»

http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Notes.htm

)

45

alse appears to make the cevenant in the name of the peocle, altheugh

that is not completely clear anymore. As cencerns the narratives'
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appropriate theocratic bagic laws, Exed,20 and Exed.34 stand in glaring

contradiction te ene another; in the fermer thg cemmandments are almest

_— only meral, but in the latter exclusively ritual. The Covenant Cede,

whese laws are characteristic of ltself,

in its werds. Regarding the cult, it stands at the same stage as

Exed, 34, however, the ethic is more concrete and mere casuistic than

in Exed.20, and of a striking human, and a nebly natural attitude.
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?é Finzally, a werd abvout the prebhable progress of the narrative of

;g;. Besides the great legal sections, which we separated at the
beglinning, there also appear to be some smaller sectieons which beleng
te this source, which de not fall under the ceherence of JE. By all
means 19.1,2a, but however is not an addendum belonging to the original
elements, not being an entirely complete statement of the exact
reference to time in the sense of Q; cf. similarly,_l Samuel 13.1,

II Samuel 2.10. Perhaps the intended day is actually the 5oth after
the 15. Nisan, therefore about the 7th of the third month, which

the Rabbinic7radition accepts. What follows the athnah in 19.2 belongs
to JE, since Q doesn't say:bpjw) 2777 - N8ldeke surmises further g
fragment of Q in 24,14-18; so much I view with correctness. However,
the beginning of vs. 15 7/717_5/‘8 ,D ;y-')is excluded, and the

end of vs. 18 from 7/>;7ﬁékj ;bf))on. Finally, I believe 34,29-35

may be ascribed to this writing, if vss. 33-35 at the same time is
3k ~ .
probably an apocryphal appendage. Cf. P(\D(’/ ).2 5)') 77/7.33 and
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