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and wısdom of people. Thıs wısdom seeks Pr connalttre haraon et @} Israel selon 1es hesolmns differents
MOTE lıfe and amıly because S1U1C wısdom 15 Iso CONSISt- de chacun. Cec!ı est complete Dar un  MD ecture de l’histoire
enNt wıth COVeENantT de arche de ’alliance en Samu el A L’approche consti-

Ihe value of thıs study lı1es primarıly iın Wılson’s [uEe modele utile DOUTr Ia lecture d’autres [EXTESs eh-
synthesı1s of the wısdom and COVeNant themes, dem - tiellement problematiques.
onstratıng that wısdom nction INOTC closely wıth
COVeENantT the theology of the Old lestament than 15
oftenou COr conclusıions COU be apphıed IMOTre

wıdely than the Joseph Narratıve alone, and Ca ook though Nanı readers happıly ftollow the of
OrWar' rther contributions from ılson thıs the plagues Xodus, others ATC struck DYy ımpor-
1C2 S eologıc problem. Gıiven that God cClearly has the

AD V W TELINOVC Israel from Egypt, why does he do
ın the WdAY that he does? In partıcular, why 15 there theClıff College, England pattern of hardenıng aracoh’s heart and why does It
take Man V plagues before Israel 15 led Out” Beyond
thıs 1€eSs the addıtional question of exactly whart Moses

God, Pharaolh Anı Moses: Explaining the 15 instructed ask. Is the *three days sımply ploy that
15 ultımately shown be untrue” In thıs lıghtly revisedActıons ın the Exodus Plagues Narratıve

Wıllıiıam Ford PhD thesıs TOM urham (completed under ter
oberly), Ford addresses these questions an the

Paternoster 1DI1Ca. Monographs PI'OCCSS emMONstrates the eologıc potential of hıter-
Mılton EyNeESs aynesboro: Paternoster, 2006, MIX A readıng of the CX

248 pb; ISBN 078:1.:947)727/- Given the book’s Org1Ns, It 15 surprıse that Ford
472()-() first SULVCYVS eXIStINg approaches these problems, find-

ıng them deficıent in that thev tend privlege SOLTLIC
SUMMARY (r others faıl attend the narratıve
Ford helpfully examınes the theological oroblem pose L10 have ıt. Hence, Ford offers terary readıng of
DY the lagues narratiıve. In short, WhyYy does Yahweh not the canonıcal TEXTt whıch PaVS parucu ar attention the
immediately release Israel? He dargUuecs from canonitical VECT- CVE. opmcnt of the nNarratıve anı the specıfic questionspective that attention who 5>daYy> what and who
that Fxodus and MC z Can e taken together

of whe Sa yS what and who From thıs. he iıdentifies
Aa and 1: 1272 CTUCN: for consıderatiıon

suggest that Yaıhweh IS responsiIve the differing needs Since both make SOMIC claım why the plagues 1A-
of harach and Israe| KNOW CGod This IS then efined t1ve takes the torm It does
hrough eading of the of the Ark In Samue!l A
The approac adopted offers nelpful mode!| for eading

Ihe heart of the book then hıes 1ın close readıng
of these PaASSAYCS, though especıally ın the

other potentially ‘'problematic’ [EXTS of 10:1-2 thıs 15 done in ogue wıth the FEST of the
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG plagues narratıve. Where 3-1 emphasıses the eed
Ford untersucht auf hıilfreiche EIse das theologische tor Pharacoh know who ahwe 1S, } makes the
Problem, das die Erzählungen üÜber die Plagen aufwerfen. Sa pomnt for Israel Where SOTINC AVE SC these

contradıctory, Ford that these STATEMECNTS revealKurz Warum efreit ott Israe|l nıcht sofort? Fr arSUurnenN- that Yahweh 15 has multıple where he respondstiert AdUs eiıner kanonischen Perspektive heraus, dass Auf-
merksamkeit darauf, WerTr Was sagt, und Aufmerksamkeit dıfferently dıfferent needs. Thıs then nables hım
darauf, das Fxodus 9 AA und 10,1-2 Al6 ZUSAMMENSE- ead the plagues narratıve A whole, noting the USC of

ambıgulty the Martter ofwhat It for Israel O,Örig verstanden werden können, nahe egt dass we auf
A ambıgulty that 15 gradually unravelled the plaguesdie unterschiedlichen RBedürfnisse des Pharaos und Israels

reagiert, (jott kennen. | )ieser nsatz wird dann UrC! narratıve proceeds. Itrom thıs CIMCTSZCS pıcture of God
eıne Untersuchung der Geschichte Von der Bundeslade In ONC who 15 respOonsıve dıfferent S1tuat1ONS, and who

Samue| d verfeinert. |J)er In dem Buch üÜibernommene has multıple PULDOSCS through them
nsa hbletet eın hilfreiches Model| auch für andere n- Sınce Ford also a1mMs model TMNOTC wıdely applıca-
tiell „problematische“ ExTe ble approac "problematıc’ EXIS which neıither rejects

L1OT naıvely 8.CCCPtS them, he then offers A eadıng of the
RESUME of the Ark in Samuel d Thıs LCXT 15 chosen NOT
Ford penche SUur 1E probleme theologique DOSse Dar 1E much for IfSs OW|] problems but because of the WAY It
recıt des plales infligees ’Egypte POoUurquol Yahve deli- CONSCI0USLYy reflects the plagues narratıve. though
vre-t-i] Das iımmediatement Israel @ Adoptant un approche the readıng of these chapters offered here works We
CanonIque, el considerant qU! dit QUO! et qulI, s’efforce enough ICS OW! 1 dıd NOT ell integrated
de mMmonNTrer JUuEC 1es recıts d’Exode 97 319 et HO49 for- Nto the overall roJect A} 1t miıght On the ONC hand,
ent ensemble indiquant YJUC Yahve VISE faire Ford WAanftfs explore 1It examıne ıts OW' uUusc of the
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plagues narratıve, and the ther UuSsSsCcC It further et merite d’Gtre DrIS consideration dans |’interpretation
example of problematıc IGXT. Yı  et these [WO gxoals do NOT du Deute  nome
re: mesh because 1t INCAans that an intertext effectıvely
controls the problems of thıs TEeXT rather than OWINS
the lıterary method emplove elsewhere ddress 1ts
OW) theologıcal problems. Resolution of thıs dıchotomy 1$ surprisıngly CasS for certaın interpretati1ons

become entrenched in ıblıcal scholarshıp that ter-WOUuU aV allowed thıs chapter work better wıthın
the overall argument, oug the potential of Fkord’s natıve approaches might NOLT be recogniısed. example
approac 15 still evıdent. In all, thıs 15 solıd contrıbu- of thıs miıght be the ınterpretation of the theme of CC1-

tralısatıon Deuteronomy whıch has often been ınter-t10n that effectıvelv demonstrates the ımportance of the
combınatıon of theologıcal War' and lıterary SC1I1- preted radıcal attempt AT creatıng socı1al frucfure

SItIVILY. centred the SANCTuUu In thıs FeVISION of doctoral
thesıs complete under Gordon McecConviılle At Glouces-AD Fırth

Clff College Cer, Vogt places thıs interpretation under the microscope
argu«c that centralısatıon ın Deuteronomy 15 about

sacrıfiıce and NOT socıal Assocıi1ated wıth the
domıiınant approac centralısation, INAaIr interpreterseUtTeEeronOMA1C Theology and the Sıgnificance of aVe SCCH Deuteronomy both secularısıng and demy-

bralh thologisıng earher ealıng wıth worshıiıp. though
these latter 1SsSUES do NOT depend the domınantPeter Vogt interpretation of centralısatıon, they ATC closely OUnN:!

Wınona Lakı  @ Eısenbrauns, 2006, V1 E S up wıth ıt, whıch 15 why Vogt TEATS them ogether.- E353.00; hb; ISBN 9/78-1-57506-107-8 Demonstrating the book’s or1gın doctoral thesıs,
Vogt CY1INS Dy provıdıng OVeEerVIeWw of hıs method-UMMARY

Vogt Challenges the dominant interpretations of centralisa- Ology before takıng the interpretation of Deuteronomy
16:18 18:22 ASC study 1C. explore thetıon In Deuteronomy, arguıng that although It has radica|l
WdY dıfferent scholars aVve interpreted the motiıf of CENMN-

VTOSTaANIMNEC, It IS neılither dem  ologisin MOr secularising.
Rather, It IS radica! Case for making Torah central Ssra- tralısatıon and theır relatıonshıp the central deology

of the FeXT. Vogt 15 able show that there 15 consıd-el lıfe Vogt ers aır critique of alternative Interpreta- erable dıversıity the interpretation of the CM VCNt10Ns and makes g00d dase for his OW| DV hIs careful
eading of the [EXT. This IS stimulating eading of Deuter- oug that centralısatıon 1$ ımportant, and

that thıs pattern be traced back through u191 IC IS WO of ‚Eeri0us consideration DY future of Deuteronomy scholarshıp. Thıs dıversıty O€es NOTinterpreters of the book StOpP the themes of secularısatıon and demythologisatıon
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG TOmM being ımportant, oug agaın there 15 dıversıtYy.
Vogt fordert die herrschenden Interpretationen über die 1$ thıs dıversıty 1ın interpretation rather than T ata

that iımpacts the that ustıfles thıs fresh readıng ofZentralisierung Im LDeuteronomıum heraus und arsSumen- thetıert, dass das Buch WAdrTr eın radikales Programm enthält,
aber weder demythologisierend noch säkularisierend Ist ollowıng thıs, SUCCESSIVE chapters AIC devoted

Deuteronomy 1:9-18, 4: | 12 and 16:18 18257Deuteronomıiıum lJefert vielmehr ıne 'adıkale Argumen-
tatıon für das Anliegen, die Torah ZuU zentralen Flement explore the 1Ssue of centralısatıon and 1fs relation-
des Lebens Israels machen. Vogt hietet ıne faire Kritik shıp secularısatıon and demythologısatıon. Vogt 15

den alternativen Interpretationen und liefert UrC! that he has NOT covered al the possıble
eıne sorgfältige Behandlung des Textes gute Argumente für hıs themes and these A set of sample read-
seınen eigenen nsatz 1es ISst Ine stimulierende Lese. INgs which demonstrate the possıbıilıty of hıs alternatıve.
WEeIsSEe des Deuteronomıums, die we  3 ist, VOon zukünf- I hat alternatıve 15 st1ll radıcal, but rather than demy-

thologısıng secularısıng earher CXTS, Vogt argutigen Auslegern des Buches ernsthaft In Betracht SCZOSEN
werden. that Deuteronomy seecks put 0Va AT the cenfre of

the cCommunıty’s ıfe Ihus, the socıal STIrUCTLUrES ofRESUME 18 and 16°418:2) ATC concerned wıth elevatıng Törah,
Vogt reme‘ les interpretations dominantes du that Torah 15 effectively what replaces Moses. Thıs 15 whytheme de 1a centralisation dans e Deuteronome et soutient Oral needs be passe| Vogt also that Deu-
YUue, hbiıen YJUC Ivre PFODOSE DFrOSTaMMe radical, i | Oces NOT requıre socı1a] centralısatıon but
s’agit nı de demythologisation nı de secularisation. est only 1 centralısatıon of sacrıfıce, oug| he 15 OPCH the
plutöt plaidoyer DOUT donner Aa la Torah 1a Dlace CenMn- possıbilıty that there miıght be INOTrec than ONC shrıne, the
trale dans Ia VIEe d’Israel. Vogt alt Un  (D critique pertinente key 1ssue being that worshıp happens only Aat the placedes autres interpretations du lıvre el defend Ia sienne SUr 1a that Yahweh chooses.
hase d’une etude solgnee du Son traval|l est stimulant verall, Oogt’s rea 15 persuasıve, oug| SOINC
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