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[ ABSTRACT ]

Why Do You Look on Evil and Remain Silent?:
A Theodicy-Oriented Reading of the Book of
Habakkuk

Ki-hyun Kim
Korea Baptist Theological University/Seminary

This study reexamines the Book of Habakkuk from the perspective
of theodicy, reading it not as a philosophical attempt to rationalize evil
but as a theological movement of protest, waiting, and trust amid divine
silence. Engaging Philip Whitehead’s notion of “theodicy deferred,” this
paper argues that deferral in Habakkuk should not be understood as a
mere postponement of an answer, since such a reading would leave the
book’s conclusion in unresolved silence. Rather, through a close reading
of the book’s structure, genre transitions, and key Hebrew terms, this
study interprets deferral as a practical theodicy shaped by the enduring
faithfulness of the righteous and the liturgical memory of the community.

The argument unfolds in four steps. First, the question-response-
waiting-praise structure of the book is shown to stage theodicean tension
in graduated form rather than simply resolve it. Second, the speech
forms of question, lament, protest, woe, prayer, and praise are analyzed
as theological modes that articulate and redirect this tension. Third, a
syntactic analysis of Habakkuk 2:4 demonstrates that 372X denotes
not merely inward conviction but enduring relational faithfulness in the

time of deferred justice. The lexical resonance between nRY in Exodus
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34:6 and M3MR in Habakkuk 2:4, both related to the root 12X, further
grounds the prophet’s call for faithfulness in YHWH’s covenantal self-
disclosure. Fourth, the theophany in chapter 3 is shown to move through
a five-stage internal logic: remembrance of past salvation, holy fear,
faithful waiting, joy amid deprivation, and liturgical praise. Through this
movement, lament is not abolished but reconfigured in liturgical form.

In sum, Habakkuk presents theodicy not as an intellectual doctrine
but as a faith-shaped practice of endurance. The book invites its readers
to respond to divine silence not with explanation, but with faithful

endurance and praise.

Habakkuk, Theodicy, Theodicy Deferred, Practical Theodicy, Faithfulness,

Divine Warrior
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