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Bult Il sn-.y unto von, I wMl îîot drink hienccfrti o>r this fruit or tiiQ. vineO unl tliat <1-i.
%vlîcîi I dî'Ink it îîew with vois !u -31 Fsithier'si Xiugdoîu. 3-ratt. xxvi., 291.

A'rTIIEW and Marki give tlîis saying of lrs in alinçist identicalMteri.s as uittercd iimmiediately after thn dis~tribuîtion of tlie Clii)il
ilistititting( the Supper. 11 la Jue's accouuît tiiere are two sjînilar sayings
0on the sausie occasion, but apparently hoUî iitieretl during the jiassovv.r
proper before 4thle îîew rite wvas aj)pointed. " W-%itli desire J liave ileiired te>
eat this passover witlî you before 1 siffer, for 1 sa *y mnto you, 1 wiil not, C;L[

it until it be fulfilied ini the lCingdoni of Çiod. JAM hle reccived( a culp, anI-i
-%vhen lie hiad giveîî thanks fie said. Take tlîis and <ivide it ainouig your-
selves ; for 1l say uînto you, 1 wiii not drink froîn lîcîîceforth of tie fruit of
ville itil the Kýiigdoîni of God shall coic?'. (J2nkc,- xxii., 15-18.) Andi
thlen foiiows the accouliît of the institution.

Of cou rse. somne sec iii these variations offlv anothier of tiiose discrep-
aucies wvhichi they are so fond of discovering between thie gospel unarratives.
But surely if C)hrist cotild say the sanixe tliingç silbstantially twice over ilu
onle eveniig. as ljilukc reports, there uecd be no0 dificulty iii supposing. tuai
le iî;îy have :said it a third Lie a littie Inter on, if suicli a repetitioi ic;
iiee:es.sa.rv to vindicate Mie -accuracy of the evaugchists.

i t sceains, lîowever, ixot improbable th:ît. thle apparent li-serelianeiy i-;
c;îuscdl rathier by ans interpolation into tise tcxiu of iuke's narrative of tii.'
wvhiole verse cv. 20) relating to a -second distribution of tie cup. Thie
1u1.a1usc:rilt evidience for it is uîndouhtedly strouxg but by no miens conclu-
sive. The %vliole verse, as weli as part of the p)recediuig oIIc, is omnitteil ils
the fassions hi-lingunal Codex of Ileza, luow at Cahigand ini tic e.-rliesýt
forîns of bothi tlue Latini and -Sx-riac ver:sionis of the 'NeN Testament. IL;s
dlnub)tful authority is noted in; the inargin o? our Revised 'Version, ndf iii
Westcott and iifort's te.-t it îs doisble bracketed for pirob>able omission. 'Est-
last naiiued editors reg-ard it as mie of a series of early interpolations fou iii

in the ordinary tuext of the Lihrce clo.sing chapters oif Luhe. À motive foir

be conipflete ivithîoiit iL ; oîîly the order of fthe brend aînd Uic wine would lit
inverted. a~s if tlie latter- camie first iii tlie institution of tlux. rite. Sucli iii-
verSionis :Irc- soiiuewhiat chiaraùteristie o? ]1ukey and ordinariiv occasion nu-
difficuit3'. But ini this case, wvitlî the "rowiin imîportaince of the rite, the


