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Frratwon—Page 7. The wonls in & poaronthesis, which form (e 50th
ling, should bave been fnserted immelistly after the word Eiwy, in
the proceding T,



REPLY

0 THE AUTHOR OF *A REVIEW OF TWO ENQUIRIES
INTO THE GROUNDS ON WHICH THE PROPHETIC PERIOD
OF DANIEL ANT ST, JOHN HAS BEEN SUPPOSED TO CON-
SEST OF 1980 YEARS" v No. 1L o7 The SEGRNING WATCH,
Pace 500,

SIR,

In your Review of the Pamphlets which §
have lately published, on the Prophetic Period of
1260 days, there are some mis-statements so
gross, that I should do injustice to the cause
which I am attempting to advocate, were I to al-
low them to pass unnoticed.

Before I proceed to them, however, § will
notice what you have said respecting My. Ir-
ving's statement, in his preface to the work of
Lacunza—* [f you will interpret the periods li-
“terally, you may as well interpret the other
“ parts literally.” To this I replied, that 1 do
interpret the other parts as literally as 1 inter-
pret the days; and that, as far as I know, Mr.
Irving, and all other commentators, de interpret
the beasts as literally us I interpret the days—
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T am sorry, Sir, that you should descend w
such eriticism as to expend half a page, and six
notes of admiration, on what you call my “ care-
lessness™ by which “the words of the angel are
imputed to Daniel.” T really do not sec that it
mikes any material difference to the argument,
whether the words were uttered by Daniel, or by
that  Saint” whom (though you are pleased to
decide that he was an “angel” and “mysterious”)
you also call “the Revealer of secrets;” and
whose language might therefore be expected to
be at least as intelligible as that of the prophet.
I know not how far it may be permitted, by the
rules of modern criticism, to speak of the words
of Scriptiire, as the words of the Author by whose
name that book is called in which they stand ;
but T know that it was done by those whom 1
presume you did not intend to include in your
witty censure.* As, however, in your trium-
phant drollery, you have quite slipped away from
the argument, 1 will repeat it in a form which
does not admit of the same evasion. 1 will put

& 4 Now that the dead are raised, even Mosks shewed
ut the bush, when B cALLED the Lord, the God of Abra-
haim, the God of Isac, and the God of Jucoh.” Luke,
xx. a7,

 *First, Mosgs sartu, I will provoke yon {o jealousy
by them that are no people, und by a foolish nation 1 will
anger yous but Esaras is very bold and sairn, I was fonnd
of them that sovght me not.”  Rom. x. 19, 20,






