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III The Alleged criteria is not carried through consistently

I1f you could take all the sections that use Elohim 2nd put them together
and 211 the sections that use Jehovah and put them together, yo?/could say
that in the sections that use Jehovah a maidservant is a}:gyiﬂapoken of as
AIMAHE whereas in the sections that use Elohi‘/m the w’:;j,»t’er a":zﬁays speaks of

¢ bt Sl -
e maidservant as » not AIMAH?K’Furthcrmoro. n the sections that
uses Elchim, he always says male and female (animaTs or human beings) were
or entered into the ark W
created by Gody but in the section that dses Jehovaeh, the writer always
uses the expression "made and his '-gi‘fe. If these and similar usages

could be carried through consistﬁntly i1t would be & most remarkable thing.

It would be a strong argument for the theory. But when you take a word that

the critics way is consistent with one document and trace it through, you

have little difficulty showing that the criteria are not applied consistently.

Brightman (Sources of the Hexateuch, p.82 ) in/a footnote on Ex.4.29-31
asserts that MAlmost all critics agree that Aapbn was probably unknown to the
oldest J tradition. Aaron in a J context uperfluous, and R; . . "

(rather than "men and hi wife st

"Male and female"/is said to be a t#pical mamslesed Py and in CGen. 1.27
and 5.2 "male ani female" are founy¥ in these sections given to P. However,
in 7.3 and 9 when this phrase £ found in a J section, we are told that
the Redactor did this in ordgr to bring the passage into harmony with P.
So the alleged criteria not consistently carried through. Every time
the critics say that & redactor has iueErteds-werd—hene done something

they weaken the evidence for their argument. When you have a Redactor who

can make changesf henever he chooses, you do not have much evidence left
that the allegod'; document really has a distinct style.

Actually the beginning of this whdle matter of style in the critical
ergument began with the enumerative yle - @aae dagconeg first day, second

F

day, third day - in Genesis 1 tosther with the fact thet the name Elohim

AT SN T e T e AR R S e



	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Papers.htm


