
'Grttidni' Gonfiktt Willi Fallh tas

vtMi inefiiiiqr k Hbdn and not Clirietian,

•nd if we mAnk it we nroit, with tiie Hindu,

fellow it out to its logical oondmioii, duit tlie

inernat wordi cuuiot be truiikted into anodier

tongue or even committed to writing.

Neverthdeat, between the recognition of the

hmnen dement in tiie Old Tettunent» end the
' criticel ' contention diet die Hebrew Scriptures

are filled with myths and historical bhmders,

pious frauds and ante-dated documents, the

distance is great Beyond a certda pdnt die

condusions of 'criticism' come into conflict widi

artides (tf die Chrisdan fiudt The New
Testament not only presupposes, but also rests

upon the Old Testament, and, in addition to this,

the method and prindples idiich have resolved

die nanratives of die Old Testament mto myths,

or the illusions of credulous Orientals, must
have the same result when applied to die New
Testament From a *cridcal' point of view
the miraculous birth of our Lord rests upon no
better evidence than die story of die exodus

out of Egypt

'Criticism' prt^esses not to deal with die

abstract quei^<m <^ the possibility of miradm
But it ^>es so indirectly by undermining the


