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"Method in the Study of Early Hebrew History"
by Roland de Vaux, C.P. '

p.20 Since the biblical nerratives are documents of history which we possess and
which must be ex_*iainecl, it is from them thot we raet stert, asnd literary criticiem {
i1s foremcst and indispensable. The enormons work accomplished in this domain for e }
century cannot be neglected. Many points remsin deoateble, but *the principal lines of i
the distinction of *he sources and their relative age must be accepted. Because Y. “ |
Kaufmean refuses certain es+.a‘q1_ished concInsions of literary criticism, the picture
which he rresents cf the conquest of Cenaan cannot satisfy an 'histcrian.g For a long l
criticism |
time the mistake hazs been to consider thet the documents detected by 11terary,\enpplied l
valld evidence cnly for the history nf the period where they had been put down in

writing., The classical expression of this judegment has been given by J. Wellhansen:

from the acconnts of Genesis, he srys, "One cannct gether any historicesl Fncwledge

about the Patriarchs, but only about the tiae vhen the nserratives which concern them

n10

took shspe in the people of Israel. Since then literary criticism has evolved.

It is no longer execlusively concerned with the great "documents" in their final
writing (whose dates morecver have been put bas™), but i+ ccnslders -ls» the pre-

literary state of these documeats and the oral "treditions" from which they have come,
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