'§ I2 ARISTOBULTS II 67-63 B.C."

Sources. cwm.
Josephus dnt. xiv 1-4 (1—79); B.J.1i6-7 (120-58).
Rabbinic traditions: mTaanith 3:8 .
) yTaanith 66d-67a
bTaanith 23a
bSotah 4gb
bBaba Kamma 82b
bMenahoth 64b
See Derenbourg, op. cit., pp. 112-18.
- Psalms of Solomon and Qumran docamerts: see n. 30 below. .
Coins: for the controversial view thatAristobulus IT issued his own coinage, see
Apperdix IV, 2, ’ : ’
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- The Hasmonaear. star was now in its dectine. War broke out im-
mediately after Alexandra’s death between her sons Aristobulus II and
Hyrcanus II, and aiter a few years ended with the loss to the Romans '
of the freedom won in battle against the Syrians. Alexandra had died
just at the critical moment at which her son Aristobulus'was on the
paint of seizing power by force. Her legitimate successor was her eldest
son,’ John Hyrcanus, who had already been appointed High Priest .
during his mother’s reign.” He now assurned the duties of ruler. also.
But his brether Judas Aristobulus had no intention of abandoning his
Plans. He marched against Hyrcanus with an army. Their forces
clashed near Jericho, and many of Hyrcanus’s men went over to
Aristobulus, thereby securing the latter’s victory. Hyrcanus fled to the
fortress in Jerusalem but was forced to surrender there to Aristobulus.
A truce was then: arranged between the brothers, according to which
Hyrcanus, who was in any case a weak and idle man, renounced his

L. Ant. xiii 16, 2 (408); xiv 1, 3 (x1); 3, 2 {42).‘
- 233















The M accabacan Pemocl

assured desprte ga.ps in the text) from the time of Antiochus (IV Epiphanes)
-* until the arrival of the rulers.of the Kittim: ™n> UM TINY TV DIDTDIRD. I
therefore the otcupation of Jerusalem was to mark a new era, the period dealt
vith 'in ‘1QpHab," ‘during which the Klttxm were not yet masters of Judaea,
ecessa.nly falls prior .to 63 B.C. .

‘Dupont-Somimer’s argument (see RHR 137 (1950}, pp. 149-50, 168—9; Essene
T/Vrih'ngs, Pp. 166-7) that pHab. XI 6-8 hints at the actual fall of Jerusalem on
' the Day of Atonement-(see above, p. 239, n. 23) is.far from cogent; it entails in
- particular an unnecessary and unjustified change of subject. In the first of two
"I senterices this was the Wicked Priest. It is normal, therefore, to understand the
" key verb ‘heappeared to them’ (nn»‘py Y"0Y;1) as indicating the Wicked Priest’s
. ‘sudden and unexpected visit to the Teacher of Righteousness and his followers.
'-Dupont-Sommer, by contrast, applies it to a supernatural manifestation of the
*’dead Teacher himself. See G. Vermes, Cahiers Sioniens 5 (1951) pp. 63-5; M.- B.
:.Dagut, Biblica 32 (1951), pp. 542-8; S. Talmon, 2bid., Pp. 549-51I.

" If it is accepted that the Kittim of 1QpHab areﬁthe Romans of the mid-sixties
. B.C., the picture contained there points to a shift in Jew1sh attitudes towards the
i Romans compared with the praises showered on them in 1 Mac. (see above, PP
T 71, 194) ‘They are.no longer .depicted as benevolence incarnate, but as hard,
. cunning sand cruel conquerors (1QpHab. IT 12-VI 12), the ‘remnant of the
f'-.jpeoples chiosen by God to punish the ‘last Priests of Jerusalem’ (IX 4-7). How-

-"ever, since the writer hoped that his Hasmonaean opponents would be bumiliated
B by them, he refrained from’ pa.ssmg judgment on the Kittim.

" A similar politically unbiased view of the conquering Romans is mcluded in
*a perhaps somewhat earlier passage of the Jewish Sibylline Oracles (III, 75-80)
_'men’clomng that ‘anl empire .. . . from the Western sea . . . shall frighten many.
.kings . . . and rob much sﬂver and gold | from many c1t1es On the Sibylline
'Oracles see vol. 11T, § 337 -

The author of the Psalms of Solomon, possibly a Pharisee (see Elssfeldt
Introduction, pp. 612~13, cf. vol. ITI, § 32) writing around the middle of the
first century B.c., .is the first Jewish author to express unmitigated hostility
to Rome. He aud the party of ‘the Pious’ which he represents, .were opposed to
“the sinners’ guilty of profanation of the sanctuary (2:3; 8:12-14) and of the
creation of a non-Davidic monarchy (17:7-8), i.e. the Sadducaean supporters of
the Hasmonaeans. The Psalmist of Ps of Sol. 2 manifests bitter hatred towards
“Pompey, and reproaches this ‘proud sinner’ with the destruction of the walls of
]’erusa.lem and the desecration of the altar in the Temple (2:1—2). He is ‘the lawless -
-one’ who ‘ravaged our land’ killing all indiscriminately. (Note the reference to a

‘massacre by DPYRY, no doubt Aemilins Scaurus, Pompey’s general, in the un-
published calendar from 4Q see Milik, Ten Years of Discovery, p. 73.) Character-
ized as a ‘dragon’ (2 25), the Roman general’s inglorious end is foretold in a
pseudo-prophetic vision: ‘I had not long to wait before God showed me the
insclent one slain on the mountains of Egypt, esteemed of less account than the
least on land and sea’ (2:26). ‘He reflected not that he-was but a man . . . He
said, I will be lord of land and sea, and recognized not that God alone is great'
(2:28-9; probably.a pun.on Pompey’s epithet, Magnus) See G. B. Gray in Charles,
Apocf' and Pseudep. 11, pp. 628-30 and, ad loc.

:For an identification of the opponent of the Qumran Community as Hyrcanus IT
and -Aristobulus II, see A. Dupont-Sommer, The Essene Writings from Qummn
(x961), Pp. 351~7; ‘Observations sur le Commentaire de Nahum découvert prés
de Ia Mer Morte’, Journal des Savants (1963), pp. 201-26, .




