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ABS'l'RACT
~

The purpose of t{le thesis is tp study certain pl1en?rnena

in the b'iblical texts'as products of purpo~eful exegesis.

Thl'OUgh the study of c;xamples of inner 1?iblical exegesis a

better Y~owledge may be, obtained of the compositional and ..

transmissional techniques which resulted~ in' the .present shape

of tre'bi91ical literature. It is suggestpd, therefore, th?t I

')lmer blblical exegesis offer.s empirical evidence which must be
Cl

tAk~nl~to consipeiation in any forl~lation of thBorirs on the
, '

. cOlr,position. or transmission bi' the biblical rna terials. '

The major emphas'is of the thesis' :i,.p that 8x:ampl-es of

• ~nner ~blical 'exeges~s'seem t9 indicat~ a greater freedom in
, .

. the handling' of' author:r~ative tra9itions than has sometimes

been suggested. Whil~ the latter emphasis is ,not ,new to
blblical studies, it has not gained, complete acceptance.

, , -
In order to ill\r~trate 'the. filllct-ionirig of, ;inner biblical ..

exegesis a detailed' textuCl-l study Of, :1105ea 12, y!as made. In the

\ course of the latter st~dy severa~.new suggest~ons were made

concerning the structure or the chapter and ~ts moaning.

The the~is will hopefully contribute to a better.
rnowledge of Hosea 12 and the Bible in general.
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INTRODUCTION ANt) REVIEW OF 1'HE

SECONDARY LITERATURE

The term inner biblical exegesis has been ap~~i~d to

such interesting'phenomena found in the biblical text,as

doublets or triplets, modernizing or'archaizing glosses, and
, , I

~cases of conflicting viewpoints wit~in'the 'biblical text. The

usual explanations for these phenomena are sought for in the

methoCis of the st.aT:\dard critical· approa'ches to 'the Bible', eg ..
~

source, form, and redaction criticism. Often ~he lat~er ap-

proaches h~ve on1y~served to ~solate the anomalous phenomena
•
without \mderstanding their significance. "

l

'Two pres~p~oSi tions ,under.lying these approaches would \

seem to account fOT the above' menti?~ed shortcoming. First.

the interest in re?ching the hebraica veritas leaves no room

for examinatiqn of secondary addition or development. It is the
"'-

dross which must be discarded. Second, the understanding of

biblical 'co~po;itional tec~ique as additive compilation of

existent materials relegates seconda~ us~ge or addition to a

non-essential late, status.
~

Proponents of the study' of inner biblical exegosis (i.b.e .. )

seek to understand the meaning of the secondary materiais, and

their importance for the,ongoing process of compqsition and

com~ilation by accretion and additiOT:\ which resulted in the

biblical text. Thus i.b.e. seeks to restore to the accr~t~on

1

.~
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or addition their status as original biblical thought. Th~s

viewpoint may also lead 'to an understanding of biblical compo-
\

sition which differs f~om the view mentioned above. In this

emphasis on the equal importance of all leyels, early or late,

'iri the biblical text', Lb.e. is consonant with the recent

trends in biblical studies. "The original meaning of the final

form of the text is, to coin a phrase, no less original than- .,

the original meaning of its separate units.", (Sawyer:1974:68).

students of i.b.e: seek to ele~ate the 'importance of neither
.

the earliest nor latest materials in the text. Rather all the

different levels are viewed as equally important expressions

of the biflical tradi~ion.

.-:
A rudimentary definition of ~b.e. is that it ~s the

attempt by a biblical composer to explain, interpret, or develop

some part of the biblicpl ~radition. ,Su~h explanatory efforts

may ,vary in size from a single word gloss (Genesis 21:20 ~),

(Driver: 1957: 136) to an entire book (Chronicles), and mayor

may not be compatible with the meaning c»' the text or tradition

in its prior context. Given. this definition it might seem that

i.b.e.,as an area of research is already covered by the dis
~

cipline of redaction criticism. This is, in part, tl~e. How-

ever, the difference between redaction criticism and the study
l

of i.b.e. is to be found in the greater scope of the latter.

Redaction criticism is limited to the study of the redactor's

influence on his source materials. , The stUdy of i.b.e. is also

devoted to such considerati9Ds, but can also go further to

..
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at~empts ~o enhance the ~eader's.understandingby placing the
, ~

conteciporary equivalent after an old name for the.city. How-

er the possfbility that the app~nded modernizations may also
r .

~ e an exegesis of the old names must not be overlooked. If

someone tod~y were to say that Bethel was the Las Vegas of its

day we would recognize this as a statement about the nature of

1·activity in t~e city and not as a geo?raphic statement.

2. Close in kind to, this type of exegesis are exegetical

• attempts to base contemporary views and customs on the events

?f the past as they are po~trayed in th~ text. In Genesis 25:30

the~e is a pa~enthetical note wh~ch expla~s that it is because

of Esau's actions in the preceding lines that he is now called
2 .

Edom. Scholars might wish to disagree with his etymology, but
.,~

that would miss the opportunity to ~eehow the exegete expresses,

his contempt for the Edomites by means of the etymology.,

A similar example is seen in the wife-sister theme

-found in Genesis 12, 20, and 26. According t,o E. A. Spe'iser

the Genesis narpators"no longer knew the full significance of

theIr traditional subject matter., Tradition had ret~ined the

details but not the import. The deta~ls were yhen interpreted

t,
-'

1; In ~a~t this po~lity is quit~ strong in the case
of Gen. 35:6 which has"e:-~r~seilparallel in den. 28:19 •. The root
of the nameLuz applied' to Bethel is also the root .of a verb and
a noun. In bo~h of the latter forms the meaning can connote
deviousness or crookedne~s in character and actions:' To say that
Jacob, the supplanter of brother and d€ceiver of father, came to

. Luz is to make more than a simple geographic statement •.
2. On the literary-critical reasons ~or isolating this

part of the verse as a gloss see B.O. Long(1968:9). .

, ...

..... ... _.__. J\o._
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t> in the light of local circumstances -and custpms.
~

Speiser states

Jthat, "In Hurrian society the' bonds of marriage were stronges~ /

and most solemn when the wife had. simultaneously the ~uridica/ .

'status of a sister) regal'dless' of actual blood ti:es. That;i

~hy a man, would sometimes marrY a· girl BJ:1d adopt her at the.

same time ·as his sister, ..."(Speiser: 1964: 92). In ~he ear y

form of this tradition, Abraham was honoring his wife by alling

her his sist~r. Speiser states that the ~t~rpretation(~~w .
. .

seen·in the Bible.was in keeping with more familiar conditions

and, common hum in~lin<ltions and so the indicated recourse to

interesting and points out that, as it

~~~ation of the possible background to the
I •

wife-sister motif i

half-truth was anachronistic(Speiser:1964:93).

appears in the Bible, the motif is exegetically rendered. Since

the import of the motif had bee~ lost it must also be asked

what the import of the exegetically rendered motif is. Speiser

, links it with t~'e concern oVir purity in genealogies. A pure

mother bears pure children, However, as the text in GBnesis I'

12:15 now stands it is not at all clear that Sarai was not

violated. What is central to each appearan~e of the motif is Q

God's c.re and protection of the patriarcn in a difficult situa

tion. Abram and Isaac fUnction as paradi~s for later Israel.

Their lives illustrate God's shep~erding ~are of'his chosen

ones.
y

In order to demonstrate that the 'b~sis for a contemporary
'.

,
understanding or belief lies in the historical past and is

I

i



recorded in the ?uthoritative tradition, the e~egete borrows
.. , !

from'vhe authority of the tradition to justify and strengthen
J'

contemporarY opinion or thought,.

:3. With these last tw'o examples the exegetical grotIDd,'. ~.

has shifted from an appar~ntly innoc~ous e~lahation ~o a les9

covert reinterpr~tation that uses the text to make a new point '

not necessarily consonant with the prior purpose of the text

.)

)

in its prior se~ting. In Genesis 32:32 an exegete. makes use of
"

"

the events of verse 25 to justi~ a contemporary dietary practise.

He does not a:El.~ in any way to the reade':!;' 5 understanding of the

divine-human struggle of the preceding verses and in fact may'

ev~n detract from it by distracting. the reader's attention from

what has.~ust occurred. Thus Genesis 32:32 has moved even

furthe~ from a simple elu~idation of the teXt'~ given contextu~l

meaning. 'Either the exegete was not aware of the significance

of Jacob's struggle or he ,was unconce~ed with it.
,

4. Next, in this graded d~viance of, exegetical concerns

from the concerns of the exe~eted text is the case wherein the

exegete's opinions are in conflict with opinions expressed in

the text. An example of the exegesis which can result fpom this

conflict may be seen by comparing II Samuel 22:7 with Psalm. '

l~. The verse from II Samuel ends 'and my cry in his ears I

, '

whereas the corresponding l,ine in the psalm ends 'and my cry

before him shall come into his ears'. Both readings share th~
u ,

words '~and my cry ~ his 'ears'. II Samuel, nowever, lacks the

verb 'come' which can be supplied from the Ps~lm. Th~ 'missing

'. '
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verb can be accounted for by'haplogr~phy in an undiVided text.

However, it is the 'before him' ·in the Psalm wh~ch attracts

interest here as an example of exegesis. The-addition appears
te

to be an attempt to mitigate the harshness of the anthropomor-
. .

phism of the r;ry coming 'into his ears' (Weingree~:1976·: 42-43).

In this case the exegete" in the course of'pursuingOhi~ own

ends, has actually obscured the passage by supplying an alter

nat~ -and yet not removing the offensive phr~.s-e. Sapdmel in his
. - -

a:r;1.icle "The Haggada Within Scripture" explains 'th~ such

additions to the text once added, meant to-the exegete that what
\ f 1''''' • •,

he was emending ~?w had the same meaning as ~hat which was' the

result -of the emendation. According to Sandmel the dd.sili~linatio~

to expBnge such troublesome s~atements in the text was acresult

of the exegetes' respect for the autbority of the tradition.
- .

Perhaps, but it may be the case that these types of additions
I

"
were made after the fixation of the text so that any offensive or

ob~cure term could not be 'expunged.

Such exegesis is usually catalogued under the title of

"The Emendations of. the .Sopherimll • It was the editorial policy

of these scribes to remove indelicate expressions and. anthro

pomorphisms by, substituting eUf?hemisms(Ginsburg:1966:,347).

There is some question as to whether this sort of exegesis is ~. ,

actually deviant from the concerns of -the text in its uhex~geted .

form. In one sense the exegete is not deviating from the prior

sense but is only clarifying what was obscure by removing the

anthropomorphism; Both texts relate the t?ame meani.O.g. The

1 .

:

I
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. .
difference ~ies,in ~he conceptions of,.Gad's 'manner ~£'hearing'

a cry. Whether ~he author of SamueJ,. actually had an antl}ro- .
, "

pomorphic theology or not is a moot question. But there is no

<

i,

,
, I

~

"
, reason why he could not have had one.

". '

The psalmist sought to

correct what was to ~ a th~ologicaI error; by making it more ~

"

". .. . ~

explicit that God's ears aTe only figures of ~peich.

5. Finally, there are exegeses which remove a tex~ or

tradition from its prior cortext and place it in ~ new context.

Thereby the. exegete appropriates the emotive and cognitive, .

associations ciustered.aro~d the text in its prior context,

and ill'uJnir:lates them.in the' new context. A prime example of

this (to be, dealt with in detail below) is to be found in Bosea
1 •• I

12: 4-6,. 13,. As this material appears in-the individual per~-
\ ' .1

"copes of ~nesis it is generally,favorabl~towards J~cob~ Hosea
. '

places Jacob's actions in an entirely different light. He

revives the dis'si.dent tradition which surf?:ces clearly :i.n~~nly
to • \~' "J

"

one othe~ place in the Bible, ,Genesis 27:35-36. The negative
. '

.e~ymology of Jacob's name is brpught into the open and Jacob's

actions are de~icted as deceitful and arrogant by means ~f..
word play and negative associations with the wr~ngdoings of

creature) man, such attention-and .grace. ~h~ author' of 'Job
, .

turns this praise into bitter~criticismusing the same basic

contemporary Israel.

Anbther example of such a turnabout in a text is found
I

.in Job 7:17-18 which is an ironic usage of psalm 8:4(R0bertson:
. .

The psa1l)1ist praises God for giving the.'V1significant1977:39).


































































































































































































