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continuous work wbich gathcrcd up also, the receivcd traditions as to the
national ancestry of the Jews, the episodes tbat blazoned the early days af

their national history and the ideas that underlay thcir national religion. It

dlaims furthermiore that tbe sources fromn which thesc last are derived can
also still be distinguished by their varying styles, especially in Gencsis. ht

insists that these can he shown to helong ta, two well defincd classes, ane

Jehovistic or prophetic and the other Elohistic or priestly, oftcn parallel ta

each other, but flot always in agreement. T'he Pentateuch thus stands

V/before us no longer as an origin.al work, but as a nmere harrnony of previously
existing traditions.

Space will not allow a discussioni af this radical theory, nor does snch
discussion lie within the Imrpose af ibis article. It is bcing widely accep:ed

by scholarly critics of the 1resent tinie, and, certainly, soiething can bc said

in its favour. 0f course if the evidence for it becomes cicar, it wvill have ta,

be acceptcd b)y ail, and adjusted as h)est it cani to other verities af the faitb.
But one cannoi help remarking on the folly of proclainingi it as mie ai the
certaini em'iclusionsz ai criticism, as is Sa, afien donc. In this formi it is flot

yct a generation oid, and no one can tell how~ souri it niay be replaccd by
some other îheory eveni as it has replaccd variaus predecessors. The tradi-
tional view is not free from difficulty, but this view is encumbexred with no

end ai perpiexities. Its advocatcs arc by no inîans agreed among îhem-

selves as ta details as yet, and it resis after ail upon sa ,nany unprovcd
%uppositionis, that saie happy discovcry or suggestion, saille restaîcînlent ai

the aid conservative v'iCw, -night ai any moment capture ail its sirong
features, leaving it ta collapsc as coînpleîely as Strauss' nythica-l îheory ai
the Gospels. The possibilities ai the traditianal view are h)y no imcans
exhaustcd as ycî. There are varions directions in which it nma be open for

restatement so as ta accoutit more adequately for thc faics thaz ]lave heen
bi-ought ta light by the paitient and thoroughgoing investigations ai the past

century. Thus for exaniple, the question ai ihie fitera-v încthlods of Moses
bas flot received as yet tle attention iî. de-servcs. M1any ai the zallçged dif-
ficulties arise frani the supposition thiat heing a continumns worlc tbe

Pentateuch niust blave beeni writict conitinisousiy, wherea, it inay have
undergone repeated revision from 'Moses' own hand, and bi% own .aîciriai,
as wehi as earlier material, embodied in it in varions ways. This wvould
accounit for a good dca! in the way af varicty ai style, and difféence ai
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