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WHO 'FELL OUR EARTH?

Dıfferent 1g GenesI1is I

Gilboa Tel Aviv
10 H.Netzer, Prof. of Astrophysics, Tel-Avıv University who IS searchıng for alıen ntellıgence and

requires Droofs for ıfs existence.

Introduction
Recent rticles dealıng ıth the 1SSuUue of SONS f God!- BNEI-HaELOHIM ” present

varıety f OpIN10NS hıs complıcated mini-narrative ın enes1is. In regard CONTeENT,
interpretat1ons SCETN succumb {o, be influenced by, cCommentators‘ perceptions of the
first eleven chapters ONe nıt and hat 15 regarde eır maın eme. Thus, ıf crıme and
punıshment' 15 the gospel, hen the .  NEI-H:  HI  DE 1S but another narratıve the

of moralıty rather ack of ıt prelude IO and Justification for, the flood The
contradıcting perception the be, er things, COMMeNnT

immortality rather than moralıity. In regard the fundamental question 6,  who aAaIc the S(I15

of God”?””, OpIn10Ns vacıllate between INETC humans and members of entourage. Purely
monotheistic percepti10ons SUuppOrt the former (Bereshıiıt aba: 26,8; St Augustin, Rashı; Ibn
Ezraz)‚ eıther rulers the contradıcting dynastıes of Seth Camn. ater
interpretations, eanıng the ater 00 of Job, Psalms and NOC Support the CONCEDL of
members of entourage aSssuto, Westermann3). hıs perception, tacıtly, egards the
episode representing mythologıcal un!ıverse where “Oonce UDONMN time  ‚2 divıine male beings
had intercourse 1ıth female human beings, and 1Ca: research poinNts the influence of,
reduction from, er mythologies.“

Tıtles In talıcs In the followıng indicate publıcations in Hebrew.
Concıse but comprehensive SUMMIMAaT y of maınly (German bıblıography up 999 MaYy be OUuUnNn! In

Zıiımmermann, ">Heılıge Hochzeıit< der (GJottersöhne und Menschentöchter? S:  z CcX1,3,1999,327-352 Y
Also consulted: the specıal 1SsSue for the ubject JSO1, XI11, uly 979 1C includes the artıcles Dy
ines, he Sıgnıficance f the SOns of God Epıisode Gen 6:1-4) In the Context of Primeval Histor  d (35
46), D.L.Petersen, Genesıs 6:1-4, Yahweh and the Organızatıon of the Cosmos  -64), L.Eslinger, "A
contextual Identification-. of the nel Ha'Elohım and Benot ha Adam In Genesıs i (65-/73). Kecent pub.
F.Bruckelman, OTY of the ONSs of (GJ0d Who 100k the Daughters of Humans d Wıves”, Voiıces from
Amsterdam, anta, 1994, 3-94); M. Vervenne, They Need Is ‚OVe Once More CGenesis L In
G.Harvey W.G.E.Watson, (ed.), ON Remembered, Jexts Remembered: Essays In Honor of J.F.A.Sawye!
(Sheffield 19-40; oggın, "Heroes and ephuilim: Remarks Genesıiıs w in OX all,

Temple: and J radıtions Wınona Lake, 135-136 lan Oofman,  ‚w ONS O  Olaır nd Bible's
attıtude Myths”, Kinusım, A, 1998, P More ın the following

Basıcally, tradıtional Jewiısh interpretations, early Christian and phılosophical noti10ons since the second
CeNWrY. See PS Alexander, Targumım and ‚arly Exegesis of the 'Sons of God’ Gjenesıs B JSS, X X11
(1972) 60-71:; A . Van der KO001], "Peshıiıta GenesIis 'Sons f (G0d' Angels OT Jud  AD JNSL, XX111 (1997). AA

U.Cassuto, The Book of Genesis C ), (Jerusalem, 1 978), 0O-2! C.Westermann, Genesı
I> S  S London, 363-383 Westermann rightfully DOoINtS the fact that Cassuto erhaps °  1S not CONSCIOUS
of NOW deeply he has Junged nto mythologıcal inkıng”
4 Zimmermann (  ılıge Hochzeıit< der Gottersöhne und Menschentöchter?", 1-2) relate en G: 1-

the CONCEDL of "hol matrımony" marrıage between gods and umans) 1C accordıng Taus
structuralıstic interpretation, 18 part f the ancıent-orjental Mythologıc WOT! On sımılar IS H.R.Page Jr.
(The Myth of Cosmic Rebellıon Study of ıts Reflexes in Ugariti and 1DI1CAa| Lıterature Leıden,
upp.1Xxv, 1996, man 12). M. Vervenne (note Ib 38) thıs enıgmatıc ({eX[ derıve from "pOSst-



Ihe po1In of 1e6W suggested ere 0€es NnOL DrL0rYy appIiy moral Judgement the ‚9
and ıts perception 1S ase!| the followıng paramelers:

rıters ven mıinor NC AIc usually crediteı ILLOTIC 0)4 less, of Knowıng hat they AdIe

O1INg. But such 0es NOL SCCI1 hbe the Case toward the author‘ of enes1is who, tacıtly, 1S
Jlaımed unable COMPOSC coherent ext. Ihe 1TS parameler, therefore, 1S respect
for the author of GenesIis, that 15 for “the creatıve wrıter, responsıible for the ınal version
of the text  H3 (Fokkelman’s definıtion of him) S TIhe author, ıIn spıte of (JUT shortcomings ın
interpreting hIs LEXL, deserves the credit f eing looked UDONMN SOINCONC who Was
CONSCIOUS of hat he Was o1ng ıle compıilıng hıis SOUTCECS into ONe volume.
urthermore, should respect HIS lıterary f exposıiıtıon, Juxtaposition, continulty of
plot, Structure, and hıs calculated uUsSse f words and eXpress10ns.

S Ihe assumptıon IS that in the 1IrS| chapter of enes1is the assumed CONSCIOUS author
provıded, hat May be defined AS, ‘hıstory of (JUT e9] logical ferms. Hıs
presentatıiıon, surprisingly enough, 1S “more evolutionary in SOTIIIC reSpeCIs han anythıng
publıshed before early 1 9lh Century Europe”8. Hıs ieXt{ boasts neıther claım for 1mate
Knowledge NOT pretens1ons provıde all the ANSWETS quandary of creatıon, but
rather chooses present specıfic aCcts and natural phenomena he WadS able perceLive
and verbalize them. Ihe Same ogıcal attıtude, therefore, has be expecte Iso In the
continuatıon of hIs exl.

An understandıng hat In monotheistic exXti manıfests, In ıts first hapter,
CONSCIOUS attempt avo1d the unnatural and reject C  N!  D' such ods, and
WAaTrs between elIr in the PDITOCCSS of creatiıon of world ) ere 15 TOOINN, In the
following chapters Nnclude: by the SdIlle CONSCIOUS author, for such God’s
entourage .

In lıght of the above paramelers, intend examıne the ın CONn(fteX(TL, hat 18 ıts external
organızatıon wıthın the tex{i of the first eleven chapters, present the exfi and discuss ıts
vocabulary; ook at the internal organızatıon of the and hereby suggest
interpretation of the episode’s explicit meanıng, namely: hat 1S wriıtten, and Iso 1ts implicit
UNGC, namely: hat 1S conveyed.

reductional" In the formatıon of Genes!Iis, reflecting the USCcC of materıal of other canonical 00| A wel|l
of non-canoniıcal NOC| 6- As ONC of INYy parameters requires reESDECL the author's work, the question of
‚OUTCECS that INay have influenced the ınal formatıon of the 1DIl1Ca| paragraph SCCIMN be less relevant than the
Obvıous dıfferences from these SOUTCES.

The phiılosophical attıtude, the ıterary approac and the semiotiıcal analysıs AICc ully explaıned ın R.Gılboa,
Intercourses In the Book of Genes!ıi z Mythıc motifs In Teator-Created Relatıonshıps (Lewıs, 3209

Speliser (Genesıis Anchor 1964, p.13) Kındly remarks that "the 1DI1Ca| wrıter repeals the Babylonıan
formulation, perhaps wıthout full aWareness of the theologıca. ımplicatıons”; but thıs 18 VerYy subtle In
COmparıson wıth reager who states that wriıter of Genesıis robably dıd nol completely comprehen
the ıdea embodite: In the words he sed"”, thus enablıng the interpreter (Creager nOotTL be "restricted by the
imited nsights IC he the Genesıs uthor| AE divıne mage’,  E In N.H.Brean all, Unto My
raln,  ath. Phıladelphia 1974, 05). On sımılar and for the PUrpoOsSc f UTr discussion: .‚A.Soggın after
statıng "the present function of the ONS of God] text”, SaysS "therefore the [E XL SCCIIMN nol even {O ave
een Iimportant [0 the author(s) Hi  es and ephilım: Remarks Genesıs 1-4”, In FOX all, Texts,
Temples and Tradıtions, Wınona Lake 19906, 35-136).

Okkelman, “Genes1s’”, In R.Alter ‚ermode, Ihe Liıterary ul the London, 36
W.F.Albright, New Horizons In 1Ca! Research London, Oxford,



The StOFrY ontextf
Ihe eXDOSIMON f the primeval wıthın the 1rsS eleven chapters csShows TECUITIN®
alternatıng pattern of narratıves 1 hat IMNaYy be erme: general partıcular and episode

general phenomena Creation (1)
particular dsSe of dam and Kve 2

2a elated epısode aın and bel 16)

general 1st 8 descendants aın 76 Seth
3a elated episode (the SONS of God

partıcular .dSCc 03| 17)
4a elated episode (Cannan 29)

general ist of oah descendants 10)
5a elated episode (the ower of I5

general 1st of Seth descendants C 32)
untiıl chapter where Abraham begins

Ihe abOove JuXtaposıtl1onN of unıts, therefore the followıng (and lıterary calculate:
pattern of1V layout
eneral eventSs,
particular ı4an episode general Iıst an episode, particular ’pisode general lıst Üın episode,
eneral list

The Iınear descr1iption ot the SCNCSIS of the general Cut Dy detaıled particular
1S5SSUCS wıthın them and Dy explanatory episodes ese lıterary Int  ns evıdently, ATIc

Juxtaposed e1Ir VeErYy place order explaın expand the P of the presented
eme Wıth regard OUT discussed f the BNEI when the texfi states 1st
of natıons and peoples (No 1C nds ıth the ention of [011 the relatıng episode
logıcally Juxtaposed the vVerYy end of the general counting f peoples because POINEIS
specıal ÖT people (NEPHILIM) hat x1isted W as noft direct part of the described chaın
of the ounted male descendants but connected VIid the "daughters f dam Thus
accordıng the pattern stated above h1s genera|l 1st (of 1C oah but part) and 1fs
elated episode of BNEFEI olloweı by the partıcular of oah Another
orth noticıng the above 1st No.2 SB 5a ATfec narratlıves aınted ıth mythological
CSSCIICE

possible deduction of the uthor's uUsSscC of mythologica elements MaYy derıve from HIS
dıfficulty ı providıing logıcal explanatıons known phenomena: the human S O  acquirement  D of
kınd of CONSCIOUSNECSS 1C differentiates humans from er lıying beings (No.2)10 nature‘
catastrophe - the deluge (No4)9 the OW: of the dıversıty of languages (NoJa) What
kınd of phenomenon described No SE

Cassuto, !bid 206
10 Gıilboa, Intercourses the Book of Genesıis 114 132138



T he internal organization of the StOrY
Presentation of the t{eXt and ıfs suggested translation: *

(punctuate: and spaced in accordance wıth ıts Massoretic TEAMIM)

7 1&811 110-  1) 1T7 0 71&8ıl 2117-77 LA (s
077

ı 1Jı) Ü 1&811 455 D07’22282-712
] 11112 1U 720 0’0) 0i71? 171271

1012 an ‚D4 12 I8 L 47 I VL (A
1110 ‚07’1001 I8 1 1'4411

Uılıl FPIKQA 1  — 07297172
077 0D78&8ı1 M111-72& 0’2272 + 18 L} 1U& HN UUl

UUı HIN ‚D721D 1U& DE E 11711

la) And when Man had egun multıply, the face of the earth
1b) and daughters, WEeIC born Uunio them
2a) And BNEI-HaELOHIM Sa  S the daughters Tf Men that g00d, they AIC

2D) and hey t00k themselves from all, whom hey chose
3a) And Yhwh sald, IMY spırıt shall nOTL exist"“ in Man forever BESAGAM, flesh he IS
3b) and hıs days shall be undred and twentTLYy,
4a) Ihe had been the and those days
4D) and also after that, when mated wıth the daughters of Man and hey

bore chıldren, them
these WEEIC the mighty IMN 6C VET SINCE, [NCI of TeNOWI.4C)

First, let diScCcuss the Hebrew eXpress10ns (1ın capıtal etters The dıifficulties emanate from
eır TaIrec appCarance ın enesis in the ole
BNEI-HaELOHIM the uthor's use of‘ 'Elohim: in enesIis 15 nOL only NOUN, standıng Dy
iıtself and referring the almıghty, but Iso adjectival suffix hat has [WO meanıngs: the
COMMON ON 'belonging od’, and the INOTE intrıcate (OMNEC that SOCEVOS coinage for the

] 1 The translatıon 1S ased, maınly, Isaac Leeser'’s Holy 1C etaıns much of the poetics of the
Kıng James version Hebrew Publıshing Co. New Or! ıle incorporating later lingulstic ındıngs In IMY
translatıon, have trıed follow the Hebrew SyntiaxX al the CXPCNSC of idıomatıc Englısh, and retaın the USC of
ımılar words (underlıned Ihe Hebrew presentation 1S ase! the tradıtional punctuatıon I EAMIM marked
In the Hebrew IC XL and expressed in the Englısh translatıon Dy TI and NC  < ınes) For etaıle'
explanatıon of the method, SCIH (lboa (note Ibıd., 35

appCars only thıs ONCEC In the Ihe FOOL IS not clear and suggest10ns VarYy. The Hebrew and
Englısh Lexicon of the Oxford; ase! Gesen1us) egards ıt A Imperfect+Kal and Cıtes the Aramaıc
Unkelos and the Tree| as from the TOOL ;F ıt AapTecCS wıth indıngs of the Qumran G.Brook,
“4Q2. and the ({eXL of Genes1s’”, TEXCTES XIX; Jerusalem 1998, However, the USC of thıs FrOOL 1S [TaATIc in the
E: IMOSL COMMENnLaAaLOTS regard ıt the intransıtıve form of the FOOL FA (strıve; In Leeser's Holy Bıble). Speiser
(Genesı1is) “<hiel): (based COomparısons wıth AK  n Dıinanu 1C! substıtute, surrogate), and
rejects the tradıtional K “abıde” ackıng anı y lınguistic ‚upport. As have intention plunge nto
unsolved lıngulstic disputes, chose neutral term exist that CONVCYyS the 6ESSCHNCE of these suggestions and Sults
the CONIEXL
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superlatıve, hus forming extraordınary entity“”; 1C interpretation appIly
determıined DYy ()UT understandıng of the OontiexLi Ihe much argued expression UAH-ELOHIM
hıterally wınd (Gen;172) 15 interpreted ..,  an AWESOTIIC windnl4 nOL INCIC wınd
(mentioned element wıthın atural elements) superlatıve IHE Strongest wınd,
but extraordınary wınd hat 1S ın ıtself. On the Samllle BNEI- ELOHIM MaYy
be interpreted f extraordiınary people, specılal entity (like BNEI-B  A Jud

But the exi states BNEI-HaELOHIM and NnOTL BNEI-ELOHIM TIhe Ha 1S commonly interpreted
eıther artıcle shortene': form for "YHWH-ELOHIM"' and, ıke Man Yy ambıguous

eXpress1ions In the C: ıts interpretation 1S determıned by the Oontext In hıs episode,
SuggeslL, the Ha“ 1S hut artıcle hat lınguistically ettles the equılıbrıuum of the
ıth UT& 1J12 in 2a and UT& 4JJ 07’78 1-"32

UT& M1I11-7 U’N78N 3 18& L} 1UX HN ünl
oth sentences, where the en of humans IS concerned, COUuU do ıth wıthout the artıcle
and stil] retaın the Samnle meanıng (e.g. T1TR8N-117-727 N I1} X IW al 7U
and PS U 1811 32-27-71X8 Ihe USC of the rticle ın BNEI-HaELOHIM., hereby. INa y
be interpreted the author's prerogatıve of stylıstic pattern that entity agalnst
the human ONe the extraordinary males agalnst the human emales
But extraordınary and unusual, in hat sense?

We ATIc old 3a) hat theır offspring ıth human emales dIc “BESHAGAM!}® flesh
"because also, flesh he 1S  27 hıs 18 irregularity ıIn the perception of the creation
chapters (1-1 ın enesis where lıyıng creatures AdIec regarde Mere flesh Thus, in the
oah affaır 'Flesh-BASAR' refers all lıyıng Creatures estine: for annıhılation. TIhe
Sdallle perception of wholeness toward lıving beings 1S vident In the creatıon SIOTY, where

dıistinction 1S made between Creatures who dIiC "NEPHESH HA YA-ıl" 197 ” and
humans who AI Iso "NEPHESH HA Y A-17 H971 ” Z} In either CasC, the Bıblıiıcal
eXpressions of and NEPHESH do NnOT relate spirıt' NOT project the much ater
philosophical notion of Tiesh spirıt‘. Flesh' In the creation narratiıves, therefore,
presents lıying entity ole But the entity Tiesh' but OMNC factor in the nature of
the offspring of BNEI-HaELOHIM, accentuate: In the Hebrew exfi ıth the preceding

BESH. he IS es! because also, he 1S flesh”” Ihe flesh' part pOINtS, ou
the human mothers Wwho AdIc all flesh leaves [OOM suggest hat the athers, BNEI-

AIc nOL As comprehend the lıyıng entities f (OUT WOT'! organıc' (a
CONCECDL for 1C| ere ATC the indırect 1CA: eXpress1ions such H9 ] 1° W4 ] ‚1W3),
the phenomenon of cCreatures who dIec nOoN-OrganıiC, for which ere 1S Bıblical word,
Justifies the adjective that —  uate: hıs irregularıty Elohim' Hence: BNEI-HaELOHIM.

D.Wınton Ihomas (S Consıderation of Some Unusua! Ways of Expressing The Superlatıve In Hebrew
1L, 1953, 09-224) mentions that thıs Was fairly COMMON interpretation DYy everal mediaeval]l Jewısh
COommMmentalors, and applıed also nto the Englısh translatıon f the Authorized Versıion.
IThomas IS 'the superlatıv. miıne although accepting ıt IS that ompound forms entity, thus
exceeding ıts etymologıcal Or1g1ins (Cassuto, 11) and In thıs Cal Its adjectival-superlative ON  ®

For [INOTE recent research, SCI Speiser’s (JenesIıs and H.M.Orlınsky, “Enıgmatıc Passages
The Plaın Meanıng f Genesıs Sn 1Dliıca. rchaeologıst 237

15 oler, MS in  "Elohim Definite Artıcle OTr nlongei Name ofM eıt IKFra, XXII, 1977,
Ta For the extend of the ISSUE: Lerner, . Forms Ha'Elohiım' and 'Elohium' In the

pentateuch and Prophets Leshonenu, L1-1I 1985, 195-8
agaıln, word 1C appCAars only thıs instance In the Usually IS regarde« Aas

CIsCI of three hebrew parts BaASHER+GAM the preposıition “in-2”; that 1C I8  >
and Aa -a1sS0” (Rashı; Cassuto, Ibıd.,203).



Ihıs non-organıc nature of lıyıng creatures (stıill yel unknown us) pOoINtSs the
phenomenon DYy IC the non-organıc differentiates from the 18810) Organıc: ıfe The
exXi D  n mposed Iımıtatıon In regard the mortal ex1istence of creatures of the
dual nature (one hundred and LWENLY years), vıa the DETISONA GOod spirıt, the
cCOoNcel1ving eternal of Life. “ 1S NnOt exıist forever In mortal H-

The eXpression “BNEI-H.  HIM’”, thus, manıfests en1gmatıc nalure wıth, apparently,
inhuman SDan\n of ıfe But hat Was elr generiCc name‘
Verse 4a (via 1ts problematiıc Juxtaposition in the mıddle of the ep1sode), eaı regard the
generic di11c gıven theır offspring of dual nature But, uggesl, generiC
uUmMme of the olisgrmg re  ects that of the progenitor 15 the dsec of natıons in the Bıble
named er eır 17rS progenıitor. Therefore, ıt INaYy be applıed Iso OUT dsSec the famılıes
of the emanated from the PHILIM progenitors. ofe ese famılıes,
mentioning progeniıtors and descendants, ADPDCAIS agaın in the when the Israelıtes aIic
sent investigate the and of Canaan and ıts inhabitants and meetl hem umbers, 13:333)
07’29711-17 AA E 077279 717-171X N uwWl 33

339 And there SaW, the 077279]) S(I15 of ANAK, of the (D07’29))
In close examınation of 33a, the first mentioned PHILIM WI the letter Y OD) AIc the

SONS of SUOTLICOMNC called ANAK Wwho, in HIS Lurn, emanates from entity called IHE PHILIM
(wıthout YOBD.: ıke ın the GenesIis text). Takıng in account that vowels WEeIC the exXt much
ater, ere 1S Oou that the spellıng ıth the YOD Wäds, and S: read "N'’PHILIM" Regardless
of whatever W as the vowel and the eadıng of the NUN wıthout the YOD, ıt allows regard

both In enesIis and Numbers, the SAdllle entity, that 1S The beings juxtaposed Dy the
eNESLS author In the BNEI-HaELOHITIM affair‘®. We, therefore, MaYy conclude that IS
the generIiCc ainle of the offspring of dual nature and, the CusStom SUCS, Iso of CIr
progenıitors the unusua|l DeEINgS BNEI-H:  IM elIr distant descendants, whom the
Israelıtes meLl, dIc thus called but wıth YOD), but AaIc NnOL old hat Was eır
nature.
A ın the Bıble do ave meanıngs, hat 1S Dy PHILIM? All COMMEeNLALOTS
SCCIN hat the FOOL of the word 1S1281 and ifs meanıng, in all the
Hebrew buildings', 1S always concerned wıth Tall‘ ıth dırection: from
above -downwards. The perception when ONeE ackles irregularıty of an Yy kınd 1S the
lingulstic idıom of "1t fell OWnNn me  ”
SO I: argued above, respectk the i1terary merIıts of the author, hen ave aCCeptL hat
he carefully chose and sed words 1C conveyed hIis intentions. therefore, 15
gener1ic name of known people (who 1Vve! long AagO 6:43), and of elr progenıtors BNEI-

017228-711717 ASs spirıt, IMNay De described d the "transcendental W that manıfests ıtself only in ıts
actıons and results In the existing 1d”  "t| concelving eternal power” eınberg, Ihe
Dıctionary, Tel-Avıv LA n17-/75, W9]1-566, respectively).

18 Thıs IS noTt claım that Numbers and Genesı1s have UNG author/redactor. The sımılar spellıng, however,
indicates that thıs word and ıts spellıng in Genesıs probably Was known the Numbers author, and varıant has
been purposely made DY him In order distinguis!] between [WO entities: wıthout the H and alludıng
Genesi1s) describes the or1gın, wıth it the descendants. Further Joshua, IS: AIC old that ANAK IS the
SON of ARBA the 'ounder of the CILy of Hebron. Ihe equation of the prıvate Namec ANAK wıth the COMMON

adjective ANAK=gIlant' 1S probably Aaser description of SOIMNC of the iınhabıtants of Canaan, in another
(Deut. 2:10) "Ihe EMIM In times pasti WEe. there, people and and 'all as the

ANA BERESHIT RABA 6;4) mMmentions for gıant beings: rephaim, 210O0rim, zamzamım,
anakım, AVım, nephilim, e1ImMIM.



the 1815 who 'fell OWN  M and astonıshed soclety. Ihe (EXT, however, 0€es NnOTL
indıicate 40 derogatıve implicatiıon moral Judgement of theır "fall® 19’ only the
ırregular phenomenon.
What aAaTrec make of hıs word-analysıs”?

TIhe explicıt meanıng of the LOTYV
TIhe episode hat er people multiplied, BNEI-HALELOHIM Sq'  S the daughters of dam
and took themselves W1VeS. When God Sd'  = it (G:3) he did nOTL hem for theır Suppose:
ıimmoral act hence Sın has een committed .“ Ihe copulatıon 0€eSs NnOL Cart y
remark agalnst it, but only HIS warnıng regardıng the 1mıted lıfe-span of 120 Tor elIr
prospective offspring. . fOor the time eing, ignore 4a, then the wording f the
narratıve continues the subject-matter of warnıng: p  and Iso afterwards  A hat 15- er

warnıng, BNEI-HaELOHIM WEIC NOTL deterred DYy the OUftcCOome, Iımıtatıon pPutL lıfe-span,
and continued e1Ir relatıonshıp ıth human emales who ore hem offspring. But the author
dıivıdes thıs continuing narratıve Dy the intrusıon of remark Ou the
Juxtaposed ıf Out of the Dlue wıthın dıfferent Ontext. Moreover the SUCCESSIVE act1ons
In I dICc In the Waylqgto Iorm, whereas In 4a the erb 1S in the gata form and the
verb-subject order 1S reversed, indıcating the past perfect: Yıulıl FQ 17  x 07297377 'The

had een the land those days.
Contextually, Suggesl, the SadIine 0€es la And when Men had egan 1717 217
1S of events that appene: In the dıstant pasti. Verse 4a, thus, 1S NOL remark Out of

the blue but rather nother reference the dıstance past la 15 the emporal clause of the
episode whıiıle the intrusıve 4a elates ıts protagonists.
An intrusıon of past events into the narratıve in 49 18 lıterary device“ already sed by the
author twıce before in hıis the primeval hıstory
K In the 1rs chapter, the second presents the SaIinle pattern amın P 1& and earth had

e  been  9 thus presenting the of earth pDri0r first action“
When am s “"TOLEDOT-genes1is” aAIic told in the conclusion of h1s SLOTY, FD 1S
intrusion of past events, achıeved by explicıt empora: clause Ollowe!l by infinıtıve:
“"“OT7TX 071178 N I1 HI>a When God had created humankı  [

ese [WO VEeISCS (6:1a, 43a), uggestl, connect the episode the distant past hat developed
parallel the 1ıst of descendants mentioned In the Drev10us VEISCS, pri0r Noah’'s famıly.

19 Ihe lıterary usec of 70) In the Bı  e:; though, also the meanıng f "lesser‘, Aas In JoD 12
do nOT fall short compared yOoUu un *JJI 7291) ND eferıng expression öf mMmuch later book nables

Ramban iınterpret In GenesIis the nalure of the offspring: d (ın 4a) they do Jall short In
comparıson wıth BNEI-ELOHIM but, ın other mentioning In the e, hey ATIC and bıgger then other
human beings. though, d he 5SayS, he offers "decent" lıterary PSHAT) interpretation the Namle
becomes somewhat derogatory tıtle 10 does nOL appiy other instances, CVen metaphoric, of the FrOOL in
Genesıis (to fall asleep I[SAEZ: fallen face 4:6, eic.). As examıne the USC of words In CGjenes1is and, In
accordance wıth the interpretation uggest urther do nNnOL wıth Kamban’s interpretation 1C 1S
aseı the equatiıon of BNEI-ELOHIM=the Seth dynasty

20 E:9.; as theır choice of 3180 marrıed and CVCN anımals. Modern COMMEeNLatOTrS Speiser (Genesis)
unlımıted choice: x  any of them hey ıked”; Clines "lust polygamous”.
H.R.Page Jr. The Myth of Cosmic eDellıo 12) questions thıs point of assumed Sın 0ug| nOL

frequent, the copulatıon In ancıent mythologıes IS maınly between gods and dıstinguılshe« people.
Dıiıscussıon the lıterary phenomenon SC N. Tocker, Voice of the Narrator in Genes1s”, Criticısm

and Interpretatio XVI, 981 (33-69). 3
E.Rubinsteın, Contemporary Hebrew and Ancıent Hebrew el-Avıv, DE  D Thıs IS also Rashı"s

approach, and he systematıcally interprets such grammatıcal OCCUITENCES pasti perfect.



Oowever, ıf look carefully the tradıtıiona. “punctuation” (Teamım) of 6:4a,
notice the three-doted riangle above the last etter hıs 1S indıiıcatıon hat the tradıtıional
eadıng of the regarde 4a part of the DFEeVIOUS 1SSUe, er 1C Starts NCW ONEC 1n
Ah “* Ihe tradıtıona punctuatıon, therefore, poInNts divisıon of the episode into [WO parts
The 1rsS ON 1S concluded DYy the uthor’'s explanatıon (ın 43) hat NC UDON time pas'
perfect) ere had een and, thus, summıng the 1SSUE of "beforehand ” the
cComıng of the BNEI-HaELOHIM the attractıon hat the human remale pOSe: for hem,
warnıng regardıng the lıfe-span of e1Ir prospective offspring and the generI1Cc amle

'NNEPHILIM' for thıs famıly of beings/people. TIhe second part describes the „  aftermath” in
the procreation PrODCT, and iın AC the vocatıon of the offspring.

Ihe BNEI-HakELOHIM episode, discussed before, 1S Juxtaposed between LWO elaborated
1SSUES! the presentation of long lıne f Seth’'s descendants untı oah (up 5:32) and the
catastrophe of the {100d, followıing the remark (6:5-7) that God Sq'  S Man’'s vices, regretted hıs
creation and decıded annıhılate "all flesh ” hıs remark 1S the 1CAdSOIl for the Ccrıme and
punıshment notion f Nan y COMMEeNTLatoOors regardıng the ep1isode, because explanatıon
18 gıiven In hıs VETLYy exXTt hat WeIC Man:’'s actual VICeSs hat caused (j0d inflıct such
ars punıshment. Ihe 1ce generally suggested 15 ‘promiscuity'‚2 namely the ustful
behavıour of BNEI-HaELOHIM who took, perhaps orcıbly, whoever they wanted, and theır
unwelcome intercourse ıth mortal ese argumen(tSs, severa|l COomMMentators ave
pominted ut,  Z do NOL hold Decause promisculty' 1Cce be irrelevant 1n regard
1ddle Fast polygamous socletlies and the [EXT,; wıll be discussed ater U o0€es NOL indıcate
hat force had een sed anl y n  sın has een commıtted, ıt 1S the blurring of the borders
between the mortal and the immortal, and BNEI-HakELOHIM commiıtted ıt NnOL Man The
Obviıous 1Cason for bringing ın thıs ep1sode hıs VETY pOoIN! of the eXt be
contextual er long 1st of nations and peoples, known the audiıences of the tiıme, ere
had be mentionıng relatıng the kınd of people, whose or1gın (fallen- from
where?) and nature (not es INAaYy SCCIMN quite dubious Moreover, INal y aSpeCIS of ese
beings constıtute en1gma: NOW the happenings of eIr dual-nature offspring, but
AaTrC eft ın the dark in regard hat appene ıth the BNEI-HaELOHIM who ATC NnOTL Tiesh‘ As

do nOL ave them amongst where, when and NOW dıd they dısappear? The texti 15 mMute
about detaıls hat MaYy intrıgue u but it 1S clear Ou ıts explicit MESSALC, IS the
only ONe in 1C the persona (G0d makes h1is remark and, thus, mortality IS its eme.
hıs demarcatıon between the mortal and the immortal echoes Drevi1Ous affaır included In
the {eXt Dy the author: lıfe-span' 1S the 1CAasON gıven for the expulsiıon of dam and Kve from
the Garden of Eden, where immortalıty (3:22 and 1ve for ever-0 2107 1n11) W ds presented in the
ext essential factor distinguishing God from God-lıke humans who acquıred certaın
kınd Ol Z0 knowledge (As ONeC of -11717]
In both humans ATrC distinguished 'fl  ” and the MCSSaLC 1s conveyed vıa myth-
ıke narratıve (as suggested In the above-suggested lıst-pattern of the exposıiıtıon of primeval
hıstory). The BNEI-HaELOHIM OTY, thus, ouches {two explicı elements: legendary unıon

Thıs approac ılfers Ifrom interpretations IC regard 49 A author's remark that interrupts the
continulty of the5 for ıt integral part.

NSee note
In thıs especlkl, Cassuto be IM the first, and the MOSL convincıng ONC (Ibıd 202)

27 H.R.Page Jr (Ibıd 14) VAf IS dısconcerting that punıshment 1S directed agaınst humanıty for actıvıty 1C
1S inıtiated Dy the gods. Ihe relatıonshıp of the punıshment the erıme IS also unclear.  "CIThe question of guil 15
unresolved".
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ıth the unnatural an! immortalıity. ere 1S dıspute hat mythologies, ıke the
adıan precedent28 discussed further U. influenced SOTIIC extient the legendary elements
ın enesI1is. Ihe 1Ssue explore 1S DY HOW much and why they do dıffer.

Ihe implicıt meanıngs of the LOTYV
Ihe BNEI-HaELOHIM episode shares sımılar lıterary features ıth the adıan (Oor old
Babylonıan myth of Gilgamesh, and it 1 commonly agreed that ıt influenced the enesIis
author. Hıs presentation of the narratıve, however, subhtle dıfferences hat DYy far
exceed theır SOUTCES

TIhe MOST identical eature 1s the ' definıtion of Gilgamesh renowned hero; I{

corresponds the description f the ‚PHILIM and elr reputation: 4C) _  these were the mıghty
MEn EAAIG: SINCE, [NECNMN f renown'.

L ess sımılar, however, 1S the Zo or1g1in assıgned hem Gilgamesh, ıke the
1S of dual nature- A£  wo-thirds of hım 1S god„29 TIhe enes1is IEXG the er

hand, points unfamılıar nature Dy usıng the adjectival suffix ELOHIM define eing
1c 1s NnOTL Tiesh‘ 0Ug| AdIc nOT acquainted 1ıth such phenomenon (nor do ave
all the AaNSWETS In regard creati1on), the adjectival suff1ix ELOHIM that pomnts natural
irregularıty s{1 retaıns the phenomenon wıthın the Irame of the natural, and distances the text
and its readers firom the mythological world. Thıs, belıeve, Was the intention f the logıcal
author who, thus, continues the ogıcal presentation of creation in hıis 1rSs' chapter of the book
OZ1C and the natural, althoug amıdst of tale, and althoug detaıls AIc somehow
inexplicable, to be his first implicit meaning ın nN1ISs presentation of the episode ese
qualities had be constantiy stressed in order confront the human psychıe which longed
for immortalıty, amıdst cıvılızatiıon hat quıite en succumbed the supernatural.

But ere 1S nother ace! Gilgamesh’'s manhood h1s Tufa: attıtude
"Gılgamesh leaves not the maıd her mother| The Warrı10r'’s aughter, the noble’s SpOouse  p S0

The reckless behavıour of such "hero” MaYy ave induced modern cCcCommentators give the
Samine negatıve interpretation But the enes1is [exXT pre: thıs 1SsSue dıfferent
CONCcepL, posıtıve one IC throws fundamentally dıfferent 1g the nature of male-
female relationships. Its un1ıqueness narratıve, uggesl, 15 expressed by subtle detaıls and
theır atltılıatıon ıth perceptions already expressed Dy the author in previ1ous chapters of

enesI1is In regard the female ESSENCE, the choice made, AN the continulty decided UDON
Exceptiona: l1ving-creatures fa OoWN inhabıtants, and SCC the daughters of EWVe.,

namely: female humans. The oes NOL talk Ou lookıng at but rather "seeing Hafı.
(2a) And S5d'  S the daughters of Men that g00d, hey AaIc

It 1S not o0k at appearances” but rather realızatıon of quality: g00d” The equ1ıvalent
previ1o0us mentioning of "g00d" CONCeDL aAaDPCAIS In the Garden of den the female 1S
introduced into the place because '"it 1S nOTL good that the INan should be alone” In both
instances, Eden and BNEI-HaELOHIM, the problem of lonelıness 1s solved Dy the female

The second instance f the USc of 200  , where it clearly refers quality rather than

f iındeed ıt "There 18 dSs yel eneral agreement egards the date of cComposition. None of the extant
antedates the fırst mıllenıum On internal evıdence, however...th' majorıty of scholars assıgn the epIC

the early part of the second millenı1ium Bln (ANE1, Orewar(
29 rıtchar:« (ed.), ANET Tab.L11, lıne 1(p.73)

ANEL., Tbil L, I, PE Further "Ibl 1, LV, 29-3. the (EeXL declares Gilgamesh's rıght, ordaıned by the

gods, recede the usband
31 Also (assuto althoug! dıfferent path.
&7 Suggested Dy Speilser, Genesıis; Cas: 202, and MOSL of the Jewısh tradıtional cCommen(talors.



appCarancCs, 18 work In the uUsSc made DY adjectıves describe the TUl of the forbıdden
tıree and the 1CasON for the eatıng 36)

And the Sa  < that the iree IS good ASs food and ustful the CYC, and desırable for knowledge
27707717 FDı 0771707 an ı18 A FDı 110 U1 S

The wording ın the ieXt; Can be SCCI, dıistinguishes between 200 practical quality,
A :elated APPCATANCEC and "desire ” for end. Ihe Samme areful wording,
Ssuggesl, 1s work Iso in the BNEI-HaELOHIM affaır lust' emanatıngz from beauty and
mentioned DYy MOSTI cCOmMMEeNtatoOors 1S somewhat questionable in lıght of avaılable and LHNOITIC

sultable phrasıng for 1t; d', the er hand, 15 hat the t{exL Sstre. In regard the
daughters of Eve

But unlıke the events ıIn the garden, where dam 15 gıven BNEI-H:  IM take
themselves and hey took themselves from all, whom they chose
TIhe accentuatıon in the IC X1 15 made ıth the it 1S choice made, from all that
existed.”; ıt 1S NOT Just grabbing of quantıty, Gilgamesh 1s characterized, but rather
DTOCCSS of CONSCIOUS choice of quality

ere 1S LIIOTIC Ven when BNEI-HakELOHIM AaIic told that theır offspring ıll l0se eır
go faculty of immortalıty (and also after that 4b), they neve  eless continue theır
relatıonshıp ıth the emales In order procrealte. But procreation eEr-SeE be
somewhat questionable sole PUTITDOSC, and speculate INOTC emotional involvement.
Theirs 1S CONSCIOUS free cho1Cce, ıke Eve's althoug! for dıfferent nds IThe exti of
Eve's considerations: ıt 1S mutfe in regard BNEI-HaELOHIM But in the aftermath of ese
relatıonsh1ps, they produce hero1c SOMNS mighty en)

Ihe calculatıng and thoughtful hand of the author 1S felt throughout the episode, ıts wording
and allusıons refer pPrevIOuSs parts of enes1is. The BNEI-HaELOHIM episode, thus,
be lıterary expression of unique love SIOTY, where /  ree choice' 1S ıts second implicit
meaning. It 1S manıfested hreefo Dy BNEI-H:  < choıice of quality, of and of
mortalıty for theır offspring.

Thıs interpretation ollows Cassuto's path iınsofar d these specıfic words AIC interpreted.
2 Thıs paragraph, aAs May deduce, has COMMON ground wıth the kıdnappın of the abınes (Greek
Mythology) OT the taken DYy the Benjamın trıbe Judge
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