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Une theologıe de ’Ancıen Testament DOUTr le
OUDEeau miıillenaıre?®
alter Brueggemann-—eıne eologıe des Alten
estament für das NeUuUEC AJahrtausend ®
Gordon Wenham Cheltenham

”’Ancıen Testament de le lıre
christologiquement Son 0OUUVUrage ULSEe

Walter Brueggemann 0OUS Iıvre Un metlttre umıere le pluralısme de
Theologie de L’Ancien estamen l’Ancıen Testament On peut saluer

enthousıiıasme Vec lequel BrueggemannımpressiıonNNnNante el orıgınale J} consıdere
qQUe€ Ia theologıe de ”’Ancıen Testament attache Ontrer Ia perthınence de
doıt fonder SUur les fexftes tels ıls ’Ancıen Testament DOUTF aujourd. Aul
presentent OUS el LO  x SuU des MAaLS A faut regreiter cCertaınes
reconstructkions crılLques des SOUTCes En dissonances entre le o22ramm ıl
mmMmerme emp A LrOUUVe ınadaptee ULe est fixe et ıl accomplıt

effectıvement dans TheologıeLentatıve de systematıser le ijemoıgnage de

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Brueggemanns Werk LST angelegt daß
den Pluralısmus des Alten Testaments

Brueggemanns Theology of the Old hervorhebt LST unterteıilt
Testament ıSE ein beeindruckendes und ‘Kernaussage widersprechende
außergewöhnliches Werk Der Verfasser Aussage USs  S Der vorliegende Artıkel
betont nachdrücklich daß eLNeEe Theologıe begrüßt Brueggemanns mıl großem
des Alten Testaments mıl der LNLS z2UT Enthusiasmus vorgeiragenes Anlıegen
Verfügung stehenden Endform der exte dıe Relevanz des Alten Testaments für
arbeıten mufß, nıcht mLl rekonstru:erten dıe heutıge eıt aufzuzeıigen Dennoch
Quellen und daß alle Versuche das gılt daraufhinzuweısen daß zwıschen
Zeugnıs des Alten Testaments Brueggemanns Vorhaben und der
Ssystemaltısıeren bzw christologisch tatsaächlıchen Ausführung eiınıge
ınterpretıeren, verfehlt sınd Diskrepanzen bestehen

Since the great Old estamen theologies 'T’he freshness of IS ideas matched by
of Eıiıchrodt and VO  - Rad appeared Kng- the VI1SOUFr of ıts style, which prevents the
lısh translation the there ave reader tırıng the trek through the Old
een number of shorter treatments of Testament thırty--11111e books
the subject but work At last 'T’he theology PrODCI falls into fiıve

parts, but 1 preceded by long histori-ıth Brueggemann > S00 page work
ave study that 111 stand alongside cal TEeVIEW of PFeEV1LIOUS eritical approaches
Eichrodt and VO  - Rad OIle of the s1gn1f1- LO the wrıtıng of Old Testament theology
cant twentieth century contributions to culminatıng Brueggemann statement
Old estamen theology Brueggemann of hiıs OW ProgrTr  c rueggemann
work not Just bıg, 1T eXc1LNg, refresh- Lraces the OT17 of Old estamen theol-

LO the Reformatıon It developed theINS, erıtically self-aware and provocatıve
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nıneteenth Century academic disec1- the pluralıty of approaches withıin the Old
Testament: SOINE EXTS focus worshıip,pline unshackled Dy confessional

church constraıints but blinkered by ıts others the word. rueggemann
appeal LO Enlightenment rationalısm, confesses LO being much INOTeEe interested
which prevented it takıng ser1ously the 1ın the latter: ‘*the present wriıter 1S
Old Testament assertions about God (pp unflaggıng 1ın hıs empathy toward that
2-15) revolutıonary propensıiıty ın the Taxt

In the wake of Barth’s revolution Old (p (4) Modern eritical study has
Testament theolog1ans such Eichrodt emphasised how much of the Old esta-
and Wright NCE agaln took ser1- ment took iıts final shape 1ın the exile
ously the normatıveness of ıts faıth and SQOOIl afterwards, and thıs ought tO influ-
endeavoured tOo sShow the distinctiveness ENCE OUr understanding of ıts theology
of biblical faıth agaınst the background of (pp hıs ought to make the Old
the ancıent Near ast hıs WAas the Testament theolog1an partıiıcularly TeC-
per10d of the Biıblical Theology LLL 0Ve- clatıve of ‚Jewısh approaches LO theology
ment, which Brueggemann SEES reaching and dialogue ıth 1t. ser10usly (ppJ
ıts logıcal conclusiıon 1n Childs’ insıstence rueggemann characterises his OW
that Old estamen EXLTS mMust be read approach postliberal 1101I11-

canonically wıthin Christian frame of foundational, by which he an
reference (pp PEn OWeEever the attempt LO exposıt the theological DeEIrSPDECC-
arrıval of soclological eritie1ısm ıth tives of the Lext itself, 1ın a ]] ıts od
Gottwald and rhetorical erıtic1ısm wıth particularıty, wıthout AIl attempt LO
Mulnenburg showed that there 185 1NNO- accommodate LO Jarger rationalıty,
cent readıng of biıblical eX either of moderni1ty of classıical
scholar brings hıs OW. agenda and DI'C- Christlanıty" (p 86)
supposıt1ons ıth hım 'The apparen He then revlews briıefly number of
unıty of earlıer historical-eritical scholar- other contemporary scholarly approaches
sh1ıp about how the Old Testament must LO Old Testament theology (Childs,
be interpreted sımply reflects their white Levenson, Barr, Rendtorff, Trible, Pixley
miıddle-class posıtıvıst assumptlons: NO Black Theology), before discussing
accordıng to Brueggemann mMust four recurrent 1ssues for the Old estLa-
recognıse Arl’e al| biased, and therefore ment theologlan. 'These ATre historical

should adopt pluralıst approach LO er1t1c1sm, church theology, the Jewiısh-
interpretation (ppi 1Ness of the Old estament, public

In hiıs second chapter Brueggemann possi1bilıties.
continues hıs methodological reVv1eW by While recogn1ısıng that historical
examınıng the contemporary sıtuatlon, appreclatıon of the setting of the Old Tes-
which lıke Many others he terms pOStT- amen books 15 useful for ınterpretatıon,
modern. Post-modernism 15 characterised Brueggemann mounts sustaiıned attack
by pluralism, there 1S5 exclusıvely much historical erıtıcısm. It has
rıght interpretatıon. Canonical er1ıtic1ısm focused the incidentals and forgotten
would 1mpose unıtary conservatıve the central 1ssues. The Old Testament 1sS
interpretation the text, whereas hıstor- about G0d, but he 15 bracketed out if not
1cal eriıtic1ısm would 1mMpose atheıistic denıied Dy Many er1ıtics.
sceptical OIl!| (ppı post-modern
approach LO Old Testament theology must In princıple, hıstorical er1ıticısm ruNns the
recogn1ıse certaın poılınts. Firstly, risk that the methods assumptions to
not penetrate behind the EXTIS LO the real hıch ıt 155 commıtte: MaYy mI1sSs the prımary
historical sıtuatıon to the ESSEIICE of intentionalıty of the te  X avıng mi1issed
God himself. We only know (+0d through that, the commentarıes wıth
the biblical Lexts, Old Testament unhelp philological comment, endless
theology mMUust stick LO what the EeXTSsS SaYy redactional explanatıions, edious COIN-

(p 65) Furthermore mMust recogniıse parısons wıth er materlals Because the
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prım Subject ofthe LexTt, has een ruled out the insıghts ofJewiıish narratıve eriıtics like
1ın principle, scholars eft LO deal wiıith Sternberg, who Are alert LO the ambigu-
ese much less ınteresting questions ıt1es and playfulness of the biblical LEexT
(p 104) (p 111) He observes that at INanıy poıints
Very often historical erıtic1sm has een ewWws and Christians aBree about the

meanıng of the Lext indeed though theyinformed Dy rationalıstiec disbelief 1ın
miracles and antıpathy LO church tradı- disagree about the ldentity of Jesus, they
tiıon and authority (p 103) He 1s scathıng ATre both still looking for the mess]ah tO
about the developmentalism inherent 1ın COMEe, either for the first second time

(p 109) It 1s5 Christian supersess1on1smWellhausen’s 1eW of Israelite history, that 15 MOsStT LO blame for the neglect bywhich he holds could only ave arılsen ın
era of SINUS self-congratulation (p 15) Christians of Jewıish interpretatıon.

In partıcular Wellhausen’s characterisa- Supersessionism holds that the church
has replaced the EeWs the people of (G(Ü0d,tıon of post-exilic Juda1ı1sm ‘decadent, an therefore the Old Testament shoulddegenerate, an legalistiec’ fostered the

antı-semıtism that ultımately led LO be interprete ın Christian WaY But
the holocaust (pp 94, 104, 653) Brueggemann cıtes ıth approval ‚John

But to bounce back from sceptic hıs- aul ira cComMent that 0d’s Covenan
ıth Israel een revoked bytorical erıtic1ısm iınto Christian readıng of (30d)’ (p 112)the Old 'Testament (a Ia Childs) would

accordıng LO Brueggemann be Just ser1- By Confiras ıth historical cr1t1c1sm,
OUS miıstake. He eritieises Childs church an Jewıish interpretatıon,

Brueggemann discusses publiıc possı1bili-'massıvely reduectionist’ (p 92) Systematic t1ies much INOTIe briefly. He holds that thetheology cannot CODEC wıth the different
volces 1n the Lext but seeks LO harmonise study of Old Testament theology should
them (83 not Just be the COMNCETNN ofthe church the

Jews, but ı should ıimpact the whole
CAaNnnO Olerate the unsettled polyphonic world
character of the text T’hus, for example, 1T
theology, In ıts metaphysical propensıty, It the r1se anı fall of empiıres an

the 1ving Yy1ng of uman DersonNns anıLO affırmatıion of OMN1DO-
communıitıes The Old Testament insıstsence, ıinterpreter must disregard EXTIS

LO the ontrary Iıt 15 claımed that God 15 that ere 15 moral shape tO the public DTrO-
morally perfect, the rather devlous WAaYsS of CEess that curbs the Ta exercise of W
the God of the Old estamen must either (p 1I19)
be disregarded explained AWAY (D 106) So from tiıme LO time 1ın hıs Theology
In fact the Old Testament oes not Brueggemann contrasts the affırmations

of the Old Testament ıth modern attı-aSree ıth Chrıstian doectrine wıtness
LO Jesus Christ. tudes He poınts LO the hope the Old

Testament offers Ver agaınst the despair'The truth of the matter, an Yy areful that ISssues from enliıghtenment thinking,readıng wıthout tendentiousness,
15 that Old Testament theologıical artıcula- ıts emphasis communıty agaınst mod-
tıon Oes not conform LO established church ern autonomous individualism, an ıts

Mosaıc revolutjion of distributive Justiceaı either 1n ıts ffici1al declaratıon 1ın opposed LO the domiıinant milıtary COIN-ıts INOTe popular propensıiıtles It 15 clear Sumerısm of the West (pp J6J1, 489,readıng that the Old estamen 15 not
wıtness to ‚Jesus Christ, 1ın prımary (395—41)

Havıng clarıfied hıs OW. theologicaldirect9 9unless ONM sStance DYy comparıng ıt ıth others1s prepared to sacrıflice INOTeEe Lext than Brueggemann SLATTS his aCcCccount of15 credadıble (p 107) Old Testament theology. He holds that
OWeEever Brueggemann Lreats Jewish God 1ın himself o0€es not fıt aIlYy PIECONN-

approaches INOTre kindly He commends celved categorı1es, MUuUSst focus the
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speech about (G0d 1ın the Old 'Testament adjectives for omnıscıent omn1ıpres-
We mMUust bracket Out quest1ions of histo- ent Brueggemann that ıt. 1s
rıcıty and ontology: ıt. 15 hat the Lext unınterested ın such i1deas, unlike

Varlous law cCourt SCENES 1ın the Old 'Testa-
Says that matters Takıng his CuUe from systematıc theologlans (p 225

Chapter deals ıth u  9 which
ment Brueggemann suggests that the agalın reflect od’s cConstancy. There Are
best WaY LO deseribe this theological dis- firstly metaphors of od’s SOVeETrNANCE,
COUTSEe 15 test1mony. When testımonYy 15 (}+0d Judge, kıng, WarrIl1or, father,
presented 1ın COUTFT, the jJudge and Jury secondly metaphors of sustenance,
cannot behind the testımonYy tOo the artıst/potter, healer, gardener, mother,
‘real events’, rather they ave to decide shepherd. He admıts that ‘the great PTre-
whether they accept the testımonYy ponderance of noun-metaphors for
Frul not. So when the scrıptural test1- Yahweh patrıarchal’ (p 264), but he 1s5
MONY 15 accepted it becomes revelatıion:
‘when utterance ıIn the Bible 15 taken

not SUTre whether this represents deliber-
ate polemic agaınst Canaanıte fertilıty

truthful, human test1monYy 15 taken relıg1on 15 Just part of ancıent patterns
revelatıon that discloses the tru!l realıty of speech. He thınks modern wrıters
of God’ (p 124) should make reparations for thıs patrıar-

Followiıng Barr Brueggemann holds ch language, but he 0oes not SaYy how
that thıs test1ımonYy 1s embedded not 1n (pp DE
individual words but 1ın sentences. “"T'he Chapter { ‘Yahweh Fully Uttered/’,
sentence 15 the unıt of testiımony that MOST discusses how dıfferent Old Testament
rell1ably 155 taken revelatıon’ (p 1283) Hıs wrıters make uUusSe of these ideas. Accord-
Theology therefore proceeds by classıfyıng ıng LO Brueggemann Old Testament

SOrts of statements about God, ıth theology 15 concerned wıth thematisation
VersSses paragraphs of Scripture cited ın not systematısatıon. In fact at the COTre of
full Hıs first maJor sect1on, chapters 3_’ 15 Israel’s testımonYy about Yahweh 15 fun-
entitled ‘Israel’s Core Testimony’ and damental contradıiection, expressed MOstT
deals wıth the fundamental posıtıve asser- cr1sply 1ın Exodus 34 :6—7 where G0d 1S
tions about God an hıs character wıthın portrayed sovere1gn, forgiving In1qu1ıty
the Old Testament. but by clearıng the gu1llty

Chapter 4, “"Testimony 1n Verbal Sen- od’s forgıveness and jJudgment ATe
tences’, examınes Varlous thıngs God 18 incompatible (p 270), nevertheless the
saıld to do 1n the Old Testament He CrIe- ideas 1ın the Old Testament CSPDEC-
ates, promises, delivers, commands, and clally ın the storles of the wılderness
leads 'The content ere 15 quıte famılıar, wanderıings. Also ın much of the Old 'Tes-
but ıts presentatıon est1mony 1n law Lament the CoOovenan 1S fundamental.
court o1ves ıt interesting spın. Among Though SOINEe scholars deny ıts antıquity,
Brueggemann’s INOTE provocatıve ASSeTr- Old Testament theolog1ans need
tions 1ın thıs chapter that the Old not WOTITY about thıs, but Sımply acknow'/|-
Testament oes not assert ecreatıon edge ıt 1S pervasıve and definitional for
nıhılo, the f  9 and that it 1s5 male Yahweh)’ (p 297)
chauvıniıst LO hold that Israel’s faıth In art Z chapters 5ö—12, 1s entitled
prımarıly about redemption not ereatiıon ‘Israel’s Countertestimony’. Here Brueg-
(pp 158-—-60) Homosexual practice 1s SCMAaNN develops hıs law COUTrT analogy by
banned 1ın the Old Testament because ıt Comparıng parts of the Old Testament LO
Causes mpurıiıty, not for Teasomns of ]JUS- cross-examiıinatiıion. Objections LO the
tice,“ the biblical VIEWS need not bind claıms about Yahweh made 1ın the central
the modern church (pp EeXTS here ralsed. In the psalms of

Chapter adjectives applıed LO God lament questions liıke ‘How long, Ord’
indicate fundamental abıdıng charaecteris- 'Why often asked 'The exile PrO-
t1Ccs, such hıs STAaCEe, 9 steadfast duced ıts OW. CIrOD of problems. Has God
love otıng that the Old Testament has abandoned hiıs people? Is he sovere1gn?
172 EuroJTh 8:2
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(pPp 319-23) Chapter discusses the COIN- (30d needs man’s Prayers, an that the Old
cept of od’s hiddenness an! providence 'Testament pıcture of INa  . 1ın communıty

they Are expressed ın the wısdom books 15 better than modern day indiıvidualısm
and biblical narratıve. (pp 451 va

Chapter ‘Ambiguity and the Charac- Chapter reVvVIlEeWs Varıous EXTS that
ter of Yahweh)‘ looks al those passages deal wıth Yahweh’s relationship ıth the
where (GG0d devious ready LO natıons, from the destruection of the
dece1ve. ‚Jeremiah ACCUSES the ORD of Canaanıtes LO the oracles agalınst the
deceiving hım he changes hıs mınd natıons, from the negatıve pıcture of
ın eNnesis (ef. and 8:21) and about Babylon 1n Isajah LO the INOTe positıve
supporting Sau|l 1ın Samuel, while 1ın outlook 1ın Danıel It nds ıth plea that
Samuel Al the ORD 15 sald to. incıte prophetic perspectıves the natıons
Davıd LO number the people, aCT later should influence modern thinking about
condemned siınful. international alrs (pp 497, J02, 912-3,

Chapter b ‘Yahweh an Negatıivıty'
discusses ideas that SEEIN Vell 1801(0)85% CONM- ‘Creation Yahweh’s Partner’ (chap-
Lrary LO the posıtıve image of Yahweh ter 147} deser1ibes the threat LO ecreatiıon
g]ven ın Israel’s COTe test1mony. These from chaos and death, an the counterbal-
include the covenant CUIFSECS, the COM- ancıng hope that (Go0od 15 1ın control. In the
mands LO annıhilate the Canaanıtes, the last chapter of the section Yahweh’s
suffering infliceted Job, and the hope- partners Brueggemann draws parallels
less pessim1ısm of Eccles1i1astes. In Chapter between the Varlous relationships, which

Brueggemann insısts that ıt 185 essent1]al all begıin well, suffer dısruption and then
LO maıntaın the positıve and negatıve AT restored. Once agaın he denıles that 1t.
V1IEeWS within the Biıble “"T‘hiıs tensıon 1S accurate LO desecribe the disruption LO
between the LWO belongs LO the Ve. char- the divine-human partnership fall
acter and substance of Old Testament (p 953) He CONLFrAaSTSs the hope of restora-
faıth” (p 400) It 15 akın tOo the ontrast tıon that the Old Testament offers ıth
between o0d Friday and Easter 1n the the despalır that Must result from
New Testament Enlightenment 1eW of human autonomYy

Section 3, Chapters 13-18, entitled (p 561)
‘Israel’s Unsolicited Testimony’ deals wiıth art 4, chapters 19-29, ‘Israel’s
Old Testament teachıng not directly about Embodied Testimony’, deals in Varı-
Yahweh but closely related 1SSUeS, 1ın Dar'- eLy of institutions that mediated od’s

1n Old estament tımes.ticular od’s partnersh1ıp wıth Israel
(ch 14), ıth mankınd (ch 15); ıth the rueggemann picks Out the Torah
natıons (ch 16) and wiıth ereation (ch 1{9 (ch 20), kingsh1p (ch Zprophecy (chap-
In chapter Brueggemann revIleWs ter Z2) the cult (ch 23) and wısdom

(ch 24) mediators ofod’s InIsrael’s experl1ence under the Covenant
from ıts cheerful beginning LO the exile and far he focuses 1n thıs part the hıis-
restoration. He argues that the Covenant 1S5 torical institutions and theır development
both conditional and unconditional and rather theıir wıtness LO Yahweh, thıs
that Sanders character1ızatıon of 1rst- part ofhıs Theology feels INOTe lıke part of
CENTUFrYy Judai1sm ‘covenantal nom1ısm)’ history of Israelite relıg10n de Vaux’s
fits the Old 'Testament ell (p 419) Ancıent Israel than Old Testament

Under the rubric of "The Human Per- theology. There Ar’e few surprıses 1ın thıs
So Yahweh’s Partner‘’ Chapter section, but 1ın discussing the cult he agaın
Brueggemann discusses tradıtional topıcs SE1ZEeSs the opportunıty to berate Protest-
such the ımage of God ın else- ant scholarshıp, especlally Wellhausen,
where ın hıs Theology rueggemann for faılıng LO apprecılate ıts alue (pPp
relies heavıly the Psalms and the —
prophets LO CoNnNnstruct hıs VIeWS. He 'T he fifth and fiınal section of the book
that 15 both answerable tOo God, yet (chaptersZ ‘Prospects for Theologı1-
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cal Interpretatıion’, match the introduc- the lıght of the New Childs’ approach 15
LOFY LWO chapters of the book 1ın being ‘inherently reductionist, because 1ıt.
essentlally programmatıc, developing reduces the polyphonic, elusive test1ımonYy
10165 agaın Brueggemann s approach to of the Old Testament LO ON single,
Old esLamen theology. He reiterates exclusivist construal thereby violatıng
INa Yy of the poınts already made else- the quality of generatıve that
where 1n the book He insısts that ın marks the Old 'Testament CX (p 132)
future Old estamen theology must be Third mMust recognıse the valiıdıty of
pluralist: ıt MUuUStTt break wıth the MONODO- Jewiısh ıinterpretatıon of the Old esta-
histie interpretations of the church the ment. “Jewish ımagınatıve construals of
hand and academıic scholarshıp (erıtical the Old 'Testament text are, 1ın Christian
posit1v1ism) the other Hıtherto inter- purvlıew, legitimate theological actıvıty
pretatıon has een 1ın the hands of rich (p (835) Fourth, should ote that the

Mosaic revolution 15 central LO the Oldwhıite Westerners: NO must recogniıse
diverse vo1lces wıthın the Old estamen Testament and the startıng poın of ıts
(e.g. prilestly and Deuteronomic) and dıf- theology. Therefore ıts for dis-
ferent interpretations of it (pp 7107710 triıbutive Justice should be Urs Our
But though there INaYy be varıatı]ıons world 15 dominated by consumer1sm,
wıthın the Old Testament and between ıts which despite its Name really puts
interpreters, they do present dıfferent into the hands of wealthy elites, whether
construal of reality from the domiıinant rich natıons, rich companıes, rich indi-
metanarratıve of Ou aDC termed by viduals. ‘Israel’s test1mony, ıth ıts
ueggemann ‘milıtary CONsSsumMer1ısm.’. uncompromisiıng and irreducıble commıt-
‘Israel’s testımonYy ylelds world deeply ment tO Justice, stands the prımary
opposed LO milıtary COoNsSsumMerısm it 1S5 LO alternative to the deathly 1deology of
CVCLIY other alternatıve metanarratıve technological, milıtary consumer1ısm)’
that lacks the markings of the central (p 7T4AL)
Charaeter‘’ (p (20) Hıs final chapter, ‘'Moving toward Irue

Chapter 15 plea LO recogniıse the Speech‘’ argues that Old Testament theol-
authority of the Old estament, and LO must be interpreted and mediated Dy
avo1ld the distractions of historical er1ıt1- communıty commıiıtted to ıts values 1ın its
C1sm. He COomMMEeNTs wryly °‘Utilization of OWIl lıfe Such church wouldbe character-
historical research instance of theo- ised by 1ve commıtments: tOo lıve by the
Jogical scepticısm to evıdent 1ın ecCcoNOMI1CS of the Torah; LO exerclise
the current rage LO date everything 1ın the benevolently lıke kıngs should
Old Testament late hus “lt 15 late, ave (Ps 7(2): toO welcome prophets Ven
therefore ıf dıd nNnot really happen, there- when they uncom({ortable; LO bring
fore it could hardly be authoritativeS all lıfe into od’s through WOT-
(p {(2 sh1p; and LO use the Wısdom books LO

Chapter 26 ‘“Some Pervasıve Issues’, transform dally lıfe (p 745) When Joshua
remıinds of SOINeEe of the continumng bade farewell TLO Israel, he invıted them LO
problems facıng wrıters of Old Testament put aW aV the gods theıir athers had served
theology. Historical erıtic1sm MuUusSt be and LO decıde whether to SEIVC the ORD
congruent ıth the Lext and wıth the not, T’hat, according tOo Brueggemann, 15
intellectual envıronment. In other words the challenge that Old Testament theology
1t must cConcentrate historical 1SSuUeS, puts LO the church today
such the datıng of exts, wıthout
ımporting the rationalıistiec scepticısm Reflections
that has tended tO characterise eriticism
SINCEe the Enlıghtenment. Second, Old Brueggemann’s T’heology 1s
Testament theology mMust avo1ld being LOO enormously stimulating work. Hıs
Christian. It 15 N to insıst that the engagement wıth the text and wıth
only WaY tO read the Old Testament 1S 1ın modern lıfe 15 deep and sıncere, and hıs
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passıonate desire LO communıicate, indeed quotes from the Bible smacked of
LO sell, the Old Testament LO the great old-fashioned proof-texting. It would be

have een better LO ave set these S@1I1-Amerıcan public Ver repeatedly 1n
thıs work. Inside an outside the church tences wıthın the ontext of the books
today the Old Testament tends LO be wriıt- from which they COIMMeE and hat they COIN-

ten off out-of-date and irrelevant, an rıbute LO the MeESSAHC ofach book rather
Brueggemann shows that such attıtudes than cıte Verses from varlıety of books,
AIe quıte misgulded. Hence it 111 be read Just because, for example, they all deseribe
ıth profit not Just by academıcs but by (}0d judge.
pastors and others engaged 1n Christian 'hıs poıint could be developed another
minıstry Hıs insıstence that interpreta- WaY Brueggemann DaYys lıp-serviıice LO the
tıon should be carrıed Out 1n communıty alue of rhetorical er1t1c1sm, admıittedly
Dy those commıitted LO lıving DYy the Old the surface rhetorical erıt1ic1sm of
Testament 1S challenging an powerful Muilenburg an Trible, but 1n fact he
reminder that theology involves the whole makes lıttle UuSsSe of ıt, 'The deep rhetorical
being nNnot Just the head the aul erıtic1ısm of Perelman an! practised by

But hat do make ofBrueggemann’s wrıters such Sternberg, Duke, Amıt
theology, and o0es hıs performance fulfil and Renz 15 nNnOot discussed DYy Bruegge-
the ideals he Sets Out al the beginnıng? The INa hıs eritic1sm SsSees ach work of
fullness ıth which ave sef, Out hıs ideas literature Messasge from author LO
indicates profound sSympathy ıth hıs reader and a1l1ms LO explicate the argu-
work. In particular alue his engagement ment of the work an how the author
ıth the Old 'Testament hıs respect for seeks LO persuade hıs reader LO accept and

aCT hıs mMessapsce. So far this approachits authoriıty. appreclate hıs insıstence
that mMust focus hat the Lext Say>S has een applied only LO iımıted number
an NOLt LrYy to behind it. LO hat really of biblical books But 1f Brueggemann 15
happened hat (Go0d 1S5 really lıke We Are Ser10uUs about focusıng hat the Lexts
bound LO SEE these facts through the lens of themselves AT tryıng LO SaY, the
Scripture. Hıs desire LO let the different entences which he quotes need LO be
vVvolces wiıthın the Old estamen speak 15 understood wıithın the framework of ach
surely right LOO hıs metaphors of Core biblical book
Testimony an! Countertestimony AIeve Communicatıion takes place 1ın histori1-
attractiıve. Hıs appeal to rhetorical er1ıt1- cal contexts, that reconstruction of the
c1sm and the ex1ilic setting of much of the communicatıve sıtuatıiıon 15 Nv useful tO
Old Testament 15 also valuable. the rhetorical erıtic. Reacting agaınst the

But Man y 3T these of historical er1ıtic1sm Bruegge-
1INann oes not DaYy much attentıon LO theBrueggemann could have FoNEC further,
historical contexts 1ın which the biblicaltOo put ıt another WaY, he could have een

INOTre consıstent. He rightly firms that LEexT wriıtten, though thıs helpfully
must understan: hat the text 15 SaYy- focus the intention of the text, For EXal-

ple, IMallıy of the biblical books tOIng, opposed LO investigatıng hat it 1S
have een edited reached their finalreiferring LO, whether historical event

(God And when investigate ıts meanıng form duriıng SOOIN after the exile, and
mMust focus the sentence, NOt thıs illumınates the WaYy ın which they

individual words the socalled biblical mMust ave een understood al the time.
The account of Nathan’s oracle whentheology mMovement did But though ıt. 1S5

better LO focus sentences than retold DYy Chronicles to underline
words, it. would be vVen better LO focus the fact that the promıiıse to avıd 15 ‘for
the discourses 1ın which the sentences Arle ever’, which 1n the absence of Davıdiec
set, KEven sentence Out of ontext be kıng 1n ‚Jerusalem when Chronicles W as

pretext, and for all Brueggemann’s PIO- wrıtten surely invıtes mess]ianıc readıng.
testatıons that he wants LO INOVE AWAY In simı1lar WaY the book of Psalms W as

from systematısatıon, sometiıimes felt hıs presumably put together anthology
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ın post-exilic tımes, yet ıt. has een noted lıfe-styles drive Cars less and preacher
that the pre-exilic royal psalms AT put 1ın author 111 upse lot of people. fear
promınent places wıthın this collection conscilously subconsciously Bruegge-
agaın suggesting hopes for Ne  S kıng INannı mMay have drawn attentiıon tOo those
WerTe not dead* But Brueggemann 0oes features of Old estamen theology that
not discuss thıs maybe because ıt tells play eas]1est LO liberal mıddle-class Amer ı-
agaıns hiıs dislike of closed readıngs Cans, anı! denied left Out aspects that
Christian readıngs 1n partıcular. they would find objectionable.

Allied to hıs neglect of the historical 'To conclude, find Brueggemann’s
setting of the EXTS 15 Brueggemann’s SUT- a1lms 1ın writing his Theology splendid an
prisıng inattention O the historical books iıts performance exhiılaratıng, but al the

SOUT’CeEe of Old Testament theology. en left hlittle disappointed. SUP-
Von ad’s 1Irs volume entitled "The DPOSEC ideal Old Testament theology
Theology of Israel’s Historical Tradıi- would be between VO  - Rad and

buttıons:; Brueggemann hardly Brueggemann. believe ıth Bruegge-
mentıjons the books of judges LO Kings 11a that Old Testament theology
theological works and o1ves surprisingly should focus the final form of the LEeXT,
short shrıft to the SLOTY lıne of the Penta- nNnOot ıts putatıve SOUTFCES, but ıth VO  ®
teuch (In his Theology rueggemann Rad that should listen to hat these
quotes mMoOost en from the Psalms and EeXLTS SaYy wholes, Nnot LO indıyıdual S@ENN-
the prophets.) hıs 15 partıicularly od. 1n tences wıthın them Finally, thınk that

scholar qalıve tOo the post-modern takıng INOTeEe aCcCcount of the exılıec
turn, which has made of post-exıilıc setting of the biblical books

edited ın that era would makemetanarratıves, the grand storles into
which fıt all of OUr thinking. 'The chrıistological reading of them INNOTeEe plau-
modern metanarratıve 15 the theory of sıble than rueggemann 1S5 ready to
evolution ıth ıts Vvls1ıon of long sSlow grant
ascent of lıfe culminating 1n the achleve-

oOiLesments of human technological culture.
But the tradıtional metanarratıve of
estern Christendom 18 the biblical SLOrYy er Brueggemann, Theology of the Old

Testament: Testimon,y, Dıspute, Advocacyfrom ecreatıon LO the second COM1Ng, yet (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, ISBNfor a hıs profession of post-modernist 08006-3087-4 X X 1 MEprincıple Brueggemann lgnores ıt od: assertion SINCEe the ban homosex-Finally despite hıs appeal LO the author-
1ty of the Old Testament and his claım

ual practıice OCCUTS wıthıin sect]1o0ns of®
law moral exhortatıion C Levıticus

that it. alone offers hope to despairıng 20 13; Deuteronomy 23
soclety, Brueggemann 15 quıte ecleectic 1n Sternberg, T’he Poetıics of BıOlıcal Nar-
hıs commendatıion of ıts ethics. Like IManıy ratıve (Bloomington: Indıana UP, 1984
preachers he realıses it 1s5 eas]ıer LO COM- Duke, T’he Persuasıve Appeal of the

Chronıcler (Sheffield Sheffield Academıicmend those poınts that do nNnOot touch the
Press, Amaıt, The OOR of Judges:hearer LOO directly. 'To advocate moralıty

1ın foreign polıcy redistribution of T’he Art of Edıting. Hebrew) erusalem
wealth sounds g00d, but VOUFLIr average 1  1 Renz, T’he Rhetorical

Function of the 00R of Ezekiel Leidenreader 1S not lıkely LO be disturbed by it Briull, forthcomiıing).But touch personal moralıty, which the cCann, T’heologıca Introduction
Bıble speaks often about, greenN 1SSuUes LO the 0OR of the Psalms
and perhaps suggest might alter OUuUr ingdon Press,
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