http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Papers.htm

...7..
appearad in 1876, soon won a place of leadsrship for the nev approach.

This may be called the davslopmental approach. It rests upon
the Hegelian interpretation of history, u theory, by the way, which is
no longer widely applied to history, since it evidently does not vork
out consistently in those histories where we havae anough faocts to
check 1t properly. However, in those déya this approach to history
vas becoming very popular. The documsnts vere modified along the line
of Hupfeld's suggestions, and then their order was turned upside down,
so that P (the main document using the term Elohim for God) was no
longer considered tobée the earliest document, but was instead placed at
the very end. It was then claimed that one could trace the evolution
of ths ideas and institutions of Israel, from crude and primitve begin-
nings, to the raefined monothelsm and complicated system of worship

reprasentad in the P document.

The development theory, or the Wellbhaussn theory, as it came
to be known, won its way rapidly. A few dise-hards held to earlier
views of ths sources, but as they died off they left no successors,
end soon it bscame evident that there was & veory wide concensus of
scholarship, with savants in many countries, all agreeing on the
principal conclusions of Wellhausenism. This concensus of scholarship
came to bs proclaimed as an outstanding evidence of the truth of the
thaory.

Th2 theory rested on the assumption that monothelsm did not exist
as 28rly as the beginnings of the Israslitish, and that so complex
& systam of laws as 13 found in the Pentateuch could not have been
promulgated until a very late period. 4 long period of development,
in accordance with Hegelian principles, must lie back of each of them.
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