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1
 The dating of the elements in the Pentateuch is highly debated. Current scholarship questions 

whether the evidence allows us to postulate distinct sources J and E, suggests that the Priestly material 

looks more like a redactional layer than a source. In summary:  

1) It is difficult to argue there was a "Yahwist Source" (J); instead we should speak of "Narrative 

Cycles"  

2) Redactional work took several stops; most of this process was likely during/after the 

Deuteronomistic and Priestly stages 

3) "P" should be seen not so much as a Priestly Source but a redactional layer (commentary or 

complement to older sources)So even though the DH is a great starting point, recent research has 

called key points into question. So the distinct older sources of the DH are gone, reduced to older 

traditions, and as far as dating goes, the end has become the beginning (with the Priestly source being 

one of the earlier steps instead of the last). D seems to have the most lasting power. I like Ska's views 

of the Pentateuch coming together as a national epic necessitated by disputes after the Babylonian 

exiles returned to Judea post 539. (Ska, Introduction to Reading the Pentateuch [Winona Lake, Ind.: 

Eisenbrauns, 2006]) 
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http://fridaycenter.unc.edu/cp/catalog/religious.html

