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few propos1itions CONCEFrNING Genes1s likely eVOke ınstant
unıversal assent. uch mıght, however, the l1aım: thıs 1S DE

enr-I1lL chapter In presentatıiıon wısh focus CWO , related
questions pOSeEd DV Genesis 1.rSsSt; WhY 185 there mentıon OT LL along-
1l1de the anımals 1n God’s COMMANd Abram + N 9 eCOoNd , mhat does
the Ot ML 10b that, CONTLAarYV h1Ss handling Of the anımals, Abram

SCS diıvıde the Ba iındicate CONCEFNING the fate Ot the latter?
ın ther words, the LL DV Abram well, Au S  at
eNd they kept alıve?

SpaCce constraints permit only CUL’SOLVYV Oorschungs-geschichtlich LeV1ew
the above quest1lons. Broadly speaking, ONe stinguish maın

Standings CONCErNINg the B1ır s1iıgn1ıficance and fate 1N the exegetica. Lra-
on 5irl uch understanding mMicght Ca. the "sacrificial"; T
DEALS already L1n the SECONd CeEeNTUury relecture Of Genes1s L1N Jub1 Lees
14:9-1 This approach takes 1ts startıng pOIiNt f rom the lLaws Of Lev1ıtıcus
CONCErNiNg Opferfähig Creatures. Among uch Creatures the "dove  ” (tur)

the VOUNG plgeon” (ben y5näh) 7 SSeEe ,14-17:; 5,/-10. Agaınst the back-
GgrOUrN (T these V1C1CAa. laws, the tur and the gözäl (the being el

wıth the ben 95n5h OT VL GLOUS OT 1979 S 1ın tCh1ıs pproach ,
ıntended sacrıficial viıctims. This approach lLikewise takes ı1ıts for 1N-

e  Ng the not1ıce OT 1340 that Abram ;  not V1 (batar)" £rom Le-

FOTr extens1ıve ibliography Genes1s Ba S6l Genes1s,
BKA' 1/2, 7-50
The Dbırds arı understood LN SaCYifzezaä" erms 1so DV e.YJ. 94 Josephus,
Ant I 184 and Nachmanıdes. cCurrently popular versıon Of nNn1ıs under-
N!  Ng 5665 the mentıon the bırds 1n Gen ,9-10 pPpart
CONdary TT OT CO assımiliate what Wa originally ron Schwurritus
involving Simply the heıfer e}a Gen 1579 (compare Jer CO SaCcri-
F1 ce” S6 e 5 - ‚WENS'TAMM , ZUYC Traditionsgeschichte des Bundes
zwıschen den Stücken 18 (1968) 500-5067.



V1Lıt1LCUS, specifically TrOom tChe prohibition OT "d1V1ding asunder hibdil)” the

biırd O LOCAUS ın 14 Tn3ı5 perspect.ive the author ÖT wOuLd

depicting Abram actıng ın accordance wıth the Sacrıfıcıal prescr1iptions OF

LEeV1ıt1ıcus Conversely, he 1.S g1V1ng understand that Abram SPOS OT the

b1ırds aCcCCOrding the positive pPprocedure GE dOWN 4 T 165717 O he

FOSIT: necks and then TOTYEe the W1iINIS £rOomM the V . Othıe« wOrds, Abram d1ld

(sacrifically) slaughter the b1ırds well the anımals, only UuS1Ng another

method dO
The SECONd ma7jor interpretatiıve approaCc] the bırds Oft „9-10 mıght

called the allegorical. SUurfaces rea 1n Philo the Biıblıcal Antıquitles
OT: Pseudo-Philo, has assumed varıatıons OVEeL >; the LL C1-

1 197 have significance, NOT. ure SAaCT111C1al victims, but

INg TOr Oth:' reality. Generally, the realıty OL realities) the Diıras

thought symbolize positive, eC.9 the people ST Israel whole

representatıve TL OUPDS igures wıthın 1: cosmologıcal epistemological
prinC1Lples Y fertilıty S19Ns Occasionally, OweVver, ONe OT the '1Lrds-

EVeNn OT them- identified wıth StTOT1CHa OPpPPresSSoL OT the Jews

Just the three anımals ı the "allegorical understanding") 7 . HATS

11ikew1se 1NVvolves distinctive reading OF the not1ıce Of F3,10D; 1.e.,

Abram's "non-division" Of the birds wOould imply, NOTL. that he sacrificed 1ın

SOME Oother WAdY , but rather that he kept alıve, thereby suggest1ng tChe 31

vival OT the realiıties the bırds 1ze (in the anımals whOse

"division"” pOinNts tThe e]liminatıion Of the negatıve fOorces thev represent) F1i-

SO « RASHL; } ..  7 Das eYSTEe uch der ora Berlın, 405 .
EM Biıblical Antiguitlies Z the "Adove  M (young pigeon) NS ident1ıfied 3
Yaham hımseli, the "+urtledove" wıth the "prophets” aInOTNY HA1Ss esCcendants.
Abarbenel equates the turtledove wıth Oses, the VOo' pigeon  I ı1th aYron.

FOTr Augustine, CLEV Ot GOd 1624 the bırds represent Yraham “Sspiritual
progeny”.
ILn Philo’'s Quest1ions an Answers Genesis G COr 1.S the He1r? 5267
the SAOVE. (young pigeon) stands POY the planets, whıle the "t+urtledove"
presents the 1L1XxXe STLATrs,: Alternatively, thev SV  olıze the corporeal and 1N-

Corporeal OCMS Of YeasOIMNy, respectively.
SO Connex1ıons CF STECrUCTLUre de Gen., 69 (1962) T3
In Genes1s abbah 44:15 the turtledove LS identıfıed wıth dom (a ode WOTrd
LOr Rome) whıle the erm gözal 1 understood qualificatıon Of : trom

In Pirge Rabbı El1iezer the turtledo-the StTem gazal, meanıng "”rapacious”
symbolize F "sons OT shmael”"” the Muslim Empire), whıle the VOUMNY

plıgeon Stands FOr Israel.



nally, A shouLld Ment10N that C. p Ph1ılo, Genes1s Rashı er
"”"sacrificıal”"” "symboLlic” approaches 1n the1ır the birds

Ot ,9-10.
concLuding thas S would pOo1LNtT Out that SsScholars have onLy rarely

attempted adduce tra-Biblical parallels the mentıon OT the b1ırds ın

,9-10 uch parallel however, noted DV M,

ollowing hım Y A E third MLLLENLlıUM umerıan LTeCOrd Of CLreaty
ncluded between Eanatum K1Ing ST Lagash and unnNamMmed ruler C: Uunma , KNOWN

the ure Stela'"” personal contrıbution 1ın th1ıs presen  ‚on
develop these authors' pasSsSıng references EHFS TEexXTtT 432 LermMms

OT 31 6Ss possible significance LOr the elucıdatıon O the AD reference" ın

12,9-10 begın DV not1ing that WEI  ’'s HASEL's specific reference
19 particularly Obscure Ot the ure Stela whıch recently
been translated- W1ıth concluding question mark- DV n COOPER OLLOWS

Eanatum) mMade the CYVCS OT dOVEeS wıth kohl, and AadOTNt the1ır ea wıth

Ccedar (foliage) FOr Deu; K1Ng Ot V 1 the Cr Larsa, he had them

sacrificıiıal bu. The uncertain OF the reading/translation
OT Pa Obv1ıously makes TE fOor the elucidatıiıion OT

Cenes1is PaASSadC problematical. should, howeVer, poinN Out that,
the impress1ion suggested DV WEI|  O HASEL's allusıons, I0e21711-—

t1ion Ot "doves”" I the 1S DV 1L th1ıs ONE paAs-

SA . A tfact "Adoves" LeCur repeate:  Y 1L1N ser1ıes Otf Simılıar

N . Die Landverhe1issung als E1ılıd, SBS 28 (Stuttgart, 63
C1ited Marı ext E S L1n which there would He reference toO the
(a  empted) slaughter OT .  PUpPPY  ‚U anı "bird" hazzum) LN the CONTEXT Of

treaty-makıng paralle Gen 15:9. sequently, however, phiıliolo-
glans ave ‚.OIle CO avor the rendering I rather hnhan 43 o} a for the
erm L1n question, Se S .Y- y M . HELD, ilological es the Marı OVe@e-
anı Rıtuals, 200 4197063 39-40.
The Oovenan Ör ran aD the Old estament and ın the Ancıent Near Bast,
OAS (1970) 97-98

AT S 365 ILn AS CONTLEXT HASEL hat SaAaCcriıfice OT birds
1.S 11ıkewı1iıse mentıoned Ln treaty between Naram-Sın and the Elamites Publı-
sSshed DV 1NZ Z 58 L1967], 6-9 ın reading Of NıSs cCreaty fınd

mentıon Ot SaCrıfıce Otf Aras: however.
14 Reconstructing History YOM Ancıent Inscriptions: The Lagash-Umma Border

CONLE1LCSG, SAN. 2/1 Malibu, P G7 Rather Adiıfferent renderings Öof
the PasSsSayec ar' gıven 1n the recent translatıons W.H RÖMER , AT LA

306 anı . KRISPIUN, Ln 1 S VEENHOF', ed Schrı)jven! erleden Lei-
en-Zutphen, A GT hem dıffer YOoMm the older VeL-

S1L1ON Oof KRAMER which WEINFELD and HASEL AT -



cerning the Ooaths DV the subjugated ruler Ör where (9K{>

S better assured than a the above quoted PaAasSSayge WAV OT exanmnn lLe ,
C1te the relevant OT ONE Or these SCQUENCECS La COOPER 's translatıon:

Eanatum) made the CVCS Of doves wıth KORF, and AadOTrT« the1ır heads
wıth (foliage) rieleased them ] Ninhursag 1 Kesh ATTSr S  at
he declared T1 FTAa my ] mother Nınhursag, a F l1eader
in] neg] when lhe OPPOSCS CONTESTS the agree ment, Iwh]

ı he v1iolates th1ıs agreement. the great battle net ] OT Niınhur-
Say DV whıch he has descend Umma!”12

According Chis re presentations OT the Vulture ela,
ea Ot ımer.ıan treaty-makıng the release ÖT decorated dOoves OwWar
che SaNnCTUaLy Gr gıven de1i1ty SSCHNYCLS SUMMONLNI CHat deity punısh
infractjions OT the agreement .19] OT this evıdence, SUggest that the

mentıon OT tche W  1Ledove YOUNY pigeon  x the OT the COvVvenant-

Makıng aCcCOunNn: 1N Genes1s 15 reflects the author’'s 'areness SE Che ancıent

Ne;  D bastern 'adıtıon assoCcC1iatıng LIX OT th1ıs OT: wıth ratıfıcatıion OT

T reAatı1es er PLODOSSC that Nn1s spec1fifying CIAat,; 1ın CONtTrast tche

anımals, the 51rds O1 VAOed” (TS 4C Spe A1Ss CONSC1LOUSNESS that,
1N E1 tradition, bırds weie kept alıve, rather than the tiıme,
ıt should noted chat, unlıike the VE EHTrEe ela, Genes1s makes mentıon

OT "mMessenger ole  I fOr 1158 biırds TH1LS STATE OT afTtaiırse hand COget
W1LtcCh the FTact that LN Genes1s Yahweh, the Ole de1i1ty recognized DY Israel,
L1S LMSe. par the CLreaty; he L1S physically present Tr 1ts ratıfıca-

t10ON 15 the (T  (D obligate 1ımse. 15,18-2]1 There S, accordingly,
neecd OT MESSCNTGEL aCtiıv1ty DV the bırds wıth regar hım (Or Oother

divinity) comparable what have ın the Vulture tCher wOrds,
gıven the peculiarıty OT the presentatıiıon FA Genes1s 1.TS "monotheistic”"”

presuppos1t.ons, the b1ırds- and tHNe1Lr being kept alıve when the anımals

sl1aughtered- 1 faCt, functionless. TO31S consideration, 1n SUgIgESTS
that. the autÄOr's mMmention OT: the 1rds- ell Hh1s not1ce about T1r
NOT. being 15 reflectivı OT Traditionszwang, 1,e. he ment.ıons these

particular birds because he them COMpONENTS Ot the hap—
peN1INg he describes, SeVen ‚ougl he 15 unahbhle give them AaC” role
1n the proceedings

12 Reconstructing History, 46 .



closing wısh ELEr SsSeveral further 1tems OT evidence S  ıch might
Ccredence the SuUuppos1tion that the author OT Genes1s 1 NIg IO0“

than mıllenıum after the COMpOS1t.L.ON Ör the ure could, nonetheless,
V el have known the "treaty-traditions" embedded ın that 1S Ot
ALı the Vulture devotes ns1ıderable attentıon the "battle net” Oft
Varıous Ad1Vinıtıes whO ıummOoNEed cCas those Nne: the lLeader OT
should he VvV1ıoOlate n1ıis SWOLN COMML tments. M. pOINtsS OUES however,
th1ıs mMmOot1ıf f1ınds Bıblıcal reILilex 358 Ezek 141720 where Yahweh Aann0uNnCes

cCern1ıng the treaty-breaker „ will Spread net OV!t r Se-

condly, there SsSeveral Psalmtexts whıch speak OT "dove  b 1N WAYS remin1lıs-
enNt OT the ure Stela particular, WOU. poinNt „19-
wnıch ]Juxtaposes appeals that Yahweh ACTtT behalf OT "thy dove (toreka)"
"thy COVenant (labbSr  AT  'E CUNMNDALE the Of the TermMsS L1N

15795798 well 8:12-14 where "dove (yonah)” WhNOSeEe WINgS
"covered wıth Sılver, 1TEES pinions wıth g_LeCN goL I1 function the

OT ISsSTäsis triumph1 Gıven these indications, tChe attempt made 1ın
Enıs PpapeL interpret the *AI reference" 1N 15,9-10 ın OT Tar
er uUumerıan PaAaSSaTE esSSs ar-fetche« than T: might 41DS
S19]

13 Deuteronomy and the Deuteronom1ıc School Oxford, De L and Dn
On A1S text, SsSe The Oovenantal OVe 1n PS.. 19-20, LForthcoming
L1N

15 On TAEES CeXT, s The essenger OVe L1n PSsS 68,12-14, forthcoming LN
KT


