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Genesis into two maln sources and ten small documents,=hewewrs®

Although no one paid much=zattentlon to Astruc's book for
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about 30 years, he is usually recognized as the "Father of
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“the German schola.r Johann Gottfried -\
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jie—dividbf all of Genesis and two chapters of Exodus 1nto two

documents which he called rJ and . E, correéponding to the &gSe e?c'
Yahweﬁ and Elohim,"

He correlated alleged '"parallel accounts" with these sources
end determined the stylistic qharac__terist_ics of each document.
Eichhorn's work was much mo influential than Astruc's ami
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really marked the beginning of ! ' " of the
Pentateuch. '

2. The Eragmenbﬂ&&ﬁ{#@%gﬂ

The three men so far discussed had rather similar views
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regarding the division of Genesis into documents, méfl-y—that

there were two main ones with marked differences in style,and
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