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gt A7) 21:10-212 AR RS oRl7pe] &1 A4l 21:10-14),D
| W ol 7} g2 Ak :ﬂﬂ(*l 21:15-17), EFS o529 A (&l
21:1821)E 742 g &) o] FHELS AITHA AT tollA A<
EAE g2 A% 7] 22:13-29= E{if&o:l Q19 g o 3 (41 22:13-21), 1F
(A 22:22- 27) oFE5lA] ol gk ol %%( 1 22:28-29) 5 A7) 3=
tl, o] FHEL 5olehe FAE Tt A8 7] 24:1-4= o] &3 o <lo]
o2 AR AEsta b H o] ol g ATt e EAe A4
(palingamy)E THET} vpA| 9o 2 A7) 25:5-12+ 53 A =(5-124)
o} Btal Hol= ol H53 A5 (11-123)S A7t

Aol A58 A7) FAAA o]&d AdE FHL AW 7] 22:13-213%
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of gt F uje) WIE7LA] A7) st 2) Al 7] 22:13-21L &¢lo] 3 E <

T8 T A vl FAZRJA A E 25k ARlo] B3 s E YA
R= AAE A7

H =84 AAE] & AW 7] 24:1-4= ALSHA o] EHE tFI| R

Oe oles & A4 e % St d™Ee A S gEY. A7 24:14

© Y AW ol Aol 7 x27) He AEdE g G ol E v

st o] & A& FAL AR Ak = AArE 21 7] 24:1, 30 A7 E T3

o
o
Lo

so] fejo] WAEH W YAl WA ol & ZAE A, 110 £ F
3, 298 g FolA YUl 38 3 g% AR, A7) 24:145
o) TG B G5k, AEL 2MBTH TE), AB 7] 244 o] B ZA S W
& o19lo] ChE Ao ollZ} B3 5 vhA o gReA A o] & FAE
WA 1 el et o] H& 3 3 WA dHe] 11 E A opl= ol
Sof thA] 57 E 5 QIThE AL 2 BT A T YA T T o] E
WAL B AP As) = OE YU D AAE TA o2 Dol

Qg T 2AZ AN, A87) 244k T AR o8] BS T

% ASroletal Rt o] 72 oW Feke WAl =Tk o] e

B

flo

R

A

2) A1 22:13-212 48] F23 o
H 84020l thk = .

3) 4l 24:39] ‘H)gJsith = 24 RPO R BI|HTE ‘o] & dFets HE &= &
< ok R. Westbrook, “The Prohlbltlon on Restoration of Marriage in Deuteronomy 24:1-4”,
B. Wells and R. Magdalene, eds., Law from the Tigris to the Tiber: The Writings of Raymond
Westbrook. Volume 2: Cuneiform and Biblical Sources (Winona Lake, Indiana: Eisenbrauns,
2009), 399; A. F. Botta, The Aramaic and Egyptian Legal Traditions at Elephantine: An
Egyptological Approach (London: T&T Clark, 2009), 60, n. 270.

SETE AY9E AY2: B ZHA =T HRZ Tug 25 R2SA, A 2N AE A
fA FE Fof o] &3 BHE S FFl T oI 2L R o] 2Tk “UE U
ofiel o] ZR T I = 1 o/ WA ofi7t ebtietal A st = o] & A AS(silver
of hatred, money of hatred)& & o F7} th” A7 A o]&dth et HAPA R, A&
‘Tt o). ‘LSt & oA o] 3P = M staL Ql=H, ol Yo A<l
The Ancient Near East (vol. II)9 = ‘hate’”7} ¢} E} ‘divorce’ 2 GG A& T3z =
BHAAY 2= B. ZeA =, ") 2F 3 AR, FUF 9 o [Ae: CLC, 2016], 440;
H. L. Ginsberg, “Aramaic Papyri from Elephanine”, J. B. Pritchard, ed., The Ancient Near East:

S5 OFoE Y 840% 359 s FH A
P

A New Anthology of Texts and Pictures, vol. 11 [Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1975],
85. 921 vl 9 alTh ek EHo] o 3} AWH WE £o]Q L FE3|of 3.3, ofgo}
ol ‘HgstthE BdHE S 7198 AU JUTHA. Botta, The Aramaic and Egyptian
Legal Traditions at Elephantine: An Egyptological Approach, 595 7+Z3}2h). 3, 4l 22:13,
169 AFHE m st & FIsAE ojv] A3 AL AR Fe vhes GA T
(J. G. McConville, Deuteronomy [Leicester: Apollos, 2002], 339.). o} & F& uf) d}= 22
AEg o P T3 At o] o] AgET: “IH = H o Whe] olfiz} ofyH Y=
O o]/ 1 o] o] ofYth(&E 2:2).
4) NN G, A 24300 AFH =AL 71E 2 PFA H(last)’ 0] T



48 TYZAZAT 53 (2023. 10.), 46-67

T 18] AFE 227 mwet ofdE FAAA o] =T AW Y] 24:14= o
E5% A3E A5l Fa 7)ol o] do] a9 ghol] 7hEgt Aol
At A=71 AW 7] 24:47F G e TS W] &) fl& AE7)
24:1-45 WA FEEA B8 A= £33 FA meawnet w5
F8 Tol & o]o] B3It} o] & B S B3 A7) 24:1-47F 203k
A =25 A E o g AW 7] 24:1-40 A7) EE Hol LS F=x3s}
I YA A RS

2. 28

21, AHEI| 24:1-49] 712 E4

Felv 133 AR7 21" s @, 4de] FHolg B YAS
AAJA Aol A A & Atk Ao Fof A (ESV, NIV, NAS, RSV 5)
S 1-38E& 204AE o)dlsta 448 AZAHERE |4 g} 9 H(A. Warren)
2 21 7] 24:1-4= 271 A (protasis, P)3} A2 H(apodosis, A)°] HFH o=
Aol Aokal Bkth? 2= ob#f & o] 1bedell A HA A2 H(14)
] 31, 4278 o) F WA HA-AA)C] ATk 273

O

5) BAE o] =& AT 7HERS TR A WA ARRE ARt ZH <& 2|(C. Pressler)
= 19 WAEY] =84 AW HEHE B5F TR JATHC. Pressler, The View of
Women Found in the Deuteronomic Family Laws [Berlin; New York: Walter de Gruyter, 1993],
1-114.).

6) A. Warren, “Did Moses Permit Divorce? Modal weqatal as Key to New Testament Readings of
Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, Tyndale Bulletin 49 (1998), 41; ¥ 2+ =(G. von Rad), 3412 5= 1-3
A AAE 2AFSE o]l FTHG. von Rad, Deuteronomy [Philadelphia: The Westminster
Press, 1966], 150; S. W. Hur, “The Rhetoric of the Deuteronomic Code: Its Structures and
Devices”, Ph.D. Dissertation [Emory University, 2013], 299-301.).

JPS 9| BFL}=(Tanakh) F G(Iei#)S 1A £ AL A S HIRNA oA FHEEH
€ 0EA 138 AAE 20202 A = AT, 2-3- 0] 1bEdl tig BEa Ao
Z ola|sted, A E2()S 22} 1, 22 ¥} 38 Ftoll Yo ®713Fa A THA. Berlin and
M. Z. Brettler, eds., The Jewish Study Bible [New York: Oxford University Press, 2004],
420-421.).

7) A. Warren, “Did Moses Permit Divorce? Modal weqatal as Key to New Testament Readings of
Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, 43, 45. 9] A (A. Warren)2 19| =& 45Z A “1-2-3-4A=>THEN
M1 may not marry W”eFaL Bal=tl 1-2-3-4A7} o} g} 1-2-34P2 4T F a7} ot
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la 1P(*2) A MI1-man)= AAHW-woman)S #3sl3. 2 E30}

Ibe  TAGTY)
2P@N)  ARKW)ZF IM1D9] ol 23E YA Eoh
(&3 E wdsith. 7 29 Qb 127 mwE
A7)zl

1b3 2A IM)= °|E SAE 2231, 31, WEYE 5 T (may)®)
/o1& A5 2131, Fa, YRk 3 THmust))

2 3P A2 W)= M1 ] & W e Exove) 9 Aot

3a 4P1 =7 %X}(Mz)ﬂ IS Hoj3la o] SAE 2
1, Fa, JERWTh

3b 4P2 2 % A gAM2)7} FEt

4a 1A° a8 9, AR EAMI7E AZW)E THA] olglZ
HE =+ 8l

4b gs HASHA A Dt

Z0AN AZARZ AjdHol e T E—Oi 21 7] 24:1-48 A 38k=
oAl e mmrt 71250 Yui= ANS FEE A o2 AR FEIAT
(1bed 2] 1A). H &S rmetone H7H 9 H]%_‘Zi U] 3 RA A2
(1A F HA 2AH02P)E F&3o). kAR A2 1A sl Fshs W
£S5 A Astx ger) 9= A7) 24:1be0) 85ox ol mm7t 7]
E5o] AS5S FEZ oVt Arh HAWe] FAHH ox -r*-n% mmet on
S 2 v Zlo] oyt or mm T Tolrt Ao el & UER I
Ae 7Hegol AEAE A4F Favt Ak o]Ae] JHssithE A7
24:1-45 7129 E43=vE2A ¢le Utk

TG AANA ox M T o mmol AHEE AL 25 257 o)
oh10 HA 21782 48 FEl(Qatal), BHF, A FE S| FATE WA

8) o A7H FAMN ] £ 8 AR Tt 3ol YA BB A7 AR W, G
EoolEe T FE b AP AFAT 27k AR o EFA YL = Ak v}
15250 AFHE B AL ohelo}9he] SFE BA S A noite) R, 78] AA9| B
2 st} 19 ol & dl -2t

9) YL 1Al A8 W71 (weqatal) F 22 3] -8Z (permissive) P E 71 B o}
o] 4 (obligative) 5= HASI= A0 o3& 4= vt L oh(lbid., 43, 45, 46, 47, 50,
55). Y] s 29 TNYNA, 9L o7 EEEHPO FFol T ge Aol
ok o] 29, 0} 19:8/7F 1040 A& & 82 ool A] o] E& dEd A0 R 4l 24:1bE
Aot JAola, uh19:700 = o 73 &H(olE FAE —’Foi He2h o &2 4l 24:1bF ©]
afatal Aot

10) & 38:9b; = 4:8,9; W 5:27; 15:24; 21:9; Al 8:19; 11:13; 20:11; 21:14; 24:1; 25:2; 28:1; 28:15;

Ak 4:20; 6:3; A3 3:9; 23:23; 4FSF 11:20; &4 11:38; 3 12:16; 17:24; & 6:9; 7:2; & 6:15.
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AFEIL o] or mmo] AFEE=H, o] Afdle EF ox mm FE2
TP (i) 02 A ZE = 2T O R A D o] ok= ] or mm Sl
n 5y gelo AV AREE A FAELS BF 43200, 43200 ALER
or M A E Tl oloj A= B EFE BASH] g AXE ARE-
A= AoZ 98 4 AT 38:9b; W 21:9; Al 24:1; AF 6:3). 47 H S
3 o] 3| £t

do K

5
=

e I A7F 9] o] HA &S & Gt
Eozktkxaon mm A 38:9).12)

BAZE 78 Wl e, A 9l &gk, Wlo] Agrs &t
(Trox M), 2y s FE WS AR ASITHE 21:9)

11) 919 213 b2 & 728 g M o] 7ha3tth. 227 2x(B. K. Smith)& 47:200 AF-&
HAmrme EAFoZ «agA B Aol thitwill be)’Z AT 4 AT, TSN H, IS
Ay ALY AHoeR2 £AHIIT(B. K. Smith and F. S. Page, Amos, Obadiah, Jonah
[Nashville, Tenn.: Broadman & Holman, 1995], 129). AT <=3 2] =¥K(F. I. Andersen and
D. N. Freedman)-2 m'm7} o] o] 275 = &4l el 2] 9 v](modal)E 712 thar B 31, o]
g “HlFr7t geo £& 93 HelS Zolthand it would have been, it would have
completely eaten the vegetation of land)” =2 H S FTH(F. 1. Andersen and D. N. Freedman,
Amos [New York: Doubleday, 1989], 742)). & 7:29] mme FHEZH O Z QAXYH
(epistemic modality)E YERATE Fe] 2o dialA s FAA 4 =& F=3et ZAE4,
“d7 sl o] TAY FH 548 41, T A E AT 38(2016), 105-107.

3, 27O E(D. Stuart)= FAA w2 Aol tigk o= 0] Mo g o s Th(D.
Stuart, Hosea-Jonah [Waco, Texas: Word, 1987], 370-371). 1 2|(T. J. Finley)< ©] 7&°] o}
227} A7) & A7t gttt al Bopth IE ons Yol 2UECE vtETH, AZ
ol gle A HF717E 7o £& ¢33 H=thd o] 9 A F7Hand it will happen if
they finish devouring the vegetation of the land]”) 2.2 ©|&| SFTK(T. J. Finley, Joel, Amos,
Obadiah [Chicago: Moody, 1990], 281-283.).

A A YT 2(W. Gesenius)= F 38:99= “mm7t AR EHo] =3A 49 vrE %3 9
AAE YeEbd T 2ot O 98 FE S 3 A or AZ-ANA FAY A
S HHEH o2 YEh & AL R o]df gttt o]d 3Pt TFARZ A 38:9; ¥ 21:9; At 63
5 27NSTH(W. Gesenius, Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, E. Kautzsch, ed. and A. E.
Cowley, trans. Mineola, N.Y.: Dover Publications, 2006], §112ee. gg, 1590, 164d). Al Al %
229 FABHAE F&-F2 7% A 38:9, 5t 6:300 AF8-H on2 A 7EHQ] B20 2 AL&
Ao AHEth(E F&-T. Fee7h, T84 B 29, 2385 9 A& 71E,
2012], §166p.). €712} 27U (B. K. Waltke and M. O’Connor) = & 38:9; At 6:39) AL-&%
mme AAE e = A9 71E e s, A 38:9; Bt 6:30 A= AL AR ol
HEAHo R dojutk o =R o5 dkth(B. K. Waltke and M. O’Connor, An Introduction to
Biblical Hebrew Syntax [Winona Lake, Indiana: Eisenbrauns, 1990], 539, 643). 9] 474 &
ESV, NIV, NRS&}H' % E,, "I S, T2 HEA S wjvitl(whenever)' & AR&-3ko] AT
How WhEE PFo= ojsfsta] Mgrt. A, KIJV, NKJ, ASVES ol 59 U
|0l o]oj2 = &3] H ALH O 2 o] 3} “it came to pass, when he went in” &2 <
o R g2, TAGAA,, TET I E ol A= AR 02 R 3kt

13) AAY 29 T8 44L 71 F&-Feterte €7]-e 3 e 7 219 AIREAY

12

~



MFT| 24:1-40]] LIER 227 mplf SAF mxnone| AfREtA A
/ OolZE 51

Aol AAE FHelG e Atk T8y O 19 &
of To|E AA| EIFthnsnn xbox mm Al 24:1).14
njtjQkel o] ojxgtdS  o]F i(a)0letdE  FHFIHAL

@ rox ), Tjygke] LRk oh(t 6:2-3).19

o] 47 - o AHgH o m B 2] ofy g, o el Ak
2JA AZAE ] o] A= A& A &3t T (Declarative sentence, D)2

2T 9L F At orS EPH O E o]F 5| Ht=or mmS A% E 3
HE I 5s8e 5 Jdn 929 T 742 218 7] 24:1-45 A B AL
A7) 24:1be0l r Mol AF ==, o= A7) 24:1a0 Ad5E A W
A W& ol AbdEo] o] A 3L Tt o' Algo] ol & Bro]ste] 1
Hel Z2ES glod dubdog = el HAY R At add $-
27} F53=or mme] AFEE AW 7] 24:1beoll = AFEo] ol & FH 3,
AEstR e 2y 2|yt 19 3olE AR Eah= d3e] 2UE . o
]9 E5=3F Aot} 1 o] f= BEo A 17 T A A a1 mnE
Athal Z3t) o] 2 13| 1bed FEl = AE3 F ARl dlojA= W
o] AFHT

A 7] 24:1a00 AFEE o mS 2 A EX 2 B A o] olyg} Al
7] 24:1a91 4 A& AFE Ao dojo] A2 HEo] o]oA A &
dv] FE= 7S ok 2YHERE AW Y] 24:148 EAE of 138 S =4
HAZ 7|0 E 1280 AF8 AR g2l 1ba@d ] ARz o] Aojo] A7)
a1, 38 7R Aol ALH R o]ojA 1 itk & Q). 1-3E 714
o] BE AIES AR A5 . d-Y AAES HAY Ao R
FAFN O E AR A4 B4 Ao R ¢la W F, 48004 o] &
g o 2 HE2 ko] YAt 133 A= 4ad ol AFH F42 AL
AH ZAE AFsta Uk A9 rE TS ofo] A YA

==

N

oo n rr
ﬂl[O ol

)

ou & 717 HHE ¥ 07 o] elA| ¥, “Rhef Wlo] ErhH» O 2 M Hste] =A<
o Z ol Fh(E F&-T. Fet7th, T84 slEelo] &y, §167¢, g; B. K. Waltke
and M. O’Connor, 4n Introduction to Biblical Hebrew Syntax, 181).

14) AAY-2=& 4l 24:1 o]3}= o] v] A|ZHE FEo] 2 T/ FRLZ uiH= AL &
3t w7 FEQ ol yE-F E(anacoluthon) O 2 ETHW. Gesenius, Gesenius’ Hebrew
Grammar, §167b). 1742 313 A ©r =2 F4o] A&l A, or mmell o]o] X = F Ak
34" A8 TFE A ZEE E30] o]o] A AT Al 24:1beE F T FA Y AH 5
E XA A B3 ok toha, 7l 527904 &skRo] mmE mmE vkE AL Al
TH(W. Gesenius, Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, §112y. 33.).

15) 5t 6:2b F3hol| ‘&t eth EtE A HEA flo] 45 FHV G502 AMEFH AL 9]
i, 0le SPE eSS T2
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o
Y
e
v}

la 1D(*2)16) A M1-man)= HAHW-woman)E F|3taL 2L
lbe  2D@EN M) AZKW)7F IMI1)e] ol &3S LAk Rak

b 3D IMDE °1&F FAHE 23, F11, YERATHS)

24D AAW)E M) FE Wb T @R M)
A3t

32 5D EA EAM2)7} dofstal ol & FAE 23, T,
Rt

3b 5D’ T2 =4 AM2)7F Fet

4a 1D’ a9, AR M 7E W) E ollE HE
4 UTHID+2D+3D+4D+5D/5D’=>1D")

4b g A shA et

Gz A7) 24:1-45 2043 AZA Y #A V) ol 138
B ulgol B4 3,19 o] AL E0] el ARAA Y oo XA Q)
FA QA ALd Ao R o3’ F 4d ol HFZF FAeko] YT &7
oh20 = A7) 24:1-4004 ¢S F e AL o 2o G
M1)7} 927 nmpE S48 7] ol oh(W)$} o] &gttt A RE, 1Y =
o] & AAEE WA Rat= AU AF I, 2 AFEM2)F AEST O
W7 A &3 5 o] EeAY AP S A, TAl A WA EA M7 S A
o AEsE 7R T F &8l oF slerp A7) BREL o5 FA3T 1
TAZ TGN ;& < AR o] B UEI2F AMD)E 1Y
o A& 4 gloka ¥l $-2l= gy ek o sl gt 419 7] 24:4a0]

A<
o4&
= 3
—

=]
LY

o
T

16) Al 24:10 A9 o= WEH oA AHEE I o o] AdE 71789 &S 9w
$TH(M. H. Patton, “Working with Biblical Hebrew Prose”, M. V. Van Pelt, ed., Basic of
Hebrew Discourse: A Guide to Working with Biblical Hebrew Prose and Poetry [Grand
Rapids, Michigan: Zondervan Academic, 2019], 55.).

17) A7t (weqata)F 22 714 9] 43S &71THM. H. Patton, “Working with Biblical
Hebrew Prose”, 64, 144.).

18) FH o] AR oA F& o] & FAAA o] 0| Pt 5] Eelo] ©ole= o E, &
AH o2 At Zeldl(cutting) S 2| v ST

19) Fhd Fol 473(TANAKH 99)= =083 AA- ] AFolA AHstA &, A%
H EZo =2 &7 A, Berlin and M. Z. Brettler, eds., The Jewish Study Bible, 420; J. H.
Tigay, Deuteronomy (Philadelphia: The Jewish Publication Society, 1996), 221-222 3+ 2.

20) A2 FEEA AR 2AAN ARAR ola|sts A FA Aol AN kot A
Iz A SRR LAAR, A Y] AFE S HE AR S F U= A
ol UF 9r e FHoE E T YT



MET| 24:1-401 LIEF 227 mpt SAF menene| A2t

/Ol

HAl =t

g5

Wi |'t'_|

w

0

et
30

AeE = FA menone] Fejek 1 ou)E HEs] FAE Zavt vk
AR mnene] FE) 243 L ojrE BEe] & HHY, Ad=HA AT
24:1-4 ZAA &] olv] & nvt2A olsfist= |l g A& T 77kl Yol
= Aot

>

.

30 N, ol

2.2. NMEH7T| 24:4a2| SAl nxnvne| SHEf EAM1 7 90|

HA 2o S A3 g o] 7]|(P. C. Craigie)2] Y2 Ay 1z}
A ol7= AR AR RS AAH ) 2| rF s A 4 oA
FART 2= a9 F A dEo] A A G tisA 2A4gszl A
S 2 7HA gt I8 & G A8 A2 o] & Aol aldshE 1t
o7 B, OF o] 29 o &t T3 & FASE #l9l7] 18:205 AW
7] 24:30] A g3t} o] 2 Q3] 2= A WA G dis) RS Ao
2 B2 A nt 19 9] F A dEo] 19 E Hysle YA A9E
ot B ¥t I s FHA SR o]E FAIE W] & AL
g A &3 5 AT

A7) 242F o] & T O E AME T A &S FHA SR I ofH
GAMI7F A9} ARt} sts S G4l 24:4)S D3t
A A7) 24:1-30] DY AP AHHES At E AT ¥+

21) P. C. Craigie, The Book of Deuteronomy (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1976), 305; E. H. Merrill,
Deuteronomy (Nashville, Tenn.: Broadman & Holman, 1994), 317-318. W € (E. H. Merril) =
g 0] 7](P. C. Craigie)?t 22 Yolth E(J. H. Walton)& Z#H0]7] 9] Y& &
9 g Ao A AlZFE AL YTk AL 2N EHE A =ERS (R Westbrook) 9] 34 AHE A5
3FT}(J. H. Walton, “The Place of the Hutqattel within the D-Stem Group and its Implications
in Deuteronomy 24:4”, Hebrew Studies 32 [1991], 13). °F&(R. Yaron)¥} & &H % 2+7+
2 9] JA-E AM S| &7 S TH(R. Yaron, “The Restoration of Marriage”, JJS 17 [1966], 6;
C. Pressler, The View of Women Found in the Deuteronomic Family Laws, 53, n. 32.). 2 2 9]
28 38 #=3}e}. Philo of Alexandria, Philo, with an English Translation, F. H. Colson
and G. H. Whitaker, trans. (London: Heinemann, 1926-1944), 3.30-31.

WA EE Zge]r] o 4 fFASH. WA ES A7 FAMID)9F o] &5t BHE A
FM2)3} AEE ot AR A4 9 Fol BSR4, F AF o' Fridth 1e 4l 2411
< ol Eeuo] HalA] AT, T-E FA(M2) ¢t AET F ThA] o] EstA U APEEA &
A9 A AR GRMD S AES o 2Et Folgl A Gdd FHA AE
o] o]AlE 5 ol A5 FAMI) S} Al A Edh= A2 7HEE Aol Boh(iA
F, “AH7] 247 14800 A3 F4-AE, o] &, TP AL A Eol| A A7, A= 45
[2013], 58.). FTHYE S A 24:1-4& 7H-E] A7} efslE o] 7k EA S Wgd T T
FTHE Y, TFNY W A7) o A7), & Bo R Jhe A [ thE]
043, 2011], 261.).

22) FATF Ao} AEs AL o] Eofl o] 2A] 1 FRE PAL Al G 9= 4l
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S A AAE whe} o] E5F a2 AED 5 AATH(A 24:2). B At
of Wt F3 1o A& A o] obythd I = TlsiAkE | 1
o= gafiztel sigE 7)ol g o] e] &4 A5Ho] Wolxlt) A o]
71 e ool 8% o7 FAF mnene] Feol tisl &4 &t A
AELR] =
SAF ool thall TG, T AT “me HE AT A WY
SHATE & o st AdE avt Jvh2d) npaet BEMT)2 3 E
‘%%ﬂ%%ﬁﬂﬂiéﬂ%@mmwlmmdﬁmnﬁmﬂwmwﬁzAﬂﬂ
T} .260) 1 H| FA} nxnonY X]"g‘ Yo & Z5& B & 448 7}
A & FHo] 7hestth Age HIATIAY AXE vHEA] AL ge
A AR SRS ket BE o] LTlsRol AR F FHA TESFY
Fe(mnea[FE o, SESRY 45, 394 W) E ¢l Aotk SEY
g2 o «aurt A S FAS T A HAH (L HAA) = ¢S
T AT F 1A 7= FA mnenE 55 AAE FEE gle Tl
3 7Hssteh S A manen e A F- mnen( 3 gl ol, S|l ETA ¢g,
O#*JEHF)OJHL 7ol <7t A7) Al BAsIT AL 222 A
gioproltt. npA Bt 542 5 FE(mno[FEH o}, 32 ¢hs, 304
TE = Aolrt. o] Aol A mmens “AFATE 1HE FA ST
AJAAE)sHE 27 A= vtk Al |A ¢7l& AAF on & 713

Fl

i

[o

24: 140 A T-FA] =

23) R. Westbrook, “The Prohibition on Restoration of Marriage in Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, 389.

24) WZL(J. G. McConville)> Z# 0] 7] o] FAH 1 oJlo] o] Estal F+ A 2EIT
I 3|A o) AS BAG AR B 4 gl B ATHJ. G. McConville, Deuteronomy, 359.).

25) ‘dgs sk ate dole Uz fﬂEH(-mr:m)i AHgE = e, W 5:13-14, 20, 2990 A
B 9Ao} @ ol A7k 51 Ao 1o Bl o) ol £A4 SeUA e Aol =
g% B

26) AAY 29} F3-Feertes SESY(Hothpaal) 2 —.—‘_E]-(W Gesenius, Gesenius’
Hebrew Grammar, §53. h.; & 5&-T. T2} 27} TA A 3B glo] ¥, §53h.). &, &7
9} e I+ S E S (Hothpael) B2} F-ET} o] FEJA 1 FFol+ 535 ATHB.
K. Waltke and M. O’Connor, An Introduction to Biblical Hebrew Syntax, §26.3a-b). ¢ E-2 &
E 7} (hutqattel) & FEI A Z F-2T}(J. H. Walton, “The Place of the Hutqattel within the
D-Stem Group and its Implications in Deuteronomy 24:4”, 9.).

27) &71¢} 23 = TENRS FHE F5 S 7R AAF LR He o] BA 4]
7Fed e AN, $A FHE TESGY FEHE JHAR 1 v 53 FE
(Pual)3 22 AL 2 o] 3| $Th(B. K. Waltke and M. O’Connor, An Introduction to Biblical
Hebrew Syntax, §26.3a). AAUS2E FLAYH 5oz HIITHW. Gesenius,
Gesenius’ Hebrew Grammar, §54. h.). 3+, F&-F2 o 7l= «“oQlo] 222 A4 & T H
Sltte o ® B A AdsiAR, ©d] 197 HE A S 8 5 deket A
FUHE T, F-2h27k, T4 38 elo} £4,, §53h).
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37HA EHE BA A REE AL A MR SESY ?‘ﬂEH('mrsm %
grtoh = ¢S A 21\ rE At AAd® Aelr]ol A WA ¢l
9] FAZ o] AakAtel ofs] AAF o dEFTE e oéf&‘i}?g) z
Egg 5HY A IUE FIAE BrE ofHo. o] o<lo] RA sttt
= WA S T2 A S AHL oA T, o] ofRle] AR MEY A PFe T A
HoesvHEYs d5s Aty doe o] FAsitE Ad-S A H ]
IV e AR E BT AAHES FoHAS 7HeAE AT €&
(J. H. Walton)& 137} 2%ty AAdE AL IS £ 2HA e

Z|BtE IWE 9@ 2gA vheEna 20430 A= o] 2 /18] 1+ o
T AARE LA %”6}% A M) F ol A Lkefof gkt

T A S S Ed Fe(mwnen SIEHIOhE ¢S A, olE T
ofQlo] AAE 7] A4S A O}E}L AAFACZ ¢l 4 At 3]
3d Fel= ¢S A¢ AU 3]
ar, ZU—%h 271 XP“ o o g —erohﬂr

= “3] Eﬁr%‘ ?‘fé EH7P HEE Bas ¥o TA mnenE minen(s Erloh =
g2 = AAR, AAZ 2W7E A7 A B2 A S does AL
Aol 5tA B Aotk AW E o] Afolx B8] o] AArE W
S 2=
= T BA

7} 1 52 FH(mnon FEWOHE ¢&
AzA d8de A8 7H = I, vt o) o

28) &=L JUWrt FAstv AAHER FoHa, 29T BAsiva B At A
AN A A G E A3, AAES FHOZ o] & dd Ao =E o3| $t)(J. H. Walton, “The
Place of the Hutqattel within the D-Stem Group and its Implications in Deuteronomy 24:4”,
9.).

29) €719k 3= JESRE eyt d2 A FAVE seE Ee AAE W
(benefactive reflexive) &2 AF&-2 (3 20:7; 4= 9:12; 474 8:33; § 1327)7 & &
7N g ThH(B. K. Waltke and M. O’Connor, 4n Introduction to Biblical Hebrew Syntax, §26.2¢.).
SEAI R, Al 24:40) ALEH SESY FEjE FA FAE AL S RSt ddEE
ZolBZ A3 FAY] FAZL 7 E de AR EHR grlde o5 o] ¥
JeiA 7)ok LIV E Al 24:49] A maonE FEE e AAY £ SHE &
AskA Feth AANE 2 55 TR e& ZF(mwwom o do] FEA Lz HyI S
€ AM 2 E@SANL, 2 o] AR ol FEE de dvvt e AAA ST
ol A 7ol BA= A A &R0l obd T2 FHE ¢l 2 AL ALdF

30) J. H. Walton, “The Place of the Hutqattel within the D-Stem Group and its Implications in
Deuteronomy 24:4”,12.

31) &719F 27199 sfAo] mad 9 dY A FAolE g5t wiHel
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< Al eksh= W2 (J. G. McConville)2 A 3t AH7F 1Ud &
ISl 7(3

sttty A = S th(declared

unclean) 2 o] 3] & oF gk} Er}.32) o <l L BA3) ?4_~ SHA] g 3k7]
of FA3kA tha o373 YAJARE, FHE S| A= oY 1
HE 7| w3k 2 9}3’_ Jd7F s 7ol e ojd| A4E UrE
Atk JdE A AR HFS B, duF e ALY 52
?ﬂEﬂi e E‘ﬁ o 1% Jd7F FAHOZE A YALE HFHO0E &

31ch.
»zm 9 Qe o BYSTh AT Aelslo] 1 eIl e e
ol A5 iz o) Al A2 AL WST S el A

Ha A AAE B o] 3 WA g Y Fhs o) Atk ol Ee 1A
o2 A9l BASG, RANRE] BT 4 9 Aol obigAT
GHMDY Qi Fo] B wolEedd RO B 5 k. dHe
TS ROy HEUR, 2k O Ao 19E st A gt

g&ol ol EA A= of 150l o] E5HAl | Aol

ot 5 F A mnenE 52 FHi(mnen FEMWOHE ¢S o
=9 ¢719k= 22l AW 24:1-49] Y &< 5 © HE3| ol Aot
21 7] 24:40] AFH FA mnonE S FE(mwnen FEHOHE ¢S 7

hd

FALS] B2 o] = A28 FAZA FA 1HH A o= FofstA FoB. K. Waltke and M.

O’Connor An Introduction to Biblical Hebrew Syntax §27.1d, e). @l 13:449° 2|3} H A AL+

< 53 95y 2d /\]-‘“)'01] st ol & Fleta, 15 FAsa ﬁﬁﬁﬂ'q(ﬁ]?—ﬂ

). =3 v Ry o] A A2 A2 ’d“%%l 2738 AAelA W A&
g< Ao)t}.

32) 1. G McConville, Deuteronomy, 356, 359-360.

33) o224l 24:40] AFH FAFAL AN FHA AEo] IO Z A&E F U=
5 B35 8= d O F3Z o] Itk B TR, Yaron, “The Restoration of Marriage”, 8-9.). ©F
29 YAE AA = A= E<L(J. A Thompson)JEl(J. A. Thompson, Deuteronomy
[London: IVP, 1974], 244.), o]l ti&ll 7}7]7}A(C. M. Carmichael) 4l 2439 A5 & F
WAl drie] 8 Folw of2| Qo] o W3 fEgvrol thalA 3 H o] HC. M,
Carmichael, The Laws of Deuteronomy [London: Cornell University Press, 1974], 205). 91'd
(G. I. Wenham)= 7}u]7td o] AAE A A TH(G. J. Wenham, “The Restoration of
Marriage Reconsidered”, JJS 30 [1979], 37.). 8-S 4l 24:19] &4 #AHS 143
(incest)2] T A o] &) FTH(G. J. Wenham, “The Restoration of Marriage Reconsidered”,
38-40). HZ((P. D. MillenE ¥ 4%&& AXAFThP. D. Miller, Deuteronomy
[Louisville: John Knox Press, 1990], 164.).

34) A. Philips, “Some Aspects of Family Law in Pre-Exilic Israel”, VT 23 (1973), 355, 356. 3+4,
A22:15219 AEF & FHE 2 AR BRI 34 AWl A ALALE T HY| F
13 AL TR BAE f8 FAE HAL RIES AV & AT )L G
McConville, Deuteronomy, 339. &%

-{}o'r
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A3 HHE AFS AT AEF o) E, AEL Y FAA]
oA} EFHojof gt} FFA|NE, AW 7] 24:4= AME o] 58 HEHE @
Heol AUzl 2k d A o] AREHASS A A0 218 7] 24:1-32 &
Aol dtr oz 3 AHo =z dr|gol A 5 = I AHES
25k, T g8 B33 o] 52 HE 5 ' AWM vhE7kA] Ao
g P vt 7)ol Al 7] 24:45 A7) 24:1-300 & B3 Ao bl

& F A E(palingamy)= & A 5F3L A T}37)

2.3. NI 24:12| =237 mwe| 2O

vy

n27 mwZt 1A AFEH FAEY A HA OREs o] dEbE <l

35) R. Westbrook, “The Prohibition on Restoration of Marriage in Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, 404.

36) 7F$-Z0KS. A. Kaufman)2 4l 23:20-24:72 A§AH A “=E5A3}A] LAY KA 5:20)”
o gt B} 4] 23:20-262 o] 22 ANE FAE AS THF I A= W,
A 24:1-49F A 24:5E B A 02 AFGun)S EXNE AL OFa, A 2472 AA A
Al NS EXE= AL ZAsA v FITHS. A Kaufman, “The Structure of the
Deuteronomic Law”, Maarav 1:2 [1978-79], 139-140.).

37) HFIEEM. Weinfeld)= A 7] 9k A& A Abolol &4 W &o] Yo 7ASA 429
ZF30:6; A1 19:149}F 7 22:28; 21 23:15[16]<F & 30:10; A1 23:229} # 5:3)& BlwL 3} A7)
3+ H THM. Weinfeld, Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School [Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1972], 260-265). T2t 27k vl H E o] vl o] FH3FHA FA o7} 2 A AR A
< A3tk A9 7l elE )57 ALEE AL, A F A o= bpo] AMEHE T FEterte by
O 2 Aea, G dold 5 L, FAAR] BHate] oA & HojE uf A-gHE R
Hol A 7ol ALE-H 8o F O HH A o) il dukEQl A A Ul & ta) FAbe B
A gAE Y o AEE 3 QT ETH(T. Muraoka, “Notes on the Syntax of Biblical
Aramaic”, Journal of Semitic Studies 11 [1966], 162).

2 24:400 AHEE w50l $10] M e A8 Y AP AR AHA o2 G dofu)
£ Qe o, 7hs Aol i ARI(Iele] FRE BAL WA ZARTIL A o]
Aleha 2 9 ThA) A E8171 2 dhebs dAMI ] el A o)A RS Ao B
% glet,
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73S0l A AT, 1 o) E TS g A &l FA| FREHA AL, 480 AF
H A mnonE WA BEASIE T FAF nxnonol ojd EAo] A7)

24:1-4 AAE olslsteE 83 DA E AFA e flolA ARy
ok A mxnong] ulE RISt | H oAl A7) 24:19] 1271 mE
= AA =
A 7] 24:19 AFE 227 mwesE FAS u @7 A AR YgFL o]
}% © 2 Er} wheF a1 myE IS (adultery) &2 o] &) $Hrh A 38) A1
23 A oju] HES AAE AL B2 H FYS G Aol +f
}% o], A 7] 227%2] 8o mEW, A 7] 24:19 Ad5H o] HUL2 ]
o] olye} F3olgte Aart A of gttt I EE, AW 7] 24:19
,—;L 37 mwe HES Pt A et A2 O A7) oFsithar
2= 9]t} 39)
g&ﬂi, A7 2=®IA(D. L. Christensen) 937 mwEs “EAHL Z(a
naked thing)’ © = W3t I+ o 9] sHA7F 2t A, 5 EA 3 Ak
S 7M7) Ao olaf gt} AT 12 mwE A FQA 2 F9E T}
F/lﬂh AL ol th BE Aol &  JES S/ E A=, A0 14
9 F7F =29 A J3 o) = dl#n| ool 7t 1:83 o 22 16:37°) 4]
Jﬁi}ﬁ o Faslolgb= ol sHAI7F Eeld A frAFsiTHA0) Fv] X~
AAS 1147 HES MElA = ekokAuk AA o7 1y ok =L gk
I 2ot g zEAe] e 1 g lso] £ AV o EO}E}
AR Z, 7FIE(A. J. M. Garrett)= :LL% AR B} JHr7 A&

o i i

i
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m°i‘ e rlot

i, ade] G ol & ]'7ﬂ E]Oi‘:} 7%’4] M1 mwE 1Y o
F3H F4 23 uncleanness of a word) 0.2 o] 3} +t} 4D A HA| A

1& ¢A HAaL, o] 2 A8l 2= T} o] EskA doh A AR
AN o] &3t & ThE AR H AE3 o] 1S F HA FH I =3} 3

38) MW EE 127 mwE 3 ol dFHE e ARG AL F PP 4H dE=
otk o2 s A WA FHe 2e AEL F {lvkal FAIJTHM. Weinfeld

Deuteronomy and the Deuteronomic School, 269-270, n. 4).

39) A. Philips, “Some Aspects of Family Law in Pre-Exilic Israel”, 355.

40) D. L. Christensen, Deuteronomy 21:10-34:12 (Dallas: Word, 2002), 566-567. ©]-2¢ll= 21 mwe
g719] =E& FAEH, o] BHAQ AAAE 3 AR A3 o] &5HA HAUATAL
A ATH(o] 2ol “T-HFAA & o] & olall: FLTE Akl FA, THek=th 49 [2013),
210-211.).

41) A. J. M. Garrett, “A New Understanding of the Divorce and Remarriage Legislation in
Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, JBQ 39 (2011), 248-249.
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AE A7lol 1Y E oln 5 HHAT L 2ok M Es A dA 3
A gsta, 28 Ao g2 GG AW 7] 24:1-40 A5 E A A
A gHo] Al 94 AR B A S AV S ORI At
ot A2l T Es 22 ofQlS R o' Hrtsta 1o ¢
olo] B F wojof ah= AR 7] A] YT

Aol Al dAIE= 2A AL(P. Guillaume)2 oI ¢lo] B o] e qe
S ozl Mo 2ES Fall 9T F AdtT Bt 29T o E A
AR, FLEA AFE FA ZRG. AL 1T otelE THE
29710l A 7] 24:4= T Al A WA G 9 A ESEA] Elhs Aok
AT Boh42) AR ¢-2 = gep Ry o] &fQ oW o 4149
AlFM(FA 420:)014 ofel& 7H & gl E9o

NS AT 5= ) o] AE Aol = o2} F&Eo]
Aol o] &9o] A7} E & floha Zateh dHo] $E& T4 ok

A

=
W U do] ¢l RE Ao 4457}
A

= fo

al

rr o

r

0% of 2 22 gt fY tlo QoM M
4

o 2 5L

& JHFE S ool AXS PPv= A E 7T 1A
, ol A FAL menonE S8 JEl(mwnon SEWOhE 9= SHS @
dofel ofsf 3] 295 FFS AT EAATH2.2). 1HH,

= 27 mwE g¥Ho] oL 9% LA Uit ZAE YA =

J o 2

42) P. Guillaume, The Economy of Deuteronomy’s Core (Sheffield: Equinox Publishing Ltd.,
2022), 185. 719] A2 A7)l afE = AL EE BT = Fol7]dl, Al 24:10 A
HE T4 mnene FEE £46HA gt "elul. C Laney) = ©] 74& AAZ A
3l EdoZ E 4 Qv TThJ. C. Laney, “Deuteronomy 24:1-4 and the Issue of
Divorce”, Bibliotheca Sacra 149 [1992], 5.).

43) AP 2= B. ZIAE, Tut) 25 &8 A3y, 441; H. L. Ginsberg, “Aramaic Papyri from
Elephanine”, 84-86.

44) 1] 8402 (https://www.law.go.kr/™ B /F1H/(20230628,19098,20221227)/A|840 %)= &3
< 67N 5O o] EAfroll SR FeTh U 40T AW o) EAFE 671E
Askal ATk L oHl Aol B4 F7F ARNS W, 2. v A7 el 2 o de
o, 3 A e I HAEEORREH A% REE gE weks 4. A7) 9
AEo] M $AZREH A BEd dl & LS o, 5. v -9-2e] AT 3 o]
BatA otyd o, 6. 718t £ S A &) o B T AL S .

T 840% 15 & Wl 9Abe] RAYLE £ T Fflolx, ES EFeAU HE
o|2x] ofysii} Fo] Hx o) Fol A e A o] FAZ BT} o] 2FE
1S 5H 4574A & & v-9-2ke] 319] A o] ZRo] §lojof o] & AHRTE HE Aol g
8k, 565 oW o] Fdo] JIE ofyH glE o1& &4 = H8oltt ut, Bl
=0 iole EY o g I3 R A5o] A T AV} 3 5 52 Al o]=2A |
UTHA o] &2 AT 5 Ut

Mr X N (o
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gl Folth o= g I A4S ZHT §oo|th a1 mwe &
A S 7 7E S & oSy Rtk EAMI)7F Boo] AE&E
AT F gle AA o o|2A HAth F=33H7] A8 EA7 Hi sk
ZA’& 718 7)1 E gojolth aa1 mwE 1YW E s (WS 39
“o]o7} e Ao E MY st= A o] viEA stk AW 7] 23:14[15]0 &

AR 927 mwe =Y A ot oby et A2 A3 ddste] &Td
th46) A 8 3 B A A9 7] 23:14[15]19] 227 mve A9 A B9
A di) e A0 g 773, A F o2 s mlAd ES 7 71\:}47) 237 My
7b 7ol met AE tEA MY TR oF7E AHEE e Flst
71l o Ht} spA Rt it et 2 o2 M o] TL ofv| & l"%%”\l%_‘ "
ofyzt F geloll FL T ol 77 AR Zle Belsk= A ol At

A7) 24:19] 7271 mweE 21H 9 o] E317] 93 2AS TRt
Ao JANAM & o I jgo] F-Hol=A el = o] 8o E AHE-38H
e} o]ET F Qe ZAR A Alg 7] 24:10) AFH 297 Rk
st Ay dHo] o' FAo|EX W& Aol olEe T A= T
o] ofye}, 17} o] &3t = A&l A 121 mwkes &0l & AHESte] A4

S e 3keta S U 5 AThA 22:14, 17 F%).49) AZo] W32l Azt

45) B2}-&¥(G. Braulik)2 737 nmyE W0 3= 2 (AnstdBige, objectionable)’ 2 2 H & &}
(G. Braulik, Deuteronomium II: 16,18-34,12 [Wiirzburg: Echter Verlag, 1992], 178.). ©] 8¢}
7k Aolh 12k W3NS olvIshA Sk Hehe A e ol geizh 4l Hol il
A% AT SV S, AN 0.2 vl A4 g shel Urhn wake

46) TGN, S EAT A, ;L—"‘J RS, 'E52 TEe 202 2 A gA |
g3t 3, TR R, 5_’ B AR OE Hste] o] & = Z o] & o] gt

47) °1]’\El‘%——‘?7—8 g 18:60] AFH cE2np= &0 A E 7t 7= Sy oA, A
23:159 AEE 21 mwe AFA YU E AMREHA et FATHR. Westbrook,
“The Prohibition on Restoration of Marriage in Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, 398-399.).

48) C. Pressler, The View of Women Found in the Deuteronomic Family Laws, 57, n. 44 3%

o] o5 FAsH BAA = M ste 4fvto] ubs IhgTho] o] &9 /\hrﬂ HAA
AL, AFAR] B StabE AL AR R ol E S & JThal Bttt 9 stake
mwE HIRA 02 Sk, aEke dolol A2 S Eok 1A o B0l 8EE R
st A% o] &9 AHreha BT 3, #@hH] opF| ke offj o] ZRo] Qlojx F At

OE A27L npEo Eol% o]ET 4 AE A= DT H| L (Mishnah)oll Al o] Eof] &
3k Q1 71 ’l(Gittin) 9:1000] X = = Lol g A& AT J. R. Wegner)2] 23} 1))
AE =88 =3I, R. Wegner, Chattel or Person?: The Status of Women in the
Mishnah [New York; Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1988], 46; W&, “A19 7] 2474 1-4
Aol # F4 - AE, o] &, 283 A& #T77,55.). WiZEL T Tt YAES
28t A “olliZt HAIE A Bl = o] EF A2t A sIRAA T, A 1=«
7} 219] 2ALE Hl Rt} 3l E(even if she [merely] burned his dinner)”2}3l &7 ¢k} & 8.2
£ AXste ol dFe] LAz &vldn

49) “E7R= oA AFHE, FHE & ARE BRI WS TR 4l 22:13210041 127 mwe}



~
ie)
02
1%
SN

)

o

N R ~
QL

o =
g
=2

b =
o =

il
i

)
+
T
N
2

&3 927 Mt =

e G Il F4o
HQFTh 50) o] & & T & 1
StAY olES 3t E2 H A
< FASY ek A iA
Eo] sigtdtid, A HA dH S
g ket o] = A A H Y AI8AI
Hr}52) AW 7] 24:4= 0] & o

Lo
%
2
o ok
o o
oft
bl
H ol
2
s
rr
ot % 2
u)
o

o
>
b
N,
(o]
Jo
19 g
o
2 ol

9
H
o 24

off
==
2
ot
ol
-

QL
2
X ope2 o > & N

-0

PR
o Y,

2o
inﬂmﬁ

Fﬁ
A
o
oL

0

o é 2@
)
>
)
o

% Ho

o 18
1t

o L

=CI)L_11

S

w e

(
e
=
o
O‘N N
rt
T
has o]
o
K N
:“ =
Oﬁ OH;
r
O
2

-

3. L= &

A= BE A 37 mmpE sk Al e Ay o2 Hed
& A A, FA mnenE 52 FH(mnen FEWOHE ¢S A

W g 5 9l g0l 548 FE| 1 oma1 nobu(A 22:14, 17)e] o) TG A & o
noopS v A2 W LE} BDB, DCH, HALOTO| W 2™, oma1 nobyS dillo]d
A ZA gl 14AE «]UI SFTH(F. Brown, S. R. Driver, and C. A. Briggs, The
Brown-Driver-Briggs Hebrew and English Lexicon: With an Appendix Containing the Biblical
Aramaic [Peabody, Massachusetts: Hendrickson Publishers, 2004], 760; DCH, “ﬂ?’bg”, 6:425;
L. Koehler and W. Baumgarter, The Hebrew and Aramaic Lexicon of the Old Testament
[Leiden: Brill, 2001], 833.)

50) A 247 AREAH O 2 ALS| A ofxte] @elo] HEEojok S W= Aolth R de
Vaux, Ancient Israel: Its Life and Institutions (New York; Toronto; London: McGraw-Hill,
1961), 149. & 22:21-27[20-26]; Al 23:16 5% AF3] 2 FA-E w&H sl of & HF=x3 0.

51) G. Braulik, Deuteronomium II: 16,18-34,12, 177; J. G. McConville, Deuteronomy, 359-360; R.

Westbrook, “The Prohibition on Restoration of Marriage in Deuteronomy 24:1-4”, 403-404.

52) FH¢- =0k Al 24:8-25:5% 8A ol thdk A o2 HQITH(S. A. Kaufman, “The Structure of
the Deuteronomic Law”, 139-140.). J. C. Laney, “Deuteronomy 24:1-4 and the Issue of
Divorce”, 4 &

53) 2% 7] kol A ‘7}%6&&4’% Ay o 2 SAF5HE JEIZIT = A2 H 9l A&
A-GE T SHAE, 8 18, 208 3= 28] BT dellA e TS d Aol A A A
wato] 274H A °L“E‘r N7 A 7HE3 AL AR E & S Are AR 725
26; 12:31; 13:14; 17:4; 20:18; 32:16) 3 A&#= 1, o] ¢} A&t A ES EdEH(E 7Fe
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oy ofo] A= Xﬂ%(é 17:1), g o o & npto] A& Z(A] 22:4), BV %
IE &fdthe] H B8 597 AERE /I 2+ Z(A] 23:18[19]), F3F A&
AR&8E ZH(A 2:16), AA o] 2ZFEF I AV Fo] THE (4] 27:15) Tol AFE T

P
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%X&’o‘}c’iv} A7) 24:1-45 ARW)Y7E A7 AR AES
a1, OFARRI A Rpe] o o] EFH o] o] &A=, 3ol ko] A F
A}EP(MM wyel UE 553 AZE diE 5 7], bhAl Adst= 4
& @7 FA Z=th 280 Ao Heojd o) AAxrt Ao R
HAFHASTS 2Nt GG o] S s Ak A<l FA I oA oAk
Ql A5 o] g3t do] AT, o= Az Zlo] 7] 21w 7] 24:4b
of “7tFd 2o 2 g g
A 7] 24:1-4= A 7] 2:22490 2ME A AES & A
B A7) 24:1-4% E£3F o] £l AT %HWOJ TAe &8s H 1
AEG 49l

= o] 9] et} 912 WE A A A E AA S Uk of
o] R )95 ol o] EaiA H Y, UL AET F o] EHAY AL
Mate] T2 WA SIS W, A WA PEo) o] ol g Apale) o] g H%H

oAl Al E(palingamy)dt= A<e FA3L AS5S AHREJT. 417
24:1-4= ARSI A ofAQl AALE BBt o o= ¢ 7J°}7ﬂ J] =
T = UATH A A AE HEE] 98] /IR 2R R s
AT, AZEY] hgol oA E Bk HARI AR WS u 1
ALBI7E QIA O] AL AT 7F A 71 A 92 F 4jhe] A7) mid E . A7

24:1-4 7P AR E ZEHOE WHRE B 2HS 4 Zlo] ohet
o] & oFg3tel s Aol phe-g Aolslor §& W BefFE ot o

TR Aojg Aobrks SeolA A3 opAg wEsok drke FE
Y @ oheh A8H Sfavk Bolo g FakA BEF WH oW A
Aol B4 Bage £ A9 2ok

<FA| o>(Keywords)
°]&, 27 mw, 7R, AR, 7HSE AL
divorce, 127 n1Mp, family law, Deuteronomic law, abomination.
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<Abstract>
A Study on the Correlation between 727 117D and RO
in Deuteronomy 24:1-4

Changyop Lee
(Anyang University)

This paper deals with the palingamy of a man who tries to remarry his former
wife after the end of her second marriage or the bereavement of her second
husband. In order to understand the entire statement of Deuteronomy 24:1-4
with a new perspective, a syntactic analysis of Deuteronomy 24:1-4 is
attempted. Key words such as the verb nNmt7 and 927 MY are analyzed.
Through this analysis, we can observe some correlation between the statement
“after she has been defiled” and the words 927 m17Y.

Unlike the traditional position of understanding Deuteronomy 24:1-4 as a
conditional protasis (vv. 1-3) and apodosis (v. 4), the sentences in verses 1-4 are
composed of declarative sentences (D) that describe successive events. X MM
used in Deuteronomy 24:1a should not be viewed as a marker for a conditional
clause, but rather functions to inform that new events are continuing following
the first event mentioned in Deuteronomy 24:1a.

The man (M1) uses 927 MY as technical term (the ‘objectionable’) to
lay the grounds for his divorcing his wife. Rather than being a term that refers to
a specific situation, 9237 MY is a term that refers to the man (M1)’s
‘opposition’ to show that he cannot maintain his marriage. The term denotes
unseemly behavior in general. There are three possible readings of the verb
mxnen without transforming or repositioning consonants. Reading the verb
RO as the passive form of the reflexive expresses the fact that the woman is
passively defiled. But because her situation does not fit with the reflexive usage
which connotes benefiting, I suggest that reading the verb xm® as the hophal
form (7M7) is a more suitable reading for its contexts than the reflexive form.
It fits well with the situations completely governed by the arbitrariness of the
man (M1). Therefore, Deuteronomy 24:4 forbids him (M1) from taking her as
his wife again by the unilateral expediency of her husband for his own benefit.

Deuteronomy 24:1-4 does not deny the meaning of the marriage introduced in
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Genesis 2:24. Deuteronomy 24:1-4 also does not aim to introduce general rules
regarding divorce. It presents specific, likely examples. Deuteronomy 24:1-4 can
be seen as expressing very strong intention to protect women, who are socially
disadvantaged. Deuteronomy 24:1-4 clearly shows that the goal is not to
fundamentally change the patriarchal society, but to control the hearts of those

who want to abuse his power for his own good.



