
Chapter 5 

 

The Fourth Test 

 
The fourth test that we can apply to the Old Testament Apocryphal books is: Do they 

contain historical errors? 

This fourth test is the most subjective of the four tests. The first two tests are more 

authoritative because we have infallible authorities which we use to do the testing. The infallible 

authorities are the written Words of the Lord Jesus, the Apostles, other New Testament authors 

and the authors of the undisputed Books of the Old Testament. 

Even though this fourth test is more subjective, it is still useful. 

 

Judith 
 

The book of Judith contains the most astonishing historical and unbiblical nonsense. 

Judith 1:1 states that Nebuchadnezzar ruled at Nineveh. But this city had been destroyed seven 

years before Nebuchadnezzar came to the throne and Nebuchadnezzar ruled from Babylon and 

not Nineveh. Bromiley’s “International Standard Bible Encyclopedia” records: “In August, 612 

B.C., the mighty city of Nineveh fell to the combined forces of the Babylonians under Nabopolassar and 

the Medes under Cyaxares. This date has been firmly established from Babylonian sources (the 

Babylonian Chronicle), which give a detailed description of the campaign against Nineveh: ‘they 

marched along the bank of the river Tigris and…against Nineveh…they encamped[?] From the month of 

Sivan to the month of Ab three US [measures…they advanced?] A strong attack they made against the 

city, and in the month of Ab, [the…th day the city was captured…] a great defeat of the chief [people] 

was made. On that day Sinsar-iskun, the Assyrian king…The great spoil of the city and temple they 

carried off and [turned] the city into a ruin-mound and heaps of debris…’ (CCK, pp. 59, 61). The 

excavations at Kuyunjik have remarkably corroborated this description of Nineveh’s complete 

destruction. 

For the next three hundred years the site was not occupied, according to archeological evidence. 

Remains from the Seleucid, Roman, and Sassanian periods found on the tell point to sporadic settlements 

during these times. Benjamin of Tudela, a rabbi who visited Jewish who visited Jewish communities in the 

East in the 12
th

 cent. A.D., reported, ‘Nineveh now lies in utter ruins, but numerous villages and small 

towns occupy its former space’ (T. Wright, ed., Early Travels in Palestine [1848], p. 94). 
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The Old Testament Book of Nahum prophesied this total destruction of Nineveh by the 

Babylonians, Medes and Scythians in 612 B.C. 

2 Kings 24:10-11, 25:1, Ezra 2:1, Daniel 1:1, 4:30 and many other Old Testament 

verses reveal Nebuchadnezzar’s seat of rule was at the city of Babylon. 

Judith 4:3 and 5:18-19 state that the people of Judea had only recently returned from 

captivity and the Temple in Jerusalem had been profaned and destroyed by pagan non-Israelite 

conquerors. But in reality, prior to Nebuchadnezzar’s reign, the Jews had not been taken from 

Judea into captivity in other lands and the Temple had not been profaned and destroyed by 

pagan non-Israelite conquerors throughout Nebuchadnezzar’s lifetime, the people of Judea 
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suffered a series of deportations to Babylon (see 2 Kings 24:8-21, Jeremiah 24:1, 29:1-2 and 

39:1-10), and experienced no returns from captivity. The Jews did not begin to return from 

captivity in Babylon until the reign of Cyrus the Persian many years after the death of 

Nebuchadnezzar (see Ezra 1:1-4 and Jeremiah 29:10). 

Judith 4:8 and 15:8 infers that Judea was under the government of a high priest and a 

type of Sanhedrin or Senate. Actually when Nebuchadnezzar’s army attacked Judea at the time, 

the country was ruled by a king and not by a high priest and a Senate (see 2 Kings 25:1-2). 

The early church writing “The Sacred History of Sulpitius Severus” excuses the 

historical nonsense in the book of Judith by claiming that the Spirit of God inspired the author 

of Judith to know mysteries about history that “mere worldly writers” on history did not know: 
“But this ought not to be felt at all remarkable by any one, that mere worldly writers have not touched on 

any of those points which are recorded in the sacred writings. The spirit of God thus took care that the 

history should be strictly confined within its own mysteries, unpolluted by any corrupt mouth, or that 

which mingled truth with fiction. That history being, in fact, separated from the affairs of the world and of 

a kind to be expressed only in sacred words, clearly ought not to have been mixed up with other histories, 

as being on a footing of equality with them.” 
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These excuses for the historical errors in the book of Judith are unacceptable because of 

the fact that the book of Judith is shown to be historically inaccurate by comparing it to the 

God-inspired undisputed Books of the Old Testament. So “The Sacred History of Sulpitius 

Severus” is in grave error when it calls the book of Judith “the sacred history” and the “inspired 

history”. 

Someone may also try to excuse all this historical and unbiblical nonsense in the book 

of Judith by saying, “Even though the book of Judith refers to many recognisably historical 

events, God never intended the book of Judith to be taken totally or even partially historically. 

The book of Judith teaches God’s truth in a non-historical way.” But such claims are absurd 

because they suggest that a book of God’s Scriptures can be similar to the ancient Greek 

Homer’s “The Iliad” which mixes some truths about ancient Troy mixed with fiction 

masquerading as history and with much foolish mythological ancient pagan Greek religion. 

Also the book of Judith refers to many historical events in a historical narrative form and not in 

a parable or some other type of symbolic non-historical type of writing. 

 

Baruch 
 

Baruch 2:1-3 states: “So the Lord confirmed his word, which he spoke against us, and 

against our judges who judged Israel, and against our kings and against our princes and 

against the men of Israel and Judah. Under the whole heaven there has not been done the like of 

what he has done in Jerusalem, in accordance with what is written in the law of Moses, that we 

should eat, one the flesh of his son and another the flesh of his daughter.” 

Here the Apocryphal book of Baruch says that one of God’s judgements that occurred 

during the author’s time that had supposedly never happened before to the people of Israel was 

for them to starve so much that they ended up eating their own children. 

The author of Baruch is in error here. He seems to be ignorant of the words of God’s 

true prophets who wrote the Old Testament Book of 2 Kings. In 2 Kings 6:24-29, we see that 

long before in the time of the prophet Elisha, the people of Israel in the city of Samaria ate their 
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children: “And it happened after this that Ben-Hadad king of Syria gathered all his army, and 

went up and besieged Samaria. And there was a great famine in Samaria; and indeed they 

besieged it until a donkey’s head was sold for eighty shekels of silver, and one-fourth of a kab 

of dove droppings for five shekels of silver. Then as the king of Israel was passing by on the 

wall, a woman cried out to him, saying, ‘Help, my lord, O king!’ And he said, ‘If the Lord 

does not help you, where can I find help for you? From the threshing floor or from the 

winepress?’ Then the king said to her, ‘What is troubling you?’ And she answered, ‘This 

woman said to me, “Give your son, that we may eat him today, and we will eat my son 

tomorrow.” ‘So we boiled my son, and ate him. And I said to her on the next day, “Give your 

son, that we may eat him”, but she has hidden her son.’”  
2 Kings 25:1-3 reveals the Babylonians under King Nebuchadnezzar besieged 

Jerusalem. Verse 3 said that the siege was so severe that there ended up being no food in the 

city. This was the time that the author of Baruch wrote about in Baruch 2:1-3. 

Nebuchadnezzar’s siege of Jerusalem occurred approximately 589-587 B.C. The siege, that 

occurred in Elisha’s time in Samaria, the capital of Israel, happened about 850 to 840 B.C., 

roughly 251 to 263 years earlier. 

 

1 Maccabees 
 

1 Maccabees 8:16 makes the following claim about the Romans: “They trust one man 

each year to rule over them and to control all their land; they all heed the one man, and there is 

no envy or jealousy among them.” 

But note in Romans 1:29 and Galatians 5:20, Paul declares that the actions of the 

unconverted often involve “envy” and “jealousies”. A study of the history of Roman politics 

confirms that Roman senators, consuls and other rulers were very frequently involved in bitter 

power struggles based on envy and jealousy. 
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Also note in the years of their Republic from 509 to 44 B.C., Rome was not led by one 

person except for 6 months in times of emergency. Mostly, Rome was ruled by a collective 

group called the Senate and by two chief executive officers called firstly praetors and later 

consuls. 
122

 1 Maccabees 8:16 relates to the time of the Roman Republic and therefore involves 

serious historical errors. 

 

Poor excuses 
 

To try to excuse the historical and geographical errors in the books of Tobit, Baruch and 

1 Macabees, someone may argue that these writings were originally written without error and 

these errors entered the books as they were copied from generation to generation over the 

centuries. 

But if we apply such a feeble excuse to the many New Testament Apocryphal writings, 

we might as well open the floodgates and include all of the New Testament Apocryphal writings 

as parts of the New Testament as well. We can excuse the errors found in the New Testament 
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Apocrypha by imagining that in some supposedly earlier form, they were without any errors. 

For example, we can excuse the lies contained in the Pistis Sophia in which it was claimed that 

Jesus returned from the world of the Gnostic aeons to the earth 12 years after His ascension into 

heaven and taught His disciples, especially John and Mary Magdalene, about the fall and 

redemption of a female aeon, the Sophia who was called Pistis. 
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 We can say that in its 

original form, the Pistis Sophia did not contain these errors. Then we can add it to the New 

Testament. 

Also, we can excuse the Acts of John for saying that Christ’s death on the Cross was an 

illusion 
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 and the Gospel of the Egyptians for forbidding marriage. 
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 We can argue that in 

their original form, these two Apocryphal books did not say these two things. We can then 

include them in the New Testament also. We might as well do the same with all of the other 

New Testament Apocryphal writings. 

I say all of the above in jest, but my point is obvious. If we excuse the books of Judith, 

Baruch and 1 Maccabees for historical and other errors, we must do the same for all the New 

Testament Apocryphal books. But this would result in spiritual disaster and the spread of many 

false unbiblical teachings in God’s Church. 
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