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3 L. Schwienhorst-Schénberger(ed.), Das Buch Kohelet. Studien zur Struktur, Geschichte,
Rezeption und Theologie, 1.

4 ‘&8 (Hebel) ] tlle] th3-S 32312} D. B. Miller, Symbol and Rbhetoric in Ecclesiastes:
The Place of Hebel in Qobelets Work (SBL 2; Leiden/Boston/Ksln: Brill, 2002).
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Kohelet. Der Prediger Salomo (ATD 16; Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2015), 59~
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8 E. Lipinski, “Semas”, H. J. Fabry & H. Ringgren (eds.), Theologisches Worterbuch zum Alten
Testament Bd. VIII (Stuttgart/Berlin/Kdln: Verlag W. Kohlhammer, 1995), 314.
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9 M. Witte, “Das Koheletbuch (Der Prediger Salomo),” J. Ch. Gertz(ed.), Grundinformation
Altes Testament (UTB; Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 2007), 462-463.
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78 FAWE FAE &7, (A& CLC, 2011).

11 2o J8]A APSEe] Ao et A4t the-S 2=351et R, Braun, Kobeler und
die frithhellenistische Popularphilosophie (Walter de Gruyter/Berlin/New York: De Gruyter,
1973): Ch. Uehlinger, “Qohelet im Horizont mesopotamischer, levantinischer und
igyptischer Wiesheitsliteratur der persischen und hellenistischen Zeit”, L. Schwienhorst—
Schénberger(ed.), Das Buch Kohelet. Studien zur Struktur, Geschichte, Rezeption und
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14 L. Schwienhorst-Schénberger, Kohelet (HThKAT Freiburg im Breisgau: Verlag Herder,
2004), 46.
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15 K. Galling, Der Prediger: Die Fiinf Megilloth (HAT 1/18; Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, *1969),
76.

16 W. Zimmerli, Das Buch des Predigers Salomo (ATD 16/1, 2; Géttingen: Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 1962), 127.

17 o] Asl= F/B‘L_E«] AlE| Aol wh2 HApe] ApelA sfjAolnt Fx. YAHE ] SFE|E
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18  C.-L. Seow, Ecclesiastes. A New Translation with Introduction and Commentary (AB 18C;
New York: Doubleday Religion, 1997), 4¢f.

19 M. V. Fox, Qobelet and His Contradictions (BLS 18; Sheffield: Almond Press, 1989), 155~
156.; M. V. Fox, A Time to Tear Down and a Time to Bulid Up. A Rereading of Exxlesiastes
(Grand Raapids; Cambridge: Wipf & Stock Publishers, 1999), 148,
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B 1:16-18
2:1-2

(of 2:3-10

B 2:11-26
A 3:1-15
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26 N. Lohfink, “Das Koheletbuch: Strukturen und Strukeur”, L. Schwienhorst-Schénberger
(ed.), Das Buch Kohelet. Studien zur Struktur, Geschichte, Rezeption und Theologie, 80-82,

27 'Th. Kriiger, Kobelet(Prediger), 106-107.

28 AmAQ] FEZo| diste] thaS Fslel Minsu Oh, Sprachliche Gestaltung und
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[ ABSTRACT ]

A New Study on the Book of Ecclesiastes from the
Perspective of Northwest Semitic Literature and Non-
Priestly Literary History

Jong-Won Choi
Seoul Theological University

The wisdom of Ecclesiastes accepts the universalist position that
“everything is vain” based on the traditional wisdom of Israel and
criticizes traditional wisdom through new eras and ideas. The direction
of research on Ecclesiastes so far can be organized into five themes. These
are (1) the structure of Ecclesiastes, (2) the social and cultural context,
(3) comparison with the canon, (4) issues of the history of interpretation
of Judaism and Christianity, and (5) the direction of approaching the
relationship between philosophy and theology. In general, in the history
of literature, research on the wisdom of Ecclesiastes has been actively
conducted in connection with Egyptian, Mesopotamian, and early
Hellenistic literature. On the other hand, the content of Ecclesiastes
begins with ‘vainness’ (1:2) and ends with ‘vanity’ (12:8). These enclosing
frames meaningfully present the overall structure of the text. In particular,
the literary core point of Ecclesiastes is Ecclesiastes 5:1-7. Focusing on
this part, the ‘call to joy is emphasized in the latter half of Ecclesiastes
(5:17-19; 9:7-10; 11:9). This trend is newly proposed through several
key words that suggest the central thought of Ecclesiastes. The keywords

can be summarized as “I saw (again) under the sun,” “I said in my heart,”
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“Happening,” and “Fear God.”

These topics are well structured by the special cross-symmetry
structure of Ecclesiastes. The use of the phrase ‘under the sun’ appears
in the Sefire inscription, a Northwest Semitic treaty document, and an
inscription recorded in a Phoenician sarcophagus. Structurally, the phrase
‘I saw (again) under the sun’ in Ecclesiastes is structured in a symmetrical
structure. The phrase “I said in my heart” also connotes the meaning
of obedience between the contractee and the contractor in the Sefire
Inscription, a Northwest Semitic document, and expresses the listener’s
decision. This is used as an internal device of the contract in Deuteronomy
and shows a correlation with Wisdom literature. In addition, the structure
of “Happening(7PR)” is applied in a chain structure format and a cross-
symmetrical structure, similar to the structure of the Northwest Semitic
Treaty. Lastly, within the structure of Ecclesiastes, the concept of “fear
of God” is closely related to the thinking of the non-priestly text of the
Pentateuch.

As a result, this thesis, when viewed through a compositional
historical approach and a traditional historical method, shows that the
entire structure of the book of Ecclesiastes is particularly under the
influence of the Northwest Semitic language, which has not been well
introduced so far, and in particular the literary style of the non-priestly
(non-P) world. Of course, in terms of content, it seems clear that the book
of Ecclesiastes attempts to communicate its wisdom characteristics with
the ancient Greek culture, while attempting to resolve the fundamental
thoughts underlying the book based on Northwest Semitic tradition and
Deuteronomistic religious thinking. Through this structure, Ecclesiastes
criticizes traditional wisdom while simultaneously trying not to let go
of the fundamental idea of “the fear of YHWH.” This is the evangelist’s

conflict, accompanying the new request that emphasizes the enjoyment of
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the present.

Structure of Ecclesiastes, Northwest semitic literature,
Non-priestly literary history, Happening, under the sun, Speaking in my heart,
Fear of the LORD
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