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Chriıstı
Le Deuteronome, Toranh DOUT l’Eglise de AJesus-
Chrıst
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relatant comment le peuple DrogreSsse,T'he followıng 1sS based lectures o1ven qat
Beeson Divaınıty School, Birmingham, deputs le DUYS de l’esclavage, V1a Horeb el
Alabama, ıIn Aprıl 1999 Moab, JuSqu ä I’installatıon dans le DAOYyS

promıs DOUF vIUre le culte «devant le
Seigneur>», lıeu qu ıl choıisıra DOUF

RESUME faıre resıder SO  s NO Cependant, les
manquements du pneuple posent

Le Deuteronome, loın d’etre seulement Ia probleme es le debut Pourtant,
[01 de ”"Israel ancıen, peut affecter la ULe meme probleme Lrouve surmonte
des generatıons LOUJOUFS nouvelles. (ecı vertiu de Ia>quLı est finalement

semblable celle de Ia nouvelle allıancedecoule de sSfiructure fondamentale qul 30.1-10)transforme le dıscours de Moise parole
eerıte el qul presente le PASSage de Horeb Bıen QUE le Deuteronome affırme Ia
- Moab le symbole de Ia necessıte de Ia gräace dıvıine, ı1 fonctıonne,
reıteratıon de Ia parole de generatıon d’un pDOoLN de UU rhetorıque,
generatıon. L/’enseignement MOSALQUE el iınstructıion el exhortatıon. Le code de [oL

el l’exhortatıon demeurent CentirauxX. Enle langage de Ia pnersuasıon utılıse dans
fant QUE «Torah», le Deuteronome DOUFle Deuteronome trouvent leur fonctıon

ans Ces transılıons. but de former et d’eEdıfier Un

Le Mmessage du hıvre est AvUan FfOouL crommunNAaute vıvanlk dans Ia fOL el la
celu. une Il est artıcule droıuture el offrant DAr Ia monde
AUtfOuUr de Ia faıte Abraham el temoıgnage concernanit Ia nature du

Koyaume de Iıeu.ı1 pnpeult etre COMDTLS recıt

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG Wıirkung Ln dıesen Generationswechseln.
Die Botschaft des Buches besteht DOr

Das Deuteronomıum, weıt davon allem Iın eıner Verheipnung. Diese wırd
unter Rückbezug aufdıe Abrahamentfernt, lediglich ‘“(Gesetz‘ für das alte

Israel seın, ıst durchadus Aazu Ln der ergangene Verheibung entwortfen, wober
Lage, das Leben ımmer das uch als eiıne Erzählung betrachtet
(jenerationen beeinflussen. Diıies wırd werden kann, welche dıe fortschreitende
durch dıe grundlegende Struktur des Entwicklung des Volkes schildert: UVO

Buches ermöglıicht, ın der dıe Reden des Auszug 0ADAS dem nd. der Versklavung
ber den Horeb un Moab ZrMose ZEE schriftlichen Wort werden,
Inbesitznahme des Landes un eiınemund ın welcher der Abschnuiutt DO Horeb

hıs ach Moab dıe jeweılıige Bestätigung Leben der Anbetung 6n  Uor dem Herrn’
der G(ültigkeit Adieses Wortes UOnN dem Ort, den für seınen Namen
(GJeneratıon (jeneratıon erwählen wird. och das Versagen des
veranschaulicht. Sowohl dıe Lehre des Volkes stellt UoOnN Anfang eıne
Mose als uch dıe deuteronomiısche Schwierigkeit dar 4—-7), dıie ber DONn der
Sprache der Persuasıon entfalten ıhre Verheinhung, dıe letztlich dem und
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dıe zentralen Elemente. Als "T’hora’ hatvergleichbar LSt, überwunden wırd (30,
1—-10) das Deuteronomıum dıie Rolle, eıiıne

Obwohl das uch die grundlegende Gemeinschaft des Glaubens und der
Notwendıigkeit der (G(inade (1ottes betont, Gerechtigkeit formen und
fungıert doch (L rhetorıiıscher Sıcht aufzubauen, dıe der Welt Zeugnis
als Anweısung und Ermahnung. Der ablegen soll DVO  s der Beschaffenheit des
(Gesetzeskodex und dıe Ermahnung sınd Könıgreıichs (10ttes.

The Word ‘Dwelling Richly’ OW The Torah 15 for the Church of
Christ, that ıt might be perfect, an

'T ’he tıtle chosen INaY surprıse SOIMNE of (through Christ, ın the of the
Spirıt) manıfest the character of God LOPauline Christians, for whom the term
the world“"Torah‘ INaYy be LOO “Jewısh’. Yet “"Torah)’ 1S

bıblical term, though 1t. has got bıt ost
In OUr uncertaınty about hat LO do ıth T’he Torah and the Story-Frame
the Old Testament It 15 quıte close LO The oncept of Torah 1s dıstrıbuted

wıdely In Deuteronomy, inıtıally al }  9“‘word/, wıth a]] ıts posıtıve connotatı]ıijons of
prophetic warnıng, exhortatıon. instruc- then throughout ch the greatest ‘word’
t10N, osrowth But there 1s In chapter ıIn the OT), an importantly ın
“"Torah‘’ that thınk should nOot lose. It chs Z 28 29, 31 These chapters fall al
CXPDLIESSCH CONCEeTN that od’s people around beginnings and endings ıIn the
should ave hıs m1nd, and that. thıs should book, where Deuteronomy tells hat ıt
affect and shape al of theır lıves. hat 1S fundamentally 15 The theme of Torah
hat hes behind OUTr choıice of topıc falls iınto storylıne that IMaYy be

And for 'TOoräan', Deuteronomy 15 the expressed ollows. T'he Torah 15 g1ven
prımary LEeXT, the book of the law ÖT (:0d at Horebh chs 4: 5 medıated by Moses 218
Dar excellence. Repeatıng the 'Ten Com- Moab (10ö: 29:1[28:69]1), wrıtten stones
mandments (5:6-21); ıt. ollows them ıth Mt Ebal., close LO Shechem (Z7:3, S), at
S1X chapters of exhortatıon LO obedience the heart of Covenan (27:9B5);
LO od’s covenant, then law code chs then wrıtten ın book (28:58), LO be reRu-
b that develops the requırements Jarly read ıIn gathering LO worshi1p 31:9-
there ome recent study has SERET the 13): an thus LO all generatıons (29 14415
book structured almost entirely .  not only ıth YOu who stand ere ıth
around the Decalogue, the laws In 12126 today before the ORD OUT God, but Iso

ıth those wh AIe noL ere ıthsequenced accordıng LO the Order of those
prımary commandments.‘ 'The PUrDOSC 1sS today  9 cf. other °chıldren’ exts, 4:4U;
LO create cCovenant communıty, INn har- 6:7—-9)
INONYV ıth God, and ıts members ıth There ATe LWO ımportant PFrOCEeSSES,
each other orah 1sS the word of (10d that developments, ın that brief account
1mMs LO make hıs people perfect. ırst, there 1S development from Moses’
ora therefore (to antıcıpate), 1S speech—un1que, NCeEe foral wrıltten

word of DFTaACE— asS W as the creatıve word word. second, there 1S development
iıtself. It 1s o1ven LO people brought from from Moses’ generatıon LO a]] SCHNECTIa-
slavery, and led through the wilderness, t1ıons. T’he key 1sS the transıtiıon from

they stand the brink of entering Horeb LO Moab hıs transıtıon 1s5 qgf. the
theır land, T1le sphere of freedom ıIn the heart of both those developments (1.e the
SErVvICEe of Yahweh. it 1S word ofblessing, generatıional an the communıicatıve).
and lıfe, word that creates the U- It 185 of the greatest s1ıgnıficance for the
nıty ofal So thıs 1Ss not. ‘the letter that bıblical ıdea of Word Through 0oab’,
kılls’ (that 1s mı1sunderstanding of generatıons after Moses, OWN LO modern
Torah). We Are concerned instead ıth readers of Deuteronomy, ATe ın touch
the word of the LORD lıving, and makıng ıth the Horeb event, when God
alıve, ıIn the communıty he has made hıs addressed human beings ear Dy
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of the spoken word. od’s speech, admınıstration first put In place by hım-
from particular tiımes and places, gelf (1:9-18), an Iso provıded for ın the
st1l] into the Iıves an meeting-places of communıty after it CAaIne EO the land
worshippers today 'T’he word of (0d 1S5 ın (46:18-172:20) 'The PUrpOsec of these a_

rangements 15 that there should alwaysprincıple unlimited:; ıt Ca.  b forth and
keep go1ng forth from that time/thıs time be bDy which the word 15 present
and for an effectıve ıIn the believing u_

hıs StErucLUre of Deuteronomy estah- nıty hıs amounts LO mandate, there-
lıshes the priıor1ty of the divine word, ın fore, for "minıstry of the word/, that

1S, receptıve, understandıng, re-CXPrFCSS-principle, for al tiımes an places. Its COINN-

ing al Horeb implies ‘g1venness’ about Ing the covenantal call LO faıthfulness for
the word T’he po1n has reference LO the 110 ‘today'!
modern hermeneutical debate, which
tends relatıvıze the ‘word’ ın favour of The Language ofPersuasıon
‘sıtuation.. do nNnOot intend LO enter that ere 1S5 close connect1ion between the
debate here, but only tO maıntaın the theology an the rhetoric style of the
once-for-all character of od’s 'speech‘ LO book Deuteronomy’s repetıt10us style 1sS
Israel: (30d spoke into tıme an place, well-known, especlally Iın the realm of

that he might speak LO all ıIn eır tıiımes exhortatıon LO obedience. It has riıch
and places. And hıs speech CaInle NCe vocabulary ın thıs Aarca, ıts ‘laws, statutes,
In contentıon ıth other claıms uPDOI the ordiıinances’ (e.g 4° 1, D: appearıng
hearts and mınds of Israel the other ubiquitously in ıts exhortatıon (or
gods of Canaan), ıt o0es still, ın COIN- paranesıs, LO uUuse word almost exclu-
entiıon ıth a]] such claıms the alle- sıvely applied LO thıs book) Its repetitions
ox1ance of human beings. reach Iso iınto other d  9 and Al 1rs

T’he cComıng of od’s Torah LO al by rough guılde LO the things of greatest
of ıts COomıng ONCeEe LO Israel INaYy ımportance 1n iıts theology (ef. ‘the

be explained urther by reference LO the and the ORD VOUFLr (+0d 15 91VINS yOu LO
followıng four elements In the teachıng of pOoSSeESS’; °the place the LORD VOUr (30d
Deuteronomy. 111 choose LO put hıs Name there’; purge

the evıl from VOUL miıdst’; an SEeE the long
T’he Horeb even. made alıve ın the word 1ıst In Driver“).

The fabrıc of the book consısts ıIn speeches hıs ‘wordiness’ has made Deuteron-
OIX the butt of SNCEI'S, but ıt. 1sS theof Moses. hıs omnıpresent aCT of speak-

ıng 1s speciıified ‘teachıing’ (4:1 Imd|]) ESSCIICE of 6, an 1t. 1s5 profound. Deuter-
thıs 1S5 conceived In Lurn forgıng N knows the of speech ıtself

connect]ıon between Horeb and the ‘pres- (as has INany demagogue, for go0d
ent Moses 1S by incıdental In ID Brueggemann SaVyYs of the of

deuteronomıiıc speech for example 6:6—9,the SLOTY unfolded 1ın Deuteronomy, but
cruclally accepts the key role of medıator cf. Pa (8), that it °recruımnts DersoNs ınto
between (10d and Israel, role that 1sS5 thıs communıty and into ıts faıth by
cessitated because the people cannot ear pedagogy of saturation)’.® hıs pomınts LO
the immediıate of (30d 5:23227) LWO distinet audıences, both insıde an

outsıde the communıty. ere 185 m1Ss-hıs mediıatıon, however, 1sS not 11C6-
tor-all aCct, confined LO that historical S1IONATY clant 1ın that recruıtıng persons’
mMoment Rather, ıt establıshes pattern that knows that the Janguage of faıth has
which Deuteronomy ceeks LO proviıde for ıIn the world, however much ıt.
throughout the antiıcıpated future of MaYy be scorned, an thought LO aVve een

trıed an found wantıng ‘Post-Christian’Israel. One element ın thıs provısıon 15 the
office of prophet, In which (alone N Kurope has st111 LO ear the discourse of
the functions which he assumes) he 15 LO faıth, an the Church’s task 1S LO use ıt
be sSucceededs hat offıce 15 ıf 1t had burst fresh upDON the world
complemented by the system of law- As there 1S M1SS10NATY cslant ın the
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language öf Deuteronomy, there 1sS word (ef. Furthermore, Deuteron-
pedagogical slant The language 1Iso OIn knows radıcal distinetion between
addresses “insıders’. How 15 UF that the ‘'internal’ and ‘external’: lovıng (i0d ‘ftrom
Same word finds Largets insıde the COM-
munıty ell outsıde ıt? Er 1S because

the heart’ teachıing, regularly, fOor-
mally, insıstently. The human heart, even

the saturatıng, penetratıng word knows when ‘born agaln’, needs LO be traıned,the human heart There 15 final ear- encouraged, cajoled—reminded. Preachingng of the language of faıth Deuteronomy 1S often not Nne information: it’s Justknows the moral dimension of hearıng, remıindıng people of hat they NOW
which, indeed, shades Ver into obeyıng.hıs 15 why ıt TrLrays the past aılures of T’he Nearness of (j0d ıUn the Wordthe people and exhorts them repeatedly LO Deuteronomy’s theology of the word 1scareful’ (hterally guard yourself” Y 4:9) closely connected LO ıts doctrine of the
LO keep the commandments. hıs mMOStT divine od’s In histypıcal deuteronomic phrase suggests word, not In 1dols, 1s developed In cheed for self-control In the attempt LO Nnote {) 'The key LO Deuteronomy’s the-remaın faıthful LO Yahweh. Closely ology of has often een found,related 1S5 the command not LO forget’ wrongly 1n vleW, ıIn ıts so-called4:9) Memory, Iso moral|l quality, 1s 'name-theology’. hat 1S, ıt 1sS held thatdominant theme The key 'memory’ Lext the book denies od’s actual al1S eut Here, Israel’s deliverance from the place of worship and substitutes theKeypt an theır establiıshment 1ın the Gl. the °name’ only, kınd ofpromı1sed and Are consıdered
plıshed. But the fulfilment of the promiıse

representatıve hypostasıs (1259: cf. Kgs8:27-30) ° The °name)’ has INOTe LO do ıthbrings, almost ınevıtabily, oreat moral the rights of Yahweh LO possess1ionN andanger, the danger that the people, 110 worshi1p In the and that he has gıvensafe, miıght feel self-sufficient: dıd ıt all LO Israel. The mode of the divinemyself! 61 7)- Indeed Deuteronomy has
thıs knowledge ofhuman moral weakness

1S indeed debated In the Old Testament,
al ıts heart;: the word of the Covenan 1s

ıth emphasıs the Teedom of (G0d
In thıs respect (e.g Sam (:9—1; thegıven LO people that cannot, keep it; 1S poın could be pursued ın the ‘priestly’ Ht-expressed clearly ın 9:4-6, and 1ın the erature to0) But the idea of od’s DreS-Golden alf narratıve generally (9:8— ENCE oıft, In 1viNg which he remaınsEiven S! the word precısely

LO these free, 15 developed ın Deuteronomy In rela-
tiıon LO the word. od’s presence-ın-wordhıs 1S the ontext, of the theme of the 1S aspect of hıs Teedom an spırıtual-eed LO teach the next. generatıon (4:9, ıty, an thus repudıation of idolatry,40) The theme has ıts best known devel-

opment ın 6:7/—9, where the actıvıty of
whiıich ollows ımmedilately the pPassagewhich records the revelatıon that Israelteaching 1S pıIctured pervadıngz al of hears al Horehbslıfe T’he Passage 1S potentıally perplexing1n book that leans heavıly the eed Word ın Communityfor obedience from the heart, which ctu- od’s In hiıs word thatally gaıns ıts strongest expressıion 1ın the he 18 nOot encapsulated In idols, EVen 1ınıimmediately preceding Verses 4-—6 temples, this becomes oround forDoes Deuteronomy favour kınd of dreamy indıyıdualism. 'The ofexternalısm after all, ıth ıts SIENS (Go0od ın hıs word about ıIn the COM-hand an forehead, and ıts mezuzoth

doorposts? In fact the Juxtaposition of munıty of the chosen people, which has
visıble form 4:6) When the word takesthese LWO (6:4-6, (—9) demon- shape 1ın Israel the world Ca  — look 0) andtLrates that ‘word’ an ‘heart’ AdIe not. al SeeEe something about the wısdom of Gododds; knowledge of (G0d In the heart 1sS tOS- The Israel that hears the word 1s 11-ere Dy the teaching and learning of the t1lally constituted for worship °before the
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ORD ql Horeb’, 4:10212) hıs 1S devel- poss1bılıty of reform. It 1S5 Iso r_

oped 1ın the pıctures of Israel al worshı1p ın passed ıIn ıts ıimages of the people of (0d
chs 1 2a9 (e.g 12:48: These DaSs- ıIn ıts Lrue character, practicıng the PreS-

ENCE of (God ın ıts worshı1p and<Show that the idea of word-iın-com-
munıty DOCS verYvy deep. It penetrates the LO the word, unıting faıth and worship,
famıly lıfe ofthe people, and 15 reflected ın ethıcs and m1ss1on.
the festal pattern, which o1ves sStructure
for the perpetual lıfe of the people In the The Word of ıfe
worshıp event °all Israel’ gathers. In ıts
households al Al’C included, soc1a|l barrı- We ave SEEeIl that Deuteronomy provıdes
ers broken down; masters, servants, an basıs for the behef that the word of (10d
the ‘landless’ COIMNE together In oreat lev- spoken ONCE LO Israel could contınue LO
elling, better, great "communitızıng”. have valıdıty 1ın succeeding generatıons.
Israel takes ıts MOST. charaecterıstiec form We LO W look INOTE closely al hat that
thus before God, worshipping, rece1ving MeESSaSC WAas, LO SCeE 1ın hat WaYSs ıf miıght
hıs gıfts, an embodyıng hıs word that speak LO the Church today We consıder
creates harmon10us, lberated people.” first the Messasge OIl of promıse.

The Promıiıse the Fathers FrameTorah for the Church?
O return LO OUTr openıng quest1ion, Ca  ; 'T ’he MEINOFYV of Yahweh’s promiıse LO
the Torah funect.ion ın the Church it dıd Abraham finds expressiıon close LO the
In Israel? T’he ıdea of the transformıng begınnıng an end of the book (15OS
word 1S Iso found 1ın the New Testament, an 15 constant. theme hıs
110 SCEeIl Christologically. ‘1 .t the word promıse,915 made Dy oath 'The
Ör Christ dwell In VOU pl.) richly, teach theology of Deuteronomy 1S5 entirely pred-
an admonısh ONe another ın a]l w1ısdom’ icated thıs oath of (G0od hıs
Col 3 16)‚ (gO being) transformed promıse 1s that recorded In the ıIn (;en
pl.) ın YOUFL mınds’ Rom 12:2) 'The word 12:1—3; 15126 'The Israelıtes, perched
has become the word of Christ It 1S he the brink of Canaan, A children ofbra-
who dwells In the Church., who consti1- ham, about LO OCCUDY the and shown LO
utes ıt hıs people, an wh o1ves the COIN- hım In ages past Deuteronomy, there-
mand: ‘feed sheep 21:15=-17) fore., has panoramıc v1leW, begınnıng In
The gahal the assembly of Israel) has the past and reaching into the future. 'The
become ekklesia— a people hearıng the promıiıse ın enes1ıs 1S embedded ın SLOTY
Word of Christ an STOWINZg ıIn ıt Acts that belongs LO al humanıty, the SLOTY of

an (thus) wıtness1ing LO the world ıts reintroduection LO forfeiıted lıfe an
about the ord wh o1ves lıfe LO hıs CTEe- blessing. 'The chosen people ATre LO en]Oy
atıon. Even the °Shema’ (Deut 6:4) 1S5 agaın the x00d things of creatıon, and al
Christologized: for there 1s ONe the Same tiıme LO be people that 1s Just1-
God, the Father, ifrom whom Al al thıngs fıed, rıghteous, before (G0od T’he word
and for whom exıst, an ON LORD ofDeuteronomy 1S word of [ife; realıza-
‚Jesus Christ, through whom Al a|] thıngs tıon of od’s ereatıon desire LO ess and
an! through whom exıst. (1 Cor 8:6)’ gy1ve fullness. Life 18 the key; ‘land’ 15

Does thıs INeall that Deuteronomy has metaphor for ıt
INESSaSC of ıts OW. nothing residual 'There 1sS indeed, therefore, ıIn

after the New Testament has subsumed euteronomy It Ca be varıously
ıts teaching In the DEeIrsON an work of deser1ibed. It 478 be SEPEEIN three
Christ? At mınımum iıt impresses addresses of Moses, broadly K  9 J—28; 20—
ıth ıts urgent exhortation, ıts exemplifi- S0 followed by closıng mater1al ın chs
catıon of the potency of the spoken word 3134 But thıs 15 rather formal desecr1p-
LO captıvate and transform; ıts declara- t1on, whiıich o0€eSs not. highlight the key
tıon of the human tendency LO unfaıthful- ‘moments’ 1ın the book Another WaY 15 to
NECSS, yet ıts IrmMm hold the necess1ıty an See the book through ıts ell known LTrEeALY
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form. But thıs also 1S somewhat statıc, Are ıIn effect standıng 10165 INOTe alt Horeb,m1ssıng the Lrue v1gour of the narratıve the place ofthe first. great decision of Israel
progress1on. LO be Yahwehi’s peopleThe book 1S better Seen the SLOTYy of
the Torah, In ıts progressıon from Horeb 111 The blessingan the These twın
LO Moah and into indefinite future. possibilities aAare set before’ Israel In thıs
The OTYV INaYy be elaborated follows. Moab Covenan 11:26-32; 27:15—26; 28)a hO setting of Moses’ speeches 15 ın Moab, The whole narratıve INaYy be consıdered

the WaY into promısed land The CON- appeal LO Israel LO make the rıg decision,ques 15 already partly accomplıshed chs that 1S, LO follow Yahweh rather than
1—3), the narratıve partly repeatıng Num other gods eut 15—920 1S5 final exhor-
20—924 110 there 1S for tatıon LO °cChoose lıfe!”, fitting clımax LO
DPUrDOSeE LO re-realıze the covenant T’he the maın exhortations of the book.®
key EeXTIS an artıculations of the 1Ta-
tıve of the Covenan Alr e the following. 1V. The o0ok ofthe Law the symbol ofthe

Moab covenant) 15 deposited Dy the ark of
eut 4:9—14; DAa These exXts recall the Covenan 31:9-13), 1ın Juxtaposıtionthe Covenan made at Hore6d, the first. des- that CXPDTESSECS the unıty of Moab an

tiınatıon after the people leave the place of Horeb
bondage, Kgypt 41:2) hıs cCovenant,
though ell ın the past Moses addresses T’he Deuteronomic law 1S wrıtten
the people gathered Horeb, 15 neverthe-
less made ıth us (9:2), 1f the Moab

sStones Mt bal (2U 1—8), after the DCO-
ple enter the land (ef. Josh 6:30-835)generatıon Was the S Aaille the Horeh

generatıon (which it strictly speakıng 1S V1 In due COUTSeEe the threatened 111
not, cf. 2:44) T’he fusion of the tall (ın the exıle, 25:653-—068), followed Dygeneratıons 1S rhetorical, an! sıgnals the return LO the land ın faıthfulness J0 1=solıdarıty of Israel’s generatıons, those 10)
who benefit from the promıse and the COV- In thıs rendering of the Covenan condi-
enan T’he Horeb Covenant 15 symbolized tıon of Israel, ıts whole lıfe DPasses beforeDy the placıng of the tablets of the law ıt—before it has EVEeN happened! But the(contaiınıng the Ten Commandments, beginning an end ATre clear: Yahweh4: 13) In the ark of the Covenan 91ves lıfe LO Israel—then o1ves ıt agaın!

The promıiıse LO the patrıarchs 1S maın-
11 The Covenant Made Wıth the People In taıned In spıte of allure that leads LO theMoab 'The Moab Covenant essentlally COIMN- ex1ıle.
sısts of the words spoken Dy Moses there,

recorded In Deuteronomy. The identifi- Blessing/Life the Aım of Deut—catıon of ıt independent Covenan: Creation Realızatıon
alongside that of Horeb 15 made al 20:1

Hebrew). Its ratıfication 1S CON-
The book everywhere asSssumes od’s
intention LO bless an o1ve lıfe hıs 15taıned In 1619 you ave today entered implied, for example, In the theme of theinto agreement wıth the LOÖRD:; today gıft of the Jland, often lyrically expressed,the ORD has entered into agreement an ıIn the c<hort ‘blessings’ In

wıth VOoU/’; cf. Z 9: 14(13) The LWO COVe- These VIS10NS of people eN]Joyıng the
NnNants Aare formally kept separate, havıng S00d things God has g1ven Are rem1n1s-
separate symbols of the divine word valı- cent of the blessings intended for the Lirstdatıngach (respectively the tablets’ made human beings Gen K:28-31)al Horeb, an the °‘book ofthe law contaın- The images of thıs blessing ATre richIng Moses’ words, 28:98, 61) However, indeed; the descriptions ıInSthere 1S5 conflation of them 218 the heart of
Deuteronomy. The Moab cCovenant 1S

10° 1:9 belong In of
extravagant aCCounts of land’s bounty,realızation of Horeb T’hose who enter it expressing iImmeasurable abundance, for
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example ın the memorable phrase, land that Israel 15 Yahweh’s chosen people, hıs
flowıng ıth miılk and honey’.‘ T’heıir chief specılal possessıion 126) 'The COoOovenan
signıfi1cance 1s5 that they Aare the oıft of mutualıty of theır relatıonshıip 15 devel-
Yahweh an do not COINE by anıy other oped ıIn /:9-11, an Iın the pPassase that

In thıs respect they resemble Ps ratıfles the Moab cCovenant: they AT
24° 1 “The earth 1S the LORD’s and ıts Yahweh s people, he 1S theır God am
fullness’; cf. Ps 104, whose theme 1S5 RS cf. 27:9) The relatıonshıp 15 measured
wholly balanced natural world under the agaınst the place of the other natıons:;
SWaY of Yahweh, In whiıich all parts SCEITVE Israel 15 the "most blessed of peoples
and Are served by the others). The gift of 'hıgh above the natıons’ (26:19)
Yahweh LO Israel, however, 1S made Iın lan- T’hey hıs ınheriıtance, and therefore

his land 15 theır ınherıtance 4120-21) Inguase that speaks of hıs specılal Cafre
land watered by raın from the Sky that theır closeness LO Yahweh they know Joy,
the ORD VOUr (G0od for CEE the typıcal quality of theır worship G
implyıng hıs speclal love for Israel by the KZ: 14:26; thiıs pıcture of a Joy-
Same token Something sımılar 1sS fül; worshipping people NCOMDASSECS the
intended Dy °cıtıes yYoOu dıd not iıdea of rıght relationships operatıng
bu1ld”, emphasısıng od’s W!' LO o1ve I them, sıgnıfı1ed ın these EeEXLtSs Dy
everything, and al the sSalilnle tıme hıs eC1- the inclusıveness that draws ın the disad-
S10N LO o1ve it LO hıs chosen people. vantaged classes (see urther below).

T’he theme of the promıiıse of land 1S T’he foregoing has intended LO sShow
utterly pervasıve In Deuteronomy. T’he that blessing 15 the constant goal In Deu-
phrase (wıth varıatıons) "when VOu COMeE LeronomYy. It 1S always held Out together
into the land that the LORD VOUrFr (GG0od 15 ıth ıts 'sShadow/, ıts destructive opposıte,
91VINS you LO pOosSsess’ 1s5 typıcal In the the (E:13=14; 11:26—-27; >
book that it 1S often taken SUTre S12gn of 30:15-—-16, i The double possı1biılıty
the ‘Deuteronomıist). The promıse of land 15 always there—but the ORD WAants ıfe
1S o1ven that Israel might ‘)ıve long In for hıs people.
the land’ that 1S, continue ıIn ıt eut 30:15—20 1S5 peroratıon, ecli-
throughout INallıy generatıons. Here ıt 1sS INa  D4 of the paranesıs, fugue the

open-ende rospecC of enjoyment of theme of MO The OUN OCCUrTrs four
everythıng that MaYy be enjoyed. Land tımes, the erb twıce; and the sımılar ıdea
becomes metaphor for full lıving— of ‘length of days’ twıce Iso T’he
though it. 1S also actual. maın thrust 1S contaıiıned 1ın 15—-16

The theme, therefore, 15 close LO bless- ‘love the ORD and yYou 111 lıve’; fn
Ing ıtself. In hıs oift of the and read then gıve the obverse. The final exhor-
that 111 love YVOU, bless VOU, multıply tatıon ollows: °Choose ıfe an lıve!”
you 7:13—-14), and thıs 1S explicated 1ın (v 19) And the whole 1S rounded off ıth
terms of all the essent1al parts of H@ return LO the oath LO the patrıarchs:
flocks, harvest, health. The account of the ‘love the ORD and lıve’ (agaın)—and
blessing Iso CXÄUNIECSSCS Yahweh’s DE - thus fulfıl the oath LO the patrıarchs
sonal involvement ın °‘natural’ PTFOCESSECS (v 20)
(g1ving raın, "carıng for the land, PrOVI1d-
Ing the VerYy houses for hıs people LO live The Moral Problem of Israel
ın, 10) Hıs careful provısıon for the wel-
fare of people Shows that he 1S5 °emotion- T’he paradox of Deuteronomy 1S that the
ally involved’. 'The Jlanguage of love and oıft 1s f1xed, determined thing, yeLt ıt
blessing, though it. derives from the Lrea- must be embraced by the love of the
t1ıes where ıt. 1S polıtical, nevertheless LORD’s people, o1ven back LO hım he
takes emotı]ıve charaeteristics because DaVC ıt, T’he problem that thıs entaıls hes
of the personal WaY ıIn which the narratıve In the character of Israel. Have they the
of (GG0d, land an Israel unfolds. moral capacıty LO keep the covenant? hıs

The blessing has al ıts centre the fact question underlies the whole StEruUuCLUTe
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and exture of Deuteronomy. It INaYy be pronounced ' innocent’, but rather 1s
clarıfıed by examınıng first the chronicle ‘stubborn‘’ an rebellious agaınst the
of Israel’s allure told ın Deuteronomy, LORD (vv 6—7), and therefore anta-
then the AaNSWer provıded bDy Yahweh mount LO ‘gullty’ before ıt has EeVen
himself. entered the land, the of the COVe-

Israel’s bad record ın Covenant keeping nant. 'The problem faced ın Deuteronomy
1S illustrated ın eut 1 910 eut 1s5 15 how people identified ‘guilty’ Ca  —
INOTe than INere prologue, but rather be o1ven the land In the first place, the
overture, setting the Lone for SLOTY of basıs of covenant that requiıires faıthful-
moral fragılıty. eut u 15 m1ıcrocosm ness? Mal thıs people 1S LO be the people ın
of the whole pıcture of Israel ın the book which the 'r1ıghteousness’ sedaqa of
In ıt. read of allure LO take the land al Yahweh 111 be shown. The tendency of
the first attempt, followed by kınd of eut U: 4—7/ could be read confirma-
‘ex1ıle’, that 1S, return LO wiılderness, fol- tıon that 'rıghteousness’ Ca  aD} only be
lowed In turn by NC full possession of counted LO the people of God, ıt Was
the and There 15 sımılarıty LO the STETUC- ounted LO Abraham Gen 15:6) How-
Lure of the whole book In thıs. In which CVerT, though this pPassasge shows that the
the antıcıpated first possess10n mMUust be STFaCce of Yahweh 1s paramount 1ın the rela-
followed Dy exıle, an only al long ast by tı1onshi1p, the project of Yahweh LO create
urther restoratıon D50:110) eut L: rıghteous’ people 1S real and mean LO be
therefore, contaıns the basıc theologıical taken ser10usly.
StEructLure seTl, forth by Deuteronomy. hıs paradox pervades the book The

Israel’s first faılure LO take the land 1s lıterary-critical treatments of Deuteron-
not accıdental, therefore, but CXPDTESSECS ‚02081 that dıstinguıish systematıcallysomething about ıts character. hıs 15 between ‘)aw'’ an ‘grace’ Sayıngs (espe-made explicıt 1ın 9:4-6, ın which the clally where ‘Law’ Sayıngs Are thought LO
natıon 15 shown LO ave claım the COINeEe ıIn after, from the DPeN of the ‘legalis-land that arıses from ıts OW condıition. tic euteronomistic wriıter of the exıle,The natıons AI drıven from theır land for DtrN) faıl LO SEPE how much the whole
lack of rıghteousness (sedaqa), but Israel assumptıon of the argument rests
1S INOTE rıghteous’ than they There 15 STAaCcCe eut 1S often cıted

certaın Judıiclal onnotatıon In the lan- trN passage.” Yet it 1s5 hard LO SEeeEe how
SUaASEC ere Indeed, the terms ‘innocence’ the insertion of such DPassase miıght be
and guilt’ for sedaqa an rısh'a) IMNaYy be expected tO OvertLurn structure In whiıich
read throughout thıs Passase In place of chs —1 Aave such promınent placethe INOTeEe Ccustomary rıghteousness’ an kather, eut sımply takes ıts
‘wickedness’ ® For analogy In the legal place part of the rhetorical strategy of
section, cf. eut 2013 hıs that the preacher. hat 1S, the word of Yahweh
the divine decision LO displace the other 1sS ırreduc1ıbly word of STaCe, but the
peoples 1S Judicıal aCT It implıes command remaıns real The structure of
better qualıification Israel’s Dart, the end of the book 1s urther illustra-
rather matter between Yahweh and the tıon of the 1ıne balance kept between law
natıons; they Are gullty and therefore for- an SEaACE.: Why oes Deuteronomy not
feıt the land The thought 1S ıIn line ıth en! qgt. ch 26 the analogy ıth the
the unıversalJudgment of Yahweh In rela- treaty form m1g lead the reader LO
tıon LO land possession that 1S found 1ın expect? Deuteronomy subverts the Lreatyeut Israel ıtself, therefore, has StEructure by not stoppıng there: perhapstıtle of ıts OW LO the land o1ven LO 1t, but the celebrated structure has een adoptedmerely benefits from the Judgment the Just LO be transcended! If yVYOUunatıons. It 1S not ıtself pronounced gullty Assyrıa—there 1s "chapter 300)'! hıs
ın the Samne WaYV that the natıons ar e brings NO LO cons1ıderation of these
nevertheless, ıt 15 Conspıcuously not final stages of the book
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°‘New Covenant’ iın euteronomy kven regards Israel’s LO hım,
eut A the Key he 1S5 the ONe who enables them hıs radı-

cally 111e actıon of (0d LO be predi-
T’he Lerm ‘New Covenant’ 0€es not cated theır past faılure, eme that
appear ıIn Deuteronomy (ıt OCCUTS only In Was struck ın Q:4-— 'T’he lıne of thought
Jer However, the theology of _’eS- contınues:

statement command?toratıon In eut 15 closely akın LO ı:
T’he chapter MaYy be divided ollows: But for VOU, yYOou 111 LuUurn an 0Obey the
. 11-14; 15900 The first sect1on,

1—10, 15 eruclal. It ın turn INaYy be LORD VOULr (+0d, an Out a ]] his COIMN-
mands ıth which hargıng VOU thıs

divided thus 1—2, 3_) Ö, Q  O T'here day1S5 question throughout how LO translate
the recurrıng conjJunction hı that IS 1sS ıt. hıs could be command (‘imperfects’
temporal, ‘when)’, conditional, The imperatives); but ıt In st11] addressed LO

the future generatıon, strictly ıt. 15ANSWEeTr LO thıs question has certaın
theologıcal signıfi1cance. It 1s translated In desecrıption of hat 111 happen then,
the followıng regularly by ‘when)’ (and by when (i0d cts ın 111e WaYV And finally:
;“and:,; where thıs carrıes forward the 910 191605 agaın the äf% ‘when‘’
meanıng when’) question:
N u temporal clause: 'T ’he LORD VOUTL (0d 111 yı ve yYOUu abun-

dance ın a]] that VOU undertake In VOUFTFWhen a ]] ese thıngs ave happened LO
VOU, both the essingan the which OW offspring, ın the of VOUr lıve-
ave geTt before VOU, and VOU lay them LO SLOC an the produce of VoO ertile land,
ear a ]] the natıons LO which the for the LORD 111 Lurn agaın LO take de-
LORD VOUFTF (0d has drıven VOU, and LUrn 1g. ın VOU, he d1ıd ıth VOUFTr forefathers,
back LO the LORD VOUTF G0d, VOU an VOUFL the day that Z WAen,, ‘because ) VOU
chıldren, obeyıngz hım ıth a |] VOur ear OMNCE agaın obey hım, Dy keeping hıs COINN-

an! e1ng, accordıng LO al that charg- mands anı lJaws, a |] that 15 wrıtten 1ın thıs
ing VOUu ıth thıs day, book of the law, an return LO the LORD

AL hat (10d 111 do VOUTF (30d ıth al VOUTLr ear an a|| VOUL
eıng

then the LORD VOUL (10d 111 restfore YVYOLTF
fortunes, Aave COompassıon VOU, an! iurn ave interpreted the Dassase virtually

entirely future 9aCL of (30d hıs 1S Iın
and gather yVOu from all the peoples contrast LO NIV which avOo1lds “af? In T
1C he scattered yYyoOou Kven 11 VOUL ban- Z but inserts ıt qaft. 10; an conversely LO
15 ONes Al’e ın the arthes and under
heaven, CVOEIN firom ere the HORD YOULT NRSV, which has ‘ at” ın and thus also

2 but ‘when)’ aTt ese vers10ns
(iod A gather YVOUL an rıng YOU back both introduce element of condiıtional-
T’he LORD VOUL (10d 111 rıng YOU back LO Ity, but do al dıfferent pomınts. In avO1d-
the and H* VOUTF forefathers ONCe DOS-
sessed, an VOoUu 111 POSSCSS I anı he w ıll Ing the direct condıtionals, layıng
make YVYOUL MOTe DFrOSperolls an lot of weight 6, ıth ıts devastatıng

reversal 3 the dynamıc of also ‚Jer
than VOUFTFr forefathers The LORD YOLT 4:4) hıs makes the 1mpressıon unavold-
(iod w ıll CLFrCUMCLSE YoUr hearts, and those ahbhle that (i0d takes control In bringingof YVYOoLF descendants, that YOoU love the about Israel’s obedience.LORD YoUr God with all YVYOLT heart and all The passasge 15 thus VeEIYy close LO New
YOLT eıng, and Fhus Iıve. The LORD VOUL Covenant theology, which (wıth ıth-
(+0d ıll send al EsSE CUrses VOUr eNEe- out the phrase itself) IMaYy be found ıIn Jer
mıl1es, 0OSe wh: ate: an! persecuted yYoOu 31:31—33; 32:39—40; zek 36:25—02 { Here

Verse estands al the heart of the whole LOO the prem1ss 15 that Israel has faıled LO
DPassage. It contrasts ıth the similar keep the covenant Jer 7zek

ın ıts emphasıs hat (10d ıll do 86:22; 392— and EVOEeIl Hos 14:4) These
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AasSsSume that the actual historıical an access1ıble LO bring salvatıon 1sS Christ
faılure of Israel reveals ıts character, himself. aul Christologizes Deuteron-
that SOIMNeEe 111e thıng had LO be one ın OIn ere (as he oes for eut In Cor
order LO the poss1bilıty of 3:6) And he carrıes hıs argument ınto
covenantal relatıonshıp. 9—10, concern1ing eut the word

eut 15 the unexpected and Dara- 1S ın heart an mouth, that 1S, fully inter-
doxıical progression from the prolonged nalızed DYy of confess1on. 'The 111e

catalogue of CUTSEeS In 28:15-68 We recal|l aCT of (G0d needed LO SECUTE Israel’s obedi-
that, Dy strıct analogy ıth the Lreaty, ONe EINCE 1S In Jesus Christ, In whose blood 1s
would eXpect euteronomYy end al the New Covenant, by whose spırıt Are
28:68 The continuatıion 1sS hat makes it brought into the obedience of faıth Torah
sıgnıfıcant. In thıs Juxtaposıtıion 1S5 the 1s fulfilled by of faıth ıIn Ohrist.
SOUTCEe of a1] hope. eut knows a ]] hıs 1S5 the INCASUTTE, finally, of od’s
imagınable suffering. It 15 salutary LO read ereatıon iıntention that human beings
it. havıng ıIn mınd SOINe contemporary OUL- should ave lıfe The word of lıfe 15 Christ,
rase agaınst humanıty; qat the tıme of the Logos wıth ıts echo of the Hebrew
wrıting the horrors of KOsS0vo Are fresh In dabar), od’s redeeming word LO the
mınd, an Kaster close. Chechnya has world In the 1N1e heavens and the 111e
followed its heels How IMaYy Easter be earth, under the rule of Messıah, blessing
celebrated ıth these things 1ın the back- an lıfe 111 be full and final, communıty
sround? In ALLSWeTr ONe Ca  — only Sa y thıs perfected, an Lear wıped from
1S5 hat Easter 15 about! CYC

eut U, therefore, faces LO 0od’s Does thıs extinguısh the eed for
final answer LO the problem of humanıty: human respons1bilıty ere and now? hıs
resurrection an 111e lıfe by hıs NE question has begun LO be answered. It

remaıns ıIn hat, ollows LO ShOw how Deu-overrıding actıon. Unexpectedly, eut
S1129 then returns, after the promıse LeronOmMY Ca  m;} continue LO be model for
of the divine actıon In 1—-10, LO human lıving before God the eed IOr JUS-
appeal for obedience. Yet thıs hardly dis- tice an rıghteousness 1s not suspended
turbs the flow of the deuteronomic for thıs °‘mıddle of tiıme’
paranesıs. The effect of ıt 1S5 apparently
that obedience ıtself 1s made possible by 11il The Formative Word
the actıon of (Ü0d; In the of the
commandment (v 411: word (v 14), The Place of the ‘Laws’ ın Deuteronomyobedience has een made avaılable Dy We ave SEENMN the c  story of Deuteronomy,
STaCce. In thıs WaYV the line of thought that that ends In allure followed Dy od’s CI @-
seemed LO abolish the role of the human atıon of 111e communıty. But In
111 suddenly reinstates ıt, Paul’s Aargu- ave passed Ver the bulk of Deuteron-
ment In Rom 1S hardly OUut of line OMY, ıts VerYvY ‘heart)’. Is ıt possıble that ın
ıth thıs the interpretatıon thus Tar, whıch has

In that passage aul reinterprets eut emphasızed the faılure of Israel, ave
A0 1ila Christologically. He begıins DYy een faılıng LO hear the true mMeEeSsSasge of
declarıng that ‘the en of the law (telos Deuteronomy, m1ssıng Out ıts charac-
LoOu nOoMOU) 18 Christ, for the Justificatıon ter Torah?
and righteousness ofa ]] who believe’; that
1S, the law finds ıts fulfilment In Christ.

hat ‘heart’ of Deuteronomy 1s the
‘statutes, laws and commands)’.

Paul’s thesıis, Iın hıs dıalogue ıth the Na- Wellhausen’s dismissive cComment, that
tıonal righteousness’ of certaın Jews, 15 these WeTITe always Comıng but
that the r1ıghteousness’ that from arrıved, Was based hıs 1eW of the book(0d (v 1s °the righteousness that

from faıth’ v ere the essentlally law code. He could not
know that ıt Was Covenant re-realiza-‘word’ (Deut 14) becomes Christ (Rom t1on, SINCE that W as only discovered

Ehat 1S, the word that 1S avaılable decades later Even S the aw-code LS
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central. Here the well-known Lreaty anal- New Testament LOO 1MmMs LO create COINN-

Ca.  — mislead, for Deuteronomy 15 Iso munıiıty that has certaın charaecterıstics.
ıke law code (sSO Weıinfeld, rightly  10 an
ote Iso that Hammurabi’s law code, Formıiıng communiıty. First and fore-
conversely, has historical prologue*). mMOST, DeuteronomYy addresses u-

T’he ‘stipulations’ sectıon ın the nıty, NOL set, Su. ofındıivıduals. It 15
deuteronomıiıc Covenant, there{fore, Al®e gahal, the assembly of the ORD (Z28:1°
not lıke treaty-stipulatıons, which Aare the Hebrew 1S5 paralle]l LO the (Greek

ekklesıia) It 15 Iso ‘brotherhood/’, thealmost entirely about political loyalty LO
the overlord. Whiıle Deuteronomy 0es moOost. charaeteristic WaY of speakıng about
ave that dımens1on, loyalty LO Yahweh 15 Israel ın Deuteronomy. Even kıngs an
cashed Out ın [aws, and for the nearest. prıests Al’e prıimarıly ‘hbrothers’ In Israel,
simılarıtıes ave LO LO other laws Al s]aves 182
(such Hammurabıi’s, ell other T He unıty of thıs communıty 1Ss

reflected In the forms of address iıtselfcodes from through tO 1M), that 1S, LO
legal tradıtıon whiıich Deuteronomy’s (singular and plural). T’he singular

laws nhabıt.** address 15 domınant Iın the laws. Who 15
Here, then, 15 paradox: the Covenant, addressed DYy ıt? Is ıt the ‘"landownıng,

free, adult Israelite males’, Crüsemannapparently, can’t be kept—but the bulk
an asubstance ofDeuteronomy consısts ın thinks, deducıng it from the allusıons to
specıfic, detaıjled inculcatıon of right other sect1o0ns of the communıty In the
covenantal lıving It 1s5 ımportan LO Stress thırd person?*“ hıs LO LO VT -

thıs the funection of the laws 1Ss nOot Just ratiıonalıze th@ singular address. On
ere LO sShow that Israel cannot keep Crüsemann’s VI1IeW, SOINE uSasgcs would
them The ecommandment has real be impossible, for example, °thy stranger
intent hıs 1S5 clear when notıice hat wıthın thy gates’, 'thy males who
Israel 1s expected LO do after they ave three tiımes VYCcal LO worshi1p)’, 'thy cıt-
returned LO the ORD and he has °C1T- 1es Rather, 1t. 1S Israel such wh 1S
ecume1sed theır hearts’: they 111 obey the addressed. hıs has ımportant UuS-
LOÖRD, observing al the commandments S10NS. WKor example, In eut 16:1585 the
that commandıng yYou today (30:8; command °thou chalt appomınt for thyself
SCECe above). Judges ıIn a]] thy cıties’ must be addressed

In order tO understand thıs, it 15 1mMpor- LO corporate entity. 'T’he people asuch
1S5 responsible for keeping, admınısteringtant LO keep separate things separate.

The SLOTY, antıcıpatıng the alılure of an enforcing the law
Israel an the eed for od’s EW act of (Incıdentally, the plural address 1S5 Iso
salvatıon, 1Ss analysıs of the relatıon- vO all Israel, of COUTSEe 'The changes from
sh1p between (G0d an human beings; Fhe singular LO plural Aare rhetorical. Oddly, it;

that the plural focuses individu-Iaws and commands o1ıve the shape of the
human socı1ety that the cCovenant geeks LO als, whiıle the sıngular focuses the
bring about ere 1S paradox after all single, Corporate unıt)
Torah an soter10102y do nOot ompete
(T’hey ATre ultımately unıted 1ın Christ’s 11 ‘kingdom' communiıty. 'The WaY ıIn
kingdom—which 1S5 both 110 an nOot whiıich thıs communıty 1s governed, set
yet) out ıIns15 vVverYy important for

In thıs respectT, the Old Testament PIC- understandıng of the book The rulıng
Lure, represented by Deuteronomy, 1s princıple 1S Justıce (sedaqa, that 1S,
sımiılar LO that of the New Testament In the establishment of rıght relationshıps
Romans there 1S5 the Samlle creatıve ten- I members of the communıty. Jus-
S10n between the word of STACE and the tıce 1S the result of the communıty keeping
exhortatıon LO lıve the righteous lıfe Torah 'The human kıng 15 fırmly subject
Rom 6), ımputatıon of rıghteousness LO thıs Justıice, thıs Torah, not. above ıt
that 1S, In I1  9 apar from Jaw: vet the C4 'T’he pattern 1ın these chapters,
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indeed, which evıdently intends LO ENSUTE act 1s nNnOL enough, but where the Person 1s
that 1S not concentrated In single expected LO beyond the letter ofthe law
indıyıdual STOUD, 1S hat 1s5 called In to the love that should lie behind ıt, The
modern tımes "separatıon of powers’. lender should lend generously the
Deuteronomy, therefore, legislated for farmer must generously leave produce In
rare thıing, kıngdom wıthout. human his fields for the needy (23:24) the ONe
kıng whose word Was law The kıiıngdom wh finds the neighbour’s mMust not
ıtself 1S reserved LO Yahweh. pretend noOoLt LO SCC, that 1S, he mMust Care

In thıs Context, 0es OIl  D of the officj1als for the interests of the other (22 1—4) 'T’he
stand out the greatest? anYy, ıt. 1S laws In Are strengthened ıth
probably the prophet—who ast ıIn motıvatıons LO obey, especlally the
the9an ıth whom Moses hım- remınder that Israel Was MNCeEe slave (vv
celf 1S5 mMOsSst closely iıdentified (18:15)—-, 15 22) There Alr e reASONS deep ın the
EVEeNN though the strictly admınıstrative order of things why Israelıtes should
funections belong LO others.‘* Here 1S behave ıIn certaın WaYVY On the day of
DTOST.,  € for socla|l organızatıon that 1S5 wrıting these words, read ıIn NECWSPDA-fundamentally ODECN LO the word of (30d per that the has the richest executiıves

1ın Kurope, but Iso the lowest rates of SCV -
111 communıty of riıghteousness, lovıng eranlce payments for low-pald workers.
Justıce Obedience LO Yahweh cannot be hıs 1S5 the Sort of thing the deuteronomic
gyuaranteed by such arrangements, how- law has things LO Sa y about! But ıt. 1S al the
EeVeTr Ultimately Justice must be wiılled Dy Same tiıme approac of law LO Gospel,

for it proclaıms the 111 of God for humana]] the people. 'T’here 1S, therefore, 1C@e
balance between instıtutional StErucCctLures soclety.
and the COINIMMNON 111 LO obey the COIN- The demonstration of rıghteousness ıIn
mands of the Covenan The StEructLures the Covenan communıty pıctured In
desiıgned LO miıtıgate the poss1bilıty of Deuteronomy 1S OI  D of the book’s remark-
abuse; but Yahweh’s 111 15 one only ahbhle features. Here 1s5 the communıty of
when people actually ear and do hıs NO pOoor’ and margınalızed PCO-
word. ple  15 Israel al worship embraces the

'T ’he call LO faıthfulness 1ın Deuteron- Leviıte, the WI1dOW, the Öörphan, the
OI SOECS rıght LO the heart, the seat, ofthe stranger. hıs 1S the ESSENCE of pıctures
rıghteous lıfe Certain laws illustrate the lıke 1LZ:22; 1  9 14:22-29; 16:14 The inclu-
po1ın In eut 2415 there Are appeals S1IVE pıcture of the people at the feasts
LO the eredıitor and employer respectively 16:1-17) LO be achlieved by the
LO Tea theır fellow-Israelites well, ıth laws of debt- an elave-release OCCUurrıng
recognıtiıon that there 1s level of actıon shortly before the laws CONcern1ing them
that Cannot be enforced by the usua|l PFO- 15:1:18) In these astonıshıng images
CeEesSsSeCSsS of law, but that 15 motivated DYy word and expressıon become OIl  D and the
ProODer fear of Yahweh. He ıf 1s5 who Ca Samme Rıghteousness sedaga 1S enacted,
confer rıghteousness’ (or perhaps “*1nnO- enfleshed before the CYCS Obedience,

worship, Justice and love Ar e al CNCAPDSU-cence’): e 34 be rıghteousness LO yOou/
S1N In you The ON  D wh 1s the ultimate lated together an inseparably. The SYI-
Judge 1s5 Judge of the heart The inner an thesis of worshi1p and ethıcs remıinds of
outward Al’e ONE, the motive an the aCT, the prophets (ef. AÄAmos 2  9 ‚Jer b
(Thıs 1sS not. far irom ‚Jesus’ °‘But Sa y tOo T’here 1S true worshıp apar from the
YOU Matt 5:21:48) The conferral of expressıon of Justice an righteousness
rıghteousness In these( 1S sımılar to wıthın alıthful communıty. The famıliar
that which 15 gıven LO Abraham Gen exhortation not LO forget’ 1s present ıIn
15:6) But it 1S sıgnıfıcant that this oıft thıs connect1on LOO Agaın,

ın the ontext of cCompassıonate the level reached by Deuteronomy 15 the
behavıour LO the other DPersonN. heart 'The ıinner an outward lives Are

continuous.There Al other laws where the INerTre
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1V T’he communıty LS, therefore, fully DO- ple enshrined 1ın law an system, but
ıtıcal.”. The people of (30d I7} the Old 'Tes- wılled and protected by CVEI'VY Israelıte.
tament Was embodied ın real tıme and 1t ollows LOO that the communıty

Israel Was natıon 11 natıons, envısaged 15 not identified ıth alıy
possessing land, wagıng WAars, subject LO OI particular manıfestation of ıt, Thıs, it
leaders, implementing laws, havıng inst1- to I 1S the of the ‘central-
ut1lons that manıfested ql OIl and the izatıon’ interpretatıon of Deuteronomy,
Samnle tıme ıts polıtical and rel1g10us COIN- which has concel1ved the book apolo-
stıtutıon (especlally the temple of gıa for the natıonalısm, ‘'statısm', of the
Yahweh, which challenged nNnOot only Baal late Judean monarchy. Deuteronomy
and er gyods, but also those who 1N- antıcıpates, ıIn contrast, Israel that 1sS
voked them ın the of theır OW. forever recalled LO ıts true nature, SCNECFA-

tıon bDy generatıon, Dy of the teach-9 such Ahab and Jezebel, Kgs
In a]] these WaYs it W as lıke ıts Ing of Torah It cannot be “"SLARBISL: ;

neighbours. ıt 1S In thıs ontext that because Yahweh remaıns free In hıs S(OV-

the displacement of other peoples MUuUST. be ereignty. hıs 1s whYy ‘the place the ORD
understood. 'T’he ‘kingdom’ communıty 111 choose’ should not be equated SImply
holds land claımed an formerly ordered ıth Jerusalem. 'The reticence of Deuter-
by others. In ıts claım LO land, ıt 1S5 I1 thıs whatever date 1sS aser1ibed
people-in-contention. hıs 15 nNnOt merely LO 1t) 15 nNnOTt due LO the need LO maıntaın
partısan Rather ıt challenges form of fict1ion of Mosaı1c authorshi1p, but rather
socıety where human W as self- belongs LO pattern of opposıtıon LO the

kınd Gt ‘Zion -theology that W as manı-Justifyıng. In ıts depth and breadth, it
manıfested hat people of (i0d ahould fested ın practıce Dy moOst of the Daviıdıie
be In the world kıngs, north and south (Israelıtes

together AT children of Yahweh)‘ ere
eu LLL nNnOL the Davıdıc kıng)It LS Iso spırıtualpeople. Deuteron-

Therefore the ‘kingdom’ portrayed ınOomMYy’s Messase has polıtical implications,
thıs mMusSst not be understood separate Deuteronomy 15 always Lın prıncıple ODENIN
dimens1ıon from ıts spirıtual character. LO 1le forms, LO being reconceıived. Deu-
Political and spirıtual Al indıvısıble In eronomYy Ca EVEeN be sa1ld LO be eschato-
thıs visıon of the world Yahweh’s Torah logıcal hıs 1s not ın the Samne WaY

Danıiel, for example, wıth ıts V1IS10NS of the1TU1S through umanıty from LOpP LO bot-
LOM, irom the individual’s most prıvate destruection of SUCCESSIVE earthly kıng-
thought LO the structures and actıons of oOMSs Rather, ıts images Alr paradısal. It
the ‘state’. hıs explains the motivatıons calls od’s people LO partıcıpate In h1s-

LOTY that towards the fulfilment ofaddressed LO the ear joıned EO
the divıine 1ın ereatıon. Accord-pr  c of laws (C6:5; 16) It 1s m1S-

take LO take the appeal LO the heart ın Deu- ingly, ıt 1s prophetic, radıcal, foreshadow-
eronomY evıdence of personal, st 11l ıng the kıngdom of (G0d ın INalıy
less prıvate, relıg10n, In opposıtıon LO the wondertful WaY>, but refusing LO allow

‘Israel’ (or anythıng else) LO be identifiedcorporate polıtical. hat old false
ıth iltıthesıis W as super1imposed the (Jld

estamen and ought LO be laıd to rest. (By
the Saile token Jeremı1ah Was regarded, communıty ıth 1SS1L0N. By the
wrongly, the founder of ‘ individual’ Saille tokens., Deuteronomy’s Israel 1S

called LO be communıty of wıtness: thelıg10n, though he proclaımed New (Cove-
natıons <hall look an SCC hat (10d 15 lıkenant for ‘the houses of Israel and Judah‘

Jer and foresaw the raısıng of thıs anythıng it. must INeall that
rıghteous branch for Davıd’). Kor Israel the once-for-all political-relig10us entity

LO love (i0d from the heart whole that W as Israel wıtness LO the world of
natıons, perpetually, LO fundamentalsoc]ety lıving the basıs of devotion LO

hım, that sedaqga 1s not merely prINC1- matters of riıght and N  9 and of bearıng
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authority In world an church. T’he Oppressors—yet refused LO ıdentify iıt
c1ent gahal (‘assembly’) of Israel embodies ıth alnıy of the optıons for revolution

claım of (30d upon the worldly author1- avaılable 1ın his day Roman Israel, thoughtıes of a]] tımes an places, also uDON oppressed, W as In ıts OW. WaY the OPPTES-the ekRklesıia of Christ wıtness LO ıt. SOr (of the weak by the strong), an there-
fore, lıke ıts remote ancestors, nOot equal
LO the task of being the people of God.*

Conclusion The dilemma 1S not easıly resolved. 'The
task of wıtness 1s5 less gl0r10us than the
wielding of9yet that 1S the WaY thatHow then Ca  a} Deuteronomy gulde the

church ın modern age? thıs book, always les ahead, OPDEN an possible. As
entral LO Old Testament law an theol- do good ıIn the world, and Lry LO

embody ıt church, Iso proclaım15 LO be ou1lde, ıt mMust speak both LO that the ON  D 1S Comıng who 111 wıpe AWAaYthe hopes enshrined In the Gospel of tear an establiısh the 1E W heavensChrist, an be gulde LO rıg conduct In
the world Deuteronomy’s OW. carefully an! the 111e earth revealed ıIn the Gospel
preserved tensıon between the practic: and the resurrerction of Christ.
an the ıdeal allows it LO do both these
things. 'The church, hearıng the word of
God, wıtnesses LO the authorities CONCETTNN- OtTLes
Ing theır oblıgation LO doJustice hat role
of the church 1s unpopular In the modern Braulık, “"The Sequence of the aws ıIn
climate, Iın which the SLATLE prefers LO CONMN- Deuteronomy 1226 an In the Decalogue
1ne the church’s VOo1Ce LO the margıns of ıIn Christensen ed., Song of Power
prıvate moralıty, and has arrogated LO an the Power of Song Wınona Lak  D

FKısenbrauns, 313-335; of ° Dieiıtself the responsıbility for decıding hat Abfolge der Gesetze ıIn Deuteronomiumıt 1S5 rıght LO eaCc an hat CONSLILULES
Justice. Yet thiıs secularızing of the func- 1226 un der Dekalog’ In Lohfink ed.,
tıons of authorities that der1ve, In Chris- Das Deuteronomiıum.: Entstehung, (Gestalt

und Botschaft 085; Louvaın Univer-t1ıan theology, Irom God, merely sharpens sıty Press, D fthe eed for wıtness. It needs hlittle dem- Driver, Deuteronomy (ICC; Edıin-
onstratıon that there ATre flashpoints urg an ar Ixxy1i1l1—
here, 1ın SOC1Aa| policy, 1ın education, ıIn ECO- Ixxx1v.
NnOm1Ccs. Ironically, the °Christian’ er1- Brueggemann, T’heology of the Old
Lage of states LO lıe closest LO hand Testament: LT estimony, Dıspute, Advocacy
when ıt Justifies WAar, the 1ın which (Mınneapolis WHortress, T
both church an STLALE need LO tread most. VO Kad, Studıes ın Deuteronomy:;: LOn
carefully. don, SOM Press, 38—39:; eınie

Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic SchoolT’he church Ca  — agaın ıdentify (Oxford: Clarendon, 191—-209ıth state, ıf the kıngdom of (30d could Lohfink, °‘Das deuteronomische Gesetzbe brought earth by force. 'To imagıne ın der Endgestalt Entwurf elıner Gesell-would be LO fall ınto the Lrap that Deu-
ıenzDeuteronomium undzrdeutero-
schaf‘ ohne margınale Gruppen’ In StIL-

LeronomMYy avo1lds, namely of l1dentifyıngthe kıngdom closely ıth partıcular nomıstıischen Lıteratur SBAB 2  9 1:
form of human rule The preaching of the gart erlag Katholisches Bıbelwerk,
kingdom calls human authority LO DB
obedience, yet aTt the Ssamle tıme 1S drıven The theme 1S ably developed Dy ıllar,

Choose ıe (Leicester Apollos,by vlisıon of the New eavens and the See the descr1iption of Kgypt ın the 'aleNew Earth Such 1e W 1s5 CONsSsoNaNn ıth
the preaching of Jesus, wh proclaımed of Sınuhe, I 80—90 Pritchard ed.,
the kıngdom of heaven-—thus distinet

AÄAncıent Near Eastern Texts elatıng LO
the OlLd LT estament, Princeton Universityfrom the rule of Israel’s current Press,
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Gt Braulik, Deuteronomıum eue ment Law (Miınneapolıis FHortress,
Echter ıbel; ürzburg: Echter Verlag, 2920

71415 ( 7E ‚Jon Levenson, ‘Who Nserte the
K‚g Lohfink, 'Kerygmata des Deutero- Book of the 'Torah”?’ HTR (1975), 2A03
nomiıstischen Geschichtswerks’, In ere- O;d
mlas an Perlitt eds Die Botschaft LE Lohfink, N:; °‘Das deuteronomische (jesetz
dıie Boten Neukırchen 1ın der Endgestalt Entwurf eıner (zesell-
Neukirchener Verlag, schaft ohne margınale Gruppen In Stu-

10 eınife. Deuteronomıc School, 148 ıen zZUuU. Deuteronomıum und C: deutero-
11 ANLET, 4-—6. nomıstischen Liıteratur 20; ıb

For the biıbhical law codes ın relatıon LO gart Verlag Katholisches Bıbelwerk,
ancıent Near Eastern ega tradıtion, SPeE D

Westbrook, What 15 the Covenant
17

Braulık, ‘Ddequence of Laws’, HZ
(Cadel” ın Bernard Levınson ed., eorYy Sepe rıght In rıght and borg,
and Method ın OLE and Cuneiform T’he Meanıng of Jesus, (HarperSan-
Lauö: Revısıion, Interpolation and Develop- FTrancı1scCOo, E 'Thiıs 1S -
ment UDD, 181: Sheffield Sheffhield statement of posıtions argued al engt In
Academıic Press, 15—306, and hıs T’he Newuw) Testament and the People
SPDONSECS LO hım In the Same volume. of (iod an Jesus and the Vıctory of (i0d
See Crüsemann, T’he Torah Theol- (Minneapolıs Yortress / London SK
O£2Y and Socıal Hıstory ofthe Old Testa- 1992,

The New International Dıetionary of
Old estamen Theology Exeges1s

maJor achıevement ıIn Old Testament studies, thıs comprehensive f1ve-
volume dictionary 15 invaluable study a1d for al involved ın the analysıs
and exposıtıion of the Old TLestament.
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