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the oldest and most precious traditions of our race;

worthy in their intrinsic merit of standing where they

do at the commencement of the Word of God, and cap

able of vindicating their right to be there; not merely

vehicles of great ideas, but presenting in their owu

archaic way—for archiac they are in form—the memory

of great historic truths. The story of the Fall, e.g.,

is not a myth, but enshrines the shuddering memory
of an actual moral catastrophe in the beginning of our

race, which brought death into the world and all our

woe.

Coming now to deal a little more closely with these

narratives, I suppose I ought to say something on the

critical aspect of the question. But this I must pass

over briefly, for I want to get to more important mat-

ters. In two points only I would desire to indicate my
decided break with current critical theory. The one is

the carrying down of the whole Levitical system and
history connected with it to the post-exilian age. That,

I believe, is not a sound result of criticism, but one

which in a very short time will have to be abandoned,

as indeed it is already being abandoned or greatly modi-

fied in influential quarters. This applies specially to

the date of Gen. 1. Professor Delitzsch, a commentator
often cited as having come round practically to the newer

critical view, takes a firm stand here. In his new com-

mentary on Gen. 1 he tells us: "The essential matters

in the account of the creation are among the most
ancient foundations of the religion of Israel . . .

there are no marks of style which constrain us to rele-

fjate the Elohistic account of the creation to the Exile

. . . it is in any case a tradition reaching back to

the Mosaic period. '

' The other point on which I dissent
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