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Question & Answer

Question: What reliance should be placed on the views of Alexander Hislop, as expressed in The Two Babylons or Papal Worship Proved to Be the Worship of Nimrod and His Wife?

Answer: First published in Britain in 1916, this volume is one of a class of anti-Catholic polemics. So is the volume Babylon Mystery Religion by Ralph Woodrow, published in 1966.

The "Note by the Editor" (R.H.) of The Two Babylons makes the claim "that no one, so far as we are aware, has ventured to challenge the accuracy of the his​torical proofs adduced in support of the startling an​nouncement on the title page."

Most scholars would not spend time and effort to demolish the conclusions of a polemic work with a nar​row reading audience. Since, however, Alexander Hislop's work has been rather widely circulated by cer​tain religious groups, we should take note of its basic flaw. It has absolutely no chronological framework to support the author's conclusions. Hislop, for example, makes the claim that myths about Osiris and Ninus per​tain to the one person Nimrod, son of Cush. He fails to note that many centuries separate the earliest inscrip​tional reference to Osiris in Egypt from the much later dates assigned to Ninus and Nimrod by Armenian, Greek and Jewish writers.

Isis, wife of Osiris in the myths, is referred to in inscriptions of the Old Kingdom of Egypt many cen​turies before Semiramis (wife of Ninus in Armenian, Greek and Assyrian traditions) is presumed to have been born in Syria.

And the Jews' traditions about Nimrod make no as​sociation of Nimrod with the heroic legends of Ninus of Assyria. In fact, Alexander Hislop abuses such classical writers as Diodorus of Sicily when he attempts to link the biblical Nimrod with the Ninus of Diodorus' Library of History.

When referring to Nimrod, we should make reference to Genesis, not cite anti-Catholic polemics.

