Critics Admit Purpese in Writing Affects Selsction 1 s
of Material Incorperated

Simpsen, Cuthbert Aikman, Compesitien of the Book of Judges (Oxford, 1957)

p. 165 These ebjections of Eissfeldt's would seem to be based upen the

assumptien that the authors of the decuments of the Hexateuch always included in
their respective marratives all traditienal material known to them: and, further,f_'
that material which was not known to them was neither as ancient nor as valuable a;““
that which they preserved. This is a very dubious assumption, for it ignores the
pessibility - to use ne strenger word - that these authors were writing fer a
definite purpese, and that they included in their narratives what they regarded

as relevant to the accomplishment of that purpese.

p. 166 The interest of the author of the J1 document was thus not ef the kind which

would lead to the inclusion of a 1list ef names such as that in Gen. 22:20-2L. It

_ 1
epn } would have been irrelevant to hiﬁﬁurpnsa. And the possibility that J2 included in
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his narrative vss 21-2L; as well as vs 20 is also remote. Fer the verses reflect an
interest in Israel as a political entity - as one people among many - whereas J2
was cencerned with Israel primarily as a religious entity, the people eof Jahveh.

And even if Eissfeldt is cerrect in his view, that the figures whese namesﬁ;ig?
éiren here had ceme teo be regarded net as tribal symbols but as fere-fathers, and se
of interest in themselves, this dees not affect the argument againast the inclusion
of the list in L/J1. The names were certainly of interest to someone - they may

_even have been of interest to J1, supposing he knew them. The point is they were

é irrelevant te his purpese.



	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Notes.htm


