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pure, unitadutlterateci word of God for- ail
men.

VVhen, thon, thicy left out of the revised
text the word fasting so as to makc Mark
ix. 29 rcad : "T'his kind can comc f6'ith
by nothing but by prayer-," andi left a
simiilar verse altogether out of Matthe'v's
gospel,.- they left out some of the inspired
wvords of God. And so of miany another
passage. No wvondcr, tlicrefore, that oui-
confident q ucstioner wvas greatly pcrllec
when we simpiy drew his attention to thcse
things. Andi so will any stiekier for the
modemn dogmna of insoiration bc put to, bis
wi<'s ends to -et around the difficulty.

The only w'ay to get around it is to aclopt
the tactics of the cuttle-flsh, which inks the
sea around itsclf anci thien bides behinci
the darkened mixture. Whio 6f aill the
theologians wvill nicet such simple issues
with short replies? Wordy explanations
are noodful for ther-nselve-s even. For it is
only afters.pinninaastritng ofla],tituides that
they cani assume that they themrselves are
sure of the truth of their dogmina.

Just look again at the simnplicity, of the
argument wvhich overthrows aIl thecir w~ordy
explanations. If 0fliy one ver-sion is the
wxord of the Lord, then none others are,
and as ail the versions îvith whichi wx' are
acquainted differ, it is impossible to cor-
rectly know which is the grenuine w~ord of
the Lord.

If the original inanuscript onfly is the
truc word of the Lord to inan, we caninot
apply any humnan rules to discover thec
original text amnidst the rnultiplied vari-
ations. For as the word of the Lord is
divine and niot hunan, ail the ruies w'hichi
schola.rs go by in discovering the original
text of profane authors are out of place in
searching for the divine text, seeing it cani-
iîot be showmî that the divine ivould con-
form itself to the humani idiosyncrasies of
the writer. It would not beto search afler
Paul's opinions, but after what God told
hirn, irrespective of bis personal views.

For example, if there \vas soi-ne cloubt
as to the exact wvorcs wvhich Goci spoke to
Saut wher, on bis way to Damiascus, bow
'vould Paul's style of writing or bis peculiar
env"ironm-enit throiv any liglit on the sub-
j2ct ? Thiese w~orcls of the Lord ruish into
bis history as a somnething foreignl to it ail
-ikze a rekin nature.

And such is the character of ail personal
reVelations. Hou' fix up thec ciati of GocI
to r\braliuni and clear it of inaccuracies bY'
the orclinarV rnetbocls of criticismn ? V/bat
about the word of the Lord to Samuel,
wvben lie was called on to utter bis vengeyfutl
message to bis foster-fatlher, Ehi? Did imot
this run couniter to ail bis pre\'ious thoughits
and imagiingiS? Incieed, if any rules of
criticismn could be îapplied to, succb messages
fromi God it %vould be the rule of con trarios;
and so we sb ould ratier bc suspicious of
any passages of an inspirel 'vriter wvhich
\Vould cor-ne under the ordinary mules of
criticismn, as givingr signs of a hur-nan rather
than a divine origin.

But ail this snar! of per-plexities is donc
awav wvith whien the Bible takes its proper-
place as a hurnan production, but as the
only boolk wbich contains the history of
the word of the Lord to men culminating
in thle history, of the flrst mnan 'vho gave
himnself up in the absolute sense to bc con-
trolied, tauglit and guided by the w~ord of
the Lord atone.

WITCHERY.

bE istory of Saul furnishes manv
lua tesson to the close student.

Saul once knewv the voice of the Lord
and obeycd. V/hon hoe did so, ail ivont
w-cil. But Uic time came w~hen hoe began
to hiesitate iii bis obodience, to temporize.

Impatience of delay ini waiting, for God's
time tost hirri bis lkingdorn in prospective.
1-alf-iîearted obedience sea]ed bis doorn.

'And then followed years of trouble, and
finatiy destruction.
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