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The evaluvatlon of the role of Jean Astyue in the development
of bibllewl eritieism has been yeglatered for the most pard in
~ enoyolopedias and in surveys desling with the critioism of the
01d Testements Thers sre few studies of the fonjecturcs, and
bat & single monpgpaph on the 1ife of Astruss Howevers the rangs
of aomment on Astrug snd his Oonjeobures le as wide as the quantity
of literabure denling with them L meagers

The opinion in the Eneyolopedia Judados desoribes the
Gonjestures ss Peiner der Begrbndirder modernen Bibelwissengohaft. .
die biblische Forechung bis &

£ den hewtigen Tag entuodielad veein=
Plusat sl The sommentator ﬁz@sﬁ:@mﬂa& pemewheh more analyticslly
"das Bpouhmachends seiner Entdevlwng llegh darin, dess or diese
gingeln Blamente; dis bis dahin way dlase ws,%ﬁwtai@gsmﬁh@ o |
Roflexionen gobildet hatben; mw veiney @m@@m vepeinipt, :&n doy
Bom emam:am}; der Begriff dey nech Jitopvarischen Merkmalen
untersohisdenen Quellen seine Anwendung fandees?  Nevertheless,

ih is polnhed out that “die Arpumentation Aftyues lst un %imﬁ?mn
Jdahon mmﬁém.? .,
tischs mfaﬁmm&

von einers auch £y sein Zeitdlier ungeWoly

poine Badeutung besteht dewing dag guellen lord
deﬂéé‘ Bibhelfovachung g@ﬁmhaﬁmm o ha‘@@mm@
?}Eﬂ& '?‘, desgribes the

Oonjectures as having "auch die Tendensiees noch &@ﬂlﬁm%ﬁﬁmﬁh

Wostphal? places Astvue in the venke of both oonsepvative snd the
radiesl biblleal oritles of his time.



des Bushe®  To & recsut notiss published in 1953 on the cocesion
of the two bendesdih sppdversary o€ the publiestion of the Cnjectuves
Antrus 48 dessribed 8w & Ygenuinsly indepsndent eantuse'? (n the ther
hand, Otbe Bisefuldtd centerds thed “Awteus Polgt aleo hinslehtlivh
der Hrewlsung der Genesls panu der Teaditiend® snd thet Astrue

of Uld testamend eriticlsn sloow the Relovsmation, Keeeling does
nob menkion Adteue 86 allo0

The five monsgreph of Adolphe Lode includes & surwy of the
bibliesl eritiolmm before Awtouo, an evaluntion of the Gonjectures
ard & sumeeile
pestration eritique, de Ja vigsur de p i
de et sxbEbbe Bmateuress o4 sourtout de 1thebilite quiil a dé3e
monkrEe dens cette melonce boubs nonvelle an'stelt 1lanslyes des
sources.i® v

This Pretios viospaphloue
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e historieal end oriblesl investigabione of the ooks of the
034 Testawent had thelr begimnings in the seventeenth cesbuvy.
Beversd uss of guestioning the Mberary veracity of the text of

5 the sarliest of which wae Yexhual

Old Testanent developad
oritioism.

Originally a Preach Calvinist, he converted to Uatholleism end jolned
the Ordey of the Ovatery. He published sn edition of the Sepbuaginh
and the text of the ﬁmﬁ%m Penbateueh. Morin esonclwded, altar
Sompering the Gresk and Semariten versions of the Testoment with
the Magoretio text, thet the latter suffered from the negligence of
guently Inferior to the Beplusging and to the Tulgate, both of which
were written before the Synsgogue corrupbed the Hebrew text,’ Morin
| aritized the Protesbont twadition of Biblicel eribiecims for ite
. dependense upon the Jewdsh tradition of erthedox interpretetion.?
He indicated that the rellable text bo sbudy ﬁm’m&' the present
sorrupbed Hebrew texb byt the Septusgint which was composed Yex

te alterations of bervebles and wup consee

paviasione Hebrasyorum,>

tovis Oeappel {ds 1658) & Prench m&;ﬁﬁm&; trod & more moderste
pathe He demomebrated thet the vocalizetion of the Hebrew consonantal
temt wss of relatively yesent oplgine He srgued that vows) polnte and
acoent signe wevs introduced into the Hebrew texd by Jewlsh soribes
during the £1fth and sixth centurdes. Oappel mainteined thet even the




? the vensonantel text iteell wue by no means perflectly preseyved,

&
He trested sorrupbions io the text however not as purposelul,
beveticul insertions bub as the resold of the provess of trans-
wibting the text of the 014 Testament fyom permration to generation,
ritics Sueve, weas & quewt for & systenatic approsch
%o the tresatment of the Hebwrew btext and for the estaldistment of
sertain prineiples of inquiry wilh whish he eould operate in working
up & pure Hebwew @mﬁ Gappel held thet the tyuth of the Holy
feripturen was nob Jepugned by eriticsl wnalyses of thwtboxb. "ot
hat disse "mulbiplex warietas? ﬁﬂgﬁm&;mﬁ o
apped. inourred the wrath of the orthodex fantions in the
Catholie and Protestant chuvehss dn ¥yance. He voe prepaved to
itien feoys dn 163, His work did not sppesy wobild
1650, after bis son, who bed oconverted Yo Cathollelsm, had comwended
Coppelts work to the Orstory.

Rishayd &m, & Protewtent turoed Gatholie, was bavieally
& btetund oritic. Ne ventured forther thas ble e predecessors,
Simon entered the Oratory in 1658, withdrew, snd returned in 1662,
He was sydatned & prdest in 1670,
ind & momber of snclent lsvpueges. While
e Orabory, be stedied Hebrew and hed
Tulmude ¥Ho sloo studied Copbie, Syeiao, the Copbic snd Syrise versions
of the 014 Testament, the Sesaviten Penteteuch and the Septusginte
bespile the offielal interdietion in Frence agslost commerce
and pocial Interoovrse with Jews, Wichard Simon studied Hebrew with a

some soquaintence with the
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Jewish teacher. Upom the Jatterts request, Simon semposed in 1670
& defense of the Jewlsh comsunibty of Mets ageinst é sharge of ritus}l
muxder, 10

Thet Blpon wae an MQW%% personality is indiested by bie
velationship with the Jewish commmity. " That be was an independsnt
seholay iz evident fyom his conclusions on some of the aruciel issues
in the field of biblicel ssholership of bis day.

on the subject of Moses' suthorship of the Penteteuch, Simon
urabes

“Hoses 18 nob the sole awthor of the entive pgatatench
in the mavper $n which be i vepsvded todays

The amjority of facts repurted there glves 4w lupress-
#lon that ﬁm%w person then Moses put drder inbe
these annalng™

Hoses in his xole sn lawglver wrote a1l that pertained
%o the luaws, and he Jef% o the soribes end prophets
the responaibility of colleoting thows sete whick
swamed wost lwporbant with the sim of conserving them
for posteritye.. The changes tiet they vonld have intye-
dused Inbo the ancisnt svte have ﬁ%m& suthority as
the west of the text of the Bible V44 '

On he relative lmportance of the versions of the likle, he

commenteds

“hare iz only this difference betwewn the Vulgate
and the others, that we sre obliged 1o resognise
bhe Yolesge as subhentie bevaose it hes been
deciared as suche.. Byery vevsion of the Blile thab
wag made by espuble pevsone, who sve not suspected
of Traud, is in and of Ltself as spthentio in
Guality as ﬁgmmr of s soh which itsell is

suthenbio.” |
Foburd Bimon drew sttenblon %o the faste of internsl evidence
uhich onst doubi on the avcepled abiribution of the Pentetewsh te




the suthorshie of Noses. He pointed %o the last ﬁ@a&@%ﬁ;‘ of the
Hook of Devteronomy, the story of the desth of Moses, s evidence in
support of his wmiuﬂm&é& He indicated alseo that vertain svents
sve related in the Pentatench on the basis oF previocus soures naterdsl,
such as the Book of the Wars of the Lord, menmtlioned in Hum. 21cll %?

Yhe 014 Testesent od) through, he poloted out, offered many signs
g&! slteration snd traraposition, as weil as shronolbglosl 4ifTlculiten.
He tried bis bend ab sepsrating Oen. T917-2h into whet be believed
wore 1te oripinel somponents, and be awvived at tlove possible gontlue
WF@M'& any one of

Ae 37a, ATh, 20, 21,

B. 1Ts, 18, 20, 22, o,

0. 178, 19, 23,
corptituted the origl

Boon after publiostion, Simen's Histolre Gritigue wes banned.
The French monezoby issced an ovder (Apeil, 1678) Pexdddding the
Farther sale of coples of his Looks., Slmun bed sndepondzed the
Jsader of the Catbolie orthodox cenmp, Boswuet, Blshop of Weur, the
tutor of the Dauphine |

| Howsuet pressed herd for & thowough condesnubion of Simom,

The Dratory, whick hed slvesdy hed trouble with the subhorities,
bowed Yo Boseuet's pleasure and eapelled Bimon,

The Hoysl Gouncil of State wuppressed the Book (June, 1678),
The entive edition was conlisosted oxeept for the few wﬁé&
dtutributed, The book wes veprinted in Amsterdam, But in 8 hastily

edited defuotive wiition,
sanaged to yeenler Franve. Oue

rder folse titlee and foloe names coples
such was called *Histolre de la Religion




dis Juifs. .. par Rebbi Howes fevi." The printer relssued this
sdftdon 1n 1601 and agasn 1683,

Bimon retived to his cerate and pursued bis work. For two
yours be negotdated with ﬁmm@ md the oensors for the publication
of his book in Franes with some corrections, He was refused. Finally,
he published bis Histoire in Rotterdesm Sa 1688, Thenceforth, he

e was pernitted, under the potection of the Avchbishop of
Parde, to pub ouk in Preanve » yevised sditdon, bul fioeneisl 410l

eulties prevented this. Finally, in 1695, be sueceeded in publisbing,

with approbation, the fowrth and final pevt of his srltigue of the
. Hew Tevtmsent. - |

| Bomsoet for o Siwe wue teken with the ddes of veing Blmonts
talents for the benelit of the Churoh (’3;11@}» Bonsuet proposed &
eollsberation in which Shmon would rewrite his ovitique of the 014
Testament unier Hossuet's divection. sted none of this

Jaoyues Begnine Boswuet (162T-170k), Blsbop of Helix, clwapioned
the cause of orthodox Catholicim
of Richard Bimon., Possuet was lergely responsible for the suppression
of Mmon's works in Frenoe. o

Bosauet mpmit the first years of his minietry at Metz. He we
then naned Bishop of Condom snd appointed tntor %o the Deuphin.
Bassuet's major somern durdng the course of bis own studlies bad been
fhe Bible. Mo mastersd Oreek ard %o u lesser sxbent, Hebrew, Ho

in Franee. He wae the archeneny




 placed the Bible at the hesd of bis pupll's studiess

i
If ¥ bave to form o persen in hig poinks to wmy
Bking, I should oblige bim Lo chovss several
Maﬂmfal placer in Serigbure, and bheve him
h iﬁ% ofben, so that he may koow them by
ﬁ%&i"ﬁo

vrom 3673 $o 1681, Hussuet held s merise of aeeblops ot courd

o which be invited theologlans, hisbtoriens and orlentalliste. The
purpese of those meabings was Yo prepare s comentary on the ﬁiﬁ%?ﬁ
In 1681, when Bosoueb was
tdon with the Bible sontinned snd dngensiffed. He axnoteted every
sopy of the Bible he used. He trenalated tuxis of the Old and Hew
Testaments £rom the origlos], Hebrew and Oreks>

In 1691 Bossuwed wﬁ:&&ﬁm& n ﬁﬁmﬁ&nf on the Hook of Poalnw,
and in 1693 a ovsmeriary on the books traditionslly aﬁﬁﬁw%@ﬁ T
Solomens Frowerps, Peelesisstes, Song of Songe, Wisdom of Bolowon,
il ﬁwﬁ&ﬁa@éa&% iiﬁ pleced many of the psalsme in the eatepory
of "pealme of prophecyt He 1isted twentyeons prophetic gmm of
which the prineipel ones were to hims 21~ which he maintained
spoke of Christ on the Cross; 68~ which he vluimed desoribyp .’Em
abandonment of Christ and the chestlsenant of the Jewsy J0% whish
he waid defined Yhe divinibty of Cbrist,

Ia 8 lster stedy Bossuet discovered in Peslm 21 not only
den, but slso of the %z&gﬁrmﬁmgx, the
foundation of the Church, and the mmm?ﬁ

He mainbelned thet within the booke which he sttribuited to
Bolomon weve mmerous vefersnves % Chrdist and the Church, ¥He
argued, Por exwsple, that in Song of Songe the dimlogue bebwsen

appointed Bishep of Meaux, blg preccoupss

‘prophecien of the Urusifi




the groow and the bride should be considered on tue levelsr Bhe
1itersl- which referred to the marrvisge of King Solomon and the
Important Figurative level «

dsughter of the phapsohy and the more
whieh yaferred to the onlon of Jesus andthe Chureb,

Bossuet onme to be called a %"diotater of the falth and of the
aagim&y.gé Hie agsumpbion of powver within ithe Chureh in E?x-m

promphed the Pope to vensyhs

"gm mz». éaa ﬂ%amﬁ think he 1s the pope of Franve,

Bosuuet becwme the champlon of Satholie oxd
weed ble Influence at court o ouwrd and suppress the works of Wokard

de Vieux Testavent Bossust saidy

"he nost wicked mexims ave Pownd prevelend throughout, w2l

In & letter to & collesgue, Sospost wrote of Simn ilﬁﬁl}g
hg Lor me, be w1l never decelve meg and I newey
opensd smy of Ble books where T did not guickly

pense an desigs So desbroy senseless losidiously
the fourdations of religion,"29

Bossuet bad earlisy weitten (1600}

*I% is the constant wethed of cur subhor (Bimon]
and we gde that abways, in e prevedibbted é&a&gﬁ@
be staten the tredition in order to show that the
soripture i powverlass. The proofs of the serip-
tore fall here, the tredition falle elsevhere:
the entive edifice iz shaken, md thie fatal
eriticisn does nob wish Lo lewve %a % e shone
wpon another, N

Bimon bad sveted in bis Histolve critiane du

Heyveay Tesbament (Rotterdam, 1689)¢

gy in Prance. He




"The Bvangeliste and he Apostles heve followed
in thelr menney of explaining paswages on the
14 Testument wnd spriyving them to the Weasish,
the usage thet laprevelent now ssong the Jeus,
There wre seversl worde in the How Testenent
that hewe 3 muok more extended pesning thet they
aa in the oldy thin ooe cammob sbtribute exopph

'ﬁ%&ﬁ“ﬁﬁ and tyadition vecelved smung the
gﬂ%@.

Bimon belleved bhet contempovary eritics of the Bible imew
wire than the Pabbers of the Chuyohe The anclent commentat
he sanerbed,

fhad great favlte, that camowt albogetier be
atiributed iw the mﬁ&imzﬁ% us *ﬁ@ Yhe barbevien
of thely tismen. It 18 pecessary to svew thut
sach wan exently the cmme el the beglming of
wur century. Many discoveries beve bewen made,
prinedpelly for the wasﬁ% of the 1iteral
gense of Sovipbure, throwgh the mesns of the
Grewk wnd Hebrew iﬁaﬁgﬁwn. Horveovey, like
hyyvans who gave saother ceanslon to the
m-%imﬁw o ghudy with prestey discepument
the letter of the ssured books, o do the Protes-
tants motivete the Gatholics, "o exa nigg with
groaker care bhe bext of 'hm gﬁ@lﬁsoo

Blwon eyspathized with the abéitode of those sehools which
“ape not following blindly
sacred books whivh 18 socepled in mowh schools of our time,33
Bossveb's resction 4o Blmon's ;av'si: du ek

Shhe Hew Testmeent 1w an soulesiastion] booke
It belonge 4o the Church, apd thus $ts inber.
pebatdon 18 & reserved right. When peuple
voum oubside the Ghureh selse 1%, apply %o
ﬁa profane nethods, and deter i‘% from Lte tvue

upon the faet of the fvepivation of the
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wmeaning, 1t i mr&l&gﬁ;ﬁmmﬂ*

Bosawet had alvesdy fommulebed his approsch to the Bible esrly

in kis caresy, in bis dovtoral sermen ( 1652):

%) Boprese Trath, concelved in the paternsl wisdon
ol God, and desceoded to serth in order to give
mm to ue in the Spoved Beriptures, we bind oupe
selwes entizely to you, we consecrste sbeolutely te
you 81l that Jives in pe 000

Bospuet spent his ceresr erectlue Portificationy %{3 surronnd
orbhodox Catholiolem in France and meke 1% Jmpreprable spgedinst the
aspeulte of the bextual eritios, He had seen to the puppression
oF the worke of Richard Simon. His defest of Simen was & miguel
victery over the texbuel ovities. How Dosgoet tumed to mother
enenys |

oY wew @ gread atbuck preparivg ltsell agsinst
the Church, under the name of Cavtesise philose-
oplys 1 see bom of his wiﬁm and of his
prinsiples, to my way of thinking migunderstood,
wove thun ons Mevesyee. I see a gmﬁ sause being
forued sgainet the Uhurob, snd 1% will explede in

ﬁ:&& m i W m@ wm @&mm%

"he majority of Frenchmen thought as :ﬁ%&aﬁsﬂmgwﬁﬁ on
historian, "then all #% once the Frevch thought as Vollaire. It

was @ vevelution 3

&a%mﬁ* # aﬁimggm with Bimon was part of the atiesph of the
Frensh Ostholis Chureh and the Prench wonsrehy to suppress hetecos
doxy 4n Frence. -




s poket Torces In an efford o destroy Pro
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The revooation of the ¥dict of Nantes in 1685, which granted
privileges of worship snd domieile to Protestents in Fyance, brought
to & elose an almosh century-long wmovenent by the French tatholis
Chureh and the Prench monsrely Yo rid Franee of the Hupuenota,

For the greater part of the seventeenth century, Franve had been
sucopssivaly ruled by two Usrdinals of the Cetholie Chureh, Avsund
du Bioheldeu and Jean dw Hasardn. They were titelarly fivet
sindsters of the Ring, b sctually the rulevw of Franee.

Barly in bis caveer, Richelieu bad vehsmpntly invelghed

pinat the Huguenote, Vhew be becams prime minlster, RiGhelleu,
du the interests of the monarchy, did nobt wse bis sutherity to
eripple the Hupwenots, Richeliwu was lesding Franos in o siropele
to sohleve political dosinetion in Burope. The existing dominent
power in westem Buvope lay in the bends of the mewbers of the Houme
of Heppbrug. The Hepsburg teriltories were extensive. Hehelien
found it mecessary Lo seoure #lldes in his battls with the Hapsbuwrpe,
Ho found bie moed powerful olly in Gusteeve Adoliphus of Sweden,

Binve the King of Sweden was the ohampion of Protestentism
in Burops, Mohelien sould not oultivels en slliance with bin and
at the seme Line sctively pevsecute Prench Hugeenobs. Richelisu
won obldged to widlise wore sublle weans %o undeymine the status
of the Huguenots, He took grest pains to comvert them to Catholie
olst,

He went Lo the sxtent of bribing Hugvenot ninisters fo
snbvone Cotholivion and then to convert thedr congrepatisns to b,
The nevesslibies of Btete provented Richelies from wolssehing move
cestantlien 4 Franee.
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Helther did Hasarin, his successor, resort to violence In
prder to sleningte Frotestentism in Fpeoce. Maserin was no longer
converned with the Swedish slliance. He needed the fylendship of
The snall Cexmsn Protestent principelities along the Rhine o assure
iR of pesce on thut border, while he concentrated his ermies sgeinst
Hepsbory, Spain. Hasapin sleo bed to sonbend with two intemal
uprisings. He was thus {ll-disposed $o take up the bunden of des |
troying the Frehon Huguenotse

From 3643 watil 1660, Touls LIV wes 4o his minovity, DBub when
Touls XTIV took the sffalive of slate into his
1o doubt of his dutenidon to dewbroy Protestentisn In Frence. He
s charged by the Gatholie Choreh Ao the persm of 1heilesding

sponenty Bossuel, Bishep of Blsux, "o exterminate in good falbh,

seoording to his power, all the heretics noted snd condemsd by the
Churab,» 38

The revocation of the BEdiot of Benbes sffected the progress of
biblieal seholarsbip in Prance. In 1676, 2 growp of five clerion,
uenobs and & Catholie, met to begln w&?&:ﬁx&m@&m of & Prow

Uatholle nor Protestent in ootlock, entiyely

Hebwew and (resk texts, detached completely from any phlemics,>?
The Hugwenot ninisters were scoused by thelr collemgues "ol

sbandoning the relighon of their fathers, in ovder o eter inte

ways of the Paplete, v suthorizing the Gresk of the Septuagiod

ad the othey sncient versdone, upon whish they wuld pretend thaet

ons oould reaffim portions of the saoved Hebrew bext,nl®
o The project continued rew nine mﬁ. on Ootober 17, 1685 i
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m.mu LIV signed the Revosation of the ¥diet of Wentes. Five days
mm, Parllement registeorsd the aot and 14 becans the law of
Fronee. ‘The nejor provisiens of the low were: Huguenot churehes
were heuceforth forbidden to be bullt, end those ohurches slveady
sbanding wive to be demslished, lually Huguenet sinieters wers to
leave Pranse vithin s saximps of two weeks, |

The Pope greabed Loule XIV oo this covasion

The Catholie Churoh will nob forget Yo yedord in
e wnals such o grest act of youwr devotion toe
warde 3b3 and wA1l never cease to praise your nawe,wlil

Within Fravce, Bonsueb, presching st the Tunewral of the kingls
Lior, sddvesssd the Eings

“You bave affimmed the Ffalth, You bave exiermina~

ted the m&;ﬁ.ﬁa@. This 18 tm finest work of your

chavacter, Becsuse of you heresy is no move. Ood
- glons oould heve achieved &;iszm maryel,

%vo of the Huguenot collsboratoxs in the Bible translation pro-
Jwet bad slweady teken refuge In Protestant Snglend se setive
sevsacntions In FW h&gm apainst the Hupeenots. The two
ot mindsters Jeft France within the two wecks
yresevibed by the Revopetion,
it ing miwbey of the group, the Uathelic priest,
oorded his fspressions of the Jwpeet of the

fof 511 of the history that I have yesssrohed by
uynelfeee T must conclude that the faet that
ishi.s ,,.5%’6& e net mxoubed has been o losw
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The subsequent viotory of Bossuet over Simon ap%ﬁmé;w& the
vichory of the Chureh over 1ts oriblos,

Untdl the deonde of the Revocation of the rasel of Wantes,
there existed within the French Catholic Chureh suffioient allowance
for objective biblisal scholarship to ax@m@% However, wpon the
advent of Bossuet, the Ghurch olosed 1ts yanks bahind the determined
exponsnts of orthodoxy, The type of writing on the Bible which was
Yo follow within the Church was nainly in the netore of spologetics,
%?m those menbers of the Church whe were swmrs of and Yook inbo

aveount the newly-learned techniques of paleography, chor

wod who weve wbill
a8 the influence of climte and geography, daferred to the tradi-

tionsl formples in resching thelr conelosions,

e gy}

ing sueb m@w&m feotors in bistoriogeaphy
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Noten

3 Mﬁi‘mﬁ s m lone de %@Mm& ﬁm&n bextue sinoeritste..,
YRGB T Lohile d i x* jaheKrl bl aghen

ge 108 5 De i< pummnrines
M >' ¥ nebraisehe g&m& imm; iﬁt a0 ashy
wrﬁ#ﬁmm mﬁ # Waz'k von Yeblern durcheetst worden, dass ey
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Vg ttesds, in Jight of the bens ageingt associeting with Jeus,
ﬂm*@ mﬁmﬁ%ﬁl %‘&h then wm%ﬁuﬁw an fmportant plece

4 oty of | lepandence, He devsloped &
w&m ntﬂm&g with khm,; Tathres, :ﬁ, wﬁ 97 £7. In addition,
there should be considered I

¢ Lravels from sohool Yo sohool

in search of & teacher, ] Mmﬂ Iy po 333 11T, pe 2185 and tm
fooer shruggies e expe in sesking to devloposs indepsn-
dent point of wiew, Letires, m, pe 513, in forming & more

wcplete pleture of Yoo w
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| o dasnth cenbury ’wéa &
tolerant but angry ekeptio. He inguired into the nature of

everything, He took nothing for grerted exoept, perhaps, the
tool whick he uﬁi@ﬁmﬁ for ioguiry, that fa, busan vessoning
and Lhat, ton, he subjected o oriticsl scrutioy.

fle was witnessing s great ounbpouring of secounts of voysges
Lo Americs, Asis, and Egypb. He was wneavtbing fyom the sneient
world information woleh no Jonger sseoed the mere product of
wrgontrolled ﬁ‘wﬁ’ The diversity of humen customs and Sdeas on
religlon, Justice, prop
thus revesled to him. Besll wonder if he drew the conclusion ¥hat

sty soolsl orpanisation, snd the 1ike wes

#11 was relative, and thet norme of behavior wers vonupicucus by
thely sbaonoe,
His rabionad
braveh of nowledpge which lained sny cerbaintys
fven the wmost felthful histories,® wrobe Deseartes about
one such syea, *if they do nob wholly sisvepreswnt malteve, oy
exsgrevabe thely lmporionee %o rendey the seoourt of thes more
worthy of perusel, ondt, st lesst, sluost alwaye the meansst and
Jenst stydking of the attendant elveunstences, henos 4t happens
thih the resainder dves nob represent the truih,vd
Tha 1ibers) philosopher luunched bis most savage atbacks on
orbtbodox religions

igm provided s vnepitsble olisete for sny

#

ﬂ%&m#&mﬁki&gm%&% than for any man,
or Gompany of sen, to aeveae the @im of aﬁh&z&w
o thedr o m of @a;&mim, ap I infallibility

y anvexed 1 . wyihen ,mﬁ%bw&wm%ba
the mm W& of truth to 11 the world.,,*3
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_ If be condd nob in general trust history then certeinly be
' would most oritienlly serubinize the weliglous version of he
Wstory of weuidnde
The wost wilitent compalgner sgainet the Catholie Church
bastion of ortbodox religion in Franee, was an exiled Buguenct,
Plerve Buyle, OF the Bikle he wrotes

i &uah & mmﬁm as this ﬁmxﬁ be foud in
Thueyides, o In $dvy, a1l the orition would

i ﬁf@' senelude, tm dhe transeribers bad
%umwm the pagen, forgot something in one
place, repeated somathing in snother, oy ine '!zad
preposterous sdditions in the auﬁw'ﬁ work."

These sen dented few of the walls thet surrounded the Chupehe
TH vas nob wnddd 17kb, Bhat for exsmple , Gelileo’s Disloguss could
be printed with 8 Papel license at Padus, and then only on the
sondition thet the sentencs on Oaiileo snd his revsntation were
ineluded in the volwse, Ouly in 1757, 444 the Dosgregatio
Holy Office deolde not to enforoe any longer the desves condesning
books whish taught the movement of the world,>

It must not De supposed that the Protestent churches were
gny lese subboritarien or more belerant of beterodoxy, than the
Uatholie Church. Purthemore, nany of the Protestant churches
were slosely aliied to the state and indentified with seculsy
governmental muthoritarisnise, Iuther bad early in his cureer
promoted the sethority of the setular wlvyr. Cokvin's form of

government was an subooratio thecewsoy in Geneve. In Cathulie France,

the Huguenobs, shose purvival in seventeenth century France depended
on the good will of the king were for o time the stvougest upholdwrs

o worsyohicel mﬁt{mﬁf&yﬁ
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In England, the need for an absolute sovereign #W&ﬂ‘ way
undevscored by Thomas Hobbes in bis Leviathan (1651)s After a
decade of bloody oivil strife bed passed in England, ﬁaﬁaﬁm oone
eluded that only @ centrsl reling force, opevabing with wpnchellenga-
ble powers, aonld ﬁrwmis disunity and revolation from tearing 2
country apaxte Hobbes chose to use the Soriptures to supporh his
own theory of s levietban state, Plreb, however, Hobbew wubjented
his primsry source of evidence to olose sxeminsblon, Hie zm;mﬁami
alm 1p o display wittustely & form of goverment which wiil serve
88 the model for his o, He is therefore conserned with the origin
of the Hebrew mm;v and mosh of m,um the authority behind the
dawe whieh gawmé& the Hebrew soclety, |

fis Pivet demonstrsies that the Pentateuch, wherein the laws are
contadned, was nob weltben by Moses.

Hor the Peotebeuch, 1t ds nob arguwent enough thek
they were written by Mole I batuuse ﬂmy are called
the Five Books of Howes,®!

oy as bis proof, the

He oltes the last chupber of Deuben
wm desling with the death of Mosess
“2?% way bhe g&sﬂam slledged, *bkza*h the last shapter

only, ot the whole ?ﬂﬁkﬂ@\mh, wee writhen by some
a%hw wan, but %iw vout notesst

He wﬁvx&w this mmmw by veferving to othey verses, e.g.,
Gen, 3236, "the Cansanites were then in the land," snd othevs of
sinilar nature, snd voncludess

T
g
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PIU is therefore sufficlently evident, that the
Five Books of Mopes were wrltten alter his ugo,
timtsgix how Xong &f‘&er it be not so menifest "

Bub though Moses did not coupile those booke entively, and
in the form that we have them, yeb Hobbes contends, he wrote all
that which he 18 there ssid to have written, e.g.s Dent. 32,

Hobbes ocontinves his exmmingbion of the Serdipbures by
demonstreting in sisilar fashion that Josbus 4id not welte
joshus, or Judgew, or Bubh, nor Smmuel the booke named for bhims

”ﬁ‘hw&% tine. .o of the writdng of that books
Bamuel}, must be Jong alter the time of the
facts that is, dong after the bime of Davide s
The booke of Elngs, Hobbes indicstes, "were written after
the eaptivity in Babylon" s were Esdrss, Nehwadah, and Eather,s

Heving established to his astis¥action, that Momis was nob
the sole subbor of the Bible, and Lhsb the traditionsl dating is
nob histordcal, Hobbes aske, *By what suthopity they ave wpde lew®

gnd aneweres by |

s Whose coamands have slready the foree of
Xm; *fs!@at 18 to say, by any obher m thority bhun
het of the Coemonwealth, residing in the Sovereign,

who only bas the Lesiglative power,t12

Bobbes then makes bis conclusive polnhs

" wmay dofer thet the Seriptuves of the Old

Tegbanent whioh we bave st this dsy, were ool
canoniesl, noy @ law ento the J&w* %ﬁm the

r&m&%&m of the f;mm%s with Ood at thely




return fros the Copbivity, axd restoration of
thelr Oommonwesltl onder Esdvas... How seelng
Fedras wae the High Priest, and the High Priest
was thelr Olvil Sovereign, it is menifested thet
the Boripbures were mwg made Laws, but by the
Bovereign Givil Power,"L

Hobbas aade uee of Wﬁ; authority of the Suriptures for bis
o theory of o Leviethan state and ot the sese time shook the
- that the

suthority of the Serlptures themsdlves, ¥Ha coneludes
roysl will wes the sole factor in making the Soriptures seersd,
The argument involving the Bible becene part of the thesls for
the necessily for sbeclube royul poser.

Ieviathan provided o well-shavpensd aygunent which the
wovarehs on the Gonblaent whose government tended to be absolubist
 happily utilised. However, iteicentral mode) avgument provided
those who vished %o underwine sbsolutist government with powerful

WeAPOREs
The sanner fo which Hobbes tyeated Seviptures i8 sleo
ignificants He was mot lovelved in my of the yeliglous
gunrrels of the pericd. Mobbes war 8 polities] %thm, nek
» theologhan, He steod outside Yhe Church, His was therefore a
ssoulsr hrestsent of the Soriptuves. The Pect thet hie srgoment
for abavlube gwmm ﬁmwbﬁ burned spainet bim is perheps
ironionl, bubk frrelevant. Hobbes 4id nob Inbend to shake the
foundstions of sither Church or State. Yot be was a skeptic,
His shepbicien wan focused strengly on the powers of hasan
renson. In light of bis own ewporiensey in the clvil wers which
sundersd Bogland duving the seventeenth cerbuyy, he saw Jittle
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resmon to pod hie tyusk in a stete operated through yvepresentive
govermunte The m@w@aﬁﬁ State was hin answer o the shaos he
witneosed,

Hobbes thereby utillved the Huriphures s wvidense For a
plan which would provide for vitimete order in soslety. Hobbea
beoens the Tiret of meny politics) thes riuwbe and sonisl philowos
pheps to use the Berdptuves se pert of & plan to veorpanise soolsty
scoording to their vislons. Like Hebbes, these philosopbers, who
for the most payt were libersl in thelr thinking
oubaide Lhe Uhurch, |

philosophers ave therefove to be distinguished

Coon the textual critios of the 004 Testament whe (1) were slervics
or theolopiany, snd (2} were comverned with the ovder of the bext
for the sake of having a corvect text. These latber, fnelvding
Cuppel, ¥orin, and Bleon, were pob concerned with the resorwbruction
of sooietye They operated within the organizetion of the Chureh.
The sceietel scheme which the traditions of the Ohureh plenned was
the one in which they Iived. Even the most vooiferous evitic of
the Fronch Cethelie Ghureh, Richurd Bismeon, had no Intention of
destroying 1% or of lesvicg it. %His voniyows
an internicsne guarrel. Wiz stbecks wpon the Yraditioml Snbeye
pretations of the Catholic Ghurch wers parb of his abtempt to
aehieve the productbion of a clesy, wnchbfusoated fext, unencrusbed
with layers of tradiblonsl interpretation

Tt was Johw Looke: , & liberal philoeopher, who sbtevked pob
enly the orbhodex Church bub even the menifold theolegioal

s Operated from

ey with Bossuet wes
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coptroversies of bhe time of which Biwmon-Bossuet quarvel was Ones
WAL the effsct of 1% the theologioul guarrel
will be just the wame viz., as 1% bas besn these
thousand years, asd upwards: sobisme, sspapa-
tions, conbentlopns, animosities, guersele, blood
i bukchery, 08
. lesrly, there were two lines of inguiey iuko the velidity of
the Bibiicel text opsrative in the gevéntewnth ownbury: the clexical-
sokolarly and the politival-philosophi
Yo the second group, the need %o change the soeial order was
dental, and for s few of

pressing. To the Tiret group, It was ined
ib8 membery, dinestrous,

There was, however, one man who conbined the talents and
whared the hopes of both groups, o wanbed an srderly text snd
& differently ovdered world,

2. Bpinows

Baruch Spinoza wus born in Ansterdaw in 163 of Portugese
{or posedbly Spenish) Jews, who hed sought refuge in the fow
Geomntidtes from the yigors of the Inguisition in the Iderisn Peninsula.
S wag instraoted in 014 Testament, biblicsl -amﬁa#mf,
phtionuply, Talmsd, snd Kebbalsh, snd later in Tebtn. Me wes
by trwde & lenw polishers |

The Dubok Republic wes @ haven for the persecuted beesuss It
wap founded im the belief that stalble olvil government need not be
based on religlous wniformity s

A8 the Uelwvinded eburel in the Duieh Republie grew in strength
it began to olaim suthoriby over the civil power in the sphere of
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religion, and to seek relipiove vniferaity. It wes doving this

sdf in powey that Polnowe sharfly clashed with the sldews of

Jowish community dn Ausberdum, frem which he wap subsequently
Tied (1650) swd fwom whowe synspogue he wes exccwsuniostod

- Splvovs suppovbed the oligsreby of merchants and lendowners
whe guverned the Dubob Republic by means of » States-lenerel. Thoss
Asaders conaidered 8 Libersl seliglovs polioy @8 & necnssery
of eoonomin prosperity. Speinst the States-Ueneval sbesd the House
off Crange which wanted %o lnoresse the power of the office of
shadtholder tradionally beld by a Prince of Orvange snd ulbinately
weke & kingabip of it. The siadholders found their elly in the
Catviniet Choyah which souphbt in turs & poversmenbal pelioy of
wndloreity of veliplon.

In 3670, Spinoss published bis ples for weligiovs tolerence
dom, the Travtatus TheolegleowPolitiony
tenwibly at Hasburg, b in feot
at knsterden. ® Tte vive to noteriety was meteorie, snd after

ndemwbions by religlove bodies 1% wes flnelly bwnwd
by the oivil suthorities in 167h.%7 It wes subsequemtly placed
on the Tndex of the Rowen Cathwlie Chureh,

Aftver three additionsl stommy gmm,ﬁg@gmm died, m@mﬂw
soripde Pound in his desk weve, in scscxdance with his wishes,
forunyded 4o an Awglerden publisher and brought out in that yewr,
They consisted of the Sthiow, & selsotion of lstters, & compaudl

sy gim

end polibicsl free
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* Tructatng conbained the observations of Spinczs on the Bible.
m Hobbes, Bpinoes used the Soripturee a8 & prisery plece @f |
evidence in constructing a political theory, The mﬂiwgamm o
hes besn aptly swmerized ss followss

*E we appreciate the old Jewish prephets Drom
this v m,, &;.s;&‘a"l #tendpoint, we find thet
they weve ignorant wen brdlliasbly gifted to
m&u ﬁn&% and m’mﬁwa in an dgoorant soclety.
fonffuston comes from falee sophlstiostion who,
1ike the great Maimonides; try to resd philosow
phie teoths ints the text of Sewviptures by
ingenuities of interpretation. Xt is both futile
and dengerous Lo ey 1o convert the old propehie
inte retional metaphysicisnsy one will only
underaine thely suwibority s prophets. Auy
&ﬁ&ﬂ%&gﬁs&%& m& gmm é‘w gw ﬁhﬂmﬁm st

'. ' choose W&*ﬁm@n mw %ﬁﬁ:ﬂlﬁg& mﬁ wx&yﬁwﬁi
&a@h@rﬂﬂ but the ovisis is w&mmw, beoause
thwm am be N %&ﬁﬁ%i«m ﬁﬁ‘ ahoosly g

m&ammm axgmm mﬂms only gm%ﬂml m;imm
o worsl precsepis. To reguire belief in nisscles
of sducated men ig pretuitopely to provoks dinobee
ﬁz&m." Aw %Ms ma&y imamni; of a yational
goveynmant ¢ sbhodience of its subjecte, it
wiid wmi‘b,, mﬁ will revognize that 1% canmot
prevent, svery variety of wm, provided only
%iw& these beliels are compatible with chedience
good ordwr. Therefors, i » free (thet is,
mimm govarned) shate *every mau muy think
what be Likes, and sey what be thinkes the veal
disturbeve of the pease sre those who, in & free
#shate, sesk to owrtall the liberby 43#:‘ 3&@%&%&%
whieh they are uneble to tyrermize overt' {Tysetatus,
ohe I%)e & wational goveroment reguives wnlighiéh-
mend snd boleyent oitizens, Josb sg fyee sen
veguire m m&%tm snd tolerant gmmm%
m«m 1& %aha ﬁ%ﬁﬁh bl *m, heps

Spinoze uses the history of the Hebrewsas portrayed in the
@14 Testanent a8 bis model from vhose exminetion he will derive
his conciusions, He i obllipged therefors to demonstrate the
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4
o

- operations of the Hebvew mooleby. In the course of this demonstya~
t4on, be, like Hobbes, bringe & exitical foeve tobear on ki soures
meberial. He is oonoerned most of all with the plain mesning of the
text of the Ol Testament. In arder to cheerve clearly the W&ﬂgﬁ
of a ﬁﬂ@%&ﬁ%’g be wust brush awey, #s be progresses, the chfuseating
enervatations of treditionsl interpretstions. His chief evidenve,
the stabemente ln the Suvipbures, wsusl apesk for thumselves.

Bpinoun ww&m £ivet an approsch Yo bhe sxsmivetion of the
Seviptures:

The history of & Berdptural sbabtement vompyluoes:

'!sim paburs of properbies of the lengvawe in which

the books of the Bible weye written, and in which
thedy suthors were muﬂmég o sg;mnk... m amliﬁma
of euch book snd srrengeme

headug 80 thal we may W a%a m %h& @mma %mx&a
which trest of & given mubject. Iastly, 4 nobw of
&1l the passages which are ssbigwous or oheours, op
whick sesm muduedly emawmmtwyn. Boeh & Bistory
should relube bhe evwivonment of #ll the prophetic
mkﬁ axtanty that is, the 1ite, the corduot, and the
studien of the suthor of eech ‘ims&g who be was, whet
wes the nceaplon, and the epoch of hiw weiting, whom
did be write it fop, snd in whab lanpuege. Porther

3% whould inquive 1abo the fate of eash beoks kow i
was Tirst veceived, into whose hends 1% fell, how
pany different vevelons there were of it, by whose
sdvios was 1% vecelved intot be Bible, and, lestly,
bow s11 the booke now upiversally atiested ss ssored,
wers upited into a sivgle whole, 2L

Spinosa using & methd similar to Hotbes' and reaching Zairly
similer conelusions sbout individual sections alter a thorough seavch
into the text, emerges with the following sbservations

Hdhen we ﬁ? %gﬁ%&wr these three conslderabions,
nwaely, ty of the subject of all the books,

b W@Mm mwnmx thom, and the faot thab
they sre & compilation mﬁé& wany genepratione sfhey
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the svenbs they relate had taken place, we cone
to the amclusion, #s I have just ateted, that
they ave the work of a single histoyian. Who
this histovian was, 1% is not wo gaey o showy
bt T suspect that be was Berlese™ ‘

HRerie o odld nod put the Pindshing touches to
the rerratives vontained therelin, bub merely
solleoted. the historiex fyom vaprious weltews,
and sometives sluply set them down, Lleaving
thedr sxomination and arengement 4o mmmy%

"These five booke ave set down promiscuously wily
and without order, with no yegerd Loy datese..

®in addition to what bap been shown . bhese
books were pot guarded by poste %ﬁg with sueh
pardg that ue fasulbe erept Ieee

Dn the two orwial lssues with whioh the clericebextual
oritic coneemed Wuself, Spinoss 1s fortheightly olesrs
1) Moses is nob the suthor of the Bible; be is not even the
sditor. Tuea's editing furthermore
of vhioh was move of & collection than & carefiul edition of the
works of the oblwr wrdters vhose nerratives snd hisbordes wake up
the B4ble, 2) The Bible im not homogeneous. It dw not sn wobity.
x&; i¥ & "gompilation wade meny generabions sfter the avente they
velate hed taken plave 26 |

He m & singulay a&m@i&a of @m prophetioc booke

wes bentative, the produet

A exaninetion of thess usoures me that the
pwm,iu therein eontained have been

compiled fras other books, and are not alweyy
set down in the sxsot wém in whioh they wers
spoken oy wdtten by the prophets, but sre only
such ar were aolleched km%?mé thers, so thad
they ave bt fregrnentary.®




an

of dsbersst te the olevie-eritic was the fmpaet of tradd tiunel
intrepretation on the éﬁ&g&ﬁ&l ks
On the commenbabors, Spinoze wrditess

e comenbatore, in sesking to harsonine 4iffi-
wiﬁm, generslly do no wove than indioste the
cansesy fov T suppose Do sane person supposed
thet the sseved historisne deliberelely wrots
with the object of | gpﬁ&#&ﬁg o aonbradied
thenselves Crewly,. ™

fils resarks on the work of cenondzebion of the Rebbie ave
highly virulent, wore in the nature of polesic thun of fextual
aritioieag

I cannot here gma over in silsnee the audicity
of the Rebbis whe wished to exclude from the

sacyed canon bobh the Proverbs and Foeleslawbes,
md o pud them both dn the Aporyphe. In fact,
they would sctuslly bave done g, if they had

et lighted on vertsin passages in which the law
of Homes is extolled. It is, indeed, grievouw to
think thet dhe settling of ﬁw paeyed osnon  lay

fu the hends o8 such meny howeyer, I cungratulebe
them, in thie inetenve, on thelr suffering us e
spe these books in guention, though I cannot yee
frain Lrom dovbiing whether they have tranemitted
them in sboolute good Paibh,nod

mnenting further on the tradition of the Rabbis, Spinosa
sphere of bis evgument, politieal theowy. Hers, as in Hobbes, the
key dssue 1s authoritys the position teken by Spin

diametrionlly oppowed to thal of Hobbes,

lesves tha sres of texbual oriticisn and entere into the prd

whs t0 the tradition of the Pherisees... 1% is

nob consisbent, while the suthority of the popes
of Nome shends in need of more oredibls evidente...

be the ERprens right of free thinking, even on




religion, 18 in every man's power and ag U is
inconceivable thet such power could be alienke
tod, I i» aleo in every man's power o wield
the sapreme right snd ssthority of fvee Judge
nent n this behalf, and to sxplain and fnbep~
‘preb reliplon for binself... the suprone
suthordty in expledning relipion and in passe
ing Judgment thereon, d¢ lodged with the
individual becanse it concerns questions of
fodividunl rights. ..o

hilouophes 31 of the efghteenth century fresly utilised
the arzunents of the seventeenth cenbtury libersl philosophers
apainst the t_:%:r of the Pentabenohal text snd againet the subbor-
ghip of Hosen as pm of thelr attsck upon the vesbed ihbersets
af the Cathelis Ohuzoh.

The Catholic Chureh in Frence at the beginning of the elghbs
santh conbury wes & rich, powerdul, and closely orgenized corpore
$iom. Tt was wn sotive perticipent in seculsr polities, Through
ite loedl ovganisstion, schools,
£ eercised in France & powerfal inflnence.

\ | The Chureh vas, furthermore, intyiestely lnvolved with the
nobility of Frence. The Chursh snd the nobilivy, bistoricsily
Yiown 88 the First and Second Betates of the Old Regime in Prance,
operatied quite often as an interlocking divectorate in thelr

- relations) one hend and %o the mevesnbile
clussgs on the other.

The Chureh operetsd Independently of the monawehy, of the
nobllity, sod of the lower visoses. The Uhureh was lsuensely
weslthy, It voised and expended its own monies. It cowld nob

iip to the momsrchy on the

poorbouses, s Libevury publicetions,




Jegally be required to pay taxes o the State, o

Pinelly, The Gatholie Chareh in Franve olsimed Yo be %iga sole
dippenser on earth of the Living word of m, the sole controller
of the means by which men mlpht be saved, |

These fastors-e the constent dnvelvement of the Chureh In
goaular politice, the sntrenched relations with the noblliby, e
wai%iss and organigation, ite mm;z 3 of those who guestioned
ite authority to supress a1l ideas of wideh Ite officials 414 not
approve-- axplain much of the cpponition whieh 4t aroused In France,
ne of the growps which led Yhe hostile wesotion to the Churoh
were the philosoohes. B key arguwent sgeinst the avlbority of the
Churoh used by the philosophes vested upon the canclusions of the
Iiberal philosophers of the ﬁ%&m}gw‘m centuyy thet Moses war nob
the author of the Pentelevch. IF Moses covld be shown to be Yhe
suthor of those Wooks of the Bible which bore hie mame, i.e., the
¥ive PBooks of Momes, then it could be demongtrated thet the Hevelue
tion spoken of in the Bible wes non-sxistent. The avitborlty of the
alis reh wes founded upon the gemmption that Divine
Revelation wae an historicsl facte

On the otber hand, I the olaim that Moses wap nob the subher
of the Pentatewh could be refubed, then the suthority of the Chureh

wonld resain seowre. It was nob, bowever, the philosoohes wh
convivsions needed to b e yrefuted, bul thely predecesse
Liberal pbilosophers of the severteenth century, in this case,
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D of the defendsrs of the suthorily of the Chureh, who
prapaved = vefutstion of the olaime of Spinoge. and Hobbews, was
the physiclan of Iouis IV of France, Jean Asbrut,
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Early in 1ife Jusn Astrue vose do prominence in his chosen field
of medivine. In 1700, st the sge of sixztesn, be veveived his waster
of evte degres from the University of Montpellier, and in 1702, his
bamahwmm in W&mﬁ

Astroe was the pupll of Plerre ﬁimm,l* the wmsiﬂim of the
Duke of (wlesns, thes Bepent of France during bhe minority of
Iouds ¥¥. ¥hen the Duke of Orleans went to war in 1707, sgsinet
the Boglish in m War of the Spanish Buccesslon, Chivae wes obliged

, soped that Aatrue condust his courses. ,&ﬁm
thdrae vetuyned in 1709 to Montpellier, Astrue socepted the chelr of
anatonys bis £1eld of specisifzetien, at the Universiby of Toulouse.
© idtede e known of Ashvuo's 1ife during this period. In 1717,
he yeburped 4o ¥onbpellier 40 become profespor of medicine, He
versined there wuntil 1720, wm & pew chapter in his Jife begun,

Io 3790, Aetyue scoepted s pension of 700 1%&% from the

King, and in 1721 wes sppointed inspector of minevel wabery for

the province of Languedoc. Astruc went $o Paris in 1701 and remsined
theve untll 1728, when be veturned briefly bo Monbpellier,®

In I729 he was vecelled to Peris and designated gmwml
physioian to Augnstus IT of Swxony, the king of Poland. In 1730

§5'

- hetrue yeburned to Pards. Wia blogeapher, Torvy, suggests that

Aptruo bosene Involved In the politice of the Polish eowrd and that
some unplessantposs reswlbing fyom this fovelvemsnt was partislly
responsible Yoy bis vetuwrn to ?mm,é

- Another resson may have slso pyompied Astyuoty retursy  upon his
arrival in Peris, Astrue was appeinted consulbant phystoisn te
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Iouis XV, snd a year later in, 1731, professor of medioine &t the
Roysl Gollege of Wedieine]

Astrue was by now B wesliby and Devous man. He wee warried
and & father of two childven,® He had been a fevored pupil of
@himﬁ; # pourt physioien. Astrue's wrkes had received 8 wessure
of seolmim. He bed becone aveepted fnbe Pardsien soelety. Duping
hie fixsd ptay dn Pards, Astrue becans & member of 8 Paris salon.

The salon wae the gathexing place of courblers and Literatii,
sponsored end weuelly presided over by the wife of a sobleman,

How, ABtruc beosme 8 Preguent visitor st the moss colebrated salons
in Paris,

" During thews yeave, sptruets interest begen to diversify, He
began 4o dabble in "metaphysiesl studies,® and to besome an schive
partdeipant in the politéeomvaligious senflicts of his time.” In
Pards, be was & regular sesber of the salon.of Yme, ds FPeriel,

! + The salons

wife of the revelver-geneyal of fioances of
were bavens for the prest spd nesvegreat Literayy fa.gzzm of the

age. They wers slso hotbeds of politicel planning snd menewvering.
Mue. de Periol vas o devebed adherent of the Jesuit party ot court,i0
The Jesuits constituted a significsnt fsotion of ¢ be Gathelis Cluveh
in Fronce. They were sesocisted with the monsrohy snd the nobility,
They argund that the church of am was suprene and centyal in the
Gatholde Ohurch, and deserved sbsolute sileglance in bemms of
deotvine end of all monies collected by verions dicceses iﬁ weptom
%ﬁmﬁm | ‘
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In this, they were opposed by the Jensenlst faction of
ﬁm Churah. The Jansendste, swong obhey groups within the Chureh
© 4n France, believed in a national Cetholie Church of Wrance. Thene
groups argued thet the Uallicsn Church bad certain privileges in
deciding doohirine independently of Rome. ’&?&mr guserted furthey that
the monies oolleoted by the French bishope should fivet be applled
o the needs of the Gsllican Church, the remsinder going to Homs.
of mpubers of the maglatrscy and the pavlements,

Thie group was cosposed

who sought 8 decentralizstion of goverument, and of men
eommereisl sud glowly esevging Industeisl classes, who sought to
sheve some of the eeonomie privilepes thebt had heretolore baen
solely the prerogatives of the landed nobility and of the Chureh

The salenw would decleve some sort of allegience to one of
bhase gﬁw;an and ite osuwes. Like the saion of ber sister, Wme. de
Furdol, thed of Mme. de Tencin was pro-Jesulb. The salon of Hus. de
Tenuin sopplented the forser in impovbanve. Yne. de Tenoin snd bey
byother were among the weslbthiest pobility in Pards. fhe wan o
leading figore st the voval cowrd. He was the Avchbishop of Tyons
and Prisate of devl, 2 close sssociate of the AbbE Dubeis, the
prenigve miniaire of the gonwell ﬂ’g%%’ and of his sucoessor,
Gardinal Flewry, and asbasssdor of the woyal sourt 3¢ the pepal
spurt. De Tenoin was yet bo become » cardingl, s menber of the
gonses] dtghat and & good friend of Pope Benediot XIV. The de
Tenodne wers sotive sdhevents of the Jemult party. Svtruw too wie
an antive %ﬁivﬁm&%.lﬂ
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Mos, de Tencin's uslon wes the haven of famous literary figures

of the sge. There wae Fontenelle the philosopher, Harivaun the
playwright, and ¥Mivebaud the politica) wnalyst. In her salon were
%o be found two of the most cslebysted Englishmen of the age,
olingbroke, In exile from Englond alter having lost the prime
winisbership, & recopnized phileosopher on the neture of :tmf sl
governmenty snd the Barl of Chesterfield, 8 wistesnsn and ewsayist.™

Towsrd the end of hor 1ife, Mus. de Tencints freguent eonpanion was
the political philosopher Montesgulen. At her side from 1731 wntdil
hey death was her physician Jean Astrug. ¥t is possible thet mosd

of these men weve her loversit
dstrae eontinwed bis vise to prominence in the medicsl profession.
In 1736, be published his magnumcpus, e mov ‘ He then
pullished bie observations on the naturel kistory and geography of
anguados, nsde while inepector there of mineral |
wabors, 15 wes fereyally yeceived with soolsdeqgd
hobrac's fame hae been atheibubed to his belug s plosesy in
the field of nedicsl mﬁé&%ﬁﬁ&éﬁﬁw& fume was guaged by bis
hemporsyiss, bowever, not only by the guality of bis conbteibotions
sdieine but slso by the nature of his politiesl wd religious
involvensnte. o
The degres of A¥truc’s invelvement with the Tenoine is ALffoult
to mensore. He wae considered a covstant mesber of the malon, Mue,
de Tenoin helped negotiate the ssreiage of istrue's daughterdbo the

son of & voyal tressurer in 1ThS. Ao issight into the age is proe
 vided by the kind of wedding glfts the new ocouple veseived. The




inuetien, & position as a fwnﬂ luwyey, and presented the couple
uith fusnibure and 12,
170,000 livres. He was @ man of grest. wealth, In addie

tion to iz positions 8t the Unlversity and at @mﬁsﬁ Astyue was
Jord and baren of an &s%a’be».m

Astruo'e sonwiu-law was Etienne ds Silhouette who beone

omptroller=gansrul of finances of France in 1759,%

Hany of the veferences to Astrus In the vontemporary @
are mede in eonnestion with bis sssvciation with the de Teneine
ard with Bllhenebbe. These ssscuistes weve under stteok during
wmueh of thedr public life. Astrac was often the secordary objeot
of thess atbacks which were aimed primarily at the Tencing snd ad
Silhonette, The exdtdesd opinions of Aetructs work in biblical
eritician, bhis Oonjestures, must be vonsidered in the Light of
the oriticte relstion to and opinion of the de Yensins. Bilbovetls
oane to office after the publication of the Con
ariticiens of the Condeotures which appeared sfter his dismissal
ave to be ovalueted 1o the 1ight of the opinleon whioh ventered
on Bilhowette. Siatlardy, whabtever Astruc states aw the purposs
of bis Uonjectures ic %o be sonsldered in terss of his asssoiations
with the Tensline sod with Silhouette,

Hoe. de Tencln was vigorously and constently denpweed both
by bor contesporaries and by leber historians of the 014 Replne
for her religlous and pelitledl views and for hey personsl conduoh,

00 lieres. Astroe gave bls deughber a

soturesy the

70
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She was denounoed by %he philosophes for her espougsl of the

Jesulb osuge. Her love asﬁ‘.fma were commen gossin. 6 wes rumored
that she bogether with beyr brobber, nov » cardivel-mrobibishop, and
the Due de Richellen, the ssovetary of state for forelpn affairs
sl her lover at the tlme, were supplying the king with his
m&mﬁ Mme, ds Tonoin was sspecislly denounced for her
ghurdionpent &b bizth of s illegitinete son. That be prew up to
become one of the mopt important philosephes and the inventor of
integrel caloulus, P'Alenbert, served to helgbten the degree of the
ple commenbed on ber love affaire; the
one with Asbrue wee no m&p@i&mﬁ Theve is bardly & wey of
knowing how deep was hhely mutual loves O When Hue. de Tenoin
died; Astruo vecelved o large part of bher fortune,

This imberitence wee the sabjiect of muoh villificstion,
Astrun'e enendes wede thelr abbtueke viclovs. The President of

wut, of Paris comsnheds

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%@mﬁa Many peo

#Phe Cepdingl de Teneln left two workhy wephows,
vory different Lrom sach other and enjoying
public esteen, who were disinherited by thely
sunt,; ¥Woe. do 'rmﬁ.m vhose property e selved
and swallowsd | gﬁam@, mwﬁ!@y mmmaum
of Bilboueble,"

Anotheyr santemporsyy obseyver wes more specifios |

e {tatrye) hed ne mmﬂm *mﬁa as he is

kel roogus B sl v i
now va y ven him

Yo 8 Tt o6 property’ y

Whethey Astrue wap & scoundrel camnot be determined from such
bissied sources, However, it mey be sssvned theb Mwe. de Tenocin left
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8 levge sus of money bo Astruec. Ib mey sloo be assuned that
Astrue dld not wulfer from & ladk of snemies,

Silbovette was also the object of attack. He was closely
aseociated with the roysl court. He bad been, since 1750, under
the sponsorship of Mue. de Pompsdonr. He ressined in office fop
orly edght monthe. After his ddenissal, he vetived with sn avousl
punaion of sizby thoussnd 1ivees. The publis, it is seid, waes
happy with bis dismissel ss they were wobsppy with bis sbay in
officecs |

It bas been seen how the President of the Parlement of Pavis
prived Astyue with Sllbhovette. Aside fyom fandlisl relstions,
Autruo and Bilbovetie may huve had other common lnterests,
Silhonette had published a travslation dunto French of Willism Were
burten's Dlssertalion on the Union of Relipion,
?@I&iﬁiﬁgﬁa In the prefecs thet he wrote for the
8ilhouetbe bad atlempled do refubs the anblsleries]l and anbls-
religlous view of Pleyre Bayle, the seventesnth century ovitie and

- Astrue by then bad publl &M 1 @ gubures,

i:m utbaoked miiﬁs, ?ﬁamm, snd other philosep
of #ilhowebte's translation and Awtructs Condeotures, th

fnce moye, Astrue and iﬁ.ﬁ gonmin-law are gm& tag&%mw urdar
attacks
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"It is guite dungevous [wrote Yoltaive) to write
#» bosk. Before be could heve known that he wonld
gpoucdey beoows compbrolier-general of finances,
Bilbouette wd printed s book on the agrewwent of
religion and politiesy and his father-inelaw, the
physioian Aetres, Bed piven %o dhe publle those
memoives from which the euthor of the Fanteteush
could have taken ell those ssbondshiog things
‘k&w& ml passed wm i&ﬁx&, £ lovg sge.

 sae dey that Bilbovetts cene into offioe &
fx*&mé é:‘gm m m&w @ﬁ' the W off t&w

e menb m& % ﬁm& gm s 4
the ﬁmm a&'wm thw ocuswbom. They m@%
syery aopy in the kingdosy as wu&% they ﬁm
books] ave very scavee today.®

Astrue wes iovolved o the politics of We own profession,
In 3742, he opposed the meve to grant surgeons egoel sbatus with
phyaiotane. The latter had slwaye waintslved o bigher renk, He
wak severly oriticised by the ohisf voysl physicien, Prancols
Tuesnay. tuepnky wel the lesding suwpovent of a populer school of
| Pompadour. He war considered
are, however, thet Asbrue's position on this
one why the Faoulty of Medicine of the
Univerenity of Paris waived Shelr yegquivesents for adnission o
aduiseion which Astrue had soughbe- and welvomed hin to thely
ranks in 1743, |
Astrue sgelin ook up the cauge of the phyeiclans ab comprd
whens 1t was threatened by the wppolntwerd of @ BWMS-vcae e
perwonsl physioisn %o the Duke of Orlesns. The vesgon foir the
ppodntwent was that this physieian wes invelved with perfesting
a new preventive cure agsinst the uﬁm% M mmm; innoouletion,
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Awtrue vesporsded with a trestise expressing ﬂ@ﬁh%’?ﬁ&ﬁuﬁ. the
effest of Lmoonletion, Mis position on this fesue provoked
the attacke of enother philosophe, Baron %’m@m
he philosophes, thus found many m@@aﬁm& to attack Astruers
setion with the de Tenoins, bis sllsglanve te the Jemidh
caugey h&a great weallh, bis relstionship with bla sen-in-law, and

his positions on various lsewes which conterned hie collesgues,

Astyue bad spmnt big Jife befove he come to Parie primexrdly
 dn veseavch evd tesching. During his life in Paris, bis practice
overshadowed his other conbributions te bis field. Astrue spent |
his finel yesrs in m&ﬁaa}; vesesroh, He published works on tusors
uleers, feminine disesses, and widwifery, Astruo died in 1766, Of
bia family, only bis son, & respested menber of the legsl profession,
vemsined. Astrus left uwupublished a ﬁ.@s&pmm wark, Mémoires pour
pervir § 1'histoive de la faoulté de 1'université de Montpelller, which
‘ ﬁ,m L Ll aa ﬁm, ¢ royale wnd M,agmm,, z;gmm edited and
mmm

Jeun Astrue ves & mon of wany intevests, One of his AVOaR~
%im dnges ba to our abtentfon, nswely, his work on the Bible,

Gonjectures, which be published snomymously ab Paris in 17533

Geneple, His mm%&m is shown in his ahﬁﬁm mz & Bitle for hie work,
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He does rot call 3% 8 "histoire,” but rather “eonjectures.* The
part of the title reading “dot {our Jbalios) goe Holse

#and mvl® pan e congbrued se evidenos of Asbeunte caution,

Be sppeays o be less then dogmatic aboub bis cbuerveilong. Howe
sver, the oholoe of & t4le elons is dnsufficlent evidence for the
asswaption that Astrue took mims aot to mﬁ:& him:i,f irveeonably,
and dangeronuly, to the conclusione expressed in hie work. Astiug,
walted many yeurs before he publisbed the Conjecturss. Tn 1753, he
van 68 yeare old. ¥Fe walted until *lesened and plous men® sesured
bim thet his sebjeoh bed been considered in previous works wideh

hed veselved approvel. Yevertheless, be stlll svbwits bhis work to

#YP these in power... find sy conjectures sither
false oy dungerous, L s prepared to shandon thesie..
Bever will wy prejudice in favor of my own idess
Tovestull ay love for Trubh and Relipglong®-

Batruo, sscording to bis sdvertisemsut,
~ how Howes, in his cospesitdon of the Book of Dene
handed down ever gince the crestion of the werld.

boe bls work with osvtsdin basic sssumptions. He

B

sete out Lo debersine

wis, used memoives

Asbrye |
believes, fimiz of »ll, that Mosos worked woder the supervision of
Divine revelstion. There are no divect conversutions bebween God
4nl Moses in Genesls as theve are in the other four books of the
| Penbatouch. In Genowln, Hoses ls recording waberls) se "a sleple
© bistorian... instrocted by revelation,»3
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bstyue assumes aleo that the wWemolres ave divinely inspived,
and authentios

The inepivetion of the Tord which apsisted Moses
Wﬁ%&t fw ug the trugh apd the sothenbiolly

Astrue has an ssbivalent attitude toward treditional lobere
motations of the text. He tekes for granted as pert of his argue
ment Lhat the Hebrew language was the lanpusge of communiestion
betvesn God end Ademg or that from the orestion of the world o

the bivth of Moses, there slapsed 2433 yesrs. Oenerslly, however,

he prefers to bage bis argussnt on the taxk. How he uses the
test und » tveditionsl gommeniabor of the text cen be meen in his
argument for writing. M
In oxder Lo prove thab Hosae conposed the Book of Genesis,

Estruy found 4t necemsary firvet % prove thet Moses knew how to
write. Asbrue began by elting the various verses in Puedus 28,

instructe Foses Yo wibte. He then elted the recotuwrence
af the word “Book® in the Pentateuchsl bezb. These pleces of
evidence in themsslves were sufficient for Astrue to demonstrate
that Moses koew how to welte. However, he clinched his srpument
by odtiog Philo, » Helledstie Jewish commentator, wo ssid theb

Moses war lesrned in the selences of Bgyph, umong which writing was

3%
Autruc begen biw examinetion of the Book of Genesis with an
analyels of the rvepititions in the text. Ooonelonmally, stsbements

hifke




about the sae event, 8.g., the oveablon off the fivst san, sppesred
tulon. BHe noted, for womple, thet in the tuo stories of the
ereation of man, twe different names of Ood were used. ¥hen Astywe
svalyesd & Javge mauder of thuse w;wws&m&# he discoveved that
hwbement of an event gonbelved one of the neses of God and dhet
vemend of the sexe event conteloed ¢ different nowe of

passages of the Book of Ceneele
o of the newes of the naes of

containing the other vere of Uod, aod &1 the passages where nelther nane

is mpotioned. He noted thab each eollscbion of presuges was & nore

oy lews self-gontalond, sontiswes sarvetive. He labeled one gollecs
Jontaining the nme of Blobim, A, snd the wesond sos, conbainin

gromuston, viith he called Juhoveh (hevesfter YOUE), B. The

ivd grovp be divided Into sectinue sevording to different oriterds -3ﬁ
Bitle critics of tho seventeenth sebury, notebly Riohard Biwen

acd Jesn Te Uleve, bad muggested that the preserved text of the

Pemtateuch wmay well have been based upon anclent méwoires. These

different vollestions of verses, seperated fvom euch other svoowding

the prasence of one or She other peee of Ood, wers wspwmd by dstrue

God, all the peesipes

on sven purlier ones, Bub he luelsts that Y mimoires
bad before bie were honogenesus, wirepstitive, and chwonologloslly
in order. The probubllity existed, bowever, thab
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Ythers e geps and Jacunse in the menolre !
they are reunited... and it le zmwmmy o ausune
sose unoriginality sooner or later in e or the
othor in ovder %o render the neyrebion In sach
compleate and conslsbent. 5%

This reservetion sbout the avthentieity of the pem
only ons Asbtrue permitted Mesself. (It was werkioned above tbat he
folt that thelr suthenticity wes divieely gmmmﬁ%}.

Astrae showed himeslf 40 bave been very muok suare of the
posaible ham his work nipht do to the autbordty of the Penhatenchs

it T Lo e e

work] In order vo diminish ¢ he suthority of the
Peatatentha .1;353

Huverthelase, Astruo provesded to the task of dlsentungling
ons memclre fron suobbwr. Ashe distingsished » dosument, ke
labe) a8 16 vith a lebter of the alpkabet.

A-¥lohim and B-YHWL in tobo conprise whoso versew ia the baxt
of Genesis whioh conbuined & name of God. Vhen Elebim &8 the name
suployed, the verse iy assigned to nesolre 4, and the verse conteln-
ing YuilA du desigoabed se belonging to B. Oontent i3 not & oriterion
here. Astrue appavently expecte the wverses to fall into the patiern

of u single nayrative.
When nefither of the two nemen of dod
plaoed in memolve 0. Heve oo, the content in a seconisry faotor,

appesrs in verse, it is

b ig sevpmed thet o contlnuous nerretive will esevpe Lrom O
Gontent is 8 fachor in selecting verses for wimoire B, When
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no nave of God s present and Vﬁmm is no mention of the "Hebrew
nation,® the verse is placed in M&m B
finoives ¢ and D sre foptber refined. The wajor pard of €

sonslats of portions of the Deluge nervative (7120, 23, 243,
includes the tsle of Dlvah*s abduction and rape. Thie story iw
set apart Promthe larger mamoive sinve it contains charasters
witoh appeared in the way of the Censsnite kings, @ matter which
Astrue complidars to be exbrancous to the history of the "Hebrew
nations® The tale of Dinsh is therefore labeled memolrve I,

D vonsiste of seven sspsrste mEmoives. There 18 ne mémoire

ing ariterdon, as we have sentioned iv

twofolds = rnaae of Jod is not mepbioned; sud the mutter does
not divectly copeern the “Hebrew netion.®

Content 4s the oritevion by whieh the seven ﬁ?@ﬁiﬁm@ inp
ave separated one from the other, |

T Chep e the war of the Cwnsenile kings. Here

the wole of Abwebas is se different fres the charane

tor dieplayed belforve or after thie inoidend that

Astrup assuwmes theve 48 no copnection between 1k

and the ohapters preceding snd following 1h.

¥« The fovest of Lat's deughbers.

(= Chap. 22¢ the gevealogy of Neboy.

He 25512 —m&?y the gensslogy of Ishuael. (Astrue

ie undecdded zp Lo where to plese the 1ist of the

shildven e:sf Aorahsn snd Keburel).

K and Lo 8643k~, 20:6-10: Easu's marrisgess Chap, 363

Pusate descendunta. Hinoe the pawes of Expn's wives

ms mmmﬁ% in the firet two yvelorences from thoss
eserwed in the third, Astyue sssigns the firet two

1:5 X m«é the third 40 L.

B 30220-312 the deseendante @f sade 0

tevi, Joseph and dwram, says Astruc, compiled the muwestyval

il aﬁmﬁ. dothro, he mxg@wﬁ! brought to the attention of Foses




, . ,
the meberisle dealing with Hoab, homnon sl Kﬁ&b.m‘s Tie mempires -
aight bave besn wribten in Hobrew or in the lengusge of the othey

nutions. Either way, Astruc desconstrates, Moses was able o resd
Shen and work with them'?

Astrue gbows how the probles of pepetition of the same event
in the text ip cleaved up. The two orastion sturles oome frem Ywo

The thres Deluge stories are pagle of diffevent

anhichronimess, obronclogioal distortions, are
¢leared vp. Thuw, according o 2hs87, Tessc mapried Hebeooa.
Avoording %o 2538, 9, Abvebsm is burled. On the basip of 215 -
and B17, 20, 26, and by using erivhmetis, Abraban should have
been 180 years old vhen Jeoob and Esav were bown (as t03d ia
25520m28), However, the report of Abrshss's death precesded
$n the text the sbopy of bis grendsons® bivih. Aebroae shows that
25419 sonbeining YHWH is pevt of ive B and belonge thevelore
st the end of obh. 2, slso part of Séi.i*q’

Hosew Pireh grovuped sl the frag

et and m@ma inko

s ABCD.
In thely volummar owvder, the ﬁéa res aould be lwmediately
cupared aod thelr differentes ensily discerned. ®lan one Jmagine
suything wove wise sd more wethodisal then this arvengement?"
writes Awtruc. This colusner opder is Hoses' originel text. It
e nol dn any m of diam &ﬁ.ﬁ’f -

eloven columns. He Lhen regrouped them into fuur eolusns




52

hetrue thereby abrolved Moses Sof ,‘w%&gm&w and even of
foylie whish were dared to beve been Impeted to bilm snd that
were thooght bo have been found in Genesis, k6
Sonebive during the pevied of ﬁgw#, oupylets disearded the
olenr Mosals columay mﬁwm@k?
The present bext therafore 15 & copruption snd distortion
oiigingl text of denesis as composed by Mopes on the basis

of %3:% aplant :%1:‘;-;;‘-:»‘;:,'.,_;':-5_;.:;

astrue ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁx’w mﬂmﬁé the owelusions of the wﬁtw

phllosophie critics of the Pentatevch. Hobbes snd Spinows sdwitted
that Moses might bave been the author of several sectlons of the
?mmm, E&gﬂ fieut. 32, However, they oited the disopier of
the biblies) texb as evidence thet the Wooks of the Fentateush
wore written by more then one author sud during = perdod in histowy
laber than Mowes, They denied Homeds suthorship of the Vebwbeuohd8

" stbempted to refule thelr comelnsions, He believed that

the Beok of Gwnesis, It has sls been seen,
b the saoe *&% with whet dmproderce this

srder hed beon disturbed, how 4% wes wilepe

taken W brwseribe these m&&m, bow they

#hund todays «..bhe venfusions dloh hed bwen

Wxgm into several plases in the Book of

Genenis, hich hed given troubie to commentators,

asmi mm b MM the valn triwph of
uﬁmiﬁmm




As an exanple of the latber, Astruc olted shap. 33 of &pima"a 2
Iravtatue, which conteine the philswopher's conclusions on Momelc
sathorsbip. He @mﬁ% tpinoss as seying thet ®all ix writden
pellenell in the five books of the Femtabtench.® He reminds the
resders of Spivora’s olajs that ¥ore bad compowsd the five booke
of the Fevtateuch snd thet even fsrs was aob the lust persen 4o
put bis hand to the marvatives dn the text N’
Asbrue quotes Hpinose's contenbion thed the present text ls
rols of a1l the bistories that had been vellected by
diffevent writers.. whdch they neliber axsmined fuvther noy put
itk onter,ouP
fwtrue then oltes Hobbee “who in & work written sgeinet
Religion and sgalnat the Clargy, bad seversl ises previcusly
tried to ewbablish the sawe sentiment snd ked made use of bhe
some pasnages (which Endionbed disordey),n50

hotroe, it secus, wes ooncerned with the voncluslons of
Hobbes end Spinows ss Uhey affected "Relipion and the Qlergy.®
Tt 1p the *vain triwphs of the unbelievers® and the abtacks
upon religion whieh disburbed Aetrus.

& vomparision of Spinosats remark thet the bextos reseptug
vonstitules "8 precis... sollseted by different weiters® wlth
Autyue's comsent, *X cladm theb Mowes bed hed in bis hads smelent
:» sentelning the history of his sscestors, sines the cres-
tion of the world, "5 shows thed they do not differ in thely basic
sesnapiion thet the present text is based on previouws sowrces. Yo
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snd Agteun bokh dndiosbs that dusisg the process of transeribing
Thadr differonss wee not dn this onss o difference

Avtpusts pooltion within thle fechool’ may be farther plrpeioted

paeh and eonslusivon be those of § nanbé
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this cleric-oritic group, nsmely, Bicherd Simon.
Both men beglio thedr srgument with & reference to the repeti-
tions in the text of the Pentateush of evenis. Asteue weltewse
®here ave In Cenesis freguent repetitions of
the ssme foots,.. The oresblon of the world
m& :m partieplar that of the Tirut man, is

weounted twiee, the as%gxy of the ﬁ&l&ﬂ&ﬁ twice
mﬁ %mvlmm thrdcn, .o %

Bimow's cbuervation is besed upon en exewinstion of the entire
- Penteteuchy

“Thers 1n an infinlly of vepetitions of the
game thing in the Peotatovch that ars appavents
Iy not 8t all by Hosen, bob vetber by %ﬁ@m %@
tave made the oollsoblion of sacwed books

O'I'Q

The differenves betwesn the views of Autvue and those of

Simon on repetitiong sre not 1o be found in svbstance bub In degroe,
s She copolusions which Simon draws from this vbeervation

is sspentially contrayy to the wiew of Astyue thet Hoses composed
the Biblical texnt.

Amtrue acevunts for the present discrder in thetexd Ly scousing
the copyiots whe "disecvenged everybhizg while trensovibing 14,755
Bimon writes that ﬂ#:& is foovessingly sppevent thed Just as when
one writes books these deys on )l sorolls or on m;arwa pagan
which awé rolled op vas in the othey, the ordey of tw pages
woomis changed, And, moreover, the books of the Blble wiieh we
have e only an sbridgsmant, One does not alweye consider the ordey
of matbers, 56 |

P




. BERE perEs)

Astaue spesifies the soribes or copyists ss the gullty
purties through %ﬂaam fgnovanee and negligence tm order of
| Moses' original text was distorted. Simon infers that while the
el wey have been at fault, thelive was 8 commen

m&kmmnl ereor. Theus %ﬁﬁﬁ“m&a ave winoys The remavks of

Astrue labors bavd to indiosbe that m Hebrew language lends

To Simon, however,

w bheRr ens igaiw m@mﬁ, hmﬁé tha
diverslty of muteriad doss m%« demand 1%,..458

Furthersore, spd with sone Sinality, Blwon conclodens

Kﬁ‘f &m ﬂﬂﬁw ﬁﬁ& is thle %@ 3?1@1 he

o saying, principally in sose history. 59

Bimon feule no nesd to begin b consbreot sry bypothesis sbouh
suthorskip by 3 single person. There is no inberosl evidence op
wcteranl gvidenne % Slmon sswuoes thet

porh puok & presuspbion.

Tyerlban had m@gmﬁ&, ey Karees m mm
anot et 5 Ykon E‘g coid find

fyom th T ¢ dgod ﬁﬁzmm%&m whers
they Jolned saub ﬁhma It is &m&w&t b
diatinguish the chenges $het they node..
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It ie neovessry Yo say that the Jews, long
af'ter Brs, had wetoushed the Pentateush,w60

eviong m” olrey
upon whieh the present text is besed, Unlike Slwon, he mainbsine

Tike Blwon, Astruo assumes the presense of D

that they were complled Ly Moses. While Blmon avgues that
e
originglly the seribes had collected the memoires, Astrue olaime
that the sorlbes were Lhe ones vwho coryupbed Moses
Astone strongly disspproved of Simon’s views. e called them
"falee and wantonly hesardous. Sl mig views of Simon 48 G0 be
sontrasted with the opinion Asbrup held of one of Bleon's ohiefl
antagonists, the Duboh Protestent bible oritdo, Jems Le Cleve,
whom &steae often ﬁﬁmﬁ.ﬁ‘a ,
e (lare bed Initially bheld vieus on the authovship of the
Pentatench thet were moye extress bthan those of Blmon
#ihe fores of trech steuek hin 2ty ee be bsd the
aoursge Yo refract, and to dendare thet he ve~
gavded Hoses as the apthor of the Pentateoush,
He ovens proved by & great susber of precise
testdmonien, talen frem the Pentabesch i1twelf,

ﬁ m’ %m'.ﬂ %M 3‘@ ﬁ..’ %!;&
bt gﬂ“ﬂ% syt ﬁ%‘&a“égr v

e Clere bad in fact declavdd that

fthe suthority of the Pentabevoh will be
wifficiendly a%mmm i 4% de whoWiene
how 1% i compo » tie e
solledted by ;;ﬁmw W%ﬁﬁ with agpmm
Blon of the wntive 3&%&&: mﬁﬁm

Le Clere bhue sbated the ewuoiel probles that the defenders of

U ke traddtional mm»gﬁf&%ﬁsmﬁﬁ“ﬂfﬁmﬁmﬁm snd of eonseivative
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Protestantion hed 4o solve. For even the problem of the anthorship
of ¥oses was secondayy to the besic issue of the suthovity of
Beripturer. The authority of Soripture wis the keystone of orthodox
relliglon and of bhe esteblished charches.

The wveated interests of the Catholle Uhureh dn Fraumee wre

souhed In the sooredness of Soriptures. It wes 40 fuen dependent
apon men like Astrue, te fight off the onslevght of the philesophie
idess of the seventesnth centuyy, and of thelr proponents, the snbie
philosophes of the sightsenth century,

religiovs and anbi-elevionl
Te ere sugpested bhat 4F the protess by wideh the besb

sevived st e present state oould be mede cleay and 1 She manner
in which HMoses compoesd the Pentetsushal text be deseribed, then
the attack vpon the keystone srgument of bradition would be well

nigh overcomns,

Astrue ook up le Cleve's proposition. By uvelng the neses of

showed how sbraightfopward was thetesh that Hoses had composed £y
/ odre: imdloated that the mémol | wape of divine
origin and thet Romss labored under Divive inshrvetion. He showed
how the text of Moses had developed Into Ite present state of
eonfusion. A& & test of hie m%h@e&, b ﬁmuﬁumkm how suoh

probilems as the prosense of repebitions in the text #nd the vevernale
mﬁ sppayent exrore in chovenology disapy
applied.

Hie wes convineed that he method demonsbrated that

sred when his method was
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“yhere is nobhing in Yhese ohepters [in the textd
that can pevplex, nothing that ds snterior to the
timas of Moses, and consequently, notbing that can
sogpest fo the Defenders of Religion the deflmoce
that they witnese, or to the prebended fmhm%m
the airs of trlwwh which they glve themselven,?™
Astrue was mutisfled thet he %aée proved that ¥opes conposed
the Hook of Cenesis. He thog felt thel he wae providing the key
grpoment for the eetablishment of the suthority of Seriptuvesn.
Astrus was bhue spokesman for thet slement in the Catholic
Ghuveh in Pranes durieg the first half of the sigbteenth ventury
whioh sought to defent lbmell ageinst the challenge of anti-religious
$dean.,

He spoke se a vepresentative of the Catholie Chureh in France

Asbrue wgr not concerned with the oritles) method of wny
bibldeal exltie or with hﬁ# ohoervatione on the bexb sxsept as they
affonbed woe privileged esteblishmenta he wes trying to preserve,

1% is not Astrue, the pelenicist, the dostar, and the noblemen
with whon sueceeding genevations heve besn concerned, bob Astroe, the
bible aritio; not Jemn Astwuc, whose eriticism of the Book of
enowis expresesd the eritdesl politiesl and sociel iesnes of Wis
time, bub Astruc, whose method of snslysing & bibliwel text would
provide ooe of the wost sffective mesns of undermining the suthority
' ontuing the sooiety which Awtruo

of the %@ﬂg%ﬁmﬁ; and of revoluts
was brring do proserve.
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French teansletion of the of Benjanin of Tudele.

wmh wwm m & Wﬁ%ﬁ i@ Mﬁmm aémﬁ.rw
2 m»aw ﬁm ]

b 2 3 {19163,

Dpe g O : 33 ﬁm&&m of mﬁw
Aulrue ’Eﬁ@k gmem mmxs, aﬁm‘ the mm e@ﬁ‘ Joan Astruc. They
san place the conversion no more exsetly than io 1808, Hedtber
questione the type relipglous sdusetion fn Homen Ustholicism that
Tewry says Fleyre Astvue gave his sonse
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& . Barbter, Chronidue d noe st du rigne de louts
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1egal profession. Clement; pp. e, dndicetes his great wealth,

fre 1
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Momolres... (Poria, 188}, p. 396, Rewnl had no Jove for
: | elther. He salled ber “doux, insiwent, faux
A ﬁzm un mﬂ Suid., po 395,

2, 80 ££,, 298; ﬁ*m
tearpnial o 'ﬁ‘iﬁﬁ Po 200 ﬁmﬁmﬁ




| 9@* Eﬁmﬁ‘ﬁ)

@“ﬁm 3.»% W mﬁﬁmm af Ty

éh

s VIL, pe 20065 DVirgsnnon
b gandidate of the Jesuite
iﬁ* m_ﬁl)
oy Biokaudty Bad wentumed o

i penaon fw ﬁm ﬁgﬁ%ﬁ%

put @ Vx on the weslth of W Jesulte. Yorr this mm%&m

Jowuites svevyed hin &
ix@& %wwm; & Wém&% T

i@ﬁ aﬁm@ w@ @mﬁrﬁiﬁ
ahmpas Liortese®

% Bilhoustbe, it ap

w 1750 ses Tovis

ﬁi%*fmm%@# ﬁﬁ&%




Hotwn (contrd)

published dn Paris ab the firs %&% b4 shed
Parisien works. ¥or s complete 1ist % %ﬁ gwanwgwg
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33 (pe 8ltey po 30, marginel noter of. "La sapesse de Moyes et
[t Tl Gement plus encove, 1'aTasistance de Dlen, qui 1'a
mmwi ot divigé dens la choix des mémoires gu'il s suploies,”

P 32%

Upe El%e,  indicates thet Aetruc was awers of the comlusions
£ Bimon and §;&: ﬁlﬁ‘w mgammg Hoses' nue of snolent semoires,
%ﬁa gtubenent N, Le Clere ob M. Blmon... oot svouf L'on ¢

|? 1 {ez&w %ﬁi&%}, qu*il sstold tedgreppsrent g 2%
v iu Gdnews, (our i%&li&&), m& ey le sfoours de

wwires ancients,” iy sot comphetely true singe Bikon
m@hﬁﬁgﬁw dented Yossie suthor .mi@ @ﬁ the Fontmbonch, ses above
' Phe o o L o

Bpe eibes e T, 9, 13, 15, 16, 2.

nb, 13 sew above, Pe 1e

Lo o .

W o q“u; Ppe 0, 38, 17, 312?33}30

he Ope elbes Pps %ﬁ 300, ko-4i5, 29, 321. éﬁi the reforences
to authorship of *glm mamoires relers to u A=fLabin,

On the B-YHYH mdnoives, Aetruc wrlbes, "Fil n'y & rien qus
indique 1'anteur de mémoire B,* (p. 322).
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aiscarding of the coluwmr errengesent were (1) they were
@ﬁmﬁﬁ&a m wm;g from colum % mlm a9 they copled the
taxt, (2) they beosne tired of wedng Shem, aﬁm ’i?hﬁ gopyisbs
did niot uoderstand the resson for She w:im, (3) they
tried to lwmprove upon Woses' arvangessnt by Wﬂ%iﬁg the
penpirves inte & continuous m&%ﬁx&.

ke Bee sbove, shaptey on Hobbes and Bpineza ﬁﬁ 18«36,
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APPERDIX A = Asbrucls Use of Secondary Material

It has glveady been noted that Astrue prefers to derive his
évmanm direotly from the Biblical text rather then Ffrom secondavy
material (sbove, pe L7)« For the most part, Astrue quotes fyom
works of olussioal authoprs, shuvebh dovbors, and btradiblconsld
commentators, only after he bie alresdy made bis peint deglsively
on the basis of materdsl gathersd From the bexb of the Bibley

Fubhoymore, the secondapy materdal Aatrug uses is varely of
canﬁmpmmw vinbage, The reference he makes to lLe Clero (above,

87) i one of the few times that Astrue allndes %o the work of
an impediate predecessov. Astrae often oalls wpon 8%, Augushine,
Fusebiue, and 8%, Uyrille of Alemandris, but rarely refers to a
cembenporary, OFf the small latter ﬁrwp, & fow guthors aye referved
to mors ofthen bhan otherss the Abbé Glavde Fleury, whose hooke mn
on and pff the Index (above, py 65 nobe 32); Pierve-Denlel Huet, a
noted prudit and a member of Bosmueb's @@mrie of Bible scholars
{above, De ©), and Thomke de Vie, de Guete; known gs Gardinal
gajetan, a ﬁemml of the Domindean Opder and & lesding exegete of
the Optholic Reformation of the late sixteenth and early weventesntb
centuries. It was Uajeban whom Pope Leo X sent to Cermany %o debate
with &nd to gilence Martln Tuther,

Of 431 his referenves, however, snly onee does letrue quete &
citation in full, Thie m:imtmn is hmught up o urdersoore &
eritioal ;mﬁm in Astruc's argument, Astrue writes: "Je mels une
. grandg dirfévence entre supposer guelque omission dana les narvations
dg ltEeriture, ou y admebtire guelgue favte de coplete deng guelques
nowbre, et entre sovtenir vo sentiment gui vombat le text formel
de Ltieriture, et qui semble vouloir denney un dementd & \!Forivain
sacpe ,,“ ;f;a':, e ﬁnma, PPa 39%91« Amrw needs this poiny of p@@r

‘bhﬁ! wms which h@ haa mfem him :m m’t; théx @mg&ml, wdwlv *tvemty
of Moses, Bt Pirst Astvue must sssume, ami oonvince the readeyw
that bis sssumption ie correoct, that the tekbue maewﬁa i8 corrupt
e it ghande, and thet In ard of itteelf 1575 wot a1y
Agtrue is on most dangerouve ground, Here km musia mw 1@@%&% and
powsrfnl precedent to demonstyate thet the reselved tent ile faulty,
Astrue firet oltes Usjetan, vhom he says, "dit tau!:m ¥y a dea
feutes dans quelguer endveite de 1tAngien Testement," ibid,, note sy
His guotation ia full is Ffrom Sellarmin, Cardinal Bellavmin was 8
Jesulk, u leader of the Ustholie Beformation and a professor ab the
ﬁmwmiw of Louvaine Hls dlsputetlions were sonsildered the supreme
effort of Catholiciam to promote the work of the Douncil of Tranbse
Bellavnin, says A8twrue, "dit la meme clioseg.. voiol ses btermeSises
TReghat tertia sentenris, guam verisgimam pute, quee est Driedonises
hebradoas Soripturase.. habere quosdam gous erroves, qul parbtinm
irvepserint negligentis wel ignorantia librariorumyes “partin ,
dgnorantls Rabbinorum, qui addiderum punoba," ibid, wmh the forece of

two mighty ehampions of the Qaﬁh&i@ Reformatidh behind
b@lievfngyhm gﬁmﬁv grgument o e Mraly ensoonced %n D ﬁhéﬁa bradie

tion, Astruc oan now move on to his nexbt pointe
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