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Covenant and Torah: A Theological Inquiry

This volume brings together ten essays on the theological meaning and significance of Torah
and covenant (berith) in the Hebrew Bible and in Jewish and Christian works of Hellenistic
and Roman times. The meticulous documentation of the essays and the new insights and
directions they offer make this book an excellent addition to the Wissenschaftliche
Untersuchungen zum Neuen Testament series and a welcome contribution to the subject.

Heinz-Dieter Neef opens the book with an examination of the Hebrew berith and its relation
to Israelite theology. Neef outlines the problems that the term poses for scholars and
provides an excellent overview of previous research on the topic. His analysis is thorough, as
with all of the articles in this volume, making for a wonderfully detailed and nearly

t exhaustive treatment of the topic. Neef demonstrates that the Hebrew Bible conceives of the
berith in multiple ways and that Israelite theology is neither static or monolithic. Neef
demonstrates, for example, that Hosea's conception of the berith is personal, while the
Deuteronomist conceives of it as a historical treaty reminding worshipers of Horeb and
Israel's forefathers. In the book of Samuel the word berith takes on royal aspects, while the
Priestly source sees the berith as eternal and given through signs. Nevertheless, while each
source puts its own spin on the conception of the berith, each also contains some elements of

the other. Neef concludes: "... man sollte nicht einfach von ‘dem Bund' im Alten Testament
sprechen, denn dabei besteht leicht die Gefahr, dass Bund ein theologisches Allerweltswort
wird" (p. 20).

Beate Ego examines several biblical periscopes for the ways in which they cast Abraham's
obedience to God (Gen. 12: 1-9; 18: 19; 22: 15-18; and 26: 3b-5). Ego argues that each
periscope represents a different stage in a complex history of editing, and thus, also a -
different stage in the development of Israelite theology. Ego observes that the obedience of
Abraham constitutes the thematic backbone of the Abraham saga: "Abrahams
Gehorsamstaten bilden geradezu den erzaehlerischen Rahmen; innerhalb dessen der Jahwist
sein Oeuvre praesentiert” (p. 28). Ego then moves to Gen. 22: 15-18 and its characterization
of Abraham as a prototype of the Torah's faithful in Israel. Here Ego notes that the language
is reminiscent of "dtn-dtr Sprachstil” (p. 30), and asserts:

Es wird aber dennoch deutlich, dass der Redaktor dieser knappen Ausdeutung
der 'Opferung Isaaks' Abrahams Gehorsam als Paradigma fuer die Befolgung
des goettlichen Gebotes verstanden haben moechte. Das Motiv fuer Abrahams
Gesetzegehorsam deutet sich hier gleichsam in nuce an, ohne jedoch zu seiner
vollen Entfaltung zu gelangen (p. 30).

Ego next examines the significance of the plural form of God's "commandments,” "statutes,"
and "directions" (toroth), in Gen. 26: 3b-5 and concludes: "Abraham befolgt ganz generell
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