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1 Walter Brueggemann/Tod Linafelt, An Introduction to the Old Testament: The Canon and
Christian Imagination (Louisville, Kentucky: Westminster John Knox Press, 2012), 353~
354,
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HE E A7 Wehg HolEr)’ of 7] 71%?%
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Q) Bag wgn Yone duzlel 47 el AE @A Zash chiAol gk,

3 ZHE FE T 2EH P 2YAL (O18F &4, (A&t 54 #, 2018),

51-52. YA Conrad Schmid, Literaturgeschichte des Alten Testaments: Eine Einfubrung
(Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 2014).

4 AN doo] g ok AT A7 9Ale) AP kel e Tl e 2 ATl @

$RE RE 19 Wz FPEAT, AE BT QV1E /15w 479 ot o

E AR MG Aol 721 (] 2 8IPE, inter-subjectivity) A& Fal JloB =,
NS mllA] 71, ok, A, A7k, oA EE ] me A MARE) 0zA gAY
sl el e Aot =& Futell gl

5 ZHEFUIE, S, 51-52.

6 AN F/mA Al 17009 Ao R 2, (T &), (ME 7S

g, 2027), 41-52. QA= Karen H. Jobes/Moieses Silva, Invitation to the Septuagint (Grand
Rapids: Baker Publishing Group, 2000); % A7-4/7 3], T4 2 12 (M8 3244
2020), 14-15, 299-303; Eugene Ulrich, “The Jewish Scriptures: Texes, Versions, Canons”,
John J. Collins/Daniel C. Harlow (eds.), Early Judaism: A Comprehensive Overview (Grand
Rapids: Wm B.Eerdmans, 2013), 127-128,

7 Barry G. Webb, Five Festal Garments: Christian Reflections on the Song of Songs, Ruth,
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Lamentations, Ecclesiastes and Esther (Westmont: InterVarsity Press, 2001), 13-16.

8 Roger T. Beckwith, The Old Testament Canon of the New Testament Church and Its
Background in Early Judaism (Grand Rapids, Mich.: Eerdmans Pub. Co., 1986), 450-464;
Julius Steinberg, Die Ketuvim: ihr Aufbau und ibre Botschaft (Hamburg: Philo, 2006), 133;
Peter Brandt, Endgestalten des Kanons: das Arrangement der Schriften Israels in der jiidischen
und christlichen Bibel (Berlin: Philo, 2001), 148-171.

9 Timothy J. Stone, The Compilational History of the Megilloth: Canon, Contoured
Intertextuality and Meaning in the Writings (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck 2013), 34-35.

10 Megan F. Strollo, “Initiative and Agency: Towards a Theology of the Megilloth”, Brad
Embry(ed.), Megilloth Studies: The Shape of Contemporary Scholarship (Sheffield: Phoenix
Press, 2016), 151-152.

1 Ex gz TR E, Y &7), (ME 71SuaAd18], 2020), 23.
QA= Rolf Rendtorff, Theologie des Alten Testaments: einkanonischer Entwurf, Band 1:
Kanonische Grundlegung (Neukirchen-Vluyn: Neukirchener, 2011).
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12 AAAI8 W 2 (cognitive poetics approach)ellA] QIR &= g17]2] A4l 2H-go 3)Fs
28 7l 2Als BeAn Ao JelH) QX)) ohed Jue
RAele, Alele, AR, Aojet 5ol STk Sl Alske F2 2
o Qlofer, B, AR Sl oItk ol o] Balsh

T O A ATE AT QU SAA ] U EA S incerfusion (L
& Hiyolekn RET, ol Bae] A% Awsh NS BAG Sehis 54
o] Shetl, Ataet BA= 51 AAE AW o ol& =rlvls 9AES] V%
AAZY htebs TAIL A EollA] A= QAT AR AE] thgh 132 THEA] FollA]
B == 32 oS 213kt Joanna Gavins, Cognitive Poetics in Practice (London:
Routledge, 2003); Peter Stockwell, Cognitive Poetics: An introduction (London: Taylor
& Francis Group, 2002); Idem, Texture: A Cognitive Aesthetics of Reading (Edinburgh:
Edinburgh University Press, 2009); Reuven Tsur, What is Cognitive Poetics? (Tel Aviv: Tel
Aviv University, 1983); Idem, Poetic Rhythm: Structure and Performance: An Empirical Study
in Cognitive Poetics (Brighton: Sussex Academic Press, 2021); Elena Semino, Language and
World Creation in Poems and Other Texts (Oxfordshire: Routledge, 2014); Elena Semino/
Jonathan Culpeper, Cognitive Stylistics: Language and Cognition in Text Analysis (Amsterdam:
J. Benjamins Pub. 2002); Geert Brone/Jeroen Vandaele, Cognitive Poetics: Goals, Gains
and Gaps (Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter, 2009); Karin Kukkonen, A Prebistory of Cognitive
Poetics: Neoclassicism and the Novel (New York: Oxford University Press, 2017); Alina
Kwiatkowska, Zexts and Minds: Papers in Cognitive Poetics and Rhbetoric (Frankfurt: Peter
Lang GmbH, Internationaler Verlag der Wissenschaften, 2014).

13 QXA 28 B4 PEel A4 u17 (Figure and ground)ol T FES Fa}
of el A wi vt 58 <lold 54 B4, Qo] ALg Tzt Bad =
o] £ (schema theory), B2 A7) A4S FIohe % Fi A olo] 2H8e) A
(deixis), 7N E (B4}, A9l o) gt Ta} AlA e Al F7H(discourse worlds and mental
spaces)& 53] T2 ' (modality) 7} 3H8-224] 3} (quantification) 55 1] 3]
¥ % glov], Bre) AN Alzbr] 95t 4ust ol ATHE & gl AYA
©-f-(conceptual metaphor) 52| #-4 g&550] 9t}

14 494 218 (horizontal theology)S 215 245 #x=3}e}.
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Mark Johnson, oH3 %] &, (a7 $70), (418 BRI, 2000), 28 2
A, Mg Aoy Ash (4710 A133AE 2009), 6; George Lakoff/Mark Johnson, Philosaphy
in the Flesh: The Embodied Mind and Its Challenge to Western Thought (New York: Basic
Books 1999), 74-93; Mark Johnson, 7he Body in the Mind: The Bodily Basis of Meaning,
Imagination, and Reason (Chicago: University of Chicago Press 1990), 14-40; George
Lakoff, Women, Fire, and Dangerous Things: What Categories Reveal about the Mind (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press 1987), 5-153; #2] 238} (philosophy in the flesh)2 Q1A
Alste]l =7t =T 20417] 34k glo] (G, Lakoff), =<=(M. Johnson), EJH (M.
Turner) %591 Qlo] kol Q1A\2Hehg RN A2E Aow ni dalst Lt
Holtk, e} Aol RE(G, Lakoff) $o] 9359 AAA SO Helt A g
AHSERE o]} opie, AxAIte] Stel £ Bokz 438 4 YYH ‘2
of st RARC o 28 hEglons EiE AFH A2 i Aolth gt
sl 2047] S Qloish et el AEA 72t BAE <A1 S kel 2
2 grgel $i7] Wzel gl (vhzel e 7F AujA o]l o, 20417 ERE A
A (el d3h'z #Ale Ak o] F37] wEolt). 7R 2 B8 2 oA
M= EZ ol AT Aojetzt E3hmlg et 3te] e B3 e AP AT
7} A2 AATY QA Aol ke = A1 5 B4 AA 2 A Folee g
S A 71 Atk A el = QARte] AR S R A S8R TRt AT o
U AdA SGIAA, BelA 59 shvie 7154 S (3AA, 4 9D
o} 7154 S9e A4 SelolM ] ARl Aol 7|54 S8 AdA S
Sfel] elaf Aefo] Zhsotnz QA3te] nE B T oz FWdte], ASHE 274
‘embodied (M & H, AAste) | Aolehs x2#<l

A3 e QI7te] dojoh F e Abar, 7, A B 11§79l sgehs xEAQ Y
Ao 7)ol HRAL, R, T2, g TolA A s Alell A-857] AlARIe
2Lt oA 2 AlAR, S, oA 24 5l PgE ol BR 7T w3t
Hzhe] ol A ekl 2o ek, olsk BAS] AML(, Gavins), ~5U (P,
Stocwell), Fo] (R. Tsur), 7] 22(R. W. Gibbs), 2 E8#|°] (K. Oatley), 7121 (F. Ungerer)
S ofehsh 2] BHEE (pragmatics)®] 8 AAEL GA3he] QAN HA
9 ol AAE Al g

ok [ H

sSt8E0| F2 2= QIX|AIEte| ZM BH=5
st 2ol X| & (reference) ’S?_':ilf 8 (figure and ground)
9|"3_| | (presupposition) 218 (prototypes)
1A (deixis) Fltdendis)
OIX|2% (cognitive grammar)
@28t A olatel | 2HE fell(indirect speech act) | £4I0|2(schema theory)
fellal] &t& (implicature) Erst A, 4l S7Hmental spaces)
=24 (politeness) 7% 2R (conceptual metaphor)
Sl H|R2A2| 23 (literature as parable)
7|EH (E22] 28, o|n|X2|, 20|~ &)
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Tk Atell A AR A el gt I L thg-g arstet Albert H. Kamp, fnner Worlds:
A Cognitive Linguistic Approach to the Book of Jonah (Boston: Brill Academic Publishers,
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2004); Emmylou J. Grosser, “A Cognitive Poetics Approach to the Problem of Biblical
Hebrew Poetic Lineation: Perception—-Oriented Lineation of David's Lament in 2 Samuel
1:19-27", Hebrew Studies 58(1) (2017), 173-197; Idem, Unparalleled Poetry: A Cognitive
Approach to the Free-Rhythm Verse of the Hebrew Bible (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2023); Idem, “The Poetic Line as Part and Whole: A Perception-Oriented Approach to
Lineation of Poems in the Hebrew Bible” (Ph.D. diss., University of Wisconsin-Madison,
2013); Lénart J. de Regt, Linguistic Coberence in Biblical Hebrew Texts: Arrangement of
Information, Participant Reference Devices, Verb Forms, and then Contribution to Textual
Segmentation and Coherence (NJ: Gorgias Press LLC, 2019); Elizabeth Robar, 7he Verb and
the Paragraph in Biblical Hebrew: A Cognitive-Linguistic Approach (Leiden: Brill, 2015);
Bonnie Howe/Joel B. Green, Cognitive Linguistic Explorations in Biblical Studies (Berlin: de
gruyter, 2014); Job Y. Jindo, Biblical Metaphor Reconsidered: A Cognitive Approach to Poetic
Prophecy in Jeremiah 1-24 (Winona Lake, Eisenbrauns, 2010); Idem, “Toward a Poetics of
the Biblical Mind: Language, Culture, and Cognition”, Vetus Testamentum 59 (2009), 222~
243,
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18  Alfonso G. Dagron/Thomas Tufte, Communication for Social Change Anthology Historical
and Contemporary Readings (South Orang.! Communication for Social Change
Consortium, 2006), 15-23; D. S. Diffrient, Omnibus Films: Theorizing Transnational
Cinema (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2022), 1-36. 2}¥1¢] omnibust= "2.&
'8 5=l 3903 72 @9l omnis?] o34 B4 oA ‘REFR) S ERE 2|
olm, 1820 )] tiFus el Ad T-vixke] HAQI horsebus THs 4o
Z 859t} ‘horsebus BH= 21207} AFR-H 0]3 omnibuss T2 07 & Wof I
L AL ATIAY BAAZ = = UFuE o UEmiA el B fol 2 AREE
At dFuE FlA A2 EgE U A 389 A4 RS ddste

Jo] gRtE]o] Qlrt, mgh Thegh A B Al Folu SAAE-S ol ARIA AR g

1298 5= Al Atk kA omnibuse HEFS] HEE &4 02 A7 ¢

omlel, e 5dol= F2 3t F=of AR HE Loz TEE AT J el A

=99 ¥ iEEol she] AFoR AlFEE 3 AW T 1 o)l s
(F7hol A= thg T& Bte] AgH oA E AR, BlAES] 55 weks 3
Shz ahube] A4S Seghth 2 Aol A= T i) TS (R, ob7F, o7k HEA, o
20)'S g A9 meF(Mmbm, FRuleS) o r Pste] HERY ) o] Azl
59 237 o oo g ozM e5d FUH AL ofn| & vd 2 Ed| 483}
SUB A P22 A A kAt g

19  John J. Collins, “Early Judaism in Modern Scholarship”, John J. Collins/Daniel C.
Harlow(eds.), Early Judaism: A Comprehensive Overview (Grand Rapids: Wm B Eerdmans,
2013), 2.

20  Eugene Ulrich, $1&, 122-124.
21 vlakd v, TEe] w)Eh, (WeA/AE S &), (Mg EA1ET A, 2006), 467-469.
A= M. M. Bakhtin, Dcretnxka cinosecnoro topuecta (Moskva: Iskusstvo, 1986),

348-350.
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Ak, Shbel Az A5 0] 947] S Shbdek B 5l
U= HIAAE 7 Algto g B o] Qlt) 2 (Garrett Galvin)2 ©]
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o, 7t o] Tk gl wet, Txe) Bl Bobd £UA4 )
B2 A A% A, B A7) Fe] BAA DA B

| 7hset7] Wit B2 Bee] E FAIA Bajeleks a7}

A, Aol 7} o] FHA 0% Wel%m Q= AW(FY, B T4 A 1=
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of ek gk ol e S I BAGE AR 9T 9k 299 B3
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23 Marvin A. Sweeney, “Foundations for a Jewish Theology of the Hebrew Bible: Prophets in
Dialogue”, Isaac Kalimi(ed.), fewish Bible Theology: Perspectives and Case Studies (Winona
Lake: Eisenbrauns, 2012), 162-163,

24 Garrett Galvin, “Horizontal Theology in The Megilloth”, Brad Embry(ed.), Megilloth
Studies (Sheffield Phoenix Press, 2016), 125-138; Idem, “Where Is God in the
Megilloth?”, Brittany N. Melton(ed.), A Dialogue on the Ambiguity of Divine Presence and
Absence (Leiden: Brill, 2018), 179-189; William F. Lynch, Images of Faith; an Exploration
of the Ironic Imagination (Notre Dame, IN' University of Notre Dame Press, 1973); Pier
Angelo Sequeri, Zeologia fundamental: la idea de la fe (Salamanca: Ediciones Sigueme,
2007); Julia D. E. Prinz, Endangering hunger for God: Johann Baptist Metz and Dorothee
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A AT QukE o2 Astoleka Belt Adah 2 A%
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Sélle at the Interface of Biblical Hermeneutic and Christian Spirituality (Berlin: Lit, 2007);
Megan F. Strollo, Theologies of Human Agency: Counterbalancing Divine in/activity in the
Megilloth (Lanham: Fortress Academic, 2023), Idem, ‘Initiative and Agency: Towards a
Theology of the Megilloth”, Brad Embry(ed.), Megilloth Studies (Sheffield Phoenix Press,
2016), 151-152. AW (Garrett Galvin)©] 733t =% 2] 418 (horizontal theology)<] Hl
Ao Qo] BUst DAY 479 A BHE 4 A9 WA vhro] 129
A 212 (William F. Lynch) <} Al52] (Pierangelo Sequeri) 5-2] 1128 Ed| & gt} 1]
)% AR BHoN B (G2 B AdHolet v 2
& Rk glgieh. o] % vl 2 (Johann B. Merz), %% (Dorothee Sélle) ‘50| 917+] 23
5} 2309 Uete 334 0.2 214 (ivinity), A% holy) & B B4 726 9182 7
z3FaA 454 (incarnation) A1gho.z BAFSIATE FFollE 24 (Garrett Galvin) 2
o= 2EER (Megan F. Strollo) 5ol 45219 48hE ddgde] 4lgte &2 2h7dsie
Agte] 54 40] 7171 A, 1A, AAA B o Aol oz S35l 9l
o}, webA] WA 2 E (WA ZE 418} A7t 71 Sad ol A] o] Fo) 2] 7] 71A] = Q17Ee] A|
P (FAS xdah=)ol gk Aate] Alsto s AJgale] el thih =2] o] F 1
o} & A7) el g et Wil QIAAISHY B A £l E vl P RES
JolA Bhuba kAl o = 73 f-83 &3 v o] =7t 2
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7he NEE, &he] B3, B4 2 g4 58 ARgA otk Jey g Ty 2 o
27} obd QAN G| A ThE= 415 Hmental space)2] XFdellAle] 74
(conceptual metaphor, g+ 71id 9] FH& &= T2 /g JH 2 of3sle= &) ©]
283 A, oA delA] osldle] mdstaal sk dahd el A7k AAE 777
(FEdA)2 TR, oz u 2 4 e 2 9o Reihd s A=
# 02 F3(integration) = Z4J (blending)& ©]THL £ 4= lvk &frollA] d3hg
o slgals el U3 Beyhdos 3719} o AHE RS Hlojy Bl S
Sk WiAE BRI oz 43 glon, oyte} o7k Alge] s = Al ol
A ggo] AutE Fae] ARl vizde] - v BRahd o 2Rt A%
Ae] 7= Aol e] BE Zgo] o] RojA = ARl $418 FAAA(EA) ek B
zIdo s SfHL S&fE AF7A BF ARSI ddoje] IS SHollA] e 9
= A2 TAE Fol Agstoay Fahyom A% A7t By
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A 2 A9 (% 157} 2ol AEAS FAF0] £ A A%
A 527)9} o AT BEg Mo Aolrks o5
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HEBGOR FLARE W ) ALHE Qe UIWSR BE o2 o
oF of7be ti2E = BRwdogA AL 01—‘?111 F4lEel o

Hog AL o] R BAE 7HA AL 2 ‘ﬂ 34 BE Aol 1—r°17<]“ §2& é%ﬂ
(F37 )l tigh Hxeahdoz 2feE & 4 vk AAF1 Aol o 74 &
(conceptual metaphor), &3} (integration), E/‘é (blending)®ll T8k o] &2 Zt12) 9} A
22 #3132} G. Fauconnier/Mark Turner, 7he Way We Think: Conceptual Blending and
the Mind’s Hidden Complexities (NY: Basic Books, 2002), 269-298,

Yonatan Grossman, “Chiastic and Concentric Structures in Tanakh”, Etzion org.il. Accessed
2 October 2023, https://etzion org.il/en/tanakh/studies—tanakh/literary -readings -
tanakh/chiastic-and -concentric-structures.; S. Bar-Efrat, “Some Observation on the
Analysis of Structure in Biblical Narrative”, V7" 30 (1980): 154-170; Idem, Narrative
art in the Bible, 3rd ed. (Sheffield: Almond Press, 1997), 98-99; 71t, “(A1%) Ernst
Wendland, Prophetic Rhetoric: Case Studies in Text Analysis and Translation (Longwood,
Fla: Xulon Press, 2009)", 374 L4 #A 7, 323 (20131), 214-234; 71734, "= ] ol 4]

Azl A A1 TAlETE 509 53 (2018 129), 50, 59; AR, “BAY xR
A7) 387%C] 919k wEhA wel” fofeta) M 357 (20174), 93-95. -3
(chiastic structure) 2} 541 7-F (concentric structure)©ll th3+ 7|53} Zfo] o T3k &)
7} B-£3 712 12 A9 (Yonatan Grossman)-2 o 3ZZ2FE(S, Bar-Efrat) 7} 573+ 47}
A )T o] B2 BEee] T2 Aol E FAUL, T2 ATo] G YT
Z= BakAo] gl A e} B oA QA4S0 WAty o] A-B-B-A9} 2 dHE 94

< WEgte M F2 ojopr]e] 4l ofojr]olE 7‘59“’/} o] FATEE FHE
o] g7 Tk efn| 5 2] ¢b7] wjitel] Epel efnef] 7]eist 7F @ A5S A EH =
BHE FHOE HEA 02 I F2E nlditt o 2A5e A3 o] T4
FZ AR e oz Yo 5 ﬁl%tﬂ, o] x| gt I FE F
23} ofolr]of e} FAIE ol FolA sl Aehs Ul AHEE < Sith v F v
T3} zjo]of t3k o] FHo] I Q) o] = F;ﬂ/\EE B8l e A e wf 7t JLze] |k
2 (T} ALE-E 9~ E ) w2} o] 3] of H“O] t2A Ve 5 7] wiielnh 313
et Ardel 2w AT e TS AAsE Weol THEAEH) et o] &
AFe 7h deto] /A AL e ke FAES] 7154 848 Bal oS4l o
o7 11 g o] HA = Al Aot

M A A Ll (Parallel Pattern) X(ZEAZ) 28
A XA 28 (Ring Pattern) Sl
| (&= e
ABB A CH=*(Chiastic Pattern)
(2) X(EAF) 75
ABXB A Z4l(Concentric Pattern) s
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o7t HEIER2 AR T A[22] 2l (Worst Song),
(B) SEA(EEAN
ofl~H sHel7A Hig, 0{F0150] DIEA 27|E O] A=
(A) 2E(0[of7[A)

3 3ol $131% ol7ke} f7he o] el Best Song) 9} Hfo]

=2l (Worst Song) 2 F=3He A o] A& HofErh ob&e] ofrte
735 5:2-6:171A] Abels Al HolA= 97)E Adid ez A
< PR ORI UET l N7}e] Aol = 3:22-40, 5:19-213} 2
o] AuHow Ao Rifog ‘AS yuwlsto 2 tx2Q tjA +
T8 2 ) Ao FAER AR A= A B2 AE
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Brad Embry, Megilloth Studies: The Shape of Contemporary Scholarship (Sheffield: Sheffield

Phoenix Press, 2016), 3.
David K Lewis, On the Plurality of Worlds (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 1986), 104-105;

Joanna Gavins,
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ol A & (context)
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30

;I

2 744

(backbone) 24 SFatel =21 2be] 2t

=
T

2 2 A" 4= 9tk Herbert H. Clark, Using Language (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 1996), 29-58; M. Ariel, Accessing Nooun-Phrase Antecedents

M EAA %
(London: Routledge, 2014), 5-11.

=
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A
-
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o

Michael V. Fox, Character and Ideology in the Book of Esther (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans,

1991), 247.
Megan F. Strollo, 15, 153-156.
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T4 ek 717 FA O tigt 224 Jid o2 vAl Hell ol
g TLA ] AV FoF vidREE FFH o R Age] BEa
a2 flell ek Al A= ot seytel] gledl olu 718 2
g 2177l yehdth, miEhA] vid 2 E oAl Hell= =Ake] A
= 9 E Qe vk 2 7 el vklA) 9l Qo] 28
wdste] ofnle] Bsk(Ee4, olg4), 1 &8 Fol AHSEUT &2
=adllME g AE ARbsle] 4904 daaus o A

1) S2te| AAINS G2 = HIZ 4L (persona)*: 7|2} oA

Hl2aus Exbf A F 7] A (deixis) LS 7)) gte} > =21
£ 1913 Foi7}F HA s, siAkehs 7= ol Rtee Aol 4
WA FAtel Al Al FetaAt sk Hl2AUE 8= Aol HA o]

Sl2 A4S Bolo] SAle wek S A e W ohe) s 4

a

oo
i)

33 Andrew R. Davis, ‘Ruth and Esther as the Thematic Frame of the Megilloth”, Brad
Embry(ed.), Megilloth Studies (Sheffield Phoenix Press, 2016), 8-17.

34 Roland Greene/Stephen Cushman, The Princeton Encyclopedia of Poetry and Poetics, 4th
ed. (Princcton: Princcton University Press, 2012), 1024-1025; William F. Lanahan,
“The Speaking Voice in the Book of Lamentations”, /BL 93(1) (1974), 41-49. ¥ 244}
(persona) = 2u}e] A5 w47} 22 7PAS A A8k Golo| AWk FatollA] BielE
PV ZA S bl A%, delolE] B AeAR R 5 gl a0, 47 Aol
2 e folsh £ ST,

35  Joanna Gavins, 1, 41-54; Peter Stockwell, $1&, 43-57; Teun A. van Dijk, 7ext and
Context: Explorations in the Semantics and Pragmatics of Discourse (New York: Longman,
1977), 1-18. A A (deixis)= o5 E01A, v Ag o719 v} S HAES & o
of, 4 o] Weka £gsle] olslabA Sl Aelolch, Tet A4 L vk of
Y, 71 = W7k e el of i, Alg ' dAZE obddll® Eeka SAE &
AR MG shz A ARE 83 2o 7IYoltt dojgtA o v FAe] A
Al ZEAAE Hisks Vsl r & 5 lon, g Ao Tlad d=A
oleld 4 = F=th

AT f—
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A2} AR A A ] BAIS 1 2A|ZITE F7) 9} o AT ol A Exfoll A 7}
22 FIFE S 7 1903 H 2400 (G 3)3} o] Z4H5o] =7kl A
=85 FeHYskA ¥ SHEHEA ] =42 hrqmi)S B7|= AT

ZS(ME0| 2t &2 S MSshe EfRfe| HEALE Soff 2= LHTRIE)o| HZEALE

o

HslSe 7tk Hslse soptat gotel R 1:8 AR A% Mol msh

L 5t Sof Zople of LSS Lot g 2 1:11 hy mzbn mab M2 maY
7 7121 sheL?

L ol SMEZ w2t Soprta 2115 T2 IR o

L= A2t51x] Lotz ol 413 IR

Ho| 20| 2ZE 2fo| ZlojA ' Toma e vonnb qunia
l

AChZSS 0lAUE 42HE Mot 1218 Lie| HEALS Saf He LH421d)el

rir

10| 7Hs Rofl L Zick Z410] XHE 21116 o8 OR Tws 798 350
ROf| L7t Tk

SHI0] =& X0l L7E =2 0|1 TR0 R1:17 2R OU MINR NIR URa
At Zolct

gLlo] Yt RE s LA okt R 35 TRUR RRTUR 52
JR{0|E Lh= Liofz Zo|ct. TomaoR X128 122
22 gslof flE5 071 ofl 4:16 n7o7RS R
T Lhs =200 s E=910t ITAN CRTAN UKD

36 SZ A ACIFE/Z N AlolgE, MR R 2, (REE/M3E $7), (K™

A, 2014), 155-157. QA= Rolf A. Jacobson/Karl N. Jacobson, Invitation to the Psalms: A
Reader’s Guide for Discovery and Engagement (Grand Rapids: Baker Academic, 2013).
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© & Toll shded Aol o PgE 2ot AH
o] =3te]7] wjiolth, B QIZE A1 2he HElA] ggho g dito]
A slem, zpple] Ak} o] 2ge] A} vgfo] A Hrt
AT o4& 2L vk BE A" dle £ 53] sl shut=
A7) A7) 7Fed & Aam AdEE A shue ARle] 1ade
Ao zR AFo| vdzie "ol Yy 91g dele] ek
el A o] g o] TR 45 B A Ao R = Alw

o

e
1
& AAE =R Aol

=2k #2aurt AlA ekl e AIAIE 148 "t (E 3)S

=
5e] TR} Ade] TEOR Prolith 4% T2 54 1913

H2suel 23} oatie] walsl ol Zh7te] F77191 ven|sh &
2ce) Wy TRolr), shg-2e] BN A solnz =

o A S ESl S ol ar 9] sl2auE A sl Ak Bk s A
Ao slzahE Sol AlE Be ARl i@ o] g & vl (4

2 5 38
opdel Q) e g FEe g oMt A e SR o' HT

37 e HpE, AMEEE (AN &1, (K2 EZEAL 1999), 190-193. AAl = Walter
B. Goldstein, Jean-Paul Sartre und Martin Buber; eine vergleichende Betrachtung von
Existentialismus und Dialogik (Jerusalem: R, Mass, 1965).

38 Ao ZE 7ol 7FsAl Al (possible world)oll THEF F&-& T3 (4913 o)) o=
SR8 % ek ] ARS BalA] A2E 197 Aol Tl e Aoz uis o

22 Kol B8ty 9 FIn|2 2]o] X (Yokomitsu Riichi)7} 19351 ol] ¥F5 3t oA &
(Bl Nt 2 5] AR Ak, OGRS, MU (1935); FAERE
& (Carl Gustav Jung)®] #2418 8HS 7122 RS B8 AAEE 19038 FA181A]

al BE FA14 EA2A =8 5 S ) 4917 o]ide] goE Hojdk 5= glon
Q3|2 2lo]X]2] A B (B, HE (714D, fRAK (o3 40) = A oL ek 404
o gt gL the-S FaslEl o] W3, ‘e T2 o] x| 4iKvIEiENE: 4913 A
ezt 2 gt o = TR E LS Bl B AT Bsle]” Y 2Rl | 62
7 (20149 8Y), 107-129; 7734, “2.3n| 2~ glo] |9 1A, Dz 4913 A=)
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2}zko] FAA A ol H S Fawre 23} o AT E F7] 1:16,
1:17,3:5, AT 4:16014 @23 S HojFr}?

=
Ao e oy £3] 2 5 odE ngE- T EA g & WEE

S
-
Mo

In
1o,
Jm

T el 2t 411691 MR CNTIN WKDY(ehutelEl ofuksE Higt
okl 2/ W7k S Bk Fogjolthoh Zo] &5 -Fw]|EA qanl) 7} AHE-
HA=l, 1 ol s REEAN7E Al 2Tl A ofn| ol AT 411304
ORI 2R E @TmIon/ uz-slld3d) Z2 dopds 218 A
SHA ebst7] WEel B9l e xHS AT TEEA SHE R
H2717E Q1] A BAlG 2E FaL ek, oAt RS

1 —
A BEH B 240l At & v A FEellA = epn/

&>

p

Ve e TACRT, Tdojd &kl 957 (20159 119), 117-137; o1&, T84
E < 53l FEE 404 71 Ak e Tande] 2o E SHoRT T

ol ZA+, 907 (2022 99), 215-240.

39  Francisco—Javier Ruiz-Ortiz, The Dynamics of Violence and Revenge in the Hebrew Book of
Esther (Leiden: Brill, 2017), 94-94, 115-117; Else K. Holt, Narrative and Other Readings
in the Book of Esther (London: Bloomsbury T&T Clark, 2021), 81-82; Michael V. Fox,
Character and Ideology in the Book of Esther (Eugene: Wipf and Stock Publishers, 2010),
51, 62-64; Adele Berlin, Esther (Philadephia: Jewish Publication Society, 2001), 42; David
J. A. Clines, The Esther Scroll: The Story of the Story (Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1984), 33-35; R.
D. Holmstedt, Ruth: A Handbook on the Hebrew Text (Waco, Texas: Baylor University Press,
2010), 88-92; Peter H. W. Lau, Identity and Ethics in the Book of Ruth: A Social Identity
Approach (Berlin: De Gruyter, 2011), 92-93; 102-104.

40 John C. L. Gibson/A. B. Davidson, Davidson’s Introductory Hebrew Grammar: Syntax
(Edinburgh, UK: T&T Clark, 1994), §61, §62.

41 07N RTAR WRIGFE-ThE-2AEWsah e 220 d )Tk Wzt S ok, o

= 22 0|t i U7} Zolo} Sk, e 7?3711 @ Rolk oz WelH) ol

e 2212 4116 =R a2 PR HE(RE FrlEs B OBH
e Slste] Safstet)7A] 2l daE —;Foi‘jr. o] AL A AH7} WSS

Fslo] mHslAtiE Adke] 277} Gtk B3 4:13-14004 R2TA|E dAHE 3
slo] ‘F2 HEe BET YZHE sAet ek WE S Sisith R2Es) e o] W
o Ar|e] £Hlo] tlo]A} o AT AAE oH Tt 4= gl o o|n| FEA O] A=
e FHor Az Aor B 4 9t
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v =e)elehe 719 =Tt AR A o m AR A fskoy, SRS

% o 70l 3o £ sl T 962 o ekA) et

2) ZkFAI2t H™A|: ot7t=f o7}

HollA T H2aus 53 A goh= 27)9) o AHTke] &
o] ot tAl oA FEH o7 WAL olrpxe] 49 ¢
23 ol (e Bate] A4e wAlsks) Hl2aus osA] ok
7} QA BheFet shate] BAe) Wsked Wsh 7t 24 gEe] AAE
S AlA AR 2 ARSEGE ]9} e BdAe WA RE YR
E21Q1 of7he} ofj 7ol A] Kl FrexlEs A

of BTt F2% Bas} vk BE ool Ak B4 (ea)3 el A

oo

o 2

> &
i
g
oL
ol
o
rr
ofl
>

1o O [$}

A ok BAEE MEAD B W G g oIk, Beed] A ANk e5 2 @

d3e) 2w} 23 s 2Alolo] olFle] ofgd :

A A o] Slom, AlBAE 0% B BEE A a7 A2k i
H31817] wjEe]t}, Scott B. Noegel/Gary A. Rendsburg, Solomon’s Vineyard: Literary and
Linguistic Studies in the Song of Songs (Atlanta: Society of Biblical Literature, 2009), 172~
185; J. Cheryl Exum, Song of Songs: The Bibles Only Love Poem: An Introduction and Study
Guide (London: T&T Clark, 2022), 21-23; 779, "7Fg obgthe: wilf: o}7bA] o]k
71y (M2 715 18], 2011), 56-57 &2 Al AgsheE 91 #41, 2914
2Efdel thste] Bak= A ERe] B ollA 1A (BEALE Esto] 194 Al & vt
He) 2oy S0 EA9] AdS A skaat g,

43 William F. Lanahan, $12, 41-49: Barbara B. Kaiser, “Poet as Female Impersonator’: The
Image of Daughter Zion as Speaker in Biblical Poems of Suffering”, 7he Journal of Religion
67(2) (1987), 164-183; Charlcs W. Miller, “Poetry and Personae: The Use and Function
of Changing Speaking Voices in the Book of Lamentations™ (Ph.D. diss., University of
Denver Iliff School of Theology, 1996); Knut M. Heim, “The Personification of Jerusalem
and the Drama of Her Bereave ment in Lamentations”, Richard S. Hess/Gordon J.
Wenham (eds.), Zion, City of Our God (Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1999), 129-169; Nancy
C Lee, The Singers of Lamentations: Cities Under Siege, From Ur to Jerusalem to Sarajevo
(Leiden; Boston: Koln: Brill, 2002); Kai P. Soltau, “A Reader’s Guide to the Message of
Lamentations: Structural Analysis as a Key to a Better Understanding of Lamentations”, BV
37 (2003), 87-101; Cornelius Houk, “Multiple Poets in Lamentations”, /SO7 30 (2005),
111-125,
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Folez ofnjel &2 Holok sk A1l G4l Aleke 7 1t

o §17] el ek

oP7kst b G4 & Tz e 242k Al AR 2 TEY
S oITh ARAE AT L8] MG 2 A g B
WA oh7ke] 92 B, W 18, 28, 3FE 1he] 2Eo) 39l B

Y (o] B AT, coupler) &= G F] o] AT}, o7} 47
w o= of 572 119 o] 149 oz FAEUL o2
£ T8-8 1 LII-FUAG AT Slahyme) 3} 2 o

U:

o) Wol| A 21 -Z-2 ZHAU: Accent Unit)©l] 2]3F &4 71V £2)2
q

rlo
S:
(¢}
ruld
MN
s
[\
3?;

FAow dA 5 FAsta 7] Wi o7k FPN 2 BF
Aok (& HE o7t BRe] HAAQ §47 FEF-MIR o] Tz

YA Alg Aol

o§7}+e] 3 11?401 HIRLO (F 4y8} 72o] 27)9] B ow FAH o]
Lo A8 A]S DA SHA| AFR-BEAL ) 01 B3 (stich A)2} 28] (stich
B) 7V SZHAU: Accent Unit, 2.2 EA)Q] H](kh)ol] whel &2-8 A8}

T wEgto v gEqde] g AFAY EAL nolEt) 849 f

44 Roman Jakobson, Selected Writings Word and Language (Hague; Paris Mouton, 1971), 110~
111; B. Harshav, “Prosody, Hebrew”, Encyclopedia Judaica Vol.13 (New York: Macmillan,
1971), 1195-1240.

45 Ayl o]y -S Eg-3 JBA= F2(8EHH, alliteration rhyme) ¥ AS(T7 &,
consonant rhyme)& &8}tk 2(#8, Rhyme)¥} &(f#, Meter)2] &8 :rL—‘r_——‘_— o
2 #313}2}. John Lotz, “Metric Typology , Thomas A. Sebeok(ed.), Style in Language
(Cambridge: M.IT. Press, 1960), 142-148. &(if, Rhyme) ® Z--(HE, rhyme),
@ F(98#H, alliteration rhyme), @ A& (F%##H, consonant rhyme), @ R-&-%
(B35 #8, assonance thyme) &2 TJ%]0] 9lom & (f, Meter) (1) &F 24 &4
(pure-syllabic meter)2] A 5 (S4, syllables), (2) £ 24 &4 (complex
meter) oA A& (% 2, tonal-meter type), <& (dynamic-meter type), ZHE
(durational -meter type) & F-E-H T},

16, S, SISk o) 1) ARA0E 48 71 A T St
2k 17 (b, D, SHol -, MATIS 7] S AL, 2022), 59-7
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H 4. of7tel M Xl Al At ZE-HHE (typography) ex. 041:10 BHQ

— O|&i7L(couplet) — 2ZHAU: Accent Unit)
=3B (stich B) 23A (stich A) SSY( )1z FE
Mo Sy o8 e T A1

Jude| RE B2 Rl0  ofF | 2= FeH Jof s 3017IHEA

MYTPR N2 mY1 ORTD N
. < S|
Tl 420 | IS2 SORIC Dt BUWIHROILE 5 maygn  ©
olgfolE | SSET (verse)
o : 7% Spa wareb I U Al
IS Sofz 4 gict SOl XIFSHITH 5501 51
Si21o] | /oA | o

ANA] S F-3 stich A)2] 70| Fl F-28 (stich B)2] &7} KT} 71 7]
2 (qinah metric pattern)©] o 7}e] &) H.g|o] BB A | (26671 A8)E
T3kl QOB 2 (64.3%, 17170 A1) Tk o7k A ke B
Aoz B/ HAtkY a9y oirke] APA APgA S tlES
= 71V S84 Aol st 92 EAE e = ob= A
7] wizel] AlellA S84 2l g s> MTHEY of g} o2
AMES] =& HHoed(typography) ole g = kB AQle Ay-ge

ae]o

2]
= =
AR A 7 FH o ARkl QIoh® vkl e &4 (35.7%, 95

o ofy

l

K

-

SO o [ A N WO .

rr

47 1 3-4,59-86, 388,

48  Gideon R. Kotzé, The Qumran Manuscripts of Lamentations (Leiden: BRILL 2013), 21~
34; James L. Kugel, 7he Idea of Biblical Poetry: Parallelism and Its History (New Haven: Yale
University, 1981), 119-127; Shem Miller, “The Oral-Written Textuality of Sticho-graphic
Poetry in the Dead Sea Scrolls”, Dead Sea Discoveries Vol 22 (2015), 162-188.

49 Karl Budde, “Das hebriische klagelied”, ZAW 2 (1882), 24; Idem, Die Fiinf Megillot: Das
Hobhelied, Das Buch Ruth, Die Klagelieder, Der Prediger, Das Buch Esther (Freiburg i. B.;
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Al o] 28] (of 1:9c, 11c, 22a, oﬂz:zoa)s"—t— H&AP—‘#

rO
1

Leipzig: Tubingen: Mohr, 1898), 70-108; W. R. Garr, “The Qinah: A Study of Poetic
Meter, Syntax and Style”, ZAW 95 (1983), 73-74.

50 ol 1:1:9c(2M 5T 0D MR M D, A B ele] el She B | 94

7} 222 EREUTH, of 1:11c(T55% A 2 meam mem 8 s gel
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=

3 (A sl 2ah) = S5t V(g 24 H}E‘rE\_ =D
CAA71A A H 2aue AR o] 114 Zo] o329} sl

2 (eh 3:1-15)F Foto] AFele] AE Aol izt =Ake] 33t
e dold = ik AA, Al 2aue et A E 193 &5
2 Ao M (of 3:22-47, o} 4:17-20) EAER sl F A} Hl2s
U glolubd Seleks AThoR A&7k Rol gt A, A w2
avte} o 7h 17, 27l A1 9] veolBl 7} Ed gt Aldlol ek AR S &
T YA L3 AT ARl AAE Qs 2@ wiA)
olgt= SHAA shte] HEAUE BkES W, AlRlS Sote] vietE
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[ ABSTRACT ]

Reflections on the Theology of Megillot:

From a Cognitive Poetics Perspective

Ho-Sung Lee
Baekseok University

The purpose of this study is to explore the theological implications
of the Megillot as a collection. The study of the Megillot in Christianity
has not been actively researched. Most attention has been paid to
individual books. One reason for this is that they are not part of the
Christian canonical order. Another reason is that they were confined
by the perception that they were meant for Jewish festivals. Thus,
information about the theological and literary features of the Megillot
as a collection has been scarce. In recent years, as Christian scholars
have become more active in their study of Judaism, there has been a
growing Christian interest in the Megillot. Because Megillot is a section
contained in Ketuvim, it is studied within the theology of Ketuvim (what
humans say about God). It is characterized as a horizontal theology that
is concerned with the journey of human experience and adventure. This
characterization of theology is the same as the theoretical backbone of
the ‘cognitive poetics approach (philosophy in the flesh).” ‘Cognitive
poetics’ can be used to analyze literary works by using human experience
and perceptual abilities as the items of analysis. In this study, we interpret
the five Megillot (Ruth, Song of Songs, Ecclesiastes, Lamentations, and

Esther) using some of the analytical items of ‘cognitive poetics.” The
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results suggest that the ‘cognitive poetics approach’ is well suited to reveal
the rationale behind the ‘horizontal theology’ of the Megillot. Further

research and application are needed in the future.

Megillot, Horizontal theology, Cognitive poetics, Omnibus structure, Persona
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