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case the pontributoro 4 cere-ly''be1ieve that the documentary

hypothesis is .e.e-woefully deficient in a number of crucial areas,

that the only logical step is to totally reject it. Since this
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borders ioi "heresy" in cert-a-in circles, the oontributora
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requestsan emotional reaction be suspended in favor of a careful

sifting of the fao3s.

Although thooo oacays can undoubtedly be e1assfied. "negative,"

there is a very real implication of a "positive" nature which

pervades them. It is implied throh that the best working
Z~ .4

hypothesis is unified authorship, specifically in reference to

the Pentateuch. & full-blown argument is certainly not given.

this suggstinn,_-but it only fair te mention it so thph t.h

//1 evC(
rsader can study the rn feo y., n
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this ruling conception, thq oontributoro intends to show a healthy

Fwˆ4er,ctp /
respect. for tradition, !Iby believe; the trend in general

literary studies is a powerful motivating factor in the direction

of unified authorship, while a careful st1(dy of the particular

literarç phenomena of the Pentateuch points to a single creative

writer. /ˆ'nce Moses is claimed by the writings themse1veto h.ve
L.Jt/J $ec#ti e

written or spoken lare parts of the Pentateuch, he is the most

likely
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candidate to be the author/of the Pentateuch. But even

this very "plausible" hypothesis must be handled cautiously; when

the account of Moses' death is given in Deuteronomy 324..58, it would

appear that more than strict Mosaic authorship

is require,. to xplain all the phenomena of Pntateuch. In .any
.evek\ if IV((('J t/rt/4 'r 4,Ad'esi'ç,

it is thought Yiere that/many of the supposed inongt&.t1eS:
A

of the Pentateuch can often be given a more adequate explanation ±'ram
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