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cp DIo Chrysostom, Or. iv.6,/ M) ,i„d Straho

'/ L
''^ A serious objection, however, to identifying/akmuk with the Sac«a is that, whereas Aikmuk »a!held in spring the S.iaea seems to have f.illen insummer, proUbly in July. The two chief features ofthe Sacea were (.) „s Ilueh.uwii.m or orgiastic

crimi'ivr;
"'.'" '" "",; "'•"•"»""-"• of - «.„,lemn«l

crimirwl to be ;, mmk or temporarv king (Zoganei)who after enjoying full license for fiie .l.ays including
permission to use the king s concubines, was stript if

k'LT.n
'• "?""«'< "'"' '""i:e.l or crucLd.

Resemblances lo these two features of the Sacaa arefound (I) in the orgiastic character of I'unm, and |2(1
' h.

""7
"J "l"'-''"

"""^ M'Tdecai. of whom onesought and the other attained a temporary grant of

n^ihe r;;""' '"'l''"
','"" ""»"<-"-^f"l aspirant ,Kr,shedon the gallow^. turther. ,t vestige of the leave granted

to the mock king of the Sic;,a to ise the king s con-cubmes may perhaps !«, discerned in the susf^con ofAhasuerus that Haman inteiide.1 violence to the queen
( bslher 78). Following Jensen and others, Fr.-uer identi-
tie, Morrteca, and Esther with the gr.at Babylonian
denies .Marduk and Ishtar. and he furih.r incline,

"

accept Jensens identification of Haman and Vashti
with the Elamite deities Huniman anil Vashti Frazer
conjectures, however, that this opposition K-iween the
native Ribj Ionian deities on the one hand and the deities
of the hostile Elamites on the other hand was not original
hut sprang from a later misunderstinding. Originally
If he IS right Haman and Vashti on the one side and
•Mordecai and Esther (.M.mluk and litar) on the other
represented the same divine couple viewed under
different aspects. Haman and X'ashli stood for the
god and goddess of fertility regarded as decaying and
dying with the old year; Mordecai an.l Ksther stoo<l
for the same divine beings coming to life again with the
new year in spring. He supposes that at the New
Year festival the god and god.less were personated by i

a human couple, a mock king and queen, whose
temporiry union was meant to promote, by means of i

sympathetic magic, the fruitfulness of the earth and the
'

fecundity of the flocks and herds for the year When i

the mock king (the Zoganes of the Saca-a) had dis- !

chargeil this (unction, he was put to death, originally
perhaps at the end of the year, and his place was taken
by a new representative of the deity, who after a similar 1

union with another mock queen shared the fate of his
predecessor. Movers pointed out long ago (Die
/"W/^r, 14,0^) that the legends of Sardanapalus '

and Semiramis appear to emiwdy remiiiisc-enccs, both I

of the debauchery of these temporary kings and queens I

and of the violent death of the male partner Thus
on Frazers theory, Haman and Vashti were originally
the outgoing representatives of the powers of fertility i

of whom at the end of the year one was slain and the '

other deposed: Mordecai and Esther (.Marduk and I

Ishtar) were the incoming representatives of these same i

powers, who were appointed at the beginning of the
year in spring, and after enjoying their regal and con-
jugal privileges for a season went the way of their I

predecessors. A reminiscence of a conjug.il relation
Iwtween Mordecai and Esther is preserved in Jewish
tradition

(J. J. Schudt, M/iscAe A/erJhi'urJiftei/en. ii.

Iheil, 316). The whole custom may thus have been
the oriental equivalent of those popular European
ceremonies which celebrate the advent of spring by
representing in a dramatic form the e-xpulsion or defeat
of winter by the victorious summer ; and it would be
intimately related to the custom of personating the
powers of vegetation by a king and queen of M.ay. At
the Saciea, at least in later times, the mock king was

|

always a condemned criminal ; so that public opinion
iwas not shocked by the custom of putting him to dealii.

From the .4i/s of St. Dasius, published a few years

"rj*" '^'.''.''^i»m of 'he Ihtories so ably and Maiously~berng
elaljoraled in Germany and England.—Eu.l
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«go hy Prof Franz Cumont of Ghent {.4m,/rcta Bel.lamimra \i ,tsgy. pp. 5.,^,, „^.

, ^manner the Koman soldiers ,,t Durostoliim ,11 .M,. s.a

of die dr/.TT "": "' """ """""-^ ^" '• "••"'-'••a".-

S. tun ..iM ifter eiijoyiiig a nonmul reign „f ,h,r,y .lavs'

thgies of MauKin an.l <le,l„ theiu at llirim Sucha cer.m.iny has n.,t u„fr,..,,„.,„|v U,.„ a mitigation ofan ol.ler practice of putting a ii,,,„ t.. ,l,..„h Thereare suine groun.ls f.,r ,h„ik,ng th.ii .,11 over the ancient
•Aorl.l. from Italy to lUbyNm, there pr.v.nle,! at a vryremote .-ra a eust.im of annually ap,x.inting a human
repres,.nt.,,ive of the divine ,x,»,.rs of fertility, who
erercis,d his divine an.l roy.il fnnrtions for the purposeof qimk.iiiiig thce.irthmi.l thefl.^ks. all.l then 'uffer«i

Situriialia are, on hrazer's theory, mitigated survivals.

The hospitality given to rival though clos.ly con-
nected tlie.,ri,-s which assiim,- that in the 1 ,ain the MT
7. Probsbla '*'"';'''•• just.ties us in |«,intiiig.™t here

reitlltl of '^'" "" "" "^ Hi''.' Ionian m.iterial. and
! Uxttttl

'"' •'Ppli'alion of a n.vthologi. al kev .le.

CritlcUm. "'"I'
•''""' "'•" "iiKrial to the problems

of the story of Ksther is .miy to a sli.'ht
extent legitimate if the results „f criticism .eferred tounder M.,ki>i.;.:.xi an.l V.Asnri (cp (ri/. /i,/. 1 ,,re

which they lead is that this tiook. like Ju.lith, is bns..,!on .an earliiT narrative, the trac-s of whidi ar.. still

1

visible in the pro|),.T names, an.l which h.i.l a dirterent
geographical and hist.irical s.tting. That Mordecai

:

has no conni-ction with Mar.luk, but is simply a corru-;-
tion of a name such as Carnieli (on,- of the popular
distortions of Jerahni.eli I. apfK-.irs to the present writer,
from a text-critical ,K,int of vi.w. certain (cp \:m2i

!

-Neh. , 7), H.idassah an.l Ksther s.,fm 1., U- .-.ni.illy
iem.).e from Istar, t».ing simply variants of the same

I

name, which in its original form is Isiaelith (. p Judith I

j

Haman is Henian or Hemani. Hammedatha is an
[

outgrowth of Heni.lan ((J, n. W.6). I„ fact, the original
;

Ksther referre.1 to a captivily of the /nos in lulom (co
Ob.xi.iah, Book). The Persian element has Ix-en e.x

I

aggerated.
If »c reserve the bulk of the text. critical evidence itniay suffice r„ remark here .ha. in I 3 C-5nS,T -la, OIB S-n

should be emended into CnBlfl C-'^KCm- (cp Pakas). With
regard to ,,g (37 (.here p, •js'-'is no doubt an error for
D .•l^•. •a^lii.^jan,, c-T,B (UK, e.c), one must venture ,0 say
that, however plausible the connection with Ass. poru ' a round

that, when K>ther wa, e.lited in its present form, there n'ay
have been a Hebrew word TS with that meaning (cp \nn
and Kill) 174a), one can hardly believe that 'the stones _,>
point of Me., of a conservat.ie textual critici,m. It is difficult tomake .1 connection of Purim with the Habylonian New Years
festival prolahle, and from a text-critical point of view it ismost improbable.

fhe origin of ' I^urim ' cannot he finally settled. In
the view of the present writer, however, it is not im-
probable that i'ur and Purim are corruptions of i
place-name, and that place-name very possibly was
some collateral form of Ephrath. for there seems to
have been an Ephrath in Jerahmeelite « territory cp
r.ARAni.sF:, § 5, end, Rachel.

It is at Ephrath that the peril and the deliverance of
the Jews are localised. It may, however, be cheerfully

1 The analogy between the treatment of this Roman renre-
sentative of .>;aturn and tbc mockery and death of Jesus was first
pointed out by P. Wendland (Htrmts. 33, 1498, pp. its-ijo).
Frazer his also l«en struck by .bis analogy. He conjectures
that the Jews may have borrowed from the Babvlonians th»
cu=t,nm 01 pultii.^ a n.^leUcior lodeatb at Purim in the character
of Haman, and that Jesus may have suffered in that character
for the details of his theory see Tilt CoMtn Houghs, 3 tm ff.

lafldofth N b'
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