sun, moon and stars were all in sgreement with the various
seasons. And it is also clear that the smeient luner year was ean epoch
in a oycle with all the astromomioal details of which it had to be in
harmonye These facts make it possible to establish a biblical chronol=-
ogy that is based upon both nstural law eand caleulation of the stars
and plenets.

Now with regard to intercalation in the year 33 A.Ds On page 232 of
the December JBL, if April 3 be substituted for May 4, the embelismic

passover date for 33 A.D.,(them\there would, vesult a suscession of four

9 Bexmo Lendsberger, Dor Kultisshe Kalender der Babylonier und Assyer,
lgrstc Hélfte, Leipzig, 1015, 21.
Ibid.
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common years--from 32 to 35 inclusive. And the resulting lunar year
would then be over 40 dasys shorter than the solar! But why not make em
mﬁj’um yeer embolismic instead of 33 A.D.? For the reason that sach
of the other yesrs-52, 54 and 36--hese a passover dabe sbout the middle
of April, when barley is beginning to ripen in Syriss They therefore do
not require intercalation as in the case of 33, which had a full moon in
very early Aprile And it cen be added that all the moon tebles in JBL
are based upon the plen to date the passover as near as possible to the
middle of Aprils When the full moon occurs the first week in April, it
will commonly heppen that the new moon oscurs before the equinex, and
this seems alweys en event to heve been avoided in the encient calenda=-
tione The circumstence is demonstreated in the dates of the Assuan papy-
ri. If the Assuan embolinit be carried forward in a projected series

to the first sentury, it will be discovered that the year 33 A.D. turns
out to be a Jewlsh leap year, that is, with a Veadar month in the spring.

scholars do count the ancient passover as being slain at the end of the
fourbeenth day, end therefore eaten in the early evening of the fifteenth.
But where is the authority for this except in the Talmud, Maimonides, and
the modern rebbinical calendar? Neither-the-Bible nor Josephus say any=-
thing ebout a 16-Nisan passovers By these two euthorities the ancient
passover was slain, kept, und eaten on 14 Niseme Such was the case with
the “seoond” pessover (Nume 9:11), end also with the first passover, in
connestion with which it wes commended to eaw wlosvened bresd "on the
fourteenth dsy of the month et even" (Exs 12:118)e That this eating of
unlesvened brosd sccompanied the lamb supper is inferred in verse 8; and
obviously, "thet night" must refer to the only night mentioned--the



o B

night of the fourteenth in verse six.n

Jt seems o reasonsble demand that the burden of proof for a 15-Nisen
passover should rest with the scholarse But, if they sccept the Talmud-
io 15%h, they should consistently employ in thelr calendation the dehiyoth
and the resultent 355 and 386 days to the lunar year. And in addition,
the foast of pentecost should then in conformity ocour on the 7th of the
third month, instead of the Taluudic 5th or 6the However, these calen-
darie feabures the biblisal synchronisms challenges

Johne The diegrem on page 276 of the

Doceﬁbor JBL represents the writers Luke and John as eash having sn ine
dependent method of chronolegye Luke definitely infers that his 40-day
peried begine on resurrection Sundgy (Acts 113)e Bub he apparently com-

Uhe Somne faaniod owto
Hrunes 5 the Tfiftleth dey” (T3 TevimKooTys) , which istRarvslalad pen=

tecosts To this mpwwimwad’as his testimony. Tlée/\argmont with

respect to Paul's suscinet remsoning is as follows:
For, since the sacrifice of "Christ our passover” (1 Cor. 5117) is
an expression that points to orucifixion Fridegy as the day of slgying
the pessover lsmb, even so does the resurrection of Christ as the risen
"first fruits® point to resurrection Sundey as the day of offering the
symbolic sheaf (1 Cors 15320).
This we meay conclude from the law in leviticus, and with Luke, Paul
and Josephus ,12 %o have been the sixteenth dsy of Nisane Consequently,
the independent eomputerbion of luke would eppear to have counted owr ocou=
a» T z d.a.ﬁ Tvclun ' e wMMM%MWw,
monly accepted Sundey pentecost from suaday of the resurreo'tion-g»‘ﬁh avoad 1o beth.
typioal degy of offering the sheal of first fruitse Hence this sixteenth
dey of the first Jewish month automeatically reverts to death Fridey es

the fourteenth.

11 1¢ 4% 15 but remembered thet the Jewish day hes alweys begun with night,

ﬁo problemstiec passover of the OT and NT thereby becomes simplified.

Autte IILXels
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John, on the contrary, reckons in at least two ways that Fridey of
the orucifixion was fourteen Nisan. First, by designating the fourth
day efter the previous feast of tebernacles to have been the Jewish Sab=
bathe This cempubetion mede 22 Tishri = Tuesdsy, as given in the dia-
grems DBy counting forward, ﬁho intervening 28 weeks and 3 days (199
deys in ell) end on Fridey es the Jewish fourteenthe In addition, Jolm
presents a second simpler reckoning by merely stabing thet the Sabbath
during whieh Jesus ley in the tomb was a "high dey" (John 19331)s That
it was indeed the first day of the convecetion feast of unleavened breed
can be conoluded from the deeision of the chief priests, who said, "Not
on the feast,” with which they hoped to esoape conflict by hurrying
through the arrest end i1llegal night %¥rial of Jesus.

John also refers to this feast sabbath in his descoription of the
communion supper (John 13:129)e "Buy those things that we have need of
against the feast" 1s a thought that he imputes to ém uﬁﬂu
disoiples. But, the feast mentioned ocould not have boen.::;::mr sup=
per, which, according to the Synoptic report at least, had already been
eaten, o:i\::.s then in progresse Obviously, therefore, it must have been
the feast of convoestion, the first dey of unleavenmed bread (Lev. 2313)
ocourring on 16 Nisen. And thus we msy sccount for John's high dsy as
the coincidence between the fesst sebbeth om the fifteenth, and the Jew=
ish seventh-dgy Sabbathe And se, according to John, crucifixion Fridsy
wes the fourteenth, the seme as with Luke!

And as further svidence of sgreement in the time of Christ with re-
spect to the festal dates, let us not pass over the wunity that existed
on the day of pentecost, which all the diseoiples observed on one and the
same dgy, together with Jews from ell over the worlde This circumstance

enoient Jewish
would imply thet no discord had as yet materially disturbed the, calendar.

A Good‘{ﬁook to ;:;: ;: early calendetion is Pro:e'"ssor Martin P,
ilsson' s Primitive -Rook
N 8 it oninge Q"‘w F‘-\Mchm., Cbtv\:‘_(ﬁ,q’)q"ls




My dear Dr. Albright:

I have been good, but have reluctantly laid aside the flood
argument for the present, though it presents whet biblical chro-
nology needs--the actual length of the lunar monthse Seasoning
wort hurt the conclusions, however, and perhaps sometime you mey
be willing to resd them over.

My peneil has jumped shead--not 10,000 years (sic!)e= to
the sixth century B.C. whose dates we discussed a year sgo,
and which I hope to be able to submit to actual proof from
the biblical standpoint. You have the correct dates in the
Seal of Eliskim, end I would have known that a year age if
T had not been working with some one else's outline. But,
on the contrary, you have only documentary support for your
positionse The problem merits internal evidence from the
Bible itselfy and at least I can sey that I am meking head-
meye The key to this whole chronology seems to be the be-
ginning of the Jewish year, and this, not only Kugler, but

meny others have sidesteppeds The ,m!c&th seems, in the
whole field of biblical ohronofe&'i;;ory oW mtual’pnota.

Would you mind letting me lkmow if you think that the sumery
will be published in JBL which was recently sent youe If so, I
desire to arrange with Mr. Maurice for a few additional off-
pr:l.ntao

Thanking you alwgys for your considerste
help and inspiration,

Yours very sincerely,
May 12, 1943,

4 Crescent Place,



Dear Dre Albrights

Thanks very much for your worth while oriticiame Would en
outline like the enclosed, with the references more complete
however, help my study by way of meking it more understandsble?
It was not my original intention to ineclude a review of the Jew=
ish year for centuries earlier than the Neo-Babylonian period.
But, from the trend of your eritiocism, it probebly would be
betters I have written this paper for the class in OT research
here st the Seminery under Dr. Woode As you undoubtedly know,
they firmly believe that Daniel was teken csptive in the "third"
of JGhoi&kil’ as in Dane.lil.

From what you say in the "Seal of Eliskim," I did not expect
you to agree with Carchemish in 604 B.C. Bub, according to
2 Kings 2411, it looks as though Jeholsekim revolted from the
Chaldasans in his third year, after he had paid taxes to Nabopo-
lassar for three yesrse This is the way Scaliger puts its

"Regi Aegyptio stipendia pendebat Ioakim rex Judasorum. Sed
mitavit dominiis & Regl Nabopollassaro tributarius fastuse Quo
defuncto descivit a Chaldasis, anno regni ful quarto ineunte,
qui est primus Naboohodnosori, Sed iterum a Nabochodonosore viec-
tus in ejus potestatem venite"--"Emendatione Temporum," 1693, 79

Consequently, it seems as 1f it were the matter of the taxes
which made Kabepoiusar send his ﬁ‘onggoﬁont son with an army into
Syria, and after which later in the, year, Necho marched up to
the Euphrsates for an attack at Carchemishe Necho had set u
Jeholakim as king, and from him had reseived liberal taxes ?2 Kgs.
23135), and henoe this fickleness on the part of Jeholakim
would be sufficiently exasperating to cause war between Nebu-
chadnezzar and Nechos Just how far south through Syria the
Babylonisn king went in kis rald I do not know.

Dre Wood asked me to let him have this sbudy for his class
to veview, and I would like to use it if possible. If it passes
the elass, it will help some, but I should like to meet your
oriticisms tooe At sny rate, I will read Begrich with the seme
eagerness with which I have read Kuglere But the book is not
here in Washington, and it 1s doubtIul if Stechert can get it,
for I have trieds If you have a copy and would loan it to me
s » time, I would grestly appreciste the favore /Am sending
Allis back nowe If he had proofs, they could net be hurte His
weekness lies, it seems to me, in his lack of good proof.

Always with best wishes, and meny tlhanks
for your help,
June 14, 1943.
4 Crescent Place,
Takomsa P.-I’k’ Md.



My Dear Dr. Albright:

Here you are, Doctors I do not wish to impose on you these
hot daya. Mey be some day I will get a letter from you ssying,
"Won't you please’), etc? The trouble is your field is so new to me
that I am having to spend all my spare time reading on archaeology
instead of playing around a bite I have not even absorbed the

languege yete

With regard to the enclosed sbudy, will you please check in
the margin if the argument is not clear, and if you do not agree?
Also if you have Levy's reference st hand about the accession per-
lod, please write it in the margine I camnot help but be pleased
to cli.seevor the rule of correspondence betwsen the Jews and Babylo=-
nians,and I shall wait with interest to hear whether you agree.
Porhaps you will note In any event, it relieves the uncertalnby
that ante- and post-dating bring into the problem, snd it shows
that Kugler is wrong on his Jewish regnal years beginning in the

springe

Yours very sincerely always, and with all good wishes
2 for your continued success,

June, 1943 (Can't find the date!)
4 Crescent Place,
Takoma Park P Md.

P.Ss I do not think that T.M. even went to town in his eriticism on

your new bocke
Gehe



My Dear Dr. Albrights

It is swfully good of you to undertake to oriti-
cise my answer to Parker's oriticism. My paper is sup-
posed to be only ten pages long, but with thirteen
pages, including the engraving, I could not give con-
sideration to every ome of his argumente, scme of which
were quite foolish.

He may not be %o blame, however, for the unusual
confidence that seems to exist at the Oriental Institute
with reference to Schoch's lunar theory. I am planning
for enother study that will go into this problem mors
deoply from an astronomical standpointe

Mre Draper went through the study with his usual
care, and conecluded that it would win ninety per cent
of those interested in biblical chronologye. However,
he added that if he could find one instance where the
ancient Jews kept the passover before full moon, he
would be sble to bresk the postulate! I have been comb-
ing every available source for such an episode, asnd I
do not think that one is to be foundi

I hope that you will have an interesting time at
the New Orleans sessione

Yours very sincerely, and
many thanks,

November 1, 1943.
4 Crescent Place,
Tekoma Park, Md.



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE - 18, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY

August l4th, 1944
Dear Miss Amadon,

This is just a belated note of apology and
thanks = of apology for never having followed up my
promise to criticize your answer to Parker's criticism.
I was so busy last year and this early summer that I
fell behind on practically all commitments and had to
watch my correspondence piling up. Anyway, your article
has been published, and it is perfectly obvious from a
new perusal that my critical observations would have 1ittl¢
gignificance. I might have suggested a fews changes
of wording calculated to make your criticism of Parker
more forceful. My thanks are due for your papers
in The Ministry, which you were so kind as to send me.

The whole question of N.T. chronology has been
notably clarified by your papers and replies to criticisms
and objections.

You have doubtless read Thiele's long paper on
"The Chronology of the Kings of Judah and “srael," in the
current JNES - in fact, you must know him’personally.
I am writing him now, giving my opinion of his meritorious
- but probably over-ambitiouseireatise.

Very sincerely yours,

W.F, Albrig



My dear Dre. Albright:

How nice to hear from you once more! And your
letter is so encouraging. I felt guilty in
asking for your eriticlsm, knowing that you are
alma 8o busy. After I sent in my enswer to
Parker's critieism, I wrote him, giving him a
little outline of ny roply. I thought perhaps
he would withdrew his "challenge" that reflected
so little real credit to the University. But
no, he only wished to argue further.

Dre. Feigin wrote me a friendly letter, and said
that he was pleased. He asked for a copy of
the article, and sald that he was going to study
into the problem-~but no calendation! he said.
Now how can one solve a calendar problem and
leave out the calendation? Perhaps the JBL has
asked him to replye.

Yes, I know Thiele. I have done a little work on
the kings of Judah and Isrssl. I sent to Chica-
go for a film of Begrich, and then had the en=
largements made here at the IC laboratory. I
highly prize the book end also the friend who rec-
ommended it to mes I am not able to oritieize
Thiele's outline as yet. There are certain syn-
chronisms that cheek the chronclogical outline
between Solomon esnd Ezekiel. I have been hoping
that the Conference would ask me to go to work

on this problem, but no move has been made as
yo‘t. 3

Your friend Dre. Filson also wrote me. He is
still interested in NT chronologye. Please let
me thenk you again for your great kindness in
helping me get started.

Yours very sincerely,

August 16, 1944
4 Crescent Place
Takoma Park, Md.



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE - 18, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY

August 19th, 1944

Dear Miss Amadon, =

Your letter of the 16th has been received,
I think that Parker's dogmatic tone, contrasted with
your extremely courteous reply, will mislead most
uninformed biblical scholars who read the two articles
into siding with him. I suppose_his intransigeant stand
is the result of politics in the Oriental Institute,
since he is one of Olmstead's men. As for my friend
Feigin, you can't take him seriously at all, since he
never will bother with esnything he doesn't understand
or that would take a great deal of work to comprechends.
JBL has most certainly not asked him to reply; it is aw
gain the pressure of departmental politics in the Ow
riental Institute. Feigin is peefectly capable of dealw
ing with a complex chronological problem like that of the
date of the *ebrew Conquest of Canean without mentione-
ing the existence of archaeological evidence,

I wrote Thiele that he had done a good job, and
that I liked particularly his treatment of the Assyrian
synchronisme, especially that between Tiglath-pileser III
and Azariahe I then went into some detail about the
question of method, insisting that the years given in
Chronicles for events in the reign of Asa are of -great
importance and cannot be passed over in silence, etc.,
ctce :

Very sincerely yours,




My Dear Dr. Albright:

'.l'he last few days I have ha.d a little timo to review Thielé's chronologi- T
cal outline. There are a few outstanding featum& which I can pass—eme Coocucud-
Two years ago you read critieally thirty or more pages which I had writ-
ten on the biblieal Jewish year. You concluded that I had gone over to
the extreme opposite of Kugler. You may not remember my arguments, but
they still hold good for the autumn-beginning for Judah, and the spring=-
beginning for the tem tribes. Thiele has the right pmise s but he has

Lo B0 little proof for his foundation prineiples theb— I -wonder—that—his
%5 > gommith him-get-by, a'spaﬁially“fwﬁgﬁ there are so many op=

ponen‘bs in the fisld. He proposes the "trial and error" method of proofs

That is no proof, however, especially when an outline shifts as his does.

His argmnent needs the best that the Bible offers--and there is sbundance

from which to choose--with regard to the biblical regnel yeare

I would not mind sending Cameron a righb-tosthe=peimt criticism if you
: s think it best. -Orj-would it-be-better-te-offer—a-study to Dr« Pleiffert—
) adne Do L5 Md—m have yew-changed your mind about the regnal year? That is
s ﬂ”‘“’ important for me to know, for if I should send anything %o JBL, I would
like to use ke Ghart wi‘bh the 586 date for the destruction of Jeruseleme
You seem to favor Thiele's thesis, but I am at sea regarding some of the
old positions we discussed.

For exemple: His table ties together the lst of Amel-Marduk, the 37th

year of the captivity, end the 12th Jewish month on the ba.sis of a Nisen=
beginning Ezekiel year. But this combinatien will not work except with .

an subtumn-begimming captivity yeare If the Ezekiel year begins in the i 2 o
spring, then either the first eaptivity year starts before Jeholakim dies, g
or else the 37th captivity yeer coincides with the 12th month in the 2nd

year of Amel Marduke. The error does not show in-the, table on acecount of 7' ,
its arrangement, but I enclose *\f table showing how the yeara work oute i

kv ‘,,- A

~

R eAnh t

Then again, with reference to Josiah, Thiele, hes entirely ‘missed the point
that estabiishes proof of his autumn-beginni yeare The LXX and Lucian
add to 2 Kings 2213 "in the eighth month." This date gave the young king
sufficient time to prepare for the passover the coming spring--all in his
18th yeare Both Sanda and Wellhausen acdept this readinge TFurthermore,
the silver collection itself has the earmark of an autumn episode--even
from Moses to Nehemiahe
f€~” R l?‘ AAA_S2 ‘i
0., @1 Regarding Ezeks 4011, several euthoritative scholars look upon rosh hashana
W0 & ol . here ss indicative of the "tenth day of the seventh month," not the momth
o w® 1 .~" of Nisan. The phrass has a counterpart in Deut.llsl2, whioh we know refers
[ e AR e to the fell-begimning of the sgricultural year, I do "not believe that
BePbe oo Thiele's interpretation here is correct. o Tl {C, e 0

oo o

i ) [ o g My oriticism of Thiele is that he has largely assumed his founda:bion prin=
T g e VW% oiples. I was surprized when I came to go through his material. %he out-
A Qe P line I am not through withe LL we sovnva bk qeuoel ®op, Ky

7 s o w gV T
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THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE - 18, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY August 30th, 1944

4

Dear Miss Amadon,

Yours of the 27th has been received. $Since
I wrote you last I have =-stimulated by Thiele =
drawn up my n-th outline of chronology, none of which
has happily ever appeared in print. This* time I think
I have something which is worth printing, though I
don't try to meke all data walk on all fours like
Begrich and Thiele. In mathematies and scilence of suf-
ficient precision to fit mathematical formulae data must
agrees in dealing with data of entirely different char-
acter, many of which are probably inexact, this method
is impossible. ©One can only base himself on sources
which are demonstrably more secure and adjust everything
to historical probability.

5

I agree with you that in Judah the year was compute
from the autumn (so also in the Gezer Calendar), but I
am wholly unconvinced by the spring theory of Israelite
chronologye. I agree enthusiastically that nothing can
be'proved here by the "trial-and error' method. lMost
of the synchronisms were calculated subsequently to the
period to which they applys note the flat contradiction
between the chronology of I Kings and the datings in Asa's
reign in II Chron. 15-16 (Asals 36th year, mentioned af-
ter his 35th and before his 59th, falling before the
death of Baasha).

I have reread Kugler, Begrich and Mowinckel, and
feel confident of the date 587 for the Fall of Jerusalem -
the only one which really fits the synchronism between
cuneiform and Hebrew sources at the death of Josiah in
609 B.C. Following the only admissible postedating sys-
tem, Jodiah died about May,., 609, and was followed for
three months by Joahaze. About August Joiakim replaced
him, completing his accession year the following September
or October (according to the archaizing Jewish system),

in March-April according to the Babylonian, In the



(%

gpring or autumn of.598 he began his eleventh year (post-
dating), dying shortly afterwards and being followed for
three months by Joiachin. The latter's accession year
ended in the spring or fall of 597, when his first year
(post-dating)began, This first year was also the first
year of his reign in Mesopotamia (where the post-dating
system had alwéys been employed, so far as we know), and
was prudently termed "the first year of Joiachin's captivie
ty." The 37th year would begin in the spring or autumn of
56le - == S0 far, I think, we agree., But since Jerusalem
fell in Ab atcording to uniform and very ancient Jewish
tradition, this is the fourth month of the eleventh year
of Zedekiah, which consequently begen at that time in the
spring. Hence I adhere to the year 587 for this date,
whereas you turn to 586. There are plenty of pther
points to be raised, but this seems to be the nub.

I have no objection in principle to beginning the
" post-dating practice in Judah before Josiah, but I am
convinced that the change of the "new year for kings" to
the spring accompanied it. In no case can this change
go back into Hezekiah's reigne

I agree about Ezek 40:l, which applies to the
religious festival at the beginning of the old Jewish year,

Very sincerely yours,

LR

: ~ WP, Albright



THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND

ORIENTAL SEMINARY

October 14th, 1944
Dear lfiss Amadon,

Yours of the 13th has just been received. I suge
gest that you look up Edgerton's paper in American
Journal of Semitic Language, LIII (1937), pp. 188 on.
There you will find the exact reference to Borcharditls
book, which contains the only accessible photographic
reproduction of the Ebers Calendar (cfe pe 190, ne 5).

The name of the king, Amenophis I, appears in the head-
ing, and since the prenomen is given, there cannot be

the slightest doubt about the exact identity of the kinge.
Besides, the rest of the papyrus was writen some decades
earlier, —- Unless you learn Egyptian you will find the
treatment of this calendar by Eduard Meyer, Borchardt, Edge
ton et al. pretty hard going. J

Dr, Thiele was here in passage the other daye. I
showed him my comments in the Bulletin of the ASOR (cure-
rent number), which he took quite gracefully. liy own
article will probably appear in Begember, if I get time to
write it (next Tuesday I lose my tonsils, in an effort to
get rid of possible causes for my latest illness).

Cordially,

J
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My Dear Doctor Albrights

Many therks for your prompt reply to my request regarding the Ebers
Caelendare I had to send to Chicago for the book, but it has not yet
comes I hope that you are making speedy recovery from your operation,
which is apt to be aggravating. Like seasickness, however, cne does
not mind the ordeal after it is over. I have read with interest your
conments on Thiele in ASOR, and then sent in my subscription for twe
yearse

Last year I tried to arouse Dr. Neugebauer's interest in Schoch's "short"
translation periods, but was not very successfule. I am not an observer,
but when authoritative astronomers from way back insist that the moon
takes from cne to three deys and over to meke her first appearance, I
feel inoclined to accept their word in preference to a table that is cone
structed in such a wey as 4o produce only short interluniumse The Catho=
1ic Church calendar was so erranged, according to Hagen, that Easter
never occurs on the full moon. Similarly, the modern rabbinical calen=
dar was so bullt up that the 15th day of fisan never ccours on Monday,
Wednesday or Frideye. 11!

For several deys I have been working on the problem of the biblical ac-
cesslon year in the sixth and seventh centuries B.C. I was inclired
to accept levy's statement about Jers 2511, but now that I have read
his Forsohmn on the history of the Near Bart, I am doubbfuls Admit-
tedly he has a good chronologloal outline, but some of his dates are
colored by his springebezinning Jewish yeare The Bible is quite clear
that the Jewish year was autumn=beginning. Kugler did not examine all
the proofs. As for the accession year, either Jewish or foreign, we
have at least twelve "first" years mentioned in the OT; but the ﬁebm
word for "first" differs in different centuries, and so far as I can dise
cover, there is no single term representing accession years From a
oritical stendpoint, Jere 25611 appears to be comparable with 2 Chron.
2918, Jeremiah apparently uses a spring-beginning calender for most of
his foreign regnal years, and the Jewish calendar for the kings of Ju-
dahe Daniel appears to follow the seme rule. Ezekiel has only one
calendar-~Jewishe Haggai and Zechariah are spring-beginning. Again,
with the exception of the Persian record that was found regarding the
"first year of Cyrus," Bszra and Nehemish are Jewish--and that for fore
elgn kings!

It centainly seems important to differentiate between the various biblie
cal calendars. Every writer appears to be a lew unto himself. Probabe
ly also calendaric records were interpolsted that were foreign to a
writer's trend. These differences in oalendars may account for a dife
ference in dates that occur with reference to the same evente

Thenks again, Doctor, for your gracious response. lMay you have the
divine blessing of God to ald your recovery. I am counting on seeing
your chronological proofs in print.

Yours always sinoerely,
Ootober 24, 1944

4 Cresoent Place
Takome Park, Md.



My Dear Dr. Albright:

Many thanks for your prompt reply to my request regarding the Ebers
Calendar. I had to send to Chicago for the article by Bo’chardt, and
of course it has not yet comes I hope that you are making speedy re=-
covery from your operation, which is apt to be aggravating. But ¥
Js like sea31ckness wh&eh one does not mind after it is overe.

W w..:.,u,g e ?‘- 7 g PP .agén
I have read w1th reiish your comments on Thiele in ASOR. I then sent in A
my subscription Tor two years. Last year I tried to s&é¥~a® Dr. Neuge- 7"
bauer's interest in Schoch's "short" translation periods, but was not v
successfuls I am not an observer, but when leading astronomers from way
back insist that the moon takes from one to three days and over to make
her first appearance , I feel inclined to accept their word in preference
to a table that is comstructed in such a way as to produce only short
interluniumse. ;

For several days I have been working on the problem of the accession
yoar in the sixth and seventh centuries B.C. I was inclined to accept
Levy's statement about Jere 2531, but now thet I have read his Forschung-
en on the history of the Near East,‘I am doubtfule. Admittedly he has a
Bood chronological outline, but e dates are colored by his spring=-be-
ginning Jewish year. The Bible is quite clear that the Jewish year was
fall-begimming. I now have et—leest four good argumentse As for the ac=

: qu%ﬂimq; cession year, either Jewish or foreign, we have at least twelve "first"
ousde o sbdans o yoars mentioned in the OT, but, the word for "first" differss in different

. . periods, Jer. 25:1 appears t“dﬁe comparable to 2 Chrone 29:3. =He ABPPOT= hing, ¢
%AE'@kL» wkif{@dgﬁently uses one calendar for his forelgn regnal years g/
and the Jewish calendar for the kings of Judahe Daniel appears to fol= "
«low the same custome. Ezekiel has only one calendar--Jewishe Haggai &midviui
A, /5 Zechariah are spring-beginninge Again, Ezra and Nehemiah are Jewish 4«@».%vf
4with The exception of the Persisnm reco;a _that was found regarding the %ﬁeﬁ s o~
Tfirst year of Cyrus." It certainly%;s 1mportant to differentiate be=-
tween the various calendars that were in use, and every writer appears
to be a law unto himself. This difference in calendars pﬁﬁbably accountﬁ B
for the difference in dates that ocour with roference to the same event.
Josephus, for example, has the temple maézzﬁgzsgate in the 8%k of Neb- bqéﬁeJﬁ;
uchadnezzar-—bueaod—-(X.VIII 5), while in the"second year of Cyrus" the
(Apion I.21) new temple wgs begun. ,These dates he took from Jewish books, and as—euch
they—egfee—wggﬁﬁihe Jewish calendar. But they also agree with the Persian
4 "nineteenth of Nebuchadnezzar, as in 2 Kings 25:8 and Jer. 52:12, whieh f we
PRRAY R o h%%~ehsaausly—aepnoeente-a spring-beginning calendar. And so Daniely, was fasting
L and praying in the thlrd year of Cyrus," (Persian time) when the' event of fevuwlual

1ay1ng the corner stone”took place two weeks leter in the “second year of :;;:j;

Lt §
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Cyru Jew%sh time. Ezra calls it the "second year of their comlng. g 3
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PPN SV Thanks again, Doctor, for your graclous help. May you hane d1v1ne halp im : 7
your recoverys : ‘} Psnns Rosniactd G SALLOS W tpedn AW I
B M‘, L \\“ U ‘ N.f ﬁ,i M._% i} ; m-.
? ) Yours very sincerely, U <{



My Dear Dre. Albright:

When Dre Lindsjo was here in September, he said that he kmew youe
Hence you may be interested in his report of a visit with Dr.
Parker, with whom some astronomical faets seem finally to have
taken root. Parker wrote me sgein late in the summer, but I felt
that I was not meking eny headway with hime. I answered him that
my greatest oriticism against him personslly was his assumption
thet Babylonian rsckoning=--if we csn call Schoch's tables such--
agrees with the meridien of Jerusalem.

Dre Thiele, of course, is Parker's loyel supporter, and from E.M.
College the werped ideas of lunar astronomy as promoted by the
Oriental Institute, trickle eastward. Parker thinks that I em
too hard on Schoch, but I wrote him that scholarship concludes
thet I am too easye He criticises me for referring to Scaliger,
and now Albiruni comes in for his share. The fact is that as time
has advenced, so has lunar astronomy, and Schoch and Olmstead to
the contrary, we at least know when the moon is rising or setting!
The Arebs used pure observation of the new moon, while apparently
the Babylonians in the Neo kingdom did not. It remains to be
proved-=not documented--whether Parker has the snswer to this .

The new moon is not always seen earlier in the west than at Babylone

The problem depends upon the meridian where the conjunction occurs

near sunset. This is either sast or west of Jerusalem. When this

lunar meridian occurs, say in the Atlentic ocean, then in Amerieca,

the month (lunar) begins a dey earlier then in the easte The as-

tronomy here 1s very intriguing--we worked out a few tables at the
Observetory three years egoe The Jews of the dispersion understood

this, and hence thelr f{ire signals for their brsthren in the east.

I have heard nothing about you since your operstion and of course
‘have been wishing you welle You have been very kind in writing me
so meny letters, and none are more welcomee I greatly appreciste
your interest. I wish that I could come to Johns Hopkins and
study. There are so meny things thet I do not knowe

oI T

Tours very sincerely alwsays,

December 5, 1944
4 Crescent Place
Tekoma Park, Md
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My Dear Dr. Albright:

Was disappointed in not seeing you in New York, end am sorry to know
thet you have heen sick again. Different ones expressed disappointment
at not seeing yous I too have been sick and in faot gave up going un=
til the last minute. Enclosed is a copy of the resume sent Dr. Flight.
Dre. Ernest Wright tells me that you are plamning to publish in ASOR
your m;tlino of the Israelite-Judaean kings, end I am looking forward
to seeing it? With all good wishes,

Yours very sincerely,

January 8, 1946
4 Crescent Place
Takoma Park, Md.
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February 17th, 1945
ORIENTAL SEMINARY

Dear Miss Amadon,

Your letters of Dec. 8th (enclosing a copy
of one from Lindsjo w th your comment) and Jan, 8th
have been received, During the latier part of De-
cember and most of January I was flat on my back with
acute sciatica, so my correspondence simply piled
up., Now I am wearing a very effective new brace and
the sciatica is also much better, so I am able to work :
again (though still dependent on a sedative for sleep).

Neugebauer has a magnificent survey of ancient -
astronomy in the current JNES, recently received, He
comes out strongly en passant for observation, not calcu-
lé"tionbof the New Moon in Babylonia. I don't think eithne
Olmstead (who has broken his leg recently, poor fellow,
and will retire from active teaching at the end of this
academic year) or Parker will like some of his work,
especially since he quietly rejects practically of their
ideas. When Neugebauer and Sachs on Babylonian astronomy
appears in a few years (I hope), we shall have a really
first-class handbook, Sometimes you have cited some-
what doubtful authorities (though never as poor ewes
as Olmstead'!s reliance on L'art de vérifier les dates,
which scandalized Neugebsuer), but what Alberuni says a-
bout practice in his and preceding times is much more
pertinent in this case than the opinions of most recent
chronologers, who can't quite divest themselves of wmodern
preconceptions,

My chronological study (which has been defer-
red indefinitely because of my iliness) will not deal
seriocusly with calendric matters, but only with approxi-
mate dates; it is macrochronological,not microchronologic-
al.

Cordially,

e



