More Thoughts about Genesis 6-8

-Who are the “daughters of men”/“sons of God” and Nephilim in 6:1-4?
-There are a number of theories, each of which has support and difficulty within other ancient literature, the text itself, and the biblical story.

1. “Sons of God” are (fallen?) angels.  This Hebrew term often refers in the Old Testament (OT) to a “heavenly council” of angels, which seems to include even fallen angels (see Job 1-2). 
2. “Sons of God” are an early “royal family” who take whichever and however many women they want.

3. “Sons of God” are the godly descendents of Seth while the “daughters of men” are the ungodly descendents of Cain.  

-It seems that the original writers assumed that readers knew exactly who these categories represent, but it is truly baffling to modern readers (including scholars).  I am more inclined to think that a combination of #1 and #2 is the best explanation of the text: angels “possessing” powerful/wicked men’s bodies and taking women who catch their eye.  I hold this opinion very loosely.  In any case, the picture is of disordered relationships, rebellious reversion of God’s created order back to chaos.
-In v. 3, the 120 years could be referring to a new life span limit or to the time left before the Flood.  I think the latter makes more sense. 

-Other Flood Stories: There are at least two other ancient descriptions of a flood from surrounding cultures, which likely predate Genesis: the Atrahasis Epic and the Gilgamesh Epic.  There are some similarities between the stories and some significant differences.  Some believe this makes the biblical story less credible as it ‘must be’ an edit of another ancient story.  Some believe it to make the biblical story more credible, because they are witnesses to a great flood as well.  I think it makes sense that there was a flood that gave rise to these stories; Genesis seeks to clarify the reason for the flood, the God behind it, and its place in the overarching Story.
-What is the extent of this flood: is it global or local/regional?  

For this question, there are two important facts to know:

1. In Hebrew, the same word is used for “land” and “earth.”  It is context which determines which translation is appropriate.

2. As we are reading the Story, humans only inhabit a small portion of the whole “earth.”  The scattering of humanity does not happen until Genesis 11.

-The text leaves open the possibility that the flood is a global flood, which seems to be the most obvious interpretation to us based on how we use the term “earth” and the global types of questions we bring to the text.  I do not believe, however, that either the text itself or the theology of the text require the global flood interpretation.  Beyond that, for the original human writer and reader, the “land” was the “earth” as far as they were concerned.  So the text makes no effort to distinguish between the two.  I lean toward a catastrophic, yet non-global flood.  Again, I hold this position loosely since I do not think it is 1) textually clear, 2) the point of the text, or 3) a central tenet of the Christian Faith.
-Scholar T.D. Alexander sees the flood as an act of God’s grace as he follows the story.  I find his insights quite compelling:

Gen. 3—“No longer is the man at harmony with the ground from which he was taken and upon which he depends for food.

Gen. 4—“The relationship of human beings and the ground is important in the story of Cain killing his brother Abel…Cain’s actions have a direct bearing upon the ground; it is stained by Abel’s blood…The natural environment no longer automatically favours humanity as God intended; it is now hostile and the degree of this hostility is determined in some measure by the extent of human unrighteousness.”

Gen. 5:28-29—“Here Noah is presented as the one who will bring relief to those already heavily burdened by the task of working the ground.  Behind this comment is the hope that Noah will reverse the ever-worsening relationship between humanity and the ground.”

Gen. 6:11-13—“Through the shedding of innocent blood the ground is polluted, reducing fertility.  The task of toiling the ground had become almost unbearable by the time of Noah.”

Gen. 8—“With the retreat of the floodwaters and Noah’s departure from the ark, we have the re-creation of the earth…God promises that he will never again ‘curse the ground because of man.”

Gen. 9—“The episode following the account of the flood begins by describing Noah as a ‘man of the soil (ground)’…and focuses briefly on his ability to cultivate a vineyard that produces an abundant crop.  This part of the story is clearly intended to highlight the dramatic change which has occurred as a result of the flood.
� Notes are taken from Victor Hamilton’s commentary on Genesis and from various other sources consulted in research.  Ask Pastor Jon for more details.





