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PREFACE.

—_

THE work which forms the greater part of the present volume
first appeared in 1878 under the title History of Israel. By
J. Wellhausen. In two volumes. Volume I. The book produced
a great impression throughout Europe, and its main thesis, that
‘““the Mosaic history is not the starting-point for the history of
ancient Israel, but for the history of Judaism,” was felt to be so
pbwerfully maintained that many of the leading Hebrew teachers
of Germany who had till then stood aloof from the so-called
‘“Grafian hypothesis "—the doctrine, that is, that the Levitical
Law and connected parts of the Pentateuch were not written till
after the fall of the kingdom of Judah, and that the Pentateuch
in its present compass was not publicly accepted as authoritative
till the reformation of Ezra—declared themselves convinced by.
Wellhausen’s arguments. Before 1878 the Grafian hypothesis
was neglected or treated as a paradox in most German uni-
versities, although some individual scholars of great name were
known to have reached by independent inquiry similar views to
those for which Graf was the recognised sponsor, and although
in Holland the writings of Professor Kuenen, who has been aptly
termed Graf’s goe/, had shown in an admirable and conclusive
manner that the objections usually taken to Graf's arguments did
not touch the substance of the thesis for which he contended.
Since 1878, partly through the growing influence of Kuenen,
but mainly through the impression produced by Wellhausen's






PREFACE. vii

ment can afford to neglect; and that the present volume gives the
English reader, for the first time, an opportunity to form his
own judgment on questions which are within the scope of any
one who reads the English Bible carefully and is able to think
clearly, and without prejudice, about its contents. The history
of Israel is part of the history of the faith by which we live,
the New Testament cannot be rightly understood without under-
standing the Old, and the main reason why so many parts of
the Old Testament are practically a sealed book even to thought-
ful people is simply that they have not the historical key to the
interpretation of that wonderful literature. )
The Old Testament does not furnish a history of Israel,
though it supplies the materials from which such a history can
be constructed. For example, the narrative of Kings gives but
the merest outline of the events that preceded the fall of
Samaria; to understand the inner history of the time we must
fill up this outline with the aid of the prophets Amos and Hosea.
But the more the Old Testament has been studied, the more plain
has it become that for many parts of the history something more
is needed than merely to read each part of the narrative books
! in connection with the other books that illustrate the same
" period. The Historical Books and the Pentateuch are themselves
- very composite structures, in which old narratives occur im-
| bedded in later compilations, and groups of old laws are overlaid
by ordinances of comparatively recent date. Now, to take one
i point only, but that the most important, it must plainly make a
” vast difference to our whole view of the provic}ential course of
! Israel’s history if it appear that instead of the whole Pentateuchal
{ law having been given to Israel before the tribes crossed ‘the
Jordan, that law really grew up little by little from its Mosaic
, germ, and did not attain its present form till the Israelites were
' the captives or the subjects of a foreign power. This is what
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x PREFACE.

translated from the German edition of the article Zsrae/, where
the subject is expanded by the author. Here the reader will
learn how close are the bonds that connect the critical study of
the Old Testament with the deepest and unchanging problems of
living faith, .
W. ROBERTSON SMITH.

TRANSLATORS’ NOTE.

PaGEs 237 to 425 of the Prolegomena and section 11 of Israel
are translated by Mr. Menzies ; for the rest of the volume Mr.
Black is responsible. Both desire to express their indebtedness
to Professor Robertson Smith for many valuable suggestions
made as the sheets were passing through the press.
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INTRODUCTION.

—_—

In the following pages it is proposed to discuss the place in history
of the “law of Moses; ” more precisely, the question to be censidered
is whether that Iaw is the starting-paint for the history of ancient Israel,
or_not rather for that of Judaism, s, of the religious communion which
survived the destruction of the nation by the Assyrians and Chaldzans.

1. It is an opinion very extensively held that the great mass of the
hooks of the Old Testament not only relate to the pre-exilic period,
but date from it. According to this view, they are remnants of the
literature of ancient Israel which the Jews rescued as a heritage from
the past, and on which they continued to subsist in the decay of inde-
pendent intellectual life. In dogmatic theology Judaism is a mere
empty chasm over which one springs from the Old Testament to the
New ; and even where this estimate is modified, the belief still prevails
in a general way that the Judaism which received the books of Scrip-
ture into the canon had, as a rule, nothing to do with their produc-
tion. But the exceptions to this principle which are conceded as
regards the second and third divisions of the Hebrew canon cannot
be called so very slight. Of the Hagiographa, by far the larger portion
is demonstrably post-exilic, and no part demonstrably older than the
exile. Daniel comes as far down as the Maccabzan wars, and Esther
is perhaps even later. Of the prophetical literature a very appreciable
fraction is later than the fall of the Hebrew kingdom ; and the asso-
ciated historical books (the “earlier prophets” of the Hebrew canon)
date, in the form in which we now possess them, from a period subse-
quent to the death of Jeconiah, who must have survived the year 560
B.C. for some time. Making all allowance for the older sources

utilised, and to a large extent transcribed word for word, in Judges,
A
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HISTORY OF THE ORDINANCES OF WORSHIP.

*“ Legem non habentes natura faciunt legis opera.” —RoM. ii.
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82 ORDINANCES OF WORSHIP.

custom from which we set out. Between “ naturaliter ea qua legis sunt
facere” and “secundum legem agere” there is indeed a more than -
external difference. If at the end of our first section we found impro-
bable precisely in this region the independent co-existence of ancient
praxis and Mosaic law, the improbability becomes still greater from the
fact that the latter is filled with a quite different spirit, which can be
apprehended only as Spirit of the age (Zeitgeist). It is not from the
atmosphere of the old kingdom, but from that of the church of the

.second temple, that the Priestly Code draws its breath. It is in accord-

ance with this that the sacrificial ordinances as regards their positive
contents are no less completely ignored by antiquity than they are

. scrupulously followed by the post-exilian time.































































































































































































































































THE ENDOWMENT OF THE CLERGY. 167

Zadok instead of the sons of Aaron, the absence of the other marks
of Mosaicity. For the position of the Levites is the Achilles heel of
the Priestly Code. If the Levites at a later date were still further
lowered beneath the priests, and put into a worse position in favour
of these, this nevertheless presupposes the distinction between the
two; let it first then be shown that the distinction is known to the
genuine Old Testament, and that, in particular, it is introduced by
Kzekiel not as a new thing, but as of immemorial antiquity. Or is
the primary fact that the separation between priests and Levites was
set up only in the Priestly Code and in Judaism, and that its
genesis can be traced with confidence from the time of Josiah down-
wards, a fact of less importance than the secondary one that the
distinction extended itself somewhat further still in the subsequent
development of Judaism ?
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HISTORY OF TRADITION.

INéov Huov wavrbs, — Hesiod.
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the legend :
trance when
of the peopl

The his
through the
Priestly Co
Chronicles. The connecting link between old and new, between Israel
and Judaism, is everywhere Deuteronomy.

The Antar-romance says of itself, that it had attained an age of 670
years, 400 years of which it had spent in the age of ignorance (s.e. old
Arabic heathenism), and the other 270 in Islam. The historical books
of the Bible might say something similar, if they were personified, and
their life considered to begin with the reduction to writing of the oldest
kernel of the tradition and to close with the last great revision. The
time of ignorance would extend to the appearance of “ the book,” which,
it is true, did not in the Old Testament come down from heaven all at
once like the Koran, but came into existence during a longer period,
and passed through various phases.



IIL

ISRAEL AND JUDAISM

“ The Law came in between.”—VATKE, p. 183






CHAPTER IX.

CONCLUSION OF THE CRITICISM OF THE LAW.

OBjECTIONS have been made to the general style of the proof on which
Graf’s hypothesis is based. It is said to be an illicit argument ex silentio
to conclude from the fact that the priestly legislation is latent in Ezekiel,
where it should be in operation, unknown where it should be known,
that in his time it had not yet come into existence. But what would
the objectors have? Do they expect to find positive statements of the
non-existence of what had not yet come into being? Is it more rational
to deduce ex silentio, as they do, a positive proof that it did exist >—to say,
that as there are no traces of the hierocracy in the times of the judges and
the kings it must have originated in the most remote antiquity, with
Moses? The. problem would in this case still be the same, namely, to
explain how it is that with and after the exile the hierocracy begins to
come into practical activity. What the opponents of Graf’s hypothesis
call its argument ex s#/entio, is nothing more or less than the universally
valid method of historical investigation.

The protest against the argument ex si/entio takes another form. It
is pointed out that laws are in many cases theories, and that it is no dis-
proof of the existence of a theory that it has not got itself carried out into
practice. Deuteronomy was really nothing more than a theory during the
pre-exile period, but who would argue from this that it was not there at
all? Though laws are not kept, this does not prove they are not there,
—provided, that is to say, that there is sufficient proof of their existence
on other grounds. But these other proofs of the existence of the
Priestly Code are not to be found—not a trace of them. It is, more-
over, rarely the case with laws that they are theory and nothing more :
the possibility that a thing may be mere theory is not to be asserted
generally, but only in particular cases. And even where law is
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CONCLUSION .OF THE CRITICISM OF THE LAW. 375

affords a proof that the last revision of the Hexateuch proceeded from
the Priestly Code, and not from Deuteronomy. As for Josh. xviii.
3-10, where Noldeke sees in the account of the division of the land
another instance of Deuteronomistic addition, I have already indicated
my opinion, p. 356 seq. The piece is_Jekovistic, and if the view were to
be found in the Priestly Code at all, that Joshua first allotted their
territory to Judah and Ephraim, and then, a good while after, to the
other seven tribes, that source must have derived such a view from JE,
where alone it has its roots.! And lastly, Noldeke considers Josh.
xxii. to speak quite decidedly for his view; but in the narrative of the
Priestly Code, xxii. g—34, to which the verses 1-8 do not belong, there
is no sign of Deuteronomistic revision to be found.?

There is a more serious difficulty only in the case of the short
chapter, Josh. xx., of which the kernel belongs to the Priestly Code,
though it contains all sorts of additions which savour strongly of the
Deuteronomistic revision. Kayser declares these awkward accretions
to be glosses of quite a late period. This may seem to be pure
tendency-criticism ; but it is reinforced by the confirmation of the
Septuagint, which did not find any of those alleged Deuteronomistic
additions where they now are.?

But were it the case that some probable traces of Deuteronomistic
revision were actually to be found in the Priestly Code, we must still
ask for an explanation of the disproportionately greater frequency of
such traces in JE. Why, for example, are there none of them in the
mass of laws of the middle books of the Hexateuch? This is un-
doubtedly and everywhere the fact, and this must dispose us a prior7 to
attach less weight to isolated instances to the contrary : the more so, as
Josh. xx. shows that the later retouchings of the canonical text often
imitate the tone of the Deuteronomist.

Y Jakrdb. fiir Deutsche Theol., 1876, p. 596 seq.

2 Joh. Hollenberg in Stud. und Krit., 1874, p. 462 seq.

3 Aug. Kayser, Das vorexilische Buck der Urgeschichte Israels (Strassburg, 1874),
p- 147, seq.; Joh. Hollenberg, der CAaracter der Alex. Uebersetzung des B. Josua
(Programm des Gymn. zu Mors, 1876), p. 15.
















































CONCLUSION OF THE CRITICISM OF THE LAW. 3o

denote the successive generations, but contemporaries, the contem-
poraneous individuals of one and the same generation.

From words we are brought back to things again by noting that the
age of the word depends in many cases on the introduction of the thing.
The name N1 in the Song of Songs, for example, presupposes the
cultivation of the malobathron in Syria and Palestine. The Priestly
Code enumerates colours, stuffs, goldsmiths’ work and jewels, which
nowhere occur in the older literature : along with the Book of Ezekiel it
is the principal quarry in the Old Testament for the history of art ; and
this is the less likely to be due to chance, as the geographical horizon
of the two works is also the same. There is also some contact in this
respect, though to a less degree, between the Priestly Code and Isa. xL-
Ixvi,, and this must doubtless receive a historical explanation in the
circumstances of the Babylonian age.!

1 On Canticles cf. Schiirer's Theol. Lit. Z., 1879, p. 31. It also, by the names
of plants and similar details mentioned in it, is an important source for the history of
external civilisation. In Isa, liv. 11, read with the Sept. 7BJ instead of the meaning-
less B, and 'YX instead of TN,
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which have orig
acquired such :
association with

When it is r
from ancient Is
tinguishes Juds
water which in ola umes rose trom a spring, the Lpigont storeg up in
cisterns.









TEZOSRALTY A5 'DEL AND &S INSTIDUTION. a1y

3tk sememy’ amhorny = the pendad of he jolpes 3 Jodicial coenpetene
mesl fad 2t that e Sy I the saalest ccies, the famTies and hoases
Toese were 3ot I cceToled, 35 B apoerrs by the superior power of
=2 mite, aod ik very nDoton of the stxte or of the kinpdom S ook &
vei exst. Hooses rexted 10 each other sometimes tarted for common
colermkiogs 23 po Gohe a0 &3d neszdbouring tribes ; bot this wis by
*::emi;oi;mcu:st’::cbmlc:dubmﬁmm.'«nix
rrened that 2 welknown man came forward to take the command
anC I3 stmmons 20 the levy was obeyed.  These transient combinazions
czdar gemera’s wete the forerunners of a permanen: union under a
k=z: and even at the time of the Madianize war an attemp stems to
Lave been made in this direction, which, howerer, was not quite sucvess-
fu. In the severe and protracted struggie with the Philistines the
necessity for a solid union of the tribes was cryingly manifest, and the
man came forward to meet the hour. Saul, a distinguished Benjamite
o GideaZ, was overcome by anger at the scornful chalienge which even
the Ammonites veniured at such a time to cast in the teeth of his
cle : he called his fellow-counirymen to battle, not in virtue of any
otfice ke held, but on the strength of his own impulses ; his enthusiasm
proved coniagious, none dared to say him nay. He began his career
just like one of the earlier judges, but after he had led his people to
victory they did not let him retire again. The person sought for, the
king, was found.
Out of such natural beginnings did the state at that time arise: it
owed nothing to the pattern of the “ Mosaic theocracy,” but bears all
he THartks o of anew création. Saul and David first made out of the
Hebrew tribes a real pcople in the polmul sense (Deut. xxxiil §).
David was in the eyes of later generations inseparable from the idea of
Israel : he was the king par excellence : Saul was thrown into the shade,
but both together are the founders of the kingdom, and have thus a
much wider importance than any of their successors. It was they who
drew the life of the people together at a centre, and gave it an aim ; to
them the nation is indebted for its historical self-consciousness, All
the order of aftertimes is built up on the monarchy ; it is the soil out of
which all the other institutions of Israel grow up. In the time of the
judges, we read, every man did that which was right in his own eyes,
not because the Mosaic constitution was not in force, but because there
was no king in those days. The consequences were very important in
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and lusts of his own heart. On the other hand this private cultus,
which constantly required attention, kept alive and active the individual
sense of sin.

The great pathologist of Judaism is quite right: in the Mosaic theo-
cracy the cultus became a pedagogic instrument of discipline. It is
estranged from the heart] Its revival was due to old custom, it would
never have blossomed again of itself. It no longer has its roots in child-
like impulse, it is a dead work, in spite of all the importance attached
to it, nay, just because of the anxious conscientiousness with which it
was gone about. At the restoration of Judaism the old usages were
patched together in a new system, which, however, only served as the
form to preserve something that was nobler in its nature, but could not
have been saved otherwise than in a narrow shell that stoutly resisted all
foreign influences. That heathenism in Israel against which the prophets
vainly protested was inwardly overcome by the law on its own ground;
and the cultus, after_nature had been killed in it, became the shield of
supernaturalistic monotheism.
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ISRAEL.

1. THE BEGINNINGS OF THE NATION.

ACCORDING to the Book of Genesis, Israel was the brother of Edom,
and the cousin of Moab and Ammon. These four petty peoples, which
may be classed together as the Hebrew group, must at one time have
formed some sort of a unity and have passed through a common history
which resulted in their settlement in south-eastern Palestine. The
Israelites, or rather that section of the Hebrew group which afterwards
developed into Israel, appear at first to have been the immediate
neighbours of Edom, and to have extended westwards towards the border
of Egypt. As regards the ethnological position of the Hebrews as a
whole, tradition has it that they had connexions not only with the
Aramaans of Osrhoene (Nahor), but also with certain of the old half-
Arab inhabitants of the Sinaitic peninsula (Kenites, Amalek, Midian).
To the Canaanites, whose language they had adopted, their relation
was that of foreign conquerors and lords to a subject race (Gen. ix. 26).

Some fifteen centuries before our era a section of the Hebrew group
left its ancient seat in the extreme south of Palestine to occupy the not
distant pasture lands of Egypt (Goshen), where they carried on their
old calling, that of shepherds and goatherds. Although settled within
the territory of the Pharaohs, and recognising their authority, they con-
tinued to retain all their old characteristics,—their language, their
patriarchal institutions, their nomad habits of life.

But in course of time these foreign guests were subjected to changed
treatment. Forced labour was exacted of them for the construction of
new public works in Goshen, an exaction which was felt to be an assault
upon their freedom and honour, and which in point of fact was fitted
to take away all that was distinctive of their nationality. But they had
no remedy at hand, and had submitted in despair, until Moses at last ;
saw a favourable opportunity of deliverance. Reminding his oppressed
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which had been followed a hundred years before by Solomon al
Elijah alone was strenuous in his opposition; the masses did :
understand him, and were far from taking his side. To him only, '
not to the nation, did it seem like a halting between two opinions,
irreconcilable inconsistency, that Jehovah should be worshipped
Israel's God and a chapel to Baal should at the same time be erec
in Israel.

In solitary grandeur did this prophet tower conspicuously over
time ; legend, and not history, could alone preserve the memory of
figure. There remains a vague impression that with him the devel
ment of fsrael's conception of Jehovah entered upon a new stadi
rather than any data from which it can be ascertained whei
the contrast of the new with the old lay. After Jehovah, acting m
immediately within the political sphere, had established the nai
and kingdom, he now began in the spiritual sphere to operate aga
the foreign elements, the infusion of which previously had b
permitted to go on almost unchecked.! The Rechabites, who aros
that time, protested in their zeal for Jehovah altogether against
civilisation which presupposes agriculture, and in their fundame
principles aimed at a recurrence to the primitive nomadic life of Is
in the wilderness ; the Nazarites abstained at least from wine, the ¢
symbol of Dionysiac civilisation. In this indeed Elijah was not -
them ; had he been so, he would doubtless have been intelligibl
the masses. But, comprehending as he did the spirit from which t!
demonstrations proceeded, he thought of Jehovah as a great princ
which cannot coexist in the same heart with Baal. To him first w:
revealed that we have not in the various departments of nature a va
of forces worthy of our worship, but that there exists over all but
Holy One and one Mighty One, who reveals Himself not in nature b
law and righteousness in the world of man. The indignation he displs
against the judicial murder af Jezreel was as genuine and strong as :
which he manifested against the worship of Baal in Samaria ; the
was as much a crime against Jehovah as the other. -

Elijah ascended to heaven before he had actually athieved muc

! It is worth noticing how much more frequent from this period onwards pt
names compounded with the word Jehovah become. Among the names of the ju
and of the kings before Ahab in Israel and Asa in Judah, not a single inst
uccurs ; thenceforward they become the rule.
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chariot and horsemen of Israel.” Joash ben Joahaz ben Jehu at I
succeeded in inflicting upon Syria several blows which proved decisi
Thenceforward Israel had nothing to fear from that quarter. Unc
Joash’s son, Jeroboam 1II., the kingdom even reached a height
external power which recalled the times of David. Moab was ag;
subdued ; southwards the frontier extended to the brook of 1
wilderness (Amos vi. 14), and northward to Hamath.

5. GOD, THE WORLD, AND THE LIFE OF MEN IN OLD ISRAE

Before proceeding to consider the rise of those prophets v
were the makers of the new Israel, it will not be out of place here
cast a glance backwards upon the old order of things which perished v
the kingdom of Samaria. With reference to any period earlier t
the century 850-750 B.C., we can hardly be said to possess any statist
For, while the facts of history admit of being handed down -
tolerable accuracy through a considerable time, a contemporary litera
is indispensable for the description of standing conditions. But it
within this period that Hebrew literature first flourished—after
Syrians had been finally repulsed, it would seem. Writing of co
had been practised from a much earlier period, but only in fo:
instruments, mainly upon stone. At an early period also the histo
sense of the people developed itself in connection with their relig
but it found its expression in songs, which in the first instance -
handed down by word of mouth only. Literature began with
collection and writing out of those songs ; the Book of the Wars o
Lord and the Book of Jashar were the oldest historical books.
transition was next made to the writing of prose history with the aj
legal documents and family reminiscences ; a large portion of this
historiography has been preserved to us in the Books of Judges, San
and Kings. Contemporaneously also certain collections of laws
decisions of the priests, of which we have an example in Ex. xxi. :
were committed to writing. Somewhat later, perhaps, the leg
about the patriarchs and primitive times, the origin of which ca
be assigned to a very early date,! received literary shape. Spex

1 Even the Jehovistic narratives about the patriarchs belong to the time
Israel had already become a powerful kingdom; Moab, Ammon, and Edon
been subjugated (Gen. xxvii. 29), and vigorous frontier wars were being carrit
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matter of much greater historical importance than the actual downfall
itself.

7. THE DELIVERANCE OF ¥UDAH.

Hitherto the small kingdom of Judah had stood in the back-
ground. Its political history had been determined almost exclusively
by its relation to Israel. Under the dynasty of Omri the original enmity
had been changed into a close but perhaps not quite voluntary friend-
ship. Judah found itself drawn completely intq the train of the more
powerful neighbouring state, and seems even to have rendered it military
service. The fall of the house of Omri was an ominous event for Judah
as well as Israel ; Jehu, as he passed to the throne, put to death not
only Ahaziah the king but also two and forty other members of the
royal house of David who had fallen into his hands ; and those who
still survived, children for the most part, were murdered wholesale by
the regent Athaliah for reasons that are unknown. Only one little boy,
Joash, was concealed from her fury, and by a successful conspiracy six
years afterwards was placed upon the throne of his ancestors. At that
time the Syrians were extending their incursions to Judah and Philistia,
and Joash bought them off from Jerusalem with the temple treasures.
Perhaps it was this disgrace that he expiated with his death; in like
manner perhaps the assassination of his successor Amaziah is to be
accounted for by the discredit he had incurred by a reckless and
unsuccessful war against Israel. Just as Israel was beginning to recover
itself after the happy termination of the Syrian wars, Judah also
experienced its period of highest prosperity. What Jeroboam II. was
to the northern kingdom, Uzziah was to that of the south. He appears
to have obtained possession of Edom, and for a considerable time to
have held that one province of David’s conquests which fell to Judah;
and at the trading port of Elath he revived the commerce which Solomon
had created. The prosperity of his long reign was uninterrupted till in
his later years he was smitten with leprosy, and found it necessary to
hand over the affairs of the kingdom to his son Jotham. But Jotham
appears to have died about the same time as his father,—his successor,
still in very early youth (Isa. iii. 12), being Ahaz ben Jotham ben
Uzziah.

If Judah could not compare with Israel in political and general
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in a rising against.a certain Lysimachus, who at the instance of the
absent Menelaus had made further inroads upon the sacred treasury.
The Jews’ defence before the king (at Tyre) on account of this uproar
resolved itself into a grievous complaint against the conduct of Menelaus.
His case was a bad one, but money again helped him out of his straits,
and the extreme penalty of the law fell upon his accusers.

The feelings of the Jews with reference to this wolfish shepherd may
easily be imagined. Nothing but fear of Antiochus held them in check.
Then a report gained currency that the king had perished in an ex-
pedition against Egypt (170); and Jason, who meanwhile had found
refuge in Ammanitis, availed himself of the prevailing current of feeling
to resume his authority with the help of one thousand men. He was not
able, however, to hold the position long, partly because he showed an
unwise vindictiveness against his enemies, partly (and chiefly) because
the rumour of the death of Antiochus turned out to be false. The
king was already, in fact, close at hand on his return from Egypt, full of
anger at an insurrection which he regarded as having been directed
against himself. He inflicted severe and bloody chastisement upon
Jerusalem, carried off the treasures of the temple, and restored Menelaus,
placing Syrian officials at his side. Jason fled from place to place, and
ultimately died in misery at Lacedeemon.

The deepest despondency prevailed in Judxa ; but its cup of sor-
row was not yet full. Antiochus, probably soon after his last Egyptian
expedition (168), sent Apollonius with an army against Jerusalem.
He fell upon the unsuspecting city, disarmed the inhabitants and de-
molished the walls, but on the other hand fortified Acra, and garrisoned
it strongly, so as to make it a standing menace to the whole country.
Having thus made his preparations, he proceeded to carry out his main
instructions.  All that was religiously distinctive of Judaism was to be
removed ; such was the will of the king. The Mosaic cultus was
abolished, Sabbath observance and the rite of circumcision prohibited,
all copies of the Torah confiscated and burnt. In the desecrated and
partially-destroyed temple pagan ceremonies were performed, and upon
the great altar of burnt-offering a small altar to Jupiter Capitolinus was
erected, on which the first offering was made on 25th Kislev 168. In
the country towns also heathen altars were erected, and the Jews com-
pelled, on pain of death, publicly to adore the false gods and to eat
swine’s flesh that had been sacrificed to idols.
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people in time of peace to reap the advantages that result from success-
ful war; agriculture, industry, and commerce (from the haven of Joppa)
began to flourish vigorously. In grateful recognition of his services the
high-priesthood and the ethnarchy were bestowed upon him as hereditary
possessions by a solemn assembly of the people, “until a trustworthy
prophet should arise.”

Nominally the Seleucide still continued to possess the suzerainty.
Simon naturally had detached himself from Trypho and turned to
Demetrius II., who confirmed him in his position, remitted all arrears
of tribute, and waived his rights for the future (142). The friendship
of Demetrius II. and of his successor Antiochus Sidetes with Simon,
however, lasted only as long as Trypho still remained in the way. But,
he once removed, Sidetes altered his policy. He demanded of Simon
the surrender of Joppa, Gazara, and other towns, besides the citadel of
Jerusalem, as well as payment of all tribute resting due. The refusal of
these demands led to war, which in its earlier stages was carried on with
success, but the scales were turned after the murder of Simon, when
Sidetes in person took the field against John Hyrcanus, Simon’s son
and successor. Jerusalem capitulated ; in the negotiations for peace
the surrender of all the external possessions of the Jews was insisted
upon ; the suzerainty of the Syrians became once more a reality (135).
But in 130 the powerful Antiochus Sidetes fell in an expedition against
the Parthians, and the complications anew arising in reference to the
succession to the Syrian throne placed Hyrcanus in a position to recover
what he had lost and to make new acquisitions. He subjugated Samaria
and Idumza, compelling the inhabitants of the latter to accept circum-
cision. Like his predecessors, he too sought to secure the favour of the
Romans, but derived no greater benefit from the effort than they had
done. After a prosperous reign of thirty years he died in ro5. By
Josephus he is represented as a pattern of all that a pious prince ought
to be ; by the rabbins as representing a splendid high-priesthood. The
darkness of the succeeding age lent a brighter colour to his image.

The external splendour of the Hasmonzan kingdom did not at once
die away,—the downfall of the Seleucide, which was its negative con-
dition, being also a slow affair. Judah Aristobulus, the son of Hyrcanus,
who reigned for only one year, was the first to assume the Greek title of
royalty ; Itureea was subdued by him, and circumcision forced upon
the inhabitants. His brother Jonathan (Jannazus) Alexander (104-79),
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stances escape the observation of even the common people; for this
idea was God and the law, not any earthly fatherland. The masses
accordingly ranged themselves with ever-growing unanimity on the side
of the Pharisees (i.e., the party of the scribes) as against the Sadducees
(¢.e., the Hasmonzan party).1

On one occasion, when Alexander Janneus had returned to Jeru- -
salem at the feast of tabernacles, and was standing in his priestly vest-
ments before the altar to sacrifice, he was pelted by the assembled
crowd of worshippers with citrons from the green branches they carried.
By the cruelty with which he punished this insult he excited the popu-
lace to the highest pitch, and, when he lost his army in the disaster of
Gadara, rebellion broke out The Pharisees summoned the Syrian
king Demetrius Euczrus; Jannzus was worsted and fled into the
desert. But as he wandered in helplessness there, the patriotism of
the people and sympathy for the heir of the Maccabees suddenly awoke ;
nature proved itself stronger than that consistency which in the cause
of the Divine honour had not shrunk from treason. The insurgents
for the most part went over to the side of the fugitive king; the others
he ultimately overpowered after a struggle which lasted through several
years, Demetrius having withdrawn his intervention, The vengeance
which he took on the Pharisees was a bloody one; their only escape
was by voluntary exile. Thenceforward he had peace so far as they
were concerned. His last years were occupied with the reacquisition
of the conquests which he had been compelled to yield to the Arabs
during the civil war. He died in the field at the siege of Ragaba in
Peraa (79).

Under Queen Salome, his widow, matters were as if they had been
specially arranged for the satisfaction of the Pharisees. The high-
priesthood passed to Salome’s son, Hyrcanus II. ; she herself was only
queen. In the management of external affairs her authority was abso-
lute (Ant., xiii. 16, 6); in home policy she permitted the scribes to
wield a paramount influence. The common assertion, indeed, that the

1 PA9D means ‘‘separated,” and refers perhaps to the attitude of isolation taken
by the zealots for the law during the interyal between 162 and 105. ‘D173 (Saddovxaios)
comes from P1Y¥ (Zaddovx, LXX.), the ancestor of the higher priesthoou of Jerusalem
(1 Kings ii. 35 ; 1 Sam. ii. 35; Ezck. xliv. 15), and designates the governing nobility.
The original character of the opposition, as it appeared under Jannzus, changed
entirely with the lapse of time, on account of the Sadducees’ gradual loss of political
power, till they fell at last to the condition of a sort of *‘fronde.”
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synedrium was at that time practically composed of scribes, is incon-
sistent with the known facts of the case; the synedrium at that time
was a political and not a scholastic authority.! In its origin it was the
municipal council of Jerusalem (so also the councils of provincial towns
are called synedria, Mark xiii. g), but its authority extended over the
entire Jewish community ; alongside of the elders of the city the ruling
priests were those who had the greatest number of seats and votes.
John Hyrcanus appears to have been the first to introduce some scribes
into its composition ; it is possible that Salome may have increased
their number, but even so this high court was far from being changed
into a college of scribes like that at Jamnia. If the domination of the
Pharisees at this time is spoken of, the expression cannot be understood as
meaning that they already held all the public offices, but only at most
that the holders of those offices found it necessary to administer and
to judge in their spirit and according to their fundamental principles.
The party of the Sadducees (consisting of the .old Hasmonzan
officers and officials, who were of priestly family indeed, -but attached
only slight importance to their priestly functions) at length lost all
patience. Led by Aristobulus, the second son of Jannzus, the leaders
of the party came to the palace, and begged the queen to dismiss them
from the court and to send them into the provinces. There they were
successful in securing possession of several fortresses 2 in preparation
for insurrection, a favourable opportunity for which they were watch-
ing. Such an opportunity occurred, it seemed to Aristobulus, as his
mother lay on her death-bed. The commandants of the fortresses were
at his orders, and by their assistance an army also, with which he
accordingly advanced upon Jerusalem, and, on the death. of Salome,
made himself master of the situation (69). Hyrcanus was compelled
to resign office. With this event the good understanding between the
civil government and the Pharisees came to an end; the old antagonisms
became active once more, and now began to operate for the advantage
of a third party, the Idumaan Antipater, Hyrcanus’s confidential friend.
After the latter, aided by Antipater, had at length with great difficulty
got himself into a position for asserting his rights against Aristobulus,

! Kuenen, * Over de Samenstelling van het Sanhedrin,” in Proceedings of Royal
Netherl, Acad., 1866.

3 Alexandrium, Coree, and similar citadels, which were at that time of great
importance for Palestine and Syria,
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ambiguous than the victory of the Pharisees was the fall of the Sa
cees, who in losing the sovereignty of the Jewish state lost all
importance. But the intervention of the foreign element exercise
most powerful influence upon the temper of the lower classes. Th
in times of peace the masses still continued to accept the guidan:
the rabbins, their patriotism instantly burst into flame as soon

pretender to the throne, belonging to the family of Aristobulus, appe
in Palestine. During the decennia which immediately followed, Je
history was practically absorbed in vain attempts to restore the
Hasmonzan kingdom. Insurrections of steadily.increasing dimen
were made in favoyr of Aristobulus, the representative of the nati
cause. For Hyrcanus was not regarded as a Hasmonzan at all,
merely as the creature of Antipater and the Romans. First, in
vear 57, Alexander the son of Aristobulus broke into rebellion, the
56 Aristobulus himself and his son Antigonus, and in 55 Alexa
again. Antipater was never able to hold his own; Roman interver
was in every case necessary. The division of the Hasmongan :
into five “aristocracies ” by Gabinius had no effect in diminishing
feeling of national unity cherished by the Jews of Palestine. (
again, after the battle of Carrha, a rising took place, which Ca
speedily repressed.

In 49 the great Roman civil war broke out; Ceasar instig
Aristobulus against Antipater, who in common with the whole East
espoused the cause of Pompey. But Aristobulus was poisoned by
opposite party while yet in Italy, and about the same time his
Alexander was also put to death at Antioch; thus the dange
Antipater passed away. After the battle of Pharsalus he went ove
Casar’s side, and soon after rendered him an important servic
helping him out of his difficulties at Alexandria. By this mean
earned the good-will of Caesar towards the whole body of the Jews
secured for himself (or Hyrcanus) a great extension of power an
territory. The five “synedria” or “aristocracies” of Gabinius
superseded, the most important conquest of the Hasmonzans rest(
the walls of Jerusalem, which Pompey had razed, rebuilt.

However indisputable the advantages conferred by the rul
Antipater, the Jews could not forget that the Idumaan, in nam
Hyrcanus, the rightful heir of the Hasmonzaans, was in truth setting v
authority of his own. The Sadduczan aristocracy in particular, w
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by Claudius, the Jews enjoyed much prosperity ; in every respect the
king was all they could wish. This very prosperity seems, however, to
have caused them fresh danger. For it made them feel the government
by procurators, which was resumed after the death of Agrippa I., to be
patticularly hard to bear, whatever the individual characters of these
might be. They were Cuspius Fadus (from 44, under whom Theudas),
Tiberius Alexander (the Romanised nephew of Philo, till 48), Cumanus
(48-52, under whom the volcano already began to give dangerous signs
of activity), and Felix (52—60). Felix, who has the honour to be
pilloried in the pages of Tacitus, contrived to make the dispeace per-
manent. The influence of the two older parties, both of which were
equally interested in the maintenance of the existing order, and in that
interest were being drawn nearer to each other, diminished day by day.
The masses broke loose completely from the authority of the scribes ;
the ruling nobility adapted itself better to the times; under the cir-
cumstances which then prevailed, it is not surprising that they became
thoroughly secular and did not shrink from the employment of directly
immoral means for the attainment of their ends. The Zealots became
the dominant party. It was a combination of noble and base elements ;
superstitious enthusiasts (Acts xxi. 38) and political assassins, the so-
called sicarii, were conjoined with honest but fanatical patriots. Felix ,
favoured the sicarii in order that he might utilise them ; against the
others his hostility raged with indiscriminating cruelty, yet without being
able to check them. The anarchy which he left behind him as a legacy
was beyond the control of his able successor Porcius Festus (60—62), and
the last two procurators, Albinus (62—64) and Gessius Florus, acted as
if it had been their special business to encourage and promote it. All
the bonds of social order were dissolved ; no property was secure ; the
assassins alone prospered, and the procurators went shares with them
in the profits.

It was inevitable that deep resentment against the Romans should be
felt in every honest heart. At last it found expression. During his
visit to Jerusalem in May 66 Florus laid hands upon the temple treasure ;
the Jews allowed themselves to go so far as to make a joke about it,
which he avenged by giving over a portion of the city to be plundered, and
crucifying a numberof the inhabitants. He next insisted upon theirkissing
the rod, ordering that a body of troops which was approaching should be
met and welcomed. At the persuasion of their leaders the Jews forced
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