New Testament History and Theology Lesson 8, page 1

Anno Domini: TheFirst Century and the Context(s) of the New Testament

As we start today, let me open up with the verynipg of the Gospel of Matthew since we have been in
Matthew a bit already. Turn to Matthew chaptemithie first lesson | started with Matthew 2 an#edl
about the importance of worship in the book of Mewt. Worship is important just because it is
repeated three different times in the narrativereiiee magi visit Jesus, but also because it slipnat

the very end of the book in the Great Commissianwtn author starts his book is usually very
important, but Matthew starts it in a way thattig dnd boring. | have my Greek students read Matthe
after they have had their first series of beginr@rgek. It is an interesting narrative, it is gd@ackek,

and it is not too hard. | always suggest that stayt in chapter 2 because the beginning of Matthew
sounds like this

A record of the genealogy of Jesus Christ the $dawid, the son of Abraham:

Abraham was the father of Isaac,

Isaac the father of Jacob,

Jacob the father of Judah and his brothers,

Judah the father of Perez and Zerah, whoseanoths Tamar,

Perez the father of Hezron,

Hezron the father of Ram,

Ram the father of Amminadab,

Amminadab the father of Nahshon,

Nahshon the father of Salmon,

Salmon the father of Boaz, whose mother wasaBRah

Boaz the father of Obed, whose mother was ,Ruth

Obed the father of Jesse,

and Jesse the father of King David.

If you think that is exciting, it is even better@reek! We are just a third of the way there thiotlge
genealogy. Matthew starts with a genealogy. Thadably very important in the overall theological
thrust and emphases that you have going on in ke\attfihose of you who are aware of the Gospels
know that Luke also has a genealogy. He putsét lathis Gospel, he traces it in a different diag
and also he goes backward. Matthew, in good JeS8ashitic fashion, starts with the father Abraham
and then traces the genealogy through subsequesntsad generations after that. Let me make a few
quick comments about this as a way of getting testime theological thrust of Matthew. It is hard to
know for sure all the different emphases that areing out. Matthew does not stop and say, “Look!
This is what | am trying to do here, and this ispatimatters to me theologically.” There are a deugf
places where he kind of does that. We should négvahings along the way.

First, if you have looked at this passage befooe, will know that there are several ladies who shipw

in the passage. We just met one of them, “Boaz selmoother was Rahab, Boaz the father of Obed,
whose mother was Ruth.” You have Rahab, the hatat,Ruth, the Moabitess, in the list. In verse 6 i
says, “David was the father of Solomon, whose nrdtlae been Uriah’s wife.” He does not even
mention Bathsheba’s name, but he at least mentienas the wife of Uriah. It has been striking to
many that these ladies are not pure-blood Jewshdalt is even possible that the wife of Uriahsvea
Hittite along with her husband. In some respedséhwomen would be embarrassing to you if they
were in your genealogy. Undoubtedly there are wdntlsets of mothers throughout the genealogy, but
Matthew does not mention any of them. He mentibesones that stick out in the narrative of the
history of Genesis and then later in the historimaks of the Old Testament. There is one reasatn th
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think it might be worthwhile pointing that out. l@ight be making too much of the text, because
Matthew does not make an aside to point out thestelare questionable women. He says in verse 6,
“And to David was born Solomon by her who had bémenwife of Uriah.” He could have easily said
“Bathsheba” there. Undoubtedly the word was knoBynlabeling her as “the wife of Uriah,” it is a
strong reminder, not just of her name, but of th®l narrative of David and the way he had Uriah pu
to death so he himself could marry Bathsheba. Aedesmnember their adulterous relationship that
preceded all of that. It is a reminder of someheffailings of David in the process and of her @tion
to that. | am inclined to think that there is sohieg to Matthew’s mentioning of it.

There are a couple of places where he steps bdbk igenealogy and tells us some things that Hig rea
does want us to notice. The first one is at thg epening, which says, “A record of the genealofyy o
Jesus Christ the son of David, the son of Abrahadmt'me point out a couple of things. First, iais
genealogy. Having read the Old Testament, youkmitw the number of genealogies that are there.
These are very important in a Semitic mindset. Tgieg a sense of the descendency of the person and
therefore of their rightful claim to a few key posns. If you look at the genealogies in the Old
Testament, they usually have at least three pusparse perhaps more. If they are generically about
Israel and the people of Israel as a whole, iisstantiating their Jewishness. This was very ingobr

in marriage. Those of you who are aware of the lafdkzra and some of Ezra’s reforms, one of his big
concerns is that Jewish men were marrying womenwsgre from other countries. Thus the Jewish race
was being diluted and was also tempted to go aftesr deities. The very Jewishness of the persan wa
of some significance.

More often than not, there are two other areashithivthe genealogies are important. They establish
kingly line, or they establish priestly line. A @esmdent of David is to stay on the throne of Juttahas
also very important that you had a track of thests so that you would go back to the right grotqu
knew who the Levites were, and you also knew wiegpitiests were. You especially knew the priests
who gqualified as being of Aaron or Zadok. That wdm the line of the high priest was supposed to
come from. The genealogies are not just thereuiorahd show. They are there to establish a nunfber o
criteria. We expect the same when we come to Mattliée also realize that this is a very Jewish way
to open a Gospel. That is one of many reasong thaitld say that this is likely written by a Jewish
person to Jewish Christians.

Next Matthew says, “...the book of the genealogyesiu® Christ.” We are familiar with the guy’s
name. His first name is Jesus; his second nambristCBut Christ is a messianic titleCHristos.” It is
probably better to say, “the book of the genealoigyesus the Christ (or Jesus the Messiah).” Fram t
very beginning of the book of Matthew he wantsaibhis Jewish Christian audience, “This is the
Messiah.” Then he says, “The son of David, thedobraham.” Notice that they are in reverse
direction. You would expect “the son of Abrahane #on of David.” In the Greek it is proper because
David ultimately is the son of Abraham. That is whig ordered that way. But it is strange because
David’s direct fatherly descendant is not Abrahdmatthew is skipping whole generations. He will
acknowledge much later that he is skipping at I@dggenerations. He is emphasizing who the Messiah
is. He is the Son of David. The messianic promésase through David. David’s heir was going to be
on the throne all of his days. He was going tohgepossession of an everlasting kingdom. That is
crucial. Then he highlights Abraham. We will talixoait that in a minute.

First let us talk about the structure of the geogal My translation of Matthew 1 is set off in
paragraphs, which is very helpful. Verses 2-6 emmfAbraham to David. Verses 6-11 are from David
to the deportation to Babylon. Verses 12-16 armftioe exile to Jesus. Verse 17 is there in case you
missed the point: “Thus there were fourteen ger@raitin all from Abraham to David, fourteen from
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David to the exile to Babylon, and fourteen frora #xile to the Christ.” He wishes to highlight thre
major events in the history of Israel. First, Ataahis the father of all of Israel. Second, Davithis
king of all of Israel. Then the exile happeneds@él, and it was a significant blow to who Isnaeab.

The most difficult part to know what to do withtlee exile. This is a theme that is not as ovetherest
of the book of Matthew. Some people have made quiibe of Israel still feeling like it was in exil&.
T. Wright has argued that they never really retdrrigut if | read most of the Jewish first-centunda
intertestamental sources correctly, they felt thkey returned from exile. They may have felt tinat t
current glory was not quite as good as the fornt@ygl would not go as far as N. T. Wright. These
something about the exile that you find in Jesast time we read about Rachel weeping for her
children and the nature of exile and return. Thiapplicable to the life of Jesus. | do not knowho
much more to make of that, except to note thaktieea little hint of a theme there.

The roles of David and even Abraham are very cleavid began being the sire of the messianic era.
Jesus is great David’s greater Son. This is theeMassiah in the Davidic lineage. That much we know
If we go back to Abraham, it is interesting to aanplate what Abraham’s role in this whole genealogy
is. You will know that Abraham did not just haveesson, Isaac. Isaac did not just have one sonb,Jaco
whom we call Israel. Abraham was the father of ntbea just Israel and therefore of more than jlust t
promises to Israel. To substantiate that brieflypuld like to turn to Genesis 12. This is wherefing
really meet Abraham. Aside from the genealogy pinatedes, the very introduction to Abraham in any
significant way is in Genesis 12:1-3. These arg ¥@mous verses in terms of the covenant, anddhey
verses that we will come back to in a couple ofmes. It says,

The LORD had said to Abram, “Leave your countrytypeople and your father’s household
and go to the land | will show you.

“I will make you into a great nation

and | will bless you;

I will make your name great,

and you will be a blessing.

| will bless those who bless you,

and whoever curses you | will curse;

and all peoples on earth

will be blessed through you.”

Those of you who have been around a church forieewkay know this passage fairly well. Abraham
receives blessing and ultimately is a blessingnéonations and all the families of the earth. Beisms

to be one of the most significant roles for Abrahathink this role may also be hinted at throughthe
book of Matthew. In Matthew you have Jesus in contath the Gentiles, but most importantly is the
Great Commission in Matthew 28. It says, “All auibphas been given to me in heaven and on earth.
Go therefore and make disciples of all nations.isTif the universal scope of the Gospel. Yet it is
signaled at the very beginning of the book of Maitihn the notion that this is the book of the
genealogy of Jesus the Messiah, the Son of Dandtiflee Son of Abraham. Abraham is the father of the
nation of Israel, but he is also by extension the who will bring blessing to all the nations.

We see again the importance of reading the opesfiagoook and the closing of a book. We can see
how they might bring themes that come together.usdt is no big deal to talk about Abraham as a
blessing to the nations and the Gospel going toatlbns. Let us remember the possibility and the
likelihood that this is a Jewish person in thetfosntury writing to a number of Jewish Christiankis

is a time and place where the Jewish people wiezly/lones who would feel that the promises were to
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them. It was all right if the Gentiles were thdvat in Jewish eyes they were extra members of the
group. They were not given all the promises. Theyemot given the Mosaic legislation. One of the
things that you see repeatedly in a lot of the N@stament is the issue of the relationship between
Jews and Gentiles in the early church. You seethe books of Acts, Romans, Ephesians, and many
other places. You see it here in a muted fashiaattidw is reminding his Jewish Christian audience
that Jesus is not merely the Son of David, butdHdso the Son of Abraham. Thus the Gospel goes to
all nations. That is a way in which our twenty-ficentury context can make it so that we do not
understand the full impact of this first-centurynagive.

Those are some comments as we open. Let me leachwgord of prayer, and then we will talk more
about first-century context.

Father, as we come before You, many of us, perhaps most of us, are of Gentile heritage. We truly should
be amazed that not only did You choose Your people Israel and give them great blessings, privileges,
and responsibilities, but in Your divine plan You chose to bless all of the nations. We are undeserving,
perhaps in some ways even more undeserving than Israel herself. We who are Gentilein thisroom give
You praise for that. We also give You praise that in Your great, divine, sovereign plan, You chose before
all timeto found a lineage that would come through David. You gave him promises about a kingdom
that would have no end. We are privileged at this age to know that that true King, the King who isKing
over all the ages, isour Lord Jesus who is the Messiah. Father, make us Your people who will livein the
strength and the power of knowing that we know the true King and who will live in the awareness of the
privilege of blessing that has come upon us as all nations. It is a blessing we do not deserve. Also use
thistime in thislesson to Your glory. In His name we pray. Amen.

The main objective of today is to talk about backgnds. | should review where we are up to now in
this course. We have talked about the very natiirgerpretation, establishing its very possibility

the process | discussed a diagram about authoeraag] and the background of communication from
author to audience. In this instance Matthew iskpg to his audience of Jewish Christians. We need
to know the context of Judaism as it was expresséte Greco-Roman world. The author explicitly
drew on the Old Testament and on the life and iegabf Jesus. All of this is under the inspiratmhn

the Holy Spirit. We as the reader are on the sfdhediagram with our own cultural backdrop. We
have to understand transculturally how this appbess. That is the diagram we drew fairly early on

After that we talked about the possibility of doiNgw Testament theology and what that meant. We
looked at the particular theological emphases i¢i@dint New Testament authors like we just did with
Matthew. Ultimately we can expect a synthesis amtlyuo Christian expression that comes out of.that
The last couple of sessions have been focusedtemuaing what our canon is. What is Scripture for
us? In a horizontal sense, we attempted to estahlisvel historical progression that we can havees
confidence in. We wanted to make sure that we Haveorrectly recognized canon. On a vertical level
in God’s plan of redemption, revelation closedhat tessation of a prophetic lineage at the enldeof t
Old Testament (Haggai and Malachi). It was reopemél revelation coming from Jesus Himself. He is
the Word incarnate and is the true revelation. dpestles bear witness to that, and in the histbry o
redemption we get our canon from them. That is whex are so far in the course. There are a lot of
details along the way | would hope you could attitel For instance, is it possible to have soma afe
what the author intended to convey? Are there gapse text? How would you defend the canon to
somebody who might doubt whether or not it is s of many expressions of Christianity? How
would you articulate this and the relevance obrtds today?

Instead of launching into a study of the canorfitbevant to take a little bit more time with sornéthe
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elements of the diagram we have been talking addan we will get into studying the theological
themes and the history that we find in the canomairticular, | want to help us locate somethinguab
the context in which the author and the audieneecammunicating with one another. | want us to look
at the background. Eventually we need to talk ablmiOld Testament and its role in the early Cianst
community. Then we need to talk about Jesus and Mégaught in His life. After all that, we will be
ready to start talking about the emphases thateeersthe particular New Testament authors. Today i
background, then we will talk about Old Testamant] then we will talk about the historical Jesus an
who Jesus was. In a climate of the twenty-firsttegn many will tell us that we cannot assume that
Gospels provide accurate accountings of who Jes¥ghat can we say about the historical Jesus? |
think the Gospels do provide us an accurate acowyriut along the way we need to talk about some o
the complexities of that issue.

| want to highlight some of the things that you hiiave read about as we begin to look at New
Testament backgrounds. This is a general introdadt New Testament backgrounds, and it is the
baseline information that | think everybody shokidw when they interpret the New Testament.

In the first 150 pages of Brucd\ew Testament History, he recounts a lot of the history and background
that is good to know. There are also a lot of dethiere. There are some maps that are good toaibok
regarding New Testament background. Ondasdy Atlas of Bible Lands, which is a fine atlas with
some excellent maps. If you are interested in kagsccal world, then th@xford History of the

Classical World is very helpful. It is a thick volume on Judaidmf a thinner introduction to Judaism
could probably be found. If you are interestedalhofving up on some of the things that | say here,
good book to read is one by Everett Ferguson c8&eigrounds of Early Christianity. Finally, Mary
Beard’s volume offhe Religions of Rome is extremely helpful. Volume 2 is entirely a saitmook,

which has very interesting texts and pictures aldt religion looked like in the pagan world.

As we get started, | want to talk about the gedgyayf Palestine. Geography is not the most exciting
topic for people, yet it is often extremely sigo#nt. We here in Saint Louis live at the junctidrveo
major rivers, the Mississippi and the Missouriydiu know anything about the history of America, you
will know that those were very important riverstthad a lot to do with the Anglo expansion througtho
the Americas. It is especially the case when yeeiiln a society that is not as technologically yeas

we are today. Even today geography is importantiristance, we would not try to raise a watermelon
patch out in the middle of the desert. You wouldéhto do a lot of irrigation, and there are a Ibt o
things you would need to overcome. Geography iseaxtly important, especially so in the ancient
world where technology was less of an issue.

If you look at an elevation map of Palestine, yall see Jerusalem, the Dead Sea, and the Sea of
Galilee. Coming down from the Sea of Galilee isibedan River. This is known as the Jordan Valley.
Jerusalem is almost toward the height of what mAkmas the Judean Hills. To the west of the Judean
Hills is the coastal plain and the Mediterraneaa. 8n the other side is the modern land of Jordad,

it has the eastern plateau. Elevation is actuatly mportant at times. For one, it makes for good
defenses. It is good if you are located up highldb means that there are certain areas that you w
most need to defend. For instance, the Jezreet¢Walla smooth area, and it is hard to defend.éeTtser
a fortress in it known as Megiddo. The valley immgtimes known as the Valley of Armageddon
because it is the valley of Megiddo. The whole ameauding the Dead Sea and the Jordan Rivetillis s
part of the African Rift Valley. It is a major ge@gphic fault line that runs through Africa all thvay up
into the Middle East. Earthquakes are extremelgiaant in this area. In fact, a lot of current
archaeological excavation is done in cities thaeHaeen devastated by earthquakes. Often the gity w
be so destroyed that they simply rebuild on tothaf older city.
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If you are interested in building a city, you apeking for a few things having to do with geography
One, you need a defensible area, a hill if yougetrone. Two, you need a decent water source,
especially in a very dry land. Three, you need delznd for agricultural purposes. Four, you wanbé
on a major trade route so that you can have soomoedc trade. Major cities in the ancient world had
those four characteristics: they were defensibtethay had access to water, decent land, and major
trade routes. Some of those things do not chanfgetréde routes do not move very often; the water
sources do not tend to move. Aside from right b# Jordan River, anything east of the coastal plain
the top of the mountains has very little watery8o look for a spring, a river, or a wadi. A waslian
occasional river that comes down in the wet timéhefyear. Those things do not move. If your cty i
destroyed, you most likely want to build right @p tof it again. It is actually a little taller thaty and
even more defensible! Most excavations in the aniei@rld show layer upon layer upon layer of cities

| have been involved in an excavation in the Detiapanhich is right off the Sea of Galilee. Thatyci
has continuous habitation from the Early Bronzad@emwhich predates the time of Abraham, through
the Iron Age periods, which is the time of Davidi&Bolomon, into the Hellenistic and Roman period,
which is the time of Jesus, and well into the earlg middle Islamic periods. They just kept buitdin
city upon city upon city. That is how it was doiffeyou go into archaeological excavation, you tear
down through layers. It is called a destructivesce because you have to take off the Roman layer t
get down to the Greek layer; you have to takelwdf@reek layer to get down to the Iron Age layénatT
is part of the reality of excavation.

The other crucial bit about the geography of Paless that you get winds that blow off of the
Mediterranean Sea. That brings with it precipitatith is tough for those winds to make it over the
Judean Hills. If you look at a map of the rainfalPalestine, the northern area known today asnaba
can be very wet. The east side of the Judean ¢titsing down from Jerusalem is known as the
wilderness area because it is basically a deskid.i3 especially true as you move down toward the
Dead Sea. This had a lot to do with habitationgpatt that you find in and around Palestine. Theomaj
exception to that is if you are right on the Jor&awer, which curves a lot. It is pleasant off bétSea
of Galilee.

The Dead Sea is aptly named because it is a saltVedkie, and it is difficult for much to grow there
Another aspect of rainfall in the ancient world baslo with rainfall in the whole of the ancientdte
East. This includes Mesopotamia, on through Isexed, into Egypt. There are a number of rivers is th
area, the Euphrates and the Tigris. You couldvreé if you were right on the rivers or north oktn.
There was still decent land over the rivers dowoubh Israel. This is known as the Fertile Crescent
because people could live in the crescent. Elsemisghe Syrian Desert and the Arabian Desers. It i
possible to traverse the Syrian or Arabian Deseitts camels, very attuned guides, and people wko ar
willing to take a major risk. Basically if you watt conduct any major economic trade you were best
staying in the Fertile Crescent. The great powétheOld Testament, which were also the great
powers right before the time of the New Testamepte the Mesopotamian area and Egypt.

To go from one to the other you have to travergetihrough the land of Palestine and Israel. That
made it a very strategic location, which explaingtaf the history you find in the Old Testamenrike
to think of Israel as the Poland of the ancientldidPoland is a plain between Germany and Russia.
That is almost all of Polish history. Only in tltsntury for the last millennia has Poland been an
autonomous country. Usually it is Germany’s or Raissthey try and take over the plain that is in
between them. The same is true in antiquity, exitepiMesopotamia and Egypt fighting for what lies
in between, Israel.
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That is your Old Testament in many respects. dl3s very relevant to the time immediately befdre t

New Testament. We will talk about that in a momdihiere are a number of roads through Palestine,
both well-traveled international roads and regiaonalds. A lot of roads go north-south and into Egyp
taking people up into the rest of the Fertile Ceesclt is a major area of commerce.

There are a variety of dates that you need to knawe history of Palestine. While no one enjoys
memorizing dates in history, there are some datasare so important you have to know them. They
allow you to put other events in a relative chragyito one another. For instance, when we eventuall
get to the destruction of the Jerusalem templ®iAD, it is so huge that suddenly the nature ofiSew
religious worship changed radically. That meantsonajor changes for early Christianity as welis It
a very important date. Therefore in almost everykoaf the New Testament, the big question that
everybody debates is whether the book is writtdarbeor after the fall of Jerusalem. It is that onjant
of a date. We are going through the intertestanh@etéod. Remember that Josephus indicated that
there was a history that occurred throughout Isafiel the time of Artaxerxes. It was not recorded
Scripture because there was not an exact succesfgmwaphets, but there was a lot of significarstduiy
taking place. Let me give an example of that.

Israel’s history can often be traced through sofrte@r most important regular celebrations. Passov
recalls the exodus; the Feast of Purim recallsdfsthrael was saved from Haman’s designs in trjang
destroy all of Israel. Hanukah represents the tiftbe Maccabees. It has to do with a time when a
Greek Hellenistic leader from the Seleucid Empnektover Jerusalem and established the worship of
Zeus in the temple in Jerusalem. The Maccabeatrit i@amvered the temple for true worship of God.
That is something that is not in your Bible. Isisch a significant event in the history of Isrdmlttit is
recorded in festivals that are practiced to thig d&ere is really important stuff that happenedywe
need to talk about it.

Let me recall some of your Old Testament histany721 BC Israel was taken into exile into Assyria.
That is the end of the Northern Kingdom. The Babida exile of Judah took place roughly in 587 BC.
There were three exiles into Babylon, but the nmagortant one is that of 587 because it was the mos
devastating to Judah and especially Jerusalen89nGyrus of Persia overtook Babylon. He estabtishe
the Persian Empire. The Persians were a lot kitedéreir captive colonies than the Babylonians. The
Babylonians tended to take leaders away from thain cities and destroy the walls and temples ef th
main cities. They did this to devastate the ciéied bring them into abject submission to the Batuglo
Empire.

The Persians were a lot kinder. They were happwat@ the indigenous leadership in place, to allow
them to do their own worship, and even to buildlsvabain so that people had protected cities. The
walls did not protect them from the Persians borrfthieves, robbers, and bandits. Therefore wighin
year or so after Cyrus took Babylon, he permittesdinitial return of some exiles into Judah. It is
shortly after that time that you have the rebuidai the temple and the walls around Jerusalemt isha
narrated for you in the book of Ezra and Nehenilditese are some of the events coming out of the
Babylonian exile. Persia had a much bigger empize that. Their empire reached not merely to Israel
but all the way through Asia Minor. And they wergng to take over Greece and had some arms into
Egypt. That is how big the Persian Empire was. Twese the big power of their day. In 449 or 448 BC,
the lonian Greeks regained the autonomy of sontieenf territory. This marks the steady march
backward of the Persian Empire. It moved from #ratbry that it had before back to new territofje
Persian Empire extended into what we call Libyaatodnd Egypt. It encompassed the whole of the
Fertile Crescent down to the Persian Gulf. It ideld all of Asia Minor and Macedonia, and they were
trying to take over parts of Greece. That is hogvibwas.
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After that empire, the Greeks and Macedonians gneme and more powerful. The Macedonians,
especially Philip of Macedon, were able in somey\k&y battles to make sure that Macedonia was the
rising empire. It went up to the west of the Perdtanpire. Philip had a son named Alexander, who was
an amazing man. In the course of the 30 some péduis life, he captured almost all of the Persian
Empire for the Greeks. He completely reversed hysibhe Persians had taken over that empire, and
now the Macedonians marched back and retook théevdiahe Persian Empire.

Let me go over some key dates. In 336 BC Alexabdeame king of Macedon and general of the
Greeks. It is at that point that he was able tod¢auhis expedition to the east. Within six yearhae
taken the whole Persian Empire to the extent thatids named the great king of the Persian Empire.
Just seven years later he died. Alexander had sbiftgen when he died, but being only 30 something
years old, his children were pretty young. So tlvese not a clear lineage of succession that he left
Instead, the succession was left to his generlis sticcessors are known as the Diadochi, and they
roughly divided the kingdom into three importardéas. The Ptolemies had Egypt, the Seleucids had
Persia (known as the Mesopotamian area and Asiarjiand the Antigonids maintained Macedon.
This is roughly the same extent of the Persian Empand it goes a little farther east. All of thias
under Alexander’s control, and he conquered aéHands in less than 20 years. He was a busy guy!
On his death the empire was divided into threeeciiffit areas, and it was not a nice division. Thegew
not happy with each other, and they each wanteldl ether’s territory. The Antigonids ruled in
Macedon. The Ptolemies had Egypt, and at the begjrof the Ptolemaic period they also had all of
Palestine. That meant that Jerusalem and Judahuvdez the rule of the Ptolemies in Egypt. The
Seleucid Empire was made up of Persia into Pardimd,they also had Asia Minor.

Note again that Israel and Palestine were stlletween Egypt and Mesopotamia and their major trade
route. Therefore people ultimately wanted contfdhat area. The Seleucids were constantly battling
with one another, and Israel was in between irbttdes. That explains some of the history that we
have subsequent to that. That is Palestine in thiehistic Period. At the beginning of the second
century BC, in 198, Judea moved from Ptolemaicdie®id control. The Hellenistic successors of
Alexander in Egypt lost control, and Israel wenthe Seleucids instead.

Before we go on, let me step back and tell yottle bit about what Alexander brought with himwias
not just that he was a great conqueror. Alexandmrdht with him all of Hellenistic culture. Techalty

it was the culture of the Greeks, which the Macéalmmthemselves had adopted. The culture brought
the Greek language and cultural practices havimptwith education. They had an established
gymnasia for the education of young boys. It brawgth it art and architecture. Most of the art and
architecture from the New Testament period is @&mgek or Roman in flavor, even in Palestine. lbals
brought with it Hellenistic worship practices in st@f the lands. You had temples to “gods” like Zeu
Poseidon, and other more minor deities as wellt iEwahat Alexander brought with him, and it is wha
the Seleucids and the Ptolemies wanted to estadudisvell.

We do not know a lot about the Ptolemic period ateBtine, but as far as we can tell, they wertla li
bit more willing to not engage in a forced prograhtellenization in Judah. The Seleucid emperors
were very interested in uniting their empire intparculture. They were willing to engage in a fedc
engagement in Hellenistic culture. One of the gesants in the second century BC is when Judah,
through a variety of permutations with its highgsti did not provide adequate support to the Sieleuc
ruler, Antiochus IV, while he was trying to battlee Ptolemies in Egypt. He got really upset withnth
Antiochus IV decided it was time to bring Hellertiba about. That is when he overtook Judah, the
temple, and established worship to Zeus in the kemplerusalem. It is when he insisted that Jewish
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people no longer circumcise their children, andpading to 1 Maccabees, he sought to also do away
with all the copies of the books of the Law. Hedrto completely undermine Jewish religion. That is
known as the Defiling of the Jerusalem Temple i B&. That is a date you should know because it
was so important. This could have been the enéwish religion as we know it, except for a band of
people known as the Hasmoneans.

Antiochus IV Epiphanes ordered the defiling of d®eusalem temple, and as far as we can tell d lot o
Jewish people felt like there was nothing they daid about it. There was a family that had some
priestly lineage who was asked to sacrifice tolgar & their hometown. They refused to do it, anel
father actually put to death the official who wasng to ask him to do the sacrificing. In the prexée
launched a revolt. We have to acknowledge God'slgwovidence here for the Jewish people. At the
same time this revolt was going on, the Seleucieielmaving problems holding on to their Asia Minor
territories. There were also issues with the rhigrback in Seleucia. There were different people
claiming the throne. They were weak in this patticperiod, and it allowed the Hasmonean Revolt to
basically succeed. This was a blessing for Israeabse suddenly they had their autonomy again. They
never really had it under the Seleucid control, grey only had autonomy under some qualified fashio
under the Ptolemies.

It also became a bane for them in a certain waglmethe Hasmoneans got a little cocky. Jonathan
Hasmonean proclaimed himself high priest in Jeamsallhe significance of this is that the high pghes
line had been historically reserved for the Zadeskita branch of people who came out of Aaron. The
Hasmonean family did not belong to that lineageld@mly you have a high priest who is no longer a
Zadokite. Ultimately the Hasmoneans took on ndt fjus role of the high priest but also of the kiBg.
there was a king priest ruling in Jerusalem whodvag dubious claim to either of those titles.

Let us quickly go through the Hasmonean genealbglaat, which may help you with the chapter in
Bruce where he goes through all the Hasmoneandatiiets is the father who launched the Hasmonean
revolt. Under him he had five sons, one named Jullaas took the name Maccabeus, which meant
“the hammer.” Judas Maccabeus continued on indtief’s stead as leader of the revolt. Judas wias pu
to death, but after that Jonathan, his brothertimoed leading the revolt and claimed the titlgpoést

and king. As far as we can tell from ancient docatsiethere was some opposition to him being a non-
Zadokite who took the title. That somehow dissigdiecause by the time he died and his brother,
Simon, took over, the historical records indicatetaf excitement that there was still a high ptiand

a king in the form of the Hasmoneans. When Simed dis son, John Hyrcanus, took over, and
Hyrcanus was interested in expanding the Hasmokiegdom, the kingdom of Judah. There were a
number of wars that he engaged in. On his deatk thias a dispute between his two sons over who
should be the king. Aristobulus | only ruled foyear, and his brother Alexander Jannaeus ruled for
long period of time.

Alexander Jannaeus continued in his father’s palicgttempting to expand the Hasmonean rule of
Judah. In doing so he exhausted a lot of resowcgsnade a lot of his own Jewish colleagues very
disappointed with him. As a result they launchedwalt against him in the name of Aristobulus. They
entered into a civil war in Judea itself. Alexandannaeus was the victor. Historical records irdica

that when he reconquered Jerusalem he crucifieardoar of his opponents. It is hard to know the
makeup of his opponents, but the Pharisees werd=med to be some of his opponents. Josephus, our
main historical source, is not clear there. Ondaeiathbed Alexander turned to his wife, Salome
Alexandra, and told her that he should have madeewith the Pharisees a lot earlier than he did.
Salome Alexandra ultimately became queen, whichsgasething fairly unheard of in Judah.

Alexander told his wife to make sure that whateshex did the Pharisees stayed on her side. Helsaid s
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could give them his body, and they could do angliey wanted with his corpse after he was dead.
The Pharisees very wisely took Salome up on heradind instead of doing something very heinous to
the body of Alexander Jannaeus, their long-heldaoppt, they honored him. Thus they became the
power behind the throne of Salome Alexandra. Thexe a golden period that lasted almost 10 years.
After Salome died, the real troubles began. Thexewlisputes between her two sons, Hyrcanus Il and
Aristobulus II.

That brings us up to another very important pairtistory, the rise of the Romans. When you recount
the history of Israel, you are not just dealingwilte history of a little land. There are all thesentries
around it that impinge on the history of Israeisltimportant that we study those.

Let us go over Roman history. There was a risinggyon the West, and it was coming out of Italy.
After the second Punic war with Carthage, whiclolawgd Hannibal and the elephants coming out of
Carthage, Rome was almost conquered. They fought\®y tenaciously and conquered Carthage,
which is in the northern tip of Africa. The greatvger that was holding Rome in check was conquered.
That allowed them to move further and further edlsey engaged in war with Macedonia, which is just
to the northern part of what we call Greece toddney won that in 196 BC. They engaged in one last
war with Carthage, and by 146 BC they conqueredh@ge and also put down a Greek war against the
Romans. By 146 BC, the Romans controlled all ofimen Africa, Italy, Macedonia, and Greece. They
were ready to march further and further east irs@Minor. That march took them into Israel.

Pompey is the one who made Syria north of IsrdaelanrRoman province in 64 BC. By 63 BC, Pompey
actually entered Jerusalem. That is a date youldlkmow because it is another significant datehim t
history of Israel. Though he did not establish wgrgpractices in the Jerusalem Temple, yet again a
pagan walked straight into the temple. He wenttrigto the holy of holies, checked it out, and was
fairly disappointed because there was no image adal in there to worship. But the more signifitan
of the two pagans who entered Jerusalem is Ant®é&miphanes in 167 BC. The Jewish people called
Antiochus Epiphanes “the abomination of desolatiornthe book of Daniel, and it is repeated in 1
Maccabees. The abomination of desolation is whetiodinus Epiphanes established worship practices
in Jerusalem. When those words occur in the Newalent, there is probably an intended playoff of
“the abomination of desolation” found in Antiochiapiphanes. In any case, in 63 BC Pompey entered
Jerusalem.

There are other parts of Roman history that amn@fgzgnt to us, and this is deep background. A few
years after Pompey launched into Jerusalem, Julus,was the other great Roman general at the time,
disobeyed the Roman senate and marched agairfsttiee of Pompey himself. He did it by crossing

the Rubicon, which is a river in northern lItaly.i¥was the beginning of the rise of Julius to hégus

of Caesar. He conquered Pompey and became theesunver all of the Roman Republic. In 44 BC
he was assassinated, and afterward the two magptgyeAntony and Octavian, rose up against the
people who assassinated Caesar. Caesar was aatasbiecause the people were afraid that the senate
was going to lose its power, which it did. Senatose up against Caesar. Antony and Octavian
overcame those people in the Battle of Philippiligh was established as a Roman colony and gazen
variety of honors from Octavian because of thi;méveéhings soured between Octavian and Antony
because Antony really got excited about Cleopatiagypt. He possibly made a plan for the Egyptian
territories, which was very significant. Egypt vths origin of the grain supply for Rome. Rome did n
have enough agricultural territory; they had to amgrain. Egypt was a very important player faatth

In the process, Antony had spurned a member ofviets family. Octavian got mad and attacked
Antony. In the Battle of Actium, Octavian conquesett became Caesar. From that point on there was a
Roman Empire. There was an emperor and no longenaie.
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Pompey took Jerusalem in 63 BC, and Herod the Graatestablished as the ruler of Judea. Herod was
not of Hasmonean lineage. Hyrcanus Il ruled for year in 67 BC. Then is brother Aristobulus 1l took
over. He launched a coup d’etat, in a sense. Tasmot too much of a problem because Hyrcanus did
not have a lot of grand designs. Aristobulus reatiyted power. But Hyrcanus aligned himself with a
guy named Antipater, who came from Idumea, whiakeist of the Jordan River. He was not truly
Jewish but was from Idumea. Antipater knew howl&y phings, so he enabled Hyrcanus Il to get in the
good graces of the Romans. The date of the chang@wer from Aristobulus Il to Hyrcanus Il was in

63 BC. This is the same year that Pompey marchedarusalem.

The Romans began to establish the power from that pn. It was out of Roman power that Hyrcanus
Il began to rule in Judea. There was a short tiftezvaard when there was another revolt against the
Romans, and the Romans established a kingly lamélyrcanus Il. This was when Antigonus,
Aristobulus’ son, tried to take over. Herod, whoswntipater’s son, went to Rome, got back in the
good graces of Rome, and marched back into Judaharity claim to the Hasmonean line is that he
married the daughter of Hyrcanus Il. He was ndhencorrect lineage. More than that, he was néy ful
Jewish. That is to say that on the throne of Jwdadha man who was not Jewish. This had huge
ramifications going into the New Testament perdthen Herod died in 4 BC, he had put to death a lot
of his own offspring. He was afraid that they wgoeng to make a play for his throne. The result was
that he broke up his territory into three differdidtricts and established over them two people who
were fairly good at governing and one who was awaful. The one who was awful at it was in charge
of Judah and Jerusalem. Shortly thereafter, thedRsrname in 6 AD and cleaned house. Herod’s
governors were not working. From then on, excepafshort period of about three years, there was no
longer a Jewish king in Jerusalem. That was panthafie background that everybody in the first
century knew when Jesus showed up and people d¢diltedhe Messiah of the David line. Therefore it
looked like He was going to be their king. You @aragine what they were expecting out of Jesus.
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