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€ 2o H& TAHCE o] Ao Wkl shapg 9] S| = ) staL -2 9]
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At 71S=2A AlE, Ad, Aad e, Fo] ojws)of dotar 74
st 7150l des FRY Aolth Yot F47F29] s Aol &3 A+
THA 7HA, ST 2 G SAZARJ] A4S vign g oz aEd A
oty 53] ERMXE2E HAo A A Bl W EH RE3} ZEstT
doistE g dee Hol E Aot vt dAsto ¢le W EHEE &
4, Are}, ofHelgke] ofokr] ¢} of 3} 2hik o o] ot} -2l = H A W9
=LA, WA Abole] O F, M3 W E| B Zd5S HHX FA o B4
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o} xlo] FA] B0l 9o AT AAAY 2 Azke] A WA
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2) M. Bakhtin, Problems of Dostoevsky’s Poetics, C. Emerson, ed. & trans. (Minneapolis, MN:
University of Minnesota Press, 1984), 51.
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3) ML 3FE, TAI9F Ay, @A 4 (34 W, 2017), 267.

4) FE 1 ‘3‘] £, TAY EgE,, 28 F 9 (I 2851, 2008).

5) P. Barry, Beginning Theory: An Introduction to Literary and Cultural Theory (Manchester:
Manchester Univ. Press, 1995), 35; C. B. Anderson, Women, Ideology, and Violence: Critical
Theory and the Construction of Gender in the Book of the Covenant and the Deuteronomic Law
(London: T & T Clark International, 2004), 18l 4] )| Q1-&-.

6) J. gt} FagtutE A, A= o (A& [EAE 1996).

7) I. Derrida, “Force of the Law: The ‘Mystical Foundation of Authority’”, M. Quaintance, trans.,
Cardozo Law Review 11 (1990), 945.
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™. G. Genette, The Architext: An Introduction (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1992),
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3273, 2008. 2. 15.), 166914 AU &

10) J. Havea, Elusions of Control: Biblical Law on the Words of Women, Semeia Studies 41

(Atlanta, GA: Society of Biblical Literature, 2003), 4-5.
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Lo A3 2AH(~ol ™, ~dtEb)o] EES AT21:1-11). =47} H
AL AA 22, G|, oJdo] 7], HE ol thak A, E<lef v, K
o] ¥l SOl ATt

Loy o] rREL <F B E] FA} =4(21:2-6)9F o A} =l (21:7-11)°]] &
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Frymer-Kensky, eds., Gender and Law in the Hebrew Bible and the Ancient Near East, 220,
235-236. ©] AA7L By @ol AEA Y ol’E Hotof ft}al F48k= SEA-E(Timothy
J. Turnbam3} Gregory Chirichigno)®l| thall 4= C. Pressler, “Wives and Daughters, Bond and
Free: Views of Women in the Slave Laws of Exodus 21.2-117, 163& % %3}2}.
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S e B A8 AU nel Fol A A8E A4k o)
o2 wrj o]zl ALBE ATAT 927k B AkEAT 4197
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7159 4HEol Bttty Bo4th18) A o] nhiF(Jay Marshall)2 A A H
Aol 7T HHE EA A=, 2h o] g d 22 4 ARS o)A
o] ALEl = 7] S Holu T4 w7t glol = B el ol EA S
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(Minneapolis, MI: Augsburg Fortress, 1980).
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Law, SBLDS 140 (Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1993), 27-32.
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Laws of Hammurabi (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009), 346 ¢ o3& 3. 2}o] E(David
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= AHZIE A Al S AR, AL 71E ARAIHA, Al eFE
A, A7 S AFEA R A4 o] v &2 7]} o) =7t AT 3
k2 o 5 S0 AAHAL o (8 25:35-55)2 &0l 7] 21:2-690 2
E3t F o & Foka o md v FASE o ARSS o] |
2 olxgtd A HAF GAH HAAE vt A o] ofy g Fael &
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I AE g8 Aol AAel yes] 5o dthe AMEE Fols
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S BZ3 Ao olye} A Eolgta o 71th22) 9ff, A, ofH 2o 7 A
2 OE HAo] 24 o S0l HAEA o ek GAHHE o] AF= A=
< WS HF7E AR FEAHY Bolgts HrlE B@o| Wttt ) E3
279 A5nE AT Fokol A 1970 T <} 1980L4EH011 e =Ao] ¥
A, AFEAA Y A4 7HEAJEDP)S] #+ &3} Adl= & &4S ‘Oili}
o] =22 A0 = JE(Ok EA4, d=7 /‘1)b 5?417“’ ofof AL,
27 YA A= v EYol TRV E ZFAH I, AE ?——.—-51_\1]—‘— bal
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AL 2 7] oJ7te) FL3 T ] = AlEA 3
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HhgEth 270 F des vas] Fts A2 M2 FAHA Aol
&Y E FATE Aotk oA M AL el HaglE Fal 9l

Whetsle) s o] H @274 542 747 ol A o) A Aot

21) J. Stackert, Rewriting the Torah: Literary Revision in Deuteronomy and the Holiness
Legislation (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2007), 164.

22) F. A, "2} 1 A WA o] st AL AL, 7] & (A dEAgd T A,
1995), 25. ZF| A THF. Criisemann) AFS]AFZ Q] A& B3l Aol o F43 APY
7188 Aol APHA S THE LT, o] Al A7t YL Rl T8
S| FekaL 43T bbid., 315.

23) A& o, Al A e AFARel WItell thsl A& J. W. Marshall, Israel and the Book of the
Covenant, 175 2312} vf2 6 = EE Hilo| 07 A4 B 5 ol dAlo] EA A
HA=A H o) s 2 = ek Ik AT M. 2 E, Tl 5715, 207

24) WEZ I (Rolf RendtorfH= ©] =4S AH2lsly F 714 571 Jdoha gt 1. SH5E
Tt A&7 A| o 7hg el | EAE 7194 7, 641710 A7) AL7Ee] wi A ol A 5“*5]
A 2. AR EA4E BERE EA8IT7E UFoll o] 40l BIE 1 5t R. Rendtorff, «
AT A2 T, RN golBdo], e Uy, AEF 9 (A& d= E/‘iﬁl
2005), F-= 1, 231-232.

25) W BRO9 T. 2| E, (el 8 A4 3 71 5a 3] e, 1es, 59 9 (A&
715 EA A 03],2014), 191-192.
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26) M. Weinfeld, Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School (Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns,
1992), 281-294.

27) Wo] JAAet Aj5e ot & =75 HaEdth= ou|of 4] uhRl A o] (Marvin Chaney)
AR e s o] E2Eol WSt Folagtd & Al A RRto] FHEY
A& A E Bl ATk Al s A &tk M. L. AlolY, Ts 3 ALS] A1z o2 vhebd FA] o]~
gt T A o FaLok ALE] 9] QAL 3 A, EF 9 9 (42 3HE, 2007), 227.
SEFE AHZPE A tisl gl okgo] AT WAL Fol hF o] S4lE AL FAlO =
A A Ristes FHEES AANE Aelgtal FE53eh fF, «FoF g4 HA
VERG BT A 9] Fef A, TEekET 17:3(2011), 9.

28) F. A A TEe} 1 FoFAAA WA o] A8k} AL ALy, 318-319.

29) J. W. Marshall, Israel and the Book of the Covenant, 113.

30) F. AHAR T2} 1 FoFAAA B o] A8k} AFS] ALy, 298-299.
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31) N. M. Sarna, The JPS Torah Commentary: Exodus (Philadelphia, PA: Jewish Publication
Society, 2003), 119.

32) H. V. Bennett, Injustice Made Legal: Deuteronomic Law and the Plight of Widows, Strangers,
and Orphans in Ancient Israel (Grand Rapids, MI: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 2002), 123-124. #|ul
(H. Bennett)> 24, a0k, v o] tigk AW 7] 1i7go] 719 9Al7] e B8] g =8
Gl oFdllF-2l(Yahweh-alone) Al o] ¢} #E| & A Usk7] 3 HA|-AAH 227
Heo] dFE At FE3

33) J. W. Marshall, Israel and the Book of the Covenant, 120.

34) I=EBS o5, Felo] W W e 1919 71% 2 ) 7hEe] Bahs 3o Bao)
t}. R. Westbrook, Studies in Biblical and Cuneiform Law, 91.



36 THZAYUSAT, 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

3 HET EYo) wEF o] UYL AA R B,
M R S A He] T Aol ey Rk A5}
2, oY) 22714 2Folth el & A% Yol A 7] H YT o o]
B e SR etk Ak Ao maEe dudol g1, AHH
AP AT R QUEFo| FABE o)A 2y T
e e
Aol s4o] £ A o)A ¢ Brie] Yg o) ¥} Aste T
= Aol i) B2 2 S,

4. ot siMo| FdstE Alg, dH, MardzlE],

B
ry

o
N
il
rlo
ox,

Al ol Ad ot & 279 F& o] AAAH L FAolgt
3 Azsi g = %/‘ Bl (Harold Washmgton) J“‘t‘ 7] ‘ﬁ o] Eﬁoﬂ 4

ARk Bl tﬂﬂt}ﬂ GrES Hoi} EASHE AL G, OAE gl
Aol @a EAetn P2 Aol Baol Lzl 2l ¢

al
Tt vke} Zth36) 227|221 2 (natural) EA 7} AeEA| 7] o Zo| o).
JdeA EAREA L] A H2 Ao widol gle A Yr7t 2482 5
ok A BEo E‘_O:] T= ’éxﬁ% AA BEEE Ea BRES AYE 1579
] }\-]EEZ] 0] O]E].37)

Alste AlE3 AAIEAE
7131 & FaL(A <

2
N
3
rlo _3:
AN E
o
s
b §
L2 12
o L
o>
RN
o ]
N
= L
nE of
2 o
B 1
R
of
rlr
sl
(o]

1} o]
H) 93] Fof Buj= A3 FARIRE ) E 8 E9 o B 5
£ Fo] o] A ool Al a7](rwuw, #lollet, < T1H 8] 171 E A F-3t
gt ol A FATE, e 7S Bk Al e 2 HE 5 3

35) H. C. Washington, “Violence and the Construction of Gender in the Hebrew Bible: A New
Historicist Approach”, Biblical Interpretation 5 (1997), 344.
36) J. HlEt, FagtetEE Ay, 314

37) (Kt Noll o3¢, ool A7) soiel $4% Y7L EAE 37, ekl 8
o AR AR 7| SRtk AL EAZ o7 3 28 f2olth K

2& Jlm

. r3) FhiREsE o) A2l ok, 23 o (e 3o}



GIER T, 33, EMABIAEMOR i Lofy | 95| 37

2ol 7] A Aksk thol F el A7) Aelol WA AL
7h 9l A2 nE S o] of T S-ATke ohd £3Th 21}e] o
Rl obelol A W oSk AA T, $-2)7 2ubE T B o B 8%
F Y @F 3 B, 1), 2, /150 2FE, iAol ABF o
o) 472 BASE YATHE UL FRBT 198 A0 FAL =
dolA & A Avlale Ao s FARL. waye Z8 g 74
shi= 2ol ohU et AAFRITE Z, ool T @ Fe L sk A =S g
A wdFolA] 2Eg WerHel Ao WED 58 o714 o7 wol B
AFE AL, E3 Aul7} AR FAo) e T2 Aol FAAY
< QrAI BT

o TOlTIL Ho] EX ek ool & 2] =)ol
BobHis ¢ ATk el o] B BUF, UAS TH T, U A

[e)

g3t vt _1_01]/] Zq*l‘z TG ke 7FE w2l Y vt
H712 A of ‘U= o] FRAA o] AAE AL A(F 21:5), ‘FYU
B FAY 71ES AFsta A e Aol FokAP 25'16)5}3’_ A3l
ofF gith40) o] &= o & TS HIZsHA TS o o] W AR T
ARttt A= o] M oollAl vk g el st ETE T vt
Hebe d5s TSt 42 ot

TS A AlFd e E 2ol A FA o R Ao FA
4 ol £t} 48 AT <& (Cheryl Anderson)©] oAl T gk 21 7] 2] Hol
Ao & Al 7HA B o E FAATT T B AL AR & A4
Hoha) 7hdsi A e & Ao 52 FA Y A BEFsfokste &, @
A BAAE Dok et 7, A8 S4HE 9% wolth w7y =
AY HoA A I&E st A A E2A FAET o 9 ‘ol

38) #=, M.l Herzfeld, The Poetics of Manhood: Contest and Identity in a Cretan Mountain
Village (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1985), 53; K. Stone, “Queer Criticism”, S.
L. McKenzie and J. Kaltner, eds., New Meanings for Ancient Texts: Recent Approaches to
Biblical Criticisms and Their Applications (Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox Press,
2013), 16691 4] A <&,

39) %=, H. C. Washington, “‘Lest He Die in the Battle and Another Man Take Her’: Violence
and the Construction of Gender in the Laws of Deuteronomy 20-22”, V. H. Matthews, B. M. L
evinson, and T. Frymer-Kensky, eds., Gender and Law in the Hebrew Bible and the Ancient
Near East (London: T&T Clark International, 1998), 193.

40) OV\IEIOP Az A9AHE AV Arolgte BE T4 olgta sk Slo] v
S F AT ol tisi A= = e ATV 8 steh

41) C. B. Anderson, Women, Ideology, and Violence, 74.



38 THZAYSATL, 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

_E‘..
[o fu o
HU—L]OEZEIO('
41 ox

) J o2 Lo io] & 3t Fo2 ARG T e Hog B
o] Hf-So] X Gth= o] fE B0 8 BAEY S R YA
Aok 919 (o) ol & T (o) oful 2 A 7}
AEATH A} o 9} D] oA} koo 2o

o rir & rr
g % o
~ ¢

od |o

M &S A PHdo] 8% e AAE T A7t A

AT ARG YA NS AFY 2 HALE 2R 5 Ay
Ml WA T F 479 @4 oleke AT NH el S A1 AEe T, ol
LA E BE RS AA 159 8 Adlste A& 1h5dit= Ao
o = Al e T o Abolol]l AlFe] dee B EA kA=
74 AAE Fall 2 S date UEY FARE FHE= ¥4, oA
LoE o9 7|3 EA FAAA e Ao E FAHET mdye da e,
Fape] AY F&o]

A Govl T AT SIE A B SAL AN m}zo]a}
73 05k BUABA, oo BANSNA @ Aolch, w2 o

2 g2 7}A—] AHS T o o 2 wjul et AE-3F Ba1e] e A (A S
S0l n|ah) e A AR ALES Fo g B o A (39t o] upgt
2812 e Tjrﬂ‘i Zlolth, gk A BEollA Hel FA7F FRAo|EE &
A= FE H A2 | FF L FA Y S mEH AT o] F
A AN A F24= Y AR A, A7 H) o H Sk Al EAE 9] a4
g o] FaFE W2 HuAE9 Aol FLHETVE Tk A8 FA= A
of 44 FARUEC] EEIL X AAE w7t wol et YA TA 2
o2 23 A=t s) o] BEES lon oA ExE Aoz AA A
2 FT45EE mdw ofyA T AR Aoltt. o] & ofgfol A Bo] AT
4 F77F HA B ¢°1l Aot FYA B A ol z2H T

o|A| o] &A= 2] Al WEFH| P A O 2 ’éﬁiz} TEE UE A2
W(Nahum Sarna)®] 741 0] mof] Af-F9f YA oA o2 A& Wttt A
2ys Zoli7] 21300 gk FAoA AES wort Eojod F2lo]
“719] offj oF 14 9] ‘A ’(maintenance)E 61 WU AU S Z7olgtar
Shth 4 A2 U= o] ‘F A B B E F oS =S 71 9o ‘maintenance’

“"ﬂl

42) Ibid., 74.

43) 3=, A. Brenner, “An Afterword: The Decalogue—Am I an Addressee?”, A. Brenner, ed., 4
Feminist Companion to Exodus to Deuteronomy, The Feminist Companion to the Bible 6
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1994), 255-258.

44) N. M. Sarna, The JPS Torah Commentary: Exodus, 119.



HIEMHE, i, EMAMAEYOR e LOY / |AES 39

L nE G, ABH o] TR A A 9E FHTES) o] T mpx] F9lo]
o] AR oA 67 B 542 AFHTL, TES BN £F
AL Frh ol o AR e FAGOIA 4 NAT 5 AAAAT 1

& ABAE R ASI 2T £ wod} I ol

5 =
@5k ol 3 i et Falol 3
o ks Ml Aol Zlol7] wzole}

ot
_\1
5
of
)
L‘i
91
&

9101 A tmel i & o) £ FEE
Mol ohd o] AP OR B Bi) o] AL olxe] AT FA7}E]
94 WA AREAF 2AP A LA H A o o] o} e

(Victor Hamilton) 22 3t2}&= AW 7] 23:15-16°1 71101'0:] ol & "ZF%LJ
Than) «ol® Fo] 719 FR1E 93te] - =ste] @ AE, - FUAA &

FRAAE & G5 4 Qo] T} Folsts 28 DA S, FUS
U GAS EAN A S T3, T8 AR G T4
” mom TP ] AES Hold 4 Uiths 402 o] THL

‘%'-}0}—5 = sigES A1‘1‘71«1 FREA Rl FASH| Hoj 2k Zatt) A=
St AAEEL R E ol &g a9 o7 g A gloke A
olth. ol & Fo] = ul YYsiA AA T, =943 w7t dste XS
g3 A 7 A stebs T Ho S BEH AdEe] o 283t o
o]o] 22® ¥ (Meir Sternberg) = Al ¢FH H o] oA of] B2 A o]e}al & A s}
HA, L HS 55 oo U st d#u| o} oA T2k
34:13-16). o] & B9 542, =9 < o E AL H&of oA
S A3 222 47 E = Al
OHQE /\l%‘d_ JJr7H At o E vl dete 7)\ IELL gt 48) 0]; statE
KR A

g o rr
=c|>l=r
i
rlo
101
=}
it
i
P,L
o N g
[
-
o Z
3
=
ot
FU
_l_4
f
:L
rr
ox -
_>L

H:’. /‘HL “1 o o} vigto] ¥ 27 91@

N5 7] 21:10 %Ag FHAE9 F o] AT E FAFE B3 oY

e r 10

45) https://www.collinsdictionary.com/dictionary/english/maintenance (2021.1.20.).

46) N. M. Sarna, The JPS Torah Commentary: Exodus, 119.

47) V. P. Hamilton, Exodus: An Exegetical Commentary (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic,
2011), 372.

48) R. L. Cohn, “Hebrews between Cultures: Group Portraits and National Literature”, Journal of
Biblical Literature 120:4 (2001), 740. Review of M. Sternberg, Hebrews Between Cultures:
Group Portraits and National Literature, Indiana Studies in Biblical Literature
(Bloomington/Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 1998).



40 THYREAET 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

Aolth, o] FHL FRlo] WA d& o ol 9o E OE k4 ol &
o AR AR A 1719k 23 <199 vk (mmw, LUENE Al A
fof stm, 1A 3tA Fovi™ wikS whA| eFa WA of stk +f
St Qu= A Al g T Y 2= P(hapax legomenon)Z A SHA-E34
A Euith g WY ol & ggth e AAZYUS 22 ZARE YRS
g3l7] 2 sty O= o|FE A EE ZELSEC] 7} 2 %] (The Instruction
of Vizier Ptah-Hotep)©| ‘4Al&o] &= EAetaA ol o] v & A -1, 5=
gol 1, & A% 715 & A Falek ki 2dstE vA ZAE 2=

T} .49)

|

ox OH HR
Of

SAATLE HUAE RIS o7} A9 Tl A & B o
AR AT 5T HBAZ FLYIE ASO B /R 4B 59 F
shutel <z oz W o

o 3ff of ghr}ar LEHO):LE%% L upoll s & Q171 2
WAL ABA TS = AMEAAA,, AN E HIxT &
SAEo] LuE ABAR olsfists Ao M2 FAL7F? Bl ot
A, o] M2 cofzt o o] ARl WSS 7| A T shb R EU5) Ee

T AT AU E TP A H ke A9 e v E B E Ale Y ’6}71
T F5 UATED) ofy ™ o] mof-ohfjo] 2 A=A S AdsAl Fh
94 o] BARSHE 33, Flol 7hddk o] Ws AbobA A
WIS A 1“4% 3 B B2 =eyE FEstes Aoty =T

Rk

rlo rlr

=

5

A o7 ol & £3) AF e ek 2 o WA} w-oh
4N A £FAG ULE ASE AR, FES AAAE Aol
22 AYBEE 24 G2 Aekw 7Hhshe A% 2 gk 44 )
ehalolg AT Wl Hokd WA AL ofg ¥ olth W) @ 3

ol A 1k 134] o] ke A A 2pg7o] AAFHL, o] 4L T3ate] B
2 ofde] “ASF T glo] A, Yol =EH= A7 B

49) N. M. Sarna, The JPS Torah Commentary: Exodus, 121.

50) F. Z# AR, T2} 1 o3 A WA o) A8kat Ab3] AL, 300.

51) L. Koehler and W. Baumgartner, The Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon of the Old Testament,
Revised ed. (Leiden: Brill Academic Publishers; 2001), 855; H. J. Boecker, Law and the
Administration of Justice in the Old Testament and Ancient East, 160; D. Patrick, Old
Testament Law (Atlanta, GA: John Knox Press, 1985), 71. NRSt ‘marital rights’ =, NAS+
‘her conjugal rights’ &= H S gt} A1 AL V)7 F 2 ‘o Evhmw) 7F ATHE
18:12).

52) H. J. Boecker, Law and the Administration of Justice in the Old Testament and Ancient East,
160.

53) 9 E(Dale Patrick) ‘A& & 7Hs A ol2tarwt A3t D. Patrick, Old Testament
Law, 71.



DIER T, S, EMABAENOZ = Lojy | 95| 41

Qlel W& v BAs= L—_Cﬂbﬂol 18] B A
Hoth J¥99d ouE St
A FA7IES 3 Sl A vt HE Rl A A S 7ok
sl oA o] o] 7 E ol

J-d BA WAool A ALl HEHEAE d&HA0] AeA
= B W A Folth ZH TA(T. Frethelm)—* TFAAA He I 55
g 54 T U WA EEV"]'O:] Ae Aolgtar A A7 vE 9l
o549 Hol WHEH ol 994 Q= T AEE S ZE35HA
oo AA £ WYt e 2R E OHFQ]‘SH:} Aa 3B A=
OJFE ool &ZFsle] 7HURIS R 7h= Aol ot 3o %o

SV AHE HE Dk, A =A<l Aotk O E S B e ko
oA e ANES F Ao o]20o 7 e H& wAQ o]E0 2 Wt
Ho} o] &g Lo Ho] 22T E S F+= Fdolgta B 4 At

o{r

0

5. lLojigo| ERMAEAENOZ USE|HQ BH f

EdsEAEY B oW OB B AL B g
Eqe sl o PAE BAe] 44ee] olrjo] FEE FA HAGH
o3 BE P o] Brhrsy HARA SElE el W ofnedta s
WelB 2 5 ehuks) ofg el Bl s} 7 9L el Enst ey S
IED B AE DL, A dok e AUALE o o2

o

]
Zk3 Qe AR Y2th o5& A4le ol & dH oAl coflu(mun, ©]
AHE FTHE 16:3;30:4,9). A 2EBEL it S50 WA A o g o
F7F A9 o & oAl A w o] oo A7t AAE A ol A
7VE A9 E Seprta Beke A5 2 g thse

A7 W Bl Bo A Abelrt ol B etgloll Al of | &2 & S o} & o]~
A S Ut o] F AIEE EAUAA FAO SiHEE el At
(& 2174, 219 HA 2 ot Bekgto] tie BAb] Itk Tle FHE VHS,
=, 223 AP 318 S 7FH (A 12:16; 13:2; 14:14; 20:14, 16) A F-olt}. 1
dd] sz ofol 7t wid o ofHetgo] & AL Whard, #A, 24T &

=
T3

o

54) T.E. ZH O, "Zolg7]: F32e AuAs 913 F4,, oA F4,
A (AL FFHZnETAL 2001), 317.

55) J. Havea, Elusions of Control, 5.

56) R. Westbrook, “The Slave Woman”, 237.

el

o

5

)



42 THZASBATL, 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

g7t HE O R k2o ozl o W A=A TH(F 21:14). 18 vt E v A
o A T} Boj x| = Ao & Yo 21:15). ol Bt niE o A 204
oA Ie] opnHEY o ZRE A, F o, G x4, & H AAE o}
O 25t | 8ot ol olHgtglo] st RAE MEoE E W
23 E7hEA 2o ofEgtglo] o]l spa e o} 5 o] ~mpdl o] A A
2 71HbE 98 228 AA = 5= M=t 2™ BAF It ol B et
o] QAN o] &k A A2 Qe M FE UUTES) 8= oA 1] AXE
S AEHA Y ool REHo| U AW 7] =i e Yqygt - 7t

I

2, =9 Yyhs] T Aok AlFHAANA ool ol Al a7
E & BUst e A8 FEHATE, A7 A W& FE ofE
gehe 1 G S AT

ES moo] Ao A S U EAE A A, W E B ofR
23S Atk A Ao FEAH o R 2= YxE AT} ofH ekl &)
24 YRy AL 2T 2 QAT A7) ol Y RU = A
< AZQ3the= Dol HAIHY ATHFE 21:11). THHAE I= AlgE
ASstA Zgtk 218t d ol B etd WeHE e oy A5skal o
HE 3wtk 53] ofB et o]opr]| e} S RS 27 o] XE7] o3t
of FAEJTH o] 5 BEL AZ stz 9-gl9] sl o] AR A] &
o}

Spik} ofF W H B H =3
o o] metel A A FA =
ZEHZEY Kol M2 TE 2

At gk obF W EEE kool wils ¥ HE

r
o to
>
v
:;l‘
BN
_\|L1_,
r_“:]‘
N
©

& el & A W,
£ me(, WEhE b2 ¢

57) 19417] & ZA ¥ ¥ E2)(Josephine Butler)= o} B &}3ko] wiipbd o] &2 3 Bt )1,
OPHAZA AYL ORI = &skth vBI Tl J. Butler, Lady Shunem (London: H.
Marshall, 1894), 79, 81, 87; N. Calvert-Koyzis and H. E. Weir, eds., Strangely Familiar:
Protofeminist Interpretations of Patriarchal Biblical Texts (Atlanta, GA: Society of Biblical
Literature, 2009), 211 A1 A QL& F-A 3], o] B A S| ~TI7HA] A A & THE, (A& 4
<1, 2014), 77.



DIEMH|T, S|, EBABIAENOR Q= Lo / QA3 43

a1, A 129 % ZHA QE} obF-& Al7ItE vk 1L e dekA T 2
e 738 o5y Qe Ao E AR T A 7] 302700 Lo = ghuke] o
< AFHAd 2 "“1‘71‘%17‘4 & oy o] TE &} v =3t th(E 21:5; Al 15:16
Fz). A7 GE FA o719 (Trea 0 oonwsn, PRRE] & s o] 7 H
Bty Aok ek kg oA & @ vlE® 2 Govi FrE &
733? ofF HISH rtE e 45 & uE v 7153 3 OFHP‘:Z
& 317, ghto] YdFdoll AH FA38t ofF IS whebzhe
42, o o] ohfj 9} ofo] So] FR12] Zlolgk= Al A ¢ Lcil‘ﬁ
FoH(E 2104 F2). SbE <o) 52 o] Eolal o] ol 55 (£
149] ob=E0]al o] ZtEH = Ue ZhSwH ot AL sk, «Au 7t B
Zlo] W 74 A5, 2otk il FATHA 31:43). 2hikat ofF W2 E
o] sy A D] ko & Lo o YAl & Rl ofy
F ot ax= sige] Ao Erbsd 43S dA gt o] W
B7] ke o] sk AR F1 o] A & s Al g
Fa-of B et gt W B Bof ofx-ehit B Be AT E A=
IRt EAE2EA O 87 wagth W HE B4 o of
h—f_, = & WA E Fowe B ol Mol
=AY E9& 7k 94 Olﬂ]xlﬁrlt o R o]

T ol E UWHHEE HE GAIITH ERXE2EA
?Jr;—ﬂ o7 =g dth

L

O.IN_. rO{l
rot _\1
‘j ~~

flo %
Oq
r°"

L
N b l‘lﬂ

ooz j/N tlo N
N

™

i >

o
2 o
o

&
4ﬁ>'
N o
>~l
i
|

O

> <1 i o
T
ol

ol Flr of
S48 i
014

flo é

XN oox
o ok

ox Hd L

ox,

o

ox,
nl[o
m-

(o)
i
N
rr
Nz

e SellA AP A A7 e e
™ 7} 7 ol A 1/}£ A E% AR gk, g
HEHH| Y, ERE 2EQ I Ze EFES 7HA AL A =L 8
©3)7} WA urz@ 22 AFHA e o] 2LdAAT &
z} o o] 7hsA =
H, Aol A IRk AR w7t EA YT AT G vt A el
= Feo] w2 S He d#go] 9

= =

o o
ol

>

o

fru

R~
ok

g

v

ox d

oX,

-4

ox,
rrye o rt

v
o Ix
2 o
x g

B



0x
O\I
M0
Ho
e

2l

44 g T 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

£ 08 AL FADTRL BYT mol e AF A=} M@Aﬂ
g TASEY, B4 G R BT B A AN
ZAZ FASE WY, wolt FUL AFele] GT ol B wwu
Hslof b e AR A1 EAZ THDT. 4R ol FE
A e BTk S EAE P L, o) Foll A A 02 FHojof 3
a2 CEEE I

A ZA G A o o B8

et mE AT B FAo) WEH B FAH, AT FAH, F
A% FAA, 225 BEe o|g L2 PP 4GS Vg g os

ARG 15L 1@91 ZAQ] wo &k B A S Aol 9
AT D50 WA FAH A e WAL o] ol e 47 AL 7}
Aok s Bz TAHAT

28 woHe } g7} bz U2l el R 2 2t ofE Ul € Be)

A EdrEAEH O R HITH UHEIR & F8 I/L/H(o].lﬂ 213} 3} g}
Hhef & H*}% ool A% Aoistr Al d8E 7Hx EA =
F olH A& HEAL el P A MAAE ANAAAT. & T 5

= W B BTt mo & Azt a 4T

<FA| o>(Keywords)
oy, A, FEHHIH, s A, ERRAEAEA,

Slavery Laws, Polyphony, Metacriticism, Deconstruction, Transtextuality.

(F FAF: 20213 1€ 23, AAF G AE 20210 29 199, AlA &4 L7k 2021d 4€ 229)



HEM|E, si2l, EMABAENOR U Lo | K013 45

<31 Ed>(References)

TR AN H, A TR A F-3], 1998.

FRA73RA Ay, A T3 A E3], 2001.

New American Standard Bible, CA, La Habra: Lockman Foundation, 1971.

New Revised Standard Version, New York: American Bible Society, 1989.

SE M, "Elg7]s, AT, A =it 74, 1981,

=, K, Tt 7hbad o] 22kl HAby, A3 4, ZelAob7H v, 2009; Noll,
K. L., Canaan and Israel in Antiquity: An Introduction, London: Sheffield
Academic Press/Continuum, 2001.

e, ), TasvREEAL, AA4E 9o, Ae WAL 1996; Derrida, J., De la
grammatologie, Paris: Les Editions de Minuit, 1967.

AESZ R, 27 AT AT 53, RN, 9o|Bo], Fo A&, 23] 4,
A& tgkr]|5al A48, 2005, = 1, 223-255; Rendtorff, R., “Directions
in Pentateuchal Studies”, Currents in Research: Biblical Studies 5 (1997),
43-65.

HEH, I, TAE EHE,, 2dF 9, 35 &85, 2008; Butler, J., Gender
Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity, New York: Routledge,
1990.

BEORE W, g WEE, T, 'Fel & B4 7503 39, 423, 3%
o, A& 7|50l EA4A10LE], 2014; Brueggemann, W. and Linafelt, T.,
Introduction to the Old Testament: The canon and Christian imagination,
Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox Press, 2012.

ez wok AA W) UERd <2AF A1E 2] slsh A, Trokewh 173
(2011), 34-53.

T3], Fo] Bl A o 2B 7kA] A & 5y, Ae ], 2014.

|54, “v8 1A Alth o] wern] g vl w3 &>, [E3}38} 85 (2016), 18-53.

Hepn| “FSE~EA A Qe B5S FA SR, 3] stadt

F3] 2457, 2008. 2. 15., 164-183.

Aloly, M. L., "5 A3 A7t o & ulepHd A o] 2~ghd: TR d A9 Fu e} A
3] AL 84 el A, EF 9] o, 4. 7S, 2007.

AFARE F., TE2} 1 7oA HAY A ASAL, 237] o, AL @Al
StAT4,  1995; Crissemann, F., Die Tora: Theologie und
Sozialgeschichte des alttestamentlichen Gesetzes, Miinchen: Kaiser, 1992.

F33 M., A HE,, QAT 9, I U, 2017; Foucault, M., Surveiller et
punir: Naissance de la prison, Paris: Gallimard, 1975.

ZH e, T. E., T&ol57]: F3|2tet AuatE 918 T4, AoiEAF4, dvF

o

B



46 THYREAET 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

AU, Ae: FFFZuETAL 2001; Fretheim, T. E., Exodus,
Interpretation: A Bible Commentary for Teaching and Preaching,
Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox Press, 1991.

Anderson, C. B., Women, Ideology, and Violence: Critical Theory and the
Construction of Gender in the Book of the Covenant and the
Deuteronomic Law, London: T & T Clark International, 2004.

Bakhtin, M., Problems of Dostoevsky’s Poetics, C. Emerson, ed. & trans.,
Minneapolis, MN: University of Minnesota Press, 1984.

Bennett, H. V., Injustice Made Legal: Deuteronomic Law and the Plight of Widows,
Strangers, and Orphans in Ancient Israel, Grand Rapids, MI: Wm. B.
Eerdmans, 2002.

Biddle, M., Deuteronomy, Smyth & Helwys Bible Commentary, Macon, GA: Smyth
& Helwys Pub., 2003.

Boecker, H. J., Law and the Administration of Justice in the Old Testament and
Ancient East, Minneapolis, MI: Augsburg Fortress, 1980.

Brenner, A., “An Afterword: The Decalogue—Am I an Addressee?”’, A. Brenner,
ed., A Feminist Companion to Exodus to Deuteronomy, The Feminist
Companion to the Bible 6, Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1994,
255-258.

Brueggemann, W., Deuteronomy, Abingdon Old Testament Commentaries,
Nashville, TN: Abingdon Press, 2001.

Calvert-Koyzis, N. and Weir, H. E., eds., Strangely Familiar: Protofeminist
Interpretations of Patriarchal Biblical Texts, Atlanta, GA: Society of
Biblical Literature, 2009.

Cohn, R. L., “Hebrews between Cultures: Group Portraits and National Literature”,
Journal of Biblical Literature 120:4 (2001), 739-741.

Craigie, P. C., The Book of Deuteronomy, The New International Commentary on
the Old Testament, 2nd ed., Grand Rapids, MI: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1976.

Derrida, J., “Force of the Law: The ‘Mystical Foundation of Authority’”, M.
Quaintance, trans., Cardozo Law Review 11 (1990), 919-1045.

Hamilton, V. P., Exodus: An Exegetical Commentary, Grand Rapids, MI: Baker
Academic, 2011.

Havea, J., Elusions of Control: Biblical Law on the Words of Women, Semeia
Studies 41, Atlanta, GA: Society of Biblical Literature, 2003.

Janzen, J. G., Exodus, Westminster Bible Companion, Louisville, KY: Westminster
John Knox Press, 1997.



OEIE, s3], EHAMAENOR Qe wofH | 95| 47

Koehler, L. and Baumgartner, W., The Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon of the Old
Testament, Revised ed., Leiden: Brill Academic Publishers; 2001.

Marshall, J. W., Israel and the Book of the Covenant: An Anthropological Approach
to Biblical Law, SBLDS 140, Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1993.

Patrick, D., Old Testament Law, Atlanta, GA: John Knox Press, 1985.

Pressler, C., “Wives and Daughters, Bond and Free: Views of Women in the Slave
Laws of Exodus 21.2-117, V. H. Matthews, B. M. Levinson, and T.
Frymer-Kensky, eds., Gender and Law in the Hebrew Bible and the
Ancient Near East, London: T&T Clark International, 1998, 147-172.

Sarna, N. M., The JPS Torah Commentary: Exodus, Philadelphia, PA: Jewish
Publication Society, 2003.

Stackert, J., Rewriting the Torah: Literary Revision in Deuteronomy and the
Holiness Legislation, Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2007.

Stone, K.,“Queer Criticism”, S. L. McKenzie and J. Kaltner, eds., New Meanings for
Ancient Texts: Recent Approaches to Biblical Criticisms and Their
Applications, Louisville, KY: Westminster John Knox Press, 2013,
155-176.

Washington, H. C., ““Lest He Die in the Battle and Another Man Take Her’:
Violence and the Construction of Gender in the Laws of Deuteronomy
20-22”, V. H. Matthews, B. M. Levinson, and T. Frymer-Kensky, eds.,
Gender and Law in the Hebrew Bible and the Ancient Near East, London:
T&T Clark International, 1998, 185-213.

Washington, H. C., “Violence and the Construction of Gender in the Hebrew Bible:
A New Historicist Approach”, Biblical Interpretation 5 (1997), 324-363.

Weinfeld, M., Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School, Winona Lake, IN:
Eisenbrauns, 1992.

Westbrook, R., Studies in Biblical and Cuneiform Law, Cahiers de la Revue biblique
26, Paris: J. Gabalda, 1988.

Westbrook, R., “The Slave Woman”, V. H. Matthews, B. M. Levinson, and T.
Frymer-Kensky, eds., Gender and Law in the Hebrew Bible and the
Ancient Near East, London: T&T Clark International, 1998, 214-238.

Wright, D. P., Inventing God’s Law: How the Covenant Code of the Bible Used and
Revised the Laws of Hammurabi, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009.



48 THYREAET 48 (2021. 4.), 26-49

<Abstract>
A Metacritical, Deconstructive, and Transtextual Reading
of the Slavery Laws

Yani Yoo

(Methodist Theological University)

This essay reads the slavery laws in the Covenant and Deuteronomic Codes
with key words such as polyphony, construction, metacriticism, deconstruction,
and transtextuality. We first observed inconsistencies within the slavery law in
Exodus 21. The beginning part of the law talks about the possibility of liberation
of male slaves and guarantees rights of the slave-wife taken before another one,
presenting the slave owner as a generous man. But then the law regulating the
owners’ violence against women and men slaves assumes that all slaves are
exposed to excessive and regular violence. For us, the coexistence of the slave
laws of the Covenant and Deuteronomic Codes in the Pentateuch with more
differences than similarities powerfully demonstrates the polyphony of the
Bible.

We argued that the slavery laws as disciplinary discourses enculturate values
and construct identities. The slavery laws construct class and hierarchy, serving
the interest of the rich male slave owner. While the owner is constructed as both
generous and violent, the male slave is constructed as one with low self-esteem,
having to say that he loves his owner as he chooses to become a permanent
slave. The female slave is constructed as lower than the male slave and is
sexualized, being subject to her owner sexually.

We observed metacritically how western scholars’ interpretations and
commentaries come from their male, middle class, and western backgrounds,
and how they remain in the ideologies of the text. Above all, they tend to
identify themselves with the slave owner, the subject of the law. Their
male-centered interpretations construct the abandoned slave-wife as the body
with which they are entitled to sexual pleasure.

We read the slavery laws transtextually with the Hagar-Abraham and the
Jacob-Laban narratives. Abraham is described as stingy and passive, unable to

protect his slave-wife Hagar and his child Ishmael. Laban is described as a



OEIE, s3], EHAMAENOR Qi wofH | 95| 49

(slave) owner who would not send off his (slave-like) Jacob with gifts. The
characterizations of these male figures undermine the male slave-owner who
was constructed as both generous and powerful by the slavery laws. Thus we

argued that the narratives deconstruct and relativize the laws.



