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p. 10 With the text restored as far as possible, the next task of criticism

consists in distinguishing between the varicus component ements of the books as we no

possess them. All the historical writings of the Old Testament are, in fact,

com-pilationsfrom earlier works which the redactors have combined in an almost verbal

reproduction, following the naive method occasionally employed by the Assyrian
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annalists, a method which was later employed by the Arab historiographers and the

mediaeval chronicler. Devoid of all pride of authorship anntent only on making as

complete a collection as possible of the traditions of the past, the Hebrew and

Jewish scribes reverently copied and placed in juxtaposition the fragments of earlier

histories which they had before them, regardless of the fact that these fragments

r
were inconsistent with one another, or resulted in more or less complete doublets.

This explains why Genesis, as Vitringa (1683) and Witter(171l) had already re
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cognized, and as Astruc(1753) definitely proved, contains two narratives of the

creation, one in Genesis 1.1-2, 4a,culth±ixating in the crection of man, while the other,

beginning at Genesis ii.4b, makes the creation of man the first act of the divine

activity. The episode which represents the wife of the patriarch as being taken into

the harem of a foreign prince as the result of her husband's deception, and subsequent

ly as being miraculously delivered, occurs three times in Genesis in variants on the

original form (cc. xii, xx, xxvi).
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