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Ln—sonelusieny There has been a serious reaction agalnst

Wellhausen's reinterpretation of Hebrew religious history among

01ld Testament scholari/iﬁ/rece t years. There is a dissatisfac-
Jdevllopmér

tion with unilinear a#e%u#égnazzlgheories of the nineteenth
century. In no small megsure, the new data coming from the

' hna ‘?/:‘a/s’ o
discovery of archaeological sndlitemsepmemeins in the Haclent
Naar East have challenged the nalve historical reconstruction
of Israsel's rmeligion proposed by Wellhausen. However, Wellhausen's
reinterpretation of Hebrew religious history provided the
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philosophical understructure of his-Multidocumentary-F ;
Wellhausen himself pdmitted yn nis Prologomena to_the Higtory .
?‘&Ans. 7.5.0lee K an .Menjz‘ef, Eds bovel © Adam8 Chorfls f@{g/fys
of Isrgel that "it is only within” the region 4f religious /
antiquities and dominant religious ideas- the reglon which Vatke

in his Biblische Theologie had occupied in its full breadth,

and where the real battle first kindled- that the controversy
can be brought to a definite issue." Since Wellhausen's dominant
religious ideas have been challenged by modern scholars , the
next step Ayh1p/7"is to‘%Kffquestion the Structure which is
closely tied to his religious ideas, viz. the JEDP Muiltidocu-
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