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Article Review

The article “Last year in Jerusalem: Monuments of the Jewish war in Rome I” is written by Fergus Miller and was published by Oxford University Press in 2005. It was part of the book edited by Jonathan Edmondson, Steve Mason and James Rives entitled Flavius Josephus and Flavian Rome. It was published online in 2007 by Oxford scholarship online[footnoteRef:1], and as such can be accessed there today.  The main point in the article is the monuments found in Rome to immortalise the Jewish war this is an important to the study of Roman civilization and Judaism because it is a turning point in both histories. In the Roman world it is the consolidation of a new dynasty and largest military success of the Imperial period. In the study of Judaism these monuments are important because they show what was taken from the second temple and Jerusalem as spoils of war. Both these points are discussed as part of Millers arguments about the purposes of the arches and monuments of Rome. [1:  Miller. 2005] 

This article covers the monument built with images or inscription about the Jewish war and destruction of the second temple of the Jews[footnoteRef:2]. Miller argues how he sees the monuments of Rome and their meaning to the peoples of the city and their purpose as part of public relations. One important point is the comparisons he makes to Nero and why those returning used monuments to keep control and power[footnoteRef:3]. It goes into detail about the procession returning to Rome after winning the Jewish War in 71CE, this includes an overview of the route that they are thought to have taken through Rome and ideas of what monuments were funded by the spoils brought back[footnoteRef:4]. The Arches are the most discussed point, using Pliny and Josephus as primary sources for the information discussed along with building plans and images of the surviving artwork. The articles central argument is about the role the monuments built to commemorate the victory of the Romans and the destruction of the Temple in the Jewish war, the difference between these building efforts and those of Nero. [2:  Miller. 2005]  [3:  Miller. 2005]  [4:  Miller. 2005] 

It is clearly written and engaging for students entering the studies of religion at university level, especially those focused on the Hellenistic and Classical worlds. The abstracts at the beginning is precise and defines what is being discussed decisively but does not quite clarify what the article ends up arguing. The 21 pages of the article are set out to first introduce the time, focussing on the atmosphere of Rome before going through each of the monuments connected to the procession returning from Jerusalem. Within this Miller covers what was the purpose of the monuments, who was to be able to see them, where they were placed in ancient Rome, which one still survive and if they continued to be important 200 years later[footnoteRef:5]. He does refer in the first paragraph that the sources and perspective of the article is that of the Romans rather than that of the Jews[footnoteRef:6].  [5:  Miller. 2005. ]  [6:  Miller. 2005] 

This evidence used to support the main points of this article are well presented by the author. He uses a mixture of Roman literature and photographs of the monuments he is describing to clarify the points he is making. This is more clear at the beginning when Miller deconstructs a quote from Josephus Jewish War book 7, where he focusses on the meaning of ‘theatres’ in a sense of if they are actual buildings in Rome that are theatres or just places of public gathering and entertainment. Furthering this train of thought is whether Josephus was talking about a single building that was passed by the procession multiple times. The main Roman Emperors mentioned by Miller are Titus and Vespasian to compare them to Nero. Due to Titus following Vespasian most of the building work started by Vespasian were finished by Titus or Domitian, with the greatest monuments Miller discusses being, the Temple of Peace, Colosseum, and the Arch of Titus. The Arch of Titus is focussed on a lot in Millers article, but some information is not as simple as a similar article written by Mark Cartwright[footnoteRef:7]. This also happens with the Colosseum, which is torched upon by Miller to compare with the other monuments due to having Vespasian as the Emperors who began building[footnoteRef:8]. This would have furthered the argument about how the monument would be used but would also detract from the impact the Jewish war had on these monuments. [7:  Cartwright. 2013.]  [8:  Jimkuo2. 2004.] 

The use of quotes and physical examples were made clear by Miller through how he changed the background colour for the images and shifted the quotes to the right on a sperate paragraph. Each quote is introduced with the line number and who translated, for example:
“impression of the first stage of the route (BJ 7. 123–31, Loeb trans.):
(123) The military, while night still reigned…”[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Miller. 2005] 

The images are always in the top right corner of the page in a rectangular grey box, with the figure number and a brief explanation at the bottom of what the image is of. The explanations are always short almost a declaration of what the image is of, though the last figure (fig. 5) is of an inscription that was in Latin and how it was etched into the stone[footnoteRef:10]. Each figure in this article is expanded on in the following paragraph towards the point Miller is trying to make. The quotes are used the most and if they are unavailable from the primary sources, Miller states the opinions of other authors such as Michael Pfanner and Margareta Steinby[footnoteRef:11]. Both these authors perspectives add depth to Millers Interpretation of the monuments, with Steinby’s view contrasting with Miller. The use of different others or contrasting possibilities for where the spoils of war and purpose of the monuments gave the arguments Miller put forward greater weight in academia.  [10:  Miller. 2005]  [11:  Miller. 2005] 

Millers chosen format makes his article straight forward to read, as each point leads on from where the last point finishes. This creates seamless prose which make for easier reading, many articles on the classic and Hellenistic worlds use small fonts to increase the information given to the reader[footnoteRef:12]. The main clearest point Miller makes is summarised in the Quote bellow:  [12:  Jimkuo2. 2004.] 

“On any interpretation, the theme of the defeat of the Jews and the destruction of Jerusalem, coinciding with the need for self- assertion on the part of a new dynasty, and with the need to establish an emphatic public contrast with Nero, left a remarkable imprint on the evolution of public monuments in Imperial Rome”[footnoteRef:13]  [13:  Miller. 2005] 

This point is one of two that Miller conclude the article with. The other point being the longevity of the monuments, which people living in Rome hundreds of years later knowing the stories attached to them. This makes them exceptionally good evidence of the success that the Flavian dynasty had in using their victory in the greatest effect. 
To conclude my review of this article I will state that I found it clear and well thought out in its arguments but not written in my preferred style. This may just be due to the lack of understanding some of the terms used by the author that are not as beginner friendly as they are not as fully explained as they could be or are in Latin.  The constant use of place names as they were in Rome I can be disorientating, and a labelled map of the city being talked about would have been appreciated. It was engaging to read due to the explanations given to each piece of evidence or quote used by Miller, but I would have liked greater and clearer photo evidence of the monuments. I have found that the article lived up to its title “Last year in Jerusalem: Monuments of the Jewish war in Rome I” as it gives an overview and timeline for the creation and reasoning behind the monuments built to celebrate the Roman victory in the Jewish War. 
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