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LINKS BETWEEN THE THREE MAIN DIVISIONS

GENEALOGY AND CHRONOLOGY

IN OUR previous articles* we analysed the whole of Genesis after di-
viding it into three major parts, i.e., Patriarchal History 12-36, the
kernel and the most important part of the whole work; Primordial His-
tory 1-11, introducing the history of the Patriarchs; and thirdly the
History of Joseph 37-50 which accounts for the initial stages in the ful-
filment of God’s promise to Abraham, Isaac and Jacob.

QOur analytical enquiry into the subject-matter of the work resulted in
the discovery of various traditional strands which were merged into
one to form our actual Genesis: two lines were disentangled in 1-11;
three in 12-36; (three or)two in 37-50, seven threads in all, It remains
now to study the relations between the several lines in one section and
those in the others, Are they the same strands running throughour the
whole work, or simply scattered bits of oral or written documeants col-
lected into one book by some compiler?

The clues for the solution of this problem are found in the chronolo-
gical data and the genealogies scattered throughout Genesis. We start
to study the genealogies and chronology of the book, dividing this chap-
ter into two sections dealing with them respectively, without any refe-
rence to the division of Genesis established above,

Section I — GENEALOGIES

Genealogy in the first chapter of Genesis is a prominent feature and
serves as a connection between Abraham and Adam, Besides these

* Melita Theologica Vol.XI, pp. 1-13; Vol.XII, pp.14-27; Vol. X, pp. 62-74.
This series of articles consists of extracts from the Rev. Father C.Sant’s
thesis for his doctorate in Theology The Literary Structure of the Book of
Genesis. Hence in this article and the next, which constitute the conclusion
of the whole thesis, one finds references to parts which have not been published.
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42 C. SANT

genealogical series we meet others in the rest of the work, Therefore
we intend to study the features of these genealogies one by one to see
if they could be classified into various groups so that each would form
a complete genealogical series extending from Adam right up to Jacob’s
descendants. If such an enquiry leads to any concrete result, the step
will be to enquire into the relations between these genealogical groups
and the threads disentangled in the foregoing chapters, If it happens
that the single sets of Genealogies correspond each to one of the
above wraditions and are coextensive with them, then we would have a
confirmatory strong argument for our analysis,

In Genesis there are these sets of Genealogies: (1) 4, 1-2; (2) 4, 16-26;
(3) 5,1-32; (4) 6,9-10; (5) 10,1-32; (6) 11,10-27; (7) 22,20-24; (8) 25,
1-4; (9) 25, 12-17, 19-20; (10) 30, 1-24; (11) 35, 22-29; (12) 36, 1-29. 40-43;
(13) 46,8-27. An examination of the contents of these blocks would
show that some of them are simply duplicates of ane another; others
differ from one another not in their contents but in the way they present
names and in their point of view; others consist in a bare list of names
and dates, The former are introduced for the sake of the narratives them-
selves, whereas the latter’s writers are interested chiefly in blood rela-
tion and lineal descent.

Examination of the several genealogical series.

(1) 4,1-2. Eve conceived and bore Cain and Abel, It serves as an
introduction to the story of Cain and Abel.

(2) 4,16b-26, Cain’s wife bore Enoch and so in this vein as far as
Lamech, Historical information is profusely added to some of the names
with the aim of accounting for the rise of city life and the discovery of
trades, In v.v. 25-26 ‘Adam knew his wife again and she bote a son
Seth’, to whom Enos was bom. The etymological explanation of some of
the names is given,

(3) 5,1-32, This, as it has been remarked above, consists of a series
of stereotyped formulae: ‘And A lived X years and begot B and A lived
after he begot B for Y years and begot sons and daughters and all the
days of A were Z years and he died’. The generations of Seth and Enoch
except for their stylistic differences are a repetition of 4, 25-26, Dates
and ages are carefully recorded and the seres is introduced by the
clause ‘These are the generations ( 771N ) of Adam ...’. Historical
annotation is totally lacking and women are not mentioned.

(4) 6,9-10, ‘These are the generations of Noah’, (cfr.5,1) is followed
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by the list of Noah’s three sons: Shem, Ham and Japheth without any
reference to the mother. It is the introduction of the protagonist of the

flood.

(5) 10,1-32. This is the table of nations. The clause ‘and these are
the generations of the sons of Noah’ is the inscription for the genealo-
gical table of the posterity of Noah’s soas Shem, Ham and Japheth, As
we have already noted above (cfr. ch 7) this block has strong evidence
of repetition and additional material to the basic scheme, hence we ex-
clude v.v,8-19, 24-30 from the original or rather underlying line. The
characteristics of the latter in sharp contrast to those of the former are:
a bare list of names without any historical reference, and the monotonous,
though effective, repetition of fixed formulae: ‘These are the soas of X
after their families, afrer their tongues, in their lands and after their
nations’ which occurs three times; a conclusion to the single branches
of Japheth, Ham and Shem respectively. These conclusions may be re-
presented in a tabular form.

Basic Line Secondary Accertions
RO'AH (NO‘AH)
T 1 T 1
Ham Japheth Sh‘en Ham (Japheth)
—
Wizraim B8ZOK Arphachsad ah Chanasan
henaan adal
Put bal Salah Nimrod jpZldon
ush M¥eschech | Heth
Teb iras Eber ebusite
eba Javan t———-————g Amorite
Uz Havilah Peleg Jokten Hivite
Hul Sabtechah Tarshaih Askite
Gethre g Raamah Eittim Sinite
Hash Dodanim Arvadite
heba omer Temarite
Dedan Hamalhete
Ashkenaz
Riphtah
Togormal

(6) 11,10-27. A geneaiogical series extending from Shem to Abraham
follows the introductory clause: These are the generations of Shem, It
consists of a series of formulae with changed names and data as in the
third genealogy. The emphasis is laid only on lineal descent and their
ages, No woman is mentioned,

(7) 22,20-24, This genealogy seems to be out of place here, unless
it might be considered as a preparation to chapter 24 where the same
data are given and the betrothal of Isaac and Rebeka are fully recorded.
This section has nothing to do either with the sacrifice of Isaac, which

precedes it or with the death and burial of Sarah, that follows in Ch.43.
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Note the emphasis laid down on the role of women on equal footing with
their husbands and the accentuation of their part in the generation of
children.

(8) 25, 1-4, Ch.25 opens with a short note on Abraham’s late wife
Keturah. These verses seem to be added later, In ch.24 Abraham is re-
presented as nearing his death and one may conjecture also, as we
shall see later on, that the elder servant of his house, went to fetch a
wife for Isaac after and not before Abraham’s death (cfr, 24, 3ff); hence
it was practically impossible for Abraham to marry Keturah after the
nuptials of Isaac who was bom when Abraham was already hundred
years of age (21,5), Abraham married Keturah much before. This short
Genealogy is distinguised for its emphasis on the mother.

(9) 25,12-17.19, The wording ‘And these are the generations of Is-
mael’ is the title of the genealogical table of Ismael’s posterity. Here
Hagar is introduced only to draw a distinction betweéen Ismael and Isaac,
the son of the promise., The rest is a methodical well-ordered list of
names welded together by repetitive clauses or phrases, e.g. ‘and these
are their names, by their villages, and by their encampments’ which
reechoes other genealogical tables (cfr. 10, 1ff.) The generations of
Isaac, Ismael’s half brother, are brought in with v. 19 together with a
concise note relative to his age and marriage already recorded in ch,24.

(10) 30,1-23b. Strictly speaking, here the writer is not concerned
with the genealogy as such, but simply with the story of the petty do-
mestic jealousies of Rachel and Leah, Through their childish quarrels
in which Jacob is embroiled, the twelve sons of Israel were born. The
predominance of women, whose pliable instrument Jacob was, is the
outstanding feature of this episode. The writer is interested in the ety-
mological explanation of the names of the new-born babes but careless
about chronological data. _

(11) 35,22-29. This is a-note on Jacob’s sons, repeating what has
been already accounted for in 30, 1ff., whose wealth of anecdotal in-
formation is totally lacking here, It is only a bare list of names men-
tioning the wives only in so far as they afford a clue for the classifica-
tion of the patriarch’s sons. Reuben is the first born ‘of Jacob’ not ‘of
Leah’, Benjamin is bom in Mesopotamia, not in Canaan 35, 18, In vv. 28.
29 the writer gives us the sum total of Isaac’s years when he died.

(12) 36, 1-30. 40-43. This genealogical list is subdivided into six
sections; vv. 38-39 dealing with the Edomite kings. Some of these sub-
sections repeat the same names recorded in others, but all of them have
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an introductory formula separating them from one another. These formu-
lae mark the beginning of each branch; “And these are the generations
of Esau’ (v.1); “And these are the generations of Esau the father of
Edomites ih mount Seir’ (v.9); ‘these are the dukes of the sons of Esau’
(v.15); ‘these are the sons of Seir the Horite, the inhabitants of the
land’ (v.20);‘these are dukes of the sons of Esau’ (v.40). Basing our-
selves on this subdivision we have this representation:
(a) These are the generations of Esau (v.1),

ESIAU .
adan Oholibamsh Basemath
Eliphasz Jeush Reuel
Jaalam
Korah

(b) And these are the generations of Esau the father of the Edomites
(v.9).

}'SIAU
Basemath Oholibameh
Reuel Jeush
Jalam

Nsghath Korah
Zerah
Shamnah
Mizzah

(c) These are the dukes of the sons of Esau (v.15).

zrsrw
Bevel Oholilmanah
Nehath Jeush
+Zerah Jalam
FShammah Korah
LMizzah

(d) These are the sons of Seir the Horite (v.20),

SE|IR (the Horite)

T 1
Dishan Lothsn . Shoval Zibeon Arlsh Dishon Ezer
Uz Hori Alvan Alah Hemd an Bilhan
Aran Heman anshath Ansh Eshban Zaaven
Timna hepho Dishod Ithran -Alcan
namn holibama heren
Ebal

(e) These are the dukes that came of the Horites (v.29). Lotan—
Shobal — Zibeon — Anah - Dishon - Ezer — Dishan.

(f) And these are the names of the dukes that came of Esau (v.40),
Timash — Alvas — Jedhed:s — Qholibamah ~ Efah — Pinon — Kenaz —
Teman - Mibzar — Magdiel — Iran.
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Tables A.B.C.F. have several names in common referring to the same
persons; so also D and E of the Horite. All this points to the merging
into one of several sources, Notwithstanding, however, the possible use
of different pre-existent documents, the compiler succeeded in giving a
uniform style and order to the whole section. It is a bare enumeration of
the names of the progenitors of various clans living in Canaan. VV. 6-8
account for the peaceful separation of Esau and Jacob, which is diffi-
cult to reconcile with the one in Chapters 27 and 23; hence this genea-
logy cannot belong to tradition A or B in Patriarchal history. VV.31-39
show the signs of a later addition in its reference to the Jewish monar-
chy in these words: *And these are the kings that reigned in the land of
Edom, before there reigned any king over the children of Israel’.* One
may say that the primitive part consists of vv.9-15; its introduction
resembles others in other sections.

(13) 46,8-27. Before giving an account of Jacob’s Flight in. Egypt
the compiler enumerates in a genealogical list the names of all the im-
migrants with the patriarchs. This list, however, in its actual context
presents several perplexities pointing to later touching, In its actual
state, it is neither a complete list of Jacob’s descendants because it
excludes Er and Onan, nor an Enumeration of the immigrants into Egypt
for it includes Jacob and his sons. The problem is further complicated
when the LXX is compared with the MT, or when one works out the com-
putation of numbers vv, 26-27. The original computation v.15, v, 18-21
{(70=33+4+ 16+ 14+7) including Er and Onan, but excluding Dinah and
Jacob. The secondary figure 66(=32+16+11+7) excludes Er and Onan
and Joseph and his two sons, but includes Dinah. To make up the ori-
ginal 70 it was necessary to reckon not only the family of Joseph (3)
but Jacob himself. (Skinner, p.495). In this list of the sons of Jacob
entering the land of the Pharaos, Er and Onan are embraced, whereas
in reality they died in Canaan. Throughout the whole narrative Benjamin
is represented as the youngest son of Jacob, that is, not more than 24
years of age, for Joseph was 30 years; is it possible then for him to
have given birth to ten children? Lastly, how can the inclusion of Eph-
raim and Manasseh be explained if they had been already there??*We
may conclude with Hummelauer: ‘Quibus luce clarius demonstratum ha-
bes textum LXX aliqua exhibere nomina textui sacro de industria addita.
Quodsi in textu LXX concedi id impune possit imo necessario debet

! Cfr. ¥. DE HUMMELAUER, l.c., p. 39.
2 For further details cfr. E DE HUMMELAUER, l.c.; SKINNER, l.¢.; DRIVER, l.c.



Pirst Generatiom

Second Generation

Group I
HEAVEN AND EARTH

130- + 800 =« 930 yrs.
105 + 807 = 912 yrs.
90 + 815 = 505 yrs.
70 + 840 = 910 yrs.

(5, 1 seq.)

MAHALAL 65 + 830 = 895 yrs.
“41 162 + 800 = 962 yrs.
ERQCH 65 + 300 = 365 yrs.
u 'AL!H 187 + 782 = 969 yrs.
- mnlsca 182 + 595 = 777 yrs.
Third Generation FOAH 500+ 2 = 7 (6, 9-10)
.nn:mm (10, 2 seq.)  Fourth Generation SHY 100 + 500 = 2 qu »
JHicoc GOLER y ARAK ELAX ARPHASCHAD 35 + 303 = ? ASCEUR 10D SH X
-MADAJ
~TUBAL ASHKENAZ vz SHELAH 30 + 403 = 7 EBA HEBA  MIZBATH
-MESCREK RIPHATH ETHER i HAVILAR “DEDARK FUT
~TIRAN GARMAH HUL xaf:a 345 4 830 = 17 ABTAH CANAAN
NASH ABTECH
pm‘.m 30 + 209 = 7 RAAMAR
REU 324207 2 Fi‘m
] DEDAN
snixuc 30 + 200 = 7
mu'zoa 294119 = 27
Pifth Generation TERAH 70+ 7 = 7
NAHOR ABRAHAM (175 yrs) (25,7) HARAR
(with HAGAR) ugm (with SARA)
ISHEAEL (25, 12 seq.) Sixth Generation Seventh Generation %StAC (15, 19
with REBECCA
~NEBALOTHE Eighth and Ninth Generation r L '
-MASSA }S.Aw (36, 1) Tenth Generation JACOB
e G wiThy) (*ItE OEOLIBAZAN) (VIR BASEINTH) (wI%E TImiA) ﬂ_
-ADBZEL
32 2
ros ELIFAZ () (with TINNA) (21) e §§§
JIEreR THUR . (3) WALEK (2) TALAN (3 WA (2
iz, e (@) i
ety ZEFHO (2 MIZZAH
-EEDMA ERMAZ (2
SEIR
ANiE DISEON EZER DISMAH LOTAN SHOBAL ZIBEON
HEMDAR BILEAN Uz HORT ALVAE ATAR
ESHBAN ZAAVAN ARAN HEMAN ANAR
ITHRAN AEAN TURA
HERAN DISEOR
HOLIBAMA
I T T ]

GAD JUDAR REUBEN SINEOR 1E8VT JosEPR D‘lﬂ ISSACCHAR  ZABULON
~ZIFHION [-OMAR ARMI HAR GHERSHON MANASSEH HUSHIM 1A ERED
~BAGGI HELAH HEZRON JACHIR KOHATE EPERATM FHEOVAR AHLERL
~EZBON ER PHALLY HAD MERART 0B
~ERT FHAREZ HAKOCE JEMUEL ) 4
~A20DI JAEIN
FARELT HEZROK HAUL
SHURI BANUL

ZARAH

3

group II
m:ut (with XVE)
ABEL : cﬁm (3, 17) s:%m
' ENOCH ENOS
]
1
)
1
| s
+
“Gaifuss
l-z1poK
L HETH
L JEBUSITE
® JOK; - AMORITE
ALMODAD LG IBGASHITE
-JERAR LaIviTR
L HADDRAM FASKITE
LusAL LSINITE
FDIIEAH HARVADITE
LoBAL LZENTARITE
L ABIMAEL LEARATHITE
L NEAZARMAVETH
L aHEBA
Lorarr
EAVILAH
LJOBAB
LSHEPHELAR
T T
; FAHOR ABRAHAK
(with RETMAH) (with MILXAE) (with KETURAH)
Tebar | HESED BATHUEL ZIMRAN | JOESHAM MIDIAN
GAHAM HAZO @mm MEDAK ! [SHEBA EFHEAR
AHASH PILDASH LARAN ISBAK  + F-DEDAR EPHER
MAACAH INTAM (28,2) HUAR | fassuumin HANOCH
uz ! FLETUSHIN ABIDA
BUZ + LLEUMNIM ELDAAR
KEMEL '
ARAM :
JACOB
Loaw
LSIMEOR
LRAPHTALT
LBENTAMIN
L ASHER
LLEVI
ISSACOBAR
-JOSEFE
L2ABULOR
kaap
L REUBEN
o
(with SHUA's daughter) (with TAMAR)
ER PEREZ
HAR ZERAH
HELAK
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nulla s,.textus reverentia prohibemur, quominus in textu etiam hebraeo
recepto similes additiones et fieri potuisse et fortasse factus esse ad-
struamus’, Notwithstanding this handling of the text, the form and spirit
of the basic document have been kept: a bare list of men’s names and
some women’s, who are given a secondary importance.

At this point one may add the genealogical narrative in 38 about
Judah and Tamar. The interest of the whole story centres on the found-
ation of the Judahite tribe; again here as in many other genealogies the
woman plays an important part. This is the pedigree resulting from an
analysis of the story:-

Shua’s daughter — JUDAH — TAMAR

Er Onan Shelah Phares Zerah

Through this brief survey one can see that not all these genealogical
tables are drawn out on the same principles; nor do they betray the same
characteristics, Some of them are simply lists of names with ages and
dates added to them, couched in fixed formulae with thythmic regularity;
others play a subsidiary part in a larger narrative context, with no dates
at all, and no fixed formulae. Taking these criteria as a basis for clas-
sification, we have these groups:

Grovur 1 3 4 5 (basicline) 6 9 11 12 13
GrovP2 1 2 S5(sec, parts) 7 8 10

With respect to genealogy no.5, which has been analysed into two
lines, one secondary, the other primary, the former belongs to group 2,
the latter to group 1.

These independent groups may be presented in parallel columns each
to form a single genealogy running throughout Genesis.

A careful examination of these two genealogical tables would lead
to the obvious conclusion that in Genesis two systems of genealogy
are found: the first is complete, without any gaps, without any interest
save that of showing the blood relationship of the main personalities of
the drama that is being unfolded before us; the other one is fragm»atary
in character and is only a part of the narrative of the rise of civilizafion
for which it serves only as a source of information. Both of them run
throughout the whole work and at times they criss-cross one another.
It is noteworthy, however, that series no.l grows more voluminous the
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more it nears the end of the work: it extends from Adam to sons of
Jacob, excluding always the collateral branches, keeping only in view
the chosen people of God, who were to be the ancestors of the Hebrew
theocratic nation; series 2 does not betray such an interest, it has a
more universal appeal, and in fact it includes several names without
any importance whatsoever except as founders of clans and tribes that
were the neighbours of the Hebrews, or had some ethnic relation with
them,

In the above sections Genesis was analysed into eight documents
(oral or written), in which these two genealogies are embedded; there-
fore one may conclude that these lists are affording us a criterion to
classify these eight documents into, at least, two groups. Obviously,
it may be presumed that all the sections embedding the same genealo-
gical line belong to the same source. Generally speaking genealogy no. 1,
consisting of eight parts, clings to tradition ‘C’ and C of Primordial
History 1-11 and of Patriarchal History in 12-36 respectively; it extends
also to Joseph’s history in 46, 8 ff. Part one (3) 5, 1-32 which we sepa-
rated from its preceding context is the introduction to the whole line,
It is continued in 6,9-10 (4), the introduction to the deluge story accord-
ing to line ‘C’ of primitive history, and recaptured-in 10, 1-32 (5), to
which other accretions of source ‘A’ cling, This thread reappears in 11,
10-27 (6) to connect Abraham with the patriarchs of old. At this point
the genealogy stops to give place to the new narrative of the call of
Abraham by God into Canaan. Genealogy 9(25, 12-19) follows immedia-
tely the recording of Abraham’s death, which explains the place of
Israel’s list of descendants before the history of Isaac is picked up.
Therefore this list and its context have a common source. Genealogy
no. 11(35, 22-29) gives a concise list of Jacob’s sons in Paddam-Aram
(sic), to be followed immediately by the report of Isaac’s death. Ob-
viously, now the interest would shift on his sons: Therefore the writer
inserts here the enumeration of Esau’s posterity gen. 12 (36, 1-40) be-
fore starting to account for the history of Jacob’s sons; and so the field
is clear for Joseph's narrative. The list reappears in 46,8 (gen. 13).
We have already noted that this table cannot belong to the original
threads R and J of this section. It may belong to the source of those
sections which have been termed ‘the third element’. In confirmation of

this outline one may add: genealogy 9 with its context 25, #11 is inti-
mately connected with ch. 23 of tradition C with its reference to Mach-
pelah, Ephron, Zohar the Hittite, and the burial of Sarah; genealogy 11
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‘with its name Paddan-Aram links with the promise in 28, 1ff., assigned
to C; genealogy 12 is but the sequel to and the continuation of genea-
logy 11. It is noteworthy that in this list there is no reference to the
enmities between Ismael and Isaac (‘and Isaac and Ismael his sons
buried him in the cave of Machpelah’ 25,9) or Jacob and Esau (*... and
went into a land away from his brother Jacob. For their substance was
too great for them todwell together’ 36,6, 7.)

The second series belongs to tradition ‘A’ and A in Primordial and
in Patriarchal History respectively. The genealogical sections pertain-
ing to genealogies 1-11 have already been examined; it remains to ac-
count for genealogies 7,8, and 10. Genealogy 7 has nothing to do with
Isaac’s sacrifice, which precedes it, neither with Sarah’s death follow-
ing it; it is separated from the former by ‘and it came to pass after
these things’ (22,20) and from the latter by ‘and the life of Sarah was
an hundred and seven and twenty years’ (23, 1), But it corresponds with
the data in ch. 24, assigned to A, to which thread this genealogy is there-
fore attached. Genealogy 8 follows immediately the nuptials of Isaac
with Rebekah. Its connection with its context is not so clear except
for its reference to Isaac as the son of the promise in contrast of the
son of Abraham’s concubines, that were not heirs to the promise, Ge-
nealogy 10, or rather the history of the birth of Jacob’s sons in Meso-
potamia form part of a section identified with A. As we noted above it is
very difficult to disentangle and trace any complete strand in this sec-
tion and our conclusions with respect to it have only a provisional
character. Yet since this genealogy compared with the others, manifests '
common features with them and since the latter have been connected
with tradition A, there is a likelihood that the context of this birth-
story belongs to A.

To sum up, tradition ‘A’ of Primordial History (1,11) is linked with
tradition A of Patriarchal History; tradition ‘C’ is the beginning of C
in 11-36, It remains now to find a link between these threads and those
in Joseph’s history through an enquiry in the chronological data in Ge-
nesis,

C.SANT





