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f1.A. Abstract F.A.Gordon-Kerr B.A. 
St. John's College 

Hellenism in Palesti!~= 323-129 B.C. with !3:Qecial 
~ference to the causes of the Macca bean Rebellion 

It is the purpose of this thesis to.set the Maccabean Revolt: 
in the widest possible relevant framework, namely that of the 
Hellenistic world of its da y, and also of the post-exilic 
national history of the Jewish people~ The praetice of labelling 
the Maccabean Revolt as a 'struggle against Hellenism' or some 
such phrase appears to make assumptions about both Hellenism 
a nd Judaism which, on a closer examination of the internal 
social condition of Judae~a at the time, are by no means necessarily 
true. My aim is to find out if possible what was the complex of 
causes which touched off this revolt; and in order to do this I 
believe one has to look at both the Hellenistic:. and Jildaistic 
contexts of this rebellion at the Saine time. Wj_ th this in mind 
I have briefly sketched Jewish history from the Exile to 323 rs.e.. 
before dealing \'ITi th the body of the work. 

The Art and Architecture of the Hellenistic period has been 
briefly examined to discover what proportion of Greek ceramics, 
sculpture and architecture actually reached and affected· 
Palestine, and how much native art.and architecture reflected 
this during the Hellenistic period. 'J!his sec.tion is illustrated 
by appropriate photographs. 

The relation· of Rome· t·o the _Middle-Eastern pmoJers surrounding 
Palestine (Coele-Syria) has been traced during the late third and 
early second centuries B.G., and it has been concluded that this 
threat from Rome put .. pressure upon. Antiochus IV to unite hi·s~ 

realm by means of religious reform. This was the last hope of.: . 
strengthening his empire to withstand the pressure. of.' Rome via·. 
Pergamum and Egypt. In t·his international cc::mtext the re-ligious 



reforms demanded by .Antioehus IV seem to be not·. so much evil 

as regrettable. And it.; is also concluded that they were only" 

partly responsible for the Rebellion, social causes inter alia 

having played a major part. 
May 196?. 
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FRANCIS A. GORDON-KER~.' B.A., Dip. Ed. ST JOHN' 8 COLLEGE 

"Hellenism in P\alestine 323 - 129 B. C. with special 

reference to the· Causes of the Maccabean: Rebellion" 

PREAMBLE 

A fresh discussion of the various factors which 

were collectively the cause of the Maccabean Rebellion 

seemed to be indicated as research on this ~eriod seems 

now to be once again the department almost exclusively 

of the Biblical. scholar; I believe this to be 

unfortunate, as it seems that the historical reasons 

for this struggle, and its consequences, have valid 

histor~cal importance in their own right and in a 

wider context than that provided by Coele-Syria alone. 

Accordingly, it is the purpose of this thesis to set 

the Maccabean Revolt in the widest possible relevant 

framework, namely that of the Hellenistic world of 

its day, and also of the post-exilic national history 



of the Jewish people. It has seemed to me that it is 

hardly a correct representation of the case to label 

the Maccabean Revolt as a "struggle against Hellenism" 

or some such phrase. This appears to leave too much 

unsaid and to make assumptions which, on a closer 

examination of the internal social condition of Judaea 

at the time, are by no means necessarily true. My aim 

is to find out if possible what was the complex of 

causes which touched off this revolt, and in order to 

do this I believe one has to look at both the 

Hellenistic and Judaistic contexts of this rebellion 

at the same time and without bias. T~is has necessi­

tated the extension of the period under discussion 

backwards to the end of the Babylonian captivity for a 

summary account of the national antecedents to the 

encounter with Hellenism. 

I am following Tarn and Droysen in using 

"Hellenism" as the substantive of "Hellenisti.c" and 

referring it to the period of Greek influence which 

could be said to follow on from Alexander's Asiatic 

campaigns of 336 - 323. I take this influence to 

include artistic, social, political, and religious, 

as well as military pressures. Mahaffy's interest­

ing theories on the influence exerted on Xenophon 

2. 



,"<.' 

by the East, and the consequent interest this may have 

aroused in his reading public, is extremely intriguing 

but I believe it would nevertheless be an unnecessary 

muddling of terms to refer to Xenophon's influence as 
1. 

"Hellenism", which is what Mahaffy implies. 

My sources for this examination are taken from 

Biblical, Apocryphal, and Secular· writers. I am 

largely dependent on Polybius because of his first­

hand knowledge of Roman policy at the· time of' the 

Maccabean Revolt and in particular because of his 

relevance for the examination of the whole tenor of 

Roman policy in the Eastern Mediterranean at that 

time. My main Jewish historical source is the First 

Book of Maccabees, the considerable accuracy of which 

I .. accept, and Josephus' "Antiquities of the cJews" are 

used for their amplification of the Maccabean period. 

I largely accept Dr R.J.H. Shutt's findings about the 

trustworthiness of Josephus' narrative and his con-
2. 

sequent reliability as a hist·orian. My main Biblical 

source is the Book of Daniel. 

It is regrettable that, ·in a thesis whose subject 

carries such wide ramifications, the depth at which 

material is studied often has to suffer at the expense 

of breadth. However, I believe this to be both valid 

3. 



and inevitable, as, only if the period of tn.e Revolt 

and its antecedents are seen in their necessarily wide 

context, will the reasons for it appear in their 

correct light. The Jewish state found i tsel:f' in the 

middle of ~ very large outside world, following the 

advent of Greek influence, and I believe it :3hould be 

examined always as a part of that wider world. 

In addition to consulting the various pJ:aimary 

sources and other works written on this subject, I 

have carried out field-work in Israel and Athens in 

order· to trace the location of such Hellenistic 

settlements as can still be seen in Israel and to study 

what remains; and to get some idea from both Greece 

and Israel of what the transfer of art and archi tec·t­

ural styles in the Hellenistic: and Classical periods 

might have been. Most of the discussion of the results 

of this investigation has been relegated to the 

Appendix. (A). Illustrations in support of these results 

are included in that appendix and refer to the relevant 

field-work. 

Maps have been included for the years 301, 250 

approximately, 198 (panium) and 168 (all dates. being._; 

B.C.) and constitute Appendix (B). 

4. 



NOTES FOR PREAMBLE 

1. J.P. Maharry: The Progress or Hellenism in 

Alexander's Empire. Chicago 1905, p.21.r. 

2. R.J.H. Shutt: Studies in Josephus. London. 1961. 

CHAPTER 1 FROM THE EXILE TO ALEXANDER( 

The Babylonian Exile rrom 597 to 538 B.C. was a 

great national disaster ror the Israelite nation, 

involving as it did the deportation to settlements-by 

the River Chebar or an estimated 50,000 people out or 

a population at the time or Zedekiah or approxim~tely 

225,000: 25,000 has been postulated as the population 
1. 

or Jerusalem then. This- number of exiles included a 

considerable proportion of the intelligentsia, eccles­

iastical as well as secular, of Israel and therefore 

as a group constituted a cohesive body of potential+y 

great influence and power·. That these people did have 

this power was presently shown to be the case. 

These· exiles were conrronted with considerable 

religious and psychological problems in settling 

5. 



down to a new life. in the culturally advanced country 

of Babylonia, whose culture had had very considerable 

influence on Canaan since well before the· Exodus from 

Egypt, about 1250~and especially in the patr:Larchal 

period. The religious problem of separation :E'rom temple 

and cultus produced a passionate devotion to ritual and 

a renaissance .of cultu.s on new soil. Encouraged no 

doubt by the prophecies of Ezekiel and later of 

Deutero-Isaiah, the exiles came to be consolidated 

into a community possessing religious strength and 

stability. This was based on 1. Faith, 2. Circum­

cision and Sabbath-keeping, 3. Possession of Historical 

writings: the Pentateuch including rudimentary 

versions at least of the Jahwistic, Elohistic and 

Deuteronomic strands; and also Possibly parts of 

Judges, Samuel·and Kings. 4. Common worship and a new 

stimulus to worship: the Synagogue in particular has 

been called "The Child, of the Exile". 5. Jewish Law, 

containe.d. in large portions of the Book of Deuteronomy. 

'Judaism' as a system of belief stemmed from Babylon 

and found its normative expression in the character­

istics of exclusiveneBs, hope and piety. Piety was a 

new concep!t even in Judaism and the community became 

a spiritual as distinct from a political unit. A 

Y spiritual religion came to live side by side with sheer 

6. 



legalism and the Jew seems. not to have felt the 

contradiction this implied. 

During -the period of the Exile the remainder of 

the Jewish people, perhaps 150,000 in number who were 

left in Judaea, became the object of maraUding attacks 

from the surrounding tribes, in particular the Moab­

ites and the Idumaeans, these latter having_cooperated 

with the Babylonian forces in the siege of Jerusalem 

in 586. The social condition of the people in Judaea 

from 586 to 539 is said to have been desolate and 

religion was at a low ebb. The Temple remained, although 

in ruins, but local shrines ceased to exist. 

In 539, when Cyrus allowed the Jew Sheshbazzar to 

restore the Jewish State as governor of JUdaea, not 

many Jews went back, the majority doubtless preferring 

their not uncomfortable and apparently quite productive 

life in captivity on the banks of the Cheba:r. 

Edwyn Bevan is insistent that the sentiments described 

in the words "By the waters of Babylon we sat down 

and wept" do not refer necessarily to the majority of 

exiles, for the evidence seems to be that many did not 
2. 

return at all. The desolation of their homeland was 

more discouraging than the captivity in whj.ch they 

were held, and when Cyrus freed them, Babylon retained 

7. 



an attraction for them. In 537 Zerubbabel and 

Joshua were appointed as Governor and High Pr•iest 

respectively, and civil administration was 

restored under the tutelage of Persia, although 

this did not amount to political reconstruct:ion. 

After the Exile the hope of restoring the Davidic 

Dynasty and founding an independent Jewish K:Lngdom 

certainly failed; but Jerusalem appears to have 

become a cultural centre for the scattered Jewish 

communities throughout the near East, notably in 

Egypt, to which country many had fled af'ter the fall 

of Jerusalem. 

In 516 the repair and reconstruction of the 

Temple was completed. The old syncretism of' the 

Jews was still strong at the time of' Deutero-

Isaiah, about 540, and f'or long after then; and the 

Temple, built in the time of' Haggai and Zeccariah, 

520-516, will have given a religious f'ocus to the 

nation to facilitate the process of' the religious 

revival of the people as a whole. The alliance 

between priestly and prophetic ideals became the mark 

of Judaism after the E:xile. Of' the relevant' prophets 

Ezekiel is perhaps the most catholic of all the out­

standing Old Testament figures; he represents the 

8. 



mingling of different streams of religious devotion 

which formed the piety which was now a main character­

istic of Judaism. In Deute.ro-Isaiah, his spiritual 

successor, as it were, Monotheism becomes conscious of 

itself and for the first time proud and assertive. 

One result of this was that later Judaism could point 

to Deutero-Isaiah as justification that Jahweh had 

destined the Gentiles to be the servants of the Jews. 

In Judaism's relations with the Greek· world this was 

to have momentous results. 

There were two classes of prophets: (1) those 

who found Jahweh's gracious purpose in the nation's 

continued prosperity, and (2) those who found it in 

the nation's morality and obedience. Haggat and 

Z'eccariah exhort a dispirited people to honour Jahweh 

during the reign of Darius 520-518 B.C.; after them 

there is no more propheti.c activity until Malachi and 

Trito-Isaiah (Ch. 56-66) - about 450 B.C. To them 

the supreme urgency was personal a~d national holiness: 

the purity of ritual and cultus. With Trito-Isaiah 

'true' prophecy comes to~- end. He is the last canon­

ical prophet to deal just with the destiny of Israel 

and her neighbours; the following prophets go wider 

and merge into Apocalyptic, and so possibly lose the 

9. 



intensity of conviction held by the earlier prophets. 

Ritual began to take a place beside morality, 

which was not the position of the pre-exilic prophets: 

ritual commends itself to God and this opens the 

floodgates to racial pride and so to the intolerance 

and separatutattitudes which in time would encounter 

Greek universalism and tolerance. 

The Law, even more than the Temple and the 

national traditions, was the very centre of Judaism. 

'Topah' meant the instruction of a priest to a 

worshipper, or the lor•e of the prophets, and so became 

a name for general instruction given by Jahweh to his 

people, but its primary meaning was the whole-law of 

Moses as given in the Pentateuch, with a cor:t>esponding 
,. 

authority. The Torah was supplemented by 'Mishpatim~ 

sentences on a particular subject, being judgements, 

precedents, or judicial decisions which were collected 

to form a code of·case-law. There was no Jew whose 

business it was either to pass laws or to punish their 

infraction, and if times were hard there was nothing 

to stop a law becoming a dead letter. There were no 

law courts as such, and doubtful justice was obtained 

from recognised arbiters or from priests or froa the 

King by appeal: nevertheless reverence for law was 

in fact present. 

10. 



Law was also more than a set of statutes: it was 

a lasting principle. As Moses is traditionally the 

organizer of Israelite national li,e, so he was thought 

of as the giver of all laws - laws that originated, 

that is, from Jahweh. Laws were given orally or 

written on stone, but later on parchment might have 

been used. Hebrew law collections were.made to inform 

the layman, priest, OJ:> arbiter as to what should be 

done, conditions being favourable. The codes in the 

Bible are collections of established practice. Every 

law is a development of principles embodied in earlier 

usage; these laws do tend to give ideal precepts and 

to presuppose ideal conditions for their obedience. 

Their originators: were not concerned to harmonise the 

laws but to point thetr importance - their point was 

to restate the principles of 'holiness'. This 

included all levels of culti.c conduct and behaviour.· 

down to food and drese;. 

After the time of Haggai and Zeccariah (about 

520), as there were no lawgivers, the priests could 

give their decision on. Torah when asked. The Jews in 

Egypt at this time appear to have known nothing of 

Deuteronomy; but Nehemiah, sent by.the Persian autho­

rities to undertake the reconstruction of Jerusalem's 
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fortifications so as to minimise the danger of attack 

from the surrounding tribes, did apply the principles, 

at any rate, of Deuteronomy to his subsequent recon-

struction of Jewish national life. After Nehemiah's 

time 'JUdaism' meant worship, ritual, temple, and law: 

this reorganization of life gave rise to the Priests' 

Code. 

The new Israel still required to be drawn together 

and to be given distinctive identity: not just in a 

religious sphere. This was achieved by Ezra. through . 
the Law Book which he is said to have brought from 

Babylon about the year 397, and, with authority from 

the Persian Court, to have imposed on the community in 

solemn covenant. As John Bright says: "The cult was 

regulated and supported by the Law; to be moral. and 

pious was to keep the law. It was this consistent 

stress on the law which imparted to Judai.sm. its distinct-
3. 

ive character." The law now prescribed practi.ce ·and 

although people engaged in the cult joyfully, "this was 

rather a fulfilling of the law's requirements than a 
3. 

spontaneous expression of the national life". 

The pride which the Jew took in the law as the 

mark of his identity evoked in him. an intense, if 

unlovely, loyalty, which Godly Jews would rather die 

than betray; but this same earnestness inevitably not 

12. 



only fenced them around with regulations to maintain 

their desired separateness; it also made them in the 

eyes or, for example, the Greeks, less the ·'philoso­

phers' they had once been thought to be, and more a 

stand-offish and proud people offensive to the pre-

vailing ecumenism or the day. Under·the stimulus and 

provisions of the Law JUdaism tended to draw into 

itself, exhibiting towards those outside it a narrow 

and sometimes intolerant attitude such as that which 

'Jonah' criticised; but there are signs or a concern 

for the salvation or 'the nations' and or a real 

missionary spirit which had certainly-not been present 

in the pre-exilic period. The tension which existed 

between universalism and particularism was never.· 

satisfactorily resolved, and gradually seems to have 

ceased to be a tension within the worshipping 

community proper and to have become the mark· which 

split the nation into progressive and conservative: 
4. 

a demarcation which, as Tcherikover has shown 9 

corresponded to the class distinction between the 

rich - the merchants, priestly aristocracy, and 

traders - and 'the people or the land,.. The social 

consequence or this situation was gradually to 

emerge in the years preceding theMaccabean Revolt. 

As Bright says: "the tension between universalism 
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and particularism thererore continued, with a warm 

desire ror the rinal conversion or the Gentiles 

marching side by side with the wish to have no deal~ 

ings with them whatever. This tension never dis-

appeared; but the latter attitude, though perhaps· 
5. 

understandably, tended to win out". 

The problem berore Judaism was that of standing: 

clear or the world in order to protect its customs 

and laws, and so its identity, rather than that or the 

ways in which it could best become a missionary raith. 

Bright implies that a liberal attitude, ir taken up 

ror instance towards Greek culture, would te:nd to 

sweep broad-minded Jews rrom their religious moor-

ings altogether. This movement or exclusivism and 

separatism began in the period or Persian control, but 

conditions in the Persian empire were such that a 

laissez-raire attitude was not so much normal as 

unnecessary. There was not the intimacy or ::~ocial 

and political contact, with the ideas and antipa-

thies that went with it, that was later to come to 

Palestine with the Greeks. The question or active 

·resentment or a particularist attitude did not, ror 

th~ present, arise. 

Elias Bickermann iDrorms us that excavations 
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have shown· that "in the fifth and fourth centuries 

B.C,E., Palestine belonged to the belt of an eclectic· 

Greco-Egyptian Asiatic culture which extended from 
6. 

the Nile Delta to Cilicia". This may well have been 

the case; but it does not affect the question of 

Jewish particularism, which was a separation of 

religion rather than culture. Bickermann defends the 

excluvism of the Jewish faith by saying that every 

ancient cult was exclusive: this is true, but, inas-

much as Judaism carried exclusivism into its prosely-

tizing· activities as well as into its central obser­

vances, this attitude was exhibited to the outside 

world at a time when such attitudes were not welcome. 

Furthermore, the entry into Palestine of foreign 

coinage types, Attic pottery, and trade does not 

affect the question o:f' Jewish exclusiveness. It 

appears from ]ater anti-Jewish propaganda, e.g., in 

280 by Manetho the Egyptian, that close contact with 

Judaism rather revealed its exclusiveness than dis-

proved it. The very normality of Jewish behaviour· 

while trading, inter·-marrying, and living with nat­

ives in the Diaspora countries under·lines the diver­

gence of the Jewish diaspora, especially in Egypt,_ 

from normative Judaism. All the arguments in support 
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of this exclusivism to preserve a true faith intact may 

be vali~ and, granted that the faith was supremely worth 

preserving, the fact still remains that there was in 

the antipathy which resulted from this separatism a· 

root cause of later attempts to Hellenize Palestine, 

for instance under Antiochus IV Epiphanes. 

The years following the religious reorganizatiorn 

under Ezra were also the years of increasing difficulty 

for the ruling Persian. power. Persian territorial 

expansion had really ceased after Xerxes' repulse in 

"' /Greece in 480-479; and Cip.on' s victory at the 

Eurymedon in 468 combined with the disaffection of 

satraps like Tissaphernes towards the end of the fifth 

century marked the beginnings· of a succession of 

pressures which were never really overcome. Cyrus' 

rebellion in 401 was another stage in the undermining; 

of Persian power; and the cumulative uncertainty made 

Persia more anxious to look after her own safety than 

to interfere in the affairs of the 'Province beyond 

the River'· - as the Vt.h. Satrapy, of which Judaea 

was part, was called. It is said that by and large 

Persian rule was efficient as far as this satrapy was 

conc~rned. 

One consequence of the press~res on the Persian 

rule was, however, a growing distrust of nationalist 

16. 



_.-
(·, 

princes, and so the governorship of Jerusalem was given 

to Persians in succession to people like Sheshbazzar 

and Zerubbabel who had been of the Jewish .royal line. 

Bagoas was appointed governor in 410 B.C. (circa), and 

had presently to deal punitively with a Jewish eccles­

iastical scandal. In about 400 John (Johanan) was the 

high priest and his bl:>other Jesus (Joshua) was a rival 

claimant. John murdered his brother in the Temple and 

in punishment Bagoas imposed a temple tax of 50 shekels 

for every lamb sacrificed: it is said that this Jesus 

had been his protege. 

It was at about this time that the Elephantine 

Papyri were written complaining to 'Bigvai' (Bagoas) 

the governor of Judaea about the destruction of the 

Jewish temple at Jeb ( =' Elephantine) by Waidrang.:, the 

governor of Sye-ne and Nephayan who was the garrison 

commander at Jeb. Consequently the end of the Jewish 

settlement at Jeb is dated at about 404, and Persian 

rule in Egypt also came to an end then, likewise 

under Egyptian nationalist pressure. This Jewish 

settlement had neithel:> law nor prophets, and~ in com­

parison with the ideals of Nehemiah and Ezra, it was 

\ 

effete. Bickermann laments that this is what liberalism 

could do to a diaspora Jewish community. 

There was a serious revolt of the Phoen~cian 
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cities in the middle of the 4th century B.C. which was 

finally' subdued by Persia only after a hard strugg:le 

in 34:8 B. C'. This revolt was the consequence of simi­

lar warlike action by Egyptian native dynasts at the 

time of the accession to the Persian throne of 

Artaxerxes III in 358 B.C. The Egyptian ar~y, strong 

enough in its independence now to lend aid to other 

provinces in revolt, marched north into Palestine with 

the help of Greek officers and mercenaries aXter having 

defeated the Persians once. The Jewish community 

apparently joined in this rebellion, and Jerusalem_ 

may have been partially destroyed early in this 

revolt. The historical basis for the Book of Judith 

and the background of Trito-Isaiah may have been from 

this period; but this section of Jewish history seems 

the least well-illuminated of any during the post­

exilic period. There is scant archaeological evidence 

available for the 4th century. 

Artaxerxes III was murdered in 338 (circa) by 

one Bagoas, who may have been the general who led the 

victorious Persian army in the possible sack of 

Jerusalem in 348, but who is to be distinguished from 

the Bigvai. or Bagoas to whom the Elephantine letters 

of 408 refer. Artaxerxes was succeeded by Darius III, 

the last Persian king and the one whose death was to 
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mark the beginning of militant Hellenism in Asia. 

Greek influence in Palestine as a whole had been 

present to some degree for a long time before 336. 

The enterprise of Greek merchants had taken Greek 

trade to Egypt and the Near and Middle East from at 

the latest the 7th century B.C. onwards, and by the 

6th century the coasts of Syria and Palestine were 

dotted with Greek cities and trading stations. 

Excavations near Ashdod and also south of Tel Aviv 

(Mezdad Hashavyahu) are thought to include a settle-

ment of Gree.k mercenaries, paid off by the Egyptian 

Pharoah Psammetichos I.. This settlement is f'ortified, 

and the Greek pottery found there.is all from the end 

of the 7th century. It is suggested that it was aban­

doned during Pharaoh Necho's invasion of 609; but 

Boardman wonders if these Gree.ks are not 'Necho' s 

Greeks ousted by Babylonians' prior to or consequent 

upon Necho's defeat by Nebuchadnezzar at Carchemish 
7. 

in 605. 

During all this Persian period Greek trade seems. 

to have prospered in the Near East, having been 

restricted under the Babylonians. In particular 

Al Mina, the old trading centre in North Syria, was a 

point of great importance for the entrance· of Greek 

trade. Despite two fires, which involved a change in 
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its plan, its prosper:l ty lasted until it was eclipsed by 

Seleucra-in-Pieria - founded four miles north of Al Mina 

by Seleucus I Nicator in 301. 

In Judea coinage followed the Attic standard; and 

Athene's owl appeared on ~oins during Nehemiah's period 

of office at Jerusalem, contempo~ary with Pericles' at 

Athens. Greek pottery poured into Palestine through 

the Phoenician ports and the Greek trading stations;. 

and the museums of present day Israel contain numerous 

examples of Greek ceramics from the Mycenaean period 

to Hellenistic times, including a great deal of impor-

ted Attic Black-and-Red-figure ware. Bright says this 

trade inevitably impl].ed some contact with the Greek 

mind, 'which if it did. not fundamentally alter Israel's 
8. 

faith affected it profoundly'. Perhaps the most 

important result of these early Greek contacts was to 

give the trading and merchant classes and their social 

circle in Judaea a look at the outside world which, 

increasing as it did with the progress of the 4th 

century, must have created a tension with the 'fenced' 

characteristic of post-Ezraonic Judaism. Nor was this 

tension confined to the merchant class: the priestly 

aristocracy was similarly affected. It may well be 

that the hankering after a Greek way of life, later 

shown to exist, stems from the priestly reaction which 
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in fact took place in face of the reforms of Nehemiah 

and Ezra. 'The priesthood preferred its contacts with 

the outside world (lately of Babylon) to religious 
9. 

purity'. 

The question of Samaria should now be briefly 

dealt with as there is some evidence that it was at 

approximately the end of the Persian Empire that the 

religious rupture between Jerusalem and Samaria took 

place. The conflict between the two cities under 

Persian rule is said to have been primarily a politi-

cal one. Samaria opposed the rebuilding of the walls 

of Jerusalem. because it thought that a resuri•ected 

capital in the south would be a natural rival of the 

northern fortress of Samaria. 

There is an account in Josephus' Antiquities 
JCI • , • 2.-lt 
X. 7, 0 of the building· of the schismatic temple on 

Mount Gerizim in the days of Alexander the Great, 

approximately 335 B. C. and with :h;:i,_t;~);. connivance. 

Bright says: 'The account presents so many difficul-
10. 

ties that one cannot build upon it'; but he concedes 

that a temple on Gerizi.m certainly existed by the early 

2nd century since this is referred to in II Mace. 6, 2. 

He is disposed to date it at the end of the Persian or 

the beginning of the Greek period. This conservative 

judgement being so, we may, I think, say that he joins 
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those scholars, Lofthouse, Box, and Schofield among 

them, who favour a date around 335 for the construction. 

One does not perhaps need to follow Josephus' account 

of the marriage of Sanballat's daughter to Manasseh in 

order to agree more or less with his dating of the 

beginnings of the Samaritan cult. Alexander almost 

certainly had some dealings with Samaria at this time, 

as on his entry into Palestine the people of Samaria 

revolted against the invaders and burned Andromachus, 

their new governor, alive. In punishment. Alexander· 

made Samaria a military colony. There is archaeolo­

gical evidence for this occupation in certain large 

round towers, possibly fortifications, recently exca­

vated at Samaria. 

When the Samaritans did split away from Judaism, 

they took the recently completed Pentateuch with them 

and have never added to it. Their attitude to religion 

during the course of events which immediately preceded 

the Jewish rebellion of 167 appears to have been at 

least as syncretistic as that of the contemporary 

Hellenizing party at Jerusalem and we will refer to 

this later. Meanwhile they maintained a studied 

hostility towards Judaism which increased oui1side 

pressure on the Jewish community to the south and 

inflamed therefore the antipathy that the Jews felt 
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towards those outside it. The Samaritans today are 

only 250 in number (in 1965); and the Pentateuch, but 

no other religious writings, is a possession or a 

curiously antiquarian importance. In the incipient 

Hellenization or Palestine following Alexander's 

entry;' into the country the presence of a Macedonian 

garrison at Samaria marked it particularly as one or 

the many Hellenistic communities by which Judaea was 

surrounded. Ezra's marriage regulations are held to 

have been responsible in part ror the estrangement 

between the community at Samaria and that at Jerusalem. 

In time the Samaritans' zeal ror the law and ror the 

purity of their own race grew to be as enthu13iastic as 

that of the Jews themselves. As at 1928, according to 

.W.F. Lofthouse, sacrifices were still being orfered at 
11. 

Mt. Gerizim. 

The accession or Alexander the Great, and the 

Asiatic campaign which had long been hoped for by his 

father, Philip II or Macedonia, mark a new stage in the 

history of the Near and Middle East including Palestine, 

as they were responsible for the emergence o:r. Hellenis-

tic civilization as a vital force in this area or Asia. 

It marked an intensification of Greek influence in 

Palestine, not only because the armies whose garrisons 

propagated it now lived in close proximity to native 
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populations, but also because it was an inherently 

infectious movement. The casual contact with traders 

now gave way to a closer insight into the ways, 

manners, thought, social structure, and religious 

beliefs of an extremely vigorous and intellectually 

alert race. 

There was an insatiable desire for Hellenistic 

civilization to expand. Its bounds were too narrow; 

and Alexander, representing Pan-Hellenism, assumed 

charge of the project: he fell heir to the prepara­

tions Philip had made for the extension of Greek 

influence, and he enlisted the enthusiasm of' Greeks. 

for their own culture in order to spread it. 

When in 334 he set out across the Dardanelles 

scientists and philosophers accompanied the expedition. 

Ptolemy, the son of Lagos, wrote a history of the exped­

ition based on the official journal. After the battle 

of Issus in 333 Alexander put in motion schemes for 

the government of Asia Minor. He proclaimed a.-. 

regime of democracy and won over the Greek cities to 

his side. Then he headed for Phoenicia with the inten­

tion of destroying the Persian fleet which was using its 

ports. After a long and bitterly contested siege Tyre 

fell in 332, and in the summer of that year Gaza also 
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capitulated; the conquest of the country was completed 

by Alexander's general Parmenion. Legend may have 

filled in the details of Alexander's journey through 

Palestine and of his reception there, but to what 

extent this is so various writers differ. Israel 

Abrahams says that it is an a priori possibility that· 

while in Palestine, Alexander would have been attracted 
12. 

to the temple at Jerusalem. He says that G-raetz · 

admits that it was a psychological possibility that he 

visited the temple; and Abrahams' time schedule, as 

presented here, allows this to take place after the fall 

of Gaza and· before his swift march to Pelusi.um. Jaddua 

the High Priest had been admonished in a dream 'to march 

out, himself arrayed in purple and gold, mitred and 

bearing on his forehead the gold plate on which was 
13. 

inscribed the Divine Name. ' Tcherikover says that to 

him some meeting between Alexander and the Jews would .,. 
appear to hav:e been a certainty, although not invested 

with the legendary detail which so impressed Abrahams. 

The Jews may have wished Alexander to confirm the auto-

nomy of the high priestly rule; and/ as it was his 
/' 

policy that in all cases peoples should 'live according 

to their ancestral law', the Jews would preBumably 

have been no exception. It has been suggested that he 

t V.fc.h.lt'ilt.ottCI': '~tJ,tc~isl:.;c C;vili5~ ~ k Jt.Js .' p· q.' · 
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may have granted this in a letter to the Macedonian 

official in charge of Palestinian affairs. The only 

Greek city in this area founded at the command of ... 
~ 

Alexander was the rebuilt Gaza. -.propos this some-

what ill-defined licison between Alexander and the 

Jews of 332, Abrahams says that the evidence suggests 

that the favour which Hellenistic rulers, both Egypt­

ian and Syrian, were later to show to the Jews 'was a 

legacy from Alexander's similar policy, derived from 

the support that his clemency won from the Jewish con-
14. 

temporaries of his invasion of the Holy Land .. ' If 

this seems altogether too great a political weight to 

attach to the support of a small hill-tribe, it is 

reasonable to add that several scholars, Schofield 

among them, believe that Jaddua's action was rather the 

action of Jews who had ~t first refused to give 

Alexander allegiance and were now attempting to fore-
15. 

stall his ~rath by this ceremonial welcome. 

Alexander next proceeded against Egypt where the 
( 

Persian satrap submitted to him in November 332. While 

there he is said to have planned Alexandria and to have 

reorganized the government of Egypt under two native 

governors, those of Upper and Lower Egypt, thus putting 

into practice there the principle of limited national 
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autonomy. 

In July 331, after attending to the reorganization 

• of the ~overnment of Syria, Alexander crossed over the 

Euphrates and Tigris to Gaugamela. After hts final 

defeat of the Persian army in battle there, he moved 

on to Babylon and so to Persepolis in 330. The con-

quest of Persia followed. Early in the summer of 

327, Alexander moved from Bactria towards North-West 

India, which was conquered following the Battle -&#o" fkc. 

Hydaspes. By 325 he was at the mouth of the Indus; 

and after turning westwards again over the sand wastes 

of Gedrosia and southern Carmania, where he lost a 

large part of his army, he reached Susa in Spring 324. 

He planned an Arabian expedition while at Babylon in 

323, but could not thr·ow off an attack of fever at that 

time and died in 323. He had given to Greek civiliza-

tion and its sciences a scope and an opportunity that 

they had not previously possessed; and trade and 

commerce had been internationalized on an unprecedented 

scale. I The Greek """I? replaced the many dialects of 

Greek, and other languages also, and became the lingua 

franca of the Empire. 

After Alexander Persia, India, Egypt, GJ:-eece, and 

presently Italy all conform to a common standard, in 
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distinction to their previous separateness, and 'desire 
16. 

to be regarded as members of a common civilization': 

it seems to have been the tragedy of pre-Maccabean 

Hellenistic Palestine that this view was only the 

propertY of one section of the population. Palestine 

was too central geographically to the Greek world in 

which it found itself placed to contract out of the 

unity of culture which had emerged as the result of 

Alexander's conquests. It seems to me that there was 

bound in ·time to be a tension within Judaism between 

those for whom this culture had a definite attraction 

and those who distrusted· it and were fearful of it. 
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CHAPTER II: FROM THE DEATH OF ALEXANDER TO THE BATTLE 
OF PANIUM: 

PTOLEMAIC'PERIOD: 323- 198 

Palestine's geographical composition rendered the 

exclusivist nature of its national disposition since 

Ezra easy to maintain. Known during the Hellenistic 

period as Coele (Hollow) Syria because of the valley 

(Emek) running down from the gap between the Lebanon 

and Anti-Lebanon ranges· in the north through the ~lain 

of Esdraelon and southwards through Lod to Beersheba, 

the terrain was well suited to the maintenance of a 

somewhat insular culture. The hills of Palestine were 

just off the main caravan routes to Babylon and Arabia, 

which passed through the valleys and coastal plains 

skirting the hill country. Especially on the East 

(Jordan) side, the hills of Judea are steep and rugged 

and so the country was relatively inaccessible to 

direct foreign influence. Owing to this geography and 

the national and religious particularism, Israel.did 

not adopt foreign practices until they had proved their 

·worth and 'could. be assimilated without sacrificing the 

autonomy of the spirit which remained one of Israel's 
1. 

chief characteristics'. The Greek occupation-of Coele-

Syria marked a severe test of this isolation in that 
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the incoming cul tu~e was of an extremely pe1•vasi ve 

type, and rather than attack Judaism it attracted a 

part of it. 

Macedonians were settled in Palestine under 

Alexander; and, while some new cities were founded, 

a large number of existing ones became predominantly 

Greek, particularly those on the Mediterranean coast 

which were in close commercial contact with the Greek 

traders. In the two hundred years following the 

invasion of Palestine many Greek cities were founded 

with Greek. and Macedonian settlers; and in this way 

Judaea became surrounded by Greek colonies and deeply 

influenced by Greek. customs and ideas. 

In 320 Coele-Syria and Judaea were seized by 

Ptolemy, one of Alexander's generals, from Laomedon, 

who had been in command. Syria was quickly conquered 

by Nicanor and Ptolemy, and annexed. Laomedon was 

captured and Syria was garrisoned. Ptolemy ruled 

Syria for five years; but in 315 Syria and :Palestine 

were invaded by Antigonus, who was now master of most 

of Western Asia. Seleucus, the satrap at Babylon, had 

escaped to Egypt, where Ptolemy had given him asylum. 

By 316 the royal house of Macedonia had been suppressed 

by the murder of Olympias, the mother of Alexander: 
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the imprisonment of Alexander IV had followed the death 

of Philip II, and power had now passed into the hands 

of Antigonus, Ptolemy, Lysimachus and c·assander, who 

held Asia Minor and most of western Asia, Egypt, Thrace, 

and Greece respectively. The most loyal of Alexander's 

generals, Eumenes, had been defeated at Susa in 316 

by Antigonus, probably his most able one~ The years 

315 to 301 are taken up with the long struggle of 

Antigon'Us for Macedon:la. 

In 312, Demetrius, the son of Anti-gonus, was 

defeated at Gaza by a coalition of Ptolemy and Seleucus. 

Then Seleucus retook Babylon and ruled from there, 

dating his accession as the beginning of the Seleuci.d 

era. He· routed Nicanor on the Tigris, and annexed 

Susiana and Persis. Demetrius failed to retake Babylon 

for Antigonus in 311; and Seleucus was able to consoli-

date Iran and the Euphrates Valley as far ~ast as the 

Jaxartes from 311 to 302. 
2. 

Tcherikover believes that it may be supposed that: 

Ptolemy's rule from 320 to 315 was popular among the 

Jews. Hecataeus of Abdera, whose writings seem to find 

favour with Jewish writers on this period, allegedly 

accompanied Ptolemy I on his Syrian campaign of 312, 

and published in a report of his journey the first Greek 

account of the Jews, based particularly on data given to 
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the author by a Jewish priest who in 312 had accompanied 

the Ptolemaic army to Egypt. Tcherikover says there iQ 

a place for Hecataeus' tradition in the withdrawal of 

Ptolemy in 311, when the Jews may have been sorry to see 
3. 

Ptolemy go. Whatever the weight which may or may not be 

placed on Hecataeus' evidence, it does seem that the 

Ptolema:t.c House did not have to atone for, or suffer 

recorded discontent because of, activities of Ptolemy I 

in Palestine. 

In the peace of 311 Antigonus may have f.ounded 

Macedonian colonies in Palestine because of its strat-

egic importance to himself. 

By 305 all the fl.ve dynasts had assumed the title 

of 'Kings' in Greece, Thrace, Asia Minor, the Babylonian 

sector, and Egypt. respectively: in· view of the fluidity 

of the military position this territorial re:rerence was 

implied rather than real. In 302. a coalition of 

Seleucus, Cassander, I.ysimachus, and Ptolemy was formed 

against Antigonus. · Seleucus marched west from India; 

and in the Spring of 301 Seleucus and Lysimachus joined 

forces at Ipsus in Phrygia agains~ Antigonus and 

Demetrius. Following their success in this battle, 

Seleucus and Lysimachus divided up. the empire, and 

Seleucus claimed Syria. Ptolemy retook Syria in 301, 
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and was conceded Coele-Syria as far as the River 

Eleutherus by Seleucus more, it is believed, out of 

comradeship than strategy. Tcherikover thinks 

Seleucus would have found it difficult to do otherwise! 

Diplomatic activity took place to dispossese; Ptolemy; 

but, although the formal claim to it was Seleucid, in 

view of the fact that Ptolemy was in occupation 

Seleucus gave up his legal right to it. Amongst other 

Palestinian cities Ptolemy occupied Jerusalem. Josephus 

(Ant. XII. 3,-6) follows Agatharchides in postulating .. 
an anti-Jewish attitude by Ptolemy: Hecataeus of Abdera 

on the other hand preserves a tradition of J·ewish friend-

liness to Ptolemy and vice versa, especially mentioning 
ql 

the priest Hezekiah. The second view is now discounted 

less than it was in the 19th century. 

In 312, after the Battle of Gaza, when Ptolemy 

temporarily evacuated Palestine, ravaging at the same 

time the towns of Acco, Joppa, Gaza, Samaria. and 

Jerusalem, a large number of Jews migrated to Egypt. 

In Egypt the Jewish quarter at Alexandria was in the 

north-east of the city. There the Jews lived under 

their own law and were represented on the municipal 

council by their ovm leaders. Presently as many Jews 

lived in Egypt as in Palestine itself. Many of those 

A -f \f,fcA,.e,; kG"" : • Hc.llc:,..u;Hc. CiuH!SA4 ~ tr..L Jews' p. 'S!f. 
I ~ · fU..IIi~U' :Op. c.it · p. 5b. 
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came as slaves; and according to the 'Letter of Aristeas' 

Jews were also forcibly removed to Egypt from Jerusalem 

by the Persians at 'the time of their power', (Letter, 
?:z 3 5· 

Para. 2d, L.34). 

This movement of Jews into Egypt has been. called 'the 

most important step towards the Hellenization of Jewry 
4. 

after Alexander's conquest'. The personal names of the 

new Jewish colonists do not appear to carry on the pre-

exilic onomastic tradition, as in the Elephantine papyri; 

but belong to three main types: familial biblical names 

like Abram, Judah, Joseph, Simeon (Simon); Aramaic names 

not found in the Old Testament but common later; arid 

Greek names. The reason for the importance of the Jews' 

contact with Egypt as a factor in the Hellenization of 

Palestine was that it brought these Jewish refugees, 

settlers, and mercenaries, into the most immediate 

practical contact with a working Hellenistic: monarchy, 

very efficiently organized., and compact enough to focus 

Greek art, literature, and political. organization, in 

the north of Egypt in which most of the Jews settled: 

this was also the main: Greek quarter of Egypt, near the 

city and port of Alexandria. The constant traffic: 

between Egypt and Coele-Syria during the Ptolemaic 

dominance from 301 to 198 was a powerful factor in 
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inf'luericing the trading a~istocracy· of' Judaea in 

f'avour of' Hellenism, if' only f'or the practical commer-

cial advantages which accrued when it was wholeheartedly 

embraced. 

The other major f'actors in the Hellenizing process: 

in Palestine during the 3rd·:century were the building 

and settlement of' the numerous Greek colonies and the 

Hellenizing of' Phoenician and Samaritan towns bordering 

on Judaea. The Je·ws' good treatment in Egypt may have 

helped to f'oster the good f'eelings which indigenous 

Jews had towards the Ptolemaic rule - apparent later on, 

when under the Seleucids, this attitude attained the 

statua of' a principle of' policy in one section of' the 

community. On the Ptolemaic side the wood f'rom the 

Lebapon in the north of' Coele-Syria was essential f'or 

the building of' Ptolemaic ships of' both military and 

civil categories. It was upon her naval power, and the 
' 

protection which it was required to af'f'ord to her.· 

Mediterranean trading,. that Ptolemaic power in the 

Mediterranean during t:he reigns of' the f'irst f'our 

Ptolemies very largely rested. Upon it also depended 

her considerable diplomatic traf'f'ic. 

Alexander's successors, dominated by Alexander's 

ideas, believed it an essential part of' their job as 
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rulers to found Greek cities in their territories; but 

being careful, in view of' the delicate military balance, 

to keep the allegiance of the soldiery under their 

command, they had to pay at least lip-service to the 

concept of' Greek superiority: and so Alexander's grand 

internationalism becmne watered down; and this has led 

A.H.M. Jones to doubt whether· most of his successors 

had much genuine enthusiasm for the political side of' 
5. 

Greek culture. Certainly it may be doubted whether· 

they saw the founding and settlement of' these Greek 

cities as part of' a process of' the dissemination of 

culture. Of Alexander's successors, Antigonus, ruling 

most of' Asia Minor and Syria f'rom 320 to 301, followed 

Alexander's policy closely in the Greek cities at 

Antigonei,a/in Bi thynia and Antigoneia (near Antioch) 

in Syria. The settle1•s of the latter are said to have 

been Athenians. Seleucus I was an avid colonizer, as 

is shown by his sixteen Antiochs including his capital 

on the Orontes, nine Seleucias, eight Laodiceas, three 

Apameas, and a Stratonicea, as well.as others named 

after Alexander and a:f'ter his own victories. 

Because the successors were dependent on the 

goodwill of the regent of' Macedonia to provide troops, 

such troops had to be kept; and it was realized that: 

settlement of these troops was not only economical 
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but also likely to ensure the loyalty of the army. 

It seems to have been Seleucus' object to make 

northern Syria and Mesopotamia another Macedonia, in 

which his expatriated countrymen could feel at home. 

For this reason he renamed the physical features of the 

country and named the settlements after towns in 

Macedonia, such as Edessa, Pella, and Beroea, for 

example. These may even have corresponded to the Mace­

danian towns his soldiers came from. 

Before 280 B.C. when Asia Minor became Seleucid, 

native dynasties had already become established in 

Bithynia and Pontic Cappadocia. Seleucid rule in 

Asia Minor - as a result of the defeat of Antigonus 

in 301 - was almost from the first limited to the 

South Eastern part of the country, and even here the 

Ptolemies held portions of the South Coast. The 

Seleucid dynasty was gradually confined to Cilicia~_·· 

and Syria, principally as the resul~ of the advance 

of the Romans and Parthians respectively from West 

and East which will be dealt with in Chapter III. 

The Ptolemaic contribution to the founding of 

cities appears huge, judging by their names; but it 

is really very small. Names used included largely 

Ptolemais, Arsinoe and Berenice; but most o:f' the 
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foundations were really nothing more than new names 

for old-established towns. Ptolemais (Acco) in 

Palestine was never Greek, always Phoenician; and 

the Phoenician cities were all autonomous by the 

time of Ptolemy II, who succeeded to the Egyptian 

throne in 285. Some towns in fact had no civic· 

organization, and Philoteria in Galilee and Philadel­

phia (Rabbath Ammon) are said to be examples of this. 

The Ptolemies gave· dynastic names to native towns 

without raising their status to actual poleis. 

0 A.H.M. Jones confirms that this process took place 
6. 

in Syria. 

I believe this to have been extremely Wlfortunate 

for the Hellenization process in Palestine because it 

tended to hold. back the development of native cities 

when they could have assimilated polis-structure 

without undue disruption. As it was, as we shall see:,. 

this process fell to the Seleucids to carry ()Ut; and · 

when it was undertaken the conversion was cor•respondingly 

swifter and more violent. But I do not wish to give the 

impression that the effect of the spread of Hellenism 

even in Ptolemaic times was unheeded by the J"ews. 

Ptolemaic Egypt was divided into forty areas called 

names: each was governed by a strategos and assisted 
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by a scribe. Each nome was divided into two or more 

toparchies under a toparch and his scribe or topo­

gramma~eus. Each village within the toparchy had a 

comarch and a comogra~nateus. All officials were 

appointed by the Crown; and this system consequent]y 

made possible the most minute and elaborate exploita­

tion of the country in the interests of the government. 

The temples were also brought under the jurisdiction of 

this economic system; and their land was administered 

by the Crown, which paid a salary to each priest. 

Southern Syria under the Ptolemies was divided 

int~_hyp~rchies, e.g. Ammanitis, Esbonitis and 

Moabi t·i.s. In the second century, under the Seleucids, 

the divisions were smaller than hyparchies and took 

the Egyptian designations of nomes or toparchies. 

Officials were then called Meridarchs, and were possibly 

in command of the hyparchies. Oeconomoi were also 

attached to hyparchies, and comarchs were the villag..e 

headmen. The Ptolemies permitted a facade of autonomy 

in those parts of the countries where city life was 

strongly developed, for instance in Cyrenaica, Cyprus, 

Lycia and Phoenicia, including the Palestine coast. 

There is a general agreement among scholars that the 

Egyptian bureaucratic administration gave no chance t.o 
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the indigenous political institutions of the native 
7. 

communities to develop. This had the effect of limit-

ing Hellenism, as grasped by those who wished it, to 

its external~ without its being rooted in that political 

life without which it was properly speaking 'impossible. 

Alexander's swift defeat of' a long-ruling 

oriental power had shaken orientals' belief' in their 

own institutions and way of' life; and so the urban· 

proletariat, who had greater opportunities of coming 

in.to contact with Greek culture than had the. peasants, 

acq_11ired a smattering of Greek manners and ways but 

lacked the leisure or education to do more. This threw 

the onus of Hellenization on to the upper classes, and 

so it begins to possess the characteristics of a social 

movement. In stressing the smallness of' the class that 

adopted the new culture Jones stresses 'the extraordinary 
8. 

thoroughness' of' the adoption process,no less thorough 

in Judaea than elsewhere, but a little later. Educated 

men in the Middle East had no further use f'6r their· 

native cultures and they adopted that of their conquer­

ors lock,stock and barrel. Of' course they were in fact 

adopting, though they may not have realized it at.the 

time, more ·than just the culture of' Greece. They were 

adopting its life and in some measure its wideness of 

¥ thought. The Maccabees were perhaps penetrating enough 
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to see that this wideness would probably introduce 

syncretism into religion as well, or at least would 

imply it. We shall deal presently with the question 

of' whether this was an unnecessary f'ear. 

One of' the 'Greek' towns which f'ormed a circle 

round the perimeter of' Judaea was the ancient town 
w•ftetR 

of' Philoteria on the south-esetePR bank of' the Sea of' 
9. 

Galilee. Nebane (in 'La Geographie du Talmud' p.31) 

was the f'irst to ide~tif'y the site with Beth Yerah, 

mentioned in the Talmud in connection with the 

~ordan valley. The name Beth (Beit) Yerah means 

'House of' the Moon' , ·and has a Bronze Age origin; at 

the southern end of' the Tel, an apse can be clearly 

seen which is said to mark the boundary of' a courtyard 

belonging to the Early Bronze village. Beth Yerah was 

outside the Judaean boundary up to the time of' the 

Maccabees; and the population is thought to have been 

a mixture of' Arameans, Canaanites, and Phoenicians, 
10. 

with a small Jewish element. Sukenik f'eels that 

Alexander must have thought this region a f'ruitf'ul_ f'ield 

f'or his Hellenizing actiyities, and inveighs f'rom the 

Jewish point of' view against the banef'ul influence of' 

such Hellenistic cities. 

The new (Greek) name of' Philoteria is found in a 
11. 

passage of' Polybius in connection with Antiochus III's 
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Palestinian campaigns of 218. Polybius says here that 

Philoteria and Bethshan (Scythopolis) surrendered to 

him and were well able to supply him with provisions 

for his army. The name 'Philoteria', which is also 

found in Egypt, was it seems gi ve.n to the city in 

order to flatter Ptolemy II Philadelphus, whose stater.· 

was called Philoteria. Precisely what Philoteria was -

whether a Macedonian e;ettlement on the Early Bronze 

site or a purely native town up to the time of Ptolemy 

II - is uncertain;; it seems the general view that the 

town was one of the three Ptolemaic 'foundations' in 

Palestine, the others being Ptolemais on the coast and 

Philadelphia, which changed its name from Rabbath 

Ammon but remained an Aramaean town. 

The excavations which took place at Philoteria 

from 1946 to 1956 reveal that the tel was uninhabited 

from Early Bronze III up: to the beginning of the 

Hellenistic period and: the depth between the Early 

Bronze and Hellenistic leve1s is relatively shallow 

such as·may be expected from the natural accumulation 
12. 

of·soil. The Hellenistic level contained the remains 

of a street with a number of buildings along it built 

of brick, inclUding several pri V?te houses, 1:>ne of which 

was excavated completely. The Hellenistic remains 
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included a tomb excavated in the glac·is of' the Bronze 
13. 

Age stone wall. My photograph shows one of' the two 

apsidal.baths in the wall of' the long arm of' one side 

of' a Roman thermal establishment containing, adjacent 

to the bath, a hypocaust cellar with rows of· brick 

pillars. There is evidence that these baths were 

remodelled at a later date, possibly in early Byzantine 

times. The town does certainly seem to have been a 

f'ortress at some period as there are remains of' two 

square towers, the intervening curtain wall, and a 
12. 

gate. 

The Government at Alexandria paid special atten­

tion to the welf'are and economic development of' Syria. 

There is no evidence for a Governor of' Palestine as 

such; in any case he would have been unnecessary, it 

is thought, owing to the nearness of', and good liaison 

with, Egypt. There was a very large number of' lower 

of'f'icials under the Di~etes and his OekonGRomos. The 

same virtues and def'ects of' Egyptian bureaucratic 

of'f'icialdom now came to Palestine as existed in Egypt 

itself', especially the overseeing of' the private lives 

of' citizens. The agents of' Ptolemy II's Finance 

Minister, Apq1;lon.ius, were especially active, and their 

work. on the coast was extensive and productive. It was 
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probably in 259 that Apollonius decided to make a 

thorough examination of Syria's economic situation 

through his agent, Zenon. Forty notes and letters 

in the Zenon Papyri are concerned wtth this vis~t 

and its aftermath of correspondence. 

Southern Syria was vital to the defence of 

Egyp~, and so the unstable politics of Palestine 

made problems here. To deal with this in face of 

the threat from the Seleucid Kingdom· the Ptolemies 

f'ounded cleruchies and. garrisoned Syrian cities. 

Tripolis seems to have guarded the northern frontier. 

The military organization of' these posts involved 

various off'ices such as Hegemon (Garrison Commander), 

Acrophylax (Commanding Officer of' the Citadel), 

Phylakarches (Chief of' Police), and Archyperetes 

(Paymaster-General). The Papyrus C.P. Jud. 1 (PrGZ. 

59003) is quoted by Tcherikover as showing a land-
t 

holding being distributed to troops: in thi13 

instance the cleruchy is in Ammonite country .to guard 

against Bedouin attacks; the post was probably at 
jUt"isonecl. 

'Arak-el-Emir' in Trans-Jordan, and it was ~laP~ePea 

by both Infantry and Cavalry. Tobiah, who was the 

native prince in charge of' this cleruchy, was a sheik 

and may have been a descendant of Tobiah, the Ammonit~ 
f V. 'fekcr-ai<Dvu- : •· Hc.tteM.is~ic Cfv;f!j~ A-{) hv, '-'r.Jt. ~ p·7o. 
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slave known to Nehemiah. It was important that the 

natives of Palestine should be seen to be tz•usted by 

the Ptolemies; and Tobiah's son Joseph was to be 

notably zealous f'or the Ptolemies as a tax-gatherer. 

But the Palestinian princes were not all so friendly, 

and one, ZaidelqS., had little respect f'or the .Egyptian 

Finance Minister. Their ownership of' the soil was 

·sufficient cause f'or the Ptolemies to treat them with 

respect. 

Government officials as well as merchants were 

involved in the trade between Syria and Egypt; there 

was no private enterprise apparently, and a tendency 

to a 'nationalised' import and export industr·y, f'or 

instance in corn and whe_at, cramped initiative. So 

also with olive oil, incense, and perfumes. Small 

Nile-traffic craft were used for trading, and the ports 

which were important were Gaza, Tyre, and Acco (Ptolemais), 

and Alexandria and Pe+~sium in Egypt. (The Zenon Papyri 

do not deal with trade outgoing from Egypt: the Egyptian 

Finance Minister was interested in the Syrian wares he 

would obtain f'or his home). Slaves also went from Syria 

to Egypt; those mentioned in the papyri were probably 

for light domestic and industrial work, f'or ir1stance in 

a weaving mill in one of the villages of the Fayyum. 
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Slave-hunting by Egyptians for both sexes was so wide-

spread 'in Syria that it had to be forbidden by Ptolemy 

Philadelphus (Vienna Papyrus), except in the case of 

public, government-sponsored slave-auctions. 

Egypt also imported 'Syrian wheat': this was 

common in Egypt from the time of Philadelphus and its 
At Jon. 

import~ is extremely odd in view of the fact that by 

the middle of the 3rd century B.C. Athens, for example, 

had been importing Egyptian wheat for two centuries. 

The explanation is said to have been that Syrian wheat 

ripened more quickly. Olives, wine, smoked fish, 

cheese, meat, dried figs, honey, and dates, were also 

imported from Syria. Syria also acted as a transit 

station for trade with Greece, Asia Minor, and the 

Aegean, importing- from the last area honey, wine, and 

nuts, and also some cheese. Gaza was a statton on the 

perfume trade-route between Arabia and Egy~t. 

Zenon was in Egypt on business for Apollonius for 

two years: 260 B.C. (autumn) to 258 B.C. (early 

summer). Two letters-from Apollonius in Zenon's 

possession order Apollodotus and Hikesios to instruct 

grain exporters from Syria to pay certain sums to a 

bank. These letters are dated in year 25 of Ptolemy 

Philadelphus, i.e. 258 B. c. 'It is probable', wri tea. 
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G. M. Harper, 'that. thE~ grain mentioned in these letters 

came f'rom the Palestinian estates of' Apollonius, and 

that he was trying to prevent merchants f'rom exporting 
14. 

it without making proper payment to himself'.'. 

Apollonius had an estate at Beth Anath in Galilee and 

possibly others near there. The corn was probably 

exported f'rom Ptolemais which is only about 40 miles 
PC.~. ~ c:.P."~··· 

f'rom the Sea of' Galilee. ~agsP Pe~yr~s 59003~concerns 

the sale of' a Babylonl.an slave girl, Sphregis, aged. 

seven. This is seen as an instance of' the export of' 

slaves f'rom Palestine to Egypt ref'erred to a·bove and 

mentions the agent of' one Toubias. He was 'probably a 

native chief'tain of' Ammanitis chosen by Ptolemy· 
15. 

Philadelphus to be the administrator of' this region'. 

Toubias wrote two letters in 29 (254 B.C.) showing his 

desire to court the f'a.vour of' Apollonius and Ptolemy. 

These ref'er to impending presents f'rom Toubias to 

Ptolemy. Concerning the identity of' Toubias,Harper 

thinks that he may reasonably be regarded as a member 

of' the f'amily of' Nehemiah's enemy and an ancestor of' 

the Maccabean group. Various strands of' evidence point . 

to the probability of' at least the latter connection. 

In 265 the citizens of' Rabbath Ammon took the title 

of Philadelphia f'or their city; but there was appar­

ently doubt as to the permanence of these.Arameans' 
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attachment to Egypt. Referring to Butler's report of ·· 

the excavations at 'Araq-el-Emir', the build.ings found, 

and the inscription 'Toubias' in Hebrew characters over 

the entrance to the nearby caves, Harper believes that 

this was a refuge for Toubias in case Ammanitis should 
16. 

disavow Egypt, whose agent he was. 

The questions raised by this Toubias involve an 

examination of reports on the Prince.ton Expedition to 

'Araq-el-Emir', excavated in 1904 to 1905 and 1909, 

and will be considered presently. r · 1.23. 

All the letters in the Zenon Papyri show the 

desire of Apollonius and Zenon to control exports, 

such as grain and oil from Syria. Oil is said to have 

been a state monopoly, and no one was permitted to ) 
~ f'Gi.P:J"'S. rc~ s':~b~C·'-Jwt. 1. . 

import foreign oil for sale. ~a~yP~e EagaP · shows also 

that a similar restriction was placed upon the export 

of slaves from Syria. 

There was apparently great advantage to be 

derived from holding a high position under Apollonius. 

Zenon's position was a high one and his duties were ·of 

a general nature. His mission to Syria may only be con-

jectured upon but he seems to have had much freedom of 

action. It may be that a general inspection and super­

vision of the collection of taxes was among the duties: 
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of Zenon during this period, but we have no direct 

evidence of this. His object in going to Ammanitis is 

thought to have been the inspection of Toubias' admini­

stration of the distrtct and the establishing~::of further 

good relations between Toubias and ~p9llonius. Zenon 

m~y have carried· out investigations into the taxability 

of Toubias' territory. Ammanitis was also noted as a 

fine breeding-ground for horses. Systematic tours of 

inspection in Palestine followed the Ammani t:ls visit, 

the delivery of supplies to the garrison at Marisa, 

25 miles south-west of J·erusalem being one such jour­

ney. We will refer ~gain to Marisa presently. 

The site of the c;:-aves on which Toubias' name has 

been carved /Araq-el-Emir (Tyros), was first visited by 

western people in 1817 and was brought to the attention 

of scholars in 1864 by de Vogue. The 'Tyros' here 
( 

mentioned is believed to be the same as the fortress 

mentioned in conneqtion with Hyrcanus in Josephus' 
v 

Ant~quities XII, 230. Most of the buildings discovered 

at this place may well have reference to the Josephus 

passage above and the fortress it describes. But in a 

footnote to this reference in the Loeb edition of the 
17. 

'Antiquities', Momigliano is said to point out that 

Josephus is mistaken in saying that Hyrcanus built the 
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fortress ~ince, as the Zenon Papyri show, there was a 

fortress •••• there as early as the time of Ptolemy 
18. 

Philadelphus'. There are many caves, artificial tunnels, 

and chambers from the later (Hyrcanian) period in the 

cliff 600 metres north-east of the ruins. Some of the 

chambers, which are of all sizes, are said to be 

'spacious and highly-finished within', others 'small 
19. 

and m<;>re crudely executed'. As most of the main build-

ings at 'Araq are generally thought,-· on account of the 

architectural styles they employ, to belong to the 

Seleucid period, the~ will be discussed in our study 

of that period in Chap.ter ~m. 

Two letters from Zenon, those to Epikrates and 

Peisistratos., refer to Zenon's buying some m': the slaves 
I 

of Zaidelos: when Zenon was at Marisa. These two letters 
Pc.z. 

are found in draft form on 59015 verso. One 

Pasikles appears to have been an agent of Zenon stationed 
20. 

at or near Marisa, and F. M. Abel is said to show that · .. 

there was a colony of Macedonians at Marisa. Coins have 

been found. dating from Ptolemy Philadelphus but none 

earlier. ·The only important Hellenistic· remains of the 

Ptolemaic period in Palestine come from Marisa where 

the 'painted tombs' discovered' in 1902 and subsequently 

published by J.P. Peters and H. Thiersch belong - to 

7 an extent - to this period. They were excavated from 
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soft limestone rock and decorated for the leaders of a 

Sidonian colony established he_re apparently by one .f!f 

Apollophanes in about 250 B.C. The walls were elabor-

ately decorated, and as many of the graves were from a 

later period we ~hall have cause to refer to them again 

later. The colours used in their decoration were extra-

ordinarily bright, and so much comes out as EL result of 

the excellent illustrations, made under great difficulty, 
21. 

Which Peters and Thiersch include in their book. They 

are now very faded and according to Albright little now 

remains visible. The ·~ontents of the frescoes and 

inscriptions are o~ considerable historical value, as 

they enable this phas~ of the process of Hellenization 

to be seen in some detail. 

The town of Marisa has streets and houses built 

according to Hellenistlc principles, with streets 

running as· nearly as practicable at right angles and 

forming regular blocks of houses after the Hippodamian 

canon of town planning.·· 

Marisa was at some point called Beit Jibrin and is 

now known in Isr~el as Tel Mareshah: a township one 

mile north of Beit Jibrin was called Eleutheropolis 
i 

under Septi~s Severus c.200 A.D. The first Biblical 

reference to Mareshah is Micah 1 v. 15, which refers 
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to 'the inhabitant of Mare shah' (A. V. ). 

In 312 or earlier Marisa became the capital, or a 

capita;L, of the Shephelah, occupied at about that time 

by Edomites and as a region called 1 Idumaea'; Marisa 

was taken by the Ptolemies in 274 and retained by them 

to 218, when there was a temporary break: they held it 

also from 218 to 198 after the Battle of Pan:ium. Then 

it was given as a dowry to the wife of Ptolemy V, 
21. 

according to Peters and Thiersch, and remained Egyptian 

until Antiochus IV took it in 175 B.C. It was during 

this hundred-year period that the Ptolemies probably 

settled a Sidonian colony here and some tombs were 

constructed. There is no further evidence for occupa-

tion until the time of the Maccabees. 

Tombs 1 and 2 were constructed under Egyptian 

influence. Tomb 1 belonged to the Sidonian c:olony, 

and was constructed some time between 274 and 198, 

when both Sidon and Marisa were under the Ptolemies. 

Apollophanes was for thirty-three years chief of this 

colony, as shown in the inscription from Tomb 1: 

1 Apollo_phanes, son of Sesmaios, thtrty­

three years chief of the Sidonians at Maris6, 

reputed the best and most kin-loving of all 

those of his time; he died having lived seventy-
22. 

four years 1 
• 
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One of the graffiti in Tomb 1, which we are assured is 

not a grave inscription, says 'VeT~) I1•1.1Ct{,.,,( ortas 
23. 

the Macedonian): (Peters and Thiersch quote Theopomp. 

apud Athen., XII.531 as saying that a Hellenistic King 

of Sidon brought quantities of Greek maidens from the , 

Ionian Islands, the Peloponnese, and other parts of the 

Greek world, to be wet nurses and dancers at his court). 

Tomb 1 is said to date from about 200 B.a. just before 

the first inscription which reads 196 B.C~; i.e. it was 

built during the period of Egyptian domination. It· is 

said that this synchronization helped to explain 'the 

numerous points of contact with Egyptian and with 
24. 

Alexandrian art', some of which is the somewhat dis-

torted Doric and Ionic architecture of the entrance to 

Tomb 1, considered more fully in the Appendi:x:. Peters 

and Thiersch imply that this influence of Alexandria 

would have existed whether or not political control was 

actual, because of the geographical closeness of Marisa 

to Alexandria. 

This particular type of tomb, in which a shaft 

leads into a· court off which various grave loculi 

opened, is said to be found all over the Hellenistic 

world: in Greece, c-arthage, Cyrenaica, Egypt, and 

Syria, but ultimately to be probably Egyptian in origin. 
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The facade already referred to with its inward-leaning 
;. 

Doric columns and rudimentary entablature is an adapt·a-

tion of the Greek temple facade and in later Judaistic 
~ 

practice becomes the popular tomb-facade for the burial 
:. 

of, for instance, Rabbis in the graves of Sanhedria at 

Jerusalem whose entablatures as here at Marisa also 

carry acroteria. 

In pointing out the influence of Persia upon the 

Sidonian court even at this date, the fire blazing out 

in the incense bowls illustrated on the wall of this 

tomb is thought by Peters and Thiersch to ·be EL 'pure 
25. 

fire offering after the Persian fashion'. The custom 

of hanging wreaths over the graves or of representing 

the wreaths in paintings or reliefs on the graves is 

common in the Hellenistic period in Greece, Southern 

Italy, and Alexandria. The animal frieze, in that it 

shows a pref:erence for Egyptian fauna, is said to be 

connected with Greek culture in the Ptolemaic Kingdom: 

there was a royal zoological garden behind the palace 

of Alexandria. 

As most of the tombs belong to the Seleucid 

period, the symbolism thought to be implied in some of 

the later art displayed in these tombs will be examined 

later. It may well be that at a later stage in Israel-

ite pre-Maccabean history the religious syncretism 
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-thought. to be displayed in these to~bs was a threat to 

Judaism; but in the middle of' the 3rd century B. c·. I 

do not believe that this was true. The tombs are 

important f'or showing us the burial customs and f'uner-

ary art of' that period, and f'or the evidence they give 

as to the inhabitants of' Marisa; but I do not think 

their religious significance f'or the Jews was at that 

time prominent. 

Zenon's second recorded visit to Marisa to buy 

slaves f'rom Zaidelos, . whose correspondence wtth Z.enon 

shows him to have been a blunt man, took place eri route 

back to Alexandria in the s;pring of' 258 B. c. In cir-

cumventing Customs officials on the Syrian coast and 

importing oil and slaves, all of' which was technically 

illegal, Zenon and his agents 'do seem to have made 

too free use of' this h:igh position in the service of' 
26. 

Apollonios'. 

Ptolemaic policy in Palestine appears to have 

been either politically laissez-f'aire or else conducted 

in two contradictory directions. The Egyptian peasant 

was servile: the Palestinian tribes were not, had a 

rich and ancient cultural tradition, and many, f'or 

instance the Phoenician cities, the colonists at 

Marisa, the Transjordanian tribes, and the Jewish 

people, sought independent development. The :Ptolemies 
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could suppress this and other signs of autonomy and 

independence only at the expense of losing an al~y. 

The Ptolemies were statesmanlike :i,n adopting a policy 

of concession and assistance similar to that of the 

Seleucids in Asia. But reality overrode the merits 

of this policy. Tcherikover has aptly said: 'The 

conditions of Syria did not permit the (Ptolemaic) 

kings to base ~heir power on enslavement, and the 

political reality qf Egypt could not accord with a 
27. 

government based on liberty'. This tension was 

heightened by the first four Syrian wars, presently 

to be discussed, which took place during th~s 3rd 

century. Inasmuch as Ptolemaic policy assisted 

aspirations to liberty and autonomy, so the .. Ptolemies 

prepared the soil for the national movements of the 

2nd century, and caused the destruction of Hellenism 

in Palestin~, although unwittingly. 

The 'national .aspirations' of the Jews were 

different by and large from those of other Hellenistic 

peoples in that their particular national life had been 

built around their religion, and the national movement 

which was to grow out of Judaism in the 2nd century was 

very largely a reaction against measures which were or 

threatened to be dangerous to its religion; according]y 
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we shall look at Jewish religion now as it existed 

towards the close of the 3rd century and exa1nine what 

were its Greek philosophical counterparts. 

The Hellenistic· universalism of Alexander demanded 

a religious pluralism which orthodox. Jews could not 

accept. However far they might go towards cultural 

assimilation in the Greek world, the commandrnent which 

said 'Thou shalt ·have none other Gods before Me' made 

religious assimilation impossible. For the Gentile, 

'freed·om' and 'universalism' meant freedom to worship. 

any god as one pleased; but for the Jew thei•e was only 

one God to worship. Whatever the degree of syncretism 

sometimes postulated as existing in the Ptolemaic 

period in Palestine may have been, this was the largely­

held conviction of Judaism. This refusal to take part 

in the worship of the various gods of the Greek pantheon 

meant that the Jews were accused of being 'Atheists'. 

The point of this was not that they were atheists in a 

modern sense of the term, nor that they objected to 

images in fact, but that they opposed the gods of the 

State and of the Gentile world. This fundamental 

religious difference engendered social tensions and 

meant that the 'fence' of the law had become an offence. 

As soon as the liberalism of the Hellenistie rulers 
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began to diminish with regard to the Jews' permitted 

observation of their own faith, then the social tensions 

came to the fore as the religious particularism asserted 

itself. The specifically anti-Jewish literature men­

tioned earlier was largely the product of this period. 

This was Alexandrian and expressed the Egypt:lan point 

of view. Since their settlement at Elephant:lne at the 

beginning of the 6th century, the Jews had represented 

in Egypt foreign overlords whose previous uru1appy 

relations with Egypt were not forgotten; these Jews 

who came south under the Ptolemies were similarly alien·. 

So it came about that with Egyptians, and also with the 

Greeks in Alexandria, Jews were unpopular, and a long 

tradition of anti-Semitism created a conventton of 

anti-Jewish propaganda, containing amongst other things: 

various improbable tales about the temple customs of 

the Jews. 

The Jews in Egypt were subjected to a dual chal-. 

lenge in that their larg~st concentration was in the 

politeuma which they constituted in the Greek city of 

Alexandria. This had an imported Greek culture in the 

poetry of Alexandria as well as its science, and although 

neither was inconsiderable in extent or quality, neither 

was Egyptian. The discovery of local history and the 

rekindling of local patriotism account for the treatment 
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of stories, such as the overthrow of tyrants, by the 
A /c;tta,..Pt.c'(A,A, 

Alexandrine poets. The Al9xaRaFiHe poetry of 

Callimachus, its most brilliant exponent, fo:r> example, 

is said to be clever but superficial and to show a 

complete absence of humanity. E.A. Barber has said of 

this poetry: 'The plain fact is that the Alexandrian 

had little heart, and all the cleverness in the world 
28. 

could not compensate for this deficiency'. Faced with 

this somewhat empty culture on the Greek side and open 

hostility on the Egyptian, the Alexandrian Jew even-
-

tually succumbed to the combined pressure and lost his 

recognizable religious and social identity with the 

Jews of Palestine. 

Writing from an extremely orthodox Jewish view-

point, Norman B~ntwich, in pointing out that an alle­
}\ ec.""""ari ....... 

gorist is, at least in the Jewish-AleJEa~af'ifte· context, 

an apologist seeking to bring out an agreement between 

his traditions and the culture of his environment, and 

that there must be a conscious cleavage between the two, 

and a conscious desire to bridge it, before all~gory 
29. 

can flourish, says that allegorical interpretation was 

the distinctive literary product of Alexandrian Judaism. 

Refusing to call Philo in any sense the pinnacle of the 

Alexandrian-Judaic philosophical school, he says that 

Philo drew on an Alexandrian Midrash and worked it into 
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his system. Bentwich seems to regard the whole idea of 

a combination of Alexandrian-Greek and Jewish wisdom by 

any Jewish author as a betrayal of true Judaism, and in 

a sense it seems to me this may well be true; except 

that it is rather hard to tackle these writings in this 

way. One of the reasons for which Philo evokes his wrath 

is that the 'Christian heresy' used Philo and found him 

convenient for the intellectual battles of the ist .. century 

A.D. He inveighs against the Alexandrian sages for syn­

cretizing Greek philosophy with the Torah, and the authors 

of the Palestinian Apocalypse for syncretizing Hellenistic 
30. 

mysticism with Jewish prophecy. 

· The first signs of the impact.of Greek thought on 

Jewish theology appear in the 3rd Century B.C., and are 

recorded in the Jewish book Pirqe Aboth, which is said' 

to date from the 3rd Century A.D. Antigonos of Socho, 

whose name is the first Greek name which we meet among 

the Palestinian Jews of the Hellenistic period, .shows 

here the lofty beliefs of the 'Proto-Sadducean School' 

which opposed the prevailing belief in a blissful 

future life and also the belief that the soulL continues 
31. 

to exist in a shadowy state. Albright here supposes 

th~t, because Daniel and the Book of Enoch, for example, 

show that a positive doctrine of an after-life was 
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current by 165 B.C., when we suppose Daniel to have been 

written, the doctrine had already been current for a 

long time in certain circles. In view of references in 

the Isaiah Apocalypse (Isa. 24-27), Zeccariah, and 

possibly Job, this may be true but need not be: a 

better raison d'~tre, coinciding with the much clearer 

indications in Daniel and Enoch, is that advanced by 

E.R. Bevan: that the doctrine arose as a result of, 

and as a hope in face of, Antiochus Epiphanes' perse-
32. 

cution in 167. 

Antigonos of S.ocho is said to have been influ­

enced by the Stoic position that the foremost obli-

gation of man was to do his duty regardless of what 
33. 

might happen. This philosophical position was common 

to all the schools except the Epicureans and the eynics 

whose self-centredness tended to bypass social duty. 

All were designed to combat the play of Tyche or Fate 

or Classical, Greek-type gods with mankind, and the 

utility object was that of making men 'happy', viz. 

independent of Fate whether as a result of the 'full 

life' of the Epicurean, the narrowing of interests 

and the immediacy of action of ~he Cynics, or the 

Stoics' scheme of values in outside things which are 

supposed to be quite separate from his interest. 
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Reason (or God, or Nature) commend the Cynic to a course 

of action which will, for example, benefit him. But 

he is expected to be quite indifferent as to whether he 

succeeds or not. 

As distinct from Antigonos' Stoic colouring, 

Ecclesiastes, similarly dated at about 250 B.C. haS 

an Epicu~ean content. Efforts made to detect specifi­

cally Greek influence in this book have consistently 

failed. Albright believes that it reflects the general 

impression made by Greek dialectic methods and philO":"::>-

~:OPhical attitudes on a highly intelligent Jew who did 
34. 

not read Greek. It happens, whether directly caused 

or not, that Ecclesiastes agrees with Epicurean ideas 

in his belief that there is no future life, and that 

man should therefore work for his own highest good in 

the present by all reasonable means. It is plain that 

in the passages where the writer approaches Epicurus 

most closely, he is furthest from traditional Jewish 

ideas; for there is a static quality, an acceptance 

of conditions, and a cynicism about the end of it all, 

which is most uncharacteristic of earlier Judaism -

in particular it is in stark contrast to the wrestling 

of Job and Jonah. But in order for Ecclesiastes to be 

seen as Greek fate-dominated philosophy by the men of 
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his day, these men would have had to be acquainted with 

the Greek writers and recognise the similarity. There 

appears to be no evidence that this was necessarily the 

case at this time, and we have no evidence that the 

book was branded as 'Hellenistic'. Considering the 

space Bentwich devotes to condemning Hellenistic 

influence in Judaism, especially Epicureanism (which 

he dismisses in these words: 'Epicureanism was one. 

of those systems which, though they spring fJ:•om lofty 

conceptions and profess a not ignoble aim, a1,e so 

disposed towards human weaknesses that they are 

inevitably debased in practice, and become the but~·ve'Ss 
35. 

of a degenerate and degraded outlook'), it is more . 

than surprising that if he, a Jew, were to recognise 

the same philosophy in Ecclesiastes, it has not been 

treated with the same scorn. 

The Stoic system was able to be adapted to almost 

any religion, since the Stoics developed a method. by 

which they could explatn allegorically all the cru­

dities of Greek and Oriental religion, treating these 

aspects as examples of profound religious insight 

into the laws of nature couched in sensuous dress. 

Such ideas included the Stoics' own conception of life 

as made possible by the eternal source of life, 'pure 
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ert&tti-.s 
fire' ef!! '' +i"S 'spermatikoi logoi' through which life 

came. It is not surprising that such a 'religion' in 

claiming to represent the essential part· of' all 

Oriental religions, which it may well to an extent have 

done, made terms with the prevailing polytheism of' the 

time in the struggle to preserve its own pantheism. 

I-ts _conception of' the destiny dictated by eternal laws 

f'or all mankind was· so close to the ideas of Babylonian 

astrology' now coming into prominence that there was in 

some respects little difference between them. They 

both served to rescue the Hellenistic individual, made 

very small by the frightening expansion of' hl.s world, 

from his e·nvironment, and by postulating the essential 

harmony ·of the world of' nature with the divine made 

him more able to come to terms with the spiritual 

uncertainties of his life. 

Where the Stoics recognised the operation of' an 

eternal divine law and life-giving power, the 

Epicureans' main contention was that life was under the 

sway of' blind chance (tyche); this later became more 

limited. The moral superiority of' Stoicism lay in the 

fact that whereas the Epicureans believed that man's 

obligation was to enjoy life to the fullest reasonable 

extent without excess, the Stoics considered doing 
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one's duty as the principal function of man. It does 

less. than justice to Epicureanism in attempting to 

belittle it at the expense of Orthodox Judaism to 

dismiss it thus: 'To the Jew, the Epicurus, the 

follower of Hedonism was a type of what was low and 

godless, what was essentially and fundamentally anti-
36. 

pathetic to Judaism'. Both Epicureanism and Stoicism 

were, at least in origin, high and responsible attempts 

at solving a religious and social problem of great 

magnitude without a specifically-directed revelation 

such as Judaism may claim. 

The e·ssential differences between Pharisees and 

Sadducees are thought to be 'basically due to the 

different ways in which Jewish groups reacted to the 
37. 

Hellenic ways of thinking'. The rise of these parties 

will be discussed presently. Greek religion was not. 

completely without means for satisfying the more 

deeply religious people who were not satisfied with 

philosophy and who wished relief from sin and a 

promise of future immortality. The state-cults, 

which we will discuss in the section on Antiochus IV, 

and the worship of the Olympian Gods now long obsolete, 

took little account of the more basic religious needs. 

of the people. At Eleusis the mysteries of Demeter 

and Persephone drew pilgrims from_all parts of the 
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Greek world and offered to supply this deficiency. Cults 

which dealt with Orphic doctrines of a new life after 

death were_practised in 'thiasoi' or religious assoc-

iations. It does seem to be true, without invoking 

any comparisons with Judaism of whatever stream, that: 

Greek religion in the Hellenistic age suffered from 

inherent defects which it never really shook off or 

evolved away from. Although it gave a display of 

ritual, it offered little else and even the mysteries 

and the Orphic cults were mostly concerned with ritual 

and except for the Orphics made no serious attempt to 

teach a rule of life; such a rule in practic:e turned 

out to be the province of philosophy itself -· the con-

cern only of a relatively small and intellectual 

section of the community. Cary makes an essential 

point in saying: 'while Greek religio~ and ethics 

met at points, they were pinned rather than welded 
38. 

together'. 

Of the oriental deities which gained converts in 

the Hellenistic world perhaps the most successful. was 

the Egyptian Isis. Though not possess:ing royal patron-

age to the same extent as Sarapis, the missionaries of 

Isis were very active. Nevertheless, it is held to be 

true that the Hellenistic Greeks showed no willingness. 
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to incorporate oriental deities as separate members or 

the Pantheon. It appears that rather than submit to 

such a spiritual conq_uest, both parties were ready to 

take part in a syncretism of Greek and Oriental cults; 

and this blending of the cognate deities of :East and 

West became a common feature of Greek religion, 

expressible by compound names. The syncretism of 

Hermes Mithras, for example, was the natural result 

of a religious tendency which affected Orientals as 

well as Greeks and which resulted from the breakdowru 

of localised worship, s.een for example in the results 

of the Assyrian and Babylonian captivities in Palestine, 

and given greater impetus as a result of the Persian 

conq_uests of the 6th: and ··5th centuries. 

It is said that the breakdown of religious 

barriers in the Hellenistic age not only led up to 

formal monotheism but 'helped to familiarize Greece 

and the Near East with the idea of a deity that is not 
39. 

only worshipped by all men but wishes all men well'. 

Stoic philosophy both in its religious facet seen in 

the 'Hymn to Zeus' of Cleanthes and in its social 

ameliorating capacity was a good example of this type 

of thought. It might perhaps be said that the distrust 

with which Judaism viewed the religion of the Greek 
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world and the fear of syncretism which accompanied it 

were inevitable concomitants of the religious and 

ethical superiority o:f' the Jewish nation at the time. 

It would also be.true, I believe, to say that they 

express the intolerance of a nation secure in its own 

faith and proud of the fact that the faith happens to 

be adequate for the religious and mo.ral demands of 

the people. This was never quite able to be said of 

any other faith in the Hellenistic world, ancl so at 

the same time Judaism was both insulated and excluded·. 

from the Greek world in which Alexander's conquests 

had placed it. At its best Hellenic religion was so 

mixed up with crude and primitive elements that it 

could not supply a guide as the Hebrew Law could. As 

far as Antiochus IV is concerned, it is noted that 

from a belief in Stoic:lsm he was attracted to Epicur­

eanism possibly as the result of a visit to the 

Syrian coast paid by the philosopher Philonides with 

this end in view. It was the object of all the phi~o-

sophical schools to create in the feverishly-expanding 

Helleni~tic world the figure of the wise man serenely 

calm. The ideal of thi.s was impressive, but the philo-

sophers had no cause to proselytize and the quietness 
40. 

of the Stoic· is the quietness of death. This cause-
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lessness was characteJ:-istic of the world in which they 

lived and despite all the cultural and economic 

activity and the virtue that still existed, with 

political liberty gone under autocratic rulers, it 
41. 

was a 'world without causes'. The corporate.sense of 

effort and achievement had gone and with it had gone 

much of the sense of national purpose which is in the 

end an essential buttress against national decadence. 

Probably much of the reason for this causele1:;sness lies 

in the rapidity with which the Greek world had expanded 

in the 4th century, and the inability of the city state 

and its corporate philosophy of life to be successfully 

transplanted while retaining successfully not just the 

form and the organization of the polis but also its 

spirit, which· in Greece had provided a cause: munici-

paj. enterprise and art:lstic creati.vi ty of many kinds. 

The religion founded by Zoroaster in Persia, 

possibly about 600 B.C. or perhaps some decades·later 

had 'essentially the marks of a cause, laying stress 

on the fight for the gc>od in the world against evil 
42. 

with the assurance of an.ultimate triumph for good'. 

~he later apocalyptic phase of Judaism in the second 

and first centuries probably shows signs of Persian as 

well as Greek influence and will be dealt with later. 
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The Ptolemaic period is generally thought to mark 

the compilation of the Book of Chronicles, dating perhaps 
43. . 

from 300 to ·250 B.C. Also during this period is dated 

some later prophecy, for example Isaiah 24-27 and 

Zeccariah 9-14. Peculiar to this late stage of prophecy 

is the large place taken in it by eschatological motifs 

such as the final world crisis and the delivel:'ance, 

foreshadowing in its character the apocalyptic: writings 

without their mechanism of visions, sometimes type-cast, 

and the fiction of ancient seers whose names were used 

as the titles for the_apocalyptic books. Moore notes 

the division of Jewish society into two classes: the 

righteous, the pious, and the poor against the rich, 

the powerful, the wickeq, and the ungodly. Moore 

believes that what is new in this late prophecy is not 

the condemnation of the wicked but the self~conscious-
44. 

ness of the righteous. He considers the Book of Job 

to be a proof of the active intellectual life of this 

period especially in its discussion of the problem of 

theodicy. He calls it 'the most conspicuous achieve-
45. 

ment in Hebrew literature'. I believe this is largely 

true, because it blaz'ed so many trails and asked so 

many ~uestions which contemporary men all over the 

Hellenistic world were also asking: for instance: 
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'why are the righteous punished and why does the sinner 

go free?', and 'where is justice in the ordering of man­

kind and how is it to be obtained?' Its tentative grop­

ing for a life beyond death was revolutionary and, signs 

of this groping do appear even through textual vague­

ness, e.g. Ch. 19 v.25 f. 

During the period of Ptolemaic rule, and for a time 

before and after it, Jerusalem was under the legal regu­

lation of 'the men of the Great Synagogue'. This was a 

kind of council operating under the civil jurisdiction 

of the High Priest which made ordinances and regulations 

as it found necessary and promulgated them with authority. 

Ezra and these men were believed to have introduced these 

regulations by ordinances (ta~~anot) having the force of 

law, as their successors, the Soferim and the Rabbis, 

did. These regulations formed a body of legislation 

supplementary to the Pentateuch in later generations. 

Perhaps the greatest literary work produced in the 

3-r.d .. .-centur.y from the point of view of the effect it was 

to have on later Judaism and Christianity was the 

Septuagint. The letter of Pseudo-Aristeas tells the 

story of Ptolemy II Philadelphus' inviting to .Alexandria 

72 Elders of Israel to translate the Hebrew Scriptures 

into Greek, the reason given being to include in the 

72. 



library of Alexandria, at the invitation of the King's 

Librarian (Aristeas paras. 9-11), the Jewish Scriptures. 

Besides this proposal of the Librarian, the introduc-

tion contains an account of correspondence between 

Ptolemy and the High Priest Eleazar. Entertainment 

follows and a seven-day banquet :is occupied by the 

answering of 72 'hard questions' supposedly posed by 

Ptolemy. The Jewish religion is praised in these 

answers and elsewhere, and the work is revealed as a 
:~ 46. 

Jewish propaganda document dated between 120 and 80 B.c·. 

The sketch of the Holy City and of Palestine is taken 

from Hecataeus of Abdera, to whom the writer once ~31) 
expressly refers. Tarn doubts whether 'the Questions 

of Ptolemy', which he claims to be a separate document, 
47. 

has a~thing to do with Jewish propaganda. 

' I The document is a TTEel ~,.,).eii.'J or Treatise on 

Kingship, common in the Hellenistic world of l.ts day, 

and written by a Hellenized Jew. The questions asked 

are full of the customary 3rd century appropriate 

phraseology: beneficence, equity, good feeling towards 
I 

all men, and above all the famous {u).~,J k,ltJnl( or love 

of one's subjects, ·which is said to be the moBt 

necessary attribute of a king. The writer waB building 

his book round an older document which had no propaganda 
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value but which was useful as being probably well-known 

among Hellenized Jews and as vouching for good relations 

between the Jews and the greatest of the Ptolemies; and 

he tried to make propaganda out of it by explaining that 

the Jew ·could beat the Greek philosopher at h:is own game. 

It is generally accepted that the.translation of 

the Septuagint did in fact take place at least in part 

about this time. Although estimates of the time it took 

for all the Old Testament canon to be translated cover 

the years from 250 B. C'. to 100 A.D'., there is substan­

tial agreement that Josephus' account in Antiquities XII 

(paras. 11 to 118) is founded on a basis of fac:t. Large 

portions of the Septuagint were, according to Thackeray, 

translated perhaps by one individual - particularly is 
48. 

this true of the minor prophets. The need for such a 

translation as the Septuagint provided is likely to have 

been the requirement of the largely Greek-speaking 

Jewish community in Egypt for at least the Pentateuch 

in their native tongue. Hebrew at this time was 

becoming less the language of any kind of communication 

for the Jews and more the preserve of the .scribes, who 

were concerned more intimately than the rest of the 

people with the Hebrew text. 

Greek had displaced local languages as the lingua 
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franca of the Hellenistic world an~ this was particularly 

true of the 'home states' of the various monarchies, 

Syria,·Egypt, Pergamum, and Greece, for example. 

The translation of the Septuagint has been 

attacked by Bentwich as introducing a dangerous degree 
49. 

of Hellenistic influence into Jewish belief, and the 

various pitfalls which the translators are thought to 

have at least risked are traced out by Moses Hadas, who 

says: '~ven the most literal translations mu13t impart 

new connotations'; and he goes on to say that Greek 

philosophical ideas attach to the Greek words and 

Hebrew religiou~ ones to the Hebrew. For example, he 

says it is inevitable that W!)J should be rendered by ... -. . 
~)(, , but f"~i carried with it a whole complex of 

ideas elaborated by the philosophers which ~ ~J did 
•: ... 

not. Such terms as providence, conscience, and virtue, 

had similarly been given quasi-technical mean:lng by the 
50. . 

Greeks. Hadas does not think the translators realized 

they were pioneering a new realm of thought. He states 
I • 

that once it had been equated with t/JU~?, W:lJ itself was 
5L 

endowed with all the significations offu~1· While not 

doubting that a philosophical implication and a religious 

one do lie behind this word, I doubt if Hadao is correct 

in assuming that all the philosophical connections would 
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have been made by the people who read the translation. 

While I can agree that this would be the case if the 

Greek speaking Jews were already versed in what the 
I 

philosophical connotations and implications o:f' yvX'J 
were, and if they had understood and accepted the 

Greek view of the soul, ·readers who by ignorance or 

conservatism did not make this connection would not, 

surely, recognise that it existed. And it seems a 

risky argument to throw, as it were, a philosophical 

aura round the Septuagint on the basis of thie; hypoth­

esis. It is revealing in a wider context to note that 

Elias Bickermann has said: 'by translating liberally 

its literature, sacred and profane, new and old, into 
52. 

the world language, Judaism preserved its vitality'. 

In the Hellenistic world at large philosophy 

took the place of religion as the comforter and guide 

of humanity, and the various philosophies do seem to 

have been able to give mankind the power to stand up 

to life: but Martin Nilsson makes this vital point: 

'It was a view of life, fit only for the educat·ed, 

who thought seriously about existence, riot for the 

great mass of humanity, which needed, not philosoph-
53. 

ical maxims but a firm concrete belief'. 

The Jews might have said to the·pagans: 'we 
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claim liberty for ourselves in accordance with your 

principles and refuse it to you in accordance with 
54. 

our principles'. Despite the answer which the Jewish 

faith in part offered to the Hellenistic quest for 

religion, its 'closed' character seems to have been 

an offence to those outside it, who, while perhaps 

envying its permanence and religious sense of 

direction, wer~ put off by its stringency to which 

their culture was unaccustomed. 'In the polytheist 

world of Hellenism, whei"e a 11 beliefs were adm.i tted 

as different refractions of the same eternal light, 

the Jewish claim to the oneness of the divine revel-
54. 

at ion must have appeared as a prov.ocation'. 

The 3rd century was marked by a continuous 

struggle between the Ptolemies and Seleucids over 

Coele-Syria. During this century there were four 

major Syrian wars which, as actions, did not really 

touch Judaea, since they used the coast road from 

Gaza to Ptolemais, but whose final result was to 

deplete the power of both sides and make them liable 

to outside pressure. In essence the object at issue 

was the Phoenician coast. Whichever side held this 

coast would possess a plentiful supply of ship·-timber 

from the Lebanon forests and would also have the best 
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shipbuilders and navigators in the M"edi terranean. By ·;: 

the capture of Tyre and Sidon above all it would con-

trol the terminal points of the Asian trade routes from 

Arabia via Petra and from Babylonia via Damascus. A 

far sighted statesmanshtp, perhaps after the Battle of 

Ipsus, might have awarded all Syria to the Seleucids 

who had done the most for Hellenism in the Near and 
-

Middle East. But the personal arrangement reached 

after Ipsus on terms other than strict geographical 

commonsense divided the Ptolemaic and Seleucid portions 

of Coele-Syria at the River Eleutherus. M. Cary 

believes that the River Leontes would have been 'the 
55. 

most practical compromise', giving Tyre to the 

Ptolemies and Sidon to the Seleucids. But in fact the 

boundary moved according to the fortunes of each war, 

a:p.d each new boundary was disputed by another war. 

Mahaf'fy believed that the conflict with Syria was 

a protraction of the long historical struggle between 

the peoples of' Tigris-Euphrates basin .and those of' the 

Nile basin, Palestine being on the road f'rom one to 

the other. So it was not just a question, on this 

view, of a Ptolemaic v. Seleucid quarrel but oi~ the 

enmity between Syria-Babylonia and Egypt, as had. been 

the case at Carchemish in 605. ' In the days ot' 
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Hellenism, when each king desired to be regarded as a 

member of the civilization which lay around the 

-Aegean, the Mesopotamian power moved its capital to · 

Antioch, and so the great, old struggle is now called 
56. 

the struggle of Syria and Egypt'. Whatever the histor-

ical justification for this theory, on the basis of the 
. 6 

precedents which Mahaffy a~uces, and however well it 

explains the apparently ~nterminable nature of these 

wars, it seems quite possible that they were just the 

result of a long-standing Ptolemaic-Seleucid a:ntag-

onism, and were directly caused by the material needs and 

territorial instability of the respective sides. The 

details of these wars need not concern us very fully as 

they are only rather loosely connected. with the Hellen-

istic influence on Palestine. 
~ 

Appian, ·Syryca XL 65, preserves a record o:E' the 

Seleucid royal line which will form an admirable 

summary of this period. ' ...• after the death of 

Seleucus, the Kingdom of Syria passed in regular sue-

cession from father to son as follows: the first was 

the same Antiochus who fell in love with his stepmother, 

to whom was given the name of Soter (the Protector) for 

driving out the Gauls who had made an incursion into 

Asia from Europe. The second was another Antiochus, 
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born of this marriage, who received the surname of 

Theos (th,e Divine) from the Milesians in the first 

instance, because he slew their tyrant Timarch.us. 

This Theos was poisoned by his wife. He had two wives, 

Laodice and Berenice, the former a love match, the 

latter a daughter pledged to him by Ptolemy Philadel-

phus. Laodice assassin~ted him and afterwards 

Berenice and her child. Ptolemy, the son of Philadel­

phus .(Ptolemy III - Euergetes I), avenged these crimes 

by killing Laodice. He invaded Syria and advanced as 

far as Babylon. The Parthians now began their revolt 

taking advantage of the confusion in the House of the 
57. 

Se leuc idae ' • 

Ptolemy III is highlighted by Mahaffy as a great 

conqueror. His triumph is celebrated on the Canopus 

inscription and on a marble throne at Adule in the 

Southern Red Sea. Mahaffy found in Petrie, Papyrus II. 

xlix, fragments of the dispatch sent by this King 

announcing the surrender of Seleucia and Antioc:h without 
58. 

a struggle. This particular campaign took plac:e during 

the Third Syrian War which Egypt won, being ceded the 

Phoenician coast by· Syria. Appian's passage above 

covers the period from 280 through the First Syrian War 

(in 276 to" 272) which Egypt won, and the Second War in 
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259 to 255 which Syria won in alliance with Antigonus 

Gon~tas of Macedonia; and the Parthian revolt which 

ends the extract ~s dated at 248-7, when Arsaces is 

thought to have established the Arsacid dynasty. 

Information for these wars is notoriously scarce, 

Appian only being a secondary source; but he is said 

by Alexander M$cDonald to be loyal .and ho1nest as a 
59. 

historian. 

It is extremely probable that the Parthian 

revolt, coinciding practically with that of Bactria, 

whose Euthydemi~ dynasty was established by Diodotus 

in approximately 248, was indeed launched because of 

·Seleucus II's difficulties with Ptolemy III in the 

West. Most of Eastern Iran had been lost to the 

Seleucids and an Andragoras, satrap of the pro,rince of 

Parthia, struck coins at about this time; it is 

possible that this is the same person as 'Arsaees'. 

The Seleucids' repeated attempts to reclaim these lost 

p~ovinces only led to a weakening of their overall 

power, even under a good general such as Antioehus III. 

The Third Syrian War was important in the weakening 

of the Sele.ucid Empire in Asia because of thi,s. relation­

ship in time between the war and the break-away of the 

two Eastern provinces. It came about in this way: 
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in return for a renunciation of Seleucid claims in Coele-

Syria Ptolemy II offered to Antiochus II the hand of his 

daughter Berenice II - a child of his first wife Arsinoe -

along with a very large dowry, perhaps the restoration 

of all the captured Seleucid possessions in Asia Minor~ 

But this marriage alliance in fact wrecked the peace 

settlement made after the Second Syrian war in 255 two 

years previously. Antiochus' first wife Laodice 

naturally objected to the proposed marriage and the 

wives now began to contest not only each other but the 

claim to the Syrian throne of their respective sons, 

Laodice's son Seleucus, and Berenice's infant son, whose 

name we do not know.·. ·In 246 the citizens of Antioch put 

Berenice's son to death and she herself died. Some such 

result seems inevitable as the settlement had been made 

in the first place with very little apparent compre-

hension of the human factors involved. 

It does not seem as though the new King Ptolemy III 

was acting as the protector of Berenice's son's interests 

and it does seem as though he had decided to profit from 
. . 

the resulting confusion in the Seleucid Kingdom and its 

Eastern trouble to acquire some of it ·for himself. In 
\. 

the treaty of 241, after Seleucus had been defeat.ed in 

Coele-Syria in 243 and his fleet lost at sea, peace was 

82. 



made on the basis of the frontiers settled in 255: 

this meant that Ptolemy received all the Syrian 

coast as fa~ as Seleucia-on-the-Orontes, where he 

continued to maintain a strong garrison - an excellent 

p~ychological weapon against the Seleucid capital. 

The C'oele-Syrian question was reopened in 221 as 

the result of a rebell:ion which Ptolemy III had 

fomented in Seleucid Asia Minor. Antiochus III, who 

had succeeded~ Seleucus III (Keraun~s)·in 223, s~zed 

the opportunity for a war; and made the first of four 

closely-placed invasions of c·oele-Syria in 221. In 

this invasion he was baffled by the Ptolemaic General 

Theodorus, and meanwhile the Egyptian administration 

was overhauled and invigorated by the quasi-dictator 

Sosibius. Ptolemy IV Philopator, who came to the 

throne in 221, was then threatened by a conspiracy of 

C:leomenes of Sparta, who had a poor opinion of his 

Egyptian counterpart according to Polybius, Book V. 

35,10. Sosibius implicated Cleomenes in the murder 

of Berenice and Magus and had him imprisoned. On his 

escape. c:::neomenes tried to lead a rising and was 

killed. 

In 219 Antiochus opened his second Syrian campaign 

with an attack on Seleucia-on-the-Orontes. Despite 
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the humiliation and inconvenience of having this put 

in Egyptian hands as a result of the terms. agreed 

after the Laodicean (Second Syrian) War, the Selericids 

had for twen~y years acquiesced in this matter. This 

city he took back by briqing the officers in the 

garrison. In 218, he marched from Apamea, where the 

main Seleucid military headquarters was sited, through 

Galilee to Philoteria and so via Scythopolis and the 
60. 

Jordan Valley to Philadelphia. Meanwhile Sosibi}B and 

his lieutenant Agathocles worked at tr?ining and 

equipping a new Egyptian field force. Agathocles and 

Sosibius negotiated with Antiochus; and Rhodes, 

Byzantium, Cyzicus, and Aetolia were also asked to 

take part in these negotiations. 

In 217 the Seleucid army marched down the coast of 

Cbele-Syria past the Greek towns on the seaboard, 

Apollonia, Joppa, Ashkelon, Anthedon, and Gaza, to 

Raphia which was the first city in Coele-Syria on the 

Egyptian side after Rhinocolura. The armies met just 

south of Raphia. Prior to the battle an attempt on 

Ptolemy's life failed. The result of the battle was 

decided by the charge of the Egyptian phalanx under.' 

the command of Ptolemy IV, whose conduct before and 

during the battle does much to redeem his indolent 
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reputation. The Egyptian victory was complete, 

Antiochus' losses being 10,000 foot, 300 horse and 

4, 000 prisoners; but Ptolemy did not force terms_ 

other than the restoration of Coele-Syrian territory 

proper to Egypt. The retaken towns of Palestine are 

said to have been glad to see Ptolemy 'for the peoples 

of Coele-Syria. have always been more attached to that· 
61. 

house than to the Seleucidae'. Andromachus was left 

as military governor of Syria. Cary says that the 

victory of Raphia "was both the beginning and the_ end 

of troubles for Ptolemy. Within his domi~ions it 

gave rise to a 'native problem'," consequent upon the 

share which native Egyptians had taken in the battle" 

(particularly in the Phalanx); "but it restored. 
62. 

c·oele-Syria to him". 

Agathocles_and Sosibius proclaimed Ptolemy V King 

in 203, and are said to have read a forged will in 

which Ptolemy IV is represented as hav1ng appointed 

them regents for his son. At this point Ptolemy son _ 

of Agesarchus was appointed ambassador· to Rome, an 

envoy was sent to ask the help of Philip V of Macedon 

against any possible offensive action on Antiochus' 

part, and Scopas was sent to Greece -to hire mercenaries. 

The years up to the close of the century were also 
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Agathoclea 
years of palace strife at Alexandria. Agathocles,Land 

her sisters were killed by the mob and Sosibius 

r~mained as Regent: Polybius says that Agathocles had 
63. 

neither courage nor ability. 

Josephus' Antiquities XII are a secondary source 

for our knowledge of events up to the Battle of Panium 

in 198 in which .Antiochus defeated the Ptolemaic 

General Scopas. Josephus quotes Polybius as saying in 

Book XVI (not otherwise preserved) that when Scopas 

was conquered by Antiochus, that King occupied 

'Batanaia, Samaria, Abila and Gadara, and after a short 

time there also came over to him those Jews who live 

near the Temple of Jerusalem, as it is called, concern-

ing which we have more to say, especially concerning 

the renown of the temple, but we shall defer the 
64. 

account to a later occasion'. 

After Antiochus' victory at Panium in this Fifth 

Syrian War, Ptolemy V made a peace with him by which 

he ceded Coele-Syria; and as a pledge of future good 

relations with the Seleucids he undertook to marry 

Antiochus' daughter, 0:leopatra (in 195 B.C.). This 

treaty was unsuccessful in closing the quarrel for 

ownership of C:oele-Syria, and was eventually to play 

a large part in causing Antiochus IV's Hellenization 
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policy in Judaea; but for the present it granted all 

Coele-Syria to the Seleucids. In the event they retained 

it until the rise of the Jewish Kingdom. 
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CHAPTER III: THE SELEUCID DOMINANCE AND THE EMERGENCE 
OF ROME IN THE HELLENISTIC WORLD 

198 to 175 B.C. 

The period comprising the end of the 3rd. and the 

beginning of the 2nd Century B.C. is said to have been 

not an unfavourable one for the Hellenistic world. 

Egypt had suffered at the hands of Syria, and Greece at 

those of Rome; but Syria, Pergamum, Delos, and Rhodes 

had been successful. l,roduction was abundant and trade 

active and relatively Bafe, owingin part to the polic-

ing activities of ~bodes in the Mediterranean. These 

general conditions are reflected in contemporary coinage 

and prices. None of the leading States, except Egypt, 

acquired any kind of inflation; and prices, except in 

Egypt, remained fairly steady, tending to rise steadily, 

possibly in view of an increased demand for commodities. 

Rome was aware of these developments. In the econ­

omic prosperity of' the Hellenistic kingdoms'and the 

restoration of economic unity, combined with national 

self-consciousness, she saw the possibility of a polit-

ical renaissance of the Hellenistic world under one of 

its stronger states, and renaissance might mean a war 
1. 

of revenge'. It was this threat from Rome to the 

Seleucid Emptre which constituted, I believe, a major 
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factor in Antiochus Epiphanes' later actions. Much 

attention will consequently be paid to Rome's actions 

in respect of the Eastern Mediterranean from this 

point. 

Parthia was also at this time beginning to exer­

cise a considerable influence upon Seleucid Asia. 

Euthydemus of Bactria died in about 200 B.C.; and 

beginning with Demetrius I and Antimachus, the 

successors of Euthydemus, Greek-Bactrian power 

stretched south of the Hindu-Kush. The Parth.ians 

began their expansion with the a~exation of Hyrcania 

but the rise of Parthia may have been regarded by the 

Seleucids as a revolt similar to those of Andragoras 

and Diodotus in 247 B.C., mentioned earlier. The 

Seleucids seem to have had many revolts in their 

eastern provinces. Antiochus III led an expedition 

against the Parthians, after suppressing the revolt 

of Melon and his brother Alexander in Asia Minor, in 

209 B.C., and after securing the allegiance of 

Artabazanes, the ruler of Media Atropatene (Azerbaijan) 

and regulating affairs in Armenia. In the end he seems 

to have signed a peace-treaty with the Parthians by 

which they recognised Seleucid supremacy; he dealt 

similarly with Euthydernus. R.N. Frye comments on this 
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settlement: "It may ~vell be that both the Parthian and 

the Bactrian States maintained their allegiance to 

Antiochus, at least until his defeat by the Romans at 
2. 

Magnesia in 189 B.C. tl This threat to the Seleucid 

rule, which the later Seleucid rulers had always to 

hold at bay, constituted an Eastern pressure on their· 

frontiers coinciding with Rome's pressure on their 

Mediterranean flank; and both should be viewed as 

parts of a general, if coincidental, encircling move-

ment, the other parts of which will be discussed as 

they arise. The combined influence of these several 

pressures, from the point of view of the psychological 

results they must have produced, should, I believe, be 

looked upon as an entity, and they will accordingly be 

so treated in this work. 

At the time that the Seleucids finally took Coele-

Syria, nowhere except in Egypt was Greek influence more 

powerful than on the Eastern Mediterranean seaboard. 

There were many Greek cities here: Ashkelon, Azotus, 

Jaffa, Dor and Ptolemais, for instance; and further 

east Greek influence was consolidated by the confedera-

tion of cities in the D'ecapolis which included Damascus. 

Later on the whole district east of the Jordan seems to 

have been Hellenized, in Trachonitis, Batanea and 
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Aurani tis. Even Jerusalem was af'f'ected. G. H.· Box 

makes the point: "For the maintenance of' a holy city 

it was ••. essential that a certain amount of the 
3. 

surrounding country should lie within its in1'luence", 

and this surrounding group of' cities just outside the 

boundary of' Judaea was perceptibly altering its way of' 

lif'e. Within these towns were Greek municipal law and 

coinage. 

Erwin Goodenough adduces the example of' a coin in 

the British Museum as evidence of' syncretism·at this 

time. ·;r(t has a male f'tgure with a C'orinthian helmet 

on the obverse, and on the reverse 'a bearded god 

clothed in a long chiton, with a bird (probably a 

f'alcon .or eagle) perched on his hand'. He is sitting 

'Qn a chariot represented only by a winged wheel. At 
4. 

his f'eet is a Dionysiac mask of' Silenus'. Sulcenik 

believes this coin has 'Yehud' on it. Other coins 

have on them 'Yah.~'. Goodenough says that if' these 

coins were put out by Jews af'ter the reestablishment 

of' the State, and the 'Yehud' ref'ers to a Jew:lsh State, 

then the inf'erences of' syncretism are still inevitably 

of' tremendous signif'icance. For the f'igure on the 

chariot can only be that of' a deity and if' the Jews; 

struck the coin, it must f'or all its Greek f'orm have 
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represented their own deity, Yahweh, though the name 

is that of the country (Yehud) This he says would imply 
I 
a measure of syncretism with Greek religion among the 

high-priestly rulers (who normally minted the coins) far 

indeed from the spirit of the writings which that group 
4. 

were then collating and publishing'. But he admits 

that there is as yet no evidence as to who really minted 

the coin: there does not appear therefore to be a 

direct accusation of syncretism implied in this coin in 

respect of the heads of the Jewish State. 

After the defeat of Panium, the Ptolemaic party 

controlled Jerusalem for as long as the Ptolemaic 

_generals held power in cJudaea; but Anti ochus' state-

ment that he was received with acclamation at Jerusalem 
./ 

(Ant.XII,138), though possibly true, may not reflect true 

sympathies, just expediency. Tcherikover ho]d.s that 

there is no hint of a separate Hellenizing party among 
5. 

the Jews of 200 B.C. The violently anti-Seleucid 

nature of the Book of Daniel may mean that Dan.. 11,14, 

wh~ch ~ppears to speak about a revolt at the time of 

the Seleucid capture of Jerusalem, subsequent to the 

Battle of Panium, refers to a Ptolemaic temporary. 

ascendancy. But it does seem that the rising was 

definitely against the Ptolemies, was successful and 



was between 201 and 198 in occurrence. 
, 

It seems that the Yt(_oO("J.J.. of' J.erusalem was 

genuinely pro-Seleucid, perhaps because of' the pro-

Seleucid sympathies of' Simon the J.ust of' whom Ben­

Sira the Jewish Sage is a supporter, about 200 B.C'. 

It seems that in Simon's time Jerusalem was in ruins 

and he rebuilt it, thus carrying out what Antiochus 

the Great promised the Jews in his 'manif'esto' af'ter 

Panium, quoted in Josephus, Ant. XII, 145-146. The 
, 

High-Priest was chairman of' the ~(oVI'"ItA.. and the pro-

Seleucid party was composed of' the upper stratum of' 

the priestly class. Tcherikover is insistent that 

Simon the Just never headed' a Helleni z.ing party but 

that Hyrcanus the son of' Tobiah, to be discussed 

later, did, and that this constituted the breach in 

the Jewish community f'rom 201 to 198. Most o:E' the 

people followed the aristocracy and so the Seleucid 

cause prevailed. Whatever happened internally in 

Jerusalem, Antiochus could have taken it by storm had 

he so wished. The events of' 201 to 198 are more 

valuable as evidence of' support f'or the Seleueids than 

as a reason for the f'all of Jerusalem per se. 
136 -~ ~uote.$> 

Antiquities XII, ~ ~eRtieRe a letter f'rom 

Antiochus to a 'Ptolemy',· Governor of Coele-Syria, 
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granting-Jerusalem. many advantages. This has been 
6. 

declared spurious by some scholars, but its declara-
"'4!:1 tion that the Jews ~ dwell 'according to their 

7. 
ancestral laws' is both ~easible and has the pre-

cedent o~ both Ptolemy I and Alexander. 'Ancestral 

laws' may indicate more than the laws o~ Moses and 

may include religious, social and political elements. 

The r,,~.,-"oe,f synagogues were established :by re~erence 
to these laws but have no Biblical authority. The 

real point about Antiochus' letter is that it con-

~irmed the political situation he ~ound in Judaea. 

'Ancestral' need mean no more than traditions o~ 
. ( ' , , 7. 

the1r ancestors Gr. Ttlf!J "ri.T(tDV,J 11'11/'f.t~~S ) and the 
, 

Jews could decide what -l~oc15 implied. The King gave 

his prior consent _to any law promulgated_ in Judaea by 

the legitimate authorities; but, this being so, 

'Jewish aut·onomy was protected by the military and 
. 8. 

administrative apparatus o~ the Seleucid state'. 

In Aptiquities XII, 145~. two orders are con­

cerned with cultic regulations approved by Antiochus 

regarding Temple observances and 'unclean' animals: 

these orders were in the ~orm o~ a proclamation, and 

we~e addressed to aliens who were not bound by the 

orders o~ the High Priest and were not subject to the 
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duties of the Torah. The fine for contravening these 

directions was to be paid to the priests~- In this 

instance the priest was exercising a priestly function 

but in a theocratic state the priest might interfere 

in governmental matters. 

The Gerousia was the supreme legislative assembly 

in Jerusalem: it and the priests had tax privileges 

and it assisted the High Priest in a permanent capacity. 

The Seleucid government saw in the High Priest the 

supreme ruler of Judaea and Jerusalem, as the Ptolemies 

had also. · The autonomy granted to Judaea was in the 

spirit of Seleucid tradition::: the government officials 

could interfere in the affairs of the State if they 

needed to, but their visits were few and brief. To this 

extent and in this connection the Seleucid regime was 

less stringent than the Ptolemaic one had been. The 

documents cited in Josephus, which we have shown by 

precedent to be feasible, make it plain that Antiochus 

III had no intention of changing the traditional life 

of Judaea by imposing Greek tendencies. II Mace, 3,-_ 2 

refers to presents granted to the Temple by Antiochus 

III and the Ptolemies possibly; and also at this time 

John, mentioned in II Mace. 4, 11, the father of 

Eupolemus, obtained certain privileges in connection 
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possibly with the Jewish religious tradition which were 

later abolished under Antiochus IV. 

The rise or Hellenism in Jerusalem at this time 

is said to have no connection with Seleucid rule per se, 

which appears anxious, even in the eyes or a Jew like 

Josephus, that the Jews' way or lire should continue 

unaltered and unimpeded. Neither was there repression 
... 

under Seleucus IV whom, despite the raid or Heliodorus 
~ . 

upon the Temple during Seleucus' reign, II Mace. 3_, 3 

praises as generous. Tcherikover says the storm that 

broke over the nmion's head was a 'consequence or the 

natural development or the Jews - part of whom inclined 
9. 

to Hellenism as a spontaneous aspiration'. This became 

a national catastrophe because at the time or this 

political and cultural crisis in Palestine, 'a grave 

political crisis was taking place in the Seleucid 

Empire which created a new approach to the problems or 
9t 

the land· of Judaea and its p9pulation'. The tragedy 

of the Maccabean revolt and of the persecution against 

which it was an active reply seems to be that so many 

political, cultural and religious pressures coincided 

at the same point of time. In the end, I believe it 

. was the political factors external to Palestine which 

were the immediate cause of the Persecution decrees: of 
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167, as I hope presently to show. Accordingly, we will 

now deal in more detail:with these political pressures; 

first of those in importance and immediacy was Rome, 

and it will therefore be discussed first. But all my 

evidence tends to suggest that it was the combination 

of outside threats: from Parthia, Armenia, Elam, 

Egypt and Rome, encircling the Seleucid core of Syria 

and Palestine, which finally forced the Seleucids and 

the Jews. into lines of action which would not necess-

.arily have been so violently precipitated either by 

fewer outside influences or by internal forces alone. 

One of the most significant antecedents to the 

enmity which was to develop between Antiochus and the 

Romans is seen .in the various: factors which caused Rome 

to go to war· with Macedon in 200. Philip V and 
t.Jft/"1. tq•,.f«L. tb hAve 

Antiochuslunited in the first place against the regents 
·' of Ptolemy V Epiphanes of Egypt in 203; but the very 

existence of this alliance meant that Rhodes and 

Pergamum, ·who sent envoys: to Rome in 201, were able to 

make out that the twin threat of Philip and Antiochus 

was a threat as much to Rome as to anyone. The envoys 

also exaggerated the conquests and power of Antiochus 

and made him look like an oriental despot in the 

tradition of Cyrus. Rome thought she had to prevent 
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the two kings from usi:ng Greece as a common base against 
• 

Italy, and would assume the role of' 'liberator' in 

Greece in order to perform the closure of' Greece to 

Philip and Antiochus. ·The Senate's purpose was to 

checkmate the dangerous purposes attributed to Philip 

and Antiochus, and with this aim to make Greece an out-

post for the defence of Rome from the East~ Tenney 
10. 

Frank stresses: Roman Phil-Hellenism as a reason for her 

going to war against Philip. This seems a quite extra-

ordinary view and it has been refuted on the grounds 

that the Romans were favouring a 'Phil-Hellen:ic' policy -

as 'liberators' -for the same reason that Hannibal 

followed a Phil-Italian policy - 'because it suited their 
11. 

purpose, not through love of' Greece' •. 

Though Antiochus did not cross the boundaries he 

had guaranteed to Attalus of' Pergamum in 215-14, his 

conquests on the west coast of' A~ia Minor in 196-5, in 

particular its southern half' and the Gallipoli penin­

sula on the European side of' the Hellespont, tended to 

hem in Pergamum. They also appeared to Eumenes II to 

encroach upon his rival claims there. Antiochus ought 

to have realized that Pergamum would appeal to Rome, 

which she did in 196. His actions in this sector were 

careless and ill-considered. 
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to 
Smyrna and Lampsacus refused to submitLAntiochus 

and appealed to the Senate, who referred them to 

Flamininus, Rome's consul in Greece. Flamininus told 

Antiochus to leave all the Greek towns he had taken 

from Ptolemy and not to set foot in Europe. But 

Antiochus had a better reas:on for wanting these cities 

than Rome had for refusing to let him have them. He 

was now allied (195) to Ptolemy V by marriage in any 

case, and a settlement as to overseas possessions: was 

impending. Flamininus was checkmated and Antiochus 

occupied Gallipoli. In 194, in renewed negotiations 

with a less obdurate Flamininus, Rome agreed to give 

.Antiochus a free hand in Asia, provided he ev.!:lcuated 

Thrace and recognized Rome's right to dispose of 

Europe. Muddle-headed envoys from Antiochus and 

Eumenes widened the breach, and, wheri in the winter 

of 193 Antiochus accepted the invitation of the 

Aetolian League to liberate Greece, Rome declared war. 

Antiochus neither expected nor wanted a war with Rome, 

but she had led him to overplay hi.s: hand •. Had Antiochus' 

envoys agreed to Flamininus' proposals they would.have 

given away, in evacuating European Greece, nothing worth 
. 

preserving, because Antiochus' claims to Thraee were 

unsure and the European adjunct to his territory which 
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this represented made his' empire still more vulnerable. 

The refusal to back down and his subsequent :lnvasioEJ of 

Greece was a fatal blunder in that it disturbed the 

political state of European Greece. This was bound to 

convince th~ Senate that this action constituted a 

genuine 'casus belli'. Antiochus' main army was routed 
l14"ivs Acilius 

by M. AttilitHJ Glabrio at Thermopylae in 191 and he 

escaped to Ephesus with 500 men. Antiochus.' fleet was 

defeated at Cape C'orctyc~us and finally shattered at 

Myonessus. His army was equally decisively defeat.ed 

by Scipio at Magnesia in 190/189; and by the Treaty of 

Apamea in 188 Antiochus was compelled, amongs·t other 

things, to renounce all his possess:ions' in Asia west of 

the Taurus and the River Halys, to pay an indemnity of 

15,000 Eubo&.ic talents - the highest in ancient history -

to surrender all his elephants and to restrict his ships 

to the East side of Cape Sarpedon on the coast of 

C!ilicta. 

Soon after this treaty the Romans withdrew their 

troops from As.ia without annexing any of its territory, 

but all the Hellenistic states realized that all they 

did was now subject to Rome's approval. Rome had reduced 

Syria to a second-rate power and this meant a serious: 

decay in Hellenism. Vassal rulers for instance in Upper· 
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and Lower Armenia began to assert their independence, 

and Greek culture generally slipped into a ~uite rapid 

decline. Egypt was left with only 8yprus and c~yrene 

as overseas possess:ions. The removal of Rome's troops 

in no way implied a disengagement. from Asian affairs. 

In retrospect it seems very much as if hers was a 
haut 

policy of 'recouler pour plusLsauter'. 

Rome was also interested in Egypt. At the con-

ference of Naupactus in 217, to which Ptolemy IV sent 

envoys, the Aetolian Agelaus put before the represen­

tatives of the Macedonians and G~reeks: 'that the domi-
12. 

n~ion of the world was being decided in Italy'. 

Roman embassies came to Alexandria between 2Hi and 

210 to buy corn while Rome·was in great need because 

of the ravages of the second Punic war, then going 

badly for the Romans: Trasimene and Raphia were both 

fought in 217. Bevan says that Ptolemy probably 'did 

not think it inconsistent with his neutrality to 
13. 

supply the Romans with corn'. 

In 201 Roman ambassadors again came to Egypt, 

nominally to announce the recent victory over c·arthag-e 

.(za~a was in 202) to a friendly Egypt, but probably in 

fact to get information about the disposition of Egypt 

and Syria in view of Rome's forthcoming,: war with 
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Philip V - the second Macedonian war. Rome was probably 

anxious not to make an enemy of either Ptolemy or 

Antiochus in view of the other encounter. 

Bevan believes that by the time the conversations 

between Antiochus and the Roman Ambassadors took place 

at Lysimachia in 196 peace had already been formally 

made between the Ptolemies and the Seleucids, and the 

marriage between Antiochus' daughter and Ptolemy V 

agreed to on both sidef3j and that the Egyptians would 

desire this so much, owing to their weak administra-

tion at that time, that they would acquiesce even to 

the annexation of Ptolemaic overseas possessions by 
14. 

Antiochus. In the agreement between Antiochus III and 

Ptolemy .which was sealed by th~ marriage much will 

have depe~ded upon what dowry CleopatrB; was to bring 

to Egypt. Bevan says ~N>ropos. this: "It is impossible 

for us today to know what was stipulated on this point ••• 

we may say with fair certainty that C:oele-Syrta came 

into th~ negotiations somehow, because we have the 

authority of Polybius for the fact that the Alexandrine 

court in the next generation maintained that P~tiochus 
15. 

agreed. to retrocede C.'oele-Syria as _part ·of the dowry". 

The Polybius passage, referring to Antiochus IV says: 

"Further, he (Ant. IV) rested his case on the occupation 
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of the country by his father Antiochus (Ant. III) after 

a war; and finally denied the existence of the agree-

ment stated by those in Alexandria to have been made 

between his late father (Ant. III) and the Ptolemy 

recently deceased· (Ptol. V), by which the latter should 

receive Coele-Syria as a dowry when he married 
16. 

Cleopatra, the mother of the present King". C'oncerning 

this agreement Appian says: "To Ptolemy in Egypt, he, 
'· 

(Ant. III) sent his daughter Cleopatra, surnamed Syra, 

giving with her c:oele-Syria as a dowry, which he had 

taken away from Ptolemy himself, thus flattering the 

young king in order to keep him quiet during: the war 
17. 

with the Romans". He also tried to marry off An.tiochia 

to Ariarathes and his other .daughter to Eumenes; Eumenes 

refused this. 

Hardly had the Romans detached Asia M'inm:-, by the 

Treaty of Apamea, than the Kings and GovernorB of 
el 

Northern and Eastern Asia Minor began to s~ze other.· 

territories. Nievertheless the Seleucid State recovered 

from its losses and for some time remained powerful in 

the Near East. In the remaining provinces of Babylonia, 

Syria, Media and Cilicia, the colonizing activity of the 

Seleucids had been so good that a revolt against G~eek 

rule was now most unlikely, and the Seleucid State was 
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therefore potentially a considerable power in 185 B. c·. 

But the Roman policy towards the Seleucids is extremely 

hard to defend, despite the efforts of Tenney Frank and 

others. In spite of the loyalty of the G.raeco-Macedonian 

population and most natives to the Seleucid Dynasty, and 

the capacity of several of the Kings, the disintegration 

of the Syrian Empire, and with it the weakening· of 

Hellenism in the region, went steadily on. The paraly­

sing effect of Rome's passive resistance and suspicion 

was more fatal to Greek culture in the East· than the 

Senate could possibly have known. The sinister figure 

of Rome was always, as Edwyn Bevan says, ready to support 

the elements of disruption within the Seleucid realm, as 

happened in the time of the Maccabees, while, outside 

Seleucid territory, her baneful influence cramped trade 

and commerce and had, I believe, a profound psycholog­

ical effect on Seleucid internal policy. 

The political system which Antiochus III estab­

lished in the Middle East never received a proper trial. 

The result of the Battle of Magnesia was to undo all 

that he had achieved in his Eastern Anabasis of 207-6. 

Such was the blow which the battle dealt to Seleuc-id 

prestige that in Armenia, Parthia and Bactria rulers 

ceased. to send tribute or to acknowledge even the 
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nominal sovereignty of' the Seleucids. This was the 

beginning of' the end of' the Seleucid Empire and I do not 

think it would ever agai~ have been possible f'or it to 

f'eel at ease about its Eastern provinces. 

Bef'ore dealing with the political evente; that led 

up to the accession of' Antiochus IV, it will be con­

venient now to look at the religious position at 

Ji'erusalem at this time.. Greek culture practical]y 

ef'f'aced all the old literature of' Syria and Phoenicia 

except the Jrewish, but the Jiewish contribution to 

literature in the Hellenistic period shows considerable 

range and vitality. A good exampl.e of' this literature 

is to be f'ound· in the Book of' 'Ecclesiasticus' or 'The 

wisdom of' Jesus, the son of' Sirach'. There is no sure 

touch of' Greek thought in this_ book which thinks along 

the traditional lines of' the wisdom literature of' 

nations other than Palestine: its observations belong 

to the stock of' moralizing advice common to many 

Eastern nations. About 132 the grandson of' Jeshua Ben 

Sira translated a collection, in Hebrew, of' Ben S.ira' s 

wisdom teaching; into Greek. Fragments of' the original 

Hebrew text, dating from about the time of Chl:>ist, were 

found in 1952 in the Dead Sea Caves at Qumran. The 

book itself constitutes the last great work of the 
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Hebrew wisdom literature, which had its main period or 

writing in the Persian and Ptolemaic· period~; other 

books of' this genre are Proverbs and Job-. In Eccles­

iasticus, we f'ind that "To f'ear the Lord is the·begin­

ning of' Wisdom" (Ch.l,vl4 and 16). In its conception 

of' Divine justice, the prosperity of' the wicked is 

transient and the good are finally rewarded. For the 

individual the end of' lif'e is all that matters: the 

name a man leaves behind him f'or good or ill is all­

important. c·onsequently a great value is set on a 

man's reputation. The name of' the pious shall not~ be 

cut of'f': "The days of' a good lif'e are numbered, but 

a good name endures f'or ever" (Ch. 41, v. 13). On 

the f'ace of' it the book is f'ull of' propriety and 

pedestrian worldly wisdom: but there is high praise 

of' the beauty of' nature in Chapter 43. 

Ben Sira has a high estimate of' the value of' 

f'amily lif'e·; he stresses the value of' a good wif'e and 

the sin of' a bad one (C.h. 25 v. 19). In Chapter 42 he 

advocates castigation of' children and 'a wicked 

servant' (v. 5), and reminds us of' his near contemp­

orary, Cato the Elder, at Rome, in many ways. Ben 

Sira takes enjoyment and pleasures heartily but warns 

against an excess of' food and drink. He is ready to 

110. 



show sedulous kindness outside his house, ror instance 

to the poor, and almsgiving almost equals righteous-

ness: later it came to be a prominent part or this; 

apart rrom the duty of giving alms it is enlightened 

self-interest. 

The book contains glimpses of many other Hebrew 

types: tradesmen (Ch. 26 v. 29) and seafarers (43 

v. 24-25); in Ghapter 38 v. 24-30 the scribe is com-

pared to various types of labourers such as craftsmen, 

metal-workers and potters. Agriculture is held in 

honour (Ch. 7 v. 15); so is the physician, and, as 

Greek medical science was prevalent at the time, 

Chapter 38 verses 1 to 8 may in part reflect Greek 

medical practice. 

Ben Sira seems to oppose the free spirit of 

Hellenism but is cramped in Judaea. Tcherikover 

believes he fought against the spirit of Greek civil-

ization all his life for he understood the danger 
18. 

facing Judaism from Hellenism. G~eek wisdom, and in 

particular its empirical approach, he warns against. 

His 'wisdom' is not the wisdom or human reason: it 

is divine; wisdom dwells among the people of Israel 

and her sole expression is the Law of Moses. He 

castigates those who have laid aside Judaism. 
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To him the priestly government is also sacred. 

Aaron is, according to him, the ideal symbol of the 

High Priest. There are echoes of the attitude, 

'Laugh and the world laughs with you: weep and you 

we_ep alone'. There is no sense of 'class-struggle' 

here because the poor are so far down by custom that 

there is no incentive: but there is hatred here 

(ch. 13, v. 15-20). Ben Sira sees no remedy for this 

everlasting hostility; it is the wi.ll of God, by 

implication (ch. 11 v. 14). He denounces the popular 

revolts and conspiracies in the city: the only way 

the poor can escape is to learn 'wisdom'. Tcherikover 

thinks it may be deduced from his wri~ings that Ben 

''· Sira climbed from poverty via the Torah and study. 

Ben Sira demands complete humility towards 

authority: but he norm~lly sees only the negative 

side of people in authm:-i ty. This seems to imply a 

lack· of moral and ethical. standards in the ruling 

class at Jerusalem. (ch. 8 v. 14). This period does 

not seem in fact to have been very bad in this respect: 

but the limited and closed nature of the community 

rendered all differences sharper and all potential con-

flicts more likely. 

Sometimes Ben Sira addresses the wealthy in 
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particular; his passages on merchants and trade reflect 

the development of the monetary economy. In these 

passages the broadening of private horiz:ons is stressed. 

Ben Sira does not modify his moral views in respect of 

wealthy men: wealth is good - if rare - if it is 

achieved without wrongdoing. 

There appears to have been a threefold antagonism 

in the contemporary Jrewish community:-

1. A social antagonism between the rich and the 
poor. 

2. A religious antagonism between the 
unbelievers and the pious. 

3. A moral antagonism between the sinners and 
the righteous. 

The division also splits longtitudinally, and in the 

Maccabean period 'the poor', 'the pious' and 'the 

righteous' tended to be regarded as concomitant terms. 

There is also the contrast between the free-

thinking Hellenizers and the traditional Zealots. But 

this was not, at 200-180 B.C., organized yet into parties 

and plans of action. The moneyed men saw the attractions 

of Hellenism: but the politicians had not yet emerged. 

The masses of the poor and the humble were traditional 

in outlook and this seems a likely reason for Ben Sira's 

approval of them as a class: 'but the leaders had not 

yet appeared to give to religious observance the 
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20. 
character of a national programme'. In this book there 

appears the transition in attitude as a prelude to the 

conflict, and the sharpening of the hostility between 

the two sections which accompanied it. 

It appears that the ·inclination of one class to 

adopt the Hellenistic civilization was not far short of 

its climax in Ben Sira's day, and it was presently to 

find its most powerful expression under Antiochus IV in 

precisely the type of young intellectuals whom Ben aira 

taught. There was little in Syria then to show the 

finer influence of ·Greek cul~ure and we have today little 

concrete evidence in either art or architecture. What 

little there is will be detailed in the Appendix. ''The 

picture which Poseidonius (fl. 135-51 B.C.:):, himself a 

native of Apamea., paints of the Syrian cities of his 
21. 

day was probably no less true at an earlier time". In 

all these cities the political forms of the Greek city 

state were maintained: the social organization of the 

citizens also probably followed the Greek type. At 

Antioch, for example, the people were _divided into ten 

tribes, probably as at Athens, for voting (in demes): 

Gymnasia and ;+'f/SOI were also prominent. We do not know 

to what extent the old Hellenic··r:spirit survived in these 17,11,_,,. 
features, if at all. .Livy XXXVIII [quotes Manlius 
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(189 B.C.) as saying there had been a rapid degenera-

tion in the civilization of Syria, like other 

Hellenized nations at this time. Polybius als.o gives 
22. 

an unfavourable impression of these Greeks. 

There are scant traces of literary activity, 

Poseidonius' being an exception. Bevan says: "Some 

degree of culture must be supposed in the early environ-

ment of men who left their native place.to seek learn­
.U 

ing or literary fame", referring to the early life of 

Poseidonius; but he is demonstrably confining this 

comment almost to one man. Antioch did produce the 

Stoic, Apollophanes, and also a writer on dreams, 

Phoebus; and Bevan quotes c-icero (Pro. Arch.'- 3) as 

crediting Antioch w~th possessing 'men of the highest 
·es.2Jt. 

education'. JJ:t appears that although this eultural 

interest existed, it was skin deep and covered with a 

veneer of ostentation. It is an open question as to 

whether the Greeks adopted Syrian! modes of thought. 

c-ertainly certain cults, notably that of Atargitis at 

Bambyce-Hierapolis, continued to flourish in Syria 

under Greek rule. The countryside of Syria retained 

its old speech. The city population was largely 

Aramaean and, even as an official language, Aramaie 

did not die out. Aramaic literature continued to be 
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cultivated at Edessa to a small extent. But even when 

the native language was used, the thought was largely 

Greek. Native literature was driven into the background 

by the Greek as being barbarian, and, as we r~ve said, 

only the Jewish literature continued to be prominent in 

the life of the nation. 

Norman Bentwich .seems near the mark when he sums 

up the state of Hellen:ism, as it appeared to the Jew 

at the beginning of the 2nd century, in these words: 

"In estimating the attitude of the Jewish people towards 

Greek culture, we have then to remember that the civil­

ization they encountered was a second-rate and second-

hand Hellenism, which had indeed a treasure of artistic· 

and intellectual achievement to attract and inspire, 

but lacked altogether the eager spirit that had created 

that treasure and at the same time was mingled with all 

manner of foreign cults and cultures - Chaldean astrology, 

Phrygian mysticism, and Egyptian theophanies :in such a 

way that its own inherent weaknesses were emphasized and 

exaggerated and its nobler aspects were hopelessly 
25. 

obscured". 

After Magnesia in 190-189 there were fourteen 

years of peace in which the Seleuctd Empire to an extent 

recovered its losses. When new trouble begins it is the 
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beginning of the Seleucid decline. Bevan talks of the 

negative quality of these years and thinks it remark-

able that Palestine was retained during this unfavour-
26. 

able period. Magnesia had destroyed the prestige of 

the Seleucid House for ever. Antiochus is said to 

have met his death at the hands of tribesmen in 

Luristan. 

~he most serious effect on the Seleucids·of the 

defeat of Magnesia was :the empty coffers: which resul-

ted. Seleucus IV Philopator, who succeeded Antiochus 

in 187 B.C., was not a weak ruler: he just had to be 

careful. At no previous moment could anyone who stood 

out as an antagonist of Rome have counted on such 

general sympathy in the Eastern Mediterranean.. Macedonia 

particularly under Perseus was preparing to f:Lght. 

Eumenes of Pergamum, though allied to Rome, saw that 

Rome must be kept out of Asia. Greek feeling was turn-

ing against Rome and E~nenes had to go with its current. 

'There could be no question', according to Bevan, 'that 

the sympathies of the House of Seleucus were with the 
27. 

antagonists of Rome'. rrhe hopes of all those who wished 

to withstand Rome were on Macedonia in general and 

Perseus in particular, who was armed to the teeth. 

Seleucus' daughter Laodice married Perseus in 177. 
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From the Egyptian side Seleucus was for a while 

menaced by his brother-in-law Ptolemy V, who was laying 

claim to Coele-Syria again, taking advantage of the 

condition of Seleucid rule after Magnesia ·and .calling·; 

into evidence for the legitimacy of this claim the 

'dowry' promised to his wife Cleopatra twelve years 

previously. But the unforeseen death of Ptolemy V, 

possibly poisoned by his generals, reduced the danger 

of a new Syrian War, 1E32-1 B.C. 

As it was during the reign of Seleucus IV that the 

feud between the two main ruling parties in Jerusalem, 

the Oniads and the Tobiads, grew to serious p~oportions, 

a short examination of their history will now be made. 

Most of what we know about the Tobiad clan comes from 

Josephus' Anti qui ties XII; and although it if3 doubt-

less embellished by legend, there is reason to accept 

a substantial historical core. We have outlined its 
4-S' 

connection with Zenon (pages~ ff.). 

Jerusalem at the time, circa 180 B.C., had 

:120,000 people and its area w.as approximately 51 acres. 

The development of the Jewish people during this period 

is largely due to the fact that they were too numerous 

for the narrow confines of the country. Politically 

and socially the priestly caste was the wealthiest, but 
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there were poorer priests as well, and in Roman times 

there ~as class-hatred between these groups. The rich 

and highly-connected controlled the Temple, and so its 

treasury, and the rest had little power. The High­

Priest~y :family at the time was the House or Onias. 

The H'orim and S'ganim, or nobles and rulers 

were the heads or wealthy kinship groups whose history 

-and origin :from Nehemiah's time is obscure •. All 

Jewish merchant groups in Hellenistic times were the 

result or the Jewish people's development during the 

Hellenistic epoch itself'; but the traditional. 

Jerusalem theocracy, operative since the Exile, grad­

ually trans:f'ormed the-priests into an exclusive class 

sometimes opposing the people. The scri~es were a 

class more akin to the populace and hence came the 

Oral Law, the continuation, interpretation and supple­

mentation or the Written Law. The scribes gaYe the 

·Law a much more prof'ound interpretation than the 

priests were content with, and made a number of' new 

laws; eventually the o:f:f'icial interpretatiom3 or the 

priests lost all signi:f'icance. Synagogues were emerg­

ing in Palestine at this time, although they had been 

established i-n Egypt some time previously. The syna­

gogue recently excavated at Beit Alpha dates from the 
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1st century A.D. ExteBsive work was done from 1925 

onwards on the Roman-period synagogue at Capernaum 

which is thoroughly Hellenistic in conception and 

execution with .courtyard, friezes and wreaths on the 

walls, and fine if ill-proportioned piilars with 
28. 

c:orinthian capi tala. 

In the period of Seleucus IV's reign opposition 

started between the temple and the synagogue, estab­

lished 'for the reading of the Law and for the teach-
29. 0 

ing of the c·ommandments'. The nation's entire intell-

ectual. element was concentrated in the men of the 

Scribal class, and a special sect among the Scribes:, 

the Hasidim, constituted its external expression. By 

the time to which I Maccabees 2, 42 refers (167 B.C.), 

these religious Jealots. were an established sect. They 
. 30. 

may have been organized, Tcherikover believes, under 

Simon the Just, and under him elevated to a position of 

authority. 

The stories of the Tobiad figures Joseph and 

Hyrcanus are probably to be dated to the times of 

Ptolemy III Euergetes (246-221) and Seleucus and 

Antiochus IV respectively. Joseph's father was Tobiah, 

whose relationship with Zenon and Apollonius is probably 

to be seen in the letters of the Zenon Papyri discussed 
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in Chapter II. Joseph is thought to have been appointed 

tax-collector during the years 230 to 220 B.C., and 

during that time to have enjoyed great power in C'oele-

Syria. His story is told in Josephus, Antiquities XII, 
-t 

163~. 

Joseph proposed a system of financial reform for 

Jiud_aea and on sugg~t~ting:.·he could tackle_ the whole 

province of Syria.was duly appointed &folk'Tfs . This 

was the highest administrative and financial post in 

~udaea; Its holder was the people's political represen­

tative to the King and was responsible for the country's 

allegiance to the Ptolemaic government. No other ~ew 

had ever attained so high a rank, so Joseph grew in 

authority with the Jews and they became proud of him. 

He crushed objection to his presence as iiOit('lTiS when 

Ashkelon and Scythopolis:, for example, refused to pay 
31. 

taxes. 

The principles introduced by .J:roseph into Jiudaea 

were the princip].es. of the Hellenistic age as a whole. 

His character contains the current Greek traits of 

immense willpower, rapidity of action, self-confidence, 

and undisguised contempt of ancestral tradition. With 

this came a depletion in personal and national ethics 

in pursuit of gain. His descendants were the 'Sons of 
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Tobiah' who were to head the Hellenizing movement in 

Jierusalem under Antiochus IV. 

One of Joseph's sons, according- to J!'osephus' 

account, was the Hyrcanus who went to Egypt and pre­

sented the King (Ptolemy V Epiphanes) with presents 

to the value of 1,000 tal~nts, possibly to depose his 

father from the position of tax collector and so save 

it from his brothers' acquisition on his father's 

death. His father joined his brothers in their oppos­

ition but Hyrcanus. won his way; either then or on his 

father's deat.h he would become an Egyptian official. 

His brothers tried to kill him but he escaped to 

Transjordan from which place he taxed Judaea, if not 

the rest of Syria. 

Hyrcanus' attempt to penetrate Jerusalem led to a 

political spli.t in which the High Priest supported the 

elder brothers against him. Hyrcanus was in any case, 

by tradition pro-Ptolemaic· and anti,...Seleucid and this 

pro-Ptolemaic position was at the time the orj_entation 

of his opponents. Hyrcanus' attempt failed and he was: 

forced. to return to Transjordan, where he lived and 

fought until his suicide after· ruling as a Sheik for 

seven years. 

His fortress-like settlement at 'Araq· el Emir in 
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Jordan was excavated by the Princeton University exped-

ition of 1904-5-9. The ruins consisted of: (1) The 

Mausoleum called Kasr-:ll-Abd, (2) two gateways on the 

course of the approach, (3) a building on a terrace 

north of the Kasr-il-Abd, (4) the terrace walls and 
32. 

(5) the aqueduct besides a mass of debris. The archi-

tectural details will be further discussed in the 

Appendix, but enough was reconstructed by Butler in a 

most lavish publication to point to this as one of the 

most important Hellenistic monuments in Syria. 

de Vog~~ is said to agree that this ·is Hyrcanus' 

palace and he accepted Josephus' dating. It has been 

thought that it could not have been built during· 

Hyrcanus' short stay, seeing that he was fighting the 

Arabs for most of the time but there seems no reason 

why building should not have started earlier. It is 

also said that the animal representations of the four 

lions, two of which flank each side of the main door­

way, would have precluded Hyrcanus being Jewish; but 

Butler· says that he need not have objected, as an 

expatriate rebel, to these images, and the executants 
33. 

will necessarily have been Gentile anyway. 

Onias III, the High Priest at the ·time (c. 175 B.C.) 

was a friend of Hyrcanus and prior to his exile Hyrcanus 
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as a religious centre: it played the part of a state 

exchequer in Judaea, otherwise absent. It was also a 

kind of bank for private individuals, most of' whom were 

from the Jerusalem aristocracy anyway. At this time 

the Temple was in danger of becoming the private bank 

of a few aristocratic families who had power. Of 

these the Tobiads were the most prominent. As long as 

Simon the Just was Hign Priest, the Tobiads continued in 

great wealth and influence, (about 200-180 B.c·. ); 

Onias III the next High Priest respected Hyrcanus and was 

pro-Ptolemy and this may have led to enmity, not only 

towards the Seleucids but also towards the Tobiads. So 

strife began. Simon, a Benjamite, the 'Captain of the 
, , 

Temple', demanded also to be d.yopJ. ~""D.S - a legal, 

police, or financial position of importance. On being 

unable to get this post, Simon applied to Syr:La and 

suggested that some temple funds should be appro­

priated by Syria. Owing to the indemnity imposed at 

Magnesia and the various military extravagances of 

Antiochus III, Seleucus would be open to such an offer. 

Onias refused Seleucus' representative Heliodorus these 

funds. Heliodorus first attempted to take the money by 

force and then, according to 2 Mace. Ch. 3, he gave up 

the attempt owing, allegedly, to divine intervention. 
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Thus foiled, Simon then slandered Onias and accused 

him of plotting against authority. Civil War was near 

and unrest was rife so that Apollonius the Governor of 

Syria was about to intervene. Onias left for Syria to 

plead his case at Court, but at that juncture (175), 

Seleucus died and Antiochus IV Epiphanes succeeded him. 
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CHAPTER IV : THIG REIGN OF ANTIOCHUS IV 

EPIPHANES SECTION I 

When Antiochus Epiphanes came to the Throne in 

175 B.C'., backed by the troops of Eumenes of Pergamurn, 

he must have realized that the_pressures on Syria, 

consequent upon Magnesta, were likely to increase 

during his reign; his period of exile as a hostage 

at Rome will have taught him to respect its power, 

and his almost pathetic enjoyment of Roman customs 

need not mean that he was Philo-Roman in any deeper· 
co.-

sense than having the profound respect for its 

institutions. He may not in 175 have realized the 

full extent of what his tenure of the Syrian·:·throne 

would involve, or that a religious and social disrup-

tion was incipient in Judaea; and he may not have 

realized, with the western orientation of his early 

life, the full extent of the threat to his Eastern 

provinces. 

His character is to be assessed not only, or at 

all, on the basis of the orthodox Jewish view of a 

slightly mad tyrant, though it appears that there may 

well have been elements of both in his composttion. 

He is to be judged upon his ability to tackle the 
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totality of the international situation of the time as 

it affected him. Bevan believes him to have been essen-
1. 

tially a tyrant, and his theatrical manner is d.emon-
2. 

strated in passages of Polybius which also speak of his 

'hail, fellow!' propensities; the impression seems to 

me to be _that he played the Roman with his tongue in 

his cheek. He was a passionate devotee and advocate of 

Hellenism, having been in 175 a hoplite general in 

Athens; and that this devotion was real enough is 

shown by his erection of the remarkable and vast temple 

of Olympian Zeus at Atr1ens, in many ways one of the 
3. 

finest buildings to emerge from the Hellenistic age. He 

spent much energy and treasure on the enhancement of 

the cult of Zeus Olympios, with whom he identified nim-

self: this was an integral part of his programme as he 

seems to have taken the ruler cult more seriously than 

any of his predecessors. Under him Antioch_was extended 

and lavishly equipped with buildings which must have 

given excellent opportunities for the craftsmen of 

Antioch: these are1said to have included a magnificent 

temple to Jupiter Capitolinus, imitating that at Rome. 

Bevan believes that his character was 'incurably 
4. 

superficial' being showy rather than sound and that he 

left the country bankrupt .. Bevan finds it impossible 
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to reconcile the strange contradictions in his person-
5. 

· ality. I am unable to agree with this estimate of 

Antiochus in the context of the problems he had to 

deal with: while the~e is c~rtainly here a bizarre 

and ruthless character, he was no fool. 

Polybius, who ne.ed not have been pro-Antiochus, 

says of him: 11King Antiochus was both energetic 

{Tr~K.TII(!J, ), daring in design, and worthy of the royal 

dignity, except as regards his management of the c-am-
6. 

paign near Pelusium" ~ which we will discuss p:resently. 

Appian says: 11 He was called Epiphanes, (the Illustrious) 

by the Syrians, because when the government was seized 

by usurpers he showed himself to be a true King. Having 

cemented his friendship and alliance with Eumenes, he 

governed Syria and the neighbouring nations with a firm 
7. 

hand". Diodorus Siculus follows Polybi us·• character 
8. 

sketch, as given in the lost fragment of Book XXVI. 

As some indication of his stature Tarn asks: "VVhy, 

above all, did Mithradates I of Parthia, the able and 

ambitious monarch who created the Parthian Empire,_ make 

no move until the broken, nervy Seleucid was safely 
9. 

dead?" 
~ Bouche-Leclerq says of Antiochus: "It would not 

be difficult to find in the bizarre character of 
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Antiochus IV, in his unexpected caprices, in the 

mixture o~ pride and familiarity which he exhibited 

in his relations with society, the traces of his 

Roman education associated with his ideas o~ Asiatic 
10. 

despotism"; but this need not, and in my view did 

not, involve political stupidity. It may be conjec-

tured that, had circumstances not been disadvantageous; 

to his schemes in so many directions at home and 

abroad, he might well have brought about a new lease 

of li~e to the Seleucid Empire. He has suf~e:r•ed from 

hostile sources biased against him because of a small 

part o~ his policy which was a failure, and concerned 

there~ore nat ·to promote a flattering view of h:Ls char-

acter. Above all, his personality seems to have had 

the saving grace of colour which the Seleucid state 

had lacked since Apamea. 

His predecessor's reign, during which the immense 

indemnity imposed at Apamea had to be raised, had also 

seen unrest developing in Judaea, outlined in the pre-

vious chapter, and had made the mid-eastern provinces 

still less sure of retention - not so much in view o~ 

the revolt o~ these provinces as o~ the threat of 

attack from Parthia. Had Antiochus lived in Syria 

during the years preceding his reign, he would have 
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"ti~· 
been able to al!ilil:i:JRil:s~& the dangers of this threat at ·-; 

their proper magnitude: as things were, he seems to 

have slightly misjudged the problem in 170. 

As regards the potential threat from Rome, Tarn 

says: "Antioch~s IV knew Rome very well, and, as I 

see it, his consistent attitude was that there must be 

no quarrel with her at any price; what was lost in the 

West was lost for ever (Thrace and most of Asia Minor). 
11. 

But the East remained". Tarn says Egypt can have been 

no part of his plan at first, and I accept his view 
11. 

that what happened there was an accident." In whatever 

way Antiochus' activity be considered, everything comes 

back to 169 as a starting point •... directly after the 

death of the.Boy King, his colleague." Tarn :rejects 
11.. 

the idea that Antiochus IV was implicated in this. 

Antiochus had seen. by experience::that the success 

of Rome was due to its centralization, so he aimed at 

the same centralization in his kingdom, employing in 

this case the unifying Alexandrian concept of Divine 

Kingship as a centralized ruling force. Coins showing 

the resemblance of his Zeus-type to this ~ype in 

Babylon, enthroned with victory in its hand, ts proof 

that he wished Babylon to be the destined capital of 
12. 

the new deity upon earth. Erwin Goodenough says of 
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the conception of' Hellenistic kingship: "Nothing bound 

the Syrians, Arameans, Phoenicians and Palestinians 

together except the person of' the King at Antioch. He 

was the animate constitution, and the only constitution 

which brought any harmony or coherence into his hetero-
13. 

geneous realm." M.P. Charlesworth makes a point of' 

the complete normality of' deif'ication in the Greek world 

as a way of' displaying thankf'ulness and a sense of' obli-
14. 

gation to a benef'actor. In this connection one could 

cite Seleucus Soter who was Zeus in the eyes of' at least 

the Athenian colonists at Lemnos who built temples f'or 

Seleucus I and Antiochus I. There 'the libation, which 

was ordinarily known as that of' Zeus Soter, was called 
1.5. 

that of' Seleukos Soter'; this identif'ies 'Seleukos' with 

'Zeus', and Bevan believes that Seleucus Soter was so 

worshipped in his lif'etime. ,Antiochus II was honoured 

as 'Theos' because of' a victory gained over the Gauls. 

However this ascription of divinity was normally 

bestowed by cities or by the State government. In the 

case of' Antiochus IV it was imposed by the sovereign: 

" he was Antiochus, the God manif'est,9fo' 
:. I 
errt;~t. ~?s , not 

requiring an ascription of' deity prior to receiving 

this f'ormaL political worship. The diff'iculty with 

Judaea arose because the Jews held literally to the 
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c·ommandment, "Thou shalt have none other godB before 

Me", and this ·calls down upon Antiochus IV the wrath of 

the writer of Daniel (11, 37) 'for he shall magnify 

himself above all' •... ' nor regard any god.' So this 

politically astute and generally acceptable religious 

innovation in his empire encountered a tribe in whose 

religious beliefs it could find no part. It was . 

extremely unfortunate that Judaea occupied that particu-

lar geographical position, centrally situated between 

Syria and Egypt and with sympathies still partially pro-

Egyptian. 

Antiochus IV seems to have planted colonists .in his 

new orienital foundations as cleruchs, and simultaneously 
/ 

to have made these colonies 7ft~>-.~," , the liability for 

military service remaining. Antiochus was faced with 

the great task of making good the prestige and terri-

tory lost by Apamea and it was a wise move to begin this 

new wave of military colonizing, which, as well as 

increasing the pace of Hellenization in his Empire, and 

thus contributing to its political and cultural unity, 

was also an etfective buttress against Parthia and the 

troublesome Armenia. 

It is strange to f:ind that Schurer, in his. insi-st-

ence that a historian must in no way depart from the 
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letter of his main sources, accepts Polybius' account 

of Antiochus and his character without question and 

. seems to see no possibility of a more serious and 

meaningful aspect: "Such being the character of the 

man we need not trouble ourselves seeking to discover 

any very deep motives for his proceedings against 

Judaea. Tacitus has on the whole given a fair esti­

mate of them when he said: 'Antiochus strove to 

overthrow the superstition of the Jews and to intro-

duce among them Greek customs, but was prevented by 

the war with the Parthians from improving the con-
16. 

dition of this most detestable race. ' 0 

At this time, during Antiochus' 'five qutet years' 

from 175 to 170, Pergamum, Cappadocia and Syrta formed 

a triple alliance against Rome in the East, in fact 

although all their politics were ostensibly pro-, or 

at least philo-Roman, Antiochus, via an EmbasE:y under 

Apollonius, renewed the alliance with Rome contracted 

in Seleucus IV's reign. He did this in 173 when 

Perseus was secretly trying to organize a coalition 

of all the Hellenic States against Rome. In 172 

.Antiochus convinced a Roman mission, despite the facts, 

that he was a friend of Rome: meanwhile he had 

retained his elephants and was quietly build.ing ships. 
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In 173 his sister Cleopatra, the Queen-Regent of Egypt, 

died; and the anti-Seleucid party in Egypt came to 

power under the leadership of the eunuch Eulaeus and his 

fellow-ruler Lenaeus. In 171 war was declared between 

Rome and Perseus of Macedon, a war which PerHeus was not 

really strong enough in either men or munitions to win. 

In 169 another Embassy from Antiochus was in Rome at the 

same time as an Egyptian one, and the Senate temporized 

pending a decision on the Third Macedonian War with 

Perseus. The consul, ·~. Marci us, was made a legate to 

King Ptolemy. 

On a previous Embassy, sent by Antiochus to 

Alexandria to find out the feeling in Egypt, Apollonius 

found that Eulaeus and Lenaeus 'were too vain to be 
17. 

discreet'; and from that time Antiochus, realizing that 

war with them was inevitable, 'resolved not to wait 
17. 

until war was declared on him'. As regards Seleucid 

rights to Coele-Syria as they stood at 169, the ques-

tion arose as to whether the dowry was personal to its 

original subject, -Cleopatra I, and for the duration of 

her lifetime. alone. If that were so, then when she 

died in 173, having been regent for her elder son, 

Ptolemy VI Philometor,- since the death of her husband in 

181, the gift granted in 193 would have la~~ed. The 
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Egyptians would be able, on the basis of this interpre-

tation, to claim that any aggressive action taken by 

Antiochus in respect of Egypt was a genuine easus belli. 

In Rome's policy of weakening the Seleucids l.t was in 

her interests to regard the question of the dowry as 

carrying this meaning. 

Diodorus says of Eulaeus and Lenaeus that they were 

completely without experience in warfare and battles, 

and they lacked even a single competent advisor or cap-

able commander. "They themselves as might be expected, 

soon met with the punishment that their folly deserved, 

and they brought the kingdom to utter ruin as far as it 
18. 

was in their power to do so". In stressing the incred-

ible optimism of the Egyptian regents concerning the pro-

jected campaign: against Coele-SyrialDiodorus says: "they 

spoke publicly of nothing less than conquering, not only 

Syria, but the entire kingdom of.Antiochus. In order to 

raise money for this venture they pillaged the palace at 
19. 

Memphis". 

While events in Egypt and Rome were making a 

military contest over Cbele-Syria once more inevitable, 

in Judaea- political intrigue with both the Egyptian and 

Syrian Kingdoms grew to the point where Judaea t ts.~lf 

would equally inevitably be involved in the same conflict; 
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her own political instability brought about not only by 

political_ predispositions to the Hellenistic powers but 

by the vendetta among the ruling classes, would make 

her a strategically-placed trouble spot at a time when 

the Seleucid power could not afford such a danger. p,.,...., 
~ 180 to 167 the aspirations to Hellenism within 

Juda·ea emerged into the open. Of this period there is 

no historical account. Josephus is silent, except for 

the conclusion of his account of the life of Hyrcanus; 

the author of Daniel, although an eyewitness, is a little 

confusing (Ch. 11 vv. 21-24 refer). Chapters 3 and 4 of 

2nd Maccabees are the only source of information on the 

people involved in the rise of Hellenism in this period 

and the soctal and party strife which accompanied it. 
20. 

Arguments put forward by Edward Meyer in 1921 are 

the principal support for the views which accept the 

reliability of II Maccabees and its various documents. 

The credibility of this account has been doubted by 
21. 

Kolbe, who pronounces all the documents it cites to be 

forgeries on the grounds of chronology and language. 

In general the writer of II Maccabees gives richer 

details as to politics and people but I Maccabees 

gives the course of historical events better. The 

historicity of II Maccabees is therefore thought, on 
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balance, to be, if' not absolute then approximate. 

The Tobiad f'amily were ·the instigators of' Hellen­

istic ref'orm in Jerusalem, and in tnis connec:tion 

'Tobiads' serves as a blanket-term to co.ver the 'Sons 

of' J:oseph' , of' whom there were eight: of' these) two 

had died earlier and one was Hyrcanus. These Tobiads 

enjoy~d great power and influence and were at the 

head of' the Hellenizing party. Menelaus was.the 

High Priest later under Antiochus IV, having bribed 

himself' into the position in succession to Jason, who 

succeeded Onias III in 175, and he had two sons 

Lysimachus and Simon; together these three headed 

contemporary politics. They were not of' the Tobiad 

f'amily but were of'.similar outlook. It was under 

Menelaus that religious and civil tensions within 

the Jewish state came to a head, and we will deal with 

this presently. 

The coincidence of' Onias' f'light from Jerusalem 

and Antiochus' accession in 175 gave to 1he Tobiads and 

the rest of' the Hellenizing aristocracy the chance to 

press f'or political and cultural ref'orm. To this 

request Antiochus IV was, of' course, more than sym­

pathetic. Jason, the new High·Priest, who had bought 

the position of' High Priest from Antiochus, obtained 

permission f'rom the King to convert Jerusalem into a 



Greek RoN> called 'Antioch' and to construct iil it a 

Gymnasium and Ephebeion; these two institutions were 

characteristic marks of any Hellenistic city and 

formed the basis of the reform which followecl. Jason 

obtained permission to draw up a register of the 

people who·were worthy to be citizens of this Antioch 

and the process of compilation led to discrimination 

within the populace. The Ephebeion'was expensive to 

attend, so was more or less the monopoly of the 

wealthy. The number of new citizens enrolled in the 
22. 

no).rS of 'Antioch' is put at three thousand, and these, 

under Lysimachus, the brother of Menelaus the next· 

high-priest, will have constituted the new Hellenistic 

~lite and the ruling class in the city. The former· 

Gerousia of Antiochus III's time was reconvened as the 

~o.,A? of Antiochus IV; the Council of Elders had 

always been an aristocratic institution in other Greek 

poleis and its function remained unchanged. 

The construction of the gyrnnasium and Ephebeion 

symbolised the entire change which had taken place in 

the city: they were the tangible outcome, and when 

permission for their erection had been given the gym-

nasium was built on the temple hill its.elf. 'rhe yol,lilg·; 

aristocrats donned the cloaks (chlamydes) and.broad-
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brimmed hats appropriate to this; and in order to exer­

cise naked as was the Greek custom, they tried to effac·e 

the marks of their circumcision by artificial surgical 

means; I Maccabees declares that by so doing, they 

'abandoned the holy covenant' (I Mace. 1, l5). The 

building of the gymnasium and Ephebeion was not just a 

cultural project; the education obtained thi•ough the 

various tutors at the Ephebeion such as the cosmetes, 

:"superintendent;~', was an essential part of Greek 

education. And it was his Greek education which in 

Hellenistic times made a man a Greek. In iuture, at 

Jerusalem as in the rest of the Hellenistic world, the 

gymnasium would be the mode of admission to citizen­

ship; with all its class-implications. The conversion 

of Jerusalem into 'Anttoch' was carried out with great 

speed and energy and reflects the depth of desire to 

be 'Greek' at last. Antiochus IV was the patron­

founder, and II Maccabees 4, 22 relates the joy with 

which Antiochus-was received by Jason and the citizens 

in possibly 172, the years of Ptolemy Philometor's 

coronation. 

There was no topographical distinction between 

'Antioch' and Jerusalem, and the same city retained the 

same temple. Many people in Jerusalem retained economic 
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rights as Metoikoi or Katoikoi, and retained their· 

houses and estates; but they had no political rights, 

stated or implied. Dancy follows Bickermann in think­

ing that if these 3,000 'Antiochenes' in Jerusalem did 

not constitute the city a polis, they did at least 
2~5. 

themselves form a politeuma within the city. I cannot 

see how Antiochus would have permitted the Helleniza-

tion of such a city to be merely partial in this way. 

The author of I Maccabees has not the smalles~ 

accusation to bring against Jason of offences against 

the Jewish faith. The abolition of rule based on the 

Mosaic Law did not imply abolition of the Law itself. 

Not even the statues of the gods in the gymnas-ium 

building had any cultic significance. The demos had 

power to decide on religious matters but it was.not 

compelled to do so. There were no changes in -the 

Temple under Jason. The Hellenization of the gods of 

the East nowhere caused a change in the local cultic 

customs. It is only when the Antiochan perseeution 

begins that niJl~is identified with Zeus OlympiOs. 

Nor did Jason's reform affect traditional Jewish 

religious life. No law of the time bound the citizens 

at Antioch-at-Jerusalem to make sacrifices to the gods;. 

Tcherikover says that the end of self-differentiation 

meant that Judaism was open to the world in a new way, 
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and that as the world was imbued with Hellenism, so 
. 24. 

inevitably the Jews became imbued with it also. 

The reformers did not at the outset want a religious 

reform, and may not have demanded it at any time: 

they just wanted to be Greek. 

The Jewish State had to change from an ethnos 

into a polis - Greek institutions were just the 

outer aspect of an inner political reorientation • 

. Many privileges were enjoyed by Jerusalem, on her 

change of status, which will have been long sought-

after by the Hellenizing party: they had municipal 

self-government and could mint coins - this last 

was important for trade. The reformers were anxious 

to obtain these and other privileges, not least for· 

the common, that is, extra-ethnic, friendship, 

culture, and trade which were thereby fostered. The 

educational institutions, customs, dress, and 

belittlement of Jewish religious customs were only 

the logical results of the basic reform. They were 

not the reasons for the reform but its consequences .• 

They involved no principles but caused grave offence 

and so led to an anti-reform movement. 

The building of authentic Greek cities was over 

and so if Antiochus wished to have some cities as 



allies: he would have to create them. The 'Greek' 

cities of Antiochus were merely Syrian towns that had 

assumed the shape of poleis. The striving of the 

J;erusalem aristocracy for economic and poli ttcal 

growth met Antiochus' desire for a friendly power 

in Palestine's geographical position. In so doing, 

by deepening the gulf between the wealthy city and 

the backward c-ountryside, the Jerusalem leaders had 

sown the seeds of the consequent religious, as dis-

tinct from social and cultural, division of Judaea. 

When the Maccabean rebellion came, it came in the 

character of a social reaction as much as a relig-

ious movement. The overt alliance between those Jews 

who favoured the objectionable Greek practices in 

Jerusalem and the Seleucid power also gave the pro-

Ptolemaic faction, which had never really lost its 

cause, grotmds for action. 

During 174 to 172 the extremist elements in the 

Hellenizing party seem to have gr.own stronger; and 

in about 172, while on a financial mission to the 
25. 

Syrian capital on behalf of Jason, Menelaus is said 

to have outbid Jason by three hundred talents, and 

so to have secured the high-priesthood for himself. 

Having been thus supplanted, Jason fled to Ammanitis, 
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26. 
possibly, according to Tcherikover, to the former horne:·· 

of Hyrcanus at 'Araq-el-Ernir. 
27. 

Bevan believes that the new epheboi had a low 

moral tone but admits that overt immoralities connected 

with the new regime are not mentioned, and later writers 

wishing to blackguard Antiochus and his associates were 

as good at telling stories as was Suetonius (viz: IV 

Maccabees). Envoys from the new Hellenistic regime 

declined to sacrifice at the Quadrennial Games held in 

honour of Melkart (Hercules) at Tyre in about 173 under.· 

Jason; and directed that the three hundred silver 

drachmae involved should be expended in the construc­

tion of Triremes, (II Mace. 4, 18-20). Bevan points 

out that the total charge brought against the Hellen­

izers prior to 167 was: 'that they copceived a zeal 
27. 

for athletic exercises (nude) and that they wore hats'. 

How much capacity the ruling Jews of that time would 

re·ally have had for stopping short of apostasy is ques-

tioned by A.H.M. Jones, who regards the very ex.istence 

of the expedition to these Games at Tyre as a danger-
28. 

ous compromise with paganism. This he attributes to 

the Jews' zeal for the new Greek culture and says that 

there is no reason to think that the leading figures 

in the Jewish State ever intentionally contemplated 

abandoning· their faith; it seems that, rather like 

14·7. 
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the way in which Greek culture overtook them, so they 

were led to undervalue the uniqueness of their religion. 

In the opinion of Elias Bickermann, the leaders of the 

Hellenizing party understood perfectly well that all 

the Greek culture in Jerusalem from 175 to 169 'must 

remain merely a diversion of the upper classes as long 

as the sanctuary remained inviolate and as long as the 

law enjoining 'misanthropic separation' continued in 
29. 

force'. 

II Maccabees 4, 30-38 tells of the murder of the 

ex-High Priest Onias III while taking refuge in the 

precinct of Apollo at Daphne, a suburb of Antioch in 

171 (?). Bouche-Leclerq believes that Menelaus was 

helped by Andronicus, the adminis·trator left in charge 

of Syria while Antiochus suppressed a rebellion in 

Cilicia, in getting rid of Onias. For this he follows 

the account in II Maccabees and this in no way impli-
30. 

cates Antiochus as some would have us believe. There 

seems good reason to believe II Mace. 4, 37 which 

tells of the grief of Antiochus at this murder: on 

his return from Cilicia he denounced the crime,and the 

Jews and the Greeks were equally indignant at this 

treachery. Antiochus dealt summary justice on 

Andronicus who was executed at the same spot where 
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Onias had been ~illed. After being summoned before the 

Sanhedrin, Menelaus was the subject of a complaint made 

by the Sanhedrin to Antiochus. Menelaus bo~ght the help 

of one Ptolemy, a favourite of the King, and when the 

Sanhedrin Embassy reached Tyre to talk to the King, 

Antiochus had them put to death, presumably because of 

the influence of Ptolemy (II Mace. 4, 43~50). Menelaus 

was pardoned and Tyre was scandalized and gave the 

victims magnificent funerals. Antiochus lost caste with 

the loyal Jews. 

Modern scholars admit from two to four e~peditions 
IJUtJU.W /ht... '1~ 171 ~ 169, 

of Antiochus into Egypt iH 170,1&9, 171, 19'9, or 168;--

and it seems that Ludin Jansen in 11Die Politik Antiokos 

des Fier~ has obtained a good, workable harmony of 

dates. He postulates two expeditions: the first in 

170-169 and the second in 168. The first is dealt with 

in I Mace. 1, 20 and the second in II Mace. 5:, lf. It 

is most unlikely that there were more than two. In 170 

Egypt inv~ded Coele-Syria under the Regents Eulaeus and 

Lenaeus. This attack was swiftly defeated by Antiochus 

at Mt. Casius almost on the border of Egypt near 

Pelusium. In the panic Ptolemy Philometor wae: shipped 

to Samothrace for safety but ·was captured en route by 

Antiochus. His younger brother, Euergetes (Physcon) 
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was called to the throne by the people of Alexandria, · 

led by the new ministers of Egypt, Commanos and c·ineas. 
AA 

The Alexandrifte" fleet was defeated at a battle near 
• 

Pelusium trying to block the Syrian retreat and the 

Syrian army moved into Egypt over the Pelusiac branch 

of the Nile. Antiochus set up at Memphis a rival 

government to Ptolemy ll?hyscon' s in the name of Ptolemy 

Philometor. · Alexandria held out and reorganized her 

defence under Commanos and Cineas while negotiations 

proceeded with Antiochus as to the degree of guilt of 

the new administration for the wrongs of Eulaeus and 

Lenaeus. 

During his march on Alexandria from Memphis, at 

Sais Antiochus met a number of diplomats from various 

Greek cities including the Acha~an League, Miletus, 
32 

and Clazomenae, wishing to arbitrate for him. ·Rome's 

actions may have caused this concern. A little piqued. 

G-by what they said, the King replied demonstrating the 

rights of himself and his ancestors to c·oele-Syria. As 

1 ' h 1 ,Af\ t Antiochus approached_A exandr1a t e A exandr1HeS sen 

ambassadors to Rome to move the Senate to action, but 

the war with Perseus delayed this action for eighteen 

months. Antiochus raised the siege of Alexandria and, 

following an attempt by a Rhodian embassy at mediation, 
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Antiochus returned to C'Oele-Syria before the winter 

rains, 169. On the way he raided Jerusale~, killed 

some of the inhabitants and.pillaged the Temple (I Mace. 

1, 20f), possibly with Menelaus' connivance. In order 

to keep in with Rome during this first campaign, 

.Antiochus sent money presents to Rome and refused to 

mediate between Rome and Macedon. 

Philometor easily reached a reconciliation with 

Euergetes and his sister Cleopatra, and Philometor· 

reentered Alexandria, where he reigned as 'Joint-King' 

with Euergetes. In 168 Antiochus again invaded Egypt, 
33 

having first attacked Cyprus; Greek opinion was hostile 

to this and the Achaean League supported Egypt but with-

drew this support prior to any action. Antiochus now 

demanded the cession o.t' c·yprus and Pelusium; but he had 

already made peace in E:gypt in 169, and there had been 

no new offence - such as Eulaeus' and Lenaeus' 170 

invasion - to permit these new demands. He had left an 

effective lever for the present invasion of Egypt in 

the existence of the Seleucid garrison at Pelusium 

placed there at the close of the 170-169 campaign. But 

this was only garrisoned 'so that the door of Egypt 
34 

should be open for him if ever he wanted to return'. 

While Antiochus was advancing successfully upon 
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first Memphis and then Alexandria, Perse~s was defeated 

by L. Aemirlius Paullus at Pydna, and Macedonia as an 

independent state vanished for ever. Egyptian ambassa-

dora met Antiochus at Rhinocolura.and Antiochus stated 

his terms that Egypt was to vacate Cyprus and Pelusium. 

In the end the 

deputation of 
<~f 11..te~ 
eemmi~'iii'ii'iR: of 

Senate did listen to the AlexandrifteGA 
c.""""issi011. 

169 - in 168, and appointed a ~Pi~v~ra~ 
P.pill:e~s 

G.Pk Laenas, G. Decimus, and G. Hostilius 

charged to stop the war in Egypt. Polybius says: "The 

Senate, when they heard that Antiochus had become master 

of Egypt and very nearly of Alexandria itself, thinking 

that the aggrandisement of this king concerned them in 

a measure, dispatched Gaius Popilius as their legate to 

bring the war to an end, and to observe what the exact 
35. 

position of affairs was". 

What Antiochus did. not know was that the victory 

of Pydna on 21 June, 168 (Livy XLIV, 37) had acceler-

ated the march of the Roman ambassadors and tnat the 

Commission had landed at Alexandria. They met suddenly 

at Eleusis. 

Polybius says that the letter delivered to 

Antiochus by Laenas ordered Antiochus 'to put an end 

at once to the war with Ptolemy; so, as a fixed number 

of days were allowed to him, he led his army back to 

Syria, deeply hurt and complaining indeed but yielding 
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36 
to circumstances for the present'. Laenas also arranged 

with the Egyptian Kings for the expulsion of Syrian 

troops from Cyprus. Polybius thinks (XXIX. 27, 13), that 

had Perseus' fate not been already decided, 'and had not 

Antiochus been certain of it, he would never~ I think, 

have obeyed the Roman behests '{ln•rarr~ttot' ). Concerning 

this confrontation Arnold Toynbee says: 'Antiochus had 
37 

the sense to swallow his pride and obey'. This does 

not enhance our idea of Syria's power at the time but it 

does support the idea that Antiochus knew what was a 

politic move. Antiochus then sent ambassadors to Rome 

to offer to the Senate his congratulations upon the 
38 

victory of Pydna. Dancy stresses that despite all Laenas' 

rudeness at Eleusis, the Senate seemed to have more 

respect for Antiochus after his withdrawal in 168 than 

before it, because they waited until his death in 163 

before demanding the surrender of the S~leucid navy and 

elephants under the terms of the Treaty of Apamea (188). 

It is the view of most authorities that it was in 

168 that Antiochus returned if not to Jerusalem then 

near enough to direct the measures against a revolt 

which had flared up while he was in Egypt. I follow 

Dancy in holding that the account in II Mace. 5, 1-14 

belongs where it is placed and refers to the year 168, 



and I see no insuperable objection to verses 1 to 4 also 

referring to this second invasion of Egypt in 168. The 

'false rumour' that Antiochus was dead seems much more 

likely to have arisen as a result of the happenings of 

168 and his retreat from Egypt than from the victorious 
39 

campaign of 169. It seems that at this time the 

Jewish people under the lead of the pro-Ptolemaic fac-

tion began to favour the Egyptians and the rumour that 

Antiochus·was dead ·brought Jason back across the Jordan 

from Ammanitis with 1,000 men and civil war began in 

Jeru~alem. After taking the City with slaughter he was 

unable to hold it and was forced to retire into Amman-

itis again. There need be no necessary connection 

between Jason's attack and the pro-Ptolemaic feeling; 

but there is a connection, it seems,. between both and 

the rumoured death of Antiochus. This will have been 

more than sufficient to convince Antiochus on his dis-

mal journey back to Syria in 168 that this civil dis-

turbance was a pro-Ptolemaic rising in his rear: 

whether it was or not, in fact, is beside the point. 
40 

Schurer attributes the authenticity of the connection 

between the failure of the Egyptian ·campaign of 168 

and the persecutions in Palestine solely·to Daniel XI, 

30f: "For the ships of Chittim shall come against 
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him, there~ore he shall be grieved, and return, and have 

indignation against the holy covenant". Thin seems to 

prove a connection between the second campaign and the 

~inal stages o~ pre-persecution action against Jerusalem. 

And there seems also to be enough evidence, albeit cir-

cumstantial, that a Ptolemaic reaction under Jason coin-
., 

cided with this Egyptian disappointment. Schurer says 

plaintively: "Since nothing more could be done in 

Egypt, he (Ant. IV) would carry out all the more deter­
. 41 

minedly his scheme·s in Judaea". 

Israel Abrahams' explanation o~ Antiochus' conduct 

after the humiliation o~ Eleusis is that his attack on 

Jerusalem was out o~ bitterness and ill-grace: this is 

probably partly true but not wholly. He seems to have 

been too acute a military man not to have attacked Judaea 

out o~ better military motives than mere pique at b.eing 

crossed by Laenas. "He might be restrained by Rome from 

occupying Egypt, but he would not be diverted by a small 
42 

hill-~olk ~rom Hellenizing the Orient". This seems 

altogether too nebulous for such a far-sighted and com­

prehensive policy- and· one which had much political 

sense. It had been in progress for some years be~ore 

it reached a new phase in 168-7. I will agree .that the 

dangers inherent in the situation in Roman-dominated 
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Egypt will have spurred on this policy but they did not 

c·reate it, nor in large part did Antiochus. 

According to Josephus (Bellum Judaicum I. 31f. ), 

the Tobiads' (Jason's) expulsion by Menelaus, after his 

raid on the City and the killing which accompanied· it, 

was the proximate cause of the rebellion proper. We 

have seen that if Antiochus understood this raid as 

constituting a Ptolemic reaction, there is point in the 

view that it was a proximate cause of his final measures 

in the sphere of religion - and so of the revolt which 

was the reaction against them. The proximity of the 

Bedouin tribes in the territories beyond Jordan to 

Parthian influence will also have influenced .Antiochus 

against a resurgence of Jason's power in Jerusalem. 

In 168 it appeared that a policy of political and 

municipal Hellenization, put into action at the request 

of one section of the population, had not given cohes­

iveness to Judaea in the interests of Seleucid rule. 

Faction had increased and outside sympathies were sus­

pected, particularly with Egypt, which had always had 

its political supporters in Judaea. Any action by the 

Seleucids, seen as being hostile to Jewish interests, 

would, it seems, have tended to strengthen the Ptolemaic· 

cause. For example, the policies of the ardent Hellenist 



Menelaus, with his extremely prb-Seleucid sympathies, 

backed by the personal vendetta between Jason and him-

sel~, will have constituted reasons ~or Jason's attack 

0~ 168. 

It was at this point and in this political 

dilemma, that Antiochus put in hand the "Hellenization" 

o~ the Jewish religion. I believe that the success o~ 

the policy was comprom:ised politically at its inception 

by the violence which preceded it during which 

Apollonius (Antiochus'lex~ fo~1~~ invaded Jerusalem 

with 22,000 Mysian mercenaries to support 'Menelaus. 

This passage is re~erred to in I Mace. 1, 29 ~~. and 

recounts the action o~ 'a chie~ collector o~ Tribute' 

(Apollonius) in ~orti~ying 'the City o~ David with a 

great strong wall and strong towers, and it beoame their 
43 ,, 

citadel. ' This 6±tadel G,(~f.C. ) was to be· a c·o:nstant 

menace to the people of Jerusalem and a symbol o~ 

Seleuctd·, pagan, rule until it was stormed ancl demol-
~·· 

ished in 141 under Simon (I Mace. 13, 50). 

In the One hundred and ~orty-~i~th year o~ the 

Seleucid era, or 167 B.c., taking 312 as the year o~ 

the establishment o~ Seleucid rule in Babylon, the 

suppression o~ Jewish religion began; the date .given 

in I Mace. 1, 54 was the ~i~teenth o~ Chislev (November). 
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On that date an altar was erected to Zeus Ol;ympius, 

or Ba'al Shamaim of which Zeus was the Greek equivalent: 

Ba'al Shamaim was the Semitic Lord of Heaven. Prior· to 

the construction of this altar various orders were 

apparently published over the whole Seleucid Kingdom, 

inc~uding Syria, Palestine, Mesopotamia, Persia and the 

Southern Coast of Asia Minor that 'all-should be one 
44. 

people and that each should give up his customs'. This 

is taken to represent Antiochus' attempt, following the 

failure of his Egyptian schemes, to unite the·Middle 

East by a common acceptance of Hellenistic culture and 

religion. This was political]y a wise move in that it 

was in theory an excellent way of rendering the 

Seleucid Empire a more cohesive cultural unit and, as 

such, a more solid barrier against Roman and Parthian 

attack· and infiltration. But, although all· tlte 

Gentiles are said to have accepted the command· of the 

King (I Mace. 1, 43), the Jews objected strongly to 

this measure. However, the systematic carnage said to 

have taken place when Apollonius entered Jerusalem 

(II Mace. 5, 24-26) is not recorded in I Maccabees, 

which does not· ·inspire confidence that this slaughter 

took place: further, it does not lead one to think 

·that the persecution whtch accompanied the imposition 
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of pagan sacrifice was necessarily as widespread or as 

ruthless as is made out. 

A fragment of Diodorus (Book XXXIV, 1) says that 

Moses 'had prescribed for the Jews misanthropic and 

criminal customs', and that this was why Ant:Lochus 

Epiphanes, 'detesting this aversion towards all 
45 

peoples, set his mind on abolishing their laws'. 

I Mace. 1, 56 certainly speak·s of Antiochus' Inspectors 

and their supporters burning the Books of the Law. All 

the lines of investigation which we have pursued in this 

work lead one to believe that there was a real feeling 

among the Gentile nations that the Jews' particularism 

was in various ways objectionable. Antiochus now had 

evidence for this nation's being politically divided 

and a consequent danger to his plans for a st:r:"ong 

barrier· against Egyptian influence. Hearsay and a drama­

tized view of the pernicious nature of Jewish particular­

ism will have contributed to his view that political 

stability could only be achieved if this religious sect­

arianism were stopped or replaced. In Judaea's important 

strategic location vis-~-vis Syria, Antiochus wished to 

ensure religious loyalty as well as political support; 

and it is widely· held. that the 'abomination of deso­

lation', the statue of' Zeus OlympiOs in the sanctuary 

may have had, in view of his relationship with the cult, 
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Antiochus' own features. Failure to offer swine's 

flesh -normal in Hellenistic rites - was to be pun­

.ished, and if the Jewish religion could not be con­

verted into a resemblance of Hellenistic religion with 

its accent on the normal Greek worship of the Royal 

cult, then the only answer was to suppress the religion. 

The Jewish pressures to revolt can be summarized 

under four main headings. First, there was the enmity 

between the Tobiad and Oniad parties of the p:r'iestly 

aristocracy which split the population of Jerusalem 

into factions. As we have seen, these factions had, in 

view of the political allegiances of their leaders, 

divided the city into Ptolemaic and Seleucid eamps, at 

least by 170 B. C'. and probably before. To th:is schism 

had been added all the bitter~ess engendered by the 

contest for the high priesthood between J:ason and 

Menelaus, together with the religious and social debase­

ment of this high office as a result of the briber~ 

which had accompanied the contest. This contest resulted 

in the highest bidder, Menelaus, being allied. to the 

Seleucid King so that he was no longer his own agent but 

the ·pawn of Seleucid policy. This further alienated his 

opponents. 

Second, the population of Jerusalem and Judaea as 
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a whole had long been divided into the rich merchant 

and priestly aristocracy and the relatively poor 

'Am Ha-' Ares, 'the people of the soil', and in the 

view of Tcherikover, which has been accepted, this 

carried religious overtones which were presently to 

emerge in the personnel of the Maccabean party. The 

alliance of 'godly' with 'poor' against 'ungodly' 

wi·th 'rich' is common to the Bible as a whole, but 

·particularly common to this period in view of the 

orthodox judaism of the poorer classes and the 

pseudo-Hellenism of the aristocracy. I accept that 

by 170 the widenes~ of outlook and the pressure of 

outward syncretism (e.g. at Marisa) had introduced 

a measure of undesirable breadth in religion owing 

to the sweeping nature of the adoption of Hellenism. 

But as well as there being a division on grounds of 

religion, yhere was also a division on the normal 

social grounds of wealth and poverty, which, as 

Rostovtzeff points out, was characteristic: of the · 
46 

Jewish State at this time. The religious and 

social differences combined to make the diviston a 

wide one. 

Third, this religious division was accentuated 

by the fear of godly Jews· that the purity of J. ewi sh 



religion was being compromised by contact with 

Hellenistic religious liberalism. The acceleration 

of the Hellenizing process from 175 to 170 will have 

deepened this fear of being surrounded by hostile 

religious forces, even though these outside religions 

may have had no real intention of interfering in 

Jewish religion. The objection that Gentile nations 

felt towards Jews was a social antipathy, it seems, as 

rriuch as a religious one, even although religion:· may 

have caused it. The reaction of the merchant classes 

against the separatism implied in the Ezraonic reform, 

however understandable it may have.been, gave a possi­

bility of exposure to syncretistic religious trends 

among that class which was not the case with orthodox 

Jewish believers. The introduction of the Altar of 

Zeus Olympics with its concomitant 'worship' of the 

royal cult was not taken by the· Jews as lightl~ as it 

was by Greeks; and this meant that, from an orthodox 

Jewish point of view, pagan worship was now installed; 

and insofar as the Hellenizers had not volubly objec­

ted, apparently, this new cult was allowed to become an 

unwelcome bedfellow to the Jewish religion. This 

religious innovation speeded up the process of syn~ 

cretism until it wa~ out of control, and in a religion-



orientated State all the· natural social and political 

consequences followed. John Bright observes: 

"Antiochus was probably never able to understand why 

his actions (in.setting up the new worship) nhould 

have evoked such irreconcilable hostility-among the 
47 

Jews" • 

.- Fourth, Jews following the religious tradi tiona 

and beliefs of' orthodox Judaism had reason, a.s we have 

seen, to be very dissatisfied with the quality of life 

and thought which Antiochus sought to put in place of 

the Jewish religion. Norman Bentwich is not far from 

the truth, it seems, when he says: 'Ture Hellenism 

- the Greek Spirit - was never brought to Palestine, 

and was never imbibed by the Jews; what did come, and 

was imbibed by some classes, was a mixed product of 

Hellenic wisdom and Oriental civilization, which pre-

sented much of the outward show of Greek life, but did 
48 

not offer what was most precious in it", and later: 

"There was much outward imitation of Greek faBhions 

and among some circles an inward assimilation of the 

Greek point of view. But when the attempt was made to 

hasten the process, and to extend it from manners tq 

mora]s and from morals to religion, the deep-seated 

feelings of the people were roused, and the struggle 
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between the two cultures began". 

Moses Hadas is inclined to exaggerate the amount of' 

Greek culture available in any pure f'orm to Palestine, 

but there is much truth in his contention that the one 

rebellion recorded in History as directed against 

Hellenism, that of' the Maccabees, was not, in its origin, 

a reaction against Hellenism as such. From the contem-

porary I and II Maccabees, 'it is clear that Hellenism 

had proceeded very f'ar indeed, and apparently without 

protest, bef'ore the insurrection began. Violence 

started in consequence of' rivalry between equally-
4~~ 

Hellenized contenders f'or the high priesthood'; but I 

do not agree with his remark that religion was 'not an 

issue'. To the loyal Jew anything that appeared to 

compromise his religion was an issue. 
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-=CH=AP:.=....;T=E=R-=-...:.V_· -=---T=H=E=---..:;R::E:.:I-=-=.GN, OF ANTIOCHUS EPI:PH.ANES ( 2) 

THE MACCABEAN REVOLT 

The Maccabean Revolt was caused possibly because the 

various reasons for Antiochus' Hellenization programme 

(the need to form a tighter-knit politico-religious 

framework for his heterogeneous realm, the activity of 

Parthia and Armenia, the war with Egypt and the ever­

present threat of Rome, and a lingering distrust of the 

Jews because of their separatist social and religious 

tendencies) met, at one particular point of time, the 

various Jewish pressures which would· be likely to resist 

this. In sum··, these were the orthodoxy of one section 

of the Jewish people, the baseles·sness of contemporary 

Hellenism in comparison with Judaism, the fear of fur­

ther syncretism, and internal opposition to the pro­

Seleucid Party. Antiochus' comprehensive po"licy, in 

that it included religious reforms on a wide scale, was 

certain to evoke bitter opposition in many loyal Jews. 

In 168-7 these two pressures met. 

According io th~ tradition preserved in I Maccabees, 

our best historical source for the revolt, hostilities 

began as a result of the demand of one of Antiochus' 

officers that one Mattathias, of the'House of Hashman, 

should offer swine's flesh on the altar and repudiate 
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the Jewish religion, as he saw it. From his refusal to 

sacrifice and the death or the King's agent which ensued, 

the revolt grew as those who were willing to fight for 

the traditional Jewish religion took to the country and 

the hills. The House or Mattathias is said to have been 

at Modiin, which is near the hills on the Eastern side 

or the central plain or Palestine. 

The -skirmishes in which the rebels were involved 

gradually grew in importance and ferocity and on the 

death or Mattathias, Judas Maccabaeus was made the 

commander or the insurrection. Judas was nicknamed 

Maccabaeus (possibly· from il~ w" "Hammer"). The rebel .,.,._ 
army was joined by a number or religious Zealots, "mighty 

warriors of Israel, every one who offered himself will-
1 ,, 

ingly for the law." These Hasidim are said to be looked 

upon by Daniel as the intellectual leaders or the day 
2 

and the true leaders or the nation: the determination 

and piety or many or these people is shown by their 

refusal to ~ight on the Sabbath Day and their· consequent 

slaughter: (I Mace. 2, 29-38). This passive resistance 

on the Sabbath gave way to a resolve to kill or be killed 

on it, and it became the practice or the Zealot army to 

massacre in return, to fight on the Sabbath and forcibly 

to circumcise children. In the sporadic engagements with 
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the Syrians which took place the Maccabees won, e.g. 

over Seron and Apollonius: (I Mace. 3, 10-14). He 

·rallied those of the population of Judaea who opposed 

the Hellenization of Jewish religion and _possibly 

other aspects as well; those who did not object to 

this Hellenization policy fled to Greek cities, par-. 

ticularly to the west and north of Judaea. During 

this period Judaea was gradually won back for Judaism 

and Judas' bands became consolidated into a national 

liberation army; Mispeh functioned as the temporary 

national centre. At this point Antiochus left Antioch 

for the North and East, leaving the Regent Lysias in 

charge of the country as the guardian of his son, the 

young Antiochus. It was probably after Judas' early 

su6cesses that the Book of Daniel was written in its 

present form·to encourage the Jews in their resistance 

to Antiochus and to reassert the power of Isra(~l' s 

God by recalling memories of the Babylonian captivity 

in which one Daniel, was said, along with his friends, 

to have endure~d much for his faith at the hands of 

King Nebuchadrezzar. Bevan stresses the religious 

results of the Antiochan persecution: the fidelity, 

devoti9n, endurance, and purity which sprang up in 

face of it, qualities which Syrian Hellenism could 
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never match: "The agony created new human types and 
3 

new forms of literature", namely the Martyrs and the 

Apocalypses with their resurrection hope: viz: Daniel 

12, 2 and 3. 

The various elements of Greek thought in Jewish 

apocalyptic literature, for instance the conception of 

divisions in Sheol, which is said to be close in char-

acter to the Greek Hades, are traced out with great 
4 5 

skill by T.F. Glasson; and S.B. Frost makes out a con-

vincing case for the Persian influence which exists not-

ably in ~obit, for instance in the concept of a super-

natural conflict between light and darkness. This finds 

a place in the Zoroastrian religion of Persia in which 

a perpetual war is waged between. the Spirit of I.ight, 

Ahura Mazda and the Spirit of Darkness, Angra Mainyu. 

The schematizing of the final judgment derives elements 

from both Greek and Persia·n sources. Apocalyptic liter-

ature was to become commonplace, and to an extent stereo­
..a ... ~t,MJ 

typed, during the twoLcenturies between 170 B.C. and the 

Fall of Jerusalem under ~ri tus and Vespasian in 70 A.D. 

Much of this literature shows a bitter antagonism to 

those outside Jewry; .but, in that it decisively preaches 

a doctrine of the after-life, it has been valuable in the 

formation of Christian beliefs, and has constituted the 
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substructure of the Christian resurrection hope. 

In respect of the persecutions which followed the 

Gezerot, or Persecution Decrees, of December 167 it has 

been usefully suggested that the rigors exercised in _ 

Antiochus' name might have exceeded his intentions, that 

he was too well served by the ancestral antipathy of 

Syrians and Jews, and that his agents were all disposed 
6 

to exceed their orders. Bouche-Leclerq believes that 

Antiochus' presence 'would have perhaps spared recalci­

trants from the tortures which Gr.aceo-Romans had alwa~s 
6 

banished from their codes'. 

In 166 or 165 Antiochus attacked the north and east 

of Asia Minor, not only for glory but also for money: 

there appears to have been no money left to cater for 

his reckless expenditure. An example of this was the· 

spectacular festival of Games which he held in 166 at 

Daphne as a counterblast to L. Aemillius Paullus' simi-

lar Games after the victory of Pydna. The extravagant 

nature of the celebrations at Daphne is stressed in 
7 

Polybius; it is interesting to note that a feature of 

the Games was the peculiarly Roman innovation of 250 
7 

pairs of Gladiators. 

As regards Antiochus' Armenian campaign Di.odorus 

says: "Artaxias, the King of Armenia, broke away from 
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Antiochus, founded a city named after himself and 

assembled a powerful army. Antiochus, whose strength 

at this period was unmatched by any of the other kings, 

marched against him and was victorious and reduced him 
8 

to submission." 

Meanwhile, in Judaea, Nicanor and Gorgias were 

decisively defeated by Judas at Emmaus, and j_ t was 

becoming clear that provincial forces were inadequate 

to defeat him. Lysias therefore, the guardian of 

Antiochus V, came down to Judaea and approacb.ed 

Jerusalem from the south, down the north-south road 

from Hebron to Jer·usalem; here he was held up at 

the Maccabean fortress of Beth-Zur on the border 

between Judaea and Idumaea.. This site was excavated 

by Sellers and Albright in 1931 and included the 

ruins of this large for•tress, which was the second to 

have been built on the site, the first having been of 

Persian date. The town of Beth-Zur has Hellenistic 

remains that include houses, shops, fortifications 
. &,c.lon.g 

and reservoirs. 126 coins found there ~fBP to the 
9 

reigns of Antiochus IV and V. 

In 168 Eucratides, Antiochus' general in Eastern 

Asia, left Babylon in order to reduce the Eastern 

provinces held by the Euthydemid dynasty to obedience. 
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part to the assistance of a Roman Embassy, as a result 

of which the heathen altar with its 'desolating sacri-· 

lege' was removed from the Temple and the worship of 
16 

Jahweh was restore~ to its former purity. In 163 

peace was again sought,and in order to prevent support 

for Philip peace was made with Judas and the Jewish 

nationalists, as a result of which the new Seleucid 

King, Antiochus V, 'swore to observe all their rights, 
17 

settled with them and offered sacrifice'. 

Bickermann says that the consequences of this 

peace of 162 were twofold: "For one thing it marked 

the end of the reform party: its chief, the former 

High Priest, Menel-aus, was executed upon the King's 

orders, 'for that he was·the cause of all the evil 

in that he persuaded Epiphanes to abolish the ances-

tral constitution .of the Jews', and the reformers had 
18 

now become apostates". 
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CHAPTER VI '!'HE HASHMONEAN ASCEND.ANC·Y 

The period rrom 163 to 129 was occupied by the 

rise or the Hashmonean dynasty to complete autonomy 

over most or Coele-Syria south or Ptolemais, and the 

period will only be dealt with in sketch rorm. 

Judas continued successrul actions aga:lnst the Seleucid 

rorces in Judaea and reprisal raids in Batanea, 

Auranitis, and Galilee until 160, when, arter gaining 

a resounding-victory over Nicanor at Adasa, which was 

ror a time celebrate~ by a Jewish restival known as 

"Nicanor's Day", he was dereated and killed by the 

Seleucid General, Bacchides, in May 160 at Eleasa. 

' From the peace negotiations in 163, at which 

religious liberty had been secured by the removal or 

Greek rites· rrom the •remple, the Maccabean Revolt had 

begun to have the nature or a political and· military 

campaign ror territorial expansion. I do not see any 

reason to criticize this development; the nationalist 

element in the Maccabean cause was always prominent, and, 

as we have seen, bad been a ractor in the revolt. But 

it may well be that it was this political accent arter 

163 which led to the Hasidim removing their active 

support rrom the Maccaqean cause. The Hasidim looked 
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forward to a Levitical High Priest and a civil ruler 

of the Davidic line: the Hashmoneans were not willing 

to give up the political leadership which the revolt 

had assured for them. The Pha __ risaic party which emerged 

during the Hashmonean era as a pqwerful social and 

religious force in Judaea is probably to be seen as the 

religious successor to the Hasidim, having the same 

diligence for the Law and for the preservation of trad­

i ti.onal Judaism: it was to be a valuable social and 

religious anchor during the period when the Hashmonean 

monarchy was in moral decay from the time of Alexander 

Janneus (103-76) onwards. 

Jonathan, one of Judas' four brothers, succeeded 

him on his death as the leader of the rising in the 

Summer of 160; and after a period of great hardship 

and military weakness in face of the skill of Bacc­

hides succeeded in defeating him at Bethbasi in 157. 

Meanwhile Seleucus IV's son Demetrius had landed in 

Syria and had claimed the throne in 162 as the rightful 

heir. This was contested in 152 by one Alexander 

Balas, claiming to be the son of Antiochus IV. 

Demetrius enlisted Jonathan's support, and although 

supported by him for some time was outbidden by 

Alexander Balas, who offered Jonathan the High 
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Priesthood in the Summer of 152. Jonathan accepted 

this and rejected various rival offers by Demetrius. 

In 150 Demetrius was killed in battle; and Alexander 

married Cleopatra, the daughter of Ptolemy Philometor, 

and ruled as King with Jonathan's support. Demetrius' 

son, Demetrius II, now landed in C~licia and claimed 

the throne: his general, ·Apollonius, was def'ea.t_ed by 

Jonathan on behalf of Alexander (I. Mace. 10, 69-89) 

in 146. 

This Seleucid inte!'necine .strife gave Ptolemy 

Philametor a chance to invade Palestine, and he may 

have done so wi.th the help of Jewish troops· -· resident 

in Egypt since the flight· of the High Priest Onias IV 

to a settlement at Leontopolis in 16~ it is certainly 

conjectured by Tcherikover that these Ji"ews were allies 
1 

of Philometor. Ptolemy's object was to use th_is c-ivil 

strife to annex C'oele-Syria (I. Mace. 11, lf.): on 

Alexander's return from Cilicia to contest this invasion 

he was defeated by Ptolemy, and was killed by an Arabian 

called Zabdiel, who sent his head back to Ptolemy;'. 

·Demetrius I]: reigned in place of him; and' presently 

Ptolemy Philometor, general]y thought to be one of 

the most attractive characters among the Ptolemies, 

died also (145). 
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Jonathan retained the favour of Demetrius II and 

supported him during serious riots at Antioch. In 144 

a Greek general, •rryphon, came from Arabia with t:P.e son 

of. Alexander Balas, the young Antiochus: VI. He under­

took a victorious campaign against Demetrius supported 

by Jonathan, who had earlier· been deceived by 

Demetrius, and so had withdrawn his support from the 

latter. 

In 144 Jonathan renewed the treaty which Judas 

Maccabaeus had made with Rome in 165: it was, as 

before, Rome's policy to weaken the Seleucid power by 

all means; and Judaea was now in a strong enough 

bargaining position to make her support valuable, 

(I. Mace. 12, lff.). He is also recorded as having made 

a renewal of friendship with Sparta. (I. Mace. 12, 5ff.). 

Apparently as a result: of the continued rise of Jewish 

power Tryphon now schemed to bring Jonathan to ~tolemais 

and so remove the Jewish leader·; in 143 this was done, 

and in the next year he was killed by Tryphon. Simon 

Maccabaeus filled. his place; and by the end of his. 

reign in 134 had increased Jewish power.· to the north and 

west, and had consolidated the State, reigning as 

Ethnarch. The remains: of his magnificent pala1~e were 

excavated by MacAlister at Gezer near Ramlah. 
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John Hyrcanus. succeeded his rather, Simon, who 

had been killed by Ptolemy the Governor of Jericho 

in 134, and on the defeat and death of the reigning 

Seleucid king, the energetic and capable Antiochus, VII 

Sidetes, while campaigning against Parthia in 129, 

became the ruler of an autonomous Jewish nation. 

Thus it remained until the annexation by Rome~ under· 

Pompey in 63 B.C. 

Politically the Maccabean revolt had been 

astutely managed, and there is no doubt. that it was; 

bravely fought; but there is about the later rulers 

of the dynasty a sordiclness of pe_rsonal life and a 

patent political rapacity which does great damage to 

the Mace-abean image. It may be for this reason that 

none. of their exploits, nor the religious and political 

rreedom which they undoubtedly brought, has found a 

place in canonical scripture. 
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c·o N C L US I 0 N 

2 
Bickermann has distinguished four distinct theories 

for the causes of the Maccabean revolt: two of these 

involve pagan reasons and two Jewish. The fl.rst 'pagan' 

theory says that the oppressive measures of Antiochus 

IV were justified by the previous rebellion of the Jews 

in favour of Ptolemy during the Egyptian campaign of 168. 

On his way back to crush this revolt he plundered the 

Temple, and might therefore have justified it as a 

military action. This suggestion brings the date of 

the pillage from 169 to 16'8. This version had warrant 

in Polybius (lost), Tacitus, II Maccabees, and Josephus. 

It is a powerful case. The second 'pagan' theory is an 

anti-Semitic one and. is found in Diodorus XXXIV, 1 and 

Tacitus· _Histories V, 8: it is attacked in Josephus, 
11.8. 

Contra Apionem XI. 7, ~. According to this ver-

sion, Antiochus led a crusade against Jewish barbarism 

as the champion of Hellenic culture. 

The first of the 'Jewish' theories is that the 

persecution was a divine jUdgement against them: 

II Mace. 5, 17 suggests this, but a historian is not 

competent to comment upon it. The second theory finds 

its main platf9rm in I Maccabees and talks in terms of 

Aritiochus Epiphanes as "a wicked root" (I Mace. 1, 10). 
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Arnold Toynbee calls Hellenism's encounter with 

Judaism in and after 175 B.C.: 'the most portentous 

single event in Hellenic history' referring to the 

impending struggle and its ultimate consequences. 

'In the end', he says, 'a frustrated Hellas came to 

terms with an unbending Judaea by adopting a Hellen-
3 

ized form of Judaea's fanatical religion'. Of the 

many factors in the causes of the revolt, I believe 

the policy of Antiochus Epiphanes to have been the 

most potent. This king seems to have realized that he 

was at the vortex of a circle of unfriendly powers: 
. 

Parthia, Armenia, Egypt, Rome, and Pergamum. This 

geographical dilemma demanded a pol~cy which would 

induce a greater degree of cohesiveness into his 

kingdom. Religious and cultural unification, by means 

of the streng~hening of Hellenistic civilization 

throughout his empire, seemed to be ar·feasible way of 

attaining a cohesiveness which could better resist 

outside pressure. In the event the policy was imprac-

ticable and the external pressures were too great. 

These pressures seem to have forced his hand; but 

militarily Rome and fts various allies, notably 

Pergamum and Egypt, were too strong for any such pol-

icy to succeed. 

Judaea presented, in view of its religious and 



cultural heritage, a barrier which he did not understand 

and in the Hellenization of which the Seleuc:id party 

in Palestine was only ever partially successful. This 

policy gave rise to internal divisions in that it not 

only divided Ptolemaic· sympathizers from Seleucid, 

'godly' from 'ungodly' and rich from poor, but Greek 

z.eal·ots from Jewish zealots. The course of this pro­

cess we have now traced·; and have seen that the 

internal pressures for and against this type of relig­

ious and cultural revolution came to exist not with the 

Seleucids, nor with the Ptolemies but with the return 

of the exiles from Babylon. The various events of 

· 175-167 certainly provided a trigger for the revolt 

but they were no more than that. 
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APPEND:J)X: A : ART and ARCHITECTURE in 

HELLENISTIC PALESTINE 

The surviving examples of Hellenistic and other Greek 

architecture in Palestine prior to the Roman conquest are 

few ind~ed, and it was therefore thought wise to include 

in this appendix a short survey with illustrations of 

Greek architecture in the Classical and Hellenistic 

periods in mainland Greece, to discover what :reatures of 

~his found a place in the architecture of Third and Second 

Century Palestine. 

During the C'lassical period, c. 450-350 B.C., the Doric 

order· had been principally used in the building of temples, 

of which two of the best examples are the Parthenon 

(Plate 1) and the Hephaestion (Plate 2) at Athens. The 

combination of subtlety and solidity in these temples gave 

a majesty to their appearance which later temples found 

difficulty in equalling. The Fourth Century has been said 

to mark the beginning of' a decline from aesthetic perfec­

tion. The religious aspect became outweighed 'by secular 

elements and ornament was prominent at the expense of 
1. 

strength and dignity. 

In the Fourth Century Doric was gradually abandoned 



2. 

as a style; and Vitruvius is said to have postulated 

faults in symnetry as the cause or the termination. The 

Ionic order, of secondary importance as an order in the 

Fifth Century, when Doric was dominant, is e;een to 

advantage in the Erechtheion at Athens: the Ionic 

details or this building are splendidly conceived as is 

also the Caryatid porch on southern side (Plate 3). 

In connection with the Ionic style, it is of 

interest that the curious capital-type known as 'Proto­

Ionic' has been found on the site of a town dating from 

the Persian and Hellenistic periods at Ramat Rahel 
2 

(Strata IV. A & B), four miles south-west or Jerusalem. 

This capital type has no connection· with classical Ionic 

apart from a superficial resemblance in, for example, 

the volutes. This spiral feature found in 'proto Ionic' 

was reminiscent or the volutes on 'Ionic' and gave rise 

to the former term. The bases or the relevant columns 

are shown on Plate 15. 

Recoverable remains from the Greek Hellenistic per-

iod are scarce in Palestine. The main sites are probably 

'Araq-el-Emir, Marisa, Beth Shan, Philoteria and Beth Zur. 

Other minor sites, or ·ones whose major importance lies in 

periods other than Hellenistic,include Samaria, Jerusalem, 

Jaffa, Hazar, Acco and Amman (Philadelphia). Roman 

Hellenistic sites of the greatest importance are Baalbek 

and Palmyra, the greater part of whose remains date from 

the First Century B.C~ 



4. 

level a _·catacomb wl th walls 'made of dressed blocks laid 
6. 

as headers and stretchers'. In the courtyard of this 

catacomb was found a partly obliterated inscr•iption carved 

on marble mentioning the names of Ptolemy Phi.lopator and 

his mother Berenice (Plate 11). 

Painting of the.Ptolemaic period in Palestine is also 

reflected in the elaborate decoration in the tombs at 

Marisa: particularly in the animal frieze, once brightly 

coloured, which adorns the inside of Tomb I. There is a 

gracefully festooned garland as a frieze in Tomb II which 

dates from the end of the Third Century; and although 

there is clearly Egypttan influence in these tombs, for 

instance in the sloping of the facade pillars referred 

to,in the wall painting there are signs of a technique 

similar to that of Greek vase-painting, and Peters and 

Thiersch agree that the·paintings are 'thoroughly Greek 
7. 

in style'. 

Greek statuary in the Hellenistic period developed 

a remarkable virtuosity in the portrayal of individual 

expression and emotion and replaced the classical ideal 

of a sublime composure. Much of Hellenistic sculpture 

is extremely well-executed, if somewhat distaBteful.in 

the very life-like quality of emotiona]. expression, as in 

· the 'Head of a Philosopher' in the Athens National 

Museum. Its individualistic tendency might perhaps be 



5. 

seen as a reaction against the f'eeling of' an individual's 

·losing his identity in the vastness and impersonality of' 

the Hellenis:ti.c· world of' his time - a vastness which, as 

we have seen, the various schools of' philosophy sought to 

make less oppressive. 

Pergaimum·_ can be considered a brilliant microcosm of' 

Hellenistic art, being the centre of' a school of' architecture 

as well as of' a school of' statuary. The f'rieze on the great 

altar of' Zeus at Pergar.mum·. with its vig.orous carving not 

only of' drapery but of muscle f'orms, and with f'aces which 

are magnificently alive and sympathetic· may be considered. 

the height of' the Pergamene schools. It dates f'rom the 

reigp of Eumenes II (197-159 B.C.). Athens' agora had a 

new stoa built by Attalus II of' Perg:amum,: c •. l50 B. C. , . 

It consisted of a two-storeyed colJozrde of 45 columns, 

D·oric beneath and ·Io::n:i.c above. Inside each of' thes:e 

rows of columns stood a second row of' 22 columns and 

behind them a series of' shops. Plate 4 shows the American 

School of' C1assical Studies' restoration of this building. 

Plates 5 and 6 show examples of' Hellenistic monuments 

in Athens. Plate 5 is the choragic monumen~ of Lysi~krates 

with suggestions of' Corinthian order on the pilasters· that 

·encircle the main drum. of the building. Beside the 

refinement of this building the clock tower bu:ilt by the 

Syrian Andronikos in the First Century B.C. (Plate 6) seems 



6. 

·crude in design and the figures carved in relief on the 

octagonal faces seem stylized to the point of ugliness. 

Poss:ibly the finest Hellenistic temple of which remains 

have been preserved is that of the temple of Olympian Zeus 

at Athens. Fifteen (13 +. 2) columns are still standing, 

(plate 8). This was commenced in 174 as a gtft from 

Antiochus IV to Athens to the des:igns of Deci.mus Coss.utius 

responsib~e also for work of this period in Antioch. 

The peribolus of the temple is 424 x 680 feet and stylo~ 

bate 135 x 354 feet. 104 columns. were arranged, 8 x 20 

(2 rows each side: 3 front and rear). The structure was 

left incomplete and not finished until Hadrian's reilPl. in A .D. 

132. The capi tala· (plate 9) .'.· .':, too pure to belong to 
a. 

Augustus' reign (or later?), are said by Dinsmoior to belong 

to Cossutius, and do apparently vary slightly in detail. 

The height of the columns is 55 ft:. 5 ins. to a ratio of 

1 : 8.77, unusually solid for Corinthian. 

c·orinthian was the principal architectural styl.e of 

the Hellenistic age and dominated the Graeco-Roman world. 

The Mausoleum of Hyrcanus. and the Tobiad.family at 

1\.raq-el-Emir has on its fa~ade an impress! ve c:omposi te 

type of Corinthian capital: these capitals., referred to by 

Butler as 'Persi~n', are so called because ftthey appear to 
9. 

have been composed of animal heads' as for-example at 

Persepolis. The architrave of the Mausoleum is of the 



7. 

Doric order. The huge lions, two each side e>f the main 

doorway and facing inwards, 3 metres long and 2 metres 
10. 

high, are said to show Phoenician and Persian influence. 

Theatre-construction from the Hellenistic period is 

not to be seen in Palestine, although there are several 

examples from Roman times of which that at Beth-Shean, 

excavated in 1960 is a good example. It shows the degree 

to which the stage has encroached on the Orchestra circle 

(Plate 12). In connection with the art displayed in the 

construction of theatres,. the bas-reliefs on the scenae 

frons of the theatre of Dionysius at Athens are to be 

noted, as the sculpture seems very fine: it dates from 

the time of Nero (Plate 9). Dinsmoor points out that 

even up to Hadrian's time Greek artists working on 
11. 

ancient tradition could attain great purity of style. 

The art of the vase-painter declined sharply after· 

the Fourth Century, but floral and animal patterns' persist 

on funeral vases. Black vases with a kiln-fired clay 

gloss-paint were very popular and there have been examples:· 

of this ware found at Jaffa for example. White and brown 

paint was used for decoration of the vases. Examples of 

Hellenistic-period pottery found in the Jaffa excavations: 

are shown, by courtesy of the curator, on plate 13. 
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M.A.· Abstract F ;~'! .• :Gordon-Kerr B.A. 
St. John'$ College 

Hellenism in Palestine: 323-129 B.C. with special 
reference to the causes of the Macca bean Rebellion 

It is the purpose of this thesis to set.the Maccabean Revolt 
in the l'l1idest possible relevaz:tt frame,'ITork, namely that of the 
Helle~istic wor~d of its da y, and also of the post-exilic 
national histor,Y of t~e Jewish people. The· practice· of ·labelling 
the Ha.ccabean Revolt as a 'struggle against. Hellenism' or some 
such pQ.rase appear~;~ to make assumptions about both Hellenism 
a nd Judaism \'Jhich, on a closer examin~tion of the internal 
social condition of Judaea at the time, are by no means necessarily 
true. My aim is to find·out if poosible what was the complex of 
causes which touched off this revolt; and in order to do this I 
believe one has to look at both·the Hellenistic and Judaistic 
contexts of this rebellion at the same time •. tlith this in mind . . . . 

I have briefly sketched Jewish history from the .Exile to 323 J.c. 
before dealing t·ri th the body of the lfrork. 

The Art and ,~chitecture of the Hellenistic perio~ has been 
briefly examined to discover \'.lhat proportion of Greek ceramics, 
·sculpture. and architecture actually reached and. affected 
~alestine, and how much native· art and architecture reflected 
this during the Hellenistic period. This section is illustrated 
by appropriate photographs. 

The relation of Rome ·to the Middle-Eastern powers surrounding 
Palestine.(Coele-S;yria) bas.been·traced during t~e late third and 
early second centuries B.c., an~ it has been concluded that this 
threat from Rome put pressure upon Antiochus IV to unite his 
realm by means of religious reform. This 'lftas tb.e last hope of 
strengthening his empire to withstand the pressure of Rome via 
Pergamum and Egypt. In this international context the religious 



reforms demanded by Antiochus IV seem to be not so much evil 
as regretta,ble. And it is a:~so concl~ded that they ltiere only 
par_tl;y responsible ~or· the :R(=f~~i~i~n;~- social causes inter alia 

having played a major part. 
May 196?. 
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