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Ihe well-known STOTY of Joseph P ıth the of h1s {[WO dreams. TIhe dreams about
the sheaves ofea and about the SUunN, the 1100] and eleven SLIAars both recall ension IC
pers1sts through SOIILIC of the ater chapters in the Boo| of enes1s. Ihe reader 18 waıltiıng for
the the question How and when wıll those dreams (0)001° true‘? 'Thıs artıcle 15 NOTL COIMN-

erned wıth the lıterary STITUCLUTE of the Ole of the STOTY of Joseph, ! Dut 15 confined few
remarks the Composition of the openıng Gen T ese remarks WeTiIC VO-
ked Dy ext-cCcritic: problem ın Gen 37.5 First, nl TrevVIew this problem and the proposed
solution. ıle ıt 18 NOTL Convincing, ll gı1ve OW!] proposa. ıth reference the lıterary
SITUCLUTE of Gen. 151

gl10ss in Gen 4’7 5D

The Masoretic text of Gen. reads

DY2M a° D7 Joseph had dream.

] He told 1t his brothers

RI@ They hated hiım ‚Vecn LNOTC.

In the Old TEE. translatiıon of enesis the last four words absent. For INan Ccholars,

On that SEn 1.a. Redford, Study of the Bihlical Story of Joseph (Genes1is 37- (VT
Supplement, 20 en Brill, Donner, Die literarische Gegstalt der
alttestamentlichen Josephsgeschichte Ph- 1976, 2? Heidelberg: Wınter,

Oats, From C’anaan 2YD Structural and theological ONtieXT for the
Joseph STOTY (CBQ.MS, 4; Washiıngton: atholıc 1D11CA| Assoc1iation of Ameri1ca,

7-52, er; Joseph and his rothers’, Commentary (1980), 59-69;
Asakoff, "CIhe ascent and descent of Joseph: interpretation , Conservative Judaism
(1982/83), 22-28; F Wessels, "Ihe Joseph wisdom novelette Old
Testament ESSAyS (1984), 61-80, and Dietrich, Die Josephserzählung als Novelle
und Geschichtsschreibung. Zugleich eın Beıtrag ZUT Pentateuchfrage. 14; Neukir-
hen uyn Neukirchener, 1T



erTe 1s g0o0d I1CA4SOM cons1ıder these words NOT or1ginal. h1su SOund.
Ihe S\armlle words O(OCCUT ın ter Joseph told the of his first dream h1s bro-
thers, and after they eacted wıth offensive question, remark the disturbed relatıon
between Joseph and his TOthers INOTC apposıte. 'Ihus ere 18 much saıd for the

assumption that ater 1tOTr of the StOTYy of Joseph, the ole of the Boo| of Genesi1is,
duplicated for SOMIC unıntellıgıble 1C4SON the words from ın hıs

duplication cshould then dated between the time. of the Old Teek translatıon and the date of
the Vulgata. Ihe ater versiones antıquae AT with the Masoretic ext.

OWeVver, thıs olution 15 NOL entirely CONVvVinCc1ing., 1Irst, it adduces TCASON for the addı-
105n iın the Masoretic ext. Second, it overlooks the lıterary techniıque underlying the COMpOSI-
t10N of the STOTY of Joseph. Ihe text-crıtical ‚olutiıon 15 unl the Ssupposıtiıon that the SLOTY
Wds$>s wriıtten chronologically. The argument that the words NOT ın the rıght place ın

implıes that thıs of the StOTYy of Joseph 15 told these wıthout retrospective antı-

cıpatıng elements. Ihe SCQUCHICC of the sentences 15 sSımply assumeed reflect the SCQHUCNCE of
' events’.3

The Composition of enes1is

'Ihe ep1isode 1n Gen Lal constructed Ouft of Our textual unıts:

Introduction (vS. 1-2).
Description nsel of alienation (vsS. 3-4)
1rs. dream and 1ts FeacCHONS (vsS. 5-8)
Second dream and 1fs reactions (vS. 0-1

The first unıt (vs. 1-2) Wäas written eiıther by estly redactor should regarded revl-

For instance: ©1 eNnesISs übersetzt und erklärt (GHAT ; Göttingen andenhoeck,
405 |Glosse]; Skıinner, enesis H Edinburgh: Clark, 21930),

445 out of place ore the elling of the dream]; VON Rad, Das uch Mose (Jene-
S15 (AID 2/4; Göttingen: andenhoeck Rupprecht, 91972), 284 [ irrtümlıch VOTSCZO-
gen]; eIms, -enesis deel II (POT; Nıjkerk: Callenbach, 183 [5SbD schrap-
pen]; BHS [PrD dl]; H.-' Schmiutt, Die nichtpriesterliche Josephsgeschichte., Eın Beitrag
ZUT Pentateuchkritik 154; Berlin New Ork: De Gruyter,

Glosse, dıe noch N1IC. gelesen hat]; Westermann, enesis. Teilband (BK,
L3 Neukirchen Vluyn Neukirchener, atz, Zusatz]; Schmidt,
Literarische Studien ZUFr Josephsgeschichte 167; Berlin New Ork: De Gruyter,

|unterbricht den usammenhang]
Resenhöfft, Die OQuellenberichte ım 0SE) Sinal -Komplex (Gen bıs Ex mıiıt

- (EH 199; Bern Tan. Maın New ork eter Lang, 29.59,
consıders SOTINC words of VSS. and (”"Und s1e hassten ihn se1iner Redeasof the P-version and takes A  noch mehr‘  y ate gloss.
The question of the hıstor1Cc1ty of the events of the Joseph-story 15 eft asıde.
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S10N Dy Priestly wrIliter of the opening lınes of the Story of Joseph.“* In both the P-cha-

racCtier of ese VEISCS5 indicates redactional PTOCCSS iın which the hıtherto separalte Josephs-
novelle WdaSs incorporated in the lterary WOTrK: the Boo! of enesIis the Pentateuch.

TIhe second nıt (vsS. 3-4) functions the description of the SCCHCIY, in 1C the STOTY
11 played' TIhe exclusive love of Jacob/Israel for Joseph 15 expressed ın the gıft of the

man> 7’93 multipartıte woollen robe'.> TIhe love of Jacob/Israel 15 then contrasted ıth hat

ıt subsequently provoked: the hate of the er SOMNS of aCO! At the end of the descr1iption of

the L[WO dreams of Joseph, hatred towards the Trothers developed i1nto jealousy (vs EL

83°
The dreams EeSCTI| in parallel scheme 1ın the form of ypuc:

Dream B

m 717 Joseph Da) Pn Joseph 9a)
7797) Joseph 5b) Joseph 9b)
reaction of the rothers S5C)

Joseph 6a) 0R ’) Joseph 9C)

Imp mN object) Imp CIM MOM (as object)

a (1a +Pp+ p
(1r +D
vlr ıpf 1pf

507 Josep  7,  man  A
father

Trothers 8a) father

See Gunkel, 401 .404.492; Skinner, 443-444:; Von Rad, 285; endto!] Das
überlieferungsgeschichtliche Problem des Pentateuch 147; Berlin New Ork: De
Gruyter, 130-142; Davıdson, enesiSs 221 (CUBC: Cambridge: University
Press; Zn Schmitt, p.23n74; Westermann, pp.24.25; Resenhöfft, 29,.59;
Ruppert, "Die Aporie der gegenwärtigen Pentateuchdiskussion und die Josephserzählung
der Genes1s’, 1758 (1985), 48n72; Schmidt, 142.287; Dietrich, 53+n147
FOor another VIEW, SCcCC ‚Oats,
Interpreting passim assımılatıon of *pnarsiım. See the cCommentarles enes1s for the
dıfferent interpretations of thıs word.



I1wo interrogative sentences I1 wo interrogatıve sentences

+ 798 C mon
pla - 71 + I2

597 90 rothers 5D)
WP”) brothers la)

father (11b)®

In both descr1iptions, the 1reC! speeches of Joseph and of his brothers/hıs er :elated
ach ther. The speeches of the brothers/father elements unction kınd of Iraumdeu-
[UNg of the elements In both descr1ptions, the elements and ave syntactically
STITUCILUTrE. The inıtlal reaction the dreams 15 nOoTt only divergent the brothers ate: NIW)
Joseph; Jaco!  srae. scorned hım but 15 also plac at another position the narratıve.

Dream the reaction 15 told in elements and E, ıith the suggestion that 1t 15
duplication 1n In th1is of the StOTYy the aNnSTYy reaction of the rothers should be interpre-

the recapıtulatıon of the attıtude of the ';oothers towards Joseph after h1is first dream
Dream the reaction of the ather 15 told in element C 1.€ between the elling of the

second dream and the direct speec) of the ather. th1s of the StOTY, the reaction of Jacob/
Israel functions kınd of adverbialis the( wayyiqgtol-form (he The verb-form

(he scorned) informs about the WdYy ın 1C Jaco!  STae.| h1is SOMN Joseph.-
ese observations ShOw the lıterary character of the narratiıve ın Gen ITA The

author made usc of the technique of repetltion; SinCce he WONU. [WO threads ogether
throughout his STOTY:! ON the elatıon een Joseph and hıs brothers, and another the
elatıon of Joseph h1s ather. 'That INCanls that ıt 15 nOoL poss1ible regarı the [WO dreams of
Joseph the result of wofold oral en tradition. / Furthermore, ıt mplıes that the
openıing of the Joseph SLOTY 1s a plece of narratiıve such degree that 1t 15 nOf

mistake bring iın 86 TOM the eOTrYy of narratıve ın order explaın
elements of the STOTY.

The qdätal-form brings the SCQUCNCE of narrative wayyiqtol-forms restl.

on Seebass, Geschichtliche el und heonome Tradition in der Joseph-Erzählung,(Gütersloh: Mohn, 76-79; Resenhöfft, 4359 [*5-7 J; *x*0-11 See
AaINONS others Otman, Die Struktur literarischer exte (UTB, 103; München Fiınk,

158-242; erT, The Art of 1DU11CHa. Narrative, (New ork Basıc 0O0KS,
X- ] 13, and Bar-Efrat, Narrative Art In the Supplement derles,
and Liıterature Serles, 1 Sheffield MON! Press, 42-45, for the 1M-

plications of the lıterary technique of repetition. 43



Gen. retrospective achrony

It 15 characteristic of lıterature that there 15 NOL always synCchrony iın narratıve.® The SC-

uCNHNCEC of the episodes the sentifenCes 15 nOTL Ways ın ıth the actual of
the events described. ements of STOTY told In aC  NY. ash-back, for instance, 18

much sed form of achrony In Man novels the reader 15 moved AaCKWAarTrds ın time, for
instance events in the youth of the PrINC1IP: character. Achrony 18 lıterary ;eechnıque 1C|
Can De sed Dy author raise the narratıve ension iın StOTY emphasıze SOTITT1IC of 1ts
elements. 1wo Lypes of achrony should dıstinguished: retrospective and antıcıpatıng achro-

oth LypeSs SCCII present In the opening of the STOTY of Joseph.
Hıs dreams ave antıcıpatory character such: they walting become But

they NOL told 1ın the form of antıcıpating aC‘  NYy. We only know that the dreams ave
antıcıpatory character iın the explanatıon of the TOthers and the father. In fact, they AIC

told retrospectively. ıthın the 1recC speech of Joseph, the author has hım tell events 1C
happened earlıer than the uttering of the words "Hear th1s dream, which ave dreamed!”
Joseph dreamed about the sheaves of eal during the nıg He them, however, the exXi

morning.?
Antıcıpating achrony OUuUnN! iın the ther lrect speeches of the SLOTY. oth h1is

rothers and his father the dreams of Joseph ıth interrogative SCNIENCES:
197 720n 1707 Wıll yOU kıng for us”?

in —i Wıiıll YOU rule vVeTrT us”?

maDn N Ur D MD al What dream 15 that, 1C| yOUu ecam
O8 ”N NI NILT Shall ‚OINC INC, YOUT mother

(1 R I7 MNO and yOour brothers DOWw OWn
before YOU the earth?

Wıthın their interrogative sentencCces they refer S1ituati1ons the rule of Joseph and the DO-
wıing OWnNn of the famıly hım which at the MOMent of theır still the future.
They MuUst still] ulfilled. TIhe 1terary ension Crea|l Dy this antıcıpatıin. achrony 15 that the
reader of the SLOTY 1$ left ıth [WO questlons. Will the S1tuat1ions eferred actually OCCUT and
wıll the brothers and/or the er prevent them?

See for instance Sklovskij, 'Der parodistische Roman' 1nN: Striedter erT. Russischer
Formalismus. exte allgemeinen Literaturtheorie und ZUT Theorie der Prosa 40:;
München Fınk 21971), 249,.263.267; Genette, Figures IH (Parıs Editions du euıl,

and Bar-Efrat, 175-183
The author, however, leaves AWAaY the indications of the times when Joseph eamed and
when he told his dream; hıiıch ın it self 15 terary technıque.



Now 11l the text-critical problem ın f S1ince it has become clear that
Gen LF 15 NOTL narrated chronological WAaY, ıt 15 NOW possible 00k the question
of the 1ıt1ıon 1n the from another po1n' of 16W 1.e the assumption lyıng behind the
eXC1S10N of the words ey ate« them ‚VeCn more ” the 15 longer enable.

In other narratıves of the Old JTestament, cholars ave 1iNnd1ica immediate form of
flash back, the lıterary technıque of type of retrospect1ve achrony In German Nachho-
lende Erzählung.10 In this technıque, the final TreSU. of STOUD of events and/or CIS 15 old
first and the WaY ın which thıs clımax Wädas chieved 15 narrated afterwards. example 15

produce: Dy Ona!l Ihe events descer1bed ın Jonah A 5 Can interpreted events 1C

appene In time before the question of in SOn In the narrative order they placed
ın achrony, hıch that they should 1OW translated ın plusperfect:

answered: "Are yOU justly angTy  MN
Jonah had SONC Outf Aast of the C1ty
He had settled himself OWN.
He had made for hımself shelter.

So he had wıshed he WeTeC dead.
i er of dead than alıve  AA he had sal1d.

But answered hım
"Are YOUu Jusuy angry?

onah''s and HWH's reaction receive the emphasıs. The fact that onah's complaint
(vs. and HWH's question (vsS. 4) repeated ın VS. 9-10, indicates that, at thıs point,
the achronical lo0p end.11

9{8} argued, In Gen a L1 the erary technıque of the Nachholende Erzählung
Can 1so found. In opınl1on, VS.: 6-8b NnarTal in this form of immediate ash-Dac.
his that the hatred of the brothers 15 the final result of Joseph’s ellıng of the dream,
and of the interpretation of h1s dream by the brothers. Ihıs result 15 then reached by the events

See for instance: W .J Martın, "Dischronologized’ Narratıve', in: Congress Volume Rome
7968 (VT Supplement, L Leiden Brnill, 179-186 0S 2.16; H Sam 12 2617:;

Kgs 9.15f; 11 Kgs 24.7]; Lohfink, 'Jona gıng ZU hinaus ona 4,5)  G
175 (1961), 159-170; der oude, achholende Erzählung 1mM UuC
Jona’, 1N: ofe and OV1IC eds.), SAC Leo Seeligmann Volume Essays ın the

and the Ancıent (0)8 Vol ILL, erusalem 1983 19851), 263-272; Bec-
King, 1a de. Horeb’, NedTT 41 (1987), 177-186 [1 Kgs 19.9-14].

1 TIhe crıtical remarks agalinst this interpretation Dy Day, 'Problems in the Interpretation of
the Boo| of Jonah’', 1N: van der OU! (ed.), In uest of the 'ast. tudies Israelıte
Religion, Literature and ophetism (OTS- 26; en New ork Kgbenhavn öln Hı}
Brill, n.49, NOL COonvincing.



narrated Ihe relatıon tween the Nnarmralıve ume and the narrated iıme larıfıed

Fıg

two sentences _  i  }sentences

5a 5C 6a 8a SC

| Nachholende Erzählung

a

Fıg Narratıve Uume 11) and narrated ume (T2) Gen —  ®  d

Conclusions

Accepting the of different Lypes of lıterary technique Gen R1 makes ({E6XTI-

crıitical intervent{0o: Gen UNNCCESSATY TIhe of the words "they ate hım
‚VE LLIOTC Cal interpreted the indication of the end of the achronical 100p the
W The aCcuna 1 the Old Tee VEIS10N5N explained by that the translators
WECIC NOL WAaire of the erary echnıque WAN1C: Was sed 1 the STOTY.

It would confusion of methods conclude from the of eren! of
lıterary technique Gen 11 that thıs t{exXti has nNnOTt SONC through PIOCCSS of redaction
The analysıs of the lıterary STITUCLUTE does nOoTt permıiıt conclusions of lıterary-critica
hıs problem 1fSs OW! 1C| narrowly ‚onnected ıth OMNC pentateuchal paradig-

Was ere really AL and k mater1al about Joseph”? WwWas the SLOTY developed er
circles, implyıng that 1t WwWas anı OoOwn through the h1story of Israel separately”? Such
questuons Can NOTt answered here; though refer recent scholarly research this



problem.
The CONSCYUCNCECS of thıs understanding of the meanıng of the (EXT, however, fol-

10ows. JIhe prımarıly emphasıis in the SLOTY 15 NOT the dreams such:; Dut the growing
alıenation between Joseph and his brothers. Theır hatred, provoked by the love of Jacob/Israel,
and the gift of the D 15 increased Dy theır interpretation of Joseph's first dream and
ned, thus, into Jealousy after the second dream. Theıir Jealousy forms the basıs for their act1ons,
by 1C| they prevent Joseph's dreams for coming mue (Gen -

See Aamong others Whybray, "CIhe Joseph Story and Pentateuch Crticism',18 (1968), 522-528; Redfiord, 106-186; Donner; Schmitt, 23-32; Ruppert,31-48; Schmidt, 142-151:; Dietrich, 53.66.
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