not. What thc Apostle Paul ¢id was this. The 01d
Tostanent was there, but to thst Jesus Christ had added
the gospel. .4nd when the gospel had becen added, the ipostle
Paul had learned it fron Jesus Christ and he preached it
in his own words. He did not interpret it. There is no neecd
to interpret the scriptures at all. God interprets the
scriptures.

Qe I agree there. 4Ae By givins concrete exanples
of how it works, as we were discussing this norning.

BY MR. DUPUIS:

Q. ©So you naintain that you never interpret, nor
corient on the Bible at all? 4. I will not say that we do
not bomnent on it.

[Lo
0. This book is not a corment on the Bible. It is

a cornentary.
MR. MiYBANK: He says he does not interpret, but he
does corment. .
MR. DUPUIS: Yes.
BY MR. HANSELL:
Q. Of course, I have no objection to interpreting
the Bible. I think this is a free country and I believe in
religious liberty, and I believe every man has a right to
that. A. I have objection to interpreting the Bible,
not because of any law in the country, but because Alnighty
God does his own interpreting. It is the duty of a Christian
to read the Bible and do what it says, and not to twist its
neaning by interpreting it.
BY THE CHAIRMAN:
N« Do you say that the Bible, thc New Testasent
and The Acts of the Apostles from which you have been quoting
were not interpretations of the Word of God? A. Wéll, I say
that Alnighty God inspired the men who wrote the New Testarient

to say what they did say. Thosc rien wereinspired of God



