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tic rather than Yahwistio, of. and in vs.ll with 18.21,

especially vs.11 with 18.12.

4. Both reports which we have even attempted to sepae in large

passages, are now great1evised by the Jehovist I will next show

that for the legal section in Ex 19-23 Some places of the Decalogue

are colored in a Deutoronomic fashion t2'2 i772in vs.1O

/ 7-.1J 57_2D in vs.2,and vs.6 entirely (especially noticeable is

'.2,7s ) There has therefore probably beenAbackflow of Deut.5

into Ex.20: the Jehovist C?) has inserted Deuteronoinic statements. The

motivation of the Sabbath command in vs.ll only comes from the last

redactor of the Pentateuch, who has bound Q and JE together. Because, it

is borrowed from Q, i.e. from the source from which Ex.20 in any case does

not stem; it has certainly not been viewed beforehand by the author of

Dent., since the latter probably inserted something into the text of the

ton commandments, but did not allow an ellipsis (1. I permit myself to

think that the apriori and consequent precedence of the Exodus text is

incomprehensible. The ) before ')109 -in vs.4 is false, since

connects to ,7J2?I7$?, and this word, a genitive for the previous

construt

means nothing, which would have to be coordinated with &3.

In, vs'-I'5 ?f' TV is mere explanation of ()/'7Y, also in

vs.7 occurs in this sense.). In the Covenant Code the ordinanc which

extend from 21.11 to 22.16 and are easily distinguishe&materially and

formally as conditional sentences, seem to be contained entirely intact.

The same is not trite of the words (24.3). The presentation is very pecu

liar that whit1, everywhere else the singular Thou is used in the address,

in the section 22.17-30 single Youemerge and even in. a very abrupt
(p/'tfcji
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