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: d teok an ham.mor in
mail ¢t ,:11‘23:11:‘\;::1, softly uute him, and
bt h;u.] « pail inte his temples, and fas-
5‘“‘0;; "-.?mo the ground ; for h'? was fast
k..'?." l:m‘.L weary. 8o he died. .
&'-L;epfudith. the heroine of the .-\poc:Y
13 {,._wk which bears her name. .‘sh%
P-L'ui llolufornes, the _chief captain o
ki dongsor, the King of Assyria.
;\"bww-iii 6. 7, % Theu she come to the
J-u',mh. > the {ed, which was at Holofer-
l’lh-“ ml 100k Jown his fanchion frem
"‘c: ..w-,pd approached to his bed, and
}'m;‘.“]:{:l of the hair of his _?wnd, and
il 'b"xren"thrn me, O Lord Gob of ls
sid, Lis “av. And she swmoto twice
sacl, 1t.lilc‘ neck with all her m_ig]}f, and
‘u},:o:lgo}; away his head frem him.” Ju-
:iitbh <vi. 26, And there was none that
male the chiidren of ls'mcl any morg
afraid in the days ff"Judnh, nor a long
i er lier death, }
h“;%;,ill. Psalm \.1 6. “bpou th(;
wicked he shall rain snares, fite ;1111(‘
brimstone,’ and an horrible tempest sha

he vortion of their cup.”

buul.n 2¥ Fzekiel xxxviii, 22. “And 1
will plead against bim with _pestllonce n_nd
with blood ; and I will rain upon him,
and upon his bands, n‘nd npon many pao-
ple that ave with him, nn 0\'01'110\\"}ng
rain, and great hailstenes, ‘fire and brim-
stone.”

In the New Testament,—

1. Revelation xiv. 10. *The same

shall drink of the wine of the wrath of
Gon, which is poured out without mix-
ture inte the cup ef his indignation ; and
ho shall be tormented with ‘fire and brim-
glone’ in the presence of the Holy
Angels. and in the presence of the
hgl.b:-\s T canuot find any ether Bock in
the New Testament with the words “Fire
and Brimstone” in the order asked of in
your question, I submit the other passage
from the Revelation as No. 2:—
b 9. Revelation xxi. 8. “But the
fearful and unbelieving, and the nbomin-
abls, and murderors, and wharemengers,
and sercerers, and idolaters, and all liars,
shall have their part in the lake which
burneth with “fire and ‘hrimstone ;”
which is the second death.” )

P. S.—Perhaps your question intends
only one verso from one hookin each
Testament, if so, ploase take the ono
marked (a) for the O. T.), and the eno
marked () for the New).

181.—Eaa vir, 21. (The letters, ex-
cept J., I italicise)—*“And I, even 1
Artaxerxes the king, do make a decree to
all the treasurers which are heyond the
river, that whatseerer Tzra, the priest, the
geribe of the law of Gov of ﬂen\'en,s'hni!
royrite of you, itshall be done speedily.’

132.—To Mary Magdalene. (St M_urk
XVL, 9)—*New when Jesus was risen
early the first day of the week, lie appear-
ed first to Mary Magdalene, aut of whom
he had cast seven dovils.”

133.—There were Six. (St. John 11,
G and 7—“And therc were six waterpots
of stone, after the manmer of purifying of
the Jews, containing two or three firkins
apiece. Jesus saith unto them, fill the
water pols with water. And they filled
them up to the brim.

134.—"The 47th chapter of Isaiah, and
the 19th chapter of the 11 of Kings, cach
beginning' “And it came to pass when
king Ilezekiah heard it"—and ending,
¢ And Tisar-haddon, his son, reigned in
kis stead.”

185.—Joseph, the sonof Jacob, (Gone-
§is 1,, 26)—"So Joseph died, being an
hundred and ten years old, and they em-
balmed him, and he was put into a coffin
in Egypt.” -

- -
ON THE GREEK TEXT OF THE
NEW TESTAMENT.

Paper read Uefore the Rural Deanery of
Kingston, Diocese of Fredericton,
Ly the Rev. Francis Pariridge, M.A.,
B. D., llector of Rothesay, N.B
and Canon of the Calhedral.

{Continued.)

Tne five principal editions of the
Nue Tectament are i—
L. That of Eresmus, A. D. 1516.
This has been several times printed, and
18 DOW very rare. None of the MSS.
wln'ch_he ctonsulted are of very great
antiquity. The edition was executed in
great hasts, and is not thought much of,
Novertheless, to Erasmus belongs - the
distinguished honour of first -giving to
the world an edition of the entire V. 7.
(The first portion ever printed was by
Aldus Manutius at Venice in 1504, Also
8t. John’s Gospel was printed at - Tubin-
gon'in 1514), N

2. The Complutension, 1514. 'This
was 0ot allewed to be seld -unil 1523,

before which time Erasmus had printed
three editions. This is gencrally consid-
ered to have bsen formed frem comjpura-
tively modern MSS. enmly. - B. was
certainly not used. (Birch.) The original
MSS, from which this Text was con-
structed are said fo have been sold at
Complutum (Aleala in Spain} to a fire-
work dealer, fo make roekets with,
(Horne.)

3. Robert Stephens, 1546, (Paris).
This edition is noted as much for its
beauty of typography as for its correct-
ness. The edition of 1551 is noted as
being the first divided into verses. If
any of us have Valpey’s editien ef the
Greek Testament, this is the Text an
which it is founded,

1. Edition of Bezu, 1565. (Geneva),
Bez bad several advantages over former
editors. He had an ancient edition of
the Gospels and Aects, numbered above as
D., together with a MS. of St. Paul’s
Epistles, known by scholars as Cuder
Claromontanus, and the Syriac version
with Latin translatien. His edition of
1598 was adepted as the basis of the
Lnglish version of 1611.

5. The Tertus Receptus, 1624—33,
{Leyden). The editor of this version is
not known, The Elzevirs were the prin-
ters. The Toxt of this edition has been
the Laso of almest ail subssquent editions
until the present century, honce its name.
You will havo observed that the editions
heretofore havo been chiefly derived from
the Cursive M3S. apd versions; the
chief Uncials having either becn not yct
discovered, or not accessible.

But with the beginning of the present
century arose a new departure in the edit-
ing of the Sacrad Text, of which the main
characteristics may be said to be two
First, the regarding of the sutherity, us-
pecially since the discovery of the Sinaitic
MS,, of four or five Unciuls as far out-
weighing tha accumulated testimony of
hundreds of later origin ; and secondly,
the festing of the value of MSS, by their
arhitrary arrangesment into greups or
families. Ineed only mention the names
of Lachinann, (A. D, 1831—42), Tis-
chendorf (1849-59~70), Trogelles (1857),
and Alford, as the prominent names of
modern editors.

Taking the latter characteristic first,
this theory of classifying MSS. in accord-
anco with supposed recensions of the
Greek Testament, apparent in different
classes or familios of MSS. was eriginated
by Bengel, and adopted by Griesbacl,
and hasuow few supporters. But with
some ceminent crities it still appears to he
necessary first to dotermins the linenge
and aftinities of a MS., and then to
allow its weight as ovidence. Historieal
evidence of the descent of mest MSS.
is almost wholly waniing, and must be
supplied from conjecture. The labour of
arranging MSS, in families must bhe inter-
minable, and, after it isdone, can haveno
argumentative value, since it has no stable
foundation. Thers are absolutely no
data te vely en, save these which can he
extracted from the MSS. themselves ; and
it is casy to sce that prineiples founded
thereon will vary with each successive
editor.

And no concerning the weight really
due to the early uncials. My attention
was first attrcted to the suhject by exam-
ining the elition of the Greok Testament
edited by Tischendorf, (the sixth,) and
published by Mendelssohn, at Leipzie, in
1870,—a copy of which was given me,
with his usual kindness, by our Bishop.
In comparing this Text with the others,
and especially with the Texfus receptus,
which I used as the best standaid of com-
parison I possessed, (feunded chiefly en
Cursive MSS.,) I was pained to see in
how many huudreds of instances the text
is altered from that edition ; sometimes in
apparently the most arbitrary way, and
contiary to the sensc of the contexs, and
the genins of the passage, both in itself
and ag compared with other parts of
Scripture. This text of Tischendorf is
adopted after careful collation of the
Sinaific MS., and is professediy founded
upon it. We cam readily understand
that Tichendarf would place great reliance
on so ancient a MS as the Simaitic. He
discovered it. His pravicus high. esti-
mate of the earlier uncials would natural-
ly be increased by the finding of a parch-
ment. earlier than either of tham.
began to ask myself whether such exten-
sive alterations and omissions were fo be
regarded as 8 kind of prosf that enrlier
editiens founded on later MSS. had all
the time-been misleading us; and whe-
ther it-might not at least be possible that
the text of Tischendorf was the work of
a apecialist, who, ahserbed entirely in his
own view- of the: subject, did not make

proper allewance for the views of othars,

But I}

who though engnged in the same work,
did not follow the samo prineiples which
guided himself. T began then teo com-
pars different editions which were within
my reach ; and found, it wmust in can-
donr be confessod, that several eminent
scholars, e. g., Alford, Tregelles, Wesicott,
and Hort, were in swbstantial agroe-
went with him, At the =una  time,
others, e. g, Scrivener, Wordsworth,
were not.  And although it might seem
most presumptuous iR an obscure coun-
try parson to have any opinion at all on
the matter, I still was not. satistiod that it
conld be a correct principle of New Tes-
tament criticisin to rely forour ideal texi
upon some half-dozen MSS., ircluding
the evidence of hundreds of gthers,
especiadly when all are copivs, und the only
question ts as to their compurative unti-
quily. 1 thought, and compared, and
said nothing. ¥ Last winter, 1 read a
review of a work by Mr. Birks, of
Cambridge, of which I forget the exact
title, niot having the roview Ly me now,
but it bore on this very subject. 1
made some netes at the time, of which
I make frec use in concluding my
paper, .
[To be Concluded.]
—_————
CHATHAM, N. B.

Cuatirax follows quickly upon Wood-
steck in responding nobly to the Appeal
for special donations towards the D. C.
5. Deficiency Fund. It is creditable
alike to the respective Rectors, and to
tho individual members of cach Parish,
that so prompt and liberal a respenso
has been made. This is what we have
just had sont ws from Chatham :—

“The offerings for the D. C. 8. Do-
ficiency Fund, in St Paul's and St.
Mary’s Churches in this DPavish, on
Whitsun-Day, amounted o $138.64,
which, with the addition of $16 pre-
viously contributed, amounts to §154.64
thus far from Chatham {owards the
Deficiency.  Further contributions will
lic forthcoming, It is to be hoped that
s0 laudable an oxnmple will be imitat-
ed by othier Pavishos, and that without
delay, The deficit should lie wiped aut
at once. Wo should not depend alone
upon  iudividuai contributors seunding
their contributions to the place of do-
posit at Moncten, Let us have haund-
some 1'arochial contributioms from each
Parish in the Diecese that mway be in
a poesition to lend ils aid.”

——— -~ —

Tur  Archbishop of Canterbury has
conferred the degree of Bachalor in
Divinity on the Rev. W. Cyprian _Pink-
ham, incumbeut of Si, James' Church
Winnipeg in Rupert’s Tand, on account
of Nis general services lo tha Church,
and especially for his scrvices in the
cause of education.

Church, St. Catherines.” Now, Messrs.
Editors, 1 did nothing ef the kind. 1
recoived a bona fide olfer of the Rector
ship of' 8t. I'homas’ Chureh before I set
my foot in St. Catherinea: and had 1
beon requestad by the congregation to
put myself eu trial, 1 should not, under
any cirenmstances, have aceeptod {hio
position,

1t is somewhat amusing, after having
publicly denounced as pornicious and

degrading, the eunstom of preaching trinl

serinons, to fiud one’s self the subjeet of
such remarks as your issue of the Bth
inst, contains, The man who preaches
for position is but waking a stepping
slone of the Holy Gospel of God, and
ncither )ia nor the persons whe invite
him, can, in wmy eslimation, be possossed
of a high spirituality.

T hope, Sir, in justice net only to my-
self, butalso to your paper, you will
correct the mistaka made by making pub-
lic this letter; and ns an avidence that 1
am one with you in your denunciation of
thesa “pious exhibitions,” 1 begta enclosa
you a year's subscription {o your paper.

Remaining in great hnste,
Veory truly yours,
0. J. Baorn.

WIIT-SUNDAY OR WHITSUN-DAY
(To the Editors of the Church Guardian.) )
Strs,—1 was a litlle puzzled yesterdey
when asked to oxplain how it was that,
if the ordinarily naccepted derivation of
the name Whit-Sunday” aro correct, wa
speak of “Whilaun wook,” a8 in tho
Prayor Book. Hammond I'Mstrauge's
ingronious supposition does not holp us ot
all. He conjoctures that it was formerly
writlon Ifwil-Sunday, that is the eighth
Suuday, including FEasfer; with rofor
ence, no douht, to the “Feast of wesks."
And the other deviations of W(h)it-
Sunday, “NWi” being the older Tinglish
for “Wisdom,” in allusion to the great
gift poured upon the Apostles; nand
“White Sunday,” ns being one of the
great sorsons for Baplism intho Furly
Chureh, whon the candidaies were robod
in while, seem to forca the pronunciation
Whit-Sunday, and to forbid Whitsun-
Day. :

But on pushing the enquiry further,
L et with the explanation—quite naw
to me, though perhaps familiar to the
most of your roaders—ihat tho word
“Whitsun” is traced directly from tho
German word “Pfingsten,” which is iden-
tical with DPontecost, monning Jiftieth”
Whitsun-Day is therefore Pentecost Day,
(Acts ii, 1)

S. 8. Tracnen.

Monday in Whitsun Weck.

HAVE WE A PRIESTHOOD?

{To the Editors of the Church Guardian).
Sirs,—Your correspondent “F" jn
tho Crunon Guanpiax of April 8th, pro-
peunds a very serieus cueation ; one I
certainly did nol expeet to raise in sug-

Gorrespondence,

The columns of Tur CHurcl GUARDIAN
will be freely open to all who may wish
to use them, no mutler what the writer's
cliews or oprinions may be; but objection-
able personul langraye, vr doctrines con-
trary to the el wnderstood teaching of
the Church will not be admitled,

APPOINTMENT 10 PARISHES.

(T'o the Editors of the (*hurch Guardian.)

S1rs,—I was both surprised and ploaged
to see your leader on “Appointment to
Parishies,” May 6th.  Surprised, hecause
L was thinking of asking admission for
such an article, and pleased that you pub-
lished it just at this time, viz., before the
wmecting of Synod. [ wish simply to be
permitted to ask the membors of the
Synod to give the subject particular at-
tention during tha next few weeks, in
order that they may be fully prepared to
vote on the motion which Tamn pledged
to bring forward. Many of us look upon
the subjectasone of the highestimportance,

‘ D. C. Moore. -

APPOINTMENT TO PARISHES.

{To the Exlitors of the Church Guardian.)

MoxTreAL, 13th May, 1880,
Sms,—“To err is human.” T suppose
editors and newspaper correspondents sra
10 oxception to the rule., The Dominion
'Ohurchman makes s false statement,—the
Chuoror  Quanrpiay perpetuates -it, and
states that “the Rev. O. J. Beoth preach-

od ‘by special request st 8t Thomas’

gesting a  distitetive appollation for
clergymen; and one Iam loth to eutor
upon, becauso Lhe coniroversy has, in
past times, run to such great lengths. It
appears to me o have passed oul of the
province of argument and to rest in con-
viction—those who believe in r Priesc
hood heing fully satisfied of the corroct-
ness of their position ; thoss who do not
s0 heliave, being determined that there
is not, nor shell he, any such thing.

To my mind the objection to & Pricst-
hood—of course mneithér “F” nor 1
mean Priest as devived from Presbyler,
but the office as canveyed by the Greek
Hiereus—arises to a great extent, 1f net
wholly, from prejudice. That we are
naturally opposed to a sacrificial Priest-
hoad, I do not beliave. Tather, I thinlk,
that the deepest feelings of our nature
go out towards that ; and the fuller, the
mere devout, and stronger our religion,
whether Christian er not, the moroe do
we beliave in, and wish for, such an
office. But the abusc ef an officc by
tho office-bearcrs, soconer or later, mokes
men ill-disposed towards the o'fice itself.
And there have hosn sacrilegious Priests
from the days of Hophui and Phineas fo
the men who held the Priesthood before
the Reformatien. Ome quotation from
Massiogberd will give an - idea of what
that was: “If is impossible here to
enter. upon the scandal which .maets.us
in every page of the Church history of
these times arising frem the unhappy on-
deavour fo enforce calibacy . . . It
seems to have .given riso to what are
called  left-handed marriages . . . .
But it is an odious task te investiga
such matters” (tho English - Reformation
Ch. xiii.) - Also from™ “The Church's

broken - Unity.”~ “The Latin Church

sunk into coreuption by the vemality and
proflizacy of her chiof prelates.” ~ This
Wwas the state of' things just preceding the
Reformation : bt * Baronius, an his-
torian of great vepufation among the
Reman party, deseribes tha whelo Chureh
duringthe fthaud 10th conturies as * ex-
veedingly  fond. " (Ihid ) Now, the
Chureh could nol hoave arived at s
state without a Yong amd gradual depay-
ture from purity.  dnd during the whelo
fime the people would, with inercasing
conviciion, aseribo the sins of the Priest
to the otlice of the PVriesthead, uuntil
the Keformation thewe wasa strong will,
in that groat numbar who will not vx-
amite causes, to sweep tho whole thing
away, awd the ware so becruse of the
implicit confidenes formerly placed in
tho Priests. The process of defection
was slow ; the process of veeovory will
beslow, B, | holieve, it wants but a
firm amd disereet assortion of the oxis-
tence of such an oflice, with the neces-
sary aud insoparvablo sanetity of life, te
bring peoplo (o a thaukful acknowledyge-
ment of the power and duties of o 1'riast,
But this is ot argumont, excopt as to
the canse of tho change of sentiment;
and I don't wish to argue, bhut [ must
give somo ronsons why 1 am convinced
of the necossity of a DPriestheod. Owr
Lord isvepontedly stylod our Tiigh viest,
and L fail tosve how thero can he a Iligh
Pricst without subordinate Priosts, And
Christ identifies Himsolf most intimatoly
with His diseiples—tho Body Tucorperate
of 1is Church—they are vno with Him.
Aud 8t, Pan! sponksof them as standing
to their follow-men . Chrisl's sicad,
raally offecting reconcilintion by Chriat,
bocause Gon “hath commitiod unto us
tho werd of reconeilintion.” And recon-
ciliation is a Priestly anel, for “in ull
things it behoved Himv to bo made like
unto His brothren that e might boa
woreiful and faithful High riest in
things perlaining to Gop 1o make rocon-
cilintion fer the sins of the people” If
tnall things Ma is made like uulo His
Lrethren, in @ll things Tlis hrothron must
be made like unte Him. A Priest is ono
crdained to offer gifts and sacrilices unte
Gon, so that prosenting gifts nlone on the
altar would imply tho P'riestly office ; but
St. Paul, to my mind, cloarly roprenents
the Moly Lucharist as & Sacvifies, { Cor.
x. 14, 21.  The late Bishop of Toronto,
in his charge o the Synod, 187%, says:
“1If any one bo called n‘Sacordotalisl’
Lecause he hns & roverence for (he 1'viost-
ly offics, ns comprehonding those who
have authority to administor the divinely-
appointed aud rofreshing Sacraments, ho
doca not feel that he is contravening but
obeying his Lord's will.  And if he mag-
nifics tho office becausa (he hianamission
of thalt nuthority camo from Christ {0
His Apostles, and from them to whom il
is imparled by their Episcopal successors,
he has eatisfaction and thankfulness in
tha conviction that this is nol a usurpod
aunthority, but enc divinely communi-
cated.” Tut not only does the power to
offer gifts and aacrifices censtilule a
Pricst, the power (o bind nnd loose,
remit and to retnin sins, to Lless and to
ban, eglablishes the Sacerdetal characler.
And this, of all our Saviour’s utlcrances,
is amoug the strongest and most unques-
tionable. My epinion is, that without
Sacerdotalism—poworful  amd  purg—-
powerful as it is, pure as it must be—
there is little hope for tho Church.
Withont thal as o pecessary parl of
Apostelic succession, we shall divide nud
sub-divide till we lack names lo expross
the divisions, anl gradually merge into a
Blank and staring infidelity, as the scels
are now doing. ¢

This is necessarily o cursory view of
an important, an awful thing, which
requires an essay rather than a communi-
cation to a public journal. I am em-
harrdssed, not by want of matter of
proof, but by want of skill lo choose and
errange. ~ Allow me fo recommond “ I "
to consult Sudler's “The ono Offoring”
as o conciso, clear, and lemporale work
on the subject. o

: Yours faithfully,

Paireccresia,
May I0th, 1880,

P.'5.—Let me ndd, s somothing that
will have weight, at lesst, with true
Churchmen, thatin the 1st century, A,
D. 96, Clemens Romanus and othars,
styled the Sacrament of the Lord’s Sup-
per-an. Oblntiqq" ; 10w, an oblation is
an offering, @ sacrifice. This was during
the life of 8f. John.” Then in A. D,
160, while-the memory of the Apestlos -
wea still fresh, and. their téaching housa-"

hold: words, this’ mystery is called bys

Justin Martyr and” 36 Cyprian *The ,
Saerifice.” - - P:



