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From Maccabees to Masada: Jews, Christians and Romans (167 BCE - 74 CE)


Worksheet for Friday 26th May 
It might be helpful to have these questions in front of you while watching the lecture. 

1) What are the main differences that Prof. Daniel Schwartz puts forward between 1 & 2 Maccabees?
Prof. Daniel Schwartz mentions many key points on the differences between 1 and 2 Maccabees, where some of which can be mentioned which I found interesting is where he highlights the difference in length of the two books. He commented that 1 Maccabees was for a period of 40 years, spanning 175-134 BCE and highlighted the rise to power of Mattathias along with his son, Judah. Whereas 2 Maccabees covers a far shorter period, 175-161 BCE, where the ending is also different. With this, 2 Maccabees ends with the final victory of Judah Maccabeus, where the holiday of Yom Nicanor was made from this in antiquity. 
An obvious difference in this way is where 1 Macc. explores a larger period of time, including much of the history of the rebellion and main characters such as Judah and his sons. Whereas 2 Macc. ends 1 year before the death of Judah. This can be seen as a way for the ‘story’ to end on a positive note, as with much of Greek literature where a hero comes and saves people, and abruptly ends with a good ending. This is not seen in 1 Macc. where it explores not only the death of Judah but consequently the death of those followed by Judah also, until 134 BCE. 
Another aspect to mention about the many differences between 1 and 2 Macc. is that 1 Macc. was composed originally in Hebrew, as Schwartz mentions that Saint Jerome had found a copy that was written in Hebrew in the 4th Century. The difference being is where 2 Macc. was composed in Greek during the 2nd Century. These two texts being compiled possibly in different locations, as Schwartz aims to highlight, is where these different ideas and portrayals of the narrative can be seen.
An interesting difference between the two books also is where due to this difference Schwartz comments on this through the understanding of the interest in Temple Cult in 1 Macc., with there being very little interest in 2 Macc. With this, he argues that this is evident for the difference between both due to there being a diaspora during 2nd Temple Judaism and not during 1st Temple Judaism, where this difference is noted between the two books is evident. With this, he goes on to highlight how 1 Macc. explains in great detail on the various objects of religious significance were taken from the Temple (including the Menorah, table for bread etc) whereas the difference with 2 Macc. is that the words used are ‘holy vessels’ that were taken. This shows where 1 Macc. speaks to the Judaean audience of the time, using specific symbols and objects that were heavily used within the Temple, compared with 2 Macc. where in the diaspora, ‘holy vessels’ would have been a term used that was understandable for such objects.

2) How significant is it that 1 and 2 Maccabees were written in different locations? It might be helpful here to think in terms of diaspora and Judea.
The main ideas on the different locations in which 1 and 2 Maccabees were written have been clearly explored by Schwartz throughout his lecture. A major significance that can be highlighted from this is where he argues on the locations in which both texts were composed in and also who they could have been composed by. With this, he makes the argument that 1 Macc. was most likely compiled in Judea, due to the original text being written in Hebrew, which is very significant for this text due to the directed audience of the time: which included the Judaean Jews. This would have been very relevant for the Judaeans of this time due to the writing being of a similar descent to many aspects of the Hebrew Bible. With this also, Schwartz even comments on the specific locations that are noted throughout the text. He explains that by using exact locations and towns, in 1 Macc., this is known within the Judaean community therefore very relevant for the Judaeans who would be reading this text. 1 Macc. also clearly follows a distinct story, as seen through numerous texts within the Hebrew Bible. With this, Schwartz mentions this as the ‘Judaean Story’- with a life of persecution which is later resolved by someone. The succession also of the Simonide rule is very significant for this text as it, like many other Biblical narratives, establishes a lineage of succession which, he mentions, is why it is justified to have this ruling dynasty in Judaea. The author of 1 Macc. mentions Palestinian places and locations that are familiar with the Judaeans of this time, further showing where Schwartz sees this as a significance of the authors use of specific locations that the people of Judaea would be familiar with.
In a similar way with 2 Macc. this can also be explored with the writing due to this book being compiled in Greek. Schwartz argues that this is due to the author belonging to the Diaspora, where Greek influence and culture guided the author with this text, especially with its comparisons to other Greek works and even with Greek thinkers. With this, Schwartz highlights that this parallel can be seen with a link between the narrative of Eleazer- who refused to accept Hellenism and would rather die than turn from his faith, which is linked with that of Socrates. Where this similar narrative unfolds under Plato’s writings, Socrates, like Eleazer, refused to be bribed out of prison so he drank poison and died. Where 2 Macc. does not strictly focus on rule in Judaea, the focus is largely on the history of Jerusalem, which comes from the Greek influence on the interest in cities or ‘Polis.’ This, as Schwartz argues, is where the interest in cities is not as prevalent in other Hebrew Bible texts, or even in 1 Macc., which shows the significance of this influence by Greek culture on the interest or focus largely placed on the city of Jerusalem. A significance that I found particularly interesting with the different locations is where Schwartz highlights an interesting aspect where he mentions the use of the term ‘Judaism.’ With this, he mentioned that the Jews in the diaspora needed a term for being ‘Jewish’ so used this term, where previously this only encompassed those Judean Jews as ‘Jewish.’ The term Schwartz highlighted was ‘louda ismos’ for Judaism, which allowed for diaspora Jewry to be included within Judaism due to this term. This also enabled Jews within the diaspora to retain their Jewish identity through prayer, religious observations etc, which is significant also for the Jewry within the diaspora. This is very significant in establishing Jewry outside of Judaea which can be seen even through to today, with a large population within the diaspora. Where 1 Macc. heavily uses Palestinian places and names of towns, 2 Macc. lacks in these descriptions. As Schwartz highlights this is due to the locational difference between 1 and 2 Macc. where this lack of knowledge of specific locations implies that this author was possibly writing within the diaspora, rather than within Judaea.

3) What is the difference in the way 1 & 2 Maccabees depict martyrdom and resurrection?
Some aspects that Schwartz highlights for the difference in the depiction of martyrdom and resurrection in 1 and 2 Macc. is where he says how in 1 Macc. martyrs are seen as doing nothing and being insignificant whereas in 2 Macc, the martyrs are the heroes of the faith. What was noted is where 2 Macc. highlights the individual fate of people is more apparent within this text, where Schwartz mentions sin and divine providence. He explores this in 2 Macc. 12, where fallen soldiers held symbols of their faith as to be blessed by God at death in this way, due to their sins. 1 Macc. focuses less on immortality and resurrection where after chapter 4, there is no mention of God or God speaking with the Jews either through angels or in prayer. The lack of discussion of God in this way further shows where the need for understanding or having an afterlife is not as significant as that explored in 2 Macc. This difference is seen in 2 Macc. where the understanding of god’s providence is seen as good, where sins caused to God are seen as bad, therefore the Jews must atone for their wrongdoings for life to be good once more. Another aspect to mention is where Schwartz commented on 2 Macc. 6,7 where the wrath of God turned to mercy due to the Jewish blood that was being spilled. With this, it continues on in chapter 8 where Judah prays to God where Schwartz highlights how the blood of those who died would cry out from the ground. This is a reference directly to those who had died in light of persecution, where only the mercy of God would allow later for the resurrection of those who had died. Schwartz argues then that only through this blood being spilled was part of the solution needed to reclaim their Jewish identity and land. A difference that can also be explored is where Schwartz notes that honour is what is important in death, where this can be likened to those ideals of honour at death within Greek culture and in the army. With this, dying an honourable death was seen as significant within 2 Macc. whereas this was a completely different case in 1 Macc. He explores this as the dependence of the Jews on the Hasmoneans rather than on God further implies this lack of meaning for the afterlife and eventual resurrection.

 
