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doesn'tja,tteaIpt to reconcile these two differo-m-tA-e-or.

when !tTpjDtI was introduced for the first He incorporates
-43

both tho::' into the final compilation as well as b,lending the
yi,e

documents e]7sehere, irrespective of their use of i,O1D" or
WrA

P omits ".9.D prior to Exodus 63, but the final redactor of the

Pentateuch is apparently unbothered by this, and proceeds to

interweave P into the already h;bly composite narrative. It is

highly conjectur.l 1that such a process ever occued. L programmed.
'-4Jt

computer would1 be a iore likely candidatre 47-~' Intel

for ca.-a~y4:Qe "t such a blind procedu lithuman being

Other problems can be posed for the argument of the varying

names for God. It was remarked above that a prime example of

the divine names occurs at the beginning of Genesis ('God" is used

exclusively 33 times in the first 34verses o Genesis which is
6/;

immediately followed by the 11s9 of1 t!-LORD Cod- 20 times in the

next 45 verses after which "LO is used 25 times in the next 25

verses). Such striking variation of the names for God right at

the beginning of the Pentatou9h looks like very convincing proof
11.

for the1ilidocumentary 7fhoory. That often goe uns.id s that -L
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uch vaiaon IS uniue in the Pentateuc1. N otho optor of
S VJCkO.,pI (y4r cve [f k

Geie jcN or the ar1y part f E9,11 thaht iia vriation

Although the varying names for God have been used frequently

as a stylistic criterion for distinguishing the documents in the

Pentateuch, there are other examples of varying personal names which

are not used as/criteria. Consistency of approach demands an
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