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By Henry B. Smith Jr. 

Background 
 

The Genesis 5 and 11 Genealogy and 

Chronology Research Project began several years 

ago to critically investigate the genealogies of 

Genesis 5:3ï32 and 11:10ï32, which are integral 

to the primeval history of Genesis 1ï11. The 

project consists of two major areas of investigation: 

 

¶ A close examination of relevant biblical 

texts and the modern evangelical consensus 

that Genesis 5 and 11 do not yield a 

continuous chronology of human history 

from Adam to Abraham. 

¶ An in-depth investigation into the numerical 

divergences in the three main textual 

witnesses to Genesis 5 and 11 in the Hebrew 

Masoretic Text (MT), the Greek Septuagint 

(LXX), and the Samaritan Pentateuch (SP) 

(Table 2). 

 

Evidence has been presented (with more 

forthcoming) that the chronological interpretation 

of Genesis 5 and 11 is warranted and correct.1 

This view was held almost universally by Jewish 

and Christian interpreters for millennia before the 

ascent of Darwinism in the 1860s. In several 

articles, I have also argued that the internal, 

external and historical evidence supports the 

originality of the longer primeval chronology 

found (mostly) in the LXX.2 Chronological 

calculations derived from the LXX of Genesis 5 

and 11 yield a Creation date of ca. 5550 BC and 

a Flood date of ca. 3300 BC (Table 1). Thus far, 

the research has led to the conclusion that the 

MTôs primeval chronology was deliberately 

reduced in the second century AD by 1250 years.  

One of the objections to this proposed 

reconstruction is the lower begetting ages found 

Table 1: Proposed original numbers 
in Genesis 5 and 11 with BC dates. 

        The Proposed Original Text 

Patriarch 
Scripture 
References   

Begetting 
Age 

Remaining 
Years 

Lifespan 

Adam Gn 5:3-5 5554 BC 0 AM 230 700 930 

Seth Gn 5:6-8 5324 BC 230 AM 205 707 912 

Enosh Gn 5:9-11 5119 BC 435 AM 190 715 905 

Kenan Gn 5:12-14 4929 BC 625 AM 170 740 910 

Mahalalel Gn 5:15-17 4759 BC 795 AM 165 730 895 

Jared Gn 5:18-20 4594 BC 960 AM 162 800 962 

Enoch Gn 5:21-23 4432 BC 1122 AM 165 200 365 

Methuselah Gn 5:25-27 4267 BC  1287 AM  187  782 969 

Lamech Gn 5:28-31 4080 BC 1474 AM 182 595 777 

Noah 
Gn 5:32; 7:6,11; 
8:13-14; 9:24; 
9:28-29; 10:21 

 3898 BC 1656 AM  500/(502)B 
 After Flood 
350 

 950 

Shem Gn 11:10-11 3396 BC 2158 AM 100 500 (600) 

Flood 
Gn 7:6, 11; 
8:13-14; 
9:28; 11:10 

3298 BC 2256 AM - -  - 

Arpachshad Gn 11:12-13 3296 BC 2258 AM 135 430  (565) 

Kainan Gn 11:13b-14b  3161 BC 2393 AM 130 330  (460) 

Shelah Gn 11:14-15 3031 BC 2523 AM 130 403  (533) 

Eber Gn 11:16-17 2901 BC 2653 AM 134 370  (504) 

Peleg Gn 11:18-19 2767 BC 2787 AM 130 209  (339) 

Reu Gn 11:20-21 2637 BC 2917 AM 132 207 (339) 

Serug Gn 11:22-23 2505 BC 3049 AM 130 200  (330) 

Nahor Gn 11:24-25 2375 BC 3179 AM 79 129  (208) 

Terah 
Gn 11:26, 32; 
12:1-4; Acts 7:2-4 

2296 BC 3258 AM 70/(130)C (75) 205 

Abraham 
Gn 11:31; 12:1-5; 
15:7; 21:6; 25:7 

 2166 BC 3388 AM  100  (75)  175 

A. Parentheses ( ) indicate the number is not explicitly stated, and must be 
determined by the use of multiple texts. 
B. Shem was born in Noahôs 502nd year. 
C. Abraham was born in Terahôs 130th year. Haran or Nahor in Terahôs 70th year. 
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in Genesis 5 of the SP. From Adam to Mahalalel, and then 

Enoch, these figures match those found in the Masoretic Text 

(Table 2). Some scholars have argued their matching 

character favors them as the original text.3 Since I have 

proposed that the lower begetting ages in the MT are the 

result of deliberate and systematic deflation, an explanation 

for the independent appearance of these particular figures in 

the SP must be offered. The purpose of this article is to 

present a plausible theory explaining why the SP was also 

deflated in Genesis 5.  

Overview of the Samaritan Pentateuch 
 

Interest in the SP has increased dramatically in the last few 

decades, evidenced by the studies of Kartveit, Pummer, 

Anderson and Giles, and numerous others.4 Written in an 

archaic Hebrew script, the SP is a text of the Torah that 

developed amongst the Samaritans in partial isolation from 

mainstream Judaism.5 The SP contains the five books of 

Moses, and is an important witness to the textual history of the 

Pentateuch. A substantial portion of the SP affirms the 

antiquity and accurate preservation of much of the Masoretic 

Hebrew Text, the base text for our modern OT translations.6  

The SP contains updated spelling and tends to harmonize 

parallel accounts. A thin layer of sectarian readings is also 

found in the SP, such as placing Abrahamôs sacrifice of Isaac 

Evidence has been presented that the chronological 

interpretation of Genesis 5 and 11 is warranted and 

correct. This view was held almost universally by 

Jewish and Christian interpreters for millennia 

before the ascent of Darwinism in the 1860s. 

Table 2: The main numerical divergences in Genesis 5 and 11 in the Masoretic Text (MT), Septuagint 
(LXX), and Samaritan Pentateuch (SP). Endnotes provide sources and explanations for some figures. 

    Masoretic Text Septuagint Samaritan Pentateuch 

Patriarch 
Genesis 
Verses 

Begetting 
Age 

Remaining 
Years 

Lifespan 
Begetting 
Age 

 Remaining 
Years 

Lifespan 
Begetting 
Age 

Remaining 
Years 

Lifespan 

Adam 5:3-5 130 800 930 230 700 930 130 800 930 

Seth 5:6-8 105 807 912 205 707 912 105 807 912 

Enosh  90 815 905 190 715 905 90 815 905 

Kenan  70 840 910 170 740 910 70 840 910 

Mahalalel  65  895 165 730 895 65 830 895 

Jared  162 800 962 162 800 962 62A 785 A 847 A 

Enoch 5:21-23 65  365 165 200 365 65 300 365 

Methuselah   187 782 969 187 782 969  67 A 653 A 720 A 

Lamech 5:28-31 182B 595B 777B 188B 565B 753B 53 A 600 A 653A 

Noah 
  

9:28-29; 
10:21; 
11:10 

500/
(502) 

After the 
Flood 
350 

950 
500/
(502) 

After the 
Flood 
350 
  

950 
500/
(502) 

After the 
Flood 
350 

950 

Shem 
 

100 500  100 500   100 500 600 

Arpachshad  35    135 430/330E   135 303C 438C 

Kainan        130  330F         

Shelah  30    130 403/330G   130 303C 433C 

Eber  34    134 370H   134 270C 404C 

Peleg  30 209   130 209   130 109C 239C 

Reu  32 207   132 207   132 107C 239C 

Serug 11:22-23 30 200   130 200   130 100C 230C 

Nahor  29 [129]/119I   79 129I   79 69C 148C 

Terah 
11:26, 32; 
12:1-4 
Acts 7:2-4 

  205 70/(130) (75) 205 70 (75) 145D 

A. Smith Jr., ñMethuselahôs Begetting Age,ò 170, n. 5. 
B. Brief explanations for Lamechôs numbers can be found in Ibid., 170, n. 6-7.  
C. Ibid., 170, n. 8. 
D. Ibid., 171, n. 13. 
E. Arpachshadôs remaining years in the MT are 403. I propose the figure was originally 430. Ibid., 171, n. 9. 
F. For commentary on Kainan, see: Smith Jr., ñFrom Adam to Abraham: An Update on the Genesis 5 and 11 Research 
Project,ò 2017; ñThe Case for the Septuagintôs Chronology in Genesis 5 and 11,ò 2018, Appendix n. 11. 
G. Smith Jr., ñMethuselahôs Begetting Age,ò 171, n. 10. Some LXX MSS read 330. 
H. Eberôs original remaining years are 370. The MT reads 430. Cosner and Carter, 103ï104; Hendel, 73. 
I. I slightly favor 129 as original. The MT reads 119. Smith Jr., ñMethuselahôs Begetting Age,ò 171, n. 12. 
J. Brackets [ ] indicate reconstructions of MT readings. 
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on Mt. Moreh near Shechem instead of Mt. Moriah (Gn 22:2),7 

or locating the Temple on Mt. Gerizim instead of in 

Jerusalem (Dt 12:5).8 Generally speaking, scholars believe 

the text of the SP is closer to the Hebrew text behind the 

LXX (known as the Vorlage) than the MT,9 though the SP 

has many affinities with the MT as well. The SP often 

confirms and corroborates original readings found in the MT 

and/or LXX, but text-critical scholars rarely consider isolated 

SP readings to be the originals without additional 

attestation.10 For example, I reviewed Hendelôs extensive 

documentation of the text-critical divergences in the 299 

verses found in Genesis 1ï11. Aside from the numbers in 

Genesis 5 and 11, Hendel ascribes original readings to the SP 

for only three words out of several thousand, and these 

differences only involve three individual Hebrew letters.11  

A few examples from Genesis should help illustrate these 

important features of the SP. Right before Cain murders 

Abel (Gn 4:8), he deceives his brother by saying to him, 

ñLet us go out into the field.ò This phrase has completely 

dropped out of the Masoretic Text, but is preserved in both 

the LXX and SP. A scribe most likely skipped over this 

phrase, his eye jumping to a second instance of the word 

ñfield.ò Thus, this reading in the SP is deemed reliable, but 

only with corroboration from the LXX (along with the 

Syriac Peshitta and Latin Vulgate).12 Similarly, in Genesis 

11, the begetting ages for the post-Flood patriarchs from 

Arpachshad to Nahor in the SP are independently 

corroborated by the LXX, and are further confirmed by a 

distinct external witness, Josephus.13 Conversely, in Genesis 

5, all of the SPôs nine numbers for Jared, Methuselah and 

Lamech differ from both the MT and LXX, and are certainly 

inferior readings (Table 2). An SP scribe deflated the figures 

for these three patriarchs, shortening the length of the 

antediluvian epoch to 1307 years and causing all three men 

to die in the year of the Flood. We will turn our attention 

back to these readings shortly. 

There is general agreement that important changes took 

place in the SP sometime in the second century BC.14 Peter 

Gentry explains: 

  

[The SP] is characterized by replacing archaic 

lexemes [basic units of meaning], morphology 

[patterns of word formation], and syntax in 

Hebrew with those of a later linguistic tradition. 

Exegetical and historical difficulties have been 

removed and parallels are harmonized. Thus a 

comparison between the Samaritan Pentateuch 

and the later MT shows that many differences 

between the two represent a modernizing of the 

former in terms of grammar and spelling.15 

Editing in the SP also included duplication, such as the 

addition of elements of Mosesô speech in Deuteronomy 1ï3 to 

sections of both Exodus and Numbers.16 Another feature of the 

SP is the phenomenon of harmonizing pluses. For example, in 

Genesis 11:11ï25, an uninspired scribe has added lifespan 

figures to the text by totaling the begetting ages and remaining 

years for each individual patriarch (Table 2). These are 

universally considered secondary additions (pluses) and are 

obviously designed to mimic (harmonize) the lifespans and 

epitaphs found in Genesis 5.17 Similarly, a SP scribe has 

reduced Terahôs lifespan from 205 down to 145 (Gn 11:32) in 

an attempt to ñcorrectò (or harmonize) the chronology of 

Abrahamôs life as it relates to the year of Terahôs death. This 

reading of 145 is also considered secondary. The LXX and MT 

both read 205, and are original.18  

We have seen in these brief examples that each individual 

textual scenario should be evaluated on its own merits, and the 

evidence must be carefully weighed when determining when/if 

the SP preserves original readings. Genesis 5 and 11 present 

their own unique challenges, as it is certain many of the 

numbers have undergone deliberate and systematic revision. 

While I will be proposing that many of the SPôs figures in 

Genesis 5 and 11 have been systematically changed, the SP 

plays a significant role in reconstructing the numbers, and it 

does retain some original readings. 
  

The Book of Jubilees = ñRewritten Scriptureò 
 

Around the same time that the SP was undergoing important 

changes, an unknown author deceptively claiming to be Moses 

penned the Book of Jubilees, ca. 160ï150 BC.19 Long 

considered a major work in the OT Pseudepigrapha, Jubilees 

also falls under the category of ñRewritten Scripture,ò defined 

by Eugene Ulrich as follows: 

 

éthe authors of these works of ñRewritten Scripture,ò 

though having used the scriptural books as an authoritative 

basis, have so changed the character of the base text and 

The Leon Levy Dead Sea Scrolls Digital Library 

A Fragment from the Dead Sea Scrolls, 4QGenb. 
Discovered in Cave Four at Qumran, the right side 
of this fragment contains sections of Genesis 4:2ï
11. On the far left of the fragment, only one word is 
extant: Kenan (   ) from Genesis 5:13 or 14. 
Unfortunately, this is the only part of Genesis 5 
and 11 preserved in the DSS. 

MNDV 
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redirected the theological themes or thrust, that the new 

work is no longer an exemplar of the biblical book but has 

become a new composition (emphasis added).20 

 

As rewritten Scripture, Jubilees purports: 

 

¶ To come from a new, divinely authorized speaker, an 

ñangel of the presenceò mediating Godôs words to Moses 

(Jub 2:1). The invoking of both the angel and Moses are 

serious claims to God-ordained authority. 

¶ To reveal a new theological agenda, including an 

adherence to a 364-day solar calendar (6:32).  

¶ To serve as newly revealed revelation, originally written 

ages before on ñheavenly tabletsò (6:17). Since the 

heavenly tablets are said to pre-date the Torah, Jubilees 

possesses a superseding authority over and above the law 

of Moses. It purports to provide the proper (and ultimate) 

interpretation of the Torah. 

¶ To provide a new chronological arrangement of sacred 

history governed by jubilee cycles (50:4). For anyone who 

accepted it as authoritative, Jubilees provided a theological 

rationale for altering chronological data in canonical 

biblical texts during the Second Temple era.  

This new chronological arrangement in Jubilees begins with 

Adam and terminates at Joshuaôs entry into Canaan. As such, 

Jubilees imposes an artificial chronological framework onto the 

biblical narrative to create a schematic history spanning 50 

cycles of jubilees of 49 years each.21 Biblical history is 

radically restructured to cause the Israelite entry into Canaan to 

occur exactly on a ñjubilee of jubilees,ò in the year 2450 AM 

(Anno Mundi = Year after Creation).22 The authorôs intention is 

to subsume the history from Adam to the Conquest under this 

jubilean chronological structure: ñI have arranged for you the 

weeks of years and the jubileesð49 jubilees from the time of 

Adam until todayéò (Jub 50:4). Expert scholars on Jubilees 

agree that the externally imposed jubilee structure is absolutely 

central to the authorôs purpose. Segal explains: 

 

The chronological framework of jubilees and weeks is 

common to other works of the Second Temple period that 

divide world history into eras of pre-determined length. 

Underlying all of them is the idea of periodization: at the end 

of a pre-defined length of time, the world returns to its 

primordial stateé.It is possible to demonstrate that the 

chronological framework was superimposed upon the 

already existing stories (emphasis added).23 

  

The begetting ages in Jubilees for the patriarchs of Genesis 5 

and 11 are found in Tables 3 and 4, and how they are derived is 

explained there. In order to make the jubilean structure work, 

the author radically altered the chronology of Genesis 5 and 11 

to conform it to this new revelationða new, sacred chronology 

of history governed by jubilee cycles. As a result, (almost) all 

of the numbers in its primeval chronology were not found in 

the original biblical text, but were created by the author instead, 

as James Scott explains: 

The oldest known scroll of the Samaritan Pentateuch, taken between 1900 and 1920. 
Wikimedia Commons 

There is general agreement that important 

changes took place in the Samaritan 

Pentateuch in the second century BC. 

Around the same time, an unknown author 

deceptively claiming to be Moses penned the 

Book of Jubilees, ca. ������ï��������BC. 


