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The Closing Or Otf the Pentateucha OOks: C6 Or the
1st0r.ıca Status Of the BooOk OTtf GEeENesSiS wiıthiın the entateuch.

Ehud Ben ZV1 Alberta

Introduction
claiımed the indıvıdual kKs Of the Pentateuch SHhOW

SC stinctive acter, "+hat the divısıon them 15 DV
arbitrary” the Oof Genes1s 15 se1f-contained ÜLE o

ve analysiıs Sr the Öof ach OT the 1LVe boOks OT the

SUggeStSs the editors these VEr SE!  CN eas the
who WIO! the last VeLSE Of Genes1s-—were Sr indıvıdual charac-
OT Genes1s, and perhaps wıshed 1Lze the character OT Ge-

nesis V1S D, V1S the other FOUr pentateuchal DbOOks,.

SR The OUr-| Serles (Exodus-Deuteronamny
‚UuS , Viıticus, Numbers DeuteroNOMYV CONC. wıth referenCce
the peop e Of sraeli. The Tirst and the last GE this 'OU -

serles formulate this reference ımı lar WAV ©
- mı355 9991359 Oore CVC5S OT the House Ö Israel 40:38) 6

599375 Ore the SVCS OT Srae. Deut 34:12)
Although expression closing the Otf DeuteronOmy elsewnere
the Deut Ar 16:22: 28° .25. C 3323 the fact

1r the las Of the first the last ÖT the Ser1es
15 Le reasonable explained the Yes OT SC kind OI S1067r 1al design
rather O blınd COLNC1LdeNCEe >

5See R. RENDTORFF , The OLd estament Introeduction (  iladelphia: Ort-
LCSS,;, a V LS worth noting that aCccording CO the
patrlarchal stories-L1.e,. the bulk Genesis-have been edited independently

ther pentateucha. traditions, before their iInal, pries redaction
RENDTORFF , '"Yahwist' eologian? The Dilemma O entateuchal

Cr1iticism“; SOT (197/77) 2-9)) ,
S According CO LXX Exod 40:38, "Before the SV Of all Israe

1S worth noting that the expressioen in Exod 40 :3 (L @es
OCCUFIS NOwWhere 1se LN MI'.n 55 9775)



conclus1ions Of DPOOkS central pOos1it1ions tThe four-book

Serıes (i.e. Levıtıcus and Numbers) Shar‘ NOT. on.Ly referenCe

Israel but genera. SsStructure andage. fact, these

VeLSSCS cons1ıst Of Sim.ı.lar subscriptions:
”O r>” D RE 957 5K A TIN na IS i

the MOses Or Children
Of Israel Moun: Sinal b 27:34) E535 5@] 6115 Ü

191223
These are the conmandments and the regulations that YHWH commanded
the Of FfOr Children Of Israel the plains OT Moab, DV the
Jordan, Jericho 36 : 13)

similarities the SCT1] Of Levitıcus

bea:plahedasacaseofdepaxdenceofoneontheother4‚orasthey:oxk
Of CL esl LS assımed.

To sum up, (a)thetextofthelastverseofthetwobooksattheedgeof
Serlies SUuggests 7 CL des1gn, and (b) the similaritıes

+the last verse of the two books in the medial position demonstrate the exi-
STENCE Of editorial design lLinking the 7 A Thus, concl.ude

presented eEeV1LdenCe pOints the existence Of CL pattern
ım1fying FOUr books-ser1es. Is Cenes1s the T OI the SsSer1es?

3 Genes1s
The CO of Genes1s 50:26) TeAads

m:p*mdzmmmmn*:vhänmnmq::pvm
J died being one hundred and ten years old; and he was embalmed
and placed coffin

This verse is a veiled introduction to the theme of the Exodus from

Egypt”, but 1 certainly S £from the SYStEmM OÖf end-verses that

characterizes four-book Saries.

5See, TOLr instance, G. B, GRAY, ers (TEC., urgh  2 1 A Clark,

9 Significantly, expression OCCUrrıng ın subscriptions,The conclusions of the books in the central positions in the four-bock  series (i.e., Leviticus and Numbers) share not only a cammon reference to  Israel but a general structure and a conmon language. In fact, these two  verses consist of very similar subscriptions:  920 SS SR4 997 MT TI MS W MSR ON  These are the conmandments that YHWH conmanded Moses for the Children  of Israel on Mount Sinai (Lev 27:34).  N  ba° 935 D ME T3 7 MS W DE MS  IT TT DD RA NDTR  These are the conmandments and the regulations that YHWH conmanded by  the hand of Moses for the Children of Israel in the plains of Moab, by the  Jordan, near Jericho (Num 36:13).  The similarities between the subscriptions of Numbers and Leviticus can  beexplainedasacaseofdependenceofoneontheoflmer4‚orastheynfic  of "one hand". In any case, an editorial design is assımed.  To sım up, (a) the text of the last verse of the two books at the edge of  the series suggests an editorial design, and (b) the similarities between  the last verse of the two books in the medial position demonstrate the exi-  stence of an editorial design linking the two books. Thus, one may conclude  that the presented evidence points to the existence of an editorial pattern  unifying the four books-series. Is Genesis the fifth book of the series?  3. Genesis  The concluding verse of Genesis (Gen 50:26) reads:  13 J3 DEPM IN KNT* D 71 MTW MOY MOM  Joseph died being one hundred and ten years old; and he was embalmed  and placed in a coffin in Egypt.  This verse is a veiled introduction to the theme of the Exodus from  Egypt5‚ but it certainly stands apart from the system of end-verses that  Ccharacterizes the four-book series.  4 See, for instance, G. B. GRAY, Numbers (ICC, Edinburgh:;: T & T, Clark,  1965) 478. Significantly,  e expression occurring in both subscriptions,  KT  *, is attested nowhere else in the MT.  5 Cf. H. GUNKEL, Genesis (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1966) 491. No  i.e.,; ( _m3  one doubts that there is a thematic linkage between the present books of  Genesis and Exodus, both in the general thread and in specific issues  (compare Gen 50:25 with Exod 13:19).r L1S attested nowhere lıse 1N MI'.
Gr H. GUNKEL , Genesis (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck Ruprecht, 491 . NO
a 87 {I1S
e)el that there LS thematic linkage between the present books OftT

Genesis and Exodus, 1ın the general Tea! an Ln specific j SSues

(compare Gen 50 :25 with Exod 132197



Conclusion

Though the OT Genes1s 15 Iın  gra Ot STO:! beginning
creatıion CONTINULNG throucgh the uSs , and there clear bet-

the Of CGenes1s the Oft uS , ON cannot but not1ce that
the SYSTEM Of end-verses that Links the serles Oof 'OouUur-'l dOoes
C 1ude the OT Genes1s. 1S5 unliıkely the Eexcl1us1ıon Ot GCGenes1s
from th2is SYStTEM L5 result Of ımıntentiona. "nistake" Ot the editors
OB the mater1lal, WhO Dy "verlocoked CGenes1s

This being conc1lude the last e LSse 1n Genesi1is
Moreover, S1NCEepoints editorial \AdwaLeNneSsSs f 1ts separate character

editorial designs meanıngless ım less there 15 audience S able

them, ONE CONC. that the 1 stands cConveved
clear MESSAGE the OF reaAders Of pen: Materl.

there 15 d1.fference CGenes1s the 'OUur- Ser1ies e
dus-Deuteronomy.

ote that editors ave easily sed the key-term ”"Children Öf Israel”
1n en S!  M Gen 50:25.
Sınce Genes1s differs LN ManYy aspeCts YOM ther pentateuchal books,

VELYV interesting nd, perhaps, VeEeLV significant question the
kınd Oft dıfferences hat those espons1ıb fOor the eacditorı3al end-verse
SYStCem perceived the MOStT important, anı that Led CO underscore

dıstiınctive character OE Genes1s. Admiıttedly, the closiıng wOrds Of
the ateuchal books do NOT —— aNC{ NNOL- Pprovıde the NECESSALV iınfor-
mation CO deal wiıth the matter. But. theyv May A at possible anıswer.
The explicı claim of the subscriptions Oof the books 1N the central pOsS1-
LON ln the serles (1z@:iGp Levıtıcus and Numbers) characterıze hem the
cCOomMmmAandments that cCommanded Ooses TOr the Tren Israel. hHhıs
l1aım LS TtOo be understood LN erms OT theologıca diıscourse
post-monarchic society Lın 1C ”"laws attributed CO Ooses were deemed
authorıtatıve, and conversely authoritative Laws were attrıbuted CO Moses"

Y CHILD5S, Introduction CO the Old estament Scripture (Philadel-
phla Fortress, Signıficantly, the end-verses Deuteronomvy
anı Exodus, which 1SO contaıin OSAlC laws, explicitly refer CO the OrTTO-
boratıve testimony Öof all Israel COoONcern1ing Moses' actıons (Deut 34:16;
XOod 40: 37 (GE xOd 40:34)), and therefore, further legitimize the Mosalc
orah. TF the maın, OI the maın erns, Ör the edıtors Ot the
end-verses sSystem were oses and the Mosalc, divine and authorıtative aW,
then, Lt be self-evident WwhYy they considered, anı asked the community
CO consider, Exodus-Deuteronomy an Genes1ls two distinct theological-
iterary units, for Oses and the MOsalc law AL  D central TOoO the Lormer,
but play ole 1ln the latter. üg discussion this 1ssue stands,
however, well beyond the P SOr ote dealing wıth the testimony

the closing WOrds Of the pentateuchal books as clue for the hıstorıcal
status the ‚O0k Genesi1is within the Pentateuch; T deserves sparate,
full-blown study,



One £final Observatıon, the SSUE cdealt wıth the

article L1S rather Nar I’O - T 1eads qulite naturally Ww1lıder and da-

mental questions, such the genes1s, structure, and NESSAGC OT the
1Ve-| arrangement, the ed1itorıal procedures 1NVOLUt setting Out the
narratıve CONE1LNUUM +t+his WAaVY , and relatıons the individual
boOks,. adequate examınatıon OI these 1SSUeS, however, calls OT“ SCPd-

discussion, OCCAS1ON.

Or COUuUrSe, Genesi1is an the oQur-book serles were considered ONe
single book", 1.e,. ı the orah, The distinctive character OÖOf spe  Ing
Of the Pentateuch uggest that the fıve books already WOLt“t COMN-—
1i1dered CO be a separate work L1n the Persıan period,. the date Of the
Spe.  ing ÖOf the Pentateuch, Se:  D F. W and A. D. FORBES, Spelling
Ln the Hebrew BibOr 41, ome  * %C Institute Yress,


