The Korean Journal of 0ld Testament Studies 98 (2025): 487-517
https://doi.org/10.24333/jkots.2025.31.4.487

ArZs o]of7] (At 13-168)2] =AM A Q17|

QFOIE (ACH)

1. S01717|: s~Afalgolzt FI?

O

AA Es 7153 ARke] ojw e} T thdo] Ftelvtel tigh A
7= A sl 7S Al ARl AR 7Rl shueltt BiEe]
= o =star gl=rtell tigh BAZRl A Et= 1947] F4 &
$-2 MEH-A (Julius Wellhausen) 2] A7l A 2HS 4= i} ¥
AL 7ol P45 A7shiA JLE, D, P 5, theFet Althell 7]

o BA 2 970l BYHAEE FYSnA ST ol #=2

Fl
r

o
(<]

tl
111

ﬁ—[o
Q‘L

Md

Hﬂ rE Ju
o ol i,

(Hermann Gunkel)Z 194 7]l ¥-AE 1t 2% EA]e A &
WalAA, AAE o] EA 5= 452] A 3 Sitz Im Leben) S B
o} @A e A7) QpelA A5t

ALl
9] of]*Fn} A2]4] (Enuma Elish) S H] 8},

iﬁﬂm‘i_&—{o_ﬁﬁ

EI
-
ol

W o
BN
Fld
('

&
2L
ol

1 Julius Wellhausen, Prolegomena to the History of Ancient Israel (Edinburgh! Adam and
Charles Black, 1885).

487



g
%
N
)
ok
£
o}l
i
rlo
oX
X
2
Y
N
N
R
g

f 1_
Hn
:Jd
g
>
S
o
fru

(Genre)2] GEIS WL 3170, 2E omq 7] =5 1AE A% E3

Bl Ao AXlA Ayl Bakd Fae 2= A9 ey 28y

ol g A A o] B4 s dAl AVAIA HFT v

2], #F dHZ 7158 9AET A B84 A3 F 30l gk B4l
S A oz oA Ao ek’

o] 23t BA| 94 oA BAEL AT A Ho] BlA

E 2o Eot4 5 HFslr] AlAbsit Al 2 E/lH L (ames

Muilenburg) = 19684 SBL 4| A4 8t3] moleoA] th & 73 & sl Al
71& A dAE A A sk, T S S55)
B]3 (Rhetorical Criticism)"-2 A <Fatsd o
o] Bk EA91 n) 8 h(inclusio), IAFTHT-T-2(Chiastic Structure),
5820} B3P (Hebrew Particles)0] SRl A & oJv] & 7x3}9)
B o] g 24 A ARE]] He] X ER]E(Phyllis Trible) 2} 2 &
T (Jack Lundbom)-& EHIM 19 FALSHY 71 S8 LA ZTH Ed
E& QA Al a3k AR AFE S thEQleH, fE
2o dyujobd ALE $A1EF v BB 23} o] HEolgl=

HolA T2 0= BASALLS o F Aok shaf 24 AU Geore

;1

[\S}

Hermann Gunkel, Genesis: Translated and Interpreted, trans. Mark E. Biddle (Macon, GA:

Mercer University Press, 1977).

T D 2 FES ) W A Sl o BT 1) e
H3e] Satst 1 AN S 7S eka ek BATE, b mle] ash 1 A
7, Feek=tt 173 (2005), 118—139.

4 James Muilenburg, “Form Criticism and Beyond,” Journal of Biblical Literature 88 (1969),

1-18.

J

5 Phyllis Trible, Rhetorical Criticism: Context, Method, and the Book of Jonah (Minneapolis:
Fortress Press, 1994); Jack R. Lundbom, Jeremiah: A Study in Ancient Hebrew Rhetoric
(SBLDS 18; Missoula, Mont: SBL and Scholars Press, 1975), 1-212.

4388 rok=ch ®31H 42 (52 987)



>
(e
e
o
:iz
=
o,
> o
rE
e ot o
ttlo
W)
-
_OL

AN A7 hetorical speaker) 0], A 5-& &l ALEHA 7] a9} Al
X FRES 5o TR PE o2 45T 98-S st o) F
FARE AT ddr] ATFE FHoldo], WHE R A telztA] g
At g o], 2ME LE] (Robert Aleer) = g4 AA}E0] ¥HE, T
Z, ofol2lU], Q1% mARSh & AL 7S Ba A8k wAA & 4
oAl ALS Azstet? wlo]o] AW T (Meir Sternberg) 3F A
A U ElBe] AR} AF5S ARle] Qmshes 71X E A 53] 94
TRt 7|0 AR et sl

& =TS AP 13-16%2] AE o]0k & AIMH (Kennedy) 2]
A

¢

al
A2 PHES A gete] Bt Ftk ol % Bal ke
&

-
W)

al
olopr|7} HZF HHA 28 " 1e] A F ol A
FAE HZFA FAA 02 dE5aaL 9g-S Hele ek A

1 Ethos(ZF 91&2] £%), Pathos(3 5] =7&= 7

’

&

lo
ity
A
1o
)
N
R
-

N

(=3}

George A. Kennedy, New Testament Interpretation through Rhetorical Criticism (Chapel Hill:
Univ of North Carolina Press, 1984).

7 Yehoshua Gitay, Laiah and His Audience: The Structure and Meaning of Isaiah 1-12 (Assen:
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41 James L. Crenshaw, Samson: A Secret Betrayed, a Vow Ignored (Atlanta: John Knox, 1978),
S1.

42 99 251

43 J. Cheryl Exum, “Aspects of Symmetry and Balance in the Samson Saga”, Journal for the
Study of the Old Testament 19 (1981): 9.
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[ ABSTRACT ]

A Rhetorical Reading of the Samson Narrative
(Judges 13-16)

Inchol Yang
Yonsei University

This study offers a rhetorical reading of the Samson narrative in
Judges 13-16. While traditional form criticism has primarily focused on
historical contexts and oral traditions, this research highlights the literary
features and persuasive structures within the text. Building on the legacy
of James Muilenburg, Phyllis Trible, and Jack Lundbom, and particularly
employing George Kennedy’s classical rhetorical framework, the analysis
applies the three modes of persuasion (Ethos, Pathos, Logos), the three
thetorical genres (Judicial, Deliberative, Epideictic), and the five stages of
ancient rhetoric (Invention, Arrangement, Style, Memory, Delivery). The
findings demonstrate that the Samson narrative emphasizes the theological
theme of Nazarite identity and the consequences of disobedience,
persuading its audience of the dangers of intermarriage with foreigners
and the importance of covenantal faithfulness. Moreover, the narrative
integrates judicial, deliberative, and epideictic rhetorical elements,
employing Samson’s life and death as a rhetorical device to reinforce
Israel’s communal identity and theological reflection. This rhetorical
reading thus re-examines the Samson story, showing how the text conveys

its theological and communal message through structured persuasion.
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