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    When civil strife, imperial ambition, and religious devotion collide within a single city, history becomes a record not only of battles but of human ruin on a vast scale. Flavius Josephus’s The Wars of the Jews; Or, The History of the Destruction of Jerusalem stands as one of the most powerful surviving narratives of political crisis in the ancient world. It brings readers into the long shadow cast by rebellion and conquest, showing how public events can reshape private lives, sacred institutions, and collective memory. From its first pages, the work presents conflict as both military and moral, unfolding amid pressures that no society can escape without cost.

The book holds classic status because it is far more than a chronicle of campaigns and sieges. It is among the most substantial firsthand historical accounts to survive from the first century, and it joins documentary value to a dramatic literary force that has kept it in circulation for centuries. Josephus writes with urgency, structure, and an eye for the tragic consequences of political extremity. His history has endured not only because it preserves information unavailable elsewhere, but because it turns historical catastrophe into a compelling narrative about power, leadership, division, and survival. In that fusion of record and art lies much of its permanence.

Its influence has been broad and lasting. Historians, theologians, political thinkers, and literary writers have returned to Josephus as a witness to Roman rule, Jewish history, and the destruction of a major ancient city. The work helped shape later understandings of the Jewish revolt and informed how subsequent generations imagined Jerusalem, empire, resistance, and historical judgment. Because it circulated widely in Greek and later in translation, it entered the intellectual life of many periods, from late antiquity onward. Its scenes of civic breakdown, disputed authority, and collective suffering gave later writers a language and framework for thinking about national disaster and moral responsibility.

Flavius Josephus was a Jewish historian born in the first century in Jerusalem, later known for writing in Greek under Roman patronage. His life placed him at the intersection of the two worlds that define this narrative: Judaea under Roman domination and the empire that sought to suppress revolt there. The Jewish War, commonly known in English as The Wars of the Jews, was composed in the decades following the conflict it describes, generally dated to the late first century CE. That temporal closeness gives the work unusual immediacy, while Josephus’s position as participant and historian gives it a distinctive, sometimes deeply personal authority.

The central premise of the book is clear and formidable: Josephus recounts the revolt of the Jews against Rome and the chain of events that led to the destruction of Jerusalem in the first century CE. He begins with necessary background and then traces the movement from mounting instability to open war. The scope is large, taking in political decisions, military action, competing leaders, and the fate of a city that held immense religious and cultural significance. Even before its most famous episodes emerge, the book establishes itself as an anatomy of escalation, showing how conflicts grow through choices, misjudgments, and hardening convictions.

One reason the work remains so compelling is Josephus’s command of narrative tension. He does not present history as a dry ledger of dates and outcomes, but as a sequence of pressures acting upon communities and individuals. Armies advance, factions argue, loyalties shift, and each decision narrows the possibilities for peace. This sense of gathering inevitability gives the book a tragic momentum. At the same time, Josephus frequently pauses to interpret motives, assess character, or frame events within a wider moral horizon. The result is a history that reads with the force of literature while still aiming to preserve and explain public events of great consequence.

Its themes are enduring because they are not confined to one place or century. The book examines the costs of internal division, the strain placed on principle by survival, and the devastating reach of imperial power. It also asks how communities remember themselves in moments of crisis and how leaders act when every choice carries danger. These concerns have remained recognizable across ages of revolution, occupation, and civil discord. Readers continue to find in Josephus not merely a report about ancient warfare, but a searching account of what happens when political conflict consumes institutions, sacred spaces, and the bonds that hold a people together.

The literary impact of Josephus’s history lies in its ability to make large events intelligible through vivid scene, ordered progression, and emotional gravity. He writes with a rhetorical sophistication shaped by classical historiography, yet his subject grants the work a severity all its own. The scale of the struggle, the prominence of Jerusalem, and the intensity of the stakes give the narrative a grandeur that later readers have often found unforgettable. For many, this is one of the defining prose accounts of catastrophe in antiquity. Its continued presence in historical and literary study reflects the rare degree to which it satisfies both factual and artistic expectations.

At the same time, the book invites careful reading because Josephus writes from a specific position formed by experience, allegiance, and audience. That fact does not diminish its importance; rather, it makes the work more historically instructive. Readers encounter not a neutral machine recording events, but an ancient historian interpreting a crisis he knew intimately and presenting it to a wider world. This gives the narrative urgency and perspective, while also reminding modern audiences that history is always shaped by selection, emphasis, and purpose. Part of the book’s value lies precisely in this combination of witness, explanation, and literary construction.

For readers approaching the book today, some of its lasting power comes from the world it preserves. Josephus records a decisive encounter between local identity and imperial authority, between inherited religious life and the violence of political upheaval. He preserves places, institutions, and social tensions that might otherwise be known only in fragments. In doing so, he offers a rare extended view of a turning point in ancient Mediterranean history. The destruction associated with the narrative gives the work its gravity, but its broader significance lies in how it illuminates the conditions that precede disaster and the human responses that unfold under unbearable pressure.

That is why The Wars of the Jews continues to matter beyond classrooms and specialist study. Modern societies remain vulnerable to polarization, contested legitimacy, foreign domination, and the rhetoric that turns dispute into irreversible conflict. Josephus’s history does not flatten these realities into simple lessons, yet it compels readers to consider how fragile political order can be and how quickly a city’s symbolic importance can intensify violence. The book’s ancient setting is remote, but the patterns it reveals are familiar. Its account of fear, faction, and the collapse of restraint speaks to readers living in any age marked by instability and competing absolutes.

To read this work now is to encounter a classic that has earned its place through scope, survival, and seriousness. It endures because it is at once a historical source, a literary achievement, and a meditation on the consequences of war. Josephus gives readers access to a foundational episode of the first-century world while also confronting them with questions that remain unsettled: how power is used, how communities divide, and how memory is shaped after devastation. For those reasons, The Wars of the Jews retains its lasting appeal. It offers not only knowledge of the past, but a sober mirror for the present.
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    Flavius Josephus’s The Wars of the Jews; Or, The History of the Destruction of Jerusalem presents an extended account of the conflict between Rome and the Jewish people in the first century CE. Written by a participant in some of the events, the work combines military narrative, political explanation, and reflection on the causes of civil disorder. Josephus opens by situating the war within a larger historical frame, arguing that the struggle did not emerge suddenly but developed from earlier tensions in Judea and the wider eastern Mediterranean. From the outset, he emphasizes unstable leadership, factional rivalry, and the weight of imperial power.

The early books review the political background of Judea under successive rulers and Roman oversight. Josephus traces changes in governance after the Hasmonean era and describes how local grievances interacted with interventions from powerful figures tied to Rome. He pays particular attention to disputes over authority, religious sensitivities, taxation, and competing claims to legitimacy. This retrospective material serves to explain how a region marked by deep attachment to ancestral law also became vulnerable to unrest. Rather than presenting a single cause, Josephus depicts a cumulative process in which administrative failures and internal ambition steadily intensified public conflict.

As the narrative moves closer to open rebellion, Josephus describes mounting disorder under Roman procurators and the hardening of resistance among different groups in Judea. Public agitation, clashes between communities, and anger at perceived abuses create an atmosphere in which moderation loses ground. He records how local disputes in Jerusalem and elsewhere became inseparable from questions of sovereignty and loyalty. At the same time, his account highlights divisions among Jewish leaders, showing that the conflict was not simply between Judea and Rome. The war emerges as both an anti-imperial revolt and a struggle over who could rightly guide the nation.

Josephus then turns to the outbreak of war and the rapid expansion of military action across the region. Roman commanders respond to the revolt with organized campaigns, while Jewish forces attempt to fortify cities and mobilize defenses. Josephus includes descriptions of strategic preparations, regional strongholds, and the practical difficulties of sustaining resistance against a disciplined empire. He also notes how local morale could rise or collapse depending on leadership and circumstance. The narrative at this stage balances battlefield movement with political commentary, stressing that success in war depended not only on courage but also on unity, foresight, and effective command.

A substantial portion of the work concerns the campaign in Galilee, where Josephus himself held a command. His account of this theater combines military detail with attention to shifting loyalties, strained alliances, and the pressures faced by cities under siege. He describes the challenge of organizing defenses across varied communities while confronting Roman advances led by experienced officers. These sections also reveal his interest in character, as he assesses the judgment, resolve, and ambitions of both allies and opponents. Without reducing events to personal drama, Josephus shows how individual decisions could shape the fate of entire regions during wartime.

The focus then increasingly narrows toward Jerusalem, whose political and symbolic importance dominates the later books. As external pressure intensifies, Josephus portrays the city as troubled by severe internal conflict. Rival factions compete for control, public order deteriorates, and resources are strained by prolonged crisis. He depicts the resulting instability as one of the gravest threats to collective survival, often placing internal violence alongside the danger from Roman arms. This part of the narrative underscores a persistent theme of the work: a people under attack may be weakened most decisively when political fragmentation overwhelms common purpose and prudent leadership.

Josephus’s treatment of the Roman campaign against Jerusalem gives close attention to command decisions, engineering, discipline, and the scale of imperial warfare. He presents the city as both a military objective and a sacred center whose condition carries enormous emotional force. The account details the escalating pressure of siege conditions and the ways in which strategic calculations intersect with religious and civic concerns. Throughout, Josephus maintains interest in speeches, negotiations, and warnings, using them to frame the contest as more than a clash of arms. Questions of responsibility, necessity, and preventable ruin remain central as events grow more desperate.

Beyond the main military narrative, the work includes episodes concerning other fortresses, regional resistance, and the aftermath of major engagements. Josephus documents the final reduction of remaining strongholds and describes the wider consequences of war for populations, institutions, and the landscape of Judea. His perspective remains shaped by a concern to record destruction accurately while also assigning blame for decisions that worsened the catastrophe. In these sections, he broadens the scope from immediate combat to historical memory, showing how war transforms not only governments and armies but also sacred places, social bonds, and the terms by which a people understand themselves.

Taken as a whole, The Wars of the Jews offers both a historical chronicle and an argument about the forces that drive states and societies toward disaster. Josephus presents the revolt as the outcome of imperial pressure, failed administration, militant zeal, and destructive internal rivalries. Even when recounting sieges and battles, he remains concerned with moral and political judgment, especially the costs of extremism and disunity. The book endures as a major source for the history of first-century Judea and Rome, and as a sober meditation on how civil conflict and war can devastate a community long before the final outcome is reached.
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    Flavius Josephus wrote in the eastern Roman Empire during the later first century CE, looking back on the crisis that culminated in the destruction of Jerusalem in 70 CE. The setting of his history is Judaea and the wider Levant under Roman rule, but its frame is imperial as well as local: Roman governors, client kings, legions, and the Flavian dynasty dominate the political world. Jewish institutions were equally central, especially the Jerusalem Temple, the priesthood, and the ancestral law. The Wars of the Jews presents this landscape as one in which local religious life, regional rivalries, and imperial power became inseparably entangled.

Josephus was born Yosef ben Mattityahu in Jerusalem around 37 or 38 CE, into a priestly family with aristocratic connections. In his later writings he emphasizes both priestly descent and education in Jewish law, claims that matter for understanding his authority as a narrator. He lived through the final decades of the Second Temple period, when disputes over governance, taxation, purity, and relations with Rome were already intense. Because he eventually wrote in Rome under imperial patronage, his account reflects a double perspective: that of a Judean insider formed by Jerusalem’s institutions, and that of an author addressing Greek-speaking readers in the capital of empire.

The deeper background of the book reaches to the Roman intervention in the Hasmonean kingdom. In 63 BCE Pompey entered Jerusalem, and Judaea became subject to Roman power, though local rulers and institutions remained. Josephus begins his narrative before his own lifetime because the war of 66–73 CE, in his view, cannot be understood without the earlier erosion of Jewish political independence. His work repeatedly connects present conflict to earlier struggles among native dynasts, high priests, and outside powers. In this way the book is not simply a military chronicle but a history of how sovereignty, legitimacy, and sacred authority were contested over generations.

A key figure in that earlier history is Herod the Great, who ruled as a Roman-backed king from about 37 to 4 BCE. Josephus portrays Herod as energetic, politically shrewd, and often ruthless. Historically, Herod transformed Judaea through major building programs, fortified cities, royal palaces, and the vast expansion of the Jerusalem Temple platform. These projects reshaped urban life, labor, and the visual culture of power, while binding the kingdom more tightly to Roman political models and Mediterranean trade. In The Wars of the Jews, Herod’s reign illustrates how prosperity and monumental architecture could coexist with fear, court intrigue, and dependence on foreign support.

After Herod’s death, his kingdom was divided among his heirs, and instability increased. Parts of his realm remained under client rulers, while Judaea eventually came under direct Roman administration in 6 CE, governed through prefects and later procurators answerable to the emperor. This administrative change mattered greatly for everyday life. Tribute, census procedures, legal jurisdiction, military presence, and conflicts between local elites and Roman officials all became sharper issues. Josephus’s narrative reflects these pressures, often presenting poor governance, corruption, and mutual suspicion as cumulative causes of revolt. The book thereby situates war not in a single outrage alone but in a long deterioration of political trust.

Roman rule in the first century CE relied not only on armies but also on alliances with local aristocracies, cities, and temples. In Judaea, the high priesthood and leading families often mediated between imperial demands and the wider population. Josephus’s work is especially attentive to this intermediary class, partly because he himself came from it. He often contrasts established elites, who sought accommodation and order, with insurgent leaders whom he portrays as reckless or tyrannical. Modern readers must recognize that this perspective is partisan, yet it records a real social fracture: disagreements within Jewish society over collaboration, resistance, and the legitimate use of force under foreign domination.

The Jerusalem Temple stood at the center of this world as a religious sanctuary, economic hub, and symbol of collective identity. Pilgrimage festivals brought large crowds to the city; tithes, offerings, and exchange of coin supported priestly and sacrificial systems; and the calendar structured communal time. Josephus’s history repeatedly underscores the Temple’s importance because the war’s meaning cannot be separated from its fate. Roman interference, internal violence in the city, and fighting around sacred space all carried extraordinary weight. The book reflects a society in which worship, law, public order, and national memory converged in one institution, making political conflict feel cosmically and historically charged.

Judaea in Josephus’s time was also socially diverse. Priests, landowners, artisans, peasants, urban poor, and diaspora pilgrims experienced Roman rule differently. Josephus elsewhere names groups such as Pharisees, Sadducees, and Essenes, though The Wars of the Jews is more focused on political and military factions during the revolt. Tensions over debt, land, taxation, and honor helped shape public unrest, especially in times of bad governance. Cities such as Jerusalem and Caesarea exposed residents to mixed populations and competing civic traditions. The book echoes these divisions by showing how local disputes, class pressures, and factional leadership could intensify broader conflict with imperial authority.

One immediate background factor to the revolt was repeated disorder under Roman governors in the mid-first century CE. Ancient sources, including Josephus, describe several officials as insensitive, exploitative, or unable to control violence between communities. The administration of Antonius Felix and Porcius Festus, and later Gessius Florus, appears in this pattern. Josephus presents Florus in particular as a major accelerant of rebellion through extortion and provocation. While his assignment of blame reflects his broader interpretive aims, it corresponds to a verifiable atmosphere of deepening crisis. The book thus frames revolt as emerging from official misconduct as well as from ideological militancy and popular anger.

Conflict among ethnic and civic communities also contributed to the breakdown of order. Caesarea, a major port city with a mixed population and strong Roman character, figures prominently in accounts of clashes between Jews and non-Jews over civic rights and public space. Such disputes were not isolated; they reflected broader tensions in eastern cities where status, legal privilege, and ritual practice overlapped. Josephus’s history shows these urban confrontations feeding a wider sense that coexistence under Roman administration was failing. By embedding local riots within the larger story of war, the book reveals how municipal politics and neighborhood violence could escalate into imperial crisis.

The revolt itself began in 66 CE. Initial rebel successes included the defeat of a Roman force under Cestius Gallus near Jerusalem, a shocking event that helped convince many that resistance might succeed. Josephus was appointed a commander in Galilee, where Roman counteroffensives soon followed. Under the general Vespasian and his son Titus, Rome mounted a methodical campaign using professional legions, siege operations, and control of strategic towns. Josephus’s account of these campaigns reflects firsthand or near-contemporary knowledge and close attention to logistics, fortifications, and command decisions. The work therefore preserves not only political interpretation but also valuable evidence for Roman and provincial warfare.

Josephus’s own role in the war is crucial to the book’s context. In 67 CE, after the siege of Jotapata, he surrendered to the Romans. He later entered the circle of Vespasian, eventually taking the family name Flavius after receiving patronage from the Flavian house. This personal trajectory has shaped the reception of his history ever since. Some readers have seen him as a turncoat, others as a pragmatic survivor and indispensable witness. The Wars of the Jews reflects this contested position. It defends Josephus’s conduct, criticizes extremist leaders, and strongly emphasizes the overwhelming power and discipline of Rome under capable commanders.

The wider Roman world also shaped the narrative’s composition. In 68–69 CE, the empire was shaken by civil war after Nero’s death, the period often called the Year of the Four Emperors. Vespasian, commanding in Judaea, eventually emerged as emperor in 69 CE, and Titus completed the siege of Jerusalem in 70 CE. Josephus’s history was written under this new Flavian regime, likely first in an Aramaic version and then in Greek, for audiences across the empire. That setting helps explain the book’s dual purpose: to recount the Jewish war and to situate Flavian victory within a larger restoration of Roman order after imperial chaos.

The destruction of Jerusalem and its Temple in 70 CE is the central historical catastrophe behind the work. Roman siege warfare, famine within the city, factional strife, and the final assault produced immense devastation. Josephus presents the disaster as both a military event and a moral collapse, repeatedly stressing internal division among the defenders. His emphasis serves several ends at once: it records the horrors of war, warns against civil discord, and limits direct blame placed on the victorious emperors. Historically, the Temple’s destruction transformed Jewish religious life and memory. The book is one of the principal narrative sources for this turning point in the history of Judaism and the Roman East.

The war did not end with Jerusalem’s fall. Roman campaigns continued until the capture of remaining strongholds, including Masada around 73 or 74 CE. Josephus includes these episodes to show the war’s breadth and the persistence of resistance even after the capital’s destruction. At the same time, the Roman triumph in Rome, the display of spoils from the Temple, and commemorative monuments such as the Arch of Titus turned victory into public imperial memory. The book participates in that memory culture while also preserving a Judean record of loss. It stands at the intersection of conquest narrative, apologetic history, and mourning for a shattered polity.

Economic and material conditions are woven throughout the history. Roads, ports, grain supply, fortresses, and siege technology all mattered to the course of events. Judaea’s integration into Mediterranean trade brought wealth to some regions, while taxation and elite accumulation could sharpen local inequality. Herodian and Roman building reshaped cities, and coinage carried political messages into daily exchange. Josephus’s descriptions of walls, towers, engines, and provisions show how infrastructure and technology conditioned both resistance and conquest. His world was not defined by ideas alone; it was also organized by material systems of transport, military engineering, urban planning, and resource extraction that linked Jerusalem to the wider empire.

Seen in full context, The Wars of the Jews functions as both a historical account and a mirror of first-century tensions among empire, local tradition, and civil conflict. It critiques Roman misrule at certain moments, yet it also condemns insurgent factions and praises Flavian leadership, revealing the compromises of an author writing after defeat under imperial protection. The book preserves the memory of the Second Temple world even as it explains its destruction through political folly, social division, and the irresistible force of Rome. For that reason, it remains not only a source on events but also a testimony to how survivors of catastrophe interpreted their own age.
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    Flavius Josephus was a first-century Jewish historian best known for his accounts of Judea under Roman rule and of the war between Rome and the Jews. Born in Jerusalem around 37 or 38 CE and writing in the later first century, he lived through one of the most consequential crises in ancient Mediterranean history. His works are major sources for the political, religious, and social world of Second Temple Judaism. Because he wrote in Greek for a broader imperial audience while drawing on Jewish learning and personal experience, Josephus occupies an important place in both classical literature and Jewish historical memory.

Josephus described himself as coming from a priestly and aristocratic background in Jerusalem, a setting that gave him access to elite religious culture and public affairs. He reported that, in youth, he studied the principal Jewish schools of thought, including the Pharisees, Sadducees, and Essenes, and that he eventually aligned himself with the Pharisees. His education joined scriptural learning with training in interpretation, public argument, and the traditions of Jewish law. At the same time, his surviving writings show strong engagement with Greek historiography and rhetoric, reflecting the bilingual and culturally mixed environment of the eastern Roman Empire.

Before becoming known as an author, Josephus was active in public life during the mounting tensions that led to the Jewish revolt against Rome in 66 CE. He was sent to Galilee in a leadership role during the conflict and later became involved in the Roman campaign after his capture. Following these events, he came under Flavian patronage, a connection reflected in the Roman name by which he is commonly known. Relocating to Rome, he turned increasingly to writing, using his experience of war, knowledge of Judean affairs, and access to official circles to frame narratives for readers across the empire.

His earliest major surviving work, The Jewish War, recounts the revolt against Rome and its aftermath. First composed in an earlier form and later presented in Greek, it combines eyewitness testimony, political interpretation, military narrative, and moral reflection. Josephus sought to explain the causes of the conflict, the internal divisions among Jews, and the overwhelming power of Rome. The work is central to modern knowledge of the destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple in 70 CE. It also established Josephus as a historian of major events, though readers have long debated his self-presentation and political judgments.

Josephus followed this with Jewish Antiquities, a much larger history of the Jewish people from creation to the outbreak of the revolt. In this extensive work he retold biblical history, supplemented scriptural narrative with interpretive expansions, and carried the story forward into the Hellenistic and early Roman periods. He wrote for non-Jewish readers as well as Jews of the diaspora, presenting Jewish traditions as ancient, rational, and worthy of respect. Two shorter works are also securely attributed to him: Against Apion, a defense of Jewish antiquity and culture, and the Life, an autobiographical text concerned especially with his conduct in Galilee.

Across these writings, Josephus pursued related aims. He defended the antiquity and seriousness of Jewish law, argued against hostile stereotypes, and portrayed historical catastrophe as shaped by both human choices and divine judgment. His prose reflects the conventions of Greek historical writing, including speeches, set-piece descriptions, and moral evaluation, while remaining deeply rooted in Jewish scriptural tradition. Ancient and modern reception has been mixed but consistently significant. Some readers have treated him with suspicion because of his role during and after the revolt, yet historians, classicists, biblical scholars, and students of religion continue to rely on his works as indispensable evidence.

Josephus appears to have spent his later years in Rome, where he continued to write under imperial protection in the late first century. The exact date of his death is uncertain, but it likely fell sometime after the completion of his last known works, probably in the early second century. His legacy has been extensive and durable. For the history of Judea, the Roman Empire, and Second Temple Judaism, no other surviving author provides quite the same combination of scope, proximity, and literary ambition. Josephus remains essential for understanding ancient identity, empire, religious conflict, and the transmission of historical memory.
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1. 1 Whereas the war which the Jews made with the Romans hath been the greatest of all those, not only that have been in our times, but, in a manner, of those that ever were heard of; both of those wherein cities have fought against cities, or nations against nations; while some men who were not concerned in the affairs themselves have gotten together vain and contradictory stories by hearsay, and have written them down after a sophistical manner; and while those that were there present have given false accounts of things, and this either out of a humor of flattery to the Romans, or of hatred towards the Jews; and while their writings contain sometimes accusations, and sometimes encomiums, but no where the accurate truth of the facts; I have proposed to myself, for the sake of such as live under the government of the Romans, to translate those books into the Greek tongue, which I formerly composed in the language of our country, and sent to the Upper Barbarians; 2 Joseph, the son of Matthias, by birth a Hebrew, a priest also, and one who at first fought against the Romans myself, and was forced to be present at what was done afterwards, [am the author of this work].

2. Now at the time when this great concussion of affairs happened, the affairs of the Romans were themselves in great disorder. Those Jews also who were for innovations, then arose when the times were disturbed; they were also in a flourishing condition for strength and riches, insomuch that the affairs of the East were then exceeding tumultuous, while some hoped for gain, and others were afraid of loss in such troubles; for the Jews hoped that all of their nation which were beyond Euphrates would have raised an insurrection together with them. The Gauls also, in the neighborhood of the Romans, were in motion, and the Geltin were not quiet; but all was in disorder after the death of Nero. And the opportunity now offered induced many to aim at the royal power; and the soldiery affected change, out of the hopes of getting money. I thought it therefore an absurd thing to see the truth falsified in affairs of such great consequence, and to take no notice of it; but to suffer those Greeks and Romans that were not in the wars to be ignorant of these things, and to read either flatteries or fictions, while the Parthians, and the Babylonians, and the remotest Arabians, and those of our nation beyond Euphrates, with the Adiabeni, by my means, knew accurately both whence the war begun, what miseries it brought upon us, and after what manner it ended.

3. It is true, these writers have the confidence to call their accounts histories; wherein yet they seem to me to fail of their own purpose, as well as to relate nothing that is sound. For they have a mind to demonstrate the greatness of the Romans, while they still diminish and lessen the actions of the Jews, as not discerning how it cannot be that those must appear to be great who have only conquered those that were little. Nor are they ashamed to overlook the length of the war, the multitude of the Roman forces who so greatly suffered in it, or the might of the commanders, whose great labors about Jerusalem will be deemed inglorious, if what they achieved be reckoned but a small matter.

4. However, I will not go to the other extreme, out of opposition to those men who extol the Romans nor will I determine to raise the actions of my countrymen too high; but I will prosecute the actions of both parties with accuracy. Yet shall I suit my language to the passions I am under, as to the affairs I describe, and must be allowed to indulge some lamentations upon the miseries undergone by my own country. For that it was a seditious temper of our own that destroyed it, and that they were the tyrants among the Jews who brought the Roman power upon us, who unwillingly attacked us, and occasioned the burning of our holy temple, Titus Caesar, who destroyed it, is himself a witness, who, daring the entire war, pitied the people who were kept under by the seditious, and did often voluntarily delay the taking of the city, and allowed time to the siege, in order to let the authors have opportunity for repentance. But if any one makes an unjust accusation against us, when we speak so passionately about the tyrants, or the robbers, or sorely bewail the misfortunes of our country, let him indulge my affections herein, though it be contrary to the rules for writing history; because it had so come to pass, that our city Jerusalem had arrived at a higher degree of felicity than any other city under the Roman government, and yet at last fell into the sorest of calamities again. Accordingly, it appears to me that the misfortunes of all men, from the beginning of the world, if they be compared to these of the Jews 3 are not so considerable as they were; while the authors of them were not foreigners neither. This makes it impossible for me to contain my lamentations. But if any one be inflexible in his censures of me, let him attribute the facts themselves to the historical part, and the lamentations to the writer himself only.

5. However, I may justly blame the learned men among the Greeks, who, when such great actions have been done in their own times, which, upon the comparison, quite eclipse the old wars, do yet sit as judges of those affairs, and pass bitter censures upon the labors of the best writers of antiquity; which moderns, although they may be superior to the old writers in eloquence, yet are they inferior to them in the execution of what they intended to do. While these also write new histories about the Assyrians and Medes, as if the ancient writers had not described their affairs as they ought to have done; although these be as far inferior to them in abilities as they are different in their notions from them. For of old every one took upon them to write what happened in his own time; where their immediate concern in the actions made their promises of value; and where it must be reproachful to write lies, when they must be known by the readers to be such. But then, an undertaking to preserve the memory Of what hath not been before recorded, and to represent the affairs of one's own time to those that come afterwards, is really worthy of praise and commendation. Now he is to be esteemed to have taken good pains in earnest, not who does no more than change the disposition and order of other men's works, but he who not only relates what had not been related before, but composes an entire body of history of his own: accordingly, I have been at great charges, and have taken very great pains [about this history], though I be a foreigner; and do dedicate this work, as a memorial of great actions, both to the Greeks and to the Barbarians. But for some of our own principal men, their mouths are wide open, and their tongues loosed presently, for gain and law-suits, but quite muzzled up when they are to write history, where they must speak truth and gather facts together with a great deal of pains; and so they leave the writing such histories to weaker people, and to such as are not acquainted with the actions of princes. Yet shall the real truth of historical facts be preferred by us, how much soever it be neglected among the Greek historians.

6. To write concerning the Antiquities of the Jews, who they were [originally], and how they revolted from the Egyptians, and what country they traveled over, and what countries they seized upon afterward, and how they were removed out of them, I think this not to be a fit opportunity, and, on other accounts, also superfluous; and this because many Jews before me have composed the histories of our ancestors very exactly; as have some of the Greeks done it also, and have translated our histories into their own tongue, and have not much mistaken the truth in their histories. But then, where the writers of these affairs and our prophets leave off, thence shall I take my rise, and begin my history. Now as to what concerns that war which happened in my own time, I will go over it very largely, and with all the diligence I am able; but for what preceded mine own age, that I shall run over briefly.

7. [For example, I shall relate] how Antiochus, who was named Epiphanes, took Jerusalem by force, and held it three years and three months, and was then ejected out of the country by the sons of Asamoneus: after that, how their posterity quarreled about the government, and brought upon their settlement the Romans and Pompey; how Herod also, the son of Antipater, dissolved their government, and brought Sosins upon them; as also how our people made a sedition upon Herod's death, while Augustus was the Roman emperor, and Quintilius Varus was in that country; and how the war broke out in the twelfth year of Nero, with what happened to Cestius; and what places the Jews assaulted in a hostile manner in the first sallies of the war.

8. As also [I shall relate] how they built walls about the neighboring cities; and how Nero, upon Cestius's defeat, was in fear of the entire event of the war, and thereupon made Vespasian general in this war; and how this Vespasian, with the elder of his sons 4 made an expedition into the country of Judea; what was the number of the Roman army that he made use of; and how many of his auxiliaries were cut off in all Galilee; and how he took some of its cities entirely, and by force, and others of them by treaty, and on terms. Now, when I am come so far, I shall describe the good order of the Romans in war, and the discipline of their legions; the amplitude of both the Galilees, with its nature, and the limits of Judea. And, besides this, I shall particularly go over what is peculiar to the country, the lakes and fountains that are in them, and what miseries happened to every city as they were taken; and all this with accuracy, as I saw the things done, or suffered in them. For I shall not conceal any of the calamities I myself endured, since I shall relate them to such as know the truth of them.

9. After this, [I shall relate] how, When the Jews' affairs were become very bad, Nero died, and Vespasian, when he was going to attack Jerusalem, was called back to take the government upon him; what signs happened to him relating to his gaining that government, and what mutations of government then happened at Rome, and how he was unwillingly made emperor by his soldiers; and how, upon his departure to Egypt, to take upon him the government of the empire, the affairs of the Jews became very tumultuous; as also how the tyrants rose up against them, and fell into dissensions among themselves.

10. Moreover, [I shall relate] how Titus marched out of Egypt into Judea the second time; as also how, and where, and how many forces he got together; and in what state the city was, by the means of the seditious, at his coming; what attacks he made, and how many ramparts he cast up; of the three walls that encompassed the city, and of their measures; of the strength of the city, and the structure of the temple and holy house; and besides, the measures of those edifices, and of the altar, and all accurately determined. A description also of certain of their festivals, and seven purifications of purity, 5 and the sacred ministrations of the priests, with the garments of the priests, and of the high priests; and of the nature of the most holy place of the temple; without concealing any thing, or adding any thing to the known truth of things.

11. After this, I shall relate the barbarity of the tyrants towards the people of their own nation, as well as the indulgence of the Romans in sparing foreigners; and how often Titus, out of his desire to preserve the city and the temple, invited the seditious to come to terms of accommodation. I shall also distinguish the sufferings of the people, and their calamities; how far they were afflicted by the sedition, and how far by the famine, and at length were taken. Nor shall I omit to mention the misfortunes of the deserters, nor the punishments inflicted on the captives; as also how the temple was burnt, against the consent of Caesar; and how many sacred things that had been laid up in the temple were snatched out of the fire; the destruction also of the entire city, with the signs and wonders that went before it; and the taking the tyrants captives, and the multitude of those that were made slaves, and into what different misfortunes they were every one distributed. Moreover, what the Romans did to the remains of the wall; and how they demolished the strong holds that were in the country; and how Titus went over the whole country, and settled its affairs; together with his return into Italy, and his triumph.

12. I have comprehended all these things in seven books, and have left no occasion for complaint or accusation to such as have been acquainted with this war; and I have written it down for the sake of those that love truth, but not for those that please themselves [with fictitious relations]. And I will begin my account of these things with what I call my First Chapter.

WAR PREFACE FOOTNOTES 

1 (return)

[ I have already observed more than once, that this History of the Jewish War was Josephus's first work, and published about A.D. 75, when he was but thirty-eight years of age; and that when he wrote it, he was not thoroughly acquainted with several circumstances of history from the days of Antiochus Epiphanes, with which it begins, till near his own times, contained in the first and former part of the second book, and so committed many involuntary errors therein. That he published his Antiquities eighteen years afterward, in the thirteenth year of Domitian, A.D. 93, when he was much more completely acquainted with those ancient times, and after he had perused those most authentic histories, the First Book of Maccabees, and the Chronicles of the Priesthood of John Hyrcanus, etc. That accordingly he then reviewed those parts of this work, and gave the public a more faithful, complete, and accurate account of the facts therein related; and honestly corrected the errors he had before run into.]



2 (return)

[ Who these Upper Barbarians, remote from the sea, were, Josephus himself will inform us, sect. 2, viz. the Parthians and Babylonians, and remotest Arabians [of the Jews among them]; besides the Jews beyond Euphrates, and the Adiabeni, or Assyrians. Whence we also learn that these Parthians, Babylonians, the remotest Arabians, [or at least the Jews among them,] as also the Jews beyond Euphrates, and the Adiabeni, or Assyrians, understood Josephus's Hebrew, or rather Chaldaic, books of The Jewish War, before they were put into the Greek language.]



3 (return)

[ That these calamities of the Jews, who were our Savior's murderers, were to be the greatest that had ever been seen the beginning of the world, our Savior had directly foretold, Matthew 24:21; Mark 13:19; Luke 21:23, 24; and that they proved to be such accordingly, Josephus is here a most authentic witness.]



4 (return)

[ Titus.]



5 (return)

[ These seven, or rather five, degrees of purity, or purification, are enumerated hereafter, B. V. ch. 5. sect. 6. The Rabbins make ten degrees of them, as Reland there informs us.]














BOOK I.


Table of Contents



 Containing The Interval Of One Hundred And Sixty-Seven
 Years.

 From The Taking Of Jerusalem By Antiochus Epiphanes,
 To The Death Of Herod The Great.













CHAPTER 1.


Table of Contents



 How The City Jerusalem Was Taken, And The Temple Pillaged
 [By Antiochus Epiphanes]. As Also Concerning The Actions Of
 The Maccabees, Matthias And Judas; And Concerning The Death
 Of Judas.


1. At the same time that Antiochus, who was called Epiphanes[1], had a quarrel with the sixth Ptolemy[2] about his right to the whole country of Syria, a great sedition fell among the men of power in Judea, and they had a contention about obtaining the government; while each of those that were of dignity could not endure to be subject to their equals. However, Onias, one of the high priests, got the better, and cast the sons of Tobias out of the city; who fled to Antiochus, and besought him to make use of them for his leaders, and to make an expedition into Judea. The king being thereto disposed beforehand, complied with them, and came upon the Jews with a great army, and took their city by force, and slew a great multitude of those that favored Ptolemy, and sent out his soldiers to plunder them without mercy. He also spoiled the temple, and put a stop to the constant practice of offering a daily sacrifice of expiation for three years and six months. But Onias, the high priest, fled to Ptolemy, and received a place from him in the Nomus of Heliopolis, where he built a city resembling Jerusalem, and a temple that was like its temple 1 concerning which we shall speak more in its proper place hereafter.

2. Now Antiochus was not satisfied either with his unexpected taking the city, or with its pillage, or with the great slaughter he had made there; but being overcome with his violent passions, and remembering what he had suffered during the siege, he compelled the Jews to dissolve the laws of their country, and to keep their infants uncircumcised, and to sacrifice swine's flesh upon the altar; against which they all opposed themselves, and the most approved among them were put to death. Bacchides[3] also, who was sent to keep the fortresses, having these wicked commands, joined to his own natural barbarity, indulged all sorts of the extremest wickedness, and tormented the worthiest of the inhabitants, man by man, and threatened their city every day with open destruction, till at length he provoked the poor sufferers by the extremity of his wicked doings to avenge themselves.

3. Accordingly Matthias, the son of Asamoneus, one of the priests who lived in a village called Modin, armed himself, together with his own family, which had five sons of his in it, and slew Bacchides with daggers; and thereupon, out of the fear of the many garrisons [of the enemy], he fled to the mountains; and so many of the people followed him, that he was encouraged to come down from the mountains, and to give battle to Antiochus's generals, when he beat them, and drove them out of Judea. So he came to the government by this his success, and became the prince of his own people by their own free consent, and then died, leaving the government to Judas, his eldest son.

4. Now Judas, supposing that Antiochus would not lie still, gathered an army out of his own countrymen, and was the first that made a league of friendship with the Romans, and drove Epiphanes out of the country when he had made a second expedition into it, and this by giving him a great defeat there; and when he was warmed by this great success, he made an assault upon the garrison that was in the city, for it had not been cut off hitherto; so he ejected them out of the upper city, and drove the soldiers into the lower, which part of the city was called the Citadel. He then got the temple under his power, and cleansed the whole place, and walled it round about, and made new vessels for sacred ministrations, and brought them into the temple, because the former vessels had been profaned. He also built another altar, and began to offer the sacrifices; and when the city had already received its sacred constitution again, Antiochus died; whose son Antiochus succeeded him in the kingdom, and in his hatred to the Jews also.

5. So this Antiochus got together fifty thousand footmen, and five thousand horsemen, and fourscore elephants, and marched through Judea into the mountainous parts. He then took Bethsura, which was a small city; but at a place called Bethzacharis, where the passage was narrow, Judas met him with his army. However, before the forces joined battle, Judas's brother Eleazar, seeing the very highest of the elephants adorned with a large tower, and with military trappings of gold to guard him, and supposing that Antiochus himself was upon him, he ran a great way before his own army, and cutting his way through the enemy's troops, he got up to the elephant; yet could he not reach him who seemed to be the king, by reason of his being so high; but still he ran his weapon into the belly of the beast, and brought him down upon himself, and was crushed to death, having done no more than attempted great things, and showed that he preferred glory before life. Now he that governed the elephant was but a private man; and had he proved to be Antiochus, Eleazar had performed nothing more by this bold stroke than that it might appear he chose to die, when he had the bare hope of thereby doing a glorious action; nay, this disappointment proved an omen to his brother [Judas] how the entire battle would end. It is true that the Jews fought it out bravely for a long time, but the king's forces, being superior in number, and having fortune on their side, obtained the victory. And when a great many of his men were slain, Judas took the rest with him, and fled to the toparchy of Gophna. So Antiochus went to Jerusalem, and staid there but a few days, for he wanted provisions, and so he went his way. He left indeed a garrison behind him, such as he thought sufficient to keep the place, but drew the rest of his army off, to take their winter-quarters in Syria.

6. Now, after the king was departed, Judas was not idle; for as many of his own nation came to him, so did he gather those that had escaped out of the battle together, and gave battle again to Antiochus's generals at a village called Adasa; and being too hard for his enemies in the battle, and killing a great number of them, he was at last himself slain also. Nor was it many days afterward that his brother John had a plot laid against him by Antiochus's party, and was slain by them.
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 Concerning The Successors Of Judas, Who Were Jonathan And
 Simon, And John Hyrcanus.


1. When Jonathan, who was Judas's brother, succeeded him, he behaved himself with great circumspection in other respects, with relation to his own people; and he corroborated his authority by preserving his friendship with the Romans. He also made a league with Antiochus the son. Yet was not all this sufficient for his security; for the tyrant Trypho, who was guardian to Antiochus's son, laid a plot against him; and besides that, endeavored to take off his friends, and caught Jonathan by a wile, as he was going to Ptolemais to Antiochus, with a few persons in his company, and put him in bonds, and then made an expedition against the Jews; but when he was afterward driven away by Simon, who was Jonathan's brother, and was enraged at his defeat, he put Jonathan to death.

2. However, Simon managed the public affairs after a courageous manner, and took Gazara, and Joppa, and Jamnia, which were cities in his neighborhood. He also got the garrison under, and demolished the citadel. He was afterward an auxiliary to Antiochus, against Trypho, whom he besieged in Dora, before he went on his expedition against the Medes; yet could not he make the king ashamed of his ambition, though he had assisted him in killing Trypho; for it was not long ere Antiochus sent Cendebeus his general with an army to lay waste Judea, and to subdue Simon; yet he, though he was now in years, conducted the war as if he were a much younger man. He also sent his sons with a band of strong men against Antiochus, while he took part of the army himself with him, and fell upon him from another quarter. He also laid a great many men in ambush in many places of the mountains, and was superior in all his attacks upon them; and when he had been conqueror after so glorious a manner, he was made high priest, and also freed the Jews from the dominion of the Macedonians, after one hundred and seventy years of the empire [of Seleucus].

3. This Simon also had a plot laid against him, and was slain at a feast by his son-in-law Ptolemy, who put his wife and two sons into prison, and sent some persons to kill John, who was also called Hyrcanus. 2 But when the young man was informed of their coming beforehand, he made haste to get to the city, as having a very great confidence in the people there, both on account of the memory of the glorious actions of his father, and of the hatred they could not but bear to the injustice of Ptolemy. Ptolemy also made an attempt to get into the city by another gate; but was repelled by the people, who had just then admitted of Hyrcanus; so he retired presently to one of the fortresses that were about Jericho, which was called Dagon. Now when Hyrcanus had received the high priesthood, which his father had held before, and had offered sacrifice to God, he made great haste to attack Ptolemy, that he might afford relief to his mother and brethren.

4. So he laid siege to the fortress, and was superior to Ptolemy in other respects, but was overcome by him as to the just affection [he had for his relations]; for when Ptolemy was distressed, he brought forth his mother, and his brethren, and set them upon the wall, and beat them with rods in every body's sight, and threatened, that unless he would go away immediately, he would throw them down headlong; at which sight Hyrcanus's commiseration and concern were too hard for his anger. But his mother was not dismayed, neither at the stripes she received, nor at the death with which she was threatened; but stretched out her hands, and prayed her son not to be moved with the injuries that she suffered to spare the wretch; since it was to her better to die by the means of Ptolemy, than to live ever so long, provided he might be punished for the injuries he done to their family. Now John's case was this: When he considered the courage of his mother, and heard her entreaty, he set about his attacks; but when he saw her beaten, and torn to pieces with the stripes, he grew feeble, and was entirely overcome by his affections. And as the siege was delayed by this means, the year of rest came on, upon which the Jews rest every seventh year as they do on every seventh day. On this year, therefore, Ptolemy was freed from being besieged, and slew the brethren of John, with their mother, and fled to Zeno, who was also called Cotylas, who was tyrant of Philadelphia.

5. And now Antiochus was so angry at what he had suffered from Simon, that he made an expedition into Judea, and sat down before Jerusalem and besieged Hyrcanus; but Hyrcanus opened the sepulcher of David, who was the richest of all kings, and took thence about three thousand talents in money, and induced Antiochus, by the promise of three thousand talents, to raise the siege. Moreover, he was the first of the Jews that had money enough, and began to hire foreign auxiliaries also.

6. However, at another time, when Antiochus was gone upon an expedition against the Medes, and so gave Hyrcanus an opportunity of being revenged upon him, he immediately made an attack upon the cities of Syria, as thinking, what proved to be the case with them, that he should find them empty of good troops. So he took Medaba and Samea, with the towns in their neighborhood, as also Shechem, and Gerizzim; and besides these, [he subdued] the nation of the Cutheans, who dwelt round about that temple which was built in imitation of the temple at Jerusalem; he also took a great many other cities of Idumea, with Adoreon and Marissa. 7. He also proceeded as far as Samaria, where is now the city Sebaste, which was built by Herod the king, and encompassed it all round with a wall, and set his sons, Aristobulus and Antigonus, over the siege; who pushed it on so hard, that a famine so far prevailed within the city, that they were forced to eat what never was esteemed food. They also invited Antiochus, who was called Cyzicenus, to come to their assistance; whereupon he got ready, and complied with their invitation, but was beaten by Aristobulus and Antigonus; and indeed he was pursued as far as Scythopolis by these brethren, and fled away from them. So they returned back to Samaria, and shut the multitude again within the wall; and when they had taken the city, they demolished it, and made slaves of its inhabitants. And as they had still great success in their undertakings, they did not suffer their zeal to cool, but marched with an army as far as Scythopolis, and made an incursion upon it, and laid waste all the country that lay within Mount Carmel.

8. But then these successes of John and of his sons made them be envied, and occasioned a sedition in the country; and many there were who got together, and would not be at rest till they brake out into open war, in which war they were beaten. So John lived the rest of his life very happily, and administered the government after a most extraordinary manner, and this for thirty-three entire years together. He died, leaving five sons behind him. He was certainly a very happy man, and afforded no occasion to have any complaint made of fortune on his account. He it was who alone had three of the most desirable things in the world—the government of his nation, and the high priesthood, and the gift of prophecy. For the Deity conversed with him, and he was not ignorant of any thing that was to come afterward; insomuch that he foresaw and foretold that his two eldest sons would not continue masters of the government; and it will highly deserve our narration to describe their catastrophe, and how far inferior these men were to their father in felicity.
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 How Aristobulus Was The First That Put A Diadem[4] About His
 Head; And After He Had Put His Mother And Brother To Death,
 Died Himself, When He Had Reigned No More Than A Year.


1. For after the death of their father, the elder of them, Aristobulus, changed the government into a kingdom, and was the first that put a diadem upon his head, four hundred seventy and one years and three months after our people came down into this country, when they were set free from the Babylonian slavery. Now, of his brethren, he appeared to have an affection for Antigonus, who was next to him, and made him his equal; but for the rest, he bound them, and put them in prison. He also put his mother in bonds, for her contesting the government with him; for John had left her to be the governess of public affairs. He also proceeded to that degree of barbarity as to cause her to be pined to death in prison.

2. But vengeance circumvented him in the affair of his brother Antigonus[1q], whom he loved, and whom he made his partner in the kingdom; for he slew him by the means of the calumnies which ill men about the palace contrived against him. At first, indeed, Aristobulus would not believe their reports, partly out of the affection he had for his brother, and partly because he thought that a great part of these tales were owing to the envy of their relaters: however, as Antigonus came once in a splendid manner from the army to that festival, wherein our ancient custom is to make tabernacles[5] for God, it happened, in those days, that Aristobulus was sick, and that, at the conclusion of the feast, Antigonus came up to it, with his armed men about him; and this when he was adorned in the finest manner possible; and that, in a great measure, to pray to God on the behalf of his brother. Now at this very time it was that these ill men came to the king, and told him in what a pompous manner the armed men came, and with what insolence Antigonus marched, and that such his insolence was too great for a private person, and that accordingly he was come with a great band of men to kill him; for that he could not endure this bare enjoyment of royal honor, when it was in his power to take the kingdom himself.

3. Now Aristobulus, by degrees, and unwillingly, gave credit to these accusations; and accordingly he took care not to discover his suspicion openly, though he provided to be secure against any accidents; so he placed the guards of his body in a certain dark subterranean passage; for he lay sick in a place called formerly the Citadel, though afterwards its name was changed to Antonia; and he gave orders that if Antigonus came unarmed, they should let him alone; but if he came to him in his armor, they should kill him. He also sent some to let him know beforehand that he should come unarmed. But, upon this occasion, the queen very cunningly contrived the matter with those that plotted his ruin, for she persuaded those that were sent to conceal the king's message; but to tell Antigonus how his brother had heard he had got a very the suit of armor made with fine martial ornaments, in Galilee; and because his present sickness hindered him from coming and seeing all that finery, he very much desired to see him now in his armor; because, said he, in a little time thou art going away from me.

4. As soon as Antigonus heard this, the good temper of his brother not allowing him to suspect any harm from him, he came along with his armor on, to show it to his brother; but when he was going along that dark passage which was called Strato's Tower, he was slain by the body guards, and became an eminent instance how calumny destroys all good-will and natural affection, and how none of our good affections are strong enough to resist envy perpetually.

5. And truly any one would be surprised at Judas upon this occasion. He was of the sect of the Essens[6], and had never failed or deceived men in his predictions before. Now this man saw Antigonus as he was passing along by the temple, and cried out to his acquaintance, [they were not a few who attended upon him as his scholars,] "O strange!" said he, "it is good for me to die now, since truth is dead before me, and somewhat that I have foretold hath proved false; for this Antigonus is this day alive, who ought to have died this day; and the place where he ought to be slain, according to that fatal decree, was Strato's Tower, which is at the distance of six hundred furlongs from this place; and yet four hours of this day are over already; which point of time renders the prediction impossible to be fill filled." And when the old man had said this, he was dejected in his mind, and so continued. But in a little time news came that Antigonus was slain in a subterraneous place, which was itself also called Strato's Tower, by the same name with that Cesarea which lay by the sea-side; and this ambiguity it was which caused the prophet's disorder.

6. Hereupon Aristobulus repented of the great crime he had been guilty of, and this gave occasion to the increase of his distemper. He also grew worse and worse, and his soul was constantly disturbed at the thoughts of what he had done, till his very bowels being torn to pieces by the intolerable grief he was under, he threw up a great quantity of blood. And as one of those servants that attended him carried out that blood, he, by some supernatural providence, slipped and fell down in the very place where Antigonus had been slain; and so he spilt some of the murderer's blood upon the spots of the blood of him that had been murdered, which still appeared. Hereupon a lamentable cry arose among the spectators, as if the servant had spilled the blood on purpose in that place; and as the king heard that cry, he inquired what was the cause of it; and while nobody durst tell him, he pressed them so much the more to let him know what was the matter; so at length, when he had threatened them, and forced them to speak out, they told; whereupon he burst into tears, and groaned, and said, "So I perceive I am not like to escape the all-seeing eye of God, as to the great crimes I have committed; but the vengeance of the blood of my kinsman pursues me hastily. O thou most impudent body! how long wilt thou retain a soul that ought to die on account of that punishment it ought to suffer for a mother and a brother slain! How long shall I myself spend my blood drop by drop? let them take it all at once; and let their ghosts no longer be disappointed by a few parcels of my bowels offered to them." As soon as he had said these words, he presently died, when he had reigned no longer than a year.
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 What Actions Were Done By Alexander Janneus, Who Reigned
 Twenty-Seven Years.
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