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MT, SP, or LXX!

and Textual Conundrum

izt Dempherlng a Chronological

G S T L.M‘mvv‘mn 1 ;
1!1\3“\|
2 i in Genesis 5
A‘ngw \: mi}
Yo hrs‘r "‘ﬁ tﬂ
. o \\’wnj AR
T e Wosnhwits i T a bl fer oposed original numb
e oy Yo e ST \ i
AL L e 5 in Genesis 5 and 11 with
YV - I e NNy he Proposed ®rigina
o : — S i pt BC Birth Date from|Be ge tf Re ma i
- criop ;
Patril Re'fer e |BirthDate| Creation(AM)| Age| vear|-' fefspan
By Henry B. Smith Jr .| Adam &n 5:3/5554 0 AM | 23 700 | 930
Background SetH Gn B:6(5324| 230 Al 205 707 | 912
Enos| Gn 419|5119| 435 A| 190 715 | 905
The Genesi s 5 and
Chronol ogy Research Pp| Kena Gn 5:444929/ 625 A| 170 740 | 910
ago to critically inymahall Gn 5:7194759| 795 A| 165 730 | 895
Genebsii33andl:i3dDyvhi ch ar
to the primeval 1ihiTshtd J2re Gn 5200184594| 960 Al 162 800 | 962
project consists of t\ Enoc| Gn 52x14432| 1122 A 165 200 | 365
A close examinatiofMethul Gn 52284267| 1287 187 782 | 969
texts and the moder| L ame{( Gn 531244080| 1474 4 182 595 | 777
t hat Genesi s 5 and - :

i En e PAc Af ter b d
continuous <chronol of Noah 8:12; 9/3898| 1656 4500/} 350 | 950
from Adam to Abr aha 9:28; 1
TfAn -denpt h investigatil shen Gn 11113396| 2158 A4 100 500 | (600)
divergences i n the Gn7 6.
witnesses to Genesi Flool 8:-18 3298| 2256 A - - -
Masoretic Text (MT) 9:28; 1
(LXX) and the SamdgArpac| Gn 11313296| 2258 4 135 430 | (56p)
(Table 2) Kain| Gn 12:4143161| 2393 4 130 330 | (46p)
Evi dence has been | Shel Gn 11513031 2523 A 130 403 (53B)

forthcoming) that the

. Eber|] Gn 11712901| 2653 4 134 370 50p
of Genesis 5 and 11° ( )
This view was held al|l Pele Gn 11912767| 2787 A4 130 209 | (33p)
and Christian interprf— o 540637 2017 4 132| 207 | (33p)
ascent of Darwinism
articles, | have al s| Serul Gn 12322505 3049 4 130 200 (33p)
external —and histori |- " o 135d2375| 3179 4 79 129 | (20P)
originality o f t he |

2 8 .
found (mostly)Chirmndll rera 50 +1° %2296| 3258 470/ ("] (75)| 205
calcul ations derived i
and 11 yield a Creati Gn 11: &Y
Abr ah : 2166| 3388 4 100 75) 175

a Flood date of <ca. 3 1527 : 6; ( )
the research has led|n  parentheses ( ) indicate the| numb
MTes pri meval chronol|deter mined by the use of multiplle tex
reduced in the secondlB. Shem was&ba&aO0OR2nidnyKaah
One o f t he objecti|CAbraham was&bdrB®tihn yEamrah H&r &a® tjhhr yNal
reconstruction is the TOWET DPegerting ages TOUHE@Ary B. Smith
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Tab2:e The main numerdecnaebaindbilvhenMg s onc e $ (| MNJTeepxttuagi nt
(LX4dngdamarRaemtna¢( EBrh Endnotes provide sources anif
Masoretic T Septuagint Samaritan Peptateuch
Patri| §oneBags|Rmat fuirefPagetRemat it e fPage|ReTal|titespan
Adam| 5:5 130 800 930 | 230 700 930 (| 130(| 800 930
Set h| 5:8 105 807 912 205 707 912 | 105| 807 912
Enos 5:9-11 90 815 905 190 715 905 (| 90 815 905
Kenarn 51214 70 840 910 170 740 910 70 840 910
Mahal | 51517 65 830 895 | 165 730 895 | 65 830 895
Jar e{ 51820 162 800 962 | 162 800 962 62 7 8”5 8 47
EnoclH 5:28| 65 300 365| 165 200 365 | 65 300 365
Met hug 52527 187 782 969 | 187 782 969 6?7 6 53 7 2°0
Lamec| 5:-38 | 18°2 5 9°5 77°7 | 18°8 5 6°5 7 5°3 53 6 00 6 5°3
5:32; 7:11; Aft e
8:13-14; Af t ern Af t e
Noah| 9:28; ?28’2 Flood 950 ?28’2 FE9°] 950 (528 Floo{ 950
10: 2 350 350
11:1
Shem| 3% | 100 | 500 100 | 500 100| 500 600
Ar pach I1:12-13 35 [430]/403" 135 430FfF 135| 30°3 4 3°8
Kai ng 11:13b-14b 130 330
Shel g 11:14-15 30 403 130 403/° 130(| 30°3 4 3°3
Eber | 11:16-17 34 [370]/430" 134 3 710 134| 27 4 0°4
Pel e( 11:1819 30 209 130 2009 130(| 10% 2 399
Reu 11:20-21 32 207 132 207 132 10% 2 39
Seru( 11:-22 30 200 130 200 130 10 2 3%
Nahor 11:24-25 29 [ 129] 79 129 79 69 1 4°8
11:26
Teral 124 70/(130) | (75) 205| 70/ (| (75)| 205]| 70 (75) 1 4°5
ACtS—4
A. SminMét Jués e Babetd i 1m0 ,/5g e,
B. Brief expl amanuiummer $ ocan abme cfhound in I bid., |1270, n.
C. Ibid., 170, n 8.
D. Il bid., 171, n. 13.
EArpackhsheaethai ning years in the MT are 403 I prlopose t he
FFor commentary oniFKkaimafd ans eteo: Abmiahhamkr .An Update on th
Prope2@rlh7e; Gase fox Clhreodelpdgrnlgl md Gp@edds x5nandl.
G. SmiiMét JuG eBabetd i Ingl ,Age, Some LXX MSS read 3[30.
H. Bbeorri ginal remaining years arele:KOHdedeelMT?Beads 43
. I slightly favor 129 asfiMet hgc"BB BheTd eyl Allke pds 119.
J. Brackets [ ] i ndicate reconstructions of MT|]readi ngs
Henry B. Smith Jr
in Genesis 5 of t he SBnd F tdbheavneA dogorme dt ca mdanlgait altenle, Samar it al
Enoch, these figures match mah mseé¢ rfe ainf bleuid® Ptshoeo nMaasionrse t ti fte T
(Tabl e 2) . S o me schol ars Moaees, aamd eids fahei mpomattacnhti nwgi t n
character favors tHé&mnas MPeéaweeéwimal At swtbstanti al port
proposed that the | ower b eagnettitgiun g yag@esl iamcctuhat eMTp raersee r tvia
result o f del i berate and shkheshremnatTextdef ftlhaet iboans,e are%expban
for the independent appearaddbe &P tcloed @i par tuipdwalt @d fsipged d d
the SP must be offered. Thar plulr olosac o@duntthsi.s Aartthiicnl el aiyse
present a plausible theoryf cecwmpd aiimitnlge whB, tfbuecshs darsiwfa dcaea |10E
defl ated in Genesis 5.
Overview of the Samarit_EaVnI dPeennCteatheauscrt1)een preseptec
I nterpretatil on of Genesi s 5
I nterest in the SP has incrcemarsiedcdr.ambhi salviiye wn wtalrse Heal
decades, evider_1ced by t he s)itel\dii & § gfndK@rhtvlegtt, aRUMmMRA&re r
Ander son and Glles,Wralntdtemumerro s otP}t .
archaic Hebrew script, t he Sq:’ Q)@t a(?fcenht OTforQI"flrtWr
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Mt . Moreh near ShéchHem’ i2isdddtaidngofalvtad hiMocSiPaded dupl i cat

|l ocating t he Templ e onadMt ti oGeroifzieht pemeeheadf Ibéftodsies on
rusal em®eter h21 %) .speaki nsgectsoms!| a@rf s b be h'i’ABwoetdhuesr afneda t Nuur ne
e text of the SP is closé®r i sot hadepMHermomevn otne xotf bheahlrimod i
X (knowvioralsagtechan t heu gl , GérekSiPs23an uninspired scribe h
S many affinities with §fhgurMls as wbkl t exithebySR obat eng
n
d

O —+"N<QOYDNVO T TLOO

,:TZT"CDCT3)>_'O('D('DO""'UJOSD><:T(D“‘D

firms and corroborates griagisnaflorreaaémgs ndownduiah tphad r
[ or LXXributaltegsthol ars umarnelry ad d1ys icdoenrs iidssalealt eslecondar
readi ngs t o be t he oobwiionwsllsy wWweshguoed atdodi mii minal ( h
t es'Rdri oexampl e, | & r exit eenpsidtvagpenrsd eflou ndSiini | Behgsi sa S.P
cumentati oar iofi cahe di et gemuessdi Tefalepandosf rom 205 down
rses founldlliAsi Gendé siosn t hmen nautmbfempsd @ma har moni ze) the
nesis 5 and 11, Hendel adAdbnmiaeadni drei guisnalt rreea &aitndgssa tttloa ttThhe
r only tolurteeofwosredvser al trheoaudsianngd ,of and5 tihesal so consider
fferences only involvé!t tbroaeh irrecaidvi2dd bl aMelbraew lbei genasl

ew examples from Genesi Weshaukdsbkbehpinl theseathei ehe ¢

— 0 - —

i mportant features of the t&8Rt uRli ghd e nbaerfioor s hGai d nereaeweals
Abe (Gn 4:8), he deceivesvihidenbe ombhetr ke csaayeifrud | yo wéi o
fiL e t UsS Qgo oudThiint op htrhaes ef ihedhsal pcE®mEIrtes| yYor i gi nal readings.
dropped out of the MasorettikeiTrexbownbunhi geeprcodaéteadesn h
the LXX and SP. A scribe momherlsi kled we swkn dpepregdo n@®v edre |l ti bie s &
phrase, his eye jumping towhaleedonwd |1 ndteanpcreopdfsif hgat wat
if i @eTHus, this reading in tGeeneSP si &5 denalmeldl rheadviea bd een bays
only wi t h corroboration fpomyds ha diXgKnifalcamyg wolt & itrher e
Syriac Peshittat?@inohi ILartli yn, dvouel sg Greéeetdasiins some original readi
11, the begettiisdoadepatorandhles pfosam
Arpachshad to Nahor i n tThlee BP0 0kr eo f ifiRNewpreihteteesnI S cr i p
corroborated by the LXX, and are further confirmed by a
di stinct exter n'ddo nwietrnseeslsy,, JXAons eGetnuesshies same ti me that the
5, all ®fnitme m®wPmMber s f or cJhaarnegde,s, Mathh wusa&inakwwnaadt hor dece
Lamech differ from both theeNfedBokleXXf , alab6d ec@6cetongi nl vy
inferior readings (Table 2xonAnd8Pedcni maj def lwatré&dbinheehéei
for t hese t hree patriar chal| s o hfoarltlesn i inmgdRearvhrei it dt e abgl tSdt g dogwl uty
antediluvian epoch to 1307byeRBugemendUlcrawshi rmgs dloll | biwsee m
to die in the year of the Fl ood. We wi | | turn our atten
back to these readings shor tlthe aut hor s o fAiR etwhrei stet e woo rSkesr i
There is gener al agr eementt htohuagth ihmapo mtganmntsedhamhge sct bpku
place in the SP sometimReti exba dhHesvee csoon dc hcaenrgtewr yt hBeC .ahdr act
Gentry explains:
[ The SP] is charactef ,Ja&h‘tt‘v
|l exemes [basic units ‘
[ patterns of word fo ¢ M5a
Hebrew with those of . Mﬂ”ﬂm&m*
Exegetical and histor v-’ﬁ-k\ﬂ'@f‘/{_ms;mqmq‘,ﬂm},
removed and parallels \.:1.-, :
compari son between tH "“iﬂmgxr.;\l,;ﬂ ’f“;‘r’lﬁy\’za
and the | ater MT sho
bet ween the two repre samn«.sm ;Rﬁ\'\‘??l\"n
former in terms df gr |

%8?' ‘%“JAVI
A Fragment from the4Q6dud| Sea Scriol SHl
Discogered in Cave Fgur bt Qumra%,}the ‘F ﬁ‘tv'md'\an’
of this fragment <contdaianp sectlonsf»,_; 411.\5.;, 314418 :
éiiar?tn'tl\yld\ilﬂfk{ir (Ieft )off:h%i\,fe gen;elrnst'. onl1y n wotld i s
Unfortunately, this is tlhe = ﬁm%f&%‘rgﬂﬁﬁ"? 5
ang 1d preserved fm the DSS' The Leon Levy Dead Sea Scrol
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The ol dest known scroll oft @ khen Staentawé&mnl@(bmtaanwcé51:51]56'.6‘ SO M® 1S

redirected the theological Thihe meew oahrtomrod sdtg,ibd th degeizsm st aweig ter

work is no | onger an exempdam ahdther mshkinegalyab ondlos ICiatn ala
become a new compos?’tion (Jeutpililaepdoss eadaa@darti ficial chrono
bi blical narrative to create a
As rewr it tleunb i@ uerepspt tis e, cycl es of jubil e’@¢Bi bolfi c49 neat
radically restructured to cause
fTo come from a new, di viorceluy @ ux fjluobti y zeaeedh oddrp gtatdes rlyeeeaarn 2 4
flangel of anheedimrtdameaweGodds (AnMosMandi = Y%*Rhe adal teimrotGernetaitoin
(Jub 2:1). The invoking dfo batbhlsuimkee thegeéli saondy Mbsem Ada
serious chbadmsned &adhorijtybil ean chronfbl bgivealarstamngedurf
1To reveal a new t heol ogweceakls afenwear d4iGncd iutdb engj i me € &
adherenceayosal 864cal endaAdéam: 32axiolJ obod4dy . Expedubislcehend ¢
fTo serve as newly reveal adgreevéehati oheg extginally iwmpaos
ages b e floeraev e a h y { ISl &)k e cdrhter al tso ptulrep oaswet. h oSre g a | expl ai
heavenly tabl edtast earteh es aTiodr athg plruebi | ees
possesses a superseding aufttheorchyopnwokogianal aboaeetwwbe k | a:
of Mo s e s . I t purports to pcroonvmodne ttoh eo tphreorpewor(lkasndoful t I ena
interpretation of the Toradivide worl d hipsriket ¢ r minn.ed elr e
fTo provide a new chronol ognadat | yairmag naglelmemnft tchfe msasr ¢ & e
hi story governed by jubil eef pgadfeisndd 01 4 ) gtthReo row @ mtlyibrmee e w b
accepted it as authoritatipei mdudé .ht e s st @mtpavsisdiebd ea tt e dlear
rational e for altering ¢ her hornoonl ool gai geciacl a | d afturgpaeniei mnoppoisne aviilks e a |
biblical texts during the 8SkeceadyTempsei egas’tories (emph

) The begetdilbigfloergstshei ppatri archs
There is gener al agregnme nti aMhetf olu M@P Oirnt F@H1 es 3 an

changes took place iexptl hRenedamdaefe.anln order to ma

. t.he u r. radi I'ly altered th
Pentateuch N the Setcgjncognégihn%uirt)?lté‘gftthreiws saw rreav elh

Around the same time, g@anhikkRpPPWovadWh&P by jubilee
deceptively claiming tod ble Mausnbsr peimnedst mrei meval

Book of Jubi | BG.s Céhe original bi blical text, but
T as James Scott explains:
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