SOME ASPECTS OF THE TEXTUAL HISTORY OF THE TORAH*
(PDQXHO7RY

1. Torah as a Unit
7KHGHVFULSWLRQRIWKHWH[WXDOKLVWRU\RIWKH¿YHERRNVRIWKH7RUDKDVRQH
XQLWLVMXVWL¿HGEHFDXVHWKH\KDYHEHHQMRLQHGWRJHWKHUDQGDUHFRQVLGHUHGD
single unit for the biblical authors and subsequent generations. As a result,
the phrases VƝSHUKDW{Uk, VƝSHUW{UDWPǀãHK and W{UDWPǀãHK are frequently
used in Scripture, both in Deuteronomy and in the later books. The fact that
most Torah scrolls found in the Judean Desert contain single Torah books
and not complete Torah scrolls derives from the technical limitations deterPLQHGE\WKHPD[LPXPVL]HRIWKHVHVFUROOV HDFKRIWKH¿YHERRNVRIWKH
7RUDK LV VL]DEOH DQG WRJHWKHU WKH\ HQFRPSDVV  SHUFHQW RI WKH +HEUHZ
canon in MT $W WKH VDPH WLPH IRXU 4XPUDQ VFUROOV FRQWDLQ WZR ERRNV
DQGWKH453VFUROOVFRQWDLQEHWZHHQWZRDQG¿YHERRNV 4*HQ±([RGa,
4SDOHR*HQ±([RGl 453a >*HQ±([RG@ 453b >*HQ ([RG 1XP
'HXW@453c>*HQ±'HXW@ 4([RG±/HYc453d>([RG1XP'HXW@
4/HY±1XPa  0XUDEEDµDW  SUREDEO\ FRQWDLQHG *HQHVLV±1XPEHUV DV
well as Deuteronomy. In later centuries, scrolls containing the complete
Torah became the norm, as may be learned from the references to such
scrolls in rabbinic literature.
The unity of the Torah is also visible at the scribal-textual level, since the
individual books of the Torah underwent several similar textual developPHQWV  WKHRUWKRJUDSK\RIWKH¿YH7RUDKERRNVLQMT is more conservaWLYHWKDQWKDWRIPRVWRWKHUERRNVHVSHFLDOO\LQ([RGXVDQG/HYLWLFXV  
the character of the Hebrew and Greek manuscripts of the Torah differs
IURPWKDWRIRWKHUERRNV  WKH6DPDULWDQVDFUHGZULWLQJVDUHOLPLWHGWRWKH
7RUDKDOWKRXJKD6DPDULWDQYHUVLRQRI-RVKXDLVNQRZQDVZHOODQG  E\
far the largest number of textual branches is known for the Torah, deriving
from its special popularity. For all these, see below.

ௐ'HGLFDWHG WR %RE &RRWH P\ ¿UVW IULHQG DW +DUYDUG ZKR WRJHWKHU ZLWK 3ROO\
JXLGHGXVLQDGMXVWLQJWROLIHLQWKH8QLWHG6WDWHV
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2. (DUOLHVW7H[WXDO(YLGHQFH
The earliest textual evidence for the Torah, dating to the mid-third century
BCE, is among the oldest for Scripture as a whole. It is probably no coinciGHQFHWKDW¿YHRIWKHHLJKWROGHVWSDOHRJUDSKLFDOO\GDWHGVFUROOVFRQWDLQVHJPHQWVRIWKH7RUDK 4([RG±/HYf, dated to 250 BCE4SDOHR'HXWs, dated
to 250–200 BCE 4([RGd, dated to 225–175 BCE DQG 4SDOHR*HQ DQG
4SDOHR/HYERWKGDWHGWR± BCE 7KLVVLWXDWLRQSUREDEO\LPSOLHV
WKDWWKHVHVFUROOVZHUHDPRQJWKH¿UVWWREHEURXJKWWR4XPUDQDQGDPRQJ
the oldest used in ancient Israel.1
7KHHDUOLHVWHYLGHQFHRIWKH2OG*UHHNYHUVLRQXVXDOO\GDWHGWRBCE,
is a century later: scrolls and codices dating from the second century BCE
onward were discovered in the Judean Desert and Egypt.
&ORVHFRQQHFWLRQVEHWZHHQ7RUDKWH[WVDQGODWHUERRNVUHÀHFWGLIIHUHQW
types of literary links, but little solid evidence is available about possible
variants in the later books. This pertains to the relation between Leviticus
DQG(]HNLHODQGWKDWEHWZHHQ'HXWHURQRP\DQG-HUHPLDK,QFRQWUDVWWKH
&KURQLFOHUUHÀHFWVPDQ\WH[WXDOYDULDQWVDVZHOODVRULJLQDOUHDGLQJVZKHQ
FRPSDUHGZLWKWKH7RUDKIRUH[DPSOHLQWKHJHQHDORJLFDOOLVWVLQWKH¿UVW
chapters of 1 Chronicles. However, the date of the variants in Chronicles
cannot be determined, as they may derive from any period, either from the
time of the Chronicler himself or from a later period.
3. Textual Features Common to the Torah Books
7KH¿YHERRNVRIWKH7RUDKVKDUHYDULRXVWH[WXDOIHDWXUHV6RPHRIWKHP
UHÀHFW WKH VWDJH RI WKH FRPELQHG 7RUDK VFUROOV ZKHUHDV RWKHUV SUHFHGHG
that stage.
ௐ2UWKRJUDSK\7KHRUWKRJUDSK\RIMT cannot be presented as consistent
or uniform, either in the Torah or in the other books. Nevertheless, the
¿YH ERRNV RI WKH 7RUDK VKDUH FHUWDLQ VSHOOLQJ IHDWXUHV WKDW VHW WKHP
apart from the other books. It has been suggested that the Torah and
.LQJVUHÀHFWDPRUHFRQVHUYDWLYH GHIHFWLYH RUWKRJUDSK\WKDQWKHUHVW
of the biblical books and that they also contain the greatest degree of
LQWHUQDOFRQVLVWHQF\²LQWKH7RUDKWKLVGHVFULSWLRQDSSOLHVHVSHFLDOO\
to Exodus and Leviticus.2
1ௐ7KHUH LV QR ROGHU HYLGHQFH IRU WKH7RUDK ZLWK WKH H[FHSWLRQ RI WKH VLOYHU UROOV
from Ketef Hinnom dating to the seventh or sixth century BCE, which may be disregarded
in the present context since they do not contain a biblical text proper. See Tov, Textual
Criticism, p. 111
2ௐ7KXV$QGHUVHQDQG)RUEHVSpelling in the Hebrew Bible, pp. 312-18. Murtonen,
‘Fixation in Writing’, pp. 46-53, notes that the Decalogue and the Book of the Covenant
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ௐ+DUPRQL]DWLRQ LV D PDMRU IHDWXUH FKDUDFWHUL]LQJ PRVW 7RUDK WH[WV
especially the Hebrew source of the LXX, the Sam., and the pre-SamarLWDQ4XPUDQVFUROOV VHHEHORZ 7KRXJKKDUPRQL]DWLRQRFFXUVLQDOO
texts to some degree, noticeably, for example, in the LXX of Canticles,
the various texts of Samuel–Kings//Chronicles and the parallel chapters in such books as Psalms, Jeremiah//2 Kings, it features as a major
phenomenon in the Torah in the nonlegal sections, probably due to its
popularity.
ௐ/DUJHQXPEHURIWH[WXDOEUDQFKHVLQDOOERRNV VHHEHORZ 
As for special features of individual books, Leviticus differs from the
RWKHU7RUDKERRNV2QO\LQWKLVERRNDUHWKHUHQRODUJHGLIIHUHQFHVEHWZHHQ
the textual sources such as are evidenced for the other four Torah books. If
we link this situation with the fact that the orthography of this book is among
the most conservative in Scripture, we note that this book has been changed
very little in the period for which we have textual evidence. This situation
derives from the fact that this book contains only legal sections that were
not submitted to major rewriting, either in Leviticus or in Exodus, Numbers
and Deuteronomy. This is not to say that scribes did not rewrite laws, but in
the period for which we have textual evidence, only scant textual evidence
KDVEHHQSUHVHUYHGIRUVXFKUHZULWLQJ6RPHOHJDOUHZULWLQJLVUHFRJQL]DEOH
LQWKH453WH[WVDQGWKH+HEUHZVorlage of the LXX of Exodus 35–40, all
RILWSUREDEO\UHÀHFWLQJH[HJHWLFDOWH[WVEDVHGRQDWH[WOLNHMT.
4. Literary Variants
Some of the groups of differences between the textual sources (usually:
EORFNVRIYDULDQWV UHÀHFWGLIIHUHQWOLWHUDU\VWDJHVRIWKHELEOLFDOERRNVDQG
hence belong to the realm of literary criticism. Two groups of such variants
may shed light on the Documentary Hypothesis.
7KH ¿UVW WZR JURXSV RI OLWHUDU\ GLIIHUHQFHV EHWZHHQ MT and the other
textual sources received much attention in scholarship, and the other ones
less so:
ௐ(GLWRULDO LQQRYDWLRQV of the Sam. group as compared with MT and
LXX.
ௐLiterary and exegetical LQQRYDWLRQV RI WKUHH PDQXVFULSWV RI 453
453c,d,e 

([RG ±  DUH PRUH GHIHFWLYH DQG KHQFH HDUOLHU  WKDQ WKH RWKHU VHJPHQWV RI WKH
Torah, and by the same token, he found differences between the various pentateuchal
sources.
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ௐ'LIIHUHQFHVEHWZHHQ MT, LXX and Sam. in Genesis 5 and 11 in geneDORJLHV 3RVVLEOH WHQGHQFLHV DUH UHFRJQL]HG LQ WKH GLIIHUHQW WH[WV ,W
seems that MT is not recensional in chap. 11 but may be so in chap. 5.
In contrast, the Vorlage of the LXX and Sam. probably revised MT or
a similar text in both chapters in a certain direction, in similar yet
different ways. I posit two recensions (Sam., LXX DQGRQHWH[W MT 
in chap. 5, and possibly three recensions in chap. 11. The analysis of
these chronological systems pertains to the primacy of MT, LXX, the
Sam., or another system in these chapters and is irrelevant for sourcecritical analysis.3
ௐ*HQHVLV- appears in the LXX in the sequence 46, 48a, 47. In
vv. 45-46, Jacob and his relatives erect a pillar and make a mound.
According to the LXX, Laban announces that this mound will be a
ZLWQHVVEHWZHHQWKHWZR YD DQGDIWHUZDUGWKH\QDPHWKHSODFH
µ0RXQGRI:LWQHVV¶ Y MT places the Aramaic and Hebrew names
Y   EHIRUH /DEDQ¶V VWDWHPHQWV Y D  SUREDEO\ UHSUHVHQWLQJ D
later addition located in different places in MT and LXX.4
ௐ1XPEHUV-. In the LXX, the order of these verses differs from
MT  7KHVHTXHQFHRIWKHLXX, in which v. 35, referring to
the ark, comes immediately after v. 33, where the ark is also mentioned, is possibly more natural, whereas in MT v. 34 comes between
the two. The differing sequences were created by the late addition in
GLIIHUHQWSODFHVRIWKHµ6RQJRIWKH$UN¶ YY ZKLFKRULJLQDOO\
was not included in its present place.
ௐDifferent literary editions of Numbers in LXX and MTYLVLEOHLQVPDOO
details? In LXX Numbers, small pluses appear in 2.7, 14, 20, 22, 29
VDPH SOXV LQ DOO YHUVHV    E  D   'HXW
E 41XPb  D  FRQWH[W
36.1 = 27.1. In 9.22-23, LXX has a shorter text (MT adds details from
 7KHWZRWUDGLWLRQVGLIIHUWZLFHLQLPSRUWDQW
sequence details. In the census in chap. 1, in the Vorlage of LXX, Gad
(MT YY   IROORZV 0DQDVVHK YY   7KH SRVLWLRQ RI *DG
in MTLVOHVVDSSURSULDWHDIWHU5HXEHQ YY DQG6LPHRQ YY
  SUREDEO\ LQÀXHQFHG E\ WKH VHTXHQFH LQ  5HXEHQ
6LPHRQ *DG  7KH VDPH FKDQJH DOVR WRRN SODFH LQ FKDS  LXX,
where Gad was removed from the triad Reuben–Simeon–Gad (vv.
 WRYYIROORZLQJ,VVDFKDU

3ௐ6HH7RYµ*HQHDORJLFDO/LVWV¶DQGWKHELEOLRJUDSK\PHQWLRQHGWKHUH
4ௐ7KHLVVXHLVPRUHFRPSOH[VLQFHYYDDEELQWKH
LXX as well as vv. 18, 26-27, 32-35 differ also in other details from MT. Seebass (‘LXX und
MTLQ*HQ¶S FRQVLGHUVLXX an older ‘recension’ than MT.
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7KH 'RFXPHQWDU\ +\SRWKHVLV Within the analysis of the relevance of
textual sources to the literary history of the Torah, a discussion of their relation to the Documentary Hypothesis is in order. When examining the textual
sources on which the Documentary Hypothesis is based, only one is used:
the MT. In historical-critical analysis, non-Masoretic sources are taken into
consideration all the time, whereas the theory of the Documentary Hypothesis is based exclusively on MT, with one possible exception, the LXX version
RI([RGXV± VHHEHORZ 7KLVEHLQJWKHFDVHZHFRXOGDOVRVD\WKDW
the Documentary Hypothesis is based on the combined evidence of all the
textual sources, including MT.5 The literary activity of combining the pentateuchal sources probably took place at an early stage, before the textual
evidence branched off in different directions.
If this analysis is correct, the conclusions are intriguing from a textual
point of view, since we found virtually no evidence in the non-MT sources
relevant to the Documentary Hypothesis. However, we could also claim that
ZHVKRXOGQRWHYHQH[SHFWVLJQL¿FDQWDQFLHQWYDULDQWVLQWKHQRQ0DVRUHWLF
texts because MT is the best witness in the Torah, and most other sources are
VHFRQGDU\ VHHEHORZ 
By way of exception to this statement, the following two sets of data
could be relevant to the Documentary Hypothesis, although my study
‘Source of Source Criticism’ reached negative conclusions in this regard:
ௐ7KH PDLQ FKDOOHQJH WR WKH 'RFXPHQWDU\ +\SRWKHVLV IURP WH[WXDO
sources lies in the realm of the GLYLQHQDPHVin the LXX of Genesis
1–11.6 However, in my view, the LXXUHÀHFWVKDUPRQL]LQJUHQGHULQJV
that were carried out inconsistently.7
ௐ7KH LXX YHUVLRQ RI ([RGXV ± SUREDEO\ UHÀHFWV D +HEUHZ WH[W
very different from MT, but the nature of that text is unclear. This
widely divergent text of the LXXPD\UHÀHFWRULJLQDOHOHPHQWVDVLQ
WKHFDVHRIWKH*UHHNWH[WVRI-HUHPLDKDQG(]HNLHORULWPD\GLVSOD\
a rewritten Hebrew text like the LXX of 1 Kings, Esther and Daniel.
The possibility of a rewritten text is suggested by a midrashic element in the LXX of Exod. 38.22,8 parallel to MT 38.1-2. This Greek text
FRQWDLQVDPLGUDVKOLNHH[SODQDWLRQRIWKHRULJLQRIWKHEURQ]HRIWKH
5ௐ$FWXDOO\ DOPRVW DOO OLWHUDU\ WKHRULHV DUH EDVHG RQ MT. The Dtr revisions of
-RVKXD±.LQJVDQG-HUHPLDKVHHPLQJO\UHÀHFWHDUOLHUSUH'WUOD\HUVEXWWKLVLVQRWWKH
case. See Tov, ‘Source Criticism’.
6ௐ&DUU Formation of the Hebrew Bible, p. 106, mentions a mere six differences
between MTDQGWKH4XPUDQVFUROOVEXWEHFDXVHWKH\RFFXULQGLIIHUHQWVFUROOVWKH\DUH
RIQRVLJQL¿FDQFH(TXDOO\LQVLJQL¿FDQWDUHWKHYDULDWLRQVLQ6DP
7ௐ)RUDGHWDLOHGDQDO\VLVVHH7RYµ6RXUFHRI6RXUFH&ULWLFLVP¶
8ௐµ7KLVRQHPDGHWKHEURQ]HDOWDUIURPWKHEURQ]H¿UHSDQVWKDWEHORQJHGWRWKH
men who rebelled together with the gathering of Kore’.
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altar (MTY DQGWKHODYHU Y FUHDWHGIURPWKHFHQVHUVRIWKHIROlowers of Korah. The LXX uses a word, Á¸Ì¸ÊÌ¸ÊÀŠÊ¸ÊÀÅ (‘to the men
who rebelled’ = -':/+ QRWIRXQGLQWKHVWRU\LQ1XPRU
anywhere else in the LXX. Since Korah is to appear only in Numbers
WKH*UHHNWH[WRI([RGXVSUREDEO\UHÀHFWVDQH[HJHWLFDODGGLWLRQ
based on a Hebrew source.
Nevertheless, it is also possible that the LXXUHÀHFWVDVWDJHLQWKHGHYHOopment of the Hebrew text earlier or later than MT.9 A central difference
between the LXX and MT versions concerns the garments of the priesthood
(Exod. 39.1b-31 MT ZKLFKLQWKHLXXSUHFHGHWKHRWKHULWHPV D 10
The position of the court differs in both texts (MT 38.9-20; LXX ,Q
addition, the LXX lacks and adds sections. Knohl stresses the fact that the LXX
lacks the incense altar (MT DOWKRXJKWKHLXX does mention
incense in 38.25 = MT $FFRUGLQJWR.QRKOWKH LXXUHÀHFWVD¿UVW
compositional layer that mentioned only the µǀOkK altar, whereas the later
MT mentioned two altars.11 Likewise, according to Kuenen, Aejmelaeus,
Schenker and Carr,12 the Hebrew text underlying the LXX preceded the
more developed MT. The LXX version of chaps. 35–40 differs more from the
instructions in chaps. 25–31 than that of the MT, and for Aejmelaeus this is
reason enough to consider the LXXHDUOLHUWKDQWKHVRPHZKDWKDUPRQL]HG
version of MT.13 I delay decision regarding this LXX text, but in the meantime
I conclude that the mentioned midrashic elements in this translation may
point to its secondary nature.
5. 7H[WXDO'HYHORSPHQW
By its very nature, textual criticism deals with the written stage of development. We focus on the textual history of the text starting with the earliest

add Nelson to
bibliography
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9ௐ,WLVOHVVOLNHO\WKDWWKHSUHVHQWLXX text resulted from the Greek translator’s manipulations. Finn and Gooding suggested that the translator or a later reviser rearranged
the Greek text without regard to the Hebrew (Finn, ‘Tabernacle Chapters’, pp. 449-82;
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7HFKQLTXHV¶S6FKHQNHUµ'HU8UVSUXQJGHVPDVVRUHWLVFKHQ7H[WHV¶SS
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WH[WXDO HYLGHQFH GLVUHJDUGLQJ RUDO GHYHORSPHQW 7KXV E\ GH¿QLWLRQ WKLV
description does not refer to the comparison or recording of different stories
in the Torah.
No solid facts are known about the textual condition of the Torah prior
to 250 BCEWKHSHULRGRIWKH¿UVW4XPUDQIUDJPHQWVDQGWKHUHIRUHZKDWever happened before the third pre-Christian century is mere speculation.
/DUJHVFDOHGLIIHUHQFHVVXFKDVLQ*HQHVLVDQG VHHDERYH PD\KDYH
been created in these earlier centuries, but it is hard to date these and similar
differences.
Written documents must have existed from a very early period, although
the date of the beginning of the textual transmission is unknown. It is natural to assume that transmission began when the compositions contained
in the biblical books had been completed. However, limited copying had
already begun at an earlier stage when segments of the books existed in
written form prior to the completion of the composition process. A description of the transmission of the biblical text thus begins with the completion
of the literary compositions and, to a certain extent, even beforehand.
It seems that each of the literary genres developed differently at the textual level. Major differences between texts are probably found in all types
of literature, in rewritten, added, and omitted units. At the same time, this
activity is more frequent in prose than in poetry. It is much easier to rewrite
a story or a prose text than to rewrite poetry. However, one rewritten song
LVNQRZQQDPHO\WKH6RQJRI0LULDPLQ453c 4 6aii and c. Very
little activity of this kind is evidenced for the rewriting of legal sections.
Thus there are no cases where a law has been added or omitted in one of the
textual witnesses. There are also hardly any instances in which a law has
EHHQKDUPRQL]HGWRDQRWKHURQHZKHQWKHWZRGLIIHUHG7KXVLWZRXOGKDYH
been easy to adapt a law in Deuteronomy to Exodus, Leviticus, or Numbers,
or vice versa, but this simply has not happened, with very few exceptions.
The editors/scribes knew the limitations of their activities, and had they
inserted such changes in legal material, they would have been touching
divine utterances and would have obliterated the differences between the
various pentateuchal books.
7KH WH[WXDO GHYHORSPHQW RI WKH ¿YH ERRNV RI WKH7RUDK GLIIHUHG IURP
that of the other books, but this fact has escaped the attention of scholars
with the exception of an important study made by Kahle on the basis of the
limited evidence that was available to him in 1915.14 The special position of
the Torah becomes clear when these three criteria are reviewed.

6aii -- correct?

14ௐ.DKOH µ8QWHUVXFKXQJHQ ]XU *HVFKLFKWH GHV 3HQWDWHXFKWH[WHV¶ SS 
This study is quoted according to the page numbers of the latter publication. When
Kahle wrote his study in 1915, he was familiar with less than half of the Torah texts
known today, but even within the triad of witnesses of MT, LXX, and Sam., he sensed that
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ௐ7KHSHUFHQWDJHRIFRSLHVRIWKHLQGLYLGXDO7RUDKERRNVIRXQGDW4XPUDQ  SHUFHQW  LV WZLFH DV KLJK DV LWV UHODWLYH SRVLWLRQ DPRQJ WKH
%LEOHERRNV SHUFHQW DQGWKUHHWLPHVDVKLJK SHUFHQW LQWKH
other Judean Desert sites.15 Genesis and Deuteronomy were especially
popular, not only among the Torah books but also among the combined
Scripture books, along with Isaiah and Psalms. The popularity of the
7RUDK LV DOVR VKRZQ E\ WKH ODUJH QXPEHU RI LWV7DUJXPLP 2QTHORV
and three different Palestinian Targumim: Pseudo-Jonathan, the FragPHQWDU\7DUJXPDQGWKH7DUJXPLQFOXGHGLQ&RGH[1HRSK\WL 7KHVH
PDQLIROGWUDQVODWLRQVUHÀHFWWKHLPSRUWDQFHRIWKH$UDPDLFYHUVLRQV
of the Torah for rabbinic Judaism. For all other books, only a single
Targum is known, apart from the two Targumim of Esther.
ௐ$OVRLQWKHVHFRQGFULWHULRQWKDWRIWKHQXPEHURIWH[WXDOEUDQFKHV
LQ D VSHFL¿F ERRN WKH 7RUDK LV XQLTXH LQ WKDW LWV WH[WXDO EUDQFKHV
are much more numerous than those of the other scriptural books.
This large number attests to the wide exegetical activity visible in the
changes inserted in the Torah, including rewritten segments, in spite
of its especially sacred character and, more likely, because of it. These
developments attest to the literary development of the Torah in its different texts as described in the next paragraphs.
7KDQNVWRWKH4XPUDQGLVFRYHULHVZHQRZNQRZPDQ\WH[WXDOEUDQFKHV
of the Torah, contained in groups of texts and individual texts together
FRQVWLWXWLQJVRPH¿IWHHQEUDQFKHV  3URWRMT: all the texts found at the
-XGHDQ'HVHUWVLWHVH[FHSWIRU4XPUDQDUHYLUWXDOO\LGHQWLFDOWRWKHPHGLHYDO
text of MT)XUWKHUDW4XPUDQZH¿QGPDQ\VFUROOVWKDWDUHFORVHWR MT.
± 7KHµ6DPJURXS¶KDVEHHQSUHVHUYHGLQWKUHHDWWHVWDWLRQVWKHµSUH
6DPDULWDQ¶4XPUDQVFUROOVWKDWUHVHPEOHWKH6DP41XPb,16 and the Sam.
NQRZQIURPPHGLHYDOVRXUFHV7KLVEUDQFKUHÀHFWVDSRSXODUL]LQJRIIVKRRW
of MT or a similar text, differing from it in textual and literary details. In its
present form, Sam. is a sectarian text, but when its slight sectarian layer is
SHHOHGRIIZH¿QGDQHDUO\WH[WWKHOLNHVRIZKLFKZDVIRXQGDW4XPUDQLQ
WKHIRUPRIVRFDOOHGSUH6DPDULWDQVFUROOV  7KHUHFRQVWUXFWHG+HEUHZ
source of the LXXDOVRUHÀHFWVDIUHHDSSURDFKWRWKHWH[W,WKDVEHHQVXJgested WKDWWKLVVRXUFHUHÀHFWVWKHODUJHVWQXPEHURIFRQWH[WXDOVPDOOKDUWKH\UHÀHFWHGDVSHFLDOUHDOLW\GLIIHUHQWIURPWKDWRIWKHRWKHUERRNVRI6FULSWXUH6RPH
of the major conclusions of that study may not be acceptable, but Kahle opened up the
area of the Torah for wide investigation, and he had important insights into the nature of
Sam. and the LXX. The time has now arrived for an analysis of the Torah texts based on a
reinvestigation of the texts known to Kahle along with additional texts.
15ௐ)RUWKH¿JXUHVVHH7RYTextual Criticism, pp. 96-98; Tov, ‘Some Thoughts’,
pp. 151-72.
16ௐ41XPb is considered a separate branch as it also often agrees with the LXX.
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PRQL]DWLRQVDPRQJWKHWH[WXDOZLWQHVVHV17 more than the Sam., which until
UHFHQWO\ZDVFRQVLGHUHGWREHWKHPRVWKDUPRQL]LQJWH[W18 This feature is
the most prominent among the textual features of the Hebrew source of the
LXX ± )LYHH[HJHWLFDO7RUDKVFUROOVEHDULQJWKHPLVOHDGLQJQDPHRI
D QRQELEOLFDO FRPSRVLWLRQ 45HZRUNHG3HQWDWHXFKa-e, display a very free
approach to the biblical text.19 They contain a running biblical text intertwined with small and large exegetical additions, such as an expanded Song
RI 0LULDP QRW HTXDOHG E\ DQ\ RWKHU VRXUFH ±  )RXU WH[WV DUH QRW
H[FOXVLYHO\FORVHWRDQ\RIWKHPHQWLRQHGWH[WV4>*HQ±@([RGb4SDOHR
Leva DQG 4'HXWc,h. It is mainly a sign of our ignorance that we do not
know where to place these texts in the stemma. They do not depend on MT,
and they do not differ much from that text.
± ,QWKLVFRQWH[WZHDOVRPHQWLRQIRXUVRXUFHVWKDWGRQRWFRQWDLQ
purely biblical texts. These are liturgical texts, two of which carry names
RIELEOLFDOERRNV 4'HXWj,k1 0RVWRIWKHVHVRXUFHVUHÀHFWDYHU\IUHHDQG
KDUPRQL]LQJDSSURDFKWRWKHWH[WWZRGLIIHUHQWWH[WXDOEUDQFKHVRIWH¿OOLQ
and PH]X]RW from the Judean Desert, Papyrus Nash of the Decalogue from
(J\SWDQGWZROLWXUJLFDO4XPUDQWH[WVWKDWFRQWDLQWKHVDPHSHULFRSHVDV
the WH¿OOLQ 4'HXWj,k1 20,QWKHVHWH[WVKDUPRQL]DWLRQLQFOXGLQJWKHDGGLtion of small pericopes, is the main textual-editorial feature.21
2ZLQJWRVHYHUDOXQFHUWDLQWLHV22 no precise number can be given for the
WH[WXDOEUDQFKHVLQWKH7RUDKEXWLWLVSUREDEO\DURXQG¿IWHHQDQGPXFK
17ௐ$ ODUJH QXPEHU RI VXFK KDUPRQL]DWLRQV DUH DOVR IRXQG LQ WKH SUH6DPDULWDQ
WH[WV4([RG±/HYf41XPb453b. Since these texts are fragmentary, we have to be
careful in our assessments. See Tov, ‘Samaritan Pentateuch and the Dead Sea Scrolls’,
pp. 59-88.
18ௐ6HH7RY µ7H[WXDO +DUPRQL]DWLRQV LQ WKH$QFLHQW7H[WV RI 'HXWHURQRP\¶ SS add Tov ‘Textual
+DUPRQL]DWLRQVLQ
7RYµ7H[WXDO+DUPRQL]DWLRQLQWKH6WRULHVRIWKH3DWULDUFKV¶SS7RY the Ancient Texts
µ+DUPRQL]LQJ&KDUDFWHU¶7KH LXXLVMXGJHGKHUHDFFRUGLQJWRLWVZHOOGH¿QHGKDUPR- . . .’ to bibliography
QL]LQJSOXVHV,QRWKHUGHWDLOVWKHLXXKDVQRVSHFL¿FIHDWXUHVH[FHSWIRUWKHFKURQRORgies in Genesis 5 and 11, the different sequence of the verses in Genesis 31, and the
greatly deviating version of Exodus 35–40. In Genesis 5 and 11, the LXX has a secondary
character, whereas the situation in the other chapters is unclear. See n. 3.
19ௐ6HH7RYTextual Criticism, p. 323.
20ௐ4'HXWj contains sections from Deuteronomy 5, 8, 10, 11, 32 and Exodus 12,
4'HXWk1 contains sections from Deuteronomy 5, 11, 32.
21ௐ7KHOLWXUJLFDOFKDUDFWHURI4'HXWjLVWKHPRUHOLNHO\EHFDXVHRILWVVPDOOVL]H
See Tov, Hebrew Bible, Greek Bible and QumranS1RWHIXUWKHUWKDWERWK4'HXWj
DQG4'HXWn start with Deut. 5.1 and continue until the beginning of chap. 6. Both texts
DOVRFRQWDLQDIUDJPHQWWKDWFRYHUV6HH(VKHOµ4'HXWn’, p. 151.
22ௐ7KH IROORZLQJ XQFHUWDLQWLHV VKRXOG EH WDNHQ LQWR FRQVLGHUDWLRQ   WKH 6DP
JURXSLVFRXQWHGDVWKUHHXQLWVVHHQ  WKHH[DFWQXPEHURIWKHOLWXUJLFDOWH[WVLV
XQNQRZQ   WKUHH µQRQDOLJQHG¶ WH[WV ZHUH VLQJOHG RXW EXW WKHLU QXPEHU FRXOG KDYH
been larger.
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larger than the one to three branches in the other books. In any event, the
especially sacred nature of the Torah, accepted by all, clearly did not prevent
LWV H[HJHWLFDOOLWHUDU\ DQG WH[WXDO GHYHORSPHQW DV UHÀHFWHG LQ LWV ZLGHO\
divergent textual branches from the third century BCE onward. In our eyes,
probably the opposite was expected, namely, that the special sanctity of the
Torah would create a conservative approach of not allowing any changes in
WKHWH[WDVUHÀHFWHGLQ4LG 30a: ‘The ancients were called VǀSƟUvP because
WKH\FRXQWHGHYHU\OHWWHULQWKH7RUDK¶+RZHYHUWKLVVWDWHPHQWUHÀHFWVD
WLPHPXFKODWHUWKDQWKDWRIWKH4XPUDQVFUROOVDQGLWSHUWDLQVRQO\WRMT.
ௐ,QWKHWKLUGFULWHULRQWKDWRIWKHQDWXUHRIWKHGLIIHUHQFHVEHWZHHQWKH
textual branches, the Torah is likewise unique in that it is the only
source in which textualIHDWXUHVDUHUHFRJQL]DEOHQDPHO\KDUPRQL]DWLRQVDQGYDULDQWVUHSODFLQJSUREOHPDWLFUHDGLQJVDOORIZKLFKUHÀHFW
a free approach to the text.
These data lead to the central question as to why so many textual branches
were created in the Torah and not the other books. In my view, this situation
was due to the popularity the Torah enjoyed because of its special sanctity.23
The very act of inserting changes into each new copy of a Torah scroll,24
often creating a new textual branch, was acceptable in early times. In a way,
each scribe created a new version of the composition, which was equally
as authoritative as its predecessors. Among the known textual sources, only
the MTDQGDIHZDGGLWLRQDO QRQDOLJQHG VFUROOV ± GLVDOORZHGVXFK
changes, at least after the mid-third century BCE, from which time the oldest
scrolls are known.
,QFRQFOXVLRQWKHGHVFULSWLRQRIWKHWH[WXDOKLVWRU\RIWKH¿YHERRNVRI
WKH7RUDKDVRQHXQLWLVMXVWL¿HGEHFDXVHWKH\KDYHEHHQMRLQHGWRJHWKHUDQG
are considered a single unit for the biblical authors and subsequent generations. They underwent several similar textual developments. In this study
we reviewed textual features common to the Torah books, as well as literary
variants that may shed light on the Documentary Hypothesis. Finally, we
depicted the textual development of the Torah in general lines.
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