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< Abstract>

The Babel Imperialism and the Divine Sovereignty:

An Investigation of the Literary Allusions in Daniel 1 and 2 to

Genesis 10 and 11

Daewoong Kim

(Chongshin University)

The aim of this article is to investigate the literary allusions
in Daniel 1 and 2 to Genesis 10 and 11. I define “allusion” as
a literary device for simultaneous activation of two separate texts.
It should be recognized that “allusion" differs in many points from
other technical terms that are designed to describe varying textual

2 ¢y

relationships: “intertextuality,” “influence,

<< 2 <¢

echo,” “quotation/ci-
tation,”  “mimesis/imitation,” “plagiarism,” “midrash,” and
“inner-biblical interpretation/exegesis.” This study shows that the
author of the book of Daniel (i.e., Daniel) interpreted Genesis
to shape his theology for the exiled Jews in Babylon in the sixth
century B.C. Through the literary allusions, Daniel actualized the
themes and topics of the account of the Tower of Babel in Genesis
in his new composition. I argue that Daniel inspired his Jewish
readers/audiences to resist steadfastly to imperialism hostile to the
God of Israel, while recycling, expanding, or transforming the de-
tails of the Tower of Babel story in Genesis. Particularly remarkable
is that the motif of universal language, absolute dominion, rebel-
lious nature of human politics, and divine triumph over Bebel,
resurfaces in Daniel 1 and 2 (alluding texts) in such a way to
highlight the strong consonance with Genesis 10 and 11 (evoked
texts). In doing so, Daniel, on the one hand, helps Jewish Diaspora
in Babylon both to identify itself as God’s true people and to
resist the Babylonian imperialism under the control of the divine
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sovereignty.



