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that Shakespeare drew. We can see where he got different ideas that He

incorporated in his writing. In the caSe of the Pentateuch, We hale no m i/j Y

earlier #txx document,or previous ks from which it mght
that the writer drew. The critig§ reconstruct the sources sj

to fit them together. Thi
1870. It is a practice
given up.
great Babylonian k, no one today tries to divide it up into two =

v
three, four diffe

the work ofgliterary genius. Tkmx We als;a have various storleﬁ/ about
Gilgamesh ;51 Sumerian from an earlier t,ﬁne This makes it pOssible for us
to see where the writer of the greay BAbyloman Gilgamesl( epic got

some of his ideas, but gm xmEmx ny’one today would thinl¢ that we could
divide the Gllgmnesh;,rnto varloué original sources aﬁy‘(
suggested that they were simp}y combined together as/they stood.

The methodw‘vw s not used today/ except as regards to the
Bible. Even there Poel ipterpreters simply rather/slavishly follow

what Graf-/ and Wellhausen presented. The methgd is out-of-date today,

I

and the continufance of the theory is an anackronism.

Now, to get back to the alleged I_évidences. We notice

that w® as we go through the situation is not at all as many students seem
= o

to think. You cannot take t#€ whole chapters im,

3 4
ﬁ large sectioddg of chapters and say that one group uses the name Yaweh and

the other group ehtirely uses the name Elohim)

them
togehter gives you a differnt document. No Dot VT

w5 - v “ =4

Wellhausen theory makes the division in the entirely differnlt way.
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