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until eventually it was held that there were as many as twenty or thirty differént
.3_1.:).1:.11'083 from whilch portions had been taken and strung together by a sﬁ;cailed
redactor. | . %

; ' At ii:_st it was .f:laiméd that the Pentateﬁch was the work of tw_c} .niain
writers who were called 7 and E, and this theory was d-e.v.eloped in differénf
ways by various _s:chola'rs over the course of many decadeé. . The E docﬂmenltl
wa's s'upposed to be the'ﬂrst. and the J documént tt.::n.ha.ve beah-v#ritteh af.a.llater
period Eve_n_tual_.ly, a s'cholar named Graf suggesteci a complete reversal.whereby

] became the earliest lnstéad of the latest, ahd E was broken up into two parts,

one of which (now calledF) was {shsidered to be the latest of all, with the bulk

of the book of'Deuteronomy being placed third. T_his is the so-called Graf-Well-

‘hausen hypothesis which makes such extensive use of the letters J,E,D, and P,

Today, most of the arguments upon which this division is based have been disproved,

and yet most critical scholars still insist that the main positions of the theory are

. tme.

The destructive criticism of the Old Testament began with its attemﬁt té :
deny .the authenticity and dependability of the Pentateuch, It next attacked the
unity of the book.of Islaiah. Af first it was alleged'thét tﬁe book had been wlritten
by two men, one of whom lived about one hundred and fifty years after .th_e;_ othe.r,.
and that this latter author had written the lést twenty-seven ﬁhap_:érs of the book. .
Before long, however, sections of the first part were attributed to a third writef,
and soon portions sca.ttered a_il through the book were being attributed to .still |
.ot‘ner sources, until today the Higher Critics Qenerally holld.'that the book of Iséiah
is a complicated patchwork of the wriﬁngs of many different people whose w.ork

extended over a long period of time.
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