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In what ways can we assess the roots of conflict between Greek religion and Jewish religion during the reign of Antiochus IV in terms of ideology and types of evidence?
It Is easy in modern times to make assumptions about the motivations for conflicts during a past age when there was no mass communication or recording of events, basing these on the current experience of religious extremism or a more cynical view that the extent of religious beliefs may have been exaggerated if only recorded by the members and adherents of a faith. In assessing the roots of a conflict in the second century B.C.E it is as crucial that the few extant texts and any other evidence is examined to find out who produced it, why they produced it and if has been altered or translated in any way before any widespread dissemination would have made this perceptible. In this essay I propose to examine the current evidence as to the source and credibility of the surviving textual evidence, the general situation pertaining to the acceptance of Hellenistic hegemony in the near East Mediterranean area and the Levant and also any evidence that can be corroborated concerning the nature and actions of Antiochus IV leading up to the conflict between the Jewish and Greek religions and discuss if the conflict  was between two religions or between the Jewish religion and a king determined to stamp his authority on areas he considered as part of this domain. 

Writing long after the vent in the first century, historian Flavius Josephus wrote two books that referred to the Jewish conflict with the Seleucids. In the War of the Jews he very briefly describes events but in Antiquities of the Jews he discussed them at greater length but in as Feldman notes, rhetorical historiography rather than critical historiography[endnoteRef:1]. Rhetorical historiography was at the time being widely used by Greek historians and affected the writing in two ways, firstly the writer claims an authority and importance to their work but ceases to write an accurate account and resorts to argument and secondly adds sections that are reportedly public speeches or debates but are in fact fabricated to achieve an epic effect [endnoteRef:2]. However, Josephus’s work has been studied in detail. Louis H Feldman produced a book in 1984 detailing the modern scholarship on Flavius Josephus[endnoteRef:3]. His aim in producing this was so that all current aspects of the scholarship on Josephus’s work is logged and his plea is that no scholar write any more on the subject without first having examined what is already available – which is a vast collection. Most modern scholarship with regards the Josephus’s source for the Seleucid and Jewish conflict in Antiquities of the Jews agree that his work is drawn mainly from 1 Maccabees.  J R Bartlett’s opinion is that Josephus followed 1 Maccabees as far as chapter 13 or 16 and that then used other sources that he had available to him. However, the issue for this essay is that Flavius Joseph was a Romanised Jew writing in around 93 or 94 C.E [endnoteRef:4],about 260 years after the events of the conflict between the Seleucids and the Jews. His text is only a secondary source and based on his ethnicity written with a possible bias against Antiochus IV. [1:  L. Feldman, Josephus's Interpretation of the Bible (London: University of California Press,1998) p.9 ]  [2:  C. Carey,  ‘Rhetoric and Historiography’ in The Oxford Handbook of Rhetorical Studies, Ed Macdonald M.J online at http://www.oxfordhandbooks.com/view/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199731596.001.0001/oxfordhb-9780199731596-e-004 accessed 23rd January 2018
]  [3:  L. Feldman, Josephus and Modern Scholarship (1937-1980), (New York; Walter De Gruyter, 1984) pp 1-3 available online at https://books.google.co.uk accessed 23rd January 2018. 
]  [4:  D. Altshuler, ‘Josephus Flavius’ in L Jones Ed., Encyclopaedia of Religion.2nd Ed, volume 7 Macmillan Reference USA 2005 pp 4957 – 4958 available in line at Gale Virtual Library, http://link.galegroup.com/apps/doc/CX3424501645/GVRL Accessed 23 Jan. 2018

] 

Polybius is possibly one of the historians that Flavius Josephus drew on for his Antiquities of the Jews. As a contemporary to the events under examination he is of more use as a reliable source but a conflict between Jews and Antiochus IV was not of the greatest interest to him as he considered himself a historian of the rise of the Roman Empire. Polybius is for his era, considered a good historian. He has described how he held the view that a historian should not just sit in a library but also travel and acquire political experience.[endnoteRef:5] In Polybius 29:27 he records that after Antiochus IV had invaded Egypt the Roman senate thought they should intervene and sent a legate to the King in Egypt. ‘The letter ordered him to put an end at once to the war with Ptolemy. So, as a fixed number of days were allowed to him, he led his army back to Syria, deeply hurt and complaining indeed, but yielding to circumstances for the present.’ Antiochus IV returned via Jerusalem and it was at this point that the persecutions of adherents of the Jewish faith commenced. According to 2 Maccabees 5:5-21 a rumour had spread in Jerusalem that Antiochus was dead. Jason who had bribed Antiochus to make him high priest, ousting his brother Onias and subsequently being ousted himself by Menelaus who had offered a larger bribe, raised a small army and attacked Jerusalem to take control back from Menelaus. It has been suggested that Antiochus considered that he was imposing control on an area that had been edging toward a civil war[endnoteRef:6]. Polybius’s evidence on Antiochus’s mood on leaving Egypt is a valuable one as it provides one of the few insights from someone not entrenched in the Maccabean viewpoint.  [5:   F.W Walbank, Polybius, Rome and the Hellenistic World, Essays and Reflections (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,2002) available online at https://www-dawsonera-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/readonline/9780511325861
]  [6:  E.S. Gruen, ‘Jews and Greeks’ in A. Erskine ed., A Companion to the Hellenistic World, (Malden: Blackwell, 2003) pp. 264--269 available online at https://www-dawsonera-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/readonline/9781405154413 accessed 21st January 2018.
] 


The Book of Daniel as evidence of the roots of the conflict between Antiochus IV and the Jews is clearly going to be limited. The authorship and age of the book has been the subject of vast and ongoing debate and is still being scrutinized  by scholars seeking additional elucidation of the more fantastical passages, such as Andreas Blasius’s work on the three plucked  horns in Daniel 7:8[endnoteRef:7]  but the general consensus of scholarly opinion now is that the second part of the book from chapter 7 to 12  was written during the Maccabean period but before the death of Antiochus IV as the writer of that portion seems unaware of the circumstances of this. [endnoteRef:8]. The book appears to be prophecy but if it as written during or after the events, it can be used as evidence of how Antiochus Epiphanes and the Seleucid rule was seen from the Jewish viewpoint. However, as some of the violent and oppressive actions taken by Antiochus IV had already occurred some parts of Daniel may evidence the views of some of the devout Jewish people.  Daniel 11:32 states ‘but the people that do know their God shall be strong, and do exploits’ suggesting a strength of feeling that was current but may not have been in place before Antiochus had returned from Egypt and started his oppressive and violent response to the factional unrest that had occurred while he was away. As it will be discussed, prior to that time, Antiochus had not enforced Hellenization onto his subjects in Palestine or interfered with the Jewish religion. He had accepted the bribe Menelaus offered to be appointed high priest, the bribe being funded by treasures from the Jerusalem Temple, but may have viewed the origin of the bribe as an internal Jewish matter. When he returned after his expedition to Egypt and plundered the temple, Morkhølm has suggested Antiochus may have viewed this as a ‘legal administration measure to recover the arrears of tribute’ which Menelaus, still high priest owed him under the agreement made[endnoteRef:9]. It may have incensed the Jewish people, but it may not have been a knowingly provocative or repressive act by Antiochus.  [7:  A.Blasius ‘Antiochus IV Epiphanes and the Ptolemaic Triad: The Three Uprooted Horns in Dan 7:8, 20 and 24 Reconsidered’  in Journal for the study of Judaism 2006, Vol.37(4), pp.521-547 available online at http://booksandjournals.brillonline.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/content/journals/10.1163/157006306778946759 accessed 21st January 2018.
]  [8:  J.J. Collins, Daniel with and introduction to Apocalyptic Literature (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans, 1999) p 28.
]  [9:   O. Morkhølm, “Antiochus IV” in Davies, W>D and Finkelstein, L. eds. The Cambridge History of Judaism, Volume 2, The Hellenistic Age (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003) pp 281-283.
] 

The identity of the author of I Maccabees is not known but his account is generally deemed to be accurate for the events and he refers to having access to documents of public record and archives[endnoteRef:10]. He is thought to be an educated Jewish writer of the period second century B.C.E period who was not particularly observant to his faith and his writing shows more interest in political and military matters than religious one. His book is thought to have been originally written in Hebrew, but that version no longer exists and the one studied is a Greek translation[endnoteRef:11]. I Maccabees opens with a brief description of Alexanders conquests and how after his death his empire was split up and the Seleucids came to power. It jumps in quickly to the issues of the time of Antiochus IV stating that ‘in those days there went out or Israel wicked men, and they persuaded many, saying: Let us go and make a covenant with the heathens that are around us: for since we departed from them, many evils have befallen us.(I Maccabees 1:11) It then describes one of the first notable steps towards Hellenization, in 1:14 it refers to a place of exercise being built in Jerusalem. The building of a gymnasium may not seem very controversial in the current Western culture and in classical Greece it was an important part of life, in addition to being places for exercise, gymnasiums were social meeting places for the men and youths of a town or city and place of learning and immersion in Greek value and culture[endnoteRef:12]. It was a sign of the Hellenization of a faction of Jews surrounding Jason the high priest who had obtained his office by making a substantial payment to Antiochus IV obtaining the King’s support to oust his brother Onias from the position. 1 Maccabees describes how on his return from Egypt Antiochus went to Jerusalem and plundered the Temple but does not refer to Menelaus at all by name. It then provides a concise account of the crimes Antiochus committed against the Jews and in the second chapter introduces Mattathias and his sons who resist Antiochus and eventually regain a religious freedom for the Jews.   2 Maccabees is a very different account also by an anonymous author, but it contains far more detail although there is no way of knowing how factual that additional detail is. Like I Maccabees it begins the account of the conflict with the building of a gymnasium but provides additional details such as Jason asking permission from Antiochus to do this. It provides much more detail about factional differences in Jerusalem and the attempts by Jason and his clique to Hellenicise Jerusalem. 2 Maccabees concerns are different to I Maccabees wanting to make more of a point about the differences between the orthodox religious principles of Onias and the Hellenistic faction of Jason and Menelaus[endnoteRef:13]. The author of 2 Maccabees states he has abridged a five-volume account by Joseph of Cyrene (2 Maccabees 2:24). Unfortunately, that book no longer exists. Both 1 and 2 Maccabees have been written to support and disseminate the Maccabee family’s role in returning religious autonomy to the region and wresting power back from the Seleucid Empire so as a source for the roots of the conflict they must be considered as biased against Antiochus.  [10:  J. R. Bartlett ‘The Books of the Maccabees’ in Metzger and M.D. Coogan The Oxford Companion to the Bible accessed online at http://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780195046458.001.0001/acref-9780195046458-e-0449?rskey=jnG0nK&result=10  accessed 23rd January 2018
]  [11:  Ibid.

]  [12:  R.L. Fox, The Classical World.an Epic History of Greece and Rome (London: Penguin,2006) pp 335-339

]  [13:  J.R. Bartlett ‘The Books of the Maccabees’ in The Oxford Companion to the Bible accessed online at http://www.oxfordreference.com/view/10.1093/acref/9780195046458.001.0001/acref-9780195046458-e-0449?rskey=jnG0nK&result=10 accessed 23rd January 2018

] 

Due to the paucity of balanced sources for the roots of the conflict between Antiochus IV and the Maccabees there can be a great deal of unresolved debate. One such issue referred to by Baumgarten in his article Hellenizing Reformers: A Case Study of an Unconvincing Case[endnoteRef:14]  is the suggestion by Elias Bickerman in his 1937 work Gott der Makkabäer that it was the Hellenistic Jews of Jerusalem who had urged Antiochus to impose restrictions on the practise of the Jewish faith. Baumgarten states that the same conclusion had been drawn by the nineteenth century Jewish writer Samson Hirsch. Baumgarten argues that both Hirsch and Bickerman had an ideology or need that led them to this interpretation of events. Both had used the same sources, I Maccabees 1,11:15 and Josephus’s The Antiquities of the Jews Book 12 and a few other scholars have drawn the same conclusions from these two brief sources which demonstrates how very different results can be drawn from one small amount of information.  [14:  A.I Baumgarten Elias Bickerman on the Hellenizing Reformers: A Case Study of an Unconvincing Case online at http://www.jstor.org.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/stable/pdf/25470202.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3Add3b598d91ab2e843f6977aaff50b197 accessed on 23rd January 2018] 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Gruen states that ‘The encounter of Jews with the language, literature and learning of the Hellenic world created a cultural revolution’[endnoteRef:15]. It is well attested that in the classical period Greek culture was everywhere. Even the Romans were affected[endnoteRef:16]. The people of the Mediterranean area had in the most part adopted a religious syncretism[endnoteRef:17] or tolerance. The Jews had encountered other religions and it appears that some parts of their elite were accepting of Hellenistic culture. As Gruen has stated, adoption of Greek names such as Jason or Menelaus by Jewish elite are indications of this.[endnoteRef:18] The Ptolemies has ruled over Palestine during the period 300 to 200 B.C.E and during this time Jews acted as tax collectors of the regime evidencing some cooperation between the Greeks and the Jews.[endnoteRef:19]  [15:   E.S. Gruen, ‘Jews and Greeks’ in A. Erskine ed., A Companion to the Hellenistic World, (Malden: Blackwell, 2003) pp. 264--269 available online at https://www-dawsonera-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/readonline/9781405154413 accessed 21st January 2018.
]  [16:  R.L. Fox, The Classical World.an Epic History of Greece and Rome (London: Penguin,2006) p 274
]  [17:  J. Mikalson, ‘Greece’ in S.I. Johnston, ed. Ancient Religions (Cambridge, Massachusetts and London: the Belknap Press of Harvard University press,2004) pp 218-219
]  [18:  E.S. Gruen, ‘Jews and Greeks’ in Erskine A ed. ,A Companion to the Hellenistic World (Malden: Blackwell, 2003) pp. 264--269 available online at https://www-dawsonera-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/readonline/9781405154413 accessed 21st January 2018.
]  [19:  Ibid. 








] 


The difference between the Jewish people of Palestine and other states and races in the Mediterranean area and the Near East was the emphasis for Jews on their covenant with their god. According to Anderson ‘the covenant expresses a novel element of the religion of ancient Israel: the people are bound in relationship to the one God, Yahweh, who makes an exclusive (“jealous”) claim upon their loyalty in worship and social life.’[endnoteRef:20]This aspect of their religion made them different to other religions in the region who operated a more syncretic approach. But Jews had stayed aloof and had been left to practice their own beliefs with minimum interference from the empires that had ruled over them in the Classical era.[endnoteRef:21] Jason and his Hellenistic faction may have admired Greek culture and education They may have felt that turning Jerusalem into a Greek style polis would benefit the state and people through opportunities of trade[endnoteRef:22]. However, with Antiochus’s agreement Menelaus ousted Jason as high priest and his suitability for that role appears to have been disputed[endnoteRef:23]. Once factional fighting broke out this was a toxic combination with Antiochus’s wounded pride after his encounter with the Roman envoy who had sent him packing from Egypt. Prior to this he had shown little interest in having control over the religious life of the Jews[endnoteRef:24].  [20:  B.W. Anderson, ‘Covenant’ in B.M. Metzger and M.D. Coogan The Oxford Companion to the Bible Oxford University Press Online version 2004 at http://www.oxfordreference.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/view/10.1093/acref/9780195046458.001.0001/acref-9780195046458-e-0159?rskey=V410cE&result=7 accessed on 24th January 2018 
]  [21:  E.S. Gruen, ‘Jews and Greeks’ in Erskine A ed. ,A Companion to the Hellenistic World (Malden: Blackwell, 2003) pp. 264--269 available online at https://www-dawsonera-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/readonline/9781405154413 accessed 21st January 2018.
]  [22:  Ibid.]  [23:  Ibid.]  [24:  Ibid.
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The roots of the conflict between Greek Religion and Jewish Religion during the reign of Antiochus IV cannot to any great extent be surmised from the texts that are extant rom the period or the later writings of Josephus; Except for Polybius, the writers are all on one side of the fence and as they had been suddenly victim to an oppressive regime cannot be expected to have an unbiased view. The previous non-intervention of Antiochus prior to the civil unrest caused by the internal disputes over the post of high priest and objections by the religious Jews to the introduction of Greek culture is evidence that there were other factors at play. Therefore, a balance need to be maintained between the textual evidence and the evidence of actions, culture and experience in the region during Antiochus Epiphanes rule. 
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