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M a n y scholars of the Second Temple p e r i o d have 

replaced the concept of canonizat ion by that of cano

nica l process. Study of the Dead Sea Scrolls has been 

cruc ia l for this new d i r e c t i o n . Based on this new evi

dence taxonomic terms l ike b i b l i c a l , n o n b i b l i c a l or 

parabibl ica l seem anachronist ic for the p e r i o d before 

70 C . E . The n o t i o n of authoritative Scriptures plays an 

important part i n the new p a r a d i g m of canonica l pro

cess, but it has not yet been suff iciently reflected 

u p o n and is i n need of c lar i f icat ion. W h y were some 

texts more authoritative than others? For w h o m and 

i n what contexts were texts authoritative? A n d what 

are our cr i ter ia to determine to what extent a text was 

authoritative? In short, what do we m e a n by 'authori

tative'? This vo lume focuses on specific texts or cor

pora of texts, and approaches the n o t i o n of authorita

tive Scriptures f r o m sociological , c u l t u r a l a n d l i tera

ry perspectives. 


