The Korean Journal of 0ld Testament Studies 100 (2026): 87-118
https://doi.org/10.24333/jkots.2026.32.2.87

AR - 23hA oA 2

219171 24782 FEiE+Y

LB (HAIcH)

1. S0{7p=ot

7o FAEL AARE 1 252 9
7] At (e 7194 20003-15504) B}l A] W

oJt, o] Al71e] ofn] SH2 ) Hhi L o}
Aoz ek, ApEA A QoINE vas
%

e
gl
Rl oz
b

L J% tlo
g
M —
2 o

i
L
1o
OO
ok
o
f us
30
an}

bl
Auj
=)
o
1o
r 2|
oy
o
g

23 9IH oz GAt! o]l nushd FAL 2739 WS
o] WA A oM Brom WA PHIRL AR FHOo2 71%d
A A UFe APS BelFuh? ol @ e 1o 2% WA A

—-

Yoram Cohen, “Cuneiform Writing in Bronze Age Canaan”, A. Yasur-Landau, E. H. Cline
and Y. M. Rowan (eds.), The Social Archaeology of the Levant: From Prebistory to Present
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019), 246, 252-253,

2 7 HAHE F /MY 2uE FoR AAA = APEde] A dEHem VY
4 10-94712 AL, o] thstel Tha el BAL Bstek. Robere B. Coote, Jn
Defense of Revolution: The Elobist’s History (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1991), 121-125,

87



T
9
>
T
o
T
(e
ol
of
i)
Jm
o
o,
N,
b
_O‘L
0
o
Ju
B
P
lo
Mo
)
S

g

g
=
i
>,
)
fru
J o
_VE
3
il
>,
o,
>
)
2
£
[t
A
S
B
Kl
)

L off e

oo 1o m¥

1o
r o)
)
Elolr
&
_C:L
g
>
o
2
=
o2l
rlo o
Ry
fz
e

=2
P>
[
o o
=}
(o]
o
L
Y
1o,
o
0 (
o
%
to
o,
12
>
o,
v
rot

ol
rr

i
o
o e
&
2o
>
ok
Mo Lo

il

=2,

i

£

X0,

oL O
w

312 Jol AsE
B 2| AF(Legal History) 2}l 7=t}
0

e} Sol| A PAdE AL, o' F ol o A=,

rE X
o,

>

=

o

HE o
rN

o
=
2
85

ol
N, of)
i)
rlr
A
Wl
~
>,
2
r <
o
K
>
ot
-
e
O
o,
i)
ol
L
2
~
>
2

o%
= k> 2 ol
o
ut
)

rit
rlo
to
o

rd
of
S
2
oy ok
=
o

3] A AR R B S ol

4

41

il
I )
g

s

O

I K
N
12
o,
>,
%
2
N
)
i
Sy
r {
:o:g‘l r>~1
Lo
AT %
rr X
X
i s
% 2
ET
o,
[o —
o zE
b
ok i
4 58
30 X

X,
o
My

w

B. Wells & F. R. Magdalene (eds.), Law from the Tigris to the Tiber: The Writings of Raymond
Westbrook, vol. 1, The Shared Tradition Cuneiform and Biblical Sources (Winona Lake:
Eisenbrauns, 2009), 11-14: 9737, “F-epd Aol A3} v 2xzehv] o} azte] ¥y
o Ta 13, AkAA 74 (2012), 7-8; oke], “no) TE HE AES] A o
) o %A ¥, TAALSIR, 264 (2024), 231, 239,

4 o7el TAET g WA Aolel $Ae) U@ el g ATeT ) R,
Sampey, “The Code of Hammurabi and the Laws of Moses 11", Review ¢ Expositor 1 (1904),
233-243; M. Zer-Kavod, “The Code of Hammurabi and the Laws of the Torah”, Jewish
Bible Quarterly 26 (1998), 107-110. 0] E(D. Wright) ¢} 28 skal= 97 3 53] 7|
P e A 2 A, 5ol e WAl s Fehe ol ozt
FHigh] Wdel PlaES A3 gl FaL FolA oz A3 AaEolge F114
73 E 983t} D. P. Wright, Inventing God’s Law: How the Covenant Code of the Bible
Used and Revised the Laws of Hammurabi (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009).

88 Fok=Ct, H32H 2% (52 100%)



>’i [" Nl
o r-ﬁ !
(R rlo o
oto i.l -
LIS
32 ol
L Lo
4 R
rm _l}\’l.: —
= ok
o Ix
5 Mo
w I
M2 ol

ok,

e
ﬁ
of
=
8
o
L
rlo
L
>
>,
2,
oL -
L
Chu
o
fr
v
el
-,
)

do b oofy H

Fow ERET

37, D (. Welch) S L] A(T. Willi)e] e B - T2A AT
S ohe A T2 B4 A6 A58 UelA), a7zt 1

h -
o Je) T QT mE 2 2% 94 Agae] BA4 vl
=

A Zg A7 3

AA, SFOFE(C. Fuad) @] AAL- 23t ] APt} Fole= gl 917

5 Timothy M. Willis, “Blasphemy, Talion, and Chiasmus: The Marriage of Form and
Content in Lev 24,13-23", Biblica 90 (2009), 68-74; John W. Welch, “Chiasmus in
Biblical Law: An Approach to the Structure of Legal Texts in the Hebrew Bible”, B. S.
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[ ABSTRACT ]

The Lex Talionis in Leviticus 24 from Legal-Historical
and Literary Perspectives

Young-Hye Kim
Yonsei University

This paper examines the lex talionis in Leviticus 24 from two
complementary perspectives: legal-historical and literary-structural.
While the /lex ralionis has long been recognized as a legal principle shared
between the ancient Near East and the Pentateuch, the distinctive literary
characteristics of its formulation in Leviticus 24 have rarely been subjected
to systematic legal-historical analysis. This study aims to fill this lacuna
by situating Leviticus 24 within the broader trajectory of ancient Near
Eastern legal traditions and demonstrating how its redactor transformed
inherited legal forms into a vehicle for a distinctive theological expression.

The paper proceeds in three stages. First, it conducts a diachronic
analysis of the lex talionis across six ancient Near Eastern law collections,
establishing that the lex ralionis was not a universal principle but a
selectively adopted one, consistently subordinated to social hierarchy
and expressed through quantitative monetary compensation. Second,
it compares the three Pentateuchal texts containing the lex ralionis —
Exodus 21, Deuteronomy 19, and Leviticus 24 — identifying the unique
transformative trajectory of each. Third, it analyzes the formal and
substantive peculiarities of Leviticus 24 in depth.

The analysis reveals that Leviticus 24 exhibits two layers of
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differentiation. Formally, it integrates narrative and legal prescription
within a single unit — a feature unattested in ancient Near Eastern law
collections — and organizes its legal content through a sophisticated
chiastic structure. Substantively, this chiasm serves as a legal reasoning
system that ranks crimes hierarchically according to their theological
gravity rather than their economic value, incorporates blasphemy within
the domain of the /ex zalionis, and extends equal legal standing to resident
aliens. The paper concludes that in Leviticus 24, the redactor appropriated
the legal language of the ancient Near East while fundamentally
reconstituting its conceptual foundations, establishing Leviticus 24 as
the most theologically sophisticated expression of the lex talionis in the

Pentateuch.

Lex Talionis, Legal History, Ancient Near Eastern Law Collections,
Leviticus 24 : 10-23, Chiasmus
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