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Some scholars believe that this is the J form of the Ten Comnandments,!ﬁk
while Exodus 20 contains the E form*f the commandments and Deuteronomy 5
the version associated with that community end traditon, This is of course
possible, and it should be acknowledged that the collection in Exodus 34 does
have several parallels with the two forms of the Ten Commandments, The chief
concern expreased in this collectlon, however, is wlth the proper observance of
the featlvals and aacrificea.. If,- as we malnt&ined the Ten Gommandments
constituted the polzcy law for the covenant community, the regulatlona in

Exodus 34 are clearly not another version of auch pollcy requirementa.
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p. 58 Purthermore, it is presuming a great deal to believe that we have msny
of the lays in their original form. Laws are- tenacious and change slowly, but
they do change, and as they become utierly outworn, they give way to new laws.
‘Hence .there is probably: comparatively 1ittle-in the Book of the Covenant, as
we have it now, in”fts-bfiginal,form; Much of the material has been modified,
0ld matter has been lcst, end. new matter has. been added, and the histery of the
Covenant Code.is-aimong:andicbmplicated;pnea-as.Morgenstern. Pfeiffer, and others

N have concluczively demonstrated, so complicated in fact that no two scholars are
agreéed on:it.and the racovery-of -the-original is really impossible.

P.- 213 .Albright ‘detes:qur-earliest. sources for .the . 11ife of Moses, the documents
J and E, between 925 and’ 75C B.C. He differs from current opinion in making the
j]dutumsnt: ‘two .recensions of a: single ériginal epic narrative, which view is a
"atﬁange nixtu*e of mouaarn coritical.cpinicn. and old-time a“tkodox; Gecause it rests
on the old belief that the Hebrews were & unit from,the beginning and remained a uait
until the death of Solomon, going down into Dgypt and coming out of Zgypt as a
single body, invading and conguering Palestine ss a single body under a single head,
and remaining a single hody until.the secession of Israel from Judah. Albright
does not say explicitly that this is his view, buf there are hints of it here ana
therpﬂp§¥us interpretation of J and E reguires it. It is a view .of early Hebraw
bistory that Lzs long since been discarded by critical opinion and'Strue neither
to the biblical nor to the extrabiblical records, we we have tried to shcw in
Chaptar I, =
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