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Ancestor Epic ofaCo Prologue 25:21—34; 1IrS
Threat 1:1—28:22; Second Threat 9:1—31:55;
1r Threat 2:1-33:20; Resolution 5:1—22blj;Kor OVer century Old Testament 1D11Ca. schol-

arshıp has een dominated by the Documentary the Wiıfe-as-sister Epic 12:10—20; 1—18; 26:1,
ypothesis developed Dy Graf, Kuenen TV The Lot Kpıc [13:1—18; 1—24; 1A19
and ellhausen The ast LWO decades, however, the agar Epic [16:1—16; 114310 In 1t]ıon

these SOUTCECS, Garrett that ONe Ca  -ave wıtnessed such erosion of the theory’s
foundations that, for ManYy, the entire structure isolate ın (Genesis several Negotiation ales e.8.,
has already collapsed. ıle OoOmMe scholars 1—20; 34:1—31), Abraham Source
struggle LO bolster ıts crumbling edifice, others 1—9; 1—21; 1—271); 22:1—19), hich he most
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he focuses firstly the Documentary Hyothesıs, SuUupport for several reasons Firstly, Garrett’s
then the assoclated methodologıes of form- thesıs rests substantıally the assumption that
er1ticıs an hıstorıical-criticısm, and finally the there ex1isted 1n the ancıent WOT. distinctive
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able scepticısm. Fınally, Garrett 1S unable LO derıves from Moses. Unfortunately, hıs approac
entify an y lıterary form of the 2nd millennium 15 methodologically unsound because he aıls to

1C. resembles hiıs Gospe of Abraham)'; gıve sufficıent attention to the text of Genesı1ıs
rather he 1s5 forced to adopt designation1 ıt, NO stands. Garrett depends LOO much
first aDPeCars almost. 2,000 after the tıme of StEructLures derıved from other ancıent Near eastern
Abraham documents. As result he manipulates Varı0us

condly, reservatıons must expressed about parts of the text of (Gjenesıis ın order LO make them
the WaYy ıIn 1C. (Garrett manıpulates the (jenesıs conform LO particular structure (e.g his Teat-
material. For example, he that the three ment of the Abraham cycle, 11:2471-25: 1D Whıile
wife/sister incıdents ONCE constituted inde- (Garrett has clearly attempted to approac the
pendent ‘ancestor eplC’. To substantiate thiıs SOUTCEe analysıs of (Genesı1is afresh, his proposals
claim he PreSUPDDOSES that the orıgınal epic WAas should be reated ıth the greatest cautiıon.
broken wiıth only SOMIMeEe parts being incorporated
ınto Genesıs. Similarly, the narratıves involving lexander
Hagar aAre classıfıed ‘ancestor epic’ despite The Queen’s University of Belfast
the fact that this materı1a|l consısts of only LWO
elements and not three 'To account for this d1s-
CreDANCY Garrett suggests that ‘the early Nnarrators
simply told ıt, bınary StUCLUTrEe the basıs of uroJIh 993) 2:1 84-85 072
the information they had’ (p 143) While ONe
cannot dismiss completely these explanations ((0d, Language, and Scripture: KReading
regarding the wiıfe/sister and agar per1copes, the Bıble IN the 1g of General

LinguisticsONe sSeNses that at these poınts Garrett 15 guilty
of makıng the evıdence fit the eory rather than Maoises Sılva
makıng the eory fit the evıdence. Foundations of Contemporary Interpretation,Thirdly, Garrett 15 much LOO optımiıstic ıIn
believing that he Ca  - TECOVeET wıth reasonable

vol Leicester, Apollos, an Grand
Rapıds: Academie Books (Zondervan) 1990,certaınty the SOUTCES underlyıng the book of 160 z 17.95, ISBN 504Genesis; nowhere 0eSs he acKnowledge adequately

the diffculties of recoverıng the SOUTCES under-
yıng ancıent text, If Are LO learn anythıng SUMMARYfrom the present demise of the Documentary
Hypothesis, ıt. 18 that ack the knowledge to T’he bookR LS study of language ıIn relatıon LO biblical
reconstruct the PFroCeSSs Dy 1C. the present text doectrine. contaıns ıntroduction LO linguitstics
of Genesis took shape. oOse famıliar ıth the an discussion of the development of Hebrew,

Aramaic an ree T’he moOost substantıal part of thecomplexities of the relationship between the
Synoptic spels will appreclate how 1I11ICU. ıt, book deserıibes the biblical languages at the level of
15 determine the PFrüCeSs Dy IC Matthew sounds, words, sentences, paragraphs anı larger
Mark Luke developed. If problems arıse where unıts. wrıtıng L5 clear, VLZOTOUS an earned.
there are ree documents to COMDAaTre, how much
INOTre 11I1CU. must the task be when ONe 1s
dealing wıth single text. RESUME

In the 1r part of hıs study Garrett eals 1LU0UGa DTrODOSE, faıt, UNne introduction - la
iinguitstique generale appliquee la €, (AUEeC desfirstly wiıth the orıgın of Genesis and ıts relation-

sh1ıp chapters BA He concludes that A T prolegomenes theologiques’. Son OUUTaße etudıe auUssLı
Was revealed ırectly Moses who subsequently ’evolution de ”’hebreu, de l’arameen, el du grecC La
sed ıt, the prologue to the book of Genesis partıe princıpale deerit les langues bibliques du point

UU des SO des MO des phrases, des paragraphesIC he produce usıng the SOUTCES utlined
above. ext he explores the idea that the SOUTCES et des unıtes linguistiques superieures. Uet OUUraße
underlying Genesis Were preserved by the evites admirable est eerı1t AUEeC SCLENCE, vigueur el clarte.
‘who Were regarde clerics by the people prıor
LO the exodus’ (p 232) Fınally, Aase!l the

USAMMENFASSUNGobservation that theme of alıenation pervades
the entire text of Genesis’ (p 233) he defends the Dieses Buch untersucht Sprache ın ezug auf bıb-
idea of Mosaic authorship by arguıng that the Iiısche Lehre Es nthält eıne Einführung ın die
most likely setting for the composıtıion of the book Linguistik un bespricht die Entwicklung der
WAas the exodus per10d. hebräischen, aramdıschen und griechischen Sprachen.

Garrett’s conclusions ll appeal strongly LO Der Hauptteil des Buches beschreibt dıe Sprachen
those who believe that the Pentateuchal mater1al der auf der ene UON Lauten, Worten, Sätzen,
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