
In addition,1 v)ar).ous scholars who generally accept
-

t1ie/documentary-bory have attacked different features of

it, so that vrtually every aspect of it has-been questioned

by several critical scholars. Te#serttooer1 iv1f1y
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Some have raised questions about the criterion of divine

names as evidence of different documents.
/yae ˆVj/fcerrec/Q4t17

More whether J, E and P were ever separate documents

written at different times. Even among those who feel that

J and B were separate, there is controversy over which was

written first. Finally, there have been doubts expressed

about the origin of D in the reign of Josiah, a result once

hailed as assured.

It must be admitted that the majority of Old. Testament

scholars still, hold to a division of documen like that

favored by Wellhausen, eypn though they have ahdoned most
hvi&'feci5

of his developmen+t&r7 (a__major factor th its oH1al

arnie) The question to be answered is Do they do so

because the evidence favors it, or are they caught in a

traditionalism which will not, leave a "sinking ship"? e.. "'
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-,-"ite owill be valuable to see how similar methods

/#'cvy
Ijfs

of 4H. cri icim- have fared in the study of literature

outside the Bible. ,
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in modern times
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