Biblical Criticism in the Beit Midrash?!
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7. Umberto Cassuto, The Documentary Hypothesis, pp.57-58

Permit me to illustrate my argument with a story. Let us imagine that a certain author writes a biography of his
father, who was a notable savant, an academician. We shall assume that in this book the writer gives us a
multi-faceted picture of his father, describing his private life at home, his relations with his students at college
and his scientific work.... Doubtless when the author proceeds to write his work, in the passages describing his
father's life within the family circle, he refers to him as "Father"... In the sections that portray him in the circle of
his students at the university, he uses the designation by which he was generally known in that circle, "the
professor."... Let us now picture to ourselves that centuries or millennia later a scholar will declare: Since |
observe that the hero of the work is called in some places "Father" and in others "the professor," it follows that
we have here fragments culled from different writers, and the dissimilarity between the narrative and scientific
sections corroborates this.
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11. Rabbi Joseph B. Soloveitchik, "The Lonely Man of Faith,” Tradition VII [1964], no. 1, p. 10

We all know that the Bible offers two accounts of the creation of man. We are also aware of the theory
suggested by Bible critics attributing these two accounts to two different traditions and sources. Of course,
since we do unreservedly accept the unity and integrity of the Scriptures and their divine character, we reject
this hypothesis which is based, like many other Biblico-critical theories, on literary categories invented by
modern man, ignoring completely the eidetic-noetic content of the biblical story. It is, of course, true, that the
two accounts of the creation of man differ considerably. This incongruity was not discovered by the bible critics.
Our sages of old were aware of it. However, the answer lies not in an alleged dual tradition but in dual man, not
in an imaginary contradiction between two versions but in a real contradiction in the nature of man. The two
accounts deal with two Adams, two men, two fathers of mankind, two types, two representatives of humanity,
and it is no wonder that they are not identical.
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