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Michael Avioz
Solomon’s DrIrayer In 1ngs 1s appropriately consıdered 0)81°> of the

MOST sıgnıfıcant In the SO-Calle: Deuteronomistic Hıstory, SsIncCe it
artıculates such central ideas as the Davıdıc dynasty, the sıgnıfıcance and
Status of the temple, the dea of SIN. repentance, forg1veness and hope of 1[C-

demption.“ CNolars usually ıts date of composıtıon and Ssub-
sequent redactional history.”

An aspect 4S yel gnored 1S how the Prayer characterizes olomon 111
that the Praycr INaYy be invıtıng the reader take eritical stance

towards olomon In sımılar ashıon ds other narratıves In ings E
Read In isolatıon, Solomon’s Praycr does SCCI1I] ef posıtıve evaluatıon
of Solomon’s achlievements. However. when the CONTeEXT of the olomon
narratıves 18 involved, the pıcture m1g be casted In INOTEC unfavorable
1g MyY assumptıon 1S that the 1na edıtor of the book of ings 1S I[CSDON-
S1 for the gathering q]] of the materı1a] Solomon’’s reign, the selecti0on,
arrangement, and reshapıng of ıt accordıng hıs agenda. The result of thıs
edıtorijal work 1S 1G  S 1terary work >

Synchronic analysıs 1s best sulted for thıs PUIDOSC SINCE ıts subject 1S the
1na form of the narratıve. Thus. ıt 1S able CXDOSC the dıfferent VIEW-
pomts In the TOA| narratıve context, 1G arec not revealed Dy superfic1al
eadıng The synchronıc eadıng facılıtates uncovering ıterary allusıon
other G, d ell AdS other ıterary tropes, such AdSs ITONY. eals wıth
existing work, actually yıng before uS, rather than wıth hypothetica I[C-
dactiıonal layers.

In recent scholars have laımed that the character1ızatıon of Solo-
[NON In the book of ıngs includes INOTE subtle eriticısm than those In Ings

All bıblıcal references In thıs artıcle ATC accordıng the RSV
Noth, Hıstory 6'& 9 ® McConville, Kıngs 67-79:; Talstra, Solomon’s
14-61
See the lıterature cıted In O’Brıen, Hıstory s 159
hıs opınıon 1S nNOt accepted by all cr1itics. There diIiC those who assert that Solo-
mon ’’s descr1iption 1S for the most part ıdeal Kıngs 1-10) See Parker, Solomon
F15 Parker, Wısdom: Knoppers, Natıons.
See Garsıel, Revealıng.
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17 In the Lollowıng, appI1y thıs approac o the STOTY In 1ngs 89
and UNCOVECTI the iımplıcıt eritic1ısm by exposing the 1n between ings
and other narratıves In the book of ings and elsewhere. In order identify
the allusıons 18 other eXTS wıthın Solomon’’s PIayCrT, Must recogn1ze theır
markers. According 1va Ben-Porat, 1terary allusıon contaıns DBiil-
In dırectional s1gnal’ °“marker’ that 1S ‘1ıdentifiable d element pat-
tern belongıing o another independent text / For ıdentifyıng use of IrONY,
employ Booth’s approach, accordıng 1C the reader ollows four stages
In uncovering irony:” the reader rejects the ıteral meanıng; alternatıve
Interpretations explanatıons dIC trıed Out; dec1s1on 1s eached d the
author’s owledge eHefs: and NCW, stable meanıng of the texti 1S IC-
constructed. 111 attempt demonstrate that only In the superfic1a fca-

dıng of the STOTrY does the narrator dDDCAI praıise Solomon’’s achleve-

Israel dSs the People of Solomon

One of the Leitwörter In Solomon’s PTayCI 1S D (“people’) and ıts
derivatıves 10D eople 159 1S people”).” Solomon’’s 0al In hıs
DTITaycCr W dsSs pomt Out that the ulldıng of the temple WAaSs nNOot merely
roya projJect, but 1s rather central LO the ole people The reader ecalls
Solomon’s dream al G1beon 1ın Ings olomon guarantees Judge the
people‘” and ook after them o be attentive theır problems. However.
usıng the verb ST Z LO descr1ibe Solomon’s domıinıon Kgs 57 1Eng 4,24]1;
C£. 73 hıints al the people’s dıfficulty In approachıing the kıng expound
theır problems. olomon etacne: imself from the people Thus, under-
standıngly the people dıd the SaJmnle and etache themselves Irom the house
of avı In ings E Kıng eNno0oboam continued In hıs father’s path
causıng emotional outburst: What share have In Davıd? We have

„ | ]inherıtance in the SOM of Jesse

Narrator.
See Frısch, Narratıve 53-61:; Sweeney, Crıtique; Walsh, Characterization; Hays,
en-Porat, Poetics 108
00] etor1ıc I0E12 On the Var1ous Lypes of iIron1es, SGE Muecke, Compass
Muecke (Compas 67- discusses also the indiıcators for ıdentifyıng LITrONY. (One of
them 1S praisıng in order blame, which 1S the MoOst sultable for thesıs COT-

cerning Solomon s DIayerT.
| ()

See 3 C 3 „ 3 . (twıce), 3 ‚9 41, 43, 4 C 5 C} ö I2
The word MS has ere Jurıdical meanıng. See Kalugıla, Kıng BA
See Weınfeld, Counsel.
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The Temple AdSs the Source of ustice

Varıous 1D1l1Ca. C illustrate the ıdea that law emanate from the
temple and Its precincts (see, tor example, Isa 96_25 2,1-4 // Miıc 4,1-4;
Ps 96,1 1-13).* olomon hınts al thıs In 1ıngs OD °then hear In heaven,
and aCT, and Judge yOULr ervants, condemnıng the ul Dy rınging theır
conduct theır OW. head, and vindıcatıng the rıghteous by rewardıng them
accordıng 18 theır rıghteousness.‘

The ITONY created In 1ngs Ö, 1S SCCI] In the word ‘Iaw relates pr1-
marıly God In VEeTITSCS 45, olomon pleads that God MM c WD, In
other words Judge the people justly. ” In 58, olomon promı1ses fo

safeguard the law of God, condıtıon of the COovenan between them In a]]
these olomon 1S nNOTt the ubject of admınıstratiıng Justice but ıt 1S
ther (G0d 1nvılle rightfully contends that ‘|Solomon| 1gnNores hıs OW) (J0d-

Slo1ven wısdom In orantıng Judgment.
Another 1rONY 1S made cConcerning Solomon’s throne of Jjudgment.

According o Kgs a the hall of throne (NDDNT D 218 W ds probably where
the kıng Sal In judgment. ” Solomon’s throne 1S deser1bed 1ın detaıl In Kgs
0,10-18 In the Queen of olomon essed be the
Lord yYOUTL God, who has delıghted In YOU and set YOU the throne of
Israel)‘ Because the Lord OVEe: Israel forever, he has made yYOUu kıng CXC-

cute Justice and rıghteousness.‘ The ea kıng W as suppose dıspense
Justice and riıghteousness from hıs place uDON the throne of Israel The throne
motıf relates the Judgment and aDPPCAISs In everal 1Ca. passages. ® But,
althoug olomon ul the ANONE-. he did NO hold °  court

The only I the olomon narratıves where the kıng aAaDDCAaISs
admınıster Justice OCCUTS In the tale of the {WO harlots Kgs 3,.16=27) The
conclusıon of the STOFYV states that olomon Was ndowed wıth dıvıne
w1sdom. However, do nOot fınd Al y Jurıdical actıvıty of olomon after
ings Quite the CONTrarY, ıt that the narrator a1ms Show that SO-
lomon does nNOTt AaNSWEeT hıs people’s emands OT pleas Thıs INay be viewed

12 See Weınfeld, Instructions:; Hurowıtz, Temple 290-291
1 3 See Liedke, D5aW, FOor contrastıng Op1nıo0n, SCC Talstra, Solomon’s Z The

RSV and RSV translate here °‘maıntaıin theır cCause‘. However, ıt that
1LLLOTIC aCCurate translatıon would be act Justly toward em  ee Cogan, Kıngs
286 (Jen 18:25: eut 10,18: Jer 22{5

15
Linviılle, Israel 2589
See Whıtelam. Kıng 235
e Isa 9,6; 17,8; Ps Z Prov 16.:16 For further DE Fabry, NOoL, DA
A ( In the role of the kıng Judge, SCS Whıtelam, Kıng 29-37; Weıinfeld, ustice
45-56
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In retirospect In the eople’s appeal eNno0Dboam ° Y our father made OUT

yoke eaVy Now therefore ıghten the hard Service of yOUTF father and his
CaVYy yoke upDON US, and 111 you Kgs 12,4) The SS mposed
reca ardshıp for the people d Cal be nferred from the detaıls in ings
4-5, regardıng Solomon’s SYySstem of taxatıon and Lorced labor. */

The ack of descr1ptions otf roya. Judıc1a actıvıty in the olomon 1Laritfada-
t1ves in the book of Kings““ 1s ITrON1IC when consıder the themes of salm
Z whose superscr1ıption attrıbutes it A0 Solomon)’. Regardless of the Org1-
nal DUITDOSC intention of thıs superscription, the maın theme of thıs
psalm 1S the establıshment of Justice by the eg kıng ven the Queen of
Sheba’s words f praise to Solomon, that (J0d has appoımnted hım do
Justice and rıghteousness Kgs 10,9), AaTre concel1ved ASs hınt of eritic1sm
towards olomon who dıd nOoTt establısh Justice and righteousness.“

Reference Exodus from 2yp
In VEOISCS 16, 2 ‘9 S 53 olomon ecalls the Exodus from ZyYp The

repetition of thıs theme presumably valıdates the ulldıng the temple.“ The
temple ulldıne sıgnıfies the end of the per10d of wanderıng and inıtlates
per10d OEIm settlement for the temple and the people of Israel (cf.
Sam /,6-1 1 However. the Exodus 1S Iuded ın the olomon narratıves
In completely dıfferent contexft In fact. the author draws analogıes bet-
WCCCI the dSC f olomon and the enslavement of Israel in 2yp

olomon marrıes aracoh  s aughter Kgs S( 758’ 9,16, 24; 11,1)
The °store-cıties’ (M1D0DM AD In Kgs 9,19 allude LO Exod E1 122

1S possıble, that the reference the 48() Irom Exodus from
2yp LO the establıshment of the temple 1S nOot solely for chronologica
PULDOSCS, but also intended hınt that the bondage in ZVYp 1S
prefiguration of the sıtuatıon under Solomon’s re1gn. paralle]l between
ings 9,21 (“taxatıon’) and the enslavement In ZVYp 1S GV clearer.”

| / See Walsh, Characterization 489-490
18 S Frısch, Narratıve S
19 See. for example, Heım, Kıng.

See Hays, Narratıve RE
See Frısch, Exodus.
Frisch; Narratıve

273 See Parker, Wısdom
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In Kıngs 12;4,; the people of Israel tell Rehoboam that hıs ather. Solomon,
placed uDON Israel arı service’ (MWD SEa ese words allude the
enslavement under Pharacoh In Exod 1,14 695 and eut 6.6

Who 1S in Possession of ‘Hearıng Heart’”?

In hIs dream al Gıbeon. olomon requests irom God, heart that hears’
Kgs 3,9) The rOooTt \o/@{5 1S ONC of the Key words In Solomon’s Draycr,

where it nearly always OCCUT'S wıth God AS subject, aS hear the DPLay-
CGS However, olomon does nOoTt mentıiıon ALLYy aCT of hearıng the part O:
the kıng, whether of the people, of God

Moreover. the word mi OCCUTS In Solomon’s DTraycr OMC time in relatıon
wıth Davıd’s x00d 111 three times In relatıon each PECISON in
Israel V.38-39) and twıce in the fiırst DCISON plural 61 referring
the people ASs OIe He 1S also as In V 58 17 N55175 However,
Solomon’s heart turns firom G0od In ıngs H3

The Repose ol

olomon lesses God In hıs Prayc_r essed be the Lord who has given
rest h1is people Kgs 8.36) The motıf ot ICDOSC from enemiles aDPPCAaLs
In several Key in the Deuteronomic law 1G condıtions temple
ulldıng upON God grantıng respıte Israel from her enemles eu 29
LD completion of the CO  ul OS 23:1); Davıd’s wısh ul temple
SINCEe God Nlowed the people rest from theır enemiles (2 Sam 413 Solo-
MOn s DTayCI in 16 he states that (G0d lNowed hım rest from hıs enemiles

Kgs 8:18)° Here the ICDOSC applıes nOot only the Davıdıc ings, but
also the entire natıon. Thıs description 1s full of ITrONY. The OTMNC who “ gave
rest WasSs (G0d and nNOL olomon HOow 1S ıt poss1ıble eXpecCt Iirom the DCOD-
le of FCDOSC, when they WeTC occupıed in ulldıne the temple for
tWentYy Kgs 6,38; EAI)727

Frıisch. Narratiıve
25 See Eslınger, Hands S: 66; Hays, Narratıve 163

See Preuss, F: Talstra, Solomon s DF DE
In Kgs n there 1S desceription of the Vast number of workers Solomon
engaged in bulldıng.
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The Davıdıc (Covenant

The narrator a1sSO makes use of the dynastıc promıse avı criticıze
olomon VV.14-21, 24-2 olomon SCCS hıs ascensi10on the throne dS
fulfillmen of the dıyıine prophecy but at the SdI1C tıme., he realızes
that the tulfiıllmen of the prophecy IS condıtional keeping COMM-
mandments N25) The condıtionalıty of the dynastıc promıse 1S menti1-
oned already In Davıd’s testament Kgs 2,3-4) and subsequently In the
dıivıne revelatıons pri10r LO the ulldıng of the temple and after ıts comple-
t1on Kgs :1'15 Kgs 9,1-9) Thıs emphasıs the condıtionalıty of
the dynastıc promıse demonstrates Solomon’s AaWAaTENCSS of them. ASs they
WeTC conveyed hım both Dy hıs father and God The accumulated weıght
of these SCIVCS dSs indırect accusatıon of olomon Since SO10-
I11O1 violated the dynastıc and dıd NOT keep commandments,
it 1s wonder that God does the Samıc, and lımıts the ingsh1ıp of the house
of Davıd (1 Kgs 1B

In thıs connection, ıt 1s NCCCSSaLY LO consıder the roOt A in \V--:16
16 1S applıed to avl AaSs the dıvine desıgnate. If aCCeDL the emenda-
tiıon of thıs suggested Dy SOTNNC scholars anı chose an Y I1a

be ruler OVCT I Y people Israel But chose Jerusalem for the of
MY name‘), it AaDDCAaISs also In relatıon Jerusalem ” But nowhere In the book
of ings 1S thıs FrOOT applıed to Solomon.* The sıgnıfıcance of thıs ack 1S
reinforced by the Chronicler. who tied olomon INn wıth Davıd’s election In
ron 28,4-6

The Covenant between the People, Kıng, and G0od

Trılateral Covenants between kıng, people, and G0d dIiC mentioned In
conjunction wıth dıfferent Ings Such Covenants daIrec portraye In Kes
233 and 1iın ron 5 dealıng wıth Josıjah and Asa Thıs Lype of COVC-
nant 1S nNnOot mentioned In Solomon’’s Praycr, althoug it provıdes sultable
opportunıty. In fact. the only mention of °Covenant’ In con]jJunction wıth
olomon OCCUTS In the epıthet he applıes to (G0d ASs keeper of the venan

Eslınger, Hands 161, AaSSerts that Solomon 1S depicted ONEC who attempts alter
the phrasıng of the prophecy and In order emphasıze the dıivıine prom1se Davıd.
See Walsh, Kıngs 116: Hays, Narratıve 173 According Parker (Wısdom 80)
Solomon 15 presented ın thıs DTITayCT upholding the OTra| However,
1ıth Hays (Narratıve 169 46), that Solomon 1S erıticı7ed for NOLT havıng read
the Torah for the people, d1d Jos1i1ah.
See Knoppers, Prayer 245 5 & Cogan, Kıngs ET
See Hays, Narratıve 158
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Kges 60,25) But thıs CONntext does nOoTt nclude commıtment of neıther
olomon NOT the people keep the covenant.32 In 66b the people AdIiC

epicte dS Joyfu. for the ‘goodness’ God ndowed avı and srael.
meanıng the COVCIIEJ.II'[.33 The fact that olomon 1S not mentioned dSs In thıs
e Cal hardly be colıncıdental. Moreover. olomon does nNOLT aPDPCAL In
the DIayCl In the fıgure of Servant, 111e aVl 15

Sın and Forgiveness
( ommentators have Justifi1ably emphasızed the repetit1ons of

the rooft S (‘Iorg1ıve”) In Solomon’s PDraycCr However, In opınıon,
mentıion of forg1veness 1S noTt intended supply hope LO the exıles. but 1S
rather ıronıcally pomted towards olomon He does NOT CADICS anı y CINOTSC for
hıs actıons after G0od ACCUSCS hım Kgs FEA 1213} NOT 1S there an y evV1-
dence of forgıveness Dy (G0d Thus, ıIn the Draycer, the narrator artıculates
request for forg1veness C excludes olomon 1f OTNCOIIIC S1INS agaınst
ne1ghbor’ 4C 1s broadened In the followıng wıth reference
Israel’s SINS 34, 33 36, 46, 50) 1nvılle has 1ghtly noted that
Solomon’s statement that ‘there 1S ONC who does NOL SIN In V 46
shadow olomon himself.°

Why 1S Solomon Criticiızed In Hıs Prayer?
dhe TCason for the ecrıtical assessment of olomon 1ın his PTIayCI

firom the fact that the temple dıd not ecelive the recognition he had ope:
for. (One generatıon later, the people decıde Fe agalnst ehoboam., d -

Cept Jeroboam ASs kıng and noTt o return Jerusalem. At thıs Juneture, the
Bethel and Dan chrines become rıvals Jerusalem temple Kgs 230)

The the narrator of the book of Ings employe: bridge thıs SdD
W dsS by makıng UuSsSc of hınts spread throughout the storl1es relatıng the dıf-
ficult ıfe under Solomon’s rule olomon drafted forced OTr from
the people ul the temple, ASs opposed the voluntary partıcıpatıon In
the construction of the tabernacle Exodus 2595 1l l1ustrate: there by the use

Ör the F and S  37 During the ulldıng of the temple

33
See Walsh, Kıngs E1
FoOor thıs meanıng, SCC Johag-Höver, Za 31 1247
See Talstra, Solomon’s SA D

35 Linviılle, Israel 136
Many scholars claım that these shrines WeTC Yahwıiıstıic See Toews, Monarchy.
See (Giunn and Fewel, Narratıve 168
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workers were obliged LO leave theır homes for extended per10ds, thus NS-
formıng Jerusalem into rel1210us and polıtical Center. When olomon dıed,
the people ecıded E agalınst Solomon’s heır, and vocally objecte o
hıs re1gn. A# thıs pomt, the author ot the book of Ings perce1ves olomon
dS ONn  @ of the central characters responsıble for the dıvıisıon of the unıted
monarchy and the destruction of the temple. In thıs aspect, the book of
1Ings 1splays affınıtıes wıth the ecriticism of the prophets who made lıttle
of the splendor of Jerusalem’s roya. bulldıngs In Jerusalem., demandıng
instead LO fOcus the S01INgEgSs wıthın them  58

Summary
Scholars ave generally viewed Solomon’s PIayCIL the dedicatıon of the

temple Kıngs composıtıon whiıich promulgates Varıous deuteronomıistıc
ideologıies. hıs approach 1S based uDON the inıtlal assumption that the DIAayCI helps
shape posıtıve characterızatıon of Solomon buıllder of the temple, who thus
realızes the promıi1se Davıd In the dynastıc oracle (2 Samuel 7) Instead, PIODOSC

dıfferent readıng of Solomon’s PTaycCr which Day>S specıal attention lıterary
allusıon and USC of ITONIC Wıth the a1d of ese lıterary I  5 Solomon 1S
being criticized:; SINCEe he dıd NOT fulfill the expectations for 1deal kıng. The maın
themes of the prayer-kıngship, the Davıdıc Covenant, the exodus from VD and
torgı1veness—are employed in order present Solomon’s character IN erıtical lıght.
The eriti1c1sm dırected agaınst Solomon’s rule Stems TOmM the San between the
prophetic Vis10on of SUCCECSS and prosperIity for the house of Davıd, the ONE sıde,
and the dısmal realıty of the divisıon of the unıted monarchy, the other sıde

Zusammenfassung
Bısher wurde das Salomos be1 der Eınweiıhung des Tempels Kön oft

als ıne Komposıtıon betrachtet. die unterschiedliche deuteronomische Ideologıen
verkündet. Diese Auffassung basıert auf der Grundannahme, dass das Gebet ıne
positıve Charakterisıierung Salomos als (Gründer des Tempels vermitteln9
der sıch der Verheißung für Davıd 1M dynastiıschen Orakel bewusst wıird (2 Sam 78}
Ich schlage dennoch ıne andere Siıchtwelse ZU (Gjebet Salomos VOL, e sowochl die
I1terarısche Anspıielung als uch den Gebrauch VON ıroniıscher Phrase unterstreıicht.
Mıt Hıltfe dieser hlıterarıschen Miıttel wırd Salomo krıtisiert, keın 1ıdealer Könıg DW C-
SCI] se1n und somıit nıcht alle rwartungen erfüllt haben Die leıtenden Themen
1m (jebet KÖön1gtum, der und mıiıt Davıd, der Auszug AaUS Agypten und Vergebung

dıenen 1er lediglich dazu, Salomos Charakter In kritischem Licht präsentieren.
Dıe Salomos Herrschaft gerichtete Krıtik beruht auf der Kluft zwıschen der
prophetischen Vorstellung VON Erfolg und Wohlstand für das aus Davıds auf der
eiınen Scıte. und der trostlosen Wiırklıichkeıit bezügliıch der Spaltung der vereinıgten
Monarchie auf der anderen Seıite

38 See, for example, Isaa JerAAL
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