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Summary

In the Solomon narrative in Kings (1 Kgs 1-12), Solomon'’s faults are
explicitly criticised only in 1 Kings 11, in relation to his marriage with
foreign women. However, his intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter
appears in earlier parts of the narrative (1 Kgs 3:1; 7:8; 9:16, 24)
without any explicit criticism. Using a ‘reader-sensitive’ approach,
which presumes that the author of the narrative tries to exploit the
reader’s reading process and prior knowledge, we show that the writer
is using a ‘retroactive re-evaluation technique’ in his reference to
‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ (the technique means that the author guides his
reader to re-evaluate previous passages in light of new information).
Additionally, through a theological reading of the narrative, the nature
of Solomon’s corruption is revealed as his ‘return to Egypt’. This fits
well with the ‘retroactive re-evaluation technique’, explaining why the

1 This article is originally a part of one chapter in my PhD dissertation ‘Impeccable
Solomon?: A Study of Solomon’s Faults in Chronicles Using a Reader-Sensitive
Approach’ (University of Bristol, 2009). The chapter explains ‘the Retroactive Re-
evaluation Technique in the Solomon Narrative (1 Kgs 1-12) and Its Implication’. The
content is an indispensable stepping stone to the exploration and interpretation of the
Chronicler's Solomon account. In the Solomon narrative in Kings, the present author
discovered, using the same methodology, two more cases of ‘retroactive re-evaluation
technique’ which cannot be included in this article by the limit of space. The second
case is ‘Solomon’s Transgression against the Three Norms of the King’'s Law’ (1 Kgs
9:26-11:8), and the last case is ‘Solomon’s Heavy Yoke upon the Israelites (12:1-24).
This study includes 1 Kgs 12 in the Solomon narrative while usually 1 Kgs 1-11 is
regarded as the narrative, because important information about Solomon’s reign is
given in 1 Kgs 12. The fuller study by the present author, which is based on 1 Kgs 1—
12, will be published in due course.
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references to ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ are arrangedte way that they
are.

1. Introduction

Our understanding of the Solomon narrative in Kiflg&gs 1-12) has
been increased considerably in recent years. SinaekePs
observation (1988) of the literary structure and implication
triggered the discussion on the narrative, many lachdave added
their insights into the narrative. The increasingiest in the narrative
eventually produced two monographs on the narrativel. J. Kang
and E. A. Seibert in 2003 and 2006, respectively.

This article will give a brief survey of recent dies of the Solomon
narrative in Kings, including the most recent twonographs’ views.
After discussing the merits and weaknesses of tlsepretations,
and exploiting their insights, a new understandifigthe narrative
concerning Solomon’s corruption will be proposedpAgaching the
narrative, special concern will be given to the aiwe’'s presentation
of the nature and process of Solomon’s corruptiame @ould expect
to detect a didactic lesson implanted in the naeatconcerning
Solomon’s turning from a pious king to an apostatdien one
considers that the work is not a mere work of misgyaphy but one
with a didactic message or lesson for its readdat, that Solomon’s
turning from a pious king to an apostate is conspis and significant
in the narrative and the book of Kings as a whole.

2. A Survey and Evaluation of Recent Studies

2.1 A Brief Survey of Recent Studies of the Solomon Narrative
Kings in Terms of Solomon’s Corruption

Traditionally, the narrative was understood to hbgen composed in
two parts, i.e. chs 1-10 and 11, showing Solomon’segement and
prosperity under God’s blessing, and Solomon’s sl &od’'s
punishment, respectively. This understanding is basetthe plain fact
that it is only in chapter 11 that the narratorgleit criticism of
Solomon'’s action appears.



JEON: Pharaoh’s Daughter and Solomon’s Corruption 17

This view was challenged by Noth (1957), who obsgrikeat the
second part of the Solomon narrative begins fromptdr 9, where
God’s warning at Gibeon against disobedience amstapy appears,
and Solomon’s undue payback to Hiram (9:10-14) appas the ‘first
blot on Solomon’s imagé€’.Parker (1988) advanced Noth's view
considerably, observing that the narrative has raar&able symmetry
structure” According to Parker, chapters 1-2 and chapters41431
correspond as a frame story about Solomon’s palittmemies, and
there are two sections, each being introduced bgndrtheophany
(3:1-13 and 9:1-10a), and concluded by Solomon'ud# towards
God (chs. 6-8; temple building, and 11:1-13; higrcgdabuilding and
idols worshipping). The first section contains ‘datie policy’ and
‘labour relations’, while the second contains ‘labagalations’ and
‘foreign policy’, in chiastic order. That means thte themes or
materials in chapters 1-8 are ‘duplicated’ in chep®-11 as a literary
strategy to contrast the first section, ‘favouralite'Solomon, and the
second, ‘hostile’ to SolomchParker’s interesting observation of the
narrative has triggered further scholarly discussjowhich have
considerably improved our understanding of the narrative.

Frisch (1991) challenged Parker’s view, proposirad the narrative
has not a bipartite, but a concentric structure, Withbuilding of the
temple as the centre, and that the narrative ends ranapter 11 but
12:24. In spite of the differing view of the rangedastructure of the
narrative, Frisch’s view is not different from Parkein that negative
description of Solomon begins from 9:10. A contribatof Frisch is
his raising the question of why the negative aspé&olomon’s reign
in 9:10-10:29 is presented implicitly while thatlih:1-10 is presented
explicitly. According to Frisch, Solomon’s materiathéevement in
9:10-10:29 is as God promised, and the author doéswant to

2 Martin Noth, Deuteronomistic History(JSOTSupp 15; Sheffield: JSOT Press,
1991; orig. 1943): 97.

3 K. I. Parker, ‘Repetition as a Structuring Deviieel Kings 1-11',JSOT42 (1988):
21.

4 Parker observes that the repetition structureigmapthe two sides of Solomon’s
character’. Chs. 3-8 are favourable to Solomon umxahere Solomon’s wisdom
agrees with Torah, in contrast with 9:1-11:13 whieisewisdom is at variance with
Torah (Parker, ‘Repetition’, 24-25). Sarvan’s kitsr approach (1987) shows a similar
understanding to Parker's view. However, he thitlkat negative description of
Solomon begins in the ominous mention of the futdigasters, especially of the
captivity in Solomon’s dedicatory prayer in ch.@® (Sarvan, ‘1 and 2 Kings' ifihe
Literary Guide to the Bibleed. R. Alter (London: Collins, 1987): 157).
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‘conceal’ it with an explicitly negative descriptimf Solomon’s reign
in the passage.

Brettler (1991), pointing out some problems of Peskanalysis,
provides a redaction approach to the narrative. Ating to him, 3:3—
9:23 is ‘pro-Solomon’, while 9:26-11:40 is ‘anti-8ailon’, which is
slightly different from Parker’s and Frisch’s diidas of the narrativé.
Brettler's contribution is in his attempt to showw 9:26-11:10 is
arranged to reveal Solomon’s transgression agathst king'’s
stipulation in Deuteronomy 17:16-17. According tmahB:26—10:25 is
about ‘Solomon’s wealth’, 10:26-29 is about ‘Solorsohorses’, and
11:1-10 is about ‘Solomon’s foreign wives’, corresging to the three
norms of the law of the king in Deuteronomy 17:I%-Which ban
excessive wealth, many horses, especially Egyptiasetimportation,
and many wives for Israel’s king. In this sense, iggssts that ‘1 Kgs
9:26-11:10 should be called “Solomon’s violation Déuteronomy
17:14-17"8 The tricky question of why ‘wealth’ and ‘horsesiea
criticised implicitly while the ‘many foreign wivésnatter is explicitly
criticised, is answered by his redaction approaclat ) the ‘wealth’
and ‘horses’ passages were redacted from pre+axistiaterial and
simply pasted here, while the ‘many foreign wivesispage was
‘largely composed’ by the redactor himself.

5 Williams, who basically favours Parker's framewotkies to synthesise Parker’s
analysis with Frisch’'s and J. Walsh’s. Walsh’s viewvery similar to Frisch’s (J.
Walsh, ‘Symmetry and the Sin of Solomo8KHOFAR: An Interdisciplinary Journal of
Jewish Studiesl2 (1993): 11-27; A. Frisch, ‘Structure and itg8iicance: The
Narrative of Solomon’s Reign (1 Kings 1-12:24)JSOT 51 (1991): 3-14);
D. Williams, ‘Once Again: The Structure of the Native of Solomon’s ReignJSOT
86 (1999): 49-66. However, Williams does not previdproved understanding of
Solomon’s corruption, for his concern is confinedyoto structural analysis based on
language data.

6 M. Brettler, ‘The Structure of 1 Kings 1-13SOT49 (1991): 88. For example, the
unbalanced word amount of the paralleled units, the first section concerning
‘Solomon'’s attitude towards God’ is comprised obMerses (1 Kgs 6-8), while the
second has only 13 (1 Kgs 11:1-13)".

7 According to Brettler, the frame accounts, i.el-3:and 9:24-25, both mention 1)
‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ with the city of David, 2) llimg projects, and 3) Solomon’s
worship, encompassing the ‘pro-Solomon’ sectiore{tBer, ‘The Structure of 1 Kings
1-11°, 89-90).

8 Brettler, ‘The Structure of 1 Kings 1-11’, 97.

9 Brettler, ‘The Structure of 1 Kings 1-11’, 96.
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However, Knoppers (1996) argues against the apjditaf the law
of the king (Deut. 17:16-17) to the Solomon naretiAccording to
him, Solomon’s wealth, many horses, and the imponatfoEgyptian
horses, simply show the fulfilment of God’s promgseen to Solomon
in 3:11-14, and the narrative should not be intdgafdy the yardstick
of the law of the kind' Rather Knoppers propounds that the Solomon
narrative in Kings is a conspicuous example whileals that the so-
called Deuteronomist (i.e. the author of Kings) ladifferent stance
from Deuteronomy. Knoppers, insisting that the lawhaf king should
not be applied to Solomon’s corruption, points dwdttl Kings 11:2
has nothing to do with Deuteronomy 17:16-17, buhvideuteronomy
7:4 and Joshua 23:12-13, which prohibit not excessiulti-marriage
but intermarriagé? This observation is right, and requires more careful
approach to the text of Solomon’s corruption in 1 Kings 1D1-

There is another important view, which sees Solosaotruption
from the early stage of the narrative. For exampleChbhville
observes Solomon’s intermarriage with Pharaoh’gghar in 3:1 as
the first signal, and names it ‘the beginning ofrettrn to Egypt” in
the terms of Deuteronomy 17:18'He also points out that the order of
words in ‘king’s house and God’s house’ in 3:1, déimel comparative
time scales in building God’s house and the kifgsise in 6:38-7:1,
are intended to betray Solomon’s problematic pijorFurthermore,
the introductory particlepf ‘but’ 3:2, 3) implies a negative evaluation
of Solomon concerning high-place worsHip.According to
McConville, 1 Kings 3 intends to show an already ‘flavk@tyship’ so
that the reader should not have any expectatigeihanent salvation

10 Gary N. Knoppers, ‘The Deuteronomist and the Deutemic Law of the King: A
Reexamination of a RelationshiZ AW 108(1996): 343; Knoppers, ‘Solomon’s Fall
and Deuteronomy’, in L. Handy, ed:he Age of Solomon: Scholarship at the Turn of
the Millennium(Leiden: Brill, 1997): 399-401.

11 Knoppers, ‘Solomon’s Fall and Deuteronomy’, 404r Knoppers, 1 Kgs 1-10 is
merely a description of nothing less than Isragiklen age.

12 There are other commentators who do not relatgsl KL:1-4 to the law of the
king, but only to Deut. 7:1-4 (or Exod. 34:11-18); example, D. J. Wisemaf,and

2 Kings (TOTC; Leicester: IVP, 1993): 134; J. Gray& 2 Kings (OTL; London:
SCM Press, 1964): 252; A. Graeme Autdngs (DSB; Edinburgh: The Saint Andrew
Press, 1986): 80. Jones relates 1 Kgs 11:2 with.De8r4, Exod. 34:15-16, and Josh.
23:12 (G. H. Joneq, and 2 Kings Volume[Grand Rapid: Eerdmans, 1985]: 233).

13 J. G. McConville, ‘Narrative and Meaning in the dkoof Kings’, Biblica 70
(1989): 35.

14 McConville, ‘Narrative and Meaning’. He refutes tNis view that 3:2 is a
Deuteronomic excuse for Solomon.
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in Solomon®® In fact, a greater number of scholars hold the vieat
Solomon’s corruption is observed from the earlystaf his reign in
the narrative, with certain variatiofsFor example, Eslinger (1989)
interprets Solomon’s almost every action and spasdiachiavellian,
while Wiseman (1993) observes Solomon’s faults oirty his
intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter in 3:1 umfilapter 117
Between these two extremes, Bimson points out tHaimess of
Solomon’s administration between Israel and Judathapter 42 and
Walsh finds a discriminatory policy of corvée in ings 5:27° and so
on?®

The authors of the recent monographs on the neerdtioth Kang
(2003) and Seibert (2006) also observe Solomoniisfaor negative
sides from the early stage of his reign, althougaythave quite
different concerns and approaches from each othangkbegins to
observe Solomon’s fault in his bloodshed in cha@férand Seibert
observes Solomon’s negative aspects even from e@haptaising the

15 McConville, ‘Narrative and Meaning’, 36. McConwls view of Solomon’s early
corruption is in accordance with his view of theoke of Kings as permeated with a
‘theology of grace’ (46), which emphasises ‘humaltitfility’ as its basic factor (36).

16 For example, lain W. Provanland 2 Kings (Peabody, Massachusetts:
Hendrickson Publishers, 1995); J. Walsh, ‘The Cttari&ation of Solomon in First
Kings 1-5’, CBQ 57 (1995): 471-93; John J. Bimson, ‘1 and 2 KinigsNew Bible
Commentary ed. D. Carson, R. France, J. Motyer and G. Wentlaitester: IVP,
1994): 334-87; Lyle Eslinger, ‘Chapter 5: King Solon’s Prayers’ ifnto the Hands
of the Living GodSheffield: Almond,1989): 123-82; Wisema, and 2 Kings82. On
3:1, Wiseman comments ‘This one was the beginnfr@ptomon’s spiritual downfall’;
Gray,1 & 2 Kings 114; Richard D. Nelsorkirst and Second KingdBC; Louisville:
John Knox, 1987): 30; W. Brueggemarhe Land, Overtures to Biblical Theology
(London: SPCK, 1978): 85-86; D. Gunn and D. Fewddlfrative in the Hebrew Bible
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1993): 169; Johh Olley, ‘Pharaoh’s Daughter,
Solomon’s Palace, and the Temple: Another LookhatS$tructure of 1 Kings 1-11’,
JSOT27 (2003): 368; J. Daniel Hays, ‘Has the NarratB@me to Praise Solomon or
to Bury Him?: Narrative Subtlety in 1 Kings 1-1150T28 (2003): 149-74.

17 Most scholars who insist on Solomon’s early cotiaup regard his intermarriage
with Pharaoh’s daughter as Solomon’s significantiltfaNaturally so, for the
intermarriage is explicitly criticised by the naomin ch. 11.

18 Bimson, ‘1 and 2 Kings’, 343.

19 walsh, ‘Solomon in First Kings 1-5’, 492.

20 For example, Provan and Bimson draw attentionhta2onvhere Solomon executes
several people in the process of the consolidatibrnis throne (Bimson, ‘1 and
2 Kings’, 341; Provan] and 2 Kings31-42, esp. 40).

21 Jung Ju KangThe Persuasive Portrayal of Solomon in 1 Kings 1({8érn: Peter
Lang, 2003): 127-39, 299.
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possibility that Nathan and Bathsheba persuadedidDaith a
‘concocted story22

So far, through this brief survey, one fundamentalbjam has
emerged. That is, there is no consensus even ordattag point of
Solomon’s corruption, though it is true that recentdies give more
weight to the view that sees Solomon’s faults framearly stage. To
grasp the didactic message of the narrative onnSwiés corruption, it
is very important to understand how the narratiesctibes the process
of Solomon’s turning from a wise king to an apastdtherefore it is
necessary to evaluate the scholarly views and tpgse a new
interpretation which accommodates various insigittsvided by the
scholars.

2.2 Evaluation of the Three Views on Solomon’s Corruption

From the survey, it is possible to categorise théoua views into
three groups, according to their opinion on the tisigr point of
Solomon’s corruption. For convenience, the views whabserve
Solomon’s corruption before the temple building aaened ‘the early
stage corruption view'. The views which observe 8uwo's
corruption from just after the temple building, iadout chapter 9, are
named ‘the middle stage corruption view’, and thewsd which
observe the corruption in the narrator’'s open criticisichiapter 11 are
named ‘the late stage corruption view'. Each view ba evaluated as
follows.

A strong point of the ‘early stage corruption’ vieig that
Solomon'’s intermarriage, which is criticised by therator in chapter
11, evidently appears at the early stage (3:1, 8. However, those
scholars who hold this view do not provide a reabbmexplanation of
why the narrator openly criticises Solomon’s faaitly in the late
stage (ch. 113 Moreover, the view does not provide any explanation

22 Eric A. Seibert,Subversive Scribes and the Solomonic Narrative:eadig of

1 Kings 1-11(London: T&T Clark, 2006): 115.

23 Walsh tries to touch on this matter. He suggds# the author ‘antecedentally
realizing the outcome’ of the narrative, technigaises ‘gaps, ambiguities, and verbal
subtleties that carry the negative characterizaifdBolomon’ to ‘shape and colour’ the
narrative negatively in the seemingly positive diggions in chs. 1-5 (Walsh,
‘Solomon in First Kings 1-5’, 492-93). However, lsisggestion cannot be a direct and
sufficient answer to our fundamental question. Vdogs the author only implicitly
criticise Solomon even when Solomon’s faults canrded, and then later criticise
Solomon openly? Brettler tried to explain this witis redaction theory as mentioned
previously.
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of why the narrative duplicates similar themes atarials, which
Parker and Frisch (the middle stage corruption Yiatvleast try to
explain. It can also be pointed out that an exces&iult-finding is a
feature of some interpreters who subscribe toti@w. For example,
Walsh suggests that the woman to whom Solomon srther living
child to be given (3:27) is the wrong woman, appeptd the Hebrew
grammar of the pronoufi Eslinger insists that Solomon is portrayed as
irresponsible when he gives the verdict to cutlivieg child into two
halves, questioning what would happen if the reatheohad not
conceded® However, it is plain from the context of the tekiat
Solomon gave the child to the real mother, and ihés ¥erdict (3:25)
is surely a well-calculated one based on an uralegig of human
nature’®

The ‘middle stage corruption’ view is successfulproviding an
explanation of the duplication of similar materiaty themes
(Solomon’s wisdom, wealth, administration, and corireehs. 3-8
and chs. 9-10) in the narrative by interpreting fingt material as
positive and the second as negative. However, thasggal-analysis
approaches oversimplify the narrative, consequegtigring negative
elements in the first section (chs. 3-8), which asiated out by ‘the
early stage corruption’ view. At least 3:1 (Solonmmarriage with
Pharaoh’s daughter) should be interpreted negstivelight of the
open criticism of the marriage in 11:1-2.

The ‘late stage corruption’ view observes Solomafaslts only
where the narrator openly criticises Solomon inptha 11. The
problem of this view is that it cannot explain frevious descriptions
of Solomon’s intermarriage (3:1; 7:8; 9:16, 24Knoppers’ insistence

24 Walsh, ‘Solomon in First Kings 1-5’, 488-89.

25 Eslinger, ‘Solomon’s Prayer’, 138-39. In Eslingeview, not only Solomon, but
also God is interpreted as a selfish being whatrisggling to get the upper hand,
modifying the previous unconditional promise to dtional. In this sense, the concept
of Solomon'’s corruption itself is probably meaniggg in Eslinger’s view.

26 For another example, Hays finds Solomon at fauhis not dancing humbly before
the ark like David in the temple dedication ceregpngHays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in
1 Kings 1-11’, 170).

27 Knoppers insists that the whole of chs. 1-10 shde! interpreted as under God's
blessing and that even in 11:1-2, the author ‘b&aBaomon himself and not his wives
for his malfeasance’, overlooking the apparentlyobbematic nature of his
intermarriage (G. N. Knopper$swo Nations under God; The Deuteronomistic History
of Solomon and the Dual Monarchies, Volume 1: TagmiRof Solomon and the Rise
of Jeroboan{Atlanta, Georgia: Scholars Press, 1993): 145).
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that the mention of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ in 11:Jhislumsy addition
by a late scrib@ is not a proper solution, and betrays a typicabjenm
of redaction criticism, the error of circularity. Bhview also does not
provide any explanation of the duplicated structiates. 3—8 and chs.
9-10).

Each view seems to have its grounds in the texdotoe extent.
However, they seem to fall short of understandhg dtrategy of the
narrative. Moreover, they do not pay sufficient aitanto the process
or development of Solomon’s corruption. Hence, itl vsié worth
seeking a device that shows the process of Sol@vmriuption when
we analyse the narrative. Another point that we needonsider is
that, as has been shown in the cases of Eslinger\daldh, a
microscopic analysis of a limited passage cannstienobjectivity in
interpreting the reticent Hebrew narrative. To easobjectivity, we
need to pay attention to the literary techniquestmategy of the
narrative on a macroscopic level. Therefore, we wilggest and
explain a certain literary technique or strategyiclwvhseems to be
employed to describe Solomon’s turning process froositive to
negative or the development of his corruption on a macrassoale.

2.3 A Brief Review of the Two Recent Monographs on the Narmtiv

The narrative was carefully approached by J. J. Kangerms of
rhetorical persuasion devices in his monograph 38Kang tried to
see, through the lens of a modern version Aristotle’s theory, the
narrative as a rhetorically well designed coherenit. After that,
E. A. Seibert proposed, in a monograph (2666, bold hypothesis
that the narrative is a product of subversive sfgpwho cheated his
(or their) patron. Both Kang and Seibert pay thabyssantial attention
to the presence of negative touches in the polty&olomon in the
narrative, although the two approaches are quitierdifit from each
other in terms of author’s basic stance and interest.

Kang ultimately argues that Kings was produced in thecesditing
and the message (which he discovers by the rhatodapproach)
contained in the Solomon narrative supports that view. Hacintries

28 KnoppersTwo Nations under God 41.

29 Kang, The Persuasive Portrayal

30 Kang employs the method drawn from Aristotle’sselaal rhetoric adapted by
Kennedy and Perlman (Kanghe Persuasive Portraya80-99).

31 SeijbertSubversive Scribes
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to argue against the theory that the book of Kisghe product of the
double redactions i.e. Josianic and exilic ones. iery that Kings is
the product of the double redactions regards nemaiements in the
Solomon narrative as trace of the Josianic redaciio which
Solomon’s faults should be presented in contrastogiah, the ideal
king. Kang's stance is that the negative elementshen Solomon
narrative do not require the Josianic redactioromhe Rather, he
argues that the presence of Solomon’s faults fiweretrly part of the
narrative onwards was intended to highlight thesage that the hope
of the exilic community is found only in God’'s mgrand not in a
human being such as Solomon. He supports this weshbwing how
the whole narrative is coherently well composedhwihetorical
devices. In Kang's view, the Solomon narrative is @l wrganised
piece of literature even to the very details ineldidor the purpose of
rhetorical persuasion. In this sense, it can be thgilKang proposes
an answer to the question of the presence of negalements in
Solomon’s portrayal in Kings according to his camceof
compositional setting and purpose of the narrative.

Kang's study, however, does not explore a deepertiqnesf the
unusual subtlety with which the negative elemerftsSoelomon are
presented. Seibert's approach is a more squareigaud dnswer to the
guestion of why the positive and negative elemaftsSolomon’s
portrayal do co-exist in the narrative in such dtku way that
‘mutually contradictory readings’ have been prodlucéor the
narrative. He explicitly articulates his awarenesths issue? In fact
his whole work is primarily intended to answer this issue.

It can be acknowledged that Seibert rightly raisked question
about the subtle presence of negative elementseiroverall positive
portrayal of Solomon in the narrative, and his agrsig simple. The
subtle combination of positive and negative eleméant Solomon’s
portrayal is the result of subversive scribes’ effto cover their
subversive intention in the portrayal of the kirmg f'vhom they were
working. In other words, the scribes pretended to tewria
propagandising history for the royal house, on the lsand, but in fact
tried to undermine their patron, on the other haadealing his faults
or negative aspects in such a subtle way.

32 Seibert,Subversive Scribe®0-91, 181-82. He articulates this under the megpd
‘The Lack of More Compelling Explanations for MullyeContradictory Readings'.
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A few points concerning his view can be pointed briefly here.
The first is that it is doubtful that, given Solon®nserious
transgression explicitly and so plainly appearshim end (1 Kgs 11),
the author(s) disguised Solomon’s other faultsrinmplicit manner,
in order to pretend that they were presenting thg i a positive light
in the narrative. The present form of the narratiees not allow his
view. Secondly, it can be pointed out that his ovgredsumption is
unrealistic. That is, Seibert's thesis that the stdive scribes
produced the narrative, implicitly criticising Solonis reign for those
who could detect the subtle implication throughoke narrative,
presupposes that the scribes expected that nobodlyeoking's side
could notice the cunning subtlety and implicit icigm, while those of
the opposite side would understand their intenti@ansidering the
risk that the alleged scribes might have run wineir intention might
be detected, the presumption is unlikely. It is tihe there is ancient
Near Eastern royal propaganda for royal establistimenich is to
some extent very similar to Hebrew biblical nasratof certain kings’
accounts, but to my knowledge, we do not have anyeandear
Eastern royal propaganda with covered subversivmiion. This fact
may indirectly indicate that such an attempt waisraalistic. Thirdly,
our attention should be drawn to a general featfr¢he Hebrew
biblical narrative. In general, reticence towardsrabters’ behaviour,
leaving the judgement to the reader, is not somegthiew. Seibert’s
allegation that the technique of ‘covert critiqueas employed by
subversive scribes does not seem to consider tiettfat not a few
faults of Abraham, Jacob, Isaac, for example, presemtigdout
apparent criticism has nothing to do with propagarsdibversion, and
subversive scribe®.Lastly, it should be pointed out that this kind of
highly hypothetical approach is not necessaryéfghbtle presence of
the critical elements throughout the text can beleustood with
identification of literary techniques employed w@ider its lessons and
message effectively, even corresponding to the dggmdl theme of
the text.

33 Seibert introduced, to support his view, a fewdits of other scholars who suggest
some passages of Genesis meant to criticise KingdD@en. 38) or Solomon’s
foreign policy (Gen. 3) (Seiber§ubversive Scribe$8-69). However, their views are
not convincing, as their suggestions overly rel\tlogir imagination.



26 TYNDALE BULLETIN 62.1 (2011)

3. A New Approach: Macroscopic Literary Strategy,
Retroactive Re-evaluation Technique and Its Implication
or Message

Even though it is true that a literary approachemployed by Parker
and Frisch, reveals meaningful structures and irapios of a text
and consequently contributes to a better understgnit seems to
overlook some important aspects of the text. Firsthe reader’'s
interpretation of a text is made progressively, émeral, according to
the reading process. The reader interprets the dexthe basis of
knowledge of the previous passages of the text ted present
passage, without knowing the remainder of the texieast in his or
her first reading. So, it is natural that an autrmwsiders and exploits
this quality of the reading process when he orisi@ants his or her
literary devices in a text. Furthermore, it is nattwapresume that the
author of a biblical text assumed that the readeulevread the text
repeatedly, and tried to make use of the fact. Whercensider the
subtleties of the Bible text, it is hard to belighat the author would
expect his reader to understand completely, at higepfirst reading,
every meaning implanted in the text.

Therefore, in order to identify the literary techuinég of the text, it
is important to reconstruct the reading processginiiag how the
interpretation would be formed from the reader'sspective, and
taking into consideration the effects which couldcur through
repeated reading of the text. Through this reconsitnu of the reading
process, the literary technique and its intendedsagss may be
detected. Even though it is true that the reconstmicrequires a
degree of imagination, it is also possible to seabectivity to a
certain extent, for there are supporting clues withie text. It is also
important to consider what was expected by thearuth terms of his
reader’s prior knowledge, in the reader’s reading aterpreting of
the text. It seems that the expected pre-knowledgleeoreader could
also be detected from the clues in the text itself.

In this context, we suggest that the Solomon narratiméains three
cases of the same literary technique, which requivesreader to do
retroactive re-evaluation. The technique is verg@ite in revealing
the insidious and furtive process of Solomon’s wption, plainly
discernible and ensuring comparatively much morgeativity in
interpretation; it reveals itself in a macroscopiew. It is observed
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firstly in the passages concerning Solomon’s mgeriaith Pharaoh’s
daughter throughout the narrative (3:1; 7:8; 9:18; 21:1), and
secondly in the passage concerning Solomon’s exeessealth,
maintaining many horses or importing horses fronydEgand many
wives to which the king's stipulation (Deut. 17:18}lis applied
(9:26-11:10). Thirdly, it is observed in the passag®cerning
Solomon’s oppression of the Israelites, which isreatly revealed by
the Israelites’ complaint or protest after Solomon’s dé€h2hl-14)3

This literary strategy or technique is based onpghemise of the
reader’s natural reading process. This technique swoHen the reader
of the text reads it from the first sentence to st without knowing
the contents that will come next, at least at trst feading. The text is
‘intended to make sense as it is read cumulatifreln beginning to
end’, as Provan stat&sln fact, it is not a special premise but only a
natural assumption that any author of literature uldo make
concerning his or her reader, and exploit. Upon thasic under-
standing of the interpretative principle, the ‘retrtve re-evaluation
technique’ in the Solomon narrative can be idesdifiTate explains
this concept as follows:

The author (storyteller) does not flatly state tase, but through the
selective process, seeks to guide the reader let@dnstruction of the
message. The author invites the reader, therefmigecome involved in
and engaged by the story. The author seeks to theveeader from one
event or scene to another, leaving sufficient gafpeformation so that
the reader can make necessary inferences. Stosymo@llow the reader
to remain static®

The author desired to construct a narrative in suafay that, given just
enough hints, foreshadowings, and gaps, the reaiigtt discover these
facts on their owri’

The reader cannot stand outside the text, but besoan participant,
filling out the work, making connections betweerxtt@l segments,

34 Owing to the limit of space, this article introdsconly the first case.

35 Provan,1 and 2 Kings4-5.

36 W. Randolph TateBiblical Interpretation: An Integrated Approagct{Peabody,
MA: Hendrickson Publishers, 1997): 117. The quotatis from the section of ‘the
Gospels and Acts’. However, Tate’'s understandinghef New Testament narrative
seems not to differ from the narrative of the ObtRment.

37 Tate,Biblical Interpretation 105-106. By ‘these facts’, here, Tate means fipeci
contents of a specific story of King David, i.e.\fs self-verdict (2 Sam. 12:5-6) and
his four sons’ following death for his sin. Howey&ate's statement seems to contain a
general principle that can be applied to otheragesin the Old Testament narrative.
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evaluating new perspectives, amegvaluating previous ones in light of
new information.*® [bold: my emphasis]

However, so far, this kind of insightful understarndiof biblical
narrative has not yet been applied comprehensteeigterpreting the
Solomon narrativé’ The retroactive re-evaluation technique is an
effective device to convey a significant lesson noessage of the
narrative, ensuring a more objective interpretatibthe text by being
observed in a macroscopic view rather than a microscopic vie

Exploring this technique in the narrative, we wi@ discuss the
thematic background of the technique, i.e. the ‘Esxochotif’ and,
more importantly, the ‘return to Egypt’ motif in thwarrative. As a
result of the main discussion, we will be able tacte a reasonable
conclusion on Solomon’s corruption, and accommodatae insights
of the three main views on the starting point afttborruption, with
critical evaluations.

4. A Case of the Technigue: Solomon’s Intermarriage
with Pharaoh’s Daughter (1 Kings 3:1; 7:8; 9:16, 24;
11:1-2)

Even though Solomon’s intermarriage with Pharaott&ighter is
mentioned four times before chapter 11, it is neviticised openly on
any of those occasions by the narrator. Howeverlih-&, at last, the
matter is clearly and crucially criticised, alonghwiis idolatry, as part
of Solomon’s transgression against the law (DeuB-4); which

forbids intermarriage. The reader, who has probakbbrlooked the
problematic aspect of Solomon’'s intermarriage wiltharaoh's
daughter, is now required to re-evaluate the previgassages
retroactively. Before we look into the mechanisntto$ device in the
text, we need first to explore the thematic backgdoaf this case of
the technique.

38 Tate,Biblical Interpretation, 104.
39 Only R. Nelson seems to detect this device insémond case in his commentary
(Nelson,First and Second King$5-67).
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4.1 The Thematic Background of This Case of the TechniqueeTh
‘Exodus Motif’ and the ‘Return to Egypt’ Motif

The ‘Exodus motif which the Solomon narrative ant is
extensively explored by Friséhlronically, however, the ‘return to the
Egypt motif*! is a substantial theme in the same narrative. ¢, fa
Frisch does not distinguish the ‘return to the Egywtif' from the
‘Exodus motif’, dealing with both together under ttide of the
‘Exodus motif'. This is presumably because of th&iextricable
presentation in the narrative and also their istdnrelationship.
However, it is possible to distinguish the two matit is interesting to
observe how the two opposite themes can be séeisdme narrative
which describes the period of one man’s reign. Befee think of the
relationship of these motifs and its function ie tharrative, it will be
helpful to look into the way the two motifs appear in the text.
Regarding the ‘Exodus motif’, the manner in whicle tAuthor

describes the starting of the building of the tesmpy Solomon (6:1)
implies that the ultimate purpose of the exodusdsy about to be
accomplished, giving the impression of ‘at 1&8t’.

In the four hundred and eightieth year after thiadktes came out of the

land of Egypt, in the fourth year of Solomon’s reigver Israel, in the

month of Ziv,which is the second month, he began to build thesbmf
the Lord. (1 Kgs 6:1)

Solomon’s bhuilding of the temple can also be regdrdhs the
fulfilment of Moses’ prophecy concerning God’s cansvorship place
in the promised land (Deut. 12:1-11). It is espegiaibrth noting that
peace and safety, a most important precondition arskiping their
God in his chosen dwelling place in the promised land (0&110), is
described as having been secured before Solomas $tailding the
temple (1 Kgs 4:20-21, 24-25). It is also worth rerherng that the
formal reason for the exodus was to sacrifice ® I¥raelite God
(Exod. 3:1; 5:3; 8:25-28; 10:24-26). The stated paepof the three

40 E.g. Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif in 1 Kgs 1-14’, 3-2Frisch observes ‘the Exodus
motif in 1 Kgs 1-14’ in an extensive way. He insishat the ‘Exodus motif’ has the

unifying function of 1 Kgs 1-14. Oblath, ‘WhenceettExodus?’, 23-42. Oblath

observes strong thematic and literary similaritywsen the Exodus narrative and the
Jeroboam narrative.

41 E.g. Hays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in 1 Kings 1-1172, ‘reversal of the exodus’.

42 Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif in 1 Kgs 1-14’, 6. ‘Ttassociation of the Temple with

the Exodus in 1 Kgs 6:1, therefore, seems to inelitzat the erection of the Temple is
the apex of the extended process that began vatExbdus from Egypt.’
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days’ journey into the wilderness, for sacrificingthe Israelite God,
or serving their God, should not be regarded as & ipeetence for
escaping from Egypt. If the Israelites can stoprtlieiced labour,
which has been loaded upon them by the Egyptiaer,rin order to
worship and serve their own God, they are not algtuahder
Pharaoh’s rule any more, but their God’s, and coresatyy their God
can continue commanding what he wants, includingsysmably, their
coming out of Egypt, i.e. the exodus. The implicat@nsacrificing
and serving the Israelite God, stopping forced lapsuthat they are
their God’s people, not Pharaoh’s. Therefore, thedngl of the
permanent temple for sacrificing to and serving ldraelite God by
Solomon in the promised land, has the significaheg the Israelites
have now accomplished their exodus in its full séhas,they have the
peace and safety to serve their God without angirhimce. In a sense,
Solomon can be labeled as a ‘new Moses’ who takes the first
Moses' role and completes‘t.

The reference to the ‘four hundred and eightiethry€6:1) also
reminds us of the exodus, for it closely correspotmsthe year
counting in Exodus.

The time that the Israelites had lived in Egypt Viasr hundred and
thirty years. At the end of four hundred and thirgars, on that very day,
all the companies of the Lord went out from thedlaof Egypt.
(Exod. 12:40-41)

The year count in 1 Kings 6:1 seems to corresponthéoone in
Exodus 12:40-41, showing that a similarly significhistoric event is
occurring or a similarly significant historic epog$h dawning. When
we consider the rarity of this kind of year couhroughout the
historical narrative in the Old Testament, it is thiék more plausible
that the intention of the year count in 1 Kings &4 part of the pair, is
to present the temple building as an event of esgigalificance to the
exodus, and at the same time to imply that it iscthrapletion of what

43 Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif, 6. ‘The erection of tfiemple in Jerusalem represents
the concretization and fullest embodiment of tlyisu’ shall serve™.

44 Parker, ‘Solomon as Philosopher King?’, 81. ‘As9ds’ successor, Solomon re-
enacts key events in Moses’ life. He judges Isi@él Exod. 18 and 1 Kgs 3),
establishes a bureaucracy (cf. Num. 2-4 and 1 Kgsdidéseminates the law (cf.
Exod. 19-24 and 1 Kgs 8), builds Yahweh a throne¢E 25-31 and 1 Kgs 6), and
promises reward for obedience to the law and pumestt for disobedience (Deut. 12—
26 and 1 Kgs 8).’
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was begun at the exodtisAdditionally, the enshrinement of the ark of
the covenant in the temple (8:9, 21), which is déscias containing
the two tablets given during the exodus (in itsaorsenseY, also
tightly links the exodus event to the temple buildihg.

The importance of the ‘Exodus motif’ is that it &aps again after
Solomon’s death. It is not hard to notice that nowhé&boam,
Solomon’s successor, takes Pharaoh’s role and Jarotakes Moses’
role in chapter 12. That is, Jeroboam is the agerdetiver God’s
people from their ‘slavery®® As God hardened Pharaoh’s heart in the
original exodus, now God hardens Rehoboam’s heartctingalish his
divine will (12:15)¥ Naturally enough, a question is posed here: how
can the ‘Exodus motif’ appear immediately after death of Solomon,
during whose reign the completion of Exodus has nbee
accomplished®® The answer to the question is simple. Israel has
returned to Egypt again before Solomon’s death. ‘figtarn to Egypt’
motif links the two ‘Exodus motifs’ and covers tperiod between
them. Even though the first exodus had been conmpiat&olomon’s
reign, Israel became an ‘Egypt’ through Solomon’le,r@and a new
exodus had to take place.

The ‘return to Egypt motif’ has been noticed onlggmentarily by
some scholars who observe Solomon’s becoming arahag
especially in chapter ¥,where Solomon is described as imitating an
Egyptian tyrant in implementing his enormous buitdiproject and

45 Nelson presents a similar view, when he states ‘tha introductory chronology
(6:1) makes the event of temple building the culition of Israel's saga up to this
point’. Nelson First and Second Kinggl6.

46 Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif in 1 Kgs 1-143JSOT87 (2000): 5, ‘the bounds of the
exodus event can fairly be seen as encompassimglewng from the bondage in Egypt
up to the preparations to cross the Jordan aftgr years of wilderness wandering'.

47 Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif in 1 Kgs 1-14’, 7.

48 Provan,1 and 2 Kings104.

49 Provan,1 and 2 Kings103.

50 In fact, the account of Hadad the Edomite (1 Kiyd4-22) also shows the ‘Exodus
motif’.

51 ‘[T]he Egyptian aura’, ‘an Egyptian style of ruleEslinger, ‘Solomon’s Prayer’,
148; ‘reversal of the Exodus’, Hays, ‘Narrative 8ety in 1 Kings 1-11', 172;
‘Solomon'’s first subtle look in the direction of ¥g', K. I. Parker, ‘Solomon as
Philosopher King?: The Nexus of Law and Wisdom iiigs 1-11',JSOT53 (1992):
84. Parker observes the first occasion which cost#ie ‘return to the Egypt’ motif,
only in ch. 9, with which this study does not agree Israelite pharaoh’, Chris Hauer
Jr, ‘The Economics of National Security in Solomoisrael’,JSOT18 (1980): 68. It
is substantially discussed in E. W. Heat&olomon’s New Man: The Emergence of
Ancient Israel as a Nation Stadew York: Pica Press, 1974): 28-30, 162-78.
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maintaining a standing army and forced labour sgysta his building
project, ‘store cities’, ‘chariot cities’, and ‘cavalcities’ especially
remind the reader of EgyptEven though the Israelites do not go back
to Egypt in a geographical sense, the Israelite dang itself is
becoming an Egypt in a metaphorical sense. Addilipnahe
Israelites’ complaint after Solomon’s death (12:4@veals that
Solomon loaded on them a heavy yoke and disciplitien with
whips, that he exploited and oppressed them (12:4,1104) just as
Pharaoh had done to their ancestors (cf. 8:51}; ithahe Israelites
experienced a similar thing to their ancestors. timeio words, they
have been living in an ‘Egypt’ under Solomon’s reigHowever, in
fact, the ‘return to Egypt’ motif is already obsetvén Solomon’s
becoming Pharaoh’s son-in-law (3:1) at an earlgestahe frequent
mentions of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ throughout theratare (3:1; 7:8;
9:16, 24; 11:1), and, more directly, the mention ofo8wn’s making
ships on the seashore of ‘the Red Sea’ (9:26) andisg his men to
Egypt to buy Egyptian horses and chariots (10:28-P@tray the
progressive development of the ‘return to Egyptifhas the narrative
unfolds. Furthermore, the fact that the leader ofnthiehern ten tribes,
Jeroboam, is portrayed as a new Moses who has esbepegy killed
by a tyrant (11:40), and at last succeeds in defigenis people from
the heavy yoke of the tyrant (12:3-20), also showet the previous
condition of the Israelites was like the one toathtihe original Moses
was sent by God to save his people.

What, then, is the function of the ‘Exodus motif’ amdturn to
Egypt motif’, respectively, in the narrative? Thetim to Egypt’
motif characterises the nature of Solomon's coramptwhile the
‘Exodus motif’ acts as a foil to it ironically. Intleer words, the
‘Exodus motif' acts as a foil to the ‘return to Egymotif' in the
narrative in order to highlight the tragic proceard result of
Solomon’s corruption, which is none other than &uneing to Egypt’
that would cause a new exodus, namely the divisfoime kingdom.
Solomon, the new Moses, became a Pharaoh, and a oewsexad to
take place?

52 Eslinger, ‘Solomon’s Prayer’, 148.

53 Frisch, ‘The Exodus Motif in 1 Kgs 1-14’, 14; M.b@th, ‘Of Pharaohs and
Kings—Whence the Exodus2SOT87 (2000): 23-42. Oblath insists that Jeroboam
was the model of Moses in the Exodus narrativeouiih the observation of the
similarity of the two narratives with some otheognds. This study does not agree
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4.2 A Brief Reconstruction of the Reading Process

Even if the reader has had some suspicion of thengiulness of

Solomon'’s intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughte3:in the following

description of Solomon’s love for God (3:3), which very strong

praise indeed, God's favourable theophany to Solorf®Bb-15a),

which includes his satisfaction with Solomon’s reg (3:10), and

Solomon’s wisdom and prosperity, which is the vdring God has

promised to him (3:12-13), have sufficient forcecéuse the reader to
doubt that first suspicion. Therefore, it does not sieehe easy for the
reader to maintain the suspicion that Solomon’srimarriage with

Pharaoh’s daughter in 3:1 is a serious problem hwvisisuld lead to

tragic consequences. Moreover, the fact that theeguiesit mentions
of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ as Solomon’s wife (7:8;8:24) do not bear
any plain criticism of the marriage, is likely tocirease the reader’s
doubt about any previous suspicions he or she hati, the reader

confronts the open criticism of the marriage in1l1and has to re-
evaluate it retroactively.

4.3 The Mechanism and Effect of the Retroactive Re-evaluatio
Technique in This Case

McConville maintains that Solomon’s misconduct isserved from
chapter 3in his intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daegl{8:1a), the
problematic priority in building his house and Gediouse (3:1b), and
the existence of high places (3:2, 3), showing avdld kingship’ and
conveying ‘the message that there could be no pentasalvation for
Israel in a Solomor™ However, a question is raised. Did the author of
the narrative expect such an observation from e&ler on a first
reading? The answer is negative. It will be suffitieenough to
remember the fact that it has taken a long time tadenormous
efforts of many scholars to reach the present wtaleding of the
presence of Solomon’s faults in his early stage, tandecognise the
subtlety and exquisiteness of the narrative. What,tkid the author
expect his reader to discover of Solomon’s faultenf the text on a
first reading? The most plausible answer to thigstjon seems to be
that the author expected the reader to realise nibgativity of

with his view, although his analysis sufficientlizasvs the surprising thematic and
literary similarity between the two texts.
54 McConville, ‘Narrative and Meaning in the BookKihgs’, 35-36.
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Solomon’s intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter rwhe reached
11:1-2, and to re-evaluate the previous passagasdiag the marriage
at that point. We can imagine that the author exgoktite reader to be
able thereafter to begin to observe many othetdaflSolomon in the
account before chapter 11, standing upon this finoumgd as an
evident clue.

McConville is right in noticing Solomon’s corrupéwelement in the
early stage of his reign. However, McConville, like shothers who
see Solomon’s corruption from this early stage, does seem to
consider the reading procéssand the reader’'s epistemological
experience throughout the narrative. The questiowligther the
reader could notice those things on a first readiitly certainty. Hays,
taking a similar stance to McConville, insists th&olomon’s
intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter’ in 3:1 ‘ddoexplode like a
bombshell in the reader's mind’ because Egypt atwags very
negative connotations in the Old Testant®rtowever, even for a
sensitive reader who has a deep understandingeaintaning of the
Egyptian motif in the Old Testament, and conseqyemid a strong
suspicion of Solomon’s fault in 3:1, it would not basy to sustain it
for the reasons presented above. As Hays himselftgdine author
does not provide a negative description of Solonogenly until
chapter 11, nor has the fragmentary implicit crstici of Solomon
strong force ‘if analyzed one at a time in isolatign’.

Hays insists that ‘the clear, but implicit referem¢e Deuteronomy
17 at the end of 1 Kings 10 provide the strongasglsi supporting’
evidence to confirm the previous subtle and implimiticism of
Solomon throughout the narrati¥eHowever, it is doubtful whether
the reader could decide that Solomon has beenidedanegatively in
a very subtle manner if the author had not criédiSolomon openly in
chapter 11. Therefore, we should say that the decisigger which
convinces the reader of Solomon’s missteps in theipus passages is
the author’s open criticism in chapter 11 rathemnthhe end part of
chapter 10, where the author seems to try to gigdrtipression that
Solomon has reached his peak, and even the Egyptige importing

55 Kang pays his attention to the ‘reading proce$ghe reader, to some extent, but
he does not notice any substantial literary teaimigom that.

56 Hays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in 1 Kings 1-11’, 161.

57 Hays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in 1 Kings 1-11’, 174.

58 Hays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in 1 Kings 1-11’, 174.
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looks like a natural channel of increasing hisssa¢l's prosperity and
security (10:26-29). The point where the readeramariidently decide
that Solomon’s corruption begins is at an earlgetaf his reign, from
at least in the matter of his marriage (11:1-2 #@ibwing) through
the plain critical statement supplied by the narrator.

The first mention of Solomon’s intermarriage witthaPaoh'’s
daughter invites the reader, who is now requiredetevaluate the
previous passages by the open criticism in chapferto review
critically the very early stage of Solomon'’s reign. It pd®s the reader
with the possibility of an alternative overall umskanding of the
narrative before chapter 11. The occasional ment@n®haraoh’s
daughter’ between chapter 3 and chapter 11 function gsirsgegtones
which keep the reader reminded of the existendeghafaoh’s daughter
as Solomon’s wife until the reader finally reackies condemnation of
the intermarriage in 11:1. In this sense, the intdiaie mentions of
‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ (7:8; 9:16, 24) are like thecps of bread
scattered on the road for Hansel to trace backstthdme later in the
famous children’s tale. But while Hansel failed hesmof thoughtless
birds that came and ate up his pieces of breadathior of the
Solomon narrative seems to succeed in his devioause his markers
cannot be deleted.

4.4 The Suitability of the Device in the Narrative

When we pay attention to 1) the relationship betwé&solomon’s

intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter’ and the nthieme of the
narrative, namely the ‘return to Egypt’ motif, 2) thignificance and
function of the mentions of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ time various
locations in the narrative, and 3) the term itselanonymous form, we
realise the suitability of the device, and thisumtsupports our view
that the material of ‘Solomon’s intermarriage witharaoh’s daughter’
was used to constitute a substantial literary dewc the narrative.
Therefore, we will now explore the three points in order.

1) The Correspondence of the Term of the Device to the Main
Theme of the Narrative

It is very clear that ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’, as am&nt of the literary

device, corresponds well to the main theme or thaurfn to Egypt’

motif that characterises and reflects the nature Samlomon’s

corruption, which nullifies the effect of the exodiighen we consider
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that the ‘return to Egypt’ motif is a substantialewen a central theme,
we can understand that it is not just a coincideiinz ‘Pharaoh’s
daughter’, who is a very pertinent symbol of Solofadimk to Egypt,
is used as one of the building bricks of the litgerdevice which is
designed to convey the message of the dangeroussidibirs process
of corruption.

2) The Significance and Functions of the Device in the Varnis

Locations
Once the reader realises that Solomon’s corrupdtanted early, by
noticing the link between 3:1 and 11:1, ‘Pharacokdsighter’ acquires
a negative connotation throughout the narrative.id®@ssthe basic
function of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ which has beervimasly explained,
each mention of ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ (3:1; 7:86924; 11:1), clearly
stating or implying Solomon’s intermarriage, hagacific function in
the narrative.

As for 3:1, 9:24, and 11:1, similar themes are clustereddm case.
The contexts of both 3:1 and 11:1 contain the tlsemg ‘inter-
marriage’ (3:1 and 11:1-3), ‘building project’ (3dnd 11:7-8), and
‘use of high places for worship’ (3:2-3 and 11:7-8pnstituting a
‘parallel’ between 3:1-3 and 11:1-8, as rightly atved by Walsh?
The contexts of both 3:1 and 9:24 contain the tlseofe’Pharaoh’s
daughter’ (3:1 and 9:24), ‘palace building proje®:1 and 9:24),
and ‘temple-sacrifice’ (3:2 and 9:25), constitutin{parallel’ between
3:1-2 and 9:24-25, as observed by Porten and Bréttie a sense, the
three common themes are a summary description loireo’'s life,
reflecting his emotional desire, administration, amiritual activity

59 J. Walsh, ‘The Characterization of Solomon in Fité1gs 1-5’, CBQ 57 (1995):
477. Walsh observes that these three materialdemeribed in ch. 3 positively, while
in ch. 11 negatively. Hays, ‘Narrative Subtlety InKings 1-11’, 161. Hays also
pointed out the similarity between 3:1-3 and 11;Teflowing Fretheim’'s observation
on the text (Fretheimfirst and Second King§Louisville, KY: Westminster/John
Knox Press, 1999]: 62).

60 Brettler, ‘The Structure of 1 Kings 1-11’, 89-@xettler insists that the reason why
the description of Pharaoh’s daughter's entering pedace appears again in 9:24
anachronistically, in spite of the previous dedarip of it in 7:8, is to constitute a
frame which contains pro-Solomon material, by tfimming repetition’. Brettler
regards 3:1-2 and 9:24-25 as a frame containingSpfomon materials. Brettler
observes that in the passage after 9:24-25, tfaP&-11:10, Solomon is described as
a transgressor of the king's stipulation of Det14-17. Porten also observes that the
two passages match each other (B. Porten, ‘ThetBteiand Theme of the Solomon
Narrative (1 Kgs 3-11)'Hebrew Union College Annual 38966): 98-99).
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respectively. This means that whenever Solomonésdg an Israelite
king is summarised in the narrative, his intermaeiavith Pharaoh’s
daughter appears as an important part of it, whigblies the crucial
significance of the intermarriage in Solomon’s life.

9:16 also has an important role in reminding thadez of the
intermarriage itself, by the mention of a dowry ahg calling
Pharaoh’s daughter Solomon’s ‘wife’ for the firéiné. Solomon’s
inferior position to Pharaoh is implied by the mentof Pharaoh’s
conquest of a city within Palestine and his givingp Solomon, his
son-in-law, in the form of a present to his daughtédditionally, the
surrounding passage of 9:16, namely 9:15-21, is tepléh Egyptian
imagery, for example, building of ‘cities of storegjties of chariots’,
‘cities of horsemen® and ‘bond-service’. The passage shows the
image of Egyptian rule most intensively within tharrative, which
concretises the ‘return to Egypt’ motif in the raive, or Solomon’s
becoming a Pharadh.

The importance of the locus of 7:8 is recently eded by Olley’s
literary structural analysis of the Solomon nawatiOlley observes
that in the middle of the description of the temiplélding (6:1-8:66),
there is the description of the palace for Phaalaughter (7:1-12),
and again, in the middle of the description of tatape building, there
is Pharaoh’s daughter herself (7°8)Pharaoh’s daughter therefore
occupies the structural centre of the whole Solommurative,

61 McConville, ‘Narrative and Meaning in the Book Kings’, 36-37. McConville
observes a ‘so-called frame-break’ here, whichdystfthe real measure of Solomon’s
achievement'.

62 The ‘cities of store’ is a conspicuous term foyfgan imagery (Exod. 1:11), while
‘cities of chariots’ and ‘cities of horsemen’ dotr@ppear in the Exodus narrative.
However, the fact that not only are ‘chariots’ dhdrsemen’ closely associated with
Egyptian military imagery (Exod. 14:6, 7, 9, 17, P3, 25, 26, 28; 15:1, 4), but also
that the expressions ‘cities of chariots’ and &stiof horsemen’ seem to be applied
forms of ‘cities of store’, implies overall thatettwhole set of terms concerning ‘cities’
contain Egyptian imagery.

63 Parker thinks that the slavery system in 9:21Sisiomon'’s first subtle look in the
direction of Egypt’ (Parker, ‘Solomon as PhilosopKing?’, 84), which is in contrast
to McConville’s view that Solomon’s intermarriagétiwPharaoh’s daughter in 3:1 is
‘the beginning of a “returning to Egypt’, in thertes of Deut. 17,6. It is
understandable that Parker, who insists that ‘Kinhs 3-8 Solomon is portrayed as
the ideal king’, making a dichotomous structurahlgsis on the Solomon narrative,
cannot acknowledge the presence of negative Egyptannotation in the earlier
chapters. Nevertheless, Parker's observation optgy connotation in 9:21 seems to
betray the comparatively intense presence of Eggpiements in the nearby passage
of 9:16.

64 QOlley, ‘Pharaoh’s Daughter’, 364.
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implying that Solomon’s corruption exists even ihetheart of
Solomon’s seemingly most pious achievenfém/hen we think that
the temple building is a consummation of the expdlusa sense the
very presence of Pharaoh’s daughter in the heatheoflescription of
the temple building cannot but be significant, bgtrg the insidious
presence of corruption. This observation was midsedParker and
Frisch, who have treated chapters 6-8 as a simpteofirtemple

building, ignoring the significant detailed struaurwithin the

comparatively large unit.

3) The Effect of the Anonymity of the Term

Pharaoh’s daughter seems to be Solomon’s chief ¥dfea palace is
built for her and she frequently appears in the narrétiMewever, her
name is not given and she remains simply as ‘Ph&agaughter’
throughout the narrativé This is conspicuous because we can observe
many other names of characters who are less signifi than
Pharaoh’s daughter in the nearby passages. Notmalg officials’
names (1 Kgs 4:2-19), but also many females’ namegiaen. For
example, Solomon’s mother's name Bath-sheba, Kingidavast
concubine Abishag, a Shunammite, Solomon’s succédslooboam’s
mother, an Ammonitess, Naamah (1 Kgs 14:21), and Swiem
daughters, Taphath and Bas-math, who were givenctd tmvernors
as their wives (1 Kgs 4:11, 15). In contrast to Davidives’ names,
which are given in 2 Samuel 3:2-5, Solomon’s chiefewiemains
strikingly anonymou$§?

65 Qlley, ‘Pharach’s Daughter’, 368. In contrast, Ban proposes the opposite view
that, to emphasise the comparatively larger sigmifte of the temple, the description
of the palace is inserted or submerged in the gt&mr of the temple building, even
though in its physical measure, the palace is bigyen the temple (Bimson, ‘1 and
2 Kings’, 345-46). Younger also points out that #meount of the construction of the
Solomonic palace is the ‘very pivot point’ of ‘theccount of the building and
dedication of the Temple’, however he does notgthér (K. Lawson Younger Jr,
‘The Figurative Aspect and the Contextual Methodhia Evaluation of the Solomonic
Empire (1 Kings 1-11) inThe Bible in Three Dimensions: Essays in Celebnatid
Forty Years of Biblical Studies in the UniversitySheffield ed. David J. A. Clines,
Stephen E. Fowland and Stanley E. Porter (SheffllS8@T Press, 1990): 166-67).

66 Bimson, ‘1 and 2 Kings', 345.

67 |t is interesting that the ‘daughter of Pharashoinly once described as Solomon’s
wife in 9:16.

68 Solomon himself has an extra name, i.e. Solom@usl-given name Jedidiah
(2 Sam. 12:25).
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The anonymity of Pharaoh’s daughter is well undedtas a
literary technique, which, as Reinhartz argues, ‘eragges readers to
typify anonymous female character(s) rather thaswirig them as
individuals’'® In this sense, ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ is a well-chose
designation in order to be the representative afraarmous number of
unnamed foreign wives. That is, in the narrative, &blals daughter is
simply the first of Solomon’s enormous number déimarriages or a
representative of them, rather than a meaningfukfchvife to
Solomon. Furthermore, the term ‘Pharaoh’s daughsemare suitable
than any Egyptian name of the princess for implyfBglomon’s
resemblance to Pharaoh himself. In that sense, theiseappropriate
for containing the ‘return to Egypt’ motif, which atacterises the
progress of Solomon’s corruption as Solomon’s fiamnsation into an
Egyptian ruler?

Once it is recognised that the phrase ‘Pharaohigliar’ is to be
understood as a significant literary device of tlagrative, Knoppers’
insistence that ‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ in 11:1 idusney insertion by a
later scrib€} and that the whole account of 1 Kings 1-10 is atipes
description of Solomon’s wisdom, fortune, and glBryis not
plausible. This is clear when we consider that tietufn to Egypt’
motif in the narrative is very plain, and that theyous mentions of
‘Pharaoh’s daughter’ are intended as conspicu@msdhat reveal the
process of the ‘return to Egypt’, which has staftedh the early stage
of his reign.

69 A. Reinhartz, ‘Anonymous Women and the Collapséhef Monarch: A Study in
Narrative Technique’ irfFeminist Companion to Samuel and Kingd. A. Brenner
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1994): 63.

70 Brueggemannl and 2 Kings 43, pays attention to the anonymity of Pharaoh’s
name rather than Pharaoh’s daughter's name. Hetsnshat the anonymity of
Pharaoh’s name is intended to recall the Exodusatsitn, which has the same
anonymity of name of the Egyptian ruler, quotedHays, ‘Narrative Subtlety in
1 Kings 1-11’, 161.

71 Knoppers,Two Nations 141. Cohen also thinks that the ‘Pharaoh’s daaryim
11:1 is a late addition (Shaye J. D. Cohen, ‘Solorand the Daughter of Pharaoh:
Intermarriage, Conversion, and the Impurity of Woaimdournal of the Ancient Near
Eastern Societ{6-17 (1984-85): 26.

72 Knoppers,Two Nations57-134.
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5. Conclusion

We have detected a ‘retroactive re-evaluation tegh in the

Solomon narrative in Kings using a reader-sensdjweroach in which
the reader’s reading process is carefully considered.t&ébhnique has
been shown to work effectively with the referendesSolomon’s

intermarriage with Pharaoh’s daughter in the namatThis is well

supported by the observation that the nature of Solomorfgption is

‘return to Egypt’ which is revealed through thedlogjical reading of
the narrative.





