
.^liarji ail 1 liitter tlien as sliirc, and own l-rothtT In the toinplf woul.l
i lat pmce l.plwei'ii tln^ sects in

i.K.v|.t was (inl> iiiainiaiiu' 1 l).v llie

.-.ronj; hand of the law.

Oi I he hlffli priest Jehordianaii

hieiitioiie 1 ill this petition I liave al-

nady s|()l-:eii in resq.eri of liir, rela-

tijii.i \>lih Haviolii, the (lovernnr.

'i'lieir cuaiTi I. as related by .losepli-

i,s. was a! a dale siiljseiiueiii to .le-

d')niah'.- letter. Of this hish piiept

an ) hi;; lan!ily we have th;* folio win>{

in .Xelieniiah III 1, "Then Kliashil)

tlie Hiiih Priest rose iiii with his lire-

thren the priests, and they biiilded

th;' ;.liee|) sate; they saiiftifierl it,

all,', set Uj) the door of it; e\en unto
the tower oi Meah tlicx sanciiiie.l it,

rntu tlie to.ver of fiananeel." (This
\,as .John's grandfather.)

XII. I'L', -The Levites in the days
of i^liashib, .loiaJa, and Johanan.
and ,;al(iua. were rer-ordo 1 chief of

tlie fathers; also the priests of the
reign of Darius the i'ersian.

XII, 2:;, The sons of Levi, the

chief of the fathers were written in

the Book of Chronicles even until

the days of .lohanar !e son of Elia-

:^hi))."

XIII, :^,s, "And cin of the sons of

.loiada. the son of Eliashih the High
i riest was son-in-law to Sanhallat
the Horonite; and therefore I chas-

(. 1 liini from nie."

Here we learn from Jedoniah that

John had another brother lot i)revi-

ously known to us. Why did the
High Priest, John, and others in

.Jerusalem, pay no attention to the
application of the .Jv. .vs at .Jeb? I

would suggest two reasons: The
Jews of Jerusalem wished their tem-
ple to be the centre of Judaism, that
it should J, *he holy of holies, the
capital of the world, in the spirit of

Isaiah 11, 2. A rival temple would
both lower the prestige of Jerusa-
lem, and diminish their revenue,
l)0th directly, and by reducing the
pilgrimages made to the holy city.

Ana the mere fact that John, the
High Priest at Jeisualeui, slew his

ir'nii to .^liew thiit he was not a |ier-

:;on of high |iri;icipie, that would
set the interests of religion above his

<nvn.
*

Hut tlier«' w;is proiiably also a ri-

lualislic reason. I'lider .lie rescript

of liariiis. iinl the service de:cribol
ill K/ra. Chapters Six 'Mh'. Seven,
there wa;; a c.iiisiderable dei)arture

from the ancient liturgy in the tem-
ple service i;t .leriisaleiu. Dani'inv-

forniel a popular and expressive

part of the eligioiis rites of tlie

.lews-.—as pi ihably amongst most
race.-; at one tinu' or auolher — from
Mo:es U|) lo l)avi 1. It seems to

have fallen into (iisiise by the tii • of

I!e/ekiah and .Josiah, in the sev-

enth century H.C. Tl:e dance is men-
tioiiel three times in this letter, and
seems to lia\e leen an important
liart of their .service in the temple
at .Jeb. It wotild therefore perhaps
not be unreasonable to infer that the
.leb ritual, which was clearly of the
old tyjie, had h^'en established there
even before the days of Josiah. It

certainly would not be pleasant to

the high priest at .leriisaleni lo find

that at .leb the more modern service

was not followed. It vsill be noticed
that in the minute authorising
the rebuilding of the temple of

Jeb, the Dance is not mention-
ed, though meat offerings and in-

cens(> are specifiel. This was in con-
formity with the ritual of Ezra then
in use at Jerusalem.

There is much significance—be-
yond the light thrown on the char-
acter of a Persian Oovernor—in the
lironiise of the Jews of Jeb to pre-

sent offerings on the altar of \ahu
in the name of Bagohi. This promise
shows shows a marked contrast be-
tween Rome and Persia in religious

policy. With the early Roman Eni-
lierors Christians would have been
allowed to have their own religious
service .jirovided that they recog-
nized the divinity of the Emperor,
which was an absolute obligation on


