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PREFACE

THE epoch of which this volume professes to treat
embraces a period of about three hundred years (B.C. 164
to A.D 135), and has an intimate bearing on one of the
most momentous turning-points in the history of the
world. Thefirst half of this period is almost co-incident
with the formation of the great confederation of Medi-
terranean states under the supremacy of Rome—a
confederation which constituted the most important
external preparation for the success of Christianity ;
the second half is co-incident with the birth develop-
ment and primitive organization of the Christian
faith. These are events which gave a new direction
to the history.of humanity in the West ; they are the
starting-points of a fresh era in the life of the world ;
unlike some of the records of antiquity, an account of
them is not merely a revelation of what has tran-
spired in the past; at the present moment they are
still exercising an immense influence on the deepest
sentiments of mankind.

In the first part of this work | have given an
account of the relations which existed between the
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Jews—the people to whom Christianity was primarily
addressed, and the Romans—the people who held
together, under one common dominion, the various
nationalities through which the Christian faith was
destined to spread. In the execution of this task |
have not carried the narrative beyond the fina de-
struction of the remnants of the Jewish state under
the Emperor Hadrian. After this date an entirely
new chapter in Jewish life begins. Henceforth the
Jews ceased to be a nation, and again became what
they have since remained, simply a religious commu-
nity. The hope of being able to gratify their national
aspirations by force of arms was gradually relinquished.
Withdrawing from the broad current of the world's
political activities, they began the construction of
another Sacred Book, and committed to writing the
immense mass of oral laws and traditions that had
been accumulating for centuries in the schools of the
scribes. The gigantic results of these peaceful labours
was the Talmud. This was a form of activity which
did not bring the Jews into collision with the civil
power, and accordingly the attitude of the Romans
towards them, in the period subsequent to the reign
of Hadrian, underwent comparatively little change,
and calls for little comment

The narrative part of this work opens with the
first indications of Roman contact with the Jews.
At this time Roman and Jewish policy was dictated
by similar considerations. Both peoples were bent
on crippling the power of Syria, and when the Jews,
under the Maccabees, revolted against the enfeebled
successors of Alexander, the Romans encouraged the
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insurgents and willingly accepted their aliance. For
many years after the Jews had successfully asserted
their claim to independence, the Romans continued
to befriend them. But when the authority of the
Senate was overthrown, and supreme power in the
commonwealth fell into the hands of military chiefs,
a change in Roman foreign policy was one of the
first effects of this revolution. While the oligarchy
in the Senate was supreme it was not a part of
Roman policy to extend the frontiers of the republic
so as to include the great Hellenic communities of
Egypt and Western Asia. The senators dreaded the
results of Greek influence on Roman life; but their
successors, the military leaders, were hampered by no
such fears. The era of conquest was renewed, and,
under the auspices of Pompey, the western portion of
the Syrian monarchy (of which Palestine formed a
part) was brought within the jurisdiction of Rome.
For several years after this event the policy of the
Romans towards the Jews, consisted in administering
the internal affairs of Palestine through the inter-
mediary of vassal princes. But this method was
gradually abandoned ; it was not sufficiently favour-
able to the process of consolidating the empire, which
was one of the chief objects of imperial solicitude.
Accordingly, soon after Herod the Great's death, the
two most important portions of the Holy Land—
Judaea and Samaria—were placed under the control
of a Roman procurator.

With the exception of one short interval the rule
of the procurators lasted till the destruction of the
Jewish state.  The manner in which these officials



X PREFACE.

administered public affairs was sometimes highly
exasperating, but, on the whole, the direct rule of
Rome was less inimical to local liberty than any
preceding system of government. The Roman
method of collecting taxation was undoubtedly de-
fective, and easily lent itself to purposes of extortion ;
still it is very questionable if the Syrian and Macca-
baean methods, under which the Jews had previously
lived, were one whit better. The Roman emperors
freely recognized the evils which often disgraced the
collection of the revenue, and the reason why such a
system continued to exist was because a more en-
lightened one had not then been devised. The Jews
were not the only sufferers from it; it was in opera-
tion in every province of the empire.

Roman rule, as we shall see, with all its imperfec-
tions conferred many inestimable advantages on the
Jews. The factions into which Jewish society was
divided when the Romans took possession of Pales
tine, had reduced the country to a deplorable state of
anarchy ; it was the strong hand of Rome which
parted the embittered combatants and inaugurated a
new epoch of order, security, and peace. The absorp-
tion of Jewish territory into the vast organism of the
Roman Empire opened up more ample fields for
Jewish enterprize, and enabled the Jewish trader to
transport his wares in security over wider portions of
the globe. The Caesars aso granted the Jews many
privileges and immunities which provincials in other
parts of the empire did not enjoy ; in fact, their posi-
tion under Rome was, in many respects, more ad-
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vantageous than it had been during any previous
period of their history.

Unfortunately for the Jews the religious ideas,
which had been fermenting in the race for centuries,
began to assume a political form under Roman rule.
While the Syrians were masters of Judaea the popu-
lation had no religious scruples about the payment
of tribute, or the pollution by heathen conquerors of
the sacred soil of Palestine. But under Roman supre-
macy a new development took place in Jewish theo-
logy, and, at the commencement of the Christian era,
almost the entire population of Judaea had come to
believe that it was an act of impiety towards Israel's
God to pay taxes to Rome. This belief took a prac-
tical form in the revolt of the Zealots. The revolt
was suppressed, but the influence of this party, whose
watchword was " No king but God," continued to
increase till it culminated in the great uprising which
ended in the destruction of Jerusalem. Even after
this catastrophe the flame of Jewish fanaticism was
only temporarily extinguished ; it burst out afresh
with uncontrollable fury both in Judrea and among
the Dispersion ; and the Emperors Trajan and Ha-
drian had to adopt the most sanguinary measures
before it finally succumbed.

The first part of this volume is accordingly in-
tended to show that the repeated efforts of the Jews
to overthrow Roman rule did not arise so much from
the oppressiveness of imperial administration as from
the growing supremacy of a new order of religious
ideas among the Jews.

The second part deals principally with the internal
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structure of Jewish society till the downfall of Jeru-
salem. The civil .and religious functions of the San-
hedrin are set forth ; as also the sacrificial system of
worship at the Temple, the revenues and duties of the
priesthood, the relations between the Temple and its
unconscious rival—the Synagogue. The synagogue
introduces us to the scribes—a body of men whose
influence on Jewish life at this period can hardly be
over-estimated. The scribes were not only the inter-
preters of Law and Tradition, they were frequently its
creators, and always its disseminators among the
masses of the community. The Pharisees, as we
shall see, were the disciples of the scribes ; while their
opponents, the Sadducees, will be shown to have been
primarily and essentially a political party. The fric-
tion between these two parties was originally of a
political character, and the line of division between
them in Roman times, on certain points of law,
ritual, and theology, was only the indistinct remains
of the wide gulf which had separated them when
Judaea was mistress of her own destinies. The
Essenes, a peculiar outgrowth of Jewish life, present
many points of contact with the Pharisees. In fact,
the essence of their system consisted in pushing the
principles of the Pharisees, concerning ceremonial
purity, to their logical conclusions. In order effec-
tually to avoid the risk of becoming unclean, the
Essenes ultimately abandoned human society alto-
gether and formed communities of their own. | have
described their life, habits, practices, and beliefs, as

well as the relation in which they stood to Judaism
and Christianity.



PREFACE. xiii

Having sketched the nature and constitution of
Jewish parties, | next proceed to give an account of
the different races which composed the population of
Palestine. | have pointed out that the people who
inhabited this portion of the Roman Empire were not
a nation, and were not held together by any of those
ties of race, religion, or common traditions, which
constitute the strongest bonds of nationality. They
were merely an assortment of peoples settled to-
gether on the same soil ; they had never amalga-
mated into a homogeneous whole ; and Palestine,
in Roman times, is nothing more than a geographical
expression. In no part of Palestine, except Judaes,
was the population purely Jewish ; in Samaria,
Galilee, and Pcrrea, as well as along the Mediter-
ranean coast, there was a mixed population of Jews,
Syrians, and Greeks ; in some districts, and especially
in several of the large cities, the Gentile element,
distinctly preponderated over the Jewish. The Mes-
sianic hope was of course confined to Jewish circles ;
in the chapter devoted to the subject, | have pointed
out the nature, scope, and influence of this momentous
expectation.

In this work attention has also been called to the
life of the Jews outside Palestine. The confined area
of the Holy Land did not offer a large enough field
for the energy and enterprize which animated the
race. Some of the Jews were, it is true, on different
occasions forcibly deported from their native home,
but it is probable that the majority left of their own
free choice. At the commencement of the Christian
era the Jewish immigration, especially in the eastern
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provinces of the Roman Empire, had assumed such
proportions that the communities of Jews abroad
surpassed their co-religionists at home in numbers,
influence, and wealth. | have described the position
of these communities before the law of Rome, the
privileges they enjoyed, the manner in which they
were organized, and their relation to the parent com-
munity at Jerusalem. | have shown the power which
Gentile ideas had upon these communities of the
Dispersion ; how Greek thought subverted many
of the fundamental conceptions of Judaism ; how the
Jews succumbed before it by assuming that Hellenic
wisdom had originally sprung from themselves; and
how, finally, the original meaning of the Old Testa-
ment Scriptures was exploded by an allegorical
method of interpretation which was intended to bring
them into harmony with the prevailing principles of
Greek philosophy. Such a state of things, strange to
say, existed side by side with an ardent zea for the
propagation of Judaism. The manner in which this
remarkable propaganda was conducted, consisted in
placing Hebrew sentiments in the mouths of the
heroes, sages, philosophers, and mythical personages of
heathen antiquity. These efforts were attended with
considerable success, and in the first century of the
present era the Roman Empire contained a great
number of converts to Judaism. But Judaism, even
in its Hellenic form, still retained its national cha-
racter—it never permitted the convert to stand exactly
upon the same level as the born Jew—Judaism, in
fact, was unable to satisfy the cravings of the human
conscience for religious equality, and it will be shown
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that most of its converts, as well as many of the
Hellenic Jews, ultimately found a refuge in the uni-
versalistic principles of Christianity.

The rise of Christianity falls within the period to
which this volume is devoted. But as an adequate
account of so momentous an event would transcend
the limits assigned to the Series | have deemed it
better to confine myself to an historical descrip-
tion of the institutions in existence among the Jews
at the period when Christianity arose. A work of
this nature will serve the purpose of shedding more
light upon the Christian documents handed down to
us in the New Testament, and will also assist us in
forming a more accurate estimate of primitive and
apostolic Christianity. It is impossible to under-
stand the historic and doctrinal contents of the New
Testament writings, without some knowledge of the
times in which these writings originated. These
times have passed away with the downfall of ancient
civilization ; we are now living in another world ; we
are surrounded by a new order of ideas and institu-
tions ; the contents of the New Testament are a
product of antiquity ; to be fully comprehended they
must be placed in their original historic framework,
and looked at in the light of the age which called them
forth. This indispensable framework the present
volume endeavours to supply. It isthefirst English
book, so far as | am aware, which is exclusively
occupied with this period ; the" Story of the Jews,"
in the same Series, deals in general outline with the
entire history of the race.

Besides making a study of the original sources
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in the preparation of the present work, | have aso
availed myself of the most recent investigations con-
nected with this department of historical research.
In the domain of Talmudic literature | must express
my obligations to the works of Surenhusius, Light-
foot, Derenbourg, Weber, Wiinsche, and Hamburger.
Niese's new critical edition of Josgphus, now in course
of publication, is still too incomplete to be of much
service for our period. In verifying references and
revising the proofs, | have been much indebted to

Mr.J. Morrison.
W.D. M.
WANDSWORTH COMMON.
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THE STORY OF THE JEWS
UNDER ROMAN RULE.

1

ROMAN POLICY BEFORE THE CONQUEST
(B.C. 164-65.)

T HE Romans first entered into political relations
with the Jews in the course of the second century
before Christ. At this period the Romans had risen
to a position of undisputed supremacy among the
nations of antiquity. The power of Carthage was
shattered at the battle of Zama (B.C. 201); the once
formidable kingdom of Macedonia was on the eve
of becoming a Roman province; and the Syrian
monarchy, after the defeat of King Antiochus at
Magnesia (B.C. 190), had to accept such hard con-
ditions of peace as reduced this great monarchy to
the rank of a vassal state. In political sagacity, as
well as in warlike qualities, the Roman people at
this epoch were without rivals, and Roman power
extended far beyond Roman arms. From the.
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Pillars of Hercules in the west to the banks of the
Orontes in the east Roman influence was supreme
and the word of Rome was law. The might and
valour of the Romans, as well as their policy and
patience, had become known among the Jews, and
one Jewish writer speaks of them as a people who
could make and unmake kings at their will.*

Very different was the position occupied by the
inhabitants of Palestine. The captives who sat and
wept by the waters of Babylon did not become a free
people when the more ardent among them were per-
mitted to return to their native land. The little
community of Jews which settled in Jerusalem and
restored the temple of their fathers still continued
under the dominion of the Persians, and on the over-
throw of the Persian monarchy by Alexander the
Great, the Jews of Palestine simply experienced a
change of masters (B.C. 332). After Alexander's
death his inheritance was divided between the two
Greek lines of kings which arose in Egypt and
Syria, and Judaea was sometimes in possession of the
one line and sometimes of the other, according to
the varying fortune of diplomacy and war. During
the whole of this period the Jews had no thought of
asserting their independence. They were perfectly
contented to remain in a state of political vassalage
so long as they were permitted to enjoy religious
liberty. After the exile the Jews had ceased to
be a nation, and had become a church. It was not
a common country, but a common faith, which united
them. Patriotism did not extend beyond the feeling

1 1 Mace, viii. 13, .
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that the soil of Palestine was holy ground, which
ought only to be inhabited by the chosen people of God.

Some time before the Romans actually came into
contact with this religious community the principles
of Roman policy profoundly affected the position
of the Jews. In the second century before Christ
Palestine, after many struggles, finally became a part
of the Syrian monarchy. Now, it had become a
settled purpose with the Romans to weaken and
hamper this monarchy, and to prevent its recovery
from the defeat which the Roman army had inflicted
at Magnesia on the Syrian king (B.C. 190). A strik-
ing instance of this policy is seen in the attitude
which the Romans took up towards' Antiochus
Epiphanes, king of Syria, when he was on the point
of bringing an arduous campaign against Egypt to
a successful close.  The king was besieging Alexan-
dria, when a Roman envoy appeared in his camp and
bluntly ordered him to retreat. Antiochus hesitated,
and asked for time to consider this peremptory
demand. But the envoy immediately drew a circle
in the sand around the king, and said, " Before you
leave this circle the Senate must have an answer." *
To defy the imperious messenger was hopeless ;
Antiochus reluctantly abandoned his enterprise and
returned home (B.C. 168). Before he could possibly
meet the Romans on equal terms, the king saw that
it was necessary to weld the different nationalities of
which his empire was composed into a homogeneous
people. The-only way of accomplishing this object
was to induce his subjects to adopt a common form

! Appian, " Syr." 66; Livy, xlv. Il ; Polybius, xxix. 11.
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of faith. He accordingly issued an edict to that
effect —a step which immediately led him into
collision with the Jews. Syrian emissaries were sent
into Judeea to abolish Judaism and establish the
worship of Olympian Zeus. The abomination of
desolation was set up in the Temple; the Sacred
Scriptures were burnt ; the practice of circumcision
was forbidden on pain of death, and all the horrors
of a religious persecution descended on the land
(B.C. 168).

Persecution did not produce the results which the
despot had anticipated. For some time the people
did not pass beyond the bounds of passive resistance.
At length the spirit of the community began to rise
against a state of things which was making life
intolerable, and it ultimately found public expression
in the daring conduct of an aged priest named
Mattathias. This man belonged to a family of
distinction, and occupied a prominent position in
the town of Modein, situated westward of Jerusalem.
One day he was called upon by a royal officia to
use his influence in favour of the establishment of
heathenism in the town. But the old man had for
some time beheld with growing indignation the
persecution which was being inflicted on his co-
religionists. He not only refused the Syrian officer

1 1 Mace. 41, sg.; Psalm Ixxiv. ; Dan. xi. 21, sq. As no other ancient
authors mention the decree of Antiochus, its existence is questioned by
E. Reuss, "L a Bible: Litterature politique et polemique,” 50. The
Abomination of Desolation was a small altar of Jupiter placed on the
High Altar of the Temple. The expression is probably taken by the
author of | Mace, from an incorrect Greek translation of Dan. ix. 27.
The Hebrew text of Daniel reads, "The abomination of the desolator."
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all assistance, but slew him while he was making
preparations for a heathen sacrifice.

The insurrection of the Jews had virtually begun
(BX. 167). Mattathias and his sons fled to the
hill country of Judaea, and were soon joined by
others who had caught the spirit of revolt Matta-
thias died in the following year, but he left five
heroic sons to carry on the contest. His third son
Judas, who received the name of Maccabaeus,' was
selected by the insurgents to succeed his father (B.C
166-161). Under Judas the revolt assumed larger
proportions, and in a short time he was able to

COIN OF PTOLEMY I.

meet and defeat the Syrians in the open field. The
situation which the Romans had created in Syria
was favourable to the Jewish cause. In order to
find money to pay the tribute imposed by Rome
upon his house, Antiochus had to undertake an
expedition into the Far East, which depleted Syria
of a large number of troops.? During the king's

! The meaning of the word Maccalxeus is not quite clear. Cf.
Schenkel, " Bibel-Lexikon,"iii.425; E. Montet, " Essai sur les origines
des partis Saduceen et Pharisien, " 162.

21 Mace. iii. 34; Josephus, " Ant.," xii. 7 ; Tacitus, " Hist.," v. 8.
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absence the government of the country was entrusted
to a high functionary named Lysias. Lysias took a
serious view, of the rebellion in Judaea, and de
apatched a force under the command of three generals
to suppress it. But this army met with alarming
reverses at the hands of Judas, and Lysias was
obliged to go to Palestine in person to conduct the
campaign. Meanwhile Antiochus had been apprised
of the disasters which had befallen his captains, and
was hastening homewards to assume the supreme
direction of affairs, when death put a termination to
his career (B.C. 164)." The pressure of Roman policy
upon Antiochus was the indirect cause of the Jewish
revolt, and the immediate cause of the king's
inability to suppress it.

After the death of Antiochus, the distracted state
of Syria and the struggles of rival pretenders for
the crown strengthened the position of the Jewish
patriots.  Antiochus V., son of the late king, was
only nine years old when he began to reign (B.C.
164). His father had appointed a courtier named
Philip regent during his son's minority. But this
arrangement did not satisfy Lysias, who had the
young king in his custody, and who was carrying on
the campaign in Palestine when the news of his
supersession by Philip arrived. Lysias immediately
left off the contest with Judas, and devoted his
energies to the task of resisting Philip's claims. At
this juncture, if any historic value can be attached to a
statement in the Second Book of the Maccabees® two
Roman envoys, Quintus Memmius and Titus Manlius,

11 Msec, vi. 4, sq. ; Polybius, xxxi. 11 2 2 Mace. xi. 34.
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who were probably on their way from Alexandria to
Antioch, offered -to take charge of Jewish interests
at the Syrian capital. Peace is said to have been
the outcome of their efforts (B.C. 162). But it was
a peace which did not endure. In the following
year the Syrian king once more invaded Palestine
at the head of a great army, and, in spite of the
strenuous opposition of Judas, laid siege to the Holy
City. Famine soon reduced the garrison to the last
extremities, and their fate would have been a hard
one had not the disordered condition of Syria com-

DARIC.

pelled the besiegers to accept honourable terms.
Whilst the siege was in progress news came to the
Syrian camp that Philip had put himself at the head
of a large army, with the intention of enforcing his
claims to the regency. No time was to be lost, and
the king, acting on the advice of Lysias, accorded
the Jews religious liberty. Jerusalem capitulated ;
and the same order of things was established as had
existed previous to the insurrection.

Soon after these events Antiochus V. was dethroned
and executed by his relative, Demetrius 1.2 In

1| Mace. vi. I, 0. ; Jossphus, " Ant.," xii. 9, 2.
% 1 Mace. vii. 1; Appian, " Syr.," lvi. ; Justin, xxxiv. 3.
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Judaea the new monarch allowed the people to retain
the religious liberties granted them by his pre-
decessor, and had he exercised more judgment in
the selection of a High Priest, it would have been
impossible for Judas to renew the struggle against
Syria with any prospect of success. The Assidaeans
or Pious Ones, who afterwards developed into the
party known as the Pharisees, and who, while their
religion was at stake, were devoted followers of
Judas, were satisfied with the attainment of religious
freedom. But Judas and his friends, who formed the
party which afterwards became the Sadducees, con-
sidered the sacrifices that the people had already
made created a new situation, and were unwilling to
relax their efforts till the country was completely
independent. The Assidaeans, consisting of the
scribes and the bulk of the population, accepted
Alcimus, the High Priest whom Demetrius had
appointed, and were disposed for peace. But the
sensdess barbarities of Alcimus threw the Assidaeans
once more into the arms of the war party, and the
struggle began afresh. The High Priest was obliged
to flee from Jerusalem ; Demetrius sent an army to
reinstate him, but Judas defeated the Syrian forces,
and the Jews enjoyed a short period of repose.

Nevertheless, Judas was well aware that Demetrius
would not patiently endure the discomfiture of his
generals, and that in a prolonged conflict the small
community of Jews would eventually be overcome.
He accordingly considered it expedient to seek

1 Mace. vii. ; 2 Mace xv.; Jossphus, "Ant.," xii. 10, 5 ; cf. L.
Sanecke, 11, 115.
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assistance from the Romans; and two Jewish dele-
gates, Eupolemos and Jason, were sent to ltaly to
form an alliance with Rome. The Senate, which
never neglected an opportunity of crippling the
Syrian monarchy, accorded a favourable reception
to the Jewish envoys, and acknowledged the in-
dependence of their country. It was clearly in the
interests of Rome that an independent nation should
separate the Syrian and Egyptian monarchies, and
form a barrier to any union of their forces hostile to
the Republic.!  While these negotiations were taking
place the Syrian army again invaded Palestine.
Judas went forth to meet them, and, after a desperate
conflict, was defeated and slain (B.C. 161). The
death of their- leader shattered the party of freedom,
and the Romans, probably because they saw no
distinct centre of authority left standing in the
country, ignored the treaty they had just made with
the Jewish envoys, and left Judaea to its fate.

It was not by direct intervention that the Romans
helped the Jews forward on the path of independence ;
it was by the disintegrating action of Roman policy
on the kingdom of Syria. The Jewish leaders did
not fail to take advantage of the opportunities which
were thus afforded them. About nine years after the
death of Judas Maccabaeus, the Romans started a
new pretender to the Syrian crown in the person of
Alexander Balas, a young man of unknown origin

1| Mace. viii.; Josephus, "Ant.," xii. 10, 6; Mommsen,
" Romische Geschichte,” 11, 59. This alliance with the Jews and the
Romans is not free from uncertainty. , Graetz, " Geschichte der
Juden," i n, 639. Montet, " Essai," 165, note 7.
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(B.C. 152). Supported by the allies of Rome, Balas
was able to take the field against Demetrius, who
became alarmed at the threatening aspect of affairs.
Jonathan, a brother of Judas, was then at the head
of the Jewish patriots (B.C. 161-142), and Demetrius
attempted by concessions to win him over to his side.
When the pretender Balas heard of this, he im-
mediately outbade Demetrius, and offered Jonathan
the High Priesthood as the price of his support.
Jonathan sold himself to the highest bidder, and, not-
withstanding further profuse promises from Demetrius,
the Jewish leader remained true to his allegiance.

COIN OF ANTIOCHUS IV.

The war between the two rivals did not last long;
Demetrius was overthrown and slain (B.C. 151), and
at the marriage of the new king, Jonathan was
appointed civil and military governor of Judaea'
Whilst these changes were taking place in Syria,
the Romans had completed the ruin of Carthage, and
reduced Greece and Macedonia to the position of
provinces. Jonathan who was a sagacious statesman,
and had secured more for his people by diplomacy
than the sword, no doubt understood the meaning of

1| Mace x. 65.



THE GUIDANCE OF SIMON. 13

such events and despatched an embassy to Rome.
While his agents were negotiating an alliance with
the Senate, Jonathan was basely murdered by a fresh
Syrian pretender, and Simon his elder brother
became head of the community.®

Under the wise guidance of Simon (B.C. 142-135),
the Jews attained a high degree of happiness and
prosperity. From being areligious community, they
had once more become a nation, and as a reward for
Simon's services, the people at a solemn assembly
proclaimed him and his descendants High Priests and
Ethnarchstill a faithful prophet should arise.?  Simon
assisted Demetrius I1., king of Syria, in resisting
the pretender Trypho, who had murdered his brother
Jonathan; and Demetrius, in return for this aid,
renounced all claim to tribute, and acknowledged the
political autonomy of Judaea. Simon, however, had
little faith in the promises and concessions of Syrian
monarchs, and, like his two predecessors, trusted for
security to an alliance with Rome. Numenius was
charged with the conduct of the negotiations, and his
labours were so successful, that the Romans issued a
decree to all the peoples of the East, announcing that
they had entered into a league of friendship with the
Jews. It is not likely that this resolution of the
Senate came into the hands of Demetrius, for at this
period he was taken prisoner by the Parthians, who

1| Mace. xi. 54, 0.

2 |bid., xiv. 41. For the different meanings attached to the
phrase, " till a faithful prophet should arise" se Graetz, iii. 65; Reuss,
'"* La Bible: Lit. polit. et polem." 118, note5; Lucius, " Der
Essenismus" 87, sq.
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were steadily pressing westwards, and absorbing the
Syrian possessions beyond the Euphrates.’

Demetrius was succeeded by his brother Antiochus
VII. (BC. 141-131), a man of character and ability,
who finally disposed of the pretender Trypho, and
quickly made himself undisputed master of Syria.
Antiochus was the last Syrian king who displayed
capacity on the throne, and during his reign the
Maccabaean princes had to submit to a curtailment of
their authority. As long as Antiochus was engaged
in fighting Trypho, he maintained a very friendly
attitude towards Simon, but when this pretender was
disposed of, the king altered his demeanour and
demanded possession of the citadel of Jerusalem, the
coast towns of Joppa and Gazara, together with the
arrears of tribute which he had formerly consented to
remit. Simon offered to pay a hundred talents as
tribute for Joppa and Gazara, but Antiochus was not
satisfied with this proposal, and sent an army into
Palestine to enforce his claims in full. Simon was
too old to take the field in person, but the Syrian
forces were defeated by his two sons John and Judas
who commanded the Jews. Simon did not long
survive this victory; he was basely assassinated by
Ptolemaeus, one of his sons-in-law, who was plotting
to obtain the chief power (B.C. 13s).

Simon's son, John Hyrcanus (B.C. 135-105), now
became head of the state. He soon disposed of

Y It is probably to this alliance that Justin (xxxvi. 3) refers: "A
Demetrioquum descivissent, amicitia Romanorum petita, primi omnium
ex Orientalibus libertatem receperunt, facile tunc Romanis de alieno
largientibus.” 2 1 Mace. xvi. 16, sq.
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Ptolemaeus and his pretensions, but Antiochus was a
far more formidable difficulty ; he had no thought of
abandoning his claims on the Jews because one of
his commanders had been defeated in attempting to
enforce them. Conducting a second campaign into
Judaea in person, Antiochus compelled the Jews to
seek shelter within the walls of Jerusalem, which he
besieged. After a time hunger forced the brave
defenders to sue for terms. As a result of the
negotiations, the Jews had to surrender their arms,
to give hostages, and five hundred talents in money,
in order to be spared the presence of a Syrian
garrison at Jerusalem. They had aso to pay an
annual tribute for Joppa and Gazara, and for some
other places under Jewish rule, which were reckoned
by Antiochus as a part of Syria (B.C. 134).

Hyrcanus, however, was determined at the first
opportunity to set aside the arrangements which
necessity had forced upon the Jews. With this object
he sent three ambassadors to Rome, after the death of
Antiochus (B.C. 129), to renew the treaty of friendship
which had existed between the Romans and his
predecessors, and to complain of the Syrians for
depriving him of places, which the Senate had
formerly acknowledged as Jewish territory. In
accordance with the settled principles of Roman
policy in the East, the Jewish mission was received
in a very friendly manner, their grievances were
attentively heard, and a decree was issued, ordering
the Syrians to relinquish their claims to tribute,
and declaring void whatever Antiochus had done in

! Josephus, " Ant.," xiii. 8, 1, sq.
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Judaea in opposition to previous declarations of the
Senate.!  Whether the Syrians obeyed or disregarded
the injunctions of the Senate is not known. In any
case, the Jews had not long to wait for the restoration
of what they had lost. The prolonged disorders
which followed the death of Antiochus, enabled John
Hyrcanus not only to resume his old position, but
also to add Idumaea and Samaria to his dominions.
After the subjugation of these two provinces, John
endeavoured to settle some parts of Samaria with
Idumaean colonists. But the Samaritans resisted this
line of action, and sought assistance from Antiochus
Cyzikenus (B.C. 113), who was then king of what still
remained of Syria. Antiochus responded to the call
of the Samaritans, and, invading Judaea, captured
some towns along the coast, of which Joppa was one.
These coast towns had been specially recognized by
the Romans as parts of Jewish territory, and John
sent ambassadors to the Senate to complain of
Antiochus. The Senators accordingly issued a fresh
decree? ordering the Syrian garrisons to retire, and
likewise forbidding Antiochus to molest the allies of
Rome. But the progress of events showed that it
was no longer necessary for the Jews to lean on
Roman support in their contest with the decaying

! Joscphus, " Ant.," xiii. 9. 2, sq.

- In the Decretum Pergamcnorum Joscphus ("Ant.," xiv. 10. 22)
places this embassy in the time of Hyrcanus I 1. Thisis obviously a
mistake ; the internal evidence makes it clear that the provisions of the
treaty were directed against Antiochus Cyzikenus, who is distinctly
reterred to as “* the son of Anticchus.” 'Edoypdrwer § ovyednrog wepi
wy imotijeavre toig Aoyore Gmwe pptty ddicy ‘Awrioyec O Baothede
Avrioyov vidg "Tevlaiore suppdyore ‘Popcivy, x.r.,
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Syrian power. The forces of Antiochus were
incapable of holding the field against the Jewish
prince, and had to withdraw from Palestine.

The latter part of the reign of John Hyrcanus
brings us to a period when the Jews had no longer
anything to fear from the hostility of Syria. At
the close of afifty years' conflict, the Jews from being
little more than a purely religious community had
again become a nation, and were in possession of the
ancient boundaries of the promised land. Under
Hyrcanus they attained as high a pitch of prosperity,
as in the famous days of David and Solomon. This
success was due partly to their own heroism, and partly
to a fortunate conjunction of circumstances. Nothing
could exceed the bravery of the little community
in asserting its claims, first to religious and then to
political liberty. But the admirable qualities dis-
played in the Maccabaan revolt, would have been
wasted in the end if the Syrian monarchy had not
been in a state of embarrassment and decay. At the
time the Jews began to show symptoms of revolt, and
during the whole course of the struggle, the Syrians
were weakened from within by dynastic troubles, and
from without by the pressure of the Parthians on the
east, and the Romans on the west. The resources
of Syria must have been sorely exhausted by the
interminable civil wars which the different pretenders
to the throne waged against each other. But in spite
of these internal troubles, Syria would have ultimately
proved too strong for the Jews i( her power had not
been undermined by Roman diplomacy, and her
territory constantly diminished by Parthian invasion.
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At the time the Jews were fighting for their in-
dependence, the Parthians were making themselves
masters of the Syrian provinces beyond the
Euphrates, and the Romans were not only extorting
a heavy tribute from the Syrian kings, but also
compelling them to keep such a small army, that the
monarchy was reduced to a condition approaching
military impotence.® It is doubtful if the various
alliances of the Jews with Rome did much to help
them forward on the path of independence. Some
of these supposed alliances rest upon very slender
historical foundations, and none of them, as far as can

COIN OF ALEXANDER BALAS.

be seen, were of a very practical character. Roman
professions of friendship were never backed up by
Roman arms; the Senate willingly made use of the
Jews to effect the destruction of Syria, but it did not
desire to involve itself in adventures which would
have necessitated additional conquests in the East.
This is very probably the reason why Roman inter-
ference on behalf of the Jews was merely diplomatic
and never military.

In the next chapter we shall see the Romans, in

consequence of an alteration of the balance of power
' Mommsen, ii. 56.
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in the Republic, abandon the old policy of abstaining
from military intervention in Eastern affairs. We
shall at the same time find the Jews displaying an
utter lack of capacity to form themselves into a
homogeneous nationality ; we shall also se the two
parties within the young state—the Pharisees and
Sadducees—producing such a condition of disorder as
to lead to Roman interference, and the downfall of
Jewish independence.




THE ROMAN CONQUEST.

(BC. 63-41)

IN the preceding chapter, we have witnessed the
rise of the Jewish nation from a state of vassalage to
a position in which it had no longer anything to fear
from the hostility of Syria, and we now enter upon a
new era in the history of the relations between the
Romans and this remarkable people. Whilst the
Jews were fighting the battle of liberty on the hill-
sides of their native land, the internal structure of
the old Roman Commonwealth was falling into decay,
and the power of the Senate or aristocracy was being
supplanted by the authority of military chiefs, whose
predominance resulted in the establishment of the
Empire. The policy adopted by these military
leaders may be described in contradistinction to the
policy of the Senate as imperial rather than na-
tional ; it led them in the direction of bringing fresh
territories under the domination of Rome.> In pro-
cess of time such a policy would undoubtedly have
brought the Romans into conflict with the Jews for

! Tacitus, " Hist." ii. 8.
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possession of supremacy In Palestine ; but the advent
of this inevitable struggle was hastened by the de-
plorable intestine strife which broke out in the reign
of John Hyrcanus between the Pharisees and the
Sadducees. In the succeeding reigns this strife went
on increasing in bitterness, till the Romans stepped in
between the rival factions and put an end to their
fratricidal war.

In the early days of the war with Syria, it was seen
that a party existed among the Jews which manifested
no strong desire for complete independence, but was
disposed to be quite contented with the old -foreign
domination, after religious liberty had been fought for
and obtained. But this party does not appear to have
exercised a preponderating influence on the vast body
of the people till the contest with the Syrians was
practically over and the nation had time to direct its
attention to internal affairs. From the days of Judas
Maccabaeus, till the closing years of John Hyrcanus's
life the party of national independence, headed by
the Hasmonaeans, held the first place in the councils
of the nation, and in the affections of the people.
Its adherents had become the military leaders, the
diplomatists, the civil administrators; in short, the
ruling aristocracy of the country. By the exigencies
of their position, the members of this party were
brought into close contact with the civilization of
Greece, which at this epoch surrounded Palestine on
all sides. As diplomatists they had to be familiar
with the Greek language; as generals who com-
manded mercenaries, they had to accommodate them-
selves to Gentile customs ; as governors of districts
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containing a mixed population, they had to deal with
practical affairs from a wider than a Jewish point of
view. While remaining conscientiously true to the
principles of the Law® they did not consider it
inconsistent with these principles to gratify a taste
for the refinements and luxuries of Hellenic life,
and their mental horizon became enlarged under the
liberalizing influence of Hellenic culture. In addition
to this, the Sadducees, for this is the party which
we are now describing, having built up the indepen-
dence of the country by a policy of prudence and
diplomacy, endeavoured to uphold its interests and

o
R

COIN OF SELEUCUS 1.

security by the same means, and had no hesitation in
forming alliances with foreign nations for the attain-
ment of these ends.

The Sadducees, it will be perceived, were essentially
a political party, permeated, but still not dominated,
by Hellenic ideass—a party of which the highest
aim was to further the greatness and glory of the
State it had done so much to found.?

! Derenbourg, "Essai sur I'histoire de la Palestine," p. 77.

2 Comp. Reuss in " Herzog sub voce Hasmonacr”; A. Reville in
" Revue des deux Mondes," Sept. 15, 1867, p. 316 s. ; Montet, 154 s,;
Schurer, "Geschichte des Judischen Volkes im Zeitalter Jesu Christi,"
ii. P. 335.
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On the other hand, the central and absorbing
thought of the Assidaeans, who had fought side by side
with the Sadducees in the early days of the insurrec-
tion, was not the State, but Religion ; and it was the
same thought which burned within the heart and mind
of the Pharisees, who were almost the same party ap-
pearing under another name."  This party, which was
composed of the scribes and their disciples, abhorred
Hellenism as subversive of the Law, and regarded the
growing material greatness of the State with suspicion,
fearing lest the teachings of the Synagogue should be
lost amid the din and stir of political and military life.
During the reign of John Hyrcanus, Pharisaism suc-
ceeded in becoming a force within the nation, and
towards the close of his life it began to assume an
aggressive form, directing its hostility against the
prince himself, who, although nominally a Pharisee,?
was in reality the living embodiment of Sadducaism.

The opposition of the Pharisees to Hyrcanus pro-
ceeded from causes which would among any people
but the Jews have led him to be regarded with grati-
tude and affection. His keen desire to further the
interests and dignity of his native land, his labours
for the welfare and prosperity of the population, his
willingness to introduce arts and sciences which had
reached a higher development elsewhere than they
had at home; all these things because they were

1 J. Wellhausen, "Pharisaer unci Sadducaer,” p. 78s.

2 Josephus, "Ant.," xiii. 10. 5; Montet, p. 200 ; and Wellhausen,
p. 88, attempt to prove, in face of the direct assertion of Josephus, that
John Hyrcanus was not a Pharisee. The utmost that their arguments
appear to me to prove, is that Hyrcanus was only nominally a Pharisee.
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not immediately concerned with the Law and the
Traditions, were looked upon with disfavour by the
Pharisees. It is also probable that they manifested
asimilar hostility to the action of Hyrcanus in form-
ing alliances with a heathen power like Rome. These
men saw in him too much of the statesman and too
little of the High Priest. His secular functions
appeared to cast his sacred ones too completely into
the background ; he had far more the aspect of a
civil than of an ecclesiastical dignitary; hence the
Pharisees considered that the vital interests of Judaism
were suffering in his hands.' It was for the God of
Israel and His Law, and not for the national existence
or grandeur that the Pharisees conceived a High Priest
should principally strive ; but as there did not appear
to be the least likelihood of Hyrcanus coming round
to that opinion, the malcontents determined upon
demanding the separation of the spiritual from the
temporal power. It was alleged by the Pharisees that
the Hasmonsean princes had no legitimate right to
the High Priesthood, and, according to tradition,?
Eleazar, one of their number, had the boldness to tell
Hyrcanus to abdicate the pontificate and to content
himself with the civil government of the people.
The contention of the Pharisees that the religious
headship of the community did not belong to the

! Comp. Sieffert art. " Sadducaer unci Pharisaer” in Herzog, xiii.
p. 232; Montet, 200s. ; Wellhausen, "History of Israel," Eng.
trans. 524.

2 Josephus, "Ant.," xiii. 10. 5 s ; Talmud, b. Kidduschin, 66 a
As to the historic value of this tradition, compare Montet, p. 207;
Kuenen, iii. pp. 137-8; Graetz, iii.note 9; "Hyrkan's |. Abfall von
dem Pharisaerthum,” p. 645.
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Hasmonaeans was historically correct, but the lineal
heirsto this high dignity had probably become extinct.
In any case it would have been impossible for Hyrca-
nus to relinquish an office which in the eyes of the
people invested him with a sacred character, and was
one of the main sources of his authority. To a man
of his experience it was manifest that he had to deal
with a disaffected element in the community, and
accordingly the Pharisees were expelled from the
positions of influence in the kingdom.? Henceforth
the Sadducees became identified even more closely
than before with the cause and fortunes of the Has-
monaeans, whilst the Pharisees fell back exclusively
on the people for sympathy and support. .Pleading
that they were contending for the faith and traditions
of their fathers against a ruling house, which was
supported by a party notoriously inclined to foreign
customs, the Pharisees had no difficulty in arousing
feelings of hostility among a fanatical population
against the Hasmonaeans, and thus preparing the way
for civil war.3

It is possible that Hyrcanus intended that after
his death his successors should make a concession
to the Pharisees, for he separated the civil from the
ecclesiastical authority, leaving the kingdom to his
widow and the High Priesthood to his son Judas
Aristobulus.4 But this arrangement did not satisfy

11 Mace. xiv. 41. Conip. Reuss, " Litt., pol. & pol.," p. 118, and
Wellhausen, " Hist." 524.

2 Graetz, iii. p. 129. % Josephus, "Ant.," xiii. 10. 6.

4 Josephus, "Ant.," xiii. 11, "De Bello Jud.," i. 3. The character
of Aristobulus as described by Strabo is inconsistent with the atrocities
ascribed to him by Josephus.  Probably Josephus is following an account
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Aristobulus (B.C. 105-4) ; he accordingly deposed his
mother, and was the first of his house to assume the
title of king. This title he used only in the non-
Jewish part of his dominions,® but it showed his
preference for Greek customs, and was sufficient to
stamp him as a partizan of the Sadducees. His
partiality for Hellenism was so pronounced that he
became known by the name Philhellene; yet, after
conquering the lturaeans, he retained enough of
Judaism to compel his new subjects to be circumcised
—a measure which in the eyes of the Pharisees may
have atoned for much which they detested in his life.
His reign of one year was too brief to permit of the
development of grave discontent on the part of his
opponents ; it was reserved for his successor to face
the full force of their hostility.

Alexander Jannaeus (B.C. 104-78) became head of
the nation after his brother's death, but he possessed
very little of the political ability so conspicuously dis-
played by his predecessors ; he was simply a brutal
and dissipated soldier constantly involved in war.
During hisreign the Pharisees became the undoubted
leaders of popular opinion. But Alexander paid no
heed to this circumstance, and on one occasion while
performing the duties of High Priest at the Feast of
Tabernacles, he treated an observance enjoined on the
High Priest by the Pharisees with deliberate con-
tempt. Matters of religious ritual have always

of his life promulgated by the Pharisees 1o defame the memory of a
Sadducean High Priest.  Sirabo says, "Emeudie ve éyivero & danp,
xat woAAd Taig "lovdmeoic (** Ant.,” xiii. 11, 3}, xpveqng.

§ The Hebrew coins of Aristobulus have only the inscription, ¢ The
High Priest Judas and the Senate of the Jews.”
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exercised a strange power over the emotions of men,
and when the assembled worshippers in the Temple
perceived Alexander pouring the libation on the
ground, in accordance with the Sadducsean custom, in-
stead of on the altar, their indignation knew no bounds.
They immediately raised a shout that he was unworthy
of his high dignity, and at the same time began to pelt
him with the citrons which they held in their hands.*
So great was the tumult that the king would probably
have been murdered by the enraged populace had not
the Greek soldiers in his service come to the rescue
and quelled the disturbance. As many as six
thousand men fell before the precincts of the Temple
were cleared. After this bloody work the Pharisees
became the irreconcilable enemies of Alexander, and
waited impatiently for the opportunity of heading a
rebellion against him.

They had not to wait long. About a year after-
wards the king lost his army in a campaign against
the Nabataeans and had to return to Jerusalem, a
fugitive (B.C. 94). The Pharisees immediately incited
their adherents to revolt, and for six years a bloody
war desolated the wretched country.  After fifty
thousand men had perished without leading to any
decisive result, Alexander desired to come to terms
with his adversaries. Nothing, however, would satisfy
them but his death, and to compass this end they
sought the assistance of their old enemies the

1 It was a popular custom to have palm branches and citrons at the
Feast of Tabernacles (Josephus, " Ant.," xiii. 13. 5). The incident is
mentioned in the Talmud, Succa, 48 b. ; but the High Priest's name
isnot given. Comp. Derenbourg, p. 98 1 Qraetz, iii. note 13, p. 664.
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Syrians. Demetrius | I'1.! invaded Palestine at the
head of a powerful force and defeated Alexander
who fled for refuge to the mountains of Ephraim.
In this miserable plight he excited the compassion of
a large body of the people who had thus far been fight-
ing on behalf of the Pharisees. These men, whose
patriotic feelings were stronger than their religious
convictions, went over to the king's side when they
saw the Syrians threatening to become once more
dominant in Palestine. Their action immediately
changed the whole aspect of the situation ; Demetrius
had to withdraw his forces, and Alexander again
obtained the upper hand. The Pharisees, abandoned
by a portion of their adherents had to flee into exile,
and those who did not succeed in making their escape
were crucified in a most barbarous manner by the
victorious prince. He was not molested by the
Pharisees during the remainder of his reign. When
Tigranes, king of Armenia, overthrew the Syrian
monarchy (B.C. 83), Alexander, who appears to have
enjoyed the good-will of the congueror, was enabled,
towards the close of a long career,? to enlarge the
boundaries of his kingdom, which, however, never
comprised the whole of Palestine.

Alexander had two sons, John Hyrcanus and Aris-
tobulus, but his widow, Salome Alexandra (B.C. 78"
69), succeeded him on the throne, and his elder son
Hyrcanus was contented with the High Priesthood.

! Josephus, " Ant.," xiii. 13. 4.

2 According to a Jewish tradition the Pharisees hated Alexander so
bitterly that they instituted a festival to commemorate his death as
a happy event. Megillat Taanit, 21 and 25. Comp. Derenbourg,
p. 101.
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Alexandra, a woman of prudence and resolution, re-
versed the policy of her husband ;' the Pharisees who
had the ear of the masses were recalled from exile,
and entrusted with a preponderating voice in the con-
duct of internal affairs. Under their influence, several
religious customs and observances were modified to
suit the ideas of the party ; the marriage laws were
revised, alterations were made in the law of evidence,
and greater attention was paid to the education of the
young.? Had the Pharisees confined their activity
within the sphere of legislation, it is possible that the
hatred engendered during the preceding reign might
have died away, but, unhappily for the peace of the
nation, the Pharisees abused their power for the
purpose of pursuing a policy of revenge. Their op-
ponents were one after another condemned and put
to death. The Sadducees took alarm at the fate of
their companions, and placed themselves under the
protection of Aristobulus, the queen's second son, who
was ardently attached to their cause. Conducted by
this prince into the presence of Alexandra, they
implored her to put an end to the persecutions of the
dominant party ; at the same time reminding her of
their past services to the State, and expressing their
willingness to accept command of the fortresses if

! Josephus ("Ant.," xiii. 15. 5) states that Alexandra was advised
by Alexander when on his death-bed to ally herself with the Pharisees.
But the Talmud (Sota, 22 b.) gives a very different version of his last
counsels, and one more in accordance with the character of the man.
" Fear," said he, " neither the true Pharisees nor their open opponents,
but be on your guard against the hypocrites of both parties" (Montct,
p. 277).

2 Derenbourg, "Essai," p. 103 ff. ; Graetz, iii. 153 ff.
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their presence was not desired in Jerusalem. The
gueen, probably grown weary of the yoke of the
Pharisees,* acceded to the request of her petitioners ;
the military strength of the kingdom was delivered
over to the Sadducees, who had now simply to bide
their time in order to regain their lost authority.
Aristobulus, a man of enterprise and ambition, was
their leader ; his brother, the weak and passive Hyr-
canus, was a tool in the hands of the Pharisees, and
when Salome was seized with a mortal illness Aris-
tobulus, aided by the military chiefs, overthrew his
brother and became king (B.C. 69).

Under the sovereignty of Aristobulus (B.C. 69-63),
the strife of parties brought the era of Jewish inde-
pendence to a close, and made the Romans masters
of the Holy Land. It isvery probable that the bitter
feud between the Pharisees and the Sadducees would
have resulted much sooner in the establishment of
foreign supremacy, if a strong Power had then existed
in Western Asia, or if the Roman Commonwealth had
not been in a state of permanent revolution, which
compelled her ambitious spirits to fix their eyes upon
affairs at home. From the commencement of the
reign of John Hyrcanus (B.C. 135) till the revolt of
the Asiatic provinces (B.C. 88), under the leadership
of Mithridates, king of Pontus, the Romans had almost
entirely neglected Oriental politics. But the loss of
their possessions in the East aroused the patriotism
of the hostile factions at the capital, and a Roman
army, led by the genius of Sulla, proceeded to the

t €f. Josephus, ** Anl.,” 16. 2. 'Hpiper & 4 ydpa mdve wdpef rav
popraiwy. Ofrow yap imeraparror iy Bacdusear,



SCHEMES OF  POMPEY. 33

scene of the revolt. Sulla quelled the insurrection,
and Mithridates had to beg humbly for peace!  But
the restless ambition of Mithridates, as well as the
Roman method of not only conquering but utterly
annihilating a formidable enemy, led to a renewal of
the war, which was waged with varying fortune on
both sides till Pompey,? a former lieutenant of Sulla's,
after being invested with unlimited powers, arrived
on the scene of conflict with a large army (B.C. 66).
Having disposed of his adversary, Pompey boldly
decided on extending the Roman frontier to the
banks of the Euphrates.3 This decision involved
the subjugation of Palestine, but its absorption into
the vast empire would have taken a different, and
perhaps a less bloody form, if, amid their party
animosities, a common basis of patriotism had
existed among the Jews.

Whilst Pompey was engaged in putting a termina-
tion to the resistance of Mithridates, civil war broke
out afresh in Palestine (B.C. 66). Antipater,4 an

1 Mommscn, vol. ii. chap, viii., " Der Ostenund Koenig Mithridates."

2 For political position of Pompey at this period cf. Champagny,
" Les Cesars," vol. i. p. 53.

% Duruy, " Histoire," vol. ii. p. 313.

* Antipater's father, Antipas, was governor of |dumcea under Alexander
Jannseus, and Antipater himself held the same dignity. It is difficult to
trace with certainty the origin of the Herodians. We must dismiss the
statements of Nicolaus Damascenus (Josephus, " Ant," xiv. |. 3), who
derives their descent from Babylonian Jews.  This fiction was no doubt
invented by the court historian to reconcile the people to Herod's rule.
Christian tradition places the origin of the family at Ascalon, and this
is probably the correct account (cf Justin Martyr, " Dialogus," 52).
Sulpicius Severus ("Chron." ii. 27) says: " Herodes aienigena, Anti-
patri Ascalonitai filius, regnum Judcese a senatu et populo Romano
petiit."

4
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Idumaean of political ability, and father of Herod the
Sreat, had obtained supreme influence over the feeble-
minded Hyrcanus, whom he induced to offer con-
cessions of territory to Aretas, king of the Nabataeans,
in return for a promise of assistance to dethrone his
brother Aristobulus. Aretas entered into the com-
pact, and Hyrcanus fled with Antipater to the court
of his ally at Petra. A Nabataean army invaded
Palestine; the Pharisees, regardless of national inde-
pendence, assisted the invaders, and Aristobulus,
unable to keep the field, was besieged in Jerusalem.
Whilst the Jews were destroying one another around
the walls of the Holy City, Pompey's lieutenants were
making themselves masters of Syria, and one of them,
Marcus Scaurus, entered Judaea for the double pur-
pose of enriching himself and effecting the pacifica-
tion of the country. Both the contending princes laid
their claims before the Roman general, who, from
reasons of policy as well as motives of self-interest,
decided in favour of Aristobulus. So great was the
awe inspired by the Roman name that a word from
Scaurus compelled the Pharisees and Nabataeans to
raise the siege, and for two years longer Aristobulus
was permitted to reign in peace (B.C. 65-63).

The arrangements made by Scaurus in Palestine
were only provisional. When Pompey arrived at
Damascus (B.C. 64),° he took into his own hands the
re-organization of the immense territories lying be-
tween the Mediterranean and the Euphrates, which
were now at the disposal of Rome. As long as the

! Josephus "Ant.," xiv. 3. 1.
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supreme direction of affairs was controlled by the
Senate, the object of Roman policy was not to gain
possession of the East, but to break up its political
unity. A different attitude was adopted with regard
to foreign affairs, when the leaders of the democracy
became the real heads of the Republic (B.C. 70). Un-
like the oligarchy of the Senate, the chiefs of the
democratic party did not consider external possessions
as a necessary evil, only to be endured as helping to
fill the coffers of the State ; nor were they afraid of
the effects upon the Roman character of a closer
contact with the Hellenic communities of the East.
When, therefore, Pompey began the task of restoring
order and authority among the chaotic elements with
which he had to deal, he discarded the old policy of
the Senate, and reverted as far as possible to the
organization which existed in Syria in the best epoch
of the Seleucidee The power formerly exercised by
these monarchs he determined to put into the strong
hands of a Roman proconsul. This decision necessi-
tated the downfall of Jewish liberty ; for Judaea in
the eyes of the Romans was nothing more than a
province of Syriawhich had been temporarily success-
ful in asserting its independence.!

Meanwhile deputations reached Pompey from the
Jewish princes and people, and finally Hyrcanus and
Aristobulus arrived at Damascus to urge the merits
of their respective claims. But the mighty Roman

1 Cf. Mommsen, vol. iii. pp. 220-23. Mommsen thus characterises
the fundamental principles of Roman democratic policy in external.
affairs: " Das Machtgebiet Roms, so weit es hellenisch war, zu reuniren.
so weit es nicht hellenisch war, zu colonisiren™ (iii. 221).
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did not choose to disclose his plansuntil he had chas-
tised the Nabataeans. Aristobulus, putting a sinister
interpretation upon his delay, showed signs of hos-
tility, whereupon Pompey was offended, and forthwith
made his legions ready for the invasion of Palestine.
As the Roman troops were advancing, the unfortunate
Aristobulus, trembling between hope and fear, alter-
nately negotiated, hesitated, or made preparations for
defence, till the Romans came within sight of Jeru-
salem. He then gave himself up, and promised to
place the Holy City in their hands. But the brave
and patriotic Sadducees who composed the garrison
refused to admit the Roman officers ; they destroyed
the bridge which united Mount Zion with Mount
Moriah, and, withdrawing within the fortifications of
the Temple Mount, resolved to fight to the last for
the liberties of their native land. The Pharisees
surrendered the city itself, but for three months the
soldiers of Aristobulus defied the utmost efforts of the
Roman general, who would have been compelled to
prolong the siege for an indefinite period, if the de-
fenders had not put such a rigorous interpretation
upon the law forbidding work on the Sabbath day.
The Romans soon learned to take advantage of this
extravagant literalism. On a Sabbath in the month
of June, B.C. 63, a breach was effected in thewalls, the
Temple hill was carried after fearful slaughter by
assault, and the Jewish people lay at the mercy of the
conqueror.t  Pompey and his officers had the curiosity
to enter the Holy of Holies,? which had never before

! Josephus, "Ant," lib. xiv. cap. iv.
2 Cf. Livius, epit. cii. " Cn. Pompeius Judaeos subegit, fanum coram
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been seen by Western eyes.  From motives of policy
he immediately restored the Temple ceremonial, and
for a similar reason abstained from plundering the
sacred treasury.!

In the so-called Psalms of Solomon? we possess a
poetic account of the impression produced on a large
section of the people by these terrible events. " A
powerful smiter,"says the Psalmist, " has God brought
from the ends of the earth. He decreed war upon
Jerusalem and upon the land. The princes of the
land went out with joy to meet him, and said to him,
Blessed be thy way, draw near, and enter in peace.
. . . He entered the house of his children in peace
like a father, standing in all safety. He took posses-
sion of the strong places in the land, and of the walls

in Hierosolyma inviolatum ad id tempus cepit." Tacitus, " Hist." v. 9,
" Romanorum primus Cn. Pompeius Judaos domuit templumque jure
victoriee ingressus est."

1 Cicero, " Pro Flacco," 28.

2 Critics are now agreed that Ewald (" Geschichte desVoikeslsrael,"
iv. p. 329) isin error when he places the composition of the Psalms
of Solomon shortly after the plundering of Jerusalem by Antiochus
Epiphanes (n.c. 170). Dillmann, who accepted Ewald's hypothesis in
the first edition of " Herzog," has abandoned it in the second (see his
article, " Pseudepigraphen des Alten Testaments,” xii. p. 346), and
now follows the general opinion that the Psalms were written soon after
the siege of Jerusalem (B.C. 63). Psalms ii., viii., and xvii. clearly
point to this conclusion, and Psalm ii. 30 sq. makes a distinct reference
to the manner in which Pompey afterwards met his death:
bypimge, Fwg flekd po & Belg rijw BBpw dord leekerrypiigy il riw
ptor Alydmrov, ix ihaxiorey iEovfepwpiver Imi yije weai Bahdewye
riga avrob, fegbappivar #xi cupidrav iv {Ppe woddg, wei ox fiv &
(?rim'wv. Compare with this account, Do Cassius, xlii. 3. 4; Plutarch,
" Pompeius,” 80. I, 2. As to the exact da