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pret the Namcs 1n descriptive of God rather than un Ideologien beim Herangehen die hebräische
the kıng; an read3-5 A Ooronatıon oracle ibel |)as Buch ıst weder umfassend noch detailliert
Aase VISION. Where NCCCSSALV, Goldingay gently
pOo1lNts OuTt the shortcomings of the which
the ser1es 15 AaSC; NOT only efending TMOTC

renderings but also pointing 0)018 in what WaVS OIX of Thıs 15 taırly diısappointng (and CEXPENSIVE ) book It
15 neıither etailed 8(0)8 comprehensive enough. “Flash-the questionable dec1isıiıons otf the translators INAaYV

distort OUuUrLr perception of God e:8., 1ın hıs discussion pDO1LNtTS of COnNtroversy” would AVEe been fitting
3-6 of whether capıtalıse HOr Spirıt”) title Much attention 18 given archaeology and the

gx0o0d COMMCNTALOF, he 10OT only L1aAaLTOWS down question of what Israel®, but only the ast
actually focuses the 1070} of the Hebrew andexegetical Ooptions but also, where appropriate, extends

the Options, allowing tor different eadıngs IThere Al of then the COVCIASC 15 LOO short be useful-John -
COUTISC detaıils disagree wıth but iın INYV VICW NONC AICc lıns Apocalyptic 15 A exception, but ArICc noth-

Ing LINOIC than sketches and MUsS1INgs. Ihe hasotf maJor ONSCYUCNCC., It INAaYy be that Goldingay shows
be sa1d about the section Old Testament theology,greater CONCECETMN for modern sensıtivıties than theologı-

cal tradıtıon but he does NOT adjust the LEXT either; really the book’s strength 15 be tound 1n 1ts first four
he trıes chield the TeXTt ftrom uncharıtable misreadings sect1Ons: “CIhe Hebrew ın Modern MS “Israel-

ıte and arIy CWIS. Hıstory', ‘Archaeology of Israel andvıthout blunting 1ts edge It still leaves work be done
Early Judaısm’” both contributions by illıam Dever)tor the eologıan an preacher but AL entree into the

CeXT:; the arVvy leaves little be desiıred It offers and “CThe Religious and 10788 or of Ancient Israel
INOIC etaı than Webh and TMOIC theological reflection aMn arıvy Judaism (sometimes the criter1a for these

divisıons arbitrary-why 15 the LV the archae-than Motyer an would be g0o0d buy for who WaAant
Ology of Solomon’s temple NOT 1n the Archaeology SCC-help 1n rea ouUg Isaiahı. Ihe preacher needs

supplement thıs wıth MOTC extensive COMMECNTALY ıke t10n? Oss1ıbly DECAUSE, WC chall SCC; It ACTS kınd of
that by SW VCnNn excellent ary cOonservatıve the trends represented by

Carroll and OpPpC, an A CXICHE ever.)CAaNnNOL adequately COVCTLT maJor bıblıcal book lıke Isa1ah
On the question of the historic1ıty of the settlement1ın 400

Thomas Kenz, ndon, England per10) the establishment of the monarchy: NCBA-
tivelv, the story of Israel’s and settlement 15
neıither moral 1NOTL signıfıcant enough be reported DYy
other natıons. Ihe rulns of an Jericho earlhıer

The AC. Companıon the EOVEW than the ackiıngs DYy the Israelites 1n Joshua Nor 15
Leo Perdue (ed.) Alt’s nomadıc theory nomads settlıng iInto agriculture

AT A later of development) borne OUT by archaeol-Oxford aCKWE. 2002 £,80 hb,
ISBN (0-631-210/1-7/

and anthropology. Yet; the posıtıve sıde, there
15 ‚OIT AMOUNT of hıstorical attestatiıon such

SUMMARY the of characters 1n Joshua-Judges.
“Irıbes’ Can be understood “chiefdoms)’. The generalbook @ alms ill Sap but does not ucceed.

Its strength IS ın the discussion of the historicity of the dısruption 1n the region 1ın CI3BCE 15 AT

ICH of Ancıient Israel and SOIMTIE insight iInto Judg .0° the an VaCant before Israel filled
them TIThe Egyptan mentionıng of Israel politicaliffering methodologies and ideologies of approaches unıt (  ernep stele, 1210 BCE) Also, kgyptians(8 the Hebrew ible It IS neither comprehensive MNOr

detailed enough. tended keep quiet about their losses. IThe question
about evidence 1S-1S the bottle half full half empRESUME On 1C sıde l1es °the burden ot proof?”

It 15 interesting COMPAIC ( of integratingC e lıvre 1Ise combler MaNqueE maıs cote de
SO©  _- objectif. Son pomnt fort reside dans le traıtement de iblical “truth’? wıth archaeological °*truth? Oppc 1n
Ia question de l’historicite des recits bibliques de |’Israel] hıs M sticks close the Daraphrasın and SULI1I1-

ancien, aınsı UUE dans eclairant concernant marızıng it wıthout eanıng archaeology, but aCCCDL-
ing that what the describes after the per10 of thedifferentes methodologies el ideologies quIi Orlientent

les approches de /’Ancien Testament MaIs est nı United Monarchy 15 redible For arro. the Hebrew
suffisamment complet, nı suffisamment detaille 15 dominated DYy theme of isplacement an exıle

and attendant iıdeologies. So, quıte apart trom anV inter-
USAMMENFASSUNG est 1ın telling us how 1t W as “the STOFV of the then
[Jas Buch versucht, eine Lücke füllen, SC dies reads propaganda for theır claıms and posiıtion
aber nıcht SaANZ. [ Die Stärken jegen In der Diskussion kınd of ciıtizens-temple communıty..’ 109) For Carroll,
der Hıstorizıtat der biblischen Berichte über das alte thıs STOLV, when deconstructed shows Just how PCLI-
Israel, SOWIE In einigen FEinsichten Methodologien MmManent EXPEMENCE the diaspora WaSs tor the MaJOorıty
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Of Israel. and the exıile and the 10N W as MOIC Anthologie Vo Liebespoesie ohne chronologische
Ordnung Er lehnt die allegorische Interpretation anmyth metaphor than A} even Ihere 15 VICIOUS
Fr meılnnt auch dass das Buch eiträgt ZU Verständnisside-swıpe in the concluding paragraph IC reminds

that modern day elig10us polıtics part of the UuUnNnseres Verhältnisses Gott, das eıner Ehe gleicht. DITZ
hermeneutic 1in these ebates “kven those who Iıve 1ın Rezensentin ıst nıcht von dieser Auslegung überzeugt.
theır OWIN homelan INAaYy entertaın themselves DYy usSIng RESUME
the d1iscourse of exıle describe their well-appointed
places 1n SOCIELY (see CONTCEMPOFALYV Amerıican biblical | /auteur MOUS livre commentaılre de valeur, redige

dans un perspective evangelique. || COMMEeNTE letheologians).’ eX verset Dar verselt de maniere utile adopteBut the hub of the book 15 be ftound in Wılliam
Dever’s CSSAVS: Admittedly, Biıblical archaeology Uune interpretation litterale naturelle et voıt le lıvre
had been WL ignorant of questions of histor10gra- mm UuUNe anthologie de DoemMeES d’amour, Sans ordre

En meme m  / soutient JUC Iıvre OUSphy, yvEeL Its latter-day CrIt1CSs (from Davıes Lemche) aide comprendre relation avVveC DIieu, quı est
WEIC LOO dismissıve of it; Archaeology C  - provide
wıith evidence of materı1al culture and LMOTIC chaeol- comparable Ia relation conjugale. | ’auteur de

recension est VAS pleinement CONVAaINCU queOgY ( Al  > ANSWCLI such quest1ons Who, What, Where, dernier nomnt so1Imt Juste.When and How” But It CAaNNOT the questi1Oons:
Whyv?” C125 Dever’s aflırmatıiıon of archaeology 1n
attesting the “centralisation’ of Israel around the rnung A arVvy the Song of Oongs 15 NOLT
time of olomon 15 ullish and posıtıve: ‘Archaeology A CaSV job Ihe character of the book has been much
cshows that the prophets WEIC realıstic: thev knew what
they WCIC agalnst‘ (with reference the widespread disputed the centurıies. In the Introduction 11S

COMMCNTAFLV, Iremper Longman 111 eals extensivelyevidence of fertility cult ut It 15 longer cal wıth the difterent KIN. of interpretation from earlyarchaeology‘ and erhaps for thıs LCasOIl the iscıplıne
1S yıng Dever observes. ere Arı SOMC fascınatıng days untiıl today, disCussSINg NOT only egoric and

observatıons about the relatiıonshıp between archaeol- ter: readıngs, but also psychological and political
interpretations. Hıs conclusıon 15 that Song of Songs

OgV, the and and CWIS. nationalısm. 11u6; archaeology be read 1n A liıteral /natural WAdY: the book 15 NOLof material culture needs hermeneutic, but ıblıcal
scholars need StOP 1gnorıng the andbooks ofWeıp code hıch 1n fact I11Calls something else, but 15

be taken A anthology of OVve O' Ihe DOCLLYDEeIT, Mazar, Ben- lor and Bew.(1359) of the Song 1s dealt wıth extensively (PP 9-17); cshow-1n V interesting window nNto A debate that
ED rage ouUg the S; but hardly what 15 SaVS Ing that A “natural’ readıng of the book does NOL

the that ıt 15 “flat?’ Many metaphors and much imagery has
been used, NOT of hıch 15 immediately clear the
modern day reader (why, A1LC the of the _1
lıke ‘dOVveSs’, SCC In hıs introduction, the author

Song of Songs also COMPALCS Song, of Songs wıth ancıent Near Eastern
(TIhe New International Commentary the lıterature and he finds the Egyptlian OVEC DOC  &Y provıdes

Old Testament) the closest comparıson.
Longman does NOT interpret Song of ONgs realTremper Longman 111

STOTY, developing plot, several other COMMENTLALOFS
ran Rapids/Cambridge: Eerdmans, 2001, 738 do He finds Pe: order 1ın the O'  > although thevy

PP-,), hb, ISBN 0-8028-2543-5 certaıniy torm UnIity 1n of themes, language,
BIC Yet sometimes the 4SSUMN1CS hat the INan andSUMMARY marrıed whereas later thev SCCH NOLT

Tremper Longman 11 has written valuable, EVaTll-
veLr marriıed. We should NOT read chronological order

elical Commentary. Hıs each individual Into the LEXT, the author STaLCS, but read ıt serl1es
are helpful. Hıs approach IS read 5Song of on  S of (ın fact, twenty-three) O' hıch describe ımer-

In iteral/natural WdY, anthology of love m
without clear order. At the Sarne time, the author enNTt facets of marıtal love. Ihe book 15 NOT about ONC

specific historical husband and wıfe (and IT 15 NOT about
AarS$Uecs that the book elps understand OUur relation- Oolomon!), Longman ArgucS. It describes love, includ-ship ith God, 16 resembles marriage relation-
ship. The reviewer IS nOoTt ully convinced that his |ast ing sexual Jove, between poetic PECIFSONS. TIThe author

applhlies thıs princıple in hıs verse-by-verse explanatıon,aspect IS correct. though regardıng the sexual implicatıons of SOINC of
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG hıs CXC (C:Z 5:14) OC IMaYV ffer 1ın Op1ınıon.
Tremper Longman hat eın wertvolles, evangelikales Though Ongman rejects the egOrIC readıng of
OommMmentar geschrieben. Seiıne Bemerkungen jedem ONgsS of ONgs, he does SE eologic: eve 1ın the
ers sind hilfreich Fr interpretiert das onelle: als eıne book In the first place, It te how wonder‘ sexual-
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ICV oft of God 15 The book shows really posıtive fully highlights the theological significance of the evil
insight 1n CXualıty and ın Comparıson wıth the human within creation and providence. He has g00d
STOFYV after the 1t reflects °the healıng of intimacy’ evaluation UDON the author’s USE of imagery and myth
(p 66), VCIN ouUg the relatıonship between 111 an in Job He rightly states that the dichotomy of the natu-
wıte 15 NOT perfect until the AST Day Besides, the book ralistic and supernatural interpretation of enemo
elps iın understanding OUur relatiıonship wıth God, and | eviathan should he voided However, In his
hıch 15 intimate, emotionally intense and exclusive rgumen(t, he claims that enemo IS the god f ea
A marrıage relationship, the author Tates Mot and Leviathan gulse of Satan IT that he

Here 11 iıke ask ‚OT questi1ons. The leAaves | OOTN the ambiguity of the images. He does
indeed al' the relationship between God (Or not convincingly dea| ith the ISSUE of what Job has
sSt and hıs people (  urcC. wıth marr1age, spoken rightly of God and what his riends have nOoT
ngman pomnts OuCL, but NOT OUuUr personal relatiıonship USAMMENFASSUNGwıth God In the second place, the metaphor ot Dieses Buch j1est Hiob unter besondererrnage should be handled carefully. God 1$ NOT actually
c  marrıed’ hıs people, and neıither ATC 1St Berücksichtigung der Darstellung der Schöpfung

und des osen Miıt FEinsichten stellt yall dieExclusiveness SCCI115 be valı point of Comparıson theologische Bedeutung des BOosen innerhal derbetween human wedlock and the relatıonshıp between
God and hıs people, but 15 INtIMaCcy? The author Schöpfung un Vorsehung (Gottes heraus. Fr bringt
“Ihe INOTC WC understand about marrl1age, the INOTC

eine gute ertung der Verwendung Vo Bildersprache
un Mythos be] Hiob FÜ Recht ird gesagt, dass dieunderstand about relatiıonship wıth God._.? Thıs 15 Dichotomie einer naturalistischen und übernatürlichenderiving insıghts about God TOM ıuman CXPEMENCE,

but should WC NOLT STAart AT the ther end”? Is the human Interpretation von enemo und Leviathan vermieden
werden sollte. Allerdings ird argumentiert, dassOVE ofa tather mode])? of love 15 God usıng enemoOo der (j‚ott des Todes SE] (mot), und Leviathanthe image of fatherly love show something (not eine Verkörperung Satans Der Mehrdeutigkeit dereverything) of how he 18? Thirdly, understand-

Ing Song of ONgs Just A anthology of love O'  9
Bilder scheint dabe!i nicht Kaum gegeben.
ulserdem ird nicht überzeugend muiıt der rrageIn which love and exualıty) between ONC INan and / Was 10 Rede über ott richtig, und

ONC 15 egarded Sift from God, 15 sufhicient Was der seıner Freunde falsch istinterpretation otf the book ead thus, the book makes
clear that sexualıty 15 God-given, but NOT deified Else- RESUMFE
where 1n the It 15 made VC clear that sexuality L’auteur Art un  MD ecture lobale du livre de Job
1S NOT D1lay role 1n the worship of the God s’interessant particulierement AdU X themes de Ia
of Israel, Was ften the dSC AMONSST ther natıons. creation et du mal VeC penetration, mel umiere
Thus it sound iıdea NOT M1LX OUur relationship I’importance theologique du probleme du mal dans e
wıth God wıth the PUrDOSC of Song of ONgs Wıthout cadre de Ia creation et de Ia providence divine. ailt
doing thıs, the book ıtself ıs well worth reading because DFEUVE d’une bonne comprehension de Ia maniere
It testifies the cauty of creation. dont ”/auteur du livre de Job utilise les images eTt e

Iremper ngman 13 has written aluable, ‚'Vall- langage des mythes. VeC ralson, affirme qu' il tfäut
gelic IMNMECNLALV. Hıs COMMENTS each indıyıidual eviter d’opposer |’interpretation qu! A du behemoth ei

CIp also for those wh: NOT LOO 1ar du leviatan de simples anımaux celle QqUI A des
wıth the Hebrew language The book certamly be etres surnaturels. Neanmoins, dans presentation,
of UuSCcC for those who study this interesting Dart of the considere JUE enemoO: est le dieu de Ia MO (Mot) el
Old Testament. leviatan UunNne manıifestation de Satan semble aınsı

Dlus aisser duCune ambiguite AdUX images. FnHetty Lalleman ndon, England n/’analyse VdS de maniere CcConvaıncante de quelle acon
Job Correctement parle de Dieu, alors UE SEeSs amıs
ont mal narle de Jeu

Now My Eyes Have en You: Images ofCreatı:on
-K  Aanvıl ın the ook0 Thıs book alms AL Q1VINS holistic reading of the Book(New Studies ın Bıblical Theology 12) of Job partıcularly 1n ms of Its description of creationRobert Fyall and evil In order OC the meanıng of Job, specılal

Owners Grove: Inter Varsıty Press, 2002, DD., attention 15 paıd exploring the ımagery and mythical
pb, ISBN 0-8385111-498-9 allusions of the Ancient Near ASt Ihe maın argument

SUMMARY
of thıs study 15 that Behemoth 1s the god of death Mot)
and Leviathan SUISE of Satan ccording Fyall, the

This book glves holistic reading of Job particularly In divine councıl, theologically speaking, 15 the controllingof ıts depiction of creation and evil. yall insight- theme of the book Moreover, the role of Satan CON-
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