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One of the pivotal figures in the 
death of Jesus is the Roman prefect Pontius 
Pilate.1 He alone wielded the authority to execute 
by crucifixion. Yet Christian memories of Pilate 
are remarkably varied. The most striking exam-
ple is the tradition of the Ethiopian Orthodox 
Tewahedo Church that considers Pilate a saint.

How can it be that the man who murdered 
Jesus came to be considered a saint by some of 
his followers?

In the canonical Gospels, Pilate attempts to 
release Jesus but, ultimately, succumbs to pres-
sure from Jesus’ accusers to execute him instead. 
Many scholars consider this depiction of Pilate’s 
hesitation a Christian invention to mitigate 
Pilate’s complicity in Jesus’ death because of the 

Pontius 
Pilate
Sadist
or
Saint?
R. Steven Notley
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“I AM INNOCENT OF THIS MAN’S BLOOD” (Matthew 
27:24). The Passion scene of Pilate washing his hands 
before sentencing Jesus to death captures the con-
flicted Christian views of the Roman statesman, illus-
trated here on a mosaic from the sixth-century Basilica 
of Sant’Apollinare Nuovo in Ravenna, Italy.
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unseemly image of a Roman official executing the 
founder of the Christian faith.

Matthew alone presents the iconic depiction of 
Pilate washing his hands of the affair—a detail that is 
not repeated in any other gospel. The episode belongs 
to Matthew’s tendency to recolor his sources in an 
anti-Jewish montage. Can it be a coincidence that 
in the same scene we hear the malediction by the 
Jewish leaders—“His [Jesus’] blood be on us and on 
our children!” (Matthew 27:25)? According to Mat-
thew, after Pilate washes his hands of responsibil-
ity, he instructs Jesus’ accusers, saying, “See to it 
yourselves” (Matthew 27:24). It is at this point that 

Matthew’s additional material ends, and he rejoins 
Mark’s description of Jesus being led away to be exe-
cuted—not by his Jewish accusers, but by Pilate’s own 
soldiers (Matthew 27:27–31; Mark 15:16–20), while 
Luke specifies the Roman military culpability when 
presenting the crucifixion itself (23:36, 47).

While Matthew may have exploited Pilate’s 
hesitation for his own purposes, it is less certain 
whether Pilate’s character on display is entirely a 
Christian creation. We face similar challenges in 
identifying the historical Pilate in the reports of the 
Jewish historian Flavius Josephus and the Jewish 
philosopher Philo of Alexandria. How do we sort 
through these conflicting presentations of a figure 
who played such an important role in both Jewish 
and Christian history?

THIS STONE PAVEMENT under the Sisters of Zion Convent 
in Jerusalem was long believed to be the famous paved 
courtyard (Greek lithostrotos, Aramaic gabbatha) where 
Pontius Pilate condemned Jesus (cf. John 19:13). We 
now know that it was laid as a roadway after the time 
of Jesus—possibly during the reign of Emperor Hadrian, 
after the foundation of Aelia Capitolina in 135 C.E.

NOT JERUSALEM, but Caesarea Maritima, was the 
administrative center of Roman Judea during Pilate’s 
tenure. Built under Herod the Great and named in honor 
of Emperor Augustus, this coastal Mediterranean city 
boasted splendid architecture, including this praetorium 
(the governor’s palace) and the Tiberieum (a building in 
honor of Emperor Tiberius referenced in the Pilate Stone).
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Archaeology can help. Discoveries made in Israel 
during the past 60 years contribute material evi-
dence to the episodes involving Pilate presented by 
Josephus, Philo and the New Testament. Although 
this new evidence does not answer all our questions, 
it provides important information that can measure 
the individual author’s use of historical sources.

The most frequently cited historical contribution 
by archaeology concerns Pilate’s title and respon-
sibilities in the Roman province of Judea. A Latin 
inscription found at Caesarea Maritima that men-
tions Pilate’s name provides physical evidence of his 
presence in Judea during the reign of the Roman 
emperor Tiberius. In Latin, the damaged inscription 
reads (restored parts in brackets):2

[Dis Augusti]s Tiberiéum
[—Po]ntius Pilatus
[ praef ]ectus Iuda[ea]e
[fecit, d]é[dicavit]

This roughly translates as “[Po]ntius Pilate, 
[pref ]ect of Jud[e]a, [made and d]e[dicated] 

Tiberieum to the [divine August]us.” When archae-
ologists found this inscription, which was carved 
into a limestone block, it had been reused as a step 
in the theater at Caesarea, but originally it would 
have served as a dedicatory plaque for another struc-
ture—the “Tiberieum” mentioned in the inscription. 
In all likelihood, Pilate was dedicating the Tiberieum 
to Emperor Tiberius.

This inscription clarifies the position Pilate held—
correcting an error found in the writings of both 
Greek and Latin authors. The Roman historian 
Tacitus wrote at the beginning of the second century 
C.E., “Christus, the founder of the name, had under-
gone the death penalty in the reign of Tiberius, by 
sentence of the procurator Pontius Pilatus” (Annals 
15:44). However, the Caesarea inscription indicates 
that Pilate was a Roman prefect, not a procurator. 
In the Roman Empire—at least initially—a prefect 
was an official with military responsibilities, whereas 
a procurator had primarily financial ones. This is 
a minor historical detail, but it demonstrates how 
archaeology helps us to present Pilate’s role correctly. 
Further, in Egypt and the Roman East, there were 
no procurators before Claudius’s reign (41–54 C.E.).

Until recently, Pilate’s coinage was generally 
understood to exemplify nothing but his callous dis-
regard for those he ruled. Other governors in Roman 
Judea were careful not to incorporate decorations 

THE HIGH-LEVEL AQUEDUCT supplied Caesarea Maritima 
with water from springs on the southern slopes of Mt. 
Carmel, about 6 miles northeast of the city. It is likely one 
of the few constructions in Caesarea preserved from the 
reign of Herod the Great.
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on their coins that would offend the local Jewish 
population.3 They adopted images that were current 
also in Jewish decorations. Not so with Pilate. His 
coins have the distinction of being the only ones 
minted by a Roman governor in Judea with images 
that borrowed recognizable instruments from the 

imperial cult, such as the lituus (curved wand) or 
the simpulum (ladle).

Philo and Josephus report three accounts of 
conflict between Pilate and the Jewish population 
over religious matters: the episodes of (1) the mili-
tary standards, (2) the shields and (3) the aqueduct. 

THE PILATE STONE presents Pontius Pilate as the Roman prefect of Judea. His dedication of a structure in honor of 
Tiberius fits with the picture of Pilate as a proponent of the Roman imperial cult in Judea. It may also demonstrate the 
governor’s personal reverence for the emperor, putting in a new light the words shouted at Pilate during Jesus’ trial: 
“If you release this man, you are no friend of the emperor” (John 19:12).
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Scholars are divided as to whether Pilate’s missteps 
were born out of ignorance or malice toward the 
Jews or devotion to the imperial cult and intent to 
assimilate Judea into the Roman Empire.

The episode of the standards is presented in both 
Josephus’s Jewish War and Antiquities of the Jews, 
and they do not differ markedly in detail:

Now Pilate, the procurator of Judea, when he 
brought his army from Caesarea and removed 
it to the winter quarters4 in Jerusalem, took 
a bold step in subversion of the Jewish prac-
tices, by introducing into the city the busts of 
the emperor that were attached to the military 
standards, for our law forbids the making of 
images. It is for this reason that the previous 
procurators, when they entered the city, used 
standards that had no such ornaments. Pilate 
was the first to bring the images into Jerusalem 
and set them up, doing it without the knowl-
edge of the people, for he entered at night. But 
when the people discovered it, they went in a 
throng to Caesarea and for many days entreated 
him to take away the images. He refused to 
yield, since to do so would be an outrage to 
the emperor; however, since they did not cease 
entreating him, on the sixth day he secretly 
armed and placed his troops in position while 
he himself came to the speaker’s stand. This 
had been constructed in the stadium, which 
provided concealment for the army that lay in 
wait. When the Jews again engaged in suppli-
cation, at a pre-arranged signal he surrounded 
them with his soldiers and threatened to pun-
ish them at once with death, if they did not put 
an end to their tumult and return to their own 
places. But they, casting themselves prostrate 
and baring their throats, declared that they had 
gladly welcomed death rather than make bold to 
transgress the wise provisions of the laws. Pilate, 
astonished at the strength of their devotion to 
the laws, straightway removed the images from 
Jerusalem and brought them back to Caesarea. 
(Antiquities 18.55–59; cf. Jewish War 2.169–174)

Archaeology has yet to shed light on the setting 
of this protest. Previous excavations in Caesarea 
revealed the Herodian circus for chariot races and 
the Herodian theater, as well as the much larger and 
later circus built probably under Hadrian.* However, 
none of these structures can confidently be identified 

with the (Herodian) stadium for athletic contests, 
which might be the site referred to by Josephus 
in his above description of the violent protests that 
took place in Caesarea in response to the introduc-
tion into Jerusalem of Roman military standards 
with the image of the emperor.

According to Josephus, this event occurred at 
the beginning of Pilate’s governorship. Pilate was 
the fifth Roman prefect appointed in Judea, fol-
lowing Coponius (6–9 C.E.), Marcus Ambivulus (or 
Ambivius; 9–12), Annius Rufus (12–15) and Valerius 
Gratus. There is some question about the length of 
Gratus’s term. Josephus reports, “Gratus retired to 
Rome having stayed 11 years in Judea” (Antiquities 
18.35). This is why most histories date the beginning 
of Pilate’s administration to 26. Recently, however, 
Josephus’s chronology has been questioned, and it 
has been suggested that Gratus, like his predeces-
sors, served only three years and that Pilate followed 
him in 18/19.5

This revised timetable is buttressed by an obser-
vation regarding the role of the Jewish high priest. 

Pontius Pilate: Recalled and Recycled
In 1961, the Italian archaeological mission found a curious limestone block 
while excavating the Herodian theater in the southern part of ancient 
Caesarea. Measuring 32 by 27 inches, it was embedded in a staircase. To 
everyone’s surprise, the stone bore a neatly engraved four-line inscription 
containing the name of Pontius Pilate and his title as the prefect of Judea.

Because the inscription seems to dedicate the Tiberieum—apparently a 
building in honor of the Roman emperor Tiberius—it is likely a dedication 
plaque, which would have been installed prominently on the building. So even 
though we don’t know where this Tiberieum stood or what exactly it was, we 
are confident that the stone block came from it.

But how did it become a step, and how do we explain its peculiar damage? 
By the fourth century C.E., when the Pilate Stone was re-used, the Herodian 
theater no longer was a theater for dramatic performances but had been 
remodeled for nautical games. The wearing of the stone on the left side is 
apparently a result of its secondary use as a step in that later arena. And the 
semicircular indentation on the right? We can assume that this reworking is 
intentional and must predate the terminal use in the theater. If functional, the 
indentation may suggest that the stone was used as part of the covering of 
a well—its secondary use. This would make the final position in the theater 
not secondary but tertiary! But history did not stop there: Sometime in the 
sixth century, the theater was consumed by a massive Byzantine fortress that 
concealed the staircase.

We can attribute the Pilate Stone’s survival to its consecutive use. Recycled 
in a later building that had been buried under another structure, it escaped the 
fate of many other artifacts that perish from being exposed to the elements 
and human action. The Pilate Stone might well be the only identifiable relic 
of the original Tiberieum—wherever that might have stood and whatever that 
might have been.

* See Robert J. Bull, “Caesarea Maritima: The Search for Herod’s City,” 
BAR, May/June 1982; Barbara Burrell, Kathryn Gleason and Ehud Netzer, 
“Uncovering Herod’s Seaside Palace,” BAR, May/June 1993; Yosef 
Porath, “Vegas on the Med,” BAR, September/October 2004.
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Josephus records four high 
priests deposed by Gratus in 
quick succession—within 
three years (Antiquities
18.34–35). If Pilate had 
been appointed soon there-
after, this might explain the 
apparent change in policy 
toward the length of term 
for high priests. The four 
priests Gratus removed were 
followed by Joseph Caiaphas, 
who served as high priest almost 
20 years, ending his service in the 
same year that Pilate was deposed, in 36/37 
(Antiquities 18.85–89). Both the length of Caiaphas’s 
tenure and his removal at the time of Pilate’s deposi-
tion suggests that their service may have been more 
closely aligned than is often recognized.

If Pilate’s tenure was longer (18–36), it might also 
explain the greater reporting Josephus gives to Pilate 
as compared to the other Roman governors. Fur-
ther, it would be consistent with Emperor Tiberius’s 
preference to leave governors in place if possible 
(Antiquities 18.170; Tacitus, Annals 1.80; Suetonius, 
Tiberius 41).

Recent scholarship suggests that the second con-
fl ict story between Pilate and the Jewish population 
of Judea—Philo’s account of the gilded shields (On 
the Embassy to Gaius 299–305)—is likely a refash-
ioned version of the episode of the military stan-
dards recorded by Josephus.6 The accounts do bear 
striking similarities, and the three points of substan-
tive diff erence between the accounts of the stan-
dards and the shields are precisely at those points 
that serve Philo’s argument to dissuade Gaius Cal-
igula from installing a golden statue of himself on 
the Temple Mount in Jerusalem.7

The third confl ict story concerned 
the prefect’s eff orts to improve the 

aqueduct to Jerusalem. Josephus 
recounts:

On a later occasion he [Pilate] 
provoked a fresh uproar by 
expending upon the con-
struction of an aqueduct 
the sacred treasure known 

as Corbanas; the water was 
brought from a distance of 400 

furlongs. Indignant at this pro-
ceeding, the populace formed a ring 

round the tribunal of Pilate, then on 
a visit to Jerusalem, and besieged 

him with angry clamor. He, fore-
seeing the tumult, had inter-

spersed among the crowd a 
troop of his soldiers, armed 
but disguised in civilian 
dress, with orders not to 
use their swords, but to beat 
any rioters with cudgels. He 
now from his tribunal gave 

the agreed signal. Large num-
bers of the Jews perished, 

some from the blows which they 
received, others trodden to death 

by their companions in the ensuing 
fl ight. Cowed by the fate of the victims, 

the multitude was reduced to silence. 
(Jewish War 2.175–177; cf. Antiquities 18.60–62)

Once again archaeology has unearthed valu-
able information that provides added testimony to 
Josephus’s historical account. Amihai Mazar of the 
Hebrew University of Jerusalem identifi ed the aque-
duct in question with a branch of the Jerusalem 
aqueduct system that originated south of Bethlehem 
from the higher elevations of the ‘Arrub spring and 
fed into the so-called Solomon’s Pools, from where 
water fl owed through Bethlehem to Jerusalem.8

An archaeological survey indicates that the ‘Arrub 
aqueduct dates from the Hellenistic period and 
continued in use during the time of the Hasmo-
neans, Herod the Great, Pontius Pilate and others. 
Pilate’s eff orts focused on the beginning stages of 
the water system in an attempt to increase the water 
supply with an extension from ’Ein Keweiziba to 
Solomon’s Pools.

Although the direct distance between its start 
at ’Ein Kuweiziba and its destination at Solomon’s 
Pools is only about 6 miles, the aqueduct is actually 
24 miles long. The reason for its many meanders 
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PAGAN SYMBOLS stamped on Pon-
tius Pilate’s coinage included the 
curved wand (Latin lituus; top) 
and ladle (simpulum; bottom)—
both ritual instruments associ-
ated with the Roman imperial 
cult. The Greek inscription on 
the obverse sides of the two 
coins pictured here reads “of 
Tiberius Caesar,” to which the 
bottom piece adds “(the regnal 
year) 16.” Minted in Jerusalem, 
these small bronze coins bear wit-
ness to Pilate’s dedication to promot-
ing Roman religion in Judea—an eff ort no 
governor of Judea after him repeated.
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MILITARY STANDARDS of auxiliary units—like the one under Pilate’s command—did not normally feature imperial images, 
unlike those of praetorian units pictured here facing Emperor Trajan (right) on Trajan’s Column in Rome (113 C.E.). The stand-
ards captured in this episode from the First Dacian War consist of horizontal and vertical wreaths (coronae), portrait busts 
(imagines) in circular frames and rectangular shields. Josephus in his reporting of Pilate’s controversy seems to suggest that 
busts of Emperor Tiberius were attached to the military standards only secondarily.
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is inherent in the steep topography of the area and 
in the minimal use of tunnels, bridges and pipes to 
shorten its course.

Similar to the episode of the standards, Josephus 
places his report of the protest over Pilate’s seizure 
of funds from the Temple treasury at the beginning 
of Pilate’s governorship. If this is correct, then these 
two missteps may have resulted from a miscalcula-
tion by the new governor and may be aberrations in 
what was otherwise a peaceful period.

Pilate was caught by surprise by the Jewish resis-
tance to his introduction of military standards into 
Jerusalem, but he was prepared for their demon-
stration against his use of funds from the Temple 
treasury. This time he met them with a calculated, 

violent response. Both Pilate’s misuse of funds and 
his murderous action fit his reputation recorded by 
Philo: “a man of an inflexible, stubborn and cruel 
disposition,” known for “his venality, his violence, 
his thievery, his assaults, his abusive behavior, his 
frequent executions of untried prisoners and his 
endless savage ferocity” (On the Embassy to Gaius 
301; 302). Each of these characteristics is on full 
display in the reports of first-century eyewitnesses. 
While modern scholars may still have questions 
about particular historical details in the different 
accounts, and they may even have doubts about the 
accuracy of the reports, what is striking is the con-
sistent portrait of the historical Pontius Pilate that is 
presented in different accounts by different authors 
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from different perspectives.
It is worth noting that in Josephus’s report, we 

have no hint of protests by the Jewish high priest 
Caiaphas or the Temple leadership as to the misap-
propriation of Temple funds. Nor does Josephus give 
us an explanation for the source of the indignation 
by the Jerusalem crowds. The project was a public 
work that directly benefited the operation of the 
Temple. In similar instances, Roman governors were 
often expected to finance the endeavors. However, 
Temple funds were also allowed for such projects.

It is possible that the Temple funds seized by 
Pilate were specifically designated for sacrificial 
offerings.9 If so, the protest of the people was not 
simply about the use of funds from the Temple, but 

about the offerings that had been collected through 
the Temple tax and were set aside for the sacrifices 
in the Temple. It is well known that Caiaphas and 
the other Sadducean priests were not in favor of 
the custom of the half-shekel Temple tax.10 So their 
silence toward the misappropriation of these funds 
for purposes other than what they were designated 
comes as no surprise. In this account, we witness 
once again the convergence of the interests of Pilate 
and Caiaphas.

Pilate’s downfall came as a result of his violent 
reaction to a suspected insurrection by the Samar-
itans (descendants of Israelites who survived the 
Assyrian conquest of the northern kingdom and 
intermarried with the foreigners settled in that area 
by the Assyrians) at Mt. Gerizim. Josephus reports 
that Roman troops confronted the Samaritan crowd 
with force, and Pilate had the principal Samaritan 
leaders executed (Antiquities 18.85–89). The Samari-
tans complained to Vitellius, the Roman legate in 
Syria. He relieved Pilate of his position and sent a 
certain Marcellus to take charge of Judea. Pilate was 
ordered to return to Rome and face charges before 
Tiberius. In the end, however, fortune smiled on 
Pilate because Tiberius died while he was en route. 
Nothing again is heard about the disgraced prefect.

It seems more than a coincidence that when Vitel-
lius visited Jerusalem, he found it necessary also to 
replace the high priest (Antiquities 18.95). Caiaphas 
had served for the entirety of Pilate’s tenure, and 
these two must have worked closely together. Pilate’s 
unpopularity with the local population—not just with 
the Samaritans but also with the Jews—may well 
have been similarly cast upon Caiaphas. Rabbinic 
accusations against the high priestly families in 
the first century C.E. come very close to the criti-
cisms we hear about Pilate.11 Yet Vitellius’s actions 
in Jerusalem were only against Caiaphas and not 
the dynastic family of high priests that began with 
Caiaphas’s father-in-law, Annas. This is demonstrated 
by the fact that Vitellius replaced Caiaphas with his 
brother-in-law, Jonathan.

SOLOMON’S POOLS consist of three rectangular reser-
voirs arranged consecutively. Part of an ancient water 
system designed to collect water for use in Jerusalem 
and Herodium, the pools were fed by local springs, 
rainwater and aqueducts. The ‘Arrub aqueduct built by 
Pontius Pilate brought water to the reservoirs from the 
hills south of Bethlehem. Pilate’s expenditure of Temple 
money, however, reportedly sparked popular outrage and 
led to bloodshed. This complex water system remained in 
use for two millennia.

C O N T I N U E S  O N  PA G E  5 9
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eds., A Decade of Archaeology and History in the 
Lebanon (Beirut: Lebanese British Friends of the 
National Museum, 2004), pp. 128–129.
11 Claude Doumet-Serhal and Jwana Chahoud, 
“A Middle Bronze Age Temple in Sidon: Ritual 
and Communal Feasting,” in Oswald Loretz 
et al., eds., Ritual, Religion and Reason: Studies 
in the Ancient World in Honor of Paolo Xella, 
Alter Orient und Altes Testament series 404, 
(Münster: Ugarit-Verlag, 2013), pp. 30–60; 
Claude Doumet-Serhal, “Second Millennium 
BC Levantine Ceremonial Feasts: Sidon a Case 
Study,” in Anne-Marie Maila, ed., Interconnec-
tions in the Eastern Mediterranean, Lebanon 
in the Bronze and Iron Ages: Proceedings of the 
International Symposium Beirut 2008, Bulletin 
d’Archéologie et d’Architecture Libanaises 
hors-série 6 (Beyrouth: Ministère de la 
Culture, Direction Générale des Antiquitiés, 
2009), pp. 229–244.
12 Claude Doumet-Serhal et al., “Sidon Holy 
of Holies: The Late Bronze Age Underground 
Cella,” in Doumet-Serhal, ed., “And Canaan Begat 
Sidon His Firstborn ... ,” pp. 297–308, 309–371.
13 Giorgos Rethemiotakis, “God Save Our 
Home: The Case of the Horns of Consecration 
from Galatas,” in Eleni Mantzourani and Philip 
Betancourt, eds., Philistor: Studies in Honor 
of Costis Davaras, Prehistory Monographs 36 
(Philadelphia: INSTAP Academic Press, 2012), 
pp. 169–176.

The removal of Caiaphas and Pilate in 
the same year suggests the two shared a 
very close association, not only in their 
arrival and departures from power, but 
also in their collaboration in governing 
Judea. Their close cooperation proved 
mutually beneficial with each holding 
the longest tenures for their respective 
offices in the first century.

As we have seen, archaeology 
increases our understanding of the com-
plex figure of Pontius Pilate. Nothing 
in the physical settings of the historical 
accounts is inconsistent with the results 
of archaeological discoveries of the past 
60 years—just the opposite.

We began with a question about the 
image of Pontius Pilate in the Gospels. 
While the New Testament sources 
should not be read as unvarnished his-
tory and are indeed in need of critical 

Pontius Pilate
continued from page 49

scrutiny, the historical Pilate that 
emerges from the pages of the extra-
canonical sources is not dissimilar to 
the person we meet in the Gospels. His 
weakness under public pressure and 
his penchant to overcompensate with 
a calculated and murderous reaction 
are eerily familiar. So, likewise, is the 
specter of his close collaboration with 
the Sadducean priests in Jerusalem—
in particular the dynastic family that 
maintained control over the Temple 
longer than any other in the days of the 
Second Temple.

Josephus, Philo and the New Testa-
ment all portray a figure who felt no 
hesitation to do whatever was necessary 
to maintain Roman control in Judea. Yet 
the same calculated response witnessed 
in the tragic death of Jesus of Nazareth 
eventually proved to be Pilate’s undoing. 
Acting on false rumors, Pontius Pilate 
reacted violently against a gathering 
of Samaritans in the year 36, which 
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resulted in his removal from office and 
his exodus from the pages of history.  a

1 Portions of this article will appear in a fest-
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in both has been to demonstrate that histori-
ans need archaeologists and that archaeolo-
gists need historians.
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NY: Amphora Books, 2001), pp. 167–173.
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pp. 123–125. Its close proximity to the sanctuary 
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night (Proof of the Gospel 8.2.123).
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7 See Philo, On the Embassy to Gaius 203; 
Emil Schürer, Geza Vermes, Fergus Millar and 
Matthew Black, eds., The History of the Jewish 
People in the Age of Jesus Christ, vol. 1 (Edin-
burgh: T&T Clark, 1973), pp. 394–397.
8 Amihai Mazar, “The Aqueducts of Jerusa-
lem,” in Yigael Yadin, ed., Jerusalem Revealed 
(Jerusalem: Israel Exploration Society, 1975), 
pp. 79–80.
9 Louis H. Feldman, trans., Josephus, Jewish 
Antiquities, Books XVIII–XIX, Loeb Classical 
Library 433 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard Univ. 
Press, 1965), pp. 46–47.
10 The half-shekel Temple tax (Matthew 
17:24–27) was a Pharisaic innovation on 
Exodus 30:12–16 that was opposed by the Sad-
ducees (beginning of Megillat Ta’anit) and the 
Essenes (4Q159 f1ii.7).
11 Compare Babylonian Talmud Pesahim 57a; 
Tosefta Menahot 13.21; Philo, On the Embassy 
to Gaius 301–305.

decorated floors of the once magnificent 
Herodian royal palace.

In 1973, a German team under the 
supervision of August Strobel conducted 
a detailed survey at the site. Following 
this, two generations of Franciscan aca-
demics of the Studium Biblicum Francis-
canum in Jerusalem, directed by Virgilio 
Corbo (1978–1981) and Michele Piccirillo 
(1992–1993), conducted excavations at 
Machaerus.

This has been followed since 2009 by 
the excavations, surveys and studies of 
the Hungarian Academy of Arts, led by 
the present author.

There is still much more to learn. 
The work will go on long after the 
Americans, the Germans, the French and 
Italian Fathers, and the Hungarians have 
all passed on. a
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