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Kraus, (Neukirchen—Viuyn, 1983), 103,
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2) L. Schwienhorst—Schoénberger, “‘Bitterer als der Tod ist die Frau'(Koh 7,26). Zum
Argumentationsgang von Koh 7,25-29,” in: K. Kiesow/T. Meurer(Hg.), Textarbeit: Studien zu Texten
und ihrer Rezeption aus dem Alten Testament und der Umwelt Israels, FS P. Weimar, AOAT 294,
2003, 443455, £35| 443,

3) N. Lohfink, “War Kohehet ein Frauenfeind?: Ein Versuch, die Logik und den Gegenstand von Koh.,
7,23-8,1a herauszufinden,” in: M. Gilbert(Hg.), La Sagesse de I'Ancien Testament, Bibliotheca
Ephemeridum Theologicarum Lovaniensium 51, (Leuven: Leuven University Press, 1979), 259-287,
Notes additionelles, 1980, 417-420, £35| 287.

4)  D. Michel, Untersuchungen zur Eigenart des Buches Qohelet: Mit einem Anhang von Reinhard G.
Lehmann: Bibliographie zu Qohelet, BZAW 183, (Berlin: de Gruyter), 1989, 225,
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6) D.lIngram, “Riddled with Ambiguity”: Ecclesiates 7:23-8:1 as an Example,” in: M. J. Boda/T. Longman
Il /C. G. Rata(eds.), The Words of the Wise Are like Goads: Engaging Qohelet in the 21st Century,
(Winona Lake, Indianal Eisenbrauns, 2013), 219-240, £35| 230.

7) J. E. Shepherd, “Ecclesiastes,” in: T. Longman Il & D. E. Garland(eds.), The Expositor's Bible
Commentary, (Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 2008), 325.

8) M. A. Shields, The End of Wisdom: A Reappraisal of the Historical and Canonical Function of
Ecclesiastes, (Winina Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2006), 185.

9) 0[21 UXoll &5t XISl CHASt BHES iR YMEEH JHEIZACE 028t MES & O XiMlsH
Al 223 C}22 &=Z512) C. R. Fontaine, “‘Many Devices'(Qoheleth 7,23-8,1): Qoheleth, Misogyny
and the Malleus Maleficarum,” in: A. Brenner/C. R. Fontaine(ed.), Wisdom and Psalms, FCB 2/2,
(Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1998), 137-168, £5| 153—157.

10) C. L. Seow, Ecclesiastes: Introduction, Translation, and Notes, AB (New York: Doubleday, 1997), 262.

1) T. Kriger, Kohelet(Prediger), Biblischer Kommentar Altes Testament (Sonderband), (Neukirchen—
Vluyn: Neukirchener Verlag, 2000), 263.

12) G.S. Ogden, Qoheleth, Readings: A New Biblical Commentary (Sheffield: Phoenix, 22007), 130.

13) R. N. Sandberg, Rabbidic Views of Qohelet, Mellen Biblical Press Series 57 (Lewiston, NY: Edwin
Mellen, 1999), 181.

14) D. Rudman, Determinism in the Book of Ecclesiastes, JSOTSup 316 (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 2001), 106—107.
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15) A, Lauha, Kohelet, Biblischer Kommentar Altes Testament, (Neukirchen—VIuyn: Neukirchener Verlag,
1978), 141,

16) T.Longman I, The Book of Ecclesiastes, The New International Commentary on the Old Testament,
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17) M. V. Fox, A Time to Tear Down & A Time to Build Up: A Rereading of Ecclesiastes, (Eugene,
Oregon: Wipf & Stock, 1999), 266.

18) M. V. Fox, A Time to Tear Down & A Time to Build Up: A Rereading of Ecclesiastes,267.

19) M. V. Fox, Ecclesiastes, The JPS Bible Commentary, (Philadelphia: The Jewish Publication Society,
2004), 51.
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23) ZlZ0| MzAMe 2EXMOR 2S5k CIXRIZIN QUCts =XIE B H77t thFEIUCE 0] HMoj| cishM=
LSS A&5}2t D. Ingram, Ambiguity in Ecclesiates, (LHBOTS 431; New York: T, & T. Clark, 2006); D.
Ingram, “Riddled with Ambiguity’: Ecclesiates 7:23-8:1 as an Example,” in: M. J. Boda/T. Longman
Il/C. G. Rataleds.), The Words of the Wise Are like Goads: Engaging Qohelet in the 21st Century,
219-240; D. Ingram, “The Riddle of Qohelet and Qohelet the Riddler,” JSOT 37(2013), 485-509.

24) L. Schwienhorst—Schénberger, “Bitterer als der Tod ist die Frau'(Koh 7,26). Zum Argumentationsgang
von Koh 7,25—29,” 445,

25) AES| 22,73
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26) J. L. Crenshaw, Ecclesiastes, The Old Testament Library (Philadelphia: The Westminster Press, 1987),
146.

27) R. Murphy, Ecclesiastes, Word Biblical Commentary (Dallas, Texas: Word Books, 1992), 76.

28) |. Riesener, “Frauenfeindschaft im Alten Testament? Zum Verst ndnis von Qoh 7,25-29,” in: A. A,
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29) H.—F. Richter, “Kohelet Urteil ber die Frauen: Zu Koh 7,26. 28 und 9,9 in ihrem Kontext,” ZAW 108,
1996, 584-593, £5| 593.

30) H.—F. Richter, “Kohelet Urteil ber die Frauen: Zu Koh 7,26. 28 und 9,9 in ihrem Kontext,” 588—589.

31) J.Y.S. Pahk, “Women as Snares: A Metaphor of Warning in Qoh 7,26 and Sir 9,3,” in: N. Calduch—
Benages/J. Vermeylen(eds.), Treasures of Wisdom: Studies in Ben Sira and the Book of Wisdom,
Festschrift M. Gilbert, BETL 143, (Leuven: Peeters/Leuven University Press, 1999), 397-404, £3|
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36) D. Michel, Untersuchungen zur Eigenart des Buches Qohelet: Mit einem Anhang von Reinhard G.
Lehmann: Bibliographie zu Qohelet, 228,
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38) A. Lauha, Kohelet, Biblischer Kommentar Altes Testament, 141.

39) R. Gordis, Koheleth—The Man and His World, A Study of Ecclesiastes, (New York: Schocken, *1968),
273-274.

40) R. N. Whybray, Ecclesiastes, The New Century Bible Commentary (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1989),
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Was Qoheleth an Anti-Feminist?
: Ecclesiastes 7:25-29

Jun-Hee Cha, Dr. theol.
Professor, Department of Theology

Hansei University

The research range of this thesis is from Ecclesiastes 7:25-29, which
is the most difficult part in terms of interpreting the texts. Among
the verses, this study focuses on verse 26 in particular, which is the
most controversial one. The charateristic of the book of Qohelet is
determined by the understanding of the verse, which has been known
to have misogynistic contents. This thesis will introduce and evaluate
existing theories, and uphold one of those.

First of all, the understanding that verse 26 is ‘the statement of hatred
of women, is contradictory to Ecclesiastes 9:9 which clearly evaluates

woman positively. The view that the verse is ‘the partial statement of
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hatred of women’, also, has a grammatical flaw because the sentence
of <asher hi> cannot be interpreted as the restrictive sense, but as the
explanatory sense. Another opinion that the verse is a ‘metaphorical
statement’ has a problem of impracticability. Because it is not
appropriate to interpret only the word appeared in v. 26 metaphorically,
considering that the same word occurs two times in the following
paragraph: ‘the woman<haisha>’ in v. 26 and “women<isha> in v. 28.
To understand this passage rightly, the present writer proposes,
‘quotation theory’ in reference to interpret this verse seems to be highly
persuasive. If ‘quotation theory’ is right, Qohelet is not a Anti-Feminist.
On the contrary Qohelet maintains that the claim of hatred of women is

wicked, foolish, folly, and the typical act of insanity.
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