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It inust be confessed. tlmt tiiere are very serious difficulbies il, the way of
the acceptance of cither the one or the other 0~ those attemipts to reconcile St.
Lukce's account of Pentecost, asg it is generally iiiderstood, with the apostle's
account of thle gift of tongues, contained in the chapters which liave been Bo
frequently referi'ed to in tue coiivse of thiese articles. The hypothesis adopted
by the two Germian divines shocks one by the doubt which it seenis to caat
tipon the integrity of the narrative; and thiat adopted by Mr. Beet and
,others, is open to the objection that it represents a pairticular gift, thougli
<lescribed in the saie words, as ineaning one thîing in one place and ail
entirely difféerent thing in another. The admission of suchi a principle
would add iimîniensely to the difticulty of the initerpretation of I{oly Scrip-
tutre. Iii view of the objections which lie against both the one and the
other of thiese theories, one is tenipted to as], whether there niay not be
sonie other mode of reconcilenuent %Vhich wvil1 equally well accouint for al
the facts, aind that is more simp)le and satisfactory?

Assuming, then, the literaI exactitude anid entire trustworthiness of the
nzirrative of St. Luke, aîid the comiplete identity of the gift of tongues
bestowed upon the disciples on the day of Pentecost, with that after-
wards enjoyed by the Clhurcli at Corinth, is there any sober and rational
way of accouniting for the astoniishjînent experienced by the multitude
which wvas 1resent on that occasion, drawn front the ends of the earth,
whien each one hieard the disciples speaking iii the language in which lie
n'as borni ? The difficulty appears to have beeii felt at a very early period
in the history of the Chiurcli, and a theory waIs adopted in order to g'et nid
of it. As early as the days of Gregory Nazianzuîn, sonie hield that the
Pentecostal miracle w~as auricular rather than lingrual. That it was rather
a miracle of hieariiig than of speaking, or that if the tonigue wvas the instru-
ment of the Spirit in producing the miraculous effect, it was not produced
by tlie sound proceeding front it, operating in the natural way uponi the
uirgan of liearing, but by the supernatural influence whichi attend thiese
sounds. The theory wvas that the miracle consisted iii this: though al
spoke in one and the saine language, each of the hearers believed that
lie heard tlîem speak in his owvn. The speakers, by the power of inspirat-
tion, operated so nîightily on the feelings of their susceptible hearers, that
they involuntairily translated what wvent *to their hiearts inito thieir mother-
tongue. " By the element, of inspiration," as one says, 'Ithe inward con>i-
iiiuniion of feeling wvas su strongly brouglit forth, that the lingual ivail of

separatiomi ias entirely taken twiY."
The question, Iîowever, is whether the difficulties really exist for the

removal of whicli thuse tlievries have been iiîvented ? The narrative iii
Acts is highly condensed, and inay miot tITis fact have bec» the occasion of
some of the confusion of ideas whichi exist iii respect to its te.aching ? Whiat
is dIescribed iii tic 4th verse, and that îvhich is described lit the 6th versýe,
arc commnllonly understoud as sustaining the relation to ecd othen of cause
and cifect. But it is entirely overloukedl that iiear as these two verses arc

tu uach oLther, an entirely new subject lias bec» iintroduced betweemi themn.
Induced, tic Revisiomîists hiave perceived this su clearly that they liave muade

the fifth verse the beginmîing- of a new~ panîgrapli. Iii the first paragrapli,
including the first four verses, the desceilt of the Holy Ghiost and tue unl-

niiediate effects of it are described, and the descriptioni is complete. Then

ýCQlnes the statenient of ai fact without which what folluws culd 'lut Ilave


