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1. Abstract of Vannoy, Genesis, Session 8, Genesis 2 in Context,
Biblicalelearning.org, Bel

This lecture excerpt from Robert Vannoy's Old Testament History course examines
Genesis chapters 1 and 2, specifically addressing whether Genesis 2 presents a second
creation account. Vannoy argues against this interpretation, proposing instead that
Genesis 2 focuses on man's role in the created world, setting the stage for the fall in
chapter 3. He analyzes the Hebrew word toledoth to support his claim of a progressive
narrative, not a duplicated one. Furthermore, the lecture discusses alleged
contradictions between the chapters, ultimately concluding that perceived discrepancies
in the order of creation events stem from differing interpretations of Hebrew verb
tenses and are not genuine conflicts. Finally, the lecture briefly explores the geographic
location and symbolic meaning of the Garden of Eden.

2. 15 - minute Audio Podcast Created on the basis of

Dr. Vannoy, Genesis, Session 8 — Double click icon to play in
Windows media player or go to the Biblicalelearning.org [Bel]
Site and click the audio podcast link there (Old Testament 2
Pentateuch - Genesis).
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3. Briefing Document: Vannoy, Genesis, Session 8, Genesis 2 in
Context

Okay, here is a detailed briefing document summarizing the key themes and ideas from
the provided lecture notes on Genesis 2, by Robert Vannoy:

Briefing Document: Robert Vannoy on Genesis 2

Main Themes & Key Ideas:

1. Genesis 2: A Qualified "Second Creation Account"?

Vannoy's Stance: Vannoy argues that Genesis 2 should not be viewed as simply
another creation account (like Genesis 1) but as a chapter primarily focused on
man's place and function within the created world, preparing for the events of
Genesis 3 (the Fall). While it retells some aspects of Genesis 1 (creation of man
and woman), it’s more of an elaboration.

Quote: "I think the emphasis in chapter 2 is more concerned with man and his
place and function in the created world. Now, to present that, chapter 2 does
retell a small part of Genesis 1. You have a more detailed story of how God
created man and woman."

Critique of the Documentary Hypothesis: Vannoy critiques the view of critical
scholars (like S.R. Driver) who label Genesis 1 as "P" and Genesis 2 as "J",
asserting that they are two separate creation narratives. He disputes this by
focusing on the use of the Hebrew word "toledoth".

Quote: "Those two narratives by the critical scholars then are labeled “P account”
in Genesis 1, and the “J account” in Genesis 2. There you have the double creation
narrative."

2. The Importance of "Toledoth" (Generations):

Meaning: "Toledoth" (translated as "generations") is a key Hebrew word meaning
"that which is brought forth" or "the product of bearing," related to the verb
"valad" meaning "to bear (children)." It signifies what issues forth from
something, not just a genealogy.

Function: Vannoy argues that "toledoth" introduces what follows, rather than
summarizing what precedes. He uses examples like Genesis 11:27 ("These are the
generations of Terah...") where the focus shifts to Abraham, and Genesis 37:2
("These are the generations of Jacob...") where it leads into the Joseph narrative.



Quote: "That means if you take the phrase in 2:4a as a concluding statement, like
the critics do. Then in each of the other 9 places you have to give that expression a
different meaning, a different function because it obviously introduces what
follows, rather than summarizes what precedes."

Genesis 2:4: Vannoy interprets "These are the generations of the heavens and the
earth" as an introduction to the historical developments that come forth from the
creation described in Genesis 1. It marks the beginning of God's dealings with his
creatures, moving forward in time and focusing on man.

Quote: "In other words, when it says “These are the generations of the heavens
and earth...”, it speaks of what comes forth in history from the making of the
heavens and the earth in Genesis 1. So, the significance of the phrase here, is that
it marks the beginning of a new phase of God's dealing with his creatures."

Implications for Chapter Division: Vannoy argues that the division between
chapters 1 and 2 should be at the end of 2:3, with 2:4a introducing chapter 2.
Critical scholars, according to Vannoy, place it in the middle of 2:4, making 2:4a a
conclusion to chapter 1, rather than an introduction to chapter 2, based on the
"P" source's preference for structuring with that phrase.

3. Genesis 2 as Preparation for Genesis 3:

Focus on Man: Chapter 2 centers on man, the Garden of Eden, and the creation
of woman as his companion, laying the foundation for the Fall in chapter 3.

Specific Elements:Description of the Garden's location (2:8-14).

Prohibition against eating from the tree of knowledge (2:16-17).

More detailed description of woman's creation (2:18-24).

State of nakedness without shame (2:25) which contrasts with post-Fall shame.

Quote: "There are close connections between chapter 2 and chapter 3. Chapter 2
provides the foundation for much of what goes on subsequently in chapter 3."

4. Addressing Alleged Contradictions Between Genesis 1 & 2:

Order of Creation: Critics argue that the order of creation differs in Genesis 1 and
2 (vegetation/animals/man, vs. man/vegetation/animals/woman).

Vannoy's Response:The planting of the Garden is not the initial creation of
vegetation (Genesis 2 focuses on a specific garden).



The verbs in 2:8 ("planted") and 2:19 ("formed") should be understood as past
perfect ("had planted," "had formed"), implying these actions happened before
man's creation (as described in Genesis 1). This depends on the context.

Genesis 2 does not say that animals were created after man and before woman,
but describes the bringing of already-created animals to Adam for naming.

Quote: "I think the stress in chapter 2 of Genesis is logical, rather than
chronological. And the order reflects a logic of progression not necessarily a
chronological order."

He also points out that you have to decide on how to translate the verbs by
context, and whether or not you're looking for discrepancies or harmony.

Quote: "If you are looking for discrepancies, you can translate it in the way that
produces it. If you're looking for harmony you can translate it in the way that
harmonizes it. You can’t decide it on the base of the grammar, you have to decide
on the basis of context."

5. Genesis 2:5-6 as Parallel to Genesis 1:2:

Derek Kidner's Interpretation: Vannoy cites Kidner's analysis that verses 5 and 6
describe a chaotic state (similar to Genesis 1:2) before the ordering of creation,
describing a world without rain or cultivated crops. This helps clarify the context.

Quote: "It is none other than a scene suggested in different terms in Genesis 1:2,
the chaotic expansive waters. The fact that rain is still unknown, is therefore no
sign of drought, but of the state of saturation that preceded the dividing of the
waters on the second day in Genesis 1."

6. The Garden of Eden: Geographic Location:

River System: Genesis 2:10-14 describes a river flowing from Eden and dividing
into four rivers: Pishon, Gihon, Tigris, and Euphrates.

Interpretations of the River's Source:The King James translation of the river going
"out of Eden" is not ideal. Speiser's translation that the river rises in Eden, is more
accurate.

Possible Locations:Persian Gulf Area: Some suggest that pre-flood geography was
different and that the four rivers came together there, the Pishon and Gihon
possibly being underwater now.



o Names Carried Through After the Flood: Others believe that the names of the
pre-flood rivers were simply applied to new rivers after the flood, so the garden
can be anywhere.

o Non-Historical/Symbolic: This modern interpretation, found in the book by J.C.
Gibson, argues that the Garden of Eden was never a real place and the story is a
religious fantasy. Adam is viewed as a symbol for all people, with the story serving
as a metaphor.

e Quote: "There never was such a place as the Garden of Eden. Nor was there ever
an historical person called Adam who lived in it and conversed with snakes and
God in Hebrew. The garden is a garden of the mind."

e Vannoy's View: Vannoy presents these three interpretations without explicitly
stating his own, but his general approach suggests a preference for a more
historical view.

Conclusion:

Vannoy's lecture emphasizes understanding Genesis 2 within its specific context,
particularly its relationship to Genesis 3. He critiques interpretations that see
contradiction between Genesis 1 and 2, offering an approach that sees a logical, rather
than strictly chronological, order and emphasizes the historical implications of the
“toledoth” phrasing. He also presents several interpretations regarding the location of
the Garden of Eden, from the literal to the purely symbolic. His goal is to demonstrate
that a careful reading of the text leads to a cohesive and non-contradictory
understanding of the creation narrative.



4. Study Guide: Vannoy, Genesis, Session 8, Genesis 2 in
Context

Genesis 2 Study Guide

Quiz

Instructions: Answer each question in 2-3 sentences.

1.

8.
9.

How does Vannoy qualify his assertion that Genesis 2 is "another account of
creation?"

What is the significance of the Hebrew word toledoth in Genesis 2:4a according to
Vannoy?

How do critical scholars use toledoth to divide Genesis 1 and 27?
How does Vannoy argue that Genesis 2 prepares for the events in Genesis 3?

What are the alleged contradictions between Genesis 1 and 2 concerning the
order of creation?

How does Vannoy explain that the use of verb tenses in Genesis 2:8 and 2:19
resolves the alleged contradiction?

What does Vannoy say about the purpose of the description of the Garden of
Eden’s location?

What are three proposed locations for the Garden of Eden?

What approach to the Garden of Eden does J.C. Gibson represent?

10. What role does the concept of historiography play in understanding the

interpretation of the early chapters of Genesis?

Quiz Answer Key

1.

Vannoy argues that Genesis 2 is another account of creation in a qualified sense
because while it does repeat and elaborate on the creation of man and woman
from Genesis 1, its primary emphasis is on man's place and function, not a full
second creation narrative. It is meant to progress the story, not repeat it.

According to Vannoy, toledoth means "generations" or "that which is brought
forth." It introduces what follows, what issues forth from something (not a



10.

summary of what came before), marking a new phase of God's dealing with
creation.

Critical scholars use toledoth in Genesis 2:4a as a concluding statement to Genesis
1, associating it with the "P" source, which they argue has a preference for
structure. They see the verse as summarizing the creation account of Genesis 1,
and use that to divide the chapters.

Vannoy argues that Genesis 2 centers attention on man, provides the location for
the fall, establishes the prohibition, describes the creation of woman as the
helpmate, and the state of being unashamed, all of which set the stage for the
events of the fall in chapter 3.

The alleged contradictions involve the order of creation. Genesis 1 presents
vegetation, then animals, then man and woman, while it's claimed that Genesis 2
presents man, then vegetation (the garden), then animals, and finally woman.

Vannoy explains that the Hebrew verbal forms in 2:8 and 2:19 don't specify a
specific tense, allowing for translations like "had planted" and "had formed." This
implies the creation of vegetation and animals happened before man,
harmonizing Genesis 2 with Genesis 1's order.

Vannoy suggests the description of the Garden’s location is not merely a
geographical detail but a set-up for the narrative that follows, where man's
relationship with God is challenged, as well as the place where the prohibition
and subsequent fall occurs.

The three proposed locations are the Persian Gulf region (possibly now
submerged), the idea that the names were re-applied to post-flood rivers and the
idea that the garden never existed, but was instead a religious story.

J.C. Gibson takes a non-literal approach, stating the Garden of Eden was never an
actual place, and that Adam was not an historical person but a representative of
humanity, seeing the story as a religious lesson, not historical fact.

Historiography plays a crucial role because it shapes how one interprets the text:
whether as a literal historical account (with the implication of potential
contradictions) or as a theological narrative conveying important spiritual truths,
allowing for non-literal readings.



Essay Questions

1. Compare and contrast Vannoy’s approach to Genesis 2 with the critical scholarly
approach. What are the key differences in methodology and interpretation, and
why do these differences matter for how the text is understood?

2. Discuss the significance of the word toledoth in understanding the structure and
meaning of Genesis. How does Vannoy's interpretation of the word support his
claim that Genesis 2 is not simply a duplicate creation account?

3. Analyze Vannoy's arguments against alleged contradictions between Genesis 1
and 2. How does he use the understanding of the Hebrew language, and the
function of narrative, to support his position?

4. Evaluate the various approaches to the location of the Garden of Eden presented
by Vannoy. What are the implications of each position for the way one interprets
the entire narrative of Genesis 1-37?

5. How does Vannoy connect the details of Genesis 2 to the narrative in Genesis 3?
How does the structure of the text, according to Vannoy, function to emphasize
the importance of human responsibility and the consequences of choices in the
early chapters of Genesis?

Glossary of Key Terms

Toledoth: (Hebrew: N'T7in) Meaning "generations," "account," or "that which is brought
forth," it is a key word in Genesis used to introduce the historical development of what
comes forth from the initial topic.

Documentary Hypothesis: A critical theory proposing that the Pentateuch (the first five
books of the Bible) was compiled from various independent literary sources (e.g., J, E, P,
D).

P Account: In the documentary hypothesis, the "Priestly" source, characterized by its
focus on ritual, law, and genealogical structures, often associated with Genesis 1.

J Account: In the documentary hypothesis, the "Yahwist" source, characterized by its use
of the name Yahweh and emphasis on narrative and human relationships, often

associated with Genesis 2.

Historiography: The study of how history is written and interpreted; in this context,



whether biblical texts are to be understood as literal historical accounts or as narratives
with theological significance.

Yahweh: (Hebrew: nin') The personal name of God in the Old Testament.

Elohim: (Hebrew: n'n7x) A generic name for God in the Old Testament, often used in
Genesis 1.

Past Tense: A verb tense indicating an action that has occurred at a specific time in the
past.

Past Perfect Tense: A verb tense indicating an action that was completed before a
specific time in the past.

Garden of Eden: A location described in Genesis 2 as a paradise created by God, the
setting for the first man and woman.

NIV: The New International Version of the Bible.

King James Version: An English translation of the Bible published in 1611.
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5. FAQs on Vannoy, Genesis, Session 8, Genesis 2 in Context,
Biblicalelearning.org (Bel)

FAQ on Genesis 2

1.

Is Genesis 2 simply another creation account that duplicates Genesis 1? No,
while Genesis 2 does retell some of the creation events from Genesis 1, such as
the creation of man and woman, its primary focus is not on a comprehensive
creation narrative. Instead, it emphasizes man's place and function in the created
world. Genesis 2 sets the stage for the account of the fall in Genesis 3 by
providing a detailed context for human life and the choices made within that
setting. It elaborates on the creation of man and woman, highlighting their
relationship and the specific environment in which they were placed.

How should the word toledoth (translated as "generations" or "account")
influence our interpretation of Genesis 2:4? The word toledoth is a Hebrew term
that signifies what comes forth, what issues from something, or the product of
something, rather than a mere chronological record. In Genesis 2:4, "These are
the generations of the heavens and the earth", it is best understood as an
introduction to what follows, not a summary of what precedes. This phrase is
used multiple times in Genesis to introduce a historical line or narrative,
emphasizing the outcome or product of a particular origin, such as the line from
Terah that leads to Abraham or Jacob that leads to Joseph and his brothers.
Therefore, toledoth in Genesis 2:4 means what has come forth from the initial
creation described in Genesis 1, thus marking a new phase in God's dealings with
humanity. It highlights the historical lines and progression from the beginning to
an end point rather than a static retelling. This is important because it
distinguishes Genesis 2 from merely being a repeated creation account, indicating
a move forward and a focus on man.
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3. How does Genesis 2 function as a preparation for the fall of man in Genesis 3?
Genesis 2 lays the groundwork for the events in Genesis 3 by focusing on man's
environment and circumstances in a manner that connects to the events of
chapter 3. It gives an extensive description of the Garden of Eden's location,
which is where the fall takes place. It includes God's prohibition regarding the
tree of the knowledge of good and evil, a central component of the temptation in
Genesis 3. It offers a more detailed description of the creation of woman, Eve,
which is important given her role in the fall. Finally, it establishes their initial state
of nakedness without shame, which contrasts with their subsequent shame after
eating the forbidden fruit. Therefore, Genesis 2 is not just a standalone narrative
but is intricately connected to and preparatory for the events of the fall.

4. Are there real contradictions between the order of creation in Genesis 1 and
Genesis 2? No, while some scholars have suggested contradictions in the order of
creation, a closer examination reveals that Genesis 2 isn't necessarily a
chronological account. Genesis 1 presents a broad overview of creation, while
Genesis 2 focuses more on man and his immediate environment. The alleged
contradictions regarding the order of creation — vegetation, animals, then man in
Genesis 1 and man, then vegetation, then animals, then woman in Genesis 2 —
are resolved by understanding that the second chapter describes the planting of a
specific garden rather than the initial creation of all vegetation; the animals were
formed earlier as mentioned in Genesis 1 and then presented to man for naming,
not created at that specific point. The verbs in Genesis 2:8 and 2:19 can be
translated as "had planted" and "had formed," indicating they occurred prior to
the narration point. The stress of Genesis 2 is on a logical progression, not a strict
chronology.

5. Why do the verbal forms "planted" and "formed" appear to cause some
confusion in interpreting Genesis 2? The Hebrew verbal forms used in Genesis
2:8 and 2:19 do not differentiate between past simple and past perfect tenses as
English does. Depending on the context and intended meaning, these verbs could
be understood as either "planted" and "formed" or "had planted" and "had
formed". Translating these as “had planted” and “had formed” emphasizes that
these actions preceded the narration of verses 8 and 19 in chapter 2. By doing so,
apparent contradictions with the chronological account of Genesis 1 are
minimized. The decision on how to translate these verbal forms often depends on
whether a reader is searching for harmony between the accounts or looking for
contradictions.
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6. What is the significance of Genesis 2:5-6 in relation to Genesis 1:2? Genesis 2:5-

8.

6 describes a state where there is no vegetation, rainfall, or human cultivation,
which can be understood as a parallel to the chaotic state described in Genesis
1:2 before God began to order creation. It is not a depiction of drought but of the
pre-creation state before the dry land was separated and before the creation of
plants. Genesis 2:5-6 does not describe a state after Genesis 1:1, but a state
before any plant growth, and is therefore not a contradiction of the account in
Genesis 1. It sets the stage for God creating the garden of Eden for man.

Where was the Garden of Eden geographically located according to Genesis 2,
and why is there so much debate about it? Genesis 2 provides a geographical
description of the Garden of Eden, mentioning a river that flowed from Eden and
divided into four rivers, including the Tigris and Euphrates. While the Tigris and
Euphrates are identifiable, the Pishon and Gihon are not. There are three main
views on the location of Eden. First, it is possible that the geography of the pre-
flood world was different, and that the four rivers mentioned converged
somewhere in the Persian Gulf region, but the configuration is now unknown.
Second, the names of the rivers may have been carried over after the flood and
applied to different rivers. Finally, some interpret it as a non-historical, symbolic
story rather than a real geographical place. The debate arises because the
identifiable rivers only partly align with the described geography, and because
differing views on scripture’s historicity influence interpretation.

What is the non-historical, symbolic view of the Garden of Eden and Adam? The
non-historical view regards the Garden of Eden as a symbolic representation of an
ideal state and the first people’s relationship with God, not as a real historical
event or place. In this view, Adam is not a literal person, but rather a symbolic
representation of all humanity. The garden represents a state of ideal harmony,
while the story of the fall represents the universal human tendency towards
disobedience and sin. This interpretation focuses on the story's religious
significance and moral lessons rather than its historical accuracy. This is a
response to interpretations of history that do not align with the biblical account.



