Chapter review – Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees.

Introduction.
The point of this chapter review is to look at the article by Martha Himmelfarb, and see how the author has discussed the topic of Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees. By doing this it will allow us to understand how the author has looked at the topic, and to see whether there is a bias when looking at this topic with the author. It will also give us a chance to see what sort of sources the author has used in doing this.

Chapter 1.
The first part of the chapter we see is the abstract, in which the author explains what they intend to talk about in the article, and in reading this what comes across is that the author is attempting to give both sides an equal opportunity and not be biased to one particular culture, meaning Greek or Jewish. We also notice in the abstract that while the author addresses that there are other issues with other cultures and Judaism, it seems as though in this the main two in 2 Maccabees are as the author puts it “Hellenism involves a system of values distinct from idola- try, the values associated with the gymnasium”[footnoteRef:1]. By addressing these issues specifically, it suggests that the author believes that these are the main issued that appear when looking at Hellenism in 2 Maccabees. [1:  Himmelfarb, Martha ‘Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees’ Cultural Influence and Planning, 19.1 (1998), 19 – 40, p.19] 

The author then goes on to explain that 2 Maccabees is the first Jewish text to suggest a problem between Judaism and Hellenism, the author also goes on to explain how 2 Maccabees had an effect on changing the meaning of Hellenism, as they go on to explain that it “had pre-viously referred only to language”[footnoteRef:2]. However the author then goes on to explain that 2 Maccabees is what can be explained as a Jewish text written with a Greek style, the author backs up their point by using quotes from Elias Bickerman and Christian Habicht, the only issue once could have with the first author mentioned is that the quote is from 1930, and from an academic viewpoint is considered an old quote, however the article I have chosen in from 1998 and it is therefore fair to suggest that nit much research had been done on the topic yet. The issue that some people could have with the second author is that the author Martha Himmerlfarb did translate the quote themselves and did not say from what language therefor there could have been a translation issue when looking at it from an English language Perspective. [2:  Himmelfarb, Martha ‘Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees’ Cultural Influence and Planning, 19.1 (1998), 19 – 40, p.20] 

The author of the article goes on to explain how 2 Maccabees differs from 1 Maccabees in the sense that 2 Maccabees takes a more descriptive role compared to 1 Maccabees. However one thing the author wrote is that 2 Maccabees had quite a hurried ending “suggests that the epitomator omitted elements of the original in the process of abridging it”[footnoteRef:3]. What the author is suggesting here therefore is that whoever was in the process of re writing 2 Maccabees cut certain parts out of it to suit their way of writing, and this is not something that is unique to suggest, as we know that when the New Testament was being formed the Church Fathers chose to exclude certain books as it either did not suit the style they wanted, or they worried about the reaction it would cause at the time. Therefore not making it something unique for the author to suggest as we have evidence of this happening to books over time.  [3:  Himmelfarb, Martha ‘Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees’ Cultural Influence and Planning, 19.1 (1998), 19 – 40, p.22] 


Chapter 2. 
One thing that the author of this article Martha Himmerlfarb brings up is that we are uncertain as to the time period that 2 Maccabees was written. However the authour does suggest that it was written between 124 BCE and 63 BCE, as they suggest that it could have been written when letters were sent to the Jews of Egypt and of Jerusalem, yet we know it was written before 63 BCE as it does talk about the Jewish reclaim of Jerusalem.
One thing to note is that the author of the article takes a negative view toward Jason in 2 Maccabees as they have written that he managed to become high priest over his brother and in doing so managed to establish many thing that would have been considered not Jewish, such as re-establishing the gymnasium. The author also goes on to explain how Jason managed to make it so that the Jewish people would become citizens of Antioch. The author of the article explains how this is both a good and a bad thing as while they did allow the Jewish people to continue with their ancestral traditions, the author writes how the “Torah was no longer the constitution of the city”[footnoteRef:4]. Meaning that now the Jewish people had to follow a different law system than what they would have been used to.  [4:  Himmelfarb, Martha ‘Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees’ Cultural Influence and Planning, 19.1 (1998), 19 – 40, p.24] 


Chapter 3.
One thing that the author of this article brings up is the gymnasium and how while there is nothing mentioned about it in the Torah and only in 1 Maccabees, what it seems like the author is attempting to portray is that there is a different opinion or attitude towards it in 2 Maccabees, as the author explains that in 1 Maccabees men attempt to reverse the circumcision to participate in the gymnasium 2 Maccabees makes no suggestion of this. One other thing that the author writes that happens in 2 Maccabees is how the youth do not complain about exercising naked. However what the author does suggest is that “2 Maccabees did not believe it had taken place”[footnoteRef:5]. This is a very good point for the author to make as while 1 and 2 Maccabees are different books, they have similar themes, but are still different, and while it is unclear at to whether young Jewish boys took part in the gymnasium, it is wise to suggest that it did not happen, as the only other reason that this could have happened is that the author of 2 Maccabees did not find it important enough to include. [5:  Himmelfarb, Martha ‘Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees’ Cultural Influence and Planning, 19.1 (1998), 19 – 40, p.25] 

Something the author discuses in the article is the idea of idolatry, which is a theme that is prevalent in 2 Maccabees as it is the worship of other Gods, and while this was widely accepted throughout the Mediterranean at the time, it was nit accepted in Judaism as it is a monotheistic religion. However, in 2 Maccabees we can see that it suggests that Jason had moved beyond monotheism, as the author explains that Jason had made a donation to the games to sacrifice an animal to Heracles. In doing this it pulls away from the monotheism of the religion, but the author does go on to explain that Jason changes the intention of the donation. It is unclear as to why this is done, but it could be suggested that this is done to appease the Jewish people, who are monotheistic.

Conclusion.
One point that needs to be addressed about the article is that the author has tried their best to take a non – biased approached when looking at Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees. One good thing that they have managed to do is when making an important point they have attempted to use at least one quote to back them up, and this shows us how the author is attempting to show both sides of the argument. 
However it seems as the article goes on the author does seem to be more negative towards certain people in 2 Maccabees, and we can see this in the above chapter, it is unclear as to why this is happening, but it could be suggested that this is the way he was written about by the authors on 2 Maccabees and this is merely a projection of their opinion on him.

Bibliography
Himmerlfarb, M. (1998). Judaism and Hellenism in 2 Maccabees. Cultural Influence and Planning, 19(1), 19 - 40.



