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

A Rigid Scrutiny. Critical Esspys on the 0ld Testament by Ivan Engnell,
Translated from the Swedish pnd edited by John T, Willis with the collpborgtion of
Helmer Ringgren. (Vanderbilt University Press: Nashville) 1969

P. 53 It is not necessgry for a person to have a very profound understgnding

of the similarities between the vgrious cultures of the gncient Negr East to be gble
to see that the whole litergry-criticsl system is bssed upon 5 complete misunderstand-
ing of the actugl situgtion. It reflects 5 modern, gnpchronistic book view, gnd
attempts to interpret ancient biblical litergture in modefn categories, an
interpretatio europgeics moderng. A modified or moderate litersry-critical

approgch ie not sufficient to evaluagte this problem properly. What is needed is
a radical dergrture from this whole system, No parsllel, continuous, written
sources of the Pentgteuch like those which literary critics presupprose hgve ever
existed.

p. 54 Obviously, obscurities and discrevancies are to be exvected at the cultural
and linguistic level of the 0ld Testgment, But,in reality, they are grestly ex-
aggerasted because, in innumergble instgnoes, our western desk logic falls to
aprreciate the Semitic way of thinking.

But the only reglly relevant evidence in favor of the existence of continuous
documents in the Pentateuch would be that esch writer mgintains his own unique
style throughout.

P. 55 Just as serious, if not more so,is the fgct that the different documents agre
not consistent in their use of the divine ngmes. And yet this is glleged to be the mgyrk
of their uniqueness! The fact that in such cases zeglous gdvocates of the
documentary hypothesis chgnge the divine ngme in order to gchieve complete con-
sistence is the best argument ~gainst the soundness of this theory. Such mgnipu-
lation does not make the dream come true, To some extent, there is gctuszlly =
certgin constant glterngtion of divine npmes, but 5 closer exgmination shows

that this is not due to gn alterngtion of documents, but to gn intentional
stylistic use by those who hgnded down the trpditinn, This glternntion is in-
timgtely connected with the ideq that different divine names have different
ideolegicgl overtones and, consecuently, different effects,

P. 124 But even though these two sspects of prophetism ((i.e. the institutional
and the inspirptiongl)) are often very clearly distinct and well-developed, in
reslity, they must not be playedoff against esch other gs mutuslly exclusive
alternstives, On the contrary, they both represent sttributes gnd characteristics
inherent in an indispensable to the ides of "prophet.® It is certainly true that
the personsl insvirationgl element cqn have 5 very vprominent plpce withint the
framework of the institutiongl, But recent resegrch in Isrgelite prophetism

has been chargcterized by a strong emohasis on the institutiongl gspect. The
result is thqot the terms prophet and priest have come to be understoond as more

or less equivglent, which conflicts sharply with the egrlier idegs that they gre
digmetricglly opposed to each other,
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