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INTRODUCTION,

There are two aspects of the present inquiry. The
first aspect concerns literary analysis and the second,
theology.

With regard to literary analysis one must deal with
the facts represented by the symbols J, B, D and P,

Eisafeldt has summarised the arguments for analysis
into these sources under four heads, namely the change in
the divine names, linguistic usage, diversity of ideas and
literary phenomenal

It i1s a basic assumption of the thesis that the
literature or literary sources formed from various traditions
is dmportant. Students of the histery of traditions, such
as von Rad and Noth, still adhere to the commonly accepted
results of literary criticism, at least in the Pentateuch.

The current emphasis on the Sitz im Leben in the cult and

furthey study of the sources behind the literary sources
cannot conceal the fact that the traditions became literature,
The Yehwist (J) 1s at the beginning of this transition.

The literature, however, has undergone literary (as

1. Introduction, pp.1i82 - 188 .



well as oral) revision.

An appreciation of the composite nature of the litera-
ture 1s as necessaxry as an understanding of how wvarilous
traditions came together in pre-literary stages.

A modern development in literary analysis cencermns the
J source. There has been a refinement of J and a discussion
of sources within J,. The scholars associated wilth this line
of inquilry are Pfeiffer, Eissfeldt and C,A.Simpson.

Pfelffer and Eissfeldt ralse a special problem foxr any
attempt to reach a commonly accepted analysis. These scholars
frequently allocate a passage,generally seen to be J, to
S(Pfeiffer) or L (Eissfeldt).

The purposes of the thesis do not require an adjudication
on the probable rightness or wrongness of such allocations,

However, should S or L prove to be subordinate strands
of J, and not separate sources, then the problem disappears.
But the relationship of S and L to J is not as close as that
and the problem must remain. Pfeiffer fidnds S8 only in the
book of Genesis. 'After J, E and P have been removed, the
remnant consists of not only redactional matexrial and isolated
fragments, but a series of stories with such well=defined
characteristics that it 1s not unreasonable to consider that
a separate document', S ds clearly independent of J. More=

over, S and Sa and J cannot be equated with L and J(Eissfeldt)



1
o1 Jl and Jg (Simpson). In the analysesg Pfeiffer's view

is noted,

Bissfeldt describes his L source. 'In many places in
the Pentateuchal narvative there rewains a substantial residuyy
which strongly resists being assigned to J,E or P, and also
does not in the least appear like an amplification of one of
these strands or an additiom at the time of compilation, It

e

bears a quite special and original stamp'. I, has equal
standing with J, E, D and P,

One reason given for the choice of L as symbol is that
"the strand denoted by it, in contrast to P, the Priestly
Code, is least dominated by clerical and cultic tendencies'.j'

Pfeiffer is‘not impressed by Eissfeldt's claim that L
"ran parallel to J from the Creation to the death of David,
The chief obJjection to Eissfeldt's theory is that, outside
ef Genesls, his L and J eith@r supplement each otherxr orx
consist of mere snatches of narrative or isolated stories,
hence, unless we suppose that large portions are lost, no
"gsources" or "documents" can be reconstructed out of thid
1iteréry d@brie';a'
In the analyses Eissfeldt's allocations to L are noted.

C.A.Simpson argues that 'the earliest document of the

Hexateuch is that of Jl,based upon, and setting forth, the

1. Introduction, pp.l59=-161,
2o Introduction, p.193.
3, Introduction, p.l69.
4, Introduction, p.159.



tradition of the southern tribesy that this was used by

JR as the nucleus of his own more extensive work, which
included also certain traditions of a part of the house of
Jogephy thatv this 32 document was, in the course of time,
subjectad to a certain amount of casual elaboration by various
handa%gﬁ

| »The closeness ;f Jl‘to'Jzuis~noteworthy.

\ lln the analyses the very detailled work of Simpson cannos
be?st%ted in full, Reference is made to the drift of his
an%lygis.

The work of Pfeiffer, Fissfeldt and Simpson is not
without its critics. Veolz has the support of North as he
refers to the 'atomizing' of J. Others speak of 'the creative
genius of the Yahwist'l' This 18 the wview of the thesis,
North's comment on this point leads dinto anothexr development
which affects literary anaglysis today.

"Whether we can speak of a single author, J, depends
very much upon whethexr we can discern the presence of a master-
hand ceontrolling its disparate materials and arranging them
to serve the purposes of a definite dnterpretation of history.
It is generally believed that we can discern such a purpose,
but this belilef is obviousliy difficult of convincing demon-

stration, and 1t 1s always open to an objector to say that

the apparent purpose that runs through the saga was already

5 ETL, p.35.
1. wvon Rad, Gen., p.28s see Pfeiffer, Introductiom, pp.lh2£F).



5.
stamped upon it while it was still current in oral %radition’.z
Those who stress orval tradition have obviously a different
view of the Yahwist from the one ocutlined above.

A traditio - historidecal approach to problems of literary
analysis is seen in a work by Mowinckel. He allows a duality
of traditions in Genesis 2 - 11 but will not describe them
as twoe litverary sources. The dualities awnd unevenness are
all 'traditio - historical not literary = critical problems',
These are to be investlgated following the methods of
Gunkel?*

So far as oral f%radition and traditio~history are
concerned, they are warnings against a too narrow literary
cciticism, The transition from spoken to written word was
neveyr an easy one, The change would be gradual. The written
source would be under pressure from oral tradition which would
not cease but would continue alongside the literary document.

The second aspect of the inguiry is theolegiaal.

The work of Noth, von Rad and VWeiser, to name but a
few, 18 a reminder that it is theoclogical literature that has
been deposited. Basic themes unify the tradiltilons.

Study of the origin, growth, coalescence and documentation
of the great themes have glven a fresh appreciation of the
purpose of the literature.

Study of the sources requires the combination of the

2. OTMS, p.59.
T Pent.,, pp.ﬁO—ﬁlo



thematic and literaryvecritical approaches.

The literature has to be accepted for what it is, namely
a composite, theological literature,

In the thesis an analysils has been made of the passages
which do not belong to the P souvrce ip GenesiseDguteronomy.
The wvarious, often conflicting, analyses suggested by scholars
have been carefully considered, Passages have been
designated J and E only when there 1ls reasonable probabllity
that this is so. Without a careful delimitation of the
sources, the derivation of notable characteristics could be
misleading. An attempt has been made to discern the
criterdia that scholars have employed in arriving at theirx
analyses, The analysis of the passages rests upon
evidence that is cumiplative. Many dnterlocking factors lead
scholaxrs to make decisions about the distribution of a passage
inteo sources,

The thesis emphasises the representational differences
between the sources but linguistic, literary and materilal
crlteria are also mentioned in the analysis, In some cases
only one or two criteria are used. Because of the evidence
of the analysis of previous passages, however, the analysis
may be carried through with some confidence. Once omne admits
diversity of authorship passages not obviously compousite can
be allocated to sources. Caution has to be exercised lest

the unlty of fine passages 1is destroved for the sake of critica.



theory.

One of the merits of the work of Noth and wvon Rad i1s
that they do not fragment comnected passages which others
would atomize,

The analysis has not sought to be an exact diagnosis
and there are few instances of the splitting of verses.
Connected passages figure mainly for it is in such passages
that contrasts of outlook can best be discgerned,

After the analysis of the passages had been done, the
noetable characteristies of J and B were drawn off. It was
seen that the Yahwist and Elohlst 1n Genesis-Numbers had
distinetive theological points of view, The Yahwist is
certainly the more creative writerl' The Elohist does not
appear to be a simple supplement to J. He hag a mind of his
own and the source is continuous.

The isolating of the notable characteristics of J and
B in the Pentateuch 1s an dmportant part of the thesis.

The second part of the thesis 1s concerned with the
Books of Joshua, Judges and 1 Samuel 1=-12,

Characteristics were listed. VWhen commentators showed
that some of +the characteristics came from passages which were

Deuteronomlistic, they were discarded, This occurred frequentls

due to the closeness of the BElonistic and Deuteronomistie

l. Nﬁth, UG" ppo 20‘”"“0‘



8.

points of wview, The characterilstics which remained were

Lources of these early hilstorical books, The

relationship nﬁ such characteristics to the chavacteristics

fyrom the early

.
distinctive aff&he early sources of the Pentateuch was then

considered, /

DUCUMENT J.

I
Bool: of benele.

Passages commoély accepted as Yahwistics

A. IV zsﬁb - 332k,
A, 14.;!43 1 - 16,
A.le,;hm17 - 24
AJIV, (5329 = 63 14
AV, %6:5 - 8
;(731 - 5,7, 10,12,16b, 17b, 22-23.
" {812b = 3a, 6-12, 13b, 20, 21-22,
A. VI.19=18 w 27
A Vif io - 19,21,2h-30,
VILI llsl -9
ﬁix.(g@azs - 30
(&%8& - ba, 6=9
(12510 =~ 20
A.X, 13:1 = 5, 7 - 1la, 13-18.
A.XI, 1631lb = 2, 4-8, 11l-1k,
A, XII 18:1 - 18, 20=33.
.AIII. @931 - 28, 30-38
A XIV’ zhal - 67
A, xv, ‘253 21 - 26a, 27=34
A. xvi. 36 - 3%, Gwll, 12=1k, 16«17, 19«33
A. xvxi aasig - 16, 19a
A, xvxix. B9s2 - 1k, 31-35
A.XIX, B2sk = 13a, 24-33
A.XX, ?33& - G, 6wd, 1217

/



AJXXT, 38: 1 = 30
AJXXIT, 39: L = 29
AJXEILLI, 43¢ 1 = 34
AJXXIV, Ll 1 - 34
AJXXV, 46328 - 3h
AJXXVI, W7: 1 - 5a, 6b, 29-31

AJXXVILI, 503 1 - 11, 14

Book of BExodua, p.9%9€
Book of Numbers p.,140

Pasgssages commonly asccepted as Yahwisti@.

AX.

Genesis 2:4b ~ 3124

(a) Analysis.

The allocation of Genesis 2:thb » 3:24 to the Yahwist 1s
generally accepted,
Pfeiffer, however, ascribes 2i5«~0, L%=25 and chapter

3 (vv.20,23 may be glosses) to S, Genesis 23 10~14

2.1,

belongs to § rissfeldt traces J and L in the

chapters and finds later additions in bathz’

The characteristics noted under (b) together with the
distinctive use of the divine mname and other expressions

support Yahwistic authorahip.ﬁ'

(b) Notable Characteristics.
Genesis 214b=3324J,
Guilt Sin View of Human Nature
Man is at the centre of things because God put him there,
(2:40-7). Man who owes everything to God has to be
1. Introduction, p.i60,

2
3.

Introduction, pp.194,199, ,
Skinner, Gen., p.52; see also Driver, LOT, p.llhy

Anderson, p.31lj Both,UG,p.R293 Mowinckel,Pent.,pp.60-613

von Rad, Gen., p.713 Kuhl,p.64y Simpson,BTI, pp.5L £f,
§
|
5 &



10.
obedient to Him (2:16=-17). Man has been given a sphere
of rule (2:15,19«20,23). In turn he has to be ruled by
God (2316=17). But Man spoils God's good purpose for him.
Instead of living in obedient fellowship with his Creator,
Man rebels against his creatureliness. He resents being
locked in space and time. He wants to be like God
(315~6) and his pride leads to separation from God (3:8),
He feels gullt and evades responsibility for his sin
(3:7=-13). Evil is 'inextricably present within our
gcreated world*., It 'has singled out man, lies in wait
for him, and everywhere fights a battle with him for 1life
and death'., 'Man is always assailed‘.l' Man can
decide things foxr himself, He doesg think of himself as
being responsible or answerable to God (3322). God has,
however, kept to Himself ?'the twree of the knowledge of
good and evil?®,

J has a serious, sombre view of himan nature,

Tranggendent Providence Judgment Mercy Miraculous
Revelation View of God.

God existed before the Creation and lils separateness from
the forces of nature can in no way be questioned. "He ig
no immanent power in nature nor in the natural process

of bheing and begoming. The nature of his being and will

is vevealed inm his historical acts. He thus transcends

i, von Rad, Gen., p.89, on verses 1lh-15).



11,

nature as he transcends historyj and, conseqguently, he
destroys the whole basis of pagan religion. No force or
power ipn_ the world is more characteristic of him than

any other'.ﬁ’(2skb~24). God also cgares for what He has
ereated., le provides for Man (2318,9,15,16,18«25),

God's love for the sinful is shown by his clothing of

Adam and Bve (3321), The Judgment of God does not
obliterate the offendexrs . Dven in thedr disobedient state
they may, albeit with pain, reproduce (3316) and subsist
(3:17m19D? . The Judgment as deseribed by the Yahwisth
links enigmas of man's exdistence with man's sin

(3:116=-19, 23=-24), The Yahwist is unashamedly anthro-
pomorphic im his descriptions of God and of His activity.
Only the literalist can miss the depth-meaning im the
anthropomorphisme. They disclose how personal Ged is.
According to taste, one may venture to say that the mode

of description is nailve, One ¢annot, however, c¢laim that
the dnsight of the Yahwilsgst, so clothed, is nailve or
childish (2:4b,5,7,8,9,15«-17¢83 33 8,9,11,13,1458).

As in all authentic relationships, the personal nature of
God's encounter with Man deoes not infringe upon His austerec
majesty. 'God's miraculous creating permits no watehing...
Man... can revere God's creativity only as an actually

36

agcomplished faot.’ Indeed, the Creation navrvative

1s
2o

G.E,Wright 'God who acts' SCM 1952, p.21.
Noth, : UG.. . p.257

Be G. von Rad, Gem.,pp.81-82 on 2:21-23.



iz,

and the Fall narrative together show God acting maglse
terially. At the wvery end of the account of the Fall
3324 it is mentioned that cherubim and a flaming sword
guard the way to the tree of life. The Jjudgment has come
and the Holy Geod dis the only One who can lead Man safely

back to bliss.

Stvles
The dilalogue at the beginning of the Fall navrrative

(B:lnlﬂ) is full of perception and the workings of the
human conscience are portrayed without fuss. The act of
disobedience is deliciously described (316}, The preced~
ing picture of the Creation (cap.2) 1s the work of an
artist who paints with few words,

Universalism,

Eve is described as the mother of all living (3:20)

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistie.

AIL. Genesils 411-16,

(a) Analysis.
The passage 1s generally ascribed to the Yahwist.
Bissfeldt reckons the first verse only to L.Pfelffexr
calls the passage 82 and think& it is possibly a revised
stoxry. Kuhl is not certain that the story of Cain and
the 1list of his descendants (Gen 24) belonged originally
to this version (at all events nelther is essential to its
continuity and both assume a largey population on the

carth (4:1l4€,17) than can be reconeiled with the rest



13.

of the étcry'.l° The genewrally held view is again
followeﬂ.2°

Skinner supports the J allocation by referring to some
of the characterlstices listed below and to the language

(b)Notable Characteristics.

Genesis 431-16 J

g

8in  Yieuw of Muman Natuze.

The Yahwist continues the account of man's restlessness,
homelessness in the world (3:24). He describes the kind
of 1ife sinful man lives, if he does mot master sin(4:7).
Men become angry against their brothers(4:6). They
ki11(4:8) and seek to ignore responsibility to God for

their actions (4:9)

Judgment Merey Providence View of God
God comes to sinful man both in Jjudgment and in mercy.
God unceasingly watches over the sons of men (4:18=10).
When sin breaks out God Jjudges the sinner by banishing
nim(%t10-14), In mercy, God cowenants to look after the
sinnexr{k.15), even theugh he has committed arbitrary

3.

homigcide. God's case is a continuing one,

Style
Agaln one notes the concise dialogue which is effective

because of the gontrolled emotion.

Worship
"In the course of time Cain brought to the Lord an

1. p.6U; Dissfeldt,Introduction,p.lol;Pfeiffer, Introduction,
p.160.

2. Driver,LOT,p.14§ Anderson,p.313 Noth,UG,p.29; Mowinckel,Pent
pPp.60=613 von Rad,Gen,,pp.99ff3Simpson,ETL,pp.56~60}
Skinner .Gein. DPe. 100-1010 34 NQ":l’l,UG‘ s P 2570



1h,

off@ring'(Q:j). Without preamble the Yahwist gives an
account of man's first act of worship. No wveason i1is
suggested for the acceptance of one offering rather than
the other. The Yahwist has, in this narvative, little

interest 1in cultic matters.

ATTI. Passageg commonly accepted as Yahwistio.

(a)

Genesils hil7«2k

Analysis.

Genesis 43117-26 has been allocated to gt

Nethg allows
h117=-24 to J, but in a footnote refutes the suggestion
that 412526 are parallel to 513,6(P). Noth considers
4hs25 to be a gloss to 5:3. It is intended to soften the
contradiction between %:11,2a and 5:3, The latter verse
refers to Seith not Cain as Adam's fivrstborn, Since
325 45 a gloss, Noth asserts that 4:26 is also secondary,
in that it is a scholarly marginal note or gloss to 5:06.
The Yahwist's lack of interest in worship (AXII) supports
Noth's argument,

h317-24 can safely be affirmed to be Yahwistilc.

Kuhl's analysis has been referred to (AIL). He cannot

allecate MSQBwE@Q‘
Pfeiffer allocates 4117=24 to S and B125«-26 to ﬁg.g.

The latter allocatiom is in agreement in effect with

Driver,LOT,p.1%; Anderson,p.31ly Mowinckel,Pent.,pp.60-61}
von Rad, Gen.,pp.l06ffs Skinner, Gon.,pp.98«99,

UG p.29,p.12 note 26,

p¢890

Introduction, p.l1l60,



15,

Neﬁh&‘

Bissfeldt calls 43517a,18-24 L and b117b,25-26 J°°

Skinner refers to Budde who ‘has shown that the stylistic
criteria poilnt decidedly (if not quite unequivocally) %o
g «The closenesd o0f the passage to cap. 3 is made
plainey if the intention of the writer 1s to show 'mot
merely the progress of ceulture, but also the rapild

development of sin', The following characteristics
indicate that this is so.

(b) Notable Characteristics.

Genesis lsi7=2h J

§i§ View of lluman Nature.

The vengeful saying of Lamech (43123=-24) discloses the
brutalising effect of rebellion against God., Civilisation
(h217y 21-22) does not make man more obedient to His

Makexr and conseguently more contenited upon earth. Culture
may purify religion but it does not purify man., The
Yahwist has a sober view of the human predicament.

Twoe Cultures. Ncmgdism.

Cain has been denies the life of the peasant opr agricule
turalist (3:12)., Protected by God (3315), his descendants
build cities, make musiec (43117,21) and work in metals
(4322)., Others of his descendants remain nomads (4:20),

Lamgch's exy of hate {43123-24) may be the Yahwist's way

g: v&fr&ﬁ&é%ion, pPP.194,199).
60 G@nn’ p0984



16,

of showing his disapproval of a way of life that is less
than what God had originally planned for Man L4:15% .,
Man noe longey lived close o the land, His sinful

activity becanme more hateful,

ATV, Passapes comnonly accepted as Yahwistic,.

Geneails %329, 63l-k,

Analysis.

Some scholars allocate these verses to Jol. Kuhl allows
only 5129 %o Jz'. Andersanz possibly grants that

5329 4s J but definitely allocates 6:1-l %o J,

Bissfeldt attributes the words 'a son' in 5328 as does
Simpson and %5:29 to J. 6:l-l belongs to k.
Pfeiffer believes that 5129 is $° and 631-h is g3
Martin Noth ascribes 5:29 to J but considers that 6:11=4
is s0 dsolated in every regard that nothing certain can
be decided about its source allocation °

Skinner does not ignore the fragmentary nature of 6:3l-i4,
to which Noth draws particularwr attenticn.7‘ Skinner

does not c¢laim to know the precise position of the fragment
among the Yahwistilie traditions. Certaln expressions and
the structure of sentences indicate the work of the

Yahwisﬁg'

The present writer therefore accepts that 63l-lt can be

Driver, LOT,p.l%; von Rad, Gen.,pp.70,109,112; Skinner, Gen.,
pp.133,140,148; Simpson, BTI, pp.60,62.

p. 6k,

pp.31,46,

Introduction, pp.199,19%4,

Introduction, p.160, 6., UG, pPe29; P.29 note 83.

Gen. 9.139- Be G‘@no, EJ.]Q*O.



17.

considered to be probably J.,

The reasons for allocating 5329 to J are as follows:
Beding rhythmiec 4t 1s different in style from the rest of
the chapter. It vefers back to 33178F JQ'

(b) Notable Characteristics.

5329 J

Two Cultures.

There ds an obvious reference to 3317=19 contained here.
The sadness of man's sin which had made work on the land
such a buvrdensome thing. Another referance 1is to
9:20ff where it 18 presupposdd that Noah inaugurated the
settled 1life of agriculture which was an advance on the

nomadic existence of his ancestors in hszolo’

Gsl=lt J

Sin His View of Human Nature.

The demonic character of ein dis shown by the Yahwist.,.
Even divine beings webel (632). Because of their licenw
tiousness Judgment had to come upon God's creatures, who
in this story avre not blamed. The coreated omes had onoce
more to be limited by God, Thedr mortality had to be
reemphasilsed. No divinlty should hedge the life which

God had given and could take away (6:3).

9. Driver, LOT, p.llt; Skinner, Gen., p.1333 von Rad, Gen.,
pP.70.
10, Sil“psc’n’ ETI. }_3.614



18,

Solemnly the Yahwist must have narrated the muvder by
Cain, the fierce song of Lamech and now the involvement
in the sin of heavenly beings. Man was in the grip of
alien forces.

A.V. Passages commonly acceplted Yahwistilc,

Genesis 635=8, 7:l«5,7 , 10,12,16b, 17b, 22-23%
8:2b=3a, 6«12, 13b, 20, 21-22.
(a} Analysis.

it ds generally agreed that the intreduction to the TFlood

story in 6:5«-8 belongs to Jl“ Pfelffer calls the

passage 53.2°

In Genesis 7 there is also a large measure of agreement.
Verses 1-%, parts of 7«10, 12, 16b, 17b, 22«23 are
allocated to J by Driv@rj. In vv. =9 "two and two',
"male and female', 'God’ come from P. v.1l6b came originalls

after v.9. Noth&‘@mi%a vvela,4,8,9. V.7is not

vnmixed J. Only the first part of 23a is given to J.

Von Rad5 disagrees with Driver in that he grants 7-10
entirvely to J. Anderaoné, Eissfeld@j and Kuhl concur

in ascribing most of chapter 7 to J.8°

Skinner states that interpolations occur in v.7, in the

1. Driver, LOT,p.ilj Anderson, p.31; Noth,UG,p.293 von Rad,
Gen.,p.1123 Kissfeldt, Introduction p.1993 Kuhl, p.6h;
Skinner, Gen.,p.148; Simpson, ETI,p.52.

Introduction, p.l160,

LOT,pe1k. he Noth,UG,p.29. S.Von Rad,Gen.,pp.114£F,
Anderson,p.31s 7. EBlssfeldt,Introduction,p.l99.

Kuhl, p.b6k.

co vl ™
e B B

2



19,

whole of vv.8-9 and in v.273. This is wvery near Driver's
O
aﬂaiysis)‘ Simpson omits vv.8,9,22, finds a redactlonal

substitution of 'and his son's wives with him' for ‘and

his household' (e¢f.731) in v.7. The remainder of the

analysis 1is simlilar to Driv&rlo. Plfelffer attributes

Driver's allocation to 82. He makes no qualifications
i1,

regarding vv.7=10.
In Genesls &, the separation into sources raises little
difficulty among scholars. Genesis 8:12b«3a, 6-12,13b,
20«22, belong to the Yahwistic narrative.lg
Pfeifferlg refers exactly the same verses as mentioned by
Drivex to his Sgsouree.

Skinnerlh mentions evidence from four quarters which leads
schelars to new unanimity.

There 1s linguilstic evidence such as the important
distinction between the divine names and a number of
characteristic expressions. There are traces of a
distinctive J styvle, J and P have diverse representaw-

tions of the entry into the Ark by clean and unclean

animals and of the cause of the PFlood,

9, Skinner,Gen., pp.ls8fs,153.

10.8impsons ETI,pp.62«63.

11, Introductiomn, p.l60,

12, Driver,LOT,p.il%y Noth,UG,p.29§ ven Rad,Gen,,pp.l14,1184
Skinner,Gen.,p.148ff; Simpson,BETI, p.62; Anderson,p.31lj
filssfeldt,Introduction, p.1993 Kuhl, p.O6h.

13, Pfeiffer,Introduction,p.i60,

i, Skinner, Gen., pp.lU8ff.
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Skinner also guotes obvious parallels from tlhie documents

gompasing the Flood story. Duplicates concerning the cause

of the Flood, the entry into the Ark elte., Minally the
distinctive features of J are exhibited in cné of the
SOUrces,

The latter will be indicated in what follows below,
There is no good reason for departing from the generally
accepted analysis of the Flood narrative,

Notable Characteristics.

Progyrammatic passaze.

Particular stress should be placed on the characteristices
of G6315«8 J. In his commentary on Genesis wvon Rad
writes about the Yahwist, 'Until now he has spoken to us
through the medium of ancient traditions or in the quite
special way he has combined them. We have also seen that
the ancient contents of the traditiocns sometimes did not
guite coincide with the concern of the narratory because

of

its great oviginal dead weight, all the material could
not be incorporated into the theological structure of the
Yahwist without contradiction. Chaptexr 6:15«8 is thus
impoxrtant to us begcause at this point the narrator forx
onae speaks quite freely and without dependence on oldexr
material. These words, therefore, have foxr us
programnatic significance, not only for the understanding

Al

of the Flood story but also for the entire Yahwistic
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primeval history. They show something of its literary
technigue.

Sin View of Human Nature.

TR B e s,
Man is completely in the grip of sin(6:15), this is
God's own view of what He had ereated.

Anthropopathisms Judgment Mercy View of God

RGN

Intensely personal 1s man's relationship to God. It is,
therefore, not with rash irreverence that the writer feel
able to descgribke Godis feellngs of regret and sorrow in
human terms{6:36). God must judge the wickedness of man
and he determines to blot out creation's living cyreatures
(637)., The Yahwist emphasises the mercy of Ged. The
practically unknown Noah(53:29) is the vecipient of the

unmerited favour of God, for Noah is part of mankind(ésS)

Characterdstics of the rest of the Flood narvative
{except 8:21-22) in chapters 7 and 8. J,

Sin View of Man

As 635=8 -has shown, man is sinful. That statement
introduces the account of the actual flooding Jjudgment
against wicked men, whose wickedness is behind the
Judgmental utterances(7:t4,23). Solemnly the Yahwist

affirms that sin brings extinction to the world,
Revelation Judgment Merecy View of God
God must Jjudge sinful man(?a&,lﬂ,lZ,l?b,RZmZB)a His mexcy

is shown to Noah who is @bedient(7sl,5,9,23). The

i,

G@ﬁl' pp.112~1139



judgment passes (8:2b=-3a, 11,13k) and mercifully dry

land appears. God is described anthropomorphically
(7:160),
Worship

On 732,73 von Rad comments. *‘The sacral depreeciatlon. of
certalin animals resﬁlt@d from the defensive struggle of the
Yahweh faith against strange, older cults or other magical
practices in which one made use of those animals'.(op.cit.
p.llé)g“ The faith 1s held in a cultural context. The
general practice of the area ls determin=ntive. BSacrifice
with the right kind of animals was Just what was done
(8:20)., Accordingly, the act of worship is pewrformed
without much interest by the Yahwist dn the detaills

(see A.1I).

Style.

The descriptions of the sending forth of the dowe by Noah
are very delicately made (8:8=~12), The destructiveness

of the Flood is graphically portrayed (7:22«23).

Notable Characteristics of Genesilg 8321~22 J.

Programmatlc passaga,

Von Rad gives reasons for giving 8:21=22 special treatment.
Here as with 6:15«-8 'we are faced with the Yahwist's very
own words. Here the PFlood story ends, and the Yahwist
certainly found mno precedent in the tradition for what he
glves as Yahweh's word., Only the saving about the

duration of the natural orders (v.22) could be ancient

1,

von Rad, Gen., p.l1l6
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material., (We learn, therefore, in these words of the
prologue and epilogue the navrrator's special concern and
are thereby assisted in the proper understanding of the
1.

entive composition)?

Sin Merey Providence Hevelation View of Man and
View of God.

The Yahwlst repeats his conviction about the sinfulness
of man 8:21, In contrast to his previous statement
(615), the Yahwist allows sinfulness to evoke not Judg-
ment but mercy, and the mercy is for every living
creature, not Jjust for Noah(8:21)., The separateness of
the Yahwist's teaching of Jjudgment = for - all and mercy
for - all should not, however, lead us to helghten the
contrast overmuch, In previous passages the Yahwistic
rhyvthm of Judgment-merey has been clearly seen. God

in His mercy will never come to destroy(8:21)., Rather
He will always be the faithful Provider(8:22), a
bountiful Creator. The protecting God guarantees the
continuance of the indispensable rotation of day-time
and year-time (8:122) evem though the universal judgment
has not made mankind better (cp.8i121 and 635).2 By an
anthropomorphism the Yahwist describes God's approval oi

Noah's act of grateful worship (8:21),

k]

i, Gen., p.l118.
2, Noth, UG., pP.257.
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Passages coemnonly accepted as Yahwistic,

AVE, Genesis 9:118.27.

(a) Analysis
The passage is allocated to J.,l Simpson calls
vv.18,19 Rp, vv,26=27 secondary and vv,20=25 JZ'

Pfeiffer calls 9:20=27 S, He has no reference to the

3.

preceding two verses. Eissfeldt attributes

9:18w20 to J and 21«27 to La°

There is little difficulty about allocating 9:20«=27
to J. The evidence of language and the connection
with 5329 J i3 mentioned by Skinner. He grants that
there are R‘:I glosses in 18b and 22 which seek to
soften the contradiction between two Yahwistic strata
(18«19 and 20«27).5' Simpson does not hold that

Jg existed independently of Jlo Consequently he
eannot agvree that in one strand of J the names were
Shem, Ham and Japheth and in the othexr Shem, Japheth
and Canaan. That is why vw.1l8«19 are termed RP
inserted 'as apn introduction te, and in explanation
of the name Canaan'® in the story followlng. °

Skinner's glosses associate Ham with Canaan in

vv,18«19 and in 20-27, at v.22, they associate Canaan

Driver,LOT, p.il; Anderson,p.31ls Noth,UG,p.293 von Rad,
Gene,pp.131«2; Kuhl,p.64; Skinner,Gen.,pp.181=2,

BTL, pp.63-=64;

Introduction, p.160.

Introduction, pp.199,194.

Gen. * p.lgg.

ETY, pP.333, note 333 p.63.
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with Ham in an endeavour to give coherence to the two
Yahwistlic strata, in which originally Ilam appeared in the
first and Canaan in the second,.

Sﬁinmer allocates 9:18=-19 te J. Ilinguistic evidence

shows that 18a is the close of J's account of +the Flood

1

and he considers that v.19 points abead to J's list of

Kations (chapter 10), or to the dispersion of the Tower of

i iy
Babel./°

/The generally accepted view is followed. Other discrep=-

ancies occur in this difficult passage. 'The traditions

that the Yahwist united to form a great coumposition were

complex, and he had much less need to reconcgile them

absolutely with one ancther from within,

(b)/ Netable Characteristics.

| \

{

F@nesis 0118=27 J.

Prankness xe Noahji Attitude to Canasanites.

\

Th@ promise of 5329 ds fulfilled in 9320. DBut Noah has
bgen led astray. The drunkenness and crudities that
ﬂfqllowed upon the cultivation of the vine are described
;(VQ.Ql?EZJ. The structure of the passages indicates
9.

that 20=27 knew nothing of the Plood narrative.

Here a different Noah, a drunkard and shamelessly exposed,

?a Ged., 90182-
8., Vor Rad, Gen., p.l32.
9, Skinn@r, Genag D.lBR.
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is frankly described., The Yahwist has no false reverence
for the patriarchs., The description of Canaan'’s part in

the incident (9:22,25-27) indicates the Yahwist's attitude
to a people whom he regarded as sexually perverted., They
receive a threefold curse. Is this the Yahwist's reference
to the cultic prostitution practised by the Baal worshippers
or ig it rather a comdemnation of their dimworality, whether
it originates in the winiculture of worship or anything
else? Judging by the lack of interest in worship in

other Yahwistic storiee the latter view is more probable.
The delicate dehaviocur of Shem and Japheth is a contrast

to Canaan's lewdnesz (9323,22 c¢f., shame in 337,108, 21 J).

Sin View of Man

fImtTomRcy

According to 5:29 Noah would break the power of sin which
disturbed wman’s assocdation with the land, In this
account, the sinful weakness of Noah (which means ‘'rest!')
prevents the relief he could have glven to man's warfare

upon the earth. The hope is frustrated.

Universaligﬂ.

The whole primeval history contains universal themes.

The Paradise myth with 1lts consequences gives insights

into the nature of God and of DEveryman. In Genesis

7122=2%3 the Flood is seen to be universal. In 9:18 the three
families of nations appear - Shem, Ham and Japheth. The

story that follows (for Ham read Canaan) is about peoples
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of Palestine, a far move restricted reference,

Ethnographiliecal problems are discugsed by some authorities

Incomplete Conguest,. Attitude to Ph}listin@s.

Von Rad in the reference Just gilven identiflies Japheth
in 20«27 with the Philistines who prevented the Israeclites

inheriting the whole land as had been promised as the

Yahwist later shows. Is the Yahwilst here stating the facte

of an incomplete conquest - Japheth dwelling in the tents
of Shem(Israel)? Von Rad writes "That Isracl alone did
not possess the Land of Canasn, as it expeeted to do
according to the promises, was certainly a disguieting
question with which othexr texts of the 01d Testament also
struggled (e¢f. the various solutions in Judg. 2:20 %o

352)'.2

Passages commonly agcepted as Yahwilstio,

AJVII. Genesls 10:18«19,21,24-30,

(a) Analysis.

Driver recognises 10:8-19,21,24-30 to be‘Ja3 Pfeiffer

allocates the same verses (but adding 1b) to 52 U

Eissfeldt does not offer detaills but considers chaptexr 10

to be mailinly Jgo° Simpson allows J verses 8,10a (first

part),15,21 (emended) and 2§.6'

1.

L
2P
é.

ho

Skinner, Gen.,pp.185=187; von Rad,Gen.,pp.i34-5%3 Simpson,
ETL,p«334 note 41°,

Gene., p.lil3h,

LOT, p.lh; also subatantidlly, Noth,UG,p.293 von Rad,Gen.,
p.1llil; Kuhl,p.64; Skinner,Gen.,p.188; aAnderson, p.31.
Introduction, p.l60} 5. In%roductlon, p. 199,

BTI, pp.65=66,
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The minutiae of the wvarious analyses are of little concern.
The characteristics sifted from this passage are unaffected
The following points have been made by scholars, Driver
thinks the scheme of P in chaptexr 10 'singularly clear'.

He also has noticed that genealogles in J are 'cast in a
different mould from those of P, and are connected

together by similarities of expression, which do not occur
in Pr.t
The different charactex, style and language of the two
aceounts and duplications lead Skinner to allot various
2,

verses to J and P,

(b) Notable Characteristics.

Universallsm.,.

Genesis 10:8«19,21,24«30,

The history of Israel is seen im terms of the history of
the world., The insertion of the table by the Yahwist 18 a
slgn of his far from parochial outlook.s' Shem represents
the Semiltic peoples.

Interest in rulers and nations.

The mention of Nimrod(8-13) indicates am interest in the
warrior king. As he is descended from Cush(Ethicpia),

kingship may thus be shown as a foreigm form of governmemnt.,

1. LOT, pp.ll~1i%4 see von Rad, Gen., p.136; Skinner, Gen.,
p.188.

2., Gan., p.l88,

3. Woth, UG, p.258,
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Passages commonly accepted as Yahwisticg.

A VIIT, Genesls 113119,

(a) Analyeis

A commdn view held by scholars dis that 11l31-9 belongs

to J.i; Pfeiffer ascyribes it to 502. Bissfeldt calls

it L¢3° Simpson with slight modifications (Rpgglomsea
etc.) attributes 1t to J.&’
Signs of J origin include the use of the divine name
(11:5,6,8,9). The content is reminiscent of 3320,22
and 631-3.5' Two themes weappear, the unity of all
mankind and the Promethianism which divides. Other

similarities to eawlier J narratives appear below,

(b) Notable Chavacteristics.

Sin View of Man.
Genesis 11l31=9 J.
Man's rebellion against God 18 veporited in a mannex
similar to the account of the Fall(chapter 3 of. vv.4,6.)
An overweening confidence, a congceited independence fxrom
God, a desire to "make a name Loy ourselves', ds8 present
in the first Fall narrvative. Man has not changed,
Because of sin mem are divided from one another{vv.6=9).

Civilimation (cp.%4:17,21<22 see above )provides new

1, Driver,LOT,p.143 Anderson,p.3ly Noth,UG,p.293 von Rad,
Gen.,p.1433 Kuhl, p.64; Skinner,Gemn., pP.223.

2., Introduction, p.1l60. 3. Introduction,p.194,

h, ETI, pp.67-68.

5. Skinner, Gen., pp.223,229,.
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means of rebellion (11l3l-6). In the Babel story the
Yahwist 1 not copposed to edvilimation and to oculture.
Nox does he wigh sinful man obliterated. Man i1is the
problem.

Judegment Revelation View of God,

God must Jjudge man's sin (1136,7). Man's presumption
leads to intermnational misunderstanding. God is described
anthropomorphically, ironically. He has to come down to
see the occasion of man's pride the city and the tower
(11:5,7). The rhythm of judgment - merey is interrupited
in 11:1-9, It is with the call of Abraham that the
Yahwist reveals that a disordered world, undexr Jjudgment,
is not God's intention for 1t,.

Universalism.

The story concerns the whole earth (1151,8,9). It is an
aetioclogy of the division of mankind into races which
cannolt easily assoclate peacefully, but out of greed and
envy, injure and destrov.

Passages commnonly accepted as Yahwistic,

A.IX., 11328-30; 1211l-ba, 6=-9; 12; 10=20,
(a) Analysis.
Many scholars agree wilith the above allocationsl‘ Anderson

calls 11:110«2% P but does not refer to 11:128«130.

1. Driver,LOT, pp.ld-1%; Noth,UG, p.29; wvon Rad, Gen.,pp.153,
156,1623 Xuhl, pp.6h-65; gkinnexr, Gen., PP.235,241-242;
Simpson, ETI, pp.68-v0. '
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Chapter 12 1s in the main J.2° Pfelffer with some

hesitation attributes 11:128-30 to Sg, 12:4b-% to P and,

without mentioning verse 6 he allocates the vemainder of

3.

chapter 12 in agreement with the above analysis.

Dissgfeldt calls 11328=-30 J, 1231=la mixture of L and J,

b

12:b=5 P, 12:6-8 L, and 12310-20 J. Mowineckel

attributes 12:10«20 to 3.5'

Linguistic arguments are used in the allocation to J of

the above K passages.

(b) Notable Characteristics.

11328=303 1231l-la, 6=9; 12:10-20 J.

Programmatie passages Parallel passage.

There are two reasons for layving special emphasils upon
the characteristics found in chaptexr twelve. Filrstly,
1231+9 (cp. 6:5«8 above) is what von Rad calls a
‘transitional paragraph'® which serves ‘primarily, of
course, to provide a transition and connection between
larger cycles of matexrial’, But 1t dis more than an
external tle, for it gives 'the collector opportunity

to aviticulate theologically programmatlie material, which
is signifiecant far beyond the scope of the individual

verses for understanding the lavger wholet'. He considers

~ o ppol‘t‘é.jlo

3. Introduction, pp.160,188,142=-1473,

L, Introductiom, pp. 199,194,199,188.

5. Pent., p.99. .

6. Skinner, Gen., pp.235,24233 Simpson,BTL,pp.68,69,70,
Table A 403f£f1.
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12:31«9 to be transitiomal ‘*fer 1t ds easy to see that
these verses do not contaln an old traditional narrative
that had been previously polished. (Every story contains
some kind of exciting event for which a number of
characters = above all, conflict amd solution = are
requireds this conflict then also becomes somewhat
dramatically vivid). If din this respect the paragraph
is conspicuously poor, it is all the richer in pro-
grammatic theological substance'. Yarlier wvon Rad
wrdtes 'The measure of freedom that J,E, or P could
exercise in their literary modification of the availe-
able material was scarcely great...The Yahwist in
shaping the individual parrative, probably did not

g0 beyond some trimming of the archaidc profiles and
making definite fine accents. He could naturally act
more freely when joining originally independent
narvatives.... the individuality of the Yahwist, hie
basli¢e theological conceptions, are much less apparent
within the individual narratives than in the character
of the composition as a whole., The Yahwiet's theology
of history 48 essentially expressed in the way he has
linked together the materials, connected and harmonised

37.

thom with one anothert.

7. Gen., pp.160, 36.
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The second reason for putting stress on the character-
istics found in chapter twelve dis that 12:10-20 1is
paralleled in Gen 20 (usually B) and 2637-11 (usually
J) 1s a variant of 12:10-20. Similar narrative
material im diverse settings 1s not only very useful

in showing the lack of homogeneity in the Pentateuchal
material,l’i% iz also useful in.ﬂetting off the
distinetive characterilstics of the different sources.
It is clearly easider to compare and contrast two sources
when each 1is dealing with the same topi¢. Duplicates
are of great assistance in the detection of the mnotable
characteristics of the sources.

The parallel and wvariant passage have been taken into
account in the presentation of the notable charactere-
istics of J. For ease of wreference the I parallel

has been examilned separately, among the passages
assuredly E. The J variamt (26:7-11) is also discussed
later.

Skinner offers arguments in favour of the latenees

of 2637=11, the Rebekah account. Skinner beliecves

that the first Savah account (J) can reasonably be
affirmed to be the earliest account, followed by E.

The *‘most colourless and least original form of the
tradition®’ 1s the Rebekah one. '"The transference of

the scene from Gerar to Egypt is perhaps the only

l‘ N@ﬁh’UG‘, pQZlO
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point in which the first versdon is less faithful
to tradition than the other two',>*
This would Jjustify taking Gen 12:10-20 J and 20E as
parallels, and dealing with Gen 2637«11 as a later
variant of J.

C.A.8lmpson, however, finds that gen 12:9«20 is a
variant (Ja) of that preserved in Gen 2637~ll(31).
tThe B recension is thus in the nature of a conflation
of the two earlier r@censians'.a'

Because of the complicated relationship of ¥ to J2

and the highly detailed analysils of Simpson, the
present writer feels that Skinnexr has offered the
clearer and more understandable solution of the
relationship of the three passages.

Von Rad treats Gen 12:10-20 as a parallel to Gem 20,
Despite his respect for the great age, originality

and value as a source of Gen 263’ and in spite of
his admitting the possiblility that this version of
the Jjeopardy narratives really is the oldest of the

three, he sees closer ties between Gen 12 and Gen 20.4°

1281-*1-!-&. 6‘.9 JC
Promises (Progeny and the Land) Mexrey Judgment
View of God.
b et it Vi s e

As mentioned in A.VIII the note of Jjudgment receives

1., Gen., p.365, 2+ Simpson, ETI, pp.501,583,
3. e¢f.Noth, UG, pp.lii-118, 170f, 208f quoted by wvon Rad,
h, Gen., pp.220%, 264, 266.



its merciful aoccompaniment 1n the call of Abraham
(12:1=la)., The Judgment continues to the laat moment.
The Yahwist notes sadly with double emphasis that
Abraham's wilfe, Sarah, was barren{11:30)., The call
and promises to Abraham show that the history thas
follows is salvation~history ox sacred history. He
gives 'utterance to his faith that Israel's entry
into Palestine was no fortultous occurrence but had

&

been divinely purposed?,”’ Abraham is to go to a
land which is in God's gift (12:1). He is proumised
many descendants(see 11:30) and will receive God's
blessing. He will become a great nation(1l2:2), and
his descendants shall receive the land {(12:7).

Judgment reappears incidentally (12:3).

View of Man.,.

Abraham vesponds in obediente (123lha)., *It is signif-
icant that Gen.l2:1,t represents Abraham as having
left the desert not of his own accord but at the

1

command of Jahveh', ’

Universalism.,.

Abraham's people will become a missilonary nation (1232,3)
By their attitude to this chosen people of God, the
nations of the ecarth will receive blessing or cursing

from God,

1, Simpson, ETI, p.456,
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Worship,

Abraham built altare to the Lord (1236~8) in the

land promised him, Skinner's comment ig in keeping
with what has already been notlced in various passages
about J, namely his lack of detalled interest in
worship and his bald references to culitic matters,

‘It is, however, a singular fagct that in J there is

no record of actual sacrifice by the patriarchs cn
such altars.Ll®
12:10-29 J.

Frank Sin View of Man

St

The Yahwilest frankly describes how by a lie Abraham
saves hils own 1ifé, puts his wife into a compromising
gsituation and is expensively well treated by Pharaoh
(123:11«16). Abraham, the hope of the world (i2:l-ka),
who was to father a mighty leavening nation puts
God's plan at visk by his treatment of the barren
Sarah.,

Judgment Miraculous Providence View of God.

God, however, comes in judgment and Pharaoh learns

the lesson of the plagues miraculously sent by God

to free the ancestyress of the Pesople of the Promise.
(One cam see similarities to the mighty acts assoclated
with the deliverance f{rom Pharaoh in the Book of

Exodus).(12:17=20). In spite of the folly of Abraham,

1e Skinner, Gen., p.246 and p.l in introduction.
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the good intention of God for mankind ds not
frustrated., The treasure is dndeed in an earthemn
vessal.

Style.

There is a cleanness in the narvation of the storv.
There is a succinet econemy of words and a pace of
narration,

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic.

A.a:iin (}eneﬁi& 1381“’5, 7*".11&, 123)' 13‘”’3..8.

(a) Anaiysis,

Driver allocates to J 133l1le5,7«1la (to 'Bast'), 1i2b
(from *and moved'), 13w18.l' Anderson e¢onsiders
most of chapter 13 to be J?‘ Noth is im the main
in agreement with Driver, only he thinks VVe Ll w17

3.

are secondary. Von Rad agreeg fully with Driver
and in discussing whethexr vv.l4«17 is a later
addition he finds that it is the climax to the
Yahwistic narraﬁive‘%' Kuhlg', Skinner6°, and
Simps@n7 are in agreement with Driver., Pfelffer
claims 1333-2,4%F,7a,8=»10a for J, vv.1ll«18 appear

to be seoondaryg' Eisefeldt allocates 13:12,5,7=-11a,
12 (as Driver)-18 to L and 1331 to 7.7¢

Simpson considers that 13:1iL=17 breaks the connection

1. LOT’ p.lf’io 2. p.:}l. 30UG‘. p.29.

h, Gen. p.168. 5.Jpp.56,65. 6.Gon.,pp.282(P),241,
251=-254, vv.1lhk-17 R",. 7¢ BTL, pp.70-72 wvv,llhei7
secondary. 8. Introduction, p.ilh3,

9, Introduction, pp.iok,3100,
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between 13 and 18 and that 1t lacks concreteness

in that no theophany is recorded. He also finds

a nunber of doublets. It is therefore a secondary
insertion, from more than one hand., Skinner gives
arguments for believing it to be from a younger hand
than the oxiginal.J, probably R&. He mentions the
lack of concreteness, the conception of Abraham as
wandering over the land, the view from Bethel, the
fact that the omission of the verses does not damage
the context buﬁ rather brings out the reference of
velB to 12f, 'The redactor has rightly seized the
point of the stery, which is that by his selfish
choidce Lot left Abraham the sole heidr of Canaan'.

Von Rad argues against the iddea that vv.1il-17 is a
later addiltion. The Yahwist did not find this
passage in the Lot stories but 'expanded the old
traditional material aecording to the special theme'.lo'
The whole passage (13:11-17) reaches 1ts e¢limax here
and the promised land is surveyed by Moses, using
the light of God to see by, Certalnly, von Rad's
argument has as its support the fact that the story
does appear homogencous. The coalescence of variocus
traditions idn J is mot important 1in this thesis,

Von Rad seems to have shown with some probability

that 13:14«17 has the stamp of the Yahwist.

1.0. G@n., pcl67.
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Criteria used for allocating other verses in this
chapter to J are as follows. The gaps occurying

in the J allocation of vv.11l«12, and also v.6, are
due to traces of P. Skinner offers linguistic
arguments, dncluding the consistent use of the divine
11,

name for the presence of the J source,’

(b) Notable Characteristics.

Genesis 133l=5, 7ella, 12b, 13-18 J.

Moral View of Man

Abraham is deplcted as the agent of reconciliation
(13:7-9), Lot is allowed to choose where it is he
wants . to live ané for the sake of peace in the

family Abraham will take what is left. This descrip=
tion comes strikingly from an authoyr who in other
places 1s failrly unreflective where moral issues are
concerned., The rebelliousness of man ie shown by the
strife between kinsmen (13:7) and the sinfulness of
Sodom and Gomorrah, cilities in a garden of the Lord
(10-13). One recalls the Paradise story.

Providence Progeny and land Promises View of God.

The goodness of Ged (12;10) and his judgment of sinful
men(lleO,lB) reappear, The promise is repeated more
elaborately than in AJIIL., It is the promise eof

land to Abyaham and hils descendants which God will

make 'as the dust of the earth' (ik-17). The thought

llo G'eno y PP 2»"‘2"'30
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is8 the same as in the "transitionalt passage
discussed above and one should not look for another
author,

Style.

Verses 1lh«17 like 9«13 have a sweep and expansiveness
about them. The panovamic views are c¢ontained in

the fewaest of vevrses,

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic,.

(a) Analysis.

Genesis 16:1bw2, h«ll are alleocated to the Yahwis%.i'

Verses 9«10 are not allotted to J by some acholars.z‘

[

I
Simp@onj and Pfeiffer call v.7a J. ° Mowinckel calls

161 1=1k(apart from P notes) J.o

Noth considers
16:9 a redactional addition with the paralilel Gen.
2L18f¢ 4dn mind. 16:10 is a latexr expansion of a

6.

quite general kind, Skinner cails vw,9,10 a
double int@rpolaﬁion.7°
Without offering a detalled examination of Simpson's

analysié; the present writer accepts the case against

the Yahwistic authorship of vv,9-10. The arguments

for allocating the other verses to J avre as follows,

1.

2

6.
7o

Von Rad,Gen.,p.1863 Bissfeldt,Introduction, p.i99;
Anderson, p.31.

Skinner, Gen., p.285; Kuhl,p.653 Noth,UG,p.293 Simpson,ETI,
pe'7ly Pfeiffer,Introduction, p.i43.

ETE, p.65, ' 4, Introduction, p.is3. Bs Pent.,0.99.
UG, p.29 note 86,

Gon., p.287 footnote.
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There dis the obvious usage of the divine name and
8, .
other linguistdec usages . Eissfeldt mentlions other
characteristics which coincide with what follows belowgg

(b) Notable Characteristics.,

Genesis 16:1b=-2, 4«8, 11=14 J,

Parallel Passage.,.

As has already been noted in connectlon with Gen.il2:10=20
passages whilch are paralleled are of particular
importancé. More emphasis 1s placed omn notable
characteristics found in a parallel passage., The
parallel in Gen.21 is borne in mind but for ease of
reference it is placed with the E passages (below).

Frank. View of Man

The Yahwist gives a harsh portrayal of Abraham, He
has no concern for Hagar (1636) and the 'angel of

the tord' (16:7£f), by his kindness, heightens the
contrast. This is a frank portrayal of the recipient
of the promise, The ancestress is not presented

as an example to follow (16: 5,6). Von Rad comments:
'Chapter 12:10ff told of the Jjeopardy of the promise,
a disregard of the kind that springs fiom unbelief
the story of lHagar shows us to some extent the
oppoaite, a fainthearted faith that cannot leave

things wilth God and believes it necessary to help

8, PBissfeldt,Introduction, pp.182-183; Skinner, Gen.,p.285,
Simpson, BETI, p.71.
9. Introduction, p.184.
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things along'.10° The doubt was whether Sarah

would really be the mother of the heir of promise.

Revelation. Providence. View of God,

God reveals Himself anthropomorphically. The angel is
not an intermediary, rather He is God Himself in human
form, The direct personalness of the Yahwist's
description of the relationship of God to man is in

no way diminished by his introduction of the 'angel

of the Lord'. The angel walks on earth, like God

in the Garden of EKden. He converses with Hagar
(16:7,8,11=13)., God's goodness to the fugitive Hagar
(16:11,13) reminds one of His loving care of Adam,

tve and Cain. Mystery, present in every revelatilon
of God, 1s shown where Hagar shows amazement at having
seen God and remalning alive. The Yahwisgst is by

ne means familiar with God despite the apparent
intimacy of his portrayal of God's self~disclosures
(16:113).

Universalism Nomadism Attitude to other peoples.

Ishmael 1s the type of the wandering, independent
Bedouln. One can detect a note of admiration in the
Yahwist's descriptions, firstly, of the resourceful,
Unbiddable Hagar (16:4,7) and secondly of the son
destined to be unruly (16:12)., God engloses this

people within his care. He hasg gilven heed to their

afflictions (16:11).

10. Gen., p.191.
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Styvle.
The Yahwist's stvle is terse and vivid, a piletographic

proge,

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistlc.

A.XITX. Genesils 18: 1«18, 20-33.

(2) Analysis.

The whole chapter is sometimes allocated to the
Yahwist.l' Bissfeldt calls the whole chapter Lz'
Arguments for the secondary nature of vv.l7=19, 22b-33a,
may be outlined.

Skinner accepts that the verses are ‘'editorial insertions
reflecting theologlcal ideas proper to a more advanced
state of thought. There are various inconsistencies
vv,17=19 (¥ahweh) compared with 22a(the men), and v.17
and 20f (God is im two minds). There is, Skinner
agserts, Deuteronomic i1unfluence in the theught and

and language of vv,17=19. With regard to vv.22b=33a
Skinner finds inconsistencies in vv.22a and 22k for in
the latter Yahweh remalns behindy in vv.20f and 23F%F%
where the fate of Sodom hovera between decision and
uncertainty. Finally Skinner thinks that 'the whole
tenor of the passage stamps 1t as the product of a

more reflective age than that in which the ancient

Driver, LOT,p.153 Anderson, p.31; Kuhl,p.653 Pfeiffer,
Introduction, p.l433 Noth,UG, pp.29,259n.627 and von Rad,
Gen.,pp.29,204-205 but v.19 interpolated; Skinner, Gen.,
PpP.303,304f and Simpson,ETLI, pp.75~76 but vv.17=19,
22b=33a secondary.

Introduction, p.l1l94,
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legends originated?, Simpson's arguments are

similar. °

Noth and wvon Rad will only allow that verse 19 is
secondary. Von Rad5 calls vv.17=19 and 20.33'pro-
grammatdie', In these sections the Yahwilst speaks for
himself, and not through the medium of the ancient
traditions which, cocumparatively speaking, muffle his
volce. One should here compare 6:5-8 and 12:1-9 above.
Noth too thinks 18:22b-33 an independent contribution
of J and finds that its rieh theological content can
only mean that it comes from J and not from sSome
interpolator. He believes the passage to be of the
utmost importance in any study of the theology of J.é'
The approach of wvon Rad and Noth would seem to cover
the arguments claiming the passages as secondary. The
Yahwist was not interested in harmonising the variocus
traditions which he utilised., It 1is to assume a great
deal to imagine that certaln ldeas were beyond the
reagh of the creator of>the Yahwistic eple. Arguments
which support alleocation to J are as follows - style,

7

linguistio expressions and the characteristics
outlined below,

Notable Characteristics.,

Sdn View of Man
Gen., pp.298,303-305, h, BTT, p.76

G@n. ’ pp.ZOl!»«glO. 60 UG‘, ppc 258"'259.
Skinner, Gen., pp.298-299; Simpson,BTI, pp.75<76.
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Abraham's behaviour towards the guests 1s a model of
Bastern hospitality{(18:3-8). The ancestress, however,
displays the cynical scorn of unbelief at God's
promise of posterity (18:10-15). The Yahwilst never
loses sight of the frailty of the human material with
which God c¢hooses to work,

Progeny Promise Revelation Miraculous View of God,

The mode of Yahweh's appearing causes difficuliy.

Von Rad 1s 'dnclined to think that Yahweh appeared

in all three. This dnterpretation would coincide with
the fact that where the text mentions Yahweh himseldf

1t is sungular (vs.10,13), for Yahweh is one in spilte
of this form of his appearing. The way of appearing,
to be sure, is so0o strange and singular in the 01ld
Testament that i1t must belong to the peculiarity of
this tradition and this tradition only. ... The opening
statement especially states the substantial significance
of their theophany once for ali. To be sure, there

is a gertain unclearness in Yahweh's relationship to
the three. One must ask, however, whether this lack
of precision is to be attributed only to a certain
bondage to the oldest pre-Isvaelite tradition, owx
whether it did neot rather lend itself to the narrator's
intention by veililng Yahweh with incognito. And
furthermore, in the sending of only two to Sodom

(eh.lelff.), 1t gave the narrator the possibility of
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differentiating God's activity on earth'.l‘ One

can see here the anthropomorphic appearing of Yahweh
(18:1-16). lspecially noteworthy ds 18:8 where

the divine beding eats.

The powex of God is behind the promise of descendants.

To doubting Sarah comes consolation. ‘Ys anything too

hard for the Lord'.{(i811l)., The ageing Sarah will be
granted the birth of a child in the following year (18:10,1L
i8317-183 16:20-33 J,

Programmatic passages,.

Wotable characteristigs detectable in these passages
carry more significance than characteristics found in
soime éf the other passages. Noth (see the analysis)
considers 18:22b=33 to be an independent contribution
by J. It is 'the oldest discussion known to us on

the topic of the Justice of God in the O01d Teﬂtamentﬂ.a'
Mowinckel also considers that the Yahwist himself gets

a chance to speak in G@n.lSszawaB.B'
183197=19 and 20«33 are, according to vom Rad, tweo
‘comversational segments', which do not derive from

ancient txaditions. Ag in 6315-~8 the narrator'’wventures

2 . y \ !
to give Yahweh's reflections before the judgment.

1.

24
3

Genes,y, pPP.1l99=2003 for a different view, Skinner, Gen.,
pPP.299,304¢, )

WE o % p.258.

Pent. ,9.63.
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They have 'theologically programmatilic sdignificance'.
'We are dealing here, as also in c¢h,12:1«9, for
example, with an insertion whilch the Yahwist put
between thé ancient narratives, If these insertions
do not come precisely from hils pen, thelr whole dntellect-
ual stamp is still much cleser to him than the actual
anclent narratives are., For precisely these insertions
are especially rvevealing to us foxr the exposition

of the whole patriarchal hilstory, because they show ue
something of the spirilt in which the stories about

the patriairchs werxe welded together and in which they

are now to he read and understood'.s'
183 17‘”18 .
View of God. Promise View of Man .

T A e L ST e v

Abraham is a 'friend of God', He ds God's chosen
vessel, the ancestor of the many who will be a missione-
ary nation (183 17-18).

Universalism,.

A1l wnations of the earth will come under the influence

of the Chosen Pecople (18:18),

183 20~33

Worship {Praver) View of Man .

Abraham appears as an intevoessor before God for

sinful man (18323-32), His humility before God(18:27)

b, Gen., p.204,
5. Gene, pPP.209=210,
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shows hig righteousness. The decreasing number of
righteous in the dialogue witnesses once more to the
Yahwist's illusionless view of man.. The intimacy of
the relationship between God and Abraham 1is pointed out
(Gen.18:22-33).

Righteousness of God Universalism Judgment Guilt

Mercy Revelation View of God,

God concerns (fimself with sinful actions (18:20-21 cp.
4:10 J). He is the Judge of all the earth (18:25). The
theological problem dealt with by the Yahwist is con-
tained in the question 'Wilt thou indeed destiroy the
righteous with the wicked?" (18:23). The law of
collective guilt would provide an affirmative answer.
The Yahwist 'dares to replace old collective thinking
with new. Should not a smaller number of guiltless
men be so important before God that this minority could
cause a reprieve for the whole community?... does
Yahweh's 'righteousness' with regard to Sodonmn not
consist precisely in the fact that he will forgive the
city for the sake of the innocent ones?..(Abraham)
stretches the capacity of God's gracious righteousness
more and more audaciously until he arrives at the
astonishing fact that even a very small number of
innocent men is more important in God's sight than a
majority of sinners and is Sufficient to stem the judg-

ment. So predominant is God's will to save over his



49.

will %o puniéhz'l' Noth suggests that the Yahweh

is not providing an individualistic solution. The
Yahwist rather starts from the presupposition that the
destiny of the individual is indissolubly linked with
the destiny of a larger totalilty. God does not count
heada and either destroy or preserve according to the
answer, The righteous presexrve. They are like salt
which prevents the meat belng destroyed.z' This
passage more than any othex reveals the Yahwist's desire
to portray God as a God who would rather, as Noth says,
rescue and bless than Jjudge and curse., The righteouse
ness that delivers man is not man's, The righteousness
belongs to God, and 1ts chief propexrty dis to deliver
the undeserving. That man 1s undeserving is shown by
the fate of Sodom and Gomorrah. That story is one
through which the Yahwist had to speak. The authentic
veice of the programmatic passage rings out the more
clearly by reason of the contrast. Lot was not a
Sodomite. Was i1t possible that there were none righteous?
The Yahwist sounds the note of Judgment after he has
indicated the better way that God has of dealilng with
the situvation. The rhythm of Jjudgment -« mercy reappears,

God 18 portrayed anthropomorphically in 18:17-33,

1., Vonr Rad, Gen.,,pp.208=209,
2. UG., pp.258=259,
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Pagsages commonly accepted as Yahwisgtic.

AJXITX Genesis 19: 1-28, 30~38

(2)Analysis.

1931-28 and 19:30«38 are allocated to J.l'

Pfeiffex
calls 19:1=26, 30-38 8, 19=27F J.2° Bisafeldt
attributes chapter 19 (with the usual exception of
19320P) to L,>°

Noth and Simpson are in the main in agreement with

the generally agreed allocation. However Noth
believes that 19317=22, 206 are secondaryk’s and
Simpson thinks that besides 19317=23, 25«20 being
additions they were added by the same hamd.g'

Von Rad thinks that it is probable that 19:17«22 'did
not yvet belong to an eariier version of the marvative!,
He considers that 1t has a ceriainm independence but
"now the passage belongs dnalienably to the story,

for the events of ¢h,19:30~38 which belong to the

ghief narrative thread, are tied to it (v.BO).'é'
Skinner quotes Gunkel's view that 19:17=22 (with
19:26) belongs to ancther Yahwistic auth@r.7'

Simpson seems to have made a case for the pacsages

Driver,L0T,p.15; Anderson,p.31 the whole of chapter 19
von Rad,Gen.,pp.210£,217f3 Kuhl,p.653 Skinner,Gen.,
pp.306,312%,

Introduction,pp.160,143, % Tntroduction,pp.189,194,
UG.,p.29. 50 ETI, pp.77=79.
G@21.9 p.215- ?4 G‘eno. poBOé.



51.
belng later, but he has failed to show convincingly
that they are not Yahwistiec. The more cautious approach
of von Rad is probably nearer the truth,.
The criteria employved in the allocation to J are as
follows., Linguistic arguments are provided by Simpson
and Skinnex, Content, the continuation of ecarlier

narratives, is another critexion.

(b) Neotable Characteristics,

Genesls 19:1«28, 30«38 J,

Othexr peopleg  Nomadism, Moral.

v

The immorality. of the clty of Sodom is strikingly
different from the welcoming behaviour of the patriarch
Lot, who defends his guests, (191 1 « 8), This could
be an expression of the Yahwisﬁ‘s.disguﬁt at the
sexual excesses of the Camaanite people. Tt could
also be a sign that city Life was a danger to the
wandering Isrvaelites, Lot 42 favourably presented as
a 'sojourner' in the city (18?9 « One hears an echo
of Sarah's bitter laughter (18:12«13) in the response
of Lot's sons-~in-=law to the threat of Jjudgment. They
thought he was Joking (18:1h4),

Lot is frankly described im the incident with his
daughters (19330~38). The Yahwist carefully preserves
Lot's moral character. They made him drunk (19:32=-33)

and twice it ia affirmed that he did not know what was

8., Skinner, Gen., p.3063 Simpson, ETI, pp.78=79.
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happening (19:33,35). Is the mention of drink
another reference to the immorality of the inhabitants
of the land? Both religion and the cultivation of
the vine could lead to loose sexual practices. The
ancestry of other nations is speclifically mentioned
(19l37»38). Lot's plight however is not glossed over.

Judgment Mercy Miraculous Revelation View of God.

The Jjudgment of God comes upon the scandalous c¢ity
(15:t13)., The terribleness of the judgment is reminiscent
of the Flood narrative (193 15,17,19,25=~29). Vith
the Jjudgment there dis deliverance for Lot and his
family under certain conditions (19:15,17). Mereie~
fully, Lot is granted a cilty of refuge (19320-22).
God miraculously strikes with blindness in order to
allow Lot and famlly to escape (19311), but as has
been shown elsewhexre by the Yahwist one does net look
upon God at work (19: 17,26 ef.2:21).

Style.
Genesis 193 185~28 is a fine example of the Yahwist's
poetic prose, The visual qualities are striking.
19:190-23 conveys the atmosphere of great haste,

Passages commonly accepted at Yahwistilc.

A.XIV Genesis 243 1-67.

(a) Analysis

The whole chapter ds allocated to J.1° Bissfeldt finds

1. Drivexr, LOT, p.l5& Anderson, p.31} Huhlf p.653 Pfeiffer,
Introduction, p.l43; von Rad, Gen.,pp.248«93 Noth,UG,p.30,

n.o0
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J and E in the chapter and believes there are two
accounts of the woolng of Rebekah.a' Skinner finds
that twe narratives are present. One of them is

3.

probably I, Simpson also states that two hands

have beer at work. HHe believes that the chaptex is
a conflation of J° (slightly revised) and E.k'

Skinner and Simpson offer rveasons for theilr statements
that there i1s more than one source present, Skinner
understands that the 'doublets and variliants are too
numerous to be readilly accounted for either by trans-
posltions of the text... or by divergences in the oral
tradition®.

Von Rad sees the situation differently. He allows that

there are 'minor and major inconsistencies'. '"But

the widely differing results of source criticism show

that here one runs the risk of becoming lost in over-
refined analyses!', Von Rad adds that the numerous
discrepancies ‘are far from being shown as traces of
a second narrative variant!?, Finally he says that
'nowhere is there anyithing substantial, and whoever
undertakes a priori to deny such irregularities will

not lack here possible explanations'. After reading

2.

3
L,

Introduction, pp.i99,200,190,.
Introduction,pp.340, 341,

rTI,

pp.85=91,
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5,
Mowinckel omn the Pemntgteuchal sourﬁeml‘ one wonders
whether divergences might not have occurred in the
history of traditions. Skinner disagrees. lMowinckel
does not mention this chapter in the section of his
book which deals with the passages where division into
sources lg essential., Skinnexr's and Simpson's
critervia Tfeoxr allocation to J include the general
charactexr of the style, use of the divine name, and
other linguistic peculiarities. Anderson uses the
story of Rebekah in Genesis 24 as an example of the
Yahwist's style. @His 'uncanny power of suggesting
a scene wilthout actually deseribing it in detail, of
taking us to the heart of a human situation by the
sheer brevity and directness of his narvative...The
greatest of the Gospel stories trace thelr literary

2

ancestry to him', ’

Notable Characteristics,

Genesils 24: 1=67 J. Othexr Nations.

Abraham does not wish his son to marry a Canaanite.
The Yahwist 'is affirming the purity of Israelite
blood, uncontaminated by admixture of any Canaanite
strain,Gen.Ek:Z-?.'B' Different religious

allieglances would have encouraged the prohibition.

1.
24
3.

Pent.

Poe

32.

Simpson, ETI, p.509.



55.

View of God

Eairitho e aih

Worship(?rayer) Undiversalism Miraculous Praver

Guldance Revelation

In this chapter divine guidance becomes very apparent,
It is by God's help that a wife, Rebekah, was chosen.
God answers prayer for guidance (24:7,12,27). The
emphasis on God's providence reminds one of the Joseph
narratives, An unusual description of God as the ‘God
of heaven and of the earth' appears in 24:13. The promise
of God to Abraham (19:7) is important. The descendant's
marriage was not to be treated lightly. Providence
dominates the narrative (243 21,42,48,50,56). God
guides the servant in a way that i1s not coutwardly
miraculous, If it were not for the mention of prayer
one could treat the whole episode as merely fortuitous.
The 'miracle' asked for in 24:112-14 is more correctly
termed a 'sign'. The hidden providence of God is in
'contrast to the notion that Yahweh acted primarily in
miracles, in the charisma of a leader, or in a cultic
event'.l‘ *Angel' 1s the name given to God's providence,
The angel spoken of here i8 quite unlike the one

described in 16317ff.

View of Man

Abraham i1s pictured as being richly blessed by God, He

was full of years and wealthy (24:1,10,35,53).

Ao

Von Rad, p.255.
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Style

Simpsonl° notes the *skill with which the suspense of
the narvratilve is maintained!.

Passapzes commonly accepted as Yahwistic,

A.XV., Genesis 253 21=-26a, 27=34,
(a) ﬁnaixsis
Driver allocates 25:11=-6,11b,18,21-26a, 27=34 to the
Yahwist®®  Anderson agrees only to the extent that he
calla 25:21-34 J, 25:7-20 he attributes to P°° Noth
omits 25:1-4, which he terms a 'tedious list' about
which one can make no certaln Jjudgment, and 25:18 but

L.,

his hnalysis is as Drivex’ Von Rad differs from Driver
only in that he calls the whole of 25:11 J and 25318 po°
Kuhl omits 25:5,6,18 but otherwise assents to Driver's
allocationé' Skinner also omits 25:5-6, helieving

it to be the work of a compiller, but calls 25:11b,18 J,
25:19«34 however he calls JE, but he calls J 'the leading
source of 25:21«28; +though Elohistic variants may
possibly be detected in 25:25,27', 25:29«34 1is possibly
J7° Pfelffer allocates 25:1l=l io s? and 25121=-26a,

27-34 to g3 Lissfeldt only appoirtions 25:18 and

| iq ET:[' paSlOo
2, LOT, p.15. 3. pp.31,46. k. UG, p.30.
5. Gen., pp.255,257,259. 6+ P65, £511=lt possibly J,

. and 253 11 partially J.
'?e Gen., Pp-3a'903513352;357’358o .
8. Introduction, pp.160, 143,
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parts of 27,28 to J. 253lla,parts of 27 -8 belong to
B and 25:1-6} 1lb, 21-26a, 29-34 to L¢i° C.A.Simpson
thinks that 28%:11=4,6 are late material, that 1llb,
18 ave Jg and that 25:121-26a and 25327=-34 belong
2o

to J. 3

Mowinckel treats 25:21-34 as a unity Ja‘
It is no part of the purpose of this section of the
thesis to provide an exhaustive analysis of Genesis,
One need not discuss verses which have nothing mnotably
characteristic about them. 25321=26a, 2734 need
engage one's attention. Fissfeldt and Skinner would

disagree that these passages are to be allocated

simpliciter to'J. Skinner however grants an

important place to the Yahwilst there,.

The criteria used for the allocation to J are linguistic,
including the use of the Yahwistic divime name, and
maferial, i.,e. the similarity to what is generally
described'as a J passage, namely 38:27=30 (parallel
25124-26). |

(b) Notable Chracteristica.

Genesis 253 21=26a, 27=34 J.

god°s Providence.,

Miraculous Praver

The Yahwist affirms that the relative positions of

Israel and Bdom are to be asecribed 'to a divine decree

1. Introduction, pp.199,200,194,
R ETEQ PP 91,93,9“1&-
'3, Pent., p.63.
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1. The affirmation

pronounced before their birtht,
in 25333 prevents the Jaceob stories from degenerating
into woxrldly accounts of how an ancestoxr elbowed his
way forward,
God's miraculous goodness provides children for the
barren wife of Isaac. It is in answer to his pravyer
(25:321). There are no details given to Rebekah's
"inquiry' of the Lord (25:22). Both Isaac and Rebekah

are devout.

Frankness.

There is ne idealigation of Jacob and ¥sau. Skinner
speaks of the ‘'unscrupulous roguery'’ of Jacob's

character. There is also a gentle mockery of the
Edomite ancestor's physical characteristics (25321-26a).
The providence of God (see above) receives 1little
appreciation when the horror of the sale of the birthe-

right takes place (25:32,34).

Attitude to Forveldgners.

There 4is in 251 21-26a a clear assertion of Israel's
superilority to the nation Ldom, with whom there werxre
great affinities,.

Nomadism.

In 253 27«28 the Yahwist appears to favour the 1ife of

1. Simpson, ETI, p.512.
2. GENey Pe356.



59.

the tente-dwellexr to that of the hunter. The story

in 25 27-34 'was in itself simply a tale of the

kind that would be told among the peasants on the

edge of the desert, to express their contempt for what
they thought to be the nomad's lack of care for the
futur@'.lh Jacob .. 'chooses the halfenomadic
pastoral life which was the patrlarchal ldeal', He

is described as 'the orderly, welledisposed man...

as contrasted with the undidsciplined and irregular

huntsman’®. It is the 1life of the shepherd and the

1ife of the hunter which the Yahwilst contrasts (A.II).

Passages comunonly accented as Yahwiastic.

AXVI. Genesis 26: 1=-3(parts), 6-11, 12«14,16-17, 19=33,

(a)

Analysis.

Most scholars are agreed that much of chapter 26 is
to be allocated to J.o°

Genesis 26: 24=2%a are important verses from the
point of view of identifying netable characteristics.
1t is advisable to discuss their allocation more

fully. Simpson follows Gunkel who pointed out that

’3
i.

Simpson, ETI, p.463,
Skinner, Gen., p.361.

Pfeiffer, Introduction, p.l4lss Anderson, p.313 Kuhl,
PP« 2053=2606 vv.15=18 late; Mowinckel, Pent., p.929;

von

Rad, Gen., p.265; Driver, LOT, pp.l5=16;

Neoth, UG, p.30, n.92; Skinner, Gen., pp.363,366 footnote}
Simpson, ETI, pp.91=92; DRissfeldt,Introduction, pp.194,

199,

200 L,J,E.
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Isaac would scarcely build an altar before pitching
his tent. Skinner however finds that thils is 'not
sufficient to prove dislocation of the text', espec-
ially when, im contrast to 263 3b-5 he cannot find
linguistic signs of late authorship. Simpson makes
a further point, which is conjectural. The f‘promise
is unnecessary alter 22, and refers to the future,
whereas 7=33 otherwise tells of Isaac's dealings with
'the Philistines and Gerarites (Smend)'.1° It would
appear that there is no strong argument for making
2632h-25a late. Simpson and Skinner employ linguilstic
criteria for the purpose of ildentidlfying the J source,

(b) Notable Characteristics,

Genesis 26: 1-3(parts), 6-11, 12-14, 16-17, 19-=33 J,
The importance of Genesis 26: 7=-11 has already been
noticed (A.IX). The former passage is a variant of
the present one. There is an Elohistié parallel imn
Genesis 20, The notable characteridstics discerned
in the two Yahwistic sections can be directly contrasted
with those found in the BElohistic parallel.
Genesis 263 7=11.

View of God

The Promige

Elssfeldt refers to the ‘'imperilling of the ancestress

1o Simpson, BTL., p.923 Skinner, Gen., p.366 footnote,
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of Israel and thus of Israel's whole futuve =~ for

the ancestress is to become the mother of one who

L.

bears Isvael's future'. Indirvectly the promise

of Geod 1s at the heart of this episode., Omitéting

-

the dnterpolations there can be detected the promise
of God to 'be with' Isaac and to bless him (263 3a,12,
lh.lé).

View of Man
freatiar Bt b st ]
Forelgner Moxe Moral

Isaac, like Abraham, lies about his wife (2637).
God's plan 1ls agein im Jeopardy through the folly
of an ancestor, The Yahwist leaves no room for
any misunderstanding regarding the fate of Rebekah.
Unlike the earlier Yahwistic account {12:19) events
do not go too far (26:10-11). There is a milder
approach, The Philistine (sic) king is portrayed
with sympathy (263 10-11).

Attitude to Foreigners

The Yahwist tekes up a favourable attitude to the
Philistines whom he ananchronistically places in the
narrvative. An agreement is made with them (26:126-~31).
Isaac's fears for hils wife prove to be unjustified

(26: 7,10,11)., The reason for Isaac's departure from

1. Imtroduction, p.186.

2., Skinnexr, Gen., p.363
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the Phililstines is uncleawr, ITsaac 1is made to say
that it was their hatred of him that forced him to
leave (26:27). The yeason given by the Philistines
seems ‘the more correct. The lncomerx had become so
wealthy that he was becoming a danger to them and they
let him leave gquietly(26:29). Later they tried to
make an agreement with him (26:28). The Yahwist,
while putting both sides of the case for and against

the foredgrers, has, in the telling, shown his prefer-

ernce.,
View of God
Revelation Pyromise Providence

God communicates with Isaac at night in a dream(26:24),
The manneyr of this divine wevelation is more characterw
istic of the Elohist, God's promise is here not the
promise of land but the promise of 'begoming a nation'.z
The providence of God results in material prosperity
for Isaac(26:3a,12,14«16, 28-29). One is reminded

of the stoxy of Josepht''s blessed progress because God

was fwith him'.

Two Cultures.

Von Rad has pointed out the presence of a clash of

cultures in this chapter. The semi-nomad would be

3, Vom Rad, '0ld Testament Theology', vol 1, Oliver &
Bovd 1962, p.168j
Skinner, Gen., p.36L offers a different view,
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suspicious of the moral depravity of city-li?e and the
nomad would often have to dispute the c¢ity's claims
to the water holes (Genesis 26:17-22)1‘ Indulging
in farming on a modest scale(26:12) the nomad however
would feel that a completely settled way of life was
an alien thing. There would be suspicion when faced
by the Canaanite cilties,

Worshilp Sanctuary

The founding of Beersheba is mentioned in connection

with the holy cevenant-making(26:27=33).

Pagsages commonly accepted as Yahwistlc,.

(2)

Genesis 283 13=-16, 1%a.

Analysis.

Genesis 28:10,13-16,19 has been allocated to J.a'

ffor the purpose of finding notable characteristics,
the most important verses are 281 13~16, 19a and these
have been clearly allocated to J.

The following criteria have been used by the scholars,
Von Rad detects obvious parallels in 283 16,17 and in
28s 19a,22a. There is also a change in the divine
name and other material differences., Linguistiec

criteria are mentioned by Skinner. Simpson is in agree-

1, Gene.,p.2653 Roland De Vaux, 'Ancient Israel' pp.3-15, Darton,
Longman & Todd, 1961,

Driver,LOT,p.163 Anderson,pp.31,3534 Noth,UG,p.30,1%9a and
1la J3 Kuhl, pp.65,73; Skinner,Gen.,p.376 and Pfeiffer,
Introduction,p.lil, v.19a J3 von Rad,Gen,,0.278 and
Lissfeldt,Introduction,p.199 not v.1l0j Simpson,ETI,p.97

net vv.l0b,143 Mowinckel,Pent., p.63 vv.10=-22,

2o
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ment with them and offers more detall.

The E account of the ducident, which is present 4in

28t 10=22,1is not disregarded im sectiom (b). To assist
reference the E verslon is examined among the passages
assuredly I,

(b)Notable Characteristics.

Genesis 28: 13-16, 19a J.

Revelation

God's selfedisclosure is depicted by the Yahwist. Jacob
has a feeling not of Joy but of fear, ‘because in ignorance
he had treated the holy place as common ground‘.l'
It is mot the fearfulness that the Elohist describes
Israel as having before Mount Simal and Jacob az having
(28:17). God is shown to be near and if one reading is
correct, the Lord stood beside Jacob (28:13). Certainly
Jacob was addressed by God at night (28:16) but there
is a considerable difference between that description
of God's communication and the dream-vislon of the
Elohist's narrvrative.

Promise
Jacob 1s promised land and progeny (28:13-1L). Thus the
Settlement is again linked with the God of the ancestors
(28: 13). ‘'Jacob receives the pledge and conflrmation

of the promise made to Abraham'.g' One could add that

1., Skinner, Gen.y Pe377e
2, Von Rad 'The Problem of the Hexateuch and Othex Essays!'}
Oliver & Bﬁyd' 19660 P 590
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that it was the promise made to Isaac (263:24f) as
well as to Abxraham (12:2f) that was extended to Jacob.
One can appreclate why von Rad wishes to ascribe
'"programmatic' significance to this pasaage.l" This
passage, toéefher with 32:22f are essential for a
theological undérstanding of the Jacob stories,

Providence.

God's c¢gontinual presence with the emigrant Jacob is
assured (28:115).

Universalism. ﬁttitude to‘ggfgigne:s.

God's rule included foreign parts (28:14). There is a

P

universal outlook 1in the Yahwist writings (see Genesis
1-11),

Vorship.
The Yahwist gives this theophany of Vahweh as the
occasion of the founding of the sanctuary at Bethel
(28319a). The Yahwist treats the cultic matter
with scustomary brevity.

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic.

AXVIIT. Genesis 29: 2-14, 31-35,

(2) Analysis
Genesils 29: l«35 has been ailloocated to the Yahwist.g'

Most scholars consider that Genesis 29 le composite.3’ -

1. Gen., p.311

2, Noth,UG, p.303 Kuhl, p.65 later additions:in 293 32-35%
Mowinckel, Pent. p.63,

3, Bissfeldt,Introduction, pp.194,199,201 L,J,By Driver,LOT,
p.16 and Anderson p.35 and Skinner, Gen.,pp.381,385 and
Pfeldffer,Introduction,p.iil,29; 214, 31«35 J3 von Rad, Gon.,
p@.ZS&wZSS, vv.l=1lt J} Simpson,iTL,pp.97=100,vv.2-14 J, and
J , 31«35 Vahwistic, ‘ .
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The consensus of scholarly opinion would appear to

be that Genesis 29:2«1%4,31=5 can assuredly be allocated
to the Yahwist, The criteria wsed by the scholars

are less than clear. Skinneyr offers a possible explana=-
tion of this state of affalrs. 'The separation of J

and E is uncertaln om account of the c¢lose parallelism
of the two documents and the absence of material differe
ences of representation to support or corryxect the
literary analysis', Simpson and Skinmner employ a
linguistic criterionm to allocate 29:12-1%, 31=35 to J.

() Notable Chavacteristics.

Genesis 291 2=1il, 31=35 J,

Nomadlsm.,
Genesis 293 2«14 describe a well story. It is an idyllic
scene that is depicted, Simpson comments that the
writer has ‘adapted a popular story such as might be
told among shepherds‘.l‘ The wvivid, pastoral story
full of feeling and informative detail of nomadic
customs (29:8) idealises the semi=-nomadic way of 1life,
A comparison cap be made with Genesis 24 and Exodus

2815ff0

Style.

In addition to the points made in the above pavagraph
with regard to style, von Rad has picked out three
encounters = the shepherds, Rachel and Laban - for a

sensitive vreadexr to enjoy.g The Yahwist

L. ETI, p.’-!»ﬁ’-h
24 Gon. ., 9028240
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has deep psychological insight (2932-1l4),

Myatexrlious Providence Promise
TR N

The recipient of the promise of land and progeny is
childless! (29:31). Leah is provided with children
although she is mot loved by Jacob (29: 31,32).

Promise

fare Sm tl e
The tussle between two women for the love of one man.
is described against the background of a divine promise

which seems to be an empty one (293 31=35).

Pagssages commonly accepted as Yahwistic.

AJXIX. Genesis 323 k<l3a, 24-33.

() Analysis

Thils chapter is im three paxrts,

The middle portion only 32:113b(or 14) =23 comes from
the E source. This is the position held by some
scholarss Driver c¢alls 32:3=13%a, 24«32 and alsoc verse
22 Yahwisti@.l‘ Noth apportions to J 323h-1la, 23-33,
In a footnote he emphasises that the latter passage
cannot be analysed 1n a llterary way.2° Von Rad allots
3213-33a, 22=-32 to the Yahwist.2°  Kuhl allocates
3214ellt, 23-32 to J.M' Simpson calls 32:3«13a J.

He finds J% and Jz(and E in 32330 oniy) in 32124be32,0°

Other wcholars have different wviews. Skinuner allows

1.

3.
L,

5e

LOT, p.16.
Noth, UG, p.31; p.31 n.98.
Gen., pp.312,315,

P.66.
ETL, pp.lll-113,
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323h-14s to the Yahwist but in 32323-33 he detects
J and E, The analysis of the passage is beset by

insurmountable difficulti@s'.é'

Pfeiffer would
perhaps agiree with this view. He appreciates that

J and B are closely interwoven. By drawing off the

E passages he has named, one can assume that the
verses to 32:13a belong to J. However, Pfeiffer finds
E in 32:23a, 2Uta, 25a, 26b, 27%F%, 31f.7’ Like Skinner,
therefore, he cannot term the last section of the
chapter J. Eissfeldt finds J and B in 32:1-24a and
he attributes 32:3:24b=33 to his L souree.g' Anderson
thinks that the entire chapter is Yahwisti@.9'

There would be little controversy among scholars
therefore if Geneais 932:4-1%a was allocated to the
Yahwist, The final part of the chapter causes discagree=-
ment, Von Rad points to the long history of the
material in Genesis 32322«32. ‘Many generations

formed and interpreted it... much of the contemnt has
been adjusted in the course of time, much has again
been dropped, but most has remained. One will not be
surprised, therefore, that such a narvative 1s filled
with breaks in its construction and that all of its

individual paxrts do not form an organic whole or have

6. Gen., pp.hol, 407, 7. Introduction, pp.idl, 169,
8. Introduction, pp.199,201,194,
9., p.31.,



an even connection with or relatiom to one another.
The eavlier assumption that the narvative is composed
of two versiomns which once existed independently must
be given up. With the exception of vs. 23 and 24a,
there is no real deublet in the navrvative., It must
therefore be ascribed completely to the Yahwist'.l°
Von Rad thus covers the points ralsed by Skinner who
sees J and E in the passage. Skinnexr lists possible
varlants and traces of ‘more primitive conceptions'.
He does not lean at all heavily on linguilstic differ-

[ 4

entials. Simpson, moreover, notes the umevenesses

in the passage but cannot find E there 'according

to whom Jacob made no scolitary stay at the Jabb@k'.g'

The eriteria used by the scholars are as follows.
Genesis 32: 4«l13a,

Lingulstic usages are weferred to by both Skinne@h an
Simpson. Simpson also offers material reasona.ﬁ‘
Genesis 32: 24-33,

Reference can be made to the linguistic and material

criteria gathered by Skinneré, although they do not

lead him to call the passage unreservedly Yahwistlc,

69.

d

Gemn., pp.31h«315,

Gen., p.407. 3, ETI, pp.l1l12,346-347,
Gen,, p.’-SrOZ%-. 5 ETE, p.112l,

Gen., P-Q‘O?o
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(b) Notable Characteristica.

Genesis 323 L«13a, 24-373 J.

] 2 585 T3
Programmatic Passagos,

A A A LS st e
ELDTR S RGeS

Special idmportance should be given to characteristics
drawn from 32:9«12, which is the work of the narrator,
The Yahwist gave a theclogical interpretation ¢f the
tradition. 'If the possibility of bringing the several
traditions into dnner unlity with one amnother, and of
balancing them as they were amalgamated, was ruled out,
it was nevevtheless still possible t¢ inserd expressly
directive passages at importan% nodal points in the
events, And this posslibillity was in fact used agailn
and againt. Ven Rad refers to 12:1-93 6:5«8 and

323 9=12, One could add 28: 13-16, The passages
quoted have been regarded in this thesis as having

programmatic significance. 32:24=33 alsc has

programmatic signiflicance for the whole of the Jacob

mayrative.z'
323 9=-12
Promise
Praver Miraculous Providence Worship

God's promilse 1s recalled by Jaceb in prayer. The
promise is that he will become a nation (32s 12 RSV).

The God of the ancestors 1s invoked as if to remind God

1. Von Rad, Old Testament Theology, vol 1, Oliver & Boyd,1962,
pp. 124,125 and footnote 24, 171-2,

2. 'V'On }.{ad’ G@n.’ pp0309-311.
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of liis promises Lo them (32:9), The providence of
God is remembered humbly in a spirit of thanksgilving
(3239,10,12)., Its miraculous nature is not ignored
(32:10). Skinner calls the prayex a 'classic model!

3.

ofJ01d Testament pilety. It is mot a liturgical

o

prayer. It 1s 'the free prayer of a layman®.

328 1’%""8. 13&.

Frankness

Pt it onte o

Style Guillt
The Yahwist describes frankly Jacob's sense of guilt.
Fear acts as spur to Jacob's consclence' (32: 4-8),
The penetrafting remarks come near the bone, for Jacob
is seen to be an ingratiating rasceal (32: Le5). One
recalls the sharp practice in AXV. It is difficuls
to understand Skinner's comment that while Jacob's
character displayed ‘unscrupulous roguery' in Genesds 25,
in Genesis 32 his character had developed into ‘moral

dignity'.5°

Clash of Cultures

Attitude to Foreilgeners Nomadism

The successful shepherd, the semi-nomad, finds himself
at the mercy of a marauding brother, who has ftaken up

the nomadic way of 1life (AXV, 32: 4=6), The conflict

between LEdom and Israel is prefigured (32:3). The

success of the shepherd's life 1s contrasted with the

3 G‘Qnog po£§06o
k, Von Rad, Gen., p.313
5, Gen., P.356,



precariousness of the brothexr's way of 1life (AXV).
323 24=93 J.

Revelation

Judgment = Mercvy Name .

God is described as appearing in human shape at
night (32:24,25,28,30), The mysteriousness of Jacob's
assallant is shown by his request that he be let go
before morning (32:26). The Yahwist emphasises the
hiddenness of God's work(AXII, AXIII). This request
however identifies his divine opponent for Jacob

and he urgently requests a blessing (32:26). A
sidmilax narrative ds to be found din AXXXEL, The
shepherd ds at the mereocy not of a marauding human
being but of an aggressive God (aag 32:b4-6). God
has come in Judgment and wrestles with Jacob for his
life. In mercy He blesses him (32:26,28«29). The
transformation in Jacob'’s character is symbolised by
the change o0f name to Israel and 1indeed this 'is the

real c¢limax of the stary'.l°

It is when he has
"proved himself against the onslaught of God that
Jacob becomes Israel'.2° The surprise, which is
expressed in the etymology of Penilel (32:30), is

echoed in Genesis 16313J above. The awe which is teo

be felt in the presence of God 18 here welliexpressed

1. Simpson, ETI, p.269.
2, Von Rad, 'The Problem of the Hexateuch and otheyr Hssays',
Oliver & Boyd. 1966, p.59.
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as it is throughout the narrative although ‘face to
face' contact with God, the Yahwist points out does
not cause death,

Yahweh refuses in this narrative to give His Name to
Jacob (32:29). Yahweh would not put Himself im
Jacob's power. While He may bind Himself in a uni-
Iatexral act of promise with the ancestors of lis
people, He retalns HHis perfect freedom and man must

remain creaturely. God is bound, yvet free.

Worship.

The cultic details which are mentlioned axe minor
matters in the narrative (32:25,31,32). The Yahwist
deals with the foundation of the Yahwistiec sanctuary
at Penlel (32:130).

Style.
Jacob's struggle at the ford of the Jabbok lasted until
daybbeak, The Yahwilst describes the weilrd, numinous
grappling with his usual conciseness and eye for
picturesque detall, God's struggle with Jacob is
depicted in a large way that befits the momentousness
of an encounter between a God who comes in Judgment and
mercy, and a man, who is confident of his own very

considerable human powers and who dis full of resource,
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Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic,.

AXX Gehesis 33: 1-3, 6~9, 12-17

(a) Analysis
Three scholars discern the hand of the Yahwist alone
in 3331«17.1'
Some writers claim that 333:1-17 is mainly J.z' Only
Noth and Kuhl find E in 33:8=9, Skinner studies the
language and like Simpson anchors 33:8 in the Yahwistic
source.
From the above summary it would appear that 33:1-3,6~9,
12=-17 can be attributed with some probability to the
Yahwist.,
Skinner picks out material and linguistic indications
which point to J as the dominant source, Simpson uses
linguistic criteria

{b) Notable Charactevistics.

Genesis 33: 1=3, 6-9, 12~17 J.

Frankness,

Style

The Yahwist recognises Jacob's human failings, but has

1. Driver, LOT, p.163 Anderson, p.31l; Mowinckel, Pent.,p.63.

2, Kuhl, pp.66,74%3 Noth, UG, pp.31,38. 33:4-5,8=-11 By wvon Rad,
Gen., p.323, 33:5,11 E} Skinner, Gen., p.A1l2=413. 33: 5b,
10 partlily 1im,; Simpson, ETI, pp.ll3-115. 333 5,10b,1llia,
1lb(partly) 27(partly) Ej Pfeiffer, Introductionm pp.ibk,
169, 33: 5,1la By Eilssfeldt, Introduction, pp.l199,201. J and
E,



75
some admiration for his ability to face up to awkward
situations. It is not with any unpleasantness that
he describes frankly the shrewdness (33:1=3), the
unctuousness (33:8=9,13=15) and the suspicion(33:12-15)
with whiech Jacob's relationship with Esau 1s marked.
The description is orvdered with mounting suspense.

Attitude to Toreigners.

Egsau is well treated by the Yahwist (33: 9,12,15). He
does not however neglect to mention the wary attitude

of Jacob to his brother (33:1=3,6=9,12-15)., If ethno-
graphy 1is relevant here, the Yahwist is not antagonistic
to the foreigner but he is not completely won ovexr by

his friendly approache@.l°

Passages commonly acgepted as Yahwistileo.

A.XXTI. Genesis 38: 1=-30.

() Analysis

There is near unanimity among scholars as to the origin
of Genesis 38, Tt is the work of the Yahwist.~"*

Von Rad states that the Yahwist imnserted this compact
narrative, which he found in traditiom, into the

3.

successlon of tradditions. From one point of view

the insertion senves a literary purpose in that it

1.
2,

But see Skinner, Gen., p.415,

Dyriver, LOT, p.l173 Anderson, p.3Llj} Noth,UG,p.31; Kuhl,p.66}
Skinner, Gen., p.4503 Simpson,RBETI,pp.129-130.

Gen., 9-352.
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provides relief in a sad story. From another point
of view the insertion disturbs the Joseph story., This
latter opilinion forces Eissfeldt to ascribe the chapter
to L.ﬁ'_ Pfeiffer calls it 8.2°
Simpson and Skinner lisf the linguilstic eriteria.

(b)Notable Characteristics,

Genesis 38: 1=30 J.

Frrankness

The Yahwist candidly mentions the deaths of Judah's
wicked first-born (38:7) and his disobedient second son,
Onan (38:8=-10). His daughter-in=-law's prostitution

is described without any moralising comment (38:14-19,26).
In a quite unedifying tale two extenuating circumstances
are gquoted. Judah was a widowexr (38:3:12). Tamar was

the victim of Judah's forgetfulmness (deliberate in

that Judah did not want to risk losing a third son,38:11)
(38:14)., Later it 1s said that she fulfilled her
obligations to the community more faithfully than Judah,
even though incestuously (38:26). Judah and his

family do not emerge as morally reputable people and

the Yahwigt takes no great pains to conceal the fact,

Attdtude to Forelgners.,

There is no condemnatlon of Judah's marriage to a
Canaanite, whose death he mourned (3832,12, see 24:3),

On the other hand is his incestuous relationship with

1. Introduction, p.194.
2. Introduction, p.160,
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Tamar a reflecticon on the degrading influences of
Canaanite morality or wreligious practices? However
that may be, there is no question of Judah's regard
for his sons who had Canaanite blood in thelr veilns
(383 6,8 and especially, 11)., The story also derives

certain clans from Judah.

Judegment.,

Miraculous

The deaths of Br and Onan (38:7-10) are seen to he the
result of the direct intervention of a God of judgment,

The Promise

In the background of the story lies the divine promilse
of progeny. From one point of view the story describes
human persistence and a desire that the promise be
fulfilled., Childlessness, which 1s an apparent contre
dictlion of the divine intention, is a roecurring motif
in the Yahwist's work,

Passages commnonly accepted as Yahwistic.

AXAIT. Genesis 39: 1=23,

(a) Analysis
Most commentators consider that this chapter is the
work of the Yahwist.l' Noth writes that 'everything
is told plainly... in an utterly even sequence whigch

glves not the slightest veason for a separation of

i. Driver,LOT, p.1l7; Anderson, p.31l; von Rad, Gen.,pp.359,3644
Kuhla p.663 Mowinckel, Pent., p.6ly Pfeiffewr, Introduction,
pol-!‘" .
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sourceﬁ'.z‘ Other wcholars modify the above view,
Skinner finds a harmonising glosa at the beginning of
the chapter and a 'sprinkling of B vardlants® but other-
wlae he states that the whole passage is from J.B'
Bissfeldt finds parallel seources in Genesis 39«50,

J and £ are not unmixed in these chaptevrs, °

Simpson
thinks that 393 1=20 is 'in the main derived fxrom J',
393 21«23 he calls Rje 'reconciling J's representation
of Joseph as a prisoner with that of E, according to
whom he was the trusted pevxsonal sexyvant of Potiphar.ﬁ'
Von Rad makes a substantive point about the Yahwist's
theology. "The way he combines emphatic bellef 1in
God's protection and presence with the "permission" of
gsevere afflictions is amazing.”6°
There seems to be no good reason for refusing to ascribe
Genesis 393 1=23 in the mailn to the Yahwist,

The following criteria have been made use of by scholars,
Anderson refers to this chapter as an example of the
Yahwiset's 'uncanny power of suggesting a scene without
actually describing it in detadl, of taking us to the
heart of a human situation by the sheeyx brevity and
directness of his narrative’.7' Von Rad refers to

'the free use of the name Yahweh'.g' Both Skinner

and Simpson mention other literary phenomemna. Different

2, UG., pp.27,31.

3. Gen., p.456,

4, Introduction, pp.186,190,199,201.

5. BTT., pp.130-131, 6., ten., p.362,
7o p.:}a. 8. Gen., pazék.
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J and B recensions of the Joseph story are also made
use of in identifving the chapter as Yahwistic. "
Siumpsont's view of 393 21-273 has been referred to above.

(®)Notable Charactexristics.

Genesis 393 1l-23 J. View of God

TN 7 =i

Miraculous Providence

The Yahwiat's theology is not naive, Open-eyed about
sinful human nature, the Yahwist combines in an amazing
way 'emphatic belief in God's protecticn and presence
with the "permission" of severe afflictiong.~" One
remembers the difficulties of the ancestors and their
wives. Recipients of the promise endangered the whole
divine future. *When vou pass through the waters I
will be with you' (Isalah 43:2) denotes a similawm _
understanding of God's protection (Genesis 39313=6, 21-23).
Any element of the miraculous in the Yahwist's apprec-
iation of God's providentilal activity, is wnot shown in
miracles, but rather by the outward influence of Joseph's
human abilities, which God was inwardly directing.
Ezaniknossg

Moral Sensitivity

The Yahwist frankly mentions the sexual temptation of

Joseph (393 7,10,12), and the smearing of the reputation

1. - Skinner, Gen., pp.456=~457; Simpson,ETI., pp.130=131,
n. Von Rad, Gen., p.362,
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of the Hebrews (39: 14,18), There is however also
some moral sensitivity on the Yahwilst's part., Von Rad
has pointed to the links between the Joseph narrative

*

and ancient wiadom. Joseph's character is exemplary
(39: 4,6,8-10, 12,22~23).

There is a rellgious basis for moralty (39:9b), although
there is no statement of anything that God has done

or 1s going to do. Typically Yahwistdic, 1s the mentionw-

ing of simple human loyalty (39:8«9).

e st et e et ) Sl

Attltude “to_ Foraf&ne
The Egyptians are shown to Do BoruB TT ?mmora& (3927 10,

12). The Egyptiamn captain of the guard treats Joseph
well(39:4) and yet believes his wife's accusation

and has Joseph put in prison (39:19-20). Joseph was
given responsibility by the keeper of the prison(39:22),.
The whole chapter contrasts the self-yvestraintoef the

young Hebrew with the seductive Egyptian setting.

Style

The response of the 'woman scorned® is true to life
(39:14«18). The purring is transformed into scratche-
ing and spitting in order to restore her female self-
confidence., Anderson comments on the Yahwist's
sﬁyle.v“The Yahwist has an uncanny power of suggesting

a scene without actually describing it in detail, of

d1es 'The Problem of the Hexateuch and other essays’ Oliver &
Boyd. 1966, pp.292f£f, especially p.295,
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taking us to the heart of a human situation by the

sheer brevity and directness of his narrative’.l°

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic.

AXXITI.Genesis 433 1-34,
(a)Analysis.
The majority of scholars consulted attributed this
chapter in the main to the Yahwist,
Driver, for instance, finds slight traces of £ dm
hﬂsl&,ESb.z' Nntha', Von Rad”’® and ﬁkinnerg' see
the chapter as a Yahwistic unity also but state %hat
parts of 43:14,23 are redactional additions, which
harmonise this chapter with the preceéing Elohistic
chapter, which is a variant, Simpson would call
k3314 ,23b Elohistic and finds small expansions and
glosses within h3312,16,18,26.6' Pfeiffer is not
guite g¢learx in his analysis. To the LElohist he
ascribes 1n one place 433 12a, 13f, 15(part), 23(part).
Llsewhere he calls 4331-13, 15-34 Yahwisti@.ﬁ'
Other scholars briefly denote the chapter as J.B'
The followling reasons are offered by the scholars,
Representational matters bulk large. For lnstance,

von Rad finds that the Yahwist considers that it is

famine that brings about the second tyip and not a

I Pe32.

2. LOT. pcl? footnote. 3. UG'., p.jl,n.l(}ao

l!-m G‘Qno’ p.BSl. ‘Ba G‘@ﬁo, P.l&'?g-

6+ ETT, pp.li2«143, 7., Introducticn, pp.l170,144 footnote,

8, Anderson,p.31ls Xunhi, p.663 Mowinckel, Pent., p.6l.
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feeling of obligation towards Simeon, which is the
motive that the Elohilst accepts. Additional material
reasons, together with lingulstic differences are

suggested,

(p)Notable Characteristics,

Genesis 433 134 J

Style

S

The Yahwist has a deep appreciation of things human.

He mentions the compassion of Judah (43:8~10), the

powers of ingratiation of Israel(Jacob), which are
reminiscent of the Jacob-Esau encounter(A.XX)

(43:11-12) and the brotherly emotion of Joseph(43:30=31).

'rankness
it

See undexr Style, It is famine and not a moral obliga-
tion to Simeon that brings the brothers back to Egypt

(43314 'Simeon' insertions 43:14,23).

Attitude to Foreigners

The racial segregation of Hebrew and Egyptian is given
prominence (43:132)., The Egyptian setting of the

chapter should not be ignored.

View of God

Guidance

Von Rad refers to the 'dark ambigulty® of 43:23., It

hints at 'God's concealed gudidance' by Ihe mention,

1, Driver,LOT,pp.18=19; Skinner,Gen., p.U79; Simpson,BETI.,
pe.lh2,
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not of money but of treasure.l' Surely this

is to read too much intoe the Yahwist's marvative,

Could 1% not be that here, as in other references to
God in the chapter(43:113,29), it is no more than a
conversatlional usage designed to xeassure the brothers.
The ‘concealed guildance' of God is seen in this chapter
where things human hold the stage and the divine is
hardly mentioned.

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic,

AJXXIV,., Genesis Uiy 134,
(a)analysis.
There dis little doubt among scholars that this ochapter
is Yahwistic in origin, °
Mainly linguilstic and material criteria have been made

use of in allocating to the Yahwist.a'

(b)Notable Chavacteristics.

Genesis Ul 1-34 J,

Frankness

A cavefully staged event(hli:lel0) takes place at
Joseph's dinstigation. It is perhaps a needlessly cruel
way of 'vepeating' the plight of Joseph on an earlier

occasion. The Yahwist describes the stratagem in

1. Geney, P.383,

2, Noth,UG, p.31; von Rad, Gen.,p.386 and Simpson,ETI,p.143
detect glosses within 443:1,2; Driver,LOT,p.l1l73 Anderson,
p.31l; Kuhl, p.663 Skinner,Gen.,p.%t793 Mowinckel,Pent.,
p.61l; Eilssfeldt,Introduction,p.i87 and Pfeiffer,Intro-
duction, p.lhs footnote,

3. Driver,LOT,pp.l8=19; Skinner,Gen., p.4793 Simpson,BTI,
pp.142-143; Von Rad, Gen., p.386.
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detaildl. He may indeed have admired the cunning of
the son of Jacobl!

Moral Feelin

> ST e

The ruse (44sl«10) ie a testing of the brothera.

The brothers pass the test as ids shown by the 'confession!
(l4316) and the impassioned eloguence of Judah, who

wants no harm to come to the other of Israel's favourilte

sons (4h:18=34),

DA E A o Ao
CRER KR R T A VAT TP § Tt Sl

View of God
The reference to God is a passing one and implies no
great theological understanding. It has nothing to
do with the main drift of the story.l'

Style

Driver mentions the ‘pathos and gupieme beauty of

2.
Judah's intercession (44: 18£F). The descriptlon
of the emotion that is present in the predicament is

couched in simple, direct langueage.

Passages comnonly accepted as Yahwistic,

AKXV,

Genesis 463 28~34,

(a) Analysis.

There 1s broad agreement among scholars that 46:11(part)e
Y{part) belong to E. J is present also imn U46:1,5,

46328=34 18 with near unanimity allocated to the

1. Skinnexr, Gen., pp.484-485;3 wvon Rad, Gen., p.388,

2

P.119
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Yahwist.t*
Linguistic and material criteria ave used by Simpson
and Skinner to allocate 46:128«34 to the Yahwist,.

(b) Netable Characteristics.
Genesis L6 28-3L J,

Stxl@

Pranknegs

Joseph veacts emotionally to the meeting with hie father
(k6329) and the father's reaction to meeting a long=lost
son vings true(46:30). The Yahwist again makes much of
Joseph's worldly wisdom (46331-34),

Two Cultures

Attitude to Foredegners.

The remark(46:34) that shepherds were disliked by the
Egyvptians 1llustrates a conflict between the llebreow
and Egyptian ways of life, at least in the centre of
things for the Hebrews are assigned to Goshen. It also
shows the attitude of the Hebrews to fordigners and of

them to the semi-nomadic people (A.XXXV).
Passages comnonly accepted as Yahwistic,
AJXXVI., Genesis 471 1=85a, 6b, 29=31,
(a) Analysis.
Genesis 473:l=l,%a,6b and 29=-31 are ascribed with 1little

difficult to the Yahwist.z

1. Driver,L0T,pp.17,159; Anderson,pp.31,35,463 Noth,UG,pp.18,
31,383 von Rad,Gen.,pp.396,3983 Xuhl,pp.57,66,743 Skinner,
Gen. ,pp. 490,491 Pfeiffer,Introduction,pp.iis n,170,189;
Simypson,DTT.,pp.146-147,

2., Driver,LOT,p.173 Noth,UG,p.3L) vonRad,Gen.,pp.2401,408;%
Kuhl,p.6633kinner,Gen. ,pp.491,5023 Mowinckel,Pent.,p.61
only 47311=5%a,6b; Pfeiffer,Introduction,p.iltls Simpson,ETI.,
pp.146,150,
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Critevia used include matters of content. Von Rad
mentions the fact that 47311=6 are *the direct contine
uation of what has preceded'. Skinner mentions
linguistic criteria, Simpson also refers to linguistic
and material points.

There is nothing like the same agreement about the
allocation of 47: 13=26,

Usding the same references ag before, one sees that
Driver, Noth, Xuhl and possibly Andersoml would
consldey the passage to be Yahwistic. Others would
not concur.g' Von Rad notiges a 'certaln stylistic
gtiffness and some awkward places'. When these are
gonsidered together with the position of the

passage which, according to ven Rad, disturbs 'the
structure of each of the three documents... the readex
now loses sight of everything that has previously
occupled his attentions Joseph's relationship

to his brothers, to Jacob, the guestion of their

stay in Egypt, etc.', then von Rad finds that he
cannot be really sure about attributing it to

the Yahwist., Pfeiffer thinks 1t is secondary.
Skinner also thinks that the passage is out of place.
'It is mnot improbable that a piece of so peculiar

a character is a later additiom to the original cycle

1. p.31, 'most of' chaptexr 47 is J.
2, Von Rad, Gen., p.403j Skinner, Gen., p.499; Pfeiffer,
loc.cit,, and Simpson,ETL, pp.1t8-150,
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(b)

87.

of Josephelegends, and belongs neither to J ox E,!

There are linguistic traces of J and I and other
expressions which are unusual in the Pentateuch., He
states that 'no satisfactory analvsis can be effeeted'.l'
Simpson accepts that the section is a conflation of J
and BE. 1In what he calls an ‘'extremely complicated
analysis? Simpson gives an important place to Rje.

With such a difference of opinion as to the analysis,
it is better to proceed with caution and not to alleocate
the passage +to the Yahwist, From what Skinner and
Simpson have written, moreover, there would appear

to be little profit in calling this complex section

JE, for a further analysis would appear to be impossible,

Notable Characteristics,

Genesis U473 l=5a, 6b, 29«31 J,

Attitude to Forelsgners.,

The Egyptian Pharaoh who abominated a shepherd people

granted his Hebrew court officlal's falt accompli

(k7: 1=5a,6b,) The account, however, makes much

of Joseph's cleverness and rather less of the Phavach's
generosity. It is as 1L the Hebrews had immigrated
against the Egyptian's will,(A.XXXV).

Frankness

Following on from Genesis 46 are the consequences of

Joseph's worldly wisdom (47: l-5a,6b,)

Je G‘@l’lo, P.le-99.
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Passages comnonly accepted as Yahwiatic,

AJXXVII.Genesis 503 1l-11,14,

(a) Analysis.

Genesds 49:1-11,14 is allocated to the Yahwist.l'
Mowinckel éllacates Genesis 4932-11 and 14-26 to the
Yahwisﬁ.g‘ None of.tﬁe other scholars referred %o,
considers the secaﬁd passage other than Elohistic.
Eissfeldt thinks that 50312«13 belong to the Priestly
writer and finds J and E in Genesis 50.3' Pfeiffer
apparently understands 50:1l=1l to be secondary in
J, to whom 50: 14 is alloﬁted.a°
Criteria used for the separation of the Yahwistilc
source include the following.

Von Rad mentions ‘what is chractexristic of all
Yahwistic narratives, namely the dtrict precedence
given to naked event as against all reflection, 1.e.,
as against all subtle hidden "meaning" or doctryrine

or any other attitude of the narrator to the events
themselves, In this respect the Elohistic conclusion
to the Joseph story is quite different,'! Skinner

and Simpson quote linguistildc and material differentisa,

1.

Driver, LOT,p.l73 Anderson, p.313 Woth,UG, p.31y von Rad,
Gena., pp.425w#£6 and Simpson,BTI, pp.i56-15%7 irregularities
in the first few wverses; Xuhl, p.663 Skinnexr, Gen.,p.536,

P(’Bl’lt.g p-élo
Introduction, pp.id9,200-201,
Introduction, p.lll footnote.
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(b) Notable Characterilstics.

Genssis 503 111, 14 J,
Attitude to Foreigners.

Joseph asks the Phavaoh (no less) for leave of
absence. Thus the Yahwist enhances Joseph's status
(30:4=6), Joseph's servants mummify Israel's body
(50:12) and at one and the same time Joseph is exalted
and the interest of the Yahwist in things foreign is
maintained.l' Joseph does return to Egypt although
he had returmned to Canaan to bury his father and
could, one supposes, have remained there {50:14),

Joseph and Isyael are very close to one anather(SOle).

Unreflective
bt e e
As wmentioned in the analysis of this chapter, wvon
Rad finds proof of the unreflective nature of the

Yahwist's writinge.

1. G, von Rad, '"The Problem of the Hexateuch and Other
Essays'. Oliver & Boyd, 1966, pp.292~2973,
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DOCUMENT J,

Book of ILxodus

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic,

AJYEVITII. 1:8=12,22

Ao XATX, 231-14, 15=23a

A. XXX. Jila.ba, 2,3,%a,5,7-8,16=-22,

A, XXXT., #431-4,6,7,8,10-12,19=20a,24-246,29,30b,31,
AXXXLT. 513,5«23,611

AJKXXIIL, 7:3lhel8a,16-~17a,ba, 18,20ab,21a,23-25,
AJXXXIV. 8il-l,8=15a, 20«32,

Ao XXXV, 9:1-7,13, 17«18, 23h, 24b, 25b, 26«30, 33-34,.

AJXXXVEI, 10s3la, 3-=11,13(part), lh(part)-i5{pars),
15(part)=~19, 2U4-26, 2829,

AJKXXVILT.11s L8
AJXXXVITIE. 123 2123, 27b, 29-34, 37=39,
AJEXXIX. 133 21-22,

A. XL. 150, 6(or 7), 9aa, 10bb, 13=-14, 19b, 20,
2lab9 24’ 25@. 27abﬂb' 30’ 310
AJXLI, 15s 22ab.b, 23, 24, 25a,

AJXLIX. 163 ha.ba=5, 29~31, 35a or b.
AJXLIIL. 173 lbbe2, 7,

AJXLIV, 193 9a,10«lla, 12«~13%a, lh=l6aca.
AJXLYV. 34y la, 2=8, 27-28.



Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic,

AJXXVIII. BExodus 1: 8~12, 22,

(2) Analysis.
There is considerable unanimity among scholars as
to the presence of the J source in Exodus 1:8-12,
There is less agreement about the allocatlion of
13122 to the Yahwist.l'
The following reasons are supplied,
Lingudistic marks of J ¢can be discerned in 1:8-12
and there are obviously differvent literary strata
in 1315=2%1 on the one hand and 1:22 on the other.
Features of content are also used to isolate J
and E.Z'
Other writers suggest a more intricate &mélysi@.j
There 1is however no agreement in their highly
individual efforts,

(b) Notable gharacteristies,

Ixodus 1z 8«12, 22 J.

View of God
B R

AT

Frank Promise(of progeny) Sin Man

The Israelites were people of a promise., They

actually throve underx oppression. The promise of

9%,

1. Driver, LOT, p.22, not 1:22; Noth, UG, p.31; Kuhl, p.67;

Anderson, p.31, mot 1:22; McNelle, Exodus, pp.xiiexiidi,
2e MceNedle, loc.cit.,3 Noth, Exodus, pp.22«23,

Introduction,pp.isd(J),170(E); Simpson,BTL,pp.158=-159;
Fohrer, pp.i24,9-13,

o Dissfeldt, Introduction, pp.201(B),199(J),195(L)}s Pfeiffer,
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progeny to the descendants of the ancestors was

being kept. The growing people were making the
nation Lgypt restless (1:9,10,12,22). But as imn
Gensis, the promise of God encounters danger even
when it is beding FTulfilled., It is not the ancestors
but the Igyptians who put at risk the lives of the
children of the promise (1:22), Representatives of
mankind, of the nations, for whose sake the people
Israel was being formed (Genesis 12:1=3J) are trying
te destroy what will in days to come bless them,

Such is man's wilfulness (see the J primeval history
especially). The threat to the children is brutally
described and there is no attempt to tone the incident

down (1:22 compare B.XIIX).

Attitude to Forelgners,

Driverl' suggests that Exodus 1:12 should read that
the Egyptiane 'felt a leoathing fox' the people of
Israel, This shows thé attitude of foreigners to

the Israelites clearly enough. The story of the
subjection of the forelgn population by the Bgyptians
through forced labour and child slaughter indicates
that the situation had quite clearly changed s¢o fax

as Egypt was concerned. Once friendly it was now an

enemy {(138).
2tyle

A <3

This 48 another compressed story. The selected

detalls convey a mood of the uncomnquexrable power of

Lo

pxodus't. n.hH
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God in the midst of trouble.

Passages comnonly accepted as Yahwistic,.

AJKXIX. Bxodus 23 1l=1k, 15«23a.

(a) Analysis.
There would appear to be reasonably good grounds
for ascribilng the bulk of this chapter to the
Yahwist,
The uncomplicated analysis accepted by some scholars
is that Zxodus 2:1«10 or l«l4, belong to E.l'
McNeile offexrs linguilstic and represemntational
griteria.
Other scholars are inclined to the view that J is
present in R:l=14, Noth allocates Exodus 2311-3,5,6,
10(part),1l«ilt, to the Yahwist. He finds that
2314 ,7-10(part) ave later J expansions R Noth
comments that 'the story is not in itself a complete
unity., The introduction indicates that the boy
was the first-born child of his parents., We are.
therefore surprised at the sudden appearance in v.lh
of an eldexy sister, who has not only not been
introduced earlier but according to v.8 ds already
a grown givl, OFf course this state of affairs
does not drive us to assume sevevral 'sources!
from which the marrative has been oonposed, as no

continuous succession of doublets 18 discernible

1. Driver,LOT,p.223 Driver, 'Bxrodus',p.xviils Plfeilffer,
Introduction, p.ilh MeNelle, Introduction, p.xiid.
2, UGs, p.31
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in the narrative. It is much more likely that

a simple basic story was afterwards embellished, to
heighten the tension for the hearer ox reader; by

the addition of the special point that the boy was
nursed by his own mother, The whole story, including
this expansion, belongs to the old Pentateuchal
material and may be assigned to J,'! One obvious
reason for the allocation to the Yahwist 4s that
Exodus 2316 follows on from 1:22 J, rather than from
lal5m%1E.3‘
Kuhl detects J in 2:1-10(partly), ll-l@.k‘ Fohrexr
finds J in z:11~14.5‘ Pohrer and Simpson, however,
disagree with Noth and find a conflation of sources

in 2$11-10, which they ¢all J and E.6'
Fohrer and Simpson offer detailed arguments, but
Noth's argument (above) against two sources being
found in 2:1-10 seems the more plauvsible, There is
moyre harmony among scholars in the analysis of Exodus
2315=23a, These verses are generally assizgned to the
Yahwist.7' There are some secondary additions.
Linguistic criteria are listed by McNeile.

Pohrer finds J,E,N and the work of a redactor in

these verses,

p.124; Simpson, BETT, 160-161. 6., Fohrer,pp.1l8-19, -
Driver, loc.cit.j; Noth, loc.clt.y Noth,'Exodus',pp.34=35%
Kuhl, p.673 Pfelffer,Introduction, p.lilty Simpson,ETI,p.L162;
MeNeile, Exodus, pp.xiii,xv,

pp.12L=125, 2426,
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(b} Notable Chracteristilcs.

Exodus 2: 1=-14, 15«23a J.

View of God

Promise at risk Miraculeous providence.

following omn from 1:22 ds 233, where the posterity

of God's people is put in Jeopardy but God is looking
after the chilid (1:5-10), although the activity

of God is concealed behind human agencies, There

is no theological statement of God's providence, or

of Moses' miraculous deliverance,
(
v \.‘

Prank Méges

The Yahwist quilte frankly describes the murdexr of
the Egyptian by Moses 1n hot blood (2:11,12), His
conscience troubles him because his misdeed becomes

known (2:114).

Attitude to Foreigners.

Nomadism,

The Yahwist does not have a one~eyed view of the
Bgyptians. He does not conceal their virtues (1:5-10,
19) although he does describe their determined
infanticide (133) and the policy of brutal suppression
(2311-12), The friendliest of‘relatiqnships exist
here with the Midianites (contrast Judges 631ff)
(2315b-23a). Being camel=owners they would be classed
as true nomads,

Worship etc,

Moses' fatherwin-law is the priest of Midian (2:16).
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. Btyle
Bissfeldt refers to the 'falry-tale quality'® of
lemlo.l' In the amalysils it was noted that Noth

felt that the Yahwist had heilghtened the tension by
adding the ivoniec detail that Moses' mother nursed him,

Passages commonly accepted as Yahwistic.

A XXX, BExodus 33la.ba,2,3,4%4a,5,7=8, 1l6=22,
{(a) Analysis.

Many scholars would find themselves in agreement with
Noth. 'We can see how the passage 311=16 is formed
from both J and b by the strikingly abrupt changes between
the divine mname Yahweh and the word "God" , An
examination of the details leads to the following
divisions
Js 3tla,ba,2,3,ka,5; E: 3:lbb,bb,6. At the same
time it becomes clear that the F wvarilant has not been
preserved in all dits entidrety, as at least 4its intro-
duction is no longer intact, having been partlially
suppressed by elements from the J narrative. In what
Follows, 3317f and 3319ff are agaim clearly doubletis}
the divine name Yahweh shows that 33:7f belong to J,
while the repeated occurrence of the word 'God' in
310=15 ds a feature of the Elohstic narrative., TFrom
3316 onwards no further emplicit coublets are

gonspicuous from now on a single strand of the

1. Introduction,p.k42.
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tradition, which is certainly that of J, predominates,
though there are various secondary addition@’.l°
Other linguistic eriteria appear in McNeile‘s‘Exodus,
and 1n Simpson.

There is less unanimity where 16«22 is concerned. Noth
considers that 3117(part)=-22 is a later addition.>
Driver ascribes 3316-18 to J and 19-22 to B. Pfeiffer
seems to conasider that 319-22 1s secondary in E.
Simpson terms 16~22 J, McHNeile favours an analysis
that gives 16=-18 to J, 21-22 to E and 19-20 4o RYC*
T'ohrer calls 21-22 N and 16=-20 J. PBEissfeldt, however,
detects only J and B in this chapter.g'

3120=-22 states rather frankly God's dinstructlons to
deal fraudently with the Egyptians who were no deoubt
lending monéy to the Israelites to help them with

theilr religious pilgrimage. One cannoi imagine the
Elohist being so unsophisticated., The ﬁredictive
element inm the proclamation(3318-=22) does not Jjustify
an assertion that this is a later addition.(see Noth).
Simpson offers cogent reasuvns for the ascription te the

Yahwist,.

(b) Notable Characteristics.,
Exodus 3:la,ba,2,3,4a,5,7<-8, 16=22 J.

1. ‘Bxodus', p.34.

2, 'Exodus', p.bl,

3, Driver, LOT, p.23; Pfeiffer, Introduction, pp.l170,14l;
Simpson, ETL, pp.163-=164; McNeile, BExodus, pp.xiid-xvi
Fohrer, pp.124-12%,28=-293 Eissfeldt, Introduction,

PpP. 199,201,
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L o i

View of God

Revelation Miraculous

God fully manifests Himself in angelic, though
mysterious form in a flame of fire vision by day(3:2).
‘shen Moses is addressed it is God who addresses Him
directly. (3:5,7f,188f)., The angel is therefore identical
with Yahweh, The 