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[ ABSTRACT ]

A Postcolonial Reading on the Book of Daniel

Yoon-Kyung Lee
Ewha Womans University

This article explores the application of postcolonial criticism to
biblical hermeneutics, with a focus on a postcolonial reading of the
Book of Daniel. Postcolonial criticism arises from the recognition that
colonialism’s influence extends beyond historical political control to
ongoing structures of language, identity, and knowledge production.
In biblical studies, this approach has prompted critical inquiry into the
Bible’s function within imperial contexts and opened space for localized,
resistant interpretations.

The Hellenistic context in which Daniel was written reveals how
Jewish communities navigated cultural imposition, particularly the
ideological dominance of Greek culture. Hellenism, claiming cultural
superiority, reshaped Jewish identity in profound ways. In response, the
first half of the book of Daniel presents a theology of resistance, urging
fidelity to covenantal faith even under pressure to assimilate. The narrative
challenges readers to consider the limits of accommodation and the
necessity of defiant self-definition. The location of Daniel becomes a site
of hybrid identity — neither fully Jerusalem nor Babylon. The spatial
and cultural in-betweenness symbolizes a broader diasporic reality where
identity is forged not through surrender, but negotiation. The narrative

thus reflects the complexity of living under empire while resisting its
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totalizing influence. The apocalyptic visions in the lacter half of the book
of Daniel constitute a theological and literary critique of imperial power.
Under Antiochus IV Epiphanes’ violent regime, faithful Jews confronted
not only persecution but also deep theological dissonance: How can
divine justice exist amid imperial violence? Daniel responds with a radical
reimagining of history, envisioning the collapse of earthly empires and
the emergence of a transcendent divine kingdom. Empire in Daniel is
not merely military — it is rhetorical, symbolic, and psychological. By
crafting an alternative symbolic world, Daniel’s apocalyptic imagination
destabilizes the ideological hold of empire and affirms the possibility
of divine intervention. Ultimately, Daniel offers a model of hybrid,
diasporic faith that resists erasure and reclaims theological agency through

postcolonial imagination.

Postcolonial, the Book of Daniel, Hybridity, Hellenism, Imperial Imaginary
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