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be1 er notwendıgen Gegensteuerung zıonnel QUEC COMPMME ’ weuuvre un auteur. Au
eıne Fülle derzeıt grassierender Erfahrungs- de Ia demonstratıion, "auteur porte des
theologıen 1  er egensatz VO  - rfah- severes contre les ACQULS de la theorıe

deuteronomiste.rung und (GHlaube STAr auszuschärfen vgl
ber uch 1114)% La t+hese de cet OUUrage est GUE le Iiure des

‘Neues und Altes der 1te der Trel an Roıs est Une recherche du SsSens << Israel 7,  g Au
nımmt ausdrücklich Mt 1L3:02 auf, das Wort de demonstratıon, 2NULLLE crıtique
esu VO Schriftgelehrten, der eın Jünger des certaıns pnostulats COMMe l’orıgıne Josianıque
Hiımmelreichs geworden ıst un Aaus seınem du lıvre, meme Ia prımaute de ’hıstoiıre
Schatz Neues un:! Altes herausgıbt. Der 1Le de uda Cependant, Ia these selon aquelle
ıst Treililen gewählt, enn Quer UuTrec dıe VeTl- le Iıure des Roıs proposeraıt Un forme €< PXL-
schledenen eıträge hindurch ist die Ent- Iıste >> de Judaisme est MOLNS convaıncante.
schlossenhe1 des Verfassers S1IC  ar, sıch LO methode socıologıque estDAaS DOUSSEE JUS-
urc dıe Heılıge Schriuft elehren lassen. D  qu a SO  S erme AEit le Iıivre INANGQGUE de reflexıon
uch da, sıch einem klaren Neın theologıique.
gegenüber gegenwärtiger TrTe verpflichtet
sıe. wırd dieses Neın gesagt aus einem SAMMENFASSUNG
großen 4n Z Schatz der rche, dem Kvan- Das uch argumentıert dıe vorherr-
gelıum. Dieses ‚Ja bewährt sıch 1M SOTSSAa- schende Theorıie deuteronomuiıstischer OMDO-
111e Achten auf Identität der T un!
iıhrer Verkündigung aire die Jahrhunderte SItLON, daß dıe Könıge-Bücher das Produkt

verschıedener nachexıilischer GemeinschaftenINCAUTrC Daß enczka 1m KRıngen klare sınd, dıe versuchten, sıch selbst LIM Lichte der
theologische UrteileTe un Person ehut- überkommenen Tradıtionen verstehen. Es
Sa unterscheiden wırd etwa 1 ıst UoOnN Huizıngas Definition DO  - Geschichte alsAufsatz “Christusbekenntis und Chrıstologie.
Zum Lehrstreıt Edward Schillebeeckx > weckorientiertes Wıssen’ beeinflusst, SOWwLeE

DO.  S Daviıes’ orstellung UDO  Zn derun:! Hans Küng‘ (1981) eutlic Der Ver- fung der Geschichte Israels LN der persischenfasser War dem ‘“Gericht. der Offentlichkeit’ eıt. Dıie Könıge-Erzählung ıst eher als hultu11.274) mehr als einmal ausgesetzt. ber rell und ınstıtutionell anzusehen denn als dasmanche kommen eben 1n Gerede, we1l G1e Werk eiInNes Autors. Im Verlaufder Argumen-eLWAaSs en tatıon hrıtısıert der Autor wıirkungsvoll AxıEckhard Hagedorn S der deuteronomiıistischen TheorıieSteinen, ((GermanYy Die ese des Buches LST, C188 dıe Önıge-
Bücher dıe Bedeutung DO.  S ‘Israel‘ selbst Unter-
suchen. Im Verlauf der Untermauerung dıie
ser ese grei 1NULLLE Axıome W1Le dıe JOS1A-

0a2 nısche Herkunft der Bücher Ooder 2ar dıe VorEuroJTh 2001} OT, 100102
rangstellung der Geschichte as Der

Israel ın the ooRk of Kıngs; the ast Rezensent ıst allerdıngs wenıger 9{9}  < der ese
überzeugt, dıe Könıge-Bücher vertraten eine& (1  4 Project of Socıal Identity exılische’ Form des Judentums. Die soz10lo-James Richard Linville

JSOTSup, ZUZ; Sheffield Sheffield Academic gısche Methode ıst nıcht durchgängig ange-
Press, 1998 321 ISBN 1-85075- wandt worden. uperdem hkhommt der theolo
S59-X gıschen Reflektion wen1ıg (tewicht

The aım of thıs book 1S LO explaın the
RESUME ‘Israel’ 1n Kıngs as functjıon of ques

quests for ıdentıty 1ın Jewıish communıty(1es)L’auteur veut demontrer, conftre Ia theorıie
domınante une composıitıon deuteronomıiıste, the Persian per10 Questioning the OM1-
QUEC le lıvre des Roıs est le produit de dıfferen- ant hypothesıs of ex1ılic ‘deuteronomistiec’
fes crommunNautes post-exılıques, s’efforcant de authorshıp of Kıngs, he that 1Ie

comprendre termes de tradıtions FECUCS. paradıgm 15 needed, ıth Strong soclolog1-
A est ınfluence DAr la definıtion de ’hıstoirre cal flavour though he insısts that he 15 not
COMIMe < CONNALSSANCE ıntentionnelle z} (Hur adopting thıs exclusıvely, wantıng LO TAW
zınga), et DGr ıdee une ereatıon de 28 Iso fifrom lıterary Studıes In hıs v1eW, the
toıre srael durant la perıode hıstory 00 represent WaYVS 1ın 1C COIN-
Davıes) 46O cadre du recıt des Roıs est plus munıt]es ell er the exıle (probably 1ın
Justement definı COMMe culturel et ınstıtu- the Pers1ian per10d) attempt LO understan
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hemselves 1n erms of the past Hıs prem1se, LO separate violent ends, 1S interest-
therefore, 1S that Kıngs 1s the product of iIng an frutful In connectı.on wıth the PFoM-
the search for WaYsS of self-understandıng 1Se of °‘domını1on’ for avıd Hebrew Hr
the part of possıbly quıte diverse post-exılıc Kgs 11:36 etc.), he STS thıs that
communıtıes, ryıng LO CXPDTESS themselves ın Davıd’s rule Ca  — still be extende 1ın prın-
terms of rece1ved tradıtiıons cıple LO a ]] Israel In the STOTY of the

The eOory behind hıs thesıs OWEeS SOINE- dıyısıon of the kıngdom he ralıses ıinteresting
thıng LO Hu1zınga s definıtion of hıstory questions. If Jeroboam W as offered SENU-

‘purposıve OW1N: (L an Iso LO 1ın chance LO rule noL unlıke that ffered LO
Davıes, wh. has found the portrayal of avı hımself, how m1g he ave proved

aı LO the call? Should he ave acknow/jl-Israel ın the Hıstory 00 LO be the CIEA-
tıon of Persjian per10 eWs seekıng LO estab- edge the prımacy of Jerusalem, an how
ısh eır ıdentity Davıes, In Search could he ave one s0°? In the confrontation al
of ‘Ancıent Israel’, JSUTSup, 148, 2nd ed., Shechem, WAas the rebelliıon agaınst Solomon-

ıNn vılle adopts eory of narratıve ehoboam confined LO the north, d ıt.
itself, accordıng LO 1C Kıngs 1S the prod- extend LO also, an ıf how dıd
ucCct of socıety 1ın rather 180721 Its Nar- enNnoboam enforce hıs rule there? And hat
ratıve 15 cultural, instıtutional, publıc, set- 1S mplıed ou the continuıng relatıonshıp
tıng parameters wıthıin which people INa Y of the LWO ngdoms
understand themselves (81-82) On thıs V1eW 1n vılle shows that, ontrary LO the premi1se
ıt 1S5 INn princıple dıifficult LO deser1ibe the SOC1- of the domiıinant rıtıcal V1IEW that, Kıngs 1S
ety of presumed author essentlally pro-Josianıc apologıa, ere 1S

In thıs ontext he offers cer1ıt1que of clear preference for ere Rather
the domınant deuteronomistıec eOTrY of the the narratıve the question hat ‘Israel’
authorshıp ofKıngs, 1C has SOINE COgEeNCY. 0Ug LO be In fact, neıther kıngdom DeT-
YFor instance he rıghtly, that the INeTe fectly corresponds LO such ideal eıther
ployment of certaın characterıstic vocabu- Israel OTr Ca  - really exıst wıthout. the
lary 1S SUTeE gulde LO the locatıon of wrıt- er ‘Whıiıle Israel 15 reaf-
Ing wıthın school of thought, poın that 1IrmMme 1n the m1' of ıts polıtical dissolu-

agaınst g0o0d deal of scholarly wrıting tıon, ıt, becomes parody of itself, an
Deuteronomy an the 1SL0T1Ca. 00 In such, ıts Ne ıdentıity(1es) Ca.  - hardly be sta-

hıs protest agaınst undue scholarly certaınty ble’ (p E71) In the SaIinle veın, the readıng of
INn locatıng narratıves, 1ın thıs Case tradıtion the account of Jos1iah’s reform Kgs 2-2
that has volved from artın Noth’’s sıngle naıvely pro-monarchical 1S rıghtly chal-
exılıc Deuteronomıist LO the current domınant. lenged, incompatıble wıth the unexpected
MOoO' of ‚Jos1anıc edıtion, he hıts number early ea of the kıng 226-41) Themes of
of naıls the head exodus an prophetic preachıng take eır

T’he partıcular 1ssue addressed 15 the place alongsıde the Davıdıc MOLL ODEeN-
Israel an ın Kıngs 'T’hıs 15 certaınly ing I1NOTEe complex WaYsS of readıng the end

Tea of possıble confusıon. Does ‘Israel’ of the storl]es of Israel an Judah’s fall
refer, 1n an Y instance, the northern kıng- LO Babylon 15 1TronN1C WaYy e release’
dom ollowıng the dıvısıon of the monarchy, from Kgypt Finally, the temple-dedica-

LO Israel totalıty, including Judah? tıon narratıve (1 Kgs 1S rıghtly shown LO
hat oes 1ıt. INeaN when communıtı]es put Iın question a]] symbols of PeETMANENCE,

that derıve irom Judah assımılate the ame an LO recognıze that all hope for the future
of Israel for theır OW: of ıdentity? res1ides 1n Yahweh alone less

The meanıng of the terms 1s then pursued convınced by hıs ‘“ex1hecist) iınterpretatıon of
exegetically, focusıng the unıted monarchy Kıngs YHor example, hıs observatıon, cCorrect
and the term nagı 1ın Samuel an ngs), ıIn ıtself, that the close of the book and Kgs
the dıivıisıon ngdom, the dual kıngdom, harbours hope of reLurn LO the PTre-
the fall of the Lwo ingdoms, ‚.Jos1iah’s purge ex1l1ıc monarchical STATLUS QUO, ea hım LO
(this expressıon 1S preferred LO 'reform’), the SUPPOSEC that Kıngs Jegıtimates an promotes

exılıc form of Juda1sm Even the aCccountrole of Kgypt 1ın Kıngs, an! the understand-
Ing of the temple, wıth specılal reference LO of .Josjah’s 1s understood 1n thıs 1g
Kings In ese sections ere 1S much VerYv for he SEES ıt as formıng transıtıon LO exı1lıc
useful exegetical work. The idea that Kıngs Israel 'T’hıs do insuffi-
1sS explorıng the notıon of ‘Israel’ 1ın NaTr- cıent ustice LO the perplexıty the book COIMN-
ratıve 1n which the natıon 1S divıded, then cernıng the instıtutions of kıng an temple
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an the underlyıng 1sSsue of and m1g ave een ffered INnoOoTre less wıthın
My 1e reservatıon ou the book, how- the parameters of the usual rıtıcal V1EeW T’he

Cvel, 15 hat 1n 15 discrepancy between eOTY, elaborated ınıtı  V al SOTNE ength,
theoryv anı practice. The socıologıcal theory 15 argu1ldes the exeges1s. the book ends
expounded at, SOIINE ength, but In 1eW ıts abruptly ıth ıts 1Ina exegetical chapter,
valıdıty 1Ss not demonstrated by the xegeti1- the temple dedicatıon, wıthout ntegrat-
cal secti1ons. In fact, ın spıte of the Soc1olog1- ing conclusion beyond page al the en
cal theory proposed, hat 15 actually ffered of that chapter.
1S SIMPLY alternatıve setting for the wrıt- The soclıologıcal eOrYy has Iso displaced
ıng of Kıngs to the usual 1eW of ıts COIN- theologıcal reflection. It 1S noteworthy that In
posıtıion 1ın the exıle. 'The executıon of the hıs openıng explanatıon he SayYsS he ll fol-
thesıs shows how 1111CU. ıt 1S for works LO low sıngle method, but wıll uUuse insıghts
free themselves completely from the er1ıtical from ıterary study ell 4as soclologıcal,
ques of author and setting. For author but omıts theologıcal ıinterpretatıon part

authors INn the exıle Linviılle apparently of the ole Theologıcal ıdeas mıg ell
substitutes elıte In Persıan a wıth ave helped 1ın the attempt LO understan
Davıes 95) While thıs must presumablıy be the ambıvalent of ‘Israel’ In Kıngs
qualıified DYy hıs understandıng of PFOCeSSECS oclology ou has place 1ın interpret-
of LextT, production intrınsıcally complex ıng eXits from the past, but ıt. should not. be
an ırrecoverable (ef. Z he resorts OCCa- made LO do everythıng When he for
S10N LO terms such ‘the producers of Kıngs example, that ‘the descr1ıptions of Israel an
(164, ere wıth clear ıimplıcatıon of ınten- ıts relızı0on COuU be symbolıc eXpress10ons of
tıonalıty eır part), °narrator/narratorı.ial s0c1a| boundary formatıon pposed LO eth-
volce’ an he SaVvysS 1ın ONM place, °the nographiıc descr1iptions’ (85). he overlooks the
wrıter should be thought of potentaally fact. that. Israel 15 allowed to be SIM-
INOTeEe 1n ontrol of the materı1a|l’ ple ethnographic term Iın the Old Testamen
1n general, ın spıte of hıs eclare eTt- theology It ollows that ere 1S attempt
taınty ou0) ala and intentions, he ere LO take steps from exeges1s to theologıcal
LO ave g0o0d idea ofhat the Lext means! ıinterpretation 1n anı y broader9whether

In the end the LWO parts of the thesıs ATr Old Testament theology 1Ca. e0ol-
scarcely combıned SUCCESS  I: The xegeti1- O: Thıs 1S5 pIty, the author has OV-
cal parts ATe broadly CONVINCINE 1n eır COIN- ered much that 15 of uUuse for ıt. hope that
entıon that Kıngs represents WaV ofunder- SOTNE of hıs readers MAaVYV take hıs CUes
standıng the ex1ılıc sıtuatıon 1ın the 1g. of Gordon MecConville
both Israelıte an Judean herıtage But they heltenham

The New nternational Dictionary of The New nternational Dictionary of
New Testament Theology Old Testament Theology Exegesis

Edıtor: Colhin Brown ma)Jor achıevement ın Old Testament studıies,
thıs comprehensıve five-volume dıctı1onary 15OUuUr volume get offering CONncıse discussı0ons of all

the ma)Jor theologıcal terms 1ın the New Testament invaluable study aıd for all involved ın the analysıs
agaınst the background of classıcal and kome Greek, and exposıtıon of the Old Testament.
the Old JTestament, Rabbinical thought and dıfferent ‘When dıctionarıes AaAn encyclopaedıas (AFe
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