From List to Historiography: The Table of Nations (Genesis 10) 
in its Eastern Mediterranean Context
Genesis 10, known as the Table of Nations, is an extensive and encyclopedic list of ethnic groups and geographical names that were located, at the time, in the eastern Mediterranean and the Near East. This list appears as part of the post-diluvian narrative: when the Flood subsided, and Noah’s family left the ark, we are told that “from these, the people of the whole earth were dispersed” (Genesis 9:19). Genesis 10 is devoted to the geographical placement of Noah’s descendants, structured as a genealogical list of eponymous names from Noah onward. 
In recent decades, scholars have wondered how the inland biblical writers, who usually focused on inner Israelite issues, had access to such wide-ranging geographical information. They pointed to several possible sources of knowledge or inspiration, one of which is the Mesopotamian literature. Since the Table of Nations is linked to the Flood story (which originated in Mesopotamia), and the Mesopotamian culture provided several models for the Israelite cultures in other cases, this option is considered quite self-evident.

Many years ago Umberto Cassuto alternatively suggested that the biblical writers may have been informed by the Phoenician (or Canaanite) world, a proposal that has not yet received due scholarly recognition. Cassuto's claim regarding the uniformity of the material in Genesis 10 is not convincing, and I will criticize this opinion briefly at the beginning of my remarks. However, his claim that the biblical writers were aware of Phoenician traditions is in line with the new data that I will present below, from Greek genealogical works. This evidence may support his position and shed new light on our knowledge of the interconnections and interrelations between civilizations of the pre-Hellenistic eastern Mediterranean.
1. The Biblical Tables of Nations

I will start with a brief literary history of the text, to emphasize that the Table of Nations in Genesis 10 was not originally a homogeneous narrative. Scholars have long ago noticed the contradictions, doublets, rough seams, and stylistic differences in the chapter. Thus, for example:

a) According to v. 7, Havilah and Sheba (places in south Arabia) were the descendants of Ham and Cush, while in vv. 28–29 Havilah and Sheba are said to be the offspring of Shem and Joktan;

b) Verse 13 states that the Ludim (meaning, Lydia) were the sons of Mizraim (Egypt), while in v. 22 Lud is mentioned as the descendant of Shem;

c) While v. 22 records that Asshur was one of Shem’s sons, the name “Asshur” occurs previously in v. 11 as a toponym, together with the names of important cities founded within it—Nineveh, Rehoboth-ir, and Calah. And so on. There are further, similar contradictions, that I will not mention due to time constraints. 
d) Stylistic inconsistencies also abound. Thus, for example, while some of the genealogical units list the succession by a waw-conjunctive, as in “The descendants of Japhet—Gomer and Magog and Madai and Javan and Tubal…” (10:2; cf. 10:3, 4, 6, 7, 22, 23), other verses include narrative and fragments of mythic stories.
These contradictions, doublets, and inconsistencies have led to several attempts to explain the formation of this text. However, the best explanation, one that solves all the difficulties without requiring ad hoc explanations of any verse, is that the Table of Nations in Genesis 10 is a compilation of two rival “tables” of nations. This solution, then, posits two independent genealogical lists relating to the dispersal of the peoples across the earth.

1.1 The Priestly Table of Nations
1.2 
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