1. H2[H

4 AH A (Holiness Code; H)-2 #|9]7] 17-2679] A= He| 22

He 7H7I= b 22 g, 187739 S22HH(Klostermann)
o] 2] F 0= o]FE& EUTEY AT/ = s AEHA(H) 9 &
Al 7, AU AR 24 (P) 2] At A 5ol tste] o2 7}
AE A7 Atk d91719] W8S Gt A Au R 9 9]7]

A. Klostermann, "Beitrage zur Entstehungsgeschichte des Pentateuch’, ZLThK 38 (1877), 401—
445,

H7t Pl Z7|(#45 )2 M POl Atate UHAZICH ZSHE QIsiA= K. Elliger, Leviticus (HAT 4;
Tubingen: J. C. B. Mohr, 1966)E, H7} XS5 E Pl YR2E0[2tn FEeH= XS sHA= A Ruwe,
“Heiligkeitsgesetz" und “Priesterschrift’: Literaturgeschichtliche und rechtssystematische
Untersuchungen zu Leviticus 17,1-26,2 (FAT 26; Tubingen: Mohr Siebeck, 1999)& Hat, 22|Z
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Ao} ol FAlSHE e85 B2 o= Aujrolof gt TR o]
A 8-S ob= ANEe 2= 2] Btk Ho & A HE
Azl whale ok 7 Ml WS 7AE 4|9 AL T TAA o

TTE lohii= AHEA], "WEHTE] 17-26)2] Mol 25t 1E - 2 19:3-18FS FA0F', M=,
8(2000), 59825 =2t

3) 1. Knohl, The Sanctuary of Silence: the Priestly Torah and the Holiness School (Winona Lake:
Eisenbrauns, 2007).

4)  Th. Rémer, "De la périphérie au centre : Les livres du Lévitique et des Nombres dans le débat
actuel sur le Pentateuque', Th. Rémer(ed.), The Books of Leviticus and Numbers (BETL 215;
Leuven — Paris — Dudley: Peeters, 2008), 14-22.

5) F.R. Kraus, "Ein zentrales Problem des altmesopotamischen Rechts: was ist der Codex
Hammurabi?', Genava 8 (1960), 283-296.
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6) O] 22 nTALEI0| HrHALE|Q] M50l 7HX|T U= SHAIN thsiAl= CHRX| =Lt 0 EXIS 2IshA
. J. Fogarty, Roots for a New Rhetoric (New York: Columbia University Press, 1959)& &%

5
7 Mu|lenburg "Form Criticism and Beyond', JBL 88 (1949), 1-18. 22| HAZ sz MUA
OFUAIH T, “YAH|ESH 0 287 TASIAY, 84 (1994), 177-2058 &zt
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oln] 11t 18] A2 ZHE(Platon) ¥} olg] AE € E A (Aristoteles)
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S5 A5 Slal oe] =& TR ol50] AFEElA Bt
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AAHZFE W2 o]t A53PHE et A o] ol AR Ey A
0|3l 1= ToFERE 1ALk op R etar wEk o= Qlrt T12]al o]
213k A S 2t AXol] AAA 072 283k QlEo] 7]A| = (Cicero)

= o

9

v ol aEdEAE UES A5 A} Aok & AR
212 (logos) e} ol EA(ethos) 9 IFE A (pathos) & &SIt 144 9]
8 oIl s, ke elAelelt ol 93 71

Fol7 HES Folo} Gk Zlol). 18l A5 FEoR
inventio(‘?-._}Zﬂ = A == FAEA), dispositio (B]E B vl
=AM, elocutio GEA), memoria(719}), actio (7] B &=5)
of Tt 7B ANk olele Tl 78] e Ahedl 3= TS
H 25S o A on| e eA|E ] AAol M= kel Al 7HA]
7} AA R BT A o) WA o] Hr)

8) AtEe| JH2IERl FAE siM= EalA EalE, AT AL WHEHE, QUM (RHES £2), (1
S27 IS HTA, 2007), 19-1332 et |Xle= P. Trible, Rhetorical Criticism: Context, Method,
and the Book of Jonah (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1994).

9) O XIMIE Li8S {IshM= Of2|AEERA, TARSH T, 2, 3, (0182 &), (ME: 21H, 2007); 7IAIZ,
"AFSE (QERHE H), (M&: 2, 2006). #Xl= M. T. Cicero, von Karl Bayer and G. Bayer(eds.),
Rhetorik in Frage und Antwort: Partitiones oratoriae: Lateinisch - Deutsch (Sammlung
Tusculum)(Berlin: de Gruyter, 1994); R. Barthes, "L'ancienne rhétorique: Aide—=mémoire',
L'aventure sémiologique (Paris: Seuil, 1985), 85-1655 &2at.
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10) EE210|Z 20k 5|=221M ARet 2|AK AKRQ| Hlw, (513 §2), (2k 2=STAL 1998). BH=T.
Boman, Das hebréische Denken im Vergleich mit dem griechischen (Géttingen: Vandenhoeck
& Ruprecht, 1968).

M) ZNT, eIy Tl 18:8; 19:152] rER LA S 22t01F 0t HefLF2| Q1Ztofsh”, "EFHZ ST,
31(2012), 47-65.
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12) P. P. Jenson, Graded Holiness: a Key to the Priestly Conception of the World (JSOTS 106;
Sheffield: JSOT, 1992).

13) 1. Knohl, %, 168-198.

14) C. Werman, C. "The Concept of Holiness and the Requirements of Purity in Second Temple
and Tannaic Literature’, M. J. H. M. Poorthuis and J. Schwartz(eds.), Purity and Holiness. The
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A AFTro] A4, ej % o2 Fofel Z (4] 7:6)0] of 2}, AS3HoF
SR 19:2)= B4 0] 53R A= 4% oA wal A
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Heritage of Leviticus (Jewish and Christian Perspectives Series II; Leiden — Boston — Koln:
Brill, 2000), 163-179.

15) I Knohl, %12, 8-45.

16) A Marx, “L'impureté selon P. Une lecture théologique”, Bib 82 (2001), 363-384.

17) J. Klawans, Impurity and Sin in Anc/enz‘Juda/sm (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), 21—
42, NI, RIR17 2] Mol 2 Ra|X AHE, Fek=E, 38 (2010), 10-32.

18) F. Criisemann, "Der Exodus als Hell\gung. Zur rechtsgeschichtlichen Bedeutung des
Heiligkeitsgesetzes', E. Blum, C. Macholz, E. W. Stegemann(eds.), Die Hebréische Bibel
und ihre zweifache Nachgeschichte, FS fir R. Rendtorff zum 65. Geburtstag (Neukirchen—
Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 1990), 117-129. ‘#2| Z&'2 E. L. Fackenheim, God's Presence in
History: Jewish Affirmation and Philosophical Reflections (New York: Harper & Row, 1970)7}
MS22 Aget Zalo|ch

198 #1229 45 (F7 627]) 20161 12¢ 31



2 AA =71 9B = (Clévenot) = vFEIA|AE (Marxist) 2]

EE9 FelA, £27] o] Fof AXPEES o] fl= Aol <

< shAA AT Al AR AR A EE o]-8ste] AFile] A
A AlgrEolgkal 733 hjr =73 A olHlE=719]

5 1%%@%@‘671 e, 2 Bk o) A
ole] olelt ol 2irvt A 1 ol gl A Al
A28 Tl ols T Bast ek, ol A5 9

2) B E/ bl x|/ MM (dispositio)

el

dispositiodt 1A7F FFel Al A9 W85 adH o dds
7] 918 ZA= 2, e 2 AdsHA vidstar vix|shs W
212 E3) o] Y3 v E v = 2 2L AYAE
A} 25 AA AL o]g] 3t ujdo] & ooy &

[e]
P B, E AROA oo B, WE §P B

.

re

19) O B2, TMER M7 (HE §), (M2 SI=7IsnERsLseTA, 1997), 18-30. =
M. Clévenot, Approches matérialistes de la Bible (Paris: Cert, 1976).
20) 2B, 67-68.
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T+ ,‘:_

Ao AP T w1 7t El9) 7] 247 15-234e]] Q)
ZZ g9 (lex talionis) o]t} o] BEL o9} 7o) XE FA 0
ABCDEXE'D'C'B’A’9] AANE o|Fn], EA-8 A WS HHoEd—s -
M= ARLE HojEnk® el 82 ol 9] 0|55 B5shs AbdE

AVERS: F59) Al A AV S Wahs A o2 BREA| T 114
Ao vl FuwstA m|sHE o7 o] Fo|z] k= AR o] w9
1] &T

A B o) 2e}el Aol A aje] ol=e} FTEA 9] shidg AFsh 28

B 16059}o] 0] BESH I HIEA] SAXY(MRr nn) 2 FFo] B2
1= A Aolye}t AFHo|EA BEQI0]EX] o]59le] 0|2 REahH 1

2 zaxUz
C TARES XS A= WAl S Aol ey nin)
D Y% AFN A AF02 Y5 2L Zloln
E VAR 7kl 719 o] 2o Al e YF oW 17t A7 R 1Al
P RolY]
X WA= AR, Tl T O F, o]dl|= o| 2 zHeA| 2}
E ol Al Al E A3 TR T Al LA & Aol
D’ 1355 FA A= RS Bo] 4018
C AR E A FAAY

21) OIE 0 Y. Gitay, "A Study of Amos's Art of Speech: A Rhetorical Analysis of Amos 3:1-15", CBQ
42 (1980), 293-309.

22) Zl20ll D. Luciani, Sainteté et pardon, vol. 1 : Structure littéraire du Lévitique (BETL 185A;
Leuven — Paris — Dudley: Peeters, 2005)= 2{|9{7 [ofl LIEF- 22| cHE2S M MAMZ 2ASICE

23) 0| 2ol= St oiZ0| gloH, HAS QI8 THANH,.S ARSIt
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N BEAPE 0|2l Aol A ek T 1 AT AHE 219 Hrow ool
F2 Hrje} o) 22kl Alzo] el E SN Aol WSk o2 Yajsirieh
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Shbdol AE Fale] AAEES) 4 Wake v ke, 11
7] 8AOAE ol sehal W ANeLE He71 2918 W 7 21% B

24) A. Klostermann, %2, 374-375.
25) J. E. Hartley, Leviticus (WBC 4; Texas: Word Books, 1992), 3482 Z+&alH0lM st o =0 M

OIE HtHZ B13ICt J2iLt 201 B8 O|AZIA B2IS 72|71 A= 2R FHSITH 820l otx|et g
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ZYTOIM 0|A2IE E3l= F2 201 242 UEILIL, 201 Has F2 0|AZIA Y JH1S 712

Z o MBEICELS.~J. Kim, Se reposer pour (a terre, se reposer pour Dieu (BZAW 430; Boston —
New York: Walter de Gruyter, 2012), 79-848 =z},
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26) J. Milgrom, Leviticus 17-22 (AB 3A; New York: Doubleday, 2000), 1808.
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Rhetoric and Theology in the Holiness Code

Sun-Jong Kim, Dr. en théol.

Assistant Professor, Department of Theology
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The law as an enforceable rule regulates and controls human

behavior. In this regard, the language of the legal profession should

be clear and distinct. When the law is written ambiguously, its various

O



interpretations will cause lots of problems.

At this point, the Holiness Code(Lev 17-26), which is one of the main
law codes in the Hebrew Bible, does not meet the linguistic criteria of
the modern law. For one can find in this law code the art of persuasion
such as inventio, dispositio, and elocutio, which were developed in the
classical rhetoric in order to persuade the audience. In the Holiness
Code, various rhetorical arrangements such as parallelism and chiasm
appear in a micro-structure or in a macro-structure. By using rhetorical
techniques such as omission, metaphor, repetition, and so forth, the
Holiness Code does not satisfy the standard of the legal language
from a modern perspective. Such characteristics of the Holiness
Code, however, do not expose immaturities that ancient laws have,
On the contrary, they aim to persuade the audience or the readers of
the law and finally to invite them to live autonomously according to
the Word. This intent is not revealed only by the stylistic scheme of
the Holiness Code. Unlike the Covenant Code (Exod 20:22-23:33) or
the Deuteronomic Code (Deut 12-26), the Holiness Code does not
mention kings, judges, or rulers. No political power is given to priests.
Such a fact gives many implications to the clergy, politicians, and

lawyers who actively use rhetorical devices today.
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Classical Rhetoric

inventio
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