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Al shbge] Al A%

Z) AT | s Z2A

L. SOPI=2

AAPIE el dig ZldE 2 B eisla oAt 170 65 188 1;
19: 10 21t 25). o] Ve ofgfdt T2 & Alekd & vk
5715 710 O 88 sEa g Aot 2y BAdEe] e 4S
A9l ke gflo] EolA U w7bA] o|xejde ofe] Wel ARES Y
ARkt (3} 8: 4-5). delgt 1 of5E, azlu AFFdI) 1 o)
Solt}. A 1 - 837HAE ok A3 W] o] A 3 Szt
& Aolg}t Algdn). wod de] Alg, agln F 7HEe] wAalelr shide
o1& s AFshl A7t RS 714l 2k 7] Al el
e med g gl EHAE, AFAAMdA shide Bet Ro] 9o
ofd AAFEE Al&siA Alg-4lct,

ARl AFREe] vhedel Behhe 24 F e AR &l vE
W GAEQ] Tol5S AXRESZI7MA] it ARl ', 27 §itt
©] oloprleflut VR (A 11: 30, 39) R(UHE/AY)eh= dolr} g

oL doow
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vie] 7]%elld oAl JeRdtHAME 10 11). oagrolitE] d971871A] of
oi7h g Al 4Ae Faloly Az #RE 74w o sive] 23t
ghio] AUS B3F ARl Z9utes qichl) Tgla oA Uel A
Azt FAE @A o7t vehdtt, izt 71Esh TelES FAIR Wizt
o] BAd| a5 oo =gl AwE 1 viEld diA] Aok ek A9
h(AHd 10 11b). 2|z hpke ARE "Yefug 555 npAA] 9k
tFa dejollAl B 10 15). ©leld FHELS 4] @A olopy]
of vehd Wl At ZEelA dAsk oAk 130 4, 5, 7, 14).
gofl izt AdEE 719 The ARES FRld shide Fals st Al
ZAQM7F7 olu] o g AP AltE Fol7]e ol A58 MA(dthe 43
g, gt I = F-8A150] o AuH2) At AFEEe] o]
o1& oA Al ZI7E? of&dt ol olokr|e} A] o]ofr]7} of9-8
2 A& Aol Mgl e o] o AEE A|n ot e AF
gk 'ZA) <Jn'(la raison d'étre)= 91712

o] =& o|xtd Al FollA ARFde] AE MEA 2l 27 9
gt BAS 71tk gAle] HEHeN 4E& Vvl Al shdt
WA AFAE Bl o|Fuzt sHE HHo] FSikIAE e Be
Zolt}, FALWSIA, ARFIXE dAle] FejE A3 A7) qArke
AHFEE ofd QIR 2] d3ertE Aule Aoltkd) I PHECEE
M3kl 1o1AQl kAT (allusion), Q1€ (quotation), ¥4 (echo), &
W (imitation), &4 (parody), "#H-(borrowing) 5 Hla Wx§e s
o] Algel oulE Wl A1 tiEPY (Intertextuality: Inner-
Biblical Interpretation)& AME-gHc} o] 284 AA] sy Al =(B.
S. Childs)®l 734 W o|F= A& Wdso] ojal= Wuigh Fe] A
T7F A= ATED o] MHES A 3lo] o|xefde] FAG Wslel Mg

5t 158 7-8%0l YABI BANM F ¥ O LIERIX|B

2t b .

2) A M, vglcke] & =7E 9F s Yolre” 1A SnMEH=E, 64(2009), 29-51%,

3) o{7|M MYI[AAL: & Holg T #HolE M o] HEE 2ol Z=27o AYI
FH 7|5k E oM ez 2t MA £ 1&& 2olstch R F. Person, Jr,
The Deuteronomic School: History. Social Setting. and Literature, (Atlanta: Society of
Biblical Literature, 2002).

4) P. Tull, “Intertextuality and the Hebrew Scriptures,” Currents in Research: Biblical Studies
8 (2000), 59-90%. S3| o] ==2 HIZH 52 0 WHEL YHE L F7| &2
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o AlhE Foztd Rk AE3} a0 BE7ke AdE Aokt A

& WS Blud Aolrt. Aol Altizh o] a2kl ale] HFHQ
i sfejrielolghs AR 98] deizl vlelt}s) ] o] HlwE B At
Fdolgke <8 ZA eulE AEA #HE Zolth o3& Hd fele
AA ARFlel] i@k 71 Alge] QalE AuE Fart gt

2. AFFo]| opgt

7l AR S We 2 Zo] Yslojgles o] A7I7kAe] TEr]AQl
AZIE H9R Addel 2 AEEAe d¥olrt BEATHW,
Brueggemann)& 4140} AlFdle £ AL7HAE dslS 2244)717] ¢
gt Fek(foils)ell Bttt F43ch a2la A 1 - 15871E 16%
o gsle] &4 vele #H A0Y Holghd, ARpde] Aluie} o] &
AE Halgh) 6) IEEZZ(R, Rendtorff) & AFFdolghe 31714 Q&
o] 1Al FAE Bl EAAR ge AR WdsoAe AE By, AL
FAe o|xgldle] 7|thd BA| 22 gz} opgika welghh ! njx
Z(P. Miscal)& & 45 o ot 1Al shegnll Zellw717t
ANARE A7)0 &E o AES dold B9l nAle o At
sk e, o AFFIME Al Aldl, & 9xE 9] 7k A5 dsie]
a9 Ao AR gl oig AlVlska Utk Tk A
Fao] P AAH 715S Fol 4 A9+ 2ldo] FaFrhd, 1 Alule]
old AAgolekE A §lgle Zoltt, 2ol ARrdolgls WS Al

stk

5) Ch. Ishbell, The Function of Exodus Motifs in Biblical Narrative: Theological Didactic Drama
(SBEC 52), (New York: The Edwin Mellen Press, 2002).

6) W. Brueggemann, First and Second Samuel (Int), (Louisville: John Knox Press, 1990), 2
2; idem, “1Samuel 1: A Sense of Beginning,” ZAW 102 (1990), 33%.

7) R. Rendtorff, “Samuel the Prophet: A Link Between Moses and the Kings,” C. A.
Evans/S. Talmonled.), The Quest for Confext and Meaning: Studies in Biblical Intertextuality
in Honor of J A Sanders, (Leuven: Brill, 1997), 27-36%: idem, "The Birth of the
Deliverer: 'The Childhood of Samuel” Story in Its Literary Framework,” R. Rendtorffled.),
Canon and Theology: Overtures to an Old Testament Theology, (Edinburgh: T&T Clark,
1993), 1415,

8 P. Miscall, “Moses and David: Myth and Monarchy,” J. C. Exum/D. J. A. Clinesleds.),
The New Literary Criticism and the Hebrew Bible, (Pennsylvania: Trinity Press, 1993), 189
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I 4SS & Za7) et ke ool ) JEla Uolid 2
A Q&S s Akl @A olopr|eh A, Tela 119 L3 fAlzE
FA9 717 olop|E ARE Her) 9ISt el o) F o dig &
FANE 9% 717 & o|agtde] AlEE IAE Azl FE
AL Aol HAAA ofsloke Algutor a2 o Aglm( 11
31), d¥e deAle ol& gl A 78RS B o3t /MRS Al
Adkar Felel 2.27] ujioltH (Y3} 9: 6).

olgjgt A& AMFdo] Ak ofy] F83 /5] UddA S &
gk, 7k2AIA (M. Garsiel)& AHFe] A=ge o] ggdt ddaE<]
EA|, o}, oggol, ala ARBEe] He9d o] 7] vkt 2y
Aol &3t g Hsln vka Boh: AR 30 7, 20-21), AR}
(7: 6, 15-17), AQ] FWA(T7: 9, 17: 9: 12-13: 10: 8: 13: 8-14),
Zud 2u(7: 3-7. 120 23), 22ln F7Hel FAEel 2e(74h
110 75 120 11).9) o33t o &L APelo]al= Q180 o] RE 7]5&
Hol dutge] gk 2t vt dEolgke S TRt ol
QAL ol A vl tige] slohd, el BAlZE AR 4 92 FES
THE A% Algtel HlE ARFleltt,

aey v Aldlele o] #A7E 8] A A4E Zee gt =E
(M. Noth)& AHFAA7E EgtE]o] gl AlW7] Haple] A& wjx|d] o
8 =&sA, o] dabke 3 WG o] ¥ Wit} Judl AYe B
AL E Zzte] A=AEe] glo "Bodthn T} dE B0l EellE Al
£ BAle Al (A187]), 7Rt BE Aldle  23%<] g4l
Az 7 viglElm, AR} Aldls AR wiAlgte] opd MY 127
ppA|et ARAlQl ARl AR vizkel, 9 Aldle] Auke &2 A
A B3 JeR vigtEtn 2ol 8 12-61).10) oA HH A~
A A 1 - 123871 ARP1e] A8 93-S o, AR olFe] B
< 71%S PP A AAEA L S Aster, vizitke A2

9 M. Garsiel, The First Book of Samuel: A Literary Study of Comparative Structures,
Analogies and Parallels, (Ramat-Gan: Revivim Publishing House, 1985), 45%; J. T. Willis,
“Cultic Elements in the Story of Samuel's Bith and Dedication,” Studia Theologica 26
(1972), 40-54%.

100 M. Noth, The Deuteronomistic History (JSOTSup. 15), (Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1981), 9%,
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sl 9ok agla A A, & gz A 1385 E EFEes AlF
B Zojth 1) A% ge] sleht) o] i 1o A5 ES] ofo}
‘ﬂ I'J-E'«]- JHOE 7:1-01}&471.] /}}ﬁ]E]IOJI H-]EJI:I—

S wEQ] of2fgt R AR FEH R gkl AAF R
Al g 9le TS Bole F2E /A da, A w3 dAF oz A}
Aeks gl 24 dEEe Aed sleks aBle AaAaY +&2E )
Ax doke doz =ik F gtk ARAble A Al e ol
ok AA, 77He] AAEES] olokr|7 EEFoE HAAY] Ao A4S Ko
F= A2 HE(the prologue, 1: 1 - 3: 6), 41, o] AA} 683} 4 A}
Al 6] ololZ1E TR Sl B8 FE-(the main body, 3: 7 - 16:
31), agja viAEe R O e ANE R e 2 Fi(the
epilogue, 17: 1 - 21: 25)°|t}.12) ARFdM & ARl A3 dg] 7}
o] sle, osle] dsat AR sleolgle FAIE wdlE wHEsin ofof
715 AAska glok. o7l Abrdat de] kel wapths AAe|E g
D]—_l3)

e 4%

A9 7 9

22 2A4pl(S. Szikszai)e AHFAL] oloprlolA o] AlgES s,
7zte] 247 &old AP dahe AAlela ek WA ERgdAME AL
Folo] Ao &l z}, Azl wpARE ARER Yep e JalEd A A
AAzAMe APRde] ZzEw 9a, LARE 49 A% 100 21bp
-27) 02 ARdlo] & Al57] Slal A ¥ s APl A= 17
A vm e a2l3 Al AR 257t 3840 ANk A 4
A & vlg 4 Al$= Aolela FAWHE: 100 17-21aba; J:

2011, 201821, 20 26, 3 1-10, 3119 - 4 la
2012717, 20 22-25, 20 27-36, 3 11-18, 4 1b-22

") 2, 478, “E£ ol2cidolM &Fe 82 71E S8 IME 2718 32 st
L2l FEEICH O OlFE AMAL ATt 8|5 El2tez olsf HI X Fppx|] ZiX| g
Z= I Stdof cfet e adol e Aoty 27| ot

12) R. G. Boling, Judges (ABC), (Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1975), 30%: B. S. Childs,
Introduction to the Old Testament as Scripture, (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1979),
254-62%: D. W. Gooding, “The Composition of the Book of Judges,” Erelz-Israel 16
(1982}, 70-79%:; M. Zvi Brettler, “The Book of Judges: Literature as Politics,” JBL 108
(1989), 395-418%,

13) Willis, “Cultic Elements in the Story of Samuel's Birth and Dedication,” 38%.
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100 1-16: L 10: 21bB-27).14)

A4 (J. L. McKenzie)= As HlEAA QoA AFFdo] oleid o
& JEE Pl AR T o= Ul 7HAe bE Aso] AR
9] oley|& Aska ol7] wiiEelgla Bt & Zbe v dAgEe] Ul ¥
o b2 AFAS AAEt dtke Aol AAle AAFEezAe AR
(priest), €4 <ldA=A 2] AFFd(prophet), AAE AziAzA 9] A}
F(seer), 123 vlAgte 2 AJALRA|S] ARFdolth(judge). 1 2
£Ho zHg AMRde] Efe MAA a5 olnes £ AdA
(seer) 2M 9] E50|%0S Aot 43t 15)

WA(G. W. Ramsey)© thekt gakgo] 3439 2s, A, ¥, 1
o AR A AAE FF Aelskd dEgAskl AXEl T e,
Thaal 2t} AR ofd Al olopr]= Mol AV w2 E7HAQI o]}
719 = i, AREezA L] AFRE o] oAz} Brka #t}, 1 o
F2 AL & 3 s ARAS R(RA/AND ol AR FE Ho
slths AMdE AR 16) AbeS T o' 71& Re AdA ARrde
gt o|F fle AR ololr|7t Ul ARFde] ZAoR AEo] ZHdH
Ao, dAzzAe] AFFAE npAlet Aw7] Aol 7] Al ddzt A
oM £4& 7l AR Prh ARIEA Y AFFA S A 7 3-1734
© olzgllel 4 gull, Belale] A, olzelld thEe Abrde] F2
2, Aokl 74, H3heh ARrde thad (0pd ALE/AIALY] ek
slthelehs dde] Aldo] ARPIE gAIRIthe HellA AulsE & gl
2y 7P B dakee] s A EHld 2ol AREEAQ
Aol TAH FLAR ARIEA L] AFFAE A1 A4 Pz gt
£ A7) A7l eJ&l o1 Absketa A7 1D

Az, vAQ sl e w AP AFrde] B 1 od V)%

14) 8. Szikszai, “Samuel,” /DB, (New York: Abingdon, 1962), 201-202%,

15) J. L. McKenzie, "The Four Samuels,” Biblical Research 7 (1962), 3-18%,

16) 2|2 S Fd ToddiA -5 (o B ), (ME: SRERDETHAL 2007), 68%,
#HM= S. S. Tuel, First and Second Chronicles (Int.), (Louisvill, KY: John Knox Press,
2001). Hoi2] Azt elflelnt MALE 2ol HE4 o2t HolM O2(2 o E
718 22 238 d#s s¥icts HolM MFLS 2229 ox|7t gls SAH
k2 &Molals MdEo| Eo3old 28 dealdol ofd 29l xlmz HYAZ| 2
QACHOH A 6: 34 11: 1),

17) G. W. Ramsey, “SAMUEL(Person),” ABD, (New York: Doubleday, 1992), 955-56%,
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Eo| & FolE 4 glths A& =dep| Hoh. o]e} o] nlsggle] A
°§-—1 v BES 3] 98l 19 g’ 98-S 2ullo] EelgeE 19
g U nlep =tk A YRR B AMd & A5 dA] FE
o] ARFdA oA APRAE o] RE oEkS o} sl e AeR 1
A1 gl Holt}, ofd 7 é"ihﬂ.z. ojll R Ha 4 slE 5]
FelollA FolA YA Yrhe Hol Big v EFdhe olfoltt
20417] FuHRE A alldell A kRS dolzh EEAQl WP EE A
7t A& T FUAR F1 A, 7 He 2ol HFeka velrbA
T A MR d24E B9 sl S AAE Sttt 1 dR Ao
VS, FAA 94, aela A2 A S va xR AR319|
Azl v S Aly] Al o skl Udsia ool 6714
g AANE F Sk (1) BAEQ A, (2) AAEL ALFH g,
(3) Akt 38 A, (4) G4 dolEF} o752 AME, (5) frAlE oof
7l 7%, 28a (6) 40% T”ﬂ Aol A4, A1A g .18) ol g WHEE
< A4 B Aol r’f—%‘i‘% ° % i R =

TedA @ 15% 143} Al 999 el A9} AFEde] FLs €Y
gt FAARA S 9EE dditke Zﬂ"ﬂ 17::"61'7 ik, aela A 9] Als
ol wpdl2Uet &=l Berakot 31b%} vl=ek] Semot Rabba 16% 4
o= o] 59 AT} vlwrt e Ve Itk 19) g SRES ol
gt BAS} AT AW S AAF R Hlw BAs ARrde HSH
BA| 2& Q8 (a qualified Moses-like figure) & AJA)gHC}20) WA =
Ao BT} AFTde] Al °]°]¢7]7¥ TAE 53} Aol fHle} @ ¥
wEth Tl ARRdo] FA FollollA whxl yH olop (A 40 1 - T:
2)7F o|HES & 7 AUF vluEy, I v ojgee] A <
3 gxE dorke 348E vt éilf‘*(J T. Willis)& 34 elop]

FEAT21ad = 21 =led ]

18) D. C. Allison, The New Moses: A Matthean Typology, (Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1993), 19-20%.

19) W. L. Holladay, “The Background of Jeremiah's Self-Understanding: Moses, Samuel, and
Psalm 22" JBL 83 (1964), 153-64%; Garsiel, The First Book of Samuel, 45%; Allison,
The New Moses: A Matthean Typology, 33-35%.

20) J. Muilenburg, "The 'Office’ of Prophet in Ancient Israel,” J. P. Hyattled.), The Bible and
Modem Scholarship, (Nashville: Abingdon, 1965), 91-93%; P. Miscall, 1Samuel: A Literary
Reading, (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1986), 1-3%.
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(A 4: 1 - 70 2)¢] AFele] ¥Ale Y o|dA Age] FEst 4%
of opd, 9] FAIZ gla] shulje} nES A= o|AgdE Ho|w, AT
F 3-FE] 7t A SsAA 97171 dlAsEE RS Helw|, AR
o EA 7S x| A A slwE Eoh2D) 29uH(F. A
Spina) Al WA olopr|dlA AMFAe] FAle A 4% 1-elA ARl
o] o] & ojxglelef MuEUe}E o0& BA 2 HdA2H4] 18! 15)
o] Algto] AlAIn e veto wAu, thi] 1 WEE sE5e g 9]
Z1oA WA vos= omAQl A AR Br}22) Ty o] A
7F 7H ol f A& ARl AAAQ Byt A Sl (3 1 - 8%)
o] FAAR HuE Y5k EZFeE ARFelel ke xZhd o R
ol slths Aotk aela ofeldt zb Fie] AUd vluols Eefa,
7 AEE HHE ojHoy o] Rl U glo] ARFdolele Q&
et Bt Hrte 2lks WejAls Rttt BAl7} o] aelelo] nize =
dor] ojzee] AL F23e shibde WoRe] A FEI A
AUE GAT, AR o] Al WAl So] 3 QIZt glo] FEdh=
E 2 AldE Folziths 7Pt a2 Aot} 23)

olejdt ol S Bske Ajlo]l FAlFeR o|Folzlerl, 1 tEA<
g2l sH](J. E. Harvey) & & & Stk v &6 Ao AAZL
2 4P 2 - 10374419 olopZ|E FA7IFE w7 7A]e] Ade] ofop]
o} AAAZIH 2 EF e AWES FHaE Rtk S AWr] GAAQL AR
ATt AVl FEAQl AWE AA Al 7FA] WFellA] vlasta gict A
A, ARFelel vz AFE ] 7hER ofE 7hEe] Hlm(A 27 8l
103 R 25%), &4, W4 olobleh @ 71 Ade vlu(Ad 4 - 6%
% 5 - 12%), 21 viAEeR ouste]l gl ANe whist e
opof|ale] A4} 8% ¥ 1173) < vlw, Uizt ik o|FA theket
HIo® et shle] A& & e oS JAlt). e o] 7]
Aol YA ATl dddolghes WA 7} ofd 4 2 - 10%<] gtae}
EEMD A verda e B39 e7FE Heole HE(corruptions)©]

21) J. T. Willis, "Samuel versus Eli," T2 13 (1979), 201-12%.

22) F. A, Spina, “A Prophet's 'Pregnant Pause”: Samuel's Silence in the Ark Narrative(1Sam.
41-7:2)," HBT 13 (1991), 59-73%.

23) Ramsey, “SAMUEL(Person),” 956-957%.
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Ve zREe o|=Adl 43 ¢S Uehl7] 9t 284 7lueke A
< sk Ao axa 9Jrk.24)

THE RS AAYAN, diie] drse] dshe AXY AF-dE
tslE sk Iy Edsithe 8l ol nlsjdR deol slth 2
g ARRde] olopy|7} AAldor mAlQ] olo|E Hol Slthe oAk
3)& 4 gley, 209 oA Bl Wag7hs Q18R AFFde] ¢ tsle]
ghe 98 wolshe ddune] =2 dgeln EokE? AFFdE 1 ARl
o] olgigt gdE AflSolE 9 I AxR Fow FaeA 9%k
277 shhdAANE o 2F O¥ YAE SelA] RopSl? oled AR
£ & shhdzA Agstn S=sd whl g2 WElE & S Aol
o] opd T} RolS ot} oA M 1 - 833 & 1 - 1533l
AU FEAQl v uE FaA AHE I Aol

3. Alrgs S AE

ShraZA Akl A2 A7 aede & odle] At 7|e2 A
AalaL slvke A o7t gt ARRSE 4E 7Ive]a, shide dild
g Al Zldeldd. el ZiEe A ozt ol duel Fegls
ol olxgtde] ¢ I A ARHE FoAle shbdel Aol shy
7b Hof yha 971 wiEelth, o] 7|k o sepiA ael|A dilsA|
oMl splm= (A 10 5, 6)eke E71¢ dusAd a8 AdeilAle
izt dalstr (8 10 19-20)2ks 23 Aleldll vepdet. ofs} 2] &
we] e on] 2 Al AEelM shide] Adskat Bkl du
so] gitt. duel 7= sk el F 7RI o FolA Sk uEE
FohEARL, A6kl A opaiA L, oksE FAIM (R, W7t 2F
B ool =2lu AEE T veld] thA] opdsAiveltt (M) (A
1 11). o] A3 38e F 28l 2 F sle 22 F4F da9p
A el e Zldeln Aflde =S 98 5 gtk e & oks
& 2L, shbad &1 AYE 2A3 oldele] 1 AR ol Ale W
o shide] Ao vdler =:ivt azla due] SlolA il o9

24) J. E. Harvey, “Tendenz and Textual Criticism in 1Samuel 2-10," JSOT 96(2001), 71-81
2=
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A E g 7m0 HELR/1Yrt 7wtk A 20 1)7F £EH
o] Vot 2 48 g uigh 7tz rigkela stk s &
7 A el A7) gelldl S FAE Ale) 71§ RS e
Aol e wolAlg)meh " (4 2: 10b) gk vleho] g o] Azkle] &
AL giFsta Yrk25) e} AFRA S T Yol opth, EoijH shide
o] AFEAS Falo] Folg AR o|PAIRE 71 A7 3 EolASN
olglgh AFEle] el S wAlehs S18o] eE we] A&lal nlmsl o
g 7 FAES A & 9ok agla o] HluEe AR 848
A8l ks AlFAo] € Aot} o] £ Alge] e y|estn YEE
ol! AlH(E)e W(H/nB)E dMdshs AP WS AR At
(% 3: 7,9 4: 315 A 10 11). o|xgjde ngog Faga shie
Zlesh Fagith agan 1 slde $Ye wdQl SolRAlu(m g
op), 71gatAlE (M3 27kR) shbde® sl ksl A& 20 24-25:
30 T AP 10 11, 19).26) zje]de] glth, Zellg7]e o]xajde o3
Eol niz& sl m5S ol F23m glvhkd, dhies @¥ie] % & of
W Bz Qe m%o] ot} Bzt 2& | wjzix] ojejye] FojlA]
At Fe wu wize] oA Ak, AR Al e | & of
my gl #& ulug AR AhdA A Hoh(E 2 1-10: 43 1
24-28). § ARk o} A7 Fof shidel 4aWE T aARIE 79E AR
9| of5d thgsl] shide 4lgs Asld el Al oFE nlzel gl

8|1, AFFdl d2]9] ol 5ES tiAlsHl drt.

a4 18 AEd Bdve] A&E= AFoR dhiy) ofEe]
9o Feete AL Adslue HuE FAE w2 ¢ gl A4 o
7htbe dvitt Aol AaE @ ¢ElE Adeln, A dele Adst
, 19 HE dle F ols Y9 vlusiak i EA7L gl Rol AeH
7] wEolck: o] Algo] wiid z}7] AfrelA] viepr] Aol &efrA]
o] o]aol cujain] AALE =3led dele] F ool Fuel wlua}
odgele] Aoz Azlel Ut (A 10 3) EHACRRE]
o] ghabs W QY Akeo] ehE wie} wlwdthd F-Ho Halz

£

R

»
£

40

25) Brueggemann, First and Second Samuel, 10%.
26) Isbell, The Function of Exodus Motifs in Biblical Narratives, 115%.
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£ Rgzolt). 2o] ylel MeizkA] Fedt Ak ohehe AzuiA et
ey A ogAl AgdE 3§ <lEo] FRd Aulgl o]f= AHFo]
gety 17h A Ao =27l o fojof BwalA =eldt), dhiel o
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ARz shde] A ddehRo], oxdMe Aol ossE e
© de] 7hed A9 dshe ARemAe 4FE (A 37). 4
g Hj=gtae oAe] zRe] FEF FAE EUSOE oJHES] wEAH

27) D. Damrosch, The Narrative Covenant: Transformations of Genre in the Growth of Biblical
Literature, (Ithaca, New York: Comnell University, 1987), 1895, n. 7. “0{ S 2t &X| &
Ci'gts E8 e ZM7|-Z27|stmtxoM 22 Foig7|el vt2 2of AFAZ[2 EF
of o|F MCHel ojAz2d T2|0 d2[e F olSSMH L HER s Eeio|Ch
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Aol HAtke Aelt}.28)
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2] 7HEE AEsA7] 13 shidel Algsiile] ERgic29) A 43S
AAE 1 A ooprleln], o] oA ZxE = AL A 7R &
3} ‘ozete] RIS wiotielct. ARz} o|xed Fgo] BolskE
d= A4 sjgivhs AM& Jaele] o Azt o3 34 & gtk
sAlgt ‘dle] 7HRe] 37 vEo] ARl A ] 2 HAE JFE
ek Bl 3 7S Ado® W] Sla) WAlel wiok® EAlsHlth
< Aotk FUe vl=stzt a3 40 11, 17, 19, 21), dEl= 5
TS 4: 18, 19, 21), ¥l=dtxe] o= Feth(Ad 40 20). 971
Yl Wo] 3t FAlo F& Aolt} aglm ojzefe] Al wiStZTHA
4011, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22). A o]Folfth. spAut A& &
A o gole] e ol THHA e AR o} Yk

o] ojzote] AT HeAl Aol ol HHle] ks Bl =2vn
ot} o] ooyl ARtAo R WA olopl'® EejAm Aot 40 1 -
7: 2). o] Wl olopr] ol B FiolA o]FEd WAd ‘4 714
A ARIFRe] fAMdo] W e, FAAH Ude o 230 A

28) J. Nohmberg, Like Unfo Moses: The Constituting of an Interprefation, (Bloomington &
Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 1995), 342%,

29) J. T. Wilis, “Anti-Elide Narrative Traditon from a Prophetic Circle at the Ramah
Sanctuary,” JBL 90(1971), 288-308%; K. A. D. Smelik, “Hidden Messages in the Ark
Narrative: An Analysis of ISamuel iv-vi” K. A. D. Smelikled.), Coverting the Past
Studies in Ancient Israelite and Moabite Historiography, (Leiden: Brill, 1992, 57%.

300 J. E. Harvey, “Tendenz and Textual Criticism in 1Samuel 2-10," 74-76%: J. Bourke,
“Samuel and the Ark: A Study in Contrasts,” DS 7(1954), 96-97%.
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A B8l AlgEo] o|xefde] njxnle] FAd gtk ARE E3 o

31) Nohrnberg, Like Unto Moses, 343%. =H 1= S@Mlo AFE YA S o/HE ZH
2 AF0 Us olactdnt SLAGI|T ot
32) & g3, “stiidel &M el dlEtE ofo| " TekEch 15 (2003), 241-59%.
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33) Harvey, "Tendenz and Textual Criticism in 1Samuel 2-10," 76-77%.
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35) M. Garsiel, The First Book of Samuel, 47%: Harvey, "Tendenz and Textual Criticism in
1Samuel 2-10," 77-78%. 0|2 APFYMo| Lttt ofZete] g3 AHFEE 27 1
ZolM RoiX|= ofA2tde ZojoMe SHD HAAMH ZEHE ¢ sHXE
2IZh 22 HeEEts AMPY AMtis S5 A A Fo A& olA2tdant MG HH
gl 1 dhdo| ZxEch O o|F2E M AlUttelAM olxzido| stLbdel sA
g HMUstn ofFete YE MEcHE 19 - 247, AIRYME ‘28 MS1, L2t
HEE WMol ety #of 7| =5t0] o 52 ol ECH(eHa 100 5).

36) Jae-Gu Kim, The Primary History(Genesis-Kings): A Two-Part Deuteronomistic
Historiography, (Seoul: Emerging Books, 2008), 263-67%.
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37) Ramsey, “SAMUEL(Person),” 956%, &tAb 27+ 350 “Z A3t MAEE2 de3|n 08
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Etctoh “Tol& Lol ZAtel Y22 ®ot(mp? 2tats) olde W 52 #ottol

cHrp? 2kak=)" (& 27: 36).

2 AT AR dde) Asa Ag 91



= 29 XS Al S o ks dele o EANE A 24F 2 2
2|2 Ne3 7Aoot Sl Efo® Jehdtad 10 9).40) o] ofzhs
AFIAE ARAE FolAA] e Aeloln, 27 tisloAlgt ok&d
Aol "I W olFE Hdl HE A5 Zol. ve 1] vt 24
(xo2 7)4)E 93] Haeh stelef (dsh 70 13). dejst oSl o] 9|
2 il = ﬁﬁiﬁ F gle 5% oA slok. el FdshA dd
(E210™ W ol=-&7) SIokE WSh7] wiEolth (A 20 30: et 7.4
Ao 242 7TE}F«]1_ BN % D’Hfﬂ FE Aol exskE wf Aol
geistA 1 2a4E deja, del7h & 2 ol Shobr] xe] Aol 2
Ao g Folgh(APd 40 12-13, 180 A8} 18: 24) 42) o] fAM
X del7} ool doja] Ho] Feja] F& AL P v|gE st
I Yok Bk gt} dd) dele] o555 ARIEel ke Zlojzi 7ol
ol FE& Al diloke(me? adts) Aselt(ild 20 14,
15, 16[2“?]) 44) e ofgE d2]9| o5& "iol fle MEE
Al HEs FHohe(Mp? gets) EdAsolt (3 8: 3). olsh 2] 9
22flel] g27F A7) oJ-elE AlAES 9 HE7ke AgE WgEe
abx A et goleka aiA olEr o U S A7 oAl
wjob7] e atolzkd wAL gAAozele eRadE el Hake Aol YAE
o] A2kl 0E Aol

39 A. G. Auld, “From King to Prophet in Samuel and Kings,” J. C. de Moorled.), The
Elusive Prophet: The Prophet as a Historical Person, Literary Character and Anonymous
Artist (Oudtestamentische Studien Sup. XLV), (Leiden: Brill, 2001), 32%.

40) AEI] HALI oM 440 ZA 0| ROD(F| M|/ A, 2E2ts CHo{IF AFEE X2 St
Ligel EES flaf o ei(2e 220 19), LelAtoll A & H(gst 40 10), elofH Ml H
(&baF 109 4013, 18) AF2E0] LA = RF 2EE ot

41) Garsiel, The First Book of Samuel, 56%; Miscal, “Moses and David: Myth and

Monarchy,” 191%: F. A. Spina, “Eli's Seat: The Transition from Priest to Prophet in

1Samuel 1-4," JSOT 62 (1994), 67%.

Auld, “From King to Prophet in Samuel and Kings,” 43%. 47| dAtMoflAM 22 ¢

gl 7t i3l JiERo] £ AEe Z1Sol Uck "ot & d™eg)s dstely

£& Xoict & HIt 22 EI 2l (akak 3 115 &st 210 12).

43) R. Polzin, Samuel and the Deuteronomist: A Literary Study of the Deuteronomistic
History, Part Two-1Samuel, (San Francisco: Harper & Row, 1989), 23, 61-64%.

44) *a Algho] o|27|8 Ht=Al X 7|28 e ol 4 o3 HsE dfz Jxal
(M etzts) st a7t L8t?| & otdel A3 W2 Wat 2R ofdstH Wt KA
2 wjoe|2inp? alats) st ey (a4 20 16).
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45) G. W. Coats, "An Exposiion for the Conguest Theme,” CBQ 47 (1985), 50%: N.
Lohfink, “The Deuteronomistic Picture of the Transfer of Authority from Moses to
Joshua: A Contribution to an Old Testament Theology of Office,” L. M. Maloney (trans.),
Theology of ihe Pentateuch: Themes of the Priestly Narrative and Deuteronomy,
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1994), 241%,
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Samuel, God’s Failed Plan

Jae-Gu Kim, Ph. D.
Lecturer at Hyup Sung University
University of Toronto

This paper is intended (o reconsider the reason for Samuel's being. As
generally believed, the role of Samuel is to connect the gap between the
times of judges and kings. Thus, Samuel has bheen widely ignored by the
shadows of various judges and the glorious king David even though Samuel
had performed many important functions, such as prophet, seer, priest and
judge. The only person who can be matched in these functions is Moses.
This paper tries to investigate the true purpose of God through the
personage Samuel. For this research, one of the literary approaches so-called
‘Intertextuality’ is emploved, by which the close relations of the crucial
expressions appearing both in Moses” storv(Ex. 1-15) and Samuel's(I Sam.
1-8) are investigated.

In five stages, Moses and Samuel will be compared. First, their births are
related to the 'misery’ of a person(people) and God's 'seeing and re-
membering.” Second, these two persons must confront the one(s) who “do
not know Yahweh.” This ignorance invites the catastrophic disaster, which is
the third stage. The stories of the ten plagues in Exodus and the Ark of
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Covenant are matched in terms, expressions and storvline. Fourth, the
confrontations of the enemies, Egyptians at the Red-Sea and Philistines at
Mizpah take place and God defeats them by the same method. Now the
history reaches its peak. At the time of Moses, the next stage after being
saved at the Red -Sea hy God was "praising God and worshipping Him as
King. Thus, divine kingship was proclaimed. Then at the time of Samuel, the
people of Israel had undergone the same salvific power of God. Then, it is
obvious that they also proclaimed the kingship of God. But astonishingly
they asked for human kingship because of the corruption of Samuel's sons.
Samuel failed to discipline his sons for demonstrating divine kingship.

Through these literary comparisons, it is apparent that Samuel is not
intended to be a bridge figure between judges and kings. Rather, his true
role is to reactualize the time of Moses when God was inaugurated as the
only King. But Samuel failed and eventually human kings had to come and
go. This is why the title of this study is "Samuel, God’s Failed Plan.’

Keywords

Intertextuality
Samuel

Moses

Kingship of Yahweh

Human Kingship
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