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’

suggestions’ en beek for Pentateuchal criticism

La Ifjacho}ﬂ;s teday belleve they have gene beyend Wellhausen or glven

up large parts ef his theery, sheuldn't this be dealt with mere

explicitly, elther te shew them wreng er aekmnewledge thelr elainsg

this zeint seems te plvet areund the imsertance of the evelutisnary

and developmental hysethesis te the Wellhausen theery as a whele.

Senme recent schelars may consider the decumentary hysetihesis a centribu-
should be Wellhausen.

tlon frem pre-Wellhausen daysjy erdering the decuments chronologicalL%

2. Epistemeleglcal coensiderations weuld be helpful beginning at 1l.41:

are there Jjust feur ways ef appreaching the Bible and Pentateuch?

3. In the tendencies ef the by-gene age (3), should evolutien be

mentioned?

4, 5,17- altheugh mest besks sresent the Graf-Wellhausen hy.octhes is

with very little change, what abeut the rise of ferm-critical asrsaches

in Germany (including religle-histerical scheel), and the traditien-

histery ef Scandinavia.

5. 5.19- Hupfeld and Ilgen's 1dea is not given

I stopped reading at 7.1 in detail
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