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By Albert J. Croft.



Less than a century ago it was the corainon belief

even among scholars 

first five books of 

vzas applied to this

that Loses vzas the author of the
the Bible. The word '^entjiteuch

set of books. It is irjoomparativ • i-

ly recent times that Joshua has been added and the 
v/ord Hesateuch has been substituted for-^entateuch.

The reason for this change is found in the results 

of modern biblical criticism. It has been discovered 

that these six books rather than the first five books 

of the Bible form a complete literary whole. Such a 

conclusion does not deny in any way the critical con­

tention that all of the books of the Old Testament 

has undergone many revisions. In fact, it is evident 

at every step pf the way that these books are the
result of a complicated literary process, extending 
over a long period of time. J

About the first suggestion that Joshua belongs 

with the penteteuch is found in the preface of Geddes 

Translation of the Bible in 1792. He says, "To the 

penteteuch I have joined the book of Joshua, both 

because I conceive it to be compiled by the same



author and because it is/neoessary appendix to the 
11 

history contained in the former hooks." LeVZette H 
in 1808 and Sleek in 1822 after long years of invest^- 

hypothesis which had already been sug-gested by

gation and va!^c:/lation between theories decided that ii 

the evidence was sufficient to wSht the documentary 

Geddes. Following in the foot-steps of these pionee3(|s 

have been Schraeder, Hollenverg, VZellhausen, 'Watke, 

.Driver, Bennett and Add^s. Although differing in 

regard to details,all these men have in the main 
agreed that all the docunents found in the ^ent^teucl 

are likewise found in Joshua, and that all the marks 

of unity which are -^ound in the penjeteuch are like­

wise evident in the book of Jushua. It is true that 

the penteteuch is traditionally associated with the 
name of lioses, and that the death of Moses seems to 

fittingly conclude the narration of his life and worl 

But the promises and hope of the early part of the 

penteteuch are yet unrealized. The land of Canaan 

had been promised time and again. The principal

theme of the book of Joshua is the possession and

settlement of Canaan. Thus 

theme of the penteteuch and

Jos. compile,nts the 

a unity is discovered
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in the first Six ho'oks of the Bible.
not

• But the unity of which we speak i^ one of author­

ship, for there are inconsistencies, contradictions, 

incoherences, obscurities and reduplications, as well 

as other differentiating characteristics which would 

proclude such a conclusion. This unity of characterif 
t

tics would therefore seem a very proper theinS for

!

•

critical research and serves as a chord to bind togefchc 

the various elements which go to make up the structure 

of the hexateuch.

We have already implied that the Hex. in its pre- 

sent form is the result of more than one author. Let 

us now make an examination of the evidence which woulc 

warrant such a conclusion.

Unnecessary repetitions and duplications.

Scores of illustrations might be cited but 

we must confine ourselves to the consideration of the 

more prominent ones. In Gen. I:21--25 the creation 

of beasts and birds Is recorded. The same fact is 
repeated in 2:19. The creation of man is referred to 

in 1:27 and again in 2:7. We have the story of Abra­

ham's departure from his native country told in 11:31 

and also in 12:4. In another case we find the priest­

ly historian giving two explanations to the name

r

-

ar .
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Beershe’ba. In Gen. 21:31 the name is explained in the 
treaty "between A'braham and A’bimilecl, In Gen.26:33 

an explanation is given concerning the very same treal 
"between Isaac and A"bimileo. In "both cases the wealth 

and power of the patriarch made his friendship a thing 

to "be desired.

The duplications are often seen in the e-y.raology 

of a word. For instance, Isaac means laughter. In 

Gen. 18:12 reference is made to the laugh of Sarah •
when she hears the promise made to A'braham by the 
divine visitors. In Sen.21:6 the name is supposed to 

be derived from the laugh of Sarah when the child was 

born. . And again in Gen.17:17 the laugh of Abraham 

when he thinks he is too old to be the" father of a 

child. In Ex. 3:13 ff Moses does not knovz the name 

of the God-of his fathers, but the name of Jehovah 

comes to him as a special revelation. Ex.6:3 ff says 

precisely the same thing. The story of Israel’s mur­

muring and the giving of the quails is told in Ex.16 

and again in Hu. 14. In Jps.l2:l--6 and in 13:8--12 

we find two distinct descriptions of the territory 

beyond the Jordan, and both of these referenced are 

separate from a detailed account v/hioh is given in 

15;15"-31. The method by which Caleb obtained his

/

—
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portion of the land is narrated in Jos.14: 6--15 and n 
introdxiced again as for the first time in 15:13 and J 

more fully described in 15:14--19. These are only a 
few illustrations of the useless repetitions and dupli­

cations of the Hex. To be sure the above does not ” 
II 

mathematically prove that these books are the work of| 
more than one hand, but they do create a problem the I 

II II
II only solution of which is the documentary hypothesis «

of the Hex.
Contradictions and Inconsistencies.

According to the storjr of creation in Ex.I

plants and animals v/ere created first and man and worn Ln

was created last. In oh II man was created and then

II

II

plants and animals and woman was created last. Ao-‘ 

cording to Ex.7:12--17 and 8:6, 16, 12 the flood last 

ed fifty-four days but according to 7:24 and 8:3 it 

lasted one hundred and fifty days. In Gen.17:17 and 

in 18:11 it is considered an unheard of miracle for

Abraham, on account of his age, to beget Isaac but 

in 25:l--6 after Sarah’s death he is married again
and has several children. Contradictions often ap­

pear in the explanation of names. Issacher is suppos3d
to have been connected with the hire of the love appl|p

given by Leah to Rachafel in 30:15--16. But in 30:18



-6-

it appears ■that Issacher is connected with the hire 

which God gave to Leah-for giving her hand maid to 

tiher husband.
One of the most noted contradictions ig found in

Hthe account of the tabernacle. In Ex.33:7 it is local- 
ed outside the camp and is guarded by Joshua fv 11).

Il
But in Ku it is in the center of the ^ncampment and it 

in charge of the Levites. In Ex 18 the committee ap­

pointed to aid Moses in the affairs of administration 

comes from a- suggestion given by Jethro, his father- 

in-lavz. But in Deut.l:9--18 the proposal seems to 

come from Moses himself. In Ku.13:21 the spies go 
from^the Southern wilderness to the Lorth of Palistink 

In the next verse they only go as far as Hebron in 

Judah. Again in Gen.35:19 Benjamin //as horned near 
Bethlehem. A few. verses farther it is recorded that j 

all of Jacobs children including Benjamin were born 
in Paddan-aram. Again in Gen.5:19 two animals of 

every kind go into the ark. In Gen.7:2 only the 

unclean go into the arch by pairs while the clean 
enter in by seven pairs. V/e also ’find in the story 

of Hagar when she leaves Abraham's household in Gen. 

21, Islunael is a child which she can carry on her 

shoulder (21:14 LXZ). But according to chronology

II
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he shQuld. he quite a man as his father is now^yer 
one hundred (17:17 and 24) as he was eighty-six at 

Ishmael’s hirth (16:16). Hundreds of similar illus­

trations could he gathered.
The v/ant of continuity and order also argues 

against the traditional view. In Ex.19 Moses ascends' 

and descends the mount to talk with G-od at least four 

times. Immediately following in Ch.20 Moses ascends 

the mountain once and in Ch. 24 three times v/ithout 

any record of descent. Moses' pleading with God marks 

the close of Semitic legislation. And yet other reco: 
of the same legislation are found later Ch.27. Still 

another conclusion is found in 27:34. In iIu.7:l--9 

we find that Israel prepared to leave Sinai immediate 

ly after the completion of the tahernacle. There 
seems to he little space left for all the legislation 

of Leviticus. In the Book of Jos. we find two charac 

teristics hut they are scarcely sufficient to huild a 

conclusive argument. In one case it seems that the 
inhabitants of Canaan were completely des'troyed and 

driven out by Israel. Another set of references make 

it appear that the conquest v;as gradual and by tribes 

and that the land was never completely conquereM till 

the time o.f?tlie Kings,

■ds
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a: SXX5

Lifferences in Style.
ue have two accounts of the creation story.

In the first we have the events taking place in a 

syatematic and orderly way. The heavens and earth 

are made and finally the culmination is reached in 

the creation of man and woman. Everything is made 

out of nothing. God Wills and the thing is done. 

In the_ second record all things "belonging to the 

earth are created after man and last of all woman is 

created out of the rih of man. In this- account God 

walks and talks as a man. The style is picturesque 

and dramatic while in the first record the style is 

rythmatical and artificial. In Ex,15:22 and 4:1O--17

Hoses is pictured as being an able leader but a poor 

orator. He secures Aaron to speak for him while in 

Deut. he appears to be the most fluent and eloquent 

speaker of the Bible.
These meaningless repitations, duplications, 

contradictions, inconsistencies and the lact of con­

tinuity and order, together with differences in style 
form ample evidence to the open mind that the Hex.

was compiled from a variety of sources. Some have 

suggested that Hoses compiled Gen. and v/rote the 
rfflnftinfler of the Pent. But the evidence of compila
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bion is quite as evident in Sx. , Levit, , llu. and Lu. 

as in Gen.

How what was the probable method of compilation'. 
Phree hjqjotheses have been offered. fl). Conglomera­

tion, that framents were handed down by oral and writ­

ten tradition and tliat these were collected at a singl 
time and put into .something like a literary unit. fS)-. 

The second hypothesis is that there were a small ori­

ginal document and that this was enlarged upon and ex­

panded at different times by succeeding generations. 
(3). The third hypothesis in that of stratification. 

Phis implies that different documents vzere written 

about the same event- by different men at different 

times and that these documents were eventually collect 

ed and edited and later incorporated into the Hex. as 

we now have it. The majority of scholars agree that 

the third theory comes the nearest to the truth. It 

is quite probable, however, that each document before 

its incorporation was subject to revision by the re­

dactor or by previous editors. Each stratum or docu­

ment was undoubtedly the result of a gradual process; 

and that the whole was subject to a final revision. 
It also appears that there were certain fragments 

which did not belong to any of the original documents

i
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hut which, crept in to the final compilation.

There are well defined, reasons for accepting 

this last theory. According to their literary 

characteristics the documents seem to arrange them­
selves into few groups. And yet the characteristics-J 

are distinct in each group. A patch-work quilt is ||

II a good illustration of the blending of these document^.

The quilt itself is arranged according to a systema­

tic pattern. The various blocks of the quilt like­

wise have their own individual pattern. And by exam­
ination of each block we find that it is composed of 

pieces of different kinds of cloth and that these 
small pieces have individual characteristics. If 

these small pieces were put together they would form 

a complete pattern of their ovm.
This view of the Hex. can be supported by an 

examination of the several books. Hu. differs from 

the rest of the Hex. It is highly spiritual and ap­

peals to the emotions. In Ex. and Lev. and a large 
part of Hu. we find a series of religious and civil 

laws. We find rhitualism developed to a high degree 

The emphasis is placed upon ceremonial observance.

)( Here may be found the distinct codes which differ

LS

33C

in tone, spirit and detail in both civil and religio
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legislation.
Covenant, (D)

The codes are known as fC C) Code of th<

Lenteronomio, (P) or levitical or Pries- - 

ly Code. Let us examine briefly some of the oharacte

istics of these codes. In GO Ex.20:24--26, the altar

is composed of earth and stone. While in P. Ex..27; 

1--8 the altar is of acacia wood overlaid- with brass. 

The offerer was apparently himself the ptiest in CC 
Ex.20t24, In D. all priests and levites (iDu.l8;l) 

11
could offer the sacrafice, TZhile in P. throughout

Lev. the emphasis is placed upon the high priest.

Let us give another illustration of the differ­

ences of these codes. In CC we find three feasts, 
viz; unleaven^read, harvest and ingathering. All

II C

of which are distinctatively agricultural. In L.
"we again find three, hut are different in their naturL 

The passover is a memorial of Israel's escape from 

Egypt. The last two in D. are agricultural-weeks 

and booths. In P. we have six holy seasons or feasts- 

passover, wave sheaf, weeks, trumpets, day of atone­

ment and booths (Lv.23). In this list we have reli­

gious history and agriculture represented. Many il­

lustrations of this kind might be saved but these are 

sufficient to sho-w there are distinct differences in

the various codes.
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let us how examine the relation of the cod^ to 

the general narrative. V/e may begin with Gen, We 

find the mass of the hook is composed of paragraphs,

passages and chapters which use either the word 
Elohim or Jehovah as the word for God. As Jehovah 

is the wprd which is generally used in the O.T. and 

in as much as Jehovah was the word which was revealed 
to Moses as the name of God (Ex.3:15, 6:2--8.) it

It
II

H
I)

would appear that there must he some purpose in this 

irregular use of Elohim. Some have claimed that 

Elohim was used to represent a God of power and Jeho­

vah a God of love. But this theory falls when we 

examine the facts. In the two narratives of creatior

and the two narratives dealing with Ahraham and Saral’s

deceit, E. is used in one and J. in the other. In

fact the trro names seem to he used interchangeably.

On further examination it is revealed that each grouj 

has its own characteristics, J. is used consistent 
in stype and character. E.is divided into two dis- * 

tinct groups. One group resembling J. and the other 
II
somewhat like P. P.reveals peou3i'arr characteristics

in style and vocabulary. In Gen.l and 2 we often 
find repeated "After his (her or their) kind" (Gen.

8 6:20, 7:14, lev.11:14--29), These words occur nine
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/

•times. "Be fruitful and multiply," is another favor­
's.. .

ite expression. (Gen.l:22--28, 8:17, 9:7, lev.26:9).

and B. are considered by many as having a common 
source. The similarity between E. & J. has led to 

the J.E.classification which mean that in the final 

form it is the combination of the J. and E. sources. 
The main arguments for the belief that the codes and 

documents have distinct characteristics is that in 

many cases when they are pieced together they form a 

consecutive story. An account of Abraham’s life is 
found in the B, dociiment, pieced together (Gen.11:22 

--32, 12:4—5. 13:6a--llb, 16:1 & 3. 15 , 16, 17, 19: 
2, 29, 21:1a & 2b—5, 23, 25:7--lla.). This is a 

good illustration of the tenacity vzith whioh the re­
dactors held to the original documents. All through 

the Hex. sighs of these three sources may be found. 

B.l. & J.E.
It would now be proper to examine more in detail 

the characteristics of the different sources, nothin 

like an exhaustive examination can be made in our bri 
space. But we hope to indicate the principal charact 

istics resulting from critical study. The character­

istics of D. are easily recognised. It is destinct 

from all other sources. No careful observer could

3f

er-
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fail to note its hortatory nature. God as a spirit 
" (Du.4:12) pleads 'vith man and man pleads with God. 
II 
ii Love is the true expression of man’s relation to God

(16:5, 10:12). This element is so prominent that 

some have called Lt, the gospel of the Hex. Ceremony 
makes up a very small part of the hook. The aim of 

Lt. is to establish the worship of one God. In Lt 

6:4 he seeks to destory the Heathen Gods, 7:25. Svery 

Levite is a priest vz'ithout distinction, 17:9, 18:1, 
The stype of Lt. is smooth and flowing. He seems to 

enjoy the repetition of certain words and phrases. 
"Hear, 0 Israel", "Jehovah, Thy (or your) God," 

"That it may he well with thee," all of these phrases 

vzill he recognized as being in Leut. .nd scarcely no­
where else. How criticism has revealed that Leut.

is not composed entirely of L. but that traces of , 

L is found in other parts of the Hex. There are 

passages in Leut. v/hich seem to he rewritten by L. 
In other sources L. seer, s to have expanded his ori­

ginal sources. These, together with traces of L. 

elsewhere, has led to various opinions among critics-
It is generally believed that Leut. is the hook 

I which was found in the temple (2K.22) in the reign 
I of Josiah. The reform of this king carries out the



spirit of Lent. The destruction of the high places 
f2K.23:8-“9) and the estahlishinent of only one place 

of worship, the destruction of all idolatrous images, 

stress laid upon the prophetic order, all are evidence 
in favor of the above- position. Spiritual circumcisra 

Beut.10:16, 30:6, is in accord with this idea. And 
yet certain ideas of'Deut. is found in Isaiah. This, 

would seem to aid the contention,that Beut. was writ- I!
ten either in the reign of Mannasseh or Josiah. If 

the date is the reign of Mannasseh it was r^rohahly 

written by some priest in seclusion and highly colorec 

by the religious ideas of the times based ixpon the lav 

as he interpreted it. I'" this be true, it was probab­

ly hidden in the temple in hope that it would some 

time be discovered and put in forced. Some claim thai 

such an explanation would involve a moral difficulty. 
!
Others have held that it was a pious fraud fco get the 

king to accept these laws. In either case the diffi­

culties would disappear in uhe light of the times in » 
II which tie thing was done.

V/e will now examine the general characteristics 

of P. 1. V/e discover a love for, ceremonial law pro­

minent in Bev., Ex. and Bu. Gen.2:2, Ex.16;21--30, pre 

hibitions of eating blood. Gen.4, passover Ex.12:1--
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20, Job,5:-10--12. 2. Fondness for statistical Retails

Exact length of lives of patriarchs, Gen.5, Age of the 
father at birth of first horn, Gen.ll:’10--26, Exact 

detail of the ark, 6:14-^17, details of tabernacle 

Ex.25:31--17. 3. Tendency to symmetry and similarity

of phraseology in describing events Gen.l, repetition 

’’God said’’, ’’God saw that it was good,” "The eve and
X

the morning of the first day.” Gen.5 & 11 are like 

recurring formulas, except dates and names. Also 

in conclustion and introduction. Introductions: 

Gen.1:1, 5:1, 6:9, 10:1; Conclusions, 10:5, 20, 3; 

Ex.25:9, 50; Jos.13:3, The stories of P &re hut dry 

framework o'’ dates and ^acts and details. His stjrle 

is stiff and formal, poetry and feeling are conspicu­

ously absent. A large portion of Gen.l--!! belong 

to P. and several short historical references in the 

latter part of the book. Without question Ex.24:15--ip, 

25;1--31;17 and possibly 35--40 can be ascribed to P, 

Also the v/hole of Lev. and the most of Hu. evidently 

belong to P. also several short historical references 

in the latter part of the book. It is also probable 

that Ex.24:15--18, 25:1--31 and possibly 35--40 can 

best be ascribed to P. Also the whole of Lev. and 

the most of Hu belong to the same. Leut. 4:41--43,

11
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32:48~-52, 34:1, 7--9 and 34:7 is nsuallj^ ascriLed to

P. In Jos. it is soKiev/hat more difficult to trace P.

but traces are found in various places.

The date of P. could not have been later than

Solomon’s temple. The condition of religious worship 

in Jud. and Sam. would warrant such a conclusion. Others 

than priests could sacrifice I Sam.7:9, 10:8. The 

levitical lav; is disregarded by Elijah and Elisha.

Saci’i^ice and worship was not confined to one place 
as in the law of P. Then, too, by comparison of 

codes P. appears to be an elaboration of CO and I).

The artificiality o'’ the style of I. shows the author 

is conscious, that be is dealing vith a dead past,

Il There seers to be no historical event which vzould 

account for P. be=’ore the exile. The custom,and us 

age and laws established and codified by P. probably 

vere put in order about this time,
?/e will no'w glance at the J.E. sources. V/hen D.

& P. is taken from the Hex. we have a somewhat com­

plete and connected history of Israel -^rom Creation
” to the settlement in Canaan. It covers practically

tlie same ground as P. Some of the passages may be 
easily -determined as belonging to J.E,by the name of 

God which io used. But other passages where .the name

\
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of God does not appear the source must he determined, 

for the most part, hy literary characteristic. Nov; 

J. & E. are each composed of subdivisions. But a 

study of these subdivisions would require more time 
and space than is allowed to this discussion. But 

when all the passages which can he definitely ascrib­

ed to B, B, J. or E., there are still a number of pas­

sages whose S'^iirces are uncertain.
J.E. stands in marked contrast to P. There is 

movement and local color in their narratives. The 

life is real and natural. The stories never loose 
their individual inuerest. The author appears fami­

liar with the scenes about which he //rites. In E. 

God usually reveals himsel’^ by a voice or an angle, 
Gen.21:17. J. is anthropomorphic. E. makes God 

spiritual. In J, Jehovah indeed was the God of 

heaven and of earth but at times he had the forn of 

a man wo.lking and talking wif^ men. Gen,3-.8. 18:1, 

28:13. Jacob mistook God for man and wrestled with 

him. ■ In another case God went do’.vn to see the city 

and tower 'vhich nan had built. E. has mud to say 

jj about religious vorship in connection
!l places. E. mentions the holy tent of

with certain
meeting. Ex. 33

7--11. The above, together with many Obher distinct!3ns
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might Le enrimerated..
The fact that Amos and. Hosea often refer-to J.E. 

makes it quite certain that these sources originated, 
before their time. But it is possible that the refer 
ence was simply*^^^oral tradition. E. disapproved of 

human sacrifice and yet God accepts such sacrifice.

Gen.22. The reference to Abraham and Hoses as pro­

phets seem to limit the composition to the time vhen 

the profits //ere in the ascendency. It is probable 

that J.E. was an qral tx-adition for many centuries

before it came into its present form. This seems
ii
5 quite reasonable'for if the sources were placed in 

the time of Jereboan II, it would, make the story oi 

Joseih nothing but fiction. As a matter of fact, the
down from geheratiostory is probably a legend handed

to generation. Evidently J.E. was two distinct docu

ments. It is quite likely that the distinction be­

tween them is due to the Jewish compositor who placed

then in the ^orm ir^ which they were ^ound by the edi­

tor of the present books. And yet it-is possible 

they were blended together be'^re they ^ere used by

the later editor.
Anything like a complete study o the evolution 

and development of these various sources is beyond

I



the piirpose ard limits this paper. But ve will 

make a general summary as tn the prohahle method by 

which these well itentixied sniirces came to their
II
present ^orm. All literature begins with songs and 

poems. The exiteriences of the nation, the principle
II
[levents of the tribe .vas treasured in the memory of
II
••the people in songs and ballads. The deliverance of 

bhe Red Sea v;as incorporated in the song of Moses', Ex. 

15. The victory of Joshua over h" s enemies, Jos.10; 

12--13 and the triumphs of Deborah and Barak iJud.5 

vzere handed down to posterity in folklore which was 

held as a great treasure. The story of war and heroic 

deeds foimd pernancy likewise in the form of ballads. 

That old life was fierce and v* cions, as is revealed
II
in the song of Lamech, Gen.4:23, and the triumphant 

song 0^ Sampton, Jud.15:16. Thus it is little wonder 

that one o^ the -^irst books o'" Hebrew poetry vas call­

ed '^The V/ars of Jehovah". Hu,21:14. Jehovah is pictu: 

ed going before his people to battle and returning wi­

them fron victory. There is also the old book of 
Jashar which sang of Jehovah,(Jos.10:13) and David's 

elogy O\zer Saul and Jonothan. These poems 'vere un­

doubtedly a part of the early religious worship.

It was probably in the eighth or ninth centuries
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B.C. when the hirst attempt was male to collect these 
early sources into anything like a connected, history 
of Israel. The movement pr.ohably was started, in 

the school of the prophets. There seems to he two 
distinct accounts of these ancient events (J & B), 

and sometir. e -in about the seventh century B.G. these 

two documents seemed to he fused together v^ith such 

cleverness that it is hard to separate one from the 

other. A little later a code o’” laws .regulations 

and customs were found in the temple at Jerusalem and 

believed to have been written by Moses. These were 

published by Josiah and,put in force. This was knowr 

as D. Some little time later a historical setting 

was given to this law uogether with the settlement 

of Canaan and all forged into a whole which may be 
called J'.E.L. This work was likely done by the same 

prophetic school at Jerusalem. Some time later dur­

ing the time of the exile some priest or priests vdtl 

a high Ghurch tendency drew up another set o"^’ laws 

distinctively priestly and rhitualistic in the-ir 

nature. And later still, under Ezrh and ifeh^raialj, 

a new revision of the whole history and legislation 

took place. This revision gave expression to a 

hmerarbhal tendency. This was united with P. in the
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third, or fourth century B.G. and presents us witk.. 

the Hex. as we now have it.


