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18  Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, 59.
19 James A. Sanders, “Canon,” The Anchor Bible Dictionary Vol.1 (New York: Doubleday,
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24 John Crowe Ransom, 7he New Criticism (London: Praeger, 1979), 295, 299.

25  ]. Dickson Brown, “Barton, Brooks, and Childs: A Comparison of the New Criticism and
Canonical Criticism,” Journal of Evangelical Theological Society 36/4 (1993), 485.
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27 Hans Frei, The Eclipse of Biblical Narrative (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1974).
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(1978), 54.

31 James A, Sanders, Canon and Community, 17-18; James A. Sanders, Torah and Canon, vii.

32 AYAE 22le AMA7E “AH A8 H  (canon criticism) HUtlE “H A2 H
7 (canonlcal criticism) o] 2}l B8] A7 & nlgte), divksla A= E4< A7 o
& 294 mlsolehs Hoag 98b o37] wlolch Jeh, 92 WelA A v
B A7} FEB1 e vl s A nIH o gk GOl & AHEETE ex.
g, ‘AR 2k @A) 3 A 78]H (Canonical Criticism)2] 312" %3], “B.
Childs9} . A, Sanders®] A7 ¥ 2 AL H|wE Aoz B A u|g”

33 James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 24.

34 L= thet 7P ZE8 v B3-S vh(James Barr)oll ©]8 AT James Barr, The
Concept of Biblical Theology: An Old Testament Perspective (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1999), 378-438.

35 dE 59, AL 2 tisted= 10 S9ARI F7go] AgAplEke] st (FE) S 713tk
1 AL B AL V1SR 1 S A 5 e A1 7
83 AAA A4S gdths 5940 H71E sl AT James Barr, The Concept of
Biblical Theology, 441‘

448 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



= el 7HA] 2Rdell A A7 E ek AR, BEe] HE FEfellA
aho] &4l e] Zukxlo] ¥t}i= A A o| U} (Final Canonical Shaping) 3 T
Ao FHANE Eal B o ofn] e d5Eo] Attt A%
A 2 ol X =, A3t o] o] A s delE A
3 A AAle] HEH B o] sjae] 2ubdelekn ek e
A7k BA, Fehast 715 okt AgelA o= e i
I} 475t A7 A1719] olE s o' Qlatel AR Ad ] A7 # 9l
o] A|7] Hth(Definition of the Canon), I} 2} 2] A 742 F-31& 7]
71=7)? Am}] AAm]H A H]—tﬂioﬂ 3l vjgo g 0lgle] x47gx4 2L
A 71 819 o)A o] BEyA e FEFoF A o 3] Aot
= T7°]tH(Conservative Bias), AF9 2= A732 €] 4] S¢4 &l
Aok v stol] A3 2} Aol ZAG AAolalE Hetal =
7V Ui, B2 BEE gAo] o] F= AALA AAEate] AAX
o] EA|7} A FtHCanonical Text and Extrinsic Reality), 21 3545 ¢
& A AFFeehs Aol e A 1L 7152 vieo] H= o
ghall ox}e] zke] A3} ALs| A HES L 7)) v B =7)?
ALz o] A74H e e Sarsel vlad
gatek 34, B7e] HEHE who] o] Azt *JO*@%—B] 4z
A ZF Aldeitt Al 25 d el
A BE A So] FHHe] girkn T 54
b

(Christopher R. Seitz) ¥ 7 74 0] %

_|
F

{0

l

l%j_fo_u

oz QI8 119 Age] BAURES AEAASAA ol AH o
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Canon and Biblical Interpretation, eds. Craig G. Bartholomew, Scott Hahn, Robin Parry,
Christopher Seitz, Al Wolters (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 2000), 62,

39  B.S. Childs, “The Canon in Recent Biblical Studies: Reflections on an Era” in Canon and
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Critical Reconstruction of the Hermeneutics of Brevard S. Childs (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995),
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43 Christopher R. Seitz, “The Canonical Approach and Theological Interpretation,” 60.
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47 Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, 67.

48  J. Dickson Brown, ‘Barton, Brooks, and Childs: A Comparison of the New Criticism and
Canonical Criticism,” 484.

49 J. Dickson Brown, ‘Barton, Brooks, and Childs: A Comparison of the New Criticism and
Canonical Criticism,” 485,

452 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



-
:<|>L_',
lo
=
rr
rie
€
2
oft
bt

e A e
(final shape)” ]—
374 AN E
CE I NE e X

94 AR LIy, A8 S0, Az A9 8
[e)

rhi
M
Lo
= r_{g
ok
(R
2

(o]
o,
rm
>
=
i

I

0

o
o
£
A

o Oy

S 0
to
o
(e
aE
1o,
B
of
of
=,

>
(]
)
2
o|y
il
ftlo
o
=
i)
Au)
r?L'
N

ki

r
of

=)
12
o
rir
2
o,
0
B
of\

R R A )Y
=
o i
o2
o,

o

>

(e}

o

O:
52
n o
o U
o

o)
rr
N
il

i
rr
o

ox 19
2

oo u
A,

H R
[

:.oL_',

1

o

2

re

rE

&
e,
o
N
rlr
)
=2
N
g
Y
)
o
oo
=2
N
Lo
e
o
il
rlﬂ
[
>
pauy
o o
)
[ >
)

17e] AV A7ke)e] 743 A7)
a@aéﬁ%qéamaﬂ%%ym%

o7} Alepd A ] melA 23] g BE QlgolA o5 TepA sl

© G2 ol H A E AT =, sl HeA Aks B A ?il
g3

] R ]7(4_/] ﬂlﬂ A (doctrinal) oH/q oz 50]—7]— 7;10] o]_],]a.
Mol m2fo] ekt Aleke] Eielalel Aol
TE 21016 24 15:27, 94 1:22 5) 9] ¥ A HE-S 5
s

o mREf AEA At Hu

il

RPN,

o2

Ot
021_/ rl.E

50  Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, 75-76.

51 Brevard S. Childs, Biblical Theology in Crisis, 152,

, 153.

53 Slg, 157,

54 AR A Aol o= RE wu uFg o] s or A SAEe] HEE

s B
=2
fun A
=2

2 vlm: RoruMle] FFA let Fote| ofsl Ze Ay _oH3E 453

Shal o



A e17]e] 418k sl Ae] Tl oz
Aoz T Ro] ople

Aok ol 22kl @A} 7heH) Lhekd QIzke] )
o thet Q1zrolsle] AEe e ool Tt ez AI7kEA

3 sistel Ankele Telawel AlelolN wRsch B

97 BES A4 A58 A
A0 WobSo| il B4 A8 &S Rolf AY EAst 2
] et &oA] a4 s ole

SfellA AR Apd =] AAA A

rd
@)
j:]
=]
o
E.
8
&
ae]
g
=
[o
ok
¥
it

=

E2X 7= @728 SZo] mE-(Paul R. Noble)oll 28] <238 €21t} Paul R. Noble, 7%e
Canonical Approach: A Critical Reconstruction of the Hermeneutics of Brevard S. Childs, 40~
410" 2pd 2] i = v A ATE Bl A 1 SellA BAd vhde 117850l
734 FEl = A AAle] B o]l o g A 71 ekl 5 olal ek Tl ATk

55 vle] Aeislol, 97", PIANIT P ET 1 8, 2EE dlol s & AT )
AR Ao A2 & AeE G (AE: 37| 5wAI3], 1998), 191. Stephen R. Haynes
and Steven L., McKenzie, eds. 70 Each its own meaning: An Introduction to biblical criticisms
and their applications. (Louisville: Westminster/John Knox Press, 1993).

56  Brevard S. Childs, Biblical Theology in Crisis, 160-161.
57  SIE, 162,
58  Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, 74.

454 Fok=Ct H313 42 (53 98%))



Ao g2 71eaiAd HEF R A el olh A7]edl= Al 7HA] &
At g 47F o7 ok 1. HF 0] 284 el o} vl < (Shape of
the Text)™; 2, B35 7t A4 (Intertextuality); 3. 2182 B2 A (Theology).
18] a1 o] Sl Ak =o] AR Ao Aol <l & 7] a4
7} 3h87 78 (i) S 2 Tl Ay 1310] "5-2] 2] (Rule of Faith)”
ot} 1] é—"r% AP zo] F7H & Bgow s e A
o]atal vk Al 71A] B S e} 1, 3 Bl A= do
el W3 2. shubdell thak SA 242 A1k Ad A
ol AT 7rE)A; 3 A HER B “6}1/].%94 ko S 3{’63

_

1 %
2

Adzel B7AA Aol B714Q o] fii 7|E] NEA AT T}
WA AR ol AFH AW A e] TS AR 2 A o]
AT el Falets AN e DEA o Asd Zlos
AAS7] T 2ol kS A S e 1 2ol RE LAl Helw
PHAL 49l & FAlel] FaAskE Lolth® shfahel ol sejal Gajel
Ak skt AAe Tdo] Ael7] HEelth Azt NS

59  ALze AAF e Al FHF el 7t A YAl (Royal Psalms)e] k4 ulj %]
Al o= sl= A7AA ¢el7]e] E‘_‘ﬁ@,?l AFAHI S Al F3E AT} Gerald H. Wilson,
“The Use of Royal Psalms at the ‘seams’ of the Hebrew Psalter,” /SO 35 (1986), 85-94.
60  Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, 42.
61 ol 27] 7155 WSS SW, 01e) 28] “requle fider)] AN 02 Sol7}
o] 244 olpl & FashAt SJols} opith, Ael = clde] AhmHl, o,
v 5] A W 2-S FU3aL 2UTh: Paul R, Noble, 7he Canonical Approach,

o,

r\:l r‘.m
ey Hn rlr

23,
62 74, ThE Aekgsh el s A ze] A2 ZAdA AT 86-57.
63 B.S. Childs, “Interpretation in Faith: The Theological Responsibility of an Old Testament
Commentary,” Interpretation 18 (1964), 443.

64 K. Stendahl, “Biblical Theology, Contemporary,” in /DB (Nashville: Abingdon Press,
1962), 418-432.

65  HAS TR e Bynls S A =] §A124 s nl AT 8s.
66  B.S. Childs, “Interpretation in Faith,” 443,

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 455

o



>
02
ofl
offt
i_:{l
1o,
re
fru
[
AC)
fd
El
fo
1o
o
2
o
il
it
RURANL
i
kJ
N
2
o
[
vy

o
o
of
oX,
e
I
oX,
>
Y
N,
)
i
o,
o
2
o
)
>
A2
> 9
>
M
tn =

oX
oft @
L
ﬂ
[
Y
ol
é
S
(o]
&
[
1o
o
o,
2
1 o
e
g
=
o
5
8
38
=1
2

Bl od
ok
ok F

o
02
k]
z
i)
e
=)
3
19
S~
>
2
112
N
n
0
oft
>
2
i
i_‘
%0
%

=
fru
&Y
R
> 12
o
o
e i
ol
ol
rir
o
1
Shs
o
>
4
°
N
to,
>
nj
™
r
iy
i)
3

7é7§7§, “—‘.‘%‘9] H]%’% Zé]';g‘ séEH(canonical
d (canonical process)oﬂ -E—U]- 1311/]— /\EVE} l,:- 2'1'1—}]-
ok okl Ale 2} =k 47 A9 )
PN

Atk

e

2
8o
o

o
=
ST
gk
o rfr £ oox
M

N
N,
~
>
o,
oX,
r
o oX
—1}]-' o
_ﬂ,
[

o

off

2

o
)
i)
R
o
it
Jo

¢
ot

2) BE 3512 7IsH ¢i7| - MA

A 2 AL 29 , ARale] A B B
3 (Canonical Criticism) ©]2} ”37\]%}13# o As] “B]¥o]P= Lo
LS O 71Ee] damH A AuEe] AFES Wolso|uA
73 8] & A2 2] T TR T (next step/stage) 2A] A1) TS
A = AR eV AA HF Feol uig el 1gH A
o ot M@l ML A S AHA oAGA TR A A
ol H9] AU TAE FAEEA G52 A4 7eS AT
AR E7I FEH a2 tha Ae A7 AR E 7]Ee] A

=
HPH B 1A 0 2wl o = I THE W] WPHEo R W gl

2
=

FD
~
3;3

—_)
)

o il o

ol
ol

1
1—&_‘1}

o

67  B.S. Childs, “A Response,” Horizons in Biblical Theology 2 (1980), 204. 121} ofef] M|
220) wmolol 4 BRAAA 25 AU ze) A7 weke walel ook del ol
4 Wk 79 AF ek Bl AFoHe 4L Ak

68  James A. Sanders, Torah and Canon, vii.

69  James A. Sanders, From Sacred Story to Sacred Text, 167.

70 James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 9.

456 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



FAD 5 Yee AARITE T wekd, Gab Rt A7 Fo] 3

e v gEg W EA tekE Fale] Y12 nga BA o) 9
£ WA W oljel g oz HAA A9ls U g = 1
g 4 ek Relth”! o] 9lste] AHAE “old PAET} S

(historical) & 2 F-91-& W3l=7}' ¢} “oj B|AE7} %9732 (canonical) 2

2 392 TRV Aolol ol 51 & ke B PEB”
Aozt x4t oelncks B4 A5 EAs 2o )
8 PEchd A 2 el BES 194 9 B 7
A7, bk, 79 B Faw FesAw 1e1d 348
= 23 FEA L GAH A3 AAA 750l B FAAHT] dE
olt}, wEbr MY A= A7 ZA w2 (canonical context) S e W] 2FL =
o] F8HA (literary) W2t B U= A (historical) W 2HE T} & 732230}
= AAS ek " o] B2 (canon as lis) ROR= 3-5A12] ‘A
71" (canon as functional) © 2 X 31 )T}

process)jq' 1737 3|2 (canonical hermeneutics)©] E}‘ 2= A AH7AA
Al 7]l

A BA o FoJit} Je g = oqnq & A

T 2 uphe BRM O] FAAFA | FFg) v, Mo Ak bt
ok B o]dd) o] 35 A9 A YA AAke A2 el
FaL e AHE e 37t

AT A 0] AMH L oA %
X

2 wAE g e

rf
i

71 S 19.
72 SIE, 42,

73 James A. Sanders, From Sacred Story to Sacred Text, 106.
74 James A, Sanders, Canon and Community, 21,
75 James A. Sanders, From Sacred Story to Sacred Text, 167,

2 vlm: RoruMle] FFA let Fote| ofsl Ze Ay _oH3E 457



ot
<)
o2
o
o,
:?L_',
i
o
g
to
g
Lo
L, oX,
o
e
o X
oY o
2 g

-
il
or Horo

=Oé
N
El
ot
o [
o N
ooy o
=

o OE, O}#
(e
N, T
L
o
il

i

i

2

>

F’ C.
o

kv

o]o = ol
o2 Ko oo
[o 2
HU ﬂlg oJ
woor @
olo rob 2
o >
EIEEN)

o 2
rﬁ‘ o
-~
5 rr

G
=
[T
T
fe o

o X

L 1 &
L x

r =

% %

O_u

£

g

r)

O_|.4

il
i
oL

off
oo
BN

>
][y
lo

>,

o

Ny

f

’d (adaprability) 2] F5E53+ 57
Azg Aol 9hEE w) A 29 e ol ks ol
sl o] Aol AlAle] G454 AFo] ZEshHA T FAl ol
TF9le] Aoz ZEs7] njRolc), H7u]H e BEA ut
o] 213} the] A (multivalency) & Zoj = olt}”® A7 2] 7)5-e
A5e] vl ofUth AlgFEA oA 152 A A4 (identity)
P2 (lifestyle) @] -4 of] AN} S-S A A geL” A A

4 © N fo & o
o2
2
>,

P

=
u
fr o rlo

Horf o
My A
r;

arel & 34
e e AYTEAIL T AFTEAS B Qe wP
7ol ol 9ol A7 BEAE BT UG WA hed ik

76 mEIE 9A) olgd AltAs] Qe Boldth nEame JAFATANA 3
ofuf walel ol A5 iAol F2H AL glAvkal AAgct dvkebd 2E
491 olo]2 WL AL E Shpe] SgEule] FuoIv] BE Lo Aol 9]
=AY e shde] 2l uid BEFo]7] wliEo|th Walter Brueggemann, An
Introduction ot the Old Testament (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 2003), 13.

77 James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 22.

78 SI&, 23
79 12 28,

458 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



(paradigm) & G4 QY M A= 1 A s FHE &
7HAl B g 1AM E FYAl A e wE Beteltk 2
AME AT et Xﬂ%’-é“/}; 3

Mo
—_‘_‘(-9
&,
R
R
[
o
v
ol
1o,
rlo
g
,ﬂ
-~

o] BA o A oﬂ 31114_- “A xﬂsﬂ %ﬁi}/‘é " (Integrity of Reality) S 713
Otk o] 34 ollA] ThIE Ab2le] Zat frAN B AelE
woror] Qizke] AL BT kG A% shide ARE Al

=
Aol ARz olEaL slaol gAML AdTEAls 2Hte] Al

-

e

80  wE] 2], “A7u]H," 195.
81  James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 51,

82  SIZ, 56,
83 Sl&, 52,

84  James A. Sanders, From Sacred Story to Sacred Text, 171.
85  James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 58,

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 459

o



oA 4
BESE)

S
]

Ryz

ERER
[e]

F 4% A

hi4

&
€

1

R

il

o1 ¥
R R R

el QoAM= Q]

3 Aok g A =
2 A7} k3l A] EEo] A o] 8| =

=
34

T

T

L

£} g4 el A
A

79

[ai3
of
o]
=
-

Sadehe ot

<]

A

A

a4 Atele] B} 7417} lo] ek of

2] 9k A3A

1
[

kel

1

84

1

R

],

J|

o 9ol
W oeht

AR

-
X

o
& 29

ol 1

T

eyl

o)
R

e
o

49| A9E AAL] ANE Folah

Zdo]m® AT 2o 7]

[

FA) &

Fok=Ct H313 42 (53 98%))

A A sk 4r, 2005), 17.

1

ZEA
ol

=
sh} 1 sheicele] Agk-ylole] SelA Zole] AMow”

A Az By (e
FHAAL 66 (2009), 7-34.

)3

=

o
Christopher R. Seitz, “The Canonical Approach and Theological Interpretation,” 65.

i, ©7

86
89
460




=2 = . €]
A Gelsh Ml 2t dxshs FEAY 344 289 S 50
o 5g8h HEelt) Jeiut ol Yed B4 2443 23] of

7V (hlachah: 3621 F2, AW, §#) L} “SIVY (haggadah: ©10k7], A1, 7}
232 o]FolA] 7] uﬂv‘}olv} A 2ol A Al FEA
o] AAbdS 742t 72zt G- A7 o] olopr| 241¢] Eetet
WozMe Bdfghe o]Fd 5L Ad A& 7eleick® Iy g

374 542
AEE W3} olopl} Aol g Bel A g T, ARAel nh
@ e AR, kA A S 2 7] wEel 4T B A
Fol7h e7slAle] Foel e A Ae) ok A7A el A
M} A%A oloprlel e AR ow 4744 AF4S A
ek aﬂ Pyeke M) $AAQ TR} v AL TEA
£ 491 Age] el G F o| 96 2L B Aol
G4 olel Rl “Tebysh bl JEA b A

90  James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, xvii.

91 i, ‘A7 gk 2 7<) )3t A 78] (Canonical Criticism)Z] 312" 54,

92 jd we] F|oJEE (Claremont School of Theology) A%< MEAE @7d0] HA
gro] ol olopr| 2 g E o] QlEE o] A A v} ok H} 74]“‘501 A WEE
B A 2 7l wiX = EA o T WEES A Ak skl B8 A9 E 2
Sl 22U AW 3T} James A. Sanders, Torah and Canon, W4, 115,

93 Assnat Bartor, ‘Reading Biblical Law as Narrative,” Prooftexts, 32 (2012), 292.

94 vg] Aeislo], “H7uH," 197,

2 vlm: RoruMle] FFA let Fote| ofsl Ze Ay _oH3E 461

o



HUE Qe Il ﬂ‘?ﬂi% A27} AATHIL AARIE* 1
el = A9 8o] TUAE = EEE(E 39:32, 40;
40:2, 6; 91 3:38)2} REEH 3270] FFolA] Azloz ke shid
3} 1A Alole] th3h(33:1-6 & 33:12-23)5 =
1)9] A7 91A& AHehA] k3t Be ke 3
A 2] Wt A 3 gt 2 AT F e shuide
83 AR tiste] B4l FEI tigtslol . % 18:17: ¢ 3:7
%), e Aol oy gl shvd el S Ashs A4lA dEe
2 7lEetial Bogrt Jeu Bt o 2 19-407%39] %
Al 3R] e v Bzt dAl =, Adz
Tho] o]oly](grith = RA7} Grof ik wlA] o) ?r‘%‘.ﬂ =
A7} g BAFET F, 19% 208004 2A7F Aljatel] &2 shud
= v ] 207%2] Aol =M, o] a1 20% 21
|

v
T
)
1o
UM
rlo
£
:d

)
>,
N

IN

rﬁL

0

rE o
ot

ol

v

ot

2 v 20:22%0]3}e] 1k

=
gk 247 18804 RAIZE 5 So= So)7F 40U 2 St AW

rE ol
r]I.

o)

=2

X

o

95 %, Terence E. Fretheim, Exodus (Louisville: John Knox Press, 1991) 202,

96  Roland de Vaux, 7he Bible and the Ancient Near East (Garden City: Doubleday, 1971),
141-142;]. G. Janzen, Exodus (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 1997), 245; Terence E.
Fretheim, Exodus, 295.

97  Walter Brueggemann, 7he Book of Exodus (The New Interpreter’s Bible Vol. I; Nashville:
Abingdon 1994), 938.

462 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



A 257l A 3173 ol 2 A& A AP - ot o]
T 347 3480 = BAIZE BlHe g "Eol7kA A e w11 Skt
H AP 358 1dolake] A E%lﬂ‘r d=Eol ek ‘%_‘%Si |
OVJD}. kA =, B8 By o

2 347 olste] A A= Toi‘ﬂ“ A3t A2 o2
19- 4011011/\1/] 73 folopr] 7 A EHAl folx] Aol £ E=
2-Q1 FaAge] B oleis AAA YU1E VA gk

A 19782 shd dAE 208 AAE ol & #17 o8] DAz ¢
ik

2l < o
24 19:12) shd el E45 AR o2 ZolA ZhE

71
&9 AP T hhd vl AEs} A28 B 3EA U7

'
gk A S WIS 4% telle Sl Eet Feleel 91
AE WS dollA =2A9] 'EPL}‘é TR (At Bl Aol 2k Bkt
AR T A ZEA o] AL A

: A& s ok deprtkel A

A& BT A2 E 6}‘/}‘/‘ Xﬂﬁq & EUE T AR A =
o}, oA, A7 FEA9 S S]] AEFRI 40 34-387 9]
getell A7t 27183 5718 shud Aldem BuA ket 4
S S8 A7V AR viE o A w9r)e] damAd e

98  Terence E. Fretheim, Exodus, 201-204.
99  Brevard S. Childs, 7%e Book of Exodus (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 2004), 370,

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 463



59 5 QS NG FEAES ZHAN O Yo} BRI} FEAY
WAH G o)A AR NA FAsE 5 2ol xwe] ost
YFol )3 A3t 10 Wae) Ui A UYL PAA0R 58
SIS 059 $elg FHA

5. 27 H|To| AA|: ofg| Ze| Abaknt ASH 2H1(1-9%)

o] 3ell A A FA Al Eahal e B TEAle] A g7 =A]

BA 971 A A7 wete] B4
7S

021 o

2 W Z(formal preservation)
A 427 (contextual modification) YAFS TF T 9122 A

0 9730 Aol R FoA T3t o] QA

4 Lo

o ['1_'/
oY L

ro
o,
o
)
o,
N
Lo
>~
o
)
fru
>
e
i)
)
N uﬁ
g

|
No)
o
1o
o2l
)
N

off
A
>
ot
— o
N
=
ol
R
D
L
v
Jm
ol
l:Ll-’
e
1o,
2
3
ro
o:
)
0
o,
*
>
>,

-5
>,
re

u!

2o
ol
i)
5
2
£
4o, (L

o
oM,
2

(e
X

o,
on  Mu
‘
2
°

e &
A
o
il
i
1<)
P
o
=
O
o
o
ul
ofy
¢
Ho
rO
r>
&
2
o
re
T
)
o
"

100  Gerald T. Sheppard, “Canonical Criticism,” 7he Anchor Bible Dictionary Vol.1 (New York:
Doubleday, 1992), 862.

101 E Z=t 19 Al A] FAA 1-973-8 “Israel's theological wisdom™ 2.2
281t} Gerhard von Rad, Old Testament Theology I (New York: Harper & Low, 1962),
441-453,

102 Waldemar Janzen, “Canon and Canonical Scripture Interpretation,” Vision 6/1 (2005), 29.

464 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



(¢}

|}

inphinl D‘WWP DU I DR on nbnn
Aalle] A2k obsl & Felelshs Aol
ARehal 12 ok Aol WaolT ;o))

ol
Qon
T
ol
il
—r
N1
1o
ol
oL
rir
PR
9
D)
o
1o
>
>
e,
X o
-0
[
A
Hu
_O‘L
r,
Eha
o
o
=
rir
L

i)
(o]
Qo
0,
oM,
o,
rlr
.
rlo
=)
r (e}
N
N
vl
i
o
=X
O,
N
N
D
|ON)
B
>
ok
2
b
:
T
3
O:
©

103 2 1:7,29:2:5;3:7:8:13; 9:10; 10:27; 14:2 - 31:30; 21 4:10; 6:2, 13, 24: 8:6;
10:12, 205 13:4; 14:23:17:19 -+~ 31:13,

104 Roland E. Murphy, Proverbs (Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 1998), 60.

2 vlm: RoruMle] FFA let Fote| ofsl Ze Ay _oH3E 465

o



Gapmt ohjeh ulg Ea Bysieh el st $u) ofele =

(3, 14b-15)0l|A] 32 W= FLeol5S AT
ol=

oX
i
rlo
>l“J

-8 AR sk e vz A
SEEEEE B
10 o) 817} Aalle] 2 X
SEEEEL B
12 Aalsh Aol oz Y

0% wo] J7AH Fa7t FelFe olsl B9l elshi= A8 o
o] $42 np=iat oy ofel e ofele] 23 $gshort of

105 otz el oflglH AaoAd: I AR 753 AlEE ofn|” Ttek=tt, 79
(2021), 151.

466 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



o o] et off okl shvid & Fel ke Aldel 4171 o144 2
= oIzt A& o7} v g ofle] BAA 2ol mefntr @ A
QbellA wehs] wix|= o] Sl=7f? oAl B 7-127 9] ofg)] ZAel}
< el 1-643} 13-184 9] Q1E59] 23 olobr]|¢t A o] vl

S A3 ZolF719] W3} olop)7t # AF e ol 1Al

2 AR A 7Ee] BiES olF e 7 vEke] A8 AES] S
FE3IAA FAl WA FAE glojo qhral 23 ® & Ao
ot T 7o) 5] 23 ol gk A Abde] A} TJ2]al o)
73] Az FEE0] 50| 47 Aobd W) HAA wAIA & AHEE &
ATh= Zloltt, A& g 9] 933 o2 A2 ogle] /&2 Aol
kol Ho| x|k I A= XA 0| Th9:6, 18), ©] 7k $2] gk o<
739 ANt zke} A%l A EEsks A 9:9)7) ARse] ofg)
7397} Anto] opd A& a}e] grow QAwdS 7t Fth9:12), BE
9% 1085 S A74 ek dae A xaeh $rf == A8 9}
Avre] 24 34 -& 233t

SrEAE AT A1 1-9% A A = A 8] ofsll 9] AV

wWeEk9:1-12¢] X" F2)o|th
13!
|

r (¢}
1o
Jo
Jpot
-0,
N
u
-
i
ek
A

106 Waldemar Janzen, “Canon and Canonical Scripture Interpretation,” 29.

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 467



ot B8, 2EwA] Adste] FAE ol zekde] g A
2 vIEFE (&AL 18 5) 2k A AR E V] ST Al Al
Topet ddel FAA dE v el 3744 WM 7S
on]sh=A17} g5ttt

712e] SRS A 1-9742] kel 8 (Siz im Leben)& Z W

Z1doz Bt JuA ofQlste ofide] 2l At el et d
2ol5olAl A9 frell A-AIA] L A% ofsll A ge] ke
2 Yo les ahs 284 42 AAah ™ 22y T2 9 g4
Aoz %%‘3}71 ol Al B 419 thzrh A 1-98 A
Ao A] Auj A o & g

59

d

107  Walther Zimmerli, “Zur Strukeur der alttestamentlichen Weisheit,” ZAW 51 (1933), 189,
108 Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Seripture, 553-555.

109 Roland E. Murphy, 7he Tice of Life: An Exploration of Biblical Wisdom Literature (Grand
Rapids: William B. Eerdmans, 1990), 17.

110 Leo G. Perdue, Proverbs (Louisville: John Knox Press, 2000), 17-18; Carol A, Newsom,
“Woman and the Discourse of Patriarchal Wisdom: A Study of Proverbs 1-9,” in Gender
and Difference in Ancient Israel, ed. P. Day (Minneapolis: Augsburg Fortress, 1989), 142-
160.

111 ¥hHel] 21 10-317 004 = "l o7 of] thgk o]opr]= el YA FolETH22:14;
23:27;30:20; cf. 14:10).

468 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



Z|H 22 0fele| - (9:1-6) vs. Of2]Ae0fele| 2H (9:13-18)

A3l o1e] 913 (1:20-33) Al o2 el & A (2:16-19)
28] bl @9 (4:5-9) S o2} A (5:1-14)

oAy e] ¥ &% (6:20-24) 2 oj kel Hg) (6:25-35)

A eled Q1 bkt Avg (8:1-36) WA oARbe] FE2 AN (7:1-27)

A, A9 1-9%<] AAHQ BoTEE ) ofFol = 5

Foz Aol YUk T2 Adl ojele] 247} o) olxje] F5E
Wl vz & 2L vl 9%olt),

Aot Bl 1-9%e] AEo =AML 9%l A5 A 1-8%¢)
Wg-g oz Hela) Z0). A, Ad A9le] g AT} Al
048 Bz SA, R4 oA A3} A S
B oz os) Aele] A4S PPtk T 9 A7 684 o EH o

01, 9o ofQl heke ok H2 T3 ofs] Z9)'S sheH) w3
% £okd ol v 2ee] 28 U A boundary) S ofv] 3

zelolm] 2:9lo] Sl o] Aejelrbe 8

X

U
4
52,
o
>
i)
i)
l-'O
lo,

112 |EElo] H MUR (014 Azhel tlg G2 AIY) " 2 wiefole) o 2
oM B AR = A T) Algka AT o] Mg wpECh M0 (3o
ol o} 3 Al ohafe] Adah k. ol 712e] “Seiah olel” el ok
Qe ol Bol mAS S ol 2 $A L WLk

A= Aol 1-93-8 10709] 7 (Lectures) #5712 7HAA (Interludes) & Ve

Sz e Felan, wlel] i 10714 W} 471 AR Lol @

Michael V. Fox, “Ideas of Wisdom in Proverbs 1-9,” JBL 116 (1997), 615-616; James

L. Crenshaw, Old Testament Wisdom: An Introduction (Louisville: Westminster John Knox

Press, 1998), 61; Leo G. Perdue, Proverbs, 62-63.

114 B FULe A 1-9%e] AR A Al So] F=st= A dl= A A S (limits or boundaries)
o) he-g FHUT). = BT el ofo) FAA S9N S0l AASE Bl
—r°451°1 om] T AN G A7) Aol AsEolw whel 1L A vre = ojdat
= Flo] AoljE-ol2tal 74 3t} Raymond C. Van Leewen, ‘Liminality and Worldviews
in Proverbs 1-9,” Semeia 50 (1990), 113,

113

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 469



& 5 Qe AN thE ohd okl AL YE FrA o Yol A
olth, 18 A9l AANA 15 A B 0 AR-oIA] S H B of
o )= e ohd Asle] 2} Sole] 2g PHT F ob ol
ot 2 A& o] FE-2 FH H (discerning heart) 0 TF, B 9717 37 9749k

) i1
o] MWlE] t2a] R “El nhS((my bl; @B &b o]Th

yny 25 77205 Ann

p5 2w 2 1anb runR oS

So give your servant a discerning heart

to govern your people and distinguish between right and wrong (NIV)
Y ofAl o] el 2= v TN

FH M S-S dste] A3t ohE FEE IS TYT (1)

‘W obgol 2 295l 2l 1-9%¢] opulA] o] A3t ojriue]
H(1:86:2002] AL YL-L “E0217(1:8,23;2:2;4:1,10,20:5:1, 7;
7:24 8:6,32-34) o|t}, A= 27t A9 HagE e S T
2 Aol F71:20), At ol e AF(1:21 8:3; 9:3)0]T} A A
Al A5 AAAR (21 8:2)0|th Al eHEelA AElE &
3 92 AL Aol A BAlE WA ojx} i oo B4

=
2] 3k ko] Al Sl SvE ARdeIT:11-12; 2:16; 7012
9:14-15). 982 FHE 4L A2k A4 o v A2

s
& 327(9:3, 14)°01 4 =& gl

HHel T = = AU 9: )8 2
3t Q7] WEolth, HZht %A A YSo] 239 o] wat T

3.

X
>,
of
N
¢
N
i)
ox
oN.
AN
12
2
o
=
ok

L7 =W A3, 2020), 49.

470 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



A A o] 271E (A9

1

.

A= olg] &7 Eol7|8F & A& §l

o

15 mnRT 25om I o et

ofe] 4

178)

Fll 7 2le] ZA

2= o
—

44 7t

T
=

N

el

. %

gl

@]
a

el
B
I

T

iy

LS

-

o] J1oJRth9:7-12). 1 W&

]

TR

7l o

o] A& thE1 rH9:7-9). ©]

gl
il

o

T
R

3

ok

A F1e] ofdll A<l

th9:10).

> o
Av-S-

7

SE D

tha Bttt oy

thH9:11-12).

2

| ofs] Aol 2

F711

°

ojds

L

B A= A4l )

2k

g ey’
-1

[¢)
Ardze Aol AEoza wjAd 1-9%8<] Wd2 10-317%

osl7A 5]

2HE Hosh el ffoez e

10-31%] ?

)

R

ol

141
a7

5

ol A

=3
=

d Uo7t 1 3zaAe] 74

=

o
[

1
.

i}

[e]
o

l‘_

Al
S

| OFell Zel At

= opylot ot

o}, okl

S

3: RopMel 3

13, 555,

ahar lTht 9-2le] A7 A 9]

49 gl AATHY 7

<]

A
116  Brevard S. Childs, Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, S54.

3z
117
g H



A ZJe gk of 2] A & Atel S FHEEH sk 52| SE U S B A

oItk 9% 10804 " Zok= Zelah= Zlol Aale] o] g A=s)
A A2 ob= Zlo] MaelUg eha A xS v ofsl el Huge

= AE A FFH 02 AES] A ok AA R A5 v
holghs A o2 Qe = thE o 17 784] “ofge}
& 7Z9lsh= Aol AAje] Lol A wdE A= A8 gt TAE EA
st=uel ollA] ofsll Ael= B A ] AR (npT muina: #lsl theh
ozA LAY E D‘r%:'—t‘r. AFdzo] A7AA et F shel x4l

4 de)g A g A A ARz 14 789 obg] Aele

A% 47 2EAL HRA DA s QAR T As
3} 2g 5] A4 “obsl] 79 NG WA =S ehfger
ssh shde] B, 9ot oigae] BA|, Sol A8t Y Fel
24, AFge] 913t 39 BA 5 AALIA dofibs BE Qo]
o8] Shbdel  Fol 91&-& A EsH= 2o Wlolth

zoz el e BE 911004 744 U712 £EF AT
A7 ARG FAL FRIA DA% oA A O 25T 5

A

Sl 7heks] A RRA T Uolr} AebdAste] 477 9717

Fonsie) sl YR o, A1) B AR A

118 AAMH B2 7 1-94e] Fro] 53 A8 oISk olopr| 55 ofdl 41
o2 gatshA zmL 4 A okl ok AE7E B g e n|=A ol Tial AEA]
ul ek, 5, okl Ao AT T o2 AHARI o] D] fEFola WSA
QA G of 211 Sl B0 E offshHA < AA e AAA A& Al=skal 3l
Catherine J. Dell, “Proverbs 1-9: Issues of Social and Theological Context,” [nterprftﬂtzon
63 (2009), 229-240.

12 rlo _I?i

472 FHok=Ct H31H 45 (52 987))



AL 712 A2 A2 (adaptability) 9 B34 (stability) ©] T 7ol
o] okgl] 9] APFolopdz A& Eate] A7t 2 FollA] oln] A
St FA = FE 04T 9] ok AT 2B B AAEA
Aol ENT) Z okl Aols 97— A o el g u] 23k A 7A
o] WA wA|R|ot}, A7) 22704 ofH gk okl el 2 HE
Zoll7] 197%<] olAaetd WidEo] AUt shvd Ao Feledt
wAle] Aol wA[A] JE]al A A HHEE o] HEEE &
W Ao W £ e ol autdo] okl shubd & A eshe A
71 5Ee Aldhigd S st 2Eu, Aoy £, A EAl e}
Ee Aol o] 21 o] Al o] AR T HHA Q] F2AA 9} v}
Tk M 2 o|Agtde] A&7t RS ks RS Bl ek
7ol o} Bojo] BA|, Hx|H o1 73‘%1]z4°1 Al 5o ATt dubd s
ZFalaA] F2 A X7 Hstatesmen) 0| T K& AS0] o]} gk AukA
TS okl A9’ I BIAIA E‘r"c}'& g8 A-g3les Pk
3 FA gy pAlA oz oul et B AAA delvt A
SEREA, AEH okl 2ge] A o= A £ AFEHE A
o] Folo]REAE B8] 1L QA= b

o
B RANEA QTE ol A9S] A AR AT &
Wl sl Al s Adais B2 4 delolge s WA
. £237] Aele] 47 2EAe] B v1Ee) &3 F49 okl 7
sleke 2d A 1o} Aze AviSelrd ede) 488X 2t
= WE ARaNAT A%l waS 1vad wolth AaA5

119 James A. Sanders, Canon and Community, 22.
120 James A. Sanders, Torah and Canon, 119-122.

121 o & 59, £257] J8o] o|agtde] BHE(T 1:2,6-7,12-13;2:13-14,17, 3.7~
8 13-15 )2 £719] vlF-gH A Zd, Azl 3 A tlgt B 52 W

olol

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 473



F8 B TEAS] B2 A (condnuity and prosperiey) 191
oh12 AplSo] 48 Aol A AF8A 524 (contextual modification) FEE
2}-& (adapration) ] 7' 2 @M Al o2} wi= o]} ofQl o]k 4l
o4 471 e =9l B wgelch, FerdAA e Als] S8l ol
B olQl"e SR AE AR AEWAE rlEke T
Ap ool A= SAobA o} dlgulopx o] FetehAl thE 41& 4171
& ahdd el Alud et golgiet, Jev Folurke Bl ) gl
32 A7) 370 Aetat Alist s o sitt s A
A4l obgtat shete] XARI AL "o A ae] FATE, & %
A el g 402 Aejany, dgke] AL oju] al2hie 3
A3 9 7, 217 @A) BEshe Alo] olje} e 2o,
= A flE 3, 1A e niA 9] Aol higk {3
Ale] = a1z} 6} E4193 B4 AEjgitt: Y

)
_lO
5
0,
o
N
N
A
?%
SL
)
<
(R
1o
i
U
i?L
oy
>
I
s
[
i
ll
Jo
ot

4 °
o,
o
vl
Mo
re
O
] o
il
>
o,
A
N
N
o,
T
¥
o,
R
0
N
>
h=)
)
P
u

o] BAle] e Algehd = E 9| outddg St

122 James A. Sanders, Torah and Canon, 114.
123 SHg, A7) A1E, Frke] 2leh, 719ds] 9 (A2 F<, 2010), 60.

474 Fok=ch H31H 4% (53 98%))



el 22 AW AT 2w BART §US Fo AR A
u} Shbdle) W) ool AAE ASolgieh, Tefuh i
z295e e S 240} Al5e] R4 Bdlel] nhe-g sk

o A2 BTk A2 A% FEAE olFr Aorlele
w237] AaAFEdlA 8] Bl B Rl vld B3 s
of = urhe AAE F49) o714 Bk} @Fol ) I Hol = of
zejelol] gto] iglome Algulth A7) 276l &&= AT
2 17:6: 21125 GRS A IATR] AF-E ARIAH w71

7= uet ohe} E Aol Sdsis ANE BaYe] e

(¢
;
k)

|

A9 37 FEAL kALl FA% olElUe WS EBA 3
5 U B 559 AR S oA Ale) S ol
Zo] B2 {5 e Baolth

Felejets AANS Austel WA A
% e Azke] Aol FAYIZRE o] Az

Qe AH E2F7] FAs] AFZEANAAA olof A et o
A A3l A71EA o) Al A Aol vl FAozN kg
2 o)A SRR 4:23) T AP AN S BVl o i
el el ow AlEA AEAT dA) olok & 21497 9149 A

1

zAle) Aetate] a 2E Az 2aloly, "2gH, weH, A|d

I

124 ol 2-hsh alulobe] AL 12l lAEG TRle] 1% B2 RA) RE Eer)
5ol AgSHA] kil melo] F g AlE e 22 Ao Aot AL e2 4

125 842 A 1-9%9] ajAeta] 75 AF-ahas] S 2 Wil ojate] {58 “of
7ol W& FHE §} ste] Zdo] wbE e (& /ohd) 2t AR E A8 (F1U /1% of
& P 3 Sl 521 2 Sop s SR S 52 2 43
st} 718 Bl 1-9%9] A e 7153} A bj,'?ﬁ, 3+e.” CanonesCulture 5/1 (2011),
222,

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 475



1 & T E gAY 1:0) el tigk 2] FAC] e 4

o] opd shhd ool TS st AR &5 wl v =4

o] Zdo] AR = Flo|t. uiz X AEe] Fx4let

ANA Zrzete FrAA ] F3g "BAd Eside (3 1309 A

A -3t ghddol e shd mt

ol Bt ghaxelth, o] A2 317 104 olste] "o o

A7 (>mnuiN; o4l 8l 2] Skt &R ofell 7 2] 2H31:3002 B3 ©]
ol Al 2] “elldllFAk 2] 3] Folth,

ofgl] 74 ele] "wl o] A<} whih= 2lekd A o] tEA Q] Eigo|

=npd 127 2-380]c}:
W7l 41 sl vl ot} U g 2} Aol Al ey mlgel Azte
U

o Aleiel Bl A3 The Q' wpi alelA W shiel
"8l o] F91Q1x] Bl"sh= Ao] 1A Halis ofs] Zelo]
o}, “uhgE] Azta 1 olgel ke B Aol AAMEG Wshe o

e 2

3 gt e el

rr

%
T O A8 e FAlE F olvh MlEedA 17 13-17-
(0]

o] T5 A el sl v5 dE S Tk

476 Fok=Ct H313 42 (53 98%))



JYoz Y3 nkge &g Folal sk o e AmAA
el we vslo A 7kt 4 28 E 48] v ot |
57} F ke ARIAE el 4R X wof mad v
“‘Xl a1 04 YslE F24] AFS o|A 7 Yz B i A

3 27 =gt 71 5E 0 eE Wt AssiY Usls AR ot
—a—} Ay} QB2 BAJR] oFal 7} Algke] o= AusHA = o]
£ Y3t oA gt R ES Yy a2 S WE Felel
INEEERE)

-
o
>~
Dol
do
fljo

r

N

2 700 11 2 ﬁggaa nhe-& ot
717 wrehs wgelth, T E A3k AR A% wdoltt, FIH 0

£ 95o] “ABeAI LT shbd ol Tl e 2 A9l 4S5
‘H obd ek “Ugh U R g e Felg s ANe (1),
;A& AN F2 A (T bt Bl e
AA1c6 5 5:12) SHAASE LA AS] 514 Ade] 22
gt okl 917k Aale] 2iole} B ) o)Al mE Aelz) 2
Aol BulE Qe Bek) Ad 28 95 B shidel A% @
el o] 2] =

rz

o

6. p7t=2t

2= AN A7 B9 ol 23 AAA A4 nAseTh U
= AR 17t AN E B A A A% 3EAle] A3
oz BelEsrhs oA AxalAste] “asl 2 TAd Aozt
I ST 47 A 478 B o] mEgelE Beh o
B2 BT TorAlel BAE 2|t Aolo] ofgl Zel A _oaE 477



I
a5 02

Pbdel

S

A& 353 w3ofA -

&

rE

1 8734 1717F

S

71%32] 2,000 GAReE Fehal 2,4003] AL

T
.

Foh A A

)

Sz 474939 I

¥

w7}
o] At}
3} o}

il

(Canonical Criticism)o]giq'. Z} }\]EH-O/] }E}O]

3

SEEERE
SIF

Eal

2

[7]2]

=t
(Canonical Approach)

cls

=0

o

T

.

ﬂ_o/] %73@ ‘%JI 7] ”(Canonical—

Heuristic Reading of Text and Community)

2 91718 AN

At

S

21 9% 104 “ofsll 73¢9

T} Agel 9gellA] T ofele]

—_
o

J o z}e] 7} A A o7 =3

A
pss

K-

Aol "l Al o

A7) 330 ZHE] AALA]

Agshe
e,

<)

o) ofs) AP

J}7} o] 2}

=

=2 =
=

&

2
712444 8} el A

=13
=

1 5=

AR 2

<
w

oA Al<faA 2

=
=

mo

=
=

ek A

)

x|
=

Z(5H 98

ok=Eh 313 4.

478



Hj

oFe] Bae)e] o] Hrje] At
FozA “opd] Z9)” Abge] B

o

Al
%4 5

hid

2 2

BATEAE o]& "G oA (M muR; o3t Aehe] f

Nl Al 28] 2] Haxe] ok &

35
2 Ao ol o

%

il

=

SIES!
Al

S
°

IR

34

14

3p oA =3

o

=

78 ¢4

li

OF X
T

3T

AZF Aot
A

T

R

71

O

A AATE = AFA

el Aol

[€)

O

&)

ol
==

o] ohjz

il

sl itk 204]7] 2 o] %

olgh Az} A 2e) AAA 9718 met s

=
=

21A4) 714l

M

A

= A e} A7)

479

HEE

[e]
o

l‘_

Al
S

| ol B2l Af

217 |9t et

=
&

Zolth

R ERERE

S

171

°

I

2
e

=
T



o
o

ok

=
1o

o

o

S

o

[

z25 ¢oltle Zlo] 1A Fositt tha RashA|nt Al =7} et
= 2] 4744 29 Aol MYt Teke 7 AT

2

Ho q
o

LY
ro
o2

2 o
2
:c‘é
%,
o
Lo
e ol
r U

o2
Z1o]L, “B. S. 2k 2 (Childs) 2] H ke ﬁyzgzﬁ%” rAstl L, 22 (1980), 49-91.
S, T Aok} BenlE s Al =] faleA A Mg nlud T,

AT, 38 (2005), 61-91,
A8A, A 1-97%¢] s At 7153t e e, CanondCulture 5/1 (2011),
203-235.
v2] ZAejdlo], “H7gn|g", A 2R O @%J ZEE Fojd] A & A
B AR 98 Aot & Agd 9
210.
o, IRz Apd = A7) e Fe| AE e gk AARYT, T 2
22133 (2022), 11-41.

otz o] olslE AF|dA: I FAEE 75w 218k o) Farek=tt
79 (2021), 131-165.

A (@A AT A7 A A& ] SalA 8, 2020).

g, “AAE ) O il o] Agk-glole] g4 oAl Zlole] gl oz’ T

480 root=Ch Fi31 2 45 (S 98%)



gt A7 66 (2009), 7-34.

_ AT Eek 97l tigh 78] (Canonical Criticism)4 122, T418}+}
AIAI; 23 (1991), 42-84.

_ et o Beke] A e AAH A7, CanondCulture 5/1
(2011), 5-36.

FLA, BAA AAAT R ezA o] ek A 20, TT1SwAME ) 359
(1988), 127-141.

FAIE, “olrtopr o] H7A A T A= BE
o7 Tarek=tt | 22 (2006), 46-63.

Z3], "B. Childs®} J. A. Sanders2] A7 v]H 4 AT H| W E T4 02 B Z7 v’
Fd7da 3318, 72 (2012), 58-88,

e, A7) Ale FEete] Alst, Al 9] (M2 T4, 2010), 53-96.

Anderson, B. W., Understanding the Old Testament (Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice~
Hall, 1998).

Bandstra, Barry L., Reading the Old Testament (Belmont, CA: Wadsworth and Thomson
Learning, 2004).

[
r o
'l
&
(rt
1o
oZ
g
i
o
3

Barr, James. 7he Concept of Biblical Theology: An Old Testament Perspective (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1999).

Barton, John Barton, Reading the Old Testament: Method in Biblical Study (Philadelphia:
Westminster John Knox Press, 1984).

Bartor, Assnat, ‘Reading Biblical Law as Narrative,” Proofexts, 32 (2012), 292-311.

Birch, Bruce C., “Tradition, Canon, and Biblical Theology”, Horizons in Biblical
Theology 2 (1980), 113-125,

Brown, J. Dickson. “Barton, Brooks, and Childs: A Comparison of the New Criticism
and Canonical Criticism.” Journal of Evangelical Theological Society 36/4
(1993), 481-489.

Brueggemann, Walter, An Introduction ot the Old Testament (Louisville: Westminster
John Knox, 2003)
, The Book of Exodus (Nashville: Abingdon 1994).
Childs, Brevard S., “The Canon in Recent Biblical Studies: Reflections on an Era’,
Craig G. Bartholomew, Scott Hahn, Robin Parry, Christopher Seitz, Al
Wolters(eds.), Canon and Biblical Interpretation (Grand Rapids: Zondervan,

2006), 33-57.
, “Critique of Recent Intertextual Canonical Interpretation”, ZAW 115 (2003),
173-184.

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 481



A Response”, Horizons in Biblical Theology 2 (1980), 199-211.

. Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture (Philadelphia: Fortress Press,
1979).

_ “The Canonical Shape of the Prophetic Literature,” Interpretation 32 (1978),
46-55.

, The Book of Exodus: A Critical, Theological Commentary (Philadelphia:
Westminster Press, 1974).

, Biblical Theology in Crisis (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1970).

, “Interpretation in Faith: The Theological Responsibility of an Old Testament
Commentary”, Interpretation 18 (1964), 432-449.

Crenshaw, James L., Old Testament Wisdom: An Introduction (Louisville: Westminster
John Knox Press, 1998).

Dell, Catherine J., “Proverbs 1-9: Issues of Social and Theological Context,”
Interpretation 63 (2009), 229-240.

Fox, Michael V., “Ideas of Wisdom in Proverbs 1-9”, JBL 116 (1997), 613-633.
Frei, Hans, The Eclipse of Biblical Narrative (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1974).
Fretheim, Terence E., Exodus (Louisville: John Knox Press, 1991).

Janzen, J. Gerald, Exodus (Louisville: Westminster John Knox, 1997).

Janzen, Waldemar, “Canon and Canonical Scripture Interpretation”, Vision 6/1 (2005),
22-31.

Leewen, Raymond C., “Liminality and Worldviews in Proverbs 1-9,” Semeia 50
(1990), 111-144.

Muilenburg, James, “Form Criticism and Beyond”, /BL 88 (1969), 1-18.
Murphy, Roland E., Proverbs (Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 1998).

, The Tree of Life: An Exploration of Biblical Wisdom Literature (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans, 1990).

McDonald, Lee Martin & Sanders, James A., “Introduction”, Lee Martin McDonald
& James A. Sanders(eds.), The Canon Debate (Peabody, MA: Hendrickson
Publishers, 2002), 3-17.

Newsom, Carol A. “Woman and the Discourse of Patriarchal Wisdom: A Study
of Proverbs 1-9,” P. Day(ed.), Gender and Difference in Ancient Israel
(Minneapolis: Augsburg Fortress, 1989), 142-160.

Noble, Paul R., 7he Canonical Approach: A Critical Reconstruction of the Hermeneutics of
Brevard S. Childs (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995).

482 Fok=Ct H313 42 (53 98%))



Perdue, Leo G., Proverbs (Louisville: John Knox Press, 2000).

Rad, Gerhard von, Old Testament Theology I (New York: Harper & Low, 1962).
Ransom, John Crowe, 7he New Criticism (London: Praeger, 1979).

Ryle, Herbert Edward, 7he Canon of the Old Testament (London: Macmillan, 1895).

Sanders, James A., 7orah and Canon (Second Edition; Eugene, OR: Cascade Books,
2005).

, “Canon,” in The Anchor Bible Dictionary Vol.1 (New York: Doubleday, 1992),
837-852.

, From Sacred Story to Sacred Text (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1987).

, Canon and Community: a Guide to Canonical Criticism (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1984).

, Torah and Canon (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1972).

Seitz, Christopher R., “The Canonical Approach and Theological Interpretation,” in
Canon and Biblical Interpretation, eds. Craig G. Bartholomew, Scott Hahn,
Robin Parry, Christopher Seitz, Al Wolters (Grand Rapids: Zondervan,
2006), 58-110.

Sheppard, Gerald T., “Canonical Criticism,” The Anchor Bible Dictionary Vol.1 (New
York: Doubleday, 1992), 861-866.

Stendahl, K., “Biblical Theology, Contemporary,” in /DB (Nashville: Abingdon Press,
1962), 418-432.

Van Leewen, Raymond C., “Liminality and Worldviews in Proverbs 1-9,” Semeia 50
(1990), 111-144.

Vaux, Roland de, 7he Bible and the Ancient Near East (Garden City: Doubleday, 1971).

Wilson, Gerald H., “The Use of Royal Psalms at the ‘seams” of the Hebrew Psalter”,
JSOT 35 (1986), 85-94.

Zimmerli, Walther, “Zur Struktur der alttestamentlichen Weisheit”, ZAW 51 (1933),
174-204.

873, 878 w& A, 7 W%, A 1-9%, ol <]

FZ 1 FofdMe| FAH ei7|of Felo| ofel Zel Atd _ o2 x 483



[ ABSTRACT ]

Canonical Criticism: A Canonical Interpretation of

Proverbs and the “Fear of YHWH”

Keun-Jo Ahn
Hoseo University

The purpose of this study is to introduce the theoretical framework of
canonical criticism and to apply it to the interpretation of Proverbs 9: 10,
which highlights the “fear of YHWH? as the foundation of wisdom. This
study explores the concepts of canon and canonization, emphasizing that
Brevard S. Childs and James A. Sanders — representative figures of the
canonical approach — understand canon and canonization not merely
in doctrinal terms, but primarily in canonical terms. In articulating the
canonical dimensions of Scripture, both scholars consistently consider the
historical and theological processes involved in canonization. Ultimately,
they seck to identify canonical rationale(s) that prompted the formation
of the present shape and arrangement of the Jewish and Christian
canons. Yet, If Childs emphasizes the dimension of the canonical form,
Sanders places greater weight on the functional dimension of the canon
community. Whereas canonical authority and revelatory character
represent the normative form of Scripture for Childs, for Sanders
they highlight the identity and renewal of the canonical community.
Nevertheless, a significant point of convergence remains between the
two scholars in grounding their interpretive framework in the canonical

context.
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By synthesizing the canonical reading theories of the two scholars,
this study proposes an alternative model of canonical criticism, termed
“the canonical- heuristic reading of text and community.” The study
seeks to establish principles of canonical interpretation from two
perspectives: first, a literary reading attentive to the rhetorical structure
of the text; and second, an examination of how the canonical community
formulated canonical principles from the text’s message for the discovery
and maintenance of its identity. As rabbinic midrash proceeds through
a dialectical reading of both ‘halakhah’, the normative dimension, and
‘aggadah’, the narrative dimension, so this approach attempts to discern
how the literary and normative forms of the text are brought into dialogue
with the teachings and narratives that renew the identity of the canonical
community.

As a case study of canonical reading, this research investigates the
meaning of “the fear of YHWH” in Proverbs 9: 10 within three canonical
contexts: the entirety of chapter 9, the theological unit of Proverbs 1-9,
and the broader canonical perspective of the Old and New Testaments.
The study finds that the concept of fearing YHWH constitutes a core
religious ordinance that preserves holiness against Israelites’ continual
temptation toward “longing for what is foreign.” In other words, in the
contrasting voices of Woman Wisdom and the Dame Folly in Proverbs,
the “fear of YHWH?” delineates the boundary of faith, revealing the
ways of life and death, and functions as “discerning heart”(1 Kgs 3:9)
that protects God’s people from idolatry and from any desire for what is

foreign, thereby preserving their holiness.

Canon, Canonical Community, Canonical Criticism, Proverbs 1-9,

Fear of YHWH
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