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thesis still cor Jenoaral accentance, ané

any discussion, mb”lﬁh the evolutionsry ammriach
+ith trne name of Wellhausen would find few

hough the documents themselves have come t2 be regarded

tirely new 1ight, the documentary hyootaesis itself has ant been

5
nnec, nven those whn announce tnelr absndonment of the methods
ticism far those 2% ors1 trgdition still feel oblig-ted to work

—'e:‘erﬂ;_ L ausnd
af thevnry cri
with blocks of material corresponding rouznly to what is designated Ly the
symbols JE, D, »nd P.*(* See O, R, Norta in OTH3, =m. 48-83, es?ec1111; his re-
marks with resarcd to the wori of the Uppsala schionl.) Tre problem raised oy
the founders of Bivliecal criticism remsins, therefore, in force.!

ﬁei%&r, Artur  The Old Testament, Its formation snd Levelopuent
p. 7L

T, ., .l tae use of Jahweh sad blbhim for ihe naxe of God , . . geve

rise to tne scientific criticism of tne Fentsteuch snd from it ere
derived the designstions of the seosrate sources as the Jerwist or
Yahwist (J) end Elohist (E). . « « . this theory of Pentateuchsal
criticism has not up to the present time bteen generally shaken., ., . .
%e can therefore, consider it to be botn the result of Pentateuchal
N criticism snd a firw foundetion for it, that thePentzteuch First came
L S—— into being after the time of lioses in Canaan e2nc¢ represents a literery
composition mede un of strands of different kinds snd periods, each
with a cheracter cf its own,"

\ Rowley, H., H,, The Growth of the 0ld Testement, 1950, p. 46

"That it (the Graf-iellhausen theory) is widely rejected in whole er

in part is doubtless true, but there is no view to put in its place that
would not be more widely and emphaticelly rejected . . . The Graf-
Wellhausen view is only & working hypothesis, which can be abandoned
with elacrity when a more satisfying view is found, but which cannot
with profit be abandoned until then,"

Quoted by Gleason L. Archer, Jr. A Survey of 0Old
Testement Introductioen, p. 80.

Julius A, Bewer, The Literature of the 0.T., 1962, 3rd ed.

hypothesis, some of which will be mentioned in due course, But in
the main it has stoed the test of time,

p. Xiv There have been meany refinementa and attempts to revise the basic i

|

\  elimlipoitent solal, ateay rate, the conelusion wuicn virtually . all
s modorn scholares are willing to accept, is that the Pentateuch was in
reality a composite work, the product of many hands and periods. This

is the fundamental fact behind all recent progress in biblical study, ....
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