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Less than & century ago it was the common belief

L}

even among scholars that l.oses was the author of the

first five books of the Bible. The word~gentéxeuch

was applied to this set of books. It is iﬁ%omparatiV1
i1y recent times that Joshua has been added and the
word Hexateuch had beén substituted foriﬁentateuoh.
The reason for this change is found in the results

of modern biblical c¢riticism, It has been discovered
!that trese 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 013 Testament

has undergone many revisions, In fact, it is evident!
at every step of the way that these books are the

result of a complicated literary process, extending |

| over a long reriod of time. :

I About the first suggestion that Joshua belongs

I with the penteteuch ié found in the preface of Geddes
| Trenslation of the Bible in 1792. e says, "To the

| penteteuch I have joined the book of Joshua, both

because T conceive it to be compiled by the same
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Driver, Bennett and Addgs. Although differing in

._2_

a

author and because it is/necessary appendix %o the
]

history contained in the [lormer books." DeWette "

in 1808 and Bleek in 1822 after long years of investi-

gation and va%piiation between theories decided that i

the evidence was sufficient to zgﬂ%’the documentary

hypothesis which had already been suggested by J
5

Geddes. Tollowing in the foot-steps of these pionee

have been Schraeder, qulenverg, Wellhausen, Ngtke,

regard to details,all these men have in the main
agreed that all the docurents found in the @entc&teuc}
. m—_J
are likewise found in Joshua, and that all the marks
of unity which are “ound in the penteteuch are like-
wise evident in the book of Jushua. It is true that
the penteteuch is traditionally associated with the

name of lloses, and that the death of Iloses seems to

fittingly conclude the narration of his life and work.

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 Jos. complgmqnts the

o~
theme of the penteteuch and a unity is discovered




| in the first €ix books of the Bible. . .

| . But the unity of which we speak isr/loohe of author-
| ship, for there are inconsistencies, contradictions,
incoherences, obscurities and reduplications, as well
as other differentiating characteristics which wonld
proclude such a conclusion., This unity of characterig-
iItics would therefore se;m a very proper theme for
qJeriticalresearch and serves as a chord to bind together
the various elements which go to make up the structurg
of the hexateuch.

Ve 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 woulg
warrant such a conclusion.

Unnecessary repetitions and duplications,.

Scores of illustrations might be cited but
we must confine ourselves to the consideration of the
fmore prominent ones. In Gén. 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. W¥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




Beersheba. 1In Gen., 21:31 the name is explained iﬂ thg
treaty between Abraham and Abimilec{ In Gen.§6}55
an explanation is given concerning the very same treat
between Isaac and Abimilec. In both cases the wealfh
and power of the patriarch made his friendsh;p a thing
to be desired.

The duplications are often seen in the eE?mology
of a word. For instance, Isaac means launghter. 1In
fGen,18:12 reference is mgde to the laugh of Sarah
when she hears the promise made to Abraham by the
divine visitors. In Gen.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 lloses does not know the name
of the God .of his fathers, but the name of Jehovah
comes to him as & special revelation. Ex.6:3 ff says
precisely the same thing. The story of Isrsel's mur-
muring and the giving of the quails is told in Ex.16
and again in Nu. 14, In Jos.12:1--6 and in 13:8--12
we find two distinct descriptions of the territory
beyond the Jordan, and both of these references are
separate from a detailed acéount which is given in

15:15--31. The method by which Caleb obtained his
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portion of ﬁ;e land is narrated in Josfi4:6~~15 ana= i
iné}oduced again as for the first time in 15:13 ;H |
more fully described in 15:14--19. These are only a
few illustrations of the useless repetitions and dupli-

cgtions of the Hex. To be sure the above does not f

mathematically prove that these books are the work ofﬁ
IImore than one hand, but they do create a prbblem the "
g only solution of which is the documentary hypothesis I
of the Hex.
Contradictions and Inconsistencies.

According to the sbory of creation in Ex.I
plants and animals were created first and man and woman
was created last. In ch II man was created and then
plants and animals and woman was created last. Ac—

| cording to x.7:12--17 and 8:6, 16, 12 the flood lastf
Iled fifty-four days but according to 7:24 and 8:3 it
' 1asted one hundred and fifty days. In CGen.17:17 and
in 18:11 it is considered an unheard of miracle for
Abrsham, on account of his age, to beget Isaac but

in 25:1--6 after Sarah's death he is married again

and has several children. Contradictions often ap-

pear in the explanation of names. Issacher is suppo d
to have been connected with the hire of the love app E

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

I
i
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it appears that Issacher is connected with thq\hire

which God gave to Leah for giving her hand maid to !
I

ther husband.

One of the most noted contradictions ig found in
Kthe account of the tabernacle. In Ex.33:7 it is locat-
ed outside the camp and is guarded by Joshua (v 11).
"But in Nu it is in the center of the gncampment and ij
in charge of the Levites. In Ex 18 the committee ap-
pointed to aid Moses {n the affairs of administration

comes from & suggestion given by Jethro, his father-

in-law. But in Deut.1:9--18 the proposal seems to

"come from Moses himself. 1In lin.13:21 the spies go .

from ‘the Southern wilderness to the Liorth of Palistini.
Tn the next verse they only go as far as Hebron in "
[

Judah. Again in Gen.35:19 Benjamin was borned near

Bethlehem. A few verses farther it is recorded that “

all of Jacobs children including Benjamin were born
in Paddan-aram. Again in Gen.6:19 two animals of
every kind go into the ark, In Gen.7:2 only the
unclesn go into the arch by pairs vnile the clean
enter in by seven pairs. Ve also find in the story
of Hagar when she leaves Abraham's household in Gen,
21, Ishmael is a c¢hild which she can carry on her

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

B i 1




he should be quite a man as his father is now over
one hundred (17:17 and 24) as he was eighty-six at
Ishmael’'s birth (16:16). Hundreds of similar illus-

trations could be gathered.

The want of continuity and order also argues

against the traditional view. In Ex, 19 loses ascends’
and descends the mount to talk with God at least four
times. TImmediately following in Ch.20 lloses ascends
! the mountain once and in Ch.24 three times without
any record of descent. Moses' pleading with God markg
the close of Semitic 1egislation. And yet other recofds
of the same legislation are found 1atef Ch.27. Still
another conclusion is found in 27:24. In Hu,7:1--9
we find that Israel prepared to leave Sinai immediate
1y after the completion of the tabernacle. There
seems to be little space left for all the legislation
of Teviticus. In the Book of Jos. we find two characj
teristics but they are scarcely sufficient to build a
conclusive argument. In one case it seems that the
inhabitants of Canasn were completely destroyed and
driven out by Israel. Another set of references make
it appear that the conquest was gradual and by tribesy
and that the land was never completely conguered till

the time of:the Kings.

]




| _remsinder of the Pent. But the e¥vidence of compila
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Differences in Style.
we have two accounts of the creation story.
In the first we have the events taking place in &
systematic and orderly way. The heavens and earth
are made and ®inally 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 af%er man and last of all Qoman is
created out of the rib of man, In this. account God
walks and talks as a man. The style is picturesque

and Arematic while in the first record the style is

rythmatical and artificiel. In Ex.15:22 and 4:10--1¥

Moses is pictured as being an able leaderBut a poor
orator. Ile secures Aaron to speak for him while in
Deut. he appears to be the most fluent and eloguent
speaker of the Bible.

These meaningless repitations, duplications,

contradictions, inconsistencies and the lact of con-

tinuity and order, together with differences in style

form smple evidence to the open mind that the Hex.
was compiled from a variety of sources. Some have H

suggested that foses compiled Gen. and wrote the
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tion is quite as evident in Bx., Levit., Iu. and Du.
as in Gen. =

Now what was the probable method of compilation.
Phree hypotheses have been offered. (1). Conglomera-
tion, that framents were handed down by oral and writ-
ten tradition and that these were collected at a singl

time and put into something like a literary unit. (2).

The second hypothesis is that there were & small ori-

inal document and that this was enlérged upon and ex-
Eanded at different times by succeeding generations.
(3). The third hypothesis in that of stratpfication.
This implies that different documents were written
mbout the same event-b% 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 néarest to the truth. It
is quite probable, however, that each document before

its incorporation was subject to revision by the re-

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

dsctor or by previous editors. Each stratum or docu-

iment was tndoubtedly the result of a gradual process;
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but 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 |

are distinet in each group. A pateh-work quilt is ﬁ
| a good illustration of the blending of these documenys.

The quilt itself is arranged according to & systema-
| tic pattern. The various blocks of the guilt like-
| wise have their owﬁ individual pattern. And by exam-
jnation 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 ol their own.

This view of the Hex. can be supported by an

examination of the several books. pu. 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 Nu. we find a series of religious &nd civil

[
laws. We find rhitualism developed to a high degree"

The emphasis is placed upon ceremonial observance.

y Here may be found the distinct codes which differ

in tone, spirit and detail in both civil and religiojs




—
legislation. The codes are knovn as (C C) Code of ths
S

Cowvenant, (D) Deuteronomic, (P) or Levitical or Pries

1y Code. Let us examine briefly some of the character

istics of these codes. In CC Ex.20:24--26, the altar
is composed of earth and stone. While in P.‘EthV:
1--8 the altar is of Acacia wood overlaid with brass,
The offerer was apparently himself the priest in CC

Ex.20224. In D. all priests and levites (Du.18:1)

could offer the sacrafice. WVhile in P. throughout I

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,
vig: unleaven@%read, harvest and ingathering. All
of which are/;istinctatively agricultural. In D.
we again find three, but are different in their natur

The passover is & memorial of Isreel's escape from

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

and booths. In P. we have six holy seasons or feastsp

passover, wave sheaf, weeks, trumpets, day of atone-
ment and booths (Lv.23). In this list we have reli-
gious history and agriculture represented. MNany il-
lustrations of this “ind might be saved but these gre
sufficient to show there are distinet differences in

the various codes.

i
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Let us how examine the relation of the coQg_to

the general narrative. We may begin with Gen. Ve

find the mass of the book is composed of paragraphs,
passages and chapters which use either the word
Blohim or Jehovah as the word for God. As Jehovah
is the word which is generally used in the 0.7, 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
would appear that there must be some purpose in this
irregular use of Elohim. Some have claimed that
" Tlohim was used to represent a God of power and Jeho-
vah a God of love. But this theory falls when ve
examine the facts. In the two narratives of creation
and the two narrstives dedling with Abraham and Sarah
deceit, BE. is used in one and J. in the other. 1In
fact the two names seém to be used interchangeably.

On Turther examination it is revealed that each group

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
somewhat like P. DP.reveals peculiar characteristics
in style and vocabulary. In Gen.l and 2 we often

| find repeated "After his (her or their) kind" (Gen.

! 6:20, 7:14, Lev.11:14--29). These words occur nine

=
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times. "Be fruitful and multiply," is another favor-
ite expression. (Gen.1:22--28, 8:17, 9:7, Lev.26:9).
E2 and P. are considered by many as having a common
source. The similarity between E. & J. has led to
the J.B.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 l1life is
Pound in the P. document, pieced together (Gen.11:22
--32, 12:4--5, 13:6a8--11b, 16:1 & 3, 15 , 16, 17, 19:
2, 29, 21:1a & 2b--5, 23, 26:7--11la.). This is a
good illustration of the tenacity with vhich the re-
dactors held to thée original documents. All through
the-ﬁex. signs of these three sources may be found.
P.D. & J.E.

It would now be proper to examine more in detail
the characteristics of the different sources. IHothing
1ike an exhaustive examination can be made in our brijef
space. But we hope to indicate the yrincipal charactfer-
istics resulting from eritical study. The character-
istics of D. are easily recognized. It is destinct

from all other sources. No careful observer could
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fail to note its hortatory nature. God as a spirit
(Du.4:12) pleads with man and man pleads with\ésd.
Love is the true expression of man's relation to God
(16:5, 10:12). This élement is so prominent that
some have culled Dt. the gospel of the Hex. Ceremony
makes up a very small part of the book. The aim of
Dt. is to eétablisb the worship of one God. In Dt
6:4 he seeks to destory the Heathen Gods, 7:25. Every
Levite is a priest without distinction, 17:9, 18:1.
The stype of Dt. is smooth and flowing. Ie seems to
enjoy the repetition of certain words and phrases.
"Hear, O Israel"™, '"Jehovah, Thy {or your) God,"
"That it may be well with thee,” all of these phrases

will be recognized as being in Deut. .nd scarcely no-

vhere else. Wow criticism has revealéd that Deut.
is not composed entirely of D. but thet traces of
D is found in other prrts of the Hex. There are “
passages in Deut. which seem to be revritten by D.
In other sources D. seens to have expanded his ori-
ginél sources. These, together with traces of D.
elsewhere, has led to various opinions among critics:
It is generally believed that Deut. is the book
which was found in the temple (2K.22) in the reign

of Josiah. The reform of this king carries out the
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spirit of Deut. The destruction of the high E}aces
(2K.2%3:8--9) and the establishment of only one-place
of worship, the destruction of all idolatrous images,
stress laid upon the prophetic order, all are evidences
in favor of the above position. Spiritual circumcism
Deut.10:16, 30:6, is in accord with this idea. And
yet certain ideas of Deut. is found in Isaish. This
would seem to aid the contention,th?t Deut. was writ—u

ten either in the reign of MNannasseh or Josiah. If

the date is the reign of lannasseh it was probably

“written by some priest in seclusion and highly colored
by the reliigious ideas of the times based upon the law
as he interpreted it. I" this be true, it was probabq
1y hidden in the temple in hope that it would some
time be discovered and put in forced. Some claim that
such an explanation would involve a moral difficulty.

"Others have held that it was a pious frand to get the

"king to accept these laws. In either case the diffi-
I

culties would disappear in che light of the times in !
which tre thing was done. :
Vie will now examine the general characteristics
of P. 1. We discover a love for ceremonial law pro-
minent in Lev., Ex. and Hu. Gen.2:2, Bx.16:21--30, prq

hibitions of eating blood. Gen.4, passover Bx.1l2:1--
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20, Jos.b:10-~-12. 2. Fondness for statistical\ggtails.

Exact length of lives of patriarchs, Gen.b, Age of the
father at birth of first born, Gen.11:10--26, Exact
detail of the ark, 6:14--17, details of tabernacle
Bx.25:31--17. 3. Tendency to symmetry and'similarity
of phraseology in describing events Gen.l, repétition
"God said", "God saw that it was good," "The eve and
tﬁe morning o the first day.” Gen.5 & 11 are like
recurring formulas, except dates and names. Also

in conclustion and introduction. Introductions:
Gen.1l:1, 5:1, 6:9, 10:1; Conclusions, 10:5, 20, 3;
Bx.25:9, 50; Jos.13:3. The stories of P are but dry
framevork o° dates and °acts and details. His style
is stiff and formal, poetry and feeling are conspicu-
ously absent. A large portion of Gen.l--11 belong

to P. and several short historical references in the

latter part of the book. Without question E}:.24:15—~1r,
25:1--31:17 and possibly 35--40 can be ascribed to P."
Also the whole of Lev. and the most of Ilu. evidently
belong to P. also several short historical reTerences
in the latter part of the book. It is also probable
that ©x.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 Nu belong to the same. Deut. 4:41--43,
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32:48--52, 34:1, 7--9 and 34:7 is usually ascr{Ped—;o"
P, In Jos. it is somevhat 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. Othegrs

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

1Levitical law is disregarded by Elijeah and Elisha. I

SacriPice and worship was not conlined to one place

as in the law of P. Then, too, by comparison of
codes P. appears to be an elaboration of CC and D.
The artificiality of the style of I. shows the author
is conscious, that re is dealing vith a dead past.
i There seers to be no historical event which wonld
'account for P. beore the exile. The custom,and us
age und laws established and codified by P..prob&bly
vere put in order about this time.

We will now glauce at the J.E. sources. VWhen D.

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

plete and connected history of Israel from Creation
i .
to the settlewment in Cansan. It covers practically

I the sume ground as P. Some of the passages may be

easily deterrined as belonging to J.E.by the name of

God which is used. But other passages where the name
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of God does not appear the source must be determined,
2or the most part, by literary characteristic. ~Eéw
J. & E. are each composed of subdivisions. DBut a
study of these subdivisions wonld require more time
and space than is allowed to this discussion. But
when all the passages Whicﬁ can be definitely ascrib-
ed to D, P, J. or E., theré are still a number of pas-
sages vhose s~urces are uncertain.

J.E. stands in marked contrast to P. There is
movement and local color in their narratives. The
life it real and naturel. The stories never loose
their indiviinal inuverest. Tre avthor appears fami-
liar with the scenes about which he srites. In &,
God usnally reveals himsel” by a voice or an angle,
Gen.21:17. J. is anthropomorrhic. E. makes God
spititnal. In J, Jehovah indéed was the God of
heaven and of earth but at times he hzd the Torn of
& man wolking and talking wit' men. Gen.3:8. 18:1,
28:13. Jacob mistook God for‘man and wrestled with
him, - In another case God went down to see the city
and tower ~vhich .an had built. &. has muct to say
about religious vorship in connection with certain
places. E. mentions the holy tent of meeting, Bx. 33

7--11. The above, togelher with many ocvher distincti

DNS
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might be enumerated.

The fact that Amos and Hosea often referf%b J. B,
makes it quite certain that these sources originated
before their time. But it is possible that the refer
ence wag simply'gg’;ral tradition. E. disapproved of
haman sacrifice and yet God accepis suct sacrifice.
Gen.22. The refefence to Abraham and Moses as pro-
phets seem to 1limit the composition to the time wshen
the profits were in the ascendency. It is probable
+that J.E. was an qral tradition for many centuries
before it came into its present form. This seems
quite reasonable for if the sources were placed in
the time of Jereboan II, it would make the story of
Joserh nothing but fiction. As a matter of fact, the
story is probably a legend handed down from ge@eratio
to generation. ZEZvidently J.T. was two distinct docu-
ments. It is quite likely that the distinction be-
tween them is due to the Jewish compositor who placed
ther in the Torm in which they were "ound by the edi-
tor of the present books. 4And yet it.is possible
ttey were blended together be”-re they rere used by
the later editor.

Anybhing like a complete study o” the evolution

and developmsnt of these various sources 1s beyond
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the purpose ard limits o this paper. But wve will
. make a general summary as to the probable method by

Which these well itentified smnurces came to treir

o

present “orm. All literature begins with songs and

poems. The experiences of the nation, the principle
:events of the tribe vas treasured in the memory of
:the people in songs and ballads. The deliverance of
Lhe Led Sea was incorporated in the song of IHoses', Ix|
15, The victory of Joshua over h's enemies, Jos.l0;
12--13 &nd the triumphs of Deborah and Barak {Jud.5
wvere handed down to posterity in folklore which was

held as a preat treasure. The siory of war and heroig

deeds found nermancy likewise in the form of Dballads,
loyrat o1a 1ife was fierce and vicious, as is revealed
“in the song of Lamech, Gen.4:23, an{ the triumphant

song o" Sampton, Jud.15:16. Thus it is 1ittle wonder

that one 0? the “irst books o* Hebrew poetry vas call;

ed "The VYiars of Jehovah'", Nu.21:14. Jerovah is pictuy-
ed going belore his people to battle and returning vith
the& fror victory. There is also the o0ld book of
Jashar which sang of Jehovah,(Jos.10:13) and bavid's
elogy over Saul and Jonothan., These poems 'were un-
. donbtedly a part of the early religious worship.

It was probably in the eighth or ninth centuries
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B.C. when the first attempt was made to collect trese

N~

early sources into anything like a connected history
of Israel. The movement probably was started in
the school of the prophets. There seems to be two
distinet aooouﬁts of these ancient events (J & E),
and sometire dn about the seventh century B.C. these
two documents seemed to be fused together with such
cleverness that it is hard to separate one from the
other. A little later a code o7 laws,regulations
and cnustoms were Townd in the temple at Jerusalem and
believed to have been written Dby Moses. These were
pnblished by Josiah and put in force. This was knowny
as D. Some little time later a historical setting
was given to this law .ogether with the settlement
0f Canaan and all forged into a whole which may be
called J.B.D. This work was likely done by the same
prophetic school at Jerusalem. Some time later dur-
ing the time of tre exile some priest or priests with
& high ehurch tendency drew up another set o laws
distinctively priestly and rhitualistic in their
nature. And later still, under Ezrd and liehémial,
a new revision ol the whole‘history and legislation
took place. This revision gave expression to a

hierarthal tendency. This was united with P. in the
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third or Cfourth century B.C.

the Hex. as we now have 1it.

and presents us witk..




