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BULLETIN No. 15 

THE EIGHTEENTH ANNUAL 1ffiETING 

The Eighteenth Annual Meeting of tho Canadian Society of Biblical 

Studios was held concurrently with tho Twelfth Annual Uoeting of the 

Canadian Section of the Society of Biblical Literature and Exegesis 

in Knox College, liay 16th ond 17th, 1950. 

FIRST SESSION, Tuesday Evening, Nay 16th. 

The Pre sident, Professor F. V. "i"Vinnctt of University 

Colleso was in the Chair and the meetinG was opened with prayer by the 

Honorary President , Professor Emeritus J . H. Michael , urenty-three 

members and seven visitors being pr0sont. On r:totion of tho Secretary, 

seconded by Professor Willians, and carried, tho publication of the 

proceedings of tho Sovontoonth Annual Meotinr; , hold on l~Iay 31st and 

June lst, 1949, as printed in the Fourteenth Annual Bulletin, was takon 

as tho reading of the ~1inute s of tho last .Annual £jeetin -• 

CORRESPONDENCE : 

l. Letters expressing regrets for absonco were reported as 

havins been received fran Rev. J . R. Hurris , Canon R. A. Hiltz, 

Dr . N. Goro , Principal 1fT . R. Taylor . 

Notices of r esignation fran the Society 's nembership 

were received du ring tho year fro~ tho followinc : Dr . J . G. berry, on 

account of poor health; tho Rev . H. A. !~allow and Professor L. Bristol 

on account of removal to other fields . 



/ 

Page - 2 -

I\"EF3ERSHIP ldiD FINANCI1U.~ HEPORT: 

The Secre t a ry-Treasu r e r rero rt od that tho membe rship of the 

Soci ety numbe rs 69, of whnm 42 paid the fe e for the current year; tha t 

the Julletin for 1949 ho.d been mailecl t o a ll nenbe rsj that thoro was a 

credit bal~nce of $2 7. 83 in tho treo.sury, wi th a ll acc ounts pai d . 

HID-TiHNTER KEETI NG : 

The Se creta ry w~s instructed to havo the foll owing p rinted 

in full: 

"A sp ocio.l ~Ud -Winte r meeting of the Canadi an Society of 
Bi bl ic a l Studies was held on Fri clay , J anua ry 13th, 1950, 
in Trinity Co ll e~e , Tor onto . Tho members of tho Society 
me t for t ea at 4 p .m. and then adjournGd to the Library 
f or the meeti ng p r oper, which was p r eside1 ove r by 
Pr of e ssor F . V. "linnett. A public l e ctur e , illustrated by 
lantern slides, was given by Principal ~r . R. Taylor on 
"The Newly Disc ':lvered Biblic a l 11anuscrij_lts 11 • The mee ting 
had been adve rtised in tho Toront o news pt:p ers and was 
a ttondod i n l a r co numbers ." 

OTHER DUSIHESS: 

l. Pr ofe ss ors Parke-Ta yl or and vTilliams we r e elected auditors. 

2 . The f '"~ ll owinc we r e e l ec t ed as a N::mlino..t i nc Comr.J.i ttoe: 

Pr ofes s ors Gilm-:-ur, }lcCullouch and 1\nc r ows. 

3 . Nonino..ti ons t o menbo rship : the Rever end He r nan Gore, ?rofessor 

R. E. ~ ·;olfo , Dr. Louis Shein , the jievor end .. A. H. EcKenzio, the 

P:'.<ESIDEIJ TIAL ADDRESS: 

Professor F . v. Winnett delivered tho Annual ?residential 

Ad ri ro ss un:le r the title " Abrahan - the Friend of G~d ." 

Pr ofess' r D. K. Andrews , rep rescntinr; Knox College , welcomed 

tho mombo :rs t o the College . ~ofroshmonts were served . 
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SECOND SESSION, rrodne sday morning , 1\Iay l 7th . 

'I\venty-six nonbers and s everal visitors wo r e p r esent . 

The Audit ors Repo rt was received , showin0 the Treasurer's 

a cc ounts t o be i n p r oper or de r. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS : 

Honorary Presidents 

?resident 2 Professor T. J. l'Ieek 

Vic e - Presi d en t: Professor D. v1 . Hay 

Secreta ry-Tre as urer: Dr. G. H. Johnson 

Othe r nombe rs of the Executive : Professor J ohn Dow 
Pr ofe ssor il .B.Y. Sc ott 
Professor Mcrhers on 

Sec reta ry 1 s No te: Seve r a l weeks a fter the nee tinf , Pr of esso r ~.1eek 
de clined e l ect i on . The Executive was c onsul ted ar.d. it was unanimous 
that 1)r ofesso r D. K. Andr ews , Vic e - President of 1949-1950, shoul d be 
asked t o fill t he offic e of Pre sident for 1950-1951. Professor 
Andrews c ::ms entecl t o t his acti on of t he Executive and will therefore 
be Pr es i jent f or the current year . 

NOMI NATIONS TO llEMDERSHIP : 

The J.eve rend J . A. Ross , ],~r. D. C. 'L-ot he rsp8on , ~1r. D. 1\i 

Harne , the 1~eve rend J a r osl av Zeman , Dr. vT. T. l~:ccree . 

Thes e , t oge ther wth thos e nominated on Tuesday were elected 

t o membe rship. 

OTHEJ. DUSINESS: 

It was noved by Pr of esso r ~Ic Cull our,h , seconded by ?rofessor 

rt . J . Y. Sc ott, that the Soc i e ty spon s or l ocal neetings ~ f o. p ublic nature , 

a s a r e a rranccd ~y mornbe rs, and that the Treasurer be au thorized to meet 

the expenses incurred out of the fund s of the S"'c iety vv:L thin r easonable 

o..nd pr ope r limits. ClGi.TIED. 
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PAi?E:tW TIElill BY l.;IDIJERS a 

Profess or }~ • .iJ . Y. Scott - 11 A Kint;don of ?rio sts - Exodus 19:6 and Parallels 11 

Professo r D. W. Hay - "An Exposition of John 3 :16" 

1 rofessor ,;r. E. Staples - "S ome Aspects of tho Olcl Testar,lent r'rophets" 

I' rofessor J. S • . En.c:i.'ho rs on - 11 Sone Observc.tions on the Diaspora 

Terrainolo[.y in Joremio..h n.nd Ezekiel." 

Congratulations and bes t wis~s were offerod to the ?resident 

on his appointment as Director of the A~erican Schools of Oriental 

Research at Jerusalen for a twelve-nonth rcriod. 

Vli th a notion of thanks for the acconmodation and hospitality 

rovided by Knox College, adjournnent of the meeting was made at 

12:30 o 'clock. 

A.BR.AHMvi, THE FRIEND OF GOD 

Presidentia l Address delivered by Professor F. V. Winnett, 

University College, Toronto, at the Annual Meeting of the 

Canadian Snciety of Biblical Studies, held in Knox College, 

Toronto, on May 16th and 17th, 1950. 



AJRii.HAlll. , THE FRIEND OF GOD 

In the background of three gr eat religions , Judaisn, 
Christianity, and Islm~, stands the shadovry figuro of Abraham. 
Muhanmad called hin tho first monotheist and Jga r ded his own mission 
us a SUim'!l'""lnine; of the l1.rabs to return to the L.3ligion of Ab r aham . Even 
before Muhar:rrnad ' s time the Arabs had believed that the te!!iple at :Mekka , 
known o.s tho Ka'bah , had been foundod by Abraho.:m and his son Ishmael 
and in proof thereof p0inted to a stone near the door of the Ka ' bah 
which bore tho inprint of his foot (Qur 1 an 3 : 91) . Tradition said that 
this st ~ne haG served Abraham as ~ f oo tsto8l when he was building the 
temple . Today the little structure covorin£ the sacred stone is called 
Maqam Ibrahin, "the Place of Abraham" o Muhar:rrmd claimed that the 
Ka ' bah w~ s the first temple that was f ounded for mankind (3 : 90 ) and 
declared that , alth~ugh it was filled with idols in his day , it had 
orit;inally been dedicn.ted to the worship of the one t rue God . 
11'VVhon A~rah8l!l. and Ishmael ra/~..sor1. the foundat ions of the ter.1.ple , thoy 
said , 0 our Lord , accept it from us , for Thou art the hearer , the 
knower . 0 our Lord , make us also Huslims anc. our poste r ity n. ~~uslin 
people ; and teach us our holy r ites , and be turned towar ds us , fo r Thou 
art He who turneth , the merciful . 0 our Lord , raise up among them an 
Qpostle who nay rehearse thy siGns unto them and teach them the Book 
and wisdon, and purify them, for Thou art the michty, the wise " 
(2 : l2lf .). On the completion of tho tompl~ , God revealed to Abr aham 
the nature of the rites to be obser ved in nakinc pilr;rimaso to it . 

To this day tho c;reat fon.st which concludes tho annual haj j to Mokka 
is said to be i.n cor;J:",1emo ration of Abraham ' s sacrifice on Mt . II~Io riah . 
It is thus evident that in Islar.1 the fi gure of Abrahar:J. plays a very 
inp0rtant role . 

In Christianity ~lso Abrahan is more of a koy ficur e than 
is sonctimos realized . It was by an appeal to Abrah~ that Paul 
disproved the orthodox Jewish cl~im that obse r vaLce of the Mosaic Law 
was an essential part of truo relicion . Abrah~ cafle 430 year s befo r e 
tho Law of lbses , he points :mt in Galatians 3 he knew nothing of it , 
he never observed it , yet the promises were made to him . His fai t h 
took the .t lace of obedience to the Law . Tho true hoirs of the 
? romises , the true sons of Abrahan, nr c tho men of faith (c f . also 
aomans 4) . Thus the groat Christian doctrine of justificat ion by 
faith ratl-tor than by observance of the lHosaic Law rests on the example 
of Abraham. Christianity can only justify its bron.ch with Judaism 
and its existence qs ~ separate religion by coin~ back behind Moses 
to the saintly fiGure of Abraham. 

In Judaism Abraham fills the role of progenitor of the 
Hobrev1 race , in the widest sensa of that t erm, that is , oBbracine:; Arabs 
as well as Jews . Even more important he was the recirient of the 
divine promises tho.t the land f c~naan should be the eternal possession 
of himself and his descendants , v ho in nu..-:11Jer vrould ')e as tho star s in 
the sky and as tho sqn1s which are u~on the sh~ re of tha sea . Ab r ahaD­
thus suns up in hinself all thc..t the Jews believed rot:nrdint~ their own 
destiny and special relationship to God . The evidoncos of tho ~ivine 
fav .Jur for their ancest0r hurl boon very narkoc~ . On uore than one 
occasion tho Doi ty hnrl taken hi:-1 into His confidence and discussed Hi s . . . ; 
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plans with him . If Enoch walked with God , then it mi[ht almost be said 
that God walked with Abraham. It was rerhaps natural , therefore , that 
in Jewish traditi on A"l-::lro.ham should coBe t o be known as 11 the fri end of 
God". The earliest use of the eJP ression is found in Sec rmd Isai ah 
(41 :8) : 

" But you , Israel , my servant, 
Jac cb , whon I have chosen , 
The offs prinF-; of Abra.ho.n, my friend . " 

The expression recurs asain in a. prayer put into the mouth of King 
Jehoshaphat of Juadh by the Chronicler (2 Ch . 20 s7): 

11 Didst no thou , 0 our God , dispossess the inhabitants 
of this land before thy people Isr8P l , and cive it to 
the descendants of Abraham, thy fri .nd , f orever? " 

The Hebrew word used for " f r iend" in both passaees is 'oheb . The 
expressi on passed over into Is aQ as a 1 a , l Kh 1 . l All h 11 the frl· end of God", 
by which title Al:>raham is still be st known . Hebr~n , his home t .JWn , is 
today called el - Khalil , 11 the fri end", an abbreviati on of "the tm.m of 
the fri end of God . " 

It is clenr from this survey that Abraham is one of the most 
important fi cures in three ~rld reli cions . Tho que sti on naturally arises , 
who was this fi gure wh0 has loft such a mark on the religious thought and 
practice of a large secti on of mankind? Was he an historical person or 
a 9urely le gendary figure? There have been advocates of both points of 
view . Sane ree;ard him a s n ,1 thing nore than an eponyn , the mythical 
ancestor of the Hebrew race ; others :Jelieve that he was a fi gur e tcken 
ove r fr om Canaanite legend and sugcest that he was th8 Canaanite god of 
Hebron ; still others hold to the view that he was an historical 
individual who came t o he investe1 with the <iualities of an eponym. 
The most recent theory is that of Mr . H. St . Jor...n D. Philby, the noted 
Arabian scholar and explorer , ~ho in his book, The Juckcround of Islam 
(Alexandria , 1947) , identifies Abrahanwith Damqi - ilishu , the third 
member of the Sealand Dynasty in southern babylonia, whom he dates to 
the 19th century J .C. Philby gives two arguments in support of this 
i dentification . First , the name DamqJi - ilishu neans 11 His God is 
friend l y" or more simply, "the friend of God ", recallinG Abraham ' s title . 
Secondly, the first member of the Sealand Dynasty bears the nane Iluma-. 
ilum, noaning: "God is indeed God" , which succo sts that he was a monothelst . 
Thus Philby finds an historical basis for the widespread tradition which 
makes A~raham the first protagonist of nonotheisn, althoush , according 
t o his theory, it was really Abraho.n' s [rand fa -1er who ini tiatod the 
movement . The present paper is a study of the A~ruhruJ Legend to see if 
it is IJOSsiblo to clea r away the :nists and discern vrhnt lies at the 
heart of the legend ~ 

The first task facing the historia~ is that of subjectins his 
sources to critical ex!lTilination . He nust test thor.1 for literary unity 
and , if they pro-a to "1Je conposito , he nust seck to deternine the 
authorship , date , and tendency of the various strands disclosed . Unless 
this prel::ninary task is undertaken and carried through t o conpletion, 
any pro)osed rec'Jnstructi on of events can huvo but little value • 
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In dealing with the life of Abraham, tho only sources which 
vre possess are to be found in Gen. ll-25. It is exceedingly important, 
thorofare, that tho critical examination of th0so sources be conducted 
with care in order that we may discover their true character. 

The accepted theory regarding the compositionof the Abrahi'}Jn 
story, as of othe r parts of Genesis, is that the narrative in its 
present form is the r e sult of an intorwcavinc of three separate documents 
which are denoted by the symbols J,E, and P. Tho J and E strands we re 
woven together about 650 B.C. by a rednctor (Rj e ), and the P strand added 
by cmother redactor (Rp) ~bout 400 B.c. It has lonE_; been r odogni zed, 
hawovor , that tho the ory, stated in those siEplo tarns, Gives a very 
imp3rfoct picture of tho true situation. In particular, it fails to 
bring out tho f~ct that these throe strands or documents are themselves 
c omposite in chnracter, Gunkel , in his r;reat comr:J.Ontary on Genesis 
published in 1901, shovred that tho so-called J Docunont is ro o.lly conposed 
of a nunbor of ori ginally independent elononts so that it is better , in 
his op ini on, to speak of a J school of writers tho.n of a J Docw~ent . A 
reacti on asainst Gunk3l 1 s theory of fra c;nonts appeared in SBend 's 
Die Erz~hlunG des Hexateuch , publishod in 1912. Snond claimed that the 
J 11 frr:~{;nonts 11 could be arrancorl in two series t ') fom tw J continuous 
docw1ents , which ho l abe lled Jl and J2. He believed it possible t o trace 
these bv ~ ~8cunonts through the entire Hoxateuch. Ten years later 
Eissfeldt, in his Hoxatouch-Synopse , proposed that ono of these ti.o cu­
monts bo called L (~eco.use of its sem::in0 ly Lay ori[;in ) and the othe r 
J. He went Snend ono better by cla.ininc, t o be able to traco these 
documents beyond tho Hoxateuch into Juc1[.3 S and Sanuel . The Theory of 
a d~uble J strand (whether called Jl anQ J2 orLand J) was cast in 
doubt , hovv-evor , ~y tho f>tet that the docunonts isolated by Eissfeldt 
diffe r ed considerably frm:1 tho so is ola ted by Smond . 

In 1930 a now subgo sti on recardint; the comp osition of Genesis 
was made by Profoss or Pfeiffer of Harvard University. Pfeiffer clai~ed 
t o hnve isolated a document of Edonite or South Palestinian ori gin which 
he labelled S. To S ho a.ssir;ned all tho matoriD.l in Genesis which r.1ight, 
with s ome show of probability , bo regar od as of non-Hebraic ori cin, for 
ex~ple, the stories in chapters 2-11 re r;a.r cins tho creation and early 
hist~ ry 0f nankind , tho curious locend in C. 14, and tho story of Lot and 
the destruction of Soden and Gomorro..h in C. 19. To bolste r his theory 
of an Ecl.omite oricin for S, he had it end with tho di 6 ost of early 
Ed omi to hi st ') ry found in C. 36. It may well be dou )ted , hovrever, whether 
Pfeiffer has [ iVen sufficient c r ounds for lumpinc all this nateria.l to­
gether and callinr, it a c:.ocunont. His theory is rejected by the most 
rocont analyst of Genesis, C. A. Simps~n (Tho Early Traditions of Israel, 
1948). 

Since tho time at my disposal is limited, I shall not attempt 
to review all tho the ories which have been ?tdvancod in recent years 
re[ardine; the composition of tho book of Genesis or parts there of. The 
intorestc-:1 student will find convenient SUJTli'l.a ri '' S of those in the 
Introducti cm t:J tho Old Tostrunont , published by Pfeiffer in 1941 and in 
that of Bentzen of Coponha.r,en pu~lished in 1949. Tho noro i~portant 
theories will receive s ono mention in tho course of BY ~aper. 
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The first subject I should like to deal with is the division 
of the Abraham Story into J and E strandse Is this division well founded? 
the question i~ per~in?nt inasmuch as bvo Gorman scholars, Volz and Rudol~h, 
and one Norweg1an , ~ow1nckel , have denied that there over was such a ·thing 
~s an E Document. I myself have denied the existence of an E Document 
ln the.boo~s of Exodus and NU:r:lbors . Is thoro an E Document in Genesis? 
T~e. cr1tor1on.normally used. for tho identification of E material (after the 
e~s~ly roc ogn1za?le P m~tor1al has been ren1ovod) is tho occurenco of the 
d1v1ne name Eloh1m. Now if ::me re~ds througl1 tho Abrahnn Story and notes 
D.ll the occurr ences of tho divine nanes , he will find that the nrume Yahweh 
is. used alr.wst exclusively up t o tho boginnint; cf c. 20 when there is a sudien 
sTn tch t o El ohim. Tho use Elvhim c 'Jntinue s to pr,:;donin::1to t o tho end of 
C. 22 when there is a sudden switch back t o Yahweh (cf. 24:23 is p naterial) . 
T~o sudden appearance of the nane Elohir1 in Cc. 20-22 and its equally sudden 
d1sapp ear a?co ther eafter is strong evidence that theso chapters constitute a 
sopara te l1 torary source. The trunsi ti m fror.1 Yahweh to El ohin cannot be 
ac counted for, as it c~n in tho case of tho Exodus tradition, by the dr anatic 
~m::.ands of ~ho narrative ; hence it is nocess-:1ry to adnit that an E Docunont 
1s r1 ~r~sent 1n the b8nk of Gonosis •. This conclusi Jn is suppe>rtod by the 
~du1t1onal faa~ that C. 20-22 cons1st largely of variants of stories appear­
~ng olsewhoro 1n Genesis. Tho question as t o how far this E Document extends 
ls t oo large o. problem to be entoro r:l. up Gn horo since it vruld inYol ve us in 
Q study of the whole bo ok of Genesis. 

But was this E "Document" r eally IJ. docuncnt , a prir.,ary wri tton 
source par!tllel to the J Document, or- was it, as Eowinckel has naintai nod 
me r~ly an :::> r al trttdi ti ,ln on J which vras not inc crporated vrith tho latter ' 
un~1l the exilic pori 0d ? An ~rgument f or believing that it existed in 
Wrl tton f orn. is that vv.h on tho compiler of Genesis brought the J and E versions 
together, ~e f ound it ~0cessary to insert certain hur.oonizing naterial in 
~he J vers1on. Thus, 1n thoJstory of the expulsi on of Hacar in c. 16, he 
l~sertod two versos ( 9 and 10) in VJ'hich Hat;ar is orrl.erod. t o return to her 
rnstress, thor..;by pavin~ tho vmy f or the insertion of th'1 E vorsicm of the 
~ffiue incident in C. 21. If the E version had h&d only oral existence, it 
1 s e~tremoly doubtful if tho compiler of Gone sis vo ul d havo :pre served two 
vers1 ens when the sim~lost nrocodure woulc. hai."'e boon to recast the J story, 
o..dding whateve r elements wo r e dosirerl fron the cr.-.1 versi on . 

. V!hilo ttcre arc r easons , thereforrJ, for bolievinc th0..t tv.o written 
vers1 ons of tho Life 8f Abrahar.1 once cxi stod o.. J ·version an(~ an E vorsi 0 n, 
it is fairly ceotn.in that the E version is d~~cn::l .:·nt upon th; J version and 
c ~nsequently of later ori[in . Thus E's account of Sar h being taken into 
the ha rem of a forei gn nonarch (c. 20 ), with its atten:i_>t to explain away 
:~rah~ '? u~truth~ulness, c~earl? prosurposos o.. blavvledge of the J version 
v th1s 1nc1dent 1n c. 12, 1n vrh1ch the p~trinrch a')"Jears in a r athe r 
unftw~ura,)le ~irht. At the snno tine E nar:ifo sts a .L ~easuro of independence 
o f J 1n that 1t crmtains two stories nnt found i!. the J version, vix. tho 
st~ry of tho treaty whi?h 1 bra~1~ narle vri th 1 binolRch of Gerar (21 :22:32) 
ani th3 stJry ~r th0 tr1nl of AJrahm1's faith (22). 
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The E Document is or dinarily re 1;ar ded ~ s a northern , Israelite , pr oduct . 
But tho E story of the Trial of Abraham's Faith in c. 22 is pr obably of 
southern , Judaean , ori gin for it seems t 8 identify the mountain on which 
Abraham attemr t ed t~ off e r up Isauc·wi th the tem~le mount at Jerusalem . 
Tho ;? r oof of this is to ho found in the statement in 22 :14 that Abraham _ 
called the mountain Yarwrch-yir ' eh (Yahweh will .se c", or more probably, 
"Yahweh ho will see" ) , a nar.w which was still t o be de t ected in tho author ' s 
day in the express i on behar Yahweh yera ' eh ( 11 in the mountain of Yahweh he will 
show (pr e sent) himself"). Tho cho..nco fr on yir 1 eh t o yer a ' eh must have some 
connecti on with tho change in the 1.mrdinc; of the law requirint:; a~l Hebr ew 
males t o appea r three ti mes a year at tho sanctuary, where the same chance 
fr om yir ' eh t o yera ' oh has been made . Thus , i n Dt . 16 :16 and Ex . 34 :23 
the sL gn of the definite n.c cusati ve be f or e the ob j oct show s that the active 
f orm yir ' eh nust have ">)een nnce er.ploycd , ·~Jut i n all three places where the 
l aw ~ppears the verh is now vocalized ~ s yera ' eh , a ?D..ssive or r eflexive 
f orn . Oricinally the l aw r an , "Three tines in the yo ur all thy r.1.ales shall 
see (yir ' eh) the face of the l or d Yahweh," 1mt duo t o l ate r theolo gical 
scruples a~Jout see inG the fo.co of God this was alte r ed t o " Three t ines in 
tho yeur all thy r.1.el es shall present themselves (yera ' eh ) unt o tho face 
of the lorr-1. Yahvreh11 • In Ex . 23 :17 , the l aw refers t o any l ocal sanctuar y , 
but in Ex . 34 :23 and Dt . 16 :16 it refers t o the central sanctuar y , at 
Jerusalen . This makes it pr ~bable t hat the particular holy site referred 
t o in Gen . 22 is the t emple mount at Jerusalem. As is well known, the 
Chronicle r (2 Chron . 3 :1) and Josephus ( lillti~ . i . l3 . l -2) explicitly make 
this i dentificati on, althou0 h their testimony is of r elatively l a tedate . 
There is still the p r o,Jlon po sed by the fuct that Abraham is not elsewhe r e 
r ep r esontecl. as actually entering Jerusalem., but if the Chronicler and 
J ose?hus wore able t o i gnore this difficulty, the author of the E ve r sion 
ca.n have been a~J l e t o rl.o the same . If the story of tho Tri a l of Abraham ' s 
Faith be of J erus al em ori r,i n , then tho whole Eversion of the Life of 
A~raham must be of similar origi n . 

The dat e of the Eversi on is difficult t o dcte ~ine . The 
r e . r esentati~n of Abr ahao a s u ~rophet in 20 : 7 o.nd the rel a tively advanced 
ethic~l t one of the narrative mi6ht suGce st a d lte as l at e a s the seventh 
century B. C. 

Let us turn now to an ox~~inution of the J version of the 
patriarch ' s life . Gunkel re garde d this versi on ~ s compo sed of two o ri gin~lly 

inde~cndent collections of traditions , cne whi ch he l abell ed Ja and 
r esar dcd as oribinating at Heb r on , t he othe r Jb , o ri ~inatinc at Beershe~a . 
S. R. Driver does not seem t o have been gr eatly inprossod by Gunkel ' s 
cla or at e ~",nalysis for he nowhere nontions it in his own cor:u::entary on 

Genesis , pulJli shod in the We str.1inster series in 1904 . I3ut Skinner , who 
wrote t ho International Critical C.mnontury on Gono sis i n 1910, f ollows 
Gunkel 's analysis cl osely, ~lthou h not sl avishly . Incidentally, he chan~es 
Gunkel's synhol J a t o Jh , which is mo re app r opri ate in viow of its 
a ssunen He~ron ori f i n . 

Gunkel ' s theory of tvro inte rvroven strands is bn. sed , in the 
first l. l ace , on the a. ssu.r.1r ti on that .f~..'J raho.n made only one visit t o the S;'Ot 
be tween Bethel and · i , whe re a s acc or dinc t o the present f om of the t r adition 
ho mn.d.e tw'l visits . Inasmuch a s Jl..l) r ht>Jil is now hero ol se represented as 
payin[ two visits t o tho same s .t ~t , thoro do seem t o '.Je good grounds fo r 
Gunkel ' s suspicions . I n order t J reduce tho n~ 1e r of visits f r om wro to 
one , Gunkel cut out all tho material (12 : 9- 13 :2 ) se~arating the no t ices of 

... ; 
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the two visits and as si Enod it t o anothe r docunent (jb) . Gunkel w~s quite 
ri ght i n sensint; thut there is something peculiar u,)out the uvo references 
t o Al:lraham vi si ti n[~ the s:. ~t between Be t he l and .i~i but he foiled to po rc oi vc 
what the r eal iifficulty is. It is n;t thD.t thoro ar c two references ,)ut 
that there is any reference . vVhy is J.~.:) r ah'3..r::.nade to bo the founder of a 
nu...T!l.eless sanc tuar y , one , no r enve r, which neve r seer.1s t o have ~1layed any part 
i n the actual reli r; i on of Israel? And is this th'J sort of fact which the 
~.: opula.r nenory was a~~"") t to select for renem,)r anco ? 

Our :;:o r plexi ty is incroaso'l v.rhon wo turn to tho account of 
Abrahun's second vi sit to this site (13:3f) . In this story the site is nade 
the settins for tho separation be two on N1rah~"J:1. a..nd Lot . From this spot Lot 
is said t c have r a ised his eye s and looked out ove r the whole kikka r of the 
J ordan and , seeinG that it was well watered, to have chosen it as his pl a ce 
of settlement . Yiliilo Sndom and Gomorrah are not e~ licitly mentioned as 
cor.J.inc 1.v:ithin Lot's r anrc of visi on , it is implied that his gaze re ached 
be yond them t o the most southe r ly of the "citi es of the kikkar", namely, 
Zoar (13 :10) . But it is physically in~!ossibl'G to sec to the s8uth end of 
the Dead Sea from any s~ot ~etween Bethel and Ai . ~~o s oluti ~ns of this 
geog raphic al pr obler.1. have been sugce sted . One is to shift the site of 
Sodom and Gomorrah and Zoar t o tho north end of tho De ad Sea ; the other is 
to emend t he text of 13 :10 and re ad Zoun for Zoar . The objection t o shiftinG 
Sodom, Gomorruh r-tLd Zoar t o the north end of the Dead Sea is tha t traditi on 
is unanimous in l ocatinG them at tho south end . Tho [ r eat salt cliff , five 
niles l ong and six hundred fe et hich , a t the south ond of the sea is still 
called Jebel Usdun, "the nountain of Sodum11 , and Zoar is almost certainly 
t o be i dentified with the vill age of Zughar whi~h still existed i n nedieval 
time s and which l ay either at or near the south end of the Dea d Sea (cf . G. 
l e Strant;e , P·lestine under the Mo slems , pp . 286 ff . and G. A. Smith , 
Hi st . Ge or~ ., p . 506, nn . 5 and 6 ). The o Jj ec ti on t J enending the text to 
Zoan is that we have no authority for do inc so apart fran the Peshitta 
Versi on , whe r e the ro adinc r.1'ly very well represent o..n ut t enr· t to r enovo the 
geor r aphi cal _? r obl em r aised by the Fc. s soroti c text . 

But if the l 'Ia ss oretic t ex-t be rota. i ned , how can the geogr aphical 
pr ob lem ~c solved ? There is ;nly one solution, nrrnely , t o rccard l3 :3f . a s 
a later , mistaken attonpt t o i den tify t he si to of Lot ' s s eb~o.rati on fr om 
Abrahan . If these verses be cut out, the narra.tive ho..s the seJarati on t ake 
pl a ce at a s~ct ne~r Hebron . Such a ~o tin: r ai se s no eeo6r aphical pr obl em, 
f or it is st~ted in 18:16 and 19 :27 f , thut fron a s:)ot near Hehron Sodom 
and Gomorrah were visible . liodern tr~vellers also as sert that fr om the 
village of Beni Na ' ims three miles cas t of HeJ r r;n , it is po ssible t o see 
the Dead Sea , oi [;hte on niles away , thr ouch g:a.:rJ s i n the hills . The re a son 
that the si t o of the sopara ti on cane t o ~~e shi ft od t o a a.pot farther north 
was that in l at e r time s the teT'.J'Tl. kikkar was usod t n deno t e the Jor~an valley 
~nd e spe cial ly the ~) l ain of J e richo, a s Dt . 34 :3 (? ) clearly indicate s . The 
"citie s of tho kikka r " wore , therefor e , now thout_:ht of as h'J.ving been 
situated sonewhe r e a t the north end of the De ad Sea . Since this re [ i on 
cannot be se 0n frr;m any s~ot near Hebron, it VID.s ~ssuncd that b r aham must 
have flove~ farther north be f or e the separation fr Jm Lot took pl ace . T~ make 
this clear and to avoi d the geographical r r obl enwhich aroso f r om the l a te 
use of the torm kikkar , l 3 J3f . was i n ser t ed int~ the ori ginal traditi on , 
the effect of which was to i dentify the scene of the so~arati on with a spot 
between 3ethol and Ai , perhap s Jurj Jeitin , fronwhich it is possible to 
look down into tho J or dan Valley and t o sco t o tho north end of the Dead Sea . ... ; 
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An attempt was made to hallow tho si to by clair..ing that Abraham had built 
an altar there. If 13a3f. be a later insertion into the tradition, 12:8 
must be tho same, for the two pas sage s stand or fall together. 

It begins to appear that tho solution of the problem sensed by 
Gunkel in chapters 12 and 13 is to be f ound, not in a theory of two inter­
woven primary sources, Ja and Jb, but in a theory of one primary document 
which has been modified by a l ater editor. 

There is another problem in chapters .12 and 13 which Gunkel 
failed t o see . It is the problem raised by the divino pronisos t o Abraham. 
In 12a2f. we r ead that after commanding Abraham to leave his home and 
kinclred and depart for an unkn; wn country, Yahweh promised t o make hir.1. into 
a t;reat nation and to ble ss him abundantly. "Those who bloss thee I will 
bless and those who curse thee I will curse, and through thee shall all the 
families of the gr nund he blessed ." One difficulty in the way of regarding 
this pr omise as an nri sinal part of the Abrahan tradition is that the idea 
that Israel will be a blessing to mankind does not appear elsewhere in 
Hebrew liter ature until a relatively late period, in Jeremiah (4a2) and 
Sec ond Isaiah (42sl-7); 49a6; 53t4ff.), i.e., until tho sixth century B.c_ 
at the earliest, and no one believes that the Abro.hoo1 Story originated as 
l ute as that. A sec onn difficdty arises from the fact that the whole 
spirit of the story requires that Abraham respond to the divine call un­
influenced by any hope of reward. To have Yahweh hold out a bribe at the 
beginning weakens tho force of the story which presents Abraham as a model 
of unalloyed faith. If l2t2f. be omitted as a later inserti on , there is 
no mention of a reward until after Abraham has obeyed the divine comr.1.and 
and the goal has been reached, which is surely the proper placo for it. 
"Then Yahweh appeared unto .Abrahan and said, To thy seed I will give this 
l and" (v.?). Some later editor, dissatisfied w.i. th this b rief promise, 
p l aced a l onger one in Yahweh's mouth, but in true editorial fashion, he 
inserted it in a mGst inappropriate place, at tho beginning of tho story, 
befo re Abraham has earned a reward. 

Another promise is found in 13:14-17 who re, a fter the departure 
of Lot, 1 ahweh tells Ab r aham t o l ook out over the land of Canaan, north, 
south, oast and wost~ and says that it is t o be all his. Ynmveh also 
pr omise s to nake his ~oscendaota a s the dust of the earth for multitude. 
Scholars have generally rec~cnized that this section, with its promises, 
is a later expansi1n of the ~ri cinal traditi on . 

The pr omise appended to the story of tho Trial of Abraham's 
Faith, 22 2l6-l8, is alsr) recoc;nized t o be a later addition. 

If the three promises mentioned are compared, itr.will be found 
that they are strikint;ly sinilar in vocubulo.ry and point of view. In 
fact, the similaritie s are s o marked that there can be no reasonable doubt 
that they pr oceed from the same hand. A study of the whole book of Genesis 
would show that they come frm:1 the coi!l.p iler of the book. The orisinal 
Abraham tradition contained the single brief pr omise found in l2•7s 
"To thy seed I will give this land". This gave the compiler tho idea of 
placin~ other pror.1.ises in the Deity's mouth end of distributing them at 
strategic intervals thriJut;hout tho story. Further supi~ort of this 
conclusion will aj)pear as we pr'ceod. 
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Let us turn now to c. 14, one of the most curious parts of the Abraham 
l egend. The chapto~ ~elates how in tho time of Abraham five pot~! kings 
in the Doad Sea aroa, the kings of Sodom, Gomorrah, Admah, Zebo11m and 
Bola, revolted against their overlord, Chcdorl~omor, king of Elam. Tho 
r esult was thl).t Chcdorln.omor and his allies, one ofwhomwn.s Arn.raphel, 
king of Shinar narched dO\iJn through Transjordcm, appar ently to the hoo.d 
of the Gulf or' 'Aqaba , thr.m turned west . and r avo.god north~rn Sinai , tho 
country of the Amal okites , before strikinG in towards the1r r oal 
obj ;ctive, Sodom n.n~ Gorm2or ah . Tho five patty kings of tho Doad ~ea area 
narche~ forth t o r.1.00t tho invaders and a c r oat battle t ook place 1n the 
Valley of Si .-1cUm., which, acco riing t 0 v . 3, occup i er1 the si to where tho 
Do~ Sea later stooi. (The author of c. 14 ovi ~ontly thought of the 
Dead ·sea ns :~rigino.tinf; at the time Jf tho dcstructi ·;n of S;1om ancl 
Gor.1.orrah, narrated in c. 19). In tho battle tho four gr oat nonarchs we re 
naturally vict~rious ovo r the five Dead Soa kinslots; Soion and Gonorrah 

· " A f 't' d wore pillag0 n a.nrl. L0t w?..s carrie:i off a pr1 s c:;1e r. ug1 1ve cane an 
t ol rl. Abrahn, tho Hobrev1, wh" was living beside tho torebinth 0f :Manre" 
at Hebr :~m . .1\hraham e,t •Jnco rounded up 318 folJ..::>wors a.ncl pursued the 
invaders. Overtukinb thorn at Dan, he r.1.a0.e o. surprise attack up on ther:l 
a t night o.nd put then to flight. He continued tho pursuit as f a r as 
Hobah, north of Do..na scus, and mannged t o r ocovo r all the lo0t as well as 
L")t. On his way back homo t o Hebron, Abrc..ham stoppo·! '~Ut s~ io t~e walls 
.::> f Jerusalem (hore called SaleR) an1 paii his respects t? 1ts ~1gh priestly 
kin~. Molchizeiek, oven presentin~ hin with a tenth of h1s spo1ls. 

That there is a subqtratun of history in Gen. 14 is r e cognized 
by all schol ars. The no....r:1es of tho four kin[ s nenti ·mcd in v71. appoar 
t o ~e [Gnuino, al th ::uch thoir i:lentificati on ronni~s :m?orta1n. Tho 
nanos of tho Dean Son kinr s, however, seen tJ 1 o f1ct1t1 ous . Thus the 
kint:; of Sod.::>r.1. is called Bera, which moans "the son ; f ovi l 11 

; tho king 
of Gomorrah is c ~lln ~i. Birsha, which mc'lns "tho son of wickodn0ss", 
sco.rc r; ly hist orical names. Mo r eover , tho ffl.ct that each kin['S nano 
contains exactly tus ~any l etters as that 8f his city succo sts that tho 
names of all the Do nrt Soa kincs aro artificial forno.tio:p.s • 

The fictitious and f anc iful character of nost c. 14 is 
in·licated by a nur.111or cf f eatures. 

1. Tho i~no ssib lc, not t 0 say inpossible, r Qute taken by 
tho invadinG army. In~ viow of tho ·Y~d. s invol vod, the 1utc;me of a direct 
attack on Sot, om an~l G;morrah coul :l not 110 in iouht. Yot such an attack 
is postpnncd until a l:mr, roundab;ut, cxhaustinc anri ,_ oiJ.\tloss march 
thr out;h rlesert country hl).s ~X'len accompli sho..-:. 

2. The clai~ that Abraham with 318 ncn routeu tho cJmbinod 
arni c s of four of the leading monarchs of the day is absurd. Granto1 that 
a surprise attack at ni ''ht mie;ht have croatod 1 stampede , the assertion that 

b 4 . · h' h Abr aham pursuod the onemy to a po int away north of Dar..ascus, ':ur1n;.w 1c 
timo the tiny size of the pursuing force nust havo boc::n:1e o~v1ous, lS 

fantastic and brands the whole story, a s far as ll.brnho.n is concerned, a s 
based on fnncy o.nd not on historical fact. 

3. Tho author's desire to inpart an air of antiquity to his 
narrative is so o~vious as to ar8use sus1ici on , ospocio.lly when archaisms 
are foUlld interspersed with vrords and expressions of C.efini tely l ate origin. 
Thus in referrin; to the p'l sSa[e of the invadint: host throuch Transjordan, 

- ... ; 
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the author eJllploys the names of tho prehistoric inhabitants . of that r egion, 
the Rophaim of Bashan, the Zuzim of Arnmon, tho Ertim of Moab, the Hori te s of 
Edom. But he ~lso o~ploys words such as rekush, yelidhe baith, and 
nephesh in the sonso of "person", all of which cto not arpear in Hebrew 
literature olsowhoro until a relatively late period . It is w::rthy of note 
also that the name which the author cives to the king of Jerusalem, 
Mel chi zedok, has a suspicious ro semlJlance to Actoni zedek, tho name of the 
king of Jerusalem at tho time of Joshua's invasi on, and is l>robably 
modelled upon it. 

The only sonsihlo deduction fr0m all this is that c . 14 rep ­
r e sents a lato attorn, t t ') riute Abraham ~;y ass ocio.tinc him vvi th fou r fOiilJUS 
kinr;s of tho rast vrh') fi~~ured in s ':lmo legend currant in the author ' s day . 
Thus, even th:mch schol:-trs succeo(l in i(lentifyin.- those kinc s., it will 
still , ) G necessary t o .• rove that A:Jrahill11 1 s ass ociation with then rosts on 
somethin[ n ore sul1stuntial than wishful thinkin1:e 

There is more to c . 14 h0vrevor, than an attempt to date J~bro.ham . 
It is als o an attern..,.)t to bring tho :;:Jatriarch in " rolo..tions with the 
J.Jrusalem sanctuary. In the acc ount of .Lurah~r.1 1 s mover.1ents in ccs . 12 and 13 
thore is no nenti on of Jerusalemo But it was intolerable to the later pr iests 
of Jerusalen, espocially after the hostility with the Samaritans reached an 
acute j: itch, to have tJ adnit that the forefather of tho Hebr ew r a ce had 
vi si te 'l Shechom anri f ,;underl the sanctuary there and ignored Jerusalem . So 
they invented a story of such a visit . Since it was woll known t hat 
Jerusalem wax not in Hebrew hands until David 1 s timo, they did not represent 
hi~ as actually ontorin£-: the city ">ut had him }'ay his re spocts to its ­
p r1estly ruler outside the walls . Moreover, t o counteract the tradition 
f?und in the Jacob st 'J ry accordinc to which Jaco~ had unr1ertaken to pay 
t1thos t o Bathol , tho chiof sanctuqry of the N0rthern Kincdnm , they 
ro~rosontod Abrahan as payinG tithes to the hi [ h rriest of Jerusalen, the 
ch1of sanctuary of the Southern Kinc;dom . 

Tho god of Jerusalem at this time is said to have been El Elyon 
h . h II - - J w 1c r:J.Gans God the Exalted One" or 11 Gori 11tost Hit.;h" . Helchi zedek 

hlesse s Ai-:1raham in tho name of El Elyon, while A~lrahOJ-n , in his reply 
identifies this [Od with Yahweh . 11 I have svvorn '>y unliftod hand to Yahweh J. , 

El Elyon , tho ownor of heaven and earth" . Tho o.uth:Jr of Gen . 14 thus 
wishes t c imDlY that ov(m in Abrah11m ' s time the true God , Yahweh , wo..s 
worshipped in Jerusalen, althoueh under the name of El . May not P ' s 
insi stenc•J that Yahweh was not kn :.1wn to the ·;atriarchs by his real narr.e 
but only as El ha,ro boon anima ted 1Jy a c.o sire t :; support this claim 
rego.rdinf Jerusalem? 

Lot us turn n0w to c . 15 , tho sto r y of tho t:roat covenant which 
God mac'to with A'r:lraham . Tho narrati vo falls int.) two i:Hlrts . In t ho f i rst 
part (vv ~ l - 6) Yahweh promises A~rah~ an heir ~o rn of his own body . Then 
he took him outsido and showed him tho stars unr~ said , "So shall thy seed be ". 

" And ho boliov=.:.rl Yahweh , wh·1 reckoned it to hi.."'l -:.~ . .:; ri&~htoousness ". This part 
of tho st0ry n'Jviously has a ni[Sht sottinc . Rather stranbely the second 
part (vv . 7- 21) , which narrates the pr·Jnise of tho land of Canaan , has a 
s Jmewhat earlier sottinc , since tho scone or ens ')ef1ro sunset . In spi t o of 
the fact th~t tho chaJter falls int; bvo Jarts , tho d~cur.tontary anal ysts do 
not follow tho natural division but n.ssie:n rortinns of each secti on to J 
and E. Tho weakness ·)fall their !lnalyses is that no two of t hem agree . 

• 
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C. A. Simpson rejects any attempt to separate tho narrative into two threads 
and gives strong arguments for believin6 that tho chapter is a late 
composition throughout . It is true that tho story is not very skilfully 
composed in that the second part has a somewhat e~rlior setting than the 
first part, but slips of that kind are frequently mot with in editorial 
n.ddi ti ons . 

Gcn . 15 gi vo s tho best pi cturo of a covenant ceremony :v ~- be 
found in tho whole of tho Old Tostanent . But a sacrifice of tho covenant 
type docs not seem exactly appropriate for a tr::msaction v;here only ~ne 
party ~ssumes !lny responsibility . Yamreh reveals to Abraham the destiny in 
st'Jre for his descendants: they will bo slaves in a foreign land for four 
hundred ye~rs, four generations , at the end of which tine they will return 
to Canaan . And Yahweh undertakes to give then the land of Canaan , in the 
widest sense of that ter m, from tho River of Egypt to the River Euphrates . 
But Abraham, on his part , does not unrl.ertn.ko to do anything; he assumes 
no responsibilitywhatsoevor . 

A divino promise of tho lnnn of Canaan has already been met with 
in 12 ;'7 and in 13 :14 -17, but the soler:m and avrosome setting t;i von to tho 
promise in c . 15 shows that the author attached some special significance 
to this occasion . What can it have been? I think tho anSV'rer is clear as 
soon as we ask , Where was this particular promise mado? It was ma~o at 
Jerusalem, as reference to tho end of c . 14 will shmv . I ~Jll quite aware 
th3.t scholars regard c. 14 as frorr: another hand nnd deny that there is any 
original connection between it anQ c . 15 . But they nave thereby deprived 
c . 15 of any defini to settinf, o.nd robbed the st,-.. ·y of its real point . There 
are actually literary connections between ~he two chapters which sucgest 
that thoy emanate from tho sane hand . Thus the word rekush (rare outside of 
P, the Chronicler and Daniel) occurs in both chapters (l4:llf ., 16,21 and 15 , 
14 ) and the root men (nig£en in 14:20, na£hen in 15:1; cf . Skinner , p . 278) . 
It is only -vvhon 14 and 15 a r c taken as a unit that the roe.l signific~nce of 
15 bocones clear . Havinr, brouEht Abrahan to Jerusalem, tho author cannot let 
him riepart without a revelation fr om Yahweh anti. he takes care to make it the 
most inpressive of all the revelations to tho patriarch . It is as thous h the 
author wished to assert that , while Yahweh nay have revealed hinse l f and made 
promises to Abraham at other sanctuaries , it was at Jerusalem that he made 
his most s olemn covenant . 

If time ?ermitted , it coulrl. be shown that the remaining chapters 
of the J version , 16 , 18 and 19 , like those alrea:iy studied , shovv evidences 
of havinb been mo~ified or expanded by the compiler of Genesis . 

To sum up , tho J version , in so far .... s it has been pre ser-ved , 
c~nsiste~ of 12 :1 , 4a , 6f., 9- 20 ; 13 :lf . , 5 , 7a , 8- 13 , 18 ; 16 :lf ., 4- B, llf .J 
18 :1-16 , 20 - 22a ; 19 :1- 28 , 30- 38 . This material represents the earliest 
r ecoverable forn of the legenr1. , Just how early it assumed. this particular 
form is r ather difficult to detercine , but tho fact that it depicts Abraham 
as foundin~ only bvo sanctuaries , Shochem and Hebr>n , SUGLests that it comes 
f r om a period when those bYo were the leadinl~ sanctuaries of the Hebrews , 
i . e ., the pre - Davidic ;_Jorio-1 . I vrC'uld suc2est ':1 riate ':lbout 1100 B. C. 
Some nodern scholars are claining that tho social customs mentioned in the 
t r adition indicate that it datos from a ~oriod sovoro.l centuries earlier and 
in pr oof of this assertion point to tho cl '>S8 rarallol s ~etwoon pat r iar chal 
customs and Nuzi cust0ms of tho 15th and 14th centuries B. C. (Cf . H.H. R~ley, 
"Recent Disc'"'ve r y n.n-1 tho Patr iar chal AL;e", Bull -tin of the John Rylands ... ; 
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Library, Manchester, Vol. 32, 1949, P~ · · 44ff.). But in view of our ignorance 
of Palestinian customs around 1100 BaC., is it necessary to go back to Nuzu . 
for pa r allels? And how is it that the closest sup~osed paral~el b etween Nuz1 
custom and patri archal custom happen s to be found 1n c. 15 whlch, as we have 
seen, is one of the la1;er accretions t o the Abraham legend? 

The J versi on of the Life of Abrahan probably originated in 
Judaea in ~w of the fact that the patriarch is represented as much more 
closely associated with IIob::."'0'1 than with Shechem. We have seen evidence 
that tho E versi on a.l so orit;inn.ted i n the South. Thus thore vrere twJ 
versions of the life of the patriarch circulatinG in Judaea . 

The litern.::c y his tory of the Abraham Le gend.may novv be s~arized 
as follows: The J version t'Jok shape , in all probabil1ty, at Hebron 1n 
southern Judah uJout 1108 B,C ~ Much later~ about the 7th centu:y~ the~ 
versi on de veloped, :tJrobabl y at J e:r:·usa lem. Early in the post-ex~l1c per1od 
the ~v o versions were b roug~t t oGether by the conpiler of Genes1s who 
appended part oft~~ E verston t o the J versi on and discarded.the res~. To 
this comb ined a cc ount he added a c on siderab le ru:wunt of r.w.ter1al of h1s own, 
consisting of cc . 14 and 15, de si bned to brine t~e ~atriarch into relations 
with Jerus a lem, a n11TI'l::>er of divino p r omi so s p re rhctlnt; t; r eat ble~ sings on 
Abrahrun, s de SCPi1ilflnts, and r;e,...,'do.1oc; ies which illustrated the rac1al . 
c onnections of the Ho'-.~rews .. Th~ r~oneal ocy which he added in 11:28-31 lS 
particul a rly in te reG~ing boolu Go in it we fin~ tho first reference to 
Abraham c oming from Ur of the Chal deo s. The 'Jnly other r e ference appears 
in c. 15 which is q]_so the c ompiler's vrork, as we have seen. S~holars have 
l ong been suspicious of this asse rtion both b ec ause the Chaldaoans were, 
in all probability not kcown to the Jews until the 8th century, B.C. and 
because the bulk o f the .1\brahan story implies that Abrahar~ 1 ~ bi rthplace 
was Harrano I 1-Jeli ov e that tho i doa that Ab raham came orl glnally from Ur 
arose out of J&Nish r esearche s in the Harran area . There is. a~unda~t 
evidence in the boo};:s o f Ex·)(US an:i Nurnbers t hat the p ost-ex1l1? pr1e~ts 
were ~reatly interested in ~he identification of the sites mont1onod 1n the 
national tradi ti onc.. ,,-f:.1c.:':: more- natural , then, than that they should make 
inquiries in Hurrc..."ly .tho hone of their ancestors? After a ll, it was not 
s o far away - about ;;oo niJ.c s., Thore they w'Juld. l o~rn fr 0X: the local 
priests of the close cultural connect i on of Harran w1th Ur 1n the land of 
Sur.:ter , kn::>wn in t~1oi:..· day as 11 the l and of the Chaldees". Ur was the g:eat 
centre of ~oon worsh~p in SUQer, Ho.rran the s ro a t contre of moon worsh1p 
in northern Hosopotamio.. 'rho JG'Ili ">h scholars mi(;ht vory naturally assume 
that their ancestors had f oll owerl the cultural flow from Ur to Har~an. To 
what extent early Mesopotami an Yahwisn was influenced by the cult o f the 
moon-gor1 Sin at Harro.n i? unknown. The no.ne of A"J r a.harn ' s father, Terah, 
seems t o ,have' som-a conneccion with moon worship , but this name wa~ p r o,:)alJly. ~ 
picked up "h y Jews durinr; t~l8ir r ese rachos in tho Harran area and 1S no~ vall •_. 
ovidenco f o r the type of religi on practised h y tho Hebrews ~efore thelr 

emi grati on t 0 Palestine. 

The merger o.nd c.r;:.i:.l ification of tho J and Eversions of the 
Abraham Legend ~y the auth or of Gene sis did n ot put an end to the growth of 
tho l egend . Not l ong a.ft orwa rri it roceive ·l. further expansi on 
( 12 c 41J • 5 ; 13 : 6 ; 16 : 3 , 15 f. ; 1 7 ; l 9 :2 9 ; 21 : 3-5 ; 2 3 ; 2 5 t 7-1 D) at the 
hand s of P who i h t egra.tef the 1ook of Genesis into the l a r ge r work known as 
the Torah or Pentateuch., E· .. - s:~ ::.>-·n tho l e~.:end --:.irl not crystallize but 
continued t •) r -r ow as may he s 3en 1 ... '"'~ tho Bo')k of Ju'; iloes, numerous 
Rabbinicql ~n~l c i-.;jRti'1n sc'"~ries, and f.:.nn.lly tho t ... · aditi ons o f Islar!l. . 

~ . ... 
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nhat lie s Jehind this tremenr.0us rlevo l orment? Has our analysis 
of the l egenrl -·, l a ce d us in any hetter positi on fo r di stingui shinr; the 
wheat fr om tho chaff? I think it hQs . For ~ne thins , it has reve a l ed t o 
us what wa s the earli est ani , therefo r e , r r e suna,ly the no st trustworthy , 
f Jm of the l egend . If we exar..ine this, it will so on becone o"'lvious that 
tlw heart o f the l,: ,· end is fnund in co . 12 n.nd 13 . Che.pter 16 me rely expresses 
t he Hebrew c 'Jnsciousness of a close relati onshi~J t o the Ar ab s of No rth Ar a"b i a. ; 
c . 1 0 , tho st •J ry of the visit :;:aid t o A'J r o.ham hy three celestial beings , 
has a po lytheistic ~ackGround ~ut faintly concealed in tho Hebr ew version and 
cl early be l ong s t o thG class of mythol ~gical lite rature; C. 19, the story 
of the dest r uction of Sodom and Gomorrah , is naJ ifestly an ol d Canaanite 
l agend which has no necessary conne cti on with Aj r aham and could throw no 
li ght on him even if it had , Thus, whatever historical "meat " the i1..b r aham 
l egend cont ain s must be l ooked f or i n cc . 12 and 13 which r e l at e the 
movements o f A'J r a ham and his nephew Lot fr ·)m the time they l eave Harran until 
they finally settle down . 

N~ it s eens ol;vi ous that whether 11.br ahn.m and Lot be historical 
cha racte rs or n t , they a r e used a s e~onyns in these cha?ters; that is , 
their movenents r e fl e ct t he movements o f b r oups , n~ t individuals . The story 
of thei r nigration fr )D Harran is the st·; ry of the movement of the Heb r ew 
j!C·::>T;) l e fr ol!l. their 0ri c inS1.l sta.mpinc-t: r C"J unds in the nei;:~h"jourhood. of Harran 
i n uppe r ~:e s opo t ami a t o Canaan . This r.1ovcment involved the llr.1!Tloni te s and 
Eoab i tes a s we ll a s the Heb r ew s, in tho narrow sen s e of that tcn11 . The 
J acoh l egend , which is the Israel ite par al l e l t o tho Judaean A~rah~n legend , 
tells a sir~ilar t o.le nf the ori tin of t ho Hebr ew ~"'eople ; in it Esau takes 
the ')lace of Lot . The sta t ement that .Xb r ahan st -:>j_'pcrl. first a t Shechel!l. on 
r eaching Canaan and built an alta r t he r e (just a s Jacob is r9~resented a s 
doing ) is p r o~)a::, ly a r ecot.;ni ti on of the fact that the sanctua~y on 
1\~t . Gerizim a t Shechem lifa.s the first Ee:Jr ew s anctua ry e stabl ished in Canaan . 
The story of Ahr o.ham goinG dawn into Egypt is~thoucht b y s ome schol a rs t o 
be ba s ed on a traditi on rf a p r e -ffacob movenent of Heb rews into Egypt. 
This idea seems t "J me f a r-fe tched and i np r obal1le . The story may have 
arisen nere ly 'J ut of a desire to have the f or e - father of the r a ce anticipate 
the e xperi ence of his descendants and hallow t he ~1ath vrhich they later trori. 
The story of Sar ah beinr t aken into the ha rem of Pharaoh doubtl e ss a ros e out 
of a de sire t o add a r omantic t ouch t o the tale an~ to em;hasize the 
beauty of the mother of the Hebrew r ace . The famine which d r ove J~.braham 
t o t ake refuf;e in Egypt and the plac ue s which c au sed Pha raoh t o speed 
his departure are mere mechanisms i nt r :Yluced t o et Abr aham into Egypt 
and out a~ain and a lmost certainly corres~ond t o no historical happenings. 

Thus, in a ll these constituent rarts of the le gend which I have 
mentioned , there is nothing we can put our finre r on and say, This is history 
r athe r t han l ot:;end . But the re is one e lenent in tho st ory which ha.s a 
historical r inc , tha t is tho as s oci a ti ::m of Abrahan with Hebr on . This 
n.ssocia.ti on is f ouni already firnly fixed i n the earlie st form. o f the legend 
and sucge sts that i h r o.hanw:::t s a historical Ee') r ;mito figure. The story of 
Abraham 's death and buri a l in the tomb of r,:ach~Jelah a t Heb r on c ome s fr 'Jm the 
l ate P source but in view of the closo association of Abraham with Heb r on 
in J, it is hi [hly _l! r n')a,Jle that P's a ccount is, in this instance , based on 
s nme thine that once stood in J. He seem justifi ed in assumi-ng that even in 
J' s time the re w~s a t He'J r on a t onb a ssoci a t ed -r:i th the nn.ne of one called 
l b r o.han (in tho ori r ina l tradition, Abr run ). If Abraha.n he.d been a Canaanite 
god , it is dnu .Jtful if his t omb would have fi t.:ured s o l a r gely in traditi on . 
Abraham must havo "Qeon a man , but whether kint: o r p r ovhet or nomad sheikh we 
C'lnnot tell. That he was a r.1.an r.lf note is sh-:>wn by the fact tha t his nane was 
remenbered and tha t a r ound it a l ecen~ devol o?od . 
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There is absolutely nothing in the earliest fonm of the legend 
by which to date Abraham. Tho earli e st attempt to date him is foun d in tho 
E ver·sion, wher e he is n<::~.de a contonpo r a ry of a certain Abimcloch, king of 
Gerar . The only othGr early Abinel-:Jch that I have been ablG to discover is 
Abi-Milki, prince of Tyr0, who was flourishing at tho tiTio of the Habiru 
invasion about 1400 B.C. and who is ~cntioned in sover~l of tho Toll el­
luno. rna l ette rs. Is it possible that the tv.ro Abino l ochs a rc identical and 
that l ater Hebrm~r tradition shifted hin to a spot norc ~ cccss:tble to 
Ab ro.hruo? We cannot say. The Isu~c story in C. 26 calls Abimolech of Gorar 
a Philistine king . Since tho Philistinas did n;t sottlG in Cano.[ln until 
about 1190 B. C. , this tradition, if ~ccurato , would conpol us to ass ign 
Abraharr. t o a fairly lato date . But t ho Is~~c story is, in my opini ~n , of 
nuch l a t e r 'Jri gi n than the Ab r ahru:1 st )ry ::tnd its intorpretati -:m of Abimolech 
as a Philistine king no r ely r eflects late op ini.:m . i1.s for the .da te 
suggested f ·) r i1..br'lham in C. 14 , I have already tried t 0 show that it is of 
nJ v a lue whats~evcr . 

Yvould it bo r 'l. sh t o as suno tha t i1.braha.n wr.:ts an ea rly He'brow chi of 
who settled at Hebr on a t t he tina ·•f tho Ha.b iru invo.si an about 1400 B. c . 
and was buri ed thoro? Perhaps he was the first Heb rew king of Hebron, and 
tha founder of tho first Yahweh tenplo there, as tradition a sserts. ;·vhen 
the Hebrews r e turned tc' C8.naan unrlor Jashu':t, t ho no.no 0f tho oc cupant of 
this t')nb was still a. livint-> n~:r:::.)ry . His nano vro.s ono of tho few 
surviving fr )m th~-, pori ...,d of tho first s0ttler:mnt. ~·1-s tho ea. rli o st Hebrew 
in th ·~ Judaean area who s e nPJJo wo..s pre served "by tradi ti ·)n , .i-~.brahan came in 
the course of tir:te t'"l be thrJught of by tho Juriaeo..n s as tho first Hebrew , 
the forofa.ther of tho r a ce . 

It was perhaps natural tha t Hebrew inagination should tend to 
cast tho forefather of the r ace in a sonowhat i dealistic T:l~ulri. , with the 
r e sult tha t the lei:;ond a~~ut hin cane n~ro nnd n'Jre t ~ take on a reli gi ous 
rathe r than a hist1rical charaot or . Twn. Qspect s o f the lifo of tho 
patriarch wo re seized upon an~ stresse~. First, his depa rture fr~m Harran 
was r epre sented a s in res~ ons o t o a ~ivino c~;. ll . Tho Throe Wise Mon fr om 
tho Ea st were t;u i:led by a star; 11.braham wo..s sui led t; his gC1al by divine 
providence. Thus tho sottl enont of the Hobrovv s in Canaan 1:vn. s represented 
as in accord2nce with a riivine p l an . Secondly, stress vrc,s l aid ~n tho simple , 
unqucsti onins faith with which i.~.b r aham rosponctcrl t o tho ct. ivino c a ll . As 
the writer of the Ep istle t o the Hebrews express orl it, "He went f orth, not 
knowing whither he wn.s go in[ . '1 His deJ:'a rture was a t~ ron.t act of f a ith in God • 
Tho c on~il c r of Genesis dovel opocl the idea of .i ... braham's r.1arvell ous faith 
still furthe r when ho t o lrl in c . 15 of h'"lw i~.b r "l.hrun. never doubted the divine 
p r omi so that ho shoul r~_ hav e 3. scm , ~11 thou;:;h at the tir1o he was an o l -J. man 
~nd his wife l one ~ast the ago of chilri.-be o.rinc . But tho Lr oatest story 
that was dove l opori. t o illustrate tho patri arch 's fn.i th i ·s f ound in the E 
version, in c . 22 , tho st 'l ry of how G(> ·l connan ~o l hin to s a crifice his only 
s on . Th<e) scene ~ o rtrayecl is one of tho T'l...JSt r.Dvi nc in C\. ll Hebrew literature ­
the i nno cent chil l wnslkinf alonl beside his fathe r, never suspe ctin~ that 
he is tho intonrlect victir.~, his innocent inquiry, " Father , horo are the fire 
and the wo~1, ~ut whore is the she ep for ~urnt-offorin~ ?" "God will 
p r ovi de hinsolf with the shoo:;) for a burnt- ) fferin~·, r1y S')n , 11 said Abraham . 
So tho twn ~f then )?r ocoodoi 0n thei r wa.y . Hhen they 'lrrived at tho ~-- lace 
which God. hn.d desi r~n'lt rJ·i, Abraham built an u l tar, urrani. od the W~:)d , ani 
b indin;.; his s on , l3.i(l_ him 0n t op of tho vn;:.. ~.ic ar o horrorstruck as the 
grim father raise s his knife t ") slay his only son. Sudcl.enly the divine 
voico rin[ s out and stays his h'lnd . Abrahan's faith has been j?Ut t o the 
ul timn.te test . Greater faith C'Juld no r.m!"l have than this . Later when 
Christians tri ce. to exp ress the ul tinr:..to in l .,vc , they r o s o rtoJ4, t ~ a s omewha/t ... 
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similar synbol . 

It :may bo t ho..t neither historical criticisn nor archaeolo(ywill 
eve r be abl e t o r e captur e tho roa.l A,Jro..hau - an·:! ::erhn~1s it is just as 
well, for ho was rloubtless a r.1o.n of his tine - but the i1.bro.han of lagend 
will a lways rennin tho supremo oxar.1pl c '")f tho non ~)f roli(~ious faith . 
His fic;uro is a standinc cho.llenbe t o o.ll th J siJ, Christi an s, J ew s, or 
:Muslims, wha chori sh ::;·ot schemes of s alvation ani v.rh:.'l docla.ro thc..t it 
is ~nly ~y be lief in such o.nd such o. n~o ) r u1he r enco t 0 such ani such a 
l aw or cree-:l that Illen may he so.vod. Tho irl.oal ::~11.n 0f G d. is the m'\n of 
hu:ra"bl e faith - such is the; no ssat;e of the lo con ~ of i1.1)r ahar.1 . If Judaism, 
Christianity anrl Islarl a re ever t~ he'll their iiffo r oncos and r eali ze 
their o ssontial :'nones s, it can only ho ' )y D. . · ' in: l;o.ck to tho Sl)i ri t >f 
hir.1 who is kn7wn in hi st0ry o. s 11 the friend ,, f G>111 • 


