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ne pertinent question is: When will Biblical scholarship
catch up with general literary studlies?
The subjectivily of the argument from different styles is

2lso qulte clear when one takes tne rouble to trace the

éses
meanderings of the documentary véee+zeﬂ 3%fore the final
254y
formulation of the Mxttidocumentary :V ez by Wellhausen.
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%5; enormous variagbility

@sr; !JA; Oéfc,—. (2 one,
As orlglnally a&vanued two documents wWere

of the
discerned stylistically. However, this was soon followed by
an energetic "fission process" which parceled uo %&e waeéf
'/'Au?{ ~ning . ]ef
into as many as 39 Tragments. The ffagmenta%& 2y, Bo Binke
and-chamee would have it, was short-lived. It was given the death
blow by a modified return to the two-document theoryyin which
a foundation document (Grundschrift ih:—rs—caeﬂaeﬂ-) was exnf.n f?
L Ya we Jfofles,
by another document which used "E€RB." The Su_pplement&ész CDZ-@-@—Q;
“rn : . . ! /5
 had its day end was followed by the €rystallization -@}Qle(’é.pﬁ’
Whioh Dostulated an %%;ernatlngybyif —up‘of‘thé Pentateuch. by
r.?
writers using either "Ged" or "EHORBY The gyration of the number
of sources conthueJ‘untll Hupfeld split B aﬁto two docume%?‘
e

The three documents of Hup?eld's tneory olus, Deuueronomm ,carried
s S ; . /4

AT ape ot e Y Jhe ultimate success of Hupfeld's

form of the documentary theory can only be understood by its

close aggoclation with the intriguing and popular notion of the

e wlutionary history of Israel's religion from polytheistic

beginnings to %ke final triumph of ethical monotheism. Certainly,
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