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<Abstract>

Towards the Hermeneutics of Responsibility

Prof. Koog-Pyoung Hong
(Seoul Jangsin University)

This study attempts to contribute in alleviating the ever-in-
creasing gap among various branches in contemporary biblical
interpretation and enhancing their mutual understanding. Some
have tried to apply the Saussurean principles of synchrony and
diachrony into biblical interpretation, but its applicability has
been proven limited because both synchrony and diachrony are
in nature rooted in the concept of temporality. This limitation
is particularly pronounced in today’s biblical criticism in which
the role of the reader is highlighted and the interpretive focus
increasingly moves beyond the historical realm. Therefore, the
synchronic/diachronic scheme is limited as an overarching
scheme to encompass all the divergent trends in today’s biblical
criticism.

Instead, a tripartite structure of the author/text/reader is
proposed as an alternative scheme. With this, the com-
plementarity among different reading strategies becomes more
evident. Insofar as each reading is designed to focus on a certain
hermeneutic area-either author, text, or reader-which cannot be
properly explored by other approaches, the only way for a critic
to appreciate fuller dimensions of the meaning of the text is
to listen to and learn from readings of other approaches. This
complementarity is further articulated by Kristeva's notion of
intertextuality. The hermeneutics that remain responsible for the
text, the author, and the readers is called for in our time of
diversity.






