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FTHE FPENTATEUCH

Dr. Allan A. MacRae
January, 1?52

{This course was recorded by Soundscriber, transcribed, and roughly edited. Therefore, the reader will see the uravoidable
imperfections of the text. Maturally the character of the lectures was conversational, and little was dome to modify that in tje
editing process, and thus the spirit and persomality of the lecturer is evident.]
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Qur coursze this semester I5,in a senseya continuation of t_g—ESE?EQ“
Introduction to the 0ld Testament[wherein)we examine what the 0ld Cinwbich
Testament iz, what revelation iz, and what inspiration iz. I presume that
vou have an Idea of what we deal with in thal course in regard to this
vital matter of Gad's revelation to us. Although our emphaziz was on the
O1d Testament, most of what we have in that course would apply equally
well to either tesztament. The zame Is alzo true In rezpect to questions:
concerning the canong the principles we dealt with there would apply
equally well to the New Testament, though they are more JditT7icult to

e~ apply Iin that conmection, and this makes It ezpecially Important that we
ﬁ\Vet an understanding of their application ta that part of God's Word. In
dhe latter part of the courze we discuszed the four Important ancient
1l Immediate versions of the 0ld Testament, by examining the evidence
ahd seeing how we can determine that we have the correct text.
All the material in the First part of that coursze Iis very important
to our understanding of the entive Bible. The wmiddle part dealt with
matters that have become tremendously Important as Barthianism has
continued its attack upon the canon, although that importance is not
always apparent to all. The latter part of that course is very important
when vou are doing a study of the specialirzed application of Iindividual OT
verzes, but it may not artfect your particular work fTor many vears.

The present course Is very Jdifterent. It iz much more fTocused on a
particular area. MWe will be dealing with a small section of scripture, but
It iz a zection has been very Tiercely attacked. We will deal with an
area that can be called the watershed of division between believers In
supernatural Christianity and thaoze who reject it. It has been at this
paint (of Introduction to the Pentateuch) that many grealt leaders In
Christian thought have been gradually diverted from their allegiance to
aorthodox Christianity and have then become Instrumerntal in shivfting
entire seminaries and even whoele denominations onto altogether ditfferent
tracks, leading them in an entirely ditferent direction.

The quesztion of the Pentateuch --- what 1t iz, wha wrote 1t, and when
It was written —— haz heen a Tocal paint of the attack upon supernatural
Christianity and haz had visible resullts in every portion of the
praftessing Christian world, The cortroversy which was ralsed sixty
years ago about the Pentateuch, which was heard throughout Christendom,
and waz especially prominent in all theological institations, 1z no longer
as visibly prominent as 1t was then. The reason Taor this, Trom the
viewpoint of the liberalz, is their belief that their battle has been won.
At thiz peint, zince 1t iz theilr opinion that It was won sixty yvears agao,
today vou will rarely Tind a seminary with a class which takes up the
question as Tully we will in thizs course, even though 1t will he Trom a
negative viewpoint., Taoday vou will rarely Tind it dizcuszszed, but sixty
vears ago you would have found 1t presented in caonnection with
practically every zubiect,
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Our course this semester is in a sense a Dl’l‘ff‘luatlﬂh of the coyrse -
Introduction to the 0ld Testament wherein we examine what the 0ld Dy

Testament is, what revelation is, and what inspiration is. I presume th&r’t S
you have an idea of what we deal with in that course in regard to this -
vital matter of God's revelation to us. Most of what we have in that
course would apply equally well to either testament, although our
emphasis was on the 0ld Testament. The same is also true in respect to
questions concerning the canon; the principles dealt with there would
apply equally well to the New Testament, but they are more difficult to
apply there than to the 0ld Testament, and therefore it is especially
important that we get an understanding of their application in that
relationship. In the latter part of that course we discussed the four
important ancient and immediate versions by examining the evidence
regarding them and the Hebrew text and how we can determine that we
have the correct text.

All of the material in the first part of that course is very
important in our understanding of the entire Bible. The middle part dealt
with matters that have become tremendously important as Barthianism has
continued its attack upon the canon, although that importance is not
always apparent to all. The latter part of that course is very important
if you are doing a study of the specialized application of individual OT
verses, but it may not enter into your particular work for many years.

The present course is very different. It is much more focused on a
particular area. Yet, although we will be dealing with a small section of
scripture, we will deal with a section upon which the fire of attack has
been very fierce. We will deal with a point which can be called the
watershed of division between believers in supernatural Christianity and
those who have rejected it. It has been at this point of introduction to
the Pentateuch that many great leaders in Christian thought have been
gradually diverted from their allegience to orthodox Christianity and
became instrumental in shifting entire seminaries and denominations onto
altogether different tracks, leading them in an entirely different
direction.

The question of the Pentateuch, what it is, who wrote it, and when it
was written has been a focal point of the attack upon supernatural
Christianity which has had visible results upon every portion of the
professing Christian world. The controversy which was raised sixty
years ago about the Pentateuch, which was heard throughout Christendom,
and was especially prominent in all theological institutions, is no longer
as visibly prominent as it was then. The reason for this from the point
of view of the liberals is that the battle has been won on this point. It
is their opinion that it was won sixty years ago, and so today you will
rarely find a seminary with a class which takes up the question at all as
we will take it up in this course, even though it will be from a negative
viewpoint. Today you will rarely find it discussed, although sixty years
ago you would have found it used in practically every subject.

The vital question was, did Moses write the Pentateuch? And is the
Pentateuch something God revealed, is it his work, is it dependable, or is
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the new theory concerning its origin the correct one? "Arguments raged
back and forth over this question. Today the Christian world (that
portion which studies these matters) is divided into two sections. Most
of the older institutions of Christian learning are now in the possession
of those who hold the viewpoint that the Wellhausian Theory has been
proven and established. It is just as absurd a suggestion to gquestian
that theory as it would be, in their opinion, to question the theory of
evolution. That is, of course, among us the theory of evolution seems
highly questionable as we know it, but in the scholarly world as a whole
evolution is simply taken as established fact and there is not much
debate any more as to whether or not it is true. One is considered
obscurantist and unintelligent who fails to believe: one’'s force of reason
is accused of lacking faith in the discoveries of science.

It is exactly the same with regards to the Wellhausian Theory where
among scholars, teachers, and the majority of those in all levels of
education this theory has been embraced. In practically every one of the
schools at least thirty years old teachers and students maintain that
anyone with any intelligence knows that the Pentateuch is made up of
many different sources which were woven together. They might say, it
used to be that most people believed that God revealed it and Moses
wrote it down, just as there used to be people who believed that the
earth was flat, but now everybody knows the earth is round and every
intelligent person knows that the Pentateuch is a body of intertwined
sources. This is the attitude which is taken today, and is contrary to
the evidence against it which we are going to examine in this course. The
result is that the professing Christian world is divided with one side
thinking this theoretical division of the Pentateuch to be an absurd
approach that no sane person could ever believe in. And the other side,
which has most of our seminaries and virtually every academic university
chair obliging, has exactly the opposite attitude considering anyone who
questions the theory is beneath intellectual respectability.

Another important factor in our discussion of the Pentateuch is an
attitude, being vehemently and forcefully taught in Apologetics in
certain circles today, which seeks to assert to the believer in
apologetics that one does not and can not know anything unless he
recognizes God first. You have to recognize God first, and accept our
presuppositions, before we can discuss matters of fact or spiritual
reality. But this is simply taking an attitude of absolute opposition in
which you cannot talk together intelligently; it denies the intelligibility
of its opponents ideas through the logical fallacy of circular reasoning
which asserts that you are simply wrong unless you blindly accept their
correct presuppositions on "faith.," This not only makes faith appear to
be an intellectual "leap," lacking any reasonable foundation, it also does
not treat one’'s opponents as quite fully human in its denial of man’'s
innate propensity to think in a linear fashion. I also think it is an
attitude contrary to the attitude of all the writers of the scriptures
and to the attitudes of the makers of the creeds of our churches. I do
not think it is an attitude which advances the Christian faith, although
many who hold it are undoubtedly very sincere Christians. I think that
holding such an attitude in regarding the Pentateuch is very harmful in
its results, and thus this course is based upon a diametrically opposite
viewpoint. The foundation principle of this course, as of any apologetic

work which I have ever done, is this: there are certain facts that are
brute facts, if you want to call them that. That is, they exist whether
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we like them or not, whether we presuppose them or not, or whether we
believe them or not, they exist. They are undeniably there, and to
examine them completely and impartially is the duty of all those who are
going to serve the Lord in an intelligent fashion (i.e. in a8 way that does
not "piously"” deny reason or the evidence it is faced with).

It would properly follow to assert that all people do actually
"presuppose” the evidence correctly, it is only their subsequent
misconstruing of the evidence that leads them to wrongly assert
falsehoods such as the Wellhausen theory. This is why it is my
conviction that when we examine the facts which God has made, and the
Book which he has inspired, we will find they fit together. Therefore, I
think it is worthwhile for us to examine them and to see how they fit
together. We will see that where people go off track it is not simply
because they adopted a false presupposition at the first point, but it is
because they failed to look the facts in the face at many points along
the way and instead misinterpreted them and drew wrong conclusions from
them.

My desire for this course is twofold. On the one hand I want to
remove from you any attitude which you may have of thinking that it is
completely senseless to believe in this documentary business, and that
it is absurd to even pay any attention to it. The reason for this is
that there are many people of great intellect, who have done a great
deal of very careful study, have believed in it and still believe in it
today. I want you to see the great strength it has, of how it came into
existence and widespread acceptance when many men, against their will
and their own presuppositions, were dragged into it because they could
not answer the facts presented to them in faith. Therefore, it is my
desire for you to have something of a sympathetic understanding of its
development and of the situation of some of those who have had such
doubts. My second desire is that you should see something of the actual
situation as regards the argument and the basis upon which it rests, and
thus help you to see its weaknesses and the facts which I believe make it
clear that it does not rest upon a true conclusion from fact. I think
that in a group with your background it is vital that both of these
purposes be realized. Of course it is possible for someone to ignore the
existence of Higher Criticism altogether and simply go on and do
evangelistic, pastoral, or missionary work and never pay any attention
to the questions it raises or its effects upon those around them. You
may completely ignore the Higher Criticism, but if your work is at all
successful you will find students from families affected by your
ministry, who are bright young people anxious to make their lives count
for the Lord, who have gone to universities, and of whom many in a very
short time will become affected directly or indirectly by the Higher
Criticism and its results and implications. You will then find that if you
know nothing about it, except that it is perfectly absurd to believe and
that no sensible person could believe it, then very soon your young
people will be put into a position of having to decide who is intelligent,
who is right -- this godly minister who has been a nice spiritual
influence or this professor. Many of them will decide from what they will
see as the viewpoint of intellectual honesty. If they think that they
must hold their faith completely when regarding the Pentateuch, then
they are going to consider the facts presented to them by their
professors and interpret them according to the conclusions of the Higher
Critical Theories.
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understanding how this wonderful world God made, all of a sudden becomes
filled with viclence. Similarly the J document jumps right from Seth to
Noah, with no account of anyone between. All of a sudden we read that he
called his name Noah. Who called whose mname Noah? MNeither document is
at all complete at this point. These two arguments interlace, that of
duplicate narratives and that of completeness.

After the story of the flood, chapter 10:1-7 is God's covenant with
Noah. Then comes the generation of Noah's sons, which they assign to the
F document. They say that F is interested in lists, genealogies, and
ernumerations. 5o naturally this goes to the F document. They assign
the greater part of chapter 10 to F, though a section of it is given to
the J document. The narrative about Nimrod going ocut and becoming &
mighty hunter before the Lord is given to the J document, but the lists
of the nations are given to F, which they say is interested enumerations
and lists. J is interested in narrative, and this is an interesting
natrrative.

After this genealogy, the generations of Shem and Terah, it jumps in
chapter 12. The beginning of 12 goes to J, but 12:4b is given to F, "Now
Abram was seventy—five years old when he went forth from Haran, and
Abram took Sara his wife and Lot his brother’'s son, and &ll the substance
they had gathered and the slaves they had acguired in Haran and they
went forth on their journey to the land of Canaan and they came to the
land of Canaan." Then it skips to 13:6, "but the land could not support
them dwelling together, for their substance was great, so that they
could not dwell together.” Then 13:1b-12a, "So they separated from each
other, Abram dwelt in the land of Camaan and Lot dwelt in the cities of
the plain, and pitched his ternt towards Sodom.” Notice how it skips the
account of the trip down to Egypt and all the division between them as
Abraham and Lot decide which part each of them would take of the land.

statement, "It is in the habitual practice of P to ignore &ll scandal in
the families of the Fatriarchs, who are to him men of ideal virtue. Thus
he is silent about the fall of Adam, Noah's drunkenress, the curse of
Canaan, Sarah’s incredulous laugh, or of Abraham’'s deceit. He represents
the parting of Abraham and Lot as the result of a friendly agreement. He
is silent about the expulsion of Hagar and her son, and on the contrary,
speaks of Isaac and Ishmael as bearing their father.

Jacob departs at the bidding of his who, like Rebekah, has been vexed
with Esau’s marriage with Canaanite women, and is determined to save
Jacob from the same mistake, instead, of like J, representing Jacob ae
having defrauded Esau and fleeing from his vengeance.

Winen they say that F doss not know anything of any dispute between
Abraham and Lot, naturally it does not, if you give those portions to J.
Their assumption is that each document is complete, and so they find the
characteristic views of P and the characteristic views of J giffer
greatly, but they differ because they give some verses Lo one and some
versze to the other. 5o neither document is reaslly complete. It takes
the two together to give the whole picture!

The E document begins with chapter 20, There ars some who give &
portion of chapter 15 to the E document, but most would begin the E
document with chapter 20. The E document takes most of the Elohist
material from 20 on, F has only two or three fairly long chapters, and
most of it i1s just an occasional verse here and there —— just a tiny
fragment taken to connect the thread by naming somekody. That is about
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when he stood before Fharaoh king of Egypt.” What eort of a continuous
document! Joseph has not even beaen mentioned. Jacob was in view and all
of a =s=udden we read that Joseph was thirty years old before he stood
before Fharach! How did Joseph ever gelt down to Egypt, and how did he
ever come to stand before Fharaoh! It certeainly is very, very far from a
complete document. And there they only insert what I just read from
chapter forty—-six, and then they jump to verse é&: "so they took their
cattle and their substance which they had gathered in the land of Canaan,
and went to Egypt, Jacob, and all his seed with him." The F ogets most of
the rest of that chapter because it lists the people who went down into
Egypt.

These are some of the most striking instances of the many that could
be cited to show how the F document, even according to the critical
theory, is far from complete. F is very full in the book of Leviticus and
Mumbers. It tells what to do with the tabernacle, how to build the
tabernacle and how to do the sacrifice. Im all that it is very full, and it
is very fTull of the genealogiss. But of the narrative, they give it a
little sentence here and a little sentence there, and that i=s &1l

Thers have been individuals who have said that sach of these storiecs
is origanally absolutely complete, and that certain parts of one were
selected and that certain parts of the other were selected. IT vou say
that, vou are dropping the entire argument from continuous narrative,
which was one of the four original arguments. I you hold to that line,
then yvou expect that they have included everything from them, orF practi-
cally everything, and therefore what is there should be complete.

Do yvou see the dldemma this line of argument leads them to¥ IT vou
say, here are certain books and the redactor took what he wanted from
this, what he wanted from that, he found the story of Joseph as & boy in
F oand the story of Joseph as a boy i J, and he took the story from J
tather than F.o And he made his selection of what he wanted to take, and
he left out & lot of material in all of them. Well, if you say that, then
vouw Tind two stories and they contradict each other, and you say this
proves that they were different documents. What kind of redactor was
he, that would put in two storiss that contradict each other? Why dide't
he correct one or the other? The oritics generally assume that these
documente are included almost absolutely complete. That is the assump-
tion oan which they worked, though occasionally they admit that & little
has been omnitted. The assumption on which they proceed is that we can
tell the view held in these gifferent documsnts by what is there, and
that they simply put them together in & rather arbitrary fashion, amcious
not to lc arything.

The scholars that 1 have contact with are among the very best, and
so I can not speak for the nasses. The scholars with whom I have con—
tact, while holding Tirmly to the J,E,D.F, have a tendency to lauogh at the
Folyohrome Bible, which was prepared by Frofesseor Haupt of John Hopkins
Undversity., It was an attempt to print the Eible (some volumes in Hebrew,
some in BEnglish; with the different documents in different types, so that
you could see at a glance what they where. 1T properly done, such &
thirg could be an extremely vseful tool for examining the basis of the
theory and seeing whether it stands or falls. It ie much harder to see it
whiern they just give each document by itself, as they usuzally present it.
Or in commentaries they say, "In verse so-and-so here we see plain signs
of M3y there ie the phrase, "male and female"; it usese the name Elohim: we
ses special nterest in genealogies, eto.” They speak that way about
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each verse separately, but they can not put it &ll together and examine
it critically as sasily as you could with the Folychrome Eikle. I am not
sure just how well that particular job was done, but I think the idea was
an excellent one, to make the material available to test whether it was
true or false. However, these people have reached the conclusion that
it is true and are no longer interested in testing the data. They are
convinced of the theory. That is human natuwre. Whatever view people
take, their tendency is to see the argument for their side as very big
and thus minimize the arguments against it, so as to not notice them
much. But I feel that we advance the cause of the Lord in the end by
getting an obiective attitude that can see the real strength of argu-—
ments we do not agree with, and then we can try to understand the
arguments with which we do not agree. And that we can find, we hope,
stronger arguments to answer them, rather than brush things aside
simply because we do not agree with them. I feel that in the end we
serve the Lord more effectively if we try to get a reallv objective
attitude. Of course the liberals talk of an objective attitude, an open
mind, but actually most of them are extremely narrow. 0On things like
this, their minds are made up, and they will not listen to anvthing else. 1
believe we advance the Lord's cause by seeing exactly what the evidence
isy where we find stromng points, let us recognize them; and then let us
see if we can find evidences to show where they are wrong. When they
advance weak points, let us show them what the factes are, to demon—
strate that their argument is weak at that point.

If vou talk with one of their graduates and ask him, "What makes vou
think there are these different documents™" He will probably say, "Look
at the difference in style Some will say, "It 1= as grealt as the differ-
ence between Chaucer and modern English. The teachers will not say
that, but some of the students will. Nobody can truly say that it is as
great as that! But they will say there is & great difference in style,
and when youw separate them you find that each has the complete story.
So it iz good to know just how incomplete sach document is, and to be
able to show points abt which it is particularly incomplete. 1 would think
that if we pomt out these things it might very well raise serious
guestions in theilr minds, whether the sntire thing was not worthy of &
more caretul sxamination than they had ever given it before.

I wouid like to read a few statistics on this regarding the continuity
of B. According to Driver's analysis (see pages "Driver’'s fnalysis of
Gen=ssis'"), of the 1,554 verses in Genesis he gives about 780 to J, and
about 730 to P and E together (in other words. the original Elochist). And
of the 720 which are assigned to F and E, nearly 200 are in the first
nineteen chapters, and practically all of these are given to F. The
ramaining S50 verses are assigned to E. Subtract Z0O0 from 730 and vou
get approdimately S50, Driver gives just a little more than half of the
total verses to J, & little lsss than half to P and E together. And of
those in F and E about & forth of them are in Genesis 1-1%. So in Genesis
20-530 there are about 50 verses given to £ and P together, with only
one—third to F. Thus, here we have the last thirty chapters with only
75 verses in them given to F. So P which was originally the foundation
writing, and supposed to be the start of it with a distinctive and unmis—
takable, and the F and J supplements were added. Now F has been reduced
to the smallest of the three documents. And most of the material of F is
in & few chapters, and the rest of it is in tiny little fragments scat-—
tered throughout the book. Consegquently, there will be several chapters




http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Syllabi/52Pentateuch/README.htm

with just half a verse or a verse taken out and given to F.

If you go through either of these documents you will consistently
find many places where the one assumes things told in the other without
explanation. If this thread runs straight through to make a complete F
document it raises a serious gquestion. But is there evidence that this
is & document, or is it an attempt to combine things to try and make
something that will be continuous as complete as possible?

50 much for a brief resume of this vital matter. Continuing with cur
discussion—-—-we were locking last time at B and C. We did not vet spend
much time on B because B and C are so connected that it i=s easier to
look to some extent at them together (even though each of them is to
some extent & distinct argument). Sometimes the same man would work on
both, but as & rule it would be two different men. Then what Graf said
brought the two together, and doing this. he strengthened both, by
producing & systematized arrangement in which each seemed to spring from
the other, and in that way each gave strength to the other. But the
question is, Can either of them stand alone?

If you are dealing with igrorant people it may be more effective to
just ridicule the critics, although they can just as well ridicule your
view. This is not quite the same as to pick out the weak points and
stress them, which can sometimes be so close in appearance to ridicule
that it is hard to distinguish. One way to strengthen belief in the unity
of the Fentateuch is to pick just a few weak points in the theory and go
atter them hammer and tongs——but I think you should have intelligence
enough to be able to do that for yourself. I do not think it is necessary
for me to take two or three hours here in simply pointing to demonstra-—
tive weak points and dwelling upon them. I am interested in giving you an
understanding of the weak points of the theory., but when I mention them
very briefly that should be sufficient. On the other hand, I am trying to
go into the strong points of the theory more at lenoth =so that yvou will
be able vouwrself to see Jjust how strong or how lacking in strength each
is. In other words, we want to study it--not just to convince you that
it is wrong.



Do bR ftase |uchwes /1962452 m Patadescle

b

5,

! ¥ OF 4 f_/lfﬂ/»” L
B. The Argument from Ccmtu#ous Narratdves, [the contents of B from

1952 apparently were not recﬁrded, so the following has been taken from the
Pentateuch lecturesg given in_l'ln11932]
In the argument from cdlntinuous narrative they say that you have a
continuous story right through and they divide it up and say, "Look, we
have a continuous story.” We look at it and say, "Do you really have a
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continuous story or is something actually miss 2 At eastIt goes
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aleng ‘smoothly’ ;o..anmg_éxi.é.n.t..a.n d then you sayy "And God did to Sarah as

he promised at the appointed time which God had promised, then Abraham
called the name of the son that was born to them, whom Sarah bore to him,

Isaac." After all, it would seem funny to B

ay, God did as he promised and

Abraham ca]led

bF'lC:nEE‘. to another doocument.
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Genegie 1:11-2:48 is-constdered to be part of the P document, MT‘%&I? é’
L2hapven 2:4b-4:26 is considered by nearly &ll scholare to be part of the
J doeume Mrzxme wey oall it JE rather than Ji, and some may—
LR S
call it Sy the divieion i8 pretty well agreed u];mm:m!r
seeng whether this widely accepted view meets the test of the argu-
ments have been advanced for it.

' We have dealt to some extent with the argument from Divine Names ,-"'"'"

J perhaps more than its strength warrants, but much less than ies war-

e,

ramnted — ) its great importance in the origination of the theor“yﬁ
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documents, and saﬁd that each of them gives a {:cmmplitéte:« story. They
_ claimed that Eachlof them can stand alone so that tj-uey do not need each
? other. They said Ii}:he F document, which has the EEF'}ES of covenants that
\ were made, and alEJD has the genealogies, gives the !na:m things in numeri-
cal order. They ‘::aul.l,d it is absolutely complete, so we do not need the J
document. They 'E:'\E\sid the J document is almost cc;mpl}et;e_, ;):sc:augh rnot guite

as complete as the F document. = e i et ' tE Cer

mmcm the-Jd- dmtmtm@mmﬁ‘wmm
Tl prgytons
Then the supplementary theory came ealcam;." said the J

3 document is not cpmplete at all. Im fact, they said it is not actually a

document. The supplemsntary theory held to one clc.t‘:l.imear;t, the foundation
i

writing, the Elohigt, and then to the insertion in it Li‘f e supplementa-—

-

l‘.1un by Jehovist Jw“ﬂ.:m s at & later time. Then they qung back,

""t-?" it fo -Nelll}eu.lﬁe-:hr"m_tﬂthe document themry‘ﬁmmfzy
V‘Mﬂ[—:l‘gi = . ¥~ (] _J’, 4 -'~-;‘Q / e Eaaa T greater

part of ﬁm.ﬂtemdl from Genesis 20 on as & second Elohist. whiat

that does to the continuity of the Elohist. It was originally considered
to be the complete famd%tory, a document which stands alone. Now they
take most of the material in Genesis from chapter 20 on that was given
to the Elohist and assign it to the second Elohist, and call what remains

e
the F document. It,.is no longe amplete by any mgans. Nijw,mc:t'st com-
Aag w}ﬂu etbeclesy/a a

plete iz J, whlt'hApr'E*VlDL{‘:ly a complete

ofe7lees W{‘/

carntinuous document. J is now the most complete &ipg that they claim to

F and E are far less complete. P starts with Genesis 1-
2i%a because this section is one of the very beginning points of the

jT « 2)
whole theoryJl Someone may ask, Mw on earth do they make it 2:457 Well,
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ter luug t to run through the figst three or foyr verses of chapter 2.

Our pregent chapter division is ridiculous; we hLWE- siv dpys in Genesis

1, then pe have three verses telling of the sevepth day, pnd then we go

start again with spgcific account the crgation of man.

st thap‘i.w remily anclud the next thredq or four (verse!
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story of creation rather fully. It does not g.i\}t—:- much deﬁai.l about the
{ b

creati]bn of man, but it deals with most of the ':j'najcar' eleméﬁta in the

10 f?
t:re:*atil‘:»n. Then, what dzea the F document do uﬂ’eﬁ“ immediatel:

—

sempe—ta chapter “.;w" gives practically

' 3 > = J. 1= Ak -
A’ W Ih o "and he called his name Noah, saying this one

shall comfort us concerning ouw work and the toil of our hands, because

3 -
of the ground which Jehovah has cursed. -y

—z-they give it to the Jdocument. Well, why not give the whole chapter
to the J documnent, because you have the word Jehovah in it? Elcohim is in
the first verse, and in verse 24 Elohim is prominent. ﬁf{ju might ask, if
you have Elohim straight through chapter 6, why insert Jehovah all at
once in verse 297 We would answer thalt this is a specific reference to
redemption. Here Noah is being spoken of very specifically as the one
through whom God promised the deliverer would come. He specifically
says, 'becauwse of the ground which the Lord Jebhovah has cursed) This
relates directly to redemption, anﬁ){he general name of God Relurally
seems much less appropriate ighk here than the specific personal name
of Jehavah!

-C-li@.u-r:sa-‘hc-\ critics will take verse 29 out, saying it belongs to J,
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while the rest of the chapter is genealogy, and F is interested in
genealogy. But notice what that does to the J document! The J document
has 24 — 4:26. Verse 4o says thatfa son was born to Seth and he
called hin Enoch. Then men began to call on the name of Je-hovahi) Then
the next verse in the J document is, "and he called his name Noah, sayving
this same shall comfort us. Eerteduly ‘Zhee J document is far from
comnplete, jumping down all of a sudden from Seth to his great-great-
great-great—great grandson, Noah. It is certainly quite a sharp jump. J
is not a continuous document. -

F told about the c:r"ea‘ticm of the world in Genesis 1:1-—5‘5&.__;?!5‘13?‘
ar‘:cjhit was good. Everything God looked at was good.
Then it gives the list of all these men, and how they lived and died. It
doess not give detail except in the case of the one who tl.{lc:t'lr ed with God

and was not because God took him? It is & good picture except for the

reference Lo death. You wonder, where does death rome fr mm 1hc~3re is

Tk Aol ol f
nr}" @aﬁ%afccgrﬁieaﬁdéﬂn that .:lu:. Qoing t'r:n l:ile jy‘

sbdae: J por tltmg tells about the Iall of mar, but the F pmr“tlon Jumps
arcl t i =

ahead & . about death, sas=does not mention the fall of man, which
is how death came!

After chapter S the F dc:ur:ume:-nt&’é%iei-m,ar 1922, "These are the
generations of Noah. Noah was a just man and perfect in his generation,
arnd Noah walked with God and Noah begat three sons. The earth also was
corrupt before God and the earth was filled with violence, and God looked
upon the earth and behold it was corrupt.”

Here is this wonderful earth which God had made and which He said
was good, vet suddenly we read in P that God sees it and it is corrupt,” it

e

is filled with vioclence, and God decides to destroy it. What a decision on
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the part of God! What reason is there for this sudden change in the
world? P does not give us any reason.  But if you read the chapters
that they say belong to J, they tell us about the fall of man and there
P conplel
vou have the reason. Though they say eere is a document,
the most vital feature of the whole history is taken out of one and given
to the other, and you do not have in the F document any basis for
| | ot Loty

urderstanding how this wonderful world God madel\a of a sudden becomef
filled with violence. Similarly the J document jumps right from Seth to

/
Noah, with no account of anyone between. All of a sudden we read that /he

3
called his name Noah. Who called whose name Noah? Neither document is

at all complete at this point. S 3 =¥-% L 3

- - - o T - e B e vl |
+ alivie are—tbred—orfrompierteseeer—

After the story of the flood, chapter 10:11-7 is God's covenant with
Noah. Then comes the generation of Noah's sons, which they assign to the
F document. They say that F is interested in lists, genealogies. and
enumerations. 50 natwrally this goes to the F document. They assign
the greater part of chapter 10 to F, though & section of it is given to
the J document. The narrative about Nimrod going out and becoming a
mighty hunter before the Lord is given to the J document, b‘ut the lists
of the nations are given to F, which they say is mterested%numeratiuma
and liste. J is interested in narrative, and this is an interesting

P

after this tgeenealogthhe generations of Shem and Ter‘alﬁ,}t Jumps in

rnarratbive.

chapter 12, The beginning of 12 goes to J, but 12:4b is given to F, "Now
fbram was seventy—five years old whern he went forth from Haran, and

Abram took Sara his wife and Lot his brother's son, and all the substance

they had gathered and the slaves they had acquired in Haran and they
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wernt forth on theilr jouwrney to the land of Canaan and they came to the
land of Canaan.’ Then it skips to 135:6, "but the land could not support
them dwelling together, for their substance was great, so that they
could not dwell together." Then 13:11b-12&, "So they separated from each
ather, Abram dwelt in the land of Canaan and Lot dwelt in the cities of
the plaim, and pitched has tent towards Sodom. Motice how it skips the
accouwnt of the trip down to Egypt e%em:ifisimﬁ between them as
Abrabham and Lot decide which part™each of them would takez-,@f the land.
@L.ater o, in ‘Rl-mis book, The Documents of the Hexateuch, Addis makes this
statement, "It is in the habitual practice of P to ignore all scandal in
the families of the Fatriarchs, who are to him men of ideal virtue. Thus
he is silent about the tall of Adam, Noah's drunkenness, the curse of
Carnaan, Sarah’s incredulous laugh, or of Abraham’s deceit. He represents
the parting of Abraham and Lot as the result of & friendly agreement. He
is silent about the expulsion of Hat;ar and her son, and on the contrary,

) i
;tﬁ&'il“ father. ﬁj‘” P

NJacob departs at the bidding of &

speaks of Isaac and Ishmael as

o, like Rebekah, has been vexed

2
with Esau's marriage wlth Canaanpite wcxmen M determined to save
Q ,Jm:,/ wut t?ﬁJwﬂvgj)’f 24 y2enl
1 ' Jacob fr*um the sameg mis Hn Fas-bea.d,_w ; Nt 1 cob &¢
(32 V87 Sty i AR 16 Ab- X o

Faving dea rauded Esau and fleeing from his vengeance.
%I’hey say that F doegs not know anything of any dispute between
y off Comd | | . !
Abraham and L.c;t) - it does not, if you give those portions to Jy
Their assumption is that each document is ijmﬁletetﬂéﬁ}‘}'f':é;% the

characteristic views of F and the characteristic views of J differ
greatly, but they differ because they give some verses to one and some

I Wm&f«/

verze to the other. Stepeith r"ﬁ ocument§is really complete. It takes

t \ n -4
the two together to give the whole [:eic:ture'f’ ) (W L:ﬁ
RN
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portion of chapter 15 to the E document, but most would begin the E
document with chapter 20. The E document takes most of the Elohist

material from 20 on, F has only two or three fairly long chapters, and

OGS T —est. an occasional verse here and there — just %t:my

fr';azment_')w?m to connect m& by naming somebady. That is about
; ;w'cbl. .

&1l & ad ' until sev-gedb—te the vexy last few chapters of Genesis. It
is the tiniest bit of & thread to connect the various chapters of J.
When they call it }3; continuous narrative, you wonder, what kind of book it
EVEer Wwas. You e weite a book that would be just & list of names, you Cg—u,%/
wenny white a genealogy. or a list of people and just tell where they went}
but F is much more than that! P has this long account of creation: it
has a long account of the flood, it has & long account of the burial of
Sarah. A few things like that are given &t length. What sort of a
document would that be, that had these few things given at length, an

- fav ﬁ’wﬂ/@f argunnyyt
then just At:w*u—:»'f word§about the rest.]]Hme continuous dcac:l.lmeng falls to
pieces when you divice xEtw imto the first and second Elohist. I yvou go
through some of these csthgr‘s. and notice how very slim is the material
given to F, you must wonder why it shouwld be given to F:/l' Df::e?n the only
reason that is evident is to comnect it together in order to make it look
like a continuous clcat:ument.ﬁg very interesting example of this is chap-
ter 21, which begins with the words, "And the Lord visited Sarah as He had
said, and the Lord did unto Sarah as He had spoken, for Sarah conceived
and bare Abraham a son in his old age, at the time set at which God had
spoken to him" In chapter 21 they give vez-reaéiia and Za to J, and ib and
2bh to P, so J reads, "And the Lord visited Sarah as He had said, and

Sarah conceived and bare Abraham his son, & son in his old age." They
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give the F document the last half of these two verses‘. And the Lord did
unto Sarah as he had spoken at the set time at which God had spoken to
him." They divide the two verses and give half to Dru-:a‘a‘}d half to the

other, and say there e complete parallel ac:EDL.tnts.AIt says Jehovah in

Jmuee

both halves of itJ' e the

divine names do n it E.B/‘th@\/ change them' Th is what we find here in

Addis’ presentation of what he calls the "priestly history and law"; he
changes it to "And God did to Sarah as he promised, at the appointed time
which God had promised." We notice that God was in the last half of verse
2y 850 in order to get the complete thing Addis takes half of verse 1 and
says, "And God,” though the present text of the Fentateuch has Jehovah.
Addis says that the editor put together a fragment of the J and a
fragment of the P in one verse, verse 1, and natuwrally objected to a
change of divine name in such close connection, and so the redactor (or
=ciitor) changed it.

fs Mr Gueiros [student] points out, if you can follow Divine Names
when it suits your purpase and throw them aside when it does not, it
raises serious questions about the entire matter.

There are two men who have written on this whom you should not
Dt

confuse. ¥ Addis, who is very strongly convinced of the critical

1 f
theoryv, argci O-Inﬁlllﬁ:., who is very strongly convinced that it is entirely

wrong. So the d and the 1 make a big difference in the two names})

In chapter 26 the genealogy of
| , . A4

Esaw is largely given to F but there are words used tha )ﬁ“.;r"e ot charac-—

teristic of the F document, so they say thal a late redactor of the P

document inserted those particular verses.

Chapter 27 begins, "Mow Jacob dwelt in the land where his father had
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that, you are dropping the entire argument from continuous narrative,
which was Dr‘l(—_’*r’wf the fowr origipal arguments. I you hold to that line,
then yott’_qi:;:pec:t that theyA ave included everything from them, or practi-
cally everything, and therefore whalt is there should be complete.

Do vou see the dilemma this line of argument leads them to? If you
say, here are certain books and the redactor took what he wanted from
this, what he wanted from that, he found the story of Joseph as a boy in
F and the story of Joseph as a boy in J, and he took the story from J
rather than F. And he made his selection of what he wanted to take, and
he left out a lot of material in all of them. Well, if you say that, then

vouw find two stories and they contradict each other, and you say this

- J}

proves that they were different documents. What kind of redactor was 47
e, that would put i two stories that contradict each other? Why didrn't
he correct one or the other? The oritics generally assume that these
documents are included almost absolutely complete. That is the assump—
tion on which they worked, though occasionally they admit that a little
h&s been omitted. The assumption on which they proceed is that we can
tell the view held in these different documents by what is there, and

that th&*y%put Lhas together in a rather arbitrary fashion, anxious

not to lose anything.
/

The scholars that I havegontact with are among the very bests <nes

7
e iy oldimee firmly to the J,E,D,F}l have & tendency to laugh at the

Folychrome Bible, which was prepared by Frofessor Haupt of John Hopkine

University. It was an attempt to print the Rible (some volumes in HebrewW

same in English) with the different documents in different types, so that

you could see at a glance what they where. If properly done, such &
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thing could be an extremely useful tool for examining the basis of the
theory and seeing whether it stands or falls. It is much harder to
/ ]
when they just give each document by itself, as they usually present it. Wﬁ
Pce :inAcummentar—ieg they say, "In verse so-and-so here we see plain siagns
of F3 there is the phrase, €nale and femalé"; it uses the name Elohim; we
see special interest in genealogies, etc.” They speak that way about
each verse separately, but they can not put it &ll together and examine
it critically as easily as you could with the Folychrome Bible. I am not
sure just how well that particular job was done, but I think the idea was
an excellent one, to make the material available to test whether it was
true or false. However, these people have reached the conclusion that
it is true and are no longer interested in testing the data. They are
convinced of the theory. That is bhuman natuwre. Whatever view people
take, their tendency is to see the argument for their side as very big
and s minimize the arguments against it, so as M nc&thnotices- them
i, &:ﬁ feel that we advance the cause of the Lord in the end by
getting an objective attitude that can sese the real strength of argu-
ments we do not agree with, and then we—eamtry—tooroesetame—tsa—
ynerl sadidd - = T can find,.,»e-ﬁme,
stronger arguments to answer them, rather than brush things aside
simply because we do not agree with them. I feel that in the ernd we
serve the Lord more effectively if we try to get a really cbisctiye
attitude. m’fﬁe liberals talk & an objective attitude,q an open
mirnd, but actually mc::sl't of them are extremely narrow. 0On things like
this, their minds are made up, and they will not listen to anything else. I
believe we advance the Lord's cause by seeing exactly what the evidence

is: where we find stromng points, let us recognize themy and then let us
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see if we can find evidences to show where they are wrong. When they
advance weak points, let us show them what the facts are, to demon-
strate that their argument is wesak at that point.

If vou talk with one of their graduates and ask him, "What makes yvou

L2 1]

thirk there are these different documents”

At
at the difference in style.)' Some w.i.llxsay, "It is as great as the differ-

He will probably say, "Look

ence between Chaucer and modern English. The teachers will not say

that, but some of the students willy Nobody can truly say that it is as

great m%\;ha’c' But they will say there is a great difference in styled Lo«
WM j’rha}ﬁ you separate them you find that each has the complete story.

So it is good to know just how incomplete each document is, and to be

able to show points alt which it is particularly incomplete. I would think

that if we point out these things it might very well raise serious

guestions in theilr minds, whether the entire thing was not worthy of a

more careful examination than they had ever given it before.

I would like to read a few statistics ol regarding the continuity

of ? According to Driver’'s analysis {eee-pages NI Ly e S T

Lenacisl), of the 1,534 verses in Genesis he gives about 780 to J, and

about 730 to F and E together (in other words, the original Elohist). and

of the 730 which are assigned to P and E, nearly Z0O0 are in the first

nineteen chapters, and practically all of these are given to F. The

remaining S50 verses are assigned to E. Subtract 200 from 730 and vou

get approximately 550, Driver gives just a little more than half of the

total verses to J, a little less than half to F and E together. And of

those in P and E about a forth of them are in Genesis 1-19. So in Genesis

2050 there are about 550 verses given to E and F together, with only

one—third to F. Thus, here we have the last thirty chapters with only
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175 verses in them given to F'.MF‘ which was Qr"iginall'%tha foundation

writingy and supposed to be the start of it with a distinctive and unmis-—

s

to the smallest of the three documentsy %’sdm?eat of the material of F is
im a few chapters, and the rest of it is in tiny little fragments scat-—
tered throughout the book. Consequently, there will be several chapters
with just half a verse or a verse taken out and given to P.

If you go through either of these documents you will consistently
find many places where e one assumes things told in the other without
explanation. If this thread runs straight through to make & complete F
document it raises a serious guestion. But is there evidence that this
is a document, or is it an attempt to combine things to try and make
something that will be cuntimum_lgifas complete as posssaible’fl

So much for & brief resume of this vital matter. Continuwing with our
discussion——we were looking last time at B and C. We did not yet spend
much time on B because B and C are so connected that it is easier to
look to some extent at them together (even though each of them is to
some extent & distinct argument). Sometimes the same man would work on
both, but as a rule it would be two different men. Then what Graf said
brought the two together, and doing this, he strengthened both, by
producing a systematized arrangement in which each seemed to spring from
the other, and in that way each gave strength to the other. But the
guestion is, Can eilther of them stand alone?

IfT you are dealing with ignorant people it may be more effective to
just ridicule the critics, although they can just as well ridicule your
view. This is not quite the same as to pick out the weak points and

stress them, which can sometimes be so close i appearance to ridicule

M o
. hasybeen reduced y
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that it is hard to distinguish. One way to strengthen belief in the unity
of the Pentateuch is to pick just a few weak points in the theory and go
after them hammer and tongs--but I think you should have intelligence
encough to be able to do that for yvouwrself. I do not think it is necessary
for me to take two or three hows here in simply pointing to demonstra-

tive weak points and dwelling upon them. I am interested in giving you an
understanding of the weak points of the theory, but when I merntion them
very briefly that should be sufficient. On the other hand, T am trying to
go into the strong points of the theory more at length so that you will
be able yowself to see just how strong or how lacking in strength each
is. In other words, we want to study it-—not Jjust to convince you that

it is wrong.
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B. The Argument from Continuous Narrative,

If this argument could be proved to be correct, it would be one of the
strongest arguments for the Higher Criticism.

The Criticismbegan with the claim that the book of Genesis was produced
by combining sections from two documents which could be distinguished by their
use of differing names for God. This claim would be greatly strengthened if
it could be shown that after the documents had been separated from one
another by the use of this criterion each of them could be read continuously
as a complete story without assuming any fact or idea contained in one or
more of the other alleged documents. If this could be shown to be a fact, it
would be a very strong argument for the truth of the theory.

We have dealt to some extent with the argument from divine
names—--perhaps more than its strength warrants., but much less than is
warranted by its great part in the origination of the theory, and by the large
vlace that it occupies in most discussions of the theory, even up to the
present.

We shall examine the division into documents, as presented by Driver,
who wrote sixty vears ago, rather than that given by Prof. Pfeiffer of
Harvard, who wrote about twenty vears ago. Driver presented the theory
guite fully, and his division is followed with little change by most of the later
writers. Pfeiffer follows it quite generally, but makes a few changes, such as
assigning parts of the P document to a suggested S document, but aside from
this innovation, which few if any other critics have adopted. he generally
follows Driver’'s division.

You remember that Astruc and Eichhorn declared that Genesis had been
produced by combining two alleged documents, each of which, they claimed,
rresented the complete storyv. Their first document., which calls the deity
"God," included Genesis 1 and many later sections, particularly genealogies and
lists. Later critics call this alleged document P, since they say it was
written from the viewpoint of the priests. They called their second document
J. since it used the name "Jehovah" (which they now write as "Yahweh"). They
said that each of these documents was complete in itself.

For many vears the original documentary theory was largely superseded
by the supplementary theory, which said there was originally one
document--the one now called P, which theyv called E (for Elohist), and that the
other material came from a series of supplements, inserted at various times.
Eventually the supplementary theory was completely abandoned, being
universally replaced by the Graf-Wellhausen theory, which held that the P
document and the Jdocument each contained the full story. Thus the claim that
each document gives the entire story became important again.

The critics say that there are two complete stories of creation, the P
story running from Gen. 1:1 to 2:4 and the J story being the rest of chapter 2.

Someone may ask: "Why on earth do they make the division at 2:4a instead
of at the end of a chapter?” Well, vou can blame the thirteenth-century
archbishop who made the division into chapters. There can be no question that
chapter 1 ought to include the first three and one-half verses of chapter 2.
Chapter 1 describes the creation of the world. Then chapter 2 describes the
creation of man in more detail. The critics say that these are two different
accounts of the creation, but chapter 2 says nothing about the creation of
light, of sun. moon and stars, of the animal world, etc. It is like the beginning
of an atlas, which might start with a map of the world, followed by a map of
North America. Section 1describes the creation of the universe, and section
2 the creation of man. There is overlapping, but each contains much that is
not in the other. Already at this point the idea of two complete parallel
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acoountz breaka down.,

After Gen, 2:4a the P document jumps to chapter 5. All but one verse of
chapter 5 is assigned to P. They say that P is particularly interested in
genealogy, so they assign this chapter to P, but they assign v. 29 to J, as it
contains the name Jehovah. This verse reads:/[Now continue from A on p. 4 of
the material you sent me, Substitute what I have typed above for the first
two and one-half pages of that material. Then keep the material from A on p.
4, making the changes I have indicated but insert the following between the
end of p. 7 and the beginning of p. 8:]

At an early time critics decided that a large part of the E document (which
they now call P) really had a style more like that of J than that of Gen. 1. So
beginning at Gen. 20 they called this material "the second Elohist" and
eventually simply called it E. There are some who give a [Now continue with
the second line on p. 8.]

I do not think you will find it hard to make the changes and insertions I have
indicated, which, I believe, will tremendously improve this material.
It was a treat to see you when you came out. Do come again soon!
Cordially vours in Christ,
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