N

4

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

l fontinuous Warrstive / '070’
] .
‘'

s .

I Important arsumentiinithe davelopment of the documentary theory but now not

nearly so prominent
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The completeness of the varicus documents is stil1? agsumed

by Kuhl, B. W. Anderson, Eissfeldt, etc,
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The arsment as oriecinally stated by Astrne, Eichhorn, Graf-ellhsusen

=
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ichhorn and Astruc divided Genesis mainly into two documents, Each of these
sald te give a2 complete story. Bach is 2ble to stand alone and does not
eed the other. It was clzimed that the First Elchist was a complete account
from the creation right cn throusgh the congnest in the Bock of Joshua. The J
document was almost as complete but neot gnite as complete, and it must have

been added %o the Fiepst Elohist.
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Tre snpplementary theory came along and held to but one document, the founde-
tion writing, the Elohist which wa$ supilementefby the Jehovist who uwrote at
2 later time. '

The Graf-Wellhausen theory swung back tc a multi-documentary idea. It divided

up the First Elohist and tock the greater pert of the material fronm Genesis 20

on and made it inte a Second Elohist. The remzinder of what had been First
Elohist was now czlled P. Thus i%s continuity wes destroyed and it was not the
mozt compléte by any means, although the attempt was made to preserve it by
attributing isclated verses or phrases to P, J which previonsly had been
guestioned as being s complete continnons document tock the field as being the
most complete document we now have, even though i+ is no more complete that it
was before the division ¢f the First Elohist. Both P and E are far less complete.

II There are great gzps in the continuity of a1l three documents

P beeoins with the acount of crratioa in 1.1-2.4a. It is continuous and tells
the story of cresntion rather fn1ly but 1t does not give much detsil concerning
the creation of man. Then P jumps to chapter 5 which is all given to P with
the maxcepiion of verse 29 ywhich is eiven to J. In 1,1~2.42 P described the
crestion of the world and he describes it as very good. Everything Cod made
was good. Then hqfﬁumps to a 1list of all these men in chapter 5 telling how
long they lived and th=t they died, but one wonmders where does deeth come from.
There was no mention of that when God cre-ted man that he was eoing to die,

So you have the J portion which incIndes chapter 3 telving sbont the fall of
man, but the P portion just jumps ahead and tel’s =about death, and does not
mention the £fall of men which is how desth come, '

The critics take verse 29 out of chapter 5 and give it to J and lesve the reat
of the chapter whrich is geneslogy to P becanse P is interested in genealogy. i

Bu% you will notice what that does to the J document, which started with 2.4% !
and continues to 4,26 befora the next bresk. 4.26 says that to Seth there wes f
born & son and he called his nsme Encs!: then hegan men to call upon the name b
of Fehovahi. The next verse in the J document is 5.29 "and he called his name St

¥oah, saving, This zame shall comfort us concerning Our work and the toil of our
Fands, because of the gronnd which the ILord hath cursed." Certzinly the J
derument is far frem complete at this point Jumping as it does all of a sudden
frem Seth's comineg down to his grezt-grest-great-greszt-grest-srest-great grand=
sony Mozh, This is guite a sharp jumpiit is not a continmons document in J.
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