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For aurself, wve hesitate not ta utferiy
dispute the authority. of these deliverances.
That part %vhich recagnizes the possibiiity
of Gentile as w~eii as Jew walking ih the
Spirit is in harman, with the teaching of
Christ, and wvas plainiy taughit ta Peter
and through him ta ail the rest by the
Hoiy Ghost, but the rest of the deiver-
ânces do flot stand on this basis, and,
mareover, they take fia authority wvhat-
cver froni the simple fact of bcing the
soiemn verdict of this first council.

For Protestants ta attach the smallest
particle of autIzoity ta them is ta play
into the hands of Romanisai. Fur grant
ed the authority of the anc set af deliver-
ances, and iran logic demands that they
g>ranit like authority, ta the Po,-e in
icouncil.

PART 111.
Another incident related in the book of

The Acts is wvorthy of notice in this con-
nection. It is in connectian %vith Paul's
jaurney ta Jerusalem. The narrative says,
that when Paul and bis company landed
atTyrethey found certain disciples: "Who
said ta Paul through the Spirit, that he
should flot go ta jerusalem." In the
R. V. it rads "And these said ta Paul
through the Spirit, that he should flot set
foot in Jerusaleni."

Now the singular fact in confection
with this oracu!ar utterance of these dis-
ciples is, that apparentiy Paul accepted these
disciples as brethren in Chri-st, and yet
gave nat the slightest heed ta their pro-
fessed revelation froni the Spirit, wvhiist flic
historian makes fia comment ivhatever on
the circun-stance.

Luke tells the ii.cident as if these dis-
ciples really did receive such a revelation
from the Spirit and yet makes Paul, who
everywhere paid such deference ta the
work of the Holy Ghost, treat the niatter
as flot worthy of the slighitest considera-
tion.

Now, if these disciples had been -taught

the true meaning of Christ's gospel, they
could flot have presumed ta be the mouth-
piece of the Spirit for Paul, unless they, in
that act, intentionally declared that Paul
himself did flot walk in the Spirit. But
this, it is evident, wvas flot their thought con-
cerning the great apostle of the Centiles.
1-ence, it is clear that tiey themselves did
flot understand Christ's teaching concerri-
ing the Koly Spirit as guide and teacher
for the individual.

But did Paul realize theii- glaring, incon-
sistency? If Sa, it is ail but certain he did
not pubiicly cali attention ta it, -else
would Lulze flot have left the narrative as
we find it. If Paul and Luke knew these
disciples ta be %veakminded and their pr'-
sumed revelations only -3 matter for a
passing smile, why should the historian, i
giving what he evidentiy deemed a truth-
fui report of the circumstance, deliberately
credit î heir utterance ta the Spirit? For
aur part we sec no wvay of explaining the
ivords "who said ta Paul through the
Spirit" without compromising seriously
some of the parties concerned. Eîther the
original story lias nat car-ne ta us carn-
piete, or some of the partieS coricerned
are seriously compromised.

The wording of the text ini the Revised
Version wopild indicate secmingly a
prophecy that Paul could flot reach jeru-
salem. But, if that wvas its meaning, then
it wvas a false prophecy, and then the words
of Luke, "througlî the Spirit," after their
falsity hiad been made ta appear, would be
stili more compramising.

On the ivhole, ive incline ta the belief
that same of the original facts have been
left out, hence leaving the narrative obscure.

And nowv, we have ta consider a still
more complex incident in the life of Paul.

When he reached jerusaleni he wvas re-
ceived cordialiy by the church, his money
offering accepted, ta ivit, the collection
from, bis churches for the poor at jerusaleni,
and his account of success i fo'unding
churches amongst the Gentiles heard with


