
'Critical' fiScthods Unsound at

Gem»i8 isi«dlyacwi^te<me. Either the
BabyUMuan poet had bdbre him the presenttm of Genesis or dse the 'Elohist' and
Yahvist must have copied the Babylonian

story on the mutual undemandmg that the one
should insert what the other omitted. There
IS no third alternative.

It follows from aU diis that the '
critical

'

method is scientifically unsound, and its results
accordingly wiU not stand the application of
a^entific test It i. q«te as much an
artificial creation as was the Ptolemaic system
of die umveise, and like the latter requires
for ite support an everincreasing number of
fresh hypoAeses and complicated qualifications.
With Its disappeamnce wiU disappear also the
historical condioona that have been derived
from It.

The vaiying dMe. uilgned to die hypo-
theucal authors of4e PtamtaA. •uccessive
State of religiou, belief »nd a«om opposed
to be d.s«««,ble in it. the dental of the
^tonoU d»,«ter of the„>n^ „
must all alike go with Ae foondttioa of sand
upon which they have been built An edifice

on tte «u^ettive fcneie. M,d«««mption.


