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(Fé] i, BHIE MBGR | (narratio) A3§EL A5, ZORIHICE
AR LTZHARRLTLTE b, B ] ORNBEORKRLEE
BWLizy, THENZREER/E2EH L/ W& (propositio) &
PhBEZEWRHZ, Tihbdb, BROTF —IBAITHE2%2E S > TR
TOTHBD, Zhid [ (probatio) 7\ Lix 3B (refutatio)
REDRBEAEZE 2 EF5 [F1%] (partitio) &HLEUTHE™,

Ry ik (K] THRELORELBFREES LI/ ®kIC, MRS
RTHAIPEHEPCEH LUTRTET %, ThidE—ic. Svedtbb
Ja)y b Abic LT, [HOBL MBI >T - fTHHLT
oz k] (1:12) T, BFEBRIOS LTI HETHD, Xvailo
BERLESS>TIEL, BHICLTWAS, T4bbh,. ZoWRITE. R
voARMAEBET, MOSEL [(RoMhicL] (2 :17, BR).
[BEL] THFTW3] (4: 2, B8R) LWLWHFEHERBH-LDOTH
%, &bz, ko X5 LT, TARRK (B 2] <
72 THOER | KE>TIHBLTEALZ LAHEMCHMTS (1:
12),

By, Aomia ) v b ARDHBBER B K UrEELT
WL, FREFALZBCE [BLICEBBTA28 ] 2RODETDH
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% (1:13 lda), BfEX E40] K LrBEELTHAVWEWVWS D
2. BARRICIZ2 Y v b A b TROFH | CRIEICIEE Lz A58
To [BEKBMETIZ L] Lk, BRZZhLDBRZEEBROKD
LERIZDOVTTH Y. ZDOEGNRRATSH 2 BREBICOVTTD
%

o, AvRickoTaY Y PAREDEARVEBBESIC, 2y Y
PATZBIZESTH R [BVThd L] 2BETHL5CRD
RTH3 (1 :14b), T4abb, BERAYnZBEBRcL>T2Y v
AZBIZESTEY LR A>T RVWDOTHS, 2V v FALLBILL
NRyonZEELILER, RvoRa) vy bARBIZES>TEDL LWEE
ERBZEEATuRESTVWADTHS, ZDXSICZDOFHETIE,
[#0 ] & TH] Lo RBHABENBEELZ>TWS, DEn=
DORMEAR, BEMICIIKRD TR | ofFTchbhs s 5 HEEC
Lo TRANLTHDTH 5,

(3) kiR (Prima Narratio, 1 :15— 2 :13)™®
BRrEROERNEETIR. TF#R otkic TELR] 2A%3,
(B | Tk, BERTHEE 2T TK#KR ] (probatio) ® [HEK |

(refutatio) THY BN ARIED [HkHE | (zoarua) HPITH 50
PRNB, (&8 Lok, Bh] cik TeE) chizz e
EELIFELIBRBZZ LIZ/iB™,

Ry all, BPOBROERT, UTO=208%28<%, T4bbH
E—ic. Ny nMEOHKEEZRNLHNC, AT rd [ AR (os)
BEPNIAZ LRI KTETEOERIZ ONWTERT 5, T74bb,
Ry aFHEERERE LR TBRE-0RZA50] [ ABBCEZ
T (HIRE->T) BERLAEDESSH ] L5 (interrogatio) ™% &
HnFE (1 :17) Ll XveiRihbozy) v b AlbOER
ERLUT, 80 [EF] 2FETA0THS, ThbL. [ ARBL47E]
Tk, [MOBREMBRIICL->T] REIZ [TBLTELZ L]
(1:12, BR) 2ELTHDTHS (1 :15—22),

BT, Ay TR EAEEL T2 Y v M ERIR R L TREL
ZEFRT] OBOICHR A HRBEIZOWTERT 3, FhiERYrICE -
TELADERTH AN D TR, BEHIL->THAvahbiEL
AEZFAEBRTHY, YBEEETKOSFT BT 2BL5& LT,
[FELADM] 2BETA2KbIC. LOTELAL] & £ DERE]
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DFTFREZELS (1 :23—2 1 4), Tibb, SvaRnay v
HExRPE LT, KITHEZERE LA Z LT LT, BEKRTIR, T
BB L L TRV Y Y FARBIE, Ay b YEELLHAS
W THELA | OHEEAR LD XSHEBLTLL S 2bie, [ROFK ]
PENOTHS (1 :13, 14a, BE),

EZIZ, 2Y v b ARBY TROFEK] K LTRIEIKIGE Lz &
BB THS I LIEDWTERT S, TEOFHK] tk->TR
vaEkBEE L) Y P AIHLOESEIRS, UEHEAEH L2l LEH-
ey ik, SERRECELACHOAVE O ICUEELML., i
Ly F33K51K9 (2 1 5—11), ZZ BRI LTI, TEELA]
DHREDHEDZLETHY. [ROFH | 2B\ LOKRICKT 3
BEssT (S | (raparai®d) & EHEE->TW5,

EIc, TEOFK] 280WEEORSICEY, ZO#%, brT X
ERTCIFF=TiAN >R I EBBRRBRM (2 112—13), ZZT
BodiE—dmFEr Ly CoRE R 7TESHTCHMERS, ThAbY, 2E
4o 7EAHE TOENT, BEEHRETRD L K& [l
(digressio) @ TH 5, 2B, (BB X TBA ] wLiZLiZhbh3
2 zhiEh o el Th#] TR&] 2uLik TRE] THHR) b
Rohz™,

(4) K3 (Probatio, 2 :14—7 : 4)®
BREENRROPE 727 [##R] (argumentatio) ik, EDhBC
EEFTANDIRALDIZTARHDEDTHEN, Fhikh B350
BEAVENTHEZLETERHTALDOTH D, T8 (questiones)
% [FFBA | (confirmatio) & HTEETH S, BEETIEZVFED [A
¥l (Bos) KKH2BbDE, ZFFO [RIE] (zados) KFKZHLDE,
By LFoh 5580 [FRE] (res) IKFZBbDIFFbHB,
FER] 2w Lik T3 CRIBICZ2 ORBREBORETH 2, [H
B Kz 5ok, TR (signum) « TEEEJ (argumentum) -
[BIEE ] (exemplum) D=2 KHENBH, ZOhLERD DI
[ERIE] THB®, oy —20 [FHH ] O CEED [FEH | /&
h3Z LB TcH 2, Zoksi [&FHR] 7nvw Uik MEERAY &, ®
B OHERRBO ETHG OB EITH L L5 L33 e K]
(probatio) &. FWEZ#LHIT 2 EEWZ [  (refutatio) &t h
ha®, M, gk TFR] OBaIcik. TOEATIC. T&H#HR] O
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BEEZEH L [712] (partitio) RAE»PNBZ ENHH™,

ZOEHIHLH LWEROBBICA %, 2 &R MER] A
—FE S h T, T&B] OWTHEY ., ZORi%D (B oFs &
— B35 L EENCITERGRLRBRZERM S, JoOB RSB NE
AN LS5 HS%2 525, 2, RRES TR, RAyeia
) v b ERE R LRI BB 2D 3 TH B, Thbb, [FEL
AOFE ] DERTH S /87 aftfFICH LT, BRI A7 ok b
DIMBERPLES ETBDTHD, ThTik, ¥z T Bk 2
i E T & T TRE] PRROhBEDTHA 5, Thik
ZOEHOERTT bAD2 ) Y MREEAAYED O T ALY F=
TADFBBERBRRONZZ L BB LTWS, Thabb, 7 hRLOE
BAZRNAHENC, 2V v b TORY o ORBEO IOV TER L,
Ay afHHITH LTHOLESEAYIC TRE] Ly Fha Bl o
R ARA L DTH S,

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

(RO | »OFRIEANF/ZICAES (2 1 14a), Zhickk
W, B —<DYEfTETORSELHBEOLRKR. & bt I T,
WAELZHKRAICHANT, TWwoTh | [XZTh ] BE&Eh3 Yo
DEHEDMHE GE W HM 25t (antitheton)® & 7 @ =— (ironia)®
ZHAWVTRETS (2 :14b—16b), FDOEHIZ, ZhhrbHHREh
AHEWICEET 3 = DORMESA, B8R (interrogatio) &\ 5T
MiC TF0%E] Ehan, Thbicd LTABgIREZb RS,

o, [EhBFhicsEbLua] (2 :16c) &HKRAICRE
hi-BREOEBIC, RvooitEL vl PLER [H&b L0V
LZBIR—%HEZ, T2bb, HFRERBLVIEIEROMETH S, T
OEHICIZ, Ry rFFEEOEBIC LD [H8P LAV EW1)
HEDOEEN B B3 (12VY19:1-3, 2R, 20D
&5y nftHit, Y eOEHOBENLREOFTOSEMEL
DHATWZEEbIEH, Ay ol TFMOSELFEY IS
(W E D] FEoTE R LERRB (2 117), [HRRZ | FE—
(RE| OBEE (1:12) THY., FhANZZ TR E b BAMICH
bhTn3,

B, [HBUBSESLHE LIBDOr | THERSLELZD |
(3:1) LEMMBBRAITORE, Rz Ay L ALLOHEER
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AE-TIEY., SASORENL (BWk) BREEIOTERE
h, BRI EhBZ EBboBbh3h, 2y v FARLBD
F LI EINIHERTHS | %25 (3:2—-3), BACHED
AR, E= THEI O #ED] (1 :14b) RV LR EDORAFED

MBb | & RE—42aTRETHY (4 :2, 5:12, 64, BR),
[#5ZL ] OMESAGRICRIbA TV S,

D ED—HORRELZERETA LT [REBRTA2 ] LWHE
| (1 :13—14a) ORENEGMICIOBbI S, £22hb
. 3T o OFRBOHCH L T2 EENICRR L T0 5 EBbh 5 A,
Fhic LT, FhEhAvaka)y b AlboD [ AR (os) i
FLT, THETRALEDTH S, 225, LUFTIX [RE] (Aores)
Kz s [EW] 2BEFT 5, ’

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

E—DIERIE, [SEHLE] OME. T2bbHEEBREVIFESE
BIZOWTORIERR O RD A, ZTOFERIFSERICRHAS L TY
o KELGIT, QE—kEXLAE HLOREHOKD | (3 : 4
—18), @*DKHTEARETHS [FEHOFVAI] (4 :1—6),
 @F0OBEBERT [AvadiEL] (4 :7-15) Md<bh3, Th
LEELTAYeD [(LHE&bLLE | BHELEEHhS,

@ THLWEHOBD | $7bY [#HiF) (Argumenta, 3 @ 4 —18)

FPFREOIC, BB TELDK L& LV ] & LD TiRAL,
(b LEbLE] NE2DAEOTHY, A [FLOLEBIAL
2 LT HEBLLLAL]lDOTHS (3:4—6), LALOR
D5 (locus a persona) PKFz 5. Wiz, HLVWEK] 2€—
0 [HOEEY | 2B LE L (Jocus a comparatione) ™, £—
D (%K) LodFV R [HE] BREX B L2 (locus
a minore ad maius) A =FEEVELTHWTHEATS (3 7—11),
FLTREOL E—EZHHUE LTz Ay nofFE LM LT, 1B
¥EE (WM o7 52341 30) OFREK > T, MBI ERL R L
TWAEBPh3, Ehic, T—+D [HEEW] (HBx o7 b3E34: 33
—35) OEKRIMAR (allegoria) @b, REOARICT L2 KT A
DD ZFBOLEN > TS, EHFOIHE [FHE L (refutatio) .
ZAEFY A NOBEREEENEEZ DRI NEOEE %R FBRIIC R~
3 (3:12—18), DX, BE¥M [FHIE] (probatio) D% <
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DEREZRANTHBLEIS EBDLDTH S,

@ MEXoxy x| 7% (4] (Signa, 4 : 1—6)
FTRHC LLED LS THD | REFHBB LS & LADTIkR
{V [HhAERZT | TESRS>EDTHS, LV BEOERICEDR
FLERTS (41 1) RIZ, N7 nDfTAR THFEREBhizTuv]
KEBDTL AL, [HOFERMII] OTH L, TEENBEA
BT, ETOAXDRBLICKH LT, BEHEZHELTHS] (4 :
2) LeBENARMETHEEZZOCORRBBEIH LT, TRL] 20nd
NEIC [B5BSFE2HEL TS LER»DRHRT %, ¥72. [HS
BHEZEHLTWBOTIRZL, FVRIEERLTWADTHS | &
HUDESEABEL T, ZOEHDONETHSF ) R b+ Lk, SEWHA
FUYRPMTREL, BOEREPZED LS ICE L LI LOPENCKEL %
HKOFVRPMTHBZLEZALNCTTS (4 :3—6), T4abL, [@
DR B2 DREREBFEFEN [GE#L) (signa) & LTEBDTH 3,
@I yoniEl] $74bb [BIZE) (Exempla, 4 : 7 —15)
DEDES 7 TREDOF VR M| 2LCET LR TEEXOBRCE
ZFDO] LS i (metaphora) %2 FAWTHlZ b3 (4 1 7). #
LT COESRBRENAEEZFOABICBLT (FHLORHOBD ] %
WO Ry oDEEN [+xEom% | (theologia crucis) % 4H L7
Wi R ext . (antitheton) & 74 @ =-— (ironia) # AW TEESh
%5 (4:8-14), 72bb, [HLLUWEHPOBD K HZbLL]
TENFEDL ST, BEEN [BEE] (exempla) KL > TRERZD
TH5b, LT B—DFHOKDLHDOEEL LT, Ma2E23HED
FECTHEINRS (4 :15),

b. FREOX I (Intermissum Antitheton, 4 : 16— 5 : 10)
F—iH L EHOMIC, Y o DBEOHA L E O BARD R
H (antitheton) 27R&h 3B, T7abb, THRBAL & A3 AL
[KEDORKDER | & [—BDHELALAOEE |, THIZR2EVLHD
L THIZR22bD] L2 UIZEBA (4 :16—18) 2DbIAT 3, &k
2y TRIEDDXEDOF| & [HEDKEDR|, KBE [E3 ] « TH
L TH] LW RE2AVTH EL K EOFEEDH Y FMHEh
(56 :1—=5), EBIT(FIK) WB] & [(Frd) EhTnz | &
WS e LT, K EEH S DRICIRRRIZ 2 > 2 HEED
BYHWRENRDB (51 6—10),
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c. #|—3EM (Secunda Probatio, 5 : 11— 6 :10)

B_OEMIE, TBESBHZ2HELTVS] LWH5RE, $+4bb
(%o & (B EBECH»IDLIME R LIORS, ZZiEBVTh
FRVERT A8, F—DIMHIEEE TRV, EHLEROBRIC
BoTW3, ThiAFIT2L, @ TLo#EL] (5 :11-15), @
(Fio¥n ] (5 :16—21) @ [y adiEL] (6 :1—10) &
WOBRIC T bR B,

OlzzroEy | $7hbb (G4 (Signa, 5 :11—15)

FFRMC, Sk [F2BRATA4ZFBLTNWS | LEHEE
REFHEOFELBMETHS [FiBT5] L5 HEEZHVWTEREATS
2 RFELVWERRNWI D XS REHEESMCH LT [FEcIhTn
5] DOLFARIC, AV Y PALLD TBROLIEEBIRENS] Lotk nd
FBREBRB (5111, RIZ, 2D LS>KABRRT, BOBESEH%
HELTOWA0TRZW] L3BE1IHORMERIEL, Zhi2EET
b0 BT, £5THAL NHEBAD TR ATEHES /Y ot
HEEX LT, BORbIEO2WT #5 ] e2 5200wk, Liix
35 (5:12), 22Kk, AunizonT #2350, EWHEHE=
(8] OREPEEMICER SR TWS, LrdFhistE ksl
MHEZZES VWO RIEE LTERINTWE, ZOESBHEEL YR
DT 4P avERRZORELFETFHEOER 12: 2—4, T2V Vb
13:1, 14: 6, BR) »b, [EHhTW3] LIEHEhTW L
Bbhz, [ LIAMIULTHEELIE, OZDTHY, b LEKRT
BAIBBEBRIEVORDTHS] (5 :13) X (antitheton)
L7414 v=— (ironia) PWERBEZHVWTHRLEIZ, [#HOFENE-T
WA ] EVWHHENERE L DICFOERICH ATV X VO RRICE
F#2HL (5 :14), FL T HODEDICEZZDTIRAL . BFOD
DAL F ) A NDDiIcEE S L WS HE (paradoxos)® 7z E
FABRBERS (5 :15), ZDLBEZ LT, XYy nDHNENERS
EREFH [EEHL] (signa) & LTHZ 5,

@ Mgowd | +7bb [#IE) (Argumenta, 5 @ 16—21)

FPRIC, THRICE>T (AHENAREERET) AZHAZLIRLAV
THICE > T (ABBAEET) YR MEMBZEZLAV] AR
BIETH LERALF VA MCHBAEBIE, HLLAGRLLD (i)
ThHb] L5 =F#H (sugglogoismus)® 2HW3, #LTC. W
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CE>THFY R MEH->TWS | EERT ST uDHE L Uikt
L3t (antitheton) LT, THOWLOIRBEEE->4~| TR, HL
ot LELHLOIHELRD (5 :116—17). R, Thb
[ THAMIABHTWS] Z&THY, Mt asLitrf@ey ],
#ixzo TAROBD ] L THROBE| 2y o [Fhkl &=
Bimis (sugglogismus) AUV THERS (5 :18—19), 2D LHIZL
T, T84»5) TB7BS2#EL] TEFE2EHLTHS] &0
HHEEET D, Ebic, FROFEEL LTHEORNELEIDS (5 :
20-21), Thabbh, Ay o#tHIE Yy a@Z» Y TR KXY aDfE
BFBOFERZLLELBRLTHAVWDT, HENDEIE (exhortatio) ™ &
WOKT IE2EBBETIE] 2RDIZDTH S,

@y aniElL | T74bd [FEE| (Exempla, 6 : 1 —10)
CZTLRANCIBRESE (1 ¥vHE49: 8, L KR4 19, 21) %5|
ALEBLIBOEEEZRIANS Z L %BVELTEHE (exhortatio)
T3 (6:1-2) K. T [HD] BEHEhALWIDIZ THDL
BB EIBVWT, MLtz 3EE LTHSEHEEHELTHNS ] (6!
3—4a) LLHHCHEOMBICHESKT %, LT, [#b¥3
ZERIBWT] ikflpss, B Ry nofED [FHELADOY R b
(6 :4b—5) xhinBmi BEDEHXDOYV A ] (6:6)
Ol b, %t (antitheton) & 74 2 =— (ironia) iZif
Bl (RooDLECEH] (6 1 7—10) OFTHLMNIERS, &
5 LT, ¥ (paradoxos) HIAEKRT [HFAZZHEE LTS ] &
X, BREEN THEE] (exempla) KL > TH LMK ERS,

d. #% (Peroratio, 6 : 11— 7 : 4)%v

Ryl 2T, KROE#RE LT, —ATik, 22U v PALDK
FLEB Lo LBEOTENEDRS (6 111-13, 7:2a)
L ABNEORIC, v %R (digressio) A ENS (6 1 14—
7 1), AT eDEETHLLLEL2L LT, Tk,
ZFITaY) Y PARDICNTIEEOTEN BDN S, £L T, B
DEELLT, RuvniR [RhKITERZET, ZhzbEO50F, 72
hE LR Ahol ] R (7 1 2b), HERIC TSEb LRV
EVSHHEERMINICEH L TEET 5, Ty LD BTEEERIICL
TWBa2 Y)Y b ALZBERNC [BEoTWB ] EABRT (7 :3—4),
(BEXEFEHELTCVWS | MEEEO O WY ng [ELcEFET
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3z2] e #EVLTAIL] 2ZRRLTIDERNIRDS,

(5) B FEE] (Repetita Narratio, 7 : 5 —16)%®

2E13METOMENTESHUTCRAS RS, T74bb, t1
T ARB T K27 AEH o R RBOSGEOSE SBR b5, F—Ic.
T R=TRBEN A s FRRLEBOORICH oI, 2 Y v b
BRRLETFVALELSTZIENTE, FLT FAN2IY YV FEDONVT
DOHBAEGEZ T DT, BEOLRODRZEILAS (7:5—T7)
Boio, [RoFEHK] 220 Ay ad—BRC LABELRN, 5k
BEATVWS, Fhic LT, TROFHK] 2FHAKZ 2 v P Akbitds

LAT, ZORECH LTRGBS, M Liar-Z LaEndd
2o HROHEDIER, B TROFK | KBS LT, YEEL2 A8
Bo FOFREM ST, N uBBHBRS (7 8—-12), HF=IT.
FFADBRICE>Thy Ry nOBDIE—BH LML ES, 7 A
a2V v PARBD TBhERE | itk TlzbR, 2V Y PALD
2 TROFHK | CHIFICIEE LIz L TORLE, RAvaia ) v A
IrbDZExRT PR [FEole) ZEN TR Kb e, WE72TE
A3 (7 :113—15), ZOFERTIE. BEUORE TRHDHI < HhD (7 11
6)o CHEIKEBLZLILE ST, HBLHALELADOHICNS Y ¥ b
AEbic TR & TEC] 2972588547230 TH5 (13—
7, BR),

D EoBREOER Cik, TROFK] K LTa2Y vV FARLDLD
LRI (2 :6) PIBELIRZ LT, XV uDFEERO [HSEHLE]
oL TBESEHEZHE LTV 5] LWL RER. PEIRE RO TR
BB TR LEZ 2R LTWAS, T7bb, B (8] oY
ok Mol BRLTZ L»b (TR EMETH L] LR»,
F=TRE o vaRna) v b AZEZLIDIC, 2V Y FALDBRR
vak [(BoTHAZ L) LERRLEBRbNS,

(6) #i# (Peroratio, 8 : 1 —9 :15)%

[## | (peroratio) Tit. TNETHRRLNTERIEEZEHLT
GEEFIC L, BRBCHFLATHHZ2EII S, BRICEFEOBKER
[ZHofE | (ovpBovlevrendy, genus deliberativum) 124l TV 3 9%,
EH, T TRREORELRRE, BEOKEDHR LIrRLRZ W,

8E, 9ENELT [EH] BB TIONEN LW0WHZ LIz
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LTk B— 8] T EoBIELBRECE>TTBHILTER
CE] ZHLMILES ETE08, ThiXEERELEE & V5 S8R
BIcBIT 5L, ¥, B (@) oy od [FeKcHEMTEZ 2
i Y a DEEERIES D TR BeESE S ERISS A EMT S
T DB, ThbDZgi, EZ 8] 0 [y ozEZZ L
IREODZ e, BEMD, 8, 9BFMTI LAEFERO—ZTITmL,
1-9BER—BLAFHRTHIZLIALNLTH S,

a. #B—#5% (Prima Peroratio, 8 : 1 —24)

FTEROC, 7 F=T7 ARbyBE LAOFRLLEU N EN., BED
BLIOSLlETE» RN T. ARMVICEHHL LK ESES
EBMLZZ e, AvaiF bRga2 ) Y FTESRERT 2 L5 10R
LizZ &, EHhizhicd LTy 2V v b ARBA, B0, S, 503,
BLE, BRI AILRERBDPEECRBOTTY =T ALL LY
LbiE- T B Z LA H (antitheton) BYICHB<3 (8 : 1 —7), &K
2y 2 Y Y bARDIZE? S TEENC, EEPOIRDIESER LE
F5X51BIETS (8:8—-12), LT, ZhidMbOHE 2 b AL
ZEY, 2V VY PALDRE LU TRAEL, RBOBZERS LN
FICHT O, [TFEERZEDTHE | & 7 aDESTEE L HH
FTAERICH LTR#HE (probatio) L. Zh#IEHEE (Hxo 7 i
16 : 18) IR#L3133 (8 :13—15),

CDEFROEEIE, BLEBE2EET S5 P A ADRBLEHEET
BHED [HERF#H | (budentov, genus demonstrativum) OFES
BAEIANTEPNR TV, Ui Z THESESHIEFIhAVE
SITHRHIE, BETEATF A2 a2 ¥ VCHERETAENLD T
B\ BENRBEBEL L, TABECI AT VARET OIS
& O ICHUBSERIGE D BT h Iz A4 2 L L ICIRBT BDTH B, Zhit
B— T8 O [MoBELRICL> T TBHLTERLZL] %
FIEE (exemplum) L &5 &34 3ol d i,

b. #£—##% (Secunda Peroratio, 9 : 1 —15)

ETHDIC, NV alBESE ARG THRDIZIV Y PALLOI LR
I R=TARBIC [Eofc] TEMNBCADT, Avaday v A
bbb [H] 2HrhR0cHESEHEL TR Lokl (9
1=5) ZOTEY | & [H] OMBECZ, £= [HE] Oy an
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[FBEoThdl &) LEBCBGRTS, AvagE-TaV v tALD
NIEY] THEESIC, a2V VY bALDICE>TRAY RN [BVTH
51 b, BENICESEZR LETFALO5KREINDLTH S, KIC,
B LLO» D TR EXBOPDHET L5 IR, Y aDBEEE
By~ ¥Eicx L TR L (probatio), IHHEE (FE112: 9, 1
FYESS 110, dETEI12) hb. FREREASTS (9 1 6—10),
EHIL, 2V Y FPARLRESKSBMLU TR LEFSZ B/IE, =41
LADBELWALDEZ R TIEND TR, FDZLITE>TRAY R
ED DT ELDALHKICEBERT, HEEL, =191V LD
BLVERAELZLN Y Y PALBEZES LS5 CRZLDTHS, T
BRbLENRENELZDLYDIZDTHS, LB THADRBOYH
TS (9 1 11—-15),

(7) £&»

PE, BHFORATE 2V Y +EL1 - 9ED [ Kk 25 LT
i, BfiEROSMICESVTREL=ZD2E53 b 3851k, B
FHBEMICAR S5, ThbMEFEZNT TR E LIS & hic BfLic
SEIEND, dLULOGHMBELFRE, F=a) v bE1—9EiL,
MRam ) Mo TEE—BOR ) T RER] THORER ) MR LVvwokELS
FTROOFGHEEEENTED ., ThEEFRFRIHZIC & B #
Ehb, ZZIEBVTh, @] LZ0ORM. ThbbesE R
A fRE, Ny oDFERBRE EEEELTELICHR LT, ELIE8% K
L&, Rvo2BFEoicEd 2Bt 53R RAE B> THW &,
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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)

¢. 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 (2:16c-3:3)
. Prima Probatio (3:4-4:15)
. Intermissum Antitheton (4:16-5:10)
. Secunda Probatio (5:11-6:10)
f. 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)

o o0 o

2 Cor.1-9 is made up in one letter against the partition
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. Annual of the Japanese
Biblical Institute, 24 (1999)]



