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Lve
ks discussed -'± Iitoiy ol' '1i itib1 documentary

/1 j1jp;
oriowere first formulated by observing the variation in the

)Je, d - - Uuse of the I-Ib -:ordij tranclced "God a: t1rp "in tho iüg

In fact, this criterioil of the divine names has

been used to distinguish two of the documents, viz. J and E.

However, the stylistic differences between the documents were much

further elaborated, so that in final formulation of the PIltjdou-
/es

mentary 7.oory by We1lha
61 &

uen, the criterion of divine names.was only

one amonhundreds of
Ad4fferences

in style.

I. s for God

From a practical point of view, the varying names for God
deiy/1/5

seem o provide th cl"ars proof for the 4ltidocuneirary -i-o-r-y.

s heno onirst caught the attention of

docunontariaiis such as Titter, Astruc, and ichhorn. It is striking

that in the first chapters of Genesis there is an initial concentra

.on of which hpn abruptly changes to a concentration of
7Le4
'O and "LORD r,e4," tôo1co could logically explain

thi phenomenon by positing documents which used one or the other

o± the divine names.

One often hears a form of this argument, used with great
Ye4

persuasiveness, which otl overlooks the fact that I OD is
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