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CHAPTER 3: EXAMPLES FROM HEROD I’S ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECORD REVEALING AN EVOLUTION IN ARCHITECTURAL STYLES AND USES  FROM HELLENISTIC TO ROMAN

​3.1 Introduction to Chapter 3
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The thesis will now discuss the material evidence in Judaea and neighbouring Bertyus/Beirut which provide insight into historical aspects of Herod’s reign, providing information on areas which support or might be compared with characteristics of Agrippa I’s reign for a better understanding of Agrippa’s approach as a ruler.  This will finally be employed to determine if any justification might be found for his sudden death not having occurred from natural causes. 



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


​3.2 An introduction to Herod I, the phases of his reign and his building projects
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This chapter discusses the main archaeological record pertaining to Herod I’s reign, and is mostly related to his construction projects, with a little additional information on other Herodian tetrarchic projects, in an attempt to ascertain Herod’s socio-cultural focus as a point of comparison with that of his grandson, Agrippa I.  This material will be associated with the historical record.

On the Herodian Dynasty, Kropp writes: 

The Herods were late comers on a complex and volatile political scene that emerged  from the collapse of the Seleukid empire and the gradual expansion of Roman   power.  The Near East at the time was a mosaic of territories where, outside the most   Hellenised cities annexed by Rome,   tribes, dynasts, high priests, warlords and city   tyrants vied for power [Kropp 13].  

The provincial scions with the most power in the Roman Empire were the client kings approved of or holding power extended to them by Rome who, in return for this assistance, gave gifts to Caesar and supplied troops to reinforce Rome’s military [Kropp 13].  

Herod I (Herod the Great) was a Roman client king who ruled Judaea from 41/37 BCE to 4 BCE, replacing the Jewish priestly Hasmonaean dynasty (Maccabee descendants) following a civil war.  The Maccabees were an elite priestly Levite family which had opportunistically wrested control of Judaea from the Macedonian Seleucids under Antiochus IV Epiphanes when he severely violated Jewish Law, religion and sensibilities by placing a large statue of worship in the Jerusalem Temple and commanding the people to worship it.  The main historical source on Herod is Flavius Josephus, who used as one of his sources the writings of Nicolaos of Damascus, Herod’s court historian [Lichtenberger 05].  Archaeological excavations have also provided much material on Herod I; this includes the work of Ehud Netzer, who sadly passed away at Herodium in 2010 after discovering Herod’s tomb there following a nearly forty-year search [Lichtenberger 15].  Fifty inscriptions have also been uncovered at different times referring to the Herods [Haensch 14].  

Herod was appointed king by the Roman Senate and his position afterwards confirmed by Caesar Augustus [Froelich 18].  When he achieved this appointment in 37 BCE, Herod then ensured it by slaying the surviving members of the Hasmonaean family (except for his future wife, Mariamne) who had been popular with the Jews and thus considered by Herod to be dangerous rivals.  He also married the Hasmonaean princess, Mariamne, and made her his queen; and removed the Jerusalem elites who supported the Hasmonaeans [Chancey 01].  This activity, together with his being descended from Idumaean (or Phoenician) Jewish converts and not ethnically Jewish, also contributed toward his lack of popularity with his Jewish subjects.  Due to his lineage, he was also, unlike the Hasmonaeans, unable to hold the priesthood, so leadership in Judaea was divided into ruling (as appointed by Rome) and priestly Jewish factions, which led to problems and divisions possibly also later under Agrippa I as shall be mentioned in the thesis.  The archaeological record attests to a social schism beginning to develop in Judaea around the time of Herod’s appointment, as will also be related in the thesis.

During Herod’s reign, most of his Palestinian/Judaean kingdom was united and stable, but this changed after his death when his kingdom was divided between three of his sons, two tetrarchs and an ethnarch (princes).  Soon afterwards with the deposition of his son, Archelaeos, Herod’s former kingdom came to be ruled by a mixture of Herodian princes and Judaea itself (the Jewish part, including Jerusalem)’s direct rule under Roman administrators.  It was only briefly under Agrippa I, Herod’s grandson, that Palestine again reverted to a client kingdom status.  This situation looked promising to the Jews until Agrippa’s reign was suddenly cut short in CE 44, causing a shock some scholars believe responsible for the Jewish Revolt of CE 67 to 70.  From Agrippa’s death until the Revolt, Judaea and Samaria were again administered directly by Rome while Agrippa’s son, Agrippa II (partly with Berenice, Agrippa I’s daughter) ruled other territories.  The Revolt led to Rome’s annexation of the entire province, putting an end to Herodian dynastic rule.  Herod I had enormous wealth by which to pay for his numerous architectural projects within his kingdom and donations and assistance projects external to it, but his successors lacked his funding, resulting in a decrease in the number of such activities.  However, Agrippa I during his short reign did begin a few constructions of his own which will be discussed in Chapter 4 [Meyers 12].  

Regev divides Herod I’s reign into three phases.  Its earliest stage, from 37 to 30 BCE, was supported by Marcus Antonius.  During this time, Herod was only beginning to assert his power while under threat from Queen Cleopatra VII of Egypt, a close friend of his mother-in-law Alexandra, the Hasmonaean mother of his queen, Mariamne, and from Mariamne’s brother, Aristobulus III, whom he then had assassinated in a palace pool in Jericho [Josephus. Antiquities, 15: 23-95; Regev 12].  Chancey attributes to this first phase the renovation of the Alexandreion, Hyrcania, Cypros and Masada fortresses, as well as of the Hasmonaean palaces at Jericho and Jerusalem; the Fortress of Antonia; three towers in the wall north of the Jerusalem palace; and two sacred enclosures in Idumaea [Chancey 01].

Herod’s prime period as a monarch occurred in 30 to 12 BCE, and during this time he became recognized as having an important provincial role in the Roman Empire under Augustus.  During this time, he increased his kingdom’s boundaries and began construction campaigns in both Judaea and the external Hellenistic world.  He built his harbour at Caesarea Maritima then and began to rebuild the Jerusalem Temple [Regev 12].  According to Chancey, Herod also also constructed the Jerusalem Palace, began the desert fortresses of Herodium and Machaerus in the Transjordan, and increased his palaces at Jericho and Masada [Chauncey 01]. 

However, from 12 to 4 BCE, Herod’s rule began to be affected by internal family conspiracies from his son, Antipater; his queen, Mariamne; and their sons, Alexander and Aristobulus, followed by all their executions.  He feared further conspiracies, and developed problems in his relationship with Augustus.  Regev sees some reflection of all these phase changes in some of Herod’s building plans [Regev 12], as shall be discussed below.
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​3.3 Introduction to Herodian Judaea 
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Roman Judaea was populated by diverse ethnic groups, including the Jews, Samarians, Edomites (“Idumaeans” to the Romans), Greeks, Phoenicians, Romans and Arabs, among others.  Hellenistic Greeks resided there and in neighbouring regions including Syria, which had jurisdiction over Judaea from CE 6 to 41 (when Judaea was under direct Roman rule), and Egypt, following the Macedonian occupation, and this group had great influence on the local upper class cultures.  After Pompey conquered the Levant area of the Near East in 64-63 BCE, Rome allowed local client rulers to have power over Judaea due to the Jewish abhorrence for direct pagan rule, as per a Law in Deuteronomy 17:14 [KJV]:

Thou shalt in any wise set him king over thee, whom the Lord thy God shall choose:  one from among thy brethren shalt though set king over thee: thou mayest not set a   stranger over thee, which is not thy brother.

Many scholars claim that the archaeological record evidences Rome’s conducting a gradual, planned Romanization process in Judaea.  However, other scholars, including Kropp [13], argue now that planned Romanization was not a Herodian motivating regimen, as shall be discussed further later in the thesis.  Following his early period of rule, Rome extended Herod’s territories in return for his complete loyalty and protection of a region which was part of the Roman Empire’s buffer zone with Rome’s rival empire, Parthia [Lichtenberger 05]. 
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​3.4 A Basic Analysis of the topographical archaeological remains of constructions commissioned by Herod I (the Great), and an examination of some other relevant material remains

[image: ]




An examination has been performed of the archaeological record to determine what it can reveal about overall cultural trends, changes and affinities, and differences between architectural spaces, including private and public.  As well, some other relevant material remains will be examined.  The purpose of this is to determine:

1. Whether there were any differences in the material remains of buildings used and/or commissioned by Herod I and Agrippa I evidencing differences in the cultural influence they received and/or in their approaches.

2. Whether the archaeological record reveals any differences or developments within the cultural subgroups in Herodian Judaea.

3. Material information that might indicate any non-natural reasons for Agrippa I’s reign being suddenly cut short.

This analysis will begin with a discussion on some cultural background elements connected with Herod’s building projects.

It is to be hoped that such insight which might reveal any differences in approaches in the rules of Herod the Great and Agrippa I which might in turn shed light on the historical records concerning their dealings with the main ethnic groups residing in their kingdoms.

​3.4.1 A history of the archaeological investigations into Herodian archaeology

The earliest Herodian archaeological excavation was conducted by Charles Warren in 1867-70 at the Jerusalem Temple Mount.  This was followed in the early twentieth century by an excavation at Sebaste (former Samaria).  C. Watzinger performed an analysis of Herodian art and architecture in 1935, and some exploration of Jericho was made just after the Second World War.  However, until this time, Herodian archaeological work was quite minimal.  Larger scale Herodian excavations were then begun in 1959-1964 by the Missione Archeologica Italiana under A. Frova, followed by V. Corbo (1962-67) with the Studium Biblicum Franciscanum, after which Y. Yadin (1963-65) conducted excavations at Herodium and Masada, respectively.  E. Netzer from the Hebrew University, beginning in the 1970s, then began detailed excavations at Herodium, Jericho, Cypros and Caesarea.  It was during this period that the Hellenistic influences on Herod’s construction projects began to be explored.  Herodian archaeology had originally been considered a category of Palestinian art and architecture due to its Biblical setting, and it was not until a November, 1988 Symposium in Jerusalem conducted by Hebrew University and the Georg-August University of Goettingen, “Judaea and the Greco-Roman World in the Light of Archaeological Evidence”, that this discipline came to be categorized as part of Greco-Roman material culture (Jacobson, 2002).

​3.4.2 Details the archaeological record can reveal on Herodian era cultural sub-groupings

To begin to address the second question proposed for Chapter 3, Berlin’s 2005 analysis of the Herodian/Second Temple archaeological record as it compares with the previous (Hasmonaean) and succeeding (post-First-Revolt) material records reveals some interesting data on the Jewish people’s daily lives and his suggestion that a sudden new socio-cultural rift was developing between the upper and lower classes of Roman Judaea during his period which supports interpretations of the historical record as will be discussed later.  

Berlin [05] observes that Herodian Jewish society itself, beginning under Herod I, became divided into two general subcultures as revealed by the archaeological record: those of the traditional lower classes, whom the material record demonstrates followed the Jewish Laws, using limestone vessels and a new and simple, “pure” style of oil lamp, and the more Greco-Roman influenced upper classes, as seen in material evidence from their homes in Upper Jerusalem near he Temple, who adopted Italian cooking vessels, dining styles and household decorations.  Both groups followed the same religious ideals but adhered to different cultural perspectives.  The Herodian family, being members of that same elite class, were part of its cultural group as well.  Tiersch [15] observes that Roman provincial client rulers and scions who usually obtained Roman citizenship were considered privileged among the elites of some local societies, even after Rome’s withdrawal from some of these provinces in the fifth century, and that internal clashes among elite leaders would continue even as relations with Rome stabilized [Tiersch 15].  According to the archaeological record, Judaea from the late first century BCE to the time of the First Revolt in the late first century CE a new, previously unseen socio-cultural rift had begun to form between the elite groups and the lower classes.  The historical record also suggests that a clash began between the Herods and some of the high priestly families, as seen in Agrippa I’s need to change the high priests several times, and some priests attempting to enact certain death penalties during his absence.  Further problems with the priestly class are seen to develop under Agrippa I’s son, Agrippa II, by a high priest who later helped to lead the Revolt.  Since the priestly class were part of the elite which from the material record all began to adopt aspects of the classical material culture and practices, this might suggest that their support of a developing social rift was opportunistic.  These details concerning the priestly class will be discussed in Chapter 4.

Berlin [05] observes that, among most of the Jewish people of Judaea and Jerusalem, from the first century BCE to the early first century CE, the archaeological record has found the widespread use of various items that he believes demonstrate a shared religious identity.  This included an increase in the local production in the Galilee and Golan of stone vessels, with 16 workplaces being newly built by the early first century in Jerusalem, Galilee and Gaulanitis.  Berlin views this sudden increase in demand for locally produced kitchen vessels as not only being for purity rights, as previously believed, but to hold wine, oil and other commodities in households as part of the overall increase in daily living standards.  However, locally produced vessels would also have conveyed an increased feeling of holiness, even if they were for use in regular daily practices [Berlin 05].  

Figure 3.1
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Second Temple Period “pure” stone vessels including the upper image, the “measuring cup” variety and lower image with larger group servicing vessels and smaller individual vessels

[BERLIN 05]

Beginning in the late first century BCE, around the same time as the new stone vessels, a new style of local Judaean lamp also began to be manufactured in Judaea, Galiliee and Gaulinities.  This lamp, plain and lacking in ornamentation, was wheel-made rather than manufactured from a mould, and its spout was formed afterwards by hand and then shaped/”pared” with a knife to resemble the Italian mould-made lamps [Berlin 05].  

Figure 3.2
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Judaean mould-made and knife-cut lamps from the Second Temple period (upper images), followed by mould-made lamps from the Post-revolt era (lower images)

[BERLIN 05]

The “pure” design of these stone vessels and lamps was in keeping with a newly revived traditionally Jewish cultural sense [Berlin 05] or “patriotism”/identity which Berlin interprets as a reaction against the Herodian Greco-Roman-influenced elite class.  The upper classes had incorporated Hellenistic style dining rooms and Roman dishes using Italian style pans [Berlin 05].  Berlin sees this new local production as a conscious choice since imported, decorative ESA ware was being concurrently produced in all the nearby gentile cities.  Under this new trend, serving vessels were not often used.  However, the lifestyles of those using this new ware was not necessarily more strict or religious.  The ware then seems like the possible development of a nationalist assertion or statement, and the beginning of the development of a social faction unique from the local elite class.  Then, after the destruction of the Second Temple at the end of the first century, a new type of lamp began to be produced, still knife-paired, but using moulds and with floral and geometric designs [Berlin 05], revealing, Berlin suggests, that Rome had now finally imposing its cultural hegemony after the destruction of the Jewish symbolic centre, the Temple.

In the late first century BCE, in Jerusalem and Judaea, the Jewish Judaeans also began to use ceramic cooking vessels that were modelled after Italian bronze casserole dishes which had already been used in the non-Jewish parts of Palestine for preparing Italian style dishes.  These and Italian style stew pots were being commonly used by the first century CE.  Pans in the first century BCE were only found in palaces such as those at Jericho and Caesarea, but by the early first century CE, they were found modelled after Italian styles in Galilee, but more commonly in gentile than Jewish areas.  He suggests the vessels could have been used to prepare Italian dishes such as patina (quiche), or frittata.  While cooking pots are typical of the Near East and are comonly used for cooking soups and stews, casseroles are Greek and pans are typically Italian and found in Roman colonies in Europe [Berlin 05].

Figure 3.3
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Near Eastern/Levantine style cooking pots (above), Greek style casseroles (middle and one upper) and Italian pans  (lower) from the first century BCE

[BERLIN 05]

During the Herodian era, at the time, the plain tableware styles were being used in the Galilee and Golan; a contrasting more lavish style was observed in Jerusalem and Judaea, mostly from among the elite homes of the Jerusalem Upper City and the Armenian Garden area near Herod’s palace; and including both imported and local tableware.  Serving vessels were common and these were usually decorated with mostly geometric and floral designs, with dark and red slips and plain lighter surfaces; the vessels found had been imported from Italy, Cyprus and Syro-Phoenician cities.  Also found was locally made tableware reproducing very diverse foreign vessel patterns including also imitations of Nabataean styles.  These all similarly date from the beginning in the late first century BC, are also found at Herodium and Jericho and continue until the First Revolt period [Berlin 05].  

In mixed population cities such as Caesarea and Sebaste and nearby, there was a similarly international and culturally refined atmosphere, and dining and serving ware were decorated and in red slip, and often imported from Phoenicia, Cyprus, Turkey and Italy.  These products were found in both gentile and Jewish homes, and have also been found at farmsteads in the vicinity of Caesarea.  While meals in traditional Jewish homes were very simple and basic, often involving sharing from a central dish, or with simple individual dining from separate plates, meals in the elite homes in Jerusalem used showy tableware and clearly separate place settings.  The dining style from the types and numbers of dishes is similar to that of Greek and Roman serviced banquets and communal drinking, and demonstrated one’s status [Berlin 05].

Figure 3.4
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Red-slipped Sigillata A (above) produced in the Greco-Phoenician cities and uncovered in Gamla (first century BCE), and plain ware produced locally and found in Gamla (first century BCE – first century CE)

[BERLIN 05]

While all Herodian palaces have Hellenistic and Roman style dining rooms (Greek ones being broader with their doors on the long sides of the rooms, and Roman ones being narrower with their doors on the short sides, and a specific pi pattern ranked arrangement of three couches), no specialized dining rooms have been found even in elite private residences of the first century BCE, since there is no evidence for their identifying décor and special door placing.  But such rooms are found beginning in the first century CE under the Herods, although less frequently in Sepphoris, Yodefat and Gamla in Gaulanitis (in the north), with coloured fresco fragments covered with vegetation and stone imitation patterns.  Such features are more widespread in Jerusalem, and first century Jerusalem homes are often remodelled to feature such décor and they all have frescoes, including painted panels, imitation stone marbling, vegetal and geometric designs, and one house with a painting resembling Pompeii’s Second Style.  The “Palatial Mansion” in the Upper City has a large Hellenistic style dining room with its doors on the long wall [Berlin 05].  The presence as well of sophisticated “Western” adorned tableware, including imported Italian pans for Italian dish preparation, shows that the Greco-Roman culture was being incorporated into Jewish elite first century CE lifestyles [Berlin 05].  On the other hand, the miqveh (ritual bath) continues to be used in homes, although Berlin doubts whether this alone is sufficient evidence for general Jewish Law observance and attitudes there in the absence of other evidence of traditional material culture [Berlin 05].  On the other hand, the miqveh may have presented a useful compromise, where one might accommodate on one’s practices and sometimes interact with foreigners but then be able to follow this with ritual purification and still retain one’s basically (albeit liberal) Jewish beliefs and culture.

In Berlin’s [05] interpretation of the finds, the Jewish behavioural and cultural styles of the Herodian period were neither ritualized nor required by Law or halakha (Talmud Law), but were a chosen identity style with shared commonality among most Jews throughout the region.  He notes that Josephus in fact relates that the Jews of Gaulanitis, Galilee, Judaea and Idumaea, except Samaria, saw themselves as Ioudaioi, with a system of Temple-focused shared beliefs and behaviour, including practicing pilgrimages, following the ancestral Laws and paying the Temple tax [Antiquities, 16.162-66].  However, Berlin believes that during the first century CE, a division began to develop between the Jewish elite (including some of the priestly class) and countryside/lower class group attitudes and practices which became intensified under the Roman presence and ultimately lead to many elite leaders losing their ability to influence and unify the people [Berlin 05].  In Chapter 4, Agrippa I’s presence and part in this picture shall be examined.  His socio-culural division began from the period in which Herod I began his rule.
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