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(1) If the gift of tongues consisted iii the ability to speak one or more
foreign. laxîguages, it w0iuld not hiave been truc as aflirrned ý.I. Cor. xiv. 2),
thiat "lie that speakethi ini a tongue 51)eaketh not unto nien but unto God;
for no mnazî uîîderstaindebli hua;i but in the spirit hie speaketh mysteries."
Surely this caîniot bc truthfully affimed cf speakcing- in amy language. The
very purpose of language is to bc the mîedium of conmmunication between
tian and inari; and it cannot be affirnîed of any laxîguage, broadly and with-
out qualification, as the apostle does of this tongue-spcaking, that "1no titan
understandeth inii," that speaks it. (2> Then if tliis were tho nature of
tlîis rift, there wou]d bc no ground for the contrast of it (v. 6) with revela-
tion, knowiedge, prophesying or teaching. Ail these înay bu done in any
language, aud withi one hanguage, providing it is fully developed and
th(>roitçghIly orgaiîized, as well as another. (3> Upoi the theory under con-
sideratioiî, the difictilty arising front the absence of an interpretitioil of
îvhich the apostie speaks (v. 25) would liave been impossible, for every
one whio spoke in a foreign language wvhicli lie understood, would be
able to translate it ixîto bis own veriiacular. (4> This theory cain scarcely
be regarded as consistent wvith whiat the al)ostle satys of is- own practice
(v. 1.8), tlîough hie îossessed the gift of tongues iii a high degree, lie tells
us lie did flot exercise it iii the Churchi-the inference is thînt lie ouly used
it iii private, and we can scarcely inmagine sncbi a thing, as that lie shouId
lhave beeîî iii the habit cf perforining his l)rivate devotioiis iii a foî'eign

lgag. (5) Fiiially, tlîis theory is iîîcoîîsistent withi the apcstle's
tieatment cf the subjeut in 1 Cor. xii. and xiv. He does not say a single
%word about the propriety of usinig this gift wvien foreigners hiappencd to
be present iii t]îeir assetublies, or about its value as a, meaiîs of preaclîing
thîe Gospel iii foreigi parts, enabling mien te speak to, the heathien iiii
languages thîey hiad iiever learned. The silence of Paul, and indeed al
thie New Testamient wvriters, oui this aspect cf the subject is entireIy
inexplicable oii thîis theory.

For these and other reasoîis-some of tliern toe critical to bc appro-
priately introduced in this article-the nîost lcarned -of the modern cern-
mnetators have found thîcunselves crnpelled te abandon what is certainly
tlîe inost ancient, and is probably still the miiost, generally accepted view cf
the gift cf touigues. 1Neander and Meyer and Beet, theugli aimcig the most
reverent and conservative expositors cf the Word cf qod, have been forced
te the conclusion thiat the thîeory thiat the gift cf tongues was a iniraculcus
gift of ]aîîguages, or that the speaking in a tongue was speaking a
lauuguage at ail, in the ordinary acceptation of the terni, is entirely
nutenable. Tite difficulýy, hiowever, whicli ail "of tliese learned expositors
have found te le mnost perplexing is liew to reconcile whiat is clearly the
teaclîing cf St. Paul (1. Cor. xii. and xiv.>, with tlie account given (Acts, ii.)
cf the desceuit of the Hoiy (iîost on tl'e day of Peiîtecost and the effeets
whichi followed. Froni the former cf thiese sources Neander cencludes as
follows:-

lIn the gift cf tomgmes the highi andI eestaitie consciousness in respect te, God
alotie prcopoud(erated, while tie cousciousiiess cf the %world ivas whîcliy with-
<lrawn. liu this conîdition the mecdiumu cf con.munication be.tween thec ceply
muovcd iniward inan and the cxternal world was wholly waîîting. What lio
.spoke in ibis condition, froiîu the stroug impulse cf us emnotions and inward
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