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disciples of ail the nations, baptizing therm
in tho iiame of the Fathor and of the
Son and of the I-foiy Gbost ; leacling Ment
Io obsc'rz'c &I /hilgs wîhzso,'ve;,' I co//l-
iýzaided'i.)ot"

Now, baci jesus elscwlherc ciearly and
distinctiy tauglit that theso I-is first dis-
ýiples wec to bc inspired of God to speakz
and wvrite I-is commands for the wvorid,
and that no others w\cre to bc clothied with
this authority, thon the sentence. "tea-chi-
ingr thcmn to observe ail tbingswaoec

Î conimanded you," wouid naturaily bc
an allusion to such provious, dofinite teach-
ing. But there is no such prcvious teaci;-
ing, cithor wvritton or any wvhec alluded to.
Tion it is evident this sentence cannot
possibly bc burdened with such wveighty
thoughit. The utmost that can bc said of
it ,is, that it is a genciral command froin
jesus to ail Ris folloivors to the end of
time, and therefore cannot possibly be
made to teach the doctrine of the inspira-
tion of the Ncu,- Testament scrptures.

Ronce is evidenit our contcntian that no
doctrine of inspiration has for its founda-
tion the w~ords of Jesus Christ either re-
coïdcd as directly spokon by J-im or as
indirectly attributed to Rimn by I-is first
disciples.

But did any of the cariy disciples, os-
pecialiy those w~ho wvrotc those Scripturcs
dlaimi such inspiration ? Wel, those tieir
writinps are open to a-ill for consultation as
to their answers to this question. Can any
one point ont any sncb definite dlaim in
tbem? Who wvill namo chapter and verse
of such comprehiensive dlaim? It is truc
that Paul in some of bis wvritings, declares
that, concerning some minute matters
regarding the regula-ti on of the cburch
founded by himn at Corinth, hoe had the
mind of the Lord in wbat hoe wrote. But
there is no dlaimn in this to regulate otl'er
churches, iiot founded by himself, wvhilst in'
some other matters hoe distinctly states
that hoe docs not write as consciously bav-
ing the mind of the Lord or at least, only
thinks hoe bas.

Now, even if theso his wvritings to the
Corinthians bc accepted as inspircd, on
the strengytb of PL'aul's own staterment, as
hie docs not appeal to somoe distinctive,
special authority given to him, iii common
wvith tho twve aposties, hoe must bc un-
derstood as being inspircd aftcr the man-
nor that ail tho followvcrs of Christ may bc
inspircd, and so, thero is no proof in Paui's
utterances for the miodern idea of inspira-
tion.

J-Jnce is cvidont the fact that the mo-
dern definitions of the inspiration of the
New Testament Seriptures do not rest on
the toachings of Christ or any of Ris
al)osties or flrst disciples.

But such a surprising conclusion natur-
ally demands more than a passing thoughit.
If such bc iiot the foundation of the in-
spiration of the New Testament, can there
be any adequate foundation for such dog-
ma? To ask this question is to answver it
in the negativo. It is much the samie as
to asic if' any building can bave an adc-
quate founda*tioni if Al solid matterial, is left
out of its foundation. In short, it means
that, at best, ail inspiration dogmas,
which includo iii them authoritative toach-
ing, are theories oniy, and can neyer be
anythinig eisc to hiiin wvbo without super-
stitious roveronco for traditionai teaching
examines thecir claims.

But this conclusion is opposed to the
gcneral toaching of Christendomn. Cer-
taînly. it is, and that is the chief reasun why
it is and wvill. bc rejected. " Thou shiait
note follow the multitude to do cvii, 'is
good wvholesome advice to ail Christians,
provided it is restricted* to the multitude
outside the church, but it is Iaughied to
scorn wvhen it dlaims to include themnseives.

Howvever, truth is truth, no matter how
treated, and so it wviil continue a truth to
the end of time that the ideas of the in-
spiration of the New Testament Scrip-
tures, now almost universally accepted, are
built on a foundation of sand, are the very,
essence of superstition.

What then is the origin of these theories ?
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