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from the implc to the oon]plQx

wo oremoly attraotivo in tho nineteenth oontur It was

Welihausen's genius to combine a particular fo'm of the documentary

(JEDP) with an irrsist.bie history of Israel's

religion. However, an ever-grng number of Old Testament scholars

have rejected this theory of the development f Israel's religion#S,-/ I'"' Xe,eItv'e
and religious institutions (see 3;bo ow)L' It wouldAseem natural

to suspect the -M4.doôumentary
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Ace-411, the evolutionary

history is torn away, siioo the rein)IrrQtation of Taael1o roligie

paved the way for the aooeptano of'th JDP theory ho relative

daing of the doouinent i also o rtrn'd if one rejgttoJjJ.1
P(,vc/VZe4'JS \ //

n vlutionar history fly se still cling to

,7
the 1 docunaentary-e-Ur, c{aiming that it stands or falls

(
apart from Welihausen's particular theory of Hebrew religious

deve1oment but:
c&mmo9/cn3o and a thorough investigation shows

that the two are ti

thEè-ris ehallene, gpve d.eubt i oat 3A-,)oh' /ll1nouy

4ry.

Welihausen claimed that there was a development of religious

ideas in Israel's history as one proceeded from the earlier to

the laer documents. For instance, in J,God&ki; viewed in an

anthropomorphic way (i.e. as if He possessed the body and. mind
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