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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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SSUCS TCINall If sacrıfıce 15 centralısed and be revanche bien L es predicateurs [rouveront
excellentes dee dans le COMMEeNTaIre des dls eassoc1ated wıth the rulıng SOCI: STrLICTUFES would IT NOT

result SOCI: centralısatıon AL least ofW desequilibre reduit I1a valeur de OUVrage
structures”? Thıs however miıght be SS51LIC 1C could
result trom the text’s applıcatıon rather than somethıng
iınherent 1CS deology. would also have been useful

'IThe book of Joshua problematıc for INalıy ChrıiıstiansrCCOQNISC that NOT interpreters have argued ftor
'Ihe E ofviolence IT records especıially thıs Ianıthe assocı1ated ıdeas of demythologısatıon and secuları-

satıon They ATIC certamly themes aAMONSZS T tested the applıcatıon of the ban where captured people
WEeTIC devoted destruction 111Ca1ll$s IT NOT necessarılySOI1I1C inter preters (albeıt understood dıfferently) but

SOINC aVe accepted the general theme of centralısatıon OC that great deal ot ALrfentTLION reachıng,
wıthout also adopting these assoc1ated themes Vogt's today, acıng up these SS5SUC5S5 Creach read

thıs TEXt WaV that SCNSILLVE the COM of con-UuSsSCcC of rıght and McConviılle iındıcates hıs AWAaTCI1C55

of thıs the PO1NT could have been made TMOTC clearly, readers but also 1TOmM the CONVICLION that the
but hıs contrıibution hıes the etaı wıth whiıich he has COMMUNIL of faıth ımpoverıshed by 1CS 110  - attend-

ATl Joshua because of the WdY IT chows pOrtraıt ofbeen able establısh hıs Vogt has thus provıde
stiımulatıng work that wıll need be taken ser10usly GOod and demands hıs people that the modern

Dy future Interpreters of DeuteronomYy church needs ear OLMIC CXPCC[S SCT1C5 concerned
wıth preachers thıs theologıically COMML1L-avyıd 1V

Chff.College ted eadıng of the TGXE ONC that partıcularly concerned
xvıth bridging the aD between CX and WOTr.

In brief introduction Creach SECETS OUuUrTt hıs ou1dıng
ASSUMPT1ONS about the book He argely tollows the

Joshua domınant eritical that SCS Joshua par' T of the
Deuteronomıuistic Hıstorv and whıch therefore partxcu-Jerome Creach

Interpretation Commentarv for eachıng and arlv concerned ddress the needs of the yıle oug
he O€es NOLT tollow thıs rou reductionNıst fash-

reachıng 10 Rather, the of the exvıles often the
Lounsviılle John Knox Press 2003 XIV 135 1C CO ntemporar_v readers ATC able approac the

£, 13 ISBN 10 8042 3106 TEXE He ı also caretul explaın that he O€s NOT
Joshua work of hıstorv 1ı the modern f theUMMARY word arguıng that OUrLr role readers Josh-Creach offers eading of the hbook OT Joshua that I5 DartıcUu- uUd WOTF. AN! have OUrLr hıstory and WOTr| shaped DV 1T

arly sensiıtıve the of violence presented | the (EXT Domg N1S inevıtably wrestlıng wıth the 1550UICc of
Following the normal format of the Interpretation SCTI16S5 violence 1T presented 11 the Creach sıgnalshe ShOws considerabhle e wrestling ıth the d- hıs intent do thıs DV devoting A consıderable portionwhere his I5 Darticularly| hbut the treatmentTt of hıs iıntroduction IL Aarguung that Joshua’s authors
of cChapters 13 Z I5 unfortunately slight | COMPDaNsON do NOT LTG AT violence A sımplıstıc WAYV, and that theır
Preachers looking for help ith the narratıves the other OW!] wrestling wıth thıs ISSLIC Ca gu1de us OrcChapters will ind his excellent but the imbal- readers.
dMCe | treatment |ımits the work value Ihe body of the ary then works thıs OUuUrTt

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG the tradıtional INHANHEr tor thıs SCI1C5S, offerıng exegetical
CSSay S ach pas SagCc rather than offerıng detaıled Olnl-Creach hietet eEINe | esewelse des Josuabuches die der

Gewalt die | lext prasentiert wird hbesondere Aufmerk- MmMent partıcular ın OuUg! of COUTSC where TICC -

samkeit widmet In ulnahme des uDliıchen Formats der CSSal y SUppOTrt partıcular conclusıon Creach does NOT
hesıtate rovıde detaıl Ihe eadıng offered clear andReihe zeigt beachtlichen Tiefgang Kingen MI den

Erzählungen | denen dieses Thema besonders wichtig IST preachers wıll find much that helpful oug) there ATC

alwavs PO1INECS 16OC mıght ffer fagged DVdoch die Behandlung der Kapite! IST vergleichsweise the ıntroduction Creach takes [1M! explore thedünn rediger die ilfe | Dezug auf die Erzählungen |
den anderen Kapiteln suchen werden das Buch als exzel- of violence IT CCS Pa  a often pA

INg tor extended theologıcal reflectiOnNs VYet there alsolentes Hilfsmitte| empfinden doch die UNAUSSCWOSECNEC somethıng rather T1OUS thıs because 1L thatBehandlung schränkt den Wert des Gesamtwerkes In
the 1S5UC of the OCCUP8IIOI'I of the land largely passe|

KESUMEFE OVCTr SLISPCCt that the allocatıon of the and chapters
ans ıredu ıvre de Jo: Creach iInteresse 13 y wıll be dıfAicult for MOST preachers sımply because
Darticulierement 1a de Ia violence et d- IT SCCI115 rather dull ırrelevant ouUg! fact these
(TE traıtement approfondi dUX theme Est chapters STreSsSSs We faıthfulness S1IVINS the land)

but those lookıng for 4ASSISTANCE here W1 be argely 1Sap| Le traıtement accorde dUuxX cChapitres 27 reste
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