HPRS5008 / HPRS6008
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?
Schwartz suggests that the two books are roughly parallel, but that 1 Macc. takes a much longer timespan (175 – 134 BC) a opposed to 2 Macc. (175 – 161 BC). I Macc. is written in Hebrew, with many signs of biblical phrasing whereas 2 Macc. is written in Hellenistic (“nuanced, idiomatic”) Greek and hardly has any biblical language.
1 Macc. has a “restrained” style where “people do things” as biblical stories are written, whereas 2 Macc. tries to make the reader feel what is happening – it uses the ‘pathetic’ style (i.e. inserts pathos into the story).
1 Macc. focusses on the history of Jerusalem (chp. 1 outlines a problem, and the remaining chapters the solution) but 2 Macc. exhibits Hellenistic values.

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.

Each book is written for its’ specific audience; 1 Macc. probably written in Judea, possibly in the court of the Hasmoneans to be read by local Jews, whereas 2 Macc. is written with Hellenistic terms and tones, possibly in Alexandria, Egypt for Jews in the diaspora.
1 Macc. suggests that all foreign rulers are bad and the Jews have to rely upon their own for their success, whereas 2 Macc. suggests that, generally, Jews get on well with foreign rulers – and it has to say that because it is written for Jews in the diaspora – in exile, or at least in a foreign land. Again, Schwartz proposes, 1 Macc. suggests that gentiles attack the Jews when the Jews are doing well (1 Macc. 5) and that gentiles try to take advantage of the Jews when they are not (1 Macc. 12) whereas in 2 Macc. the gentiles are generally depicted as being “fine” (43.45 mins.).

3) What is the difference in the way 1 & 2 Maccabees depict martyrdom and resurrection?
For Resurrection, there has to be an  acknowledgement of personal sin. 1 Macc. does not exhibit this, instead suggesting that all the problems that the Jews encounter are caused by “wicked neighbours and rulers” (59 mins.). Whereas 2 Macc. accepts that there is sinfulness within the individual and the diaspora as a whole and that therefore the is a need for atonement and that resurrection can be achieved through martyrdom. Again, this is written to a  specific audience in the diaspora and couldn’t be written to the Jews in Judea. The turning away of God’s face and removal of His ‘covering’ of the people due to their sin in becoming Hellenised (abandoning the ways of God) requires atonement (for a Christian this atonement is substituted by Christ’s death on the cross).
 
