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sat1on Aat the institutional evel for certaın noticeable Central Sanctuary and Centralızation of
fatness of doctrine)?! As ScOot, Was taken Dy the Worshıip ın ncıent Israel. From the Settlement
high regard 1ın which he regarde the SCOLS Confession LO the Buiildıng of Solomon’s Templeof 1560 an hıs astonıshment that WC WO exchange
IT tor the Westminster Confession of Faıth (hencetforth 07g10AS Daiassertations Near FEastern UuAd1eEsS
WCF) In FaCE hıs eritical cCOom  IS ın this Pekka Pitkänen
section ATC elated the WCF Surprisingly, however, Pıscataway, NJ Gorglas PTress. ZU05; XXYI 2772
hıs critque 15 NOT the Samıec that of INManıy modern Db, ISBN 1-931956-16-2
Barthıians. Rather, he ArguCcs that the WCE, through UMMARY1fSs emphasıs the application of redemption and the

for ASSUTFANCC, 15 tocussed LOO much anthropol- In his wide-ranging work, Pitkänen offers critica|
reinterpretation f the centralization regulrement In theinstead of theology CL SU! Köl)

The ırd section of the chapter 15 ON the CONTFrOo- pentateucha!l |aw codes. He hen analyses the application
Vwıth Lutheranısm, clearly kev 1SSUE for SWwWISsS and of these requirements n the 1ca3 Deriod from the Set-

t'lement the completion of Solomon’s Temple. PitkänenGerman efiorme heologians In thıs secti1on, he Par
ticularly addresses the Lutheran doctrine of the Lord’s AargUues that the worship requlrements n EX 20.22-26;
Supper and, ın vVCeLY profoun and searching analysıs, | EeV. and eut dre mutually consistent | evitIicus

with wilderness dea|l and Deuteronomydemonstrates that ItSs weakness lay ın A Christological
OT, namely, the Lutheran notion of the ubiquity of IS the regqulirement UDOT Israel when che IS In idea|
the body Ör TISE: wherein certaın attrıbutes of hıs CIircumstances (1.e having ully conquered the land and

not threatened DV aM Y of her neighbours). In Pitkänen’sdivine ature wrongly regarde havıng been
communiıicated hıs human AAr (TST:). estimation neither entirely excludes the EexXIistence of 0Ca|l

altars depending certamin circumstantial aCctors:; TheIhe tourth and 5inal section of the chapter an of the nistory from Settlement Temple SeE these actors Inbook TG“Barttle agalnst Modern ristlanity”.
In thıs sect1on, he discusses R8 consıderable eng the play. The rhetorica|l examınatıon of the ICa DFO-

vides certaın insights, but his reviewer tinds the historica|ldecıisions of the Synod of DOrFt which he egards both methodology and 1ts application unsatisfactory.°*the classıcal document ot what the Reformed church
Ar that time wanted be nd NOT be agalnst ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
modern Christianıty” but also °the mausoleum of the In dieser weiıt ausgerichteten Studie hietet Pitkänen
early eiIÖrIMMe mMmovement). Z12) Hıs analysıs here 15 iıne kritische Neuinterpretation der Zentralisations-For-
searching an 15 d ine model for hıs call (addressed derung In den esetzestexten des Pentateuch. Fr Aafld-
hıs students) tor Sr CNgSASCMCNL wıth the Retormed ‚ysiert dann die Anwendung dieser Forderungen n der
confessions and theır doctrinal development, in order biblischen Periode VOT! der L andnahme His ZUr Vollen-
ASSIST 1n the A  SSESSMECNL and critique of modern heologıi dung des salomonischen Tempels. Pitkänen argumentiert,
cal trends. dass die Anbetungs-Vorschriften AUS$S EX 20,22-20, LEeV.

{ hıs 1S remarkably erudıte DOOK, 1ın whıich Barth und eut miteinander vereinbar sind | evitICus
orasentiert eın Wüstenzeit-Ideal, und LDeuteronomıIıumdisplays remarkable acqualıntance wıth and Ol

OT only the maın contessional ST but Man Yy oringt die Vorschriüft für Israel, WEl das Volk In ıdealen
which ATC largely unknown today. IThe caretul research mständen ıst (d.h WEeTl1T) das Land vollständig erobert

ist und das Volk nıcht VOT)] den Nachbarn edroht wirdwhıich he would later display ın the hıstorical sectons
of the Church Dogmatıcs, 1S already evident here { hıs aCcCh Pitkänens Einschätzung chließt Keiner der hbeiden
1S also important DOOKk, NOL least because of ıts place Eextie die XIStenzZz lIOkaler Altäre (Je nach hestimmten

Umständen) AUs In der Geschichte VOo  —_ der | andnahmeın the early theological development of one of the IMOST

ımportant theologians of the 20ch CCN Here WC Ca  — his Z Tempe! pielen diese IUJmstände ihre jeweilige
SCC 1ın seed and sometimes 1n [NOTC developed) form Rolle |)ie rhetorische Untersuchung der Hiıblischen exie

hietet gewIsse Einsichten, doch dieser vxezensent hält dieI1ALLY of the themes which he WO later develop in
the Church Dogmatıcs. OVEe all, the book provıdes historische Methodologie und ihre Anwendung für unbe-
tional SUPPOFL tor that school of Barth interpreta- friedigend.
a(0)8! (Bruse McCormack and others) vyhıich ArSuCcSs tor RESUME
ftundamental CONUNULLY between the early and the later
Barth

ans trava il QU! embrasse arge champ,
Pitkänen JTODOSC U re-interpretation critique de /’exi-

MecGowan de centralisation dans 1es codes de 10 du enta-
Dıngwall, Scotland (leEUqUE. etudie ensulte COMMEeNT ( 65 exigences ONnNt ete

appliquees de Ia eriode iblique, depuis Ia
conquete Jusqu’a /’achevement du temple de Salomon.
detend a these cde la coherence elles des exigences
cultuelles YJUE /’on I[rOUVEe dans divers texties GHEX A 2
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| V DJi 12 lLe du Levitique le sejour Pıtkänen’s MOST substantıal chapter 15 examınatıon
desert, tandis JUC celul du Deuteronome enonce of biblical ACCOUNTS of ult centralizatıon (or not) from

qUu! Est attendu srae dans des Circonstances ideales, Joshua’s the completion FHirst Temple.
c’est-a-dire une OlISs Ia conquete pleinement achevee e ItPıtkänen’’s understanding of the altar laws 1n the DPen

tateuch 15 COFFECL, what factors pertained 1ın Israel urıngMEeNaACeE de Ia Dart des euples VOISINS isparue.
565 YEUX, CS deux (EXTES n’/excluent Das entierement that peri0d? Pıtkänen ArgucSs that uring thıs unsettled

l’existence d’autels IO0CaUX S] Certaıins facteurs Circonstan- per1o of her history, Israel’s CIrcumstances fluctuated
ciels conduisent. Ces facteurs ont Joue de 15- lacıng her ın varıety of dispensations according the
tolre qUuI de Ia conquete 1a construct! du Temple. requırements Deuteronomic legislation. In Joshua
|examen rhetorique des textes bibliques apporte certaıns B the and 15 presented fully conquered an thus
eclairages, maıls OUS rOUVONS insatisfaisant Ia methodo- alternatıve tar the central 1$ excliude By
ogie historienne et mıIse the time c the Judges, however, there 15 central SAamMlCc-

CUar V AO but the condıtions of OCCupation make,
for example, Gideon and anoah’s sacrıfices elsewhere

TIhe centralızation of Israelite worship has laın Aat the acceptable (L Ja Ar Carmel 1n reign BYy the
heart of critical reconstruchOonNs of Israel’s rel1g10uUs hıs- tiıme of Davıd, however, condıtions have agaın changed
COr Y SINCEe the nıneteenth CCNTUFV, reaching classıcal ftor the better and from the unıted kıngdom onwards
form in Wellhausen’s Prolegomena. PE CEN- centralızed worshıp 15 obligation for which the kings
tralızıng requırement ın the early pentateuchal SOUTCCS, AIC harshly eriticızed.
but the book of Deuteronomy places weight cshort conclusıon summarızes Pitkänen’s Aargum«cnNts
worshiıp 1n the chosen place (understood cıipher for and Ta edatıng Joshua, Judges, the priestly mMate-
Jerusalem) alone. Ihe later priestly UTE lacks Deuter- rial, and Deuteronomy before the OSS of the ark
NOMY’S olemi1c and AdSSUT11CS sacrıfıcial worship ar the the Philistines 1n 1050 In what 15 surely under-
ent of Meeting (understood cıpher tor the second STALeEMECNLT, Pitkänen concludes, ar these conclusions ATC

Temple). In thıs rFevIsSION of University of Glouces- valıd they SUSSCSL number of iımportant implications
tershıre doctorate under Gordon Wenham, Pıtkänen for Old Jlestament scholarshıp 1n general’ (p 276)
undertakes eritical reinvestigation of the bıblical and Pıtkänen’s work contaıns mınor iIrrıtations, such
archaeological evidence tor centralizatıon in Israel. the Occasıonal misreferencing of chapters in the book,

Pitkänen’s approac the biblical mater1al 1S COM- an sectlons where Pıtkänen QqUOLCS other scholars
paratıve and lıterary. Throughout he emphasizes the AT D: ength (twelve AI C almost entirely the
ımportance of understanding the 1DI1Ca mater1al 1n words of Adam Zertal: 167-178). (n TMNOTC sSuL
Comparıson wıth ancıent Near Fastern and stantıal MaLLErS, Pıtkänen’s peculıiar appendix provides
archaeological evidence trom Israel It 15 also lıterary in z00d place ground SOTTNIC of the problems wıth thıs
that 1t DaVS particular attention the place of specific work. Pıtkänen etaıiıls MO of historical CCONSITUC-

wıthın the rhetorical COr of the biblical book UON, which 1$ sa1d be hıis methodological approac
(following Wenham’s appropriation of Wayne Booth’s (p 289) Wırh the UuSsS«C of mathematiıcal equations and
work the rhetorıic of ficnon). For Pitkänen the rheto- grapNns, hıstoriographical theory modelle the hard
F1C otf the Bıble’s self-presentation chould be taken wıtch SCIENCES 1$ offered When there 1S MUC sophisticated
al ser10usness. reflection historiography 1T 15 disconcerting ind

Aftter brief OVeEerVIEeEWw of the ceritical theory of cult cholar attempting do de L1LOVO Further, when all
centralızatıon and the of pentateuchal the Neavy mathematical lıfting 15 done, the conclusions
cr1tic1sm, Piıtkänen Q1VES brief OVervVIiew of the under- ATC surprisıngly ana. iImportance of causalıty, logical
tandıng of divine I1CC 1n the ancılıent Near AST and CONSIStENCY and the possıibility of multıple FECONSITIrUC-
Israel. Ihe intention 15 ArSLIC that Yhwh’s MONS. As such ıT dodges the iImportant questions that
could only have been localızed 1n OIl  m place nd that the ATC raısed V}  X DASC of thıs study. How does OC
altar |1aw in the Covenant Code (ExX 20.22-—26) does negotlate rhe archaeological and bıblical evidence when
NOT stand ıIn contradıction centraliızed SANCLUAT V, tor they stand ın tensıion wıth ON  M another? the face
Yhırh 1$ envisaged Oonly oranung temporary and inter- value presentation of rthe 1C TCXT always be assumed
miıttent AT ocal altars. In the following chapter be hıstorically CCHT: (as Pıtkänen usually does)?
Piıtkänen examınes the other pentateuchal SOUTCCS, and At whart pOomNt appeal be made ıdealızation
ArguUuCS that thev AT compatıble wıch the Exodus altar metaphor? How hould ONC interpret contradıctory
law. Levıiticus UlS wıth wıilderness ıdeal nd TeXtSs? When 15 harmon1i1zatıon A historical evel (lr
Deuteronomy 1S the requırement UDOI Israel when DYy appecal unattested ‘exile? LD 244 |) d Nnatu-
che 15 ın ıdeal CIrcumstances (1:6 havıng fully conquered ral evel (e.g appeal 110 wındıness M 143|])
the land and NOT threatened by anı y ot her neighbours). appropriate? How does OIl  /} date ın establishing
In Pitkänen’s estimatıon neıither entirely excludes the anl early date 1S It sımply sufhcient show the problems
existence of local altars epending ON certaın CITrCUuM- wıth ate atıng, anı NOLT tackle the real problems tor A
stantıal Actors. pre-monarchic date? Can the problems of oral aNnsSm1S-
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S10N, back-projection and textual revisıon be ignored? rapport AUX precedentes. Flle offre AaUSsS!I 1a Dossibilite
d’acquerir des modules additionnels, Darmı ‚esquels 1esDo the 1DI11Ca. heroes need be ustified 1n A

instance of theır cultıc practice? lexiques usuels e{ d’autres outils qU! font reference. On
Despıite significant flaws thıs 15 wıde-ranging work, rouvera davantage de renseignements SUur e sıte WW

bibleworks.comwhich engaged wıth sızeabhle lıterature. Its rhetorical
approach, which Q1VES close attention the relevant > q

CXS; 15 commendable and nsightful central plan We NOT only reVIEW 00 and ournals here Aat uroof the documentary hypothesis, centralızatıon demands
CO re-examınatlion. Nevertheless, Thomas but seek SULVCY anythıng that MaYy be of interest

readership interested 1n theology an ıblıcal studiesKuhn (who Pitkänen qUOLCS AT signıficant Junctures)
observed L1CW scientific paradıgms AI ftormulated when So WC ATC leased offer FeEVIEW of the latest version
there 1S enough evidence that a1ls Ht the CFEA of BıbleWorks (BW) software ‘tor 1DI1Ca CXESESIS and

research).paradıgm. Pitkänen has overreached Dy attemptung NOLT

onlv provide evidence that faıls t, but also the Hirst ought CODYV of BW SCHIHIE S1X SCVCI

ASO Havıng investigated the software market faırlyparadıgm. careful textual study of the centralizatıon
thoroughly which Was much easier task back then! ereqguırements would have been valuable; the creation of

scholarly aradıgm, however, involves IManıYV other IIC the decisıon that the ngs that need
do MOSLT quickly and easıly. Ihe latest version of thısconsiderations and INMan y vears’ reflection.

softwATC SCI VCS confirm that decisıon the COrrecCtNathan MacDonald
ON 1E=-=>— BibleWorks 15 excellent option for ANVONCSE Andrews, Scotland involved 1n research; particularly research iınvolv-
Ing the orıginal languages.

Obviousliy, cho1ice of software 15 ersonal one’s
cho1ice of shoes—some people sımply prefer OILLC DEFO*

'"orks ıM TAamnlInc another. However, there AdIC certaın things
about version that commend the FoOgramımSoftwarefor Bıblıcal Exegesis Research
ANVONC o1Ing 1DI1Ca research. Fırst, there 15 the COLH-

BibleWorks, V prehensıve NS of B VW It includes 9072 translatıons of
www. bibleworks.com, 2003 $299 for basıc package. the 1n 28 languages (including AT least OLC version

SUMMARY
trom the maJjority of European languages), Varlıous VCI-

S10NS ot the N nd XX 1n the orıginal languagesBibleWorks IS excellent Diece of software AB SOTMNNC excellent analytıcal tools Secondly, 15
and worthwhile investment tor aNVONE involved In biıb- VCIY rewardıng TOSTAIIN USC It does take SOTNC
ıcal research Or exegesis regular hasis. BW. will e etfort ZCL know the FOSTaIN WE (as 15 the C  dSC

nelpful Dastor OTr academic alike The latest version of wiıith al V owerful software), but the reTIUrNs AI Hethe software IncIudes number of iImprovements DrE- searching tor the contextual USdaSC of Hebrew verb in
VIOUS versions, including the Dossibility Durchase A
tiona|l modules 1G nclude standard 1exIiCca and other particular Stem 15 transtormed from mınor research

proJject nNto MOMECNLArCV ALSC tor thought. I&  V,reference tools More etalle! information CdM be oun BW INnCorporates excellent reference works. Some
the webhsite P  www.bibleworks.com) iımportant lexica and a1ds ATC NnCcIude Dart of the

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG basıc FOgSTam JE | WONL BDB, Liddell & Scott, Frib-
erg’s alytica KEeXICON. Louw-Nıda, the UBS reeK-BibleWorks ıst ıne exzellente Computersoftware und

eIıne lohnende Investition für jeden, der tändig mMit Dib- Englısh Dictionary, Thayer ete:) er signıficant
reference works IMAaYV be uniocke DON the DaVMCNL otischer Forschung und -Xxegese un hat BVWV wird

ich als hilfreich sowon| tür astoren ofS auch tur WIS- purchase price HALOT, Naltke N
senschaftlic Arbeitende erweısen [ )iese neueste ersion ()’Connor and allace). Fach of these reference tools

works seamlessiv wiıth the maın Bible software enablingder Software nthält eIne Reihe Vo  - Verbesserungen,
die Möglichkeit, zusätzliche Module kaufen die the investigate the Nu2 of particular word

wıth consıiderable dsSCc Fourth, the TICW version ofStandard-Wörterbücher und andere Nachschlagewerke includes SOTINC useful t10Na rools tor UuSC wıth theenthalten. Detailliertere Intormationen tinden ich auf der
Internetseıilte www.bibleworks) ıblical languages. Thıs latest version includes flashcards

tor learnıng Greek/ Hebrew vocabulary and excel-
RESUME lent SECNTENCEC diagrammıng function enabling eqasier
ible Works est excellent logicie qu'il vaut a DeInNeE analysıs of sentence STILUETIHTES

Al of the above probablv NCcans somethıing thosed’acquerir lorsqu’on aıt des ravauxXx de recherche iDli-
YUE exegetique de facon reguliere. pDeut aUSsı etre who have used BibleWorks other Bıble research sOft-
utile VOUT 1E Dasteur ’universitaire. derniere WAdlilC 1n the PaSstT, but IT IA YV be unintelligible ru  1sS3
version apporte un certaın nombre d’ameliorations ar those who have MEVECT used SUC software. So why USC
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