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'' VimW " hT™=«if K f '''^''°"«»' "'•"fi" on the part ofvmdex himself, where he quotes me as attributinir to him

SZs: "h't lo'f
""'
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' miehi L^^^f K ^^'T ""^ <^°"«™«ion which I thought

lor V index to accept that construction or not as hppleased
:
u was «./ for him to turn round and say that I hadm terms, attnbuted that construction of his nosUion L"vf

S'^f " ^""^ °' '"'^'"8^"^^ '" su'chrane^t^
But was my construction of his position really a fair ohp

fl!" T''"'2"T'" I'Wnkitwas. " Vindex "^ys on

everse "of m"'--'!""
"'^'' "^ '^""^ ^'^'^^ was "KyS H ^ mterpretation of it. Let us examine thepoint Here are my words

:

,i,."i^ u'' PJ^'™'"="'y to discussing the sudden collanse ofthe walls of Jericho, and other incUlents of a like nature mvcritic would wish to go into the evidence for the resurrectionof Jesus, holding apparently, that the former fee" woXbecome niore probable, if the latter could be proyed It ^
h.?nH ,i" ^°7.u'

*' '' "'^^ P°"^y- To tell peoplebeforehand that, if they onceadmit the Resurrection, they wHl beforeyer estopped from questioning any maryel h« '' ^^,

grotesque, that may be asserted to stand In al . "iZrelation to ,t, is perhaps not the best way to secure a n^rfectly unprejudiced consideration of su^h eWdence as maybe adducible for the central miracle."
=™^"'=« ^ may

Now " Vindex " does not in the least deny haying nutforward the miracle of the Resuirection as sonUkg whkh

of lerfchf ? tv^?u^ '?' '""^ ""™''™^ as'thatof the fanot Jericho. I ask, therefore, any man of common senseand common honesty, what this could possibly™"sunposedto mean, except that, if the miracle of?he resurrectTonTreonce proved, he would proceed to show such an orgin cconnection between that miracle and those of the o"d Test!

Z"! S™n^"?' """ '^^ '^«^' ™"'d have to be belieyed
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'?.' '"^ ^''^^ "^ '"« fo™er. Theacceptanve, .hererore, oi the central miracle would, 7i>Am it,


