


g 166 . The Maccabaean Peviod

" 164 B.C. (1 Mac. 6:16:.in the Seleucid year 149=164/3 B.C.).? Before he
- died, he appointed one of his generals, Philip, to be imperial vice-
regent aad tutor to his son Antiochus V Eupator. But Lysias selzed
the person of the young king instead, and assumed supreme power.°

It might have been some time before steps were taken against the
disloyal Jews had not urgent reguests for such measures reached
Antioch direct from Judaea. Judasnow besizged the Syrian garrison in
the citadel of Jerusalem, the date being the Seleucid year 150 (1 Mac.
6: zo) that is, either autumn 163-autumn 162 B.C, or spnng 162~
spring 161 B.C. Some of the garrison escaped despite the siege, and in
company with representatives of the Jewish pro-Greek faction, went

. to the king to persuade him of the need for his intervention. The

Jewish represesentatives in particular complained of how much they

had to suffer from their hostile fellow countrymen, mentioning that

many of them had been killed and robbed.?
Only then did the government in Antioch decide to intervene.

Lysias, accompanied by the young king, set off against Judaea at the'
head of a powerful army. He attacked once again from the south

and first besieged Beth-Zur. Judas was obliged to raise the siege of

the citadel of Jerusalem and to advance against the king. The two

armies met at Beth-Zachariah, between Jerusalem and Beth-Zur.'?
It soon became evident that, faced with a serious onslaught by the

Syrians, the Jews, in spite of all their bravery, weré in the long run .

unable to secure a decisive victory. Courageously they threw them-
selves into the battle. Judas’s own brother, Eleazar, distinguished
himself more.than any. Thinking that he had discovered the elephant
carrying the young king, he pressed forward, stabbed it from. below,
and was crushed to death by the beast as it fell. His self-sacrifice and
all the exertions of the Jews were however in vain. The Jewish army
was beaten, and indeed so decisively that the king’s army soon appeared
before tte walls of Jerusalem and laid sizge to Zion, the Temple

mount.?

9. I Mac. 6:1-16; Jos. Ant. xii 9, 1 (354—9); Polyb. xxxi ¢ (11); quphyry in
‘Jerome on Daniel 11:44—5 (CCL Ixxva, pp. 931—2). In place of Artemis referred
" to by Polybius, Appian, Syriacz 66/352 names Aphrodite: On the chronology, cf.
p. 128 above. The narratives of 2 Maccabees (1:13-16 and chapter g) represent
popular stories; see Abel, in loc.
10. I Mac. 6:14-17; Jos. Ant. xii 9, 2 (360-1).

1I. T Mezc. 6:18-24; Jos. Ant. xii g, 3 (364-6).
12, BaiBlayapla (1 Mac. 6:32), according to Jos. Aui. xii 9, 4 (369) seventy

stadia north of Beth-Zur, is the modern Beit-Zakaria. See Abel, Géog. Pal. 1I,
p. 284. ) ) - )
- I3. I Mac. 6:28-48; 2 Mac. 13:1-17; Jos. Ant. xi g, 3-5 (369—75); B] i1, 5
(41-6). The defeat is very vaguely referred to in r Mac. 6:47, while in 2 Mac.
- '13:15-17 it is actually transformed into a victoryl
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Beth-Zur was also forced to surrender, and cccupied by the Syrians.
But those besieged on Mount Zion soon begar. to suffer from hunger;
because it was a sabbatical year, no supplies were available.lt The
complete submission of the Jews .seemed imminent when suddenly
Lysias found himself compelled, because of events in Syria, to make
peace with them on lenient terms. The same Philip, in effect, whom
Antiochus Epiphanes had appointed as imperial vice-regent and tutor
to his son Antiochus V during his minority, had marched against
Antioch in order to seize power for himself. To leave himself a free
hand, Lysias conceded to the Jews the right for which they had been
fighting: namely, the free exercise of their religion. From then on,
they were to be permitted to ‘walk in accordance with their crdin-
ances as formerly’. On this condition, those besizged on Zion withdrew;
its fortifications were demclished (contrary to the king's sworn
promise). The Jews were once more subjugated, but they had attained
the goal for which théy had risen against Syrian rule five yeats earlier.15

The concession which Lysias and Antiochus V, in their own interests,
made to the Jews, was not revoked by.later kings. None of them
reverted to the foolish idea of Antiochus Epiphanes of enforcing a
Gentile culture on the Jews. The Israelite cult, which had been restored
by Judas Maccabaeus, remained on the whole intact throughout all the
vicissitudes of th)z ersui'ng years. This should be borne in mind if a
correct estimate is to be made of the conflicts which followed. The aim
of the struggle now became a different one from hitherto. It was no
longer a question gf preserving the Jewish religion, but—as once before
in the pre-history of the Maccabaean uprising—of the domination
within Jewry itself of the pro-Greek faction or the nationalists. It was
essedtlally an internal struggle in which the Seleucid régime took part
only in so-far as they sometimes supported the one party and placed
it in power, and sometimes the other. To a certain extent, of course,
religious interests also came into consideration. For in their promotion
of Greek culture, the pro-Greeks went further than seemed to their

14 1 Mac. 6:49-54; 2 Mac. 13 18-22; Jos. Ant. xii 9, 5 (378). Mentlon of the
Sabbatical year (x Mac. 6:49: dr odBfarov v 7§ v§ and 6:53: 8id 70 &BBopov Eros
elvar) suggests that these events occurred in 162 B.C. For the Seleucid year 150
(in which they are placed, according to 1 Mac. 6:20, cf. 7:1) runs, according to
the reckonmg adopted in 1 Maccabees, either from autuma 163 to autumn 162 B.c.,
or from spring 162 to spring 161 B.c. The sabbatical year, however, always begms
in the autumn (mR.Sh. 1:1), and this one seems to have fallen in 163/2 B.C. Since
there was already a shortage of food, it must have beea the second half of the
sabbatical year, after the fields had been left uncultivated during the winter and
spring: the summer, therefore, of 162 B.c. See also R. North, ‘Maccabean Sabbath
Years', Bibl. 34 (1953), pp. 501-15.

15. 1 Mac. 6:55-62; 2 Mac. 13:23-6; Jos. Ant. xii 9, 6-7 (379-83).













