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fjihg to ttic trulb of th^ gospel." We here

see that Peter so far forgot himself, and neg-

leetcd to watch and pray, that he became

involved in criminal hypocrisy—We say cri-

minal hypocrisy; for he led others into the

same evil line of conduct, and that too on

a most important suhject. When it is re-

collected that Peter's conduct had referencg^

to one pf the mpst important subjects of the

Gospel, which he endangered, that he was

leading men from JcsUs Ghrist to human

inventtons, that this conduct of Peter was

inost contrary to his own ^judgment* the

.term i criminal hypocrisy' will not appear

Peter's conduct was a real Sin^

not> certain imprudenceJ' In Acts 11, we

find some of the circumcision contending
,

with Peter for his going among the Gentiles,

aiid preaching to tliem. The Apostle jus-

tified himselfi:by entering into a full expla-

tiation. both of his conduct, and of the mo-

tiS'es by whicd he was influenced i and it

""

is particularly observable that he rests his

defencei kot on AiTi- AUTiioBitY thai?

HE POSSESSED—though this, had he pos-

~Jessed such authority as the text gives hini>

' if it gives him any thing, would have been

^-^f too strong.
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