Byron R McCane focuses on world religions, ancient religions and the history of Early Judaism within his scholarly work.[footnoteRef:1] This article is therefore written in lines with a modern scholar who has a specialised interest within this field and from this article can be presumed to have a strong level of expertise. The Society of Biblical Literature (SBL) is the origin of the journal and the vision of this organisation is to engage with Biblical scholarship and texts, to help with education and to further the understanding of the Biblical world.[footnoteRef:2] It is understandable why Herod and Augustus are written about and discussed by this organisation. Though McCane does not have a specific thesis written out to specify the direction of this article, it does not need one as the writing is clear cut and direct. The primary themes are the character of Herod the Great and Romanisation of Judea. McCane argues for the character of Herod to be corrected and provides evidence by looking at two sites Augustus created and compares them to the two sites used to defend Herod. [1:  FAU 2020]  [2:  Society of Biblical Literature 2020] 


The article progresses with a clear structure, from assessing the bias against Herod, to the works of Augustus in Rome to validate his rule, to then examining the works of Herod and the Romanisation of Judea. McCane looks at two main reasons why the character of Herod should be reassessed. Firstly due to the archaeological evidence found at the sites and that Herod is being viewed more as a Roman king than a Hellenistic king. McCane also argues specifically in support of Herod by providing two site locations of Herod’s work; the reconstructed Temple and the Caesara Maritima, comparing them to two works of Augustus in the Roman Forum. The findings of the article are that McCane can provide logical and structured evidence to support Herod as a cultured king who understood the importance and direction of how the world as he knew it as was changing, and applied Romanisation in Judea to incorporate Roman and Jewish culture together. The claims made are supported and argued fairly, with McCane’s conclusion of his points in alignment with his argument as he finishes his article providing evidence and support for the character of Herod being reassessed.

The article’s first section is focussed around the topic of Herod as an individual, and goes about changing the way Herod is depicted historically or biblically. To do this McCane takes a stance within scholarship where Herod was not the villain that Biblical history can portray, but instead a culturally aware individual.[footnoteRef:3]  McCane refers to the work of Ehud Netzer, calling the book “magisterial”.[footnoteRef:4] Netzer and McCane attempt to create a more complex depiction of Herod, looking at the King of Judea as a grounded ruler aware of the political climate he was in.[footnoteRef:5] The positive thing about this article is that it builds upon its reasoning for Herod quickly. McCane, in the second page, delves into the two reasons for the new Herod, explaining that the historical figure is “getting a makeover”.[footnoteRef:6] This simple yet direct approach helps the reader gain an instant understanding of what the changes are from the typical biases in scholarship of the past. By engaging with these archaeological sites, McCane shows how the evidence can be interpreted differently to create a more well-rounded depiction of Herod as a king[footnoteRef:7]. McCane also mentions Perowne alongside Netzer when discussing the engagement with the sites. This shows the change in scholarship over time, for Perowne used 14 pages compared to Netzer writing 356 pages.[footnoteRef:8] The argument carries through as McCane is providing context to the reader as to why Herod’s image in history should change. [3:  McCane 2008: 725]  [4:  McCane 2008: 725]  [5:  Netzer 2006: 306]  [6:  McCane 2008: 726]  [7:  McCane 2008: 726]  [8:  McCane refers to there being a 50 year gap between the two scholars, indicating that the evidence available to scholarship has risen and allowed a wider investigation.] 


McCane argues that Herod is a Roman king, rather than a detached Hellenistic king.[footnoteRef:9] He notes that modern scholars, such as Momigliano depict Herod as a cruel and culturally blind eastern king, lacking any interest or respect for the Roman or Greek world.[footnoteRef:10] To counter this view McCane reference the works of Andrew Wallace-Hadrill and Ramsay MacMullen, who both describe Herod as a Roman king, rather than a Hellenistic one.[footnoteRef:11] This shows Herod was culturally aware and wanted to Romanise Judea. This is supported in the book written by MacMullen which discusses Romanisation showing how Herod knew that the people of his kingdom needed to be able to accept Rome in a more peaceful manner to which all sides would benefit.[footnoteRef:12] There is a lack of Hellenistic referrals to Herod within the article. Whilst the argument that Herod is a monarch who was more western focussed than eastern is compelling, McCain should also discuss the difference between these definitions and their presentation within scholarship.[footnoteRef:13] Overall the point made and the evidence McCane uses help ratify his argument for Herod deserving a new image. [9:  McCane 2008: 726]  [10:  McCane 2008: 726]  [11:  McCane 2008: 727]  [12:  MacMullen 2000: 134]  [13:  The Maccabees is a good example of where Jewish History accounts for a conflict with the Seleucid Empire and it’s Hellenistic influence.] 


To help give the context of Herod’s Romanisation of Judea McCane uses examples of Augustus’ Roman unification, of the empire and republic.[footnoteRef:14] This is a clever way for McCane to blend the actions of Augustus into a relatable and contextual example when exploring his own argument for Herod.[footnoteRef:15] McCane uses the example of the Temple of Divius Iulius to help assert his legitimacy to Caesar and Augustus’ rule and uses Galinsky to ratify this point.[footnoteRef:16] Another example of Augustus merging the Republic to the Empire was the symbolic rostrums placed, with Augustus having a ship prow from Actium 31B.C., face the original prow from Antium in 338 B.C., symbolically encapsulating the coincidence of two eras.[footnoteRef:17] McCane hits the point of Augustus’ work in the Forum Romanum saying how it captured “their history, religion, and culture”.[footnoteRef:18] McCane then draws upon the Forum Augustan which proudly promoted the success and famous figures of Rome’s history, incorporating the history of Rome to fuel the patriotism and the greatness of Rome.[footnoteRef:19] In doing so McCane lists a selection of notable buildings and works of literature which are all symbolic to the time, showing a strong understanding in Augustan era history.[footnoteRef:20] These examples strengthen McCane’s argument for Herod’s actions are done to implement Romanisation successfully. [14:  McCane 2008: 728]  [15:  McCane 2008: 728]  [16:  Galinsky 1996: 381]  [17:  McCane 2008: 729]  [18:  McCane 2008: 279]  [19:  McCane 2008: 730]  [20:  McCane 2008: 730] 


McCane provides a clear template for how he will address Herod through the use of Augustus and the forums. This neat transition helps pave the way for the discussion of how Herod introduced Romanisation into Judea. Notably McCane has chosen the temple and Caesarea Maritima as best to fit the argument out of all the sites available, as an understanding of Herod as a ruler.[footnoteRef:21] McCane refers to primary sources when addressing the temple, these sources include Josephus, a source later to the Herod, but would have seen the sites in question.[footnoteRef:22] To promote Romanisation Herod reconstructed the Jewish Temple to be similar to Solomon’s temple but added the court of the gentiles.[footnoteRef:23] Rocca, a scholar writing at the same time of McCane, also shows the cultural awareness of Herod.[footnoteRef:24] Both McCane and Netzer argue that the court of Gentiles was a highly important step in Herod’s attempt to Romanise both Judea and the Judaic people who lived there. Despite the clear importance of this cultural landmark its size is still unclear to scholarship.[footnoteRef:25] McCane argues that the Caesarea Maritima, was created to seduce the Jewish community with the benefits Roman lifestyle and goods, which is an idea also supported by MacMullen.[footnoteRef:26] This is viewed as equally important as the Temples dedication to Rome and Augustus and how it created a symbolic link between Judea and Rome[footnoteRef:27] [21:  McCane 2008: 730-1]  [22:  McCane 2008: 731]  [23:  McCane 2008: 732. ]  [24:  Rocca 2008: 306]  [25:  McCane 2008: 732]  [26:  MacMullen 2000: 16; 134.. MacMullen argues that the Herod designed the port-town in the Roman style.]  [27:  McCane 2008: 734] 


Overall this article provides an understanding into how Herod applied Romanisation into Judea through two architectural feats, namely the temple and the city. These are paired with Augustus and his works in the Forum Romanum and Forum Augusta, with Augustus integrating the Empire to the Republic and Plebs. What must be remembered is that there is a wider scope for the underlying theme of these architectural studies which is the character of Herod being more aware of culture, and being a shrewd client-king of Judea in the way he prepared his people for the future. The article is important for scholars who want to understand Judea under Herod as a ruler, as well as the new leadership of Augustus, who was transforming Rome into an Empire. The article provides a concise read, which displays a strong foundation of information. The main critique would be the lack of primary sources, otherwise the work is able to convey its purpose in its structure efficiently. 
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