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He was survived by three sons, Hyrcanus born in 72 A.D.,
Justus in 75 A.D., and Agrippas in 77 A.ﬁt, and had married at
least three times. Shortly after Jotapata, he married one of the
captive women from Caesarea, from whom he was soon divorced?qbut
when he accompanied Vespasian to Alexandria he married a lady from
Alexandria?g After the revolt of Cyrene (73 A.D.) and the
unsuccessful attack on Josephus, he divorced this wife by whom he
had three children, of whom Hyrcanus alone survived himféand married
a Jewess from Crete who became the mother of Justus and Simonides
called Agrippasﬂq Apparently his married 1life was not very happy.
After his death, Eusebius sayswihat a statue was set up to his memory
and his works were put into the library at Rome - a graceful gesture
by his adopted city. Certain it is that the city of his birth
did not thus honour him.b}ﬂe was no outstanding character: he had

comm BindU

not the &bserbing) personality of a Pericles, or the genius of a
Thucydides, but belonged to the less fortunate and more numerous
mediocrities: an impressionable youth convinced by contact with
Rome's grandeur, of the futility of opposition to it, yet shortly
afterwards the leader of a stubborn resistance to an overwhelmingly
superior force; a faithful follower of Agrippa II and the Roman
Emperors of his time, yet capable of hating, with all the fierce
animosity of which the Oriental nature is alone capable; a Jewish
priest of high rank, proud of his noble birth, and so vain in his
pride that he became arrogant, yet a freedman of the Roman Emperor
and at times perforce a flatterer amid a court of flatterers; an
egoist whose pre-occupation with self marred no doubt his domestic
happiness, yet a staunch protagonist of Judaism, unstinting in his
efforts on its behalf; a scion of the royal Hasmonean house, vet at
his death an exile from his native land; honoured after death by the

land of his adoption, yet spurned as a traitor by his fellow-

countrymen - such was Flavius Josephus.
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JO SEPHUS IN GALILEE.

Except for the six fateful months during which he was in Galilee,
the whole of Josephus' career is fairly certain. It is knowvn that
he was in Galilee, but for what purpose and in what capacity,whether
official or otherwise, is much disputed. On these problems depend
the answers to the questions - bpig Josenhus foment war against Rome ?:
.did he disobey orders from Jerusalem ?: 2mw'did.he rebel against Rome ¢
Omitting all disputed evidence throughout the whole period, there are
two facts which are absolutely certain, and they must form the basis
of any consideration of the rest. The first is that in 63 A.D.,
Josephus went to Rome on a mission to obtain the release of some
priests imprisoned by the procurator Felix, and returned very
favourably impressed with the imposing grandeur of the Roman Empire,
as exemplified in what was then the centre not only of the Em»nire,
but of the knovn world: war against Rome he was convinced was futile.
The second is that at the end of his stay in Galilee, Josephus was
fighting against the Romans, being besieged by them for forty-seven
days in Jotapata before the town was taken, and the besieged either
slain or forced to surrender. To infer from this that Josephus was
consistently opposed to Rome throughout his career is entirely
unjustified in view of his living in Rome for the latter part of his
life. Thus, to begin with, the two hynotheses from which it is
alone possible to work, are apparently contradictory, and the problem
is to explain the interval which elapsed between the first and the
second in such a way that a coherent picture is given not only of the
intervening months, but also of the hypotheses.

To take the first fact then: Josephus returns from Rome a vacifist,
to find Judaea in a state of ferment. Intermittent trouble had been
the rule in Judaea ever since the death of Herod the Great, and even,
before that: peace was unusual. Herod's sons did not rule well over
the tetrarchies which Augustus allowed them to administer, so that
Judaea was attached to the Roman province of Syria, under nrocurators,

!
beginning with Coponius, until Florus, (64 - 66 A.D.) except for
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the hands of a government which was admittedly weak. Josenhus

indeed says in so many words, 'the war against the Romans was not
free choice, but ﬁ;ﬁﬁ;} compulsion"?Qand, "the robbers aroused the
preople to war against the Romems".’m7 But this is not to say that the
sicarii were wholly responsible, nor does Josephus intend to give
this impression if we may judge from his strictures on Fiorus.l
The great influence they could command by their forces and terrorism,
combined with the result of the battle at Bethhoron, must all nhave
gone to their support. Then also at the time of John's embassy
to Jerusalem to procure the removal of Josephus, there is evidence
that the High Priest had joined the war party openly: it was not
exactly unprecedented for priests to have to do with rebelé{iduring

wds I(:“w{lv' Aud
the ) the high-priests @i#h)the priests. Such factors
as these forced the hands of the Sanhedrin and Josephus too, when he
saw that the only way to get his position regularised and not to be
superseded was to throw in his lot against Rome. dowever, we nmust
say that Josephus did not foment war against Rome: he was seeXking
peace with Rome except for the latter part of his stay in Galilee,
and even then, his opposition resembled rather the passive resistance
of a besieged commander than the active energetic offensive of a
spirited revel-chieftain. In so far as Josenhus at first tried
unsuccessfully to pacify Galilee, and later fought Placidus before
his command against Rome had been confirmed, there is no alternative
but to say that Josephus did exceed his original instructions, by
anticipating his new orders, issued afterwards. Thus far John's
accusation that he was aiming at a "tyranny" was right, but it was
only for a short time, and opposition to Rome at Jotapata was well
within the bounds of his new commission.

Josephus thus stands convicted of inconsistency in Galilee, if
the foregoing account is plausible, but in fairness to him we have had
to take into account the forces which combined to force his own hands,

and the people of Jerusalem. And there emerges thus the conclusion

that Josephus was not the man to die a martyr to his original steadfast
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Laqueur's view of the "Rechenschaftsbericht", and Joseohus.

Laqueur holds that the Vita of Josephus which we nossess
was not actually composed after 100 A.D., but only worked un then
from the 'Rechenschaftsbericht', the first work of Josenhus, telling
of events in Galilee, and written before the end of the Roman-Jewish
VWar. The grounds on which he bases this theory are the annarent
difficulties and contradictions which are to be found on a comparison
between the Vita and the Bellum Judaicum, both of which deal partly
with the same events. Such a theory can be tested in
a variety of ways, but unless the style of the book is so different
as to allow for the possibility of some passages being early and
some late in date of composition, it is at the outset dAisnroved.
And so the style is to be examined first. It so hanpens that in,
the case of Josephus this linguistic argument is particularly strong.
Aramaic, not Greek, was the native language of Josephus, a Jew, and
in order to speak and write Greek he had to take considerable pains,
as he himself testifies.l Greek then being a language which he had
to use almost entirely when he came finallylto live in Rome, we can
see his development in the language, till he reaches the mature
style of the "Contra Apionem". Further, the signs of the 'assistants?
whom Josephus sayslhe employed for his work disappear in Ant. XX.,
and Josephus himself wrote the last pages of his‘Antiquities:
Thus‘the validity of Laqueur's theory of a 'Rechenschaftsbericht'
depends for the most part on a comparison of the style of Ant. XX.
and Vita: if passages in the Vita are found with words, constructions,
or phrases similar to those in Ant. XX we can presume they were both
composed by one man at the same time; if in the Vita itself the
passages alleged by Laqueur to belong to the 'Report' can also be
shown to have similar linguisiic characteristics to Ant. XX. and the
rest of the Vita, the theory of Laqueur is disoroved.
1. a. In comparing the style of Ant. XX. and 7Vita, it is noticeable

that whereas Greek is normally very strict in its use of particinles,

Josephus uses them in the same sentence with a change of tense, for
SeAL
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