
resurrection in their literal mming and seepte then as this.

When he meet* the radical, he has a clear question to discuss. U

the historical reliubiflti of the gospels is demonstrated an honest

radical nuet adnit the fact of the reaurrectics and, oceed to Give

consideration to its bearing on his own duty tcwcxd this ever-liflng

lard. Uith the Itbaral tt is hardsr to doe. He t!ztstS Words so

far 'roxn their natural significance thatit is difficult to prove to

his that any particular passage has a definite neaniug. his netho4

of interpretation can thn'i'70 alst any thought fran a coaptar, aM

can igore the nnt seenaly obtcua teaching.

Thin, of course, is net to sugn that all I n;Lrr4 gmat

be interpreted fltaralir. 343cc averi other bit or graat literatu.re,

the bible contal os many fig4rst3 of s*och. Those add treneadously

to the beaty of Cut pai!s'iges ti's thay, acorn'. Uora thait that,

they make its rttnvdng elanrer. Than Chri:t mid., 'O eoorrtion of

v.tper&' (hbtSthew la:34), H did nfl sug,at that his hearers were

CrL1i71t?Sj reptiles, but Ito did apress a judgment -W/&4r chanotor

more clearly than cauld. have been damn by a tie 'naragn'rh of

literal discourse. fljues of speech are a Canaan and usnt'zl tart

of all language, including the language of the Bible. Their presence,

however, gives no warrant for the type of taterpretation sometimes

called. 8stirttualtnttont, which consists in interpreting all the

elements of a passage as figures, until the pastagn has no literal peg

on uhich to hang aM nay mean anything or nothing according to the

whim of the reader. A pinch of salt on a dish of vegetables adds to

its flavor and increases its food value, but a cupful of salt poured.
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