Daniel's prophecy of a “covenant with many for one week”
     Daniel prophesied that after the peaceful time of “Messiah the Prince” there would be a substantial “war” with “the prince that shall come” to “destroy the city and the sanctuary” (Daniel 9:25,26).   In addition, Daniel prophesied that such warring “prince”, before his confronting the Jews, would “confirm (a) covenant with many for one week”, that is, an earlier made covenant would be “confirmed” (verse 27).  Historically, some 35 years after the time of Christ, a covenant was made soon after the Romans landed troops in Galilee, their military leader or “prince” at that time being Cestius (who once having reached Jerusalem, then departed the region).  Some months later, in the next year (A.D. 67), another “prince” came to Galilee with a greater Roman force, Vespasian,  who immediately ratified Cestius' earlier agreement.
     [Concerning such 'one week covenant', since the same applied to events long after the “70 weeks” cryptic prophecy had been fulfilled (at the time of “Messiah the Prince”), no connection to that unique prophecy is indicated and thus only the normal symbolism of a week applied, that is, such covenant being for 7 years, not 8.]
Accompanying events

(1)

      With a “multitude” of Roman soldiers having now “seized upon the mountains round about (Jerusalem)”, they advanced to within a mile of the city, and on the 30th of Tishri (7th October, A.D.66), the Roman leader “put his army in array, and brought it into the city”, holding high their upright banners (or deified “ensigns”) which proclaimed the Roman emperor as having a greater superiority than all other nations' deities.  Once in the city, the Romans “pitched (their) camp over against the royal palace”, and prepared to “break into the temple” (Wars II,xix,3-5).  With Roman soldiers encamped in central Jerusalem, such spectacle would have been readily identifiable as the long-prophesied “abomination of desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet” (Matthew 24:15), and specifically prophesied by Christ to be a conspicuous sign of Jerusalem's end.  Thus in A.D. 66, the prophecy of the desolation of the “holy city” (Daniel 9:24-27) was being fulfilled by the Roman military force with its promotion of religious-type ensigns, such being seen to “stand in the holy place”, “where it ought not” (Matthew 24:15; Mark 13:14).
(2)
     Although at this time the Romans had effective control of Jerusalem, “It then happened that Cestius...recalled his soldiers (and)...retired from the city, without any (revealed) reason”.  Only after this, was it possible for people to act upon Christ's warning to “flee into the mountains” (Matthew 24:16).  Such escape was further aided when the Judeans fought the Romans for 3 days, and on the following day chased them out of Judea “on the 8th day of (Marchesvan) (15th October)” (Wars II,xix,7,9).
2.

Accompanying events
(3)
     After the defeat of the Romans, “many of the most eminent (Judeans) swam away from the city, as from a ship when it was going to sink” (Wars II,xx,1), among these being those who heeded Christ's warning to opportunely “flee into the mountains”, since after that time it would be too late to escape the oncoming “great tribulation” (Matthew 24:16,21). The urgency of such warning was increased when shortly after Cestius' retreat, Jerusalem had become controlled by Judean sect leaders such as “Eleazar the son of Simon”, whereby “the people were circumvented, and submitted themselves to his authority in all public affairs” (Wars II,xx,3).   Meanwhile rebels did “ravage the country.... And in this state were the affairs of Judea at that time” (xxii,2).  Thus with the freedom of movement in the region being removed, an escape from Jerusalem at about that time became essentially impossible.

(4)

     However Daniel had also prophesied that during “a time of trouble, such as never was”, a similarly specific opportunity to escape would be presented for some to save their lives and thereby be “blessed” with escape (12:1,12).  Such was possible only after having been trapped for a time by the continuing ferocity of both the Romans and rebel Jewish factions, the experiencing of such daily turbulence being consequent to not acting on Christ's specific warning, making the only hope of escaping being to “wait” for the specific opportunity Daniel had prophesied.

(5)
     The Roman armies now led by Vespasian (replacing the failed Cestius), had regrouped and prepared again for “a mighty.. war” to “punish the (Judeans) for their rebellion” against Rome (Wars III,i,2; iv,2).  On the arrival of such Roman invading forces at the Galilean port of Ptolemais (before heading some 85 miles to Jerusalem), such occurrence readily matched Daniel's prophecy of “the people of the prince that shall come (to) destroy the city and the sanctuary” (ch. 9:26).   As the Romans then advanced to Jerusalem, the Galileans of the city of Sepphoris, who had earlier “given their faith” to Cestius, now strengthened their alliance with him and “readily promised that they would assist” Vespasian even “against their own countrymen” (Wars III,ii,4), the same also matching the prophecy that “he shall confirm [Hebrew, 'strengthen'] (a) covenant with many” (Daniel 9:27), albeit in only the Galilean region.  The Galileans' strengthened pledge effectively secured the covenant of Roman protection for their city, which then served as a Roman garrison.  The “many” Galileans now had the full security of the Roman “prince” and his army before the start of the “war that was now beginning” (Wars III,ii,4).  Notably, when Sepphoris was soon after attacked by hostile Judean forces, it “provoked the Romans to treat the country (of Galilee) according to the law of war”, so “that (the part of) Galilee (which had not submitted to the Romans) was all over filled with fire and blood”, with “the weaker people (sold) as slaves into captivity” (III,iv,1), all such even occurring close to the region where the covenant with Sepphoris was maintained.
3.
Accompanying events
(6)

The “midst of the week” prophecy of the temple's destruction
     The mid-point of Daniel's prophesied “covenant...for one week” (Daniel 9:27) was 3½ years from its confirming in A.D. 67, and was coincident with both the making of “the (daily) sacrifice...to cease” (ibid.), and the paganisation of the temple by  “the abomination that maketh desolate (being) set up” in it (12:11), which occurred in A.D. 70.
     Further coincident with this “midst of the week” (9:27) is a completion of Daniel's separate prophecy of the “1290 days” which ended at the time the “daily sacrifice (was) taken away” (ibid.), the preciseness of such 1290 days being also revealed in the uniquely devised Hebrew calendar.  Thus “in the midst of the (prophetic) week”, the final desolation of the temple in Jerusalem had begun, of which Christ had also prophesied (Matthew 24:1,2).
(7)
     On the 14th July A.D. 70, or according to Josephus “the 17th day of (Tammuz), the sacrifice called 'the Daily Sacrifice' had failed...for want of men to offer it” (Wars VI,ii,1), the same men having been killed or forcibly removed from the temple by Judean rebels, who being compelled to retreat there by the advancing Romans, used all of its implements for their own purposes.  Thus “the prince” who had come to “destroy the city and the sanctuary”, and who had earlier in Galilee confirmed “a covenant with many one week”, did “in the midst of the week...cause the daily sacrifice...to cease” (Daniel 9:26,27).  That is, Vespasian had confirmed a covenant with many Galileans in A.D. 67, and now in A.D. 70, the next “prince” of the same army (Titus) made it impossible for the besieged Judeans to continue procedures in the temple (they being more so occupied with tyrannical factions fighting for strategic control of the temple).
(8)

     On “the 10th day of the month (Ab)”, the temple was burned by the Romans, such coincidentally being the same date as “upon which it was formerly burnt by the king of Babylon” (Wars VI,iv,5).  “And now the Romans...upon the burning of the holy house...brought their ensigns (of pagan gods) to the temple...and there did they offer sacrifices to them” (vi,1), such paganising of the temple thus fulfilling Daniel's  prophecy of the “abomination” being set up after the “daily sacrifice” (12:11) had ceased.
4.

Accompanying events
(9)

Last opportunity of escape from the city

     The newly appointed Roman leader Titus declared “that he would henceforth spare nobody” (Wars VI,vi, 3), such indicating that the populace (including a number of non-Judean visitors trapped in Jerusalem) still “could not hope to escape...with their wives and children” (V,xi,1).  However at about this time, a large scale 'desertion' of Judeans to the Romans occurred, they being not killed but taken as prisoners “because Titus himself grew negligent as to his former orders for killing them”.
     And though many of such prisoners were sold off as slaves, “above 40,000 were saved, whom (Titus) let go whither every one of them pleased” (Wars VI,viii,2).  The date of such release can be determined from Josephus' account when noting that the closest dated events before and after that occasion are those of Ab 20th (15th August) and Elul 7th (1st September), that is, within that fortnight (see VI,viii,1,4).
     Coinciding with the end of that fortnight is the end of Daniel's prophesied opportunity to escape, it being found that the end of Daniel's “1335 days” is the 3rd Elul (28th August) in A.D. 70.  Then 4 days later (1st September) the Romans gained full control of the city walls, so preventing any further exodus of Judeans.
     Immediately upon having “now become masters of the walls”, the Romans “went in numbers into the lanes of the city with their swords drawn (and) they slew those whom they overtook without mercy” (VI,viii,5).  And then what “appeared to be a vast multitude still remaining alive” were either killed or enslaved (ix,2), there not having been presented a further chance of escape.
(10)

The historical end of the Israelite nation

     In Daniel's ongoing prophecy, it was accounted that when “the prince” of the (Roman) conquering armies “shall have accomplished to scatter the power of the holy people, all these things shall be finished”.  For the knowledgeable Israelites still in Judea, it was evident that this mention of “these things” described the “time of trouble, such as never was” for them (Daniel 12:1,7).  Such 'scattering' of Judea's power was completed at the taking of the fortress of Masada in A.D. 73, where rather than fight the Romans, the Judeans there did “slay their wives and children”, and themselves also (peculiarly, at the time of their Passover) “on the fifteenth day of the month.. Nisan (10th April)” (Wars VII,ix,1).  And so when “Masada was thus taken...there were now no enemies (of Rome) left in the country, it being all overthrown by so long a war” (id. x,1).
     Concerning the protection given by the Romans during this war to the Galilean capital city, such was now no longer required, and thus the prophesied “covenant  with many (Galileans)” which was made in September A.D. 66 (and 'confirmed' in January A.D. 67) to span “one week” of years (Daniel 9:27) and ending in A.D. 73, ceased to be active.
