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SOC10O0L10Ogv and the Hıstoryvy T Israel

Reply Eckhardt Further Considerations

Nıels er Lemche Aarhus

1981 Eckhardt published OX“ C ın thıs ]Journal, evidently
anticiıpation Of discussion CONCEFNINg the relevance Of SOC1O.LOGgy fOor

Old studies1 His inıtlatıve SEECINS NOT. have Provoked
objections, perhaps because OTTO's Viewpoints mOoSt.Ly COrrespond wıth rafher
traditional "non-sociological hıch have CUSTOMALY = 111 0)819| Old

scholars OT VCarLrs. the Tact this modest EX _ Mar

triıbution like contrıbutions OTTO) does NOt. contaın which
ns1idered controversial the degree aa the eNdeavours

GT George E, K,. GOTTWALD, who stand TOr ınter-

pretation OL early sraeliı history, NOT. only CONCEFNING 1tSs Origins but
also gOVeEerNiNng political motiıivations the revolutionarvy MOvVvement.

MNıch iıts OUTCOAME .LI! OT the sraeliı trabal SOC1LetYyYV
1S NOT. variance wıth these Amer1ıcan scholars

religıon important single Ffactor directing the develop-
Of specific sraelilı features pre-monarc) S, but Just Lik:  D the

studies by W. THLEL, W. DIETRICH / has NOtT exploi the

possibilities connected wiıth application OT SOC1Ological
dealing wıth SOC1al development early Israel and the sraelı

society
L5 CaAaS Y identify NOT Lew KOgmat.1Cc Standpoin: short

O ozlılalgeschicht Israels. Probleme un: erspektiven. Eın D1sS-
kusslionspapier, 15 (1981) 8'7-92 <(YTTO
( especially E, FL Jacob LN Sıchem, ‚WAN'T' L1LO , SLEUTCtCaXlı 1979

GG° MENDENHALL, The Tenth Generatlion, Baltımore LE and N. (3L
WAL|| The Tribes Oft Yahweh, New York 1979

W. 2 Israel un!| anaan, SBS 94 , tuttgart 1979, W. 7 Die
SOziale n  A  un! Israels 1N vorstaatliıcher ZeiLt, Berlın 1980, anı I
‚ israel. Volk un! Land, TUCEOart 1979
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artıicle ıblısche NoCızen, rather ar
Nevertheless, all Of controversial m NOt.

1ow I 11 return to  se statements and camment on a selection Here
Of introduction have realı basic problem re.

HOow able SOC1O.LOgy Study O5 the Old

C1OLl1ogy OT mMiraculous remedy which provlides wıth adiIıswers

UunNnSOLVt problem (probably this opinion Of ©, N. TL
Litmus testing the valiıdity OT Oolder "sociological”"

assign to it a more modest röle as one method among ©!  s which we may use
with quesSst1ons Of COM rest, L1, Of Israel +the

sraelı SOC1LETtYy ore monarchy? TOCS SqaYVy inpossible
all those 155065 length this SsShort Papel , shal.

confine myself indıcate Ffar disagree with (and other ars
1L1S5S5SUueSs. might stimulus for further te, hope t+his

A concentrate on methodo.  1Logical 155U6e5S rather single pO1LNtSs

specific S,

aLqueS eX1STSs close CcCONNeCT.L.ON between the of
SOC1al Organızatıon SOC1e Or religion Evidently this

11ikı reflection Of classical 1V1Ng from S

Cept OÖr ”"ideal type  m which largely Ccompared uristic
dels” avour especially =111@)910| Anmerıcan OLlars. Thus SOCLETV
wıth only slight stratification, structur: the eX1ısSteEeNCE Er simple
family Organiızation, necesSS1ty simple monolatrious C

NOt. COAOMMeEeNT. this pO1LNT Of V1LıeW, he only formulates LLOCL.
Obviously PI rela: universal validity OT this
The On the Old induce the reaAader 191 SO y

family structur: pastora. 5 SOC1ie of the patriarc!  )
worship the Or 'athers, SCVECLYV family L: god The

L however do OLld have ınformations deriving from
per1lod patriarchal SOCLETYV ex1isted thus structur:« NOtT.

5ee An1s ıntroduction tOo The Tribes OT Yahwen (”The Scandal O0OC10O0-
1logical Method")

hope CO able LO publish the relevant materıal 1N HOT COO distant
future.
OT 1981 89
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obliged acdmıt onLy POSSCSS reflectıons f lety dating
from er period Agr does’nt really matter er later period
the üth, etC. ı, CENTUrV Ba Or ESVEeN the period OT the Judges?

unıversal 15 the validity Gr the MaAaXıme”>? a apply all family
Structur: societies, A cshall SOC10-anthropological terminology
1S thıs general rule OX all band-organized SOC1et.1ıes? Only 371 analysis
based camprehensive documentation from wide selection Of such SOC1iet1ıies

provide with well-founded aNnıswer. dse 15 invalid
the Old Testament scholar 1S5 onger exclusıvel: confron: with

SOC1Ological issue, but he 1so have CONCENtrate the documentation
the OLld itseit än Order UCEe from 1 pOossible information.

NOT. gO1Ng PasSsS sentence here, but chall only refer the fact
Of Spec1fic patriarchal religion, esCLr CreC)| ALUT,

15 Onger totally SPU' CONSECYUCNCE Of studies especially
Herrmann VORLANDER andı John

The earliest £1.istory OT Israel studied the CONTEXT Of the

patriarchal sSOClety, 1,.e, socC1iety with family organızation,
points Out Apparently the non-ex1ıstent tribal Oorganiızation
1n patriarchal 'adıt.ıons LOVES the historicity e the period Of the

patriarchs independently Oft whether > S Abraham nsidered histo-
rical .LSON not) Aa point Ot CY1LE1LCLSM 15 pertınent O01
The patriıarchal narratıves 9 necess1ity about families without T*ribal

organızation, er alıi the patrıarchs arı NO members Of trıbes, hbut apıcal
ancestors FriıiDes, It the narratıves told that Abraham Was e
tribe - EVenNn tr1ıbe Ca. Rahamu , which mentioned Ln Palestinian
inscription ıntained Dy Marıo LLVERANI a would contradiction
ın Terms SECONd pOLNT L1S related SOC1OLlOgy. dOoes have
M1LNd when he talks about family sStructur“ soc1iety? SOC1et.ıes with
adiıtional Oorganization have family tructure in the kast, Pı

cıent times welil today The eal issue, however, 15 re the Öle
PLaVı DV the individual family 13 SOC1iety Coampared Ööle plav«

H. VORLÄNDER, eın o  9  W 3, Neukirchen 1975, and z SETERS,
The eligıon OÖtf the Patriarchs Ln Genes1s, Biblıca 61 (1980) 220-233
HO 1981, 39

10 M. LIVERANI, Un ipotesa sul OHNe dı Abramo, Henoch (1979) 9—-1  ©O
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Dy higher (more comprehensive) levels Of SOC1al integratıion. Were ..  pat-
"LArC A} members OT band-socıety OT SOC1ety structur: lineages?
The anıswer th1ıs quest1ıon, MOLESOVEL , 15 only relevant, 1 KNOW B SUurt

uch patriarchal period existed, and the 1.9]! OT Thomas T '""’HOMP-

SON ’ s and John studies this 15 rather questionable

'CO: t*his SOC1ety OT families Was EXOGaAMOUS Th1is 155

unexpected Vvlewpoint CcCOomMpared the tfact that well DA

de have demonstrated matrimonia CUSTOAMNS ın early Israel musSt have
eEeNdogamous 15 ObV10uUS the indiv1ıdua. "patriarchal family  vv Was

CA(  u S1NCEe brothers NOT. sSısters:;: nevertheless, the Was

strictly endogamous because marrıages were arrang: =111.0)919| TSO] belonging
the l1ineage SaaC Rebecca, aCO] The patriarchal NaLidAd-

t*1ves therefore clearly reflects the ideology the matrimoni. ‚agl
(and degree the aCc” marrıage CUSTOMS ın the sraeliı SOC1L1ety whO

transmıtted the narratives

maıntaıns 1imit Of the family Was the Limit OT the SO 11-

darity Well, 1 1S, eVen V . Thus the argument 1S the time

generally Va. irrelevant;: er all have ask, L1S5 this
sOlute 1Limıt? s the only T OT SO.  1  1ty 1ın certaın society? Is 7 %© w

validity f which only CONCE@LINS the pres: Trary fictıon
cCa. patriarchal narratıves? the patriarchs were members Oof ineage
whiıch T their marrıage CuStans, then campelled distin-

qguish between the SOo.  1  1ty cOont ined the individual family and the SOLi-

darity embracing the lineage which COUNTS the diıvıdual patriarchal family
ME ÖOf — members L1S5 Just V , the soLi ity, 1,.e. the pOSS1-
biılity for ıde Wiıth ertaın GL OUPD because Of C' ınterests, 15

varıable, YOU identify vourself wıth YVYOUr familyv, YOUTL place Of work,
COUNTIYV , the SO.  ityv 15 NOT. exclusive, but YOU CO'’OMONMN

11 HT P The Historicıty Of the Patrıarchal Narratıves, ‚Z.AW
33 Berlın 197/4, and ® p} SETERS , Abraham l1N History and Tradition,
New aven 1975

H 1981, 89
13 GOTTWALD , Trıbes Otf Yahweh, 301-315, anı C de GEUS, The Tribes

Oft Israel. Studia Orıentalia Neerlandıca B, ssen 1976, 136-137.
14 1981,
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ause wıth Tferent time, but NOT. always the 6S1-

uat1lon. quote example The 1ocal 11 plavs agaınst the

neighbouring a ] YOou 1i1de with the l1ocal eik agaınst foreign The Next

plavers TrOM clubs Join oge regional tCeam plLay
against another region, Sside also wiıth t+he foreign players

un the national EeVeNnNn the representing
Spec1f1ic OT wOrld (f.e the Old Of CAMMmon Market

against the members) The TMmMıt OT SO.  S 15 family CaAases which

onl1y CONCErNn dividual village agains other villages, the

against Oother tribes,
"SGroBßBfamilie  ” 15 COMpOSEd by "Blutsgemeınschaft" has e

nealogical Belocw scshall return the not1ıon Of extended family
wnıch rather wıth Old Testament scholarship. Here shall
confine mMysSse. OTTO’s wviously SaYVY>S the extended Ffamily
LS based actual NOT fictual consanguinity. This Ot the 1N-

1V1dua family. the Other 7 D u L1S5 CdASs point exceptions from the

rule, R Of adoption 1445 This 5R however, NnOot the

problem. The question L5 defines extended family GUTTWALD , fOor
his maiıntaıns the extended famıly embraces 1Ve SUCCESS1ve

generations tıme, COUNtTING seventy persons MOIEG ,

who 1iving Sal place Ther'ı doubt , however, uch fa-
mılies have NeVer existed kast, least storical times,
but confounds fferent. socio-political levels, OTMleEe fa-

Here Imıly, other Ilıneage Ordinarvy sociological
cshal myself th1ıs point which W Old Testament CONTEXT,

shall on.ly efer current anthropological scriptions OT ineage,
study of M1LNe preparatıion, the dOocu-

mentation

15 OW! his example CO the ate Danısh cial-anthropologist, Johannes
7 . his Primitiıive Kulturer, openhagen 1963 ; 204 .

16 1981, 89
E GOTTWALD, Tribes Of Yahweh, 285.

The ıntroduction CO M. FORTES anı E, EVANS-PRITCHARD, African Political
Systems, xXTOrd 1940, 1-23, M. FORTES, The Structure Of Uniliıneal
Descent XOupS, The Amerıcan Anthropologist (1953) 17-41, ar!  M Öf
undamental importance.



6) SPU! idea GE "Sesshaftwerdung" relevant

early srae L1ı historv. although he PLODOSCS introduce

SOC1iological aspeCcts StUdy Of Israelite history, 1gnores
endeavours Ot ©  D  n ars emonstrate Israel the Out-

Of settlemen‘ OT orel‘ NnaomMAdiC tribes, 4 its Origins
whole ser1lıes OT internal SOC1ial PrOCESSECS ,/ S  Q place 1ocal

"Canaanite" SOC1ietvy ın Palestine Bronze Age Was 1ts

dur1ing 'ansıtcıon from BrONZe Age the Iron Age.
OTTO’s unders Gr TEexXxt (to which return L1S5 the Le6ASC}OMN.

Yet, problems 1LNVOLVU! 00S1Ng between sett l1emen Of nomadic tr1ıbes
re-tr:  1zation Of peasants (in realiıty the sub7jec OT contestatıon

thesir critics) SOC10O.LOgy
1S mMmiıraculous remedy provides us with isputable tfacts

which onl1y OD DV application Of approach. Afte  H all
settlement well re-tribalization OCial/ the

STOTr1CA. (in tact SOCial 9}
historical facts, S1NCeEe „ place  ‚ once) OnlLy adequate analyses Of

complete C® materıal WI1L well archaeological) PFrOV1
wıtn approX1ima: ckgr' S  Q, makes 4y possible choose between
different soCcCiologic. models. would i1NCcOrrect prior1ı decide

settlement OT foreign place and then SOC10-

OGgi1Cca explanation for I, Just A would 1NCOrrect ecide, prlor1l,
settlement took place akt;, then proceed with SOC1ological

explanation for this hypothesis.
7) conNNnect.ıon with the settlement talk:  N transıtion from

pastoral SocCiety peasant SOC1Lety including modification OT the
cial STrUCtTUre. have nNnOot miısread OTE he maıntaıns Ore the sett-
Lement Israel COMPOSEC Of pastoral society containiıng indiıvıdua.
autonOmMOuUS tamılıes (the patriarchal families) after the settlement
basis 5T SOC1al STrUuCtTLUre WdS tribalized peasancts Yet, A1is SOC1OLlogi-
cal £OUNX  .10ON 1S INOLE shaky dea Of pastoralists [1L2@8: NOoMads ın
the Middle S  ST ın STOT1CA. t1mes WL t1riba organization 155

unfounded, Oug] define SOC1iety Lın constrıicted SCNCEC ,

19 “ 1981,
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eEAave for pastora. soc_:ieties (a other
wOoul« meaningless) clearly OPPOSCS the current. Oopinions aCCO)

whıch sraeliı trıba. SOC1ety CrOKe af: the settlement. fac
this 15 er founded, but 5E Of: advanced W1i

justification because documentatıion bearıng ancient

t1ımes £ OM RET through the rONZEe Age beyond Wiıt-

Ness the fact the pastoralists WT' generally organized trıbes.
OTTO’s misunderstanding 1S CaS Y explain, 1NCe NOT FTew anthropolLo-
gısts (even have perceived 15 the problem OTTO’s misunderstand-

INg 15 Og1iCc ONe.,. confuses the CONCEPTS OT sSOCial Oorganızatıon
ernmen organızation, but these NOT. CONYILUOUS SsStratified OC 1e-

have several different Ot gOovernment (as 15 well known)
trıbal SOoC1ety which i — organized egalitarian lineage
ruled by heads OT lineages) ruled DV

LramOunt chiıefr his lineage) i W1 forma l DOoLitE
cal tCructure. Thus 15 WILONG aspects. K have OC10-
StOr1CAa. misınterpretatıon, pastoralis culture

Middle kast ancıent have W1L trıba ure;

second1y aLueS the tribal Oorganızatıon L5 elvy ın

agrarıan SOC1ety. COULSsSEe Israel ın per1od Of the ges WdSs agra-
r1ıan sedentarv peasant and tribal SOC1lety, but this might
GE earlier emigration OT pre-existent pas trıbes, aArs

behold. might, however, the other COMNSECHUCICE Of
retribalization (”revolutionary" not) ‚ of the pre-existent Canaanite" POPU-
latıon cons1stıng Of sedentary peasants maintained by and

(even 1 dOo NOT. simultaneously have aCCept their religio-sociological
speculations) The SOC1Ological analysis uC Ve. modest
fashion on 1y SEIrV1LCEe JeC helping MOTE precise
unders  ding Of real SOC1L1ety E: Israel the per1od mr Judges)

SOC1Ological analysis other re SyYN-
thetic" fashion, P direct attentiıon genera. pre-conditions
20 Very important ın relatıon nNA1ıs questıon 1Ss M_ 1 On Segmentary

Lineage Systems, Journal Of the Royal nthropological Inst i tute 86 (1956)
39-80 1so the introduction CO s SIGRIST, Regulierte Anarchie,
Olten und Freiburg 1967, 48-59
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essential the ENECLGENCE Of II SOC1etT1es ‚ON ormer 1y dominated
Stratified (city-states well empires) the uch Ce1N

tralized l1onger EX1ST possible explain uch LOCCSS
WaVYS. The explanation structuralistic, evolutıonist1ic,

but. evidently there FOYr much IMOTe research the utrture PFOV1510-
ypothesis COU. SOC1eL1es alwayvs contaın the

possibility Oof e-  N  at  9 emselves SOC1al Structure 1l1Iieren from
the ME eX1s  Ce the MOMentT , because the famıliıes and the lineages
FfOorm basıs OT the SOC1al tructur: because the lineages endoga-
INOUS Without EXtTerna. Centra gOovernmen “Zentralınstanz” thus
SIGRIST) the Lineage becames the dominating DOLLE1C8a V , but f 1.De

politica V , whereas ASse the politica. PaAsSsSesSs
central government and the gOovernment thus replaces the trıbe political

23force the tr1ıbe disappears eaving behind the under1ying 1Lineage tructure
Ourse this only S rOug] draft Of SOC1LO-POLLtICA. model but

noteworthv uch UCTUaAT1LON:! between tribalized politica.
and centralized political NOT UNMNCOHIHKONMN the historv Cr the
East. alestine, find well-known sSerlıles OF £ Luc-
tuatıons between centralızed tribal StEMmsS, the Of the

Early Bronze Age, at the end of the Late LrOoNZEe Age, and the Ottoaman period.
mass1ıve ımm.ıgratıon Ot orel‘ peoples ECECESSALVYV explain these

OCcC1ıal ® after all uch M1VasS1ıON:! visible from archaeo-

logical pPO1LNT ar VLıeW

21 Essentially A1LS Dbasıc theme several of M_ studies
and nas ınduced him Pa UQLVE pPOS1ıC.L.ve receptıon LO theses,
er the synthesis La StTEruttura DO1ILtIGEa; MOSCATI, Alba
CL TAL; Torıno 1976, 281-309

2 The ineage the maxımal endogamous AT (at Least according CO 1ES
OW!] ideolog:

E the dea T Yeserve ideology  i advanced A.  2 Amerı-
C: an  ropologist, who has spezlilalized the Middle kastern nomadic
SOC1Letilies According CO uch "reserve ideology  ‚w “”asserted
ideology  ” present INanıy Middle Eastern SOC1letLles Ven ı only
Latent iıde:  ogical Stımulus LEeAapPeCaALr however the OVELrNING ideo-
10gv the moOoment the olitıcal CLrcCcumsSstAaNnCces the weakening d1Ss-
appearanCce OÖof centralızed government) Ar favorable ED change.

eology anı Change the Middle Eastern Triıbal Soc1ıet1l1es, Man
13 (1978) 618 637 e 1so the Adile author, oes Complementary Op)  —

S1ıt1ıon Ex1iıst? The Amerıcan An  ropologis 80 (1978) 53 70)
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CO the patriarchal SOC1iety cons1ısted Ot "ınverbundene

'roßfamılıen" Above COM the relevance Of band-societies the A1S-

cuss1ion Of SOC1aALl the kast iın ancıent although do
NOT. exclude possibility O such SYSTEMS pr  storic times, SV ın

Of tThe storical S Her: have deal wiıth
the 1ıdea f Tamiıly whi LEVUt defınes, evidently adher1ing

26earlıer descriptions 1Lık«e  D E the ONeE Dy large degree
&V follows +his lLine Oof explanation, although he introduces SCHTLK

Daddıtio aSspects This 1S, really, Of the oldest pertaining
OLld scholarship, Saylıng the EMLTE1LC peoples the1ır basıc
STIUCTLUFrEe extended family, later CO! Un connection with

IOf MOTre centralized political degree this CONCeEPT
15 re. neo-evolutionary 1deas Of the developments from band-soc1ietv

28triba. SsoCiety, TrOomM stratifıed SsStates 1S, however,
ObVvV1ous 4r 15 almost impossible demonstrate Fhıs ypothesis
basıs OT avajilable materl. from C1enN: East. shall
refer example. anthropologists working ın the Near hNave

sShown UuLTY between the ditfferent SOCietal levels ar
1 CONCeTNS the 1Lze OI tamılıes and the 'ate OI EeXxten famı lıes ;

pared nuc lear famı lıes. The number Of Tfamı Lies Se.
OI number of families certaın SOC1lety, and the

29 1S, however,norma l nuc lear family aVeEeLaAYCS *[1ve SVeEeN peLSONS

CO the end of the per1i1od M. Per Ul consıderazıone STO-
1Cca del pPrCO.  emMOo Amorreo, (1970) 5—-27 and AiS, The Amorites, Ln
P (ed.) , Peoples OT OLd es  ent Tımes, Oxford EF3 00-133),
and 11O' especially the discussion LN ‚ASCO)| DA (1980) DYy W. EVER and
Oothers. CO the Ottoman period M. SHARON , The Polıtıiıcal Role O the
Bedouin Ln Palestine 1n the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centur1les, 1N M.
MA’OZ ad.) Studies Palestiıne Durıng the Ottoman Per1ıod, Jerusalem
1975, 11-30, and W.-D. HÜTTEROTH , Schwankungen VO): Siedlungsdichte un!
Siedlungsgrenze Ln Palästina un! Transjordanien eit dem .‚Jahrhundert,
Ln Deutscher Geographentag Kı@l 1969. erhandlungen des Deutschen GeOogra-
phentages 3 Wiıesbaden 1970; 463-4 75 AS the end OT the Perıod
S!  D eed CO AT the relevant Literature LN hıs OTrum.

25 1981, 91.
26 M. NOTH, Dıe Welt des Alten Testaments, 4.Ausg., Berliın 1962, 58£
D GOTTWALD , The Tribes Of Yahweh, 285-292
28 AS escribed L Pn R SERVICE, Primıtıve Socıial Organization, D aı

New Ork 50 7 a
29 S GULICK, The Miıddle ast: thropologica Perspective, Pacıfiıc
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es aVeILaGEe LZe Of family agrarıan OC1e-
ÜUgarıt (and presumably also the Late LrONZE Age

PEIrSONS acCcording the calculations Of Michail HELTZER Furthermore, E30

L1S5 ECESSALYV STYress families do contaın fifty
seven' Cre PersOoNS, but thev rule Just ftamılıes SCMewhat lar-

nuclear amı L1ıes perhaps ten £Lifteen dividuals average) F

present on1y highest levels the SOC1Llety, the
elite. Therefore OTTO’s OT pre-Israelite pastoral SOC1etv COMpOSEd Of
autOnNOMOUS families 15 3  ST eLy EIiCt10U0US_

Thus the dA1iLiIiferent assert.ions foreward wıthout PLODECL
SOC1iological foundation, the other the crucıal po1LNt 15 OTTO’s

OF understanding tCexXxt, because eh1s has Oftf track,.
viously again confuses TTeYSHt 09g1Ca. evels,
aCc Irrespect1ive Of the advocates Of lLiterary
cCriticism, LOrmM Crıticism, Storyvy, etC. 5 relevance Of

have ıntention denv) A 1S Imposs1ible reach the STOr1CAa. event
best have escribing event. Nevertheless, the

15 NeVer cal wiıth event, but 1E represents interpretation OT
Eevent. This applies Eevents OI the day wher: W& find OMNe and the

phenomenon described totally Tferent WAaYS SCME Tferent
Lt 15 hardlıy ascertaıin er -r e the event) reilec-

ting narrator’s (Or writer’s) political religious sentiments 1deo-
10gy. This 15 OT Ourse INOTE valıd when related ancıent S,
although A has great PI scholars Irasp the i1deologica.
ıncent.ive behind the description Of certaın event, made DV Wwr1ıter perhaps
on the basis Cr other WI1L oral) but also tcrans-
miıtted 'oug] OI 14 r6s317

shall Limit mySse. these remarks and nNnOot gO1Ng Criticize the
religio-sociological observations OTTO s pPaper, but OT Ourse CONMMeEeNT.S

Palisades 1976 y

31
Hn HELTZER* The ura Commun1ıty Ln Ancıent ÜGgarit; Wıesbaden 1976 P 102-112
C Ln thıs connectıon the VELV important description OI the ems 1N-
volved ın the Study early Israel Lln M. LLVERANL, Le %.  origini" Ad’Israele

iırrealizzabile dı rıcerca etnogenet1ıca, Rıvısta Biblica Italıana
(1980) 9—31. Unfortunately 11 1:S only ublıshe: ın Italıan which Ma

due recognıtıon Aıs Nan Yy relevant poınts.



relatıon between textual level - and factual ONMNe Va. also

Fha14S connect.ıon. 15 ObV10us OTTO/’s religio-sociological 1deas

PO1LNTS er View, £fınd the WOTk OT and GOTTWALD , who

emp!  1ze Ööle Gr relıgıon a prime MOVer ın early Israel. O1Ng
evidently neglects GOTTWALD S Warnıngs, he FAı NOT STTEeSS single
cultural COomMpoNeNT arbitrarılv SEeLECC from its tota.  f SOC10O-Cultural

37 The SpeCc1a. Ööle assigned Israel’s W1LSTU1LC religion OT COUL SE

const.ıitutes oundation Of )ENHALL/’s GOTTWAILD’s "revolutionary”
ideas, but also OT OTTO’Ss reconstruction Of the evelorment which place
early Israel. This emphasizes viewpoint SOC1OLOgV 1S a miraculous

remedy , because the hıstorical reconstruct.ıon Oof Pa OTTO and Ve.
+ tTerent.. 1S5, however, necess1ityv to be aware Of the pOSS1b1-
es Of SOC1OLOGgY WEe. 17 1ımıts when applied to the study OT ancıiıent

Israel The SC} whO wants to make uUuse Of SOCiological Vlewpoıint has

study Varıous SOC1ologica. tendencies in a ser10us WaY OYrder to under-
the TTerent approaches followed by the Varıous Of Oug!

15 without COMNSSCHHUECICE er use Of antiquated ea. LypesS, de-

r1V1INg £from the work Ot base theorv building STIrUC

ralıstıic SOC1OLOGY, either following ın the path Ot LEVI-STRAUSS  OM A

anthropologists 1ik« eNC. Dy the spectacular
theses VancCı Dy neo-evolut.ıonarıan anthropologists (as fact

are) method question L1S5 alwayvs the S 1ra through which

StUdYy subject, the results depend the ethod. neither NOL

readers AdWdLe Of this fact 19r d B impossible interpret MECSSAGES
intended fOor readers, and TE 15 also impossible for kKNOW the Limi-
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