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was used throughout the sedtion. On the other hs ‘Gen. 2.4 - 4,26 had &
beantiful narrative style and had none of thﬁfégﬁmarative and repetitious

style of the first chapter. So criticism ¥Yegan with two documents : J and P.

Following that any word fonnd in the fjfst chapter was a distinctive word of P.

Any word found in chapter two - foup/was a distinctive word of J. When one
tekes every word in these two dhgpters and checks it through in the documents
into  which the critics have dividnd/the Pentateuch he finds that the bulk cof the
words are naturally used in both the J and P documents, for after all the use
of a different word is not a very good evidence for a different writer, because
anybody can use a different word.
The argument from words to prove distinct sty%; hzs to be used with
very great caution if it is going to really be validtf/ But even using the
&LA critics argument the point is that they do not car;&‘it through consisteitly
because in almost every case where they make the statement there will be some
other thing in a J passage where they will have a footnote saying that the
redactor has inserted P's word abont that same word.
Driver in his LOT, p. 14 in discussing Ehe account of the Flood says
"the main narrative is that of P, which has pﬁ;n enlarged by the addition of
elements derived from J: here, however, t@g;e elements form & tolerably complete
narrative, though there are omissions . 7fi " e DI Ver—ET-a—feotmotewiith
saagd“, Driver charts flen. ?.1—5.|5110"(in the main)” as belonging to J.
However, he has a footnote which reads: "For v.7-9 include two or three ex-
pressions ("Two and two," "male andf}emale." "God") . . . borrowed by the redactor
from P." So in these three verseg’which Driver gives to J he says that there
occur three expressions which %éjregards as distinctive P phrases. In a passage
qmainly from J we learn that fhe Redacéor has put in three phrases which really

are P phrases. Why wonld the redactor do that? If he is going to take three

verses and change three different expressions in them to fit with P why did he

; 5 de
not change the whole thing throughout so that th?Hpcuments could not be distinguish®
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