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The Study of the Blble Today and Tomorrow, edited by'H F. Willoughby(U. Bf Chicago
Press) 1947
"The War in Europe and the Future of Biblical Studies", W, F. Albright

H s il 1 (cont'd)'monotheism-"whichmforeshadowed-the-reignwof the Hegelian Geist.

In the Wblmar Republlc thls concept ceased to exert much baszc ideological appeal

p 1?3 o IR e
+ « . When transplanted to the P931§1V15t10_1ibe?31_/. atmosPhere of Vlctorian England

and to the sociologism and instrumental-pragmatism~of Amerlca;mhellhausenlsm-proved~-

an essentiallj“refraotory foreign body To be sure both Brltlsh and Amerlcans wel-

: oomed the evolutlonary 1dea, whlch was thoroughly congenlal to the 1ntellectual

atmosphere of the late nineteenth century. But the notion of an evolution by Hegelian
dlalectlc from concrete dlsunlty to abstract unlty remalned totally forelgn to Engllsh-'
speaking thought, which has never been hospitable to any form of Hegellanlsm. So

the“general'acoeptance-of"Wbllhauceniem in~English-speekingflands has provided the best

 means by wﬁich:ﬁo:ioeure the extinction of Old Testament studies in liberal Pro-

_testant institutions/ . . .

_ European“scholarS'were'the first to see-the utter lack of accord between Well-

~ hausenism and anclent Near Eastern fact 1t 13 no acc1dent that the first Amerlcans '

to. take a similar stand were precisely those who were in closest touch w1th European_
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"Problehé"Ahead”ih_Old Testament Research" by Frederick C. Prussner

p.180 It is also not easy to essess“the_futorc ccntributione_of.liﬁerery criticism

In the pgst,_some-of-the most penetrating, and at.the"same_timemmost_controversial,"”

'mresults of 01d Testament research were achieved by the 11terary criticsn of—0ie=TesSament

~ﬁeﬁ§§ieh " When we recall that for the flrst century of our modern study of the

-8 riptures,-or frommEichhorn~to-Mhllhausen thisumethoduof investigation prevailed -

ohiefly becéﬁée ‘the biblical records were, by and large, the only sources avallable =

we may understadd why 1:|.terary critlosm became the exhaust:we‘_‘ar‘ld detalled 1nvestigat10n

~it is. —However ;- partly-as-a reaction-to-the-incongruities which this concern for

minu‘blae frequently produced par'lil;fbecaUSe 'ar'Chéeology and the study of the civiliza-

tlon and rellglon of the an01ent Orlent prov1ded us wlth new facts w1th whlch to assese'

the place and meaning of the 0ld Testament records, and partly also becagsemliperary_”“__
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