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[ ABSTRACT ]

A Study on the Traditional History of Joshua 24:1-13
and the Compositional Historical Approach
of Hexateuch

Jong-Won Choi
Seoul Theological University

Joshua 24 is an important text in forming the composition of the six
books through traditional history. This study examines how the complex
data of Hexateuch could be arranged through Joshua 24, and traces their
complex history of transmission and edition. Accordingly, it avers that at
least the traditional texts of Hexateuch composed and accepted by Joshua
24 are the result of the integrated work of the Deuteronomic and Priestly
groups.

Joshua 24 consists of content that continues from at least Genesis 12
to Joshua 6, and thus the patriarchal tradition, the Exodus tradition, the
wilderness tradition, and the land acquisition tradition are introduced in
sequence as one literary body. The intention of Hexateuch on Joshua 24,
composed in this way, could at least be constructed through the Shechem
tradition, and this tradition presents that the theology of Hexateuch is
filled with the desire for the return of the Diaspora to their homeland.
This further proves that the book of God’s Law, including the book of the
Law of Moses in the book of Joshua, accepts and simultaneously expands
the meaning of the book of the Law of Moses and the book of the Law of
God in Chronicles.

Therefore, the compiler of Joshua 24 had a premonition that a new
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era was approaching beyond the mid-Persian period and he aspired for
a new community of Israel. They accepted the revised post-Dtr view of
history and the post-P view of history, and these traces are confirmed in
the text of Hexateuch. It further implies that the possibility of continuing
to examine how this text is influencing the backdrops of Persian social

problems is always open.

Joshua 24, Traditionskritik and Compositon of Hexateuch,
Integrated composer of the priestly and non-priestly,

Israel community after Exil

(9]

1: 20235 10¥ 11
112023 102 29
120234 11 21

Rl

Jo > 4m
Rad
° e n

AlzH

3

Il

200 Fok=Ct) H29H 42 (53 90%)



