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sion in connection with particular points where he labels, what 1s the dis-
pensationalist view, and see what it has to do with dispensationsali@é}in any
proper sense of the word, what he attributes to dispensationalists, in many
cases, and how he distinguishes his view in some cases from it, it is very
interesting, and sometimes a very difficult line to draw. Now we¥ were in
the midst of a subject and it wasn't an even place to break. So I didn't
ggp at 20 after. Supoose we stop for 10 minutes.....

..... There are two copfies of this book of Young's in the library.
Please don't enybody take 1t out of the lilbrary. I am not sure whether it
has been put on reserve or not. If you find it not on reserve, mention it
to the librarian. I would like you at xzamssx sSome of these keg poinits to
see what Dr. Young says, kmm about there interpepetations. Xaxax Farrar's
Expositor's Bible is a good example of the first view I mentioned. There are
many liberal commentaries, and they atrl take this view. Farrar is not a
modernist in theusual sense. He was a fine believerf in Christ. His life of
Christ is a splendid work , but on the kmk book of Daniel he takes the modern-
ist position, and his book is a good presentation of that viev. The Young is
a good presentation of this. Pusey wrote his work on the prophecy of Daniel
which is not strictly a commentary, but a series of lectures, written about
a hundred years ago. Pusey belonged to the so-called Oxford movement in
England, a High @kxrxx Church movement in the church of England. But a move-
ment which strongly opposed modernism, and stood for the dependability of
the Word of God, and put great emphasis on the death of Christ. Many of the
Oxford movement wkExx wené over into the Ek Catholic Church, two of them, I

believe became cardinals in the R.C. Church Ofhers such as Pusey did not do

so, but remained in the Cnhuech of England. Pusey's book is a fine presentation

from this second viewpoint. Now somefone may say, We here are interested in
interpretation. We none of us take the modernist viewpoint. Why bother now
then to consider it? Why not putyxmm our Whole attention between &he second
and the third views. My answer is that while it is true that this is not a

critical course, and our primary basis is not to prove the authenticidy or
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