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FOREWORD 
The occasion of this issue of CHRISTIANITY TO

DAY is the publication of the Westminster Study Edi
tion of the Holy Bible by the Westminster Press, a sub
sidiary of the Board of Christian Education of the 
Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 

It would be natural to expect, in view of the auspices 
under which this Bible appears, that its explanatory 
material will accord with that view of the inspiration 
and authority of the Bible that is expressed in the doc
trinal standards of the Church of which the Board of 
Christian Education is an agency. 

The two articles that follow-the one by an outstand
ing scholar in the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 
and the other by an equally outstanding scholar in the 
Presbyterian Church in the U. S.-make clear that such 
is not the case. It is somewhat surprising, therefore, 
that this Bible is being advertised as containing "a 
thorough explanation of what the Church believes about 
the Bible." 

If this Bible sets forth "what the Church believes 
about the Bible" it is passing strange that the Church 
requires its ministers and elders, on assuming office, to 
affirm their belief that the Bible is " the Word of God, 
the only infallible rule of faith and practice." 

No doubt it will be alleged that the doctrine of Scrip
ture assumed in this Study Edition of the Bible is in 
accord with the Westminster Confession just as it has 
been alleged that the doctrine of Scripture assumed in 
the New Cttrriculum is in accord with the Westminster 
Confession (A State'ment Regardil1g the New Cl£rricu
lum distributed by the Board of Chri,tian Education in 
reply to criticisms, p. 5). And that in face of the fact 
that the Westminster Confession asserts that "all the 
books of the Old and New Testaments" are "the Word 
of God written," that their "author" is "God (who is 
truth itself) ," that as they came from the hands of their 
human authors they were "immediately inspired by 
God," that the Holy Spirit witnesses to their "infallible 
truth and divine authority," and that "a Christian be
lieveth to be true, whatsoever is revealed in the Word, 
for the authority of God himself speaketh therein." It 
is open to those who will to maintain that the view of the 
Bible found in this Study Ed ition is a. better view than 
that found in the \Vestminster Confession of Faith. It 
passes comprehension that any informed person should 
maintain that they are the same, 

The full significance of this Study Edition, at least for 
the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A., will not be 
clear unless it be noted that one of its chief editors is 
Dr. James D. Smart, editor-in-chief of the New Cur-
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supply permits. 

riculum, and that it has been announced that the subject 
for study in the New Curriculum during the entire 
second year will be "The Bible," J t seems certain, there
fore, that Sunday School scholars in said Church, inso
far as it uses the New Curriculum, will be taught that 
the Bible is a faulty book that abounds in conflicting and 
even flatly contradictory statements. It is equally impor
tant to note in this connection that its chief editors in
clude three professors from Princeton Seminary, three 
from McCormick Seminary, one from Louisville Sem
inary and one from San Francisco Seminary-a fact 
that more than suggests that the view of the Bible 
taught in this Study Edition is being inculcated in the 
institutions training the great majority of the future 
ministers of said Church. 

Since it is probable that many pastors and teachers 
have been using the New Curriculum materials unwill
ingly and with the hope that changes would be made in 
it which would make it really Bible-centered and Bibli
cal, the following item is of special interest and signifi
cance. A Presbyterian minister of our acquaintance 
wrote to the editor-in-chief of the New Curriculum ex
pressing general agreement with the criticisms of it 
made by Dr. Allis in a Crit'ique, which was widely circu
lated throughout the Church last summer, and voicing 
the hope that the features objected to might be elimi
nated. He received a reply from which we quote the 
following: "I am sorry that I cannot promise any pos
sibility that the curriculum will develop into closer 
accord with Dr. Allis' vi~wpoint." This reply indicates 
how groundless is the hope of reform-from-within of 
the New Curriculum. If this answer is disappointing, 
the reason that is given in justification of it is worthy of 
very careful pondering. "His [Dr. Allis'] position for 
some years has been generally recognized as schismatic, 
and he represents a type of barren rationalistic ortho
doxy which is contrary to the great confessions of our 
Presbytel'ian Church." This charge is surprising and 
startling to say the least. One of the most seriolls of 
the charges brought against the higher critics, and one 
that has often been made, is that their attitude is ration
alistic, that they minimize or reject the redemptive 
Supernaturalism of the Bible-miracle and prophecy
as being contrary to or disproved by reaSOI1, and treat 
the Bible as a very human ancl fallible book. Dr. Allis 
has consistently maintained that the Bible is "the Worcl 
of God. the only infallible rule of faith and practice" and 
that the "Christian believeth to be true whatsoever is 
revealed in the \Vord. for the authority of God himself 
speaketh therein," J f this is "barren rationalistic ortho
doxy," it looks surprisingly like simple Christian (and 
Presbyterian) fa,itlt. As to the claim that his position 
































