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Authorship. Although the Penta-
teuch has in most centuries been known
as “the five books of Moses,” perhaps
because he is ¢he major human figure in
the narrative, it has long been recog-
nized that he cannot have been the au-
thor, and that the Pentateuch is in fact
anonymous. The Jewish tradition of re-
ferring to everything in the Pentateuch
as the work of Moses, which is reflected
in the New Testament, proves nothing
about its authorship, since it bad obvi-
ously become customary to refer to these
books as “Moses.” Within the Penta-
teuch itself, Moses is indeed credited
with the authorship of a relatively small
portion of its content: Exodus 2123,
the laws known as the “Book of the
Covenant”; Numbers 33, the itinerary of
Israel in the wilderness; Deuteronomy
5.6-21, the Tert Commandments. These
sections are, as it happens, among the el-
ements generally considered most an-
cient by historical scholars. Whether or
not Moses can be cailed the aathor in a
literal sense of anything in the Penta-
teuch, it is reasopable to hold that his
work and teaching were the initial stim-~
ulus for the creation of the Pentateuch.

Origins and Date. The over-
whelming tendency in biblical scholar-
ship has been to explain the origin of the
Pentateuch as the outcome of a process
of compilation of various documents
from different periods in Israelite history.
According to the classical Documentary
Theory of the Pentateuch, formulated
by Julius Wellhausen and others in the
nineteenth century (see Interpretation,

History of, article on Modem Biblical
Criticism), the oidest written source of
the Pentateuch was the document J (so-
called from its author, the Jahwist or
Vahwist, who used the name Yahweh for
God) from the ninth century BCE. The
E document {from the Elohist, who em-
ployed the Hebrew term >elghim for

urgmg Israel to prove itself to be a bless-
mg-to the nations in accord with the
minand to Abraham of Genesis 12; the
Elohists work is an appeal to ninth-
tentury Istael to live in the “fear” of
od-in the face of persuasive foreign
i5.-The Deuteronomist’s work is seen
“prograri for national reform, em-
25izing the unity of Israel despite the
litical reality of the divided kingdom
d:calling for 2 untfied worship of Yah-
h.-The Priestly work, then, is ad-
essed to the Babylonian exiles, reiter-
tiip the authenticity of Israel’s religious
cultic traditions and renewing the
ivine promise of blessing and supera-
ndance in the land to a generation
Lo had all but given up hope for the

God) came from the cighth century, an
the J and E sources were combiried
an editor in the mid-seventh . cen:
The book of Deuteronomy, a sepas
source dating from 621 BCE, was ad
to the JE material in the mid-sixth;
tury. The final major source, the Priest]
work {P), was combined with the e
sources about 400 sce, The Pentat
as we know it thus came into exi
no earfier than the end of the fifth ¢
tury BCE. o5
Mo item in the foregoing recoristry
sion remains unchallenged, and:in
the theory as a whole can no longe
called the consensus view; neverth
ro other theory has gained any
support, so this one remains the po
departare for all study of the dat
origins of the Pentateuch. Amotg
who stifl hold that it is essentiaily’
there has been a tendency to-da
Yahwist’s work a century earliet;:
time of the united monarchy, to'f
eighth-century rather than a s¢
century date for the compositio
least the core of Deuteronomy; af
allow that the Priestly work, set do
writing during the exile in.the
century rather than after the exi
fifth, may well preserve much:ol
terial. More radical revisions of the
ory include the proposal that
wist’s work should be seen asth
not the earliest contribution to
tateuch, and that it racher th

aiysis,- and sometimes run counter to
the form-critical approach, by which
he literary forms (such as saga, tale, and

whole proved congenial to the docu-
itary analysis. Its concern has been to

c;ntateuch to reconstruct the origi-
fe settings of its diverse materials,
o:postulate patterns of growth of
ditions prior to the existence of
viitten source. Thus, for example,

to the whole. B

A valuable development of ¢
ory in recent decades has been
tempt to reconstruct the intert
the authors of the presumed s
theologians anxious t0 cORvey !
presentation of Israel’s trachitioiial
a message to their contemporar
the Yahwists message has com
seen as an address to the age of S¢

n but detected behind them five
ri‘themes” or organizing ideas
d-which the total material of the

ithe other hand, studies in the
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technigues of oral composition and
transmission  of oral literature have
tended to call into question the theory
of an essentially or ultimately literary
growth of the Pentateuch. It is possible,
for example, to see the whole of Genesis
as one large oral composition, in which
differing influences have left their mark
in the form of relatively minor discrep-
ancies and disagreements in representa-
tien, but which was intended to be
heard as 2 whole, later elements in the
story deliberately reflecting and building
on earlier (so, for example, with the so-
called ancestress in danger stories of Gen.
12.10-20; 20.1-18; 26.1-16). Other re-
searches on the processes of literary com-
position as disclosed by the present shape
of the Pentateuch have suggested that we
should envisage individual authors cre-
ating large blocks of its material rather
than editors interweaving a number of
narrative strands, as the documentary
theory supposed.

Themes. The question here s, what
is the organizing principle of the Penta-
teuch as a whole, considered as a Literary
entity? An initial answer is, of course,
that the subject matter of the Pentateuch
is sufficiently unified to create the im-
pression of general coherence in the
work, The last four books in particular,
beginning as they do with the birth of
Moses and ending with his death, have
a strong narrative connection. But it
would be wrong to regard the Penta-
teuch as primarily 2 biography of Moses,
for then there would be no evident con-
nection between its last four books and
Genesis, for Genesis is a narrative of the
ancestors of Israel in general and not es-
pecially of Moses’ forebears.

Some have suggested that certain
brief summaries of the Pentateuchal nar-
rative found at Peutercnomy 26.5-10
and 6.20-24, having the character of Is-
raclite confessions of faith in the God
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