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INTRODUCTION

R. Steven Notley

The revolt against Rome in a.d. 66–70 proved to be a watershed in the history of the Jewish people. It 
brought with it the destruction of the holy city, its legendary temple and the loss of any national in-
dependence—a political reality that continued for almost two millennia. Sixty years after the revolt, 
a second uprising (a.d. 132–135) led by Shimon bar Kokhba (Simeon bar Kosevah) likewise ended in 
devastating defeat. The second insurrection, in fact, presented a much greater challenge to the em-
pire. An entire Roman legion disappeared from the pages of history, apparently the casualty of the 
Jewish conflict. The outcome of the struggle was in question, and so the emperor Hadrian visited his 
troops to encourage them. In his report to the Senate, the emperor failed to open with the traditional 
greeting, “I and the legions are in health,” signaling that all was not going well (Dio Cassius, 69.14.3). 
In spite of the severity of this second determined Jewish rebellion that brought Rome to the brink of 
defeat, we have very little firsthand information about the Bar Kokhba Revolt.

So, it is one of history’s ironies that the reason we have such an abundance of detail about the earli-
er, first Jewish revolt against Rome is because of the writings of Flavius Josephus, a turncoat, who was 
an eyewitness to the events. Josephus was born Joseph ben Mattathias in a.d. 37, the first year of the 
reign of Gaius Caligula (Life 1 §5). He descended from priestly lineage and claimed that his mother 
belonged to the family of the Hasmoneans (Life 1 §2), priest-kings who had ruled a century before 
Josephus was born. He was educated in Jerusalem, and in his early years he explored the varieties of 
contemporary Jewish thought (Life 2 §10: Sadducees, Pharisees, Essenes), including three years with 
the hermit Bannus (Life 2 §11). In the end he decided in favor of the approach of the Pharisees, likely 
because of their widespread popularity (Ant. 18.1.3 §15).

At the young age of 26, Josephus was selected to lead a delegation in a.d. 64 to Rome to appeal to 
the emperor Nero to release Jewish priests who had been imprisoned there (Life 3 §13). Perhaps on 
account of the successful completion of his mission to Rome, two years later, Josephus was chosen 
by the Jewish leadership in Jerusalem to take responsibility for the preparation of the defenses in 
Galilee against Rome’s anticipated assault on Judea. In The Jewish War he lists the cities that benefited 
from his efforts (J.W. 2.19.6 §573). For such an important task, it is remarkable that we have no record 
of Josephus’ previous military experience. 

There is some question how fervent Josephus’ support for the revolt actually was. In his autobiog-
raphy written shortly before his death he indicates that he was chosen, not because of his military 
expertise but because the Jerusalem leadership hoped he could convince the rebels to fight only in 
their self-defense (Life 4 §17). In other words, his primary task was to dampen the embers of the re-
bellion. Whatever his own disposition towards the revolt against Rome, archaeological remains from 
Josephus’ efforts indicate that they presented a minimal defense at best. 

According to his account, Josephus personally led the defense of Jotapata (J.W. 3.7.3–30 §§141–
288; 3.7.33–8.1 §§316–344). In the face of sure defeat, the fighters at Jotapata chose death over sur-
render (J.W. 3.8.6–7 §§383–391). Rather than each man taking his own life, Josephus appealed to 
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them to draw lots to determine who would kill the others before taking his own life. He manipulated 
the outcome and was one of two at the end left alive. He then convinced his fellow survivor that they 
could serve better purposes, if they lived. The veracity of the details of this episode has been ques-
tioned, in no small part because of Josephus’ repeated accounts of glorified Jewish suicide (Arbel: 
J.W. 1.16.4 §§309–313; Gamala: J.W. 4.1.10 §§70–83; Masada: J.W. 7.8.1–9.2 §§252–406)—an act at 
odds with the Jewish faith.

For our interests what is important is that out of the defeat at Jotapata, Josephus fell into the hands 
of the general Vespasian. When he discovered that Vespasian intended to send him as a prisoner to 
Nero, he asked for a private meeting. Alone with Vespasian and his son Titus, Josephus proceeded to 
predict that the general would soon be declared the emperor, and that after his death his son would 
follow him on the throne (J.W. 3.8.9 §§399–408; see Suetonius, Vesp. 5.6; Appian, Fragment 17; Dio 
Cassius, 66:1). Fortune smiled upon Josephus. A few days later word arrived informing Vespasian that 
Nero had died and that he had been chosen to be Caesar. Rather than send his prisoner away, the 
new ruler opted to keep this intriguing Jewish figure in his entourage. 

Modern historians have looked askance at the report of Josephus’ prediction. A nearly identical 
story is told in the rabbinic sources about Johanan ben Zakkai (b. Git. 56a–b), who made a similar 
prophecy to Vespasian during the siege of Jerusalem. Yet, rather than suggest that either Josephus 
or the rabbis adopted the other’s story for their own purposes, it may be that these prognostications 
reflect the rumors of succession that were widespread and well-known (see also J.W. 6.5.4 §312; Sue-
tonius, Vesp. 4; Tacitus, Hist. 5:13). 

When Vespasian traveled to Rome from Alexandria, Titus returned to Judea to prosecute the siege 
of Jerusalem with Josephus at his side. The Jewish prisoner-now-ally proved to be an asset, at times 
appealing to his countrymen to abandon the folly of their resistance to Rome (J.W. 7.2.1–2 §96-117). 
According to his own reports, these appeals were only partly successful, but they underscore his shift 
in loyalties to Rome. At the conclusion of the war, Josephus was rewarded with land in Judea, Roman 
citizenship, a residence in Rome and a pension (Life 76 §422–423). It was from his new home in Rome 
that he penned four works that have come down to us today: The Jewish War, Jewish Antiquities, Life, 
and Against Apion. 

The writings of Josephus likely would have been lost, except for the efforts to preserve them by the 
Church. Christian interest was doubtless because of Josephus’ testimony concerning three figures 
from the New Testament: John the Baptist (Ant. 18.1.2 §§116–119); James the brother of Jesus (Ant. 
20.9.1 §§197–203); and the famous Testimonium Flavium concerning Jesus of Nazareth (Ant. 18.3.3 
§63–64). 

We have no record of Josephus’ death, but scholars assume that he died in Rome during the reign 
of Trajan sometime after a.d. 100. In the space remaining we will consider briefly each of his works in 
the order that they were written.

The Jewish War. Josephus’ history of the first Jewish revolt was probably written within ten years 
of the end of the conflict (c. 79), although, there is a question whether the final Book 7 was a later 
addition composed during the reign of Domitian (a.d. 81–96). The perspective of The Jewish War is 
Roman, and is in the style of other Roman military histories. Josephus presents the insurrection as a 
misguided effort instigated by extremist elements that the writer calls the Fourth Philosophy (Ant. 
18.1.1 §9). By contrast in The Jewish War Josephus minimizes his description of Roman excesses, and 
even reports that Titus had no desire for the destruction of the temple in Jerusalem (J.W. 6.4.3 §241), 
an assertion that agrees with the opinion of the rabbinic sources (b. Git. 56b) and Roman history (Dio 
Cassius, 6.65). However, this picture of Titus does not square with Josephus’ statement in his later re-
port found in Book 7: “(Titus) gave orders that they should now demolish the entire city and temple” 
(J.W. 7.1.1 §1). The shift in culpability for the temple’s destruction is also witnessed in Jewish Antiqui-
ties 20.10.5 §250 (see Sulpicius Severus, Chronica 2.30.6–7).

For the content of his history Josephus augments his own firsthand information with the memoirs 
of Vespasian and Titus (Life 65 §342). To these he added details gleaned from his communications 
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with King Agrippa II (Life 65 §364), the Jewish client king who ruled Judea on behalf of the Romans 
during the revolt. Josephus claims that he originally wrote The Jewish War in his ancestral language 
(J.W. 1.1.1 §3), which modern scholars have assumed to be Aramaic, because he states that the origi-
nal account was first sent to the Aramaic-speaking Jewish community in Babylonia. The question of 
the original audience notwithstanding, there are unmistakable examples of Hebraisms perserved in 
Josephus’ Greek text that can not have been Aramaic (e.g., J.W. 5.6.3 §272). Whatever the language of 
the original, the Greek text that has come to us is the most refined of his four works, and it presents 
his finest command of the Greek language, likely an indication of the editorial assitance given to him 
in Rome. 

Jewish Antiquities. His history of the Jewish people is the longest and most complex of Josephus’ 
compositions. It was intended to convince non-Jews of the antiquity of the Jewish people and is pat-
terned after Antiquitates Romanae by Dionysius of Halicarnassus. Josephus’ work traces the history 
of the Jewish people from their biblical beginnings to the days of the Jewish revolt against Rome in 
a.d. 66–70. In the preface the author claims that he will give precise details, and neither add nor omit 
anything (Ant. Proem 3 §17). Nevertheless, the accounts found in the biblical narrative often part 
company in detail with the traditions of the Hebrew Bible. While there is no reason to assume that 
Josephus was unable to read the Hebrew Bible, the text he preserves more often approximates the 
textual tradition of the Greek Bible (Septuagint). One of the important contributions of Books 1–11 
in Josephus’ Jewish Antiquities is the insight they provide on the state of the biblical text in the first 
century a.d., and the ways in which scripture was interpreted. 

The historical details given in Josephus’ treatise are a study in contrasts, which is likely a conse-
quence of the number and the quality of his sources. The period from Ezra to Alexander the Great 
(Ant. Book 11) provides us the least information about any of the periods he recounts, either because 
there was not much to relate in terms of significant Jewish history or because of the lack of written 
sources available to the author. Only a slight increase in information can be seen in the Ptolemaic 
period (Ant. 12.1.1–3.2 §§1–128) for which Josephus relies heavily upon the Letter of Aristeas. 

Perhaps because of his own Hasmonean heritage, Josephus writes extensively about the Jewish 
struggle for freedom against the Seleucids led by Judas Maccabaeus and his brothers. One of the 
historian’s main sources for the account of the military struggle and the early decades of the Has-
monean rule (Ant. 12.5.3–13.16.6 §§12.246–13.432) is the Book of First Maccabees. Following upon 
this the historian writes in great detail about the man who unseated the Hasmoneans—Herod the 
Great (37–4 b.c.; Ant. Books 15–17). It seems that Josephus had access to the archives of Herod’s court 
historian, Nicolaus of Damascus, whom he cites regularly (Ant. 1.2.6 §94; 1.7.2 §159; 7.5.2 §101; 12.3.2 
§§126–127, etc.). Herod’s great-grandson, King Agrippa II, may have also proven a valuable source 
for Herodian family history (Life 65 §§362–366). While Josephus strongly criticized Herod’s excesses, 
he recognized the important role Herod played in forging the Jewish nation’s political alliance with 
the Roman empire.

Life. Josephus’ life story is the first autobiography to be preserved in antiquity. It was written in 
answer to attacks on him by Justus of Tiberias, who accused Josephus of misconduct in Galilee before 
the arrival of Vespasian. In his defense the historian drew from testimony by his friend King Agrippa II 
(Life 65 §§365–366). Life first appeared as an appendix to the second edition of Jewish Antiquities and 
likely was published in a.d. 93/94.

Against Apion. The last of Josephus’ literary works, this short treatise follows in the genre of the Greek 
apologists. It consists of two parts in which Josephus refutes the growing antisemitism of his day. The first 
book draws largely from works that are no longer extant in a defense of the Jewish people. The second 
part is an affirmation of the positive value of Judaism in comparison to Hellenism. In Apion 2:14–41 §§145–
295 it seems that Josephus has modelled his argument after the first-century Jewish philosopher, Philo’s  
Hypothetica.
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wast before; for thou art worthy to reign over a great many sub-
jects, by reason of the fastness of thy friendship; and do thou en-
deavor to be equally constant in thy friendship to me, upon my 
good success, which is what I depend upon from the generosity 
of thy disposition. However, Antony hath done well in preferring 
Cleopatra to thee; for by this means we have gained thee by her 
madness, (392) and thus thou hast begun to be my friend before I 
began to be thine; on which account Quintus Didius hath written 
to me that thou sentest him assistance against the gladiators. I 
do therefore assure thee that I will con�rm the kingdom to thee 
by decree: I shall also endeavor to do thee some further kindness 
hereafter, that thou mayst �nd no loss in the want of Antony.”

3. (393) When Caesar had spoken such obliging things to the king, 
and had put the diadem again about his head, he proclaimed 
what he had bestowed on him by a decree, in which he enlarged 
in the commendation of the man after a magni�cent manner. 
Whereupon Herod obliged him to be kind to him by the presents 
he gave him, and he desired him to forgive Alexander, one of Ant-
ony’s friends, who was become a supplicant to him. But Caesar’s 
anger against him prevailed, and he complained of the many and 
very great o�enses the man whom he petitioned for had been 
guilty of; and by that means he rejected his petition. (394) After this 
Caesar went for Egypt through Syria, when Herod received him 
with royal and rich entertainments; and then did he �rst of all ride 
along with Caesar, as he was reviewing his army about Ptolemais, 
and feasted him with all his friends, and then distributed among 
the rest of the army what was necessary to feast them withal. (395) 
He also made a plentiful provision of water for them, when they 
were to march as far as Pelusium, through a dry country, which he 
did also in like manner at their return thence; nor were there any 
necessaries wanting to that army. It was therefore the opinion, 
both of Caesar and of his soldiers, that Herod’s kingdom was too 
small for those generous presents he made them; (396) for which 
reason, when Caesar was come into Egypt, and Cleopatra and  

Antony were dead, he did not only bestow other marks of honor 
upon him, but made an addition to his kingdom, by giving him 
not only the country which had been taken from him by Cleopa-
tra, but besides that, Gadara, and Hippos, and Samaria; and more-
over, of the maritime cities, Gaza and Anthedon, and Joppa, and 
Strato’s Tower. (397) He also made him a present of four hundred 
Galls [Galatians] as a guard for his body, which they had been to 
Cleopatra before. Nor did any thing so strongly induce Caesar to 
make these presents as the generosity of him that received them.

4. (398) Moreover, after the �rst games at Actium, he added to his 
kingdom both the region called Trachonitis, and what lay in its 
neighborhood, Batanea, and the country of Auranitis; and that on 
the following occasion: Zenodorus, who had hired the house of 
Lysanias, had all along sent robbers out of Trachonitis among the 
Damascenes; who thereupon had recourse to Varro, the president 
of Syria, and desired of him that he would represent the calamity 
they were in to Caesar. When Caesar was acquainted with it, he 
sent back orders that this nest of robbers should be destroyed. (399) 

Varro therefore made an expedition against them, and cleared the 
land of those men, and took it away from Zenodorus. Caesar did 
also afterward bestow it on Herod, that it might not again become 
a receptacle for those robbers that had come against Damascus. 
He also made him a procurator of all Syria, and this on the tenth 
year afterward, when he came again into that province; and this 
was so established, that the other procurators could not do any 
thing in the administration without his advice: (400) but when Ze-
nodorus was dead, Caesar bestowed on him all that land which 
lay between Trachonitis and Galilee. Yet, what was still of more 
consequence to Herod, he was beloved by Caesar next after [Mar-
cus] Agrippa, and by Agrippa next after Caesar; whence he arrived 
at a very great degree of felicity. Yet did the greatness of his soul 
exceed it, and the main part of his magnanimity was extended to 
the promotion of piety.

CHAPTER 21.
OF THE [TEMPLE AND] CITIES THAT WERE BUILT BY HEROD AND 

ERECTED FROM THE VERY FOUNDATIONS; AS ALSO OF THOSE OTHER 
EDIFICES THAT WERE ERECTED BY HIM; AND WHAT MAGNIFICENCE HE 

SHOWED TO FOREIGNERS; AND HOW FORTUNE WAS IN ALL THINGS 
FAVORABLE TO HIM.

1. (401) ACCORDINGLY, in the �fteenth year of his reign, Herod re-
built the temple, and encompassed a piece of land about it with 
a wall, which land was twice as large as that before enclosed. The 
expenses he laid out upon it were vastly large also, and the riches 
about it were unspeakable. A sign of which you have in the great 
cloisters that were erected about the temple, and the citadel 
which was on its north side. The cloisters he built from the founda-
tion, but the citadel he repaired at a vast expense; nor was it other 
than a royal palace, which he called Antonia, in honor of Antony. 
(402) He also built himself a palace in the Upper city, containing 
two very large and most beautiful apartments; to which the holy 
house itself could not be compared [in largeness]. The one apart-
ment he named Caesareum, and the other Agrippium, from his 
[two great] friends.

2. (403) Yet did he not preserve their memory by particular buildings 
only, with their names given them, but his generosity went as far 
as entire cities; for when he had built a most beautiful wall round 
a country in Samaria, twenty furlongs long, and had brought six 
thousand inhabitants into it, and had allotted to it a most fruitful 
piece of land, and in the midst of this city, thus built, had erected 
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THE GROWTH OF 
HEROD'S KINGDOM 
40 TO 4 B.C.

The thought could not but occur both to Caesar 
himself and to his soldiers that Herod's realm 
was far too restricted, in comparison with the 
services which he had rendered them.

(War 1:396)

Whoever has not seen Herod's Temple has 
never seen a beautitul building.

(Baba Bathra 4a)

HEROD'S BUILDING IN JERUSALEM

ANT. 15:217, 343, 344, 360; WAR 1:396, 398, 400; APPIAN: CIVIL WARS 5:75

Herod maintained his position under Cleopatra, and when the 
battle of Actium (31 B.C.) made Octavian — now the emperor 
Augustus — undisputed master of the Roman world, Herod 
quickly gained the favor of his new overlord. He was con-
firmed in his kingdom, to which Augustus in 30 B.C. added 
Gaza and the coastal cities (except Ascalon and Dora) as well 
as Gadara and Hippus. In 23 B.C., Herod received the task of 
pacifying the unruly Batanea, Trachonitis, and Auranitis, and 
in 20 B.C., Panias and Gaulanitis were placed under his rule. By 
then Herod's kingdom had reached its greatest extent.

Apart from the conquest of his own kingdom (see Map 243) 
Herod made only one conquest by arms: having in 32 B.C. de-
feated the Nabateans in the field, he annexed Esbus and settled 
veterans there.

ANT. 15:318, 380-425; WAR 1:401; 5:108, 161, 238, 246, 507; 7:172-177

Herod's love of pomp, his wish to immortalize his name, to secure his 
rule, and to appease the hostile population and provide it with work — 
these were the main motives for fortifying and embellishing Jerusalem. 
His revenues derived from trade and from taxes allowed him to build 
a magnificent palace in the northwestern corner of the Upper City; it 
was guarded on the north by three strong towers that he named Phasael 
(after his brother), Mariamme (in honor of his wife), and Hippicus (af-
ter his friend). He also built a theater in the area inhabited by wealthy 
Hellenizers, and strengthened the northern defenses of the city with a 
Second Wall, which extended from the Gennath Gate to the Antonia for-
tress. South of the Temple Mount he built a stadium, probably in the 
Tyropoean Valley.

Herod was even more active on the Temple Mount: doubling the area 
of the Temple esplanade, he girdled it with walls and porticoes. Its most 
prominent feature was the “royal portico” (basilica) in the south of the 
square. The king also rebuilt the Temple proper and to secure control 
over the Temple he rebuilt the old Baris, at the northwestern corner of 
the Temple Mount, into a huge fortress, which he called “Antonia” in 
honor of Mark Antony.

Herod was also active as a builder outside his capital: he founded the 
harbor city of Caesarea in place of Strato's Tower and rebuilt Samaria, 
calling the new city “Sebaste” in honor of the emperor Augustus. He also 
built at Geba, Phasaelis and Antipatris. He built fortresses at Herodium 
and near Jericho, and entirely reconstructed Macherus and Masada on 
the two opposing shores of the Dead Sea.
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royal rulers” (i.e. Herod and Malchus, king of 
Arabia; Ant. 15:92; War 1:360). Although Antony re-
sisted the full scope of Cleopatra's designs, he 
granted Cleopatra the coastal regions that in-
cluded Herod's up to the Eleutherus River north 
of Beirut, with the exception of Tyre and Sidon 
(Ant. 15:95; War 1:361; Plut. Ant. 36.2_3). 
 The queen's territorial ambitions left Herod in 
danger of having no access to the sea with the 
loss of his ports and coastal settlements. Antony 
also awarded her lands around Jericho and in 
the Transjordan (Ant. 15:96; War 1:361; Dio Cassius 49.32). 
Herod was able to mitigate this loss of territory 
by arranging to lease from Cleopatra, “those 
parts of Arabia that had been given to her and 
also the revenues of the region about Jericho” 
(Ant. 15: 96). According to Josephus, Herod paid 
two hundred talents to lease his own lands and 
also served as a surety for the tributes from 
Arabia (War 1: 362; Ant. 15: 132). Herod struggled to 
collect the payments due from Malchus, and he 
was preparing to march against him when he 
received word of the impending battle between 
Octavian and Antony. 
 Herod offered to fight alongside Antony, 
but his benefactor instructed him to deal with 
Malchus instead. Herod's first battle with the 
Nabateans was at Diospolis (Ant. 15:111; War 1:366: 

Dio/spoliß). Abel has suggested that the site 
should be identified with Dium (Greek: Di/on) 
in the Transjordan (Abel 1952 1:354 n. 2; cf. idem. 1938: 2: 

150, 306). If so, the amended reading likely resem-
bled a similar toponymic reference in another 
campaign, “Alexander (son of Aristobulus II) 
marched again to the city Dium” (Di÷an po/lin: 
Ant. 13:393; cf. Ant. 14:75; Tell Ash‘ari). 
 Although Herod's forces routed the Nabateans 
at Dium, the next battle at Canatha in Coele-
Syria proved disastrous (War 1:367_368; cf. Ant. 15:112). 
So devastating was Herod's defeat that he was 
incapable of mustering a sufficient army to wage 
open war. He had to resort to guerrilla warfare.
Camping in the mountains and always avoiding open 
battle, he still did considerable damage by his incessant 
and energetic movements, and he was also very careful of 
his own men, using every means to make good his losses. 

(Ant. 15: 120; cf. War 1: 369) 

 Herod's preoccupation with the Arabs proved 
fortuitous. At the Battle of Actium Herod's bene-
factor was defeated. Antony returned to Egypt 
where he died by his own hand. Ironically, his 
demise also removed one of the greatest exter-
nal threats to Herod's kingdom—Cleopatra. 
Although Herod had not fought alongside 
Antony at Actium, he had remained a trusted 
ally sending money and grains (Ant. 15: 190). Now, 
the changing political fortunes in the Roman 
Empire required that Herod move quickly and 
decisively (Plut. Ant. 72). 
 Herod rallied his forces and crossed the Jordan 
to attack the Nabatean forces near Philadelphia 
(Rabbath-ammon; War 1:380_385; Ant. 15:147_155). Many 
fell on both sides, but Herod prevailed. The 
Nabateans attempted to sue for peace, but Herod 
pressed forward until they surrendered and de-
clared Herod their ruler (Ant. 15:160). Next he dealt 
with intrigues closer to home. He discovered 
that Hyrcanus had conspired with Alexandra 
to escape to Malchus (Ant. 15:167). Hyrcanus was 
brought before the Sanhedrin (cf. m. Sanh. 2:1), ac-
cused of treason and executed (Ant. 15: 173). 
 Herod had effectively removed the Hasmonean 
threat to his throne. He now had to face Octavian. 
He traveled to Rhodes, leaving his mother, sis-
ter and all his children protected at Masada (Ant. 

15:184), while Mariamme and Alexandra remained 
under guard at Alexandrion (Ant. 15:185_186). When 
Caesar received the king, Herod removed his 
crown but otherwise remained adorned in royal 
regalia (Ant. 15:187; War 1:387). He made no apology 
for his friendship and loyalty to Antony. Indeed, 
he stated that if he had not been otherwise en-
gaged with the Arabs in the Transjordan, he 
would have fought alongside Antony. In that 
event, the outcome might have been different. 
Nevertheless, he now offered Caesar the same 
loyalty he had given to Antony. 
 Herod's loyalty to Rome had been 
demonstrated time and again. There was no 
reason to suggest that he would not likewise 
serve the new emperor. “[Caesar] then restored 
his diadem to him, at the same time urging him 
to show himself no less a friend to him than he 
had formerly been to Antony” (Ant. 15:195). Herod 
pledged his loyalty to the new emperor and then 
accompanied him to Egypt, showering Caesar 
and his friends with extravagant gifts. The 
Judean king returned home with greater power 
than he had left, much to the consternation of his 
opponents. 
 Augustus not only retained Herod as king of 
Judea, he rewarded him with the return of the 
lands taken by Cleopatra. Herod was also given 
additional Greek cities: “Gadara, Hippus (cf. Ant. 

14: 75) , and Samaria, and on the coast also Gaza, 
Anthedon, Joppa (Gabaa; cf. Ant. 15:294; Avi-Yonah 

2002:89) and Strato's Tower” (Ant. 15:217; War 1:396). 
The addition of these Greek cities increased the 
non-Jewish population responsible to Herod's 
rule. “Herod must have understood by then that 
all his attempts to obtain the favor of his Jewish 
subjects would be in vain. A strengthening of the 
Hellenized population in his kingdom would, 
therefore, strengthen somewhat the foundations 
of his rule” (Avi-Yonah 2002:89_90). 
 Herod proved to be an able and loyal client 
king to Rome. In 23 BCE Caesar once again en-
larged Herod's kingdom and entrusted to him 
the northeastern region of Trachonitis, Batanea 
and Auranitis (Ant. 15:343_344; War 1:398). Zenodorus 
had leased these lands (Ant. 15: 344; War 1: 398) after 
Antony executed Lysanias, son of Ptolemaeus, 
the last king of the Itureans, in 35 BCE (Ant. 15:92; 

War 1:440; Dio Cass. 49.32.5; cf. Plut. Ant. 36.3). The area was 
known for its brigandage. According to Josephus, 
not only did Zenodorus do nothing to prevent it, 
he even shared in the spoils (Ant. 15: 345).
 Augustus transferred to Herod the 
administration of these territories to restore 
order, and the Judean king “put a stop to their 
criminal acts and brought security and peace 
to the surrounding peoples” (Ant. 15:348). Three 
years later when Zenodorus died, the emperor 
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CHAPTER 1
HOW THE CITY JERUSALEM WAS TAKEN, AND THE TEMPLE PILLAGED 
[BY ANTIOCHUS EPIPHANES]. AS ALSO CONCERNING THE ACTIONS 

OF THE MACCABEES, MATTHIAS AND JUDAS; AND CONCERNING THE 
DEATH OF JUDAS.

1. (31) AT the same time that Antiochus [IV], who was called Epiph-
anes, had a quarrel with the sixth Ptolemy about his right to the 
whole country of Syria, a great sedition fell among the men of 
power in Judea, and they had a contention about obtaining the 
government; while each of those that were of dignity could not 
endure to be subject to their equals. However, Onias, one of the 
high priests, got the better, and cast the sons of Tobias out of the 
city; (32) who fled to Antiochus, and besought him to make use of 
them for his leaders, and to make an expedition into Judea. The 
king being thereto disposed beforehand, complied with them, 
and came upon the Jews with a great army, and took their city by 
force, and slew a great multitude of those that favored Ptolemy, 
and sent out his soldiers to plunder them without mercy. He also 
spoiled the temple, and put a stop to the constant practice of of-
fering a daily sacrifice of expiation for three years and six months. 
(33) But Onias, the high priest, fled to Ptolemy, and received a place 
from him in the Nomus of Heliopolis, where he built a city resem-
bling Jerusalem, and a temple that was like its temple concerning 
which we shall speak more in its proper place hereafter.

2. (34) Now Antiochus was not satisfied either with his unexpected 
taking the city, or with its pillage, or with the great slaughter he 
had made there; but being overcome with his violent passions, 
and remembering what he had suffered during the siege, he com-
pelled the Jews to dissolve the laws of their country, and to keep 
their infants uncircumcised, and to sacrifice swine’s flesh upon the 

altar; (35) against which they all opposed themselves, and the most 
approved among them were put to death. Bacchides also, who 
was sent to keep the fortresses, having these wicked commands, 
joined to his own natural barbarity, indulged all sorts of the ex-
tremest wickedness, and tormented the worthiest of the inhabit-
ants, man by man, and threatened their city every day with open 
destruction, till at length he provoked the poor sufferers by the 
extremity of his wicked doings to avenge themselves.

3. (36) Accordingly Matthias, the son of Asamoneus, one of the 
priests who lived in a village called Modin, armed himself, to-
gether with his own family, which had five sons of his in it, and 
slew Bacchides with daggers; and thereupon, out of the fear of the 
many garrisons [of the enemy], he fled to the mountains; (37) and 
so many of the people followed him, that he was encouraged to 
come down from the mountains, and to give battle to Antiochus’s 
generals, when he beat them, and drove them out of Judea. So 
he came to the government by this his success, and became the 
prince of his own people by their own free consent, and then died, 
leaving the government to Judas, his eldest son.

4. (38) Now Judas, supposing that Antiochus would not lie still, 
gathered an army out of his own countrymen, and was the first 
that made a league of friendship with the Romans, and drove 
Epiphanes out of the country when he had made a second expe-
dition into it, and this by giving him a great defeat there; (39) and 
when he was warmed by this great success, he made an assault 
upon the garrison that was in the city, for it had not been cut off 
hitherto; so he ejected them out of the upper city, and drove the 
soldiers into the lower, which part of the city was called the Cita-
del. He then got the temple under his power, and cleansed the 
whole place, and walled it round about, and made new vessels for 
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sacred ministrations, and brought them into the temple, because 
the former vessels had been profaned. He also built another altar, 
and began to offer the sacrifices; (40) and when the city had al-
ready received its sacred constitution again, Antiochus [IV] died; 
whose son Antiochus [V] succeeded him in the kingdom, and in 
his hatred to the Jews also.

5. (41) So this Antiochus got together fifty thousand footmen, and 
five thousand horsemen, and fourscore elephants, and marched 
through Judea into the mountainous parts. He then took Beth-
sura, which was a small city; but at a place called Bethzacharis, 
where the passage was narrow, Judas met him with his army. (42) 
However, before the forces joined battle, Judas’s brother Eleazar, 
seeing the very highest of the elephants adorned with a large 
tower, and with military trappings of gold to guard him, and sup-
posing that Antiochus himself was upon him, he ran a great way 
before his own army, and cutting his way through the enemy’s 
troops, he got up to the elephant; (43) yet could he not reach him 
who seemed to be the king, by reason of his being so high; but 
still he ran his weapon into the belly of the beast, and brought him 
down upon himself, and was crushed to death, having done no 
more than attempted great things, and showed that he preferred 
glory before life. (44) Now he that governed the elephant was but 
a private man; and had he proved to be Antiochus, Eleazar had 
performed nothing more by this bold stroke than that it might 
appear he chose to die, when he had the bare hope of thereby 
doing a glorious action; (45) nay, this disappointment proved an 
omen to his brother [Judas] how the entire battle would end. It 
is true that the Jews fought it out bravely for a long time, but the 
king’s forces, being superior in number, and having fortune on 

their side, obtained the victory. And when a great many of his men 
were slain, Judas took the rest with him, and fled to the toparchy 
of Gophna. (46) So Antiochus went to Jerusalem, and staid there 
but a few days, for he wanted provisions, and so he went his way. 
He left indeed a garrison behind him, such as he thought suffi-
cient to keep the place, but drew the rest of his army off, to take 
their winter-quarters in Syria.

6. (47) Now, after the king was departed, Judas was not idle; for as 
many of his own nation came to him, so did he gather those that 
had escaped out of the battle together, and gave battle again to 
Antiochus’s generals at a village called Adasa; and being too hard 
for his enemies in the battle, and killing a great number of them, 
he was at last himself slain also. Nor was it many days afterward 
that his brother John had a plot laid against him by Antiochus’s 
party, and was slain by them.

CHAPTER 2.
CONCERNING THE SUCCESSORS OF JUDAS, WHO WERE JONATHAN AND 

SIMON, AND JOHN HYRCANUS.
1. (48) WHEN Jonathan, who was Judas’s brother, succeeded him, 
he behaved himself with great circumspection in other respects, 
with relation to his own people; and he corroborated his author-
ity by preserving his friendship with the Romans. He also made a 
league with Antiochus [VI] the son. Yet was not all this sufficient 
for his security; (49) for the tyrant Trypho, who was guardian to An-
tiochus’s son, laid a plot against him; and besides that, endeav-
ored to take off his friends, and caught Jonathan by a wile, as he 
was going to Ptolemais to Antiochus, with a few persons in his 
company, and put him in bonds, and then made an expedition 
against the Jews; but when he was afterward driven away by Si-
mon, who was Jonathan’s brother, and was enraged at his defeat, 
he put Jonathan to death.

2. (50) However, Simon managed the public affairs after a coura-
geous manner, and took Gazara, and Joppa, and Jamnia, which 
were cities in his neighborhood. He also got the garrison under, and 
demolished the citadel. He was afterward an auxiliary to Antiochus, 
against Trypho, whom he besieged in Dora, before he went on  

Macedonian phalanx. (Carta collection)
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