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sources at hand, it is also a testament to the resilience of the view of the
Hebrew Bible’s “classical prophecy” as the original matrix of prophecy.
In fairness, the brevity of the format (10-20 pages) does not allow for
any extensive comparisons. No two contributors discuss the same bib-
lical texts nor do they pursue identical themes or concepts within the
texts discussed. This broad approach may be welcomed by some readers.
In my view, it leaves us with a collection that seems more disparate than
perhaps was necessary. Several authors note the need to contextualize
prophecy within the broader category of divination. This is hopefully
the next step in the comparative study of the texts discussed in this
volume.

Magnus Halle, Lund University

FEDERICO GIUNTOLI AND KONDRAD SCHMID (EDS.)
The Post-Priestly Pentateuch: New Perspectives on
its Redactional Development and Theological Profiles
FAT 101, Tibingen: Mohr Siebeck, 2015, Hardcover, viii + 351 pp., €114,
ISBN: 978-3-16-153121-7

One of the contributors to this volume (M. Kockert) mentions, not
without a whiff of nostalgia “[jene gliickliche Tage] als es in der Penta-
teuchforschung noch Gewissenheiten gab, die von den meisten geteilt
wurden.” Everyone familiar with the developments in the study of the
Torah-book knows that since at least three decades those happy days are
gone. The classic four-source hypothesis once so brilliantly presented by
Julius Wellhausen has in the view of many crumbled with only ruins
remaining.

The present volume, a collection of articles dedicated to Jean Louis
Ska on the occasion of his seventieth birthday, deals with the aspect of
dating, an issue which was put on the table once again by some of the
iconoclasts in the seventies. The book contains 17 contributions, all by
well-known names in the field. The introductory chapter by K. Schmid
(1-18) gives a survey of the discussion about the “post-P” elements in
the Pentateuch showing how the sections seen as additions or develop-
ments of the final P-layer tend to grow according to several scholars.
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Schmid gives credit to one of the pioneers on this field, viz. Julius Pop-
per, who already in 1862 presented arguments for postdating Exodus
36-39, especially pointing out linguistic similarities between this sec-
tion and the Samaritan Pentateuch. Schmid’s paper gives the basic per-
spective for the following contributions.

D. Carr (19-34) also refers to Popper. He discusses several passages
which indicate harmonisations between D and P as well as material
which is “mid-second Temple,” for example the so-called malak-layer
which consequently is later than the final priestly shape of the text. He
is less convinced about the lateness of Genesis 14 and 15 as well as
Joshua 24 as post P R. Achenbach (35-51) discusses the use of divine
names in contexts where “heathens” acknowledge the Israelite god and
identify their own ‘e/dhim with YHWH. In light of this Genesis 20
must be post-P. R. Albertz (53-74) belongs to those who assume a
Hexateuch redaction encompassing Genesis-Joshua (Blum; Schmid;
Rémer; e.a.). Albertz Hexateuch redaction is more comprehensive than
assumed by many others, and appears almost identical with the old
Elohist. Unlike Wellhausen & co. Albertz dates this layer after
Nehemiah. B. Jackson (75-111) discusses the relationship between the
levirate marriage law in Leviticus and the book of Ruth, marking the
differences between institutionalized written law and local practice illus-
trated in the book. B. Levinson (114-23) deals with one of the most
central texts in the discussion of the sources of the Pentateuch, viz. the
Flood story in Genesis 6—8. He sees it as a redaction of a P-variant and a
non-P-story by a post-P redactor whose ambition was to harmonize the
differences. Chr. Levin (125-43) argues that the promises to the patri-
archs outside the Priestly Code are literary additions to the patriarchal
stories. Some are yahwistic and pre-P but most are post-P. J. Blenkin-
sopp (145-56) analyses Genesis 17, i.e. P’s circumcision story, and
arrives at the conclusion that 17:1-8 is original P, the rest is from late
Achaemenid times. M. Kockert (157-76) analyses Genesis 20—22 and
finds most of it post-P: most of the stuff in the section is Bearbeitung of
the material in chapters 12-19 and at least chapter 22 is definitely a
post-P composition. A. Rofé (177-84) deals with the admonitions not



258 Recensioner

to leave the Holy Land reflected in Genesis 24 and 26 and the related
chapter 46 and adduces several quite convincing arguments that these
texts are post-P. Th. Rémer then tackles the Joseph story (185-201). His
conclusion is that the Joseph story was not known to B, and that its con-
tent connects it with what is told in the book of Esther and Daniel.
According to him it is a diaspora novella composed during the Persian
period. E Giuntoli gives a thorough analysis of Genesis 48, i.c. the
chapter about the two sons of Joseph — Ephraim and Manasseh (203—
32). According to Giuntoli, the two names represent the returning exu-
lants from Babylonia, and the function of the chapter is to give legiti-
macy to the returnees over those who had remained in the land, reflect-
ing conditions described in Ezra and Nehemiah. J. Chr. Gertz (233-51)
argues that the linking of the Joseph novella and the Exodus story be-
longs to the Priestly text, thus a late redaction. L. Schmidt (253-75)
analyses the passages about the rod of Moses, arguing that most of them
belong to a post-P redaction. A pre-P layer is visible in Exodus 4, 17
and Numbers 20, which has been expanded by a post-P redactor to
whom most of the other remarks about the rod belongs. H.-Chr.
Schmitt (277-303) puts the “Sinai overture” in Exodus 19:3b-9 in a
larger context, assuming an “enneateuch” layer that is traceable until
2 Kings, characterized among other things by the concept “listening to
YHWH’s voice,” the purpose of which is to mediate between, or even
amalgamate, the two separate theological strains of D and P. We are thus
in a post-P stage. Chr. Nihan (306-29) studies Leviticus 26:39-406, i.e.
the conclusion of the so-called Holiness Code, arguing that the section
has a clear post-exilic character combining elements and concepts from
D, P and also other layers. Like the Sinai overture it mediates between
the main theological strains in the Pentateuchal tradition. Finally E.
Otto (331-41) gives a lucid exposé of the discussion about the relation-
ship between Deuteronomy and the Priestly Code. Like many others he
claims the existence of a post-P redaction of the Torah book. And he is
quite explicit that D including Joshua might be post-P additions to the
work. Schmid’s and Otto’s articles are in fact excellent introductory and
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concluding extensive surveys of central issues in the debate and provide
a suitable framework for the intervening contributions.

Two remarks of a more comprehensive kind will be made, which ac-
tually represent two sides of the same problem. The first is the absence
of linguistic considerations in the studies. Among the 17 contributions
which all deal with the problem of dating — relative and/or absolute —
only one (A. Rofé) adduces linguistic arguments as support for the sug-
gested late dating of the text analysed (Genesis 24). The track suggested
already by J. Popper, one and a half century ago, is not followed. But
this creates a problem which should be tackled and which is noted by
D. Carr (30). Since almost all contributors assume additions to the text
after the final formulation of the Priestly Code, we end up with texts
composed after Ezra-Nehemiah at the same time as Chronicles, and
even later texts like Esther and Daniel. At the same time, almost all of
these supposed late additions linguistically represent Standard Biblical
Hebrew (SBH), whereas the late canonical texts just mentioned are in
Late Biblical Hebrew (LBH). Only A. Rofé is able to point to LBH ele-
ments in Genesis 24, which support his late dating. A dramatic example
of the contrary is Romer’s analysis of the Joseph story where he quite
convincingly shows its parallel to Esther and Daniel as far as thematic
contents are concerned. But the problem is that that text is a paradig-
matic example of SBH with no traces of LBH. In fact, both the Priestly
Code and Deuteronomy seem to be good SBH, their language quite
distinct from that of e.g. Ezra, Nehemiah and Chronicles, let alone
Esther and Daniel.

A solution to this problem is the assumption that SBH and LBH
were contemporary linguistic registers that could be used alternatively
and that the difference has no importance for dating. This idea was
launched a decade ago by a group of scholars led by I. Young. But sever-
al competent linguists have put their theses into serious doubts and it is
obvious that the problem cannot be ignored. It seems clear that the
claim by Young & co. is very problematic at best and possibly
untenable.
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This leads to the second remark. We are faced with a dilemma: many
of the arguments of the present volume on the post-P additions to the
Pentateuch make sense and often give elegant explanations of the pas-
sages treated. But what about the language-question? If it is unlikely
that perfect SBH was written during the entire Achaemenid period and
even into the Hellenistic age what do we do with the obvious post-P
texts singled out in the present volume? Only one solution seems possi-
ble: if the additions are post-P and their language is impeccable SBH we
have to ascribe an earlier date to P than the traditional one. This is clear-
ly the implication of Otto’s study in which he dates Deuteronomy after
the Priestly Code. In fact, the studies collected in the present volume
give strong support for an early date of P — perhaps against the inten-
tions of many of the contributors. In fact, their arguments for the texts
treated to be seen as post-P show that P most be older than assumed by
them.

This means that some of the analyses may have to be adjusted. The
Joseph novella definitely has an exilic perspective, but it does not follow
that it must be almost contemporary with Esther and Daniel. There
were Israelite exulants before that. The image of the sons of Joseph in
Genesis 48 may well reflect an exilic perspective, but could it not refer
to an exile before the time of Ezra and Nehemiah? Why are the fore-
bears of the two Joseph tribes used as legitimization of returning exu-
lants after 539 BCE? One would rather expect a story about Judah. It
looks more as a legitimization of the return of the Israelites, i.e. the
northerners.

It rarely happens that someone gets the final word in the discussion
about the Pentateuch and these studies are no exceptions. But we have
received fresh food for new thought.

Jan Retso, Gothenburg University



