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The next peron to..-advance sucha view was a French

physician Jean Astruó, wo in-i 3-pubi4e4ed-bo3-ertti-bI-ed

shows Atruo'c ouggoct-lon was not real-Ay very radical as he-_

-dnot den Mosaie-au-thohip 4-Genesis. H did d,ivide6'

Genesis into two main sources and ten small documents,:howuve

Although no one paid much-'attention to Astrue's book for
4AI-e41 ,

about _3Q-years, he is usually recognized as the "Father of

Higher CVtIcism-11

;i4 the the German scholar, Johann Gotfr.éd

EiQhhornproduocd hic Jictc ;---d¬

.iedividthjall of Genesis and two chapterof Exodus into two

documents which he called,J andE, corrTepondingto the

Hebrew words (transliterated into Corm-an. hWd and. Elohim,

each repreerrtinr th-#--4---=+n tht 1.cwt

He correlated alleged "parallel accounts" with these sources

and. determined the stylistic characteristics of each document.

Elchhornts work was much more influent al than Astruc's and4-1
rera-.iy lç,cM

really marked the beginning of "highcr oitioigin of the

Pentateuch.

2 The Rragmenta

The three men so far discussed had rather similar views
VS,

All
.3,tregarding the division of Genesis into documents, naly-that

there were two main ones with marked differences in stylea4.
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