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Was ero In Fact, Megalomanlac?
ollowing Kasher and Wıtztum s New Book
Kıng ero Persecuted Persecutor®*

Ehud Netzer
Archeologo

1903 aSpect of Herod lfe 15 featured In 1903 book written DV [WO scholars,
the historian rye Kasher and the psychlatrist Kliezer itztum, In 1C the influ-
CI1CE of Herod’s psychological-mental SeIUp, hIis EXfeNnsSIive actIvity, playvs major
role. major theme In thIis book 15 the assumption that the SUrrouNdINgSs In 1C
Herod SICW and hIis STAa{IuUs d eing <«half eEW>», played importan role In
the development, wıithin him, of deep inferiority cComplex, OlLOWEe DV Darano0laCc
STATIe 1C Caused, 1001 other COMNSCYUCLLICCS, the construction of huge ullding
projects, ınder megalomaniac drive.

Or OVW. InNnLiImale Knowledge of Herod’s ullding projects has brought uS, iInde-
pendently, IO the conclusion that Herod Wa extremely calculated d IO A LLYV aSpect of
hIis ullding aCTHIVILYy, practically without AILY SIgn of megalomanla, In thIis Al Ca ven
those 1C featured monumentality, Carrled S00C 16450115 behind, nOoTt

Caprices. (see Netzer 1980, It IO u55 that the fundamental assumnption In
Kasher Witztum s book K& d IO Herod’s education, asks for Tev1ISsıon In
equal degree of assumnption, OLE mig magıine that Herod STCW iree of inferior-
ILV ate Owards the asmoneans competition wıith them

Herod’s position dramatically changed OLLCE Jerusalem Wa captured In B.C
DYy the Parthlans Tollowing agreement they did, with Antigonus who Wa 110

nommated DV them IO be the king of ea Herod, wıith hIis sharp political “ 11565

(inherited Iirom hIis father, Antipatros) immediately escaped IO oOme, where he Wa

nommated DYy the oman SeNale LO be their nommated king of ea It took hiım
three of fierce battles, but OLLCE Herod ol hold of ea, he acCce [WO prob-

1 ’articole STALO lasciato ne STAlO In CUul Ia re(laziocne I'’ha FICEeVUutO dall”  utore, che PECEUAUTLO prima
(l1 Dpoter controllare ullma bOo7z73. Pertanto rimangono intattı riterimenti bibliografici a|l| interno del
ESTIO
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Was Herod, in Fact, Megalomaniac?
Following Kasher and Witztum’s New Book

King Herod: a Persecuted Persecutor*

Ehud Netzer
Archeologo

A new aspect of Herod life is featured in a new book written by two scholars, 
the historian Aryeh Kasher and the psychiatrist Eliezer Witztum, in which the influ-
ence of Herod’s psychological-mental setup, on his extensive activity, plays a major 
role. A major theme in this book is the assumption that the surroundings in which 
Herod grew up and his status as being «half a Jew», played an important role in 
the development, within him, of a deep inferiority complex, followed by a paranoiac 
state which caused, among other consequences, the construction of huge building 
projects, under a megalomaniac drive. 

Our own intimate knowledge of Herod’s building projects has brought us, inde-
pendently, to the conclusion that Herod was extremely calculated as to any aspect of 
his building activity, practically without any sign of megalomania, in this area. Even 
those cases, which featured monumentality, carried on good reasons behind, not 
caprices. (see Netzer 1980, 2008) It seems to us that the fundamental assumption in 
Kasher & Witztum’s book (= K&W), as to Herod’s education, asks for revision. In an 
equal degree of assumption, one might imagine that Herod grew up, free of inferior-
ity or hate towards the Hasmoneans or competition with them.

Herod’s position dramatically changed once Jerusalem was captured in 40 B.C.E., 
by the Parthians following an agreement they did, with M. Antigonus who was now 
nominated by them to be the king of Judea. Herod, with his sharp political senses 
(inherited from his father, Antipatros) immediately escaped to Rome, where he was 
nominated by the Roman senate to be their nominated king of Judea. It took him 
three years of fierce battles, but once Herod got hold of Judea, he faced two prob-

*	 L’articolo è stato lasciato nello stato in cui la redazione l’ha ricevuto dall’Autore, che è deceduto prima 
di poter controllare l’ultima bozza. Pertanto rimangono intatti i riferimenti bibliografici all’interno del 
testo.
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lems: firstly, d he AaVvVe nOoTt been born LO priestly Tamily, he COU nOoTt d the
High Priest d hIis predecessors did: and secondly, the CONSTIAaN danger that Al AILY
momentT, the RKRomans m1g nommNalfe descendent of the asmonean Tamily LO ruleODTLUN7
OVEL ea Ultimately, Herod rule OVel hIis kingdom for ‚1C expande
and Mourished In these during 1C he managed IO aCccCcommplish hIis ExXfenNnsIive
ullding PFOSFaml.

Herod’s cruelty 15 ell know fact, and ou. OLLCE he became er he Wa

less predictable Yet, thIis characteristic 15 nOoTt Isible In hIs Vasi ullding project
Some of hIis projects Served stately functions, such d the construction of Caesarea’'s
harbor: others eature personal (at least partially) needs, such d the construction,

the Iringe of the Temmple oun but outside the HOLV terrItory, the Vasi G{I03 asıl-
1e3, honorable location: thIis IO Compensafe king who Wa nOoTt priest and lacked
ALLY speclal STAa{IuUs In the Temple itself and ıts Surrounding COUTTIS the zarah) In AILY
eveniT, In mOst of hIis ullding projects al8 Observe, ınder OLE roof, royal, persona|l
and SECUF1ItYy functions.

Herod’s Vasi ullding project clearly features hIis deep persona|l understanding In
the A1Cd of ullding and the deep satisfaction he achleved In ıts realization. In AILY
eveniT, don’t Observe ere A LLYV SISNS of inferiority, predominance, sratifving
LO the RKRomans and nOoTt less important, ALLY eXpression of megalomanla. We Cannot

poiIn LO AILY of hIis projects d eingul without S00C 1645011 behind, d result
of Irrational motives such d megalomanla. DIid Herod evelop In the COULSE of hIis
life, In particular hIis last mental Alstortions CVOEeIll paranola”? HOweVver, OLE

eXception m1ig be, implemented few before hIis ea the construction of
the artilicial hıll Al Herodium.

ÄAS IO the education Herod gained during hIis childhood and adolescence; ACCOTd-
ing LO Kasher itztum, Herod apparently ol hIis education, 1001 other Edomien
youngsters In elon, WEeIt he developed inferiority eelings toward the Hasmon-
Calls This assumnption, acking ALLY proof behind, IO u55 mOst questionable. An-
1Das, Herod’s srandfather, Wa nommated during the reign of the asmonean king
Alexander annaeus, IO be the (Epitropos) of Edomeila, nommMmnation 1C
CANUICSSCS high degree of confidence, DYy the asmoneans, IO Edomite, tribe
who nOoTt long before Wa forced DYy John Hyrcanus IO become Jewish Antıpater
1Das ()[1 and Herod’s ather), Served d VCLY influential aCVISOT of John Hyrcanus
1L, Jannaeus’ elIdest ()  - Can OLLE elele In thIis background “OLLLCE of inferiority feel-
Ings ate that the Herod COu AVve developed against the asmoneans? In
ALLY evenIit, why chould hIis Tamily Send hiım IO be educated far A WaY Iirom the capıital,
111e Jerusalem, the Only metronolis In ea, COU. Oou er hiım excellent
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lems: firstly, as he have not been born to a priestly family, he could not serve as the 
High Priest as his predecessors did; and secondly, the constant danger that at any 
moment, the Romans might nominate a descendent of the Hasmonean family to rule 
over Judea. Ultimately, Herod ruled over his kingdom for 33 years, which expanded 
and flourished in these years, during which he managed to accomplish his extensive 
building program.

Herod’s cruelty is a well know fact, and no doubt, once he became older he was 
less predictable. Yet, this characteristic is not visible in his vast building project. 
Some of his projects served stately functions, such as the construction of Caesarea’s 
harbor; others feature personal (at least partially) needs, such as the construction, 
on the fringe of the Temple Mount but outside the holy territory, the vast stoa basil-
iea, an honorable location; this to compensate a king who was not a priest and lacked 
any special status in the Temple itself and its surrounding courts (the azarah). In any 
event, in most of his building projects we do observe, under one roof, royal, personal 
and security functions.

Herod’s vast building project clearly features his deep personal understanding in 
the area of building and the deep satisfaction he achieved in its realization. In any 
event, we don’t observe here any signs of inferiority, predominance, or gratifying 
to the Romans and not less important, any expression of megalomania. We cannot 
point to any of his projects as being built without a good reason behind, or as a result 
of irrational motives such as megalomania. Did Herod develop in the course of his 
life, in particular his last years, mental distortions or even paranoia? However, one 
exception might be, implemented a few years before his death – the construction of 
the artificial hill at Herodium. 

As to the education Herod gained during his childhood and adolescence; accord-
ing to Kasher & Witztum, Herod apparently got his education, among other Edomien 
youngsters in Ashkelon, were he developed inferiority feelings toward the Hasmon-
eans. This assumption, lacking any proof behind, seems to us most questionable. An-
tipas, Herod’s grandfather, was nominated during the reign of the Hasmonean king 
Alexander Jannaeus, to be the governor (Epitropos) of Edomeia, a nomination which 
expresses a high degree of confidence, by the Hasmoneans, to an Edomite, a tribe 
who not long before was forced by John Hyrcanus I to become Jewish. Antipater (An-
tipas son and Herod’s father), served as a very influential advisor of John Hyrcanus 
II, Jannaeus’ eldest son. Can one see in this background a source of inferiority feel-
ings or hate that the young Herod could have developed against the Hasmoneans? In 
any event, why should his family send him to be educated far away from the capital, 
while Jerusalem, the only metropolis in Judea, could no doubt offer him excellent 
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educators? In the AA L11C aLLler that Antıpas and hIis Tamily apparently 1ve In Je-
rusalem there m1ig AaVe been other Edomite families that moved their welling IO
the cCapital. There 15 LEA45011 WhY Antipater, Herod’s father, Cd1id nOoTt pald attention Artıcol|IO DIEDAaALC hIis chNıldren for political Cal el (he COU CVOEeIll brought teachers Iirom
other cıtles, especlally for thIis as

The sharp political C 11565 Herod featured during hIis realm pDoiIn OWards the
Inferes In 1C he OlL0OWEe the OCCULLEIICE In the roya. COUT and the SUFrTOUNd-
ing WOT It LO US, therefore, that the picture drawn of hiım d eing “"CcNhlld”
during the first of hIis lfe K&W, 29) reflects neither the reality, 190018 the
COILNMNON The fact that Herod, already In relative GCarly STA  e of hIs lfe Wa

nommated IO be the of the Galilee, 15 testimonYy IO the DIQDECLI education
he received, d ell d IO lot of celf confidence. We Oou ıf al thIis STA  e he SUTIere
Irom inferiority eelings others.

We L110 dedicate mOst of OUL attention IO Herod’s ullding projects AISCUSSEd
In Kasher Witztum s Dook: al8 1t In the order presented DYy the latter. But
Al first wWOou ike IO define whaft dQOoes megalomanla In the A1Cd of ulld-
ing and architecture. Architecturally speaking, Irom OUL pDoiIn of VIeW, megalomanla
m1ig be designated In the following five perimeters:

C(onstruction In SCale 1C 15 much larger than the OgIC OLLC;
construction In iLlogical, absurd location:
Involvement of ınneeded functions wıith the DUulldingS;
uUuSe«e of ullding materlals, beyond the OgIC (COMLLLLOL needs:;:] 5 T U aMOUNT of decorations, beyond the OgIC COILNMNON habits

Masada K&W, 6-1
«Josephus Flavius t1es the construction of Masada with the danger Herod AVve

acCce Tollowing the rivalry between hiım and GCleopatra VILL, and there 15 place for
the assumption that the work thIis mounfiaın commenced with this danger In the
background. What IO u55 unrealistic 15 IO tie the beginning of this work with

meeting wıith AarCcus AntonI1us, Herod Wa Aue IO AVve In Laudacla» K&W, 116)
One Cannot really t1e complex of Dulldings, 1C needs lot of preparations, wıith
OLE diplomatic meeting

According IO Kasher Witztum s book, OLLCE this meeting Wa OVeCL, the ContInu-
al1lo0n of the work Al the SIfe Wa albeit meaningless, and the constructions the
hHill, Irom 110 «  Weie apparently Iintended IO aL15WeI hIis emotional needs, that
15, whims of Herod himself and this, of A 1mes, In period of VW and SECUr1Ity>»
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educators? In the same manner that Antipas and his family apparently lived in Je-
rusalem there might have been other Edomite families that moved their dwelling to 
the capital. There is no reason why Antipater, Herod’s father, did not paid attention 
to prepare his children for a political career (he could even brought teachers from 
other cities, especially for this task). 

The sharp political senses Herod featured during his realm point towards the 
interest in which he followed up the occurrence in the royal court and the surround-
ing world. It seems to us, therefore, that the picture drawn of him as being a “child” 
during the first 20 years of his life (K&W, 29) reflects neither the reality, nor the 
common sense. The fact that Herod, already in a relative early stage of his life was 
nominated to be the governor of the Galilee, is a testimony to the proper education 
he received, as well as to a lot of self confidence. We doubt if at this stage he suffered 
from inferiority feelings or others.

We shall now dedicate most of our attention to Herod’s building projects discussed 
in Kasher & Witztum’s book; we shall do it in the order presented by the latter. But 
at first we would like to define what does megalomania means, in the area of build-
ing and architecture. Architecturally speaking, from our point of view, megalomania 
might be designated in the following five perimeters:

1.	 Construction in a scale which is much larger than the logic one;
2.	 construction in an illogical, absurd location;
3.	 involvement of unneeded functions with the buildings;
4.	 use of building materials, beyond the logic or common needs;
5.	 amount of decorations, beyond the logic or common habits

Masada (K&W, 116-118)
«Josephus Flavius ties the construction of Masada with the danger Herod have 

faced following the rivalry between him and Cleopatra VIII, and there is a place for 
the assumption that the work on this mountain commenced with this danger in the 
background. What seems to us unrealistic is to tie the beginning of this work with 
a meeting with Marcus Antonius, Herod was due to have in Laudacia» (K&W, 116). 
One cannot really tie a complex of buildings, which needs a lot of preparations, with 
one diplomatic meeting.

According to Kasher & Witztum’s book, once this meeting was over, the continu-
ation of the work at the site was albeit meaningless, and the constructions on the 
hill, from now on, «…were apparently intended to answer his emotional needs, that 
is, whims of Herod himself – and this, of all times, in a period of power and security» 
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K&W, 117) 1wo arguments WEeItr nOoTt taken ere Into aCCOUNT
Masada 15 uılltimate natural fortress, the best location, Irom efense pDoiIn of
VIeW, 1001 A the fortresses 11 DYy the a5s5mo0oneAans later DV Herod AfterODTLUN7 all, Herod has personally experienced the advantages of the rock of Masada, d

fort, without AILY fortifications;: In particular In the VCal B.CG 111e
hIis Tamily SUrVIved the siege ald OUT DV Antigonus and hIis people.
The unique quality of the Jandscape around Masada Wa Oou OLE of the
maın OULCES of Inspiration IO 11 the first of palaces the mountfiamm
the estern Palace and Duilldings Nos and 13), and later the famous,
Northern Palace.

AaVe already laimed that the construction of the Northern Palace, LOP of
three natural erraces, Wa project In 1C the SCAaIiOo UNCQers demonstrated
their ability, and Coped with the natural rocks, without sacrificing the lfe of IALLY
ul  ers, d 1t al first glance Netzer 1980, We A0 nOoTt elele any justifica-
t10N, nOoTt Iirom the VICW pDoiIn of COUTFAaSCQUS and nOoTt of the palace’'s SIZEe, IO VICW 1t d

eXpression of megalomanla SaIrır
Only few VISITOTS AaVe eached regularly this remofe edifice, wıith ıts palaces,

probably OTINCIA. representatives, Tamily members, ıf nOoTt for V1ISI DL > their
WdY LO En Gedl, /Zt0a I, Machaerus, CVEeIll IO the Nabatean kingdom This, In (;O11-

Lrary IO the arge numbers of VISITOTS IO the palaces Al ericho Herodium, 1C
WEeIt mean IO 21CCommodate and entertaımn and dOozens and CVEeIll Undreds of ZuUESTS

VCalL. It dQOoes nOoTt contradiet the Option of Herod, 111e planning Masada, ( OIl-

sidering the pOosSSIbility of VIPS, CVEeIll In LAl 0CCaSs]ıO0ONS, visıting the site, In particular
the Northern Palace. HOweVver, Irom the OuTSel, 1t probably mean IO be sed (as
resort) mainly DV hiım and hIis Close Tamily members.

The ullding of Masada In phases, the meticulous planning, and the OgIC hought,
1C WEeItr implemented al Masada during the pomts d ell Owards the
different needs 1C developed during the The ONIY SOTT of "luxury” al Ma-
Sada 15 the CAasemale wall, 1C Wa 11 In the last, Ir ullding phase around
15 B.CG It COU. either pDoiIn OWards exaggerated fears of the Nabateans, Iirom
eNemMI1es within hIis kingdom It COu 41SO reflect personal problems In that, relatively
late STa  e of hIis lfe

HOoweVver, when read that <The huge SCale and ECxiIreme grandeur of Masada
and moOSstT of hIis other projects (1l be ıunderstood d eXpression of grandiose
hibitionism and political m1ig 1C In tiurn reflected the eed IO Compensafte for
profoun eelings of inferiority» K&W, 118)
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(K&W, 117) Two arguments were not taken here into account:
1.	 Masada is an ultimate natural fortress, the best location, from defense point of 

view, among all the fortresses built by the Hasmoneans or later by Herod. After 
all, Herod has personally experienced the advantages of the rock of Masada, as 
a fort, without any added fortifications; in particular in the year 40 B.C.E., while 
his family survived the siege laid out by Antigonus and his people.

2.	 The unique quality of the landscape around Masada was no doubt one of the 
main sources of inspiration to built the first group of palaces on the mountain 
(the Western Palace and buildings Nos. 11, 12, and 13), and later the famous, 
Northern Palace.

I have already claimed that the construction of the Northern Palace, on top of 
three natural terraces, was a project in which the scaffold builders demonstrated 
their ability, and coped with the natural rocks, without sacrificing the life of many 
builders, as it seems at a first glance (Netzer 1980, 2008). We do not see any justifica-
tion, not from the view point of courageous and not of the palace’s size, to view it as 
an expression of megalomania (Tsafrir 1980).

Only a few visitors have reached regularly this remote edifice, with its palaces, 
probably official representatives, or family members, if not for a visit per se, on their 
way to En Gedi, Ztoa’r, Machaerus, or even to the Nabatean kingdom. This, in con-
trary to the large numbers of visitors to the palaces at Jericho or Herodium, which 
were meant to accommodate and entertain and dozens and even hundreds of guests 
every year. It does not contradict the option of Herod, while planning Masada, con-
sidering the possibility of VIPs, even in rare occasions, visiting the site, in particular 
the Northern Palace. However, from the outset, it probably meant to be used (as a 
resort) mainly by him and his close family members.

The building of Masada in phases, the meticulous planning, and the logic thought, 
which were implemented at Masada during the years, points as well towards the 
different needs which developed during the years. The only sort of “luxury” at Ma-
sada is the casemate wall, which was built in the last, third building phase around 
15 B.C.E. It could either point towards exaggerated fears of the Nabateans, or from 
enemies within his kingdom. It could also reflect personal problems in that, relatively 
late stage of his life.

However, when we read that: «The huge scale and extreme grandeur of Masada 
and most of his other projects can be understood as an expression of grandiose ex-
hibitionism and political might, which in turn reflected the need to compensate for 
profound feelings of inferiority» (K&W, 118).



alüle Netzer

It that vIeWINS the construction of Masada d the result of deep inferior-
ILV eelings, otally unrealistic IO AaL1LyVOLLG who knows a || aSPeECTS of Masada DV
itself and the back STOUN: of Herod’s ullding projects In eneral. Artıcol|
Antonla K&W, 1725-7 31)

<The efalle description of the fortress (BJ V, 146, 149, 38-2406) leaves 1 OQGI11

for Oou that he Iintended IO make 1t OLE of the mOst importan strongholds In Je-
rusalem and, Al the AA 1116 time, demonstrate hIis “greatness Irom irth” The “OLLLCE

Irom thIis ostentatious description, ike others In SImilar veIn, Wa mOst likely 1C0-
laus of amasSCUusS; but OLE Ca  - 2.1SO infer that 1t Wa written IO please Herod and
hIis Inspiration. Sıuıch undertaking clearly reveals hIis pretensions LO grandeur,
d eEvidenced DYy the colossal dimensions and breathtaking splendor of the citadel»
K&W, 29-130)

Featuring Herod’s «greatiness Irom iIrth>» 15 alter A lteratl CeXpression, and
In fact dQOoes nOoTt 11A1l LOO much. 1g Irom the description of the ullding (see OUL

recent article In KEretz-Israel including the COmMparıson IO Herodium’s forti-
fied palace, the AntonI1la Wa mOst Impressive difice It contained, 1001 others,
arge roya. WINg; however, the «pretensions IO grandeur» WOonu prefer LO change
Into «essentilal need», In particular Al the beginning of hIs Cal COlL, StOOd the eed LO
11 firm base In the capıital, In particular Al pDoiIn 1C controls the Temple
oun Irom above, wIithout the eed IO be Inside.

Herodium K&W, 181-184)
huge Sap EXISTS between Kasher Witztum s pDoiIn of V1CW and OULS, d IO the

motivation behind the eTEecCcCii0OnN of Herodium. In OUL Conception, Herod wWou AVve
11 thIis huge Complex here, ıf he WOonu nOoTt took UNOLL hiım commiıtment,

SOTT of vo IO be buried ere isolated, ınknown Aa1LlCd, the iringe of the
Judean Desert A of thIis d the result of three Events he exXxperienced, during less
than OLLE day, In B.CG The eed IO SO|Ve the dilemma, he himself created In hIis
( VW an  S, ultimately brought the geNIUS sSolution of combining together, In
"nowhere’, huge Summer Palace together with monumen 1C COU. be „CeIl

Irom Jerusalem, the cCapital. 10 the best of OUL udgment, there 15 nothing of megalo-
manla behind thIis SeNIUS idea.

We AVve O1 that ıf he WOo1 nOoTt AVve made such cCommIıtment/vow, the
result of the Iirauma he acCce In B.CG hIis tomb wWou AVve been 11
prominent location al the iringe of the capıital, such d the NO outside AamasSCus
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It seems that viewing the construction of Masada as the result of a deep inferior-
ity feelings, seems totally unrealistic to anyone who knows all aspects of Masada by 
itself and on the back ground of Herod’s building projects in general.

Antonia (K&W, 128-131)
«The detailed description of the fortress (BJ V, 146, 149, 238-246) leaves no room 

for doubt that he intended to make it one of the most important strongholds in Je-
rusalem and, at the same time, demonstrate his “greatness from birth”. The source 
from this ostentatious description, like others in a similar vein, was most likely Nico-
laus of Damascus; but one can also infer that it was written to please Herod and 
his inspiration. Such an undertaking clearly reveals his pretensions to grandeur, 
as evidenced by the colossal dimensions and breathtaking splendor of the citadel» 
(K&W, 129-130).

Featuring Herod’s «greatness from birth» is after all a literati expression, and 
in fact does not mean too much. Right, from the description of the building (see our 
recent article in Eretz-Israel 28, 2007) including the comparison to Herodium’s forti-
fied palace, the Antonia was a most impressive edifice. It contained, among others, a 
large royal wing; however, the «pretensions to grandeur» we would prefer to change 
into «essential need», in particular at the beginning of his career, stood the need to 
built a firm base in the capital, in particular at a point which controls the Temple 
Mount from above, without the need to be inside.

Herodium (K&W, 181-184)
A huge gap exists between Kasher & Witztum’s point of view and ours, as to the 

motivation behind the erection of Herodium. In our conception, Herod would have 
never built this huge complex here, if he would not took upon him a commitment, 
a sort of a vow, to be buried here – an isolated, unknown area, on the fringe of the 
Judean Desert – all of this as the result of three events he experienced, during less 
than one day, in 40 B.C.E. The need to solve the dilemma, he himself created in his 
own hands, ultimately brought up the genius solution – of combining together, in 
“nowhere”, a huge Summer Palace together with a monument which could be seen 
from Jerusalem, the capital. To the best of our judgment, there is nothing of megalo-
mania behind this genius idea.

We have no doubt that if he would not have made such a commitment/vow, the 
result of a the trauma he faced in 40 B.C.E., his tomb would have been built on a 
prominent location at the fringe of the capital, such as the knoll outside Damascus 
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Gate, LOP of 1C few later, Herod himself 11 mausoleum for hIis
Tamily members. Furthermore, elleve that the huge UEL palace Al ero-
d1ium wWOou AVve been ul there, elsewhere In hIis kingdom, if he WOo1ODTLUN7 AVve nOoTt tied himself IO this SIfe DYy SOTT of vVvOoO After all, the palace al ericho
COU AaVe fulfilled, In SImilar aLlLCT, the entertaining of arge numbers of Tamily
members and riends But OLLCE the decision of ullding Herodium Wa made, thIis
cComplex of palaces the argest of ıts kind In the CONTEMPOTANEOQUS oman Empire,
Herodium) 1t ol hIis full attention NO ou. SINCE the inauguration of the SIfe and al
least IO the ea of Herod, the SIfe Wa full of aCtIVITYy; Tamily members, privileged
Jerusalemites, eiCc., entertaining themselves In ıts VarlOouUs installations.

Herodium Wa nOoTt 11 In Order IO MEeMOTIZE DIig VICtOr Y In the nearby fields, In
B.CG According LO Josephus, 1t Wa Darely real battle (as AISCUSSEed DYy Kasher

itztum In their book, 64), but Herod’s big achlevement Wa hIis SUrVival;: the (O111-

mıtment IO 11 the SIfe Wa the fruit of the Iirauma that the three Events In OLE day
has CauUsSed: the CSCaNc Irom Jerusalem (probably acCcCcompanied DYy lot of Inner
tension):; the accident the mother ace wıith the eExcitement that OlLllL0OWEe 1t (it

that Herod’s LEeI vVve5 WEeIt GT1 their edge, d result of the SC  c-ONCLA-
tion) and the VICLOTY OVEL the followers of Antigonus In the battle-fie Kasher

itztum, d well, mentl10NSs three traumatıc EventTs Z 64), somehow they dont
COUN the CSCalc Irom Jerusalem, during the nig d "event” but they al8 5SCUd-
raltfe the accident of the mother and the attempt LO cCommıt Suicide, d L[WO different
traumatıc events|

Furthermore, Herod ZEalousIiy kept, LO OUL mind, hIis OW alle Only IO be sed
Al thIis site, In order IO give 1t 191900185 authority and significance IO ıts eETEeCiIION the
Iringe of the desert. Herod CO1L casily alle Samarla traton- Lower alter him-
self, OLE of the architectural pearls he ul during the and named alter
oman leaders, rTiends and Tamily members. Nevertheless, he Cd1id kept the a1lle

Herodium solely IO the SIfe Bal Bethlehem, In Order LO JIVve 1t the full attention and
honor. 10 OUL mind, "Herodium “ In the Peraea, beyond the Jordan (mentioned Only
OLLCE In Josephus either exIisted, alternatively, ıts a1lle Wa given alter
Herod’s ea IO nameless, remofe miltary DOST, 11 DYy him, and there Al few
cCandidates IO such SIte

The construction of the ma]or Complex al Herodium Wa implemented, 191900185

less, sSimultaneously with Jerusalem’s maın palace (ca half day of alk between
the two) It 15 therefore mOst probable that there Wa SOTT of coordination between
the eAams working In both SITES:; for examnple, 111e the team of ll UNCQers 11

1903 wing al Herodium, team, of fresco painters decorated WwIng 1C AaVe
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Gate, on top of which, a few years later, Herod himself built a mausoleum for his 
family members. Furthermore, we believe that the huge summer palace at Hero-
dium would have never been built, there, or elsewhere in his kingdom, if he would 
have not tied himself to this site by a sort of a vow. After all, the palace at Jericho 
could have fulfilled, in a similar manner, the entertaining of large numbers of family 
members and friends. But once the decision of building Herodium was made, this 
complex of palaces (the largest of its kind in the contemporaneous Roman Empire, 
Herodium) it got his full attention. No doubt, since the inauguration of the site and at 
least to the death of Herod, the site was full of activity; family members, privileged 
Jerusalemites, etc., entertaining themselves in its various installations.

Herodium was not built in order to memorize a big victory in the nearby fields, in 
40 B.C.E. According to Josephus, it was barely a real battle (as discussed by Kasher 
& Witztum in their book, 64), but Herod‘s big achievement was his survival; the com-
mitment to built the site was the fruit of the trauma that the three events in one day 
has caused: 1) the escape from Jerusalem (probably accompanied by a lot of inner 
tension); 2) the accident the mother faced, with the excitement that followed it (it 
seems that Herod‘s nerves were still on their edge, as a result of the escape-opera-
tion): and 3) the victory over the followers of Antigonus in the battle-field. [Kasher 
& Witztum, as well, mentions three traumatic events (ibid., 64), somehow they don’t 
count the escape from Jerusalem, during the night as an “event” but they do sepa-
rate the accident of the mother and the attempt to commit suicide, as two different 
traumatic events].

Furthermore, Herod zealously kept, to our mind, his own name only to be used 
at this site, in order to give it more authority and significance to its erection on the 
fringe of the desert. Herod could easily name Samaria or Straton-Tower after him-
self, or one of the architectural pearls he built during the years and named after 
Roman leaders, friends and family members. Nevertheless, he did kept the name 
Herodium solely to the site near Bethlehem, in order to give it the full attention and 
honor. To our mind, “Herodium” in the Peraea, beyond the Jordan (mentioned only 
once in Josephus…) either never existed, or alternatively, its name was given after 
Herod’s death to a nameless, remote military post, built by him, and there are few 
candidates to such a site.

The construction of the major complex at Herodium was implemented, more or 
less, simultaneously with Jerusalem’s main palace (ca. half a day of walk between 
the two). It is therefore most probable that there was a sort of coordination between 
the teams working in both sites; for example, while the team of wall builders build 
a new wing at Herodium, a team, of fresco painters decorated a wing which have 
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Just been ul In Jerusalem. ( mnm the other hand al8 nOoTt elele direct connection
between the construction of Herodium and those of Samarla-Sebaste and Aae651247e2
e  Z 181) In A LLYV eveniT, OLLCE these [WO arge palaces WEeItr implemented, Herod Artıcol|
Wa free IO ConcenTtrafife hIis [WO major proJjects: the Temple oun and Aaes5147e2
with ıts harbor

The analysis of the ExfensIive palace WINgS, Al Herodium, features the arge
number of Herod’s Tamily members, riends and other enants that he Wa aDie IO
entertaımn ere outstanding, but LAl V1ISI of VIP ike AarCcus Agrippa, In AILY
eEven chould nOoTt reflect outstanding high standard, higher then that of the Has-
OLEAl palaces the other palaces of Herod, d know them personally, the
domieciles eXDOosed In the Jewish Quarter of Jerusalem: therefore speak
regular JUXUTY, nOoTt In particular made IO satisfy VIP ZUuUESTS ike AarCcus grı1ppa The
eTecilioOon of the roya. theater Al Herodium, apparently 11 In the 0CcCCAS]ıoOoON of STIpP-
pa s visıt, m1ig AaVe been eXcention).

Stadıa and Theaters ın Jerusalem and erichoa K&W, 184-187)
There 15 ]Justification LO iınk Herod’s aCctivities In Jerusalem irectly with those

of ericho each CILV with ıts ( VW characteristics and STAaIus Jerusalem, the capital,
ustling CItV, Wa TOowded few 1mMes VCalr wıith thousands ıf nOoTt dOozens

of thousands of pilgrims, whereas the garden CILV of Jericho, developed during the
Days of the Second Temple IO be ExfensIive and VIVvId wıinter reSOorTT, with much
maller population and aCctIVvItVy (in particular during the hot summers). One Ca  - nOoTt
COMLDALC the MassS1Ive ullding aCctIVvItVy In Jerusalem, eing the capıital, wıith that al
ericho Here, Al the QaSIS, lessed with DLIOSDCIOUS agriculture (rOoyal, d ell d

private) and the basıs for wıinter resort Herod’s ullding aCtIVvItV Wa limited, d

far d kKnNOow, IO hIis wıinter palace (Duilt In three stages) and the combined theater-
hippodrome-gymnasium difice (unique In 1ts kind In the Ole classıiec world), both
featuring SISNS of megalomanlia. The latter, DYy the WdY, Wa mainly 11 ofe,
and there 15 SIeNS of 1t irritating the 0CCa population the palace wellers

oug. (a 1l nOoTt proof lt, 1t IO u55 that the theater-hippodrome-gym-
nasıum Wa 11 close IO the inauguration festivities Al 2ae651237e2A. The idea behind
1t m1ig AaVe been the taking of the advantage of the teMPOrary of LALLY
athletes and horse and charlot CONTESTANTS, ComIing Iirom far A WaY, and VIn them

SOTT of bonus (In the form of pleasant wıinter SOoJourn al er1cho0), IO the enelit
of the 0CAa. SeA2SONaAaL population. This m1ig AaVvVe been Herod’s personal idea In the
AA 1116 aLLler d the combination of theater, hippodrome and SymMnNasium, fea-
turing CTEeATIVe imagıination.
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just been built, in Jerusalem. On the other hand we do not see a direct connection 
between the construction of Herodium and those of Samaria-Sebaste and Caesarea 
(ibid., 181). In any event, once these two large palaces were implemented, Herod 
was free to concentrate on his two major projects: the Temple Mount and Caesarea 
with its harbor.

The analysis of the extensive palace wings, at Herodium, features the large 
number of Herod’s family members, friends and other tenants that he was able to 
entertain here. An outstanding, but rare visit of a VIP like Marcus Agrippa, in any 
event should not reflect an outstanding high standard, higher then that of the Has-
monean palaces or the other palaces of Herod, as we know them personally, or the 
domiciles exposed in the Jewish Quarter of Jerusalem; we therefore speak on an 
regular luxury, not in particular made to satisfy VIP guests like Marcus Agrippa (The 
erection of the royal theater at Herodium, apparently built in the occasion of Agrip-
pa’s visit, might have been an exception).

Stadia and Theaters – in Jerusalem and Jericho (K&W, 184-187)
There is no justification to link Herod’s activities in Jerusalem directly with those 

of Jericho – each city with its own characteristics and status. Jerusalem, the capital, 
a bustling city, was crowded a few times every year with thousands if not dozens 
of thousands of pilgrims, whereas the garden city of Jericho, developed during the 
Days of the Second Temple to be an extensive and vivid winter resort, with a much 
smaller population and activity (in particular during the hot summers). One can not 
compare the massive building activity in Jerusalem, being the capital, with that at 
Jericho. Here, at the oasis, blessed with prosperous agriculture (royal, as well as 
private) and the basis for a winter resort – Herod’s building activity was limited, as 
far as we know, to his winter palace (built in three stages) and the combined theater-
hippodrome-gymnasium edifice (unique in its kind in the whole classic world), both 
featuring no signs of megalomania. The latter, by the way, was mainly built of abode, 
and there is no signs of it irritating the local population or the palace dwellers.

Although we can not proof it, it seems to us that the theater-hippodrome-gym-
nasium was built close to the inauguration festivities at Caesarea. The idea behind 
it might have been the taking of the advantage of the temporary presence of many 
athletes and horse and chariot contestants, coming from far away, and giving them 
a sort of a bonus (in the form of a pleasant winter sojourn at Jericho), to the benefit 
of the local seasonal population. This might have been Herod’s personal idea in the 
same manner as the combination of a theater, a hippodrome and a gymnasium, fea-
turing a creative imagination.



as ero! Ta Fact, Megaltomaniac?

Jointly with the AisCcussion of Stadlia and Theaters, Kasher i1tztum AISCUSSES
the import of JUXUrYy productions Irom abroad <The “Imports” extended IO oman
construction and architectural plans d well, including Koman-style architectonicODTLUN7 namentatlon, bathhouses, palaces, porticoes, Irescoes, MmMOSAalCS, and the i1ke These
WEeIt ODVIOUSLY Intended IO be awe-Inspiring, CVEelIl if he himself sed rarely
visited them It Wa enough for hiım IO mpress such high-ranking personalities d

AarcCcus Agrippa, hIis VISI IO the kingdom In »K&W, 187) Irue, oman
team (apparently SenNnt IO ea alter Agrippa s VISI there In 15 B.CG d homage
LO Herod, the Trea ullder took Dart In the construction of Herod’s Ir Palace al
Jericho, including al decorations and gardening. The AA 1116 team 2.1SO took part In
the construction of Herod’s Tamily mausoleum In Jerusalem and apparently temple
In Banlas HOweVver, wWOou ike IO make [WO importan remarks:

Decorations with fresco, STUCCO and mMO05A1C65 WEeItr (COLMLNLLLOL phenomenon In
the domieiles of the ell IO al8 people and the palaces In Eretz-Israel 41SO DrIOTr
IO Herod’s days The asmonean Wınter Palaces Al ericho featured abundance
of such decorations: LOP of 1t, these palaces WEeItr TOowded with lavısh Sal-
dens and SWIimMmMINg pools, featuring of their ally routine (megalomanla?).
There chould be Oou that the palaces 11 DV Herod WEeIt 11 for the 1N-
CeNSIVe uUuS«e of hiım and hIis Tamily members, but al the AA L11C time 2.1SO for SGTAaie
acdministrative The three palaces 11 STadually DYy Herod Al ericho
CANILCSS5CS the radual growth of the different needs. The SECONd palace Wa nOoTt
191900185 decorated than the first OLGC, but larger and 191900185 sophisticated. The Ir
palace d ell CANLCSSCSH TOoWwIng needs:;: but here, 1t Herod took the
portunity of the oman team that Wa SeNT IO Herod’s kingdom rie. alter the
VISI of AarCcus AgrIippa, In 15 B.CG (see above)

The assumnmption that the Herod’s ullding projects Al ericho WEeItr 11 IO spite
the asmonean K&W, 185) has base IO depend ÄAS already Wa mentioned
above, the palaces WEeIt nOoTt ul solely IO the roYva. Tamily but 2.1SO GTaie affairs,
including the entertaining of arge CTOWdS (a testimonYy IO 1t Al the huge triclinia
ealed), either those who seasonally stayed Al Jericho, those who Callle especlally
Irom Jerusalem for such 0CCAsS]10Ns

0e5 the style of lfe practiced ere In Herod days differ much Iirom that of the
asmoneans, who maintained the GCite ]ust before him? Not really. This 15 mainly
reflected In the archaeologica. In and littlie bit 2.1SO In Josephus’ 00 In AILY
eveniT, Josephus, who deseribed VCLY briefly the palaces Al Jericho, but much 191900185 In
detaill those of Jerusalem and Herodium, Cd1id nOoTt really describe the WaY of lfe within
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Jointly with the discussion of Stadia and Theaters, Kasher & Witztum discusses 
the import of luxury productions from abroad: «The “imports” extended to Roman 
construction and architectural plans as well, including Roman-style architectonic or-
namentation, bathhouses, palaces, porticoes, frescoes, mosaics, and the like. These 
were obviously intended to be awe-inspiring, even if he himself never used or rarely 
visited them. It was enough for him to impress such high-ranking personalities as 
Marcus Agrippa, on his visit to the kingdom in 15 B.C.E.» (K&W, 187). True, a Roman 
team (apparently sent to Judea after Agrippa’s visit there in 15 B.C.E., as an homage 
to Herod, the great builder) took part in the construction of Herod’s Third Palace at 
Jericho, including wall decorations and gardening. The same team also took part in 
the construction of Herod’s family mausoleum in Jerusalem and apparently a temple 
in Banias. However, we would like to make two important remarks:

1.	 Decorations with fresco, stucco and mosaics were a common phenomenon in 
the domiciles of the well to do people and the palaces in Eretz-Israel also prior 
to Herod’s days. The Hasmonean Winter Palaces at Jericho featured abundance 
of such decorations; on top of it, these palaces were crowded with lavish gar-
dens and swimming pools, featuring of their daily routine (megalomania?).

2.	 There should be no doubt that the palaces built by Herod were built for the in-
tensive use of him and his family members, but at the same time also for state 
administrative purposes. The three palaces built gradually by Herod at Jericho 
expresses the gradual growth of the different needs. The second palace was not 
more decorated than the first one, but larger and more sophisticated. The third 
palace as well expresses growing needs; but here, it seems, Herod took the op-
portunity of the Roman team that was sent to Herod’s kingdom right after the 
visit of Marcus Agrippa, in 15 B.C.E. (see above).

The assumption that the Herod’s building projects at Jericho were built to spite 
the Hasmonean (K&W, 185) has no base to depend on. As already was mentioned 
above, the palaces were not built solely to serve the royal family but also state affairs, 
including the entertaining of large crowds (a testimony to it are the huge triclinia re-
vealed), either those who seasonally stayed at Jericho, or those who came especially 
from Jerusalem for such occasions.

Does the style of life practiced here in Herod days differ much from that of the 
Hasmoneans, who maintained the site just before him? Not really. This is mainly 
reflected in the archaeological finds and a little bit also in Josephus’ books. In any 
event, Josephus, who described very briefly the palaces at Jericho, but much more in 
detail those of Jerusalem and Herodium, did not really describe the way of life within 



alüle Netzer

the palaces, nOoTt ere Al ericho and nOoTt elsewhere. There 15 LE450I11 nOoTt IO ASSUMC,
In particular In reference IO Herodium, that VCLY JOLLY and Exfensive WdY of lfe
Wa practiced In hIis palaces DYy the dOozens and Undreds (In particular al Herodium) Artıcol|ZuUESTS of the king hIs Tamily members.

Samarıa-Sebaste K&W, 94-196)
Samarla-Sebaste Wa ul according IO Kasher itztum, d part of arge

strategIic scheme, IO (lvide between the JewiIish population In ea and In the (1Aal1-
lee, scheme In 1C 2e53247e232 and h1ppos, d well, WEeItr mean IO take Dart In
theory thIis m1ig AaVvVe been the 1645011 In AILY eveniT, In Kasher Witztum s book
there 15 mention of inferiority, megalomanla, behind the construction and the
fortification of SsSamarla The policy of separation between the [WO arge Jewiıish (O111-

mMunıTes 15 strategic long term plan, and ıf thIis Wa really the CaAa5SC, 1t (1l Only
Domntsto Herod’s sophistication, In managıng hIis kingdom

2esarea Marıtima K&W, 196-208; (2-2706)
«Herod apparently Invested TemMeNdOouUs eifort In the construction of both the CILV

and the port d IO mpress the WOT al arge wıith their VW of and magnifi-
they WEeIt intended DV hiım IO d ShOwWwcCase for a || who entered hIis KIing-

dom, In particular for EventTs of international naiure such d the Olympic 1001
that WEeItr held there» K&W, 197) Was thIis the real LE45011 for a 1 the ECxiIreme Iforts
Invested ere for years” «FHrom descriptions of the construction of both Aae651247e2
and the DOrT of Sebastos, 1t CMET SCS that the greater potion of Herod’s LESOULCES

and energles WEeItr Invested In the latter. He apparently took particular pride In lt,
d Wa evident during the V1ISI of AarCcus Agrippa In 15» K&W, 200) Herod
had 00 L1LE6E450115 IO be pride; In the background of ullding the port WEeItr „()I11E 00
L1CASOS, such d the development of hIis ingdom s and CCOLLOLLLY, and the
malmInfienance of S00d COoNNeCIIONS with the countries along the Mediterranean, In
particular alY, a 1 of that chould nOoTt be the megalomanla. Kasher itztum WTOTe
themselves: «There 15 oubting the ECONOMIC enelit that the DOrT of Aae651247e2
brought IO Herod’s kingdom and the Drovince of yr1a OWINS LO 1t ma]or contribution
IO the development of the empire s trade In the eEAastiern basın of the Mediterranean»
K&W, 201) CONTILINUE «Of particular Infteres IO US, however, 15 hIis arFOüSalllce
In publicizing hIis WONdTOUS achlevements d reflection of the UCC655 of Augustus’
policy of DdA Romana the oman Peace)...» K&W, May ralse the Y{UCS-
tion Wa the harbor ere 11 DYy Augustus”? In the continuation of their TexT the L[WO
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the palaces, not here at Jericho and not elsewhere. There is no reason not to assume, 
in particular in reference to Herodium, that a very jolly and extensive way of life 
was practiced in his palaces by the dozens and hundreds (in particular at Herodium) 
guests of the king or his family members.

Samaria-Sebaste (K&W, 194-196)
Samaria-Sebaste was built, according to Kasher & Witztum, as part of a large 

strategic scheme, to divide between the Jewish population in Judea and in the Gali-
lee, a scheme in which Caesarea and hippos, as well, were meant to take part. In 
theory this might have been the reason. In any event, in Kasher & Witztum’s book 
there is no mention of inferiority, or megalomania, behind the construction and the 
fortification of Samaria. The policy of separation between the two large Jewish com-
munities is a strategic long term plan, and if this was really the case, it can only 
pointsto Herod’s sophistication, in managing his kingdom.

Caesarea Maritima (K&W, 196-208; 272-276)
«Herod apparently invested tremendous effort in the construction of both the city 

and the port so as to impress the world at large with their power of and magnifi-
cence; they were intended by him to serve as showcase for all who entered his king-
dom, in particular for events of an international nature such as the Olympic games 
that were held there» (K&W, 197). Was this the real reason for all the extreme efforts 
invested here for 12 years? «From descriptions of the construction of both Caesarea 
and the port of Sebastos, it emerges that the greater potion of Herod’s resources 
and energies were invested in the latter. He apparently took particular pride in it, 
as was evident during the visit of Marcus Agrippa in 15 B.C.E.» (K&W, 200). Herod 
had good reasons to be pride; in the background of building the port were some good 
reasons, such as the development of his kingdom’s commerce and economy, and the 
maintenance of good connections with the countries along the Mediterranean, in 
particular Italy, all of that should not be the megalomania. Kasher & Witztum wrote 
themselves: «There is no doubting the economic benefit that the port of Caesarea 
brought to Herod’s kingdom and the province of Syria owing to it major contribution 
to the development of the empire’s trade in the eastern basin of the Mediterranean» 
(K&W, 201). And continue: «Of particular interest to us, however, is his arrogance 
in publicizing his wondrous achievements as a reflection of the success of Augustus’ 
policy of pax Romana (the Roman Peace)…» (K&W, ibid.). May we raise the ques-
tion: was the harbor here built by Augustus? In the continuation of their text the two 
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scholars STAaie «In Herod’s VICW d individual, thIis Wa golden oOpportunity LO

dQiSsplay hIis greatinNess; Al the AA L11C time, 1t offers u55 excellent example of hIs MECSA-
OmanIic cstreak» K&W,ODTLUN7 Is thIis the real LEA45011 for the Vasti fforts Invested ere DYy the king along years”?
ears during 1C political murder 15 recorded? ( mnm the other hand, during thIis
period of time the Temmple Wa ebuilt and the Temmple oun dramatically enlarged;
Herod Wa honored DYy the V1ISI of AarCcus Agriıppa and VCalr later accompanied him
In hIis trIp LO Asla INnOrTr during 1C he COu help lot of the JewiIish COMMUNNLN-
t1les: hIis COUNITY, ou. continued IO evelop and fMourished In a 1 of these
Wa the maın motivation of hIis aCctIVvItVy al Aaes5147e2 inferiority eelings, Daranola and
frustration? The AA 1116 cShould be Sald CONCernNInNng the Temmple and the Temmple oun
that WEeIt constructed 1LNOIe less Al the AA L11C period of time)

Irue, the agan Temmple al Aae651247e2 (one and nOoTt two) Wa oriented OWards
those who entered the harbor 03r of boats o1ng the architects had IO
arm, In their OVW. an  S, the ell lanned orid they established ere A OVel the
1903 LOWwWN HOoweVver, the COMParison oOsephus made between the L[WO OILS that WEeItr

DUut In the Temple and those known Irom Temmples In Olympia and ATrgos In Greece,
d0Oes nOoTt cling IO US, nOoTt Irom the AarUSTIIc pDoiIn of VICW and nOoTt Iirom the Commparıson
of their S1765 WhyY chould AaVe ExIsted ere the “competition (as ıf between Athens
and ympla, 1C aCccording IO the [WO sSscholars 15 proof IO Herod’s «...megalo-
mManıc tendencies and hIis Insistence that wherever he displayed be the loveliest and
moOSstT IMpressive» K&W, 201-202)

Also the festival organized DV Herod al aesarea, IO celebrate ıts inauguration 15
interpreted DYy Kasher 1tztum, hOw nOT, d result of megalomanlac tendencIles.
DIid such huge project, including the construction of huge deep waler harbor, nOoTt
QesSEerve speclal notfe The maın function of thIis harbor, 1C alter a 1 Wa Aue
LO crealfe In with A the relevant countries Ocated the chores of the Mediter-
LallCcall, 15 ell eXpressed DV Josephus, d the [WO scholars themselves WTOTIe «AÄAS
expected, the festivities held UNDNOIL commpletion of the construction of 2ae6537e2 WEeIt

excentional In their splendor and scale, particularly SINCE they WEeIt conducted In the
of delegations of high-ranking representatives Irom aSsorted cCitles, COU

T1eS5 and peoples of the eEAastiern Mediterranean asın It that the hospitality
extended IO the delegations surpassed A the of such 0CCAasS]ı0Ns In fact Her-
Od’'s celebrations WEeItr renowned throughout the highest circles of the oman Em-
pIire, for 1C he eGarned the praises of the Emperor himself and of hIis ell known
aSSIStAant AarCcus Agr1ppa» K&W, 273) Irue, these celebrations WEeItr jJustified, In
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scholars state: «In Herod’s view as an individual, this was a golden opportunity to 
display his greatness; at the same time, it offers us an excellent example of his mega-
lomanic streak» (K&W, ibid.).

Is this the real reason for the vast efforts invested here by the king along 12 years? 
Years during which no political murder is recorded? On the other hand, during this 
period of time the Temple was rebuilt and the Temple Mount dramatically enlarged; 
Herod was honored by the visit of Marcus Agrippa and a year later accompanied him 
in his trip to Asia Minor during which he could help a lot of the Jewish communi-
ties; his country, no doubt, continued to develop and flourished. In all of these years, 
was the main motivation of his activity at Caesarea inferiority feelings, paranoia and 
frustration? (The same should be said concerning the Temple and the Temple Mount 
that were constructed more or less at the same period of time).

True, the Pagan Temple at Caesarea (one and not two) was oriented towards 
those who entered the harbor on board of boats. Doing so the architects had to 
harm, in their own hands, the well planned grid they established here all over the 
new town. However, the comparison Josephus made between the two idols that were 
put in the Temple and those known from Temples in Olympia and Argos in Greece, 
does not cling to us, not from the artistic point of view and not from the comparison 
of their sizes. Why should have existed here the “competition” (as if between Athens 
and Olympia) which according to the two scholars is a proof to Herod’s «…megalo-
manic tendencies and his insistence that wherever he displayed be the loveliest and 
most impressive» (K&W, 201-202).

Also the festival organized by Herod at Caesarea, to celebrate its inauguration is 
interpreted by Kasher & Witztum, how not, as a result of megalomaniac tendencies. 
Did such a huge project, including the construction of a huge deep water harbor, not 
deserve a special note? The main function of this harbor, which after all was due 
to create links with all the relevant countries located on the shores of the Mediter-
ranean, is well expressed by Josephus, as the two scholars themselves wrote: «As 
expected, the festivities held upon completion of the construction of Caesarea were 
exceptional in their splendor and scale, particularly since they were conducted in the 
presence of delegations of high-ranking representatives from assorted cities, coun-
tries and peoples of the eastern Mediterranean Basin. It seems that the hospitality 
extended to the delegations surpassed all the norms of such occasions. In fact Her-
od’s celebrations were renowned throughout the highest circles of the Roman Em-
pire, for which he earned the praises of the Emperor himself and of his well known 
assistant Marcus Agrippa» (K&W, 273). True, these celebrations were justified, in 
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1g of the huge effort Invested ere and they, agaln Justly, CADNILCSS Herod’s 5{10 =

(CCS5, al that pDoiIn of hIis life, In managıng the ingdom s external and internal ffairs
nothing IO al8 with paranola. Artıcol|

The Temple and the Temple oun K&W, 213-217; 25-243)
Before discussing the VarlOouUs cConsiderations Herod m1ig AaVe had, In hIis mind,

DrIiOr LO the beginning of hIis Teax ventiure Al the Temmple OUNT, WOonu ike LO
ATAaW speclal attention IO the [WO following DOomnNts:

Herod’s CapacıLy, determination and UCCC5S, In CONVINCINS hIis JewiIish enanis,
In particular the priests, d LO hIs 00 111 and Intentions IO ebuilld the lem-
ple
The SECONd poiIn 15 Dasically the result of the architectural analysis of the lem-
ple and the Temple oun AaVe done. The planning of the Inner COUTT,
around the Temple the azarah), including the ales, offices, colonnades, the
high ll around and the eil (which eNncircled 1, aCccording IO osephus and
the Jewish QUICOCS, In particular the Mishnah d ell d the chort per1i0d of
time during 1C they WEeItr constructed (Herod Wa committed IO aCccCcommplish
the work In VCalr and half, and apparently INıShNe 1t CVEeIl slightly earlier)

Domnts OWards excellent cCooperation and coordination between Herod’s
architects and the priests

If cConsider these [WO pomts dQOoes they reflect megalomanla, arano01a, rath-
the OPDOsIte rational, ell calculated approach. The Only project, IO al8 with

the Temmple, 1C m1ig r1ISe quest1ions d IO megalomanla 15 the enlargement of
the Temmple oun DISCUSSINS thIis 15510116 better (ivicde the question Into [WO the
eTecilioOon of the STOAC bastleida, 1C stretitched A along the southern edge
of the MOUnNT, and the Eextensions OWards WEesTl and north

We AVve already AISCUSSEed before Herod’s speclal needs behind the construction
of the STOCAC bastleida: 1t IO that UL, In thIis 1SSUEG, Wa ell accepted Herod’s
basıec need, nOoTt eing himself priest, IO establish the Temple oun honor-
aDie location for himself, beyond the HOLV DreCcINC of 00x 500 cCubit, 1C Wa (;O11-

Tolled DYy the priests The CONSTAaN danger of the kingdom ShIp taken Irom hiım and
given IO the an of SOMEDOCY else, apparently asmonean, erived hiım IO Invest
the architectural and engineering fforts In ullding the STOAC hasıleia. It
nabled IO eNJOY, wıithin the Temmple oun honorable place, 1C fits hIis DIQDECLI
STaTtus, and launching lavısh receptions for hIis guesTis, nOoTt In particular A Jewish At
the AA L11C time Herod Wa SEeNSITIve enough nOoTt IO RTrTetC alien edifice: CVEelIl though

305395

Ehud Netzer

A
rticoli

light of the huge effort invested here and they, again justly, express Herod’s suc-
cess, at that point of his life, in managing the kingdom’s external and internal affairs 
– nothing to do with paranoia.

The Temple and the Temple Mount (K&W, 213-217; 225-243)
Before discussing the various considerations Herod might have had, in his mind, 

prior to the beginning of his great venture at the Temple Mount, we would like to 
draw special attention to the two following points:

1.	 Herod’s capacity, determination and success, in convincing his Jewish tenants, 
in particular the priests, as to his good will and intentions to rebuild the Tem-
ple.

2.	 The second point is basically the result of the architectural analysis of the Tem-
ple and the Temple Mount we have done. The planning of the inner court, 
around the Temple (the azarah), including the gates, offices, colonnades, the 
high wall around and the Heil (which encircled it), according to Josephus and 
the Jewish sources, in particular the Mishnah – as well as the short period of 
time during which they were constructed (Herod was committed to accomplish 
the work in a year and a half, and apparently finished it even slightly earlier) 
– points towards an excellent cooperation and coordination between Herod’s 
architects and the priests

If we consider these two points does they reflect megalomania, Paranoia, or rath-
er the opposite – a rational, well calculated approach. The only project, to do with 
the Temple, which might rise up questions as to megalomania is the enlargement of 
the Temple Mount. Discussing this issue we better divide the question into two: the 
erection of the enormous stoa basileia, which stretched all along the southern edge 
of the mount, and the extensions towards west and north.

We have already discussed before Herod’s special needs behind the construction 
of the stoa basileia; it seems to us that our, in this issue, was well accepted – Herod’s 
basic need, not being himself a priest, to establish on the Temple Mount an honor-
able location for himself, beyond the holy precinct of 500x500 cubit, which was con-
trolled by the priests. The constant danger of the kingdom ship taken from him and 
given to the hands of somebody else, apparently a Hasmonean, derived him to invest 
the enormous architectural and engineering efforts in building the stoa basileia. It 
enabled to enjoy, within the Temple Mount an honorable place, which fits his proper 
status, and launching lavish receptions for his guests, not in particular all Jewish. At 
the same time Herod was sensitive enough not to erect an alien edifice; even though 
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Ca  - nOoTt ULLYy proof lt, but Tollowing ıts architectural design and ıts relationship
with the adjacent colonnades (on the WEesTl and the east) elleve that EXCEpL the
per1i0ds of the three maın pilgrimage feasts and the high Olidays, the STOAC hasıleiaODTLUN7
Wa UDE LO In Order IO enable roya. receptions during these Olydays, the
huge basilica Wa mOst probably separated Iirom the rest of the moun DYy of
wooden panels CUr{Talns, 1C WOonu enable the king IO implement these CW-
ONns, In PrIVacy

(‚oncerning the Eextensions of the Temmple oun Owards WEesl and north
cShould take Into ACCOUNT the three following aCtOrs:

The total Al Cd of the Temmple and the relevant COUTTS SUC d the OUr
that probably Cd1id nOoTt EXxIsSted efore) STCW and therefore the A1Cd UDE IO
the SKy AaVe diminished
The natura|l growth of the 0CAa. Dopulation, and the TOoWwIng standard of living,
apparently Increased the number of pilgrims IO the Temple.
The enlargement of the Temple oun m1ig reflect calculated policy In favor
of the 1aspora Jews with whom, 1t Herod maintained speclal ( OIl-

nection Sıuıch policy 15 featured DV the tendency IO nommNalfe high priests Iirom
the 1aSDOTa, IO cettle Babylonian Jews In the (Golanis, and the I!forts Herod
made Owards the 0CCa Jews during hIis LOUr of Asla INOrTr IO the SIde of AarcCcus
Agrippa In 15 B.CG

Irue, thIis has been huge project, ıf VOUuU wish alle 1t “grandiose , but alter a ||
the Jerusalemite Temmple Wa the central and Only chrine of the Jewish people, and
the beneflits Herod gained, In hIis internal affairs, Wa csulfficient LEA45011 LO IN VeS-
tigate the fforts he Cd1id ere (Even if ()I11Ee of the has been Covered DYy the
priests). The archaeologica. Impressive remaıns of the Temmple OUNT, In AILY evenl,
Al the best testimonYy IO this unique project

(reneral Discecussion

( In the OLE hand, Kasher itztum Days attention LO detail In oOsephus
writings and Occaslonally, when certaımnm ection d0Ooes nOoTt IO the Domnt, they
interpret 1t d tendentious; however, the other hand, a  oug. IALLYV of Herod’s
ullding projects Al taken DV them d proof of hIis megalomanla, the picture they
present of these projects 15 incommplete and effort 15 done LO ıunderstand hOw and
WwhYy, WEeItr they constructed. ata Concerning the ingdom’s everyday lfe and
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we can not fully proof it, but following its architectural design and its relationship 
with the adjacent colonnades (on the west and the east) we believe that except the 
periods of the three main pilgrimage feasts and the high holidays, the stoa basileia 
was open to everyone. In order to enable royal receptions during these holydays, the 
huge basilica was most probably separated from the rest of the mount by means of 
wooden panels or curtains, which would enable the king to implement these recep-
tions, in privacy.

Concerning the extensions of the Temple Mount towards west and north we 
should take into account the three following factors:

1.	 The total area of the Temple and the relevant courts (such as the women Court 
that probably did not existed before) grew up and therefore the area open to 
the sky have diminished.

2.	 The natural growth of the local population, and the growing standard of living, 
apparently increased the number of pilgrims to the Temple.

3.	 The enlargement of the Temple Mount might reflect a calculated policy in favor 
of the Diaspora Jews with whom, it seems, Herod maintained a special con-
nection. Such policy is featured by the tendency to nominate high priests from 
the Diaspora, to settle Babylonian Jews in the Golanis, and the efforts Herod 
made towards the local Jews during his tour of Asia Minor to the side of Marcus 
Agrippa in 15 B.C.E.

True, this has been a huge project, if you wish name it “grandiose”, but after all 
the Jerusalemite Temple was the central and only shrine of the Jewish people, and 
the benefits Herod gained, in his internal affairs, was a sufficient reason to inves-
tigate the efforts he did here. (Even if some of the money has been covered by the 
priests). The archaeological impressive remains of the Temple Mount, in any event, 
are the best testimony to this unique project.

A General Discussion

On the one hand, Kasher & Witztum pays attention to every detail in Josephus 
writings (and occasionally, when a certain section does not seems to the point, they 
interpret it as tendentious; however, on the other hand, although many of Herod’s 
building projects are taken by them as a proof of his megalomania, the picture they 
present of these projects is incomplete and no effort is done to understand how and 
why, were they constructed. Data concerning the kingdom’s everyday life and or-
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ganization 15 MCAaSCL In osephus writings the ma]or “OLLLCE of Kasher Witztum),
In CONTFarY IO the abundance of JOSSIpP around the COUT ( mnm the other hand, the
architectural analyvsis of the VarlOuUs ullding projects nables uS, a  oug. In SMa Artıcol|scale, IO 0o0k Into the style of lfe of the roya. Tamily and those who WEeIt close IO
them

We AVve IO keep In mind that the Dulldings WEeItr nOoTt In particular ul d 111011

mentTts HCL but WeItr mean IO VarlOous populations. The hippodrome In the
JewiIish garden CILV of ericho Wa nOoTt 11 In Order IO stand EMPTIY. It Wa ul LO

thousands of SpeCc{altors, CVEeIll though LALLY of them esided In ericho Only
seasonally. C(aesarea’'s harbor Wa nOoTt mean Only IO oman VIPS, In their LAl

VISItsS, but first of a 1 IO enable regular commerclal rOuTfe of 700dS and DPaSSschSCIS,
and perhaps CVEeIll JewiIish pilgrims their WaY IO the Temmple In Jerusalem: alter all,
the ma]or fforts Invested DYy the ullder king, In thIis 1e concentrated In the lem-
ple oun and 2e6537e232 with ıts harbor

egalomanıla

«In OUL VIeW, thIis aSpect of Herod’s personality 15 evident primarily In hIs Obses-
GIVE “"addiction ” LO colossal ullding projects...» K&W, 82) S o much Al Kasher
itztum ConNnvinced In their thesis, that the WOoTrd megalomanla 15 repeated 15 1Mes
(if counted we In the chapters of their book, whait IO beyond ALLY
proportion, In particular when the Ole 155116 of megalomanla 15 In question. 0eS5

huge ullding project 15 result of SOmMmeONe’'s megalomanla? Above efined
five tentative features of megalomanla, In architecture and ullding. In fact, OLE of
these features characterize Herod’s Dulldings.

In Herod’s MOLLVAalIlONSsS IO RTrTetC hIis ullding projects elele combination of
love of ullding DL el fforts IO strength the kingdom and Strong ambition rath-

than the result of megalomaniac tendencIies, originated In inferiority eelings and
paranola. One of the Pproofs IO OUL claim 15 Herod’s persistence. In raphic e,
representing Herod’s ullding PFrOSTFam according IO the of their constructlion,
taking Into ACCOUNT their relative GIZE (see Netzer 2008, 303) If (ivide Herod’s
reign Into four peri0ds, the Tollowing Ca  - be clearly „CeIl WI ()I11Ee generaliza-
tion)

During the and B.C the maın attention Wa given IO the fortified
palaces (first of a 1 Antonia) and al the end of thIis period IO Samarla-Sebaste.
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ganization is meager in Josephus writings (the major source of Kasher & Witztum), 
in contrary to the abundance of gossip around the court. On the other hand, the 
architectural analysis of the various building projects enables us, although in a small 
scale, to look into the style of life of the royal family and those who were close to 
them.

We have to keep in mind that the buildings were not in particular built as monu-
ments per se but were meant to serve various populations. The hippodrome in the 
Jewish garden city of Jericho was not built in order to stand empty. It was built to 
serve thousands of spectators, even though many of them resided in Jericho only 
seasonally. Caesarea’s harbor was not meant only to serve Roman VIPs, in their rare 
visits, but first of all to enable a regular commercial route of goods and passengers, 
and perhaps even Jewish pilgrims on their way to the Temple in Jerusalem; after all, 
the major efforts invested by the builder king, in this field concentrated in the Tem-
ple Mount and Caesarea with its harbor.

Megalomania

«In our view, this aspect of Herod’s personality is evident primarily in his obses-
sive “addiction” to colossal building projects…» (K&W, 82). So much are Kasher & 
Witztum convinced in their thesis, that the word megalomania is repeated 15 times 
(if we counted well) in the 20 chapters of their book, what seems to me beyond any 
proportion, in particular when the whole issue of megalomania is in question. Does 
every huge building project is a result of someone’s megalomania? Above we defined 
five tentative features of megalomania, in architecture and building. In fact, none of 
these features characterize Herod’s buildings.

In Herod’s motivations to erect his building projects we see a combination of a 
love of building per se; efforts to strength the kingdom: and a strong ambition – rath-
er than the result of megalomaniac tendencies, originated in inferiority feelings and 
paranoia. One of the proofs to our claim is Herod’s persistence. In a graphic table, 
representing Herod’s building program according to the years of their construction, 
taking into account their relative size (see Netzer 2008, 303). If we divide Herod’s 
reign into four periods, the following can be clearly seen (with some generaliza-
tion): 

A.	 During the years 37 and 27 B.C.E., the main attention was given to the fortified 
palaces (first of all Antonia) and at the end of this period to Samaria-Sebaste.
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During the and B.CG the [WO ma]jor palaces WEeItr constructed, the
central palace Al Jerusalem and Herodium.
During the and B.CG the maın eifort Wa given IO the [WO mOstODTLUN7 significant projects erected DYy the king, IO the Temmple oun al Jerusalem and
IO Aaes5147e2 with ıts harbor Towards the end of thIis period few much maller
projects (in scale) WEeItr ul roYva. theater al Herodium : the three OPDUS Feilc-
ulatum constructions the Ir wıinter palace In Jericho, the Tamily mausoleum
In Jerusalem and temple In Banlas): and apparently 2.1SO the hippodrome Al
ericho
During the last of Herod’s life, 10- B.C construction SII wenft
AntiıpaftrIis; Antedon: Phasael (in the Jordan Valley); and apparently 41SO hIis
mausoleum al Herodium. Finally, al the latter site, the construction of the aTtl-
ficlal conic-shaped hıll together with the monumental Stalrway 1C led LO the
burlal place and the fortified palace the mountain’'s LOD

Behind this ell calculated (ivision of the different projects, along the OLE

Ca  - Observe organized WaY of thinking, plenty of OgIC, and long plan-
ning, 1C dQOoes nOoTt represent, In AILY INCAaALl, inferiority eelings, competition with,

ate of the asmoneans We face 190078  - who gradually, but surely developed and
strengthen hIs kingdom One (a 1l nOoTt designate ere «shooting Irom the h1Ip>», 1C
COU poiIn IO paranola megalomanla.

The pOossibhility that Herod ook orward 41SO IO rule OVEL LKgypt and yrla, d

cSult of hIis megalomanla, IO u55 absurd Iirom ıts bottom. thIis 15 2.1SO the DPLOD-
interpretation of Augustus’ willingness IO accede IO Herod’s request and ran hIis

VOUNSECI Trother Pheroras the territory of Peraea In GTaie of Megalomanic elation,
Herod 2.1SO ope IO elele the that the kmperor and AarCcus Agrippa avored
appomnting hiım OVEL A of yr1a and LKgypt borne OUT dell If indeed there WEeItr AILY
truth IO the (assuming that he himself spread 1, thIis wWOou be urther Indica-
tion of hIs grandiose aSspirations; and 1t WEeIt merely 1g of ancy hIis DarT, 1t
wWou demonstrate the SaP between hIis LOWwW celf EsSteem (1.e., hIs of inferiority)
and hIis Insatiable ambition>» K&W, 207)

Is 1t really S07 0eS5 OLE AVve otally nOoTt LO TUS the COILLLLLONL of 190078  - that
rule for OVEL hIs kingdom with lot of talent, both the internal and CXIer-
nal affairs, albeit A the diffieulties he acCce (including hIis personal internal drives
Causing ea ()I11Ee of hIis Tamily members who WEeIt Close IO 1m

10 end WOonu ike IO QuUOTeE whaft Sald In 1980, umming YINDOSIUM
1C took place In Yad Yizchak Ben-ZvI Institute In Jerusalem: «If 1t 15 DOossi IO
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B.	 During the years 27 and 22 B.C.E., the two major palaces were constructed, the 
central palace at Jerusalem and Herodium. 

C.	 During the years 22 and 10 B.C.E., the main effort was given to the two most 
significant projects erected by the king, to the Temple Mount at Jerusalem and 
to Caesarea with its harbor. Towards the end of this period a few much smaller 
projects (in scale) were built: a royal theater at Herodium; the three opus retic-
ulatum constructions (the third winter palace in Jericho, the family mausoleum 
in Jerusalem and a temple in Banias); and apparently also the hippodrome at 
Jericho.

D.	 During the last years of Herod’s life, 10-4 B.C.E., construction still went on: 
Antipatris; Antedon; Phasael (in the Jordan Valley); and apparently also his 
mausoleum at Herodium. Finally, at the latter site, the construction of the arti-
ficial conic-shaped hill together with the monumental stairway which led to the 
burial place and the fortified palace on the mountain’s top.

Behind this well calculated division of the different projects, along the years, one 
can observe an organized way of thinking, plenty of logic, and a long range plan-
ning, which does not represent, in any mean, inferiority feelings, competition with, 
or hate of the Hasmoneans. We face a man who gradually, but surely developed and 
strengthen his kingdom. One can not designate here «shooting from the hip», which 
could point to paranoia or megalomania.

The possibility that Herod look forward also to rule over Egypt and Syria, as a re-
sult of his megalomania, seems to us absurd from its bottom. «… this is also the prop-
er interpretation of Augustus’ willingness to accede to Herod’s request and grant his 
younger brother Pheroras the territory of Peraea. In a state of Megalomanic elation, 
Herod also hoped to see the rumor that the Emperor and Marcus Agrippa favored 
appointing him over all of Syria and Egypt borne out as well. If indeed there were any 
truth to the rumor (assuming that he himself spread it), this would be further indica-
tion of his grandiose aspirations; and it were merely a flight of fancy on his part, it 
would demonstrate the gap between his low self esteem (i.e., his sense of inferiority) 
and his enormous, insatiable ambition» (K&W, 207).

Is it really so? Does one have totally not to trust the common sense of a man that 
ruled for 33 years over his kingdom with a lot of talent, both the internal and exter-
nal affairs, albeit all the difficulties he faced (including his personal internal drives 
causing death some of his family members who were so close to him)?

To end we would like to quote what we said in 1980, summing up a symposium 
which took place in Yad Ytzchak Ben-Zvi Institute in Jerusalem: «If it is possible to 
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learn aDout Herod Irom hIs projects, then he Wa practical and thorough INNaLl, wıith
TOA: WOT. VIeW, outstanding organizational talent and Improvisational ability (In

the best of the term), aDie LO adapt himself IO hIis SUrFrOUNdINSS and IO changing Artıcol|Situations 190078  - who anticipatea the future and had hIs [WO feet lJanted LIrmMLy
the STOoUNd» Netzer 2008, 306)
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learn about Herod from his projects, then he was a practical and thorough man, with 
a broad world view, outstanding organizational talent and improvisational ability (in 
the best sense of the term), able to adapt himself to his surroundings and to changing 
situations – a man who anticipated the future and had his two feet planted firmly on 
the ground» (Netzer 2008, 306).


