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Thus, Hupfeld s-p;-j.-t- the—two- original criteri by whigeh the
sources of Genesis[ad been identified _so,that twg,documents

g IAe name
now used ' Elohim® ,tfor Go’n

theory, however, this view was more complicated than its

‘This was not the first time
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E had been sp 1%\ into ywo docpments, ~a& Kerl Ilgen had done
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Hupfeld also suggested that the documents composing

the Pentateuch‘g{llad been written in the order P, E, J, D
_ e
(-Beu'be—fteme; ',_‘ , and that they had been put together by .an

editor or redactor Gl&hek&eé—ﬁ%—whe—aé&ed—&—ﬁew—ee&m%s—
2, :l--j,'
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But, Hupfeld's d:a:‘a&-ag,\was no 1sfact:ory to those who

ve /b
é#re’m aégluié.on_of religion. _The complex laws of

P pould'no't have come first! Therefore? Karl Helnrich Graf,
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In-3+866suggested that P be split up and the legal material

in it be dated even later than' D. The Dutech scholar Abraham T o

Kuene&greplied to Graf, a—1869 (
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arguing that P could not be split because of its uniformity
of style. He suggested that all of P should be dated after D.
With this revision, the stage was finally set for the

- appearance of Julius Wellhausen's -BFGM_ tf«’acé:&frl‘te,
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no significant innovations in dividing the Pentat_:euch into

}:ublish d in 1878. This book contained

documents, but Hupfed's view was stated brilliantly and
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