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JSNTSup 181 (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1999).

40) o9} A A =22 Ki Hyun Kwon, “The New Exodus Theme
in the Parable of the Mustard Seed in Matt. 13.31-32,” [ Xg]} HE2] A|A|
27 (2013), 29-557F St 2= AR el o) shbd el e A Eolls
FAE AAsar ol st v elel] sk WA 17:22-23; 31:5-6)9F =71
E( 4:10-12, 21-22) & vHEIES] AR ol 489tk e Al
8ol Ao Aee Zdo] ik

41) 2T FAS] HH2 Orosius®] S0l 7]Z8te] 5 49 el Wil slo=
AZE YL 239 Jerome Murphy-O’Connor(St. Paul’s Corinth: Texts and
Archaeology, 3td revised and expanded ed. {Collegeville: Liturgical, 2002},



8% 14399 ALY H|AOR AR, ko] ol 71515
A FUQ AEAES wolEelehn wWsEA FhE %
(tradiion) & B B3} @7 AHg Pk ek, 7] phES] S48
g2 AR st Aol B oFd Selol Y] H§d

o T =22 -2 o=

Foole are delrh | 4 Qe
Zolto] A8 B2 A2 vl EA R HEE 7))
. _

[¢)
o AELE vt RPEES ARESto] nlEjEg
Dale C. Allison)?}43) o] A5- WPHES ARESto] A-ESA] 67
14487 773 148 Zole SHolA 243 Y2l HA(William J.
Webb)©|t}44) 2]2}F= 3E]<=(Richard D. Patterson)d} w}o|E ETFH| 2~

(Michael Travers)™= =°l12 AAS FIHE Ae|groz R4 YU

152-158)% Orosius] S1E W& 4= glvhar Adalal Suetonius®] Claudius 25,
Dio Cassius2] History 60.6.6, Philo®] Embassy 1o Gains 156-157 9] AFRE 7]%
2 F5 41dol ZFo] vzl Aom FRt shAwE HeA S daE vke
RHE Aol SEHE %
A1 8] Zolli AEol Wi oAt Eollw AeS el A B Y
Afaalo 2 o]oj7t T 28 =722 Lee Roy Martin, ““Where are all his
wonders?”: The Exodus Motif in the Book of Judges,” JBPR 2 (2010), 88-1097}
It Zolly REBEE 4 Ao FH gigds) E =FogE Jannie Malan,
“A Complement to the Exodus Motif in Theology?,” Journal of Theology for Southern
Africa 61 (1987), 3-13°] Tk
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57) Loewenstamm, Tradition of the Exodus, 32-38.

58) Loewenstamm, Tradition of the Exodus, 38.

59) Loewenstamm, Tradition of the Exodus, 39-41.

60) Michael Fishbane, Biblical Interpretation in Ancient Israel (Oxford: Clarendon, 1988
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< Abstract>

Exile and Exodus in the New Testament

Prof. Hyung Dae Park
(Chongshin Theological Seminary)

First, this study examines previous studies on the exodus
themes in the New Testament (NT). It starts by considering Jesus’
death as a new exodus and surveys briefly the NT texts in which
the exodus theme comes to the fore typologically. During the last
two decades, the studies on the new exodus theme in the NT
have focused on how exodus themes found in the Old Testament
(OT) are reappropriated in the NT. For instance, how the new
exodus theme in Isaiah has reverberations throughout the Acts
of the Apostles. These recent studies mainly use intertextuality,
rather than typology, as their primary methodology. This study



suggests that the study on the exodus in the NT should be more
systematic and fundamental on the basis of OT theology. To this
end, I employ Loewenstamm’s exodus motives and themes: the
plagues of Egypt, the slaying of the firstborn and the paschal lamb,
the exodus, and the parting of the sea (four motives), the Sinai
covenant, the conquest of Canaan, and the Davidic tradition of
Zion (three themes). By using this suggested framework, the article
demonstrates that the NT describes Jesus as having lived a life
of exodus, that Jesus also lived a life of exile in order to fulfill
God’s promise and to make God’s people experience a new exodus
from sin, and that Jesus taught his disciples to live a life of exile
for the Gospel and for others’ new exodus.

Finally, the results of this study are applied to the context
of Korea, which celebrated the 70th anniversary of Independence
on August 15, 2015. This study proposes that many Koreans who
had gone into exile by the Japanese to Russia, China, Hawaii, and
so on, now should be honored for their courage and resilience.



