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[y ridiculous to, regard the writers of the Gospel
Signorant and credulous men," for that la whate

Lr standards, Mark and Luke undoubtedly were.
rhe other questions connected with the hlstoricity
aits of the life of Christ pale into insignificance be-
ition of the nature of the Resurrection. On this
important subject I adopted the hypothesis of
Lke, which in its main outlines is supported by
ihies as Pfleiderer and Wernle. Against these
ýssor Kirkpatrick bas cited the names of the
,lars, Sanday and Denny. Of these scholars I
o say a word as to how eacli of them impresses an
ustomed to scientific reasoning in other fields of
Vhen sueli a man reade Professor Lake's book or
German scholars sucli as Harnack, Pfleiderer, or

tls that he is in a familiar atmosphere, where the
irly presented and dispassionately discussed. He
ays feel that the conclusions are well f ounded; but
U is put forward dogmatically. For every one
adduced, and an appeal la made to the reader'B
Pfleiderer distinctly disclaixns religious poleii;
the best way to combat a wrong view la to, put a
onpide it.
,n one opens the works of Sanday and Denny one
Jf ini a totally different atmosphere. The author
bis own opinion the superior poition of a pious
rnaturalIly a8s ure d of the truth of his own opinions,
1th a naughty world and pityingly patronizing
ers. With such an attitude no scientific mian
rsynipathy. In Sanday's book, '<Twenty Years of
the Life of Christ," lie speaks as follows: " The

olars have really done excellent work and one
,nd again that they are on the point of reaching
conclusions when they are balked by their

itsinn,' which seems to me to, be merely a begging
Mn." Again: " For Bomne time at len8t we should
ourselves the question, Io the account of an
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