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Ihe Book of Ezekiel 1S well known for the fact hat 1t 1S wrıtten from the DOo1N of the
prophet’s 1e W (0 such SXTCHi that devıations trom he perspectıve f he DCISON Narrator
AdIec regarde later lıterary addıtions. Nevertheless N1IS SITONg autobiographical endencyfades AWaY ın the of the ‚Ver mıiıghtier selt of HWH and the INCSSaSc C shouldbe delıvered Dy Ezekiel.‘ hıs simple stylıstic eature of the book 1s ON of the Varl1ous [CasONsSswhy attention urned the specific relatıonship between God and hıs prophet417rS of all, hıs OoOntact 1S overwhelmingly posıtıve for both sıdes: HWH reveals hımself
Ezekie]l 1:1-3 ES) and g1VveESs insights into hIs present and future plans (cChs C B CHhsS SHe makes known hıs word be proclaımed, granis Ezekıel vocatıon for prophetism CZ F

strengthenıing NIS mınd 3:81) and banıshing fears (2:6; 3:9) On the other hand, Ezekielacknowledges HWH hat he 1S which COuU be observed in zekıel prostration before
the divine V1isıon in ch (see v28) depicting al] recognıtion formulas hat sy() Often form the
ultımate goal of Ezekiel’s prophecıes. Ezekıiel hus dıffers from his stubborn COUNIrymenhe I1stens HWH and openiy reCe1IVves his word 2:8) The scroll held Out DYy God be
en (2:9-3:3) indıcates hat the INCSSASC be announced has certamly been intended
words of o0M and WOI  ® Ezekiel has absorb it deep 3108 IS heart, which, together W1 N1S
prophetical vocatıion, eads HIS ota dependency HWH SO ere 1S rejection of 11OT
v  A} Al y single objection YHWH’s call Ihe [WO appomting hım watchman VT
Israel ( 6-21:; 33 1-9) preten: persona freedom of dec1ısıon let NOW restraın words
of God But In both Cas following reveal hat God veserved the rg make Ezekiel’s
LO1NZUE SÜIC VDCN R INOUuU agaın Ezekıe] be otally devoıd of
free On ext stage the prophet’s private ıfe 1S strongly connected W1 his M1SS1ON. Aindicated Dy the ea of his wıfeE And generally ıt could be observed hat the
Book of Ezekı1e] cConsists of A unıque of divine orders proclaım the word f
HWH ıth only few remarks theır fulfillment by kzekiel (cf. k1:25:;Wıthin the of hıs holıstıc CONcepL of prophecy Ezekıel has 41sSO [ perform number of
s1gn-acts 1-20; ch 24) M Cannot be summarısed only by the Oobservatıon nat
they depict the future Judgement and ue of and Jerusalem. Ihey Can dAS ell be
dıstinguished In act1ons, In IC Ezekiel repreSECNIS HWH Judging hIs people, and aAC In
which the prophet symbolises hıs fellow-Judeans being punıshed. SO when he Urns hIs face
and ralses his Al  3 agaıinst the cCıty of Jerusalem scratched mudbriıck when he
burns, ufts pleces and ers his alr Into the wınd 2-4) he performs HWH treatıng
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the wıicked and sinful Israel When, (MN the er hand, he l1es bound HIS eit and nght sıde
4-8) and lıves ON uneatable food (4:9-13), when he has leave his ome in the INaNNCI Ot
dısplaced people 12:1-20) faces the eal of the „r  JOY of R eyes’ wıithout al y sign af
SOTTO W and consternatıiıon -  s FEzekıel symbolıses the Tate hat 11l fall uUupON the
cıtızens f and Jerusalem SOOINN. In thıs WdYy the ast s1gn-act 1ın L forms clımax in

far FEzekıel] represents in E both s1ıdes ın sıngular performance: It 1S hIis OW) haır hbe
[0 mistreated as Jerusalem and 111 be dealt ıth And ıt 1S he violent WaYy ın which he
eals ıth hıis aır that depicts dıvine Judgement.
In hıs Onfext ıt should NOT be forgotten hat zekıel prophetic M1sSs1iON es place agaminst
the background of his OW experience of ıfe In the COUISC of the first CONqUESTL of Jerusalem
in 59 / B.C he 1$ en cCaptıve together ıth others and deported Babylonıia, where he
|11Ves in the nıddle Of the ex1lıic communıty. hus he 111 for NVOGT be member of hıs people
passıng through the divıine judgement and rece1ving the word of On the er hand
MS diviıne vocatıon transforms hım, makıng hım confront his CouNirymen impersonatıng
HWH’s opposıtıon and proclaımıng the divıne words of 00M and ater salvatıon.
In thıs DIOCCSS HWH provokes Ezekıiel from the fırst mMOMentT he reveals himself the
future prophet place 1C 15 predominantly Iımıted Dy ifs impurıty (cf. 1:1-3:13) Only
the proXimıty of the ar Rıver dimınıshes hıs fact lıttle bıt. For Ezekıiel the problem
arlses when HWH SC far in thıs SOTT of eXIravagance hat he demands hat IR prophet
leave hıis priestly purıty Dy bakıng Teal for beleaguered people human excrements

clear sıgn of divine passıng Ezekiel’s individualıty and assıgned Way of priestly
ıfe SO Ezekıel enters protest, affırmı his cCOontIinuOuUs innocence Dy [WO negatıve
statements3 and ttaıns divine CONCEsSsSI0ON which replaces the excrements by COW dung

Here it hat only Oowıing Ezekiel’s hocked interference does HWH gel his
prophet’s personalıty back in sıght NOL overstraining hım OO much.
Bult ıt 1S atter of fact hat ıt 15 for the present only zekıel personal affaır in 1C HIS
intercess10n 1S granted an Yy SUCCCeSS When he becomes wı1itness of the one the
Cıitizens of Jerusalem (ch. 9), he agaın seis up how|] f complaint and inquıres after the total
destruction of the resit of he Israelıtes 9:8) aybe FEzekiıel Was DYy hıs feelings,5
N1S intercess10n, however. Was 1n valn, and hıs 1r verbal communiıcatıon of ch nds ıth
WH'’s powerTfu. and affırmatıve and Justification f Jerusalem’s destruction.®©
ere 15 sıgn that (J0d wasn’t  Rn wiıllıng Iısten the prophetic plea al y longer,’ hut he
utilızes thıs äpp0rtunity confirm the comıing punıshment in all ıfs inexorabilıty and
mercılessness.
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Shortiy afterwards, the face f etalıah" ea Ezekıel reDOTTS another personal OQUILCTIY
C LA 16 Daniel OC characterises emotıonal Outburs CADICSSINE the
prophe horror al the ruthlessness of judgement.” But hıs intercess10n, formıng
ınk the HE lıterary NıL answered DYy HWH 14-24 And hıs
predominantly ASs indıicates hat althoug. idolaters 111 be punıshed HWH
11l gather he scattered house of Israel rıng HIS people back Israe| provıdıng hım NC W
ear ell NC W SDI1L v16-21) Ihus remnant of israel 111 SULPrVIVC the divıne
Judgement and Ezekiel’ questioning CIV eplied posıtıvely. Jnlıke Jeremiah, whom
HWH prohıibited from pleadıng for h1Is people,l . Ezekıel be reestablıishe. h1s
role En  TCESSOT takıng advantage f hIs mediatorship between (J0d and his people
hıs s1t10N and Ezekıel double function AIfe finally rought 14f ımmediately er
the first M ACCOULUNLT f the book respectıvely Ezekıe] prophecy
Ezekiel narrates ere hat he Was carrıed AWAaVY Dy the SdIle SDINL hat had lıfted hım before
And the eX[I thıng be one Dy the prophet 15 [0 U Dıtteriy the A  WT OT hıis SDIrL CI 728}
Unl  I 7arn -) The Book of kzekıel SCS the adjective only ere and S 31 where the
[NarıNers ATIC mentioned INOUTMINES OVeEeT ANTE fall ıth bıtter waıling ( 1500 SO both
VEISCS al stands for SOTIIE frustrated react1on, but ı NOL Ezekıe call,
Cooper suggested,JE  “ hant rather the fact thal he has delıver VeErYy calamous INCSSaLc
hıis COUNIrymMen, as pomnted out.>In h1s WdYy Ezekıel depicts all W1IINESSES of
Jerusalem’ and udah’ fate, Vecn before he Starts prophesy WH'’s words of 00M.
1Iso the Syntagm 117 N denotes feeling of excıtement and beyond an y doubt
that bEzekıel who infuriated ere But ıf ONEC es 1Nto consıderation that the O0k of
Ezekıe] ı UT always sıgnıfıes the of HWH CEXCEDL for Z L hen hıghly
probable hat hıs vVeErY dıvine fury W d transmıutte« the prophet
hıs 1INDICSSION urther intensılie:| by the fact hat the ole phrase AT a eln ! 7282
ADDCAaISs closely elated Lev 26 28 where HWH proclaıms h1Is people the CAdsSC of
dısobedience and 111 ZO ıth yOUu contravenıingly ( Hr DV m3 >m) hus
introducing the followıing predictions of punıshment 72 together ıth mal (CCUTS only

the namely zek and Lev 26 28 And ere AIC far I1NOTC VOGESCS 1764
Ezekıel had Lev 26 before 1m 15 F7zek urther example of and illustrates thıs
WeYy Nal Fzekiel Wäas icte«| hıs prophetic d! el HWH generally hat
he COUuU be depicte INOTE Iess lıterally of the divine Judge hımself From hıs
DO1NE of 1CW doesn indıcate an y problematıc treatment of FE7zekıel Dy (G0d Ihe
athe1ı ıllustrates hat theır relatıonshıp had become close that FEzekie] could delıver words
of HWH A the NOST And when the ast part of v14 cshows the hand of HWH becoming
Stirong UDON Ezekıel Cr BAln 519 M 791) {  g recollection of simılar personal CÄDCTIENCES
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of granted Fzekiel and normally expressed Dy the phrase "the hand of the
ord has fallen upDON me  AA (3 A 6:1: 3322 40; 1) and a1SO recollection of events in
Israel’s hıstory in which HWH acfte' for the benefit of HIS people usıng HIS strong AITI1 (mpmm
[2]). ° But addıtıonally thıs statement COU ISO be understood fulfillment of
promıise strengthen zekıel face and forehead 3:8) which W: delivered quıte recently
before V1  S SO In thıs Ole the reader becomes acquaınted ıth HWH confirming
and supporting HIS prophet.
Fınally 5 that Ezekıel went back the ex1ilıc communıity Car the ar Rıver and Ssat
OWn days Many commentarıes read hıs particıple In accordance ıth Ezra 0:31

ola DW ) and ake thıs remark allusıon SOINC kınd of stunnıng paralepsı1s of
Ezekiel !’ But due the methodological crıteria of extual crıticısm the lectio difficilior has
be preferred and 973 interpreted intransıtive Hiphil ““ and describes in Ezek A,
where m} H1 OCCUTS paralle! 170 („„tO remble‘‘), the appalle reactiıon the divine
judgement. ” Wıth regard the of m75 h1 descrıbe HWH’s devastatıng actıons
wıthın HIS punıshments (see 14:8; 30:12.14) m973 in AT COUuU Iso slıghtly ndıcate NOW
disastrous the impact of Ezekiel’s prophetic ıll ear Jerusalem’s and Judah’’s
future gaın observe the cCOinNnc1ıdence of the [WO positions Ezekiel had hold during his
lıfe: member of the ex1ilıc communıty he 15 pass1ve, hocked and tunned by the comıing
realıty of 00M. But prophet of HWH'’s word he adopts actıve role representing and
dısseminatıng WH’s Judgement Jerusalem and the foreign natıons.
In the end, there 1s problematic treatment of Ezekiel by the God of Israel 15 rather
zekıel posıition between the {[WO OppONECNIS HWH and that Causecs his TOUDIesS
prophet Ezekiel 1S eEM1SSATY and addressee the Samıe time. AIl relevant in zek
iıllustrate thıs fact and possibly invıte ethink OUTr O W 1ıfe accordıngly.
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