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HE book of Genesis is concerned with events
which all took place before the Exodus. The
language, according to Professor Yahuda,

suggests an Egyptian milieu. Is there anything in
Genesis to indicate a later date for its composition ?
Many Egyptologists say that the Egyptian proper
names in Genesis are of a kind that first began to be
used two or three centuries after the Exodus. But
Dr. Yahuda contests this, and argues that the way
in which the king is referred to (by ‘ Pharaoh”
without the addition of his personal name) and the
form of Joseph’s Egyptian name are characteristic of
the period of the Israelites’ sojourn in Egypt.

A Later Date?

But there are some details in Genesis which do
point to a later time than the Exodus. We may look
at three. (1) Such remarks as ¢‘ the Canaanite was
then in the land ” (Gen. 12. 6), and ¢ the Canaanite
and the Perizzite dwelled then in the land ” (Gen.
13. 7), were probably, though not necessarily, written
at a time when the land was no longer in the posses-
sion of these people. (2) In Gen. 14. 14 Abram and
his allies are said to have
pursued the kings from the
east as faras “Dan”. We
know from Josh. 19. 47
and Judg. 19. 29 that until
that place was conquered
by the tribe of Dan after
the Israelites’ entry into
Canaan its name was
Leshem or Laish.
(3) Gen. 36. 31-39 gives
us a list of eight kings
who reigned over Edom
“ before there reigned any
king over the children of
Israel ”. It appears from
recent archazological re-
search in Transjordan
that Edom did not be-
come a kingdom before
the thirteenth century
B.C.; the list of kings
therefore probably takes
us from that time down to
the conquest of Edom by
David about 1,000 B.C.
(2 Sam. 8. 14).

But we should remem-
ber what was said in a
previous article about the
likelihood that additions

were made in later editions of the Pentateuchal
histories and laws. Such additions would not con-
flict with any conclusions to which the bulk of the
work points in the matter of date and authorship. °
Let us look at these three post-Mosaica one by one.
(1) The remarks “the Canaanite was then in the
land ” (Gen. 12. 6) and “the Canaanite and the
Perizzite dwelled then in the land” (Gen. 13. 7)
break the continuity of their contexts, and are
pretty clearly parenthetic notes inserted at a later
time when it was necessary to remind Israelite
readers, living in Canaan, that it was not their
race that inhabited the land in those early patri-
archal days. (2) Gen. 14 stands by itself. The
documentary theories find no place for it in their
various sources, and they are no doubt _right in treat-
ing it as a document of separate origin. The late
Professor A. H. Sayce made the attractive suggestion
that this narrative is based on a record of the event
which was kept at Jerusalem (whose king Melchize-
dek figures in the story), and found there among the
archives when David took the city. (3) It was an
easy and natural thing for a later scribe to bring the
: genealogy of Esau up to
date by adding the list of
kings and “’dukes” of
Edom which we find at the
end of Gen. 36. In the
same way the genealogical
tables of Gen. 10 may have
been brought up to date
by later additions, though
there is good evidence that
the first draft of this
chapter reflects a period
earlier than 1,000 B.C.

The Author’s Sources

There is nowadays no
reason why a man may not
hold that Moses was the
author of Genesis without
thereby  forfeiting his
intellectual respectability.
But we may still interro-
gate the book itself and try
to discover what it has to
tell us about the sources of
information which were at
his disposal. This was

Reeds and Palette a3 used by
scribes in Moses’ day.
(British Museum.






