The Korean Journal of 0ld Testament Studies 101 (2026): 144-171
https://doi.org/10.24333/jkots.2026.32.3.144

o] = A] T+=(Mobility Discourse) 0. 2 2=

aju]of 74

0|2 (olztoich)

=
i
k=)
AN
FI'F
ng

AEAom Aol AT AL BAHoR £851
AHEEE gololth ST Lalulols AGA R BReE A HF
o 978 228 5 It} Lalulobs A 2 wel 1| ez} of
Foll w12 Qe oA THEDE LalnlobE ‘0] £ (mobil) ABE
A ) 9] Ao 44 ThE Zwel of8) & 4 elrk. alnof
= 2edor $ALs AL ol FT) o] B4 olFL A%
A9, olFest B2, A3} Auehe A18)4 o] 52 Fuach
= o] 228 et odrk. 3, ‘ol oleks Aol manlofs}
a9] A AslE AvEc, A3 EeuX 28 TE $RS
ol % 9)

TRl 2ellM 287 o] 54 HEL 12| (ohn Urry) 7} A1QFEE A
(e}

s wfeo) A& 24 seithe .7, o] % o] % - B4l o] el F Thkat

144 Fok=Ch 323 32 (52 1017)



Feje] ol ALe] o] A4 e A FAPTE! Yot o] HEE
aAE EeH Fteo] o] S Wizl = AlRlA] Fite s WSk,
AT AR U EY T SO0 2 A = A S ISR

of\
of X
o
i

o
o

X
ol
i
r Y
o

E Q1 (Tony Ballantyne)©] ™ 25}
=-9] A Z (life-blood) 0] RATF? A =-& 0] FA J
2] A= S 7HEEE = AL, ohF
= tal 1 gakelt) Al ool 53 |
g2 ARz 9} S| A ufQlzte] AAll| A B2 o
shHA], A9l 2 & Fa18] A ot gk, ZAAlA o2 A
2 AN tolazet FAES AR} 227] AlololA] A2, AL

g wPeta s, B4 AAP S 2 Ha, Wze
AR A 315k TS Akt o] BolA B uf, Len]oke] o £
A 3B A L EAE Aozl B A ol A%k
Zpef| ofel] AFA T3 HE 31%F T (constructed homeland discourse) 9] 3L
A AR B ok = AF7H] e o] & wan|ofe]
o5/ ol HFehaA], o] 9 & AP Est 11 54 Al

a4 Bk,

X
I
i ro[r
o};{j ;ﬁ

o

<o
A ol

o,
e

£ rlo
X

B
il
b
e

2 g

N
By
ol
=
alo
o
L g
o, N Tk
o

H

o

1 John Urry, Mobilities (Malden, MA: Polity Press, 2007).

2 Tony Ballantyne, “Mobility, Empire, Colonisation,” History Australia, 11/2 (2014), 7.

3 B ek wel g Wele e SlnlE S0 Aol ohieh W Whse A4S
E3e] Al 2e 254 HANS P50l 9]k Bl VT Homi K. Bhabha,
The Location of Culture (New York, NY: Routledge, 1994), 117

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 145



R ECERERE S e
o gom Boloi AR T AT ol G ol 7} oLie) Fgk
(reurn) 0] b3 H-ETE FE T T2 A UkE 2eloluh A
B 27l Hom Sole A9E dAE Woltk oA HelA o}
AA5e xRl FEE0 nFon Bobe oAA S Feole
0w, o|5e] Havt Ew'w AR ks A 2
4 xRz TRk A AojE 70de] Ayt
| Aste] AAE I Aol o]l ARE WA zE o
St Aol ke $71% ol Rk 55 e B3
(uprooing) %] I, o] FAHE A28 7ol - gouiA 72129 gkl W
18] mlvlobe] 79 ol UnkA olFut T A
o] ofue}, 3 el Qlrks ol FE ok ek
) 2A o} AT FE Groyal rond) 2. EE5PA A5]o] YTk,

B
oPAloke] ALEEARRE D] FE FAIA o 2700kmE A2
A

rlo

EEL

ro
>
N
Rl
)
<
=
[
i
=
>~
>
1
b

AL, 5:52-59)8 70} S G o® 125 Qo] o] A2 Fuia

4 AT, AR 12611 198 NI MM 3w (A ko] 4N A& /el S5
Aeel 22g 2 B ), 9|27 39115 MIYNR UK (o} E o & HH] =/
WA AR A Soke oh).

5 o] Zidell #et 1A =ol= th3-S #2352} Simone Weil and Thomas Stearns Eliot,
The Need for Roots: Prelude to a Declaration of Duties towards Mankind (New York, NY:
Routledge, 2002). o] Ao A2 W i “sz o) Wal AL ThE o] S We) W
=tk 222 e Wl 2k e ol 52 el WA etk ehal gEahA| Adith4s
).

6 CYR(EIE ez Belz Asel A Aoleh, T8l 15k 2k Al
18ks 302 olghd, Az de] 2ol A Hl= ()l et Bl s FAke] gl o]
2& Aele 45002 dAI A B 13,5004 o] th, 3H2e] 1502Eh &g Zitka

146 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



T A} A2EEAE o] grd deA Fde] EX) 7t ol&
#H 2A]o}e] AlxtETH T Whe] de]= Al QL] o] A H 2R
o] ZapA oz Azt Wl Aot} ("L, 8.98)kal 7| Egtt, A =E
of 2w, ARES 45 tiilE o8 UatE sEbsks Aol o=
As FAA, GO o} 5 B 9o YA s G wo] 2rhal W
o} (715220 25, 86.16) % T18FZ (David F. Graf) = #H| 2A]0} % A 7|
g "o & Al=o] Fek Al JE| et BAE FAI5kAL 3
S FPsle AnbaQl fi¥olgka Wit} o] XY ¥ 2Alof Al
o] 5% 71578 & &2 sIsl7] wiiell thel-5-2 14 Altholl= A&

ANA e} ejulobtE sF o R QIHAT), BEHRo R Salet Foo}
o}, @& 0 g o Eg} ojgiu|o} Fio|| o] 2= GA] AlA| Hth A=
< A8, AFl BAE &Aoo R & F Ut HEAEe -
AL ZE A=Y A ERE o83 7 AdA=olA AlFE A dH &
2L S 7123 A B4 ol o3 vl $A] (Travel -Ration Texts)
7Vt P PE (Persepolis Fortification) 12855 B I3 2|27} F-3)

o]
Aol Al A1 F3F sk F3) A vlF i3S 71 =Eska ekl o] &

_

o o

A

]
o4

=

B a2 e8] 00 Ak Gl 2R EX, T9AL, 553). dl 2B, 2] &4,
Aty (391014, 2004). (ebook).

7 David F Graf, “The Persian Royal Road System,” in Achaemenid History VIII: Continuity
and Change, H. Sancisi-Weerdenburg et al., eds. (Leiden: Nino, 1994), 188,

8 ZA=E WEA &3, T1F28] WS - F1=steld oy (AR, 2023) (ebook).
9 Graf, “The Persian Royal Road System,” 188,

10  R. T. Hallock, Persepolis Fortification Tablets (Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press,
1969), 365.
TR 15(2) QA, HFHFSTh(Bakadusda) 7t FFEkaL, 3 A
(Muska) 7} -’T—E"’?ﬂ’ (F B2 w2, QAL AZ FES] 7 T2
1.1012]€j o]t} Hallock, Persepolis Fortification Tablets, 72.)
T e oo R RE] A4 (Zistawis) 2 o] E3ITE, T T o] B
i
P A104(29E)

Homn #47
1

FAE( (quare), <F

A

e
T

Hm
il

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 2l =3i[0[of 715 _o|@Z 147



ekl elgare #a'2he ol 49
Foh Al ofr]ol] Puht AF st

Q= AL E 7 AxAo] LEA

(inersice) 1] Ao}, o
7} o}, ol Bae v 1
oz YA mauloks 2E 02 129 Bt dl2Ad AsK}
(= 5:14), =3lm]ok 13 GAAA] *T1 Holli= )7} ol 2aelol] $14] o}
sty e} i 9 ofebalach 4ol ol W7t el A etttk
7} 913 Foll ol wole o s A 2 o), alnjoks 7
2A)okz Bolike S & 4 ATk F2Alolelq A7 717ke] AwlelA
Sy selA e, 2 Fol @) ppY) ek e Kol T Awigk o]
watp) dsade ol 5 e A% FAd o 1wl
o, aluloph thAl gh) e el e (e A, e 24 F
£ 3A) 242 L W, 1k 59 e A% SRR Ao W

QITHE Tz A7} ARA), ol Az ele} Bt Alo] & QrpwA, A

11 o] ke Aol (541) 7]
S 1o A me] 9T e o el FAEe) o A
5 ‘Ato] ¥ °] £ ol|Ao|t} etal A gkt Bhabha, The Location of Culture, 2.

12 7R WA Sl B FhE AIRYE SR AA] slHelo] v (Fl2)
= BEEA 7S ov)she of oz ARE T sl 8:1: iy 11:6, 13).
A gk B CIA ofe] o] A Fell' 2 Mg o] o v Rl o g Bk

13 BAIGE 27] S5 olgka WHskA] AR, “FIgk —YF 19 g5 Ut xR B
A3 AFS o whe 2] Eolgk-2-S A|ARIE} kil 5@t} Joseph Blenkinsopp, Ezra-
Nehemiah (Philadelphia, PA: Westminster John Knox Press 1988), 354, 18y} Yeldd&

148 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



o 9= dEel et Bhz o] HellA] =dn|obs o] F4] AH(mobility
capital)y—% ZA3IATHL & 4= 9t} 7H-ZTHVincent Kaufmann )& ‘A
= F 2ule] A AR o] de] efm| 2 Abgefjof gtk S ol@l st
A AR, D o) 54 AR Bt A7kl Polx] 2

o) AL gt oY QgtolwA, B cmu} AlE A o7, Aol
A=Ne]

[
AR 7A] 0]%8 4= Q= 7154 (motiliey),* 18] 31 T2]8F 0] F-S 7

Sl ot R} MES D A4S Ao & dei= hgstd

off

], Yol7} Al=zte] 27 BA
o FEA, 2 1B, 1% A

=
AL, Al=re] FH 3} G| o TR 02 o] FBIATH = 2:7-9).

N

L' EEocRA AL B o qlot el 2ok H. G, M. Williamson, Ezra-
Nehemiah (Waco, TX: Word Books, 1985), 387.

W ASmue AEAE B A olek SJullx el ol B4 Feln Fbs
@ AL AR 1AL ARe) FEES 919 AL A 02 HIRT Vincent
Kaufmann, Re-Thinking Mobility: Contemporary Sociology (Burlington, VT Ashgate, 2002),
38.

15 Fhgzte] mad tgeiks
28 A, 9 ge (el
o FRFAE o9 AdE
Re-Thinking Mobility, 104.

& ol 55}t & i), A2 418 (o]d o] 5 Skl 4
o3 2% AP, A% A (| ko] The et
AQ7heke 2ol 44 o AwebAl ©Eh Kaufmann,

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 149



3. A=z} ol 54 Al

shbdo] 22 ZE3A FHIES APEelA] Bol 1o 2 tf
A ol oA & Aolgh= ‘A3 218 myth of return) 0= of| 1A (2 29:10-
14; 32:37: 7 20:3-4: 37:21 5) &k Al (126: 137) T 2341 F3LolA vehd
o}, =3 ujof= o] 7]gke] Mgk 31 EHI} A 710l 418}
2 Ak, AgS Aslels vek 922 A3 tokaxe} R
Qo] AL HAAFt Y A A oR FHidEe] Ag Age A
theF 90 d o] Ak Al o of| Rk o] ‘%%’ISEE T2k waf|n]ok=
FgE Qs o vk HE S 18t 5] A FAKe o FAE A
A A A& B3l A sskarat sksict.

ofz o FAEdl =2telA *é‘?‘% TAHE *V-T?}l 52 0]

16 A NBE ol 2GS0 BFOR Sobg Aolak T4 B X o L]
4 e AFst, Axae A T4 5 del=sat 4 A RS o
3l EA 1Al 843 13+ 213 Heimkehrmotivation) 2] W3} 4| & o 2] s} 2148k
St William Safran, ‘Diasporas in Modern Societies: Myths of Homeland and Return,”
Diaspora: A Journal of Transnational Studies, 1/1 (1991), 80.

17 AERRE Hoksie] a4 FEA) ANES 4 13, 5 29l gl 949
At 1\1]"’ Al thgk el 7]oluh v, e A18kE 1) 2l
H3&t}. Safran, “Diasporas in Modern Societies,” 83.

18 ZgAolM = LFubdoly melufoks} o] &3] g 2] (medinah) & TRl
HE AT o opyk=o] ek (bel pihari/pahad) o4 287 H Sk Belo] mp) &
A=A ARERRH(ell: B 111, 22 5014, 1= 5:14), Ty s 2o} £35 thasl e )
91 AFEE}E (satrap, Uwrpg’mylg)i} FEF o) st}

150 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



A%

2 i
%
i o A

of T4 Q1R AuiX] HA] of| T A5
27 12 (Beverley Skeggs)7]— 2] A 519 50|

Al v A2 S wedaka Jehat o] 54

et

%

=

rir

ot 4y
au

L

>
oL
él‘

o
off o
ox,
B=)
o,

rlo
td
rln
>

X Jo
u
Mo
>
S

Do
<k
N

o
-

ot offt
2ol
v
ro

[
o
o
of
oX,
o

3
*
m
k)
£
el
>
)
=

flr o
s

of
Y
i,
rlr
=
0%
o,
%0,
£
ox,
)
i
to o
o,

>~
>
o)
=2
X

¥
%0,
=
o,
Mo
—_>‘i,
Moot X AN -
X
Q‘L
rlr
_>i

L1
ol

N
<
g B

>

b

i

o,

e

2 o

N

£ T go te nE o

b
O
N
i
e

1o,
A
12
2
N,
B
r
=
[m
o
[\
SRRSO ()
ofl
oX,
rot
N
i
)
N
of
N

e
=,
[
o
(4
1o
flo
oft
rlo
=
u
Mo
o 4

0
p‘L

Rl
o
]
5H

>~
>
o
=
X,

fr
)

il

il
k9
= e
> o
o 2
2 =
0, fr
rir (e
> 8o
[T
Mo 4p
BN
ol
o
(=
i
2
o)
o
P
fru
s
=
=

L
o,
i)
&
=
[t
40
[y
[e3

o,
2
ry
)
_o|L
£
P
R
o
)
=
1o
R
r U
i
O
(@)

amjope] FARE= g8 FARITE off “alnjobs Y

=
hl R
FAE @77l 3R E71? E 2% & (Kenneth G. Hoglund)+= 719]

19 Beverley Skeggs, Class, Self, Culture (London: Routledge, 2004), 49.

20  Ballantyne, “Mobility, Empire, Colonisation,” 8.

21 elulol el wslel BelA SheA wmAlo] BAUT HaFolAEd nhaw 4
W g gel Fselth, olsh tlxA o AR AEE due] w2 Qe
A GgEnn Fgach evlol 4He] nugh Gt etk el o
3k Ao t}-2-& %x3}ek. David Ussishkin, “On Nehemiah's City Wall and the Size of
Jerusalem during the Persian Period: An Archaeologist’s View,” New Perspectives on Ezra-

Nehemiah: History and Historiography, Text, Literature, and Interpretation, Isaac Kalim, ed.
(Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2012), 101-130.,

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 151



ARE UE ol AS THH] AT APl B, WAL
(on Berquist) G4 FrAFSH “BA] 2] 2se] 919]e] diwlslel 5 A<
=2 ngA Aol AE F|2A|ofe] I Q"B wjHolgty B} T2} B
2] 9 Pierre Briant) & 15438 8] ZAje] ZAVA B0 thalAl, 53]

A T2 Ze 27k ThE WA T ] A E olRlEd] B

28] (Lester L. Grabbe) GJA] of| 2A4HS- H = A

A= B 5 glokal ®okeh® o] oA Jen

o] ohijet Witel A181A BAE ATk e
Tos

oyt Al o] ofe}, 2 A 07 Holok gt} iﬁk‘é—— h‘é‘ﬂ‘ﬂ of
Aol o FaH o] AZRE QS 7sAde] = AP o7 oy gz A viet
(7194 4540) S AABI7 %= AR o] bigk} o] F Al fr}

22 Kenneth G. Hoglund, Achaemenid Imperial Administration in Syria-Palestine and the
Missions of Ezra and Nebemiah (Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1992), 243,

23 Jon Berquist, Judaism in Persia’s Shadow: A Social and Historical Context (Minneapolis, MN:
Fortress Press, 1995), 116.

24 Dierre Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander: A History of the Persian Empire (Winona Lake:
Eisenbrauns, IN: 2002), 586.

25 dE L e, o)A s2Ael SR AR o] setele] £
35, 7l N, 29 2, gl AF] L JgE, doj=g N. F6 A3, ol&74 &4 (V1%
WA 23], 2019), 184-198.

26 HAE| L O, "IES AR ZEe R eujgl oW 52 sherk 27] H2A
ob = A A B): o] Ahle] E2sh 2, 168,

27 o] AR 3t 12} At 8= FE|AoFA(Cresias of Cnidus)®] T#H] 2A) 7} (Persica), Book

152 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



o] Fa & Pttt 71Folu S itk adal & o Al e
2, Lok Al RS gk 50 21 7195 4041 o] H E A28%
z9] 9a}Q oln ZElo] @ A(Amyrtaeus)S] E7] AF L2 Q18] T 2A|
olo] o|FE FA|7} F21H Adoltt 7193 404-400/398 ©]F]
7} Hl2Alo} Aol A o]gaix}l, B 2Bl HE-E Hgow He
of Al=re] A A1 T Wk A A o] H UL, o] mE} oA
g o] Aol Fo =2e uet aAjskE 3 FAAES] ME
| 238 RS SAR ], 7L

o o AlstE s A e 4Ee ol

2E

_

>

<

=

o g
o

16-17. Lyold Llewellyn-Jones, Ctesias History Of Persia Tales Of The Orient (New York,
NY: Routledge, 2010), 187-190. Berquist, Judaism in Persias Shadow, ch. 7. B8] G2 ol
2gpx gk mam|opA el A A7) & i EE0] A dEsto], To] AR o] JE
Hhek gl |7k 0] 7hsgk ik Afololl &8] A 7|H = AL ojds] ZHd A A
o2 gofok shztl, o] & &Rla] E &34 S717 ob] WA eIsk] Wi Eeltt e
31 AF3HC}. Briant, From Cyrust to Alexander, 579.

28  Alexander Fantalkin and Oren Tal, “Redating Lachish Level I: Identifying Achaemenid
Imperial Policy at the Southern Frontier of the Fifth Satrapym,” in Judah and the Judeans
in the Persian Period, Oded Lipschits and Manfred Oeming, eds (Winona Lake, IN:
Eisenbrauns, 2006), 167-197.

29 S.N. Eisenstadt, 7he Political Systems of Empires (New York, NY: Routledge, 1963). ©}€]
AES] o] 22 ze|=o o0& A A A& W=t} Lisbeth Fried, The Priest and the
Great King: Temple-Palace Relations in the Persian Empire (Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns,
2004), 2.

30  Hoglund, Achaemenid Imperial Administration, 244.

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 153



=
=

AATE. whebA] 315181 iz} QA 7] S 1

S el 54 7]

=
.

SA) 7 sHTh

L=
R

Smlok Al

- 1
— —

g A}

roes, kA vl

Xl
=]

<
T

¥ A ¢

o), 2A] H3he] 7]y

14

A

|

{e]

OO]-

T
R

] =71 el

3|7} =0

. o«
fu

smok

>
- =

mH

o] Z¥z} A7} A 7= el A 9<=31E A7) 3

1

i)

=
T

A

2n i o

1o

&|n|ok= A R9] AH A|7FHS-

L.

A

Z

st 2,

A &A1

S

=
=

A =gsloitt. s 7} ol ] Hell= 4

=
=

A s

‘ob2] 5453 whol

ojy
)

738l AA=A GHIth 7} opd

[}

s

A A7) A e HEAR AR B

p—

Bl Abololl A Ao thelQ

i_]}

srloprt AgAtet &

L.

=

Al
—_

.
A

A1
=

J

&mloke]

S E A whEhA =

Alg] B7ro.z ey

Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander, 580.

32

2 (8 101%)

=

FROH=EF HI32 3

154



22l WAl o= AW <k AFatel A8 v AL 2] (A:ASh et T
E'(&2)e] BAE 7 Eeks A A A7) A8 bordering practice) >0 31
o Y FARE B, R 2 AAE 2E1A Zjolola AAd A A T
At Zlo] ol B4 548 98l Al eg dE L A=
AL EHeHA & Utk

2) o= 4t oI x|} oS4 £
] A} SEE L Aoto] AAH o] F, T o AL AT

A ul 2] gk}, :—6‘1]131 ofF 74 4- oA ‘1 AL st 1

% H é?l%
Hom 7hee mA AEehA] Fepdlgoldet ehe g3 A4t
WA, ol FE] o] F AL Bk A Qltol] thit AR ARl A= B
et =alnlof 1172 "=an|oF & ¢ 3t M AFobA] 982 A ol F
Al ol A Al thet A3t A3t 71 58kaL IANE, Q1 ARl =
s

Al FFIUY =dl|n]ofe] FE= AlgEl o] FA4D 5 itk
H

o 2 A AR Aol theto] EES Ay

1151 93] A=A S o 23306 AFakaL
T ke WS A Bol AR A AZH A ol 2
A AF3l7 s
T4 T ThE A gl A% shglon]
2 A AFHNE RS RE A2 g3kl W4S
o] Hg gz}
33 FholAE A A7) A — R]ate] o] #efo] Asle] BigA oz Hg3lstA|
W A3 93 9AE aks AR VRS — $94 Aol e 4o Wl

o}, Robert J. Kaiser, “Performativity and the Eventfulness of Bordering Practices,” in A4
Companion to Border Studies, Thomas M. Wilson and Hastings Donnan, eds. (Malden,
MA: Blackwell, 2012), 524,

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 2l =3i[0[of 715 _o|@Z 155



(11:1, 3), WA Ade] D3 LRk uiidoll A Au] Fo} 7|53}
oIt} olojA= 117 44 o]fellA] o Fad ol 7 F5HA| == ™
O] A2 el frok AR, wiv s, A, $8E, AR,
dL1dE 5 LF7F Sl EAsHAL Jlnk of7] EAE A=AES
& =& mlof 7oA A A Al H=50] F
oz 230l E Yo = Y H5e] AElA
Theell AFA 247 oo A& Hl whef, =9
A9 HehE A4 (7:4)7 H, 7L7<}7] A =5

31
fo
N —?i
o
of r‘(‘?
2 %
)\ N
ro, o -
i, > I Ho o>4
T Do N
lo

bt

2
)
it
X
[- i

2 Holok gk

T8 o] ArAE W el dfdslel] AFetA | vk WA
9] A o] WEekA] ottt 117 1o = A7 & Sl &
WA FollA] Al A AEithar shar, o]ojR]= 1174 2 oA
© dFdgdl A& Adete me A F ke Ak v
AFE 5 e AXY T 9 ol mew WA S ®7I6kaL 3le
7k? o] Al Ed;FIE] A A7 AR shrh@aTa nnn/s v

34 ol ui|of T3te] Ball7lHL 0] HEL 1] AR A& d|FAFH o R o] A
71 ZAE AFsh7] 918l A3} (Blenkinsopp, Ezra-Nehemiah, 83)2Fal F75HA]
% solblok 789] 552 5] L S AU S 1 FEER 298 1Y
Aol B4 Ju-e AFe] 918 S8e e Aoz welth

156 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



a3
O
§
B
1o
&Y
el
42
ol
©
=2
oft
o,
ol
vl
L
N
FE
_>‘~l_,
rlr
4
>~
el
ol
)
o,
%0,
rlr
2L

()
:
>~
>
W
o,

Y e
off

K

>

Shia

o,

ox
o
30
o

2
e
N

N

JRTH, o mevloks dAdEls ARAlERE Aeelal B
742 A AE A Al ol FA- et A5 Zlo] oyt dlFE 3
ol FolA] Agtet. A%k A A7 "4 dEFoR sk (=
2:1;2:70; = 7:73; 11:3) &AL o 2] ¥ AF3F AL Hol, o] X =27
°old 2E9 25l A9 oz AR Jdvd 22 2
#HZE A 700 A Foll Rbslo] ol F= 3r3tell AAsiAl | A A Al
&S 23l ofw] 2k ar A gl BARIR 4] A vE
= 8 el ST B4 Al s =9 A dee £27] 2715
AR 227] 27] 7159 A 2AM 11732 222 Bt AET
e AR Alele] BAl i 2e& 715skaL Tk TlAlof, v A
= Hl GA|, ] 14, o] e £ So] T T s Fshs Aoy ol Fat

w
(928

Blenkinsopp, Ezra-Nehemiah, 323. A|Z7ATY, o] A7} APA 0 7 FLB-Fof] 2491 H9-5
ARAPZ] 573e] ER e} o] AR A B = Avh(AE 5:2,9). i, FEte] 2 o] FAL
7} “Eehe] FFFA| & (Manual of Discipline);(1QS 1.7: 5.1)el4 Fu ZEAS T
3] 98l AN 2S el B AH8ET ek 48 222tk David J. A,
Clines, Ezra, Nehemiah, Esther: Based on the Revised Standard Version (Grand Rapids, MI:
William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 1984), 212,

% sIACEAFE Ade] P4 AY ATE Fa ABAE] 2o Bom Fobhe
9 AEE ARA'E BT, 1 20 AR £ 48 Aole] m47 B4 93
< Aolgkal ®kth K. Hoglund, “The Achaemenid Context,” in Second Temple Studies I:
The Persian Period, P. R. Davies, ed. (Sheffield: Sheffield Academic Press, 1991), 54-72. &}
ARt 7FE] (Carter) = 2 E o] Fof] I 1318 gALE Baf AA & A7 U=
A Rxzo] WSt o P FHFo2A, Hl 2o} At AFA]2] 70~80%
7} o] Aol AW Xog Mg FHe Azt A4 Ao 1S A H e
A, AR} E2] Abole] FEo] gllthal B al]= ol Hrkal A& gt Charles
E. Carter, The Emergence of Yehud in the Persian Period: A Social and Demographic Study
(Sheffield Academic Press, 1999), 248.

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 157



7] o 23 FRIS0] M2 A 2l FA, ] 14, o] 22t
& 2 222 F AES BA & BAIR vldehs vl-8ol
SHoh, MTollA W& & (de] wue)Ql SAME v
(e wye) o= gl ogkal Ajbeit) 1
el vhz ojojx|= o2 117 164 9] "5 He] ol 7k
= Zopfio] o Yol ET e dwt G sk, Bl 2
Ao Az grPd oz ¢ Zlo] v Adzg] Bl o F4d
ol dot e Aee BEA & F49] 272 222 Bt AE
< s ClAIM EotA Uzt Abseletal Addsked, A o] F
ol MM e 2 54 Aol AFstilE 4ol opdet, ol FstA
= Al'11:16, “TE0] =g YekselA Uizt 77+ 25 At =ley)o
2hal T oA Y 22 27|HE Bt Aot dlFAH ) 3 5
7l Atel o] EX] A EAE FwA 0= olvl-& 27131513
old & A A% ANEFY =svoprt =& sh= Wi 90
doll o]z = gt Azt =d|v]of =3 7
Ao BAH AT g d7E wan|ok Sl AASHA FolE
T Slth o] BEoA MAPE @y ‘150 FA fTh AR
E'@mmn ommy/ekEeld stelFe)oll Al BAIA o gl thell 34

oo, 2NEFS 15 A o AFE S A dElEdaL

=

oX
=
a=}
ae}
j-%}
=
g
3
>
e
rio.
A
ofk

=

i

]
]

fy

37 A= 374 Aol Yol @AlRE, Yol AAE, ARte] & FXE, ol
b 15 Al A ol el Abs bl oA Tt o 5o} gellA

o] oA}, o] g f-2]7} ol AA|SHA| H3iek " ekal fst=r), A= AdE &

EEolghs A2 A1 Al EE whg g Zlolth

offt nE &

158 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



PO ol MAREE o] deESE dFEe] 34 AFA Ve
1R AAA 1ES AL U) MAEe 359 A, A 2 A

A7 el 7h HAAL, ol FEe] BA] A2 E Al AAF 0w FES
|

’

A HQT e allofe] o4 QT AR AR A
Aot EAR GG AloldA] LAE FAE W 25 et 912
Mom e Aow Wl avloks ATA YE o2
2 Roq vnjx) [k the To) ¥l uAgon Ax the gu
7Hol5g AAHSIL, 1 AT 4% A 2ol Yol BEE Hah
A Sl B e BALE Bel Bedos U4A o5 S v
gomi A= T2 A9 A1 AEe o and o EAHNS 2
olc. ]2l Aele] 2A\ 5 Fal o Tl AXEA A AR FTe

ingness) & A=

79 u} A=l mx1 240 F0 EuﬂE*lo}ﬂl?ﬂ

- 4
%91 #a &ﬂoﬂ Jio‘ﬂﬂ AR A
Qe dlA, oA E sete obuba] Aok ZE| R 345 71Tk 7

38  Blenkinsopp, Ezra-Nehemiah, 256.

39 Berquist, fudaism in Persia’s Shadow, 114.

0 BA FUAEIS 2AE B2 U9 5% 48 ATE Gol] AFL B,
= Bk s 2Alobe] AAl AR ke, el 7k AT oAk MEe] & (5:11)
olghe AFE Bl WAL AL, FATE 7hd Aol A =& W FaL Aol
12%%E FIlsle B3 oS & 4 Stk o] FZol B3 =l v Fxst
2}, E. Neufeld, “The Rate of Interest and the Text of Nehemiah 5:11,” The Jewish Quarterly
Review 44/3 (1954), 198.

41 AEA g B = oSS Zxsle}. Silke Stroh, “Theories and Practices of
Transmigration: Colonial British Diasporas and the Emergence of Translocal Space,” in
Postcolonial Translocations, M. Munkelt, M. Schmitz, M. Stein, and S. Stroh, eds. (Leiden,
‘The Netherlands: Brill, 2013), 295-320.

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 2l =3i[0[of 715 _o|@Z 159



HI A2 50194 52549) wf sl 2A]otz A o|F Eo] A2 ES]

FHE WA oRER FAF ] A ' (ele Ae HE, o 5 A
TFata A7 shs A4 7S BPSIITh & OE Al E A2
Aot AlFre] ARAGY 742]oHCaria) 2] Bl 5 (samap) PHP-ERAE
2A]o} A7) thEFEh(Grear Satraps’ Revole, 7197 366-360:37) TA] X
skl 248" Fhelote] S22 ek Fe & FAldl fejataL
Al g AlFaleh 28817 Beld dertaviasg S3h A £
Az e £4719] FAd AE F dwE duor ass )

A& H AT o)A Al o)A B o] H

)

)

o] WA 5t Fel 2 AT AL W) 2] g B
< ATRSNA ek manlok A5 AvE EHUT B4

42 Joseph Blenkinsopp, “The Mission of Udjahorresnet and Those of Ezra and Nehemiah.”
Journal of Biblical Literature 106/3 (1987), 409-421.

43 Briant, From Cyrus to Alexander, 157
44 S. Hornblower, Mausolus (Oxford: Clarendon Press. 1982), 297 ©]3}.

160 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



OFE %= (Al-Yihadu, Judah town) 9} 25 Ak VFAEZ (alu $a Nagar)©]TF*

Y] A (Francis Joannes) 2} 2] 2 (André Lemaire) = ©| A& AFHIS9]
7} oA R O 1ol A B gk ARl F&E5PA] o] 4
S ‘vl 29] o A (Jérusalem de Babylonie) "0 2} F-2T}* o] BA]

o, ol FEE A b o) % E3 3 d nhel] upE 2ol Fi)l B

012 I-N

oL
o Wt o of ©

B UESS A o] FAA ol A 2 AT De, vl
WE Aze AR e B o} BLE/} A el & 5

Aol HA Aoz BRItk AR Al =, v axehr]ofe] A
Hlo]f(Neirab) & & = AT, ©] 52 1 FR1] £ 23] Al2]of
o] AL wpet YAt 53], vlol g AlE Al Foid S nixt
7H 2 Aghatoieh”

ojs} e AHE B, AAEY x2S Fal 944
T A2 P E A2 RE fAE & AdE
Al Aol Q52 241e] A2l ESS
o] QI AuRA] A2 ek AF A 2] avbA
< Bkl 2AE Aok, =4 o' A=t ARA] 2R 3
shek P& Hetarat stk ol BAelA & ), =sm|oprt =g

45 Folit ook ek Lk} olehaie] B 2| T Borsippa) GO AE A0 57
St} Laurie E. Pearce, “New Evidence for Judeans in Babylonia,” in Judah and the Judeans
in the Persian Period, Lipschitz, Oded, and Manfred Oeming, eds. (Winona Lake, IN:
Eisenbrauns, 2000), 403. o] &8-& 7193 597/587' F1 o|$- #| 2A]o} Alth 27
AL 454- 4035) Atole] ef 1500l b AteA] Fg vl €] Foth

46 F.Joannes and A. Lemaire, “Trois tablettes cuneiforrnes a I'onomastique ouest-semitique,”
Transeuphraiene 17 (1999), 26. Pearce, ‘New Evidence for Judeans in Babylonia,” 401¢1]4]
A1

47 1. Eph‘al, “On the Political and Social Organization of the Jews in Babylonian Exile,” XXI.
Deutscher Orienialisteniag. Vortrige, ed. Fritz Steppat (Wiesbaden: Franz Steiner, 1981),
108, Pearce, “New Evidence for Judeans in Babylonia,” 408114 A 91-&-.

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 2l =3i[0[of 715 _o|@Z 161



anlokz 171 F5 9 71kl 39 SAF F Aot 23A el
A oln] “gele] BEE o] W Wl FA] ofstal -2l oksE
= flated I35 BEE dlel e st (o:30 ek sl

AR el 22} 9-10% <M = tHth 2Rl & A3 =] AT 1

A o]2] 27] 5 YF-E A2 melnloks BES ] Agel,

A Al 2 S8 AR Abatsie] Abe)7t E dejoly) thAlAbe) A

& o RN FEATH3:28), TR, o 2aje] BE FHH
= 349 7S Fed dle

2} v ) elmlob Solahl &
5 7Pgel Adge] wAle] dojel o xEol s FABIL, £} Wl
(/e FEE) P FASHR] EH3:24)E HS EATHE A
E3of gt

s elnloke ol BAIE S0 BE 3AE AR LN &

¢

N

48 o] /de FaRRE NS AR gtel gk 2 I 2 TS Fxste)
Euls dA AR &7 TR x| gk 70101717 FH A A AER] F] A =x]<]
FA7IE BRIt (2R1M], 2015). F3= 19417]15E] f=o] “Arel ws)l A et &
A A 20 A BAel 3 DS Aelepl] Aqk vl F2, Bl AR} 1
229 9]7), (U, 2020), 177.

49  SREL frh vl S slHelol’2 Et}, Clines, Ezra, Nebemiah, Esther, 247.
Williamson, Ezra, Nehemiah, 397.

162 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



21y e A AL, o] o] Az
olo)3} - esk] wlolek, 53] malvloke] 27] 7] B

T A7 Ak kAL ok A A E T
=
=

of i}, g ofe]

gebs A5S v YHOoR Bl EGT) Soke o

50 AF7A FE FA et e A Al 7R AAERIT A HAE o] et
157 - 485 o5 BEARR ¢l Alolth o], &<k #1917 18:24-30, A

7] 23:4-9, 21771 7:1-63 & 27] BEES FEA oF Aldoll 2 A4 st
ToA BAI Ao A 5L A FZ o|ul&27] (purity ideology) & FH ] A
3] AT =R 7% sHES irkal £} Saul M. Olyan, “Purity Ideology in Ezra-
Nehemiah as a Tool to Reconstitute the Community,” Journal for The Study of Judaism 35
(2004), 1-16. F AAI= A ZZAH, BA] EAl2hs #4lellA e lelth tjz4 o
2 AEe 22 AL FEA ] BX] AlRa] AN o5 g ite] AEe AL =
E‘r FEA vg e g o] e xSl om, o]Zlo] 5419 4AA F7] F skt
31 £} Harold C. Washington, “The ‘Strange Woman' of Proverbs 1-9 and Post-Exilic
Judean Society,” in Second Temple Studies 2: Temple and Community in the Persian Period,
Tamara C. Eskenazi and Kent H. Richards, eds. (Shefhield: JSOT Press, 1994), 217-242,
A Az olel =1 H A T4 BEIA g Roleh, 2n)A-Hel e §
£ 3AE tobameld A Aoz et £27] o F A% FEARAL FH)
Sol Auf #3tel] 3] e7] flal] =<1 BAIE A8het slel2kal £t Daniel Smich-
Chrlstopher, “The Mixed Marriage Crisis in Ezra 9-10 and Nehemiah 13: A Study of the
Sociology of the Postexilic Judean Community,” in Second Temple Studies 2: Temple and
Community in the Persian Period, Tamara C. Eskenazi and Kent H. Richards, eds. (Sheffield:
JSOT Press, 1994), 243-265.
51 ool A3k AT =0l = vhe-& Fastet. ol &7, “=elw]of, Abdst, mrjoke]
AL ElA & =slvlok A, "= Sasl gheF, 86(2013), 5-29.

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 i =5i0jof 715 _o|2Z 163



]l
= —

a
kAl
=4
A

o
ol
e,

R

=

=

A AP A1

mlof

ALk Q7 A

71A 24 &

T

A7t =slioF &

olw] Wlxlthao:31). ZAG
(mdm A

”E}‘:ﬂ_
L.

A =A Ak

°

QI

A &A
o] A
‘0] 9] 7+ wjol (13:19)2}3L A
= 7 WellA
a7] 9l
=

to] 78 el 2t

°

°

o
9]

=

o
a

J;q

Z

[}

=
1%
-
9

A

T
R

=

=

g 7F TR el 23] A
)

o= &7

=

TABHL, & 137} oA

1]

o] A}
o

=
o
£

]

A
al

]_

&S] A

T

o
2= AR

Al 2

-
R

=

o,

t}H13:15-18), o|#

(o]
=

oL}

) olE=

]
=
o}
PR

H

]Oﬂ o

drlok=17]

[e]
=

al

A

ThH(13:21),

1
R
=

[

3

7 thA] o}
]
2

o

ofy

< A%

s

il

Ex

A, ARG 0 2 37

Z2lo]
Sket, A

9

I} o)l A,

|

Auateln mA}

=7

[e]
=

3= 4%

S

1

A

5 Lol Al

y

A

ok 7 ]'Uj_ 1(Peau noire, masques blancs, 1952),52 1;8' {

7Pl

7Py (B85, 2022).

oy
jo
1
B
ol
s
ol
ﬁo
A
Ho
w
ol

H

52

(84 1018)

=

For=Ch A32# 3

164



j?_l‘
&12
2
A
Ho
=
ro
ot
oX,
i
J[m
ol
N
bl
2L
)
ol
ro
—_>d'4
>~
2,
o3
N
sy
Md
=2
>
of
ot

% A s 2A (2
slmlobe] e £91 wr|uth Aol

2 F3lel o] 23S BaL AL, I AN AR AP A

¥

=

o,

o

R

(r
2,
02
o
Aw
I>
b
o,
g
J

4
529 A ARAAN BAZ 4G Aolth, Lavloks & 2
A% A, F3ASA A5 QAP ABFomA, 740 7

A = =
RS AT ARt S53 wiEHA oF ASA @Al o

o=

53 ollxgkel wamlope] F& SR ztold A thEE 2ot} Smich-
Christopher, “The Mixed Marriage Crisis in Ezra 9-10 and Nehemiah 13,” 243-265.

54 Smith-Christopher, “The Mixed Marriage Crisis in Ezra 9-10 and Nehemiah 13,” 243~
265. 2RIFSIE “5& FA= I WE(group endogamy) S 733 J&E she
d, ol RESl B ATAAE G FRIAD, HoprEa e 2at 25l 9
= ko] Aol = vf$- 93t} 21 343t} Ralf Rothenbusch, “The Question of
Mixed Marriages between the Poles of Diaspora and Homeland: Observations in Ezra-
Nehemiah,” in Mixed Marriages: Intermarriage and Group Identity in the Second Temple
Period, Christian Frevel, ed. (New York, NY: T&T Clark, 2011), 61.

55  ZA G4 (translocality) > “FR1571e] ARt F3EA] ¢h= o] F4d, o F, %, 1
23l T3 e AdA S 285k AYETS I =t Clemens Greiner and Patrick
Sakdapolrak, “Translocality: Concepts, Applications and Emerging Research Perspectives,”
Geography Compass 7/5 (2013), 373.

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 165



o, A= AR E ol Ehe o] FASE of

Ak AT 22 B

A=A

Yol Al

o

(o]
A-g F

ol

(Appardurai)—t_—’ “X(} ﬁ\_/‘é (locality)

3]

oA & o,

%A

)

S

6ol 2} A o] e, of

al

K

k)|

X

mr

&

&

u

A A ]

ukal A 31, 0] wat A=e] w

S

A17g ©1

*

|4 A

Az

2l
=

A

13, Al=ke] a2

S

%

ge=A, Akt 3

AAE 54

=
=

o] tigjlemA, ARt o|F 715 Al ge] Al

i 272 o] A1 4]

9|

L 2E0] Al o)L ]

T dAow YA

=

A

R

=

r

o

o

elof s Tl

=0

-
M

o

o

]_

ox

+
Y

A. Appadurai, “The Production of Locality,” in Counterworks: Managing the Diversity of

Knowledge, R. Fardon, ed. (London: Routledge, 1995), 208.

56

= (S 10178)

FROH=EF HI32 3

166



P
m
ru

waEn|opM & Ted] T A "l AEL 227 o] % ARSI A X ALA
HAER et o] 9lAES] ojul&Rr]A B34S AU = 1
SHA 33it) o] Fd HEe] Aol o]Fd ArtemAe] eufo}
g For e o, BT o g AdE 227 o] %
H FEAE F oz & =aw]ofe] 49 7HE AAES olafE 4= 3l
o}, =av|oks FALe} dl RS A o

©7FA, A= Hejelom
oA Aol AlFe] FA1% AR 2 T4
Alote] B (bax Persica)”ol] BB AFE 4
ged o Aue 4a AEHoR AT ANAE 2
uth AuAR e o g BES FAdowA, A o v
WESE A% oL A FASIT 1o Mol
o v ofe} B4 7|79 Aol ATk 2 ol et B
Zul AuA) 2k A Q719 gk ALl A B (25
B9 AeozAd BE FA)E sl A=
o=m, 224 o5 ALEA o 4ol AT o]l e 913
A= 2gell | Zolt) o5 FAle] #34 2L w2
2 Apgo] a2} A}, A o) Aol tlat o] 54 144
So) HAlge] Al 4 she Zelith o)A ABASL 3 Fof 72
7 Aol ople} 24 A S 15 S5 AP ]
wgjall Bk, d2Aee BAG A% 1k olFo] BAHE wAls)

u
&
filo
[\
0%
e
lo
Rl
09‘9

N
2o
R
&

il

>
o

off
oy
path
.ﬂ

Ir
&ll{l
=)
Ky
Ar

ol
il

n% _1—_1
ll
o

>
=

>
n%
flo

ol r

)
2
o
&
o
A
N

e}
¢
o
N
fu
>
I\
¢
)

e o
rot ook

ot
AURNIR)

o
oL Uﬂ,

tlo o
[

N
-

—

7z

s

=

57 ©] el tsiAe o3-S #Z3l2}E Maria Brosius, “Pax Persica and the Peoples of
the Black Sea Region: Extent and Limits of Achaemenid Imperial Ideology,” Achaemenid
Impact in the Black Sea Region, E. Rehm and J. Nieling, eds. (Aarhus: Aarhus University
Press, 2010), 29-40,

0|54 B2 (Mobility Discourse) 22 2l =3i[0[of 715 _o|@Z 167



o154 FEL E alulof 7] malnlofe] o B4 3
o2, A7 Zle] & ol ST} W, el AT 5

& "ol 22} 9-10%3} =av]of 1372] 543 AL Tqek=d 16/4(2010),
33-53.

A3, "ol aek-su|opx ] 3 at e kol thgh Al g Tk
o, 30/1 (2024), 46-74.

ol &7, “aln|o}, Abdtel wH]ofe] TAE FafA B an|ok Y ==
WAIBR=Z ), 86(2013), 5-29.

HEd 7] ol FEAS] THEE (Multiculeure) o] #4gF At o ~eke} 3

n]oke]l LERG o]ulelo] tat 48437} HlEP S Fa] 0w " Mokt

21/2(2015), 122-154.

oy
)

Appadurai, A. “The Production of Locality.” In Counterworks: Managing the Diversity of
Knowledge, R. Fardon, Ed. London: Routledge, 1995, 208-229.

Bhabha, Homi K. 7he Location of Culture. New York, NY: Routledge, 1994, $-2]'¢ ¥
A, 2] vhk WA &7 TR 8k 9131, 28 EaAt, 2012,

Berquist, Jon. Judaism in Persia’s Shadow: A Social and Historical Context. Minneapolis,

MN:: Fortress Press, 1995,

Blenkinsopp, Joseph. Ezra-Nehemiah. Philadelphia, PA: Westminster John Knox Press,
1988,

Briant, Pierre. From Cyrus to Alexander: A History of the Persian Empire. Winona Lake:
Eisenbrauns, IN: 2002,

Carter, Charles E. The Emergence of Yehud in the Persian Period: A Social and
Demagraphic Study. Sheflield Academic Press, 1999).

Eisenstadt, S. N. 7he Political Systems of Empires. New York, NY: Routledge, 1963.
Frevel, Christian. Ed. Mixed Marriages: Intermarriage and Group Identity in the Second

168 FHok=Ct, 323 32 (52 1017)



Temple Period. New York, NY: T&T Clark, 2011.

Fried, Lisbeth. The Priest and the Great King: Temple-Palace Relations in the Persian
Empire. Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2004,

G. N. Knoppers and L. L. Grabbe with D. Fulton, Eds. Exile and Restoration Revisited:
Essays on the Babylonian and Persian Periods in Memory of Peter R. Ackroyd,
New York: T&T Clark, 2009.

Hallock, R. T. Persepolis Fortification Tablets. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago Press,
1969.

Hoglund, Kenneth G. Achaemenid Imperial Administration in Syria-Palestine and the
Missions of Ezra and Nehemiah. Atlanta, GA: Scholars Press, 1992,

Lipschitz, Oded, and Manfred Oeming, Eds. Judah and the Judeans in the Persian
Period. Eisenbrauns, 2000,

Munkelt, M., Schmitz, M., Stein, M. and Stroh, S. Eds. Postcolonial Translocations,
Leiden, The Netherlands: Brill, 2013,

Safran, William. “Diasporas in Modern Societies: Myths of Homeland and Return.”
Diaspora: A Journal of Transnational Studies, 1/1 (1991), 83-99.

Sheller, Mimi and Utry, John. “The New Mobilities Paradigm.” Environment and
Planning A (2006), 207-226.

Smith-Christopher, Daniel. “The Mixed Marriage Crisis in Ezra 9-10 and Nehemiah
13: A Study of the Sociology of the Postexilic Judean Community.” In Second

Temple Studies 2: Temple and Community in the Persian Period, Tamara C.
Eskenazi and Kent H. Richards, Eds. Sheffield: JSOT Press, 1994, 243-265.

Ussishkin, David. “On Nehemiah’s City Wall and the Size of Jerusalem during
the Persian Period: An Archaeologist’s View.” In New Perspectives on Ezra-
Nehemiah: History and Historiography, Text, Literature, and Interpretation, Isaac
Kalim, ed. (Winona Lake, IN: Eisenbrauns, 2012), 101-130.

Washington, Harold C. “The ‘Strange Woman' of Proverbs 1-9 and Post-Exilic Judean
Society.” In Second Temple Studies 2: Temple and Community in the Persian
Period, Tamara C. Eskenazi and Kent H. Richards, Eds. Sheffield: JSOT Press,
1994, 217-242.

=av]of, o] T4 FE, A FAL AT AR, & FA

0|=4 22 (Mobility Discourse) 22 gi= Lsl0[of 7S _o|2Z 169



[ ABSTRACT ]

Reading Nehemiah’s Reforms through Mobility

Discourse

Yoon-Kyung Lee
Ewha Womans University

To read the Book of Nehemiah exclusively as a religious document
or a post-exilic socio-political text is to fall short of properly elucidating
its ideological complexity. When we give priority to Nehemiah as a
mobile figure, viewed through the lens of mobility discourse, we become
able to understand his so-called reform policies as directed at a post-
exilic Judean community composed of intricately diverse groups. Moving
back and forth between Susa and Jerusalem, Nehemiah, as an agent of
the empire, carried out a mission consonant with the “Persian peace”
(Pax Persica), constituting Jerusalem at once as the homeland of the
ancestors and as a faithful province of the empire. By physically building
the walls, socially enforcing population resettlement, and, above all,
biopolitically prohibiting intermarriage, Nehemiah strictly controlled
the mobility of the social strata represented by those inside and outside
the walls. The force of his reform lay precisely in the integration of these
various control mechanisms. Namely, by combining spatial control over
movement (walls, gates, and the redistribution of residents) with social
control over boundary-crossing (the ban on intermarriage as a means to
block movement across bloodlines and groups) into a cohesive system,

physical and social mobility were made to operate as a unified mechanism
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serving imperial interests. The ultimate aim of this control of movement
was to make those who possessed the experience of exile take their dual
belonging — to Yehud and Persia, to province and empire — as the very
core of their identity. The returnees now become not people confined to
a single place, but people who internalize a translocal identity as their
own distinctive identity. Jerusalem becomes a space of exclusion and
severance in which movement between strata is thoroughly controlled. By
focusing on the dimension of mobility, reading Nehemiah through the
lens of mobility discourse brings into sharp relief the deeply entangled
relationship between mobility, power, and imperial operations — an
aspect hitherto neglected. Ultimately, this perspective provides an accurate
understanding of Nehemiah’s reform as a project that synchronized the

interests of the empire with those of the province.

Nehemiah, Mobility Discourse, Wall building, Distribution of population,

Prohibition of intermarriage
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