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to this matter and when he heard of the work of Jesus he believed Him
%o be John the Baptist risen from the dead.n Because of this
Superstitious idea he used his influence with the Pharisees to perw
Siade Jesus %o loave Galilee,? And at the time of Christ's death, he
Tefused to pass judgment on Him when Pilate referred His case to hin.n

deamihile the eiperor, \ugustus, had died and Caligula had ascended

. e throne, Caligula was a close friend to Agrippa I, the brother of

llerodias, and rewarded tids fricndship by giving Agrippa I the ldingship
of the territery formerly ruled by Philip, whose rule is outlined below,
But Herodias became jealous of the power bestowed upon her brother and
tosisted that intipas go to Rome and make a sindlar claim, Anticipating
such a move, Agrippa I convinced Caligula of Antipas! disloyalty, for

in "the arsenals of Galilee were found a stock of ams sufficient to
eqdp sevnty thousand men, wlh dhen this was disclosed, intipas was
banished to Lyons in Cawl, in 39 A.D., and his wife, by choice, shared
a like fate, Hig territory was likewise given to Agrippa I.

The last imuediate heir of Herod the Great was Prilip, the tetrarc
of Iturca, He made his reign a blessing and maintained peace and good=
w1l for thirty-ceven years in his territory., He made the intor:st
of hig people his own as is shown by a reference in Josephus, wo relates
that he was accustomed to travel acout his dominions in the interest
of peace and justice. He writes:

His tribunal also on vhich he sat in judguent, followed

him in his progress; and when anyone met him who wanted his

assistance, he made no delsy, but had his tribunal set down

immedlately wherever he happened to be, and sat upon it and

heard the complaint; he then ordered the guilty who were
oonvictedlgo be punished, and absolved those who were accused




He died after a quiet rcign in 34 A.D., loaving no children, His
domindons were added to the province of Syria and in 37 iA.D. were
glven o Agrippa I by Caligula, as was mentioned above.




De The Jewish Samhedrin

In addition to the power wielded by Herod and his successors,
ere existed simultaneously in Jerusslem a very important judicial
institution which ex-rted a strong influence on the political life
of the Jews, About the time of Jesus, the priestly authority expressed
itself through the Sanhedrin, the great ecclesiastical and civil
councll which sat in Jerusalem,

It is impossible to say, with any certainty, when this council
ame into existence. According to Jewish tradition, it has its origin
&t the time of lMoses, when God told Moses to Massemble eeventy men of
the elders of Israel, ul but there is no evidence for the permanency of
such an assembly with functions similar to those of the Sanhedrin.
Yorrison writes that neither is the Sanhedrin to be “confounded with
the elders of the people or the court of justice at Jerusalem referred
% in the Old Testament,"? for the elders were not an organizad body
like the Sanhedrin, and the courts of justice did not possess legisla-
Hve and administrative powers like the Sanhedrin,>

The Sanhedrin with which we are conccrned dates in all probability
from the time of Antiochus the Great (223~187 B.C.) where the Senate
(—-)‘-‘-,Qé’-d.ﬁlli_.) is referred to by Josephus.h Morrison says that the
first faint traces of its existence do not go farther back than the
Persian PBﬁOd.S At this time the Jews had suffered many restrictions,

LGf.Nu.m
ct.:xs.ngséff. and Deut, 17, 8 £f,

%.cit.’ pp. 209—210.
“Ait., xii, 3, 3.
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% also followed under the Greek and Romans, and so it was but natural
that theur felt the need of some organization to regulate their internal
affairs, Ezra speaks of Klders® and Nehemish of nobles and ruhrs.7
As to the character of their organization, if any, we have no information,
but it is not improbable that they formed some sort of council or sime
Uar organization, However, it is under Antiochus the Great that we
have the first evidence of a definite organization-—a senate or gerousia,
Sehiirer charactcrizes it as an aristocratic body, presided over by the
high priest with the priestly aristoeracy dominating its procudines.a

As the successors of Alexander the Great generally left the con-
Quered people in control of their own local affairs, this would in-
dicate that the Jewish senate was in possession of very extensive powers.
Under the Maccabees, the scnate still maintained a place in Jewish life,
a8 already indicated in a reference to Josephus, but the amtocratie
tendencies of some of the Maccabean princes no doubt curtailed its
authority considerably,’

There is every reason to believe that this Senate ( bep oy S ('g )
Was essentially the same institution as the Sanhedrin (‘,,“'gp,w )
of the Roman period, Edersheim states: "The ‘eldership' ( _)_h_{m_g_‘;.,_),
Wich under the carlier Maccabees was called 'the tribunal of the
Asmoneans, ! now passed into the Sanhedrin. w10

Pompey did not interfere with the Sanhedrin vwhen he abolished the
laccabean monarchy in 63 B.C, However, Gabinius, Pompey's successor
(57-55 B.C.), reorganized the whole government of the country during
the time when An%igonus, the lust of the Asmoneans, was making attempts

6, Cf, Eara 5 & 93 6, 7 & 1k; 10, 8.
7+ Cf, Neh, 2, 16} 5, 73 Ts 5e

8, Op. eit., Div, II, Vol. I, p. 174
’. % dtg’ . 210.
10, &' Eé_t_.. m, Pe 97e
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%o gain the throne. 'He deprived the high priest of his royal author-
14y, and established five independent sanhedrins, after the Great
Sanhedrin in Jernsalem, These sanhedrins sat in Jerusalem, Jericho,
Gadara, imathus, and Sepphoris, Thic form of government lasted but
for a short time for it was discontinued when Julius Caesar re-invested
_ Hyrcanus "with supreme dignity. il With this re-instatement of
Hyrcanus, the Sanhedrin of Jerusalem again received its ancient powers
ad its jurisdiction once more extended over the vhole of Palestine,

There is no definite information as to the exact mumber that
eamposed thie body nor how its membership was maintained, Guignebert
Quotes a tractate on the Sanhedrin in the Mishnah which supplies no
satisfactory answer to these questions, He quotes:

_ "The Great Sanhedrin is composed of 71 members and the

Uttle Sanhedrin of 33.,=—ow can you tell that the Great

Sanhedrin should have 71 merbers?—-It is written: Gather unto

e sevenby men of the elders of Israel; and these, with

Hoses, make 71, Rabbi Jehuda is of the opinion that there

should be only 70 (including oses)." e« «

The Seriptural refercnce is to Numbers 11, 16, He continuess

It is not impossible that the Sanhedrin really did conform

to this text by fixing its numbers at 70 or 71, though

it is equally likely that the Talmudic Rabhis suppressed

the real membership in favor of the sacred mumber. On 3o

the whole the statement of the Mishnah seemrs plausible.

The aristocratic character makes it probeble that the members of
the Sanhedrin were chosen for 1life, but that is a question to which no
answer can be given, It appears that the new members were admitted
by the laying on of hands, but no record remains of the qualifications
hecessary for membership,

e do know, says Guignebert, "that the members were not of equal

11, ¥llman, op, cites pp. 399-400,
12, Gp. cibey pe 52




