2011 4R - FEBRGEE (Jbid) 7/29/2011

S. Ashina
BIH U X N & ERBEI—RBEE 2EE
AV TF—var— [FU RN EARAESOFHERE)
1. AIEEDF & O—RMk « Sibm
2. AERUIAR R MRS REE R
2 — 1 : EROMAPRIIC BT D 7=HEHE
2 — 2 HEHIIT 50 & HEHIRO AR R~
2—3 :vaTdA T~ N—DRHEF
2—4 : 74U vt ORELF
2 —5 : WHEIK — ORI F
2—6 : b v tHHIBESER
2— 7 : EENDOEHEIEE~
2 — 8 : Sihmm & mEET 1077
2—9 : Wotim & mREE T 10/14

®BY XV R ML HSER —RELRE

<HIEI >V 7 —)L LERZEN T 0k X
IAXA—V X1
1. THEATERfE)] (Vorverstandnis) : 7B DIERRCZ D BRIZ & > THIifE, —EDOHEND
—EDOMBEERIE-S T, —EOHFHEZ L > TT XA NMIMEN I, BT AIZINLD5%
ITEfROE 0 S ABL, Fhx td OFATER 1
2. 1§58 (Ax=R) —JER) (SEOHKE 1) : 5iF EHROMICIZILBOFEE (R
cHD) IZOWTORITESE 2,
3. U —)v WEEOH; » 7a v FOAERDBTEI & W D EERAYHFUZ DWW T DS TR IC
ESNTWD (TUARMT LR, fTRa08BEE LTOER),
4. A=V A1 (K- FHEOFEESLATEHM)  #5 LE#EELE O — SO L - T
fban TRy, ZOHAKRNEEITUENGERHRICE > THRESN S,
A—H—: IFF A DL s3— kU —] (Textreperotoire)
=B OGHEERIZ ML ERFEMTHY . 7% A hOHERKICEY A E iz
BEAE D S0k
S A—VR2
5.7 FAMEKDI A=A TIZESWTIHREENTZT F A NI EDOELOREL ([5E
FHHER) RN oS BARNRGEE LCEELSNLD,
!
TXAN: ~EDEMLUEFREEEEZFHEOLDE L THADHNIIEET D, ZDOT *
A NDOEFEOEELZIA—T A2,
6. TFAMINONO/NFEHENLZD TFE] ZRIVI DX REBE®RbLLIEIKE LT
MIFEARERR L., 2R E#ER (I A=A 1 OFFINIKRTIZTFA DL A= —2 L
THEINTWEHEER) HmaT 5.
T.IA—VR2 : FRICHATTAHIA—VRAL EFNITHETDHIA—T R 3 LA,
8. 4 —WF—DOFMATLDEREYE SO O A 5HEL T XA FOREE L= [
F A RDAKNTTV—] (Textstrategien)
9. 7oV —1LDHLEF—
B NET XA NORERE R XD Z BT TE R () oFD, THRA I
EONEFIZ L > THAEDHND Z LICL > T RAICFDRIREZB T L\ 9 B2 o,



CHEEIIZOEML I E LTV DEHODONET, WA T8N Dk~ ZpitiE O A GE
DT, BIGAY, BEOFERET XA NOBEREMINT D% 72308) #I0 2i bk
#LTw<,

s SRR CHE N T OEEH 10T AW AT OB O TEEE DR, TOE®RICITL

FEEETHDWAE > TWTMOFER - (FE TitAdEA TEZNENOEAT) NEAE

DFEOHEMBOMF-L L THEZTWD,

— - A AN EWE THRT OBEORMERAE T2 LR, TX R N &
HITEOMAGDE L LTHRA LT, St OMHFLZFOEZL, 2L TE
NEBESE, DEICHLWELZF I LT,

— A & OWr FER Sy OFEMNAR L, 2 OB 72 3 RE — HOSTEAE & O NI CHRBAER 2170,
WHEIZEAL LEABKVIAENTH L (B s o EROBfE(L), i st
W2, MHAEMZE L CEE IR L LR 2 OMAE DRI, Fid DR
DOHIZRBITHE -2 EROMT (FR—E L TEW 2K,

=R EWR (FRICITREAA A= IZEHUOA A =R LIZEUIEEED ) .
A A=V O B EfEEM R8Tt A,

R EN: (TXF A RDOERK)  TX X MO EBIMIEEICESS LD TH DL HTITR
B TIIRWER ST O L2 0 9 5 LV a3 50, ZOREIZESINTE
ZITH—BEWR (—o DRk, —BM) &I o HE o&El,

cTHXRARNDOR T T V) IZENNTHBIRIZZATIN D FB A A — UK,

I A=V A2 3~DFEAT,

10. 7F X MEE  GiRICB T 524 A—VERERET L ORA NI TV— (2la=

r—a HERE) BNTEL T\ B = 12267 (Leerstellen) DFEHE,

11. HEOEBROPITH R ENER =T 2 MERREE S5,
= EDRREEDO TR 28N L U CE EOfRSEREN RIS T uk X,

(BEOHKFE 2 =H O ATREM IR D BR)

IA—VR3

12. LLEOBREZRTT A MOGMITAITREIZIET A MMEROZE - Ao kic X

5 O EERIE O FR =" DB~ 25 (BRFEH 7o 20 HE, HLVWH

E~DHEH)
TXAMEELHEDA ~T F— a VOMEER—-E#R~LBINTZT F A MER
(—B L7 FREHEROMR : I A—T R 2008 DR~ 1. 6a BIMA S

Bk x5 & LTTid e, EOBRERER BIFEDOIEY ) IZB W TAER-EMEL

NNV TORE-T7 4 — KXy 7 24E LD, 4B EDOFY R K,
=THFAREVOIMFELDOHENIZENT, HWHCLOEY F~DORKEELEFH LIRS

NFEHRERMEZAHSOLDE LTZETH LW EE
=HH~—0DF ) HFEORE
EEITHSEE NS T A LIk o THERENEAA A=Y RICE 2iAE
. BlEZEN SN, ZOA A=V 52 HLOBEBRIEFRA~EETD A, Btz
HiFET 5 (T2 MEROHCARIZ X 5 HEOPEE)

13. A A—VEKEBOKEZEN L LTHCHIOH LR (B OFMIZI T 540

DEDOA A—VEMEZDOHCILIZE D HEEED vk R)

!

FURNEEMOER =T FA NOTRIZBIT DXV A NOE 25 (EDIREL),

=3I A—V %3



2011 L - REBRAERE (Ghi@) 7/29/2011

S. Ashina
22— 7 : SEEHNLBEHIT=ETE -~
2 - A= RIPDOBEX DOFEAE 7 2 = X
<A TADEXBROFR - KH >
1. A= 2ADORYH (FRECES) &RBER) O & v 5 BFZEERE
- 19 fd D A = ZRHFFE DA E HIFAHE
A T ADFRHE TR RARORE. MERNRENSHEET 2R, HD VI
7 F A b O SHIBFIE O J5 iEm AR S = i (B E o0 U5 i O R EENE (R A & E
N & OBRZ RIS 2 im0 E PO i, 7 F A b O FFEMEEAE O i)
< T XA MORELME, FEEME CUEME) . EARMED SRR, FRICEEE T L MO XN,
l
2. AT ADFRBDOKLRE LTO MOE] 07 VT 4 —, KRG D D VWITHER,
aﬁ(ﬁ@&%ﬁﬁ%@l& m\m% L. EFEBE BRN7o &)
DF_XTOIEBE X2 HBURER - FRE, MR, (T2, — T E]
3. A T ADEZ RO ER
Ffﬁﬂ@l@ Z_J NOMOEOY T VT 4 —EHFETH L
=34 EFIRIZEBWN T, MOENPWNR LML THRA O THE~EEIRT S
@#(E%@m%%\%m&m%a%@:ﬁ@#?eix~yx3
cMOE &I LS KL MOEIIMELTEL LMEGEEZTON?
EZTHOEDERZI D D)2
— ZoMoBFEZME LML L, KB T 20 oRFEZERT 5, AMF
ED =N T 1V ay, NEITIRICHVED (HeHi—— F BT HEE)
ZeEEHETL, AHMEECNRLE BT,
CEZITMOEZERLBERISE S, BXIZBWTHOEIIRBR~E bbb END,
WRZ ZOBEDO T vt RTEEIAL, ANxIZ, A =R EHFEPLE L
—HOHBRIZMOEOENZE Y . Z08FTZ Aic G EORTR),
B2ZBENOMOE~ BB (I A—-VR2) »EE - B (I A—-23)
MOEDOEPRO =BPEDO AT v 7" Bk « R, RWr, 1724
5. Paul Ricoeur," Listening to the Parables of Jesus."
What makes sense is not the situation as such, but, as a recent critique has shown, it is the plot,
it is the structure of the drama, its composition, its culmination, its denouement. (240)
a network of intersignification, to understand each one in the light of the other (242)
Mt.13:45-46,47-49
Three critical moments emerge: finding the treasure, selling everything else, buying

the field (240)
Event (the newness) / Reversal / Doing
the event comes as a gift. (241)
The power of this language is that it abides to the end within the tension created by the images.
think through the richness of the images / metaphor (242)

The challenge to the conventional wisdom is at the same time a way of life. We are first
disoriented before being reoriented.

reorientation by disorientation, extravagance

this dramatization is both paradoxical and hyperbolic. (244)

surprising strategy of discourse.

To listen to the Parables of Jesus, it seems to me, is to let one's imagination be opened to the
new possibilities disclosed by the extravagance of these short dramas. If we look at the Parables
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as at a word addressed first to our imagination rather than to our will, we shall not be tempted to
reduce them to mere didactic devices, to moralizing allegories. We will let their poetic power
display itself within us.
poetic power of Parables / the Event / Reversal / Decision (moral) (245)
cf. Crossan, McFague
6 . J.D.Crossan, In Parables. the challenge of the historical Jesus, Harper & Row,1973.
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8. Norman Perrin, Jesus and the Language of the Kingdom. Symbols and Metaphor in New
Testament Interpretation. Fortress 1976
all our efforts as interpreters must ultimately be geared to that end (to speak for themselves) .1t
is as important for the interpreter to know where his work ends as it is for him to know anything
else about the theory and practice of hermeneutics. (201f.)
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Wolfgang Iser, Der Akt des Lesens. Theorie asthetischer Wirkung, W. Fink 1984 (1976)
Robert C. Holub, Reception Theory. A critical introduction, Routledge 1984.
Umberto Eco, Interpretation and overinterpretation (ed. by Stefan Collini),
Cambridge Univ. Press 1992
Robert Scholes, Protocols of Reading, Yale Univ. Press 1989
Robert Detweiler, Breaking the Fall. Religious Readings of Contemporary Fiction,
Macmillan 1989
Frank Kermode, The Sense of an Ending, Oxford Univ. Press 1966
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16.Patte : Who Will be saved? Who are the last who will be first? The children and those who
are like them (19:13-15) . Indeed, since they are totally dependent on others, they have to count on
the goodness of others and of God --- otherwise everything is impossible. Those who are like
children have left everythings for Jesus' sake(19:29). Without home and family, without
possessions, they must count on the goodness of God. Such people can recognize God's gifts for
what they are. Consequently they are not alienated from God. Those who are like children,
without anything for Jesus' sake, are the last who will be first. (278).
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