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In VETSC . witching “  1ts  DA and for the V1ISION share understanding of “monotheism” hat IS only CONMN-

eing the tOpIC in an God eing the referent ceivable result of the Enlightenment’ (pPP 1I 2) He
tor SOTMNC of the 1ın VeEISE wıth the “swollen EeVIEWS the historica|l cde olopment of the term ’monothe-
15 hıs throate Book Reviews ®  in verse 3 switching to “its” in verse 4 and for the vision  share an understanding of “monotheism” that is only con-  being the topic in verse 3 and God being the referent  ceivable as a result of the Enlightenment’ (pp. 1, 2). He  for some of the pronouns in verse 4 (with the “swollen  reviews the historical development of the term ‘monothe-  is his throat ... in him” of the translation becoming “...  ism’ and tests it against !he exegesis of Deuteronomy’s  against him (God)” in the comment). I agree that “the  monotheistic texts. He has convincingly shown that Deu-  teronomy’s concept of ‘/monotheism’ is better understood  dependability of God is inseparable from the certainty of  his word” (215) but found the discussion of the precise  as a ‘oneness’ or ’uniqueness’ that is inseparably tied to  the theology of confession, love, remembrance, election  reference of the pronouns less than clear.  The message in the vision is identified as the series of‘  and idolatry. He has been less successful in his claim  that Deuteronomy (and the OT) allow for the existence  five woe oracles (225, cf. 214) which are all specifically  targeted at the Chaldean nation, although “they need  of other gods.  not have been freshly composed for this application”  ZUSAMMENFASSUNG  (233). Andersen finds a key phrase in the middle of each  oracle. For the difficult verses 9-10, Andersen suggests  In dieser Studie, der eine Dissertation zugrunde liegt,  widmet sich MacDonald „der Bedeutung und Signifikanz  to read the second half of verse 10, after the pivotal sen-  tence, as continuing the last and the first half sentence of‘  der Einzigkeit Gottes im Deuteronomium”. Er versucht  zu zeigen, dass „die meisten Gelehrten ein Verständnis  verse 9 — in that order. The translation “and thy soul is  von Monotheismus teilen, das nur als Resultat der Aufklä-  sinful” in 2:10 is glossed later as “sinning (against) thine  rung vorstellbar ist.” (S. 1, 2). Er lässt die geschichtliche  own life” but otherwise left unexplained; no reference  is made to Prov. 20:2 which suggests that the reference  Entwicklung des Begriffs Monotheismus Revue passieren  und vergleicht dazu die Exegese monotheistischer Texte  is to forfeiting one’s life. Andersen proposes that the  des Deuteronomium. Er zeigt überzeugend, dass das deu-  blood in 2:12 “could be 'that ofa foundation sacrifice ”  teronomistische Konzept von Monotheismus besser als  (243) but this suggestion does little to illuminate the  eine „Einzigkeit” oder „Einzigartigkeit” zu verstehen ist,  text. More helpful is his observation that “a teacher of  die untrennbar mit der Theologie des Bekenntnisses, der  lies” in 2:18 is likely a reference to false prophecy as with  Liebe, der Erinnerung, der Erwählung und des Götzen-  “lies” in Isa. 9:14 and often in Jeremiah. Chapter 3 is an  dienstes verbunden ist. Weniger überzeugend ist seine  archaic poem with verses 3-15 referring to events in the  Behauptung, das Deuteronomium (und das Alte Testa-  past, appropriated by Habakkuk. Andersen is content to  ment) bezeigt die Existenz anderer Götter.  study the mt, showing no great confidence in our abil-  ity to recover a more original version, and attempts to  RESUME  discern poetic units larger than bicola and tricola.  L’auteur met ici ä jour sa the&se de doctorat sur la question  In sum, most of the linguistic and historical informa-  de la signification de l’unicit& de Yahve dans le Deute&ro-  tion you might hope to find in a commentary is there but  nome. Il cherche ä montrer que la plupart des specialistes  the organisation is poor and the writing diffuse, making  partent d’une conception du monotheisme qui ne pouvait  it hard to find the discussion of any specific point. This  Nnaitre que comme la cons&quence de la pensee du siecle  is particularly true of textual criticism, where a concise  des Lumieres. Il retrace le d&veloppement historique du  display of the evidence similar to that in the Word Bible  mot ‘monotheisme’ et examine les r&sultats ainsi obte-  Commentary series would have been more helpful. In  nus ä la lumiere de l’exegese des textes monotheistes du  spite of a few surprising omissions, the commentary has  Deuteronome. Il montre de facon convaincante que le  a lot to offer to scholars and students of Habakkuk on  concept deuteronomique de monotheisme doit se com-  the linguistic and literary side.  prendre comme celui d’une unicite qui est li& de maniere  Thomas Renz  indissociable ä la th&ologie de la confession, de l’amour,  du souvenir, de l’&lection et de l’idolätrie. II est bien  London, England  moins convaincant lorsqu’il pretend que le Deut&eronome  (et le reste de l’Ancien Testament) n’exclut pas l’existence  d’autres divinites.  *  *  *  *  Deuteronomy and the Meaning of f‘Monotheism’  (Forschungen zum Alten Testament 2. Reihe 1)  This is an revised version of MacDonald’s doctoral thesis  at the University of Durham. In it, he tackles the ‘mean-  Nathan MacDonald  ing and significance of YHWH’s oneness in Deuter-  Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2003, ix + 271 pp.,  onomy, the contemporary category of “monotheism”  £47.99, pb, ISBN 3-16-148054-6  and the relation between the two’ seeking to show that  ‘most... scholars share an understanding of “monothe-  SUMMARY  ism” that is only conceivable as a result of the Enlight-  In this update to his PhD thesis, MacDonald addresses  enment’' (pp. 1-2). The first chapter summarizesthe  the ‘meaning and significance of YHWH’s oneness in  origin and development of ‘monotheism’ in philosophy,  Deuteronomy’, seeking to show that ‘most... scholars  Old Testament theology and Deuteronomy scholarship  66 ® EuroJTh 13:1in hım  7 of the translatıon becoming e ISM and t agalnst e exegesis of Deuteronomy's
agalnst hım God)” ın the comment). ı that “the monotheistic He has convincingly cshown that |)Deu-

eronomy's concept of ‘’monotheism!’ IS better understooddependability of God 18 inseparable trom the certaınty of
hıs word” but found the discussıion of the precise ‘’oneness’ ‘unIqueness’ that IS inseparably tied

the eology of confession, love, remembrance, electionreference of the PFrOMNNOUNS €EsSs than clear.
TIhe MCSSAZC ın the VISION 15 identihed the ser1es of and idolatry. He has hbeen 1ess successfu! n His claim

that DeuteronomYy (and the C4 allow for the Existencefive WOC oracles (ZZ5; c$t. 214) which ATiIC all specifically
targeted AL the aldean natıon, although “thev need of other gods
NOL have been freshlv composed tor this apphication” ASSUNG

Andersen inds kev phrase in the mıddle of each
oracle. For the difhcult VETSECS 9-10, dersen SUSSCSLS

In dieser Studie, der ine [)ıssertation zugrunde llegt,
widmet sich MacDonald „der Bedeutung und Signifikanzread the second halt of verse 10, fter the 1votal SC1MH-

HCES; conunumNg the Ast and the Hrst half sentence of der Einzigkeit (jottes m |euteronomIıumM  N Er versucht
zeigen, dass „die meılsten Gelehrten eın Verständnis

VG1ISC in that order. The translatıon and thy soul 15
VOorn Monotheismus teilen, das [1UT als Resultat der Aufklä-sintul” 2:10 15 glossed later “SINNINS (agalnst) thıne
rung vorstellbar ıst.  H S 1/ 2) Er |ässt die geschichtlicheıte” but otherwise left unexplained; reference

15 made TOV. 20:2 whichE that the reference Entwicklung des egriffs Monotheismus Kevue Dassieren
und vergleicht dazu die C-Xegese monotheistischer Ex{ie1$ forfeiting one’s lıte dersen that the des Deuteronomiıum Fr zeigt überzeugend, dass das deu-00 ın Za “could be that oft ftoundatiıon sacrıhce” teronomistische Konzept VOT)] Monotheismus hesser alsbut thıs suggestion does ıttle ılluminate the Ine „Einzigkeit” oder „Einzigartigkeit” verstehen ist,

([G XT More €  ful 1S hıs observatıon that a teacher ot die untrennbar muit der Theologie des Bekenntnisses, derles  2 1in 2: 18 15 CIV reterence false rophecy wıth Liebe, der Erinnerung, der rwählung und des (Ootzen-“ies” 1n Isa Y:14 and often ın Jeremiah. Chapter 15 A dienstes verbunden ist Weniger überzeugend ist seIiınearchaıic DOCIM wiıth VETSECS 3-15 referring EVeNIS In the Behauptung, das Deuteronomiıum (und das Alte esta-
PasSt, appropriated DYy Habakkuk dersen 1S COT ent bezeigt die Fxistenz anderer (ijotter.study the ML, howıing 110 contidence iın OUr abıil-
ICV VTr orıginal version, an RESUME
dıiscern pDoetiC unıts larger than bicola and triıcola auteur met ICI Jour these de doctorat SUr Ia question

In Su IMOST otf the lıngulstic and historical intorma- de 1a signification de ’unicite de Yahve dans e [Deutero-
Hon VOU might hope ind ın COMMECNLAF V 1s there but OMNlie herche Ontrer UJUE 1a plupart des specialistes
the organısatıon 1$ DOOTF ıN! the writing se; makıng Dartent d’une conception du monotheisme qU! DpOoUuVvaIlt
It hard ind the discussıion of anı V pecıific pDOINt. Ihıs nalitre UE 1a Consequence de 1a DenNsee du siecle
15 particularly u of textual cCr1ticC1sm, where CONCISE des | umieres. reiracCce e developpement historique du
dısplay of the evidence sı mılar that ın the Word MOT ‘’monotheisme’ Eexamıne 1es resultats aınsı obte-
Commentary ser1es would have been LMOTC elp In [(1US$S Ia umiere de l’exegese des (exties monotheistes du
spıte ofa few surprisıng OMI1SS1ONS, the COMMECNTATV has Deuteronome. MmMontre de facon CONVaImnCante YJUE le

lot Offer scholars and students of Habakkuk ON concept deuteronomique de monotheisme doit COTN-
the IIngulstIc an lıterary sıde. rendre celui d’une unicite QU! EsT NS de maniere

Thomas Renz indissociable a Ia theologie de Ia confession, de ’amour,
du souvenlır, de ’election ef de l’idolätrie. eEst hıenLondon, nglan mMmOINsS CcConvaımncant lorsqu'il pretend JUE 1E Deuteronome
(e le de /’Ancien JTestament) n’/exclut Yds ’existence
d’autres divinites.

Deuteronomy and the Meanıng of f‘M onotheism”
(Forschungen UuUM en Testament €1 £) Ihıs 15 A revised version of MacDonald’s octoral thesıs

Aat the University urham In e he tackles the “mean-
athan MacDonald Ing and signıificance oft YHWH'’s ONECNECSS 1n Deuter-

Tübingen: Mobhr 1ebeck, 2003, b 23 NO  , the CONLEMPOFArV of “monotheism”
pb, ISBN 16-148054-6 and the relatıon between the PWO seeking show that

AT scholars chare an understandıng ot “monothe-
UMMARY 1SM  » that 15 only conceıvable d A result of the Enlıght-
In his update HIS PhD thesis, MacDonald addresses enment’ (Pp 1-2) The irst chapter summarızes the
the ‘meanıng and significance of WH’s ONnenNnes$s In Orgn and development ot *monotheism)’ In phılosophy,
DVeuteronomy', eeking show that 0  most scholars Old Jlestament heology nd Deuteronomy scholarshıp

EuroJTh 327



E Book Reviews

in articular. ccordıing acDon the metaphysı- Second, It 15 wiıth skall that MacDonald MEeSs the
cal CC of Enlıghtenmen rat1ıonalısm motivated first commandment the EMa (the command-
the creation of ‘universal’ connotatiıon of “monothe- ment), dolatry and monotheism they nıte the theme
ISIn . 1C exciude: the possibility of other gods and oftf YHWH’s ONECNCSS throughout the entirety of Deuter-
favoured the Cognıitive an propositional aSPCCITS of ONOIMMY. Ihe signıfıcance of “monotheism)’ (oneness)

V1nı 1t relates knowledge and obedience 15 NOT appreclated
In the rFeST of the thesis MacDonald the hıstor1- by IMOST DeuteronomYy scholars and 1t 15 tremendous

cal ConceptOons of monotheism agaınst close eXESESIS SC 1t worked OUT convincingly here. In thıs CONLEXL,
of Deuteronomy’s key monotheistic He iıdentihies however, MacDonald makes what take especlally
the ema of Deuteronomy 6:4ff the of Deu- IFrONIC ın arguıng for ıteral interpretation of the
teronomYy’s theology an Deuteronomy’s “monothe- EMAa “writing’ commands 6:6-9) and metaphoric;
1SmM 1n order er S ‘“enlightened’ definition readıng of the herem command (chapters and 28) By
of monotheism, hich AaDPCars CONSsSISt of [WO claıms. Juxtaposing these in hıs interpretation, Mac
Fırst, he concludes that Deuteronomy allowe for the Donald chows eiıther nabılıty unwillingness
exIistence of other gods that COU. be worshıippe DYy the consistently avo1d what Can faiırly be described
natı1ons, W restrichng Israel’s worship in ‘Enlıghtenment innovatıons’ in hıs interpretation.
hıs “oneness’ and “un1queness’. Second, wiıth etaıle In the end, 1n MacDonald has undoubtedly
and often persuasıve CXCSESIS, MacDonald for succeeded 1ın showing that IIIGEC cCognıtive rOopOSI-

the heology of “monotheism)’ ın Deuteronomy 1ın tonal notlion of monotheism 15 inadequate describe
the SOMNFGXT of confession, love, remembrance, election the far TMOTC relatıonal aAM sıtuational ASPCCTS of NOW|
and idolatry, especlally SCCIH 1n the theological frame edge and monotheism they AIC expressed NOL only ın
(chapters 4, 5 6, and 52 Deuteronomy, but in theology ole WO

By adopting “canoniıcal’? “synchroniıc’ readıng of SUgSSCSLT that he has been ESsSs successtul in efending hıis
DeuteronomYy MacDonald 15 able Attest rthe beauty claım that Deuteronomy’s monotheism (and that of the
aAM NS of Deuteronomy’s lıterary and theological in genera does NOT inter-textually and progressivelyexpression that has often been neglected in the history denYy the possibility f other gzods In anY CaSC, MacDon-
of Deuteronomy research. One CAaNNOT help but be ald has helpfully broadened emerging held of studydrawn nNto MacDona| re-telling of the Deuteronomy that combines close eXegeESIS wiıith theology and the hıs

grounde ın mutual OVvVe between and COr V of interpretation thev have been influenced Dyhıs chosen people Israel In ucC1 eta| he describes the deeper phılosophic interests.
underlyıng web of themes and dialectics that unıte the
book ın 1ts Hinal torm blessing-curse, obedience-disobe Ryan ()’Dowd

dience, remembering-forgettung, clean-unclean, ımma- Cheltenha W, England
nence-transcendence GE

As tor the [WO pecific claiıms 1ın MacDona reSISt-
AdNCC towards the Enlightenment notion of monotheism
[WO deserve turther attention. First, 111e he has
astutely capıtalıze 2 eXCcIUNg opportunıities

ethink the relatiıonshıp between iıdeologies and inter- arıar The Theology of the Reformed
Confessionspretation, hıs resistance the Enliıghtenmen

lead A false dılemma. I hat 1S, MacDonald Iranslated and Annotated Dy er
LOO ready ASSUTTNIEC that the philosophical

coined Dy Enlıghtenment thinkers Gy NECESSAT'Y inference er
Oolumbıa Series ın eiorme Theologyfa1] Capturc anclent theological uths degree of

philosophical and biblical theological sophiısticatıon MaYy Louisville /London: WIKP, 2002, Va 2 3) E20.
be somewhat ackıng 1n thıs WAdY. So, yhıle appreclate hbD, ISBN 0664272726157
hıs SUSPICIONS of “objectivity” attrıbuted Enlight- UMMARYENMECNL rationalısm, ollow hıs theological
CXCDZESIS which inconsistently relates Deuteronomy Barth’s eology of the Reformed Conftessions IS well-

researched and erudite discussion of the function of C Ofl-Ifs 1DI1Ca theological IC XT For example, ONC SCI15CS5
fessions n the Reformed Church and 1ts attitude towardsdısproportionate zeal deny Deuteronomy A

hınt of exclusionary monotheism. In denyıng the M1S- confessions. Following discussion Of the significance f
siıological significance 1n Deuteronomy’s ctheology (D contfessions and the relationship Hetween confession and
1/ 50 which might otherwiıse be connected the Un1- Scripture, the Hulk of the hbook analyses the theologica!
versal promıse (Genesis and the knowledge of content of hoth major and mınor Reformed contessions.
the natıons Isaıah 40-55; Ezekiel 59 CIC:): MacDonald This IS important booke gIıves nsight into the
lacks interaction wıtch scholars lıke Chrıistopher Wrıght early theologica| development of ONe of the Ost impor-
and Danıel Block tant theologians of the 20th CEeNLUTrY.
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