
7/c 4Jc ,4i01aiej
r,'e 1:6 i/L/5e *Ic

The fo1lowin at of eocpyk offØ'sa bri'f critique of the
r




JEDP documentary hypothesis. It deem not deaekustively with

the subject, since that ould requiredetailed discuzion

extencive bibliographio "referefloes and the other req.uiaite

paaphernalio of eoholarly reoe-arch However it does seem

feasible to pick up several crual threads of the hypothesis

and place them in a different light from what is customary.
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This has the disadvantage of opening the c:ra to various

criticisms. The reader may feel some chagrin at what appears

to be a purely negative project., suggesting that the so-called

"crucial threads" have been chosen to do the greatest damage
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if the oontributors had perhaps studied more strenul'ously into
rct,oi1e

the matter, they would ieaiiz a greater depth j the positive
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points for the hypothesis. The co-ntributor sympathizeS with

these concerns, and ae only too painfully aware of the inadequacy
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of their trttining and oonsequont na'romeee of view However,
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at this time to register tbeir dissatisfaction

with the regnant literary hypothesis on what -thcy believe5 to
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be good and sufficient argumentation. liThe burden of their,presenta

tion has been to produce pertinent facts and then compare and

contrast these datwith particular central claims of the documentary
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hypothesis. Certainly, such a "negative" taskJis x1eoaooary4=i

not absolutely annhie ougge et ppesible

azaeao of impro7ome-n. -m'-there are many possible solutions to

the Old Testament problem of the structure and formation of the

historical books 4articulan1y the Pentateuch), it cannot be

assumed that the final answer has alrec.dy been ar.ved at. (albeit
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much effort has already been put to the task). However, in this
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