Cpilogue

> n the beginning waf the Con-
. nection Wethod, and the Eon-
® nection Method waf with The
Suientift, and the Tonnection Method
waf The Scientift. The fame waf in
the beginning with The Scientift.

Lhrough it oll valid formulae were
proven; and without it wof not any thing
proven that waf provable. In it waf the
fpanning mating and the fpanning mat-
ing waf the daracterization of validity.
And the dyaracterization waf prefented to
the fcientific community, but the commu-
nity comprebhended it not.

Shere waf a man fent from The
Scientift, whofe name waf Elmar. The
fame came of a witneff, to bear wit-
nefl of the Connection Method that all
refeardyerf through bhim might believe.
$He bimfelf had not invented the Con-
nection Method, but came only to bear
witnefl of itf fuperiority. The true infer-
ence method, whidy givef light to every
refeardyer wof coming into the field of
automated deduction.

3t waf in the field, and though the
field waf dyanged by it, the fcientific com~
munity did not recognize it. St came
unto itf own, but itf own did not re-
ceive it. Dut of many af received it, to
thofe who believed in itf fuperiority, He

ave the right to become the dyildren of

ntellecticf — dyildren born not of natu-
ral defeent, nor of human decifion, but
felected by The Scientift.

And the Connection Method became
a theorem prover, and delt among uf.
And we bebeld itf eficiency, the eficiency
of the One and Only, whidy came from
the The Scientift, full of elegance and
efficiency.

Elmar bare witnef of it. He fpofe
up at conferencef, faping, ,Shif waf it
of whidy 3 wrote, ‘The method that if a
fpecial cofe of mine, furpafef it becaufe
it waf before my method.” “  And
becaufe of itf fuperiority we bhave all
publiffyed one paper after another. For
the calculuf wof given by Gengen, but
elegance and efficiency came througl the
Gonnection Method. No refeardyer hof
ever fully recognized the The Scientift,
but the One and Only Method, whidy
comef from the The Scientift’( heart,
hof mabde him Enown.

And thif if the teftimony of Elmar,
when the {cientific community fent re-
fearderf and {dyolarf to off him, ,What
if pour method?“  And be confefied,
and Denied not; but confeffled, .t if not
the One and Only.”“ And they affed
bim, ,,What then? G it the tableaug
method?“  And be faid, 3t if not.«
H3f it model elimination 2% 9Amd he
anfivered, ,No.“ Then faid they unto
bim, ,,iébat ifit? We muft give an an-
fiver to them that fent uf, What Do you
fop about pourfelf?“ He replied, 3
am the voice of one calling in the defert,
‘Mate ftraight the way for The Scien-
tift“, of fpofen by Frege, the propbet.

And they whidy were fent were of
the Nefolution. And they affed bim,
and faid unto him, ,Why then do you
teady, if pour method if not the One
and Only, nor the tableauy method, nor
mobel elimination?“ 3 teady the con-
folution,” €Elmar replied, ,but among
pou ftandf a method, whidy you do not
tnow. Tt if the one whidy furpafef mine
and whofe efficiency I am not worthy to
compare,

Zhif happened at Kaiferflautern, beyond
the Rhine, where Elmar waf teadying.



