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CHAPTER I 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM 

The author's interest in the book· of Ezekiel and its 

problems was kindled in a previous study involving an exe­

getical analysis of six passages selected from the first 

thirty-nine chapters of the book. These problems may be 

classified under the headings of (1) authorship and authen­

ticity·, and ( 2) interpretation. The study now proposed in­

volves the investigation of these literary and theological 

problems in order to determine (1) to what extent the pas­

sage under consideration may be attributed to the prophet 

and how much must be ascribed to one or more editors, (2) the 

relation between this section of the book bearing the name·. 

of Ezekiel and the balance· of the book, (3) the relation of 

this section to the P, Hand D codes of the Pentateuch, and 

(4) the relevance of the passage for modern faith, life and 

theology. 

Resume 

The Book of Ezekiel, according to tradition, is the com­

pos·1 tion of the prophet of the Babylonian exile who was trans­

ported from Jerusalem in 59? B. c. to an exil1c community at 

Tel Abib. There he was called to serve as a prophet among 

'his fellow exiles five years after his deportation. During 

the first five or six years of his ministry his message was 
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b~sically one of doom as he declared t~at the judgement of 

God ~ested on the people of Judah and Jerusalem because they 

had forsaken God. After the fall of Jerusalem in S86, he 

began to proclaim a message of hope or restoration. Twenty 

years after his call as a prophet he was granted a vision of 

the ideal and restored community and its worship which is now 

imbedded in the closing nine chapters of the book. 

This picture of the boolt and the prophet behind it ha~ 

been challen~ed on several counts. Certain scholars are con­

vinced that every prophet was a poet and uttered only pessi­

mistic oracles of doom. On the basis of this presupposition 

the prophet is responsible for merely 150-170 verses of the 

entire book, none of which are found in the final nine chap­

ters. (Proof of this contention is yet to be presented.) 

On the other hand, the quality of the poetry in the book has 

been given diverse reviews, some scholars being convinced 

that the prophet had no poetic talent whatever. It is highly 

probable, since poetry was exceedingly common in ancient 

Israel, ~hat the prophet may have utilized existing verse 

from the pen of other writers, adapting it to his own purpose. 

Other scholars have asserted that the book could not 

have been written or delivered by a prophet of the exile, 

because the prophet seems _to have had a message intended for 

the citizens of Jerusalem. ?urther, the Babylonian setting 

.requires that the prophet be endowed with the power of clair­

voyance. These objections have been set aside very effectively 

by the observation that they rest on an inadequate under-
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standing of the nature of revelatory speech and presume that 

there could be no form of communication between Jerusalem 

and the exilic community. 

The problem of Aramaisms imbedded in the book has also 

been advanced to challenge the traditional date and setting. 

Howie argues that this problem has been overstressed, and 

that, far from proving a late date for the book, the Arama­

isms actually serve to reinforce the traditional views. 

The portrait of the prophet emer5ing from the first 

thirty-nine chapters of the book is of a remarkable, but not· 

uhbelievable, person. He was an ecstatic visionary prophet 

of the exile who belonged to a priestly family. His behav­

ior seemed strange even to his contemporaries; yet they sought 

his counsel and recognized him as an artist both with word$ 

and ideas and with musical instruments. Such an individual 

would have interest in the temple and the worship of God, a 

broad vocabulary, and a knowledge of Israel's history and 

literature. 

The boolr was never viewed as a pseudepigraph, al though 

it may have been subjected to a final editing long after the 

c;leath of the prophet • . That the text of the entire book of 

Ezekiel is corrupt has been recognized by all scholars; the 

observation is equally valid for .40-48. There are. signifi­

cant ,rariances between the Septuagint and the Hebrew; the 

Septuagint appears to be a careful translation of a text other 

than the present Hebrew. Several sections, notably in 40-48, 

may be rearranged to form a new sequence of topics which 
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appear to be quite defensible. These considerations converge 

to suggest that the text has suffered greatly in transmission. 

Certain scholars have attempted to discern which sections 

of 40-48 may be attributed to the prophet and which must be 

denied him. The strongest argument for the deletions is that 

those passages which do not fit with the introductory form­

ulae ·in 40:1-4 and 44:1-5 are secondary. In these sections 

the prophet is told to loolc, listen and think, and then de­

clare the result to the whole house of Israel. 

Johannes Lindblom has recently defined the concept of 

the literary vision which helps one gain an ·appreciation of 

the content of these chapters. A literary vision is a com­

position by a prophet written after he has had time to reflect 

on the content and significance, embodying, therefore~ both · 

the actual visionary experience and .his own interpretation 

.based on his imagination and reflection. 

Childs has presented another useful· tool to aid in com­

prehending the significance of the chapters as he defines_ the 

category of the broken myth.. The biblical writer, he con­

tends, broke, but did not destroy, an existing myth. Bather, 

he recast the myth into a new form and used it in an entirely 

new way to portray a vision of the future in terms of the 

a·ncient past. 

These two literary categories, whiqh have not figured 

importantly in previous discussions of Ezekiel 40-48, lend 

to the section a new dimension of unity which has not been 

recognized, and they aid us 1·n discerning the significance 
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of the chapters. 

The prophet sets forth a new arrangement of the tribes 

in the restored land. The region now known as Trans-Jordan 

is forfeited as the tribes take up their abode in the land 

to the west of the Jordan. The tribal arrangements, closely 

following that in the Samaritan Book of Joshua, shuffles the 

tribes in such a manner that the old national rivalries be­

come an impossibility, and it appears that the center of 

government and worship is moved northward from Jerusalem to 

a new site, possibly Shechem. The capital is the focal point, 

together with the temple, of the restored land. Prom the 

temple there flows a river to the south-east, imparting to 

the land a fertility resembling that of Paradise. 

The temple itself is described in great detail and seems 

to be based on features common to the temples of Solomon and 

Zerubbabel. The interest which the prophet shows in the de-

tails of the temple construction lead one to several conclu­

sions. First, it appears that he was familiar with one of 

the existing structures. It. is possible that the temple was 

in heed of repair at the time of the composition of the sketch, 

a condition which did obtain at the time of the exile. Fur­

ther, any deletions by the author would appear to be deliber­

ate. It is recognized that the prophet deletes all reference 

to the Day of Atonement, the High ~riest, and the Ark of the 

Covenant. It is lcnown that the ark disappeared near the time 

of the fall of Jerusalem and that Ezekiel's elder contemporary, 

Jeremiah, had indicated that in the future the ark would not 
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be rebuilt nor even missed. 

The altar of Ezekiel appears to be quite similar to t~t 

designed by Solomon--·so similar that many scholars are con­

vinced that Ezekiel's description is of Solomon's altar. The 

prophet indicates that the altar he has in mind should be 

approached by steps, clearly in opposition to the provisions 

of the Book of the Covenant (JE). 

All these considerations suggest that the prophet appears 

quite independent in his use of traditions, that the sketch 

h.e has designed should be considered as an ideal, not as a 

blueprint for the immediate future. Further it would suggest 

that the prophet did not consider the Pentateuchal codes 

available to him as being binding for his purposes. If this 

be true, perhaps the Torah experienced some editorial revision 

both before and after the exile; however this revision in no 

way proves that the Torah or its parts are to be viewed as a 

post-exilic composition. 
/ 

The authenticity of the concluding nine chapters has 

been denied,- as noted above, on the basis of the hypothesis 

that the genuine Ezekiel was a poetic prophet of doom. This 

hypothesis ~snot proven. Sandmel argues that the calendar 

indicates that these chapters are from an era later than that 

of the first thirty-nine. This c·ontention assumes that the 

prophet was dependent on a lrnown calendar o~ pos_t-exilic c.om­

pos1 t1on. It is equally plausible that the post-exil1c ·cal­

endar to which Sandmel alludes is based on Eze_lr1el, or that 

the . calendar in question may be older than Sandmel admits. 

11 
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Berry has attaclced the problem from the standpoint of 

the vocabulary employed 1n the two divisions of the book; 

his evidence, however, whe·n examined critically, is found to 

be totally inconclusive. The attempt to drive a wedge be­

tween the first thirty-nine chapters of the boolc and the 

remainin~ nine is futile; the attempt rests on invalid pre­

suppositions. 

Chapters 40-42 and 47-48 seem quite well-planned and 

consistent within themselves. The remainder of the chapters 

contain intertwined aspects of cultic regulations which could 

be rearranged with great ease. Unfortunately, no large­

sce.le reconstruction seems to satisfy anyone but its designer. 

Perhaps the problem of entangled traditions is best under­

stood as being inherent in a brief sketch of a broad topic. 

The relation between Ezekiel and the Pentateuchal codes 

has long been debated. While some scholars are convinced 

Ezekiel was familiar with Hand/or P, as ·well as JB and D, 

others believe that Hand/or Pare post-exilic compositions 

not available to the prophet. 

'. Ezekiel speaks of the several sacrifices defined in the 

Pentateuch as well-known realities; he gives no detail con­

cerning the manner in ·which they are to be handled, except 

to specify that the tasks once handled by foreigners are now 

to be done by the Levites. The details which are desired are 

given in Hand P. Ezekiel has no Day of Atonement on the 

tenth day of the seventh month as does H; this ·is in keeping 

with his failure to include any reference to the ark of the 
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covenant and the high priest. There is reason to suspect 

that the prophet deliberately eliminated the high priest to 

end the lust for power among the priests, assigning it rather 

to the prince. It will be recalled that the unique function 

of the high priest concerned his actions near the ark on the 

Day of Atonement. With the 'ark missing, there was no need 

for either high priest or Day of Atonement. On the other 

hand, the prophet does include within his symmetrical ar­

rangement of the calendar two days of atonement for cleans­

ing the t emple. 

It is impossible to prove conclusively the ·precise re­

lation between Ezekiel and the Pentateuchal codes. It appears 

from this study that the codes in existence at the time of 

Ezekiel were not binding in their authority regarding details. 

The view held by this writer is in agreement with Procl{sch, 

that Ezekiel was familia~ with a pre-ex1lic version of Hand 
, 

Pas well as JE and D. The relation between these pre-

exilic versions of the codes and the Torah which we now 

possess involves a study beyond the s~ope of this paper. 



CHAPTER II 

THE BOOK OF EZEKIEL 

A General Survey of Its Content 

The question of the authorship and authenticity of chap­

ters 40-48 is, in part, based on its relation to the first 

thirty-nine chapters . It is therefore necessary to review 

briefly the content of the entire book and the conflicting 

views of bibiical scholars. 

The broad outlines of the bool<: of Ezekiel are clearly 

discernible. Chapters 1-24, which speak of the call of the 

prophet and the impending doom of Jerusalem, date between 

592 B~ c. and 587 B. C. The major theme of the second half 

o·f the book ( 25-48) is restoration and generally bears dates 

following 587 B. c. 1 Chapters 40-48 deal with worship in 

the restored community and the geographical distribution of 

the tribes. Chapters 33-39 .are a collection of oracles re­

lated to the general theme of restoration. 

The basic message of the boolc is also easily summarized. 

/ 

The prophet is called by God (1-3) to proclaim that Jerusalem 

will be overthrown and her inhabitants taken into captivity 

as a ·punishment for the wickedness rampant in the city (4-11). 

The judgment is determined by Yahweh who withdraws His glory 

1chaps. 25-32 could also be considered an.appendix to 
1-24. This section of judgment of the nations bears some 
early dates. 
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(kabod Yahweh) from the temple and the city as a prelude to 

the final judgment. Thus, just as Jeremiah had insisted that 

the temple in itself was no basis for assurance (Jer. 7:1-14), 

Ezekiel now proclaims that the presence of God 1s not con­

fined to that temple·; God is neither a local nor a tribal de­

ity whose presence is· restricted statically to a given city 

or temple. There can be no advantage for those who remain in 

the land over those who have gone into exile (11). 

The exile is not averted by the pious platitudes of 

false prophets and the magic charms employed by certain citi­

zens (12-13), but will come because the people of Israel have 

gone astray ·and are being deceived (14). Israel is a vine 

w~1ch Yahweh planted or a female fou~dling that Yahweh loved, 

reared and married (15-24). The vine has proved fruitless 

and the bride, faithless. The unfaithfulness was essentially 

religious but has political .repercussions; Israel is under 

the 'judgment of God. 2 One ray of hope penetrating the gloom 

of this picture is the doctrine of individual responsibility: 

children must not suffer for the sins of their parents. Yet 

even here the prophet stresses that the judgment is a 11must 11 

and there is need for general repentance on the part of all 

the people. 

The prophet insists that the restoration set forth at 

2In the book of Ezekiel, the term Israel usually refers · 
to Judah or both Judah and Israel, and never applies to the 
northern tribes exclusively. Cf. the study by.John Battersby 
Harford, studies 1n the Book of Ezekiel (Cambridge: at the 
University Press, 1935}, pp. Jl-J2; 9J-10l. 
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length as a hope in the latter half of the book finds its 

basis not in the worthiness of Israel, nor even 1n the love 

of God, but rather 1n the dignity of God who acts for the 

sake of His Name.J The restoration from captivity 1s compared 

to a resurrection from the dead (37). 4 The prophet is given 

the duty to prepare God's people for the events to follow. 

The judgment of Jerusalem, which took the form of polit­

ical exile, began with the departure of the kabod Yahweh from 

the sanctuary in Jerusalem. The restoration of the people to 

the land is completed by the return of the kabod Yahweh to 

the restored temple (40-48). This concept, as well as the 

recurrent phrases, "The hand of the LORD was upon me" and 

"The Word of the LORD came to me," and the system of dating 

employed throughout the book of Ezekiel impart the impression 

of unity.5 

Jcr. Ezek. 36. This idea is also mentioned in Ezek. 20: 
9,14,22. 

4But cf. J. Grassi, "Ezekiel XXXVII 1-14 and the New Test­
·ament," New Testament Studies, XI (1965), 162-164. On p. 162 
he states, "The original sense of the passage is commonly ex­
plained as referring to the regeneration of a new Israel, 
following the exile. However, the rabbinic commentaries in­
terpreted it as a prophecy of the final resurrection in the 
messianic era. It wa-s read in this sense during the Passover. 
A number of the early Christian Fathers explained the passage 
in the same manner. We wish to suggest here that there is 
evidence that the vision of the resurrection of Israel in 
Ezek. xxxvii was close in the background of Matthew and John 
as they tried to teach that the resurrection of·Jesus opened 
up the messianic era, whose great sign was the resurrection 
of the dead." 

5These characteristics of the book could be assigned to 
a later redactor. The phrase, "The Word of the LORD came to 
me," is used fifty-one times in chaps. 1-39 and never in 



12 

From the first thirty-nine chapters of the boolt of . Ezekiel 

we gain the impression of an ecstatic visionary prophet of the 

Babylonian exile who belonged to a priestly family (1-J); a 

man whose behavior was considered strange (24:15-27), whose 

counsel and guidance, nevertheless, was respected by the elders 

of Israel (8:1; 20:l), and who was recognized as an artist both 

with words ·and musical instruments (20:49; JJ:JO-J2). These 

features constitute a portrait of a truly outstanding man of 

many talents. 

The Setting 

Certain scholars feel compelled to shift the setting of 

the prophet from Babylon to Palestine, in whole or in part.6 

40-48. The phrase, "'fhe hand of the LORD l'Tas upon me, 11 is 
used six times: in the context of the call to preach (1:J); 
when the prophet is given the scroll to eat, symbolizing his 
reception of a message to proclaim (J:14); when the prophet 
in a vision beholds the wickedness of Jerusalem (8:1); when, 
after the fall of the city, the prophet's tongue is free to 
speak (JJ:2J); in the vision of the restoration of Israel in 
the form of a resurrection of the dead (J7:l); and in the· 
vision of the restored community (40:l). These features, to­
gether with the "prophetic 1 Lehrhaus 111 in 8:1 and 20:1, and 
the · "auto-dramatic element, 11 lead W. ·z1mmerli, in 11 The Spe­
cial Form and Traditio-Historical Character of Ezekiel's 
Prophecy, 11 Vetus Testamentum, XV (October 1965), 515-527, to 
connect Ezeltiel with the pre-classical prophets. ( Hereafter 
Vetus Testamentum shall be referred to as VT. 

6carl Gordon Howie, The Date and Composition of Ezekiel 
(Philadelphia: Society of Biblical Literature, 1950), lists 
(pp. 6-~n eigpt problems which prompt this view: 11 (1) The 
prophet's commission was to the House of Israel ••• ; (2) 
The prophet ••• actually addressed the people ••• face 
to face ••• ; {J) The prophecies ••• would have been 
completely irrelevant for the exiles at Tel-Ablb ••• : 
(4) Several verbal references imply that Ezekiel was actually 
in Jerusalem ••• ; (5) The prophet's intimate, first hand 
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IYJatthews7 and Harford, 8 following Herntrich, 9 suggest that 

the visions, dates and Babylonian setting are all from the 

hand of the editor and that the real Ezekiel functioned in 

Palestine during the period between 598 and 587. Matthews 

also accepts a second phase of the prophet's activiyY lasting 

to 570 but is uncertain of the locale of the prophet during 

this second period. 10 Bertholet, 11 Auvray12 and Van den 

Born13 hold that the prophet's ministry was in Palestine un-

14 til 586 and in Babylon thereafter. Snaith and Oesterley 

and Robinson15 believe that the prophet began his ministry 

knowledge of conditions in and about Jerusalem rindicates] 
he was a part of the life of the city ••• ; (b) Acceptance 
of a Palestinian locale would elimi nate the necessity for 
assuming the gift of second sight ••• ; (7) The symbolic 
actions of Ezekiel would be completely meaningless in Babylon · 
••• ; (8) Babylonian elements ! in the prophecy] can easily 
be explained [ as J the worlc of one or more Babylonian redactors~ 11 

7 I. G. Nat thews, Ezekiel, An 1i.merican Comme·ntary on the 
Old Testament (Philadelphia: American Baptist Fublication So­
ciety, 1939 ), pp. 17-18 . 

8Harford, pp. 77-101. 

9vollcmar Herntrich, Ezechielprobleme (Giessen: Alfred A. 
TOpelmann, 1933), pp. 73-130. Cf. Howie, pp. 10-11. 

101'-Iatthews, pp. ·18-23. 

11cited in Howiei p. 11. 

12cited in Ibid., pp. 11-12. 

13c1ted in Ibid., p. 12. 

l4Norman H. Snaith, "The Dates in Ezekiel," Expository 
Times, LIX (1947-48), 315-316. 

15w1111am Oscar Emil Oesterley and Theodore H. Robinson, 
An Introduction to the Boolcs of the Old Testament (London: 
Society for the Propagation of Christian Knowledge, 1934), pp. 
328-329. 
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in 608-602 B. c. in l'alestine and was carried away in the 

exile of 598 . Curt Kuhl also favors a dual setting, the 

Babylonian ministry beginning a f ter the prophet's escape from 

Jerusalem to the golah where he experienced a second call to 

prophesy.16 Fisher suggests that the prophet went with th~ 

exile in 598 to Babylon , returned to Palestine for the o~ig­

inal part of his ministry, and then returned to Babylon after 

the fall of Jerusalem. 17 

A more radical proposal is set forth by James Smith. He 

suggests that the prophet 3zekiel functioned during the reign 

of Manasseh as a prophet of the northern l<:ingdom, and that the 

book was given a Babylonian -setting by a later redactor. The 

smitten city, Smith believes, is Samaria, not Jerusalem. To 

accomplish this reconstruction he finds evidence of three 

dating schemes in the book. 18 

G. R. Berry19 is convinced that the prophet lived in Jer­

usalem and that the oracles which have 11 the true prophetic 

tone" are found only in chapters 1-24; 20 since Ezel<:iel was 

. l6curt Kuhl, The Old Testament, Its Origins and Composi-
1.!.QQ (Edinburgh: Oliver and Boyd, 1961), pp. 193-201. 

17cited in Howie, p. 12. 

18James Smith, 'rhe Bool<: of the Prophet Ezekiel (London: 
Society for the Propagation of Christian Knowledge, 1931), 
pp. 15-21. 

19George Ricker Berry, "The Composition of the Book of Ez­
ekiel," Journal of Biblical Literature, LVIII (1939), 163-175. 

20Moses Buttenwieser, 11 'rhe Date and Character of Ezekiel's 
Prophecies II Hebrew Union College Annual, VII (1930), 1-18, 
believes, ~n the other hand, that "the entire first part ·or 
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a prophet of doom, the legal portions of the book are not ap­

propriate. The Babylonian setting was imposed by an editor 

in the third century to give the prophet the image of an out­

standing man in order to justify the Jerusalem cult in a po­

lemic against the Samaritans. This view 1s refuted by Gas­

ter21 and Spiegel22 who point out that the Samaritans express 

1-ess . opposition to Ezekiel than to the other prophets and 

conclude that the message of Ezelriel, far from being avail­

able for use against the Samaritans, tends to be somewhat 

sympathetic to their cause. There will be opportunity to re­

turn to this question. 

Torrey goes a step further. Operating on the presup- · 

positions that Josiah's reform was a permanent success with­

out relapses and that there was no Babylonian exile worthy of 

mention, he solves the problem of Ezekiel by making the boolr 

an historical novel, composed around 230 B. C., to depict the 
/ 

times of King I-Ianasseh. A later editor gave the book its 

Babylonian setting. 23 

his boolr, that is, chap. 1-31, are not real prophecies but 
are only disguised as such--they are, without exception, vat­
icinia post eventum11 and were written sometime after 586 ~ 
a preface or introduction to chaps. 4o-L~8 which are the pi.est 
important part of the pook. 

. 21r,1oses Gaster, The Samari tans--Their Histor Doctrines 
and Literature (London: Oxford University Press, 1925, pp. 1-39. 

22shalom Spiegel, "Ezekiel or Pseudo-Ezekiel?" Harvard 
'Fheological Review, XXIV (October 1931), 245-321. 

23charles Cutler -Torrey, Pseudo-Ezekiel and the Original 
Prophecy (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1930), pp. 32-64. 
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Torrey's view is echoed in the writing of Nils Nesse124 

who insists that a Palestinian setting makes it easy to un­

derstand how the prophet's message reached Jerusalem. In 

adopting this thesis, he disregards all Babylonian allusions 

1n the book and assumes that the prophet totally ignored the 

divine judgment of 598. The golah, to whom the prophet de­

livered his message, were the people who had returned from 

exile. 25 The years mentioned in Ezelciel 4:4-6 are to be taken 

literally; adding the 390 years for the northern kingdom 

and the . round figure of 40 years for the southern kingdom, he 

arrives at an approximate date for the prophet's activity as 

shortly before the time of Alexander. 

In a similar way Laurence Browne suggests that it would 

be interesting to take Ezekiel 4:4-6 as 11 the first certain 

indication of the date of the book and see what happens. 1126 

What happens is that Browne determines the date for Ezelciel I s 

prophecy by subtracting 254 years from the dates given in the 

text and substitutes the name of Alexander for Nebuchadnezzar. 

The article, howeyer, is brief and fails to support the pro­

posal with valid evidence. 

George Dahl insists that the Daniel mentioned by Ezekiel 

24Nils Messel, Ezekielfragen (Oslo: Jacob Dybwad, 1945), 
pp. 21-25. 

25Th1s fact scarcely justifies the elimination of all 
references to a Babylonian setting merely to justify a late 
date for the boolc. 

26Laurence E. Browne, Ezekiel and Alexande~ (London: Soci­
ety for the Propagation of Christian Knowledge, 1952), pp. 1-J4. 
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(14:14) was th~ biblical hero and concludes that Ezekiel 1s 

later than the book of Daniel. The Aramaisms in the book and 

the problem of clairvoyance are regarded as further indica­

tions of the later date. 27 On the other hand, Howie concludes 

that the problem of Aramaisms has been exaggerated and insists 

that this linguistic feature serves as evidence for the trad­

itional ·date and locale of the prophet's ministry. 28 

Lindblom, in his rather exhaustive study of prophecy 1n 

Israel, points out that the thesis that Ezekiel worlced in 

Palestine and delivered his message personally to the resi­

dents of Judah depends on 

an inadequate conception of the nature of revelatory 
speech. What is a revelatory speech? It is a speech 
based on a revelation given to the prophet in a mental 
state of high inspiration or even ecstasy •••• it 
comes in a compelling manner; it drives the prophet to 
proclaim what he has received. The content of a revel­
atory speech was not necessarily addressed to those who 
were actually listening to the prophet when it was ut­
tered. Usually, of course, it Nas addressed to the pro­
phet1s immediate audience •••• But the oracles against 
the foreign nations, for instance, of which there are 
many, prove that what a prophet said might apply directly 
to those who were not present to hear it •••• Thus, 
he [the prophet] was to a great extent independent of · 
his audience; and it does not follow that, because Ezek­
iel's words and actions applied to the inhabitants of 
Jerusalem rather than to the exiles in Babylon, they 
must have been uttered in Palestine. It would also be 
noticed that the prophecies about Jerusalem and the 
Jews in Palestine were often applicable to the exiles. 
We must, moreover, allow for the possibility that some 
of Ezekiel's revelations were sent to Jerusalem and 
Judea as messages from the exiled prophet •••• It is 

27George Dahl, "Crisis in Ezekiel Research," Quantulacum­
·{ue. Edited by Robert P. Casey, Silva Lake and Agnes K. Lake 

London: Christophers, 1937), pp. 265-284. 

28How1e, p. 68. 

·-



18 

reasonable to suppose that a deputation may have come 
from Jerusalem to seek an oracle from the well-known 
p~ophet.29 

The traditional setting is well attested and inconclu­

sively challenged. Since the book was never viewed as a 

pseud-epigraph, there .is every reason to agree with the judg­

ment of G. w. Anderson that "the various post-exilic dates 

proposed ·are inherently improbable."JO 

The Style 

In 1924 Gustav n6lscher complained, "Fast an allen pro­

phetischen Btichern des Kanons hatte man U!ngst das Z.Iesser 

der Kritik gelegt, nur Hesekiel blieb unbertihrt. 11 31 H6lscher 

is convinced that only the visions, some dates, and the poetic 

passages of doom were from the original Ezekiel. The balance 

from the hand of the editor was so voluminous that the book 

is a veritable pseudepigraph.32 

/ 

Millar Burrows goes further: 11 Ezelciel is a late pseud-

epigraphon, therefore, or its origin and history must have 

been somewhat as H6lscher supposes, though the date to which 

29Johannes Lindblom, Pro3hecy in Ancient Israel (Phila­
delphia: Fortress Press, 196 ), pp. 261-262. 

JOGeorge Wishart Anderson, A Critical Introduction to the 
Old Testament (London: Gerald Duclcworth and Co., Ltd., 1959}, 
pp. 1J8-1J9. er. also infra, p. 37. 

31Gustav H6lscher, Hesekiel Der Dichter und das Buch 
(Giessen: Alfred T6pelmann, 1924), p. 1. Although his study 
already extended over a ten-year period, he had no doubts that 
his analysis would be found to be incorrect in. many cases, and 
he anticipated correction in the years to come. ~ •• p. 4. 

32Ib1d., PP• 26, 40, 44 • 
. -

·-~-----'---~-----
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the present investigation points is much later than that to 

which !i6lscher assigns the principal redaction.1133 

H. Knight gives strong approval to H6lscher•s method 

and stresses the importance of distinguishing between 

the prose of the redactor with its Aramaisms and un­
couthness, and the spontaneously poetic speech and rich 
imagery of the prophet •••. This poetic quality of his 
mind connects him with Semitic prophecy in its original 
and distinctive form, namely, the production of short, 
inspired, poetip oracles rather than of logical didac­
tic discoui.~se. 31.J. 

He goes on to say: 

Try as we will these antithetic personalitites cannot be 
harmonized or blended in a consistent and convincing 
psychological portrait. They must therefore point to a 
duality or plurality of authorship. Hence the conclu­
sion which is the outcome of modern criticism, based 
upon historical and philological research, is strongly 
reinforced by an inquiry which take~ its point of depar­
ture in the psychology of religion.JS 

Van Selms believes that "Ezekiel and also every legiti­

mate prophet must be a poet who brings out his prophecy in 

poetic form. 11 36 .,, 

33Hillar Burrows, as cited in William A. Irwin, The Prob­
lem of Ezekiel: An Inductive Stud (Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 19 3, p. 1. H~lscher had aclrn.owledged the 

· Babylonian setting in a pre-Haccabean era. Cf. Herbert Gordon 
May, "The Book of Ezekiel," Interpreter's Bible, VI (1956), 43. 

34Harold Knight, ,;The Personality of Ezeldel: Priest or 
Prophet?" Expository Times, LIX (1947-48), 117-118. As con­
tended by H6lscher, Knight believes Ezekiel was a poetic pro-

, phet of lamentation and woe who functioned in Jerusalem. An 
exilic school _of priestly writers who were concerned with 
"the future development of the national institutional religi­
on" gave the book the exilic setting. 

35Ibid., p. 120. Cf. also, p. 117. 

36A; van Selms, "Literary Criticism of Ezekiel as a The­
ological Problem," OTWSA (1961), pp. 24-37, as summarized by 

• I 
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Irwin's method, which consists of a preliminary study 

of the textual apparatus, followed by a meticulous literary 

comparison and analysis, leads him to conclude: 

One of the prime elements in the style criterion is 
· that of metrical form, especially valuable as 1t is in 
its indication of the limits of the oracles •••• [Our 
study has shown] that all the oracles of Ezekiel are in 
poetic form •••• Identification of the poetic original 
is frequently beset with difficulty, owing to the 
state of the text. Further, ther~ is a small but sig­
nificant body of spurious poetry.J7 

The thesis that Ezelciel spoke only poetic oracles of 

doom is regarded by Hylm6 as an unproved assumption which has 

not been demonstrated.38 In effect, he raises the same ob­

jections to Irwin's view which the latter expresses against 

Auvray and van den Born: 

They have advanced no cogent reasons for their deletions 
f rom the text; still ·worse,. they have not argued, but 
have merely assumed, the originality of the remainder. 
They have given us an illustration of the method that 
is far too frequent in Old Testament criticism, that of 
presenting a plausible story as final evidence in a 
case, when in reality it is not evidence at a11.J9 

F. c. Fensham in IZFGB, IX (1962-63), 409. Bernhard W. Ander­
son concurs in Understanding the Old Testament (Englewood 
Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1957), p. 362. Lind­
blom, p. 2, disagrees completely: "In the experience of in-

. spiration and the feeling of necessity . and constraint there 
is a lcinship between the prophet and the poet. The prophet 
••• is not in himself a poet; .but from a psychological point 
of view there is a great similarity between the two types. 11 

)?Irwin, pp. 279-280. 

38Gunnar Efraim Hylm6, Gamla Testamentets Litteratur­
historia (Lund: G. W. K. Gleerups F6rlag , 1938), p. 262. 
11 Tva obevisade antagonden, namelie;in att Heselciel' s egna ut­
sagor endast varit domsutsagor och at han alltid skrivit 
Sina utsagor pa vers. 11 

39Irwin, "Ezekiel Research Since 1943," ~. III (1953), 
59, 
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While the quality of Ezekiel's poetry is recognized by 

B. w. Anderson, 40 Spiegel, 41 and Lindblom,42 Kuhl contends 

that Ezekiel merely borrowed existing poetry, phrases and 

fables which he revised to suit his own purposes. 4 .3 Sandmel 

also has reservations. In spealcing of Ezelt:iel 1 s style he 

writes, 

Another problem is that, unlike .ordinary prose, ·which 
· is easier to understand than poetry, Ezekiel's prose is 
more difficult than the poetry of the earlier prophets; 
we miss in it the simple parallelism which, in the poetic 
prophecies, gives clarity to the writer's intention, · 
even in the obscure verses. If Ezekiel was a poet at 
all, he was one in a minor way only. There is a certain 
grandeur in some of the visions, · but it is44he grandeur 
of content and not of style or expression. 

Bewer is more emphatic regarding Ezekiel's style: 

Ezekiel's style shows no distinction. He was prosaic 
even when he wrote poetry. Not that he laclrnd imagin­
ation; he delighted in allegories and symbolic expres­
sions ••• and he could visualize thaogs and situations 
sharply, but he had no poetic talent. ) 

mnscher and Irwin have been somewhat successful in dis-
' 

tinguishing the prose from the poetry, but they have given no 

cogent reason for confidently believing that the poetry is 

. \ 
40Bernhard w. Anderson, p • .367. 

41 Spiegel, p. 249. 

42Lindblom, p. 263.. 
4 .3Kuhl, p. 196. · 

44solomon Sandmel, The Hebrew Seri tures--An Introduction 
to Their Literature and Religious Ideas New Yorl<:: Alfred A. 
Knoph, 196J), p. 153. 

45Jul1us ·August Bewer, The Literature of the Old Testa­
ment (Third Edition; New York: Columbia University Press, 
1962), p. 198. 

' 
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authentic. The gin.ah meter which Irwin recognizes in the 

oracles of Ezekiel is employed in numerous other texts. Ir­

win contends that chapter 15 contains both genuine oracle and 

spurious commentary. 46 He disagrees with Gordis who calls 

the commentary (verses 6-8) "expected" and Howie who finds it 

logical, implying that these verses are an extension or ex­

position of the oracle. 47 The truth probably lies between 

the views of these men. It could be suggested that the com­

mentary is tangentially related to the oracle, but this by no 

means proves Irwin's charge that the commentary is spurious. 

It seems more plausible to assume, s i nce the prophet did on 

numerous occasions avail himself of extant literary materi­

als, 48 and since poetry l·1as exceedingly common at the time 

of Ezekiei, 49 and since the poetry imbedded in the book is 

46Irwi11, Problem of Ezekiel, p. J6: "The unity of chap­
ter 15 may be dismissed as out of reasonable consideration. 
It contains an oracle in verses 1-5 and a spurious commentary 
in verses 6-8 •••• As the study of the book progresses, 
probability will harden into full certainty that verses 1-5 
are the genuine utterances of the prophet Ezekiel, and on 
this prospective certit~de we advance." 

.· 4 7rrwin, "Ezekiel Research Since 194J,." p. 65. 

' ' 

48 James Muilenburg, 11 Ezel<:iel 1 " Peake' s Commentary on the 
Bible, edited by .H. H. Rowley and Hatthew Blacl<: (Edinburgh: 
Thomas Nelson and Sons, 1962), p. 569, calls the prophet 11 the 
heir to a long literary tradition of which he avails himself 
•••• he uses ancient myths •••• he has memories of old 
foll<: tales ( esp. chs. 16, 2J), which he recasts and elaborates 
to suit his theological design." 

49Clyde T. Francisco, "The Importance of Literary Analysis 
in Old Testament Interpretation," Review and Expositor, XLIV 
('Oct0ber .1947), p. 419, observes that the variety of words 
for "song" in Hebrew literature indicates that poetry was a 
very common literary form in ancient Israel. 
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of widely divergent character or quality, that the prophet 

borrowed much, and possibly most, of the poetry in the ·book. 

Nevertheless, whether the prophet composed or borrowed the 

poetry, it may justly be ascribed to 'him; 1 t is in his boolr 

alone that 1 t has been preserved •. 

Conclusions 

There appears to be no compellin~ reason to reject the 

boolt: of Ezekiel or to view the book as a late pseudepigraph; 

sufficient internal and external evidence supports the claim 

of the book that its contents (particularly chapters ·1-39) 

stem from the prophet of the golah. This does not say that 

the boolc as we now have it was entirely the result of Ezekiel's 

literary activity. Rowley .may be correct when he suggests 

that 11 for the editing of the book we are thus brought down 

to the fifth or fourth century B. C. But here, as in other 

books, the ed1 tor worlced with sources containing oracles of 

the prophet, and the boolc was not thoug_ht of as a pseud­

epigraph. 11.50 

The portrait of the prophet found in the first thirty­

nine chapters of the book.5l can therefore also be regarded 

as reliable. From a priest it would be quite reasonable to 

expect an expr~ssion of concern for cultic t .ransgressions 

.50H[arold] H[enry] Rowley, The Growth of the Old Testa­
ment (London: Hutchinson's University Library, 1961), p. 107. 

51supra, p. 4. 



as is found in chapters 8-11. Visionary and ecstatic revel­

ations are not unbelievable in a man whose behavior and exper­

iences were deemed unusual by his contemporaries. A man held 

"i-n sµch high regard that he was consulted by ·the elders of 

his people can be ·expected to speak words of wisdom reflect­

ing a thorough grasp of both past history and the current· 

situation. Such a man would ·employ ideas and literary forms 

borrowed from previous generations. This literary dependence 

may reasonably be expected from a man who was considered an 

artist with words and could manifest itself in broad vocab­

ulary and varied style. 

G. w. Anderson states the case well when he writes: 

h'hen all is said, the impressive unity of the book re­
mains. Sl{inner' s assertion that the book bears "the 
stamp of a single mind in its phraseology, its imagery, ., 
and its mode of thought," needs little, if any, quali­
fication. The diversity of interest, to which refer­
ence has been made ••• bears witness to a remarkable, 
but not an incredible, personality.52 

/ 

52G •. w. Anderson, p. 1.37. 



CHAPTER III 

A SURVEY OF CHAPTERS 40-48 

Before considering the problem of authorship and authen­

ticity of chapters 40-48, it seems desirable to review the 

content of this section of the book in order to determine, if 

possible, any factor or factors that may have guided the author 

and/or editors in compiling the several themes comprising the 

whole. These themes (geography, temple, altar and calendar) 

will all be discussed before any general conclusions are 

drawn. The discussio~ of the cultic personnel (prince, priests 

and Levites) is deferred to chapter four. 

While the prophet focused his attention first on the 

temple, which; we may assume, he considered the most important 

aspect of this section, it may serve the purpose of this study 

better to begin with the broader subject .of the geography of 

the land as a whole. 

Ezekiel's Geography 

Ezekiel conceives of the restored Israel as comprising 

twelve tribes dwelling in t}:le land between the Mediterranean 

Sea and the Jordan River (47:lJ-48:JS). 1 

The text presents certain difficulties. In verse 47:13 

if ~ should be replaced by j7l-: the definite article should be · 

1Numbers J4:2-12 and Joshua 15:1-4 allot this space to 
nine and one-half tribes. 
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expected with ~J2;1; and the »'J~r,in the final phrase should 

be repointed as a dual. 2 One might transpose verse 13, be­

ginning with},~~ n~. and all of verse 14 to the place be~ 

tween verses 20-21.3 If this arrangement be accepted, the 

text in translation reads: 

(13) Thus says the Lord God, (15) "This is the border 
of the land to the north side, from the Great Sea (by) 
way of Hethlon to the going in to Hamath, (passing by) 
Zeday, (16) Berothah, (and) Sibraim which lie on the 
border bet!·rnen Damascus and Hamath, ( and proceeding un­
to) Hazor-haticon which is on the border of Harran. 
(17) There is a border from the sea to Hazer-enon, the 
north border of Damascu4 and the border of Hamath, and 
it is your north side." 

2rn agreement with some f1SS, LXX, Targums, and Crawford 
Howell Toy, The Book of Ezekiel: Critical Edition of the Heb­
rew Text, with notes (Leipzig: J. C. Hinrich, 1899), p. 114; 
Hartmuth Gese, Der Verfassun sentwurf des Ezechiel Ka. 40-
48, Traditionsgeschictlich Untersucht 'fubingen: J. c. B. Hohr, 
1957), p. 95; Georg Fohrer, 11 Die Glossen im Buche Ezechiel," 
Zeitschrift fur alttestamentlichen Wissenschaftj LXIII (1951), 
p. 41 [Publication hereafter referred to as ZAW, suggests 
that 1·s~n 1~1>is a marginal or interlinear gloss. All 
agree that it is better to repoint it as a dual if it be re­
tained. 

)Gase, p. 98, has pointed out that the author has the 
habit of using a stereotyped introductory and closing phrase 
in vv. 15-20. If vv. 13-14 are left in the present setting, 
there are two introductory statements regarding the division 
of the land and no closing statement. Further, vv. 13-14 
speak of the division of the land between the tribes, a mat­
ter which does not begin until v. 21. If vv. 13-14 are trans­
posed, the section opens and closes with the phrase, "These 
ar.e the boundaries," and the verses in their new location 
serve as a logical introduction to v. 21. It could have been 
a marginal note at one time. · 

4Herbert Gordon May, "The Book of Ezekiel," The Inter­
preter's Bible, VI (1965), 329-340, lists tentative identi­
fications which have been made of several of these sites. In 
accord with these, this proposal suggests that /J, n.n 7"> .,,.., be L 

understood as the name of a road leadin8 to Hethlon; ~»# )(12~ 
refers to the Orontes river valley leading to Hamath, and 
that Zedad, Berothah and S1bra1m are border towns between 
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Thus the northern border begins at som_e undesignated point 

on the Mediterranean Sea and proceeds eastward along the bor­

der between Hamath and Damascus until it reaches Hazar-enan 

(47:15-17). The border turns south at Hazar-enan and passes 

between Hauran and Damascus, along the Jordan River and the 

shore of the Dead Sea until it reaches Tamar (47:18). The 

south border proceeds from Tamar by Meribath-kadesh to the 

Brook (of Egypt) and on to the Mediterranean Sea (47:19) • . 

The Sea itself constitutes the west border. These borders 

generally correspond with those defined in Numbers 34:2-12 

and Joshua 15:1-4.5 

The author, anticipating that the priests and Levites 

have only a living space around the temple (48:8-14), or 

recalling the same fact from 45:1-5, assigns to Ephraim and 

Manasseh a section of land as an inheritance, thus preserving 

the idea of twelve tribal portions. He recalls that the land 

is given to the sons of Israel in accord with a covenant oath 

(47:14). The resident aliens are allotted tracts equally with 

Damascus and Hamath. The identity of J •~'ni1 ,-" nand 
1,1 'JJ ·.,!In is accepted here as well as -e'he suggestion to 
lnvert n»nand ;rrrH,. Cf. Toy, p. 114 and Gese, pp. 95-96. 
Cameron MacKay, 11 The Integrity of Ezekiel 40-48, 11 Evangeli­
cal Quarterly, XXXII ( January-I·Iarch 1960), 15-24, says: 
"This border location eliminates from Israel the land of 
Gebalites and Baalbek-Helopolis, the respective homes of 
Adonis and Sun worship condemned in ch. 8. 11 

5"of Egypt" is interpolated in English translations 
from Numbers J4:5 and Joshua 15:4,47. In the LXX, 47:19 
reads -,,.,.(IC 1(1"'7V o~ and 48: 28 reads ,C~,,011' Jl"f-f $ : they, too, 
were perplexed. · 
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the native sons of Israel (47:21-23). 6 

Beginning with the northern border, all twelve tribes 

are assigned tracts of land of equal width extending from 

the eastern to the western border. The tracts, allotted 

from north to south are, in order: Dan, Asher, Naphtali, 

Manasseh, Ephraim, Reuben, and Judah (48:1-7). 

Immediately south of the tract assigned to Judah, in 

the center of the land extending from east to west, there is 

a tract measuring 25,000 cubits square. A portion, 10,000 

cubits by 25,000 cubits, adjacent the tribe of Judah is as­

signed to the Levites (48:lJ-14). A segment of equal size 

adjoining the Levitical allotment is reserved for the Zadok­

ite priests; the temple stands in the midst of this section 

(48:8-12). The remaining section, measuring 5,000 cubits 

from north to south and 25,000 cubits from east to west, is 

designed for the construction of the city and its lands. The 

city stands 4,500 cubits square with a vacant space of 250 

cubits on each side as a border. The remainder of the land, 

comprising two tracts of equal size, 5,000 by 10,000 cubits, 

lying one on either side of the city, is dedicated to the 

production of food for the workers in the city (48:15-20). 

6This. division is in general agreement with the Penta­
teuchal codes, but really goes farther than any of them. 
George Ricker Berry, "The Authorship of Ezekiel 40-48, 11 Jour­
nal of Biblical Literature, XXXIV (1915), 23, notes that full 
citizenship for sojourners "is not found in P or elsewhere, 
and is naturally later than P. 11 [Journal hereafter referred 
to as JBL] A ~uller discussion will be given in the section 
dealing with the relationship of Ezekiel and the codes. In­
~. pp. 66-100. 
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The space to the east and west of the 25,000 cubit square 

tract is reserved for the prince ( L1.g: 21-22) on whom falls 

the responsibility of supplying the state offerings.? 

South of the princely portion and the holy tract, the 

tribal division resumes: Benjamin, Simeon, Issachar, Zebulon, 

and Gad, in order. The ei~ht tracts lying nearest to the 

central holy square are assigned to the sons of Leah and 

Rachel, while the more remote districts fall to the sons of 

the handmaids, three such tracts in the north and one in the 

south. The semi-desert condition of the southern land does 

not discriminate against Gad: the river of life flowing out 

from the temple will impart fertility to all the land. 8 

While most commentators are inclined to view this ar­

rangement as an impossible ideal or as a division that be­

comes possible only in the millennium, Steinmann insists that 

the proposed division squares very well with the real coun-
.,. 

try.9 He further notes that the tribes are rearranged so 

that Benjamin passes to the south and Judah to the north, 

?The state offerings and the role or· the prince will be 
discussed later (infra, p. 96). D. o. Procksch, "Fuerst und 
Priester bei Heseltiel, 11 Zei tschrift Fil.r Die at Wissenschaft, 
LVIII -(1941), 110, doubts the authenticity of 45:9-16. 

8Jean Steinmann, Le Prophete Ezekiel (Paris: Les Editions 
Du Cerf, 1953), p. 238. 

9tbid., p. 233. George Riclcer Berry, 11 The Composition of 
the Boolt of Ezekiel, 11 JBL, LVIII ( 1939), 172, is sure the di vi­
sion is ideal. Gleason Leonard Archer, A Survey of Old Testa­
ment Introduction (Chicago: Hoody Press, 1964), p. 361, is 
convinced the description is of a new geography in millennial 
Israel. If this new division never comes to pass, 11 we are · 
faced with a portion of Scripture containing false prophecy." 
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probably in an attempt to stamp out the old provincialism 

and national rivalries between the north and the south.lo 

A different listing of the tribes presents itself when 

the gates of the city are named. Here the name of Joseph 

returns to take the place of Ephraim and Manasseh, and the 

name of Levi reasserts itself. The north and south sets of 

gates are named in ·honor of the sons of Leah (compare Ezekiel 

48:Jl,JJ and Genesis 35:2)}. The gates to the west are 

given the ·names of three sons of concubines~ The fourth son 

of a concubine, Dan, gives his name to one of the east gates 

aiong with Joseph and Benjamin, the sons of Rache1. 11 

The precise location of the city has been the subject 

of some disagreement. At no time does the prophet insist 

that the city is Jerusalem; his favorite designation is sim­

ply "the city" ('> 'JJ i1). Cameron MacKay believes that the pro-
, 12 

phet favors Shechem as the new holy city. Douglas is un-
., 

certain whether the city of Jerusalem was moved north, or 

whether the prophet anticipated a change in the land, as is 

Archer then extends this millennial idea also to the cultic 
regulations. 

_10steinmann, p. 2.36. Cf. also, Ezek • .37:15-2.3. 

11cr. Gen. J5:25. Dan is a son of Bilhah, Rachel's hand­
maid. Genesis 29 speaks of Jacob's preference of Rachel to 
Leah. · His partiality to Joseph, Rachel's. son, which gave 
rise to. intense sibling rivalry is stressed in Genesis J7. 
In Ezekiel the distinction between the sons of Leah and the 
sons of Rachel is maintained. 

12cameron MacKay, "Prolegomena to Ezekiel 4.0-48," Exposi­
to.ry ·Times, LVI (1944-4S), 292-296. 
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apparently expected by Zechariah (Zechariah 14:L~,8,10). 13 

Steinmann stresses that Ezel<iel accepts the destr~ction of 

the past, including the city and its history. The city of 

which the prophet speaks is a new city with a new name. The 

old city received its name from the god Shelem; the new holy 

city receives the name Yahweh shamma, Yahweh is there. This 

city is . at once sacred ·and profane. It is holy because Yahweh 

is there; it is profane because it is carefully segregated 

14 from the temple. 

"There is a river whose streams make .glad the city of 

God, the holy habitation of the Most High. God is in the 

midst of her; she shall not be moved."l5 Of such a river 

Ezekiel speaks. Its source was under the threshold of the 

temple toward the east (47:1). According to Farmer, the top- ' 

ographical details of the river vision are verifiable, but 

the river radically alters the geography of Palestine. Both 
.,. 

the·river and the temple whence it flows may be viewed as 

focal points of a cosmic salvation; where the river goes, all 

things live. 16 

Bewer has suggested that this river 11 is neither literally 

13George c. M. Douglas, "Ezekiel's Temple," Expository 
Times, XIV (May-June 1903), 427. 

14 . . 
Steinmann, p. 239. 

15Psalm 46:4-Sa (RSV). This paper is not concerned with 
the precise relation between these references. 

l6Willia·m R~ ·Farmer, "The Geography of Ezekiel's River 
of Life," Biblical Archeologist, XIX (1956), 17-22, 
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nor figuratively a blessing for the whole world. The desert 

and the Dead Sea are impossible in the holy land where Yah­

weh dwells and where everything is fruitful. 1117 Yves Congar 

thinks that the point of departure for the prophet was the 

spring of Gihon, which Hezelciah channeled into the city dur­

ing the siege of Sennacherib. Just as Isaiah "found it easy 

to pass from the fact of this water which enabled Sion to re­

sist a rigorous siege, to the concept of Yahweh, the only 

source. of Israel's strength," so Ezekiel "transfers the spring 

from Sion [sic] to the Temple and sees in it a source for the 

fruitfulness ••• of the Holy Land. 1118 Steinmann would also 

stress the possibility that Ezekiel could have gathered his 

inspiration from an observation of the irrigation canals in 

Babylon. 19 

Berry is convinced that Ezekiel's picture of the river . 

is an elaboration of the brief references in Joel 4:18 (3:18 

in English translations) and Zechariah 14:s. 20 The latter 

prophet spealcs of a great day of the Lord when Yahweh would 

fight for H.is people, when the I1ount of Olives would be split 

and· water would flow forth from Jerusalem in a divided stream, 

17Julius August Bewer, The Literature of the Old Testament, 
Revised by Emil Kraeling (Third edition; New Yorlc: Columbia 

·University Press, 1962), p. 197. 

18Yves I'1. J. Cone;ar, The Mystery of the Temple, translated 
by Reginald F. Trevett (Westminster, .Haryland: The Newman 
Press, 1962), pp. 74-75. 

19ste1nmann, p. 229. 

2~Berry, "Authorship," lli, p. 23. 
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"half of them toward the eastern sea, and half of them toward 

the western sea: in summer and in Hinter shall it be." The 

words he selects to describe the river are o'n a•o(living 

waters). Joel writes, -"all the stream beds of Judah shall 

flow with water; and a fountain shall come forth from the 

house of the LORD and water the valley of Shittim.11 Obvi­

ously the reference in Jo·el is a closer parallel than that 

in Zechariah. But the question must be asked whether it is 

necessary to go so far afield in search of parallels. For 

Ezekiel's contemporary, Jeremiah, also spolce of a river with 

trees growing beside it. To these trees he, like the author 

of the first Psalm, likened the righteous man. The degree of 

relation between Ezekiel and Joel is no greater than that 

which exists between Ezekiel and Jeremiah and slightly less 

than that between Ezekiel and Psalm 1. 21 The nature of the 

relationship in each case is somewhat tangential . It seems 
/ 

more plausible to posit a direct literary· relationship between 

Jeremiah, Ezekiel and Psalm 1. 

Steinmann calls attention to the relationship which ex­

ists between the river of Ezekiel and the rivers of the gar­

den of Eden. Here four rivers flowed among the trees of the 

garden, imparting to it a great fertility, evidenced by lush 

21The only thing in common between Zechariah and Ezekiel 
is that they spealt of water. From the opening phrase of Psalm 
1: 3 (a >.o ·~J!J J.JJ },nu, ~.11:» n•i'l l) Jeremiah deletes •,lJ .!J. Psalm 
1:3 (}\:1' ;tS li1~J.IJ) in Ezekiel is i nverted to 1nS~ }a2• ~$. 
All agree that the trees by the side of the river remain green 
and have fruit. 



D 

J4 

fruit trees and animal life. 22 Perhaps this is best explained 

in the manner proposed by Childs. Beginning ·with several 

definitions of the term 11myth11 he proceeds to show that prim­

itive· peoples lacked forms of expression to develop an ade­

quate sense of chronology and time sequence, and· thus employed 

myth in their cults. The biblical writer, he asserts, "brol<:e," 

"without destroying," the myth, and adapted the mythological 

categories to his own purpose, using them as a witness to his 

understanding of history. One of the mythological categories 

is that of time, of which Childs says, 

It is characteristic of mythical time to conceive of 
primeval time as identical with eschatological time 
(Urzeit: Endzeit). In opposltion to modern historical 
thinking which understands the future as growing out of 
the past but never repeating itself~ the myth envisages 
the future as a return to the past.~J 

A second mythological category investigated by Childs 

is the concept of mythical space. de finds that it has a 

"non-homogeneous character," is a 11 copy of the primeval world 

structure which shares the same sacred reality" and under­

stands 

every sign of similarity in the world of reality as an 
indication of identity in essence. Zion and Jerusalem 
share these qualities; Zion is the copy of the heavenly 
reality, Jerusalem is the navel from which the world is 
nourished and Zion is c~aceived as the copy of the Gar­
den of Eden (cf. Ezek.) 

22steinmann, pp. 229, 2J8. 
23Brevard s. Childs, Myth and Reality in the Old Testa­

·ment (London: SCM Press, Ltd., 1960), pp. 73-82. 

24~ .• pp. 8J-9J. 
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The category of the broken myth seems to afford the best 

tool for grasping the si~nificance of these chapters. If 

this concept is applied to the geography in general and to 

the river in particular, one can conclude that the prophet 

was attempting to set forth a picture of the future in ideal 

or symbolic terms using forms and figures with which his 

readers would be quite .familiar. The picture presented is 

that God once a 0ain dwells a:nongst His people in the land 

which He had promised. Where He is dwelling with His peo­

ple the origi"nal purpose of creation, fellowship between man 

and God, fs fulfilled, and the creation itself becomes a 

paradise. 

The utopian quality extends also to the arrangement of 

the trlbes. The shrine, located at an undesignated point, 

possibly Shechem, is the central focus of the restored land. 

The tribes are arranged in such a manner that they may have 

convenient access to the shrine and that the national rivalry 

· might be dispelled by having. segments of both Israel and Ju­

dah on both sides ·of the shrine. The principles of the first 

thirty-nine chapters of Ezekiel which look forward to the re­

union of the nation are in agreement with this tribal re­

arrangement. 

Ezekiel is seen to be more similar to Jeremiah than to 

the post-exilic prophets, Joel and Zechariah, suggesting that 

a late date for the bool<: of Ezekiel, though possible, is hardly 

necessary. On the other hand, the traditional exilic date be­

comes quite ·probable. 

! 

I 
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The Temple 

The land allocated for the construction of the temple 

of Ezekiel, a tract five hundred cubits square with a fifty 

cubit border (45:2), lay in the midst of the district allotted 

to the priests of the sons of Zadok (45:1-5). This temple, 

described in detail by Ezekiel, has been interpreted in many 

ways. Fairbairn speaks of four basic views: historical­

literal, historical-ideal, Jewish carnal, and Christian spir­

ituai.25 He selects the last-named, suggesting that the 

temple represents 11 a grand complicated symbol of the good God 

had in reserve for His Church, especially under the coming 

dispensation of the Gospel. 1126 Gaebelein notes three modes 

of interpretation: (1) the temple as fulfilled in the return 

of the remnant from Babylon or the ideal of the Jewish state, 

(2) as an imaginary structure, (3) as an allegorical repre­

sentation of the Church. The third mode, in his estimation, 

is the weakest of all. 27 He accepts the literal one "which 

looks upon these chapters as a prophecy yet unfulfilled and 

to be fulfilled when Israel has b~en restored by the Shepherd 

and when His glory is once more manifested in the · midst of 

25Patrick Fairbairn, Ezekiel and the Book of His Prophe­
cy--An Exposition (Edinburgh: T. and T .• Clark, 1855), pp. 
432-435. 

26 4 ~., p. 35. 
27Arno Clemens Gaebelein, The Prophet Ezekiel: An Ana­

lytical ExSosi tion ( New Yorlc: Publication Off ice of "Our 
Hope," 191 ), pp • . 271-273. 
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£Us people. 1128 Unger undertalces a similar analysis and con­

cludes that "Ezekiel's Temple is a literal future sanc~uary 

to be constructed in Palestine as outlined during the M1llen-

1!!m•"29 [sic] Congar believes that the temple was not an 

architectural project but had a prophetic meaning: 

[Ezelciel] foretells the messianic establishment of a 
sphere of purity which will be the place of God's dwell­
ing and transcend the mat~rial existence of Israel and 
the Mosaic institutions.JO 

Beaseley-Murray says, 

The conclusion of Ezekiel's prophecy, therefore, is to 
be regarded as a true prediction of the kingdom of God 
gi veo under the forms with which the prophet 1·1as fam11-
iar. jl · 

· Fuerbringer rejects the idea that it could be literal or 

millennial, affirmin~ that it is ideal-prophetic: 

Wir werden sp!tter sehen, dass diese ganze Schilderung 
des neuen Tempels nicht buchst~blich aufzufassen 1st, · 
nicht auf den zweiten Tempel unter Josua und Serubabel 
geht, auch nicht einen im Millenium zu errichtenden. 
Tempel, wie die Chiliasten schwl!.rmen, sondern eine 
grosse wunderbare Weissagung in allegorischer Form auf 
den neutestamentlichen Tempel 1st, die eine heilige 
christliche Kirche, die a.us der Zeit in die Ewigkeit 
Ubergeht.32 

There is no need to enumerate additional views regarding 

28 1.219:., p. 273. 
29Merrill F. Unger, "The Temple Vision of Ezelciel, 11 Bib­

liotheca Sacra, CV (October-December 1948), 42J. 

30 6 Congar, p. 9. 

31G. R. Beaseley-Murray, New Bible Commentarf, edited by 
Francis Davidson, A. M. Stibbs, and E. F. KevanFirst edition; 
Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1953), p. 664. 

32Ludwig Ernest Fuerbringer, "Kleine Uesek1elstudien," .£2!1-
cordia Theological I1onthly, VIII ( January-June 19 37) , 91. · 
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the temple of Ezekiel before determining its form and rela­

tion to the historical temples of Solomon, Zerubbabel and 

Herod. · 

The description of the temple of Ezekiel begins with 

chapter 40:5 in which the prophet introduces the reader to a 

wall surrounding the bait. This word has been studied, to­

gether with the word miqdash, by Bartmuth Gese, who concludes 

that for a proper understanding of chapters 40-48 it is es­

sential for one to distinguish carefully between the temple 

proper and the total temple complex. In 40-42, he observes, 

the word~ is used to identify both structures. Later 

there appears to be a tendency to use migdash to define the 

total complex and~ to refer to the temple building it­

self.33 

A massive wall about nine feet high and nine feet thick 

surrounds the total complex.34 The wall is pierced by three 

gates, one on each side, east, north and ;outh.35 Each gate 

33Gese, pp. 126-127. 

J.i. J Ezek. 40:S speaks of the wall being one reed high and 
one reed thick. The reed is defined as six long cubits, ca. 
eighteen to twenty-one inches. Cf. Coolrn' s discussion of the 
cubit: George Albert Cooke, A Critical and Exegetical Comment­
ary on the Book of Ezekiel in International Critical Comment- · 
ary (Edinburgh: T. and '.i.1. Clark, 1951), pp. 430-431. (Here­
after referred to as ICC.) . 

3SThe gates have been discussed by Carl Gordon Howie,~ 
Date and Composition of gzelciel ( Philadelphia: Society of 
Biblical Literature, 1950), pp. 4J-46, and 11The East Gate of 
Ezekiel's Temple Enclosure and the Solomonic Gateway of Iiiegid­
do,11 Bulletin of the American Schools for Oriental Research, 
CXVII (19SO), 13-19. LHereafter referred to as BASOR! Cf. 
also the diagrams 1n Coolce, ICC, Figures I-III. 
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comprises a rather substantial building with a set of seven 

steps or stairs which lead to the outer court. Assuming a 

comfortable step nine inches in height, the outer court is 

about five feet three inches higher than the land surro~nd­

ing the temple complex. The mass of earth enclosed by these 

·walls could require a retaining wall, but scarcely one nine 

feet thick.36 It may have been prompted by a concern for 

symmetry or to symbolize the barrier between the holy and the 

profane. 

Assuming the five-foot elevation of the outer court 

above the surrounding ground, the height from the outer court 

to the top of the outer wall is a scant four feet. Thirty 

chambers are located, possibly in banks of five, on the east, 

north and south sides of the wall, facing the lower pavement 

of the outer court. In the corners or· the outer court are 

large kitchens where the Levites prepare the peace offerings 

for the people. 

·Eight steps lead from the outer court to the gates join­

ing it to the inner court. These gate structures are identi­

cal to those that breached the wall between the outside and 

the outer court;. It is strange, however, that no mention is 

given of a wall separating the inner from the outer court. 

J6Pfarrer G. Richter, Der Ezechielische Tempel (GUters­
loh: c. Bertelsmann, 1912), p. 23, suggests that the retain­
ing wall was necessary to hold the weight of the earth be­
hind it. Yet the inner court is eight steps higher than the 
·outer court, and there is no mention of a supporting or re­
taining wall there. Great stress is laid, however, on the 
gates which join the courts. 
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One could conceive of · the inner court being only a terrace 

considerably higher than the outer court, but then the gate 

houses become rather meaningless symbols. 

Allusions are made to certain structures within the 

temple complex which are accessible from the inner court 

(42:1-4):12). These references are so vague that it is 

necessary to confess with' Procksch, 

nur dass bci der architelctonischen Anordnung besonders 
in Kap. 42:lff, L1-6:19ff. manches dunkel bleibt, 
zumal der Text oft verderbt 1~t. und sich unbedeutende 
Zus!t.tze wie 40: J8-4-4 f inden. YI 

Within the inner court to the west of the altar of burnt 

offering, the temple proper stands on a platform six cubits, 

or about nine feet, high, scaled by ten steps. 

On either side of the door that confronted the priest mount­

ing the steps stand t~e massive pillars. It is generally 

agreed that they were free-standing, lofty cressets, but it 

is rather uncertain what they symbolized.~8 Albright sug­

gests three p0ssibilities. They may have a cosmic, dynastic, 

or an historical s1gnificance.J9 Scott proposes that the 

names of Jachin and Boaz were actually the first two words of 

inscriptions on the pillars and suggests the probable nature 

J7Procksch, p. 100. 

38aerbert Gordon I11ay, "The Two Pillars Before the Temple 
of Solomon, 11 BASOR, LXXXVIII (1942), 19. 

39william Foxwell Albright, .Archeology and the Religion 
of Israel (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Press, 1942), p. 148. 
By cosmic he means 11 the reflection of the columns between 
which the sun .rose each morning11 ; by dynastic, 11 endurance, 
continuityn; by historical, 11 to commemorate the pillar of 
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40 of the inscription. In the ancient ceremonial the king 

stood by these pillars to make his covenant to serve Yahweh 

(2 Kings 2J:J).41 

Behind the lofty pillars are the doors leading into the 

temple proper. The nine-t'oot thick walls of this structure 

suggest a fort. 42 Within are three rather large rooms. The 

first is a p6rch or vestibule or narthex. Adjacent the porch 

is the holy place, and beyond it, the Most Holy place. The 

latter room ·was a perfect cube, twenty cubits in each dimen­

sion. 43 The nave, or holy place, was twenty by forty cubits, 

and the vestibule, twelve by twenty cubits. The nave, the 

Most Holy place and the vestibule were panelled and adorned 

with alternating carved palm trees and two-faced cherubim. 

cloud which accompanied the Israelites by day and the pillar 
of fire •••• " 

40R. B. Y. Scott, "The Pillars Jachin and Boaz, 11 JBL, 
LVIII (1939), 148: "On the south pillar - Yalcin (Yahweh) 
lcisse Dawid umamlalcto lezavo ad olam - He (Yahweh) will es­
tablish the throne of David.and his kingdom to his seed for­
ever. On the north pillar - beoz Yahweh yismah melek - In 
the strength of Yahweh shall the lcing rejoice. Or another, 
possible inscription could be translated, 1 By thy strength, 
O Yahweh, thou didst divide the sea, thou didst crush the 
heads of dragons upon the waters. 111 For 0th.er proposals, 
cf. Andre Parrot, The Temple of Jerusalem, translated by 
B. E. Hooke (London: s C N Press, 1957), pp. 27-28. 

~1steinmann, p. 218. 

42William Foxwell Albright and George Ernest Wright, 
"Comments on Professor Garber 1 s Article," JBL, LXXVII (1958), 
130. 

4Jit may have been elevated above the nave: cf. Parrot, 
p. 54. There is no mention of any furniture in this room of 
Ezekiel's temple. Presumably the ark was destroyed in 586 
B. C. 
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A small table or altar stood within the nave before the door 
41+ that led to the Most Holy place. 

Ninety side chambers, arranged in three stories with . 

thirty cells per story, surround the main temple building 

on the north, west and south sides. Hright and Albright sug­

gest that access to these cells was through doors opening to" 

the platform on which the temple itself was mounted.45 Ac­

cess to the upper stories ,,,as from the cells below. One 

possible reconstruction of the central structure may be seen 

in the Westminster Historical Atlas. 46 

Many scholars are convinced that Ezekiel's temple re­

produces the basic forms of the temple of Solomon. 47 While 

Procksch agrees with this position in principle, he feels it 

necessary to admit the fact that the courts in Ezeli::iel's 

description are innovations from those in the Solomonic 

41-~Berry, "Authorship," JBL, p. 22, suggests that this 
probably was the incense altar. There is no mention by Ezekiel 
of any other furniture in the nave. 

45They reject the proposal that the access to these cells 
was from within the temple proper. 'I'ha t idea rests on the 
assumption that the cells were intended as storage vaults 
for temple treasures and demands that the access be made 
through the very thick ,;mlls. (Albright and Wright, p. 131) 
They also suggest that the upper stories rest on offsets in 
the main wall. Gese, p. 18~, disagrees. 

·L"6westminster Historical Atlas, edited by George Ernest 
Wright and Floyd v. F'ilson (Revised edition; Philadelphia: 
The Westminster Press, 1956), p. 48. The picture here is 
of the Solomonic temple, but the authors of l!l!! (as it is 
hereafter referred to) believe that Ezekiel described 
Solomon's. 

47Albright, p. 151; Howie, Date and Composition, pp. 43-
46; Procksch, p. 100. 
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temple. l.J·S mnscher is convinced that chapters 40-41 are 

from the hand of a redactor who presents, not the plan of 

Solomon's temple, but that of Zerubbabel which had already 

been built. He then goes on to note that a simple copy of 

an existing temple would be unnecessary: hence the redactor 

presented a picture of the ideal temple but based it gener­

ally on the plan of Zerubbabel. 49 Berry adopts a similar 

position, noting, however, that the temple of Solomon had 

!'actually only one court, while the temple here has two. In 

the Old Testament itself there is no account of the courts in 

Zerubbabel I s temple, in the Naccabean period there ·were two, 

1 Nace. L~: 38, L1,8, etc·. 11 5° Nessel answers this objection in 

his criticism of Htllscher: 

Erstens warder Vorhof des Salomonischen Tempels von dem 
11 grossen· Vorhof 11 (1 Ktln 7,9), der K~nigspalast und Tem­
pel umf asste, umschlossen: der eigentliche Tempelhof 
heiszt deshalb 1 K~n 6,36 der 11 innere Vorhof. 11 Zweitens 
setzt der Text von Ez Sf an zwei unangreifbaren Stellen 
(8,16. 9,7) das Vorhandensein von z,·rei Vorhtlfen voraus. 
In· 8,16 will mnscher (s. 71) nenimit streichen, kann 
aber keinen anderen Grund angeben als dass Ezechiel ja 
den Salomonischen Tempel, der nur einen Hof hatte, be­
schreibe • .51 

48Procksch, p. 100. 
49Htllscher, pp. · 31-32. Joachim Jeremias, Hesekiel Tempel 

und Serubbabel Tem1el (Zeitschrift fuer Alttestamentliche 
Wissenschaft, 1934· , p. 112, in· contrast, feels, "Die Uberein­
stimmungen zwischen dem Tempelenti,ru.rf Hesekiel und dem Weubau 
des Tempels nach dem Exil sind so weitgehende, dass alle 
Hahrsheinlichkeit daftlr spricht, dass der Neubau auf Grund 
des Entwurfs, [Ezelr. 4.J:11], errichtet worden ist. 11 

5°Berry, pp. 32-JJ. 

51Nils Messel, Ezeldelfragen (Oslo: Jacob Dybwad, 1945), 
p. 127. 



Chary also points out that the great court was soon sub­

divided to provide a second court (1 Kings 7:12; 2 Kings 

21:5; 2 Chronicles 20:5).52 

The worship structures called by the names of Solomon, 

Ezekiel, Zerubbabel and Herod, as well as the tabernacle of 

P, have as common features an inner court with an altar of 

burnt offering , a Holy Place with an incense altar, and a 

i1ost Holy place. Solomon's temple is unique in having ten 

lavers and ten candlesticks. The ark of the covenant which 

occupied the Most Holy place in the tabernacle and Solomon's 

temple is replaced by a simple f lat stone in the temple of 

Zerubbabel. In Herod's temple the Holy of · Holies was com­

pletely empty. Ezekiel is silent regarding the ark and the 

cherubim. His temple is unique also in its mention of the 

enigmatic longer and shorter chambers comprising a building 

lying to the north and the south of the . temple proper ( Ezekiel 

42:1-12), in the special chambers for the priests (42:13-14; 

40:44-46), and in the eight tables for slaughter (40:J8-4J). 

The building facing the temple yard on the west side (41:12) 

se'ems to have its equal in the temple of Solomon, but regard­

ing its function one can only conjecture. 

The preceding review indicates that the author present~d 

much detail in regard to the construction of the temple. One 

could, therefore, suspect that any omissions were deliberate; 

· 52Theophane Chary, f&§... Pro}he"tes et Le CUlte a Partir De 
L•exil (Tournai: Desclee, 1955, p. 9. er. also Ezek. 8:16, 
9:7. 
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on the other hand, some of the omissions leave the reader 

perplexed regarding both form and function of seemingly im­

portant features of the temple, such as the nature of the · 

barrier between the inner and the outer courts, the purpose 

of the chambers to the north, west and south of the main 

temple building, and the ark itself.53 

i!.:zekiel's temple shares the common features of the tab­

ernacle and the temples of Solomon and Zerubbabel. If the 

sketch of Ezekiel was intended, as Berry and H~lscher believe, 

to be a guide for the renovation of an existing building in 

a state of disrepair, the most probable dates are either the 

exilic age or the late pre-Haccabean era. The latter date, 

favored by Berry and H~lscher, would malce at least this por­

tion of the boolc pseudepigraphic. Since this stigma never 

attached to the book, and if it had, it is doubtful that the 

book could have found acceptance in the canon in view of its 
,, 

/ 

divergence from the Pentateuch, we must conclude with Anderson 

that the late dates for the book are inherently improbable. 

The position of Ezelciel' s temple; as 1 t lies in the midst 

of ·the holy tract ass"igned to the Zadoki te priesthood surrounded 

by a holy border within the ideal land arrangement, seems to 

carry out this theme. Its structural design, with the great 

53Ezek1el, s failure to mention the arlc may be due to its 
disappearance shortly before the fall of Jerusalem (cf. 2 Mac­
cabees 2:1-8 for one tradition) or to an acceptance of Jeremi­
ah's thesis (Jer. J:16-17) that in the latter days there would 
be no ark nor even a remembrance of it. Cf. R •. Brinker, The 
Influence of Sanctuaries in Earl Israel (Manchester: Manches-
ter University Press, 19 , pp. 50, 5, · 



emphasis on symmetry and profound concern for the d1st1nct1on 

between the holy and the profane is also compatible with the 

view that it is an ideal. 

The Altar 

One can conceive of worship existing amongst the Israel­

ites without the ark or the tabernacle or temple, but not 

without an altar.54 The probable appearance of the altar of 

Solomon has been illustrated by Stevens, following suggestions 

by Albright and Wri3ht.55 These men suggest that 11 the only 

detailed description we have to l·rork from [ in reconstructing 

Solomon's altar] is Ezek. !1,J:lJ-17. 11 56 They aclmowledge, how­

ever, that 

It is, of course, possible that the Ezekiel passage on 
the altar is describing ••• the altar of Ahaz, copied 
from the one which that king saw in Damascus (II Kings 
16:10-16). It seems questionable, however, whether the 
latter structure would have survived the reforms of 
Hezekiah and Josiah • .57 

Procksch concludes, as does Albright, that the altar of 

Ezekiel was identical in size with that of Solomon • .58 Parrot 

54cf. Procksch, p. 122. All feasts and sacrifices had 
some connection with the altar, but the arl{, for example, 
played a role only on the Day of Atonement. Cf. Douglas, 
p. 366. 

5.5wHA, p. 49; George Ernest Wright, "The Stevens' Re-
construction of the Bolomonic Temple," 12!, XVIII (195.5), 43 • 

.56Albright and Wright,~. p. lJO; Cf. Procksch, p. 102. 

57Albright and Wright, p. 130 • 

.58Procksch, pp. 102-106. Cf. Albright, "The Babylonian 
Temple-Tower and the Altar of Burnt Offering,"~. XXXIX 



observes that both Ezekiel's and Solomon's altars were of 

such design that the officiating priest had to ascend it by 

steps, clearly in opposition to the description of the Book 

of the Covenant (Exodus 20:26).59 Herod's altar, on the 

other hand, was constructed with a ramp, not steps, on the 

south side for the priest to ascend. 60 

An involved ritual of atonement (4J:18-26) to consecrate 

the altar to the worship of Yahweh preceded its use. A bull 

( , 1-;,:1 ·1~ ·Hr) was to be slaughtered as a sin-offering (t\~~n) 

the day the altar was erected (L~J:18-19). The blood of this 

animal was to be smeared on the horns of the altar, the four 

corners of the ledge and on the rim around the altar; in this 

way the altar would be cleansed and atoned (1nl\'l!l::>l U'\1~ nx~"') 

(liJ:20). The carcass of the bull was to be burned in the 

"'11)!) l> of the rt:,. , that is, outside the UIT(JD ( 4J: 21). 61 During 

each of the next seven days a goat was to be treated in the 

(1920), 139-140. However, Berry, "Authorship," JBL, p. 22, 
thinks the altars of Second Ezekiel "do not correspond entirely 
to any known in history." 

· 59Although the Book of the Covenant is generally assigned 
an earlier date than any given to the bool<: of Ezekiel, the 
prophet appears quite willing to disregard its injunction 
against the use of steps; h~ shows a similar independence of 
tradition regarding the temple. Whether the prototype of 
Ezekiel's altar was that of Solomon or Ahaz or partially of 
both may be left unanswered. 

6 . 0Parrot, pp. 43, 91. 

61Gese ( Supra, p. JO) has shown that flrri'» refers to the 
whole structure, A'3 to the house in the midst of the inner 
court. It is rather clear then, that the carc~ss of the bull 
is burned in what might be called an incinerator or cremator­
ium and not on the altar itself. The'1,1'.!1.DWas outside the 
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same manner as a sin-offerine c~~~n) (4J:22, 25) and both a 

bull and a ram were to be sprinkled 1·1i th salt and offered 
62 (4J:2J, 25). Upon completion of these days, the routine 

sacrifices of burnt offerings ( n .$.Jl) and peace-offerings (a ~tV ·) 

could begin and be acceptable to Yahweh (43:27). 

Summary 

The foregoing discussion has served to indicate that 

chapters 40-1.J.8 of the book of Ezelciel are united in two ways. 

There is first the unity of several themes which converge on 

the central idea, that of the purified worship of God by His 

redeemed people in an ideal or restored land. This aspect . 

of the unity of the last nine chapters has never been seri-

ously questioned. 

A second way, which has not yet figured importantly in' 

the discussions of 40-48, is Child's concept of the broken 

myth. This literary category, already seen in relation to 

the geography of Ezekiel, appears to apply more broadly to 

I 

the temple and altar as well, and imparts to chapters 40-42 

and 47-48 a new dimension of unity. It will be recalled that 

Ezekiel's temple (Ezekiel 40:4; I.J.J:11) was constructed accord-

ing to a divinely revealed pattern; thus in some sense, the 

structure appears as a copy of the heavenly which has been 

w.,1-,o; the al tar was within the court of the "'" ,.,». Cf. also, 
Gese, p. 309. 

62The manner of offering the bull and the ram on the 
second through the eighth day is not specified. 
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recast as an ideal and projected to the future. 

The prophet has shown great concern for detail in his 

composition. One may conclude, therefore, that any omissions 

are deliberate. Further, he has demonstrated independence 

in his use of traditions, such as those imbedded in the JE 

source, the Book of the Covenant. Such independence suggests 

that the Torah, whether it existed in written or oral form, 

was not considered authoritative or binding in detail at 

the time of the prophet Ezekiel. Hence, we may conclude 

that any ·deviations from the cultic provisions of the Torah 

which appeared in any stage of Israel's history may not be 

used to prove a late date for the Torah as a composition, 

but may be used to reinforce the thesis that the Torah was 

not considered as absolutely authoritative until tne pos~­

exilic era. 



CHAPTER IV 

AUTHORSHIP AND AUTHENTICITY 

Contemporary Views 

The last nine chapters of the book of Ezekiel, present­

ing an account of a vision of a restored temple within a 

re·stored land, are easily distinguished from the preceding 

sections of the book. A closer study of these chapters leads 

many to the conclusion that they are not all "visionary," but, 

at least in part, "legislative." This fact, among others, 

has led certain scholars to reject the authenticity of 40-48 

in its entirety. 
\ . 

Irwin, for example, is convinced that there is "nothing 1 

' whatever in these nine chapters that reveals even a slight 

relationship with the genuine work of Ezekiel."1 Helscher 

assigns the entire section to a series or· ~ditors. 2 Accord­

ing to Herntrich, the doubts that arise regarding the authen­

ticity of the last nine chapters from a study of the literary 

style are strengthened by a comparison of their content with 

those which precede.3 The authenticity of these chapters is 

1william A. Irwin, The Problem of Ezekiel--An Inductive 
Study (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1943), p. 258. 

2Gustav mnscher,· Heselciel, Der Dieter und Das Buch 
( Giessen: Alfred A.· Tepelmann, 1924), p. 208. Nevertheless 
he proceeds to analyze the section to distinguish between the , 
original visionary material and the still later. supplements. 

3volkmar ·Herntrich, Ezechielprobleme (Giessen: Alfred A. 
T~pelmann, 193:3"), PP• 119-121. 

. ' 
f 
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rejected also by Knight who thinks that the portrait of the 

prophet as the author of both sections is quite unbelievable.4 

The problem of. the Sacred Calendar is raised as an issue by. 

Sandmel who contends that its adoption requ_ires a period 

later than the period of the exile.5 On the other hand, he 

feels that these ·chapters are quite consistent with the view­

point of Ezekiel. 6 Messel believes the whole book to be a 

composition of editors of a post-exilic prophet Ezekiel who 

worked in Palestine among the exiles after his return from 
I 

Babylon.7 Berry assigns chapters 40-48 to a "second Ezekiel," 

contending that there are great differences between first 

and second Ezekiel in vocabulary and viewpoint. The first 

Ezekiel is prophetic; the second has a priestly view of the 

messianic hope and shows familiarity with portions of the 

post-ex1lic priestly code which was in use but not yet in 

written form. 8 
.,,. 

The essential integrity of the section is defended by 

Hylmo. He contends that the author was a Zadokite priest 

. 4Harold Knight, "The Personality of Ezekiel--Priest or 
Prophet?" Expository Times, Lµ (1947-48), pp. 9-10. 

Ssolomon Sandmel, The Hebrew Seri tures: An Introduction 
to Their Literature and Religious Ideas New York: Alfred A. 
Knopf, 1963), p. 165. 

6 ~-, p. 166. 

7Nils Messel, Ezekielfragen (Oslo: Jacob Dybwad, 194S), 
pp. 21-25. 

8George Ricker Berry, "The Authorship of Ezekiel 40-48, 11 

Journal of Biblical .Literature, XXXIV (1915), pp. 17, 36. 
(Hereafter known as~) 

l· 

\ 
I 
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who had officiated in the temple of Jerusalem prior to going 

to Babylon. Only in this way can one account for his love of 

the temple and his minute knowledge of the priestly ritua1.9 

Except for "relatively unimportant glosses and repetitions 

for added emphasis," the entire book of Ezekiel is from one 

author, according t? S~ith.10 The psychological problem in­

herent in assigning chapters 40-48 to the author of the pre­

vious part of the book is recognized by Lofthouse. He does 

not, however, consider this problem insuperable and points 

out that these chapters do not demand an entirely different 

environment, since Ezekiel's interest "as a priest, in rit­

ual, is shown in many small, but by no means insignificant, 

references in his earlier work. 1111 Conversely, he holds that 

it is.! priori "not impossible that a priest should be able 
12 to give expression to prophetic ideals." MacKay, arguing 

from tradition and from the points of similarity between the 
.-

first and second parts of the · book, contends that chapters 

40-48 are from the prophet himself. 13 

1 9Gunnar Efraim Hylmo,. Gamla Testamentets Litteratur­
historia (Lund: G. W. K. Gleerups Forlag, 1938), p. 263. 

10touise Pettibone Smith, "The Ea.gle(s) of Ezekiel 17," 
~. LVIII (1939), 50. 

11w. F. Lofthouse, Israel after the Exile, Vol. IV in 
the Clarendon Bible, edited by Bishop Wild and Canon G. H. 
Box {Oxford: at the Clarendon Press, 1928), p. 68. 

12,!lli. 

,' 

13eameron MacKay, . "The Integrity of Ezekiel .40-48," Evan­
gelical Quarterly, XXXII (January-March 1960), pp. 15-24:---

I 

. I 

I 
I 
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·1 

I 
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Mediating positions have been held by a number of 

scholars, who attribute to the prophet the basic part of chap­

ters 40-48, but also allow for revisions made either by edi­

tors or by oral tradition or both. 14 Bewe~ observes that 

there is "increasing confidence that at least a nucleus of 

the material comes from the prophet's pen. The introduction 

40:1-4 can hardly be discounted and demands this kind of con­

tinuation.1115 Eissfeldt ·agrees that "there are no really de­

cisive arguments against the reliability of the tradition which 

finds expression in many passages in the book, particularly in 

regard to dating. 1116 On the other hand, he, like mnscher, 

finds a considerable number of passages in 40-48 "which in 

form or content contradict the purpose set out in the intro­

duction in xl 1-41117 and even insists that, in large measure, 1 

chapters 40-48, although expanded secondarily, are made ne­

cessary by the largely negative content of chapter 20.18 

14cr. John Patterson, The Goodly FellowshiT of the Pro­
phets (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1948, pp. 173-175: 
John Bright, A History of Israel (Philadelphia: The Westmin­
ster Press, 1959), p. J19: Bernard W. Anderson, Understand­
ing the Old Testament (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 
1957), p. 374. 

15Julius August Bewer, The Literature of the Old Testa­
ment, revised by Emil G. Kraeling (Third edition: New York: 
c'oiumbia University Press, 1962), p. 194, n. 7. 

16otto Eissfeldt, The Old Testament. An Introduction. The 
History of the Formation of the Old Testament (New York: Har­
per and Row, Publishers, 1965), p. 372. 

· 17Ibid., p. 379. Holscher, p. 191, finds a second intro­
duction"Iii 44:5. 

18E1ssfeldt, p. 376. 

. r 
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Lindblom believes that the solution of the problem of Ezekiel 

40-48 lies in the assumption that it represents partly an 

oral and partl~ a scribal transmission of the text. 19 The 

content of these chapters represents literary visions20 or 

fictitious visions. 21 His thesis is "that the prophet ••• 

saw the future city and the future temple in their general 

contours in an ecstatic vision. 1122 He continues, 

After the passing of the ecstatic rapture the prophet 
worked out all the details contained in the nine chap­
ters, giving to all that emerged in his imagination and 
reflection the form of a long series of visionary ex­
periences 11nlted to the basic ecstatic visions. Nost 
of the "visions" in Ezek. xl-xlvii~~are consequently to 
be classified as literary visions. ~ 

While "many disparate ·and even secondary elements are dis­

cernible,1123 he fe~ls 

There are no good grounds for denying that. the main sub- 1 

stance may be attributed to Ezekiel •••• --Yt-rs-highly 
probable that the original revelation was written down by 
the prophet himself or by a scribe (cf. xliii. II). Ac­
cordingly xl-xlviii is not a •collection• ln the proper 
sense, but was used as a written document by the collect­
or of Ezekiel's revelations and incorporated into his 
work as a fitting conclusion of it.24 

19Johannes Lindblom, Prophecy in Ancient Israel (Phila­
delphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1962), p. 26J. Hartmut Gese, ~ 
Verfassu sentwurf des Ezekiel Ka. 40-48 (Tubingen: J. c. B. 
Mohr, 1957, p. J, bypasses the question of oral tradition as 
not relevant. 

20L1ndblom, 

21~., .P• 

p. 147. 

137. 

22~ •• p. 147. 

2Jib1d., P• 264. 

241,lli. 

.... . . 

.J 
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Gese contends that a traditionsgeschictliche study of 

Ezekiel 40-48 reveals that the section is composed of dis­

parate sections which were pressed into a strong literary 

scheme either by the original author or a later hand. 25 He 

also believes that the material, supplementing the temple · 

sketch of chapters 40-42, now found in chapters 43-48, shows 

that the first three chapters were a closed literary unit 

while the last six were in the process of being compiled. 26 

Procksch acknowledges the existence of several themes 

within the last nine chapters but holds that much genuine 

material has been transposed to false locations. 27 He also 

asserts that such a transposition doe~ not determine the ques­

tion of authenticity. 28 He identifies as genuine the follow-

ing passages: 40-42; 43:13-17; 45:l-8a,17a; 4J:l-8,12; 

44:l-3,4f; 4J:18ff; 45:18ff: 46:1-3,8-10,12; 46:21-24; 47: 

1-12. 29 Within these sections he finds secondary material in 
.,,. 

I 

40:J8-44,30 and 4J:7a,b,8b. He goes on to suggest that although 

misplaced, 4J:9-11; 44:6-Jl: 45:8b,9-16,17b: 46:4-7,ll,1Jff,19ff 

: 25Gese, p. 2. 

26 Ibid., p. 109. 
27n. o. Procksch, 11Fuerst und Priester be1 Hesekiel," 

Zeitschrift fdr Die at Wissenschaft, LVIII (1941), 102: 11 denn 
gerade 1m Schlussteil des Heselcielbuches {Kap. 40-48) 1st 
manches echte Gut an falscher Stelle Uberliefert. 11 

28rb1d. "Doch 1st da.mit seine Echtheit nioht anzuzweifeln." 

29~ •• p. 114. 

3ol!?.!.4 •• p. 100. 



bear the impression of the spirit of Ezekiel's style, speech 

and thought, and must be assigned to his time.31 

Within the book of Ezekiel, Georg Fohrer identifies J41 

glosses in the genuine worlt of Ezekiel and _twenty-three in 

secondary sections of the book.32 Only those glosses which 

have been identified by three or more exegetes are listed; 

all others are dismissed from his study.33 It is important, 

he contends, to remove such additions i~ order to regain the 

original text which alone can give a clear picture of the Old 

Testament faith. The supplementary materials can only supply 

31 4 Ibid., p. 11. 

_32Georg Fohrer, Die Hauptprobleme des Buches Ezekiel 
(Berlin: Alfred A. T~pelmann, 1952), pp. 99-100. His listing 
of the major secondary glosses is as follows: 40:6bb,8b,9aab, ., 
12,13b,14,18,28bb,29b,30,32bb,J3b,36b,J8-4J,46bb; 41:6aa, 
15b-26; 42:2,6ab,1Jabba,14b; 43:8,10-27; 44:J,7b,8a,ll,12ab, 
15b,16,18,19b,26,30-31; 45:lb-2,10-12,14ab,15abb,17b,18-25; 
46:1-24; 47:9bb-ll,12b,14,21-23: 48:1-35. Herbert G. May, 
11 The Book of Ezelciel, 11 The Interpreter's Bible, VI (New York: 
Abingdon Press, 1956}, 314, assigns 45:1-25: 46:1-18; and 
48:8-22 to an editor. 

33Georg Fohrer, "Die Glossen im Buche Ezechie~," Zeit­
schrift fUr alttestamentlichen Wissenschaft, LXIII (1951), 
39-44, classifies the minor glosses as repeated, clarifying, 
expansive, transforming, editorial or obscure glosses: 
40:li'JOlUi 40:2 a:,1''.:Z:t; 40:6~n,-n~l; 40:8-9,~u,)1-na.:zifo; 
40: 10 Q''1l~i1 'J"1 i; 40: 28 D,., '1 ,1; 42: l 7-,"' i1; 42 :4 fl'z:,•:, !1 ii J,X; 
42:5 I a.12; 4~:6 rn(,7D; 42:14 ,'7J• 1'n,1-,,:J t; 44:5 iU ,., '; 
44:7•,p2 -ax.; 44:8a (all); 44:10'.Jlll'>~JI; 44:12,18 1,.:wll 
Oll)I; 44:1911J1!6'n·;, J,l<; 44:271//"lj'~,'7-JX; 45:l l'Jlt!; 
45:2 (all): 45:4ull, .. ; 45:10-127•n},~,l-nj-o; 45: 4,r:,n-,u,JI; 
1»11111 n.:arr; 45 :17b (all); 47 :6 » J 2111'1 ; 47: 7 ».:,:a• IP .:z; 
47:9~nl;r-•nt: 47:13d~:in '7"DI•. Julius Lewy, 11The 
Biblical Institution of Deror fn the Light of Akkadian Docu­
ments," Eretz Israel, V (1958), 21-31, has confirmed the 
1iantiquity of Lev. 25:lOff and the authenticity of Jer. 
34:8ff and Ez, 46:17." (Abstracted in Religious and Theological 
.Abstracts, IV (1961), Abstract 573, 

' 
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information rega~d1ng the faith of their t1mes.J4 Very ob-

Ject1ve rules must be applied in such a critical analysis . 

lest the method be rejected or replaced with a theory of oral 

tradition.JS 

The Relation Between 1-39 and 40-48 

Since a comparison between these sections of the book of 

Ezekiel with regard to style and content has led certain scho­

lars to deny the closing chapter to the prophet of the exile, 

it may be well to review the nature of their observations. 

H6lscher and Irwin, as previously noted,36 contend that 

the prophet was a poet. This hypothesis forces them to deny 

the closing chapters to the prophet Ezekiel. HGlscher•s 

second thesis, also an unproven assumption, that the prophet 

was exclusively a prophet of doom, leads him to the same con­

clusion regarding the closing chapters of Ezekiel as did his 

first thesis.37 / 

I 

George Ricker Berry believes that chapters 40-48 do not 

display the mark of the author of 1-39·.JS Part of his evi­

dence is linguistic and has not always been subjected to care-

ful analysis in the 11 terature. He notes that a·~~,'<, a•p' !JX, 

J4Fohrer, "Die Glossen," Zeitschrift, p. JJ. 

J5Ib1d., pp. J4-JS. 

36supra, pp. 10-15. 

37supra, p. 10. 

J8Berry, 1tAuthorship," lfil:!, pp • . 17-40. 
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IP~cP and the plural formn !:S,1', are found in chapters 1-39 and 

not in 40-48. The wo~d ·~·~•is generally used in the doubled 

_form in 40-42, but is usually found without reduplication in 

the rest of the book. The word for porch,~>·~. occurs only 

in 40-41 while the word aJ,xis found in all parts of the book. 

He further emphasizes that 

the Hebrew has three principal words for linen, n Ill !J, 
usually in plural q •n w!>, ., .1, and ttiei. As descriptive of 
the sacred garments of the priests, second-Ezekiel uses 
0'11v,.o, 44 17-18. P, for the sa."lle purpose, uses ,::aand, 
less often, 111t11, but .never ll't\ 'lll!J. In Ex. 28 42, already 
referred to as parallel to Ez. 44 17-18, the word is '1.2. 
First-Ezekiel never employs t1 'l\"'!J; in connection with 
the youf16 man seen in vision as the agent of revelation, 
[Ez. 9:2,J,ll; 10:2,6,7], it uses the word ,:a.39 

In answer to these observations, it should be noted that 

the word IP xw is used only three times in the entire Old Test­

ament {Ezelciel 16:57; 28:24.; 28:26). The absence of this term' 

from 40-48 is a rather tenuous basis for a conclusion.a•p•9~, 

ctai.:, andt\r»i1< are used only in passages which speak of 
/ 

divine action upon the land or its topographical features in 

judgment or restoration. A merely statistical analysis of 

word usage hardly suffices to prove anything. One must ask 

why' a ~iven word is used. These three words are not called 

for in the contexts of chapters 40-48 and there is no reason 

for the author of 40-48 to employ them. 

·Furthermore, J. E. ~eari has ~ade a · study of Berry's 

evidence for multiple authorship, based .on the single and 

the doubled :i•:1 » as well as his observations regarding the 

J?Ibid., p. 27b. - ..,, ... 

,, 

j 

• i 
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peculiar use of the preposition • .,. He observes that Berry• _s· 

position is "weakened perceptibly by a study which indicates 

these peculiarities are due to textual corruption.1140 

A_c_cording to Berry, chapters 34-37 pr~sent a prophetic 

and 40-48, a priestly idea1.41 An equally significant differ­

ence is seen in the picture of the prince. Berry believes 

that 1n the prophetic section of the book he . is depicted as 

a world leader, while in the priestly chapters he is reduced 

to a mere shadow of such a personage.42 Regarding this prob­

lem of the prince, Harford has noted that "it is a curious 

fact that there has been some deliberate alteration of the 
· 43 titles 'king' and •prince' either .in MT or in LXX. 11 He 

goes on to note that in the book of Ezekiel the term~ is 

used thirty-seven times; eight times in reference to foreign / 

rulers, four times of the kings of Judah, five times of the 

prince of Israel (where Israel is used in the sense of Judah), 

twice to refer to the Messianic son of David, and eighteen 

times in chapters 4o-4a. 44 Once again Berry's conclusions 

outrun the evidence. 

4oJ. E. Dean, "The Date of Ezekiel XL-XLIII, 11 American 
Journal of Semitic Language and Literature, XLIII (1926-27), 
233. 

41Berry, "Authorship," .:rn1, p. 17. 

zt.2Ibid., pp. 17-18. 
4JJohn Battersby Harford, Studies in the Boole of Ezelciel 

(Cambridge: at the University Press, 1935), p. 65. 
44Ib1d. 
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The fact that certain oft-repeated phrases characteristic 

of the book of Ezekiel, such as, 11 the hand of the LORD was 

upon me, 11 · 11 the Word of the LORD came to me, " 11 ka bod Yahweh, " 

and "you shall know that I am the LORD," are Used either chiefly 

or exclusively in the first thirty-nine chapters of the book 
' could also suggest a possible multiple authorship. This evi-

dence seems quite impressive, but upon closer examination 

proves inconclusive • . 

The phrase, "the hand of the LORD was upon me," is used 

s1x times in the book .(1:,; 3:14; 3:22; 8:1; 37:1; 40:1). In 

each case it serves to introduce a vision. The final nine 

chapters have the form of a single grand vision and therefore 

require the use of this phrase only once as an introductory 

statement. 

"You shall lmow that I am the LORD" is used repeatedly 

in the first thirty-nine chapters to indicate the result that 

will be forthcoming from the acts of God in history. No such 

acts are mentioned in the closing nine chapters, and there is 

no need for the phrase. 

· "The Word of the LORD came to me," says the prophet in 

numerous passages in the first thirty-nine chapters. In each 

case the phrase introduces that which purports to be a direct 

verbal communication from God to the prophet. The mode of 

~ revelation indicated in 40-48 is a vision from which the 

prophet is expected to draw the lesson to relay to the people. 

It is rather arbitrary to insist that God must always deal 

with an individual 1n the same manner, especially when the 

I 
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span of time equals or exceeds twenty years. 

The first twenty-~our chapters of the book tell of the 

forthcoming fall of. the city of Jerusalem, the destruction 

of the temple, the departure of the glory of the Lord from 

the temple, and the exile of the people in a land far from 

home. Were the prophecy to end at this point, Ezekiel would 

be, as H6lscher suggests, only a prophet of doom. 45 

Chapters 33-37 speak of the restoration of the people 

to their land, their return being likened to a new exodus. 

A new ruler, a son of David, would rule over them in justice • 

God would be recognized as the King in truth and would es­

tablish with His people a new covenant. Should the prophecy 

end here, there would be no sequel to the broken city, the 

ruined temple, and the disrupted worship, and the departed 

kabod Yahweh. These elements are essential if the book is 

to present a balanced picture of the judgment and restora-
.,, 

tion. First, if there is no mention of the return of the 

kabod Yahweh, the impression is given that God withdrew His . 
~ 

presence from His people prior to the judgment, and that al-

though He was willing to see His people return to the land, 

He was unwilling to associate with them. Such a situation 

scarcely constitutes a complete restoration. Second, the 

omission of these elements can be made only on the assumption 

that the prophet was hostile to the cult. The sins of the 

p_eople and the kings were strongly scored in the first 

45chaps. 25-32 could also belong to a prophet of doom. 
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thirty-seven chapters of the book, but the sins condemned are, 

for the most part, cultic in nature. The impression is con­

veyed that the author of 1-39 was concerned about and not 

opposed to the cult. The ideal temple and its cult are in­

tended to preserve the holiness of God inviolate. 

The effort to drive a wedge between the first thirty­

nine and the last ~ine chapters of the book of Ezekiel on 

the grounds of vocabulary seems unsatisfactory. 

The Literary Forms 

Since several themes are recognized by scholars in chap­

ters 40-48 of the book of Ezekiel, the relation between them 

needs to be reviewed in dealing with the question of the au­

thenticity of the whole and its parts. 

H6lscher has proposed that the section under considera­

tion has two introductory formulae, the one in 40:4 and the 
/ 

other in 44:5. These two verses are not disputed, but all 

segments of material which do not fit under these two intro­

ductory statements must be considered as secondary to the 

original vision.46 

The first statement or indication of content is given 

in 40:4 which is a part of the context comprising 40:1-4.­

These verses, in the present edition of the work, apply to 

the entire sec·tion 40-48 as well as more specifically to the 

46H6lscher, pp. 191-192. This does not sug~est that he 
considers the chapters to be from the pen of Ezekiel as we 
have seen previously (supra, .p. 10). 

' , 

' 
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opening three chapters.47 Rabbi Fisch, in agreement with 

Kimch1, believes that the dating indicates this vision was 

seen in the year of Jubilee {Leviticus 25:9).48 If this 

inte~preta~ion is correct, light is shed o~ many problems. 

First, a dual system of dating in the book is indicated. 

One system stems from the year of Jubilee and the other from 

the exile of Jehoiachin. Second, the enigmatic thirtieth 

year of Ezekiel 1:1 refers neither to the age of the prophet 

at the time of his call nor to the year . in which the pro­

phecies were first committed to writing, but to the thirti­

eth year since the year of Jubilee, 622 B. c., the year of 

Josiah's reform. 49 Third, this passage (40:1-4) is an al­

lusion to a pre-exilic observance of the year of Jubilee 

prescribed in Leviticus.SO . 

47 Gese, p. 8. 

I 

48s. Fisch, Ezekiel--Hebrew Text and En lish Translation 
{London: the Soncino Press, 19 O , p. 2 • While the Hebrew 
New Year begins on the first of Tishri, the Jubilee year was 
inaugurated on the tenth of that month {Lev. xxv.9f). The 
beginning of the Jubilee year, which is also the Day of Atone­
ment when the enslaved regain their freedom and sinners have 
their transgressions pardoned, was thus a most appropriate 
day for the vision which portrayed the redemption of Israel 
and the rebuilding of the temple {Kimchi). Gese, pp. 9-10, 
agrees that 11 Die Angabe i'l>iu,1 cvx'l.:i wird noch expliziert durch 
die Tagesang~be~,n} .,~~J. Bei diesem Neujahrstermin, der 
auf den zehnten Tag eines Monats f~llt, kann es sich nur um 
den aus Lv 25,9a bekannten Neujahrstag 10. VII handeln. 11 

49Bright, History of Israel, p. 297. 

50Even so, this possibility does not prove the date of the 
written form of the reference to the year of Jubilee. Further, 
no other allusion to . the observance of year of.Jubilee has been 
recognized, nor is there other indication in Ezekiel that a . 
~ual system of dating has been used. 
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The relevance of this suggestion to the topic under con­

sideration is rather involved. First, it is difficult to 

prove an allusion, and proof is not attempted here. It is· 

merely suggested that should such an allusion exist, there 

1s an indication Ezekiel 1s later, in present form, than the 

oral or written traditions regarding the Day of Atonement. 

Hence we may conclude that one of two possibilities 1s cor­

rect: (1) If the Ezekiel reference is authentic, the Day of 

Atonement is pre-exilic; or (2) If the Day of Atonement is 

post-exilic, the reference in Ezekiel must be very late or 

could be merely an interpolation. This problem cannot be 

solved by literary study; data from non-biblical sources, 

not available at this time, must be employed. 

The second verse, 44:.5, states that the prophet ·was 

brought to the land of Israel in visions of God "' if$ ,c t\1',ID). 

Pfarrer G. Richter notes that this phrase is a technical 
/ 

term to introduce a vision and may comprise several experi-

ences which follow one another but are viewed as if they 

were one.51 

' The prophet is commanded in verse four to listen, to 

look, to think, and to declare to the house of Israel all that 

is seen. A s!milar command is given to the prophet in 44:5. 

Here he is told to look, to listen, and to pay attention 

I 

.5lPfarrer G. Richter, Der ezechielische Tem el: Eine exe- · 
getische Studie uber Ezechie G ters oh: c. Bertelsmann, 
1912), p. 21: "Der Plural deutet an, dass mehrere Erscheinungen 
aufeinander folgen, dass es sich also um einen v1s1onaren 
Zustand handelte. 11 
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(literally, 11 to set your heart"} to what is told him concern­

ing the ordinances of the temple. It would seem from these 

introductory statements that the prophet is given a compre­

hensive assignment. What he sees comes in a series of visions, 

and all of them are equally authentic. The revelation regard­

ing certain laws and ordinances is a part of the vision in­

cluded 1n these introductory statements, and need not be dis­

missed as secondary. 

In these chapters there is presented, as Lindblom ob­

serves, a "liter~ry vision. 11 .52 Certain aspects of the sec­

tion display the form identified by Childs as "broken myth. 1153 

Both of these observations converge to suggest that an ideal 

or symbolic interpretation of the whole and its parts is fully 

as justifiable as, and perhaps preferable to, the literal. 

In either event, there is within 40-48 a message which was 

relevant for Israel. 
/ 

·Viewed as a whole, the section forms ' a unit. It has its 

focus in the message that God tabernacles in the midst of His 

redeemed people. His presence makes the whole land holy, and 

yet · there are degrees of increasing holiness as one proceeds 

from the outlying districts to the tract reserved for the 

52Lindblom, p. 141: "in an exalted state of mind, a pro­
phet receives an inspiration in the form of a visual creation 
of the imagination. What the prophet produces in such a 
psychic state resembles the product.s or visual poetry; but 
the prophetic imagery differs from the products of the poets 
in so far as it appears in the form of revelations given by 
God." Cf. also, supra, p. 46. 

53supra, pp. 26-27. 

I 

\ 
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priests, to the area set aside for the temple complex, and 

within the temple, as one moves from outer to inner court and 

thence to the holy place and the I'iost Holy place. From His 

throne there flows a river which imparts t<? the whole land a 

fertility which transforms it into a paradise. Within this 

holy community man has the fellowship with God for which he 

was created; this communion is expressed in forms of worship 

that stress that man draws near to God by grace and not by 

right. 

The Short Themes 

Before any attempt is made to distinguish between sever­

al minor sections within chapters 43-46, it is well to be 

-, aware of the broad outlines which are readily discernible. 

Chapter 43 is -concerned with the prophet's observations with­

in the inner court (43:5) while· chapter 44 appears to have 

reference to the outer court. Chapter 4~Jl-17 concerns civil 

laws of inheritance and justice, while the balance of the 

chapter and the whole of chapter 46 deals with worship reg-

' ulations, the calendar and the cultic personnel. 

Procksch and Fohrer have recently made studies of the 

book of Ezekiel with special concern for the question of its 

authenticity.54 Some of the deletions proposed by Fohrer and 

others are well supported in the critical apparatus of Biblia 

54Their works are selected for special consideration 
since they are balanced studies summarizing and evaluating 
not only their own efforts, but those of other recognized 
scholars. 

I 

• 
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Hebra1ca and are essential to obtain a readable text.55 Other 

passages questioned by Fohrer should be subjected to a crit­

ical study of the text before a final decision is made.56 A 

few of the passages listed as glosses are of such length and 

importance that they must be considered here.57 

It has been noted that Fohrer and Procksch recognize 

considerable genuine material in 45:1-9, but consider 47:13-

48:35 as secondary. May assigns both sections to the hand of 

an editor because (1) "it falls outside the vision framework," 

(2) The ~orm of address is second person plural rather than 

singular, and (3) "the editor's prince occurs prominently." 

Nevertheless, he suggests that it is only a matter of conjec­

ture whether any of the material found here is originai.58 

The material in 47:13-48:35 is merely an expanded form , 

of that contained in 45:1-9. According to Gaster, the land 

division is very similar to that prescribed in the Samaritan 

Book of Joshua.59 Whether or not either or both of these 

554o:6bb,8b,9aa,30: 42:13ba,14b; -44:8a; 45:14aa, and the 
entire list of minor glosses inn. 33, supra, p. 48. 

I 6 
5 These include: 40:12,1Jb,14,29b,J2bb; 42:2; 44:7b. This 

task is not assumed here as acceptance or rejection of these 
brief verses does not greatly affect the question of authen­
ticity. 

5741:15-26: 43:10-27: 45:1-2,10-12,18-25; 46:1-24; 47: 
lJ-23: 48:1-35. Of these it will be recalled that Procksch 
doubted only 46:13-20 and chapter 48. Supra, p. 47. 

58 4 May, p. 31. 

59Moses Gaster, The Samaritans Their Histor, Doctrines 
and Literature (London: Oxford University Press, 1925, p. 15. 
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sections is actually from Ezekiel, it is legitimate to dis­

tinguish them from the fully visionary sections where the 

singular form of address is employed. With this distinction 

in mind, it appears that these passages present ideas which 

can be characterized as born in the mind of the prophet or a 

disciple as a result of the visions, without actually being 

-a part of the vision. 60 

Although it is impossible to prove beyond doubt that 

these passages are authentic, Sandmel points out that they 

are not contrary to the emphasis of the prophet. 61 In a vi­

sion recorded in chapter 37, Ezekiel had foreseen the restor­

ation and reunion of Ephraim and Judah and the tribes associ­

ated with each. The land division assumes such a restoration 

and reunion. I The assignment of tribes in the restored and re-

united nation is clearly ideal and involves a geographic re­

arrangement that places segments of the old northern kingdom 
, 

on both sides of the holy district reserved for the city, 

prince an~ priests. These considerations suggest either auth­

enticity or composition by a disciple thoroughly saturated 

with the views of the prophet. Further debate of this issue 

is irrelevant to an understanding of the message of the sec­

tion. 

· Fohrer considers 45:18-2S and the entire chapter 46 as 

• 60Note Lindblom's concept of "literary visions," supra, 
pp. 57, 46. 

6lsandmel, p. 166. He doubts the authenticity of 40-48 
but agrees "they are consistent with Ezekiel's viewpoint." 
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11unecht 11 ,
62 Procksch accepts 45:18-25 and 46:1-3,8-10,12, 

21-24. 63 

Regarding 41:15-16, Gese has observed that from the 

standpoint of style, this section, which Fohrer considers 

secondary, has the full visionary style found in chapter 

40:6-19 and 40:48-41:4. Consequently, Gese be.11eves that 

the section appears to be misplaced and that it 1s concerned ' 

with a description of the temple proper which ended with 41:4 

or 41:9 at the latest. 64 

Fohrer would delete 4J:1Jff, but Procksch would trans­

pose these verses to a point immediately following 40:47. He 

says, "Dort, wo von den Maasen des inneren Vorhofs die Rede 

1st, in dessen Mittelpunkt der Altar ja steht, erwarten wir 

diese Beschreibung. 1165 On stylistic grounds Gese considers · 

it to be secondary. 66 The section is concerned with the de-

scription of the altar and the ritual for consecrating it to 
..,,. 

the worship of Yahweh. · The present location of the passage 

may not appeal to the contempor~ry reader, but this fact does 

· 62Fohrer, Die Hauptprobleme, p. 100. 
6JProclcsch, pp. 110-llJ: 11 Dagegen bewegen wir uns im 

Folgenden (45:18ff.} auf festem Grunde. Der Zusammenhang mit 
Kap. 4J:18ff 11egt vor Augen •••• 11 (p. 110}. 11 Ebenson ori­
ginal 1st der Grundstock von Kap. 46, wo der Fttrst gleich­
falls 1m M1ttelpunkt steht. Als echt muss v. l-J,8-10,12 
gesprochen werden. 11 (p. 112}. "Mir scheint v. 21-24 unver­
dachtig •••• 11 (p. llJ). 

64 Gese, p. 26. 
65Proclcsch, p. 102. 
66 · 

Gese, pp. 44-50. 

/ 
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not disprove authenticity.67 

Chapter 4):10-12 speaks of the purpose for the vision 

and the conditions which should prevail before the prophet 

would be free to express the details of his message. r1ay 

suggests the latter may once have followed 42.:20. 6B 

Chapter 45:1-17 may best be discussed as a section 

united by the catchword iT D 1,n which is used eight times in 

these verses. 69 May has proposed that verse two would fit 

better after verse four.7° Verse one appears to be a log­

ical introduction to verse three and seems connected to the 

balance of the section by the catchword. Within the larger 

section (45:1-17) the prince is mentioned both in the second 

and third person as well as in the singular (45:7,8a,l7) 

·71 and plural form (45:8b,9). This could suggest that 45:17 

would fit immediately after 45:8a or that the plural form is 

used, as i''1ay suggests, to refer to the "successive rulers of 

67on the other hand, it has been noted (supra, p. 37) 
that it is possible to conceive of a Semitic shrine without 
a temple but not without an altar. Furthermore, it was sug­
gested in chapter 20 that in the restoration of the people 
to the homeland, sacrifices would then be acceptable to 
Yahweh ( 20 :40). · · 

68 I1ay, .p. JO J. 

69Gese, pp. 67-68, proposes the catchword idea. The 
word in some form is used in vv. 44:JO; 45:1,6,7,lJ,16. 
Chap. 48 displays the same tendency with twelve occurrences 
in vv. 8,9,10,12,18,20,21. 

70 May, p. Jl5. 

71Gese, p. 110, speaks of the short nasi seotion {44:1-3; 
45:21-25; 46:1-10,12). ~ 'u,l iS Singular; people arer~at-o». 

.I 
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the restored Davidic line. 11 72 Verses 10-12 define the system 

of measures employed in the offerings of 45:13-17. Aside 

from this fact they show no obvious relation to either verses 

1-17 or to the entire context of chapters 4.0-48. 

Chapter 45:18-25 11 1st keine Einheit, 11 says Gese.73 It 

is true that verses 18-20 speak of an atonement for the sanc­

tuary to be held on the first day of the first and seventh 

months;74 verses 21-25 prescribe regulations for the Passover 

on the fourteenth day of the first month and for another 

festival on the fifteenth day of the seventh month. In the 

first segment, the command is given to the priest in the sec­

ond person; the second directive is to the prince (singular) 

in the third person. 

Within chapter 46 H6lscher identifies verses l-J,8-10,12 1 

as the latest supplements to the text.75 Procksch is con­

vinced these same verses are clearly the oldest.76 These 

seven verses discuss the role of the prince in the worship 

activities. The same is true of 46:4-7,lJ-15. Verses ~6-~8 

restrict the gifts that the prince may make to a son or to a 

.MT 

\ . 

72r•1ay, p. 317. 

73 Gese, p. 75. 

74m 45: 20 the LXX kee) 
lP 111 a ii .JI:,. w :& ;, u, JI ta 

75H6lscher, p. 202. 

> -"\. , ' d t cv ""t" a,-GTtA ,14 'l"c. is pref erre o 
/:II , 

76Procksch, p. 112: 11 H6lscher secht in 46:l-J,8-10,12 
gerade die jtlngsten Elemente 1m Text, wahrend es in Wirk-
lichkeit die altesten sind. 11 Fohrer, Die Hauptprobleme, p. 
100 dismisses the entire chapter as secondary. 
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servant. Verses 19-20 return to a visionary formula as the 

prophet is shown the place where the priest should boil the 

guilt and sin offerings. Verses 21-24 describe the vision of 

kitchens in the corners of the outer court. 

Summary 

Chapters 40-42 and 47-48 seem quite well-planned and 

consistent within themselves. The remainder of the chapters 

(43-46) contain a variety of intertwined aspects of the cul­

ti~ regulations.77 But this lack of logical order does not 

appear to be a valid reason for denying the authenticity of 

the closing nine chapters of the book of Ezekiel. It is tempt­

ing to rearrange much of the text, especially the material in 

chapters 43-46, but no such large-scale reconstruction seems 1 

to satisfy anyone but its autqor; the attempts to separate 

the strands of tradition fare no better. One must conclude 
/ 

either that the c~rrect analysis has not yet been made or 

that this approach to the problem is not proper. 

/ 

The apparent lack of logical organization in the arrange­

ment of detail in chapters 43-46 may be explained, in part, 

77These chapters discuss the return of the glory of the 
Lord and the closing of the east gate following that return; 
the prince and his role in relation to the closed door, to 
his sons and his servants, and his duty to provide the sacri­
fices of the state as well as his privilege to receive offer­
ings from the people; the description of the altar, the regu­
lations for consecrating it and the sacrifices offered upon 
it. There is a curious interchange in the narrative; both 
prince and priests are addressed or mentioned; .both the sing­
ular and plural form is used of each, and both second and 
third person references exist. 
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by assuming that the prophet expressed the material while 

thoroughly overwhelmed by the visions he had experienced. 

It is possible, and perhaps probable, that the text was trans­

mitted orally for a time and that some sec~ndary material was 

introduced in this way, but there seems to be no certain means 

for distinguishing such material. 

If this view be correct, one can readily understand the 

divergent opinions of the· scholars. The present text con­

tains fragments of several recensions, all having their ori­

gin with the prophet and none being sufficiently extensive 

to permit a definitive separation from the others. 

The problem of the intertwined material or traditions 

seems to be inherent in so brief a sketch of a broad topic; 

no satisfactory resolution of the strata is likely to appear. 1 

I 

The section is best viewed as a "literary vision" which em-

ployed the broken myth. The authenticity which is claimed 
,, 

is that of theological content, not verbal identity. 



CHAPTER V 

EZEKIEL AND THE PENTATEUCHAL CODES 

Contemporary Opinions · 

The importance of the relation between Ezekiel and the 

Pentateuchal codes was recognized by Delitsch who said, 

The book of Ezel<:iel has become the Archemedian point on 
which the Pentateuchal criticism has planted itself and 
from which it has lifted off its hinges the history of 
worship and literature in Israel as hitherto accepted.l 

While some scholars are convinced that Ezekiel was fam-

iliar with the Pentateuch in its present form, others are 

equally sure the first five books of the Hebrew Scriptures 

owe their composition to persons familiar with the book of 

Ezekiel. Thus Hijlscher insists that the redaction of Ezekiel 

must have preceded the composition of Pg [sic]. Pg, he says, 

projects a priestly ideal into the past and speaks of mat­

ters of which Ezekiel and his redactors knew nothing. 2 W. F. 

Lofthouse is certain that "Ezekiel could not have been writ­

ten without the first (Deuteronomy); it could not have been 

written had the second (P) been known to the author. 11 3 

I 

1as quoted in Ludwig Ernest Fuerbringer, "Kleine Hesekiel­
studien," Concordia Theological Monthly, VIII (1937), 92. 

· ~Gustav mnscher, Hesel<:iel, Der Dieter und das Buch 
(Giessen: Alfred A. T6pelmann, 1924), p. J2. 

3w. F. Lofthouse, Ezekiel: Introduction; Revised version 
with notes from the Century Bible--Caxton Series (London: 
Caxton Publishing Co.,.£!.• 1911), p. 29. His argument is 
that in D the priests equal the Levites but in P the priests 
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Somewhat more cautiously, Rowley proposes that "The date 
I 

of Pis carried into the post-exilic age if it is later than 

Deuteronomy. 114 Freedman su~gests that "apparently" Ezekiel. 

was familiar with the Holiness Code, and the redactor ot: the 

Pentateuch was familiar with Ezek1el.5 Patterson warns that 

it is hazardous to draw too many conclusions from these chap­

ters because of their uncertain authorship. He merely con­

cludes that the theocracy introduced by D "is carried to new 

heights," and that "Judaism is emerging" in the book of 

Ezekiel. 6 

Berry 1s convinced that the differences between Ezekiel 

and P "are of such a nature as to suggest for second Ezekiel 

a date later than that of P. 11 7 The regulations of Ezekiel, 

he says, "embody the actual practice of the third century.118 

are not equal to the Levites. Ezekiel uses priests to do 
the work once done by ali·ens. D has a lcing and foreign wars: 
P has neither, and Ezekiel has no high priests and replaces 
the king with the prince. Dis silent regarding the Day of 
Atonement: P has an impressive ritual and Ezelciel has two days 
of atonement. In sacrifice, P demands more than Ezekiel, who, 
in turn, demands more than D. · 

. · 4H[arold] H[enry] Rowley, The Growth of the Old Test­
ament (London: Hutchinson's University Library, 1961), 
p • .3.3. 

5David Noel Freedman, "The Book of Ezekiel, 11 Interpret­
ation, VIII (October 1954), p. 468. 

6John Patterson, The Goodly Fellowship of the Prophets 
(New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1948), p. 175. 

7 George Ricker Berry, "The Authorship of Ezekiel 4 0-48," 
Journal of Biblical Literature, XXXIV (1915), ~9. Henceforth, 
ill• 

8 George Ricker Berry, 11The Composition of the Boole of 
Ezekiel,"~. LVIII (19.39), 172. His evidence may be 



Dahl believes that Ezekiel "not improbably was acquainted 

with the entire P document we lmow today.119 

Proclcsch agrees that Ezekiel shows this acquaintance. 10 

There was, he believes, a pre-exilic matrix of the P code 

which was an important precursor for Ezek1el. 11 The similar­

ities between Ezekiel and the Pentateuch are so striking that 

Torrey writes, "The plain fact, as one day will be generally 

recognized, is that the author of the book had before him the 

completed Pentateuch, in the very form in which it lies before 

us at the present day. 12 Muilenberg is also very emphatic as 

summarized as follows: in Deut. 17:9, 19:7, priests are ap­
pelate judges with others, but in Ezek. 44:24 the priests are 
the only judges. Num. 15:20 assigns the best dough to Yahweh: 
Ezek. 44:JO gives it to the priests. Lev. 21:7 permits the 
priest to marry a widow, but Ezek. 44:22 forbids it unless 
she be the widow of a priest. Ex. 28: 39-43 clothes. ·the priest 
in linen, and Ezek. 4L~:7 prohibits wool. Lev. 27:28 devotes 
some things to Yahweh but doesn't say how; Ezek. 44:29 assigns 
the devoted items to the priests. Lev. 25:32 permits the sale 
of Levite land under certain conditions, but Ezek. 48:14 for­
bids sale. Num. 19:11,12 has a seven-day cleansing; Ezek. 
44:26 calls for fourteen days. Lev. 2:13 requires salt for 
meal offerings only; Ezek. 43:24 requires it also for the 
burnt offering. In Lev. 2:3 meal and peace offerings do not 
expiate, but in Ezek. 45:15-17 they do. Ezek. 45:23 calls 
for a sin-offering at Passover: P (Ex. 12 and Lev. 23:5) omits 
it.· Ezekiel has two atonement days; P, only one. Passover 
and matsoth are distinguished in P, united in Ezekiel. 

9George Dahl, "Crisis in Ezekiel Research," Quantulacum­
~. Edited by Robert P. Casey, Silva Lake and Agnes K. Lake 
(London: Christophers, 1937), p. 276. 

~oD. o. Procksch, 111.<uerst und Priester bei Hesekiel, 11 Zeit­
schrift Fur Die at Wissenschaft, LVIII (1941), 116 (footno!er. 

11.!!?.19:., p. 125. 
12charles Cutler Torrey, "Pseudo-Ezekiel and the Original 

Prophecy," Yale Oriental Series Researches, XVIII (New Haven: 
Yale University Press, 1930), 91. 
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he states, "The traditions of both the priestly and prophetic 

Torah obviously lie behind much of his work. 1113 Archer, who 

acknowledges the differences between Ezekiel and P, argues 

that a post-exilic date for P does not adequately explain 

such divergences because 11 It is an undeniable fact that the 

provisions in Ezekiel differ just as much from Document D and 

even Document H, as they do from P. 1114 

Redpath believes that Ezekiel 40-48 is an idea115 which 

evolves from a "working system," and, being more systematic 

than P, must be the later of the two. 16 Ezekiel's sketch, he 

believes, does not give a complete legislation; to assume 

that it did would force the conclusion that "he intended to 

abrogate ••• the feast of weeks [which] is universally ac­

knowledged to have been binding before P was written. 1117 
I 

Herbert Haag argues that despite certain stylistic 

lJ James Muilenburg, "Ezekiel," Peake's Commentary on the 
Bible, Edited by .H. H. Rowley { Edinburgh: 'l'homas Nelson and 
Sons, 1962), p. 570. 

14Gleason L. Archer, A Surver of Old Testament Introduc­
lli.!1 (Chicago: r1oody Press, 1964 , p. J60. 

l5Henry A. Redpath, The Book of the Prophet Ezekiel. Vol. 
23 in Westminster Commentaries, edited by Walter Lock (London: 
Methuen, 1907), xxii. 

16rb1d. urr an ideal was in existence, and one put forth 
with aII"'"the authority of a recognized prophet of the Lord, 
what right would the priestly body have, who after all were 
only an executive body, to publish almost contemporaneously, 
a counter scheme of legislation to that which had been promul­
gated with what claimed to be divine sanction? None whatever: 
and we are driven at once to the conclusion that P was the 
earlier. 11 (pp. xxii, xxi11. ) 

17Ibid., p . xxii. 

C 
< . 
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peculiarities, the unity of thought in the prophet's work and 

his constant dependence on the priestly code prove authen­

ticity of Ezekiel 40-48. In these chapters, he feels, Eze~iel 

rediscovers the central theme of P and projects it into the 

future, thereby showing himself to be the pure idealist whose 

legislation should not be taken literally. Haag believes . 

that the anthological proces·s was hig};lly generalized by the 

time of Ezekiel and that it is,~ priori, probable that the 

prophet was dependent, not only on D but also on Hand P. 

This hypothesis becomes more probable in view of the undeni­

able doctrinal progress in rapport with his priestly sources, 

in the sense of interiorizing and _spiritualizing. Although D 

data such as the UI;lique sanctuary, the aversion for the idol­

atrous high places, the covenant and the majesty of the law, 1 

were available to the prophet, these factors also penetrated 

P, and it was to P that Ezekiel went for his information, so 

that his materials are .more priestly than' neuteronomic. 18 

According to J. O. Boyd, 11Dr. Driver's modified state­

ment of the Wellhausen view of P • • ··• · challenges our right 

t·o · use any word or phrase, institution or idea concerned with 

priesthood, sanctuary and ritual to prove that P was pre­

exilic.n19 He then selects three tests from the historical 

18Herbert Haag, "Was Lehrt die literarische Untersuchung 
des Ezekieltextes, 11 Freiburg doctoral dissertation reviewed 

_by A. Robert. in Revue Bibligue, LIII (1946), 135-140. 
19J. Oscar Boyd, "Ezekiel and the f>lodern Dating of the 

Pentateuch," Princeton Theological Review (1908), p. 48. 
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narrative portions of P to which he finds allusions 1n the 

Book of Ezekiel. The first section selected belongs to the 

oldest, the second to the youngest, and the third to the mid­

dle stratum of the priestly code. 20 On the basis of this 

study Boyd concludes that the priestly code was pre-exilic, 

and therefore, available to Ezekiel. 

Arguments for several positions have been summarized. 

Before drawing any conclusions regarding their validity, it 

is necessary to examine the linguistic data and the detail 

of instructions in the codes. 

The Sacrifices 

A large variety of terms for sacrifice is used in the 

Boole of Ezekiel. These terms include n :it , $,"j, :, , i1 ~», -.p-:,> 1 

l'llt J D, I :a 'l 1':> 

46: 24). 21 

QfVlf., (l>(t,n, O>IJJ, (43:18-26; ·45:13-

/ 

The root n:1.t-, from :which the noun "altar" (n2t-X>) may 

be derived, is used as a verb eight times in Ezekiel 1-39 and 

never in 40-48, and as a noun only three times (40:42; 44:11; 

46 :124) • According to the lexicon of Brown, Driver and . Briggs, 

the verb stresses the idea of slaughter, whether it be for 

sacrifice, eating or judgment. The noun, on the other hand, 

is viewed as being 11 the com:non and most ancient sacrifice, 

20Ibid. Torrey, p. 91, gives strong support to this view. 

21Num. 15: 8 implies four distinct sacrifices: ,., >.JJ 
n::1. c- > -, , l , a Jfll , Three of these words are used by 
Ezekiel, but .,., :a is not used at all •. 
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whose essential rite was eating the flesh of the victim at a 

feast in which the god of the clan shared by receiving the 

blood and fat. 1122 K~hler believes that "the essential thing 

about it is not the slaughter of the animal but the effecting 

of communion" by means of the eating of the flesh of the sac­

rificed animai. 23 Snaith objects to this view of Brown, 

Driver and Briggs and suggests that it is based on Robertson 

Smith's The Religion of the Semites which has totemistic the­

ories regarding the origin of religion. 24 

/7:l I' "denotes sacrifices of which but a part were con­

sumed, such as expiatory or eucharistic offerings, 1125 and 

must be distinguished from the ~~ .S. :, or ,1 ~.)I offerings. 26 

22Fraricis Brown, s. n. Driver, and Charles A. Briggs, ed- 1 

i tors, A Hebre,;·1 and English Lexicon of the Old Testament ( Ox­
ford: Clarendon Press, 1955) ,· pp. 256-257. Henceforth, BDB. 

23Ludwig Ktshler, Old Testament Theology, translated by A. 
s. Todd .(Philadelphia: Westminster Press, 1957), p. 182. Cf. 
also, A. s. Herbert, Worship in Ancient Israel (Richmond: 
John Knox Press, 1959), p. 16, and George ALngusJ F[ulton] 
Knight, A Christian Theology of the Old Testament (Richmond: 
John Knox Press, 1959}, p. 282. 

24Norman H. Snaith, "Sacrifices in the Old Testament," 
Vetus Testamentum [Henceforth VT], VII (1957), J08-Jl0. Totem­
ism is defined thus: "In comparative religions, the worship of 
totems is regarded as marlcing a higher level of religious ad­
vancement than fetishism and supposed by some to be next to 
fetishism in succession." Isaac IC. Funk, editor, Funk and 
Wa nalls' New "Standard" Dictionar of the E lish Lan 

New York: Funk and Wagnall Company, 19 2 , p. 2539. 
25samuel Prideaux Tregelles, translator, Gesenius' Hebrew 

and Chaldee Lexicon to the Old Testament Scriptures (Grand 
~pids: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1954), p. 2J8. 

26These terms are used interchangeably. c~. George Buch­
anan Gray, Sacrifice in the Old Testament: Its Theo and Prac­
tice (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1925, p. 5. Herbert, p. 17, -

/ 

. . 
~ 
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There is general agreement that i1>.)) denotes a "whole 

burnt offering" and that it was a true gift by fire, the 

word being derived from the verb n1'>' 11 to go up. 1127 Snaith 

stresses that the word means not "burnt whole" but "wholly 

burnt. 1128 Vriezen places nJ,->' in association with ;nu o, stat­

ing "this burnt-offering 'olah is therefore a true 'gift­

offering' of animal character just as the minchah (Lev. II) 

"is a gift-offering of a vegetable kind. 1129. 

Etymologically, ~nJDis a gift and properly refers to a 

cereal offeringJO or a meat offering (I Sam. 2:17).31 Gesenius 

stresses that it is an unbloody sacrifice as opposed to the 

n:2l' which was bloody.32 He also indicates that it was a 

euphemistic term to denote 11 tribute, which was exacted from 

a tributary people under the milder name of gift. 11 33 

According to Gray, the expiatory sacrifices n1tu,n and 0111,: 

Views,•>~ as an amplification Of ;,J,.J,) stres sing the totality 
of the offering . 

. 27,lli;lli, p. 750; Gesenius, p. 631; KGhler, p. 184. 
28snaith, p. 310. 

; 29Th. c. Vriezen, An Outline of Old Testament Theology 
~Boston: Charles T. Br~nford Company, 1958), p. 290. 

J0snaith, pp. 309-315. 

JlK~hler, p. 184; BDB, p. 585. 

32Gesenius,. p. 487. 

J3Ibid. er. also, Gray, p. lJ, where, in his discussion 
of mincfia'ii he mentions gorban as a technical ritual or relig­
ious term always used of sacred gifts only. 

I 
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are not easily distinguished.34 Gesenius was convinced that a 

real distinction existed in the Mosaic codes regarding both 

.the ritual and the sins to be atoned, but suggested "the exact 

difference between each kind of sin has hitherto been vainly 

inquired. n3.5 Snaith differentiates them by noting that n-.:e11n 

11 is concerned with unwitting off enc es, 11 and the 01111t. is the 

offering where damage has been done, loss incurred, and one 

party realizes the offence so that restitution becomes pos­

sible; "the strict meaning of the Hebrew verb is 'pay for it,• 

(Prov xxx 10) and the root has to do with ·paying compensa­

tion.1136 

The use of the term ., !J:, in relation to both of these 

sacrifices in P indicates their expiatory virtue.37 Gray 

notes that the theory that 11 to cover" as the fundamental , 

meaning of ?.!J ~ can find support from Arabic sources and that 

the alternative theory, that it means "wipe away" finds sup­

port in Syriac sources.38 His own evaluation is very careful: 

to cover a wronged person's face so as to appease him, . 
to cover a sin so as to make it inoperative, are both 
unquestionably Hebrew ideas whether they were ever 3~­
pressed by means of "J~.:> and its derivatives or not. 

34Gray, p. 57. 

J5Gesenius, p. 86. 

J6 Snaith, p. 80. 

37 .5 Gray, p. 7 • 

JS Ibid., p. 69. 

J9Ib1d., p. 68. 
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Offerin~s designated by a~~may be considered sacra­

mentai.40 Their purpose seems to be to preserve the fellow­

ship or communion between a man and his God. 41 They are eu­

charistic sacrifices or sacrifices of thanksgiving. 42 

In all offerings or sacrifices certain matters are 

constant, as Snaith has pointed out: 

God therefore always gets the same, whatever the offer­
ing. He gets the whole of the whole offering. He gets 
all the fat, He gets all the blood. He gets all this 
because it is His right, and he gets it whatev13r the 
animal and whatever the intention of the rite.LJ.J 

The instructions given by Ezekiel regarding these several 

sacrifices may now be compared with those given in the Penta­

teuchal codes. 44 

The first term to be considered is ff:J/i. 
45 Ezeltiel 1-39 

I 

gives no help for an understanding of the nature of the sac- 1 

rifices designated by this word. In chapter 20 the prophet 

40v · 290 r1.ezen, p. • 

41 Herbert, p. 17. 
42Gesenius, p. 8JO. 

, 43snaith, p. J12. 
4.4 The analysis of G. T. Manley, The Bool<: of the Law--

Studies in the Date of Deuteronomy (London: The Tyndale Press, ; 
1957), p. 65, is followed regarding the identity of the codes. 
Thus D equals Deut. 12-26; JE equals Ex. 20-2J; H equals Lev. 
17-26; P equals Ex. 25-31, JS-40, Lev. 1-11, 27, Num. 1-5, 25-J6. 

45The verbal form of fl!l~is used in Ezelc. 20:28; J4:J; 
39: 17, 19, but nowhere in 4-o-L~8. The noun is used in 20: 2~; 
39:17; 40:42; 44:11; 46:24. The phrases are as follows: 
20:28: ttn•n:1,-·n~ 0111 rn:a1''1J4:J: •rr.:.ll'n iJ;(''J:in J9:17: 'Jx 
11 :at. o, ~ n;, ,. 39: 19: 'ta n2 r- - .,"' ,< ~n :1 l'JO 4o: 42: 11::a ns,JJ17-nr ,~nv 
n .2,. ;r l 44: 11: 112 ,',"r- n. ,<1 il>JJ,1- tJl' 1U>n(£11 46: 24: a aJ - i> ~:z.> 

·i:, .u;, n~i' .. f';'C, n>:a,1 •n">4'110 According to Stevenson, 11zebach, zebach 

I 
E 
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is critical of the fathers for offering their sacrifices on 

the high places and under the green trees. Clearly, the ref­

erence is to idolatrous rites. The shepherds of Israel are 

rebuked in chapter J4 for abusing the people; this abuse is 

called a sacrifice. Here n~~ is used in a metaphorical sense. 

The slaughter of the armies of Gog is described as a sacrific­

ial slaughter for the birds in chapter J9. 

In chapters 40-42 the prophet uses the verb ~nw,to de­

scribe the butchering of the z.46 The Z is boiled in kit­

chens by those who minister at the temple (bait). 47 Ezekiel 

( 40: 2L~-25) also speaks of these offerings being presented {:I.,,,), 

offered (,1,v,), and provided {i1CVJ1). He provides no further 

instruction regarding the Z. 

The SH are mentioned by Ezekiel in 46:2,12; 45:15,17; I 

shelamim and shelamim (shelem) [abbreviated by Stevenson and 
in this paper henceforth as Z, Z SH, and SH, respectively] are 
simply different names for the same kind of sacrifice." 
Hilliam Barron Stevenson, "Hebrew 1 0lah and Zebach Sacrifices," 
E-'estschrift in honor of Alfred Bertholet, edited by Walter . 
Baumgartner, Otto Eissfeldt, Karl Elliger, Leonhard Rost 
(TUbingen: J. c. B. Mohr, 1950), p. 492. On p. 493 he sug­
gests, "Possibly z SH was the term in official priestly use 
and the two others popular abbreviations. Perhaps Z was a 
Canaanite and Palestinian name (Ex 34:15, Num 25:2, Judg 16:23), 
equivalent to Hebrew ·sH, and P 1 s Z SH a compromise compound 
or an expansion of Z to express the legitimate sacrifices of 
Israel." 

46wi thin the Pentateuch the verb "'n"' is used forty 
times in P, once in H, and never in JE or D. (The two refer­
ences in Genesis are not counted.) The verb employed in D 
is n~ 1'. 

47According to Berry, 11Authorship, 11 ~. p. 22, "In P 
the killing of sacrifices is performed by the layman who pre­
sents them, Lev. 1:llff, 15ff., in Ez. 44:11 it is done by the 
Levites. The custom of Pis naturally . the earlier." 

. ..., 
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and 43:27. 48 The reference in 45:15 appears to be a tax list 

indicating dues that are to be paid to the prince. The other 

passages merely list the SH together with other sacrifices 

which are to be presented but provide no d~tails regarding 

the manner of offering the SH. 49 Ezeltiel seems to regard the 

rites involved in the Zand the SH as well-known and needing 

no description. 

The usage in the Pentateuch is quite different from that 

in Ezekiel. In Hand Pit is customary to use the double ap­

pelation Z SH. In H the verb associated with the sacrifice 

may be n :H ( 19: 5) , :J..., i' ( 22: 21) or ;, "'"' ( 23: 19). D uses the 

term Z but not SH and shows a tendency to use the verb f7 2 /\. 

Ezekiel shows affinities with Din the choice of the single 

term for sacrifice, but with Hand Pin regard to the verb. 1 

Both D and P provide some detail regarding the forms of sac- · 

rifice and the animals involved. 
,, 

The word ; '>:, is used only fourteen times in the Old 

Testament. The three references in Ezekiel (16:14; 27:J; 

28:12) use it as an adjective to modify beauty.SO Exodus 

28.: Jl and 39: 32 require that the robe of the ephod was to be 

all (kalil) of blue. The word· is used in the same sense in 

Numbers 4:6 which specifies that the cloth covering the ark 

48The term Z SH, common in Hand P, is not used by Ezek­
iel who prefers either Z or SH. 

49The priest officiates. If the prince offers SH, he is 
permitted to enter the east gate and watch. 

50Ezekiel does not use ~·i~ as a word for sacrifice. 

\ 



86 

in transit was all (lralil) of blue. In the Pentateuch the 

word is used of sacrifice only in Leviticus 6:15 (6:22-23 in 

English translation) and in Deuteronomy lJ:16 and JJ:lo.51 

A more common synonym of S• ~~ is ,1lJJ • 52 Ezekiel pre­

scribes that the unblemished bulls and rams (4J:2J) involved 

in the O were to be washed (40:JS), butchered by the Levites 

(44:11) on tables in the gates between the outer and inner 

courts (40:J9-4J), salted (4J:24), and offered on the altar 

(4J:27). These offerings were to be presented by the prince 

at the festivals (45:17-25) and as free-will offerings (46:2, 

4, 12, 15). 

Deuteronomy provides no information regarding the O 

other than that it must be offered at the approved shrine 

(12:1-27) on an altar of unhewn stone (27:6). JE (Exodus / 

20:24) calls for the O, as well as the Z, to be offered at 

the altar of unhewn stone or earth wherever Yahweh caused 

His name to be remembered. 

Considerably more detail is provided in P. The worship-
1 

per places his hand on the head of the· sacrifice (Leviticus 

1:4) which is killed before the Lord (1:5), slcinned and butch­

ered (1.:6). The head and the fat are burned on the altar 

(1:8), the entrails and legs are washed with water, and the 

SlThe use in Deut. lJ:16 is unique in speaking of the 
total destruction of an apostate city as a sacrifice. 

52stevenson, p. 488, states that II sometimes J •J::, occurs 
as a synonym for ,7 J.JJ." Henceforth these sacrif l.ces will be 
abbreviated O (11'>1) and C { >·S~). 
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entire carcass burned on the altar (1:9).5) 

The tables that Ezekiel reserved for the butcher of 

the O (40:)9) are used also for the sin-offering and the 

guilt-offering.54 The boiled meat (46:20) from the sin- and 

guilt-offerings ls stored 1n the priestly dining room (42:13) 

and consumed by the priests (44:29). The flesh of the sin­

offering bullock, sacrificed to consecrate the altar, was 

burned outside the migdash in the miphgad belonging to the 

bait 55 -· 
Neither the sin-offering nor the guilt-offering is men­

tioned in either JE or D. H mentions the ~in-offering only· 

once and the guilt-offering twice; the remainder of the ref­

erences appear to belong to P. Ezekiel speaks of a minchah 

associated with the O, but not of independent cereal offer- 1 

1ngs. In this respect Ezekiel differs from Hand P and fol­

lows D. 
/ 

5JThese regulations apply to a bull. Minor modifications 
are made if the O is another animal or bird. Berry, "Author­
ship,"~. p. 19, points out a difference between Ezekiel · 
and P. Ezekiel 45:24 calls for a larger meal offering to ac­
company the O than does P (Num. 28:20-21). He compares also 
Ezek. 46:14 and Num. 28 :5; however, in noting the context it 
is seen that Ezekiel has but one lamb, P has two. 

54Gray, p. 57: 11 Now the chief point to observe [in Ezek. 
40-48] is that the sin-offerings and guilt-offerings stand 
alongside of burnt offerings and peace-offerings as things 
equally familiar; Ezekiel does not hesitate elsewhere to 
note the novelty of such variations from ancient practice as 
he introduces. 11 

55Ib1d., p. 65. He notes that these offerings as eaten 
by the priests are f 1rst attested by Ezeltiel, .but that this 
in no way shows them to be Ezekiel's innovations. Cf. the 
discussion of the altar consecration, supra, pp. J8-J9. 
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In all the above references to sacrifice, detailed in­

formation regarding ritual is not found in the book of Ezekiel, 

giving the impression that the offering was familiar. Such 

information is available in P. The omission of detail by 

Ezekiel may indicate one of the following possibilities: (1) 

that Ezekiel's regulations are ideal, (2) that some detail of 

the descriptions he once gave have been lost in transmission, 

(3) that Ezekiel. omitted these details as unessential to his 

message because they were commonly practiced and were a part 

of an oral tradition, or (L~) that H and P, either in full or 

in an abbreviated form, were available to the prophet. 

The Calendar 

Ezekiel appears to be familiar with feas1;s (a~ .ln) and 

appointments (a•y~10) but he lays no stress on the idea of 

pilgri~age.56 His calendar and requirements are defined in 

45:18-46:1.5. 

I 

According to the prophet, an unblemished yearling lamb 

was to be sacrificed each morning as an O with a cereal offer­

ing of one-sixth ephah of flour moistened with one-third hin 

of oil (46:lJ-1.5). The O on the Sabbath was to be . six lambs 

., and a ram, together with a specified cereal offering mois­

tened with oil (46:4-.5) • .57 The new moon O consisted of an 

.56chap. J6:J8 implies that Jerusalem was filled with pil­
grims at the ., ~, ». This word, translated in RSV as appointed 
feasts, seems to imply that man has an appoint~ent with God. 

57The cereal offering is always one ephah of flour for 

.. 1' .. .. 
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. un~lemished young bull, six lambs and a ram, together with 

the cereal offering (46:6-7). 

The first day of the first and seventh months were des­

ignated by Ezekiel as days of atonement on which a young, un­

blemished bull was to be sacrificed as a sin-offering (ft.""'") 

to cleanse(?~~) the temple.58 The rite, consisting of plac­

ing the blood of the bull on the door posts of the bait, the 

corners of the altar and the post of the gate of the inner 

court (45:19). atoned for sins of error and ignorance (l~5:20). 

The Passover, associated with a seven-day period during 

which unleavened bread (n, ~P) '\·1as eaten and special sacri­

fices offered, was celebrated on the fourteenth day of the 

first month (45:21-24).59 An identical set of offerings is 

prescribed for an unnamed seven-day feast beginning on the 

fifteenth day of the seventh month (45:25). 60 

In the Pentateuch the Sabbath is primarily a day of ~est. 
,,. 

On this day the nomads were not to :gather manna (Exodus 16), 

each bull and ram and as much flour as the prince can supply 
for each lamb. This meal is moistened with one hin of oil 
per ephah of flour. The daily offering called for one-sixth 
ephah of flour moistened with one-sixth hin of oil. Cf. Ez. 
46:11,14. 

58rn 45:20 the LXX is followed rather than MT to obtain 
the reading of the first day of the seventh month. Vv. 18 
and 20 seem to use ,vi ,.,;o and n •:a interchangeably • 

.59During the Passover week the daily sacrifice cons.isted 
of seven bulls, seven rams as O, one male goat as a sin­
offering (n~~n), and the prescribed cereal offering. (Supra, 
pp. 80-81, n. 58.) 

60rt is not clea~ whether the fifteenth day begins, ends 
or lies in the middle of the festal week. 

.; . . • 
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nor wood for fires (Numbers 15:32-36}, nor do any form of 

work (Exodus 20:8-11; 31:12-17; 35:1-3; Leviticus 19:3,30: 

23:3; Deuteronomy 5:12-1.5}. Its si3nificance was rooted in 

the creation (Exodus 20:8-11; 31:17} and in the Exodus from 

Egypt (Deuteronomy .5:12-15}. Its observance was an act : of 

obedience to the covenant (Exodus 31:16: Deuteronomy 5:2-15}. 

On the Sabbath the High Priest was to set the show bread in 

order on the table in the holy place (Leviticus 24:8). 61 

The daily, . Sabbath and New Moon sacrifices are defined 

in Numbers 28 (P}. The daily O consists of two lambs, one 

sacrificed in the morning and tieother in the evening, each 

accompanied by a tenth ephah of flour moistened by a fourth 

hin of, oil (28:J-8}. The Sabbath O comprises two unblemished 

yearling male lambs with two-tenths ephah of flour (28:9-10}. / 

The New Moon O requires two young bulls, one ram, and seven 

unblemished male lambs. The prescribed meal offering which 

accompanies the animals is three-tenths ephah of flour per 

bull, two-tenths ephah for each ram, and one-tenth ephah for 

each lamb. A drink offering of wine, consisting of a half 

hin 'per bull, a third hin per ram, and a fourth hin per lamb 

is specified. Palso requires a male goat for a sin-offering 

on the New Moon (Numbers 28:11-15). 62 

Ezekiel's stress on the first day of the first month 

6lThe major festivals of Israel are also considered as 
special Sabbaths. 

62The sin-offerin~ of the New Moon is always a goat in P 
and a bull in Ezelciel (compare Ez. 46:6-7 and Num. 28:15: 29:5). 
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has no parallel in the Pentateuch, but his emphasis on the 

first day of the seventh month finds counterpart in P (Num­

bers 29:l). 6J On the other hand, the Day of Atonement, which 

accordin~ to H (Leviticus 16: 2J:26-J2} and P (Numbers 29:7-11) 

fell on the tenth day of the seventh month is not mentioned by 

Ezekiel. The ritual of the Day of Atonement in H calls for 

two goats, one sacrificed as a sin-offering for the people 

and the other sent into the wilderness, and a bull to be 

sacrificed as a sin-offering for the High Priest. The High 

Priest, wearing_ special vestments and shrouded by a cloud of 

incense, springles the blood of the bull and the goat on and 

before the mercy seat in the Nost Holy place and sprinkles 

additional blood from these animals at· the altar. 64 

It is agreed by all sources (JE, D, P, H, Ezekiel) that 

unleavened bread (n•~~) is to be eaten for seven days begin­

ning with the fifteenth day of the first month. 65 In Exodus 

2J the name n, .5'D is given to the feast. Ezekiel and Deutero­

nomy mention that unleavened bread is to be eaten in conjunc­

tion with the Passover (nD~). Hand P distinguish between 

/ 

63rt seems strange that P should require less on the first 
day of the seventh month than on the first day of the others. 
The O in Num. 29:2 has only one bull: 28:11 called for two. 
In Ezekiel these days are for atonement of the temple: in P 
it i~ a holy convocation ( uJ.., i~ -!'., ,., 'D ). 

64Ezekiel neglects to mention not only the day but also 
the ark and the High Priest. The title "High Priest" is rare 
in the Old Testament. 

65JE (Exodus 23:14): P (Numbers _28:17): H (Leviticus 2J:6): 
Ezekiel 45:21: D (Deut. 16:8). The D source calls for six days 
of tl I~ :o • 
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Passover which falls on the fourteenth of the month and 

which begins on the fifteenth. 

In Deuteronomy the Passover sacrifice may be from either 

the flock or the herd (Deuteronomy 16:2) and it is to be 

boiled (Deuteronomy 16:7), but in P (Exodus 12:1-12) it is a 

roasted lamb. 66 I~ is a pilgrim feast (D) at which one may 

not appear empty-handed (JE) but must be prepared to make an 

offering by fir~ (H). Detailed instructions regarding the 

sacrifices which accompany the festal banquet are given in 

Ezekiel and P. 67 

The Feast of Weeks mentioned by D (Deuteronomy 16:9-12) 

and discussed in greater detail by H (Leviticus 2):15-22) and 

P (Numbers 28:26-Jl) is entirely absent from 3zekiel. 

Ezekiel and P (Numbers 29:12-16) leave unnamed the feast 

beginning on the fifteenth day of the seventh month. In H 

(Leviticus 2J:JJ-J6,J9-4J} and D (Deuteronomy 16:lJ-15) it is 

identified by the name "booths" and is a 'joyous harvest fes­

tival at which the people live in booths. H specifies tha~ 

an offering shall be made but does not elaborate. P (Numbers 

29:12-16) calls for thirteen bulls, two rams and fourteen 

lambs the first day. Each day of the feast the number of 

66These regulations need not be mutually exclusive. It 
has been observed that the Samaritans scald the Passover lamb 
in boiling water before dressing and roasting it. 

67.u:zelciel' s requirements have been listed above, supra, 
·p. 81. P calls for two bulls, seven lambs, one ram as O and 
one goat as a sin-offering. The m~al offering. is three-tenths 
ephah · per bull, two-tenths ephah per ram and one-tenth ephah 
per lamb. These offerings do not replace, but supplement the 
daily offerings. 
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bulls to be sacrificed decreases by one until on the last, 

or eighth, day only seven bulls are offered. The number of 

rams and lambs remains constant until the last day when only 

one ram and seven lambs are offered. The ~sual meal offering 

of P, consisting of three-tenths ephah per bull, two-tenths 

ephah per ram and one-tenth ephah per lamb is specified in 

this feast also. 68 

The calendar of Ezekiel has no Day of Atonement with a 

ritual lilce that in H. 

late addition to P. 69 

Brinker thinks it may have been a 

Douglas suggests it is missing because 

the atonement is complete.7° Procksch believes the omission 

of the feast indicates the author's concern for symmetry, as 

well as a double pre-exilic system of calendars. The younger 

calendar called for a vernal Day of Atonement and the older, 1 

an autumnal. These two atonement days, he continues, were 

not observed in the post-exilic era; in the Torah we read of 
.,, 

only one Day of Atonement. The symmetrical arrangement of 

feasts permits only two chief festivals to remain, the feas.t 

of weeks being o~itted.71 The remaining feasts stress sin 

and forgiveness rather than joyful celebration. 

68Ezekiel 1 s requirements are listed above, supra, p. 88. 
69R. Brinker, The Influence of Sanctuaries in Earl~ Israel 

(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1946), p. 12. 

7oGeorge c. M. Douglas, 11 Ezekiel 1 s Temple, 11 Expositorl 
Times, IX (May-August 1898), 421. That this view is doubtful 
is evident from the stress on semi-annual atonement rituals 
for the temple itself and the continuing sacrifices for sin. 

71Procksch, pp. 111-112. 
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The Priest 

::aertholet 72 and Proclcsch 73 state that the distinction 

between priests, Levites and laity was first made by Ezekiel. 

The prophet points out that henceforth only the Zadokites 

were to function as priests because they had been faithful 

(44:15), while the Levites were demoted from true priestly 

service because they had been unfaithful (44:10-12). However, 

as Bertholet notes, we read in Ezekiel 8-11 that idolatry 

was rampant in the temple during the la.st ten years prior to 

the fall of Jerusalem, the period during which the temple was 

under the control of the Zadokites (2 Kings 25:18-20).74 

Blackwood proposes to solve this problem by assuming, 

Undoubtedly there had been corruption in the Zadokite 
ranks (Jeremiah 8:1-10, etc.), but on a comparative 
scale much less than among the country priests, or, as 
Ezekiel calls t4em, the 11 Levites. 11 75 

Procksch suggests that if the priests in charge of the house 

(~, 40:45) are identical with the Levites in charge of the 

house (bait, 45:5), 11 so hat der wahre Hesekiel keinen Unter­

scheid zw·ischen Priestern und Leviten gemacht. 11 76 It now 

72Alfred Bertholet, Der Verfassungsentwurf des Hesekiel 
in Seiner Reli ions Geschictlichen Bedeutun (TUbingen: J. c. 
B. Mohr, 1 9 , pp. 1-28. 

73Procksch, p. 107. 

74Bertholet, p. 17. 

75Andrew W. Blackwood, Jr., Ezekiel--Prophecy of Hope 
(Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1965), p. 258 •. 

76Procksch, p. 109. 
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becomes necessary, therefore, to discuss the problem of iden-

t~fying the Zadoli::ites, Levites and the foreigners mentioned 

in chapter 44. It has been noted that the author of Ezekiel 

40-48 is quite liberal in his attitude to the foreigners liv­

ing in Israel; they are to be allotted land within the borders 

of the tribe where they dwell (47:22). On the other hand, he 

denies them access to the sanctuary (migdash) and rebukes the 

Israelites for previously having permitted these foreigners 

to have access to the temple and to function as a lo·wer class 

of priests within it (44:6-9). 

These foreigners ·within the temple to whom Ezekiel ob­

jects were presumably engaged in menial tasli::s. Early in Is­

rael's history (Joshua .9:23-27) the ·men of Gibeon and its 

neighboring cities were made temple and community slaves whose · 

function was to draw water and cut wood. Perhaps these and 

other foreigners eventually rose to greater responsibilities.77 
/ 8 

Some may have been adopted into the Levite tribe.? At an 

early stage, according to Herbert, no emphasis was placed on 

the priest having physical descent from. either Aaron or 

Levi.79 

77George Albert Cooke, A Critical and Exegetical Comment­
ary on the Book of Ezekiel in ICC (Edinburgh: T. and T. Clark, 
1951), p. 479; Gray, p. 233; Blackwood, p. 256. Tasks included 
gatekeepers, temple servants, butchers serving the people at 
the shrine (44:11), presumably by boiling their sacrifices (46:21) 

78william Foxwell Albright, Archeology and the Religion of 
Israel (Baltimore: Johns Hopli::ins Press, 1§42), p. 109. 

79A. s. He~bert, \·lorship in Ancient Israel (Richmond, Va.: 
John Knox Press, 1959), pp. 36, J9. 



Sandmel says, 

There are many puzzles about the Levites. The ·word 
seems to have meant almost the ~quivalent of priest 
without regard to ancestry, and seems also to have 
meant someone who was supposedly a descendant from Levi, 
the second son of Jacop. In these ch~pters [Ez. 40-48] 
priests are distin5uished as a sel·ect group within the 
larger group of Levites. We are at a ijflY station in 
the evolution of priesthood in Israel. 

Brinker presents a summary of the biblical evidence re­

garding the relation between the priesthood and the tribe of 

Levi. He concludes: 

In tracing the history of the Hebre1-IJ' priesthood from 
its probable beginnings in the institution of the first­
born, through the more permanent office of the whole 
tribe of Levi to the priesthood as a monopoly of the 
house of Aaron (or Moses}, we have been able to observe 
a gradual move in the direction of restricting the access 
to cultic offices to a steadily narrowing group of per­
sons .••• The selective process within the priesthood 
seems to have continued .••• (an unsuccessful attempt 
seems to have been made by Ezekiel to confine the ~riest­
hood to the narrower circle of the house of Sadok)5l 

On the other hand, as i>'Ieek observes, by the end of the Greek 

period, the Zadokites constitute a distinct party and came to 

be known as the Sadducees. 82 

Another group of Levites ( II '0 11 ), the sons of Zadolc ( '' ~) 

or seed (.iJ7i') are given the title of priests (a'Jl"'I.:>). These 

individuals are, according to Ezekiel, comprised of those who 

80solomon Sandmel, The Hebrew Scriptures: An Introduction 
t 'o Their Literature and Religious Ideas (New York: Alfred A. 
Knopf, 1963), p. 167. 

81 Brinker, p. 80. 
82Theophile James Neel<:, 11Aaroni tes and Zadoki tes," Ameri­

can Journal of Semitic Language and Literature, XLV (1928-29), 
166. 
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were faithful in keeping 11my sanctuary" ("'ll'n, 44:15). The 

priests are privileged to enter the sanctuary ('*111-,,.,D) and ap­

proach the table ('.1nh,) of Yahweh (44:15-16). These men min­

istered in the inner court and at its gate~ (44:17). Within 

the inner court they were clad in linen (a •n «P.!l) breeches and 

turbans (44:18), to avoid any garment that would induce sweat. 

The linen garments were replaced before the priest returned 

to the outer court (44:19). His hair was to be neatly 

trimmed, but not shaved (44:20). While on duty the priest 

was to abstain from wine (44 :21). He was permitted to marry 

a virgin or a widow of a priest, but not other widows. He . 

must avoid the ceremonial defilement that would obtain from 

c9ntact with the dead, with the exception of a member of the 

immediate family, such as a parent, sibling or child. 83 In ,. 

the event of such ceremonial defilement, the prie~t remai~ed 

unclean for seven days before offering the sin-offering. 
/ 

Tasks of the priest were didactic (44:23: "Teach my 

people the distinction between holy and profane, clean and 

unclean"), judicial (44:24: "in a controversy act as judges, 

and ••• judge it according to my judgments"--'u,Dfll'»), exem­

plary (44:24), sacrificial (46:19-20: boiling the sin- and 

guilt-offerings and .. baking the cereal offering; and, 44 :15: 

manipulating the fat and the blood). 

83rn this connection Ezekiel was consistent. Note his 
behavior at the death of his wife (Ezek. 24:15-18). Regard­
ing the sibling, Ezelciel specifies a brother or an unmarried 
sister (44:25). Similar rules for priests and stricter rules 
for the High Priest are given in Lev. 21. 
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There is a variety of theories regarding the identity of 

Zadok. According to one tradition (1 Chronicles 12:28) Zadok 

was a warrior who helped David win the kingdom. Hauer thinks 

of Zadok as a young Jebusite priest who pr9bably went over to 

David prior to the conquest of the city and supplied him with 

valuable 11 intelligence 11 for which he was rewarded with the 

priesthood. 84 Rowley contends that two genealogies are given 

for Zadok, one of which is due to 11 textual corruption" and 

the other to "pious fabrication. 118.5 Meek asserts that the 

earliest reference to Zadok (2 Samuel 8:17) says nothing of 

his ancestry; hence, there is nq connection between Zadok and 

Aaron, 86 and the connection established by the chronicler is 

to be considered a "genealogical fiction. 1187 - These conclu- .., 

sions are based on 1 Kings 2:27 which, he believes, indicates · 

that Zadok and Aaron belonged to different families. 88 

Albright, 89 on the other hand, admits that 11 Zadok was 
-· 

not a descendant of Eli, but there is no adequate reason to 

84christian E. Hauer, 11 Who Was Zadok?" JBL, LX...XXII (March · 
1963), 90-91. Jean Steinmann, Le Prophete ~chiel et Les De­
buts de l'Exil (Paris: Editions du Cerf, 19.53), p. 220; Her­
bert G. May, "The Book of Ezeltiel, 11 The Interpreter's Bible, 
VI (New York: Abingdon Press, 19.56), 310; and HLarold] HLenry] 
Rowley, 11 Zadok and Nehustan, 11 JBL, LVIII (1939), llJ, share 
this view that Zadok was a Jebusite priest. 

85Rowley, pp. 113-132. 
86r1eek, p. 159. 

87Ibid., p. 16.5. 

88 Ibid., p. 159. 
89Albright, Archeology, p. 110. 
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consider him as not Aaronid. By selecting Zadok, Ezekiel is 

in accord 1·.ri th the Samaritan tradition of restricting the 

priesthood the the family of Eleazar.90 

Bright91 and Brinker92 suggest that Zadok probably be­

longed to the Gibeon priesthood which claimed certain connec­

tions with the tabernacle. Douglas believes that Zadok had 

been installed as a iegitimate priest by Saul who recognized 

his descent from Eleazar.93 

According to + Samuel the family of Eli is traced by ·way 

of Phinehas, Ahitub, and Ahimelech, to Abiathar (4:11; 14:3; 

22:9; 22:20). Ahimelech was a descendant of Ithamar, the son 

of Aaron (1 Chronicles 2L~:J). The tradition that Ithamar and 

Eleazar were sons of Aaron is confirmed in 1 Chronicles 6:3, 

where the genealogy of Zadok is traced from Aaron by way of 

Eleazar, Phinehas, A bi shua, Bukld, Uzz i, Zerahiah, Meraioth, 

Amariah, Ahitub, Zadok. Ezra (7:1-5) traces his genealogy 

by way of Zadok to Eleazar and Aaron in reverse order, but 

in complete agreement with 1 Chronicles 6. 

It seems rather arbitrary to dismiss the evidence of 

Chronicles as "pious fabrication" and genealogical fiction, 

9ofo1oses Gaster, The samaritans Their Histor Doctrines 
and Literature (London: Oxford University Press, 1925 , pp. 
7, 8, 15. 

91John Bright, "The Prophets Here Protestants: Fresh Re­
sults of Valid Criticism," Interpretation, I (April 1947), 
.164. 

92Brinker, p. 190. 

93nou~las, p. 516. 

f 
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despite the fact that it lies within a section of Scripture 

with definite priestly interests. If it be true that the 

priestly_ writers considered genealogies important, one would 

expect them not to t_'abricate new ones, but to· preserve the 

existing ones. The Chronicles passage does not disagree with 

1 Kings 2:27; the latter passage only states that Abiathar 

was descended from Eli and that his suspension from the Jer­

usalem priesthood confirmed the judgment against Eli. It does 

not suggest, as Rowley seems to believe, that Zadok is not of 

the house of Aaron; it only confirms the obvious fact that 

Zadok was not of the house of Eli. 

In view of available evidence, it seems best to suggest 

that Zadok was a Gibeonite priest of Aaronic background who 

was installed at the Jerusalem shrine with Abiathar by David 

and whose priesthood was confirmed in the days of Solomon. 

Several answers have been given to the question of the 

high priest. It has been contended that there was no high 

priest in the pre-exilic era to compare with the one in the. 

post-exilic period. During the monarchy, Herbert states, 

11 the king was the priestly person nar excellence! and it is 

he who dominates the Temple and its cultus (I Kings 6; 7:15-

50; 8) .1194 Procksch believes that Ezel<:iel, himse-lf a priest, 

94Herbert, p. 23. There is no doubt that the kings and 
members of their families exercised certain cultic functions, 
but the text which Herbert cites does not bear the weight he 
places on it. Chaps. 6 and 7 are irrelevant. According to 
chap. 8 the sacrifices comprising 22,000 oxen and 120,000 
sheep (8:63) were offered by Solomon and all the people (8:5, 
62). It is doubtful that one man in the allotted time could 

I 

• I 
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knew of the office of high priest but deliberately chose to 

omit it and make the prince the chief leader in the theocracy, 

thus eliminating the lust for power among the priests. 95 · 

Dou~las thinlrn the vision of Ezekiel sets forth an ideal re­

garding the priesthood and in no way was intended to subvert 

the I1osaic law. His use of the name Zadolt is a further in­

dication of the ideal or symbolic character of the priesthood 

in Ezekiel, since the name means 11 righteous. 11 96 MacKay seems 

to hold that Ezekiel himself was the functioning high priest 

and that his activity in the vision should be compared with 

the role of Moses. As evidence for this theory he says, 

Ezekiel was a Zadokite (l:J) and could enter the holy 
place (41:1-J) as a representative priest. Like Moses 
he is addressed from the seat on the cherubim (Num 7:8, 
9) : his primary taslt of bearine; in his body the sins of 
Israel (4:4) suggests a national priest (Num 18:1) with 
day for year [sic] victi~ (Lev 16:21); and hierarchical 
rank is ascribed in his wife's personifying the Temple, 
while he, lilce the high priest in the Holiness Code 
(Lev. 21:lOff) is forbidden to mourn her death (24:15ff).97 

Solomon Zeitlin asserts that Ezekiel . 40-48 was written 

during the second commonwealth and that the author had the 

high priest in mind when he used the term lli!-.&· He justifies 

thts view by the fact that, after the restoration, the high 

slaughter so many head of livestock and manipulate the large 
quantities of blood. The large number of animals involved 
and the compound subject agree to suggest that the verb 
is best understood in the sense of providing the sacrifice 
rather than as describing a priestly activity. 

95Procksch, p. 12J. 

96Douglas, p. 517. 

97MacKay, pp. 20-21.-
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priest was charged with secular duties. According to this 

scholar, the pre-exilic high priest was called "'I" -i ;J J n ~ and 

the title ,,.,~,.., r ii:> was employed in the post-exilic era for 

the same individual. Nasi, he continues, ~s the word which 

designates the secular head of any community, Jewish or non­

Jew·ish. 9B Brinker, on the other hand, concludes, 

An examination of the Hebrel'T sources dealing with the 
immediate post-exilic period s eems to us to support 
Van Hoonacker' s ['rhe Aaronides] conclusion that also 
after the Exile t he high priest did not correspond 
closely with the description of him as given in P. 
Apart f rom the passages in Zecha1·iah, we f ind neither · 
in Haggai nor in Ezra nor Nehemiah any indication of a 
high priest occupying such an exalted and all-po1·1erful 
position in the re-established community at Jerusalem.99 

Berry emphatically contends that the term 11 the priest" in 

Ezekiel 40-48 "obviously" refers to the high priest. 100 

A survey of the biblica l evidence indicates that i f P, 

Joshua and Kings are post-exilic, then all references to,~~ 

Cil~, ii, ;, .,~,., I ,1,, and 11 1111 t>;t /;r.:,are post-exilic, excepting 
.-

one ref erence to ,p I(., ;r / i1 :> in Jeremiah 29 : 26. The usual 
101 reference to the head of any shrine is simply/~~n. It 

' 98solomon Zeitlin, 11 The Titles High Priest and Nasi of 
the Sanhedrin," Jewish Quarterly Review, XLVIII (1957-58), 
1-5. 

99 . . 83 Brinlrnr, p. • 
100 · Berry, "Authorship, 11 ,lli, p. 39 • 

I 

101Note that J1;.,1 1=>il is used in Lev. 21:10; Num. 35:25, 
28,32; Josh. 20:6; 2 Kings 12:11; Hae;. 1:1,12,14; 2:2,4; 
.Zech. 3 :1,8; 6:11; Neh. J:l,20; lJ:28 ; 2 Chron. 34:9. ,a., 
n'«n,,l is used in Lev. 4:3,5,16; 6:15; llJ,-,,7 J;t:> is used 
in 2 Kings 25:18; Jer. 29:26; Ezra 7:5; 2 Chron. 19:11; 24:11; 
26:20; Jl:10. &1 .. 1,-1:1i1l Ji1~if is found in 2 Kings 12 :8 (v. 7 
1n English translations). 
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should be noted, however, that the date for the name of an 

office does not define the a ge of the office nor the age of 

the document in which it is found, but only the age of the· 

present edition of that document. 

Neither the high priest nor his function is mentioned 

in Ezekiel 40-48. As Procksch has indicated, the omission 

appears to be deliberate; 102 if so, one reason for it may be 

to eliminate a ~riestly lust for power. It has also been 

noted that the plan of the temple is highly symmetrical as 

was the division of the land. The review of the cultus in 

Ezekiel 40-48 indicates that a concern for symmetry prevails 

here also. This does not prove, but strongly suggests, that 

the author had an ideal in mind. 

The Prince 

Hebrew is well supplied with words that may be used to 

denote a secular or sacred ruler.lOJ From/ this large variety 

the author of Ezekiel 40-48 restricts himself almost exclu- . 

sively to ~,~l. It is, therefore, desirable to study the pre~ 

cise meaning of this word and its usage throughout the history 

of Israel in order to elucidate why the prophet chose the term. 

Proclrnch. offers some help in t.his direction. He first 

points out that the prince and priests are 11 keine Phantasie­

Gebilde, sondern Gestalten der Geschichte des Judentum, ihre 

102 Procksch, p. 12J. 
lOJ . · V ~ · 

Among them are: f"l~ • .S UJ» ., ...,., ~ .l., i1...U., > ;it.""'~., 1 D • 
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Bedeutung in Hesekiel I s Entwurf ldarzustellen ist also eine 

104 Aufgabe der geschichtlichen Forschung. 11 The term, he con-

tinues, is first used prior to the monarchy in the Book of 

the Covenant (Exodus 22:27) where the ~ .is given protec­

tion from curses, a prerogative also claimed by the later 

kings (1 Kings 21:10). 105 Thus the pr~nce had a sacred role 

from the beginning, he contends. The P code is fond of the 

title, and even Abraham is called the prince of God (Genesis 

2J:6) and the ancestor of God's people. Tribal leaders were 

also given the title. 106 

The results of l1artin Noth I s detailed investigation of 

the relation of the nasi to the amphictyony are summarized 

in his History of Israel. He notes that the nasi was the 

official representative of the several tribes who met at the 

annual festivals to discuss questions or problems of interest 

to all the tribes. Their precise relation to the priesthood 

is not yet clear. The term 11may be talten to mean I speaker,' 

following the Hebrew expression $1 p ~<Pl. 11107 

The kinship between the prince and his people is stressed 

104Procksch, p. 99. 
105 Ibid., p. 115; 11 Vor dem K~nigtum erscheint der Ftl.rst 

schon im Bundesbuch. Hier 1st es verboten, Gott und dem 
F'Ursten zu fluchen (Ex 22 27), woraus ersichtlich ist, dass 
der Ftlrst schon in der alten Stammesverfassung eine sakrale 
Rolle spielte, wie sie sp!lter auf den Konig Ubertragen war 
( I Reg 21 10) • 11 

l06Ibid., pp. 115-116. 

l07r,1artin Noth, The History of Israel, translated by Stan­
,. ley Gedman (London: Adam and Charles Black, 1958), p. 98. 
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by Procksch, who writes, 

Der ?first 1st stets natUrlicher Repr&sentant seines 
Stammes, mag er Israelit oder Edomiter, oder Ismaeliter 
sein; im Hesel<:ielbuche 1st er-das vornehmste Glied des 
israelitischen Kirchenstaates. Er kann zum Statthalter 
des Grossk~nigs ernannt werden, wie es bei Scheschbas­
sar und Zerubabel der ?all war; doch 11 F't1rst 11 wird er 
nicht durch seifi Statthalteramt sondern 1st es durch 
seine Geburt.10 

He continues by suggesting that since Ezel<:iel had already 

designated David and Zedekiah by the term nasi, it is probable 

that he believed that in the restored theocracy the prince 

would be of the Davidic house. In the early years after . the 

restoration this was actually the case. Later the Persian 

king either reduced or retracted the post, possibly in re­

sponse to ce·rtain messianic hopes which were being attached 

by some of the people to Zerubbabel. From that time on, mem­

bers of the Davidic family no longer appear as the "governors" 

although they dwelt in Jerusalem and maintained their li~­

eage.109 

There is a diffierence of opinion among scholars regard­

ing the status of the prince in Ezekiel 40-48. Anderson, 110 

Steinmann111 and Br1ght112 think that the prince held a role 

108 Procksch, p. 120. 

l09Ibid., pp. 120-121. 

110Bernhard w. Anderson, Under·standing the Old Testament 
(Englewood Cliffs, N. J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1957), p. J81. 

111steinmann, p. 263. 
112John Bright, A History of Israel (Philadelphia: The 

Westminster Press, 1959), p. 352. 
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entirely subordinate to that of the priests. Bertholet, 113 

Procksch114 and Gese115 are certain that although the new 

state is a theocracy, the human king therein is the chief 

servant of God and the priests are subordinate to the prince. 

Lofthouse116 speaks of the prince as the new civil head of 

the community who is a special creation of Ezekiel and who 

does not appear in P. Gese117 finds both an ideal aspec~ 

and an historical aspect in the person of the prince. In 

H~lscher's estimation he is the most~ortant person in the 

early post-exilic era. 118 Messel, as one would expect from 

the dates he proposes for the boolc, equates the ~ with 

pecha. 119 Unger proposes that both the prince and the priests 

could be "confined to resurrected Old Testament saints" who 

would offer these sacrifices during the millenium. 120 The 

view of Zeitlin, that the~ refers to the high priest, has 

ll3Bertholet, p. 12. 

114 Procksch, pp. 115, 122. 

115 Gese, pp. 110-112. 
116w. f'. Lofthouse, "Israel After the Exile," The Clarendon 

Bible, edited by Wild and G. H. Box, IV (Oxford: Clarendon 
Press~ 1928), 87. 

117 6 Gese, p. 11. 
118mnscher, pp. 211-212. Cf. also, Herntrich, pp. 121-124. 

Herntrich thinks Ezelciel chose the term as a pun based on Jer. 
2:3: 33 and Ez. 12: 10: ,11,1• ~u,D 17 o -,: UJ t>;, a fl ;.L ( Jeremiah) X ~ .u J ,'1 
'iH,., XUIDi1 (Ezekiel). 

ll9Messel, p. 116. 

120r1errill F. Unger, 11 Ezelciel' s Vision of Israel's Restor­
ation," Bibliotheca Sacra, CVI (July-September 1949), 324. 
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already been mentioned. 121 

Bertholet believes that although the prophet envisions 

a dynastic rule, the word 11 king11 is too strong for him. The 

prophet speaks, with only rare exceptions, _of the ruler as a 

prince and reserves the title 11 king11 for Yahweh Himselr. 122 

Procksch points out the fact that the name nasi is used by 

the prophet only in reference to the house of David. In the 

old monarchy the king had both a political and a sacral func­

tion of which only the sacred remained in Ezekiel's theocracy, 

and for this reason the prophet chose the term nasi. Sodom­

inant is the prophet's use of this term that the Septuagint 
~ , 

even translates the rare occurrenc~s of melek by o<..f Xt.,,,:l V rather 

than13..c.o-, ;\, & :s . 123 Anderson sees in the prophet's choice of 

~ a tendency, coµunon among the prophets, to "'return• to 1 

the period of the tribal confederacy in their royal eschatol­

ogy.11124 Steinmann thinks that the prince is given the title 

~ rather than melek because the prophet accepts the legit­

imacy ot t he Zadokites. 125 

An examination of the text reveals that the word melek, 

occurring thirty-seven times in the book of Ezekiel,126 is 

121 Supra, p. 94. 
122Bertholet, p. 11. 

123Procksch, p. 116. 

124 Anderson, p. 165. 
125steinmann, p. 263. 

126 Supra, p. 51. 
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used to designate the leader of Israel nine times (1:2; 7:27; 

17:12; 37:22,24; 43:7,9). Of these nine references, the 

Septuagint deletes the second use in 37:22 and translates 

the remaining two in that chapter as if the text were nasi. 

If the Septuagint use of nasi in chapter 37 be correct, it 

may be observed that all references to the melek, whether it 

be of Israel or any other specific nation, are uncomplimentary 

in tone, describing a king who practices idolatry, awaits de­

feat from Babylon, is in exile in Babylon, or is dead. On 

the other hand, the remaining occurrences of the term refer 

to the k ing of Babylon in phrases . that praise his power and 

authority. 

It should be . noted further that the term nasi is never 

used to refer to the king of Babylon, but is used to desig­

nate the chief executive or prominent member of the royal 

family of a nation subservient to Babylon. Of the thirty-five 

occurrences in the boolc, nineteen appear· in the closing nine 

chapters. The word is used nine times (eleven in the Septu­

agint reading in chapter 37 is accepted) in chapters 1-24 

and 33-37 in regard to' an individual in Israel, and seven 

times ln chapters 25-32 and JB-39 of a leader of a non­

Israelite state. 

This tendency leads one to suspect that political con­

siderations prompted the prophet in the choice of terms. Such 

.a Tendenz would be anticipated only during the age of the 

exile while the Babylonians were the dominant .power, and 

lends strong support to the traditional date and authorship 
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of the book. 

Ezekiel assigns to the prince very distinct duties and 

unique privileges in the restored community. No other citi­

zen, including the priest, is permitted to .enter the east 

gate through which the kabod Yahweh re-entered the temple; 

the prince, however, is permitted to use this gate and to sit 

there and eat bread before Yahweh. This distinction suggests 

that the prophet viewed the nasi as the representative of God 

among His people. 

It will be recalled that the 11.asi was also clearly recog­

nized as a representative of the people. 127 It seems legiti­

mate, theref ore, to see the nasi as a sort of mediator be­

t ween God and man, having a cultic importance in addition to 

his responsibility of providing the state sacrifices. 

On the other hand, the prince does not function as a 

priest; he is not granted access to the inner court and the 

altar which stands there. Further, the temple grounds are 

geographically distinct from the grounds of the city and the 

prince, and are no longer considered as legitimate burial 

grciunds for the dead kings. Clearly the prophet wishes to 

abolish any sense of the temple as being a royal chapel. 

127supra, p. 97. 
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CHAPTER VI 

CONCLUSIONS 

· The picture which emerges from this study of the book 

of Ezekiel is of a book with greater unity than has been rec­

ognized by many scholars. Unless one proceeds from the un­

proven presupposition that only poetic oracles of doom are 

appropriate to the prophet, the message of hope, including 

the ideas imbedded in the closing nine chapters of the book, 

is essential to a balanced presentation. ' There is no reason 

to assume that a priest could have no interest in poetry, nor 

is there reason to believe that a prophet overwhelmed with 

bitterness over the message of doom to be proclaimed could 

not find a message of hope when the tragedy he had predicted 

becomes a reality. The portrait of the prophet is reliable; 

to this portrait the unity of the book is / tied. 

Throughout the closing nine chapters of the boolc the 

prophet appears to be the independent designer of a utopia. 

Utilizing the broken myth as well as a full v~s1onary style, 

he sets forth a literary vision of the future. In certain 

sections of these concluding chapters he pictures the future 

as a return to the conditions of Paradise. Historical insti­

tutions with which he was familiar and geographical consider­

atibns are recast to fit the ideal pattern established by his 

·view of Paradise. Some of these, such as the temple, are 

described in a full-vision style in which a heavenly escort 
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addresses the prophet in the second person singular. The 

whole was composed by the prophet, not in the midst of, but 

probably following the visionary experience when he had had 

opportunity to contemplate the significanc~ of all that had 

been revealed to him. 

The prophet's independence is shown throughout the bo~k 

in his use of the traditions to which he was an heir. He 

adapts existing poetry to his own purpose by presenting a 

commentary o·n it which is tangentially related to the origi­

nal verse. The previously existing temple and altar of Sol­

omon, apparently the models for his sketch, are modified by 

the addition of certain features and the removal of others. 

It may be presumed that he was familiar with the JE code, 

but he felt no constraint to follow its provisions in regard 

to altar design. It is generally recognized that the temple 

of Solomon was essentially a royal chapel, under the control 

of the king and located in close proximity to the palace. 

Ezekiel felt free to separate them widely. The prophet seems 

also to have favored moving the capital north from the Jeru­

salem site to a more central location, possibly Shechem. The 

tribes of Israel, in Ezekiel's pattern, were all moved to the 

region west of the Jordan, forfeiting their rights to Trans­

Jordan, and being arranged in a manner that erased the old 

national lines. Temple tasks once assigned to foreigners 

~ere transferred by the prophet to the Levites, while the 

priesthood proper was delegated to the faithful of the house 

of Zadok. 
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It is impossible to prove conclusively the precise rela­

tion between Ezekiel and the Pentateuchal Codes. It appears 

from this study that the codes in existence at the time of 

Ezekiel were not bindinl5 in their authority for his purposes. 

?or this reason it is quite possible that the Torah experi­

enced some editorial revision in the post-exilic era. This 

is not to say that the Torah was a post-exilic composition. 

The view held by this Hriter is in agreement with Procksch, 

that Ezekiel was familiar with a pre-exilic version of Hand 

Pas well as JE and D. The precise relation between these 

pre-exilic versions of the codes and the Torah which we now 

possess involves a study beyond the scope of this paper. 

The corrupt state of the text, the disagreement between 

the Septuagint and the Hebrew, the ease with \·Thi ch rearrange- · 

ments have been proposed and defended, as well as the free 

interchange betNeen person and number when addressine; the 

priest and the prince in chapters 4J-46, ·all converge to 

suggest that the text of the book of Ezekiel has suffered 

greatly in transmission. It is possible that the text was 

transmitted orally for a season during which time insertions 

and deletions were made, causing several recensions to de­

velop. There appears, however, to be no reliable criteria 

to determine the nature and scope of all the glosses and 

strata. What appears to one scholar to be clear objective 

technique is to his colleague mere subjective opinion. 

The message presented in the closing chapters of the 

book of Ezekiel begins with a picture of the restored temple. 
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The importance of this restoration for the exiles who had 

lost their sanctuary cannot be overemphasized. It stressed 

that the God whom they had come to know more fully as the Lord 

of history through the experience of natio~al catastrophe had 

not forsaken them but was willing Qnce again to tabernacle in 

their midst. It assured them, and informs us as well, that 

the God Nho lmows us at our worst still loves His fallen crea­

tures. His willingness to tabernacle with them is a clear 

indication of divine forgiveness and restoration. 

The temple the prophet was privileged to see was con­

structed in such a manner that every feature might impress 

upon the worshipper the distinction between the sacred and 

the prof ane . It was located in the tract of land assigned 

to the Zadokites and removed from the city, stressing that 

God was quite far removed from man, and that man approached 

~-Um on His terms, not on man• s own. Its succeeding areas of 
,, 

holiness were elevated one above the other to stress the 

ascent to God. Associated with the increasing holiness of 

the more interior aspects of the temple was an increasing 

restriction regarding the persons privileged to enter. The 

Zadokites alone draw nigh to the temple proper to manipulate 

the blood and ascend the altar in the inner court. Levites 

are assigned to the heavier tasks of sacrifice within the 

outer court. The prince has the unique privilege, as a rep­

resentative o·f God, to sit in the east gate to eat during 

the worship activities. He is not, however, p_ermitted to 

officiate at the sacrifices even though he had provided them 
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as a representative of the people. 

Forth from the temple the prophet saw flowing a river 

that watered the ground, transforming the land into a Para­

dise. When it is recalled that God was tabernacling in that 

temple whence the water flowed, it can be seen that the pro­

phet wished to stress that the blessings of the earth, the 

fertility of the soil, the life-sustaining qualities of the 

plants and the .:Jea all derive from the God who is also the 

Lord of all creation. From Him flow the blessings on which 

all life· on earth depends. 

Such a God, who is Lord of history and Lord of creation, 

· dwells among His people assuring them of His forgiveness and 

fellowship, and invites His creature to appear before Him in 

worship that is appropriate. The prophet sets before the 

people a set of cultic regulations based on previous prac­

tices which stress that man draws near to God in ·worship on 
.. 

terms and conditions God Himself has ordained. The condi-

tions are such that man can never forget that God is holy, 

and that man approaches by privilege,· not by right. 

The prescribed sacrifices are of such a nature that the 

worshipper is reminded of his responsibility to consecrate 

each day, each week, each month to the God who redeemed him. 

Nevertheless, he is reminded by the semi-annual offerings of 

reconsecration of the temple that even his best intentions and 

. highest motives are so corrupt that he defiles that which is 

truly holy. Against this background of man1 s.corruption the 

Book of Ezekiel projects a clear picture of the grace of God. 



APPENDIX 

Transliteration Key 

kabod Yahweh . . . . . 
qinah . . . . . . . . . . 
Yahweh shamma. . . . . . . . ' • • ;,10 CIJ i1H1 

bait . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
miqdash. 

nasi 

melek 

. . . 
. . . . . ~ . 

. . . . . 

. . . . . 

n>:z 

/ 
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