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the process of converting -~he Dalian League i nto t!ie Atheni

an L'mpira, and needed the commercial advatrt a6es of a foot

hold in Egypt. A fleet of t~·,o hunc.red triremes which had 

been op.,,r ating near Cyprus v1as di v -Jrted to ..:;l!'>-ypt . 1I'he first 

assaul t S':1ept up the Nile to Meir.phi s and. ca.pturcd t '.10-tJ:i irds 

of the city . However, the citadel of that city, the so-

called. n~·ihite l:'ortress" held out, v;hi l e the local .:nen of 

~f,"ypt s tood aloof. 

I:n the meantime, othe:i:· battles of the openi ng years of 

the l :;elopo1u-1esian :,.Jar were fought l argely to the advant age 

of Athens. .£\s a result her generals \·1ere t elilpt ed to i nsist 

on hulding any positi on they had captured. Southarn Egypt, 

includin5 Llephantine, had remained loyal to the Persians. 

Finally, af ter about five years, in 455 B. C. , l"'Iegabyzus, 

the satrap of Syri a , drova t he Athenians out of Egypt by 

destroying practicall y the entire armament, including fifty 

more tri remes sent i n support. Inarus \tos captured on the 

promise of safe-conduct of Ifagabyzus. When he ·,,as executed 

five years l ater by Artaxerxes, f1egabyzus revolted since 

he considered that his honor as a soldier had been t arnished 

by t he king 's deed. After t wo y ears, 448- 41+7 B. G., and 

t wo -victories over t he ki ng 's troops, he re-entered the 

service of the Great King.15 

The ev8nts of the reign of Darius II, 424- 404 B. C., 

151.rhe effect of these revolts on e1rents i n Jerusalem 
wi ll b e di scussed l ater. 
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who assumed the throne after the death of Artaxerxes, are 

of little interest for the purposeo of this study. The war 

with Greece continued with ll ttlt~ adve.nta.ge to either side. 

Persian satraps, particularly Tissaphernes, used financial 

subsidies very cleverly to insure that neither the Athenians 

nor the Spartans could win the Peloponne.sian ·,Jar. Harem 

intrigues forced the ri:;;call of this able official. The suc

cess or to Tissaphernes threw full supi,ort to the Spartans, 

so that their gener al, Lysander, was e.ble to destroy the 

flee t of Athens -: t Aegospotami i n LW5 B. C. and to capture 

Athens its0l.f a year later. In the meantime Darius had 

died and Artaxerxes II became king. His younger brother, 

Cyrus, plotted to gain the throne. Since his i ntrigues 

f a iled, he began an open revolt. The iUercenaries of both 

Greek factions, but p~rticularly of Sparta , no w enlisted in 

the a rmy of Cyrus a.nd marched deep i r:to t h e heart of Eaby-

lonia . The battle of Cuna.xa, 401 B. 
,, 
v • t was to all effects 

a c'lr au , bu.t Cyrus \'las killed and the revolt endea.. 16 In 

the meantime Egypt had again revolted and with Spartan aid 

freed herself from the Persian J~pire, al though Elephantine 

seems to have been loyal a& ls.t e as L!-02 B. C •17 Since this 

16Augustus William Ahl, Outline 2.f ~rsian History 
Based .Qll the Cuneiform Inscriptions (New York: Lemcke and 
Buechner, 1922), pp. lOCff . 

l?Emil G. Kraeling, "N'ew Light on the Elephantine 
Colony," Biblical £,?rcheologi§t, XV (1952), 62. 
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is the latest possible period for the date of ~zra, there 

is no purpose in tracing the history of Persia any farther. 
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CHAPTER VI 

THR6B UNSATI.SJi' .• CTORY SOLUTIONS 

In the following chapter there is a brief discussion 

of t he ans v1er s which three scholars off er to the many ques

tions of t he .C:zra- Nehemiah history. Each of these men has 

suggest ed s uch far-reaching and r adical r econstructions of 

t he de.t a of f ered in the Biblical book s th,:i t their solu

tions do not lend themselves r eadily to a point-by-point 

consi deration. Hence the view of each schola r is outlined 

and a critique given at the end of his suggested recon

struct i on . 

Adam C. Welch 

Ad am C. Welch considers that Nehemiah he,d no part in 

the r eligious reconstruction following the exile.1 More

over he p l aces the responsibilit;y for continuing true wor

ship among the r emanent population f ollowing t he Assyrian 

Conquest of 722/721 B. c. 2 Nehemiah 9 is regarded as a 

litany and as r epresenting a response of the loyalist 

I s r aelites to the dominance of a foreign power.3 On the 

ba sis of Jeremiah 41:5f. he points out the probability tha t 

1Adam. c. Welch, Post-Exilic Judaism ( jidinburgh and Lon
don: William Blackwood and Sons, Ltd., 19.35), p. viii. 

2Ibid., p p . 19ff. 

3 1Ei£•, pp. 26-35 • 


