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Thus ve sse that during ths period when the divisive approach
was regnant many diffsrent views were advance of the date of origin of
the diffsrent parts of the Pentatsuch, all of them based on the assump-
tion that the parts were put togather with littls modification, and
that it 18 possible for us to disentangle them. The movemsnt was
extendad to tha sntirs 014 Testament. Thers is not one of its books
which some critic has not tried to divide up into many various sources.
The wholas approach has been carrisd to a wild extrems. A most intorest-
ing instancs is ths Commentary on the Psalms in the International
Critical Commentary. Its author, Professor C. A. Briggs, vas & man
of great erudition, who carried on many useful studies., Some of his
results ars of real value. When it came to the Psalms, however, he
applied the divisive method to such & point that thers is hardly a
Psalm which h2 does not fesl competant to divids up into two or three
@ifferaont sourcses, making emendations hare and changes there, putting
two words from & verss into one alleged source, and thres words into
another altogether. It is & most interesting sxample of human ingon-
uity, but of little value for glving us evidsnce as to the actual
origin and meaning of the Psalms.

In the early part of the Ninetsenth Century this approach was by
no means confined to the 0ld Testument. To & modern studsnt, the
attitude of many of the students of ancient litsrature in those days 1is
hard to understand. It was common to take almost any ancient writing
and divide 1t into documents which were alleged to have been combined

by & serles of redactors.

Today no one would think of applying such & method to a nevly
discoversd ancient document. No one would taks the Znume #lish epic,
or the Gilgamesh epie, or one of the Ugariti poems, and purely on the
basis of internal evidence attempt to divide it into three or four
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