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- MESSIAMOI PROPHEOY-A SEQUEL.

INTRODUCTORY REMARKS.

SiNcE, the appearance of my article on this subJect in the
Oetober inumber of the QLTARTERLY lust year, an unexpected
and, in some respects, unpleasant agitation has occurred in
consequence of it. From soine of the exceptions taken to my
discussion, as well as £romn some of the objections urged against,
it, 1 find that my theory of propheey has been sadly misinter-
pretedl. A number of niy critics have utterly inisconceived the
nature and design of my investigation. Had this not been the
mae, they could. not possibly, it seerns to me, have inisrepre-

8entedl it so completely as thef -have.
While certain critios have failed entirely to apprehend xny

meaning on niany important points, it is to me remarkable, if
not eK:traordinary, that, in every instance, the critical, scholars
-who have spontaneously reviewed the article in prominent,
literary periodicals have correctly apprehended every essential
feature of xny view, and. have duly emphasized its scientific and
-religions value. Througrhout the year, indeed, 1 have received,
-nonth after month, the rnost encouraging testimonies respect-
ing its niature and importance from special Biblical students
-throughiout the continent of almost every shade of thought.

The former article was merely a conduzised. outline of the
Bubjeet. In order to make the investigation at ail complete, I
-was compelled to, study brevity and compression. Had I
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