%:nUyh%1—9$®%%E%m-@ﬁ$m%m 1

BaY Y B - OBOBMBRN « B2

il Bk

1. [FLHIC

AR Y FORFAKICEE R 57, WbY AR 2 v T
m<om®$%%m&ﬁb@k%®ﬁﬁ5\&m6ﬁ%%ﬂofmﬁﬁ
@ﬁAﬁ—M%%ﬁéhfb%ﬁ‘kﬁm%%m&%&%ﬁfm&mo
?@b%\%LHUVF%@\%®Wﬁ#%1~7ﬁ®rﬁﬂ®$ﬁj
kS\9%@F%%@@bj&w~mﬁ®rﬁ%@$ﬁj®k%<£ﬁ
@%%T%&%hfhé\k%ﬁ%m%%%hf%tﬁ\%®ﬁ%ﬂ@\
RKEL BT B ELLFOMS>O Iz 3 hh 32,

BTy 1= TENEICEM R, KIZ1I0—13EDIETE A, AV ST
%Fﬁ®?ﬁj(2:4)ﬁ%%bt&¢5\ﬁAam:ﬁfy?4V
yaﬁ%otﬁt\ﬁAamﬁ8ﬁ@1~7$&&%K%#n\9%@
&ﬁbt?%f%%k%ikﬁ\:@%2@7~%{v@15~wam
MEShTOE, i, 71 v s vvaid, 8, 9EIL, FhFhh
ﬁtk%ﬁﬁk%ito%hmﬂLf\AVVh‘77—:yy1%@\
1-9EZ 1 DOFHKTHBZ L EL 3P,

U, TEO TR L10—1384 F—4 L, 10— 13EMBEITE, L,
%@%K1~9%ﬁ%#hk&?5\nvxﬁ~r:&*¥4~ﬁﬁo
CDNBE, 75 v — LIk -9,

%Em\m@x5~b:&*?4~ﬁ%%é6mﬁbﬁbf‘zﬁm
%@Wﬁ%m7$5%mﬁ<ﬁﬁa‘zﬁmﬁ#%7ﬁ4%i@®%%
%%@ﬂﬁbk?ﬁ@ﬁk?%%kb\%hﬁm—mﬁkk§mﬁng
mhtf$%ﬁ®$ﬁj?&b%Fﬁ@%ﬁjﬁw%ﬁﬁb\%@%K
18 1B — 2 BI3[1 « 7 855 Mi— 168 AR LT EY > 4 2= 1
b YRS 722U T A R E, S BRI Lim T, B v
b%@%h%#h\9%@1—7ﬁ®ﬁbt%ﬁT%ék%i\ME\
7»hvy@SEM1$1%—zﬁwﬁ-7%5%-%%@%%@@5
&%z\sw@izﬁmmﬁ—wﬁ4%kurqﬁaoFE@%%H&:ﬁmé
nickEz I,

%@K\ﬁ74X=7wh?Vﬁ%%é%K%%éﬁf\2$M%*



2

7$4%M§W%D%ﬁjafﬁ%€@ﬁ<\104Bﬁ$biﬁﬂ:%#ht
F%_ﬁﬁWﬁJ&b6%MﬁHﬂﬁ%h\2Eﬂﬁﬁ—7%4ﬁi]O—BEA
1851 fi— 2 E1361 - 7 =5 M- 16MiDIEF cEMNIET Sy Y2 s
hnwx:ﬁwyﬁAﬁ%o8ﬁ&9ﬁK%Lf@\8%@7%Kﬁ<
LOTHY. 9EFH LI FHTHE EHELDN TV, Y2y
Nl 2 HEIC 9 BN T BT D TH D, 8 FHFML LI DTH
7. LELZEEL, FRICHLT, rAArFb Ny h, 8ELIHE
FERERMS L ERTH B EELD,

< Bir. 6 EI3MONENTE2MICH X, 6 EUMADL T H IS
COEFA. F ORI E BN R B0T, TOEFMBHALD
#%5Tﬁm#\NWD@E%T%%ﬁ#%6?EV@ﬁ\%Lﬁl?
%%&%H\E%fﬁé@ﬁ%é@ﬁb@#ﬂ#ﬁb%f\%hﬁEC
Kﬁ%?%Q#\&b5ﬁ%ﬂofﬁ%§h1%ﬁﬁ\:h%&%%ﬁ
TliEunan®,
uL®i6ﬁ%%%KﬁLf\mﬁ‘%:nbe%@l%#%mﬁ
F T ODTHTH B, LI FE BRI ERNTHLEND ™,
ﬁﬁfm\uL@iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%nﬁmf\%ﬁ@i?ﬁ%@ﬁ
ﬁ#B\abbwmv:fA-m~vﬂ®%%@%®ﬁﬁ®&@%ﬁ@
B A g LT SEIE O BER > B 10— 13E DO I OB
WH oL, COTIEL—9BIZRoTHIIL, Yy A A=T M ET
yﬁ%@vaiybnwx:ﬁwyﬁbﬁﬂkﬁﬁof\1ﬂ9§ﬁﬁ
— L FRTHB LML EERSD

2. EMERLGEHYOMR

Bt B~ L= X4 o—<icEr i ElERO Y F Ty
T, BEST VR LT L AOEHMEROPHOT TEMOLKICOVLT
=R LT AT )Y A (RREHi1 il —ferk 1 e ?) iKaebnd
A ERLCITATTCR 3 AT HitLHk 2 tHcoMicEr hic L Bb s
A7) w2 PEMEERIV TR, RIS L > CIEROERLE L
DA IR E R TS, fLIC 4 Al S 6 ftoicEN NIz &
Hph iy s oy % FERECHRID TR, ABROERICS T b,
FOLEDT v £ Y ZAARERT 0D, Eioy 3, 4lfic 7 7 Vel
$ v T EOWBE TEAR AT — = v ¢ SEL AR, BERICS
BB RO BB AN < SR ICERIRTWAEY, &b
L F ATy RWOfys, e GOl Rl £ (2



%::be%1~9$®%%3%%'%ﬁ$%%ﬁ 3

IR 74 BRA DT~ b o2 (340, 397 v HF DI L o
UWXW(4ﬂﬁ%JJUWX-ﬁfﬁbUWXW(4ﬁﬁ)ﬁ%W®
FT, ERERICOVWTHRMIZER LTV 3,

mﬁ‘TUXh%VX®F%ﬁ%ﬂ@%@?@«v:fA-umvﬁ
K%ﬁht%ﬁ?®A7F°777Km\?fﬁyx*XFTVPﬁV
NDX%%ﬁiwm%ﬁﬁmﬂﬁm\¢ﬁi?#7mmﬁ§nfét
(an=7 4 FUOALREINLZRNE)BFr o [~ L =7 R5EIEFE ]
%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m\##m@@ﬁ?%i%®¢?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%?%£%
Wﬁﬁﬁ%jﬁﬁﬁﬁjT#%%N”%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁm\é%ma4y%f
U7~RXT#%%®ﬂ§WWﬁﬁlﬁﬁ)ﬁ%%&%@&bf%ﬁ
%héo:@m\z\3&%K%%¢ﬁ%ﬁ@mﬁﬂﬁi%hkﬁ%%
T$ﬁ®tﬁ1U7~ﬂx(wﬁﬁ®%ﬁﬁ®%mmm%>Tﬁ%ﬁﬁ
D @mi@)&ﬁﬁ3@7xE*xTﬁﬁij(mMW@W@\
3&%%%#54ﬁﬁﬁinﬁﬁfgﬂht#%%x+yme@F%
b@@ﬁjkFﬁ%ﬁﬁjK%?%ﬁ%ﬁ%®nvF-770ﬁ%émo
%%®%htAm%%%ﬁf%%%5§%kA&®@WT%L§%T
REDEREFIIBEGIE, NV =X h e o TR EE A 9 o =
YaYDFRTH M, Z LT FRLREFRERIOTSEY +» v A

%%m@%ﬁ@%@@ﬁé@%@wFf%@bf%t@f%b\%h%
hWHEIZBEL Wt Bhh3®

TORENE, B2, NV =X 4 s o —< HOBMREMT, B0y
wéT#%ﬁj@@fﬁct?x%uvxm@ﬂmmﬁahéi6m\
REL OfiE BER L RRECBESLD Y K. 7, I REBEIRL
t%%i%miof\L@LH%C%hTVK#B?%%O%%Eﬁm
WY R Ty IDEERBROTRENIZT AT VY REND T/, Y
NE=TALBHLETHY, FRETHY, BEHELRLTNL, + 47
RO AR CTHE ORBEREL, BHLOCELHECBRLTWEE
HYETOD o/ ZD b, # 7 ol An BHELE LTV A, 2
®¢T%%E%KOMT%H%K§&LTM5®T%6Oh*ﬁ%ﬁ%
RPEMEEZESRLTOUE, U7V R0/ LT w23, itk
THHVBHFLETH 72, FROEMERL S B, S, 21
VACTA T PUTRE, VLV TF )T RRACEL A AT
ﬁ%%@%otﬁ\T%ﬁijw%bbmfmﬂijkfgﬁﬁﬁjé
MegEs) O—E Lcli-THh LD TH 3,



%:m\«v:fA~mw7%®%%E%%k%mihﬁ\%%%ﬁ
5B EMIL. FEEELOMICH DML B T, TMEOR T2 &
KEVT%?&6K%%&LT%%%%V:%Tﬁb%‘%%@ﬁ%%
%hkﬁ%kwﬁﬁwﬁbéﬂia:7~VaV®$&ka%b6h
FOTH B, MTFICES LS i@ hl SEOHR TR, MEOHTER
UL oo, E2OMEBEAEbL IR, o —HRINCS > T 35100
7L BT, BREEIC AN THIRTH 2™ AL =X a s n— 7O
%%@%%t%®#%%ﬁ%ﬁmihﬁ\%%@ﬂ%ﬁ%%&ﬁ%&%
%K%#hfhkoﬂ%ﬁ%@f@&%fiw%7%ﬁ%k%M7ﬁW
O L. 27 BT AN T A B /2RI Y b h Y
7 BEE IR S AE O KETH 0, AR ERTRIEREE
X PO Frb b, EEEE O TEOR ETE LWERS, BF
G AL T TOEWAZ L HREFTHIENTES LEzZ2LHRTW
72,

e, BECETIE. B EHoEETTbh I TR
(Gerowesty) . FoiatELTIThb [HEaRR | (ovpBovtevrndy) . 551
@ﬁ%ﬁ&@ﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁbhtfﬁﬁﬁﬁjw@mmw)@EE@K
Ao Toiz, ), EfERTIEBT 470 v A FEHEER] &
ZoLEE (A A=y 2 TEECRR] C SFABUREE LA
DEMIZ ATV e &0 XD ICERICTHENICEHTRED 575,
FOREICIL . BEEREE L F AN S S 0 . EEERIEE
CbE SR L, B TS E X HICAIC s Th oo Bbh
% bt EfiHAAEHELTANTS L, LTO3EAREIC
BotrEbh3, (1) [45%] (campoonn) & W] (dnodopyeesn) &
At [ | (borepreigpoanny) OO OER, ThbiFEICBERIC
B o] LCER S h s TEERR | O BENLENEZRTH
SRR T WS, (2) T#E ) (rapawensny) [ BF ]
(sopfoierrac) . |45 ] (vobernmery) OB O, Thbik, £
IRk R A (R o bic kT A [F#Eafm] L UHE L ZOMER
AR E TS, (3) [ (rawerrn) & [HFHE | (peporeenn)
HEHEHOEH, b ECHANRERZ TS HE ATHZS
TROR R | O BAINNEE KT HETOEERTWS, E72. [ ]
(rapapbpees) DEFE® L, [HOOEH] Lo THRMFE] O T
S YADEETCHEIRTVET, &b, BEONEE &L [HEE
(ovoraruch) OB 0 e L [FFHED [HEH | (rerepopenhy) <0 T HCEE |



%::UV#%l—QEQ%%@%%'@ﬁi%%ﬁ 5

(bvecdearenn) D ZERH® 4 | [ERfFH | OFEY v v NIZBRT 3 LB
hﬁouhwk%ﬁzﬁmk%éhéﬁﬁﬁwgﬁm\FK%meW
@%%w\%®@ﬁﬁHMbb\%%@%®ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁbfbok&%
bhs,
ML@&@K\%%ﬁ%&%ﬁ?@%4®iiyfvwﬁ%otﬁ\
mﬁmﬂED%%&%%ﬁ%otckﬁ%%ﬁf%%o%%®ﬁ%$ﬂ
%Tﬁ\%oﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ?%ﬁ%#%ﬁﬁD%%%*bk?
5%%®M%ﬁﬁ§hf%tmoﬁﬂ\%ﬁﬁﬁ\“ﬁ@@x%%@%
®ﬁﬁ#%%%%§héiémﬁ@m\@ﬁ?ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ#B%
%%3n5i6mﬁof%tmoL#Lxﬁfﬁ\gﬁﬂﬁt%ﬁiﬁ
MAOIREST D E NS ML, &b LINRTTOL TR, W HOF
&%m%mb%:&miofﬁﬁ%ﬁ&éwo%hﬁﬁ?@ﬁmmﬁéo
?ﬁb%\%ﬁ@%@ﬁﬁfé%%%mLt%@t%ﬁ?@ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ
%%WLK%@@\ﬁﬁ@ﬁbh&é%@?%b\mEK%%?5%®
fﬁﬁm&%bhéoit\«V:fA-D~7%®%%%%ﬁLh%
?x%U@xwgﬁﬁ%KLE\%UN:@X®%%@%KL6\%h
ZROBRTHIT N DR < TH20TLN T LHEOEM B4 5 LT
DOILT TR ZDRS BMBROLTIE, A% HEOME
%ﬁ%hﬁﬁ?émm%+ﬁﬁﬁék%bhéoé%m\F#%JF%
1 OEMOEOZ, BRFD THIERR 2 THERB | LoCAL
m%ﬁ%%®ﬁﬁfmm6hfmé%énm\%ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ#%@%ﬁ
THBTHELEBELRS,

3. BTV MBI - I BEOEMERMYI
“V;fA'D“7ﬁ®§%M\MH%K%OT\ﬁﬁikﬁﬁmb
FLMDOROCEE A L U THi# X | (prescriptio) & EffioRNE
T%ém#%m&tf$¢kamm)&\%bhwﬁiaﬁw&m&
7o T & ) (postscriptio) D =DM TNES, X5 )e.
AR &, 1A, 2N fg})V)é:l,\@fig{g((:%bﬁ§hfb\f:(4mo

(1) TardE] (1:1-—2)

%::UV#%@\FNWDJ&F?%%J&hﬁ%%?(ammmmmﬁ
BB T2y MEBIROKE] L (7 h4 7LtV BT_ToEn
6%t%JK§HW@%(&MﬁMb)K%T%h\%hﬂr%&k$
MDRIZBMEA T X« 2 VR IREHYETESIC] &0 5 thbO®



6

B (salutaio) 25FE< (1 1—2)o

(2) TA#Z] (1:3-—9:16)

a. [Rt$oFE| (1:3—2:13, 7 :5-16)
%mkﬁ%%%kmwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁF%%%J@E%K\ﬁ%%%wﬂ
Wm%%Tu\%%AKomf@F@%wﬁhjﬁﬁ%ﬁ<wok:%

%f@ﬁ<\FM%%@%%&J&V%%%@%%ﬁ%%h%(1:3
—MO%LT\%%@$@@b%hhﬁk%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%6ntﬁu\
M%TF@%®m©Jﬁﬁﬁ%h%oNﬁm%%@ﬁxmm\ﬂ%%ﬁ\
Bk, B, BN BEOSEC, Do ERREMeTRS S
LR EOSEAHVLREY, TR THSARNTOTE L FRw ]
(1:8)tm6ﬂ%wwwéﬁwﬁ%$%ﬁﬁi%@f@ﬁ<\EA
w13 110 TEHOHD | ETHIDTH D™,

7 LT, Bt TEY o SETHIThS (7 116).

TAMOE | OpH 20t [E00E] PEFPEbbEhTIILIO
%WM\QT@;6QW§T%5O¢Eb%\N@mﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%%%
Lt(liw—%):EB®HU7h%%%K\N@D%F%Liﬁt
%éAJ(2:5>¢ﬁb%r$£%ﬁoﬁAJ(7:m>®ﬁot
sk | (rodypa, 7 ¢ 11) ORIEET, 2V ¥ MEZHRILTT 7 =
y@ﬁofbi6(mb@%F%L&@%%J@%m@F@%ﬁ@%%ﬁo
S m O THELAMERN 2+ FuneionlT (1:23—2 1 2),
F O 0 ICEE TIRO T4 LWEh 5 THe #Eixs (2234,
9,7;8L):@%%@%:nbe%m»wﬁkﬁ~ﬁf%f\%
ELTLE »- EEPREAD, MEL T bRB Y Y MNIIRESND
g, COFRAE ML Tiiolc b Bbhb, Ay asT Az Y b
«ﬁﬁfauma%rxav&F:7fﬁ%¢5u%&méﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
C X Ty COETNL 2 EISHLETE 7 85 K LI KE S e h
B, A oRT FAREIT F=TTHATAZ LIRS T, 2V Y
bAt%ﬁﬁ%%F%Lf@tJ(7:8—H,2:MFR@$%J
C LTRGIC > TIRE Ly A ez [HRLES7 | MerEa il
k:kif@ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@(?:uﬂm,Z:M\%bxa&%mr@
Wk TEY ] #RBRLT EXELR] (71 7) OFICWSa VY
bAk%%@iL(7i6—7,9,B,w.1:3—7,724,£
f@\%é%ﬁF@ﬁ@%t&f@hﬁbi@ﬁj%%%ofﬁfck



%130yh§1—9$®%ﬁﬂ%%-%%$%%ﬁ 7

ZEIDS (2 1 7-10),

BDEDES o nlzhazMuiza) v b Ak EMTES i AD
—HEO [ELH | &y Roaon TR | & TEY]| T 20y p AlS
%F%i?ka6%%4w7f%#h\é%KﬂﬁéhtA%M?&
WOER, THELA] Kfi>Tw3 A% [T LvdE5 4 — o1
ENT [RBOE | (fepanevrey) 03B 1m % bl A & [HicE S
EWHET -7 TEMRS [HEEOR (ovrraonren) ik < |
F%L&JK%ofb%A%FmiTJam6%%«~7@‘F%L&J
% B (moarpc) 12 L7z TREDDOE | (napambhpres) DEAIC T EHEh
Do WT ATV RIEINE, TR (OB 13, Ficfizri< o
e &7, LAz ALK LTEZ0h 3 LDTH5B |, £77,
COLD7 [ALL] ORIV AZRRD ., B 31— 0 fr
%éhfh%mo@ﬁw‘%uﬂszmxhﬁrﬁb(wiﬁ)@\
%Lﬁiéﬁ:&mﬁﬁbtk%%bét@?%éﬁ%%@ﬂ%ﬁé
hTna®,

b, TfMHOE] (2 :14—7 : 4)

COEFNE. THHOF] OB ABADICH~IUTHETS 2 2.
FloCBBOEENLIRD bR (2 1 14), £3CTH72 b UOHNED
%mﬁﬁiotﬂ®i6ﬁm%%¢aﬁzéoit\:@%%@EA*
T%ﬁUi%&@%&@%%ﬁf%%%ﬁﬁ%h(4n&‘%:fw
@@%%ﬁﬁmﬁ%man\%hquﬁmegwﬁgﬁE%§h5o
T BHRIE. TR & TEY) 0SETEIZRS 2, 2hut TR
@%J@ﬁkﬁ%%%kﬂbﬂbf%@\g@%%#@ﬁbk%%@ﬁ
BNWCEZ2RETS (7 :4),

S CRI0-13RITENL DN n DR (5 —F8 | & LTh45
NTWDENR®, ZLICERD LS BHEN T ER TV 5, Thbb, v
7ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁOfbﬁmukT%%%%hOhfﬁ#% H(zz

16¢c, 3 1)\ TMZABE»SED (2 :17), ASHEEEE T3
(4 :5) LEEAANECOVWTIHEI N TN, FhICHLT, 21 v
PABSPHEERTHEY (312, 3), MhLEZERAEZTDLNT

WHZLZ2RHTHEICKHETS (3:4—6), FRIZELT, Avn
DEDHEN, E— tEF YR PEREETHANZ HEHIZED 2
[BLOREOBD | THEZELERML (3:7—4:6), +hi
HEb->TIAL TS (4 0 7-15), bz, ZhAfED [FMOK



8

wjf%éck%#w¢5(5wmﬂwo%%m‘@&®ﬂ%%%ﬁ
ARBoLAE (BB | BEDSECE> T2 (5 :20-21, 6

1—2). CoieBnTd [RROBD | #HFEFF->TAEL LTSI
LERARZS (6 :4—10), LT, HUOoBHOFEEL (6 111-13,
7:90-—3) BEOSE (6 :114—7 1 1) ITHEDN S,

RO LD . TER) ShTtnsoex [FU] $587 14—
g cmpht [HMOE] (axotoppeun) &4 —HT 5. ZhiE, 1%
a7y hiE. TR (OFEM) &, SREhTws ooy
LT, SELE & - CROERICELS $OTH B | LREERTHD,

c. THhEm® | (8:1:1-15, 9:1-15) LH#HEDOE] B: 16—24)

8E L 9BE, =y LADBE L VWEALELLADBERITOVT,
it 0 EET AN, MIIC R R SNENELN TV S i i3 E R U
Bz 2 ) v h O EFOEUOT H A THITDO N2 LS RIED
M IZ 5T B Tz b DA HBNIE 9 FIE 8 EOPHEZH S F2HILPR
& B CEMrRIC LD EBbR S,

gEIE [ b &, B> TE L] (8 : 1) &
G2 SEADIAE 0, FRETO [MYoE] © [HROE] &
T4 B ANENEDRD, T/, 8 EIEHOMA~D [E#H ]| OFE
by XDICHEANEE RS, A, 8EICEMUOD B=T (X
D | REEICHNST A SR M S, 8 L IR EE LTV SH
B 2h, 9EDIBED b, (8272 2 £ bAOFLIZOVWT, H7L
At ES Db (Be) HoTd] (91 1) LUCEEoz Tk
MRS 5> THE O, 9 FIHAL LA E Tl ™, 8 ERAHRICLT
ELTWBEEPRAEY, 9EORETIESEL IEDOFULEDLND
e o] =i TRGE TALH D OEETHDIELNRS (9!
15)6

(354 | LOWTOETONER, UFOBYTHD, T748bH, =
)y N TEANEE SO TH DA FR [ LHROIM | Ligkid s
W oo ok A B PO IR L, 7 K= 7 OFBLFFD A
Hr TR FOREERZEFTHE T LCLE-R (811 -5, 91~
2)e FOTy Ay iFFFE-ICHSEHICEENCRDST PRI
SLUTIRL (8 :6), wICHEEZ Y ¥ b AT > THELE) % 135
LT T+ Eoi1c{ed (8 :7—15 9:6—14), L»L. Zhid
aaTIEE, WETHB LM~ (81 8), Ml IEL>TITHDT



%::uvr%1~9%®§%ﬂ%%-%ﬁ%%%ﬁ 9

@t<‘@<i?%ﬂvmﬁ%%@ﬁﬁ%%%tt@h??ﬁm&ﬁ&
%5 (8:10, 9:6),

DEDIS MBI, ROLEDPRD L2, BhLBEphs o
t%mmﬁé%%4m7fgﬁhtF%éwﬁjwﬁﬂmﬁﬁéh%o
Tﬁb%\%UA:ﬁxmiék\Em:&%@b\%m:&%mmﬁ
5W§®%%%§%h:@ﬁt%#n\%%ﬁ%mﬁtfﬁﬁﬁéc&
ﬁ%éhﬁhrﬁﬁ®%Jﬁwmmm)&‘&%?5C&ﬁﬁéh5
r%?®%l@whmmm)&ﬁﬁﬁéhfhtwoL#L\CCT@
AT EAEEITIRARS, AHICHEICEZME L LB R A EH LTL
HDT, BETEENRDZ LB 23

BEL6HID [REMOHO | LLF Ty T b2 - ADREBE 2 1) v
bKW%?%W@ﬁﬁ&%hfm%o%:Tﬁ%%ﬁ@%ﬁ%t\%m
T%wu%tb\%bxwﬁbé\%%\ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁéh\itﬁ%
PO A FARDOPTHHD L WAL TH 0. D S BE = hir
AT\%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁhﬁ?%k&f%%&%Méhfh%
(SJ&ﬂQOC@i%&ﬁ@@\%%Q%HWO$K%ﬁ®A%%
ﬂ@%%#@i%h%%Lf%ﬁf%%%«~7T§#htF%%@%J
(guorarh) “IZ &R %, T72bb, 8 B L 9ED [HhEnZE |
DRIZ, THEOE | MEEhTnw3 o lici s,

(3) T#HEx |
%::uyb%%ﬁ@%bb@%%km@@ﬁ@%ﬁﬁF&%%Jm\
Fﬁ%mjumm)&méﬁﬁmﬁ<kﬁmtéénfw5ﬁ(m:n
'ﬂwx1-9%®%WKF%%?J@EBMEMOC@C&#E\%
L1—-98EI0-13ENHDE/TH Y , RIZOOEBH DI HidE
SNIDTHDHLIE, 1—-98ED x| X10—138 2 h /- kf
m%%éhkmf@56o%5VM1—9ﬁ&m—B$m\%5&&@
FHA B CTE N L LT, WL 1 DOEHCTH -2 5T,
1*9%®F%%%J@%bﬁ%ﬁﬁbﬁﬂot@f%%6o

(4) &
ui\%%ﬂ%wﬁﬁﬁ%iﬂUvb%1~9ﬁ®Tiﬁj%%ﬁt
f%tﬁ‘%&mﬁﬁxhgbéﬁﬁﬁﬁémtfé‘%hﬁk%<%
FTEHTHER IR TR EBG0 2, Lvdh FRENDETIL. b4
EDICEEAD [H#] 2 [TLWo | OFESRSBD, b0 Ird



10

F%ﬁj@rﬁﬁj%%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ%b\%%kbf@5@§®@
ib%&bfnéo%Lutm%mﬁmbwhﬁ\1—9$umrﬁm
DFE THHoE |, [BEOR] AL HEEO#E) L0 FRL-
:%%@ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ?%l&ﬁﬁéoéf\ﬁ74X=7wh77ﬁﬁ
Kbé‘vliyhnwxzﬁwvﬁAﬁﬂmba‘:@;6&%%@
%@ﬁﬁ#%%%ht%%ﬁﬂh%ﬁ%ﬁ@@Tﬁéﬁ\%@%%Ch
%%%ﬂﬁwﬁﬁw%ﬁf\%h%hﬁﬁot%ﬂmgﬂmfmak%
ZT\%%%%%@?5®@%%OL#L\Ch%ﬂﬁﬂ%bﬁ\ﬁﬁ\
Mpr s nGbes &5 R s THIGRI I T IR LicDy, E
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P, R EOESEE LD L, ERBIC o A BRI ES TIEK
T L. FOM, BERAOKLENDELET L, 1 OOEMOHICH
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—9&Ei}, CoOFEMIBRTALEbN S

4. =YL rE1 - IEOBEHFHSN
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CHEROELAR. LT, HEABLZEAZOHNTH DA, BRO
BASIC iz o Thabbh, EHRE I LI LT HENT, EERC,
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o B H IO MADKBMOF 0 ML HET S EEIL, ELEAD
R E LW ATHRIC LTEh b O S ETHREL MO THZL T it
%@%@k%@%@i6&bfn5&:%#%\%%imﬁéfﬁé&



B2y v B - 9BEDEHERAN - BRI T 11

[Fraw] Oz Ahbhz,
ﬂvmm\%ﬁ@%#f@if%@ﬁF%h&kﬁb@@J%%%L
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(2) i (Propositio, 1 1 12—14)™
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12),
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2 (1 :13, 14a), B METHILIC LA L TR ENS D
@\i%%mﬁ:UVbAk%ﬁrﬁwiﬁjK%mmmgbtﬁ%%
R %%K@%?é:kj&d\%%@:n#%ﬁ&éﬁ%%®%b
kﬁ%tom(f%@\%QEWWK@%T%%%ﬁﬁﬁKOMTT%
5o
%EK\NﬁﬂK&ofﬂUVﬁAﬁ%bkﬁbﬁéi5K\:UV
A btk o Th i an [#H0ThH L | ZHMTL LIRS
ﬁf%é(1ﬂAwofﬁb%\ﬁﬁﬂﬁm@ﬁﬁmiofnUVb
Ak%KbOT%U&@EOTDﬁM®T%%OﬂUyhAk%ﬁi<
S AT LR, A aaal Y b Albick o THED LOFHE
&aéca%ﬁvm@%ofmémf%éo:@i%ﬂ:@%%f@‘
(50 | & [H] 205 B ARBE RS EL->TWD, HLED=
o@%%ﬁﬁ\E%%Kﬁﬁ@Fﬁmjm$fm&%h5@5ﬁ%$n
Lo THENLTHDTH S,

(3) #—pyk (Prima Narratio, 1 *15—2 1 13)7™
%ﬁi%%%®%@%E%ET@\F?%J®%Krﬁﬁjﬁ%5o
MEk | cik. #FHAwchiz -+ TG | (probatio) % =18

(refutatio) TH Y Hebh B HED [ H kS (rpaypue) D3P TH 5
%ﬁ&%ofﬁﬁjkw%%fﬁ\F%ﬁjfﬁfﬁﬁjfﬁ&tCk
A EDICELLERD Z EIL2D ™,

Ky aid. BROOMROETRT, UFD=Z208%idR5, T7bb
%~K\Nﬁﬂ@%%@ﬁ%%%ﬁ&éﬁm\NWB@FA%J@%Q
REPID - LI > AT EOEFIC D>V TERT 5. T7ab b,
S oA AL E Lz Dk [BRIZ 7D AH S h | I AERNCE 2
< (HIEHE->T) BRLALDKEA S »] LEEH (interrogatio) ™ % &
A#H%(JilﬂoL#L‘Nﬁmw:thnUVbAt%®ﬁ%
Kﬂbf\%mrﬁj%fﬁfémfﬁéoTﬁb%\FA@%&%%J
Cixre <. [mommE Lihxic ko T B [TBHLTEl L]
(1:12, ) #ELTHOTHS (1 :115—22),

s, oSy iR RFAEAEE LT Y v bR L TR L
BEER | OBEOICER S BRI OWTERT %, Thid vtk
THAE L AOFREETH HIEDN D T UEEIZ L H>Th s ahbiEL
LAESFARBETHY, UFEEL LEOFT MED] 2885 & LT,
(3 Lo | #FET5Rb 0, Lo LR & TH DR
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®¢f$ﬁ%%<(1:%—2:Mo¢&b%‘NWuﬁzUVbﬁ
E%%%Lf‘%ﬁﬂ@%%ﬁtt:kmﬁtf‘%5%%?@\$ﬁ
%%&E%LmLfm&muUVhAt%m\Nﬁmkﬁ%%tmﬂ%
ﬁmF%L&J@ﬁ%%%i@i<@%bf%%6tbm\Fﬁﬁ?ﬁj
ZENCOTHS (1113, 14a, BR),

%EK\3U7hkt%ﬁrﬁwiﬁjKﬁbf%ﬁkﬁ%bk:&
%%Hmmvf%ct:tmomfﬁﬁﬁéoFﬁ@%ﬁjtiofﬂ
vuéﬂﬁtt:uvrkt%w%ﬁmﬁ\%$%%M%Lt:&&ﬂo
tﬁﬁmm\éEHﬁEK%L&K%%ﬁmi6K%$%%ML\@i
L\ﬁf%i6K@6(2:5ﬂno::@%%ﬂkfm\F%L&J
®ﬁ%$®%®CtT%b\Fﬁ@%ﬁj%éhtCtﬂé%mﬁT5
IR T TS | (raparadd) & &3z -T2,

RIS, THROFH ) % BOEEOKAKTRY . 20%. Foyx
%%Tﬁ%rﬁ:YKﬁMvnt:&ﬁw&ﬁBhﬁ(zzlz—wL ZCZT
ﬁﬁ@m%mﬁt\:@ﬁ%@7ﬁ5%fﬁ%éh6o¢&b%\zﬁ
M%#%7$4%§fwﬁﬁw\%%i%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%&k%&rﬁwj
(digressio) ™ Th %, 7e¥5. [ | 1t (R | iIc L Ligabh 3
My EREND TR THH] TRHE | 720 Ui AR AN
Hoha™,

(4) K& (Probatio, 2 :14—7 : 4)®

EREFHIER DO M % 723 T3 | (argumentatio) %, GIEo¥ (- e
LERTANDRBLDIZTRBDDEDTH S 7, THhEH 3780
BRAPHENTH BT ERIAMT 3, DTH5, 8| (questiones)
@Fﬂ%J@mﬁmmm)&Wﬁﬁﬁﬁémo%ﬁiﬁd%6$mrk
4&H%m)K%Z%%@k\ﬁﬁiwrﬁﬁjhwm)K%i%%®k\
Wbiﬁ%héﬁﬁﬁr%ﬁjuwwlﬁ%i%%@&%ﬁ%h%\
[F&am | 720 Uik Tarm ) TRIBIC 72 2 OB OEREC 5 2@ [
I IZadk2 5 b 00k, TFH#L] (signum) « [Z#EF | (argumentum) -
r%ﬂﬂ(mwmmum)JX?OK%JM%h%bR-%®4M)&ﬁ%aﬂi
r%ﬁjfﬁ6%oit‘W0®F%%J@¢T@ﬁ®rﬂ%Jﬁﬁé
h%:&ﬁﬁ%?%%woC@i%&r%%JﬁhLﬁr%WJﬂ\%
ﬁ&®%ﬁ@ﬂ%@k@ﬁ%@ﬁ%%ﬂ%bi5&ﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁr&%J
(probatio) &, REZ T2 BEms [HRE | (refutatio) & iz4
h%wou\ﬁﬁafﬁﬁjw%ém@\%wﬁk%m\F%%J@%
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%ﬁ%%%bkrﬂéjwmmm)ﬁ%#h%l&ﬁ%%mo

:@%Wﬂ%ﬁbm%%®%%mkéoﬁﬁ\:@%ﬁmrmmjﬁ
bR C, &R DR TIHE D, Z ORiHEO THuE | DD &
~%T5k@%%nu%%%&%ﬁﬁ%%éh\%@%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ
Aéht&%&m%%ﬁiémoﬁﬁ\%m%6fﬁﬁ<\Nﬁmﬁn
Uvr%%%ﬁﬁbtﬁﬁkﬁﬁmﬁﬁbéf%%o?ﬁb%\F%L
&@%%J@ﬁ@f%%ﬂvmmﬂ%mﬁtf\ﬁﬁmwﬂvmﬁﬁ%
DIEARPLLES ETEDTH D, TNTH, feE 2T [ | 2
*Ménfrﬂmj@%fr&%Jﬁﬁ&%h%mfﬁéﬁﬁo%hm
COEFROERTT P AD 2 ) Y MREE AT RO PRT XETT =
7«®K@ﬁ@&%nh:kkﬁﬁbfw%o?ﬁb%\%rz&@ﬁ
ﬁ%ﬁ&éﬁﬂ\ﬂUVFT@NWD%ﬂQ%%®&®KOmf§&L‘
o o R I L CROHE ZA 0 TR Ly zhz TBud] O
RN RPGATLDTH S0

a. B A L71% (Exordium et Partitio, 2 : 14— 3:3)®®

F@%G%DJ#%%%%@A%%tK%&%<2J4w0%hmﬁ
W B — DU TORAE L HEORR, & 0bidE J TR,
N EE HRICHNT, TLwoTh | [ECTh ] EHShL/ 7R
@Eﬁ@@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm(mmMmmW&74m:M(mmmm
AHNCHEET S (2 114b—16b), ZDOEREIC, Ihhbakim S h
2 H WICBE A O ORI AN, BER] (interrogatio) &5 5Tl
Hoic T2 | Shan, Fhblcx LTHEICEZ DR S,

oo, [z hicsSh Lo (2 :16¢c) &HMANCRS
Nl EHOMBIT, Sy aOReHFE &L Y nltEbEHEMN Sl
LR RS, Tabh, HERE VO EIERORBETS S,
®%&Km\Nﬁm@ﬁﬁwﬁﬁmﬂ<wmrxébt<ﬁhjkm6
%ﬂ®%%ﬁ%ot&%bh%(Inth9:1—3\£%%:m>
L5 a i, 8T o OE O BN RO BT O G ERE &
I AT L A A, 8y o F R TR0 SE2E ) Miced |
T4l S b | B> TEAC LEB~S (2 117, [HIRE ] 1% —
Fﬁﬁjwﬁgﬁ(l:H)T%D‘%hﬁ:CTﬁéEKﬁ%%K%
bhTW\wb,

sroic. THOHSESAEHE Liabiood | TR RO ]
(3:1>tﬁmﬁﬁkﬁw%néoNﬁm@lvaAﬁ%G%%ﬁ
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%%tfmﬁb\it@%@ﬁ@%&(%%&)ﬁ&%%%@fﬁ%é
h\ﬁ%ﬁ§h%lkﬁ%otk%bh%ﬁ\W%KHUVFAK%C
Z i Erh Bk cH L | L%2 2 (3:2-3), HOHED
ﬁ%@‘ﬁzrﬁﬁjwr%bj<J:Lm>&mtﬁ%®&ﬁ%®
F%Jkﬁﬁww%ﬁf%%f%b(4:2,5:m,6:4,£%%
(5% 2 L | oA BERICEbh TV,
utw;ﬁwﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁéckfF%%Kﬁ%?%J&m6%:
F@%J(1:L%ﬂ%)wﬁﬁﬁﬁwmmmbﬁbh%oit:h%
T v O S OHEHIRY 77 BR RS A 1 B R LTWa EEbRS A,
ZTHRICH LT, ZhFhvoklayy f Arbn AR (B00s) 1T
FLT IHEFREALZOTH D, 225, LLF Tk THE | (Aoyos)
WCikz 5 TAE | & RBH3 200,

b. #8-~iE¥ (Prima Probatio, 3 : 4 —4 : 15)

%“ﬁﬂW@\r&ébb?J@%%\ﬁﬁb%@%%&h5%5§
BIEOVLTORBERH SIS0, FOHRITE < BMCBEES T
Co RELFGIT, OQFE— &Lz THFLOREOBS | (3 : 4
—18), QEDHEDTHELNLTHS [FHDOFV 2L | (4:1—6),
@FDHDERT [ ndIE L] (4:7-15 2k~bh3, ch
CEZBLT R oD [HEPLE | BHEIESIS,

@O M LWZH OB | 37bY [HiF (Argumenta, 3 : 4 —18)

ETEUIC, APHHTEIOIL S8 LV & LEDTiA< .
FW#B&%bLéJﬁ?ZBhk@T%@\Wﬁrﬁbhﬂﬁmﬁi
SHEIELTISSHLILE] OTHS (3:4—6), &HHDME
LOKEB (locus a persona) Ic#iz %, kic. (& LW %€ —
O [V | % B 8 L (locus a comparatione) ', *-—
LD TR T0dh+FY 2 o) M35 MEE BT LE2EFWEYE (locus
a minore ad maius)*'% &K L CHONTHIET S (3 : 7 —11),
TCTEHELCE—2AR/IE LTIy o DBHE L LT, 0
FEEE (M=o 7 1 d34:30) ORAK -, xS BRI 70 i A BRBA L
TWAHEBbhD, &b, T—+0 [HEB| (B o> 34 : 33
—35) OWIRAIMH (allegoria) @h b R D ASBRIIC 2 2 4+ A
DN ZZFH O EN > T D, EHFOUSEE [HEL L (refutatio) @,
%%E#UZb@ﬁ@k%%“&%i%h%mﬁ®ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁmh&
% (3 :12-18)0 TO L ST, 1EREEM [HFF] (probatio) D% <

e
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DEBREZRANTCHELIO EBDHIDTH S

@ Mkox0 2+ ] Tpb (G (Signa, 4 © 1 —6)
FFEINC. LD LS 7 T | FAS»LEES & LcOTREZ
¢ THRBRAEST | TED -0 THD, &I BEORRICHD
W ERTH (40 1) WiT, 37 a0 T hik T~ EREhiire ]
Ki%wﬁ%ﬁ<\Tﬁmﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁj®f%ﬁ<\Fﬁﬂﬁﬁén
LT, £TOAADRALICH LT, AASEHELTVS ] (4 ¢
2)kﬁﬁ%&%%fﬁﬂ%%ﬁfbtﬁ%ﬁﬂbf\Fﬁbjkm6
N TESAAEHE LTws ) & EE»DR#HT 5. /2. [HY
HEAEHLTOEDTIEZL, FYRAMEEHLTHHDTHS] &
B 514 B LT, ZOEHOMRTHSF ) A b Lk, SIS
£y 2 F TS . MOFNE O & 51 L LIzl &
DEY RPN THBEAEEMNMTTS (41 3—6), $7abbH,
LLCED [ 4 Ot & ke Tiar ) (signa) & LTELDTH 50
@ M amiEl | +4bb [HEE] (Exempla, 4 @ 7 —15)
RO LS 75 TEKOF ) 2 b ] BOIHET Z&F T RIEEOHICE
ZFio | L5 KR (metaphora) & L THlZ B D (4 :7)e &
LT, cOLE>d REWAEERBOAKCHE LT THLLEPOBD | &
05 0w mOAEEDS [HP4O MY | (theologia crucis) % 8l L7z
s 7s % H (antitheton) & 7 4 @ =— (ironia) PHNTERBE IR
Z (4 :8—14), bbb, [HLLWZHOBD | IZ [SEbLLV]
SEAHEE L T BEHYH [HIF | (exempla) IZ&>TRSNDHD
TH L. FLTC B-DEHOBEPODEEL LT, MEHZDIHAD
EETHEENRS (4 115),

b. o (Intermissum Antitheton, 4 :16—5 @ 10)

B —AER & 2B AR RN Ay DEREONEEHFEO RO
it (antitheton) MREh %, Thbb, [WH AL & T[40 Al
[kEoskoEs | & [-HoE LroBs |, THIKHZZ2LLD ]
Y THICEZ b0 | LA LIZEA (4 116—18) nbHIED. K
c. TFRIohBAGEDOFE | & TH O KEOFR | &Ra [F5 1« [H
<U°F@J&M5%@%%m1mikfi®ﬁﬁ®%bﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁh
(5:1—5), &bic [(FiK) Wb | & [(E»rb) #EhThs] &
W5 R g% W Ty K & b & ORI BRI 75 > T AFAED
»oinr&Ehd (516 —10)
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%:ﬁﬁW@\r@%ﬁ%%%%tfméjkb5%%\¢&b%
(%0 & [H] EEBIE b BRBENB U Oh S, ZZIEBWTY
%%ﬁ@%?éﬁ\%«@i%&zﬁ<@ﬁmﬁ\£%a%%®%&m
BoTnd, EhEXGTZLE, @ TL0#EY | (5 F11—-15), @
RO K | (5 :16=21), @ TR adi L] (6:1-10) &
WORERIZ B3,

C)F::Zwm%bj~¢&*ﬂarmwu(S@n& 5 :11—15)

if%@m\Nvmmff%%hfk¢%mﬁbfméj&Eﬁ%ﬁ
%%ﬁ%@t%ﬁ&ﬁ@%%Fmﬁféjkm6m%%mmf%ﬁf%
ﬁ\@ftmﬁﬁﬁm:w;%&ﬁﬂ%@ﬁ@aﬁtfFﬁméhfm
D1 DEFBRIZ, 72U v N ATZBOD [RLICEICEh 3 | LHicEns
%%%@&5(smno&m\:®;6mm&f\Fﬁ@ﬁ%é%%
%%th%@@ﬁKMJk3$1%®ﬁ%%ﬁbﬁt\%hééﬁﬁ
b0 EBIT, FH TS, V\]fﬁj'%é’%%@’mif;<%E{i%?é%f“?wﬁt
HFEICH LT ASbiconwte M523 | e bz 200, Lk
5(5nm0::mm\Nﬁmmomffﬁbj%go\am6%§

Fﬁﬁjwﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwm%ﬁéhfméoL#@%h@ﬂ@@u&<\
W@%%%&M6%%&Lf%ﬁéhfbéoC®i6&W§&NWD
@ﬁfyav%ﬁtbiﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%(m:2»4,I:Uyr
1371, 14: 6, B) »b. T&Gifh T35 | EIFFEI N T L
Ebhéor%bﬁﬁ%hfh%&%@\ﬁﬂtbﬁéﬁ\%LE%T
&3573:E&fﬁ)fif:ﬁi?‘:@?‘:&)?%%J (5 :13) %I (antitheton)
&7 4 1 =— (ironia) HIFELE H T <7 iz, [HR DA -
D%J&M5W@%ﬁ%kk%t%®%%h%%*Uxh@+?%ﬂ%
%%ﬁ((5JMO%LT\E%@tbﬁ%%%@?@ﬁ<\ﬁﬁ®
JEDITFEATEH Y R R DI % B L5 i (paradoxos) ®7; &
ﬁﬁ@&%h%(Sﬂ@oC®i5KLT\NWﬂ®W@Wﬁﬁ%%
fEREE/y [iE#L ) (signa) & LTz %,

@ TFROBD | T74bb [HIT (Argumenta, 5 : 16—21)

ifﬁ@m\meiof(A@%ﬁ%ET)A%ﬂ%:twtﬁmj
r@miof(kﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ)#Uxb%ﬂéckﬁbﬁhjﬁﬁﬁ
B@F%Lﬁh#¢9zbm%5ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁb<@%ht£@(ﬁﬁ%)
THD| WS ZERB: (sugglogoismus) ® M3, LT, TH
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CEoTH YA NEM->TNS | & FRT S/ $Y 7O = QAR B v e
L%+ (antitheton) LT, [k WO EEE-F] THK, HL
<ﬁotjké<ﬁbwﬁ%%ﬁ&é(5nﬂﬂﬂomm\:n%
F%Tﬁﬁ#%ﬁTM%JCkT%U\rm@&%%&@%@%%&L
W@%@Fﬂ%@%bj&Tﬁ%@?%J%NﬁmKrintL&fi
priadk (sugglogismus) % AW Tk% (5 1 18— 19), 2O XKL
<. Tam»b] TAZASEHEEL | TEGEEHL TS| EW0D
e ST A, X bhio, fMfgofiEL LT omEaEns (5
20—21), T7HbDH, Ay ot Ry a@ENnD TR VT =NY i
EOHEAE LA HBLTOLARNDT, B0 % (exhortatio) "™ &
WO T (R HMT 528 ] ARDLDTH 50
C) FiwaoiEL | +7/bb [#EF ) (Exempla, 6 @ 1 —10)
f%%@*ﬁ%%¢(%ﬁﬁﬁ@'8\v5ﬁ4'w\m)%ﬂ
ﬂ?bﬁ#%%ﬂﬂ@@mﬁ%% A ARDC EaEY R LTEY (exhortatio)
?5(621*2)okk\_®r%bjﬁﬁ%§h&mtbmrﬁ%
@6C&K£mf\@Kﬁ%%%kbfﬁ%ﬁ%%%%bfh%J(61
34 a) LS HOKEOMBICHESRT S, ZLT, [HbWPD
S LIEBNT | SRR, BT Sy OBED [ LADY A ]
(6:4b—5) Lrnlus MEEOBEXOY A L] (6 6)
ok B, Froxkt (antitheton) &7 1 7=— (ironia) IZif
Hiz (28 o OAEEOHER | (6 1 7-—10) ORI LM ENS, T
5 L-C. #3 (paradoxos) 72k T IG5 HAFZMEELTNS] &
Lo, et THIEE | (exempla) I L > THIBMICS NS0

d. %# (Peroratio, 6 :11—7 @ 4 ) o

Kons oTy KEOfERE LT, —HTIR. 2 ) Y FARDBIC
MLOAEC Lok G EENELND (6 11113, 7 ¢ 2 ado
Lo anzEolic, B gk (digressio) BMAS IS (6 : 14—
70 1)M FhNAYaDEETHLL iz b, Al Tk,
Frcayy b ABIEKHTAEEOFERERDRD, £ LT, #U
DEEL LT Ny aid (Ehic b AREE2ET, Zha B o079, &
n%%ﬁéﬁ#otjkﬁ&(7:2w\@%ﬁnrgébb<ﬁmj
Lo A SR B LT EET S T, D05 b THERIICL
TnB )Y b ATBERWE [#oTW0A] LT (7 - 3—4),
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Epistolary Theoretical & Rhetorical Analyses of
2 Corinthians 1-9

Kota Yamada

1. The Begining: Partition Theories of 2 Corinthians

The so-called “2 Corinthians”, which was sent to the
Corinthan community by Paul, has been presumed to be made
up of several letters since the days of J.S.Semler (18th century
German New Testament scholar), but we have no consensus
over the partition even today. The partision theories are divided
into the following four hypotheses.

(1) The Semler-Windisch hypothesis: the letter of chs.1-9
was written first and then followed by the letter of chs.10-13.

(2) The Hausrath-Kennedy hypothesis: the letter of chs.10-13
was identified with “the letter of tears” (2:4) and preceded to
the letter of chs.1-9

(3) The Weiss—Bultmann hypothesis: the fragmentary letter of
2:14-7:4 with chs.10-13 (together “the intermediate letter”) was
written before the letter of 1:1-2:13, 7:5-16 (the treatment of
chs.8 & 9 is different by the scholars).

(4) The Schmithals-Bornkamm hypothesis: the first apology
of 2:14-7:4 was written prior to the second apology of chs.10-13
and the third letter of reconciliation of 1:1-2:13, 7:5-16 (chs.8
& 9 are treated differently).

In this article 2 Cor.1-9 (for the sake of space, 2 Cor.10-13
is treated elsewhere) is analysed by the ancient epistolary
theories and ancient rhetorical theories in order to prove the
integrity of chs.1-9 against (3) and (4).

2. Epistolary Theories and Rhetoric

Letters and speeches were the most important communicative
ways in the Hellenistic & Roman périods. Though the ancient
epistorary theories and the ancient rhetoric were different
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literary genres, it seems likely that these two have been interpe-
netrated with each other for these reasons. First, most of the
ancient epistolary theories were written by the rhetoricians who
authored the rhetorical handbooks or by the orators who left
many speeches. Second, the epistolary theorists suggested that
letters should be written as a dialogue. Third, the epistolary
theories must have been developed under the influence of
rhetoric as seen from the facts that the basic epistolary types
were classified into the rhetoical categories of the forensic
speech (accusing, apologetic and accounting ones), the deliberative
speech (paraenetic, advisory and admonishing ones) and the
demonstrative speech (praising and blaming ones with consoling,
commendatory, reproachful and censorious ones) .

If so, the epistolary theoretical and rhetorical analyses are
interrelated with each other, and thus both ones are used in
correlation in this article, in spite of the facts that the Pauline
epistolary forms were analysed in the former days and that

either way of these analyses is becoming fashionable these days.

3. Epistolary Analysis of 2 Corinthians 1-9

2 Cor.1-9 is divided into the following letter types according
to the ancient epistolary theories, particularly by Pseudo Demetrius
and Pseudo Libanius.

(1) The Epistolary Prescript (1:1-2)
(2) The Epistolary Body (1:3-9:15)

a. A Consoling Letter (1:3-2:13, 7:5-16)

b. An Apologetic Letter (2:14—7:4)

c. Advisory Letters (chs.8 & 9; with a commendatory

letter of 8:16-24)
(3) The Epistolary Postscript (if chs.1-9 are in one letter,
now lost; or 13:11-13)

Similar divisions were given by the partition theorists
(cf.1.(3),(4)), but they have connected these divisions with
the source theories, thus they explained these divisions on
account of the different sources. But the partition theories are
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not natural when we consider why and how such and such
fragmentary letters were stitched together at such and such
particular places. On the other hand, it is natural that different
letter types are seen in one letter of the mixed type.

4. Rhetorical Analysis of 2 Corinthians 1-9
The epistolary body of 2 Cor.1-9 consists of the following
rhetorical divisions according to the ancient rhetoric whose
rhetorical units are based on the epistolary theoretical divisions.
(1) Exordium (1:3-11)
(2) Propositio (1:12-14)
(3) Prima Narratio (1:15-2:13)
(4) Probatio (2:14-7:4)
a. Exordium (2:14-16b)
. Partitio (2:16¢-3:3)
. Prima Probatio (3:4-4:15)
. Intermissum Antitheton (4:16-5:10)
. Secunda Probatio (5:11-6:10)
. Peroratio (6:11-7:4)
(5) Repetita Narratio (7:5-16)
(6) Peroratio (chs.8 & 9)
a. Prima Peroratio (ch.8)
b. Secunda Peroratio (ch.9)

2 Cor.1-9 is made up in one letter against the partition
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theories (cf.1.(3) & (4)), particularly it is clear when we
follow the logic of the propositio and partitio with its development.
[For details of this article in English, cf. Amwwal of the Japanese
Biblical Institute, 24 (1999) ]



