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Abstract: The narrative of the martyrdom of a mother and seven brothers has had an

enormous impact on the history of both Church and Synagogue. The cult of the Macca-
bean martyrs began to develop very early, so that in the fourth century at the latest, they
were celebrated among the Christians. The story about them is to be found in the seventh

chapter of the Second Book of Maccabees. Its canonical status has become the subject

of debate in the last few centuries, both among the Orthodox and other Christians. The

Synagogue rejected this book in its entirety, although it contains the oldest recorded tes-
timony about the celebration of Hanukkah, one of the most important Jewish holidays

today. However, the story of the mother and brothers remained preserved in Talmud in

a certain form. Apart from the story of martyrdom, the seventh chapter hides one of the

oldest, and certainly one of the most vivid descriptions of the early faith in the resurrec-
tion from the dead. In addition, the seventh chapter reveals the oldest explicitly expressed

faith in God, who is the absolute Creator and who creates the world out of nothing. This

idea will later become one of the central motives of Christian and Jewish cosmology.

Key words: resurrection, creation, ex nihilo, Maccabees, martyrs, Old Testament,
deuterocanonicals.

1. Introduction

he book, named the Second Book of the Maccabees (hereinafter 2Macc), al-

ready confuses the reader with its title. It is not a sequel to 1 Macc, but rather
exists as a parallel storytelling. It focuses not so much on the history of the Mac-
cabean Revolt against the Seleucid rulers, as 1 Macc does, but rather on the events
that preceded this uprising and the early successes of Judah Maccabee. As the au-
thor himself (epitomator) states (2Macc 2:23), 2Macc is a condensed version of a
five-volume work by a certain Jason of Cyrene. Clement of Alexandria also men-
tions the author of 2Macc, calling him: 6 ovvta&dpevog v T@v Makkapaik®dv
¢rmutounv.* About Jason himself, as well as the writer of 2Macc, we do not know

" aleksandar.danilovic.o14@gmail.com
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much about, however it has been assumed that they belonged to the Jewish dias-
pora.> When it comes to the raw structure of the book, one can find two epistles
at the beginning of the book (2Macc 1:1-2:18), which are followed by a narrative.

The date of composition is not easy to determine, and scholars propse vari-
ous dates.? However, perhaps the most widely accepted dating is offered by Abel
and Habicht. Reading the date given in the epistles (2Macc 1:10a),* and assum-
ing that the text precedes the epistles, they suggested that the 2Macc was com-
pleted in 124 BC.5 Contrary to them, Schwartz offers a very interesting reading
of 2Macc 1:10a, and dates the first epistle even earlier, to 143 BC.¢ If so, the work
of the epitomator has to be dated somewhat earlier. This would make 2 Macc
older than 1 Macc.

Besides its historical purpose, 2Macc is also a deeply theological book that
firmly supports the idea of preserving the Temple for the salvation of the Peo-
ple (2Macc 5:19). Along with Isaiah, Daniel, and some of the Psalms, 2Macc is
one of the oldest testimonies that explores the idea of faith in the resurrection
of the dead. Connected with such faith, the theology of martyrdom is present.
For the first time in the Jewish writings, 2Macc introduces the concept of cre-
ating a world from nothing. In addition, the 2Macc contains a sublime theol-
ogy about God, whom it calls: the Almighty — mavtokpdtwp (1:25; 3:22; 15:8),
the supreme God — 6 péylotog 0e6g (3:36), the Sovereign of spirits and of all
authority — 6 T@v vevpdtwv kai aong ¢govaiag Suvdotng (3:24), everlast-
ing — alwviog (1:25), merciful — é\enuwv (1:24; 11:9), the righteous judge — 6
Swarokpitng (12:41), the Lord who works wonders — 6 Tepatomnolodg kvplog (15:21),
the Sovereign of heavens — 6 duvaoTng TOV oVPav@V (15:23), the manifest Lord

— 0 gmpavng kVpLog (15:34), the Creator of the world — 6 xtiotng 10D K6OUOL
(13:14), the Creator of all things — 6 névtwv ktiotng (1:24) and all-seeing God
— 0 émomntng 0ed¢ (7:35).

In the Early Church, 2Macc was widely accepted, especially in the context
of the martyrology (e.g. Origen, homilies of Gregory the Theologian and John
Chrysostom). 2Macc was one of the primary sources for the author of the later

* Doran, 2012, 15-17.

3 The date ranges from the second half of the 2™ century BC to the fall of Jerusalem in 70 AD.

4 They consider date in 2Macc 1:7 to be a date of an earlier epistle.

5 Abel, xlii—xliii; Habicht, 1976, 174-175.

Schwartz, who favors minuscules 55 and 62, states that the year 188 (PITIA) of the Seleucid Era
(SE), as evidenced by Alexandrinus and Venetus, is actually 148 (PMA) SE (164/5 BC). This does
not represent the date of the epistle, he believes, but the date of the first celebration of Hanuk-
kah, when the Temple was rededicated. Thus, Schwartz regards the year given in 1:7a as the year
in which the epistle was written, that is, 169 SE (143/2 BC). Schwartz, 2008, 11-15. Doran, on
the other hand, rejects this claim, saying that Schwartz does not provide any parallel in Greek
literature that could prove such a dating of epistles, yet he himself does not suggest any date of
writing. See: Doran, 2012, 14-15.

7 Comp: Jevti¢, 2002, 75.
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4 Maccabees. Other fathers and theologians of the early Church, such as Hip-
polytus of Rome, Gregory of Nyssa, Ambrose and Jerome also interpreted, used,
and quoted 2Macc — Chapter 7 in particular.

Martin Luther marked 2Macc as apocryphal, despite translating it. The Ro-
man Catholic Church, on the other hand, has considered it as Scripture since
the Council of Florence in 1442.% In the Eastern Orthodox Church, 2Macc is
considered to be part of the so-called Deuterocanonical books of the broader
canon. Their status is yet to be determined, something which can be resolved
at the upcoming Pan-Orthodox Council.?

2. One of the oldest martyrdom stories — 2 Macc 7

Chapter 7 of 2 Macc tells the story of the martyrdom of a mother and seven
brothers. Together with the account of Eleazar’s death from the previous chapter,
this is perhaps one of the most recognizable narratives in 2Macc.

Similar to Chapter 6, the reason for the occurrence of martyrdom here is
the refusal of the mother and her children to break ancestral laws (7:2) and to
eat forbidden swine meat (7:1). Unlike the unnamed Hellenized Jews who tor-
mented Eleazar in the previous chapter, King Antiochus IV is here depicted as
the tormentor of the mother and her sons. Enraged by the monologues of the
brothers in which they bravely defy the torment, the king commands that they
should be tortured to death (7:3). It is interesting to note that while the name
of Eleazar was mentioned explicitly in Chapter 6, the names of the mother and
seven brothers remain unknown.* It is also intriguing that their father is not
mentioned at all.*

One of the central motifs that the writer emphasizes is the insistence of
faithfulness to the Law, even in the most challenging circumstances of painful
torture, all for the sake of cleansing away sin and the salvation of all the Cho-
sen People (7:32-28). However, the two most interesting topics that the 2Macc
addresses are the firm belief in resurrection after death and the idea that God
created the world out of nothing. Schwartz, who sees Chapters 6 and 7 as two
halves of one whole narrative, skillfully put together by the epitomator, states

8 See: Session, 2019.

9 Lash, 2007, 217-234.

10

Their names are not written even in 4Macc. However, its Latin translation brings the mother’s
name: Solomonia, while Syriac writer Aphrahat (4™ Century) gives her name: Samuna (Sh-
muni). Gwynn, 1989, 360. For the Syriac and Armenian tradition see also: Witakowski, 1994,
153-168. The medieval chronicle of Jewish history Josippon (ca. 10" Century) calls her Hannah.
Nevertheless, the Greek Synaxarion of the Church of Constantinople (10* Century) lists names
of mother: Solomone (XoAopovi) and brothers: Abim, Antonius, Gurias, Eleazar, Eusebonus,
Samonas and Marcellus. Delehaye, 1902, 861.

11

R. Doran has an idea that author did this intentionally. He wanted to show who the real father
of the children is. According to him, God is the true father of the children, who show their line-
age by obeying his laws. Doran, 2012, 166.
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that the narrative of the martyrdom of mother and brothers complements the
previous narrative related to Eleazar, and allows Jews of all ages and sexes to see
themselves in the concept of martyrdom.*> Apart from the belief in resurrection
and the creation of the world from nothing, the motifs of suffering because of
sin (7:18.32-33.38), suffering for the law (7:2.9.11.23.30.36.37) and punishment that
will catch up to the tormentors, that is, the king himself (7:14.17.19.31.34-36) are
all to be found in this chapter.

2.1. Structure and Content of the 2 Macc 7

The seventh chapter begins with a brief preface (7:1) which introduces the
brothers and their mother, who are arrested and forced by the king to eat forbid-
den swine meat. This is followed by a speech from the first brother in which he
insists on staying true to the ancestral laws, namely the Torah (7:2). The king’s
anger at this declaration is then described, followed by the brutal death of the
first brother (7:3-5). In the next verse (7:6) the words of brothers and their mother
are described, who quote Deut 32:36 (LXX), promising that God will reconcile
Himself with His servants.’ After this, the writer details the torture of the sec-
ond brother and his final speech, during which resurrection is mentioned for the
first time (7:8-9). Then the third, fourth, fifth, and sixth brother are described,
and their words are quoted (7:11; 7:14; 7:16-17; 7:18-19). In the speeches of the
third and fourth brothers (7:11 and 7:14), resurrection is also mentioned.

After describing the suffering of the sixth brother, the writer reintroduces the
mother to the scene. He describes her (7:20), quoting the words that she spoke
to each son in “the ancestral language.™* In her speech, one can also find allu-
sions to resurrection (7:23). After failing to coerce the brothers into eating the
forbidden meat, Antiochus tried to bribe the youngest brother, calling on his
mother to persuade her youngest son to give up (7:24-26). The mother alleg-
edly accepts the king’s offer, but in the ancestral language, mocking the tyrant,
she encourages her son to continue to follow the Law. She alludes again here to
resurrection (7:29), as well as the idea of creating a world out of nothing (7:28).
After this, the youngest brother’s monologue is set out (7:30-38), which is also the
longest (almost as long as the speeches of all the other brothers combined). This
is followed by the death of the youngest brother (7:39-40) and the mother (7:41).
The author ends narrative with his own words: “Let so much be said...” (7:42).

3. The King of the Universe will raise us up to an eternal reviving of life

Together with Dan 12 (which is to be dated only a few decades before
the 2Macc), Chapter 7 of 2Macc represents one of the oldest surviving texts

12 Schwartz, 2008, 298-299.
B xal i Toig SovAotg adtod mapakAnOnoetar...” Comp. also Ps 134:14 (LXX).
4 Most likely it is a Hebrew language. See: Schwartz, 2008, 303; Goldstein, 1976, 297.
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thematizing faith in the resurrection of the dead.” Faith in the resurrection is
explicitly professed by both the second and fourth brother (7:9; 7:14), and also by
the mother in her first speech (7:23). Allusions to the same topic can be found in
the speeches of third and seventh brother (7:11; 7:36), and in the second speech
of the mother (7:29).

3.1. Speech of the Second Brother

Following the death of the first brother, the second brother is brought before
the tormentors. After the brutal scenes of torture and his resolute refusal to eat
the unallowed meat (7:7-8), just before he dies, he says:

v éoxatn ¢ mvof] yevopevog eine b pév, AAaoTwp,® ¢k ToD TapdvTog Nuag (iv

amolvelc,” 6 ¢ Tod kdopov Pactdedg amobavovTag Hudg HTEP TOV avTOD VOPWY

elg atwviov avaPivoy (wig Hudg® dvaotioet. (2Macc 7:9)

And when he was at last breath, he said: You wretch, you release us* from our

present living, but the King of the Universe will raise us up, us who died for the

sake of His Laws, to an eternal reviving of life.

The speech of the second brother is the antithesis. With pév... 8¢, the author
contrasts the king, or the wretch as he is also named (dAdoTwp), and his control
over the present life of the brothers with God, the king of the Universe, who
controls the lives of all, present and future.> As they suffer righteously for the
law, God will revive them (dvapiwoig).>* According to Kellermann, the term
avaotaolg means the revival of men into their earthly life in LXX and in the New
Testament (Is 26:19; Mark 9:27; Luke 16:31; John 11:23; Heb 11:35), and above
all, resurrection at the end of time.>* Further, he states that here can one see an
allusion being made to Dan 2:2: “And many of those... will arise, some to ever-
lasting life...” However, unlike Daniel, where it can be concluded that there is

5 Comp. Berlejung, 2016, 582; See also: Schmitz, 2009, 105. But see also the development of the
resurrection ideas in the LXX: Van der Kooij, 2007, 87-102.

¢ In some manuscripts: ahaotop. See: Hanhart, 2017, 75. It is just uncontracted form.

7 In some minuscules: amoAlveig. See: Ibid. Probably just defect writing, which does not affect
the meaning.

¥ QOrigen omits g, See: Ibid.

» The same verb was used in the previous chapter, when it was suggested to Eleazar that he could
be freed from death by pretending to eat a forbidden meat. In Chapter 7, second brother wants to
be freed from his present life, which is nothing in comparison with eternal life. Comp. Schwartz,
2008, 304.

20 See: Doran, 2012, 157.

2t The word dvapiwotg does not appear in LXX nor in NT. It appears though in Second Epistle of
Clement (2 Clem 19:4) to describe the heavenly existence after death. It is to be found also by
Josephus (Ant 18:14) with the similar meaning. See: Schmitz, 2009, 107.

22 Kellermann, 1979, 64.

» Ibid., 63.



44 | Danilovi¢, A., Faith in Ressurrection of the Dead and Creatio ex nihilo in 2 Macc 7

word of the resurrection at the end of time, here, the mention of any temporal
determinant of resurrection is missing. The resurrection is simply transcendent.>

3.2. Speech of the Fourth Brother

After the death of the third brother, the fourth is brought before the tortur-
ers. Defying them, before he dies, he says:

Kal YevOUevog ipog TO TeEAevTAV oVTwG €pn AipeTov* petaAldooovtag &’

avBpwnwv tag Ko Tod Beod Tpoodokdv EAmidag Ay dvactioecBat v avTOD’

ool pev yap* dvaotaoig eig {wnv ovk Eéotar® (2 Macc 7:14)

When he was close to dying, he said: It is better to pass away* because of humans,*

while from God expecting the hope again to being raised by Him. But for you

there will be no resurrection into life.

As with the speech of the second brother, there is also antithesis here. Those
who were martyred can hope for resurrection, while the king, because of his
actions, will not have that opportunity. Here, too, according to Kellermann, an
allusion is made to Dan 2:2.3* However, it is unclear whether Antiochus is go-
ing to have the resurrection to everlasting shame and contempt, or simply he
will face eternal death.3*> As Schmitz notes, it is very interesting that the resur-
rection here is not presented as something certain, even if it is a martyr who is

24 B. Schmitz calls it “himmlisch-transzendent.” Schmitz, 2009, 107.

> AwpetwTepov is to be found in the Lucianic recension. See: R. Hanhart, 75. It is just comparative
form, witnessed also in latin translations: LB and LM. See: De Bruyne, 1932, 155. It is possible
that the Lucian wanted to amplify the meaning of dying for the God, so the original form may
be the positive form: aipetov.

¢ In some manuscripts: O1’. See: Hanhart, 2017, 75. In terms of meaning, both variants are fine.
The second variant suits more to later Latin translations that use the preposition ab. See: De
Bruyne, 1932, 154-155. The Church Slavonic translation used the proposal W, which could en-
compass both Greek variants. See: CraBsinckast Bubnus, Donetsk, 2002, 3402.

27 Some manuscripts add: w Tvpavve. See: Hanhart, 2017, 75. Shorter reading is probably the older.
The addition was probably intended to emphasize Antiochus’ cruelty, which is already sufficiently
emphasized in the text.

28 In some minuscules: eoTi(v). See: Ibid. It is just the present form of eipi. Since the Latin trans-
lations all offer the future form, it is almost certain, that the older reading is the future form:
£otat. See: De Bruyne, 1932, 154-155. Old Church Slavonic translation also brings the future
form: BSA€Th. See: CnaBsauckas bubmusa, Donetsk, 2002, 3402.

29 The verb petalAdoow literally means “to change, alter or to exchange” and is frequently used
figuratively in 2 Macc for “to die” (4:7; 5:5; 6:31; 7:7.13.40; 14:46). Doran, 2012, 158.

3° R. Doran and D. Schwartz translate this as “pass away among men,” meaning to leave from human
existence. See: Doran, 2012, 158; Schwartz, 2008, 306. On the other hand A. Jevtié, B. Schmitz
and NETS translate this as “at the hands of human beings.” See: Jevti¢, 2002, 175; Schmitz, 2009,
108. J. Bartlett translates also similarly to Jevti¢, Schmitz and NETS: “Better to be killed by men.”
Bartlett, 1973, 271.

31 See: Kellermann, 1979, 67.

32 U. Kellermann thinks that the latter is the case. Ibid. See also: Nickelsburg, 1972, 95.
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justly suffering, but rather is it presented as hope. Hope in God, who is the one
who resurrects.*

3.3. Speech of the Mother

The mother also speaks directly about the resurrection in her first speech.
After she explains that she was not the one who gave life to her sons (7:23), she
continues:

ToLyapovv O Tod KOopoL KTioTng 6 TAdoag dvBpwmov yéveotv kal tévtwv éEgvupav

yéveotv kai to mvedpa kal TV {wiv duiv Ay anodidwaot pet’ EXéovg, wg vov

bIEpopaTe £aVTOVG SLd TOVG AvTOD VOpOoUG. (2 Macc 7:23)

Therefore the Creator of the Universe, the Designer of origin of men and of all

things Inventor, he also gives back again your life and spirit with mercy, as you

now disregard yourself for the sake of His Laws.

The idea of resurrection in the mother’s speech is closely linked to the idea
of creation, which shall be addressed below. Since God created the world, He is
also able to restore the spirit and life of her sons. What is important here is that
God resurrects with His grace.

0%

The speech of the third brother, who is hoping to receive (kopi{w) his tongue
and his hands back from God (7:11) also testifies the faith in the resurrection.
The same occurs during second speech of the mother, who is urging her youngest
son not to give up, telling him that she will receive him back (kopi{w) together
with his brothers (7:29). Also, the youngest brother speaks (7:36) of his brothers
who have fallen, enduring pain and suffering for everlasting life (1} aévan (wn).
There is one curious element to the speech of the third brother: he represents
life after death as similar to this life — namely, he will regain his limbs, thus
referring to the resurrection as the resurrection of the body also.’* In any case,
faith in the resurrection as explored in the speeches of the mother and broth-
ers is undoubtedly biblical. It is that faith which one can find in Is 26, but it is
also the same kind of faith professed in Dan 12,% as well as in the motifs of the
community of the righteous with God, brought by Ps 49 and Ps 73:23-26.3

What is important to note is that biblical faith in the resurrection as detailed
in 2 Macc 7 differs significantly from similar ideas seen in Hellenistic environ-
ment of the time that the author was living in. As Kellermann states, there are
three motifs to be found in the literary forms of the Hellenistic world, similar

33 Schmitz, 2009, 107.
34 Ibid.

35 Dan 12 is even more interesting, since it was written only a few decades before the 2Mac. See:
Von Dobbeler, 1997, 202.

36 Kellermann, 1979, 84.
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to what the writer of 2Macc 7 narrates. The first is the hope of Greek folk piety
into heavenly immortality, the second, closely related, is the Greco-Roman no-
tion of celebrating the heroic death of soldiers, and third, the Egyptian faith in
the resurrection.?”

Greek folk piety, a motif most commonly recorded on tombstones, expresses
the expectation of the ascension of the soul after death to the heavenly world.
One such epitaph is about the death of a certain Menelaos:

oVvopa pot Mevéhaog™ atap Sépag évBade keltal Yyoyxn 8 dbavatwv aibépa

vatetaet?®

My name is Menelaos. Only body here lies, but soul dwells in Ether immortal.

However, if one looks closely at the speeches of the brothers, the dualism of
body and soul appears to be unknown to the epitomator. 2Macc 7 (but also the
other sections of the Bible mentioned above) speaks of the definitive death of
man, and the hope for resurrection by God. This Greek idea of immortality, ac-
cording to Kellermann, stands in contrast to the faith in God who creates the
world.* Biblical faith in the resurrection is not some waste desire for the infinite
extension of life, but faith in justification, in the transfiguration of the resur-
rected only through God.

The Greco-Roman notion of celebrating the heroic death of soldiers is similar
to the idea explored above. Only special men who have fallen in battle can hope
to escape the fate of Hades, and their soul will go to another place, similar to
that of Menelaos.*> However, the author of 2 Macc 7 professes faith that both
the brothers and the mother will be resurrected.

Finally, the Egyptian writings are testament to the centuries-old faith in eter-
nal life, resurrection and the ascension of the dead to the kingdom of Osiris.** At
first, resurrection was reserved only for rulers, but during the Hellenistic period,
it was democratized so that all the dead could hope for eternal life.**

So, you go forth to where your mother Nut is, and she takes hold of your arm

and gives you the way to the Akhet, to the place where the Sun (Ra) is. The sky’s

door is opened to you, the Cool Waters’ door is made to pull open to you, and
you find the Sun (Ra) standing, waiting for you. He takes hold of your arm, leads
you into the sky’s dual shrines, and puts you on Osiris’s throne.*

37 Ibid., 89.

3% Betz, 2011, 111.

3 Comp. Kellermann, 1979, 90.

40 Tbid.

4t Tbid., 91.

4 Tbid., 92.

4 Utterance 422. See: Allen, 2015, 105.



CadopHociii 14 (2020) [39-54] | 47

Yet, as Kellermann notes, despite similar terminology, biblical faith as it is
expressed in 2Macc 7 differs across many aspects.** Concerning the Egyptian
beliefs, resurrection is conditioned by an adequately performed funeral. It is not
God who resurrects, but a properly performed magic ritual, because immortal-
ity is in man himself. As Kellermann writes, the heavenly resurrection is actu-
ally reflected through the existence of some kind of mummy “doppelgdnger.™s
However, in 2Macc 7, the One able to resurrect is God, who resurrects by his
grace (7:23.29). Those who are resurrected are not doppelgiingers, but complete
humans with body and soul, as the Creator created them (7:11.23).

That being said, biblical faith in the resurrection is, in many ways, different
from similar concepts found in the Hellenistic world. The biblical faith in resur-
rection is indeed something unique, which, at least in the Christian view, will
only be fully revealed and explained in the event of Christ.

Why was faith in the resurrection revealed? S. von Dobbeler, similarly to Kel-
lermann, concludes that the idea certainly did not come from a mere desire to
extend earthly life, but rather from the need to understand the recent persecu-
tions and the violent deaths of those who firmly believed in God and obeyed His
Laws. Where had God, who revealed himself at Sinai and promised to be with his
people, disappeared to? Did he just hand them over to the tormentors? No: God
remains faithful to his people, even after death, von Dobbeler concludes, because
He is the one who has power over death and who will bring the dead back to
life.#¢ Those who rejected Him through the act of destroying His creation, they
will get what they deserve, just as the brothers state in their monologues. God,
who is able to create the whole world, will resurrect those who obey His Law.

4. He who made them from what not exist

In addition to faith in the resurrection, in Chapter 7 one can also find the
teaching that God is the Creator, who created the world out of nothing. In her
second speech, encouraging her youngest son not to give up, the mother says
the following:

481D og, TékvoV, AvaPréyavTa gl TOV 0DpavOv Kol THV YAV Kai Ta €V adToig TavTa

i06vTa yvavat, 6Tt ovk ££¥7 dvtwv énoinoev avtd 6 Be6¢ kal 1O TOV dvOpd WV

Yévog oVTw yivetat. (2 Macc 7:28)

44 Kellermann, 1979, 92.

4 Ibid., 93.

46 Von Dobbeler, 1997, 202.

47 According to R. Hanhart ¢§ ovk 6vtwv can be found in the Lucianic recension. See: Hanhart,
2017, 77. See also: Doran, 2012, 161. Origen also reads this as ¢§ ook 6vtwv, which is actually the
oldest reading that we have. See: GCS 10, In Iohanem, 22. Cyprian also reads ex nihilo. CCSL
3, Ad Fortunatum, 209. Origen and Cyprian are both older than Lucianic recension and Codex
Alexandrinus. But since the Alexandrinus is the oldest complete manuscript of 2 Macc, for now
the Hanhart’s reading has advantage.
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I beg you, child, looking upon the heaven and earth, and seeing all things that
are in them, to know that from what not exist** made them God and thus the
humankind becomes.

In the textual traditions, one could already note the potential tensions in the
order of words when it addresses how God created the world. The oldest com-
plete manuscripts (A) record ook £§ dvtwv, while those, according to R. Hanhart,
derived from the Lucianic recension, record ¢§ o0k dvtwv. Are these synonyms,
or is Lucian’s correction actually made to avoid the possible ambiguity of this
statement? Some scholars, like May, argue that in both textual variants, there
is no trace of creatio ex nihilo, but that the writer of 2Macc, as a Jew from the
Diaspora, was representing a position similar to that of Greek philosophers,
according to whom the world was formed through the shaping of pre-existing
matter.* Accordingly, both readings could be interpreted as: “even though cer-
tain things did not exist, God creates the world from already existing formless
matter,” or “after they (the created objects) had not existed (as such, but only as
preexistent matter), God creates them.”® So, this would mean that God is the
creator, who takes heaven and earth from their non-existence, because they did
not exist in that form before, as heaven and earth, but as some formless matter,
and he brings them into existence.

According to May, the idea of creatio ex nihilo emerges from Christian theolo-
gians only in the second half of the second century, as a product of a philosophi-
cal attempt to combat Gnostic heresies such as Valentinianism which, under the
strong influence of Greek philosophy, taught that it was not God, but another
creature, the Demiurge, that created or shaped the world. Christian theologi-
ans, such as Irenaeus of Lyon and Hippolytus of Rome, being well acquainted
with philosophical principles, considered the source of this teaching to be a Pla-
tonic notion of creation from pre-existing matter. Since this view of God was
unacceptable for them, and as was the introduction of some other creator, these
Christian theologians postulated that the biblical God is actually the Creator,
who creates the world ex nihilo.5* Otherwise, the world would be co-eternal with
God, and therefore it could not be said of God that He is the Creator of Heaven
and Earth and the Pantocrator.

Indeed, this view is reliant upon Greek philosophers, for whom the idea of
creation out of nothing was unimaginable. They emphasized that “nothing can-
not arise from what does not exist.”> This is also confirmed by Aristotle when
he says that this is the “dogma of the philosophers,” and that almost everyone

48 Literally: Not from what exists made them (heaven and earth) God.

4 For example: May, 1978, 6-8. Also, Goldstein states that the Platonists called pre-existent matter
the non-existent (to pn 6v). Goldsten, 1984, 127.

5o Goldstein, 1984%, 308; Goldstein, 1984, 127.
st May, 1978, 25-26.
52 Goldstein, 1984°, 127.
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agrees with it.>* In addition, Goldstein assumes that at the time of the emergence
of 2Macc, there was no philosophical school that could accept (or postulate) the
idea of creatio ex nihilo.>*

However, what does the 2Macc 7 really tell us? Before attempting to answer
that question, it must be kept in mind that this book is, first and foremost, a his-
torical account of the events that took place in Palestine on the eve of the Mac-
cabean uprising and its outbreak.’ In addition, this is a biblical book which does
not seek to provide a detailed systematic exposition of faith,® as later do, e.g. the
Christian Creeds. 2Macc 7 underlines that faith in God should be considered
as central. In God who is, above all, present and revealed in history, the Crea-
tor, the Almighty, the Mighty Ruler of Heaven. The author aims to emphasize
the importance of following His Laws. God is the omnipotent Pantocrator, and
from there, faith in the resurrection, and with it related faith in the creation of
the world out of nothing, is indirectly derived.5

Indeed, Goldstein is correct in saying that the idea of resurrection, especially
the bodily resurrection that one reads about in 2Macc 7, but also in Is 26:19 and
Dan 12:2, also requires a direct understanding of God as one who can create
everything from something that does not exist.”® If God is not capable of creat-
ing the world out of nothing, but can only shape it from some eternal existing
matter, then the resurrection of the body is impossible, especially the kind that
the third brother believes in (7:11). For example, if the first brother was burned
alive and the smoke rose from the torture room to the heavens (7:5), how will
he be ex nihilo resurrected by God, who is only the designer? Only the Creator
who creates the world from nothing, from a non-being that does not have its
own existence, can also resurrect those who have returned to non-being through
death. Thus, as Goldstein says, even resurrection of the body (and with it the
spirit — 7:22) is ex nihilo.>®

So, if one accepts the theory that the author held such firm faith in the res-
urrection of the body, and therefore in the Creator, who creates the world out
of nothing, then it is unclear how Goldstein was able to come to the conclusion
that he did not incorporate this idea into his work.® Rather, Goldstein posits,

53 Met 11.6, 330.

54 Goldstein, 1984%, 309.

55 D. Schwartz writes: “However, our book is not a philosophical tract, and the lack of precision
is not sufficient reason to reject the exegetical tradition which, beginning with Origen, indeed
sees here the doctrine of creation ex nihilo.” Schwartz, 2008, 312.

56 After all, neither do the New Testament writings.

57 Schmitz, 2010, 107.

58 Goldstein, 1984°, 131.

59 Tbid., 129.

¢ “Though he did not go so far as to assert creation ex nihilo, he bases the belief in resurrection

upon the power of God as creator.” Ibid., 130.
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the author only argues with skeptics, such as Sadducees, who did not believe in
the resurrection or with the Ecclesiastes (3:1.9-21; 9:2-6). According to Gold-
stein, the epitomator exclusively defends the idea of the resurrection, and the
idea of creation found in this work was most likely derived in a later period when
the Fathers of the Church developed such teachings.®* As stated, the writer cer-
tainly did not intend to systematically expose cosmological principles, but it is
indeed challenging to assume that he did not imply such an understanding in
his writings. A similar conclusion is reached by Copan, who quotes Gerhard
von Rad: “The conceptual formulation creatio ex nihilo is the first found in this
(7:28) passage.”™ For Copan, this teaching is biblical, and, in opposition to May,
he states that it is completely pointless to say that it is not biblical, just because
it is at the later time, in a collision with heretical teachings, formulated in more
detail. By the same logic, the whole of Christian Triadology and Christology
could be denied, because they were formulated in more detail first in a collision
with certain heretical teachings.®

5. Conclusion

The ideas espoused in Chapter 7 of the 2Macc have made its creation one of
the most exciting moments in all Deuterocanonical literature. It could be said
that because of its subject matter, it represents one of the most important chap-
ters of the Old Testament. Since the time of Origen (though it was not excluded
even at the time of the Shepherd of Hermas), this narrative has been used to bib-
lically support the idea that God has created the world from nothing.®* Chapter
7, for the first time, explicitly develops the idea of the resurrection from the dead,
which involves both the resurrection of the soul and the resurrection of the body.
It could be said that these teachings are very similar, if not the same, to those
encountered in the New Testament. It is interesting, however, that at least for
the first four centuries, Christian writers did not use the words of the mother
or brothers at all to explain the teaching of the resurrection. The only allusions
to this can be found in the Catecheses of Cyril of Jerusalem,* while Origen, for
example, makes no mention of the resurrection when he quotes the 2Macc.%

Besides these two very important ideas, the cult of marytrdom is certainly
an area where 2Macc 7 has been most influential. The seven brothers and their
mother were perceived as arch-martyrs, examples for all those who suffer in times
of persecution. Gregory the Theologian and John Chrysostom dedicated central

% Goldstein, 1984%, 311.
%2 Von Rad, 1996, 85.
¢ Copan, 1996, 92-93.

¢ SC 53, Hermas, 78; Behr, 2017, 152-153; GCS 10, Origen — In Iohanem, 22; PG 17, Origen — In
Proverbia, 196.204; PG 14, Origen — Ad Romanos, 979, etc.

o5 Reischl u Rupp, 1967%, 122; Reischl u Rupp, 1967°, 312.
%6 See for example: Behr, 2017.
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parts of their Maccabeean homilies to them.®” As such, they were celebrated by
the Christians as saints no later than the mid-fourth century. Once persecution
of the Early Church had ceased, their struggle was understood on a spiritual
level, as a fight against the invisible Antiochus, embodied in passions and sins.

% PG 35, 911-934; PG 50, 617-628; PG 63, 523-530.
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Anexkcanpmap [Janurosuh

XpumhaHcku KyntypHu neHTap gp Pagosan burosuh, beorpap,

Bepa y Backpceme n3 MpPTBUX U cTBapame ex nihilo y 2Maxk 7

MSBCIHTaj o cTpagamy cenmopulie dpahe 1 BUXOBe Majke je OCTaBMIa MHOTO
Tpara y ucropuju petennuje kako Ilpkse, Tako u Cunarore. Kynt Maka-
BEjCKIX My4YeHMKa [I09e0 Ce pas3BujaTy BeoMa pPaHo, ia 01 HajKacHMje Y YeTBp-
ToM Beky Mehy xpruurhanuma oy dumy npociaBbany Kao cBeTuTebu. [Ipuya
0 IbJMMa Ce Hajasn y cegMoM nornasiby pyre Kmure Makasejcke, unju je cTa-
TYC y IOC/IeAbUX HeKONIMKO BEKOBa, KaKo Mehy IpaBoCTaBHMMa, TAaKO I LIVIpE,
II0CTA0 IpefMeT pacnpasa. CIHArora je oBy KIIIY Y Ie/IOCTH OfdanIa, MaKo
ce y 10j KpHje HajcTapuje 3adee)XeHO CBEJOYaHCTBO O IIPOC/IaB/bamby XaHyKe,
jeHOT Off HajBaYXHUJUX jyIejCcKUX MpasHMKa faHac. MehyTum, npuda o Majun
u dpahu je y ogpebhenoj dopmu ocrana cauysana y Tanmyny. [lopen mpuye o
MY4YE€HMYKOM CTpafiaby, Y CEAMOM IIOITIaB/by C€ KpMje jelHO Off HajCTapUjuXx, 1
CBaKaKO HajC/IMKOBUTHjX OIMCa PaHe Bepe y BacKpceme 13 MpTBuX. OcuM Tora,
CeZMO IIOITIaB/be OTKPYBa HajcTapyjy eKCIUVIMIIUTHO U3pakeHy Bepy y bora, koju
je anconmyTHM TBOpal u Koju cTBapa cBeT u3 Huueia. OBa uzeja he kacHuje mo-
CTaTM jefjaH Off IIeHTPATTHNX MOTVBA XpUIThaHCKe, ali 1 jyejcke KOCMOJIOTje.

Key words: Backpceme, cTBapame, ex nihilo, Makaseju, my4enniu, Crapu
CaBes, IeBTePOKAHOHCKE KIbUTe.

JlaTym mpujema 4aHKa: 15. 10. 2020.
JaTym mpuxBaTama WIaHKa 3a 00jaB/bUBambe: 19. 10. 2020.



