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sacredness did not exist, and hence it %vas
not co:isidered a sacrilegious act to so
change a passage as to make it bring out
the sentiment which the copyist thouglît it
wvas intendcd to convey, or even %vlhat in
his opinion it oughit to convey.

Of course, some %vilI at once rush to the
conclusion, that if this fact hc accepted as
truc thien ail scripturz mnust hc wvorthIcss,
and that its truc, original meaning caxi
neyer be learned. Well, if such must ho
the necessary resuit of accepting the fact,
hiere alluded to, as a fact, then this result
must be roached, for nothingr is botter
established as a fact than what wve have
statcd.

But sucli a ivlholcsaie, reckless conclusion,
is by no means cstablishoed by the fact in
question. For, in dcaling w~ith the copyists
and manipulators of the books of flic New
Testament, wve are dealing with sincere and
conscientious mon, mon who %vouil not do
such things as believing they, %vere wrong,
andwvho therefore made what changes thoy
did in the interests of what they believcd to
be truth. As an illustration ofour mneaning
wve point to the thirý,y-seventh verso of the
eighth chapter of the book of tho Acts of
the Aposles, which verse lias been loft out
of the Revised Version.

It is found in the common versvi,i as a
part of the history wvhich relatcs howv
Philip met and baptized the Euhuch. The
interpolated verse read "And Philip said,
if thou beIievest with ail thie heart, thou
mayest. And ho answered and said, I be-
lieve that Jesus Christ is the Son of God."

Now, it is more than iikely that this ivas
the wvo-k: of ouae wvho honestiy beiieved
that Philip had been too simple and quick
in his wvork of conversion, especiaiiy w'ouid
it seemn to be so to one in the second cen-
tury, when airearly the primai simplicity
of baptism had given place to considerahie
ceremony concerinrg this rite. The in-
ventor of this colloquy wvould presumne that
this, or a similar conversati,,.n, mnust have
taàkèn'place, and so, to guard against dis-

respect for tho rite of baptisrni, put in, on
bis own responsibility, what modern re-
visers %vore forced to Icave out. We but
hint at this intercsting subject, and retîxrn
froin this excursion into thc regions of
criticisrn to the main subjcct of the
article; rematrking, however, tliat iL lias a
more significant bearing on the passage
under consideration thaan many wouid
expL ct. For, iii aniotlcr allusion to tliis
samie clivcrance of the first christian
council, found in the tweiîty-first chapter
ofiTlie Ai/s, there exists a marked differ-
ence in the twvo différent versions. Tho
verse reads in the Rcvised Version,, " But
a.s touchingc the Gentiios ivhichi have bc-
liovcd, %ve wrote giving judgment that
they shouid kccp themnsevcs from tiîings
sacriticed to idols, L'zc, but in the author-
izcd version it reads, "As touching the
Gentiles whichi belicvc, wve have wvrittcn
and conciudod that they ob~serve no such
thing, save oniy. that they keep themselves
from things ofiered to idols, &c. A differ-
ence %vhicbi in this connection is at least
suggestive.

What, thon, is the conclusion of the whole
matter concerning the deliverance of this
first christian council ? It is, that if the
record thereof wvhich lias come dowvn to us
is in perfect agreement with the original
facts, that thus early the folloivers of Christ
had failed fuiiy to understand the teach-
ing of Christ concerning divine guid-
ance.

But, as an offset to this, there is the tact
that the first centuiy had not passed awvay
beforo there had appeared a decided ten-
dency to, make bishops, and especialiy an
assembiy of bishops, authoritative teachors
to thne Ihurch, and thus to dethrone the
Hoiy Ghost as the only authoritative
teacher to individual christians. Hence,
a very heavy pressure wvas exerted ip
favor of so manipulating the history of this
first council as to make it harmonize as
mnuch as possible with the assumptions of
the priesthood.


