Article review

This essay will assess the 2010 article by Martin Goodman, “Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls”. Goldman’s article was published in The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. The subject of the article is blatantly Ancient Judaism. More specifically, the article focuses on sectarian Jews and their relationship with the Temple in Jerusalem as described in the Dead Sea Scrolls.

Goodman accurately points out that any assumptions made based on the Dead Sea Scrolls, even with most assumptions likely being correct, they are still only assumptions[footnoteRef:2]. [2:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.2] 


The article goes on to say that “the Qumran sectarians turned their back on the Temple in Jerusalem and constructed for themselves a new Judaism in which the life and prayers and sacred meals of the community took the place of the sacrifices performed by the priests”[footnoteRef:3]. Goodman states that this separation is “taken so much for granted by many scholars that texts that profess a more positive attitude to the Temple are sometimes deemed to belong to an early period in the history of the sect simply for this reason (e.g. Schiffman 2000; Hempel 2010)”[footnoteRef:4]. [3:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.2]  [4:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.2] 


Goodman thinks that the Dead Sea Scrolls should be interpreted against the model of the Second Temple of Jerusalem[footnoteRef:5], as opposed to the Christian or rabbinic aspects of the texts. He argues that the Dead Sea Scrolls need to be understood without archaeological or historical “preconceptions”[footnoteRef:6]. The Scrolls themselves, of course, were only discovered in 1947[footnoteRef:7], as stated in the article, and as such has had many scholarly sources based on it in the decades since. Such scholars on the topic include Schürer, Schiffman, Hempel, Campbell, Beck, Claus, Golb, Charlesworth, Reif, VanderKam, Flint, Eshel, J. Baumgarten, A. Baumgarten, Taylor, Beard, North, Price, Frey, Cohen, Stern, Avigad, Abegg, Ulrich, Tov, Anderson, Amos, Isa, Deut, Brooke, Kapfer, Magness and Petropoulou, all of whom were referenced by Goodman in this article. [5:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.3]  [6:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.3]  [7:  Evans, C. (2010). Guide to the Dead Sea Scrolls.] 


Goodman interestingly assesses the various primary sources on Judaism while excluding those with Christian influences. Explaining that if you looked at each of the remaining sources individually with the hypothetical that they were the only source available, it would suggest that certain Jewish groups did not exist[footnoteRef:8]. Also suggested is that, without further contextual knowledge, Jews in the period of the Second Temple of Jerusalem were not divided by aspects such as differing interpretations of religious texts as well as certain religious practices.  [8:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.5] 


In the article, Goodman mentions a variety of ancient sources. Josephus is of course a prominent source mentioned, with his works The Wars of the Jews and Against Apion. Also included is Philo of Alexandria, Pliny the Elder, Dio Chrysostom, Tacitus, Suetonius and Leviticus. While offering a wide verity of ancient sources, several of them are dated either toward the end of the period covered under the Second Temple of Jerusalem or after its destruction.

The article offers an intriguing thought experiment on ancient Judaism. Taking a source and assessing it separate from others offers a wholly different perspective of said source and thus the interpretation of ancient Judaism. It seems to me that Goodman is saying the theory that different groups of Jews boycotted the Second Temple of Jerusalem, as well as possible changes to sacrifices, ware unfounded.

Goodman essentially ignores sources that come after the Dead Sea Scrolls and the destruction of the Second Temple of Jerusalem as irrelevant in his interpretation. This seems to be because these later sources would alter the view of ancient Judaism as it was at the point of the Dead Sea Scrolls and the Second Temple of Jerusalem and would therefore misrepresent the period.

The argument that Goodman offers in this article is that it is greatly misleading to read the Dead Sea Scrolls through the “lens”[footnoteRef:9] of a Christian or a rabbinic. This argument is extremely convincing, as in a modern terms we would not expect to judge things of the somewhat recent past by the same criteria we would today, so why would you judge the contents of of the Scrolls by the beliefs of those that were not contemporary to it. Personally, I find that the conclusion itself answers the objective set out in the abstract of the article, however much of the body of the article I found to be somewhat convoluted in its explanations of the individual arguments.  [9:  Goodman, M. (2010). Constructing Ancient Judaism from the Scrolls. The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls, The Oxford Handbook of the Dead Sea Scrolls. p.8] 
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