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<Abstract>
Ezekiel 20: History as interpreting process

Dr. Sang-Kee Kim

(Jeonju University)

The Grundschicht(=basic layer) of Ezekiel 20 is to be found in v.1-29.30a3
-32.39, to which v.33-38.43-44 and v.41-42 successively supplemented. The
retrospection of Israel's history in v.5-29 is divided into four sections according
to schematic parallelism: v.(4)5-10; 11-17; 18-28a; and 28b-29. These are, from
a thematic angle, chiastically structured: idolatry(a) : YHWH’s laws(b) :: laws of
ancestors(b’) : idolatry(a’). As v.1-3 and 32-32".39 are reverse symmetric with
respect to terms and motifs, a chiastic structure is to be said of the Grundschicht
of Ezekiel 20.

V.15-16; 23-24; 25-26 are chiastically related to v.13a-b; 21a-b; 18. V.25-26
can be regarded as a kind of question without interrogative, which is based on
Israelites’ complaint: YHWH has given us the not-good laws. This leads to
understanding v.27 as consecutive, meaning that v.27-29 can’t be dismissed as a
secondary insertion.

The Grundschicht intends inherently to justify the judgement on Jerusalem
announced before and after Ezekiel 20. But the end of the first three epochs
concerns the continued salvation act of God, which constitutes then the
presupposition of the following section. It is the perception of God’s mercy in
the sense of overcoming his wrath for his name’s sake that causes Israel's
reaction to its recounted past, which the participial phrase of V.32aa implies. It
is especially crucial to figure out the picture of the Grundschicht. Its expansion,
v.33-38.43-44 is made possible through the refutation of the quotation in v.32b -
here the particle ¥R is interpreted as temporal conjunction of when or as long
as. As a result, the introduction of hope on salvation, but accompanied by
judgement, becomes a possibility. This revision clears the way for a whole

communication between YHWH and Israel(v.40-41aq).
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