The Korean Journal of 0ld Testament Studies 97 (2025): 311-341
https://doi.org/10.24333/jkots.2025.31.3.311

oyAel A
A8} 214 1-18= 2] E3H|FH ¢17]”

2

Ao BeAol AVIHAL, ol 1947] o] F Tehstste] ke

53} AFHWA FEA AARA PHEE'S TS B
—_L

Sl
 (Literarkritik)-2 o] 2] g+ WP 25 7124 stz x| F<] E&E JEH =

x o] wEe 20259 Aelestie] A9 g wol 2 A7)
1 Rpuly, R, Ay, G, A 5

3N



$HA 07 The} o] AR} o] REe shte] & HolN F4H
il

1 B2l b e £4 Fele Tololn, o]F ol Sl
Q=7

o)
s B9
2. 7} BRA F9)9] GAHA Al o g A AR Hojof sh=rh

OJH7IA TRH L BellA BEE =, FAAE S S A
e BEYX9 84E%] SAF R BEE ] 83 oug =
T s Al Tl e WAL ik Telsto]
Hug oA = ol2gt e aEe] Ak o FAIA vl eYde] ®A
2 e Zukg Bge] o]l ©AIE AT s 712 AREEIR
oh! o]2f gt Alm s Bl ek FAIA S ASHE wiAEE A
oft}. olell thall ‘"FAII-EAI EE A FA A A AR

2 SA P 2 25, S5 (Dublette), HHE 5

w

E. Blum, “Von Sinn und Nutzen der Kategorie ,Synchronie® in der Exegese”, W.
Dietrich(ed.), David und Saul im Widerstreit - Diachronie und Synchronie im Wettstreit.
Beitriige zur Auslegung des ersten Samuelbuches (OBS 206; Gottingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 2004), 16-30 = W. Oswald/K. Weingart(ed.), Grundfragen der historischen
Exegese. Methodologische, philologische und hermeneutische Beitrige zum Alten Testament
(FAT 95; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2015. 1), 67.

4 E. Blum, “Von der Notwendigkeit einer diszipliniren Selbstverstindigung in der Exegese
des Alten Testaments”, ] J. Krause/K. Weingart(ed.), Exegetik des Alten Testaments. Bausteine
fiir eine Theorie der Fxegese (FAT 2/127; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2021), 240,
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5 W. Richter, Exegese als Literaturwissenschafi. Entwurf einer alttestamentlichen Literaturtheorie
und Methodologie (Géttingen: Vandenhoeck & Rupreche, 1971), 20-21, 35-37, 72.

6 E. Blum, $1& (2015, 1), 57. E&(E. Blum)& A4 Z(F. de Saussure) S wa} “FAA
3 EAAE ) 02 ARk shith o] mhEw A/ EAA e BE
A& et BAUAR 84F Alele] T Adolm FAIA A /A e T oF
one] BAA SA59) PAE BB el BB off Gata DA A5F
I ATHSIE, 55-61 A1),
b A3t 2eE 1970du) A v dskel 24
ok GApag e mlef”, Fek ] Sl ek 347 (2004 79
w2 1970de)e] ol =] Tk e SaRE 4o 97
5 M2 84 &4 (a new literary interpretation) 2] ‘57ge|t}, o]&
T2, 2] o] 2ol gl m{lElo] 2F Fejo] il L onlE
28 Bl ahalolet, 1 9] L AERTh e S, A Aol
5] &3l o] Sol AltA oz AlA

.Blum, $1& (2015. 1), 58-63.
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9 O.H. Steck, Exegese des Alten Testaments. Leitfaden der Methodik. Ein Arbeitsbuch fiir
Proseminare, Seminare und Vorlesungen (Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag,
1999[1971)), 54; M. Arneth, “Literarkritik der Bibel”, Religion in Geschichte und
Gegenwart, 4. Aufl.(RGG"), Band 5 (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2002), 389-390; A=
ZE ARo|AH o, T 4 HE, AT $7), K& 7152 EAdD
3], 2011), 107-111. QA= S. Kreuzer ua., Proseminar I. Altes Testament. Ein Arbeitsbuch
(Stuttgart: Kohlharmmer, 2005); E. Blum, $I& (2021), 2575 Z+318te] 2143191

10 o1, “ohmareldel A5} AN ok 57 21278 63 174 FHoR
FAlgk AL 309 13 (20254 29), 6-10.

314 FHok=Ct H312 35 (53 977))



(2) 22 (Dublette)

S ek Tt Qb e olopr|7h T W s T o] ASH A e
o, o]ZlE0] W&elA FEA R A= 235 ol&E F e 25
£ ggth olE =9 A9 Zolobrl(6-9%) o= ke T
o] yehdtl, T49] dl1(6:17; 7:4), BEEL] 47(6:19 ol8k; 7:2 o4,
e AlFHT: 10 71, BI7F W' 713074 7:24), BEES] S

(7:21; 7:22) S0 B = B =g 4(3_] el ololr]7} Sof 9
o= RS & A @

(3) ZEL} 0|o}7|9| HHE EE == HS
=g o] f glo] Z& g0l T 2 BF k9] qloA] whiE = A
2]

ol I8 A Kl A G2 URA e dge
sk 6
= w9

(4) Boj4te| zto|

S Qo AMES A A she fol7t A=A A, v R 7
ol I gt 7 glo] AREE 7 -folth BAl ARle] M2 ThE o5
(%2:16,18;3:1)°] ZL dlo]t},

(5) 2£=(contradiction/Widerspruch)
gk olopr] bl gute = Xso] yehs] glof A7)= 114S Bt
oj ~etddle] v A E} BB A & (5 21:43-459) 9 F 5/
13:1-7: 4 2:20-239) B )M APALe] g M 2 T} o] Al
Bl (5t 2:179) B3/ 4 2:18-199 &3) & 1213t o = Y73

Atk o]y et gL 2 Fre] YAE B (Textkomplex) ol A]

(L PR

=
=
s

=

11

outMlel | davlet 218 1-18E 9| 2EH[EA 2{7] _ 0|4

E. Blum, “Der kompositionelle Knoten am Ubergang von Josua zu Richter”, M. Vervenne/
J. Lust(ed.), Deuteronomy and Deuteronomic Literature (FS CH. W, Brekelmans) (BETL
132; Leuven: Leuven University Press, 1997), 181-212 = W. Oswald(ed.), Textgestalt und
Komposition. Exegetische Beitriige zu Tora und Vordere Propheten (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck,

2010), 251-255.
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16  E. Blum, Die Komposition der Vitergeschichte (WMANT 57; Neukirchen-Vluyn:
Neukirchener Verlag, 1984), 377-380.

17 E. Blum, Studien zur Komposition des Pentateuch (BZAW 189; Berlin/New York: Walter de
Gruyter, 1990), 239-242.

18  E.Blum, $1& (2010), 262-274.
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19  E.Blum, $I& (2015, 1), 67.

20 E.Blum, $I& (2021), 242.

21 AR 27 11-19%; 38 7,124 5.

22 BNV 127 26-3274; 147 22-247; 157 11-144; 9718t 1778 7-234; 217
2-164 %

23 R. G. Kratz, Die Komposition der erzihlenden Biicher des Alten Testaments. Grundwissen
der Bibelkritik (UTB 2157; Géttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2000), 155-191; E.
Aurelius, “Der Ursprung des ersten Gebots™, Zeitschrift fiir Theologie und Kirche 100 (2003.
1), 1-4; K. Schmid, “Hatte Wellhausen Recht? Das Problem der literarhistorischen
Anfinge des Deuteronomismus in den Kénigsbiichern”, M. Witte u.a.(ed.), Die
deuteronomistischen Geschichtswerke. Redaktions- und religionsgeschichtliche Perspektiven zur

“Deuteronomismus”-Diskussion in Tora und Vorderen Propheten (Berlin/New York: Walter de
Gruyter, 2000), 19-43 &

24 E. Blum, ‘Das exilische deuteronomistische Geschichtswerk”, H.-]. Stipp(ed.), Das
deuteronomistische Geschichtswerk (OBS 39; Frankfurt aM. u.a.: Peter Lang, 2011), 269~
295(53] 283).
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30  C. Hardmeier, Prophetie im Streit vor dem Untergang Judas. Erziihlkommunikative Studien
gur Entstehungssituation der Jesaja- und Jeremiaerzihlungen in II Reg 18-20 und Jer 37-40
(BZAW 187, Berlin u.a.: Walter de Gruyter, 1990), 96.
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31 M. Noth, Uberlieferungsgeschichtliche Studien. Die sammelnden und bearbeitenden
Geschichtswerke im Alten Testament (Tiibingen: Niemeyer, 1967), 85-80.

32 F.M. Cross, “The Themes of the Book of Kings and the Structure of the Deuteronomistic
History”, Canaanite Myth and Hebrew Epic. Essays in the History of the Religion of Israel
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1973), 285-286(2-154); 1.W. Provan,
Hezekiah and the Books of Kings. A Contribution to the Debate about the Composition of the
Deuteronomistic History (BZAW 172; Berlin/New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1988), 145~
147(2-18%).

33 J. Gray, [ & II Kings. A Commentary (OTL; London: SCM Press, 1964), 641; RE.
Friedman, ‘From Egypt to Egypt: Dtrl and Dtr2”, B. Halpern/J.D. Levenson(ed.),
Traditions in Transformation. Turning Points in Biblical Faith (FS EM. Cross) (Winona
Lake: Eisenbrauns, 1981), 186; S.L. McKenzie, 7he Trouble with Kings. The Composition
of the Book of Kings in the Deuteronomistic History (VT .S 42; Leiden u.a.: Brill, 1991),
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[ ABSTRACT ]

The Sin of Manasseh: A Literary-Critical Reading of
2 Kings 21:1-18

Sang-Won Lee
Presbyterian University and Theological Seminary

The purpose of this article is to explain literary criticism, one of
the significant methodological tools in the historical exegesis of the Old
Testament, and to illustrate its application through an analysis of 2 Kings
21:1-18. Literary criticism proceeds from the premise that the Old
Testament is composed of traditional texts transmitted over an extended
period of time. It further assumes that the present final form of the text
contains traces indicating that the earliest form was refined and expanded
in the course of its transmission. Literary criticism seeks to identify
these traces, trace them back to recover the earliest form of the text, and
distinguish it from later additions. It then situates these additions within
their historical context, interprets the final form of the text at each stage,
and elucidates the theological shifts that occurred in the process.

In classical literary criticism, elements of discrepancy observable in a
text — such as contradictions, repetitions, and tensions — were regarded
as signs of diachronic disunity and thus served as the basis for diachronic
divisions of the text. More recently, however, scholars have raised the
possibility that such discrepancies may stem from the author’s tacit
acquiescence or deliberate intent, thereby problematizing the relationship

between lack of cohesion and textual disunity. This issue is closely related
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to how synchronic considerations and diachronic analysis are to be
employed in literary criticism.

This study, based on the intercorrective relationship between
synchronic examination and diachronic analysis, analyzes 2 Kings 21:1-
18 and demonstrates that, contrary to the results obtained through
classical literary criticism, the majority of the passage (with the exception
of vv. 8-9 and v. 15) was composed by a Deuteronomistic historian during
the exilic period. It further argues that, within the Deuteronomistic
History, the Manasseh narrative serves to explain the cause of the downfall

of the kingdom of Judah.

Literarkritik, synchronic exegesis, diachronic exegesis, Kohirenz,
Einheitlichkeit, the sin of Manasseh
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