
0960 SIIOM 109

Did atthew Know He W a4s Wrıting Scripture?”
art

Roland De1ınes

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG irgendjemand für ihren Frhalt un F Hereit
WarT eıt Energie un Kosten aufzuwenden Religiöse

> beitrag geht der Frage nach ob ES historisch extie wurden jedoch UT dann Teil der akzeptierten
vorstellbar IST dass Matthäus SIM Evangelium VOIT) Tradition Gemeinschaft achdem un WEe!I| SI1E ihre
Anfang mMiıt der Absicht geschrieben hat dass Fähigkeit hbewiesen hatten auch unabhängig VOT) ihrem
Adressaten asselbe als (Heilige) Schrift verstehen historischen Kontext das Verhältnis (‚ott
sollten. Ausgangspunkt für diese UÜberlegung Ist el hilfreich gestalten können evor dieses Verständnis
Verständnis VOT (Heiligen) Chriften, das diese DIIMaT Vo  — Offenbarung und Schriftwerdung Teil Z7W@eE]I|
als Kondensat Vo Offenbarung versteht AazZu ird Beispielen demonstriert ird ird der verbreitete Oopos
gezeIigt, dass den biblischen Texten das vVOTTaNSISC VOoO „Aufhören des prophetischen CGielstes  4 der Zeıt
Offenbarungsgeschehen dem ericht arüber vorausliegt Fsras un irreführende Funktion der rage nach
(vgl Mt / Weıter ird darauf hingewiesen dass dem Abschluss des (alttestamentlichen) Kanons ISKU-
extie Altertum 1Ur überdauern konnten WEeTnN sich tIert

SUMMARY memMmoOTISatTION of T It then refers the fact that [EXTS and
traditions Were nOT preserved antıq uıty unless there

The article seeks demonstrate the pOossIbility that the Wads$s willing Invest iime and COSTS
Gospe!l of Matthew Was wrıtten from the ith the do In the ase of religious t[EexXTSs they became Dart

of spiritual egaCy only f they proved their abilityintention function ASs Scripture for those who helieve
EeSUS the Son of ( O0 revealed DY the Father his facilitate meaningful NCOUNTLers ith God beyond their

people 17) The I5 ase DTITTIaT y historica|l CIrCUMSTaAaNCESs RBefore approaching the
understanding of Scripture deposit of divine revela- Case studies Part the concept of the cCessation of the
UOonNn IT first demonstrates that God revelatory aCTIVILY, Spirıit the iime of H7ra 15 discussed misleading f
according the ICa! TEexTs precedes the rıtten used d$ ufor the cClosing of the

> q y.q  e

KESUME I les (exties eTt 1es traditions etaient COMNSETIVECS YUUE
SrOUDE de DETSONNMNES Ia volonte

”auteur herche 6montrer Yui est possible UUC ır du m el de CHECTSIC dans Celilte entreprise
Evangile de Matthieu alt ete redige. des ’origine aVeC ETl E COUT Fn particulier les texies eli-
intention u4 fonctionne IMN Fceriture DOUT CEeUX n entraient dans patrımoIme spiritue!l JuUuE ıls

manifestaient leur contribuer des renconTtresYUu! crolent Jesus MM lE Fils de 1eu revel  E Dar
E Pere 1018 peuple 16-173 on SUr UNeE AVECC Jeu Dleines de sens delä des CIrcConNsStancCes his-
conception UUl volt dans '/ Ccriıtlure dep  Ö  >  t de Ia [1CVOE- YU! 1Es avalent AI Naltre |’auteur UTl YUu
lation divine. ontre (OUTt abord YUC, 1es est EITrone de aDPDUYET SUT /’affirmation de C 1a d-
textes bibliques ’activite Dar laquelle Jeu [11MMU- Uuon de de Esprit ») 1 de CDOQUEC Fsdras
I revelation precede 1NISE Dar DOUT DOUT Eduire idee de Ia clöture du ans

19 MernOIlTe noTte ensune UJUE dans V anfı. seconde 1 1 livre ensunLrte des Etudes de C(Cd$S
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Introduction encouraged regard ın line wiıth exIsting Holy
The maın question aS PTE 15 whether 1t 15 POS- Scriptures? lIo approach these questions

make three foundational sSUggestIONS:sible that the New Testament authors thought of
themselves d authors of Scripture, OTr äl least 45 1) Scripture 1S perceived In Judaısm an Early

1stlanıty primarily 4A5 record of al EXIraOr-authors of they expected be read along-
sıde, and ıIn the anner of, the existing CWIS. dinary revelatory experience whereby

‘revelatory EXperenNce 1$ understood either ASsScriptures of their time hıs question arı1ses from COoMMUNILCALILDE ACL between God an PCISONthe sımple observatıon that Matthew’s Gospel 15
clearly wrıtten In biblical style But OCcs thıs of PCISONS, (D 4S al In which 0d’s

actıve involvement Was experienced in CXIraOr-that he intended wrıte Scripture? inclined
1VE tentatıvely posıtıve ANSWCT if Lee dinary WAdYV. Here uUuSsSsCcC the adjective “extraordi-

nary distinguish such aAall EVvVenT ftrom the dailyMartın MacDonald, 11C of the leading contribu- experienCes believer might aVe of Od’s Duld-LTOTrS the lıvely and productive debate
AaNCC, SOVECINANCEC and help (C.2 the answering of

0)8! Scripture and canonisation,“ leaves hlıttle prayer) TIhe wriıitten 1EX* 15 the deposit LICHIO-for such poss1bilıty AINONS the New Testament
authors.® would SUSSCST that Matthew Was

randum of such extraordınary C  i IT 15 based
an WIFENESSES thıs revelatory EXPEHENEE.?[D alone AINONS hıs contemporarıies In eIng

AWAaIC that he Z01INg wrıte whart could an As deposits of revelatory such Call
be descriptive (historical narratıves), prescriptiveshould be regarded A4S Scripture, 10OTr W dS$ he the ‚ POTaD, prophetical and sapıential paraenes1s), ()IKr wriıte In thıs WAdY. Maccabees (1n COIN- respONSsIVe (psalms, PraycCrs, laments, lıturgies), the

Lrast Maccabees), certaın from Qumran latter of which enables direct ENCOUNTETr wiıth theand the pocalyptic and prophetic writings divine from the siıde of the human partner.°related the Hasmonean Revaolt the destruc- 2) TOom there 1T ollows that the UrSc wrıtet10N of the Second Temple In exhibit the 1S based the CONVICtION hared by the author
SAadmMıc 1DI1Ca style that allows for these newly WrIt- an the CommunıIty reCEIVINS such wrıting that
en books be placed alongside the eXISUNg Holy God has revealed something OTr OMMCOINIC of lastingScriptures. Is IT conceivable, therefore, imagıne ımportance. nng Scripture Can accordingly be
SOMNCONC SItUNG down, collecting hıs OUTCES and regarded AS veactıon .0d’s revelatory AcLıon
memorI1es, and after sharpening hıs quull, and, therefore, AS the continuatıon of the DVOCESSwriting wıth the intention AT least the hope of recordıng 0d’s actions and that of hıs people’sthat what he produces will be regarde 4S Holy reactlions believed AVC started wiıth Moses /
Scripture by others, NOT Just a that time but for S5) Jesus’ ıfe and death WCIC perceived AIMONScenturıies COme” Should such Al endeavour NOT those around hım d revelatory EVENT ofa ‘bıblical?

wiıith sound iıke violent WIN blowing scale; which the only appropriate ICSDONSC Was
from heaven)’” A In Acts 2  , when the Holy Spirıt Rar WItNESsS them In the form of Scripture.®appeared 0)8! the day of Pentecost? Or AT least wıth corollary of thıs understanding of Scripturethe ‘soft whisper’ (1 Kıngs 1DA12 Elyjah EXper1- AS deposit 0)8 record of revelatıon 15 the claım that
enced when GOod spoke hım aTt Mount oreb” the idea of closed 15 somehow alıen
It IS. after all; the Insplration of the Holy Spirıt the CONCCDL of God wh makes hımself known
that marks the categorical difference between rough revelatıon. However, 1l SUgSCSLT aTt the
LNEIC uman writing and inspired ScCrnpture. But enNn! why the CONCCDL of Canon Call become HGC-
CVCIN f allow INnsplration divine guldance CSSar Y Al certaın po1nts.be Part of the production PIOCCSS, the question of
the Maıre of Insplratiıon ST1 stands: Whart O€s
‘“inspired’ mean” How O€s INSsplration happen? Revelatory experiences the beginning

of ScriptureWhart 15 the ‘historical’? element of divine INnspira-
t10Nn that TIC Can describe by usıng an historical The biblical authors themselves 1V only SOMIC

approach? hıs leads the elated question: Why hints of what caused them write, but these arc
would authors wrıte Scripture In clear enough for the question GT hand Moses Wa
the YSst place? Whart 15 IT that might Urgc them commanded Dy God wriıte what he taught hım,

wrıte NOT Just something spırıtual, theological an the prophets encountered the “word of God’
OTr edifyıng ut actually something that readers AIC 4S somethıing that happened them In such WdY
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that they had preach IT an eventually also wrıte prophetic wrıiting 1S eremilah After the YrSt
IT OWN In the *N of Moses the orıginal author scroll wriıtten by Baruch WasSs burnt by the can
15 God himself. God 15 described ın Exodus king eho1akım, God ordered the prophet wrıte
DÜ AS the 11C who has wrıtten ON the tab- OWN everything second time and, ıIn addıtion,
lets.!9 Ihe ablets later provıded Dy Moses and word of jJudgement addressed the king ‘“And
supposedly stored in the ark of the„after the word of appene eremilah after
he had destroyed the rst tablets, contained CODY the kıng burnt the scroll and the words, which
of 0d’s OW writing. avıng asıde historical Baruch had wriıtten at Jeremnan s dictation, sayıng
questions for the MOMENLT, 1t 15 clear that such ake for YOU another scroll än wrıte IT the
Narrative, wiıth OW) wrıting AT the beginning PFrEeVIOUS words which ave been the Hirst croll;
ofthe Torah, would lend authority whatever WasSs which Jehoiakım, king of Judea, has burnt.
regarded AS wrıtten DYy Moses and hıs SUCCCSSOUTIS, concerning eho1akım, kıng of Judea, YOU chall Sa V
the prophets.* Hosea 8:12 takes thiıs when the 29 36:27-29). At the end of the chapter read
prophet “quotes’ God wıth the words: } wrıte for (V. 52) Jeremiah took another scroll and
hım Ephraim | the multitude of instructi1ons DAaVC It Baruch SOI of er1ah: the scribe, an he
(toratı), but they AIC regarde 4S something for- ON It Aat Jeremiah’s dictation ]] the words of
e1gn.’ Before the human INCSSCHSCI of God COIMNCS the scroll that Jehoiakım, the kıng of Judah; had

wrıte, God has already wrıtten something. It 15 burned by Gre; an sımılar words
turther noteworthy that before anıy wrıting took them..? hıs last short 15 quite reveal-
place God made himself known and accessible Ing It demonstrates that prophetic oracles WEIC

Abraham, Moses, the people of Israel Aat Mount collected and edited according simılarıty. It 15
Sinal Gc Dy self-revelatory ACHON. ese elf-dis- also noteworthy that thıs 1S Dassıve CcCOoNnstruction
closıng EVENTS epiıphanies precede anything of Ar the subject(s) makıng these addıtions 15 (are)
that which becomes Scripture IC consequently NOT named 1ic. 15 1n stark the DPIC-
testifles an Narrates these EVENTS C1S1ION wıth which both Baruch an the Kıng ATC

IThe of prophetic call sStorlıes addressed wıth AI an title in the SAadIl1E chapter.
(*‘Berufungsgeschichten’) Call be added ere A4S It reveals ıIn unsurpassed WdY 0W the word of
ell IThese storlıes demonstrate rther element God 4S revealed the prophet an proclaımed
of what Call be described as AUB! ONgO1INg “scriptural- Dy hım becomes part of wrıtten collection by
Isatıon’ of the relatıon between God an hıs I1CS- multistage development: Proclamation; first

When Samuel, AS YOUN£S£ DOY, Was wrıtten collection and second oral proclamation;
Dy God be hıs prophet, he only heard VOlICEe (1 rereadıng of the FEXi ın the of the kıng;
Sam 3:1-14,; c£ “CIhe word of the LORD W d destruction of the scroll; rewrıting wıth addıtions;
LTaTrc ın those days; VISIONS WCEIC NOT wıdespread’), further addıtions. ven ıf nothing ıIn the LEXt indı-
and he 15 NOT described AS wrıiting anything during that SCC ere Holy Scripture iın the makıng
hıs whole minıstry (asıde from the late reference in IT 1S nevertheless exactly thıs: IThe scroll 15 the

Chr When God called Ezekiel; by COI- deposit and memorandum of0d’s word revealed
Lrast, the prophet had AT scroll, wrıtten Jeremiah, an AS Call be assumed from the
both sıdes, which Was given hım iın VISION Dy sımple fact that Jeremiah 15 stil] avaılable today (In
hand outstretched from heaven (Ezek 2:8:3:3). the words of hıs colleague ananıah,
hıs clearly implies that God 15 regarded AS the SCC Jer 2 but also Ezek ESil: 673 these words
author of thıs scroll and that the prophet needed WEeETIC preserved an studied, because theır claım

All hıs belly wiıth wrıting before he could that revelatory EXPEMNENGE of Israel’s God stands
hıs preaching (and later also hıs writing) The behind them, WaSs regarded 4S Justified Dy wıder

prophet Zecharıah, who INAaYy aVE been ftamıliar audience. If prophetic CH: FEXT about
wıth the prophecıies of Ezekiel (SEE ech 1:4-6), revelatory experience O€s NOT ind hearers and
had siımılar VISION of flyıng wrıtten scroll Or1g1- readers who ‘believe” It (wıth ItfSs elated C>-

natıng wiıth God It Was SCNT because PTFrOPCI PUN- quences) 1T would fall Nto oblivion vVCLY quickly.
iıshment for misdoings ıIn relatiıon PrOperLeLVvV W as TIThe preservation and redaction ATIC turther
NOT admıiınıstered people Ihe EAV- indicatıve of understandıing that these ®
enly scroll performs jJudgement because the Aase OM the words of the prophets, WCEIC NOT Just
00 of the Law WEeIC NOT applied.“ aSs testiımonYy Or wıtness Past history but

Undoubtedly the MOST complete iıllustration of intended become gyuldance for future SCHNCIA-
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ONS AS ell hus ın Isajah 3(00:8 the prophet 15 (Ezra ) which D'  S understandıng of
urged wriıite OC of God’s hım “tor Jeremiah’s (most probably already book
the last day 4S WItNESS forever’ (sımılarly also Dan at that tıme) 4S “‘word of (30d)’ whose fulfilment
12:4) Was be Expected In the future (which explains

why IT WasSs preserved ın the TrSsSt place) Sımilarly,
the post-exilic prophets aggal an ZecharıahThe aCCcCeptance of the testimonYy of

revelatory experience bDy cCommunity
ATC Justified 4S ıUE prophets (°they prophesied ın
the öt God’ because what they prophesiedthe beginning of CAaNon (1} CATHICG EG 4-  J which 15 the proof that

ave argued 1ın PrevIOUS that the decisive prophets aVve en SCHNL Dy God Deut 1562122
element for the transgenerational transmıssıon of Jer 26:9: E7zek 13:1-16).

€)t established knowledge, be IT wriıtten However, the ecrıterion f fulfılment 15 applhı-
0)8 oral, Was SUuppOrt willing and able Cg only limited FaNnsc of biblical
provıde the requıred INCans this CONMN- Commandments, hıstorical narratıves, wısdom
tenTt an DPass It future generation. hıs lıterature psalms be PTFOVCNON right 0)8
would VerY often aVe involved OT Just mechan- WIONS In that WAdY. (One has ook for addıtional
IC ACT of preservatıon Or transmıssıon but the criteria for aCCCPLANCE an preservatıon of reli-
addıtional labour of adaptation, interpretation, S10US > an foremost of these 15 their abılıty
and if translatiıon. In the . Ne facılıtate meanıngful ENCOU wıth God EDVEN
of relig10us > theıir SuppOrt 15 based theır er being detached from the prımary hıstorıcal
value for the ıfe of that particular relig10us COIM- CIrcumstances.! It 15 the ONgOolINg ımpact
munıty xhıch Was NOT only willing aAaCCCDL the commuNntLtYy of something written-to-be-received-

but also acted and transmıt 4S-God’s-wor. that provıdes LEXT wiıth STAaTus
IT One has therefore differentiate carefully that Ca  — be 4S “potentially SCHPLUNEG : IThe
between that display an unbroken chaın of further redactional PITOÖOCCSSCS that integrate such
transmıssıon iıke the canoniıcal and document (e.2 single psalm, exIsting wısdom
whıich become accessible only through the work of collection hıstorical narratıve) INnto larger
historical and archaeologica esearch. hat lucky collections AIC part of what IT INCanls °to become
finds ofancıent literature collections ike the ead Scripture’ the “canonıcal process’. TIhe Or1g1-
Sea crolls OTr the Nag Hammadı codices nclude nal meanıng 15 ereby NOT lost but wıdened, for

which AVE scriptural character an lay which [CAaSOIN FENXT. that nctions 4S Scripture
claım divine authority/inspiration Can obscure 15 NOT understood properly AdS such if IT 18 re-1S0O-
the fact that these wrıitings had already lost theır lated Its assumed orıginal shape and meanıng.
SuppOrt 1ın antıquity. ”® hıs might (but eed Therefore canonıcal CXESZESIS 1S Justified NOT only
not!) pomnt the fact that theır claımed revela- OI of theological ecclesial ut
LOr V quality Was NOT accepted by large enough (1 historical grounds AS well. *®
socı1al body sustaın them VT tiıme TO shorten conhtident that, usıng the framework OUuUTt-

long argum«cenNtC, the OO that made IT Into the lined above, ONC describe the historical DEO:
bıblical did because their claım be the CGEss that ead the formation of the ebrew
deposit of divine revelatıon W ds$s accepted and, d Scriptures wıthout excluding the dıvine element

result of thıs, sustaıned by arge enough and wıithin It further confıdent that the basıs
long-enduring COMMUNItY. of this assumptıon IT 15 possible explain why the

But what O€Ss “acceptance’ INcCcCan In thıs COIMN- time of7Q Wads regarded dS the closing per10d for
(CXL anı what might VE en the for the wrıting of Scripture: The book of LQ 1S 110

TCXT eing accepted? If ONC takes the dıspute longer book about what God has revealed but
between the prophets Jeremiah and Hananıah AdS about how apply revealed knowledge of God

model, Yl [CasSOon for being accepted Dy COIM- g1iven Ssiıtuation. ng 18 longer prophet
munıty 1S quıite Oobvıous: prophetic C- but sofer, scr1be, interpreter of the Law of

that 1S alsıhed Dy later EVENTS Can hardly Moses, the prophetic an the lıturgical Davıdıc
make lastıng impact CXCCDL perhaps 4S bad books.!? TIhe book ıtself Oe€es NOT claım be
example. Ihe book of Zra provides further based revelation; It 15 NOL word that hap-iıllustration: It iıtself 4S testiımonYy of pene Ezra. The SaMnıc Call be sa1d wıth regard
the fulfilment of word through Jeremıuah Chronicles. It 15 form f OMMCNTaAr OIl
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already existing narratıve of Israel’s kings, IT 15 turlıes ur OW. tiıme, that 15 Phiılo
already 4S ON Scripture and IT 15 NOT by accıdent of Alexandrıa and osephus, dıd wıth specific
that In Chronicles find the YSt clear examples apologetic agenda in mınd: They sed the theory
atf the UuSCc of the Hebrew word akatum 0)8 KOTX of insplration proviıde authority what they
TNV YpaOnNV, “according what 15 wriıtten’, 4S wanted tell theiır audiences the basıs of the
reference Al O  er exIstInNg wriıtten document Jewish Scriptures. Connected the idea of INSPL-
that 15 invoked d divinely sanctioned author- ratıon 1S, furthermore, development AWAV from
Ity (} 15:15:; Chr 50:5, 1 E 6:18) God-focused herspectıve StroNger anthropologı-
Whart becomes clearly visıble from the time of cal HC In Philo and Josephus the bıblical authors,
A} onwards at the latest 15 MOVEMENT AWAV rst of a]] Moses, AT:C. turned Into the Irue heroes.
from wrıtiıng Scripture towards applyıng Scripture The notion ofauthorship, foreign large EXTENT

g1ven Ssiıtuation. hıs application of Scripture the Old Jestament OOks, becomes central: an
and the aCcCompanyıng developments namely wıth It the intellectual and spiırıtual qualities of the
final redactions almıng integrate larger portions bıblical authors. 1t 15 theır superlatıve vırtue, theıir
of Scripture Into OTIC unihed mMaster narratıves; command of earthly DaSsSS1ONS an their unrivalled
commentarıes commentary-lıke wrıitings such understandıng that make them the appropriate
4S the pesharım 0)8 the of °rewrıtten Bıble': wriıters of 0d’s words. They WCIC attrıbuted with
the translatıon of Scripture argumım) foresight and knowledge far above theıir CONTEN-

address increasıng an INOTC diverse audı- porarıles and SUCCECSSOIS d result of spırıt
CNCC; lıturgical readiıngs and integration Into W OI- eing g1ven them nspıre Scriptures AIC there-

fore the result of perfect match: ‚0d’s spırıtsh1p DatternNs; private meditation Scripture (Ps
1  > 119 Macc 6-57; Sırach Prologue; Acts guldes the IMOST perfect of all INCMN an the OUuUTL-

O: 208 al related the Aast developments: COMNIC of thıs, obviously, 15 the IMN OST perfect of all
production of COpI1es of Scripture tacılıtate such human achievements.“*
uUSCS ]] these related factors inally ead what The key FLEXT for the CONCCDL of Insplration and
15 called CallOl of Holy Scriptures, that 1S lıst of ItSs limıtatiıon perio0d In the Dast 15 Josephus’
accepted and recognized O00 1ın which 11C (CAdll Agaınst 0N 37-44 %25 Josephus dıd NOT wriıte
Car the Word of God much about the prophets’ Insplration OLr that of

AL1LY other biblical author besides Moses, whom
God “dictated’ (DTAXyOpPEVELV) what he hould wriıteThe “cessation of the Spirıt’” and the (Ant. 53.54; S: also 4.183, 193; an 4.118 LA

writing of Scripture 12 about Balaam’s Insplration ), such that he
If the road all established Caln started wıth the laws “based the dıictate and teach-
7r AT the latest HE depending ON which Ing of G0d’ (Ant. $ 3215 It 15 eIear.
Aate for the closıng of the CAallO OLC regards d however, NAat Josephus SAa the biblical authors AS

lıkely Canlc conclusıon sometime between gifted NOT Just wıth the abilıty O0k back INnto
the second CCNTUFY before COhrist and the second the Past but also into the future. He W as further
CCNLULCY after, how then 15 IT possible wrıte convinced that what God had revealed them
Scripture after Ezra” Ihe orthodox CWIS. AL1SWCTI could L1LOW be found AS trustworthy rCDOTTS 1n theır

thıs question 15 It 15 NOT possible at all hıs 15 books « The ımıted number of inspıred books
expressed wiıth the quası-doctrinal STALEMENT that the Jews 15 further argumcent of their reli-
prophecy ceased after thıs time which IMNEeAaNT hat abılıty ın ight of the contradıctory arl therefore
divine INSplration, an therefore the wrıiting of 1UMECTOULU books IC WEIC CHFTEHE AMONSSLT the
Scripture, Was longer possible.“‘ ut make Greeks (Ag. 115279 Ihe apologetic angle 15
such pomnt OC Nas YrSTt aCCCDPL something that clearly visıble TIhe bıblical books and their authors
15 NOT straıghtforwardly presupposed by al the ATC INOTC reliable than ree an Roman hısto-
bıblical thıs tiıme, namely that the WYr1LE- rans and authors, because only the tormer WCIC

Ing of Scrıpture A ÄN prımarıly based ınspiration empowered by 0d’s spırıt. osephus allows for
by the Holy Spırıt. A voıded far the tOPIC nd öäf time-transcending mechanısm that CNa-
of Insplration (see endnote 3) and 11l do INY bled Moses an the prophets 1n hıs SUCCESSION
best a2vo1d It further. But IT MUST be COIN- wrıte precıise hıstory about the EVENTS long before
sıdered that the Jewısh authors who defined theır tiıme, but also about EVENTS that lay in the
IMOST clearly the ıdea of Insplration for the CEN- future *> Ihe superl10r qualıity f the Jewish WwrIt-
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Ings 15 for Josephus further evinced by the fact that ent that 110 Scriptures (and therefore future
whereas Twould suffer* ROLAND DEINES ®  ings is for Josephus further evinced by the fact that  dent that no Scriptures (and therefore no future  whereas no Greek ‘would suffer ... on behalf of his  canonical books) could be written after Ezra.  own writing’ (1.44), Jews had proven their will-  This seems to be a powerful argument against  ingness to die for their unchanged and unaltered  all those attempts made by authors or groups in  ‘writings’ on many occasions, because they ‘regard  the later Second Temple Period to claim divine  them as decrees of God’ (tö voulCeıv xÜtTX BEoD  authority for their writings. But the pure fact of so  SÖyuarta, Ag. Ap. 1.42-43). This last qualification is  many Scripture-like writings after Ezra (and even  made after Josephus has presented his readers with  Josephus himself can be described as attempting  the list of 22 books of Jewish Scriptures, clearly  to continue or imitate the prophetical historiogra-  indicating that all of them need to be understood  phy and to write with a prophetic claim of author-  in this way as ‘decrees of God’.?  ity®°) tells us that the concept of the cessation of  The problematic aspect of these fascinating  the Spirit was either not yet formulated or, at least,  passages from Josephus is not so much that he  not accepted by many groups within Judaism, one  inereased the element‘ of ‘dietation” within  the  of these being the followers of Jesus. Indeed D.  Sinai-revelation but that in Against Apion he treats  Moody Smith describes this period ‘as the Age of  all 22 books of the Hebrew Bible in the same way  Scripture — scripture being written as well as ful-  as ‘decrees of God’ and insinuates that the inspira-  filled — and not just for nascent Christianity but for  tion of Moses is the model for all other authors of  Judaism as well’.?!  Scripture as well. This leaves hardly any room for  human testimony to God’s revelation beside the  Dr Roland Deines is professor of New Testament  faithful repetition of what was dictated, and this  at the University of Nottingham (UK)  model is not at all able to capture the plurality of  genres and perspectives preserved in the Hebrew  Endnotes  Bible. One can see how easily such an understand-  1  I thank Peter Watts (Nottingham) for his many  ing of verbal inspiration lends itself towards the  helpful comments and editorial support for this  notion of infallibility and inerrancy of Scripture,  and one can also understand why James Barr  article. The article is based on my contribution to  the FEET conference in Berlin in 2012.  insisted against such a perception of Scripture on  It is not possible to give here an exhaustive over-  the grounds that the biblical texts present them-  view of this debate; the following titles provide a  selves less as the direct object of God’s dictate but  first glimpse into questions and contributors: Jean-  rather as human testimony and response to ‘the  Marie Auwers and Henk Jan de Jonge (eds.), Zhe  acts of God in history’.?” But this is not so much  Biblical Canons (BETL 163; Leuven: University  the point at issue here. It is rather the consequence  Press, 2008); ' Craig‘ Barthölomew 'et al (eds.);,  Canon and Biblical Interpretation (The Scripture  which Josephus draws from his canonical concept:  and Hermeneutics Series  From Artaxerxes to our own time every event  7; Milton Keynes:  Paternoster, 2006); John Barton and Michael  has ‚been _ recorded; but this ıs not Judged  Wolter (eds.), Die Einheit der Schrift und die Vielfalt  worthy of the same trust, since the exact line  des Kanons / The Unity of Scripture and the Diversity  of succession of the prophets did not continue  of the Canon (BZNW 118; Berlin, New York: De  (Ag. Ap. 1.41).  Gruyter, 2003); Michael Becker and Jörg Frey  This passage is regularly taken as evidence that  (eds.), QOumran und der biblische Kanon (BThSt  92  Neukirchen-Vluyn:  Neukirchener  Verlag,  Josephus held to the opinion of the cessation of  2009) — for a concise introduction to the discussion  the Spirit, although Barclay has shown in his com-  and a substantial bibliography see in this book J.  mentary that this is not necessarily the case.? The  Frey, ‘Einführung”, 1-63; David M. Carr, Writing  opinion of the cessation of the Spirit is clearly  on the Tablet of the Heart: Origins of Scripture  expressed for the first time only in the rabbinic lit-  and Literature (Oxford: Oxford University Press,  erature, where the statement ‘With the death of  2005); David M. Carr, The Formation of the Hebrew  the last prophets Haggai, Zechariah and Malachi,  Bible: A New Reconstruction (New YXork: Oxford  the holy spirit departed from Israel, but the Bath  University Press, 2011); Sidnie White Crawford,  Rewriting Scripture in Second Temple Times (Grand  Qol was available to them’ can be found more  Rapids: Eerdmans, 2008); Ivan Z. Dimitrov, James  than once.” The consequences are obvious: When  D.G. Dunn, Ulrich Luz and Karl-Wilhelm Niebuhr  inspiration by the Holy Spirit is seen as the main  (eds.), Das Alte Testament als christliche Bibel in  element in the formation of Scripture, it is evi-  orthodoxer und westlicher Sicht: Zweite europdäische  106 “ EJF22:20)8| behalf of his canonıcal OOks) could be wriıtten after bzra.
Wn wrıiting‘ (1.44), Jews had PTOVCO their will- hıs be powerful agalnst
INgSNESS dıe for theır unchanged an unaltered al those made by authors STOUDS In
“writings’ OCCASIONS, because they regar the later Second Temple Period claım divine
them aSs decrees of God’? (tTO VOMLCELV (XUTOX GEOU authorıity for their wrıitings. But the PUIC fact of
ÖOYMATA, 42-43 hıs last qualification 15 INanıy Scripture-like writings after Ezra (and
made after Josephus has presented hıs readers wıth osephus himself Call be described AS attempting
the lıst of OO of Jewısh Scriptures, clearly continue imıtate the prophetical historio0gra-
indicating that all of them eed be understood phy and wriıte wıth prophetic claım of author-
In thıs WdY 4S “decrees of God? 26 lty3o) tells us that the CONCCDL of the cessation of

he problematıc aSPCCL of these fascinating the Spirıt Was either NOT veLr formulated OR; at least,
from Josephus 15 NOT much that he NOT accepted by SrOUDS wıthin Judaıism, 11C

increased the element of °dictation’? within the of these eing the followers f Jesus. Indeed
Siınal-revelation ut that In Lgainst  20N he Lreats Moody mıiıt describes thıs per10d as the Age of

books of the Hebrew Bible In the Sa”mıec WdY Scripture scrıpture eing wrıtten AS ell 4S
AWN “decrees of God’ an iInsınuates that the INSpira- filled an NOT Just for Christianity but for
t1on of Moses 15 the model for all other authors of Judaiısm d well? $°
Scripture 4S ell hıs leaves hardly AaLLYy L[OOTMM for
human testiımonYy revelatıon beside the Dr Roland Deıines 1S professor of New Testament
faıthful repetition of whart W d5S dictated: an thıs at the University of ottingham (UK))
model 1S NOT AT all able Capture the pluralıty of
SCHICS and perspectives preserved 1ın the Hebrew EndnotesOne (a E how easıly such understand-

an Peter Watts ( Nottingham for hısINg of verbal Insplration lends itself towards the helpful and edıitorial SUuppOrtL for thısnotion of infallıbilıty AT Inerrancy of Scripture,
an 11C CT also understand why James arr artıcle. Ihe artıcle 15 ASE| ()I1 INY contribution

the FEETL conference iın Berlin ıIn 2012insısted agalnst such perception of Scripture ON It 15 NOT possıble o1VvE here Aall exhaustive Q(NGEI->the grounds that the biblical present them- VICW of thıs debate; the following titles proviıdeselves less AS the direct object of dictate but first glimpse Into quest1ons and contributors: Jean-
rather d human testimonYy and °the Marıe Auwers and en Jan de onge (eds’); The
AaCTS of God In HiStOLY - But thıs 15 NOT much 1011C0 Canons BETIE 1685 Leuven: Unıiversity
the point aTt 1SsSuUeEe ern It 1S rather the CONSCYUCHNCC Press, 2003); Craig Bartholomew 61 al (edS.);

C anon AN: 10L11C0. Interpretation (The Scripture1C Josephus draws from hıs canonıical CONCCPEKL: and Hermeneutics SeriesTOM Artaxerxes OUur WI) time Yn Miılton Keynes:
Paternoster, 2006); John Barton and 1CHA®

has een recorded, but thiıs 15 NOT Judged Woaolter (eds.); Dize Eınheit der Schrift UN dıe 1E  aworthy of the SAadMıC „ SINCE the line des anons The Unity of Scripture an the Diversity
of SUCCESSION of the prophets dıd NOLT continue of the Canon (BZNW 118 Berlin, New York De

1.41). Gruyter, Michael Becker nd Jörg Frey
hıs PaAssSapcl 15 regularly taken dS evidence that (edS. ); Oumran UuUN der biblısche Kanon

D: Neukirchen-Vluyn: eukırchener Verlag,Josephus held the Op1nıon of the cessation of 2009 for CONCISE introduction the discussionthe Spirıt, although Barclay has shown In hıs COM- and substantial bibliography SCC in thıs book
MECNTLALCY that thıs 1S NOT necessarily the Case .+$ The Frey, ‘Einführung  w  9 1-63; Davıd Carı Wrıting
Oopınıon of the cCessatıion of the Spirıt 1S clearly ON the Tablet of the Heart. Or1gtns of Scripture
expressed for the rsSt tım only In the rabbinic lifı- and Laterature Oxford: Oxford Universıity PFESS:
Crature, where the STALCMENT 11° the eat of Davıd (Cart. The Formatıon Hebrew
the last prophets aggal, Zechariah an Malachı, New Reconstruction (New York (Oxford
the holy spırıt departed from Israel; but the Bath University Press, 201 5: ıdnıe ıte rawford,

Rewriıting Scripture In Second Temple Times (GranQol Was avaılable them Cal be found INOTrC p1ds Eerdmans, Z2008): Ivan Dımitrov, Jamesthan Once .“? TIhe CONSCYHUCNCCS AdIC obvious: When Dunn  „ Ulrich Luz and Karl-Wılhelm NıebuhrInsplration Dy the Holy Spirıt 1$ 4S the maın (eds.), Das Ite Testament als chrıstlıche In
element In the formation of Scripture, IT 15 EeV1- orthodoxer und westlıcher 2Ci /Zweıte europdische
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orthodox-westliche Exegetenkonferenz ım Rılakloster Z/A18: Kıngs 22:419:23; Isa 534:16; 9: : OL:K
DO  S 8.-1 September 2001 (W NT 174:; übingen: O5S:11; Ezek 11:4-5; Dan C 326° Zech
Mohr Sıebeck, Craig Evans and Emanuel /32) and other ‘“authors’ of the Jewiısh Scriptures
Tov (eds )} Exploring the Or19gins Canon iıke aVl (see Sam 25:2-3% Chr 28:12: for
Formatıon In Hıstorıical, Literary, an Theological olomon SCl Kıngs 3:24; 9-1 1s OCCcaslonally
Perspectvve (Gran p1ds Baker Academic, found already ın the and accepted wıthın the
Christine Helmer and TIStO Landmesser (eds:); arly Christian literature from early OIM But the fact
One Scripture any C ano0n from ıblıcal, that God placed hıs words ıIn the mouths of the
Theological, an Phiılosophical Perspectives Oxford, prophets needs OLT be miıxed u wıth the INSpI-
New York Oxford University Press, Lee ratıon of the prophetica OOks; cf. also Jonathan
artın CcCD’’ONaA. The 201L1CAa Canon: Its Or1gıin, Whiıtlock, Schraıft UN Inspiration: tudıen ZUV

Iransmı1ssıon, AN uthorı (3rd updated nd Vorstellung VDON ınspirierter Schrıft und ınspirıerter
corrected ed.:: Peabody: Hendrickson, 2007); Schriftauslegung IM antıken Judentum UN In den
Lee Martın CD’ONA| The Orıgin of the paulınıschen chrıften WMANI 98; eukirchen-
u1de for the Perplexed GE& ar Gu1ldes for the Vluyn Neukirchener, 2002 56-67
erplexed; London, New York Rar 201 1: I hıs description does NOT exclude longer tradition
lLee artın McDonald an James anders (edS;); history before the wıtness of al EVeENT W as wrıtten
The Canon Debate (Peabody: Hendrickson, down and received Its nal form, IC In the ASCc
Mladen Popovıc (ed.); Anuthorıtative Scriptures In Testament COu happen centurıies after
Ancıent Judaism JSJSup 141; ıden, Boston: the event itself;  5 SG Gese, “Ihe 1DI1Ca Vıew
I1 Eınar Ihomassen (ed.) Canon an of Scripture’ ın GeESE: ESSAYS 10L11C0 Theology
Canoniıcıty: The Formatıon an Use of Scripture 1E by Keith Crim of ZUV bhıblıischen eologte,
(Copenhagen: Museum Tusculanum, 2010; for München Kaılser, 1977 (Minneapolis: ugsburg,

helpful FreVvIEW SC T1omas Bokedal;, Journal of 19814 9-3  N Ihe Sıtuatıon 15 different In the New
Theologıcal Interpretation 653 2042 692-697); Testament, where eyewıtnesses played crucıa]l
Ta Zaman, an Canon: Modern Hıstorıcal role nd the SdAD between the revelatory EVENT and
Inquıry Studıa Semitica Neerlandıica 50; ıden, Ifs i1xatıon foundational tradıtıon (whıic veLY
Boston: r 2008). quickly turned Into texts) 15 extremely short
Lee artın cDonald, “Wherein 1€S u  orı dıifferent trıpartıte divisıon 15 suggested by
Dıiscussiıon of Books, Texts, and Iranslations’ ın hıs olf Rendtorff, The Canonıcal Hebrew
Exploring the Orıgins of the 1  E, 203—-239 (205 T heology of the Old Testament 'Er Dy Orton
Support for I Y posıtıon all be Oun: ın oo0dy of eologıe des Alten Testaments: Fın kanonıscher
mıt “When Diıid the Gospels Become Scripture?”, Entwurf, Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag,
Journal of 1011C0 TAaAterature 119 2000) 3-20 2001 ( Tools for 1cCH tudies Serlies /a Leıiden:
and artın üneburg, ‘ Das Matthäusevangelium Deo, 2005 6‘1 who dıivıdes the CallOMN Into
als heilige Schrift Vom Anspruch eines TEextes‘, first Dart, where God 15 maınly epicte actıng
Onatember / 1 2007) 144-155, both of whom ( Torah), second where he 1s maınly peakıng
strongly defend the assumption that Matthew (Prophets) and thırd ( Wrıtings) where people
wanted wrıte Scripture. For Paul A author speak God
of Scripture, SCC Francıs Watson, ‘Gospel nd G: Gerhard VON Ra eologıe ES  En Testaments
Scripture: Rethinking Canonical UnIity:, Iyndale Band (München: Käser, 1957),; Old Testament
AULLELIN 52 2001)) 161-182 Watson mentlions In T heology vol The Theology of Israel’s Hıstorical
passıng, dealıng wiıth Galatians, that °“Paul here t[CES- Tradıtions (Edinburgh and on Oliver an
tifles the gospel by WdY of wrıtten TEXT of hıs Boyd, 355-356, and IMNOTC often. hıghly
OW. whose claım scriptural proto-scriptural readable collection, wvhıch contaıns kınd of vade-
nOormatıvıty 1S everywhere overwhelmingly evident) of VON Rad’s thoughts about God PIC-
(167) make simılar dsSC wıth regard First SECNT an actıve in Israel’s history, 15 hıs God AF Work
Thessalonians in artıcle “‘Revelatory Experlences ın Israel (Nashvwville: iıngdon,

the Beginning of Scripture’ (forthcoming). Revelatory language all be ound throughout the
IThe CONCCDL of Inspıratiıon Dy spırıt char- Testament: XTNOKAÄUTTELV (£0 veveal, lıterally
acterisation of all 1C2 wrıitings 1$ fully evel- UNCOVET) and XTOKAÄUWLC (revelatıon) 15 used ın thıs
oped ıIn the first CCNLUFY wıth osephus AÄgaınst SCI1S5SC ıIn Mit FL Pal. Ik LO:21-22: Mit K6:17:
0N B key [EXT along wıth 1ım 3:16 E 20932 Rom 7- 2 O:19: 16:25;: COr
nd Pet (0=2 Ihe dea of prophetic “inspiıred’ MO Gal 12 1 S25 Eph F 3:5: hıl 5:15:
historiography all be traced back far Chr Pet 1:3 1 Rev 1:1 (for personal “inspiıration’ In
29:29-30 (see Iso Chr 929 12:15: 13:22 time of CYT1SIS SE Mit of siımılar importance
20:34; S2152 55119), but the dea of spiırıt 15 OwVvEPOW ( £O make known, LO reveal): Jn 2:1 I S:21:
guldıng the prophets (see C Num LEZ: 20 29 %i >16—17;9:3; 1/:O; Rom BArO: S21 Cor

EJT DD 107



ROLAND [DEINES

2:14; Col 1:26: I1ım S: T6; 1ım F 10: lıt 1:2-3; during Israel’s histOry; the people of God ll
DPet 1:20;: Jn 1 for urther SC Balz, NEVCL be wıthout the lıyving word of God g0o0d

“Offenbarung Neues Testament’, Theologische discussıon of Deut 18:15 ın ıght of the Christian
Realenzyklopädte 25 134-146 134-135); mIsuse of the PasSSagc all be OUuUnN! ın R_.W.
relevant nclude er Mt 15:10-17,; 35 Moberly, “CThe Use of the Old Testament In Pope
kO0-1 Lk 8:9-10; 10:23-24); ST (Mk Benedict XVI’s Jesus of Nazaretir ın Pabst and
9:2-15: Lk 5-306, SC also DPet 7-2 )’ Jn 1SON eds.), The Pope an Jesus of Nazareth
1:1-18; 2-1 . f E (Dr 5:18° 4:1- (London: SUM, 2009YFor Mosaıc author-
Eph 3:3-10; Col -2 Eess Z5: Det 1:10- shıp element of tradıtiıon history i GESE, “CThe
1 Jn L3 Heb 1 (CR wıth reference 1DI1Ca| Vıew of Scripture’, D

revelatory actons In the Dast /-1 For Anderson, ‘“Canonical nd Non-Canonical’
the Gospe!l of Matthew SCC especılally Frances Shaw, In The ambrıdge 2StOrVY of the Vol VOM
Discernment of Revelatıon Iın the Gospel A  eW the Beginnings to Jerome (ed Ackroyd and
(Religions and Discourse 30; Oxford, New York Evans; Cambrıidge: Cambridge Universıity PTress,

Lang, 2007 |no ATIC made 1ın thıs study 19 / 113-159 derson provıdes helpful obser-
CONNECT revelatıon wıth Scripture WT' 1tmg $ nd vations (JI1 the elements wıthın the prophetic

for John’s Gospel, ac€e Hamıiıd-Khani,; Revelatıon . | point owards wriıtten preservatıon AaSse:
an Concealment of Christ. Theological Inquıry the divine character of their genesI1s.

13 For intertextual references of Zech 5°:1- Jer 306INtO the Elusive Language of the Fourth Gospel
(WUNT Z 2U: übingen: ohr Sıebeck. and Ezek 2:9-3:3, SCC Holger Delkurt, SacharıJas
344 “I ruth 1S revelatıon and revelatıon 15 the Nachtgesichte: ZUV Aufnahme UuUN Abwandlung
manıfestation of the realıty of savıng work prophetischer TIradıtionenW 302; Berlin, New
In the WOT'|! hrough the Word’, and 345-357, hıs York De Gruyter, 2000 276-)25 Ihe question
chapter ON “Revelatıon ofru ın the Person and remaıns whether there 1S connectlion between
Work of Jesus Christ? faırly comprehensive OVCT- the ecavenly scroll executing jJudgement and the
VIEW of revelatıon In the New tTestament accord- record O00 that WEIC kept ıIn heaven accordıng
Ing the indıyıdual O00 1S provide in Marco Exod 52:852:35: Mal S06: Dan VJALO: 1O0:21 1214
Frenschkowskı, Offenbarung UN Epiphante Vol Ds 87/:6; Acts 10:4; SCC also the frequent

Grundlagen des spätantıken UN frühchristlichen references elated heavenly O00 of lıfe  C
Offenbarungsglaubens (WUNT Z übiıngen: lıving’ ıIn Isa 4:3; DPs 69:28; Phıl 4:3 Rev 5:6; 156
ohr 1ebeck, 351-403; SC further 1L/:3: 2012 _5 D17 For NL discussıon SEC

Hübner, Bıbliısche eologıe des Neuen Testaments Leslie Baynes, The eavenly Book Motıf IN UAEO-
Vol Prolegomena (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck Christian Apocalypses, 200 B.C.E.-200 JSJSup
uprecht, 1/2:259: and, especlally for Paul, 152 Cn Boston: Brıull Z012).
Markus OC  ue  - Revelatıon an [(yStEerY Ezek 13:9 mentions book House of Israe]l’
In Ancıent Judaism an Payulıne Christianıty in 1C the alse prophets shall NOT be enlisted.
WUNI 250° übingen: ohr 1CDECK. 1990). Ihe OoOmMmMe  ators (e.g Zimmerli, Exzekıel
An Impressive combinatıon of 1DI1Ca scholarship | Hermeneia|; Philadelphia: Fortress, 1979 294)
and systematıc heology 15 iCHAe elker.  > Gottes discuss whether thıs 15 reference ciıtizen 1St
Offenbarung: Christologie (Neukirchen-Vluyn: in Jer 22:20: Ezra 2%62) OFr the 1010} of lıfe?
Neukirchener, Zü12). 1C. 15 kept 1n the of YHWH (see DIC-
For the imperatıve “wriıte!”? gıiven Moses nd the VIOUS endnote). IT might be possible SCC In the
Prophets, SCC Exod 1/:14; 54:27/; S19 Isa ÖI book instead 1St of the "prophets of Israel’” who
S0:8; Jer 50:2 36:2-4 2/-28; Ezek 24:2 43:11; ATC regarde *true’ prophets nd therefore first
Hab 2 cf. also Jer 25:13 where God binds hım ftorm of 110OMN lıst The threat WOU then be that
self the words Jeremiah has wriıtten at N1Ss O1M11- the alse prophets ll NOT become part of srael’s
mand. See Iso Deines, “T’he lerm and Concept hallowed tradıtion.
of Scripture’” ın Karın Finsterbusch and Armıiın 15 Deines, “Lerm nd Concept of Scripture’, 2YEDLE8
Lange (eds:), What 15 Bıble? D/: Leuven: For 1St of ‘books’ mentioned in the Hebrew
Peeters: 2012 235-281 ZYY-ZESN but 110 longer CXTaNL, KG McDonald ‘“Canon‘, 785
See also Exod Sl n6: 52:15:16 and Stephen B Deines, “l erm and Concept of Scripture’, 279
Dempster, "TOrah: Ora Ora Ihe Emergence of 18 See INter alıı Behrens, “Kanon Das ANZC Alte
the Irıpartıte Canon’ in Kvans an Tov, Exploring Testament 1St mehr als die Summe seiner eue‘,
the Or1gıns E, JE 92-94;, 978-99 Keryma UN Dogma 53 274-297, and, wiıth-

L See Deut 18:15 IThe [EXT 1s NOT be understood OUuUT doubt promıinently, Brevard Childs,
primarıly mMess1anıc promıse (even if read 10L11C0A T heology of the Old An New Testament:
such ın John 6:14 /:40; Acts S22 / 3S} but the Theological Reflection the Christian 'ols
legiıtimatıion of the chaın of prophets after Moses on S  Z PLESS. 1992; reprint ın OMNNC volume
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Minneapolis: ugsburg Fortress, 201 )S Rendtorff, ‘Inspıration der Schrift durch weisheitliche
Canonıcal Hebrew Personalinspiration: Zur Inspirationslehre Philos
Ihe LAaW of Moses 15 mentioned In Ara 3 6:16- Ol Alexandrıen”, Theologısche ZeıtschriftA P a A 1991 —““

214297518; Neh 1:7-10; 4-1 9 10:30; L5 the
prophets in ra Fı S4l 6:14; ech T 26 30, 272 23 See fuller discussıion ın “Lerm and Concept of
(whereas CONLEMPpOFrarY prophets AL espised, ech Schpture‘; 269-27/1
O-  I the Davıdıc CZaCY for the cult In Ara See for example Ant. 4 303 about Moses’ prophetic
O-11; Neh 11:25 1256 45-46 On Ezra’s writings for the future; Ant. 1035 1ı m97 about
“"OMIcE.. S A J0-12 Z 25-26; Neh 5:1-6, Isaiah; Ant -11 about Jeremiah:
9 LS: 12:26, 36; for ehem1a2 ounder of Ant. about Danıiel; and Ant 11.35
‘biblica 1brary ın Jerusalem SCC Macc Z  N For about the I welve Mınor rophets.

25liıterature and urther discussion RC IV “Lerm and For prophetic histori1ography peculıar ele-
Concept of Scripture’, DL LE of the Jewish WOT.: SCC J.M Barclay,
For full 1St of scriptural QqUOTES allusions In AÄgaınst 102 ( Flavıus osephus: Iranslatıon and

Commentary D Leiden MN 2007zra-Nehemiah and Chronicles RC Armın Lange
and Matthias Weigold, 1011C0 Onotatıons an C} Ant. 1  N The history of 5000 15 ‘revealed
Allusıons ın Second Temple Jewish Taterature JAJS hrough the sacred wrıtings’ (T ÖNAOULEVA ÖL TV

Göttingen: Vandenhoeck Ruprecht, 2011 LEPOV YPOMMWOATWOV ).
215224 27 So ın ONC of hıs earliest publications, FEVIEW of

21 For comprehensive ITGa eCNı SCC NO Stephen JACS Reid,;, The uthorı of Scripture (Methuen,
Cook On the Onestion C essatıon of Prophecy“ 195/); cottıish Journal of Theology E1
In Ancıent Judaism ISA]J 145, übingen: Mohbhr 86—-93 (88) See further James Barıı. capıng Jrom

Fundamentalıism London SCM, 20-32,SICDECCK.; 201
ready the Letter of Arısteas 1721 highlights the 124-130, nd INOTC Often In N1S wrıitings.
extraordinary owledge of the translators of the 1Io retfer positively arr RO aCCCDL
ora (SEE Iso 187:292) and the translatıon rything he NMa wriıtten about Scripture but DaV
1$ satısfyıng nal product because of theır schol- heed hıs Cautioning in these questlons. From
arly SCrutiıny 0-5 )5 NOT yveL the result of dıviıne veLry different angle, namely the study of medieval
Insplration. It 15 1lo, CCNLUrY LMOTC later, who heology, the former Pope Benedict V argued
introduces thıs element. In hıs VICW, the *most em1- similarly ın favour of distinction between revela-
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