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47 slB.elo] g B SRIEE Aol 270 o] 5ol
ANkA O 2 t ARt FARREO 2 diﬁﬁ’ﬁ 7‘]/\]%} T 3ok 24 =0l &
AREEL] oS A Audhe 5 BE 83 AR E ArhelA Algdhe
(semantically redundant) 7392 £ H 7| Ft}, o] =Fo| = o]zt B
K3 ARAl A3 AFE SAMA AR} o gt BHES T A

=

Y 0| =22 Aol Bty =R YR (S| 3T E £, 8 U URAIZI Zo|ch. Seong-Kwang Kevin Kim,
“Paragraph Delimitation in 1 Samuel 1-7” (Ph.D. Dissertation, Dallas Theological Seminary, 2019), &5t
M 1114 SHm7Htets] FASHS0E] (2019 92 20) oM L HSH A S SHA1S9| A S Btgsto 22X o2
Eekst Ziolct.

1 5|=22|0] SAks HElfEH o2 1AL E F0{(morphologically encoded subjects on verbs)S 71|11 /10 0l
(121, 2015, 3013), H(4, 014), T (Bt =) 7t HEHCCE
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2. &0ixt X|A| el3 = (Participant Reference Encoding)of| 2t
A7

WA #7) o) HhH 2] 9 Ethr} ¥ ¢¥1<=(Stephen H, Levinsohn) ] &
THE A EA} guliEe Q1] @1oj8H (cognitive linguistics) 2] A+ A=
7hA ek 478 31 B.efof el A iRt/ 57l A A (participant reference) 3
o] Hgght} 2 S a3k A2 ST A AE S vhd wf Exjo] nhg<e] oW o
o] dojuprf o= Zlolok, Sk 25 S ull & HHE AeE $- ofof
71¢] AA12 324 (mental representation)2- TAJ3H7] 98l L AR E 223}
g} QIZEe] mha B o AR E AN, I AW T wi- 2h
Hho] gk Hel e xo] =7 4skd 7 Qlok.o o] I elA] T34l
E0 Exto] AAIA FA | A A 7FA] ZAd 3} AbE (activation status) S ZEH7]

03

e, e

.ﬂ‘lml
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Steven E. Runge, “A Discourse-Functional Description of Participant Reference in Biblical Hebrew

Narrative” (Ph.D, Dissertation, University of Stellenbosch, 2007).

3 Eoix} X|Alof| CHsH 2f|l&o| et ol ATHE 2{5liA, Robert A, Dooley and Stephen H. Levinsohn,
Analyzing Discourse: A Manual of Basic Concepts (Dallas, TX: SIL, 2001), 109-135, A& 5|=2[0{
Of|Af Zto{ R} K| Alol| CiSH 2| E1&0] =9|Z 2[5lA, Stephen H. Levinsohn, “Self-Instruction Materials on
Narrative Discourse Analysis” (Online at http://www.sil.org/~levinsohns: 2015), 118-32.

4 A FHOIRHMZ (state of affairs) S LHEHNZ{LH 20iF= Z0|CL P. N, Johnson-Laird, Mental Models
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1983), 397f M1 A2 AlAR} Al & 7Y Cf Z&5Hof st
C}. Dooley and Levinsohn, %2, 50.

5 3,51,

6  Wallace L. Chafe, "Cognitive constraints on information flow*, in Coherence and Grounding in
Discourse, ed, Russell S, Tomlin (Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1987), 22.
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(1) 28h8) active): A o] o] gl 54 s=7bol Abgre] o] Q=

(2) A 7Fs3H(accessible/semi-active): AFghe] =10 2] 2] o] Q131 Algho] Hl)
7 A28 7FA AL Qo) A 2] of] ek Q) A] ed-2- A E

(3) v g3k linactive): A AFEe] 371 7193 lom) FYHO R F
W0 R BYstsle] YA e ey

iy

UJeIE oA o] Qo] S8 T A 2 21 QUehel 1= Afe v
0l 2413} 8)active) Abelolch, el wo) 910] Rlojie 5 Q1] Et
) oAb A 91 E Sl SRk i Aleke] vhgel 2
71538k (accessible/semi-active) AFE]7} Eo} 8 18] 31 Tl 9o A Atz A
ARbo] Tro] AUA| = Za}e] mhE-ofl B] 2 g5} (inactive) e} Et.?
27 A @ 8HE 7] el A WA/ o] (a proper name/a lexical noun
phrase)& ARgsEe] ThA] 227w ofof gy, =, 793} el (activation status)
E 7] Al RES] QY-S s of gt

=] (Robert A, Dooley) ¢} @RI A A] Td thal ZH F7] (coding
weight) & AA38}17] 938l 713-(Givon) o] 2-2-22] =7](phonological size) 2]

S0 e} o] SAstel 2 g et

7 82

8 EN3E SHOIS0| BAMOR tEE RN O A& M 0] giCtH F2 7156 A2 Ho{X|A| Elct 2
=25

9  =Xlo|nj20l|lM SEIZ2 FH o|A|(peripheral consciousness) 0l 7| 7|2 (long-term memory) 22 &7
Zlct $=,

10 Talmy Givon, “Topic Continuity in Discourse: An Introduction”, in Topic Continuity in Discourse: A
Quantitative Cross-Language Study, ed. Talmy Givon (Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1983), 18. More
coding material has more discontinuous/inaccessible topics; less coding material has more continuous/
accessible topics.
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zeroanaphorat — H73A| /A< o AL — 734 /5 At — 2hd A (full noun phrase)

H 519 EEECE

N

54 (topic) 3] A4d (continuity) €] =915 S22 Z7]9] S5 ¥
Ae ], LEHOR s AL (57 o] FiTtaL & = Sl o] RS
o=t 71%% ez A 5 ek AL AS FAY =sHAY EAS
Ho| 7 v A7} o227, T B Aol Basith™s gulse 44 38
Heojo| A HEAS Fol 22 27 (new development) B A 22 T2

(new unit) & ®A|5}7] B7Fssl Rz Fol o] QA2 T3 A= S

==
o)
S

Ejo} Pulzo] ATE Bz, 9= A7 slBelo] WE RS 98k F
oo} nlFo] 2o %%ﬂ%él@ﬂf&v}.

Fo] F9 (Subject Contexts)
(1) INT: A 22 ZFez}e] 271 27N
(2) S1: Fredzp7} nfz 217 A o] Fo]

11 Anaphora 0|0 21gst EXE CHA| 712|7|= EHof S O[T Zero anaphora= WA|M 2l XA &X|
(explicit referring device)7} Si= ZRE 7I21ZICt A2 5|22]|0{0l|A zero anaphora= SAtOA HEHEIX O
EoIATE F (mmphologlcally encoded subjects on verbs)S Saf| THEIC}, 0| U2 07|52 HA[E 5
QAL

12 Dooley and Levinsohn, %3, 111.

3HH|= 0fEH Ho| 220 CHstof ZehX|= JHHIS st o =20 HO| 047t 2 "ol £ 3tH[2t 71y

sich,

»
ol }OI

r

14 A=M0[2t0|Z 74sM (predictability), 291 7HSA (identifiability) S& LIEHE U2 2 Mol =85
£ 05sly| 21 Eolahy| 2L €Yoz IR H0| oM oS5t 5751 | o2 HEE Mesh Elct”
&Y, “Hof stol oiEMof| st D&Y, "HCHA0[0{=3 19/2 (2001), 283.

15 “The more disruptive, surprising, discontinuous or hard to process a topic is, the more coding material
must be assigned to it.” Givon, %2, 18.

16 =010l “T2{Lt, I, SIX|2F 22 HEAE Soil MZ2 LT = EHRI2] AIRE BAIZ = QT Fojof
MEE “but, then, however" Z2 HEAIS Sl MZ2 LT EE= T2 AIZHS BAIZ 5 QUL

17 Levinsohn, %2, 130.
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i+ ol vk 270 o] Fol, “12]31 ThE Folar} Folo] 27}
$2: Fel7} ol Aol wele] 34

S3: A7k ol 4 Aol Hele] A ohd viFe] 93

S4: Zhogx}7} vkeAd 3/ 7 -3 (semi-active/accessible), S1-S391]
el e o)

(7) S5: Zef2b7} vl 22 skl (inactive), S1-S401 i 351A] o3+ =

3)
4)
5)

(
(
(
©)

H]F0] ¥4 (Non-Subject Contexts

(1) INT: A =2 Fedzte] 27] 270

(2) N1: e z7} o] 3 Hef|A] 322 n]Fro] gt

(3) N2: Zrodzpr} o] 2 Hof A kel o] skt

(4) N3: Frodzj7} o] 2 Aol A N1-N2oj| s g3}A] = et

(5) N4: zreqz27} Rk d st/ =7 Fs-8hw (semi-active/accessible), N1-N3¢j|
BNFBHA| = =

(6) N5: Zrezl7} |2/ 5ol v (inactive), N1-N4o]| 3 5}H4] ed<= Zwlfis

A7]e] W E| Bl thgt 7| 213 7}x] (default encoding values)= T
T} zFo] gofErt.

18 Runge, %= (2007), 90.
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(E 1 8o 712

2139 7kx|(default encoding values)®

==L QA 7|5 72 el=g
(Discourse Context) (Cognitive Task) (Default Encoding)
EXto| Eatol HAM HE A (mental _ )
reprtasler‘wzt]atignl o?theﬂdisccijise)()ﬂkl O BAT (Laxical
M2 Zojxte] £7| AN | HE 2
NT | M2 8O 22120 20inie aspstn mastor, ze 7| )7 ZE 2
IR (Anchoring relation)
S LH2{E|EZ0f| A EHMSHE & | O LH2{E|E Hut 22 AT A4 001=7Y
OXtof| CHEt H&XQI X|A| | X} EE= AKX HEMES TA| (Minimal encoding)
o|2x Cl2o| BtAELE| =t | 0|X O 3| 4 o5t
. QI8H CtSo| E4stE & | 0| QIBEEH SiXtet HXto| HAgt A 0l7g)
OXtol| CHSE H&XQI XIA| | 2f Met 3 |
M5l ZojXtel 258t | 0| oM AEHEl XIAILHAS 7 _
S3/N3 A3t Oixte| 25 [ HollAM 2t XAUAE 7 Of3]x{ AT
X7 E
O™ HoflA LIEFIX| 222 | EXP7t H2E 4 7L E= 21200
S4/N4 | dtetMSHEl FoIXte] RiEh | 2HMSHE XIAICHAS Ok W0A] A O{3|1% HAE
Mst 25te Aoz et
S5/NS HI2HSHE FOXte] Mg | o= XIS FHE & ofjet 1 O1&|& HARL +
st o] g3lof chst ZAE HAE A 2|

o]l Zkzte] w7129
2 ol

ol gk, A7
elg 9ig

A91AFol) o] orilz

19 SIZ, 119-20.

20 &t 24{(discourse analysis)2 91
O HFEE HojM Z& 0]Ae] thefol

A} X| Al (participant reference) 22
Z{: cho} 2N o177 12009 ME 7

A00087).

21 s|Eejof HAEE

—_—=T

25 BHSO|A

) O
T —a=

Ol E =

An=T

elgstot. B sl=e|of

MH}QW£W4 s
7|, "2 eith| K2l 4
Znt 210M, (NRF - 2009 - 327 -

A |12
=7 U0k A7

(default form)S- 2] B3 1] 2 E-3)
o= 2Rl 2o
Zrofal A o] ARg-2- 7 o] t} 3] 8 9]} (] F20) o] 2

P} AE]o] Q17] whiEo]ct. 2

:‘o
rr

Hol olofs

J1ZIct” Zo

o HE
NES)

M Q|StCt. Biblia Hebraica

Stuttgartensia, ed. Karl Elliger and Wilhelm Rudolph, 5th ed. (Stuttgart: Deutsche Bibelgesellschaft,

1997). 5|E2|0{ IAEQ| Ho{2}

22 Runge, $1Z (2007), 207.
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—

1) S1/N1
HheF Z of Fro7} o] H of Frole} A, Fo] U] (subject agreement)
gom Feh QniQlad (over-encoding)#o] 38 Q81| et

TN UM 123e | 224N 1 O{Xk= HERICH

l:I

o)z

J2|1 @=(S1) 242 OFSS(N4) Y=|3UC 2

MR ORIy TIa- . 23t
R T B P 2D e g

My wbym | 24a | 321 @E(S1) 25N Hi2lT S22t

Ja|7 @=(S1) 2EN1) H20] Uz Asetel

9 § atinbsi=Nkh g 24b
o8 M ol elzfect

AR 17 236800 “GhF 7 Folol 31 237248014 zero anaphora(©)
2 3 Al Folz A Hrk. mehd] S1#uo)A 712 Qlmge Fole) o

(2) S2/N2

Saamwan Sy R | 316a | YEITHS3) AFRUES 22t
NIRWTN 720 N7

2 Sxmay | 16b | 2217 @=(S1) LRCE L OFS AFRZol”

wpm e | 16c | 21T @S(S2) TRHCH TP 07| UsLICE

e 17 T2 @=(S2) Lot

omaT7So N Sy 5| 182 | A AIR(S2) 20 BE S Lt

wan o NSy | 180 | A2 GE(S1) SiLE &7IX| AT

S 18 | 2|1 @=(S2) L3kt

ARFA 374 1620l 4] o] F A7} AARE-E] AL Itk 1 5 3x1 o] ke
Eo] BT w1 (Bka | 2/171 dgieh) Z 8| 02 zero anaphora(Q)E Al
&3taL k. 16bH el A Ae|7} Sk}, AR o] HAFod=t, 16c8-2 Hgo]

23 7|28 (default encoding or minimal encoding) £Ct 213 E0| R2 ZALE 2u{elAT 0|2} siCt
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0. siad g s o) QLgAel 203k 3]
S-S Liehie,

(3) S3/N3

SpanTy Owwwy azwn | 316a | ALRUO((S2) OFRIIX| SRk

M2 NinoTRN mnp | 1Bb | 2213 @E(S1) fEetel Fel 22 Eirt

5P bR INTDITIN TN R J2{LE AFRAR(S1) 1 0[S L2|olA Lat7]
2 . > . 15¢ - N
Sxma £ ST

Sxmhy oy xpn | 162 | J211 WaITKS3) AFRBS(N3) 2R

N 6o | 2|1 g=(S1) YRt

AR 37 15070l 4] “ARELT0] Frof o)Al 15b-15cE ol M = Al 5
ojtt. 15| 1620l A FFol o] a7} it o) Aol M ARt e = o
2AgstElo] glom e W E oS o] Hlsh o1$14 AR (GLF AN E AR
ShoATt. wh2hA] S3 2ol A 71 Q1S o] 917 WALl H o) ol A &
7Jshe oAb sk Ve T

(4) S4/N4

J2|3 AFRH2(S1) O|AZIAS 21510 S

Sxa T MOR Sy oy | 79
N e i A ANV QA B2AIQiCt

mmoampn | 9d | 2R ofEeA(S2) o Seistiict

nbivs b Snwy | 10a AIR0](S3) HAIE =2 ol

24U ARZES0[(S4) 0] A2 AIHNG) M2

=
gra mRMoRS Wn omeesy | 106 | o
X2 TRoR? W oNYhs o chigi

“EUA AREETS APF A 7 TR A 5 E o] F- 7 10bH el A
Al 7RI S 7 1008 ol W "E A AT TR A EE T}

497 81210} el 91515 Overencoding)el e 2231 - AFRY 1798 B0 - | 2K

(=)=}

o
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AL QAR G 27 B Sl A2 ok 5, ol d HellM dF
=] gdgko B 2wk 3} (semi-active) B 2 7}-‘5—?}(accessible) zhej}
2l Aole}. whehA] s4 Zoll A 718 12 o $12] WA (AL HAD oW
HHeh g sh(semi-active) Bi= A 715 H(accessible) FHo =& A 2-d 3} (re-

activation)sh= 7152 a8 8t}

0\

(5) S5/N5

mow oy mbun | 4da | J2HM 290|(s2) Mol 2Rt

2|1 @=(S4) EEo| GEot| 1ok

) s IR 51y AN 4b
PINQZ MIMTAM2 OR DR W NN = 27|M 7Tt

H2|9| £ OFF, ELof HIL=SIAE(SS) A

omDI M2M - 5y WY oY 4c
74 " "d0 DL 7|ol| 2Joict

“Fio} v sl AR 14 380 A 2ol s, 258 g
o] T ol Folehz SAlolz S E ek, 2ol 25 otao] BAE:L
Qg Ap-do] £ k. 1%
47 47300 0| 271714 8 W $9314) ek |2 gahel et ik, 49 4
Aol Frish ul=shst Aelo] F ol Foles 4ol w 150 WA A
AR ek, ol e o) ulEskEle] 9o B 2 ofF4 HAHIF
Ao 2 3R] uhtolen @ 4 glrk. B2, 55 o)A /)
Qe o]51 4 WA 1) 1 B S 1 ) Sl malol,

AE7HA) S1-65 el 713 <l g A ESIT, U7 S1-55 EHlelA
Hlolube ellslAbapol thal Al el Fole] Qlargo] /)3 olsrgn

= O &w}=
=2 0

24 27|z el 2% (closed contexts)of| Ciet £AFX QI 7|= ol fl2|E =9|5tct. A2l 2% (open contexts)2
AP} FoIA| 7hsE 297t B WHECH 2 2 R0Ick HOIRHF HECH 2L EO{ R HEk QL
=0 2ol on|E22 = mf o Meto| LAFICH= 20| HekshA| gh2 ARCt Bel U2 XA 2|25t 7
OiXt| 7bsEt 227t 27! 5 Hol ZR0|Ck FojAPL 2F] & Hiro|7{Lt 20| o|0| S £ 1 2 =5 ZofxL7}
YeI5h 2 20|Ct Runge, 12 (2007), 110-11. 0 ST, S3 ZUol| thet 7|2 213 0| 0f2/ & YA 01F)el
Ol &= 2HAF 2:21b0A] Z2047} zero anaphora(@)S A2 QT 0|42 SHizt FUSH301E 044 T4 Ztodx}
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(relexicalization) & AH&-gHHH 1212 Fholzke] @IS ‘/}E}‘ﬂiﬁk o]
2]gh 52 23k o] 3] HAH-o] tiHES gl aE o] B3ks V)T Als oE
< gtk ® o] fJol| iz of2] BfatEo] eHlAY e tE Ve ES AL 3
o} 259 742 vk ol A s g Akate] S w v e Zleltt

olAl &rjQl= el 7I5E olslatr] %t & 7HA T 8% NS st

25

26

0|1 AN EMS = wf ZoiXI7} +2IX| HeHR|7| WZo|Ch

4710l T2, "EHtoln] $i) E43iEl Sofxio] B2 0fFK BAFRO| Aol M2 A W e izt
(a new thematic development or paragraph)2 X|A|SH= & 0125 (discontinuity) 22M CIAHOE Xz|Elch=
Allo| AN o1 Sslf ZHE|0] Tt A, Anderson, S. C. Garrod and A. J. Sanford, “The Accessibility
of Pronominal Antecedents as a Function of Episode Shifts in Narrative Text”, The Quarterly Journal
of Experimental Psychology. A Human Experimental Psychology 35 (1983), 427-40; R. Tomlin,
“Linguistic Reflections of Cognitive Events”, in R. Tomlin (ed.), Coherence and Grounding in
Discourse: Outcome of a Symposium, Eugene, Oregon, June 1984 (Amsterdam 1987), 455-79; B.
A. Fox, “Anaphora in Popular Written English Narratives”, in Tomlin (ed.), Coherence and Grounding,
157-74; S. C. Garrod and A. J. Sanford, “Thematic Subjecthood and Cognitive Constraints on Discourse
Structure in Cognitive Aspects of Language Use”, JPr 12 (1988), 519-34; W, Vonk, L. G. M. M. Hustinx
and W. H. G. Simons, “The Use of referential Expressions in Structuring Discourse”, LCP 7 (1992),
301-33.” Steven E. Runge, “Where Three or More are Gathered there is Discontinuity: The Correlation
between Formal Linguistic Markers of Segmentation and the Masoretic Pet(ihda and Setima Markers
in Genesis 12-25", in Greeks, Jews, and Christians: Historical, Religious and Philological Studies in
Honor of Jesus Peldez del Rosal, ed. Isracl Muiioz Gallarte, Jests Pelaez del Rosal, and Lautaro Roig
Lanzillotta (Cérdoba: Ediciones EI Almendro, 2013), 16-17n.11.

2i7ofl olst, “Ehstel 2aS 2IfH S5 2= ®0i%|2Hrelexicalization) S AFSSHE 210| 42 5=2[0fof
A ZHE| 1 Tt A. Fox, “Topic Continuity in Biblical Hebrew” in Topic Continuity in Discourse: A
Quantitative Cross-Language Study, ed. T. Givon (Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1983), 215-54; F.
I. Andersen, “Salience, Implicature, Ambiguity and Redundancy in Clause-Clause Relationships in
Biblical Hebrew”, in Biblical Hebrew and Discourse Linguistics, ed. R. D. Bergen (Dallas: SIL, 1994),
99-116; E. J. Revell, The Designation of the Individual: Expressive Usage in Biblical Narrative
(Kampen 1996); J. M. Heimerdinger, Topic, Focus and Foreground in Ancient Hebrew Narratives
(Sheffield 1999); S. H. Levinsohn, “NP References to Active Participants and Story Development in
Ancient Hebrew”, Work Papers of the Summer Institute of Linguistics, University of North Dakota
Session 44 (2000), 1-3.” Runge, %2 (2013), 17 n,11.
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§
o

T}, @sh(discourse)= T3] 14E A- o] AR °l obd, “AlEA
"(hierarchical framework) & 7}A|aL It} 7 o] A= 2o M =
RE Sl v F3ko] F-a3k A2 ofu, OVH ol
o FEHAAY =l YA (prominent/salient) T}, 78 2-9-
FE23/=Z (prominence) & tH- 2] A ol 3Tt. oW AL
A}, EA oA 23-& Ellof] Q= o= AR} ¢ 524 (significance)
& Foshs BE ). ©17]ol w2, 32 =213 (prominence) o] ©]
0 e A ) U348 ) 92,7

o] ek » ¥lA, U EH 0w B 1) e §3] FARE R el
o7 Eﬂ F= 217 A B (more naturally prominent information) & Ag38l=
B3 F79] FAFE0] =, “dFH et 9 SAFE (verbs of achievement
and accomplishment)-& W E] B o] £ APAES YeR A g “Ae] FAF
E(stative verbs) 2 v 7 A HE A= ko] Qlr} 3t o]df vlaf, 52221
=213 (pragmatic prominence)- o] 2] (marker) ] AH8-2. 2 #|2} &=
+ SpAbe] = Wk Zlofrt 2 o) AR FAIES HAES] ofH B
= Az Aol a7l FEHRS Fofshs Aot} oA ARFAE 1-7
Aol A 2njela o] 7158 Lol Fof| IS 384 F=2]F (pragmatic
prominence) ¥} ¢14s}e] =] & Aolct,

(o
o>

a0

o

gl
p
kr
v r1r

BN

[®)

allow)
1

2

o

e

jt

F

7

A

27 Runge, $2 (2007), 147.

28 2=

29 Kathleen Callow, Discourse Considerations in Translating the Word of God (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1974), 50.

30 Runge S12(2007), 147.

31 , 148,

32

33
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LTV TV T

oo
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A7

3 3|Hejo] UjzjE]Bel ] el (Overencoding)ell tieh 231 - AFF 1-78& 402 - | 2 293

3 AR 1-7Z0l|lM 2 21TFE 2| J|s

-9 Fol|A “F"e g7 o] Rdloj| A ARE-%H DU(Development Unit) S
53t e o2 g {5l Weh(paragraph) ¥} WIS U A E T 2k
chejouh 7} d o] Frolo|A] T o] 3] WART} s A5 X FAIF e,
G HAE 23 Qe Yot 11719] Rl 7} (clause) H = 4 3
orm 2 gt Ao o] 7o) Ho| = 79 o] Gupl AFALZ FAISHITE S

i
N
=2
T
8
4
<
(s
re

B
Exl

2= 3 A (discontinuity indicators)%E W Bl
EE Rslkel dc), #17]2] B9g 1415wt -fulS v v 2ot

(F 2) AR 1-TROlIM SHoIaEle| 7]
Development Unit = 5 03 BAE QHQIFHO| I
DU1 (1:1-3)
43 X (K7tLt) U AR EX|
DU2 (1:4-8)
8H X (29| GH AItL)) | K 2 BX|, SE7{L 7|chotx| =5t Y HX|
DU3 (1:9-11) 9H X (StLt) TR AR HX), SEAL 7 |HSHK| S5t Y 2R
20 H X (&2]) focus shift
13a & X (§tLh) PAEN RS ) ES
DU4 (1:12-14)
13d & X (Yz]) Ux, =L 7|hSHR| 28 Y ®X|
145 X (&z2]) countering move, % & EX|
DUS5 (1:15—16) 15: X (StLf) countering move, 9% A|ZH HX|
DU6 (1:17—18a) 173 X (22)) 20| LI ZX, Q4 AIZF HX|

34 E7|9 =E0A st DUE it 2 3.05 H(clauses)0|Ct. {2, 129.
35 AjRolat1-789| 2t Mol 21} 2 0|0FRE EB{M Ct23 E1st2t Kim, K2, 92-155.
36 =% BX|= ohSo 2ok (1) 32 M0i3SHredundant relexicalization), (2) 7§ AIXFC| #5} (change in
initiators), (3) A2-2| #3}(change in place), (4) A|ZH2| 15}(change in time), (5) #S2| 72| H15}(change
CF
D

(
in kind of action), (6) EfS} EX| wayehi(the discourse marker wayehi), (7) preposing(SA} OF Z40| SALE

CHEA 2). 943, 21.



DU7 (1:18b—19d) | 180% X (32 O4xp) S AR EX|
DUS (1:19e—19f) 19eE X (27t MALE, RR AR EX|
DU9 (1:20) 200% X (Bt} Al %’;i ?Eroﬁf 2
213 X (2 ARZ 27t N E 2N
DU 10 (1:21-23a)
Bad | X (Y7t} 249 giH) K E BX|
DU 11 (1:230-28) | 230% X (2 G4xp U AEHEX|
DU 12 (21-11) = X (8th) LRO| LIS ZZ, R AR EX|
DU 13 (2:12-17)
DU 14 (2:18-21) 18% X (A=) Ul AR EX|
210 X (O0] AFRZ) S Z =X
DU 15 (222-26) | 26X X (0}0] AF2t) U &2 5|
DU 16 (2:27-36)
DU 17 (31) = X (00| AFRY) SR AR =X
DU 18 (3:2-3)
DU 19 (3:4-5)
DU 20 (3:6a—7) (o] X (A2 AS TE | 3t HX|
DU 21 (3:8a-8d)
DU 22 (3:8¢) 8eX X (22)) A ZE Q9 AR EX]|
DU 23 (3:92) %X X (22)) HIo| LI 2%, QW ARE HX]
DU24 (390-9c) | 9bH X (AFR) I AR EX|
DU 25 (3:10a—10c)
DU 26 (3:10d)) 10dH X (AI2) LRHO| LIS L=, RR AIE HX|
DU 27 (3:11-14) n= X (01521 HIo10] LHE Z4E, Q4 AR EX|
15a% X (AF2) FR AR EX|
DU 28 (3:15a-15¢)
15cE X (AF2) S Z =X
DU 29 (316a-17) | 16a% X (22)) Ul AR EX|
DU30(318a—) | 182X X (AFRL) Ul AIEHEX|
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19a% X (A=) TR AR |
DU 31 (3:19-4:1a)
210H X (0=l A EE
DU 32 (4:1b—1d)
DU 33 (42) 228 X (E2A AIHE) R RNESEIN
DU 34 (4:3)
DU 35 (4:4) 428 X (HHAd) 4l AIREX|
DU 36 (4:5)
DU 37 (4:6) 6a% X (S2A AL) RS AlRHEX|
DU 38 (4:7-9) 78 X (S2IA AL) S QNLSE: SN
102 X (E2M AIS) NN
DU 39 (4:10-11) o MEEE] 5_0% =0 R
9} HIL5}A)
DU 40 (4:12-14)
DU 41 (4:15) 1527 X (22)) U AR EX|
DU 42 (4:16) 160 X (2 AR R AIEHEX|
DU 43 (4:17) 178 X (AAlS F5H= P 2o10| LIS 2=, QU AIRE EX|
DU 44 (4:18)
DU 45 (4:19-22)
DU 46 (5:1)
DU 47 (5:2-5) 228 X (B2 AIHE) N E N
DU 48 (5:6)
DU 49 (5:7-8)
DU 50 (5:9-10a)
DU 51 (5:10b—12)
DU 52 (6:1-9)
DU 53 (6:10-12) 108 X (2 AIE) SR AR EX|
DU 54 (6:13-14)
DU 55 (6:15—18)

/37 3|B.e]o] e BellA] 8177 (Overencoding)el] tha 431 - AFFY 1-78¢ S4 07 - | 248




DU 56 (6:19-21)
DU 57 (7:1)
DU 58 (7:2)
DU 59 (7:3)
DU 60 (7:4) 428 X (O] AZf2 Xt oLl AR EX|
53 X (AHR) Q5 AR EX|
DU 61 (7:5-6)
6r2 X (A=) {4 2 25X
DU 62 (7:7)
DU 63 (7:8) 8% X (0| AZH X}) 2o10| LI ZZ, RS AR EX|
DU 64 (792-9b) | 9aZ X (A1) Ul AR BX|
DU 65 (7:9¢) 9cE X (A=) MU ZZ, 7R AE 2K
DUGE(r9d) | 9o X (ci=2f) AN ZE, QU AR EX|
DU67 (710-12) | 10a% X (A122) S5 AR EX
DUBS(713-14) | 13X | X(SaM ARZS) K5 AIRHEX
DU 69 (7:15-17) 158 X (AF2) Sl AR EX

1 4ol "7 o] Aol g3k theol o= qlsh 2B<l

A, 7Rk 1386l S B0l ), vk 2 ol A7kt
o Z 97 AXFE ST B v} QI o1k S W) 4ol xwg

Sejis Fojis e-zl_ﬂ»w 7Fso] A i webA o) ‘Wi o
ol ] A kel eleh ol el v
P

olt}. o A) 7e-e FAl 51 FAshE Aol Ll “Tue] o]

ehe EHe thes] gkel Arhte] #AE SelFe guAlFe) ozt (o]
o] SAh o] 91 Qv T o] BAglels Beka 1k
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2374 8| B&o] WeIE]BojlA 2H 917 H (Overencoding)dl] thak 2231 - ARFAA} 1-788 FA 07 - | 24

ol oo g = A1g A xsh] ST &, v shie] 1%

< A3 o|3)ekA] Eaka 17t 1A Yal= A AL 7lufalA] Babar §)
o} Arhte] g o] ofo| U E A xste Al ghte] Eae a1z
7132 e}, vl Al 2E(L J. de Reg)oll b2 1, o] 5] vHE-2 3Fedz}7} 33}
AL WskaL B 1o F AV Y 7] diskA] Egk Alolehs 2l 7t
ZIek s ukR o] 5ol siErhaL & 5 Atk 9™ elA] Fo] “ght = 84
A Ao B E 2 o Qlokar & < Qlar wleba] HAQlF Y o' shiE

A7 1ol FEsttt. L Afol9)s) Hlen e ewladela 11 Vs
2= o] AR 7He) 7= Aolth AR 9ol A o] A2 vl A

Q1 AR olopy] 50w B EIIEV} ). I%eke] FgHel 43,
s

2 shpd7 o= 35 sA4eS w2 Uhﬂr ol 7ehabA] 53
2 onfelzee] & shte] 750] B 4 ek, 12080 Fol ‘el o
o}, Al 9delA] oln] 2 H T dA) dz)o} hpk o) <]
o v g 28 2l (cosed context) o]t} 1B EE A& 71e] 7= 391
A T FolE flaiA] TR AL MR (F/ 1) REO R St A steloy, o]
Welsge g} lEske shedl delel iRlos 298 §717] A
“Focus shift™) S Holch, 7153he] Sb7} 512 ohe Fol B2 wh} 714o)
VEEE FEo|t) 13adl|A] Fof "ght = eudladeltt, 1 olf=1t
=3 2 A, T floll @A 7 lEN e g Tl ot} 3913 o
X U FolZ 913 7P 9 1B 0. ghiolc), B, 74 gt
= FARE|N. wEbA Ak 2 53] shE 7 4 Qi Al
A, Fal o] ojn] £ (the semantics of the context)S- 1L&| wf, 0|27 7|=3}

3L Sl AR Fhuo|t), 10bHellM 1228704 dhu= 7l 7] %=8haL 913l

ol ﬁd Jlm o
re

2

%2

I

fo mf

—

b

d

38 L. J. deRegt, Participants in Old Testament Texts and the Translator: Reference Devices and Their
Rhetorical Impact (Assen: Van Gorcum, 1999), 62.

39 Kim, %3Z, 102.
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o}, wheba] 917 tigAL R3]/ ) Rke & ShbE A A8t ol F-attt. o]
HRIFYL 7|3kl A= shbE SR =g ste] FxE ¥
EATE 7S Tl 13d8 4] Fof fdE =
Fofl 9ol @] F ek glon g ©@gl Faolr}, wheba] 331
o2 7hsgh IE-2 4 ] Holth. AjojF]sh= F a8hA] o
3 T AR e gk dele 12bd oA shuiEs dEskal 9,1
oln] AF =t wEhA shtbs & Aok AL = Al
2] ot} o] eHla - ] o] A EFH(spiritual dullness)S -
EHAY 7IdekA] Eek g vEhiE 715 o] lvt 2= AAPE e ARk A
Aetal GEst 7| ExkE gohiA] Zekt}, 148004 F=of “dE|" = enjls
oIt} S1 o] B H4 Qi o ® el o] QWIS F 7HA
7Is0] et AA= “countering move™20] 1L EAE o] FES EAIE
= Zojnt. deje] 5 A2 FHE ¥l A== countering move s g
*‘:} 158 el|A] Fro] "ght= QufRlaolt), S2 Elo|ua HAs la o
FEsIt) o] 2913 Y-E countering moveE AR, S S el
e Aol ekt = ool Yo A =L o) Ak et
177804 o] "de)’= euRladoltt, 2 EHolng Hiladgom 5
3t o] @RlE g2 uiE Lo = el o] el 8-S 7&}5}@ A=
o AR v, )] whele A7l 3o wl 2= AP0 B

Ro=E N

to
N
i3

PN
o
A

Lo

40 72t RS MAS| 22 isto] CFS 2E0IA 29| A=0| SXAMIR| ZA

|—o\

=
41 O 2| 2E= 21T H 9| 7RO AR EX| 0|2/0f 27| A0[= 7IS22M “THE, UMK T4, STHY, XS
25t UCH De Regt, 2, 57.
42 7o 2, “Fofxle| gheio| AhEo] SR of| BiTist Lt CHete| WEs MER WaoR o|F uf”
countering move? | SH44SH}, Runge, $I=2 (2007), 114.
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A

FBI. o] QRIS A2 ) ARk BARICE 19e2 oA o
"W euiRlETol supsh ghte] we: Avhg g vantel gl
meolth of LHRIF YL of el e ARe] T s

ol ejojit=20%0] ojopr]e] Fupelul e, 19e7d:2 H-Feho]H 2 (pre-
climax) o]}, 206l Fof "Fht= Bl olt). 19e M A7t
ghfot F3ahelrtaL st o Bz 2004 3913 o) g T o= Sttt
§ict. o] emQladge Aol T ads AEs ojoprle] Setold g
ARt 52130l o] "L AN = enQlEgolt wule =
AR B "7 & F s Qo= 7 M~ Aol F2S E} A}
BARE AR glaL 31 W e SAE O = SRSk Sfupsh,
Hl=]a OElisﬂrvﬂ AL =2l E 2 )l EAhe 7Rl gl 1 o]
o} o] @ujRIF 2 A= Fule] AlEhE EAIRT 230704 o "7kt
o] e owQldgoltt. S2 wHo| B A QINYOR St
o] 2HIT YL Ahtel wele) 8- st A fiuls F85h o
T Tk 23b3ellM o "L oAl = euilEoln. S2 o R Ha
agog Fraitt o] QMR AR 5 o) AlRkE FAE,

l‘

M

it

\1
W
rUO

274 1ol A Fpof "ght = e dladelrt. -4, 174 745 H shi= 7%
FRlFolet, B FHS Aull o] 7|%=3tkal Yl oA} shehe Zle |
W3 71c} s 14 10b-128 004 7| =83 178 26-278 0] 4] shui= =l
o] 71t A& watal ek 7o) Ye-S B ufi o]t 7| E =Y
T = AbE gt gl AS & = Qlek o] el e 28
o] AzhE drEjw akd o] 8-S xSt 18-l Fro AL W2
oA = el oIt} o]F "ARFAE 174 2084 A& 27
o] & 27 117 l|A "1 o}o]"(the boy)2har 16t 27 18- A ARl
& W3l B “olo]’(a boy) 2kl Wl Q). “ofo] = AREAS x| AJFFIL QLo

7 5|2lof Ujelel el ] Q15 Overencoding)el T 231 - AP 179 FH0% - | 2N

43 H2|IEE 0|50l HH=0| S210|MA0| =7hS BAIRICIL YBICL De Regt, $I2, 66.
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d
rﬂhﬂ;
D)

A AR SRS o] eI YG2 A2 e AR

21 o4 Fro] “oo] ARTA(the boy SamueD QuRlzgolt,

> oM
T, 2>
e — o
S
2 =
ST
2 U
o ol H
<k
g2 0
fo o N
fo
Z ;E
rO El
K et
of, N
o
ol
£ -L
S*i >
to o
i3
1
E
=
N
>
“im'

it
ol
QL
i
u
x
mg
ﬂl
N
>
QL
N,
=2
%
E
o
to
R
r o
ky
ol
rlo
(ol
2
do
e

o 1

ofi
it
ol
ﬂF
12

_?1_',
tlo
<
au)

°ﬂ* 50} "o o] ARl (the boy Samuel)-& 2115150l o] 7
“ofo]'shan A|AgE A(211, 18, 21, 26 2 1] “ofe]” = ARy
A5 F SRR AFLE ANS]0] SR, o] MR AZE f
vle) Al FABHE 938 B, 6bdel A Fol “APFA'E oujsl
o 2 #ulo| B Ak Qlmgo FRahh s o] 3% omjal
Mg o) A2he FAIEA) St o EolAA 3 A Al
2 ) AP "Wt of7] ghtoltt chetsha Tzt e
518 ) ALl e Wl ol AejolA 714 thgkahe, WA owel
3% o) WakE EAISH Zlolc, whwle] Al A 38 w Ha
2 Mg 3o 2 A TEle] WP} g2 Lhehich Abpale T wis
o] vz Qofut Aelol7A 7] P, sedol A Fo ‘el o]
olt}. 2 #ulo| B Ak Qlmg oz S o] Qulelmge Al
wle) A2he e el e Abde] Fa4E dEshs 7e et %
Holx) Fof “dele ewslzgolr), sl Eulolne Haage s S
3k, o] eulelmge A o] Azhe Ak delel wole] g2
7z 752 Sk Obol A o] Al enlelmdelet, 52 #uo]

TR

o
%'\Z‘

(E
OE =

A

/T
m ol rlo

© rz

ro,
O HJ
o ofl

r
4

B2 Ak AIYo R SR o] QuQlTT e A fule] A2-E vt
Witk 53] obEe 2 vehd Fefolul s Dol Ao 2 A-Fetols

(pre-climax) ol SFHc}. 10dd o)A Fo] “APEA"e. QBT olt}) 2+
ol 2 A QI o B T3] o] LHQIFH A= Fl 9] AR
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A

R 183 Ag 0 2 ARE o] “Hhshg A F2o] Fo] EAlto|t e}
It AS AEIRE 715 % ). 118 00|A] Fo] “oEof = enRlaY
oft}, S2 EWlo| & HA QTP O FHA) o] LHlFFLe M2
Hlo] Alzkg vERiT), 1] 3 of S ote] Wkl Wl-8-& AdFgith 15a8ofA] 5
of “AREA" e o njQlF o), S2 o] g 4 QI o 2 FEslrt, o

O
Blelsrgol, S1 o] 22 H2: Qg ow Fisltt, o Qwolzye @
A ool & EAIGT, 1608004 Fol “Aef e enlelmolct, ofEs}
o] 2ol Sli= Ahe 2Aeleh Al 2o

3o o] FRt 718 = S Aol o] LHjlF 2 A= Frule] At

k
iy
rot
Fi
_ltj
o
A
k=)
EY
it
oy

"o}z el omelagolt), Sl #ulo| g A lagow Fhalr) o] &
H%?__.?y_%l%/&]'zjg/] %1_9-_}‘3'% 701'}—1'1:}-

47 227614 Fo] “BH A ARG E Qlelzzgole, S Evol Ha

FARI 10adollM Fof "E A AFHE2 21<l

= =
A Qg oz FRAE o] SWlTP L A E FUlo) A2 EAIFI



1bdel| A F=o] "z o] 7 obg Fuo} vl =at"s QnjQlardolt). S4 &
2 o] 4] Zredzte] 3143h= ¥ (anchoring relation) = B &7+ gtk o] @<
T2 A FH B& BAG 150804 Fof “de|'= eulz o),
S2EHo|lBR FHa Qlag e ® SR FAPE Al &= 727 oA
gk o] QmQlAY 2 AZL o] Al FAIFITE 16adellA F=o "L A}
4hol| A "L AL o] "] oA okl BARLS

B2 o7 BhA] £ 0 A0S B8 Gk, of $1o] 2.7 F At glow

o
flo
to
I
r o
K
ol
o
)

fru
i’
(ol
o
)
o
v
R
&
=
i
oy
9|L
v
e
N
>
:?lé
k1
&%

i
9|L
A
o

& U] Aake EAIR o] Aol u)FHe) Ale ofEste] lolo]

AH == Ao z2A H-Feo| WA (pre-climax) ol &),

57 207514 Fo] “Bell Al ARHE"S ewlelargold). S1 gl
mGoz FRTE of enllmEe AR Fulo) AJahe EAH, 63

S
it
9
>
X
2,
\Jf
>
o
il
rlo
to
I
r o
K
ol
o
&
(03 HU
=)
o
5
B
b~
r o
Ky
ofl,
o

2393 o oHEPe Az
o

fo >
lo,
>,
2
il
£
>,
=
K0

Fe FAHTIglT o] 2ehel g 9I8) Z|EsF ATk B G
AbgRe: APItel ik, (oA o] “AREe omjelzgoleh, rj 4]
ofl AP} o] 2tel 2wk glom 2 gl Bulolt), 2ol o]n] o]z}
A o] glo g o] Fojo] APFAS EAIZ Bavt ik o] enlelay
& 3R frile]l AL AR 8] 4 Fo] ‘ol ehel e Qmglay
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A

97 81B.2jo] Uj2iE|HellA 2317 (Overencoding)ll T3t 431 - A 1-785 S 0% - | 2ed 303

o)}, 51 #ulo|m R 22 Qo e SR o eI
88 4z, o2l Ae] 238 AR FFol/|E sk
A o] Al oMQlstdole), s2 Eulo| B2 A Qe 2 Sl
o oo Fol AR eIl 51 ool A
2 F¥aj) o QuilETe Alrle] BES AEa ARE el Al
& SEAlih, el ol o5 vfaleleh 52 el A
How Fra. of ouelude dlgslel S A ARE
o] AJg FAIRT 1000l Fo] “Apad’e eujelzolt), Eule)
ouj 25 B ul 77} HAlE =aleA] Eeazivt A4 % B (parenthetical
information) ¢1 10a-2- 9b& o] 2 zl<zo|t}, o] eB|¢lFTHL A28 F1l o]
AhE FAIRE, 1308l ol “BAMARIE S eulelzolr), Bulg
2w w7} BRI BT, o] TP e f5e) AAE

EAIE), 15800 Fo] e el lzole), Fuls Aly-ale] AA}

o
K
2> of
o

o
K

>

=2 1A, 2 BE/AR AR, (3) 2] W A=, (4) countering move
2ok 24, (6) & AE e W

J‘Jl, (7) foc usshlftixl ()*"E‘rol‘?‘ﬂ‘igﬂ, 9) thz A, o714 FHd

=
@

= —1‘%4 o J‘L_~°ﬂ vl diH ez o

<
st
i)
et
o
—z
£
<
P
o

44 HAEOM off 22 RUHO| AR EE 25 LIEILHA SAl0| 2Z5t= 7|SS 715 Btet. o] chah
2Hl&2 cH2nt Zo| LSHCE: “not every redundant NP in context S1/S2 is meant to function only as a
development marker. Such NPs are also used pragmatically for highlighting purposes.” &, ZZE AtZ1 &
= Zel0| LIZE|Z0M 22 UM E LIEKHY| = BT Runge, K2, 124,



© ZF o] AAIE AR ss Aotk thA] el A, shute] fulo] Al Al
ZFefj A A =S Aok Aoltt. 27H(Jean Louis Ska)= W2 E] B 9]
Y TES YA F E79 7IFEE AAlE (1) "S54 715 (dramatic
criteria): g2=2] W3}, A7ke] W3}, Q=2 W3], E o) w3t s el Al (2)
e Q1F2%] 9 tholeo] Hgl ™ & 2 A|(David

Dorsey)= 7-9Fd7d o] HHH B 725
S 2 vl ZRA A AR of2lgh 3o A1z BAeF 2 BAE o]-85}
of ARFA 1-7780] 2812 725 detd 7 Uk v ShollA] @H Q1Y 9]

A ] 7] (stylistic criteria): BFE- <]

= 18§51 A2 EA7e) £ BA

45 Jean Louis Ska, “Our Fathers Have Told Us”: Introduction to the Analysis of Hebrew Narratives
(Subsidia Biblica 13; Rome: Editrice Pontificio Instituto Biblico, 1990), 1.

46 S=

47 RO AR BX|= CHE2 20 HIE, ME g4

(introductory formula), SEXQI A& CHoj L= 71H 2
2[llE| 0| M(Et7ke olopr|9] RUHE MHsk= 2HE), ZE(CI7IS 0l0P|E Ut 2ES), AEFXIR
(inclusio) &= 1WA} CHTHE (chiasmus) 2| & 10 22, A|Zte| H3} HA0| H3l SHOIZ = SHAQ| i3t

FH| = EHH|2 Bzl H2=0| B3l chtollA LhaolMoz MEt #F £=9| #13}" David A. Dorsey, The
Literary Structure of the Old Testament: A Commentary on Genesis-Malachi (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1999), 22, Kim, $/2, 169 n, 320{|A x{2l 2.

48 Q| & HX|= Ch3a 2k “ZE 24l(concluding formula), 22, 2IZFX| 2 (inclusio) L= WA} LT
#(chiasmus)9| Z2E, 3|A &M (flashback), ‘R E7HK[ (to this day) 2t 242 HEO| AlCHe} o1Z Zl= Eed”
Dorsey, H=, 23, Kim, %=, 169 n. 330{A H2IE,

49 2IO| XM BAHY AR AL 1-782| ZoA T1Z(episode, scene)= A2ICL
2t

o
i

2l SI2, 174-1802 £
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78 715 Fol Shvhfrdel A2 e B sl 18, #ep

BE 088 BaEe] Faol vl o] A BE T

o

P}

Fx
rr

&
| A} A=A EA] 5 < /lvk ko] @2t (paragraph) o] A4 &Y
AL 7Hx Fruloletd, fehh|Hat uQlai o] Tt Tete] A
e 7k7Ie A= v 2k ARFA 18 4, 9785 27 18, 21d, 26
H; 3% 150, 194; 778 6of . % o] 9] o] @Rlaido] FHlof ARt = 5
il 79 B Uil A dofus Aot dubde s ouQlaiY
o oJgh B~ E o] ok whetr ) 22 the| & A gtE 7] o] ©9lE
DU(development unit)2}3l 3} 3= Al 22 DUL] AJ2ke dubA o & et
QoA 2h2 b Be= olobr| o] 55 W &= QlE9] 5oLt Hhg-o]
U ) oty whek A Be= ApAo] Wyt 28] YERdTHE, 28 <l
o] glole A o] sk} & 7 ok vbeF A B Ao WSkt v
5] BAEA] =i, o] ol @ lsi o] A o] HakE A& 3l
Zlolct, o] FA &gt ol ofgh et AA| TA7E gl 73-9-oll, L Qlx

q)

owlelzee) Aol o Aztel 1
A o1 AFEE G AN e] 2R W ool o]l 7
7491713 ek A5 7R o] 2}, 33 se-117] 790, 8, 9, 9b2]
Q] 316 WAbe] ARG Sefolul el Shl g ofulsh= 2elolch, v 4

FRE) &L SAe] BRolA olop| B ol Solt: S HaiAlY)

-1
eN
v} 7 FefolHz Gl ek 2 174 120-1789] BSolw A4 313

52  27[0f (2, “the shortening of development units (i.e., increasing their frequency by marking them
more frequently)” might be viewed as “having the pragmatic effect of ‘quickening’ the perceived flow of
the discourse.” Runge, $I2 (2007), 124. 217|2| 0| 22 0|0}y || &Fo| HFoM £ uf, E DUQ| ¢i%50|
ojop7|9] LHE wEA| ZZIBICH=E Koot &, B2 DUS| pi&2 ':*7|7l01| ojof7|2] XS wEA SIHAP
A2k EX7}0lop7|E &8 I HIAES ol4lole £= 5= F17} UCh

-

37 3|B.ejo] WelE|BellA Q31T (Overencoding)el] thek 231 - APFald 1-78¢ $4 02 - | 24 305



Ape] Abgo] olopre] S8 SFm A $7ko = Qledit T2l
A go] 913 ¥, 19e- 20080 A0 2 T WA} AL olopr] o)
Zejoluag BT, 74 81008 A A%0R T BATL AR 2
eholul o] T o) g, A4 W WAte] ALEL ololr]e] 5EE
ojmA 0 2 23n] BAe] NS HEATIE EHE 7RI, olope] EE
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A Study of Over-encoding in Biblical Hebrew Narrative:
1 Samuel 1-7

Seong-Kwang Kim, Ph.D.
Minister of Jesus' Vision Church

In the Biblical Hebrew narrative, the names of the participants can be generally referred
by pronouns or verbs after they have first been introduced. However, we often see instances
where characters are given semantically redundant information, such as renaming them.
This paper tried to find out the author’s intention through a study on such redundant
information. For this purpose, I introduced Runge’s recent study which is the most
comprehensive and systematic study about participant reference encoding. Then, I
investigated the function of over-encoding in 1 Samuel 1-7.

I defined the default encoding value in the narrative, based on the results of cognitive
linguistic studies. The use of redundant full noun phrase, where minimal encoding is
expected, is to mark the over-encoding of participants. The use of redundant full noun

phrase by participants is recognized by the reader as discontinuity.
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The functions of over-encoding are (1) marker of the beginning or ending of a unit,
(2) highlighting action/event, (3) emphasizing the contents of speeches, (4) marker of
countering moves, (5) marker of the significance of surprising or unexpected events, (6)
marker of change in action pattern, (7) marker of focus shift, (8) marker of climax, (9)
marker of contrast. All the other functions except marker of the beginning or ending
of a unit are to highlight an element of the text. And they are recognized as pragmatic
prominence by the reader through over-encoding intended by the author. That is, an
element is highlighted by over-encoding, and more prominence is given to that element, as
compared to other elements in the text. Over-encoding is a device, and prominence is the
purpose for the use of over-encoding. As for the author, over-encoding is a device used for
the production of the text, while, as for the reader, prominence is the result of recognition
after the processing of the text.

The significance of this study may be said in two. First, I synthesized scholars’ discussions
so far on participant reference encoding in the Biblical Hebrew narrative as much as
possible. As a result, the functions of over-encoding are divided in two: (1) marker of
the beginning or ending of a unit, (2) highlighting an element. Second, I connected the
highlighting function of over-encoding with prominence dealt with in pragmatics. For the
reader, the over-encoded part of the text is recognized as more prominent than other parts.

To find out over-encoding intended by the author will help the reader to interpret the text.
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