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* This is another detail not found in B.J. Josephus here
seems to say that the siege took place during a sabbatical
year, namely that which extended from Oct. 38 to Oct. 37 . Ca,
as most scholars assume, But there is good reason to believe
that this sabbatical year extended from Oet. 37 to Oet. 36 n.c.
(see the notes on Al xii. 378, xaii. 234, xiv. 201 and below,
§ 487). We must therefore, it seems, make one of the three
following assumptions: (1) Josephus knew that the siege
occurred in the summer of the year corresponding to 37 ».c.
but was mistaken in saying (or implying) that this fell in a
sabbatical year (beginning Oct. 35 B.c.). (2) Josephus
assumed that the sicge took place during a sabbatical year,
in the snmmer of 36 n.c. This scems to be borne out by the
statement below, § 488, that Sossius and lerod captured
Jerusalem 27 years after Pompey had done so (63 B.c.) ¢ thus
Jerusalem fell in 86 m.c. as maintained by Gumpach and
Caspari (ap. Schiirer 1. 358 n. 11).  Zeithn's argument, J/ 7
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ficht hand to hand, but while they were not inferior
to the Romans in daring, they fell short of them in
scicnee.  Against the siege-engines théy devised
counter- defuweq when their ﬁlat constructions gave
way, and fought underground when they met the
enemy in thc mines ; and acting in despemtlon
rather than with foresight, they persevered in the
war to the very end—this in spite of the fact that a
great army surrounded them and that they were
dlstressed by famine and the lack of necessities, for
a sabbatical yvear happened to fall at that time.¢ 'The
first to mount the wall were twenty? picked men, and
after these came Sossius’ centurions. The first wall
was taken in forty days,® and the second in fitteen
more ; and some of the porticoes round the temple
were burnt, which Herod accused Antigonus of

pp. 20-27, that the 27 years do not give 36 B.c. but Jan. (10th
of I'ebet), 37 B.c., reckoning 26 years and a fraction from
Pompey’s entry in the summer of 63 B.c., is invalidated by,
among other things, the reference to the summer in § +73.
(3) Josephus knew that the siege took place in the summer of
37 v.c. and was referring, rather vaguely, to a sabbatical
vear that began soon after the fall of Jerusalem, that is, in
Oct. 37 s.c. This is not so improbable as it may seem at
first. [f the inhabitants of Jerusalem were distressed by
famine in the summer of 37 B.c., they would not be able to
lay in an extra supply of provisions for the latter part of the
sabbatical year beginning in October—hence their despera-
tion. To be sure, the 27 years of § 485 make a ditlicolty
here, and we should have to assume that Josephus made a
ship in arithmetice.

One hardly knows which assumption to prefer, in view of
the apparently irreconcilable inconsistencies in Josephus
himself, apart from his inconsistency with other ancient
sonrces (sce below, § 437-488 notes).

b B.J. does not give the number,

¢ This detail and those following in §§ 476-478 have no
parallel in B.J.

695

Jerusalem

falls to
Herod and

NOSSsius.



	Jos_694 (1)
	Jos_695 (1)

