CHAPTER VL

THE SAMARITANS UNDER THE ROMAN
EMPIRE.

§ I. TO THE DESTRUCTION OF JERUSALEM, A. D. 0.t

The resuscitation of the district of Samaria came with
the strong arm of Roman force and law. The ravages of
the contending Hellenistic armies now ceased, and the am-
bitions of the Jewish state were brought under control ; the
inhabitants of the land enjoyed the fruits of an unknown
peace, and those who clung to the faith of Gerizim could
pursue the liberties of Roman subjects in the matter of re-
ligion without fear of molestation from the fanaticism of the
stronger sect in the South. The ancient rivalry was still
maintained, and when Jews and Samaritans met in town
or on country road it blazed out in acts of violence, wherein
either party gave and took. But the political value of
Samaria was appreciated by Rome, and especially by the
astute Herod, for it offered a sure foothold against the tur-
bulence of the Jews; its majority of pagan citizens despised
the Jews, while the Shechemites hated them.

Most of the history of this period revolves around the
capital city Samaria, whose ancient glories were once more
restored. Rebuilt by an early governor of Syria, Gabinius
(57-55),2 it became the favorite seat of king Herod. His
interest in the fair land to the north seems to have been
early excited, for Josephus informs us that upon his father’s

1 See the authorities named at the beginning of the previous Chagtgr-
i ¥

2 A] xiv, 5, 3; BJ 1, 8, 4 For the name “ Gabinians " assume
the citizens, see Cedrenus, i, 323, vacé.2 Bekker.
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death th_at diplomatic politician “ cheered up Samaria and
st.opped its factions,”® and so we are not surprised that in
his contest with the Hasmonzan Antigonus the city of Sa-
maria was arrayed on his side.* His cunning handling of
Augustus gfter the battle of Actium brought him, along with
the recognition of his monarchy, the boon of Sa,mariab” and
thus that district fell once more under the sway of a; kin
of the Jews. But the circumstances of the new relatioﬁ
were now favorable to the North. Herod proceeded to re-
build and beautify the capital, paying homage to Casar
by calling it Sebaste, i.e. Augusta, at the same time erectin
a temple in the emperor’s honor.® But Herod’s purpos%
was not merely an @sthetic one, although he enjoyed him-
self in the gay city of his creation as he never did in
sognbre Jerusalem. Josephus correctly gives the reason for
this new and elaborate foundation, that “it should be a
strc_mghold to keep the land and Jerusalem in awe, from
wl}lch.latter place Samaria was but a day’s journey.” , With
this city of his choice much of the tragedy of his life was
enacted. Here he married Mariamne, in its neighborhood
after her execution he tried to drown his grief in the pleas-
ures.of the chase, and here at the end of his life his and
Mariamne’s sons, Alexander and Aristobulus, were exe-
{:uted. A .Samaritan lady was one of his wives. If then
it was a king of Jerusalem who reigned over the district
he was nevertheless a king in Samaria, and his favor anci
presence rr}ust have contributed not a little to the well-
being of his Samaritan subjects, Israelites as well as Pa-
gans.”

In the disturbances which broke out after Herod’s death

a7 15, 13 BJ i, 1 |

Eroiiss,

7 Abul f‘ath,sflﬁ, rei:,orzéé tzh,atsﬁgaz?éwciﬂgﬁye%ag?‘ﬁae;’s );:i,wgi! 3;145

Jews. For the Samari iti : 1
Biap. VI note 0. aritan tradition of the Samaritan wife, see below,
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to the interests of the empire; Varus
and subsequently upon the division

Herod’s sons, the district, which
e tetrarchy of Archelaus.

Samaria remained loyal
is said to have spared it
of the kingdom among

now fell along with Judaea to th
met its reward in having one-quarter of its taxes remitted.’

Finally when Archelaus was dispossessed (A. D. 6), Judaea
and Samaria were united in a province of the third class,
subordinate to the proconsulate province of Syria.!* The
seat of the new procuratorship was Cesarea, itself one of
Herod’s foundations, so that now the political centre lay to
the extreme northwest, 2 condition favorable to the Samari-
tans. Notwithstanding the union of the lands of Juda and
Samaria, the distinction between their boundaries was still
preserved, the Jews having recovered, probably in Herod’s
time, the Samaritan cantons that were cut off by Pompey.'!
King Herod, only half Jew as he was, had been a buffer
between the mighty empire and the Judean state with its
acute sensibilities. But with the passing of his diplomatic
management, the index of doom now began to point towards
the well-nigh inevitable catastrophe of the great Jewish re-
volt, the threatening clouds being only for a short while
riven by the reign of Herod Agrippa (41-44)- One mani-
festation of these symptoms was the recrudescence of the
hostility of Jew and Samaritan, in which conflict the weaker
sect, probably encourage

d by the favor of the political mas-
ters, even appears as the aggressor. Josephus narrates two
ugly incidents of this perpetual quarrel. In the adminis-
tration of the first procurator Coponius (6-9

), the Samari-
tans gained access on a cer

tain Passover to the porches 0
the temple in Jerusalem, and scattered about dead men’s

8 AT xvii, 10, 9; BJ 11;:8; T ) _
3; cf. Nicolaus Dam., 11 Miiller, Fragm.

® 4] xvii, 1T, 4; BT ii, 6,

hist. Gree. iii, 35I. ) ) !
10 Schiirer, GJV 1, 454. This province included the land of Samaria,

for Pilate governed the latter land as well. .
11 For Josephus’s description of these boundaries, see below, . 145
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but the governor Pilate prevented their ascending the holy
mountain by dispatching a large force, which slew many,
capturing some who were subsequently executed, and dis-
persing the rest. The Samaritan magistracy thereupon ap-
pealed to Vitellius the governor of Syria against this un-
called-for barbarity, and the upshot of the complaint was
the recall of Pilate (A. D. 36).'® These several instances
prove that the Samaritan sect possessed considerable influ-
ence with the imperial administration.

The tragedy which terminated the life of the Jewish
state involved as well the northern sect. The land of Sa-
maria suffered equally with the other districts adjacent to
Judea from the raids of maddened Jewish bands which

swarmed throughout Palestine to take the last reckoning

with the heathen world. At the beginning of the Jewish
war (A. D. 66), Samaria-Sebaste shared the fate of many
a neighboring city, and was burnt to the ground,'” and in
general we have to suppose that the fires which raged in
Judza, Perza and Galilee seared the valleys of Samaria,
and involved its inhabitants, however involuntarily, in the
horrors of that war of Armageddon.

There is one incident of this calamitous time which is

the Samaritan spirit in that age. The mad
itans with its contagion,

deceived by apocalyptic

significant of
fury of the Jews infected the Samar
and dragged a large body of them,
frenzy, to a like destruction with the Jews.
of Josephus’s narrative is as follows:® A large number
of Samaritans assembled on Gerizim, despising the suc-
cesses of the Romans, and ready for a fray with them.
Vespasian found it necessary to nip this uprising in the
bud, and sent his captain Cerealis with 600 hor
infantry to dislodge the rebels.

16 For the legend of the hidden vessels,
ism, of which this event was a manifestation,

17 BJ i, 18, 1.
18 BJ ii, 7, 32.

see Chap. XIL, §§8 6, 7-

It is recorded amidst the events of the year 67.

The abstract '

se and 3,000
So strong were ihe latter

and for Samaritan Messian-=
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and so well intrenched in their superior position, that the
Roman,s c:auld not attack them. But nature car’ne to the
:formex'- s aid; there is no water on the mountain, and it be-
ing midsummer, thirst destroyed some of the besieged reb-
els, and drove others to yield themselves, so that Cerealis
felt able to make assault. Surrounding them, he first of-
fered amnesty; but the horde was animated by the stiff-
necked obstinacy of ancient Israel, and Cerealis proceeded to
the slagghter, mowing down 11,600 people. No further in-
formation is had concerning this unique uprising ; that it did
not involve the whole Samaritan sect, is certa;n, because
there was no necessity for the Romans to proceed against
any of the Samaritan towns. We must suppose that the
more fanatical ones of the sect, filled with Messianic en-
thu-51'asn-1, were infected with the madness of the Jewish co-
religionists; fortunately the community as a whole was
saved from the destruction which befell political Judaism
The round century between the beginning of Hero-d’s
grace to the land of Samaria down to the fall of the Judzan
state was the happiest age, we may assume, that the Samari-
tan sect has experienced in its long history. The land

f ex:ljoyed.the favor first of Herod and then, in general, of
his official successors; its value was recognized, from the

days of Herod to those of Vespasian, as affording a sure
footi_lold against the tumultuous Jews. For the one time
in history since the Persian period, when the enemies of

- Juda in Samaria persecuted the renascent Jewish state, the

}‘Sama:rltan_c.ommunity pla:yed a prominent and influential
part in politics, often turning to its advantage the favorable

Prepossessions  of the administration.  Accordingly we

eatly desiderate more exact information concerning the
Edin this auspicious age. We learn of a Council (BovAy)
e Samaritans,'® doubtless of the same pattern as the

- M AJ xviii, 4, 2. But Schi i
e Xviil, 4, 2. chirer, GJI ii, 152, int i
ncil of the district. For the functions of tge Botﬁgrseg: tg:;ls gf Ityl'lée
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Jewish Sanhedrin, and accorded much the same rights over
the spiritual and social life of its community. The reten-
tion of the ancient boundaries between Juda and Samaria
indicates the perpetuation of an ecclesiastical territorial
jurisdiction for the Samaritans. The Talmud makes pro-
vision for Jews living in Samaria who had to pay tithes to
the Samaritan hierarchy.?® As for the political adminis-
tration, Josephus asserts that there were garrisons placed
throughout the land,?* and that also upon extraordinary
occasions the government called out the native element and
armed them as a militia, as in the case of the conflict be-
tween the Samaritans and the Jews under Cumanus.22 The
franchises of the Samaritans may not have been as exten-
sive as those of the Jews, but it would appear that while
the empire made no confusion between the two sects, their
privileges were much the same. Samaritanism was with-
out doubt a religio licita, with a recognized ecclesiastical
territory.

No answer can be given to the query concerning the con-
dition of the cult upon Gerizim; the historical evidence has
only the negative result that since Hyrcanus’s destruction
of the Samaritan temple there is no testimony to its re-
building. Juynboll argues # that Herod could not have
rebuilt the temple for fear of the Jews; that no record
exists of any such bounty on his part would support this
theory. Yet it seems strange that the Samaritans in this
Age of Favor did not resume their cult with fitting sur-
roundings. We may well think that when the Samaritan
woman argued with Jesus concerning the sanctity of “ this
mountain,” she pointed to some edifice crowning the sum-
mit (Jn. 4).24

20 See below, p. 183.
21 BJ iii, 7, 32.
22 4] xx, 6, 1.

28 Hist. Sam. 113. ) ) r
24 There is little later evidence for the reconstruction of the Samari-
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§2. FROM THE DESTRUCTION OF JERUSALEM TO THE CHRIS-
TIANIZATION OF THE EMPIRE.?®

One permanent result of interest to the sect of the Samari-
tans came from Vespasian's presence in the land. It is rea-
sonably certain that this emperor built the modern Shechem,
the elder city having lain farther to the east; his foundation
he called Neapolis, “ New-City,” or more fully and as it ap-
pears on the coins, Flavia Neapolis, after the conqueror’s
family-name.®® From its calamity in the Jewish War the
city of Samaria never recovered; in the IVth Century it
was no longer one of the important cities of Palestine, and
soon fell to the rank of a village.?” Neapolis rapidly
forged ahead of the old capital, and is spoken of in the IVth
Century as one of the greatest cities in Palestine.?® This
new creation brought wealth and prestige to the centre
of the Samaritan sect, which by the IVth Century seems to
have entirely abandoned the elder Shechem; but the change
was fraught with danger to that community, for the coloni-
zation of a Pagan metropolis in their midst contributed
to the fanatical exasperation of the Samaritans against the
Romans, which ultimately brought upon them the same ruin
that had befallen Jerusalem.

After the age of the great Jewish War there exists a
tan temple; see note 10z. For the Samaritan traditions concerning its
site, see Chap. 11I. Epiphanius, Heres, 1xxx, 1 (Migne, xlii, 757), de-
scribes a synagogue (Proseuche) at Shechem that was open to the
heavens. This may have been the House of God in which the Samari-
- tans performed their sacrifices when restrained from Gerizim. For
the passage, see Schiirer, GJ/V ii, 447. On the temple, cf. Chap. VI,

nNote 102,

’::Ad;l to authorities previously mentioned, Gritz, Geschichte der
Uden, 1v,
~_“%For the original location of Shechem, see above, p. 19. The fact
that Vespasian founded Neapolis is not directly affirmed by ancient
authorities, but is now generally accepted. See Valesius to Eusebius,
Hsst. eccles. iv, 12; Juynboll, Hist. Sam. 118; Schiirer, GJV i, 650.
2T GTV i, 153
28 Ammianus Marcellinus, xiv, 8 11 (GJV i, 650). For the coins of
€ city, see Eckhel, Doctrina nummorum, iii, 434; Mionnet, Descrip-
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long lacuna in Samaritan history, extending to the reign
of Hadrian, (117-138). When the sect reappears it, too,
is involved in the great conflict between State anq Churc':h
which began with the fall of ]erusal'?m and term}nated 1m
the triumph of Christianity. According to Spartianus the
outbreak of the war of Bar-Koke!Ja_l (132-135) waggdue to
Hadrian’s prohibition of circumcision to 'the Jews.= The
worth of this statement has been mi_.ich dlsputed.; it is cer-
tain, however that Hadrian interdicted castration, unde_r
which head circumcision might l:l;e. included, W1.‘111.e there is
some slight evidence that circumcision was pr.ohlbite'd to the
Arabians. If now, with Schiirer,?® the motive a551gned to
the outbreak by Spartianus is to be acc?pt?d, we are in a po-
sition to explain how it is that from this time on the Samar-
itans were involved in the disasters of the Jews. Prac-
tising Jewish rites which now fell under the ban of the em-
pire, the former came to suffer undet: tl_le legal penal'ltle;s
which fell upon the latter. And so it 1s that Ha.dnans
memory is bitterly preserved by the Samaritan f:hromc.le§ as
the first Pagan ruler who persecuted the Saman?an religion.
Nevertheless reliable Samaritan data concerning t!qe Ha-
drianic period are most scanty, and at tl’;tli same time intoler-
ably mixed up with prosaic romancings. In the first p'Iace.
there is a recollection of the siege of Jerusalem by Hadrian;
; sdai 1 15; Supplém. viii, 346. Head,
?ﬁ?toig 12?&?3;&;‘:, tg;g? l:g.;s Vt’)ri?e?ioy,' gétgihe{ ithlsloclﬂ-il?aéi r i?i‘r[nT}vlv?:}?
?‘:feo t::?nrﬁgtgcﬁialofl?gsf —\;h(iﬂ;%l :-: ptll-fesetl;;;;ﬁeiof Zeus, approached b% aa£
flight of step’s,—— and on the other a small edifice or I?ll'tar ?hf SOEmﬁ:Siaﬂ
uncertain form; (B) simulacrum of a goddess resembling the Ep

Artemis standing between two humped bulls; she usually holds in one

1 i the other types
hip, and in the other ears ‘of corn. Among . . )
gggdSngai;p Asklepios, Apollo, etc. The coins of the 1m111er1alfc:l:’;?-fl
are found from Titus to Maximinus, and of the imperial colony fir

Philip I. to Volusian, the colony having been established by Septimius

SeveIr/u_s‘ P ;
20 Vita Hadriani, 14. B ) o i be formid
30 i, 674, where a full discussion of the question is

3 E{bV },03.7§. «Ivii: Abwl Fath, 113-117; Chron. Adler, 44-48.
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in this the Samaritan chronicles are opposed to the view
which now largely prevails that Bar-Kokeba did not hold
Jerusalem.??  Subsequently, according to the Samaritan
chronicles, Hadrian appeared at Neapolis. He brought
thither the great bronze gates of the Jerusalem temple, and
affixed them to the temple he built upon Gerizim.®* After
his departure, the Samaritans purified with fire the places
he had defiled,®** which action gave opportunity to the Jews
to bring malicious accusation against them; thereupon he
gave orders to “kill every circumcised man,” and also in-
terdicted ““ ablutions and sabbaths and feasts.” In these
traditions of the imperial visit to Shechem there is con-
siderable historic deposit, especially in regard to Hadrian’s
application of his prohibition of circumcision to the Samari-
tans. It is also on record that this emperor built a temple
to the Most High Jupiter on Gerizim above Neapolis.®®

82 See Schiirer, GJV i, 685. The Samaritan chronicles introduce a
long story concerning two Samaritan youths, Ephraim and Manasse
(notice the artificial names!), who, having been imprisoned in Jerusa-
lem for playing a sacrilegious trick upon a Jew (see above, note 12),
assisted Hadrian to capture the city. With this story may be com-
pared the Jewish tradition that the Samaritans acted hostilely towards
the Jews in their desire to rebuild the temple at this time (Bereshit
Rabba. Ixiv; text and translation given in Derenbourg, Histotre de la
Palestine, 416). But it may be questioned whether this reference to
a siege of Jerusalem and the hostility evinced by the Samaritans to
the Jgews do not rather refer to the siege by Vespasian and Titus,
which later tradition has confounded with Hadrian’s operations. The
Samaritan legend has also the malicious story that after his capture
of the city, Hadrian pressed into the Temple and there found images,
whereupon he convicted the highpriest of pracising idolatry. This
doubtless has reference to the cherubim, etc., and probably the Samari-
tans, with their far plainer cult, often found fault with the Jews for
their more ornate ritual. The legend is the counterblast, of course, to
that of the Jews that the Samaritans worshipped a bird, and what not,
on Mount Gerizim. There is also a Rabbinic tradition concerning the
%’irt played by the Samaritans in the fall of Bar-Kokeba’s fortress of

ettar; see Derenbourg, op. c¢it. 433.

23 For a further reference to these gates, see below, p. 108.

2 For this practice, see Additional Note C.

.3 Dio Cassius, xv, 12; the Neapolitan Marinus, quoted by Damas-
Clus, in Photius, Bibliotheca, Geneva, 1611, 1055f. The coins of Neapo-

lis represent this temple.
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The erection of this new Pagan fane excited the passions
of the Samaritans, and the consequent excesses brought upon
them the emperor’s chastisement. The Chronicle Adler as-
cribes the outrage only to “some foolish people of the
Samaritans.”3¢

One other grievous calamity is ascribed to the days of
Hadrian, the destruction of the sacred books of the Samari-
tans.®” From this catastrophe, it is stated, were saved only
the book of the Law and that of the succession of the priests.
It is true that Abu’l Fath®® ascribes a like calamity to the
reign of Commodus, fifty years later, and because of the
chronological distortion of the Samaritan data it is impos-
sible to make sure of the exact date. That however some
such calamity occurred in this century is corroborated by
the fact that only since then do we find in the Samaritan
chronicles anything like independent data. That before
this period Samaritan culture possessed its literature is in-
dubitable, so that we can best ascribe the almost utter ab-
sence of original knowledge of the history before Hadrian
to the destruction wrought by the Romans for the rebel-
liousness of the sect.®®

36 Clermont-Ganneau, in a review of Adler and Séligsohn’s Une
Nouvelle Chronique Samaritaine (Jouwrnal des Savants, ii, 34), has
made some interesting archaological notes upon the Samaritan chroni-
cles, some of which may be pertinently referred to here. He would
hold it possible that the bronze gates carried off to Samaria by Hadrian
are the gates of Nicanor (cf. his Recueil d'Archéologie orientale, v,
334). Clermont-Ganneau also maintains that the object of the cult
established by Hadrian on Gerizim was Serapis, Jupiter Serapis appear-
ing frequently on the coins of Neapolis; in this view he opposes that
of Adler and Séligsohn, who think of Jupiter Sospes (compare above,
p.77), and Juynboll (Lib. Jos. 334), who would correct the text to
make it read Cesar. The Samaritan reading is uncertain: Lib Jos.
saqaras, Abu’l Fath, sapis, sipas; Chron. Adler, sapis. In conpm.ent
upon the prohibition of lustral baths, it is to be noted that a similar
interdict was issued by the emperor Verus in the same century against
the purifications of Jewish women; see Gritz, op. cit. iv, 208.

37 Lib. Jos. xlvii, end.

38 P, 120, 10; cf. p. 118, 17. . ;
39 The Samaritan chronicles state that Hadrian had a Samaritan

wife on whose account he made an edict that no Jew should dwell in
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modus (180—92), of whom a lively and bitter memory is
cherished. It is chronicled that in his day the Samaritans
were worse off than under Hadrian; he instituted bitter per-
secutions, forbidding the reading of the Law, closing the
schools, destroying the scholars, compelling the use of pork,
so that the knowledge of the Law well-nigh perished.**
But although Commodus’s cruel nature is notorious, yet
nothing is known of any ill treatment on his part of the
Israelites, so that the reference may rather belong to the
successor of Marcus Aurelius, Verus Commodus.*®
For the reign of Commodus’s first permanent successor,
Septimius Severus (193-211), secular history offers a few
data bearing upon our investigation. Syria, including
Palestine, took part with Severus’s rival, Niger Pescennius,
upon whose overthrow the conqueror meted out special pun-
ishment to Neapolis; “ he took away the right of citizenship
from the people of Neapolis in Palestine, because they had
for a long time been in arms for Niger's cause.”*’ Subse-
quently he established the city as a colony, a change which
may have involved the banishment of many of the original
citizens.4” Jerome also notes in his chronology for the fifth
year of this emperor a war between the Jews and the
Samaritans (Judaicum et Samaritanum bellum motum) ;
Abu’l Faraj, who places the event in the first year of the
reign, describes it as a great war, a battle being fought in
which many were killed on both sides.*® Subsequently
however the emperor “ remitted the penalties which the
Palestinians had incurred on account of Niger,” and he es-
tablished “ many laws for the Palestinians.” But apart
44 Aby’l Fath, 118-122; Chron. Adler, 8o.
45 For his treatment of the Jews, see Gritz, op. cit. iv, 207.
48 Spartianus, Severus, 9
47 Ulpian, Corp. juris digest 1, 15, 1, § 7. Gratz has “Sebaste,”
op. cit. iv, 226.
48 Abu'l Faraj (Gregory Bar-Hebraeus), Historia dynastiarum, ed.

Dio Cassius, 1xxiv, 2, tells a romantic story

Pococke, p. 125 (tr. 79). c sto
who had overrun Judea and Palestine.”

of one “ Claudius, a bandit,
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from this restoration to civil rights, the emperor took action
in 202 toward repressing the Jews and the Christians, the
rapid growth of the latter dismaying the administrati;)n &
f;:c l:he .p_roof of ]ewisl_q membership and conversion w.as
i S;nn(;f,lg;léstg?pfiifﬁntans must have been included under

-Abl;gl Fath preserves a fairly accurate reflection of this
reign. Se.verus is described as offering the highpriest
.Akbup official honor if he will worship the idols :nd the
imperial statute; Akbun refusing, the emperor’s advisers de-
ma_nd the destruction of the community. To this Severus
objects on the ground that they worship the greatest God
of a.ll, and that it will do no good to forcebthem The
officials tl}en obtain the right of espionage over the Slamari~
tans to hinder them from circumcision and purifications,™
and als:o to refuse the privilege to rear altars in their midjst
The1:e is added the note that the emperor laid upon the com:
Eaumtt))r a tax for the observance of the Sabbath; this may
; (?:ieonfaen nothing else than some case of local official ex-

The next reign recorded by the Samaritan chroniclers is
tP_lat qf Alexander Severus (222-235).2 But the local
%115t01‘1.ans seem to have utterly missed the mark concern-
ing this ruler. He is depicted as worse than Commodus;
he placed a price upon the heads of Samaritans,®® s na:
gogues and scho'ols were destroyed, doctors of the !Lawyand
}éouths were slain. Yet above all the emperors Alexander

everus is noted for his humanity and liberality.’* We are
accordingly forced to look for some other object of the

3 ;
:2:1 "%‘?1?: :f;arzgr;z?? E‘hron. Adler, so.

thg‘;i{a;alilﬁirind iﬁsffgoié%’ﬁginiﬁ’? i it o Ly o au
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Samaritan denunciation. Juynboll suggests HeI10gallau155
(218-222) ;%® yet this blasphemous {nonarch had an eclectic
interest in all cults, while his concubine Severina was favor&
ably disposed to Christianity. But there may be sugges;ed
the identification with Caracalla (211-217), who style
himself Alexander in admiration of the great conqueror, b}{
which name he was known upon medals.*® He spent muc
of his time in the Orient, where his chosen surname may
have come into common use, and then later have been con-
fused with that of the noble and far more famous Alexander
5383111';1 Si.mportant event of the reign :of A]exande_r Sever;s
is recorded by the Samaritan chronlcle'rs, the rise of the
Sassanide kingdom of Persia.?” To this occurrence :i at-
tached the story of an embassy sent to the new lPers_1ar1 mg:
to supplicate favor for the San::antans; by .thelr Wlltlt}{ Y:;lsa
dom they gain his favor. This story_has its paralle 1bet
later incident;®® in general the 'Samarltans appear as abet-
tors cf the Sassanian attacks against the empire. '
For the remainder of the Pagan empire the Samaritans
record but three emperors. Qf .these it is stated that Solrci
dianus (238-244) gave permission to‘the Jews to refulsﬂ
the temple at Jerusalem, but that thefr efforts wg:_ It; §
trated by a mighty storm,”‘—a rephf:e} of t}}i ! rxz i ¢
legend assigned to Julian’s reign. Philip the Arab (244
i : Quod tibi fieri non
g LRy fiZ‘l’nSif&'&i?“%’;é%?{{feg-lwﬁs, cc. 20, st. He
500 T Accoraing e Lamoris Hekoratape 3.0 2
desired to centralize the cults o S
ol e Sttt B e g e Pl e o
in the
el e i v Mol Bt
;2; yggg from Alexander the Great, which is correct within two y

58 See p. 117.
59 Abw'l Fath, 139.
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249) is mentioned.$° Finally
corded as even worse than Seve
the cruel martyrdom by his deputy Rakus of a Samaritan
woman who refused to worship the idols.8?
This deficiency of information in the Samaritan sources
is eked out by one datum from Jewish tradition. A Tal-
mudic passage relates that “ when Diocletian the king came
hither, he decreed that all the peoples should offer libation,
except the Jews; and the Samaritans offered libations.”’612
This statement, so far as we can judge, must be a libel,
but it is doubtless true that while the Jews, through their in-
fluence and ancient prestige, obtained exemption from the
drastic laws of revived heathenism, which were especially
directed against the Christians, the Samaritans did not share
the like good fortune 52
Such is an enumeration of the data of Samaritan history
for the age between 70 and 323 A. C. Further than thjs
we can only picture in imagination the calamities which
racked the falling empire, and which in particular bro
havoc and desolation to Palestine ; rival em
governors, the wars with Parthians
heaped their evils upon the devoted la
borders the general civic disorder ga
cover of repressive laws, to the exactio
tous officials, who treated the Samarit
to Pagan eyes, with even more desp
rest of their unfortunate subjects.
more than decimated,
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Decius (249-252), is re-
rus, and a story is told of

ught
perors, insurgent
and Sassanians, all
nd, while within its
ve scope, under the
ns of wilful and cove-
an sect, so outlandish
ite than they did the
The community was
its riches looted, its culture almost
L Abw'l Fath, 145: Chron. Adler, 61. For the i

dmaritan circumcision, in this reign, a

gor of the law against
ness C ii, 13, which was comp

s we saw above, Origen is wit-

. Celsum osed under this monarch; Euse-

wus, Hist. eccles. vi, cc. 34, 36.

81 dbw’l Fath 148; Chron, Adler, 63.
Sl 4p. Zara Jer. 44d. Cf. Gritz, op. cit. iv, 302.

%2 Is Decius in the Samaritan chronicles an error (simple enough in
the Arabic script) for Diocletian? At the same time Decius, who was

€ first systematic persecutor of the Christians, may have included the
Amaritans in his proscriptions,
7
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exterminated, as indeed the Samaritans record. It pos-
sessed no friends in the outside world apart from the mem-
bers of scattered synagogues and banking-houses, but these
never seem to have been able to give much support to the
home-church; Judaism could survive even if not a Jew was
left in the Holy Land, for the vast and well-organized
Diaspora in Mesopotamia gave that church a powerful back-
ing in trouble and a sure place of refuge. But the Samari-
tans possessed no like material and political advantages.
Only the obstinacy of their religion saved them through
these and the succeeding centuries of chaos, and in view
of this persistence we dare not deny them credit for a true
religious faith. With the Christianization of the empire,
when at last the related church of the Nazarenes, with whom
they had shared the Pagan persecutions, came to the as-
cendancy, we might expect the Shechemites to find respite
under the rule of the followers of the Prince of Peace. But
a worse fate pursued them under Christian dominion than
under Pagan. Whatever rights had been theirs, the be-
quest of the ancient humanity of Rome, were now with-
drawn to satisfy the persecuting spirit of triumphant Chris-
tendom, which had absorbed from Paganism the lesson, op-
posite to its Master’s, to treat like with like, and to bruise
the broken reed.

§3. FROM THE REIGN OF CONSTANTINE TO THE RISE OF
1SLAM.%3

For this period we possess, in comparison with the meagre
records of other ages, an extensive amount of information
for the Samaritan sect. Except for the last three genera-
tions of the Pagan empire, which were marked by religious
persecutions, Rome in general had troubled herself little, ex-
cept on political grounds, over the religion of her subjects.

63 Cf, especially the works of Juynboll, Gritz, and Appel, as above.
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