
ôwecr
vocbulp Butthis view didiot long remain alons,-ae

other theories appearé4 to vie for the approval ,of O.d
j

Testament scholars. The so-called was

the next to come forward, as presented by the Scotch Roman
/

Catholic priest Alexander Geddesin his Introduction to the

Pentateuch and Joshua wGw4 Geddes

suggested that the Pentateuch was compiled in the time of
4e,, 44

King Solomon (10th ce!it#B.C.) from many small fragments,

some of which dated back to the time of Moses. Ten years

later, he was followed by Johann Vater, who divided Genesis

into -39-fragments, which he felt had been put together in
-5 "'X 14

the time of the Babylonian Captivity (6-th_cedi/B.C.).

3. The Supplementrj-
ôi,e-r

While the proponpntc-qt th:e-.--viewe weeien4ending with
v boes 3

onanother another, eFman Rel rich Ewal, pulished

t orsed

the remarkable unity of t.-P.ntst.uoh esieia1ly Genesis,

and suggeate3 thp.t most of it was one foundation-document

(Grundschrif of early. if ot..oea1a composition. Phio

d-Qcument was roughly similar to Eiahhern's B theuh lage

cpr1s1ng about two-thirds of Genes-is and Exodus most of

n1hAvc °nd all of Levittcus. Ewald held that the Grundschrift

had been supplemented later by a writer using the name Vahwleh

for Gad, so his view came to be known as the $upplement&
f4eJS

Thooi' Ewald was later supported by Fr.edr1ch Bleek and
c/e k/e#e

Wilhelm DoWette Not1oe,tFathis thborycontrasted sharply
S1 .5

with the hagmenta-.&-----' (as dèd 1ahhorn's +ro-'cument-
lr/L/ / tjcre sieza re

- the formel' reoo-gnizod two distino styLes4 ri the V1A
F/I X. ___5 re

Pentateuch, whereas the 11-eaw many. 4cthhc. an aid
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