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post-hiblical 127" have the same meaning. The root is not found: in
biblical Hebrew, but the adjective U1 ‘erushed’ and the noun n3
"erushing” occur,?
Verses gb-10 may accordingly be translated as follows:
On (every) sand.flat shall they graze,
and on every sand-dune shall be their pasture:
They shall neither hunger nor thirst,
neither shall scorching wind nor sun strilke them,
For he who has compassion upon them shall lead them,
and by springs of water shall he guide them.

D, Winron THoms

THE DATE OF HEROD'S DEATH

Husrorians and works of reference have long accepted the view that
Herod of Judaca, surnamed the Great, died in the spring of 4 Bt
Recently, hewever, this date has been called in queation by W, E.
Filmer.* Lest another such attempt ever be made 1o deny it, the evi-
dence that Herod died in 5 /4 B.c. will here be set out in detail, Tt will
also be suggested that the precise date need not be March JApril g B.C.,
a5 is normally assumed, but may instesd be December 5 m.c.

Filmer rests his case for rejecting 4 B.C. upon the dates of Herod's
appointment in Rome as king of Judaea and of his capture of Jerusalese:
the dates are not 4o and 37 n.c., as is commonly held, but 30 and 36.8
Since Josephus states that Herod reigned thirty-seven years from his
tnitial appointment and thirty-four from his final capture of Jerusalem *
he will have died ¢. 2 B.c. Filmer argues from Josephus' method of
reckoning reign-lengths, combined with the fact that an echpse of
the moon preceded Herod's death, that the year was in fact 1 5.c.7

The problem of the dating of Herod's appointment and of his taking
possession of his capital city will be ignored here. Even if these two dates

I M, Jastrow, A Phicticagry &f the Targumdm, eic., p. 307,

¥ Brown-Diriver-Briggs, A Heb, and Eng, Lex. of the O, T, p. 104b.

* 'Thus, to cite seven works almost &t random, F. de Bauley, Hiswre
o Hiérede (1887), pp. 3, 343; F. K. Ginzel, Spexieller Kanen der Sonmen- wnd
.:n.i.r...t....ﬁ...ﬂ (rBggl, pp. 205 £ E. Schiirer, Guschichis dee jddivchen Folhe
im Zritalter Forw Christi®, § {1501), pp. 415 if.; F, Boll, P-W wi {1904), col
a359; W. Otro, P<W Supp. ii (1o13), col. 145 A. H. M. Jomes, The Harods of
Juslaea (vg38), pp. 151, 262 L3 PIRYH 153,

* 'The Chronslogy of the Relgn of Herod the Great®, 7.T.5 Ns. xvii (s,
pp. 283 . * Op. cit., pp. afis i

¥ Woar, i 665; And, xvid. 1g1. T O eiv, pp. 283 1., 291 £
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could be determined exactly and with certainty, and even if Josephus'
method of calculsting reign-lengths were- both fully known and com-
pletely consistent, it could not simply e sssumed without srgument
that be hever made a mistake. The evidenice which will be discussed
here-falls (except for one item) into two' catepories: the evidence that
Herod's successars all reckoned their reigns as beginning in 5 /4 8.c.;
and the synchronisms with events datable in the wider context of the
history of the Roman empire which are provided by Josephus® nasrative
of the circumstances attending Herod's desth. .~
hﬂ_ﬁ._-ﬁﬁﬁ.nnimﬂﬂﬁ:nﬁﬂﬂxi?nhﬂ and banished to
Gaul in A.p. 6, when he was in the tenth year of his reign.® Herod

~ Antipas, tetrarch of Galilee and the Peraes, lost his tetrarchy during the

second year of the reign of the emperor Gaius (March 38 ta March 39),
while coing survive which were minted in his forty-third year a3 ruler.$
The end of Philip's reign of thirty-seven years is sssigned by Josephus
to the twentieth year of Tiberius, i.c. 10 33 /34.5 Calculation backwards
demonstrates that all three began their reigns in 5 or in 4 B.c. Henee it
it to be inferred that Herods desth a..n_n.._u....nn._. in one of these years:
Archelaus, Antipas, and Philip reckoned their reigne either from their
father's decease or from Augustus’ confirmation of his last will,

Filmer denics the legitimacy of this deduction. [n the case of Philip
he claims that the context shows that the date stated by the received
text of the Yewich Anfiguities is wrong: that Philip died in Tiberius’
twenty-secand year (mot in his twentieth) is the reading of the Latin
tranalstion (of the mid-sixth century or thereabouts), is reported as the
reading of a Greek manuscript no longer extant, and ought to be sccepted
as what Joscphus wrote.* But the chronological confusions of Anifguities
aviii deprive of all its force the argument that the context requires the
acceptance of a reading which is comparatively ill-amtested.” Moreover,

U Do, Iv. 27. 6; of. P.LR2 A foas.

¥ Ant. xvid. 342; Lofe, 5. Wer, i 101, however, has the ninth year.

P Anl xviil. 3g2; of. 298, 386 xix. 351,

¥ Br, Mus, Cat., Palesting, pp. xevii, a3, no:1o; A. Reilfenberg, Amcime

Jeedch Cudmr® (19470 PR 19, 45, Ak o
P dat, xviii. 1of, For s coln al Phiip's thirty-seventh year see Br. Afes, Cai.,
F

. Paleitinr, p. 228, no. 5.

b Dp, &, ppo 207 £ of. Miese, ad Joe, |

T Ant, xviii has the following items in cetensibile temparl crder;

{a) the arrival of Pilate in Judsea (353—lite in 26 (Bg);

(b} the desth of Gormanicws {53 Ly—in 19 (PFRY T 221);

{e} the scandal at Rome involvirg the prisits of lsis and the expulsion of the
Jews froem the city (65 @.)—in rg (Tecitus, Anmals, ii. 85);

(d) Viellius sersding of Pilste to Rome=——during the winter of 36/37 (So)s

{2} Vitelliva® dealings with Parthis {of T} —35 onwirdi [Tacitus, Anmail,
i 31 fE; Do, Iviii, 26); ; :
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as tetrarch Philip refounded the cities of Julias and Cacsarea Philippi
(Pancas).! Josephus states that the former was named after Aupgustus’
daughter: if that is not an error, then it surely received its narne befors
her disgrace in 2 B.c.* The refoundation of Paneas was probably m
3 m.c.: in later centuries the city used for dating an era the first year of
which seema to have been 3 /2 B.ct

Archelaus and Antipas, so Filmer maintains, were for some time co-
rulers with Herod; so that, although he did not die until 1 n.c., they
were able none the iggsnuiqﬂmﬁﬂﬂrﬁmﬂi-ﬁmﬂ:ﬁ But
the notion that the heir was co-ruler is found only as a rhetorical hyper-
Bole, in specches put into the mouths of Herod and Antipater in the
Jewith War.* The same facts are described in the Antiguities in speech
by Nicolas of Damascus, who is made to say that Antipater was *xouesde
vt Pamlelos Sv roiy foyorr wal &idBoyos = 54 If Antipater
managed affairs of state, it was becanse Herod allowed it: his legal
status was not therehy altered.? Furthermore, neither Archelaus nor
Antipas was named as Herod's heir until shortly before his death, After
he had uncovered Antipater's intrigues, Herod made a will bequeathing
his kingdom to Antipas.* Later still, when Antipater had been executed,
he made a fresh will in order to leave his kingdom to Archelaus while
nominating Antipas tetrarch of Galilee and the Peraca® Since Antipater

was put to death a mere five days before Herod's own decease,™ Arché

Laus at Jeast was in the position of heir to his father for no more than
the last few days of Herod's life,

Joscphus® narrative of the events subsequent to the desth of Herod
records that Varus was governor of Syria® P. Quinctilive Varus had
come to that post to replace C. Sentius Saturninus some time earlier,

() the death of Philip {reé}—in 33/34;

(g} the desth of Tiberius (ra4)—March 37 (PLR> C g41).

¥ Ant. wvidi. 3k, * PLRG] fge

V B, Mus. Cat,, Galatia, p. 295, 6, § i 8 coin of year 230 bearing the rms
of Dindursenisnus, who was killed in early Jurne 218 (H. von Petrikovits, Kilis,
zxxi (1938), pp. 183 /.). The era of Ceesarea began, therefore, in 3 B.C., if its
new year fell in the secand half of the Julian year, a8 wai nermal in the east
{see E. J. Bickermann, La cromolegio mel mends antice [vghal, pp. B L, 55 L)
But an inscription of the mid-fifth century seems to point rather to 3 m.e
(Palfstingrahrbuck, xxiz (1933}, pp. 103 L} The fact that Busebius in his
Chrowicle dated the foundations to A.D. 25 (G005, 1, p. 212, xbvii, pp, 193 £}
in of ne weight whymosever,  Op. eit., p, 397

¥ War, i, bas, 631. For the facts War, i 623 1,

¥ Ant. =il 185,

* Mote Ant. xvid, 31 0d s WA nad owrlpyde 4 8 warpl ol EMs § ¢ Baotheic
co. A clear proof that Antipater was not counted a3 e8-naler,

¥ War, L Ggh; Ant. avil. 146, ¥ War, | &4; Ant. zvil. 188 1T,

" War, L Geg; Ant. xvid, 10, B War, ii. 16 07, : dwt. owil 321 L
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pechaps in 7 B.c." Coins were minted st Antioch bearing his mame from
the twenty-fifth to the twenty-seventh year of the Actian era (i.e. the
years 7 /6 to § /4 8.c.).7 Though it cannpt be proved that Varus was not
legate of Syria for several years after 4 .6, & tenure of that important
position lasting much aver three years ought nat to he introduced into
this period without some corroborative evidence!—even for a man who
had married (or was soon to marry) a granddaughter of the emperor's
sister.* Archelaus and Antipas went to Rome to press their rival claims
to the throne of Judaea before Augustuat When he was about to hear
them, the emperor summoned several Roman notables, among whom
wis Gaius Caesar, his grandson by blood and son by adoption, to serve
a3 3 comnifium. According to the Fewith War, Augustus
%tm-.m._w_nnhn& riie & vl "Papalow, & § __—.n."_-._r..mm...___..._..‘u__r.l.n.
wal “lovldas rfe Meparpds derde maila Dior mpdrws dedboro (i, 23),

The Anfiguities uscs slightly different words:

owifyey dol waporwyd yeapdy Tobs glovs, oiv ol wal Niior rée Ayple-
mow i wal "Towding s adred mﬂ__ﬂ._._!r“.%,:!#li B4 adr@ yeyordra
wpdirdy re salebodlpovor, sapdiafler (xvil. 23g).

Is ‘mpabres fmpdree’ to be taken in a purely temporal sensei The
cxperta in Josephan scholarship disagree,® and a recent writer on the

.- imperjal consilium has no hesitation in copeluding that Josephus meant

that Gaius took a place of honour among Augustus’ counsellors.” But
this interpretation renders Josephus’ observation pointless and trivial:

v Awt xvil S5, There @ no reason why Vianasshould net have eome i Syria
in 7 m.0. The standard date of & (F-W ii. A, cols. 151 L) rests om the erroneous
Eelief thut he was proconsul of Africe in 706, (For s refutation see B. E. Thomas-
eon, Dis Statthalier dor rdmischen Provipeen Nordafribor vem dAupustus b
Dviccletiarmu (19%0), §, pp. 30 fL; &, pp. 13 £ y

I PER. )3y, HEik R .

' W. Licherum, Forschuspen sur Verwaitsngapeschichie des rdwischen
Kovrerraiches, i (1BER), pp. by Wi Schiiver, op. cit, pp. 316 8, list the
known legates of Syria (mscrting that P, Sulpiciue Cruirinius waa legute teice;
sguirst which see the conclusive arguments of various scholurs collected by
H. Brauncret, Hittoria, vi (1957), pp. 208 i), L. Calpumiis Piso (P.LR. C 28g)
may well have replaced Vanas inog/7: see, mest recently, B. M. Levick, Roman
Calonies im Southern Asia Minor (1987), pp. 308 &, on [L.5, gl

* PRS2 C a6 the marrisge might well be later than 4 B

¥ War, i 54 1 And xvid. anp . °

¥ H. 8. ], Thackeray (The Losh Clessical Liteary, Torephur, i (1ga7),
p- 333} trsnslates the st paasage quoted ‘{Auguans) sammonsd & coundl of
leading Romans, a1 which for the first time he gave & eeat to Caias, ...
H. Marcus (The Loeh Clamical Library, Foaepbier, vin (1463), po 479) tracalates
part of the sccond ap "smong them he gave first place az his alde vo Gajus®,

T ). A, Crook, Connlrum Principir (1955), pp- 33, 110,



208 NOTES AND STUDIES

to a Jew, and probably to a Roman even of the Augustan age, it would
in no way be surprising that the emperor’s son should have precedence
over his elders. (It ought also to be remarked that there is no other
evidence for a place of honour or an order of precedence on the im-
perial cannifiem.) “The staternent, however, possesses great point if the
occasion was the first on which Gaius sat on his father's comnilfum.
In that case, the date is § B.C. or very soon afterwards: it was in g B.c.
that the Senate voted that the young prince should panicipate in public
business.’

Whatever the interpretation given to ‘wpedresy jwpiros’, the two pas-
sages of Josephus provide a conclusive refutstion of any theory which
puts Herod's death later than 4 n.c. Gaiuss was in Rome io the summer
of 2 ne., and then went ta the Danube frontier.? From there he was
despatched to the east;? and Tiberius met him on Chiog or Samos, with
ahject obeisance.t After going to Egypt and conducting an expedition
into Arabia,! he passed through Palestine in time to enter upon his
consulate on 1 January An. 1 in Antioch* Although temporal indi-

eations are completely lacking for Gaius' movements between his being .

in Rome in 2 n.¢. and his presence in Syria in A.D. 1, the time needed

for the operations on the Danube and in Arabia requires him to have
left Rome in early spring 1 8.0, at the very latest. That he did not return

to Rome from the northern frontier before going to Egypt seema to be
indicated by the fact that he travelled there by way of the Ionian tslands:
the voyager from Rome was carried very swiftly by the prevailing winds
direct from the straits of Messina to Alexandria.” Since Archelaus and
Antipas left Judaca for Italy almost immediately after a Passover,® they
will have arrived in Rome at the end of May or even later.* Herod died
shortly after an eclipse of the moan,'® and there was no lunar eclipse
visible in Jerusalem between that of 13 March 4 mo. and that of

! Ren Ghentae, 14; Dio, v, g. 2 .

3 Dhn, Iv. ae. & 1, 50 5. Of in geneml POR2 | anb.

! o, Iv. pe. afl fF; Qrosius, vii. 3. 4; Pling, Naral Hirery, vl 141,

¢ Din, Iv. 18 16 (Chics): Suetonius, Tiberius, 12, 3 (Samos); of. YVelleis
Parereubus, o, 101, 1,

! Pliny, Nofeeal Hietory, (5, 068; w1, 148, 150 xii. 55 £ wewii. 10, Velleiua, i
rod. ¢ predictably dissndises Gaiua® sctivition in Egypt as tourism,

* Buetonius, Auperier, o3 Die, Iv, vea, 45 L5, 140, Tt is not recarded tha
Graius had resched Syria before 1 January a0, 13 bat could the prince bave
conaidered entering on hia consulate elsewhere than in Antiech !

¥ L. Casson, “The [uis and her voyage', Trans, Am. PRl Ao, xxi {1950),
PP 43 U War, i vo i Ant, xvin 263 i

* L. Casson, 'Speed under sail of ancient ships’, Trans, Am. Pha. Aer, booid
{19st), pp. 136 f.; A H. M. Jones, The Larter Roman Bojere 284-007 (1564),
ii, pp. B4a &, st ancent voyages whose durstion i kenswn,

¥ dni xvid, 163,
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to January 1 b.c.' The possibility that he died after the secand af
these ﬂﬂ.u_.wnm_ﬂﬂmn exchuded by the presence of Gaius Caesar in Rome
some weeks after the Passover which followed his death.

Finally, Herod was just under seventy years old u......m: he died,® As he
appeéara to have been aged twenty five in 47 B.C..0 his death ought to
fall befare 2 n.c.: and there is no difficulty at all if it fell in 5 /4.

This then is the evidence which proves beyond any doubt that Herod
died in § or in 4 B.c. It does not, however, suffice 10 _u_ﬂr_:___u the tradi-
tional view that he died between the lunar eclipse in the very early
hours of 13 March 4 B.c. and the Passover in the follawing month. An
eclipse also occurred during the night of 1516 September § B.C., of
greater amplitude than that of 13 March 4 B.c# The Megillar Taamit
records 7 Kislev (in December) as a festival but does mot specify
a rexson, A later commentator supplies one: on that day Herod died.®
He may simply be guessing—but is it not possible that he had some
evidence? On the standard view, there is lile time, perhaps too little,
for all the events which Josephus inserts between the eclipseon 13 March
and the Passover in the next month.® The argument for such a rapid
seiquence of cvents reata heavily on interpreting what .—__.Hn.___yE..Epm
bave intended to be 3 vague phrase 23 & precise indication of time.

That Herod died in late March or early April 4 p.c, cannot be dis-
praved. Yet December § B.C. Is an alternative, _E_Ep_.u valid and clearly
preferable. For the only presise evidence which exists for the day of
Herod's death gives 7 Kislev. Tmeory D, BARNES

THE USE OF APAITH IN P.OXY. 1386: A REPLY

Mus, Wes s valiant attempt (7. T-5., #.5., xviii, p. 102) tnemend P.Oxy.
1380, . 109, is doomed to miscarry. The papyrus may be in some scnse

V. Neugebauer—R. Hiller, 'Spezieller Kanon der Mondfnsternisse far
dn_ﬂﬁgnaﬁmh_ﬂﬂﬂ!a on 3450 bis 1 v. Chr*, Asiremswsinche Abkandlumgen,

ix .“..m__h..___“._ H_umt_- axeble drie Hlapjuowra; Ant. xvil, 148: wapl Eroy idopn-

!-.FT

+ plengebaner=Hiller, ._n_m_.unﬂn#

i i 'THe Fastearolle, eine Untersuchung zar Jadisch-

%ﬂﬁﬂ_ﬂmﬂﬁfﬁg .,.-___.Eiﬂ ﬁbﬂq ...i!ﬂ“. i.:..umw E-HHU_
H fL. & Awt, wvil. 16y=313; of. War, L byb=La

u..n,“ ﬂﬂhnmcmﬂwﬂu?t card rdelie riw capde daprie; ef. War, u. ro; el 8y
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UR many years the dites of the birth mnd crocificion of Chefa
Barve been maters of controworsy, The birth of Cheist must bave
beseny before the dewti of Herod the Great, for Hersd, aa hearing
that o child had been born wha wia o beeome bieg of the Jéwn, ordired
the maszacre of all male ehdldres uader two yean of age in Bethichem,
How according to Jsacphus, Hersd dicd abortly aftor aa pclipss of the
mion 1nd nod long befiors a Fasover! Sivor thene was an iclipse of the
moon o the night of __u.rq..—.....r_._-n;.l_..ln_u.il_ﬂnn&. manth
. befane the FPussover, it has been widely muemed bt Hered died in the
spring of that yesr, and consequ nl__._.u...ru.__.q."r...r_..!.n?u__.n*.unl..
" mi early & g BC. F
Within E-ﬂ_ilrr_ lizcitn for the daie af the crucfizion, the 14th
Tisan fell on @ Friday only i _...._..."wn.#rﬂ.uvpl.ﬂ.!ﬁﬁnﬁnid
dates recent opinion e tended 1o favear the lstier. But Luke iis. x|
mayn that Jewes was “abaout thisty yesm of sge” when be began his
.._._r.__r.r.u..E__.rT.E__._.__"_._.E" have been eaclier than Am. 2g if we tabe
AT, 37 for ke enedfixlon. Bince Jesus may kave been anything upiotwo
* years of age when Hed died, we find ourselves ebliged sitker 1
. -mooept Lube's stabomens with an wsduly Luge degree of iutude, o 1o .
“_“_a_.:u__..:”_ n ithe evidenos far ?Elnnztﬁ.rrrﬁt&_rgnﬁl
wu?n&!.‘:rta: : !
...,. Professar J. Finegan in his Handbook o ..__.._ma_F.n._.ﬁuq.n_EtH.. P 331 -
n._.u_mm.ra_i._ﬂ.ﬂ.i_.mn._.b._ us sarying, ‘Only on the night of Mar. 123,
:.-.__.r waa there o lunar eclipas, end there wis no sech phenomenon in
T3ers Fﬂ}ﬂﬂqﬁ:h"_q._fr_.ru“_.:nin oot place between Mar. 1
wn__snhﬂ_ 11 im the yrar 4 RO ?FEEEU.EEE.E:

B % of Bchilieet's wel confirma that he d&d make sach a'statersens, but in the
I " German srcnnd and lster editions be added, "Only in § B.C. om 15 Sept.

.u..-._._n_: B 0 .u._..n__l..u_.aﬁn_i._.ﬂv!nn_.ﬁ.i!ﬁ r wiich were

B - Sl in Jeramlem. But these casmot be oassdered on secount of the
“ ﬁaﬁﬂi..ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁﬂi P ne he n__ni..rni (B

% Lok ook b 3 Eaagh:

J._ Flzllt.thuhnnrlrﬂ.—.ua_lr t4a. _. ;i -
E. Scklir, Gaxchichie ded fidichen Fathes § (o), v I, . 418, n. vy,

i .__lll.nilill-e-_..:.r..i.!-.?u.nlrl:l. L..ﬂ...
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H.EEUIH«IEITHE...HE Eeference i this work, bowever,
peveals than Biess belicved that Heeod did not die in g 8.2, but dson
afict the eelipae in 1 8.6, because the ether duns, nurrely the numesog
oventa that 1ook place betoeen the eclipae and the Prasever, could not ba
wqueesed isto the four weeks avadlabls in 4 el In oter words, Rice
nat only Eils to suppere Schiicer's theshs, but Eatly eostradion e,

Bf Fosss's arpumesia were complesely valid, wu should be otdiged o
rejeet 4 nc. aliogether; but he cverstates his ense? and although it s
cenccivalie thas all these ovoats eould have whea place in a meonth, it
in neverihelms much more likely that gwe of three montha elapaed
between the eclipse ind the Passover, Thees months .nn.-.__..n__..w..__. in
1 3.5, aned, meresver, the eclipse was todal, as agasnet saly four digitson
ke earlier oomsion.®

Hewever, the value of the bunas ecbge w2 useful picce of evidence
in further reduced when it is rralized that yer snother eclipes tock place
on the evening of 3 December, 1 848 which fell three months before 3
Fassover, thatal 8.2 1. This may have beem averleshed, becuuse ibs mid-
paint cocurred shostly befare the moon ross at Jerusalem:; bt since it
mapnivede was seven digits, it would sull bave been visible durleg the
carly evening when people weisld have been likely to notics i

Thus, s far a3 the evidence of lunir eclipies goes, Herod may have
died in either of the yeurs § or 1 R, oF £vEa 6 AD 1.

The Mopliar Fatanii
Before going on o coeaider the historical background kn more detail,
it willl be convenient at this stage 1o mention the evidosss provided by
the Mepillat Ta'smit, 8 Jowish list of diys em which, by reason of metable
eventi ssocited with them, the Jews wene pot allowed o Fast. The lisg
was compiled sboedy before the destruction of the temple in 4.5, 58,
wnd the ressen for the haliday i given in every i _u_ﬂ._._._u.u...un#J._
explalns that *undowbicdly ke chreaicler’s silence in theie: ssLANCEN in
dlue ta heir being recently instituted boliduys pro femporr. The intidens
bring well known 1w oll, it was not secmsary to sdd any explanations.™
Accotding ta Jewish tradition these bolidays, which fell on 7 Kislor and
2 Bhehat, commemorated the demb of Herod and 1he death of Jannai,
Taths kiings wh had died withis recext enemony and whors tse Jews hated.
Mew 3 Khlew, which the Jowish commentuior sctually prefemred to
associste with Hersd, fell earlber in the year than any of the sbove three
! B Selbegn, Do Tadewohe div Kimin Hreode (1832).
m P K. Ginael, Kane dder Sommm wnd Mondfnstersiin [1iggh, p. 1il, boa
g snd phia. ¥ Giirergl, ma. i3
* & Eahlin, Mepifal Ta"awst; pu W
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lunar eclipsss, and for this reasen &t must be rulsd out. Bat 3 Shebat,
although it fell Befose the eclapie in 4 5.2, ccowrmed Efteen dayn afrer

«each of the eclipscs in ¢ 8. [n vigw of the serican deteriorution In

Hemd's Bealth which Jotephus sy set in immediaely afier the
eclipse,! it dors not sorm likely tat be could have bved mesch longes
than the fortnight that this alkows. 17, then, these G5 any tnuth is the
Jewish tradition, it would e ous 4 Bc, but suppen cither of the two
Luzer year, § BC. o A0, 0, 84 the date of Hered's death,

Fevod"s Avresnon

The n,.._...-__mﬁr_. histosical evidenee foo the dute of Herod's deazh @
previded by [oephua in teo statementa i which be asya that be reigned
thirty-four years frem the death of hia predocemor Amtigonus, but
thirty-seven years from the time when he waa decared king by the
Eomans.? It is theeefore impartant so establish precisely these rwo dates
for his seesaion. Reparding bis appeinement in Home Jedsphus say:
Thus did o mun eeoetve the kingdom, kaving eliained 1 oa ihe
hundred and cighty-fousth Olympad, when Gaius Doesdibes Calvinua
was conss] the second teme, 36d Cass Mafsdus Pole ke At eime”d
‘This makes it 4o 8.8, bat in this he is contradicied by Applan, whe
raentinng Herod's sppointment in a condext that can be dated from Dia's
Resun Hiatery o 15 not

Following hai appointment, Hesod had no fAght thees years for his
kingdoen agairet Antipones wha was relisg in Jerusalesn, Fisully, with
the kelp of the Roman general Sosius, he teck the by, i Joscplon,
“when Mangua Agrippa and Caniniuy Gallus wore orawls a1 Rome, on
the bundred asd eaghey-fifik Olympisd, on the third month, on the
sobemmity of the fad, = if & pesiedical revelution of calamities kad
recurned aince that which befell the Jews ueder Pompey; for the Jews
were taken by him on the seme diy, and this was afier rwenty-seven
yean” Hime'§

The consulas dating gives 37 B.C., but this does not agres with what
Edlomn: Poenpey cagituied Jemepalerm in fiy n.g., and twenty-pnoen yean
Later would bring ua to 36, pet to 37 5.c. The teenty-seven yramn might

el b rejected i it wivod alone, ke [escphus states that on bath

poomaiions Jerusalem was tken not osly on the sasne fan duy, (bt b the
mame ulendar date, bt also on the same day; Bl appean 19 S e
warwe duy of the work, Bow 27 yean is almost exsctly 334 bemar manths,
and 334 beeatiens requine 803 duays, £f houmn. Since 0863 days i
4 Jdwf, L viog [16E)  * Anr xwis, vl 1 (186, W 1, s B jesgh,

1 Jfar. miv. mhv, 8 [1Eg) = ' Appian, Ched Wars, v, 75 (chap, e,
¥ dar mv. w4 C4B7k
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a multiple of seven, every date in the Jewish ealendar in yb 0., would
fall & the asme day of the woek @ 8t did in 63 5o, This colngidence
would not apply 1o 37 B2, however, 80 the twesty-seven years interval
that Joasphus gives books like being ponuise.

Historians bave usually scoepied the consular dates and rajecied the
TweRTy-3even pram ai 4n eror for (o main reasons: frely, beciue
anly by ss doing @n Heeod's reign be breught o an end as eardy ai
4 0., 33 regeired by the wclipes, asd sccandly, besuse support is
supposed 1o be fousd for the eardier date in Dio's Romas History.
Actully a superficil readizg of Dio's account of the aptars of Jeru-
sabem by Sotiu appears ta dute this event in the eonsulship of Claudius
and Nerkanus, 38 Bo., &1 37, but & mere carefol examination reveals
that Dio is giving & yrar-by-yesr aceount of the activities of Antony.
He axys tha aher making prace with Astiochus ar Bamesrta oa the
Ewphrates, Aneony retarned to Tealy braving Soaius in chasge ol Syrie
He then inscsts, 23 & paresheshy, o thumb-nail skeech of the caseer of
Sosins which ends with his eaprure of Jenusalem and the dowalfall of
Antipooses This ia follewed, men mlesdingly, by tbe words “Thia
wid the eourse of events in the coniulkip of Clusdius and Morbanus®
fie. 98 mc.)® Dun actually shis date refern back i the deparure of
Ansony for Isady and the appointmerd of Sowiui = generad in change
of Sors .

m..—.—ﬁrruauiﬂ.wﬁ:h freen whdat follows, for Dio goes on o say that
Bealus did nothing in 37 g, “During the following year (Le. 37 8.2.],
he asys, "t Romans socomplished nothing wonky of note in Syria.
Far Astony apent the entire year in reaching aly asd fevarming sgain
ta the provinge; and Sealas ., - spent the time in dndsing meand, Fst
fur achieving soms sucona and incaring his enmity, but for plessing
hisn without engaging in any activity,™ Accordisg 1w Ds, then, Sceius
did potking In 37 nc, and since the consular date for 38 wo. doss ot
spply 1o Sceius, thert is B0 ssppen ot &ll kere for the dite given by

i

Jedephus, bat rather » oebustal of it It follows, thes, that Soaius
captured Jenmalem in 36

Mow the sowrces from which Josephus drew his histsnical maeednal
were mainly Jowish, 3ad o would not [nchade daces in terma of Roman
consls er Greek Olympiads, Thess twa dated, mamely for the appaints
mentof Hered s king and for the sveribaew of Antigeas i Jerusalem,
are ot given s kia earlier work, The Janich War, althaogh the same
wvemis are reposted.s In i elesr that Jossphus sdded thém in ibs A=n-
quitier, mnd prohably obeaised them by eosversion from Jewish or

" D, alie. 1. * Do, adiz. 3. 1. ¥ Dho, i 23 1=k

1  Wer L wiv. 4 (5BE-30) 0. ovid (47830
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Esleweid dates. Bur swisg o the Roman snd Goreek yeam starting in
Junuary s Jaly, while the Jewish and Seleuetd years began bn Nisan
ar Tamhri, he mighs eaaly kave mads &n erred of one year, Even Sehirer,
who scorpta the cesmular dases, B sbliped 4o confeas that ke slph
Olyrapisd is impossible for the appointment of Herod ay king by the

Romans® Apart from this, seversl ocher consuler daves given by

Tescphun are irmpeaaible 10 recongile with sas another.

In Fact, the daten go snd 37 o for the secessian of Herod mre at
variance with ik chronology of this pericd as given By Jekeplo kimseld,
In w list of high priesss and the periads for which they held effice, ke
pives Hyroanus twenty-four yean and Antigonus throo years asd thies
montha.? Mew Hyreanes was sppointed by Pompey in b3 B2, whenor
we deduee thae Antipenus begun his reign in 3y and was remaved: by
Soddus in 36, Theae two terma af affiee wogether tonl twenty.srven
years, andd 80 condmm she tweasy-aeves yean' inerval berween the two
cuptures of Jerusalem by Pompey and Sosiid which hineelars reject.
Beither can [x be argued that ibe ety -Tour yran of Hyneasws were
incluitve of 15 seceaalon year, for, us we whall wee, Joarphis did Bt vae
thas spstem of Feckoning, sed funbenseee, Aatigorus’ tom ol 6iSic B
given as three years and three montha, which b cleaely faciual.

Anther msively indrpendent caleulation leads to the same resslt. Tt
la mgreed that Julius Caesar wassmurdesed in g4 e, and that his
sasnaales weve defeuted by Octavius Comar and Anieny ot the bade of
PRiliped erwnrdi the end of 42 8.0 Kow Josephus msentions (ks barle
and rressds thay Aneeny then marched into Asia where he mmet and fell
i lowe with Cleepatre® This syt have beem in 41 BE, and he goei an
i relate how Anteny s this tene appeinied Hered snd his Brother
Phaszelus teirarchs, It was tws yeara afver this, be saps,” afier the
Parthiaza had messwhile conguered Syria, that they depased Hyreania
as high pricut, and mads Antspeess both king and high pricis, Twa yean
afver 41 B s 3g B2, and it was oaly then that Flerod went io Rome
wheze be interviewed Antony, and pot hissasll appolsied king in place
of Antipsass. Onee again Josephus dom not suppact b owe coraulbar
datm,

Corrriatien with Romen Hirfory
A datg in 39 RO fer Herod's appointment as king by 1he Hemans

" fitn imto Moman Bistory hetter than 4o ., m ibe following bl

eff Ansony’s movements after the banlie of Plilippd (43 B2.) shaws
1 E. Bebiser, Mty af the Tocith Feaplr, val. i, p. 393, . 0.
L P 1 dar, v, v g (rgh AR e,
U dmr. wiv. wiii. 8 [3nal
L1 oA v mdil g fge)
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41 nc. fsony went to Asis, mei Clespatrs i Cilichs and setusmed
with ber ta Eypt. leaving Saxa in charge of Syria (Dha abaii. a4).

40 &c. FanBian invesion of Syris wnder Labienus end Pacona;
deleat af the Resman penerl Sava) Pasthian q al Eyeis g
Tyre (Do zbviii, 35-26). Arteny, hearing of Farthian conquests.
rrturned frem Epypt to Ty, but weaton to Gresoe snd finally to ltaly,
where he became invedved in hostilities with ‘Caesar’s forces ot Bronds-
susn {Ds slvil 39). Following the death of Amony's wile Fulvia,
& peace pict wis made in Oowber and Anpey surried Octavia (Dia
wlviii, 38). 1f Herod was made bing in this year, it could only have bemn
after Ohoiober, and aven then the Iresdly relations befween Carsar and
Antoey, described by Josephua® are ot variance with their mutual
J9 &c. In Asis the Faribian cooquet extended te Falestine; Hyrcanus
wis depoaed and Antigonum made ruler (inclwded in Dio wiviii. 26
wnder the sceeunt of the previous year, bat be staes, alelif. 54, than the
farcgoing covered two yean). In loly, fellewing vouble berween
Cacaas and Bevtus over Sialy, i pebte taly was signed botwern
Carsar, Antoay, dnd Sextua (Do xlviid. 36-18k At this time Herod
might well hawe visiced Antony in Bome and been made king. I fict
Appian wooually namees Herod asmonp severs] petny kiegn who wers
umi_nh._.__...n-.w.“_. .:H_hn...-.n_.. -.?..nr_-..n.._uh H.In:.-._“_...-. .?_u_-u_._.u. 1511 un_-._.._..nu_n.ﬂq.nqﬁl
where he itayed the winter, sending Ventidias to Asia to deal with the
Parthiars |Dia adviii. 35).

38 ac. Ventdiva, baving defeated Labieaus (Dho ahaii. 4o}, was agein
victorious over the Fasthians wnder Facorus (Do xlix. rg-20) Lader
Amtony arrived from Greece and sent Ven ?Eu..n_ﬂ..u.m_ ek ed
Antiochos 11 Samoman on the Euphrates, bun faslly mads peace
(D4a xlie. 33). Finally Antssy setemed to laly, laving Sosiv in
charpe of Syria (Do alix, 23).

37 bt Anteay apent roat ol the yewr i gotng 1o Taly, while Soaius
wis deanp mathing in Syns ([he akis, 33). Exchange of forom im Taly
besween Antoay and Cagar (Do alix. 54}, after which Aniony returned
1o Asia [Flataarch, Anfeny, 350 There he married Clespatrs snd pie-
pared for bis conguest of Panhis (Plubeek, dntony, 358350,

J¢ mc. Antony's dicatrous campaign in Parthis (Dis sBs. gg-yi)

Mesnwlile Heeod's setivition dmring 3 yrase 39t 3688, s relabed
by Josephus would Bave been as follows:

" Anl, V. Ry h._.l._u.uﬂ_
.:.B.b...-..-.ﬁ.l.ﬂ.!....ﬂq ﬁ_.._.lﬂ.-._..._?
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15 B2 Parthisns wnder Pacorua and Barmpharnes inraded Jodea! and
some weeky ifver Festecost capfured Hyrcinus and Fhasachm; mean-
while Hesod escaped to Masada where he left his relatives in wafety.!
About s eneeth after Penteccst Artipooss was made king and high
prieat by the Pothisss, Herod sought help fisst in Arabia and then in
Eprpt, before going 1 Rose wis Pamphylis and Rbodes: there he
interviewed Antony and was declared king by the Senste ) Meanwhile
._-._._.____._H...._.F_U.I__n.u:_.u.._lnn 2wl Buught off Ventidim, the Heman
generil who had been sent bo drive cut the Pasthianat Towsrds the cad
ol nhe year Herod arrived back from laly, mustored sn sy in Galiles
and snarchad south 1o rescue his relatives ot Nasada, after which ke
wornk inks winler goirter® " Absun the seme twe Asiony was staying
wt Ahera®, sayn Josrphus,® agresing with Dio gliil. 35 abave.
35 ac. In the pew year Herod conducied ign Egainst cave
rabbars, while Pacorus and the Parthians were defeaied by Vintidim,F
Herod, unsble to make progress aguiret Antigonus, went and jeined
Amiony a% ibe wiege of Bamsaars ! Ar the e of the year Antony beft
for Egypt and gave order to Seaius 1o waist Hesod ®
HE.?EELEEHEEEF?E mvaiiied &n
anmy im
Jedcph wha had been killed thee. Afcer thai be condweted eimpuigng
i ignnus is various pasts of Juda and Samaria** ultimately
HEFE__H.:HE:.‘_H.:HE._E go Jerusalesn before the winter came an.!
a6 me. Afer & %Emﬁ:.g;iuiqﬂlﬂir;rﬁnrhrn
help of the Bomara under Soalus, probably on the Doy of Atenessens,
1o ‘Tishsi, Anfipesus Baving reigned three years and three montha 18
Astigones was taken captive and sent 1w Antoay as soon w8 he erned
ack feom Parthin at the end of the yrar.

Canfirmation by Sabbatic Vears

Lehanan and marched senh to Jericho to revenge his beather

Josephus records that the year in wihich Jerusalem wan boaieged waa

mbbatie,'t and that the resulting foed abasage continued even after
Hered had become sole ruler. Sabbatic € yeara § gan From Tishe v Tishai,
* o it follows that if | ereuslem was taken in Tishri 35 ., the sabbatic
year in qu Huﬂg?nﬂﬂrr_wuuuﬂl_ﬁu?-:n_uxgﬁu

1 dwr. mw. ww oy [yye—8); War oozl & _F__—]-._..

Ver. wrv. miv. -5 (3Bt

v 8 Asd, mrv, ziv & (-1l :____nu., t".._.__._.__g_
A s mv, ww, g (gen) ._._..nu.u__ . TV ...._.._.___n..u.___.w
0 A, mrv, w9, B (835450 nf. ;i v o [eg Tl
" Lu“ﬂ” _.-.._u__.um.-._-._:v W e wwe, W, 13 and vy [efa and 4640

W fmr, xiw. oVl (i) and xo = [aqk) ....l arv, ®vi, 3 (gl
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food shomage would have contineed untid the harvest of 35. Alter
natively, if Jerusalem was taken in 37 D€, thee sabbatic year wis one
year easlier. Blnoe sabbatic years oonanred ap Istervals of seven years,
a connderitian ol the dives of sther recorded asbbage yeam ihauld
dircide the fasue berween ke pwo daie

An earlior mbhatie year, ending in 150 of the Scleoad era (183 5..)!
is menticned in & Masbemn in conmexion with ibe Macabaean revole
Orwing o the Second Book of Klacmbers giving the date of this m
14 L i was at one time thoughs that tbe Seleucid ern was caloalated
fromn Mban g1e s the First Book of Mscoabess, bue frem N g0 s
she Sccond. But W, Kelbe's opinioa? thar bed books we the s es
sarting from Niaxn 311 seema now 1o have been geoenlly accepind,
J: € Daney* bewever, belicvea that 3 Mlacc. wi. 3o, giving 150 LK,
must b an error. But since one of biv main reasons for mejecting this
date is that i1 would be incompatible with s sabatic year in y7 when
Herod capiored Jerusalern, this srgument is circular and teerefore
trvalid. A sshbatie year ending Ia Tihe 162 (1p2 sr) would, hewever,
be campatible with & ssbhaic yexr ending in 36 WL, the interval being
126 73 18} yram, whach Jeasphus himasll gives for ihe durstion of the
Hasevanean dynasty,?

Anotber argument againat Daacy's view in thar be confesses® that he
ita guite unable po reconcile his sabbate year in vy s with that mens
tased in eonnenas with the death ol the high prsn Seman, and the
pucceision of ha son Hyreehud. § Maog, xvi. 14 [ 1l ua that Simon
went downs (o Jericha i the elevesth mosth Shebat, in the vypth year
of the Seleucid e, and thas shorily afversards he wis mendered asd two
ol his aons were imprisosed in the forrds of Dok or Dugea. Jasephis
pdds bt when Hyrcania was bedcging the fenecs in an asemgn ta
eratue kis hrethen, the 'year en which the Jewn daed 10 roat ceme oo’
and s he was obliped to give wp the singe. Ths statcoeent iy prouliar,
Bsecause tdeere i3 no reason &0 think that the Jews cesed from war s
soan &8 @ sabrbatic year begmn, What Jesephius probably meant was thae
the gfects of the sabbatic year came on, namely fosd shornage, This
would Bave mmade 3521l felt fiest 3a the barren mountaines FESER Ngar
Jeiweha whige the forteis wai sfuated, thus comgellimg Hyvcanus to
withdraw to Jerusalem where ke would find stores of food. The siepe
of Dragon evidently began in the spring of the year beginning MNian
178 Ea {134 0c) aesd the Feod abemage became seute in the sumsner

¥y Msir. ¥i. 40 snd 53 * 3 Blebe. wil 1.
¥ Mevemsts [Berkn), vel_ Luii (ip27], pp. azy /L
¥ Compmeniiary ou J Mlarrabeer, p. g0,

“ 0wl wiv, avi g [gpal) & Op. o, peoney ¥ lmd, e, viil, 0 {apqd
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of that year. The sabbatic year [n question ren, therefore, foom Tiahed
154 ta Tiahe 134 wo, eveetly reesry-sighl year afver than =& the vme
of the Maosmbacas revolt, prowided than this was in 192 S5 {1de RC.)
and nat 145

Againas this it has been argued that acconding to Jowish tradition
a mbbatic year ended in a0 &5, e yeas before the dmtruction of
Jerasalem. It s true that the Talmedic Tractate Ta'amith [aga, p. 154}
weema o impdy that both the first and second temples were destroyed
ia & year fxflawing & sabbaric year; bun it Is anly fair 1o point ot that
anpiber Traceaee, "Arkim [(rib, p. 65), sintes squally clearly that on
bath ocanscs the teeaple was deseroyed ar e end of o sakbatie year.
Consequently The Jronsh Encyelopaedis sy that " (ks cxacy year of the

: Bhemiiah is in dispute and diflerest dates are given Bath atatements

in 1he Talmud will be fourd on examination 10 be founded on supes-
stition, the anly salid fect being that on both cocasions the temple was

i dotcoyed on the same date, gt Ab: both writers evidently seek to

extend this cechcidenee 0o ehe same year in the sabbatic oycle. The
srpament that later sabbatie yean durlag the Chesitiin era seem o

B support a0, g e esbbatic i werthlens, Beesuse the Jews began w
gount & new era from the dmiruction ﬂ..._“.ni__-r..! reckesnng AD. 0

an year 1, thus makizg g appear fo be the 5h year of dhe provious
ayile.

The balaner al evidenes, therefore, seeera 1o favour sabbatic years
in 5goand 178 s.o (uha and 134 Be.), and thows confam that & sabbanle
yoir weeald bave falles im 36 8.2, not 37.

Herod's R

Jesephusnays that Heeod eeigned thirty-aeven yeass lram hiy sppoints
miml by e Roman Senate, or thirty-lour yrars from the averthuow of
Angigonua. Ta ealoslare the date of his death from theas fiperes, it s
necessary to know what systers of reckoning Josephus used, Under the
wyutem moet eommenty wed ia wesiem Asin, called the “acocemss-
year” wystem, the regnal yean began ts count from mew year's day nex

_ afeer ake king's mocemion, the fsseguing fractlem beng termed his

sccrasion yeas. Aocording o this systom the last regral year wis sameri-

: ...-_._“_.E.:—!.n-n._.rn_nz.nﬁnqm.a:.ﬂz Under 1ke * pof-socesaion.

ua! yysinem, the seccasion yeor counted s the king's Frss yesr, s tkat
._._.ER_EF. yrars counited one year higher, and the kength af the
pelge, aguin taken as rumerically the asme s the last year, sppeared to

. b eeve vear beegper.t The scoession-year rule i clearly the more practical,

! Frwlah ad, 5, pp. g .
3K, B Thitle, Afaferisn Numbees of U Hideme King, pp g
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pince e faterve] berween fwo eveats separated by several reigna eould
be resdily caleulseed by simply sdding together the reiga of the
inservening kinge. Under the non-asccaadoe-yeas rule, sraightforwasd
sddicien weald give &n excess of one year for every reign involved.

Thia fsct provides 3 simple mears of checking which rytees Josrphan
waed. It fa agresd both by Josephus' amd ¢ Mattabees® that Simon
Enﬂirmﬂr%iuunrrﬁ.tﬂﬁu.ilrﬂa:ﬁlquﬁ:bﬂrrﬂ_
duee is &3 B, when Pompey capnmed Jerusalem asd srinatated
_.._q._u_:_.._-tw..-#?.&.....-.._ﬁF...-ci..i!t&narum:nu.ﬂi_ui.r.n..rr
period there were six pricsdly rulem whose reigns are given by Josephea
a foliawa: .

immon £ years Ant. Tk vii. g (228)

Hiypreanas 1 u.uﬂﬁ;!.ﬂu.ﬂuni:-.ﬁ.u.m.:_ﬁ_
Asiatsbulus 1 yoar Axt xu al 3 (308); War o B & (By)
A Jannees 27 years A=l mn, xv. § (404); Wor b, i 8 {1eh)
+ Abexandrs g years Aur, man. wel 6 fp10]; War i, w. 4 (i05)
Afobulus 4§ years Awd, 2%, i, 1 1[57)

Toaal 7} yourr

11 exch of ihese reigns had been rechoned by the aen-soesmion-year
syptess, the toul would have exeeeded the actual period by sz yean,
and the fasr thaz it doss not da o proves ihac fosephus wind the
accession-yrar systeen. Following the above period Josephuy addy thas
Hyreanus 11 peigned swenty-fous years and Antigonus thiee years nrad

_ theee mestha, sogether a7} yeur, the exaet Inberval between the sammes
of Gy and the gatusnn of 36 e, when Hered captured Jerusalem.

In geoeral it would be pecessary 1o know whether Heeod's regnal
yeasn begum on © Nisan o ¢ Tishr, but it 8o kappens that ik i
imsnsterial for caloulating the year of Herod's death. Wa s be fuidly
certain that bl Herod's capture of Jerasabem us well as his appoing-
meni in Roms fell after o Tishn and befare Mian. Josephas says that
Jerusalem was caphared “on the solemmity of the fast’, evidently mean-
{2 the Duy of Asonement, vo Tiakei. When the Panhisrs wvaded
Pabestise three years exrlier, Herod asd the Jews were still in poiscssion
of Jerusalem st Pertecost, and Astigonus was not made king enitil 8
maonth aber thas, fag ke reigned three years and thees monids ending on
12 Tishri. Thas if Herod arrived in Bome before ¢ Tishd, he would
v Jesa than three eresths fos his fight 1o Masada with his family, his
pepetiasions with the king of Arabis, his visit to Cleopatrain Egypst and
2 ' Aar. mim, v 7 B3k ooy Wi, il 41-43-

G A i, g yBa . & JAmi D (R4a-E)
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finally his journcy 15 Rome, which was deliyed by bad weather that
caused a diversicn to Rhodeas where he was obliged to get 3 pow ship,

It follows, then, that Fensd's first regeal yeas, cownting from his
sppedntrment in Bome, began iin 38 R sither om 1 Misan or 1 Tishri,
aad his 37tk end Lat year began bs Misan or Tishri 3 5.0, Alsernatively,
counting From his capbare of Jerusalem on 1o Tishri, 36 B.c., his firse
el year began in 35 B.C. githee i= Misun or Tishei, and his 34th and
Last yexr |n Bisan or Tishri 3 5. In enber cuse bl dewth weld have
been at the end of January 1 e, il he deed an 3 Shebar, as the Maopiliad
Ta'anit jugeaci. Thus -.._u. inﬁ._..—__;.:._ﬁ..r.r pevased dives For Hered's
acorasion, and apehiag ia o straightforeard manser the modt elementary
rules of chronslogy currest in western Asia, wy find that Herod died
& lintle over o fortmight afier the rotad eclipae of the mesa on the night
of g Janeary, 1 8.5

Hered's Ape

Jeephus informs us that Heeod was about 0 year of age when be
diod." This provides 2 furthes cheek ea the dabe of his death, for we are
told thay be was 25* vears of age when his father Antipater made him
governar of Calilee.” This oocurred shendy afier Antipater bad been
made admiristrates of Judea by Camar, a3 be was on his way from
Hﬂ.ﬂlnﬁ. Anin Mmer “:..a.ﬂ.'-ﬂ.._. From thi g falleas that Hensd wiaisld
Tiave beem g0n 2 or § B, but not more tham &7 o 58, if be died in e
apeing of 4 0.6,

Schirer's Chranalopy

Aecording to cerrent opinlon, Herod was declared king by the
Foman tewards the end of 4o we, wned died lesa thas yof years laber
in the spring of 4 n.c.; alternatively, be reigned s king from his captare
of Jerusabem in the sotwmn of 37 ®.C. until the spring of 4 8., u period
of 32} years. Sinee these perieds arg given by Josephos o 33 aed 34
years respectively, it hevases necemary to eiplain the discrepancy of
over 1§ yeams in gach gase, Is order 1o do this E Sohvbrer,® wheae
chronolagy s generally accepted, euke the fellowing thoes dsesmp-

* tlons;

5. That Josephus always reckons reigna or perisds of time inelusively,
that §s by the noa-scocasionyear nade,

U s mn vl 8 Ceadh W 0 amndid & (g1
! AN i, gl
v Seharer, Minery of the Fanith Pesple, val. i, p. 405, 0. vkg.
* T Goock text seads fifcean pean, b s mos? ot e ervor, fo ek
it Hond pould poved have grached dee ngd of saveaty.
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2. ‘Thar Herod's regnal yean began on 1 isan.
4~ That Heeed died afrer 1 Nisman in 4 #.¢., and that Josephus

rochboncd the odd day or rwo off e new year my @ full regnal year.
The first assumption averis the fractaan of & yoar isto & wisls, while
ithe last two made s couple of days osank a8 a yeas.

In weppon off his s msumpien be geotes the interval betweon the
eapture of Jersualess by Poerpey in 63 and it capture by Hersd and
Ecadua in 36 B, piven by Jescphus s twenty-scven years, But os he
presupposes his own dasr, 37, for Hered'n cxprure, be b sble ta argue
that the pericd should have besn twenty-six yean, and therefose
Joaephos ks rechoned ischotiredy. The argument is manifestly circular
and nvalid. In bath of the ether examples he cites, he also svamen ks
own dates e Heped's sccesalon. Agalran this there B the overwhelming
evideece addused abave 1hat Josephus rechened reigna by the socesslon-
year rule, and that the interval betwees the two cagtusa ol Jeruaalem
wis aotually twenfy-seven yeam

To support iy wiew that Herod's regnal years began in Nisan and
that 1ke A few days of this meeth would khave been counted as a full
year, Schlver quoley Roaky Hodansh 1, o in the Talmed. Inis veve that
by ﬂmm._._n! BECERRHIN- PERT G DB -3E } year 12."&.! the fira fow
days of the new year would count as & Tull year, but unfortunately the
sttement that the new year for kings was 1 Kisan is supporied only by
u lillofous enguencnt purpsetiog to shew that Sedeenon®s repal years
began im Misas. It haa been elearly desmanitrated by E. B Thicle® that
nat only did Solemen's rognal yrar bogin an ¢ Tishri, but so also did
those of all the hings of Judih down to Zedehizh. The cuneiform
record of the Babylonian caprure of Jerusalem im oy pt. confirens this
i nhe cage of Fedewlash, I B there anaved that the airy wis ke and
B FEw E_._n nuﬁmﬂ.r...-._._.“_ appesnted 1n the manth Adar,? ke mew ¥Ear
for Jewiak kings bhad betn on 1 Nimn, 22 it was for Babylonzan kings,
them Eedekiah’s firss year would have beguan on 1 Nisan, 597, and would
have Been identical with Nebuchadeersar's Sth year. But this is imgsoa-
wibde bevause Zedekish's 1eth and prth yexm ane equated with Meba-
chadrersar'y 18y a5 pgeh (Jer, wxe, ¢ and 2 Kings xav, 3 and 5, In
fallows thag Zodekiah's firss year did not begin unail Tisbi 547, #2 that
the second kalves of his poth ard 1 och years would sverluap the 16k and
tgth yeam of Nebwchadrezsas. \

If, them, the reigns of Saloman and 1he kirgs of Judah are 1o be
n.n.ﬂu?"_.nb a4 8 precedes] far Herad's regnal peam, we must E.!H

" E R Thisle, Alotrrio Namberr of the Febrere Kings, po. 18
" IL J. Winernan, Chranicles of Chefdavon Kingr, pp. 30 and 73,
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" Gelvlirer's theory that they began in Nis, snd even U they did beginin

Misasm there s no evidenos that Hoved dind én that mesth. 'We find,
then, thar Schirers chronology allows Heredd 3 reign of enly thimy-six
ot thimy-theee years, not thirty-seven or thirty-four =8 Josephos
Peuines. ;

Eymehromimg with Romaw Flatary

Mt several poiaes it b paaatble 1o synckronioe dated evests in Herels
reign with kiswn dats in Roman history. Bt before this can be done,
it is necessary to kasw whether Herod's regnal years, as given by
Josephus, bave been caloulated frem bis sppedniment in Bome, os from
his evertheow of Antigonas thees years later. Arcording o Bchiiner’s
ehrenobegy Herod's it year bogan when he evenbsew Antigoous,
suppatedly in the middle of 37 n.c, and on 1t Buals spreement can be
achieved betwees the dates given by Jossphben and datss in Roman

B history. Thers i reases to believe, however, that Josephus & met

regard chis as the oficial beginnieg of Herad's reign, but counted feom
ki appoiriment in Rome, for thsoughout the chapber recording
Herel's sczivitles wfver his return feom Reese, and before he captured
Jerusalers, he sepesiedly calls Herod "the kang™1

This view is sepponed by Herod's ceice. Tt has been polnted oot by

B B Kanael that coans sheiys expres conditions di jare and not d faco,
5o that dn chis case they wowhd e dated from Herod's begal sppeintment

in Rome, and mot from bin eaking possession of Jeroualem® Bat the
pesuliar Fact is that of all the coies of Herod's reign, only tkese af the
ard year are dated, and furthermsde, Sppelr 10 OmEEmarats sme
event of prest importance. This coul caly huve been the capture of
Jerusalern, for in the yrd vear afer chat event rothing of i=y coene-
quence is knowe ta have happmed. The conctusion ia that Hered, in
mristing thess oo, wiaked 1o emphaiine (bt be had already boen king
three years when he gaptused Jenamalom, asd that Bis pegnal years misi!
be reckased seoordingly. ! )
Assyrrirg, then, that Jossphus regarded Herod's sppointement in
Fome Late is 35 B.C. a8 the tire of his accession, and that he applied the
InEL_E._.H!.-._. pule with the rew yeas e Tishn, Hemds .mJ._. “_.nﬂh_-._.
year ran from Tishri, 35 w0 Elul, 37 B.C. Aceoeding io Sehirers ron-
Bccessian-year system, oo the ether hasd, counting Nian yean [rom

8 Herod's caprare of Jemsalens, Hered's firsd yoar ram from [Nisan, 37 t=

Adsr, 36 5.0, It will be geen, therefore, that the six moaths, Kisn te

., EiW, ik
" ﬂhnn_ﬂh._.idn:?ﬂ. wel, bl [1951]2), P ate 6L
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Elul, 37 he. would be in Herod's it year by elther sysiem of rechoning.

Siemilasky throughewt Hemsd's mrign eveats falling a0 the sumeser kall
year would be dated in the same megral year by cther aymes, and
canscyeently synchronisms with Reman history woald be usalfecied,

The three events principally concerned are {a) an earthquake befare
ithe batile of Actium (3 Seplember, 31 1) in Hercd's gth year,? (§) the
expedition of Aclius Gallus {a 24 c? for which Herod peovided oo
men in his nyih year,? and (<) Hered's annauscement ta b silth year af
b dngencion te rebesild b tmmple;? this can be dated Ereen the vt of
JAuguanz 1o Syria in 2o 508 All these remain valid under the revised
chronslogy. A regeids 1be eanbgeake, Josephios sy this cocsrred
Yin the early spring’# If 1hin means before 1 Maan, then Scbdirers
chronology fadlls, for it would kave besn in Herad's Gth year by kia
reckoning.

H._..-.E__.Fn__.r__.. rebuilding of the temple, however, theee is one sates
ment that canes be reconciled winth Schdrer's chronelegy. In Thr
Jeasich :T_..?I_“_.rﬂﬂrﬁ.n_ﬁm..iuq_.__nﬂ_m_u itart & this werk as the
w5th, not the 18th year af his reign. 1t was poisted et seme time age
in this Jownmal that this centradiction oould be explained &f Josrphun had
used rwe souroes, ome dating evenis from Herod™s sppoinement in
Rome, the cther Froen his capture of Jeromlem.? The neviicd .nr_.nn_._..u.-.n.ﬂ-.
adiowrs this explanation, but on the bass of Schilzers cheonology the
1t year must be summarily rejecied s an error®

Herod's Seccrniori

One of the chiel reasons for supposing that Herod died in g nc. is
thas his sons who suseseded him appear 16 have begun their reigna in
thit yeas. This Aveberlaun, ruler of Judes and Semasia, wa banished
im &8, 67 afier @ orign of ten yean;*® Antipes, tetranch of Galiles ard
Fersa, wha died in a0 39 or 4o, reigned, accordisg to coln evidemce,
fory=<ikree year,'® while Fhilip, 1erearch of Iugses, died in ke 2otk year
of Teberiua, an, 3454, alied 3 pexpn of thisy-seven yearn ' This kisd
of indiresy evisdoner, hawever, can be misleading, snd has often been 3
causa of error in the case of the kings ef Isreel and Judah, On several

U A2z, v, 3 (oanlk i Do, . mg. 9
¥ A, oy, im0 mmed g Cooed amd 3n7) & far v, . i

" B, i, o, = b W 0. mig § [§3ek L T
¥ LT.E, el mowvd (igadl, pp. as L

e

5 THe, bv. 37, 8; Anr, ¥v3i, <8 3 (342},
6 E, Schiger, Missry of che Proih Paple, wol @, pp. 18 £, 5. 45

L]
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oocaions, whes & king appointed bas sen s co-regent, the san's reign
overlapped the father's by several yeam [t appears that Hered did ke
nare thing at keast in the case of Antigater, for in testifying to Varus
abit kim be mld, *ro whom [ have in @ manner yielded ap my royal
authority while | am alive’.’ Libewise Antipater (2 his reply said, '] was
king alrrady . . . you procliissed me kisg in yous Lfedime’* Aatipater
was deposed for the musndse of his usele Pheroras, terrarch of Galdes,
and was bter enecuted. Moat of 1he kisgdom was then gives 1 Arche-
N, Bt it & not clear b bong this was before Hersd died.

Adrer Herod's demh Archetaus declarnd, wich filss humilisy, that he
was not peopeely hing wntll his seocession had been coafirmed by the
Roman emperor. He west 1o Rome where his enemies brosght -
contradictory chasges against bkim, arguing at one moment that Hered
had met appeinted him king unkil be was already demested on his
death-bed § a1 another tha “he had long exendised royal sulberity’s The
Rakter miay worll b weaner the truth, but without sy precise chronalaghel
Informaticn Bt & difsult 1o give & Umeuble, The fllowing cutline
would seoount for the stated reigna of Ascheliua and Antipas:

4 B Phemea, teerareh of Galilee, wan musdered by Astipater and
succesded by Antipss, whose reign of forty-thres yesrs ended in
an 3alyo. Later Astipster's plot was discovered and Aurchelzo
nseninated us king in hiy place, b reign of ten year ending in a1, &7,
7 B, Antipater, residing in Roame, wan reod infosrsed for seven moaths
thai be bad been charged with murder,? ard when ot last e did gesurn
to Paleatine his jourrey waa met ot sl hurried. It would be bate s the
year befare be was brought to wiadl before Yerus, govesnor of Syrin
Even then Hered hesitated to pass sentence, contenting himsell witk
anly sending & repoet ts Rome.t

& B, As & pesult of inbercepsing Amipaier's correspeadenee Farther
coaapirscies cxme to light and, sfeer more procrastination, Hesnd went
e ambasisders ta Rome? whe retursed orly @ few days before kis
death in Jaruary § nC. At some Eime dusing (ks year Hood tried 1o
disinhern Archelaus, bt his lasn will sbows tha? this wes only tempodasy,

Wi still huve to sccoust for Philip wha, sccording to Josephus, ied
in Ak sk year of Tiberius afver ke had reigned as teimrch for thimy-
seven yran.? The ontest shew, Bowever, that this B almesd certainly

' War b s w {Bagl ® Far ol g fEge-zh

L “.ﬂ-_.h.ru_.l._-ul“_.l... arvei. in 8 [uyER ! e |, . 5 {ah
© b Aer e v, 3 (Ba); War 1. xai w (bed) # dwt wvil, v 7 (ol

T Ase. zvit v, 78 (13g-ash; War 6wl b3 fa=3).

b dlsa, o, e, & {1oB)
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an arrer. It seema that o Egare ks been dropped, and than the eexe
should probably read the fand year of Tiberius. The chaprer in
question begies by telling us that Virellios, o mmon thar had becn cosaul’,
bemme presideny of Syria end vished Jenmalem st the time of the
Pussever. Vitelhius was eonvul (s o0, 34, 45 be esld aok kave armived in
Jerzalés el the spring of 35, before going oa 0 Antisch. During
hat yeaf we ane lold Ahat he engpnetred a war bo drive the Paribiars sut
&f Aumenia, In the follewing yrar be met Arcabanus, king of Penkis,

 on the Eaphrates and negotiated a peace.r Tt was shout this tine, we are
nold, nha Fhilp .Eh.,u. Bovw I ke reigned whircy-seven years snding im
&0, 15, his reipn sust bave begpan in 1 B, the year that we kive already
Foumd 1o b that of Herod's death, folllowing which Philip was made
betrarch by the empenor Augustos in Roree,

Mow the axch JEAF of Tiberus esded in ..-_.._._H.uu._. T whals Vigellium
wa i2ill conwol in Home, 3o this date esmaot be raghe, The 2and year,
however, weu'd b sorrect, and tn this connexion F. Nipsst? .n__.:u.n.ﬂ-.._.f.n
Frargisman Alelkenbubir? an gaying that he had seen easly copicss of
Josephus, coa a Farisian copy dated 1517 and another Venciian copy
dated 1481, im which the text readhs “the 22ed year of Tiberian', IF this
would be verified, it would not ealy elear up o Effiey pasaps in Jose
phes, but made b difficale to segue From b text that Hemd died in
4 BL.

Conclurian

Jeiephus prevides 3 great desl of chronedogical maseeiad regarding the
reign of Herod, bt owing panly to erroms srd partly s ambiguitios, i ls
posible to correlae ald che dats with pwo quate dafferent chronologies.
Bome of b evidences that buve been roganded ss conchesively Ia faveus
of ¢ wo. s ke date of Henod's death, wock as the fanar edipas, are deen
eo be enticely noutral. Thaee ane, of course, weslknesscs on buth wbdem,
but it is submitied that Schilrer's duies for the s2eession af Herod in
42 0r 37 8.C. mnnot be upheld, and sinee 3t & imgsaaibds 1o Accept parts
of both chroeslogies, the whaole of ks chrocology must be rejecied. 1f,
© mn peerma likely, Hersd's seccssion was one year Later, this weald lead
ta the eeaclusion that be died in January, 1 B.C. 1 W, E Fruses

i -m..i..z. 5, Bp JE L Awl S, i, 3§ _“—.Iu_.-.u._..
T F. Rira, Dioa Gl rnlalor Chriali, . g4
¥ B ovitira oy assads guabiai Clentur end maiar (5B i, a7eEL po1as.

'ECETATIC UTTERANCE" (N.E.EB)?

) H_..__ i Cor. xif-uiv the New English Bible bas ‘centatic uiteraace &2 &

wirsilar phrase usisg the word "ecmaeic® for what is commonly keswn

ms speaking is tomgoes. In s rambsting, ihe NEB. relleets an
almgst usivenal view that @ least §n 1 Corimhisns {f ot & Acts)
speakisg in tongpors or glossolalis means “the broken speech of persans
i relipiows eoitasy’ either o ‘wraiquaned, fosesgn, aninerlligibe,
mysEericun witerances’ of in ‘marvelous, hesvenly languape’! The
Hﬁa.ﬁﬂhg _u_.."_.u:_.”_nu_...-h._n.._.ﬂ b to eonvey the intended means
ing of ke writer, In the presert ce—whether of mot the ghasolali
desceibed in the New Testament wai indesd wimilar to the ecatarie
specch found in Hellenlstic religioes and possibly in Ofd Testsmen
prophetism—the Apoaile Paal does nok look wpon or deseribe the
phenomenon e ‘ceststic witerance’, but 3 the minodeady given
aleiliny 1o sgeak & buman language foreign 1o the speaker, That this was
Payl's vigw was briefly srgued by . G. Davics in 1b% Tournal some years
agn? Many older commentarors whe seerpted 12 mirsculoun elemen
in the Hible ax fice vales and whe wrsts Belarg the rise _un._..._.__n.u_m!..u-.u.-
ofl-religions appeosch argued For this position. But the NE.R. tramls.
tkun arad the agreement of practically ol modern commentators on the

" eestatée inserpretation call for a retatement of 1he epposite viewpois

with comndderably more srgumestation than Diavies supplicd,

AR Ehe outset 1here is presumplive evidenos 12at Faul o well as Lukc
yiewed Lt ai banz fide nu._.l“n.: hnguaget, Farsl, throughous the
Blew Testament and Greck Hierature greenlly, fongue frequeatly refer
te meaninghe baman speech, that is, language currenaly used by pant
af the human raoe. Alibough yldesa could mean erchaic or mysterious
{#g.. oracelir) expressions, to sy that the word bscame & technical
vermm for such expressions B en eventatement, The use of 18 rerm for
tirel rritasdahle _..-:Hr..-ﬂ.. far eneeeds win upr Tac ohersre wpiach, EipE-

. cially in biblical Grrock. Aocording 1o the consendancr of Hatch and

Redpath, sldsss cocum about thirty times in soattered places thmugh-

| put thee Sepruagien in the sense of moemad lenguage. There are similar

referenced in the Mew Teuament. Quutds of vhe pastages in question

_{Acts, 1 Cor) biblica) Grock contaica only twe sramphes of pAScoa with

U Basgers-A madi-Gingrah, A Greek-Esplub Lesen of tha N Timiamemt ond

_ (ki Farly Chriatian Literats [Clinige, 19511 8.7, phders j&
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