Excursus: Agrippa 11 451

Excursus: Acrippa II A.D. 50-(?)92/3
Bibliography
Derenbourg, J., Histoire de la Palestine, pp. 2 252-4. :
Saulcy, F. de, ‘Etude chronologijue de la vie et des monnaies des rois juifs
Agrippa I et Agrippa IT', Mém. Soc. Frang. de Num. et d’Arch. 3 {1869),
Pp. 26-56.
Brann, M., ‘Biographie Agrippa’s II', MGW] 19 (1870), pp 43344, 520—48;
20 (1871) Pp. 13—23.
Baerwald, H., Josephus in Galilda, sein Verhaltmss zu den Parteien, insbesondere
2% J wstus von Tibevias und Agrippa IT (1877).
Rosenberg, A, RE s.v. Tulius’ (54).
Abel, F.-M., Histoive de la Palestine I (1952), Pp- 4757
Winter, P., Ou the Trial of Jesus (1961), pp. 75 ff., 127 f.
Frankfort, T, ‘Le royaume- d’Agrippa II et son’ annexion. par Domitien’,
Mélanges Gramer (1062), pp. €59-72. . ’
Seyrig, M., ‘Les éres d’'Agrippa II', RN 6 (1964), pp. 5<—65
Av;-Yona.h M., ‘The Egitaph of Mucius Clemens’, IEJ 16 (1966}, pp. 258-64.
See also the bibliographies above in §§ 16—:8

Agrippa II, whose full name as given on coins and inscriptions was
Marcus Iulius Agrippa,® son of Agripra I, seems like almost all the
members of the Herodian family to have been educated in Rome. He
was there, in any case, when his father died in A.D. 44 and Claudius
wished to appoint him as successor to the throne.? As has been seen,
at the instigation of the emperor’s counsellors, who pleaded Agrippa’s
immaturity, this did not happen. The young prince remained for a
time in Rome, where he made use of his connexions at court to bz of

- service to his-compatriots, as in the dispute over the High Priest’s
‘vestments,? and in the conflict during the time of Cumanus.? It was
mainly due to him that Cumanus did not -escape the punishment he

- 1. On the coins of Agrippa cf. . W. Madden, History of Jewish Coinage, pp.
113-33; Coins of the Jews (1881), pp. 139-69; BMC Palesiine, pp. xcviii-c, 239-47;
A. Reifenberg, Ancient Jewish Coins (21947), Pp. 25—7, 49—54; Y. Meshorer, Jewish
Cairs of the Second Temple Peviod (1967), pp. 81~7, 141—53; idem, ‘A New Type of
Coirs of Agrippa IT’, IEJ 21 (x971), pp. 164—5. The basic modern stady of the eras
of Agrippa II, attested mainly by the coins, is H. Seyrig; Les éres d’Agrippa
II’, RN 6 (x964), pp. 55-65. The name Marcus occurs on a coin from the time
of Nero: Baothéos (sic) Méprov.’ Aypimmov (Madden, Coins, p. 146) In the light of
-this, an inscription at Helbun, not far from Abila of Lysanias, should probably
be completed in the following manner: *Enl Baaddos pepddov Mdprolv *lovdiov
*Ayplrma ddolraloapos kol dlopwpalwy (sic), OGIS 420. The name Iulius appzars
on an inscription at El Hit, north of Hauran; 'Ent Baowléufs . . . . "Tov]Alov *dyplrma,
. OGIS 421. The connexion of the inscription with Agrippa II.is not absolutely
certain but very probable. In any cese, even without this evidence the appellation
" Tulivs may be assumed a priori for Agrippa 11, since the whole family bore the
.name; see above, p. 452. )

2. Ant. xix 9, 2 (360-3). o
3. Ant. xx 1, 2 (10-14); XV 11, 4 (403-9). Cf. above P. 456.
4. Ant. xx 6, 3 (134-6). Cf. above, p. 459. .















' ,: “The Roman-Herodian Age

.+ Agrippa. We are told only that Agrippa corresponded with Josephus
"“ahout his history of the Jewish war, praised it for its reliability, and
“ bought 2 copy of the work.#2 Numerous coins of Agrippa confirm ‘the
. continuance. of his reign at:least into that of Domitian. The many
i*iffaccuracies on these coins in respect to the imperial title have caused
“‘much trouble to numismatists. Bat it is precisely these inaccuracies
“that are instructive.4 S ' .

‘In a chronological notice preserved by the so-called Chronographer
of A.D. 354, Agrippa’s reign, as it seems, lasted until .. 85 or 86.
£ Although little weight can be attached to this remark because of the
. unreliable transmission of the text, it is none the less possible that
* it stems from sound tradition, It would then be necessary to regard

42 Vita 65 (362—7)y ¢.4p. 19 (51-2). -
.+ +43. For the literatiwe on the coins, see above, p. 471. The facts of the case are
a8 follows. Besides coins of the time of Nero (see above, p. 473, n. 8) we have
.+.coins of Agrippa, (1) from the years 14, 15, 18, 26, 27, 29 of his reign with the
inscription. Adroxpd(rop:) Odeamaoiavd ) Kaloapr Zeuor, (2) from the years 14, 18,
. 19,20, 21, 26, 29 0f Agrippawith the inscription Adroxp( drwp ) Téros Katoap Zefao(0s),
1(3) from the yeafs 14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 35, of Agrippa with the
.name of Domitian: to the year 23 inclusive only - dopiriavds Koioap, from the
year 24, though not consistently, with the addition Teppovecds. From the years 34
and 35 we have coins based on the-era of A.D. 56, in the latter year with the
inseription Aéréxpifropn) dopura(viv) Kaloapa Teppavi{rdv). See Seyrig, op. cit.,
d Meshorer; Joc. rit. The agreement in the year numbers on the coins of all three
Flavians puts it beyond doubt that on all these coins the samé era is employed,
and that ‘Agtippa in his 14th year simultaneously stamped coins bearing the
" names of ‘Vespasian, Titus-and Domitian, and so on. But the era used can only
" be that of A.p. 61, which is employed on the bilingual coins of Agrippa from his
* _25th and 26th regnal years (=Doniitian’s 12th consulate, i.e. A.D. 86; cf. above,
“n. 7). From these data emerge the following resulis. (1) The coins from the years
26,-27 and 29 were minted aftér the deaths of Vespasian and Titus; nevertheless,
the term ‘divus’ is missing ffom the title of both emperors, perhaps on religious
grounds. (2) The coins of the years 14, 15 and 18 were minted during Vespasian’s
lifetime; névertheless, Titus is already called Zeflaords. Tncorrect though this s, it
+ ' is inditative of the opinion held in the East in regard to Titus’s standing. He was
" 'regarded as nothing less than co-regent. (3) The title of Domitian is correct in so far
" a5 he is called on the coins of the years 14—19g only Kefoap, and on the-coins from
" . the year 24 (=A.D. B4) bears the title Teppavads, which he in fact received in
“:A.D. 84. On the other hand, it was a serious mistake to omit the title ZeBaords,
~+and in'some instances also the title Abroxpdrwp, ofi the coins of the years 23-35,
“which all belong within the period of Domitian’s Teign, i.e. 4.D. 83/4—89]go and
8g/go-gof91. The coins therefore show “that in Galilee they were not altogether
% jnformed concerning the kingdom of this world” (Mommsen). Only the bilingual
_coins of the year 26 have the correct Latin title: Imp(erator) Caes(ar) divi Vesp.
. 'f(ilius)iDomitian(u.s)’Au(gustus) Gev(manicus). The attributions of the coins of
-« the years 34 and 35 to the era of A.D. 56 is 2 hypothesis based on two considera-
- tioms: (1) the existence of two concurrent eras is clearly attested (n. 7); (2) there
 are other reasons (see n. 47 below) for concluding that Agrippa had ceased to rule
. a few years before the death of Domitian (A.D. 96). Cf., however, the survey by
B. Kanael in Jahrb. f. Num. u. Geldgesch. 17 (1967), Pp. 177-9-
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‘A.D. 85 or 86, not as the year of Agrippa’s death,44 but merely as
marking the end of his reign over Jewish territory: the year, that is to
say, in which he was deprived of the Jewish colonies which, accorcing
to Ant. xvil. 2, 2. (28), were no longer part of his realm when Josephus
wrotz his antiquities.#® Tt is, however, more likely that Josephus is
referring by implieation ‘o the death-of Agrippa and the passage of
his whole kingcom to direct Roman rule (see below).

According to the testimony of Photius,* Agrippa died in the
third year of Trajan (a.D. 100). The validity of this evidence
has been much discussed, but both from Josephus and local in-
scriptions it seems necessary to conclude thatit is unreliable and that’

Agrippa died about A.D. 92/3.47 It would appear thet he left no
. [Text continues on page 483

44. So. C. Erbes, who bases his-investigation concerning the year of Agrippa’s
death on this passage, ZWTh 39 (1896), 2p.-415-32; but cf. e.g. RE s.v. ‘Tuijus’
(54), cok. 150. -~ .

45. On the Chromographer of a.D. 354, see RE III, 2477 ff; H. Stern, Le
calendvier de 354 (1956). In this collective chronographic work, at the end of
the liber generationis is the following computation. (Chronica minora saec. IV, V,
VI, VII, ed. Mommsen, vol. I=Monum. Germ., Aust. antiguiss., IX, 1 (z892),
p. 140; the related editions of the Jiber generationis. do not. have this section):
E_x_qz:o- ergo munius constitwius est usque ad Cyrum regem Perszrum annt sunt
TIIIPECCCXVI. deinde Tudz veversi sunt in Iudeam de Babilowia ef sevvierunt
annos CCXXX. deinde cum Alexander Magnus Macedo devicit. Darium et veni in
Tudeam et devicit Perses et depcsuit regnum eorum, et.suy Macedonibus. fuerunt Tudei
avm. CCLXX. inde veversi sunt @ Macedonibus et sub suis vegibus juerunt usque ad
Agrippam, qui novissimus fuit vex Fudaeorvm ann. CCCXLY. iterum ab Agrippa
usque ad L. Septimum Severum. wrbis consulem . - . anni sunt-V DCCCLXX. iterum
a Sewwo usque al Emilsanum (sic) et Aquilinum conss. anni sunt LVII. ab
Emiliano usque aé Dioclecianum 1X et Mazimianum VIII. cons. anni sunt LV,
On the various errors in the received text of this seczion, see Mommsen, Joc. &tk
At the place indicated by dots something has obviously been omitted. Since the
years previously mentioned (4916+ 2304270+ 345) amount to 5751, whereas-the
final tota} js given as 5870, the number rog must have been omitted, covering
the time from Agrippa until the consnlship of Septimius Severus, which fell in
A.D, T94. Accordingly, Agrippa’s reign must have ended in 4.D. 85. This coincides
remarkably with the date of the bilingual coins. from the 12th consulship of

. Domitian (s.p. 86!, which bea- on the reverse side, éml Bao(éws) Aypl(mna) Exfovs)

«{’ or x¢". The coins bear the lesters S.C. and were therefore minted senatiss consulio.
This seems to point to some zlteration in Agrippa’s circumstances, at. that time.
If the Jewish tersitory -was taken from him then, as is perhaps to be inferred
from the:Chrenographer, he mast still haveretained. tha region around Frachonitis
for the inscription mentioned above (n. 7) of the year 37=32 of his reign (érovs AL’
705 ket AR’ Bacwdéus *Aypimma, therefore A.D. 92), was found in. Sanamen. on the
northwestern border of Trachonitis.

46. Bibliotheca, cod. 33;.5ee above, n. 35. ' o
47. For discussion of this problem see M. Brann, MGW] (x871), pp. 26-8.
Graets, MGW] (3877), pp. 337-52; N. Briill, Jahrbicher fir. jid. Gesch. und
Literatur 7 (1885), pp. 51—3; A. Schiatter, Der Chronograph aus dem. zehnien Jahre
Antonins, TU XII 1 (1804), pp. 40 ff.; C. Erbes, loc. sit.; RE s.v. ‘Tulius’ (54),
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