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Report on Rabbinical Thesis of Alan L. Ponn
Entitled

"The Relationship Between Josephus's View of Judaism
and his Conception of Politiecal and Military Power"

Josephus was an important Jew, a notorioue general, and a
controversial historian., HLs writing: are of inestimable value both
for the historian and for the student of Judaiam, Yet scholars have
by nc means fully explored the rich materials that these works contain,

Mr, Ponn has attempted to explore the relatioriship between
Josephus! ption of Judaism and his conception of politizal and
military power., As & political realist, Josephus analyzed the compara=-
tive strengtn of the opposing forces and recognized that a revolt
against Rome was doomed to fallure, !is active role was thus determined
by his evaluation of the facts, and he threw in his lot with Rome, As
an adherent to Judaism, however, Josephus not only remained loyal to
monotheism and the law, but he became an ardant champion of the superi-
ority of Judalsm,

Mr. Fonn points oui that Josephus utilized religious argu-
ments wher he urged his countrymen te surrender, for he considered
that the fact of Roman power was clear evidence that Ood would not
intervene in the political realm, Thet Josephus did not view political
independence as essential to Judaism 18 demonatrated conclusively by

hies Antiguities and Contra Apionem which argue eloguently for the aupe-
rinrlty of Judatism.

Mr, Ponn undertook a difficult tamsk, perhaps too difficult a
one, He gropes seriously with the issues and he makes every effort to
advance his point of view, Yet his thesis has an unfinished quality.
It 18 loosely organized and tends, at times, to be disjointed, The
ideas of Mr. Ponn are better than his presentation allows them to be,
and his major points are frequently cbscured by the minor. The thesis
gives evidence of a struggle to formulate valuable inaights which has
rot as yet been fully resolved,

Mr. Ponn, however,is to be commended for his efforts, He
read the sources and sought to strike out on his own, He was aware
that Josephua' writings have not been sufficiently lavestigated by
scholara, and At 13 to his credit that he waa motivated by this aware-
ness to undertake so challenging a research project,

I theiefore, recommend the acceptance of this thesis by the
Faculty.

Ellis Rivkin
Referee




-

Thesiar

" The Relationship Between Josephus's View Of Judaism
and his conception of Political and Military Power"

by Alan Ponn

Referee=~ Dr. Ellis Hivkin

May, 1961

Digest of Thesis

A study was made to evaluate the wnorks of the historlan Josephus by
@ careful look at the world in which he lived, and the events which
brought about his writings. Particular emphasis was placed on the
relationship between Josephus's conception of Judaism and his concep-
tion of political and military power.

In his speeches and writings, Josephus makes relipious statements which
do not seem unponnected with the environmental influences and activities
which were a part of the current political world of Josephus.

When Josephus exhorted the people, he quoted Biblical history. When
Josephus answered anti-semitic insult, he utilized tha Jewish past to
answer the critica of his time, In each case, his particular use of
religioua material is studied in relationship to the particular needs
and political realities of Josephus's time.

Josephua's particular analysis of the power relationship between
Jerusalem and Rome, his description of the self=defeating factionaliam
behind the Jewish lines, and his account of the world after the Jews
had been defeated tave been presented in this thesis as interrelated
with the relipious viewa that Josephus expresses.
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INTRODUCTION

Josephus, the great Jewish hiptorian, considered himself a faithful Jew.
Although Jonephus was dencunced by many of his countrymen ao 4 traltor to the
Jewish people, Josephus contended that he wos indeed & true und genulne Jew. The
voncepta of Judaism which Josephus held were in many ceses novel and divergent.
Yet the Jew of btoday might Find them quite ucceptable and fumiliar.

It is important to discover what wes the politicul mad bistoricel back-
growrsl in which these religious views were nuriired; to assess the Interylasy of
the world which produced such a pertlcular theologleal outlock. For religious
viewvpoint end outlook are not the result of spiritual exerclse alone; arc they not
rather the spiritusl resction to worldly thinge- things that have to do with
politlecs, with the struggle for eerthly power, with such unholy things such as var
and human conillicty

The prophets of Israel were religlous leaders who related themne)ves to
very real power confllote, the ptrugple agalnst Assyria, Babylonin, the problems of
allisncus with Egypt, the question of rebelllon versus sppessement. Indeed the
prophete can scarcely be understood except with reference to exceptionslly concrete
politfcal situations.

Josephuc, of course, wag not primerily & religlous leader, although he
expressed guite thoroughly his views on the Jewish religion. Yet these religlouvs
views are indeed luportant for us, end cap be scrutinized bect only if they are
thoroughly related to the political pitustion which gave birth to them,

Just ap Moses end David expressed Jewleh viewpoints which mre the response
to conerete politlical problems, just as the authors of post-Biblicsl books related
thelr rellglous pronouncements to the concrete situstlon of thelr day, so did
Josephus expres:s religlous views which reflect considerably the politlenl, power

struggles of the day.




Chapter T

THE POWER OF THE ROMANS

Throughout his 1ife Josephus contended that the power of Rome wag
tnvinelble, and thet Jewlsh attempte to challenge Rome were Poolhardy and vastelul.
Jesefls belleved that the Jewlsh rellgion could still exlet as B splritual power,
even L' Rome web seknowledged ae & secular power. The tle of religion Lo &
politieal Jewioh state geemed both unnecepsary and lmpractiesl to Josephus. Faced
with the overwhelming might of the Romuns, Jewish lnsletence on politleal Andependence
was dralnlng ell of the physical resourees of the country. Since there wes no real
hope of vietory, obliteration of both the polities]l end rellglous 1ife ol the Jews
woilld be the llkely result.

Jopephus had ample opportunity to observe the Romips. He vialted Rome durdng
ilo youth, he became an historian under Rome's sponsorship, end he aceonpanied Rosan
troopn; Ge wistnesced the Roman triumph arter the selge of Jerusalem; and he was
ciosely anesoclated with two top Roman leaders; Vespaeisn and Tltus. Thus he was in
unique posltion to galn perspective which the averspe Jew could hardly gain.

All of these experiences convinced Josephus of Romen superlority Lo the
milltary and strategic sense. BHeeause of (hig evaluatlon, Josephus was on the side
ol uppeasement and surrenderto the Romans. Ik s lnteresting to note that he
utilized Biblieal history to Justify his sttitude Lo the Jess bthemselves. Whenhe
addresses them, He alludes to Babylonis and Ascyrle, to Epypt, and Paflistie, to show
comparisons of political situstions in whlch the Isrmell God was at o particular L L
acknowledged to be on the slde of the opemies of the Jews, und the punlshment that was
brought was brought se & result of the sing of the Jowich people thomselves. To
Jeseptun, therefors, the Roman threal to the Jows was uloo a oigd af' God'as discontent
witin the splritusl condition of the Jewloh people, and God wae indeed using Rome os
an inntrument of dlvine punishment upon those who had forssken His religlous laws.

Jerendah and Isaish hed denled that Jerusalem nud its temple were Llovigelble.

These great nlblical prophets tried to fissuade the prople from the comfortable motlon

2.
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thet God would not allow his great Temple to be destroyed. These firat powerful
prophets of universalism had preached & message which the contemporaries of
Josephus were unlikely to accept, The fanstlics and zealots of Josephus's time
belleved with religious lervor, that God and his temple were inextricable, and
that God surely would not permit self-destruction.

In the Jewish War, book 6, this attitude of the zealots lp clearly
expressed by John, theilr leader. After Josepbhus bad exhorted the fanotics to
surrender, &t 8 time when the strategle situstlon was utterly hopeless for the
Jews, John, after delivering many lnvestivee egainst Josephue, ended by suylng:
"He could never fear capture, since the city was God's. "} e fanstleal of the
Jews were villing to walt untll the Temple and the entire city was burned rather

than surrender bto the Romens.

And in o penner almost prophetie, Josephus replies: "Pure lndeed have
you kept it for uud!"al Further on he mocks: "And do you hope to have God, whou
you have bereft of his everlssting warshlp, for your Aliy in this war, "3 Finally
Joeephur expresses the convietion that: "God it s then, God himself, who with the
Womane is bringing the Cire to purge Hin temple, and extermineting a city so laden
with 1:-txil.l.nl;!.c:prm."’hI

Josephus's predictlions were uccurate. Yet they were not formulated
through prophetic inspiretlon or divine mystic contect. Rether were they the
result of flrst-hand pbeervation end genuine access to facts.

It was obvlious to Josephus thet Rome wao all powerful. An objective
analysis of the politleal situatlon revealed the overwhelming mllitary superlority
ol the Romans. Uncolored by rellgious over-confidence, the facts were unmistukeble
in revealing the inferlority of the Jewish strategic position.

Rome had to its eredit end dlstinction an lmpresesive llsting of conquests.
She had conquerwd semitic Carthege, Antlochus ITI of Syrim, was recognized by
Egypt, and hed eliminated Carthage. Micedonia and Spein were brought under Roman
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rile. Corinth ves destroyed. Rome took over Gaul, which Included what s now
France and Belglum, Rome afterwards conquered Britian. Rome slso scquired
territory ln Asis Minor. Only the Pariblens in the Eust remained s &n unconquered
m.ﬁ‘ Rome's position in the world, thersfore, was such &s Lo leave 1little
doubt as to her majesty and power.

In addlitlon, Josephus wis & mn of Tirst hand knovledge of Rome. At
the nge of twenty-slx or twenty seven, Josephus weg sent on @ diplosatic minelon
to Rome, where he met Poppees, Lhe Bmperor Nero's comsort. When Josepbus arrived
pack (n Juden, he noticed that the country was in Teadiness to revolt agalnst the
Rosung. However Josephus's sarly impreselons of the grandeur ol Rowe prompted him
to make upeeches adviging oguinst what appeered to him from the outeet to be rash
and futlle actlons.

Secondly, Josephus wvig o military generel with asctual experlence Ln combat
agningt the noted general, Vespaoisn. Bent to caliles ko take charge ol military
operatlons there, he eneountered the Romans Lo direct vatile, wnd surrondercd to
them,

After the surrender, Josephus vent to llve mmony Lhe Romeng, and boonme
slonely aoboeiated with them. e wor comminsloned to write history by the Romane;
suotengnoe wao provided Uor him by them; his 1ife becimc a Roman 1ifu, aml hls
knowledge of Roman al'Telrs was considerable., Josephun was oxposed to o perspectiwe
und view of vhe Romans fur greater than the average Judeon; yet he wai o Jew, wes
thorougnly grounded in Jewish affalrs, and sontlnued to practice the Jewlesh
religlon. It ean truly be =ald that he had an opportunlty to mssess both oldes in
the Romin-Jewish conflict, und thet thic duml perspective vas not afforded to many,
Lf any of his countrymen. This is not to =y that Josepnus wvas aipolutely seeurate

5. It does sssert that he was in o unique

or thoroughly h t in hie
position to make o balunced Judgment, 1f he chooe Lo do Bo.
1t doe: svem that Josephus wae not unduly sdversc to meny of the patlonal
characteristics of Rome. It 15 here that we note the emergence of hls religlous
viewpalnt. That Josephus socepted many fivers (rom the Romang, took for himmell &
wljm

Romin name, and was willing to mct se an interpreter for Roman generaln searcely
implies u revulsion to the Natiomal exiotence and customs of the Romn people. It
mmmwmwtw-mtm-mmduum,uwmm
irdeed enamoured by Rome, and only at the time of the internal corruption of the
Romen pecple and body politic, did Josephus change hic views, end become diaillusiuned.
fils emotlonal attachment to Rome was grest, wid he undoubtedly depired to harmonize
this ezotlonal attachment with his desire vn conuinue his practice of the Jewish
religion. To the mejority of Judeans, this split betwveen country and religion was
incongrous and disloyal. Josephus pleaded for tals separstion of religious and
political loyslties ell of his 1ifec,

It war not Josephus's desize to change the Jewlish rellglon. Rathes did he
wleh to adhere to the precepts thut had already been set down. It s toue that in his
religious writings, Josephus offered Interpretutlon: whleh hermoolzed Judaism vita an
intellectunl enviromment. Remurdung Jewloh practle o, however, Josephus remalned &
loya? Jew, and adhered to the letbter of the law,

Both the spectre of Roman power, and the attractivencss of Roman Life appear
to be influentlal factors which led to Josephus's rellglous views. Pecause of the
domlnance of Roman power, Lt seemed lmposeible that Judes could resist Rome snd yet
continue to exlst. Because of the attractiveness of Roman living it scemed pitiable
that Jews needed to be restricted to concepts of mstlonsl existence that excluded such
&n outstanding world culture, the culture of Rome.

Josepbus was convinced of Roman power Just as soon 8o he had come back from
hls first trip to Rome. le explaine in the "Life" how he felt mbout those preparing
to revolt ageinst Rome: "And now 1 perccived lnnovations were olresdy begun, and that
there were & great sany very such elevated in hopes of o vevolt from the Romens. I
theérelore endeavored to put & stop to these tumiltuous persons, und exhorted them to
change thelr minds; end Inid before their eyes aguinat vhom it wvas that they were
going to Clght, end told them that they were faferior %o the Romuns not ruly in ssrtisl
skill, but alsu in good fortune; and desired them not rashly, and after the most

foollsh mamner, te bring the danger of the most terrible minchiefs, upon thelr country,
5e
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upon their families, and upon themsclves. And this T sald with & veherent exhorte-
tion, beeause I foresaw that the end of such & war would be most unt'ortunate to us.
Fut I could not persusde them; for the madness of desperate men was guite too hard

for me. "8

Yet this lnltlsl feeling of the futility of resisclng the Romane wes not
uncopnected with hls religious pronouncements. In hils essay Against Aplon, Josephus
uxplained his positlon thet there wes nothinge religlously wrong with showing political
respert to the Romene, end thut God had not deereed agalnst it.

He stetes: "Bub our leglslater forbude us to wake ineges, not telling ue as 1t
vere beforehand that the Roman suthority was not to be honored, but as _t were desplo-
tng & thing that wes useful neither to God nor man; and he torbade them, as I ohall
chew herealftor, to make lmages of any pert of the animal ereation, and much less of
God himgelf, who s {nsnlmate. However our legislator has nowhere Corbldden us to pay
honere te worthy men, provided that they are of another kind, and lnferlor to those
we pey Lo God, and with such honors we willingly show our respeet b0 owr emperors, and
to the people of R::m."T‘

Josephus continues bo explain how the Jews atfer contlougl saeriflees to the
Romana, And that all the Jews share in Lhe expense. Thug Jonepiue clucldates a
rellgions justifteetion for hils resctlon and recommendat long regarding Uie politienl
realitles which he evaluated during his 1btine of writlog. He hud recommonded appegoe-
ment; he had counselled submiselon. His religlous viewpolnl suggesta thet thiz
politlesl pollcy ol sppesgement wae also Justified on religlouwn grounds.

Josephus's strong fascination for the Roman way of 1ife wus sol 50 great that
Josepbus wished to advocste e separation of church apd state . His bellel woo not
that religlon and polltles were tvo scperate redlms which do not eoineide. Rather was
it the conteation that God woe worklog in history, s lndeed God had slweys heen
histary's julding lorce. Rome, cimimed Josephus, was God's instrument, just es Babylon
wug orlpginally an instrument of Ged egeinst bhie Jewu.ﬁ'

In other words 1t wae not an objective apslysls of renlpolltii, wilch Josephus

presented Lo hls specches to the Jews to exhort them to surrender. He did warn them

of Hommn power, it is true. He dld not say as Christians had said, "Render unto
Ceepar the things thet are Caesar's, and vender unto God the things that are God's."
However he might have been personally convinced that the pelitical balance of power
lay decisively in Romen hands, he never in his spesches stressed to the Jewlsh minds
the stark political facts alone. For undoubtedly the Jewish mind would not even con-
eelye or entertuin any proposition thet suggested that God hinself wes not both the
source and the master of all politicsl facta.

Therelore the relation between religious end political view is clear., Although
Josephus cew the abundant evidences of the power of Rome, and although Joscphus wes
sttrocted by the many features of Romun 1ife, Josephue neither lmagined, nor stated in
his appeals to the Jews thet God wves scceptlsg end fortifying Rome on & permancot basis.
Jewlah religlous convictlon would not sllow oy euch notlon. It wae lor the purpose of
punishing the Jews for thelr moral and splritual sins that Cod was moved to bring Rome
wgpinst them, and the aopumption was thet eliminatlon of the sin would undoubtedly
bring en end to forelgn dominsclon.

In the actusl speeches of Josephus, Jonephus asperts his belief that God really
ia the prime moving factor in history. We nete thet he does; In hls speccs to Juhn
apd the Jews, he states explicitly: "God It in ther God himsclf, ~ho with the Romenc
i¢ bringing the flre to purge His temple, upd exterminating o olty so laden with pollu-
t1ons."7" In an eurller speech, he states wimtvtakably: "For myself, I shudder to ve-
count the works of God to unworthy ears; yet listen, that you ray lesrn that you are
warring not agalnst the Romens only, but elsc against God." 3

After recounting an impressive account of Biblieal history he concludes with
thls strong rellglous-emotional plea: "My belief, therefore, ls that the Deity has fled
from the holy places, and has teken His stind on the elde of those with whom you are
nev at war," 5

Tt was not thet Josephus had not made the people aware nubtly of what an earthly
power threatened them. Throughout his exhortatlons he made {requent references to
conerete inequitles. However, whether through conviction or elevernesn, be couched
these militery figpures in religious terms. One can legltimstely ask whether he believed

o




what he paid. Nevertheless it ncems Likely that it is not accident that in his desire
to persusdc, he chose to devote the mujor purt of speeches to convineing on the
religioun level.

The question is never answered, indeed it is never roised, at what opeclfic
time God began to be on the side of the Rumans, and at vhat specific time God would
conoe to be on the gide of the Romann., Above oll, the people may have wvondered au
Josephus addressed them at whose suthority 1t Le deemed to be religlously true that
God 1 on the side of the Romans at oll. Iacking the religlous authority claimed by
the prophets of old, Josephus was muking sasertions which were bold indeed. It is of
1ittle surprise that the msses of the people werc not altopelher swayed by hie
statemente.

If the messes were unimpressed by Josephus's exortatlions, it may woll have
been that they could not regard Josephus ap & valld religlous interpreter ol the
pltuation which they faced. Bpeaking sp tw did with ample guotatlons from Biblical
history, he faced the people with one major dlssdvantege. iy personsl Lmage wan
peavreely that of & plous man. [le war scwrcely the pleture of an exemplary prophet.

e personnl seticma, his previous milltary setivity, his comslssion to write for the
Romuns, 8]l depleted him in ignoble berms. (e loyaltles were suspect. His actionz
appearcd ealeulated and selfish, lils demetpnor smooth and glib, but disebolical und
contrived.

To oummrize the Clrst section of this thesls, we note that thut Josephus vas
fully eware of the political fects of the power cituation which the Jews faced. He had
u unique vaatage point to observe both oldes preparing for the lapendling struggle. e
cume to the concluslon that Kome wag Lnvinelble, and tried theough hls setlone und bhoough
hig spoken words, to present thls econeluslon to the majority of the people.

llowever the wehicle that he uned to express these conclusions wna ol necepolty
& religlous one. 9o lave presented the political facts to the people alene would not
have persunded them, The fapatics and fealote of Josephus's time would not have been
Umpressed by the deterioretion of the politicel situstion. They could not be brought to
polleve that real politicsl fmets sattered at all. They waited in Lhe ssvurance that

Dod was on thelr side.

Their attitude vas similar to the complacency of the Jewish people in prophetic
timss. Josephus noticed this similarity, too, and made it & key point in his spoeches.
From his writings the reader i mmde aware that Josephus tried to persusade the people
by sppealing to thelr religious convictions, Whether hls emphasis on the religlous
pepects were mere devices to persuade, or wire exqressions of sincere convietion, is
beyond our power to Judge. Yet the fact that he ls sware of the politiosl Tealities,
and yet chooses to stress the religloun implieatisns, tempks one to conclude that hils
gtatements were calculated and designed to convey the exnct oame message to the Jewlsh
people, which te himself had poncluded from & mere non-religlous observation of the
political facts.

The problem of Josephus's slnccrety in & dlfT.eu'l ope. For es we haw potited
out, Josephus remained & loyal pranticing Jew sll of his 1ife. [Later in hls 1ife he

npent mich energy definding the antiquity and worth of the Jewish rellglon. What 1s

lmportant, however iz that we are mde awvare in Josephus's own hen that La most

L

witys he axpressed in religious terms what he was already convinced of In polltieul terms
from perconnl observation and knowledge.

ch, 2 HEIND THE JEWISH LINES

It 1a the contention of this writer that Josemhus in treating the zeslots and
the decline ned corrupticn of earlier Jewish kingdoms, follows an ldentical pattern.
e expressed In religious terms what he wvas olready convinced of in political terms
from personal observation and knowledge.

Jooephus wes of the strong oplnion that the misfortunes of Judea were brought on

by herself. When she hud the el for indeg » Bhe sbused 1t, and waoted it.
Juden lncked the self-dilscipline Lo rule herself properly. Her short period of rule was
merked by deterioration and corruption. In speaking of these events, Josephun waeg able
to telk In purely polities]l terms; - although God is slluded to ms the final csupe:
Whenee did our servitude erice? Was Lt not from party strife asong our forefathers,

when the madness af Aristobulus and Hyreanus end their mutual dissenalons brought
0




Fompey sgainsy the clty, and God subjected to the Romans those who vere unworthy of
Mbertyr" 2

The plain political reality which Joscphue degeribed wes that the intermal
dissension and corruptlon of the Jewlah people led to the downfall of the Jewlsh
otate and 1ts subjection to forelgn domination. Thus when Josephus opeaks thot God
brought this servitude, Josephus trunsilates this political reallity into the religious
terms of the day, the belief that GCod was the gulding force in history, and it was He
who was punishing his children like an angry father.

(How ineongruous It would Indeed be for a modern secular historian to utilize
these religlous terms to express & simllor pelltles) situsabion. Tt would be
inconeeivable for & modern hintorian to suggest thot the Atomic Bomb wan dropped on
Hirouhim as & punishment to the Japanese by the American God. What Jewlsh historisn
of today would deelare that the cix million Jews of Germany were belng punished by God
for their interpal corruptlon snd splritual lmpuricy?)

In referring to the Zealobr, Josophus Lo oven sore vocal Ll his denunciation
of ppeeitic Lmpletics and outrages which led bo thelr disfavor with Ood. He enumerateos;
"Secret sins _ I mean thefts, treacheries, sdulteries - are not Leneath yowr diedain,
whille in repine and surder you vie with vach other ln opening up nev and usheerd of
paths of viceé; nye, wnd the temple hae become Lhe receptacle of all, and putlve hands
hsve polluted thoso divine precints, vhich even Romans reverenced from afar.” B.

After pnumoruting tho extect violationg, Josephus, prophet-llke, preaches the folly
of imploring und relylng on a God whom they have insulted beyond redemptlon. God would
not repain, implies Josophus, with such o waywurd people. Thus Josephus, continulng in
his religio-historic pattern of writing, exgroesses political reulity, the reality that
internal corruption and ethical weakness are lnstruments which bring about the dowmfmll
of o state, Whether gtated in politleal or theologleal terms, the lmport Lo the same.

Especlally deplornble to Josephus was the Inteynal dlssension and bitter strife
which kept the Jewloh people disunited Gwrlng the Romen selge of Jerusulem, and which
dissopated the Jewlsh efforts.

He pives ample sxpression to this strategile folly, of whieh the lollowing ls a

=10

haracteristic example.

"During & temporary lull I n the war without the walls, fsction repewed ito
hostilitics within..... The purlieus of the ¥y were |

ly & scens of the
utmost disorder and confusion, the people whe had no connexion with the party strifo
regarding this is as an indiscriminate mttack upon all, the Zealots us againet them-
selves alone." .

Whet Josephus describes in these and similer mesages in the di {zation

and rivalry which in & plain politieal sense was & contributory factor to politieal
defeat, The suggestion made wao that the Jews vere aetunlly causing thelr own defent
by 8 diounited political stance.

Stated in his own worde: "the (Judes) was destroyed by internsl dlssensions,
u.n!thehnsmnaoumwmtrmmﬂww,mm in by the Joy's
self-appolnted rulers,..” 5

Repentedly, Josephus seserts this theme of nelf-defeating dsunity among the
Jews, which disunity resulted in politlcal suleide. Eapecislly did he eritlelse the
fuctionn which perverted the will of the common people, und Inelted the Populbee to war
sguinet thelr own will., In all of Josephus's writing, Josephus expresses the vonvictlon
that the var'c failure wvas & failure of Jewish unlty to stund firm sguinst the sgreasor.

Bpeaking in strictly political berms, this 1g un exceptionslly valid analysls of
the situstlon. However sub)ective and bilased Josephus's accounts of history may have been,
modern palitical theory would soincide with en amalysls which blamed military defeat on o
dleunited stunce.

What Joseghus specifically attributes as casual factore, therefore, were the Llnner
corTuptlon of the short-lived Jewish independent kingdom, the ethlcal and moral impleties
of the pecple, and “he Internsl di.sension and bitter strirc among the defenders of Jeru-
salem, which pre d the develop of a ful defense.

As Lo his usual pattern, Josephis permeates his history with a religlous Lnter-
pretation. In dealing with thepe three uress, the perlod of Jewish independence, the
ethical sorruption, and the militury factionsl dissensions, he girded all three of these
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with rellglous thematle materinl.

The thesis which he states with reference to these three politleal realitiee
1o the same theain which he stated with referesce to the exceptioms] military
superlority of Rome. The politiesl setuslity is what 1t is not because of the mere
interplay of external forces alope. The csuse of the palitical activity, its ebb
and flov, advantage and dissdvwmotage, riee and fall, s God himself. That this in-
trusion of God into the political realm might provide some incousictencies which the
facts themsclves might refute might pever lave occured to Josephus. lor might the
psaibility that Lhe external facts thosselves vould describe the situstion most
udequately. The ldeologleal netting of hie writlog was such that God's influence on
history was the accepted thing, and did not peed to be proven.

Therefsre, wien he states the events causing the var, he does nok do so withi-
out religloue overiones. Let us note how he docs this In the followlng statements:
“Deeply @e one munt mourn for the most masvellous edifice which we have over seen or
peard of, whether we consider ite wtructure, Llo mgnitude, the richness of lta every
detall.. ., yet we mey deay very great consulatlon [rom the thought thet there lo no
ppeupe from Fate, for works of art and pleces wny more than tor llving belngs. And one
may well marvel ab the exwetneds of the eyele of Destiny; for ws I sald, she walted
wntll the very monlkh, d@nd the yery day on whlch in bygone times the temple bod besn
burnt by the sabyl.:m:.n.nn.“lﬁ'

fhe ‘mpllestlon ls wltogether clear. God had = hend in all of thls. HNotwlth-
standlng Josephuo's elubornte wnd reallistle delineatlon of the polltleal exlernul cagges of
the destruction, the very culminetion of the var, Josephus. withoat expleontion ylelds the
entire historieal theory to another over-riding ceuse, the fuct that zll these external
cvente were part of Cod's plan, and thet the plan wvas divinely insplred Lo mnipulato
the external farces to s divine conclusion. Thus agaio we haye deploted the dusl nture
of Josephus's treatment of history.

This Lrroconcinluble duality sgain 1s depieted vhen Josephuo addresees John and
the Jews in words suggesting that Pate, the overriding foree of the mesage above eould
be averted by repentant human setion, v stresses the pooslbility that God might indeed
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change his plans in response to human action, in direct contrediction to his
attributing the cause to Fate alone.

"Yet to be sure, Jahn, it is no disgrace to repent of your misdeeds, even
&t the last; and If you desire to save your country; you have a noble example
set bafore you in Jeconis, King of the Jews., He, when of old his donduct had
wtmmm'nwmm,u:nummwmmaneiww
1t vas taken..."l’* Joseghus further exhorted the Jews that tho Romens had grest
respect for the Jewish holy places, and d1d Lot wish to destroy them. It vas the
sctions of the Jews themselves that were bringing sbout the Temple's destructlion.
later on in the ver, Josemus pointed to the disgraceful utilization wbich the Jews
mde of their ovn Holy Temple sn & bastion of war. sov could the Jews, who revered
the Temple, defile it by using 1t as & battleground?

On the one hand, there is deplcted Ly Jo. sphus the lnterplay of human action
which was influentiel in bringlng sbout the erisic. [Human sctlon wuo *he csuse of
the difficulty, and the difficulty could be averted by hwmn action. Josephus does
not bother to reconcile the problem that would arise ss to whether divise metion
sctunlly predestined the humn sction underlylng the erisis.

A final example shows the dunlity specifically steted in Josephun's 1ife.
Telling the Jews that they cught not to revolt against the R ot ull Joseph

says;

"I laid before their eyes mgainct whom they were poing to fight, and teld
them that they were inferior to the Romns, not only in mertial okill, but in good
cortune.."I® By good fortune, Josephus olewrly suggests that it vas more than
the politleal facts which disfavored them, In fact Destiny herself wes on the
opposing side. Here destiny was blaced in equivilant importance to the externsl
political fects of the situation.

Josephus's owvn actions, partiayed os he describes his vxperiences as military
Geperal are themselver comtredictory, When corpered und faced with death after
mnmurm,:mmuuumsnm-mmwnwmmm. He per-
supded his soldlers to kill esch other after drawing lots, and then surrendered to
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the Romans with one companion. That this act lacks robllity of charscter and impliec
4 pertain hypoorisy seems clear, Afterwards, he gained fevor with Vespasian by

announeing that he oad the mroghetic gift, end thet this prophetic gift bad told him
that Vespmeian himself vouwld becoms Empercr. Ti Josephue really felt thet he was in-
spired with s prophetic glf't, one mugt aeok why thic prophetle gift is never referred

to again in Wis vritings. These descriptions of Josepht s own al ter cannct be lg-

nored in & thorough apalyeis of his wrltings. If his setions are hypocritioal in that
they include stratagems and trieks, 1t is possible that his oratory, hle speeches bo the
Jews, his histariesl writings themselves were Infused with olants end bilsses, ood
blemishes which mar thelr integrily.

How maxy, then of his plous exhortetions to the destiny of God and Fate, hov mEny
ot his seli=righteous demnciatlons of the defilement of the Temple, and how many off
his atatements that God is the driving force in hilstory can be reconciled with the
eynical acte which be himself mdudts to? Josephue merely using religlous utterances
to commnicate with & religious people, and more importantly, to influence them in his
favor? Although ansvers to these guestions cannot he fully known, it 1s well to point
out the faet that Josephus ae a person wae nelither conslstent, nor thoroughly honest.
When he wrote, vecillated between the most scute politieal annlyele, and the most
plous exhortatlons, His personal Llife also veelllsted. Although he remined sn ob=

peryiat Je, he hud some marked blocdshes on his of ter, Furt ore, hip actlons

were not those of & naive man; they were more ekin to those of & smooth manipulstor

in the realm of both actions and words. His sctions in the Galfllee campalen, and all
the words In his speeches in the later Roman slepge of Jeruselem have & common
denominator: they were designed to promote his partiesular polnt of yview, and to oave
the Jews from the sifeidsl fute. (Yet if Fate wes indeed In the hands of Ood; there is
u guestion #a to whether & men of Jopephus's chavacter would heve been chosen to abtempt
to avert wviat vas ulresdy predestined.)

Tt ic relevent dere to mentlon that Josephbus was regarded ac & treitor by the zealots
aod the revolutionnry partisans. Although it is impossible to judge the truth of these
pecusatlonn, it Lls nevertheless true that Josephus did very little to disguise the

=1h=

image of traltor that hio sctions and wordo vere bullding up. To be in the employ
of the Romane to induce the Jews to swrender would be most paturelly interpreted an
treschery, For why would the Romans employ him if not to serve their own ends? And
eurely Roman self'-interest could not be construed sz identleal with Jewlsh self'-lnterest,
The fact that he was employed to write history for the Romans, and that he sccepbed

ravore from them does little to remove the immge of tyaitor. The fact that he guotes

to the msgses of Jews religlous evid for his ar ts would emem scarcely to lme-
vrese those who had considered him s traltor in the sarller years, when In Guliles the
political loyaltles of the Ceneral Josephus wers suspect. Woen he appeared upnin, with
& Roman name, & Roman hictorien, in the compuny, and under the protection of the enblre
Roman ermy present at the wnlls of Jerusalem, only two concluelons seem possible. Bither
he was so utterly siveere Iin his convlietion thet Roman seif Interest was not opposed to
Jewlsh self-interest, timt the Rominu themoclves trusted him, or he wue known to be aa
opportunist who enjoyed Rommn life, and whom the Pomans were uping to fulfil Romen self-
interest.

To summarize the second sectlon of thiw theeis, It is the contentlion that
Josephus Tollowed an identlcal pattern in deseribing corruptica, dissencion, suwd Jewish
decline, as he did In descrlibing the superdority of the Romans Lln relation bto the Joews.
In both ecases, he superimpoeed o religious theory over the exilsting political facte which
he also deseribed in detail.

This admixture of the politiesl with the religious would eppear strange to the
modern hilctorian, sccustomed te let the Inete spesk for themselves. Although there are
many theoriticiens among modern bistorisns; the modern histordian would, in order to
unswer modern sceptlos, Find it pecessary to take the palus to harmonlze the religlous
theory with the politicsl foets.

In the writings of Jopephus, Josephus {reely mixes the facts with the theory, and
feels no compilsion to havmonize them. This leads one to suspect that the historisns in
Josephug's time d1d not write hictory with eny view towapds cbtaining objuctivity, but
puch is not the case, Josephus himself claims to be giving a most objectlve end lmpertial
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view of history. In his own words: "Yet the writers I have in wind claim to be writing
history, although besldes getting all thelr facts wrong, they seem to me to miss thedr
target altogether. For they wish to eebublleh the greatnesc of ‘he Romens, while oll the
time disparaglog and deriding the setions of the Jevs. However Lt Ls not my intentlion to
counter the champions of the Romanc by exagerrating the heroisa of oy own country. I will
state the fects accurstely and impartially, at the same time the language in which T record
the events will reflect my own feellogs and emotlons, for T must permlt myselfl to bewnil
ay aeuntey's tregedy.": Bubh n.noble atatement of intreductics Yo bis writing indicates
that the historians of hie time vere sensitive Lo the problem of historiesl objeclivity. It
{5 aifficult to understand, therefors, why no attempt g made t9 resolve the discrepancles
betveen Josephus's lilstorieal statements, gnd the msslonate religlous tjeorlising which he
used to persuade the Jews to lay down thelr arms.

Josephus's actlons and character have dome Little to 1ift up his Lmage elther az e
person or aes an hlstorisn. His eontinuous vaclllation in his writlng betwoen atbributing
relliglous couses and polltiesl eouses to wotunl everts legye the reader ln confuslon, and

serve to destroy his owm cleim to hlsterical objectlvity.

ch 3. A CIANGING WORLD

The politleal Pacts of Rome changed In Josephus's 1fetime, The evidence
pointe to the ract that Jonephus became decidedly dls11lupioned with & Rome he once admired,
Josephug predictlons hed come true. The Roman nide hed emevged victorlous. Josephus cons
tinued to llve o Roman wey of 1ile, epd continued to observe Lue Jewlsh religion. Yel he
sew the pagan celetvations, and the parbaritiscs of vlietorlous Rome, and they perheps ell
chort af his earller expectations.

He did not beeome so diplllusioned that he wanted Lo remove himsell back into en
exelusively Judean world, even L' that were possible. He wished to remain ina non=Jevieh
environment, but he found to hls chagrin that the non-Jewlsh world wes beroming inereaslngly
hostile both to liim awd the Jews. If he was sineere Lo belteving ln his earller years thot
Rome would be decent in its treatment of the Jews, oome of hls bellefs mual heve been

shattered vhen the internal corruptlon which had contributed co muich Lo the Jewleh dewnioll,
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was intluencing the Romens to become less tolerant, and more viclent and barbaric.
Feced with this emerging situation, Josephus begen e perles of religious writings which
reflected his concern for the status of the Jewish people, and his own stetus as well.
For the Romans were growing cooler in their Interest in him, and the non-Jewilsh world
telittled and attacked the Jews. Josephus's “Against Aplon,” snd "Antiquities," were
expresslons of religicus content which grew out of a politiesl need, a need to restore
regpectibllity and prestige to the Jews during thiln troubled time. Thus sgain we can
see an extermal political situation which geve rise to & religious interpretation, in
whdeh the rellglous interpretation was superimposed to meet the needs of the external
eituption. Agdln the eontradictlons were not elways havmonized.

Mugy cf the statements which Josephus mede in his strong attespt to 110t the
prestlps of the Jewlsh people wers subject to the challenge of fulure gensrations repard-
ing their mecuracy. Bome of the apsertlons which Josephue hes offersd huve seemed quite
extrayagant and excessive to eritics mnd acholars,

It perhape lo understanderle that Josephue was glven to excessvs of malse in
his defepee of Judaism, since he hoped through theee wrlitlngs to combat antl-semitism,
and to raise the image of o defeated Ysrael in the eyee of her conquerors. Lo edditlon,
Domitinn, who succeeded hils brother Titus in 81, had no interest in Josephus, and the
comraderie whlch Josephus shared with Vespesisan and Titus came to an end.

We note in hls writings about Judaism and the Jews & very clear reflection of thin
new political situntlon that emerged. On the one hand he attempted to prove the superloricy
of the Jewlsh way of 1life; on the other hand he conseiously ettempted to assimilnte
Judaism to the seculnr culture, by attempting to mrove the many similarities which the
Jewlsh and the seculsr culture had In common. In both cases, there was & strong drive to
prove in Roman terms, and by Roman stendards that Judalem compared favorably to the
producte and the peouls of the prevalling culture of the day,

Josephus carries through in the "Antiquities," and "Against Apilon" his same notion

of the role of God in history vhich he put forth ln "The Wer,"
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Josephus's view on religious subjéets does indeed reflect the changing
political situntion, the altered relotion of Jeruselem to Rome after the war,
the altered mrestige that Judeism ond the Jewlsh pecple were gubject to &ll
aver the existing world. It was to meet thls need that Jooephus eddressed
himpelf, and it is this politieml need wilech is rellected in his writings.

In the first place the Roman world had a great respect for law, legal
functions, and legal terms. A truly law-eblding ecivilisstion, which regpected
{ormel legal codes wee deemed preisevorthy. Thus Josephue endeavored to dhow
what & great respect for lew the Jews had.

Rot only does Josephus asslgn the appelation legislator to Moses; he
uttempte to prove the superiority of Jewish law eodes to all pthers.

He states: "To begin with then a iittle back, I would say this rirsl, that
those who were lovers of order and common laws, and whe Clrst introduced them,
when men were living without lay end order, may well hove Ehis bestlmony, that
they were better then other men in mildness gnd watural virtue. And cortainly
such persons endeavor Lo heve verythlng they introduce belleved Lo be very
ancilent; that they mey not be thought to imitate others, but may rather seem them=
selves Lo have suggested & repular wey of living to others. Sinec, then, this 1o
the case, the exeellency of a leglslator le seen In peolng what in bect, gnd 1n
persuading thiose who are to use the imwg he ardadins to have & good opinion of them,
and the execllency of the people 1o seen in thelr abiding by the lsve, and by moking

no changes in them, whether in [rosperity or adversity. Now I say that our

wed
legislntor is the wost ancient of 81l the legiclators Who are anywhere recorded.
The ct istic ota te ol Joseph are pot without a ressomable

dsgree of truth, Yet their emphasic and tone are tlearly set to lmprens the

Romen love of law. Fur the & BRI ged Lo faver of  the Jewo

and somwli't generalized.
Hic defense of the durability of Jewish law codeo is sopecially romatic
when he comperes Biblleal leglelation to Flatonic writimg:

-1

"For thoee who attempt to vrite ;gmthmg of the pume kind as a polivy

and o code of lpwe, are accused of composing monstrous things, and are said to have
undertaken an impossible tack == Flato, who 1s admired by the Greeks as remrkable

for his lofty 1ife and foree of longuage, and who in power of persussion excelled all
other philosophers, contlnues to be 1ittle better than laughed at and publicly ridiculed
as on the stege by those that pretend tc sagacity in political afraiz‘s...."a

At first Josephus's comparison does mnot ueem especislly specipus. Yet it is
not quite ncourate to utilize this comparisca for fwo ressons. On the ope hand, Flato
was o philosopher in a political environment. Moses was religlous and secular leader
of 8 group of slaves. BSecondly Flato's politiesnl coneeption was concelved and envieloned
as un ideal mnd = model. Moses's conception wee A& practlesl code, the framework of which
vas sulted to lmmedinte adoptlon. Finally, Moses's law hed religious eanction to insure
the obedience of 1it. Yet of course Josephuo wes elther rnavare or unmind*ul of the mny
occasions in Jewlsh hlotory when the Jews brole theoir own laweo,

What is lmportant in this conslderation is the legml emphasis of the discusdlon,
the voneerted attempt to stress the Jewish profiviency Ln that area in which the Ureeks
and the Romane most mrided themselves,

Bspecially interesting ls Josephus'c effort to show how other nations wnich
ollowed after Isracl have In effect actudlly borrowed Jewlsh ways and followed Jewlsh
legnl precedent., 'This is soteworthy in that in Josephus's effort to show similarity with
hio present culture, he goes beyond eimilarity and claims both mriority and lesdership:

"Moreover, mdtitudee have had a great inclination now for a long time to follow
our religious observances; nor ls there any city of the Greeks, nor any barvarian city,
nor any patlon, where our custom of resting on the seventh day hae not reached, and by
whom our fapts, and burning of lamps, und may of our prohibitions s to food, are not
observed,"22

Although modern scholars do assign Jewish infiuence to laws end customs of the

Gragco-Roman world, med scholars also challenge the concept of Jewish origimlity

in many of these respects. Strictly speaking, theretore, ont might just s easily assert
that the Jews themselves were imitator, coplers, and borrowers, and that the Graeco-Roman
world oves more of & debt te thooe who cume before the Jews.
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The above statements are not an attempt to deny toe integrity or sineerity
of Josephus's totements. Thelr zest, and definitiveness, however, can very largely
be sttributed to what he was attempting to grove, anl the zeal with which be undertook
the tosk. For it was necessary to prove what he proved in order to improve the
political situstion in which he wes placed,

Josephus wae most lneisive and brillisat in interpreting the genius of Judsiss
tor his world., For instance in the Preface to the Antlcuitles, he speaks with distinetion
on the genlus of Jewish survival: "Now vhen Moses wes desirous to teach this lesson to hie
countrymen, he @44 not begin the estsblishment of his laws after the came manner that
other legislatorg did = 1 mean upon contracts and other rights between one mand and
another, but by ralving thelr minds upward to vegurd God, and his creation of the vorld,
nnd.bypu‘nndmg&umtwmw%mtwnmtormthndeum
earth. MNow when opse he had brought them to submit to rellglon, he easlly persunded then
to submlt in nll other things: far ao to other legiclators, they Collowed fublea, and by
thelr discourses transcferved the nost reproschiul of human vices unto tae gods, und wo
ufforded wicked men the most plausible excasen for thely erimas,"23-

Buch Lngeniouy argumente were likely to be perounsive Indeed, bscause of their
loree of logle. Yet the interpretation of the 0ld Testamsnt here ls remerkably ln-
tellectual. Josephuis regurds Moses ap the divecting force of the glving of the law,
rather than Gnd himeelf, And bhe credits Moses with the genlus of focusing the people's
atbention on God for the purpogse of teaching e lesson to hls countrymen. Thug, to
Josephus, the entire cccurrence at Sloai wes visely plamed ty & most wise humn
leglelator, rather than directed and lavented by God himeelf, Such an interpretation
reflects, qulte unconsclously, its environment. Such an Interpretation wac Lndeed
necegpary A it vere to have any ultimste influence on its enviroazeat.

The fact that J hus chose to devobe so mich pralse and attention to Mooes

enrmot be deemed an scoident. Although he 1s surely the eentral figure in the Jewloh
rellgion, there are otler prominent men vhoe be subordinates, and Moses, the lawglver,

in deemsd of key lmportance.

When deseribing Moses, Josephus i@ prone to speak of Moses with s view towards
bis readership. Thue he speaks of allegory and philisophical problema, "I exhort
therefore, my readers to examine this vhole undertaking in that view, for thereby it will
appear to them that there 15 nothing therein disagreeable either to the msjesty of Cod,
ar to his love of mankind; for all things here correspond with the pature of the universe;
vhile our legislator spesks some things wisely buy enlgmtically, end others under & decent
allegary, but still explains such things us required a direct explication plainly and ex-
pressly. However, those that have & mind to know the reasons of everything smy find here
& very ourious philosophical theory, which I pow indeed chall waive the explication nr."a'

Tue world about him, the very nature of the population to whom Jossphus's writings
ure adiressed required o more sophlcticated approach to the character and mmaner of the man
Mopes. He is charucterized s o mun who knew the devices end artifices of hew to influsnce
the people for good. He wns not u simple mmn; he wan a decy man. He waa not & oaive man;
e vao shrewd man, The fuct too, that he wyme wioe mnd intelllgent was an important quality
for Josephus to stress. Mich less stress in placed on religlous plety for its own cske.
The plety that Josephus stresced is the plety that has an ulterlor purpose. Josephus's
eonveption of religion wae an ethicsl centered and highly efficacious one. The Jewlsh
religion wus outstanding, because it utilized a religlous base as s« foundstion to maintain
and uphold ethical action.. This ption of J io far r i from a (od-centered

conception. Yet it bad both relatlon und persussivencos ln the world to which it was
exposed .

The emphasis of a writer i{s not alweys discernable at Firot glance, Sometimes it
io carefully concesled through subtlety. The lang
uctivities of Moses, mnd the otress and esphasis placed on the legal elements of Judatsm
by Jonsephus ought not to be regurded as idental.

In Against Aplos, Josephue stresses another area for a very lsportant purpose.

A connldereble amount of materisl is presented to prove the sccurecy of Jewish historians.

that

P uses to d be the

He cites evidences from early antiguity to prove tie reliability of Jewish histeriens as
compared to Greek historians.
It is cbvicus from the start of the treatise that Josephus is writing the treatiss
Al
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in repbuttal to & Oreek pseudo-historian whose allegntions ebout Judniem vere deemed
by Josephus as being slanderous and unfair, It 15 to meet these specific,threatening

charges, that J hus upon. Je was bringing evidence to meet thin threat,

gnd 1% was because of the threat that such an enphogls was necessayy.

i i te a lengthy srgument vhich proved that nelther the dlspesition

Joaep ar

of the Greek people, nor the instabllity of thelr governments, allowed for the writing
of reputable histories. He concluded this armuent by saylng: "We must indeed yield to
the Gresk writers ag to langusge and style of composlition, but not as regards the truth
of ancient histery, and least of sll as to the nstlonal customs of various countries.”
The Greeks, so far os history writing was concerned, were not relisble.

About the Jewish historians, however, Josephus bes nothing but relemtless pralse.
We note "For our forefathers nobt only appointed for that purpose from the beglenlng the
best of men, and those that attended upon the divine worship, but also made provision
that the shock of prissts shonld continue unmixed and pure.” Barlier Jowephus hed made
this bold statement; "--thet these records have been written all along down to our own
times with the utmost accuracy, and thet, 1r it be not too bold to sey ee, our hintory
will be 5o written hereafter,"5.

It was exceptlonally bold of hlsm to hawve sald so, sz the study of historiography
has proven.

The dlseussion in "Against Aplon" of Greek historimns and Jewleh historisns wes
& prelude to & more perscoal battle. The conclusion that Jocephus drave ol' the miperiority
of Jewish historians lends support to bis thesis thet he, Josephuz wac @ supsrior
historian, und Aplon, the Greek, was not.

It is not surprising therefore that the particulor beging to emerge rom Lhe
general: “As for mysclf (Josephum), I have composed a true nistory of the whole war,
and of €11 the parbiculars thet occured theretn,'”!* later he dlsposes of his opponente

in the following : "How impudent, then should those be esteemed who undertake to
contradict me ag to the truth of those affaira! for although they say they have perused
the military notes ol both Vespaslan and Titus, they could not be mequainted with the

g28.
state of things with us Jews who fought sgeinst them?
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Josephus hae been concerned with what emounted to a very real problem to him;
bis own reputation ae an historian, and the reputation of the Jewe. Historleal criticlsm does

not eredit Josephus with the sort of cbjectivity which he claims to poosess. It was to meet
this external ti to his tation that pr

pted these writings. Whether acourate
or (naccurate, the ldeas that emerged sbout Judsism were published only to meet the needs
of & particuler external problem,

A final example from thip aren of Josephus's writing shows a simllar relationship.
He underscores Jewish loyalty to thelr lawe as' ralizion:

"Now as for eurselves, I venture to oay, that no-one can tell of so many, nay of
more than one or two that heve sbandoned our lawn, or feared desth, I do not mean that
easlest of deaths wvhich happens in battles, but that which comes with bedily tortures, and
seems to be the hardest death of all, Indeed I think theoe that have conqured us heve put
us to such desths, not from their hatyed to us when they hed got us in thelr puwer, but
rather from thelr desire to see a wonderful sight, nam:ly, thet there sre men in the world,
whe believe the only evil is belig compelled to do or spesk anything contrary to their
1awei "=

Although this statement is romanticized, it i nevertheless eloguent. It is o
otatement which serves to Incremse Jewish prestige in terms which would be imprescive to
the resders, Praisevorthy was the quality of and b v to the + who bad
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deep respect for those undaunted by desth. Pralseworthy, too, was the virtus of loyalty
to eptablished law. Rowan lav wae the bulwark of the Empire, and one of its grestest
sources of prife,

Josephue emphasises many more things in his effort to counter the exteroal politiesl
reality ol anti-semitiem, and in an effort to re-inforce his own reputation as an historiaa.
Meny of the proofs that he bringe are both ingenious and valid, A fev unfortunstely are
invalld, though ingenious, and intricately devised.

Worthy of mention is Josephus's view of & religicus soclety in whiech Ood, rether than
4 human being would e King. In the theocratic state which Josephus envisaged was u religious
fellovealp, or a perfect commnity of men,
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This coneeptlon seems idealistic and uworkable. One Lmportant quulirication,
howeyer, made 1t vorkable and practlieal, It was deemed possible by Josephus that this
theocratic ptate could sxdist even if & political ruler like Caesar ruled the Jews. A
Mmelmmmuﬂmmltyntthsmlmmﬁymmm-
rmd\rl.t.h,ltmpsamgmmeceuuuMManmtpmutmm.

This conviction that politics and religlon could regide in sepurate worlds that
do not touch wan never mccepted by all the Jewvs, Chrlstians were able to adopt It 1o many
phases of their religious history. Multitudes of Jews broke with Josephus on this particu-
mpomt:muwymtmwmw;uwammmmkm,

ar sarry on their religion properly without political ind A and v This
religlous nnd political problem has not ceased to be & problem today in the twentleth
ecentury: political seclentlote cautlon religionists of the danger of the invasion of
religion into & quite objective politiesl sphere; pricsts and morallsts sagert thelr right
to persunde government to run thelr affairs in scocrdasce with a preseribed cet of
religlous principles. The battle goes on. To Josephus, the two realms could be completely
ceparate, and ideally would not be forced Lo intefers with one another.

1t Lo dangerous to speoulnte upon what weve rise to Jasephup's speclal Jewish view-
point on thio subject. It seems likely however, that the knowledge of hin political world,
end his own experiencen in It were influential factors. The Jews hed ailed ignominiounly ia

t. The more politically lnd dent they b »

their 1al ttempt st pelf-g
the less plous, und the less serupulous they actad, Forelgn domioation did not ncen to
wetken their religlouc tles. Mhmmﬁtmmmbntdmwwnm-
tain that religlous individuallty which kepc thém peculiarly Jewlsh.

It vas understandable too, that Josephus was liable fo imduc belief in the
perputuity of Rome, Living in the midst of all the evidence of Romn lnvincibllity, it
would buve been hard to prove otherwise to amy well-cchooled observer of Josepbus's day.
he religlous fansticiss of the Jews could seereely compensate for the definitive martial
skill, and the penetrating politlcal of the phus's tion wan
that the Jewlsh religion wvas superior, not the Jewish state. Jopephus would not have

applied the come adjectlve to the military or political potentialities of the Jewiak

peaple, corsidering his past and present knowledge.

Therefore, Josephus, in & way contrudicts himself, For although be applles
the term ligislator to Moses, and boasto of the d

ion and loyalty of the Jews to
legal fomm, mmrmormawammmmnmmnmmumrm
vhich Greeco-Romsan world had dome to admire., Moses wns both & religlous and political

of a ple. Ji

takes great pains tc prove that Moses united the lsw which
he gave to the people with the sanctity of n igion. The people vere disposed to obey

mrecisely bezause religion and politics were laterfused in the dayn ol Moses; they were
one snd the same thing in Moses's time.

When Josephus recommends and envisuges 8 theocratle state, he cannot really be
polnting to unything that exlsted In the part, nor tc anything Lo the Pentaluch. Moses
brought the people out of bondage, and handed them to Joshus to bring them {oto e land of
thelr own to rule themselves.

Josephus certainly appesrs Lo be porrect in asperting thut the Jewlsh rellpion
bug nol ever pained In plety or obmervance by the cetablisament of Jewish independence.

The solution which he offered wae not ubsorbed. The Jews contlnued to rling to
4 hope o & Jewlsh polliticalereliglous state. It Lu wuierstaodable why the politleal
realitics of the vorld of Josephus prompted the historian %o conclude ae he did, It wes

lmpernilve to envision Jewlsh preservatlon amid the Roman eallosus.

To summrize this section, it vas noted flret that the political cltuation which
fopmed Lhe backirop of Josephun's writing chunged considerubly, The Jewe were defeated.
Bowe: hed changed ite character for the wvorse. Astisemitlsm was an impending denger.

In mddition, Josephus's owm reputation as an historian wvas challenged. The allitary con-

quercrs who had been patrons of Josephus vere no longer the scene, and thelr miccessors

vere not as friendly to Josephus. Joseph ded to meet the pecesslities in his writings

ol aselmllatlion, and of sclf-respect. His writings are eloquent, slthough not wholly

decurate. In hls epthusisss he ip prone to excesplve statements. Joeephus eaphasized

those elemente of Judalsm whach would be most llkely to impreos the world which he

adiresped; the legal, rhilisophleal, couwrsgeous elements of the faith. He asserts the
e
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rellsbility of Jewish historians down through the ages in contrast to Creek historians,
and includcs himself in this relisble Jewish chaln, He envisions & theocracle state
as the best wvay of preserving the religlon he loveo.

He gropes and he searches for ansvers Lo the problems of religion which trouble
him, And hee looks Lo his world, aml his own vorldly experience Lo help himself to find

the 0. His % reflect that world.

Ch IV A SENSE OF' FERSPECTIVE

Confronting our world, two great political scientists of the twentleth,emvisaged
contrary solutlons:

The position of Mr. Hons Morgenthau le ms follows: The hicstory of the affalrs
of nations indicate that the conduct of Internationnl relatlons Ls best undertaken
without conplderetion of morality or religlous fectors, Those, therefore, who are
responsible for the security of a particular country, opd its satety vis-g-vis the other
countrics ol the world must rely only on the conslderation of self-Interest.,

Mr. Willlam Fox, on the other hand takes o position gquite modificd from thie
extreme stend. Mr, Fox, an eminent politleal seclentlist [n hie own right, maintane that
tliere should be "o recooelliution of the desirsble and the ponsible” In Ioternatlonal
effelrs. Morallty end relipious values nave thelr place in determining the pollcy
decislone of nutlons. Although at times It Lo possible to rongider self'-interest factors

only, there are tloes when 4 notlon hee & cholec af two setlonn, both of which ections

wvould serve the self intereost. Thus 1t is deslrable for that nation to choose the ethlosl,

moral, or religious course. Ho quostlon Le of greater relevance to the studento of
rellplon and government alike than the guestion of rellglous purticipation in dstermiring
povernment policy. Arc the spheres excluplve, or do they Interrelate?

The world of Josephus war feced with o perplexing dllemsa. The Jewish people

in Lhe maln desired 8 Jewlnh state which vould be & reflection of the moral, ethical snd

spiritual world whic: they had come to belleve in, It hac slweys been & Jewish dresm that

the religious and politien] elements could be fused into & nation of dynamic ethice which
would be & 1ight to the warld.
- .

nm-mmuammmmummmmmwmm
the Jews of his time. The recent pmst hed shown that an independent Jewlsh state wan
destined to fall in ita role of tusing politles and religion in an exemplary way. Rather
the opposite occured. The beseot of corruption, the vilest of intrigue, the most wilgar
of abberatlons resulted instead from this merger.

The experience of the Jewish state at the “ime of David and Soloman also ot'fered
no convineing evidence that the depth and plet. of tie Jewiah religion inflonced the con-
duct of the state for the better. David and Bolosan's exploits and exper were not

exceptionally plous, but the ronduct of regal affulrs sf'ter the death of SBoloman corrcba-
rotes Lhat the most plous religion within & state s no eafeguard agalnst the internal
decay and corruptlon of the political clement of the state.

Jogsephus, Lt is certaln was eware of Lhis dynamic to the full. He reflected on
the world about him, and he read into the histary of the mast, The notlon of the nuceasity
of & oetlon following Lte self-lutervst is Alffleult tu reconcile with the ideal precepte
of 8 rellglon, And pevhapo Josephus, Lo his own mind, was convinesd of these concepto,
and their leplication for the Jewlsh future.

When Josephus viewed the interasl dd iou apd copruption which lnvolvement

in politicn hod esused emong the zenlots, Josephus commented critically about the low,and
profane lovel bo vhiich the Jewioh prople sank. Thelr willlngess to profanc the Temple,
thelr open violatlon of God's lawve in their wild and disunited defense of the eclty disgunted
Josephun.

Josephus's copcept of rellglon was that religlon has nothing to do with these
policienl emtters. As soon as It touches ware and political confllicts, it profanes iteelf.
Jozephus In many ways would agree with Me. Morgenthau of the 20th century that rellglon
has nothlng to do with the affulre of running & country, Josephus cloimed thet Judniem
could exint even under foreign dominatlon, and that forelzn dominatlon vould not destroy
Judslise, &g long as the religlous lives of the poople were left free ta develop into rich
and lasving plety.

OF cowrse there are lmportant Ilmitatlions to the view of Josephus. Firstly

there 1s the Meetor of tise., In the context In which Josephus lived, a forelgn country
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would leave the intermal elvil affalre of the ceputred nation to be administered by
lesdere of the captured people. Only tribute and taxes would be exacted. The great
span of distance which peparsted countries allowed for grester freedom even for the
country that was coptured.

Today it Lo no longer posslble {or the political eénd relipglous affelr of &
nition to e effectively separated, and conflicts are contlmually cropplng up. When
Rusila conquers m nutlon, she freguently adopts a dellberste plan to thwart religion,
becsise 16 confliets with her dogma. Becondly the world hies becom: so small that a
larger proportion of the cltizenry of every country have become directly invelved in
the effulrs of thelr country, énd casnot divoree (tsel! from the geperal stream of
revponsibllity and declston maklng- thus the desocretlivstion of the world makes the
conecern of tie natlons the conewrn ol every one of fto cltizens.

The theocratle state thet Josephus concelved ls st1ll an ldeal whieh has
never been successfully realized. Fow would doubt the destrubillty of Lts realizatlion,
bt one might legitimately worder how Lt could It nto the scheme of modern world
mtterns. For all nallons are embrolled in contlicts ln which thelr theologles ure
{ntegral parts, Communist ethlesl idesls mre very much apurt of Communist political
setivitles, Judeo-Chrletien cthicsl ldesls have & strong relatlon to what purports
to be Weptern World fovelgn poliey. Behlnd the ethiesl proncuncemcntn, the dirty business
of politice continuen. A theologlea! state would serve only ue & paun n Lhe internat lonal

arena. In today's internationsl wrena, however, cwm pownn sre subject to Atomle dengers.

Draplte the sbove politicel enalysls, Josephus's views were an exeeptionnl 1y
logleal interpretation of the problems of his time. It wes probably his desire to rlad
an Interpretatlon shleh would solve the problems of hls tlmes Lhat led him Lo lnclude
the elaborate deseriptlon of the Esscnes in the midst of his descripilon of the Jowish
War. The Easenss were o Jewlsh sect which were the closest thing in existence to the
projected theocratic state whlch Josephus envisaged. That he would present such o
lengthy deperiptlon of the Essenes, Without glving correspondingly equil space Lo Rl

Purisees and Saducess could be very well Indleatlve of hils cnovmous Interest Lo thie
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purely religlous, meifistic community. It is with admiration for them that Josephus
speaks the Pollowing words describing the Essenes: "and indeed our war with the Romans
gave sbundantevidence what great souls they had in thelr trials, wherein, although they
were tortured and distorted, burnt and torm to pieces, and went through all kinds of
instruments of' torment, that they might be forced either to blaspheme their leglelstoos,
or to eat what waes (orbidden them, yet could they not be made to do eny of them, no nor
onee Lo flatter thelr tormentors, or to shed o hem."so'

If Josephus was looking for o model to puggest the outline of his later views,
the existent reallity of the Esgenes might have provided the stimnlus for hls later ldeas
and theory of the ideal religious state.

It iz ooteworthy thal 1n the War, Josephus mekes scant mention of the Pharlsecs
and the Saducees, and that he sctually makes o disparaging rewark obout the Baduceen. He
makes no disparsging remarks about the Easenes, nor esout the Pharisees, whom he luter

Joloed.

The fact that the balance of power woe on the silde of the Romang in Lhe Roman-
Jevigh war was the determining factor which led to Josephus's vlewpoint, He felt that
the Jewish religlon could still meintain ltsel!' under forelpgn domination,

Yet in his early writings of the Jewish War, there is abundent evidence of
Romen attemptc to take wwey some Jewish religious freedom. It seems that Josephus under
estlmated the implicetions of these incidents of intolerance, mnd did not see the
direstion to which they might lend when Rome might enforee thelr will more tyranically.
Hic Interpretation of these ineidents do not seem very reelistic, In truth, the yoke
of oppresslon vas wlghlng heaylly upon the Jews. for the Romsns were invading thelir
sphere of religion.

In Josephus's words: "After this Pllate raleed snother disturbance, by expend-

ing that smered tressure, which is ealled corban upon ageducts, whereby he brought water

from the distance of four hundred furlongs. At this the multitude bad indignbtion, and
when Pllate was dome to Jerusslem, they came pbout hls Lrlbunal, and made & clamor et Lt.
Mow when he was epprisel aforehant of this dlsturbance, he mixed nls own soldlers in

thelr armour with the multitude... Now the Jewe were o badly beaten that many of them
-29=




.

perished by the stripes they recetved, and meny of thesm perished oo trodden to death
by each other. 33"

We leurn nlso from Joscephus that Pty Caesar "sent Petronius with an army
to Jerusalem, to place hlp stutues in the temple, snd commnded him that in ease the
Jews wolld not sdmit them, he ghould slay those thal cpposed ik, nnd cerry all the
rest of the natlon into captivity," Although on this cceaplon the Jews vere successs
ful In preventing the images from belng .nstalled, the Menple was not alvays left
invlolate., We rend: "at lust some of the Jews belng destroyed and others digpersed
by the terror they were in, the soldiers lell upon the tressurers ol God, which were
now degerted. and plundersd gbout Cour hundred talents, of which sum Sabinun got
together rll that was not stelen by the mna."32'

It Lo trae that the Jews rencted with viclent opposition LO any OutrHge upon
their rellglous senctusries. Yet prior to the War, the Romens and their procurators
sade nuny sttempts to violste the saered preeints, und were only prevented lrom dolng
50 by united opposition.

It wae perbsps shortoighted of Josephus to heve lost wighl of an Important
implication behind these fmets; that thers Le no puarantee thee o forelpn power which
would dominate Judea would leayve the dewish rellglon slone, LY that forelgn power wWis
pradually able to break down the force of the religlous unity elther by co-ereion or
persussion. Future geserstlons ol Jews found thal & non-lovolyement ln polltleal
affalrs npot at all prevented the intrusion of religlous persecutlon frem the pollitical
power which dominmted them.

It ls wlso posaible that Josephus mluinterprets end cxageerates the uccounts
of bitter fretiopallsm of the zealots of the Roman-Jewlalh Wer. Indeed the pettern whileh
emerged wae not unlike the pettern whleh would be expected to emsrpe in o politiesl
revolut lon.

in the Cirst place there wao the Conservatlve-proRoman faction with whieh
Jopephus wllied nimself’. This was & monied elssn of nobility who had benefited mostly
from the Romens, and whom the Romans had honored. Second, there was o large group of
uncummitted masses of peaple, who hed uniixed loysltles, and vere Wolting to see how
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unflxed loyslties, and were welting to see low the events would turn. Among the
fepatics, there was a struggle between the more extreme mnd more moderate facticns.
Also, as might be expected, there were continuous etruggles for power to see who would
lead each faction. Then it vas necessary that there be o struggle lor power to oee
wirleh fsction would predominste, for emch faction had & great deal at steke, and felt
that thelr opinion was best Por the country. Once n faction did take the reigns and
vos the predomipating force, there were attempts to overthrow them, for they could not
always hold on to the power which they had avteined. Tt wes #lso necessary for the
faction in power Lo be cruel and barbarle in keeping down the other factlons which
were esger Lo overthrow the prevalling party

The above description ls an attempt to deseribe the mechanlcs of the normal
revolutionary situatlion. All of these fuetors Are degeribéd In Josephus's seecount. Bub
Joeephus does not regard these talngs ae normel, nor sccepl lhem os the fnevitable
evils of the development of & revolubtlon. Rather he polnts to the factionalism az im-
plous and shameiul:

"Having disposed of Ananus aad Jesus, the Zemlots and the Idwmaean hordes fell
upon and butchered the people, ae though they had been & herd of unclesn animals,
Ordinarily folk were slaln on the spot where they were eaught; but the young nobles
they arrested and threw into prison in lrons, postponing thelr execullon ln the hope
thet some would come over Lo thelr party, Nobt one, however listened to thelr overtures,
all prefering to dle rather than to side with these eriminals against their country, not-
withstanding the fearful sgonles they underwent for their refusal, "33

Whet Josephus setually deserlbes ls the bitternese of the struggle among the
fectlons. It s imposcible to Judge the extent to which Josenhus exaggerntee the cruelty
of the extremists and the character of the bobllity, and Lt is entirely possible that the
foctionnlism hed pe=iched such 4 deplorsble state me to repder ull efforts et conatructive
unity impossible. Hevertheless, the revolutionary situation followed & pattern which
might typiecally be expected. For revolutions are not marked by restraint; neither are
they charmacterized by unlty in their formletive stages.

It woo quite evident, however, that the depths of the bltter struggle were in

many ways destructive to the religious atmuplﬁm and spiritual idesls; for the war vas
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so protrected. that the levels descend=>d to the very depths of hwmn deprovily. From
these facte, Josephus mlght well have drawn his conviction of tle uselesuness of the war
against Rome.

Conclusion:

As with overy great [lgure in history, Lt in Llmpossible Lo svaluate any ol the
vorks of Josephus without a careful look at the world 11 which be 1lved, and Lo study
the evente which gave rise Lo his writlngs. For although Few writers vill admit to s
condclous blas, & very clear unconscious blas ean usually be detected when one examines
the context In which the writer 1lved.

Jogephua'n religious opinlons and political convictlons did not wrise in a
vacuum. They arose In hls attempt to interpret hils envirommenst, and they vere concelved
in such & wey that would te understandable to hls environment.

The peculinr emphasie and slants of hies writings, the conceptlonn of both
Judaism end hletory thmt wvere gnique were the reault. of unigue experieneen and &
particulsr setting. Tl wng the way Josephus Lled the Judaiem of pant generatlons Lo the
generution In whleh he llved that is deserving of our considerutlon.

Josephun equated Rome witli Babylon and Egypt of old, and sav in Rome the hend
of Ocd pnishing the Jewe. This coneeption wae in the line of the tradition of mny of
the propbets. Bul none of the prophets actually went over Lo the side of the enemy, and
secepted favers irom them. Nor did the prophetrs expect that the Jewn vould remain
indefinitely under foreign dominatlon. Rather they did pot present nu scceptable o
Judnlom vhich would be a theoeratic state extsting wider permuncnt. foreign domination s
Jonephus d4l, They had sald thet there woula be & restoration ar sonn oo the Jews mended
whalr vays.

Jogephus's perscul histery had e great deal to do with his convietlon of the
poselbility that Judsism could exist under permansnt forelgn domination. He hed ample
apportunity to evaiuste the strength of the wnemy, the Romans, sn wrperlence which the
prophets never had. He had visited Rome, and he had confronted many Romns personally
in advence of the contlict.
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in advance of the confliet,

In one special way, however he is like the propiets; thet is his unsverviog
conviction that God s the driving and motivating foree of all history. Despite the
fuct that he oboerved both siden from & unlque strategle positions, The arrey of
political facts however imposing vere not as important to Josephus as God's role as
the determining fuctor in history.

ot only did Josephus have the cppurtunity to cbserve Home, but It has
strongly been sugzested thet Jooephus developed B genulne sttachment to the Romun
wvey of 1ife, snd =ppecially some of the culturnl elements, This eonyletlon that Rome
hud mmny desirable qualities brought to Josephus's mind the rany advantages that eould
sotrue from the exposwre of Judalem to a forelgn culture.

Josephug showed 4 regpect for politieal reslitles whleh seemed inconniotent
with his relisnce un God &8 the over-powering forwe In hlstory. He vas greatly lmpresced
by the external power threat wbich Rome posed for the Jews, and there ls evidence that
he examined themcre practicnl ulde of these realltles as carefully s he examined the
rellglous.

When he spoke to the massce of the people, he wlvays however aihdrensed them
prophet-1ike. He prenched an argument which relied on religlous evidence solely. We
tmmgine that Josephus relled so much on these religlous arguments becalse they were
persusdive with the masses, because he had every resson to be appreised of political
facts for more than the mases, The smmsses of the people were not sweyed by Josephus's
prophetie-type argusents, und We cun envissge that they vere bothered by double similer
to those kept by the Jews Prom belleving the ancient propheta.

Josephuz's obvious lack of stature ms & religlous san must also nave contributed
to his lack of lofluonce among the people. He was obviously & pertisan, involved
emotlosally on & politlesl side, and that fact could not have been unknown to hie hearers,

Josepnus decries the disunlty of the Jewlsh stance agalnst the Romans, and
apserts that bhe Jewe through thelr own lmpltles decreased thelr chances of winning the
wir. Mo does nct recolve the problems that arise from the contredictlons which come
when hls religovs and politlonl theories arc placed side by side. The groat veakness
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in Josephus's writing ls the number of irreconciable confllets which result from
rellgous and political interpretations wnlch cannot logleally meet.

He had many weakneeses of claracter, too. |ils actions in Gelilee, and
his currying of Roman fovor wae suoh Lhat 1t 1s not surprieing that the claims he
makes to objectlvity in hils writlng have been rejected by crivice who judge Josephus
to haye been pro-Roman in sympethles.

The change Ln the status of the Roman world was reflected by u change In
Josephus's writings. Rome wae not Living up to Josephus's ideal, and the Jews ufter
defeat hnd begun to be Looked down upon Josephus tried to bulld up the lmage of the
Jews In the eyes of the non=Jivish world. He wished to harmonleze his rellgion with the
world about him, and explain 1t L6 the rvest of the world. Finally he wanted tu restore
his own chellenged reputatlon as an hilstoriun.

The polnts that e omphazed about Judalsm vere those polnts which seemed most
admirable to the people whom he wns addressing. He coneelved of Juddsm ap being as good
or supsrior in those qualitles which the people of hlo world admired sbove all. Other
quelities of the Jewlsh religlon Josephus omits enptirely. He alao becomes extravegunt
in many of hlc remarks, end in hle zeal to prove his palnt,

From eurly childbeod, Josephus enviesged e nuwber of rellglous solutlons to
the Jewlsh problem, Amome them woe hls belle? In the poselbility of exlstence of a
spiritusl or theologleal patlon Which was set apert, but which could be ruled by the
dominstion of forelgners. This conceptlon was not & very common one among Jewlsh thinkers,

and thus it ts worthy to dlscover vhat external fectors led Lo this paneeptlon.

Josephus the man end historian Ls complicated enough to dery endlysio. Even
the most thorough golog serutiny fells to pin down hle ecsence, Tt Iz & balfling task
to determive those qualitlen af mind und cherscter whlch never errive on paper, but
which mre frequently the hidden motiwatlons tor mctlon,

Aside from these eonclderations, it is true that Josephue's productivity and
intellectinl enerpgy provided s body of work vhich glves enormovs inclght lnte the people
of hie time. Unfortunately, it s not with complete accuracy that he describes Ehepe

people und situations. Hie writings are dni‘:_.gﬁd by the perspective thut he sees and

the emctional committwent which he possesses. His works are limited according to the
places where he has been and the things that he has done. The tone of his works is &
reflection of gll the emotional Interplay that personsl Llnyolvement can muster. When
he is attacked verbally he def'ends himself with passion.

Thus as he reflects, he himself s s reflectlon. And eapecially his ldees

sbout Judelsm gnd the Jews are g reflection of the perspectlve of & volitlesl setting.
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