@
-

AL ME http://occr.christiantimes.org.hk/art_0086.htm

B gl P EM TR E 2 %)

F Ak PDF 5 2% | falfA& PDF £45 F %
FRAUF W

518

R YR EERE . —. WE BB ERN, EEEEE
B MG #2 ( paradigm shift )b F =BT RBEE S, S LR T B HEAR
[ &N | #3422 ( Reader-Response Criticism ) N B 221 — KEEm . 1 in
ROREBA A Tk B A 2 DL [ N ] N E T, HEem ) & AR AN .
AR L SCE BR[O MOME S AR, gk R LR KR

(& . [EE] . XK K TEX]
FHIA [N, WATEA =S, |k, e [1EE]

(‘author:A )? ik, #ER 3] (reader:R)? HJa, WATEFET MR [ )
5 EZ | 1E T3CR] (textT )M ZR? DU B3 223 [F] 2 X s ] B, °

Narrative Text

Implied Real ‘

Real Implied
Reader |’ Reader

Author ' Author ® (Narrator)— (Narratee) —

ERMBRAE T RHEEXCARIEENERRREE(A-T>R). X,
[ BB N R E S XAMEIRA( TR ). XALLIAN outside the text )
1) [ EIEAEZE | (real author )1 [ EIEGEF ] ( real reader )& f MA WM,
EPSE RN REE N [ HIEEE] - EREdfEd, EE— rmekiss
H T BE 1R ( decode ) M2 B (interpret ) XA . Y — 71, #EHESZ A

L E. V. McKnight, ‘Reader-Response Criticism,” in To Each Its Own Meaning, ed. S. L. McKenzie and S.
R. Haynes (London: A Cassell Imprint, 1993), p. 203. HIuX MR i £ R. Bultmann. 2 W. G,
Doty, Contemporary New Testament Interpretation, (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1972), p. 19.
PRENG EBUREmMME I TR RE] ), ChEMEE BT, S (1997
1), 7 99-101.

®R. M. Fowler, Let the Reader Understand — Reader-Response Criticism and the Gospel of Mark
(Minneapolis: Augsburg Fortress Press, 1991), p. 31.
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DR T AR HE AT I A RO . 4 BRI, SCAS BL(inside the text ) T ZEIRAE
( implied author )1 [ZHi%i3% | ((implied reader )nJ 3 fi# Jy t S0 Al 7w Sk AR
FAEEE WA G SR . R 7 DT S AR B A L ﬁfﬁ;‘ﬁ
AR A5 Sk R ZE N HH 2R o BUARFE ( narrator )T IR 2 ( narratee )2
2 rp IR S IR T i N, A HR BRLE BL A AR ﬁﬁl‘]%?’\jﬂﬁﬁ%o
CHRLEH U NOE - TEg] . [MEH] 5 [0kl xR,

W B fEE ——————

J I N

/ g i S‘C/M{JFE T\ HEKYE RO\

»l

J\—'Mﬁ%ﬂf%‘ > JRE OB < JENF - ki

[ BN ] M E SFTE & & ] ( meaning )AT [ 3] ( significance )
KEfR. R BRAEEMEE T, GEAHATFRIENRME; [ ] MRRE
BT LB ST R AR AR . UXBEFEH T AT, BN TE] A
A, BB T B NS AR A, 8

Wi [i#BRL] (Radical Reader-Response )3 f#

b SE L) 2 3 B T AE G Dy s L 2E T 3N S BRI 458 ( spectrum )
b AR [EEE RN ] HE T EREA G MGE N E . AT IR A BLAR
[ 246 X BY 2 W0 JL S T i, 4k i e 2 A e R HE B AR X 3 S relativism ) AT
F X ( subjectivism ). MATZIE S E XA S E XK LIRKR, MEEREARS
YEf) H i1 ( authorial intention )2 NGEFRE T . OB H AWK [HIEEE | Ri%E
R A S e B H I fEIEl;&%J HYXAGREREEESEEZAHET
( the irrelevance of the author ), X2 [fEH ] sk [1EEHEATLE] ( the

* M. Cahill, ‘Reader-Response Criticism and the Allegorizing Reader’, Theological Studies 57 (Mar.
1996): 93.

® J. P. Callahan, The Clarity of Scripture (Downers Grove: Inter\arsity Press, 2001), pp. 246-247.

®W. S. Voster, “The Reader in the Text: Narrative Material,” Semeia 48 (1989): 30.

ZER:  (BRERHAN IR . (SHEAHS) , (& HREIESF TS 0, 2000
10 ), 7130,

8 W. C. Kaiser and M. Silva, An Introduction to Biblical Hermeneutics : The Search for Meaning (Grand
Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1994), pp. 27-45.

40 Fish. Culler. Jauss %%, 2 G. Aichele ed., The Post Modern Bible (New York: Yale University
Press, 1995), p. 27.

%M. A. Powell, Chasing the Eastern Star — Adventures in Biblical Reader-Response Criticism
(Louisvulle: Westminster John Know Press, 2001), pp. 9-10.
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death or absence of the author Y& & . Bk, & A RREH LA I s ik
FERIAMEL, MXASHLERNEREEAEE, 1

SCAS VR R N A e R RN A, VR R B AN N A N B B 11 R
e, TR B EARGMER A REZL, BIFRKR KR SCAERK = L.
o5 2, RN SCARAT AR 14 B X SO 1) A L B % ( understanding ) 2 SCAR
(7 SCAE, T SCAR R et FimME— A, B F— AR AR, HE
M ERERE, ERRNEENRERES EMEMAE . 532H & AR LG
BIENETIW SCARSEZE R R, BAMKA 7 SCAR BT . B 23 TH A
O A A2 58 S 3 11K 4 ( completed, closed book ), T A2 4% A 56 B A T LI SC
A (incomplete, open text )o XAMNHELFH [2M] (gaps ), ikiE#HFIE X
Rk, HEEEE WA EMWME. £ o ( polyvalence ) S ASHff i 14
( indeterminacy ). “* — VI SCA B SR AN T B4 ( context )7 % .
Ub, B2EE U [ BN ) E SR &SR, Bk | A [
RAREER AR RN, Rt A ER, | P

JEA T3EE B | (Moderate Reader-Response) i) B2 fi#

YD 2 MO [ N ) e SRS by, WA [ B
MRSF L A T E A, © Rt %A & F e oAk, M2 mi
FHUATAEFME( mind ). B emotion )RR E( will ) BN K TR AT =
o Y [YefERAE | ( pre-understanding )AE 5 SCA A (M HB) T )
( intgaction ), AESCAHT HEAS [F] ) A B ( perspectives ), 5l R TE K B
B

XaERNKNDETEANEWNS EMWm. KL, [TEX] KES
[AHEB ] Wk, ZIEHERJE [& ] (original authorial intended meaning )
5 NGO AamE [ MaSiis. $aiEs, @R e seR 5
. R E5UWAAES AP R A B RS ( fusion of two
horizons ), ik H. &5 K% A4 v 1 0% ( transformation ). *° 24353 47 5 H

WIARRE:  OURSE S - FOSC R i eEa i), CREMSEF RBEHTD , Fo+tb
(1999 4 7 H), 7T 16,

CRRH . (AEL: SVEMR L) - R E TR G MAE R . (RRIRER) 5 566 M
(1998 47 H 3 H).

B E. V. McKnight, ‘Reader-Response Criticism,” in Dictionary of Biblical Interpretation, ed. J. H. Hayes
(Nashville: Abingdon Press, 1999), p. 371.

Y B. C. Lategan, ‘Reader Response Theory,” in The Anchor Bible Dictionary, Vol. 5, ed. D. N. Freedman
(New York: Doubleday, 1992), p. 627.

5'S. E. Fish, Is There a Text in This Class? The Authority of Interpretative Communities (Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1980), p. 67.

%5140 Fowler. lser. Booth. Eco%%, % V.P.Long, ‘The Art of Biblical History,” in Foundation of
Contemporary Interpretation, ed. M. Silva (Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1996), p. 381.
" R. M. Fowler, “Who is “The Reader” in Reader-Response Criticism,” Semeia 31 (1985): 5-23.
UOTREHR ] REAGOANSCT R, AR k. Bua. YR P BT
&, Z2REAC JREREEIME TR [SoARege] ), ChEMEEg gD 8=+
(1997 4 1 H), m 101.

BT CURSE X - FIASU P I aER R CREMSE BT , S+t
1 (1999 4 7 A), T 13,
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[SErEFM ], FE [LME %0 ( faith seeking understanding )HIZASE, {HAE
5XALME W EBEME. Ft, X [SEHEEMN] &SRS 5EHE FAF O
( text-centered and reader-oriented )[R, IEWNE IS BL R B EISR RIS H H A

B,

BB HE T E N
(W THERENES)

A N bEEERE
4+ EE "R, P>

PLSC A& (% M Hik # objective criticism ) A1 LA i #FH (W A
subjective/pragmatic criticism )4 i P AS IR FVE &, SRR X DLIK B
. ESEPR b, X T2 BN ] 19 H AR ZERE DA £ 5 1L,
M A& B0 PR 152 3 5 SO 2 18] 1 22 24 T interweaving effect of the two
distinct approaches ), Z&HPIE MK /7, IESAHK@RE. 2 fEX
KRGEHE MRS T, BAVAABE FAEAT— 5 A, 5= 55 5 SR R
B E . 2 XA 0 ( two-center model ) IR RE ] 5 R I TR
HARZLIH | (reader autonomy ) 1R KX Al

ey InA NIVl

PG s [ N ETECE N B R e A, BB L
PRI FERAE f, B R FUAH S E 0 . 2 Al AL 2 . BOA A0 BE A A SR
Wr [ZawiiE& | WSS HEZ. BT Song of Songs )& A i if
( supreme )=, HPEHIANE B NI FHAE ARG L. PR
— U1 AR, (EON T S E A N A I, T A R A vp i 6k B S
B W

R [EREIEN ] 5RERRZIAPLIEL) , CREEGRBETDY , St
(19994 7 H), 7 141.

AR (PRRIERE) (B BB MR, 1997), T 38,

22 D. Jasper, ‘Literary Readings of the Bible,” in The Cambridge Companion to Biblical Interpretation, ed.
J. Barton (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998), pp. 28-29.

2 D. Clines:  (Why is There a Song of Songs and What Does It Do to You If You Read I1t?) , (#iE
FHD BT (1994 4E 1 ), 11 3-27. X [ RN | WKL AMER. REEUMEE
JRERMEAERIN, 2 CuffRERAAAE? € 5RFF2 ),  CREREI RS , %1+l
(19954 7 H), I 109-122,
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AR TURAT [N ), AR d Fmk AR SR S FE S 5 A sz
T K BE e B £ BESRAE R 9T . 24 B B0t e B IR B T4 | ( theodicy )
2 T AA ] (anthropodicy ), il LLELEH 2 FHAEME ), HS&E
F B AT B PR AR N, o 2 (R B L SR . P IR e A B S A e TR
RIREE, NEEBENEBRH AL, PR END RS LE 1 £ 8
TSR R A R E I AR AR, RO 1A B B TR HR R
b, AR A O S [ I4ES b P AR AT AR A T A O T JE AN
Empl e, s A E R R EIE SR, AR, T
HAIS T e B, 28 ik A i R B R R S T A JE T R S B L ?
& [DEN] 2 N AmATEEN THE 2] 2 e [ X Em AL 2 ]
%ﬁf%ﬁ%ﬁ%@%%ﬁ%%ﬂ%%%%t?mm%&ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ%%&
AR 7

[ R RN | A5 B

[N | AE =N alE EARRMER oTik. Bk, RS BREILS
A H 2 IR S 18] i R R BORE . AN [R] SCAS (1 B 1 0 55 4B s oK
B, SUREE M. % K, A AT AR AT A A % T RN
SR, MATERERS. 85, [SREFRER. SR E B AR
%%ﬁJfD%,%E%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ$%$Aﬂﬁ@ﬁ@%—ﬂﬁﬂ
I o

[ BN | 1 B o] N =7 TV ER AR . 28 — A R sh T, R R
PR BN SRS BN Z AR, ERE 2B M5 HE . BRM
Ol REERIE, BRI B A O EE fE ( the reader gives
meaning to the text ). & T35 MALEGE N BB S AT LLERIGH), 1T
VARKIE SR Z T NAREE, I AL SR Ik . 3 X A SO A ) LR
B, ARFRERE EWA R, NREGMEE S, FFHRS B HR TS E

Arsl: RN ZEEMBRAKE) ,  CREMET G , 5+ P08 (1998 4F 1
1), 51307,

PR R AR AR TR A A . RS,

PR ([N 5RERBZIVLEVY) ,  (PEREE R S L
(1999 4 7 H), T 139-140.

2" M. A. Powell, Chasing the Eastern Star — Adventures in Biblical Reader-Response Criticism
(Louisvulle: Westminster John Know Press, 2001), pp. 30-40.

8 \W. Baird, ‘Biblical Criticism’ in The Anchor Bible Dictionary, Vol. 1, ed. D. N. Freedman (New York:
Doubleday, 1992), p. 735.

2 R. J. Coggins and J. L. Houlden, ‘Reader-Response Criticism,” in A Dictionary of Biblical
Interpretation (London: SCM Press, 1990), pp. 578-579.

W, W. Klein, C. L. Blomberg and R. L. Hubbard, Jr. Introduction to Biblical Interpretation (Nashville:
Word Publishing, 1993), p. 440.

1 E. V. McKnight, ‘Reader-Response Criticism,” in To Each Its Own Meaning, ed. S. L. McKenzie and S.
R. Haynes (London: A Cassell Imprint, 1993), p. 207.

PEsby:  JEIAREEEXEEE) , (SHEAHS) , (& HAENESH TS
L, 20004 10 A), T 10-12.

SRR FBACESTRMREEYD . (HHOE) (B R AEST E TR O,
2000 4 1 /), 7t 6-8.
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Wiy, SR TAAK ] ERATRER MBS B, BEBEENCOH, ERED
RGBS E H SR EAREL R ® 58—, Wom [ | 5 8E T
EAFMEREE, RFRCANEHEGH AR, S0 E e sz &M
FIE. ®(EH Sz E IR E BRI E R R R 2R . ¥ BRIEE A
AN IEAEW, LIS T, HE SR EE R I S R AR
e, X JE ARV RE B 4 ORI, A — & 57 7% W ( methodological
approach )il it IREE, A — B i e b A . %8

MFERUL, FEIACRER [ feel | AR, WA HEMELXT HE, A
of 38 B IR A H T B (B 2 B 4K ( hermeneutic community )12 R R 1. % AR
S LIV S R B AT AT, B SRR
VFEE & B R AR B AR, (SR T N M i R R v . X IE 2 5 IR
R34 2 FCELU T T (P R . 0

g5

[ N | O B S A IR S TR S, A A AR e B
EHREEM . IR E SO H ARy SB[ iR AR BIE I ¥
R AT R H B ENAF AR R o X = 2% B 2 10 b 5 51 AT T
B AT AR —J7 ZB U I R BON LR B R 2 o 7 TN 5 AR Bk, 4R
AN E XA M TR (IR = 16), HEMEMKOS [LEIF] M
BE, HERSMEIEPEGFEE = 15). B RAXEFE, BCE A GEE P 1,
M e [ P 2 e ph I Rt AR A T,

* V. P. Long, The Art of Biblical History (Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1994), pp. 158-
159.

BEKS:  JRBARERARRER THEW] ), (FHMRiRIE) , 55 53919 (1997 4 12 / 28
H).

% W. C. Kaiser and M. Silva, An Introduction to Biblical Hermeneutics : The Search for Meaning (Grand
Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1994), p. 33.
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(New York: Doubleday, 1992), p. 627.

* E. V. McKnight, ‘Reader-Response Criticism,” in To Each Its Own Meaning, ed. S. L. McKenzie and S.
R. Haynes (London: A Cassell Imprint, 1993), p. 214.

BREL: GEBREOZSET — FICChEIT S HAD . CREMSEH T, St
—HA (1997 £ 1 H), T 9-37.

0 G. Aichele et al., The Post Modern Bible (New York: Yale University Press, 1995), p. 67.

MRERG CHESNR) (B E) (B HRIE RS E TR 0, 2000 4F 1 H),

1 24-25,
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