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IS FElE AL eIk 1y wo]d EMayfield) o] A4 A |,
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« wagopstofstel A, Fobst

D o]l thdt FA18 21 A Hsynchronic approach)Z= WA (Renz), 301 (Joyce), =
ZRAKlein) 18] O} Z 0| S(Ackroyd)S] TSN E A REk Renz, The Rberorical
Function of the Book of Ezekiel (Leiden: Brill, 1999), 105-106; Joyce, Divine Initiative
and Human Response in Ezekiel (Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1989), 104-105; Klein, Israel
in Exile: A Theological Interpretation (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1979), 96;
Ackroyd, Exile and Restoration. A Study of Hebrew thought of the sixth cetury BC
(London: SCM Press, 1963), 104-117. 1811 ] %A% 99diachronic
approach)®l] tlg|A= F2o] A9t vlo]d EMayfield)®] =25 st} Joyce,
A Commentary New York: T&T Clark International, 2009), 7-6; Mayfield, Literary
Structure and Setting in Ezekiel (Tiibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2010), 17-28.

2) Mayfield, Literary Structure and Sessing in Ezekiel, 1. Cf. 2V 38 #Fzsheh
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A HAA S A uf, o A7 B0 EESIL B S,
AA3] oA AAH Fx5 Ast 5= glojok &, 1A
HERo 2 o] Eo] wehs Akl wAIXE ]
of girkal Ayz}sit,

NRAAM oA 55| HAAE T wolle o] A9 1 &3
= 71Ugk 4= Qlvka Azbehs Azl ik oA 3672] 91
tale], EAETKTalstra)ys B850l T3 H 91o]%d Frof 1L A3}
il Fa1E Stk o U7k 7 A5 S direct speech)®] o],
oA Frod A (participants) 2] =2 10] AJUA FAHIL J=AE &
Aujeh= Zlolokn & vl AA|S] WA, 4 S (text-level) ] 10

3) Mayfield, Literary Structure and Setting in Ezekiel, 8.

4) Block, Ezekiel (Chapters 1-24) (Grand Rapids: WEPC, 1997), 30-39.

5) Allen, Ezekiel 20-48 (Dallas: Word Books, 1990), 170.

6) “Numerous repetitive and distuptive prophetic formulae appear to chop it up
into little fragments. Indeed, it is difficult to determine when Yahweh is addressing
his messenger and when he is addressing the mountains.” Block, Ezekiel (Chapters
25-48) (Grand Rapids: WEPC, 1998), 322.

7) Talstra, “In the Beginning, when Making Copies used to be an Art...: The Bible
among Poests and Engineers”, Wido van Peursen, Ernst D. Thoutenhoofd and
Adriaan van der Weel, eds., The Production of Presence and Meaning in Digital Text
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Scholarship (Leiden: Brill, 2010), 52.

8) “the aim of making changes in human nature itself was to establish a permanent
close relationship of harmony between God and his people.” Gowan, Donald
E., Theology of the Prophetic Books: The Death and Resurrection of Israel (Louisville:
Westminster John Knox, 1998), 135.



166 el | St S401 Bi-felol W -ojA 34%0| Alstol st

Wo] | o] E-lojehA]l B4 ofFlEolE] Btk Eir
Htext-leve) 2] 10124] Ao HFoh= 2]tk o] E Foto] o ~A
Ao Eatstar W zlQl Bl 724 EAIE SHehal 2] a2t
shte] Fstes ST AEHE wxAel] 715 7]&olAl & Zlolth
A el A, el e dnkshe Alehd ofgu F=A1E A Esto]
HekE =ofehs Zlo] ohdel, el o] shatel YA FEshiA
7} GetEo] olgro] ofwAl WYL AN EEAE FEsHA 2 A
th T1Efar o)A Xl HikE Foto] ol 34780 Al Rl S

& tFaat g

o]

1. 22-A[2H ZH(A Text-Oriented Reading)

20471 FM7 AN 2] P oA Axps) ool
B3 FAAZ|ZHE AFEE 5 BT 1 ol Foll st o~
Axe] A7} 21 Ao FAA R 2 wedse] gl7] wolthio
ChA] el A, o 22X 8] 5 et vl D(“perspicuous arrangement’)IDE
Qlsto] A1) Bo] ot Alte] Ao B Aoleky BRI W]
W Rolek, Teh} e Q0] 19A LA TR Eolo
S A2 B8 L AV AR 55, Hold

o159 AR BRlE s el FAA R AEAR] a4

9) Joyce, Divine Initiative and Human Response in Ezekiel, 21; Mayfield, Literary Structure
and Setting in Ezekiel, 17.

10) “it is arranged in a systematic and thematic way.” Joyce, Divine Initiative and
Human Response in Ezekiel, 21.

11) Childs, Introduction of the Old Testament as Scripture (Philadelphia: Portress Press,
1979), 365.

12) o|~AX ] B A HZO] =0 oAl Hg FAR dhal A
Aatel] w5t H2O =& wo]dre] A& AWK Joyce, A Commentary, 7-6;
Mayfield, Literary Structure and Setting in Ezekiel, 17-28.
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Z|of| th3t o] TA)Z A E(diachronic studies)©] FE3F AW T
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9k 1e] ne] el ol o]l Kl S o) AR
stk ehs 415170 dlal o] Beshhs ol s,
oAl Zhzte] BBe) Bt el ARFR dPehs HE
HAA S @AE] Wtelgks Aotk A3 9] wlHL ofd
A5 0] FAlo] B 2o #AS T o) ol AAF & AA};
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T RAIR, Zo](oyce)i= 01 Aol tisl 27 ok ZelA
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13) Zimmerli, Ezekiel 2 (Philadelphia: Fortress, 1983), 319-320; Allen, Ezekiel 20-48,
204; Schwartz, “Ezekiel’s Dim View of Israel's Resotration,” M. S. Odell and
J. T. Strong, eds. (Atlanta: SBL, 2000), 53.

14) Block, “Gog and the Pouring Out of the Spirit: Reflections on Ezekiel xxxix
21-9”, VT 37 (1987), 266-269; A. Klein, “Prophecy Continued: Reflections on
Innerbiblical Exegesis in the Book of Ezekiel,” VT 60 (2010), 577.

15) Joyce, A Commentary, 11-12.

16) “Previous studies have dismissed these unique motifs (hopeful messages) as
insignificant, either by suggesting textual emendations, by viewing the relevant
passages as secondary, or simply by noting the atypical feature without providing
any explanation.” Ganzel, “The Descriptions of the Restoration of Israel in
Ezekiel,” VT 60 (2010), 200.

17) Ganzel, “The Descriptions of the Restoration of Israel in Ezekiel,” 210-211.
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o5 Assliof & Fart Qv 53], Em-A3F4 518 Al=E AlRE
H 12

s, RIS 258 93 2

O

18) Joyce, A Commentary, 11.

19) “The view that a scholar holds concerning questions of unity and authorship
in the book of Ezekiel and their understanding of the theology of the prophet
are usually closely related - indeed, circularity of argument is an ever-present
dager. - The danger of built-in assumptions dictating results is all too evident,
especially where theology is involved.” Joyce, A Commentary, 12.
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T o2 34785 o3 FFE o R FAskaL Sl o)t
A BRSO A A Aae] A¥a-104), Az 4] HAK11-16%),
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20) “The structure of Ezekiel has also been held hostage over the years by another
criterion-content. However, it is difficult to separate this seemingly synchronic
issue of a text's content from the aforementioned diachronic issue of redaction
history. Scholars often group together units of text within Ezekiel based on
the content (e.g., theo-political message and historical audience) of the oracles,
but then date those oracles, either explicitly or implicitly, to the same time petiod,
to the same compositional level with the assumption that prophets/ authors/
redactors only write similar content within the same time frame. So, it is not
easy to discern whether content is the driving interpretative force or
historical/redactional concerns.***In summary, most structures of prophetic books
typically use thematic, content-related factors as the unspecified criteria, while
they ignore explicitly literary factors on the text's surface, factors such as formulas.”

Mayfield, Literary Structure and Setting in Ezekiel, 6-8.
21) oJ8HA, Fol 27 oA o A7 (M2 =948, 2002), 30.
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22) Talstra, “Deuteronomy 9 and 10: Synchronic and Diachronic Observations",
Johannes C. de Moor, ed., Synchronic or Diachronic?: A Debate on Method in Old
Testament Exegesis (Leiden: Brill, 1995), 193.

23) THHLE AR T4 A TR AER ti3ke] T dre AEehHA
7188 374 A2 o EA L FAIA Atel BAA ATehs oA diEs
AoFstal, e T Qs vkt 59 Bt 7 e et otk A

el Qatd, i T4 ¢71el agsh R °] Aolz] FAzel v

e BHERo] 2] onlE olsfietE = Alkelth £, A9 Al kg

9%k A1, "Canon & Cultures 6 (2012), 116-123.
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24) Aol AFe RO 42 EHE F= A2 S(linguistic devices)=. 2
FA])(discourse marker):™ ITHZE QIATIA|NE & Aol A= ki) BE9)
et 5 EA]E(delimitation marken) S 7|50 % WS RS HUE oA
7 347%49] s|Hglo] EEE wHACE T4 TR HduHS TE #9104

w2 AAE AEsto] dete] RS et A, ol A 3479 Qlof
A5 PAES ou]ef gk A3 U/NEAIE 22 (2010), 208-212.

25) & =iolAe AHAAS oj@A 212 ATTRE FAsk=rte AWt

& Zlolnt v, o] P25 ISk Zlo] Avhit ot st =oE

& Zlojrh. ##9 ASTEe el dstel veS Fx8eh Walton,

Experimenting with Qobelet: A Text-Linguistic Approach to Reading Qobeletr as Disconrs

(Maastricht: Uitgeverij Shaker Publishing, 2006), 15-34.

AL QA el FoiFeA, Al Tl 27E=A 18far oAt ahg

AL ARPEAL 22 AL ANEEA] S HEs] At Fojaprt AviE

= el uket dete] AAE AshE 71550 ATk Walton, Experimenting with

Qobeler: A Texr-Linguistic Approach to Reading Qobeler as Discours, 40.
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27) ol 3479 AZT3} 1 2dojA dlolefof #at ApAS =2 TS Falst
2}, Park, Restoration in the Book of Ezekiel. A Text-Linguistic Analysis of Ezekiel
33-39 (Bergambacht: Uitgeverij 2VM, 2013), 33-46.
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&8 RAUSIR el 0 1 BES dehiv, onei 129 3 WA
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29) MM +AITREAP = AEE Y EES AJZRE &)= EAOth Talstra, “A
Hierarchy of Clauses in Biblical Hebrew Narrative”, Ellen van Wolde, ed.,
Narrative Syntax and the Hebrew Bible (Leiden: Brill, 1997), 102.

30) Mol ol AN 9] FaH] NP0 2T HA] HEQlofeH
T-Z25 ARSI}, Mayfield, Literary Structure and Sesting in Ezekiel, 77-124; Park,
Restoration in the Book of Ezekiel. A Text-Linguistic Analysis of Ezekiel 33-39, 33-35.
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31) Van der Merwe, A Biblical Hebrew Refevence Grammar (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 1999), 148; T&-r2kert, 134 slBelo] £, 1445 o (K% 71E,
2012), 404.
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32) “Indeed, the primary focus is not on the shepherds but on the flock. The leaders
are introduced mainly because their actions have precipitated the crisis and created
the need for divine intervention on behalf of the sheep.” Block, Ezeksel (Chapters
25-48), 283.
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34) Zimmerli, Ezekiel 2, 218.

35) “For Ezekiel, the prince is more than a political or military functionary, effecting
the restoration; his role begins after the restoration has been achieved by God,
at this initiative, and in his time. In short, he symbolize the presence of Yahweh
in the midst of his people.” Block, Ezekiel (Chapters 25-48), 301.
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36) “Chap. 33 is the turning-point of the book. It concludes the part of the book
which contains mostly forensic material.” Renz, The Rbetorical Function of the Book
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<Abstract>

God’s People by the Divine Shepherding:
Theological Discourse of Ezekiel 34

Lecturer. Young Bok Park
(Baek-seok Graduate School)

In many cases, scholars have not dealt with the textual com-
plexities of Ezekiel 34 by focusing on the text as it stands but
have instead resorted to text-external sources (e.g., authorship,
sources, literary composition and even their own theological posi-
tion). In my view, most of the textual complexities that have been
raised in Fzek 34 are mainly due to indifference toward the linguis-
tic signals at the text-level, such as, the shift of a participant or
a set of participants, the shift of speaker and addressee in the
discourse, the establishment of the text segment boundaries and
their relation caused by the movement of patticipants. So, to com-
municate with the text propetly, we should pay much attention
to the linguistic features contributing to the discourse structure
of the text.

Seen in this view of Ezekiel 34, the discourse portrays that
God as a good shepherd has a particular attention to 'my flock'
and claims his ownership of his flock to reorganize them as his
people. God promises that he will set up one shepherd over the
whole flock in order to take care of his flock. This one shepherd
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is his servant David who will be 'prince' among the whole flock
(Bzek 34:23a-24c). Here, the promise of David as the prince under-
lines the divine shepherding and God's presence with the flock.
This concern of divine shepherding culminates in Ezekiel 34:31.
God is the only shepherd of the whole flock, and he can judge

them and also reorganize his flock into his pasture.



