

















‘QIZ_ . The Maccabacan Period

~ these names. Their, beginnings reach far back intp the past, but their

" consolidation seems to. have been a consequence of the Maccabaean
. movement.2” The Pharisees were simply the party of the strict observers
of the Law; they belonged in ‘essence to the same circles as those
encountered at the start of the Maccabaean movement under the name

- of the ‘Devout’, or Hasidim. At that time, their extreme opposites were
_-the pro-Greeks who co-operated so thoroughly with the aspirations of
Antiochus Epiphanes that they not only opened the gates to Hellenism
‘within the field of civil life, but also within that of religicus worship.
* These phil-Hellénes, who were drawn in particular from the upper ranks
. of the priesthood, were swept away in the turmoil of the Maccabaean
:movement. Voices of this kind were no longer allowed to make them-
selves heard in the Jewish community. Nevertheless, the base from
“‘which the tendency had sprung still remained, namely, the essentially
worldly spirit, antipathetic to any religious enthusiasm, of the high-
< .ranking priesthood. They doubtless intended to abide by the Law of
- Moses, but whatever went beyond its letter they rejected with cool
" superiority. Their real interests were concerned more with this life and

the present then with the life to come and the future. This tendency, -

‘which was mainly represented by the higher priests, the ‘Sons of Zadok’,
was now called that of the Zadokites or Sadducees.?8

.. Originally, the Maccabees belonged neither to the Pharisees nor the

.~ Sadducees. The zeal T6f the Law which had pressed-their swords into

“ their hands bound them to the Hasidim, who in the beginning had also

participated in the struggle for independence. But soon they both werit

‘their divided ways, more beside one another than with one another.

<1 27. Josephus mentions them first, together with the Essenes, during the period
“of Jonathan, An!. xiii 5, g (171~3):
28. For further details concerning the nature and origin of the Pharisees and
' ASadducées, see § 26. On the Essenes, see § 30. ‘

" The origin of the Qumran community and its relation ‘o0 the Essznes will also
be discussed fully in § 30. But in order to provide a more complete picture of the

religious parties under John Hyrcanus, it seems appropriate to oatline here a -

few basic data on which there is substantial agreement among experts.
. The beginnings of the Qumran sectare connected generally with the emergence
- and subsequent disintegration of the Hasidic movement. Unlike those Hasidim
" (the Pharisees) who until John Hyrcanus ccllaborated with the Maccabees,
another group with priestly members and Zadokite loyalties broke away from the
new rulers, probably at the time of Jonathan’s acceptance from Alexander Balas
of the High Priesthood. Whether th: Hasmonaean enemy of the sect is to be
.+ identified with Jomathan, or Simon, or both (4Q Testimonia, DJD V, ne. 175,
:.p. 58 speaks of ‘two instruments of violence’), it can be accepted as certain on
" archaelogical grounds that the sectarian establichment at Qumran existed during
‘the time of Hyrcanus I, or even perhaps that of Simon. According to R. de Vaux,
Period I of the site’s occupation falls into twc parts, the second of which (Ib)
corresponds, on numismatic evidence, to the reign of Alexander Jannaeus (103~
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The Hasidim were not concerned with political supremacy or political
freedom. For the Maccabees, these were points of vital importance.
They did not of course abandon their original aim, the preservation of
the rehgloq of their fathers. But as time wore on, it became increasingly
bound up with quite other political aims. And it was precisely these
that brought them into closer relation with the Sadducees, As political
parvenus, the Maccabees dared not ignore the influential Sadducean

- nobility. It may be taken for granted that in the yepovaia of the Maccz~ -

baean per'iod the ‘Sadducees’ were also represented. Despite all this,
however,.m religious matters the Maccabees were originally closer to
the Pharisees than to the Sadducees. They were the guardians of the
ances_tral faith and the ancestral law. In the case of Hyrcanus, it is
definitely assumed that in the eaily years of his reign he followed the
observances of the Pharisees.- For it was his abrogation of Pharisaic
precepts that constituted the chief accusation leveled against him by
the more strictly observant Jews:9

This dual ‘position of the Maccabees explains the swing which
occurred during Hyrcanus’s reign. The more his political interests
came tc the fore, .the more those concerned with religion receded into
the background. But he was correspondingly obliged to move away
from the Pharisees and closer to the Sadducees. For in view of the

- -distinctly worldly character of his policies, no sincere association with

the Pharisees was in the long run possible. It is therefore not surprising

that he broke openly with the Pharisees and adopted unreservedly the
Sadducean outlook. ' '

The ostensible occasion of the breach between Hyrcanus and the

- Pharisees is described by Josephus and the Talmud as follows. Once,

when a nu.mber of Pharisees wers in his home as guests, Hyrcanus
asked _.’chem, if they observed him doing -anything unlawful, to call his
attention to it and point out the right way to him. All those present
were full of his praises. But one of them, Eleazar, stood up and said:

‘As you wish to hear ‘thev truth, then know that if you seek to be

76 B.C.). In consequence, Period Ia, beginning with the foundation of the com-

munatl settlement, must have preceded Jannaeus by several dec an

back to ‘the middle of the secend centur{r B.C. See g de Vaux, Zfizisc'héolgg?;ae}; lgei3
manuscriis de la Mer Morte (1961), PP. 34, 15. Cf. also G. Vermes, Discovery
Pp- 12-18; The Dead Sea Scvolls in Englisk, pp. 53-4;.F. M. Cross. The Ancien;
Lzbrqrg: of Qumran, pp. 42-4; J. T. Milik, Ten Years of Discovery, p. 51; = M
Cross, “Tke Early History of the Qumran Community’, New Directions in Biblicai

: Archaeolog.y, ed. D. N. Freedman, J. C. Greenfield (Anchor, 1971), pp. 71~2 [the
Qumran site was founded between 150-100 B.C., Mmore probably between 140~

120 B.C.].

, 29 Jose‘phu’s even says in Axzf. xiii 10, 5.(289)% palyris 8 alrdv xai “Ypravds
eyeyover kal 0¢idpa in' abrdv fyamaro. . . - - -







