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INTRODUCTION 

TO THE 

ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 

No portion of Holy Writ has been made the occasion of more controversy as to its design than the 
Acts of the ApostLes. 

Some have said that it is composed without any specific plan’, and that it is merely a collection, 
imperfect and fragmentary, of such materials concerning the primitive Church, as happened to be 
accessible to the writer. It has been argued from its inscription to Theophilus’, that it was designed 
only for the use of a private Christian. It has been observed, that it records only some actions of 
two of the Apostles, St. Peter and St. Paul; and that it says nothing of their Epistles, or of the 
martyrdom of either, and that it terminates unexpectedly with St. Paul’s first visit to Rome. And 
it is alleged, that its title, ‘the Acrs of the Aposrixs,” disappoints the reader, and can hardly have 

been assigned to it by the writer himself. 
Others *, in recent times, profess to have discovered in this book a design to vindicate St. Paul, 

the Apostle of the Gentiles, from the charges of those who contrasted his teaching with that of 
St. Peter, the Apostle of the Circumcision; as if the one were contradictory to the other. And 

others‘, accepting this hypothesis concerning the Acts, have proceeded so far as to aflirm, that the 
view presented to us there, of St. Paul’s teaching, is inconsistent with the tenour of St. Paul’s 
Epistles. 

The tendency of these theories is evidently to invalidate its Authority, and to undermine the 
foundations of its Genuineness and Inspiration. 

Happily, however, for the Christian Church, there is no book whose Authenticity, Genuineness °, 

1 e. g. See Dr. Davidson, Introduction to N. T., ii. p. 62, and 
ibid. p. 24. 

2 Kuinoel, Zeigler, Heinrichs, Meyer, and others. 
* Schneckenburger iiber d. Zweck d. Apostelsgeschichte. Bern. 

1841. 
Schwegler, and Zeller. See Meyer’s Einleitung, 

5 On the subject of the Authorship, the following ingenious 
argument from internal evidence deserves to be cited ; 

“ Acts xvi. 10: ‘After he had seen the vision, immediately 
we endeavoured to go into Macedonia, assuredly gathering that 
the Lord had called us for to preach the Gospel unto them.’ 

“Here the writer of the history, by the change of persons, 
first indicates his own presence as a companion of the Apostle. 
It is well known that this book of Acts, as well as the third 
Gospel, are ascribed to St. Luke by the universal tradition of the 
Church ; but it seems never to have been shown that the same 
conclusion may be reached, simply and rigidly, by the internal 
evidence alone. 

“The writer then, so far as we can learn from his history, 
was present with the Apostle from Troas to Philippi, in his first 
visit to Europe; was absent from him or not distinctly present, 
after his departure from Philippi, during his double stay at Co- 
rinth and Ephesus; and having joined him at Philippi again, 
continued his companion during his voyage from Greece to Pales- 
tine, his imprisonment at Czsarea, his second voyage, and, at 
least, the earlier part of his imprisonment at Rome. 

“None of St. Paul’s letters were written until his arrival at 
Corinth, when the first separation had taken place. Six of them, 
the first and second to Thessalonica, the Epistle to the Galatians, 
the first and second to Corinth, and the Epistle to the Romans, 
were written during the interval of the writer’s apparent absence, 

Vou. 1.—Parr u. 

$$ 

His name could not then be expected to occur in these letters 
among the friends who were present with St. Paul, and who 
joined in the salutations. 

‘« Four other letters, to the Ephesians, Colossians, Philemon, 
and Philippians, were written during the first imprisonment at 
Rome. Now since the writer had been a companion of the 
Apostle for three whole years before that imprisonment, had 
attended him on the voyage with only one or two others, and had 
continued with him till his arrival at Rome, it is most improbable 
that he would leave him at once, and not cheer him by his pre- 
sence and friendship, as in the previous long delay at Czesarea, 
In these letters, therefore, if the helpers present with St. Paul 
are at all mentioned, his name will be likely to appear. And 
since he had been so intimate a companion, and attended him 
faithfully so long, it seems almost certain that the Apostle, if he 
specified his chief helpers and friends who were with him, could 
not omit one so conspicuous. The writer, we may thus infer, 
was either Tychicus, Timothy, Epaphroditus, Epaphras, Onesi- 
mus, Aristarchus, Marcus, Jesus Justus, Luke, or Demas, the 
only persons whose names appear in the salutations of these four 
letters. 

“ But this choice is soon reduced within narrower limits. 
Timothy, Tychicus, and Aristarchus could none of them be the 
writer, since they accompanied Paul and himself on the yoyage 
from Greece (Acts xx. 4, 5). Onesimus is excluded, since he 
was converted by St. Paul during his imprisonment at Rome 
(Philem. 10). Mark is also excluded, since he is mentioned 
repeatedly in the history, and was rejected by St. Paul as a com- 
panion in that very journey in which the writer soon afterwards 
joined him. Epaphroditus clearly was not with the Apostle when 
the imprisonment began, but was sent to him from Philippi, when 
they heard tidings of his necessities. Epaphras appears to have 

B 



2 INTRODUCTION TO 

and Inspiration, are more strongly corroborated by the consentient testimony of Ancient Christendom 
than the Acts of the Apostles. 

The evidence of this is clear and open to all’. And taking for granted that this book was 
dictated by the Holy Ghost, we may feel confident, that, whether we can discover its design or no, a 
design certainly it has, not unworthy of its Divine Author. He is the Spirit of Counsel and of 
Might, and what He wisely purposes, that He effectually performs, 

But, is it difficult to discover its plan? Let us consider this question. 
St. Luke has written one work, consisting of two parts; the former his Gospel, the latter the 

Acts of the Apostles. 
The connexion of these two parts is marked by the commencement of the latter, with a reference 

to the former, and by the inscription of both to one person. 
The latter opens thus; ‘‘ The former Treatise,” i.e. his Gospel, “ I made, O Theophilus, of all 

that Jesus began both to do and to teach, until the day in which He was taken up.” 
Let us remark also, that in his latter treatise, the Acts, he resumes the subject at the point 

where, in the former, the Gospel, he had left it; namely, with a description of Christ’s Ascension 
into Heayen. 

Therefore, it appears from the Acts, that in his former treatise, the Gospel, St. Luke had 
professed to give an account only of what Jesus began to do and to teach, while He was in person 
upon earth. 

But now, in his second treatise, the Acts of the Apostles, he has a higher and ampler subject 
before him. 

In this book, the sequel of his Gospel, the blessed Evangelist, being inspired by the Holy Ghost, 
comes forward and unfolds, as it were, the doors of heaven, and reveals to the world, what the same 

Jesus, having ascended into heaven, and being exalted to the right hand of God, and there sitting in 
glory, continues “to do and to teach,” not any longer within the narrow confines of Palestine, or 
during the few years of an earthly ministry, but from His royal throne in His imperial City, the 
heavenly Jerusalem; and what there sitting in glory He does and teaches, “in all Judea and in 
Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of the earth’,”’ by the instrumentality of Apostles and 
Apostolic men, and Apostolic Churches, in all ages of the world; and what He will ever continue 
to do and to teach, from heaven, by the power of the Hoty Guosr sent down from heaven after His 
Ascension ; even till He comes again in glory to judge both the quick and dead. 

This is the view which the Author himself propounds of his own plan in composing this book. 

Let us consider, whether this view is consistent, 

I. With what may be gathered from other writers of Holy Scripture, concerning Christ’s Office 
after His Ascension, and during His Session in Glory ? and 

II. Whether it be confirmed by internal evidence derivable from the Acts of the Apostles ? 

I. Our Blessed Lord Himself, when upon earth, had promised to be always with His Apostles *, 
and He had said to them, a little before His Ascension, “‘ As My Father hath sent Me, even so send 
I you*.” Thus He prepares us to regard their Acts as done by Himself. He had also said that the 
works which they would do after His Ascension would be even greater than those works which 
He had done when on earth, because He would go to the Father; that is, He Himself, after His 

been a local Pastor from Colossz, who arrived also at Rome after 
the imprisonment there had begun. Thus Jesus Justus, Luke, 
and Demas are the only three names which are not absolutely 
excluded by these texts. 

“That Jesus Justus was not the writer may be gathered from 
two presumptions of considerable weight. First, he was of the 
circumcision, or a Jew by birth; while several indications in the 
book of Acts lead us to suppose that the writer was a Greek, and 
only a Proselyte, rather than a native Jew. And next, Jesus 
Justus is named only once, while the two others are named three 
times in these Epistles. Now the companion of the Apostle for 
so many years, and through so many dangers, would not be likely 
to be left thus entirely in the background, compared with others. 

“ The choice will now be confined to Luke and Demas, each 
of whom is mentioned three times, and always near together. In 
the last instance, however, there occurs a remarkable contrast. 
In his second imprisonment, as we learn from 2 Tim. iv. 10, 11, 
Demas forsook the Apostle, through love of the world, and ‘ only 
Luke’ continued with him, while every other helper was absent. 

It would be a high degree of moral incongruity to suppose that 
this apostate, whether his apostasy was temporal or final, and not 
the companion who was faithful to the last, was the same with 
the faithful companion during shipwreck and imprisonment, and 
the honoured writer of two main books of the sacred canon. And 
thus, by internal evidence alone, we are led to the conclusion that 
Luke, and no other, was the real Author of the Gospel and the 
book of Acts. The circumstantial evidence limits our choice to 
three names, while the moral evidence, hardly less forcible, con- 
fines it among these to St. Luke only.’’—Birks’ Hore Aposto- 
lice, pp. 351—353. 

' It may be seen in Lardner, iii. 207. Kirchofer, Quellen- 
sammlung zur Geschichte des N. T. Canons, pp. 161—168 
Davidson’s Introduction, pp. 2, 3; and Appendix A to the Edi- 
tor’s Lectures on the Canon of Scripture. See also below, p. 
6, note. 

2 Acts i. 8. 
3 Matt. xxviii. 20. 
4 John xx. 2). 
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Ascension, and the Giving of the Holy Ghost, would do greater works by their instrumentality, 
than He had done when visible in His bodily presence upon earth '. 

Accordingly St. Mark concludes His Gospel, by expressing in few but comprehensive words, 
what may be regarded as the argument of the Acts of the Apostles. “So then after the Lorp had 
spoken unto them, He was received up into heaven, and sat on the right hand of God; and they 
went forth and preached every where, the Lorv working with them, and confirming the Word with 

signs following *.” 
Thus the Holy Ghost, speaking by St. Mark, represenis the Lord Jesus as continuing to do and 

to teach every where, after His Ascension, by the ministry of His Apostles, what He had begun to do 

and to teach while He was visible upon earth. 
Similarly, the Apostle St. Paul, who, as Christian Antiquity testifies, was St. Luke’s fellow- 

labourer in writing, as well as in preaching the Gospel *, represents.Christ in glory, as the Origin of 
all that is done or taught in the Church by the ministry of men. “He that descended is the same 
also that ascended up far above all heavens, that He might fill all things. And He gave some 
Apostles, and some Prophets, and some Evangelists; and some Pastors and Teachers, for the per- 
fecting of the saints, for the work of the Ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ *.” 

In like manner the beloved Disciple St. John, to whom it was given to behold Christ in Glory, 
describes Him in the Apocalypse as walking in the midst of the seven Golden Candlesucks; which 
are the Churches of God °. 

Therefore the Church of England, in her Office for ordering of Priests, looks up from earth to 
heaven, and praises God for having given His dearly beloved Son, Who, “after He had made 

perfect our Redemption by His death, and was ascended into Heaven, sent abroad into the world His 
Apostles, Prophets, Evangelists, Doctors, and Pastors, by whose labour and ministry He gathered 
together a great flock in all parts of the world, to set forth the eternal praise of God’s holy Name.” 

II. Let us now examine, whether this view of the design of the Acts of the Apostles, is 
authorized by the contents of the book itself. 

1. Consider the first Act there recorded as done by the Apostles after the Ascension. They return 
from the Mount of Olives to Jerusalem, and resort to the Upper-room*, probably the same where Jesus 
had instituted the Lord’s Supper, and had shown Himself alive to the Apostles on the two successive 
Sundays after His Resurrection. There they nominate two persons, with the view of filling up the 
vacancy made by the death of Judas, and they address a prayer to Jesus, “ Lord’, show whether of 
these two Thou hast chosen*.”’ Thus they declare their persuasion that He Who is removed from 
their bodily sight is still present with them, as He Himself had promised to be’; and that sitting 
on His throne in Heaven, He can and does choose an Apostle, as truly as when He was walking on 
earth, by the side of the Sea of Galilee. The lot was cast into the lap, but the disposing of it was of 

the Lord**. The lot which fell upon Matthias was dropped from heaven by the hand of Christ. 
2. Observe the next great event in this sacred History—the Descent of the Holy Ghost from 

heaven. Christ when on earth had breathed upon His Apostles and said, “ Receive ye the Holy 
Ghost '.” Thus He showed that He Himself was the source whence that gift would come. And 
when the Holy Spirit was poured forth on the Apostles, Peter ascribed the effusion to Christ ; “He, 
having reccived of the Father the promise of the Holy Ghost, hath shed forth this which ye now 
see and hear’’.” He, Who while on earth did and taught what the Messiah was to do and teach, 
now does and teaches in a more glorious manner by the Holy Ghost the Comforter, Whose Mission 
from heaven is like a royal largess, bestowed in honour of Christ’s Coronation, a sign and fruit of 

His heavenly inauguration and glorious enthronization on the Right Hand of the Majesty on high. 
Hence the Kingdom of Christ, which was commenced by His ministry upon earth, is now 

continued, extended, and amplified. The Four Gospels are the Beginnings" of its history: they 
reveal the Day-Spring from on high, and the orient gleams of the Sun of Righteousness. But in 
the Acts of the Apostles the Sun has risen in his strength, and shines in noonday splendour. After 
His exaltation in glory, and after the bestowal of the Holy Ghost, the number of the names of the 

1 See on John xiv. 12. 7 That Kupwos is here Christ, see notes on Acts i. 6. 2]. 24. 
2 Mark xvi. 19, 20. 8 Acts i. 24. 
3 See the authorities in the In¢roductions to the Four Gospels, 9 Matt. xxviii. 20. 

und to St. Luke’s Gospel. 10 Proy. xvi. 33. 
4 Eph. iv. 10—12. 11 John xx. 22. 
5 Rev. i. 13. 20; ii. 1. 12 Acts ii. 33. 
§ Acts i. 13. 13 See note on Acts x. 11. 
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Disciples at Jerusalem, which had been before a-mere handful, a hundred and twenty’, is now 
counted by thousands*. The Christian Church extends herself from the upper room on Mount 
Sion, in a gradually growing circle, till she embraces within her range “devout men from every 
nation under heaven*.” She enfolds Samaria by the agency of Philip the Deacon, and of Peter 
and of John. Christ preaches by Philip in the wilderness of Gaza, and “the Morians’ Land stretches 
out her hands unto God*.’”’ He passes toward Ashdod, and “ Philistia is glad of Him’*.” “ Behold 
the Philistines, and they of Tyre with the Morians, lo! there is He born °,’—born by the new Birth 

of the Word and Sacraments. By the preaching of Peter He gathers in the Gentiles at Caesarea; by 
the ministry of Paul He plants the Gospel at Antioch; He encounters the Evil One in various 
forms ; of obstinate obduracy in Jewish Synagogues; of Pagan Idolatry at Lystra and Ephesus ; 

of Sorcery, Witchcraft and Divination at Samaria, Paphos, and Philippi; of sceptical Philosophy, 
and intellectual pride at Athens and Corinth; and at length in His triumphant march, as a crown- 
ing consummation of His conquests, and an earnest of universal victory, He plants the Cross in the 
imperial city of the Caesars, the heathen capital of the world, by the hands of him,—who had 
formerly been the fiercest persecutor of the Church, but afterwards was its most zealous champion, 
and courageous confessor and martyr—St. Paul. 

These noble feats of Christian prowess were performed by means of men, but the Doer of them 
all was Christ. And what St. Luke says concerning one great harvest of souls, gathered into 
Christ’s garner, may be said equally of all; ‘The Lorp added to the Church daily such as should 
be saved ’.” : 

3. Thus we see in the Acts the continuance and extension of Christ’s working, and we also 
recognize in if a greater manifestation of glory in the manner of His operations. He Himself had 
said, when on earth, “He that believeth on Me, the works that I do shall he do also, and greater 

works than these shall he do, because I go unto my Father*.” That is, when I am ascended into 

heaven, and am seated in glory there, then will I do, by the agency of others—My faithful servants 
—works more marvellous than are done by Me now, in person on earth. 

For example, our Lord when on earth had healed the woman who touched with faith the hem 

of His garment’. But when He had ascended into heaven, He worked miracles on the sick by 
means of the shadow of St. Peter at Jerusalem’, and by the handkerchiefs of St. Paul at Ephesus "; 
and thus He showed that the sphere of His working was enlarged; and He creates in our hearts a 
blessed assurance, that now, when as Man united for ever to God, He, Who by virtue of His obedience 

to death, has received “the Name which is above every name ™,” He is ever acting by those visible 
channels of Invisible Grace, His Word and Sacraments, which derive their efficacy from His God- 
head, Incarnation and Passion, and are the means by which the benefits of His Death are bestowed 

for our everlasting life, and are like the skirts of His garments, by which, when touched by Faith, 

He heals the diseases of our souls. 
4. The Acrs of the Apostixs is a portraiture of the Church; it is an Historical Picture deli- 

neated by the Holy Ghost guiding the hand of the Evangelical Painter St. Luke. It has, as its 
central Figure, Jesus Christ, perfect God and perfect Man, Who died for us on the cross, and raised 

Himself from the Dead, and ascended into heaven, and sent the Comforter, and reigns in glory, the 
Head of the Church, and Sovereign of the world, King of Kings and Lord of Lords. He is the 
source of all the life and beauty idisplayed 4 in this heavenly landscape ; and therefore, it will be 
remembered, the Apostles are careful to disclaim for themselves all independent power. ‘“ Ye men 
of Israel, why look ye on us, as though by our own power or holiness we had made this man to 
walk? The God of our fathers hath ‘glorified His Son Jesus**.” Thus they raise the eyes of the 
people from themselves—Christ’s members and ministers on saith —i6 Christ their Head and King 
acting by them from heaven. 

5. Accordingly, we find that in this History there are certain words continually recurring 
which remind the reader of this concentration of power in Christ, and derivation of power Be 
Him. 

One of these is Kupuos, the Lorv. This word is equivalent to the Jenovan of the Old Testa- 
ment, and corresponds to it in the Septuagint Version *; and it is observable that in the twenty- 
fourth Psalm—which prophetically describes the event, with which this Book opens, the Ascension 

1 Acts i. 15. 6 Ps, Ixxxvii. 4. 11 Acts xix. 12. 
: a ii. ae iv. 4, 7 Acts ii. 47. 12 Phil. ii. 9. 

ii. § John xiv. 12. 13 Acts iii. 13. 
4 Ps. evi 31. ° Matt. ix. 20. 14 See note below on i. 6. 21, and on xxv. 26. 
5 Tb. lx. 8 10 Acts v. 15, 
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of Jesus, and appeals to the Gates of heaven to receive Him, “ Lift up your heads, O ye gates, and be 
ye lift up, ye everlasting doors, and the King of Glory shall come in',” the Psalmist twice asks, 
“Who is this King of Glory?” and twice it is answered, “ The Lord, He is the King of Glory '.” 
And the word in the original for Lord is Jehovah, showing that our Jesus is Jehovah. And this word 
is constantly applied to Curisr in the Acts, where it is found nearly a hundred times, and is like a 
sacred keynote of the whole, ever sounding forth His Divine Lordship in the ear of the world. The 
Lord’s working in the Church, the Lord’s household,—this is what the Acts reveals. ‘O Kupios éy 
77) Kuptaxy,—that is its subject. It is “ the Lorp Jxsus,” Who is said by St. Peter to have come in 
and gone out among them*. It is He Who chooses Matthias*; He Who sends the Holy Ghost‘ ; 
He who adds Believers daily to the Church *; He Who works miracles by the hands of His Apostles *. 
To the Lord Jesus, St. Stephen, the first Martyr, looks up and prays at the hour of death’. He 
calls to the persecuting Saul with a voice from heaven*. He sends Ananias to baptize him®. He 
sends Peter to Cornelius *. He (says St. Peter) is Lord of all''. His Angel delivers Peter from 
prison, and smites Herod on his throne’. He calls Paul to Macedonia'*, and comforts him at 
Jerusalem “; and finally the book closes with the triumphant declaration, that Paul preaches, in the 
great heathen capital, Rome, “the things concerning the Lord Jesus, with all confidence, no man 
forbidding him "*.” 

Thus the mind is elevated from earth to heaven, and from the acts of the envoys and ambas- 
sadors, to the majesty and glory of their Lord and King, sitting on His heavenly throne. 

6. This process of exaltation is also performed by another word, recurring in this history and 
drawing the heart upward to Christ. 

That word is odpavos, HEAVEN. The inner scene of the book is Heaven. It begins with 
Christ’s Ascension into heaven. The Apostles gaze upward to heaven, and a heavenly messenger 
comes and announces to them that Jesus is received into heaven; and will come again in like 
manner in glory from heaven"’. On the day of Pentecost there comes a sound from heaven, as of a 
rushing mighty wind, and declares the source whence the Holy Spirit proceeds. St. Stephen, in 
the hour of death, being full of the Holy Ghost, “looks stedfastly up to heaven, and sees the glory 
of God, and Jesus standing on the right hand of God,” and says, “Behold, I see the heavens 

opened, and the Son of Man standing on the right hand of God*.” As Saul journeys and comes 
near to Damascus, “suddenly there shined round about him a light from heaven; and he fell to the 

earth, and heard a voice saying unto him, Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou Me? And he said, 
Who art Thou, Lord? And the Lord said, I am Jesus Whom thou persecutest'*.” Peter, when in 

a trance at Joppa, saw heaven opened, and the vessel descending, representing the Church Universal, 
extending to all corners of the earth, into which all nations were to be received; and this vessel 

let down from heaven, is drawn up again into heaven**. Thus it was declared, that the hand by 

which the Church Universal is ordered, maintained, and extended, is the hand of Christ in heaven. 
“Yn His hand are all the corners of the earth *;” and whatever is effected by the ministry of men 
for the advancement of His kingdom on earth, is done by the power of Him, Who sitteth on the 
throne of heaven. 

Ill. This view of the design of St. Luke in writing the Acts of the Apostles, supplies a solu- 
tion of the difficulties which, as has been noticed at the commencement of this Introduction, have 
been raised with respect to it ; 

1. It accounts for its Title. 
In all probability that Title was given by the Author himself. Certainly it is very ancient” ; 

and the book was never known by any other name. 

1 Ps. xxiv. 7, 8. 10. 2 Acts xii. 7. 23. operatus est Deus plurima Evangelii ostendi per Lueam, quibus 
2 Acts i. 21. 13 Tb. xvi. 10. necesse habuerint omnes uti, ut sequenti testificatione ejus quam 
3 Ib. i. 24. M4 Tb. xxiii. 11. habet de Actibus et Doctrind Apostolorum omnes sequentes et 
4 Ib. ii. 33-35. 15 Tb. xxviii. 31. regulam veritatis inadulteratam habentes salvari possint.” And 
5 Ib. ii. 47. 16 Th. i. 9—11. Clemens Alexandrin. Adumbrat. in 1 Pet. Epist.: “ Sicut Lucas 
© Tb. iii. 6; iv. 10. 17 Tb, ii. 2. quoque et Actus Apostolorum stylo executus.” And Tertullian 
7 Ib. vii. 59, 60. 18 Tb. vii. 55, 56. (passim, e.g. de prescr. hwret. 22, adv. Marcion. v. 2, and de 
8 Ib. ix. 5. 19 Tb. ix. 3—5. Baptismo, 10) refers to this book, under the title Acta Apostolo- 
9 Tb. ix. 10. 20 Tb. x. 11—16, and xi. 5—10. rum, and calls it Commentarium ZLuew, De jejun. 10. And 

10 Tb. x. 4. 14. 21 Ps, xev. 4. Origen (ad Cels. vi. 12): ds 6 Aoukas év tats mpdteow tay aro- 
i Tb. x. 36. orérwy &ypayev, and Epist. ad African. § 9. So Eusebius, ii. 17 ; 

22 Thus the ancient Canon Muratorianus says,‘ Actaomnium iii. 4. Cyril. Hierosol., Cat. iv. Epiphan., Heres. 1, p. 941, 
Apostolorum sub uno libro scripta, sunt (gu. sanctus) Lucas op- enumerates ras mpdters tay droordAwy in the Canon of the N. 'T. 
timé Theophilo comprehendit ; quia sub presentid ejus singula It is observable that S. Hilary (in Matt. xiv.) refers to this 
gerebantur.’” And Jreneus, ili. 15: “‘ Fortassis et propter hoc book thus, “sicut libro Praxeos (qu. Prareon ?) continctur.” 
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But we must understand what that Title means; and its meaning is to be sought in the sense 
of the words mpatrw and zpa£us, as distinguished from the words 7roia and Troinow. 

Christ is said srovetv, e. g. in the first words of this book’, Jesus began to do”, and in numerous 

other places of Scripture; but He is never said wpdtrew; and His agency is never described by the 
word wpa£is. This book therefore describes what Christ, the Invisible Head of the Church, zroze?, 

i. e. does, or makes, by the visible instrumentality and operations, the mpa£eus, or actings, of Apostles, 

who are His chief Ministers; and in whose apostolic office is contained and summed up the subordi- 
nate agency of the Priesthood and Diaconate. 

The title of the book is * rpafeus ’AmrocrdXwr, “ Actings of Apostles ;” and two of the Apostles, 
Peter and Paul, are selected as specimens of the rest; and certain acts of theirs are chosen as speci- 
mens of their operations. The one, Peter, was called by Christ on earth; the other, Paul, was 

called by Christ from heaven. The one, Peter, had denied Christ; the other, Paul, had persecuted 

Christ. The one was an unlettered fisherman of Galilee; the other a learned Pharisee, brought up 
at Jerusalem. Therefore, in the choice of Peter and Paul, as special instruments of Christ in pro- 
pagating the Gospel, His power is signally glorified. The acts of those two Apostles are like 
patterns of what Christ wrought by all the Apostles, whether on earth or from heaven. And what 
this book records of some of Christ’s works, wrought by these two Apostles, enables us to infer 
what else He did by their instrumentality, and by that of the other Apostles whose acts are not 
described. 

2. Hence also we perceive the reason why some of the main incidents in the history of Peter 
and Paul,—for example, their last sufferings and glorious martyrdom, are not recorded in this book. 
Some excellent persons, indeed, have deplored this*: some have therefore complained of omissions, 
or defects in the history. But no; St. Luke remained with St. Paul in his last days, as St. Paul 
himself has testified in his last written Epistle, “only Luke is with me*;” but he has not said any 

thing of them. And with good reason. An wninspired writer would have dealt differently with his 
subject. Whatever else he left untold in the history of the Apostles, he would certainly have 
described their deaths. But St. Luke was guided by the Holy Ghost, not merely in writing what an 
uninspired man could not write, but also in not writing what an uninspired person would have been 
eager to write. There is inspiration in his silence. His silence, with regard to the Apostles, is full 
of cloquence with regard to Christ. Neither Paul nor Peter are the heroes of the Acts; but Christ 

is allin all. And by the subordination of the human instruments, the Divine Agent is glorified ; 
by the “omissions and defects,” as they are called, in the history of the Acts of the Apostles, he 

reminds us, that even the greatest of men are nothing; that even a Paul is nothing, and a Peter is 

nothing, but only “ministers of Christ °.”’ 
3. Here then we see a divine protest against that morbid curiosity of modern times, which 

craves to gratify the appetite by graphic sketches and vivid pictures of minute personal details in 
the history of the Apostles; and in order to provide food for that unwholesome craving, strains its 
inventive ingenuity, and bedizens the venerable forms of the Apostles with legendary shreds and 
tinsel embellishments. The Holy Spirit in this divine book condemns such meddling inquisitiveness, 
and busy familiarity and irreverence. He subordinates every thing in the private history of the 
Holy Apostles to the public dignity of the Apostolic office. He does not sink the Apostle in the 
man, but transfigures the man into the Apostle’. He tells us nothing of their personal appearance, 
nothing of the day or year of their birth, or of their death; nothing of their parents or children. 
He has not informed us whether St. Paul was ever married, or no. Thus he takes them out of the 

category of common men, and encircles their heads with a halo of sanctity ; they are Christ’s chosen 
vessels and instruments, consecrated as such ; ¢hat is their history. He raises our eyes from them to 
Him: they by whom He wrought were men, but He who worked hy them is God; and the sparkles 
of their light are drowned in the abyss of His Glory. 

But he may have used a MS. like Codex D with the title mpaiis, 
in the singular. 

The composition of Apocryphal “ Acts’? of Apostles and 
apostolic men (of which an Edition has been published by Tisch- 
endorf ), proves the prior existence of a genuine “ Acts,” and the 
Christian Church knows of no other than the work of St. Luke 
bearing that inscription, 

} Acts i. 1. 
2 Cp. John ii. 11. 23; iv. 29. 46; v. 11. 36; vi. 14; vii. 31; 

ix. 16; x. 25. 37; xi. 45, 46, and passrm xx. 30; xxi. 25. 
3 Without the definite article ai before mpage:s, and perhaps, 

also, without tay before arogrdAwv. The MSS. A, E, G, H 

have mpates tay aylov arocréAay as the title; D has xpatis 
arootéAwy ; B has mpaters aroordAwy; and Lachmann, Tisch., 
Bornemann, and Alford have adopted mpageis drorréAwv in their 
editions. 

* As Dr. Burton, who says, p. 262, “It is much to be la- 
mented that St. Luke did not continue the Acts of the Apostles 
beyond the arrival of St. Paul at Rome.” 

5 2 Tim. iv. 11. 
® 1 Cor. ili. 5. 
7 Cp. further note below, on 2 Cor. xii. 7, on St. Paul’s thorn 

in the flesh, 
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IV. The plan then of this divine book, is to reveal to us Christ sitting in heaven ; not like one 
of the deities of the heathen world, indifferent to human affairs, or controlled by a fatal destiny ; or 
sharing His power with rival deities; but enthroned King of Kings and Lord of Lords, and ever 
ruling all things by His word, for the advancement of His Gospel, and the establishment of His 

kingdom, till at length He will put all things under His feet, and God will be all in all. 

Here is a magnificent subject, not unworthy the pen of the Holy Ghost. 
The Acts of the Apostles, thus viewed, is a divine Epinicium, or Song of Victory, on the 

triumphant exaltation of Christ. It is an Evangelical fulfilment of those prophetic Psalms which 
celebrate His Victory; “Thou art gone up on high, Thou hast led captivity captive’”’ “ Gird 
Thee with Thy sword upon Thy thigh, O Thou most mighty.” ‘Ride on, because of the word of 
truth, of meekness, and righteousness. Thy seat, O God, endureth for ever.” 

In regard also to Christ’s tender love for the Church, His Bride, it may be called a sacred 
Epithalamium, a holy nuptial hymn, in which is celebrated His tenderness for her, whom He has 

“purchased with His own blood *,” and has delivered from heathen bondage, and has brought near 

to Himself, and advanced to His own right hand, and made her partner of His Glory. Here, in 
this divine book, which describes the espousals of the Gentile Church to Christ, we may behold the 
prophetical picture displayed to the eye of the world in the fulness of historical truth : “ Upon Thy 
right hand did stand the Queen in a vesture of gold wrought about with divers colours. Hearken, 
O daughter, and consider ; incline thine ear: forget also thine own people and thy father’s house. 
So shall the King have pleasure in thy beauty, for He is thy Lord God, and worship thou Him *.” 

Hence we may derive the assurance that ‘no weapon formed against her shall prosper ’.” 
The Powers of this world may persecute and oppress her, the Spirits of Darkness may be leaguel 
against her, but He who ascended into heaven, and reigns in Majesty on high, works in her, and by 
her. “He is in the midst of her, therefore shall she not be removed; He shall help her, and that 

right early. He is her hope and strength, a very present help in trouble. Therefore will we not 
fear, though the earth be moved, and the hills be carried into the midst of the sea; though the 

waters thereof rage and swell, and the mountains shake at the tempest of the same ; the rivers of 
the flood thereof shall make glad the city of God. The Lord of Hosts is with us; the God of Jacob 

69) is our refuge *. 

VY. This then is the proposition, submitted to the reader’s consideration ;— 
That the design of the writer of the Acts of the Apostles is, to reveal Jesus Christ in Glory, 

ordering and disposing all things, by the agency and teaching of men, particularly His Apostles, 
for the advancement of His Kingdom upon Earth, and for the full and final triumph of His holy 
Name and Word. 

We may now proceed to test the soundness of this proposition, by reference to evidences derived 
from the state of the World when the Book was written, and also from the Book itself. 

Jesus Christ is Lord of all’. His enthronement in glory is the culminating point to which His 
earthly ministry tends. His session there, by its very name implies permanence. There He reigns 
and will continue to reign, even to the end, as King. There He teaches, and will continue to teach, 
as our Prophet. There He, who as our Priest offered Himself on the Cross, and lifted up His hands 

on His Apostles, and blessed them, and was parted from them *, and ascended into Heaven, and 
entered into the true Holy of Holies, on that great Day of Atonement; there He abideth still, a 
Priest for ever’ ; there He ever liveth, to make intercession for us '°. 

Such, then, being the majesty of Christ, and such His offices to mankind, it may reasonably be 
anticipated 

1. That the circumstances of the world would be adjusted @ priori, by providential preparations 
and pre-arrangements for the display of such a glorious consummation. And, that @ posteriori 
Christ would manifest His divine Power, by applying actually, what He had contrived provisionally, 
for the extension of His kingdom on Earth. And, 

2. That He would also display His sovereignty by over-ruling adverse Powers, and by making 
them subservient to the promotion of His own glory. And that, if the Acts of the Apostles was 
written, as we have affirmed it was, with the view of revealing Christ’s working and teaching, by 

1 Ps. Ixviii. 18. 5 Isa. liv. 17. § Luke xxiv. 51. 
2 Ib. xlv. d—7. Cp. Ps. ii. 6—9; cx. 1—5. 6 Ps, xlvi. 9 Ps, cx. 4. 
3 Acts xx. 28. 7 Acts x. 36. 10 Heb. vii. 25. 
4 Ps. xlv. 1O—12. 
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the agency of His Apostles, for the advancement of His Kingdom upon Earth, it would exhibit 
evidence of such antecedent arrangements, and of such subsequent application, and of such over- 
ruling control. In a word, many things would be seen in it to have been made 2 priori to converge 
to Christ’s Session in Glory, and @ posteriori to radiate from it. 

1. First, then, as to the evidence, displayed in the Acts, of previous providential arrangements 
for the furtherance of Christianity ; and of Christ’s power in applying those arrangements, and in 
over-ruling obstacles, for the extension of His Kingdom ; 

In contemplating the social and religious phenomena of the world at the time of Christ’s 
Ascension, we see the Jews dispersed for their sins; and, though, for the sake of commerce, dwelling 

in all the great cities of the earth, yet not intermingled and blended with the population cf any. 
We see them distinguished every where by certain characteristics; by the sanctification of a certain 
day, the Sabbath ; by weekly religious assemblies on that day, in certain public buildings, their 
Synagogues; by regular reading there of certain Books ;—the Law and the Prophets. We see 
those Books, not like the mystic volumes of other Religions, concealed from public view, but diffused 
by copies of the Original, and by Translations from it, in every country under heaven. 

We see this People, although thus scattered, “like chaff of the summer threshing-floor',” in all 

parts of the world, yet knit together by a strong and secret tie. We see them bound to a common 
centre, Jerusalem, by the triple cord of their Annual Festivals. We see them attracted to it year 
after year, by a silent centripetal force, and joined together in the City and Temple there. We see 
that City and Temple surviving after many national revolutions. It had been razed to the ground 
by Nebuchadnezzar ; it had been profaned and made desolate by Antiochus Epiphanes; it had been 
dismantled by Ptolemy the First, it had been captured by Pompey, and plundered by Crassus ; and 
ransacked by Cassius’. But still, as if it had been a living thing endued with perpetual youth, the 
Temple of Jerusalem, at the time of the Ascension, shone in magnificence and splendour, unparalleled 
since the age of Solomon. And yet, forty years after the Ascension, this bond of national union was 
severed. All that complex machinery of national organization, which had been so providentially 
contrived, and so wonderfully protected, was dissolved ; the Temple was levelled to the dust, and has 
never risen more. 

Surely we may say, that the Temple of Jerusalem, with its sacred Ritual, had been preserved 
by Almighty God for some great purpose ; and that that great purpose had been answered, and that 
the uses of the Temple and its ceremonial were exhausted, when it was destroyed. 

What was the final cause of this providential arrangement, and of this divine dispensation ? 
The answer is found in the Acts of the Apostles. We see it there, and in there alone. The 

Day of Pentecost explains it. There Christ is revealed, sitting on His heavenly throne, sending the 
Gift of the Holy Ghost, which He had received in virtue of His obedience and for the manifestation 
of His Glory *. “The Lord gave the Word, great was the company of the Preachers *.” We see Him 
preaching by His Apostles, to crowds of devout men, who had thronged to that Festival from every 
nation under heaven. He it is, Who has brought by His providential power the multitudinous 
waters of these confluent nations to Jerusalem. He it is, Who by the preaching of His Apostles, 
inspired by the Holy Ghost, spiritualizes those national streams, by the infusion of the living waters 
of the Gospel, outpoured from the wellspring of His loye, and sends them back on their homeward- 
ebbing course, to irrigate and fertilize the world. 

Proceeding further in the history we may observe, that the first miracle of healing which Christ 
wrought by the hands of His Apostles, was done in a public place, at a public time; it was done in 
the city of Jerusalem, at “the Beautiful Gate of the Temple,” and “at the hour of prayer*;” and 
the people flocked to the Apostles, who preached Christ, as the sole author of the miracle, “in 
Solomon’s Porch*.” Thus the Temple, its Gates, its Porches, its Hours of Prayer, as well as its 
Annual Festivals, were preparatory and ministerial to the manifestation of Christ’s Glory after His 
Ascension, and were used by Him for that end. 

If we follow the Apostles from Jerusalem, and trace them in their Missionary Journeys, we see 
indications of similar preparations in all parts of the world. “Other men had laboured, and they 
enter into their labours’.” Many centuries before, Christ had sent Moses and the Prophets, to be 

! Dan. ii. 35. 4 Ps, Ixviii. 11. ® Acts iii. 11, 12. 16. Cp. iv. 10. 
* Cp. Dean Jackson on the Creed, i. pp. 128. 136. 138. > Acts iii. 1—6. 7 John iy. 38. 
3 Acts ii. 33. 36. 
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the Precursors of His Apostles. Go wherever they might, they heard the “voices of Moses and the 
Prophets read in the Synagogues every Sabbath Day’.” The fallow ground of the world had been 
broken up by that preparatory tillage, and had been ploughed into deep furrows for the reception of 
the seed of the Gospel. 

The doctrine of Levitical Sacrifices, rightly understood, prepared the way for Evangelical 
Sacraments. The Jewish Sabbath died, and arose to life in new glory and beauty in the Lord’s 
Day. The Synagogue was the Vestibule of the Church. The Pentateuch and the Prophets were 
matured into ripeness in the Gospel. 

Again; even heathenism itself had been silently leavened by the diffusion of the Hebrew 
Scriptures. Their venerable antiquity, their noble simplicity, their pure morality, had won for 
them the affections of many wise and noble minds, which were wearied and disgusted with the 
jarring contradictions and the licentious profligacy of Paganism, and recognized in the religion of 
the Old Testament, a divine echo responsive to the voices of Nature, Reason, and Conscience, speak- 

ing in their own hearts. 
The Acts of the Apostles presents us with examples of this class in the Roman centurion 

Cornelius at Cxesarea, and in Sergius Paulus, the proconsul of Cyprus. 
Besides, under the Providence of God the military successes of the Third Monarchy—the Mace- 

donian—and after it those of the Fourth Monarchy—the Roman—had broken down the foundations 
of local reverence for national deities”, and had cleared the ground for the planting of a purer faith. 
The deities which presided as patrons over special cities and districts, had been made to pass under 
the yoke of Rome ; they had not been able to defend their own cities against the arms of the con- 
querors, and so their credit was weakened, especially among the enlightened classes, who were thus 

prepared to receive Christianity. We may observe a remarkable instance of this in the friendship 
and protection proffered by the Asiarchs themselves, the Presidents of the Games of “the Great 
Goddess Diana,” to St. Paul the Apostle, at Ephesus *. 

These two causes,—namely, the diffusion of the Hebrew Scriptures, and the decomposition of 
Paganism,—had tended to produce a class of persons in all parts of the world, who may be called 
the Seminary of the Gentile Church. These were the Proselytes—not the Proselytes of righteous- 
ness, but of the Gate—who are designated in the Acts of the Apostles as oi ceBopuevor, of poBov- 
pevot tov Ocov*. Tired of Polytheism, and yet unwilling to bend their necks under the yoke of 
the Ceremonial Law, they received with joy the tidings of the Gospel; they recognized in Chris- 

tianity a religion which satisfied the wants of their nature, the requirements of their reason, and 

the yearnings of their hearts, without impairing any of the reverence with which they had learnt to 
regard the God of the Old Testament ; but rather, and much more, enlarging and spiritualizing the 
ideas they had already conceived of His merciful purposes and glorious attributes. Here, therefore, 
in the Gospel, they found a treasure of unspeakable price; here they might well exclaim, eipyjxa- 
pev, cvyxaipopev, “ We have found it, let us rejoice together.” 

The Apostles, as the history of the Acts shows, met with this class of Proselytes in their 

missionary journeys every where. And in it they found, as it were, a bridge already laid down for 
the victorious passage and entrance of the Gospel into every city of the world. 

The conquests of the Third Empire—that of the Greek dynasty of Alexander the Great—had 
extended a common language, the Greek, over the greater part of Europe and Asia. And by the 
royal command of one of the Princes of that empire’, the Hebrew Scriptures, in part, had been 
translated into that language. That translation, the Septuagint, had been executed by Jews, and had 
been received in their Synagogues. It was their Authorized Version ; and therefore the Jews could 
not fairly make any exception to it®; and thus a preparation had been made for the preaching and 
writing of the Gospel in that common tongue. 

The Third Empire had given great impulse and encouragement to commerce and navigation ; 
it had built gallant fleets, and constructed noble docks, emporiums, arsenals, and seaports in various 

parts of the world. Thus it facilitated the intercommunion of nations, and prepared the way for the 
diffusion of the Gospel which would unite them all in Christ, 

If the dynasties founded by the successors of Alexander the Great, and branching off from his 
Monarchy, had taken deep root in the world, as independent and separate kingdoms, then the pro- 

1 Acts xv. 21 and xiii. 27. 4 Acts xiii. 43. 50; xvi 14; xvii. 4. 17; xviii. 7. 
2 Cp. Bp. Pearson's lately recovered Concio iii., in his Minor 5 Ptolemy Philadelphus, king of Egypt, about b.c. 280. 

Works, edited by Churton, ii. 35. © Tertullian, Apolog, 18, ‘ Judzi palam lectitant.’ 
3 Acts xix. 30, 31. 
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gress of Christianity would have been impeded by many hindrances ; but providentially they were 
made to coalesce under the Roman or Fourth Empire. 

The Third or Greek Monarchy had prepared the way for the Gospel by sea, the Fourth 
Monarchy accelerated its course by land. The warlike power of Rome constructed Roads, which 
linked all parts of the vast empire to the capital. These military Roads of her Legions became 
highways for the Gospel. The martial Mistress of the world was a Pioneer of the Prince of Peace. 
Rome stratified Europe, and the Apostles evangelized it by her aid. 

The Acts of the Apostles supplies evidence here. We may trace the Apostle St. Paul on his 
first entrance into Europe along the Egnatian Way—from Philippi to Amphipolis, Apollonia, and 
Thessalonica', And it is worthy of remark, that the glorious event, which crowns the history of 
the Acts, and which is the pledge of the future conquests of Christianity,—namely, the arrival of 
the great Apostle of the Gentiles in the heathen Metropolis of the world, Rome, in order to preach 
the Gospel there, and to bear witness to Christ before the throne of the Ciesars, was brought about 
by the agency of Ships of the Third Empire, and by Roads of the Fourth. St. Paul sailed towards 
Rome in two vessels of Alexandria’, and arrived at Rome by the Queen of roads, the Appian Way. 
And perhaps the Sacred Historian has noted the heathen name of one of those ships*, and has 
specified two itinerary stations on that great military road ‘*,—things trivial it might seem, if any 
thing in Scripture can be so called,—with a view of suggesting to the reader a thankful acknow- 
ledgment, that the commercial and maritime activity and skill, and warlike prowess of heathenism, 

its engineering labours and locomotive powers, had been made subservient to Christ, and had been 
consecrated by Him, to the furtherance of His Gospel. 

Such then are some of the intimations, which the Acts of the Apostles affords, of the previous 
preparations of the world for the advancement of Christ’s Kingdom, and of the actual application of 
those preparations for that end. 

2. But further. This History displays Christ in Glory, exercising His power, not only in using 
the machinery which He Himself had contrived for that purpose, but also in controlling and over- 
ruling all adverse powers, and manifesting His glory by the conversion of those powers into instru- 
ments for the propagation of the Gospel. 

Here in a signal manner it displays the divine supremacy and universal sovereignty of Christ. 
A few examples may suflice. 
At the commencement of the Acts, we see the Gospel assailed by the Chief Priests at Jeru- 

salem, especially by the Sect of the Sadducees*, They imprison Peter and John, and bring them 
before the Council. Thus the Apostles are brought forward to preach before the Sanhedrim the 
doctrine of the Resurrection, by the agency of the Sadducees who denied it. The Sadducees 
imprison the Apostles again °, but the Angel of the Lord-by night opens the prison doors. Thus 
Christ overrules the designs of the Sadducees, who denied the existence of Angels, and makes the 
Sadducees themselves to be the means of showing to the world, that His Angels are ministering 
Spirits encamping about His Church. ¢ 

The seven Deacons are appointed, and the fury of Jewish persecution rages against Stephen, 
and evokes from his mouth that noble speech, spoken before the Jewish Sanhedrim, and containing 
the very pith and marrow of all true interpretation of Jewish History, and declaring that its sum 
and substance is Jesus Christ. It elicits from his lips an appeal to Jesus, standing at the right 
hand of God, and a prayer to Him as God, “ Lord Jesus, receive my spirit ;” and to pardon those 

who stoned him, “Lord, lay not this sin to their charge’.” Thus, under the power of Christ, the 

malice of the Jews became the means of proving, that He, Whom they had crucified, Who is the 

faithful Witness, the First-begotten of the Dead‘, the divine Proto-Martyr, the true Abel, Jesus 

Christ, now reigning in heaven, is the source of all the courage which animates the hearts of 
martyrs in their dying hour; that He is the fountain of all the Faith which illumines their inward 
eye, and of all the Hope which gives them a foretaste of bliss; and of all the Charity which makes 
them love and bless their persecutors, and enables them to be more than conquerors in death, over 
it, and by it, and makes death itself to be their birth to everlasting life. 

The “persecution which arose about Stephen” scattered the disciples; but the disciples, being 
scattered by persecution, went every where “ scattering the seed of the word*.”’ Thus Persecution 
promoted Preaching: the spirit of St. Stephen revived in St. Philip, and carried the Gospel to 

1 Acts xvii. 1. * Acts xxviii. 15. 7 Acts vii. 56—60. 
? Tb. xxvii. 6; xxviii. 11, * Ib.av. 1s v.17. § ev. i. 5, 
3 Ib. xxviii. 1]. 6 Tb. v. 17, 18. ® Acts viii. 1. 4, 
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WBamaria, to Azotus, to Caesarea. The more Persecution raged, the more Preaching prevailed. Saul 
is hastening from Damascus with a commission from the Chief Priests, to bind the Disciples there ; 
he draws near to the gate of the City, and is eager to seize on his prey; but Jesus on His heavenly 
throne beholds him and checks him in his course, and dashes him to the ground, and blinds him 

with a light from heaven, and speaks to him with a voice of power, “Saul, Saul, why persecutest 

thou Me?” Saul the Persecutor became Paul the Preacher. The same Jesus, who when on earth 

had called simple fishermen from their nets at the Sea of Galilee, and made them to be His Apostles, 

manifested His power from heaven, by calling the learned Pharisee, breathing rage and slaughter, 
and making havoe of the Church, and bearing letters from the Jewish Sanhedrim empowering him 
to imprison the Christians of Damascus; and He sends him as His Apostle to the Gentiles, and 
enables him by the Holy Ghost to indite divine Epistles, for the comfort and edification of aes 
Church in all ages of the world. 

Saul, who had been the instrument of the Sanhedrim in persecuting Christ, is now nape ileh 
by the Sanhedrim for Christ’s sake. But the same divine power of Jesus, which had overruled his 

rage against the Church, and had converted it into an instrument for advancing His kingdom, now 
overrules the rage of the Jews against Paul, for the same end. They arrest him in the Temple at 
Jerusalem ', but that arrest is made an occasion for the spread of the Gospel. It leads to the 
preaching of that Gospel at Jerusalem by the mouth of St. Paul—the former Pharisee, the pupil of 
Gamaliel, the once zealous persecutor—first to the people in the Area of the Temple’, and then, on 
the following day, to the assembled Sanhedrim*. The Jews, in their fury against him, lie in wait 

to destroy him*; but the more fiercely they rage, the more gloriously Christ triumphs. He uses 
their conspiracy against Paul as the occasion for bringing him to Czsarea, the Roman capital of 
Palestine, in order that he may preach the Gospel there, first to Felix the Roman Governor, and his 
wife Drusilla, and next to Porcius Festus, his successor, and to Agrippa, the Jewish King, and 

Bernice his sister, and to the Chief Captains and principal men of the city®. And, finally, it is 
made to conduce to that glorious consummation, which Christ had promised *, and Paul ardently 
desired’, namely, the mission of St. Paul to Rome, and the preaching of the Gospel by his mouth 
in the heathen Metropolis of the world. ‘I would therefore that ye should understand, brethren” 
—he himself declares,—“ that the things which happened unto me,” although they were contrived 
by the malice of the Tempter, “ fell out for the furtherance of the Gospel *.” 

One more example of this kind. “Herod the king stretched forth his hands to vex certain of 
the Chureh’;” he kills one Apostle, St. James, and imprisons another, St. Peter. In the eye of 

the world, he seems to be triumphing over Christ. But what has he done? He has sounded an 
alarm which has called the Church to her proper arms, prayer, unceasing prayer’. Thus Herod 
has taught Christendom where her strength lies. The prayer of the faithful brings down Angels 
from heaven, who deliver Peter from his chains, and smite Herod on his throne; and “ the Word 

of the Lord grows and is multiplied.”” And the Church, like another Miriam, takes up her timbrel 
and says, “ Sing ye to the Lord, for He hath triumphed gloriously: the horse and his rider hath He 
thrown into the sea’’.”” 

Let us consider also the internal affairs of the Church. Temporary evils nascent therein are over- 
ruled into means of endless good. A murmuring arose of the Grecians against the Hebrews in the 
primitive Church’. It is made an occasion for the growth of the Word“, and for the extension of 
the Church, by the completion of the Christian ministry in the institution of the Diaconate. Thus 
a local and transitory evil was changed into a source of universal and perpetual good. 

Again, a question is agitated concerning the necessity of circumcision for the Gentile Chris- 
tians, and no small dissension and disputation prevails. Therefore it was resolved that Paul and 
Barnabas should go up to Jerusalem unto the Apostles and Elders about this question’. The 
Apostles and Elders meet in Council at Jerusalem, they frame and promulgate a decree, and the 
question is settled’. Thus the dispute was made to be a source of peace by which disputes are 
ended. It was made to supply a precedent and rule for the practice of the Church in all ages, and 
to establish a principle of universal application,—that for the settlement of controversies, whether 
concerning doctrine or discipline, and for the quieting of men’s minds, and the appeasing of strife, 
resort should be had, not to any one man in the Church, not to Peter, not to the Bishop of Rome, 

1 Acts xxi. 27. 30. 5 Acts xxv. xxvi. 9 Acts xii. 1. 13, Acts vi. 7. 
2 Th. xxii. 1—21, 6 Tb, xxiii. 11, 10 Th. xii. 5. 4 Jb, xv. I, 2. 

3 Tb. xxiii. 1—9 : 7 Rom, i. 13. 11 Exod. xv. 1. 15 Tb, xv. 2. 
4 Ib. xxiii. 12—21. 8 Phil. i. 12. 12 Acts vi. 1. 16 Tb. xv. 6—31, 
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but to the Holy Ghost Himself, speaking in Councils and Convocations of the Church, praying for" 
His guidance, and building their decrees upon His Word’. 

Let us observe further how this history shows, that the direct agency of the Evil Spirit is 
made subservient to the cause of Christ. Satan filled the heart of Ananias to lie to the Holy Ghost, 
and to keep back part of the money that had been yowed to God. He who was the instrument of 
Satan is smitten in his sin; and is made to preach to the world a perpetual warning against the sin 
of Sacrilege’. 

Satan met Peter at Samaria, and offered him money for spiritual gifts by the hand of Simon 
Magus. “Thy money perish with thee,” was the Apostle’s reply *. Thus the bribe of the Tempter 
supplied occasion also for a perpetual warning against the sin of Simony. 

Satan encountered Paul at Paphos, and endeavoured to turn away the Deputy from the faith by 
the-sorceries of Elymas. But, “ O full of all subtlety, thou child of the devil,” exclaims the Apostle, 

and Elymas is smitten with blindness, and Satan is defeated, and Christ is glorified*. Satan met 
the Apostle in the streets of Philippi, and flattered him by the mouth of her whom he had possessed *. 
But his adulations are rejected, and he is cast out, and the Gentile world is taught that the Spirit 
with which they dealt so familiarly in Divination and Oracles, is the Spirit of Darkness. In the 
city of Ephesus, the stronghold of magic and witchcraft, Satan owns the power of Jesus working 
by those whom He calls and sends ; “Jesus I know, and Paul I know, but who are ye°?” And by 

overcoming and routing those who took upon them to usurp the name of Jesus, without being duly 
called and sent, Satan is made to proclaim the sin of those who presume to preach the Word, and to 
minister the Sacraments of Christ, without a call and mission from Him. 

The same may be said of physical evils: they were overruled by Christ for the good of the 
Church. Agabus stood up, and signified by the Spirit that there should be a great Dearth through- 
out all the world’. This pre-announcement awakens the love of the believers at Antioch, and they 
forestall the Famine by charitable supplies to the poor Saints of Jerusalem*. Thus Famines are 
made to be fruitful in Christian graces, flourishing unto life eternal. 

Again; a storm raged for many days in the Mediterranean Sea against the ship in which St. 
Paul was; it was made the occasion for the manifestation of the quiet calm, and placid peace in the 
heart of St. Paul, who cheers the courage of Roman Soldiers, and Grecian Mariners, with comfort and 

hope derived from the Holy Ghost’. It suggests the cheering assurance that all the tempests which 
the Enemies of the Church are permitted to excite against her will be overruled by the power of 
Christ for her welfare; and that “the rivers of the flood thereof shall make glad the city of God*°.” 
St. Paul landed at Malta, a viper fixes on his hand, and shows him to be sent from God". No 
deadly thing will hurt the servants of God. 

On the whole, then, we see that the Acts of the Apostles displays evidence of a well-organized 
system of preparations, extending like a complex net-work over a great part of the world, and 
continued through many centuries, for the manifestation of the Glory of Christ in the progress of 
His Gospel. This History shows, that when He had ascended into Heaven, and was seated in Glory 
at God’s right hand, He used these previous adjustments, as means and appliances for the advance- 
meut of His kingdom. It shows also that He, enthroned in heavenly glory, overruled the workings 
of Satan against His Church, whether in external assault or internal discord, and made them sub- 

servient to His glory and her welfare. It traces her progress under His favour and protection, from 
the upper room at Jerusalem, till “ the little one became a thousand, and a small one a strong nation **.”” 
“Her brook became a river, and her river became a sea*,’”’ and the waters replenished the earth. 

This History reveals to us Christ, not intervening immediately to subdue His enemies, but 
giving them time for repentance; and, if they will not repent, casting them down to the ground, 
when they are full of confidence, as Saul was smitten at the gates of Damascus, and Herod when 
sitting on his throne; and delivering His Church from her foes, when she seems to be on the brink 
of destruction. Then He rescues “her soul as a bird out of the snare of the fowler™;” “when the 
enemy comes in like a flood, then the Spirit of the Lord lifts up a standard against him **.” 

Regarded in this light, this divine Book is a blessed possession for the Church in every time of 
her pilgrimage through this vale of tears. In it Christ sends the Holy Ghost the Comforter, to 
breathe hope and trust and peace and courage and joy into her heart. Jesus Christ is the same 

} Cp. Hooker, Preface vi. and E. P.I.x.4. 5 Acts xvi. 16, 17. ® Acts xxvii. 14. 20, 25, 35, 36. 13 Ecclus. xxiv. 31. 
2 Acts v. 3—5. ® Tb. xix. 15. 10 Ps, xlvi. 4. M4 Ps, cxxiv. 7. 
3 Tb, viii. 20. 7 Ib. xi. 28. 1 Acts xxviii. 5, 6. we. 15 Tsa. lix. 19. 
4 1b. xiii, JO—12, 8 Ib. xi. 29; xii. 25. 13 Isa. Ix. 22. 
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yesterday, and to-day, and for ever'. He, who eighteen centuries ago ascended on the clouds of 
heaven, and took His seat on the right hand of the Majesty on High, He ever sitteth there, Ruler 
and Lord of all. He continues, and ever will continue, to exercise the same power which this Book 
reveals, for the manifestation of His own glory, in the advancement of His Kingdom, even till the 
day of Judgment, when finally, and for ever, He will put all enemies under His feet. 

Therefore this Book may be called an Epitome of History, especially of Church History. In it 
we see the Laws, by which Christ, who is the Sovereign Lord of the World and of the Church, and 

who is unchangeable, works: in it we see what He has done, and from it we may infer what He 

will continue to do, even to the end. Thus this Divine History, if we may so speak, is also a Divine 

Prophecy ; it projects its shadow forward from the day of the Ascension even to the day of doom. 
It is a divine message of comfort to every true Christian, in times of private and public sorrow. 
Reading its sacred pages with such assurances as these, we may feel a holy confidence, that all perse- 
eutions from without, and all perils from within the Church, will be overruled by the power of Christ, 
and be made ministerial to the triumph of His Gospel; that the gates of Hell will never prevail against 
His Church ; that the fierceness of man will turn to the praise of God’; and that all the weapons of 
the enemy will recoil against those who wield them, and be made instrumental for the promotion 

of Christ’s Glory, and for the salvation of those who obey Him. 
Thus the Acts of the Apostles is a precious gift from heaven ; it is the Magna Charta of Kings 

who would reign well and prosperously, and be crowned hereafter by Christ; it is a Manual for 
Christian Statesmen in their glorious conflicts in public life for Christ and His Church. It is a 
pastoral for Christian Bishops feeding Christ’s Flock, and teaching others to feed it; it is a guide 
of the Parish-Priest in the cure of Souls, and in dispensing God’s Word and Sacraments; it is a 
Martyrology for the Christian Confessor; it is an Itinerary for the Christian Missionary, in his 
voyages and journeys to plant the Gospel in distant lands; it is a. companion and comforter for 
every believer, in the troubles of life and in the hour of death. 

With this divine Book in our hands, though our lot may be cast in days of doubt and darkness, 
and even of rebuke and blasphemy, we need not faint and falter. The nearer Satan is, the nearer 
Christ is; the more fiercely Satan rages, the more gloriously will Christ conquer. As an ancient 
Father said, éyyis payaipas, éyyds Ocod: petaEd Onpiwv, wetaEd Ocod*, “ When near the sword, we 
are near to God; when in the midst of wild beasts, we are in the hand of God.” 

We may apply these considerations to present circumstances. 
In the world as it now is we see many resemblances to its condition when the Gospel was first 

preached. The Jews still remain scattered among all nations, and intermingling with none; 
witnesses and keepers of the Old Testament which their Fathers received; and a standing evidence, 
by the fulfilment of Christ’s prophecies concerning them, of the truth of the New Testament, which 
they reject. 

We may also say that what the Empire of Rome was, by the vast extent of her territory in the 
first century, that the Empire of Eng/and is in the nineteenth. One seventh part of the inhabitants 
of the globe are subjects of the British Crown. The voice of the English Bible and the English 
Liturgy is heard in almost all lands. 

What the language of Greece was by its wide diffusion in the first century, that the language 
of England is now. And what the Septuagint Version of the Old Testament was then, that our 
Avuruorizep Verston of the Bible is now. 

It is not, indeed, a faultless Version ; nor was the Septuagint. It might be improved in some 
particulars by means of those critical aids which Almighty God has vouchsafed to us since its first 
publication, nearly two centuries and a half ago. But in all essential articles of saving Christian 
doctrine it .is a sure guide to heaven. It is a holy oracle of Truth, and a sacred symbol of Unity, 
joining man to God, and connecting the present with the past, and knitting together the countless 
myriads in almost every land who speak the English tongue, in a sacred bond of love. 

It is sometimes affirmed that this Authorized Version ought to be altered. Suppose that fifty 
persons could be found as wise, learned, holy, and catholic-minded, as Bishop Andrewes and his 
coadjutors were, who framed our Authorized Version; suppose also that they agreed in their 
alterations of that Version; yet it is certain, that the many millions who now agree in receiving the 
Authorized Version, would not agree in receiving their alterations of it. We should indeed have then 
an altered Version, we might have, in some respects, an improved Version; but we should then also 

1 feb. xiii. 8 nt 2 Ps, Ixxvi. 10 3 Ignatius ad Smyrn., 4. 
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see a great variety of different and rival Versions; and we should never more have one Authorized 
Version of Holy Writ. We should lose that,—lose it for ever. And in losing it, we should lose 
one of our best bonds of charity and most sacred symbols of unity. : 

The example of the holy Apostles, or rather of the Holy Ghost Who inspired them, may guide 
us here. They knew that the Septuagint Version, to which we have before referred as the 
Authorized Version of the Jews, was not a faultless version. No Version is perfect. For all Versions 
are the works of men, and no man is free from error, and no work of man is free from blemish. The 
divine Original alone is that. But the Apostles, though they were inspired by the Holy Ghost and 
had special gifts for translating the Old Testament, did not sit down to make a New Version, but 
they used the Old,—the Authorized Version,—the Septuagint. True it is, they explained it, they 
commented upon it. And we may do the same with our Authorized Version, which is not inferior 

to the Septuagint, the Version used by the Apostles. We may do so by oral and written expositions, 
and by private Translations of particular books ; and also by marginal Annotations, duly sifted and 
approved. But let us not shake the faith, and mar the unity, which bind thousands together, by 
endangering the permanence of the English Authorized Version of the Bible. 

Some of the same considerations might be applied to that other bond of Christian unity 
among Englishmen, the Book or Common Prayer. In the temper of the present times, it is too 
much to be feared, that attempts to alter the Book of Common Prayer would be attended with 
danger no less than attempts to alter our Bible; and if we should sever the bands of those two 
anchors of Truth and Peace, Faith and Charity, we may haply rue our infatuation, when we are 
drifted about in a storm of strife and unbelief. 

Again, in the first century, Almighty God had prepared the way for the Gospel by giving new 
impulses to the powers of Jocomotion. The Third Empire, that of Greece, had smoothed the way 

by sea for the rapid course of the sacred vessel of the Church; the Fourth Empire, that of Rome, 
had made roads for the march of the Gospel. The military Mistress of the World was a Pioneer for 
the Prince of Peace. 

A similar movement is going on now. By physical discoveries and by greater mechanical 
powers, the means of communication by sea and land have been multiplied with unexampled rapidity. 
Space has been almost annihilated, and words travel with the speed of thought. 

Probably, many who have laboured in these great works, have thought mainly of temporal ends 
and secular advantages ; but an unseen Hand regulates them all. The same Almighty Being Who 
directs the planets in their course, and sends forth the lightning from the dark cloud, He also 
creates the fervid vapour, panting in its metal prison-house, and wafts by its means the vessel across 
the broad sea, and impels the long train upon the iron road, and makes the electric fluid to shoot 
along the quivering wire. And doubtless He is making these mighty instruments to subserve 
His own purposes in Christianizing the world. These powers themselves are God’s ministers, they 
have a holy function, an apostolic office, they are Missionaries and Evangelists of Christ. 

The day is coming, indeed it is now come, —witness the facilities given by the construction of 
Railroads for the progress of the Gospel ;—the day is coming, when the world will recognize the 
Lord’s doing in all these mighty operations. And even now to the ear of faith they preach aloud, 
“Prepare ye the way of the Lord; Make straight in the desert a highway for our God '.” 

Yet more—as we have seen, even hindrances themselves were overruled by Christ in Apostolic 
days for the furtherance of the Gospel. 

So it is now, and so will it be always, even to the end of the world. 

Christ rescued the great Apostle from his enemies, and made their malice conducive to the 
preaching of the Gospel at Rome; so He will make all things, however adverse, subservient to Him- 

self. After that fierce tempest in the Mediterranean Sea, He brought St. Paul in peace along the 
Appian Way to the great Capital of the world; so after the tempest and the hurricane which in the 
latter days will rage against His Church, He will bring her in safety and victory to the haven 
where she would be. 

Therefore, in reading this Book, we may raise our eyes to heaven, and look for that blessed 
time, when Christ, who ascended into heaven, and now sitteth there, will come again in His glorious 
Majesty, to judge the Quick and Dead. Then all the storms of this world will cease ; then, will- 
ingly or unwillingly, all things will be made subject to Christ; then He will reign King of Kings, 
and Lord of Lords ; and then they who have not failed in their duty here, but have stood firm in 
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their allegiance to Him in the hour of trial, will mount with Him in triumph, to the City of the 
Living God. 

VI. Let it, also, be remembered, that Christ is not only the Hing of the World, but He is also 

its Teacher : and that what His Apostles feach, as well as what they do, is by virtue of His Authority. 
Accordingly, St. Luke says at the beginning of the Acts of the Apostles, ‘‘ The former treatise 

have I made of all that Jesus began to do and to teach,’ before He was taken up into heaven. And 
now, in this his latter treatise, he relates what Jesus continues to do and to teach, after He has 
been taken up into heaven. 

We have been considering what Christ continued to do; let us now consider what He continues 
to teach. 

When upon earth, at the commencement of His Ministry, He went up to the Mountain of 
Beatitudes, and ‘‘ when He was set, He opened His mouth and taught’.” So-at His Ascension, He 
went up on High, He ascended the heights of Heaven, and when He was set down at the Right 
Hand of God, He opened His Mouth and taught, and will ever continue to teach. He is ever 

preaching a Sermon on the Mount, from His seat in heaven. 
What the Apostles taught, as well as what they did, is to be regarded as from Him. Their 

Miracles were the credentials of their Teaching; they were like seals impressed with His royal 
signet, and were attached to the message of the teaching which they delivered from Him. The 
seals of the Miracles were displayed to the world, in order to avouch the message of the Doctrine ; 
and that it might be heard and read with that awful reverence which is due to a heavenly reseript 
from the King of Kings. 

Therefore the Teaching of the Apostles, as displayed in this book—whether that Teaching was 
conveyed in words, or embodied in practice—demands the attention of mankind in every age, as 
being no other than the Teaching of Christ *. 

Let us consider then, what this Teaching is, and whether it is represented by the Apostles as 
coming from Christ Himself. 

First in historical order is an example of Teaching by action. It is seen in the provision made 

py the Apostles for the continuance of their own office. There, the choice of Matthias to fill the 

place of Judas, is expressly ascribed to Jesus: ‘ Lord, show whether of these two Thow hast 
chosen*.”” Thus the world was taught that the Apostolic office was not to terminate with Christ’s 
Ministry on earth, but to be continued after it. “The lot fell upon Matthias, and he was numbered 
with the eleven Apostles *.” 

Doubtless our Lord had prepared the Apostles for their ministry, in the forty days during 
which He remained with them before His Ascension, “speaking of the things pertaining to the 
Kingdom of God’.” But before His Ascension He never allowed them to preach to the Heathen, or 
even to the Samaritans. And He commanded them no¢ to depart from Jerusalem, wntil they had 
been endued with power from on High’. 

The descent of the Holy Ghost at Pentecost gave a wider range to Christ’s office of Teaching. 
It was Christ who sent the Holy Ghost’. “Behold, I send the promise of My Father upon you‘ ;” 
“Te shall receive of mine. He shall glorify me’;” “ He shall bring all things to your remem- 
brance whatsoever I have said unto you '’.” 

Therefore the Day of Pentecost reveals to us Christ receiving a new accession of glory, in the 
Mission of the Comforter. The Holy Spirit comes from Him, and is the Interpreter of His will. 
Thenceforth the teaching of Christ, which, while He was on earth, was confined within narrow 

limits, for a few years, became universal in place and time. It was also accompanied with new gifts 
and graces to those who received it, and communicated it to the world. It spake by their lips in 
all languages; and their hearts were fired with new zeal and courage, to preach it to the world; and 
they were endued with new powers of memory and understanding, to comprehend and expound the 
Scriptures, and to fly on eagles’ wings as Missionaries of Christ to all parts of the world. 

The Creed in which we profess our faith in Christ, is called the Creed of the Apostles; and it 

' Matt. v. 1. 5 Acts i. 3. 
2 Therefore S. Augustine well says (De Civitate Dei, vi. 2), © Luke xxiv. 49. 

“Tpsa Veritas, Deus, Dei Filius, prius per Prophetas, deinde per 7 Acts ii. 33. 
se Ipsum, postea per Apostolos locutus.” ® Luke xxiv. 49. John xv. 26; xvi. 7. 
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may well be so named; for every article of that Creed is to be found in the preaching of the 
Apostles as recorded in this book’. But the Apostles, who taught others, refer us to Christ as their 
own Teacher’. He commanded us to preach unto the people; He has poured out his Spirit upon 
us *. He made them His “ witnesses in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and Samaria, and unto the utter- 
most parts of the earth’; ”” He had said unto them, “ It is not ye that speak, but the Holy Ghost‘ ;” 
and therefore one of them says, ‘‘ How shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation, which at the 
first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard Him, God also 
bearing them witness, both with signs and wonders, and with divers miracles and gifts of the Holy 
Ghost, according to His own will’?” Consequently, we must look upward; and regarding the 
Apostles as taught by Christ, we may trace all these Apostolic verities to the divine source and well- 
spring of all truth, Jesus Christ. 

The foundation of Christianity is a belief in the Inspiration of Holy Scripture. The public 
reception and reading of the New Testament as true and inspired of God, is the strongest proof that 
can be desired of its Truth and Inspiration. The “Acts of the Apostles” was so read and received, in 
the age in which it was written; and since it is a true and inspired history, it is clear that the Old 

Testament is true and divinely inspired. For Christ, speaking by His Holy Apostles, every where 
appeals to the books of the Old Testament as the lively oracles of God. He, by their hands, sets 
His divine seal on the Old Testament, and delivers it to the Christian Church, as the Word of God. 

Another method in which Christ teaches the world by the agency of the Apostles and apostolic 
men, in this book, is by interpreting the Old Testament. Speaking by the mouth of St. Peter in the 
second chapter of the Acts, He enables us to understand the prophecy of Joel, and to apply it to the 
effusion of the Holy Ghost on the Day of Pentecost, as the last message of God to the world before 
the second Coming of Christ’. 

In various portions of the Acts He has given us a divine Commentary on the Psalms of David, 
and has authorized and commanded us to apply them to Himself. He bids us see in the second 
Psalm a prophecy of the rage of the heathen, and the vain imaginations of the people, the standing 
up of the kings of the earth, and the gathering together of the rulers against Himself*. He reveals 
to usin the sixteenth Psalm a vision of His own Death and Resurrection and Session in glory’; 
He teaches us that He Himself is that Prophet who was pre-announced by Moses "*; and that God 
had showed “ by the mouth of all His Prophets that Christ should suffer .” 

By the mouth of His martyr St. Stephen, who was full of the Holy Ghost’, Christ Himself, 

our heavenly Teacher, propounds to us a pattern and model for the interpretation of the Old Testa- 
ment. He establishes the typical relation of Joseph and of Moses to Himself'*. By the mouth of 
another Deacon, St. Philip, He appropriates to Himself the prophecy of the fifty-third chapter of 
Tsaiah *, and condemns all who would wrest it from Him. By the preaching of St. Paul, in the 
synagogue of Pisidia, He reveals Himself as foreseen by the Psalmist“, and shows by St. Paul’s 
mouth, and by that of St. James in the Council of Jerusalem, that God had pre-announced in the 
Old Testament the extension of His covenant to all nations in Christ’. 

Thus in this divine book, Christ, sitting in His chair of teaching in heaven, has performed by 

the agency of the Apostles, inspired by the Holy Ghost Whom He sent, a blessed work of Divine 
instruction, which has enabled us to see by its glorious light the true meaning of the Old Testament. 
He is our Expositor, He is our Commentator; He has given us, by Apostolic agency, a clue to the 
right interpretation of its Types, and Histories, and Prophecies. He has given us in the New 
Testament a divine interpretation of His own words which are written in the Old. He has delivered 
to us a divine protest against that sceptical system of infidel interpretation, which is rife in the 
present age, and which, with almost Titanic presumption, would shake, if it could, the foundations 

of heaven; and undermine the groundwork of the Genuineness and Authenticity, and Inspiration 
of Holy Writ; and would take away from the Church the prophecies of the Psalms, and of Isaiah, 
—even of the Fifty-third chapter itself—and despoil her of that heavenly inheritance which she has 
received through the hands of the Apostles from Christ Himself. 

Let us consider also that we owe our knowledge of the Gospel itself to Christ teaching from 
heaven. He Himself wrote nothing; and no part of the New Testament was written by His Dis- 

1 See the evidence in Humphry’s Introduction to the Acts, 5 Heb. ii. 3, 4. 12 Acts vi. 5. 8. 
p- Xix. 7 Acts ii. 17—21. 13 Tb. vii. 9—44. 

2 Acts x. 42. 8 Ib. iv. 25—27. 1 Tb. viii. 33. 
3 Ib. ii. 17. 33. Cp. Matt. x. 20. 9 Tb. ii. 30—35. 15 Tb. xiii. 33. 
4 Ib. i. 8 10 Tb. ili. 22. 16 Tb. xiii. 475 xv. 14. 
5 Matt. x. 20 Mark xiii. 11. M1 Yb. iii. 18 
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ciples while He was upon earth. None of them were then capable of recording His words and 
actions. They often confess in the Gospels that they did not understand His sayings, and that they 
were hid from them’. Christ’s Words had lain like dark things in their hearts, but they were 
sunned forth into clearness by the light of the Holy Ghost, as the objects of creation are by the 
risen Sun. 

If we were to be limited to Christ’s teaching on earth, we should not have the New Testament. 
It was not till He had ascended into heaven, and had sent the Holy Ghost to teach His Apostles all 
things, and to bring to their remembrance whatsoever He had said’, that they were qualified to 
write what they did. And therefore St. Peter says, that they preached the Gospel unto men “ with 
the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven *.” 

Thus, then, we receive the Gospel itself from the hand of Christ in heaven. 

Another important respect in which Christ teaches the world by his Apostles in this book is in 
Church-Regimen and Polity. It is recorded as a fruit of the effusion of the Holy Ghost upon the 
primitive Church, that “all who believed were baptized *;” and “they continued stedfastly in the 
Apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread,” that is, in the reception of the Holy 
Eucharist ; “and in prayers ;” or (as the original expresses it), in the prayers, or public Liturgy 
of the Church. 

Here we see reflected, as in a mirror, a divine image of Church-Communion. By it, Christ 
Himself instructs us, that the Christian life in the soul is begun by Him in Baptism, and is con- 
tinually nourished by Him in the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper; and that they who have been 
engrafted into His mystical Body must take care to maintain its Unity, and to cherish their own 
spiritual life, by communicating with it in the profession of a true faith, and by the reception of the 
means of grace in the public offices of religion. 

He teaches us also in this book, that He has set apart certain persons as His Ministers, for the 
dispensation of the Word and Sacraments; and that they who desire to receive a blessing from Him, 

must seek for its bestowal by the agency of those.;whom He has authorized and commissioned to 
convey it by that dispensation. 

For example, we find in this book, that although He spoke to Cornelius by an Angel, He com- 
manded him by the voice of the Angel to send for St. Peter, in order to hear the Word preached, 
and to be received into the Church by the Ministry of man®. Similarly, though He called Saul by 
His own voice from. heaven, yet He commanded him to go into the city, “ where it should be told 
him what he must do*.” And he sent to him Ananias, who received him into the Church by 

baptism’, saying, “Now why tarriest thou? Arise, and be baptized and wash away thy sins, 
calling on the Name of the Lord *.” 

Here, then, and in other places, He has shown the necessity of a Christian Ministry ; and He 

has also taught the world, what the due organization of that Ministry is. As we have seen, He 
declared the continuity of the Apostolic office by the election of Matthias; and He proclaimed the 
duty of extending it, by calling Barnabas and Paul to the Apostleship*. He constituted Elders in 
every Church by their hands'’. He instituted by the agency of the Apostles the holy order of 
Deacons". Thus He has delivered a divine exhortation from heaven to all Churches, to take good 
heed to maintain the threefold Ministry of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons; and to seek for His 
favour by a right use of that Ministry in extending His Kingdom throughout the world. 

All who desire to have the blessing of Christ on their Missions at home and abroad, are thus 
instructed to obtain it by the means which He has appointed for that end. 

Again ; by the practice of His Holy Apostles, as twice recorded in this book", He teaches from 
Heaven the use and necessity of the holy rite of Confirmation. It is Christ Himself sitting in glory, 
who sheds forth the full outpouring of the gift of the Holy Ghost, by the laying on of Apostolic 
hands on those who have been baptized. 

It cannot rightly be alleged, that Confirmation is less obligatory on Christians, because it was 
not instituted by Christ Himself on earth. For, by reason of what Confirmation is, it could not 
have been instituted by Christ while on earth. Confirmation is the appointed means for the plenary 
effusion of the gift of the Holy Ghost on those who have been baptized. And that gift could not 

! Mark ix. 32. Luke ii. 50; ix. 45; xviii. 34. 7 Acts ix. 18. 
2 John xiv. 26. 8 Tb. xxii. 16. 
31 Pet. i. 12. 9 Ib. xiii. 2. 
* Acts ii. 4]. 10 Th. xiv. 23. 
5 Ib. x. 5. 48, and xi. 14. 11 Tb. vi. 6. 
6 Ib. ix. 6. 12 Tb. viii. 14—17> xix. 5, G. 

Vor. 1.—Parr II. C 
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be bestowed till after Christ’s Ascension. While He was upon earth, “ The Holy Ghost,” we read, 
“was not yet given, because that Jesus was not yet glorified '.” 

The fact, that Confirmation was not instituted by Christ when on earth, is a necessary conse- 

quence'of the dignity of the gift bestowed in it; and is not therefore a reason for its disparagement, 
but for its reverent use. Let no one therefore despise what was administered by the holy Apostles, 
who were taught by Christ, and inspired by the Holy Ghost; and what was used by them for the 
conveyance of a gift, not of partial and temporary use, but of universal need for all men in all ages of 
the Church, the gift of the Holy Ghost. He who despises Confirmation despises not man, but 
God*. He despises not the Apostles alone, but despises Him Who said to the Apostles, “He that 
receiveth you receiveth Me *, and He that despiseth you despiseth Me*;” and he cannot be said to 
love the Lord Jesus; but incurs the penalty pronounced by the Holy Ghost Himself; “If any 
man love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be Anathema, Maranatha °.” 

The administration of Confirmation is restricted to the Apostolic Office of Bishops, who are 
successors of the Apostles in their ordinary ministrations. It is therefore the duty of every Church, 
and of every Christian, to endeavour earnestly, that the Episcopate may be so increased, that no 
christian soul, for which Christ shed His blood, may be defrauded of that portion of its spiritual 

birthright which Christ Himself designs for it in the rite of Confirmation; and, after it, in timely 
access to the Holy Communion. It is not to be expected that they who are not brought to Confir- 
mation, will be duly catechized in their duty to God, their neighbour, and themselves. They will 
grow up to man’s estate without becoming healthy members of the Body of Christ. They will not 
come to the Lord’s Table. It is to be feared, that many of them, not receiving the means of grace 
which are necessary for their spiritual growth, will fall into schism, indifference, unbelief, and 
ungodliness; and that the Church of Christ may sit as a Rachel weeping for her children because 
they are not. 

Again. Christ has taught us by the agency of His Apostles, what is the right mode of settling 
Controversies in the Church. By the Convention of the Apostles and Presbyters to the Council of 
Jerusalem, as recorded in the fifteenth chapter of the Acts of the Apostles, and by the Mission of 
Paul and Barnabas to that Council, and by the part taken in it by St. Peter, St. James, and St. Paul, 
Christ, Who guided them by His Spirit, declares from Heaven, that for the appeasing of religious 
differences, men are not to resort to any one person, although he may call himself infallible, nor are 
they to follow the wayward devices of their own private imaginations; but that appeals are to be 
made to Synods of Bishops and Presbyters, invoking the aid of the Holy Ghost, and grounding their 
decrees on Holy Scripture; and that whatever has been settled and promulgated by them, regu- 
lating their proceedings by these principles, and is received by the consentient voice of Christendom, 
and takes root in the practice of the Universal Church, may be deemed to be a true exposition of 
Scripture, and conformable to the mind of Christ. 

Other things there are in the Constitution and Regimen of the Christian Church, which are 

intimated in this book, and which may be ascribed to Christ teaching from Heaven by means of His 
Apostles upon earth. 

One of these is the sanctification of the First Day of the week,—the Christian Sunday. Doubt- 
less it is a part of positive Divine Law, dating from the Creation, as revealed in the Old Testament, 

that one day in seven should be hallowed; and by that Law, the day to be hallowed is the 

seventh day of the week. But that the seventh-day Sabbath is now abrogated, and that the first 
day of the week is to be hallowed in its stead, can hardly be proved by any, who do not take into 
consideration Christ’s Teaching, as embodied in the practice of the Apostles, observing as holy the 
first day of the week, instead of the seventh. 

The Acts of the Apostles supplies a necessary connecting link in this argument. There it is 
said * that “upon the First Day of the week, when the disciples came together to break bread,” that 
is, to receive the Holy Communion, “Paul preached unto them.” This passage is to be taken 

together with other intimations in Holy Scripture, particularly the relation of Christ’s appearances to 
His Apostles on this day, the day of His Resurrection’, and the narrative of the sending of the 
Holy Ghost from Heaven on this day*, and the record of Christ’s revelation of Himself to St. John 
in Patmos when in the Spirit on the Lord’s Day’*. And these intimations, combined with what 
we know from other quarters of the primitive practice of Christians, will suffice to convince an 
unprejudiced person, that while the sanctification of one day in seven still remains in full force, on 

1 John vii. 39. + 4 Luke x. 16. ? John xx. 19. 26. 
2 | Thess. iv. 8. 5 1 Cor. xvi. 22. § Acts ii. 1. 
® Matt. x. 40. 6 Acts xx. 7. See note there. ® Rev. i. 10. 
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rts original foundation of positive Divine Law from the beginning, the Day to be sanctified by 
Christians is the First Day of the week. 

It may indeed be objected, that some of those conclusions are collected rather by probable infer- 
ences, than deduced directly by demonstrative proof. But perhaps it may be replied, that our 
moral probation in this world consists in the trial, whether we will attend to such probabilities as 
these. They are the best tests of our obedience; they prove its sensibility ; they show, whether we are 
actuated only by that servile fear, which does God’s bidding, when it is commanded to do so under 
strong coercion and penal discipline ; or whether we are animated by that clear-sighted and cheerful 
spirit of filial love, which divines, and almost anticipates, our heavenly Father’s desires, and hastes 

with angelic alacrity, at the least signification of His will. 
These intimations therefore of the Will of Christ as to Christian Doctrine, and Church Disci- 

pline, as displayed in the Acts of the Apostles, are of inestimable value; they are not mere isolated 
incidents, and historical facts, limited in their uses to any particular age or country; they are 
general types and divine precedents, of universal application. 

The Acts of the Apostles is a concise book, and it is an inspired book. In its brief compass 
the Holy Ghost describes the operations of Christ, acting by His Holy Apostles. It omits many 
things in their history which the world would desire to know; and these omissions are eloquent 
proofs, that the actions of the Apostles, which the Holy Spirit has not omitted, but has specially 
selected for commemoration in this book, are of paramount importance. The omissions serve to 
bring out in bolder relief, and in more salient prominence, the significance and value of what is not 
omitted, but distinctly set down in writing by the dictation of the Holy Spirit. The actions of the 
Apostles—or rather, the actions of Christ operating by them—which are recorded in this book, are 
doubtless designed to be patterns and examples for the faith and practice of the Church, in every 
country and in every age. They are like beams of the Sun of Righteousness, drawn together and 
concentrated in a brilliant focus, so that they may illumine the mind of the Church in every age of 
her existence. 

Therefore we need not hesitate to say, that in the Acts of the Apostles the Shepherd and Bishop 
of our souls’, Jesus Christ, is revealed to us as sitting in His chair in His heavenly Cathedral, 

surrounded by His Angelic Hierarchy, and delivering to all Christian Bishops and Pastors a divine 
charge and directory, a symbol of Christian Doctrine, a code of Ecclesiastical Polity, a rule of 

Church-Discipline, a chart of Missionary enterprise, a system of Biblical Evidences and Interpreta- 
tion, for the perpetual instruction and regimen of every age and clime, even till He comes again, to 
judge the Quick and Dead. 

VII. We may therefore derive great benefits from this contemplation. 
First, the inestimable blessing of Unity. Christendom is torn asunder by schisms. Our 

Country is distracted by strife. Surely the time is come, that we should lay to heart “the great 
dangers we are in by our unhappy divisions.” Surely the hour is arrived, that we should consider 
the grounds of our differences, and meditate on the sin of strife, and on the blessedness of peace. 

Among the means available for the appeasing of strife and recovery of unity, none is more 
efficacious than this Divine Book, dictated by the Holy Spirit of Love; in which He reveals His 
own mission from Christ, and displays to us Christ acting and teaching by means of those who were 
sent by Him, and inspired by the Holy Ghost. 

Therefore in referring to what the Apostles taught, we are referring to Christ Himself; and all 
who love Him may do well to remember His own words, “If ye love Me, keep My command- 
ments’ ;” and “ Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do not the things that I say*?” It cannot consist 
with love to Christ, to slight any, even the least, indication of His will, revealed in this book by the 
Holy Ghost. 

Here is the true foundation of Apostolic Doctrine and Discipline; it is built upon a Rock, 

the Rock of Ages, which is Christ. 
Let us then consider, whether in this Divine Book we may not find a path of unity, in which 

we may walk together as Brethren toward our heavenly home. 
On the one hand, they who revere the doctrinal symbols and primitive organization of the 

Church, and desire to restore and reinvigorate them, wheresoever they are decayed, and to propagate 

1 1 Pet. ii, 25. 2 John xiv. 15. 3 Luke vi. 46. 
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them where they are wanting, may be invited to consider, whether, in endeavouring to attain this 
end, some among us may not have placed the Church in too prominent an attitude, and in too inde- 
pendent a position; and whether it be not our duty, to raise our eyes, and to direct the eyes of 
others upward, from the Church upon earth to Jesus Christ her Lord, acting and teaching in and 
by her from Heayen. The Holy Ghost has taught us in this Divine Book not to rivet our minds even 
on the Apostles themselves '; but to concentrate all our thoughts and affections on Him Who sent 
them, and acts by them. Let us not regard the Church as separable from Christ; but ever think 
on her as dependent on Him, and as deriving all her grace and virtue, all her authority and power, 
from Him alone. Let us not forget the words of the Psalmist, speaking to her, the Queen at 
Christ's right hand, and saying “ He is thy Lord God, and worship thou Him ?.”’ 

On the other hand, if we are tempted to think lightly of the Apostolic and Primitive Church, 
if we are disposed to treat with indifference any of the specific functions of the Christian Ministry, 
and its threefold orders, then let us pause and consider, whether we have rightly conceived the 

question at issue ; and whether, by such a temper of mind, we may not be doing grievous wrong— 
not to men—but to Christ; to Christ our Lord and King, our Prophet and Priest, our Saviour and 
our Judge, seated in heavenly glory and majesty at God’s right hand; to Christ, vouchsafing to 
send “His Holy Spirit from Heaven to teach His Apostles, and to guide them into all Truth *;” 
and whether we may not be guilty of disobeying Him, and of sinning against the Holy Ghost. 

To think less of men, and to think more of God; to lift up our eyes from the Church Militant 
on earth, to her Lord and Head triumphant in heayen,—this is what the Holy Ghost teaches us in 

the Acts of the Apostles. Therefore it is, that He annexed it as a second volume to St. Luke’s 

Gospel, and joined both together in one work; revealing in the former, Christ acting and teaching 
on earth, and in the latter, Christ acting and teaching in heaven. The Acts of the Apostles is the 
Gospel of Jesus Christ, now reigning in glory. . 

VIII. The Notes, which are contained in the present Volume, have been written with such 

persuasions as these. 
They have also been dictated by a belief, that the design of this sacred Book has scarcely 

received the attention which it claims, and which, if duly bestowed upon it, would do much to 
settle the controversies of Christendom, and to advance the progress of the Gospel; and that the 
nearer the end of earthly things approaches, the greater its uses will be. 

Accordingly, the Plan of the Book has been dwelt upon at large in the present Introduction. 

The writer of these Notes cannot quit this subject, without an expression of thankfulness to - 
Almighty God, that He has preserved in England a Church, which has not disqualified herself for 
interpreting the Acts of the Apostles. 

One of the most painful feelings arising in the mind, from the perusal of interpretations of the 
Acts of the Apostles by learned members of those religious Communions, which have departed from 
the rule of primitive Christian Doctrine and Discipline, is caused by distortions or disparagements 
of the Apostolic precedents recorded in this Book, and received and followed by the ancient 
Church. 

By a dereliction of those Apostolic precedents, those Communions have disabled themselves for 
expounding the Acts of the Apostles. They cannot interpret this Book aright, without, at the same 
time, pronouncing a sentence of condemnation on themselves; and, from the infirmity of human 

nature, it is hardly to be expected, that they should be willing to censure their own principles. 
The student of Scripture may need to be cautioned against those interpretations ; and still more 

should he be on his guard against those expositions, which are blemished by sceptical strictures on the 
History of the Acts, as well as by perversion of its teaching in matters of Christian Doctrine and 
Discipline, and by imputations of errors to those Saints and Martyrs, who were inspired by the Holy 
Ghost*. For this reason also, the English student of Holy Scripture, while he thankfully avails himself 
of all the aids—critical, philological, historical, and antiquarian—which the erudition of Germany has 
richly furnished,—may well be thankful to the Great Head of the Church, that the principles of the 
English Reformation were not innovating, but preservative, not revolutionary, but restorative; and 
that God has raised up Expositors in England, inferior to none in wisdom and learning, and has 

1 See above, p. 6. 4 For a specimen of this, the Reader may refer to the notes on 
3 Pas. xiv. 12. the speech of St. Stephen, Acts vii. 
3 John xvi. 13. 
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placed them on a sacred vantage-ground of sound Exposition, by the principles and constitution of 
the Church, to which they have the happiness to belong. 

IX. The details of the personal history of the Author of this Book will be found in the Intro- 
duction to his Gospel; and in the Chronological Table prefixed to this Book. The Acts of the 
Apostles, which brings the history of St. Paul down to the end of his first imprisonment at 
Rome, cannot have been completed before a.p. 63. It was probably published at Rome at that 
time. 

X. For the reasons stated above, the Acts of the Apostles, which has sometimes been regarded 

merely as an appendage to the Four Gospels, but which holds an unique and independent place in 
the New Testament, forms a separate Part in the present edition. 

In the Text of this Edition, more deviations from the Tertus Receptus will be found, than, 

within the same compass, in the Edition of the Gospels. This is due to the fact, that there are 

many more discrepancies in the Manuscripts’ of this Book, than of them, or of almost any other 
Book of the New Testament. 

The reader, however, will feel satisfaction in observing, that scarcely any of these variations 
affect the sense, in any perceptible degree; and that none in any respect touches the substance of 
any Christian Doctrine*. And he may thence derive an assurance, that while the collation of the 
vast variety of Manuscripts of the New Testament, which are derived from all parts of the world, 
serves to establish immoyeably the integrity of the Text of the Inspired Volume, and to confirm the 
Truth of the Gospel; not one of that countless multitude has been found to invalidate in the least 
degree any historical fact, or any doctrinal article, on which the Christian Religion is founded, and 
our hope of salvation rests. 

1 Particularly MS. D, i.e. the Codex Beze or Cambridge discrepancies may be seen in Eichhorn’s Kinleitung in d. N. T. 
Manuscript, on which see Bp. Middleton’s Remarks, Appendix ii. p. 87; Kuinoel, Prolegomena, § 2. 
to his Work on the Greek Article, pp. 649—669. Bornemann’s 2 Except, perhaps, Acts xx. 18, and the question there is 
edition of the Acts is based upon that MS. Some of its principal rather one of language than of substance. 



CHRONOLOGICAL SYNOPSIS 

OF THE 

EVENTS RELATED IN THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES! 

In the examination of this subject the following propositions are presented to the reader’s notice. 
1. The common era—Anno Domini—begins about four years too late. (See above on Matt. ii. 20.) 

2. Our Blessed Lord’s ministry, which began when He was thirty years of age (see on Luke iii. 
23), and which seems to have lasted three years and a half (see on John y. 1), and which terminated 
at a Passover, commenced probably in the Autumn of A.p. 26, and ended at the Passover in a.p. 30. 
(See on John i. 14, and vii. 2; and cp. Africanus, Chronogr. Routh, R. 8. ii. 187—190. Clinton, 
Fasti Rom. p. 14.) 

3. Our Blessed Lord and Saviour was crucified on the 15th of Nisan, a.p. 30; and His Resur- 
rection was on the 17th of Nisan of that year; and the Ascension was forty days afterwards; and the 
Day of Pentecost on which the Holy Spirit descended, was on a Sunday, the Seventh Lord’s Day 
after that on which He rose from the Dead. (See on Acts ii. 1.) 

4, The only date in the history of the Acts of the Apostles which can be fixed with absolute 
certainty, is that of the death of Herod Agrippa at Czesarea, described in Acts xii. 20—22; and the 
determination of other points in the Chronology of the earlier portion of the Acts depends mainly on 
the date of this event. 

Herod Agrippa was made King of Judea and Samaria by the Emperor Claudius on his acces- 
sion (Josephus, Ant. xix. 8. 2), which took place early in the year a.p. 41 (his predecessor, Caligula, 
having been murdered on the 24th of January in that year), and Agrippa died soon after the 
completion of the third year of his reign (Bell. Jud. ii. 11.6). His death therefore took place a.p. 
44; and it appears from the Acts that it was after a Passover (xii. 3). 

Besides, Josephus informs us (Ant. xxiii. 6. 10) that Herod Agrippa had been appointed by the 
predecessor of Claudius, Caligula, to the Tetrarchies of Philip and Lysanias, soon after his accession, 

which was in the month of March, a.p. 37 (Dio, lviili. 639. Basnage, Annales i. p. 458. Clinton, 

F. R. p. 28). And it is stated by Josephus (Ant. xix. 8. 2) that Herod Agrippa died in the seventh 
year of his government, dating from that appointment by Caligula, early in a.p. 37. And thus 
we are brought again to .p. 44, as the year of Herod’s death. 

5. Thus we have ¢wo limits in the history of the Acts, an anterior limit, or terminus & quo, in our 

Lord’s Ascension and the descent of the Holy Spirit in the Spring of a.p. 30; and a posterior limit, 
or terminus ad quem, in the Spring or Summer of a.p. 44, the date of Herod’s death. And in this 
interval of fourteen years are to be arranged the events recorded in the first ¢zvelve chapters of the Acts 
of the Apostles. 

6. Another note of time is furnished by notices in the history of St. Paul, as narrated by himself 
in the first and second chapters of his Epistle to the Galatians. 

In order to show that his preaching was not derived from men, but by revelation from Christ 
Himself, he there relates (Gal. i. 17) that he had no intercourse with the other Apostles, which 
could have imparted to him the knowledge he possessed; and that it was not till three years after 
his Conversion that he went up to Jerusalem from Damascus to see Peter, and that he remained 
there only fifteen days, and thence went into Syria and Cilicia (Gal. i. 17—21). 

He adds, that fourteen years afterwards he went again up to Jerusalem with Barnabas, and took 
Titus with him. 

1 The principal works on this subject are those of Josephus, those of Anger, A. de temporum in Actis ratione, Lips. 1833 ; 
Eusebius, Hist. Eccles. and Chronicon (Venet. 2 vols. 4to. 1818), Birks, Greswell, Lewin, Conybeare, and Howson, Winer; B. W 
Prosper Aquitanus, Chronicon (Bassani, 1782), Bishop Pearson, B. Art. Paulus; Clinton’s Fasti Romani, Oxford, 1845; and 
Tillemont, Basnage, Lardner, and Paley, specified in the List Wieseler, Chronologie des Apostolischen Zeitalters. Gitting. 
of Authors prefixed to this volume; and in more recent times, 1848. 
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Tt has been doubted, whether these fourteen years are to be dated from his conversion, or from 
the expiration of the three years mentioned previously in Gal. i. 18. 

It seems most probable that the fourteen years are to be dated from the short visit to Jerusalem, 
and the journey thence to Tarsus at the end of those three years. Tor it is observable that in Gal. 
i. 18, the Apostle says, éverta, eta Et Tpia, i.e. then, after three years from my conversion. But 

in Gal. ii. 1, he says, €weita, dua Sexatecodpwv éTav, Tad.Ly avéByny», i.e. then, having passed 

through an interval of fourteen years, from the last-named date, I went up again to Jerusalem '. 

This visit was most probably the same as that described in Acts xv. 2—22, when St. Paul was 
sent from Antioch to the Councit of Jerusatem. It is true that St. Paul had been at Jerusalem 
some little time Jefore that visit; but he had only gone to the Elders with alms (xi. 30; xii. 25), 
and he had no occasion to refer to this visit, in his Epistle to the Galatians. Besides, he says that 

in the visit which he is mentioning in his Epistle to the Galatians, he had recounted to the Apostles 
what he had been preaching to the Gentiles (Gal. ii. 2). But such an assertion as that is wholly 
inapplicable to the short visit mentioned in Acts xi. 80; xii. 25, on which he went up with alms to 
Jerusalem, and when he had not as yet been even ordained to preach to the Gentiles”. (See Note on 
Acts xiii. 1, 2; ep. Bede in Act. xv. Davidson, ii. 112—122. Howson, i. p. 539—547.) 

But in writing to the Galatians, concerning his intercourse with the other Apostles, he could 
not omit to notice the visit, which he made soon afterwards to Jerusalem, namely, that described in 

Acts xv. 2—22, when he went up to the Apostles and Elders assembled in Council there, to discuss 
a question in which St. Paul had a personal and official concern. Hence it would seem, that the 
Covuncit of JerusALem was held about seventeen years after the Conversion of St. Paul. 

This conclusion cannot be regarded as more than an approximation to the truth; because it 
depends on the two passages above cited, where St. Paul speaks of years, which may be either com- 
plete years, or only, according to the Jewish method of reckoning, current years. 

7. Another chronological clue seems to be supplied by the mention of the circumstances of St. 
Paul’s escape from Damascus after his Conversion (ix. 25). It appears from 2 Cor. xi. 32, 33, where 
St. Paul himself is describing that escape, that the city of Damascus had then fallen into the hands 
of Aretas, King of part of Arabia Petreea, who had appointed an Ethnarch there. 

In looking for a season when such a remarkable incident was likely to have occurred, we find 
none more probable than that in which Aretas had defeated the forces of Herod Antipas, to whom 
he had long been hostile, on account of Herod’s ill-treatment of his daughter, whom he had aban- 

doned for Herddias. (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5.1. Matt. xiv. 1—13.) Hetod Antipas being defeated 
(late in a.p. 36), appealed for succour to the Emperor Tiberius, who commanded Vitellius, then Pre- 
sident of Syria, to declare war against Aretas. (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5.1.) But soon after, Tiberius 
died (March, 4.p. 37); and Vitellius drew off his forces, and went to Rome. (See notes below on 

ix. 2 and 24.) 
It seems probable, that Aretas availed himself of the favourable opportunity thus presented for 

occupying the city of Damascus. This occupation would be only of short duration. Caligula inter- 
fered in the affairs of Arabia, in the second year of his reign (Dio, lix. 9), and would hardly have 
allowed Aretas to retain what he had usurped. If these calculations are just, the date of St. Paul’s 
Conversion would be a.v. 34. 

It may be remarked, that the Jews do not scem to have had the same power of persecuting the 
Christians at Damascus when St. Paul escaped from that city, as they had when he came down from 
Jerusalem with a commission from the High Priest. (Acts ‘ix. 1—14; xxvi. 11.) But now the Jews 
lie in wait for him, and endeavour to destroy him by the permission and agency of the Ethnarch of 
Aretas. (Acts ix. 23. 2 Cor. xi. 32.) The occupation of Damascus by Aretas seems therefore to 
have been after his Conversion. 

.8. Another note of time may be derived from Acts ix. 31, where it is related that “all the 
Churches in Judza, and Galilee, and Samaria had rest, and walking in the fear of the Lord and 

the comfort of the Holy Ghost were multiplied.” The Christians had nothing to fear at that 
time from the Romans. Their persecutions were from the Jews; and if the Churches had rest, it 

1 Bishop Pearson, indeed, infers, p. 379, that the éreira (in 
Gal. ii. 1) must be deduced from the conversion, and not from the 
end of the three years, because another éeira intervenes in i. 21. 
But perhaps this circumstance may be rather alleged as an argu- 
ment in favour of what is said above. For it is evident that the 
second ére:ra in i. 21, which introduces the visit of fifteen days 
to Jerusalem, and the journey thence to Tarsus, is dated from the 

first evra, which specifies the end of the three years ; and so it 
seems the third ére:ra is to be dated from the second. 

2 Bede says in Act. xiii., “ Videtur Paulus xiii? post Domini 
passionem anno Apostolatum cum Barnaba accepisse, xiv'® autem 
anno ad Gentium magisterium profectus est. Nec Historia Eccle- 
siastica repugnat, docens Apostolis esse praeceptum ut duodecim 
annis preedicarent in Judea,” 



24 CHRONOLOGICAL SYNOPSIS. 

was not to be ascribed to any cessation of desire, but to a suspension of power or opportunity on the 
part of the Jews to persecute them. 

It has been suggested by Basnage, ad a.p. 40, Lardner (i. 55; iii. 252), and others (see Note 
on Acts ix. 31), that this “rest of the Churches” was due to the alarm in which the Jews themselves 
were, on account of the command given by the Emperor Caligula, to the President of Syria, 
Petronius, in A.D. 39, to set up the Imperial Statue in the Temple at Jerusalem. (Joseph. Bell. Jud. 
ii. 10. 1. Ant. xviii. 8. 2. Philo, Legat. 31. Euseb. ii. 5.) 

It was not till the death of Caligula and the accession of Claudius, 24th Jan. a.p. 41, that the 
Jews were relieved from this panic. And soon after that, Herod Agrippa, the person who had 
showed his zeal for the Jews by interceding with Caligula for a revocation of this command (Joseph. 
Ant. xviii. 8. 7. Philo, Leg. 35), “ stretched forth his hands to vex certain of the Church, and killed 
James the brother of John with the sword ; and because he saw it pleased the Jews, he proceeded to take 

Peter also.” (Acts xii. 1.) 
This Rest of the Churches cannot have commenced till after St. Paul’s visit to Jerusalem, for 

then a persecution was going on, to which he was exposed. (Acts ix. 26—31.) Besides, when Paul 
came to Jerusalem, Peter was there; but during the rest, Peter was absent from Jerusalem on a 

Missionary Tour. (Acts ix. 31—43; ep. Lardner, iii. 253.) 
9. Certain other notes of dwration are set down in the Acts (viz.) :— 
(1) After St. Paul’s first visit of fifteen days to Jerusalem and his journey to Cilicia (Gal. i. 15 

—21. Acts ix. 30; xi. 25), and his intercourse with Barnabas, who brought him from Tarsus to 
Antioch, he remains with Barnabas a whole year at Antioch, where the Disciples are first called 

Christians (xi. 25—27). 
(2) Paul and Barnabas, after their first Missionary Journey in Asia, returned to Antioch, and 

tarried no small time there (SétpyBov ypovov ov« odéyov) with the Disciples (xiy. 28). 
(8) After their return from the Council of Jerusalem to Antioch they again tarried there (6- 

érptBov, xv. 35). 

(4) St. Paul, in his secénd Missionary Journey, came through Asia Minor and Macedonia into 
Achaia (Acts xvi. xvil.), and remained at Corinth a year and six months (éxa@ice éviavtov Kai pivas 
é&, xviii. 11). 

(5) From Cenchree, the eastern port of Corinth, he set sail for Ephesus, where he remained only 

a short time, being desirous of being at Jerusalem for the feast (xviii. 19—21), probably Pentecost. 
(6) After a short visit to Jerusalem he returned to Ephesus, and spent there three years (xx. 31). 
(7) After these three years he went again to Macedonia (xx. 1), and came into Hellas, and 

spent there three months (xx. 3). 
He then went back through Macedonia, came to Philippi (xx. 6), where he spent Huster, and 

passed by Troas (xx. 6—12) and Miletus (xx. 15) to Caesarea and to Jerusalem; where he had not 
been for several years (6: ér@v wdctover, xxiv. 17), and where he had desired to be at the feast of 
Pentecost. ' 

(8) He was arrested in the Temple at Jerusalem by the Jews, and was sent by Claudius Lysias 
for safety to Cesarea ; and he was detained there in “ custodia libera” two years by Felix, who (xxiv. 
27) had been governor for many years (é€« wo\N@v ery, xxiy. 10), and is succeeded in the procu- 
ratorship by Festus, who sends St. Paul by sea toward Rome. 

(9) After his shipwreck in the Mediterranean, St. Paul remains during the winter at Malta ; 
and after three months he sets sail again “in a ship which had winéered in the island” (xxviii. 11). 

(10) He remained at Rome two whole years (Svetiav 6dnv, xxviii. 80). 
(11) It is evident from St. Luke’s narrative that St. Paul arrived at Rome in the Spring of the 

year after the succession of Festus to the Procuratorship in the Room of Felix ; 
What year was that ? 
(1) Felix was Procurator of Judea in a.p. 52‘; and he had been many years (€« modd@v éradv) 

Procurator, when Paul pleaded before him at Cexsarea. (Acts xxiv. 10.) 
(2) Felix, when recalled, was saved from the punishment due to his misgovernment by the 

1 Tt is said by Wieseler, p. 67, and others, that Felix was 
appointed by Claudius in the thirteenth year of his reign, i.e. 
after Jan. 24, A.p. 53; and this is inferred by him from Josephus, 
Ant. xx. 7. 1, dwdéxarov Eros H5n exaAnpoxds. But Josephus 
applies these words to the appointment of Agrippa, and not of 
Feliz. It appears from that passage, and from Bell. Jud. ii. 12. 
8, that Felix was appointed Procurator before, though probably 

not long before, the appointment of Agrippa to the tetrarchy of 
Philip ; which took place early in a.p. 53. The appointment of 
Felix is placed still earlier by Tacitus, Ann, xii. 54, ‘ Pallas jam- 
pridem Jude impositus.” Eusebius (Chron. ii. p. 271) assigns 
it to the eleventh year of Claudius, i.e. a.p. 51. Clinton (Fasti 
Rom. pp. 34—36) is in favour of an earlier date than a.p. 52, for 
the appointment of Felix. 

———— eel 
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influence of his brother Pad/as with the Emperor Nero. (Joseph. Ant. xx. 8,9.) Pallas was put to 
death by Nero a.v. 62. (Tacit. Aun. xiv. 65.) Therefore Felix must have ceased to be Procurator, 
and Festus must have been appointed to succeed him, some time before that date. 

(3) St. Paul, when brought a prisoner to Rome, was delivered into the charge of the prefect of 
the preetorian guard (t@ otpatoredapyn, Acts xxviii. 16). It seems then that there was only one 
prefect at that time. But after the death of Burrhus, who was prefect till February, a.p. 62, when 
he died (Zuacit. Ann. xiv. 51. Clinton, F. R. p. 44. Wieseler, p. 83), there were two prefects. See 
Bp. Pearson, ii. 389, and Wieseler, p. 86. Therefore it is probable that St. Paul came to Rome 
before March a.p. 62. 

(4) Josephus relates (Ant. xx. 8. 11), that a dispute arose between the Jews and Festus the Pro- 
curator, and that they sent a deputation to Rome, where their cause was favoured by Poppa, the 
wife of Nero. This could not have been before a.p. 62, when Poppzea became his wife. (Zucit. Ann. 

*xiv.49. Sueton. Ner. 35.) But some time must have elapsed after the appointment of Festus, before 
the dispute could have arisen, and the deputation have proceeded to Rome and have gained the 
favourable notice of Poppza. 

(5) Josephus also states (Vit. 3) that he himself went to Rome to intercede for some Jewish 
Priests whom Fe/iz had sent there before his removal from the procuratorship. Josephus arrived at 
Rome a.p. 63 (Vit. 1). From his narrative it appears that they had been some time in detention 
at Rome, and that he engaged the interest of Poppeea in their fayour. 

(6) Eusebius says (H. E. ii. 23) that James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, was martyred by the Jews 
at Jerusalem, because they were disappointed by the escape of St. Paul from their hands. The 
martyrdom of St. James took place at the Passover, a.p. 62. (Huseb. ii. 23. Joseph. Ant. xx. 9. 1.) 
It appears that Festus the Procurator had recently died, and that his successor had not arrived ; and 
that Ananus the High Priest, who was a Sadducee, and of a cruel temper, and his adherents, took 
advantage of this interval to destroy St. James and others. (Hused. ii. 22, and ii. 23, where see 
Vales. Joseph. Ant. xx.9.1.) St. Paul’s arrival at Rome would therefore have been before—but 
not long before—that time. 

(7) On the whole, therefore, it seems most probable that Festus succeeded Felix in the Spring 
or Summer of a.p. 60, and that St. Paul’s arrival at Rome is to be placed in the Spring of a.p. 61, 
and that he remained at Rome till the Spring of a.p. 63. Lardner (iii. 279) says, “ Paul came to 
Jerusalem at the Feast of Pentecost, a.p. 58, and was sent away to Rome at the end of a.p. 60,” 

and he is followed by Wieseler, 66—80. Winer, R. W. B. i. p. 868. Birks, Hore Apostolicae, pp. 

167—182. Howson, ii. 669—672. Hackett, p. 15; and see also Vales. in Euseb. ii. 23. 

From the above premises we arrive at the results, which may be arranged as probable in the 
following CuronoLocicat TaRLe. 
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31—82. 
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387, 

38—41. 

45. 

49. 

CHRONOLOGICAL SYNOPSIS 

CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE. 

The Crucifixion of Christ at the Passover. : 
His Ascension, forty days after His Resurrection. 
The Descent of the Holy Spirit at the Feast of Pentecost, fifty days after the Passover. 
The Events described in Chapters iii.—vi. of the Acts of the Apostles. 
St. Stephen’s Martyrdom (Acts vii.). Saw was then a young man, veavias (vii. 58). 
St. Philip’s Missionary Journey (Acts viii. 5—40). 
St. Peter and St. John at Samaria. Simon Magus (Acts viii. 14—24). 
Saul’s Conversion (Acts ix. 1—25): ep. Euseb. H. E. ii. 1; and see note below on 1 Tim. 

i. 13. 
Saul retires to Arabia (Gal. i. 17). 
Pontius Pilate is recalled from his procuratorship in Juda (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4. 2). 
Damascus occupied by Aretas, who appoints an Ethnarch there. 
‘After many days’ (ix. 23), Saul escapes from Damascus. 
Goes up to Jerusalem; where he remains fifteen days, and sees Peter and John (Gal. i. 18, 

19. Acts ix. 26, 27) ; and 
Disputes with the Grecians ; 
Saul is sent to Tarsus (ix. 30). 
The Emperor Tiberius dies 16th March ; 
Caligula succeeds. 
“Rest of the Churches” (Acts ix. 31). 
St. Peter’s Missionary Journey (ix. 32—43). 
He tarries at Joppa many days (ix. 43). 
Conversion of Cornelius (Acts x. 1—48). 
The Emperor Caligula dies 24th January, and is succeeded by Claudius. 
Euodius, first Bishop of Antioch (Zuseb. Chron. ii. p. 269. Clinton, F. R. App. ii. p. 548). 
The Disciples called Curtst1ans at Antioch (Acts xi. 26). 
The Apostle St. James, the brother of John, is killed with the sword (Acts xii. 2), and 
St. Peter is imprisoned, by Herod Agrippa, before Easter (xii. 4). Peter is delivered; and 
Herod is smitten by an Angel, and dies at Cxsarea (xii. 23). 
St. Peter retires from Jerusalem (xii. 17). 
Saul and Barnabas, having been deputed by the Christians at Antioch (xi. 27—30) to 

bring supplies to the Brethren in Judea, on account of the anticipation of the famine 
foretold by Agabus, which “came to pass in the reign of Claudius Cesar” (xi. 28), 
i. e. after January, a.p. 41, return from Jerusalem to Antioch, with John Mark, who 
was connected with Peter (xii. 12), and with Barnabas. (See on xv. 39.) 

The Ordination of Saul and Barnabas, at Antioch, to the Apostleship of the Gentiles. (See 
on xiii. 1.) 

Saul is henceforth called Pau?. (See Acts xiii. 9.) St. Paul’s “ Visions and Revelations of 
the Lord” seem to have been vouchsafed to him about this time. (See on 2 Cor. xii 
2, 3.) 

Their first Missionary Journey to Cyprus (Paphos), and Pisidia, and Perga in Pamphylia 
(xiii. 4—18), whence Mark returns to Jerusalem. They visit Antioch of Pisidia, 
Iconium, Lystra; come to Perga and Pamphylia, and thence return to the place 
of their ordination, Antioch ; where they remain a considerable time with the disciples 
(Acts xiv. 26—28). 

A controversy arises at Antioch concerning the obligation of the Ceremonial Law (xv. 1, 2). 
Paul and Barnabas, and some others, are deputed to go from Antioch to Jerusalem, “ to 

the Apostles and Elders,” concerning this matter (xv. 2, 3). 



AD. 

50, 51. 

52—54. 

57. 

58 

58—60 

‘61. 
62. 
62, 63 

CHRONOLOGICAL SYNOPSIS. 27 

Council of Jerusalem (xv. 6—29). 
Paul and Barnabas return to Antioch ; where they remain some time (xv. 35, 36). 
St. Peter is rebuked by St. Paul (Gal. ii, 11—13). 
The wapofvopos (Acts xv. 39), and separation of Paul and Barnabas. 
Paul takes Silas (xv. 40) on his second Missionary Journey, and afterwards Timothy also at 

Lystra (xvi. 1). 
St. Paul passes through Phrygia and Galatia to Troas (xvi. 6. 8). Thence crosses over to 

Philippi (xvi. 12), and Thessalonica (xvii. 1), and Bercea (xvii. 10); thence to Athens 
(xvii. 15). 

St. Paul comes to Corinth, where he spends a year and six months (xviii. 1. 11). 
Aquila and Priscilla come to Corinth. 
The two Epistles to the Thessalonians. See below the Introduction to those Epistles, p. 1, 2, 

and p. 25. ; 
Epistle to the Galatians written probably about this time from Corinth. See below the 

Introduction to that Epistle, pp. 86—41. 
St. Paul sets sail from Cenchree in the Spring for Ephesus, on his way to Jerusalem, for 

the feast, probably Pentecost (xviii. 18, 19). 
The Emperor Claudius dies (13th October a.p. 57), and Nero succeeds. 
After a short visit at Jerusalem (xviii. 21), 
St. Paul returns by way of Antioch, where he spends some time (xviii. 22), and through 

Galatia and Phrygia, where he confirms all the disciples (xviii. 23), and by the upper 
regions of Asia Minor (xix. 1) to Ephesus; where he spends three years (xx. 31)—three 
months in the Synagogue, and two years in the School of Tyrannus (xix. S—10). 

First Epistle to the Corinthians. See below Introduction to that Epistle, pp. 75—77. 
St. Paul, after three years’ stay at Ephesus, quits it for Macedonia (xx. 1). 
Second Epistle to the Corinthians. See Introduction to that Epistle, p. 148. 
Comes into Hellas; and spends three months there (xx. 3). 
Epistle to the Romans, written at Corinth or Cenchrex. See Introduction to it, p. 208. 
St. Paul returns to Macedonia in the Spring, and arrives at Philippi for Easter (xx. 6). 
Passes over to Troas (xx. 6). Touches at Miletus, where he bids farewell to the Presbyters 

of Ephesus, and gives them an Apostolic charge (xx .17) ; and Tyre (xxi. 3), and lands 
at Ceesarea (xxi. 8). 

Comes to Jerusalem, after several years (xxiv. 17), for the Feast of Pentecost (xx. 16; 
poate Aly) 

St. Paul is arrested at Jerusalem in the Temple (xxi. 28). 
Is conveyed to Casarea (xxiii. 23—33). 

. Remains two years in detention at Cwsarea (xxiv. 27). 
Is sent by Festus, in the Autumn of a.p. 60, by sea toward Rome (xxvii. 1). 
Winters at Malta (xxviii. 11). 
Spring: arrives at Rome. 
Martyrdom of St. James the Bishop of Jerusalem, at the Passover. 
St. Paul is at Rome, where he writes the Epistles to the Ephesians, Colossians (see Introduc- 

tion to Ephesians, p. 269), and to Philemon, in which he calls himself “Paul the 

aged”? (Philem. 9. See above on A.p. 33), and that to the Philippians, at the close of 

his imprisonment A.D. 63. 
Is detained at Rome for “two whole years,” till the Spring of a.p. 63 (xxviii. 380); where 

the History of the “ Acrs of the AvosrLEes” concludes: ep. Eused. ii. 22. 
For a continuation of the Apostolic History, see the Chronological Tables prefixed to St. 

Paul’s Epistles, and the Introduction to the Epistles to Timothy, pp. 416—424, and the 
Chronological Table prefixed to the General Epistles. . 
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A Tasue of the Contemporary Chronology of the Emperors of Rome, the Presidents of Syria, the 
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41. 

46. 

47. 

1 Cp, Zeittafeln in Winer, B. W. B. ii. p. 763. 
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Procurators of Judea, and the High Priests of Jerusalem’. 

EMVEROR. 

Tiberius, since A.D. 
14, Aug. 19. 

Caligula succeeds 
March 16. 

Aeals Ye. ‘esl fie” te P ote 

Claudius succeeds 
Jan. 24. 

Nero succeeds Oct. 13. 

Nero dies June 9. 

PRESIDENT OF SYRIA. 

Vitellius (Joseph. Ant. 
xviii. 4.4. ZYacit. Aun. 
vi. 27). 

= ae 

Petronius (Joseph. Ant. 
xviii, 8. 2). 
eC oy 

Vibius Marsus (Ant. xix. 
6. 4). 

C. Cassius Longinus (Ant. 
XXo il). 

Titus Ummidius Quadratus 
(Ant. xx.6.2. B. J. i. 
12. 5). 

een . 

a) we . 

. OP ts ae) 

. 2. oa . 

Wieseler, p. 594. 

PROCURATOR OF JUDZA. 

Pontius Pilate from a.p. 26 or 27 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 2). 
CW hl Bik Mee’ Chee 

Pontius Pilate recalled (Jos. Ant. 
xviii. 4. 2). 

re) | ley ea) ae 

Herop Acrirpa, King of Judea. 

Wey Pee ee) ew ee 

Cuspius Fadus (Ant. xix. 11. 2; 
XxX. 5. 00), 

Herod, King of Chalcis, obtains 
from Claudius the appointment 
of the High Priests, and the 
charge of the Temple (Ant. xx. 
1. 3). 

Tiberius Alexander (Ant. xx. 5. 

Ventidius Cumanus (Ant. xx. 5. 
2). Herod, King of Chalcis, 
dies, is succeeded by his nephew, 
Herod Agrippa II. 

Felix (Ant. xx. 7. 1). Herop 
Acrippa II., who had been 
King of Chalcis since a.p. 48, 
and had the charge of the Tem- 
ple and the appointment of the 
High Priests, and was advanced, 
about the close of a.p. 52, to 
the Tetrarchies of Philip and 
Lysanias, with the title of King 
(Ants x5 7-00.) 3B. 28 
iii. 3. 5). 

oy ye. Gat of harks seer Ba 

Festus succeeds Felix (Ant. xx. 8. 
9). 

Festus dies. The province with- 
out a procurator. 

Albinus (Ant, xx. 9. 1. B. J. ii. 
14 

HIGH PRIEST. 

Caiaphas, since A.D. 25. 

poe alse) nt ee, 

Caiaphas removed by Vitel- 
lius. 

Jonathan, son of Ananus 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 3). 

Theophilus, son of Ananus 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 5. 3). 

Simon, son of Boéthus (Jos. 
Ant. xix. 6. 2). 

Matthias, son of Annas (Ant. 
xix. 6. 4). 

Elionzus, son of Cantheras 
(Ant. xix. 8. 1). 

o, (eo heuer eT fe iat) anes 

Joseph, son of Cami (Ant. 
xx. 1. 3). 

Ananias, son of Nebedeus, 
appointed by Herod, King 
of Chalcis (Ant. xx. 5. 1). 

Herod Agrippa appoints Ish- 
mael, son of Phabi (Ant. 
xx. 8. 8). 

Agrippa appoints Joseph, 
surnamed Cabi, son of Si- 
mon (Ant. xx. 8. 11). 

Ananus (xx. 9. 1). 

Jesus, son of Damneus (xx. 
951); 
Rieke s as.) ts: tet ‘sé. am 

Lewin, pp. 1022— 1107, and Alford, Proleg. pp. 23—25, 



CHRONOLOGICAL SYNOPSIS 29 

Inferences deducible from the preceding CuronoocicaL Synopsis and Taste. 

The consideration of the results represented above may suggest the following reflections :— 

1. The Times and Numbers which are recited in Holy Scripture, and which serve as landmarks 
of Sacred History, seem to be regulated by certain laws. 

For example, the periods of Forty Days and Forty Years recur frequently in Holy Scripture as 
Times of Probation. See Numb. xiv. 33; xxxii. 13. Ps. xev. 10. Heb. iii. 9.17, and Notes on 
acts 1.3; vii. 23. 

2. If the dates assigned in the above Table are correct, it appears, that (as Eusebius has observed, 
Hi. E. iii. 7) the period of penitential probation, which was allowed to the city of Jerusalem after the 
erucifixion of Christ, was Forty Years ; i.e. from a.p. 80 to a.v. 70, when it was taken by the 

Romans, and the Temple was destroyed. This result being consistent with the general dealings of 
Divine Providence with His people, confirms the conclusion stated in the Table. 

3. St. Luke’s work is divided into two parts, viz.: 1. his Gospel. 2. the Acts of the Apostles. 
If the dates specified above are correct, then the Ascension of Christ, with whicl’ St. Luke’s 

Gospel ends, and the Book of the Acts begins, stands at the middle point between both; and each 
portion of St. Luke’s work records the events of about Thirty-three Years. 

4. It is related in Holy Scripture of King David, the type of Christ, that he reigned forty 
years ; seven, or seyen and a half, in Hebron, and thirty-three years in Jerusalem over all Israel and 
Judah. (2 Sam. v. 4, 5. 1 Chron. xxix. 27.) 

Perhaps these times may be typical of Christ’s kingdom after His Ascension; at first limited 
to the literal Israel, and then, in the eighth year after the Ascension, extended, in the Conversion of 
Cornelius, to all nations. 

David reigns forty years; and Solomod, the peaceful, also a type of Christ, succeeds ; who builds 
the Temple, the figure of the Church. 

In the fortieth year after the Ascension of Christ, the literal Temple was destroyed; but this 
destruction of the material fabric conduced to the construction of the spiritual; the demolition of 
the Temple was the building up of the Church. It weaned the hearts of the people of God from 
the earthly Jerusalem, and raised their eyes to the graces and glories of the heavenly, which is the 
Mother of us all. (Gal. iv. 26.) It promoted the union of Jew and Gentile in Christ and His Church; 

Thus that period of forty years led to the peaceful settlement of the people of God under the 
divine Son of David, the true Solomon, the Prince of Peace. 

5. The number seven generally introduces in Scripture a period of Rest after toil and affliction. 
See on Matt. i. 17; xxvii. 52. 62. Luke xxiii. 56. 

In looking at the Chronological Table of the History of the Acts we find, 
(1) The first seventh year, i. e. 4.p. 87, marked by the “ Rest of the Churches.” 

(2) The second, or fourteenth year (i. e. A.p. 44), distinguished by another rest, after the death 
of Herod Agrippa I. See Acts xii. 24. 

(3) The Third septennium, a.p. 51, also distinguished by Rest after controversy, xv. 23—80; 
xvi. 4, 5. 

All these periods of seven are marked in the history by what may be called sabbatical sentences, 
expressive of Rest after labour and suffering. Sce ix. 31; xii. 24; xv. 81; xvi. 5. 

Such analogies as these will appear more or less worthy of notice to the reader, in proportion as 
he is disposed to attach more or less importance to a subject which has received little consideration 
in modern times, viz. the significance of periods of time in Sacred History. In the present state 
of our knowledge in this respect, it would be rash to build any thing upon them as a foundation ; 
but the observation of them, if otherwise deducible by reasoning, may be confirmatory of the results 
to which that reasoning leads; and may perhaps induce others to pursue the inquiry further ; which, 
while it demands patience of investigation, and soberness of deliberation, and diflidence in stating 
its results, has enough to commend it to the thoughtful student of Scripture, in the records of Inspi- 
ration and in the testimony of Christian Antiquity, and will not be lightly set aside by any who 
desire to understand the “ whole counsel of God.” 
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ANCIENT GREEK MANUSCRIPTS, IN UNCIAL LETTERS, 

CONTAINING 

THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 

Alexandrine, of [Vth or Vth century, in British Museum, London; a facsimile published by 
CO. G. Woide, Lond. 1786. Folio. 

Codex Sinaiticus, see below, Part IIL, p. xix. A collation of it is given below, p. 172. 
Vatican, of IVth or Vth century; in the Vatican at Rome, No. 1209, published, with ques- 

tionable accuracy, at Rome, 1857, and reprinted at London, 1859. Cp. Tischendorf, Proleg. 
p. exlvi. 

Codex Ephraem Syri rescriptus (Palimpsest), in Imperial Library at Paris. Num. 9. Pub- 
lished by Constantine Tischendorf, Lips. 1843. 

Codex Bezw, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century (?); in the University Library at 

Cambridge. A facsimile published by Aipling, Cantabr. 1793. Folio. 
Laudianus, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century; in the Bodleian Library at Oxford ; 

originally from Sardinia. Published by Hearne, Oxon. 1715. 
Coislinianus ; VIIth century; published by Tischendorf, Monumenta Sacra, p. 404. 
Angelice Bibliothece, at Rome, formerly belonged to Cardinal Passionei, [Xth centnry 

Mutinensis, [Xth century. 

In the Acts of the Apostles 

A is complete. & is complete. 

B is complete. 

C contains only some portions, viz. : 
Chap. i. 2—iv. 3. 

v. do—x. 42. 
xiii, 1—xyi. 36. 
xx. 10—xxi. 30. 
xxi. 21—xxii. 18. 
xxiv. 15—xxyi. 19. 
xxvil. 16—xxviii. 4. 

D is defective, as follows: 
From viii. 29—x. 14. 

Xxi. 2—xxi. 10. 

xxi. 15—xxi. 19. 

xxii. 10—xxii. 20. 

xxii. 29 to end. 

E is defective, as follows: 
From xxvi. 29—xxvili. 26. 

F contains only some portions: 
iy. 33, 34. 
ix. 24, 25. 

x. 13. 15. 
EX. 22. 

G begins at viii. 10, and is thence complete to the end. 

HI contains only some portions: 
vy. 28—ix. 38. 
x. 19—xiii. 36. 

xiv. 3 ta end; the portion after xxvii. 4 being supplied by a later hand. 
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PRINCIPAL CRITICAL EDITIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 

Erasm. Basil, 1516, 1519, 1522, 1527, 1535. 
Complutensis, in the fifth volume of the Complutensian Polyglot: printed in a.p. 1514, and 

published at Complutum, or Alcala, in 1520. 

Stephens. Paris, 1546, 1549, 1550, 1551. 
Beza. Genev. 1565, 1576, 1589, 1598. 
Elzevir, commonly called the “Textus Receptus.” Lug. Bat. 1624. 
Fell. Oxon. 1675. 
Mill. Lond. 1707. Roterod. 1710, by Kuster. 
Bentley. On his proposed edition, see Bentiey’s Correspondence passim, and Tregelles on the 

Printed Text of N. T. pp. 57—78. 
Bengel. Tubing. 1734. 
Wetstein. Amstelodami, 1751, 1752. 2 vols. folio. 

Griesbach. 1st ed. 1774; 2nd ed. 1796—1806. 

Matthei. Riga, 1782—1788. 12 vols. 
Alter. Viennz, 1786, 1787. 

Birch. 1788—1801. 
Scholz. Lips. 1830—1836. 2 vols. 4to. 
Lachmann. Ast ed. 1831; 2nd ed. Berolin, 1842—1850. See Tregelles, pp. 97--115, and 

Tischendorf, pp. xli—xlvii. 
Tischendorf. T.ips. 1841. Two at Paris, 1842. 
His first critical edition appeared at Leipzig, 1849: with copious Prolegomena. 
His seventh Edition (1857—1859) is intended to present a complete conspectus of all the critical 

subsidia, as yet available, for the revision of the Text of the New Testament. 
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TWPAZEIN AMOSTOAQN. 

I. }*TON péev mpatov Adyov eromodpynv epi TavtTwv, @ Oecdduire, Gy atuket.3. 
npkato “Inaovs Tovey te kal diddoKew 7° » a 

axpt As Nuepas evTedpevos Tots b Luke 2. 51. 

droatohoas Sia Ivevpatos ayiov, ots e&ehé€ato, avekndOn: 3° ois Kat TOp- c ch. 13. 31. 

€aTnoev éavrov Cavta peta 7 Tale avdzov €v TodXois TeKpnpiors 8 Hpepav 
al ‘ ‘ ~~ lal lal lal 

TETTAPAKOVTA OTTAVOpEVOS aVTOLS, Kat héywv TA wept THS Bacirelas TOD cod. 

Tue Title of this Book is Mpdfes "AtoordAwyr, literally Acts 
or Aposties, and not, ‘the Acts of the Apostles,’ for it only 
proposes to give an account of some acts of some Apostles, as 
specimens of the rest;—see the Introduction to this Volume, 
p. 5, note ; and on the design of the Book, see the Introduction, 
pp- 2—20. 

Cu. I. 1. roy ev xparov Adyov] tv mpw@rov Adyor, the for- 
mer story or account,—Adyov, as Herod. vi. 19, a history; a 
modest name for his Gospel. (Chrys.) mpa@tov for mpérepoy, as 
Luke ii. 2, see note. 

On uty without 5¢ expressed, see Acts iii. 21; iv. 16; xxvii. 
21; xxviii. 22. Winer, Gr. Gr. § 63, p. 508. 

This expression mp@tov Adyoy is important for determining 
the time of the publication of the Gospels. 

The Acts are carried down to A.p. 63. If they were written 
then (as seems probable), the Gospel of St. Luke, his mparos 
Adéyos, was written before a.p. 63. 

The Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Mark, which are prior 
to St. Luke’s, were published before that time. 

It is probable that the Gospel of St. Luke was published 
before a.p. 54. See Introduction to his Gospel, pp. 168—170. 

— ep) mdvrwy] concerning all things. Not that St. Luke 
narrated them ail (cp. John xxi. 25); but was is used in Scrip- 
ture in a relative sense, i.e. for all those things which are “ apta 
et congrua et officio sufficientia’’ (Aug. de Consens. Evang. iv. 8), 
requisite, convenient, and sufficient for the purpose in view. Acts 
xxi, 27. Eph. vi. 21. 

Cp. rdvrore mpocetxeoOat, Luke xviii. 1; joav Siamavtds 
év 7G iep@, Luke xxiv. 53. 
— hiptaro) began. By this word, as here used, and at v. 22, 

as well as by the word @edqude, St. Luke connects his d5edrepov 
Adyor, or Acts of the Apostles, with his mpa@ros Adyos (the Gos- 
pel) ; see on Luke iii. 23, where he had used the word épxduevos 
to describe the beginning of Christ’s ministerial career. 

Besides, the word #ptaro ’Inaois, Jesus began, as here used 
has a deeper sense ; 

St. Luke intimates by it, that our Lord’s Ministry on earth 
was the dpx}, or beginning of His Mediatorial Kingdom; and 
that this Kingdom, so begun, received a fresh accession of ma~ 
jesty at His Ascension into heaven, and at His Session at the 
Right Hand of God; and that its sway is now exercised in the 
protection of His Church, and in the Government of the World, 
and that it will be continued till He appears again in glory, when 
all His enemies will be put under His feet; and then the King- 
dom, which was begun at His Baptism, will be consummated, by 
the complete subjugation of Satan and of Death, and by the full 
and final triumph of Christ; and ‘God will be all in all.” 
1 Cor. xv. 28. 

In the Gospels, the Holy Spirit has described the beginnings 
of that Kingdom as inaugurated by Christ on earth. 

In the Acés, He describes the continuance and extension of 

that Kingdom through the power of Christ exalted and glorified 
in heaven. Cp. Olshausen, p. 348, Alford, p. 1, Baumgarten, 
i. 11—18, and below, note on x. 11, on the word &pxat as ap- 
plied to the Gospels; and the Introduction to this book. 

2. évreiAduevos T. G. 5a Mveduaros aylov] having given 
charge to His Apostles by the Holy Spirit (Chrys., Theophylact, 
Valck.), when He breathed on them and said, AdBere Tvetpua 
dy.ov, John xx. 22, and so gave them an earnest of the gift of 
Pentecost. Cp. Heb. ix. 14, 3:4 Ivetuartos aiwvlov éavrdy 
TpoonveyKev Kuwpnov TH Oe@, and below, xi. 28, and xxi. 4, ZAcyov 
514 Tov Mvetparos, and Winer, § 61, p. 491. 
— obs eteActato] whom He chose out of the world for Him- 

self (Jobn xv. 16), obscure and humble though they were, and 
whom He advanced to the high dignity of seeing His miracles and 
hearing His Words, and finally to be witnesses of His Resurrec- 
tion and Ascension. Such was His love and mercy to them. 

3. é€v moAAois texunplois] Matt. xxviii. 17. Mark xvi. 14. 
Luke xxiv. 13—50. John xx. 19. 1 Cor. xv. 5. 7.—Tekunpia are 
called avaykata onueta, irresistible proofs, by Aristotle, Rhet. 1; 
such as are incontrovertible (Quintil. v.9); demonstrative evi- 
dences. See Wetst. and Hackett, p. 36. 
— 5? quepav r.] through forty days. On the modern alle- 

gations against this statement, see note above on Luke xxiv. 50; 
and to the testimonies there cited may be added that of S. Ig- 
natius, Frag. 8, ap. Mai, Script. Vett. vii. p. 22, ef yap Hades bre 
Ocod vids jv, eylvwores brit TecoapdKovTa jucpas avevdets 
monoas Td pbaprdy capa. 

St. Luke does not say that our Lord continued visibly present 
with His disciples during forty days, but showed Himself at in- 
tervals, in the period of forty days; for He appeared to them from 
time to time, and then disappeared (Chrys.), proving to them His 
humanity by eating and drinking with them; yet weaning them, 
by vanishing suddenly, from dwelling on His corporal presence; 
and instructing them in His Divine power, and perpetual, though 
unseen, presence, by unexpected appearances among them, and 
disappearances from them. See above on John xx. 19. 

The period of “ Forty Days” seems to be marked in Holy 
Scripture as significant of probation before some great Event. 
Examples may be seen in the History of the Flood, Gen. vii. 4. 
(See Aug. Serm. de Ascens. 264.) Moses in the Mount before 
the giving of the Law, Exod. xxiv. 18; xxxiv. 28. Deut. ix. 9; 
x. 10 (see Blunt, Lectures, p. 12); the time of the spies in 
searching the Land, Numb. xiii. 25; xiv. 34; the time of Elias 
before coming to Horeb, 1 Kings xix. 8; the time of probation 
for Nineveh, Jonah iii. 4. 

Compare the same period of Forty Days before our Lord’s 
Presentation in the Temple (Luke ii. 22), and of His Fasting be- 
fore He entered on His Ministry (Matt. iv. 2, where see note). 

As He was forty days after His Birth before He was pre- 
sented in the Temple in the earthly Jerusalem, and again forty 
days after His Baptism, before He entered on His Ministry, so 
now He waits forty days after His Birth from the Grave, before 
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d Luke 24. 49. 
John 14. 26. 
& 15. 26. 
e Matt 3. 11. 
Mark |. 8. 
Luke 3. 16. 
. ohn 1. 26. 
ch. 2. 4. & 11. i6. 
& 19, 4. 
f Matt. 20. 21. 
Luke 17. 20. 
Isa, 1. 26. 
Amos 9. Il. 
g Matt. 24. 36. 
h ch, 2. 2, 
Luke 24. 48, 49. 
John 15, 26, 27. 

‘ ‘ 4 c , 

pera Troddas TavTas NpEpas. 

ACTS I. 4—8. 

liz, “ 4" Kal ouvadilopevos adtois mapyyyekey ard “Iepocokvpov pr xopiler Bat, 
GAA Tepysevew THY emayyehiay Tod Ilatpds, Hv HKovoaté pov" 
> ld A > , MA € a“ ‘ , > , c , > 

Iwavyns péev eBarticev vdati, duets 5€ BarticOnoeoOe ev TIvedpati ayiy ov 
5 ¢ ore 

6f c ‘ ce 2) 06 > , ok , , 2 an , Oi pev ody auvehOdvTes ernpatwv adtov héyovtes, Kupte, et ev TO Xpovy 
rovT@ amokahataves Ti Bacthelay TO IopayX ; 7 * Etre 5€ rpds aitovs, Ovx 
ee > A , z ‘ a c ‘ », > a idt > s ipav eat yrovar xpovous 4 Katpovs, ods 6 Ilarnp eOero ev rH idia eLovoig: 
8” GANG AjeoOe Svvapw, exehOdvros Tod aylov IIvevparos ef’ tpas Kat EvecHe 

He presents Himself in the Temple of the heavenly Jerusalem, 
and enters on His Priestly Ministry in the true Holy of Holies, 
where He “ever liveth to make intercession for us.”” Heb. 
vii. 25. 

The Forty Days, a term of Probation, have also a prepa- 
ratory reference to the Pentecost or Fiftieth, the Day of 
Jubilee. 

Forty years after this (a year for a day, Numb. xiv. 34) 
Jerusalem was destroyed, because the people would not believe in 
Christ, who had so mightily declared Himself the Son of God by 
His Resurrection, which had been so plainly proved by so many 
proofs for Forty Days. (Lightfoot.) 

On this text, see Barrow’s Sermon 29, vol. v. pp. 39—63. 
— émrravdéuevos] appearing, manifesting Himself. On the dif- 

ference between Orrouat and Pewp&, see on John xvi. 16.—é7ra- 
vduevos (a frequentative verb connected with drroua:) means ap- 
pearing suddenly, from time to time. Hesychius well explains 
the word by éudavi(duevos, 
— Atywv ta] speaking the things. Observe the article 7a, 

the things that were requisite for them to know and do concern- 
ing the Kingdom of God. 

— mepl tis BactAclas T. O.] concerning the Kingdom of God, 
or Christian Church (Matt. xiii. 11. 19. 24. 31. 33. Luke iv. 43; 
vi. 20; vii. 28; viii. 10), her Doctrines, Government, Trials, 
Hopes, and future Consummation. See Professor Blunt’s Lec- 
tures ‘‘on the History of the Church during the first three Cen- 
turies,” pp. 12—16. 

4. cvvadrCsuevos] associated, and assembling together with, 
=cvvaxdels cvvabpocbels (Hesych.), so used by Xenophon, 
Cyrop. i. 4. 14. Anab. vii. 3. 48. Joseph. Ant. viii. 4. 15 xix. 
7.4. Cp. Bp. Pearson in Ignat. ad Magnes. 10, and Valck. 
here. 
— amd ‘Iepocodduwv] The form ‘IepoodAvua is used about 

twenty times in the Acts, but never except after a preposition ; 
in all other cases we have ‘IepovoaAhu. 

The same peculiarity is found in S¢. Luke’s Gospel. 
— uh xwplCec@ar] not to depart from Jerusalem: as they 

would otherwise have been disposed to do. But they were to 
remain there, in order to receive the Holy Ghost together in one 
and the same place ; and in order that the miracle of the descent 
of the Holy Ghost upon them might be more striking and con- 
vincing as wrought in the capital of Judea, and at the next great 
Festival after the Crucifixion, viz. at the Festival of Pentecost, 
when strangers from all parts of the world would be gathered to 
Jerusalem, and would carry back the tidings of that manifestation 
into all lands; and also that the Christian Law might go forth 
from Mount Sion (Isa. ii. 3. Micah iv. 2), aud so show its har- 
mony with the Levitical Dispensation. 

It is recorded on ancient authority, that our blessed Lord 
enjoined His Apostles to remain at Jerusalem for /welve years 
after the Ascension. See the passages cited by Bp. Pearson, in 
Acta, § xi. Routh, Rel. S. i. pp. 471. 484. Blunt, Lectures, 
pp- 43, 44. Cp. below, vi. 2; viii. 1. 

It is probable that the Apostles made circuits in Palestine 
during that time, and did not quit the Holy Land till about 
A.D. 42. 

— thy émayyeAlay rod Marpés] the promise of the Father. 
Another expression connecting the Acts of the Apostles with the 
Gospel of St. Luke. See there, xxiv. 49, idob ey amooréAAw 
thy éwmayyedlayv Tod Marpds pov ed’ Suas. 
— hv jotoaté wou] which ye heard of Me. Fora similar 

change of the oratio obliqua to recta, cp. Luke v. 14, and below, 
xvii. 3, and xxiii. 22, and see Winer, G. G. § 60, p. 482, and 
§ 63, 2, p. 511. 

5. Suets dt BarricbjcecGe ev Mvetpari aylp] but ye shall be 
baptized with the Holy Ghost. See below, xi. 16. 

But were not the Disciples baptized before ? 
It would seem that they were, and with Christ’s Baptism 

(John iii. 22; iv. 2), and ¢hat Baptism differed from the Baptism 
of John; fur John baptized unto repentance and faith in Christ 

to come (Acts xix. 4), and they who were baptized by JoAn, 
were baptized afterwards into Christ (Acts xix. 5). But we do 
not hear that any which were baptized into Christ before the 
Ascension and day of Pentecost, were baptized again after it. 
What the Disciples received by Baptism with water into Christ 
before the day of Pentecost, is a question on which various 
opinions have been offered (see Aguinas, 3, p. 9. 66, art. 2, and 
73, art. 5, and A Lapide here). 

But this is clear, that whatever it was, it was consummated 
as it were by a xplois TeAcrwrixh, in the full effusion of the 
Holy Ghost on the day of Pentecost. 

See further on Acts x. 47. 
— ov pera modAds TabTas jucpas] after not many days, and 

those days ta’tas, namely, dating from this present time. Cp. 
Winer, § 23, p. 146. 

He says that the days are not many, that they may hope 
but He does not say how few they are, in order that they may 
watch. (Chrys.) 

6. Kipie] O Lord. Jesus is often called in this book, written 
for Hellenists, by the name Képios. And (as Valck. well ob- 
serves) the word Kupios in the LXX Version, read by the Hel- 
lenists, is used for Jehovah; ‘ut aded param intersit (adds 
Vaick.), utrum Jesus Kupios dicatur an @cds.” See below, on 
v. 21, and on xxy. 26. 

— admokabiotdvers t. B.] The ordinary meaning of &moxa- 
fornut in the LXX and N. T. is ¢o restore. In the LXX it is 
used for the Hebr. 2a reverti fecit, from root 29 reverti, 
reducere. See Gen. xxix. 3; xl. 13. 21. Ps, xxxv. 17, and 
passim. 

So in the N. T. it often means restoration or return, Matt. 
xii. 13. Mark iii. 5; viii. 25. Luke vi. 10. Heb. xiii. 19. It seems 
to have this meaning here; but it signifies something more. 

According to the Jewish expectation, the times of the Mes- 
siah would bring more than all the pristine glory to the City and 
Nation of the ancient people of God. 

They looked for an amplification of the power and splendour 
of David and Solomon, in Christ. See the Hebrew authorities in 
Lightfoot here. Therefore it seems that the word aroxa@lornut 
and amoxatdoraois, as used in this respect, imply something 
more than restitution; viz. a consummation of all that had, in 
their opinion, been promised by God to His people when redeemed 
and restored under the glorious reign of the Messiah. And this 
sense of the word appears clearly in iii. 21. 

The question therefore addressed to our Lord is, Art Thou 
at this time intending fully to establish the Kingdom of the 
Messiah? Ka0i:ordvw is stabilio, and the preposition &d (as in 
&rodovvat, Matt. xxii. 21) intimates that what is established is, as 
it were, due, and to be paid as a debt. The temporal kingdom of 
the Messiah for which they looked, was, they supposed, promised 
in ancient Prophecy, and pledged to Israel by solemn stipulations 
of God. 

Hence amroxabiordva: is used by the LXX for fo pay, Gen. 
xxiii. 16: cp. Job v. 18. See also Gloss. Hesych., &moxaracrij- 
oat = TeAci@oa, and cp. Mark ix. 12, and note below, iii. 21. 

The question of the Apostles appears to be mentioned here, 
in order to show how much they needed the grace of the Holy 
Ghost to enlighten their minds as to the true nature of Christ’s 
Kingdom. They thought of temporal Sovereignty, but He spoke 
to them of the witness which they must give (v. 8), and by which 
the Kingdom was to be advanced. And that witness was a wit- 
ness of suffering. Compare the similar conversation, Matt. xx. 
21—23. 

7. xpévous #) xatpots] times or seasons. x pévos = wodAGv 
Kaipav ovvoxh, Kaipds = wépos xpdvov. (Thom. Mag.) Hence 
Sophocles, Elect. 1306, xpévou kaipés. See below, 1 Thess. v. 1. 

It is not for you to know the ¢ime which will elapse before 
My Kingdom will be established; nor the season in which it will 
be established by the Father; see on Mark xiii. 32. 
— ero ev 7. i. 2.) vlaced in His own authorily. On the 

moral uses of this concealment see S. Augustine's excellent 
letter ad Hesych. Ep. 197. 
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8. écec8e pov} So A, B, C, D, and others. 
Elz., %cec@é wot. Mod is emphatic, and the genitive is 

expressive of property in, and protection of. Ye shall be wit- 
nesses of Me, and Iwill defend you. Cp. ii. 32; iii. 15; v. 32; 
xiii. 31. 
— éws eoxdrov ris yijs] Here is the clue to the design of 

this Book—to trace the progress of the Church from its origin at 
Jerusalem /o the ends of the earth. Observe the order of that 
progress, as here pre-arranged and foretold by Christ. First, 
Jerusalem, next all Judea; next Samaria; lastly, the ends of 
the earth. A precept to the Christian Church to Jegin with mis- 
sionary work at home, and thence to enlarge that work to foreign 
parts. Thus the mustard-seed of the Gospel, taking root in the 
soil, becomes a tree, and covers the earth. 

9. éxnp§n) he was lifted up. Our Lord js said avadnpOjva 
(Mark xvi. 19. Acts i. 2. 11.22. 1 Tim. iii, 16) and érap0jvat 
here; and He is also said to go, as on a journey, mopever@at, 
v. 10; and so St. Peter says (1 Pet. iii. 22), mopeudels eis 
obpavéy. As His Resurrection is said to be God’s act (Acts ii. 
24. 32; iii. 26; xiii. 33, 34; xvii. 31), and yet His own act 
(John ii. 19; x. 18); so His Ascension (as Chrysostom observes) 
is called in Scripture an dydBaots, as well as an avdAnwis, showing 
at once His Humanity and also His Divine power and Unity with 
the Father. 

By His Ascension into Heaven, our Great High Priest ful- 
filled the type of the Levitical Law (Levit. xvi. 2), and entered 
with His own Blood, once for all, into the Holy of Holies, even 
Heaven itself, where He ever liveth to make intercession for us. 
Heb. ix. 12; vii. 25. By. Pearson, On the Creed, Art. vi. 

- 505. 
P — vepérn] a cloud. He did not vanish by degrees; but a 
cloud comes as a chariot to convey Him to Heaven. Ps. civ. 3. 
(Chrys.) And in like manner He will reappear at the last Day. 
Daniel vii. }0—13. Matt. xxiv. 30; xxvi. 64. Luke xxi. 27. 
Then shall they see the Son of Man coming in a cloud with 
power and great glory. Rev. i. 7, idob épxeta: weTa vepeAGy, 
behold He cometh with clouds. Accordingly ‘the cloud’ is the 
yrépioua of Christ in the Apocalypse. See Rev. x. ] and xiv. 
14—16. 
— trédaBev] a cloud received Him; as a horse receives its 

rider on its back. Cp. Psalm Ixviii. 4. Observe ind, beneath. 
Cp. Herod. i. 24. 

10. dreviCovres] ‘ intentis oculis, rectis:’ ‘ tendere oculos,” 
Lucret, i. 67: “ tendens lumina,” Virg. Ain. ii. 405, one of the 
words used only by St. Luke (iv. 20; xxii. 56. Acts iii. 4, and 
eight other times in the Acts, iii. 12; vi. 15; vii. 55; x. 4; xi. 6; 
xiii. 9; xiv. 9; xxiii. 1) and by S¢. Paul (2 Cor. iii. 7. 13). 

One of the numerous evidences from diction, of identity of 
St. Luke with the Author of the Acts, and of his connexion with 
St. Paul. 

On the origin of the word arevi(w, to gaze intently, see 
Valck. here, who says, “ arevhs significat valdé tendens, nervos 
tendens, valdé intentus. Euripides (in Alcmeon. ap. Hesych.), 
ficw 8 arevhs am’ ofkwy de homine qui cum summa virium con- 
tentione festinabat: hine darevi¢ew adhibetur de iis qui rectis 
atque inéentis oculis intuentur: cp. Bentl. ad Horat. i. 3. 18.” 
— mopevouevov aitov| as He was going up, in the cloud; as 

in a chariot of triumph to His heavenly city. Cp. Psalm civ. 3. 
— idod bvbpes Bv0 maperorhxescay] behold, two men were 

* standing near them, while the Apostles were gazing up to heaven. 
The iGov and the tense of the verb mark the suddenness of the 
appearance of the Angels. 

He calls them GrBpes, men, as Luke xxiv. 4, kvdpes 3t0, 
Which he explains in v. 23 to be Angels (cp. also x. 3 with x. 30) ; 
£0 that there is no ground in this word for the allegation of some 

modern writers, that St. Luke does not mean to affirm that these 
two &vdpes were angels. And these two men announce Christ’s 
reception into Aeaven, and declare that He will come again from 
heaven in like manner. 

But why did not the Holy Spirit call them Angels ? 
Because their message showed them so to be, and because 

they appeared as &iydpes. Observe also they address the Apostles 
as &vdpes,—tvdpes TadcAaiot,—and thus remind them and us, of 
the dignity to which our human nature is raised by the Ascen- 
sion of the Man Christ Jesus, and of our own nearness to Angels, 
and of the glorious hope to which we men—even though we be 
obscure Galilzans—are thus advanced, of being egual to the 
Angels (iadyyeAor) in the world to come. (Luke xx. 36.) The 
name of the Angel Gabriel, who is specially employed on em- 
bassies concerning the Jncarnation,—or union of the Manhood to 
God,—is equivalent to avjp Oct, man of God. See on Luke 
i. 19. 

Angels are always ministering to Christ as their Lord at His 
Birth, at the Temptation in the Garden, at the Resurrection, at 
the Ascension. (Theophyl.) Cp. our Lord’s prophecy, Johni. 51. 

‘* Ascendit Judex coeli ; sonuit praco coeli ; audierunt Apostoli 
angelicam vocem, ‘sic veniet,’ ad homines veniel; homo veniet, 
sed Deus, homo veniet, ut impleatur quod scriptum est, videbunt 
in quem pupugerunt’”’ (Zech. xii. 10), Aug. Serm. 265, on the 
Ascension,—a festival observed in his time on the fortieth day 
after the Resurrection: see ibid. ‘This Festival is reckoned by 
Augustine (Epist. ad Januar. 54) as one of universal observation ; 
and as dating perhaps ‘ab ipsis Apostolis.”’ 

12. ’EAai@vos] Olivet: beneath which He had suffered His 
agony, and had been taken prisoner: thence He now ascends in 
glory. 
— oaBBdrov €xov 5ddv] having a sabbath-day’s journey ; two 

thousand cubits. The distance between the Tabernacle and the 
furthest point of the camp in the wilderness. (Origen. in caten. 
Lightfoot, i. p. 740, and ii. p. 637.) The distance is not very 
clearly determined, on account of the difference of the measure of 
the eubit. Lightfoot and De Dieu reckon it at about five stadia ; 
Reland, Pal. i. 52, at sia. See Williams, Holy City, p. 371. 

Chrysostom’s remark here, Soke? por ev ca BB aT w yeyovevac 
tavra, is only put forth as a private conjecture. But Bengel well 
says (p. 489), “ Colligit hine Chrysostomus die Saldati eos re- 
versos esse in urbem. Malim statuere prop:ium in toto Oliveti 
Monte Ascensionis locum hac ab urbe distantia notari.”” See next 
note, 

Note concerning the place of the AsceNsIoN. 
St. Luke says that our Lord led out His disciples from Jeru- 

salem, €ws cis By@aviav, as far as Bethany (xxiv. 50), and blessed 
them, and ascended into heaven. 

The village of Bethany was about fifteen furlongs from 
Jerusalem (John xi. 18), or about ¢wice a Sabbath-day’s journey 
(see on v. 12), 

The village of Bethany was also on the eastern slope of the 
Mount of Olives, which was reckoned as five or six furlongs from 
Jerusalem. (Joseph. Ant. xx. 8.6. B. J. v. 2. 3.) 

Hence it has been inferred by some persons, that our Lord 
did not ascend from the summit of the Mount of Olives, but from 
the eastern slope of it. See note on Luke xxiv. 50. 

But this opinion, which has been strongly affirmed by Dr. 
Robinson (Palest. i. 375), may be questioned; and it is more 
probable that the Ascension took place either at the summit of 
Mount Olivet or near that point. See Williams, Holy City, pt. ii. 
chap. v. pp. 441—445. 

The passage in the Ae/s (i. 12) being written by St. Luke 
after the passage in his Gospel (xxiv. 50), ought to be taken to 
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explain and complete it ; and not vice versd; i.e. the mention of 
the Mount of Olives is designed to be supplementary to the 
reference to Bethany, and to interpret it. 

The term Bethany, as Lightfoot has shown (i. 252; ii. 485), 
is often used to describe the district of that village; which 
stretched toward Jerusalem, and touched the suburb called Beth- 
phage, which extended eastward from Jerusalem to a distance of 
about 2000 cubits, or six furlongs, or a Sabbath-day’s journey, 
on the Mount of Olives. (See Liyhtfoot, i. 252.) 

When, therefore, St. Luke says that our Lord led His dis- 
ciples out as far as Bethany, he means that He led them to its 
point of contact with Bethphaye on the Mount of Olives. 

This opinion, which has been well illustrated by Lightfoot, 
is confirmed by what Dr. Rodinson himself calls (i. 375) one of 
the “earliest traditions of Palestine, and which points out the 
place of our Lord’s Ascension on the summit of the Mount of 
Olives.” : 

Lightfoot says (i. 252), ‘‘ The Jews’ Chorography will here 
help us. They tell us, two thousand cubits was the suburbs of 
a city (Maym. in Schabh per. 27); and two thousand cubits 
were the bounds of a Sabbath, or a Sabbath-day’s journey. 
(alm. in Sotah, per. 5.) 

“ Bethphage was of this nature; it was not a town upon 
Mount Olivet, as it hath been very generally supposed, and ac- 
cordingly placed in most maps; but it was that space of ground 
that lay from Jerusalem wall forward towards Mount Olivet, and 
up Mount Olivet to the extent of two thousand cubits from the 
wall, or thereabout ; and hereupon it was reputed by the Jews of 

the same qualification with Jerusalem, as a part of it, in divers 
respects. alm. Bab. Pesachin. fol. 63, fac. 2, ‘ He that slays a 
thanksgiving sacrifice within, while the bread belonging to it is 
without the wall, the bread is not holy. What means without 
the wall?’° R. Tochanan saith, ‘ without the wall of Beth- 
phage.’ And the same gloss useth the very same words again 
upon the same Tract, fol. 91, fac. 1. And again in the same 
Treatise, fol. 95, fac. 2, the Mishna saith thus: ‘ The two loaves 
and the shewbread are allowable in the Temple court, and they 
are allowable in Bethphage.’ Nay, the Gloss in Sanhedr. fol. 
14, fac. 1, saith, ‘ Bethphage was a place which was accounted 
as Jerusalem for all things.’ So that the place called Beth- 
phage began from Jerusalem, and went onwards to and upon 
Mount Olivet, for the space of a Sabbath-day’s journey, or there- 
about; and then Jegan the coast that was called Bethany. And 
hence it is that Luke saith that Christ, when He ascended into 
heaven, led forth His disciples as far as Bethany (Luke xxiv. 50), 
which elsewhere he showeth was the space of a Salbath-day’s 
journey (Acts i. 12), which cannot be understood of the /own 
Bethany; for ¢hat was fifteen furlongs (John xi. 18), or very 
near two Sabbath-days’ journey from Jerusalem; but that He led 
them over that space of ground which was called Bethphage, to 
that part of Olivet where it began to be called Bethany, and at 
that place it was where Christ began His triumphant riding into 
the city.’’ 

The tradition that Christ ascended from the summit of the hill 
Olivet, is mentioned by Eusebius, Bishop of Caesarea in Palestine, 
in his Demon. Evang. vi. 18, written about a.p. 315. Referring 
to the prophecy (Zech. xiv. 4, ‘‘ His feet shall stand upon the 
Mount of Olives’’), he says, ‘‘ The feet of our Lord and Saviour 
—the Logos, or Word, Himself—by means of the Tabernacle of 
Humanity which He hath exalted (i.e. in His human Flesh), 
stood on the Mount of Olives, near the grotto there shown at this 
day ; after that He had prayed, and had delivered to His disciples 
the Mysteries concerning the consummation of all things, on the 
summit of the Mount of Olives ; whence He made His ascent into 
heaven.”’ It is also corroborated by S. Cyril writing at Jeru- 
salem in the fourth century, and Bishop of that city. See on 
Luke xxiv. 50. So Cassiodor. p. 159. 

In pictures of the Ascension, the prints of our Lord’s feet 
are often represented, impressed on the soil of the Mount of 
Olives. 

This tradition is sometimes traced to S. Jerome, and he is 
quoted as saying (de locis Hebraicis, in Acta, in v. Olivetum), 
“ Ultima vestigia Domini humi impressa hodie cernuntur.” This 
Treatise is not by S. Jerome (he himself is cited in it v. Smyrna) ; 
but it is not without its use, as representing the local opinion. 

It has indeed been alleged as an objection, that on this 
supposition the Ascension would have been in sight of Jerusalem. 

But this opinion seems to be grounded on a misconception 
of the nature of our Lord’s personal appearances after His resur- 
rection. 

When He walked on the public road to Emmaus, He was 

not recognized even by the two disciples for some time (Luke 
xxiv. 16). And He Who appeared suddenly on several occasions 
to the disciples in the city of Jerusalem (John xx. 19. 26), and 
on the sea-shore in Galilee (xxi. 1), and to more than five hun- 
dred brethren at once (1 Cor. xv. 6), so ordered His disappear- 
ance at His Ascension, that He made it manifest, ‘‘ not to all tho 
people, but to witnesses chosen before of God, even to those who 
did eat and drink with Him after Hé rose from the dead.’’ 
(Acts x. 41.) 

This opinion that our Lord ascended from the Mount of 
Olives, at a distance of, about six furlongs from Jerusalem, sheds 
light on other passages of Scripture, and is fraught with spiritual 
instruction. 

David, the type of Christ, wept as he went up the Mount 
of Olives, when he was rejected and resisted by his own people 
and son. (2 Sam. xv. 30—32.) 

On the Mount of Olives Christ, the Son of David, had wept 
over Jerusalem. (Luke xix. 41.) 

When David came to the top of the Mount of Olives, he 
worshipped, and sent his friend, Hushai the Archite, back to the 
city of Jerusalem (2 Sam. xv. 32—37), and Hushai’s counsel 
prevailed over that of Ahilophel, the type of Judas. (2 Sam, 
xvii. 1—23.) 

May there not be here some typical reference to the parting 
of our Lord from His faithful Apostles in this place ? 

Dr. Lightfoot says (ii. p. 486), “That place of Mount 
Olivet, where Christ ascended (viz. that part of the mount where 
Bethphage ended and Bethany began), was perhaps the very 
same place mentioned 2 Sam. xv. 32, or certainly not far off, 
where David in his flight taking leave of the Ark and Sanctuary, 
looked back and worshipped God ; where, if any one would be at 
the pains to inquire why the Greek interpreters retain the word 
‘Ps, Ros, both here and in ch. xvi. ], jv AaBid épxduevos Ews 
Tov ‘Ps, and David came unto Ros; and AaBid rap7AGev Bpaxd 
tt amd Tov ‘Pas, and David passed on a liltle way from Ros, he 
will find a knot not easy to be untied.” 

So Lightfoot. But is not the word ‘Pas of the LXX in those 
passages, the same as the Hebrew word used in both these places, 
wx rosh, the head, or summit of the Mount (of Olives)? And 
was not the summit so called in the popular language ? 

And if so, then this circumstance seems to increase the pro- 
bability that our Lord ascended from the summit of that mount. 

Again, on the Mount of Olives Christ had predicted the 
future destruction of Jerusalem (Matt. xxiv. 3), and His own 
second coming to Judgment (xxiv. 30). 

What more suitable than that the scene of suffering should 
also be the scene of glory purchased by suffering ? 

What more proper, than that He should ascend in that 
place, where He had pre-announced His future descent in glory ? 

The Angels themselves seem to refer to this fitness of place 
in their address to the Apostles (Acts i. 11), ‘‘ This same Jesus 
shall so come, as ye have seen Him go;” and it is worthy of re- 
mark, that the voice of Ancient Prophecy points to some future 
manifestation of the Messiah’s glory on the Mount of Olives. 
(Zech. xiv. 4. Ezek. xi. 23.) 

Again; it was from the border of Bethany, and its point of 
contact with Bethphage on the Mount of Olives (see on Mark 
xi. 1), that our Lord had begun to ride in triumph, as King and 
Saviour, into the City of Jerusalem. That triumphal entry 
seems to have been typical and prophetical. It is an appropriate 
and beautiful cireumstance, that, at that point in the Mount of 
Olives where He began His triumphal entry into the earthly 
city, He also began His triumphal journey to the Jerusalem that 
is above, as King and Saviour of the World, riding on the clouds 
of heaven. 

~ Hence also we-may perhaps recognize the reason why the 
remarkable term ‘a Sabbath-day’s journey’’ is used here to 
describe the distance which the Apostles walked, from what is 
here specified as the place of the Ascension. 

This is the only passage in the New Testament where “a 
Sabbath-day's journey” is mentioned at all; and it seems sur- 
prising at first, that it should be mentioned by St. Luke writing 
for Gentiles, and should be specified in reference to an event 
posterior to the Resurrection, when the Jewish seventh-day Sab- 
bath had ceased to be obligatory. 

There surely must be therefore some inner meaning in this 
expression, “a Sabbath-day’s journey,” used in connexion with 
that glorious event, the consummation of Christ’s earthly ministry, 
His Ascension into heaven. What can that be? 

The Sabbath was a type of that res/, which, after their week 
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of this world’s work, remaineth to the people of God, in that place 
of repose where they rest from their labours (Heb. iv. 9. Rev. 
xiy. 13), and whence they will pass, by a joyful Resurrection and 
Ascension, to the heavenly city of the great King. 

The return of the Apostles with joy by a Sabbath-day’s 
journey to the earthly Jerusalem from the place of Ascension, 
whence their Saviour mounted in glory to the heavenly Jeru- 
salem, may be designed to suggest the cheering assurance, that 
they who contemplate on earth the Ascension of the Lord, and 
stand looking up stedfastly into heaven, and ascend in heart and 
mind with Him Who is the Prince of Peace, and continually 
dwell in spirit with Him there, will pass by a Sabbath-day’s 
journey through the grave and gate of death into the Jerusalem 
—or City of Peace—that is above, and there enjoy the beatific 
vision of eternal peace. ‘Qui gloriam Domini ad Patrem ascen- 
dentis infus intueri merebitur, hic Sabbati itinere urbem perpetuce 
pacis ingreditur.’’ (Bede.) 

« Td drepGov] sc. otknua. smepgov is properly an adjective 
(Vaick.); not an upper room, but the upper room, my (Vi- 
tringa, de Synag. p. 145, and Lightfoot here, p. 638). The 
definite article points to some place already used as the resort of 
the Apostles, of joav katrauévovres, where they were abiding. 
Ancient authors say that it was ‘he large dvwyeov or upper 
room (see on Mark xiv. 15), in which our Blessed Lord had 
celebrated the last Passover, and had instituted the first Eu- 
charist, and where He had appeared on the two successive Sun- 
days after His Resurrection from the dead. 

Here it would seem the Apostles were afterwards assembled 
when the Holy Ghost descended upon them. 8S. Cyril, Bishop 
of Jerusalem, affirms (Catech. xvi.) that 7) Tvedua 7d G&yiov kar- 
ABev evraiéa ev 7TH ‘lepoveaAhu, and that this Upper Room 
was afterwards called 7 dvwrépa tay amrooréAwy exxAnola. Cp. 
S. Jerome, Epist. 86, Ep. Paule, and Bede, De locis sanctis, c. 3. 
Cave, Primitive Christianity, i. 6. Hither the Apostles resorted 
for prayers, and for the Holy Communion. See note below on 
Acts ii. 2.46; v.42. And so says Bp. Pearson here, “ Ibi Ecclesia 
videtur esse constituta. Nam, ut narrat Epiphanius, lib. de 
Pond. c. 14, ciim Adrianus imperator Hierosolyma adiret, invenit 
urbem totam funditus eversam, et templum Dei dirutum, TapeKkTos 

. Odjyev oiknudrwy, kal tis ToD cod exxAnalas, piKpas ovens, 
quam ibi collocatam asserit, ubi discipuli reversi, cum Salvator 
ascendit 4 Monte Oliveti, avé8noav cis 7d Swepgov. "Exe? yap 
@xoddunto, rovréariv ev 7G uepet Ztdv. Nicephorus etiam tradit, 
Helenam Constantini matrem amplissimum in Sione templum 
erexisse; in cujus postico domum circumclusit, ubi facta est 7 
Tov aylov Mvevmatos Kd0od0s ev TO brepwy, lib. viii. c. 30.” 

Therefore this “upper room” on Mount Sion at Jerusalem 
was the first Church in the world,—the primitive Church of 
Christendom, 

There is one God, and in this one Godhead there is one 
Father, one Son, and one Holy Ghost; and there is one Church 
of God from the beginning to the end of the world. Perhaps the 
continuous unity of the Church was marked by the fact, that the 
same upper room which had seen the celebration of the last Pass- 
over, saw also the administration of the first Eucharist by Christ. 
And perhaps this unity was displayed further when this same 
upper room saw the first appearance of the Son of God to His 
assembled Apostles after His Resurrection on the First Lord’s 
Day; and when this upper room, to which they resorted for 
prayer to God the Father (see Acts iv. 23, 24), saw also the 
descent of God the Holy Ghost upon them. See below, ii. 46. 
— "Iwdvvns] John. So A, B,C, D. Elz. places James before 

John. In the three Lists of the Apostles (Matt. x.2. Mark iii. 
46. Luke vi. 14) before the Ascension, James comes before John, 
and in the two former of them, Andrew comes next to Peter. In 
the three Lists in the Gospels, Bartholomew comes before 
Thomas: in both of St. Luke’s lists, Simon Zelotes comes before 
Jude. The only names which occupy the same places in all are, 

1. Peter, 
5. Philip. 
9. James, the son of Alpheus, probubly the same as the 

Lord’s Brother, See next note. 
— "IdxwBos *"AAgalov] James the son of Alpheus. It has 

been inferred by some, that this St. James, the Apostle, was not 
the ‘ Lord’s brother,’ because it is added here that the brethren 
of the Lord (v. 14) were also present. But James might well be 
distinguished from the other brethren of the Lord, as Mary is 
from the other yuvaixes here, and as Joseph is from the other 
Patriarchs in vii. 9, and as Peter is from the other Apostles in 
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1 Cor. ix. 5. See below on xii. 17, and the Introduction to the 
Epistle of St. James; and the article ‘on St. James in Dr. Wm. 
Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, 1860. 

12. Judas, succeeded by Matthias. 
— Sluwv 6 ZnAwrhs] Simon Zelotes. See Matt. x. 4. He is 

called the Cananite by St. Matthew and St, Mark iii. 18, but 
Zelotes (the Greek synonym of Cananite) by St. Luke vi. 15, as 
here; a mark of connexion between the Author of St. Luke’s 
Gospel and the Acts. 

This mention of Simon, thus placed befween James and 
Jude, the brother of James, confirms the opinion of some ancient 
writers, that Simon Zelotes, or the Cananite, was the same as 
the Simon who is mentioned as one of “the brethren of our 
Lord” (‘‘ James, Simon, and Jude’’) in Matt. xiii. 55. Mark 
vi. 3; and therefore that Simon Zelotes is no other than Symeon 
(which is the same name as Simon, see below, xv. 14. 2 Pet.i. 1), 
who succeeded his brother James, ‘the Lord’s brother,” in the 
Episcopal See of Jerusalem. See Eusebd, (iii. 11, ep. iii. 22), who 
says that after the death of St. James, the survivors of the 
Apostles and disciples at Jerusalem met together, and unani- 
mously chose Symeon, the son of Clopas, to be the successor of 
St. James; this Symeon being a cousin of the Lord (cp. Eused. 
iv. 22); for Hegesippus testifies that Clopas, his father, was 
brother of Joseph. Cp. Eused. iv. 22, where Clopas is called 
by Hegesippus @cios of Christ. In another place Eusebius (iii. 
32) designates this Symeon as a son of the Mary described in the 
Gospel as wife of Clopas, and asserts that this Symeon, the 
second Bishop of Jerusalem, suffered martyrdom under Trajan, at 
the age of 120. Hegesippus also states that several persons of 
this family were chosen to preside over Churches, on the ground 
of their relationship to Christ. (Eused. iii. 20.) adh 
—lovdas *laxéBov] Jude, brother of James: ep. Luke vi. 

16. Jude 1. Examples of this ellipsis of a5eApds, or brother, 
from profane writers, may be seen in Valck. and Kuin. Cp. 
Winer, G. G. p. 171. 

Doubtless the words "Iovéas *IaxéBouv might mean Jude, 
son of James; but it is not probable that James would have had 
a son old enough to be an Apostle; and the context must deter- 
mine how the ellipse is to be supplied; and probably when 
St. Luke published the Acts, most Christians knew what the re- 
lationship between James and Jude was. See below, the In/ro- 
duction to St. Jude’s Epistle. 

14. mpockaprepotvtes] One of the words often repeated in the 
Acts in relation to Church communion, and declaring its duties 
and privileges. Here the duty prescribed is perseverance and 
stedfasiness in Christian faith and worship. See ii. 42. 46; vi 4. 
Cp, Rom. xii. 12. 
— duodvpaddéy] With one heart and soul. The Holy Spirit 

writing by St. Luke, is constantly inculcating this word in this 
history of the Primitive Church. He applies it to the Apostles 
here ; to the 120 (ii. 1), to the whole body of believers (ii. 46). 
Cp. iv. 24; v. 12; xv. 25, and Rom. xv. 6. 

He thus reminds all future generations, that maintenance of 
Unity of Pastors among themselves, and of Pastors and People, is 
the duty of each and all, and is the characteristic of the Church. 
It was a fruit of Christ’s doctrine (John xv. 12) and prayer 
(xvii. 21), and of His legacy (xiv. 27), and of His breathing upon 
them (xx, 22), and was matured by the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. 

On ém) 7d aid, see v. 15. 
— 7h mpocevxf] Elz. adds, xal rH deqoet, which is not in 

A, B, C, D, E, H, nor in the Vulgate, Syriac, and other Versions. 
Another note of connexion with St. Luke’s Gospel. See on 

Luke v. 16, 
— ob yuvatl] with the women. A remarkable notice ; in the 

Jewish Temple, the Women were not admitted to worship God 
together with men, but were parted off into a separate court 
(Joseph. Ant. xv. 11. 5), “the Court of the Women ;”’ and in 
the Synagogues also the women were separated from the men 
(Philo, ii. 476). But in Christ Jesus, Who is the Woman's Seed, 
“there is neither male nor female” (Gal. iii. 28), and the wall of 
separation is broken down. The women here assembled with the 
disciples, were probably Mary Magdalene, Salome, Joanna, and 
Susanna, and others mentioned in Luke viii. 2, 3; xxiii. 49. 55; 
xxiv. 10. 
— Mapla] Mary. “ Propter excellentiam distinguitur a czte- 

ris.” (Valck.) In the Gospels the blessed Virgin Mary is not 
mentioned as accompanying Christ from place to place with His 
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Apostles ; and this is the last place where her name occurs in 
Holy Scripture. 

The Holy Spirit takes leave of her here, associated with the 
Apostolic company of worshippers in the Upper Room at Jerusa- 
lem. She is one of those who there continue stedfast in prayer. 
How unlike the spirit and language of the Holy Ghost is that 
will-worship, which takes her out of that holy fellowship of prayer, 
and makes her an object of adoration ! 

In recent times the blessed Virgin is often represented in 
Paintings as present at the Ascension; but Araéor, writing at 
Rome in the sixth century, in his poetical Version of the Acts, 
addressed to Pope Vigilius, speaks of her as waiting at Jerusalem 
for the return of the Apostles from the Mount of Olives, v. 55 : 

“ Moenia nota petunt, gua tune statione sedebat 
Porta Maria Dei, Genetrix intacta Creantis 
A Nato formata suo.” 

15. a5eApGv] So A, B,C. Elz. pabnrav. 
— bvoudrwy) names. A Hebraism for persons. Vorst. de 

Hebr. p. 350. Cp. Rev. ii. 13; iii. 4, and West. here. But it 
may have a deeper Christian sense: see on iv. 36. 
— én 7d ard] together; at the same place and time. A fa- 

vourite expression with the Author of the Acts, and like duo@upa- 
ddv, a note of Church-unity (see v. 14), a watchword of the Church, 
and of every faithful member of it. See below, ii. 1, duo@upaddy 
ém) 7d airé. ii. 44, joav emt rd adrdé. Cp. on ii. 47. Hence 
Ignat. ad Magnes. 7, éw) 7d aird ula mpocevxh, pla dénors, 
els vos, ula éAmls, ev ayarn. Clemens Romanus, i. 34, jets 
ev duovola ért rd adtd cuvaxbertes. 

16. &vdpes &SeApof] On this speech, see S. Jren. iii. 12. 
17. d71] because He was their ddnyds, or leader; because 

being one of us ‘he knew the place ” (John xviii. 2) where, and 
the time when, He might be taken; and decause it had been 
prophesied that one of His familiar friends should betray Christ. 
Ps, xii. 9. 
— ev jpiv] Elz. has cby juiv. But év is in A, B, C, D, E, 

H, and in Vulg., Syriac, and other Versions, and is more ex-. 
pressive. He was not only numbered with us, but in us, i.e. in 
our Apostolic body. 

— &daxe Thy KAjpov] He calls it a lof (see below, v. 26), 
because it was not by their own desert, but by God’s grace that 
they were called to their office. (Chrys.) Hence the word Clerus, 
or Clergy. See Vales. in Euseb. vi. 43. 

. The Acts of the Apostles, if we may so speak, prepared a 
Christian Onomasticon, or Vocabulary for the Church, e. g. in its 
use of the words émioxor}, v. 20, mpeaBirepa, xpiotiavol, and 
others. 

18. éxrisaro] he was the moving cause of the purchase (see 
Gregor. Moral. i. c. 9). It has been alleged by some recent 
Expositors, that this statement is at variance with Matt. xxvii. 
6—8, where it is said that the Chief Priests purchased the field 
with thirty pieces of silver; and that St. Luke could not have been 
acquainted with St. Matthew’s Gospel, or he would not have in- 
serted this statement. But the fact is, that St. Luke’s assertion 
is in harmony with St. Matthew’s, and is supplementary to it. 

The Holy Spirit in Scripture is wont to trace human actions 
to their first causes ; and to treat the principal agents as account- 
able for the whole transaction, though done, as Scripture itself 
records, by the instrumentality of others. 

This is what might be expected in divine history ; and there 
is a solemn moral lesson in it. 

Thus in this book the Jews are four times said to have cru- 
cified Jesus (Acts ii. 23 and 36, and iv. 10 and vy. 30), though 
they could not pul any one to death (John xviii. 31); but they 
are said to have crucified Him, because they used the instru- 
mentality of Pilate for that purpose. Thus Pilate is said to have 
scourged Jesus (John xix. 1), and Joseph to have hewn a tomb 
(Matt. xxvii. 60), and Christ to have baptized disciples (John 
iv. 1), though they only caused these things to be done. Thus 
also (vii. 9) the Patriarchs are said to have sold Joseph into 
Egypt, though they had no intention that he should go there. 
Thus the Jews are-even said to have laid Christ in the tomb 

(xiii. 29), though this was only a consequence in which they took 
no part, of His death, which was not inflicted by them, but by a 
heathen power, at their instance. 

If such modes of speech as these—and others that could be 
adduced—are considered, it will hardly be denied, that Judas, 
who received the thirty pieces of silver, and who re/urned them 
to the Chief Priests, and, as it were, forced them upon them by 
throwing them down in the Temple (Matt. xxvii. 5), was the 
cause and prime mover of the purchase of the field, which wag 
bought with that sum ; and that he may be said to have been its 
purchaser. 

It cannot be rightly argued, that there is a discrepancy here 
between the two Evangelists, and that one of them is in error; 
and that St. Luke was not acquainted with St. Matthew’s state- 
ment, because he does not repeat it. It might as well be inferred, 
that St. Luke, or the Apostles, or those whose speeches he is re- 
cording, were not acquainted with the facts of the Crucifixion 
itself, because we read in the Acts that the Jews crucified Jesus, 
and laid Him in a tomb ; or that St. Luke in writing the Acts did 
not remember what he himself had said in his “ former treatise,” 
his Gospel, because he does not repeat his own words concerning 
the same events, but adds some new incidents to his narrative: 
e. g. with regard to the Ascension. 

Rather, he thus shows the independence of his own testi- 
mony. 

It may also be conjectured with probability, that Judas 
might in other respects be regarded as the purchaser of the 
field ; 

For, it is evident from S¢. Matihew’s account (xxvii. 5), that 
as soon as he had cast down the thirty pieces in the Temple he 
went and hanged himself; 

It appears also from St. Peter’s speech here (Acts i. 19), 
that the field was the place of his death: see on v. 19; 

And the Field was purchased after his death (Matt. xxvii. 6). — 
It is remarkable, that a field in the neighbourhood of a great 

City, which was to serve as a Public Cemetery, should have been 
purchaseable for so small a sum as thirty pieces of silver, or 
shekels, i. e. for less than five pounds ; 

How is this to be explained? Probably from the circum- 
stance intimated by St. Peter, that it had been polluted by the 
horrible death of Judas; whence it was called Aceldama; and 
that it was regarded with a feeling of execration on that account. 
Hence also it was, that when purchased: for this paltry sum, it 
was applied to an unclean use, i.e. to be a burial-place; a burial- 
place for févo:, strangers, heathens, unclean persons, whom the 
Jews would not admit into their cemeteries. 

It might well be said then, that in this sense, by defiling it, 
Judas had been instrumental in the purchase of the field; he had 
made it unavailable for any other than an unclean use, and had 
rendered it purchaseable by the Chief Priests for the miserable 
sum of thirty pieces of silver, which he had received from them 
as the wages of iniquity, and had then thrown back in remorse 
into their hands, 

See below, vii. 9; xiii. 29, and Whilly’s note here; and 
above on Matt. viii. 5. 
— &« uic000] So A, B,C, D, E, H. Elz. tod pucdod. 

— mpnvhs yevduevos]. falling on his face, ‘ pronus in faciem 
prolapsus. «pyv)s, emt mpdowroy.”’ (Hesych.) ext orduaros. 
(Phavorin.) 

Judas, the betrayer of Christ, was prefigured in the manner 
of his death, i.e. hanging, by Ahitophel the traitor, and Absalom 
the rebel against David. ( Bede.) 

— eAdxnoe pécos] he burst asunder in the midst; after he 
had hanged himself. St. Matthew says clearly (xxvii. 5), aq- 
hytato, he hanged himself; the same word as is used by the Sep= 
tuagint in 2 Sam. xvii. 23 to describe the death of Ahitophel. 
Ahitophel was a type of Judas in his nearness to David’s person, 
in his treachery, and in his death. And the word used to describe 
Ahitophel’s death by the LXX may serve to remove the sup- 
posed ambiguities with regard to the manner of the death of his 
antitype Judas. See on Matt. xxvii. 5, where Auin. after Wel- 

, stein (p. 459) and Valek, (p. 324), weil says, “ Locus Matthzi 
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‘cum loco Luce facillimé potest componi, si statuitur, Matthaum 
exposuisse mortis genus, Lucam vero attigisse ejus eventum. 
Judas egritudine animi commotus, laqueo sibi mortem conscivit 
(arfyéaro), laqueo autem, sive pendentis corporis Jude gravi- 
tate, sive alia quacunque de caussi disrupto, ex altiore loco, é 
rupe, preceps ac pronus delapsus est, ita, ut diffisso corpore, in- 
testina diffusa sint. Apuleius Met. i. p. 12, ascenso grabatulo ad 
exitium sublimatus immisso capite laqueum induo; sed dum pede 
altero fulcimentum, quo sustinebar, repello, ut ponderis deductu 
restis ad ingluviem adstricta spiritus officia discluderet, repenté 
putris alioqui et vetus funis rumpitur, atque ego de alto decidens 
in terram deyolvor.” Cp. Cholin, f. 56 (ap. Wetstein), ‘ Ara- 
meus quidam vidit hominem qui de tecto in plateam decidit, et 
ruptus est ejus venter, et viscera ejus effiuwerunt.’’ Meyer says 
(p. 30) that St. Luke is at variance with St. Matthew, and ‘ fol- 
lows another tradition, according to which Judas did not destroy 
himself.” Others (Strauss and Zeller), on the plea of this al- 
leged discrepancy, deny the fact of his death altogether ! 

With this account in the speech of St. Peter compare the 
narrative of the death of Judas by Papias, the contemporary of 
the Apostles, and Bishop of Hierapolis, in the fragment preserved 
by Theophylact (pp. 16.195. Gicumen. p. 11), and in Cramer’s 
Catena, p. 12, where Apollinarius says, ovk évaréavey TH 
&yxovA “lovdas, GAA’ éreBiw, KaBapebels mpd Tod aromvryjvat: 
and he then introduces the relation under the name of Papias (cp. 
Routh, R. 8. i. p. 9), which explains St. Peter’s words, mpnvijs 
yevduevos eAdunoe géoos, by the mpnouds and bykwors of the 
body, and which states that Judas died in his own field, év idip 
xuply. 

Cp. also the lines of Arator :— 

“« Mercedem sceleris solvit sibi, tedia vite 
Horruit ipse su, stringens in gutture vocem ; 
Aéris in medio, ccelo terraque perosus 
Inter utrumque perit 
Viscera rupta cadunt nullis condenda sepulchris.”” 

On the death of the heresiarch Arius as compared with that 
of Judas, see Athanas., Ep. ad Serapion. vol. i. § 3, p. 270. 

19. ‘Iepoveadtju] See above, i. 4. 
— "AxeAdaud] Akel-dama. Syr. |x? Vox. Chald. NOq ET 

ager cadis, aypbs aluaros, Matt. xxvii. 8. (Kuin.) A, B have 
GxeAdaudy (D has axeAdaiudy), and so Lach., Tisch., Alf. 
~ It was called “‘ field of blood” for a double reason, 

As bought with the price of blood, Matt. xxvii. 8. 
As sprinkled with the blood of him who took that price. 
It was near Mount Sion, to the south side of it. (Jerome, 

de locis Hebr.) Cp. Routh, R. 8. i. 24. Robinson, Palestine, i. 
524. Winer,i. 188. Near the valley of Hinnom. See on Jerem. 
xix. ll. S. Chrys. (on v. 26) observes that this name was given 
by the Jews, by a providential dispensation from God: dvduacav 
obrw, ox clddres, kabdrep Kaidpas mpoepnhrevcer, ovr eldds. 

20. yéyparrat ydp) for it is written. This citation is from 
two Psalms, lxix. 25, cix. 8, and almost verdalim from the LXX 
Version used by the Hellenistic Jews, for whom, as well as for 
Gentile converts, St. Luke specially wrote, and has been well har- 
monized with the original Hebrew by Surenhusius, p. 383. 

The only notable variation is abrod for abtay. 
This substitution of abrod for aita@y may be explained from 

St. Peter’s own words, that Judas was leader to those who took 
Jesus, v. 16. Ina word, "Iotdas, the false Apostle who betrayed 
his Master to death, stands forth as the representative of the 
faithless "lovdaio:. His end is a type of theirs. What the Mes- 
siah, the King and Judge of all men, pronouncing a divine sen- 
tence by the mouth of the Psalmist ! (Ps. cxix. 5—7 ; lxix. 22— 

‘1 This, as S. Augustine has already shown (sce his Serm, 22, 
where he refers to St. Peter's speech), is the true view of the male- 
dictions in the Psalms. They are not curses pronounced by David 
or by any man, in his own person, but they are Prophetical Comwi- 

29. Cp. lix. 11—15), imprecates on him, He imprecates on them ; 
and the death of their /eader is a warning to those who were led 
by him, what their destruction will be, unless they repent. In 
Judas the Holy Spirit sees the Jewish nation personified; and 
finally, Jerusalem herself, because she would not repent, became 
an Aceldama. See the notes above on Ps, Ixix. and cix. 
— €raviis] a sheep-cote. An allusion to the pastoral office 

of Judas. ‘‘ &ravAis respondet Hebraico nomini 7 quod propria 
domum pastoritiam cum stabulo significat, deinde verd etiam de 
castello et domicilio quocunque adhiberi solet : v. Michaélis Sup- 
plem. ad Lexx. Hebrr. p. 1011 sqq. Hesych.: €ravdis, udvdpa 
Body, } otknua, 4) adAh, } otpatoredla, kat } mommerikh addy.” 
(Kuin.) 
— emoxorhy] bishop-ric, overseer-ship. 7,2 inspectionem, 

visitationem (Numb. iv. 16; xvi. 29. Isa. x. 3. Jer. x. 15); and 
so prepared by the use of the LXX Version to designate the 
Episcopal office (thy iepwatyny, Chrys.), in which Matthias suc- 
ceeded to Judas. Cp. 1 Tim. iii. 1. Clem. Rom. i. 42. 44. 

The same may be said of the word kAjpos, clerus, as used 
here, vv. 17. 25, 26 (see note there), as a preparation for its ap- 
plication to the Ministers or Clergy of the Church. 

We may observe here the purpose of Almighty God in 
having prepared a Greek Version, i.e. the LXX, made by Jews 
themselves, of the Old Testament Scriptures, for the use of the 
Apostles and Evangelists in adopting names for the regimen and 
officers of the Church, and in disseminating the Gospel through- 
out the world. 
— AaBerw] SoA, B,C, D. Elz. AdBor. 
21. 5 Kupios *Incots] the Lord Jesus. This word Kipios = 

Lord, Jehovah (see on v. 6 and ii. 36), applied to Christ, the 
Lord of the world, and Head of the Kupiaxy, or Church, ever 
regulating her affairs by His Spirit, and maintaining her cause 
by His Power from His Throne in heaven,—may be regarded as 
the Key-note to the History of the Acts of the Apostles. 

He it is who chooses Matthias in place of Judas (i. 24). 
He sends the Holy Ghost to His Church (ii. 33—35). He adds 
believers to her daily (ii. 47). He works Miracles by the hands 
of His Apostles (iii. 6; iv. 10). To Him St. Stephen prays at 
the hour of death (vii. 59, 60). He calls Saul with a voice from 
heaven (ix. 5). He sends Ananias to baptize him (ix. 10. 15), 
He sends Peter to Cornelius (x. 4. 14. 36). His Angel delivers 
Peter and destroys Herod (xii. 7. 23). He calls Paul to Mace- 
donia (xvi. 9, 10). He comforts Paul at Jerusalem (xxiii. 11). 
And, finally, the book closes with the declaration, that Paul 
preaches at Rome, the heathen capital of the world, “ the things 
concerning the Lorp Jesus’? (xxviii. 31). 

22. apiduevos] having begun. See v. 1, and Luke xxiii. 5. 
Winer, p. 547. 
— pdprupa Tis avactdoews] a witness of His resurrection. 

Because this was the question at issue,—Is Christ risen from the 
dead? All other things in His history were manifest; this was 
more private, and known comparatively to a few, and it was to be 
believed and confessed by all. (Chrys.) 

23. kal €ornoay dio] And they set oul two, apart from the 
rest. Our Lord did not supply the place of Judas, when He was on 
earth, but left that place vacant at His Ascension, and to be sup- 
plied after it; and He did supply it from heaven, in answer to 
their prayer to Him as God. See vv. 24—26: “Show whom 
Thou hast chosen.’’ ‘The lot was cast into the lap, but the dis- 
posing thereof was of the Lord.” (Prov. xvi. 33.) 

Thus He educated them in the fundamental doctrine of 
Church polity, viz. that the Church is ruled and protected by 
Him,—not visibly present in budy, but sitting on His Royal 
Throne, in power and glory, at the right hand of God. 

nations, Judicial Sentences, uttered by the Great God and Judge of 
all—Christ; they are rehearsals of the Sentence of the Great Day 
and as such they are evidences of the Jnspiration of tne Psalms 
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— "lodotos] Justus. Concerning whom see Euseb. iii. 39. 
24. Kipie] O Lord. This prayer is addressed to Christ. Cp. 

éteActw here, and éfeA€taro, i. 2. The Apostles are sent by Him. 
See v. 21. 

25. ag’ fs] So A, B,C, D. Elz. has ef fs, but it seems 
more fitting to say that he went aside from it than out of it. 

— eis tov témov thy tdiov] to his own place. See S. Ignat. 
ad Magnes. c. 5, ewe) ody TéA0s Ta mpdyuata exer, kal emleerra 
7d Sto duod, 8 Te Odvatos Kal 7 (wh, Kal Exaoros cis Toy YSL0v 
témov méAAet xwpeiv. So ina good sense St. Peter is said by 
S. Clement of Rome (i. 5) to have gone, after his labours and 
martyrdom, eis Toy dperAduevov térov THs Sétns. Cp. Polycarp 
ad Phil. 9, where he speaks of St. Paul and other Christian mar- 
tyrs: Sr: obTor wdvTes ovK cis Kevdy Edpapyov, GAA’ ev wlorer Kal 
dixatootvyn, Kat bt eis Toy dpeEtAdpmevoy avtTots Témy cial 
mapa TG Kuplw, @ Kal ovvérafoy. The Rabbinical writers in- 
terpret Numb. xxiv. 25 in a cognate sense: ‘ Balaam ivit in 
locum suum, i.e. in gehennam. Targum Eccles. vi. 6, Die mortis 
suze descendit anima ejus in gehennam, in locum unum, quo 
omnes peccatores abeunt.” (Lightfoot, Hor. Hebr. et Talm. ad 
h. L., and Wetstein here.) And this, though it be perhaps an in- 
correct exposition, yet shows the meaning conveyed by the phrase 
to a Jewish ear. 

The place of Judas was locus suus, a place of his own proper 
procurement; devils were not ordained of God for hell-fire, but 
hell-fire for them. Hooker, Appendix to bk. v. p. 571. 

On this text see also By. Bull’s two Sermons, proving that 
‘the soul subsists after death in a place of abode prepared for it 
by God, till the Resurrection; and that this middle state of hap- 
piness or misery is allotted by God to every man immediately 
after death, according as he has done good or evil in this life.’’ 
(Serm. ii. and iii. vol. i. pp. 23—82.) 

Against the erroneous notions of a sleep of the soul, and of a 
purgatory, see above, on Luke xvi. 22. 

26. Kal €Swxav «Anpous] And they gave lots. For the Holy 
Spirit was not yet given. While this was so, they committed the 
matter to lot; but never resorted to it after the day of Pentecost. 
(Chrys.) They had a precedent in the Scripture of the Old Tes- 
tament for the use of lots. The Land of Promise was divided by 
lot (Josh. xiv. 2), and the first king of Israel was chosen by lot 
(1 Sam. x. 17). 

The word Clerus, as applied to the Clergy, appears to have 
been suggested by the use made of the term in the LXX and in 
this passage. As Chrys. says on éAaxe: “EAaxe Thy KATpov Tis 
Siakovias tavtns KAjpor dé avrdy Kade? Seixvis Tis TOD cod 
xapitos Td wav dy, Kal dvauimvhoKey avTobds Tay Maraay, BTL d 
@cds adrods €xAnpdoato kabdrep tos Acviras. 

Num. xviii. 24, Vers. LXX: éy® 4 pepls cov Kai 7% KAn- 
povoula cov. 

“Propterea vocantur Clerici, vel quia de sor¢e sunt Domini, 
vel quia Dominus sors, id est pars, Clericorum est.”’ SS. Hieron. 
ad Nepotian. de vita Clericorum. 

KAjjpos, To otaTnua Tay Siaxdvev Kal mpeoBuTépwr. 
Suidas, 
—airav] A, B, C have adrois, which may be the right 

reading, and then the sense would be, ‘ they gave forth lots for 
them.’ Perhaps they placed in an urn two papers, on one of 
which the word ‘ Apostle’ was written, and he who drew that lot 
(roy KAjpov) was numbered with the Eleven. 

kAhpous abtay does not mean ‘ their lots’ (which would have 
been rods KAhpous), but lots on which their names were written ; 
and if this is the right reading, then it is probable that the names 
of the two were put into an urn, and he whose name first fell out 
(rece), was elected. 

The precise mode, which was here used in the election of 
Matthias, seems to have been left in uncertainty, that it might not 
be used as an example for the future ordinations of the Christian 
Ministry. 
— trecev] fell, as from an urn. Cp. Levit. xvi. 8. Homer, 

Il. v. 316. Livy xxi. 42, ‘ ut cujusque sors exciderat.” xxiii. 3, 
’ nominibus in urnam conjectis quod primum forte nomen exci- 

II. 1 * Kai &v 76 ovpmdnpotobar tiv Hepav THs Hevtyxoorhs hoav amavres 

derat.” 
nomen.” 

— nal cvyxatetnplcbn] and he (Matthias) was numbered 
with the eleven Apostles. An important text, as showing the 
equality of Matthias (chosen by Christ after the Ascension) to 
Peter, and to any other of the rest of the Apostles, chosen by Christ 
on earth; and showing also the equality of the several eleven 
Apostles among themselves. This principle of Apostolic equality 
was still further extended in the Second Apostolic Ordination 
mentioned in the Acts,—the Ordination of Barnabas and Saul. 
See note below on xiii. 1—3. 

Horat. Carm. iii. 1. 16, “Omne capax movyet urna 

Cu. II. 1. ev 7G cuprdnpodcba 7. 7.) when the day of Pen- 
tecost, or the Fiftieth, was being filled up, as the complement to 
the forty-nine, which were counted from the morrow of the day of 
unleavened bread. Cp. Luke ix. 51, €v TG cupTAnpotdcOat 
Tas Nuepas THS avadnvews avtod. St. Luke is the only one of 
the writers of the New Test. who uses the word cuuwAnpodv. 

As to the day on which the Holy Ghost was given, it is to be 
observed, 

(1) That after forty-nine days from the sixteenth day of Abib 
or Nisan had passed, the next day was the Feast of Pentecost, 
or Fiftieth. (Jahn, Archeol. § 354.) 

(2) This is clear from the texts of Scripture (Levit. xxiii. 15, 
16. Numb. xxviii. 26. Deut. xvi. 9), as explained by Jewish 
writers, especially Josephus, Antiq. iii. 10. 5: 7H deuTépa Tay 
"ACipwv tucpa, extn F eorly arn (cp. Levit. xxiii. 6) Kat 
dexatn Tov wnvds bs Nicdy wap’ july Kadeirat, Tov Kapray obs 
€O€picay meTtadauBdvovet ...Ovovc. 3 em) tais adwapxais Tay 
kaprav apvioy eis dAoKkatTwow TH Ocg’ EBSduns St EBSouddos 
diayeyernuerns meta Ta’rnv Thy Ovaclav, av’tra & cioly ai tTav 
EBdouddav jucpar Tecoapdkovta kal évyéa, 7H MevtnxoatTH 
mpordyouct TG Oc@ prov. 

(3) The counting of the forty-nine days degan from the end 
of the sixteenth of Nisan. See R. Solomon in Lightfoot, i. p. 
746, and Maimonides quoted by Whitby (in loc.). 

(4) Hence, therefore, in the year of our Lord’s Passion, we 
have the following calendar of days (cp. Lightfoot, i. p. 748, 
and ii. p. 642): 

Thursday, X1Vth Day of the Month Nisan, Christ insti- 
tutes the Holy Eucharist. 

Friday, XVth Day of Nisan, He is crucified. 
Saturday, XVIth Day of Nisan, He rests in the Grave. 
Sunday, XVIIth Day of Nisan, He rises from the Dead. 
From the end of Saturday, the XVIth Day of Nisan, forty- 

nine days are counted; and the Fiftieth, or Feast of Pentecost, 
falls on a Sunday. And it was the universal belief of the ancient 
Christian Church, that the Holy Ghost came down from heaven 
on the same day of the week as that on which our Lord arose 
from the dead, viz. the First Day of the week. 

These particulars are to be noted, because in modern times 
some have been found to deny that our Lord was crucified on 
a Friday, or that the day of His Crucifixion was the XVth of 
Nisan, or that the Holy Spirit descended on the Lord’s Day. 

It may be inquired,— 
Why was the Holy Spirit given at the Feast of Pentecost ? 

And why at ¢Ais particular Feast of Pentecost ? 
(1) Because Pentecost was the Feast on which two loaves of 

common leavened bread were offered (Levit. xxiii. 17—20). The 
corn sown was ripened and made into bread. And now in Christ, 
who is the Bread of Life, the corn which had fallen into the 
ground and was risen, had reached its perfect maturity. 

Also, the Feast of Pentecost was the ingathering of the 
Harvest ; and now the Holy Spirit would enable the Apostles to 
gather from the Field, “which is the World,” the spiritual 
harvest, of which the seed had been sown by Moses, the Prophets, 
and by Christ. Now the sickle was to be put to the corn of the 
spiritual harvest of souls by the Apostolic reapers,.who were to 
gather them in sheaves, and consecrate them to God. 

(2) Because the Law, graven in fables vf stone, had been 
given at that time on Mount Sinai (Exod. xix. 1, 2), and it 
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was fitting that the new Law should be written on the fleshy 
tables of the hearts of the Disciples (Jer. xxxi. 33. 2 Cor. iii. 3. 
Heb. viii. 10) at the same time on Mount Sion, from which it 
was to come forth; and that it might be understood that the Law 
and the Gospel are from the same Divine Author. (Severian, 
Theophyl.) See oni. 4. 

“Supputemus numerum (says Jerome, de xlii. Mansion. 
Mans. xii. vol. ii. p. 593), et inveniemus quinguagesimd die 
egressionis ex Algypto in vertice montis Sinai Legem datam. 
Unde et Pentecostes celebratur solemnitas, et postea Evangelii 
Sacramentum Spiritfis Sancti descensione completur—et divisis 
linguis credentium totus Evangelici pradicatione mundus im- 
pletur.”’ 

This calculation is authorized by the Jewish doctors of the 
Law: see the rabbinical authorities in Wetstein, p. 461. It 
is not indeed expressly said in Holy Scripture that the feast of 
Pentecost coincided with, and commemorated, the Giving of the 
Law on Mount Sinai ; but the calculations grounded on Scripture, 
and the testimonies of the most learned Jews, and the consent 
of the ancient Christian Church, authorize that opinion : and it is 
remarkable, that one of the noblest prophecies of Holy Scripture 
itself, predicting the Gift of Tongues at Pentecost, connects 
that Gift with the giving of the Law on Mount Sinai. Let the 
reader peruse that prophecy, the Sixty-eighth Psalm (one of the 
Proper Psalms appointed for Whitsunday), and he will see that 
those two gifts seem to be there joined together in the mind of 
the Holy Ghost. God -so ordered events, that the principal 
seasons of dispensing Evangelical blessings (e. g. in the Death 
and Resurrection of Christ and Descent of the Holy Ghost) 
coincided with those times, in which the Legal benefits, most 
resembling and representing them, were bestowed and comme- 
morated; and thus He made the Law to be preparatory to the 
Gospel; and showed the harmony of both. Cp. Dr. Barrow, 
Sermon on Acts ii. 38, vol. iii. p. 473. 

(3) Because the Feast of Pentecost was the first great Feast 
following after the Passover ; and because it was fitting, that the 
vast numbers of people who were at Jerusalem at the Passover 
(about ¢wo millions and a half; see Whiston’s note on Josephus, 
vi. 9. 3), and saw or heard of the Crucifixion of Christ (Luke 
xxiv. 18), might also see the glorious and triumphant manifes- 
tation of His Exaltation and power, in the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. (Chrys., Severus ap. Theophyl.) And thus on their 
return to their several countries, the Pilgrim Tribes of the Law 
became Preachers of the Gospel. 

(4) Because the Law had been given to the Israelites on 
Mount Sinai, at the season (afterwards called Pentecost) next 
following the first Passover, which commemorated their Deliver- 
ance from Egypt, and prefigured the universal Redemption by 
Christ. And it was fitting that the Christian Law, which was 
to be written, not on tables of stone, but on the fleshy tables of 
the heart, by the finger of the Holy Ghost (Severian), should be 
given at the Pentecost nex! following the completion of the work 
x Redemption by the Sacrifice of the True Passover, which is 
Christ. 

(5) The name itself, revtnxooTh, the Fiflieth, might suggest 
the name of Judilee, which was significant of the preaching of 
“the acceptable year of the Lord.” And on this Fiftieth Day 
the Holy Spirit anointed the Church, Christ’s mystical Body, to 
preach that acceptable year to the world (see Aug. Epist. cxix. 
and Jerome, in Mans. xii.), ‘ sicut priori populo,—quinquagesimo 
die, vero Jubileo et vero anno remissionis Lex data est, in Apos- 
tolos quoque descendit Spiritus Sanctus.’’ 

Cp. Bp. Andrewes, Sermons, iii. p. 111, on Acts ii. 1—4. 
(6) Besides, this was the first great Festival after Christ’s 

Ascension to Heaven, and it was fitting that, according to the 
sure word of Prophecy (Ps. Ixviii. 18), the great event of His 
triumphant Inauguration in glory, of His Coronation in His 
glorified Humanity, and of His Enthronization at God’s right 
hand in Heavenly places, should be solemnized and celebrated by 
public manifestations on earth, of royal bounty, and spiritual 
largesses to His Church, proving His Ascension, and verifying 
His own word to His Apostles (John xvi. 7. Acts ii. 33). 

Cp. Bp. Andrewes, pp. 226, 227, and Barrow's Whitsun- 
day Sermon, iii. pp. 473—494. 

(7) Because Seven is the number of perfection; and when 
Seven times seven days had been completed, then came the 
fulness of Christ’s power in the Holy Ghost (Greg. Naz. Or. 
xli. pp. 732—734). He came personally in His first Advent, 
after seven times seven/y years from the command to rebuild Jeru- 

salem (Dan. ix. 24—27). And now He comes in the power of 
the Spirit, after seven times seven Days from the day of restora- 
tion, by His own death and burial in the grave. 

It is observable that in this year, the fifteenth of Nisan fell 
on a Friday, the day on which Man had been first created ; and 
so man was created in the first Adam, and restored in the Second 
Adam, on the same day of the week. The Resurrection, which 
according to types and prophecies was to be the third day after 
the Passion, took place on the first day of the weck; the day on 
which God said, ‘* Let there be light’’ (Gen. i. 4,5). And the 
Feast of Pentecost in ¢his year fell also on the First Day of the 
week. And thus the First Day of the week has been consecrated 
to all the Three Persons of the Ever-blessed and Undivided 
Trinity (Farner, Son, and Hoty Guosr); and the blessings of 
Creation, Redemption, and Sanctification are commemorated on 
the Christian Sunday. 

On this text see Greg. Nazian. Orat. xl. Sermones, p. 733. 
Leo M., Sermones, lxxii.—lxxv. S§. Aug., Sermones, pp. 266— 
270, and Appendix, pp. 182—187. Bp. Andrewes, Sermons, “On 
the Sending of the Holy Ghost,’’ vol. iii. pp. 107. 130. 221. 301. 
— Gmaytes] stronger than mdvres.—‘ Grayres in his libris 

universos nemine excepto designat; mavres sepé tantim ple- 
rosque.” (Valck.)—navtes* dvtl tod mAciotot. (Hesych.) 

— duo8vuaddy] with one accord. They were prepared to re- 
ceive the Spirit of unity, by unity of heart, unity of time, and 
unity of place. 
— én) 71d aitd] together; unto the same place at the same 

time. Perhaps because it was the Lord’s Day. (Lightfoot.) 
The place is called ofkos: a conclave, v.2. In one oikia there 
are many olka. S. Cyril, Bp. of Jerusalem, states that the place 
in which the Holy Ghost descended on the Apostles, was the 
large apartment which afterwards was converted into a Church 
(Catech. xvi. 4), well known in his day, probably the smepgov 
mentioned i. 13, in which our Blessed Lord before His Crucifixion 
ate the Passover, and had instituted the Holy Eucharist; and in 
which, after His Resurrection, He had appeared on two successive 
Sundays to His Apostles. See note above oni. 13, and Greg. 
Nazian. in Caten. 

If it had been, as some have supposed, a chamber in the 
Temple, St. Luke would hardly have failed to mention that cir- 
cumstance ; and it does not seem likely that the use of an ofkos 
in the Temple would have been conceded to the Apostles by the 
Priests. Indeed, after the Sacrifice of Christ on the Cross, and 
the rerding of the Veil, the Christian Church had become the 
Temple of God; and it is not probable that any spiritual dispen- 
sation, such as the outpouring of the Holy Ghost, would be con- 
nected with the material Temple at Jerusalem. 

As Chrys. says, the olkos, in which they were assembled, may 
be regarded as typical of the universal Church, which is illumined 
by the Holy Spirit in the Gospel, and which was humble and 
private in its primitive state, but afterwards spread itself from the 
bwepgoy at Jerusalem throughout the world; and by its instru- 
mentality the graces of the Holy Ghost, which are poured forth 
on the Apostles, flow down as it were from one heavenly source, 
by the streams of those different nations, which were assembled 
at the Day of Pentecost, and thence returned to their own homes ; 
and so diffuse themselves in all parts of the earth, and irrigate 
and fertilize the world. 

2. ek Tod oipavod jxos—mvons] The sound was from heaven, 
the place whence the Spirit came. The wind showed His power 
and vehemence, and reminded them of the wonders of Sinai at the 
delivery of the Law. Cp. Bp. Andrewes, p. 118. 

— thy olxov] the chamber. See on v. 1, and below on v. 46, 
xar’ olkov. It must have been a large apartment, as it seems to 
have held 120 persons (cp. i. 13. 15; ii. 1). They were all 
assembled there early (see v. 15), either by a previous direction 
from Christ, or by some special intimation, or because it was the 
First Day of the week, when they met for public worship. They 
there remained in an attitude of expectation, silting. 

8. dianepi(duevar—exafioe] The Tongues of Fire parted 
themselves off \ike streams from one source ; or like branches from 
one root (Chrys.), and distributed themselves among them. 

See St. Luke’s use of d:apepi(w, Acts ii. 45. Luke xxiii. 34, 
and St. Paul’s words, 1 Cor. xii. 4—I1, 5:atpéoers xapioudrov, 
and mdvra tadra évepyet Td ev wal Td abTd Mvetpua, Siatpoov 
idlq éxdorg and Heb. ii, 4, Mvetuaros aylou pepirpois. 

Also the Tongues rested on the head of each. Hence the 
singular number exd@ice (cp. Valck. and Winer, § 58, p. 458), 
showing that thes» gifts were from one Spirit, and that they were 
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not to be a mere transitory boon, but an abiding presence. Christ 
ascended up on high and gave gifts to men, that the Lord God 
might dwell among them. (Ps. lxviii. 18.) 

They had 
Tongues given them, that they might preach. 

2) Of Fire, that they might do it with power. 
(3) The Tongues were distributed among them, that none 

might envy the other, and none exalt himself over the other, and 
that each of them might do his part in edifying the whole. 

(4) The tongues sa¢ on the head of each of them, that each 
might do that work constantly, especially by means of the Word 
of God. 

Hence, when a Bishop is ordained, the Gospel, which is the 
‘Tongue of Fire of the Spirit, is laid on his head. Theophylact. 

— 9” &va €.| upon every one of them. “ Cp. omnino én) super 
Joh. i. 32, 33.’ (Bengel.) Thus the inauguration of the Apostles 
by the Holy Ghost resembled that of Christ. Matt. iii. 16. 

On whom did the Holy Ghost come? S. Aug. (in Joann. 
xcii.) says, ‘* Venit in die Pentecostes Sanctus Spiritus in centum 
‘viginti homines congregatos, in quibus et Apostoli omnes erant, 
qui illo impleti linguis omnium gentium loquebantur.” So 
Chrys. : ‘‘ Other believers besides the Apostles received the Holy 
Ghost, enabling them to speak with tongues. But the Apostles 
alone appear to have been endued with the power of conveying to 
‘others the gift of the Holy Ghost, enabling them to speak with 
tongues.” See viii. 18. 

4. jptavro Aadceiv Erépais yAdoous] they began to speak 
in languages not their own,—other than they had ever learned. 
(Bp. Andrewes, p. 138.) The phrase is from Isa. xxviii. 11, 
LXX, 8:4 yAdoons érépas (see 1 Cor. xiv. 21), and it announces 
the fulfilment of the prophecy of Ps. xix. 3, 4 (Ambrose) ; and 
is explained by v, 8, TH idfa SiadekTe, and v. 11, Tals jueTepats 
yAdooas. 

Hence, éAddAouy fevats yAdooats kal ov watplois, says Greg. 
Nazian. (p. 742, Orat. xli.), but rats iSfais Tay axovdyrwy. Some 
of them spake in the language of India, some of Scythia, some 
of Crete and Arabia,—nations hostile to the Jews. ((@cum.) 
“ Predicaturi multis gentibus accipiunt genera linguarum.”’ (Je- 
rome, iv. 178, ad Hedib. 9, where are some excellent remarks on 
this text.)  Loquebantur linguis omnium gentium.” (S. Aug., 
Serm. 316. Cp. below, x. 46; xi. 15, 16.) ‘ Quia futura Ec- 
clesia in omnibus linguis preenuntiabatur.” (Serm. 266.) ‘‘ Lo- 
quebatur unitas Ecclesi in linguis omnium gentium.” (Aug. 
Serm. 267.) 

The Apostles were gifted with the Tongues of all Nations, 
because Christ sent them to preach to all Nations, —érei5} mav- 
Taxod diepxecbar Eueddov. (Chrys. here, and on | Cor. xiv. 3, 
and Theodore in 1 Cor. xiv. 2, Augustine in Ps. xviii., Serm. 175. 
‘Theophyl.) 

All other interpretations of the words érépats yAdooats, with 
other tongues, are irreconcilable with grammatical rules and his- 
torical truth. The miracle was nof (as some have thought) in the 
ears of the hearers, but in the éongues of the speakers. The ap- 
pearance of fongues indicates this; of tongues sitting on the 
heads of the Apostles. As S. Cyril says (in Caten.), ‘they spake 
with languages they had never learnt;’’ and thus was fulfilled the 
prophecy, “ there is neither speech nor language, but their voices 
are heard among them; their sound is gone out into all lands, 
and their words into the ends of the world.” (Ps. xix. 3, 4. 
Rom. x. 18.) The Spirit was given in the form of Tongues in 
order to consecrate! the preaching of Apostolic doctrine (Seve- 
rus); and thus they were ordained by the ye:potovla of the Spirit, 
laying as it were His own Hands on their heads, to the Apostle- 
ship of the world. (Severian, in Caten, Chrys. Aug. Tr. xciii. 
in Joan. Cyril, Cateches. 17. Nazian. Orat. xli. p. 743; xliv. 
Leo, Serm. in Pentec., and Greg., Hom. 30 in Evang. cited by 
A Lapide.) ‘ Thus each of them became as it were a 8pdvos of 
the Holy Ghost.’’ (Severian.) 

Besides, as the Fathers observe (see Chrys. here, and Aug. 
passim ; cp. Bp. Andrewes, p. 130), the miracle of Pentecost at 
Sion was the dvticro:xov, or antithesis of the Confusion of 
Tongues at Babel. ‘ There,” says Chrys., ‘the one language 
had been divided into many; here many languages are united in 
one man.”’ So Gregory Nyssén, Homil. in 8. Stephan. ii. p. 787. 
And it is truly and beautifully said by Leo M. (Serm. Ixxiii. 
p. 155), ‘‘O quam velox est sermo sapientiz, et ubi Deus ma- 
gister est, quam citd discitur, quod docetur! Non est adhibita 

interpretatio ad audiendum, non consuetudo ad usum, non tempus 
ad studium, sed spirante ubi voluit Spiritu Veritatis, proprize 
Gentium voces facte sunt in Ecclesia ore communes. Ab hoc 
igitur die tuba evangelice pridicationis intonuit; ab hoc die 
imbres charismatum, flumina benedictionum, omne desertum et 
universam aridam irrigaverunt.”” Cp. ibid. Serm. lxxiv. p. 159. 

This is also well expressed by Arafor, v. 122: 

a igne magistro 
Imbuit ora calor, dictisque fluentibus exit 
Linguarum populosa seges; non littera gessit 
Officium, non ingenii stillavit ab ore 
Vena, nec egregias signavit cera loquelas ; 
Sola fuit doctrina Fides.”’ 

And our own great poet says, 

The Spirit, 
Pour’d first on His Apostles, whom He sends 
To evangelize the nations, then on all 
Baptized, shall them with wondrous gifts endue 
To speak all tongues; and do all miracles, 
As did their Lord before them.” 

Milton, P. L. xii. 497. 

The Building of the Church, by the Divine Spirit of Love at 
Sion, was designed to remove the evil of the Building of the Tower 
by the human spirit of pride at Babel. And though it did not 
please God to bring all Nations back to one lip (Gen. xi. 1), yet 
by enabling the one Apostolic company to speak the same Gospel 
of Peace in all languages, He showed how the sin and misery of 
Babel would find their remedy in Sion. - The same member, the 
tongue, which had scattered mankind through all the world, was 
now, when attuned by the Spirit of peace, used to bring back the 
world to the fold of Unity. So the curse was taken away, and a 
blessing poured forth in its place. 

Therefore, the ChurcH of ENGLAND well says in her Com- 
munion Office, in the Proper Preface for Whitsunday and Six 
days after, ‘ It is very meet, right, and our bounden duty, that 
we should at all times and in all places give thanks unto Thee, 

O Lord, Holy Father, Almighty Everlasting God, through Jesus 
Yhrist our Lord, according to whose most true promise, the Hoty 
GuostT came down, as at this time, from Heaven, with a sudden 
great sound, as it had been a mighty wind, in the likeness of fiery 
tongues, lighting upon the Apostles, to teach them, and to lead 
them to all truth, giving them doth the gift of divers languages, 
and also boldness with fervent zeal constantly to preach the Gospel 
unto all Nations, whereby we have been brought out of darkness 
and error into the clear light and true knowledge of Thee and of 
Thy Son Jesus Christ. Therefore with Angels and Archangels, 
and with all the company of heaven, we laud and magnify Thy 
glorious Name, evermore praising Thee and saying, Holy, Holy, 
Holy, Lord God of hosts, heaven and earth are full of Thy glory, 
Glory be to Thee, O Lord most high.”’ 

On the Gift of Tongues—ils Design and Use. 

One of the most convincing proofs of the truth of the An- 
cient Interpretation of this text, as thus declared by the Courcu 
of ENGLAND, is to be found in the almost countless discrepancies 
of the Expositors who have deserted that Interpretation. 

There is a large and consistent body of Interpreters, dating 
from the second century, and continued for many hundred years 
in all parts of Christendom, in favour of the Ancient Exposition ; 
whereas, on the contrary, the Expositions at variance with it, 
which have been propounded in modern times, have no ancient 
authority in their favour; and are as inconsistent with one another 
as they are irreconcilable with the teaching of Christian Antiquity. 

It would be fruitless to enumerate all these conflicting specu- 
lations. They may be seen in De Weite’s Einleitung, where they 
occupy ten pages (pp. 27 to 37), or in Meyer’s Kommentar, 
p- 42; and Bunsen’s Hippolytus, &c., ii. p. 12, 2nd ed. 

It has been recently alleged, even by some English Exposi- 
tors, who allow that the Apostles spoke with foreign tongues on 
the Day of Pentecost, that there is no evidence in the Acts of 
the Apostles, or in any other part of Holy Scripture, that the 
Apostles were supernaturally endued with power “ to preach the 
Gospel in divers languages,’’ which they had never learnt, or that 
they ever did preach it in such languages. ; 

But on this allegation it may be observed, 
1. That our Lord’s promise to His Disciples was general, 

1 The words in the printed edition of the Catena (p. 20) are, drip tod Té Kijovyua ANOH OYN tis amocrodixys didackudNias- reud 
ANA@ELOYN, to consecrate. 
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Mark xvi. 17, 18, “‘ These signs shall follow them that believe ; 
In my Name they shall cast out devils; they shall speak with 
new tongues; . .. they shall lay hands on the sick, and they 
shall recover.” 

The signs there mentioned by Christ were not for momen- 
tary display, but for continual profit and edification. 

The power of speaking with new tongues is combined in 
Christ’s promise with that of healing the sick, and casting out 
devils. The Apostles were led to expect to receive a supernatural 
ability to do all these things; and the need of the gift of new 
tongues was certainly not less than that of those other gifts which 
are joined with it. And it can hardly be said that the Divine 
Promise was fulfilled, if the power of speaking with new tongues 
was limited to one or two special occasions, and not applied to 
the noblest of all uses of speech, that of preaching the Gospel. 

2. The miraculous power of preaching in new tongues may 
also be said to have been presupposed in our Lord’s commission 
to His Apostles, Galilean Fishermen, “ unlearned and unlettered 
men” (ididéras Kal dypauudrous), “ Go ye and teach all Nations.” 
“Go ye, uaéntedcare, make ye disciples of the learned Greek 
and of the proud Roman; convert the many-tongued Nations of 
the Earth; ‘ Preach the Gospel to every creature.’ ‘Ye shall be 
My Witnesses to the ends of the Earth.’”” (Acts i. 8.) 

How were they to do this without the knowledge of foreign 
languages? It is not sufficient to reply that they knew Greek, 
and that with a knowledge of Greek they could preach to all the 
world. cs 

For, first, it is not clear that they did know Greek, or at 
least, know it in such a way as to speak it with fluency, and in 
such a manner as not to expose their message to contempt. 

And if Greek was all that was necessary, why were they 
gifted with the tongues of so many nations on the Day of Pente- 
cost? 

They did not go forth to preach till they had received the 
gift of Pentecost; but they complied with Christ’s command, 
when they had been endued with power from on high. As 
Treneus says, iii. 1, ‘‘ Postea quam induti sunt supervenientis 
Spirits Sancti virtutem ex alto, exierunt in fines terre—evan- 
gelizantes.”” 

Their prompt obedience to Christ’s command, and the im- 
mediate success which attended their Missionary labours in all 
parts of the world, seem to indicate that they had the power of 
communicating readily with all Nations in their vernacular lan- 
guages. And how could this be but by a supernatural gift ? 

3. The evidence derivable from the Acts of the Apostles of 
the possession of this power, is also cogent,— 

Ist, Positively. 

We see the Apostles in the first instance using their con- 
fessedly miraculous power, in order to preach the Gospel to the 
various tribes, speaking different languages, collected at Jerusalem 
on the Day of Pentecost. Were certainly is a proof that the 
power was employed for the propagation of the Gospel. And 
this specimen of its use for a permanent and necessary end, 
seems to suggest a belief that it was vouchsafed fo, and used by 
the same persons, according to the need, on other occasions for 
the same purpose. 

It is worthy of remark here, that the Apostle, who takes the 
lead in preaching on this occasion, is St. Peter. And he is also 
prominent in preaching to different congregations and persons in 
the earlier portion of this History. And his preaching is inva- 
riably attended with success. Yet of St. Peter it is noticed in 
the Gospel, that he could not, of himself, speak his own vernacular 
language with accuracy. (Matt. xxvi. 73. Mark xiv. 70.) How 
was the fisherman of Bethsaida, with his Galilzean barbarisms, to 
work such effects as he did in preaching, without a supernatural 
gift of language? Cp. note on xxiv. 1. 

Again; in the Acts of the Apostles we sce S/. Paul preach- 
ing to the various Tribes of Asia Minor, and to the barbarous 
(i. e. foreign) inhabitants of Malta (see notes on xiii. 15; xiv. 11, 
and xxviii. 2—4), doubtless in their own languages. 

And St. Paul’s case seems to afford a strong corroboration of 
what has been now asserted. 

He was the most learned of the Apostles. Humanly speak- 
ing, he had more of ordinary qualifications for addressing foreign 
congregations, than any of the rest. And yet he was more gifted 
supernaturally than others with the power of speaking with 
yAa@oou, or foreign languages. (1 Cor. xiv. 18.) And why? 
Because his Missionary travels were more extensive than theirs, 

He who, as “the Apostle of the Gentiles’? (Rom. xi. 13), had a 
commission to preach to more nations, was more gifted with the 
power of speaking with tongues; and his case shows the need 
and reason of the gift. 

2ndly, Negatively, also 

The evidence from the Acts of the Apostles is strong. 
In this divinely-inspired record of the Missionary labours of 

the Primitive Church, we never hear that any one of the Apostolic 
Missionaries of the Gospel ever sat down for a single hour to 
learn a foreign language; or ever was retarded or deterred for a 
single moment by ignorance, or defective knowledge, of any 
foreign language, from preaching the Gospel to any person or 
congregation in any part of the world. What is there similar to 
this in any annals of modern Missions? And how is this to 
be explained but by a supernatural ability to preach in foreign 
tongues? See further below, xiv. 11. 

It has been recently objected in some Expositions of this 
passage, that there is no early patristic evidence of a spiritual gift 
of speaking in different Languages for the preaching of the Gospel. 

On this it may be observed ; 
There is early Patristic evidence that the Apostles went forth 

to preach the Gospel in all lands; and that they did preach it. 
But there is no evidence that the Apostles ever /earnt a foreign 
language, or could not speak the language of any country to 
which they went. 

Besides; even if there existed no testimony such as is de- 
scribed from the few surviving works of the Fathers of the Second 
and Third Centuries, yet the concurrent Testimony of the Fathers 
of the Fourth and Fifth Centuries proves what the Tradition of 
the Church was on this point. 

But there is early patristic testimony of the continuance of 
the gift of tongues for preaching the Gospel ; 

S. Ireneus, the disciple of Polycarp, the scholar of St. John, 
says (v. 6; cp. Euseb. v. 7), ‘‘ We hear many brethren in the 
Church, having prophetic gifts, and speaking with all kinds of 
tongues by means of the Spirit, maytodamais AadobyTwy Sia TOD 
Mvevmaros yAéooas, and bringing to light the hidden things of 
men’s hearts for edification, and declaring the mysteries of God.” 

How Jreneus understood the passage before us, appears also 
from his words (iii. 17), ‘‘ Luke relates that the Spirit descended 
on the disciples after the Ascension of the Lord, on the Day of 
Pentecost, in order that all Nations might be enabled to enter 
into life; wherefore they united in all languages in praising God 
the Holy Spirit, bringing distant Tribes into Unity, and offering 
the first-fruits of all Nations to God.” 

It is not indeed necessary to suppose, nor is it probable, that 
the power of speaking in foreign languages, without previous 
study, was long continued in the Church. Soon after the com- 
pletion of the Canon of the New Testament, the Holy Scriptures 
were ¢ranslated into various languages, and native Churches were 
formed in the principal countries of the world. As S. Gregory I. 
says (in Marc. xvi. 16), when the Tree of the Gospel was first 
planted, it was watered with extraordinary effusions of the Holy 
Ghost ; but when it had taken root, then ordinary means sufficed 
for its growth. 

— dropbéyyecba abtois] So A, B, C, D. Elz. has abrots 
amopbéyyerbat. The alteration may have been made for greater 
ease of construction ; but trajections of this kind (as A/ford well 
observes) are usual with St. Luke. And there is something 
marked in the reservation of adrois, i.e. them especially (accord- 
ing to Christ’s promise), them, who were lately so weak and 
timid,—the last and emphatic word. Cf. adro?s and airay in the 
preceding verse. 

The word d&ropbeyyecbar (used only in Acts ii. 14, and 
xxvi. 25) has a special force; it is not simply to speak, but 
“ magnificé loqui’’ (Valok.), to pour forth short sentences (Chrys., 
@cum., and Bloomfield here). This word seems to explain the 
mode in which those who received the gift of tongues on the day 
of Pentecost spoke, viz. by ejaculatory ascriptions, perhaps in 
orderly sequence, of glory to God, and by short and fervent ex-_ 
hortations to their several hearers. 

5. katoixotvtes] residing there, in expectation of the ap- 
pearance of the Messiah then looked for (see Lightfoot here); or 
porns come up for the Feast to Jerusalem, and tarrying there 
or it. 

6. cuvext6n] was confounded, or was in confusion, from doubt: 
and astonishment ; and the confusion showed itself in the conflux 
of people, and in the passions by which they were agitated, 
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and in the variety of /anguages which they spoke; an image of 
Babel. 

St. Luke here happily uses a word (auvvex#@n) which reminds 
the reader of 23 (Babel), which the LXX render by obyxvots, 
Bri exe? ouvexecy 5 Kipios Ta XElAn Tdons THS ys, Gen. xi. 9. 
Babel, built by human pride, is on the one side; and the Church 
of Christ, animated by the Holy Ghost, the Spirit of Love, on the 
other. Here are two opposite Powers brought into contact on 
the Day of Pentecost. The din of the one rages against the 
peace of the other; and the eddying streams flow together. The 
confusion of Tongues is calmed by the effusion of the Holy 
Ghost ; and by the diffusion of the Truth, under the gracious 
influence of the Holy Spirit, the Tongues of Babel are brought 
into harmony, and preach the One Gospel of Christ, and sing in 
a holy concert the Songs of Sion. 
— xovov] they were hearing ; the imperfect tense marks the 

continuance of the miracle: hence what follows, ééeravro 
mdyres, ka €Batuacoy, they were all in astonishment, and wonder- 
ing. Cp. the imperfects in v. 12, efrravto—dinwbpovv—*Acyov. 
Cp. what is said below, x. 45, of the miracle at Caesarea. 

— diadréxrw] dialect. Something more than yAdoop, or lan- 
guage. See Valck. p. 327. The Apostles—illiterate Galileans, 
who, as Valck. observes, p. 349, knew only one dialect of one 
language—spake in different languages and in different dialects 
of the same language (Bede, Retract. p. 104). For example, the 
Medes and Elamites (Persians) spake the same tongue, but in 
different dialects. And so it was with many other races enu- 
merated in vv. 9—11. Hence we may explain “Iovdalay in v. 9. 

The Christian Church speaks in all dialects of all /anguages. 
It shoots out its roots and fibres every where, and consecrates all 

nations and races of the world. 
8. was Fpeis akovouer, Exactos] how is it that we are hearing, 

—each of us in our own dialect, in which we were born? It is 
not said that each of the Apostles had the power of speaking all 
languages. But as at Babel the tongue, which a certain number 
of persons spoke, served as a guide to lead them away together to 
settle in a given place, and so the world was colonized : so, it 
would seem, at Pentecost, the foreign tongue, which each disciple 
was enabled to speak, collec/ed about him a group of those strangers 
then at Jerusalem who spoke that particular tongue; and so all 
were evangelized. 

It has been supposed by some (e.g. Severus in Caten, here), 
that the gift of a special language was like a spiritual intimation 
to each of the Apostles, signifying to what country he should 
direct his attention ; 5(50Ta: éxdot@ yAGooa Kabdrep kava" that 
is, it was as it were his appointment or xelporovia to a particular 
charge; and S. Jerome says (ad Hedibiam, iv. 178), “ accipiunt 
genera linguarum, ut nosceretur gui Apostolorum quibus deberent 
gentibus nunciare.” 

9—11. Mdp@o Kal M7501) Parthians, and Medes, and Elamites, 
&c. &c. The arrangement of the names in these three verses is 
very remarkable. It follows the order of the three principal 
3:acropal or Dispersions of the Jews throughout the World, as 
follows :— 

(1) The earliest d:acmopa or dispersion, that of the Ten 
Tribes in Media and Assyria, and of the Two Tribes in the neigh- 
bourhood of Babylon, now subject to the Parthians, who are 
therefore placed first. 

(2) The d:arxop% or dispersion of Jews in Asia Minor, the 
dwellers in Cappadocia, &c., an offset from the Assyrian dis- 
persion. 

(3) The Egyptian dispersion, planted by Ptolemy Lagus. 
On these dispersions cp. Mede’s excellent Essay, Works, 

book i. Disc. xx. pp. 74—77; Lightfoot, ii. p. 1144; and How- 
gon, i. pp. 21, 22. 

It is observable, that St. Peter, the Apostle of the Circum- 
cision, provided instruction for all these dispersions ; 

(1) He went in person to the Parthians; for he wrote his 
first Epistle from Babylon. See on 1 Pet. v. 13. 

(2) He wrote his two Epistles to the Asiatic d:acmopd. 
(3) Lastly, he sent ‘* Marcus his son”’ to the Egyptian 

diagmopd. S. Jerome (Scr. Eccl. 8). See note below on 1 Pet. y. 13. 
On the providential pre-arrangement for the spread of Chris- 

tianity by means of these d:ac7ropal, or Dispersions, throughout 
the world, see Bp. Pearson’s admirable remarks in one of his 
excellent discourses recently recovered by Archdn. Churton, ii. 
pp. 30,31. He there says: ‘‘ On the day of Pentecost Jews were 
present from every nation under heaven. Sojourners also were 
there, the causes and witnesses of the miracle. And when they 
returned to their own land, what did they report with greater joy, 
than that their own mother-tongue had been ennobled at Jeru- 
salem by the revelation of divine mysteries? Thus the preaching 
of the Gospel, at first communicated to the Jews of all nations at 
Jerusalem, followed them to their own homes.’”’ He adds, p. 36: 
“Tn order that the kingdom of Satan might be overthrown by the 
Gospel, preached by the Apostles and Apostolic men, it was re- 
quisite that they should speak in tongues understood by all na- 
tions. 

The enumeration of these tribes (Parthians and Medes, 
&c.) as present at the day of Pentecost, and as then evangelized 
by the Apostles (v. 41), has a special interest as displaying the 
fulfilment of Ancient Prophecy. See the passage in Isa. xi. 11, 
appointed as a Proper Lesson for Whitsunday, “It shall come 
to pass in that day that the Lord shall set His hand again the 
second time to recover the remnant of His people that shall be 
left, from Assyria, and from Egypt, and from Pathros, and from 
Cush, and from Elam, and from Shinar, and from Hamath, and 
from the Islands of the Sea.” xa rods d:ecmappeévous “lovda 
ouvdter €x Tay Tecodpwy Trepiywy THs yns- (LXX.) 

The regions mentioned by Isaiah correspond very nearly with 
those specified here by St. Luke; and in the reception of the 
first-fruits of these various Dispersions into the Christian Sion, 
the Church, it may be rightly said that they have been recovered, 
and brought back again to their true home in Christ, the spiritual 
Jerusalem. See the notes above on Isaiah xi. 

Observe also as a remarkable circumstance, that the nation 
here placed first is the Parthian, viz. that which occupied Baby- 
lonia. They who dwelt in that region, in which had been built the 
Tower of Babel, or Tower of Confusion, are mentioned first as 
brought into the Christian Sion, the city of Unity. So God over- 
rules evil with good by His Spirit in His Church. See on 1 Pet. 
v. 13. 

9. *EAauira:] Llamites dwelling east of Tigris, north of 
Susiana, and south of Media. The prophets before the captivity 
give a wider sense to Elam, and make it almost co-extensive with 
Persia, and Daniel designates Susa as the capital of Elam (viii. 2). 
In later times Elymais is the name of a Persian province. 

— “Iovdalav] Judea. Since they who spake were Galileans 
(v. 7), and the Galilean dialect differed from that spoken in Ju- 
dea (Mark xiv. 70), they who dwelt in Judea might well express 
surprise at what they heard; and therefore there is no reason for 
abandoning the reading of the MSS. here for "ISouualay, "Ivdiav, 
or Biéuviay, with some Commentators. 
— ’Aclay] Asia. That district called Ionia and Lydia, of which 

Ephesus was the capital, and sometimes called Proconsular Asia. 
Cp. Acts vi. 9; xvi. 6; xx. 16. Rev. i. 4.11. The Asia of the 
New Testament may be said to bear the same relation to ‘ Asia 
Minor” that Portugal does to Spain. Cicero (pro Flacco, 27) 
says, ‘‘ Asia vestra constat ex Phrygia, Mysif, Caria, Lydia,” and 
comp. Solinus, c. xl. ; but here Asia is distinguished from PAry- 
gia. It seems to be regarded by St. Peter (i. 1) as the region 
west of Cappadocia and Bithynia: cp. Wetstein here, and Winer, 
R. W. B. p. 96. 

10. émdnuodvres ‘Payaior] There should be no stop after 
‘Pwuato:, and the sentence should be rendered, ‘ Jews of Rome,’ 
whether by birth or conversion, and now sojourning at Jerusalem 
for the Feast. (Valck.) 
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13. Erepor Bt diaxAevd(ovres] The native Jews were mocking, 
because they did not know the foreign languages spoken by the 
Apostles, and those foreign tongues seemed to them like a jargon 
of unmeaning sounds,—a proof that the miracle was not in the 
ears of the hearers (as some thought even in ancient times; see 
Bede, Retractat. in Act. ii. p. 103), but in the fongues of the 
Apostles, and a refutation of several modern theories on this 
subject. 

dia-xAevd (ores, the compound verb, is a stronger word than 
the simple verb, and means vehemence and continuance in mock- 
ing. Cp. d:a-yoyyi¢w, Luke xv. 2; xix. 7. 
— yAetxovs] Pentecost being a time of convivial rejoicing 

(Deut. xvi. 11). They say ‘new wine,’ though the Vintage was 
not come. (Chrys.) But no wonder that they who mock at 
the work of the Spirit, and call it a mere jargon, should be con. 
futed not only by reference to the time of day (as St. Peter con- 
futes them), but from the time of year. ‘ Behold,’ says Se- 
verian, “ their folly convicted by the season itself. How could 
there be new wine at Pentecost? But calumny is blind.” 

And yet, like Caiaphas, and Pilate, and other enemies of the 
truth, they were overruled unconsciously to declare what was 
true. For the new wine of the Spirit was now poured into new 
bottles. (See on Matt. ix. 17. Luke v. 38.) See Augustine on 
v.15. “Jam enim,” says Bede after him, and Cyril. Hieros. 
Cat. 17, “ vinum novum in utres novos venerat, cm Apostoli, 
non in velustate litere sed in novilate Spiritds, Dei magnalia 
resonarent.’’ This is happily versified by Arator, v. 150 :— 

“ Hos etiam musto typica ratione moveri 
Error verus ait, quos ebria fonte recenti 
Complevit doctrina poli; nova vasa liquorem 
Suscepere novum ; nec corrumpuntur acerbo 
Quo veteres maduere lacus, de Vite bibentes 
Que, Christo cultore, dedit convivia verbis, 
Unde rubent quas vertit aquas.”” 

The word yAcixos is rightly rendered ‘mustum’ in Vulg. 
and ‘new wine’ in the Auth. Vers. And the suggestions that 
have been made of another rendering would destroy the spiritual 
sense of the passage, as declared by ancient Expositors. 

This saying of the multitude might have served as a warning 
against the abuse of the xdpicua, or gift, of Tongues. See 1 Cor. 
xiv. 23. 25, and Chrys. there. 

14. Srafels] having taken up his station, —a sign of boldness ; 
see next note. So dwepOéytaro, he spake aloud. 

In his reports of speeches, St. Luke is wont to begin with 
describing the attitude and gesture of the speaker (x. 34; xiii. 16; 
xvii. 22; xxiii. 1; xxvi. 1). 

A proof of the gift of the Holy Spirit is here shown in the 
change wrought in the recipients. What a contrast between 
Peter in the hall of Caiaphas before the Crucifixion, and the 
same Peter now on the day of Pentecost after the descent of the 
Holy Ghost! He who had faltered at the voice of a woman and 
denied his Master, now confronts the multitude which had killed 
Him, and Y aie them for the deed ; &@a yap hv maparyévnrat 7d 
Tivetua 7d &yiov, xpucods avt) mndAlvwv moet. (Chrys. Severian.) 
See further below, iv. 8, and the admirable specimen of sacred 
eloquence in Greg. Nazian. Or. xli. pp. 741, 742, and the fol- 
lowing comment of S. Augustine (Tract. in Joann. xcii.) : 

“When the Comforter is come, ye shall bear witness of 
Me’’ (John xy. 26,27). So said Christ, for the Comforter will 

give you courage ; which Peter had not, when being affrighted by 
a woman’s voice, he would not bear witness to Christ, but through 
fear denied Him. After the Resurrection he thrice professed his 
love for his Master, but as yet his love was infirm, till it was 
strengthened by the Holy Ghost, which was poured into his heart 
in a copious stream of grace, and inspired him with such fervour 
and eloquence, that more eagerly than the rest he rushed forth 
to bear witness of Christ, and to confound His adversaries with 
the doctrine of the Resurrection. If any one is delighted with 
so joyful and holy a sight, let him read the Acts of the Apostles. 
There the same Peter, for whom we had wept when denying 
Christ, is seen and admired, preaching Him. There that Apos- 
tolic tongue is transfigured from fear to valour, from slavery to 
liberty ; that tongue, which at the sound of one was driven to 
denial, now inspires many thousand enemies to confess Christ. 
“ Quid plura? Tantus in illo fulgor gratie, tanta Spiritus Sancti 
plenitudo apparebat, tanta de ore predicantis pretiosissime veri- 
tatis pondera procedebant, ut ingentis multitudinis adversarios, 
interfectores Christi Judzos, faceret pro Illo paratos mori, 4 quibus 
cum illo formidarat occidi. Hoc fecit Sprrirus Sancrus, tunc 
missus, ante promissus,’’ 
— oy tois évdexa] with the eleven Apostles. It is probable that 

the Eleven spoke also to several companies of persons in various 
languages ; and that St. Peter’s speech is recorded as a specimen of 
what was spoken by the Apostles, and because it was addressed 
specially to the Jews of Jerusalem, and was probably spoken in 
their language. See Lightfoot here (i. p. 754), and note on 
v. 41. 

15. Od—peOvovow] they are not drunken ‘Homo ebrius non 
alienam discit linguam ; sed suam perdit; sed facti sunt Apostoli 
novi utres pleni vino novo. Cf. Matt. ix. 17.’ Aug. Serm. 
266. 
— &pa tplrn] the third hour. The hour at which the Morn- 

ing Sacrifice was offered in the Temple, and until which it was the 
custom to fast. On Sabbaths and Festivals the fast was continued 
to noon. See Lightfoot here. 

16—21. GAAG TovTo—cwOhoeTa] On the harmony of this 
citation with the original, see Surenhusius, karaAdAay)h, pp. 388 
—39l. 

The &cxarat juépat, or last days, are the Days of the Mes- 
siah, or the Christian Dispensation. See Moses Stuart, on Heb. 
i.2. St. Luke adopts here almost verbatim the words of the LXX. 

On these verses (vv. 16—21) see Bp. Andrewes’ Sermon, 
vol, iii. p. 301, and the notes above on Joel ii. 28—32. 
17. ém) racav odpka] upon all flesh: Gentiles as well as Jews. 
— évurviois] So A, B, C, D, H, and some cursives. A He- 

braism, as in Joel iii. 1. (Meyer.) Elz. évimma, and so LXX. 
18. éxxe@] I will pour out ; future, a later form (Winer, § 13, 

p- 71), found in the LXX, Ezek. vii. 8; xxi. 31, and elsewhere. 
19. dc répara] I will give prodigies. The Fathers apply 

this— 
(1) To the signs at the Crucifixion—the eclipse—the rending 

of the rocks—the earthquake at the Resurrection. (Cyril.) 
(2) To the phenomena before the siege and fall of Jeru- 

salem. (Chrys. and Theophyl. referring to Josephus, B. J. vi. 5.) 
— tépara kal onueia] The LXX thus render the single word 

onpin- Cp. Exod. xi. 9,10. For the most part they use npin 
for répas, as in Exodus iv. 21; vii. 3. 9; and Deut. iv. 34; 
vi. 22. 

Differt tépas & onuely, hoc enim sumitur etiam pro quo- 
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libet signo extra miraculum; at répas semper sumitur pro por- 
tento vel prodigio. (Mintert.) A Miracle is a dtvayis as wrought 
by divine power ; a répas as a supernatural p) odigy ; a onmetov as 
a sign or credential of a mission from God. 
— aipa] blood. The Jews had said, ‘‘ His blood be upon us 

and upon our children” (Matt. xxvii. 25), and that blood was 
upon them, when the blood of 1,100,000 persons was shed in the 
siege of Jerusalem: and then the zip kal atpls Kkamvod con- 
sumed the Temple and the City. (Cyril, Severian.) 

20. mply 2 eAdciv 7. tucpayv—emipavn] before the great and 
glorious Day of the Lord come. St. Luke adopts émav7 from 
the LXX, from sia ¢erribilis, which they render elsewhere in the 

prophetical books (Hab. i. 7. Mal. i. 14; iv. 5) by émpavys, 
which is very proper to describe our Lord’s Coming to judge 
Jerusalem, and to judge the world. Cp. above on Joel ii. 31. 

As at the Ascension, the Angels passed immediately from 
speaking of that event, to speak of Christ’s Second Coming to 
Judgment (i. 11), so here on the Day of Pentecost, St. Peter pro- 
ceeds to speak of that Second Advent, because (as Bp. Andrewes 
says, iii. 315), ‘‘ from Christ’s Departure till His Return again, 
from this Day of Pentecost, ‘a great and notable Day,’ till the 
last ‘great and notable Day,’ between these two Days no more 
such Day. Therefore he called them the last Days.’ No other 
Revelation or outpouring of the Spirit is to be expected. 

21. was] every one—not Jew only, but Gentile also. 
— ds bv emiadéontat 7d bvoua] This expression both in the 

Greek and in Hebrew is much stronger than ¢o invoke; the 
Hebrew is DWi NITY, whosoever shall call on the Name of — 

and signifies, whosoever shall drust in, adore, and obey the Lord 
in all His glorious attributes. See below, ix. 14; xxii. 16. 
1 Cor. i. 2. 2 Tim. ii. 22. 

Hebraica phrasis émixaAcioOar +d bvoua Kuplov significat 
Deum colere Gen. iv. 26; xii.8. Rosenmiill., so Chrys., Didy- 
mus, and Theophyl. 

Some of the ancient Fathers (e. g. Julius Africanus, in 
Routh, R. 8. 238) understand this phrase to mean mpooayopev- 
evbat avépare Kuplov. (Cp. Gen. iv. uit.) This part of the pro- 
phecy,—‘‘ Whosoever shall call on the Name of the Lord shall 
be saved ’’—had a literal fulfilment, in the first instance, in the 
escape of the Christians from Jerusalem and Judea to Pella, 
before the destruction of Jerusalem. (See Matt. xxiv. 16.) It 
has a still more comprehensive and spiritual fulfilment in the 
escape of all, who believe in Christ, from the wrath to come. 

22. *Incotv tov Na(wpaiov] Jesus the Nazarene. St. Peter 
begins by preaching Christ in His humanity and condescension, — 
*‘Incovy Tov NaCwpatoy; so styled by Pilate in the Inscription on 
the Cross. He then raises his hearers gradually by appealing to 
His mighty works, known to them. (Athanas. Chrys.) On this 
speech see also S. Iren. iii. 12. 

It may be observed here that S. Freneus (in iii. 12) cites a 
large portion of the Acts of the Apostles (i. 16; ii. 4. 22. 37; 
iii, 2; iv. 8. 22. 31; v. 30; vii. 2. 55; viii. 26. 32; ix. 4. 20; 
x. 1. 15. 34, 35. 37; xiv. 1; xv. 7. 23; xvii. 24) to show that 
the Apostles acknowledged and preached One and the same God as 
the Author of both Testaments and Dispensations, the Mosaic and 
Christian; and One and the same Christ, God and Man, the Creator 
of all things by His word, and the Redeemer of ail men by His 
death. 
— bvdpa ard rT. Gcod &.] a man avouched, accredited, declared 

by and from God to you—and, by, used to signify the authority 
which originates, sanctions, and sends—Rom. xiii. 1. Gal.i. 1. 
Col. i. 2. Winer, § 47, p. 332. 

23. dpicuévp Bovap) with the determined counsel and fore- 

knowledge of God. In order that they may not imagine that 
they have triumphed over God, and conquered Christ by the 
Crucifixion, he says that it was done with the Divine counsel- 
On this mode of speaking see on 2 Sam, xxiv. 1. 

But, in order that they may not therefore think themselves 
innocent, he adds, by wicked hands. Cp. iii. 18; iy. 28. Perhaps. 
the true reading is xe:pés :—and then &vouor are the Romans. 

There was no excuse to them; ‘but yet the act was done by 
the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, Who most 
wisely and powerfully ordered those various and vicious motions 
of the creature, for the effectuating of His own most glorious and 
gracious purposes.”” Bp. Sanderson, Serm. ix., 1 Tim. iii. 16, 
vol. i. p. 231; and see below, note on iv. 28. ; 

The speeches of St. Peter recorded in the Acts are to be 
compared with and illustrated by the writings of the same Apostle 
in his two Epistles. On this verse see 1 Pet. i. 1]. 20. 

24. Avoas T. wdivas T. Bavdrov] having loosed the birth-pangs 
of death; as showing that Death and the Grave, instead of being 
the destruction of Christ, were by the Divine power made, as it 
were, the Womb from which He was to be born to new life. See 
above on John xvi. 21; below on Acts xiii. 33. 

dy is the word used by the LXX for 5am (Angl. cablep 
cord). See Ps, xviii. 5, and Theodoret there, and Ps. cxvi. 3. 
—adives Bavdrov are ny2 917. Hence the combination of the 

word with Avaas, having loosed, here. 
By that glorious Birth from Death, the whole World was de- 

livered from darkness into light, through Him Who was the First- 
born from the dead (Col. i. 18. Rev. i. 5). Cp. the beautiful 
expressions of Ignatius (ad Rom. 6), looking forward to a Martyr’s 
death as his own irth: 5 roxetés pot emlkerrar” ph eumodlonre 
wo (joa ph OcAnonté pe amoGaveiv: exel wapayevouevos 
tvOpwros Ocod ecomat’ emitpeparé mor miunThy elvac ToD mdOous 
Tov cod pov" dere pe kabapby PGs AaBeiv. What Sophist 
could have written thus ? 

How appropriate therefore was the name given to the day of 
the Christian's martyrdom. It was called his Nafalis or Birth- 
day. Cp. on Rom. viii. 22. Life is death ; and death is birth to 
the Christian. To him the darkness of the tomb is the womb of 
Immortality. 

In considering such expressions as this (@dives @aydrov), in 
the LXX Version—prepared for the Gospel—we can scarcely fail 
to notice the work of a superintending Providence. 

25. eis abrdy] eis, with reference to Him. Eph. y. 32. Gal. 
iii. 24. So mpds, Heb. i. 7. Cp. Job xlii. 8. Glass. Phil. p. 486, 
and so Jynat. Phil. 9. 

25—28. Mpowpduny—npoodmov cov] I was seeing the Lord 
always before me. The Holy Ghost, speaking by St. Peter, in- 
terprets here the prophecy which He had delivered by King David 
(Ps. xvi. 8—J1). The words of the Psalm are given almost ver- 
batim as they stand in the LXX Version, read in the Synagogues 
by the Hellenistic Jews. Particularly (v. 26) where the Hebrew 
original has *7}23 (my glory), the LXX, whom St. Luke follows, 
have yA@ood gov, my tongue. On the reason of this rendering, 
see Surenhusius, p. 393, and Bengel here. The Tongue may be 
called the glory of man, either because it is ‘ the best member 
that he has’’ (Ps. lvii. 8; cviii. ]. Barrow, i. p. 301), or as 
the instrument by which he glorifies God (James iii. 9), and so 
procures true glory to himself. And this paraphrase of the 
word glory was very appropriate on the day of Pentecost, when 
in a special manner the Tongues of the Apostles were made 
instruments for declaring God’s glory in the world, and of er 
moting their own glory in heaven. 

25. érrw] is, exists ; to be accentuated thus, —not early. 
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26. katacknvdce:] will pitch its tabernacle, i.e. only for a 
time. Cp. St. Peter’s application of the same figure to himself, 
2 Pet. i. 13, 14. 

27. ob eyaradclbers Thy Wuxhy mov As anv] Thou wilt not 
leave my soul into Hades. Elz.“Aidov. But A, B, C, D have 
“Aidnv, which seems preferable, as showing that Hades is not (as 
the Gentiles thought) a Person ; and this being understood,” A:douv 
might afterwards be used without offence, v. 31. Observe eis. 

Some interpret this as meaning that God did not leave His 
body in the grave; but that sense is weak and tautologous. The 
signification is, as St. Peter himself explains it, v. 31,—making a 
distinction between Christ’s human capt and ux}, which were 
severed by death,—Thou didst not leave my soul in Fis Sheol, 
i. e. in the place of departed Spirits. Cp. the use of gins, Luke 
xvi. 23, and note. See above the notes on Ps. xvi. 9. 

Next, “‘ Thou didst not suffer my Jody to see corruption,” 
which, strictly speaking, can be said of no one’s body but 
Christ’s. As S. Aug. explains it (on Ps. xvi.), ‘‘non sanctifi- 
catum corpus, per quod alii sanctificandi sunt, corrumpi patieris.” 
Cp. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. v. pp. 351. 377. The 
opinion of that great Expositor, that our Lord’s human soul went 
to the place where the souls of men are kept that died in their 
sins, seems hardly compatible with our Lord’s words, ‘‘ To-day 
thou (i. e. as to thy human soul) shalt be with Me in Paradise.” 
(Luke xxiii. 43.) See Barrow on the text, v. pp. 34—36. Serm. 
28, and Bp. Bull, i. p. 33. 

Compare St. Peter’s own language in that remarkable pas- 
sage where he speaks of the preaching of Christ to the spirits in 
prison, | Pet. iii. 19. 

— thy“Oody cov] Thy Holy One, where some MSS. of the 
original have in the plural yyor, Thy Holy Ones; but the 
Masorites, and the best ancient Versions, read the singular. And 
so the LXX, rdv dciov. It is of little moment which reading is 
preferred. The deliverance of God’s Saints and Holy Ones from 
the corruption of the grave is due to the Resurrection of The 
Holy One, their Head, ** Who is the First-fruits of them that 
slept,” and “in Whom all are made alive.” (1 Cor. xv. 20—22.) 
See also next note, and cp. xiii. 36. 

One of the blessed fruits of the Day of Pentecost was, that 
the Holy Spirit, Who had spoken of old by the Prophets, and in 
the Psalms (2 Pet. i. 20, 21), now interprets their words by the 
Apostles. On that Day He founded in the Charch a School of 
Scriptural Hermeneutics. He declared on His own Divine autho- 
rity, that certain Scriptures, which He expounded by the mouth 
of Apostles, who were inspired by the Divine Comforter, refer 
to Christ. Thus He has provided a safeguard against that scep- 
ticism of modern times, which would wrest them aside from their 
true sense (2 Pet. iii. 16). He teaches us how they apply to 
Christ, and has put into our hand a key for unlocking other 
prophecies of a like import. See above, Introduction, p. 16. 

Vou, 1.—Parr IL. 

29. efdy (sc. €orw)—7d pvjua avtod] Let me speak freely to 
you concerning the Patriarch David, that he both died and his 
sepulchre is with us even to this day. See Joseph. Ant. xiii. 8. 
4, on Aavidov tdpos, David's tomb, sacrilegiously opened by 
Herod. Joseph. Antiq. xvi. 7. 1. 

The fact that St. Peter does not say Jody but sepulchre has 
been used by some as the groundwork of an opinion, that David’s 
body was one of those which rose a little before (Matt. xxvii. 53), 
and was carried by Christ with others into heaven. But not to 
say more, this opinion is contradicted by v. 34. 

30. 7d Kara capka—Xpiotdv] These words are omitted by 
some MSS. (e.g. A, B, C, D**) and Versions. But there is a 
considerable amount of external evidence in their favour. And 
the sense appears to be incomplete without them, or something 
like them. See also Bornemann’s note here. 

31. 7 ux} ad’tod] omitted by A, B, C*, D, and some Versions. 
83. 7H debi tod Ocod] to the right hand of God; so the 

ZEthiopic Version. See v. 34, ek detidv, and, as to the dative, 
Matt. xxi. 2. Rev. ii. 5, and Winer, § 31, 5, p. 192. The 
other interpretation, “ Jy the right hand of God,” is authorized 
by the Vulgate, Syriac, Arabic, and English Versions, and by 
many learned Expositors. It is difficult to decide between them ; 
on the whole the former seems preferable. Cp. ch. v. 31. 

34. elrev 5 Kipios] the Lord said. See on Matt. xxii. 44. 
86. kal Kiipiov aitdy Kal Xpiordv] So A, B, C, and other 

MSS. and Versions, more clearly explanatory of St. Peter’s argu- 
ment (which is that Jesus is both Lord Jehovah and Christ) 
than the reading of Elz., Kipioy cal Xprordv abrdy. 

— bv iets eoravpdoare] whom ye crucified. On the purport 
of this speech, see Athanas. Orat. 11, ady. Arian., pp. 379—383, 
who observes that it is to be interpreted by reference to the 
opinions of the Jews, viz. 

(1) That Christ would nof suffer (see John xii. 34); cp. 
Luke xxiv. 26, and 

(2) That He would be man, like other kings and conquerors 
of the Earth; but in their zeal for the doctrine of the Divine 
Unity, as they conceived it, of Jehovah, they did not expect the 
Messiah to be God in the Flesh. A/hanasius therefore com- 
pares the Jews to the Arians, and confutes both by the same 
Scriptures. 4 

As has been observed by Professor Blunt, some of the pas- 
sages of Scripture which the Fathers used against the Jews, and 
some of the arguments with which the Fathers confuted ‘hem, 
afford the strongest weapons against the Socinians. See above on 
Matt. xvi. 14. John x. 33. é 

* 87. Kareviynoay] ‘*compuncti, defixi sunt corde.” See on 
Rom. xi. 8. They who pierced Christ with nails, and slew Him 
(v. 23), were now pierced. by the stings of remorse and com- 
punction. 

a0} 
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88. BarticOhtw exaortos bua em TH dvdpatt “Inood Xpicrod] 
let every one of you be baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ. 
Since Jesus commanded His Apostles to baptize in the Name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, therefore the 
Baptism administered by them in Christ’s Name was Baptism in 
the Name of the Holy Trinity, ‘according to the form which 
had been prescribed by Christ.’? Cp. Waterland, Serm. viii. 
vol. ii. p. 175, and Bp. Pearson on. the Creed, Art. i. p. 58. 

He that is baptized in the Name of Christ, is baptized in the 
Name of the Holy Trinity ; for the Father and the Holy Spirit 
are inseparable from the Son. (Didym.) One Person of the 
Holy Trinity does not exclude another, but includes it. There- 
fore the Scripture sometimes mentions one Person, sometimes 
another Person, sometimes all the Persons, to show that all the 
Three Persons are of the same substance and power. 8S. Aug. 
c. Maximin. 17. 

Hence also we may prove the Divinily of Christ. To be 
baptized in the Name of Jesus, is to be baptized in the Name of 
the Triune God, which could not be, unless Jesus Christ were 
God. 

40. cd0nre] be ye saved by God, Who desires your salvation 
and that of all men. 1 Tim. ii. 4, mdvtas dvOpmmous B€AcL TwOAVAL. 
Do not, by obstinacy or carelessness, frustrate His gracious pur- 
poses for your everlasting good. (Luke vii. 30.) 

41. douévws] Omitted by A, B, C, D, and some Versions; 
perhaps rightly. 

— é€Bartlabnoay] they were baptized, and on that day were 
added (to the Church) about three thousand souls. A strong 
text against those that would limit the sense of Barriouds to im- 
mersion. It is by no means probable, that 3000 persons were 
dipped by the Apostles and their assistant ministers, in one day, at 
Jerusalem. 

For an explanation of the readiness with which they ac- 
cepted the invitation to Baptism, see on John i. 25. 

— tpicxlAtat] The 3000 who were then converted, were not 
converted by St. Peter alone; but the rest of the Apostles, 
speaking in different tongues to people of different nations, were 
sharers in the work. Therefore it is said Peter stood up with the 
eleven (v. 14); and the hearers said to Peter and the rest of the 
Apostles, “‘ Men and brethren, what shall we do?’’ (v. 37.) Cp. 
Lightfoot. 

42. mpockaprepodyres TH Sidaxh T. &.—TH Kkowwvla—Kal rats 
mporevxats|] ‘ Here,” says Bp. Pearson (in Acta Ap. i. 33; 
ii. 41. 48), ‘‘is the image of the Primitive Church. They who 
received the Apostles’ word were admitted into the Church by 
Baptism ; nor could they be received or become Christians by any 
other way than that; being admitted, they resorted to the Assem- 
blies of the Church, in which they gave diligent heed to the 
teaching of the Apostles, and partook of the Holy Eucharist, and 
joined in the Common Prayers. And thus they were a model to 
all Churches, even to the end of the world.” 

Bp. Andrewes, in his admirable Sermon on this text (vol. ii. 
p. 55, “On the worshipping of Imaginations’’), has developed 
these principles, and has applied them to the history of the 
Church in every age; and bas shown that they are a safeguard 
against all innovations in Doctrine and Discipline. 

To examine particulars, 
(1) These primitive believers communicated in the same 

Apostolic doctrine, tH Sidax7y. Cp. Eph. iv. 5. 
3 (2) They communicated in fellowship, rH kowwvla, rendered 
by the Vulgate in communicatione fractionis panis, the words 
heing combined with what follows, and being understood accord- 

ing to an €y 81a dvoiv. Cp. 1 Cor. x. 16. And so Blunt, Early 
Church, p. 32. But ‘/e//owship’ seems to be the true rendering. 
They were all of one heart, and they made open profession of 
communion in the same faith by external ac/s of fellowship with 
the same Apostolic Ministry. Cp. Bp. Andrewes, ii. 62, who 
observes that the Ministry of the Church consisted at this time 
“of two degrees,—(1) the Twelve, (2) the Seventy; both which 
were over the people in things pertaining to God;’’ and the Aads, 
or people, communicated in holy offices with them. 

(3) 7H KAdoet tod Uptov] in the Breaking of the Bread in 
the Holy Communion. Cp. 1 Cor. x. 16. ‘“ Eucharistie men- 
tionem hic facit Syrus.’’ (Rosenm.) See also Blunt, p. 32, and 
note below on v. 46. 

Bp. Pearson says here, “ Licet fractio panis possit victum 
communem tantum significare, tamen cim in coend Domini panis 
signanter frangi dicatur; cim in vetustissimis ecclesiis quotidie 
Eucharistiam celebrare moris esset ; cim ex oblationibus 4 populo 
factis sumi solerent panis et vinum ad eum usum sacrum; 
dubitari vix potest, quin hic ter mille homines in quotidianaé com- 
munione et fractione panis c#nam Domini celebraverint.” 

(4) rats xpooevxats, in the Prayers; probably some stated 
common form of prayer or liturgy. Cp. Blunt, on the Early 
Church, p. 32. 

Bp. Pearson remarks here, ‘‘ Erant perseverantes in ora- 
tionibus, publicis nempe atque communibus, in ipso coetu ab 
Apostolis etiam factis. Sub lege Mosis nullum de precibus con- 
ceptum videtur mandatum: pii tamen szpius in templo orabant; 
Baptista discipulos suos docuit orare. Unde unus ex discipulis 
Christo dixit, Domine, doce nos orare, sicut docuit et Joannes 
discipulos suos. (Luc. xi. 1.) Unde Christus Orationem eam 
protulit, quam Dominicam yocamus. Apostoli igitur, quibus 
Spiritus Sanctus omnia in memoriam revocavit, quaecunque antea 
Christus illis revelaverat, et eA Oratione usi sunt, et etiam alias 
usurpabant, a quibus vetustissime precum formule in omnibus 
ecclesiis pene eedem derivate sunt.” 

43. éyévero—éylvero] Mark the difference of tense. Fear 
was inspired into the hearts of the multitude once for all, and re- 
mained there: signs and wonders were being wrought often by 
the Apostles. 

— tépara kal onucia] Cp. 19. 
44. elyov dravta Kowa) they had all things common. See on 

iv. 32—35. ‘ Liberum cuique fuit facere hoc, aut non facere, ut 
ostendit Ananiz exemplum (v. 4) et Apostolorum tempore col- 
lectee in usum pauperum frequentate sunt, ex Apostolorum pree- 
scripto. J Cor. xvi.” (Rosenm.) 

There was a special reason for this communion of goods at 
Jerusalem, where converts to Christianity would be regarded as 
renegades by the Jews, and be cut off from domestic intercourse, 
and from former means of subsistence. 

Though this example does not bind now in the strictness of 
the Je¢/er, yet it always binds in spirit. See Rom. xii. 13. Gal. 
vi. 6. Heb. xiii. 16. Cp. Bp. Beveridge on Art. xxxviii. ‘“ Chris- 
tian Men’s goods not common.” 

45. énlxpackoy] they were selling.—Observe the imperfects 
here and in the next verses, érlrpacnoy, diewepiCo *, meTeAGuBavor, 
mpocer(@e:.—giving a vivid picture of what was continually hap- 
pening ¢hen, in the infancy of the Church, and has never been 
seen since that time in the same degree. 

46. xa’ jucpay wm. 6. ev TH fep@] every day continuing with 
one accord in the Temple. A warning against the sin of schism, 
Although the Priests who officiated in the Temple at Jerusalem 
had slain the Prince of Life (v. 23. 36; iii. 15), yet His Disciples 
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did not separate themselves from the public offices of Prayer and 
Praise in that Temple. At the same time they refused to submit 
to any sinful conditions imposed by the Rulers of Jerusalem, 
y. 29. See also next note. 
— kA@vtes—tprov] breaking bread. Hence S. Ignatius, Eph. 

20, Eva prov KAG@rres, i.e. receiving the Holy Eucharist. See 
on v. 42. “Significatur (says Bengel) victus quotidianus, cum 
quo persepe conjuncta erat Lucharislie administratio: cf. xx. 7. 
1 Cor. xi. 20.’ Doubtless it describes the Christian dydaa:. 
The words “ daily bread,”’ in the Lord’s Prayer, were applied by 
Primitive Fathers to the reception of the Holy Eucharist as joined 
to the daily meal. See Clem. Alex. Peedag. ii. 10. Cyprian, Ep. 
54. Blunt, p. 106, and note above on v. 42. 
— ka7’ olkov] at home, or in the house, or room to which they 

habitually resorted for worship. At home. So our English margin 
and the Syriac, and so Bengel, Meyer, and Alford. For this use 
of kav’ olkov, see Rom. xvi. 5. Philem. 2. 1 Cor. xvi. 19. Clem. 
Rom. i. 1. Mart. Ignat. 7. There is a contrast between the 
Public Worship of the Temple and the religious offices of Chris- 
tian Assemblies at home. 

The sense is, While they resorted daily to the public service 
of the Temple, they celebrated (what they could not have in the 
Temple) the Holy Communion in their own oratory at home, 
perhaps in the same olxos, or room, as that mentioned above, 
ii. 2 (see note there), where the Holy Ghost descended on the 
Church upon the Day of Pentecost. See also below, v. 42, év r@ 
fep@, kal kat’ olxov, where there is the same contrast. 

The Apostles and primitive Disciples would not separate 
themselves from the Temple, but resorted habitually to it, in 
order that it might not be supposed that the Gospel, which they 
preached, was at variance with the Law of Moses; and in order 
that they might give a practical confirmation to their argument 
that Christ had been foretold by Moses and the Prophets, whose 
office it was to prepare the way for Him. At the same time they 
would not tempt any one to imagine that the Temple, with its 
ceremonial, “which was a shadow of good things to come” 
(Heb. x. 1), and whose body and substance was Christ (Col. 
ii. 17), could supply the spiritual needs of the faithful worshipper ; 
they therefore assembled «ar’ olicoy, for prayer and praise, and for 
the administration of the Sacraments ; probably in their own upper 
room, which had now become the Church of God. Happily for 
her, the difficulties hence arising were solved a few years after- 
wards by the destruction of the Temple, and by the abolition of 
its services. The demolition of the Jewish Temple was the 
building up of the Christian Church. Sce above, p. 29. 
— meteAduBavov tpopijs ev &. kK. d. Kk.) they were partaking 

of food with one another, the rich being glad to distribute 
(1 Tim. vi. 18).—év ayadArdoet, rejoicing in the privilege of 
giving; and not doing it in a scrupulous or ostentatious spirit, 
but in singleness of heart, év apeAdrnti, in simplicity (Rom. 
xii. 8. Col. iii. 22).. On the sense of dpeA}s—properly applied 
to land exempt from stones and pebbles, rendering the land 
sterile; and to smooth roads,—see Ruhnken, Lex. Tim. v. 
oAMa, and Valek. here. And the poor were thankful for what 
they received (James i. 9), and did not conceal their gratitude. 

47. Kupios] the Lord. Observe the word Kupuos as used here. 
The Apostles preached and baptized; but it was the Lord Who 
was adding those, who received the Word and Sacraments of Sal- 
yation, to the Church. Kupios in the Old Testament is Jehovah, 
and in the New is Christ. Christ is one with Jehovah, and He 
adds believers to the Church, Kupiax7j, the Lord’s House; cp. on 
Luke x. 1, and above on i. 6, and i. 21. 
— mpoceri8er) was adding. 
— rods awlouevous] present participle in a middle sense; 

and it designates those who were escaping (as it were) from the 
Flood, and taking refuge in the Ark, the Church; those who 
were flying from the bondage of a spiritual Egypt, and were 
entering on the way of salvation, toward the land of Promise; 
those who were being delivered from the death of sin, by incor- 
poration into the cwrhpiov gaua trod Swripos, Eph. v. 23. Cf. 
v. 40, c4OnTe amd tis yeveds THs cKoALas Tat’rns, and S. Ignat. 
Polyc. i. rdvras rapaxadciv va od (wv ras, to escape, save them- 
selves, And see below on xiii. 48. 

“Calvinism has made great use of this text, and important 
consequences have been deduced from it. But the phrase of the 
original is Tobs cw (ouevous, where the tense employed shows that 
the expression applies only to those who are in a state of salvation; 
as Tots GroAAuuevots (1 Cor. i. 18) applies to the opposite; dis- 
couraging the Calvinistic interpretation.’ Professor Blunt 
(Duties of the Parish Priest, Sect. ii. p. 51). ‘It is remarkable 
that the tense used (viz. the present) is the only tense which ex- 
cludes the Calvinistic interpretation ; both the Future (cw@yc0- 
Hévous) and the Past (cecwopevovs) would have favoured it.” 
(Bp. Middleton, p. 369.) See further below on the kindred text, 
xiii. 48. 
— Kal Hu€pav TH exkAnola] daily to the Church. So E and 

the great majority of cursive MSS. D has ém 7d abrd ev ti 
exkAnala. The words rH éxxAnotg are not in A, B, C, and some 
ancient Versions, which read xaé’ juépay ém rd ard: Térpos 5& 
kat “Iwdvyns avéBatvoy, as in the next chapter, v. 1. It is not 
improbable that +7 éxxAnole may be a gloss here. In v. 41, St. 
Luke says simply tpocveté@no av Wuxal doe tpirxlAiat, but we 
have mpocerl@evro TG Kupfw in v.14. The use of ém after mpoc- 
7lOnpc is illustrated by Luke xii. 25, mpooOeivar em) rhv FAulay 
avTov mixuv eva. And the junction of ém 7d adrd with aveBawov 
is somewhat constrained and harsh. 

Perhaps therefore with Bengel, Lachmann, and Alford we 
ought to read mpocert{Oer Tobs cw ouevous em Td aitd, and to 
commence the next chapter, Mérpos 5¢ kal *Iwavyns. The words 
én) 7d adrd are very significant, as expressing the Unity of Faith 
in which all were knit together ; see i. 15. 

Other Editors (Tischendorf, Bloomf., Meyer) retain the 
words 77} exxAnota, with Elz. 

Tn such a case as this it seems best to allow the words to 
remain undisturbed, and to leave the question to the judgment of 
the learned reader. 

If the words 7H ’ExkAnoig are genuine, then this is the first 
place where the term Ecclesia, or Church, occurs, in this the 
divinely inspired History of the Church, where the word Ecclesia 
is repeated about twenty times. 

The Holy Ghost does not specify any time of the imposition 
of the name ‘‘Church”’ on the congregation of Christians; but 
He introduces the word at once with the definite article (see 
v.11). He displays the Church as already in being, and known 
as the divinely instituted Society which Christ had redeemed 
and purchased by His own blood. See xx. 28. 

On the word ’ExxAnota, see Matt. xvi. 18, and cp. below, 
vy. 11, the next place in the Acts where ’ExxAnula occurs. 

Cu. III. 1. er) rd aid] See on ii. 47. 
— Térpos kad *Iwdvvns] Peter and John were going up. S. 

Chrys. remarks on the constant union of Peter and John in the 
later portions of the Gospel, and the earlier ones of the Acts. 
See John xviii. 16; xx.3; xxi. 2—21. Actsiii.3, 4.11; iv. 19; 
viii. 14, and an excellent note by Mr. Humphry here, and on v. 6. 

From the circumstance, that S¢. John is so often mentioned 
in combination with S¢. Pefer, up to the time when Peter and 
John are sent to Samaria to confirm the baptized converts 
(viii. 14), and that S¢. John is never afterwards mentioned in 
the Acts of the Apostles; though St. Peter is mentioned nearly 
forty times after that occasion; it may perhaps be reasonably 
inferred, that St. John departed from Judwa, perhaps into Asia, 
not long after that time. St. John is mentioned as present at 
Jerusalem on the occasion of St. Paul’s visit, Gal. ii. 9. Cp. 
Acts, xv. 2. 

The connexion between St. John’s Epistles and St. Peter’s 
Epistles has been noticed in the Editor’s Lectures on the Canon 
of Scripture (Lect. xi. 288), and below, in the Introduction to St. 
John’s Second Epistle. 

The Fathers regard St. Peter as a representative of the prac- 
tical life, and St. John of the contemplative. The junction of 
both under the influence of the Holy Ghost is necessary for the 
building up of the Church. Both must be united; both must 
seek for grace from above; both must go up together to the 
Temple to pray. 

Concerning St. John’s personal history, see above, Intro- 
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duction to his Gospel, and the Article in Tillemont, Lardner, 
Winer, and Dr. W. Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, 1860. 

— dveBavoy] were going up to the Temple, a public place, at 
a time of general resort. 

The miracle was wrought in a spot much frequented, and at 
a time when it was most crowded. 
— thy évdrnv] the ninth hour: when the evening sacrifice was 

offered. Joseph. Ant. xiv. 4. 3, below, x. 3, and see the Rab- 
binical authorities in Wetst. p. 471. The dpa tplrn, third hour, 
the hour of the morning sacrifice, has been already mentioned, 
ii. 15. 

2. eBaord{ero] was being carried—in order to be laid at the 
Gate. 
— dv érlBovy] whom they used to lay. 
— Otpav—apalay] the door called Beautiful. | Probably the 

magnificent Eastern Gate, adorned and covered with massive 
plates of silver and gold, which led up from the Court of the 
Gentiles to the Court of the Women. Josephus, B. J. v. 5.3 
(J. E. Prescott). 

Here we have the word @upa, in v. 10, téAn. The reason 
seems to be, that they used to bring the man to the @vpa, or 
door, before it was opened (see xiv. 27; xvi. 26, 27; xxi. 30), 
and when persons were passing through it he lay at the wvAn, 
or gate. 

4. Brdov cis juas] look to us. ‘ This suffices (says Sever. in 
Caten., where the MS. has épéone:, read apxe?) for thy instruction 
and health. Look to us, the Apostles of Christ. In His Name, 
by His power, not ours, arise, and walk.” 

It appears that the Apostles had the power of discerning the 
spirit of this man whom they healed ; for he showed his thankful 
piety by entering the Temple, and praising Gud (v. 9). And 
he clung to Peter and John (v. 11), and continued with them in 
their perils (iv. 14). Cp. Acts xiv. 9, and see below, where they 
speak of his faith (v. 16), which may supply a comment on this 
passage. 

Compare the healing of those who were bitten by fiery ser- 
pents in the wilderness. The brazen serpent healed them by 
the power of Him Who is the Saviour of all (Wisd. xvi. 7). But 
in order to be healed, they must look at it. (Numb. xxi. 8.) 

5. éxetxev adrois] sc. Tov vody, Luke xiv. 7. 
6. dpydpiov Kal xpuclov obx bmdpxet wot] silver and gold there 

is not to me—to me, who am a poor Galilean. A proof of his 
compliance with Christ’s command, Matt. x. 9, mw) krhonode 
Xpucdy unde kpyupor cis Tas Cwrds Suey. 

“ Legi apud auctores graves (says A Lapide here), S. Thom. 
Aquinatem, ciim ad Innocentium 1V. Pontificem venisset, coram 
quo forte magna vis auri signati numerabatur, et Pontifex ei 
dixisset, Videsne, Thoma, Ecclesiam non amplius, sicut olim, 
cium primim inceperat, dicere posse Argentum et aurum non 
habeo? modesté respondisse, Fatendum est, sancte Pater; sed 

etiam Ecclesia non potest, sicut primitiva, ad claudum dicere, 
Surge, et ambula.” 
— év 7G dvduati "Inood] in the Name of Jesus: see below, on 

ix. 34. 
7. Bdoets—ogpupd] The soles first were strengthened, then 

the ankles ; then he leapt up. 
8. eEadAduevos] springing up from the ground: dvackipray, 

Suid. Cp. Isa. xxxv. 6. — mepierdre:] he was walking. 
10. émeyivworoy aitéy] they took knowledge of him. 
ll. airod]) So A, B,C, E. Elz. rod iadevros xwdod, which 

seems to be a gloss. 
— oT0G% T. k. SoAou@vos] The porticus,—corridor, arcade, 

or cloister of So/omon—where Jesus had walked at the Feast of 
Dedication, John x. 23, where see note. 

12. juiv th arevifere] why on usdo ye fix your eyes? The 
Holy Spirit had bestowed on them the grace of humility, as well 
as the gift of Tongues. On the word arevi(w see i. 10.—7yuiv is 
put here emphatically, On us why do ye gaze ? - Look not to us, 
but to Christ. 
— meroinrdot Tod 7.] This use of zoieiv, followed by rod, 

and an infinitive, and indicating the effect designed, is derived 
from the LXX. See Josh. xxii. 26, roijoat rod oikodupjoat. 
Cp. 1 Kings xvi. 19. A somewhat similar use occurs below, 
vil. 19, exdxwoe Tod woreiy, and xxvii, 1. Cp. Winer, § 44, p. 292. 
— éddtace] he glorified Jesus. Observe the aorists. Ye 

denied Him and killed Him; but God glorified Him—even by 
His death. - 

18. roy matda adrod “Incoty] His servant Jesus. The word 
mais is applied to Christ in Acts iii. 26; iv. 27. 30. It ic observ- 
able, that it is followed by the word *Incois, and is never used to 
describe the Eternal generation of the Divine Logos, but is em- 
ployed to designate His generation in time as the Man Christ 
Jesus, and so marks the distinction of the two Natures in One 
Person. 

It is probable that wazs in these passages is nof to be ren- 
dered child, but servant, being used by the LXX for the Hebr. 
72Y servus, and in this sense applied to Christ: see Isa. xlii. 1 ; 
xlviii. 20; xlix. 3. 5, 6; lit. 13; lili, 11; liv. 17. Zech. iii. 8, 
where SovAos is used by LXX. Cp. Matt. xii. 18, and so Theo- 
phyl. p. 207, S0dXov roy “Inoody Kade? ia TH GvOpSmivoy: ep. 
iv. 25. 

The expression mats cod, as applied in ¢his sense to Christ 
by His disciples, is peculiar to the Acts of the Apostles. But 
this is what might be expected; and is an evidence of its genuine- 
ness and truth. At the time described in these earlier Chapters 
of this book, the minds of the Apostles must have been deeply 
impressed with a sense of the condescension, humiliation, and 
obedience of Christ, as seen in the scenes they had lately wit- 
nessed of His Agony and Passion. And it was a doctrine, which 
they were most concerned in inculcating now on the minds of the 
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Jews—that Christ must have suffered these things, and so 
enter into His glory. (Luke xxiv. 26. 46.) See Acts iii. 18; xvii. 
3, and on xxvi. 23. Cp. St. Peter’s words (1 Pet. i. 11), 7a els 
Xpiortdy wadjmata, kal ras weta Tata Sdtas. His Obedience 
to Death (both as piacular and exemplary) was to be preached as 
the cause of His Evaltation. See on Matt. xxviii. 18. 

In the next age, the term wats cod was applied to Christ as 
a Son. See Polycarp. Mart. § 14, and S. Hippolyt. Philosoph. 
p- 336, and contra Noétum, § 5 and § 7 and § 11, and the note 
of Fabricius, ii. p. 10. 
— iueis] A, B, C, E add the wey, which is not in Elz. 
— MiAdrov] of Pilate. WuiAdros has always the Article in 

St. John, but never in the Acts. Cp. Winer, p. 103. 
14, 15. &vdpa povea—apxnydv T. wis] You craved as a favour 

from Pilate the life of one who killed others; and you extorted 
the death of Him Who is the life of the dead. Chrys. 

15. apynydv] chief ruler, called also dpximoimhy, chief shep- 
herd by St. Peter, 1 Pet. v. 4. 

16. mlares tod dvduaros abtod] by faith in Him.— dbvoua 
Inco’ est Jesus Ipse; ut in V. T. Nomen Jehove est Jehovah 
Ipse.” (Rosenm.) 
— 4 alors 4 Be adrod] the faith wrought through Him in 

us the Apostles, and in him who has been healed. “ Fides que 
per Eum est’? (Vulg.); i. e. ‘per Eum Apostolis data, ipsique 
sanato.’’ See Acts xiv. 9. So dia, John vi. 57. Rom. i. 5; v.2; 
xi. 36. Gal. ii. 2. Heb. ii. 10. Glass. Phil. p. 491. Se? (says 
Ammon.) thy rlotw cvvdpapeiv, Kal Tod byiaouévou Kab Tod 
brepevxXopevov. 

17. xara &yvoiay] through ignorance. On the difference be- 
tween sins of Presumption, or wilful sins, and sins of Ignorance, 
and how far, and in what cases, Ignorance excuses, see Bp. San- 
derson (Serm. vi. ad Pop. on Gen. xx. 6, § 11—28; iii. pp. 223 
—240). Cp. Luke xxiii. 34. John xvi. 3. 1 Cor. ii. 8. 1 Tim. 
i, 13. 

18. 5:4 orduaros] by the mouth of all His prophets. All the 
Prophets are regarded as having one mouth, by which the One 
Spirit speaks (cp. Matt. xxvii. 9; 2 Pet. i. 21), and bears one 
and the same testimony to the Passion of Christ. 
— airod] SoB,C,D,E. His Christ (cp. iv. 26), though 

rejected by you. Elz. omits airov. 
On this text see Dr. Barrow, Serm. Ixxvi. vol. iii. p. 451, 

“The sufferings of Christ foretold in the Old Testament.” 
19. érws ty] in order that the seasons of refreshing may 

come; ‘ut veniant vobis,’”’ says Tren. iii. 12, and Tertullian, de 
Resurr. c. 23, and Vuly. Cp. Winer, § 42, pp. 277. 410; 

St. Peter’s speech is addressed to the Jewish people, and is 
still applicable to them. In it the Holy Spirit declares a solemn 
truth, viz. that the Coming of the seasons of Refreshment from 
the presence of the Lord, and of the Second Advent of Christ, and 
the Restitution of all things, are so ordered by Divine Wisdom as 
to depend on the Repentance of the Jews, and on their reception 
of the Gospel. Cp. Rom. xi. 25—27. Zech. xii. 10, and xiii. xiv. 

Their Conversion must precede those glorious manifestations, 
Here is the true ground of appeal to the Jews. Repent ye, 

and believe, in order that the number of God’s elect (which can- 
not be completed without you, cp. Heb. xi. 39, 40) may be ac- 
complished, and His Coming and Kingdom may be hastened, and 
the happiness of the saints of old, who have departed in faith, 
may be consummated by the resurrection of their Jodies, and you 
may be admitted in soul and body with them to the full fruition 
of heaven. 

This remarkable truth is expressed by St. Peter himself in 
his Second Epistle (2 Pet, iii. 12), where he exhorts his Jewish- 
Christian readers to live in holiness, expectin. and hastening the 

= 

Coming of the Day of the Lord. This is one of the many inter- 
nal evidences of the genuineness of that Epistle. 
— katpol avapitews] seasons of refreshing: avaputis is used 

by the LXX for ny, from root mp, respiravit se, Exod. viii. 15, 
applied to Pharaoh when he had a respite, or breathing-time, 
from the plagues. 

The re-appearing of Christ is compared to a season of deli- 
verance from antecedent grievous calamities. Cp. Luke xxi. 28, 
and Rom. viii. 19—23, quoted here by Chrys. The Church must 
expect severe tribulation from the power of Antichrist, before the 
Second Advent of Christ. The one will be followed by the other. 

Then the present material world will be dissolved; and the 
faithful will be translated to the new heavens and new earth, 
wherein dwelleth righteousness, 2 Pet. iii. 13. 
— ard mpocdrov] from the face. A Hebraism.—See Vorst. 

p- 337. Cp. 1 Thess. ii. 19. 
20. xat] kat appears to have here the sense of the Hebrew 

Vau, and to be used to join clauses which we should combine by 
when. See Gen. xix. 23. 2Sam. iy. 7. Schroeder, Synt. Hebr. 
§ 109, p. 329. 
— mporexerpiopnevoyv] So A, B,C, D, E, and many cursive 

MSS. and Versions, for mpoxexnpuymévov. mpokexetpitmevoy = 
mpoBeBAnuevoy, nromacuevov. (Hesych.) ‘ preparatum”’ (Iren.). 
“‘destinatum ” (Tertullian). Cp. Acts xxii. 14; xxvi. 16. 

21. détacOa] S5éxouar—connected with dek:a—to contain, to 
hold, to keep, suscipere. (Vulg.) Cp. Acts vii. 38; xxi. 17. 
James i. 21. This sense is authorized by Justin Martyr (Apol. 
i. 60), who uses the word raréxew, and by Theophyl., Gicumen., 
and others. So acctpio is used by Virg. (Ain. vii. 209), “ Hinc 
illum Corythi Tyrrhena a sede profectum Aurea: nunc solio stel- 
lantis regia coeli Accipit, et numerum divorum zetatibus auget ”’ 
(Wetst.). The heavens contain Christ as Man; but as God He 
is dkataAnmros, incomprehensible. 

The Divines of Rome have endeavoured to reconcile this state- 
ment of St. Peter with the doctrine of Transubstantiation: but 
with what success may be seen by the following note of one of the 
most learned and ingenious among them, Corn. a Lapide: ‘‘Non 
docemus Christum coelo evocandum ad Eucharistiam, quasi coelum 
deserens locali motu descendat, hoe enim tanttm fiet in die 
Judicii; sed quod manens in celo per Omnipotentiam Dei pre- 
sentem (i. e. carnaliter) se sistat in Eucharistid, sive id fiat per 
corporis Ejus replicationem, sive per acquisilionem novi loci (de 
quo dispulant scholastici) idque invisibiliter et indivisibiliter, 
cum in celo sit visibiliter et divisibiliter respectu loci; alio enim 
loco (se. eli) est Christi caput, in alio collum, in alio pectus, in 
alio pedes; cim in Eucharistid omnia Christi Membra sint in 
eodem loco, puta in eadem hostia eodemque hostie puncto.” 
— txpt xpdvav aroxatacrdcews] not to the season, Kapoi, 

as if transitory, but ¢o the times (permanent) of the fulfilment 
and consummation of those things which God promised by the 
Prophets. See on Mark ix. 12, and on Acts i. 6. dmoxardoracis 
= Terelwois (Hesych.): cupmrdjpwats (Schol. Mosq. ap. Grin- 
field); “plena rerum exhibitio” (Valck. on Luke vii. 10). So 
(CEZcumen. and Didym., who says, “ Christ, having been received 
into heaven, remains there ¢il/ the end of the world, when He 
will come again with power, and all that the Prophets have fore- 
told will be accomplished ;” and then all Christ’s enemies, Satan 
and the world, will be put under His feet, and His mediatorial 
kingdom be complete, and God will be all in all. Seed Cor. xv. 
25, 26. Heb. x. 12, 13; and Grotius and Rosenm. here, and 
note above on Matt. xxviii. 18. 

The kaipds avaydtews is the season when Christ will re-appear. 
Cp. Luke xxi.'28, ‘‘ Look up, for your redemption draweth nigh.” 
But the xpévoi droxatacrdcews, or times of restitution, in 
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which Christ will be visible to the faithful, will never end. Cp. 
2 Pet. ii. 13. On this distinction of xarpds and xpédyos see i. 7. 
— am aidvos] DdPD ‘ ab antiquissimo tempore,’—‘as long as 

time was.’ Cp. John ix. 32, é« Tod aidvos obx, i. e. never. 
Isa. xl. 21; Ixiv. 4. 1 Cor. viii. 13. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 737. All 
the Prophets, i. e. Prophecy as a whole, of al/ time, has spoken of 
Christ and His kingdom. 

22. Mwiojs wey] Having said that the Prophets all speak of 
Christ, he next appeals to Moses, the giver of the Law; and 
proves, that Jesus Christ is not contrary to the Law and the Pro- 
phets, but was preached by them, i.e. by all the Scriptures of the 
Jews, whom he is addressing. 
— ds ue] like unto me. Deut. xviii. 15; Moses said that 

God would raise up a Prophet like unto himself; viz. as a man 
persecuted in childhood, and saved in Egypt; resisted by those 
whom he came to save, and even by some of his own household ; 
and as confronting and vanquishing the false prophets of Egypt, 
and a Mediator with God; speaking to God face to face,—speak- 
ing as ‘tthe meekest of men,” yet zealous for God; a worker of 
miracles; dividing the sea (a type of Baptism) ; giving water from 
the rock, and bread from heaven (types of the Word and Sacra- 
ments); raising the serpent on the pole in the wilderness, as 
Christ was lifted up to die upon the cross. 

Like unto me, and yet greater than I (cf. Heb. vy. 3—6); 
for ye shall hear Him in whatever He shall say to you. He 
fulfilled the Levitical Law, and so took away that which was pub- 
lished by Moses, and therefore is greater than he. The likeness 
of Christ to Moses is beautifully, though silently, traced by St. 
Stephen in his speech to the Sanhedrim, Acts vii.; see the Pre- 
liminary note to that speech. 

23 etorodpevOhjaerat ex ToD Aaod] The LXX have here (Deut. 
Xviii 19) ey exdinhow ef adtov.—exdixhow in the original is wy, 

from rvot wy, exguisivit, ‘I will require it of him ;’ which is 
explained here by the Holy Spirit speaking by St. Peter to be tan- 
tamount to—He shall be punished with death, he shall be cut off, 
eEoAo0pevojocerat,—a word familiar to St. Luke’s readers from the 
LXX, where efoAo#petw occurs frequently for n73, ewscidit, Gen. 
xvii. 14. Exod. xii. 15. 19. Lev. xvii. 4. 9. 14, and passim. See 
Aben Ezra in Surenhus. p. 401. 

St. Luke does not follow here the LXX exactly, nor the 
Mebrew, but he gives the sense. This is one example among 
many of the practice of the Holy Spirit in the New Testament 
giving an explanatory paraphrase of His own words in the Old. 
Bee on Matt. ii. 23. 

24, amd Sauovhd] from Samuel. Cp. 2 Sam. vii. 12—15. 

Cu. IV. 1. orparnyds tod fepod] the captain of the Temple. 
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The officer of the Priest and Levites who kept guard at the Tem- 
ple,—not a Roman functionary. See on Luke xxii. 4. The 
Romans do not appear, in the Acts, as Persécutors of the Apostles. 

— of Sad5ovkato1] the Sadducees, who say there is no resur- 
rection (Matt. xxii. 23. Acts xxiii. 8); and therefore foresaw that 
their own influence with the people would be impaired, if the 
Apostles succeeded in convincing them of the truth of the Resur- 
rection of Christ. Hence their activity against the Gospel after 
the Resurrection. The High Priest and many of his assessors 
and associates were Sadducees. See v.17. Cp. Joseph. Antiq. 
xiii. 9; xviii. 2. 

Referring to a son of Annas, Ananus, who was afterwards 
High Priest, and a Sadducee, Josephus observes, that the Sad- 
ducees were distinguished above all his fellow-countrymen for 
cruelty in judicial causes,—zep) tas xploes auol mapa mavTas 
Tovs *Iovdalous. (Joseph. xx. 9.1.) Such were the judges before 
whom the Apostles were arraigned (see v. 17). This circum- 
stance, and the fact that the Sadducees rejected the belief in all 
spiritual and Angelic agency, and in the doctrine of a future 
Resurrection, may serve to account for what has been deemed in- 
credible by some, viz. the obstinate infatuation of the Sanhedrim 
in continuing to persecute the Apostles after the miraculous inter- 
ference of God in their behalf. 

For another reason see below on v. 28. 
Gamaliel the Pharisee is better disposed to receive that 

evidence in their behalf. See v. 17. 33, 34. 
2. ev 7G Inood] in Jesus. The truth of the Resurrection, 

(1) in the case of Jesus Himself, and 
(2) of all men through Him. 1 Cor. xv. 22. 

8. éomépa] eventide. The miracle had been wrought about 
3pm. See iii. 1. 

4. éyevi0n] became, amounted to—a great increase, i. 15. 
— doel xiAiddes wévre] about five thousand men. Here was a 

spiritual fulfilment of the prophecy contained in Christ’s miracle on 
the mountain of Bethsaida, when He said to His Apostles, ‘‘ Give 
ye them to eat.’ (Luke ix. 13. See Chrys.) Those who ate of 
the food provided by Him were about five thousarid men ;— 
tivdpes; cp. avdpav here, and Matt. xiv. 21. Both miracles were 
wrought in the evening. Cp. Mark vi. 35. The Gospel is God’s 
last revelation. 

He Who fed the bodies of the 5000 on the mountain, by the 
hands of His Apostles, now feeds the souls by an Apostolic 
Ministry with the bread of life from heaven; and He will always 
continue to do so. Cp. John vi. 9. 13, and at end of the chapter. 

5. €v] SoA, B,D,E. Elz, eis. 
6. kal”Avvay toy apxiepea Kal Kaidgay] and Annas the High 

Priest and Caiaphas. Why is Annas here called the High Priest, 
and placed before Caiaphas—who was High Priest ? 
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The reason seenis to be, that though Caiaphas was High 
Priest de facto, being intruded into the office by the civil power 
of Rome (see on Matt. xxvi. 3), yet Annas was High Priest de 
jure, and was regarded as such ecclesiastically (see on Luke 
iii. 2). Hence our Lord was taken to Annas first (John xviii. 
13, where see note). 

Hence also St. Luke designates Annas as the High Priest 
here and in his Gospel (iii. 2), at the same time that he mentions 
Caiaphas in both places with, and next after, Annas. 

After the Crucifixion, and for many years, the Civil power of 
Rome seems to have done no overt act spontaneously against the 
Christian Church ; 

Pontius Pilate, though he was Procurator till a.p. 36, is 
never mentioned as a persecutor in the Acts. 

Indeed, what Tertullian records concerning the “ Acta 
Pilati”—almost in conscience a Christian, “ conscientid sua 
Christiani,”’—and the consequent proposition of the Emperor 
Tiberius to the Roman Senate to divinize Christ (Tertullian, 
Apol. 21, and Apol. 5. Zused. ii. 2), is too well grounded to be 
rejected (see Bp. Pearson, Opera Post. i. 342, and ii. 21); and it 
derives some confirmation from the remarkable fact, which ap- 
pears from the silence of St. Luke, that for some years after the 
Ascension, Christianity had nothing to fear from the Roman 
power. 

The persecutions of the Apostles and Christians at Jerusalem 
and in Palestine were set on foot, and carried on, by the spiritual 
power of the Jewish Hierarchy. Thus the bitterness of the 
Jewish Rulers against Christ and His Church is brought out 
more strongly by the contrast of the comparative mildness of the 
Heathen power of Rome. No wonder, that the agency of Rome 
was employed by God to destroy Jerusalem. 

Annas was the Head of the Jewish Hierarchy. The nominee 
of Rome, Caiaphas, had, as such, asubordinate place. This seems 
to be the reason, why in the Evangelical narratives of the Cru- 
cifiwion, which was the act of the Roman power, instigated by the 
Chief Priest and people,—and could not have been done without 
the fiat of the Roman Procurator (John xviii. 31),—Caiaphas, the 
Roman High Priest, holds the chief place. But, after that act, 
the Roman power was quiescent, and the responsibility and guilt 
of persecution lay with the Jewish Sanhedrim; and Annas, the 
spiritual Head of the Nation, is mentioned first, as here. See 
above on Luke iii. 2, and John xviii. 13, 

It was probably on account of the position of Annas, as Spi- 
ritual Head of the Jewish Hierarchy, that five of his Sons were 
appointed to'the High Priest's office by those who desired to con- 
ciliate the Jews, and paid some regard to the original law of here- 
ditary succession in that office. 

Yet we read such observations as the following, in one of the 
most celebrated modern commentaries on this passage: ‘ Da 
damals nicht Hannas, sondern Kaiaphas regiernender Oberpriester 
war, so muss hier wie Luk. iii. 2. eine irrige Angabe zugestanden 
werden.”’ (Meyer, p. 87.) As if St. Luke, the friend and com- 
panion of St. Paul, the scholar of Gamaliel, and commissioner of 
the Sanhedrim, to say nothing of St. Luke’s inspiration, did not 
know who the High Priest was, and is now to be set right by 
a modern Expositor ! 

— "Iwdvyny kal AAéEavdpov] John and Alexander. John was 
probably the son of Annas; and Alexander was the brother of 
the famous Jewish Historian Philo (Josephus, Ant. xviii. 8. 1. 
8. Jerome, Cat. Scr. art. Philo), and a man of great wealth. 
Josephus, B. J. v. 5. 3. Bp. Pearson. 

7. év r@ pwéow]) in the midst. The Sanhedrim sat in a semi- 
sircle. Sce on vi. 12. 

9 ‘ ¥ »” Q 

2 Kal ovk €otw ev add@ ovdert 4 owrypia *ovde yap 
om. 9. 33, 

1 Pet. 2, 7. 
g Matt. 1, 21. 

“| Tim. 2. 5, 6. 

— éenuvOdvovro] they were inquiring. St. Luke in the Acts is 
very fond of the imperfect tense; as if he had a picture of what 
he is describing, present to his eyes. See ii. 12. 44. 47; iii. 1,2; 
iv. 32—36. 

— érovnoare Todt] ye did this; they will not say this mi- 
racle ; they insinuated that it was done by some evil power, or by 
magic, as they had said of Christ’s miracles (Luke xi. 15. John 
viii. 48) ; and so some said even in the fourth century. See Aug. 
de Con. Evang. i. 8 (quoted by A Lapide). 
— duets] ye, spoken with contempt, and therefore reserved as 

the last word of the sentence—ye Galileans ! 

8. Ilérpos wAnaGels Mvetuaros aylov] Peter being filled with 
the Holy Ghost. Compare Peter a few days since in the Palace 
of the High Priest, thrice denying his Master from fear of prison 
and death, and now brought forth from prison, and confessing 
Christ before the same High Priest and the Sanhedrim, which 
had delivered Christ up to Pilate for crucifixion, and charging 
them with His murder; and declaring that the stone rejected by 
you, the builders of God’s house, is become the Head of the 
Corner ; nor is the salvation, which is promised by God, to be 
found in any other than Him, Who was crucified by you. How 
is this change to be accounted for? By inspiration—by the gift 
of the Holy Ghost. This is the only solution of this and of a 
vast number of other phenomena in Holy Scripture. Faith in 
the Holy Ghost, and in His Divine agency on the soul, makes 
those phenomena clear; without it they are unintelligible. See 
above on ii. 12. 

Iv the earlier Chapters of the Acts of the Apostles we see 
Peter and John on one side, and Caiaphas and Annas on the 
other: the former the Representatives of the Christian Church, 
the latter of the Jewish Hierarchy. There is a remarkable con- 
trast between these two parties. May not Caiaphas and Cephas 
perhaps be from the same root xp? At first Cephas had 
quailed before Caiaphas, but now that the Holy Ghost is given, 
Caiaphas cannot resist Cephas (v. 14); the one falls, the other 
rises. The reason is, because Caiaphas rejects the Corner Stone, 
and is bruised to pieces by it. (Matt. xxvi. 64. Luke xx. 18.) 
But Cephas is a lively stone, and is built upon it. (Matt. xvi. 18. 
1 Pet. ii. 4.) 

Annas and Jo-hannes are from the same root y27 (gratiosus 

Jfuit), but John is strong in the Grace of God, and conquers 
thereby. 

9. ef avarplvoueba] if we are arraigned for a good deed done 
to a cripple! words said with gentle irony. dayv@pézov is the 
genitive of the object. See on Matt. x. 1. 

10. “Incot X. rod NaCwpaiov, dv pets eoravpdoare] Jesus 
Christ the Nazarene, whom ye crucified. Think not that we 
desire to conceal His country, Nazareth, or His death, on the 
Cross. Ye crucified Him, but He was raised by God, and He 
now works miracles from heaven. (Chrys.) He quotes the title 
on the Cross. 

Ll. Spay tev oixodopotvtwy] of you the builders (ray oixo- 
déuwv, A, B, E), the appointed Teachers of Israel. Cp. Matt. 
xxiii. 2, and John iii. 10, ob ef 6 5iddoKados *Lopaha. 

— els xeparhy ywvias] to the head of the corner. 
Peter’s declaration in his Epistle (1 Pet. ii. 6—8). 

12. 4 cwrnpla—rtd dedouévov] Observe the articles 7 and 7d, 
which find a proper place in a speech to the Rulers of the Jews, 
who confessed that man’s salvation had been provided for by God, 
and that in His Name men might be saved. St. Peter teaches 
them that the means of ¢hat salvation are to be found in Christ, 
and in His Name alone, which is therefore declared to be Divine. 

Cp. St. 
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h Matt. 11. 25. 

ACTS lV. 138—27. 

13 @ewpodvres Sé tiv Tod Iérpov wappyoiay kat "Iwdavvov, Kat katahaBd 
pevor OTe "avOpwrror aypdpparol eiow Kal ididrat, COavpalov, ereyivwoKov TE 

egy = 
‘tov 8€ avOpwrov Bdérovres adv abtois 

15 Kehevoavtes 5€ avdtods 

18 Kat kade- 

19 k*O 8€ Iérpos Kat "Iwdvyns dmoxpiOevres etrov 

1 Cor. 1. 27. 

ich. 3. 11. avrovs oT. adv TO "Inoov joa | 
€otOta, Tov TeHeparevpevov, ovdev elyov avTeuretv. 

fJonn 11.47. €&@ Tod auvedpiov ameeiy avvéBadov mpds addydovs | héyortes, 1 Ti mow- 

Hoope Tots avOpwros TovTos ; OTL pev yap yvwotov onpelov yéeyove Sv 
avTov, TaoL Tots KaToLKOvaW ‘Iepovoadn. avepoy, Kai od Suvdpeba apr7y- 
oacbau 7 GAN wa pr ert mretov SiaveunOy eis Tov adv, areH arenoopeba 
avtots pyKéte hadety ert TO dvdmate TovT@ pnderi avOpadrwv. 
cartes aitods Tapyyyeiday avtots TO Kafdov py Pléyyer Oar pdé SidaoKew 

keh.5.29.  €ri t@ Svdmate TOD "Inaod. 
mpos avtovs, Ei Sixauy éotw evdmiov Tod Oeod tuav axovew paddov 4 Tod 

Yeh, 22,15. Ocod Kkpware ™' od Suvducba yap jets & eldoper Kal HKovoapev py hadei. 

210i S€ mpocamednoduevnr amédvoay avtods, pndev ebpioKovtes TO TOS 
mh. 5. 26. KoldowvTat avtovds, ™ Sia Tov adv, OTe mavTes eddEalov Tov Ocdy emi TO 

yeyovort. ™°Etav yap Hv medvav Texoapdkovta 6 avOpwros, ed’ bv éyeydvet 
TO ONPELOV TOVTO THs lacews. 

nch, 2. 44—46. 23 n? 

2 Kings 19, 15. 

p Ps. 2. 1, 2. 

5 Q . 

Arohvbértes 5é Mov pds Tods idious, Kal dryyehav Goa Tpds adTovs 
aes a \ e > 

ol apxiepets Kal ot mperBUrepou éizrov. 
i ‘ ‘ Q X ‘ > , ° ‘ c ‘ < , . 

Hpav povnv mpos Tov Oeov, Kat eizov, A€omota, °av 6 Beds 6 Tooas TOV 
> . ‘\ ‘ ial ‘\ ‘\ 0. 4 \ , ‘\ > > Lal 25 P c ‘ 

ovpavoy Kal THY yhv Kal THY Odhacoay, Kal TdvTa Ta ev avdrotss > °6 dia 

4 Oi S€ dkovoavres, 6poOupadorv 

oTopatos Aavid taidds cov eizaév, "Iva ti éebpvakav €Ovy, kal aol epe- 
hérnoav KeEva; 26 

, € a a a \ ©: ee 
TAPETTNTAV Ou Baoudets THS YS) Kat Ob a p- 

, 3. KN X > \ x an , ‘ x lal 
XovTes cvvy7xXonoav €7Tl TO AVTO KATA TOV Kuptov Kal KATA TOV X pi- 

A > a 
q Matt. 26. 3. OTOV GUTOUV. 

13. kataAaBdpuevor] does not seem to mean, “ having perceived 
by their speech,” but having ascertained from inquiry, or pre- 
vious knowledge. See xxv. 25, 
— idGrat] idiaérys, a common, private person, as opposed to 

a public magistrate, or minister or professor of art or science; 
hence illiterate. Cp. 2 Cor. xi. 6. 1 Cor. xiv. 16. 23, 24. See 
Bentley’s excellent remarks on the passage in Vicfor’s Chronicon, 
“Sancta Evangelia, tanquam ab jdiodis Evangelistis composita, 
reprehenduntur et emendantur.” Disc. on Free-thinking, pp. 112 
—120, 8th ed. 1743. 

Here is a proof of Inspiration. The Apostles and Evangelists 
were G@ypduparot kal idi@rat. They themselves confess it. And 
yet, who ever spoke, or has written as they did ? 
— éneylvworor] they were recognizing, one after the other. 
14. roy 5€] tdyv Te, A, B, E. 
17. area dretAnoducba) Let us threaten with threatening ; 

let us forbid them with menaces,—a Hebraism. See Isa. vi. 9. 
Exod. v. 12, and John iii. 29. Acts v. 28; xxiii. 14. 2 Pet. 
iii. 3. Vorst. de Hebr. pp. 624, 625. The Hebraisms show that 
St. Luke has been studious to preserve the very words of the 
speakers. Cp. on Luke xxii. 15. 

12, 20.] On this text, as defining the limits of Obedience to 
human Authority, see Bp. Sanderson, iii. p. 287; iv. pp. 80. 98. 
(De Conscient. Przelect. iv. and y.) Cp. below, v. 29. 

21. mpocare:Anoduevot] having added threats to their former 
prohibition. 5; 

23. dpxtepeis] chief Priests. 
comprised,— 

(1) All who had held the office of High Priest. 
(2) Also the Sagans or Deputies, the Treasurers and Chief 

Warders of the Temple. Lightfoot, i. pp. 911—918. Selden, 
de Synedr. iii. 8. 

(3) The Heads of the Twenty-four courses of Priests, and 
all who were chosen into the Sanhedrim. Lightfoot, i. p. 439; 
ii. p. 109. And see on Matt. ii. 4. 

24, duobvuaddy pay pwvrhv mpbs tr. Ocdv] with one accord they 
lifted up their voice to God. The circumstances here mentioned 
confirm the opinion that the primitive Church at Jerusalem had 
a common place of resort for united prayer. As soon as Peter 
and John are released, they come to their own people (pds rods 
id{ovs), and immediately all join in prayer, and the place is shaken 

Under this name seem to be 

74 SuvnxOnoav yap ér ahnbeias ev tH mola Tad’Tn eal Tov 

where they were assembled, and they are all filled with the Holy 
Ghost. See above, ii. 2. 

The refuge of the Church in the time of Persecution is 
Common Prayer. Cp. xii. 5. 

One of the many incidents recorded in the Acts of the 
Apostles, by which the Holy Ghost teaches the Church her duty 
in all emergencies that may arise. This Book may, therefore, be 
called the Chart and Compass of the Church, in her voyage over 
the sea of this world to the naven of Eternity. See Introduction, 
pp. 12—20. 

— Aécrota] The Hebrew Adonai, Lord and Master of the 
Universe. The God of the physical world is here invoked by the 
Church as one with the God of Grace; a refutation of the false 
notion which afterwards grew into a Heresy, in the hands of 
Marcion and the Manichzans, who separated the One from the 
Other, and made an opposition between them. Cp. S. Polycarp’s 
Prayer at his Martyrdom, p. 620, ed. Jacobson, and Clem. Rom. 
i. § 33, pp. 119, 120. 

25. 5—eindy] A, B, E read 5 rod ratpbs quay dic Mvetparos 
aylov aréuatos AaBld raidds cov cimév. D has ds dia Mvevuaros 
Gylov Sia Tod orduaros AaAfjoas AaflS waidds cov, and Jren. 
‘‘qui per Spiritum Sanctum ore David patris nostri pueri tui 
dixisti,’”’—which may suggest what appears to be the true_reading, 
6 6a Mvetuaros aylov 5a orduatos AaBl5, Tov matpds juay, 
maidés cov cimaéy, See the notes above on this Psalm. 

25, 26. iva ri—abrov] verbatim from the LXX. Ps. ii. 1, 2. 
vn (the Gentiles), and Aaot (the Tribes of the Jews collected at 
the Passover and the Crucifixion), have no article here: they 
have none in the Hebrew. 

25. épptatay] properly said of horses, and their /remilus or 
snorling. (Ammon,, Suidas, Wetst., Valck.) The Gentile world 
was typified by the untamed colt ridden by Christ. Matt. xxi. 2. 

The word gpudcow is used by the LXX for the Hebrew 
Wr, strepuit cum furore, tumultuatus est, and pptayua is used 

for }s3, superbia, elatio.—ppudocera = yaupig. (Hesych.) It 
expresses, therefore, rage and pride. 

27. én GAnbelas] in very deed. See x. 34. Lukeiv. 25. _ 
— é rh bree tatty] in this city. Omitted by Elz., but 

found in A, B, D, E. It adds force to the affirmation. Jn this 
Thine own favoured City, Jerusalem, they have conspired against. 

- Theo and have killed Thy Beloved One, 



ACTS IV. 28—35. 

ayvov tatda cov "Incodvy, dv EXpLTass ‘Hpddns te kat Idvtios Tudtos abv 
€Oveot kat Naots "Iopayd, * * Touran ooa 7 xelp. gov Kal 7 Bovhij A cs 
apie yevéo ba. 

Tots SovAots Gov peTa Tappyoias mdons adely Tov Adyov cov, 

29° Kat ta vor, Kupue, eTLOE ETL TAS areas air div, Kat Ree an 9, 27. 

30 év TO THY 
“ ¥ lal lal 

xelpa cov exteivew ce els laow, Kal onpueta Kal tépata yiverOar Sia Tod 
> id me ..& ¢ , > ~ 

OVOLATOS TOV aYyLoU Tatoos Gov Inaov. 

a as 31* Kat denbévtwy abitav éoaded’On 6 tér0s &v G Hoav cuvnypevou Kal ten.2.2,4 
> , 9 A < , 4 ‘ > , A , n lal emyjcOnoay amavtes TOD ayiov Ivevpatos, kal é\ddovy Tov ddyov Tod Ocod 

‘ ae , 
PETA Tappyotas. 

2° Tov dé mhious TOV TiCTEVoOdYTMOVY HV 1 kaptia Kat 7 Wx plar Kal woh. 2. 44, 

ovee ets Tt TOV UTapXOvT@V avuT@ eheyev tOvov Elva, 

KO wa. 

3" Kat peyady Suvdper amedidovy 70 Hapripioy ot dmrdaTohou 7Hs sepsis hae 

gews Tod Kupiov *Incod: yxdpis te peyddyn Hv emt mdvtas avrovs. 

Rom. 15. 5, 6. 

“a\N qv avrots amavtTa ee Mh. 
1 Pet. 3. 8. 
v ch. 2. 44, 

8, 22. 
34 ODOE Luke 1. 48, 49. 

yap evdens Tis UTApxXev €v adTots: Ooo. yap KTHTOpES copia } olkiav UITHPXOY, 
modovvTes Ehepov Tas Tyas TOV Tupac Kopevan, 

modas TOV atroaTohwy: § SiedidoTo Sé Exdotw Kadri av Tis ypetay Elyer. 

—naida] servant. See note on iii. 13. At the same time 
(see Matt. xii. 18), there seems to be a happy accommodation in 
the word wats to a secondary sense, that of Son; especially in 
this passage, with reference to Ps. ii. 7. 12, ‘‘ Thou art My Son; 
—kKiss the Son.” 

28. rorjoa doa—vyeverba] to do whatsoever things Thy hand 
and Thy counsel predetermined to take place; yevéo@at, not 
meroijoba. God decreed the salvation of the World by Christ, 
but He did not command or approve the means by which that 
consummation was brought about. But He showed His infinite 
power and wisdom by eliciting the greatest good from the worst 
eyil, and by making Satan himself, the Arch-Enemy of God and 
men, to be an instrument in advancing God’s glory, and the Sal- 
vation of Mankind. Cp. S. Leo (Serm. xvi. de Passione Christi, 
p- 142), who says—Did the sin of those who killed Christ arise 
from the counsel of God? No—we must not so deem of divine 
Justice. Very different and altogether contrary was that which 
was foreknown in the malice of the Jews, and that which was fore- 
ordained in the Passion of Christ. ‘* Impias furentium manus 
non immisit in se Dominus, sed admisit: nec prasciendo quid 
faciendum esset, coégit ut fieret; nec egit ut hee vellent, sed 
cessit ut possent ; et sic usus est occecate plebis insania, quaomodo 
et perfidia traditoris, quem ab immanitate concepti sceleris bene- 
ficiis est revocare dignatus,” &c. Besides (as 8. Leo observes), 
“Nec ipsis interfectoribus suis misericordiam denegavit; sed im- 
piorum malum in bonum credentium commutavit.”” 

Cp. Bp. Sanderson’s Lectures on Conscience, Lect. ii. 7, 
“ Deus ufi/ur alieno malo in bonum, sed nunquam faci/ malum, ut 
inde proveniat bonum; et omnind cavendum est, ne ejusmodi 
locutiones intelligantur, ac si Deus malum aliquod antecedenter 
vellet, approbaret, aut eligeret, velut medium ex sui natura con- 
veniens ad alicujus boni finis consecutionem.”’ 

See also note above on ii. 23. 
In all discussions on this and other similar texts we must not 

Jose sight of certain great principles. 
1. That God is the One Great First Cause. 
2. That He wills that all should act according to the Law 

which He has given them. 
3. That it is His Will that Man’s will should be free. 
As Aquinas says, 1™4 qu. 83, Art. 1 ad 3.‘ Non hoc est 

de necessitate libertatis, quod sit prima causa sui ad quod liberum 
est; sicut nec ad hoc, quod aliquid sit causa alterius, requiritur, 
quod sit prima causa ejus. Deus igitur est prima causa movens 
et naturales causas et voluntarias; et sicut naturalibus causis 
movendo, eis non aufert quin actus earum sint naturales, ita mo- 
vendo causas voluntarias, non aufert quin actiones earum sint 
yoluntarie. Sed potius hoc in eis facit; operatur enim in uno- 
quoque secundum ejus proprietatem.”’ See further on Predesti- 
nation and Freewill, below, the Introduction to the Epistle to the 
Romans, pp. 194—198. 

29. éxi5e] Some Editors have received &p:3e here from A, D, 
E, and so Winer, p. 43. Cp. Phil. ii. 23. 

30. Yao1w—'Inood] Seemingly a paronomasia. The Greek 
and Latin Fathers gladly availed themselves of the resemblance in 
sound between ‘Inzovs and facts (e.g. Cyril, Catech. x. Cp. 

“kal é€riMovvy mapa Tovs x ver. 37, 

y a 2.4. & 6. 1. 

Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. p. 130), as they did of that 
between mdéoxa and mdoxw. See Matt. xxvi. 2. And indeed 
these allusions do not seem to be despised by Holy Scripture 
itself. Cp. Luke xxii. 15, and on the paronomasias in other parts 
of the N. T. + See 2 Thess. iii. 11. 

Below, in chap. ix. 34, we have the expression, Aivéa, iaral 
ce “Inoovs, perhaps the very words uttered by St. Peter, who 
may have had a special satisfaction in combining them together, 
as having felt the healing comfort of his Saviour’s love after his 
own fall. Again, in x. 38 we read, “Inaods bs djAOevy iduevos 
mdvtas. The writer of the Acts, ‘the beloved Physician’ (Col. 
iv. 14), may also have felt peculiar pleasure in connecting the 
name of Jesus with his own healing art, and in fixing on the 
memories of his Greek readers, by a happy play of words, the 
gracious assurance that Jesus is the true Physician both of body 
and soul. 

81. rod ay. Tlv.] So A, B, D.—Elz. Mveduaros aylov. 
82.1] See Bp. Sanderson’s Sermon on Romans xy. 5, vol. i. 

: 197, for an application of this text to the doctrine of Christian 
nity. 
— Gmravta xowd] all things common. See on ii. 44. They 

regarded themselves as one family, with one heart and one soul, 
with common needs and common joys and common sufferings. 
This is the perfection of that Unity in His Church, for which 
Christ prayed (John xvii. 21), and it showed as in a pattern, what 
all should aim to realize in spirit ; though in this world it be not 
possible to exemplify it in the letter, as the history of the primitive 
Church itself shows ; for even John the Apostle of Love had a 
house to offer to the Blessed Mary, and the Apostolic Epistles 
abound with precepts of almsgiving. And this unity of the pri- 
mitive Church at Jerusalem is like a vision and foretaste of that 
perfect Love which will be the Life of the Church glorified in the 
heavenly Sion. 

33. dmedldouv] were rendering (Matt. xxii. 21) their appointed 
testimony. 
— xdpis] grace—from God. 
84. krjropes xwplov 7) oixiay] possessors of lands or houses. 

They gave the price of their lands and houses —not the lands and 
houses themselves. Perhaps there was a reason for this—partly 
in the commission of Christ to the Apostles to go forth ‘‘into all 
the world,’’ and partly in the knowledge derived from the pro- 
phecies of Christ, that wars and public commotions were about to 
arise in Judea; and from a feeling that it was their duty to wean 
their affections from the things of the earthly Canaan, and to fix 
them on those of their Aeavenly inheritance. The zeal of the 
primitive Church is happily described by Arator, v. 389: 

‘«— turba perennem 
Portatura crucem, Dominumque secuta fidelem, 
Sprevit agros, habitura polos; hac nempe facultas 
Fortior est de parte magis conquirere totum, 
Et questum per damna sequi.” 

35. mw. 7. wédas Tov GrogrdéAwy] at the feet of the Apostles, 
Cp. v. 2. Among the Jews, sifting was the attitude of teaching ; 
and the Apostles are thus represented as sitting in the chair of 
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36? 

ACTS IV. 36, 37. V. 1—5. 

Iwond dé 6 émichynbeis BapvdBas dd tév droctodwr, 6 éeote peBeppy- 
, ex , oh , A , BY et , > Fy vevopevov Tos tapaxhyjaews, Aevirns, Kimpios tO yéver, * brdpyovtos ait@ 

aypov, Twoyjcas nveyKe TO xpHua, Kal EOnKe Tapa Tovs TOdas TOY aTooTOhoy. 
V l > ‘ Py , > 4 > , ‘ , Lal ‘ > a“ > iA . | Avnp € tis "Avavias dvopari, civ Yamrdeipyn TH yvvarkt avrod, érddynoe 

ach, 4. 34, 37, 
a Qa ee , ay a a § , \ lal x > lal 

KTY La, KaL evordiaato ATO TNS TLLNS, TVVELOVLAS KAL 71S YUVALKOS AUTOU, 
Ne 9 , . \ , a > , ¥ 

KL EVEYKAS MEpOS TL Tapa TOUS T6OaS TOV ATOTTONWY eOnkev. 

b Luke 22, 3, 
& ver. 4, 9. 

ec Num. 30. 2. 
Deut, 23. 21. 
Eccles, 5. 4. 

> HY a 

3” Eire 8€ Iérpos, "Avavia, Siati emlypwoe 6 Saravas rv Kapdiav cov 
- cal 4 ‘ a lal Lal 

wevoarGat ce 7d Tvevpa 7d aywov, Kal © voodicacbar awd THs TYAS TOD 
\ \ »¥ \ a a , ~ 

Xewptov; * Odxi pévoy coi eweve; Kal tpabey &v TH on efovoia baHpye; Ti 
¢ ¥ > a , . a a > > , > , > \ 
OTL eJov cv 7) Kapoia gov TO Tpayya TOUTO ; OVK ehevow avOparrots, adda 

TO Oca. 
d Ps. 64. 9. 5 "Axovwv S€ 6 “Avavias Tods dyous TovTous Tecan eLAbvée. ° Kat éyévero 

teaching, as the instructors of the Church. Cp. xxii. 3, mapa 7. 
médas Tauadthr. Matt. xxiii. 2, ém) ris Mwoéws kabédpas, K.T.A., 
and Luke ii. 46. 

In giving to the Apostles they gave to Christ; thus fulfilling 
the prophecy of Psalm cx. 3. (Mede.) A striking contrast to the 
case of Judas in Matt. xxvii. 3—10! 

36. "Iw7np] So A, B, D, E.—Iwojs, Elz. 
— Bapva48as—vibs mapaxAjoews] Barnabas. The sense in 

which rapakAnois is here used is explained below, xi. 23, Bap- 
vadBas—mwapekdAet mavTas T. 7. T. K. TpoTKEevery TS Kuplw. He 
was the Son of Exhortation (on this Hebrew use of vids, see on 
Matt. ix. 15), and therefore his name is derived from m9) 73, 

Jilius prophetie. Cp. xiii. 1. 
It is also added there, where Barnabas is called a Prophet, 

that this name which is here rendered vibs mapaxAjoews was 
given him by the Apostles, probably at his baptism, soon after 
the descent of the Holy Ghost, when he was received into the 
Church of Christ. Perhaps also the word mapdAnots was adopted 
to mark his mission from the Paracl/e/e; for it is said that he 
was a good man full of the Holy Ghost (xi. 24). 

: This may suggest the question, whether new names, dvduara 
Kawa (cp. Rev. ii. 17; iii. 12), were not commonly given at 
Baptism to those who were received into the Church; and 
whether the word évoudtwy may not therefore be used (Acts 
i. 15) with special significance for members of the Church,— 
“Christian or baptismal Names.’ 

Bp. Pearson here says, At what time Joseph surnamed Bar- 
nabas became a Christian, we are not informed by Holy Scripture. 
The ancients say that he was one of the Seventy Disciples. So 
Clemens Alexand. Strom. ii. 20. Euseb.i. 12; ii. 1. The Epistle 
extant under the name of Barnabas, is often quoted by ancient 
writers, e. g. Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, the Apostolic Con- 
stitutions. 

“8. Hieron. in Catalogo: ‘ Barnabas Cyprias, qui et Joseph 
Levites, cum Paulo gentium Apostolus constitutus, unam ad 
tedificationem Ecclesiz pertinentem epistolam composuit, que 
inter Apocryphas Scripturas legitur,’’’ and in cap. xliii. Ezekiel: 
**Vitulum autem qui pro nobis immolatus est, et multa Scriptu- 
rarum loca, et precipué Barnabee Epistola, que habetur inter 
Scripturas Apocryphas, nominat.” ‘Nemo certé fuit qui hanc 
epistolam Barnabe non tribuerit, neque in ed quidquam apparet 
quod eam ztatem non ferat.’’ Bp. Pearson here and in Vind. 
Tenat. pp. 128, 186, 195, 685; Tillemont, Mémoires, i. p. 174 
and p. 298; and Hefele, Patr. Apost. p. 1. 

36, 37. Acvirns—imdpxovros ait@ aypod] a Levite, having 
land. Cp. Numb. xviii. 20 with Numb. xxxv. 1—8. Jerem. 
xxxii. 7. The case of Barnabas is mentioned here separately as a 
peculiar one: he was a Levite, and so connected with the Jewish 
Hierarchy, and entitled to receive tithe. The offerings therefore 
that he made, in contributing to the needs of his fellow-Chris- 
tians, were more than ordinary, and gained for him justly the title 
which he bore. Besides, Ais deference to the Apostolic office was 
an intimation that the ministry of the Levitical Priesthood was 
now “ready to vanish away” (Heb. viii. 13), and that the 
Apostles and their successors in the Christian Church were hence- 
forth to be regarded as the true Priests of the Israel of God. 
His submission was blessed by God, when he himself became an 
Apostle (xiii. 2). And thus the Levitical priesthood passed by a 
spiritual transition into the Christian Church, 

See further on this subject with special reference to Barnabas 
the note on 1 Cor. ix. 6. 

Cu. V. 1. *Avavias dvduart, civ Sarpelpyn TH yuvaikt] Ananias 
by name, with Sapphira his wife. As Adam with Eve his wife 

at the beginning —‘ The woman is not without the man, nor the 
man without the woman” (1 Cor. xi. 11) in punishment for sin, 
or in blessing for obedience. 

On the Tonic form Zargelpy see Winer, p. 59. Cp. ozelpns 
from omeipa, Acts x. 1; xxi. 31; xxvii. 1. 

2. evorpicaro] Something more than ‘kept back part of,’—it 
signifies embezzled, purloined (see Tit. ii. 10), &eAeWev (Gloss. 
Albert.), robbed another of what was his property ; and here the 
Person defrauded is God. The offerings made were made to God, 
and He Who was despoiled was God, See v. 3. 

It is observable, the same word had been used by the LXX 
to describe the sin of Aehan, Josh. vii. 1, evooploaro amd Tod 
ava0€uatos ; which was a sin of sacrilege. See on Josh. vii. 1. 

Similarly, the sin of which Ananias was guilty, was sacrilege, 
and so Augustine considers it: ‘* Detraxit de pecunid quam 
voverat Deo” (Serm. 148), and Ammonius (in Caten. p. 85) 
calls it iepoovAfa, and so Cérys. here (Hom. xii.), and S. Jerome 
(Ep. 8), and Gcumen. here, and others. And Hooker regards it 
as Sacrilege, VII. xxiv. 17, and op. Mede’s learned and instructive 
Essay on this narrative (Works, Book i. Dis. xxvii. p. 115), and 
Lord Clarendon ‘On Sacrilege”’ (Tracts, pp. 211—217, in 
Christian Institutes, iii. p. 405). 

The substance of the comments above cited may be com- 
mended, in connexion with the awful history recorded in this 
chapter, to the consideration of those persons, who have been, or 
may be, tempted to be guilty of a like sin by robbing God in 
“ tithes and offerings’’ (Mal. iii. 8), or in the matter of Church 
Raies. See on Matt. xvii. 27. 

8. ele 5& Térpos, Avavia—xwpiov] But Peler said, Ananias, 
why did Satan fill thine heart —. Thus Peter showed that he was 
enabled by the Holy Ghost to discern the spirits of men, See 
above, iii. 4. 

— wWevoarbal ce 7d Mvedual to defraud the Holy Ghost : yet- 
cacbat “cum accusativo (Deut. xxxiii. 29. Ps. lxvi. 3. Job vi. 
10; viii. 18) aliquantd plus notat quam cum dativo”’ (Bengel). 
Why hast thou permitted Satan to enter thy heart, and to tempt 
thee to endeavour to defraud the Holy Ghost, Who is in us the 
Apostles, and to Whom thou liest in lying to us; and to pur- 
loin a part of the purchase-money of the possession dedicated by 
thee to God ? 

4. odx) wévov] while it remained, did it not remain to thee? 
and not to us. ‘ Wedid not covet thy money. ‘Si nolles ven- 
dere, quis te cogeret? Si velles offerre dimidium, quis exigeret 
totum?’” S§. Aug. Serm. 148. 

— tl ér1] What is the reason that ? Cp.v.9,and Luke ii. 49. 
— odk ebetcw avOpmmois] thou didst not lie to us men, but 

to God, Whom thou didst endeavour to defraud; thou didst not lie 
to us, but /o the Holy Ghost in us; @eds ody Td Tvedua, Caten. 
p- 85. Cp. Greg. Nyss. Orat. de Filio et Spiritu Sancto. Jerom. 
in Isa. lxiii. Ambrose, de Spir. Sancto, iii. o. 10, cited by Lori- 
nus and A Lapide here, and Athanas. (de Incarn. p. 704). 
Greg. Naz. (p. 576), and Bp. Pearson on the Creed (Art. viii. 
p- 480), who says, ‘As certainly as the Apostles were men, so 
certainly was the Holy Ghost, in the esteem of St. Peter, God.” 
Observe the aorist here, which makes this remark more cogent. 
In saying what thou didst say, od« évedow, thou didst not lie to 
men, but to God. 

5. mecdy ekéyute] he fell down and gave up the ghost. It is not 
said, that St. Peter pronounced any sentence or imprecation upon 
Ananias, but that “ he fell down and died.”” Almighty God was 
pleased to execute judgment without any humanintervention. As 
Aug. says, ‘“* Spiritus Sanctus mendacem sic punivit.” God thus 
punished robbery of Himself—sacrilege. See Anonym. in Caten. 
p- 86, and S. Jerome's reply, Ev. 97, to the objections of Por- 
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phyry, who abused this Scripture as an occasion for charging the 
Apostle with cruelty. Porphyry’s allegation, as Theophy/. ob- 
serves, is an accusation against the Holy Ghost. 

S. Jerome's words are, Ep. 97, p. 792, ‘‘ Apostolus Petrus 
nequaquam imprecatur iis mortem, ut stultus Porphyrius calum- 
niatur ; sed Dei judicium prophetico spiritu annunciat, ut poena 
duorum hominum sit doctrina multorum.” 

So S. Augustine (contra Parmenianum, lib. iii. c. 1). Cp. 
Cassian. et Isidor. Pelusiola, and Origen (Comment. in Mat- 
theeum, tom. xv. § 15), ob Mérpoy ye vomioréov dunpnrévar Toy 
*Avavluy, GAN exeivos ok Hveyke Toy EAcyXov, KabiKomevwy TAY 
Adyav Mérpov tis Wuxs aitod, Bacaw(suevos TocoiToyv hore 
kal eepota.” 

It is to be regretted, that some Romish Divines, in their de- 
sire to claim the /emporal sword for St. Peter, and for the Roman 
See, have given credit and currency to the objection of Por- 
phyry. See note on Luke ix. 54, and ep. below, xiii. 11, the case 
of Elymas. 

A Lapide here is an honourable exception: ‘ Fuit mors 
Ananie plaga 4 Deo inflicta. Vox Petri fuit tantiim occasio et 
causa instrumentalis occisionis, eaque non physica sed moralis,” 

Almighty God also showed by this signal visitation that the 
Holy Spirit was indeed in St. Peter and the Apostles, and had 
enabled them to read the heart of Ananias, and to reveal his secret 
deeds ; and so He established their authority in the eyes of the 
Church, 

If the artifice of Ananias and Sapphira had been successful, 
and had become known, then it would have been imagined that 
the Apostles had been guilty of falsehood and hypocrisy in claim- 
ing divine inspiration for themselves ; and that our Lord’s promise 
to them had failed (John xvi. 13). 

It is observable, that at the first promulgation of God’s laws, 
any breach of them has been generally punished in a signal and 
awful manner, for the sake of eyample and prevention of sin, and 
of punishment for sin, So it was now in the case of Ananias, on 
the first effusion of the Holy Spirit, and at the first preaching of 
the Gospel, “ non crudelitate sententiz, sed correctionis exemplo,”’ 
says S. Jerome, Ep, 97. So it was in the case of Uzzah touch- 
ing the ark when about to be placed on Mount Sion. (2 Sam. vi. 
6—12.) So it was in the case of the man who gathered sticks on 
the Sabbath Day, at the first publication of the Decalogue. 
(Numb. xv. 32—36.) So, above all, it had been at the beginning, 
in the case of Adam and Eve. 

Almighty God speaks audibly in His judgments upon sin 
once for all. He intervenes visibly in mercy, in order to preyent 
other transgressions, and so to save men's souls from sin and 
death. And having once spoken He holds His peace. He leaves 
these awful judgments— more awful because single—to be tests of 
men’s faith, attention, and obedience; and for the most part He 
reserves subsequent transgressions for the Universal Judgment of 
the Great Day; of which these primary judgments have been a 
rehearsal, an earnest, and a warning, (See Chrys. here and Cas- 
sian.) Especially let the awful denunciations of Holy Scripture 
on the future punishment of liars be remembered here. Rev. 
xxf. 8, 27. 

Whether Ananias and Sapphira repented in the hour of 
death, and whether they incurred death eternal as well as tem- 
poral by their sin (see Aug. 1. c.), it would be presumptuous to 
inquire, The mysteries of Divine Judgment are inscrutable. 

Here is an exercise of humility. This we know, that there will 
be degrees of punishment and happiness in another world, and 
that ‘ every one will be equitably dealt with.” ‘ Shall not the 
Judge of all the earth do right?”’ (Gen. xviii. 25.) 

6. of vedrepor] the young men, called of veavicxor in v. 10, per- 
haps having an office in the Church. Cp. Blunt, p. 47. The 
word ny) = veavioror, is used for the military attendants of 

Abraham, Gen. xiv. 24. 
— aay] they buried. Cp. v. 10, where it is said that 

Sapphira was buried by the side of her husband. 
Why is it mentioned that Ananias and Sapphira were 

buried ? 
(1) To show that they were really dead, and to anticipate an 

objection which scepticism might suggest, that they only fell down 
in a swoon. 

(2) To show that there was no feeling of personal vindictive- 
ness on the part of the Apostles or the Church. A persecuting 
spirit in later times has mangled the dead bodies of those whom it 
has charged with heresy. It has even exhumed their bones (e. g. 
Wickliffe’s) sleeping in the grave, and scattered them to the 
winds. But Primitive Christianity warred not with the dead ; it 
wound up the bodies even of Ananias and Sapphira in a funeral 
sheet, and committed them to a decent grave. 

(3) To teach the Christian duty of burying the dead ; see 
below, viii. 2. 

Among the Jews, burial took place speedily after death, not 
only by reason of the heat of the climate, but on account of the 
legal defilement from contact with the dead, Numb, xix. 11. 

9. of ré5es] the feet: cp. Luke ix. 53, mpdcwmov mopevduevov. 
The Spirit in Peter hears the sound of ¢heir feet. St. Peter had 
read the heart of Ananias: he now foretells the future concern- 
ing Sapphira. In neither case does he execute judgment; but in 
both cases he shows that he is inspired by the Holy Ghost, and 
that his authority is ratified by God. See on v. 5. 

ll. rhy exwAnotav] the Church. Nebr. S37 (whence Gr. ka- 

Aéw, KAntol, English call. See on Matt. xvi. 18). Here the 
Church of Christ is represented as already founded. Cp. above 
onii. 47. Our Lord had spoken of His Church prophetically, 
and had used a word which St. Matthew represents by “ExkaAnola 
to designate it (Matt. xvi. 18; xviii. 17). But it is not till after 
the day of Pentecost, and the events recorded in the first four 
chapters of the Acts, that thei word Ecclesia, Church, appears 
to haye been used to designate the Christian Society then founded 
and constituted. Before that time we hear of dvduara and adeA- 
pol (i. 15), of moretovres (ii. 44; iv. 4). Cp. notes below, vi. 3; 
xi. 26. But henceforth the word éxxAnotla is of frequent occur- 
rence, viii. 1.3; ix. 31. ai éxxAnola, xi. 22; xii. 1, &e. 

12. a0 SoAopavos] Solomon's porch. See above on iii. 2. 
The recollection of our Lord’s Discourse delivered there, may 
have supplied a special motive for resort thither. Cp. John x. 23. 

13. trav AoinGv] of the residue. Perhaps a temperate expres- 
sion for the Rulers, contrasted with the Aads or people, as in 
v. 26, who were more courageous in professing Christianity (see 
the next verse) than their superiors, who had more to lose. So it 
had been with regard to Christ. See John vii. 48. Cp. 1 Cor. 
i. 20; ii. 8. A change for the better takes place vi. 7. 

On the sense of KkoAAaoOa, to attach oneself and to cleave 
to, see Luke xv. 15. Acts ix. 26; x. 28. 
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St. Luke is careful to mention 14, yuvaicady] of women. 
See the extension of the privileges of the Gospel to Women. 

above, i. 14, and ep. Introduction to St. Luke, p. 161. 
15. kata ras mA.) along the streets. Winer, § 49, p. 356. 
— KpaBdrtwv] So A, B, D, and other MSS., which seems to 

be preferable to kpaBBdrwy (Hlz.), for the first syllable in ‘ gra- 
batum’ is short. See Catull. x. 22. 
— kty] at least. 2 Cor. xi. 16. 
— Meérpou 4 cxid] Peter’s shadow. From what is said in 

the verse following it would appear that cures actually ensued. 
The act itself of bringing the sick and laying them in the streets 
showed /ai/h ; and it might please God to bless such an act in a 
special manner at that time, in order to give additional authority 
to the doctrine preached by St. Peter and the Apostles; and to 
show that they were in an extraordinary degree filled with the 
Holy Ghost recently poured out upon them on the Day of Pen- 
tecost. 

There was no cause for fear lest the people should regard the 
Apostles as sources of divine power, and not as channels: for 
Peter and the rest took care to obviate any such supposition. 
See iii. 13; xiv. 15. They assumed nothing to themselves, and 
ascribed all their efficiency to Christ. Indeed, these signs of a 
special outpouring of divine eflluence were proofs of Christ’s’ 
Ascension, and were manifestations of His glory. They showed 
that He had received gifts to give to men; and that He had sent 
what He promised. These miracles therefore were confirmatory 
of the faith and courage of the Apostles. They showed that 
though absent from them in person, Christ was present in power 
(cp. Matt. xxviii. 20). Christ, when on earth, had shed forth 
divine virtue on those who touched with faith the hem of His 
garment (Matt. ix. 20; xiv. 36. Mark vi. 56. Luke viii. 44). 
And now that He is glorified in heaven, He works by the sha- 
dow of Peter, and by the handkerchiefs of Paul (Acts xix. 12). So 
He fulfils His own prophecy, that they who should believe in 
Him when glorified should do greater works than He had done 
on earth (John xiv. 12), and He shows that they who touch Him 
by faith in His Word and Sacraments, duly ministered in His 
Church, may receive divine virtue from Him in their immortal 
souls. 

Besides, the incident related in these two cases is a remark- 
able proof of the reality of the miracles wrought by the Apostles. 
The works done by them must have made a great impression to 
have produced such a result. They were not done in a corner. 
The sick were carried into the broad streets (xAarelas), and they 
were brought from the neighbouring cities, and were healed. 

16. mrevpdtwy axabdprwy] of unclean spirits. Another re- 
markable testimony against the Sadducees, now assailing the 
Apostles. 

(1) The Sadducees said, that there is no Resurrection. (Matt. 
xxii. 23.) Peter preached it, and proved his doctrine by miracles. 

(2) The Sadducees said, that there was no Angel. (Acts 
xxiii. 8.) Peter was delivered by one (v. 19). 

(3) They said, that there was no Spirit. Peter was inspired 
by the Holy Spirit, defeated the lie of Ananias, whose heart was 
filled with the Evil Spirit (v. 8), and cast out unclean spirits. 

So mercifully did the Holy Ghost confute error and teach 
the Truth. 

The following summary of some recent comments on St. Luke’s 
narrative of the liberation of the Apostles shows, that the same 
sceptical spirit, which animated the Sadducees in their persecu- 

tion of the Apostles, is still at work in endeavouring to inyalidate 
the truth of the narrative which the Holy Ghost has vouchsafed 
to the Church of their sufferings and deliverances. ‘ Der histor- 
ische Bestand der wunderbaren Art und Weise dieser Befreiung 
ist nicht zu ermitteln, Luk. berichtet das Factum in sagenhafler 
Ausschmiickung ; jeder Versuch aber, die Umstiande dieses Be- 
freiungsactes auf einen blos natiirlichen Hergang zuriickzufiihren 
(ein Blitzschlag, oder ein Erdheben habe die Thiir geéffnet, oder, 
wie Thiess, Eck, Eichhorn, Eckerm. u. Heinrichs wollen, ein 
befreundeter Mensch, etwa der Gefangenwiirter selbst oder ein 
beherzter Christ, habe den Kerker aufgethan) alterirt ganz die 
Tendenz und das Wesen des Textes. S. Storr Opuse. III. p. 
186 f. Auffallend bleibt, dass in den nachherigen Verhandlungen, 
v. 27 ff. nichts tiber diese Befreiung und deren Thatbestand 
vorkommt. Daraus ergiebt sich die Unvollstandigkeit des Berichts, 
nicht aber die Ungeschichtlichkeit der Thatsache selbst (Baur, 
Zeller), welche, wenn sie eine tendenzmiissige Erfindung wiire, 
gewiss auch im Verhére mit angebracht worden wire. Auch die 
scheinbare Nutzlosigkeit der Befreiung (denn die Apostel werden 
doch wieder festgenommen) zeugt nicht gegen ihre Wirklichkeit, 
da sie, zur Festigung und Erhebung des Glaubensmuthes der 
Apostel selbst gereichend, schon hierin eine geniigende ethische 
Bestimmung hat; dahingegen die Annahme, Christus habe durch 
seinen Engel dem Sanhedrin seine Machtlosigkeit darthun lassen 
wollen (Baumg. p. 108), nur dann hinreichenden Grund hitten, 
wenn der weitere Bericht dahin lautete, dass die Richter bier 
wirklich das Eingreifen himmlischer Macht in der Art der Be- 
freiung erkannt hiitten. Lange apost. Zeitalt. IL. 2, p. 68, fiihrt 
die Erscheinung auf einen visiondren Zustand zuriick ; die Apostel 
seien befreit worden ‘im Zustande des Geniuslebens, des zweiten 
Bewusstseins.’ Das ist eingelegt.’’ (Meyer, p. 107.) 

17. 7 obca alpesis t&v SaddovKalwy] they who were the sect 
of the Sadducees. On this use of 7 otca, see Kiihner, G. G. 
429. (Meyer.) The words 7 ofca alpecis seem to intimate, that 
the Sadducean sect, as a body, rose up against the Apostles (A/f.). 
The Sadducees were attached to Annas, in persecuting the 
Apostles, by their prejudice against the doctrine of the Resur- 
rection, Ananias, afterwards High Priest, Son of Annas, and 
brother-in-law of Caiaphas, was a Sadducee. Joseph. Antiq. 
xx. 8: cf. Acts iv, 1; xxiii. 6. 

On the word afpeots = secta (from seguor), see xv. 5; xxiv. 
5; xxvi. 5; xxviii. 22. Constantine (in Eused. x. 5) calls the 
Christian Church, thy kabodikhy, Thy aywrdrny alperiy. 

18. Snuocia] The public prison; and therefore the evidence of 
the miracle of their release was more notorious. So the malice 
of the Evil One was overruled for the glory of Christ. 

19. &yyeAos Kupiov] an angel of the Lord. Lest it should be 
said that this was an earthquake, or other natural phenomenon, 
St. Luke adds the words which the Angel spake. 

Lest also it should be thought that they were in antagonism 
to the Lord and the Temple, and that the miracle might be 
more manifest, the Angel commands them to go and preach 
there. 

— da tis vuKrds] through the night. 
Angels of light. 

21. id Tov SpOpoy] at daybreak—so zealous were they. 
— ovvédptov—yepouclay] Concerning the cuvédpiov, or San- 

hedrim, see Acts iv. 5—7; xxii. 5; xxiii. 6, and on Matt. v. 22, 
and Winer, R. W. B. ii. pp. 551, 552. 

The -yepovola included mpecBirepa (see iv. &; xxv. 15), 

Night is not dark to 
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who were elected from each tribe, and were associated with the 
seventy of the Sanhedrim. See Selden, Rosenm., and Kuinoel. 

23. piAakas] Elz. adds éfw, not in A, B, D, E. 
—7pé] A, B, D have émi, which may ke the true reading. 
24. 6 re icpeds] A, B, D, Vulg. and other Versions omit these 

words, perhaps rightly; 6 fepebs occurs nowhere else in N. T. 
for 5 dpxiepeds, except perhaps Heb. x. 21. Cp. Heb. x. 11, 
where the MSS. vary between ‘epeis and apxtepeds. 
— dotparnyds Tod icpov] See Luke xxii. 52. Acts iv. 1. 
28. mupayyeAla mapnyyelAauey] Cp. on iv. 17, amretAy aret- 

Angdpeba. Many omit ov before rapayyeAla. 
— 7G bvduart t.—T0d avOpémov t.] This name; this man, 

The priests falter and stammer, and do not venture to pronounce 
the Name of Christ. Peter utters it boldly v. 30. 

It has been alleged (e.g. by Zeller, see above, v. 16) that 
it is incredible that, after the miracle wrought for the deliverance 
of the Apostles, the Sanhedrim should have continued to perse- 
cute them. And thence an exception has been taken against the 
veracity of St. Luke. 

This objection would invalidate the History of the Old Tes- 
tament as wellas of the Gospel. After God’s wonders wrought 
in Egypt, Pharaoh’s heart is hardened ; and even after their de- 
liverance from Egypt, and the miracles which God worked for 
them in the wilderness, the Israelites rebelled against Him. See 
the note on Matt. xv. 33. 

So it is in the Gospel. The Sanhedrim confessed, “ this man 
doeth many miracles”’ (John xi. 47), and yet they who say this 
are conspiring to kill Him Who wrought them. 

Consider also the stoning of St. Paul at Lystra (Acts xiv. 19), 
after the miracle he had wrought there. 

The solution of the supposed difficulty is to be found in the 
power of Satan over the human mind,—a power sometimes exer- 
cised on the mind even of Expositors of the Scriptures,—when it 
resists the evidence of truth, and is abandoned by the Holy Spirit, 
and is left to itself. 

Besides, from the dominion then exercised by Satan in the 
world, and showing itself in lying wonders, the evidence from 
miracles was not so potent as might be supposed. The miracles 
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of Christ and His Apostles were ascribed to the same agency as 
that which showed itself in Magic and Sorcery, even among the 
Heathen, and were confounded with their phenomena. (Cp. 
Blunt, Lectures, p. 126.) So it will be hereafter; see the pro- 
phecies of Christ and the Apostles as to the Latter Days, Matt. 
xxiv. 24. 2 Thess. ii. 9. 

Another reason has been suggested above, on iv. 1. 
But why (it has been asked by Zeller) were the Apostles 

delivered from prison, if on the next day they were to be arrested 
and brought before the Sanhedrim ? Was not the miracle in vain ? 

No; it was a part of the evidence that God was pleased to 
give to the Jews, and particularly to their Rulers, of the truth of 
the Doctrine preached by the Apostles. It was a probationary 
exercise of their faith. Doubtless, though some hardened their 
hearts, others were persuaded. And so the work of sifting of the 
Nation went on, till the wheat was made ready for the barn, and 
the chaff for the fire. 
— «at BovrAcae} and ye desire to bring this man’s blood upon 

us! The language of alarm, as Chrys. says, ‘‘ Dost thou scourge ', 
and yet fear? Insult, and yet tremble? Judge, and yet quake? 
So cowardly is sin,”’ 

They had forgotten that all the people had said (Matt. xxvii. 
25), “‘ His blood be upon us, and upon our children.” (Bede.) 

80. tdvAov] tree. Hebr. yy. Cp. x. 39. Gal. iii. 13. 
81. tlwoe 7H Seka] You lifted Him up on the Cross (ep. 

John iii. 14), God raised Him to His own Right Hand. Cp. 
above, ii. 23. 

33. Sierplovro] they were being cut asunder in heart, as by a saw 
(rplwv), ‘ dissecabantur’ (Vulg.), muxpas exadématvov (Gloss. Alb.). 

34, TauadiA] Gamaliel. The Master of St. Paul (Acts xxii. 
3). Gamaliel the elder, the grandson of the famous Hillel. 

It is observable that three persons bearing this name, Gama- 
liel, are mentioned in the Talmud; and all bore the name of 
Rabban, a title given only to four other doctors in Jewish history. 
and all were Presidents of the Council. See Lightfoot and 
Rosenm. Biscoe, p. 77. 

These circumstances strengthen what will be said concerning 
Theudas in the following note. 

1 Tn Caten. here, p. 93, where for Db Batifers Kal ob poBj read Bb pacriCers (see v. 40); the confusion arcse from the similarity of 
Band w« in the MS. 
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a Matt. 5. 10—12. 
Rom. 5. 3. 
2 Cor. 12. 10. 
Phil. 1. 29. 
James 1. 2. 
1 Pet. 4. 13—16. 
b 2 Tim. 4. 2. 

ech, 9. 29. 
& 11. 20. 
dch. 4. 35. 

836. Ocidas] Theudas. St. Luke has been charged with an 
historical error here (by Eichhorn, Credner, De Wette, Meyer, 
and even Neander), because it is related by Josephus (Ant. xx. 
5. 1) that an insurrection was headed by Theudas, in the reign of 
Claudius, and Procuratorship of Fadus, more than ¢en years after 
this speech of Gamaliel. 

On the plea of this supposed error, others (Baur and Zeller) 
have proceeded to deny the historical veracity of the speech of 
Gamaliel altogether. 

The inaccuracy would be more glaring,—if inaccuracy there 
were,—because it is asserted by Gamaliel that the revolt of the 
Theudas mentioned here by him was before ‘the days of the 
enrolment ;” which took place only about ten years after the 
Nativity of Christ. See on Luke ii, 2. 

In fact, if the allegation of inaccuracy were true, St. Luke 
must have committed an anachronism of more than thirty years. 

But there is no ground at all for such a surmise. The cir- 
cumstances of the two cases were very different. 

The Theudas here mentioned had only about 400 followers, 
who tpocekAlOnaay a’tg—a very gentle expression,—but the 
Theudas in Josephus me(Oer thy tAEiaTOv bxAov. They were two 
different persons. 

The name Theudas was a common Hebrew one (see Origen, 
c. Cels. i. 6, and Wetstein here), from iin, confessio. ‘Two 

persons bearing that name are mentioned by Lightfoot here 
(ii. p. 657). Indeed it is probably either the same name as 7/ad- 
deus and Judas (see Lightfoot and cp. Mintert in vy.) ; or, if it is 
a Greek name, it is identical with @ed5wpos—a very common ap- 
pellation. There were two Apostles at the same time bearing the 
name of Judas; and two also bearing the name of John; and at 
least three persons of distinction, living nearly at the same time, 
bearing the name of the speaker himself, Gamaliel. Why then 
should any one be led, by the Critics above mentioned, to doubt 
the assertion, reported by St. Luke, that, in an age when such 
impostors were plentiful, there was more than one named Theudas 
within a space of forty years? Ifthe Pharisee Josephus is to be 
believed when he writes of one Theudas, why should the Pharisee 
Gamaliel not be believed when he speaks of another ? 

Such doubts as these, however, have their use. They show, 
that there are many persons, of some reputation for critical acumen, 
who are in love with scepticism, and doubt for doubting’s sake. 
Their doubts are, therefore, of less value, and will have less 
weight with reasonable men. Thus Infidelity often overleaps 
itself, and confirms the Truth. 
— Aéyor elvat tiva éautdv] saying that he himself was some- 

body, for A€éywy civartis abtds weyas. Some MSS. add péyay (so 
also viii. 9). Very different was the language of Jgnatius (ad 
Ephes. iii.), ob Siardoooua duiv, ds bv tis. On this use of tis = 
some one (aliquis), see Winer, p. 153, and below, note on Gal. i. 7. 
— mpocexrlOn] consented to; literally, inclined to, being 

swayed by him. This reading is authorized—though not lite- 
ratim—by the best MSS., A, B, C, D, E, H, none of which have 
mpoweKoAA7On, the reading of Elz. 

87. *Iovdas 5 TadtAatos, ev rais jucpais Tis aroypapis] Judas 
is called here a Galilean, but Josephus (Ant. xviii. 1. 1) calls 
him &dpa TavAavirny. And if that had been the only passage of 
Josephus in which Judas was mentioned, St. Luke would, doubt- 
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less, have been charged with an inaccuracy here also by some 
sceptical expositors. But, fortunately, Judas is mentioned in an- 
other place by Josephus; and there he is called a Galilean 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 5.2. B. J. ii. 8. 1). 

Similarly, if Josephus had written more fully on the times 
preceding Judas, doubtless he would have mentioned another 
Theudas. See v. 36. In the present case, Gamaliel and St. Luke 
are confirmed by Josephus (Ant. xviii. l. 1; xx. 5.2. B. J. ii. 
9. 1), and St. Luke’s words “in the days of the taxing,” are 
happily explained by the fact recorded by the Jewish Historian, 
that, in the presidency of Quirinius, a.p. 6, when the Taxing, 
which had been only an &roypapy, or Enrolment of names, or 
Census, at the time of the Nativity (see on Luke ii. 2), was fol- 
lowed up by an amotiunots, or levying of imposts and rates in 
money on the persons and property registered, Judas of Galilee 
(as he is called here, and by Josephus, Ant. xviii. 1. 6, and xx. 5. 
2), or Gaulanites (of Gamala, on s.£. of the sea of Galilee), arose 
in revolt, and said that “the droriunots brought with it manifest 
slavery’ to the people of God from a heathen power; and he 
excited the people to rise in defence of their freedom and religion. 

The words of Josephus (Ant. xviii. 1. 1) are, rapjv Kuphvos eis 
Thy “Iovdalav, rpoobhkny Tis Suplas yevouernv, amoTi uno duevos 
a’tay Tas ovolas ... of 5&, Kalwep Td Kar’ dpxas ev Bea pé- 
povres Thy em tats dmoypapats axpdacw, broxaTéeBnoay .... 
kal ametiuwy xphuata. lovdas d&, TavAavirns avip... 
hmelyeto em amooracel, K.T.A. 

41. wiv ody] however. A very frequent formula in the Acts 
of the Apostles, with which the Author sums up what he has to 
say on the topic in hand, and prepares his readers for a transition 
to something else. See viii. 4; ix. 31; xi. 19; xv. 3; xvi. 5. 
— trip rod dvdéuatos] in behalf of the Name. So A, B, 

C, D, and other MSS. Elz. adds airod. A remarkable ex- 
pression. Cp. v. 28, and 3 John 7. The Name of Jesus in the 
Acts of the Apostles is what the Name of Jenovan is in the 
Old Testament. See ii. 38; iii. 6. 26; iv. 10. 13. 30. Cp. 7 
b5ds, the Way, ix. 2; xix. 9. 

42. kat’ olxov] at home, in their private oratory. See above, 
on ii. 46. 

— "Inooty roy Xpiordy] ‘Jesus the Christ ;’ i.e. they preached 
Him as such. 

Cu. VI. 1. yoyyuouds] a murmuring. An example of evil 
made an occasion of good. The Church, guided by the Holy 
Spirit, grows by danger and difficulty. See Introduction, p. 11. 
“Ecclesize proprium est, ut vincat, cim leditur.” (Hilary, de 
Trin. vii.) (wAnPuvdvrwy = multiplying.) 

A prelude of Church-History. ‘ Persecutiones primiim passa 
est Ecclesia ; deinde schismata.” (Lorin.) 
— ray ‘EAAnnioray] of the Hellenists. Not Gentiles (Gcu- 

men.), but Jews of the various dispersions mingled with the Gen- 
tiles in Asia and Egypt (see above, on ii. 9, and below, ix. 29, and 
John xii. 20), and who spoke the Greek tongue, ‘EAAnuort 
POeyyduevor (Chrys., who contrasts them with the Sa@eis 
‘EBpazor), and did not use the original Hebrew Bible, but the 
Septuagint Version of the Old Testament. See Grot. and Valck., 
and Glass., Phil S. p. 149, and particularly Ligh{foot’s excellent 
note here (ii. pp. 658—662), and Weistein (p. 490), in which 
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numerous examples are adduced of rivalries and jealousies on 
the part of the Hebrews, disparaging the Hellenistic language, 
literature, and population. (Cp. John vii. 35, also Biscoe, pp. 85 
—91.) 

On the other hand, some of the most learned Hellenistic 
Jews (e.g. Philo) did not know Hebrew. Cp. Howson, i. pp. 
47. 83. 
— obs ‘EBpalovs] the Hebrews. Jews, specially of Palestine, 

who spoke the Syro-Chaldaic tongue, and read the Scriptures in 
Hebrew, or in Chaldaic paraphrases, and who claimed to themselves 
special privileges on account of their Hebrew extraction. Cp. 
2 Cor. xi. 22, “ESpaiol ciot; xayo. Phil. iii. 5, ‘“EBpatos e€ 
‘EBpalwv. . 
— mapebewpodvto af xijpa aitayv] their Widows were being 

neglected. See below, ix. 39—41. 
On the status of the xjpa:, or Widows, in the primitive 

Church, see notes on | Tim. v. 3—16. 
2—6. rporkareoduevor of SbdeKa Td rAHO0s] the Twelve having 

called together the People. A pattern of the true principles of 
Church Polity. The Twelve convene the 7A7@os, or People, and 
propose what is to be done; the People approve the proposal 
(v.5), and elect seven persons, who are presented to the Apostles, 
and are ordained by them. Cp. Hooker, Eccl. Polity, VIII. vii. 

— of bé5exa) The Twelve Apostles therefore were still at 
Jerusalem, Cp. viii. 1. 

2. obx dpearév] It does not please. ‘‘ Non placet”’ (Rosenm.); 
the Apostles omit 7juiy in modesty; and to make the assertion 
more general. Cf. v. 5, jpecev, and xii. 3, and John viii. 29. 
— tpamré(ais] tables. Not for money-changing (as Matt. xxi. 

12, and Luke xix. 23), but public tables of the Church; for eZyov 
Gmavra Kowd (ii. 44; iv. 32), at which the widows were fed. Cp. 
the use of tpdme(a, Acts xvi. 34. 1 Cor. x. 21. The daily minis- 
tration did not consist in distributing money, but food. 

It is probable that the Holy Eucharist was administered 
at these daily repasts. See By. Pearson here, who observes that 
these tpdwe(a: were partly common and also sacred: ‘ hoc est, 
in communi convictu sacramentum Eucharistie celebrabant.’’ 

3—6. emiokelacde oiy (al. 5) or de)| Look ye out, therefore, 
brethren, men of yourselves, well reputed, seven, full of the Holy 
Ghost and wisdom, whom we may set over this exigency (xpetas). 
The Apostles do not disparage this business of relieving the poor 
widows ; it is a xpela, an urgent need. But we will cuntinue 
constantly in prayer and in the ministry of the Word—the 
special duty of Apostles, and Bishops of the Church. Up to this 
time there were two Orders of Ministers in the Church,—Apostles 
and Presbyters (see on Luke x. 1) ; now, under the direction of 
the Holy Ghost, the Apostles institute a third Order—that of 
Deacons. 

The institution of this Order arose from an occasion of a 
secular kind, though not altogether so; for the Tables were in 
some respects sacred (see on v. 2); and, as Bp. Pearson here 
observes, the office to which these seven were appointed was not 
only ceconomical, but ecclesiastical. Men full of the Holy Ghost 
and wisdom were chosen (v. 3), and they were ordained with prayer 
and laying on of hands of the Apostles (v. 6); and having been 
so chosen and ordained, they performed the sacred functions of 
baptizing and preaching the Word (Acts viii. 36. 38); but they 
are distinguished from the Apostles, in that they could not ad- 
minister Confirmation (viii. 14, 15). : 

On the necessity of the Order of Deacons, as well as of 
Bishops and Presbyters, to the due constitution of a Church, 
S. Ignatius says, ad Trallianos 3, mdvres éevtperéaOwoav tovs 
Biakdvous... al roy émlckoroy...tovs be rperButépous* 
xupls tobrwv exxdnola ob Kadetrat. 

These Seven are not here called by the name which the 
Church in the time of the Apostles, and ever since, has assigned 
to the third Order of Ministera, viz. the name of Deacons. 

But this is according to the ordinary manner of the writer of 
the Acts of the Apostles. We do not hear of the imposition of 
the word Ecclesia on the Society of believers (see above, ii. 47; 
y. 11; and see on the word xpioriavol, xi. 26). But the Society is 
formed first, and then a name (not a new word, but one already 
in use in the Greek language) is used in speaking of it. 

So it was with all the Three Orders in the-Church. First the 
thing existed ; there was no display made in giving it a name— 
but a word is used to describe the thing, already received and 
practised in the Church, A striking instance of this may be seen 
in the first mention of rpeaBirepor, xi. 30, where we find that 
they have been already installed, and were exercising authority in 
the Church, before we have ever heard of their name. 

So it is here. Seven men are appointed, and it is said, no; 
without some prophetic intimation of their future name, that 
their office is 5iaxoveiy (v. 2), Stakovety tpareCais. The manner 
of their election and ordination is carefully described ; their func- 
tions and acts are recorded. And so the matter rests for a time. 
But when we come to read the Epistles of St. Paul, we find an 
order of the Church in well-defined existence, and with functions 
fully recognized—and ¢hat Order is ¢here called, by a name then 
generally known, the Order of Deacons (Phil. i. 1. 1 Tim. iii. 
8. 12), and that Order can be traced downward from those 
Epistles through the writings of the early Fathers, e. g. Iynat. 
Eph. 2, Mag. 2, Trall. 2, where he says that ‘‘ Deacons are not 
merely ministers of food and drink, but servants of the Church of 
God ;’’ Philad. init. and 10, 11; Polyc. Phil. 5; Mart. Ignat. 3; 
Justin M. Apol. ii. p. 92; Origen in Matt. xxi., who says, “we 
learn from the Acts of the Apostles that Deacons preside over 
the Tables of the Church.’’ Cp. Basil, ii 306, ep) d:axdvev. 
Jerome, ad Evangel. Epist. 101, p. 803; Tertullian, de fuga, 
ce. 11; S. Cyprian, Ep. 65. See Bingham, Book ii. chap. xv., 
and the remarks of Hughes, Dissert. Procem. in Chrys. de Sacer- 
dot. p. Ixxi. 

No other time has ever been assigned for the appointment of 
Deacons, than the occasion which is described in this Chapter, and 
which has been regarded from ancient times as the date of their 
institution. See for example, S. Iren. i. 27, who calls Nicolas 
one of the Seven “qui primi .ad diaconium ab Apostolis or- 
dinati sunt,” and so Euseb. H. E.ii. 1. As Bp. Pearson says 
here, “amd Tod Siakoveiv dicti sunt didkovor, de quibus spe in 
Bpistolis Apostolicis legimus ; quorum officium nullibi quam in 
hoc loco (Act. vi. 1) legitur institulwm. Ut autem hi septem 
viri Apostolis adjuncti sunt in procurando ministerio quotidiano, 
ita in primitiva Ecclesia Diaconi semper Episcopis, Apostoloram 
successoribus, adjuncti sunt.” 

Accordingly the Caurcu of ENGLAND, which declares that 
“it is evident unto all men, diligently reading the Holy Scripture, 
and ancient Authors, that from the Apostles’ time there have 
been these Orders in Christ’s Church,—Bishops, Priests, and 
Deacons”’ (Preface to the Ordinal), says, in the heading of this 
Chapter in the Authorized Version, that ‘the Apostles appoint 
to the office of deaconship seven chosen men, of whom Stephen, 
a man full of faith and of the Holy Ghost, is one;’’ and in her 
office for the Ordering of Deacons she says, that ‘‘ God did inspire 
the Apostles to choose into the Order of Deacons the first martyr 
St. Stephen with others ;” and she appoints the beginning of 
this chapter of the Acts to be read as an Epistle at the Ordering 
of Deacons. Cp. Hooker, V. Ixxviii. 5, and Bp. Andrewes, 
Serm. iii. p. 66, on Acts ii. 42, and Letter to De Moulin, p. 168. 

8. éwrd] seven. Not tbat the number of Deacons was to be 
limited to seven (cf. Huseb. vi. 43), but probably as being a sacred 
number, and perhaps as indicating the completion of the Eccle- 
siastical Orders; and with reference also to the Sevenfold gifts of 
the Spirit (Isa. xi. 2). 

5. Srépavov, x.t.A.] Stephen. The names here of the Seven 
are Hellenistic, and show a deference to the desires and needs of 
the "EAAnuoral (v. 1). 

S. Ireneus (iii. 12) says that ‘Stephanus electus est ab 
Apostolis primus Diaconus,”’ and S. Aug. (Serm. 300) observes 
that St. Stephen is named first among the Deacons, as Peter is 
among the Apostles,—a significant intimation of Ais view of the 
nature of St. Peter’s Primacy. 
— lAimmov] Philip; the Evangelist, Acts xxi. 8. 

5, 6.12. 26-40. Tillemont, ii. p. 30. 226. 
The Acts of the two first-mentioned Deacons, Slephen and 

Philip, are hereafter described in this Book (chaps. vi., vii., and 
viii.) as specimens of what was done by Deacons in primitive 
times, and as an example to Deacons of all times; in the same 

Cp. viii. 
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way as the Acts of the ¢wo Apostles, Peter and Paul, are described 
in this Book as specimens of the Acts of them all, and exemplary 
to all Pastors. Cp. Dean Goulburn’s “ Acis of the Deacons.” 
— Nicddaos] Nicolas; holding the last place in the catalogue, 

and charged with heresy and licentiousness by S. Ireneus (i. 27), 
S. Hippol. (Philosophumena, p. 259), and by Tertullian, S. 
Hilary, S. Jerome, and others, and identified by them with the 
leader of the Nicolaifans. See Rev. ii. 6. 14,15. Tillemont, 
Mémoires, ii. 20 and 223. 

It has been supposed by some that the word Wicolaitan in 
the Apocalypse is only a Greek accommodation to the Hebrew 
Balaam, ova, from root 5y3, dominatus est, or y93, devoravit, and 

Dy, populus. The charges against Nicolas have been denied by 
Clem. Alex. Strom. iii. p. 436. Cp. Euseb. iii. 29. 

If they are true, then the case of the last in the list of the 
Seven Deacons may convey similar instruction to that suggested 
by the last in the list of the Twelve Apostles. See on Matt. 
x. 4. 
— mpoondvtoy] a proselyte. Hence it is clear that Proselytes 

as well as born Jews were now admitted into the Church. It is 
probable that the Author of the Acts himself was also ‘‘a Prose- 
lyte of Antioch.” See above, Introduction to his Gospel. 

On the providential dispensation traceable in the existence 
of the class of Proselytes of the Gate, as a preparatory provision 
for the extension of the Gospel, see the excellent remarks in 
Bp. Pearson’s Concio, p. 32. 

6. eré@nrav a. Tt. xetpas] ‘‘ Ordination’? (savs Ammon.) “is 
accompanied with Prayer and Laying-on of hands, and so the 
dignity of the Diaconate was given at the beginning; and this 
custom is still observed.’’ 

They were ordained with Prayer. Ordination consists in 
this. The hand of him who ordains is laid upon the head of him 
who is to be ordained; but the effect of the act is from God. 
Chrys. 

Precibus impositio manuum accedebat, more Judeorum 
(Num, xxvii. 23), ut demonstrarent deccTiucas pro quo preca- 
rentur, et cui bona apprecarentur, et quem sisterent Deo. Hine 
fluxit ille ritus, quem Greci xetpotoviay, Latini Ordinationem 
yocant. Quod enim hic fecerunt Apostoli, idem Episcopi postea, 
tum in Presbyteris, ¢um in Diaconis, ordinandis. Rosenmiiller. 

7. 5 Adyos n’tave] the Word was increasing. Remark the 
imperfect tense ; even under persecution the word was growing. 
God elicited good from evil. There had been a murmuring (v. 1), 
but it was made the occasion of fresh growth in the Church. Such 
is the History of the Church, guided by the Holy Ghost. She 
derives strength from opposition. One of the most instructive 
characteristics of the Acts of the Apostles is its frequent record of 
the Victories achieved by her over evil and from it. See Jnéro- 
duction above, pp. 7—11. 
— bxAos Tay iepéwy] a great multitude of the Priests were 

becoming obedient to the faith. The number of Priests who re- 
turned from Babylon was 4289 (Ezra ii. 36—39) ; it would pro- 
ably be greater now. (Al/ord.) 
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8. xdpitos] grace. 
9. AiBeptivwy] of Libertines. 

different Synagogues at Jerusalem. 
p- 664. 

St. Luke distinguishes the name of this Synagogue from the 
following names, which are geographical, by prefixing the words 
TIS Aeyouevns. If the word Libertini had been designed, as 
some suppose, to describe the inhabitants of a country, he would 
hardly have described them as he does. The A:Seprivat, libertini, 
were Jewish freedmen of Rome and Italy, ‘Papato: areAcvbepw- 
Oévres (Chrys.), descendants of some who had been carried away 
captive to Rome by Pompey. See Philo (legat. ad Caium, ii. p. 568), 
who mentions many Jews inhabiting the Trans-tiberine region at 
Rome; and adds that ‘Pauato: joav of mAclous dmreAcuOepwOevres. 
Tacitus (Annal. ii. 85) speaks of ‘“quattuor Millia libertini 
generis, Judaicd superstitione infecta.’’ Cp. below, xviii. 2; 
xxvili. 17. 
— Kupnvalov nal "Adrctavdpéwy] of Cyrenians and Alexan- 

drines. A fourth part of the population of Cyrene consisted of 
Jews (Joseph. Ant. xiv. 7.2; xvi. 6.1), and three of the five 
districts of Alexandria were occupied by them. Joseph. Ant. 
xiv. 7. 2; xiv. 10. 1; xix. 5.2. (Meyer.) 

Perhaps we may explain the presence of these Hellenists at 
Jerusalem at this time, by the supposition that it was now some 
great Festival,—probably the Passover, when they came up to 
Jerusalem; aud when many of the Jews would be in a more 
excited state of zeal for the Law, and against the Gospel. 

— amd Kidixlas] of Cilicia. Perhaps Saul of Tarsus in Cilicia 
(xxi. 39; xxii. 3) was among them. Cp. Wieseler, p. 63. 
— ’Actas] Asia: namely, Proconsular Asia or Lydia, and its 

neighbourhood, of which Ephesus was the pytpdzoAus. See ii. 9. 
ll. bwéBadov tvdpas] they suborned men. The incidents of 

the arraignment, trial, and death of S¢. Stephen the Deacon, and 
First Martyr of Christ, present a striking resemblance to those 
of Jesus Curist Himself, ‘‘the faithful and true Martyr” 
(Rev. i. 5; iii. 14). See below, v. 13, and on vii. 59, 60. 

12. 1d cvvédpiov] the Sanhedrim; consisting of apxtepets, 
mpcoBitepot, and ypaumarets, and usually assembled under the 
presidency of the High Priest, sat in the conclave, or chamber 
called m3 (Gazith), on the south side of the Temple. Whether 
it continued to sit there at this time is not certain. The members 
of the Council were arranged in a semicircle, the President oc- 
cupying the seat in the middle point of the curve. See the 
authorities in Winer, R. W. B. ii. p. 552. 

18, 14. 5 &vOpwros obros—Mwiojjs] This man ceaseth not 
speaking words against this holy place and the Law. A similar 
charge of blasphemy had been made against Christ, Mark xiv. 
56.58. Cp. Matt. xxvi. 61. John ii. 19. 21. 

This accusation is the clue to the interpretation of St. Ste- 
phen’s speech in the following chapter.—Elz. adds BAdopnua 
after pjuara, but it is not in A, B, C, D. 
— Moiojjs] Moses. Emphatic; and reserved as such for the 

last word in the sentence. 
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15. xpédcwrov ayyéAov] the face of an angel. O prima ovis, 
pugnans in medio luporum, sequens, non adhuc perveniens ad 
Dominum; et jam amicus est Angelorum! Quam manifesté 
familiaris Angelis erat amicus, qui in medio luporum ut Angelus 
parebat. Coepit tanquam So/e illustratus Justitia ita splendere, ut 
humanam speciem non haberet ipsis inimicis. Serm. 214, in 
Append. Aug. y. p. 2900. For Sermons on his Martyrdom, cf. 
ibid. pp. 2892—2911, and Augustine, Opera, Serm. 314—319, and 
S. Tren. iii. 12. Gregor. Nyssen. de Stephano, iii. p. 357. 
Asterius, Orat. xii. p. 288. Tillemont, Mémoires, pp. 1—4, and 
see below, notes at the end of the next chapter. 

Cu. VII.1, 2. ‘0 5 pn] Pretiminary Nore on the Seventh 
Chapter. 

The Srercu of Sr. Srernen before the Jewish Sanhedrim 
at Jerusalem may be regarded as the first Christian ‘‘ Apologia 
contra Judeos.”’ 

On this Oration it may be premised, 
First, that it cannot be understood unless it be regarded as 

the language of the Hoty Guost (see vi. 10; vii. 55), speaking 
by the mouth of St. Stephen, and replying, not only to the.words, 
but also to the ¢‘houghts of his hearers. It is full of indirect and 
allusive refutations of Error, and of similar assertions of Truth, 
concerning Jesus Christ, Who is always present to the mind of 
the speaker, though—for fear of provoking some blasphemous 
expressions from his exasperated audience, and of being checked 
in his speech by an outbreak of their rage—he never mentions 
His Name, till at length it bursts forth in his dying ejaculation, 
“« Lorp Jesus, receive my spirit”’ (v. 59). 

This speech is of inestimable value, as a divinely-inspired 
Summary of Old Testament History; and as a divinely-inspired 
Commentary upon it; and as teaching the world, on the authority 
of the Holy Ghost, how that History is to be read; especially 
with regard to Christ and Christianity. 

St. Stephen, the Hellenist and Deacon of the Christian 
Church, is arraigned before the Jewish Sanhedrim, who would 
have restrained God’s favours to particular persons (viz. them- 
selves and their own nation) and to a particular place, viz. Jeru- 
salem, They charged him with contempt of the Temple and 
Law, which were confessedly of Divine Institution; and with 
asserting that Jesus of Nazareth would destroy their Holy Place, 
and “change those customs’? which Moses, the Lawgiver dele- 
gated by God, had delivered to them (vi. 14). 

St. Luke distinctly says that these charges were false (see vi. 
13); and St. Stephen retorts them on his accusers. 

The following is a PaRApuRasE of the Speech :— 
St. Stephen shows that the presence and grace of God is not 

limited to Judea; that the ‘‘ God of glory appeared to Abraham, 
our Father ;’’ and thus St. Stephen affirms that he himself—a 
Christian, is a son of Abraham (see also vv. 11, 12)—God, he 
says, appeared to Abraham, no/ in Judea, but when a stranger 
in a heathen land, Mesopotamia. Abraham, the Father of the 
Faithful, was, in fact, a foreigner. And in ¢his land, Juda, 
which they regarded as the special abode of God, Almighty God 
appeared to Abraham Je/ore any Temple existed, or any sacrifice 
was offered at Jerusalem, and He did not give to Abraham, ‘“‘ the 
friend of God,”’ “ the father of the faithful,’’ even ‘‘ so much land 
as to set his foot on.”’ God said, also, that the promised seed would 
be foreigners in a strange land, and be in bondage there; and 
that afterwards they would come out and serve God in this place. 

All these promises, he shows, were independent of, and prior 
to, the Levilical Law. They were made before Abraham received 
the seal of circumcision; by which Infants of eight days old were 
admitted into covenant with God under the Law (v. 8). 

He then shows that the practice of particular persons, espe- 
cially of their own ancestors and of themselves, is no safe measure 
and rule of what is right in the eyes of God; and thus he tacitly 
replies to their imaginations, that because Jesus of Nazareth, 
claiming to be the Messiah, had been rejected and put to death 
by themselves, the seed of Abraham, the favoured people, the 
ministers of God’s Temple, therefore Jesus was justly condemned 
and punished. For, says St. Stephen, ‘he Patriarchs themselves, 
being filled with envy, sold Joseph their brother into Egypt! ; as 
you for envy delivered Christ to Pilate (Matt. xxvii. 18). They 
rejected Joseph as you have rejected Jesus. 

But God was with Joseph as He was with Jesus. He de- 

1 In this Paraphrase certain points of allusion are expressed which 
may be justly supposed to have been in St. Stephen’s mind, and to 
have suggested the topics of his Speech, though they are not explicitly 
developed in it. J/ they had been eapressed, he would have been 

Vor, I.—Parr If, 

livered Joseph from all his afflictions, as He delivered Jesus from 
the grave; He made Joseph ruler of Pharaoh’s house, as He has 
exalted Jesus with His own right hand to be ruler of His Church 
and of the world. And when a great dearth and famine came on 
the land, then Joseph —the despised and rejected Joseph—sold by 
his brethren the Patriarchs, in whose name you glory so much, 
Joseph—not in Judea, your favoured land—no, but in Egypt, 
heathen Egypt—he fed Jacob and the Patriarchs there. And in 
due time—not at first—he was made known to his brethren; as 
you in God’s good time and by His grace. may look on your 
brother Whom ye have pierced (Zech. xii. 10), and Who fed the 
bodies of five thousand with a word, and Who in His Word and 
Sacraments is providing for the immortal souls of all true Israel- 
ites, in what you regard as little better than a heathen Egypt, 
viz. the Christian Church, now open to you and to all nations, 
who hunger for the bread of life; and so all the world may be 
reconciled and meet together in a fraternal embrace in the true 
Joseph, Christ Jesus. 

Jacob and the Patriarchs died—not in Canaan, but in Egypt 
—and the bones of the Patriarchs were taken from Egypt and 
were buried, not in Egypt it is true, but yet not in Machpelah at 
Hebron, the royal, priestly city in Judea, where those of Abra- 
ham, Isaac, and Jacob lie. And therefore, although it be very 
fitting that those of the same family should be buried together,— 
yet do not imagine that the sanctity and blessedness of a peaceful 
death and burial are limited to a particular spot. No; the bones 
of the Patriarchs themselves were taken to a place which you now 
abhor, and to which you now give an opprobrious name (see on 
John iv. 5)—Sychem—not a Jewish city—but one which belongs 
to those with whom you will have “no dealings ” (John iv. 9) —the 
Samaritans. 

That place itself, Sychem, was originally the property of 
heathens. [t was not an inheritance of Abraham; he had no 
inheritance in Canaan, but it was purchased by him for money of 
those who were uncircumcised, (See v. 16.) 

Ta course of time Moses, our great Lawgiver, was born, and 
was exceeding fair (v. 20), as Christ is fairer than the children of 
men (Ps. xlv. 3). Moses was not born in Canaan, but in Egypt, 
and he did not scorn to be a learner in all the wisdom of that 
country (v. 22); and so was an example to you, who despise all 
foreign learning, especially the Hellenistic literature. 

The Holy Spirit, speaking by St. Stephen, now proceeds to 
answer their thoughts concerning Christ, by reference to the his- 
tory of their own divinely appointed Lawgiver Moses. In speak- 
ing of Moses he tacitly refers to Christ (cp. Acts iii. 22); and 
while we hear what he says of Moses, we may understand him as 
speaking of Christ. 

When forty years were fulfilled, Moses came to visit his 
people, as Christ after forty days was presented in the Temple, 
and is come in the fulness of time to visit you; and when Moses 
saw an Israelite in distress he delivered him, as Christ has de- 
livered those who were afflicted and oppressed by the devil (Acts 
x. 38). But the brethren of Moses understood not his mission ; 
as Christ came to His own and His own received Him not (John 
i. 11). And when Moses would have reconciled them they re- 
sented it, and said, ‘‘ Who made thee a Ruler and a Judge over 
us?’’ And so you have dealt with Christ, Who desired to unite 
all God’s children, Jews, Samaritans, and Gentiles, in one,—and 
you have said of Him, ‘‘ We will not have this man to reign over 
us.” (Luke xix. 14. John xix. 15.) 

When forty years more were passed, Moses came forth from 
the wilderness, as Christ came forth from the forty days’ fast in 
the desert, and began his ministry with a visible mission from 
God, Who sent him by the hand of the Ange/ of His presence 
(Christ Himself) in the fire of the Bush, the type of His Church, 
not always triumphant in this world, but often tried in the furnace 
of affliction, and yet never consumed. ‘Therefore do not suppose 
that because Christ allowed Himself to be afflicted by you, and 
because His Church is now persecuted by you, therefore He is 
not God. Do not imagine that Jerusalem is the only place which 
is holy in God’s sight. No; the Bush, the type of God’s Church, 
was on holy ground, though it was not in Juda, but in the 
wilderness of Mount Sina in Arabia (v. 33). The whole world 
is the field of Christ’s Church. (Matt. xiii. 38.) 

Your Fathers rejected Moses, and you have crucified Christ. 
Yet Moses was a deliverer appointed by God (v. 35). Moses was 

stopped by his hearers. But he spoke to Posterity and the World; 
and we by the light of the Gospel are able to understand his allusions 
which were not clear to them, 

Yr 



66 

“ mighty in words and deeds,” and so was Christ; Moses wrought 
wonders in Egypt and in the Red Sea, and in the wilderness. 
Christ has wrought greater wonders in delivering you from a 
worse bondage, and drowning the enemies of your souls by Baptism 
in the Red Sea of His blood; and He is ever working wonders 
during the whole pilgrimage of His Church in the wilderness of 
this world. Moses foretold, that another Prophet should arise 
from among them like unto himself, that is, in human form; like 
him in acts, and like him in being resisted by those whom he 
came to save. ‘ Him shall ye hear” (v. 37). See above, iii. 22, 
23. That Prophet Aas risen among you. In rejecting Him ye 
have despised Moses, of whom you boast. Not J, but you, have 
spoken blasphemous words and have done blasphemous deeds 
‘against Moses, and against this place and the Law.” Moses 
was with the Church in the wilderness. So Christ is ever with 
His Uhurch in her journey to the heavenly Canaan, He was 
with Moses then (v. 38. 1 Cor. x. 3-5). Your fathers resisted 
Moses, and in tempting him they tempted Christ (1 Cor. x. 9). 
Moses received the lively oracles of God’s Holy Word to give to 
you. Christ has authored that Word; He is the living Word 
of God. 

Your fathers would have returned to heathen Egypt, the ' 
land of bondage; they made a calf even in Horeb, where God 
gave the Law. God has witnessed against them by the mouth of 
His Prophet (Amos y. 25. Cp. here, vv. 42, 43). Did you offer 
sacrifices to Me? No; dud you preferred the Tabernacle of Mo- 
loch to My Tabernacle, and the Star of your God Remphan, to 
the Pillar of Fire and the Cloud. He therefore threatened to 
carry them into captivity beyond Babylon. 

God vouchsafed all these revelations to Abraham, Joseph, 
and Moses, at a time before even the Tabernacle existed. That 
Tabernacle was made from a pattern in the heavens, anterior to 
ail God’s revelations ; and God in His love and mercy vouchsafed 
to lead you into this land by Jesus the Son of Nun, the type of 
the true Jesus, the Saviour of the world. 

God vouchsafed His favour to David while as yet no Temple 
stood. The Temple of which you boast, saying, ‘‘ The Temple 
of the Lord, the Temple of the Lord’’ (Jer. vii. 4), was noé built 
by David, ‘‘ the man after God’s own heart,” but by Solomon, 
whose heart was turned away from God to worship idols. God 
was pleased to place His Name at Jerusalem, and to show His 
Glory in the Temple of Solomon; yet He declares by His pro- 
phet (Isa. lxvi. 1), that ‘‘ Heaven is His Throne: what House 
will ye build Me? hath not my hand made all these things?” 
His Temple is the Universe. 

Ye who boast of your Circumcision are uncircumcised in 
heart and ears. Ye who call yourselves the children of the Pro- 
phets, “‘ Which of the Prophets have ye not killed ?”” (Matt. xxiii. 
31.) Ye are always rebelling against the Holy Ghost, Who spake 
by them; and ye have betrayed and murdered the Just One, 
whose coming they foretold. Ye who make your boast of the 
Law, and accuse me of blaspheming it, me who acknowledge it to 
have been given by the ministry of Angels, and honour it as such, 
ye have received that Law, but have not kept it. 

As to the language in which this speech was delivered, it 
may, perhaps, have been Greek (so Meyer and others). From 
Acts xxi. 40; xxii. 2, it appears that St. Paul’s audience at Jeru- 
salem were agreeably surprised when St. Paul addressed them in 
Hebrew. They expected that he would speak in Greek: St. 
Stephen was a Hellenist, and almost all his references to the 
Old Testament are to the LXX Version. See the remarkable 
parallels quoted above in the notes on Exodus i, 22; ii. 25; iii. 22. 
St. Stephen, the Hellenistic Deacon, wished to show the Jewish 
Sanhedrim that the God of the Hebrew people was the God also 
of the Gentiles. 

On the other hand, it may be observed, that St. Stephen 
would be desirous to conciliate his auditory and to consult their 
feelings, which were not favourable to Hellenism, and to show them 
that he revered the language in which the Ancient Scriptures, 
to which he refers, were written; and that standing, as he was, 
arraigned of despising the Law of Moses, he would comply with 
their reasonable prepossessions, and become, as St. Paul after- 
wards did—of whom he was the forerunner—‘‘a Jew to the 
Jews.’ (1 Cor. ix. 20.) 

The use of the Hebrew tongue by St. Paul at Jerusalem, 

1 For instance, De Weite says (in the third edition of his Commen- 
tary on the Acts, Leipzig, 1848, p. 68), ““ Auffullend sind die vielen 
historischen Fehler, welche sich am leichtesten einem unvorbereitet 
ES) peamnden zuschreiben lassen.’ On v. 16, he says, “ hier sind zwei 
eer. 

Meyer concurs in the allegation of historical errors, but says that 
they are not surprising. ‘ Die historischen Verirrungen bei dem in 
Drange des Augenblicks extemporirten Vortrage gar nichts Aujfal- 
fendes haben.” (Meyer, p. 131, 3rd ed. 1854.) And on v, 1, “Ste- 
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in a speech beginning with the same words as St. Stephen's, i. o. 
addressed to the warépes as well as &5eAdo} (xxii. 1), renders it 
probable that St. Stephen also spoke to the Sanhedrim in Hebrew ; 
and perhaps this may have been one reason why they listened so 
long to his address. 

There is an expression at its close which seems to confirm 
this opinion, @ewpa Trois obpavods avepyuevous, v. 56, I see 
the heavens opened.”” The word oipavds in the singular occurs 
about sixty times in St. Luke’s Gospel and the Acts of the 
Apostles. But there.are scarcely two or three passages where 
ovpayol in the plural is used. The only one in the Acts is ii. 34, 
in a speech addressed by St. Peter to the men of Israel (v. 22), 
probably in Hebrew. The plural of ovpavol is the Hebrew 
pyavi; and if Stephen had spoken in Greek, he would probably 
have used the singular, or St. Luke, according to his custom, 
would have used that number, and not the plural. 

If St. Stephen spoke to the Sanhedrim in Hebrew then we 
are to suppose that the adaplation of his language to the 
Septuagint is due to St. Luke. 

Some cautionary words are requisite here, in reference to 
certain criticisms of several statements in this speech. 

Our Lord promised to His Disciples to give them the Holy 
Ghost; and accordingly, as this book informs us, He sent the 
Holy Spirit from heaven upon them, on the Day of Pentecost. 
He foretold that they would “ be brought before Councils (ouv- 
é5pia) for His Name’s sake;” and that ‘‘the Holy Ghost would 
speak by their mouth” (Matt. x. 17. Mark xiii. 11. Luke xii. 11), 
and that “‘ He would give them a mouth and wisdom, which all 
their adversaries should not be able to gainsay or resist’”’ (Luke 
xxi. 15. Acts vi. 10). And all this should be for a Witness,— 
a Martyrdom. St. Luke here adopts the words of Christ and 
applies them to St. Stephen (Acts vi. 10), who is brought before 
the Council; and he calls him ‘a man full of the Holy Ghost,” 
and says that his adversaries could not resist the wisdom with 
which he spake, and he dies the first Martyr for Christ. 

Let us consider the words of Christ’s promise in the Original, 
Mark xiii. 9, mapaddédcovow twas cis cuvédpia eveney euod 
cis paptUptoy avtois, bray BE aydywow suas, wh mpomepiuvare 
tl AaAhonte’ ... ov yap eore Huets of AaAodyTes, GAAG TH 
Tlveiua 7d dytov. Luke xxi. 15, eye Séow tuiv ordua Kal 
coplay 7 ov Suvjcovra avreimeiv ovde aYTIOTHVaL mayTES O§ 
dr ikeluevor duiv, and Luke xxi. 13, dwoBjoera duiv cis wap- 
TUployv. 

; Compare with these promises the narrative concerning 
Stephen, Acts vi. 5. 10, Srépavos mAnpns Mvevmatos aylov. 
8, Srépavos wAhpns xapitos (cp. vii. 55) . . . Kal ob« Yrxvov 
ayriotivat Th copia kal TG mvevmatt @ eAdAct. 

It is true, that our Lord did not make this promise to 
St. Stephen personally. But surely there is no violence in ap- 
plying His words to one, who is characterized, as St. Stephen 
is, by the Holy Ghost in Holy Scripture as the First Martyr 
(cp. Acts xxii. 20), and whose Martyrdom is so fully described 
by Him, and occupies so prominent a place in the history of the 
Christian Church, as the chosen specimen of all Christian Martyr- 
doms ; and it could hardly have been said by St. Luke, that Stephen 
was full of the Holy Ghost, and that they could not resist his 
words, if (as some recent criticisms allege ') there are mis-state- 
ments in St. Stephen’s speech concerning the very rudiments and 
alphabet of Jewish History, which any pupil of Gamaliel, and 
much more the learned Rabbis of the Sanhedrim, before whom 
he spoke, would have refuted and exploded, and which would 
have exposed him and his cause to derision. 

The allegations in question, when reduced to their plain 
meaning, involve the assumption, that the Holy Ghost, speaking 
by St. Stephen (who was ‘full of the Holy Spirit’), forgot what 
He Himself had written in the Book of Genesis; and that His 
memory is to be refreshed by biblical commentators of the nine- 
teenth century ! 

This kind of Criticism is animated by a spirit very alien from 
that Christian temper of reverential modesty, gentleness, and 
humility, which are primary requisites for the discovery and 
reception of truth. Mysteries are revealed to the meek (Ecclus. 
iii. 19). Them that are meek shall He guide in judgment; and 
such as are gentle, them shall He learn His way (Ps. xxv. 8). 
But such a spirit of Criticism seems willing to accept any suppo- 

phen hat trrthumlich u.s.w.” And on v. 16, he says, “‘ Mithin hat 
Steph. eine Verwechselung begangen.” 

No wonder, that other Expositors, proceeding on the same suppo- 
sition, should advance a step further, and deny the genuineness and 
authenticity of the speech,—as has been done by Baur and Zeller. 
It is to be deplored, that similar allegations have found their way into 
some English Expositions of this Speech. It is therefore more neces- 
sary to examine them. 
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sition, however fanciful, except that of its own fallibility! It is 
ready to allege that St. Luke is in error in saying that St. Stephen 
was full of the Holy Ghost. It is ready to affirm that St. Stephen 
was forgetful of the elements of Jewish History. It is ready to 
concede, in short, any thing and every thing, except that itself 
can err; or that there are some things which the Evangelists and 
First Martyrs knew better than itself. 

No wonder that it is given over by God to a reprobate mind. 
No wonder that it falls into strange errors, and what is worse, 
misleads others into fatal delusions; and yet professes to guide 
them into the truth. It pretends to explain Scripture, and 
yet would shake our belief in its Inspiration, and sap the founda- 
tions of the Faith. 

We do not indeed say, that there is nothing hard to be un- 
derstood in this Speech of St. Stephen—or rather in this Speech 
of the Holy Ghost speaking by him. But we may confidently 
affirm, that the greatest difficullies here are those which are 
not in St. Stephen’s Speech, but have been created by mis- 
statements of some who have criticized it. These imaginary 
difficulties arise from a lack of appreciation and intelligence of 
the scope of the Speech itself, and of the design of the speaker. 
And as will be shown presently (see for instance on v. 16) 
the difficulties themselves, which some see, who have not duly 
considered that scope and design, will, when more closely ex- 
amined, be seen to be fraught with divine power and beauty. Un- 
doubtedly, after all, some difficulties there will be ever in God’s 
Holy Word— not from itself, but on account of our ignorance in 
reading what is written. The Written Word—like the Incarnate 
Word—is “set for the fall and uprising of many in IJsrael’”’ 
(Luke ii. 34). These difficulties of Scripture are appointed to be 
exercises of our faith, trials of our meekness, stimulants of our 
hope, and the discipline of our wisdom ; and if we treat them as 
we ought to do, then the time will come when they will all be 
cleared away from our sight, and we shall see the Truth as it is, 
and know even as we are known. 

Having said thus much on the general tenour of the Speech, 
we may now address ourselves to a consideration in detail of the 
Objections that have been raised against certain statements in it. 

It will be most convenient to place these Objections together, 
and to consider them seriadim, in the order of the Speech. 

OssecrTIOoNs. 

3. elre mpbs aitdv] and He (God) said unto him, Get thee out 
of thy country. 

Objection.—Nothing is said in Gen. xi. 31, of any call that 
Abraham received in Mesopotamia, before he dwelt in Haran. 

Reply.—But it is said, Gen. xv. 7, ‘‘Iam the Lord that 
brought thee out of Ur of the Chaldees to give thee this land ;” 
and cp. Joshua xxiv. 3, ‘I took your father Abraham from the 
other side of the flood; Neh. ix. 7, “‘Thou art the Lord the 
God who didst choose Abraham, and broughtest him forth out of 
Ur of the Chaldees.”’ 

Itis therefore acknowledged by the Rabbis that there were 
two calls of Abraham. 

(1) from his country and kindred (Ur) ; 
(2) from his father’s house (in Haran). 
See Philo de Abrahamo, t. ii. p. 11. 16, ed. Mang. Gua 7G 

keAcvobjvat wetavloratro—7d wiv mpatov amd THs Xaddalwv 
is eddaluovos xdpas—eis Thy Xappalwy ynv' €weita ov pakpay 
torepov, kal amd tatrys «cis erepov térov. P. 12, 8, drws 5 ody 
BeBadéon Thy paveioay bw ev diavola rayidrepor, pnoly abte 5 
lepds Abyos —peravdorni—Fid toto Thy mparny Groixlay amd 
THs Xadbalwy yijs eis Thy Xappalwy A€yerat woretoOa. Joseph. 
Ant. i. 7- 1,”ABpauos kataAcire Thy XaAdalav, EBdoufKovta kal 
mévre ern yeyovws, Tod Ocod Kercdoavtos. Cp. Clem. Rom. 
i. 10. On the calls of Abraham see notes above on Gen. xii. 1. 

S. Chrys. aud Gicumenius have suggested as probable, that 
Terah was induced to emigrate from Ur by the vision in which 
God appeared to Abraham his son; and that his obedience to 
the exhortation of his son, is contrasted with the disobedience of 
the Jews to God their Father. (See Lightfoot, i. 780; ii. 665; 
and Weistein here, p. 494, and cp. Schoeltgen, p. 433, and 
Whitby, p. 442.) 

4. werd 7d Grobavely Thy matépa abtod] when his father was 
dead. 

Oljection.—This is inconsistent with the history in Genesis. 
Terah begat Abraham when he was seventy years old (Gen. xi. 
26). Abraham came from Haran into Canaan when he was 
seventy-five years old (Gen. xii. 4). 

If then Abraham left Haran affer Terah’s death (as St. 
Stephen here says), then Terah could not have lived more than 
70 + 75 years = 145 years. But in Gen. xi. 32, it is said that 
the days of Terah were 205 years. 

Therefore (it is alleged) either St. Stephen or St. Luke is 
mistaken here. 

Reply.—It is not saidin Gen. xi, 26, that Terah was not 
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more than seventy years old when he begat Abraham. But it is 
said that he lived seventy years and begat Abram, Nahor, and 
Haran. 

According to the objection above specified, Terah had three 
sons in one year. But it may be said, Abraham is mentioned 
Jirst, and was therefore his first-born, and was born soon after his 
father attained his seventieth year. But this is inaccurate. Abra- 
ham is mentioned first, not because he was the first-born, but 
because he was the Father of the Chosen Seed; cp. Gen. v. 32, 
where Shem is mentioned first for a similar reason. I[t is acknow- 
ledged by several of the Rabbis, that Abraham was Terah’s 
youngest son. See Theodoret ap. Lorinum. Lightfoot, ii. 666. 
Bp. Kidder on the Messiah, ii. 225. Cp. Lord A. Hervey on 
the Genealogies, pp. 83. 200. 

It is observable, that Isaac, Abraham’s son, married Rebecca, 
the granddaughter of Abraham’s brother Nahor by the youngest 
of his eight sons, Bethuel (Gen. xxii. 22). And such a marriage 
would seem to intimate that Abraham was a younger brother of 
Nahor. 

Isaac was born late, it is true, when his father was a hundred 
years old (Gen. xxi. 5), but this was only thirty years more than 
Terah was, when his eldest son was born. If, as many of the ear- 
liest Rabbinical and Christian Expositors suppose, Sarah was the 
same as Ischah (Gen. xi. 29), then, since Abraham was only ten 
years older than Sarah (Gen. xvii. 17), it would seem that Abra- 
ham was born many years after Haran. 

On the whole, nothing has been adduced to show that Abra- 
ham was more than seventy-five years old at the time when Terah 
died, being 205 years of age, and that Abraham did not abide in 
Haran till the time of his father’s death ; which indeed, on many 
accounts, it is very likely that he would do, as otherwise it might 
be said that Canaan was given by promise to Abraham’s father, 
rather than to Abraham, and that he inherited it from his earthly 
father, and not directly from God. 

St. Stephen is therefore careful to distinguish Abraham’s 
acts from those of his father; hence his mention of his father’s 
death. Abraham stands independently and alone, as the father 
of the faithful. It is for this reason that Ais call from Ur of the 
Chaldees is specified by St. Stephen (see above on v. 3), and not 
Terah's. 

6. érn tetpaxdcota] four hundred years. 
Objection.—The Israelites were not in Egypt more than 215 

years. Cp. Gal. iii. 17. Exod. xii. 40 ; see the note there. 
Reply.—It is not said by St. Stephen that they sojourned in 

Egypt 400 years, any more than itis in Gen, xv. 13. 16, that 
they would be in Egypt 400 years. But St. Stephen says that 
they were strangers for that time. 

St. Stephen’s argument is, that God’s favour is not confined 
to a particular place or nation. And it was enough for him to 
show that Abraham and the chosen seed were sojourners,—with- 
out pausing to specify the several places in succession where they 
sojourned. For a considerable time the Land of Promise itself 
was to them a strange country. See Heb. xi. 9. 

The chronology is as follows :— 

Abraham in Haran. . . - « « « « 5 years 
—inCanaan . eo 

From the birth of Ishmael to ‘that of Isaac . 4 

30 
From birth of Isaac to birth of Jacob . 60 years 
From birth of Jacob to birth of ot eal fe Bey 
To Joseph’s death . . . eee 
Tor birth, Of NEOseR we wes os eee Jae Oy 
To the.Exodus . « . » « + « « « 80 

400 

7. Aatpedooval por ev rG Témy ToUTw] they shall worship Me 
in this place, i. e. in Horeb,—not in Canaan. 

Objection.—These words are not found with the previous 
ones in Gen. xv. 13, 14. 

Reply.—No: but they are found in substance in Exod. iii. 
12. 18; vii. 16, with which St. Stephen rightly supposes his 
hearers to be conversant. 

Nothing was more common among the Hebrews than the 
combination of two prophecies of Holy Scripture, especially in 
rapid addresses by word of mouth. Our Lord Himself authorized 
the practice. See notes above on Luke iv. 17, and on Matt. ii. 23. 

St. Stephen’s statement is, that God had said, that the 
Israelites would be sojourners and bondsmen in a strange land, 
and that He would punish the Nation which oppressed them 
(Gen. xy. 13, 14), and that afterwards they should worship Him 
év témp toirw, where the second prophecy was delivered ; i. e. 
not in the promised land, but in the wilderness of Sinai. And 
St. Stephen’s argument is, that therefore the Jews are not to 
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imagine that God can be worshipped only in Judea and at Jeru- 
salem. God Himself had appointed, that He should be wor- 
shipped by their forefathers in the wilderness of Arabia, at Mount 
Sinai, before any worship was offered to Him in the City of Jeru- 
salem, on Mount Sion. 

9. aré5ovro cis Atyumrov] they sold him inlo Egypt. 
Objection.—Joseph’s brethren sold him to the Midianites 

(Gen. xxxvii. 28), but they did noé sell him into Egypt. 
Reply.—This is a common use of the middle voice. Judas 

is said to have purchased a field, because he gave occasion to its 
purchase (Acts i. 18). They sold him to persons who, as they 
saw, were going into Egypt (Gen. xxxvii. 25). And therefore 
Joseph himself says, that they sold him into Egypt (Gen. xly. 4). 
Let not St. Stephen be censured for adopting Joseph’s words in 
relating Joseph’s history. 

St. Stephen, in speaking of Joseph, has his thoughts fixed 
upon Christ (see PARAPHRASE above, p-65). And he intends 
here to say, that as Joseph’s brethren were guilty of selling their 
brother into Egypt, because they sold him to some who carried 
him there, so the Jews themselves were guil/y of crucifying 
Christ, because they delivered Him up to Pilate to be crucified. 
Cp. St. Peter’s words, Acts ii. 23. 36; iv. 10; v. 30. 

14. Wuyxais EBdouhnovta wévte] threescore and fifteen souls. 
Objection.—This is inconsistent with Gen. xlvi. 27. Exod. 

i. 5. Deut. x. 22, where it is said that the souls which went down 
with Jacob to Egypt were seventy. 

Reply.—lIt is said by some that St. Stephen follows the LXX, 
in saying that seventy-five came down with Jacob. But this is 
doubtful. In Gen. xlvi. 27, the Alexandrine MS. of the LXX 
has not the words peta "Ian. And it is said by the LXX in 
Exod. i. 5, that all the souls from Jacob (i. e. including those of 
Joseph) were seventy-five ; and it is also said in the LXX (Deut. 
x. 22), that they who came into Egypt were seventy. 

The true answer seems to be ;— 
St. Stephen (as his argument led him to do) is reckoning 

up all the family of Jacob, inclusive of his own children and 
their children, and not only those who came down with Jacob 
into Egypt. 

The Hebrew Original does noé say that the souls which went 
down with Jacob were seventy, but 

1. That all the souls that came with Jacob into Egypt, 
which came out of his loins, were sixty-sia (Gen. xlvi. 26). 

It says also, 
2. That all the souls of the house of Jacob which came into 

Egypt were sevenly (Gen. xlvi. 27). 
In the former of these two statements the following are not 

enumerated— 
Jacob himself, 
Joseph, and Joseph’s two sons, viz. 
Manasssh, 
Ephraim ; which being added, make up seventy; the number 

specified in the latter statement. 
But St. Stephen says that Joseph sent for his father Jacob, 

and all his own kindred, cvyyeverav abrod, not éxydvous "lakaéB: 
év Wuxais EBdounKovta, i. e. so as to make up, or which in course 
of time made up, a number of seventy-five souls. 

This use of €v with a dative for the Hebrew 2 (see Winer, 

Gr. Gr. p. 349), and equivalent to eis with an accusative, is very 
common. See Glass. Phil. p. 485. 

The number seventy-five, which St. Stephen specifies, con- 
sists of the seventy mentioned Gen. xlvi. 27, together with the 
issue of the sons of Joseph’s own sons, Ephraim and Manasseh, 

Machir (son of Manasseh), 
Galaad (son of Machir), 

et (sons of Ephraim), 

Edom (son of Sutalaim}, as stated in the LXX of Gen. xlvi. 
Cp. Numb. xxvi. 28—37. 1 Chron. vii. 14—20. 
And thus the number 75 or sareescore and fifteen is made 

up. 
? The addition of these jive was not accidentat. Indeed the 

reader may be sure, that in this and all the other seeming varia- 
tions between this speech and the Hebrew Original, there is no 
inconsistency, but agreement, and something more, viz. there is 
the groundwork of an addifional argument in the pleading of the 
Speaker. The addition in question was very relevant to St. 
Stephen’s cause; for thus he affirmed, that those born of Jacob’s 
line in Egypt, the strange land and house of bondage, were equally 
children of the promise with those born in Canaan, the pro- 
mised land; according to what Jacob himself says of the Sons 
of Joseph born in Eyypt, ‘‘as Reuben and Simeon, they (i.e. 
Ephraim and Manasseh) shall be mine” (Gen. xlviii. 5). 

‘{‘hus,—in opposition to the prejudices of his hearefts who 
would have restrained fo themselves God’s promises,—St. Stephen 
declares the antecedent probability of the extension of God's pro- 
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mises to all nations of the earth ; which was in fact intimated in 
the preference given by Jacob to the younger son, Ephraim, 
before the e/der, Manasseh (Gen. xlviii. 17—20). 

16. wetereOnoay cis Svxeu, Kal ereOnoay ev TH pvhuaTi & 
ayjcaro ’ABpaau Tins apyuplov mapa tay vidy "Euuwp Tov 
Suxéu] they were carried over into Sychem and were laid in the 
Sepulchre that Abraham bought for a sum of money of the sons 
of Emmor (Hamor) the (son—noé father) of Sychem. 

Objection.—This assertion of St. Stephen (it is said) is 
wholly inconsistent with the history in the Book of Genesis. For, 

1. Jacob was not buried in Sychem, but in Machpelah, 
before Mamre at Hebron, inthe region which afterwards belonged 
to Judea; about 20 miles South of Jerusalem, and where Adra- 
ham and Sarah, Rebecca and Isaac were buried ; see Gen. xlvii. 
30; xlix. 29; 1. 13. 

Reply.—It is not said by St. Stephen that Jacob was buried 
at Sychem—but that the Patriarchs were. 

Joseph was buried in Shechem, or Sychem (see Joshua 
xxiv. 32), near Mount Gerizim (see John iy. 5. 20, 21), in 
Samaria. And at this day there is at Sichem a tradition to this 
effect, “in which, by a singular coincidence, Jews and Sama- 
rians, Christians and Mohammedans agree.” Robinson, Pales- 
tine iii. 109. 

The other Patriarchs were buried there also. See S. Je- 
rome, Ep. 86, who says, concerning Paula, ‘‘ Venit Sichem, que 
nunc Neapolis appellatur, atque inde divertens vidit duodecim 
Patriarcharum sepulchra.”’ And in his treatise De optimo 
genere interpretandi: ‘* Duodecim Patriarche non sunt sepulti in 
Arbes (Hebron), sed in Sychem.” Cp. Syncellus, p. 150, and 
Bede in loc. p. 34, and Whitby here, pp. 443—4. See also the 
authorities from the Jewish Commentators quoted by Ligh(foot 
here (vol. ii. p. 668), and Wetstein, p. 496, and Robinson, Pales- 
tine iii. 119. 

It is not affirmed by St. Stephen, that Jacod was buried at 
Sichem. He knew that well. But to mention the place of 
Jacob’s burial, would have been wholly irrelevant to his argument. 
He knew that Jacob’s bones were carried to Machpelah, or He- 
bron, where Abraham’s were; and ¢hat was a royal and priestly 
city of Judea, the seat of David’s kingdom. And it might per- 
haps have been retorted on St. Stephen, that the fact of the trans- 
fer of Jacob’s bones to that place, showed that there was a special 
sanctity restricted to the region of Judzea, which was so preferred. 
He therefore says nothing of Jacob’s bones; but proceeds to 
speak of those of the Patriarchs, which, he says, were conveyed 
to Sichem. 

To Sichem! here is the strength of St. Stephen’s assertion. 
And Sichem is therefore repeated by him, and stands the /ast 
word in the sentence, to leave as it were a Kevtpov ev Tois axpow- 
BEvols. 

And why? Because, from jealousy of Sichem, in Samaria, 
some of the Jews had falsely affirmed that the Patriarchs were 
not buried ¢here, but at Hebron (cp. Joseph. B. J. iv. 9.7), and 
Stephen would refute this falsehood, even though he would thus 
be vindicating the honour of the Samarifans against the Jews. 
And even because Sichem was not in Judwa, the favoured land, 
nor was it in the hands of Jews, but of Samaritans their enemies, 
with whom they would have ‘‘no dealings,” and whom they re- 
viled as heretics, and unbelievers, and Cuthite dogs; and was a 
place whose inhabitants they despised and hated (Ecclus. 1. 26), 
and which they called by an opprobrious name, Svxap. (See on 
John iv. 5.) 

This was worth saying; in order to show (according to his 
great argument) that holiness and blessedness are not limited, in 
death and burial, any more than in life, to any particular spot. 
Nay, more: Almighty God manifested Himself first to our father 
Abraham in Mesopotamia (v. 2), a heathen land; and his first 
appearance to Abraham in Canaan was not at Hebron, but at 
Sichem, now in the hands of Samari/ans. And there, at Sichem, 
the bones of Joseph and the Patriarchs lie. They were even 
brought from a long distance, and laid there as in a chosen spot. 
Sichem was preferred to Hebron, Samaria to Judea! How in- 
structive was this! And be it observed, that in the very next 
chapter to this, where the Jews stone St. Stephen at Jerusalem, 
the word of God takes root in Samaria (Acts viii. 5,6). The 
Jews rush “with one accord” (éuo@uyaddv) and stone Stephen 
the Deacon (vii. 57). The Samaritans with one accord (duou- 
paddy) receive Philip the Deacon (viii. 6), and are baptized into 
Christ. 

Objection 2. The place at Sychem where the Patriarchs 
were buried was not purchased by Abraham, but by Jacob, who 
bought it of the Sons of Hamor (Emmor), the Father of She- 
chem, for a hundred pieces of silver (Gen. xxxiii. 19. Joshua 
xxiv. 32). 

It is alleged that St. Stephen (“ from forgetfulness or inat- 
tention”) has confounded //is purchase of the plot of ground at 
Sychem by Jacob with that which Abraham made of the burial- 
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place of Machpelah from Ephron the Hittite (Gen. xxiii. 16; 
xlix, 29). 

Reply.—It has never been shown, nor ever can be, that 
Abraham did not purchase a plot of ground at Sichem, where 
Joseph and the Patriarchs were buried. 

Indeed (independently of St. Stephen’s assertion) it is highly 
probable that he did ; 

For (1) Sichem was the first place in Canaan where Almighty 
God vouchsafed His presence to Abraham. (Gen. xii. 6, 7.) 

- It was thence called by the name Moreh (712), or Vision, 
and there Abralam Jduilt an altar to the Lord. Cp. Lightfoot, 
ii. p. G69. ; 

He built an altar there. He must therefore have had some 
land there. Abraham was not the man to occupy land which 
belonged to others. And this is intimated by the words, ‘the 
Canaanite was then in the land” (Gen. xii. 6; xiii. 7); and he 
would not take from others, even “from a thread to a shoe- 
latchet ’’ (Gen. xiv. 23). And he had no land of his own there, 
not so much as to set his foot on (Acts vii. 5). Therefore it is 
probable that Abraham purchased the site, on which he erected 
an altar, and where God first appeared to him. Cp. Light/vot’s 
judicious remarks here, ii. p. 670,and see notes above on Gen. xii. 6. 

(2) The importance of this place (i. e. Sichem or Shechem) 
is further testified by the fact, that it was ¢he first in Canaan to 
which Jacod repaired on his return from Padan-Aram. It is 
not indeed said that God appeared to Aim there. But he called it 
El-Elohe-Israel; and Jacob purchased a site there for the altar 
which he built (Gen. xxxiii. 18 —20). 

If, now, Jacob bought the place at Sichem where he built 
his altar, it is yet more probable that Abraham secured by pur- 

chase the place at Sichem where he built his altar, and where God 
first appeared to him in the land of Canaan. 

(3) The sanctity of this place is still further attested by 

what is recorded in Gen. xxxv. 4, and particularly in Joshua xxiv. 

1. 25—27. Hence Abimelech the usurper was so eager to gain 

possession of Sichem. See Judges viii. and ix. Sichem was in 

fact the national Sanctuary of Israel. And why? Probably from 

its connexion with Jacob and with Adraham ; as the place which 

he, on his first entrance into the land of Canaan, had dedicated to 

God, Who had first manifested Himself to him there. 

(4) The paternal portion or allotment of Joseph was at 

Sichem (John iy. 5, 6). Jacob, it is true, acquired land at 

Sichem by purchase; but something more than the site so pur- 

chased was conveyed by him in his blessing to Joseph (Gen. 

xlviii. 22). He gave him the plot he purchased at Sichem for 

100 pieces of silver (the cave and field at Machpelah cost Abraham 

400, Gen. xxiii. 15), and he also gave him the plot there which he 

had taken out of the hands of the Amorite with his sword and 

with his Jow, i.e. by force. See Josh. xxiv. 12, and Gen. 

xviii. 22, compared with Gen. xxxiii. 19. Josh. xxiv. 32. John 

iv. 5. 
Jacob was a man of peace. What he tells us he took out of 

the hand of others by his sword and by his bow, we may be sure 

was not violently usurped by bim, but justly recovered. And it 

may be, that the spot to which he refers was that which had been 

purchased originally by Abraham, and on which fe had built an 

altar; and if that had been occupied by others (i. e. the Amorite), 

what more likely than that Jacob, from a feeling of piety and 

zeal, should feel it his duty to restore it, and secure it for ever 

to his posterity, as Isaac re-opened the wells which Abraham 
had digged, and the Philistines had stopped? (Gen. xxvi. 16. 
18, 19.) See the notes above on Gen. xii. 6; xlvili. 22. 

(5) This supposition that Sichem was originally acquired and 

dedicated by the Father of the Faithful, Abrabam, and afterwards 

recovered by Jacob, suggests the reason why not only Joseph 

(whose inheritance it was), but why the other Patriarchs also were 
buried at Sichem rather than at Machpelah. 

It was not perhaps without reference to these and other in- 
teresting circumstances in the early history of Sichem, that Jesus 
Curis, God manifest in the flesh, chose Sychar or Sichem for a 
special Revelation of Himself as the Messiah (see note on John iv. 
5; cp. iy. 26), and discoursed there to the woman of Samaria con- 
cerning the future extension of God’s Worship (0 every place in the 
world (John iv.-21): cp. Dr. Lee on Inspiration, Appendix H. 

Objection 3. Lastly, it is objected 
That St. Stephen says, Adraham purchased the land at 

Sichem of the children of Zmmor the son of Sichem ; 
And this, it is said, is a proof that he confounded a purchase 

supposed to be made by Abraham, with that made by Jacob of 
the sons of Hamor, the father of Shechem (Gen. xxxiii. 19. Josh. 
xxiv. 32). 

Reply.—St. Stephen is speaking of an Emmor, or Hamor, 
who was a different person from the Emmor or Hamor with whom 
Jacob dealt. Jacob dealt with the sons of a Hamor who was 
father of Shechem (Gen. xxxiii, 19. Josh. xxiv. 32). But St. 
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Stephen says that AJraham bought the field from the sons of 
Hamor, the son of Shechem. Or, read with A, E, rod ev 
Sux}u; or, with Sinaitic MS. and B, C, év &. 

Hamor was the name of the Prince of the Shechemites 
(Gen. xxxiy. 2). And it is no more surprising that there should 
be two princes of Shechem called Hamor, than that there should 
be many Candaces in succession in Meroe, and many Pharaohs in 
Egypt, and many Ceesars at Rome. 

Hamor seems to have been the hereditary title of the king 
of the country. See Judges ix. 28, where the mame occurs 500 
years after Jacob’s time. 

43. éréxewa BaBvaavos] beyond Babylon. 
Objection.—This is inconsistent with Amos v. 27, who has 

Aapackod, Damascus. 
Reply.—In order to enforce his argument, St. Stephen adds 

to the prophecy of Amos some other declarations of the same 
Spirit Who inspired Amos, and Who had pronounced by them 
that the Israelites would be carried for their sins still further 
than Damascus (Jer. xx. 4. 2 Chron. xxxvi. 20), even to Babylon 
and beyond it. There was something significant in the fact here 
mentioned, that God would carry them away for their sins from 
Canaan to beyond Babylon; i.e. that for their unbelief He 
would invert in their case the course He had followed with 
Abraham their father for his faith. God brought him from 
Chaldzea to Canaan, He would carry them from Canaan to beyond 
Chaldea. And observe, St. Stephen uses the same word here 
(ueroucl(w) as he had done in v. 4, when speaking of Abraham. 

There must have been a sharp sting in this word BaBvA@vos 
reserved for the end of the sentence, where they perhaps only 
extend to hear Aauackod. See above on Amos v. 27. 

On this practice, so reasonable in itself, of blending several 
prophecies into one, and also condensing their substance (which 
is imputed in St. Stephen’s case to inaccuracy and forgetfulness !), 
see the excellent observations of Surenhusius, pp. 43. 45. 313, 
and the numerous examples cited by him of this practice. Cp. 
Acts iii. 22. 25, and see note above on Matt. ii. 23, Luke iv. 17, 
and above on vii. 3, below on Acts xiii. 22. 

On the whole, on reviewing the Odjeclions above recited, 
we may affirm, that there is nothing in them which can invalidate 
the claims of St. Stephen to Inspiration; or those of St. Luke, 
who has preserved his speech, and asserts that St. Stephen ‘ was 
full of the Holy Ghost,’’ and that they “ could not resist the 
wisdom with which he spake.’’ 

There is nothing in St. Stephen’s statements to countenance 
the assertion of some recent Criticism, that he confounded Abra- 
ham with Jacob, and Sichem with Hebron, and one purchase with 
another. There is nothing there to give any encouragement to 
its vain-glorious notion, that it can penetrate with a keener glance 
into the records of early Jewish History, than he ‘‘who was 
full of the Holy Ghost,’’ and whose eye, being enlightened by 
Him, pierced through the clouds, and saw “the heavens opened, 
and Jesus standing at the right hand of God.” On the other 
hand, we are constrained to ask,—Can there be any reasonable 

expectation of “ progress, or further illumination” in Biblical 
Criticism, or of any other results but of degeneracy, degradation, 
disbelief, and demoralization, from such allegations as these of a 

shallow and superficial sciolism, putting them forth with arrogant 

presumption, as if they were proved ; and as even furnishing data 

to be accepted and arranged by a calm Inductive Philosophy as 
valuable acquisitions of Theological Science ? 

But they who read Holy Scripture with right dispositions 
will derive spiritual comfort and intellectual delight from those 
portions of Holy Writ which, like St. Stephen’s speech, may ap- 

pear at first sight to be beset with difficulties, and haye been 

most frequently made occasions of sceptical cavils. They will 

feel persuaded that there are some good reasons for statements in 

Scripture, which at first may seem perplexing. They will be sure 

that valuable truths—like precious pearls in rough and hard 

shells—lurk concealed there. They will endeavour by God’s 

grace, with devout prayer, and with earnest labour, to extract 

them. And their labour will often be rewarded. As in the 

instances above noticed in St. Stephen’s speech, they will see 

gleams of divine light where they once saw obscurity. Objec- 

tions against Scripture will resolve themselves into Arguments 

for it. Difficulties will be changed into Evidences. And from 

this process of critical transformation they will derive a persuasion, 

that when the mists of human infirmity, which hang over us in 
this world, are dispersed, and our eyes are illumined by the same 
Spirit Who shed His bright beams of light on St. Stephen, ad/ 

the other difficulties of Scripture will disappear; we shall acquire 

new faculties of spiritual vision, and where before we saw mists 

and clouds, we shall see the heavens opened, and the glory of 
Jesus Christ standing at the right hand of God. 
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2. cbs rijs 5dEns] the God of glory. The fountain of glory. The accusative is more expressive here, as indicating that 
(Chrys.) On this Hebraism (Ps. xxviii. 3), see on Matt. xxii. 11, 
and cp. Eph. i. 17. Col. i. 11. Heb. ix. 5. Phil. iii. 21. 

— Xappdv] Haran; Kappa, Carre. (Lucan i. 104.) 
8.] On the supposed discrepancy in this verse, see above under 

“« Objections,”’ p. 67. 
4.] On this verse, see above under “ Odjections,” p. 67. 
— petdxicev] God removed him. Cp. Valck. here, p. 417, 

on the difference between xaroixloa and katoixjoa, and the 
present Editor’s note on Theocritus, p. 242. 

5. Bijua wodds] Deut. ii. 5} LXX. 
6.] See above, “ Odjections,” p. 67, and on Gen. xv. 13—16. 
7.) See above, under “ Odjections,”’ p. 67. 
8. matpidpxas] Patriarchs; the heads of the twelve zarpial, 

or tribes. 
9.] See above, under “ Odjections,”’ p. 68. 

For an excellent summary of certain points in which Joseph 
was typical of Christ, cp. By. Pearson on the Creed, Art. vi. 
p- 414, and Mather on the Types, p. 86, ed. 1705, and see the 
notes above throughout the history of Joseph, Gen. xxxvii. and 
following chapters. 

12. citia] So A, B,C, D, E. Elz. cira. 
— cis Atyurrov] So A, B, D, E. Elz. & Aiyirrw. Cp. 

viii. 49, edpéOn eis “ACwrov. 

provisions were stored up, and, as it were, brought together indo 
Egypt ; as distinct from other countries. 

14.] See above, under ‘ Odjections,”’ p. 68. 
16.] See above, under ‘ Odjections,’’ p. 68. 

17. apodrdsynoev] So A, B, C.—Elz. doce, 

19. exdkwoe—rod roiciv] On the construction, see above, iii. 12; 
xv. 20. Luke ii. 21. Winer, § 44, p. 292. It seems to be de- 
rived from the Hebrew use of 5 with the Infinitive. 

20. acretos TG OcG] fair to God, i.e. in God’s sight. The 
LXX apply the word doreios to Moses (Exod. ii. 2), for the 
Hebr. 119, goodly, fair. Comp. Heb. xi. 23. xaples. (Hesych.) 
The addition of r@ ©cG is a Hebraism, denoting what is really 
and eminently such. Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. cap. xvi., and Valck. 
here, p. 425. See Jonah iii. 3, méAts weydAn TG OcG. Ruth iii. 
10. Moses was goodly, not only in men’s sight, who look only 
on the countenance, but in the eyes of God, Who reads the heart. 
See above, on Luke i. 6; below, 2 Cor. ix. 4, duwara 7G Ocg, 
and Weds. here, and Winer, § 36, p. 221. 

21, 22. exreOevta airdy—airéy] So A, B, C, D. Elz. has 
éxredevtTos avTov. 

On the repetition of the pronoun a’rdy, see Matt. viii. 1; 
xxvi. 71. Mark ix. 28. 
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22. ev xdon copia Aiyunrlwy] in all the wisdom of the Egyp- 
tians. Egypt was celebrated in the ancient world as the mother 
of arts and sciences, and as the teacher of the wisest among the 

Christ. See above, i. 3. 
24, exdiknow] See Luke xviii. 3. 7, 8. 
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u Luke 24. 19, 

v Exod. 2.11, &c, 

w Exod. 2. 13, 

x Exod. 3. 2, &e 

y Matt. 22. 32. 
Heb. 11. 16. 

z Exod. 7. & 
& 9. & 10. & 
& 14. & 16.1, 

8. 
ll, 

a Deut. 18. 15, 18 
ch. 3, 22. 

b Matt. 17. 5. 
e Exod. 19. 3, 20, 
Isa. 63. 9. 
Heb. 2. 2. 
Gal. 3, 19. 

and vv. 36. 42), is surely not without some meaning in reference to 

Greeks (see Homer, Odyss. iv. 229. Herod. ii. 160); and was 
therefore visited by Pythagoras and Plato. Valer. Maz. viii. 7. 
Ammian. Marcellin. xxii. 6. Macrob. Somn. Scip.i. 21; Sa- 
turnal. i. 14. PAilo, Vit. Mosis, i. p. 84. ( Welstein.) 

Here is an argument for the consecration of heathen Lite- 
rature to the service of Christianity. See the eloquent passage of 
Origen, Epist. ad Greg. Thaumaturg. S. Jerome, ad Magnum, 
Epist. 84, and ad Damas. 146, and Augustin. de doctr. Christ. 
(ii. 40), and c. Faust. (xxii. 91), who argues for this consecration 
from the example of the ancient people of God applying the gold 
of Egypt to the beautifying of the Tabernacle, and cites the 
examples of Christian Fathers. ‘ Nonne aspicimus quanto auro 
et argento et veste suffarcinatus exierit de Aigypto Cyprianus, 
Doctor suavissimus et Martyr beatissimus? quanto Laclantius, 
quanto Viclorinus, Oplatus, Hilarius, ut de vivis taceam, quanto 
innumerabiles Greci? Quod prior ipse fidelissimus Dei famulus 
Moyses fecerat, de quo scriptum est, ‘ quod eruditus fuerat omni 
sapientia Algypliorum.’”’ Cp. Hooker, quoted above, Luke vy. 
39, and below, xxvi. 14. 

— bBuvards ev Adyois] mighty in words. Though by nature 
“ slow of speech ” (Exod. iv. 10); but God gave him eloquence 
(Exod. iv. 10), and he is called du:dciv miBaveraros by Josephus, 
Ant. iii. 1. 4. 
— épyois] deeds. See Josephus, Ant. ii. 10. 1. 

23. tecoapaxovraeths xpdvos] Moses was forty years old 
when he visited his brethren; he was twice forty years old when 
he stood before Pharaoh (Exod. vii. 7); and thrice forty years old 
when he died. (Deut. xxxiv. 7.) See the remarks of the Jewish 
Doctors on these periods in Wetstein, p. 498. The repeated men- 
tion of forty years in the history of Moses (here and in v. 30, 

26. cuvhddaccer] he was reconciling: so B, C, D; a much 
preferable reading to that of Elz., avvjdAacev. They rejected 
Moses, when he was engaged in the work of Reconciliation, as the 
Jews rejected Christ, the Mediator between God and Man. 

27. oé] thee, emphatic; thee, so feeble and obscure a person. 
28. «é] me, emphatic; me, as well as the Eyyptian. 
80. Uyyedos Kuplov] the angel of the Lord. Generally sup- 

posed by the Fathers to be the Second Person of the Blessed 
Trinity. See Hilary, de Trin. vy. Augustin. de Trin. ii. 13; 
iii. 10. Hieronym. in Galat. c. 3. Ambrose, de Fide, cap. 5. 
(Lorin.) 

33. Adoov 7d brd5nua] loose thy shoe (cp. Josh. v. 15), lest 
something unclean should be cleaving to the shoe in the course 
of the journey: and therefore the Priests did not wear shoes 
when ministering in the Temple. Schemoth, ii. 937. Pirke 
Eliezer, 40. Cp. Juvenal, vi. 158. And this rule extended itself 
among heathen nations (Solinus, xvii.), and the Turks. ( Weéstein.) 

84, 35. idav cidov] seeing, Isaw : “ plenissimé agnovi ;”’ another 
Hebraism. Exod. iii. 7. See Gen. ii. 17. Deut. xv. 10. Matt. 
xiii. 14. Heb. vi. 14. Valck. and Vorst. p. 610, cap. xxxiv. 

84. drooreiAw] let Me send thee. So A, B, C, D. Cp. 
Numb. xxiii. 27, Seipo mapaddBw oe. (Bornemann.) Elz. has 
arorr eda. 

85. toorov] him. Mark the emphatic repetition of obros. Cp. 
John vi. 42. Winer, p. 144. 
— améotadrkev] hath sent, although they little supposed it. 

The reading of A, B, D, E, and others. iz. has dwéoreiAev. 
— ov xept] A,B,C, D,E. Elz. ev x. 
36. yi Alyirrov] land of Egypt; a common Hebraism, Matt. 

x. 15; xi. 24, supplanted in some MSS. by yf Alyimr@; an 
other Hebraisms have been by Hellenic forms, 
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88. exxdrnala év rH éphuw] Church in the wilderness. A re- 
markable confirmation of his argument. God’s Church is not 
limited to Judea. It was in the Wilderness, and there Moses, 
your great Lawgiver, was with it; and, remember, he died there 
in the Wilderness ; and was never permitted to enter the promised 
Land, to which you would restrain the favours of God. 

The Church in the Wilderness. This sentence is not with- 

out its prophetic significance for Christian times. The Church 
of God is represented in the Apocalypse as persecuted by the 
Great City; She is the Woman in the Wilderness (Rev. xii. 
1—6), and there she is nourished by God forty-two months 
(v. 6), the number of the ‘ Mansiones,’ or stations, of the Ancient 

Church of God in the Wilderness of Sinai. See below, notes on 

Rev. xii. 1—6. 
40. 5 yap Mwicjs] On the construction, see xix. 34; xx. 3. 

Winer, § 63, p. 501. 

41. guorxorolnrav] they made a Calf—in imitation of the 

Apis of Memphis in Egypt, which they had left (cp. Winer, 

R. W. B. i. p. 644); and so in heart returned to Egypt (v. 39). 
Thus ye have dealt with Christ. He came to deliver you 

from worse than Egyptian bondage, and ye have fallen back into 
worse slavery than before. 

— ey tats huépas ekelvais] in those days. Even when the 

Law was being delivered to him by God, they were guilty of re- 

bellion against Him. 

42. ev BIBAw trav mpopntay] in the book of the Prophets; 

i. e. of the Twelve lesser Prophets, who were reckoned as forming 

one BiBaAos, or volume, by the Jews. See By. Cosin on the Ca- 
non, p. 12, and below, xiii. 40. 

— pot] to Me, emphatic. Did ye offer to Me? 
Moloch ! 

43. aveAdBere] ye lifted up. The word used by Amos (v. 26), 

ivy, sustulit, Ye who were My holy People, appointed to lift 

up and carry My Tabernacle, the Tabernacle of My Presence, 

with you, in your journeyings through the Wilderness,—ye were 

not ashamed of your idol, but ye raised him aloft in the air, and 

carried him and his tabernacle on high, as a sacred banner, 

standard, or trophy, when you ought to have fixed your hearts on 
Me and Mine! See the notes above on Amos v. 25, 26. 

Moloch is opposed to Jehovah, and Moloch’s idolatrous 
gxnvy to the oxnvh or Tabernacle of God. 

The Alexandrine MS. has ‘Paipay here. C, E have ‘Pegay, 

D has ‘Peuddv. The LXX have ‘Paypay for Hebr. }>. It seems 

probable that Kiun, Kivun, and Rephan or Remphan, signify the 
Kronos or Saturnus of the Egyptians. And &orpov would be 
the Planet of Saturn. See the authorities in Lightfoot, ii. p 673. 

No—but to 

Glass. Phil. p. 645, 646. Surenhus. p. 413. Rosenm. here, and 
Winer, p. 386, in v. Saturn. See above on Amos v. 25, 26. 

S. Cyril’s note (in Catena, p. 123, cp. Theophyl. p. 68, and 
@cum. p. 71) deserves attention, particularly from his connexion 
with Alexandria in Egypt. He affirms after Aquila and Theodo- 
tion that ‘Pepay signifies blindness: the idol was that of a star, 
but it was eis TUPAwoW" eoxopmicOncay yap (read éoxotlaOnaay 
yap) ai xapdiat aitav. They worshipped the idol as their 
éwapdpos or day-star (ugtpov), but it became to them a ‘Peay 
or okéticua, or darkness. 

Perhaps therefore this name Rephan was given by the more 
devout Jews to this idol in contempt and abhorrence; for the 
same reason as they called the god of the Ekronites, Beelzeboul. 
And St. Stephen adopts ‘Ais name Rephan from the LXX instead 
of Chiun, as much as to say: Ye set up the s/ar of a blind god 
in opposition to the God of heaven, and Father of lights. 
— Moadx] Moloch, from 732 regnans: perhaps the Milcom 

(i.e. their King) of the Ammonites (1 Kings xi. 5. 33). The 
worship of Moloch accompanied with human sacrifices (see on 
Matt. v. 22) is specially forbidden in Leviticus xviii. 21 and 
xx. 2, and it may thence be inferred to have been practised by the 
Israelites. 
— BaBvaGvos] See above, under “ Odjections,’’ p. 69. 
45. *Incod] Jesus: Joshua the son of Nun. Cp. Heb. iv. 8. 

On the meaning of the name, see on Matt. i. 1. 
It is observable that the name of Jesus, though ever in the 

thoughts of St. Stephen, and, as it were, hovering on his lips in 
almost every sentence, is never expressed in his Speech but here, 
where it does no¢f mean Jesus of Nazareth, but Jesus (or Joshua) 
the son of Nun. 

How much wisdom was there in this! If he had openly 
spoken as he felt concerning Jesus of Nazareth, he would have 
been stopped at once by the rage of his hearers (see v. 53, 54), 
and the Christian Church would never have had the speech of 
St. Stephen. There was divine eloquence in his silence. And 
all his words were, and ever will be—gwvavra ovveroici:— vocal 
to the wise. And this word Jesus—not used for Christ, but for 
Joshua, the type of Christ, is full of meaning. It is significant 
of the fact already insisted on—that the whole speech is allusive 
to Christ. 
— év rH karacxéoe] in the portion or possession of the Gen- 

tiles—katdoxeors = mON Num. xxvii. 4. 7, and passim in LXX. 

See also above, v. 5. 
xatdoxeois eOvay can hardly mean occupation of the /and of 

the Nations. 
48.] After xe:poroimrois Elz. adds vacts, which is not in A, B, 

C, D, E, H. p. Acts xvii. 24. 
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52. rod Auatov] of the Just One, of whom ye now became the 
betrayers and murderers. This sentence seems to have been 
in the mind of the Second Apostolic Martyr at Jerusalem, St. 
James, when he wrote his Epistle a little before his own martvr- 
dom. James vy. 6. 

53. eis Siatayas] at the disposition, or ministration, of angels, 
ordained by God through them. d:arayévta 5t ayyéAaw, Schol. 
Mosqu. Cp d:erataro, v. 44. 

On this use of cis, see Matt. xii. 21. Eph. i. 10. Glass. 
Phil. p. 484, 5. And as to the fact, viz. the Ministry of Angels 
at Mount Sinai, see Deut. xxxiii. 2, where God is said to appear 
on Sinai, oby pupidow ... ex SekiGy aitod &yyeAot met adrod. 
Gal. iii. 19, vduos Btatayels Br ayyéAwy. Heb. ii. 2, AaAndels 
BY ayyeAwv. Joseph. Ant. xv. 5. 3, judy Ta doiétata ev Tots 
vdmots 3¢ ayyéAwy pabdvrwy. Surenhus. p. 420, who, after 
many of the Fathers, says, ‘‘tota res ed redire videtur postquam 
Act. vii. 36 (where there is mention of the Angel at the Bush), 
cum hoe loco (Gal. iii. 19) contulerimus, ut dicamus Christum 
stipantibus Ipsum myriadibus Angelorum tradidisse Legem.’’ 

The reason of the expression seems to be, that Christ Him- 
self was the Angel of the Covenant (see vv. 30. 35. 38); He, 
when He promulgated the Law, was attended by Angels (Deut. 
xxxiii. 2), and therefore, in a rapid mode of expression, the Law 
given by ¢éhe Angel, accompanied with Angels, might be said to 
have been given by the ministration of Angels; and so Josephus 
says (Ant. xv. 5. 3) that the Jews had received their Law from 
God by Angels, 5” a@yyéAwv mapa Ocov. That diarayi is to be 
understood in this sense, may be inferred from St. Stephen’s use 
of d:ardocopuat just before, v. 44. 

55. irdpxwy] Not yevduevos, and something more also than 
év. It shows his antecedent spiritual s¢a/e ; and is an assertion 
of the inspiration with which this Speech was delivered. See the 
use of imdpxwr, iii. 2; xvii. 24; xxii. 3. 

56. dinvoryuevous] So A, B, C: parted asunder, and opened. 
Elz. avewypévous. 

— éora@ra] standing. ‘ Sedere judicantis est; stare pugnantis 
vel adjuvantis.” (Greg. M. hom. xix. in S. Stephan.) 

57. cvvécxoy Ta Sra) they stopped their ears, with their hands; 
an action of abhorrence. See Jreneus ap. Euseb. v. 20, and 
Wetstein’s note here. 
— Spuncav duodupaddy en’ aitdv] They, filled with the Evil 

Spirit, rushed with one accord against him, who was full of the Holy 
Spirit. But what evil could Satan and the Jews do to St. Ste- 
phen? As S. Ang. says (Serm. 215), they procured punishment 
to themselves and a crown of glory to him. \vhat benefits do we 
reap even from the agency of the Devil, through the overruling 
power of Christ! ‘ Diabolus quanta prestitit ! Omnes Martyres 
ipse nobis fecit!’? (Aug.) 
— ¢AboBdrovv] they were stoning him: repeated v. 59 to 

show the continuance of the act of stoning—while he was engaged 
in prayer. 

58. arédevto 7a ludria] they laid down their upper gar- 
ments, iudria, 80 as to be more ready for stoning. The witnesses 
cast the first stone (Deut. xvii. 7). 

— veaviov] of a young man, probably not less than 30 years of 

age. See xxvi. 10.and on Philem. 9. David was thirty years of age 
when he fought with Goliath, and is called veavloxos by Josephus. 

How different was Saul the young man, from “ Paul the 
aged !’’ Philem. 9. 
— Zataov] Saul. Magis seviens omnes adjuvando, quam 

suis manibus lapidando, Aug. Serm. 279. 

This is the first mention of S¢. Paul in Holy Scripture. 
His agency in the martyrdom of St. Stephen is mentioned witk 
peculiar emphasis here, and again viii. 1, with the design pro- 
bably of showing the power of Divine Grace in the change 
wrought thereby from Saul, the Persecutor of the Church, to 
Paul, the Preacher of the Gospel. 

“‘Iste Saulus, et postea Paulus, persecutor Saulus, et preedi- 
cator Paulus. Magna et divina spectacula. Qui erat in cede 
Stephani Persecutor, factus est regni coelorum Preedicator.’’ Aug. 
Serm. 315. 

Here also, it seems, we may be permitted to recognize one 
main reason why the History of the Acts is principally occupied 
in narrating the actions and sufferings of the two Apostles, St. 
Peter and St. Paul,—the one having shown his weakness in 
denying Christ, the other his fury in persecuting Him. 

Those two names are noble trophies of the victories of the 
Holy Ghost. 

The name of Saul mentioned here may also suggest the con- 
jecture, that we are indebted, under the divine influence of the 
Holy Ghost, to the recital of St. Paul, for this report of St. Ste- 
phen’s speech before the Jewish Sanhedrim. 

St. Paul would doubtless have been anxious to make public 
reparation, as far as he was able, for the wrong done by himself 
to the blessed Martyr. This desire manifested itself afterwards in 
his public declaration at Jerusalem, recorded Acts xxii. 20. 
“When the blood of Thy Martyr, Stephen, was being shed, I 
myself also was standing there, and consenting to the deed, and 
holding the raiment of those who were killing him.’’? He could 
not make better amends, than by confessing his own share in the 
martyrdom, as is done here (vii. 58; viii. 1), and in giving uni- 
versal and perpetual publicity to the words of St. Stephen in 
the pages of Canonical Scripture, so that it might ever be said of 
St. Stephen, the Proto-martyr of the Church, as of the first Mar- 
tyr of the world, Abel, ‘‘ though dead, he speaketh.’”? Heb. xi. 4. 

This supposition is in some degree confirmed by the resem- 
blance which (as is well shown by Mr. Humphry) may be traced 
between passages in St. Stephen’s speech and St. Paul’s speeches 
and Epistles; e. g. 

St. Slephen says, v. 20, Mwio7s aoreios. St. Paul, Web. 
xi. 23. 

St. Stephen says, v. 48, obx 6 troros ev xetpororhtots Kat~ 
onet. St. Paul, Acts xvii. 24, 6 @ebs obk ev Xetporoihrois vaois 
KaroiKel. 

St. Slephen, vii. 53, éAdBere vdyor eis Siataryas ayyédwv. 
St. Paul, Gal. iii. 19, 5 véuos Siarayels 5° ayyéAwv. Heb. 

ii, 2, AaAndels 50 ayyéAwv. 
St. Stephen, vii. 51, ameplrunto ri xapdia. St. Paul, 

Rom. ii. 29, repirouh Kapdlas ev mvedpari. 
It is observable also, that St. Paul’s first recorded speech in 

the Acts (xiii. 16) bears a striking resemblance to St. Stephen’s. 
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It is very probable, that St. Paul reported St. Stephen’s 
speech to St. Luke, and that St. Luke wrote it under St. Paul’s 
eye, and he published it with the sanction of St. Paul, an inspired 
Apostle, deeply versed in the History and Antiquities of his own 
nation. This consideration may serve to confirm us in our con- 
clusion that there are no “ errors or inaccuracies” in it. 

59. €ArboBsrAouv] they were stoning. The punishment for 
blasphemy. (Levit. xxiv. 16. Deut. xvii. 35.) 

It has been inferred by some from the infliction of this 
punishment on St, Stephen, that the Sanhedrim had the power of 
life and death in matters of religion, without reference to the 
Roman Governor. But this is not clear. He generally resided 
at Czsarea, not at Jerusalem; and in his absence they often pro- 
ceeded in a summary and irregular way in questions of religion. 
See on xxvi. 10. 

In the case of St. Stephen, there is no mention of any judi- 
cial sentence being pronounced. ‘The assault upon him is repre- 
sented as atumultuary act of fury. (See wv. 57, 58.) 

Popular outbreaks, followed by stoning, were not uncommon 
at this time at Jerusalem; as may be inferred from what is said 
above, even of the captain of the temple and the officers of the 
Chief Priests themselves in ch. v. 26, époBotyro rby Aaby wh 
At@ac@@orv, and from what is recorded in the history of our 
Lord, John viii. 59; x. 31—33. Cp. Matt. xxiii. 37. 

The question whether the Jewish Sanhedrim had the power 
of life and death in such cases as this is best illustrated by a pas- 
sage of Origen (ad African. § 14), who says, “Though the 
Jews are under tribute to the Romans, the Ethnarch, by the 
permission of Czesar, is allowed to have considerable power among 
them ; insomuch that their trials are conducted according to their 
own laws, though clandestinely ; and even capital punishment is 
inflicted, not as an absolute right, but with the imperial con- 
nivance.”’ See Professor Blunt, Lectures, p. 141. 

“Thus it would seem that S¢. Stephen sutfered capital pu- 
nishment,”’ adds Professor Blunt, ‘at the hands of the Jews, 
even in spite of its not being exactly lawful for them to put any 
one to death; the majesty of the Roman law being contented to 
lie in abeyance, though ready at any time to assert itself and re- 
sume its functions.” 

— émixadotpevoy] invoking. Bentley (on Freethinking, xxxvi. 
p- 138) conjectures that ON (@cdy) “was absorpt by the pre- 
ceding syllable ON.’’ Perhaps, however, there is a design in the 
omission. St. Stephen called upon Him Whom he beheld in 
heaven, and said to Him, ‘‘ Lord Jesus, receive My Spirit.’’? Thus 
St. Stephen teaches with his dying breath that the Name of Jesus 
is to be called upon and worshipped ; i. e. that He is God. Hence 
in ix. 14. 21. 1 Cor. i. 2, and 2 Tim. ii. 22, “all that call on 
the Name of the Lord,”’ is a periphrasis for Christians. See also 
xxii. 16. 

— Kipte Inood] Lord Jesus. This is the only place where the 
Name Jesus is uttered by St. Stephen, see on v. 45. St. Stephen 
at his death prays to Jesus, and addresses the same prayers to 
Jesus, as Jesus, dying on the cross, had addressed to His Father, 
Luke xxiii. 34. 46, “Father, forgive them, for they know not 
what they do,” and ‘Father, into Thy hands I commend My 
Spirit.” Jesus, as man, taught us to pray; St. Stephen, inspired 
by the Holy Ghost, teaches us to pray to Jesus; and to pray to 
Him as He as Man prayed to His Father,—that is, as God. 
— beta td mveiud pov] receive my spirit. A proof that the 

spirit of man survives, and does not sleep, when separated from 
the body by death. See on Luke xvi. 22, 23, and above on i. 25. 

60. uh orhons—Gpapriay] lay not to their charge this 
sin. So A, B,C, D. Elz. thy auapriay ratrny,—but auapriay, 
the emphatic word, has its proper place at the close. He warns 
them of their danger in committing the sin, and shows his love 
to them by prayer for the sinning. 

The word orfons involves the idea of weighing. See Matt. 
xxvi. 15, When Thou, the Judge of all, weighest their actions 
in Thy balance, do not place this sin in the scale against them. 

By this prayer St. Stephen proved that all he had said in his 
speech, however bitter to them, was the language of charity. It 
came from the Spirit of Truth and Love, and it had its first-fruits 
in the conversion of Saul, and in that of thousands by him. 
“Seevire videbatur Stephanus ; lingua ferox, cor lene: clamabat, 
et maaanaks seeviebat, et salvos fieri volebat.” S. Aug. (Serm. 
315.) 

The influence of this prayer of St. Stephen on other succeed- 
ing Martyrs may be seen in Fused. v. 2. 
— ekxoiuhOn] he fell asleep ; that is, in body,—though it had 

been stoned,—for his spirit had been commended to Jesus, v. 59, 
and ¢hat neither slumbers nor sleeps. Sce on Luke xvi. 22; xxiii. 

illite erit diaconus Meus.” 

43, and 1 Cor. xv. 6: even a heathen said, fepby txvov koimarat 
OvjoKery ph A€ye Tovs &ya0ots. (Callimachus, Epig. 10.) 

On the rhythmical cadence of this sentence in the word ékoi- 
ui8m (~~~~), see note at the end of the Book, xxviii. 31. 

The following comments on this Divine History are from 
S. Augustine's Sermons in Natali, the birthday, i. e. the Mar- 
tyrdom (see on Acts ii. 24) Stephani Martyris (Serm. 314—320, 
vol. v. pp. 1856—1878). 

“Cum aliorum martyrum vix gesta inveniamus quod in so- 
lemnitatibus earum recitare possimus (3 remarkable declara- 
tion) hujus passio in canonico libro est; Actus Apostolorum de 
Canone Scripture est: ipse liber incipit legi 4 Dominico Pasche, 
sicnt se consuetudo habet Ecclesize (from Easter to Whitsuntide, 
Aug., Tract vi. in Joan. ; cp. Chrys. in Acta, Hom. 63 and 48). 
In hoc ergo libro audistis quomodo sint electi et ab Apostolis 
ordinati septem Diaconi, in quibus Sanctus Stephanus erat; prior 
Martyr de Diaconis quam de Apostolis: prior victima de Agnis, 
quam de Arietibus.” S. Aug. (p. 1859.) 

He draws a parallel between 
(1) The charges against our Lord, and those against Ste- 

phen. Compare John ii. 19—21. Matt. xxvii. 40, with Acts vi. 14. 
(2) Our Lord’s prayer for His enemies, and commendation 

of His soul to the Father; and St. Stephen’s prayer and com- 
mendation of His soul to the Lord Jesus. 

He traces St. Stephen’s graces at his death to the influence 
of Christ’s example. ‘Sedebat in cathedra crucis Christus, et 
docebat Stephanum regulam pietatis. Ecce discipulus Tuus orat 
pro inimicis suis, orat pro lapidatoribus suis.” He refers his 
hearers to the Divine Source from which all St. Stephen’s graces 
flowed. ‘Ecce hoc Stephanus fecit. De se? De suo fecit? 
Non ita; de dono Dei fecit. Si autem de dono Dei fecit, num- 
quid intravit, et contra te clausit? Numquid pontem transivit et 
precidit ? Pete et tu; Fons manat, non siccavit. 

“Non mortem timebat Stephanus, quia Christum, quem 
pro se occisum sciebat, viventem videbat; ac per hoc festinabat 
etiam ipse mori pro Illo, ut viveret cum Ilo. ja, fratres, se- 
quamur eum; si enim sequamur Sfephanum, coronabimur 
(alluding to his name Srépqvos, the Fathers love to dwell on the 
circumstance, that he who bore the name of réavos was the 
first to win the erown of Martyrdom for Christ) ; maximé autem 
imitandus est nobis in dilectione inimicorum : persistens beatissi- 
mus Martyr in testimonio Veritatis, et Charitatis ardens Spiritu, 
pervenit ad gloriosissimum finem.”” 

S. Aug. (p. 1878) applies to St. Stephen the deacon the pro- 
mise of Christ (John xii. 26), “where I am, there shall My 
servant be,” observing that in the Greek original the word is 
didkoves, and in some Latin Versions Diaconus, and that St. 
Stephen was indeed a deacon to Christ, that he did follow Christ, 
and that in him Christ’s promise was made good, “ uli sum Ego, 

To this remark it might be added, 
that the verb also is used twice there, éay éuol S:axovf tis euod 
&KkoArovbelTw, Kai Sov ciul eye, exe? kal b Sidwovos & euds Zora, 
kal édy Tis euol Siakovy, Tiujoes adtoy 6 Marhp. 

S. Jerome (in Ezek. xliii.) seems to assert that St. Stephen 
was martyred at the Passover, on the second day of unleavened 
bread. If this was the case, and it is rendered probable by the 
presence of many Hellenists (vi. 9), here was another point of 
resemblance to Christ. Cp. below, on xii. 3. 

Lastly, on St. Stephen's dea‘h, Augustine says (p. 1873), 
“Chm tanta esset in docendo constantia, videte qualis fuerit in 
morte patientia. Hi ictibus corpus ipsius quatiebant; ille pro 
inimicis orabat; contundebatur homo exterior, et supplicabat 
interior. Sed Dominus qui cinxerat, qui probaverat, spectabat 
desuper militem Suum, juvaturus certantem, coronafurus vin- 
centem. Denique Se ostendit illi. Ecce enim, inquit, video 
celos apertos, et Filium hominis stantem ad dexteram Dei. Et 
quid ait pro se? Domine Jesu, accipe spirilum meum; et pro 
illis genuflectit, et ait, Domine, ne staiuas illis hoc peccatum. Et 
hoe dicto, obdormivil.”” O sweet slumber! He who fell asieep 
among the stones of his enemies, how triumphantly will his ashes 
awake from the stones of the tomb! He fell asleep in confidence 
and peace, for he commended his spirit to the Lord. 

The position of St. Stephen's Day, the morrow after Christ- 
mas Day, in the Calendar of the Christian Church, has a beau- 
tiful significance. See the excellent remarks of Gregory Nyssen, 
in S. Stephan. (ii. p. 786.) It intimates that all the graces of all 
the Martyrs are due to the Incarnation of Curist, Who is the Great 
Proto-Marryr, ‘‘the true and faithful Martyr or Witness” 
(Rev. i. 5; iii. 14), of Whose “fulness all have received, and 
grace for grace.” (Johni. 16.) And this idea is strengthened 
by the sequence, in that Calendar, of the Martyrdom of Long 
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Life in St. John the Evangelist, and of Infancy in the Holy 
Innocents. The Incarnation of Christ may be compared to the 
Mountain of continental Greece, from which all its principal 
rivers flow, and fertilize the land. He is the One Well-spring 
of Living Water—‘ the True Light that lighteth every one that 
cometh into the world.”’ (John i. 9.) 

Besides, the death-day of Martyrs is called rightly their 
tyepa yevebA:os, dies Natalis, their birth-day (Euseb. iv. 15). 
It is their nativity into everlasting Life. Well therefore may it 
be associated with the Nativity of Curist. 

Cu. VIII. 1—8. Saiados Fv cuvevdoxav] Saul was consenting 
to his murder: cp. St. Paul’s own words, xxii. 20. Saul (says 
Aug., Serm. 316, p. 1868) heard St. Stephen’s speech ; and then 
perhaps he scoffed at it; but he was concerned in St. Stephen’s 
prayer. St. Stephen prayed for Aim. And mark the effects of that 
rayer. ‘*Saulus, cui non suffecit occisus Stephanus, accepit 
pistolas & Sacerdotibus, ut ubicunque inveniret Christianos alli- 

gatos adduceret ad supplicia sumenda, qualia sumpserat Ste- 
phanus. Iratus ibat Saulus, ibat lupus ad gregem Domini. Et 
Dominus de sursum, Saule, Saule, quid Me persequeris ? Lupe, 
quid Agnum persequeris? Ego, quando sum occisus, Leonem 
occidi. Exue te lupo; esto de lupo, ovis; de ove, Pastor. Stratus 
est Persecutor, erectus est Predicator. Stephanus tunc agnus, 
Paulus tune lupus erat; nunc ambo agni.”—Stephen prayed, 
Saul became Paul ; Christ prayed, the Jews will believe. 

1—4. rdvres Sieaomdpnoayv—evayyerrCuevor Thy Adyor] being 
scattered abroad by persecution they scattered abroad the seed 
of the Word. First, in Samaria, where Christ’s prophetic eye 
had seen “ the fields white unto harvest ” (John iy. 35), and then 
in the whole world. 

It is one of the purposes of this divine History, to show 
that “the fierceness of man turns to the praise of God.” Ps. 
Ixxvi. 10. 

As it was in the Apostolic age, so it ever has been and ever 
will be with the Church, governed and guided by the Spirit of God ; 

As Tertullian says to the Roman Persecutors of the Church 
(Apolog. ad fin.), ‘* Crudelitas vestra illecebra est magis secte. 
Plures efficimur, quoties melimur & vobis; semen est sanguis 
Christianorum,’’ and ad Scapulam, ‘“ Hance sectam magis eedificari 
videas, cium cdi videtur.”” Compare the language of S. Nilus 
(hom. 2 de Ascens.), ‘‘ Succidebantur Ecclesie palmites, et Fidei 
fructus augescebat. E radice enim Illa nati sunt Qui dixerat 
‘Ego vici Mundum; Ego sum Vitis, Vos Palmites.’”’ And 
Chrysostom says, the blood of Martyrs waters the garden of the 
Church, and makes it fruitful; and S. Leo (Serm. i. in Natal. 
Petri), ‘‘ Non minuitur persecutionibus Ecclesia, sed augetur (cp. 
Exod. i, 12) et Dominicus ager segete altiore vestitur, dam grana 
que singula cadunt multiplicata nascuntur.” 

Besides, by their dispersions they destroyed the power of the 
Enemy. ‘ Occiso Stephano, persecutionem gravissimam Ecclesia 
Hierosolymis passa est. Fugati sunt fratres qui ibi erant; soli 
Apostoli remanserunt. Czeteri fugabantur, sed, tanquam ardentes 
faces, accendebant. Stulti Judzi, quando illos de Hierosolymis 
fugabant, carbones ignis in silvam mittebant.” Aug. (Serm. 
316. 

hus, by the controlling power of Christ, the devices of the 
Arch-enemy of the Church were overruled into instruments 
against himself. 
— mip tay drogrékwy] except the Apostles. It would seem 

that a special charge had heen laid on the Apostles to remain at 
Jerusalem ; see above, on i. 4, and below, viii. 14; ix. 27; xi. 1; 
xv. 2. 

2. cuverduicav] devout men took up Stephen and made great 
lamentation over him. There was a peculiar reason for the men- 
tion of this circumstance in the case of St. Stephen, because (as 
Lightfoot shows, ii. p. 677) it was not lawful among the Jews 
to make outward demonstrations of grief for persons condemned 
by the Sanhedrim. 

It is said by some interpreters, that these ‘devout’? men 
must have been Jews (see Kuin., Meyer), because the word 
evAaBeis is connected with ’Iovdazo: in ii. 5; and because Chris- 
tians would not have ventured to bury Stephen. But edAdBeia 
is characterized as a Christian grace (Heb. v. 7; xii. 28); and 
though their cowerds was a remnant of Judaism (see Chrys. here, 
and below, on ix. 37), yet probably it is specially mentioned that 
these men buried Stephen, because it was an act of Christian 
courage, and exposed them to danger. However, it is not deter- 
mined by the historian whether they were Jews, Proselytes, or 
Christians. Perhaps there were some among them from all these 
three classes: they are contrasted as tvdpes evAaBets with the 
savage character of his murderers. 

The Burial of the dead is here commended as an act of 
Christian piety, and thus is incultated the duty of reverence 
for the bodies of Christians, 

(1) as being temples of the Holy Ghost ; 
(2) and, as committed to the keeping of the grave, in order 

to rise again in glory, and to be “ made like unto Christ’s glorious 
Body.” (Phil. iii. 21.) 

See the treatise of S. Aug. (vi. p. 866), De cura pro mor- 
tuis gerenda, and cp. what Bp. Pearson says, on the Creed, 
Art. iv. p. 339, “ When Ananias died, though after his sin, yet 
they wound him up and carried him out and buried him (Acts 
v. 6); when Stephen was stoned, devout men carried him to his 
burial ; and when Dorcas died, they washed her and laid her in 
an upper chamber (Acts ix. 37). So careful were the primitive 
Christians of the rites of burial.” And that pious and learned 
Expositor observes on the effect which Christianity had on 
national usages of Sepulture. In the Roman Empire, before the 
reception of the Gospel, the bodies of the dead were burnt, and 
their ashes only reserved in funeral urns. But after a few 
Emperors had received Baptism, there was not a body burnt in 
the Roman Empire. 

So great a social change was wrought by Christianity. The 
religious sanctity of the Churchyards and Cemeteries of Europe 
is due to its influence. “ And the decent custom of the primitive 
Christians (says By. Pearson) was so acceptable unto God, that 
under His Providence it proved most effectual in the conversion 
of the Heathen, and in the prapagation of the Gospel.” 

But when Funeral Rites are neglected and violated, Chris- 
tianity will decline. This is a warning not unnecessary in our 
own age and country, where, on account of the inadequate pro- 
vision and insufficient care of Churchyards, there is danger of 
heartlessness and irreverence in the interment of the dead,— 
especially of the poor. 
— korerby wéyav] great lamentation,—“ planctum magnum ;” 

with wringing of hands and beating of breasts. See Luke xxiii. 
48. Cp. below, ix 39. 

3. éAvualvero] Saul was making havoe of the Church, while 
some were burying Stephen; and others were preaching the word. 
A striking contrast. 

5. biAurmos] Philip. Not Philip the Apostle; for the Apostles 
remained at Jerusalem (v. 1). And if Philip had been an Apostle, 
it would not have been necessary for Peter and John to leave 
Jerusalem for Samaria, to lay their hands on those whom Philip 
had baptized there (vv. 12, 13). But ¢his Philip was the Deacon, 
also called Philip the Evangelist (Acts xxi. 8). So Chrys. and 
Epiphan., who says (Caten. p. 135), that Philip being a Deacon 
had not authority to give the Holy Spirit by laying on of hands. 
And Aug. (Serm. 266, 4) says, that he was called Philip the 
Evangelist, “‘ propter promptum predicationis eloquium.” 

— Zopapelas] Samaria. Nota city of Samaria, but the cits 
of Samaria,—‘‘in urbem ipsam Samariz ” (Bp. Pearson), the an- 
cient residence of the Kings of Israel, the Metropolis, S«Baor}— 
now Sebustieh. See Robinson, iii. 144, and ‘* Later Researches,” 

. 126. 
: On this use of the genitive, see Glass. p. 250, and Meyer 
here. The article is often omitted after prepositions. See Mid. 
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dleton here, p. 381. And A, B have the Article, which is re- 
ceived by Lachmann and Tischendorf. 

If St. Luke had meant "Syehar, or any other city than the 
capital, he would probably have specified its name (see John 
iv. 5): méAts, used by itself, frequently stands for ntpdmoAts. 
And from v. 14 it may also be inferred that éAts Tis Sapapelas 
here signifies the Capital. It is true that the Capital was now 
commonly called S<8acr}. But this name is never used in the 
New Testament; and St. Luke, writing for Hellenistic readers, 
would be disposed to preserve the name by which the City was 
known from the LXX, and which is also used by Josephus, Ant. 
xx. 6. 2. 

No reason can be assigned, why St. Luke should not have 
specified the name Sychar, or Sychem, if that had been the City 
of which he is here speaking; whereas there are many causes why 
he should not have mentioned Sebasté, the name of the Capi- 
tal of Samaria. They may have visited Sichem also. For the 
city of Samaria stood at a short distance to the north of Sichem, 
NedzoAts, now Nablous, on which see above, vii. 16. 

7. e&hpxovro] So A, B, C, D, E, and other MSS. Elz. 
e&hpxero. But the plural number seems to be studiously used 
in these cases in order to show the personal plurality of the Evil 
Spirits. Cp. on Mark ix. 20. 26. 
— mapadeAvuévor] This word is never used for paralytic by 

St. Matihew or St. Mark, who use the word wapadutixds ten 
times (Matt. iv. 24; viii. 6; ix. 2.6. Mark ii. 3, 4, 5. 9, 10). 

But it is used in St. Luke’s Gospel (v. 18. 24), where the 
word mapadutixds does not occur; and it is used twice in the 
Acts (here, and ix. 33), where the word wapadutixds does not 
occur. And thus we have a double coincidence between the Ac/s 
of the Apostles and the Gospel of St. Luke. 

9. Sluwyv] Simon Magus, characterized by ancient Christian 
writers, as the first heresiarch. See Justin M. Apol. i. 26. Tren. 
i. 23, and his scholar S. Hippolytus in Pref. her. lib. vi., who 
refers to this history in the Acts, p. 161 and p. 176. Tertullian, 
Preescr. c. 46. S. Cyril. Hierosol. p. 95, 96, maans aipécews 
edperhs. Cp. Euseb. ii. 1; ii. 13. Ambrose, Hexaém. y. 8. 
Epiphan. xxi. 1. Tillemont, Mémoires Eccl. ii. p. 16. Burton, 
Lectures, pp. 74 —82. 294.” Evans, Biog. Early Church, p. 140; 
and below on 2 Pet. i. 16. 

— étiorav] upsetting, astounding. Winer, § 14, p. 72. 
— Aéywr elvat, «.7.A.] Iren. ii. 2, “Simone mago primo 

dicente semetipsum esse super omnia Deum.”’ While Philip 
preached Christ, Simon vaunted himself as God. 

This is not the place for discussing the question concerning 
Justin Martyr’s (Apol. i. 26 and i. 56) account of the Statue, 
“ Simoni Deo Sancto,’’ at Rome. Cp. Jren. i. 23.1. Tertul- 
lian, Apol. 13. Clem. Recog. ii. c. 9. Cyril, Catech. vi. It has 
generally been supposed in modern times that Justin was de- 
ceived by the inscription of a stone in honour of the Sabine deity 
Semo Sancus. See O/to’s note, p. 192. Winer, R. W. B. ii. 
p. 238. On the other side, Thirlby, Braun, Maran, and Fog- 
gini, and more lately, Windischmann (Vind. Petr. p. 78), have 
endeavoured to vindicate Justin’s statement. See also Dr. Bur- 
ton’s Lectures, p. 232, Professor Norton’s Essay on the subject, 
end Dr. Kitto’s Illustrations of the Acts, pp. 84—7. 

It has been thought by some, that Simon Magus is the per- 

son mentioned by Josephus (Ant. xx. 7. 2) as Siuwva, lovdaiov, 
Kurpioy 5¢ yévos, wdyov elvat oxnmTdéuevoy, who was employed by 
Felix to decoy Drusilla from her husband Azizus that she might 
marry him. Neander (Gesch. u. Pflanz. i. 87) deems it probable. 

10. 7) KaAoupevn weyddn] So A, B, C, D, E, and other MSS. 
Elz. omits kadovmévn, which however has a special force. This 
man is that mighty power of God which is so called in the Word 
of God. Cp. Aug. in Heres. 1, who says that Simon called him- 
self the Messiah ; and Theodoret, de fabulis heretic. c. i. Indeed 
he seems to have claimed to himself the names of the three 
persons of the Trinity. See Jren. i. 23, who says, “ Hic A multis 
quasi Deus glorificatus est, et docuit semetipsum esse qui inter 
Judzos quasi Filius apparuerit, in Samaria autem quasi Pater 
descenderit, in reliquis vero Gentibus quasi Spiritus Sanctus ad- 
ventaverit. Esse autem se sublimissimam virtutem (Thy ueydAny 
ddvauw), hoc est eum qui sit super omnia Pater; et sustinere vo- 
cari se quodcunque eum vocant homines ” (Stvauiv—Kadouperny). 
The original Greek of Jreneus may be partly restored in this 
passage from the newly discovered work of his scholar S. Hip- 
polylus, Refutat. Her. p. 175, ed. Miller. 

Thus we see that even the father of Heresy bears witness to 
the doctrine of the Trinity. 

The impious assertions of Simon Magus, the Father of the 
Gnostic heretics, appear to haye been in St. Peter’s mind when 
he wrote his Second Epistle. See 2 Pet. i. 16—18. 

11. dia rb—eteotaxévai] because they had been astounded. 
*‘Intransitive”” (Briider). The Vulgate has an active sense, 
“quia dementasset eos,” which is followed in the English 
Version. 

13. éricrevee] he made a public profession of faith, and be. 
came one of the members of the visible Church, who were called 
morof. On this sense of miorevw, see Acts ii. 44; iv. 32; and 
on Rom. xiv. 2. dre émiorevoauey: of &yior designate the mem- 
bers of the Church generally, Acts ix. 32. 4], and cp. of cw(duevot, 
ii. 47. 
— étlarato] he who had himself been éefiaray 7d Gvos, v. 9. 
14. mpds avrots] to them at Samaria, the city. 
— Nerpov kal Iwdvynv] Peter and John. On the continuance 

of the Apostles at Jerusalem after the Ascension, see above on 
i. 4; viii. 1. As to St. John particularly, see Blunt, Lectures, 
p- 86, who observes, that though Asia Minor was his ultimate 
destination, there is no evidence of his having been there during 
the life (qu. visits) of St. Paul; and wherever he is mentioned in 
the Acts it is in connexion with Palestine. 

15—18. ofriwes] who went down and prayed for them that 
they might receive the Holy Ghost. For as yet He had fallen 
upon none of them; but only they had been baptized into the 
Name of the Lord Jesus. Then they were laying their hands 
upon them, and they were receiving the Holy Ghost. The im- 
perfect tense here used (‘ were laying on,” ‘‘ were receiving ”’) 
shows the repetition of the act in the several cases of the be- 
lievers who had been baptized. The Apostles sent Pefer and 
John from Jerusalem to Samaria, in order to do what Philip the 
Deacon, who was there, could not do, and what Paul the Apostle 
afterwards did (see xix. 6), i.e. to give to those who had been 
baptized, the full outpouring of the Holy Ghost by laying on of 
Apostolic hands. See the note below on xix. 6. 
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The going down of Peter and John to the city of Samaria, in 
order to receive its inhabitants who had been baptized, into full 
communion with the spiritual Israel of God’s Church in Christ, is 
an event full of interest when considered with reference to the 
history of the Old Testament concerning that region. 

As was observed above (vii. 16), Sychem or Shechem, in 
Samaria, was the first place in Canaan where God appeared to 
Abraham when he came from Haran, and there he built his first 
altar to the Lord. It was also the first place to which Jacob 
went, on his coming from Padan Aram, with his children the 
Patriarchs ; and there also he built the altar El-Elohe-Israel. 
(Gen. xxxiii. 20.) There it was, that ¢wo of the /welve Patriarchs, 
Simeon and Levi, in cruelty and subtlety, constrained the in- 
habitants to communion with the literal Israel by Circumcision. 
(Gen. xxxiv. 15—30.) 

But now, after that the Holy Ghost has been poured ont 
from heaven upon the Church,—two of the Twelve Apostolic 
Patriarchs of the spiritual Israel,—Peter and John,—go down 
to the same region,—perhaps also to the same city,—and receive 
its inhabitants into full communion with the true children of 
Abraham, or Israel of God, the Christian Church, by the spiri- 
tual Circumcision of the heart, i.e. by the Gift of the Holy 
Ghost. 

The names of the two Apostles so employed deserve notice. 
Simeon and Levi had been the Ministers of Wrath; Peter and 
John are the Ministers of Grace. Peter’s name was Simeon 
(Acts xv. 14); and John, as joined (Gen. xxix. 34) constantly to 
him (see on John xviii. 15, 16. Acts iii. 1), was well typified by 
Levi, the brother, by both parents, of Simeon (Gen. xxix. 33, 34; 
xlix. 5). 

We may observe also, that the gracious work of the Spirit on 
the hearts of the Apostles themselves, and through them on the 
Church, is made more significant by the contrast of the former 
conduct of two of the Apostles in this region. Before they had 
been baptized with ‘the Holy Ghost and with fire,” the two bre- 
thren, James and John, even when in the company of Christ upon 
earth, had been eager to call down fire from heaven and destroy the 
village of the Samaritans, which would not receive them. (Luke 
ix. 44.) They had been ready to do the vindictive work of Simeon 
and Levi. But now that they have been baptized with fire, the 
two Apostolic brethren, Peter and John, call down from heaven 
on the Samaritans the pure and holy flame of zeal and love. 
Such was the change wrought by the Holy Ghost, poured down 
from heaven by Christ, now ascended into heaven. 

Confirmation is called one of the “first principles of the doc- 
trine of Christ.” Heb. vi. 2; see the note there. To the authorities 
cited above on Confirmation (ony. 5), may be added what is said 
by S. Jerome, a Presiy/er, and one not over eager to exalt the 
rights of the Episcopate: ‘Are you ignorant that this is the 
custom of our Churches, that hands are laid on those who are 
baptized, and the Holy Spirit invoked over them? Do you 
inquire where this is written? It is in the Acts of the Apostles” 
fad Lucifer. c. 4, p. 294). ‘ This is the usage of our Churches. 
The Bishop goes forth (excurrit) and makes a tour in order to 
lay his hands and to invoke the Holy Spirit on those who in 
smaller towns have been baptized by our Priests and Deacons” 
(ibid.). And S. Cyprian (Epist. 73), “They who are baptized 
are brought to the Chief Pastors of the Church, that by our 
prayer (Cyprian being a Jishop) and the laying on of hands they 
may receive the Holy Ghost, and be completed by the seal of 
Christ ;”” and before him, Tertullian, a presbyter, de Bapt. c. 8, 
and Augustine (de Trin. xv. 26), “ Ecclesia in Preepositis suis 
nune servyat morem, quem habebant Apostoli, oratione et manuum 
impositione tribuendi Spiritum Sanctum ;”’ and Theophyl. says, 
“ After Baptism the Holy Spirit is given by laying on of hands; 
and this order is observed to our day :’’ this was written in the 
eleventh century. 

Here is the answer to the question sometimes put now, as 
indeed it was of old, ‘‘ What profit is there to me from the Mi- 
nistry of Confirmation, after the Sacrament of Baplism?” The 
Holy Spirit (says Eusebius Emisenus, or perhaps Salvian, see 
Hammond, iv. 895) which descends on the waters of Baptism with 
healing on His Wings (salutifero illapsu) gives, at the baptismal 
font, complete remission of sins. And in Confirmation He sup- 
plies grace, for growth in holiness. In Baptism we are regenerated 
unto life; in Confirmation we are invigorated for life’s warfare. 
Baptism suffices for those who are called away by God in tender 
years; Confirmation arms and equips the young soldier (who has 
been enlisted in Baptism under Christ’s banner) to fight a good 
fight in the conflicts of this world. 

It appears from v. 16 that the Holy Ghost had not visibly 

Jallen upon any of the converts before the Apostles had laid their 
hands upon them. That is, the fudl effusion of the Holy Ghost, 
with its ¢hen visible manifestations of tongues and other signs, 
had not been vouchsafed to them. As S. Aug. says (in Joann, 
Tract. vi.), ‘‘ Nondum acceperant Spiritum Sanctum, sicud tunc 
descendebat ad ostendendam significationem gentium crediturarum, 
ut linguis loquerentur.” 

The reasons of this seem to be, to show the need of union 
with the Apostles, and to secure due respect to their persons and 
office; and to assure the Church, in all ages, of the reality of the 
inward grace ministered to all worthy recipients of Confirmation, 

Hence Confirmation was called the Consummating Uncetion, 
xplais TeXewriky}, as completing Baptism. See Bp. Taylor's 
Dissertation with that title, Works, xi. 215. As S. Ambrose 
teaches (de Sacram. iii. 2): ‘‘ Post fontem (baptismi) superest ut 
perfectio fiat, quando ad invocationem sacerdotis Spiritus Sanctus 
infunditur.” And as Hooker says (V. Ixvi.), “It confirms and 
perfects that which the grace of the Spirit has already begun in 
Baptism ;’’ and ep. Hammond's Treatise ‘‘de Confirmatione,”’ 
Works, iv. 851. Bp. Pearson, Lectures in Acta, v. 6; and 
Dr. Comber, Companion to the Temple, iii. p. 451. Bingham, 
Antiq., bk. xii. here. Blunt, Lectures, p. 40; Calvin on Heb. 
vi. 2, “in whose opinion,” says R. Nelson, ‘that passage in the 
Acts shows that Confirmation was instituted by the Apostles ;”’ and 
see the valuable Manual entitled ‘ Carecuesis,” by the Bishop 
of St. Andrew's, Lond. 1837, and the remarks made and autho- 
rities quoted in an excellent Essay by the late Rev. John Frere, 
M.A., Rector of Cottenbam. Lond. 1845. 

In another important respect Confirmation is the consum- 
mation of Baptism,—not from any defect in Baptism itself, but 
from the circumstances of persons who have been baptized ; 

In primitive times, from the nature of the case, the majority 
of those who were baptized were Adul/s. But now that Chris- 
tianity has been long preached in the world, they who are bap- 
tized are, for the most part, Infants. ‘‘The aslipulation of a 
good conscience is an essential part of Baptism’’ (1 Pet. iii. 21). 
And ‘for all such as have been baptized in their Infancy the per- 
sonal resumption or ratification of that vow which they made by 
their sponsors at the sacred laver is to be exacted in the public 
congregation.”” And this is done at Confirmation. (Dr. Jackson 
on the Creed, bk. x. ch. 1. vol. ix. p. 548.) And they who boldly 
confess Christ with their lips and lives on earth, will be confessed 
by Him at the Great Day. Matt. x. 32. Luke xii. 8. 

The Church of England has declared her mind in this matter 
in her Office for Baptism. “ Ye are to take care, that this child 
be brought to the Bishop to be confirmed by him,” &c. 

And in her Office for ConFiRMATION— 
“ Then the Bishop shall say: 
. ... Almighty and everlasting God... we make our 

humble supplication unto Thee for these thy servants, upon 
whom afler the example of thy Holy Apostles we have now 
laid our hands... .” 

Also, in her sixtieth Canon of 1603, the Church of England 
says, that “it hath been a solemn, ancient, and laudable custom 
in the Church of God, continued from the Apostles’ times, that 
all Bishops should lay their hands upon children baptized and 
instructed in the Catechism of Christian Religion, praying over 
them and blessing them,—which we commonly call Confirma- 
tion.” 

It has indeed been alleged by some, that the Church of 
England says only that Confirmation is administered after the 
example of the Apostles, and not by reason of any direct precept 
of the Apostles, or any institution of any perpetual ordinance by 
them. 

But on this it is to be observed, that in such cases as these 
example is equivalent to precept. 

What was done by the Apostles in this matter, and what the 
Holy Ghost himself here records in Holy Scripture as having 
been done by them, was not done by them of their own mind, 
but by the will of God. It was done dy Him, through them. 
And He showed that it was His act, by visible outpourings of the 
Holy Ghost on those persons for whom the Apostles prayed, and 
on whom they laid their hands. Simon Magus saw, that through 
the laying on of the Apostles’ hands the Holy Ghost was given. 
(Acts viii. 18.) The persons on whom the Apostle St. Paul laid 
his hands, spake with tongues and prophesied. (Acts xix. 6.) 

By these outward manifestations in the first age of the 
Church, Almighty God set His own seal on this practice of the 
Apostles ; who, being taught of God, exercised this ministry as 
the proper means for the conveyance of an inward gift, called in 
Holy Scripture the Gift of the Holy Ghost, to the souls of bap- 



‘ »” A , > A 

TO ovop.a Tov Kuptov Ingo. 

edp.Bavov veda ayrov. 

ACTS VII. 17—20. 

17 , > ‘6 8 a 23 a. 
Tote é€metiVovy tas xelpas €m avTous, Kat 

18 °Idav S€ 6 Sipwv, dru dua THs emiOécews Tdv YeipOv Ta aroaTohwy Sidorat 

h 2 Kings 5. 16. 
Matt. 10. 8. 
ich. 10, 45. 
& 19. 5, 6. 
1 Cor. 1. 13. 

\ Le) ‘ 9 , > a , 19 , , > ‘ ‘ 

To IIvevpa 70 ayvov, TpoonveyKev avtois ypypata, ' héywv, AdTe Kapot THY 
bP ag , , 7 aN > a ‘ tal , fa y 20 h , 
efovolav TavTHY, Wa @ €av ETLOG Tas xElpas, hapBdvy TIvedpa ayrov. ITé- 

de > ‘ a? \ > , , ‘ ‘ ¥ > > , Ld i ‘ 

Tpos € €L7TE T Pos au7oOr, To apyuplov gov Ovv gol €ly) ELS amo evar, OTL TV 

tized persons. Thus Almighty God commended this practice to 
the permanent use of all future generations, and made it obli- 
gatory on Christians to receive and maintain it. 

God’s gifts are without repentance. (Rom. xi. 29.) That 
is, whatever means He has once bestowed for the attainment of 
necessary ends, are never withdrawn by Him. He never revokes 
what He has once given for our growth in spiritual grace here, 
and for our attainment of heavenly glory hereafter. And what- 
soever is offered by Him for such ends is to be thankfully used 
by us. See note on John xiii. 14. 

The gift of the Holy Ghost is a gift of this kind. It is as 
much required now, as it was in the age of the Holy Apostles. 
Man’s ghostly enemies are still the same as they were then. His 
needs of ghostly helps against them, are, therefore, as great now 
as they were then. Man is the same. Heaven is the same. Hell 
is the same. The Holy Ghost is the same. His love is the same, 
and His gifts remain the same; and they have the same purpose 
and power, to enable men to escape Hell, and to reach Heaven. 

Accordingly, we find that our Lord Himself describes the 
promised gift of the Holy Ghost as a gift in perpetuity. I will 
pray the Father, He says, and He shall give you another Com- 
forter, that He may abide with you for ever. (John xiv. 16.) 

The Apostles, being taught by God, and being guided by 
Him into all Truth, used certain means for the conveyance of 
spiritual grace to those who hadsbeen baptized; and that God 
sanctioned that Apostolic practice by visible marks of His own 
approval and favour. 

These means were Prayer and Laying-on of Hands. These 
means are reckoned by the Holy Spirit, speaking in the Epistle to 
the Hebrews, as among the first principles of the Doctrine of 
Christ (Heb. vi. 2), where the doctrine of Laying-on of Hands is 
joined with the doctrine of Baptism. 

We know, from the testimony of ancient Christian writers, 
that the chief Pastors, or Bishops of the Church, who had been 
appointed by the Apostles as their successors, and who best knew 
the mind of the Apostles, used these same means, and prayed 
and laid their hands on those who had been baptized, as the Holy 
Apostles had done before them; and that the primitive Christian 
Bishops did this for the same purpose as the Apostles had done, 
namely, for the conveyance of the gift of the Moly Ghost to those 
who had been baptized, and on whom they laid their hands with 
prayer. We find that the earliest Christian Churches, planted 
by the Apostles, used these means; and that this Apostolic prac- 
tice was called by them ConrirMarTion, because in it they who 
have been baptized are confirmed and strengthened by the Holy 
Ghost the Comforter. These means have been ever used by the 
Church of Christ Universal, to which He has promised His per- 
petual presence (Matt. xxviii. 20), and the continual guidance of 
His Spirit, and which is the Church of the Living God, the Pillar 
and Ground of the Truth (1 Tim. iii. 15). We find also that 
these means have been mercifully preserved to us, by God’s good- 
ness, in our own Church, which, at every Baptism administered 
by her to Infants, commands that the child then baptized shall 
‘be brought to the Bishop, to be confirmed by him,” so soon as 
it has been duly catechised; and she declares, in her office for 
Confirmation, that the Laying-on of Hands of the Bishop on 
those who have been baptized, is an act done by him “after the 
example of the Holy Apostles.” 

We may therefore conclude; that Almighty God, Who is 
the Author and Giver of all Grace,-and without Whom we can do 
nothing that is pleasing in His sight, vouchsafes to bestow on 
those who have been baptized the gift of the Holy Ghost, by the 
appointed means of Prayer, and of the Laying-on of Hands of 
the successors of the Holy Apostles, who were inspired by the 
Holy Ghost, and who employed these means, and delivered them 
to be used by those who came after them, even to the end. What 
was thus done by the Holy Apostles under the guidance and in- 
spiration of the Holy Ghost, was done by the Holy Ghost, Who 
guided and inspired them. And whensoever the Holy Ghost 
youchsafes to appoint and employ certain means for bestowing 
His own gifts, we have no right to expect to receive those gifts 
from Him, unless we conform ourselves to His will, and use 
those means, which He has been pleased to institute for their 

bestowal. To neglect those means, is to grieve the Holy Spirit 
who works by them. It is to despise and disobey Christ, who 
sent the Holy Ghost to deach His Apostles all things, and to 
guide them into all truth, and to abide with them for ever; and 
who said to His Apostles, He that receiveth you receivelh Meg 
and he that receiveth Me receiveth Him that sent Me (Matt. x. 
40), and whosoever shall not receive you, nor hear your words, 
when you depart out of that house or city shake off the dust of 
your feet. Verily, I say unto you, it shall be more tolerable for 
the land of Sodom and Gomorrha in the Day of Judgment than 
Jor that city (Matt. x. 14, 15). On the other hand, if we receive 
those means thankfully and reverently, we receive Christ, who 
promised to be ever with His Apostles even unto the end of the 
world. We receive the Holy Ghost the Comforter, who guided 
the Apostles to use those means for the bestowal of His own 
blessed gift to the Christian soul, for its growth in grace here, and 
for its everlasting glory hereafter. 

Richard Hooker's lamentations for the insufficient admi- 
nistration of Confirmation in his own day (see Eccl. Pol. V. lxvi. 8) 
might be reiterated with a hundred-fold force in the present 
times, when, from the inadequate number of Bishops, an im- 
mense majority of the population grow up without ever receiving 
the completion of their baptismal privileges, by the reception of 
Confirmation, and the subsequent graces of the Holy Spirit given 
in the Lord’s Supper, and, consequently, are never brought into 
full communion with the Church; and though they may have 
been baptized by her, yet, being never made fully partakers of her 
privileges, they fall away into indifference or unbelief, or are ar- 
rayed in hostility against her. 

It seems as if Confirmation, being restricted in its adminis- 
tration to those who are successors of the Apostles, were designed 
by Divine Providence to serve the important purpose of maintain- 
ing a vital principle of Chureh Unity, by bringing all the children 
of God in a Diocese, as members of one spiritual household, to 
receive the benediction of their Spiritual Father in God; thus re- 
minding them of their filial adoption in Christ the Son of God 
into the family of One heavenly Father ; and of the gracious over- 
shadowing of the One Spirit of Unity—the Divine Dove—whose 
invisible wings are spread over them, and shed grace from heaven 
upon them. 

It also seems as if this restriction of Confirmation to the 
Episcopal office were divinely ordered, in order to show more 
clearly the necessity of elasticity and expansion of Episcopacy, in 
proportion to the growth of the population of a country, and so to 
ensure (short of absolute compulsion) those other blessings which 
flow from the Holy Spirit on the Church through the ministrations 
of a pious, learned, zealous, and faithful Episcopate. 

15. AdBwor Mvedua &yov] Cp. v. 17, éAduBavoy Tv. &y., and 
our Lord’s own words, John xx. 22, AdSete Mvedua dyiov. 

18. iddav 5 Sluwy, bri—dldoTat] iSdv, A, B, C, D, E. Elz. 
Ocacduevos. But when Simon saw that the Holy Ghost is being 
given; it is observable, that, whereas miraculous powers were 
exercised by the Deacons, and other disciples, yet it does not 
appear that ¢hey had the power “ to derive or communicate them 
to other men,”’ as Hooker remarks, V. lxvi. 

“ Simon Magus,” says Hooker (V. lxvi. 2), “ perceiving that 
power to bein none Lut the Apostles, and presuming that they 
which had it could sell it, sought to purchase it of them with 
money.” Thus even Simon himself, the arch-heretic, supplies a 
strong argument for the reality of the Divine Grace dispensed by 
prayer and laying on of Apostolic hands. He would never have 
offered to give money for what did not east. 

On the sin of Simony hence deriving its name, see the 
authorities in Bingham, Antiq. zvi., and Dupin on the Study of 
Theology, p. 471. 

It has been supposed by some that Simon himself had beeu 
confirmed by the Apostles, but this is not probable. 

On the covetousness of the Gnostic Teachers, the foilowers 
of Simon, see St. Peter’s own testimony, 2 Pet. ii. 

20. Merpos 5& elme—xrao8a} But Peter said unto him, Thy 
money perish with thee because thou thouyhtest to purchase the 
gift of God by money. A remarkable proof of St. Peter’s honesty, 
courage, and disinterestedness. 

Simon Peter would not receive any thing from Simon Magus 
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for the dispensation of a spiritual gift—although at that time the 
Church subsisted on alms (see iv. 35). He claimed no merit to 
himself for the power which he was enabled to use. It was the 
gift of God. He boldly rebuked Simon, who was adored by the 
people of Samaria. And Simon Magus, who had bewitched the 
people, feels Simon Peter’s power, and submits to it, acknow- 
ledges his prophetic gifts, and craves his prayers (v. 24). 

22. meravdnoov—Kal SehOnri—ei tpa apeOjoera] Repent 
therefore from this thine iniquity, and pray to the Lord, if 
haply the thought of thine heart shall be forgiven thee. A strong 

passage sebeae 
1) Against all Donatistic iteration of Baptism. 
2) Against all Novatian denials of Pardon for deadly sin 

after Baptism. See the Expositors of Article XVI. of the Church 
of England. 

(3) For the reality of Divine Grace in Baptism, which 
though dormant in a Simon Magus, in a death-like sleep of sin, 
may be awakened, and be made available by Repentance and 
Prayer, for salvation not to be repented of ; 

(4) And consequently for the possibility and duty of Prayer 
and Repentance, on the part of baptized persons after falling into 
deadly sin. See XXXIX Articles, Art. xvi. 

S. Augustine has some excellent remarks on the case of 
Simon (in Joann. Tract. vi.), ‘Cui dicit hc Petrus? Utique 
haptizato. Jam baptisma habebat; sed Columba visceribus non 
herebat. Baptisma illi quid proderat? Noli ergo de Baptismo 
gloriari, quasi ex ipso salus tibi sufficiat. olf irasci; depone 
fel, veni ad Columbam . . . habeto humilitatem, charitatem, 
pacem ; habeto bonum quod nondum habes, ut prosi/ tibi bonum 
quod habes—veni ad Columbam (i. e. ad Ecclesie unitatem), hic 
tibi proderit quod foris non solum non proderat, sed etiam 
oberat.”” 

— ot Kuplov] So A, B, C, D, E, and others. 
cod. Cf. v. 24. 

23. els xoAqjv] Something more than ey xoAj. Thou who hast 
been baptized info Christ (eis Xpiorbv), hast plunged thyself into 
the gall of bitterness. Cp. v. 40; Jerem. xxiii. 15. Or, tnou, 
who hast been engrafted into the Vine, hast transferred thyself 
to the bitter gall-root. Deut. xxxii. 32. Heb. xii. 15. 
25. Sauapertav] of the Samaritans. A fulfilment of our Lord’s 

prophecy, who had seen there in His divine prescience ‘‘ many 
fields white unto harvest”’ (John iv. 35), Cp. Acts i. 8. 

— xéuas] villages. See on Matt. ix. 35. On this word is an 
interesting Homily of S. Chrysostom here, exhorting Landowners 
to build and endow Churches and Chapels on their estates—a 
counsel very seasonable for these and all times. 
— elmyyeaAl(ovto] they were evangelizing in their way. As to 

the accusative, see xiv. 21; xvi. 10. So A, B, C, D, E.—Eiz. 
einyyeXloarto. 

They (Peter and John) were evangelizing many villages of 
the Samaritans ; perhaps, among these, was ¢/at village on which 
John had once desired to call down fire from heaven. (Luke ix. 
52.) But the Holy Ghost, sent down from heaven with a baptism 
of fire, had changed his heart, and warmed it with love. 

26. Td(av] Gaza, Hebr. my, a fortress, the Hebrew y being 
changed into the Greek y. Gen. x. 19. Josh. xiii. 3. 1 Sam. vi. 17. 
An old Canaanitish fortified town of Philistia, celebrated in the 
history of Samson; situated on a hill twenty stadia from the sea, 
stormed and plundered by Alexander the Great (Plutarch, Alex. 
25. Q. Curt. iv. 6), and dismantled by the Jewish Prince Alex- 
ander Janneus, B.c. 96 (see Joseph. Ant. xiii. 13. 3), but not 
long afterwards restored by Gabinius (Joseph. xiv. 5. 3). Fora 
description, see Robinson, ii. 375—384. 

In the sending forth of the Gospel toward Gaza, celebrated 

Elz. tov 

in Philistian History, and in the conversion of the chamberlain 
of Ethiopia, we may recognize an intimation and earnest of 
the fulfilment of the Prophecy concerning Christ (Ps. Ixxxvii. 4), 
“ Behold Philistia, with Tyre and Eihiopia, there shall He be 
born,” and Ps. Ix. 8, “* Philistia, be thou glad of Me,’’ and cyiii. 
9, “ Over Philistia will I triumph,’’ and lxviii, 31, “ Ethiopia 
shall stretch out her hands unto God.” 

The incidents in the Acts of the Apostles are, for the most 
part, prophetical as well as historical ; they show what has been, 
and is; and in the past and present they give a pledge of the 
future progress and triumphs of Christianity. 
— aiirn early épnuos] this is desert. These words are regarded 

by many as a parenthesis of St. Luke, distinguishing it as the 
old City, ruined by Alexander, from the other Gaza. See A La- 
pide, Wetstein, Rosenm., and others ; 

But this does not seem to be a correct view. 
The site of the new City was near that of the old one. The 

same roads led to them both; and what did Philip do there? 
Nothing. He did not meet the Eunuch at Gaza,—new or old,— 
but in the wilderness. See also on v. 36 and v. 40, whence it 
appears that Philip did not ever arrive at Gaza. 

The meaning seems to be this ; 
Philip had been very successful in preaching in a populous 

metropolitan City to vast multitudes (see v. 6). God would now 
try his faith, and show His own Divine power, and present an 
example in him to other Preachers of the Gospel. He would 
also reward the devout Ethiopian, who could little expect to meet 
a preacher in the wilderness ; 

The address of the Angel to St. Philip may be therefore 
paraphrased thus ;—Quit the City of Samaria, but do not go to 
the north, to populous Galilee, where thou mightest make many 
converts; nor yet to Jerusalem, but beyond it, to the very 
extremity of Palestine. Go along the road which leads to Gaza,— 
which is desert; Almighty God has something for thee to do 
there. He can enable thee to do the work of an Evangelist, 
ie only in the city of Samaria, but in the wilderness of Phi- 
istia. 

This was a speech something like our Lord’s question to 
the Apostle Philip in the wilderness (ev rH éepnula), “* Whence 
shall we buy bread for these that they may eat ?’’ (Matt. xiv. 15. 
John vi. 5.) 

It may also be compared to His command to the Apostles, 
to cast in their net for a draught, in a place in the sea where they 
had i all night, and caught nothing. (Luke v. 5. John 
xxi. 6. 

But still the command of the Lord to Philip was,—‘ Go 
along the road to Gaza, to the southern extremity of Palestine, 
the wilderness.’’ And he arose and went. And there, in the 
wilderness, he saw a chariot, and was commanded by the Spirit 
to join himself to it; he ran and overtook it, he fed the soul of 
the Ethiopian Courtier with the bread of life; he caught, if we 
may venture so to speak (see John xxi. 11), this ‘great Fish’ in 
the Net of the Gospel, even in the wilderness. He baptized 
him; and perhaps by means of the example and influence of 
this great Courtier, the Morians’ land soon strelched forth her 
hands unto God (Ps. Ixviii. 31. Cf. Zeph. iii. 10), And thus 
even in Philip the Evangelist was the prophecy fulfilled, “ The 
voice of him that crieth in the Wilderness, Prepare ye the way 
of the Lord, make straight in the desert a highway for our God.” 
Isa. xl. 3. 

As to the word &pnyos, it is generally considered as an 
adjective here; and if so, it is to be connected with 654s. And so 
the Arabic and Syriac Versions, and Lightfoot here, and Winer 
(Gr. Gr. pp. 108. 142), and Robinson (ii. p. 380), who says that it 
indicates the southern road, leading from Eleutheropolis to Gaze, 
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through the desert, or region without villages; as is the case at 
the present day. 

The sense then would be: Go along that road which is de- 
serted, and where therefore you may not expect to meet any one. 
But still, Go. 

Or, airn early Epnuos may mean, ‘ ¢haé region is unin- 
habited,’ an €pyuos: where you may expect to find no one; but 
here is the force of the command, here is the trial of your faith. 
Go and see. And it may be observed that the word épnuos 
occurs eight other times in the Acts of the Apostles, and in seven 
of these (vii. 30. 36. 38. 42. 44; xiii. 18; xxi. 38) it is a sub- 
stantive. In one only (i. 20, a quotation from the LXX) it is an 
adjective. 

It does not seem therefore that the words atrn éorly epnuos 
are a parenthesis inserted by St. Luke; but they are words of the 
Angel to St. Philip; and their meaning is either, ‘* this road is 
desert,” or, “ this is a wilderness.” 

On this sending of St. Philip, see below, ix. 6. 
27. edvodxos] rendered by some here a Chamberlain or Cour- 

tier. See on Matt. xix. 12. 
It must however be observed, that a strong reason in favour 

of the literal translation of the word (as adopted in the English 
Version) may be derived from the promise in Isaiah lvi. 3—8. 
And it may have been a part of St. Luke’s design, in this narra- 
tive, to show that ¢hat promise was fulfilled in the Christian 
Church, as described by St. Paul, Gal. iii. 28. 

Besides ; the case of this edvodxos may be compared with 
that of the faithful and merciful Ebed-melech, also an Ethiopian 
and an Eunuch, who is contrasted with the rebel King and 
Courtiers of Judah—as the faithful Ethiopian here is contrasted 
with the obdurate Rulers of Jerusalem —and who received a special 
blessing from God. See on Jeremiah xxxviii. 7; xxxix. 16. 
The Monarch here is a Queen; the favourite an Hunuch. 

Indeed this history of the E¢hiopian, and that which soon 
follows, of Cornelius the first-fruits of the Gentile world, derive 
additional interest from the consideration that in them may be 
recognized a fulfilment of ancient Prophecies, particularly in that 
chapter of Isaiah (lvi. 3) which speaks of the extension of the 
blessings of God’s Covenant in Christ— 

(1) to the “‘ Zunuchs that keep His Sabbaths and chcose 
the things that please Him,” and in them to all who are alone 
and childless in this world, and yet are made members of the 
household of God in Christ, and so receive ‘‘a place and a name 
better than of sons and daughters ;”’ and 

(2) to the “ Sons of the Stranger ” (such as Cornelius), who 
were once afar off and aliens from God, but are now made near in 
Christ, and are brought to His Holy Mountain, and “ made joyful 
in His House of Prayer, which shall be for ‘all people.’” See 
Isaiah lvi. 4—7. 

It may be here suggested for the reader’s consideration 
whether these Chapters (viii—x.) of the Acts of the Apostles 
do not also display the fulfilment of another Prophecy concern- 
ing the Evangelical Conquests of Christ (viz. Psalm cviii. 7). 
Be thou exalted, O God, above the heavens (v. 5), i.e. by the 
Ascension. God hath spoken in His Holiness, I will rejoice and 
divide Shechem, or Sychem—fulfilled in the Evangelization of 
Samaria—perhaps Sychem itself. The triumphs of the Gospel 
in that region and in Galilee, mentioned in the Acts of the 
Apostles (ix. 31), seem to be predicted by the words of that Psalm 
(v. 8), “ Manasseh is mine, Ephraim also is the strength of my 
head ;” and Christ triumphed over Philistia by the preaching of 

Perhaps also the promise of the conquest over Edom (which was 
a name for the enemies of God’s Church, and is especially applied 
by the Rabbis to Rome) may have been begun to be fulfilled by 
the reception of the Roman soldier Cornelius, the representative 
of the heathen and Roman world, into the Christian Church. 
Doubtless also it had a literal fulfilment in the Victories of the 
Gospel in Idumza. 

The gracious consequences of the outpouring of the Holy 
Spirit, in the propagation of the Gospel, are prophetically declared 
in Psalm Ixviii. 7—31. Inv. 7 the description of the giving of 
the Law on Sinai is immediately followed by that of the promul- 
gation of the Gospel at Sion, and its fruits are foreshown. See 
particularly v. 27 of that Psalm, perhaps in reference to the Con- 
version of St. Paul, and v. 31, to the baptism of the Ethiopian. 
See the notes there and on Ps. lxxxvii. 4. The Acts of the 
Apostles is an Inspired Comment on the Psalms and Prophets. 
— Kaviddanns] Candace. The common title of Queens of 

Meroé. Cp. Strabo, xvii. p. 820. Plin. N. H. vi. 35. Wetst. 
p- 507. Biscoe, p. 69. 
— yd¢ns] He who was over all the earthly yd¢a of a Queen 

finds heavenly treasure in the desert road from Jerusalem to 
Gaza. And why? Because he had left his earthly Treasury to 
go up to the Temple to worship, and was seeking for goodly trea- 
sure in the fielt of the written Word. Cp. Matt. xiii. 44. Is 
this an unmeaning paronomasia? See v. 30. 
— rpockvvjcwy) to worship. He was therefore a proselyte, 

not a Gentile. The first-fruits of the Heathen world was Corne- 
lius. See x. 1. 

28. aveylvworev] he was reading, and reading aloud ; Statesman 
and Courtier as he was. A celebrated passage, often cited by the 
Fathers, as showing the biessed fruits of reading the Scriptures. 
See S. Chrys. here, and hom. 35 in Gen. S. Jerome, Epist. 103, 
ad Paulin. A lesson to travellers. ‘* Legendum, audiendum, 
percontandum, etiam in itinere, etiamsi param intelligis (vide v. 
34) Habenti datur.”” (Bengel.) 

30. ywdores & avayiwdoxers] On similar paronomasias, see 
Luke xxi. 11, and 2 Cor, iii. 2, yiwworopévn Kal dvaywookopéevn, 
2 Thess. iii. 11. 

It seems probable from this verbal parallelism, that Philip 
spoke in Greek; and that the Eunuch was reading Isaiah in the 
Septuagint version made in Egypt. 

Valck. compares the celebrated paronomasia of Julian the 
Apostate,—avéyywv, eyvwv, karéyvwv, and the courageous reply 
of the Christian Bishop to him, avéyvws, GAA’ obk eyvas: ef yap 
tyvws, odk ay katéyvws, and Weisfein cites Cato’s saying, ‘ Le- 
gere et non intelligere nec legere (negligere) est.”” 

32. 4 mwepioxh] the passage,—xwplov or téros. See Weist. 
and Valck. Cp. 1 Pet. ii. 6, reprexer ev TH ypaph. 

— ds mpdBarov—airdy] Isa. liii. 7, 8. From the LXX 
Version. 

Here &vy 1H tamewdoe 4 Kpicts adtod ip0n represents 
the Hebrew np) wpzgn ws, i. e. He was taken from oppression 
and judgment; and it seems the LXX means to say that by his 
humiliation his condemnation was taken away, i.e. He was 
justified: and thus the words are a paraphrase of the original, 
and mean that “‘ He was made perfect through (as well as from) 
sufferings,” and was exalted not only from his humiliation, but 
vecause * He humbled Himself and became obedient to death” 
(Phil. ii. 8. Heb. ii. 10). See above on Is. liii. 8. 

33. thy 5& yevedy adrov, x. T. A.) yeved is 7, dor (whence 
Philip in the road to Gaza and at Azotus, and of Peter at Joppa. | Latin durus, duratio). Who shall declare His duration ? i, e, 
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although He is cut off as man, yet He is the Eternal God. He is 
ayeveaddyntos ws Oeds. (Ccum.) 

Sr alpera:] because His life is cut off from earth (see 
Daniel ix. 26), therefore He endures for ever in heaven ; that is, 
He as God-Man is exalted for ever by His temporary Humiliation 
on earth. See Phil. ii. 8. ; 

35. tov "Incotv] Jesus. The Holy Spirit here records that 
the holy Evangelist St. Philip applied the Fifty-third Chapter of 
Isaiah to Jesus Christ. 

Hence it is clear (whatever may be alleged by some modern 
Critics to the contrary) that the Fifty-third Chapter of Isaiah has 
rightly been deemed by the Church to be a prophecy concerning 
Christ; and that the Criticism which propounds allegations in. 
consistent with such an exposition is entitled to little regard from 
those who believe in the Inspiration of the New Testament, and 
desire to be faithful members of Christ and of His Church. 

Compare the remarks of the Apostolic Father and Bishop 
Clemens Romanus, cap. 16, who applies this prophecy to Christ 
dying on the cross. 

36. 5wp] water. At Bethsor (say the Scholia on S. Jerome, 
loc. Hebr. p. 277) or Bethsoron, twenty miles’ S. of Jerusalem, 
and only two miles from Hebron. ‘“ Ibi,”’ says Bede, p. 41, 
“ mutanit Athiops pellem suam, id est sorde peccatoyum abluta 
de lavacro Jesu dealbatus ascendit.” If so, Philip overtook the 
Ethiopian long Jefore he came to Gaza; and this seems to be 
another reason why épnuos cannot be connected with Ta¢a in 
v. 26. ; 
— Barricbijva} to be baptized. A proof that Philip, in 

preaching Jesus, bad preached the necessity of Baptism. How 
else would the Eunuch have asked to be baptized? Cp. Augus- 
tine, de Fide et Operibus, c. 9, who considers this case of the 
Ethiopian, and says, that by the compendious’ expression (v. 35), 
“ Philip preached to him Jesus,’ St. Luke implies that Philip 
preached ‘ not only what is to be Jelieved concerning Christ, but 
what is to be done by those who are joined to the unity of the body 
of Christ ; and preached to him the main points of Christian Faith 
and Duty.” 

37. elme—Xpiordy] This verse is not found in A, B, C, G, 
H, and in some ancient Versions, and has been omitted by most 
recent editors. Perhaps rightly: and it may be observed also 
that the words rbv "Incotdy Xpiorby (as they stand in Elz.) are 
no where thus used by St. Luke in the Acts of the Apostles or 
the Gospel. 

But, on the other hand, the verse is found in substance in 
E, and in the Syriac, Vulg., Armenian, and Arabic versions, 
and in numerous cursive Manuscripts. And it appears to be at 
least as ancient as the age of Jrenewus, who says, iii. 12, ‘* Hune 
esse Jesum, et impletam in Eo esse Scripturam, quemadmodum 
ipse Eunuchus credens et statim postulans baptizari dicebat Credo 
Filium Dei esse Jesum,’’—omitting Xpirrdv, and it is cited by 
Cyprian. 1 have not therefore ventured to expunge the verse ; 
which is retained, in brackets, by Bornemann. 

38. ¢Adrricey aitév] he baptized him. Philip was a married 
man, and only a Deacon, and was sent by the Angel to baptize 
the Ethiopian. ‘ Let me be a Philip; be thou a minister of 
Candace. Say, ‘ Here is water, what hindereth me to be bap- 
tized?’ Seize the opportunity. Though an Ethiop in body, be 
thou pure in heart. And do not say, ‘ Let a Bishop baptize me ;’ 
or, if a Presbyter, let him be unmarried. Man looketh on the 
face, but God on the heart. Any Minister can cleanse you by 

Vor. I.—Parr II. 

Baptism, if he is not alien from the Church. One Minister may 
be of gold, another of iron, but they are both like rings which 
have the seal of Christ ; let them stamp on thee, who art the wax, 
the image of the Great King. There may be a difference in the 
metal, but there is none in the seal.” S. Greg. Naz. ii. p. 711, 
an Oration to those who delay their Baplism. 

89. jiprace] caught up Philip. Cp. the case of Elijah, 1 Kings 
xviii. 12. 2 Kings ii, 16. Ezekiel iii. 12, and of St. Paul, 2 Cor. xii. 
2.4. See Didymus ‘and Chrys. here, who observe, that by this 
sudden disappearance of Philip, the Ethiopian was assured that 
the message he had received'was from heaven: and that, if the 
Ethiopian had asked Philip to remain with him, and he had re- 
fused to do so, he would not then have gone on his way rejoicing, 
Cp. Robinson’s Palestine, 'i. 320; iii. 14. 

40. eipéOn eis “ACwror] he was found at Azolus. This showed 
that the object of his mission was attained; and he is spared 
the weariness of a journey in the desert, as a reward for his ready 
obedience in going to'preach in a desert, see v.26. “ACwros, 
Ashdod, now Esdud (Robinson, ii. p. 36!),—being on the coast, 
half-way bétween Gaza on the south, and Joppa on the north, 
and in the’ same latitude with Jerusalem. It was 260 stadia from 
the ancient Gaza. See Welst. On eis see v. 23; vii. 4. Winer, 
p- 369. 

— einy eAlfero—Kaiodperay] Going northward along the sea- 
coast from Azotus to Cesarea, he passed through Joppa, and did 
the work of an Evangelist (ebnyyeAl(ero), and prepared the way 
for St. Peter’s visit to that. place (ix. 36—43), and for the con- 
version of Cornelius at Caesarea (x. 1—24), where we find Philip 
again (Acts xxi. 8). 

On Cesarea itself see x. 1. 
The house of Philip the Evangelist was still standing at 

Cesarea in 8. Jerome’s age, and was even shown in Bede’s time. 
Jerome, Epist. Paul. p. 150. Bede, in Acta, p. 43. 

— tas réreis mdoas] the cities, all of them, probably Ekron, 
Jamnia, Joppa, Apollonia, and perhaps Lydda. 

Cu, IX. 1. Saddos] Saul, God’s crevos exdAoyis for the con- 
version of the Gentiles, was of the tribe of Benjamin (Acts xiii. 
21); and the Fathers (Tertullian adv. Marcion. v. 1. Chrys. 
Ambrase, de Ben. Patr. ad fin. Aug., Serm. 279) apply to him, 
in a spiritual sense, Jacob’s prophecy, Gen. xlix. 27, ‘‘ Benjamin 
shall rayin as a wolf. In the morning he shall devour the prey, 
and at night he shall divide the spoil.’’ That is to say, in a 
spiritual sense, at the beginning of his career he shall be a Perse- 
cutor of Christ’s flock, as a Wolf; but in the end, he shall feed 
them as a Shepherd. ‘ Escas dividet’”” (Aug. Serm. 279, and 
Append. Serm. 189); and’ ‘‘escas diyisit,’”” says Ambrose (de 
Bened. Patriarch. 12), ‘ evangelizans gentibus verbum.” 

Benjamin’s birth was the occasion of his mother’s death; so 
“Sauli nativitas in Evangelium matri ejus Synagoge mortem 
attulit.”’ At first he might be called Benoni (a child of sorrow), 
but by God’s grace he became Benjamin (Gen. xxxv. 18), the 
son of a right hand. Benjamin was the last among the twelve 
Patriarchs; so Paul among the Apostles (1 Cor. xv. 8,9). Ben- 
jamin was preferred aboye the rest by Joseph (Gen. xliii. 34); so 
Paul by Christ (1 Cor. xv. 10). 

Benjamin is called ‘little’ (wyz, Ps. Ixviii. 27), and yet “a 
Ruler ;”” and so Saul is ‘ Paul,’ or /i/t/e (see on xiii. 9), and calls 
himself “ the least of the Apostles’ (1 Cor. xv. 9), and yet “ not 
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a whit behind the very chiefest Apostles’’ (2 Cor. xi. 5; xii. 11). 
Even the Romish Expositor, Cornelius a Lapide, here says, ‘‘ Ita 
Paulus & Christo dotatus fuit pre aliis Apostolis.”” 
— umvéwy Grethjjs] Something more than mvéwy dretAjjs, in- 

wardly breathing of slaughter; his very breath was impregnated 
with threats and slaughter. (Meyer, who compares Josh. x. 40, 
éumvéov (wijs.) On the genitive of the maéerial after mvéw, 
cp. Winer, G. G. § 30, p. 183, who quotes Aristoph. Equit. 437, 
obTos H5n Kaklas Kal cvKopayrlas 72 Er 
— mpooehOdy TG apxicpet] coming to the High Priest. See 

xxii. 5. Saul even outran the High Priest in furious zeal against 
the Church ; he was not sent, but craved a commission against 
it. 

2. eis Aauackdy] ‘ Damascus, civitas olim _celeberrima, in 
planitie amcenissima et fertilissima inter Libanum et Antilibanum 
sita, in e& Syriz parte, que in literis sacris Syria Damascena 
2 Sam. viii. 5. Tes. vii. 8, a Strabone (xvi. p. 755), Cele-Syria 
vocatur. Quanta Judeorum frequentia ibi fuerit, ex eo colligi 
potest, quod Josephus (B. J. ii. 25) narret, sub Nerone Damas- 
cenos in sud urbe decem Judzorum millia, quos in publicis ther- 
mis collectos forté habebant, inermes oppressisse et trucidasse.”’ 
(Kuin.) Cp. Howson, i. 106. Lewin, pp. 54—63. 

It may at first seem surprising, that the power of the High 
Priest and the Sanhedrim of Jerusalem should have extended be- 
yond the limits of Palestine so far as Damascus, and that they 
should have been allowed to send Saul on a commission to bind 
in that city, and to bring bound to Jerusalem men and women, 
without any reference to the power of Rome. 

The solution of this question appears to be supplied,—not 
by the Acts of the Apostles, but by the circumstance which ap- 
pears incidentally from the statement of St. Paul in one of his 
Epistles, viz. ‘that in Damascus the Governor, or Ethnarch, 
under Areéas, the king (i. e. of Arabia Petrsea), was guarding 
(€ppovper) the city of the Damascenes, desirous to seize him, and 
that he was let down in a basket by a window in the wall, and so 
escaped his hands.”* (2 Cor. xi. 32, 33.) 

Hence it appears that Damascus was now garrisoned by a 
military force of king Are/as—a remarkable circumstance —and 
not, as heretofore, by the Romans, and by the forces of the Presi- 
dent of Syria. (Cp. Joseph. xiv. 4, 5.) 

By what means Damascus had come into the hands of Aretas 
is not clear. Probably Aretas, after his victory over Herod Anti- 
pas (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5.1. Cp. Euseb. H. E.i. 11), had been 
induced by his successes to make inroads into Syria; anda favour- 
able opportunity seems to have been presented by the departure 
of Vitellius, the President of Syria, to Rome, on hearing the news 
of the death of the Emperor Tiberius (in the spring of a.p. 37), 
for the occupation of Damascus by Aretas. 

The Roman power lay as it were in abeyance; and Aretas, 
whose victory was welcome to the Jews detesting Herod Anti- 
pas, was desirous to conciliate them, and seconded the endea- 
vours of the officials of the Sanhedrim to arrest Saul, whom they 
had sent as a commissioner to bind the Christians at Damascus, 
and who was now, in their eyes, a renegade and apostate, and 
who “confounded the Jews at Damascus” by preaching the doc- 
trine which he had been sent by them to destroy. 

If these suppositions are correct, then we see in them an ad- 
ditional proof of St. Paui’s sincerity and courage, in his conversion 
to Christianity. 
— tijs 6500] 73, often used for saving doctrine and practice ; 

the way that leads to heaven (Chrys.); ‘Via, in qua ambulan- 
dum, non otiandum” (Bengel). ‘Iter hoe facientibus patria 
coelum est” (Valck.). As 7 bvona—the Name—was, to the 
primitive Church, the holy and saving Name of Jesus (see v. 40), 
so 7 656s—the Way—was the holy and saving Way of the Gospel. 
See below, xix. 9. 23; xxii. 4; xxiv. 14. 22; xxvi. 13. 

8. ev rG@—eyylCew TH Aauarks] as he was drawing near to 
Damascus. The distance from Jerusalem to Damascus was about 
140 miles. Saul was permitted by God to go on his journey, and 
was not checked, till he approached its end, and was about to 
enter the city, and to seize upon his prey. (See Acts xxii. 6; 
xxvi. 12. 1 Cor. xv. 8.) 

Thus the reason of this divine interposition was more clearly 
evinced. It showed God’s watchful Providence, and fatherly 

mercy to His Church, in the critical hour of her need. Then 
Saul was arrested; and then, in the crisis of her peril, the Church 
was delivered. This is in exact accordance with the general 
operations of Almighty God, as seen in Holy Scripture. See 
Dr. Barrow’s excellent remarks in Sermon xi. vol. i. p. 232, 
where he says,— 

‘God beholdeth violent men setting out in their unjust 
attempts. He letteth them proceed on in a full career, until they 
reach the edge of their design; then instantly He checketh, He 
stoppeth, He tumbleth them down, or turneth them backward. 
Thus was Haman’s plot dashed (Esther iii.), when he had pro- 
cured a royal decree, when he had fixed a time, when he had 
issued forth letters to destroy God’s people. Thus was Pharaoh 
overwhelmed (Exod. xiv.), when he had just overtaken the chil- 
dren of Israel. Thus were the designs of Abimelech, of Absalom, 
of Adonijah, of Sanballat nipped. Thus when Sennacherib 
with an unmatchable host had encamped against Jerusalem, and 
had to appearance swallowed it, God did put a hook into his nose, 
and turned him back into his own land (2 Kings xix. 28). 
Thus when Antiochus Epiphanes was marching on furiously to 
accomplish his threat of turning Jerusalem into a charnel, a 
noisome disease did intercept his progress (2 Mace. ix. 5). Thus 
when the profane Caligula did mean to discharge his bloody rage 
on the Jews for refusing to worship him (Joseph. xviii. 12), a 
domestic sword did presently give vent to his revengeful breath. 
Thus also, when Julian had by his policy and authority projected 
to overthrow our religion, his plot soon was quashed, and his 
life snapped away by an unknown hand (Chrysos¢. in Babyl. 
Orat. 2. Naz. Orat. 4). Thus whenever the enemy doth come 
in like a flood (threatening immediately to overflow and overturn 
all things), dhe Spirit of the Lord doth lift up astandard against 
him (Isa. lix. 19); that is, God’s secret efficacy doth suddenly 
restrain and repress his outrage. This usually is the method of 
Divine providence. God could prevent the beginnings of wicked 
designs; He could supplant them in their first onsets; He could 
any where sufflaminate and subvert them; but he rather winketh 
for a time, and suffereth the designers to go on till they are 
mounted to the top of confidence, and good people are cast on 
the brink of ruin; then amd unxavijs, surprisingly, unexpectedly 
He striketh in with effectual succour; so declaring how vain the 
presumption is of impious undertakers ; how needful and sure His 
protection is over innocent people; how much reason the one 
hath to dread Him, and the other to confide in Him. Then is 
God seen, then his care and power will be acknowledged, when 
He snatcheth us from the jaws of danger, when our soul doth 
escape as a bird out of the snare of the fowler.’’ (Ps. exxiv. 7.) 
Cp. Barrow, vol. iv. p. 218, Serm. ix. See also below, xii. 6. 23, 
and note on | Peter iv. 17. 

This, and something more than this was done by God in the 
case of Saul. He was not checked before he was near Damascus ; 
if he had been stopped near Jerusalem, or midway, he would per- 
haps never have entered Damascus. But it was so ordered, that 
Saul might preach the Gospel in the same city whither he had 
come to persecute; and thus under the controlling power of God, 
the very instrument which had been chosen by Satan to destroy 
the Church at Damascus, was used by God to build it up. 

So will it be at the end—when the power of Satan and of 
Antichrist seems nearly to have achieved a Victory over the 
Church, then will Christ appear from heaven to destroy them 
with “the brightness of His coming,” and to deliver His faithful 
people from their hands. 

4. meody én) thy viv] having fallen on the earth. In pictures 
of his conversion Saul is generally represented on horseback, 
which is not very probable. S. Augus/ine says, ‘eum ambu- 
ldsse ;’’ and Pharisees rarely used horses. See Salmeron and A 
Lapide here, and ad Deuteron. xvii. 17.. 
— wri] a voice in the Hebrew Tongue. 

xxvi. 14. 
— ZaoddA, SaovA] Saul, Saul: the Hebrew form of the 

Apostle’s name, which is never used in the New Testament, except 
by Christ (ix. 4. 11; xxii. 7; xxvi. 14) and by Ananias (ix. 17; 
xxii. 13). In all other cases he is called SatAos and MaiAos. 

This repetition of the name, and the fact that he alone was 
permitted to see Jesus (see v. 7), and to hear His words, while 

See Acts xxii. 9; 



ACTS IX. 6, 7. 

6 Se, “Eyd ci "Inoods 6 Nalwpaios dv od Sdidkecs. 

83 

S°Ad\Na dvdornOr Kal 
a“ f e A ¥ 

ctoehOe eis Tv TOkW, Kal hadnOjoeral cou Ti ce Set worelv. 1! Ot SE avBpes ten 22. 
Lol c ‘ , ‘ lol tal 

ot cuvodevovtes avT@ elaTyKerray eveol, akovovTEes prev THS Pwr7js, ® undéva Sé g Dan. 10. 7. 

others only saw the /ight, and heard the sound, showed that the 
vision was addressed to him. 
— i ue didners] ut is emphatic, and is so placed (see Matt. 

xvi. 18, and on John xxi. 22). Cur Me persequeris? ‘“ Per- 
secutorem suum vocayit persecutorem membrorum suorum (says 
Aug. in Joann, tract. x., and Serm. 279). Membris adhuc in 
terra positis, Caput in coelo clamabat, et non dicebat, Quid per- 
Sequeris servos meos, sed, Quid Me persequeris?” And S. Ber- 
nard (Serm. de Convers. Paul. ap. A Lapide), ‘“ Persequebatur 
FZum qui adversus Corpus Ejus, quod est Ecclesia, odio furebat 
iniquo.” Hence we may see Christ’s love to His Members (Isa. 
Ixiii. 9. Matt. xxv. 40), and the sinfulness of injuries done to 
the Church. 

See also above, on viii. 1, and on Col. i. 24. 
5. eye "Incots] Tam Jesus. He does not say, I am the Son 

of God, but J am Jesus of Nazareth (6 Nawpaios is in A, C, E, 
not E/z.), He who was crucified; He to whom St. Stephen 
prayed, in thy hearing, when thou wast consenting to his death. 

It is distinctly said that Saul saw Jesus in heaven; see vv. 
17. 27. Acts xxii. 14, and St. Paul says (1 Cor. xi. 1), ‘have I 
not seen Jesus Christ?’”’ And (1 Cor. xv. 8) last of all He was 
seen by me. Hence it has been argued by some Romanist Di- 
vines (e. g. A Lapide here), that Christ’s human body, which is 
in heaven, was also near to St. Paul. ‘Fuit ergo Christi corpus 
tune in duodus locis, puta in coelo et in aére; quod nota, contra 
eos qui negant Christi corpus posse esse in ccelo et in Eucharistia 
simul.” But see on Acts iii. 21, and vii. 56, where St. Stephen 
sees the heavens opened, and the Son of Man standing at the right 
hand of God. That vision of St. Stephen explains the vision of 
St. Paul. And that vision of St. Stephen, and his prayer to 
Jesus in heaven, may have been instrumental in procuring this 
vision of St. Paul and his conversion. 
— by ob bidnets] whom thou art persecuting. After this 

word Elz. adds axAnpév cor mpds Kévtpa AakriCew" Tpéuwy Te 
kal OauBay elre, Kipie, Ti we O€Acis morjoa; Kal 5 Kipios mpds 
airéy. But these words are not in any MS.,and seem to be 
borrowed from xxvi. 14, and xxii. 10. 

6. efoedde eis thy wéAw, Kai AaAnPhoeTAl o. T. 0.5.7.) Go 
into the city, and it shall be told thee what thou must do. Ob- 
serve that Saul, the future Apostle of the Gentiles, though 
arrested in his course by Jesus Christ Himself, was sent by Him 
into the City to be taught and baptized by one of the inferior 
ministers of the Church. (Chrys., Aug. quest. Evang. ii. 47.) 

Even therefore, in Saul’s case, whose conversion was ea'tra- 
ordinary, the ordinary means of reception into the Church were 
not dispensed with. He was sent by Christ Himself to Ananias. 

Thus in aremarkable manner did the Great Head of the 
Church show the necessity of conformity to His own appoint- 
ments and ordinances; and enjoins a thankful acceptance and 
devout use of the means of Grace which He dispenses by the 
agency of His Ministers, in His Holy Word and Sacraments. 
__&. Augustine’s words on this subject are deserving of the 
especial attention of those who are tempted by the Evil One to 
despise that agency ;— 

“Let the devout soul learn without pride what is to be 
learnt through the ministry of man; and let us not tempt Him in 
Whom we believe; lest, being deluded by the wiles of the Enemy, 
we refuse to go to Church to hear the Gospel read and preached 
by man, or even to read the Bible itself; and expect to be caught 
up into the third heaven, and to behold Christ, and to hear the 
Gospel from His mouth rather than from that of men. 

“Let us be on our guard against these proud and perilous 
imaginations; and let us reflect that even the Apostle Paul him- 
self, though dashed prostrate on the earth by a divine voice from 
heaven, was nevertheless sent by it to a man, in order to receive 
the Sacraments, and to be incorporated into the Church. 

“« Let us remember also, that although the Centurion Corne- 
lius was assured by an Angel that his prayers were heard, and his 
alms had in remembrance before God, yet he was referred to 
Peter for baptism, in order to receive the Sacrament from him, 
and also to learn what he should believe, hope, and love.” Aug. 
Prolog. ad de Doctr. Christ. i., and iv. c. 33. Cp. also Hooker, 
V. lxxvi. 9. 

So Philip was sent by the Angel to instruct and baptize the 
Ethiopian. Acts viii. 26—29. Cp. Rom. x. 15. 

7. ciothKevcav) were standing. It is said (by Meyer, p. 184, 
and others) that this assertion is at variance with what St. Paul 
himself says, xxvi. 14, rdvtwv KatamecdvtTwy hua eis Thy viv. 
Here, it is alleged, his companions are represented as standing ; 

there, as having fallen to the earth. But this is not the case. The 
word eiorjxeirav here is joined with cvvodetovres (travelling toge- 
ther), and is contrasted with it; and it means, that they, who had 
till then been in mofion, were suddenly arrested in their course. 
The opposition ere is not between standing and falling, but be- 
tween halling and yoing on. Cp. viii. 38, éxeAcuce oT AVAL TS Gpua. 
Luke v. 2, rAoia €ot@rTa, ships nol sailing, but at anchor; vii. 
14, of Baord(ovres Eornoay: viii. 44, €otn 7 plots Tov alua- 
tos. Therefore the two accounts are quite consistent. St. Luke 
describes here the suddenness with which the cavalcade was 
checked in its course; St. Paul, their prostration to the ground. 
— eveol] Elz. évveot: but the other form is preferable as 

connected with &vews, silent, dumb, speechless,—kwpds, Valck. 
Cp. Winer, § 5, p. 43. It is used by LXX, Prov. xvii. 28. Isa. 
lvi. 10, and elsewhere, and often means stunned by fear, éuBpov- 
TnOels (Hesych.), as here. 

— adxovovres uty TIS pwvns] hearing the voice. It is said in 
v. 4 that St. Paul #xouce pwvhy Aéyoudev, and so xxvi. 14, 
qxovea pwviv Aadodoav. Observe the accusative in both places, 
i. e. he heard and understood its articulate utterance. But they 
who were with him, #jKovov Tis pwvijs (genitive), were hearing 
only the sound, not the words of the speaker. 

There is therefore no discrepancy, as is alleged by some 
foreign and English Expositors, between the assertion here and 
that in Acts xxii. 9, where it is said that they thy aviv obk 
ficovcay ToD AadovvTos. Here we have the genitive of the thing, 
there the accusative. The reason is, that Saul’s companions 
GkovovTEs THs Pwrijs ovK Hrovcay Thy Pwviv TOU AadodyTOS,—i. e. 
they heard, but did not understand what they heard. Our Lord 
made a distinction between Saul and his fellow-travellers in regard 
to both senses,—i. e. of eye and of ear. Saul saw Jesus; they only 
saw the light of His appearance; he heard and understood the 
words of His voice; they only heard its sound. As is well said 
in Catena, p. 361, by Ammonius, who understood and wrote 
Greek well, his native tongue, onuewtéov, Ott kal elde TdY 
"Incody, kal HKovoev avTod 6 Mavaos* of d€ ouvdyres Thy AauT7- 
ddva udvov Tod pwtds abtod eldov, ob why airdy' Kal Toy hxoV 
iikovoy Tis pwrvijs, ov why curjkav Ta Aeydueva: one 
who dover pwviy (xxii. 14) also dxover pwvijs, but one who akover 
pwvijs does not necessarily &kover pwvyjv. Examples of the geni- 
tive of the person, dover A€yortos (which is an elliptical expres- 
sion), are irrelevant. As Grotius well says: ‘ pwyhy obk HKovoav 
est vocem non inéellewerunt.’’ And another scholar, inferior to 
none of the present age, Valckenaer, says, p. 450, ‘* Dici possunt 
akovew THs pwvis, Thy pwvhy odk aKovev, ut prius significet so- 
num audire, altevum loguentis verba non intelligere.’”’ See also 
Schoettgen, p. 445. Hammond, p. 374. Bengel, p. 551. 
Hengstenberg, History of Balaam, p. 378, and Baumgarten here, 
pp- 217—219; see note above on Gen, xi. 8. 

This is not a question (as sometimes represented) of “ verbal 
variely,” but of substantive truth. ‘To imagine (as some have 
done) that St. Luke, having given an account of St. Paul’s con- 
version in the Ninth chapter, puts into St. Paul’s mouth in the 
Twenty-second chapter a speech which, in an important point, 
contradicts that account, is to suppose—not only that St. Luke 
was not inspired—but that he was destitute of common sense! 
To imagine that St. Luke really contradicts St. Paul, or makes 
St. Paul contradict himself, is indeed to imitate the spirit of a 
notorious unbeliever, and to degrade the Writer of the Acts from 
“Luke the beloved Physician, whose praise is in the Gospel,’’ 
to ‘‘an idiot Evangelist!’’ (Cp. Bentley on Free-thinking, p. 
112.) 

If such suppositions as these are once-accepted, then a door 
is opened to an inundation from the whole flood and torrent of 
unbelief, which commences its course with assumptions of what 
are called ‘verbal discrepancies” between St. Paul’s account 
and St. Luke’s, and then proceeds to deny the veracity of the 
one or the other, or both, and then goes on to doubt the reality 
of St. Paul’s miraculous Conversion, and even of the Death of 
Christ, and the Atonement itself. 

It would be endless and fruitless to reconnt the speculations 
of some Expositors (such as Hichhorn, Ammon, Willig, Schulze, 
Greiling, Boehme, Hezel, Heinrichs, &c.), who have endeavoured 
to account for St. Paul’s Conversion from ordinary physical phe- 
nomena, and to explain away all thatvis supernatural in St. Luke’s 
and St. Paul’s own narratives of it; or such as Lange, who regard 
it as a visionary reverie; or who, with Bre(schneider and Emmer- 
ling, confound it with his rapture into the third heaven (2 Cor. 
xii, 1—7), or with Bahrdt, Venturini, and Brennecke, venture to 
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affirm that Jesus merely died in appearance, and so presented 
Himself to Saul on his way; or of the Tubingen school of Critics, 
who deny the fact altogether. 

These notions are the natural results of the Criticism, which 
in a vainglorious spirit of spurious liberality, invents inaccuracies 
and discrepancies in the Word of God: but they are not without 
their use, as showing, in undisguised features, the necessary con- 
sequences of that Criticism. 

8. ovdtv EBAewe] he was seeing nothing. He was committed 
by God like a prisoner to the chains of a three days’ blindness, 
as it were to a soldier to guard, lest from previous prejudice he or 
others should say that it was a mere phantom of the brain that he 
had seen in the way. used. in Caten. p. 154. 

Compare the case of Zacharias in the Temple, whose dumb- 
ness after the Vision of the angel was a proof of its reali/y (Luke 
i. 20—22), and also an appropriate punishment for unbelief, like 
St. Paul’s blindness, inflicted on him to show how blind he had 
been in his zeal and rage against the Church. And as the loosing 
of the tongue of Zacharias, when he wrote ‘his name is John” 
(Luke i. 63), showed why his tongue had been bound, so the 
visible sign of the scales falling from the eyes of St. Paul (v. 18), 
when Ananias laid his hands on him, served further to show not 
only the reality of the blindness, but also the reason of it. And 
as the voice of Zacharias was taken away, that he might after- 
wards prophesy, so St. Paul’s bodily sight was eclipsed for a 
time, that he might afterwards shine as a glorious light in the 
world. 

Cecus factus est Saulus; ut interiore luce fulgeret cor ejus, 
exterior ad tempus erepta est; subtracta est persecutori, ut redde- 
retur predicatori. Et eo tempore, quo cetera non videbat, Jesum 
videbat : itaetin ips cecitate mysterium informatur credentium ; 
quoniam qui credit in Jesum, Ipsum intueri debet, cetera nec 
nata computare; ut creatura vilescat, Creator in corde dulcescat. 
Augustine (Serm. 279). 
— xeElpaywyoivres| leading by the hand. Like a spoil rescued 

from the strong man (CArys.), whose house had been spoiled by 
the Stronger than he. Matt. xii. 29. 
— cis Aapnacndy] to Damascus. Saul, who had come to bind 

Christians there, goes as Christ’s captive there. Mark his 
humiliation and obedience. 

9, ove Eparyer od5t emiev] he neither ate nor drank. An 
example of repentance. See his sorrow for persecuting the 
Church. (Theoph.) : 

10. *Avavias] Ananias. See above on v. 6, and compare 
S. Aug. Serm 279, who says, “‘Adductus est ad Ananiam; et 
Ananias interpretatur Ovis ; ecce lupus adducitur ad ovem; Ipse 
Pastor de ccelo nuntiavit lupum venturum ovi, sed non szvi- 
turum.” As to this etymology of Ananias, A Lapide says, 
“Nescio qua lingua interpretatur Ovis.” Perhaps they who so 
interpreted it connected it with duds, auvfov, and Agnus. 

Tf (with Mintert and Kuin.) we derive it from }27, graliosus 
fuit, and ™, Dominus, it happily illustrates St. Paul’s assertion 
—‘‘ by the Grace of God I am what I am” (1 Cor. xv. 10). 

11. piyny] a lane. Not mdAareia, platea, a broad way, but 
fun, a narrow one (see Luke xiv. 21); and it was ed@eia, recta, 
or straight ; 
_ Seemingly a trivial incident; if any thing in Scripture and 
in the lives of the Apostles, and especially in the history of the 

“Vas electionis,” and of so marvellous an event as St. Paul’s Con- 
version, can rightly be so called. With reverence be it said, even 
this slight circumstance, which the Holy Spirit has thought fit to 
record, may perhaps seem to have its moral. Saul the persecutor 
had now passed from the broad way of worldly power and honour, 
on which he was lately hurrying to Damascus, and which was 
leading him to destruction (Matt. vii. 13), and he had now been 
brought to the right or straight way (cp. Acts xiii. 10), and nar- 
row way (Matt. vii. 14), called kar’ ox} the Way (Acts ix. 
2), in which he would now be led to everlasting life. 
— Tapoéa] of Tarsus: a principal city of Cilicia, see xi. 25; 

xxii. 3. ‘Cilicia matrem urbium habet Tarson,” Solinus xli. 
Hirtius, de Bell. Al. lxvi.; on the river Cydnus, Strabo xiv. 
p- 990. Val. Maz. iii. 4; an ‘“urbs libera,”’ Plin. y. 22. It was 
celebrated also for its Schools of Literature, Arts, and Sciences. 
Wetst. Winer, ii. 567. 
— mpooedxetat] he is praying—the attitude most proper for 

the reception of the moral, intellectual, and spiritual light, which 
was now illuminating him; and though his eyes were dark, yet 
he had a vision from above, and saw more clearly than before. 
See v. 12. 

12. eldev ev dpduati] he saw ina vision. This pair of visions 
one vouchsafed to Saul and the other to Ananias, and the one 
tallying with the other, takes away all suspicion of self-deception. 
The same providential arrangement is to be observed in the next 
chapter, with regard to the two corresponding visions of Cornelius 
and St. Peter; and the narrative of the one pair confirms that of 
the other pair. 

15. oxevos exAoyjs] a vessel of choice. A double Hebraism. 
(1) okedos, Hebr. 52, any instrument, dpyavoy, utensil, 

vessel. As applied to men, see Rom. ix. 21. 23, oxedn eAéous. 
2 Tim. ii. 20. 

(2) ekAoyijs, of choice, the genitive characteristic of the 
qualily. See above on Matt. xxii. 11. Acts vii. 2. James i. 25, 
akpoaThs emAnopovijs. 1 Cor. x. 16, 7d worhpiov THs evdAoylas. 
Heb. i. 8, pdBdos cvOdrnTos. 2 Pet. ii. 1, aipéoeis drwAclas. 
Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. pp. 33. 246. 

On the meaning of the term, see further, 
St. Paul’s own comment, Gal. i. 15. 1 Cor. xv. 
singulare exemplum gratiz gratuitee amplissime.’’ (Bengel.) 

Paul in himself was a credos dotpdkwov, an earthen vessel 
(2 Cor. iv. 7); but as the Apostle of the Lord he was oxeios 
éxAoy7s, a chosen vessel. And the earthen vessel was a chosen 
vessel, in order that by the frailty of the human material, and by 
the divine ¢reasure contained in it, and bestowed by it, men might 
see that the excellency of the power of the Gospel thus bestowed 
was not of man, but of God. 
— Baordoa] to bear. “ Vas electionis Paulus, quia vas legis, 

et Scripturarum armarium.’’ (Jerome, in Oseam viii.) He was 
also a vessel, as bearing, like a living vehicle, what he contained ; or 
like the chariot seen by Ezekiel, in the wheels of which the Spirit 
was (Ezek. i. 21). So the Spirit was in this Apostolic ‘* Vas 
electionis,’’ St. Paul, and gave him life and motion, though in his 
own esteem he held the spiritual treasure in an earthen vessel 
(2 Cor. iv. 7); and so, by humility as well as zeal, he was a vessel 
Jilted for the Master's use (2 Tim. ii. 21). 

16. mafeiv] to suffer. The word zaéeiy is happily reserved 
for the close of the sentence, so that the mind may dwell on that 

xxii. 14, and 
10.‘ Saulus 
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He who came to inflict suffering on others must now be taught to 
suffer, and be perfected by suffering ; a proof of the reality of his 
Conversion. He was not drawn to Christ by promises of earthly 
good ; he left all, lost all, for Christ. But note how he rejoices 
in his sufferings ; see what he says, Gal. vi. 17. 2 Cor. i. 5. Rom. 
vy. 3; viii. 18. Cp. Aug. Serm. 279. 4. A Lapide adds, “ Fortia 
agere Romanum est: fortia pafi Christianum.” 

17. fipxov] thou werl coming, i.e. when thou wast suddenly 
stopped by the Divine Voice. There is something more observ- 
able in this tense, because (as Valck. observes) the form jpxéunv 
from €pxouct is very rare. It is found in Mark i. 45; ii. 13. 

18. Aerides] scales, that his blindness might not be supposed 
to be imaginary. (Chrys.) See above, on v. 8. 
— ¢Bartic@n] he was baptized. See below, xxii. 16. Even 

Saul himself, though called from heaven by Jesus Christ, was 
admitted into the Church by Baptism, by which his sins were 
washed away. Who can suppose, therefore, that any one may 
safely neglect that Sacrament? See above, ». 6. 

20. "Incotvy] So A, B,C, E, and others. Elz. Xpirrdy. 

21. ody obrds ori] is not this he? Is Saul also among the 
Prophets? 1 Sam. x. 11, 12; xix. 24. The case of St. Paul’s 
conversion being extraordinary, and not to be drawn into an 
example of God’s dealings with men, and not to be made by them 
a ground of hope for such interpositions (cp. 1 Tim. i. 15), it is 
not surprising that the Christian Fathers should have seen types 
and prophecies concerning him in the history of the Ancient 
People of God. See above concerning Benjamin (ix. 1). 

There appears also-to be a connexion, both by way of resem- 
blance and also of contrast, between Saul the first King of Israel, 
and Saud the last of the Apostles 

Both were of the tribe of Benjamin; both were once Per- 
seculors; the one the persecutor of David, the other of the 
Son of David (cp. Aug. Serm. 279). Saul the persecuting King 
is among the Prophets (1 Sam. x. 12; xix. 24); and Saul the 
persecuting Pharisee is among the Apostles. Who would have 
expected either of these events? But Saul the King resisted 
the grace of God, and gave himself up to the Evil Spirit. Saul 
the Pharisee “‘ was not disobedient to the heavenly vision.” (Acts 
xxvi. 19.) Both the one and the other afford remarkable examples 
of the freedom and power of Divine Grace. But extraordinary 
as these examples are, they show also that Divine Grace, free and 
powerful as it is, is not irresistible. Saul the King might have 
been like Paul the Apostle, if he had cherished the Spirit within 
him ; and Paul the Apostle would have been like Saul the King, 
if he had grieved and resisted the Grace of God. 

22. cuuBiBd(wv] proving by a collation of passages cited and 
compared. See Valck, 

23. juépat ixaval] many days. He had now been for some 
time in Arabia, i.e. “that part of Arabia which bordered on 
Syria and there received a full revelation of the Gospel from 
God.” (Bp. Pearson in Acta, p. 368, and Annal. Paulin. ad 
A.D. xxxvi.) Bp. Pearson dates St. Paul’s three years (Gal. i. 18) 
from his conversion, to his return to Jerusalem. 

The term “‘ Arabia,’’ as used by St. Paul, does not necessarily 
mean the wilderness of Arabia, commonly so called. Early Christian 
writers (Justin and Tertullian) assign Damascus itself to Arabia; 

d Josh. 2. 15. 
1 Sam. 19. 12. 

and the region of Auranitis, on the south of Damascus, is reckoned 
by Roman writers as belonging to Arabia. (Kitlo, p. 143.) 

Arabia was St. Paul’s school for the Apostleship. After- 
wards he returned to Damascus, where the events here recorded 
occurred. St. Luke passes over an interval of three years (see 
Gal. i. 17, and Rosenm.). And it is observable that many days 
are equivalent to ¢hree years in 1 Kings ii. 38. Cp. Howson, 
i. 122. 

This is more carefully to be noted, because from this expres- 
sion some haye taken occasion to say (Baur, p. 106, and Meyer, 
p- 188), that St. Luke did not now that St, Paul was three years 
in Arabia. 

But the fact is, this mode of speaking is a proof that 
St. Luke does not profess to give a full history of St. Paul or any 
one Apostle. He does not mention how and when St. Paul was 
fully instructed in the doctrines of Christianity. And he does not 
mention when and where St. Paul wrote his Zpistles. Indeed he 
does not even mention that St. Paul ever wrote a single Hpistle. 
But he cou/d have told all these things. Cp. note on 2 Cor. xi. 5. 

No argument, therefore, can be drawn from what perhaps 
some may call omissions in this history. Least of all may we 
venture to say, that they are proofs of ignorance, inadvertence, or 
forgetfulness, on the part of the Sacred Historian, as some Ex- 
positors have done; e.g. one writing on this passage, ‘‘ Hoc iter 
in Arabiam Lucas silentio preterit, quoniam, ut videtur, igno- 
rabat 4 Saulo iter in Arabiam susceptum fuisse, aut hujus rei 
oblitus erat.’’ St. Paul himself omits it Acts xxii. 16,17, and 
yet mentions it Gal. i. 17. 

How much sounder is the criticism of S. Chrysostom here! 
“The historian (St. Luke) passes by, designedly and modestly, 
St. Paul's visions in Arabia,’ And the criticism of S. Jerome 
(in Galat. i.), ‘ Lucas idcirco de Arabia preteriit, quia forsitan 
nihil dignum Apostolatu in Arabia Saulus perpetravit,—et quod 
aliqua dispensatio et Dei preeceptum fuerit, ut ¢aceret.’’ 

As Bede observes here, St. Paul himself appears to intimate 
that he did not preach in Arabia; for the Apostle says (Acts 
xxvi. 20) that he preached to them at Damascus first, and at 
Jerusalem, and throughout all the coast of Juda, and then to 
the Gentiles, 

Perhaps this retirement of St. Paul after his Conversion was 
designed to be exemplary and instructive, as intimating that new 
converts ought not to be admitted to exercise the functions of 
the ministerial office, without some probationary term of silence, 
after their conversion, 

24, mapernpoivto] they were guarding. So A, B,C, BE, F, G. 
Elz. waperhpovy. 

The Jews were assisted in their stratagem against Saul by 
the Ethnarch, or Governor of Damascus, then in the hands of 
Aretas, “the King” of Arabia Petraea (2 Cor. xi. 32, 33), the 
father-in-law of Herod Antipas, whose territory Aretas invaded on 
account of his abandonment of his daughter for Herodias (Matt. 
xiv. 3. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5. 1). Antipas appealed for protec- 
tion to Rome, and Vitellius, then at the head of the Roman forces 
in Syria, of which he was President, was commanded by Tiberius 
to assist him. As to the circumstances under which the city 
came under the influence of Aretas, see above on ». 2. 

25. 5a rod relxous through the wall, As the spies were let down 
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by Rahab from Jericho (Josh.-ii. 15), and David by Michal 
(1 Sam. xix. ]2), where the words are dia ris Oupldos, by the 
window ; and see 2 Cor. xi. 33, where he says, éxaAdoOqv ev 
capydyn, and where the expression of St. Luke, &:@ tod Telxous, 
is explained by 6:4 Ouplius— dia relyous, I was let down in a 
basket through a window, through the wall. 

On the circumstances of this incident, and on the reasons of 
its commemoration by St. Paul in 2 Cor. xi. 33, see below notes 
there, and on 2 Cor. xii. 1, pp. 175, 176. 

On the bearing of this incident on the question of the Zawful- 
ness of flight in the time of persecution, see the excellent letter 
of S. Augustine, written in the time of the Vandal invasion of 

Africa, ad Honoratum, Ep, 228, and note above on Matt. ii. 13; 
x. 23. 

— év omvup{d:] in a lasket; a corn-basket (Hesych.). 
Matt. xvi. 9. 

26. cis ‘Iepovoadnu] to Jerusalem. See Gal. i. 17. 
— mdyres epoBodvro] all were afraid. How was this, it may 

be said, after the miraculous intervention of God at his Con- 
version? This question may be answered by reference to a fact 
not stated in the Acts, but by St. Paul himself. Immediately 
after his Conversion he did not confer with ‘ flesh and blood,’’ 
nor go up to the Apostles; doubtless lest it should be imagined 
that he had received his Gospel from man. But he went forth- 
with into Arabia (see Gal. i. 17),—a circumstance not mentioned 
by St. Luke,—and there he received his revelations from Jesus 
Christ Himself, and he then returned to Damascus (Gal. i. 12). 
It might therefore be supposed by the Disciples at Jerusalem, that 
he had shunned the Apostles from fear or antipathy ; and thence 
suspicions might arise concerning his sincerity. 

27. BapydBas—ijyaye] Barnabas took him and brought him 
to the Apostles. Barnabas of Cyprus might well have had pre- 
vious acquaintance with Saul of Tarsus in Cilicia. It has been 
said by some that he was St. Paul’s fellow-disciple under Ga- 
maliel: it is not improbable; but there is no sufficient evidence 
of this. It was however a fitting act for the vids mapakAjjoews to 
commend him to the Apostles. Cp. his similar act, xi. 25. 
— mpbs robs aroardAous] to the Apostles, namely, Peter and 

James (Gal. i. 18), Rosenm., who well adds, concerning the honour- 
able testimony of St. Barnabas to the circumstances of St. Paul’s 
conversion, and to St. Paul’s own courage, ‘‘ Conveniebat id potits 
narrari ab aliis qui id scirent, quam ab ipso Saulo preedicari.”” 
— ras—erappnoidcato] how he spake boldly. “* Quanta cum 

Jiducia doctrinam Jesu sit professus.”” (Rosenm.) 
28. cis ‘IepovoaAju] to Jerusalem, where he had a trance in 

the Temple, xxii. 17. 
29. cuve(jre: mpds rods “EAAnuords] he was disputing with 

the Hellenists. He now confuted some of the same persons with 
whom he had formerly co-operated, and who had been most eager 
and furious in their zeal against Stephen, and had been the origi- 
nators of the accusation which led to his death (vi. 9—14). 

Thus St. Paul endeavoured to make amends at Jerusalem, 
and at the peril of his life, for former sins committed there against 
Christ aud the Church. On the Hellenists see vi. 1. 

See 

In both cases St. Luke uses the same word, cu(yreiv. 

80. Tapodv] Tarsus, to his own country and friends—to which 
he specially owed the duty of communicating the blessings of 
Christianity. Cp. John i. 42. 

81. 7 mtv oby excAnola—erAndivero] So A, B, C, and many 
Cursive MSS. and Versions. E/z.has the plural, ai wey éxxAnolat. 
Cp. Gal. i. 22, The singular number rests on the best authority, 
and seems most fitted to describe the unity and harmony of the 
Church in that period of peace. 

— elxev ciphynv] had peace. Because the Jews were so much 
occupied in endeavouring to frustrate the order which the Em- 
peror Caligula, who claimed divine worship (Lightfoot, i. p. 834. 
857. Burton, Lectures, p. 132. Howson, i. 136), had given to 
Petronius to set up his statue in the Temple (Joseph. xviii. 8), 

| that they had not leisure to persecute the Church—a remarkable 
instance of the manner in which the evil passions of men are made 
subservient by God to the edification of the Church. 

This order was afterwards rescinded, at the intervention of 
Herod Agrippa, then at Rome; and with the death of Caligula 
the persecution recommenced under Herod Agrippa (Acts xii. 
1—19). 

2 is observable, that, in the primitive ages, the Church had 
less to fear from some of the worst Emperors, such as Tiberius 
and Caligula, than from those Princes of Judea, such as Agrippa, 
who were most honoured by the Jews. 

— Topevouevn] mopevec@a, the Heb. 757. 
$2. 314 mdvrwy] through all. Kuin. supplies térwy, places. 

Cp. Luke xi. 24. Meyer, aylwy. Both, places and persons, may 
be meant. Cp. v. 38. 

The foundation of the See of Antioch in Syria has been 
assigned to St. Peter at this period by some, e. g. Baronius and 
A Lapide. But, however this may be, it does not appear that he 
resided there at this time as Bishop, for he is said here d:¢pxeo@at ; 
his visit to Antioch, if he did visit it now, was only of short dura- 
tion. 

— Avdsav] Lydda: 18 miles S.W. of Jerusalem on the road 
from that city to Cxsarea; called Zod in 1 Chron. viii. 12; 
Ezra ii. 33, afterwards called Diospolis. A, B have Av55a, C and 
E have Avddav here and v. 35. Josephus uses both Avdda (B. J. 
iv. 8. 1) and Avdday (Ant. xx. 6. 2) in the accusative. Almost all 
the MSS. and Editions have Avddns in v. 38. Avdda may bea 
neuter plural. See Winer, G. G. 58. R. W. B. ii. 30. 

84. idral oe "Incods] Jesus in heaven healeth thee by me on 
earth. (Didym.) Contrast this language of Peter with our Lord’s 
expressions of sovereign will and divine power: 0éAw, kaBaplo@nre 
(Matt. viii. 3), Gpoy tov xpdéBarréy cov (Mark ii. 11), Tadcda 
kovmt (Mark v. 41), Ad(ape, Sedpo &w (John xi. 43). Chrys. 

Christ heals ad@evtix@s Kal abroxpatixa@s, Peter drovpyikas 
kal banpetix@s. See also above, iii. 6, and below, v. 40, Oels 7a 
yovara mpoonttato. 

On the paronomasia iaral ce ‘Incods, see on iy. 30. 
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— otpacoy ceavta)| make thy bed for thyself; do forthwith 
for thyself what others have hitherto done for thee. 

85. toy Sdpwva] the Sharon; the district so called. Cp. Isa. 
xxxvy. 2, “The excellency of Carmel and Sharon shall be given,” 
to the once heathen wilderness? Cp. on viii. 40. Saron is not 
the name of a town; but of the fertile pastoral region between 
Lydda and Joppa. See Jerome on Isa. xxxiii. 9. Reland, Pal. 
p. 370. Weést. p. 514. 

36. “Idrxy] Joppa; the seaport, celebrated in the history of 
Jonah (i. 3). Now Jaffa. See Robinson, iii. 31, and below, onx. 5. 

— TaSida] Tabitha, probably so called from her beauty. 
Tafiéa est nomen Syriacum xm2p formatum ex »3z 1) decus 2) 
zapra gazella, mutatoxinw. Gaudebant, scribit Buxlorfius in 
Lex. Talm. olim mulieres nominibus ab amabilibus et placidis 
animalibus petitis. Nomen Tabitha Judeis, ut Aopxas Grecis, 
usitatum erat. Vaiikra Rabba Sect. 19. Tabitha, ancilla Ga- 
malielis. Lightfoot. in Chorogr. Mattheo premissa c. cxviii. ; 
cp. Wetst. p. 515. Capra Gazella Orientalibus erat imago pul- 
chritudinis, vy. Cant. ii. 9. iv. 5. Hine Rosenmiillerus et Heze- 
lius conjecerunt ob forme venustatem & parentibus hance mulie- 
rem Tabitham appellatam esse. (Kuin.) 

87. Aovoavtes—irepyw] they washed and laid her in an 
upper chamber. ‘The third instance in this book of reference to 
the decencies of Christian Burial. See above, viii. 2. S. Chrys. 
p- 753, contrasts the quietness of this laying out of Dorcas with 
the kowerbs over St. Stephen (p. 712), which he attributes toa 
residue of Jewish habits in the earlier Christians. Perhaps they 
had now learnt to regard death with greater calmness and joy. 
Cp. St. Paul’s reproof on immoderate grief for the dead, in one of 
his earliest Epistles (1 Thess. iv. 13—18). 

38. dxvhons—tws judy] SoA, B, C, E.—Elz. dxvijica—abrav. 
39. ai xijpa:)] the widows of the Church. See vi. 1, and note 

on | Tim. v. 3. 
— éca] how many. More than & which. See John xxi. 25. 
40. TaBida, dvdorn&] Tabitha, arise. Words not very dif- 

ferent from our Lord’s, Tad:@& xodue (Mark y. 41), but very 
different in the circumstances and manner with which they were 
uttered. See on v. 34. 

43. Bupoet] a tanner. A proof cf his humility, and a trial of the 
faith of the Roman Centurion Cornelius, see x. 6. The shepherds 
were sent by the Angel to the King, who was lying ina stable 
(Luke ii. 7. 12); the Roman Centurion was commanded by the 
Angel to send for instruction in divine things, from the royal city 
Cesarea, to one Simon surnamed Peter, who lodges mapd rim 
Ziuwyt Bupoe?. Therefore “ mind not high things, but condescend 
to men of low estate’ (Rom. xii.16). ‘‘ Some have entertained 
Angels unawares ’’ (Heb. xiii. 2). 

Cu. X. 1. Ka:capela] Caesarea: not to be confounded with 
Caesarea Philippi (Matt. xvi. 13. Mark viii. 27). 

This city is Ka:odpesa ZeBaorh, 4 ma0dAros,—celebrated for 

its Harbour,— mpdrepov Srpdrwvos mipyos éxadciro, but called 
Caesarea by Herod the Great, who beautified it, in honour of 
Augustus Cesar: peylorn tis *lovdalas méAts, Joseph. Ant, 
xix. 8. 2, then garrisoned by the Romans; it was the capital city 
of the Roman Province of Judea (Tacit. Hist. ii. 79) and the 
residence of the Roman Procurator. In a word, it was a minia- 
ture of Rome, in Palestine. Cp. Acts xxiii. 23.33. Howson, ii. 
344. It was afterwards celebrated as the Episcopal See of Eu- 
sebius, the Historian of the Church. 

We may obserye, therefore, that the Gospel made its first 
Conquest over Heathenism in a large City, Cesarea, named from 
the Roman Cesar, the military stronghold and naval arsenal of 
the Roman Power. And it made that conquest over a soldier, 
called Cornelius, one of the noblest Roman names borne by the 
Scipios and Sylla—and the mother of the Gracchi was Cornelia— 
and associated with the greatest victories of the Roman arms; 
and an officer of the Z/alie band, not of a Cohort raised in Syria, 
but of native Roman blood. This Roman soldier was ‘the anfe- 
signanus, or standard-bearer to us, who were heathens.” See 
Bp. Andrewes, Sermon on Acts x. 34. 

Here, as S. Chrys, says, ‘the Door was first opened to the 
Gentile world;’’ and concerning Cornelius, he adds (p. 738), 
‘he was uncircumcised, and had nothing in common with the 
Jews.” This is to be noted, because it has been said by some 
that Cornelius was a proselyte and not a gentile (see on v. 2). 

— «karovrdpxns} a centurion. The Roman supremacy of 
the world being one of arms. 

“Tu regere imperio populos, Romane, memento, 
He tibi erunt artes, pacisque imponere morem, 
Parcere subjectis, et debellare superbos,” 

(Virg. Ain. vi. 852,) 

—therefore the first-fruits of the Gentile world, now under the 
sway of Rome, are gathered from the Roman Camp, in the seat 
of government of the Roman Procurator; and so the victorious 
power of the Gospel is made more visible, and the triumph of 
Christ more glorious. 

This was a prelude of the future triumphs of Christianity at 
Rome, and in the Roman world. In the conversion of Cornelius 
at Caesarea, we may see a prophetic intimation of the submission 
of the Great Fourth Monarchy, the Mistress of the Gentile world, 
and of the subjection of the military Empire of Rome to the mild 
yoke of the Gospel. 
— omelpns —"Iraduxijs} of the Italian band. Cohors Italica, 

levied in Italy, and distinguished from the Syrian cohorts of 
Cesarea. This Cohort is probably referred to in the ancient 
Inscription in Gruter, 434, “ COHORS MIL. ITALIC. VOLUNT. QUR 
EST IN syriA.””? See Akermann, pp. 33, 34. 

2. eboreBhs kai poBobuevos roy Ocdy] i. e. a worshipper of One 
God, in contradistinction to polytheists and idolaters; not how 
ever a prose/yte, but a Gentile, one of the %@vn. See Acts x. 45: 
xi. 3; xv. 7. 14, and Lightfoot, i. pp. 842—846. 



88 

b Isa. 45. 19, 

ech, 9. 43, 

ACTS X. 3—10. 

¥ > na ee , ‘ a a ‘ , A a x 
Olk@ avTOv, TOL@V EhennooUvas TOMAS TO haw, Kal Sedpevos TOD Oeod Siarrartds, 

> , a \ x a a 
* cidev ev dpdpate favepds, Goel wept Gpav evaryy THs Hpepas, ayyedov Tod 

lal ‘ lol 

Ocod cicehOdvta mpos avrov, kai eimovta ait@, Kopyyhe. *°O 8€ drevicas 
eae! \ » , > , 3 , 2 \ > A c , 

ad7@ Kai eupoPos yevopevos eize, Ti oti, Kipte ; etme Sé adT@, Ab mpocevyxat 
‘ 4 lal fal 

gov Kat at é\enmoovvar cov avéBynoav eis prnpdaovvov ’ évdmov Tod Oecod. 
5 K ‘ lal / » P>) > > , ‘ , , a > ~ 

al vuv méeprpov avopas eis Iommny, Kat perareuiar Yipwva Os émikadetrar 
@ , , , a 

Tlérpos' °‘ obtos Eevi€erau mapa tur Sipwrr Bupoei, @ eotw oikia mapa 
- c 

Oddaccav. 
c a ¥ a a a a 

7 ‘As S€ amndOev 6 dyyedos 6 haddv aita, dovncas Svo0 Tov olkeTov, Ka. 
oTpatiatyy evoeBn TOV TpocKapTepovyTwY adTo, ® Kal é&yynodpevos avrois 

‘ 

aravta, améoreiev avTovs cis THY Iommnr. 
dch, 11, 5. 92TH Sé emadpiov, ddovropovvTwr exeivov Kal TH TOE eyyilovtwr, aveB 0 Por, P Hf] YY 2 1 

7 nr tA ‘ VA 4 

Tlérpos emi 7d d0pa tpocedEacbar wept wpav Extn. 10°Eyévero 5€ mpoc- 

— biaraytds] continually. See Luke xxiv. 53. 
3. ev dpduari] in a vision: with his eyes open. What is seen 

in an dpaua may, or may not, have an odjective reality. Thus 
the Angel, who had such an existence, is here seen by Cornelius, 
év épduari: cp. xviii. 9; but the sheet seen by St. Peter in his 
ecstasy (v. 10; cp. xi. 5) is also called an épaya here, vv. 17. 19. 

— Spay evarny] the ninth hour, St. Luke in the Acts notes 
several important events as taking place at the ninth hour (see 
iii. 1; x. 30: cf. Luke xxiii. 44), the hour of our Lord’s death ; 
prefigured by the daily sacrifice,—‘ the evening sacrifice,’’— 
offered at ‘hat hour. Cp. Dan. ix. 21, ‘‘ Whiles I was speaking 
in prayer, the man Gabriel touched me about the time of the 
evening oblation.” 

In the case of Cornelius, it may have been intimated pro- 
videntially by this and other incidents, that though it was not now 
necessary for him to conform to the ceremonial of the Levitical 
Law—which was figurative and prophetical of Christ—yet he 
must not therefore suppose that the Levitical Law was not of 
Divine Institution, as well as the Gospel. 

5. kal viv wéuyov] and now send men to Joppa; and send for 
Simon who is surnamed Peter. See above on ix. 6 and 43, for 
the argument thence to be derived for the necessary uses of an 
appointed Ministry of the Word and Sacraments. 

Hence also the Fathers infer the insufficiency of what are 
called moral virtues, alms, and prayers, and even a theoretical 
knowledge of religious evidence, such as Cornclius had (see wv. 37 
—43), without profession of faith in Christ, and reception into 
His Church; wherever these things may be had. See Severian 
here, and the Expositors of the XXXIX Articles, Art. xii. xviii. 

But to those who, like Cornelius, use aright what they have 
by natural light, more is offered by God. See Ammonius here. 
Cornelius is represented as a person who profited, as far as he 
could, by the light of Reason and natural Theology. His case, 
therefore, is an evidence that God did not ‘leave Himself without 
a witness ” in the Gentile world (Acts xiv. 17), corrupt as it was, 
especially at that time—the age of Tiberius and Caligula—and 
sunk almost to the lowest degree of demoralization, particularly 
in the city, the camp, and the court. 

Still, Reason, Conscience, and Natural Light, were not ex- 
tinct. The Moral Law was still in force; the Gentile world was 
responsible to God for the use it made of those gifts (see Rom. ii. 
14, and Barrow, Serm. Ixxi. vol, iii. p. 367); and to those who 
used them aright, greater degrees of light and grace were vouch- 
safed by God. 

Thus it would appear that a difference will be made hereafter 
between those heathens who have, and those who have not, lived 
up to the law under which they were placed by God. 

The following paragraphs from one of Dr. Barrow’s excel- 
lent Sermons on Universal Redemption (Serm. Ixxiii.) are per- 
tinent to this and other like operations of God, as related in the 
Acts of the Apostles. 

“Christ enjoined His Disciples, in their travels for the pro- 
mulgation and propagation of the Gospel, to inquire concerning 
the worthiness or fitness of persons, and accordingly to make 
more close applications to them: Into what city or village ye 
enter, inguire who therein is worthy (Matt. x. 11), and entering 
in abide there. 

“ Of this proceeding we have a notable instance in Cornelius, 
who for his honest piety (correspondent to the proportion of 
knowledge vouchsafed him) was so acceptabie to God, that in re- 
gard thereto he obtained from Him the revelation of truth in a 

most remarkable example thereof; who for the like reason was so 
wonderfully called, as himself intimates, describing himself to 
have been (nAwrs Ocod, zealously affected toward God, accord- 
ing to the righteousness in the law blameless (Acts xxii. 3; 
xxiii. 1); one that had continually behaved himself with all good 
conscience toward God (Phil. iii. 6. Acts xxvi. 9. Gal. i. 14) 
who even in the persecution of God’s truth did proceed with an 
honest meaning, and according to his conscience; for which cause 
he saith that God had mercy on him, foreseeing how willingly he 
would embrace the truth, and how earnestly promote it. We 
may also observe how, in the Acts of*the Apostles, the Holy 
Spirit commonly directed the Apostles to such places where a 
competent number of people were well disposed to receive the 
truth (Acts xxvi. 1. 1 Tim. i. 3), who were ct@ero: cis Thy Bact- 
Aclav Tov Ocod (Luke ix. 62), well disposed to the kingdom of 
heaven; such people as the Bereans, men ingenuous and tracta- 
ble, who consequently entertained the word with all promptitude 
and alacrity. (Acts xvii. 11; xxviii. 22.) 

“To such persons God sometimes, by extraordinary revela- 
tion, directed the Apostles to preach; as to the Corinthians, in 
respect of whom the Lord spake to St. Paul in a vision, saying, 
Fear not, but speak, and be not silent ; for I am with thee, be- 
cause modus éotl por Aads, there is for Me much people in this 
city (Acts xviii. 9, 10); much people whom I see disposed to 
comply with My truth, So in behalf of the Macedonians, a cer- 
tain man of Macedonia was in a vision seen by St. Paul, ex- 
horting him and saying, Passing into Macedonia, help us. (Acts 
xvi. 9. 
ee on one hand, doth God take special care that His 

truth be manifested to such as are fitly qualified to embrace it and 
use it well; thus is God ready to make good that answer of 
Pothinus (Bishop of Lyons, and immediate successor to St. Ire- 
neeus) to the Prefect, who asking him, who was the Christians’ 
God, was answered, j)v 7js &f1os, yveon, If thou be worthy, thou 
shalt know (Euseb. v. 1); thus, as the Wise Man divinely saith, 
the Divine Wisdom goeth about seeking such as are worthy of 
her; showeth herself favourable unto them in their ways, and 
meeteth them in every thought. (Wisd. vi. 16.) 

“On the other band, that God withholds the special disco- 
veries of His truth, upon account of men’s indispositions and 
demerits, may likewise very plainly appear. We may suppose our 
Lord to have observed Himself, what He ordered to His Disciples, 
Not to give that which is holy to dogs, nor to cast pearls before 
swine. (Matt. vii. 6.)’’ See below, xvi. 6, 7. 

— ‘Idrrnv] Joppa. The ancient Philistine city, where Jonah 
had embarked in his endeavour to escape from the presence of 
God, and from the task of executing the divine commission against 
Nineveh (Jonah i. 3), is now to be made the scene of a divine 
vision, revealing God’s gracious dispensations to the Gentile 
world. Contrast Jonas and Bar-Jonas here. 

6. Bupoe?] a tanner; a trade in low esteem among the Jews, 
and regarded as little better than unclean. See the authorities 
in Wetst, Observe, therefore, Peter's humility. 

— Oddrgooav] Elz. adds otros AaAhoe co th ce det moieiv, 
which is not found in A, B, C, E, G, H, and other MSS., nor in 
Vulg. and other Versions; and was probably introduced from 
ch, xi. 14. Cp. ix. 6; xxii. 10. 

9. ddo:mopotytwy] as they were journeying. 
from Czesarea to Joppa was thirty Roman miles. 
— 1d daa] the house-top. See on Matt. xxiv. 17. Luke vy, 

The distance 

yeculiar and extraordinary manner. And Sf. Paul was another | 19; xvii. 3l, and Valck. here, 
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— Gpav Exrnv] the sixth hour. The stated hour of prayer. 
See iii. 1. 

10. yeticarGa:} to tasfe (food). Hence in the modern lan- 
guage of Greece, yedua and mpd-yevua mean dinner and breakfast. 
“Respondet Hebreorum verbo nym cui modo addunt nomen 
tm} ut 1 Sam. xiv. 25, ubi Alexandrini, eyedoaro mas 6 Aads 

&prov' modd orp nudé ponunt, quod saltem ita posuerunt Judei 
recentiores, v. Buxtorfii Lex. Chald. sub h. vy. Etiam verbo {2x 
apud Hebreos modo jungitur ond modd simpliciter ponitur, v. 
Gen. xliii. 25. 1 Regg. xix. 5.7. Sic etiam legitur ap. Appian. 
bell. civ. lib. ii. p. 799, de Catone: zep) éomépay &up) AovTpa «ad 
detxvov hv" Kabe(duevds re eyevero, circa vesperam lolus cna- 
bat, et sedens cibum capiebat. (Joseph. Ant. vii. 15.) Saulum 
regem cuvnydyxacey  yuvh yetcao Oat.” (Kuin.) 
— rapacxeva(dytay ai’tav] Peter was hungering for bodily 

food, and the servants were making it ready for him. But at this 
time God was preparing for him spiritual food. Peter was to be 
the instrument for receiving the Gentiles into the body of the 
Church (see on v. 13); and therefore at this instant God invites 
him to partake of the animals in the sheet let down from heaven, 
and the messengers of Cornelius arrive. As Aug. says (Serm. 
266), ‘“‘ Non Petro carnalis cibus affertur, sed mundatus Cornelius 
nuntiatur.” 
— éyévero] So A, B,C, E, and others. Elz. éwémecev. 

— txaraois] ecstasy. The highest kind of spiritual revelation. 
There are seven extraordinary modes and degrees in which 

God revealed Himself in ancient times; 
1. Dreams. > 
2. Apparitions to the person when awake. 
3. Visions to him when asleep. 
4. Voices from heaven. 
5. Urim. 
6. Inspiration, or revealing to the ear. 
7. Rapture, or ecs/asy, when the person was in the Spirit 

(Rev. i. 10. Acts xxii. 17), and this was the highest degree of all. 
See Lightfoot here, i. p. 844. 

Ul, 12. Oewpe? dv odpavdy dvewypevor, cal karaBaivoy oKedds Tt 
—rov oijpavov) he beholds the heaven opened, and a certain vessel 
coming down, as a great sheet. See below, xi. 5—10, where 
St. Peter says, el3ov kataBaivoy cxeids ti, ds d0dvny weyddnv 
Técoapow &pxais xabteuévny ex Tod odpavod, kal FAVEv Uxpis euod. 

The words dedcuévov, xa) are not found in A, B, E, and 
some Versions. 
— cxeios} A word of wide signification for any vessel. Heb. 

72. See above, ix. 15. 
— 60dvnv] linen sheet. owdédva (Hesych.), a linteum; d0dva 

(cp. é@ovfa, John xix. 40) are explained in Hesych. by mept- 
Béraa. Cp. Luke xxiy. 12. John xx.5—7. Linen is generally 
seen in Scripture as connected with what is sacred, holy, and 
pure; and it is not liable to be moth-eaten ; ‘ hence,” says Aug., 
“this linen sheet is a fit emblem of the Church.” 
— 4pxais] beginnings: applied to the letting down of ropes or 

cords, as Wetst. and Vaick. have shown; and after them Kuin., 
who says “dpx} dicitur omne quod extremum est in aliqud re, 
sic de funis extremitate legitur ap. Diod. Sic. t. i. p. 109, apx} 
cxowlov. Lucian. t. iii. p. 83, deouav apxds. Eurip. Hippol. 
772, mAexras meicudtwy apxas, ubi vy. Markland. Herodot. 
iv. 60, ordoas thy dpyhv Tov arpdpou" ubi v. Valck.”’ 

The vessel or linen sheet here represent the Church Universal 
throughout the world. Its demission from heaven bespeaks its 
being from God the Father of all. Its four beginnings (apxal)— 
a word happily chosen—let down from heaven, show that its 
origin is from heaven; and that it hangs suspended on the divine 
Power and Love; and they represent its comprehensiveness and 
extension to the four winds of heaven. See Matt. xxiv. 31, and 
ep. the réccapes ywvlat rijs ys, Rev. vii. 1; xx. 8. 

Quatuor linew, discum continentes, et quibus dependebat, 
sunt quatuor orbis cardines, vel quatuor partes orbis terrarwm, 
per quas tenditur Ecclesia Catholica, que ubique diffusa vst. 
Augustine (Serm 149 and 266). 

Some ancient Expositors (e. g. Gicumen.) speak of the four 
&pxa) (properly beginnings; “ initia,” Vulg.) that support the 
Vessel—which symbolizes the Church Universal—as a prophetica! 

emblem of the Four Gospels, proclaiming the knowledge of Christ 
to the Four Corners of the world, and bringing many from the 
East and from the West, from the North and from the South, to 
sit down with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob in the kingdom of God 
(Luke xiii. 29. Matt. viii. 11). 

This suggestion deserves consideration. And itis not un- 
worthy of remark, that each of the Four Gospels commences with 
a reference to their initiatory character as describing the begin- 
ning of the new Creation in Christ, which is eternal; as the Old 
Testament, which is the record of the Old Creation, opens in 
Genesis with—* In the beginning God created Heaven and Earth,” 
i. e. the visible heavens and the earth, which have an end ; 

This ini¢ial character of the Gospels is declared by the word 
&px» or &pxouat at the beginning of each of the Four, thus,— 

Matt. iv. 17, jptaro 5 Incods knpiooeww. 
Mark i. 1, &pxh edayyeAlov "Inco Xpicrod. 
Luke i. 2, of aw apxijs ai’rémra. 

iii. 23, fv deel erav rpidxovra apxdmevos, i. e. at the 
beginning of his Ministry. 

Johni. 1, vapxi tv bd Adyos. 
Hence in the opening of the Acts of the Apostles, as if to 

mark that the Gospel is the Beginning of the new life which 
never ends, St. Luke says (i. 1), dv Hpkatro 5 "Incovs woreiy re 
kal 5:5doxKew, in reference to its History. See the note there. 

* Lastly, the sacred Canon of both Testaments closes with the 
words, "Eyé ciut Tb A kal rd 2, "Apxt Kal TéAos (Rev. xxii. 13). 

The Gospel, as thus viewed, both supports and elevates the 
Church ; it is that by which the invisible Hand of God maintains 
and keeps if together, and by which He raises it to heaven. 

It may indeed be objected, that the Four Gospels had not 
then all been written. No; nor had the Vessel of the Church 
been extended to all the world: nor, as yet, had it enclosed any 
unclean animals, The vision was not a History of the Past; but 
it was a Prophecy of the Future extending forward to all time. 

This symbol is not unlike to that of the Four Evangelical 
Cherubim in Ezekiel and the Apocalypse, on which the Spirit of 
God rides, as on a chariot-like throne, into all lands. See above, 
Introduction to the Gospels, p. xli. 

The “ four-footed beasts,’ &c., are representatives of all 
Nations. Observe the definite Article rd. And in this respect 
S. Augustine (c. Faust. xii. 15) compares it to the Ark, another 
figure of the Church, because commensurate with the world: 
“Cuncta genera animalium in Ared clauduntur, sicut omnes 
Gentes; quas etiam Petro demonstratus ille discus significat ; 
omnes Gentes, que pertinent ad quatuor partes orbis terre qua 
disseminatur Ecclesia, quam significant guatuor linee, quibus 
Vas illud connectebatur.”’ 

The sheet, which was let down from heaven to earth, was 
drawn up again (dveAjpOn, v. 16; dverrdcOn, xi. 10) into 
heaven, showing that all are designed by God to be inheritors of 
heaven, all are dexrot Oc in Christ (x. 34, 35). 

This act of drawing up also shows, that after the pilgrimage 
of the Church Militant on earth, it will be received up and glo- 
rified in heaven. ‘“ Post hujus seculi conversationem, qua per 
Fidem et Baptismum mundata peregrinatur Ecclesia, ccelestis 
habitatio felix et seterna sequitur.”’ (Bede.) 

Compare Rev. xxi. 2, where the Holy City, the new Jeru- 
salem, the Church glorified, is seen coming down from heaven. 

13. Oicov Kad dye] slay and eat. The act of eating is here 
represented as figurative of receiving into communion or incorpo- 
ration ; 

The prophet Ezekiel (iii. 1) and St. John (Rev. x. 9) are 
commanded to eat a roll or book, in order to receive its spirit and 
its words into themselves. So Peter is commanded to eat 
these animals, in order that he may know that the Gentiles are to 
be incorporated through his ministry into the Church, or body of 
Christ ; 

“Occide et manduca, ut interficiatur in iis vita preeterita et 
transeant in corpus tuum, tanquam in novam vitam societatis 
Ecclesise ; ut tanquam mundus cibus incorporentur Ecclesiz,’’ 
S. Aug. Serm. 149. ‘ Occide in gentibus quod erant, et fac quod 
es,” Bede. 

Here then “Petrus figuram gestat Ecclesie,’’ and according 
to Christ’s promise (Matt. xvi. 19) he is to be Christ’s agent in 
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opening the door of the Church, or Kingdom of Heaven, to al! 
Nations by the Keys of the Word and Sacraments. He is to be 
Christ’s instrument for incorporating the Gentiles in the Church 
by communion with them. 

14. obdéroTe—zxGv Kowdy] On the Hebraism ov ras = none, 
see Matt. xxiv. 22. 

On the Levitical distinction between clean and unclean 
animals, and on the moral purposes of it, see dug. Serm. 149. 4, 
and Rev. Wm. Jones (of Nayland), “ Zoologia Ethica,’’ Works, 
ii. 107. 

The Jewish Rabbis allowed that in the time of the Messiah 
no animals would be unclean. See R. Moyses and R. Salomon 
on Gen. ix. 8. 

15,16. dav méAw ex Sevtépov—em) tpls] It was done three 
times, for greater assurance, and for more solemn admonition. 
Repetition is usual in divine Visions and Prophecies, Gen. xli. 
28—32; xxxvii.6—10. So in Daniel’s Visions (Dan. ii. and vii.) 
the same thing is represented twice. 

See above, Introduction to the Gospels, p. xlv, on Repe- 
tition as a characteristic of Inspiration; and below, the Introduc- 
tion to the Book of Revelation. 

S. Chrys. aud S. Aug. (Serm. 149) suggest another reason 
why it is mentioned that this linen sheet, held by its four corners, 
was let down éhree times, The whole world as a Church is 
purified and cleansed by God; and this cleansing is effected by 
immersion in the waters of Baptism in the Name of the Holy 
Trinity. ‘In Nomine Patris, et Filii, et Spirittis Sancti, cre- 
dentes innovantur, ut pertineant ad communionem sanctorum.’’ 
So also Gcumen. 

The four corners intimate the extension of the Church to 
the Four Winds of heaven; and the multiplication of the number 
Four into the other number here specified, Tiree, produces the 
number Twelve, which is specially characteristic of the Church of 
Christ, extended to the Four Quarters of the Globe, and baptized 
in the Name of the Jrinity by the ministry of the Twelve Apos- 
tles and their successors, and militant here on earth, and glorified 
hereafter in heaven. See above on Matt. x. 2, and Augustine, 
quoted there, and cp. Rev. vii. 5—8; xii. 1; xxi. 12. 14. 16. 21; 
xxii. 2. 

15. & 5 Ocds exabdpice] what God did cleanse. Observe the 
aorist éxafdpioe. God cleansed all Nations by one single act. 
He cleansed the Gentiles who were unclean according to the Law, 
by the Blood of His dear Son, shed once for all on the cross. 
S. Ireneus in Caten. Cp. Eph. ii. 13. 16. Acts xv. 9. 
— ov ph kolvov] make not thou common, do not deem unclean, 

—ph axdbaprov vource. (Hesych.) 
On xowds, common, profane, unclean, see Mark vii. 21. This 

usage of language, when a person is said to make what he /reats 
as made, is very common, especially in prophecy—‘“‘ ubi res dici- 
tur fieri, quando facienda prenuntiatur.” Isa. vi. 10, Jer i. 10. 

Ezek. xiii. 3. Zech. xi. 13. See Glass. Phil. p. 864—6, and 
Valck. here, who refers to Thom. Mag., yevv@ 5 TlAdrwy toy 
ovpavdy, i. e. yevyntoy Aé€yet. So in Levit. xiii. 3. 13. 17, the 
Priest, who declares the Leper unclean or the contrary, is said 
piatvew and Kabap{Cew. 5 

19. efre Td Tlveiua] the Spirit said, a proof of the personality 
of the Holy Ghost. Cp. xiii. 2. 4, for another proof of the Divi- 
nity and Personality of the Holy Ghost, and see @cumen. 

20. eyo améotadKka aitovs|] I have sent them. What God 
does, that the Spirit is said to do. (Chrys.) The Spirit is God. 

21. rods Gvdpas] Elz. adds rods Gmeoraduevous amd rod 
KopynAlov mpds abtév. But this is not in A, B, C, D, and other 
MSS., nor in Vu/g. and other Versions. 

22. €xpnuatic6n] was commanded as by an oracle (xpnorhpior). 
See Matt. ii. 12. Cornelius had therefore related the Vision to 
others, before he knew of any result from it. An answer to the 
objections of those who suppose that the Vision was a delusion, 
or contrived after the event; a remark which will not be deemed 
unnecessary by those, who are, in any degree, familiar with the 
cavils of scepticism against the historic veracity of the superna- 
tural agency revealed in this divine book. 

23. 7H éwatpiov] on the morrow. He waits from soon after 
noon (v. 9) till the next day. There are no marks of a heated 
imagination here. St. Peter had seen a Vision; and he hears of 
another Vision of an Angel desiring that he should be sent for to 
Cresarea. But he waits till the morrow. Though by natural 
temperament he was eager and forward, the Holy Spirit in him 
was a Spirit of caution and circumspection, prudence and wisdom ; 
not of rashness and haste. 

25. ws eyevero Tod eiredOeiv] Elz. omits rod, but it is found 
in A, B, C, E, and other MSS., and has been received by recent 
Editors. 

It has been alleged by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 203) that such 
an use of tod before an infinitive is unauthorized, and is a gram- 
matical error, incapable of analysis, and is to be ascribed to an 
oversight of the writer, either in composition or transcription. 
But it is not without example. See Luke xvii. 1, avévdexrdv éors 
TOU ph edAGciv oxdvdada. 

And these two remarkable instances of this construction 
connect the Author of the third Gospel with the Writer of the 
Acts. And thus the rarity of the combination has its use in 
supplying evidence to the student of Scripture. 

One or two other instances of the use may be seen in 
Winer, § 44, p. 293. The analysis of the expression does not 
seem difficult. The phrase means, ‘“‘ When the hour arrived, so 
long expected, of Peter’s arrival.” In like manner, the other 
kindred expression in St. Luke’s Gospel may be explained (xvii. 1), 
avévdextév eats rod mh edeiv Ta oxdvdadra, i.e. the time of the 
non-existence of offences is not admissible in this world, it is to 
be looked for only in the world to come. 
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— mpocertvncev] he worshipped. Such homage, not un- 
common among Orientals, was unknown to the countrymen of 
Cornelius, Romans, except in divine worship, and was therefore 
forbidden by St. Peter in the words ‘ Stand up; I also am a 
man,”’ not a superior spirit. 

St. Peter, great as he was, would not permit any one, even 
a heathen, to do this, What then shall we say of other men who 
allow it? asks Ammonius here. And what shall we say of him 
who calls himself S/. Peter's successor, and yet seats himself on 
the high Altar of St. Peter’s Church, in order that his feet may 
be kissed by Bishops and others, bowing and kneeling before 
him? See the Ceremoniale Romanum, iii. 1. 1, and other Ro- 
man authorities quoted in the Editor’s Lectures on the Apo- 
calypse, pp. 339. 340, 2nd ed. Appendix, pp. 163, 164, and 
below, notes on the Apocalypse, chap. xiii. 

27. wal cvvoutAdv] Peter not only declined the rpooktyyots, 
or adoration, but entered in with Cornelius, and conversed with 
him side by side, thus showing his humility, and also his com- 
pliance with the divine revelation, that he should consider no man 
common or unclean. On duiAciv, to speak, used only by St. Luke 
in this sense, see Luke xxiv. 14, 15. Acts xx. 11; xxiv. 26. 

30. and rerdprns jucpas] four days ago. So 2 Cor. viii. 10; 
ix. 2, awd x¢puo1, a year ago. Cp. John xi. 18; xxi. 8. 
— péxp: tabrys Tis Spas] i.e. to three o’clock. See chap. x. 3. 
— &pav] Omitted by A, B,C, D. And it is probable that (as 

Bornemann observes) évvdtny is a gloss upon ta’tns; and that 
the true reading is ynorevwy kad mpooevxyduevos. 
— dvfp] aman. So modest is Cornelius, he does not call him 

an angel who had praised him so highly, and yet by the purport 
of his words he represents him as coming from évdémoy rod 
@cod. (Chrys.) Cp. i. 10. 

31. 4 mpooevxy] See the power of Prayer. (Chrys.) 
33. xad@s éxolnoas] An observable phrase. It is not the 

language of approval, on the Centurion’s part, of St. Peter’s con- 
duct. This would ill have accorded with his humility. But it is 
an idiomatic and elegant expression of courtesy and gralitude—a 
“welcome.” ‘ Bené est qudd venisti—multim amo te.”’ As 
Casaubon on Cicero, ad Att. i. 1, observes, it has been often 
rendered erroneously. Cp. St. Paul's words, Phil. iv. 14. 2 Pet. 
i. 19. 3 John 6. See Valck. here. 

35. dexrds] = 7372, from jiz3, voluntas (cp. dpéokw, apeards), 
to be translated acceptable, capable of being accepted, rather 
than actually accepted. (Severian, Caten. p. 173.) No one is 
accepted, except év 7@ fyyarnuévy, Eph.i. 6. (See Chrys. and 
others here.) Cp. Luke iv. 24. Phil. iv. 18. 2 Cor. vi. 2. 

In Him, and Him alone, all Nations are blessed. As Bengel 
says well, “ Non indifferentismus Religionum, sed indifferentia 
Nationum, hic asseritur.”’ Cp. Art. XVIII. of the Church of 
England. 

36. roy Adyov K.7.A.] As Meyer and Winer observe, the three 
clauses, roy Adyov v. 36, Td yevduevov pjua v. 37, “Incoov toy 
Na(wpaioy, seem to be put in apposition, and to depend on Syeis 
ovbare, and ovrds éort mdvtwy Kupios is introduced parentheti- 
cally. So the Authorized Version. ‘Pjua means more than Adyos. 
Aédyos is the Word; but pijua is the Matter or thing declared by 
the Word (see Luke i. 37; ii. 15); and 7d piua yevdmevor k. 
é.7.°I. is the matter published which came or was proclaimed 
through all Jewry. Some MSS. (e.g. A, B) omit dv. 

Valck. compares the similar structure in another speech of 
the same Apostle, Acts ii. 22—36. 

We may also compare a similar remarkable transition from 
Adyos to pijua in an Epistle of this same Apostle, St. Peter, 
speaking of Christ preached. See 1 Peter i. 25—25. 

It has indeed been said by some, that Cornelius could not have 
known the facts here mentioned. But let it be remembered, that 
he was quartered at Cesarea,—a centurion of the Italian band,— 
and probably had often attended the Roman Procurator, who 
resided at Caesarea, in the periodical visits which he made to 
Jerusalem, to be present at the annual Jewish festivals for the 
purpose of maintaining order there. 

He might have conversed with other soldiers who had been 
there on those occasions. He might have conversed with the 
faithful Centurion of Capernaum (Luke vii. 2—9), perhaps with 
the Centurion who stood at the Cross (Matt. xxvii. 54. Luke 
xxiii. 47), perhaps with the soldiers who had watched the se- 
pulchre, and had been affrighted by the earthquake, and thus 
have heard of the Resurrection. 

Besides (as Chrys. suggests), this speech was not only in- 
tended for Cornelius and his friends, but also for the Jews who 
were with Peter, and to whom he appeals as witnesses of what he 
says, and it was designed to justify his own communion with the 
Gentiles. 

Accordingly, it is observable that St. Peter is careful to 
represent the Jews as receiving, by virtue of their prerogative, 
the first offer-of the Gospel from Christ. The word, he says, 
was sent to the children of Israel; tnpet rhy ebyévetay Tots "lov- 
Salas. 

“In this speech (says Bede) St. Peter briefly sums up all 
the articles of the Creed, viz. that Jesus is the Christ, the Lord 
of all; sent to reconcile the world to God- preached by the 
Baptist ; anointed by the Spirit; manifested in miracies oy God 
dwelling in Him; crucified; raised from the dead; seen alive 
after His Resurrection; and the Future Judge of all at the end 
of the world; and that He will extend His Church by Faith 
throughout the World.” See also p. 114 of the Rev. F. C. Cook's 
edition of the Acts; containing many excellent practical and 
devotional suggestions. 
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87. dptduevoy] A, C, D, E; H have dpiduevos, but compare 
Luke xxiv. 47. 

38. Expicev] a preparation for the word Xpioriavol, xi. 26. 
41. ofrwes cuvepdyouey] us who ate wilh them. See S. Ig- 

natius ad Smyrn. 3 (who seems to refer to these words of 
St. Peter)—erd thy dvaotaciv auvépayeyv avtois kal cuy- 
émiev. 

See also the note of Severus, Archbishop of Antioch, here (in 
Catend, p. 188), who calls this eating of our Lord, after His Resur- 
rection, kaivhv Bp@ow, because od kata Xpelav Epaye kal Emtev, 
GAA morotperos Kal emiderkviay Tots oikelots wabntats, Kal Tots 
per& tatta Set Kelvwy (read da Kelvwy) morevew weAdovat THY 
GAnb7 piow Tod oduaros, > Kal mémovOev Exdy, Kal averrn Be0~ 
mpenas, mavtaxdbey amcdatvwy Thy THs emapdtov SoKhoews 
(the heresy of the Docete) kal pavraclas drdvo.ay. 

42. xpiths] Judge. On the certainty of a Future Judgment, 
see Barrow’s Sermon on this text, vol. v. 129—160. 

44. %ri Aadodvtos] while he was yet speaking. See the dis- 
pensation of God. He did not allow Peter to finish his speech, 
and to command them to be baptized. But God anticipated him, 
and showed that He knew their hearts; and the Holy Spirit 
came, and so provided an answer and defence for St. Peter against 
those who would charge him with surrendering the privileges of 
the Jews, and with a breach of the Law of God by communion 
with the Gentiles. (Chrys.) 
4446. érémece 7d TMvetpua rd &yiov—Aadrobytwy yAdooas] 

the Holy Spirit fell on them, as the Holy Spirit fell at the day 
of Pentecost on the Apostles. See xi. 15,16. He fell on them 
while Peter was preaching the Word; and thus the Word was 
confirmed; and He fell on them while hearing the Word. And 
they who were present heard them speak with tongues— 

“Spiritus almus 
Indulgens varias opulento munere linguas 
Implevit sine more domum,” (Arator,) 

—showing by the same sign that the same gift was bestowed on 
them who were Gentiles at Cesarea, as had been vouchsafed to 
the first believers at Jerusalem; and that therefore the Holy 
Spirit is not limited to place, time, or person, but is offered to ail 
persons, in all places, at all times. 

It is, indeed, affirmed by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 210), that 
this manifestation at Cewsarea was altogether different from that 
at Jerusalem, on the day of Pentecost: and, that the expression 
yAdooais Aadeiv, as used here and in xix. 6, and 1 Cor. xiv. 18, 
does not mean “to speak in foreign languages,” as it does in 
Acts ii. 4, but it means only to speak with ¢ongues not guided or 
controlled by the voids, or reason of the speakers, but moved by 
the Holy Ghost. 

But this theory destroys the force of St. Peter’s subsequent 
argument and comment on this manifestation. See Acts xi. 15. 
17, where he states that as he began to speak, the Holy Ghost 
fell on them (i. e. on the Gentile Cornelius and on his companions) 
as on us at the beginning. Then remembered I the Word of the 
Lord, how that He said, ‘John indeed baptized with water, but 

ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost.” Here St. Peter com- 
prehends Cornelius in the same promise with the Apostles ; and 
he adds, ‘‘ Forasmuch then as God gave them the like gift as He 
did unto us, what was I that I could withstand God?” 

Since, then, the disciples at Jerusalem, at Pentecost, had the 
power of speaking in foreign tongues, Cornelius and the Gentiles 
with him at Czesarea had the same power also. 

It is indeed probable, that this power of speaking foreign 
languages was not long continued to those who had not, like the 
Apostles, occasion to use them in preaching to foreign nations. 

But if Cornelius and his Gentile companions had not received 
the same spiritual gift as the Apostles received at first, it never 
would have been inferred by St. Peter, or have been acknowledged 
by the Jewish Christians, as it was, that the Gentiles were to be 
admitted to the same spiritual privileges as those of the Circum- 
cision, who believed in Christ. See xi. 18. 

Besides, as Aug. observes (Serm. 99), there was another 
reason for this gift to the Gentiles, as well as to the Jews and 
Proselytes, in the first age of the Church: “Tune (i.e. in the 
first age of the Church) sic dabatur Spiritus Sanctus, ut etiam 
appareret datus. Qui enim Eum accipiebant linguis omnium 
gentium loquebantur, ut significarent Ecclesiam, in gentibus, 
linguis omnium locuturam.” 

46. ijxovoy] they were hearing them speak with tongues; the 
imperfect tense marks continuance. Cp. what is said of the 
miracle at Pentecost itself, ii. 6. 

47 wht. rd Bdwp kwrAdoa 5.7.] Now that they have received 
the Spirit can any man at all forbid the water (rd b5wp), which 

necessary for their reception into the Church; according 
to Christ’s saying, ‘‘ Except a man be born of wafer and of the 
Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God?”’ (John iii. 5.) 
A reply, by anticipation, to those Jewish Christians who would 
have forbidden baptism to the Gentiles. (Chrys.) 

“Non dicit, habent Spiritum, ergo agua carere possunt” 
(Bengel): but he commands them to be baptized; a warning to 
Quakers and others, who profess that they have the Spirit, and 
do not therefore need the oufward means of grace. St. Peter 
teaches them to invert the argument. If men have the Spirit, 
they ought also to have the water; and if men refuse the water, 
it may be presumed that they have not the Spirit. 

Two important questions arise here :— 
(1) Why were these converts not baptized first, before the 

Holy Spirit was given ? 
(2) If the Holy Spirit was given, as we have seen it was, 

before Baptism,—is Baptism necessary,—and is Confirmation 
necessary,—for the reception of the Holy Ghost ? 

These questions have been considered and answered by the 
Ancient Fathers as follows :— 

(1) Probably St. Peter would not have readily admitted 
them to Baptism, unless he had heard them prophesying, and 
had seen the Holy Ghost resting upon them. Therefore he 
asked, ‘Can any one forbid them the water, now that they have 
received the Holy Ghost as well as we?” thus persuading the 
Jews, who were with him, and intimating that unless the Holy 
Spirit had rested upon them, there would have been some wha 
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would have forbidden them Baptism. S. Ireneus (Caten. p. 183, 
c. Heeres. iii. 12.) 

If any one inquires, How it was that Cornelius, and they 
that were with him, were allowed to receive the Holy Ghost before 
Baptism, let him know that this was with a view to the debate 
that afterwards arose, between St. Peter and those of the Circum- 
cision. S. Cyril (in Caten. p. 190.) 

This is evident from what follows in ch. xi. 2, where St. 
Peter shows that kwAdoa 7rd E5wp would have been kwAdoa 
tov Oedy (see xi. 17). 

It appears from xi. 18, that the debate was appeased by 
reference to tlie fact here stated ; and it is clear, that there would 
have been a schism in the Church, unless such a divine manifesta- 
tion as the descent of the Holy Spirit, enabling them to speak 
with tongues, had been made, to authorize the act of St. Peter in 
admitting Cornelius, and other Gentiles with him, into the Church 
by Baptism. 

Hence S. Augustine says (Serm. 99), ‘ Cam dubitarent qui 
erant cum Petro, utriim incircumcisi baptizandi essent, . . . ut 
hanc Deus tolleret questionem, cim loquitur Petrus, venit: Spi- 
ritus Sanctus; implevit Cornelium, implevit illos qui cum illo 
erant; et ipsa attestatione rei magne quasi clamatum est (a 
Spiritu ad Petrum) Quid de agud dubitas? jam Keo hic sum.”’ 

So again (Serm. 266), ‘‘ Anée Baptismum venit Spiritus 
Sanctus; de potestate, non de necessitate. Venit an/e Baptismum 
ablutionis, ut auferret controversiam circumcisionis.” See also 
Aug. in Ps. xevi. 

(2) Another reason why the Holy Ghost was given before 
Baptism, was, that it might be understood by all, that though 
men are tied to the use of the means which God has been pleased 
to appoint for the reception of divine grace, yet God’s power is not 
tied to means. As Hugo says (de Sacram. i. 5), “‘ In potestate 
Dei est preter Sacramenta hominem salvare: sed in potestate ho- 
minis non est sine istis ad salutem pervenire.”’ 

Hence it is evident, that the grace which He has given us by 
means—ereh as the Sacraments, and by Confirmation,—does not 
reside & or proceed from the means, but from Him who has 
appointed the means; and that the means are only channels, and 
He is the sole source of Grace and Salvation to man. The mi- 
nister is one thing, the Ministry is another; the Author and 
Giver of all is God. 

As Chrys. says (p. 191), ‘‘ No one can forbid the Holy Spirit 
from descending, even before Baptism.’’ And Aug. (Serm. 276), 
“Behold now the fulfilment of what our Lord says, ‘the wind 
bloweth where it listeth ’’’ (John iii. 8). And to use the words of 
Hooker (V. lvii. 4), ‘It is not ordinarily God’s will to bestow 
the grace of Sacraments on any but dy the Sacraments, which 
grace they that receive by Sacraments receive from Him, and not 
from them ”’ (see also VII. vi. 10). And therefore we may add 
with him (V. Ix. 4), “If Christ Himself, who gives us salvation, 
do require Baptism, it is not for us that look for salvation, to 
examine Him whether unbaptized men may be saved; but se- 
riously to do what is required, and religiously to fear the danger 
which may grow from the want thereof.” 

(3) Indeed, it may be added, ‘‘ Exceptio probat regulam ;”” 
and “ Privilegium probat Legem.” 

We have seen the reason of the extraordinary effusion of the 
Holy Ghost, in this special case of the first Gentile converts before 
Baptism. We find that it is a solitary case. We find also, that 
to the Jewish Converts the full effusion had not been vouchsafed 
before Baptism, nor till they were confirmed by the laying on of 
the Apostles’ hands (see above on viii. 14—17). And we find 
that other succeeding converts were baptized; and that they 
received the imposition of hands before they received the full 
effusion, visibly and audibly, of the Holy Ghost (Acts xix. 5, 6). 
And it is evident, that the Apostle St, Peter judged Baptism to be 

the Sacrament of admission into Christ’s Church ; for otherwise 
he would not have commanded these to be baptized, who had 
received visibly and audibly the gift of the Holy Ghost. See 
this point well argued by S. Cyril. Hierosolym., Cateches. iii. 
p- 41, KopynaAros tv avhp dikaos x.7.A. We do not indeed 
read, that Peter /aid his hands on Cornelius and the other Gen- 
tile Converts; with reverence therefore it may be said, that the 
full gift of the Spirit—the Baptism of the Holy Ghost Himself— 
is specially represented by the laying on of hands, or Confirma- 
tion. This xplois teAciwTix} had been administered in this case 
directly and immediately by the Holy Ghost, as at Pentecost; see 
Euseb. Emisen., quoted on viii. 14. But the Sacrament of Bap- 
tism which Christ had instituted, in the name of the Holy Trinity, 
had not been administered, and therefore they were baptized. 

(4) Lastly, it may be added that the reason of visible signs 
and audible sounds on hearing the Gospel and on reception of the 
Holy Ghost, in the first ages of Christianity, is to be seen in the 
need of a proof, that God gives grace, and gives it by the Word 
and Sacraments in HisChurch. That proof was given visibly and 
audibly in the earliest ages; and it is the duty of those who live 
now, to build on the faith and practice of the past, and to believe 
stedfastly, and receive thankfully, the grace given by the same 
Holy Spirit, in the ordinary means of grace, without the evidence 
of the same visible signs and audible sounds. For “ blessed are 
they that have not seen, and yet have believed.’’ (John xx. 29.) 

48. mpocérate—aitovs BarticOjva] he commanded them to 
be baptized. Christ preached ; but He administered Baptism by 
His Apostles. For the reason of which see John iy. 2. And 
after the Ascension the Apostles preached ; but they administered 
Baptism, for the most part, by the hands of inferior ministers ; 
see | Cor. i. 17; a passage which suggests one reason of their 
conduct in this respect,—i.e. lest they should be supposed to 
be desirous of forming sects of those whom they baptized, and 
lest they who had been baptized by them respectively should say, 
“Tam of Paul, I am of Cephas.” (1 Cor. i. 12—15.) 

Again; if the Apostles, who had special gifts of working 
miracles, and of giving the Holy Ghost, had baptized with their 
own hands, it might have been thought by some that the grace of 
Baptism came from them, who administered it, and not from Him 
Whose Baptism it is, and so an error with regard to Baptism be 
propagated. 

Besides ; after their death it might have been imagined, that 
Baptism had lost some of its efficacy, being no longer admi- 
nistered by those who were called by Christ, and had received ex- 
traordinary graces of the Holy Ghost; and so the Sacrament of 
Baptism, which God has instituted for the remission of sins, and 
for reception into the Church in all ages and countries of the 
world, might fall into discredit and disuse. 

Therefore the Apostles did not usually baptize with their 
own hands; but it would be a great mistake thence to infer, with 
some persons, that Baptism is of minor account. On the con- 
trary, these considerations show the importance of that Sacra- 
ment. 

Cu. XI. 2. d:explvovro] they were disputing. See on x. 47. 
412. aptduevos—diaxpwduevov] See the same narrative, 

almost in the same words, above, x. 9—16. 
A remarkable instance of Repetition; showing the import- 

ance of the subject; and that the Holy Spirit does not disdain to 
use the same or similar words in relating the same events. Com- 
pare the Repelitions of the account of St. Paul’s conversion in 
this book, ix. 1; xxii. 6; xxvi. 12. 

These Repetitions occur in one and the same Book. There 
is therefore no reason for surprise that the Holy Spirit should 
repeat in one Gospel what He had said in another, See Jntro- 
duction to the Gospels, pp. xlv, xlvi. 
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18. tov tiyyedov] The Angel, of which you have already heard 
from others. The circumstances of the vision of Cornelius, which 
were recounted by him in the prezence of many (x. 24. 30. 45), 
must have been notorious at Jerusalem. 

16, phuaros Tod Kuplov.] See oni. 5. 
17. moredoacw] whenwe professed our faith. Cp. Rom. xiii. 1. 
— eye 58 rls funy, dvvards} Two questions in one. Cp. 

Luke xix. 15, rls rf éxpayparedoaro; xvi. 2, tl TodTo dKobw; 
Winer,G. G. § 66, p. 553. The d& after éy& is omitted by A, 
D. But it was not likely to be interpolated, and it gives force to 
the question,—‘ You may doubt, and debate, and censure me; 
but who was J, to resist God ?” 
— Kwdrioa Toy Ocdy] See on x. 47. 
19. of uty ofy S:acrapevres] A recapitulation. See viii. 1. 
— én) Srepdvw] upon Stephen. So G, H, and probably B, 

and the great majority of cursive MSS. A, E have ém) Srepavov, 
‘in the time of Stephen,’ and Vulg. ‘sub Stephano.’ Cp. ém 
KAavdlov, v. 28. But er) Srepdvw appears to be the true read- 
ing. éml= super, upon Stephen, i.e. the persecution against 
him while living, and over him when dead; that persecution to 
which he gave occasion by his boldness (vi. 11), and in which he 
was killed, and which was stimulated by his preaching and death. 
His persecutors and murderers were not convinced by his miracles 
and teaching, or satisfied with his death; but having once tasted 
blood, they thirsted for other victims (see ix. 1); and yet by 
Persecution the cause of the Gospel which they persecuted was 
advanced. See viii. 1. 
— ’Avtioxelas] Antioch. On the Orontes, 120 stadia from its 

port Seleucia; founded by Seleucus Nicator, who called it from 
his father Antiochus; the residence of the Seleucid Dynasty of 
Syria; and afterwards, when under Roman rule, the residence of 
the Prases of Syria. ‘Syrise metropolis, tertium inter omnes 
Romani orbis locum obtinens, hoc est post Romam et Alea- 
andriam.”’ S. Jerome ad Amos. vi. quoted by A Lap.; ep. Winer, 
R. W. B. i. 60. Howson, i. 150. Lewin, p. 107. 

19, 20. *Iovdalois] to Hebrew-speaking Jews. The preachers 
from Jerusalem preached in Hebrew to Hebrews; but the 
preachers from the Greek cities Cyprus and Cyrene (in v. 20) 
preached to Greek-speaking Jews, i. e. to Hellenists. (Tripp.) 

20.] B, D**, E, G, H, and the Cursive MSS. almost without 

exception, have ‘EAAnvoras, the reading of the received text. 
And so the dext of Chrys., Gicum., and Theophylact, and both 
the commentaries of Theophyl. p. 98 and p. 251, 5:4 7d ut) eidévax 
‘Efpaiorh, ‘“EAAnvioras éxddovr. 

But A has “EAAnvas. 
This authority however is of less weight, because A. has 

“EAAnvas also in ix. 29, where ‘EAAnvioras is confessedly the true 
reading. 

D* has “EAAnvas, but its reading was afterwards altered to 
'EAAnuotds. The Sinaitic MS. has Edayyedtrrsts. 

The authority of several Versions (e. g. Vulg., Syriac, Coptic, 
Arabic) in this question, is not of any value; because (as 
Whitby observes, p. 463) they use the same word for “EAAnves 
and “EAAnvieral. 

Eusebius (ii. 3) is in favour of ‘EAAhvwr, and so is Chrys. in 
his exposition, 8pa “EAAnotv edayyeAlCovrat, but he supposes 
the events here mentioned to be posterior to the reception of Cor- 
nelius into the Church. And so Lyranus, Caietanus, Lorinus, 
and others. 

Many recent editors, Griesbach, Lachmann, Scholz, Tisch- 
endorf, Bornemann, Alford, have introduced “EAAnvas into the 
text. But they (with the exception of Alford) give no inter- 
pretation of the meaning which they would affix to the word. 
They may have supposed it to comprise Jewish proselyles, as 
Meyer does (p. 215 and p. 259, on chap. xiv. 1); and he ob- 
serves that the vy, Gentiles, are distinguished from the “EAAnves. 
Cp. xiii. 42; xviii. 4. 6. 

Dean Alford, in his note here, understands it as not sig- 
nifying Hellenists, but ‘“ Gentiles uncircumcised,” and them 
only ; and he says that ‘‘ the advocacy of the reading ‘EAAnnords 
has mainly arisen from a mistaken view that the baptism of 
Cornelius must necessarily have preceded the conversion of all 
other Gentiles.” 

Two questions arise here— 
1. Which is the true reading, ‘EAAnuiorads or “EAAnvas ? 
2. In what sense is the true reading to be understood ? 
1. The authority of the MSS. is in favour of "EAAnuoTas, 

and it is mainly on supposed infernal evidence that preference has 
recently been given to “EAAjvas. 

2. It is said that the word here used, whether “EAAnves or 
*EAAnuaral, is apposed tn the word "Iovdalors, Jews, in v. 19, and 
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«wat therefore the only word that the passage admits is “EAAnvas, 
and that this word must be understood to mean Gentiles. 

But this is not certain; 
It is true that some MSS. (A, B, and some Cursives) insert 

wal after @AdAovy, but they are more than counterbalanced by 
the great preponderance of MSS.; and kal is not admitted by 
Griesbach or Tischendorf. 

If ‘EAAnvioras is the trne reading, then the word "Iovdalors 
means Hebrew-speaking Jews; and the men of Cyprus, pro- 
bably Hellenistic Jews, who had embraced the Gospel, spoke 
the Word to other Hellenistic Jews, in order that they also might 
embrace it. : 

Nor would the reading “EAAnvas exclude this meaning. 
Theword*EAAnves does not always mean unbelieving heathens. 

‘See particularly John xii. 20, where “EAAnves came up to worship 
at Jerusalem, and Acts xiv. 1, where “EAAnves are among the 
attendants at the Jewish Synagogue. Cp. xviii. 4, and Howson, 

| i. 144. 218. 252. 312. See also on xvii. 4, ceBouevwr ‘EAAHVav, 
| where A, D introduce xa) before ‘EAA}vwy, showing that copyists 
did not always rightly understand the word, which is there used 
for proselytes. And yet Vulg. there renders it Gentiles, the word 
-which Cassiodor. has here (p. 175). 

Still further : 
Even if “EAAnvas were the true reading, it does not seem 

probable, from internal evidence, that it can here mean the 
heathen. 

The events here described, as Alford supposes (and see his 
note on x. I, p. 99), may have been prior to the baptism af 
Cornelius. See v.19. Cp. viii. 1. 

If so, the words robs “EAAnvas cannot mean the Gentiles. 
For St. Peter, as Christ had prophesied (Matt. xvi. 18), and as 
St. Peter himself affirms, was chosen by God to be the first to 
open the door to the Gentiles (cp. Acts xv. 7). And Cornelius 
was the firs(-fruits of the Gentile world (xi. 1.18). And if 
these “EAAnves had been Gentiles, and if they had been the first 

Gentiles who were admitted into the Church, it is probable that 
their reception into the Church would have been authorized and 
signalized by Visions from heaven, and by other miraculous inter- 
ventions, similar to those of which we read in the history of 
Cornelius; and those visions and interventions would not have 
been necessary in the case of Cornelius (x. 11). And the grava- 
men of the charge of receiving uncircumcised Gentiles into the 

| Church would have been directed against these men of Cyprus, 
‘and not, as it was, against St. Peter (xi. 2). 

If then we receive the word “EAAnvas, and translate it 
Gentiles, we must place this incident after the baptism of Cor- 
nelius. 

And this seems to have been By. Pearson’s opinion; see his 
Ann. Paulin. ad a.p. x11. 

But suppose now that this reception into the Church at 
Antioch was after that of Cornelius ; 

Still it would not be certain that the word “EAAnvas means 
Gentiles here. For we read afterwards, in xiv. 27, that Paul and 
Barnabas announced in this same city, Antioch, that God had 
opened the door of faith to the Gentiles ; 

But this would not have been news to them, if they, who 
had been converted in large numbers at Antioch (v. 24), had been 
Gentiles. 

Nor does it seem that Barnabas had as yet received a mis- 
sion to the Gentiles (see on xiii. 2). 

And if the reception of a single Gentile, Cornelius, and of a 
few with him at Ceesarea, made such a commotion as it did in the 
Church, it is probable that the reception of such large multitudes 
as are here mentioned at Antioch, would have made more noise, 
if they had been Gentiles. 

On the whole it seems, 
1. That there is not sufficient evidence to justify the inser- 

_ 
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tion of “EAAnvas in the text. 
2. That ‘EAAnvioras is probably the true reading. 

3. That even if “EAAnvas was written by St. Luke, it would 
not be certain that he meant by that term Gentiles only. 

4. That, if he had meant Gentiles only, he would probably | 
have written 7a vn (as x. 45; xi. 18; xiii. 46.48; xiv. 2. 5. | 
27; xv. 3. 7. 14), and not robs “EAAnvas. Indeed it is doubtful ; 
whether “EAAnves, with the definitive article, is ever used in the 
N. T. for he Heathen—as opposed to the Jews. ; 

When then (it may be asked) was the advance here made in 
the progress of the Church ? 

It was the conversion of a large body of Hellenists or Greek= 
speaking Jews and Proselytes ; i. e. of that same class which had 
been most hostile to St. Stephen, and caused his death (see vi. 
9—14, and on ix. 29). 

Hence we may see why St. Luke mentions, that they who 
converled them had been dispersed by the persecution upon 
Stephen (xi. 19). ‘ 

St. Stephen had been killed at Jerusalem by Hellenists; and 
Hrellenists had attempted to kill Paul, Stephen’s persecutor, when, 
soon after his conversion, he preached Christ there (ix. 29). 
But now Hellenists are rescued from the death of sin, and brought 
to the saving knowledge of the gospel of eternal life, by some of 
those very persons who had been driven from Jerusalem by the 
persecution which Hellenis/s had excited, and who had come 
from Jerusalem to seek and to save them in their own homes, 

Hence also we see why Barnabas now goes to Tarsus to seek 
Sauk (v. 25); how happy must have been the reconciliation 
effected between the Hellenists and him whom they had attempted 
to destroy when he preached Christ ! (ix. 29.) 

So God overruled evil for good. Here then was a great step 
forward, A victory achieved over a large number of the bitterest 
enemies of the Church; a conquest gained beyond the region of 
Palestine, and therefore in this respect also different from the 
successes at Jerusalem and Cesarea ; achieved in the third great 
City of the world, Antioch ; and introductory to the triumphs of 
which we are about to read in the sequel, and which were mainly 
won by the agency of the great Apostle to the Gentiles, who is 
now presented to us at Antioch, St. Paul, and who is soon to be 
ordained an Apostle at Antioch, and will thenceforth proceed on his 
triumphal march till he arrives at the Capital ef the world—Rome. 

In examining the important question considered in this note, 
some use has been made of an able paper by the learned Principal | 
of Bishop’s College, Calcutta, the Rev. W. Kay, D.D. Calcutta, 
1856. ‘There is also an excellent note here of Valckenaer (in his 
Schole, p. 481), and see Whitby here, and on vi. 1. 

22. BapvaBav] Barnabas of Cyprus, iv. 36, and therefore 
sent to confer with the Cypriots mentioned in v. 20. 

23. mapexdde:] For he was vibs mapaxAjoews. 
and ix. 27. 

— mdvras—mpoopevety] and he was exhorting all to cleave to 
the Lord with the (requisite) purpose of the heart. <A strong 
evidence of the necessity of the concurrence of the Auman will 
with divine grace, for the salvation of men. Cp. below, xiii. 43, 
and xiv. 22. Phil. ii. 12, 13. 2 Pet. i. 10; iii. 14. 

24. avhp &ya8ds] a good man. Something more than dixatos. 
See St. Paul's distinction, Rom. v. 7. (Ford.) 

This praise of Barnabas is remarkable. It is not usual for , 
Evangelists and Apostles to praise one another. There must be | 
some special reason for this ewceplion ; as for that in xv. 26, and 
2 Pet. iii. 15. 

The reason probably was this,—St. Luke, the author of the 
Acts, was the friend and companion of St. Paul; and he has related 
the circumstances of the rapotvouds and consequent separation 
of Paul and Barnabas: see below, xv. 37—40. It might per- 
haps be supposed that St. Luke,—the friend of St. Paul,—was 
prepossessed in his favour ; and was prejudiced against Barnabas. 
There is something, therefore, very appropriate and interest- ° 
ing in this graceful tribute to Barnabas from St. Luke, “ He 
was a good man and full of the Holy Ghost and of faith.” 

25 Tzpodv] Tarsus. His native city (xxii. 3), where he had 

See on iv. 36, 
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been sent by the Apostles (ix. 30),—another proof of the sincerity 
of St. Paul’s conversion, and of his courage and affection for his 
own countrymen. 
— dvantijca Saidrov] to seek out Saul. A similar act of 

kindness to that rendered by him to St. Paul at Jerusalem, ix. 27. 
Why Saul was now specially sought for, see on v. 20. 

26. xpnuarioa:] ‘(1) negotiari. (2) ita ut nomen inde adipis- 
caris. (3) denominari. Vide Rom. vii. 3, hoxaAls Xpnpatioes.” 
— Xpioriavots] Christians. This name was not given till 

about twelve years after the Ascension of Christ; in the reign of 
Claudius. Cp. Suidas, y. Xpiotiavot. Joh. Malel., who says 
that ém) Evodiou Xprotiavol wvoudcOnoay, p. 318, ed. Mill. 

Another remarkable instance of the priority of facts to 
names, in the history of the Church. See above, on the word 
*ExkAnola v. 11, didkova: vi. 3, and mpeoBirepor xi. 30. 

The disciples did not make haste to adopt a@ name which 
might repel the Jews. But when time had been given to the 
Jews to examine the evidence of the case, they proclaimed the 
doctrine that ‘‘ Jesus is the Christ’? as the very essence of their 
religious profession, in their name. 

The word ‘ Christian’ occurs only three times in the New 
Testament,—here, Acts xxvi. 28, and | Pet. iv. 16. It is used 
frequently by S. Ignatius, Bishop of Antioch and Martyr, ad 

Cp. 
* Mart. Polycarp 3, Xpiotiuvds cit. 

Eusebius appears to ascribe its imposition to the Church 
herself, and not, as some have done, to her enemies. And this 
opinion seems most probable; 

The Jews would never have conceded such a title to the 
Nazarene,—a title which involved the acknowledgment that Jesus 
of Nazareth.is the Messiah or Christ. 

The termination -anus is no proof of a Roman extraction. 
We have ‘Hpwi:avol in the Gospels (Matt. xxii. 16. Mark iii. 6; 
xii. 13). Many Roman names and modes of expression had found 
their way with the Roman arms into Palestine, as may be readily 
seen by an inspection of Buxtorf’s Lexicon Talmudicum. Be- 
sides, many other names with the same termination were given 
by Greeks and other Orientals; viz. "Apesavol, Neoropiavol. See 
Ammonius, in Caten. p. 339. 

The Romans did not understand the name when imposed. 
“ Perperam Chrestianus appellatur & vobis.”” ( Tertullian.) “ Ig- 
nari rerum nostrarum Christum Chresium, et Christianos Chres- 
tianos vocant.”” (Lactant.) 

The word is not from Hebrew, but of Greek origin ; although, 
happily, by its termination it accommodated itself alike to Greek 
and Roman use, and was well fitted to circulate throughout the 
world; and being first given in a Gentile city, it was an earnest 
of the future extension of the Church. 

Derived from the threefold office of Christ, the Anointed 
One of God, to be the Prophet, Priest, and King of the world, the 
name intimates the obligation of those who bear it, to faith in 
Him, to worship through Him, and to obedience to Him, as the 
Christ ; and it also declares their participation in His Unction. 
(S. Aug. Ps, xxvi.) As Ignatius says, Magn. 10, ‘ Whoever is 
called by any other name than this of Christian is not of God, 
and (ad Rom. 3) it is our duty not only to be so e.” 
Since also Christ is the Son of the living God (Matt. xvi. 16), 
these duties are elevated proportionably to His Divine Majesty. 
S. Ignatius, who wrote what has just been cited, was immediate 
successor to Eucdius, Bishop of Antioch (Eused. iii. 22), in 
which city, and, perhaps, in whose time, this name was given. 

The name Christian was not given at Jerusalem, the capital 
of the Jewish world, where 3000 had been converted at once, but 
at Antioch, a Gentile city, the residence of the President of Syria, 
who had the supreme command of Judea. An intimation of the 
future diffusion of Christianity throughout the Heathen world. 

Antioch thenceforth became a centre of Gentile Christianity, 
See on xiii. 4. 

It is worthy of remark, that the name Chris/tan was given, 
for all time, to the followers of Christ in that great Syrian capital 
Antioch, in which the Persecutor of God's people, Antiochus 
Epiphanes, had reigned, whose own name was connected by origin 
with that city, and who was a type of Antichrist. 

Bp. Pearson has expressed an opinion, that, as the word 
Xpioriavds was first used at Antioch, so also the word Xpiotia- 
vionds, as opposed to *lovdaiouds, was first used by S. Ignatius, 
Bishop of Antioch. See on Iynat. ad Philad. 6. 

“A title so honourable and of such concernment,’’ says 
Bp. Pearson on the Creed (Art. ii. p. 194), “ that St. Luke has 
thought fit to mention the city in which that name was first 
heard, and given by Euodius, the Bishop of that place, as Eccle- 
siastical History informs us (Suidas, y. Xpioriavoi. Johann. An- 
tioch. p. 318: cp. Bingham, ii. 1. 4); in which the primitive 
Christians so much delighted, that before the face of their enemies 
they would acknowledge no other than that, though hated, re- 
viled, tormented, martyred for it.” See Huseb. v.1, and cp. 
Bingham i. chapp. 1 and 2, where the learned author enume- 
rates the various names given to the Christians. 

The name Christian is also a protest against all religious 
titles derived from human leaders: cfs yap Suey Kabnynths é 
Xpiords (Matt. xxiii. 8. 10). ‘ Christianus est cui Christus 
semper in corde, ore, et opere.’’ (A Lap. tes — 

Hence Greg. Nazian. says (p. 656), ‘‘I honour Peter, but 
am not called Pefrianus; I honour Paul, but am not called 
Paulianus ; I will not consent to be named of men, having been © 
born of God. 
Christian. For why is the name of Christian precious? Because 
Christ is God.’’ Similar language is used by S. Augustine. What 
would they have said of the names Arminian, Wesleyan, &c.? 

The writer of the Acts of the Apostles, probably a native of 
Antioch (Eused. iii. 4), might well rejoice in the appellation; as | 
S. Chrysostom, the Homilist on the Acts, did, from his own 
connexion with that city. 

27. xpopjra:] prophets. Another proof of the gift of the 
Holy Ghost to the Church, and of the truth of Christ. See John 
xvi. 13. Cp. Acts xx. 23; xxi. 11. Eph. iv. 11. 1 Tim. iv. 1. 
For Prophecy had ceased with Malachi,—thence called by the 
Jews themselves ‘‘the seal of the Prophets.” See Hotlinger, 
Thes. Phil. p. 483. 

28. Amdv weyadAnv—ijris] So the best MSS. On Ambds, femi- 
nine, see Valck., who observes that the feminine is the Doric 
form, and that many forms passed from that dialect into Hel- 
lenistic Greek. See also Lobeck, Phryn. p. 188, and Bornemann 
and Meyer here. 

In order that it might not be alleged (as it was by Heathens) | 
that Famines and Troubles were due to Christianity, the Holy 
Spirit predicts them, and prepares the Christians for them, and » 
makes them to be occasions of Christian Benevolence. So all | 
things work for good to those who love God. See Chrys. here. 
— bAnv Thy oixouperny] all the world. The Roman Empire. 

See Luke ii. |. On this famine, see Eused. ii. 8. 11. 
— itis Kal eyévero] which also came to pass; therefore there 

is an interval of some time to be supplied here. Cp. the similar 
use of éyévero in the important passage Luke ii. 2. 

It is to be understood from the context that St. Luke is 
speaking of its coming to pass in Judea. 

— én KAavilov] in the time of Claudius. It was not pro- 
phesied that it would prevail in all parts of the Empire at once, 
and this seems to be the reason why St. Luke says in the time of 
Claudius, without specifying the year; and hence it is easily intel- 
ligible that the Christians of Antioch, a great commercial city, 
having traffic with all countries, might be comparatively at ease, 
while their brethren in the heart of Judwa might be in distress. 

The introduction of the words éml KAavdfov seems to inti- 
mate that the prophecy itself was delivered before he was 
Emperor. 

There were numerous famines in the reign of Claudius. See 
Dio Cass. Ix. Sueton. Claud. 28. Tacit. Ann. xii. 43. Joseph. 
Ant. xx. 5, a.p. 45, under Cuspius Fadus, appointed Procurator 
of Judea by Claudius after the death of King Herod Agrippa. 
“ Quam famem respexisse Agabum testatur Eused. ii. 8.’ Pear- 
son, p. 376. See also Biscoe, pp. 60.66. Lardner, Credib. ads ote 

After KAavdfov Elz. adds Kalcapos, which is’ not in the 
best MSS. 

29. dpicav—wéuya] they determined to send. They did not 
wait for the Dearth, but anticipated it in faith and love. They 

If I worshipped a Creature I should not bea — 
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no sooner believe but they bear fruit. Such was the good effect 
of the Famine (Cirys.); it is an occasion of spiritual plenty— 
another example of good elicited from evil. 

30. 8 wal exolnoav—ZavAov] It appears from xii. 25, that 
Barnabas and Saul arrived at Jerusalem and fulfilled their mission 
of relief to the brethren there, and returned to Antioch soon after 
the death of Herod. After the disciples were called Christians, 
their first act was one of Love. Love is their badge. 
— xpos tous mperBurépovs] to the Presbyters; already well 

known, but now first mentioned as such. See above on vi. 3. 
Luke x. 1. 

Hitherto St. Luke had applied the word mpeoBurepa: to ‘the 
elders of the Jews (iv. 5. 8. 23; vi. 12); henceforth the mpeoBv- 
Tepo are officers recognized in the Church, xiv. 23; xv. 2. 4. 6. 
22; xxi. 18. 

Thus the Church almost insensibly succeeds to the Syna- 
gogue, and occupies its place. 

The contributors did not send the money to the Deacons, 
though it is probable that the alms were to be dispensed by their 
instrumentality (vi. 5). 

While the Apostles were at Jerusalem, the sums of money 
arising from the sale of the lands were laid at their feet (iv. 35. 
37; v. 2). 

It would seem therefore from the circumstance here men- 
tioned, that the Apostles were not now at Jerusalem. St. James, 
the Bishop of that See, was probably there; and in the word 
presbyters his presidency may be supposed (see xii. 17), as St. 
Paul’s is in 1 Tim. iv. 14 compared with 2 Tim. i. 6. 

Ca. XIL. 1. Kar’ éxetvoy roy Kapdv] At that season. St. 
Luke here returns to an earlier date than the famine in xi. 28, 
which took place soon after the death of Herod Agrippa I., which 
is described xii. 21—24, and occurred soon after the Passover of 
A.D. 44. 

— ‘Hpdins 6 Baoikeds| Herod the King. The word Bacideds, 
King here, is a proof of St. Luke’s accuracy. This Herod is 
Agrippa, son of Aristobulus and Bernice, and grandson of Herod 
called the Great, by whom, after his father’s death, he was sent 
to the court of Tiberius, at Rome, who, after the death of Drusus, 

| put him in custody, in which he remained till the death of Ti- 
| berius. Caligula gave him the tetrarchy of Philip (Joseph. Ant. 
_ xviii. 6. 10; xix. 8. 2) and the tetrarchy of Herod his brother, 
_ who was banished to Lyons, and the title of King. The Emperor 
‘ Claudius added to his kingdom whatever else had belonged to his 
; grandfather, Herod the King (Joseph. Ant. xix. 5.1; 8. 2). 

Coins of Herod Agrippa have been preserved with the in- 
scriptions BASIAETS METAS ALPINMAS PIAOKAIZAP, and on 
the reverse, KAIZAPIA (sic) ‘H MPOS TQ: SEBASTQ: AIMENI 
(Akermann, p. 38), and HPRAHS #IAOKAATAIO“’ (Weist. p. 
525; see below on vv. 21—23),—remarkable mementos of his 
attachment to Rome, and of his connexion with this Czsarea, 
where he was smitten by the Angel when doing homage to Clau- 
dius Cesar. 

2. dveiAe "IdewBov 7. adeApdv "Iwdvvov] he killed James the 
brother of John; and so fulfilled the prophecy of Christ (Matt. 
xx. 23). James tasted the first draught of Christ’s cup of suffer- 
ing, and his brother John had the longest draught of it. See also 
on v. 3, and on John xxi. 23. 

The Lord sometimes surrenders the life of His most faithful 
servants; and so the measure of guilt of those who persecute 
them is filled up, and their punishment hastened, and the victory 
of Christ consummated. 

It is related by Clemens Alex. in Euseb. ii. 9, “ that the 
person who accused James, having been present at his testimony 
to Christ, was so moved by it as to profess himself a Christian; 
and that he and the Apostle were led together to execution, and 
on the way thither he craved pardon of James for the wrong he 
had done him; and that the Apostle, having looked at him for a 
short time, said, ‘ Peace be with you,’ and kissed him. And so 
both were beheaded together.” As to the time of his martyrdom, 
see on v. 3. 

Vor. I.—Parrt IL 

Surprise has been expressed by some (see Meyer, p. 221) 
that the writer of the Acts does not dilate on the circumstances of 
the Martyrdom of the First of the Apostles who shed his blood 
for Christ. 

But it was no part of St. Luke’s plan to write a Martyrology. | 
His work is the book of their ‘‘ Acts” in /ife, and not of their 
sufferings by death. He does not describe death-beds. The 
martyrdom of life is what he teaches. He fixes the reader’s 
attention on ¢haf; and thus leads us to conclude that they who 
live as Martyrs will die as Martyrs, and that the true way to die 
well is to live well. 

He thus guards us against the common error of dwelling too 
much on the circumstances of death-beds; and draws us off from / 
them, to the practical duties of daily life. 

Having described one Martyrdom in such a manner as none 
but an inspired writer could have done—the Martyrdom of 
St. Stephen the Deacon (vi. vii.)—he leaves his readers to infer 
that the same Spirit Who encouraged and animated the Proto- 
martyr in his death, was with the whole of the Noble Army of 
Martyrs who followed him on the road of suffering to glory; and 
he therefore will not describe the martyrdom of the first Apostle, 
St. James, nor even of him whose friend and historian he is, the 
Apostle St. Paul. 

Another reason may perhaps have weighed with him here. 
He and his brother Evangelists are very full and circumstantial in 
their history of the first and greatest of Martyrdoms—that blessed 
Martyrdom which is the source of all the Grace and of all the 
Glory of all Martyrdoms, both in life and death, even to the end 
of time, the Martyrdom of ‘the true and faithful Martyr or 
Wirness,”’ Jesus Curist. (Rev. i. 5; iii. 14.) 

Perhaps he was unwiiling to disturb the unapproachable 
dignity and holiness of that astonishing act of love, and of that 
unique source of life; or to draw off the attention of his readers 
by details of the subordinate and derivative martyrdoms of his 
followers, even of a St. James, and a St. Paul, from contem- 
plating with unwavering faith and undivided love the Martyrdom 
of Christ. 
— paxalpa] with the sword, not by the sentence of the San- 

hedrim, according to which he would have been stoned, but by 
the civil sword. On udxaipa, as the ensign of civil power, see 
Rom. xiii. 4. Rev. vi. 4. 

James suffered by one Herod the same kind of death as the 
Baptist had suffered from another Herod. The Herods were imi- 
tators of Rome even in their executions of punishment. Death 
by decapitation was abominable in the eyes of the Jews. 
(Lightfoot.) 

8. apecrbv—'lovdalois] pleasing to the Jews. 
principle of the Herodian policy, to please the people. ‘ Herodis 
posteri, Herodis Magni exemplo, id tantim satagebant, ut Czresa- 
ribus partim, partim Judeis placerent.” (Grotius.) 
— mpocebeto avddAaBeiv] he added to apprehend; a He- 

braism. See Luke xx. 12, mpooé@ero méuat. Cp. Gen. iv. 2; 
viii. 10; xxxviii. 26. 1 Sam. xix. 21. See Vorst. de Hebr. 

. 592. 
5 — tav &Ciuwv] of the unleavened bread. S. Jerome (in 
Ezek. xliii.) appears to say (though cp. Tillemont, p. 270) that 
St. James was martyred on the Second day of the Passover, i. e. 
on the XVth Nisan, the same day as the Crucifixion of Christ; if 
so, there was in this coincidence also an appropriateness in the 
prophecy of his participation in Christ’s cup of suffering. See v. 2. 

4. réccapor tetpadlors] four quaternions; a quaternion for 
each of the four watches of the night, he being chained (v. 6) to 
two of each of the quaternions in succession; and the other two 
being posted at the door. 

Agrippa, who had been himself kept a prisoner at Rome by 
Tiberius, had not learnt mercy by adversity. He who had been 
bound, binds Peter; but Peter is loosed from his chains by an 
Angel of life, and Agrippa is smitten by an Angel of death. 

— peta 7d mdoxa] after the Passover. As if in reverence 
for the sanctity of the season (‘‘ non judicant die festo,” says the 
Talmud, Moed Katon) - when he was.intent on murder! Com. 

H 

It was a ruling © 
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pare the hypocrisy of the Jews, when thirsting for the blood of 
Christ, John xviii. 28. 

5. éxtevhs} continuous. See | Pet. iv. 8. 
6. Bre 5& ZucdArAev mpodyew] but when he was about to bring 

him forth. On the remarkable timeliness of divine interferences, 
see above, ix. 3, and below, v. 23. 
— Koiuduevos] sleeping. Peter sleeps calmly in body, because 

he watches in his heart to God; Who “neither slumbers nor 
sleeps.” Chrys. (Hom. 8, ad Ephes.) 

He casts all his care on God. He who is bound sleeps; they 
who are at large pray. (Chrys.) Compare Paul in prison, xvi. 25. 

7. yyedos Kuplov] an Angel of the Lord. See also v. 23. 
This Chapter presents a Prophetical Epitome of the History 

of the Persecutions of the Church. 
Herod, the Edomite, favoured by the Roman Empire, ad- 

mired and applauded by the world, acting with a view to popu- 
larity (xii. 3), and administering his kingdom on principles of 
political expediency, with an eye mainly to material and mer- 
cantile interests (v. 20), and by the arts of diplomacy, and with 
the pomp and display of human eloquence and glory (v. 21), is a 
striking personification of the Power of the World as arrayed 
against the Church. 

He stretches forth his hands to vea certain of the Church. 
He is at first successful. The Apostle St. James is killed by the 
Sword; as the Baptist was by Herod’s uncle. This act pleases 
the people. Herod is elated by success. He proceeds to seize 
another Apostle, St. Peter, the foremost of the Twelve, and thus 
he is hurried on to his own destruction. 

The Church resorts to her proper weapon of defence— 
Prayer (vv. 5. 12), united and unremitting Prayer. In answer to 
her supplications, one Angel of the Lord is sent to deliver Peter 
from prison; and another Angel is sent from God to smite 
Herod, in the height of his pride and glory. The princely Per- 
secutor is summoned from the Aja, on which he sate in royal 
state (v. 21), to the Bijua of Christ, the King of kings. He dies 
miserably. But the word of the Lord grows, and is mul- 
tiplied. 

This narrative forms a striking sequel to another divine 
History of Persecution in the Annals of the Ancient Church of 
God—in the Old Testament. There, another king, the victorious 
King of Assyria, Sennacherib, rages against Jerusalem and blas- 
phemes God. The Church of God, in the person of her king 
Hezekiah, resorts to her armour against Persecution and Impiety— 
Prayer in God’s House (see 2 Kings xix. J. 14. Isa, xxxvii. 1). 

The word of God, delivered by the prophet Isaiah, comforts 
Hezekiah. An Angel of the Lord is sent to smite the army of 
Sennacherib, in the hour of his impious exultation and triumph. 
Hezekiah, who had gone up to the Lord’s house to pray, is mira- 
culously rescued by God. And he who had blasphemed God, 
falls basely by the hands of his own children, while worshipping 
in the house of Nisroch Ais god (2 Kings xix. 37. Isa. xxxvii. 
38). ° 

, These two Chapters (Acts xii. and Isa. xxxvii.) beautifully 
illustrate each other, by displaying the rage of the World and its 
furious passions against God and His Church, and the impotent 
futility and shameful discomfiture of all its pride and power when 
warring against Him; and the cuty of the Cburch to trust in 

God and to pray, in the hour of her trial. They are dictated by 
the Holy Spirit for the encouragement of the Church in every 
age, and in order to cheer her with the prophetic assurance, that 
although all help of man should fail, the rage of the Kingdom of 
Darkness against her will not prevail, but be made conducive in 
the end to the more glorious Victory of the Word of God. 

It is not unworthy of remark, as a happy coincidence, that 
these two Chapters are appointed to be read on the same day in 
the Calendar of Daily Lessons in the English Church (viz.) on 
December 12. 

May the same Divine Power which watched over the Church 
of Sion under both dispensations, watch over our Jerusalem ; may 
she have grace to imitate that Church in faith and trust and 
prayer; and may she be ever blessed with Princes and Pastors, 
mindful of the example and animated with the spirit of Hezekiah 
the King, Isaiah the Prophet, and Peter the Apostle ! 
— $@s «.7.A.] light; that he might not suppose it to be a 

dream. (Chrys.) 
— oikhuat:] au euphemism for prison (Secuwrnplw). Cp. 

arayxOjvat, v. 19, an expression for govevOijvat, also said of 
Herod, the enemy and persecutor of the Church, Cp. eis roy 
témov Tov tdiov, said of Judas, i. 25. 

These examples of A:térys, or charitable extenuation, are 
deserving of notice, as showing that the inspired Writers and 
Speakers, in the Apostolic age, were not actuated by passion, when 
relating the worst actions of their Enemies, but were enabled to 
cherish a spirit of gentleness and moderation, even under circum- 
stances of severe provocation.—A genuine fruit of the Spirit of 
Grace. 

8. cavddAia] sandals. See on Matt. x. 10, and Mark vi. 9, 
whence it appears that the Apostles did not wear the heavier b7o- 
5jmara, but the lighter cavddAia, more suitable for missionary 
activity. SavddAra are the Latin sole@, and are interpreted BAautia 
by Hesych. 

The words Arise quickly, are not designed to show that there 
was any need of faste, but to prove the celerity with which the 
deliverance of Peter from his chains was executed. 

Indeed (as has been observed by Valck.), all these commands 
of the Angel concerning St. Peter’s attire, are recited to show 
that there was no hurry in the transaction. ‘ Do nof¢ stay to 
bind on your sandals,” was a common phrase among the Greeks, 
when they would excite a person to make haste. See Theocrit. 
xxiv. 35, “Avora, un dé mwédecor Teois bd odvdadra Oelns. 

And so Hesiod, to contrast speed with delay, uses a meta- 
phor from the girding of the tunic, yelroves &Cworot Exiov, 
(éoavto d& mol. Cp. Juvenal, v. 20, ‘rumpere somnum De- 
beat et ligulas demittere,” and Ruperti’s note. 

— repiBadod 7d iudtidy cov] cast thy pallium about thee; he 
had already girded his /unic. 

10. SieA@dvtes—thv téAw] See Lightfoot, who shows reason 
for believing that this prison was without the City’s inner wall, 
and Jefween its two walls. 
— anéotn] he departed. The Angel’s actions show that God’s 

extraordinary grace is not wanting in what is needful, nor exerted 
where not necessary ; but where human care and labour can act, 
there divine grace does not supersede, but quicken them. (Chrys.) | 
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12. Mdpxov] See xii. 25; xv. 37. 39. Probably Mark the 
Evangelist (Ammonius, Origen, Euthym., G@icumen.), whom St. 
Peter calls his son (1 Pet. v. 13). See especially Hippolyt. adv. 
Her. vii. 30 with Duncker’s note. 

(1) We find S¢. Peter here connected with John, whose 
surname, or additional name, was Mark. 

(2) This John Mark was the companion and dyeyids of 
Barnabas (Acts xii. 25; xv. 37.39. Col. iv. 10). 

(3) Barnabas was under the influence of Peter. ‘ Barnabas, 
Petro familiarissimus” (Bp. Pearson), was led away by Peter’s 
example at Antioch (Gal. ii. 13). 

(4) This swerving of Barnabas under S¢. Peéer’s influence, 
appears to have prepared the way for the mapotucuds between 
Paul and Barnabas (Acts xv. 36—39). See Bp. Pearson, A. P. 
ad A.p. 50. 

(5) St. Mark was mixed up with this dispute, and after it 
went away with Barnabas. 

(6) St. Peter calls Mark his son (1 Pet. v. 13). 
(7) This Mark is identified with the Evangelist by the Early 

Church, which records that the Gospel of St. Mark was written 
under the eye of St. Peter (Eused. ii. 15; iii. 39). See also 
above, Introduction to the Gospel of St. Mark, p. 111. 

— mpocevxduevrt] praying by night. Cp. v. 5. Angelus 
orationis (see Malachi ii. 7, and cp. Bp. Andrewes, Serm. v. 355) 
ascendebat in Ecclesia, ad invocandum Deum ; Angelus Potestatis 
descendebat a Deo ad liberandum Petrum. 

Herod’s soldiers were watching under arms at the door of 
the prison. Christ’s soldiers were watching unto prayer in the 
house of Mary, Christ’s soldiers are more powerful with their 
arms, than Herod’s soldiers with theirs. They unlock the prison 
door, and bring Peter to the door of Mary’s house. See the beau- 
tiful Homily of Chrysostom, on this history, pp. 761—764. 

13. thy @ipav tov ruAGvos] The door or wicket of the gate. 
Cp. iii. 2; xiv. 13. 
— naidicxn] a damsel. We hear of a damsel as a porter in 

the High Priest’s house John xviii. 16, 17. 
— traxoica] to hearken, to answer and announce. Xenophon, 

Sympos. i. 11. 
14. axd tis xapas] from joy. A touching incident, full of 

truth and beauty,—showing the love with which the Apostle was 
regarded by a servant, perhapsaslave. S. Chrys. here observes, 
oxdres was ai maidicxa abtav dudrimo airais Roav. A lesson 
for modern times. Remark also that St. Luke’s knowledge of facts 
extends even to the name of the servant-maid at Mary’s door. 

15. 5 bayyeAos aitot eorw) it is his Angel. This was said by 
holy persons who had been engaged in earnest prayer, and at a 
time when the graces of the Holy Spirit in the knowledge of 
divine things were bestowed in extraordinary abundance on the 
Church. And the Holy Spirit has vouchsafed to place this speech 
here upon record in Scripture. There is doubtless therefore some- 
thing significant in it. Some of the Fathers did not hesitate to 
say, that it appears from this and other passages of Holy Writ, 
especially Matt. xviii. 10, that every believer has a guardian 
Angel, drt €xaoros judy byyedov Exet (Chrys.), and may7l 
memioreukdrs eis Kipiov tyyeAos tmapedpever (Basil, in Ps. xxxiii.), 
éxaotos txer SSnydy (Ammon.), “ unless we drive him from us by 
our sins” (Basil, in Caten. T/eophyl. S. Hieron. in Esai. c. 66), 
and see the passages in Petavii Dogm. Theol. iii. de Angelis, ii. 6, 
and By. Bull’s two Sermons, xi. and xii. ‘On the existence of 
Angels,” and “ the Office of the Holy Angels towards the Faithful,” 
vol. i. pp. 261—325. 

It was also a received opinion among the devout Jews of our 
Lord’s age, that every one of the faithful has a tutelary Angel, 
and that the Angel sometimes appeared in the likeness of the 
person whose Angel he was. See Lightfoot here, ii. p. 683. 

It may be observed also, that this speech had a singular fit- 
ness on the present occasion. For St. Peter had just said (v. 11), 

Eiwe 8¢, ’Arayyetiate "IakdBw Kat tots ddehdots 
Kai é&dOav éropevOy eis Erepov Tdmov. 

“‘ Now I know that God hath sent His Angel and hath delivered 
me ;”’ and the very fact that he was now at Mary’s door was due 
to God’s interposition by an Angel. 

It was God’s power exerted by the ministry of an Angel 
which had brought Peter out of the prison and enabled him to 
stand there. The speech therefore seems to have been uttered 
not without some intimation from above. 

Thus far at least we may venture to say concerning it,— 
(1) That it affords a remarkable illustration of the truth of 

the assertion, that the Angels of God “are sent forth to minister 
for them that shall be heirs of salvation’’ (Heb. i. 14), especially 
when labouring in the cause of Christ and His Church, and in 
peril of death, as Peter was. Cp. Ps. xxxiv. 7; xci. 9—12. 

(2) That this speech, coming forth so naturally as it did 
from the mouth of this Christian assembly in the house of Mary, 
affords a cogent proof of the reality of the angelic appearances 
described in the New Testament, which some rationalizing Expo- 
sitors would endeavour to explain away into figures of speech. 
Here is a person described, knocking at a door, speaking with a 
human voice. It cannot, they think, be Peter; for he is in 
prison ; who, then, is it? J¢ is his Angel. 

(3) The frequency with which Angels appear, or are men- 
tioned in the History of the Acts of the Apostles (in which the 
word Angel occurs twenty times), is remarkable. See v. 19; 
vili. 26; x. 3; xii. 7. 23; xxvii. 23. And in this same book the 
Sadducees appear prominently as persecutors of the Church; and 
they believed “neither Angel nor Spirit,”’ xxiii. 8 ; 

Thus Almighty God affords the most appropriate and season- 
able corrections of error, in perilous times, to His Church. The 
angelic appearances in the Apostolic age comforted the hearts of 
persecuted Churches, and refuted the errors of persecuting Sad- 
ducees. 

On the Angelic Appearances in the Acts, see further below, 
note, vv. 21, 22. 

17. xataceloas—rthH xetpt] having beckoned to them to be 
silent, with a downward motion of his hand. See on xxi. 40. 

This description of the motions of the hand and other bodily 
gestures, which are frequently noticed in the Acts, bespeak the 
accuracy of an eye-witness. See iii. 7; ix. 41; xili. 16; xix. 33; 
xxi. 40; xxiii. 19; xxvi. 1; xxviii. 8. 
—lakéBo} to James, “the brother of our Lord,” and first 

Bishop of Jerusalem (Eused. ii. 1). See on Matt. x. 3. He 
was martyred, a.p. 62, by the Jews, who, being disappointed by 
the escape of St. Paul, wreaked their vengeance on him. used. 
ii. 23. 

This message to St. James appears to intimate that he held 
a special position in the Church at Jerusalem. And this is con- 
firmed by other passages in the Acts, particularly xxi. 18, where 
St. Paul makes a special report to James ; and by Gal. ii. 12, where 
persons coming from Jerusalem are said to come “ from James.” 

This office is affirmed by ancient Church History to have 
been that of Bishop of Jerusalem. See Eused. ii. 1, where he 
says that James, “the Lord’s brother, commonly called James 
the Just, was ordained the first Bishop of Jerusalem.” 

It has been questioned by some whether ‘‘ James the Lord’s 
brother” was one of the twelve Apostles. (Vales. Huseb. i. 12. 
Burton, p. 105. Baumgarten, i. p. 326. Gieseler, § 25, 26, 
and others.) But this question seems to be decided by St. Paul, 
who says (Gal. i. 19), “‘ Other of the Apostles saw I none, save 
James the Lord's brother.’ Compare this with Acts ix. 27, 
‘* Barnabas brought him (Paul) to the Apostles,” i.e. Peter and 
James. 

There are only two Apostles named James; and if James the 
Lord’s brother had been the same as James the son of Zebedee, 
then St. John the Evangelist would have been the Lord’s brother 
which is never said by any writer of Scripture. 

Among the women at the crucifixion, according to ft. Mark 
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(xv. 40), were Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mother of James 
the Less; according to St. John (xix. 25), Mary Magdalene and 
Mary 7 Tod KAwma, probably, wife of Cleopas or Clopas. There- 
fore James the Less was, it would seem, son of Cleopas. And 
this is confirmed by Epiphan., Chrys., Lardner, iii. 331, and 
others, particularly (as it seems) by Papias, the scholar of St. 
John. See on Matt. xii. 46. And according to St. Matthew (x. 
2), one of the two Apostles who was called James, was the son 
of Alpheus, which is probably the same name as Cleopas. See 
on Matt. x. 3; xii. 46. Therefore James the Lord’s brother was 
the same as James the Apostle. 

Probably his relationship to our Lord conduced to his ap- 
pointment as first Bishop of Jerusalem ; and several of that family 
are said to have been chosen to preside over Churches on this 
ground. Hegesipp. in Euseb. iii. 20. Cp. the article on St. James 
the Less in Tillemont, Mémoires, i. pp. 163 281, where he dis- 
cusses the question; and Lardner, iii. 384, and particularly 
Dr.. Mill’s Essays, ii. p. 239, and Blunt on the Early Church, 
p- 71; and below, Introduction to the Epistle of St. James, p. 6. 
— €repov térov] another place, of a different kind. Some 

Roman Divines say Rome (Baronius), but this is uncertain, as 
Lorinus acknowledges; and see Pearson, Ann. Paul. a.p. xliv. 
Others (Lightfoot, Heinrichs, Kuinoel) say Antioch. We find 
Peter again at Jerusalem at the Council, Acts xv. 7, the last time 
he is mentioned in this book ; 

The fact of his departure is perhaps mentioned to show that 
he would not expose himself needlessly to danger, or tempt 
Herod to the sin of persecution: od yap émelpa¢e toy Oedv, says 
Chrys. 

More than twelve years had now elapsed from the Ascension 
(see oni. 4), and he had discharged his duty of witnessing Christ’s 
Resurrection to the Jews at Jerusalem. He would now go and 
preach elsewhere, in some ofher place, where the Gospel which 
he preached would be received more favourably than it had been 
by the Rulers of Jerusalem. 

Perhaps in the word here used,—not &AAos, but repos, 
other of two, contrasted with each other—there is reference to 
our Lord’s own command (Matt. x. 23), If they persecute you in 
one city, fly eis t}y €ré€pay—and to His own practice when re- 
jected by the Samaritan Village (Luke ix. 56), éwoped@n eis éré- 
pay Kéuny. 

The time of the probation of Jerusalem and her Rulers was 
now nearly over, as far as the preaching of the Twelve was 
concerned. Her cup of iniquity had been almost filled to the 
brim by the murder of James the Apostle, and by the attempt 
made by her King to murder St. Peter—because that other 
murder had pleased the Jews ; 

Now, therefore, the Witness of Apostolical Preaching with- 
draws from Jerusalem, and migrates to another place ; 

Probably it is for this reason that ¢he place to which Peter 
went is not specified. The non-specification of its name brings 
out more clearly its contrast as another place than Jerusalem. 
If its name had been mentioned, it might have been supposed 
that he went from Jerusalem, merely because he was attracted fo 
that other, different, place by some recommendations of its own. 

On St. Peter’s subsequent history, until his martyrdom at 
Rome, see below, Introduction to his First Epistle, pp. 36—40. 

19. draxO7jvat] to be led away, i.e. to execution. draxOjvau 
is an euphemism for *‘ to be put to death,” eis @dvarov EAxer Oat. 
(Hesych.) An instance of St. Luke’s lenity of language—es- 
pecially concerning Kings. See on »v. 7. 

20. @vpouaxay] properly fighting in his @vuds, the seat of pas- 
sion, against—enraged with—not actually at war. So Polydius, 
pa and Dion. Halic. use @upopaxe (see Valck. and 

uin.). 
—Tuplois kal Si5wvlois] TZyrians and Sidonians. Tyre and 

Sidon were now subject to Rome, “cum umbré quidam liber- 
tatis.”” (Grot.) 

— bia rd TpéperOar] Cp. 1 Kingsyv. 11. Ezek. xxvii. 17. 
21—23. raxrij juépg] on a set day. With the simple nar- 

rative of these three verses compare the ornate description in 
Josephus, Ant. xix. 8. 2; 

The events here described took place in the Theatre at 
Czsarea, when Herod was celebrating festive and votive games 
in honour of his Imperial patron Claudius; perhaps on the occa- 
sion of his return from Britain (Joseph. xix. 8. 2). Wetstein 
(p. 525) refers to coins of Herod Agrippa inscribed KAATAIA 
KAIZAPEIA, and BASIAETS HPQAHS, SIAOKAATAIOS AP- 
PIMMA BASIAET, and BASIAENS HPNAOYT KAATAIN: KAI- 

ZAPI SEBASTM: ET. [. See above ony 1. 
The passage of Josephus deserves to be transcribed, as illus- 

trating and confirming the narrative of St. Luke, and in order 
that if may be seen from the comparison of it with St. Luke’s 
relation, how little the Sacred Writers are disposed to overstate 
things, or to adopt what is legendary and apocryphal. ‘Hpédns 
devtepa Tay Ocwpidy jucpa TTOAHY evdvoduevos, €E apyvpov 
memoinwerny wacav, ws Oavudoioy bphy elvat, mapndAdey eis 7d 
Ocarpov, apxouevns jucpas. ~EvOa tails mpérats tay iAiakay 
dctivwy emiBodais 5 &pyupos KaTavyacGels Bavuaclws dméaTiABe, 
Happalpwy te poBepby Kal rots eis abtoy areviCovor ppik@des* 
evOs 5 of KdAaKEes Tas OVdDE exelyw mpos ayabov KAAas 
BrdAovey pwvas aveBdwy, Gedy mpocayopevovres, Ebmevhs Te 
efns, emAéyovtes . . . OdK ewemAnte TovTos 5 Bacidreds, 
ovdé thy KoAakelay doeBotoay ametplWaro. "Avaxinvas be 
ody pet dAlyov thy BovBava Tis EavTod Kepadjs smep- 
kabeCduevoy (cf. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 8) cldev ext cxowwiov tiwds, 
ByyeAdy Te TodToy evOds evdnoev Kakay elvat, Toy Kal moTe TOY 
ayabay yevduevov, kal diakdpdiov €oxev Gdvvnv* KPpoov Se air@ 
THs KoAlas mporepucey LAynua meta oodpdtytos apkduevoy... 
ouvexas 5t ep’ Hucpas wévTe THE THS yaotpds GAyHmaT: Siepyac- 
Gels Toy Bloy katéartpever. 

*Ayplamas mtv obv 56 BaciAevs tpdmrw TowiTw KaTéoTpee 
Tov Blov. 

If such a narrative as this had been found in the pages of the 
New Testament, how much censure would it have elicited! 
Many will allow Josephus to have his owl, who deny St. Luke 
his angel. See also above on v. 15. 

On the citation of this passage of Josephus by Eusebius 
(ii. 10), compare Whiston’s note on Josephus with Heinichen's 
Excursus ii. p. £93, ed. Oxon, 1842. 

The &yyedos in Eusebius is to be explained from Josephus 
xviii. 8, compared with xix. 6. 

The comparison of St. Luke’s narrative in this chapter with 
that of the historian Josephus, presents for thankful considera- 
tion the benefits derived from the study of Sacred History. It 
removes the veil which hangs between us and the past, and dis- 
closes to us the secret springs and invisible agency by which its 
great events were produced. This is a work which no uninspired 
writer could perform. It could only be done by the Spirit of 
God. And a writer who (as St. Luke does in this chapter) pro- 
Jesses to reveal the unseen ministry of Angels in the working out 
of the facts which he describes, lays claim to Inspiration. He 
asserts his own superiority to all ordinary Historians; and he 
gives cheering assurance of God’s mercy to His people, and encou- 
rages them to rely on His superintending Providence and retri- 
butive Justice in the Government of the World. 

Yet some would reject these claims as presumptuous, and 
would refuse all the benefits thus proffered to their use by God; 

For example, one recent Expositor of note thus comments 
on v. 23— 

“ érdratey aitoy tyyedos Kuplov] Schlug ihn ein Engel 
des Herrn ist nichts als subjective an alttest. Sagen (2 Kénig. 
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xix. 35) erinnernde Bezeichnung der héhern Ursache der den 
Konig schnell befallenden Krankheit, und dndert an Factum 
nichts.” De Welte, Apostelgeschichte, p. 106, 3rd ed. 1848, 
and again, p. 107, “ Die Krankheit (of Herod) bei Luk nach 
christlicher Ansicht modificirt ist.” 

It is refreshing to pass from this to Bengel’s note on &yyeAos 
Kuplov. ‘De gravi hac circumstantid nil habet Josephus, qui 
multa minora persequitur. Aded differt Historia divina et hu- 
mana, Angelus Domini eduxit Petrum. Angelus Domini per- 
cussit Heroden, Utrumque ab Angelis factum esse non viderunt 
mortales; sanctis duntaxat innotuit.”’ 

It has been sometimes said that persons conversant with 
material causes, and physical phenomena, and animal organization, 
are slow to recognize the workings of supernatural agents. But 
St. Luke, the beloved Physician (Col. iv. 14), whose praise is in 
the Gospel (2 Cor. viii. 18), furnishes a happy exception to this 
assertion. By the discipline of his medical training, he was re- 
quired and qualified to scrutinize natural causes. And perhaps 
we may see a divine dispensation in the fact, that he among the 
Evangelists who was least likely to be carried away by a supersti- 
tious belief in supernatural agency, has been employed more than 
any other Sacred Writer to reveal the operations of Invisible 
Beings in the History of the Church. 

23. obk E5wxe thy Sétay tr. ©.) he did not give the glory to 
God. As Peter did, x. 26, and Paul, xiv. 14, 15. 
— cKwAnkdBpwros ekéeyutev] being eaten up of worms he ex- 

pired. On the acts and miserable deaths of Persecutors, see 
2 Mace. ix. 12 (Antiochus); Joseph. Antiq. xvii. 8. Bell. Jud. 
i. 33 (Herod the Great) ; Euseé. viii. 16 (Maximian) ; ix. 10, 11 
(Maximinus) ; Lactant. de mortibus Persecutorum, c. 16, and 
Tertullian ad Scapulam, 3, and Wetstein here. And on the sig- 
nal interferences of God’s providence in behalf of His Church in 
times of peril, see above, ix. 3. 

Herod Agrippa died August 6, a.p. 44, in the fifty-third year 
of his age, and in the seventh of his reign; having reigned four 
years under Caligula, and nearly three under Claudius Cesar, who 
added Judea and Samaria to his dominions (Joseph. xix. 8. 2). 
See above on pv. 1. 

The following historical recapitulation from Kuin. may be 
added here: ‘ Herodes, qui apud auctores Agrippa et quidem 
major dicitur, fait nepos Herodis magni, filius Aristobuli, cujus 
gulam pater laqueo fregerat, v. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5. 

“ Herodes Magnus tres reliquerat filios, Archelaum, Phi- 
lippum et Antipam, in quos regnum paternum divisit Augustus, 
ita, ut Philippo et Antipx, unicuique quartam, Archelao autem 
dimidiam regni partem assignaret. Philippus accepit Bataneam, 
Auranitidem, quam utramque regionem Luc. iii. 1. Ituree no- 
mine complexus est, et Trachonitidem; <Archelaus Judeam, 
Idumeam et Samariam ethnarche nomine obtinuit; Antipas 
Galileam et Perwam, ita, ut non minis quam Philippus diceretur 
Tetpdpxns. 

“ Archelaus, crudelitatis nomine apud Augustum accusatus, 
= novem annos regnarat, de sud dignitate dejectus, et 
iennam, Galliw urbem, in exilium ab imperatore ejectus, atque 

Judea in provincie formam redacta, Syriwque adjuncta est, ita, 
ut sub Syriz presidibus 4 procuratoribus Romanis administrare- 
tur. Philippo mortuo, tetrarchia ejus Syriz ab imperatore Tibe- 
rio adjudicata est ; sed C. Caligula hanc tetrarchiam, adject&é quoque 
Lysaniz tetrarchia, (vid. Joseph. Antiq. xviii. 6. 10,) concessit 
Herodi Agrippa, de quo nobis hic sermo est; et Antipa in 
Galliam primo, deinde in Hispaniam exule acto, hujus quoque 
tetrarchia eum donavit (vid. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 7). 

“‘ Neque minis Agrippam auxit Claudius, Caligule successor. 
Rome degebat Agrippa, chm Caligula trucidaretur, et Claudii 
gratiam atque fayorem sibi ita conciliabat, ut eum Judwe quoque 
et Samaria preesse juberet. 

“ Sic totum regnum, quod avus habuerat, restitutum, ipseque 
ab imperatore Rex Judee salutatus est (Joseph. Ant. xix. 5. 1). 
Agrippa cium vix triennio Judworum rex fuisset, mortuus est 

A.c. 44, et Judzea iterum in provinciz formam redacta, Syriseque 
annexa est, misso, qui eam administraret, Cuspio Fadio, procura- 
tore (Joseph. Ant. xix. 8. 2), in cujus postea locum Tiberius 
Alexander (Joseph. xx. 5. 2), Ventidius Cumanus (ib.), Claudius 
Felix (Tacit, Ann. xii. 54. Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. B. J. ii. 12), 
Porcius Festus (Joseph. xx. 8), Albinus (Id. xx. 9) et Gessius 
Florus (Id. xx. 9. 5) successerunt.” See the Chronological 
Tables prefixed to this Volume, p. 28. 

24. 5 Adyos Tod Ocod nikave) the word of God was growing. 
The Church’s Epinicium. See above, viii. 1; xi. 19, on the good 
educed by God from Persecution. 

25. SaidrAos—eé ‘Iepovcadyju] It is probable that St. Paul then 
saw the trance in the Temple (Acts xxii, 17—21) at Jerusalem 
when he had a mission from God to the Gentiles, to which he is 
now about to be ordained (see xiii. 2). 

His rapture into the third heaven—qualifying him for the 
sufferings he was to endure in his missionary career by a view of 
the future glory—was perhaps about the same time. See 2 Cor. 
xii. 2. Cp. Lightfoot, i. 878, and so Bp. Pearson, p. 376. 

— Thy Siaxoviay] their ministering to the saints at Jerusalem, 
xi. 28, 29. 

— Mdpxov] Mark. See on v. 12. Mark’s connexion with 
Barnabas and Peter may have suggested this choice. 

Cu. XIII. 1. rpopijra] prophets. Saul, the Persecutor of 
the Church, is now a Preacher of the Gospel. Was there some 
prophetic and divinely-inspired anticipation of this marvellous 
change, in the saying of the Ancient Church, applied to another 
Persecutor, bearing the same name, ‘Is Saul among the Pro- 
phets?”’ (1 Sam. x. 12; xix. 24.) See on ix. 21. 

These words, Prophets and Teachers, have here a special 
signification and propriety as applied to Barnabas and Saul. 
They had been already endued with special xaptouara or gifts 
and graces, qualifying them to be Prophets and Teachers, but had 
not yet been ordained to the Apostolic Office. ‘They had not as 
yet received the power of dispensing those peculiar gifts which 
were bestowed by God through the agency of the Apostles. See 
further on v. 3, and on 1 Cor. xii. 28. 
— Mavafhy] Manaén: “ aule tentatione liberatus.”” (Bengel.) 

He was oivtpopos, foslerbrother, collactaneus, nourished by the 
same milk as Herod Antipas. The one is a prophet; the other 
killed the Baptist, the greatest of prophets. It is not on our cir- 
cumstances, but on our heart that our eternal happiness depends. 
In all states of life, ‘‘ one is taken, the other left.’’ Matt. xxiv. 40. 
(Cp. Chrys. and Theophyl. here.) 

Antipas and Archelaus were now-in banishment in Gaul : 
Antipas at Lugdunum or Lyons, Archelaus at Vienne, in Gaul. 

— ‘Hpdiov] of Herod. Antipas, brought up privately at 
Rome, with his brother Archelaus. Joseph. B. J. i. 28. 4. 
— Zaidos] Saul is here placed /ast of the prophets, but at and 

after v. 46 he generally stands before Barnabas, though not always 
(see xiv. 14), and was “ not a whit behind the chiefest Apostles” 
(2 Cor. xi. 5). 

2. Acrroupyotvtwy] ministering. Aerroupyla (from Afjitoy and 
epyov), a public service (cp. the Athenian Aecroupyia:), applied in 
N. T. to the public ministry — 

(1) Of the Temple (Luke i. 23. Heb. viii. 6; ix. 21), as in 
LXX, passim. 

(2) Of the Christian Church. 
Thus St. Paul calls himself Aecroupydyv "Incod Xpiorod ef 

7a vn (Rom. xv. 16), fepovpyotvra rb ebayyéAiov Tov Ocov 
va yévnta i) mporpopa trav eOvav ebmpdabexros, jyiaonEevn et 
Tvedpars ayly. 

Cp. Clemens Roman. § 43, as to the Jewish ministry ; and as 
to the Christian, see cap. 44, where he uses both the words 
Aeroupyéw and Aevrovpyla, and speaks of the Accroupyla of the 
Apostles, and of the xpecBirepo:, to the moiuvlov tov Xpiotod. 

Hence it appears that in the records of primitive Christian 
Antiquity, the Apostles and Presbyters are said Ac:toupyeiy Ocg. 
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ayiov, “Adopicate Sy pou Tov BapvaBav kat Yaddov cis 7O epyov 6 tpoc- 
/ > 4 

Kéx\npa avTouvs. 

to minister to God; and also Ac:roupyciv TG romuviy, i, e. to 
minister to the people. Cp. Dean Trench, Syn. xxxv. 

In opposition to the assertions of some Romish Divines who 
would limit the word Ac:tovpyla to the sacrifice of the Mass, it 
may be observed that Chrys. here interprets the word by xnput- 
tévtwv, preaching ; and it has been shown by Isaac Casaubon 
(Exercit. Baron. xvi. n. 41) that it extends to Divine Worship 
generally, i. e. to Prayers, Reading of Scripture, Preaching, and 
Administration of the Sacraments. Sometimes the word uuorixh 
was added to it, and then it generally signified the Holy Eucharist. 
See Bingham, xiii. 1. 
— adoploare 54 wor] separate ye them to Me now. The con- 

junction 5 is thus used with an imperative and conjunctive to 
‘ndicate a command to be executed without delay. See Valck., 
and comp. Luke ii. 15. Acts xv. 36. 1 Cor. vi. 20. Separate 
them from yourselves, and from the order of Prophets and 
Teachers (to which they have hitherto belonged), and ordain ye 
them now /o that work to which I have called thei, viz., as the 
sequel shows, to the Apostleship of the Gentiles. See on 1 Cor. 
ix. 6. Gal. ii. 9. 

Indeed St. Paul in the beginning of his Epistle to the greatest 
Gentile Church seems specially to refer to these very words of the 
Holy Ghost, MadAos xkAntos amdarodos &pwpiomevos eis 
evayyeAvov cod. See Rom. i. 1. 

On épyov, work, used in this sense, see 1 Tim. iii. 1, ef tus 
emokomhs dpéyerat, Kadod Epyou émOuuet. So Chrys. Cp. 8. 
Leo, Ep. ad Dioscor, 79, and below, v. 9. 

Up to this time they are called Prophe/s, or preachers. See 
xiii. 1. But, after their Ordination at Antioch, they appear in the 
next Chapter with the Apostolic title (v.4), civ Tots dmoardAots, 
with the Apostles ; i. e. Barnabas and Paul; and again, ». 14, of 
améarodot BapvadBas kab Matdos, the Apostles, Barnabas 
and Paul. Although St. Paul had received Visions and Revelations 
of the Lord, yet Ordination and Mission by the public authority 
of the Church, to qualify him for the Apostolic Office, was not 
dispensed with in his case; but was specially enjoined by the 
Holy Spirit Himself, who did nof say, ‘‘ I have separated them,”’ 
but ‘‘ Do ye separate them for Me.’” 

Here (says Chrys.) we may see a proof of the Divinity of 
the Holy Ghost. The Prophets were ministering to the Lord. 
He does not say, Separate Paul and Barnabas to the Lord, but to 
Me, for the Ministry to which J have called them: showing that 
He is coequal with God. 

“When was St. Paul ordained to be an Apostle ?”’ 
This is an important question, and much has been written 

upon it (see Lardner, iii. p. 259). 
But it does not seem that sufficient attention has been paid 

to the important difference between his cal/, and mission to the 
Apostleship. 

He had received an immediate call from Christ at his Con- 
version, and was even then sent to the Gentiles (Acts xxvi. 16— 
18), mpds obs ot dmorréAdw, to whom I send thee as an Apostle. 

It is therefore true that he was then divinely called and sent 
to be an Apostle to the Gentiles. 

But he was not then ordained to be an Apostle. He had 
not as yet received the inward spiritual gifts of the Holy Ghost, 
and the external visible mission, which were requisite to autho- 
rize, qualify, and enable him to execute Apostolic acts. See note 
below on Acts xxvi. 17. 

He had also supernatural Revelations in Arabia from Christ 
(Gal. i. 11—17) ; and these Visions and Revelations were arguments 
and motives to himself, for entering on the Apostolic office. But 
they would not carry conviction to others, and persuade them to 
receive him as an Apostle. 

And he does not appear, as yet, to have exercised Apostolic 
functions. Nor is he, as yet, called an Apostle by the Holy Spirit 
writing by St. Luke; but he is only a Prophet, or Teacher (xiii. 1). 

In order to execute the office of an Apostle, it was provided 
that he should not only have an inward call from God, but also 
have an external mission and ordination from Him, by the in- 
strumentality of persons in the Church who were qualified to 
ordain him. 

This is what he received, when the Holy Ghost said, Separate 
to Me now Barnabas and Paul for the work to which I have 
called them (Acts xiii. 2). 

A distinction must therefore be made between the call, and 
the separation, to the work of the Ministry. And nothing more 
clearly shows the necessity of a regular external mission (see 
Article XXIII.), as well as an inward spiritual call, than the 
example of St. Paul, who was converted in an extraordinary man- 

Sor the work whereunto I have called them.” 

ner, and eminently privileged by an ‘abundance of Revelations 
and Visions of the Lord’’ (2 Cor. xii. 7), and who was directly 
nominated and appointed by the Holy Ghost Himself speaking 
from heaven to the Church (v. 2); and yet even he did not ven- 
ture to enter on Apostolic functions, and did not receive the name 
of an Apostle, till he had been ordained by the laying on of hands. 

It is the special function of God the Holy Ghost to qualify 
men by the divine unction at Ordination to discharge the duties 
to which they are called. See Acts xx. 28, and Bp. Pearson, 
Art. viii. p. 616. Op. 1 Tim. i. 18. Clem. Rom. Epist. c. 42, 
Clem. Alex. ap. Euseb. iii. 23. This is the second instance, 
recorded in the Acts, of Ordination to the Apostolical Office. 
It leads us to consider the agency by which, and the purposes 
for which, the Ordination of Apostles was effected; and its 
bearing on the Regimen and Polity of the Church, as regards 
the Chrislian Ministry. 

Christ, the Son of God, manifest in the Flesh, was sent by 
God. He was God’s Apostle (Heb. iii. 1) to Men: He is the 
Bishop of their souls (1 Pet. ii. 25). 

He, when personally present upon Earth, chose the Twelve 
Apostles. 

While He was upon Earth, one of the Twelve died. 
Yet, although Christ was forty days upon earth “speaking 

of the things concerning the kingdom of God” (Acts i. 3), after 
this vacancy had occurred, He did not fill it up then. 

But the first Act which the Apostles performed afler Christ's 
Ascension into heaven, was to pray to Him to show ‘ which of 
the two,” whom they had nominated, ‘‘ He had chosen, to take 
part in the ministry and Apostleship, from which Judas by trans- 
gression fell” (Acts i. 24). 

The words of the Original are remarkable there,—Kupie, 
avddetov dy ebeX€Ew ex TovTwy Tay Sto Eva. The word éferctw 
connects the choice of the one with the choice of the original 
Twelve (see note, and cp. Actsi. 2). And the word éva, one, re- 
served for the end of the sentence, is emphatic, and is contrasted 
with vo, two. If more than one had been chosen to succeed to 
the vacancy, it might have been supposed, that the persons so 
chosen were no? severally and singly equal in dignity to the one, 
whose place they together occupied. But by the choice of one out of 
two to succeed one, it was shown that the one so chosen was equal 
to him whom he was chosen to succeed. Hence the Holy Spirit 
adds, ‘‘ The Jot fell on Matthias, and he was numbered with the 
eleven Apostles.” , 

Hence we derive certain important inferences,— 
(1) That Christ, though no longer seen on earth, is as much 

present with His Church as when He was personally visible; and 
that He can as well choose an Apostle, when he is sitting on His 
throne in heaven, as when He is walking by the Sea of Galilee. 

(2) That the Apostolic office was to be continued in the 
Church. The first act done by Him after His Ascension was to 
provide for its continuance. 

(8) That the Episcopal form of Church Government, which 
alone exhibits that continuance, is the regimen of the Church 
that is most in accordance with the will of Christ. 

(4) That all the Apostles were equal in dignity. They are 
called ** the Eleven”’ (Acts i. 26). If one of the Apostles, e. g. 
St. Peter, had been superior in degree to the other Ten, he would 
not have been classed with them. 

(5) That their successors are equal to them in all ordinary 
Apostolic functions. Matthias is equal to Judas, into whose place 
he succeeds, and he is ‘“‘ numbered with the Eleven Apostles.” 

(6) Even therefore if the Bishop of Rome is the successor 
of St. Peter, he has no claim on that ground to domineer over his 
brethren, the other Bishops of the Church. 

The Descent of the Holy Ghost made no change in these 
principles of Church Polity; it confirmed them; at the same 
time, it extended their application. Before that descent, the 
Apostles prayed to Christ to show His Will by the medium of 
Lots, in the election of a successor to the vacant place among the 
Apostles. The Hoty Guost had not then been given. But 
after the Day of Pentecost, all reference to Lots ceased. The 
Father sent the Holy Ghost, in the Name of the Son (John xiv. 
26), to be the Interpreter of the Will of the Ever-Blessed Trinity 
in the Regimen of the Church. 

Hence, therefore, in the passage now before us (Acts xiii. 2), 
which describes the first Ordination to the Apostolic office after 
the Day of Pentecost, we hear the Voice of the Holy Spirit Him- 
self. ‘ The Holy Ghost said, Separate Me Batnabas and Saul 

Barnabas and Saul 
are ordained to the Apostleship. Henceforth they are called 
“ Apostles,” and perform Apostolic Acts. They are equal ir 
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dignity to the original Twelve, who had been chosen by Christ 
upon earth. Paul says of himself, that he is not ‘a whit behind 
the very chiefest Apostles” (2 Cor. xi. 5). 

Judas had fallen away from his place: fwo persons were 
named; but only one was chosen to succeed him. Thus the 
equality of the successor to him whom he succeeded had been 
declared. = 

This point being established, we now find a provision made 
not orly for the permanent continuance, but also for the ampler 
extension of the Apostolic office. 

The next Apostle who died after Judas was St. James (Acts 
xii. 2). Here also ¢wo persons are named (Barnabas and Saul), 
and doth are ordained to the Apostleship. They are ordained by 
the instrumentality of men, acting by command of the Holy Ghost: 

Accordingly, the Church of England, in her Office for the 
consecration of Bishops, recognizes this act at Antioch, as the 
Ordination of St. Paul and Barnabas. 

Thus, then, in these several Scriptures, we may recognize a 
divine dispensation for the continuation and multiplication of the 
Apostolate. 

After this time, special utterances of the Holy Ghost, singling 
out particular persons for this office, are no longer distinctly 
heard. They cease, as Lots ceased. But the Holy Spirit is ever 
speaking and acting in and by the Apostles and the Church, 
which is His Temple; He ordains a Timothy at Ephesus, and a 
Titus in Crete, and Angels in the Churches of Asia, and others 
after them in succession to this day, to perform the ordinary 
functions of Apostles, and to be their successors, not indeed in 
the working of miracles,—which were but for a season,—but in 
all that is requisite for edifying the Body of Christ in every age 
and country, and for communicating to the immortal soul those 
ordinary gifts and graces which are necessary for its spiritual 
health here, and for its everlasting glory hereafter. 

These conclusions are confirmed by the consentient voice and 
concurrent practice of the Church Universal, which is the Body of 
Christ, and is guided by the Holy Spirit, and which has authorized 
one form of Ecclesiastical Regimen, that by Bishops, whom she 
regards as successors of the Apostles in all ordinary Apostolic 
Offices and Acts (see on Acts xx. 28). 

Here is a strong testimony for Episcopacy, as distinguished 
from the theory of the Papal Supremacy on the one side, and 
from Presbyterian parity and Lay Ordinations on the other. 

In fine, this subject derives a solemn importance from the 
considerations, — 

(1) That the Son of Gop was sent by the Farner to be 
the Apostle and Bishop of our souls. 1 Pet. ii. 25. 

(2) That when on Earth He chose the Twelve. Matt. x. 1. 
(3) That when He had ascended into heaven, He appointed 

Matthias to succeed to the place in the Apostleship, from which 
Judas by transgression fell. Acts i. 24—26. 

(4) That after the Day of Pentecost the Hoty Guost or- 
dained Paul and Barnabas to the same office. Acts xiii. 1—3. 

(5) That the Bishops of the Church are the successors of 
the Holy Apostles; and that their office includes within itself the 
two inferior orders of Priests and Deacons, See further on this 
subject note prefixed to 1 Tim. iii., p. 433. 

(6) Thus then we see the Three Persons of the Ever-Blessed 
Trinity, God the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, all co- 
operating in the Institution and Continuance of that Office which 
is the Foundation of the Threefold Ministry; and thus Episco- 
pacy is grounded on the same sanction as that of Christianity 
itself, which is instituted and propagated by Baptism in the 
Name of the Tarune Gop. 

4. exreupbévres}] This is St. Paul’s first Missionary Tour. 
It begins at Antioch, and ends there. * See xiv. 26. The 

38) this appears from the peculiar character of that City 
xi. 26). 

Observe, that the range of St. Paul’s missionary labours 
always expands in his successive Tours. This first tour is a short 

one, the next is larger; and so on till he comes to Greece, IIlyri- 
cum, Italy, Spain, and perhaps Britain. See Rom. xv. 24. 
Introd. to Hebrews, p. 366. 

An example to the Christian. See Phil. iii. 14. 
— Sercbeeiav] Seleucia, the harbour of Antioch, on the 

Orontes ; and about sixteen miles from that city. (Howson, i. 166.) 
— Kirpov] Cyprus, the country of Barnabas, iv. 36. He showed 

his love for his native land by traversing the whole, v. 6, dAnv thy 
vijcov—as the true reading is,—restored from A, B, C, D, E 

5. ev tais cuvaywyais] in the Synagogues. St. Paul, though 
sent to the Gentiles, begins always by offering the Gospel to the 
Jews. Cp. v.42. Such was his patience, wisdom, and charity 
toward God’s ancient people, although they, for the most part, 
treated him with cruelty. He did not go at first to Sergius 
Paulus,—a Gentile,—but the Proconsul sent for him, v. 7. 

“Tn the Synagogues.’’ We may observe here the prospective 
adaptations of the World for the reception of the Gospel, by God’s 
providential dispensation, in the dispersion of the Jews, and in 
the erection of Synayogues throughout the world, which served 
as temporary Churches to the Apostles for preaching the Gospel, 
from the words of the Law and the Prophets, which were ‘‘ read 
there every Sabbath Day” (see v. 27, and xv. 21), and which 
furnished texts for their Sermons. 

Thus the soil of the World was already ploughed into furrows 
to receive the seed of the Gospel; or, to use another figure, the 
Synagogue was the vestibule of the Church. See the references 
made to Synagogues in this history, Acts ix. 20; xiii. 5. 14. 
42, 43; xiv. 1; xv. 21; xvii. 1, 2, where it is said, Kara 7d 
ciwOds 7G MatAw eioHAGe x.7.A., and cp. Introduction above, p. 8. 
—Iwdvyny] John. St. Mark. See xii. 12. 25; xiii. 5. 
6. GAnv] See on v. 4. 
— Idpov] Paphus. On the western coast of Cyprus. 
— pdyor)] magician. On the influence of ud-yor and ydnres at 

that time, and the obstacles thence presented to the Gospel, see 
How son's remarks, i. p. 178, and above, viii. 9—12. 

7. avOurdrw] Proconsul. Another instance of St. Luke’s ac- 
curacy. Cyprus had been subject to a “ Propretor,” being an 
Imperial Province under Augustus; but that Emperor, in B.c. 
27, converted it into a Senatorian Province, under a Proconsul 
(Dio Cass. liii. 12, p. 504, and liv. 4, p. 532); and such it was 
under Claudius, as is proved by a coin of that reign bearing the 
inscription Claudius Cesar, and on the reverse EM1 KOMINIOY 
MIPOKAOYT ANOYIIATOY KYMPION. See Akermann, Numis- 
matic Illustrations of N. T., pp. 39—42, who gives the names of 
four *"Av@Umrarot of Cyprus. 

This text thus explained suggests a salutary caution of ge- 
neral application in the study of the N. T. 

It was thought by many, that Cyprus must have been under 
a Propretor (and not a Proconsul), because Strabo (xiv. ad fin.) 
calls it an érapxla orparnyikh méexpt viv. Hence even Beza 
would have altered the text here from Proconsul into Propretor ; 
and did so change it in his Translation. 

But it appears from Dio Cassius, p. 504, c, that all the 
Governors of the Senatorian Provinces were called Proconsuls, 
though they had been only Preetors; and the coins of Cyprus, and 
anciert Inscriptions of the age of Caligula and Claudius, give the 
title of Proconsul to the Governor of Cyprus. This has been 
pointed out by Cardinal Noris (Cenotaph. Pisan. p. 219), Engel 
(Kypros, 1843); and in England by Lardner (i. p. 19), Cony- 
beare and Howson (chap. 5), and others; and thus St. Luke’s 
accuracy has been vindicated. 

There is little doubt, that in other cases, where some diffi- 
culties may still exist in the records of Holy Writ, a similar result 
would be attained, if all their circumstances were known. 
— aydpi ouvert] an intelligent and wise man. A remarkable 

description. ‘Two Proconsuls are placed in striking contrast with 
each other in this history; Sergius Paulus, Proconsul of Cyprus, 
and Gallio, Proconsul of Achaia (xviii. 12—17). The one is eager 
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to hear, and sends for the Apostles; the other cares for none of 
these things; the one is unknown to the world, but is called here 
by the Holy Spirit avhp ocvverds, a man of understanding ; the 
other, Gallio, was caressed by the World, but has no such praise 
from God. 

8. ’EAvuas] Elymas, the professional name of Bar Jesus, the 
Jew, and equivalent to wdyos, from yyy, “in lingua Arabica et 
Persicé magus.” (Rosenm.) 

9. Saidros, 6 kal MavdaAos] Saul, who is also Paul. His name 
was changed at his Ordination to the Apostleship, as Simon was 
named Peter when called by Christ (CArys.), and the sons of 
Zebedee were surnamed Boanerges, Mark iii. 17. But in Paul’s 
case there was not an addition to the former name, but a change 
in it; and yet so as to Jeave much of the original name ; 

Some Expositors have said that this change was merely allu- 
sive and alliterative,—as Jason from Jesus, Pollio from Hillel, &c., 
for readier acceptance among the Romans ; 

But surely there was something more than this in the case of 
the Apostle to the Gentiles ; 

The change seems to have been made, 
(1) Because SaiAos was a purely Jewish name, ‘ww, and 
(2) Because among the Greeks it might expose him to con- 

tempt, as having the same sound as cadAos (not cavdbs, see 
Passow in v.), wanton. See Homer, Hymn. Mercur. 28, and 
Ruhnken there. 

(3) To indicate his change and call to a new life; from a 
Jew to a Christian; from a Persecutor to a Preacher of the 
Gospel. ‘ Patitur Paulus,’”’ says an ancient author in Aug. 
Append. Serm. 204, “quod fecerat Saulus. Saulus lapidavit, 
Paulus lapidatus est; Saulus Christianos virgis affecit, Paulus 
quinquies quadragies und minus accepit. Saulus persecutus est 
Ecclesiam Dei, Paulus submissus est in sporta; Saulus vinxit, 
Paulus vinctus est.” 

(4) But in the change of SadAos to MatAos much of the 
original word was /eft, and commemorated what he had been, 
and bespoke God’s mercies to him in his new condition. Com- 
pare the slight verbal changes in Abram, Sara, Hoshea the son of 
Nun, and others. (Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. p. 132.) 
The fire of zeal of SaidAos still glowed in the heart of MadAos, but 
its flame was purified by the Holy Ghost. 

(5) His ‘new name’’ denoted also his mission to the Gen- 
tiles, of whom the Romans were the principal nation, to whom 
the name Paulus was familiar. 

(6) Some add that it was a token of humility, “ Paulus, 
parvulus, quia se judice éAdxicros Tay aroordAwy” (1 Cor. 
xv. 9, where see note); as S. Augustine says in Ps. Lxxii. (in an 
observation undeservedly ridiculed by some in recent times), “ex 
Saulo factus est Paulus, ex superbo modicus; Paulum enim mo- 
dicum est,’”’ and De Spir. et Litera, c. 7. On St. Paul’s relation 
to Benjamin “ the little,” see on ix. 1, and on 1 Cor. xv. 8. 

(7) The first convert whom he is recorded to have made was 
a noble Roman, the Proconsul of Cyprus, then a Senatorian Pro- 
vince (Dio Cass. iv. p. 523), whose cognomen (nof prenomen) 
was Paulus; and thus his name Paulus was a name of good 
augury, as presaging St. Paul’s future success in the Roman and 
Gentile world. 

As S. Jerome says (in Epist. ad Philem.), “As Scipio, after 
the conquest of Africa, took the name of Africanus; and Me- 
tellus, having subdued Crete, gained the title of Creticus for his 
family ; and Roman Generals are called from the nations over 

which they have triumphed, by the names Adiabenici, Parthici, 
Sarmatici ; so Saul, being sent to preach to the Gentiles, brought 
back a trophy of his victory from the first spoil won by the 
Church, the Proconsul Sergius Paulus; and erected his banner 
therewith, and instead of Saul was called Paul.’’ It is not said 
by Jerome that he gave himself this name on this account, which 
might indeed have been scarcely consistent with humility. 

St. Paul, the Apostle of the Greeks, was the milius Paulus 
of the Gospel. He was indeed Macedonicus. He obeyed the 
heavenly vision of the man of Macedonia (xvi. 9), and brought 
Macedonia to Christ. 

(8) Names imposed upon holy men, at the beginning of 
their career, were prophetic and significant of their office. And 
if the Western World is to have a Head, certainly Paul, with 
his Roman name and mission to the West (Clem. Rom. i. 5), 
might seem to challenge that title for himself, rather than he who 
bore the Aramaic name Cephas, and the Greek one Peter. 
— arevicas] intently fixing his eyes. It has been argued 

by some from this expression here and in ch. xxiii. 1, that Paul 
never recovered his sight as before his Conversion, when he was 
blinded for a time by the ‘glory of that light.” But it would 
seem rather, that the reverse might be inferred from the use of the 
word arevi(w, which indicates a vigorous exercise and tension of 
the optic nerves, by which the spectator penetrates with a keen 
and piercing glance to the extreme point of his field of view. See 
the passages in i. 10, where it is used of the Apostles, and iii. 4, of 
St. Peter, vii. 55, of St. Stephen,—when their visual faculties 
were most strongly stimulated, and most powerfully exercised. 
It appears to be employed also here and elsewhere to indicate 
that faculty which the Apostles possessed, of discerning the spirits 
and scrutinizing the inward affections. 

10. vié AraBdAov] By his name he was ‘son of Jesus,’ but by 
opposing Jesus he became son of the Devil. 

ll. gon tupAds—xetpaywyovs] thou shalt be blind, not seeing 
the sun for a season. Saul himself, in his blind rage against the 
Church, had been stricken with blindness by God. Elymas, in 
his blind perversion of the truth, is now stricken with blindness 
by God at Paul’s word. Paul was stricken in mercy, till he 
prayed, and was restored by God through the agency of Ananias 
(ix. 11. 17, 18), in order that he might see the light of the Gos- 
pel. So Elymas was threatened with blindness for a season 
(cp. Luke iv. 13), that he might repent and see the light in body 
and soul. Saul had xe:paywyoidvras, who led him to Damascus, 
where he received his sight (ix. 8), and Elymas had his yetpayw- 
yous. The scales had fallen from the eyes of Saul (ix. 18). 
A mist falls on the eyes of Elymas, and that mist was “for a 
season,”’—a season of repentance, and might be dispelled, if he 
would resort to the same restoratives as St. Paul. 

Thus the temporary blindness of the eye might be ministerial 
to the eternal light of the soul. Let these circumstances be con- 
sidered by those who would charge St. Paul with cruelty. See 
above, on chap. v. 5. 

— ph Brérwv] See above, ix. 9. 
12. d:5axfp] See Mark i. 27. 
13. of wept MatAov] Paul and his company. Cp. John xi. 19. 
— Meépynv] Perga, the metropolis of Pamphylia, celebrated 

for its Temple of Artemis; on the river Cestrus,—seven miles 
from its mouth. Sérabo, xiv. 4. Weist. p.535. Howson, p. 194. 
— ‘Iwdvyns] St. Mark xii. 12. 25; xiii. 5; xv. 37. 

14, ’Avtidxerav] Antioch of Pisidia; on Mount Taurus, east 
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of Apollonia; built by Seleucus Nicator; it obtained the ‘jus 
Italicum’ under Augustus. lin. v. 24. 

15. w. 5. 7. avdyvwow Tod vduou kal tav mpopntay] after the 
reading of the Law and the Prophets. Cp. xv.2\. After the 
reading of the proper lesson for the day from the Pentateuch 
(Paraschah), of which there were fifty-three or fifty-four, and 
of the Haphtarah, or proper lesson from the Prophets, cor- 
responding in number, and in some degree in purport, to the 
respective Paraschah. The weekly Calendar of the Lessons read 
in the Synagogues may be seen in Bartoloc. Bibl. Rabb. ii. 
pp- 593-8; 655—664. Allen’s Modern Judaism, pp. 9—12. 
Cp. Hottinger, Thesaur. Philol. pp. 215—220. Buxtorf, Synag. 
cap. xvi. 

The XLIVth of the Parashoth and Haphtaroth is now 
Deut. i.—iii. 22. Isa. i. 1—27. And from their internal con- 
nexion with St. Paul’s speech, vv. 18, 19, it has been conjec- 
tured by some (e.g. Bengel) that those were the lessons of the 
day. 

In what language did St. Paul preach in Pisidia ? 
Strabo (xiii. ad fin.) distinguishes the Pisidian tongue from 

the Greek and the Lydian; and if St. Paul spoke to the people 
in their vernacular tongue, his address was in some other lan- 
guage than Greek. We do not find that he had any difficulty in 
making himself understood by any of the various populations of 
Asia Minor, who spoke many different languages (see Strabo xii. 
in Lightfoot, ii. 693); and this is a confirmation of what was 
stated above concerning the gift of Tongues (ii. 4). See below, 
on xiv. 11. 

16. kataceloas tH xetp{] See above, xii. 17, and below, 
xxi. 40. 
— of poBotuevar tov @cdv] ye who fear God. Sometimes 

called of ocBduevor, worshippers. Proselytes of the Gate, not 
circumcised, and thus distinguished from &vdpes "IopanaAtra, Is- 
raelites. Cp. v. 43.50; xvi. 14; xvii. 4. 17; xviii. 7. See 
Mede’s Essay, Book i. Disc. 3, p. 21, and above, Introduction, 
p- 9. 

18. erpopopdpnoev] bare them, as a nursing father bears his 
children. So A, C, E, and seven cursive MSS., and many ver- 
sions, e. g. Syr., Copt., Aithiop., Sahid., and some early writers. 
So Bornemann, Bloomf., Tisch. (ed. 7), and Alford. The word 
is from Deut. i. 31, LXX, tpopopophoe:, where Codex Vat. has 
Tporopophae: ve Kupios 5 Ocds cov ws elris tpopopophaa &vOpwros 
toy viby abrod. 

The word also occurs in 2 Mace. vii. 27, eaénadv we Thy ev 
yaortph wepievéyKacdy ce wijvas evvéa, kat Onrdoacdy ce ern Tpla, 
kal éxOpévardy ce, Kal dyayoioay eis thy HAiKlay Tabtny, Kad 
Tpohopophaacay, and in Macarius, Homil. 46, évadauBdver, 
kal wepiOdAme: Kal rpopopopet ev moAAH oropyh (Eustath. Odyss. 
B. 131). 

And it is explained by Cyril, Gloss., &s tpopds eBdorace, 
bare them as it were on his back, as a nursing father does his 
child. Cp. Exod. xix. 4. Numb. xi. 12, Isa. xlvi. 3; and cp. 
Deut. v. 15; viii. 2. Isa. lxiii. 9. Hos. xi. 3. Amos ii. 10. 

This is a better reading than that of Elz., érporopdpnoev (bare 
their manners), which was indeed true, but not likely to be said, 
especially by St. Paul, who sought, as far as was consistent with 
truth, to offend none, and conciliate all (1 Cor. ix. 20); 

St. Paul might well begin his address by reminding the Jews 
of their privileges in being nursed by the tender care of God; but 
it is not probable that so consummate an orator would have com- 
menced his address with what would exasperate and repel them, 
viz. with a commemoration of their ingratitude to Him. 

19. &@vn émrd] seven nations. Deut. vii. J. 

— KxatexAnpovdunocy] He assigned as an inheritance. So A, 
B, C, D, E, G, and many Cursives, and this is received by Lachm., 
Tisch., Born., Alf —Elz. has katexAnpodérnce, which is probably 
a gloss on the other word, used in an uncommon sense. Cp. 
Numb. xxvi. 54.56. Josh. xiv. 2. Ps. Ixxviii. 55. 

20. ds Erect terpaxocluis Kal mevtjKovta* Kal meta Taira] 
Sor about four hundred and fifty years: and after these—. 
Elz. has nal mera tadta ws erect tetpakoclos Kal mevTh- 
kovTa. 

The true reading has been happily restored by Lachmann 
from the oldest MSS., A, B, C, supported by the Latin, Coptic, 
Armenian, and Sahidie Versions, and by Chrys., and by D, which 
has not pera TadTa. 

This solves the question which has been the subject of much 
discussion in the comments upon this verse. The Latin Version 
explains it well thus, ‘ quasi post quadringentos et quinquaginta 
annos,”’ i. e. from the great epoch to which St. Paul had referred 
at the commencement of his speech, their reception into covenant 
with God, in Isaac, which was about (és) 450 years before their 
entering into their inheritance in the promised land, i. e. from 
A.M. 2046, the birth of Isaac, to a.m. 2493, when the land began 
to be cultivated by the Israelites. 

As Bengel well says, ‘‘ Distributio terre (Canaan) non est 
initium periodi quasi annorum ccccL, sed mefa;’’ and he refers 
to John ii. 20 for the use of the dative, ‘‘ quo innuitur, quantum 
annorum ab initio rei intercesserit, dum res ipsa eveniret.”” 

It is therefore unreasonable to allege, that this calculation is 
irreconcileable with that in 1 Kings vi. 1. That chronological 
period begins with the Exodus, ‘Ais ends with the entrance into 
Canaan. 

But it is worthy of remark, that the interval between the 
birth of Isaac and the entrance into Canaan was equal in dura- 
tion to the interval between the deliverance of Exodus and the 
building of the Temple; and nearly corresponded to the time from 
the rebuilding of Jerusalem, after the Captivity, to the Death of 
Christ. 

The entrance into the Promised Land, and the building of 
the Temple, were earnests and figures of the entrance opened into 
Heaven, and of the building up of the Christian Church, by the 
Sacrifice of Christ on the Cross; and each of these three Events 
was preceded by some great national Mercy at a distance of 
about 450 years. 

A few more words on the reading of this passage ; 
One of the characteristics of a modern school of Biblical 

Criticism, is its inordinate love of discovering discrepancies in 
Holy Scripture ; 

This is remarkably exemplified in some recent expositions of 
this passage ; 

The reading of the three principal Uncial MSS. removes the 
discrepancy which is found in the received tewt between this 
verse and 1 Kings vi. 1. 

Yet, some Critics, who, on other occasions, disparage the 
received Text, and profess great respect for the authority of the 
Uncial MSS., here treat the Uncial MSS. with contempt, and 
affirm that they have been ‘corrupted, in order to solve the 
chronological difficulty.” 

Such an example as this is, however, instructive. It serves 
to neutralize the evil arising from the supposed “ discovery of 
discrepancies’’ in Scripture. It suggests the reflection, that those 
allegations are not made on solid grounds, but proceed from the 
impulses of an arbitrary caprice, which disparages History and 
Criticism, and loves to gratify a morbid appetite of scepticism by 
contradictions invented by itself, and imputed to Holy Writ. 
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21. SaobA—érm TeooapdKovta] Saul—forty years. The Old 
Testament does not record the duration of Saul’s reign. St. 
Paul’s statement agrees with Josephus (Ant. vi. 14. 9), who says 
that Saul reigned eighteen years before Samuel’s death, and twenty 
after it. As Biscoe observes (p. G16), ‘‘Saul’s youngest son 
Ishbosheth was forty years old at the time of his father’s death, 
and yet his father is said to be but a yaung man when he was 
first inaugurated by Samuel.” 

22. @ Kal cle w., Expov—pov] to whom He bare witness and 
said, I found David the son of Jesse, &c. A passage not found 
totidem verbis in any one place of the Old Testament; but com- 
posed in substance and mainly in letter of two or three texts,—Ps. 
Ixxxix. 21. 1 Sam. xiii. 14; xv. 28; xvi. 13. Chrys. 

“The Jewish writers and speakers were accustomed to recite 
a passage not found in so many words iferatim in Scripture, but 
made up of several passages.”’ (Rosenmiiller.) 

An excellent observation, which, if duly attended to, might 
have preserved the Sacred Text from many unjust aspersions of 
Some later Critics, and have saved them and others from such 
allegations, See above on Matt. ii, 23. Acts vii. 43. 

23. kar’ érayyeAlay] according to promise. See on 2 Sam. vii. 
— tyaye) brought. So A, B, E, G, H, and many Cursives, 

for fyeipe. Cp. Zech. iii. 8, &yw Tov SoDAdv wav "AvatorAty. So 
Isa. xlviii. 15, ey exareoa, ey Hyayov aitév. Heb. i. 6, dtav 
cloayayn Toy mpwrdtoKor. 
— ‘“Inootvy] Jesus: the name éwice uttered by St. Paul in this 

speech, see v. 33,—the Jews at Antioch in Pisidia were more tole- 
rant than those at Jerusalem. See on vii. 4a. 

25. exAhpov] was fulfilling ; in the execution of his mission, as 
the zpdé5pouos or forerunner of Christ. 

29. €@nxay cis uvnuciov] they laid Him inatomb. Because 
the Jews delivered Christ to Pilate, they are represented as the 
Authors of His Death and Burial, although they did not transact 
either the one or the other with their own hands. 

As far as His Death and Burial were acts of enmi/y towards 
Him, they are accounted the agents, as Judas, who only gave 
occasion to the purchase of the Field of Blood, is called the pur- 
chaser of it. Acts i. 18. See note there. 

The reason of this seems to be, that Almighty God, Whose 
Word Holy Scripture is, traces human actions back through the 
indirect processes of intermediate agency, and lays the respon- 
sibility of them at the door of the original promoters. 

On the other hand, as far as Christ’s Death was a work of 
Love, it is ascribed to God and Christ (Matt. xx. 28. Rom. viii. 
$2. Gal. i. 4. 1 Tim. ii. 6); and God and Christ are blessed for 
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that work which caused the rejection of the Jews; justas Joseph 
of Arimatheza and Nicodemus are mentioned honourably in Scrip- 
ture (John xix. 38) for performing tLe work of His Burial, which 
is here ascribed, not without censure, to the Jews. 

Thus even the worst actions of man are overruled for good, 
and the enmity of Satan is made an occasion for the triumph of 
the love of God. 

32. nuav] of us; Elz. muiv, which appears to have little 
MS. authority: 7uav is in A, B, C*, D, and is supported by 
Vulg. and other versions. The sense is,—He has fulfilled them 
to the children of ourselves; and much more to us; to us and 
our posterity. Cp. ii. 39. St. Paul loves to identify himself 
with his hearers. 

88. Warus TH devtépw] in the Second Psalm. Psalm ii. 7. 
Some, with Cod. D, Origen, and Hilary, read 7¢ rpétw. What 
is now the Second Psalm, originally formed one with the First, 
or rather the First Psalm was the Procemium to the Psalter. 
See Michaelis and Rosenmiiller here. 
— vids wou el—onpepoy yeyévynnd ce] This contains two 

distinct sayings— 
(1) Thou art My Son from Eternity (Chrys., Cyril). And 
(2) To-day, i. e. now (in time) I have begotten Thee. “ Eler- 

nifas nunquam vocabulo hodie significatur.” (Bengel.) 
I have begotten Thee to-day, in a double respect, 
(1) At thy Incarnation (see S. Cyril, in an excellent 

Scholium, Caten. p. 224). 
(2) At thy Resurrection from the dead; on which St. Paul 

here specially dwells, as in Heb. i. 5; and to which the Psalmist 
specially refers, as appears from the fact that the Mediatorial 
Kingdom of Christ, which he is there describing, is consequent 
on, and due to, Christ’s obedience and sufferings, and Rest 
rection from the dead (see above on Matt. xxviii. 18). And it was 
true, in an emphatic sense, that, at the Resurrection, God said 
ofmepov yeyévynkd Xe, for Christ is tpwrdtokos Tay veKpav, 
the first-begotten of the dead (Col. i. 18. Rev. i. 5), See above, 
Acts ii. 24. “The Resurrection of Jesus,’’ says Ligh/fool, “ was 
the Dawn of the new world, the Morning of the New Creation.” 
See above on John xvi. 21 and Acts ii. 24, and on Ps. ii. 7. 

84. 7a 8o1a Aavid] VyI ION, the mercies conferred on David, 

which were mio7a, surely pledged to him by God (2 Sam. vii.). 
35. od Sdéceis—diapbopdv] Thou wilt not suffer Thy Holy 

One to see corruption. It would seem that St. Paul had heard, 
or received an account of, St. Peter’s Speech on the Day of Pen- 
tecost. See above on ii. 25 —31, and on Ps, xvi. 10. 
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86. i5fa yeved iwnperhoas] David ministered on earth to his | sense is not that they would not believe in the work (1@ py), 
own Generation, and died; but Christ ministers to all genera- | but they would not believe in Him Who wrought it. 
tions. He died and rose again, and liveth for evermore, in order 42. abray] Elz. adds é« tis cvvaywyis tay "lovdatwy, which 
that all generations may live for ever; and He ministers in heaven, | is not found in the best MSS,—A, B, C, D, E,—and is a gloss. 
being ‘‘a Priest for ever’’ (Psalm ex. 4), seeing ‘‘ He ever liveth — mapexddovy] Elz. adds T& @@vn, which is also a gloss ; and 
to make intercession for us’’ (Heb. vii. 25). is not found in A, B, C, D, E. 

38, 39. yrwordy oby torw) Be it therefore known unto you,’ This is important. The vn, Heathens, were not attendants 
brethren, that through this Man remission of sins is being de- | at the synagogue, and it is not till v. 46, after two offers of the 
clared to you, and that every one who believeth is being justified | Gospel to the Jews, that the Apostle turns to the Gentiles. 
by Him from ail things from which ye could not be justified by — 7d perath o.] the following Sabbath—7d éodpevov— 
the Law of Moses, = pms (Theophyl.), not, as some say, the intervening week. Paul showed 
— dixasodra) is being justified: Sixaovy is the word used by | jis wisdom and charity toward the Jews by preaching on their 

the LXX for the Hebrew psi, ‘justificavit, crimine absolvit; | Sabbath. -Ammonius also here interprets Td gmetad by 7d éod- 
penis immunem pronuntiavit ; adeoque pryz justum in foro di- | wevov. Cp. v. 44, and weratd is thus used for the “ following” 
vine @guitatis et judicio declaravit.’ See on Luke vii. 29; xviii. | by Josephus, B. J. v. 4. 2; c. Apion. i. 21. 
14. Rom. i. 17. Cp. Gen. xxxviii. 26; xliv. 16. Exod. xxiii. 7. 48. treiOov mpoouévew] they were persuading them to cleave 
Deut. XXv. 1. Ps. Ixxxii. 3; cxliii. 2. Isa. v. 23. Jer. iii. 1]. | to the grace of God. See above on xi. 23; xiv. 22. Elz. has 
Ezek. xvi. 51, 52. Cp. Bp. Bull, Harmon, Apostol. cap. i., and | érjméveiw, but A, B, C, D, E have mpoopeéver. 
Introduction to Romans below, p. 198. Gh. youd t. So A, C*, E*. Cp. Mark i. 38, 7a: 

Here, in this first Sermon, which St. Paul is recorded to have Py een om Luke ie 33, 7TH Oe: Elz. ia 
preached in a Jewish Synagogue, we have the germ of his two | 2 Lup, but éox6 to b licable to what - P pxouevm, but épxdéumevos seems to be more applicable to wha’ 
Epistles to the Galatians and Romans, concerning the great doc- | jg still fature; or is expected ¢o come, and not past. See xviii. 21, 
trine of Justification ; an internal evidence of genuineness and thy éopthy Thy epxouevnv. Josephus has tH épxouévn, for the 
veracity. These two verses contain the sum of the Gospel, as | neg day, Ant. vi. 11. 9. (Grinjield.) 

anne from the Law. Hammond in Rom. iii., note B. 48. nal enlorevoav boo Hoav terayuevor eis (why aidviov] 
Pera te . and as many as were ordered, i.e. were set in order (by God’s 

he anos cog! pe . paca see cot Gs be grace, and by His Word preached by St. Paul, and by their own 
: f jodel as St, Stephen s—another proof of its | Fin concurring therewith, see v. 43), o elernal life, believed, 
influence on him, and of the truth of the history. See above, 
chap. vii. 58 made profession of their faith, in the Gospel. 

“eae : - These words are rendered in the Authorized Version, “as 
40. mpophras] Prophets. Habak.i. 5. On this use of the ; : : ” 

plural, see vii. 42, and Glass. Phil. pp. 286. 886. many as were ordained to eternal life believed ; 
The words rerayuévot joay are happily chosen, because they 

have a passive and also a middle sense; and represent the twofold 
x operation of divine grace on the heart, and also the concurrence 

look and see in the nations. : $ of the human will; both of which are requisite to Faith, and 
But it is probable that ny22 isa radical word (see Pococke, | Salvation. 

in Not. Miscell. in Porta Mosis, p. 29), signifying unjust or inso- The Jews had rejected the offers of the Gospel made by 
lent. ence the Version of the LXX, karappovnral, which is | St, Paul, see vv. 45, 46; they were thrusting the word away 
confirmed by the Syriac (see Rosenmiiller). Perhaps the simi- | from themselves, dmwdovvro Tov Adyov. They, on their side, were 
larity of sound suggested the paraphrase. See above on Habak. | ‘unruly and obstinate; they were dmoreraypévot Th (wh. Cp. 
i. 5, and on Amos ix. 11, 12. Luke xiv. 18; ; 

— 4 ob wh 7.) So A, B, C, D, E, G. Elz. has g. The ; But, on the other hand, the Gentiles rejoiced, and glorificd 

41. ere, of Karappovnral] behold, ye despisers. Hab. i. 5, 
where the Hebrew original is Dy22 +9, which is usually rendered 
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p 2 Tim. 3, 11. 

q Matt. 10. 14, 
Mark 6. 11. 
Luke 9. 5. 
ch. 14. 6, 11. 
& 18. 6. 

a Mark 16, 20. 
ch. 19. 11. 
Heb. 2. 4. 

ACTS XIIf. 49—52. XIV. 1—10. 

49 Aveepero Sé€ 6 Néyos Tov Kuplov Sv odys THs xHpast © ot S€ "Iovdator 
‘ A Lal 

Tapotpyvay Tas ceBomevas yuvatkas Tas evoXyMovas, Kal TOUS TpwTOUS THS 

Toews, Kal eryyerpay Siuwypov emt Tov Tadov Kat tov BapvdBar, Kat €€€Badov 
avtovs amd Tov dpiwy adtav. *! ° Ot dé exrwakdpevor Tov KovLopToY TOY TOOaY 
avtav em avtovs HOov eis "IKdvio0v. 

2 x ‘ a al 
58 Oi dé pabyral em\ynpodvTo xapas Kat vedparos ayiov. 
NEA ] Eh 4 8e > > , a ms es, > a > ‘ > A : yéveto S€ &v “Ikoviw, Kata TO adTo eicedOely avTovs Els THY GUV- 

‘ Lal > ‘ “~ nw 

aywyiy Tov “Iovdaiwy, Kal hahjoa ovTws wate TiaTEDoaL Iovdaiwy Te Kal 
€ , ‘ al 
E)\\jvev odd 77 Gos. 

‘ lal cal cal lal > 

Tas Wuyas Tov eOvdv KaTa TAY ddedpav: **ikavoy pev ovY xpovor S.éTpUpay 

c n cal 

2 Of dé dmweModvres Iovdator emyyeipay Kal exaKkwoar 

, ‘ lal n ral rat tal a 

Tappnovalopnevor ett TO Kupiw TO paptupovvT. TO oyw THS XapiTos avTov, 
8 8 , a ‘ la , 6 8 ‘ a cr 7. A 4? , de A 

voovTL ONpeta Kal Tépata yiverOar dia TOY YELPaV avTar. EoyioOn 5€ 76 

mANOos THS Toews: Kal ot pev Haav ody Tots *Iovdaious, ot S€ ody Tots amro- 
, 

b2Tim.3.11. OTOAOLS. 

e Matt. 10. 23, avTav, VBpioa Kat \oPohjoat adrovs, 

5 Lp) de Saget 2 c \ a > lal Pe) , ‘ lal »¥ 

S O€ eyeVveTo Opp) TMV eOvav TE KL Tovdatav, GOvvV TOLS apxXovolw 

8 © guvdovtes Katépuyov eis Tas TOMES 
ch. 8. 1. a , , \ , NioesS ’ enw 3 

Ts Avkaovias, Avatpay Kal AépByv, Kat THY Tepixwpor, * KaKEet Hoav evayyedt- 
Copevo.. 

ach. 3.2 84 Kai tus dvnp ev Avatpos advvatos Tots wooly éexdOyTo, ywdds €« Kowdas 
pntpos avtod, bs ovdérote meputematyKe. ° Obdtos yKove Tod Iavdov ha- 

SraataseG: Aodvros: bs dtevicas aiTa, Kal isov dtu TioTW exer TOD TwHjva, | * etre 

the word of the Lord; they had been retaypévoi, set in order, to 
life eternal by God, working by the preaching of St. Paul, and 
disposing them to receive the Word preached ; and they readily 
complied with the divine will, word, and work; they obeyed 
St. Paul’s preaching, and, like good soldiers of God, being mus- 
tered by Him, set themselves also in order to march onward, in 
the way that leadeth to eternal life, jay tetaymévor cis (why 
aidviov (see Mede’s Works, p. 21, Book i. Disc. 3). Cp. 1 Cor. 
xvi. 15, ets Stakovlay rots Gylois €ratay é€avtovs. The perfect 
passive is used in this sense by St. Luke, Acts xx. 13, odTw yap 
hw dtatetaypmevos, he had so ordered himself. Cp. the use of 
TeTaymevos in many passages of Philo, as quoted by Whitby 
here, p. 169. So wvveré@civro Jobn ix, 22, mpockéxAnuat Acts 
xili. 2, éevréraArat xili. 47, emikexAnoa xxv. 12, emnyyeATat 
Rom. iv. 21, and dSedwpnuevns 2 Pet. i. 3. Cp. Winer, Gr. Gr. 
§ 39, p. 234. 

As many as had done this, érlorevoay; that is, they boldly 
and nobly, and in spite of the rage and blasphemy of the Jews 
(v. 45), and the persecution which they stirred up against Paul 
and Barnabas, whom they expelled out of their coasts (v. 50), 
made public profession of their faith, and were received by bap- 
tism into the Church. 

This Exposition is confirmed by the authority of ancient 
Greek writers. See Caten. p. 230, where teraymévor is explained 
by eis todr0 Td Tdyua edAddyTes. 

This word érioreveav, as in numerous other places of the 
Acts, and the other books of the N. T., means, they made a 
public profession of faith ; they joined the number of the moro} 
or morevovres, that is, ‘‘nomina dederunt Christo, et aggregati 
sunt Ecclesie.’? See what follows immediately here, ch. xiv. 1, 
eyéveto avtol’s AaAfjou Sore TiateD Tat TOAD TATOOS, who 
are there distinguished from of Gre:@o0vrTes “lovdato. Cp. ii. 
44; iv. 4, and specially viii. 13; xi. 21, moAds GpiQuds mic- 
revoas: xv. 7, morevoa: xvii. 12; xviii. 8; xxi. 20. 25, Trav 
memoteukétwy ébvav, and Rom. xiii. 11, dre émiorevoauey, when 
we made a public profession of our faith, and were engrafted into 
the Church. See also Titus iii. 8, where of memoreuxdéres TG 
eG means those who have made public profession of Chris- 
tianity ; 

The word éxforevoay brings out clearly the doctrine that it 
is requisite for all—who have been called by God, and would set 
themselves in the way to eternal life—not only to Jelieve, but 
also to profess openly, the true faith, in the public communion of 
the Visible Church; and that this is the only way to life eternal. 
See Matt. x. 32. Rom. x. 10. 

The Vulgate has “ quotquot erant preordinati’’ here, whence 
the English Version, “as many as were ordained.”’ In like manner 
in the cognate text, ii. 47, robs cw(ouevous, the Vulgate has ‘‘ qui 
salvi fierent,’’ whence the English Version, ‘‘ such as should be 
saved ;” 

It would be interesting to inquire, What influence these 
renderings in the Vulgate Version had on the minds of some, 
like St. Augustine and his followers in the Western Church, in 
treating the great questions of Free-Will, Election, Reprobation, 
and Final Perseverance ? 

What, also, was the result of that influence on the minds of 
some writers of the Reformed Churches, who rejected the autho- 
rity of Rome, which almost canonized that Version; and yet in 
these two important texts (Acts ii. 47; xiii. 48) were swayed 
away by it from the sense of the Original ? 

The tendency of the Eastern Fathers, who read the original 
Greek, was in a different direction from that of the Western 
School; and Calvinism can receive no support from these two 

“texts as they stand in the original words of Inspiration, and as 
they were expounded by the primitive Church. 

On the proofs from Holy Scripture that God willeth all men 
to be saved ; and that He willeth man’s will to be free to choose 
life or death, see below, Introduction to Romans, pp. 194—198, 
and on Rom. viii. 33 and 1 Tim. ii. 4. 

50. ras ocBouevas] the Proselytes; see above, on v. 16. 
— y. Tas ebtxhuovas] those of rank. The Proselytes (ai ceBé- 

fevat), as recent converts, might be expected to be more zealous 
for their religion, and those of rank (ai evrxnuoves) would exer- 
cise their influence, perhaps with heathen husbands, and others 
who were oi mpa@rot THs 7éAcws, against the Apostles. Cp. Meyer. 

51. *Ixdviov] Iconium, about ninety miles s.£. of Antioch, in 
Pisidia ; and:forty N.w. of Derbe. Cp. Howson, i. 220. 

52. of 5& padntal] the disciples were being filled with joy. 
Another joyful peroration; like a calm after a storm. See viil. 4; 
ix. 31; xii. 24. 

Cu. XIV. 1. ‘EAAjvwr] Greeks. 
(Meyer.) See above, on xi. 20. 

4. rots aroordAas] the Apostles. See above, on xiii. 2. 
5. ABoBorAAcat] to stone them. As blasphemers of the Law. 

See v. 19. 
6. Adortpay kal AépBnv] Lystra and Derbe, in Lycaonia. 

The word Lystra, like Lydda and Thyatira, is sometimes 
used as a feminine, sometimes as a neuter plural. It seems to 
have been the birthplace of Timothy, see xvi. 1. Derbe, south 
of Iconium ; south-east of Lystra. Gaius, one of St. Paul’s com- 
panions, was of Derbe, xx. 4. 

8. avrod] Elz. adds irdpxwy, which is not in the best MSS. 
— mepimerarhker] On this form, for mepierarijxet, see Valck. 

here, who cites v. 23, memoredxeroav, and Mark xv. 7.10. See 

also Winer, § 12, p. 67, who refers to Luke vi. 48, TeeueAlwro. 

9. Hove] was listening. St. Paul, on his part, discerns his 

spirit, and rewards his faith. 

Proselytes of the gate. 
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peyahy TH dovy, ’Avdorn eri tos 7ddas cov dpOds: Kal rato Kal wept- 
exdret. |!‘ Oi S€ dxdou iddvtes 5 exoinoe Haddos exjpavy rv doviv adrov ten. 2.6. 
A ‘ dé Oi 6 Nine 06 > 6, , , ‘ ait a vkaoviaTi héyovtes, Oi Peot opowwbévres avOpdmos KatéBnoav mpds Hpas 
12 

10. jAato}] So A, B, C (for Elz. #AAero), he sprang up, and 
mepiendre:, he was walking. Mark the difference between the 
aorist and imperfect. 

Il. Aveaoviorl] in the Lycaonian tongue. 
lect. (Jablonsky, “de lingua Lycaonia.”) 

It has been argued by some, that St. Paul could not have 
anderstood this language, or he would have made his remon- 
strance to the people on hearing these words, and Jefore the 
priest brought out the victims to sacrifice. And thence it has 
Deen inferred, that St. Paul did not possess the power of speaking 
in the tongues of foreign nations, to whom he was sent. The 
words of Chrysostom on this passage have been cited in support 
of this assertion. S. Chrys. is answering the question why the 
Apostles did not interfere before, to check the adoration of the 
Lycaonians; and he says, od« Hv oddérw SHAov* TH yap oixela 
povy epbeyyovro dia TodTo oddéy abrois EAcyov, émreidh 5é eldov 
7a oTéupata, Tére ekeAOdyTEs k.7.A., i. e. the design of the 
populace was not yet manifest, for they were speaking in their 
own tongue, and therefore the Apostles said nothing to them 
(for such—notwithstanding the objections of some learned per- 
sons—seems to be S. Chrysostom’s meaning) ; but when they saw 
the garlands, then they went forth and expostulated with 
them. It may be, that the gift of understanding and speaking 
foreign languages was not always present with the Apostles; it 
may have been, and probably was, modified according to various 
circumstances of time and place. But it is certain, that in Chry- 
sostom’s opinion St. Paul was able to understand and speak 
in various foreign languages, which he had never learnt; as 
may be seen in that Father’s Thirty-fifth Homily on the First 
Epistle to the Corinthians, ch. xiv. (Chrys., Opera, tom. x. 
pp- 320 —327), where he speaks of the gift as bestowed for the 
preaching of the Gospel to foreign nations, tlyos Evexev tAaBov 
abtd (1d tay yAwooay xdpicua) of ardoroAa; ered) mavTaxod 
Brépxeabat Eueddov. See also his words above, Actsii.4. And 
it is observable, that in that Homily (p. 327) Chrysostom refers to 
St. Paul’s conduct here at Lystra, without any intimation that it 
suggested any qualification of his statement, and of that of the 
Apostle himself in that chapter, v. 18, ‘‘ I speak with tongues (i. e. 
as Chrys. interprets it, in foreign languages) more than they all.’’ 

It seems most probable that S¢. Paul understood what the 
Lycaonians said ; 

St. Luke understood the speech of these Lycaonians; for he 
tells us what the words were, and their meaning. And if St. Luke 
understood it, why not also St. Paul? Beside, in v. 14 it is not 
said iddvres, but dxotgayres. The multitude spoke in their own 
Lycaonian tongue, and it is not probable that they knew any 
other. And St. Paul addressed the multitude (see v. 14); he 
therefore understood the Lycaonian tongue. The same Divine 
Power which gave effect to his words, ‘‘ Stand upright on thy 
feet ’’ (v. 10), enabled him to speak them in the tongue under- 
stood by him to whom he spoke, and who “listened to his words ” 
(v. 9); and if understood by him, they were understood by the 
crowd also, who therefore were ready to deify the speaker. 

St. Paul had good reason to waif till the Priest brought 
forth his victims, and would have done sacrifice ; because he had 
thus a more visible and palpable argument for his subsequent 
appeal in v. 15, where he says, ‘‘ We preach to you to turn from 
these vanities to the living God.’’ Every one must feel how much 
the presente of the oxen and the garlands, and the priest and his 
apparatus for sacrifice on the altar in front of the Temple, add to 
the beauty of Raffaelle’s Cartoon, and to the force of the Apostle’s 
eloquence. 

An Assyrian dia- 

It has indeed been said by many in recent times, that the 
power of speaking in various foreign languages was not possessed 
by the Apostles, and therefore could not have been exercised by 
them in preaching the Gospel; and that there is no trace of such 
exercise of it in the Acts of the Apostles. 

Surely there is such a trace in the narrative before us, and 
another similar trace in ch. xxviii. 4. But perhaps the most 
striking evidence of their power of speaking foreign languages is 
to be found in the silence of St. Luke as to any thing like pre- 
vious study or preparation on the part of St. Paul or any of the 
Apostles, before they set out on their missionary journeys, or as to 
any difficulty or hindrance experienced by St. Paul or any of the 
Apostles, from inability to speak the language of foreign countries, 
in their execution of the commission they had received from 
Christ to “ go and teach all Nations.” 

, < , Lal ~ exahouy te Tov pev BapvaBay Aia, tov Sé THadhov ‘Eppyv, ered} adtds 

In the history of modern Missions, we see learned and ac- 
complished men sent forth to preach the Gospel in foreign parts, 
and spending years in acquiring the languages of the countries to 
which they are sent. For example, a Bishop of New Zealand 
employs his six months’ voyage to his diocese, in learning the 
dialects of the Pacific. 

But what do we hear like this in the Acts of the Apostles ? 
We never see or hear of any of the Apostles sitting down to 
learn a foreign language; and yet they have a Divine commission 
to go and preach to all nations. We see unlearned and ignorant 
Galilans standing up at once and addressing vast crowds in 
large cities with Divine eloquence, and great multitudes are con- 
verted by them. 

We see St. Paul sent forth from Antioch as an Apostle to 
the Gentiles, and soon we hear him speak to the native tribes of 
Pisidia, Lycaonia, and Malta, and find him travelling to Illy- 
ricum and meditating a journey to Spain. We hear him say that 
he is a ‘‘ debtor to Greeks and Barbarians,’’—that is, to all (Rom. 
i. 14),—to preach to all; but we never see him pause for a mo- 
ment in his course, to learn any foreign language, or ever im- 
peded by the want of it. 

On this subject see further above, ii. 4, and xiii. 15, and 
below, xxviii. 2— 4. 

St. Luke did not state that they possessed and exercised the 
gift, because the fact is clear from his narrative. S. Jerome 
well says (ad Hedib. vol. iv. p. 178), “‘ Acceperunt Apostoli dona- 
tionum genera, et quod magis necessarium erat, diversifatem lin- 
guarum omnium gentium, ut annuntiaturi Christum nullo indi- 
gerent interprete.” He then refers to the speaking of St. Paul 
in the Lycaonian tongue, as described in this chapter, and says, 
“in Lycaonia quum audissent Paulum et Barnabam loqui linguis 
suis, deos in homines conversos esse credebant.” 

The teaching of the Church of England on this subject is 
clear from her Proper Preface for Whitsunday. See above on ii. 4. 
— of co) duoiwbevres| the gods in the likeness of men came 

down to us: and (v. 12) they were calling Barnabas Zeus, and 
Paul Hermes; for he was the chief speaker. See Homer, 
Odyss. xvii. 484. Hesiod, Opp. et D. 247. Catull. Ixv. 384. 

Zeus or Jupiter is often associated with Hermes or Mercu- 
rius in mythological accounts of divine apparitions. See Plautus, 
Amphitr. i. 1. 1: 

‘In faciem versus Amphitryonis Jupiter, 
Dum bellum gereret cum Telebois hostibus, 
Alcmenam uxorem cepit usurariam ; 
Mercurius formam Sosiz servi gerit 
Absentis.” 

Ovid, Met. viii. 626: 

‘« Jupiter hue, specie mortali, cumque Parente 
Venit Atlantiades positis caducifer alis.’’ 

Fastt. v. 495: 

“ Jupiter et lato qui regnat in equore frater 
Carpebant sotias Mercuriusque vias.” 

The scene of the tale in which Jupiter is represented as 
coming down with Mercurius to visit the abodes of men, and as 
entertained by Baucis and Philemon, and which is so well told 
by Ovid, Metamorphoses viii. 625—724, and so happily versified 
by Dryden, Works, iii. pp. 396—399, is laid in a country of 
which Lycaonia was a district : 

‘Here Jove with Hermes came, but in disguise 
Of mortal men concealed their deities.”’ 

Barnabas was compared to Jupiter from the grave dignity of 
his appearance (Chrys.), particularly as compared with St. Paul, 
who, perhaps, was younger than Barnabas, and his stature and 
bodily presence less majestic (see 2 Cor. x. 1; xii. 3—9. 1 Cor. 
ii. 3. Nicephor. H. E. ii. 37); though, as Meyer well observes, 
the comparison of St. Paul to Mercury, who is always repre- 
sented as ‘‘ florens agilisque juventa,” would seem to contradict 
the apocryphal portraiture of the Apostle derived from the Acts 
of Paul and Thecla, according to which he was pixpds TP peyeOet, 
Wirds thy Kepadrry, aynbAos Tals kvjpais. 

Hermes, or Mercurius, was the messenger of Olympus; the 
patron of eloquence, &c. See Misterlitch and others on Horat. 
Od. i. 10. 1, ‘* Mercuri facunde,” &c.— te Deorum Nuntium.” 
On the word ‘Epyijs, Hermes, connected with sermo and épunveto, 
see S. Aug. Civ. D. vii. 14, “ De Mercurii officio.” 



110 
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HL O yyoupevos TOV hoyou. 

ACTS XIV. 13—23. 

13 O 8 tepeds TOD Ads, Tod dvTos Tpd THs Tews, 
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Tavpous Kal orTéeupata emi Tovs muA@vas EevéyKas, oY Tots Oyxots Gere 

5" kal héyovtes, "Avdpes, 

Wiss & 

g Matt 26.65. Qfew. M4 *’ Axovoartes 5€ ot drdatohor BapvdBas kai Iaddos, duappygavres Ta 

h ch. 10. 26. inatia avtav eLerndnoay eis Tov dydov KpalovTes 
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iPs.8l.12.  OUpavoy Kal THY ynv Kal THY Odracoay, Kal wavTa Ta ev avTois: 
ch. 17. 30. f. ‘ iS x fe i 

Tals Tapwynuevais yevenis elace TavtTa Ta eOvn TopeverOar Talis ddots a’Tar 
4 lal cal r 

k Rom. 1. 20, “xaitovye ovK dpdptupov éavtov adnkey ayaloupydv, ovpavdber Huw 

etovs SiSods Kal Kaipods Kaptopdpous, eumiTr@v Tpodys Kal edppoovvys Tas 
Kapolas Lav. 
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lal ek > Lag 1 2.Cor. 1, 25. 19 ’EmnOov dé amo *Avtioxelas Kal "Ikoviov “Iovdatior, Kal metoavtes Tovs 

im. 3, 11. “A n ? \ A ¥ » a , , >_N dxovs, Kat Auldoavtes Tov Iadhov, Eovpov e€w THs TOEwWS, VoMioarTes avTOV 
, 20 , ée 2) SN A A bs ‘ > A > A TeOvavar. Kurhoocdvrev $€ aitov tav pabytav, dvacras cionhOev els TH 

mow Kal TH emavpiov e&nOe ody TH BapvaBa eis AgpByv. 
21 > , , ‘ , > 4 s , c ‘ ec Evayyekiodpevol te tiv Todw exeivny, Kal palntedoavtes tkavods, b7- 
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18. oréuuata] garlands, for the horns of the tadpa to be 
sacrificed, and for the Altars and Ministers. Virg. Georg. iii. 

487,— 

‘ Seepe in honore detim medio stans hostia ad aram, 
Lanea dum nivea circumdatur infula vitta,” &c. 

See also Statius, Thebaid. iv. 114—7,— 

“Tum fera czeruleis intexit cornua sertis.’’ 

Ovid, Met. xv. 130,— 

‘ Victima labe carens, vittis preesignis et auro 
Sistitur ante aras.”’ 

Tertullian says, de Corona Mil. 10, ‘Ips hostie, et are, ipsi 
ministri et sacerdotes coronantur.”” 
— to's ruAavas] the large gates,—probably valve, folding- 

doors, —of the court-yard (atrium) of the house in which Paul and 
Barnabas were, or rather, of the Temple of Zeus. 

Some think that after Paul had wrought the miracle on the 
lame man, he retired from the public admiration of the crowd 
into a house, as our Lord often did when He had wrought mira- 
cles. Hence the words dkotcayres (not iddvres) and e&eridnoav 
in v. 14. 

14. axotcavres] when they heard. See Alhanas. ad Gentes 35, 
p. 27. This is the first point of contact of Christianity with 
Idolatry, in Holy Scripture. And St. Paul’s speech is the first 
Christian “ Apologia ad Gentes,” and is the groundwork and 
model of all succeeding ones in the writings of Justin, Theo- 
philus, Tertullian, Minucius, Arnobius, Clemens Alexandrinus, 
and other Christian Apologists. 

— of aréorodo BapydBas kal MatAos] the Apostles, Barnabas 
and Paul. Observe the ‘accuracy of the historian’s language. 
They are never called Apostles till now, after their ordination at 
Antioch. See above on xiii. 2. 

16. rapwxnevais] This form, as wellas tapwxnkéra, is used by 
S. Hippolytus, Philosophumen. p. 337, and de Antichristo, § 2. 

17. xalrovye] and yet. See xvii. 27. *Ayaloupyay, conferring 
benefits. So A, B, C.—Elz. has &yaforo@y. The former read- 
ing seems preferable, as bringing out more clearly the truth, that 
God was not only Maker of what is good, but was also their 
evepyérns or Benefactor. 

— jpiv—juarv] to us—of us. Some Editors read dyiy, to you, 
and suey, of you, from D, BE, G, and a few cursives. But it 
seems to be more in St. Paul’s manner to conciliate his hearers 
by identifying himself with them. The blessings of Providence 
extend to all mankind; and the Apostle, as one of the universal 
family, was a partaker in them, and is thankful for them. In his 

comprehensive largeness of heart he owns every one as a brother. 
His feeling is, 

“Homo sum, humani nihil a me alienum puto.” 

— tero’s—xaipots] showers—seasons. Therefore the ele- 
ments and Seasons are like God’s Apostles and Evangelists in the 
natural world, always preaching His love, wisdom, and power. 
And so otk &udptupoy éautdy adixev. Cp. Acts xxvii. 27. 
Therefore they who fell away to Idolatry, or to Atheism, are 
without excuse. Rom. i. 20. ‘ 

19. A:@doavres Tv TladAoy] having stoned Paul; a punish- 
ment for the part he took in the stoning of Stephen, vii. 58; 
viii. 1. (Woltzog.) 

20. avaordas] having risen up, after being stoned. 2 Cor. xi. 
25, drat eAidacOnv, and cp. 2 Tim. iii. 11, one of the most mar- 
vellous of all his deliverances; after being stoned by his enemies, 
and dragged by them out of the city, and left for dead, he arises, 
and on the morrow goes forth to Derbe—perhaps on foot—a 
journey of some hours. p 

There must have been something strange and perplexing to 
his converts, that a person endued with such marvellous powers 
in action, as St. Paul had just shown at Lystra, should be subject 
to such severe suffering. His afflictions, combined with his mira- 
cles, might disappoint and stagger them. How natural and need- 
ful therefore was it, that soon after these wonderful events he 
should preach on the topic mentioned in v. 22, that “ through 
much fridudation we must enter into the kingdom of God!’’ 

23. xeiporovncavres—mpecButépovs] Cp. 2 Tim. i. 6. Paul 
and Barnabas had the episcopal dignity, and therefore ordained 
not only deacons, but priests. Ammonius, in Caten. p. 240. 

But it has been questioned, whether the word ye:porovla (as 
well as xetpo8eala) signified Ordination in the Apostolic age. 

Its primary signification is election (properly by show of 
hands), and in this sense the verb yeiporoyéw seems to be used 
in 2 Cor. viii. 19; and it is not used in any other passages except 
that and the present, in the N. T. 

But the word mpoxeiporoveiy is used in Acts x. 41, and is 
applied to God Himself, and (as Valck. observes, p. 474) means 
to pre-ordain, or appoint by choice. 

The substantive xetporovia never occurs in the New Test. 
The passages where xetpotoreiy occurs in the Apostolic Fathers, 
do not throw much light on the question. See Jgnat. Phil. 10, 
XEtporovijca OcomperBurny, Polyc. 7. They appear to suppose 
election on the part of the people; whether they do not also sup- 
pose ordination by laying on of hands is not certain. To quote 
the words of Bingham, IV. vi. § 11, “The Greeks call the impo- 



ACTS XIV. 24—28. XV. 1—5. 111 

4 Kat duehOovres tv Hordiav 7Oov cis Tapdudiav: * kal Nadyjoavtes ev 
Ilépyn tov \oyov karéBnoayv eis "Atrdhevav 26 0 KaKkeWev amém\evo-ay €is “AvTi- och. 13. 1, 3. 
, 9 > , a , lal a > , ¥ a > , 

OVelLav, obev noav Tapadedojrevor T™) XapiTe Tov Oeouv €ls TO epyov oO ETA pocar. 

27 PTT, j dé Kal ov J Ny exk\nolavy avynyyeav Ooa €rol. apayevomevor O€ Kal OuvayayorTes THY Exkhyoiay avyyy = pch, 15. 4. 
1 Cor. 16. 9. 
2 Cor. 2. 12. c ‘ > 7 A Y & ¥ a ¥ 00 / 98 P5) / 

noev 6 Oeds peT avTav, kai oT Hvorte Tots EOvEert Vpav mlatews: ™ drézprBov 2°".?. 
x , 3 \ 2 \ a a 

de Xpovov OUK o\tyov Ovv TOLS pabyrats. 

XV. }* Kai twes xarehOovres awd THs “Iovdaias ediSacKov tods adeddovs, a Gen. 17.10. 
ev. 12. 3. 

"Ort ea par) Tepitépvyna be 7G Cer Maviogws, od Sivacbe cwljvar. 
2h 

Gal. 5. 1, 2. 
Phil. 3. 2. 
Col. 2. 8, 11, 16. = lal x lal 

Tevopevns odv otdcews Kat (ytyocews ovK ddiyns To Tlavhw kal TO Shar} I 
a h. 11. 30. 

BapvaBa mpds avrods, erakay dvaBaivew Tladhov cat BapvaBay Kat twas sisi. & 16.4. 
4 > 225A ‘ ‘ > , ‘\ , Toe \ \ a\\ovus €€ airy Tpds Tods amooTddous Kal tpeaBuTépous eis “Iepoveadyp, Tept 
tov Cytypatos TovTov. 

3 Oi pev ody tpoTenpOevtes b7d THS ExkAnolas Sijpxorto THY Gowixyny Kat 
Sapapeav exdimyovpevor thy éemctpodny tov eOvav: * Kal emoiovy yapay c Luke 15.7, 10. TOUT 
peyalnv macau Tots ddeddois. 4° Tlapayevopevor S€ eis “Iepovoady map- ach. 14.27. 
ed€yOnoav id THs exkhynoias Kal Tav admrooTd\wv Kal ToY tpecBuTépwr, 
avyyyeav Te Ova 6 Ocds Erolnce per adTar. 

5 °-E€avéornoay Sé twes TOV amd TIS alpécews TOV Gapioaiwy TEeTLaTEUKOTES, 
*\éyortes Ore Set wepiteuvew adtovs, Tapayyéd\New Te THpEW TOV Vdpov Mavo€ws. ¢ ver. 1. 

sition of hands both xeiporovia and xetpofecia, as may be seen in 
the Canons of the Council of Nice (c. 19) and Chalcedon (c. 15). 

“Yet sometimes these words are distinguished, as by the 
author of the Constitutions, where he says, rpecBurepos xerpobere?, 
ob xetporove?, a presbyter gives imposition of hands, but does not 
ordain. ... . Neither does xetporovla always signify Ordination 
in ancient writers, though it does most commonly so, as Fronto 
Duceus (in Chrysost. hom. 1, ad pop. Antioch. p. 1) and other 
learned persons have showed.” 

The following are the arguments in favour of assigning the 
sense of Ordination to xeiporovncavres—not however as neces- 
sarily here implying the laying on of hands. 

(1) That the nominative case agreeing with that participle is 
Paul and Barnabas. 

(2) That Ordination was performed by Paul (see 2 Tim, 
i. 6), and was to be performed by Timothy, the Bishop of Ephesus 
(see 1 Tim. v. 22). 

(3) That xetporovfcavres was generally understood in this 
sense by Ancient Authors, cp. S. Jerome in Isa. lviii. Theodoret 
H. E.i. 9. S. Jerome, 1. c. says, “ Plerique nostrorum xerpo- 
tovlay, id est ordinalionem clericorum, que non soliim ad impre- 
cationem vocis, sed ad impositionem impletur maniis,—sic intel- 
ligunt, ut assumant testimonium Pauli, Manus cild nemini impo- 
sueris.”” 1 Tim. v. 22. And Chrys. says (in Act. vi. 7), ‘ This 
is xetporovla—viz. the hand is laid on the head; and thus God 
works. His hand touches the head rod xe:porovoupevoy, if xe- 
porovia is rightly administered.” 

(4) The Ancient Versions of this passage authorize this sense. 
Thus Vulg. has “ ciim constituissent presbyteros.”” And Valck., 
p. 474, ‘‘Seniores in Ecclesia constituere, est xeipotoveiv mpecBu- 
tépous.” Cf. 2 Cor. viii. 19. 
— kar’ éxxAnclay] They ordained several Presbyters to each 

Church ; but we hear of only one chief Spiritual Pastor of Crete or 
of Ephesus; and only of one Angel of the several Apocalyptic 
Churches (Rey. ii. 1—18; iii, 1—14). 

— mpecButépovs] Thijs is the first mention in the Acts of the 
Ordination of Presbyters ; but there were Presbyters before this. 
See xi. 30; and cp. xv. 2. 4. 6. 22. 

25. Tlépyn] Perga. See xiii. 13. 
— *Arrddciav] Altaleia, on the coast of Pamphylia, at the 

mouth of the river Catarrhactes; built by Attalus Philadelphus, 
King of Pergamus, in a convenient position for commanding the 
trade of Syria or Egypt. Howson, i. p. 242. 

26. ’Avridxerav, b0ev] Antioch—next after Jerusalem, the 
centre of Christianity—especially of Gentile Christianity. See 
above, xiii. 2, 3; xv. 2. 

27. ivoite—@tpav) opened the door by the Keys of the Christian 
Ministry—a reference to our Lord’s promise of the Keys, par-” 
ticularly to St. Peter (Matt. xvi. 19), by whom first Our Lord 
opened the door of the Church to Jews and Gentiles. 

But we see here that this ‘‘ power of the Keys,’’ and of open- 
ing the door of the Church is ascribed to others also. Cp. Col. 
iv. 3. 

Cu. XV. 1. kal twes—ow8jva1] And certain persons came 
down from Judea (to Antioch) and were teaching the brethren, 
that unless ye be circumcised according to the custom of Moses, 
ye cannot be saved. The assertors of these propositions were 
Pharisees who had embraced the Gospel, see v. 5. According to 
Epiphanius and others, the leader of these was Cerinthus, who 
excited the faithful against Peter (Acts xii. 17) for, baptizing 
Cornelius and the Gentiles, and against Paul for not circumcising 
Titus (Gal. ii. 3). See Epiphan. her. 28 and 30, pp. 111—114, 
Philastrius, de her. 36. S. Aug. de her. in y.; and S. Jerome, 
Epist. 89. Theodoret, her. ii. 3. With Cerinthus was associated 
Ebion, who held the same tenets with regard to the ceremonial 
law. See Epiphan. her. 30, and A Lapide here, and Tillemont, 
Mémoires ii. p. 25. 

A great part of this Chapter is quoted by S. Ireneus, iii. 14. 

2. 7G MatAw cal 7G BapvdéBe] Paul and Barnabas, and Titus 
also was with them, for there is little doubt that this is the visit 
of which St. Paul speaks, in his Epistle to the Galatians, ii. L— 
10. See TIreneus, iii, 13, and Bede, and Bp. Pearson here, p. 
379, ‘fourteen years after St. Paul’s conversion.” Cp. Kitto, 
pp- 299—305, and Meyer, and see the notes below on Gal. ii. 
1—3; and above, Chronol. Table, pp. 24. 26. 

— mpbs tovs d&moardAous kal mpeoBurepous] to the Apostles 
and Presbylers. This expression is repeated four times in this 
chapter (vv. 4. 6. 22, 23. See also xvi. 4). It marks a distine- 
tion between the Apostles and Presbyters or Elders, and a 
superiority of order in the former. Ammonius. 

We may also observe the frequent occurrence of a5eA¢o), 
brethren, in this chapter—denoting the general body or 7A7O0s 
(v. 12) of the Christian Laity. See vv. 1. 3.7. 13. 22, 23. 32, 
33. 36. 40. And thus we have presented to us a view of the pri- 
mitive organization of the Church for settling controversies, 

1. of AmécroAo, the Apostles } with a ‘ vox delibe- 
2. of MpecBirepot, the Presbyters rativa.”” 
3. of AdeAgol, the Brethren, or the Laity, assisting at the 

deliberations (see v. 7. 11), and giving force to the decree of the 
Council by reception of it. 

On this latter point, see further on v, 23. 

This Council of Jerusalem is the model of all succeeding 
ones, except so far as their circumstances may have been modified 
by the renunciation of heathenism on the part of the Governing 
Power of a Country, and by its reception into the Christian 
Church. See Bp. Andrewes on the Authority of Christian 
Princes in summoning Councils, Serm. vii. vol. v. pp. 166—168; 
also Hooker, viii. 5; and the Expositors of the XXIst Artiele. 
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6. cuvhxOnoay of amdoroAo Kal of mpecBirepa] the Apostles 
and the Presbylters were gathered together. 

The first Councix of the CuristrAN CHuRCH. 
The Convention of the Disciples (Acts i. 15) for the election 

of an Apostle, and the assembly for the appointment of Deacons 
(Acts vi. 11) are reckoned by some as Councils (e. g. by Cabas- 
sutius, de Conciliis, cap. i. ed. Lovan. 1776); and some add the 
Assembly at Miletus, Acts xx. 17: but these differ much from 
this Synod at Jerusalem. 

It was a maxim of the Ancient Church “to do nothing with- 
out the Bishop ”"—pndev tvev rod émoxdrov mpdooew (Ignat. ad 
Trall. 2). And (as Grotius observes) at this Council, the Apos- 
tles, although they had a sufficiency of right and of divine gifts in 
themselves, yet have left a lesson to Bishops, to do nothing with- 
out their Presbyters. 

For a Summary of the purport and acts of this Council of 
Jerusalem, see Hooker, IV. xi. 

— idciv] to see; ‘ ut cognoscerent ;”’ the Hebr. yr (yada) is 
often rendered by ideiv in LXX (see Lev. xxiii. 43. Deut. iii. 
19; xxxiv. 6), and from that Hebrew root, the words eZ5w, ef5nui, 
and video, seem to be derived. 

7. Tlérpos] Peter; he rises first to make his defence, having 
deen the first object of attack. See on v. 1. The summoning of 
this Council, and the part taken in it by S¢. Peter, seem to present 
astrong argument against the doctrine of his supremacy; and 
much more against that of the supremacy of the Bishops of Rome, 
who profess to be his successors. 

If St. Peter had been Supreme Head of the Church, and if 
his decrees were absolute and infallible, there was no need of this 
appeal from Antioch (which Romish Divines affirm to have been 
St. Peter’s see) to Jerusalem. There was no occasion for the 
assembling of a Council of Apostles and Presbyters there. Jf 
St. Peter had been, what every one of his so-callee jucces- 
sors professes to be, by virtue of their alleged succession from 
St. Peter —Supreme and Infallible Head of the Church of Christ 
upon earth ; then the appeal would have been to St. Peter him- 
self; and he would not have attended the Council, to make his 
defence before it. And the decree of the Council would not have 
been framed as it is. We should have had a Papal brief, and not 
a Synodical decree. 

The Holy Spirit appears to have taught the Church by this 
history, that in doubtful and controverted matters the appeal is 
not to any single Bishop, even though he be an Apostle, but to a 
Council of the Church; that is to say, to the Holy Ghost Him- 
self, Whose presence and guidance have been promised by Christ 
to the Church, and may be rightly expected by her, when in imi- 
tation of ancient Councils, who placed the Volume of the Gospels 
on a royal throne in the midst of the Conclave, she prays for His 
direction, and regulates her deliberations, as St. James here 
teaches her to do, vv. 16—19, by His Holy Word. 

And whatever has been decreed by Councils of the Church, 
duly constituted, and conducting their deliberations on this prin- 
ciple,—and whatever, having been so decreed by Councils, has 
been received by the consentient voice of the faithful, Clergy and 
Laity, in Christendom, which is the Body of Christ, and has 
taken root in its usage, that may be safely accepted as a true ex- 
position of Christian doctrine. 

It has been indeed alleged, that such principles as these im- 
pute Infallibility to a given body of men, e. g. to a Council ; and 
that these principles are therefore liable, though not in the same 

degree, to the objections urged against the doctrine of Papal Su- 
premacy. But this allegation is erroneous. It confounds two 
things which ought to be kept distinct, viz. @ posteriori Iner- 
rancy, and @ priori Infallibility. The Romish theory asserts that 
the Pope is infallible,—i. e. that he cannot err in any thing that 
he may decree ea cathedrd,as Pope; whether or no, what he has 
decreed, may be subsequently received by the consent of Christen- 
dom. But no such authority is rightly claimed for a Council. 
It cannot be said a priori, that a Council, or any given body 
of men, however wise or holy, who meet together, may not err. 
But it may be justly asserted, that when Councils are duly con- 
stituted and convened, and ground their deliberations on Holy 
Scripture ; and when what they decree, is @ posteriori received by 
the faithful, and becomes part of the Code of the Church, then 
what is so determined and received, is not erroneous, but true. 

— ad’ jucpav apxatwy| from primitive days,—the beginning 
of the Gospel. See xi. 15, év &px7j, at the beginning, or the Day 
of Pentecost. xxi. 16, &pxalw mabyrf. Phil. iv. 15, ev apxp 
tov evayyeAlov. For the faci of St. Peter’s selection, see Acts x. 
20; xi. 12—15. 

St. Peter refers to Christ’s promise to him, that he should 
open the kingdom of heaven with the keys of the Word and 
Sacraments. Matt. xvi. 19. 
— moreboa] To be engrafted in His Church on their pudlie 

profession of faith in Christ. See on xiii. 48. 
8. euaptipnoer adrois] He bare witness to them by the visible 

descent of the Holy Spirit upon them, “as upon us at the be- 
ginning,’’ Acts x. 44, 45; xi. 15. 

10. i weipdere Thy Ocdv] Why do ye tempt God, Who has 
already declared His pleasure in this matter, by His vision to me 
and to Cornelius, and by the descent of the Holy Ghost on him, 
and on other Gentiles evangelized by my ministry? Acts x. 44; 
xi. 15. Why do ye tempt Him, by controverting what He has 
decided, and by resisting His will? 

— (vydv] The yoke of the Ceremonial Law; instead of the 
xpenords Cuvyds, ‘of Christ.’ Matt. xi. 29, 30. 
— ok icxtoapev] had not strength to bear—not a complaint 

of divine severity, but a confession of human infirmity. Cp. Phil. 
iv. 13. 

ll. *Inood] Elz. adds Xpiorod, which is not in A, B, E, G, H. 
The hope of salvation (rod cw8ijva) is expressed emphatically by 
the word "Ingois, or Saviour, standing alone. 

13. "IdkwBos] James. The Bishop of Jerusalem. (Chrys.) It 
is probable that as such he was President of the Council; and 
see St. Paul’s words, Gal. ii. 9, concerning this assemblage, where 
he places James first. r 

(1) The first argument (for the reception of the Gentiles on 
equal terms with Jews, and without the imposition of the cere- 
monial law, now fulfilled in Christ) was the Nature of the Law 
itself, which even they to whom it was given were too weak to 
bear (v. 10). 

(2) The second was from God’s choice, that the Gentiles 
should be evangelized by Peter (vv. 7, 8). 

(3) The third is from the visible signs of God’s approval, 
manifested in the miracles wrought by Him, through the instru- 
mentality of Barnabas and Paul, in preaching to the Gentiles, 

(4) The fourth argument, stated by James, vv. 16—19, is 
from ancient prophecy, foretelling the restoration of the house of 
David in the evangelization of the world: and to this St. James 
adds,— 
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(5) A fifth, the crowning argument of all, derived from 
God’s own attributes, His universal Knowledge, and Care, and 
everlasting Love, for what He has made (rd épyov airoi, v. 18). 
And since He is the Maker and Father of the Gentiles, as weil as 
of the Jews, therefore (hey are objects of His Love even from the 
beginning. 

14. Suuedv] Simeon, jirnd, i.e. Simon Peter. See 2 Pet. 

i. 1. St. James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, uses the Hebrew 
form in deference to the Jews. Simon, the Apostle of the 
Circumcision, he who has not changed his name, like Saul 
the Apostle of the Gentiles, but retains his original Hebrew 
appellation, although Pefros is added to it, he with all his 
Jewish habits and prepossessions, has shown what God has done 
by him among the Gentiles. And now hear what your own He- 
brew Prophets say to the same effect. He has been a true Simeon, 
hearing and obeying God ; imitate him. 

This is the last mention of St. Peter in the Acts of the 
Apostles. For some notices of his subsequent history, see below, 
Introduction to his first Epistle, and notes on | Pet. v. 13, and 
2 Pet. i. 13. 

—Aadvy] Elz. adds em, which is not in A, C, D, E. The 
sense is, to take a people for His own Name, from the Gentiles ; 
a saying best illustrated by our Lord’s command to His Apostles, 
to go and baptize all Nations in the One Name of the Triune 
God. 

16. thy oxnvhy] = m20, tugurium, tabernaculum, domum. 

The word is not palace, but /ent, to show the low estate to which 
the house of David had been reduced, when raised up into the 
Universal Church by Christ: cf. Isa. liv. 2. The Tabernacle of 
David is the Church of God, to be raised up in the Seed of David, 
which is Christ, the Eternal Word, Who pifched His tent in 
our Nature (John i. 14) in the house of David, and so raised up 
for ever the tabernacle of our fallen humanity (Gcumen. p. 123, 
and compare Hengstenberg, Christol. iii. 227), and in Whom all 
Nations are blessed. 

This is a remarkable interpretation of Hebrew Prophecies ; 
an interpretation delivered at Jerusalem itself, by the Apostle 
St. James, the first Bishop of Jerusalem. And it declares that 
the true Restoration of the Tabernacle of David is to be found in 
the reception of the residue of the human family, and in the 
flowing-in of al/ Nations, whether Jew or Gentile, into the Church 
of Christ. Is not this a divine declaration on the true “ Restora- 
tion of the Jews?” 

Amos ix. 12 says, Of MNthNN Wh yD), ul possideant 
residuum Edom, et omnes gentes super quas invocalum est nomen 
Meum in eas, Dominus divit, which the LXX renders 67s 
éxCnrhowow of kardAouroa Tay avOpdxwy Kal mdvta Ta vn, ed? 
obs eriucéxAntat Td bvoud wou en’ abrous, Aéyer Kijpios 6 mommy 
ravra. On this paraphrase see above on Amos ix. 11, 12. 

It has been supposed by some that the LXX read ox for 
Dims, and y2hyp for why, but this supposition is not necessary 

(see Pococke, Port. Mos. iv. p. 46). mx is often the note of the 
nominative case; and the LXX Version, which is sometimes a 
Targum or Paraphrase, regards Zdom as a general representative 
of those who were alien from God. 

St. James and St. Luke adopt that Version, as not contrary 
to the mind of the Spirit, and indeed as expressing that mind, 
declared in numerous other places of Holy Scripture (quoted by 
Mr. Grinfield), which are almost identical in sense with the words 
of the LXX. See, for instance, Ps. Ixxxvi. 9, wdvra 7a €Ovn boa 
érolncas, ijkovet kal xporxuvicovat, cal dofdcouc: 7d bvoud cov. 
Ps, xxii. 31; cii. 18. Isa. xliii. 7. 

17. eg’ obs—ez’ abrots] a Hebraism retained by the LXX, 
from the original of Amos. Cf. ob—airod | Pet. ii. 24. Rev. 
vii. 2; xiii. 12. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 546. The abrois gives an 
emphasis to the relative,—even upon them, Cp, Winer, p. 14. 

Vou. I.—Parr LU. 

| etdwAdOurov Acts xxi. 25. 

— aia] these things. Elz. adds mdvra, all, which is not in 
A, B, C, D, nor in Jreneus, 1. c. The quotation from Amos ends 
at TaUra. And the comment of St. James begins at yrwordv. 

18. yrwordy an aidvds eort TH OeG 1d Epyov adrov] known 
Jrom eternity to God is His own work. This reading, which is 
adopted by Lachmann (with the omission of éoriv) and by Bor- 
nemann, is authorized by A (omitting éori) and by D, and by 
Treneus, iii. 14, who has “ Cognitum 4 seeculo Deo est opus 
Ejus,” and by Vuly., Arm., Syr., omitting 7@ Kupio. yveotd 
ar’ ai@vos, Sinait. B, C, which omit the rest of the clause. E 
has yword am aidvds €oTt TG OcG mavTa Ta Epya adtoi, which 
is the reading of Elz. 

The emphatic words are yrwardy, known, and Epyov, work. 
God is the Maker of all; and He, the common Father of all, 
knows (i. e. not only foresees, but cares for and loves, v1), novit, 
dilexit, Gen. xviii. 19. Exod. i. 8; ii. 25; xxxiii. 12.17. Hos. 
vy. 4, and passim) from the beginning, not only the Jews, but all 
men; and not only men, but His works generally, i.e. every 
thing that He has made. His mercy is over all His works from 
everlasting. He hateth nothing that He hath made. See above, 
on v. 13. 

The argument of St. James is, therefore, The decree that 
I propose is nothing new, but is based on the foundation of 
God’s eternal Foreknowledge of, and Universal Love to, all His 
Creatures. 

19. ey «plyw] ‘ego censeo ;’ I give as my sentence. Cp. xvi. 4, 
Sbymara Ta Kekpimeva brd TaV arogTéAwY Kal T@Y mper- 
Burépwy, and xxi. 25, kptvayvres undtv TowdTov Thpetv, words 
which show that no single voice of any one Apostle (James, or 
Peter, or Paul) was predominant over the rest. 

20. adAtoynudrwy] A word peculiar to the N. T. and the LXX 
Version of the Old. See Dan.i. 8. Mal. i. 7. 12, explained by 

It is derived from GAtoyéw, which the 
LXX use for 5x3, ‘‘ vedimo sanguine (a remarkable intimation of 
redemption by the effusion of blood), sanguinem effundo, et 
sanguine effuso rhaculare, ideOque contaminare’’ (Zeph. iii. 1. 
Isa, Ixiii. 3). 

The Greek GAioyéw appears to be derived from an unused 
root, aAiw, i. q. KvAlw, volvo, to wallow in the BdpBopos or mire 
of uncleanness, especially in blood. See Valck. here, and cp. 
KvAtoa, BopBédpov, 2 Pet. ii. 22. 

On the reason and obligation of the Decree with regard to 
things offered to idols, see note on myikTod Kal aluaros, v. 20. 

— is mwopvetas] fornication. This injunction was rendered 
necessary by the then condition of the Gentile World. Cp. 1 Thess. 
iv. 5. ph. iv. 18, 19. A striking proof of moral depravity in 
what was called an enlightened age. 

See Bp. Sanderson's excellent remarks (Serm. vi. ad Popu- 
lum, § 9, vol. iii. p. 220), where, after showing by examples, into 
what a state of moral blindness and degradation the Heathen 
Nations had sunk in that age of intellectual light (a solemn 
warning to other Nations), in their connivance at this deadly sin, 
and it may be added, even in their consecration of it by religious 
rites, of temple, priest, and sacrifice (e.g. at Corinth, Paphos, 
Cyprus), he proceeds to say, “Out of this consideration, the 
Apostles in that first Council holden at Jerusalem, thought it 
needful by Ecclesiastical Canon, among some other indifferent 
things for the Church’s peace, to lay this restraint upon the con- 
verted Gentiles, that they should abstain from fornication. 

“Not, as if fornication were in itself an indifferent thing, as 
those other things were; or as if those other things were, in them- 
selves, and simply, unlawful, as fornication was. But the Apostles 
did therefore join fornication and those other indifferent things in 
the same Canon, because the Gentiles accounted fornication a 
thing as indifferent as what was most indifferent,” 
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— Tod muiKTOv, Kai TOD aluaros] i.e. from blood, whether in 
the animal s/rang/ed (i. e. so that the blood is not allowed to issue 
from it when killed), or blood poured out from it. 7d muixtdy 
was regarded as a delicacy by the Gentiles. Cp. Casaubon ad 
Athen. ii. c. 24. 

The foundation of this prohibition is in the command given 
to Noah (Gen. ix. 4), and renewed in the Law. Lev. iii. 17; 
vii. 26; xvii. 10; xix. 26. Deut. xii. 16. 23. 1 Sam. xiv. 33; 
and see the passages from the Rabbis in Lightfoot, ii. G97. 

Things which are not unlawful in themselves, but indifferent, 
may Jecome inexpedient and evil, ‘‘ per accidens, ratione scan- 
dali.”’ ‘‘ Every creature of God is good, and nothing to be re- 
fused’ (1 Tim. iv. 4), and ‘all things are lawful to me,’’ says 
St. Paul, ‘but all things are not expedient” (1 Cor. vi. 12; x. 
23); and if they are prohibited by lawful authority they are un- 
lawful to me who am subject to that authority. 

This was the case, in primitive times, with meats offered to 
Idols, and with blood; an abstinence from which had been com- 
manded before the Law, by three of the seven precepts given to 
Noah, as the Jews affirm. See Seder Olam in Selden de Jure 
Heb. vii. 3, p. 809. Gieseler, Eccles. Hist. § 17, note 7, and 
§ 26, note 6. 

This Apostolic decree to abstain from blood was carefully 
observed for some time after the Apostolic age. 

“‘1t was the custom of the Christian Church, almost till the 
time of S. Augustine, to abstain from eating of blood, in com- 
pliance with the rule given by the Apostles to the Gentile Con- 
verts. Therefore by the most ancient laws of the Church all 
clergymen were obliged to abstain from it, under pain of degrada- 
tion. This is evident from the Apostolical Canons (Can. 69), 
and those of the Council of Gangra (Can. 19), and of Trullo 
(Can. 67). But this was looked upon by some only as a ¢em- 
porary injunction; so it appears from S. Augustine (c. Faust. 
xxxii. 13) that in his time it was of no force in the African Church. 
For he says that in his time few men thought themselves under 
any obligation to observe it. . . . He that would see more about 
it may consult Curcelleus, de esu sanguinis, cap. 13.’’ Bingham, 
xvii. 5. 15. And ep. the authorities in Howson, 262, 3, whence 
it appears that the Greek Church still maintains the obligation of 
the Apostolic decree concerning abstinence from blood. 

The Apostles thought it expedient to require from the Gen- 
tile Christians an abstinence from these things; for divers 
reasons — 

(1) Because the eating of things offered to idols (known to 
be such) was almost unavoidably connected.with the worship of 
idols, See 1 Cor. viii. 10. 

(2) Because the eating of things strangled, and blood, would 
have revolted the Jewish Christians from intercourse with them, 
and so have been a hindrance to Church-Unity. 

(3) Because the Apostles desired to show the Jewish Con- 
verts that they had a fender regard for their scruples, especially 
when grounded on Ante-Levitical Law and Usage; and there was 
a reasonable hope, that ¢herefore the Jewish Christians, on their 
side, would be more disposed to comply with the Apostles in nod 
enforcing on the Gentile Christians the Rite of Circumcision 
and the other ceremonies of the Levitical Law. 

On these points, see Augustine (c. Faust. xxxii. 13), and 
Hooker (Preface, iv. 5 and IV. xi. 5), who says, ‘ The Apostles 
did not impose upon the Churches of the Gentiles any part of the 
Jews’ ordinances with bond of necessary and perpetual observation 
(as we all both by doctrine and practice acknowledge), but only 
in respect of the conveniency and fitness of the presend state of 
the Church, as it then stood.” 

Again Hooker (Serm. iii. p. 619) says, ‘A positive Jaw is 
that which bindeth them that receive it, in such things as might 
before have been either done or not done without offence, but 
not after, during the time it standeth in force. Such were those 
Church Constitutions concerning strangled and blood. But 
there is no person whom, nor fime wherein, a law natural doth 
not bind.” 

On this important question, involving a discussion of the 
fundamental principles of Law, and of the duty and right of 
Conscience, see also Bp. Sanderson, Serm. vy. ad Pop. iii. 
p. 160, § 16, and p. 169, “The Apostles in the first Council 
holden at Jerusalem, /aid upon the Churches for a time a re- 
straint from the eating of blood, and things sacrificed to idols and 
strangled.” 

It may be noticed here, that the Apostles would not have 
prohibited the Gentile Churches the eating of dlood, in this 
unqualified manner, if they had believed in a carnal presence of 
flesh and blood in the Holy Lucharist. Therefore this Decree 
of the First Council of the Christian Church may be rightly 
appealed to, as containing a primitive protest against the Romish 
dogma of Transubstantiation. 

21. Mwicijs yap] For Moses, from primitive ages, hath in every 
cily those who preach him, in that he is read in the synagogues 
every Sablath-day. We will send by letter these decrees to the 
Gentile Christians, but it is not necessary to transmit them to 
the Jewish Christians, because they have them already in sub- 
stance in the Pentateuch, which they hear every Sabbath-day 
(Chrys.); or, as Cassiodor. expresses it, ‘‘ sufficere Mosi, quod 
ejus nomen in Synagoga omni Sabbato cum veneratione nomina- 
tur.” This interpretation is confirmed by the words in v. 23, 
tois &beApois tots e— €@vav. The Decrees do not appear to have 
been sent to the Jewish Christians. 

The Jews in all parts of the world have enjoyed the mani- 
fold blessings of Divine Revelation, for many ages. The season 
is now arrived for a communication of egual spiritual benefits 
to the Gentile World. 

This clause may also intimate—that it was necessary to 
frame and transmit these Decrees to the Gentile Christians, be- 
cause the Law of Moses is always sounding every where, from 
ancient times, in the Synagogues; and because the Mosaic Law 
has therefore, from its venerable antiquity and wide-spread dif- 
fusion, great influence, even in heathen countries; and because 
it could not be expected that the Jewish Christians would com- 
municate, as brethren, with those who set that Law at defiance 
even in those things which were anterior to that Law, and be- 
longed either to the Patriarchal dispensation, or even to the 
Natural Law. No offence was to be given to them. 

Further, by this honourable reference to Moses and the Law, 
on the part of the Church at Jerusalem—while she was declaring 
the non-odligation of the ceremonial Law on the Gentile Chris- 
tians—the Jews and Jewish Christians would be conciliated, and 
might reasonably infer that there was good reason for the non- 
exaction of Circumcision from the Gentiles on their reception 
into the Church. See Chrys. 
— knpiooovtas—avayivworduevos| He is preached by being 

read. An apostolic statement of the important truth vindicated 
by Hooker (E. P. V. xix.), that public Reading of Holy Scrip- 
ture is Preaching. 

22. Sidav] Silas or Silvanus, a mpopirns (see v. 32), and 
afterwards the companion of St. Paul (xv. 40; xvi 19. 25; 
xvii. 4), and associated with him in the preambles of his Epistles. 
See 1 Thess. i. 1. 2 Thess. i. 1, and on Phil. i 1, p. 335. See 
also | Pet. v. 12. 

This name is always written ZiAas in the History of the Acts, 
where the word occurs thirteen times; and Z:Aovavds by St. Paul 
and St. Peter. On the contractions of proper names, see Winer, 
Gr. Gr. § 16, p. 93. Examples in the New Test. are "AwoAAds 
for -dvios, "Apreuas for -[Swpos, Nuudas for -d5wpos, Znvas for 
-d5wpos, "Erappas for -dd:T0s, Aovxas for Lucanus. Cp. note 
below, on Titus iii. 13. 

— &vdpas jyyounévous] A strong proof (as Alford well ob- 
serves) that Silas was not (as some have imagined) the Author 
of the Acts of the Apostles. 

23. Kai of adeAqoi] and the brethren. This is the reading of 
Eilz., supported by E, G, H, and the great body of Cursive MSS., 
and the Syriac, Coptic, and A2thiopic Versions; and is retained 
by Tisch. and Bloom/- 
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This being the case, and this passage being one which has 
been made the subject of controversial disputation, I have deemed 
it best to leave the Text as it stands in the commonly received 
edition ; and to accompany it with a statement of the evidence 
concerning the retention of the «al of, so that the reader may 
form his own judgment on the matter. 

The «al is not in D, and the words xai of are not found in 
A, B, C, nor in the Vulgate and Armenian Versions; por in 
Jveneus, iii. 14, nor Origen, c. Cels. p. 396 (see Wetstein and 
Mill, proleg 1350). They have therefore not been admitted by 
Lachmann, Bornemann, and Alford. And this reading, which 
omits xal of, seems to be confirmed by infernal evidence,— 

(1) @ priori, Paul and Barnabas are said to go up ‘to the 
Apostles aud Elders at Jerusalem (xv. 2) concerning this question.” 

(2) The “ Apostles and Elders”’ are said’ “to have met 
together to consider this matter”’ (xv. 6). 

(3) @ posteriori, Paul is said to have gone through the 
Cities, delivering to them to keep the Decrees determined by 
“the Apostles and Elders at Jerusalem” (xvi. 4). 

This triple mention of Apostles and Elders, without the 
addition of any other party, is significant ; 

It seems to indicate that ‘the Apostles and Elders” consti- 
tuted the Council, as far as deliberative voice and definitive sen- 
tence were concerned ; and therefore the Decree was promulgated 
in their names, i.e. of Apostles and brethren who were elders, 
And this interpretation is confirmed by the subsequent usage 
of the Christian Church in Synods. See Bingham (u. 19. 11— 
13), “It is agreed on all hands by unprejudiced persons, that 
Presbyters had liberty to sit and deliberate with Bishops in Pro- 
rincial Councils.” See above on v. 6. 

And, as Alp. Cranmer says (in Bp. Burnet’s History of the 
Reformation, ec, i. 353), ‘* In all the Antient Councils of the Church 
in matters of Faith and Interpretation of Scripture, no man made 
definilirve subscription but Bishops and Priests, forsomuch as the 
jeclaration of the Word of God appertains unto them.’’ See also 
Hooker, VIII. vi. 8, and VIII. vi. 12, “It cannot in any reason 
seem otherwise than most fit, that unto Ecclesiastical Persons 
the care of devising Ecclesiastical Laws be committed.” 

So Dr. Field writes ; ‘‘ Our adversaries (the Romanists) say 
that the Protestants affirm that Laymen ought not only to be 
present in General Councils, but also to have decisive voices as 
well as they of the Clergy ; and thereupon they charge us with 
great absurdity.” 

“It is agreed, that Ministers only have decisive voices in 
Councils, in sort before expressed.’’ So also Bp. Beveridge 
(Codex Canonum yindicatus 1678, p. xx), ‘ Laiei ad judicium 
de doctriné aut disciplini Ecclesiastica. ferendum nunquam ad- 
missi sunt.” And so Dr. Field adds (on the Church, v. c. 49, 
p. 646, ed. 1635), ‘ The persons that may be present are of divers 
sorts; for some there are with authority to teach, define, pre- 
rcribe, and to direct. Others are there to hear, set forward, and 
consent unto that which is there done. In the former sort, none 
but only Ministers of the Word and Sacraments are present in 
Councils, and they only have deciding and defining voices; but 
in the latter sort, Laymen also may be present; whereupon we 
shall find that Bishops and Presbyters subscribe in this sort; 
* Ego, N. definiens subscripsi;’ but the Emperor, or any other 
Lay person, ‘ Ego, N. consentiens subscripsi.’ ”” 

And this has been the practice from time immemorial in 
England. See Bp. Kennett’s Eccles. Synods, ed. London, 1701, 
Part i. p. 249, where he says, ‘‘ By collating the history of all our 
Saxon Councils, it is easy to discover, that, if the subject of any 
laws was for the outward peace and temporal government of the 
Church, such laws were properly ordained by the King and his 
great Council of Clergy and Laity intermixed, as our Acts of 
Parliament are still made. But if there was any doctrine to be 
tried, or any exercise of pure discipline to be reformed, then the 
Clergy of the great Council departed into a separate Synod; and 
there being the same men in a different and sole capacity, they 
ected as proper Judges within the power of the keys. Only when 

they had thus provided for the state of Religion, they brought 
their Canons from the Synod back again to the Council, to be 
ratified by the King with advice of his great men; and so wisely 
made the Constitutions of the Church to be Laws of the Realm. 
I cannot imagine that the Saxon National Assemblies were any 
more mixed Councils than our English Parliaments are. Theirs 
had authority not only in Civil matters, but in all external Church 
affairs; so have ours. Yet theirs did not meddle with Doctrines 
or Spiritual Discipline, nor will ours. 

“The Norman’s Revolution made indeed no change in this 
respect. The Conqueror in his great councils had his spiritual 
and his temporal Barons; and they jointly advised him upon all 
the exigencies of preserving the peace, and advancing the interest 
of Church and State. But when matters arose that were purely 
spiritual, then the King allowed a Legate or an Arch-Bishop to 
meet the other Prelates in a distinct Synod, and there to act as 
the Church Representative.” 

These are the principles which regulate the proceedings of 
the Church of England in her Convocations, where Bishops and 
Presbyters sit and deliberate as Brethren ; but no Canon tramed 
by them has force of law in the Courts of the Realm, unless it is 
received and ratified by the Crown. 

— adeAqgois] to the brethren. The inculeation of the word 
brethren in the Preamble of this Decree of the first Council of 
the Church, and in this Chapter generally (where it occurs no less 
than eleven times), was probably designed to show, that, in order 
to settle Church Controversies, Bishops, and Presbyters, and 
People, should ever remember, that, although there are divers 
degrees and orders in the Church,—yet all its members are Bre- 
thren. Cp, Matt. xxiii. 8. John xx. 17. Acts vii. 26. 

— xalpew] greeling ; ‘salvere.’ Used in the N. T. only by St. 
James, i. 1; perhaps a sign that he had the principal part in 
framing the decree. 

25, 26. civ Trois ayarnrois judy Bapvdfa Kal ThatA@, avOpd- 
mois—Ingov Xpictov] with our beloved Barnabas and Paul, 
men who have hazarded their lives for the name of our Lord 
Jesus Christ. A remarkable testimony. The first Christians 
were not wont to praise one another in public. But on the pre- 
sent occasion, such an attestation, especially to St. Paul, was sea- 
sonable and appropriate. It was a reply to the eharges of the 
Judaizers against him. It was a public declaration on the part 
of the other Apostles at Jerusalem, that St. Paul's claims to divine 
revelations, and to an apostolic mission, were true; and that there 
was no difference of opinion, or disparity in dignity, between him 
and the Twelve who had ‘seen the Lord”’ on earth. Such a 
declaration was called for.. See ix. 26. 

28. dote TH Mvevuari TH aylw kal juiv] it seems good to the 
Holy Ghost and to us; to us inspired by the Holy Ghost, to us 
His ministers and organs for declaring the truth,—a mode of ex- 
pression not uncommon in the Old Testament, where we read, 
“The people believed the Lord and His servant Moses,’’ Exod. 
xiv. 31. “The sword of the Lord and of Gideon,” Judges vii. 
18. 20. ‘The people feared the Lord and Samuel,” 1 Sam. xii. 
18. (Severus.) Compare the language of St. John, 3rd Epistle, v. 12. 

This expression ‘‘it seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to 
us”’ is an Apostolic statement of the true doctrine of Inspiration. 
The Apostles were inspired by God, but they did not lose their 
personal identity. The Auman element was not absorbed into 
the divine ; but it was spiritualized and transfigured by it. 

There is-also another reason for the addition of the word us 
here. We,—though Jews by birth and education, and of the 
Circumcision,—we declare that the Gentiles are not to be circum- 
cised. (Chrys.) 

The English Convocation rightly prays, ‘‘ Concede ut Spiritus 
Tuus, Qui Concilio olim Apostolico, huic nostro etiam nunc in- 
sideat.”” But it cannot be held with Bellarmine (de Concil. ii. c. 
2) that Councils of the Church now are entitled to adopt the 
words of the text in the framing of Canons. See Hooker, VIL 
vi. 7. Abp. Laud against Fisher, § 33. Hammond, i. p. 558, 
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88. Htlov—ph] Stronger than ov i£tov. 
right nod to take him. 
— toirov] this man. 

the end of the sentence. 
89. wapotvouds| a sharp contention. mapotvouds, odk exOpa 

(@cum.),—i. e. it was only a transitory ebullition of a natural 
infirmity of temper; ‘‘ exacerbatio, non odium.’’ 

On some circumstances, which had probably led to this con- 
tention of Paul and Barnabas, see above on xii. 12, and compare 
Gal. ii. 1—11, for the preparatory history. 

It appears that, as is often the case, one contention led to 
another ; 

(1) St. Paul had recently resisted St. Peter at Antioch, and 
had “rebuked him to the face, because he was to be blamed.” 
As Bede says (on Acts xv.): ‘‘His diebus impletum est, quod 
Apostolus Paulus ait, ‘Cum venisset Cephas Antiochiam in faciem 
ei restiti.’”? (Gal. ii. 11.) 

(2) St. Paul had opposed St. Barnabas, who had then been 
led away by St. Peter’s example. (Gal. ii. 13.) 

(3) That contention was soon followed by another (viz.) with 
reference to St, Mark, who was aveyuidbs to Barnabas. 

He was deeming it 

Emphatic, and therefore reserved for 

On the narrative of this contention it may be observed, 
(1) That in St. Luke we have a faithful annalist, who when 

writing the history of the Apostles does not disguise their frailties, 
nor those of a brother Evangelist, St. Mark. 

(2) That a religion is true, which is not damaged by a strife 
of its chief Teachers, but, under God’s Providence, is more widely 
disseminated in consequence of a difference, which, if that religion 
had been of human origin, would have been very baneful to it. 

(3) That the Apostles, and other first Preachers of Chris- 
tianity, were not exempt from human infirmities; and thus the 
excellency of the power of the Gospel, in the wonderful change, 
moral, social, and religious, which it has wrought on the world, is 
seen more clearly to be of God. (2 Cor. iv. 7.) 

(4) That the Inspiration of the Apostles and Evangelists, in 
what they wrofe for the instruction of the Church, and in what 
was received by the Spirit of Christ in the Church, as Canonical 
Scripture, is displayed more clearly by the fact, that in what they 
did, they were not always exempt from human frailty, nor were 
supposed to be so by the Church, which received their writings as 
divine. 

They had their treasure in earthen vessels. (2 Cor. iv. 7.) 
“The strength of God was made perfect in their weakness.” 
(2 Cor. xii. 9.) ‘ Paulus severior,” says Jerome, ‘‘ Barnabas 
elementior ; uterque in suo sensu abundat; et tamen dissensio 
habet aliquid humane fragilitalis.” Ady. Pelag. lib. ii. p. 522. 

Paul may have erred in his contention with Barnabas, as he 
did err in his pleading before Ananias (Acts xxiii. 3); and both 
these incidents are recorded by the Holy Spirit writing by St. 
Luke. But there is no error in what was delivered by the Holy 
Ghost, through the agency of St. Paul, to the Church, as Canonical 

Scripture, and has been received by the Body of Christ, the Church 
Universal, as such; see below on Gal. ii. at end of the chapter. 

(5) That we are not to be scandalized or falter in the faith, 
if Christian Teachers differ among themselves. There is but One 
Teacher, whose Charity never failed or was disturbed—Christ. 
“ Soli Dei Filio servabatur sine delicto permanere.”” (Tertullian, 
de Prescr. 3.) Peter was rebuked by Paul (Gal. ii. 11); Paul 
and Barnabas strove. And if even Apostles sometimes differed, 
why need we be perplexed by occasional dissensions between 
other holy men, such as 8. Cyprian and S. Cornelius, S. Cyril 
and Theodoret, S. Jerome and S. Augustine, S. Chrysostom and 
S. Epiphanius? Rather let the sight of such differences stimulate 
the faith and hope of Christians. Let it induce them to raise 
their eyes from the Church militant on earth to the Church glori 
fied in heaven, and from the transitory strifes of Time to the 
never-ending peace of Eternity. 

(6) That the strife of Paul and Barnabas was afterwards 
healed, and that St. Mark was recovered to the love and esteem 
of St. Paul. We find Mark with St. Paul, when he addressed the 
Colossians (iv. 10; cp. Philemon 24), to whom he had written 
concerning him, and to whom he commends him. And per- | 
haps there is something significant in the terms by which he 
there describes him, ‘‘ Mark, kinsman to Barnabas ;” as if to 
intimate that Barnabas had acted a kinsman’s part in his ten- 
derness to his relative; and to show his love for Barnabas as 
well as Mark. And at last St. Paul, who once would not ‘ake 
Mark with him because ‘he had departed from them, and did 
not go with them to the work,” afterwards sent for him to Rome, 
and desired Timothy to take, and bring him, “ for he is profitable 
to me for the ministry ’’ (2 Tim. iv. 11), and eventually St. Mark 
preached, and probably died as a Martyr, at Alexandria. Tid/e- 
mont, ii. 238. 

(7) We find also at the close of the Apostolic history, Silas 
(whom S¢. Paul chose instead of Mark) associated as “ the faith- 
ful brother”? by St. Peter, with St. Mark, who was St. Peler’s 
“son in the faith.” See on 1 Pet. v. 13, and Introduction to 
that Epistle, p. 43. ; 

(8) As to the parts taken respectively in this rapofucuds by 
St. Paul and St. Barnabas, we may adopt the words of Tertu/- 
han: “ Viderint ii, qui de Apostolis judicant; mihi non tam 
bené est, imd non tam maleé est, ut Apostolos committam,”” (De 
Preescr. 24.) Or, as Chrys. says, rods a&ylous bBpiCw; ph yévorro. 
‘O MladAos eChre: 7d Sixatov, 5 BapyaBas Td piddvOpwrov: and he 
well adds, rdvuv @péAee Thy Mdpkoy 7 waxy arn, Td mev MavAov 
poBepby eréotpepey adrov, Tod dt BapyadBa xpnorby enolic 
annette Grorepbjvary pdxovrar uty, mpds ty dt TEAos aravTg Td 
xépdos. It pleased the God of Justice and Mercy to bless the 
efforts of both Paul and Barnabas. And now, all the mapoé- 
vowds of human passion has passed away for ever, and all the 
fruits of justice and of love, of repentance and of zeal, of honesty 
and of truth, remain, and will never fail. The two brother Apos- 
tles, Paul and Barnabas, and the two Evangelists, St. Mark and 
St. Luke, are united in the joys of Paradise—never to be severed 
more. So may all differences in the Church cease ! 
— BapvdBav] Barnabas. The last notice of Barnabas in the 

Acts. ‘The historian takes leave of him, as he first mentions 
him (iv. 36), in convexion with his native country, Cyprus. 
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40. S{aav] Silas; associated with Paul, in room of Barnabas ; 
and soon after, Timothy also in the room of Mark. See xvi. 1. 

Thus the great Head of the Church overrules even the strifes 
of Christians, and makes them conducive to the spread of Chris- 
tianity, and to the good of His faithful people. 

Another source of comfort and of hope in times of division. 

Cu. XVI. 1. kai iS0%] and lo! introducing the mention of a 
gift from heaven to Paul, in the place of what he had lost, in his 
separation from Barnabas and Mark. See on xv. 40. 

— éke?] there at Lystra. Some have inferred from Acts xx. 
4, that Timothy was of Derbe: but the present text appears to 
state that his domicile was at Lystra. And St. Paul connects 
Timothy with Lystra and Iconium (not mentioning Derbe) in 
2 Tim. iii. 11. And here Timothy is said to have had a good 
testimony from the brethren of Lystra and Iconium: Lystra 
in both passages being placed first. See further on 2 Tim. iii. 
Ik 
— yuvaixds lovdalas] of a woman who was a Jewess ; Eunice. 

2 Tim. i. 5. j 
2. bs euaprupeiro] who was well reported of by the brethren 

in Lystra and Iconium. Timothy was well reported of by men, 
and was pointed out to St. Paul by prophecy, 1 Tim. i. 18; and 
was personally acquainted with St. Paul’s doings and sufferings at 
Iconium and Lystra. See 2 Tim. iii. 11. 

3. repiéreuev aitdy] he circumcised him, not from any suppo- 
sition of the necessity of Circumcision, at this time, but because 
nothing profiteth without Charity ; and because all things are to 
be done for edification, and no offence is to be given to any. 
Therefore he circumcised Timothy. But Tilus, being a Greek, 
was not compelled to be circumcised. See Gal. ii. 3. 

By circumcising Timothy St. Panl showed that he did not 
condemn those who still continued to observe the Levitical Law. 
(Cp. 1 Cor. ix. 20.) By not circumcising Titus he showed that 
he would not enforce that Law, and would communicate with 
those who judged it to be abrogated, and did not observe it. He 
thus showed both charity and courage; and declared the true 
character of the Law, as preparatory to the Gospel. See below 
on Gal. ii. 3—15, and the review of that chapter, pp. 53—55, 
and 1 Cor, ix. 20. He circumcised him in order that, preaching 
the Gospel, he might abrogate circumcision. mepiéreuev abtoy 
tva xeprrouhy KabéAn says Chrys. ap. Clem. Alex. Strom. vii. 9. 

— “EAAnv iviipxev] he was by birth a Greek. Being a Gen- 
tile, by his father’s side, and being trained in the truth by his 
mother, a Jewish believer, Timothy was qualified by his parentage 
to conciliate Jews and Gentiles, and to bring them to Christ. 

6. B:5jAGov—Tadarixhvy xépav] they traversed Phrygia and 
the region of Galatia, having been forbidden by the Holy Spirit 
to preach the Word in Asia (i.e. Lydia, Caria, and especially the 
region near Ephesus), and having come toward Mysia, they were 
atlempting to go into Bithynia, but the Spirit of Jesus permitted 
them not: and having passed along Mysia, they arrived at 
Troas. 

On the Gaulish origin of the population of Galatia, and on 
other local circumstances of that region, and on St. Paul’s visits 
to that country, see Gal. i. 2—6, and Introduction to the Epistle 
to the Galatians, pp. 36—41, and Howson, i. p. 284. 

St. Paul’s purpose, it appears, was to travel westward from 
Lystra to Ephesus—the great maritime Capital of lonia—but he 

was not permitted by the Holy Spirit to do so; and he traversed 
Phrygia and Galatia. 

At this time it would seem that he planted the Churches of 
Galatia, which are mentioned as in existence, and as confirmed 
afterwards by him, in ch. xviii. 23. 

But St. Luke says nothing of their foundation. And why? 
Perhaps because the reader of Scripture could receive ample 
information concerning them from the Epistle of St. Paul to the 
Galatians. ; : 

And here it may be remarked generally, that, as with regard 
to the Evangelical History, the Hoiy Spirit says nothing in one 
Gospel concerning the existence of any of the other three, and 
yet each Gospel is adjusted to the others and to the whole Evan- 
gelical Canon; so in the Acts of the Apostles, there is no mention 

_of any of St. Paul’s Epistles, or even of the fact that he wrote a 
single epistle; and yet in dictating the Acts by the agency of 
St. Luke, the Holy Spirit appears to have His Divine Eye on 
what had been already given, or would be hereafter given by 
Himself to the World, in those Epistles, by the hand of St. Paul. 

Here is the ground of the argument handled by Dr. Paley 
in his ‘‘ Hore Pauline.” The Acts and the Epistles are from 
One Spirit. No wonder that there is a harmony among them, 
more deeply felt, because not the result of effort and art, but of 
oneness of origin from the Spirit of Truth. 

Besides, this silence of the Historian of the Acts concerning 
a very important part of St. Paul’s Missionary labours, may serve 
to remind the Christian reader, especially the Pastor, Teacher, 
and Missionary, that a record of their works on earth, even 
though it were in Scripture itself, is not to be too much desired, 
and is never to be made the aim and end of their efforts ; but in 
this they are to rejoice, that ‘ their names,’’ though unknown on 
earth, “ are written in heaven.’ (Luke x. 20.) - 

This leads to the inquiry— 
Why did the Holy Spirit forbid St. Paul to preach the Word 

in Asia, and to go into Bithynia? 
Perhaps He would thus show, that what men consider most 

illustrious and attractive, is of less account in His sight. He drew 
Paul away from Ionia and Ephesus, the wealthiest and most 
brilliant region of Asia Minor, in order that he might preach to 
the servile and semibarbarous tribes of Phrygia and Galatia. 

Our Lord chose Galilee of the Gentiles for the scene of His 
earlier ministry. St. Philip was sent from the populous Samaria 
to the desert road “that leadeth to Gaza’’ (Acts viii, 26). And 
St. Paul is prevented by the Spirit from preaching in Asia, and 
under the guidance of the same Spirit, he goes and evangelizes 
the more barbarous tribes of Galatia. 

The Missionaries of the Gospel in all ages need to be re- 
minded, that poor Pagan villages (see Mark i. 38) and savage 
tribes are to be converted and sanctified by Christianity, as well 
as polite cities and cultivated regions; and they whose solitary 
lot is cast in wild and uncivilized countries will find comfort in 
the reflection, that Galilee was preferred by Christ to Judsea, and 
that St. Paul was sent by the Holy Spirit from Ionia to Phrygia 
and Galatia. 

For another special reason why St. Paul went to Galatia at 
this time, rather than to Asia, see note below on Gal. iv. 13. 
— tpvylav—Aoia) Similarly Catullus (xlvi. 6) distinguishes 

Phrygia and Asia,—“ Linquantur PArygii, Catulle, campi, Ad 
claras Asie yolemus urbes.” 
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6, 7. KwAvdévtres—ovdK elacev] having been forbidden by the 
Holy Ghost to preach the Word in Asia, they were essaying to 
go into Bithynia; but the Spirit of Jesus suffered them not. 
These two instances of the restraining power of the Holy Ghost, 
exerted to defer men from what seems abstractedly most desirable, 
are also proofs, that if men labour aright for God, like St. Paul, 
they may thank Him for what they are no¢ allowed to do, as well 
as for what they are enabled to do. (Cp. 2 Cor. i. 17.) They 
need His preventive as well as His assisting grace; they require a 
xadwds, or bridle, for their unruly passions, as well as a Kevrpor, 
or spur, for their sluggish will. 

This passage may also suggest a reason, why the Gospel was 
not published sooner, and why it has not been universally dif- 
fused. God sees what use men will make of His gifts, and He 
acts accordingly. See on x. 5. 

The Holy Spirit did not now permit them to preach the Word 
in Asia ; but soon afterwards enabled them to do so with great 
success, so that “all in Asia heard the Word, both Jews and 
Greeks’”’ (xix. 10). We know also from Pliny’s celebrated letter 
to Trajan (x. 97) that the Gospel was soon planted in Bithynia. 

Here also is evidence of the Inspiration of the Apostles and 
Evangelists. They proved that they had the Spirit, by what they 
did. St. Luke here affirms that they were guided by the Spirit 
in what they did no¢ do. What good man could venture to say 
this, except he were authorized by the Spirit to do so? 

May we not also say that here is an illustration of what may 
at first perhaps be perplexing in Holy Scripture? Many things 
are not mentioned there, which, if Scripture had been a human 
work, would not have been omitted. For example, in the Acts, 
many leading incidents in the history of St. Paul and the other 
Apostles are passed over. Doubtless the Holy Spirit had good 
reasons for wi/hholding these things. Doubtless the Evangelists 
were sometimes res/rained by the Holy Spirit from writing, as 
the Apostles were from preaching. There is Inspiration in their 
Silence. 

See the Introduction to this volume for further remarks on 
this subject, p. 6. 

4. kata thy Muctav] toward Mysia. This use of kara = 
versus, is seen in Acts ii. 10, THs AiBins THs KaTa Kuphyny: and 
see on xxvii. 12, Awéva BAewovta kata AlBa. Cp. Winer, § 49, 
p- 397. 
— énelpaCov] they were essaying. 
— 7d Mvedua Iqood) the Spirit of Jesus —Elz. has not’ Inooi, 

but it is found in the best MSS, A, B, C, D, E, and in numerous 
Versions, and is received by Griesb., Scholz, Lachmann, Tischen- 
dorf, Bornemann, and Alford. 

This reading deserves to be noted, as confirmatory of the 
doctrine of the procession of the Holy Spirit from the Son, as 
well as from the Father. See above on John xv. 26. 

8. Tpwa5a] Alexandria Treas, now a “ Colonia Juris Italici,”’ 
and an “urbs libera.’”’ See Howson, ch. viii. and xx. 

The Troad and Philippi (v. 12) are two names associated 
with battle, and connect the wars of the heroic age, and of the 
Homeric Deities, with those of the close of Greek History, and 
the conflicts of the Roman Empire. 

But now they are become the scenes of the victories of the 
Gospel of Peace,—a prelude to the moral change to be wrought 
by it in the World. 

9. Spapa—éviip Maxeddv] avision: a man of Macedonia. See 
below, v. 12. It would seem (as Chrys. observes, p. 804) that 
God proportions His revelations to the necessities of the case. 
When strong persuasion is requisite He sends an Angel; where 
less will serve, a man. 
— Maxedoviav] Macedonia. The Roman name for Northern 

Greece. The Romans, having reduced Greece by their arms, 

divided it into two Provinces, Macedonia in the north; and 

Achaia in the south. 

Macedonia comprised Macedonia Proper, Llyricum, Epirus, 
and Thessaly: the rest of Greece, including the Peloponnesus, 
was contained in Achaia, which was so called because the Ro- 
mans had reduced Greece by means of the Ach@ans then holding 
the chief place in that country. (Pausan. vii. 17.) 

The Roman Province of Aehaia corresponded very nearly to 
that territory which is now called the Kingdom of Greece. 

10. e(nrhoapuer] we sought means by inquiring for a ship going 
to Greece,—we endeavoured. Observe St. Luke’s modesty. He 
does not say that he himself joined St. Paul at Troas. He glides 
as it were imperceptibly into the Apostle’s company ; and we only 
know that he was a sharer in his perils and labours, by the adop- 
tion henceforth of the pronoun we. See below, xx. 5. 

As S. Ireneus remarked (iii. 14) in the second century, ‘* That 
Luke was an attendant on Paul, and his fellow labourer in the 
Gospel, he himself makes manifest, not in a spirit of boasting, but 
constrained by the truth itself;’’ and then Jreneus quotes this 
verse of the Acts. St. Luke thus intimates that he was an eye- 
witness of what he relates. And his testimony is stronger because 
he relates nothing specially of himself. He also notices when he 
is not present. See v. 40. 

The first person is dropped at ch. xvii. 1, and resumed in 
xx. 5, and thenceforth it continues till the end of this bdok. See 
on xx. 5, and on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

— oupPiBalovres—tuas—edayyeAtcacbat] St. Luke says here, 
_that we souyht forthwith to go out (of Asia Minor) info Mace- 
donia, assuredly gathering (as an inference from the Vision) ‘hat 
the Lord hath called us (observe ‘us') to evangelize them. A 
remarkable expression, stating a fact of great importance, which 
almost escapes notice. 

They who have observed St. Luke’s modesty in speaking of 
himself, will be convinced by this expression that he himself, as 
well as St. Paul, was called by God to evangelize the Greeks. 
And they will be persuaded that St, Luke did what he was called 
to do. Perhaps his Gospel was written about this time. 

As to the manner in which he did it, see the notes below ou 
1 Thess. i. 9, and 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

ll. SauoPpdéxnv] Samothrace; an island near Thrace, and 
called Samothrace, either from the name of the founder of the co- 
lony (Dion. Hal. i. 61), or because it was colonized from Samos 
(Steph. Byz.), or because in the native language the heights of 
the island were called duo (Eustath. p. 881). [t was celebrated 
for the mysteries of Demeter and Persephone, and rites of the 
Cabiri. Cp. Tacit. Ann. ii. 54. 
— NeartoAw] Neapolis in Thrace; about twelve miles from 

Philippi, the frontier town of Macedonia. 
12. didlrrous, iris cot) mpoTn THs mepldos THs Maxedovias 7., 

koAwvla] What do the words mpéry Tis uepldos mean, as applied 
to Philippi? 

(1) Some sappose them to signify ‘he first city on St. Paul’s 
route. See Wieseler, p. 38, and Howson, i. 341. 

But this is not probable. The first would be Neapolis; and 
St. Luke says éori, not jr. 

(2) Nor can mpdrn wédts THs meplSos mean “ the chief city 
of that region of Macedonia.” See Liv. xlv. 29, who says that 
Emilius Paulus, B.c. 167, after the subjugation of Perseus and 
his kingdom, reduced Macedonia into four parts, and made Am- 
phipolis, Thessalonica, Pella, and Pelagonia, the capitals of their 
respective districts. Cp. Leake, Northern Greece, iii. 480. 

(3) Hence xpérn is interpreted by some (e.g. Rosenm., 
Kuin.) to mean a principal city of that region of Macedonia. The 
term xpérn (primaria) was assigned as a title to cities of Asia; 
as may be seen on coins. 

(4) It is said by others (e.g. Meyer) that xoAwvia is to be 
joined with wéAis, and that St. Luke intends to say that Philippi 
was the principal colonial-city of that part or district of Macc- 
donia. Jt was planted with Roman Colonists by Octavian, after 
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the victory of Actium, and admitted to the Jus Italicum. See 
Dio Cass. li. p. 445. Plin. Nat. Hist. iv. 11. A somewhat si- 
milar explanation had been proposed by Casaubon. See Valck. 

None of these explanations appear satisfactory. They all 
rest on the supposition, which is at least doubtful (see Bawmg. il. 
115), that ris weplios is equivalent to éxelvns THs m., i.e. “of 
that part of Macedonia.” 

(5) The true solution is probably to be found in the Helle- 
nistic sense of the word eps, viz. a frontier, or strip uf border- 
land, that by which it is divided (uepi(erar) from some other 
adjacent territory. See Ezek. xlv. 7. Here then mepls, so ex- 
plained, would be ¢he border-land, by which Macedonia is divided 
or parted off from Thrace. And Philippi was the chief City of 
this «epls or confinium. It was colonized by the Romans as a 
border-city, to defend the frontier against Thrace. As Col. Leake 
says (Northern Greece, iii. 487), ‘‘ From B.c. 146, to the reign of 
Augustus, the Romans had the troublesome duty of defending 
Macedonia against the people of Illyria and Thrace, and during 
that time they established the colonies at Philippi, Pella, Stobi, 
and Dium.” 

In the New Testament the words 7& 4 ép7 often occur in this 
sense, as equivalent to ue@dpia or confines. Matt. xv. 21; xvi. 13. 
Mark viii. 10. And in the Acts (ii. 10) we have 7a mépn tis 
A:Buns, the confines of Libya, towards Cyrene. 

So in the LXX the word pepls is used for 737, an extremity. 
Ruth iii. 7. 

The Yulg. here has “ prima partis (not partis istins) Mace- 
doniz ;’’ which seems to lead to the right sense. And this inter- 
pretation is confirmed by the Arabic and A®@thiopie versions, 
which render pepl5os by confines or neighbourhood of Macedonia. 

St. Paul had been called to Greece by the man of Macedonia, 
and that call had been recognized and obeyed as the command of 
the Lord (xvi. 9, 10). He is now in Macedonia; and as soon as he 
has crossed the frontier, he begins his career, as a soldier of Christ, 
warring against Satan, at Philippi the principal city, on the border 
land of Macedonia, and a military colony of Rome. 

These particulars concerning Philippi seem to be specified by 
St. Luke for various reasons; 

He has brought us now to the first city on Greek ground, in 
which the Gospel was preached by St. Paul. 

The name Philippi, derived from Philip (Strado, vii. p. 5), 
the avh}p Maxedav (Demosth. i. p. 43), who subdued Greece, and 
the father of Alexander, who overran and conquered a great part 
of the known world, and founded the 7’ird Great Monarchy 
(Dan. viii. 21), suggests to the reader the contrast between the 
subjugation of Nations of this world, of which Philip and Alexander 
were the Conquerors, and the triumphs now to be achieved by 
Christ in the peaceful march of St. Paul. 

The words Maxedovlas and xoAwvla, a colony, call attention 
to the triumphs of the Gospel at Philippi, a principal city of Ma- 
cedonia, or Northern Greece (called by the Romans ‘ Macedonia’), 
and also as representing in those parts the main element of the 
Gentile world, by its connexion as a military Colony with Rome, 
the Fourth Monarchy (Dan. vii. 7. 19), the Mistress of the world 
at that time. 

Hence St. Paul’s acts at Philippi are dwelt on by St. Luke 
as a specimen and rehearsal of bis preaching in Greece and Italy, 
and of the future achievements of the Gospel in the Roman Em- 
pire and in the World. 
— xoAwvia] a Roman Colony—a miniature of Rome. ‘ Co- 

loniz Populi Romani quasi effigies parye simulacraque”’ (Au/. 
Gell. xvi. 13). See preceding note. 

Coins of Philippi of the date of St. Paul’s visit have the in- 
scription “ Cox: (i.e. Colonia) AvG(usta) Jun(ia) Pattre(pensis).”’ 
See Akermann, p. 45. Kitto, p. 337. Compare Howson, i. 345, 
on the rights of Roman Colonies. 

13. poeta gate. So A,B,C,D. Elz. wédrews. 
— roraudy) river. Not the Strymon (as bas been supposed 

by some) which was some miles distant, but a smaller stream, the 
Gangites, or, as Herodotus calls it, Angitas; which flows into 
the Zygactes, and gives its name to the united streams. See 
Leake, iii. p. 225. Howson, i. p. 246. 

The name Krenides, or fountains,—formerly borne by Phi- 
lippi, --was derived from this stream. 

The battle-field of Philippi, in which Brutus and Cassius 
were defeated by Mark Antony and Octavius, was between the 
Gangites and the Strymon. 

— ov evoutCero mporevx) elvar] where a meeting for prayer 
was wont to be held. Seev. 16. On voulouat, Schleusner in 
v. Perhaps there was a Proseucha, or enclosed place for prayer 
there. See Epiphanius (Her. lxxx.), who describes the Proseuche 
as places of a semicircular form (@earpoeide’s), without roofs, and 
outside the cities. Cp, Mede’s Essay, Book i. Discourse 18, p. 67. 

Such proseuche were commonly near the sea or rivers, as 
here, for the sake of the lustrations and ablutions of the Levitical 
Law (see Joseph. Ant. xiv. 10. 23. Cp. Juvenal, iii. LI—13). 

The difficult words, ‘‘jura, verpe, per Anchialum,”’ in Mare 
tial, xi. 94, have been explained from this practice. See Valck. 

Hence also they afforded a convenient preparation for the 
Gospel, as supplying wa/er for baptizing the converts made by 
the preaching of the Gospel there. 

It seems that at Philippi, a Roman Colony, where the Jews 
were hated and despised (see v. 13), they had no Synagogue 
within the walls of the City, and were only authorized to have a 
Proseucha, and that outside the city gate. Cp. Ammonius, in 
Caten., who says, uh ottons eked guvaywy7s bia Td omdnor, 
mapa Toy motaudy fw THs TéAEwWS AdOpa ouVIyorTO. 

Here, at Philippi, St. Paul, in accordance with his uniformly 
charitable spirit toward the Jews, his bitter enemies, went out 
of the city to their proseucha on the Sabbath Day, and preached 
there, though he had only a few women to hear him. Cp. below, 
note on xvii. 1. 

14. Qvarelpwv] Thyatira, in Lydia. As Alford observes, 
“Though they had been forbidden to preach the word in Asia 
(xvi. 6), and sent by the Spirit to Greece, their first convert in 
Greece is an Asiatic.” 

— ccBonevyn thy Ocdv] a Proselyte. 
— ijxovey] was listening. 
15. kal 6 olkos abrijs) and her house. An argument for Bap- 

tism of Infants. See xvi. 33; xviii. 8. 1 Cor. i. 16. 
“ Quis credat (says Bengel) in tot familiis nullum fuisse 

infantem, et Judzos circumcidendis, Gentiles lustrandis illis, 
assuetos, non etiam obtulisse illos baptismo?”’ 

The Church of England (Art. XXVII.) affirms that “the 
Baptism of Infants is most agreeable with the Institution of 
Christ.” And in her Baptismal office she grounds this assertion 
on our Lord’s declarations (see on John iii. 3. 5) and on His 
gracious invitation (Mark x. 14) to Infanis, Bpépn. See on 
Luke xviii. 15. 

In this she follows the exposition of the Primitive Church, 
who, as Origen says (in Epist. ad Rom. lib. v.), ‘‘ received the 
Baptism of Infants from the Apostles.’”” See also Justin Martyr 
(Apol. i. 15) speaking of disciples of Christ from their childhood, 
and Ireneus (ii. 22), who mentions infants as born again, and the 
Synodical Epistle of the Third Council of Carthage under Cyprian, 
A.D. 253. Routh, R.S. iii. p. 74, or in Cyprian’s Epistles, lix. 
or lxiv., where the Sixty-six Bishops there assembled say in 
answer to Fidus, ‘‘As to the case of Infants, who, you allege, 
ought not to be baptized within the second or third day after their 
birth, and that the law of circumcision should be regarded, which 
led you to imagine that none should be baptized before the eighth 
day after his birth—this Synod was of a very different opinion. 
Not one of us agreed with you, but we resolved unanimously that 
the grace of God should be denied to none. For since the Lord 
says (Luke ix. 56), ‘The Son of Man came not to destroy men's 
lives, but to save them,’ we must take care, as far as in us lies, 
that no soul be lost. All persons, whether adults or infants, are 
equally objects of divine grace, as Scripture declares.’’ 

More has been said by the Editor, on this point, in Letter 
viii. on the Church of Rome, and in Occasional Sermons (Serm. 
iii. pp. 51—66), where objections to the above statements are 
considered ; and cp. Professor Blunt on the Early Fathers, p. 548. 

On the allegation of some Expositors here, that the Children 
of Heathens could not have been baptized by the Apostles, because 
their parents were not holy (cp. 1 Cor. vii. 14), see the answer of 
S. Augustine to Boniface, Epist. 98, vol. ii. p. 394, and Hooker, 
ILI, i. 12; V. lxiv. 5; and the present Editor’s Letter to 9 friend 
on the XX1Xth Canon of 1603, Lond. 1880. 

See xiii. 50. 
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— mapeBidoaro] she gently constrained us. (See Valck.) 
They did not comply at once, lest they should appear to have 
come to preach the Gospel for personal convenience or ad-, 
vantage. 

16. mvetua TMiOwvos] a spirit of Python. A, B, C*, D have 
T1v@@va—which may perhaps be the true reading: a and os (OC) 
are often confused in MSS. See Porson, ad Hecub. 788. 

A remarkable expression. This damsel was possessed with 
an evil Spirit (see vv. 18,19). Why then does not the Evan- 
gelist St. Luke call it by the names used in the Gospel, viz. 
Samdvioy, or mrvetua axdbaprov, but mvetua WvOwvos, a spirit of 
Python, or wveipa Wv0wva, or Python spirit, a word never oc- 
curring in the Gospels ? 

Probably for the following reasons— 
St. Paul was now on new ground—in Greece (see above, 

v. 13). He was in a Greek city, a Roman colony. A new scene 
now opens before him; a new era in the History of the Church. 
He has not only to war with Jewish prejudice. He has to en- 
counter Satan in other forms. He has now to confront him in 
the idolatries and superstitions of the West. 

One of the greatest difficulties which the Gospel had to 
contend with there, arose from the power exercised over the Greek 
and Roman mind by Oracles, Enchantments, Divination, Sooth- 
saying, and Sorcery. That Power showed itself in the vuupdAn- 
mot, ebpUKAes, eyyarrpluvoor, BeopdpnTot, po.BdAnmro, cerrili, 
farvali, lymphatici, &c. of Heathenism. S. Aug. de Doct. 
Christ. ii. 23 refers to this passage “in Actibus Apostolorum 
ventrilogua femina.” Euseb. Prep. Ey. iv. 5; and other nu- 
merous authorities cited in Weést. p. 555. Biscoe, pp. 283—5. 

Here St. Paul meets that Power face to face in the streets of 
Philippi. How was it to be described? By the word Python. 
This word would sound a note clear and strong on the Greek and 
Roman ear. TlWdwy, Nvbios, MvGia, MvOdvioca, Pytho, Pythius, 
Pythia, Pythonissa. How much was contained in those words ! 

TITOQN, Python, was the prophetic Serpent at Delphi—the 
- dupadrds ris vijs, the centre and focus of Gentile Divination. 
See Callim. H. ad Apoll. 100. Ovid, Met. i. 438. Apollodor. 
i. p. 44, Heyne. Hygin. fab. 140. Plutarch, de Orac. Defect. ii. 
p. 417, and others, cited by Kwin., and concerning the Pythia 
herself, see Virgil, Ain. vi. 46. 

The Python or Serpent gave his name and place to the pro- 
phetic Deity of the Gentile world; the successor of the Serpent at 
Delphi was the Py/hian Phoebus or Apollo. 

And from him all who claimed the powers of divination 
received their title, and were called Py/hons. Hence Hesychius, 
Tii@wy* Saudviov wavtiucdy. Alberti Glossar. Gr. p. 75, Wi0wvos* 
Satmovlou pavtixov, o'rw Acyouevov. “ Translatum est hoe nomen 
ad homines ipsos, qui dei cujusdam affialu futura predicere 
posse credebantur, nominatim ita dicti sunt éyyaortpiuv@o1, 
Plutarch. de oraculorum defectu p. 414, robs eyyaotpiudbous 
EvpukAéas mdAat, vuyl ThdOwvas mporayopevduevot, ventriloquos 
Eurycleas (ab Eurycle inventore hujus divinationis) olim, nunc 
Pythonas vocant. Hesychius: Tidwy, 5 eyyarrpiuvios 2) eyyac- 
tpluaytis. Id. Edpurdjjs, 6 eyyactpluvdos, qv d& yévos pavréwy, 
obs duovdmws Evpucdcis EAcyov. Suidas: eyyaotpiuudos, eyyacr- 
tpluavtis, dy viv ties TiOwva, SopokdAjs b& orepyduavrTw, 
TlAdray 6 piddaopos, Evpuicdéa arb EbpuxaAdovs, to.wtTou pdv- 
Tews.” (Kuin.) 

Therefore this damsel at Philippi, with her Pythonistic 
possession, was, according to her degree, a representative of the 
Pythia who sat ‘on the tripod at Delphi, and who delivered the 
responses in the name of the Pythian Apollo, the successor of the 
Serpent, and brought much gain and renown to her masters at 
that place, and deceived the World by her sorceries. Hence 
St. Luke calls this Spirit at Philippi, Python. And thus the 
Holy Spirit by St. Luke’s mouth taught certain solemn truths 
to the Gentile world. He warned them, that the Spirit with 
which they dealt so fondly and familiarly in their Oracles and 
Witchcrafts was an unclean Spirit. It is denounced and ejected 
as such by St. Paul. The Python, which they themselves said 
was a serpent, was indeed a minister of ‘the old Serpent” 
(2 Cor, xi. 3. Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2), an agent of Safan; and in 
dealing with him, in these Oracles, they “worshipped devils 
instead of God” (1 Cor. x. 20). As Chrys. says here, dpas 6 

tt ‘AmdAAwy Baiuwv eorlv. Indeed Apollo, and all his di- 
viners, were ministers of Apollyon himself (Rev. ix. 11). 

In these Oracles and Divinations of the Gentile world there 
were many frauds and cheats. But counterfeits prove the reality ; 
and the phenomena of Witchcraft in the Heathen World are too 
numerous to be explained away. As Dr. Barrow says (Serm. ix. 
vol. iv. p. 215), “Concerning power of Enchantments implying 
the co-operation of Invisible Powers, all sorts of intercourse and 
confederacy, formal or virtual, with bad Spirits, he that shall 
affirm them to be mere fiction and delusion, must with exceeding 
immodesty and rudeness charge the World with vanity,” &c. See 
also Cicero, de Div. i. 5, and 82—88. Van Dale, de Orac., and 
others, cited by Biscoe, p. 299. 

(1) It is worthy of remark, that the Hebrew word which 
describes a “familiar spirit” is 21s (O0/). This is used in the 
Old Testament, in Lev. xx. 6. 27. Deut. xviii. Ll. Isa. xix. 3. 
And it is also employed | Sam. xxviii. 7, 8, to describe the Spirit 
with whom the Witch of Endor had commerce, who is called by the 
LXX an éyyaorpiuv@os. May it not be, that this word Oh has 
some connexion with the Greek dqis, or serpent,—the word used 
by St. Paul and St. John to describe the Old Serpent, the Devil ? 
(2 Cor. xi. 3. Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2.) This conjecture may be con- 
firmed by the following consideration ; 

(2) It is allowed that the Greek and Latin words mi@os, 
mu0dvioca, muvOdvouat, mevoTipios, are traceable to mU@wy or 
Python, the Prophetic Serpent of the Great Gentile Oracle. 
(Strabo, ix. p. 422. Macrod. Sat.i.17.) Serpent-worship seems 
to have extended itself over a great part of the World. 

May not that word Python be carried up higher to the 
Hebrew jnp (pethen), or Serpent? Ps. lviu. 4, and Isa. xi. 8. 
Ps. xci. 13. 

It is remarkable, that this last-named passage contains a pro- 
phecy concerning the Victory to be achieved by Christ over the 
Great Python, or old igus, or Serpent, the Devil. The casting 
out of the Python-spirit by the Apostle St. Paul at Philippi, act- 
ing by the power of Christ, may be regarded as a visible exhibition 
of the operation of Christ in the Gospel, bruising the serpent’s 
head (Gen. iii. 15), and treading the Dragon, Satan, the Old Ser- 
pent, beneath His feet; healing, by His death, the wounds in- 

| flicted on them by the fiery Serpent, and delivering the World 
from the grasp in which he then held it by means of Oracles and 
Incarnations, and all the sorceries of Divination. It may be con- 
sidered as a specimen of the fulfilment of the prophecies, which 
attribute such powers to Christ; and of Christ’s promise to His 
disciples that He would enable them to overcome “ all the power 
of the enemy ”’ (Luke x. 19; ep. Rom. xvi. 20); and as a presage 
of His full and final triumph over Satan, ‘iat Old Serpent, which 
deceiveth the world. (Rev. xii. 9; xx. 10.) 

— pavrevouervn| by soothsaying ; as distinguished from zpo- 
pntevovoa. Cp. Dean Trench, Synon. § vi. 

17. &kpae] was crying. Observe the imperfect, and again, v. 
18, rodro emote, this she was doing for many days. 

— ovTor of &. dvdAOL TOU Oeov] these men are servants of the 
most High God, who are declaring to us the way of salvation. 
This utterance of the Python-spirit at Philippi gives much pro- 
bability to the assertion of ancient Christian writers, that the Evil 
Spirit who deceived the Gentile world by Oracles, gave testimony 
in them to Christ. See Zuseb., Dem. Evang. iii. 6, and ix. 10. 
August., de Civ. Dei, xix. 23. De Consensu Evang. i. 18; and 
others quoted by Dr. Jenkin on Christianity, i. p. 354, and 
Mede’s interesting Essay, Works, p. 194, bk. i. disc. xxxvi,_ 

Satan sometimes speaks the ¢ruéh, in order that he may pro- 
pagate dies with greater success. See on Mark i. 25, where it will 
be seen, that in repudiating the homage of the Father of Lies, even 
when he spoke the truth, St. Paul imitated the example of Christ. 

Praise is not seemly in the mouth of a sinner, for it was nog 
sent him of the Lord (Ecclus. xv. 9.. Prov. xxvi. 7). Much less 
is it seemly in the mouth of the Evil One, say Chrys. and Didy- 
mus here (in Caten.). The Apostle shows, that testimony from 
Satan to the preachers of the truth is not to be received; for it 
is to be feared, that Evil Spirits, having gained men’s confidence 
by what they speak truly, may overreach the simple by an admix- 
ture of falsehood, and so cause their ruin, It is well said by 
Arator here (ii. 386)},— 
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And it is well observed by Mil/on (Par. Reg. i. 432) as a charac- 
teristic of the Evil One, that it hath ever been his 

re craft, 

By mixing somewhat true, to vent more lies.” 

Therefore St. Paul rejects the praise of the Evil One, and 
casts him out. The Evil One had said ckarayyéAAovowy jut 
65bv cwtnplas; but the Apostle says tapayyéAAw cov eteAOew. 

— juiv) fo us. So A, C, G, H. The Evil Spirit ‘“ trans- 
forms himself into an Angel of light”? (2 Cor. xi. 14), and pre- 
tends that the Gospel is for himse//, as well as for the world.— 
Elz. has ipiv. 

19. fA@ev] Observe the repetition of this word. Paul com- 
manded the Spirit to come out, efeAOeiv (v. 18). And the Spirit 
e&jAGev, came out immediately (v. 18). And the masters of the 
damsel saw that (v. 19) the hope of their gains é&jA@ev, came out 
also. 

The hope of their profits went out with the going out of 
the Evil Spirit,—a proof of the reality of the possession. In- 
deed, it seems that the Holy Spirit has taken special care that no 
reasonable person should call in question the fact, that the damsel 
was possessed by the Evil Spirit, and that the Evil Spirit was 
permitted by God to exercise certain powers by her instru- 
mentality. 

— 7 Amis ris epyacias] The hope of gain from their craft ; 
a elue to a powerful motive of Persecutions against Christianity. 
Both the Persecutions from Heathenism mentioned in the Acts 
are from this source. In the account of both, the word épyacla 
occurs. See here, and xix. 24, 25. Cp. Pliny’s Letter to Trajan, 
x. 97, 98; and Lardner’s Remarks, iv. 11—30, and the excellent 
observations in Blunt’s Lectures, pp. 149—153: “The Priest- 
hood in all its branches, Flamens, Augurs, Haruspices, contem- 
plated the advance of Christianity with dismay. It emptied their 
Temples, curtailed their sacrifices, reduced their profits, exposed 
their frauds.” 

How great were the difficulties it had to encounter in these 
respects, and how noble the triumphs it achieved ! And how much 
yet remains for it to perform even in Christendom itself, where 
the corruptions of Christianity are deeply rooted in Covetousness, 
and Superstition is propagated by Love of Lucre! Cp. on 2 Cor. 
ii. 17. 

20. orparnyois} the Prators, or Daumviri, of the Roman 
colony (Cicero, de Leg. Agrar. 34),—a title still surviving (a.p. 
1750) in the Italian word Stradigo. (Wetstein.) Hence the ap- 
peal in v. 21 to the rights and privileges of the Citizens of Phi- 
lippi as a colonial city of Rome. 

See further on xvii. 6, and Howson, i. 345. 
The Roman character of Philippi is brought forward in this 

narrative, which is a prelude to the History of the struggle of the 
Gospel with the military and imperial power of the Heathen Mis- 
tress of the World. 
— “lovdaior] Jews. A specimen of the difficulties and dangers 

which the Gospel had often to encounter from the heathen, by 
being confounded with Judaism, and by being exposed to all the 
obloquy with which the Jews were regarded by the Romans. 

Christianity was hated as Judaism by the heathen, and as 

Kal Tos Tddas avTav Hodadioaro els Td EVdov. 

Jor us to receive, being Romans. 

worse than heathenism by the Jews. It had to contend against 
Judaism and Heathenism, and it triumphed over both. 

This charge against Paul and Silas as Jews, would be more 
effective at this time at Philippi, a Roman colony, because the 
Jews had lately caused disturbances at Rome, and had therefore 
been expelled from it by an imperial edict of Claudius (xviii. 2). 

21. 0, & od eat K.7.A.] customs which it is not lawful 
By the Roman Laws, Judaism 

was a “‘religio licita”’ for Jews; but they were not allowed to 
make proselytes among the Romans, who were forbidden by the 
Laws, under penalties, to receive circumcision; though in this and 
other religious matters the Laws often lay in abeyance. See 
Neander, Church Hist. i. 89. 

22. paBdiCew] to beat with the lictors’ rods : a Roman punish- 
ment. St. Paul himself distinctly asserts that he was beaten with 
rods no less than ¢hree several times (2 Cor. xi. 24), a punish- 
ment, which he might have escaped, if he had asserted his Roman 
citizenship, as he did at Jerusalem (xxii. 25). Here, it is alleged, 
is a difficulty. If he asserted his citizenship in one place, why not 
also in others? St. Paul, by asserting his citizenship at Jerusalem, 
and by obtaining exemption thereby (xxii. 25), showed that his 
sufferings at Philippi were voluntary, and that he had divine 
direction advising him how to suffer as well as to do, in full faith 
that his sufferings would, under God’s providence, conduce to 
the furtherance of the Gospel. 

In that case the assertion of his Roman Citizenship led, by a 
providential series of events, to the manifestation of the divine 
glory, by his preaching of the Gospel to the people and San. 
hedrim at Jerusalem,—to Felix and Festus and Agrippa at 
Cesarea, and finally to the imperial court and tribunal at Rome. 

But if St. Paul had pleaded at Philippi his Roman cilizen- 
ship, he would not have been beaten, and cast into prison. And 
we should not have had the beautiful and instructive history of 
his Christian faith and joy, uttering itself in psalmody at mid- 
night; the jailor and prisoners, and other inhabitants of Philippi, 
would not have had the evidence to the truth of the Gospel in 
the Earthquake which shook the prison, and opened its doors, 
and made the chains to fall from the hands of the prisoners. The 
jailor and his household might not have become citizens of the 
kingdom of heaven. 

May we not therefore say, that the same Divine Spirit Who 
had recently restrained St. Paul from preaching the word in Asia 
pe Bithynia, withheld him from asserting his Roman citizenship 
ere? 
Philippi was a Roman colony in Greece (v. 13). The Philip- 

pians were proud of their Roman citizenship. Cp. v. 21. St. Paul 
would teach that there was a nubler citizenship for which he re- 
joiced to suffer—the citizenship of Heaven (see Phil. i. 27; iii, 20), 

Yet—such is the treatment which this divine history has 
received in modern times—it has been alleged by many (e. g. De 
Welte) that St. Paul was hindered by the tumult from pleading 
his citizenship; and others (Baur and Ze/ler) have advanced a 
step further, and perverted his forbearance into an argument that 
he did not really possess the right which he afterwards claimed ! 

24. rb EbAov] the stocks. “Quod KGdov, et Evdorédn, etiam 
roduxdkn et rodoorpd4 Bn, ab Hebreis 10 (Job xiii. 27. xxxiii. 11) 
vocatur: cui et cervix, et manus et pedes per quinque foramina 
inserebantur, mevreovpryyov propterea quoque vocatum Aristoph. 
Equitt. 1046. Latini nervum vocant Plaut. Captiv. iii. 5.71. Nam 
noctu nervo vinctus custodiebatur” (Kuin.). Cp. Wetst. p. 557. 

With this statement of St. Paul's sufferings at Philippi, com- 
pare his own words to the Philippians in his Hpistle, i, 29, 30, 
and see Paley, H. P. p. 120. 
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25. Buvouv] they were singing. St. Peter sleeps in prison be- 
tween the two soldiers (Acts xii. 6); St. Paul and Silas sing in 
the stocks. They cannot raise their hands or bend their knees in 
prayer, but they can lift up their heart and voice to heaven, Such 
is the power of joy in the Holy Ghost. ‘Nihil crus sentit in 
nervo, quum animus in ccelo est. Etsi corpus detinetur, omnia 
spiritui patent.” (Zertullian, ad Mart. 2, cited by Neander.) 
Such is the joy shed by the Holy Ghost into the heart of the 
Christian. Observe also mpowevxdmevor tuvovv; i.e. praying they 
were singing: their prayer was a hymn: perhaps they were sing- 
ing one of the Psalms which are entitled ‘a Prayer of David,’ 
e. g. the xvii. or Ixxxvi. 

— énnxpoavto] more than “heard ;’’ they were listening to 
their music as an #5iorov axpdaua. The Prison became an Odéum. 

26. mdvrav Ta Secpda avéebn] the chains of all were loosed. 
All the prisoners were witnesses of the Miracle. 

27. éautdv dvaipeiv] fo kill himself, as Brutus and others had 
done here (Pludarch, Brut. 52), and a great number of the pro- 
scribed Romans, after the battle of Philippi, followed his example. 
Self-murder was approved by the Stoics (Senec. Epist. 12. 17. 
24. 58, 59. Plin. Ep. 1. 12), and by Cicero de Off. i. 31. Cp. 
also de Fin. iii. 18. This incident is suggestive of what the 
Gospel has done to prevent it. The jailor was about to put 
himself to death; St. Paul tells him to “do himself no harm,’ 
and opens to him the way of everlasting life. 

On the sin of suicide, see Jerume on Amos v., and Augus- 
tine, ii. p. 918, de Civ. Dei. i. 20, and contra Gaudentium, vol. ix. 
p- 1006, and Bp. Andrewes on the Decalogue, p. 404. 

29. para] lights—neuter plural; cp. James i. 17. So that 
all were witnesses of the miracle. 

81. tov Kipiov] the Lord ofall. He had addressed them as 
Kipiot; they turn his thoughts from themselves to ‘he Lord, Christ. 

88, troucev—eBarricbn| Erovcer, kad edovOn (Chrys.). A re- 
markable instance of divine reward for human love. The Jailor 
washed the blood from their wounds, and was by their ministry 
freed from a spiritual prison, and was washed from his sins by Bap- 
tism, made efficacious by the blood of Christ and by faith in Him. 

35. fpaBdovxous] the liclors (properly rod-bearers), who at- 
tended the Magistrates of the Colony. 

— Aéyovres] This sudden change was perhaps occasioned by 
what they had heard of the Earthquake in the preceding night. 

37. ‘Pwualovs] Romans by birth; ep. Acts xxii. 25—29. Some 
of his ancestors had obtained the “ jus civitatis,”’ by purchase, as 
Mawximin. says on Acts xxiii. 29, wapéxovres Sdceis areypapovro 
‘Pwpatot, ral Erpexev eis Th yevos Td bvoua. ‘* Unde colligas ex 
opulenta familia fuisse Paulum,”’ (Rosenm.) 

“ Lex Porcia (passed 4.u c. 506) virgas ab omnium civium 
Romanorum corpore amovet.’’ Cicero pro Rabirio, ec. 3, and In 
Verrem, v. 66, ‘‘ Facinus est vinciri civem Romanum, scelus ver- 
berari.”” Hence, as Cicero testifies (Verr. v. 57), “ illa vox et im- 
-ploratio, ‘ Civis Romanus sum,’ wultis in ultimis terris opem 
inter barbaros et salutem tulit.’”” 

On St. Paul’s waiving his right of citizenship, and submitting 
to be beaten, see above, v. 22. 

— ob ydp] “non, utique.” On yap (= ye &pa) thus used, 
see Winer, § 53, p. 396, note. Klotz ad Devar. de particulis, ii, 
p- 242. (Hackett.) The &pa serves to sum up the premises on 
which the assertion is made; the ye strengthens the assertion. 
Cp. on Luke xviii. 14, # yap exetvos. 

40. mpbs thy Avdlav] Cp. xxviii. 8, mpds dv eireA@dy. So 
xxi. 18, elorfer mpds "IdkwBov. See also x. 3; xvii. 2. 

— etA@ov] they went forth. It seems that St. Luke himself 
remained at Philippi. Cp. #A@ov, xvii. 1. 

As to the reason of this arrangement, see note below on 
1 Thess. i. 7; iii. 6; and 2 Cor. viii. 18. Phil. iv. 3. 

It was St. Paul’s habit, when he had preached the Gospel in 
a City, to leave some behind him there to continue the work he 
had begun, See below on xx. 5. 

Cu. XVII. 1. d:0devcavres] The road on which they travelled 
from Philippi to Thessalonica, was the Via Egnatia, the Greek 
continuation of the Via Appia, on which St. Paul afterwards 
travelled in his way from Puteoli to Rome. It is said by some 
to have been called Egnatia, from the tawn “ Gnatia lymphis 
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iratis extructa,’’ mentioned in Horace’s journey from Rome to 
Brundisium (Sat. i. 5. 97), and his last stage between Barium, 
“ Bari moenia piscosi”’ (v. 97), and Brundisium, the “ finis char- 
teeque vieque” (v. 104). Cp. Howson, i. 372. 

It is more likely that both the town and the road derived 
their names from some person or persons of the Gens Egnatia, 
who were mainly instrumental in their construction. So the Via 
Appia—named from Appius Cecus. 

On the providential provision, in the great military Roman 
Roads, for the Propagation of Christianity, see below, xxviii. 15. 

— *Audlrodts «.7.A.] For a description of the position and 
remains of these places, see Col. Leake’s Northern Greece, viz. on 

Amphipolis, formerly called évyéa 6501, where Brasidas was 
killed, see Thucyd. v. 10. Leake, iii. 181. 

Apollonia, Leake, iii. 447. 
Berea, iii. 290. 
Philippi, iii. 189. 
Thessalonica, iii. 235. 
The distances on the Via Egnatia, as laid down in the 

Itineraries, are,— 
Philippi to Amphipolis thirty-three miles. 
Amphipolis to Apollonia thirty miles. 
Apollonia to Thessalonica thirty-seven miles (cp. Howson, 

i. 373). 
— Gcccarovikny] Thessalonica; called the mother-city of all 

Macedonia in an Ancient Inscription in Valek., p. 541; now Sa- 
loniki. Cp. Howson, i. 380, and note below on 1 Thess. i. 1. 
— 7 cvvaywyi}] The Article 7 is not in A, B, D, and has 

been omitted by Lachmann, Bornemann. Bloomfield, Alford, and 
Tischendorf, in his last edition (p. 96), retain the artic'e, which 
is in G, H, and the majority of cursive MSS.,; and, it seems, rightly. 

There appears to have been only a proseucha, and this out- 
side the gate (xvi. 13), at Philippi, a Roman Colony, where the 
Jews were an object of scorn and detestation. See on xvi. 20. 

But here at Thessalonica was a Synagogue; and it appears 
to have been the Synagogue of the district. 

Perhaps St. Paul passed through Amphipolis and Apollonia, 
because there was no Synagogue there. In all cases he took care 
to offer the Gospel in the first instance to the Jews. See v. 2. 

2. xara 1rd ciw8ds) as his custom was,—he went into the 
Synagogue. Thus St. Luke speaks of St. Paul. The Apostle 
imitated the love of Christ, who,—as the same Evangelist says,— 
as His custom was, went into the Synagogue on the Sabbath day, 
Luke iv. 16. 

3. mapariWéuevos] alleging, ‘allegans’—in the sense of ad- 
ducing or citing passages and authorities (here, from Holy Scrip- 
ture) in proof of an argument. See Valck. 

4. ceBouévwv “EAAhvwr] Proselytes. A, D, and some Cur- 
sives insert xal before “EAAjvwyv, and so Vulg. ‘ gentilibusque.’ 
And this reading, approved by Paley and received by Lachmann, 
has much to commend it. 

The ceBduevor are Proselytes (see xiii. 43. 50; xvi. 14; 
xvii. 17), a distinct class from the Heathens and Jews. And it 
appears that many Gentile idolaters,“EAAnves, were converted at 
Thessalonica. 

5. (yAdoavres—mporraBduevot] So A, B, H, and many Cur- 
sive MSS. and Versions.—D, G, H have not (jAdacavtes. Elz. 
inserts are:Qodvres before “lovdato1, with D, and ameidoovTes is in 
G, H. 
— oi “Iovdato.] the Jews. Cp. 1 Thess. ii. 14—16, for St. 

Paul’s account of the conduct of the Jews at Thessalonica. 
— ayopalwy] ‘* sub-rostranorum ;’’ loiterers in the agora. 
6. moAtrdpxas] Politarchs. See also v. 8, Tov bxAov, Kal Tods 

moAttdpxas. Another instance of St. Luke’s accuracy. The 
political condition of the two neighbouring cities, Thessalonica 
and Philippi, was very different. Philippi was a Roman Colony ; 
Thessalonica a Greek free city, ‘urbs libera.’ There the Roman 
element was dominant; here the Greek prevails. 

Philippi was like a miniature of Rome in Greece. Its ma- 
gistrates and laws were Roman; and it was proud of its Roman 
dignity. See below on Philip. iii. 20; iv. 22. 

At Philippi, therefore, we hear of orparnyol, Pretors (xvi. 
20. 22. 35, 36. 38), and paBdodxo1, liclors (xvi. 35. 38). There 
Roman privileges are invoked (xvi. 21), and an attempt is made 
to excite the Roman hatred against Paul and Silas as Jews. See 
on xvi. 20, 

But at Thessalonica the scene is changed. Here we have a 
specimen of Greek liberty allowed to survive amid the conquered 
cities of Macedonia, now under the Roman yoke: an image of 
ancient Greek Independence. Every thing here is Greek. 

St. Luke marks the change by his language; adrobs ayaryeiv 
eis Tov Dimov (v. 5), avrods Ecupoy eis Tovs roAITApXas, an 
uncommon word, but happily we may still read it (in substance) 
on an ancient inscription at Philippi; a proof of the writer’s exact- 
ness. See Leake, p. 236, who observes, “The Magistrates are 
styled Politarche, as when St. Paul visited Thessalonica ninety- 
three years after the battle of Philippi.” 

The Inscription, which seems to be of the age of Vespasian, 
may be also seen in Boeckh (Sylloge Pars x. p. 53, No. 1967); 
who cites another from Philippi, MOAITAPXOY MAPKOY, and 
adds, ‘* Manifestd fuerunt moArrdpxar septem, ex quibus hoe loco 
princeps quasi separatim scriptus est.” Cp. Howson, i. 394—6. 

7. Kaloapos] of Cesar; an intimation of what the Church 
would have to suffer from enemies charging her with disaffection 
and disloyalty to the ruling powers. See the replies to this accu- 
sation in the Christian Apologies; especially Zertullian’s eloquent 
vindication, Apol. § 29—35, and de Idol. § 13—15, and Theophil. 
ad Autol. i. 11. 

On the bearing of this passage on one of the most impor- 
tant Prophecies of Holy Scripture, see note on 2 Thess. ii. 3 —13. 

9. 7d ixavév] the surely; ‘satisdatio’ (Gloss.). Cp. LXX, 
Lev. xxv. 26, dav eipeOn Td iavdy, A’Tpa abrod (Grinfield). 

10. SfAav] This mention of the connexion of Silas with the 
Church of Thessalonica is confirmed by his association with 
St. Paul in the beginning of both the Epistles to the Thessalonians. 

From the similar association of Timothens in those two 
Epistles, it is probable that he also was with St. Paul at ‘Thessa- 
lonica as he was at Bercea (vv. 14, 15, and xviii. 5). See also 
1 Thess. iii. 1, where Timothy is mentioned as having been sent 
by St. Paul from Athens to T’hessalonica. 
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It seems that Timothy was left behind at Thessalonica for a 
time, and joined Paul and Silas at Berwa. 

— Bepoay] Berea; spelt thus (Bépoiz) with a single p in the 
ancient coins of this period. Like Bepovixn (Bernice), which is a 

Macedonian form of the word pepeviin (bearing or gaining vic- 
tory), so Bepola was called from the name of its founder Sépys. 
Steph. Byz. and Etymol. Wetst. p. 561. It was intersected by 
the river Astrzeus, and still retains its name. 

ll. ebyevéeorepo] more noble. The obscure Berceans are de- 
clared by the Holy Spirit here to be more noble than the wealthy 
Thessalonians. ‘True nobility consists in being born of God, and 
in imitating His example and doing His Will. The Heathen had 
some sense of this. Juvenal asks (Sat. viii. 1), ‘‘ Stemmata quid 
faciunt?”’ and (viii. 20), ‘‘ Nodilitas sola est atque unica Virtus.” 
And St. Luke here intimates that genuine Nobility is seen in 
studying the pedigree of our heavenly lineage, and the records of 
our spiritual inheritance, in the Word of God. This truth is in- 
troduced by the pronoun oftiwes, which signifies ‘‘ guippe qui.” 
See on | Pet. ii. 11. 

It appears that these Bercean Christians were mainly of 
Jewish origin (see v. 10). Hence the contrast with those of 
Thessalonica is more striking; and this is one of the few in- 
stances where St. Paul was well received by his own people. 
— 7d xaf? jepay] daily. See Luke xix. 47. 
14. ds él] even fo the sea. 

There does not seem much reason in the interpretations 
adopted by some here, either that the Beroean brethren sent 
St. Paul forth— : 

(1) with a feint only, or pretence, of going to the sea: 
for he did go by sea to Athens, in all probability ; as no place is 
mentioned by St. Luke between Bercea and Athens. Or, 

(2) with a design to go to the sea; or in the direction of the 
sea. (Winer, § 66, p. 544.) 

It is not probable that the Bercean Christians sent Paul forth 
alone, and exposed him to the malice of the Jews from Thessalonica 
(v. 13). What St. Luke intends to say seems to be this: that, in 
their care for the Apostle, the Bercean brethren sent him forth on 
his journey even as far as to the sea; and so Valck. interprets it ; 
that is, they conveyed him in safety, with an escort, to the coast. 
Thus they protected him, with some trouble and risk to them- 
selves. And afterwards, some who conducted him from Bercea, 
brought him in safety even as far as (€ws) Athens. 

All this is mentioned as a fruit of the Christian spirit of the 
Church at Beroea ; a happy result of their study of the Scriptures. 

Either, then, the true reading is that adopted by Lachmann, 
€ws (the reading of A, B, E, and several cursives), or, what comes 
to the same thing, &s ém is to be rendered usgue ad, ‘even to,’ 
and so it has been understood by the Syriac, Arabic, Athiopic, 
and Latin Versions. So Pausan. ii. 25, xaraBdvrav d& as em) 
O@ddaccav. Xen. Cyr. viii. 3. 11, Ederte Téepua ws em) wevte 
oradiwy. Zosim. i. 67, as ew) roy ‘Phvov. Laért. viii. 69, 
@devkévat ws én) thy Altyny. Diod. Sic. p. 423, a, tov 
vaviapxov peTa 5éxa Tpifjpwv améoreire, KeAeoas =KaTa TAaXOS 
AdOpa wAciv ws emi Zupaxovolovs. See Wetstein, Valck., Kuin. 
If this is the true interpretation, then eawécre:Aay is to be 
joined with ws émt rhv @dAaccay, they sent him forth, or escorted 
him, even down to the sea. 

16. katelSwror] full of idols (Syriac), as‘a place full of trees 
is called katddevdpos, so as to be overgrown by them. Athens 
was 7éA1s Oe@v, a city of gods;as.appears from she description of 
its temples, altars, &c., in the Attica Of Pausanias, who visited it 
in the age of the Antonines. See Leake’s Athens, pp. 1—35, and 
the present Editor’s Athens and Attica, ch. xi. 

Athens, the most intelligent and literary city of Greece, was 
“given to idolatry.” Idolatry, therefore, may flourish side by 
side with Literature and Science. They have not delivered the 
world from creature-worship; ¢hat could only be done by 
Christianity. 

17. &v tH cvvaywyh] m the Synagogue. St. Paul still continues 
to offer the Gospel in the first instance to the Jews, although they 
had endeavoured to kill him at Thessalonica, and had persecuted 
him to Bercea. No evil treatment from them was able to exhaust 
his patience, or abate his love to them, or to weary him in his 
efforts for their salvation. See above, xvii. 1. A salutary lesson 
of charity toward those who dissent from the truth. 

— év tH ayopG)] in the Agora. On the South of the Acro- 
polis, and to the South-east of the Areopagus. See ‘“‘ Athens and 
Attica,” ch. xxii. As he was disputing in the Agora, he was 
led up to the Areopagus (v. 19), a low limestone hill, a little 
above it. 

18. ries 58 Kad ray "Emoupelav kal trav Stwikay] bul certain 
of both the Epicureans and the Stoics. For a summary of 
the points, physical, ethical, and theological, in which St. Paul’s 
teaching would come in contact with the tenets of these sects, see 
S. Aug. Serm. 150, and c. Academ. iii. 10, and two Treatises 
ce. Epicureos et Stoicos; and S. Athanas., de Incarn. 2, p. 39; and 
Bentley’s Second Boyle Lecture, Works, iii. pp. 27—34, where 
St. Paul’s speech before the Areopagus (vv. 22—32) is illustrated 
and explained by reference to their opinions. See also, particularly, 
Bp. Pearson's recently-discovered Concio on this subject (ed. 
Churton, ii. pp. 56—63) who observes : 

“As to the Epicureans, they allowed that the World was 
made (i.e. had not existed from eternity) ; but maintained that it 
came together by chance, and that the Deity took no part in its 
administration ;’’ and so, as Tertullian says (Apol. 47), ‘‘ Deum 
nobis exhibent otiosum et inexercitum, et, ut ita dixerim, nemi- 
nem humanis rebus.”’ 

Besides, they subverted the foundations on which Chris- 
tianity rests, by denying the Immortality of the Soul. Thus Epi- 
curus says, “death is nothing to us’’ (Cicero, de Finibus, ii. 31) ; 
and “nihil esse post mortem, Epicuri schola est” (Terdudlian, de 
Resurr. Carnis, in initio). 

They undermined the groundwork of the Gospel also, by 
affirming that man is capable of no felicity but of hhealth of body 
and tranquillity of mind. 

As to the Stoics; their name was from the rod zoixiAn, 
the “ braccatis illita Medis Porticus”’ (Persius, iii. 53), the arcade 
or corridor painted (zro:«x/Am) with frescoes of the battle of Mara- 
thon, in which Zeno taught. They were Pantheisis. As Tertullian 
expresses it (adv. Hermog. 44, ad Nationes, ii. 4), they taught 
that the Deity pervades the matter of the world, as honey fills 
the comb of a hive. To them the world was God. Thus they 
undermined the doctrine of Providence, of personal Responsibility, 
and of a Judgment to come. In their system of Lthics all sins 
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were equal; or, rather, in their doctrine of fatalism, no sins at all. | that St. Paul was not brought before the Areopagus for any such 
Their ‘‘ wise man,” who was all-sufficient in himself (airapiis), 
and equal to the Jove of the people, had no passions; which, as 
S. Jerome observes (Ep. ad Ctesiph. 133), is ‘‘ hominem ex ho- 
mine tollere.””’ Cp. Bp. Pearson, |. c. 

Tertullian (de Anima 3) sums up the Ethical system of 
both in two words, ‘‘ Zenonis vigor (ought not we to read rigor ?) 
et Epicuri stupor.”’ 

S. Aug. says (Serm. 150), ‘‘ Dic, Epicuree, que res faciat 
beatum? Responde. Voluptas corporis. Dic, Stoice. Virtus 
Animi. Dic, Christiane. Donum Dei.”’ 

“Hee est doctrina Christianorum, incomparabiliter pre- 
ferenda immunditie Epicureorum, et superbie Stoicorum.”’ (Ben- 
el. 
- is observable, that no mention is here made of the Peri- 

patetics, Academics, or Platonists, whose doctrines were not so 
much opposed to Christianity as those of the Stoics and Epi- 
cureans. Indeed, they may be said to have in some degree 
prepared the better part of the world for the reception of the 
Gospel. 
— ti by Gedo] “ What can his meaning be,—if he has any 

meaning at all?” 
— é amepporsyos] amepuoddyos, properly a small bird with a 

shrill note, that flutters and hops hither and thither, picking up 
seeds (omépuata A€éywv), particularly after the plough. (Cyril.) 
Vid. Aristoph. Avy. 232, and the Scholiast, orepuoddyav bvoua 
bovéwy, & ek tov opirrew Ta orepnara, Kal éoBiew obtws wvoud- 
c§mcav. Hence beggars who wandered up and down the Agora, 
and picked up their food as they could, were called omepuoAdyo. 

Eustath. ad Hom. Odys. ¢’. v. 241, oreppoddyos eldos early 
dpvéov AwBapevoy ta orepuara, e& ob of “APnvaior oweppoAdyous 
éxdAouv Tods repl eurdpia kal ayopas SiarpiBovras dia Td ava- 
Adyerbat Ta ex TGv Hoptiwy amroppéovra, Kal diay ex rovTwr. 
Hence any mean person was so called. Harpocrat. 6 eitedAys 
kal ebxatadpdvntos tvOpwros. Philo, de Leg. ad Cai. p. 1021, 6, 
xpnoduevos—EXlkwvi—BotAw orepuodrdsyw mepitpluuatt. And 
the word was applied to parasites who lived by flattering others. 
Harpocrat. kat tows amd ta&v &dAotplwy Siafev. On account 
of the shrill noise of those birds which pick up seeds here and 
there, a garrulous person was so called. Suidas, oreppoddyor, 
eipuddyov, axpirduv0ov. Hesych., amepuodrdyos, pavapos. (Kuin.) 

8. Augustine, Sermon. 150, gives another interpretation of 
orepuodd-yos (quasi orelpwy Adyous), ‘seminator verborum.’ And 
so Vulg. ‘seminiverbius.’ “ Ille (sc. Paulus) revera,”’ says Aug., 
** seminator verborum, sed messor morum ; et nos tantuli in agro 
Dei seminamus, et uberem messem de vestris moribus expecta- 
mus.”” 

The inquisitive Athenians (v. 21) restlessly roving about, 
and picking up news in the agora, and described as such even by 
their own Orator in a better age (Demosth. Phil. i. p. 43), might 
well be called gmepuoddyor; and yet they call the Apostle St. Paul 
a omepuoddyos. Such in their eyes was the Apostle who was 
sowing the Divine Seed of the Word in the furrows of the Field 
of the World, and who will stand foremost at the Great Day of 
Harvest, and ‘bring his sheaves with him.” So different are 
the opinions of men and the judgment of God! 
— Eévwy Samoviwv)] of strange deities, as Socrates before him. 

The plural for the singular, as in v. 28. Cp. Bentley here. See 
on Matt. ii. 20. 

— thy dvdotacw) the resurrection of the Body. They did 
not deny the Immortality of the Soul. See on 1 Cor. xv. 12. 

19. én) rv ”Apeiov xdyor fyyayov)] they lead him to the Areo- 
pagus. A fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy, ‘‘ They will deliver 
you up to Councils.” Matt. x. 17. Mark xiii. 9. Luke xxi. 12. 
S. Chrysostom and others say, that they brought St. Paul up to 
the Areopagus, in order that they might terrify him (els “Apesov 
adyov aitoy elAxov ws katamAftovres), because there was 
the Judicial Tribunal of capital offences, povixal dixat, especially 
in suits for bringing in strange deities, tévwv Sapovlwv eicaywyh, 
and other causes of Religion. 

This opinion has been controverted ; and it has been said, 

forensic purpose. There seems, ‘however, to be good ground for 
| S. Chrysostom’s remark, which is adopted, among others, by 
Bengel, “ Paulum ed tanquam rewm duxere.”’ 

The Areopagus—a low hill raised above the bustle of the 
Agora—was a favourable spot for hearing a reply to the questions 
put to him by the Athenians. But there seems to be something 
more implied by St. Luke in the words (v, 19), ér:AaBdmevot 
avtov ém thy *Apetov mdyov iyayor. 

It has, indeed, been said (by Grofins and Meyer), that ém- 
AaBduevor means only a gentle act of leading aside; and so it 
sometimes does, as in ix. 27. But in other places it intimates 
something more; see xvi. 19; xviii. 17; xxi. 30. 

The Athenians are called Sectdatuoveorepor (v. 22); their 
City was given up to idolatry (v. 16). It is therefore not im- 
probable that St. Paul was brought to the Areopagus, as a seller 
JSorth of strange gods, by some of that large number of persons 
in that city whose livelihood depended on the maintenance of 
Idolatry. See the operation of this cause at Ephesus, xix. 24— 
28, and at Philippi, xvi. 19, where the same word is used, émi- 
AaBédpevor eldkvoay em) rods &pxovtas. Cp. note there. 

It is true that St. Luke does not expressly say that he was 
put on his trial there. The process may have been only a pre- 
paratory inquiry, an @vdxpiots. They who laid hands on him, may 
have intended to frighten the Apostle (as Chrysostom supposes) 
by ‘the judicial associations of the place, and to drive him out of 
the city. Something of this kind seems to have been designed by 
his delation to the Areopagus, whose name was expressive of ju- 
dicial inquisition in religious matters, as was exemplified in the 
history of Socrates (Xenophon, Mem. i. 1). And the words 
orabels 6 MatAos ev wéow Tod *Apelou mdryou edn, “Avipes *AOn- 
vaiut denote a public Apology rather than a private discussion. 
The mention also of St. Paul’s convert Dionysius, in v. 34, by his 
official title, the Areopagite, seems to corroborate this opinion. 
And, lastly, the noble peroration concerning a future Universal 
Judgment (v. 31), would come with special force, if uttered before 
the highest Judiciai Tribunal, in the most philosophical City of 
the Ancient World. See also v. 32. 

It is perfectly true—nor is it inconsistent with the opinion 
just stated in reference to some of his hearers—that in the treat- 
ment St. Paul received at Athens, there is also a tone of sceptical 
indifference and supercilious irony, rather than of violence. Her 
Philosophers were not earnest in the search of truth. With them 
Religion was a matter for disputation in the Schools, rather than 
for moral practice in daily life. 

20. teviovra] surprising, strange. See 1 Pet. iv. 4. 
21. edxalpovy] ‘ vacabant ;’ had leisure for. An Hellenistic word, 

not Attic. ‘“ Moeris p. 145, evdxaipeiv obdels elpnne Ta maAaiav. 
Phrynichus p. 50, edeaipety ob Aexréov, GAN eb oXOATS Exeuw. 
Thom. Mag. cxorgry tiyw, nal eb cxodrARs Exw, ob TxorAdCw* Td 
i eee mav7n Gddxyov. Cp. Etym. M. p. 740. 50. Sylb.”” 
Kuin. 
— kawédrepoy] more new than the last news. ‘“ Nova statim 

sordebant, noviora querebantur.” (Bengel.) The comparative 
expresses an appetite never satisfied, but ever craving something 
more, even when it has just been fed. Cp. Theophrast. Char. viii. 
Hh Aéyeral te katvdtepov; The news-loving temper of the 
Athenians is noted by Demosth. Phil. i. 43, BovAeoOe, eiré 
Mot, meptidvres abtav muvOdverbut Kata Thy dyopay, A€éyeral Th 
Kawvov; 

22. orafels 5¢ 6 Matos] And Paul being stationed tn the 
midst of the Areopagus said. He was standing in the midst of the 
Areopagus, and in the heart of the city of Athens. Cp. ‘ Athens 
and Attica,” ch. xi. 

Sixteen stone steps cut in the rock, af its south-east angle, 
lead up to the hill of the Areopagus from the valley of the Agora, 
which lies between it and the Pnyx. Immediately above the 
steps, on the level of the hill, is a bench of stone excavated in 
the limestone rock, forming three sides of a quadrangle. There 
the Areopagites sat as judges, on a rocky hill in the open air. 
On this hill are now the ruins of a small church dedicated to 
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S. Dionysius the Areopagite, and commemorating his conversion 
by St. Paul. The Apostle was brought, perhaps, by these steps 
of rock, which are the natural access to the summit, from the 
Agora below, in which he had been conversing, to give an account 
of the doctrines which he preached. Here, placed as he was in 
the centre of this platform in the very heart of Athens, with its 
statues and altars, and temples of deities around him, he might 
well say that the city was crowded with idols. 

The Temple of Eumenides was immediately below him : 
behind him, if he looked eastward, was the Temple of Theseus ; 
and he beheld the Propylea of the Acropolis facing him, and the 
Parthenon upon the Acropolis fronting him from above. The 
Temple of Victory was on his right, and a countless multitude of 
temples and altars in the Agora and Ceramicus below him. 
Above him, towering over the City from its pedestal on the rock 
of the Acropolis,—as the Borromean Colossus, which at this day 
with outstretched hand gives its benediction to the low village of 
Arona, or as the brazen statue of the armed Angel, which from 
the summit of the Castel S. Angelo spreads its wings over the 
city of Rome,—was the bronze Colossus of Minerva, armed with 
spear, shield, and helmet, the Champion of Athens. Standing 
almost beneath its shade, the courageous Apostle pronounced, 
that the Deity is not to be likened to that, the work of Phidias, 
or to other forms in “ gold, silver, or slone, graven by art and 
man’s device,’ which peopled the scene before him, and that in 
temples made with hands the Deily doth not dwell. 

The remark which has been made by Dr. Bentley, on the 
skilful adaptation of St. Paul’s oration to the audience which he 
was addressing, is equally applicable to the place in which he 
was addressing them. Nothing could present a grander, and, if 
we may so speak, a more pic/uresque illustration of his subject, 
than the temples, statues, altars, and other objects by which he 
was surrounded. 

This Speech contains a statement of the Unity of the God- 
head (v. 23), against Polytheism ; of the creation of all things by 
Him, against the Epicurean theory of a fortuitous concourse of 
atoms; of its Government by Him, against the Stoical doctrine of 
Fate, and the Epicurean notion of Indifference (vv. 23, 24); of 
the divine Omnipresence, and of the adrdpera of the One Great 
First Cause (v. 25), in opposition to the popular theology; of 
the origin of all Nations from one blood, against the Athenian 
conceit of their own dignity as airéx@oves; of the spirituality of 
the Godhead, in opposition to Idolatry (v. 29); of the witness to 
God’s existence, and other attributes, in Man’s Conscience and in 
Human Nature, and in the Visible World (v. 29). It concludes 
with a reply to the objection that these are new doctrines (v. 30), 
and with a statement of the doctrine of human accountability and 
Universal Judgment to come, by One whom God has appointed ; 
of which He has given a pledge by His Resurrection from the 
Dead. 

He does not once mention Jesus Christ by name. Compare 
St. Stephen’s conduct in this respect before the Jewish Sanhe- 
drim (see the commencement of note on ch. vii. and on vii. 45). 
In both cases there is the reverence of silence; they would not 
provoke blasphemy against that Holy Name. 

St. Paul's Speech at Athens—both in what he does say, and 
in what he does no¢ say—is a Model and Pattern to all Chris- 
tian Missionaries for their Addresses to the Heathen World. Cp. 
on v. 23. 
— ds deoidaimoverrépous] somewhat fearful of the gods ; not 

said in censure; ovdev Bap Acywv (Chrys.). Cp. the words of 
QEdipus in Sophocles (Aid. C. 260), 7as "AOjvas pact Beoce- 
Beotdras clvat. 

The sense is,—I, for my part, perceive that you are rather 
more jearjul of the gods than the rest of the world. Cp. W mer, 
§ 35, p. 218, and Baumg. il. p. 157. 

The word @ewp@ appears to be studiously repeated (see wv. 16. 
22). This is the light in which I regard you. This is my ¢heory 
concerning you. You charge me with introducing new Deities 
(v. 18).. I will show that you yourselves are not satistied with 
what you have, and that you are affected with a mysterious craving 
for something more. 

He represents their feeling toward their deities as one of 
servile fear; and he will deliver them from its vague alarms, and 
teach them a religion of filial love. 

The sense in which the Athenians, to whom he spoke, used 
the word deaidaluwv, fimidus Deorum, is evident from the Chap- 
ter of Theophrastus (Charact. Eth. xvi.) on that subject. The 
character of Nicias, as drawn by Thucydides (vii. 50. 77. 86\, | 

°O ovv ayvoodrtes evoeBette TOTO eya Katayyé\rw dtr. 

presents a striking specimen of Athenian deoidatuovla. And the 
verses of the great Poet of one of the Sects, the Epicurean, with 
which St. Paul had to contend at Athens, display a graphic view 
of his position at Athens in taking up arms against the Heathen 
Theology, and an appropriate comment on his words: 

“Humana ante oculos foedé cim vita jaceret 
In terris, oppressa gravi sub Religione, 
Que caput a coeli regionibus ostendebat, 
Horribili super aspectu mortalibus instans.”’ 

And again, 

“ Seepius illa 
Religio peperit scelerosa atque impia facta.” 

Lucret. i. 64—102. 

The victory over this awful Religio—a victory which Lucre- 
tius claims for his ‘‘ Graius homo,” Epicurus, is indeed specially 
due to St. Paul. Cp. Aug. de Civ. Dei iv. 30, ‘*Agamus Deo 
gratias, qui has superstitiones per altissimam Christi humilitatem, 
per Apostolorum predicationem, liber& suorum servitute sub- 
vertit.”’ 

23. rd ocBdcuata] your objects of worship, temples, altars, 
&c., used in this sense in the Greek Version in Wisd. xiv. 20; 
xv. 17. Bel and the Dragon 27. (Kuin.) Cp. 2 Thess. ii. 4. 

— etpoy kal] I met with an altar also, inscribed to the Un- 
known God. 
— Bwudv] analtar. An example to Christian Preachers and 

Missionaries, that they should adapt their addresses to the cir- 
cumstances of their audience, and commence with things in which 
they agree with them, and endeavour to persuade their hearers by 
means of things which they acknowledge; and so lead them on 
to accept the truth as it is in Christ. 

In the Jewish Synagogues, the Apostle always preached 
from the Law and the Prophets there read. But in the heathen 
City, he takes his text from their Al¢ar, and confirms it from their 
Poets. To those who were under the Levitical Law, ‘‘ he was as 
under the Law, that he might gain them that were under the 
Law; and to them that were without the Law, he became as 
without the Law, that he might gain them that were without the 
Law ;” and, so far as was consistent with his obedience to Christ, 
he became ‘‘all things to all men, that he might by all means 
save some.’ See ] Cor. ix. 20. 22. 

He thus brought every thing into subjection to Christ; and 
often, as here, he overcame Satan by his own weapons; amd 
Tay OrAwy TOY ToAcuLwY ad’Tovs exetipmoato. See Ammonius in 
Caten. p. 352. 

Cp. Chrys. here, and Jerome, Epist. ad Magnum, “ Ductor 
Christiani exercittis, Paulus, et orator invictus, pro Christo causam 
agens, ipsam inscriptionem fortuitam arte (ars ?) torquet in argu- 
mentum fidei.’’ 
— ’AITNOSTM OEN:) to the unknown God. In short public 

formulas, like Inscriptions on altars, &c., the definile arlicle is 
often omitted. Cp. Znyvds ’OAuuriov, —’AméAAwM Thublw, — 
Anya MoAidd: «.7.A. And therefore "Ayvéar@ Oc@ is not to be 
rendered to an unknown God, but ‘‘ to the unknown God.”” 

It would seein that the same Divine Power which had guided 
Pilate’s hand when he wrote the inscription on the Cross, ‘* Jesus 
of Nazareth, King of the Jews,” directed those, unconscious 
though they were, who traced this title on the Altar, It is not 
to be supposed, that St. Paul alludes only to the more general 
inscription "Ayv@orors @eois, engraven on some altars in the har- 
bour and city of Athens (Pausan. Attic. i. 1. Philost, Vit. 
Apollon. vi. 3. Col. Leake’s Athens, p. 306) 

The title "Ayvdéoros Ocois, to unknown Gods (in the plural), 
was indeed of some use to his argument, as it implied a con- 
fession from Athenians themselves that there were Beings—and 
therefore a Being—unknown to them, and yet entitled to divine 
worship. 

But to suppose that he argued from such an inscription as 
that, and from nothing more, would be tantamount to a suppo- 
sition that in preaching the One God, he argued from a profession 
of Polytheism. 

No one—least of all, St. Paul—would have hazarded an ill- 
grounded assertion before an assembly of critical Athenians. And 
the conversion of Dionysius, a Judge of the Court of the Areo- 
pagus, by St. Paul’s pleading, is a sufficient proof that the allega- 
tions, on which it was grounded, were true. 

Hence Clem, Avex. (Strom. i. 9) and S. Aug. (c. Crescon. 
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e> , \ Se. 2 s \ 9 \ 2 A 
o Apevotayirys, KQL Yury OVOLAaTL Aapapis, KGL ETEPOL OVY AUTOLS. 

i. 29) affirm that the Athenians worshipped one God, although 
anknown. 

There was doubtless an altar at Athens declaratory of the 
Unity of the Godhead. There was an altar inscribed "AyvdéoTw 
©c@, to the unknown God. Such an inscription would have been 
Suggested by the natural cravings of the heart for something 
more pure and rational than the unholy and unsatisfying vanities 
of Gentile Polytheism. 

This craving had heen expressed by heathen Poets, e. g. by 
Aratus, whom St. Paul quotes (v. 28). 

And (as Chrys. and Cicumenius, and others state) the 
occurrence of public calamities, such as the great Plague at 
Athens in the 40th Olympiad, suggested to the Athenians that 
there might be some ofher god whom they had offended, and 
who could and would give them that aid which they had sought 
in vain from their many gods of wood and stone. As Col. Leake 
has observed (p. 306), ‘ Diogenes Laertius (in Epimenid. lib. i. 
sect. 10) informs us that Epimenides himself came to Athens 
to establish this worship, and that he sacrificed upon the Areo- 
pagus.”” 

Laertius does not indeed speak of the “Ayvwaros Oebds, but 
he says 7@ mpoorjkovt: cg, in the singular number; and his 
name would have been specified, if it had been known. “ It is 
probable, therefore (says Leake), that an altar "AyvéoTm Ocg 
continued to stand upon the Areopagus from that time until it 
became the occasion of St. Paul’s address to the Athenians.” If 
the altar was visible, as perhaps it was, the appeal would have 
been much more cogent and striking, 

The words of the interlocutor in the dialogue of Philopatris, 
ascribed by some to Lucian (iii. 708, but see Gieseler, § 40), 
vh toy &yvwartoyv év’Abhvas, and Toy ev ’Abhvas kyvworor 
édeupdvtes .. . Tobrp ebxapioriocwper, though designed perhaps 
as a sneer on St. Paul’s speech at Athens, and so proving its dis- 
semination in the Gentile world, are far from casting any doubt 
on the Apostle’s assertion; they rather confirm his statement of 
the fact: though they do not concede his inference from it. 

— 6 dyvooivres eboeBeire] “ nomen guod ignorantes bené co- 
lifis, ego declaro vobis; Deus Qui” &c. The reading 6 and rodro 
restored from the oldest MSS. by recent Editors, is more con- 
sistent with the argument than bv and todroy. Cp. John iv. 22, 
tucis mporkuveire 6 obn ofbare. 

There seems a contrast between eboeBeire here and Seiida- 
uovia v, 22. 

— KatayyéAAw)] An answer to KatayyeAeis v. 18. 

24. ob —Katome?] doth not dwell; is not locally confined to 
them as to a dwelling-place (Acts vii. 48), even though it be as 
magnificent as the Parthenon and the Temple of Theseus. 

This assertion, and others like it, of God’s Omnipresence, 
was abused by the adversaries of Christianity into a charge 
against the Christians that they had no Temples. Celsus, ap. 
Origen, c. Cels. viii. p. 389. Minuc. Felix, 10, ‘ nullas aras ha- 
bent, teropla nulla,” Bet this was an erroneous allegation. See 

et 

Tertullian, de Idol. 7, and Mede’s Essay on Churches, i.e. “ ap- 
propriate places for Christian Worship both in, and ever since the 
Apostles’ times,’’ Works, pp. 319—385. 

25. aités] He Himself—and no one else. Cp. Matt. i. 21. 
Since He is the sole source of all life to all, He cannot be in need 
of any thing from any. His essence is like that described by the 
Poet,—* Jysa suis pollens opibus, nihil indiga nostri.” 

26. aiuaros] Omitted by Sin. A, B. 

27. tov Kupiov] their Lord. See v. 24. 
— «i tpaye Wnraphoeav aitdv) if haply at least (as might 

be expected) they would feel for Him—as men purblind, feeling 
and groping for the light. See on Heb. xii. 18; ep. Aristoph. 
Pax 691, e¥nAabGyev ev oxdtw Ta mpdyuara. 

28. twts—moimtay] certain of your poets. Aratus, of Cilicia, 
St. Paul’s own country (Grofius), and perhaps of Tarsus, St. 
Paul’s own city. (Fabric. Bibl. Gr. iv. p. 87.) The same words 
are also in Cleanthes, of Lycia. Hymn. Jov. 5. 

St. Paul connects all Greek poetry with Athens, ‘the eye of 
Greece ;” and by quoting Aratus he connects his audience with 
himself. Cp. Jerome in Ep. ad Titum (vol. iv. p. 419). 

29. Al@w] stone : even though it be of marble from your cele- 
brated quarries of Mount Pentelicus and Hymettus. Marble 
was so abundant at Athens that it was called Aléos, stone. 
— xapdyuart] gravure: even though, like your chrysele- 

phantine Minerya of the Acropolis, it be from the hands of a 
Phidias. 

80. irepiddv] overlooking : without inflicting punishment. 
Cp. xiv. 16. Rom. iii. 25. And in this sense it is used by LXX 
in Deut. xxii. 1. 3, 4. 

82. avdoracw] resurrection, i.e. of the body. See Bentley, 
Serm. ii. p. 32. They did not mock at Judgment, but at 
Resurrection; for there he opposed all their schools of Ethics. 
“Ut carnis restitutio negetur, de una omnium philosophorum 
schola sumitur.” (Zertuddian, Prescr. 7.) 

83. wal otws 5 MaiAos e&A0ev] And so Paul went away 
Jrom them. They deferred the re-hearing of the cause to a more 
convenient season, and so he departed. He departed from Athens, 
never, as far as we know, to revisit it. ‘* Nusquam Paulus minore 
cum fructu quam Athenis docuit.”” (Bu/linger.) 

A solemn warning to all, who, gifted with intellectual ad- 
vantages, spend their time in speculation, and prefer novelty 
to truth, Specially a warning to all such persons as seek for 
novelties in Religion, and in the Exposition of Scripture. The 
Spirit who dwelt in St. Paul may visit them for a time; but, if He 
be not reverently entertained, He will depart from them—perhaps 
for ever. 

84. Avovictos] Dionysius, afterwards the first Bishop of 
Athens, according to Dionysius, the Corinthian Bishop of the same 
name. used. iii. 4; iv. 23. Cp. Bingham, ii. 1. 4. 

There is now a Church dedicated to him on the Areopagus, 
S. Chrys. de Sacerdot. (iv. p. 189, Hughes) says that the Da. 
maris here mentioned was his wife, 
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XVIII. ! Mera S€ rat7a ywpicbels 6 Taddos ex rav "AOnvav HdOev els 
a Rom, 16. 3. 
1 Cor. 16, 19. 
2 Tim. 4, 19. 

Képwhovr ?* Kat eipdv twa “Iovdatov, dvopmate ’Axvhav, Iovtiuciy to yévet, 

mpoopatws é€yvOdta ad THs “Itadias, Kal Ipiokidd\av yvvatka adrov, dia 
TO Svaterayevar Kiavd.iov ywpilerOar mavtas Tos “Iovdalovs amd THs “Papys, 

b ch. 20, 34, 3 
1 Cor, 4. 12. 
2 Cor. 11. 9. 
& 12. 13. 
1 Thess. 2. 9. 
2 Thess, 3. 8. 

TmpoonOev adrots: 

“Eyvas. 
ech. 17. 14, 15, 

b ‘ ‘ i , > ¥ > > aA ‘ > , 

kal dua 7d dporexvoy civat Eweve Tap avTots Kal eipya- 
lero: Hoav yap oKyvorovol TH TEX. 

os m ~ > 
4 Avehéyero S€ &v TH ovvaywyyn Kata wav odBBatov, eree te “Iovdaiovs Kal 

5°As dé KaTHOov awd THs Maxedovias 6 te Sitas kal 6 Tiydbeos, ovv- 
elyeTo TO Noyw 6 Haddos, Suapaptupdpevos Tots Iovdators tov Xprotov "Inco. 

The works attributed to him by some belong probably to 
another Dionysius of the fourth century. See Bp. Pearson, 
Vindic. Ign. cap. x. pp. 249—264, ed. Churton. 

Cu. XVIII. 1. KépivOov] Corinth. “ Achaie caput” (Florus, 
ii. 69); “totius Greciz lumen’’ (Cicero, pro lege Manil. 6) ; 
“excisam quidem & Mummio, sed cum tempore reflorescentem.”’ 
(Grot.) The following summary is from Kuin. 

‘* Portus habebat duo, ad navium stationes aptissimos, alte- 
rum occidentalem, Lechzeum, versus Italiam, alterum orientalem, 

Cenchreensem (v. 18), versus regiones Asiaticas, v. S/rabo lib. 
viii. p. 261, Pausan. Achaic. c. 16. Celebrabantur ibi, conventu 
totius Greecise (Curt. iv. 5) Judi Isthmici, ultra Hadriani tempora, 
v. Pausan. Corinth. c. 1. 2. Bello Achaico 4 Lucio Mummio 
dirutam Flor. ii. 16. Plin. H. N. xxxiv. 2; xxxv. 5, centum annos 
post Julius Czesar, deductis illuc libertinis quam plurimis, resti- 
tuit; et brevi tempore pristmum splendorem recuperavit, ita ut, 
propter civium opulentissimorum copiam, et artium studium, inter 
reliquas Greecie civitates principatum teneret. Quam in rem 
luculentissima extant scriptorum veterum testimonia, nominatim 
Strabonis, qui lib. viii. p. 263 scribit: 7 pév ofy mwéAts Tey 
KopwOlwyv weyddn te Kal mAoucla diamavTds bwiptev, avdpay te 
nimépncev ayabav els Te Ta ToAITIKa Kal eis Tas TéXVAaS Tas 
Syucovpyucds.” . 

On its present condition, see Col. Leake's Morea, iii. 228— 
237 and 322. Howson, chap. xii. 

2. *AxtAav] Aguilam: probably a name adopted for com- 
mercial intercourse with the Romans; and the same as Onkelos. 
(Valck.) 
— Movtixdy] of Pontus. See ii. 9. 1 Pet. i. 1. 
— KaAavdiov—lovdalouvs—‘Pwuns] ‘Claudius Judeos, impul- 

sore Chresto assidué tumultuantes, Roma expulit” (Suefon. 
Claud. 25). Cp. Bede, who says that it is uncertain whether the 
Christians were not confounded with Jews in that edict of Clau- 
dius, by which he banished the Jews from Rome. Lardner, 
Credib. i. 11.3. Burton, 184. Howson, i. 454. Gieseler, § 28. 
It is probable that the Jews of Rome, as at Thessalonica and 
other great cities, had been stirred up against the Christians. 

A happy exile for Aquila. Banishment by Cesar from 
Rome brought him to Christ and the Church. He is afterwards 
at Ephesus (v. 19. 1 Cor. xvi. 19), and returns to Rome (Rom. 
xvi. 3), and at Ephesus again (2 Tim. iv. 19). His wife Prisca, 
or Priscilla, is always mentioned with him (see on v. 18); and 
probably they carried with them, wherever they went, the spi- 
ritual benefits they derived from their fellowship with St. Paul. 
Thus evil may be overruled for good; and exile from an earthly 
city may be the means of bringing many to heaven. 

3. oxnvoro.ol] tent-makers. To which St. Paul himself refers, 
Acts xx. 34. 1 Cor. iv. 12. 2 Cor. xi. 9; xii. 13. 1 Thess. ii. 
9. 2 Thess. iii. 8. The word oxnvorooi is best rendered “ opi- 
fices tentoriorum ex corio, in usum viatorum.’”’ As Chrys. ex- 
plains it, emt oxnvoppadelou érras Sepuara eppamre, and as Aralor 
says (p. 206), 

— “tentoria quippe 
Fortia mobilibus fabricabat in aggere tectis ; 
Longits hee abiens peregrinus ubique viator 
Erigit, atque hiemes solesque his pellibus arcet.’’ 

Some have supposed that St. Paul had learnt the art of tent- 
making in his own country Cilicia, celebrated for its cilicium, or 
goats’-hair, of which tents were made; and others, that he had 
practised it among the cxnvira in Arabia (Gal. i. 17). 

The supposition that these /en/s were made from the cilicinm, 
or goats’-hair, of St. Paul’s native country Cilicia, does not seem 
to rest on any good foundation (cp. Meyer). 

There was nothing discreditable, in the eyes of a Jew, in 
manual lahour. “ Mos erat etiam doctissimis Judeorum opifi- 

cium aliquod discere.”” 
here, and Biscoe, p. 273. 

Hence St. Paul is called “‘ pellium sutor”’ by Origen (hom, 
17 in Num.). 

May we not add, in reference to Christ Himself, that Ipse 
Orbis terrarum Opifex, sacrosanctis Suis manibus fabri artem ex- 
ercebat (Matt. xiii. 55. Mark vi. 3). Sic et Apostolorum prima- 
rius, qui in Ecclesiz tabernaculo pangendo plus omnibus laborabat 
(1 Cor. xv. 10), tentoriis factitandis victum quvritabat: et a 
terrenorum tentoriorum sutura (ep. Origen, hom. 17 in Num.) 
ad seterna habitanda vocatus est? Hence Arator says (p. 207), 

es habitacula Paulus 
Dum terrena levat, docet ut coelestia condat, 
Factaque seepe manu nunc construit atria verbo.” 

This was indeed a consecration of human labour. As Chrys. 
observes here, ‘‘ St. Paul, after working miracles, stood in his 
workshop at Corinth, and stitched hides of leather together with 
his hands; and the Angels regarded him with love, and the Devils 
with fear.” 2 

St. Paul, it would seem, from his free-birth at Tarsus (ep. 
xvi. 37), and from his education under Gamaliel at Jerusalem 
(see xxii. 3), was of an opulent family; and it is probable that at 
his conversion he incurred a loss of estate, as well as of friends, 
so that he was obliged to provide for his necessities by the work 
of his own hands, Acts xx. 34. 

But he thought all things ox’Bada that he might win Christ, 
for whom he suffered the loss of all things (Phil. iii. 8). 

It was not honourable to the Corinthians, that the Apostle 
was obliged to provide a maintenance for himself by manual 
labour. And their ‘lack of service’? to him is contrasted 
(see v. 5) with the thoughtful liberality of the Macedonian 
Churches. 

But that lack of service on their part gave him an occasion 
for showing that he did not preach for an earthly reward; and 
also for stating the claim of Christ’s Ministers to a competent 
maintenance with greater force, because no one could allege that 
in so doing he was pleading for himself. See 1 Cor. ix. 7. 11, 12. 
18. 2 Cor. xi. 7. 

4. “EAAnvas] A remarkable passage, as showing that the word 
“EAAnves is sometimes used in the Acts for Greek-speaking Jews 
and proselytes. Here Hellenes are attendants on the synagogue- 
worship (as in xiv. 1; xvii. 4). When the Jews, whom St. Paul 
addresses (see v. 5), had rejected the Gospel, then,—but not till 
then,—did he say that he would go to the Gentiles (v. 6), eis Ta 
Z2@yvn. See above, xi. 20. 

5. xarnAov ard THs Maxedovlas b te Sidas Kal 6 TiudBeos}] As 
Dr. Paley observes, St. Paul had sent for them to come to him 
from Macedonia fo Athens (xvii. 15, 16). And St. Paul says 
(1 Thess. iii. 1), ‘‘ We thought good to be left at Athens alone, 
and sent Timotheus our brother to establish you.” Thus the 
Epistle implies what is said in the History, and supplies what is 
not said; and vice versa. 

Timothy, it seems, remained with St. Paul at Corinth as 
‘this fellow-labourer”’ in preaching the Gospel; 4 cuvepyds mou, 
as he is called in the Epistle to the Romans (Rom. xvi. 21), written 
from that place. 
— 76 Ady] by the word. So Sin. A, B, D, EF, G, and some 

Cursives and Versions ; and this: reading is adopted by Griesd., 
Scholz, Lach., Tisch., Born., Alf.—Elz. cuveixeto TG mvevuar.. 
The sense is,—after the arrival of Silas and Timotheus, he was 
constrained by the Word within him urging him to speak, and 
striving vehemently for utterance. (See on 1 Cor. ix. 16.) So 
the Syriac Version. Cp. Luke xii. 50, m@s cuvéxomat, Ews oF 

See Schoetigen. p. 472, and Rosenm. 

TereoOH; and 2 Cor. y. 14, 7) ayarn ouvexer jas. And sce 
LXX in Jerem. xx. 9; xxiii. 9. Ps. xxxix. 3. Job xxxii. 18, 1% 

But why was he thus constrained, after their arrival ? 
Probably, because they brought to him pecuniary supplies 
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§ \°Avtitacaopevar S€ ad’tav Kai BaogdnpovyTwr, extwakdpevos TA tpwaTva a Lev. 20.9, 12, 
2 Sam. 1. 16. 

Lal ‘\ ‘\ e Lal ‘ > , > A 

elme mpods avtovs, Td atua tuav emt Hv Kehadjy tpav: Kablapds Cyd dard Bzk- 3.18, 19. 
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Matt. 10. 14. 
A > > i Ps 

7 Kai peraBas éxetbev 7Oev eis oikiav tiwds 27.25: 
ch, 13. 45, 51, 

évépate "Iovatov, c¢Bopevov Tov Oedv, ob 7 oikta Hv Tvvopopotoa TH ovv- 
aywyn. ®°*Kpiomos S€ 6 apxiovvdywyos éerictevoe TH Kupiy odv ohm TO ¢1 Cor. 1.14. 
oikm avTov* Kat mo\dol tay Kopubiwy dxovorvtes ériotevov, Kal éBamtilovto. 
®*Eime S€ 6 Kupuos Sv épdpatos év vuxtt TH Havdw, My hood, ada dd dew f Jer. 1, 19 
Kal pi) ciwmjons: 1° ® Sidte eyo eipe peta ood, Kal ovdels emiPyjoerat cou Tod e John 10. 16. 
Kak@oat oe didTt Nads €or pou Todds ev TH TOEL TaUTy. 

Matt. 28. 20. 
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NExdbicé te éviavrov Kal pqvas &€, Suddoxwr ev adtois Tov Ndyov ToD Ocod. 
a ws 2 Taddiwvos 6€ avOuratevovtos THs “Axalas, Kateréotnoay spobvpaddy 

lol X A Y ‘ 

ot “Iovdaior 76 Havhw, cat jyayov airov ent 7d Byua | déyovtes, “Or tapa 
x , Tov vopov avareie obtos tTovs avOpamovs céBerOar tiv Oecov. 14h €j- heh. 25. 11. 

a 3 > a X Cee , 
Aovros Sé rod Iavhov dvotyew 7d oTdpa, eirev 6 FadXlwv mpods tovs *IovSatovs, 
Ei péev jv adixnpd me 4H padiovpynua rovnpov, ® *Iovdaio, ‘ kata Adyov dy iRom.1s. 3. 
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Tov Kal” was, dere adroit: KpiTis eyo TovTwv ob Bovdopar eivan. 
‘ es 

ampacev avtovs amd Tod Bypatos. | 

from Macedonia. See 2 Cor. xi. 9, ‘‘ When I was present with 
you and wanted, I was chargeable to no man; for that which was 
lacking to me (at Corinth), the brethren which came from Mace- 
donia (i. e. Silas and Timotheus) supplied.” See also what he 
says to the Philippians of Macedonia (Phil. iv. 14—18). 

Therefore, after the arrival of his friends from Macedonia he 
gave himself up to preaching; he left off making earthly tents, to 
build up the heavenly Tabernacle of the Church of God. 

“It is more blessed to give than to receive” (Acts xx. 35). 
A double blessing was, therefore, on the Macedonian Churches. 
The Corinthians lacked in service to the Apostle in their own 
city; the Christians of Macedonia sent supplies to St. Paul at 
Corinth, and so edified the Church in Achaia. 

7. éxeiBev) thence, i.e. from the Synagogue. Cp. xix. 9, where 
St. Paul separates himself from the Synagogue at Ephesus, and 
transfers his disciples to the “ school of Tyrannus.” 

— "loverov] Justus. Some Versions and MSS. Sin. B, E, 
D**, have Tirlov or Titov Iovarov; which is defended by Borne- 
mann. It is remarkable, that Titus is never mentioned in the Acts 
of the Apostles. Cp. Bp. Pearson, O. P. ii. 328; and see note 
below on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

8. Kploxes] Crispus, who was baptized by St. Paul himself, 
1 Cor. i. 14. Cp. Paley, H. P. p. 39. . 
— bapxicvvdywyos) chief of the Synagogue. Mark v. 22. 

There were several dpxicuvaywyo. to one Synagogue, see 
Acts xiii. 15. And therefore the article is used here to distinguish 
Crispus from others who had not the same function, as the words 
in xvii. 34, Atovdcwos 6 "Apeorayirns, distinguish him from others 
who were not Areopagites. See on John xviii. 10. 

Hence, it cannot be concluded with some, that Sosthenes 
{v. 17) succeeded Crispus. 

10. Aads wor words ev TH wéA tabtn] I have much people in 
this city." Not so at Athens, xvii. 33, 34. The commercial Co- 
rinth was more favourable to the Gospel than Athens, with its 
love of novelty and empirical Intelligence. 

12. TadAlwvos dvOurarebovtos tis *Axatas] When Gallio 
was proconsul of Achaia. These words, placed at the beginning 
of the sentence, with something of the style of an official do- 
cument, are designed to call the reader's attention to the influence 
of the Imperial Authority of Rome in relation to Christianity. 
The incident now to be recorded is significant; it is @wvav ouv- 
eroiot; an epitome of history. Almighty God interferes here to 
protect St. Paul against the malice of the Jews; and the instru- 
ment which He uses for this purpose on this and other occasions 
is the imperial power of Rome (cp. Baumg. ii. 218). Thus He 
foreshadows what He will do hereafter, in a more signal manner, 
by making all the Powers of this world, indifferent or hostile 
though they be, subservient to the Triumph of Christ. 

— TadAlwvos} Gallio. M. Anneus Novatus, the younger 
brother of the celebrated Stoic, L. Annzus Seneca, uncle of the 
Poet Lucan; called “ dulcis Gallio” by Statius (Sylv. ii. 7. 32), 
and “dulcis omnibus,” and lauded for his unruffled serenity of 
temper, and disinterested generosity and contempt of money, by 

Vor. I.—Paar IL. 

16 \ jch. 23. 29. 
Kat 955-11, 19. 

John 18. 31. EmdaBopevor 6€ rdvres Yoobevyy vitor 1 i. 

his brother Seneca (Pref. lib. iv. Nat. Quest.), who dedicates to 
him his books ‘‘ De Jrd”’ and “ De Vita Beata.” He had been 
adopted by Gallio the Rhetorician, from whom he derived his 
name. He is called dominus by Seneca (Ep. 104)—his elder 
brother—on account of his official dignity. 
— ay0vrarevovros] proconsul. Another proof of St. Luke's 

accuracy. Achaia had been an Imperial Province under 
Tiberius (Tacit. i. 76), but was restored to the Senate by 
Claudius (Sue/on. Claud. 25). How much more St. Luke knew 
of the history of Rome, than the Roman Historians did of Christ ! 
Cp. Lardner, Cred. i. 1. 12. 

— ’Axatas] of Achaia. See xvi. 9. 

13. avamel#e:] Primam persuasionem noyis rationibus labefac- 
tatam evellit. Wedst. 

15. dvoudtwr] of names ; i. e. whether Jesus was rightly called 
Christ. This question is dismissed by the Gallios of this world 
as of no moment ; but it is considered as all in all by God. See 
Matt. xvi. 13—18. 
— vépou rot Kad iuas] the law, that is received by you—you 

Jews ; you who pretend to have a better law than we have who 
are Romans ! 

17. wdvres] all, i.e. the Jews. The words of “EAAnves are 
added by Elz. with D, E, and probably G, H, and the great 
majority of cursives. But A, B omit these words, and they are 
not in Vulg. and some other Versions, nor in Chrys., who says 
obrws irauol hoav of ‘lovdator: and they have been rejected by 
Lachm., Tisch., and Alford. 

Why did St. Luke mention the circumstance, whatever it 
was ? 

The answer seems to be supplied by the close of the verse, 
ovdév To’Twy TG VadAlwu uerev. He intends to mark the indif- 
ference of the Roman Power, as represented by the Proconsul of 
Achaia. It was not so bitter in its hostility to Christianity as the 
Jews were, who called themselves the people of God. It did not 
persecute, but it would not befriend the Gospel. 

It would not interfere to protect the cause of truth; and in 
its philosophic professions of toleration and non-interference, it 
allowed the laws of morality to be infringed and outraged in its 
presence. It seems therefore probable, that rdyres refers to the 
Jews, Gallio professed to be unwilling to adjudicate between the 
Jews and St. Paul, on the plea that the matter was not within his 
cognizance, and he drove the Jews from the judgment-seat; and 
it seems, that they, disappointed of their expectation, were so reck- 
less as to seize on Sosthenes, the chief of the Synagogue, and to 
beat him in the presence of Gallio. Cp. Paley, Hore Pauline, 
p- 40, who takes this view. 

But why aid the Jews beat the chief of their own Syna- 
gogue ? 

The answer seems to be supplied by the passage where 
Sosthenes is associated with St. Paul, as ‘‘ Sosthenes our brother,” 
in the beginning of the First Epistle to the Corinthians. 

It may be, that the Sosthenes here is not the same as there. 
K 
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But Holy Scripture loves clearness, and not confusion, and seems 
to suggest their identity. See also next note. 
— Swobdvnv] Sosthenes. The Jews, being disappointed in 

their expectations of injuring Paul, turned their rage against Sos- 
thenes. Probably Sosthenes was favourable to St. Paul, and re- 
strained them from destroying him, and was therefore obnoxious 
to the Jews. (Chrys., Ammon., Gicum.) Perhaps the injury in- 
flicted on him by them attached him more closely to St. Paul, and 
hastened his conversion to Christianity, after the example of his 
brother dpxicuvdywyos, Crispus (v. 8). 
— kal ovdiv—uedev] and Gallio cared nothing for these 

things. Ovbdey is to be construed with EueAey, not with todTwr. 
See the examples in Weéstein. 

Gallio was perfectly indifferent to these things, although this 
outrage in his presence was an insult to himself and to his office 
(Chrys.), and as if this was no ddlknua! And yet Gallio was 
called “dulcis” (see above on v. 12),—and had professed, that if 
there had been any act of personal wrong (v. 14), he would do 
justice to the injured party. But the favourite of this world does 
not always make a good Judge. See further above, xiii. 7. And 
professions of toleration and non-interference are often only 
specious disguises for love of ease, or thin veils for cowardice and 
desire of popular applause. It is not surprising, that Gallio is 
afterwards heard of as ministering to Nero at Rome in his frivolity 
and sensuality, and as stage-manager in the scenes described by 
Dio, \xi, 20, which caused so much grief to the honest Burrhus 
(Tac. Ann. xiv. 15), and to Gallio’s brother Seneca. At length 
Gallio, the favourite, as well as his brother Seneca, the instructor 
of Nero, were killed by him. 

18. MploxiAda] Priscilla. 
band Aquila ? 

“The head of the woman is the man” (1 Cor. xi. 3); and she 
is commanded to be in subjection to her husband as the Church 
to Christ (Eph. v. 22—24). 

Yet here the wife is placed before her husband. And this 
order is adopted in some places by S¢. Paul also, Rom. xvi. 3. 
2 Tim. iv. 19. There must be some reason for this. It is ob- 
servable also, that both St. Luke and St. Paul in ofher places 
put Aquila the husband before Priscilla the wife. See Acts xvili. 2. 
1 Cor. xvi. 19. 

But why is Priscilla ever put first ? 
Bengel says, “ Viro preponitur uxor spectatior;” but he 

does not say in what she was ‘ spectatior’ or more honourable. 
Aquila was a Jew when he came to Corinth; and he was 

known as such in the first instance to the Church. (See xviii. 2.) 
But perhaps his wife Priscilla was a Christian, and was instru- 
mental in his conversion (for he was converted) to Christianity. 

She is associated with him in xviii. 26, where some MSS. 
and Editors place Aer name first, in bringing the celebrated Jew 
Apollos to a more perfect knowledge of the Gospel. 

It seems not improbable, that Priscilla was distinguished by 
her zeal and ability in disseminating the truth, and that she had 
an authorized position and official function in the Church. 

This conjecture is confirmed by what we read in 1 Cor. xvi. 
19, where St. Paul, writing from Ephesus, says, ‘‘ Aquila and 
Priscilla salute you; with the Church that is in their house.” 

And, what is more remarkable, St. Paul, in writing from 
Corinth to Rome, after his mention of Phebe, the deaconess of 
Cenchrez (the port of Corinth), proceeds immediately to send his 
salutation to the Roman Christians; and after the name of Phebe, 
and at the head of that long list of names, he places first in order 
the name of Priscilla. 

The position she here occupies, and the terms in which she 
is mentioned there (Rom. xvi. 3, where her name stands before 
her husband’s), show that she had been of signal use to St. Paul 
and to the Church. 

“ Salute Priscilla and Aquila, my helpers in Christ Jesus, who 
for my life laid down their own necks (probably at Ephesus), 
unto whom not only I give thanks, but all the Churches of the 
Gentiles ; and salute the Church that ts in their house.” 

From the position of Aer name immediately after Phebe the 
Deaconess, and before her husband and all the other Roman 
Christians, it may be inferred, that Priscilla also was appointed by 
St. Paul todo some special work, like that of a Deaconess, in the 
Church. 

It is indeed sometimes supposed, that either unmarried wo- 

Why is she named Jefore her hus- 

men of mature age, or widows, were alone admitted to that office. 
(See Bingham, ii. 22.) But not enough is known of its consti- 
tution, to authorize a confident assertion on this point. 

Indeed, it may rather be inferred from St. Paul’s own direc- 
tions concerning Deaconesses, that married women sometimes 
held that office. See on 1 Tim. iii. 11, and v. 12; and there are 
many very good reasons, why some deaconesses, having especial 
charge of women, should have been married. 

Priscilla, by her marriage with Aquila, who was connected 
with the Jews by origin, and appears to have been led by his 
mercantile pursuits to travel from one populous city to another 
(for we hear of him at Rome, at Corinth, at Ephesus, and again 
at Rome), would have had many favourable opportunities for 
serving the cause of Christianity ; and from the terms in which 
she is mentioned in Scripture, she appears to have availed herself 
of them. 

It is therefore submitted for the reader’s consideration, 
whether she was not appointed by St. Paul to such an office in 
the Church as a holy and pious matron could hold in primitive 
times; and whether it may not be on account of the official dignity 
annexed to that office, that her name, which, if she were re- 
garded solely as a woman and a wife, would follow a/ter that 
of her Ausband, is sometimes placed before it both by St. Luke 
and St. Paul. 

This incident—trivial as at first it may seem—is also of value 
as showing the truth of the history, and the connexion of St. Luke 
with St. Paul. 

The coincidence between the narrative of St. Luke, in the 
Acts of the Apostles, and the Epistles of St. Paul, does not con- 
sist merely in this, that they both mention the names of Aquila 
and Priscilla, or that they both mention that of Aquila first or 
that of Priscilla first, but that each sometimes places Priscilla 
first, and sometimes Aquila; i. e. they both seem to have re- 
garded Priscilla as holding a peculiar position in the Church, 
—a position nowhere fully explained, but only implied,—and as 
having precedence before Aquila in that official respect, though 
bound to submit to him, and therefore sometimes named after 
him, as her husband. 

— Keipduevos thy Kepaddy ev Keyxpeais, exe yap edxty] 
having polled his head at Cenchree; for he hada Vow. The 
context shows that this is not said of Aquila, but of St. Paul. 

So it was understood by Didymus, the Master of S. Jerome. 
See Caten. p. 307, where he says, ‘ Paul the Apostle of the Gen- 
tiles became a Jew to the Jews, in order that they might not be 
estranged from him as one who revolted from the Lord; and 
therefore, according to the custom of his country, he polled his 
head at Cenchree, being under a vow; and further, when he 
arrived at Jerusalem, he joined himself to the four men who had 
such a vow as this upon them.’’ See xxi. 23. 

As Bede observes here (p. 73), and in Retract. (p. 148), 
both Jerome and Augustine apply the words to St. Paul. 
Jerome says (Ep. ii.), “ Fratribus valedicens navigabat Syriam, et 
cum eo Priscilla et Aquila ; e¢ ¢o¢ondit sibi in Cenchreis caput ;’’ 
and Augustine (Ep. 80), ‘ Timotheum circumcidit, et Cenchreis 
votum absolvit.”’ é 

This would seem to intimate that the present reading of the 
Vulgate, ‘‘qui sibi totonderat caput,” is not so ancient as the 
fifth century. 

Some have asserted that Chrysostom applies it to Aquila, 
but this is an error. 

It is also said by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 333) that Theophy- 
fact understands it of Aquila, and not of St. Paul. But Theo- 
phylact says (iii. p. 140), ‘‘ because he seemed to some to teach 
men to abandon the Law (of Moses), and they were offended with 
him on that account, and would not receive his preaching, there- 
fore he does this here, and in the Temple at Jerusalem (xxi. 24. 
26), in compliance with their scruples. And this is what he says 
of himself, ‘I became as under the Law to them who were 
under the Law’”’ (1 Cor. ix. 20). Therefore Theophylact applies 
it to St. Paul, and Bede observes, “ hee fecit Paulus ut Judeos 
lucrifaceret.”” 

It is true that in the Editions of this author (Theophylact), 
there is also ascholium connecting it with Aquila; but this seems 
to be a more recent interpolation. 

Modern Expositors are divided. Erasm.. Luther, Beza, 
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Calvin, Bengel, Whitby, Rosenm., Olsh., Neander, De Wette, 
Baumg. (ii. p. 224), Hackett (p. 261), Alford, and others, refer 
it to St. Paul. 

Hammond, Grotius, Valck., Kuin., Wieseler, Meyer, to 
Aquila. 

The argument used by some, that if St. Luke had not 
intended that ’Ax’Aas should be construed with Keipduevos, he 
would not have put Priscilla first, is refuted by the passages cited 
in the preceding note. The verbs and participles of this verse 
and the next refer to St. Paul; and Aquila is only introduced 
parenthetically. 

The words elxev edy}v are best illustrated by Acts xxi. 23, 
clolv juiv kvdpes tTércapes edxhv Exovtes ep’ éEautav. The 
ex) is the Hebrew 773 (nedher), a vow, and when thus placed 
by itself, can hardly be understood to mean any thing else but 
what was called eix} by the Jewish Hellenists (i. e. Philo, 
i. p. 357, edbxh MeydAn), i. e. the vow of a Nazarile, concerning 
which see Numb. vi., and the Talmudistic traditions in the 
Mishna, Tract, Nazir, iii. pp. 146—173, ed. Surenhus. Amst. 1700. 

This then appears certain, that when St. Paul éxefparo at 
Cenchree, the eastern port of Corinth, he had the vow ofa 
Nazarite upon him. As Bede says, ‘‘ Navim ascensurus caput 
ex voto totondit,” and he explains the ‘votum’ as that of a 
Nazarite. 

But what is the meaning of the word Ke:pduevos ? 
The action here is supposed by some Expositors to be similar 

to that in Acts xxi. 24, where we read of the “four men having 
a vow,” and “ shaving their heads.” 

But it ought to be noticed, that St. Luke does not use the 
same word in the two places. Here he says ketpduevos, there 
(xxi. 24) fuphowrrat. 

The word used by St. Luke in the present passage (xer- 
pduevos) is never applied by the LXX to describe the jinal 
Nazaritie shaving of the head on the expiration of the vow. 

The word xelpec@a: is used to describe the more ordinary act, 
that of cutling the hair short, or cropping it,—as, for instance, 
the polling ef his head by Absalom, who, as the Rabbis say, was 
a perpetual Nazarite. Ligh/foot, i. p. 1092; ii. p. 774. See 
2 Sam. xiv. 26, év 7@ kelpet@at abtoy Thy Kepaddy adtod, kal 
eyéveto ax’ dpyiis jucpav cis jucpas ws by exelpeto, bt KaT- 
eBapivero én’ abby, kal ketoduevos eornce Thy Tolxa THs KEpa- 
Ajjs abrov x.7.X. 

Absalom let his hair grow by reason of a yow of Nazaritism, 
perhaps taken in a spirit of personal vanity. We do not hear 
that he ever éfuphoaro Kepadry, shaved his head. But he 
periodically éxelparo xepaddy, polled his head on account of 
the weight of his hair. A temporary Nazarite might poll his 
head (xelpar@a) in foreign lands. See Mishna, 1. c. vol. iii. p. 
167. And some of the Rabbis say, that in this case his hair was 
to be taken to Jerusalem and burnt at the door of the Sanctuary 
(Lightfoot, i. p. 1092), who says, “If he polled his head in the 
country (i. e. out of Palestine), as Paul did at Cenchrea, he was 
to bring his hair and burn it,” in the room for the Nazarites at 
the Temple. 

The word used by the LXX to describe the shaving of the 
head by the temporary Nazarite is gvphoac@a. This word is 
used to signify both the process of shaving the head after a 
Levitical pollution (when the days already past were counted as 
nothing, see Numb. vi. 12, and the term of the vow began again), 
and also to describe the final process of shaving the head when 
the term of the vow had expired. See Numb. vi. 9, édv tis 
anoOdvy ex’ air@ (and so he incur a pollution by nearness to a 
dead body) wapaxpijua piavOjoeTar 7% Kepadrd edx7s abtod, Kal 
Euphoerat. 

And again, as to the final shaving, on the expiration of the 
term of the ebx}, or vow, it is said, Numb. vi. 18, Evphoerar 6 
niryutvos rapa tas Olipas Tijs okNYTS TOD uapruplou Tiy KEpa- 
Ahy ris ebxis abrod, Kal emlhoe ras tplxas éml Td mip, b 
dorw ind thy Ovalay rod cwrnplov. 

The head of the Nazarite could not be shaved finally except 
at a particular place, i. e. at the door of the Sanctuary, which in 
St. Paul’s time was at Jerusalem (Numb. vi. 18). Cp. Joseph. 
B. J. ii. 15. 1, dredijuer Bt Bepvlun ev Tots ‘lepoooAbmots, edx hy 
éxreAovca Te Oeg. Josephus adds, that it was a custom 
for persons in sickness or other distress, to make a vow for thirty 
days before that on which they were about to offer sacrifices, and 
to vow to abstain from wine and to shave their heads, And in 
doing this at Jerusalem they went barefoot. 

Therefore St. Paul’s act at Cenchree was not such a shaving 
of the head. 

St. Paul himself marks the distinction between kefper@at and 
tupfhoacbat. 1 Cor. xi. 6, aicxpdy yuvairl 7d KelparOat, 
fupao@at, where see Valck. The Vulgate well distinguishes be- 
tween the two words here and in xxi. 21 and 1 Cor. xi. 6, render- 
ing xelpec@a by tondere, and tvpacOa by radi and decalvari. 
Cp. the Mishna as cited above. 

The word kelpec@a signifies to poll the hair, or crop it by 
scissors or shears. But fuphoac@a is to shave the hair off, at 
least in part, with a fupdv or razor, so that the skull appears. 

Hence it may be inferred, — 
That the word here used, ketp¢uevos, does not describe the 

shaving of the head on the expiration of the term of a Nazarite’s 
vow ; 

That it is here used to describe the act of cutting the hair 
short by a temporary Nazarite; 

That the addition of the words “for he had a vow,” inti- 
mates that St. Paul would noé have cut his hair short, if he had 
not made a vow of Nazaritism. 

Having taken such a vow, he would be allowed kelpec@at, 
to poll his head, because according to the Law he could not shave 
his head before he came to Jerusalem (Jahn, Archeol. § 394. 
Winer, R. W. B. p. 141, Art. ‘Nasirier’), and his hair might 
therefore otherwise become too long for comfort or for decency. 

Tt seems that St. Paul did not choose to cut his hair short 
(kelpe@ax) at Corinth, indeed we do not know that he had 
taken the vow then, but he did at Cenchree, the sea-port of 
Corinth, when he was just about to set sail for the East; 
where he would come into contact with many Jews and Jewish 
Christians. Indeed, in the next verse it is said that he en- 
tered into the Synagogue at Ephesus and disputed with the 
Jews (v. 19). And soon after he came to Jerusalem for the 
Feast. 

And perhaps the reason why he said (xviii. 21) that he must 
by all means (mévrws) be at Jerusalem at the next approaching 
feast (for he did not attend all the feasts, nor nearly so), was that 
he had this vow upon him; and that he must take the hair he 
had cut short at Cenchres, to be burnt at the temple at Jerusa- 
lem, and accomplish his vow by a final shaving, and by votive 
offerings at the Temple. As is said in the Misina (de Nazireis, 
vol. ili. p. 156), ‘‘ Si quis vovisset Nazirgatum extra Terram (i.e. 
out of the Holy Land), proficisci debuit in Yerram, et illic voturm 
implere.” Cp. Lardner, i. p. 115. 

The knowledge that he was under such a vow would have 
been of much use to him in his dealings with the Jewish Chris- 
tians at Ephesus and elsewhere. It would be a visible and prac- 
tical refutation of the charge that he despised the Levitical Law, 
and condemned those who continued to observe it. 

Another reason, probably, why he did not choose to poll 
his hair or cut it short at Corinth, but waited till he came to 
Cenchree (when he left Greece for a time), was because with the 
Greeks it was usual only for s/aves to wear the hair cropped short, 
éreita dja dodAos Sv Kéunv exes; (Aristoph.) 

To have appeared with his hair cut short in the Churches at 
Corinth among the Greek Christians, would have exposed him 
to ridicule and his preaching to contempt. He acted with pru- 
dence in reference to the Gentile Christians in noé cutting his 
hair off at Corinth, nor till he was on the point of quitting 
Greece. And if the Greek Christians heard, as they probably 
would from some one at Cenchree, that the Apostle had cut his 
hair short there, they would learn also that he did it ‘‘ because he 
had a vow,” and would thus be taught a lesson of forbearance 
towards the Jewish Christians from the example of the Apostle, 
who they knew did not enforce the Levitical Law, and yet, as 
they heard, did not despise it, but in his charity to the Jewish 
Christians, and to the Jews, sometimes complied with it in his 
own person, 

The grounds of St. Paul’s compliance, in this and other 
respects, with the Levitical Law, are well stated by S. Augustine 
in one of his Letters to 8. Jerome (Epist. 82). 

After a considerable interval, St. Paul arrived a second time 
at Jerusalem (xxi. 17). He had been charged with contempt of 
the Levitical Law, as St. James tells him (xxi. 21); and he is 
advised by the Bishop of Jerusalem to associate with himself four 
other persons under a vow of temporary Nazaritism, and to be at 
charges with them (that is, to pay the expenses of the sacrifices to 
be offered in the Temple at the expiration of their vow), that they 
might shave their heads. And so St. Paul on the next day 
entered the Temple with them, announcing the fulfilment of the 
days of their purification, until the sacrifice was offered for each 
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of them. (Acts xxi. 26.) The suggestion of St. James, and To a certain extent he taught rightly ; i.e. that Christ was 
St. Paul’s ready compliance, are explained by what he had done 
before at Cenchree. 

On the whole, then, by not polling his hair till he came to 
Cenchrez, and by polling it there ‘‘ because he had a vow,’’ he 
exemplified the great principle of his Apostolic life—Charity. 

Could St. Paul receive the Holy Communion if under a 
Nazarite vow of abstaining from wine? He was probably under 
it for a very short time only, and would be released from the 
vow at Jerusalem. See vv. 21, 22, and on v. 18; and did 
the vow exclude the Eucharistic cup ? 

21. I must by all means keep the next feast at Jerusalem, i.e. 
Pentecost. See the Chronol. Synopsis prefixed to this Volume. 

22. avaBas] having gone up to Jerusalem. 
23. thy Tadatixhy] the region of Galatia. See xvi. 6; and 

the Introduction to the Epistle to the Galatians, p. 40, as to the 
importance of this passage in settling the date of that Epis/le. 

24. *AmoAAds] Apollos. A name contracted from *A7oAAdvi0s. 
(See above on xy. 22.) He is spoken of in connexion with the 
Church of Corinth, Acts xix. 1. 1 Cor. i. 12; iii. 4—6.22; iv. 6; 
and Ephesus, xvi. 12; and Crete, Tit. iii. 13. 
— *Arctavdpe’s] of Alevandria in Egypt; founded by Alex- 

ander the Great B.c. 332, and the royal seat of the dynasty of the 
Ptolemies, who, as well as Alexander, were instruments in God’s 
hands for the preparation of the way for the Gospel, especially by 
the diffusion of the Greek Tongue, and by the formation of the 
Septuagint Version of the Old Testament, and by its commerce. 
See the Introduction to this Volume, pp. 4—10. 
— Aédyios] Distinguished for erudition in history and law, 

especially that of his own country, and eloquence. The sense of 
the word is well expressed by the phrase of Horace, ‘ qui sapere et 
fari possit que sentiat”’ (1 Ep. iv. 9); it signifies a learned and 
eloquent man. Hesychius: Adyios, 6 THs ioroplas Eumeipos, 
memaidevuévos. Meris: doylovs tovs modvtoropas, “AtTiKas Kah 
‘Hpddoros* Aoylouvs robs Siarexticobs, “EAAnves. Phrynichus, 
p. 84: Adyios, &s of woAAol A€youow em) Tod Sewod cimeiv kat 
ifnaod, ob TiWéaow of apxaiot, GAN’ em) ToD Ta ExdoTw eOveL 
émixdpia eényouuevov eumelpws. So Josephus, Ant. xix. 5. 2, 
‘lovdaiwy Aoyi Tato, kal Tay TaTpiwv eEnynTal véuwr. Thom. 
Mag.: Aoylovs robs modutoropas of apxator *ArticlCovres, ais 
kal ‘Hpd5otos* Aoyious 5& Tovds diadextixods of borepov. Cp. 
Weist. p. 578. 

25. xarnxnuévos] having been catechized. See Luke i. 4. 
Rom. ii. 18. 
—Inood] Elz. Kuplov, but A, B, D, E have “Incod, which 

has been received by Lachm., Tisch., Alf. 

come, and that Jesus is the Christ, the Lamb of God that taketh 
away the sin of the world (John i. 29. 36). It is probable also, 
that he was acquainted with the facts of the Crucifixion, Resur- 
rection, and Ascension; but the only Baptism that he knew was 
that of John; i.e. he had not been baptized into Christ. Not (as 
some suppose) that the baptism of John was all that he knew ; for 
he was a Christian Catechumen, karnxnuévos Thy dddv tod Kuplou, 
v. 25, and Aquila and Priscilla took him and expounded to him 
more exactly than he had known it hitherto, the way of God; i.e. 
the divine plan of salvation by Baptism into Christ; and he was 
baptized with the Baptism of Christ, as may be concluded from 
the case of the twelve men in the next chapter, xix. 3—5. 

26. mappnoid(ec@a] to speak boldly. This example affords no 
sanction (as has been supposed) for preaching the Gospel without 
a due call or mission. Any one might expound in the Synagogue, 
if invited to do so; and no one could do so without invitation. 
And as to his teaching in the first instance out of the synagogue, 
there is no evidence to show that it was approved, but rather the 
contrary; nor is it said that afterwards he had no call or mission. 
The contrary is implied in 1 Cor, iii. 5. 22. 

—’AktaAas kal TploxiAAa] Aguila and Priscilla. So Elz., 
but A, B, E put Priscilla first. So Lachm , Tisch., Alf. Cp. v. 18. 

27. cvveBddetro—bia THs xapitos] he contributed much to the 
spiritual edification of the faithful by the grace which he received 
in the Church through faith, by baptism and laying on of hands. 

Cu. XIX. 1. év 7G 1. ’Ar0AAw €. ev Koplv@m] while Apollos 
was at Corinth. Compare St. Paul’s references to Apollos in his 
first Epistle to the Corinthians (i. 12; iii. 6); and see Paley, 
H. P. p. 36. 
— Td aywrepikda wépn] the upper or inland parts. 

22, 23. 
2. morevcavres] on your reception into the Church by a 

public profession of faith. See on xiii. 48. 
— ei Ivedua &yiov 071] St. Paul had asked them, Whether 

they received the Holy Ghost, when they made a profession of 
Faith? They reply, that when they made their profession they 
did not even hear whether the Holy Ghost is—i. e. is to be had. 

The phrase is similar to John vii. 39, ofmw yap jv Mvetua 
&yiov, i.e. the Holy Ghost was not as yet manifested in the 
Church, for Jesus was not yet glorified. 

The verb or is emphatic here, and therefore so accented ; 
it signifies in-dwelling and energetic operation as the vital prin- 
ciple of the Church. 

When these persons were received into the Church, they did 

See xviii. 
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not hear whether the prophecy which John the Baptist himself 
had delivered, that Jesus would baptize with the Holy Ghost and 
fire (Matt. iii. 11. Luke iii. 16), had yet been fulfilled by the out- 
pouring of the Holy Ghost on those who had been baptized. 

If these disciples were Jews, as they seem to have been, be- 
cause they were baptized with the baptism of John, these words 
do not mean, that they never heard of the Spirit of God, but that 
they had not heard of the giving of it which the Apostle men- 
tioned, as we read elsewhere that the Holy Ghost was not yet 
(Jobn vii. 39); not denying the existence, but the plentiful effu- 
sion, of it. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. viii. p. 574. 

4. "Iwdvens uév] John indeed. On the difference between 
John’s baptism and Christ’s—in that the latter was in the Name 
of the Blessed Trinity, and conferred grace—the former not— 
see on Matt. iii. L—11, and John iv. 1.—Xpiorbdy is omitted here 
by A, B, E. 

6. al éw:@évros x.7.A.] On this act of laying on of hands, see 
above on viii. 14—18, and on x. 47. 

St. Paul is seen here, at Ephesus, exercising the same 
Apostolic functions which the “ very chiefest Ayostles,’’ Peter 
and Jobn, are described in this book as exercising at Samaria 
(see viii. 17). It might perhaps have been inferred from that 
history that ¢wo Apostles were necessary for the ministry of 
Confirmation ; but here it is ministered by a single Apostle. 

St. Paul, who was not one of the Twelve, and had not seen 
Christ on earth, is here put on a par with them. Thus it is proved 
that the collation of the gift of the Holy Gho-t, by the laying of 
hands on baptized persons, was not res(ricied to those who were 
appointed to the Apostolic office by Christ Himself when upon 
earth. And the gift of the Holy Ghost by the hands of S¢. Pau, is, 
as it were, a link of connexion between the first administration of 
Confirmation by the original members of the Apostolic College, 
Peter and John at Samaria, and the subsequent exercise of the 
same authority by persons afterward appointed, such as Timothy 
and Titus, to be successors of the Apostles, and to discharge the 
ordinary functions of the Apostolic office,—particularly in the 
laying on of hands and prayer,—for the perpetual edification of 
the Christian Church, See the notes on viii. 15, and below on 
Heb. vi. 2. 
— édddrovy yAdeoas)] they were speaking with tongues, i. e. 

with the different languages, which the Spirit spake by their 
mouths. (T'heophyl.) 

9. rhy d56v)] the way. See ix. 2; xix. 23. See here also a 
fulfilment of Christ’s saying (Matt. xi. 10). 
— Kal’ juépay—rivds] he could not dispute daily in the Sy- 

nagogues, for they were open only thrice a week, and the Jews 
blasphemed “that Way.’’ Therefore, as he had done at Corinth 
(xviii. 7), he collected the disciples in another place; either a pri= 
yate rabbinical seminary (Hammond) or a school of grammar and 
rhetoric—where they could meet daily. So the Church grew by 
persecution, and the word was preached to both Jews and Greeks. 

10. rhv ’Aciay] Asia. Seeii. 9. 1 Cor. xvi. 8, 9. 11, 12. 
lL. ob ras tuxobcas] extraordinary. See Acts xxviii. 2. 

On the phrase oby 6 Tuxav = not obvious, but singular, see 
Kuin, and others, who quote Philo de Opif. M. p. 31, C, ob &é« 

Mark 16. 20. 

Tod TuxdvTos mépous yijs, non ex qudvis terre gleba. Alhen. 
lib. 9, p. 402, C, ob tiv Tuxovcay Hdovhy, voluptatem exquisitam. 
Longin. cap. 9, § 9, Moses, Judeorum legislator dicitur obx 6 
Tuxay avip, non vulgaris intelligentie homo. 

Here is another proof of the divine sanction, given to St. 
Paul’s office and mission, and putting him on a level with St. Peter 
and the other Apostles. Cp. Acts v. 15. 

12. émipépecbar] A, B, E, and some cursives have dropépecOat, 
which has been received by some Editors. 
— govddpia] napkins. See Luke xix. 20. 
— ouxlyOia] ‘semi-cinctia.’ Some translate this word by 

handkerchiefs; so Ammonius and Theophylact. See West. 
Others render it by aprons. Aprons used by workmen, perhaps 
by St. Panl in his oxnvornyia. See Martial xiv. 153, who dis- 
tinguishes them from tunics thus: ‘‘ Det. ¢unicam dives (locuples ?) ; 
ego te precingere possum.” Rendered (wvdpia by Suidas. 

Some have censured the acts of these persons resorting to 
St. Paul, as well as to St. Peter (Acts v. 15), as superstitious. 
But it is to be remembered that in both cases the application was 
in behalf of sick people, who could not come in person to the 
Apostles. The fact is related without censure by the Holy 
Ghost; and the Apostles do not seem to have blamed them. 
It is also here added that ‘they were healed,’”’ and that ‘evil 
spirits were thus ejected.”” This testimony for these miraculous 
cures is more remarkable as coming from Luke the physician. 

The healing power was not in the shadow of St. Peter, or in 
the handkerchiefs of St. Paul; but in Christ responding to the 
touch of faith, and operating by the shadow or vestments of 
His Apostles on earth, as He had done when present in His 
human person by the fringes of His garment, touched by the 
hand of faith. See Matt. ix. 20, 21; xiv. 36. Mark v. 27. Luke 
viii. 44. 

Was there any superstition in this? Was there any cre- 
dulity in supposing, that at a time when, for wise reasons, Christ 
wrought extraordinary miracles by His Apostles (and these mi- 
racles are called here expressly extraordinary, otx ai Tuxovcat, 
that we may not look for them now), He could and would work 
by their shadow or their handkerchiefs on those poor helpless 
folk, who could not come to their hands, and who had faith in 
His Divine Power acting by them ? 

If so, then there would also be credulity jn supposing that 
the Divine Physician of body and soul can give health by medi- 
cines to the one, and grace by Sacraments to the other. 

Perhaps the working of Christ by means of the shadow of 
Peter and of the handkerchiefs of St. Paul, was designed to 
rebuke the scepticism of those who will not believe that Grace is 
given by means.of Water, and of Bread and Wine, dispensed by 
Christ’s Ministers ; and in order to comfort and strengthen the 
hearts of those who believe that it may there be apprehended by 
the touch of Faith. 

Thus Christ’s power is magnified in the working of His 
grace; and the deyout soul is assured of the reality of His opera-~ 
tion on itself, by means of such instruments, as, in human caleu- 
lation, seem inadequate for the merciful purposes, which they 
are designed by Him to perform, 
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In order to prepare us for this blessed assurance, our Lord 
had said, that after His Ascension greater works would be done 
by those who believed in Him than He Himself had wrought (John 
xiv. 12). Thatis, when He was glorified in heaven, and had re- 
ceived the gift of the Holy Ghost to bestow upon men, He would 
work by their instrumentality greater miracles than He had 
wrought in person on earth; and thus prove that He was glori- 
fied, and that by virtue of the Holy Ghost, given after His 
Ascension to the Church, He, though not corporeally present, 
works greater things in His Church than He had wrought when 
visible among men. See note on John xiv. 12. 

Here, then, we see a fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy and 
promise, a proof of His Ascension, and an assurance of His 
perpetual presence and operation in the Church. 

It may also be remarked, that by the shadow of Peter 
passing by, Christ Himself works, and by handkerchiefs taken 
from the body of Paul. Is it not, therefore, suggested, that 
the bodies of the saints of God, which are Temples of the 
Holy Ghost (1 Cor. iii. 16; vi. 19), are regarded by Christ as 
chosen vessels for the indwelling of His Grace; and that thus a 
lesson of reverence for the body is inculcated (1 Thess. iv. 4)? 
and motives to holiness and purity are supplied, and a hope of 
greater glory and blessedness reserved for it, when it shall be 
made “ like unto Christ’s glorious body, according to the mighty 
working whereby He is able to subdue all things unto Himself?” 
(Phil. iii. 21.) 

We may remark, also, that there was a special reason for 
the operation of these miracles at Ephesus ; 

The population of that city was then subject to the influence 
of Satan, exercised upon them by means of magical arts (Epéo.a 
ypduuara), witchcraft and sorcery, practised both by Gentiles and 
Jews. Almighty God showed in Egypt, by the rod of Moses, that 
]iis power is greater than that of Satan working by Magicians; 
He proved by the words of Daniel at Baby/on, that He is more 
excellent in might and wisdom than the Evil Spirit who operated 
by the Chaldean Astrologers; so now at Ephesus, He shows by 
the handkerchiefs of Paul that the Gospel is opposed to all the 
practices of magic and sorcery by which Satan deceived the Gen- 
tile World; and is able, even by the feeblest instruments, and 
beggarly elements, to destroy the works of the Devil. 

Hence in v. 15 we read the confession of the Evil Spirit, 
that he owned the power of Jesus; and in vv. 18, 19 we see the 
surrender and conflagration of the Books of Magic as a conse- 
quence of the manifestation of the power “of the Lord Jesus” 
v. 17) by these miracles of Paul. 

Since also Christ, glorified in heaven, could and did work 
these miracles of healing, and of casting out Evil Spirits, by 
means of the shadow of the body of St. Peter, and of handker- 
chiefs and aprons from the body of St. Paul, the faithful Chris- 
tian may defy the power of the Evil one acting upon his body by 
physical disease, or on his mind by spiritual agency. 

13. dpxigw] So A, B, D, E.— Elz. dpxiCouer. 
14. dpxtepews)] chief-priest, head of one of the twenty-four 

courses of Priests. See Matt, ii. 4; xvi. 21; xx. 18. 
15. tov "Inoody yiwdoxw] See Mark i. 24,25. Acts xvi. 17. 
— ywéonw—erlorauat] The Vulg. has here * Jesum novi 

et Paulum scio.” A distinction is made between ywdéonw and 

éxlorauat. The former signifies knowledge producing some affec- 
tion and emotion of mind. I recognize and own His power. 
Cp. James ii. 19. 

But émloraya:i—which is of rarer occurrence, being only 
once used in the Gospels (Mark xiv. 68)—expresses a knowledge 
of a lower degree, such as acquaintance with a fact, without any 
consequent reflection upon it; and sometimes only an instinct. 
Cp. Jude 10, dca odk ofSacr Brachnuoiow, boa Se puoikas ais 
7a bAoya (a erlotravrTat, vy TovTas PbelpovTat. 

— tmuets 5& tyes] but ye—who are ye? A remarkable in- 
stance of the power of Christ’s Name. Even when uttered by an 
unbelieving Jew, it extorted a confession of the truth from the 
Evil Spirit; and it recoiled with terrible force against those who 
dared to use it without faith in Christ, and without a due mission 
from Him—Who are ye? A solemn warning to those who ven- 
ture to minister the Word and Sacraments of Christ without 
inward faith and external mission from Him. Cp. xiii. 1, 2. 

16. kataxuptetocas a’t@yv] having mastered them. A, B, D, 
and several cursive MSS. have audorépwy, both, here for airay, 
and so Vulg. 

— yuuvots] bare, i.e. as far as their iudria or outer garments 
were concerned, which were torn off from them by the fury of 
those who were possessed. On this use of yuuyds, see Mark 
xiv. 52. John xxi. 7. 

18. €fouoAoyovmevor] As in Matt. iii. 6. Mark i. 5, they were 
baptized in the river Jordan confessing their sins; of wemiorev- 
«éres are they who had been convinced by Paul’s preaching, 
ae of the doctrine of the remission of sins through faith in 
shrist. 

19. trav 7a meplepya mpatdvrwy] of those that practised 
curious arts. Ephesus was famous for its curious arts, such as 
Magic and Astrology, and, like other Heathen cities, especially 
Rome, was at that time the resort of diviners, gene/hliaci, Ma- 
thematici, Chaldei (S. Jerome, pref. Epist. ad Ephes.), whence 
magical figures, letters, symbols, and charms, were called ’E@éaia 
ypaupata (Wetstein). A notable instance of a like act is in’ 
Acta Martyrum, Ruinart, p. 166, 

The famous yéns, Apollonius of Tyana, had a school at 
Ephesus in the reign of Nero, and was there honoured with a 
statue (Philosir. v. Apollon. libb. iv. & v. See A Lapide and 
Biscoe, pp. 290—293. Cp. Howson, ii. p. 16). Probably St. 
Paul refers to the yénres of Ephesus in 2 Tim. iii. 13. 

This incident is more important, because there have not been 
wanting some who have ascribed the Miracles of the Apostles, 
and even of Christ Himself, to ‘curious arts,’’ such as Animal 
Magnetism, Natural Magic, &c. But Satan does not cast out 
Satan; and (as Didymus observes) wherever the Gospel grew, 
maoa yontela kaTeAveTo. 
— ras BiBdovs] the books. ‘ Vanareligio tollit malos libros,’’ 

says Bengel, who observes, that as if in recompense for this sacri- 
fice of bad Books, Ephesus became afterwards rich in good Books. 
It received an Epistle from St. Paul, and the Gospel and Apo- 
calypse from St. John. They had rd fepd ypduuara instead 
of ra ’E@éota ypduuata It received also an Epistle from S. Jgna- 
tius. There were ample amends for its lost books on ‘Curious Arts.’ 
— apyuplov) silver; drachmas, about 84d. each in value, 
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21. dieAOdy tr. Maxcdovlay] having passed through Macedonia 
and Achaia. See xx. 1, 2. 

— Bei pe kal ‘Péuny ideiv] I must also see Rome. Cp. Paul’s 
declarations in the Epistle to the Romans (i. 13; xv. 23), of his 
desire and intention to visit them. See also on Acts xxiii. 11; 
xxv. 21, and Paley, Hor. Paul. p. 19. 

22. TiudGeov] Timothy, sent by St. Paul from Ephesus to 
Corinth by way of Macedonia a little before the writing of his 
first Epistle to the Corinthians. See 1 Cor. iv. 7; xvi. 10. ~ 

He had returned to St. Paul when in Macedonia (2 Cor. 
i. 1), and is associated with him in writing the second Epistle to 
the Corinthians, and was with him at Corinth in his visit to that 
city soon after the second Epistle was written (see below, xx. 5, 
and also Rom. xvi. 21), and probably was with him at Jerusalem, 
and also in his first imprisonment at Rome. Heb. xiii. 23. 

—"Epacroy] Erastus, being a financier (olxovduos 7. méAcws, 
of Corinth, Rom. xvi. 23; xv. 25, and notes), was a fit person to 
be employed by St. Paul in the collection of alms to be gathered 
in Achaia and Macedonia, for the poor saints of Jerusalem. He 
had rejoined St. Paul at Corinth when the Apostle wrote his 
Epistle to the Romans, xvi. 23. 
— érécxe els] implying an adhesion to his work in Asia. 
24. Anuhtpios—apyupoxdros—vaors apyupovs] Demetrius, a 

silversmith, making silver shrines of Artemis —Diana. The Gos- 
pel of Christ, in its various conflicts with the Evil Spirit in the 
various forms he had assumed in the heathen world, had often to 
contend with worldly traffic and the love of gain. See the case 
of the Pythoness at Philippi (Acts xvi. 1G—19), that of the Ma- 
gicians, &c. here (vv. 19, 20), and now Demetrius and the mem- 
bers of his guild, or fellow-craftsmen (rv. 24, 25). 

The feelings expressed by Demetrius in his speech (vv. 25— 
28), still obstruct the progress of the Gospel in the World, Cp. 
Bentley's Sermon on the power of the Spirit of kawnAela (on 
2 Cor. ii. 17) in the corruption of truth. Works, iii. pp. 241— 
262, and above on xvi. 1G—19. 

These vaol or shrines of silver were small portable models of 
the statue and vabs (edicule portabiles, argentew) of the Ephe- 
sian Artemis, or Diana, like MaAAddia wepiavrdépopa (Athens and 
Attica, ch. xvi., note), and were carried on journeys and voyages, 
and placed in private houses for protection. See Mede’s Works, 
i. p. 299. Howson, ii. 89. 

Medallions of Ephesus still survive, representing the rpévaos 
and statue of the Ephesian Artemis. One of the former may be 
seen in Ki/fo, p. 398, and of the latter in Akermann, p. 49. 

A learned commentator of the Church of Rome (Corn. A 
Lapide) says here,—and the traveller who visits Loretto at this 
day can testify to the truth of what he says,—‘‘ eas imagines 
gestabant, sicuf nostri peregrini gestant imagines B. Virginis 
Lauretane (our lady of Loretto), aut domi in larariis et oratoriis 
eas reponebant.”’ 
— ’Apréuidos] The Artemis of Ephesus was not like the 

Diana of Greece and Rome, figured as a fair archer and huntress, 

3 TTavhov S€ Bovdopevo cicedOety cis Tov SiHpuor, 
31 Twes S€ kal tov “Actapyxar, dvTes adT@ didou, 

but resembled rather an Indian Deity. See Jerome, pref. Epist. 
ad Ephes., ‘‘ Scribebat Paulus ad Ephesios Dianam colentes non 
hance venatricem, que arcum tenet atque succincta est, sed illam 
multimammiam, quam Greci moAtmactoy vocant.’’ Cp. Mr. 
Long’s article in Dr. Smith’s Dict. of Ancient Geography, v. 
‘ Ephesus,’ p. 837. 

— épyaciay] gain. See xvi. 16. 
27. todro Td weépos] this branch or department. 

euphemism for ‘idol-manufactory.’ Cp. Isa. v. 20. 
— amedeyudv] contempt; from amedéeyxeobat, explodi. 

Symmach. Ps. exviii. 118, dajAeytas, Sept. etovdévwoas. 
— Thy peyad.] Some MSS. read rijs heyadedtyTOos. 
— olkounévn] the world. ‘ Diana Ephesia, cujus nomen unicum 

multiformi specie ritu vario nomine multijugo dofus veneratur 
orbis.”” Apuleius (lib. ii.). ‘‘ Templum Diane Ephesiz ”’ is called 
“ Orbis terrarum miraculum” by Plin. N H. xxxvi. 14, and it is 
described as ‘ factum a totd Asia;” and therefore in contending 
against idolatry at Ephesus, the Apostle was contending against 
the religious superstitions of the Gentile World. Its history is 
given by Howson, ii. 85. 

29. 7d Oéarpoy] the theatre; a place often used by the Greeks 
and Asiatics not only for dramatic exhibitions, but also for po- 
pular assemblies, See Diod. Sic. xvi. 84. Val. Maz. ii. 2, 
“ Legati in ¢heatrum, ut est consuetudo Grecis, introducti.” 
Justin, xxii. 2. 

Even at Athens the Pnyx was deserted for it; probably be- 
cause the Theatre could be protected from rain and sun, which 
the Pnyx could not. Cp. above, xii. 21, Herod’s Oration, which 
was delivered ina Theatre. ‘Joseph. B. J. vii. 3. 3, Tod Shuov 
Tay ’Avtioxéwy exxAnoid(ovtos cis Td Oeatpov, Téy Te maTépa 
tov abtod Kal Tods %Adous evedelkvuTo Karnyopav. Corn. Nep. 
Vit. Timol. 4, ‘veniebat autem in theatrum (Syracusis) cim ibi 
concilium populi haberetur.’ Tacit. Hist. ii. 80, 6, de Vespa- 
siano: ‘tum Antiochensium theatrum ingressus, ubi illis con- 
sultare mos est.’’’ Juvenal (x. 128) describes Demosthenes as 
“‘ pleni moderantem frena theatri.”’ Wetst. p. 585. 

The remains of the Theatre at Ephesus, which was one of 
the largest in the world, were seen by Dr. Chandler, and the site 
is still distinguishable. Cp. Fellowes, Asia Minor, p. 274. 

— [diov] Caius. It would appear that four different persons, 
bearing this common name, are mentioned in the New Testament. 

Caius of Macedonia, here; Caius of Derbe (xx. 4); Caius of 
Corinth, whom Paul baptized, and who is called his févos (1 Cor. 
i. 14. Rom. xvi. 23); Caius, the beloved, to whom St. John ad- 
dresses his third Epistle. 

— ’Aplotapxov} Aristarchus. See Acts xx. 4; xxvii. 2, after- 
wards imprisoned with St. Paul, Col. iv. 10. Cp. Philem. 24. 

— ovvekihpous| companions in travel. avvodoimdpous, Hesych. 
31. "Aciapxav} Asiarchs; the Presidents of the heathen games 

chosen from the principal citizens of Asia, the ‘‘ Commune Asiz,’” 
i.e. of the region of which Ephesus was the head. The following 
is from Kuin., “ Horum munus erat, in honorem deorum et im- 

A polite 

Cp. 
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peratoris Romani, quotannis ludos theatrales, suis sumptibus (ut 
Rome zdilium) edere, unde nonnisi opulentiores hance provinciam 
subire poterant. Munus Asiarche annuum erat. Eligebantur 
hoe modo ; initio cujusque anni, i.e. sub equinoctium autum- 
nale, singule urbes Asie concionem habebant, in qua uni ex suis 
civibus "Aciapxias honorem deferebant. Tum unaqueque civitas 
legatum in certam urbem mittebat Asie proconsularis primariam, 
quales erant Ephesus, Smyrna, Sardes, ad 7d koivdy, commune 
gentis concilium, qui nomen ejus, qui domi electus erat, publicé 
renuntiaret. Ex his quos singule urbes Asi Asiarchas.nomina- 
verant, synedri nonnisi decem Asiarchas designabant, et ex horum 
numero Proconsul Romanus summum sacrorum preefectum elige- 
bat.” Some of these statements are questionable. Strabo 
(xv. 42) says that some of the Asiarchs were always from 
Tralles; and they are often mentioned in connexion with the 
public games; and some of them were Priests, and had the 
care of the Temples; see Professor C. Babinglon’s Essay, in 
Trans. of Numismatic Soc., Lond. 1866. 

Compare the account of S. Polycarp’s martyrdom at 
Smyrna, c. 12 (in Patres Apostol. ed. Jacobson, and the notes, 
vol. ii. pp. 614, 615, ed. 2). There an Asiarch Philip, as Pre- 
sident of the games, is requested to let loose the lion against 
Polycarp, but declines to do so. And now the Asiarchs are desi- 
rous to save Paul from the violence of the people. Perhaps he 
alludes to this circumstance, when he says, kar’ &vOpwmoy ev 
*Epeow eOnptoudynoa (1 Cor. xy. 32), i. e. as far as I myself was 
concerned, I fought with beasts at Ephesus, but God delivered me. 
See Chrys. in Caten. here, p. 323. 

The mention of the Asiarchs as present here, may perhaps 
intimate that this uproar took place at the time of the public 
religious games; when Demetrius could reckon on a more than 
ordinary manifestation of religious zeal in behalf of the patron 
goddess of Ephesus. . 
— bytes ait@ pldot] being friends to him. A remarkable 

circumstance. The Apostle of the Gentiles has friends among 
the Presidents of the religious games in honour of Artemis. He 
converts an Areopagite at Athens (xvii. 34), baptizes an ’Apyi- 
guvdyeryos at Corinth (xviii. 8. 17. 1 Cor. i. 14), and has made a 
favourable impression on some of the Asiarchs at Ephesus; and 
has friends in Czsar’s household at Rome (Phil. iv. 22), —a proof 
of his courage and charity, and of the truth of his cause; and of 
the power with which it penetrated into, and leavened, all classes 
of society. 

An evidence this (as Paley has remarked) of St. Luke’s 
veracity. He says that some of the Asiarchs were friendly to 
St. Paul. He does not spend any time in accounting for this 
singular fact. He is at no pains to make it seem provable, but 
he states it simply and boldly, because it is ¢rue. 

This incident is also to be noticed as a proof of Providential 
dispensation, and pre-arrangement for the diffusion of the Gospel 
by the spread of the Roman arms. Ephesus was under Roman 
sway. The ancient gods of the nations were now vassals of 
Rome. Diana had been conquered by Cesar. Thus the influence 
of the Pagan Mythology on the minds of the upper classes was 
impaired, and they were more ready to receive a purer faith. See 
Bp. Pearson, O. P. ii. 35; and above, Introduction, p. 9. 

83. *AActavdpov] Alexander, of whom as yet nothing had been 
said; but perhaps he is the same as the Alexander mentioned by 
St. Paul in his Epistle to the Bishop of Ephesus (1 Tim. i. 19, 
20, where see note, and 2 Tim. iv. 14). 

If so, he had apostatized from Christianity. Perhaps from 
the mention of his trade, xaAxeds, it may be inferred that he was 
connected by épyacia with the apyupoxdro: of v. 24; and thus we 
have a view suggested to us of the combination of the artificers 

and workers in metal, and all the large family of Tubal Cain 
(Gen. iv. 22), who supplied idols to Heathenism, against the pure 
faith of the Gospel. 

35. 5 ypauparevs] the Recorder, the Custos Rotulorum, keeper 
of the archives of the city. 

See the Ephesian Coin in Akermann, p. 55, and below on v. 38. 
— vewképov] The word vewxdpos = (1) 6 Thy vedy Kopar, } 

capav. (2) 5 ty vedy Koopav,  KadAwnl{wy. (3) a mar- 
guillier, or warden of atemple. (4) a votary and worshipper of a 
particular deity, as the patron of the city, &c. This is the mean- 
ing of the word here. 

St. Luke’s report of this speech is happily illustrated by the 
coins of Ephesus, in which we see representations of Artemis, 
circumscribed with the words ’Edeclwy Newkdpwy. See Aker- 
mann, p. 54, and note v. 38. 

This practice of Gentile superstition has also found its imi- 
tators in Christian times, where particular countries, cities, and in- 
dividuals, derive a title from a local or personal object of Devotion ; 

Thus Hungary is described as follows by a Roman-catholic 
divine: “‘ Regnum hoc Hungariz, propter vetustissimam constan- 
temque Deiparz venerationem, Mariani regni epitheton promeri- 
tum’’ (Abbé Jordanszky de Heresi abjuranda, 1822, p. 122). Cp. 
Bishop Bull, Serm. iv., ‘‘Such is the worship given to the 
Blessed Virgin by many, that they deserve to be called Mariani 
rather than Christiani.” 

It is remarkable that one of the spring months, correspond- 
ing to our May, was sacred to Artemis, at Ephesus, and called 
Arlemision. See the ancient Ephesian inscription (in Boeckh, 
Corpus, 254), dAov roy pijva avaxetoOa TH Oe@, Byer Oa SE Tas 
€optas, kal Thy Tay Apreuiclwy maviyupw. And the month of 
May is now called, in a large part of Christendom, the ‘* Mois de 
Marie.” 
— Tis meyddns] the great. Elz. adds @e&s, which is not in 

A, B, D, E. This popular ellipsis is found in the romance of an 
Ephesian writer of the fifth century, Xenophon Ephesius, 1 (not 
Xenophon’s Ephesiaca, as cited by some), duviw thy marpiov 
juiv Bedy (see v. 37) THY MeydAny "Edeciwy”Apreuw. This 
passage (quoted by Rosenm. p. 263) is also of interest as show- 
ing the continuance of the worship of Artemis for some centuries 
after St. Paul’s visit. 
— Tov Atorerois] that fell from Jupiter. aydduatos, brep 

tvabev ek Tov Aids diabhracba (read xabddracbai, desiluisse) 
g@ovro. (Ammon.) So the wadatby Bpéras of Minerva Polias at 
Athens, called dpxatov kal d:ometés. See Pausan. i. 26, phun 
éo7) receiv €k Tov odpavod. Cp. Eurip. Iph. Taur. 977, odpavod 
TEOHUA. 

How great was the triumph achieved and the change after- 
ward wrought by Apostolic preaching in this great heathen and 
idolatrous City! They who boasted themselves votaries of the 
Goddess whom Asia and the World worshippeth ; they who cried 
out for two hours “ Great is Diana of the Ephesians,” and who 
adored the Image that fell down from Jupiter, the Father of 
the gods of heathenism, became worshippers of the Father of 
Lights, and of Jesus Christ, the express Image of His Person, 
Who came down from heaven for our salvation. And the City of 
Ephesus, which was the votary of the heathen goddess, was the 
residence of St. Paul for two years anda half, and the Episcopal See 
of his son in the faith, Timothy, and changed its name for that 
of the Christian Apostle, St. John, who wrote his Gospel there, 
and died and was buried there, and it bears that name to this day, 
Aio-solitk, so called from him, the @y:os 6edAoyos, who wrote of 
the Everlasting Word becoming I’lesh and dwelling among us. 

387. iepocvaAous] (1) spoilers or profaners of temples. (2) sacri- 
legious persons, as here. 
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stoners: Col, 4, 7, 10. 
1 Cor. 1. 14. 
Eph. 6, 21. 
2 ‘Tim. 4. 12, 20. 
Tit. 3. 12. 

\ fch. 16, 8. 
KQL 2 Cor, 2. 12, 

— 6cdv] So A, B, D**, E*, and others; and this is con- 
firmed by Xenophon, Ephes.i. See v. 35.—Elz. dedv. 

88. dydpaio: Byovra} sc. juéepat, court-days. Bos Ellips. v. 
Huépa: aydpaws mév cot 7 juépa, ayopaios be 6 ‘Epuas 6 em 
Tis &yopas. (Ammon. p. 4. Winer, § 6, p. 51.) 

Cp. Luke xxiv. 21, tplrny tattny juepay wyer ohuepov. 
Assize-days, or court-days, come round, and Proconsuls attend, 
before whom the cause may be tried. It does not follow from 
these words that it was ¢hen the time of the sessions or assizes. 

The expression is a general one, and therefore the plural 
avObnaro: (Proconsuls) is used: ‘‘Uno tempore, unus erat Pro- 
consul, sed Scriba dicit in plurali, de eo quod nunquam non esse 
soleat.’’ (Bengel.) 
— 4y8braro:] The following ancient Inscription, of the age 

of Trajan, from an aqueduct at Ephesus (in Boeckh’s Corpus, No. 
2966, vol. ii. p. 606, and quoted by Howson, ii. 91), happily 
illustrates the accuracy of St. Luke’s language in speaking of 
Ephesus, 4 giAocéBactos *Epeciwy BovdAh, kal 6 NEQKOPOS 
AHMOS (see here; vv. 30. 33. 35), kabiepwoav, emt ANOTIIATOY 
(v. 38) Medouxalov Mpeirkeivov, Wndicapevov TiB. KA. *Iradikod, 
700 TPAMMATEDS (v. 35) tod AHMOY. 

There is an Ephesian coin extant of the age of Nero with 
the inscription, ’"Ep(eclwy) AiudxAn ’AovidAg ANOTTIATOQ: NEQ- 
KOPON. (Akermann, p. 55.) 

Cu. XX. 2. dieAPav 7a wéepn exetva] having gone through 
those parts. Probably as far as I/lyricum. See the Epistle to 
the Romans, xv. 19, written from Hellas after the journey to 
Macedonia, to which he had come from Ephesus by Troas (see 
2 Cor. ii. 13), and to which Titus came to him from Corinth. 
Cp. Paley, Hor. Paul. Ep. Rom. iv. p. 2l. Howson, ii. 154, 
— ‘EAAdda] Hellas. Southern Greece distinguished from the 

Northern, or Macedonia, which contained Macedonia Proper, 
Illyricum, Epirus, and Thessaly. See xvi. 9, 10. 12. 

This is the only place where the word ‘EAAds occurs in the 
New Testament ;—a memorial of its grandeur before it was merged 
in the Roman province of Achaia. Perhaps in this wider circuit 
St. Paul visited the countries on the west of the mountain-chain 
of Pindus in his descent southward from Illyricum. 

3. émiBovdAjs] lying-in-wait; from malice, and perhaps, also, 
on account of the collection of money which he carried with him. 

4. Xérarpos|] Sopater, probably the same as Sosipater, Rom. 
xvi. 21. 

— Mippov] Not in Z£lz., but in A, B, D, E, and in many 
Cursives, and received by Lachm., Tisch., Born., Alford. 
— Tid0cos] Timotheus of Lystra, xvi. 1 
— Téxixos] Tychicus, mentioned therefore by St. Paul in 

writing to the ’Agiavol. See Eph. vi. 21. Col. iv. 7. 2 Tim. 
iv. 12. 

Elz. and most editions have Tuvyixds. But in proper names 
the accent is thrown back, which would have been otherwise on 
the last syllable. Thus in the New Testament we have ’Exalvetos, 
not -rds, biAnros, not -rds,“Epacros, not -rds. Cf. Winer, § 6, 
p. 49. 

The word XPIZTOZ forms a signal and almost unique ex- 
ception to this rule; as if it was the desire of those who used it, to 
remind themselves and others of its etymology. 
— Tpdpiuos] Trophimus, of Ephesus,—with St. Paul at Jeru- 

salem, xxi. 29; and left by him at Miletus on his last visit to 
Rome. 2 Tim. iv. 20. 

5. ovro:] Therefore none of these persons, here specified, can 
have been the author of the Acts. 
— yas] us. St. Luke alone therefore, it seems, was in the 

company of St. Paul, between Corinth and Troas. 
For an important deduction from this circumstance see 

2 Cor. viii. 18. 
Almost imperceptibly does the blessed Evangelist glide into 

St. Paul’s company, and how unobtrusively does he intimate his 
own fellowship in labour and suffering with him! See above, 
xvi. 10. 

Contrast with this modest silence the eulogistic declaration of 
St. Paul concerning his faithful companion St. Luke, Aovkds 6 
larpds, 6 &yamnrtds (Col. iv. 14); and Aovkas éori udvos per 
éuov (2 Tim. iv. 11), ‘‘ Let another praise thee, and not thine own 
lips ” (Prov. xxvii. 2). 

‘If there be a code of gentle demeanour, good breeding, 
courteous manners, and refined delicacy in the world, surely it 
is the New Testament. 
— &v Tpwad:] at Troas. It is observable, that they waited for 

St. Paul and St. Luke af Troas, the place where he seems to have 
joined St. Paul in the first instance. See xvi. 8. 11. 

Henceforth St. Luke seems to have remained with St. Paul 
till the end of the time comprehended in the Acts of the Apostles. 

St. Luke appears to have been left by St. Paul at Philippi 
(see xvi. 16. 40; xvii. 1), and to have rejoined the Apostle in that 
neighbourhood. 

It was St. Paul’s practice, after he had planted the Gospel, 
to leave some persons behind him to wafer it. Thus he left Silas 
and Timotheus at Beroea, xvii. 14, and Aquila and Priscilla at 
Ephesus, xviii. 19, and Titus in Crete, Titusi.5; ep. 1 Tim. i. 3. 
And perhaps this is what is implied of Erastus, 2 Tim. iv. 20, 
“Epaoros €uervev ey Koply0w, he abode there to watch over the 
Church, and to endure patiently what he might be required to 
suffer for it. 

Probably St. Luke was entrusted with similar duties at Phi- 
lippi, and in its neighbourhood. [rom Macedonia, it seems, St. 
Luke was sent together with Titus by St. Paul, with the Second 
Epistle to the Corinthians ; and he waited at Corinth for St. Paul; 
and thence accompanied him with the collection of alms for the 
poor Christians at Jerusalem, and from Jerusalem went with 
him to Czsarea, and thence eventually to Rome. See note on 
2 Cor. viii. 18. 

6. werd Tas jpuepas Tov aCiuwy] after the days of unleavened 
bread. Observe the minute specification of days in this journey 
from Philippi to Jerusalem. There are two limits marked,—the 
days of Unleavened Bread at Philippi (xx. 6), and the Feast of 
Pentecost at Jerusalem (xx. 16; xxi. 15), with an interval of about 
seven weeks between them. It seems that it is intended to be 
inferred from the mention of his stay at Philippi at the Passover, 
that St. Paul did not feel himself od/iged to attend the great fes- 
tivals of the Levitical Ritual at Jerusalem. And yet he was de- 
sirous of doing so on certain occasions, to show that he did not, 
under existing circumstances, disparage the observance of the 
Ceremonial Law. Cp. xviii. 21. 

The days of Unleavened Bread had now been changed into 
the Christian Easter; and perhaps he stayed at Philippi in order 
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to celebrate there the annual Festival of Christ’s Resurrection 
with the Philippian Church. We find also here a mention of 
the celebration of the weekly Festival of the Resurrection, at Troas 
(see v. 7). 

There are also two notices of a stay of seven days in this 
journey (see xx. 6, and yxi. 4), which may perhaps have a refer- 
ence to the observance of the Christian Sunday. Cp. note below, 
Rey. i. 10. 
—txpis . +] al the end of five days.—‘Insolens forma 

loquendi pro Grzecorum more meurraio.”’ (Valck.) 
— iymépas Extra] seven days; aterm thrice mentioned in the 

Acts as the period of St, Paul’s stay (xxi. 4; xxviii. 14). See 
last note but one. 

7. ovrnyuéevwr judy] when we had been gathered together. 
For quay Elz. has rév padntav; but judy is found in A, B, D, 
E, and many Cursives and Versions, and has been received by 
Lachm., Tisch., Born., and Alf.—El/z. has also tod before kAdoat, 
but rod is not in A, B, E, G, and numerous Cursives. 

It may be added here, that in v. 8, for juev Elz. has joav, 
but juev is in A, B, D, E, G, H. This reading, and jay in 
v. 7, are deserving of notice, as showing that St. Luke was present 
at what he describes; that he joined in the Holy Communion ad- 
ministered on that Lord’s Day, and heard the Sermon of St. Paul, 
and saw Eutychus raised from the dead. 

Observe the word cuvnyuévwv. They were not summoned, 
but came together, met for a stated religious purpose. Hence 
the word Sévatis. Cp. émiovvaywyh, for Public Worship, Heb. 
x. 25, a word connected with the Suvaywy) of the Elder Church 
of the Jews—a word christianized by the Apostles. See note on 
James ii. 2. 

Some learned writers have supposed (see Augustine, Hpist. 
36, p. 117, and Howson, ch. xx. vol. ii. p. 256) that the ula 
oaBSdrwy here mentioned is the evening which succeeded the 
Jewish Sabbath, and that St. Paul set forth on his journey early 
on the Sunday morning (pp. 256 — 259). 

But it appears to be more probable, that this meeting for 
breaking of bread took place on the evening of Sunday: Kuv- 
ptakh hy (says Chrys.), kal wéxpt mecovurtiov thy didacKarlay 
exrelvet, kal cvverdpate thy EopTiyv 6 didBodos, by the death of 
Eutychus ; but this was overruled for the glory of God and the 
diffusion of the Gospel, by his restoration to life by St. Paul. Cp. 
Lewin's remarks, pp. 589—592. 

It appears, then, that this was a stated Day and Hour for 
Christian assemblies, not perhaps without some reference to the 
fact mentioned by St. John (xx. 19), concerning the first Lord’s 
Day of the Christian Church ; ‘* The same day at evening, being 
the first day of the week, came Jesus and stood in the midst, 
and saith unto them, Peace be unto you!” 

The Holy Supper was instituted on an evening ; and it was 
“toward evening ’’ when our Lord took bread and blessed it, and 
gave it to the two disciples at Emmaus (Luke xxiv. 29, 30). 

It is not likely that St. Luke, writing for the use of Gentile 
Christians in all ages, should reckon his days from sunset, in the 
Jewish manner, especially when speaking of a Christian Festival. 
Even St. Matthew, writing more particularly for Jewish Chris- 
tians, says (xxviii. 1), dW caBBdrwr, TH emipwoKoton eis uiav 
oaBBarwv. 

On the question of fasting before Communion, and on this 
text in reference to it, may I refer to my ‘‘ Twelve Addresses’”’ 
to the Diocese of Lincoln (1873), pp. 66—87 ? 

These things were done on the Lord’s Day (Chrys.). Ob- 
serve the intimation here given, that the primitive Christians 

assembled specially on the Lord’s Day for the reception of the 
Holy Eucharist (see ii. 46), and for hearing of the Word. Cp. 
Routh, R. 8. i. 113. 120. 137. 180. 188. 224; ii. 4. 45. 240; 
iii. 100. 147. 157. 

Justin Martyr, in the second century (Apol. i. 85, p. 143, 
ed. Ashton, = § 67, p. 269, ed. Otto) says, ‘On the day called 
Sunday, our common assembly of all who are in the cities and 
the country is held; and we read the Writings of the Apostles, 
and the Books of the Prophets.” Then he describes the Sermon ; 
and then the Administration of the Lord’s Supper by the mpo- 
eats and of Sidxovor; and the collection of alms for the Poor. 
He adds, ‘‘ We all assemble together in common on the day 
called Sunday, because it is the day on which God created the 
world out of darkness and #An, and on which Jesus Christ our 
Saviour arose from the dead ; for on the day before Saturday they 
crucified Him, and on the day after Saturday He arose from the 
grave, and taught His Apostles and disciples those things which 
we have delivered to you, for your consideration.” 

In the two preceding Chapters, Justin M. speaks distinctly 
of the two Sacraments, Baptism and the Lord’s Supper. And 
beginning with this description in the Acts of the Apostles, we 
may trace through his Apology, written less than fifty years after 
St. John’s death, a clear stream of teaching concerning primitive 
Christian Worship and Ritual. 

On the institution and obligation of the Lorp’s Day, see 
also above on Matt. xxviii. 1. Luke xxiii. 56; xxiv. 1. John 
xx. 26. Heb. iv. 9. 

8. Aaumddes] lamps. See Matt. xxv. 1. The miracle here re- 
lated was wrought at night, but the mention of the lamps shows 
that those who were present could see it done. They could see 
Eutychus fall, and perhaps they took some of the lamps down 
with St. Paul, and saw the dead restored to life. 

9. KabeCduevos] So A, B, D, E, and several Cursives. Elz. 
Kabhmevos. 
— tpiotéyou] the third story: ‘ tabulata tertia,’’ Juvenal 

iii. 199. 
10. erérecev] he fell upon him. ‘Hoc gestu non est usus 

Christus ; est autem eo usus Elias, Eliseeus, Paulus.” (Bengel.) 
11. rdy &ptov] Observe the article—‘ ‘he bread,’ or loaf, i. e. 

of the Holy Eucharist. 
Elz. has not the article, but it isin A, B, C, D*, and has 

been received by Lachm., Tisch., Bornemann, Alford. 
The disciples had met to break bread (v. 7). St. Paul 

preaches till midnight. Eutychus falls from the window of the 
third story. Paul descends from the trep@ov, and revives him, 
and returns to break the bread; and after the breaking of the 
bread he has a repast (yevUerat, see x. 10), and converses till 
dawn, and departs on the morrow, i. e. on Monday morning. 
See on v. 7. 

18. “Accoy] Assos, in Mysia, twenty-four Roman miles south 
of Troas. Pausan. Eliac. ii. 4. 

It was a difficult place of access; in allusion to which cireum- 
stance Nicostratus, a :@apio72js, applied to it the line of Homer, 
—with a play upon the double meaning of the words docoy and 
toocov,—Accoy 10, &s Kev Oaccoy dr€Opou melpal’ Tena (Iliad, 
¢. 143). By a singular error, the Vulgate has confounded the 
meaning of the word @ocov (nearer) in cap. xxvii. 13 with the 
name of this place, Assos, rendering that verse, ‘‘cum sustu- 
lissent de Asson ;’’ and so Luther and others. 

— iw Biareraypévos] he had arranged. “ Significatio media. 
Sic enim disposuerat ipse.’’ (Bengel.) See on xiii. 48. Winer, 
§ 39, p. 234. 
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16. xexpixe:] So A, B, C, D, E.—Elz. expive. 
17—36.] This Book,—the Acts of the Apostles,—is like a 

Divine Pandect of sacred specimens of Ecclesiastical Offices. 
We have had an Apostolic specimen of Confirmation (above, 

viii. 14—17; xix. 6), and of the ‘Administration of the Holy 
Communion, and of Preaching on the Lord’s Day in a stated 
place of religious assembly (xx. 7), and we have evidence of many 
Presbyters settled in a City to feed the Church of God, and we 
see in this Address of St. Paul at Miletus an Apostolic pattern 
of an Episcopal Charge to the Clergy, at Visilalions, or Diocesan 
Synods. 

17. robs rpecButépous] the Presbyters, from Ephesus, which, 
as a large City, had many Presbyters (see xiv. 23); but they 
were subject, if not now, yet soon after, to one head, Timothy 
(1 Tim. i. 3), who had oversight of their doctrine (i. 3, 4. 1 Tim. 
v. 17—19), and performed the office of ordaining Presbyters and 
Deacons (1 Tim. iii. 1—10. 15; v.22). Cp. Rev. ii. 1. Jgnat. 
ad Ephes. § 1, where Ephesus has an énfoxoros, and also, § 5, a 
apecBurépiov, > cuvipuocra TG emiokdry, ws xopdal KiOdpa, and 
Bidkovor, § 2. 

18. éxiorace] ye know. See on xix, 15. 
— thy mdvta xpdvov] all the time. 
19. SovrActwy rq Kupiw] serzing the Lord. Cp. Rom. xii. 11. 
— pera rdons tax.| He uses the same words in his Epistle 

to the Ephesians, iv. 2. 
— Baxptwv)] Elz. has roAA@v before daxotdwv; but it is not 

in A, D, E, and many Cursives and Versions. 
20. obdtv ireore:Aduny] The metaphor, reintroduced v. 27, 

is taken from Navigation ; and was therefore appropriate at a sea- 
port, Miletus, and in the mouth of one now on a voyage, and 
addressing persons who had come from the great commercial city 
Ephesus. An internal evidence of truth. The Apostle St. Paul, 
by this metaphor, compares the Church to a Ship, and himself to 
a Mariner or Captain of it, and the doctrines of the Gospel to its 
sails; and he says that he oddéy ireorelAaro, lowered or reefed 
none of its canvas, but spread it all out boldly to the sun and 
wind, so as to conceal nothing, but to display the whole, and to 
give his hearers a perfect tAnpogopla of faith (see on Luke i. 1. 
Col. ii. 2; iv. 12), in their course over the sea of this world to the 
haven of life everlasting. 

For this nautical use of brooréAAopat,—imooréAAcoOat Ta 
ieria, see Pindar, in Passow, Lexic.; and compare the Apostle’s 
use of the nautical word ¢reAAduevor in his Epistle to the mari- 
time cities T’hessalonica (2 Thess. iii. G) and Corinth (2 Cor. 
viii. 20). See also 2 Thess. ii. 2. 
22. Sebeucvos 7H mveiuarsi]) Some (e.g. Meyer) interpret 

this ‘constrained by my own spirit.’ Others (Howson, :i. 269), 

‘a prisoner in spirit, not in body.’ The more ancient interpreters 
(see Chrys., Theophyl., Clem.) explain it, bound by the Holy 
Spirit. As Didymus says (in Caten. p. 333), “ He that is united 
to the Holy Ghost is bound in Him; he is the prisoner of Christ ; 
in these chains he’rejoices, he wears them as ornaments’”’ (mvev- 
parikods wapyaptras. Ignatius, Eph. § 11). ‘They are bands 
of love. He bears in his body the marks of the Lord Jesus (Gal. 
vi. 17), and dies daily (1 Cor. xv. 31). Paul was now going up 
to Jerusalem to the Anniversary of the Descent of the Holy 
Ghost (v. 16). And as if his mind was dwelling on that event, 
he refers to the operations of the Holy Spirit in his speech, 
vv. 23. 28. 

The Vulgate well renders it, alligatus Spiritu, constrained 
and carried by the Holy Ghost. Perhaps it is a metaphor derived 
from the practice of chaining prisoners to their keepers (sez xii. 6 ; 
xxi. 33), who carried them to a particular place. Thus Jgnat. ad 
Rom. 5, amd Suplas péxpt ‘Pduns Onpiouax@ Sedeméevos dea 
Aeomdpdo1s. So St. Paul was now carried as a prisoner to Jeru- 
salem,—but it was by the Holy Ghost. This explains his conduct 
in reference to the revelations described in xxi. 4. 

It also shows that St. Paul did not run into hazards with- 
out Divine guidance. As Chrys. says, ob éml rods Kivddvous 
plarwy Eaurdy, arr jyotuevos ToD mvEebmarTos elvat Td 
mpdotayua See further on this verse, the note on xxi. 4. 

28. wor] to me. So A, B, C, D, BE, and many Cursives and 
Versions. Elz. omits wot. The pronoun is important, as showing 
that this prophecy me¢ St. Paul on his arrival at different Cities 
in succession. 
— aéyov] D, E, G, and many Cursives, have Aéywy, mascu- 

line,—a reading which deserves consideration. 
— deoud we—pévovow] bonds await me. It has been said by 

some, that this is a mere figure of speech, expressing what might 
have been expected by the Apostle on probable grounds; and that 
it is not an utterance of a divinely-inspired prophecy. But, on 
the contrary, it was not likely that St. Paul, being a Roman 
Citizen, should have been bound. See Acts xxiii. 29. 
— OalWers] afflictions. Compare the Epistle to the Romans, 

xy. 30, where he asks their prayers that he may be delivered from 
them that do not believe in Judea, and mey come to Rome. 

24. ovdt ~xw] not in Sin, B, C, which have Adyov. The 
words per& xapas, with joy, are omitted by A, B, D, and some 
Cursives and Versions; perhaps rightly. 

25. eye olda drt obxérs bWeoOe k.7.A.] I know that ye all will 
see my face no more. See v.38. It has been argued from 2 Tim. 
iv. 13—20, where St. Paul speaks of being at Miletus after this, 
that he was not here divinely inspired, but was mistaken in this 
anticipation; and this, it is said, is accounted for from vv. 22, 23, 
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where he confesses that he did not know what would happen to 
him at Jerusalem ; 

But it was one thing to say that he did not know what 
would happen to him at a particular place, and it would have been 
another thing to say that something would no¢ happen which did 
happen ; 

His words are, odkért SWeobe 7d mpdcwrdy pov buets mdv- 
7e€s,—and he might easily have touched again at Miletus without 
ever seeing all or any of the Presbyters of Ephesus. Besides, as 
Bengel observes, ‘* Rediit Roma in Asiam compluribus post annis 
Apostolus, sed interea defuncti alidve delati sunt feré omnes isti.”” 
It may indeed be inferred, that he never revisited Ephesus after 
this time, or only after a long interval. Cp. on 1 Tim. iii. 14. 

— thy Bacirclav} the kingdom. So A, B,C. Elz. adds rod 
Gcod, D rod *Inood: 7 BaciAcla, the Kingdom, is emphatic, as in 
Matt. viii. 12; xxiv. 14; and 7d dvoua, the name, Acts v. 41. 
So 7 65ds, xix. 23, he way. All these are significant of the 
truth,—that there is no other Kingdom which will remain, but 
that of God; no other Name, by which men are to be saved, than 
that of Christ ; no other Way which can lead us to heaven, but 
that of the Gospel. Cp. note below, 1 John ii. 6. 

26. kabapds eyd] pure am I. So A, G, H, and most Cursives, 
and Tisch., reading @y®, and not eiu:, which is in B, C, D, E. 

27. imrearetAdunyv] On the nautical metaphor here, see v. 20. 
— nacav Thy BovAhy tod Ocod] all the counsel of God; re- 

asserted from v. 20. A strong passage against the *t Doctrine of 
Development.” St. Paul says that he would not have been pure 
from their blood, i.e. he would have been guilty of destroying 
their souls, if in the time he had been at Ephesus, less than ¢hree 
years (v. 31), he had not declared to them “ the whole counsel 
of God.”’ .Cp. Eph. i. 11. 

What would he say, if he heard, that now, after the Church 
has been in the world 1800 years, a new article of faith has been 
declared, and an addition been made by men to the ‘“ whole 
counsel of God?” Cp. Gal. i. 8. 

28. mpooéxere ofy—aluaros] An exposition of this text, and 
an interesting application of it to the circumstances of the Church 
of England, may be seen in the Latin Concio of Bp. Andrewes, 
then a Presbyter, to the Convocation of the Province of Canter- 
bury, in 1593. Latin Works, p. 29, 
— 7d Tvetua td aytov ero] the Holy Ghost made you over- 

seers. Another assertion of the Divinity and Personality of the 
Holy Ghost (see v. 3; viii. 29; xiii. 2.4), and of His Divine 
office in Ordinations. See above on xiii. 2—4. 
— émioxérous] overseers. Every mpecBirepos is an érlcxoros 

tod Toiuvlov, an overseer of the flock committed to his charge; 
but ‘he éxlcxomos is also an overseer of other Pastors; which a 
Presbyter is not. See below, the note before 1 Tim. iii. 

S. Ireneus (iii. 14), indeed, supposes that some Bishops as 
well as Presbyters were present, and that St. Paul addresses them ; 
“Paulus in Mileto convocatis Episcopis et Presbyderis qui erant 
ab Epheso et a reliquis proximis civitatibus,’’ &c. So Ammo- 
nius here, who gives also the other exposition; and cp. Professor 
Blunt, who says, p. 51, ‘‘ Paul sent for the Elders of the Church 
of Ephesus, or its Bishops, or rather Joth, to attend him at 
Miletus,’” and who observes that the authority of Treneus is of 
more value here, from his connexion with Polycarp and the 
neighbourhood. 

However, it is certain, that some of these érfoxomo, if not 
all, were presbylers. 

On the subsequent restriction of the word ’Exlcxoros to the 
highest of the Three Orders of the Christian Ministry, see Dr. 
Bentley (upon Freethinking, Camb. 1743, pp. 136, 137), ‘ They 
(the Bishops), with all Christian antiquity, never thought them- 
selves and their order to succeed the Scripture "Exfoxozo:, but 
the Scripture "AnrdcroAo: they were diddoxo Tay "ArooTdAwr, 
the successors of the Apostles. 

“The sum of the matter is this :—Though new institutions 
are formed, new words are not coined for them, but old ones 
borrowed and applied. ’*Exfoxomos, whose general idea is over- 
seer, was a word in use long before Christianity; a word of 
universal relation to ceconomical, civil, military, naval, judicial, 
and religious matters. 

“This word was assumed to denote the governing and pre- 
siding persons of the Church, as A:d«ovos (another word of yulgar 
and diffused use) to denote the ministerial. 

“The Presbyters, therefore, while the Apostles lived, were 
’Enloxorot, overseers. But the Apostles, in foresight of their 
approaching martyrdom, having selected and appointed their suc- 
cessors in the several cities and communities (as St. Paul did 
Timothy at Ephesus, and Titus at Crele, a.p. 64, four years 
before his death), what name were these successors to be called 
by? not ’ArécroAo, Apostles ; their modesty, as it seems, made 
them refuse it : they would keep that name proper and sacred to 
the first extraordinary messengers of Christ, though they really 
succeeded them in their office, in due part and measure, as the 
ordinary governors of the Churches. 

“It was agreed, therefore, over all Christendom at once, in 
the very next generation after the Apostles, to assign and appro- 
priate to them the word *Exicko7os, or Bishop. From that time 
to this, that appellation, which before included a Presbyter, has 
been restrained to a superior order. And here’s nothing in all 
this but what has happened in all languages and communities in 
the world. See the Notitia of the Roman and Greek Empires, 
and you'll scarce find one name of any state employment that in 
course of time did not vary from its primitive signification.” 
— thy éxxAnolay tod cod] the Church of God, which He 

purchased with His own blood. On the purchase of the Church 
by the price of Christ’s blood, see 1 Cor. vi. 20. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19. 
Rey. v. 9. 

As to the reading of this passage, it is to be observed, that 
&, B, many cursives, and Vulg., and the Syriac, and Chrys., and 
Basil, and Epiphanius, and Ambrose haye @cod; and this reading 
is received by Elz., Mill, Whitby, Bengel, Knapp, Rinck, Scholz, 
Alford, Bloomf. And so Bp. Pearson, Art. ii. p. 241. 

Other MSS. have Kupiou (not cov), particularly A, C*, D, E, 
and the Coptic, Sahidic, Armenian Versions, and Ireneus 
(iii. 14), Didymus (de Spir. § 2), Euseb. (in Esa. xxxv. 9), 
Cyril Alex. (Mai viii. pt. 2, pp. 124, 6), Jerome and Augustine ; 
and this reading is preferred by Lachm., Tisch., Bornemann, 
Olshausen, Davidson, Meyer, Hackett, and Tregelles, p. 233. 

Others, C***, G, H, and more than 100 Cursive MSS. have 
Kupfov «al cod, and this reading is preferred by Venema and 
Valekenaer. 

The choice seems to be between Kupiov and cod. 
evidence for each is strong. 

It may be remarked that St. Luke uses the word Kvpios in 
application to Christ, as appointing and ordaining the Ministers 
of His Church, as here. See on Luke x. 1. 

And in support of Kupiov, it may also be urged that the 
word Kipios would mark His Lordship and Dominion over her, as 
His Household and Kingdom ; and would be a happy preparation 
for the term by which the éxxAnola was to be described, i. e. 
Kupiaxh, Church, the spouse and body of the Kipios, and pur- 
chased and purified by His blood. See above, ii. 25. 36. 

There would also be a memento here to Bishops and Pastors 
—that they are not to consider the éxxAnola as their own, but 
as Christ’s, and that they are not kataxupieveiv, dominari, over 
what is tod Kuplov, Domini. 1 Pet. v. 3. 

On the other hand—in behalf of the other reading, rot 
©cod,—it appears (as Whitby observes, p. 489), that St. Paul 
never uses the phrase 7 éxkAnala tod Kuplov, whereas he often 
employs the words 7 exxAnola Tod cov. See 1 Cor. i. 2; x. 32; 
xi. 16.22; xv. 9.. 2Cor.)ind. \Gal. 4. -13> 42) Thess. ie 
2 Thess. i. 4. 1 Tim. iii. 5. 15. 

The matter reduces itself to this question, 
Is it more likely that @cod should have been altered by 

Copyists into Kupfov, or Kupluv be altered into @cod ? 
Perhaps the former may seem the more probable alternative. 
(1) No one would have been staggered by Kupfov, or have 

been inclined to change that reading. 
(2) But many might have been perplexed by cod, with 

aluaros following it. 
(3) Some orthodox persons might think that it seemed to 

give some countenance to the Noetian or Sabellian heresy, which 
confounded the two Persons of the Father and the Son; or to the 
Eutychian Heresy, which confounded the two Natures of Christ 
in One; or to the Apollinarian, Theopaschite, and Patripassian, 
which imputed suffering to God,—and to God the Father. ~ 

(4) It cannot, therefore, be concluded with some, that a 
change was made here from a theological bias. 

(5) It is also observable that the word Kuplos has been inter-. 

The 
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polated, in connexion with *ExxAngla, in Eph. vy. 29, where 
A, B, D*, F, G have Xpiords. 

(6) It has been said that the testimony of Athanasius is 
opposed to the reading of @cod. But this allegation is groundless. 
His words are (contr. Apollinarium, ii. § 14, vol. i. p. 758), 
obSauod alua Oeod Slyxa capKds mapadeddxacw al ypapa, i) 
Ocdy dia capeds wabdvta kal avacrdyta. “Apeiavay Ta ToLadTa 
ToAuhuara, ered} unre Ocdy ddAnOiwov Toy viby ToD Ocod duodo- 
youow, al 5 &yiat ypadal ev capxl Ocod Kal capxds Ocod avOpmrou 
yevouévou alua kal rafos kal avdoracw «npitrovet. 

Athanasius is controverting the Apollinarian error that the 
Godhead itself suffered, and he asserts that the Scriptures have 
no where predicated to us the blood of God without ‘the flesh; 
or that God suffered in the flesh (some read diya capxds here, 
and it may be the true reading): the older editions have di 
capkds for 5{ya capxds in the preceding clause. 

Athanasius might have written these words, and yet have 
read here éxxAnclay tov coi; for there is no representation, in 
the passage so read, of the afua Qcod Sixa capkds. St. Paul 
would thus say, “the Church of God, which He (Who is Man as 
well as God) purchased with His own Blood.” 

(7) The argument from St. Paul’s use of ’ExkAnola Ocod, 
and his non-use of ‘ExkAnola Kuplov, confirms the same con- 
clusion. 

(8) It is probable that this passage gave occasion to the sub- 
sequent use of the still bolder expression afua cod in other 
writers, particularly Zynatius, writing to the same Church,—the 
Ephesian,—as that whose presbyters were now addressed by 
St. Paul, Eph. i. So Tertullian, ad Uxor. ii. 3, ‘‘ Sanguine Dei.” 
Clem. Alex. “* Quis dives,’ &c., c. 34, afuat: Ocod watdds. Cp. 
Tgnat. ad Rom. 6, &peté we urenrhy elvat Tod TaVoUsS TOU Ocod 

“pov, where some copyists have inserted Xpioroi, to give ease to 
the phrase, as here. And cp. Jacobson in Clem. Rom. 2, p. 13. 
See also Wetstein here, p. 596, and the note in Catena, p. 338, 
where it is said, “ Many of weak minds, or of perverse opinions, 
speak evil of those who use the terms caua Kal alua Ocod Td 
cwrhpiov, but they may hear what our Lord says; and then re- 
ference is made to John vi. 35. 48. 53, and the conclusion is, Do 
not scruple at the words alua kal cua cod +d cwrhpiov, as the 
Jews do; for by it thou hast been redeemed and art become a son of 
God, and an heir of life everlasting.’ And as to the doctrine 
thus taught Bede says, “ Non dubitat sanguinem Dei dicere 
propter unionem persone in duobus vaturis Ejusdem Jesu Christi, 
propter quam etiam dictum, Filius Hominis Qui est in ccelo.” 
(John iii. 13.) ‘* Christ our Saviour is ‘Agnus Dei,’”’ says Bp. 
Sanderson, i. 195. “ He is also ‘ Agnus Deus ;’ He is God, the 
Son of God, Very God of Very God; and it is this dignity of His 
Nature especially, and not His Innocency only, that setteth such 
a value upon His Blood that it is of an infinite price, of infinite 
merit, able to satisfy an infinite justice, and to appease an infinite 
wrath.’’ See also Waterland on the Trinity, c. 2, p. 39, who 
approves cov; and likewise Blunt on the Early Fathers, p. 466. 
Cp. Titus ii. 13, 14; and Hooker, Eccl. Pol. V. lii. and liv. 

On the word wepieroujcato, purchased for Himself, see 
Eph. i. 14. 
— tod aluaros tov idlov] So A, B, C, D, E, and many Cur- 

sives. Elz, has 5:2 rod idlov aluaros. . 
29. éyé) Elz. adds ydp; and inserts todro after olda, which 

are not in A, B, C, D. 
— &pitw) sometimes ‘arrival,’ sometimes departure, as here. 

See examples in Kuin. dmro5nulay, Chrys. 
— Adtxo: Bapets] See on 1 Tim. v. 20. 
80. ¢& judy) of yourselves. Hymenzeus, Alexander, and the 

Nicolaitans, 1 Tim. i. 20. Rev. ii.6. Phygellus and Hermogenes, 

1 Sam. 12. 3, 
Cor. 9. 12. 
Co 

1 Thess. 2. 9, 
2 Thess, 3. §, 
zZ1 Cor. 9. 12. 

2 Tim. i. 15. See especially St. John’s Epistle, written probably 
at Ephesus, 1 John ii. 19, “ they went out from us” (€& juar), 
&c., which announces the fulfilment of St. Paul’s prophecy. See 
the note there; and the Introduction to that Epistle, p. 99, and 
the note before the second chapter of St. Peter’s Second Epistle 
addressed to Christians of Asia. 
— Tovs pabntas] the disciples—mine and yours, and Christ's. 
81. tpietlav] three years. Three months in the Synagogue, 

xix. 8; two years in the School of Tyrannus, xix. 10; and he 
passed through Macedonia and Achaia, where he remained three 
months, xx. 3. 

82. 7G Adyw THs xdpiros] To His Word, of which the es- 
sential quality and characteristic is Grace. On this use of the 
Genitive, see note on Matt. xxii. 11 and James i. 25. 

It is to be remarked, that ‘the Word” here is understood 
by some ancient Expositors to be Christ, who is “ full of Grace,” 
and from Whom all Grace has come to man. Johni. 14. 16. 
Cp. 1 John i. 1, tod Adyou rijs Gwijs. 

And there is much that is personal here ascribed to the 
Aédyos. How can what is not personal be said to give an In- 
heritance ? So Ammonius, who, trom the addition of the participle 
dvvauevy in the singular, deduces an argument for the Unity of 
the Two Persons in one Godhead, as follows; 

Aclkvuow, dtt 6 Marhp cat Oeds Kad 6 rodrov vids "Inaods, 6 
cod Adyos vero (read &v cia, unum sunt)" ob yap elre, Tors 
Suvauevots wAnOvyTiKa@s, GAN Evik@ dyduatt Thy povadiuchy 
ovolay eonuaver, cimay ‘TG Suvapmevy.’ 

It is indeed taken for granted by many modern writers, that 
the title 6 Ad-yos is only applied by St. John to Christ. But this 
assertion may be questioned. See on Luke i. 2. Heb. iv. 12. 
James i. 18. 1 Pet. i. 23. 

If St. John had been already at Ephesus, this mode of 
speech would have been very appropriate there, as a testimony to 
the unity of the doctrine of the two Apostles St. Paul and St. 
John. And even if St. John had not been there, yet, as St. Paul 
spoke under the guidance of the same Spirit as inspired St. John, 
he might and would very fitly bequeath this parting benediction 
to the Ephesian Presbyters, testifying his own adhesion to the 
great doctrines concerning the Locos, which were afterwards to 
be preached more fully at Ephesus by St. John. 

— olxoboujcu) to build. So A, B, C, D, E,—a better reading 
thaw that of Hiz., éroodoujjoa. Some read ry KAnp. 

33. dpyuplov] silver. How natural was this disclaimer, now 
that St. Paul was carrying pecumary funds to Jerusalem, col- 
lected at his instance in Galatia, Greece, and Italy for distribution 
to the poor Christians at Jerusalem! See 1 Cor. xvi. 1—3. 
2 Cor. viii. J—21; below, xxiv. 17, and on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 
— twariopod] raiment. Oriental wealth consisted partly in 

“changes of raiment,’’ Gen. xlv. 22. 2 Kings v. 5. 22. Hence 
the reference to the moth in warnings to the rich and worldly, 
Matt. vi. 19. James v. 2. Cp. Hackett. 

34. ixnpérncay ai xeipes abta] these hands ministered —. 
Compare his declaration, made at Ephesus, in 1 Cor. iv. 12, com- 
Gpuev epyaCbuevor rais idias xepoi: and see Paley, H. P. p. 37. 

35. 671 abrds ele] that He Himself said. A saying alluded 
to by S. Clemens Rom. i. 2, and in Const, Apostol. iv. 3; and 
one of the few sayings of our Lord preserved elsewhere than in 
the Gospels. Cp. Grade, Spicileg. i. pp. 14. 327. Fabricii Cod. 
Apocryph. N. T. i. pp. 321—334, ‘“ De dictis Christi que in 
Evangeliis non extant.” Kérner, de Sermonibus Christi aypd- 
pos, Lips. 1776; and Routh, R. 8. i. 9, 10. 12. 29. 31. 471. 484. 
— pardpidy ears pGadrAov] it is blessed rather to give than to 

receive. So A, B, C, D, B, G.—Ziz. places d:5dva: before ar- 
Aov. Another natural allusion to what was now uppermost in 
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St. Paul’s mind,—the purpose of his present journey to Jeru- 
salem, viz. to succour the poor Christians there, with the bounty 
which he had collected, and was carrying with him. See v. 33. 

86. dels ra ydvara] having kneeled down. See Dan. vi. 10. 
Luke xxii. 41. Acts ix. 40; xxi. 5. Cp. Eph. iii. 14. 

87. kareplAouy] they were earnestly kissing him. Katepidouy 
is a stronger expression than épfAovy, and marks also continuance 
by the imperfect tense, “‘ deosculabantur eum.” 

The outward act was similar to that described by the same 
word Matt. xxvi. 49; but how different was the inward affection ! 

A transposition has been adopted here, ixavds 5& KAavOuds, 
from A, B, D, E, for the reading of Elz., ixavbs 5& eyéveto Kr. 

88. Oewpeiv] St. Paul himself uses drrouat, v. 25, a more 
modest word. He would not say that his own mpécw7ov was 
Ukov Oewplas. Cp. on John xvi. 16, and the nice shade of dis- 
tinction between BAéww and @ewpa in John xx. 5, 6. 

Cu. XXI. 3. dvadavévtes thy Kimpov] having discovered 

Cyprus; having sighted it, avapavetoay €xovTes; as sailors 

say, having raised the land. The opposite is Gmoxpimrrew yi. 

See note on xxvii. 27. Cp. Gal. ii. 7, wemlorevpat 7) ebayyeAtoy, 

and Rom. iii. 2. 1 Cor. ix. 17. Winer, § 39, p. 233. 

—Tipov] The mention of a Christian Church at Tyre, and 

of St. Paul's visit to it, suggests a reference to the prophecy, 

“Behold ye the Philistines also, and they of Tyre, with the 

Morians, lo, there was He born.’’ (Ps. lxxxvii. 4.) Cp. Ps xiv. 

12, and see above on viii. 26. 
Perhups the seeds scattered by the Divine Sower Himself on 

the border-land of Tyre and Sidon (Matt. xv. 21. Mark vii, 24), 

were now bearing fruit. 
— dmopoptiCSuevov] Thither the ship was on its course, /o 

nnload its freight. Cp. Winer, § 45, p. 312. 

4. aveupdyres Tods walnrds] having found out the disciples, 

—an intimation that they were either not very numerous, or were 

not publicly known. 
— did 70 Hvetuaros] through the Spirit. Cp. dedeuevos 7G 

Tvetmart (xx. 22). This is explained by v. 11. The Holy Spirit 

revealed to ‘hem that he would be bound there (see xx. 23) ; and 

they, acting on this intimation, dissuaded him from going to Jeru- 

salem. But the Spirit had done more than this for St. Paul. 

The Holy Spirit had not only foreshown to him the future, but 

nad also revealed to him how to act under the circumstances 

Joreshown. The Holy Spirit had bound him fo go to Jerusalem 

(xx. 22, where see note), even though he was to be bound there ; 
and therefore he went (see xx. 24, and below, xxi. 11—13). And 
at length those persons who had foretold his bonds, acquiesced in 
his resolution to go, as divinely inspired, and said, “ the Lord’s 
will (not ours) be done!” (v. 14.) The prophecy concerning his 
bonds was fulfilled. And the Lord assured St. Paul, in a vision 
at Jerusalem, that he had rightly understood and obeyed His will 
in going up to Jerusalem, xxiii. 11. 

5. aiyiaddy] the sandy shore. Acts xxvii. 39. Cp. xx. 36. 
The place of this holy and affecting farewell was shown many 
centuries afterwards; ‘‘ Hodie monstratur in arenis locus, ubi 
pariter orabant.”” (Bede.) 

6. arnoracducba] we gave a parting embrace to. Cp. the use 
of the preposition do in &rotagduevos, Acts xviii. 18. 21. Elz. 
has mpoonviducba Kal doracduevot. But the reading in the text 
is authorized by some of the best MSS. 

7. TiroAcuatda] Ptolemais. Accho (Judges i. 31); still so 
called by Arabs, and Acre, or St. Jean d’Acre, by Europeans. 

8. eFeAOdvres] Elz. adds of wept roby MadaAoy, which is not in 
A, B, C, E, and is probably a gloss. 
— SiAlrrov tod ebayyedtoton] Philip the Evangelist, called 

here ‘tone of the seven;’’ i. e. Philip the Deacon; see on Acts 
viii. 5, and the statements of Jsidorus and S. Jerome, quoted by 
Tillemont, Mém. ii. 30. Hence Ammonius says here, “it was 
lawful for a Deacon to live as a married man.” On Philip’s con- 
nexion with Cesarea, see viii. 40. 

This was the third time Paul was at Cesarea. Sce ix. 30; 
xviii. 22. 

It is now prophesied at Caesarea, that St. Paul would be 
bound ; and with a special providence, for he was to be brought 
to Cesarea a prisoner, and to remain there in custody for two 
years, xxiii. 33; xxiv. 27. 
— byros] Elz. prefixes rod, which is not in A, B, C, B, H, 

and numerous Cursives. Cp. Winer, p. 122. 
10. jjuepas wAclous] several days; but he was hastening to 

Jerusalem (see xx. 16), not, therefore, ‘many days.’ 
— “Ayafos] Agabus. See xi. 28. 
ll. S4cas éavtod) Elz. has Sioas te adrov. But dhoas 

éaurod is the reading of A, B, C, D, E, and many Cursives and 
Versions. Agabus bound Ais own hands (not St. Paul’s) with S¢. 
Paul's girdle. 
— tods wédas kal Tas xetpas] his feet and hands. So B,C, 

D, E, and many Cursives and Versions. Elz. has ras xeipas kal 
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tobs xédas: but it is hardly probable that this would have been 
altered into the other reading. Such symbolical actions had been 
connected with the delivery of prophecies in the Old Testament. 
Isa. xx. 2. Jer. xiii. 1. 11. Ezek. iv. 1. (Grotius.) Cp. Jerem. 
xxvii. 2; xxviii. 10.12. Ezek. xii. 3; xxiv. 3. 

12. jets] we: even St. Luke himself. A modest confession, 
and a proof of truth. We would have dissuaded Paul from going, 
but he would not yield to us, and went; and we acknowledged 
that what he did was the Lord’s will, v. 14. 
— rod uh dvaBalve] As to the construction compare xv. 20. 
13, 14. rére—-yeveoOw] See on v. 1d. 
13. od] of me, emphatic. 
14. 7b @éAnua yevéoPw] the Will of the Lord be done! From 

the Lord’s Prayer; perhaps an intimation of its general use. Cp. 
2 Tim. iv. 18, and see Blunt, Lectures, p. 38, and above on Matt, 
vi. 9, and below on 1 Pet. i. 17, and Mr. Humphry here. 

‘Also comp. our Lord’s words in His Agony, as recorded by 
St. Luke himself, Luke xxii. 42. 

15. émicxevacduevoi] So A, B, E, G, and numerous Cursives, 
—Elz. arorxevacduevot. D has arotatduevor. The sense is, 
‘having packed up,’ ‘having taken what was necessary for the 
journey.’ (Chrys., Gicumen.) Vulg. renders it ‘ preparati,’ and 
other Versions give a like meaning, and Hesych. interprets it by 
ebtpemiabevtes. 

The word seems to be introduced, in order to show that, 
though St. Panl had full intimation of sufferings and imprison- 
ment at Jerusalem, yet he proceeded thither with calmness, and 
in a sober and orderly manner, without neglecting any common 
duties, such as prudence might suggest. Compare his request for 
his “ cloke and parchments ’’ just before his martyrdom (2 Tim. 
iy. 13). There are no symptoms of a heated imagination, or of a 
fanatical enthusiasm, or a reckless excitement, in his character 
and demeanour, in the most trying circumstances. 

16. tyovres map’ G Eevic0apev] bringing with them a certain 
Mnason a Cyprian—with whom we should lodge, i. e. at Jeru- 
salem. Objections have been made by several recent Expositors 
to this translation of the Vulgate, ‘ adducentes [secum] apud 
qnem hospitaremur Mnasonem,” which is the sense adopted by 
the English Authorized Version ; 

It has been said, that the true meaning is,—“ conducting us 
to the house of Mnason (at Jerusalem), with whom we should 
lodge.’ In this case the construction would either be &yovres 
(iguas) Mvdow, which is Winer’s opinion, § 31, p. 192, or by 
attraction, &yovres Huas mapa Mvdcwva map’ @ tevicbapev. See 
Meyer here, and Winer, § 24, p. 149, and others ; 

But perhaps in this case, as in many others, the older inter- 
pretation (which, as Winer allows, p. 192, is unexceptionable, 
grammatically) is the true one. St. Luke’s design in mentioning 
this incident seems to be this. At first the Christians of Cesarea 
attempted to dissuade St. Paul from going to Jerusalem (v. 12); 
but on his earnest expostulation with them, they desisted from 
their entreaties, and said, “ the Lord’s will be done’ (v. 14). 
And not only so, but some of these disciples of Cesarea sped him 

advice. 

on his journey to Jerusalem, and accompanied him, bringzng with 
them a person with whom fe and his companions would lodge at 
Jerusalem, Mnason of Cyprus. Thus they, who at first would 
have deterred him from going to Jerusalem, were prevailed upon 
by St. Paul (such was his courage and constancy, and such his 
influence over them) to provide facilities for his journey thither, 
and for his reception there ; 

It was also an honourable circumstance to Mnason of Cyprus, 
that though he had heard, no doubt, from the men of Cesarea 
that the Spirit had revealed that St. Paul would be made a pri- 
soner in Jerusalem, yet he was willing to accompany him thither 
(a distance of about eighty miles), and to afford him and his com- 
panions a lodging there. F 

These considerations seem to be lost sight of in the modern 
interpretation, which is also liable to the objection, that, according 
to it, St. Paul is said to be brought to Mnason to lodge, before his 
arrival at Jerusalem, which is not related till the following verse. 
— apxalw uabntH] an original disciple, i.e. from the first 

preaching of the Gospel. See on xv. 7, and xi. 15, Such a per- 
son was likely to have a house at Jerusalem. 

18, mobs “IdkwBov] to James. For the use of mpds see on xvi. 
40. On the position held by St. James the Lord’s brother at 
Jerusalem, see xii.17. A distinction here is made between James, 
the Bishop of Jerusalem, and “all the Elders, or Presbyters.” 
(Chrys.) ‘“ Videtur Jacobus convocisse collegium Presbytero- 
rum.” (Rosenmiiller.) 

The Bishop of Jerusalem is here presented to the view, 
surrounded by all his Presbyters, who are the ‘ Concilium 
Episcopi,”” (see Hieron. in Esa. iii. Bingham, ii. 19. 7,) for the 
reception of St. Paul and his friends, and for joint counsel and 

An Apostolie precedent for the practice of the Church 
in all ages. See above, xv. 2. 4 6. 22, and particularly xv. 23. 

19. 6 @eds] God. He does not say what he had done, but 
what God had done by his ministry ; and (v. 20) they glorified not 
him, but God. (Ammon.) 

20. ev rots "iovdalois] So A, B, C, E.—Elz. lovdalwy. This 
variation is noticeable. It is not said that many myriads of the 
Jews believe, &c.; but that there are many myriads of believers 
among the Jews, and they are all zealous for the Law. 
— memotevkdtwy] of those who have made public profession 

of faith in the Gospel, and hold that faith. See viii. 13. 
21. xatrnx78noav] They have been studiously indoctrinated 

to believe, é5:5dx@noav Kal émiorevoay (Chrys.), cp. v. 24; such a 
misrepresentation was not unlikely to be made by Jews, concern- 

ing what St. Paul had taught not long since in his Epistles to the 
Galatians and Romans. Cp. Paley, H. P. pp. 24—26. 
— biidoKners—ovdalovs] thou teachest Jews. It was not true 

that St. Paul taught Jews not to circumcise their children (see 
vii. 8); but it was true that he taught that circumcision was not 
‘to be enforced by Jews on Gentiles. 

What he did now, at the suggestion of the Bishop and Pres- 
byters of Jerusalem, was to refute the former assertion, not to 
disavow the latter. See vv. 24. 26. 
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22. md700s] amullitude must needs come together. 
23. ciclv juiv] This was often the case on the approach of 

great Festivals, e. g. that of Pentecost, which was now at hand. 
Nazarite Vows were made terminable then, in order that they 
who had taken them might join with others in the joyful celebra- 
tion of that Festival. Cp. Lightfoot on Acts ii. 13, and on 
1 Cor. xi. 14, where he observes, that even Jews who were not 
Nazarites were accustomed to cut their hair in honour of the 
feasts. 
— edxhy exovtes ep Eavtav] having upon them a vow of 

Nazariteship, that is, of separation from the world to God. See 
above, on xviii. 18. 

24. ayvlcOnrt civ adtois}] be thou a Nazarite with them; join 
thyself to them in their vow of abstinence or separation, and of 
dedication to God. 

It has, indeed, been said by some, that St. Paul only paid the 
charges of the four Nazarites (v. 23), but was not himself under 
the Vow of a Nazarite ; 

But the word ayvic@nrt here, and the other kindred words 
used in this narrative, prove that he associated himself with them 
in the vow itself. 

The word ayvi{w is the word used by the LXX for 12 
(Nazar), in Numb. vi. 3, and ayuouds for 2 (Nezer), Nazi- 

reatus. The best explanation, therefore, of the word ayvic@nTt 
and ayviodets (v. 26), and ayvicuds (v. 26), is to be derived from 
the use of those words by the LXX in the chapter concerning the 
Nazaritic Vow, Numb. vi. 3, 4, amd ofvov ayvicOjoerat, he 
shall keep himself separate as a Nazarite from wine mdcas tas 
juepas THs €vXis avTod, which is expressed in v. 5 by macas 
Tas jmepas TOU ayviomod, and v. 8, maoas Tas Hmepas THs 
edx7js &yLos eorat Kuply. 

It is probable that St.Paul was already under a vow of 
Nazariteship ; and was advised to join himself as such with these 
four Nazarites. See xviii. 18, and below, v. 27. 

The knowledge that he had not long since voluntarily taken 
on himself a Nazarite’s vow (xviii. 18), was enough to suggest 
the recommendation here made to him by St. James, and the 
Presbyters of the Church of Jerusalem. 

Origen (in Ep. ad Rom. lib. ii. 13) speaks of St. Paul as 
having offered ‘ sacrificia purificationis,’ and S. Jerome (Epist. ad 
Augustin. Ep. 74) supposes St. Paul to have assumed the condi- 
tion of a Nazarite, ‘ obtulisse sacrificia, et exercuisse nudipedalia ;”’ 
and so Augustine, Ep. 82. 

The reason of St. Paul’s compliance is well stated by Augus- 
tine (Epist. ad Hieron. 82), who observes, that by his practice 
with regard to the ceremonies of the Levitical Law, St. Paul 
taught ‘‘nec Judzos tunc ab eis tanquam 4 nefariis prohibendos, 
nec Gentiles ad ea tanquam necessaria compellendos.”* 

“ Paul became (says Isidore in Caten. p. 352) a Jew to the 
Jews, when he made himself a Nazarite in the Temple, and offered 
oblations ; and, on the same principle, he circumcised Timothy, 
and sent him to preach to the Jews, thus cancelling circum- 
cision by means of circumcision itself.” So also Gcumenius, who 
says that ‘Paul underwent the tonsure, and complied with the 
Law.” See also below, note on v. 26. 

That he engaged in the vow of a Nazarite, has therefore, it 
seems, been rightly concluded by most later Expositors, e. g. 
Grotius, Rosenmiiller, Olshausen, Meyer, Baumgarten, Hackett, 
Alford, and others. 

There was a special reason, why St. Paul, a Christian Apostle, 
should engage in a vow of a Nazarite. That Vow pledged the 
person who took it to abstain from all strong drink. And he 
who was known to be under the vow of a Nazarite, was known to 
be living a life of abstinence. The sight of the Nazarite’s locks 
would proclaim this. 

St. Paul had been converted by a heavenly Vision. He 
had Revelations in Arabia, and a Trance in the temple at Jeru- 
a3) (Acts ix. 4; xxii. 6.17; xxvi. 12. 1 Cor. xv. 8, 2 Cor. 
xii. 2); 

He relied much on the arguments thence drawn, in his public 
addresses to the People of Jerusalem (xxii. 6. 17), and to Agrippa 
(xxvi. 12); 

Let y be recollected, that the Jews attempted to refute the 
evidence of the miracle of Pentecost, by a scornful insinuation, 
“These men are full of new wine’’ (Acts ii. 13). It was very 
expedient that St. Paul, whose conversion was miraculous, and 

who was favoured with an ‘abundance of Revelations” (2 Cor, 
xii. 7), should be able to meet the objection, which would in all 
probability be raised against him, that he was under a strong 
mental excitement, and that he was inflamed by enthusiasm and 
deluded by fanaticism. 

One of the best refutations of such an insinuation, and one 
which would have most weight with the Jews, would be found in 
the voluntary assumption of the Vow of a Nazarite. This would 
show, that like the Baptist, whom the Jews contrasted with 
Christ, whom they dared to call a wine-bibber (Matt. xi. 18, 19), 
he was living an abstemious and austere life, that his judgment 
was cool, his mind calm, and, as he himself says, that the words 
which he spake when describing his own Conversion, were words 
of truth and soberness (xxvi. 25). 

Consequently, though we hear it alleged by Festus against 
him, that ‘‘ much learning made him mad” (xxvi. 24), we never 
hear it surmised, that he was labouring under physical or intellec- 
tual excitement. 

Thus, in his Christian prudence, St. Paul made the cere- 
monial Vows of the Levitical Law subsidiary to the diffusion of 
the saving Doctrines of Evangelical Truth. 

Such advice as that which is here proffered by St. James, 
came very appropriately from him, who is described by Hegesippus 
(cp. Euseb. ii. 23) as conforming in his own person to the usages 
of a Nazarile; oitos éx KoiAlas untpds avtod &ytos qv" olvoy 
kal olkepa ovK &mev, Eupdby emt rhv Kedaddy abrod odk avéBn, 
—a passage which affords an interesting illustration and con- 
firmation of the narrative of St. Luke. 

Perhaps, also, these characteristics of St. James may have 
pointed him out as specially fit to occupy the Episcopal seat at 
Jerusalem, as a person most conciliatory to the Jews. 

The following particulars concerning a Nazarite’s Vow, are 
from Lightfoot (i. p. 1092. On the Temple, chap. xviii.). Re- 
ferring to the Talmud (tract. Nazir, per. 1), he says, ‘* Nazarism 
was most ordinarily for thirty days, though sometimes it was for 
years, and sometimes for term of life. He whose vow was expired 
was to bring three beasts, one for a burnt-offering, another for a 
sin-offering, and a third for a peace-offering (Nazir 6). If he 
polled his head in the country, as Paul did at Cenchree, he was 
to bring his hair and burn it under the caldron, where his peace- 
offering was boiling, which was in this place of the Temple that 
we are speaking of (i. e. at the s.£. angle of the Temple). 

“The Jews in the Treatise (of the Talmud) alleged in the 
Margin (i.e. the Treatise Nazir), speak of ‘a Samson Naza- 
rite’ and ‘an everlasting Nazarite,’ not but that Samson was 
a Nazarite always, but they use this distinction in reference to 
the manner of the Vow-making. He that took on him to bea 
Nazarite like Samson was, saying, * Behold, I will be a Nazarite 
like Samson,’ or ‘ like the son of Manoah,’ or ‘like the husband 
of Delilah,’ or ‘like him that carried away the gates of Azzah,’ 
or ‘like him whose eyes the Philistines put out,’ such an one 
might never cut his hair, but it must ever grow upon him; and 
such a Nazarite did Absalom take upon him to be, but he was 
forced to cut his hair once every year, it was so heavy. But he 
that was a Nazarite everlasting (that is, that took upon him 
Nazarism upon other terms, as he that said, ‘I will be a Nazarite 
according to the number of the hairs of my head,’ or ‘ the dust of 
the Earth,’ or ‘sand of the sea-shore’), he might poll his head 
once in thirty days. 

‘‘ But he whose vow was expired, wheresoever he polled his 
hair, was to come to this place, and here to boil his Peace-offering, 
and to burn his hair; and the Priest took the shoulder as it 
boiled, and a cake, and a wafer of unleavened bread, and put all 
upon the hands of the Nazarite and waved them; and then was 
ep ees at liberty to drink wine, and to be defiled by the 
ead. 
— Bardyncov en’ abtois] expend money upon them,—do an 

act of charity in helping them to perform their vow, and to shave 
their heads, by contributing to the necessary expenses of the sa- 
crifices to be offered ; on which see Numb. vi. 13. 

Thus refute the calumnies against thee, not by word, but by 
deed ; and do this here, not in a Gentile city, but at Jerusalem, 
where no scandal will be given to thy Gentile converts by this 
compliance with the Law. (Chrys., Theophyl.) 

It was usual for wealthier Jews to assist their poorer brethren 
in this way. Thus Agrippa showed his liberality at Jerusalem, 
in his regard for the Levitical Law. Joseph. xix. 6. 1, eis 
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‘IepoodAuua eAGav xapiarnplous ekerAnpwoe Ovolas, ovdéy Tay 
xaTa vduov admrodimdy" 31d Kal Na(ipalwy Evpaabar dierake 
pada ovxvots. Cp. B. J. ii. 15. 1. 

The reason of this may appear from the specification of the 
sacrificial offerings required of a Nazarite, which were numerous 
and expensive. (See Numb. vi.) 
— gvaAdccwy] keeping. The accuracy of St. Luke’s style is 

seen in the distinction he makes between @vAdoow here and 
gvAdecoua in the following verse. 

26. civ abrois ayvicbels] having been separated and sanctified 
as a Nazarite with them. See above on v. 24; and ep. xxiv. 18, 
cipdy we Hyviouevov ev Te lepg.—Etupato db Mavdos, od rijs 
yOuns KkataBaddAouévns, GAAG Tis a&ydans ovyKataBawvotons. 
1 Cor. ix. 20. (Chrys., Theophyl.) 
— BiayyéAAov Thy exmAnpwow tay jucpGv Tod wyvicpod, 

€ws ob xpoonvéxOn imtp évds Exdorou abtav 4 mpocpopd] an- 
nouncing the fulfilment of the days of their Nazarite vow, until 
the (legal) offering was offered for each one of them. 

That the ékxAfpwos tay juepay means the fulfilment of the 
days of the Nazarite yow, is evident from the passages in the 
Book of Numbers, according to the LXX, which describe the 
vow. See Numb. vi. 5, concerning the Nazarite’s vow, tupdy ov 
éwedeboetat emi Thy Kepadthy aitod, Ews av mAnpwOGaty al 
npEepat, boas nbtaro TH Kupl: and vi. 13, 7 bv quépa TAnpdon 
Hwéepas edxijs abrov, tpocolae: avtds...then the tpocpopal 
are specified; and then, v. 18, fuphoeta: 5 niypévos mapa Tas 
Otpas THs oKnYAS TOD maptuplou Thy KEpaArhy THs Edxis adTod. 
And then he shall burn his hair in the fire; and after he has 
shaven his head, the Priest shall take a part of the offering and 
place it in his hands, and offer it before the Lord. And so the 
ceremony was ended, and the vow was paid. 

€ws of xpoonvéxOn is rendered by Vulg. ‘ donec offerretur,’ 
and by Engl. Vers. ‘until an offering should be offered ;’ and 
this seems to be the correct rendering. See the examples of this 
structure in De Wette, Alford, and Kiihner, § 846. 

The sense appears to be this: St. Paul undertook to be the 
spokesman and paymaster of the four Nazarites. As such he 
took them with him to the Temple, and presented them to the 
Priests, and gave to the Priests the official notification that the 
term of their vow was expired; and made himself responsible for 
the payment of the fees for sacrifices to be offered, and services to 
be performed in the bebalf of his presentees, before their heads 
could be shaved and they be released from their vow. 

It is probable that this release could not be consummated 
immediately, nor indeed till a term of seven days (see v. 27) had 
expired after this announcement and presentation were made. 
This was reasonable. It was necessary, that inquiries should be 
made by the Priests as to the identity of the persons presented 
for release, and as to the fact of their having complied with the 
terms of their vow (by abstinence from wine, by non-pollution, 
and the other conditions) before the sacrifice could be rightly 
offered for them, and they be emancipated from their vow. 

Hence the phrase éws od. St. Paul was their representative, 
and solicitor of their cause; and he must continue to act in this 
capacity /i// the seven days were completed, and the Priests were 
ge that all the requisites of the vow had been duly ful- 

This is confirmed by what he himself states (xxiv. 18), that 
they who arrested him, nearly seven days after (xxi. 27), ‘found 
him purified (as a Nazarite) in the Temple:’” i.e. he was in at- 
tendance there, promoting the cause of the four poor Nazarites, 
as well as his own, with a view to their release from the vow. 

27. ai éxr& jutpat) the seven days. Some Expositors interpret 
these seven days as ‘ the feast week of Pentecost” (Wieseler, 109. 
Baumgarten, ii. 448), 

Vor. 1.—Panr II 

But the Feast of Pentecost lasted only one day (Acts ii. 1), 
though later Jews extended it to two (Jahn, § 352. Winer, 
ii. 243). 

The true interpretation seems to be, ‘ ‘he seven days,’’ which 
were required to intervene between the notice given to the Priests 
of the expiration of the Vow, and the consummation of the Re- 
lease from it. 

This opinion is confirmed by Ammonius in Catend, p. 35], 
and Theophylact, p. 156, who says, 20s jv tobs Exovtas edxhy 
kelpecOar Thy Kepadty wera Td GyviaOAva, Kal obrws em) Exrd 
HMépas Toveiy mpoopopay bmep éavTav. 

Some reasons for this interval have been suggested in the 
preceding note. 

Why was it for seven days? Probably, because this was a 
stated period for purifications (Exod. xxix. 37. Levit. xii. 2; 
xili. 5; xiv. 8; xv. 19. Numb. xii. 14; xix. 14. Ezek. xliii. 26). 

And in the Law concerning Nazarites (Numb. vi. 9), if a 
person under a Nazarite Vow had incurred a ceremonial pollution, 
he could not shave his head immediately, and begin his term 
afresh, but he must wait seven days, till the offerings could be 
offered for him, and his head be shaved, and ¢hen he was restored 
to the Nazaritic state, and he began his vow anew. So at the 
close of the Vow, it appears to have been required by the Priests 
that he should wait seven days, till he could be released from 
this Nazaritic state, and be declared by them to have kept himself 
pure, ayvbs, in it, and be allowed to have the requisite offerings 
made in his behalf. 

St. Paul himself, as already observed, seems to have been 
under a Nazarite’s vow when he came to Jerusalem. 

“The seven days” here mentioned could not have been the 
term of his vow, as some have supposed. This was too short a 
time for such a Vow. In the whole Treatise in the Mishna, con- 
cerning Nazarites (tom. iii. 146—178, ed. Surenhusii), there is 
no mention of so short a term, nor of any period less than thirty 
days. 
eu Potuit videri Paulus anté dudum votum Nazarei nuncu- 

passe,”’ says Lorinus, p. 782. Cp. Lewin, 661—665. 
On a former occasion, when he was under a Nazarite vow, 

he had said that “‘he must dy all means keep the next feast 
(which was Pentecost) at Jerusalem” (xviii. 21). 

The reason probably then was, because he was under that 
Vow. And now it is said, in like manner, that he hastened to 
be at Jerusalem, if possible, on the day of Pentecost (xx. 16). 
Perhaps the reason in both cases was the same. 

It was usual for persons ayviCetv Eavrobs, to purify them- 
selves, before the great Festivals. See John xi. 55. 

St. Paul was still under a Nazarite vow when he was arrested 
in the Temple, as he himself asserts, xxiv. 18, efpdv pe hyvic- 
bévov év 7@ iepg. This is also confirmed by what he states, 
xxiv. 17, that he had come to Jerusalem, bringing not only alms 
but offerings, mpoadopas, the same word as used above con- 
cerning the Nazarites, v. 26. 

The ‘seven days’’ between the diayyeAla, or announcement 
to the Priests, and the mpoopopd, were nearly completed, when 
he was arrested in the Temple; and they who charged him with 
breaking the Law, and dishonouring the Temple, were in fact 
guilty of preventing him from keeping the Law, and enabling 
others to do so; and thus ¢hey themselves did what they charged 
him with doing,—they violated the Temple and the Law. 

— of amd rijs’Aclas "lovdaior] the Jews from Asia. St. Paul’s 
compliance with the Law appears to have satisfied the Jews of 
Jerusalem, but not those of Asia, who had come up for the Feast, 
and who had been disappointed by his escape from their hands 
at Ephesus. They assailed him while showing his charity and his 
respect for the Law, which they charged him with violating. 
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28. “EAAnias ciotyayev eis Td fepdv] A capital offence. A 
Greek Inscription has been lately found (1871!) at Jerusalem, 
warning all foreigners that “if they enter within the balustrade of 
the temple, they will incur the Saas a death;’’ a statement 
confirmed by Josephus, Ant. xv. 1]. iB © Report of Pales- 
tine Exploration Fund” for Aug. teri, . 132.) 

81. tr xiAidpx@ Tis omrelpns] The Cantats of the Roman 
garrison (oreipa properly 1000 men, Ath of a Legion) quartered 
in the castle of Antonia, so called from Mark Antony. Cp. vc. 34. 

83. deOjva] to be bound. See xii. 6. A fulfilment of the 
prophecy (xx. 23), and therefore an assurance to St. Paul that 
the Spirit which had spoken to him was ¢rue. 

84. érepdvow] were shouting out different answers. 
B, D, E. See xii. 22.— Elz. éBdwv. 
—rapeuBorty] the military garrison, or barracks, in the 

Castle of Antonia, See xxii. 24; xviii. 16. 32. 35. 
For a full history and description of the fortress of Aitonia, 

see Robinson, i. pp. 431—435. Williams, Holy City, i. 99; 
ii, 403—411. Howson, ii. 311. It was on the North-West side 
of the Temple-Area (Joseph. Ant. xv. 11.4. B. J.i. 5. 4; v. 5. 
8; vi. 2.9), onarocky hill; at each of its four corners was a 
lofty tower; it communicated by two flights of stairs with the 
northern and western arcades of the Temple-Area. 

On one of these two flights St. Paul stood, when he addressed 
the people, who were in the Temple-Area below him. 

86. alpe avrdév] Away with him! So they had cried against 
Christ, apov, Gpoy, abtdv, ctatpwoov (John xix. 15), where St. 
Luke uses, as here, the present tense alpe (xxiii. 18). So the 
populace cried at Smyrna | against Polycarp and the Christians 
(Mart. Polye. 3. 9), alpe Tous adéous. 

87. ‘EAAnuiot) ywoonets ;] dost thou know Greek? A ques- 
tion of surprise, suggested by hearing St. Paul address him in 
Greek, ci earl wo cimeiv; Probably the Chief Captain could 
not speak Hebrew, and St. Paul had spoken to him, a Gentile, in 
Greek; but he spoke in Hebrew to the Jews, which they did 
not expect, any more than the chiliarch expected him to speak 
Greek (v. 40). 

38. odx &pa ob ef;] Rendered by some learned Expositors, 
Thou art not therefore, as I imagined, art thou?’ (Winer, § 57, 
p. 453.) But Chrys., and other ancient Greek interpreters, render 
it, ‘Art not thou then that Egyplian?’ Hence Vulg., ‘ Nonne 
tu es?’ and Engl. Vers., ‘Art not thou?’ Their authority is of 
great weight; and though the me aning they assign to the words 
would be rightly represented by Go’ od in classical Greek, yet the 

So A, 

™ xXelpt TO ag Toddjs SE oryns yevomevyns, Tpocepovyce TH “EBpatd. 

Hellenistic usage may well have admitted such a natural com- 
bination as ovk tpa ob ef; ‘Art not thou, therefore?’ Cp. 
Hackett, p. 305. 

— 6 Alytrrws] the Egyptian. The false prophet who had 
led a vast multitude (Josephus says 30,000) to the Mount of Olives 
to see Jerusalem fall, and who was routed by Felix. See Joseph. 
B. J. ii. 13. 5. Ant. xx. 8. 6. 

The Egyptian had escaped; hence the supposition of the 
chief captain, which seems to have been confirmed by hearing the 
Apostle speak Greek. The Greek language had become common 
in Egypt, in consequence of the conquests of Alexander and the 
Ptolemies, as the LXX Version, there made, shows. 

The chief captain had perhaps beard the charges of some of 
the Jews against St. Paul, that he had spoken against their Holy 
Place and the Law; and this reminded him of the language of the 
Egyptian, who had prophesied that the City would fall; and who 
had been opposed by the citizens of Jerusalem, as St. Paul now 
was; and he had at first imagined that the Egyptian was now 
captured by them. 

Perhaps also the Jews themselves, in order to exasperate the 
Romans, had identified him with the Egyptian. (Buron.) 
_— mpd ToUTwy Tav jnepav] before these days. On this use 

of rovtwy with juepay see i. 5. 
It appears from Josephus, that this Egyptian was routed in 

the reign of Nero, probably in the first year of his reign, A.p. 55. 
(Wieseler, p. 76.) The word todtwy indicates that this event 
was still recent in the memory of the chief captain, and therefore 
St. Paul’s imprisonment was not long after that year. 
— Tv oikapiwv] the bandits, or assassins, from sica, seco (cut- 

throats). See Chrys., and Joseph. B. J. ii. 13. 3, Erepov eldos 
Anor@y, of Kadrovuevor oiKdpior, and Ant. xx. 6. The fana- 
ticism and ferocity of these zealots came to a height, and vented 
itself in the most barbarous outrages afterwards, in the siege 
of Jerusalem. See on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

89. ov dotwov réAcews] no mean cily. Many of the coins of 
Tarsus bear the epigraphs MHTPONOAIS and AYTONOMOS. 
See Akermann, p. 56. 

40. ray avaBabuay] the steps which led down from the bar- 
racks and fortress of Antonia (ev. 31. 35),—where he would have 
found refuge,—to the Temple-Area. 

What spectacle could be more striking than this! Paul 
standing on the stairs of the Temple, bound with two chains, and 
speaking to the people of Jerusalem at the Feast of Pentecost. 
Chrys. 
= karéceice TH XEtpl] made a motion of the hand, to keep 
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down (xara) the noise and passion of the crowd, and to produce 
silence ; 

“«_____ calide fecisse silentia turbee 
Majestate maniis.” (Pers. iv. 5.) 

See above, xii. 17; xiii. 16; xix. 33. A very different move- 
ment from éxrelvas thy xeipa, xxvi. 1. 
— ‘Efpatd: diaréxtw] See xxii. 2. Not yAdoon, but dia- 

Aékry. See ii. 6. 8. The Syro-Chaldaic, in which St. Paul 
addressed the people, was a dialect rather than a language. He 
conciliates his audience by the dialect which he uses, Ty cuyyevele 
Tis Pwris abrovs émuonatat, (Chrys.) 

Cu. XXII. 1. Gvdpes GdeAgol, kal marépes, dkotcare] Men, 
brethren, and fathers hearken. A procemium designed, it would 
seem, to show his hearers that he had S¢. Stephen in his thoughts, 
and to remind them of him who had begun his speech in their 
presence with the same words, vii. 2. Cp. below, vv. 20. 23. 

2. dt 7. 'E. 5. xpocepdvet abrois] that he was speaking to 
them in the Hebrew tongue—which they did not expect him to do: 
he had been speaking to the chief Captain in Greek ; see xxi. 37. 

3. rapa robs wé5as Tauarihd} at the feet of Gamaliel. The 
Hebrew Rabbis sat on an elevated seat, and their scholars at their 
feet. See above, iv. 35. Schoettgen, Hor. Hebr. p. 477. On 
Gamaliel see v. 34. 

4. ratrny thy didv] this way (see ix. 2), on which [ myself am 
now going, and to which I would bring you,—a courageous pro- 
fession of his Christianity. At the same time he addresses them 
as brethren, in order that they may not suppose that the Gospel is 
at variance with the Law. On this use of the word 650s see ix. 2. 

— @ilwta] I persecuted. St. Paul was then eager to bring 
them of ‘* that way’’ bound to Jerusalem, to be put to death; he 
himself is now bound at Jerusalem for “that way.’’ So God 
adapts sufferings to sins, and yet he greatly blesses the Apostle 
an suffering those evils as a Confessor and Martyr, which he had 
vefore inflicted on others as a Persecutor. 

5. as Kal 5 dpxsepeds papruped? por) as also the High Priest 

beareth me witness. Ananias (see xxiii. 2), probably then one 
of the Sanhedrim, which had sent Saul. If St. Paul was converted 
in or before A.D. 35, it was Caiaphas who gave him the commis- 
sion, and who was removed by Vitellius a.p. 36. 

He was succeeded by Jonathan son of Annas; and after one 
year he was removed to make way for his brother Theophilus. 
(Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4. 3; 5.3.) In a.p. 42, Simon son of Boé- 
thus was High Priest. (Joseph. xix. 6.2.) In A.p. 43, Matthias son 
of Annas ; and soon after him, Elionzus son of Cantheras. (Joseph. 
xix. 8.1.) In a.p. 45, Joseph son of Kami (Joseph. xx. 1.3); and 
soon after him, Ananias son of Nebedzus. (Joseph. xx. 5.2.) See 
Chronological Table prefixed to this Volume, and below, xxiii. 2. 

— pds tobs adeApots] to the brethren, the Jewish authorities. 
The words are equivalent to mpbs tas cuvarywyas, to the syna- 
gogues, in ix. 2. See also xxviii. 21, which shows that of adeAdo} 
was used by the Jews when speaking of their own people. St. Paul 
reminds the Jews that he, the Christian Apostle, regards them as 
his brethren; and therefore he had begun his address with the 
words tvdpes &5eApol (xxii. 1; ep. xxviii. 17). 

No evil treatment from them could ever provoke the Apostle 
to lay aside the feelings and language of affection to his brethren, 
his kinsmen according to the flesh. (Rom. ix. 3.) He would also 
thus teach them that a/l men are brethren in Christ. 

8. "Incots 5 Na(wpaios] Jesus the Nazarene. See on ix. 6; 
xxiv. 5; xxvi. 9. 

9. Kal ZupoBor eyévovto] Not found in A, B, H. Cp. ix. 7. 
— gwvhy obk Hxovcay] See on ix. 7; and cp. dkodoa pwvhy, 

v.14. Ammon. p. 361, of cuvdvtes Tov AxoV HKovoy Tis pwvijs 
ob phy ouvijkay Ta AaAotueva. Cp. Birks, Hor. Apost. p. 326, 
where are some excellent remarks on ¢Ais speech to the Jews at 
Jerusalem as compared with St. Paul’s address to Festus and 
Agrippa at Cesarea, xxvi. 4—14. : 

14. rv Alkatoy] the Just One. The name applied to Christ 
by the First Martyr, vii. 62, and by St. James, see James v. 6. 

15. udptus] Thou, a murderer of My mar/yr Stephen (see v. 
20), shalt be My martyr. 
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17. ev 7a iep@] in the Temple. Thus (in reply to the charges 
against him, xxi. 28) he shows that he does not despise the 
Temple, and is approved by the God of the Temple, and that he 
received his Apostolic mission to the Gentiles in the Temple, from 
Christ, Whom he here proclaims as Lord of the Temple. 

How fitly and forcibly does the Vision here described dis- 
play the God of both Covenants as One; and the Christian 
Church as the true substance and consummation of the Levitical 
Law. 

The Jewish Temple is here seen to be the Vestibule, or 
mpévaos, of the Christian Church ; and the Waters of Life, which 
are to irrigate, fertilize, and purify the world, flow from the 
fountain-head in Jerusalem. (Isa. ii. 3. Micah iv. 2.) 
— éxordeet] ecstasy. Perhaps on the occasion mentioned 

xi. 30; xii. 25, and to prepare him for his first mission to the 
Gentiles, whence the words, v. 21, topevou, bri ey eis Ayn 
pBakpay eamoaTeh@ oe. 

The Vision is supposed by some to have been on the occa- 
sion of the visit in ix. 26. But to this the words mopevou x.7.A. 
seem to present an objection. St. Paul came again to Jerusalem 
after that visit, before he went to the Gentiles. See xi. 30; xii. 
25; xiii. 4. 

19. Kaye elroy, Kipte, x.7.A.] and I said, Lord—. They ought 
to receive my testimony, for they cannot but know it to be true, 
as the result of conviction, from such evidence as has converted 
one, whom they saw once a most zealous Persecutor of the 
Church, into a witness of the truth of the Gospel. Nothing 
but such evidence could prevail on me to preach a religion, 
which shows me to myself and to others as having murdered the 
saints of God. 
— dépwy Kara T. cvvaywyds] See below on xxvi. 11. 
20. bre ekexe?ro TY alua Srepavou tod wdprupds cov] when 

the blood of Thy martyr Stephen was being shed. A noble en- 
deavour to make public reparation for a public sin, by public con- 
fession where the sin was committed. Cp. xxvi. 10—12. 

As St. Paul did not speak Greek on this occasion (v. 2), he 
did not use the word martyr. The LXX often employ the word 
udprup for the Hebrew ty (edh), or witness. The application 

of this word to the first person who shed his blood for Christ, 
was enough to designate it as the fittest to be assigned to those 
who followed St. Stephen in his testimony to the truth, even unto 
death. 

The same word seems to have been used by St. Paul in 
relating the divine message to himself inv. 15. St. Stephen was 

Thy witness, and He whose witness Stephen was, has commanded 

me to be His witness, not to the Jews only, but to all men. 

— ouvevdoxav] Elz. adds 7} avatpéoer adtov, which is not 
found in A, B, D, E, and appears to bea scholium. As to the 
fact, cp. xxvi. 10. 

22. ob xabjKev] it was not fit: he onght to have been slain 
already, instead of being rescued as he was by the Chief Captain. 
So A, B, C, D, E, G.— Elz. has kabijKov. 

23. purrodvtwy 24 iudria, kat Kovioproy BaddAdvtwy] shaking 

their clothes, and casting dust, and crying, Away with him. 

Verhaps, a preparation for, or a menace of, throwing off their 

-last seems preferable. 

clothes, in order to cast stones, and kill him for blasphemy (Gro- 
tius, Whitby, Meyer),—as they had done to Stephen, when 
Saul himself ‘held the clothes of them that stoned him”? (vii. 
58; xxii. 20). Or it may have been only an impetuous move- 
ment of rage and execration. See Harmer, Obs. iv. p. 203, on 
the similar movement of the populace of Persia, when in a state 
of excitement. 

The speech and scene are full of points of resemblance to 
what was said and done at St. Stephen’s martyrdom; and St. 
Paul must have had St. Stephen often before him at this time. + 

They probably would have stoned him, if he had not had a 
retreat by the stairs into the mapeuSoA. 

24, cis thy mapeuBorjy] See xxi. 31. 34, to be brought up by 
the stairs inlo the barracks. 

— Wa émyv@] that he might know clearly; for he had not 
understood the ‘ Hebrew dialect’ of the Apostle’s speech. 

25. mpoereivav Tots iua@ow] The best MSS. are divided be- 
tween mpoéreivoy A, E, rpocereway C, D, rpoérewwav B,G. The 

It appears that St. Paul was actually 
bound by the thongs. See v. 30, dt: adrdy jy Bedexds. St. Paul 
put the question in the text to the soldiers, as mpoéreway, i. e. 
when they stretched him forward with the indvres, or thongs, to 
the ‘palus’ or post, in order that when he had been so bound he 
might be scourged with udorryes. 

The Authorized Version has, ‘as they.bound him with 
thongs,’’ a rendering which has been censured by some modern 
expositors; but which seems more accurate than that which has 
been substituted for it, viz. when they stretched him out for the 
thongs, i.e. to receive the lashes. The word iuds is used in three 
other places of New Test. (Mark i. 7. Luke iii. 16. John i. 27), 
and always as something used for binding or tying, as here. 

The rendering is also confirmed by v. 29, where it is said 
that the Captain was afraid when he heard that Paul was a Roman 
citizen, and because he had Jound him. This, as Bitiger and 
Hackett observe, could not refer to the command in xxi. 33; for 
he kept Paul bound with two chains, after he had heard that he 
was a Roman citizen (see v. 30, €Avcev), and Felix left him so 
bound (xxiv. 27). Such a detention of a Roman citizen in safe- 
custody, was not against the Law. But the fear of the Captain 
appears to have been caused by some of/er action of binding, 
which seems to be no other than that mentioned in this verse, 
i.e. a binding with thongs, in order that the person so bound 
might be scourged. 

— ei &vOpwrov ‘Pwuatoy] Is it lawful for you to scourge a 
man who is a Roman and uncondemned? Why did St. Paul 
now plead his Roman citizenship at Jerusalem, and so avoid 
scourging ? and why should he not have pleaded it at Philippi, a 
Roman Colony, but have incurred beating with rods? 

What he did in the one case, and did not do in the other, 
was for the glory of God. See note on Acts xvi. 22; and con- 
sider the providential results of this appeal to his Roman citizen- 
ship here, as detailed in the sequel of this History. See note, 
XXv. 23. 

26. rl wéA. w.;] Elz. prefixes dpa, which is not in A, B, C, E. 
— ‘Pwuatos] a Roman. See on Acts xvi. 37. 
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27. Adye wor] Elz. adds ei, which is not in A, B, C, D, E, 
and weakens the sense, ‘‘ Art ‘hou a Roman?” 

28. xedadalov] properly, a capital sum put out for usury, but 
used by LXX for any sum of money. Levit. vi. 5. Numb. v. 7. 
(Grot.) 
— eye BE kal yeyevynuct] I have not only, like you, the ‘ jus 

civitatis,” but J was also born with it. 
29. dverd(ew) to examine by torture; “ examinare, per ques- 

tionem probare,”’ i. e. “ tormento flagrorum adhibito.” 
830. taucev abrdv] Elz. adds ard rév decuey, which is not in 

A, B, C, E, H, and seems to be a gloss. 
— Kxatuyaydv) having brought him down from the Castle of 

Antonia overhanging the Temple, to the Temple.Area below it; 
and to the place in which the Sanhedrim were assembled— 
perhaps the same place in which he himself had taken part in 
their proceedings against St. Stephen, pleading before them (vi. 
12. 15). They usually met in the hall Gazith. Concerning the 
conclave Gazith, “‘ the seat of the great Sanhedrim,”’ see Lightfoot 
(i. p. 1105. Temple, chap. xxii.). It was on the south side of 
the Temple. 

Cu. XXIII. 1. wdon cuoverdjoe &ya84) in all good conscience. 
The Apostle says that he had served God from his forefathers 
with a pure conscience (2 Tim. i. 3); that is, he had no private 
ends, but had been zealous towards God (Acts xxii. 3; xxvi. 4), 
and exceedingly zealous for the traditions of his fathers (Gal. i. 14) ; 
and he thought it his duty to do many things contrary to the 
name of Jesus Christ (xxvi. 9). 

But yet he calls himself a 4lasphemer, and a persecutor, and 
injurious (1 Tim. i. 13), and chief of sinners (1 Tim. i. 15). 

Almighty God had given him a Conscience, and he was bound 
to obey its dictates. But first, it was his duty to take care that 
his Conscience was rightly informed. It was not enough that 
his Conscience was pure and good, i.e. without any admixture 
of sinister designs, of worldly aims and personal interests, and 
desirous only of God's glory; but it was also necessary, that his 
Conscience should be conformed to God's Will, and be regulated 
by His Law. 

As S. Augustine says (de Mendacio, 7), “It is indeed of 
great importance, with what intention, and for what end a thing 
is done; but ‘hat which iy sinful, is never to be done, with any 
intention, or for any end, however good.” It is not enough to 
run toward //e goal of God's glory; it is also necessary to run in 
the way of God's commandments. See below on Rom. iii. 8, and 
on J Tim. i. 13. 

Cp. Bp. Sanderson's Lectures, ‘‘ De Conscientia ;”’ especially 
Lecture ii. ‘‘ On good Intention,” Works iv. p. 23, in which it is 
shown that there is ‘no sufficient security in the consciousness 
of good intention,” and Lecture iv. § 13, p. 72, where he con- 
siders this example of St. Paul, and says, “‘ Hc verba ad ante- 
riorem vite ejus partem, quum non dum factus est Christianus, 
extendenda esse mihi quidem videtur valdé probabile.”’ 

— memoAlrevuat TG Og) a Hebraism; in God's sight I have 
lived in all good conscience, and not only in the eyes of men. 
The fuller expression is évémiov cod, or evavtlov Ocov, Luke 
i. G. Acts iv. 19; viii. 21, and rapa Oed, Luke ii. 52. 

2. 5 dpxiepeds "Avavios] the hish priest Ananias, the son of 

7 

Nebedeus ; he succeeded Joseph son of Cami in the high priest- 
hood, in the procuratorship of Tiberius Alexander, a.p. 48 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 5. 2), and held it under Cumanus; his cruelty 
and avarice are recorded by Josephus, Ant. xx. 5.3; xx. 8 He 
was sent to Rome for trial, before the Emperor Claudius, a.p. 52, 
on the accusation of Quadratus, and (it is most probable) was 
acquitted, and held the office of the high Priesthood at this time, 
and continued in it till he was superseded by Ismael, son of 
Phabi, a little before the departure of Felix from Judea (Joseph. 
xx. 8.2. Cp. Biscoe, pp. 70—76. Winer, p.57. Meyer, p. 397). 
Ee had himself been a prisoner, and yet he has no pity for 
St. Paul in his sufferings. 

On the succession of High Priests at this period, see above 
on xxii. 5. 

8. cé] thee; emphatic, and to be accented as such. 
— Toixe Kekoviauéeve] O thou whiled wall; whitewashed out- 

wardly, and of a fair aspect, but inwardly unsound. Cp. on rdpa 
kekoviawévot, Matt. xxiii. 27. 

St. Paul here spake “ unadvisedly with his lips,’ yet this was 
a true prophecy; Ananias was guilty of many crimes, and his 
house was burnt in a sedition raised by his own son, and he 
himself was drawn out from a place of concealment by the sicarii, 
and slain. (Joseph. B. J. ii. 17. 2—9.) A remarkable retribution ; 
he who connived at the conspiracy of assassins against St. Paul 
(xxiii. 14), died by the hands of an assassin. 
— kal ob xan] ‘And art thou sitting there, &c.?’? The kad 

connects the question with the command of Ananias, and brings out 
the inconsistency of his personal conduct with his judicial office. 
On this sense of «al, expressive of indignation, see James i. 4. 

5. obi Hdew) Twist not, brethren, that he is Hiyh Priest ; for it 
is written, ‘Thou shalt not speak evil of the ruler of thy peo- 
ple” (Exod. xxii. 28). St. Paul’s apology shows, that he re{racted 
what he had said, as language unfit to be addressed to any su- 
perior in the discharge of his duty ; 

Some have supposed that the words ok jdev, I wist not, 
merely intimated defect of eye-sight; but this notion is in- 
consistent with these words. If St. Paul could not discern that 
Ananias was High Priest, how could he see that he sat there as 
his judge ? 

Or, if if be supposed that he could not distinguish him as 
the High Priest, then his apology amounts to no more than that 
he would not, indeed, call the High Priest by an opprobrious 
name, but that he saw no harm in addressing such language to 
any one else sitting there, as his Judge. Indeed, what is an 
apology, would in that sense be only a repetition of the reproach. 

The same objection seems to lie against the interpretation 
(suggested by Lorinus, Witsius, Schoetigen, Baumg., and others), 
which supposes that St. Paul means by od 7jdew to say, that he 
did not own him to be a High Priest, for he had purchased the 
office by bribery, and had shown himself to be a Tyrant. 

But St. Paul’s self-correction is recorded here as a warning, 
not to “speak evil of dignities”’ (2 Pet. ii. 10. Jude 8), even 
though the office they hold is disgraced by them—even though a 
Tiberius or a Nero sits on the throne, still the throne on which 
he sits, and the officer sitting upon it, are not to be treated with 
disrespect. See Matt. xxiii. 2, * 

“ Knowledge,” says Bp. Sanderson (Prelect. i. § 9, on 
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Conscience), ‘‘may be taken for the actual consideration of a 
thing that was known before; in which sense alone the words of 
St. Paul (in this passage of his speech, Acts xxiii. 5), that have so 
racked the Commentators, are to be understood; J wist not, 
Brethren (says he), that he was the High Priest; that is, I 
thought not, or | did not sufficiently consider it. As if he had 
said, ‘Pardon, I pray, my Brethren, this just Resentment of 
mine; if my Heat and Passion have carried me into Expressions 
too free, I did not remember the Person I was speaking to, and 
forgot my own Duty. I confess my mistake; I ought not to re- 
vile the High Priest, though he has forfeited the Dignity of his 
Character, but my Passion blinded me so, that I did not suf- 
ficiently consider it.’ A sense perfectly easy and agreeable.’’ See 
also By. Sanderson’s Serm. xiii. ad Aulam, § 11, i. p. 331. 

On this sense of #5ew, see Acts vii. 18. Rom. vii. 7. Eph. 
vi. 8 Col. iii. 24. It is also involved in the right and enlarged 
use of the word cuv-clSnots, or Con-science. 

S. Jerome, referring to this passage, and arguing from it 
against the Pelagians, says well, ‘‘A man who is alway on his 
guard may haply escape sin; as a lyre, of which the cords are 
always stretched, may avoid uttering a harsh sound. But if he ever 
relaxes his vigilance, he lapses whither he would not; and thus 
our human nature learns its own weakness. The Apostle was 
smitten by a minister of the High Priest, and he retorted on the 
High Priest thus, ‘ The Lord shall smite thee, thou whited wall !’ 
Where then was the patience of the Saviour, Who, when He 
was led as a lamb to the slaughter, opened not His mouth? We 
do not disparage the Apostle; but we celebrate the praise of 
Curist.” 8S. Jerome (c. Pelag. iii. 1). Wetst. 

On the bearing of this avowal on the question of Inspiration, 
see above, xy. 38; below, James iii. 2. 

6. yobs 5 6 MatdAos] But when Paul perceived that the one 
part (of the Council) consisted of Sadducees, and the other of 
Pharisees. An example which has been much perverted in modern 
times. Thus a celebrated Roman-catholic expositor (Corn. A 
Lapide) builds on it the famous maxim, “ bellum hzreticorum 
pax est Ecclesiz ;”’ and he adds, “id sapienter vidit et edixit Car- 
dinalis Hosius,” the great persecutor of the Protestants in Poland 
in the sixteenth century ; 

He calls this the only method of maintaining the Unity of 
the Church; seeking to give a colour to this Machiavellian prin- 
ciple, from God’s act in dispersing the builders of Babel, and 
from the practice of heretics themselves, in burning the corn of 
the field of the Church, like Samson’s foxes, with firebrands to 
their tails (Judges xv. 4, 5). 

But St. Paul gives no sanction to this unhappy maxim 
“divide, et impera.”” His end is not division, but unity; and he 
does not seek to attain ¢hat end by any questionable means, but 
by a statement of the truth: ‘ concerning the resurrection of the 
dead, I am this day called in question.”” Cp. xxvi. 23. 

The confession so freely made by Romish Diyines of the use 
they themselves make of this example, may serve to put others 
on their guard against their perversions of it; especially when it 
is remembered how they have applied their principles in practice, 
by personating Puritans, Anabaptists, and other sectaries, in order 
to sow dissensions among us, and so to weaken and subvert the 
English Church. See Ware's Foxes and Firebrands, pp. 31—47. 
AbprBramhall’s Works, i. p. xcvii. Wall on Infant Baptism, 
li, p. 372, and the late Dx. Wordsworth’s Eccles, Biog, iv. 64 

The proofs there given of the evils of Schism, and of the 
occasions thence afforded to Romish adversaries, and eagerly 
caught at by them, of supplanting the principles of Christian 
doctrine, which we hold, and of propagating their own errors, may 
serve to remind all true friends of the English Reformation, that 
if they desire to promote, and not to damage, the holy cause vin- 
dicated by it, it is their primary duty to discountenance Schism, 
and to maintain Unity. 

— tapicalwy] So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Vulg. 
St. Paul means that his family, for more than one generation, had 
been Pharisees,—Elz. apicalov. 

8. Saddouvnatoi—apicaia] for the Sadducees say that there 
is no Resurrection (of the body), nor Angel, nor Spirit, but the 
Pharisees confess both. 

The Sadducees explained away the Angelic appearances in 
the Pentateuch, by supposing that what are there called angels 
were mere creations for the time, and of only a transitory and 
evanescent existence—like clouds. Cp. Lightfvol, ii. p. 702. 

See the passages from Josephus and the Talmud in Biscoe, 
pp- 92—102, and cp. Dan. xii. 2, 3. 2 Macc. vii. 9—36. Matt. 
xxii. 28, and see note above on Acts xii. 15. 

9. &yyeAos] Elz. adds wh Gcouaxdnev, which are not in the 
best MSS, A, B, C*, E, H, and many Versions; and were pro- 
bably added, to fill up the Aposiopesis, by the copyists from v. 39 
For examples of Aposiopesis in New Test., see Matt. xv. 5, 
Mark vii. 11; xi. 32. Winer, § 64, p. 529. 

The Aposiopesis is very appropriate here; it seems to inti- 
mate that the conclusion of the sentence was drowned in the 
clamour of the Sadducees. 

ll. @dpoe:] Elz. adds Madde, which is not in A, B, C, E, H, 
and many Cursives and Versions. 

— ce def kal els ‘Pa&unv paptupjoa] it is necessary for thee to 
bear witness also at Rome,—eis ‘Péuny, at and to Rome. On this 
use of eis see Mark i. 37; xiii. 9. St. Paul was Christ’s udprus 
in the two great Capitals of the world; first at Jerusalem, the spi- 
ritual Capital; then at Kome, the civil Metropolis. See on Acts 
xxv. 11. This prophecy was interpreted in a special manner by St. 
Paul’s martyrdom at Rome, eis here repeated with the accusatives 
‘IepoveaA}m and ‘Péuny, expresses more than a/. ‘Thou barest 
witness fo Jerusalem ; thou shalt bear witness to Rome.’ 

12. moihoavres cuort. of “Iov.] the Jews having made acom- 
bination. So A, B, C, E, and many Cursives.—Elz. has mou. 
Twes TOY Iovdalwy cvor. But it is usual with the sacred writers 
to attribute to the Jews generally whatever is done by some of 
them, with the concurrence or connivance of others, especially of 
those in authority, as now. 

— Gvebeudrioay éavrots] they subjected themselves to an 
dvdGeua or DI (kherem), imprecation. Gal. i. 8,9. 1 Cor. xvi. 
22. They were probably of the number of Angra} or Sicarii or 
factious insurgents and assassins, who, under pretence of zeal for 
the Law, perpetrated the worst crimes, Joseph. B. J. ii. 13. 3. 
Biscoe, pp. 278, 279, who observes, that ‘from their perverted 
oral traditions and the ill-adduced example of Phineas” (on 
which see Bp. Sanderson’s admirable remarks, vol. ii. pp. 65. 67. 
251; iv. 50), “it was made a rule among them that a private 
person might kill one who had forsaken the law of Moses. Of 
this there is the clearest proof in the Talmud (Sanhedr. c. 9), 
Philo (de Sacrific. p. 855, de Monarchia, i. p. 819), and Josephus 
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And it was of the crime of apostasy. (Ant. xii. 6. 2; xv. 8. 1). 
See also Lardner’s Credibility, i. that St. Paul was accused.” 

cb, ix. 
To such monstrous abuses may large bodies of men be led by 

the two false propositions, viz. : 
(1) That the “‘exempla piorum,’’—examples of holy men 

(e. g. Phineas),—may be safely followed, without reference to the 
special circumstances under which they acted ; 

(2) That a good end justifies bad means. 
It has been asked, What hecame of these conspirators ? 
The answer to this question is, that it was as easy to loose 

as to bind. The same person who /aid on the excommunication 
could also take it off, and particularly with regard to vows of not 
eating ; any of their Rabbis could absolve them. (Lightfoot, ii. 

+ 703. 
. eeatelion was now legalized and consecrated among the 
Jews; and this diabolical spirit had full vent during the Siege of 
Jerusalem, in a few years after this time. And it may be re- 
garded as an act of mercy, that the Jewish Nation was delivered 
by its Roman conquerors from the sanguinary atrocity of its own 
citizens. 

Here a rash sinful yow is urged as a reason for committing 
another sin (i.e. murder), v. 14, 15. Cp. Herod’s. rash vow 
(Matt. xiv. 9). Observe St. Paul in this same chapter gives us 
a noble instance of refractation of a rash speech. See v. 5. 

13. wAclous tecaapdxovra) more than forty. On this use of the 
comparative without #, see iv. 22; xxiii.21. Winer, § 35, p. 214. 
— roinoduevor] So A, B, C, E.— Elz. reruinxéres. 
14. ois dpxtepetior) to the Chief Priests. 1t would seem that 

the conspirators presumed on the secrecy and the assistance of 
the Chief Priests conniving at, and abetting them, in an act of 
murder under pretence of religion; a proof of the power of the 
Evil Spirit to tempt men, and even Ministers of Religion, to be 
guilty of heinous sins, on a pretence of piety and zeal. 

This conspiracy proves that the Jewish Sanhedrim had not 
(as some have supposed) unlimited power of life and death in 
causes of Religion. If they had, there would have been no need 
for this plot against St. Paul. See above, ix. 2. 

15. érws} Elz. adds atpiov, which is not in the best MSS., 
and is probably a gloss from v. 20. 

— €roi01—T00 avedeiv] ready to kill him: on the genitive 
with the infinitive, see Luke xxiy. 25. Acts xiy. 9. Winer, 
§ 44; below, xxvii. 1. 

16. 6 vids Tis adeApis] his sister's son. The only mention in 
the Acts of the Apostles, of any of St. Paul’s relatives. See 
above, Introduction, p. 6. 

The Holy Spirit does not gratify the curiosity of the reader 
of Holy Scripture by graphic sketches of the persons of the holy 
men who are employed by Him to preach the Gospel. He does 
not recite particulars of their private and domestic history. He 
seems studiously to practise reserve and to keep silence in these 
respects. Perhaps He thus designed to bring out in clearer out- 
line and bolder relief the importance, dignity, and sanctity of 
their public mission. He would have us regard them as ab- 
stracted from what is merely personal, local, and temporary, and 
as holding a position of their own, which neither time nor place 
can affect,—that of Ambassadors of Christ, Preachers of the Ever- 
lasting Gospel, Foundation-stones set in the wall of the heavenly 
Jerusalem. (Rev. xxi. 14.) 
— 7d évebpov] their lying in wait. The Hellenistic form. See 

LXX, Jud. ix. 35, ard rod evédpov. Eustath. Odyss. 6, v. 124. 
(Bornemann, who specifies Cuybv, «éAevOov, obpov, as similar 
forms.) It is here found in B, G, H, and several Cursives.— Elz, 
has Thy évedpay. 

20. wéAAwv] So A, B, E, and some Cursives.—Elz. uéa- 
AovTes. 

23. BekoAdBous] mapapbaaxas (Suid.), lancearios (Vulg.). 
The word is used by the Emperor Constantin. Porphyr. (early 
in the 10th century), Themat. i. 1 (i.e. in his treatise on the 
quartering of troops), where he says that the toupudpyns has 
under him orpatiéras tofopdpous mevrakoclous, Kul meATOoTas 
tpraxoolous, kal 5e~coAdBous éxardv. The rendering of the 
Authorized Version, ‘spearmen,’ is probably correct. And so 
Meyer, p. 405. Cp. Wetst., p. 616. 

24. Wva —Siacéowor.] That they might conduct him in safety 
through the whole journey to.Ceesarea, where he would be under 
Roman protection. 

25, rbv tinov 7.) this form; as follows. Cp. 3 Macc. iii. 30, 
b6 pty ris eriatoAjs Timos olrws eyéyparro. St. Luke does 
not merely give the substance, but the words. If he had com. 
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posed a letter, or given an outline of one (as has been sup- 
posed by some), he would not have imputed to the writer such 
a distortion of the true circumstances of the case as is found 
in it. 

26. dHAut] to Felix, the Roman Procurator, appointed by 
Claudius late in a.p. 52 or early in 53; originally a slave, 
brother of Pallas the favourite of the Emperor Claudius; and 
freedman of Antonia, the mother of Claudius, described as 
follows by Roman writers, — ‘‘Antonius Felix erat libertus 
Antoniz matris Claudii imperatoris, frater Pallantis, ejusdem 
Antonie liberti, Plin. H. N. xxxiii. 10, qui maxima auctori- 
tate apud Claudium valebat. Tacit. Annal. xi. 29. 1, ‘ flagran- 
tissimique eo in tempore gratid Pallas.’ De Felice Tacit. Hist. 
v. 9. 6, ‘Claudius defunctis regibus, aut ad modicum redactis, 
Judeam provinciam equitibus Romanis aut libertis permisit ; 
€ quibus Antonius Felix, per omnem seevitiam ac libidinem, 
jus regium servili ingenio exercuit.’ Jd. Annal. xii. 54. 1, ‘ At 
non frater ejus (Pallantis) cognomento Felix pari moderatione 
agebat, jampridem Jude impositus, et cuncta malefacta sibi 
impuné ratus, tanta potentid subnixo’ etc. vid. et not. ad Act. 
xxi. 37, extr. Suetonius in V. Claud. c. 28, § 2, ‘eum trium re- 
ginarum maritum’ vocat. Reginas dicit Sue/onius regum filias et 
neptes. Duas habuit Drusillas, alteram Cleopatree Agyptiace et 
Antonii, triumviri, neptem, filiam Jubz Mauritanie regis, é 
Cleopatra Selene, Antonii filia, sororem Ptolomei, v. Tacit. Hist. 
v. 9. 7, alteram Agrippe majoris regis, Herodis magni, nepotis 
filiam, vid. not. infra ad xxiv. 24, tertia ignoratur, nec constat 
quonam tempore singulas sibi adjunxerit, v. intpp. ad Suefon. 
1.1., et Walchii Commentatio, de Felice, Jude procuratore, Jan. 
1747. 4.” Kuin. 

27. obv TG orpatetuati| with my soldiery. It was true that 
Claudius Lysias had rescued Paul after he had ascertained that 
he wasa Roman, See xxii. 29; xxiii. 10. It was also true that 
he had rescued him before he knew that he was a Roman (xxii. 

25); ° 
But it was not true, that he had rescued him because he 

knew that he was a Roman, and that he ‘hen brought him to the 
Council.—The incidents mentioned are true, but not in the order 
in which they are recorded; and they are so stated as to obviate 
the charge that he had bound and put him to examination; and 
they afford strong evidence of the genuineness of the document. 

29. undev tkov Cavdrov] nothing worthy of death. St. Paul 
is pronounced innocent by Lysias, as Christ was by Pilate. St. 
Paul is again pronounced innocent by Festus, xxv. 25, and again 
by Agrippa, xxvi. 31. 

30. rena] I send; as &ypaiva, scripsi, I wrile,—the reference 
being to the time at which the de¢¢er would arrive. See Phil. ii. 
28. Philemon 11, and 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

31. of uév] With regard to their route, see Robinson, iii. 46. 
Howson, ii. 330. 

— *Avtimatplia} Built by Herod on the site of Caphar-Saba, 
and named Antipatris from his father Antipater. (Joseph. Ant. 
xvi. 5.2. Robinson, iii. 45. Raumer. Palestin. p.132.) It was 

about thirty-five miles from Jerusalem, and twenty-six miles from 
Caesarea. 

32. ropetec@a:] A, B, E, and some Cursives, have arépxea@at, 
which is received by Lachm., Tisch., and Alf. 

33. cis tr. Katodpesav] to Caesarea. Thus by God’s Providence 
overruling the designs of the Jews, the Apostle is sent, in conse- 
quence of their conspiracy against him, to preach the Gospel, as 
Chrys. expresses it, ‘in a nobler Theatre, and before a more 
splendid audience, at Cmsarea ;” and thence, eventually, to the 
Capital of the World,—Rome. On Ce@sarea, see above, x. 1. 

84. avayvois 5€] Elz. adds 6 jyeudv, which is not in the 
best MSS., and is probably a gloss. 
— dmd Kiruclas] from Cilicia. Felix, the Procurator of 

Judea, hearing that Paul was of the Province of Cilicia, says 
that he will hear his cause. _ 

There was therefore a connexion between Cilicia and Judea, 
and this is explained by what has been stated above, Luke ii. 2. 
Both were in the same Presidency, that of Syria. 

35. diaxovcoua) I will hear thee thoroughly. See Weist. 
— 7. mpaitwplp t. ‘Hpddov] the pretorium of Herod ; the 

palace which had been built by King Herod, and was now probably 
occupied as an official residence by the Roman Procurator. On 
the remarkable coincidences between the testimony of the suffer- 
ings of Christ, in the Roman pretorium at Jerusalem, and of 
those of His Apostle, first in the pretorium of Czsarea, and 
afterwards in the pretorium at Rome, see below on Phil. i. 13. 

Ca. XXIV. 1. pera wevre jucpas] on the fifth day (Matt. 
xvi. 21 and xxvii. 63) after St. Paul’s departure from Jerusalem, 
See on v. 11. 
— peta Tay mpecButépwr] with the elders. The reading of 

A, B, E, werd mpeoB. Tivwv, seems to be due to a desire to obviate 
an objection, that all the Elders were not likely to have gone 
down to Cesarea. But see xxiii. 12. 20, where of "Iovdaio: is 
used in a similar way. The elders are rightly said to do, and to 
be responsible for doing that which is done with their concurrence 
by those who are their representatives. Jf St. Luke had written 
Mk. mpecBuTépwy Tivwy, it is not probable that the other reading 
would be found, as it is, in the majority of the MSS. 
— phropos] a ‘rhetor’ (Horat. Sat. i. v. 2), or ‘ caussidicus,’ 

acquainted with Roman Law and Language. In legal phraseology 
such a man was sometimes called S:cavixds and dicentfarius ; he 
was a very different character from that of the /frwp, orator, of 
the age of Demosthenes. 

The Gospel, in the person of St. Paul, had now to contend 
with Jewish prejudices allied with Roman Rhetoric, at the bar 
of the Imperial Power, represented by Felix. New combinations 
of hostile forces arose in succession against it; but it overcame 
them all. 

It appears that the Speech of Tertullus was in Latin. He 
was employed, because he was (what his employers, the Chief 
Priests, were not) familiar with that tongue, his native language, 
as well as with Roman law. And his harangue, as reported by 
St. Luke, has a Roman character and tone. 
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Did St. Paul also speak before Felix in Latin? It would 
seem that he had private interviews with him, without an inter- 
preter (v. 26). 

The practice thus indicated, of the most Jearned men of a 
country, such as the Chief Priests here, hiring Roman Rheto- 
ricians, such as Tertullus, to plead for them, affords an indirect 
and incidental confirmation of the supernatural power of the 
Apostles to speak with divine eloquence, and in languages they 
had never learnt. It is an evidence of the Gift of Tongues. 
St. Peter and St. John, illiterate Galileans, and St. Paul, of Ci- 
licia, a country whose barbarous dialect gave a name to solecisms 
—from Soli, in Cilicia,—never have a Tertullus to speak for them ; 
and yet they are more than a match for the Sanhedrim ; and never 
have any difficulty in addressing popular assemblies, and pour 
forth theirthoughts with irresistible eloquence. How was this 
done? By the gift of the Holy Ghost. 

2. TeprvdAdov] Tertullus; a Roman diminutive from Tertius, 
as Lucullus from Lucius. 

3. xarop@wudrwy] good deeds. So Elz. But-A, B, E, and 
some Cursives have d:0p@wudrwy, which is confirmed by Vulg., 
“‘cim multa corrigantur.”’ If d:0pAwuarwy, reforms, is the true 
reading, it affords remarkable evidence of the servile sycophancy of 
the orator and the Jews in their zeal against St. Paul. It might 
be said that Felix had conferred benefits on the nation, but it could 
hardly be said that he had done any thing to correct it. The 
orator pleading for the Spiritual Power of the Jewish Nation, 
and for the Nation itself, confesses that his clients needed cor- 
rection at the hands of a heathen Magistrate. 

See Joseph. Ant. xx. 8.5. B. J. ii. 13. 3, for an account of 
the attempts of Felix to quell the Sicarii. On the other hand, 
Felix had perpetrated many acts of misgovernment. See Joseph. 
xx. 8.9. Tacit. Hist. v. 9. Annal. xii. 54. Sueton. Claud. 28 
(cp. above on xxiii. 26). Although he, as Governor, had quelled 
some insurgents, yet he was more guilty than any of them. 
And in two years after this panegyric from the mouth of Ter- 
tullus, the advocate of the Jews, he was recalled, and was accused 
by them at Rome, and would have been punished, but for the in- 
tercession of his brother Pallas, then in favour with Nero. Joseph. 
xx. 8. 10. 

4. éni riciov] more than is fit; too long. On the ellipse after 
the comparative, see v. 22. Or it may mean further, xx. 9. 

5. Aviudv) pestem; a pest or plague. The Apostle who 
preacned the Gospel of life and health is called a pestilence! So 
Christ had foretold. Matt. x. 25. 
— Na(wpalwv] of Nazarenes. A term of contempt. He 

would not call them Christians ; and they are still called by this 
name by Jews and Mahometans. But St. Paul had- declared 
boldly (xxii. 8), that He who had appeared to him on the way to 
Damascus had said to him, éyé eiu: "Incots 6 Na(wpaios, bv ob 
BidKes. 

It was ordered by the Providence of God that the Name 
Na(wpaios, used in despite by the enemies of Christianity, con- 
tained, though unknown to them, a fulfilment of the ancient 
prophecy concerning the Messiah as the Ne/ser or Branch (see 
on Matt. ii. 23. John xix. 19), and so was an assertion of the 
trath,—that Jesus of Nazareth is the Christ. Hence the term 
Na(wpaios is readily applied by the Apostles to Him. Acts ii. 22; 
iii. 6; iv. 10; xxvi. 9, 

6—8. kal xara 7. 7. v.—%pxerOar ex) gé] Not in A 

(‘multas hic lituras lacunasque habens.’”’ Born.) nor Sinait. 
b, C, H, L, and many cursives; and omitted by Griesb., Lachm., 
and Tisch., not by Matthei, Bornemann, or De Wette. But per- 
haps these words may have been cancelled by some Copyists, who 
supposed that the Jews had no power of judicature. Cp. John 
xviii, 31. 

Besides, an interpolator would not have charged Lysias with 
‘great violence’—of which no evidence had been given in St. 
Luke’s narrative; but he would have taken care to conform him- 
self to the history. 

The words are found in E, and in many Versions, Cuisive 
MSS., and Fathers. And the probability seems greater that 
they should have been omitted, either by chance (and omis- 
sions may take place accidentally, whereas additions cannot) or 
purposely, than that they should have been interpolated by the 
Copyists. They are therefore left in the text. See further, 
on v. 8. 
— kara tov ipérepov vduov] according to our law. Why 

then the conspiracy, at which the Chief Priests connived (xxiii. 14) ? 
See note there. In cases of BeBiAwois Tod icpod, the Romans 
permitted the Jewish Judicature to inflict capital punishment. 
Joseph. B. J. vi. 2. 4, where Titus says, odx mets Tobs brep- 
Bavras (i. e. profaning the Temple by intruding beyond the sacred 
limits) duiv avaipety éretpéWauer, kal eav “Pwuaids tis 
Therefore Tertullus laboured to establish this charge against Paul. 
See also St. Paul’s reply, xxiv. 18. 

8. map’ ov] from whom. Perhaps, as some Expositors say, 
from Paul. Cp. xxv. 26, dws rijs avaxploews yevouevns K.T.A. 
If so,—this was a suggestion, on the part of Tertullus, that he 
might be examined by guestio, such as Lysias had employed 
(xxii. 24), where a similar reason is given, va emvyy@ (so Corn. 
A Lapide, Grotius, Rosenm.). 

It may be said that Paul, as a Roman citizen, could not be 
so examined. But though it was contrary to law to begin with tor- 
ture (as Lysias had done) and Roman citizens were legally exempt 
from it, yet since the age of Tiberius, it was commonly resorted 
to even in their case. Cp. the authorities in Howson, ii. p. 322, 
note. 

If the words in vv. 6—8, al Kara—EpxeoOat emi ot, are not 
genuine, then 0% in this verse must refer to Paul. 

But it deserves consideration whether,—if those words are 
genuine, as is probable,—the relative ob here does not rather 
refer to Lysias. 

This interpretation is confirmed by what Felix says, v. 22, 
brav Avolas 6 xtAlapxos kataBh, S:ayvdoouat,—a speech 
which corroborates the opinion, that the words in vv, 6—8 are 
genuine. Clearly he expected Lysias to come. 

Besides, to refer to Lysias, was a proof of confidence, which 
Tertullus might well be disposed to show, in the goodness of his 
cause. And if was not very likely that he should refer to the 
defendant, and say that such reterence would suffice. 

9. cuverédevro] So A, B, E, and many Cursives. — E/z. 
cuvebevTo. 

10. é« moAda@y érav] from many years. About six years. See 
Joseph. xx. 6.3, and 7. 1, and ep. Chronological Synopsis pre- 
fixed to this Volume, p. 28. Sia years were many, compared with 
the length of the tenure of office of most provincial magistrates, 
Felix succeeded Cumanus as Procurator in a.p. 52 or 53. 
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1. ciol pot juépat] there are days to me not more than twelve. 
On this use of the dative mo: after juépar, see Matt. xv. 32. 
Mark viii. 2. 
— juépat Sexadvo] Elz. has jm. % Sex. The 7 is not in A, B, 

E, G; and see above, on xxiii. 13. 
The twelve days may be reckoned as follows :— 
Ist Day, arrival at Jerusalem, xxi. 15—17. 
2nd, interview with James and the Presbyters of the Church 

at Jerusalem, xxi. 18. 
3rd, ‘Ayviouds, Nazariteship declared, xxi. 26. 
7th, The seven days nearly completed, xxi 27. Paul ar- 

rested in the Temple, xxi. 30; his speech to the people, xxii. L. 
8th, On the morrow (xxii. 30) he is brought before the San- 

hedrim. Vision in the night, xxiii. 11. 
9th, In the morning (xxiii. 12) overture of the Conspirators 

to the Chief Priests, with a view that Paul should be brought 
forth by the Chiliarch on the following day (xxiii. 15. 20). 

Paul sent by night to Antipatris. 
10th, On the morrow arrives at Ceesarea. 
13th, After five days (xxiv. 1), i.e. on the fifth day after 

his departure from Jerusalem, he is accused by Ananias and Ter- 
tullus before Felix, not more than twelve days after his arrival at 
Jerusalem, xxiv. 11. 

— mpookuvhowy] to worship. Not to profane the temple, as 
they say. See also vv. 17, 18. 

18. dévavral cor] The pronoun co (not in Elz.) is found in 
A, B, E, and many Cursives and Versions. 

14. alpeow] sect (lit. choice), xxviii. 22, also heresy. 

15. thy kal ofrot mpoodéxovta] which they also entertain. A 
remarkable testimony to the general belief of the Jewish Nation 
(notwithstanding the influence of the Sadducees) in a Resur- 
rection to come,—a belief, therefore, to be derived from the Old 
Testament. See xxvi. 7. 

17. 5P érav rAcdvwy] afler several years; four years after 
his last visit, xviii. 22. 
— édennostvas] alms. For an illustration of the coincidence 

of this statement, thus incidentally introduced in the Acés, with 
passages in St. Paul’s Epistles concerning the collections made 
by him for the poor Saints at Jerusalem (Rom xv. 24. 1 Cor. xvi. 
1—4. 2 Cor. viii 1—4), see Paley, Hore Pauline, No. i. p. 10. 
— mpochopds] offerings. Some Expositors say, for the Feast 

of Pentecost, xx. 16. (Meyer.) But this word suggests a sup- 
position that St. Paul came to Jerusalem under a vow, in order to 
present the offerings due at its expiration. See the use of this 
word mpoopopa, in connexion with this visit, for the offering made 
by a Nazarite, xxi. 26, ws of mpoonvéxOn bmep évds Exdorov 
airay 7 mpoopopd. And so Bede (Retr. p. 153), ‘‘ Oblationes 
pertinent ad ea quae ad suasionem Jacobi et seniorum in templo 
obtulerat.’”’ 

18. év ofs] in which things. See xxvi. 12, ev ofs, mopevduevos 
cis Thy Aauackdy. Rom. vi. 21, ep’ ols viv érarxiveobe. Phil. ii. 

15, ev ois palvecOe. 1 Tim. iv. 15, ev rodrots tof. The reading 
év ais, found in A, B, C, H, and received by Lachm, and Tisch., 
not by A/f. and Bloomf., seems to be a correction of the copyists 
to make an agreement with zpoogopas,—and it is not probable 
that if afs had been written by St. Luke it would have been 
altered into ois. 
— cipdy pe hyvicuevov ev TS fepG] they found me separated 

or sanctified as a Nazarile in the Temple. See above, on xxi. 
24. 26. 

His argument is, ‘‘ They have charged me with profaning the 
Temple (v. 6). But the fact is, I came from a distance to Jeru- 
salem to worship (rpookuvjowy, v. 11) in the Temple; and to 
bring alms of charity, and also offerings of piety (xpoa@opas), as 
a Nazarite (see xxi. 26); and they themselves found me in the 
Temple engaged in a holy service, proving my respect for the 
Temple; and they who accuse me of profaning it, were guilty of 
profanation, in abetting those who seized me when there employed 
in a religious act, of which they prevented the completion.”” Thus 
their outrage on St. Paul resembled that of Pilate on the Gali- 
leans, whose blood he mingled with their sacrifices. Luke xiii. 1. 

19. ef rt Exorev] si quid haberent—. 

20. cimdtwoav, tf] For 7: Elz. has e¥ 71, but ef is not in the 
best MSS., and the sentence gains force by its removal. ti—?) = 
what but? 

21. pwrijs, hs Expata] this voice, or cry, which I uttered. Cp. 
Winer, p. 148. 

22. dveBddero] Elz. prefixes axovcas 5¢ ratra 6 PHA, which 
words are not found in the best MSS., A, B, C, E, H, or in 
Vulg., Syriac, and several other Versions. 

— axpiBéorepor cidds] Although he had more accurate know- 
ledge of Christianity, than that he needed to be taught the truth 
concerning it, or than would have been supposed in one whose 
practice was suck as his with regard to its Apostle. 

The comparative is used in similar manner in v. 4 and in 
xxv. 10, KdAALov emiyivdores, i.e. “thou knowest betler than 
that I need instruct thee, and that thou shouldest make such a 
proposal.”’ This use of the comparative is very convenient, as 
suggestive of something understood, which it might be uncourteous 
to express. 

Felix had been Procurator of Judea for six years; as such 
he had, doubtless, been at Jerusalem on the great festivals, and 
on other occasions when he could not have failed to hear of 
Christ. And his ordinary residence was Cesarea, where Philip 
the Evangelist lived (viii. 49; xxi. 8), and where was a Christian 
Church (xxi. 8—16),—and where, many years before, St. Peter 
had preached, and baptized the Roman Centurion Cornelius 
(x. 1—48). How striking the contrast between the Roman soldier 
sending for Peter to Ceesarea, and the Roman Procurator leaving 
Paul bound a prisoner at the same place! The one condemns the 
other. 
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23. txew—tveow—pndeva kwdvew] Cp. the similar expres- 
sions concerning his detention at Rome, xxviii. 16. 39, 31. 
— innpeteiv] Elz. adds 4 xpooépxeo#a, which is not in 

A, B, C, E, or in Vulgate, Syriac, and some other Versions. 
24. ApovaldAn] Drusilla, daughter of Herod Agrippa I., 

whose miserable end is described Acts xii. 19—2%, and sister of 
Herod Agrippa II., or Junior, mentioned in the two next chap- 
ters. She had deserted her husband Azizus, king of Emesa, and 
married Felix (Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 1. See above on xxiii. 24) 
against the Jewish Law. Agrippa, the son of this unhappy 
woman, by Felix, lost his life by an eruption of Vesuvius, a.p. 79 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 2). 

The words often "Iovdaiaz, being a Jewess, are emphatic. St. 
Paul was tried on a charge of breaking the Law at the instance 
of the Jews, before a Ruler who had set those laws at defiance, 
and who yet is flattered by them! (vv. 3—9.) 
— mepl ris eis Xpiotby wlatews] concerning the faith in 

Christ. St. Paul is brought before Felix, the Roman Procurator, 
by his enemies, as a Criminal; but in the second hearing, he 
pleads before Felix and Drusilla as a Preacher of the Gospel. 

The same process takes place in the two following Chapters. 
Felix, having rejected the overture made to him, is withdrawn 
from his office. His opportunity is lost; his day of grace is past, 
and he makes room for Festus, his successor. St. Paul is arraigned 
before him; he invites Agrippa to hear the Apostle. St. Paul is 
brought to answer for himself, before Agrippa and Bernice, and 
he preaches Christ. 

These incidents are doubtless recorded, with a divine design 
of teaching the Church and the World, by two remarkable speci- 
mens, that all Persecutions, excited by the Enemy of God and 
man against the Truth, are, have been, and ever will be overruled 
by God for the Propagation of the Gospel of Christ. 

25. Siadreyoutvou aitot—upoBos yevouevos] as he was dis- 
coursing of righteousness, and temperance, and of the Judgment 
to come, Felix trembled. For the reason of which, see above on 
xxiii. 26 and xxiv. v. 3 and v. 27. 

Here is a lesson to Preachers ; 
(1) To lay the foundation in Faith in Christ (v. 24). 
(2) To build upon it, in practical exhortations to Righteous- 

ness and Temperance, and in warnings of the Judgment to come. 
(3) To apply their preaching to the particular cases of their 

hearers. 
(4) Especially to the particular cases of the great and power- 

ful, whose example is of much influence with others. 
(5) Not to think their labour lost, if the Felix, before whom 

they preach, does not repent. His history has been a warning to 
many: Ais impenitence has led others to repent. 

— péddovtos] Elz. adds éceoOat, which is not in the best 
MSS., and appears to be a gloss; like many other words similarly 
inserféd in the Textus receptus in this Chapter. See vv. 22, 23. 26. 

St. Paul preaches, before this unjust Judge, concerning the 
just judgment to come, when all Judges will be judged. ‘* Meritd 
coram adulteris Paulus disserebat de Castitate; meritd coram 
injusto Preside disserebat de Justitia; meritd iniquum judicem 
admonebat Judicem suum fore Christum.”’ (A Lapide.) 

23. xphuara)] money. Having heard that Paul had brought a 
pecuniary collection to Jerusalem (v. 17), and supposing that he 
could command funds from his friends for his release. 

Such a hope of a bribe was opposed to the Roman Law, 
which Felix was appointed to administer, e.g. the Lew Julia 
de Repetundis. WWetst., p. 624. 
— MataAov] Elz. adds éxws Avon aitdv, which is not in 

A, C, E, or in Vulg., Syriac, and several other Versions. See 
above on v. 25. 
— dplrer ait] he used to converse with him. On this sense 

of dusA@ see Luke xxiv. 14. 
27. dierfas] two years. Even Felix had two full years of 

God’s long-suffering. “Lord, let it alone this year also, till I 
shall dig about it and dung it, and if it bear fruit, well; if not, 
then after that thou shalt cut it down.’”’ (Luke xiii. 8, 9.) 

Festus came to displace him, and Felix left Paul bound, who 
would have released him from the thraldom of his sins. 

Two years of imprisonment.—God did not need the labour 
even of St. Paul: and though he was bound, ‘ the Word of God 
is not bound.” (2 Tim. ii. 9.) God shows his own Omnipotence, 
and teaches men humility, by dispensing sometimes with the 
use of His best instruments when, to human eyes, they seem to 
be most needed. 

Perhaps, also, we should not have had some books of Scrip- 
ture,—perhaps not the Gospel of St. Luke and the Acts of the 
Apostles, and some of St. Paul’s Epistles,—if St. Paul had not 
been imprisoned at Czsarea and at Rome. Cp. note on Col. iv. 18. 

— dae diddoxov] he received for his successor. Cp. the words 
of Josephus, Ant. xx. 8. 9, Mopkfov @hatov Siaddxov bHAuKt 
meup0evtos. Observe the lenity of St. Luke. He says nothing 
of the subsequent arraignment of Felix at Rome, for malad- 
ministration of his province, on the prosecution of the Jews them- 
selves. 

He states that St. Paul preached before Felix, and ‘“ his wife 
Drusilla, a Jewess,’”’ concerning ‘ Righteousness, Temperance, 
and the Judgment to come,” but he leaves us to gather the evi- 
dence of their unrighteousness, intemperance, and iniquity—and 
by consequence, to ascertain the special pertinency of St. Paul’s 
Sermon before them—from other sources, particularly from the 
Jewish ennalist Josephus, and from the Roman Historian and 
Biographer, Tacitus and Suetonius. See xxiii. 26. 

A signal proof of Charity and Truth, and, may we not add, 
an evidence also of Divine Inspiration? Such History as this, 
with reverence be it said, could only be written with a pen 
dropped from the wing of the Divine Dove. 

— xdpita] So A, B, C.—Elz. xdpitas.—E, G xdpwv. 
— xdpira katabécba] to deposit a favour which might be of 

use to himself. 
Gratie in hac formula loquendi tanquam depositum con- 

siderantur. Demosth. de falsd legat. extr. &pavy xdpita Kara- 
6éc0a1. Plato Cratyl. 11, xpfuara redodyTa Kal xdpiTas Kara~ 
TiWéuevov. Diod. Sic. p. 505, B, xdpiv BovAduevos Karaleabat 
(7@ Bactre?) arhdavve mpds Tovs oAeuiouvs. Exempla alia plura, 
vid. ap. Kypkium, Elsnerum, Wetstenium. (Kuin.) 

Cu. XXV.1. rf erapxla] the ‘provincia’ of Festus, as Pro- 
curator. On the time of his arrival see above, pp. 24, 25. 

2. 5 dpxtepets] the chief priest. A, EB, G, and some Cursives 
and Versions have of &pxiepets, which may be the true reading. 

Cp. v, 1& 
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4, cis Katodpesav] al Cesarea. The reading of A, B, E, G,— 
more expressive than that of Zilz., év Kawapela. 

5. of Svvatot] those in power; the chief among you, the same 
as of mp@tot, v. 2. Cp. 1 Cor. i. 26, ob woAAol Suvarol. Rev. vi. 
15, of wAovoror Kal of Suvatol. So Thucyd.i. 89, and fre- 
quently Josephus, see B. J. i. 12. 4, "Iovdalwyv—oi dvvarol: 
ep. li. 14. 8; ii. 15.2; and ii. 16. 2. (Welst., p. (25; Biscoe, p. 
107.) Festus did not wish to have rd 7Aj#os at Caesarea (xxv. 
24), for fear of an uproar; and he desires to conciliate the 5v- 
vatol among them. He knew why Paul had been left bound by 
Felix, and would have been glad to dismiss the cause; and he 
supposes that alter two years’ imprisonment of St. Paul, for no 
proved offence, the anger of the Jews had been cooled. But it 
was not so; and the new Governor, with little moral courage, is 
ready to ingratiate himself with the Jews, even by a surrender of 
St. Paul (wv. 9. 11). 

6. ot mAclous dxT& 4) 5éxa] So A, C, and several Cursives and 
Versions, and B, except that it has mAclovas.—Elz. mAcious 7} 
déxa. Cp. on John vi. 19. 

7. avtdév] omitted by Elz., but in A, B, C, E, and many Cur- 
sives and Versions; it intimates that they had access to Festus, 
and beset Aim, in order to prejudice him against Paul. 

— aitiépata] So A, B,C, G,H. “ Notabilis in vitio con- 
sensus,” says Bornemann.—Elz. aitiduara. If, indeed, the word 
here used is from aitidw, then the reading of A, B, C, E, G, H is 
erroneous ; but it is to be derived from aitidw, ‘reum (afriov) 
facere,’ ‘ criminari.’ 

9. xdpw Karabécbat] to deposit a favour. An imitation of the 
policy of Felix (xxiv. 27). 

— xpi0jva] So A, B, C, E, and several Cursives.—E/z. 
xplvec@at. 
— én euod] before me. Not before the Sanhedrim, who are 

thine enemies, but Jefore me, an impartial Judge. And yet 
Festus “wished to do the Jews a favour.’’ And why would he 
take Paul to Jerusalem, where there wasa conspiracy against him? 
Why not judge him at Cesarea? St. Paul saw the snare and 
avoided it. Cp. xxviii. 19. 

10. em) tod Ahuaros Kalcapos éordés cius} I already stand in 
my own resolve, founded on the divine will, a¢ Caesar's judgment- 
seat. I desire to be sent to Rome, and to be judged there, 
(Ammonius, Chrys.) As Chrys. observes, he remembered the 
divine Vision at Jerusalem (xxiii. 11), and made the appeal more 
confidently. This is a reply to the proposal of Felix, art thou 
willing to be judged before me? 

He replies also to the secret designs of Festus, who wished 
to gain the favour of the Jews by the sacrifice of Paul; and he 
says, oddels ut ddvara: adrois xapioac@ar’ Kaloapa émixa- 
Aodua. Seev. 11. 

That this is the true interpretation, and not, that, in standing 
before Festus, Czsar’s representative, he then stood before 
Cesar, appears from the answer of Festus (v. 12), to Cesar thou 
hast appealed, to Cesar thou shalt go. Compare also xxviii. 18, 
19, where St. Paul explains the reasons of his conduct in this re- 
spect, and says, that the Jews delivered him a prisoner into the 
hands of the Romans, who were ready to release him as innocent, 

but that the Jews resisted this design, and that therefore he was 
compelled to appeal to Czsar. 

St. Paul’s privilege of Roman Citizenship was here made 
serviceable as before (xxii. 27; xxiii. 27) for the furtherance of 
the Gospel. See note on xxii. 25, and below on ». 23. 

In the resistance of the Jews to his liberation, St. Paul re- 
cognized a fulfilment of what had been already revealed to him 
by God, concerning the witness he was to bear to Christ at Rome 
(see xix. 21; xxiii, 11). Therefore he adds, of wé de? xplves 
0a, where it is God’s will that I should be judged. On this 
use of de?, see xix. 21, 5e7 we kal “Péuny deity: xxiii. 11, Se7 wat 
eis ‘Péunv maptupioa: xxvii. 24, Katoap: o€ Se? wapacrivat. 

Observe,—the words are not ov de? we KpiverOat, but od pe 
Se? xplver Oat, with an emphasis on wt, me; so xxvii. 24, Kaioaps 
ot def wapacrjva. I have received a special direction from 
heaven in this matter. J, the Apostle of Christ, have a special 
duty to perform. My arrest by the Jews, and their charges 
against me, have already been made ministerial by God to the 
preaching of the Gospel by my mouth, from the stairs of the 
castle at Jerusalem to the People, and to the Sanhedrim, and 
before Felix at Caesarea (see on xxi. 40; xxv. 23); and they are 
yet, under divine counsel, to be made subservient to a wider and 
higher design—that of carrying me to preach the Gospel at Rome. 
Therefore I will nof return to Jerusalem (to be judged there, as 
thou proposest that I should do. I have delivered my message 
there; and it has been rejected. I have also delivered it at 
Cesarea. I must now declare it at Rome. 

These considerations may suggest a reply to the question,— 
Why St. Paul appealed to Cesar? 

— xddAtov] thou knowest better than to need information 
from me. See axpiBéorepov, xxiv. 22, and 2 Tim. i. 18, BéAriov 
ob yryvdonets. Cp. 2 Cor. viii. 17. Winer, p. 217. 

ll. ob wapa:toduat] ‘non deprecor.’’ 
For examples of its use, see MWefst., p. 626. 

— KE xaploacba}] to compliment me away to them. é is 
emphatic—me, an innocent man. 
— Kaloapa émixadoduat] ‘‘ Cesarem appello.” I appeal to 

Cesar: a process which was allowed to Roman Citizens, and 
often saved them from the unjust usage of inferior Magistrates ; 
by the Lea Julia, L. xlvii. 6. 7, ‘de vi publicd tenetur,’ &e. 
and L. xlix. de Appellat. (Wetst. p. 626.) The same right of appeal 
followed from the Valerian, Porcian, and Sempronian Laws, 
which had given a right of appeal to the People; afterwards 
transferred to the Emperor. Cp. Plin. x. 97, in his letter to 
Trajan concerning the Christians whom he sent to Rome, “ quia 
cives Romani erant.” 

12. wera rod cuuBovdlov] with his Conncil, or Assessors. 
“Habebant provinciarum preesides suos assessores (ut vocantur a 
Lamprid. Vit. Alex. Severi c. 46) consiliarios (Sueton. Tib. 33) 
qui a Josepho B. J. ii. 16 dicuntur pido jyeudvos, A Dio. Cass. 
p. 505, E.—dpedpor, quibuscum, antequam sententiam dicerent, 
deliberarent, v. Perizonius de Pretorio p. 718. Casaubonus 
Exercitt. Antibaron. p. 137.” (Kuin.) 
— mopevcn] “hee videtur dixisse terrendi Pauli causa.’ 

(Bengel.) 
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13. "Ayplamas 6 Bacidets] Agrippa the king. Agrippa II., or 
Junior, son of Agrippa I., who was struck by a mortal disease at 
Cwsarea, A.p. 44 (see Acts xii. 19—23) ; and brother of Bernice 
and Drusilla (Acts xxiv. 24). It would seem as if the curse of 
Edom hung over this unhappy family. 

Agrippa was only seventeen years old when his father died 
(Joseph. Ant. xix. 9. 1), and was not allowed to succeed him at 
once; but received from Claudius (a.p. 48) the principality of 
Chalcis (Joseph. xx. 1. 1; 5. 2), and the superintendence of the 
Temple at Jerusalem, and the nomination of the High Priests 
(Joseph. xx. 1. 3). Four years afterwards he received the tetrar- 
chies that had belonged to Philip and Lysanias (Luke iii. 1), with 
the title of King. And in a.p. 55 his dominions were further 
increased by Nero, with some cities in Galilee (Joseph. Aut. xx. 
8. 5). He was the last of the Herods, and lived to see the fall of 
Jerusalem, and died at the age of sewenty-three, in the third year 
of Trajan, A.p. 100 (Phot. Bibl. Cod. 33. Winer, i. p. 485). 

The assertion of Photius extending the life of Agrippa to 
the third year of Trajan is doubted by Pearson and Welstein 
(p. 628), who state grounds for believing that Agrippa died before 
that time. The difference of the language of Josephus, who 
fiatters Agrippa in his Jewish History, published in Agrippa’s 
lifetime, but sometimes censures him in his Antiquities (xx. 8. 11), 
published afterwards, has thus been accounted for. 

It is observable, that although St. Luke calls Agrippa a 
King, he does not call him by the title which he gives to his 
father (xii. 1), ‘* Herod ie King (of Jud@a) ;’’—another instance 
of his accuracy. 
— Beprixn] Bernice, the Macedonian name for ®epevl«n (see 

above on xvii. 10), eldest daughter of Herod Agrippa I. She had 
been married to her uncle Herod, king of Chalcis, and after his 
death to Polemon, king of Cilicia (St. Paul’s country), whom she 
had deserted 5¢ dxoAaclav, &s %bacav (Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 3) ; 
her infamous character was well known at Rome (Juvenal, vi. 
155), where she had an illicit connexion with the destroyer of her 
country. (Sueton. Tit. 7.) 

The following are the statements of Josephus and other 
ancient writers concerning her. Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 3, Bepvlky 
be wera thy “Hpddou redcuthy, ds abrijs avhp Kal Ocios eyeydvet, 
moriv xpdvov exixnpedcaca, phuns erirxotons, bt TE BEADS 
ouvyet, welOer ToAduwva, KiArclas 58 Hv obros Bacidebs, mepiteu- 
véuevov GyecOar xpbs yduov abrhy, obrws yap éAdyiew pero 
Wevdeis tas SiaBodds. Kal 56 MoAduwy éweloOn wddrora did roy 
TAobrov abrijs* ob pty eml word cuvenewer 5 yduos, AAG Bepylun 
3 &kodraclav, &s tpacav, katadelre: roy MoAguwvar b Se tua 
ro0 yd.ov kal rod Tuts tect Ta&Y "lovdalwy eupévery GrhAAaKTO. 
Juvenal, Sat. vi. 156 sqq. ‘ Adamas notissimus, et Berenices In 
sigito factus pretiosior, hunc dedit olim Barbarus inceste, dedit 

hune Agrippa sorori, Observant ubi festa mero pede sabbata 
reges, Et vetus indulget senibus clementia porcis.”? Suetonius, in 
the life of Titus (7), says, ‘‘ Suspecta in eo (Ti/o) etiam luxuria 
erat—nee minus libido propter exoletorum et spadonum greges, 
propterque insignem reginze Berenices amorem, cui etiam nuptias 
pollicitus ferebatur—Berenicen statim ab urbe dimisit, invitus 
invitam.” Tacit. Hist. ii. 81, ‘‘ Regina Berenice—florens ietate 
formaque, et seni quoque Vespasiano magnificentid munerum 
grata.” 

— doracsuevar thy bRotoy] to salule Festus on his promo- 
tion to the office of Procurator—a significant sentence: they 
came thither to pay their court to the Representative of Czsar, 
and there they rejected the Gospel preached to them by the 
Ambassador of Christ. 

15. karadicny] So A, B, C.—Elz. dteny. 
16. ‘Pwpatlois] not the Romans, but Romans, as such. 
— tvOpwrov] Elz. adds cis améAciav, which is not in A, B, 

C, E, and is probably a gloss. 
18. &pepov] So A, B, C, E, G.—Elz. érépepov, which would 

rather mean ‘ brought im addition ;’ which is not the sense here. 
— éyh imevdovy] So A, B, C.—Elz. imevdouy eyd: but eye 

is emphatic here; ‘¢heir charges differed from what I was antici- 
patiny.’ 

— movnpdv] evil. So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Ver- 
sions; the word is omitted by H/z. The word does not appear 
to be a gloss, but is well opposed to (nrfuara, which follows. 

19. rijs iBias SerrSaimovias] his own (i.e. Paul’s) private su- 
perstition. Festus would not have spoken thus to Agrippa, the 
King of Judzea, concerning his religion. 

21. SeBaorot] Augustus, at that time Nero. Cp. v. 10. 
22. eBovadsuny] I myself also should wish to hear the man,— 

of whom doubtless Agrippa already knew much. Cp. Gal. iv. 20. 
28, 24. ’Aypirma — Bepvixns —bhatov] Agrippa—Bernice— 

Festus. St. Paul’s arrest in the Temple at Jerusalem, and his 
appeal to his Roman citizenship, were made by Divine Providence 
the occasions for the public preaching of Christ on numerous 
great occasions, and to many illustrious auditories in different 
places ; and thus the fury of Satan against him was overruled to 
the glory of God, and to the extension of the kingdom of Christ 
by the preaching of His Word, as follows— 

(1) To the people at Jerusalem from the stairs of the Castle 
(xxi. 40; xxii. 1—21). 

(2) To the Hiyh Priest and Sanhedrim there (xxiii. 1—6). 
(3) To Feliz and the Roman Garrison, the Chiliarchs or 

Captains of the Roman Cohorts at Cesarea (Joseph. B. J. iii. 
4, 2), and other Chief Persons of that City (xxiv. 10—21), 
., y To Felix and Drusilla privately at Cesarea (xxiv. 

, 25). 
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ACTS XXY. 24—27. XXVI. 1—8. 
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(5) To many others at Cesarea, to whom Paul had free 
access (xxiv. 23), during his two years’ custody there. 

(6) To Festus at Cxesarea (xxv. 10). 
(7) To Festus and King Agrippa, and Bernice, and the 

officers and Court there (xxv. 23 —27, xxvi. 1—29). 
(8) To the sailors and others in the voyage from Czsarea 

XXVii. ). 
¢ (9) To the chief and people of Malta (xxviii. 7—10). 

(10) And lastly, the climax of all—at Romer, the Capital of 
the world (xxviii. 16—31), Well might St. Paul say what he did 
at Rome; ‘the things which happened unto me have fallen out 
rather unto the furtherance of the Gospel.’”” See Phil. ii. 12. 

It is a striking coincidence, that Herod Agrippa IT., the son 
and successor, and Bernice and Drusilla, the daughters of Herod 
Agrippa I., were brought by Divine Providence to hear the preach- 
ing of the Apostle Paul, at Cesarea, the scene of the vain-glorious 
display and miserable end of their father, Herod Agrippa I., who 
had killed St. James, and imprisoned St. Peter (xii. 1. 3. 19—23). 

Almighty God showed His long-suffering to the Princes, as 
well as to the People, of Judea. He had sent the Baptist to 
Herod Antipas; he wrought a miracle to deliver St. Peter, and 
to awaken the conscience of Herod Agrippa the First; and his 
Children are now permitted to hear the word of God from St. 
Paul; a message made more solemn by the circumstances of their 
father’s death. But as it was with the People, so also with the 
Princes of Judea. They let the day of grace pass by. They 
neglected Goa’s invitations and warnings; and in them the royal 
house of the Herods became extinct. Their kingdom was 
destroyed by those whose favour they courted, and to whom they 
looked for protection. They relied on the Roman power at 
Cresarea, rather than on the favour of the God of Jerusalem ; and 
they were enslaved by the Czsars, because they rejected Christ. 

25. undiv &kiov abr. Oavdrov] A confession of St. Paul’s in- 
nocence from the mouth of his Judge. See also the avowal of 
Lysias above, xxiii. 29, and of Agrippa, xxvi. 31. 

26. +@ Kupl@] ‘Domino meo,’ my Lord; a title declined by 
Augustus (Tertull. Apol. 34. Suefon. Octay. 53) and by Tiberius 
(Tacit. Aun. ii. 87. Sueton. Tiber. 27), because in their judg- 
ment it was due only to the gods; but now accepted and borne 
by Nero, who murdered his mother Agrippina, and his wife Oc- 
tavia, and his master Seneca, and set fire to his own capital, and 
persecuted and martyred the Christians for his own sin, and 
killed the Apostles, St. Peter and St. Paul. 

In this world, he who calls Nero “his Lord,” has the dis- 
posal of him who calls Christ his Lord,—a proof of a future 
Resurrection and of a Judgment to come. 

In the Acts of the Apostles, Christ is displayed as Ktpios. 
“ Lord of Lords.”’ ‘ Hc ided observo (says Wetstein here) ut 
intelligamus Lucam qui Christum vocat kar’ éEoxhy Kuptov, di- 
vinam ejus naturam indicare voluisse.”” See Introduction, p. 4. 
— Tis Gvaxploews] the ‘ divinatio,’ or preliminary inquiry. 
— ypayw}] So A, B, C.—Elz. ypayai, but ypavw is prefer- 

able. He was not simply desirous of having something to write, 
for writing’s sake, but to have something that he might write with 
the prisoner whom he was obliged to send. 

Cu. XXVI. 1. thy xetpa] the right hand,—the hand which 
was at liberty ;—the other was chained, v. 29. 

St. Paul’s courage and presence of mind in public assemblies 
is noted by St. Luke on several occasions by reference to the ac- 
tion of his hands (see xiii. 16; xxi. 40); and this reference is 
characteristic of the narrative of an eye-witness. 

2. tynua) I have thought. St. Paul distinguishes between 
Hyodpat and jynuat Phil. iii. 7, 8. 

3. uddAiora yroéorny bvta oe] because thou art eminently 
skilful. Winer, Gr. Gr. § 32, p. 206. So Eph. i. 18. 

On Agrippa’s zeal for the €@n of the Jews, see Joseph. Ant. 
xviii. 9; xix. 5. 6. Biscoe, p. 53, and the mention in the Talmud 
concerning his knowledge of the law; Schoetigen, p. 480. 

5. axpiBeordrny] strictest. A word frequently used also by 
Josephus to describe the sect of the Pharisees, to which he be- 
longed. B. J. i. 5; ii. 18. Ant. xvii. 2. 

6. marépas judy] our fathers: judy is not in Elz., but it 
is in A, B, C, E, and adds force to the argument. St. Paul, as a 
Christian Apostle, is studious to present himself in Agrippa’s sight 
as a true Israelite, a legitimate heir of the promises to Abraham 
and the Fathers. Agrippa himself was a Proselyte. 

7. 7d dwdexdpvaoy judy] our twelve tribes. See James i. 1. 
St. Paul appeals from the Jews at Jerusalem to the Jewish na- 
tion throughout the world. He calls them dwdexapudov, making 
one body spiritually, though scattered every where locally. 

— eyxadodpat, Bacired, bd “Iovdalwy] Elz. has md tayv°L., 
but vay is not in A, B, C, E, G, H; and the sense is stronger 
without it. ‘J, who am a Jew indeed (see v. 6), and am con- 
tending for the hope of Israel, am now accused by Jews.’ Some 
MSS. place BaciAcd after "Iovdalwy. But “lovdalwy stands with 
peculiar force at the end of the sentence. And so it is placed in 
A, G, H, and other MSS. Cp. the position of *Iovdaio: in v. 4, 
bapicaios, v. 5; xpwduevos, v. 6; ‘lepotoAvmos, v. 10; Pipor, 
v. 10; and BAacpnuciv, v. 11. In all these the xévrpov or acu- 
leus of the sentence is at the end,—to leave a deeper impression 
in the mind, Cp, in St. Stephen’s speech, Ba8vA@vos, Acts vil. 43. 
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8. ei] if; not for dr, nor for ‘ whether ;’ but ‘if.’ If God, Who 
is Omnipotent, raises the dead, will you be incredulous? No; 
rather, we ought to receive such evidence of His power and love 
to us with thankfulness and joy. 

Cp. the similar use of ef in Clem. Rom. 26, 6avuactdy vopl- 
Couev clvat ci 5 Snucoupyds ardvrwy avdortaciv moinoeTat 
(Grinfield). 

— éyelper] raiseth. The present tense indicates a permanent 
attribute, and repeated act, of God. 

10. roAAods tay aylwv] many of the saints. Cp. Acts ix. ], 
ZaiAos curvéwy pdvov. The death of St. Stephen is the only 
martyrdom described in the Acts, but doubtless there were many 
others, of which it is a specimen. See Heb. x. 32—34. The 
words, Heb. xii. 4, ‘* Ye have not yet resisted unto blood,’’ ad- 
dressed to the private Christians of Palestine, do not preclude 
the supposition, that many of their teachers, and many of the 
faithful at an earlier time, bad suflered martyrdom for Christ. 

Mark St. Paul’s public confession of his sin: xxii. 20. 
— thv—etouvclav) the requisite authority and commission, 

which made them responsible for my conduct, which is also thus 
proved to be of public notoriety, and cannot be questioned. 

— Karihveyxa Wipov|] I gave a vote against them. It would 
seem that Saul himself had been a member of the Sanhedrim, 
and took part in its Judicial proceedings, by hearing causes and 
voting upon them. “ Presbyteratis dignitatem (of a Jewish 
Elder) & Gamaliele accepisse Paulum, antequam Christo nomen 
dederat, non videtur dubitandum.’’ Se/den, de Synedr. ii. 7. 7. 
Vilringa, de Synag. iii. 7, p. 707. Biscoe, p. 269. Though called 
a young man, veavias (vii. 58), he was probably at least thirty 
years ofage. Wieseler, p. 155. On the phrase éevéyrat Wnpor, 
see Welst. p. 633. 

lL. kara mdoas tas cvvaywyds] through all the synagogues. 
A fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy, Mark xiii. 9. St. Paul himself 
was often afterwards scourged in the Synagogue, 2 Cor. xi. 24. 
On the practice of scourging in the synagogues, see Selden, de 
Syned. ii. 10. Biscoe, p. 270, who examines the question why 
Paul was scourged in the Synagogue, but not ‘put out of the 
Synagogue,’ John ix. 22; xii. 42. 

12, év ois] A phrase used by St. Paul, xxiv. 18. 
— énitporijs] commission,—a proof of his former dignity, and 

of what he sacrificed for Christ. On the history, see Acts ix. 3; 
xxii. 6. 

13. pas] light. If such was the splendour of His appearance 
then, and such its effects,—what will they be, when He comes 
hereafter in His glorious Majesty to judge the quick and dead ? 

14. 1. ‘EBpatd: diadéxtw) in the Hebrew tongue. St. Paul, there- 
fore, was not now speaking in Hebrew, but probably in Greek. 
This appears also from a comparison of this passage with xxii. 7, 
where he was speaking in Hebrew, xxi. 40. 
— i we Bidnets;] Not 7f didmers wé; but rl we 5.; we is em- 

phatic. Me,—the Lord of all; Me, thy Saviour and King; Me, 
the Head of the Church, Who am persecuted by those who per- 
secute her. See above, ix. 4. 
— oKadnpdy co xpds Kévtpa Aakt{Cew] A proverb taken from 

the act of an ox kicking against the goad which wounds him when- 
ever he kicks. (Vorsf. de Adag. N. T. p. 821.) ‘Durum est 
tibi adversus stimulum calces mittere,’’ says Ang. Serm. 169, 

“‘possem enim te dimittere; tu vexareris punitionibus Meis, non 
Ego frangerer calcibus tuis, sed non te dimitto. Savis, et mise- 
reor; Quid Me persequeris? Non enim timeo te, ne iterum Me 
crucifigas ; sed volo agnoscas Me, ne occidas non Me sed te.” 

It is not only the stimulus of divine grace, but the resistless 
power and punitive justice of Christ, which are here compared 
to the xévtpov, or goad. By persecuting others, Saul was 
resisting Him Who is irresistivle, and provoking Him Who is 
the Judge of all,—GAdAous didnwy adtds exdidnerat. Christ is 
the “ One Shepherd,” who holds the goad, described in Eccles. 
xii. 11; see note there. 

Even when in Heaven, our Blessed Lord did not disdain to 
use a proverb familiar to the Heathen world. Cp. Pindar, Pyth. 
ii. 173, pépew F erappas "Exavyéviov AaBdvta Zuydv ¥ aptye. 
Tlorl kévrpov 5é€ Tor AakriCewev TeACVEL GAlaOnpos oluos. 
ischyl. Prom. 323, otkouv Euovye xpducvos SidackadAw Ipods 
kévtTpa K@Aov exreveis, where the Scholiast says, mpbs kévtpa 
K@Aov extelver 6 Bods, AaktiCer 5 KevTotmevos bd Kévtpov, 
dore Aakrier mpds KevTpov kal Td K@AOV aiudooet. ‘O yap mpds 
kevtpa AaktiCwy Tovs idlous wédas aiudooe. Poly oov eav 
Mot wh meicOns, BAdWers ceauTdy'—tort 5 mapomla, Aga- 
memn. 1633, mpbs Kévtpa mh AdKTie, wy mhoas woyys. Eurip. 
Bacch. 791, @vpotpevos mpds Kevtpa AaktiCoru, OvnTds dy bed. 
Terent. Phorm. i. 2. 27, ‘‘ Venere in mentem mihi isthec: nar 
que inscitia est, Advorsum stimulum calces !”’ 

On our Lord’s use of Proverbs, see Matt. vii. 3; xiii. 52. 
Luke v. 39. 

The adage is fitly introduced by St. Paul in ‘his speech 
before a heathen Procurator and a mixed audience at Cesarea, 
but was not recited in his address at Jerusalem, xxii. 7. It was 
very suitable to be addressed to him who was to be the Apostle of 
the Gentiles. The ow is a Scriptural emblem for the Christian 
Minister (Isa. xxxii. 20) drawing the plough over the field which 
is to receive the seed of the Word; or as treading ont the corn 
when grown, in order that it may be ground into bread. It is 
used as such by St. Panl himself, 1 Cor. ix. 9. 1 Tim. v. 18. 

16. dpOjooua] Iwill reveal myself. A prophetic intimation 
that Saul was to expect further revelations from Jesus; this pro- 
mise was afterwards fulfilled in Arabia (Gal. & 11. 17), at Jeru- 
salem (xxiii. 11), and elsewhere (2 Cor. xii. 1—7). 

17. eEaipotmevos] ‘eripiens,’ Vulgy. puduevos, Hesych.; ‘ deli- 
vering thee from,’ Authorized English Version,—a rendering 
censured by some learned Expositors, e. g. Heinrichs, Kuin, and 
others, who translate it, ‘choosing thee.’ But how could St. 
Paul be said to be chosen from the Gentiles? And the word 
é€aipeiobat is used for ‘deliver’ four times in the Acts, vii. 10. 
34; xii. 11; xxiii. 27, which, with the present passage, are the 
only places where it is found in this book. Indeed, etaipeto Oat is 
never used for ‘choose’ in the New Testament. 

It may be observed here, in justice to the Authorized Ver- 
sion, that it has not unfrequently been condemned for renderings 
preferable to those which some persons, who censure it, have pro- 
posed to substitute for them. See xxi. 16; xxvi. 22; xxvii. 12. 
— ct dmooréAAw) oe is emphatic; i.e. thou, now a Perse- 

cutor, art to be My Ayoséle to them. I am sending ¢hee to them, 
See on Rom. i, 1. Christ gave an Apostolic commission to St. 
Paul at his Conversion; but St. Paul was not ordained and enabled 
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ACTS XXVI. 18—28. 
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by the Holy Ghost to execute the Apostolic office till some years 
afterwards. See above on xiii. 1,2. In like manner also, the 
other Apostles received an Apostolic mission from Christ, to go 
into all the world, after His Resurrection; but they were com- 
manded by Him to ¢arry in Jerusalem after His Ascension, till 
they should be endued with power from on high (Luke xxiv. 49. 
Acts i. 4. 9); and they were not ordained and empowered by the 
Holy Ghost to execute their Apostolic functions until the Day of 
Pentecost. On the time of St. Paul’s ordination, see xiii. 2. 

When St. Paul said in his speech at Jerusalem that he was 
sent to the Gentiles, the audience would not hear more (xxii. 21). 
But now he is allowed to proceed, for he is speaking before 
Gentile Governor. 

19. odk eyevdunv areiOis] I did not become disobedient. 
Therefore, even in this extraordinary case of St. Paul, divine 
Grace was not irresistible. (Bengel.) He might have been 
disobedient, if he had not taken care to live with a pure con- 
science. Acts xxiii. 1. He did not Jecome disobedient, but an 
Apostle, 

22. ard] So A, B, E.—El/z. rapa. amd is more expressive; 
the émixoupla proceeding from, as well as given by, God. 
— paptupduevos] So A, B, G, H; ‘testificans’ (Vulg.); 

* witnessing.’ Cp. v. 16, xx. 26, and 1 Thess, ii. 1). 
— kal Mwiiojs} and Moses—emphatic,—even Moses, whom 

I am said to blaspheme ! 
23. ei| for dri, says Theophyl. p. 308, and so Chrys. But it 

may retain its proper sense, whether, and so it marks the modesty 
of St. Paul. It does not depend on eAdAnoay, but on Aéywv,— 
and the sense is, ‘I debated the question whether (as I affirm) 
the Christ was to be capable of suffering, and whether He was to 
be first,’ &c. See xvii. 11, dvaxplvovres ei Exot Tad’Ta ovTws. 
xxv. 20, €Aeyov ef BotAoiro. ‘1 did not shrink from these in- 
quiries, but argued them with the Jews.’ 
— raOyrds] passibilis, So Ignat. Eph. 7, mpétov radnrds, 

kat tére Grays. Cp. Phil. 9, ra@nrdy xpicrdy ai ypadal 
knpiiocovow. Polycarp. 3, Toy arabj, Ty Be jas mabnTdv. 
Justin M. c. Tryph. 36, ta0n7ds Xpiocrds mpoednrevOn médAdrEw 
elvat. That the one and the same Messiah should not only reign 
but suffer, be made perfect through suffering, and so enter into 
His glory, was a doctrine which even the disciples had yet to 
learn at the close of Christ’s ministry. (Luke xxiv. 26. 46.) But 
they did learn it under the influence of the Holy Ghost (Acts iii. 
18; xvii. 3) afterwards, when 7a ra@juata Tov Xpiorod were 
often in their mouths. 2 Cor. i. 5—7. Phil. iii. 10. Heb. ii. 9, 10. 
1 Pet. i. 11; iv. 13; v.1. See Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. 
iv. pp. 344— 360; see also Art. ii. p. 164. 

24, peyddAn 7H dwry] with his voice raised. See xiv. 10. 
1 Cor. xi. 5. Winer, § 18, p. 98. 
— palvy, Madde] Thou art mad, Paul; ‘we fools accounted 

his life madness ;’ see Wisd. y. 4,—alesson happily chosen by 

the Church for St. Paul’s day. 
éoTnpuev, Ocg. 

— Ta TOAAa ypdupata] thy much learning. John vii. 15. 
25. ob walvouat] ‘1 am not mad now; I am now sober.’ He 

had charged himself with exceeding madness in his former career 
as a Persecutor, v. 11. 

26. rovro}] this. The last word in the sentence, and emphatic. 
See above, v.17. Ina corner was not done /¢his; i.e. this my 
Conversion ; it was in the public road at mid-day; not so, the two 
conspiracies of the Jews to take away my life (xxiii. 16; xxv. 3). 
They were done in a corner. 

28. ev oAlym me welbers Xpiotiavdy yevéobat] in a trice thou 
art persuading me to become a Christian. The meaning of these 
words, and of St. Paul’s reply, which must be considered with 
them, has been the subject of much controversy. It appears to 
be as follows : 

St. Paul had been relating to Agrippa the history of his own 
sudden conversion from a strict Pharisee (v. 5) and bitter Perse- 
cutor of the Church (v. 9), to a Christian Confessor and Apostle 
(wv. 16—20). 

Festus had interrupted him by the exclamation, “ thou art 
mad, Paul.” Paul, having denied that assertion, and having as- 
serted his own sanity, next turns himself to Agrippa, and appeals 
to his knowledge of what had been said. He then makes a per- 
sonal application to him as a Jew, and appeals to his faith in the 
Hebrew Scriptures of Moses and the Prophets. And on the 
ground of that faith he urges him to take the next step as a 
logical consequence of that faith, and to confess Christ, and de« 
clare himself a Christian (see vv. 22—27). 

Agrippa feels the force of the appeal; he does not deny the 
truth of St. Paul’s premises, nor does he say that the duty of 
confessing Christ is not their reasonable conclusion; but he en- 
deavours to parry the blow, and evade its force. He tries to 
repel St. Paul’s appeal by a personal reference to is case. Thou 
hast described ¢hine own conversion to Christianity. It was ver} 
rapid and sudden ; it was effected év oAlyw, in a short time,—in 
a moment,—as it were with a word and a blow, This might 
have been very well for thee, who hast had, as thou sayest, a call 
from heaven to become a Christian. It may be right that J also 
should embrace Christianity; but such a great and important 
change requires much time and thought, for one like myself in 
high estate and royal dignity,—one who is a Jewish king and has 
the charge of the Temple. What a change would that be to me / 
—to me, the head of the royal house of the Herods, to become a 
Christian! You are hurrying me on too fast. You are attempting 
to do in a short time, and with little effort, what requires a long 
time and great consideration. You are endeavouring to do with 
me what you say was done with you. Hence the words are not 
melOers we, but we welOers, “Ev bAly@ me welOcis Xpioriavdy ye- 
vés@a, ‘ You are attempting in a short time and with a few 

Cp. 2 Cor. v. 13, ef yap ét- 
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words, and with a slight effort, to persuade me to imitate thee, 
and to become a Christian at once.’ 

As G@cumenius (p. 177) well explains it, 3? dAlywv pnud- 
ta, dv Bpaxéat Adyots, év dAlyp didacKadlg. And so Cassiodor., 
“sub celeritate vis me facere Christianum.”’ Cp. the French 
“a la hate,” “ tout d’un coup.” 

This interpretation is also confirmed by the reading of A, 
wel€n—rorjoat, i.e. you persuade yourself that you can make me 
a Christian éy dAfyw,—as you were made. The latter reading, 
wotjoat, is also in B, and has been received by Lachm. and Tisch., 
not by Born. and A/f. 

Further, it is illustrated by the other passage, where év 
éAly@ occurs in the New Testament, viz. Eph. iii. 3, mpoéypaya 
év dAlyq@, in a short compass; which is similar to St. Peter’s 
bv dAlyov &ypava, 1 Pet. v. 12; and there is a similar ellipsis of 
xpdvoy after dAlyov in Rey. xvii. 10, dAl-yov abrdv det petvan. 

This exposition is also corroborated by St. Paul’s reply, 
which may be thus paraphrased : 

“You speak of my reliance on my powers of persuasion to 
bring you to become what I myself am. You think that I am 
hoping and endeavouring to hurry you on into a profession of 
Christianity by my oratory. No; I rely not on human elo- 
quence, but on divine grace. That it was which converted me. 
And in your case also, I do not rely on persuasion, but on 
prayer,—not on the arguments of Pau/, but on supplications to 
God.” Perhaps St. Paul thought of St. Stephen’s prayer for 
himself (vii. 60). Perhaps Stephen’s words were so ordered 
by the Holy Spirit as to give to that prayer a part in the work 
of his own conversion. Persuade I may not, in a short time and 
with little effort, but pray I may and will to God, not only now, 
in a brief address, and with 1ittle labour, but in a long time, and 
with great earnestness and intensity, that not only thou (ce is 
emphatic, as the preceding né) ; but that a// who hear me this day 
may become such as J am,—except these bonds.” 

Thus St. Paul calmly disposes of Agrippa’s disparaging allu- 
sion to the case of his Conversion, as if that had been unduly 
hasty, sudden, and precipitate. He disclaims the notion which 
Agrippa had ascribed to him, of attempting to carry him away by 
the force of his powers of persuasion; he vindicates for divine 
grace its proper place in all works of genuine Conversion, and 
therefore in his own; and he extends the range of his appeal 
from Agrippa to all who heard him; and he instructs all Chris- 
tian advocates to endeayour to win souls to Christ by fervent and 
unwearied prayer. 
— Xpiotiavdy] a Christian, A more courteous term than the 

Na(wpaios of Tertullus, xxiv. 5: but probably here used ironi- 
cally. The first time that we hear the word ‘ Christian’ actually 
employed in a speech, is here in the mouth of an Idumzan 
Prince ; a proof that it was commonly known as a name of the 
believers, although it only occurs three times in the New Testa- 
ment. Acts xi. 26, here, and 1 Pet. iv. 16. 

Herod Agrippa II., who had received from Rome the privi- 
lege of superintending the Temple at Jerusalem, and of nomi- 
nating the High Priests (Joseph. xx. 1. 3), is here presented as 
an example of knowledge, without moral courage to act upon it. 
This is also the clue which unravels the mysterious inconsistencies 
in the character and writings of Agrippa’s friend (Joseph. Ant. 
xx. ad finem. Luseb. iii. 10), the Jewish historian Josephus; on 
which subject the Editor may, perhaps, be permitted to refer to 
what has been said by him more fully in another place, as illus- 
trating the case of Agrippa also. (Sermon “On the Life and 
Character of Josephus.’’) 

Agrippa lived to see the destruction of that Temple and 
Ritual of which he had the charge; he saw them dissolved and 

Vor. I.—Parr II, 

ruined by that secular Power, to which, from motives of policy 
and worldly expediency, he had attached himself, 

What might have been the destiny of Herod and of Jeru- 
salem, if he had possessed the moral courage of St. Paul! 

29. citaluny tv TG Oc] See the note on ». 28. The words kat 
év éAfyw are not to be joined to what follows (a forced con- 
nexion), but to what precedes: ‘* Persuade I may not be able 
now, but pray I well might now and ever.” 

TIoAA@ is found in the majority of MSS. and in Chrys. 
and other Fathers; but A, B, and four Cursives have peydAw, 
which has been received by Lach., Tisch., Born., and Alf. It 
may perhaps be the true reading; but A, B are not always 
trustworthy guides (see Bornemann on xxiii. 16; xxv. 1); and 
here, v. 28, they have moijoa, and A has wef, which readings 
seem to proceed from a criticism that did not scruple to modify 
the text. Besides, St. Luke uses “eydAw as opposed to pixpe, 
v. 22, and viii. 10. jeydAn has been substituted for woAA} by 
some MSS. in viii. 8. 

The words are well explained by G@cumenius, ev oAtyw kab 
ey TOAAG, GvT) TOD ev OAlLyw Adywv ayau, ei Séor kad ev wAclout, 
evialuny oe Xpiotiavdy by yeveorOar dia mdvtwy mpdbumds etue 
ndvTa Tovey eri Th of owrnpia, ov TH of Mdvov, GAAA Kal TOY 
ouvévTav. 

For a similar charitable speech from St. Paul, see 2 Cor. 
ix. 14. 

30. avécrn] he rose up. And so the opportunity was lost. 
The suddenness of the loss seems to be marked by the rapid 
transition in the words of the Historian. 
— 4 te Bepyixn] and Bernice: Bernice and Drusilla, 

daughters of King Agrippa I., and sisters of Agrippa II. (see 
above on xxv. 13), jealous of one another, and of profligate lives 
(Joseph. xx. 6. 1), are associated with two Roman Procurdtors in 
succession; Drusilla with Felix, her reputed husband; Bernice 
with Festus, through Agrippa her brother, in the public hearing 
of St. Paul at Czsarea, where he was imprisoned through the 
envy of the Rulers of Jerusalem. 

Thus the Gospel of Christ was brought into contact with the 
vices of both sexes, and of the Roman and Jewish world. How 
difficult was the work of moral purification it had to perform ! 

By hallowing Marriage as a ‘‘ great Mystery’”’ (Eph. v. 32), 
as a “representation of the mystical Union and Marriage betwixt 
Himself and His Church,” Christ regenerated the World. 

But, if Marriage is to be desecrated and degraded froma 
Holy Mystery to a secular bargain; if Divorce is to be made 
easy by Law; then all the evils of the age of Nero will again flow 
in upon society; and we may see Bernices and Drusillas sitting 
with great pomp in high places of this world, and taking cog- 
nizance of the doctrines of St. Paul. 

31. obStv Oavdrov &kwov—mpdooe] St. Paul’s innocence was 
declared by all who took cognizance of his cause. And conse- 
quently the Jews were condemned by them. As Chrys. says, 
Lysias condemned them, Felix condemned them, Festus con- 
demned them, Agrippa condemned them, and ultimately God 
condemned them, and destroyed their Temple and their City for 
their hostility to the Gospel. 

Cu. XXVII.1. és éexpl0n tod dromwAciv quads] when it was 
determined that we should sail away (from Czsarea) into Italv. 
On the genitive of the article and the infinitive, see above on 
Luke ii. 2]. Acts xx. 3; xxiii. 15. Winer, § 44, p. 290. 
— érépovs) prisoners of a different class, not %Adous. See 

xii. 17, ¢repov rérov: xxiii. 6. 
— *lovAly—ZeBaoris] Julius, of the Augustan cohort. Every 

incident, however minute, which is recorded by the Holy Spirit in 
M 
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this narrative of that great event, the conveyance of the Gospel 
to Rome, the capital of the world, by the ministry of the Apostle 
of the Gentiles, is noticeable, and seems to have been ordered by 
Divine Providence, so as to show that all things will be made sub- 
servient to the progress and triumph of Christianity. 

St. Paul goes from Cesarea; and it is mentioned by St. 
Luke that he was conducted by a Roman Centurion, recalling to 
the mind by his name, and that of his cohort, those of the first 
two Emperors, Julius and Augustus. 

It is also probable that the cohort here mentioned belonged 
to the body-guard of the Emperor. See Tacit. Ann. xiv. 15, 
“cohors Augustanorum.”’ Sueton. Ner. 25. Dion Cass. \xiii. 8. 
Wieseler, p. 391. It is not said that the Cohort itself was at 
Cesarea; but Julius, the Centurion of that Cohort, was. 

If this is so, it is observable, that an Officer, whose duty it 
was to protect the person of the Master of the Roman World, is 
here employed by God to save the life of St. Paul (v. 43). 

And surely it is not without some prophetic and spiritual 
meaning, that St. Paul was empowered, through his influence with 
Julius, the Centurion of the Augustan cohort, to save the lives 
of his fellow-prisoners in the ship (v. 43). See further below, 
on xxviii. 15, 16, on the subserviency of human powers to the 
Gospel under the overruling control of God. 

2. *Adpauuttnvg] of Adramyttium, on the coast of Mysia. 
Steph. Byz. de Urb. p. 22. West. p. 636. 
— péAAovtt] So A, B, and many Cursives and Versions.— Elz. 

pBéAXorTes. 
— mdciv] A, Badd eis, which has been received by Lachm. 

and Tisch., not by Bornemann, Bloomf., or Alf. And it is not 
probable that if es had been in the original text, it would have 
been here rejected; whereas, it was not unlikely to have been 
introduced by Copyists, not familiar with the more recondite 
phrase, wAcivy rémovs, on which compare Hanno, Peripl. ap. 
Wetstein, wActvy rods mapaQadacclouvs térous, and Pausan. i. 35, 
thy Arruchy ev apiorep& wA€ovowv (Bornemann), and the remarks 
of Winer, Gr. Gr. § 32, p. 200, who refers to Poppo, Thuc. 
vi. 36. The sense is, The ship was about to sail by the places 
along the coast of Asia.—zAciv eis would signify that it was 
sailing /o them with an intention of touching a¢ them, which does 
not appear to have been the case. 

It would seem that the original intention was, that St. Paul 
and the other prisoners should take their passage to Adramyttium, 
and proceed by the overland route across Greece toward Italy; as 
St. Paul probably afterwards did, in his /as¢ journey to Rome; 
and as S. Jgnatius also did; each of them going thither to Mar- 
tyrdom. See below on 2 Tim. iv. 13. 
— ‘Apistdpxov] Aristarchus. See xix. 20; xx. 4. Col. iv. 

10. Philem. 24. St, Luke mentions the name of Aristarchus— 
but not his own. 

3. piAavOpdrws] kindly. An evidence of the truth of this His- 
tory. The Writer of the Acts has no desire to magnify unduly the 
sufferings of St. Paul. Cp. xxviii. 31. 

4. bremdetoauev] we sailed under the lee of. Their course 
must have been along the north coast of Cyprus (not the South), 
because they sailed not through narrow straits, but deep, through 
the wéAayos (not @dAacoa: cp. Matt. xviii. 6), or broad expanse 
of water (wAdros @addoons, Hesych.), off the shore of Cilicia 
and Pamphylia. See Smith, pp. 63—67. 

The mention of Mr. Smith’s work (“On the Voyage and 
Shipwreck of St. Paul,’’ with Dissertations, by James Smith, Esq., 
of Jordanhill, F.R.S., 2nd ed. Lond. 1856) suggests an expres- 
sion of thankfulness for the happy combination of Geographical, 

Archeological, and Naval knowledge, in that illustration of this 
narrative, and for the example there displayed of the application 
of science and experience to the exposition of the divine Word. 

We may also refer here to Mr. Howson’s Chapter on the 
Voyage and Shipwreck of St. Paul, one of the most interesting 
portions of that attractive work; ch. xxiii. of the two Volumes by 
Messrs. Conybeare and Howson, on St. Paul’s Life and Epistles. 

The narrative of this Chapter is also well illustrated in 
Mr. Lewin’s Life and Epistles of St. Paul, pp. 713—742. 

5. Mépa] Myra, neuter plural. Mipa, wéAts Auxlas, A€yerat 
kal O@nAvKov Kal ovdétTepov. (Steph. Byz.) ts remains are de- 
scribed by Howson, ii. p. 387. 

6. mAotoy *AActavdpivoy] A merchantman, probably a “ navis 
frumentaria,” or corn-ship, from Alexandria, the capital of Egypt, 
the granary of Italy. Cp. Sueton. Galb. 10. Tacit. Hist. iv. 52. 
Varro, R. R. ii. prooeem. Lucan vi. 105. See v. 38. 

How came the Alexandrine ship, sailing to Italy, to be at 
Myra in Lycia? 

The wind was westerly (v. 4), and the ships of the ancients 
were not fitted for working to windward ; and under the circum- 
stances of the case, the Alexandrine ship would stand to north 
till it came to the Jand of Asia Minor, which is very favourable 
for navigation by such vessels, the coast being bold and safe, and 
abounding in harbours. The Alexandrine ship was carried to 
Myra by the same westerly winds that forced the Adramyttian 
vessel to the east of Cyprus. (Smith, p. 71.) Cp. Wetst., p. 
638, who shows from the history of the voyage of 8S. Athanasius 
in A.D. 349, from Alexandria to Rome, that Alexandrine ehips 
sometimes took that course, especially in unfavourable weather, 
Cp. Socrates, H. E. ii. 24. Sozomen, vi. 25. 

Some of these Alexandrine corn-ships were large and noble 
vessels, as was this in which St. Paul sailed. See v. 37. For ex- 
amples of their bulk see Lucian, Navig. 5, and for other particulars 
with respect to them, Seneca, Ep. 77. Sueton., Aug. 98. 

7. BpadumAooivres] slowly sailing; the opposite term to ed@u- 
Spomobyres (xvi. 11; xxi. 1). 
— pudrts] with difficulty (see vv. 8.16. 1 Pet. iv. 18) having 

arrived over against Cnidus. 
— ph mpoocdytos] The words pi mpocedyros are not to be 

joined to what precedes, but to what follows. Since the wind did 
not allow us to advance, we sailed under the lee of Crete (i. e. 
along the east coast of it), towards Salmone, which is s.w. by s. 
from Cnidus. The wind was therefore North-west; a wind 
which prevails in the Eastern part of the Archipelago in the 
summer months. (Purdy’s Sailing Directions for the Mediter- 
ranean, p. 197. Smith, p. 74.) It is the same wind as the vesie 
of the ancients. (Plin. ii. 4.) 

— Sadrudvnv] Salmone. 
habens Sammonium promontorium adversum Rhodo.’’ 
N. H. iv. 20. 

8. mapadreyduevor] coasting it along the southern shore: they 
were not able to coast along the north shore of Crete, on account 
of the adverse wind. 
— Kadods Aimévas] still preserving its ancient name (Pococke’s 

Travels, ii. 250), as does Lasea, which is about five miles to the 
East of it. (Smith, pp. 80. 245. 262.) 

About two leagues to the west of Fair Havens is Cape 
Matala, where the coast of Crete begins to run northward, at 
nearly the central point of the south side of Crete. 

The plural number (Kado Aiuéves) seems to be due to the 
circumstances of its haying two open roadsteads; one a little to 
the east-of the other. 

“ Creta longissima est, ad orientem 
Plin. 
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9. tod wAods] the voyage to Italy (see v. 10) was then dan- 
gerous, on account of the violent northerly winds which blow in 
the A2gean at that season. 

On the form Adis, mAods, for the Attic wAovs, mAov, see 
Lobeck, Phryn. p. 453. It is used in Martyr. Ignat. 3. Cp. 
vods 1 Cor. xiv. 19; and see Winer, p. 59. 
— thy vnorelav] the fast; the day of Atonement, 10th of 

Tisri (October). Lev. xvi. 1—34; xxiii. 26—30. Numb. xxix. 
1—l1. Jahn, Archeol. § 357. 

There is a remarkable Rabbinical gloss on Isa. xliii. 16. 
“Who maketh a way in the sea,” i. e. from the Feast of Pente- 
cost to the Feast of Tabernacles (five days after the Fast). See 
Schoetigen, p. 482. And the Rabbis say (Sabdat. v.3), ‘No 
one ought to sail between the feast of Tabernacles and Dedi- 
cation.” 

By a like figure of speech the Athenians spoke of the weather 
for sailing, as beginning after the Dionysia. (Theophrast. Char. 3.) 

10. Gewpa Sti—péAAcw] On. this combination of two con- 
structions, see Winer, Gr. Gr. § 44, p. 303, who quotes Yeno- 
phon, Hellen. ii. 2. 2, cidas btt EvecPat, and other examples. 
See also ibid. § 63, p. 506. 

— UBpews] buffeting, hard usage; cp. v. 21, xepdjoa Thy 
UBpiv rabrny, and 2 Cor. xii. 10, €v $Bpeorv, ev avayxats, and 
bBprorhs is used absolutely Rom. i. 30. 1 Tim.i.13. Horace, 
1 Od. xiv. 15, says of a ship, ‘‘ ventis debes ludibrium.” 
— ¢optiov] So A, B, G, and many Cursives.—Elz. pdprov. 

épros is the Attic, poprloy the Hellenic form. Moeris, p. 52. 
(Bornem.) 

11. KuBepyhtp] ‘ gubernatori,’—the pilot. 
— vavk\fhpy] the ‘ magister navis’—‘navicularius’ (Gloss. 

Labb.). 5 Beardrns tod mdolov (Hesych.). ‘Qui hominibus 
vel mercibus trajiciendis lucrum querit” (Kuin.). 

12. avevOérov) not well placed; not commodiously situated. 
Tts name shows that it was a good harbour in some seasons, and 
so it is described in modern works on navigation (see Smith, 
pp- 81, 82), but it was not commodious to winter in. It is, in 
fact, an open roadstead; or rather two open roadsteads, with 
good anchorage, and looking to the south. 

— dolvixa] Phenix. See next note. 
— Pdrémovta kata AlBa kal kata XG@pov] Libs (from Libya), 

the Greek name for the Roman Africus, and opposite to Aguilo, 
Plin. N. Ul. xviii. 77, who adds that Corus is opposite to Vul- 
turnus. Cp. Virgil, Georg. iii. 356, ‘‘ Spirantes frigora Cauri ;” 
and v. 278, “In Borean Caurumgue,’’ and Seneca (Qu. Nat. v. 
16. 4), “‘ solstitiali occidente Corus venit; ab occidente hiberno 
Afficus faribundus et ruens apud Grzecos Aly dicitur.”’ 

The words in the text are rendered by Vulg. ‘‘ respicientem 
ad Africum et ad Corum ;” and by the Authorized English Ver- 
sion, “ which lieth toward the South-west and North-west.” This 

rendering has been rejected by some recent Interpreters, who 
render the words “looking down the South-west and North- 
west wind,” i.e. towards the points ¢v which (and not from 
which) the South-west and North-west winds blow; i.e. not 
turning the face towards, but the back on, those winds; and 
looking to the South-east and North east. And on this supposi- 
tion they identify Phenia with the harbour now called Lufro, 
about forty miles west of Fair Havens, and which is described as 
being the best, and indeed the only safe winter harbour in that 
part of Crete, and looks to the South-east and North-east. See 
Smith, pp. 84-93. Howson, ii. pp. 398—400, and Alford’s 
note here. Besides, Phania is described by Strabo (x. 4) as on 
the south of the isthmus, or narrowest part of Crete, and this 
corresponds to Lutro; it is called "Apddeva by Hierocles, Synec- 
dem., and Aradena is called Anaypolis by Steph. Byzant, ; and 
Mr. Pashley (Crete, ii. 257) found two villages, called Aradena 
and Anapolis, at a little distance above Luétro, and he says (ii. 
257) ‘* Port Phoenix is at Lutro.’”’ 

The question is one of grammatical interpretation; and it 
does not seem consistent with its principles, to render the words 
in question in any other way than that in which they have been 
translated in the Vulgate and other Versions, 

c 

13 “YomvevoavTos 4 ver. 7. 

The expressions by which the learned writers mentioned 
above have endeavoured to confirm their interpretation, do not 
appear to be relevant to the case before us. No doubt wAciv 
kata fedua is to sail down the stream; and ai kara AlBa mpoc- 
Bodal, quoted from Josephus, are gusts from the South-west. 
And so kar’ tivewov péperbat, and exparyijvat kar’ edpoy, might be 
used, asin Latin secundum flumina, along the side and in the 
direction of the rivers. So Herod. iii. 10, épépovro kat& xdpa 
kal kat’ Kvepor. 

But in those cases the verb connected with xara is one of 
motion with; and not of rest, or of direction toward, like BAéra, 
the verb used here. 

To describe a harbour as looking with or down the wind, is 
not a natural mode of expression. The best illustration of St. 
Luke’s phraseology is to be derived from St. Luke himself, viz., 

In Acts ii. 10 we have A:Bins Tis kata Kuphynv, toward 
Cyrene. iii. 13, kaTd& mpdcwmov TAdrou, face to face before 
Pilate. Cp. xxv. 16; viii. 26, ropevou kaTd& weonuBplay, go to- 
ward the South. So xvi. 7, kata thy Muolay, and kata thy 
B.duviay. So in the present chapter, v. 2, rods kata thy *Actay 
témovs. v. 5, méeAayos Td Kata Thy Kidiclav. v. 7, yevduevor 
kata thy Kvldov, tremActoauey kata Thy Zadudvnv,—in all 
which cases there is an idea of direction towards. Cp. Phil. 
iii, 14, kata& oKomdy didKw. Gal. ii. 11, kara mpdowmoyv aitg 
cytéotnv. Winer, Gr. p. 357, quotes the present passage in 
this sense, and so Meyer. 

It has been said, indeed, that Aly and y@pos here do not 
signify fixed poinds of the compass; but only winds, which some- 
times blow, and sometimes do not. But this does not seem a 
tenable opinion. St. Luke is describing the habitual aspect of 
the harbour, its geographical Jearings, independently of variable 
circumstances, especially of so fortuitous and fickle a condition, 
as whether a given wind happened to blow or not. And BAézw, 
like the Latin specto, describes a continual relation. Cp. Hero- 
dian, vi. 5. 2, mpbs Ta apxtga wépn BAETovcay. Cesar, B. G, 
vii. 69, ‘pars collis ad orientem spectabat.”  Catullus xxiv., 
‘« yillula nostra non ad Austri Flatus opposita est, nec ad Fayoni, 
Nec sevi Bore, aut Apeliote.’’ 

Tf, therefore, Lutro is Phoenix, the true interpretation of the 
passage is this, —‘“‘ If by any means they might reach Phoenix and 
winter in it, being a Cretan harbour, which, as approached from 
the sea, looks toward the south-west and north-west; and is 
therefore sheltered from those winds by the land.” 

In favour of this interpretation, it may be said, that it is 
more natural, in describing the good properties of a harbour, as 
here, to speak of the winds from which it is sheltered, than of 
those to which it is exposed ; 

Also, that St. Luke suggests this nautical mode of regarding 
land objects from the sea, and of interpreting his words accord- 
ingly, by the expression in v. 27, brevdovv of vaitat mpoodyery 
Twa avtois xépay, the sailors deemed that some /and was 
drawing near them. See note there; and see also a similar nau- 
tical expression above, xxi. 3. 

But, if the expression of St. Luke here, BAémovra kard 
AlBa, is to be rendered, facing the s.w. from the land, then we 
must look for Phenix in some other place than Lutro. The 
identification of Phoenix with Lutro is of recent date. The har- 
bour of Lutro has only been lately discovered by British Navi- 
gators. Perhaps, when the southern coast of Crete has been 
more accurately surveyed, another harbour may be found, which 
may correspond with the words of St. Luke, understood in this 
latter sense. 

And, in the Charts of Crete (Smith, p. 94. Howson, p. 399), 
is a bay a little to the west of Lutro. This bay is marked PAi- 
neka. This is the modern Greek pronunciation of @olvica. And 
this bay looks from the /and to the s.w., i.e. kard AfBa anil Kara 
wpov. 

sa May not it be the Phenix of St. Luke? 
The coast has probably been changed by time; and if, as 

represented in the Charts, two streams flow into it, what, is now 
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a bay may have been formerly a safe harbour. (See Smith, p. 
89. 

) Facing, as Phineka does, the s.w. and N.w., it would have 
protected the vessel from the £.N.E. wind, which soon after arose, 
and blew continuously for many days. In this respect it would 
have been et@eros mpds mapaxeimaclay. Perhaps, also, its near- 
ness to the harbour of Luéro, where a ship would be sheltered 
from North-westerly and South-westerly winds, was a circum- 
stance which, combined with others, made it more ‘‘ commodious 
to winter in” than Fair Havens. 

18. dromvedcavros vérov] the south wind having sprung up. 
This was a change; for from Cnidus to Fair Havens they had had 
N.w. winds. They hoped that the south wind would carry them 
round Cape Matala to Phoenix, which lay to nN.w. of Fair 
Havens. 
— &paytes] sc. ayxtpas—they weighed anchor (on this use of 

tpayres, see Thucyd. i. 29; iii. 91); and they were coasting 
along Crete more closely (aocov) than before (so Winer, § 35, 
p- 217, and R. W. B. i. p. 102, and Meyer). aocov = rAnciov, 
eyyts, Hesych.; it is used by Josephus, Ant. i. 20. 1, robs wey 
mpobreume Tos Bt Acimomevous Gaoov exeAevoe Akodovbeiv. An- 
tonin. Lib. fab. 41, Bivat cis Goooy TH nuvi. Joseph. Ant. xix. 
2. 4. Herod. iv. 3, tévat Gocov aitady, add. vii. 233. Con- 
jungendum autem est dooov cum mapeAéyovto Lucian. H. V. 1, 
p- 657, ri émoton 5&, Upavtes emrA€omey mAnoloy TaY vepav. 

The Vulgate has ‘cum sustulissent de Asson,’ as if the re- 
ference was to Assos (see above, xx. 13), and so the @thiopic 
Version: the Syriac and Arabic have Thasos. Our English 
Authorized Version renders it ‘they sailed close by Crete ;’ and 
so Beza and Welstein, who gives numerous examples of this use 
of decor, p. 640. 

14. %Bade] See on Mark xiv. 72, and below, v. 41, epeicaca, 
and v. 43, dmropplpavras. 

— kar’ aitijs] i.e. against Crete, from the heights of Mount 
Ida. Cp. Matt. viii. 32, xatd rod Kpnuvod.—airijs cannot refer 
(as some have thought) to the ship, which is called wAoioy. Cp. 
on v. 4]. 
— tvenos tupwrikds] a violent wind; a hurricane or whirl- 

wind, sometimes calied ruddy, Hesych. Plin. N. H. ii. 49, 
“ Typhon, locum ex loco mutans rapida vertigine, praecipua navi- 
gantium pestis, non antennas modo, verum ipsa navigia contorta 
frangens.”” 

— EipaxtAwy] So A and B*, and Vulg. and Cassiodor., 
which have ‘ Euro-aquilo.”’ This reading seems also to be con- 
firmed by the Sahidic Version, which has EvpakjAwy, and to 
have given rise to EdtpaxfjAwy in the Coptic, and EtpaxdcAwy 
in the Armenian, and Aguilo in the Aithiopic Version. 

EvpaxtAwy has been approved by Grofius, and ably defended 
by Bentley (on Freethinking, pp. 98—100, ed. Camb. 1743), 
and by Mr. Smith, p. 98, and in his Dissertation, pp. 154—159, 
and it has been received by Lachm. and Bornemann. 

Elz. has Eipoxavdwy. G, H have EvooxAviwv. 
EvpuxAviwv. 

St. Luke says that the word in question was the name of a 
wind (&veuos, see also v. 15, TG Gvéuw). But Euro-clydon is 
rather the name of a wave (kAddwv) than of a wind. 

Besides, the writer says, that the &veuos was that which is 
called (5 kaXovuevos) by the name in question. It was known 
by that name. If, then, Euroc/ydon were the true reading, it 
would probably be found somewhere as a name of a wind; but it 
nowhere occurs as such. 

None of these objections apply to the reading EvpaxtAwy. 
The wind, EdpaxtaAwy, in Latin, Zuro-aquilo, was the name given 
by Mariners, especially Italians, to what the ancient Greeks called 
Kaixfas, which was the wind between Eurus and Aquilo, i.e. is 
the E.N.E. wind in the Roman compass; and therefore called 
Euro-aquilo by the Roman seamen, as Euro-notus and Euro- 
auster, similar compounds, were used to designate the s.r. 

It may be said that the proper etymological form of the word 
in the text would be EdjpoaxtdAwy. And it is not improbable that 
that is the true reading. The confusion of EYPOAKYAQN and 

B** has 

ETPOKAYAON is a very easy one, and likely to be made by the 
Copyists, who would be more familiar with the word xAJdwy than 
with axtAwr. 

As has been weli shown by Mr. Smith, p. 98, the effect of 
an E.N.E. wind, would have been precisely such as is described 
by St. Luke to have been produced on the ship. 

15. emiidvres epepducla] we gave the ship to the gale, and 
scudded before it. Eurip. Troad. 683, évddvres tux, said of 
sailors committing their ship to fortune. Heliod. A&thiop. i. 3, 
Tov KuBepyijtou evddvros (scil. 7d wAoiov) TG aveuw. Plutarch. de 
fortuna Rom. p. 319. Cesar ad navis gubernatorem fluctus ve- 
hementiores timentem, TéAua, kal 5€5:61 wndev, GAAA ewdldov 
wh tUxn TA iotla, Kal déxou 7d mvedpa, TE mveovTt moaTEbwr, 
bri Kaloapa pépes kal Thy Katoapos tixny. (Kuin.) Cp. Welst. 
p- G41. 

16. Srodpaudvres} having run under the lee of a little island 
called Claudé, in order to have stiller water, and to be sheltered 
from the wind, so as to be enabled to hoist up the boat (which was 
towed after the ship), and to lash it on board; and to undergird 
the ship, to keep its timbers together, and to equip it better for 
the storm. Their next care was to lower the sail and bring down 
her spars and rigging. Cp. Kitlo, p. 439. 

— KAavdyv] So A (probably) and G, H; but B has Kavda, 
and S. Jerome has Cauden, and this, it seems, is the- true read- 
ing. The modern name of the island is Gozzo,—a corruption of 
KAaddos and Gaudus, the name given it by Péolemy, iii. 7, and 
Mela, ii. 7, and Plin. iv. 20, “ dextré Cretam habenti contra 
Hierapytnam Gaudos.’’ It lies about twenty miles to the South 
of Crete. 
— péAts] with difficulty (vv. 7 and 8), because of the high sea, 

and because the boat was probably full of water, and also “ be- - 
cause the ship must have been rounded with her head to the wind 
and her sails trimmed, so that she had no head-way.’’ (Smith.) 
— mepixpareis y. T. cKapNS] to get possession of the boat by 

hoisting it with cables thrown round (epi) it. And yet all 
this was labour lost, because afterwards the boat, which had been 
hoisted on board with difficulty, was allowed to fall off (v. 32). 

17. Bonfelas] stays and braces to keep the ship together. 
(Arist. Rhet. ii. 5.) 
— dro(wvvivres] undergirding by “cables passed round the 

hull or frame of the ship,’”—commonly called “ frapping it,”— 
lest, by the straining of her planks and timbers, the vessel should 
leak and founder. (Smith, p. 106. Howson, pp. 373. 405.) 
— thy Siptiw] the Lesser Syrtis, or African quick-sand, to the 

s.w. of Crete. Sérabo, ii. p. 185. Plin. N. H. v.'4. Soli- 
nUs, XXVii. 
— xaddoavtes Td oxedos] The neufer singular oxedos, which 

occurs frequently in N. T. (Luke viii. 16. John xix. 29. Acts 
ix. 15; x. 11. 1 Thess. iv. 4. 1 Pet. iii. 7. Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. 
pp. 29—33), denotes some single object, and as such is dis- 
tinguished from the feminine oxevh, supellex. And cxedos, with 
the definite Article, as here, signifies some special object of im- 
portance,—that which might kar’ eoxhy be called 7d cxevos. 

It is most probably the main-yard and sail. Some sail 
would doubtless be necessary to work the vessel on the starboard , 
tack, i. e. with the right side to windward, so as to keep her off 
the quick-sand ; but a press of canvas such as would not do any 
harm while they were under the lee of Claudé or Gozzo, would 
be attended with danger in such a tempestuous gale as that which 
had overtaken them; and therefore they might be constrained 
XaAGv, i.e. to lower with ropes (see the use of xaAgv Mark 
ii. 4. Luke vy. 4. Acts ix. 25; xxvii. 30. 2 Cor. xi. 33), 7d 
okevdos, the main-yard and its sail. It had doubtless been 
already furled. This is nearly the interpretation of the ancient 
Expositors (Chrys. interprets it ra ioria, al. 7d iorlov. The 
Syriac renders it velum, and Bede ‘laxantes antennas.’ Vulg. 
has ‘submisso vase’); and it is confirmed by a passage of Seneca 
(Ep. 77): ‘“Quoties ventus increbuit, majorque est quam ex- 
pedit, antenna submitlilur (i.e. xad@ra:), Or it may be ren- 
dered, “ having lowered the gear.” 
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18. éxBodrhy] they were casting out the freight, to lighten 
the ship while it was tossed by the storm. See LXX, Jonah i. 5, 
epoBiOncay of vavtixol, kal €xBoAhy eroihioavtTo Tav oKEvoY 
tav ey TO mrolw cis Thy OdAaccay, TOU Kovgicbivat aw 
a’ray. They lost their freight, as St. Paul had prophesied v. 10; 
but, as S. Aug. says (in Ps. 132), ‘‘ Paulus in corde ferebat 
patrimonium fidei suze, quod nullis fluctibus, nullis tempestatibus 
potuit auferri.’”’ He had learnt ‘opus esse mercibus que cum 
naufrago enatent.”’ 

On the éx8oA} resorted to in a storm, see Blomf. Aischyl. 
8. c. T. 755, mpérpunva 8 exBoray pépew avipGy adrpnoray 
bABos teyav raxuvOels. 

19. tiv oxevhy] the furniture of the ship,—beds, tables; 
perhaps also the tackle, rigging, yards, and spars. 
— pay) So A, B, C.—Elz. éppipapev. 
20. émipawdvtwy] appearing, shining upon. 

x. 9, “ Nec sidus atra nocte amicum appareat.’’ 
— repinpetro] every hope was being taken away, as it were, 

cut away all around: a happy expression describing the taking 
away of one hope after another; ‘“‘ omnis spes circumcidebatur, 
amputabatur.” See Wetst. 

21. dorlas] Anxiety and fear had taken away all appetite for 
food, and had produced nausea and disgust for it. Perhaps the 
* cabuse’ for cooking victuals had been washed overboard ; and it 
would not be easy to light a fire for the purpose in the storm. 
— orabels 5 Maidos ev wéow] Paul standing up in the midst. 

The storm, by God’s permission, was raised by the Prince of the 
Power of the Air (Eph. ii. 2) against the ship that was carrying the 
Gospel to Rome; and, humanly speaking, it wouid have over- 
whelmed it (v. 20). But it was made subservient by God’s Pro- 
vidence to display the courage of the Apostle, and the power of 
divine grace, which enabled him to remain firm and intrepid in the 
tempest, and to s/and up in the midst, and inspire others with hope. 

The Ship may be compared to the Church, tossed by storms, 
in her course over the waters of this world. These tempests try 
the faith, and patience, and courage, of all who, like St. Paul, are 
strong in grace, and suffer for Christ. They serye to exercise and 
to prove them, and to manifest the work of the Holy Spirit in 
their hearts. Perhaps the most effective Sermon that St. Paul 
ever preached was in this storm. Its power will never cease to be 
felt by those who read the record of it here. And it may serve to 
fill the heart of every devout reader with comfort and trust, that 
every tempest of Persecution which is excited by Satan against 
the Ship of the Church, will be made eventually conducive to the 
furtherance of the Gospel, and to the eternal welfare and happi- 
ness of God’s faithful seryants, and to the greater manifestation 
of His Love, Power, and Glory. 

— Kepdjca] fo gain this violence and loss. OnoauplCes dpyhv, 
Rom. ii. 5. So cepdalverv kana, ebpetvy brAcbpov. Bentley on 
Phalaris, pp. 255, 256. Plin. N. H. vii. 40, “lucrifecit injuriam.” 
There is a gentle irony in the expression. Ye exposed yourselves 
to danger,—against good advice,—for the sake of gaining wealth 
by your merchandise; and you have gained nothing but loss. 
Here again the Authorized Version has been censured without 
reason by some, 

Horat. Epod. 

23. trod cod] Elz. places &yyedos before rod @cod, but A, B, 
C place &yyedos after Aatpedw. And this appears to be the 
better reading. In speaking to Gentiles who had no notion of 
the ministry of Angels, it is not probable that St. Paul would 
have used the word Angel otherwise than subsequently and sub- 
ordinately to God. 

27. diapepouevov juav] It cannot, therefore, be assumed (as 
has been done), that the Wind continued alway the same.—d.a- 
épecGc means ‘ to be carried in different directions.’ See xiii. 49, 
and Wefst. 
— ’Adpla] *Idviov réAayos, 6 viv’Adplas, Hesych. So Strabo, 

ii. p. 185, and other passages quoted by Wedstein, p. 644, showing 
that writers contemporary with St. Luke apply the term Adria 
and Adriatic to that part of the Mediterranean which lies between 
Greece and Sicily, i. e. the Jonian Sea; and distinguish between 
Adria and the Adriatic Gulf, or Gulf of Venice. (Ignat. Mart. 5.) 

Compare the account given by Josephus (Vit. 3), of his own 
dangerous voyage to Rome, BarriaGévtos Tod mAolov KaTa& peoov 
7ov “Adplay, and of his safe arrival at Pufeoli, after the ship in 
which he was, containing 600 souls, had been lost, and eighty of 
them were taken on board by a vessel from Cyrene, in Africa, 
going to Italy. 
— mpoodyew aitots xépav] that some land was drawing near 

us. St. Luke speaks here and elsewhere in the language of 
sailors. See xxi. 3, and Wetst. and Kuin. here. Cp. Val. Flacc. 
ii. 8, ‘jam longa recessit Sepias.’’ Virg. Ain. iii. 72, ‘ Prove- 
himur portu, terreeque urbesque recedunt.” Ovid, Met. vi. 513, 
“ Admotumque fretum remis, tellusque repulsa est.’ Cic. Quest. 
Acad, iv. 25, ‘‘videsne navem illam? stare nobis videtur: at 
iis, qui in navi sunt, moveri hee villa.’”’ Achill. Tat. ii. 32, yav 
yap éwpduev ard ris vnds Kata mixpdy avaxwpodoay, ds aithy 
mA €ovoay. 

28. Borlcavtes] having sounded, with the Boas, or plumb-line, 
let down from the foreship. : 
— dpyuids] fathoms: properly the measure from the end of 

one arm outstretched (apeyvia) to the extremity of the other, to- 
gether with the breast (Htymol., Hesych.), and reckoned as equal 
to three wnxets or cubits. Eustath. 

29. é« mpduyns plyavres ayxtpas téocapas] They cast four 
anchors from the stern; a circumstance which has perplexed 
modern critics and sailors; but has been successfully explained 
by reference to the structure of Ancient Ships. They were alike 
at both ends, and had only paddle-rudders (andAia, v. 40), one 
on either quarter, which could be triced up, and had hawseholes 
at the stern, 

Besides, the ship in which St. Paul was, was not running, 
but hove to, when she anchored; and the design was to cut the 
cables (v. 40), and run the ship on the beach at daylight. (Smith, 
pp- 200, 201.) 

In anchoring by the stern the paddle-rudders were lifted out 
of the water, and lashed together tightly by their Cevxrnpla 
(v. 40), and the rudder-ports or rudder-cases served for hawse- 
holes to the anchors. In the battle of Copenhagen the English 
ships of war were anchored by the stern; and Lord Nelson stated 
after the battle, that he had been led to adopt this measure in 
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consequence of having just been reading this chapter of the 
Acts of the Apostles: see Howson. 

80. aykipas exrefyew] under pretence that, being in the boat, 
into which they would take anchors and their cables, they would 
stretch them forth (éxrelvewv) or “lay them out” from the fore- 
ship, so as to steady the ship pitching in the sea. 

This pretext, which seems to have deceived the centurion, 
a landsman, was seen through by St. Paul, who warned the cen- 
turion, that unless the sailors remained on board to work the ship, 
and thrust her in shore, the passengers would be lost. A remark- 
able proof of the Apostle’s superiority, even as regards human 
wisdom and forethought. 

82. clacay abtiy éxmeweiv] A striking proof of St. Paul’s power 
over the minds of the Roman soldiers. The first portion of the 
Voyage had been characterized by opposition to his advice (v. 11) ; 
the latter is distinguished by compliance with it. 

Such, in brief, is the History, past and future, of the Gospel 
of Christ. 

33. jetadaBeivy] So A, B, C.—Elz. mpocdaBeiv. 
84. azodcirat] So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Versions. 

—Elz. receira. 
85. edxapiotnoe] he gave thanks, as if what God had pro- 

mised (v. 24) had been already fulfilled. Observe his faith in 
the storm—and see its effects on others (vv. 36, 37). 

The words AaBwv &prov, evxaplornoe, Kal KAdoas, compared 
with Luke xxii. 19, 20, and 1 Cor. xi. 23, are remarkable, and 
suggest that this act may have been connected with a celebration 
of the Holy Eucharist. See Tertullian de Orat. 24. 

87.] two hundred and seventy-six, See above, v. 6. For 
Siaxdoiat B. arbitrarily reads ws. 

88. 7dv cirov] the corn—with which it was laden; for it was 
a corn-ship; part of its freight had been cast out before (v. 18). 
On the form of the word see Winer, p. 60. 

The wheat was cast into the sea, in order to lighten the ship, 
that she might be worked more easily and thrust in to the beach. 

89. aiyiaddv] a beach,—without rocks. 
40. ras ayxipas mepicAdytes] having cut the cables of the four 

anchors, by which the ship had been held during the night; and 
thus abandoned them to the sea, in which they were left. The 
sense of mepieAdyes is clear from mepinpeiro (v. 20). 

St. Luke’s design in this narrative appears to be to show, 
that all human aids or appliances were of no use in the storm, 
and were discarded as such even by the crew. The reader will 
observe the climax in the enumeration of their successive acts of 
abandonment,— _ 
” They cast overboard some of the freight (v. 18). 
(2) They cast overboard with their own hands the furniture 

(cxevhv) of the ship (v. 19). 
(3) They cut off the oat, in which many of them had in- 

tended to escape (vv. 30. 32). 
(4) They cast the corn out of the ship into the sea (v. 38). 
(5) They abandoned their anchors to the sea. 
We hear nothing more of the xuBepyfrns and vatxAnpos, 

who had opposed St. Paul (v. 11). He alone stands forth un- 
moved in the storm (v. 21). The crew discarded as useless their 

ordinary helps; and ‘‘all hope that they should be saved had been 
taken away ’’ (v. 20). 

But they had St, Paul and his Mission on board ; and they all 
came safe toland. “Noli timere, Czsaris fortunas vehis,” was the 
saying of Julius Cesar to the panic-struck mariner in the Adriatic; 
“ Nolite timere, Carist1 Evangelium vebitis,” was that of St. Paul. 
— Gua avévres tas Cevxtnplas tov wndadrlwv] af the same 

time loosening the bands of the rudders. 
The ship was not steered, as modern vessels are, by one rudder 

moving on hinges at the stern, but by two my5ddia (from mijda, 
oars; see the Editor’s note on Theocritus xxi. 10), whence the 
English paddle, one on either quarter of the stern. This pair of 
mnddAa, so arranged, may be seen represented in ancient coins, 
pictures, and other monuments, in Smith, pp. 183. 193, 194. 198, 
199. Cp. Heliodor. 5, p. 241, tay 5¢ rydadlwy Odtepoy aro~ 
Baddyres. Lucian, Toxari, p.51, rod oxddous Hn wAéovtes exxpe- 
pavvipevo. TGv wndadrlwv, and Navig. 5, tom. iii. p. 252, 
GvOpwrlokos AemTH Kduakt TA THdGALA TepiaTpedwv. Allian, 
H. V. ix. 40, 871 Kapxnddviot 500 KuBepyhras ciojyor eis Thy 
vadv, &tomov A€yortes elvat, Sto wey wHdGALa Exe K.T.A., and 
Weist. here. 

When the vessel was anchored by the stern, as this had been 
(v. 29), these two rnddara were lifted out of the water, and were 
lashed together by the (edyAa:, which seem to have bound them 
together habitually, thence called here ai Cevetnolat, the rudder- 
bands; and were capable of being tightened or loosened, as need 
required, Cp. Eurip. Helen. 1536, mndddid re CevyAaiot mopa- 
xaGlero, i. e. the rudder-paddles were let down at the sides of the 
ship (rapaxaiero) by bands ((edyAat). 

These Cevxtnpiat, by which the w5dAra had been lifted up 
out of the water and braced tightly together, were now loosened 
(avéOncav), so that the mn5ddra descended into the water, and 
were ready for use to steer the ship on to the beach. 

All these expedients were resorted to, in order to thrust the 
ship as far on shore as possible. 

The ancient Christian Fathers seem to have found special 
delight in comparing the Church to a ship ; and the reader may 
not be displeased with the insertion in this place of the following 
eloquent passage from S. Hippolytus, Bishop of Portus, near 
Rome (de Antichristo, § 9), which illustrates what has been said 
concerning the ¢wo rudders, and also throws some light on other 
portions of St. Luke’s narrative; where, in many respects, the 
Alexandrine Vessel carrying St. Paul, and tossed by violent 
storms, presents a lively picture of the Christian Church. 

Odracod eorw 5 Kédopos, ev & % ExxAngla, as vais ev 
meAdyet, XetudCeTat wey, GAA’ ovK awdAdAUTAL Exe ey yap wel” 
éaurijs tov umeipoy KuBepyqtny XPISTON, dépet dé ev uéce 
kal 7d tpowaiov Kata tov Oavdrov as toy (read ws iardy, 
i. e. like a mast) oravpby tov Kuplov Baord{ovgas earl yap 
abrijs mpapa nev 4) avaroA}, mptuva bt 7 Svots, Td SE KoiAov pe- 
onuBpla’ ofanes dt ai Sto Arabia (the two Testaments are her 
two mnddAia, by which she steers her course). Sxotwla 5t wepite- 
Tapéva } aydrn TOD Xpiotod oplyyouca thy “ExxAnclay (here is 
a reference to the use of cables for girding the ship and bracing 
its timbers together; cp. above, v. 17) mAoiov dt 8 pepes (the 
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oxdgn, or boat; cp. above, vv. 16. 30. 32) ued Eautijs Td Aoutpdy 
Tis madvyyeverias, dvaveotons tos maretovtas (probably the 
font of baptism is compared to the boat, as conveying and admit- 
ting the crew and passengers into the ship). “O@ev 5¢ radra Aaumpa, 
mdpeotiy ds mvetua, Td am’ ovpavar, de ob oppayiCovrat of morev- 
ovtes TH Ocg* wapemovrat dé aitH KyKupat cLdypai, adrad Tob 
Xpiorov aylat evrodal, Suvaral (i. e. powerful and stedfast) és 
aldnpos* Exer 5 kal vabras Setiods Kal edwviuous aylous ayyédous 
mapéSpous, 5° dv del xpareirat kal gpoupeira 7, *ExkAnola. 
KAluaé év abtp, eis tos avdyouca ex) Td Képas, eixav onelov 
adOovs Xpicrovd, EAkovoa Tods moods cis avdBacw ovpavay, i.e. 
the ship’s ladder which conveys aloft to the summit of (the mast), 
is an image or resemblance of the sign of the Passion of Christ 
(i. e. of the Holy Eucharist), which draws the faithful up to the 
ascent of heaven. ; 

S. Hippolytus goes on to say, Yn Papo) dé ém rd Képas eg” 
imAod aivovmevor Tdkis rpopntar, paptipwy re, kal droaTéAwy 
eis BaciAclay Xpiotod avaravoyevwy. Here, instead of Wnpapol 
alvotmevot, we may read Yidapa aiwpotmeva. Whpapa are 
the Latin suppara, Senec. Ep. 77, in Medea, 325. Lucan, v 
429, “Summa suppara velorum;’’ or, as Tertullian calls them 
(Apol. 16, ad Nation. 12), siphara (Whpapa), i.e. top-sails (cp. 
Smith, pp. 152. 195). And S. Hippolylus means that the topsails, 
which are raised aloft to the summit of the mast, and are set 
there, remind him of the order of Prophets, and Martyrs, and 
Apostles glorified, and resting in bliss, in the kingdom of Christ. 

A similar comparison of the Church to a Ship may be seen 
in a treatise in Montfaucon’s S. Chrysostom, vi. tom. vi. p. cv: 
* Quamvis infestatione Inimici Ecclesia ab sculi tempestatibus 
laboret, quibusvis tentationibus pulsetur, naufragium facere non 
potest, quia Filium Dei habet Gubernatorem: navigat enim fidei 
gubernaculo, felici cursu per hujus seculi mare, habens Deum 
Gubernatorem, Angelos remiges, portans choros omnium sanc- 
torum, erecté in medio ipsa salutari arbore crucis, in qua evan- 
gelice fidei vela suspendens, flante Spiritu Sancto, vehitur ad 
portum Paradisi, et securitatem quietis eterne.” 

The symbol of a Ship, emblematic of the Church, is often 
seen represented on the Christian monuments in the Catacombs 
of Rome; see Bp. Kip on the Catacombs, p. 114, ed. 1859. 
— Ty dpréuwva] So A, B, C, and Caten., p. 405, and so 

Winer.—Elz. has dpréuova: it was the ‘small sail’ (Syriac), 
the foresail fixed at the prow on a bowsprit. See Juvenal, xii. 
67, describing a ship in a storm: 

‘¢ ____ inopi miserabilis arte cucurrit 
Vestibus extensis, et quod superaverat unum 
Velo prora suo,” 

which the old Scholiast explains, “‘ Artemone solo velificaverunt.” 
Cp. Isidor. Orig. xix. 3, as emended by Mr. Smith, p. 192, 
“ Dolon est minimum velum, et ad proram defixum Artemo diri- 
gende potiiis navis causi commendatum (commendatur?) quam 
celeritate,”’ or, as Bede says here, “‘ Artemon est modicum velum, 
dirigende,” &c., as in Isidore. Hence the Roman Lawyers said 

1 The following is from the Sailing Directory, 1834 :— 
Sr. Pat's Bay.—This is divided from Melheha Bay by the 

Peninsula of Salmona, on the hilly part of which stands a square 
building, commonly called the Salmona Palace; and at the extremit 
of this peninsula is a low and irregularly-formed island, named Sal- 
mona Island, already noticed; this constitutes the northern part of 
St. Paul's Bay. There are 2 few rocks at its eastern point, extending 
outward pa half a cable’s length ; and at the distance of a cable’s 
length you will have clear ground, with from ten to fourteen fathoms. 

The east end of Salmona Island, and the Point of Kauro, are 
distant from each other above one mile, and bear N.W. by W. and 
S.E. by E. (N.W. 34. and S.E.48.), the ba running in W.S.W. 
(W.45.). The depth of water between the island and the point is 
eighteen fathoms, from whence it lessens to fourteen, ten, eight, and 
at the further end three fathoms, where there are a sandy beach and 
arivulet. About a quarter of a mile to the southward of Salmona 

(Labeo, Digest. 50, tit. 16, leg. 242), “ Malum navis esse partem, 
Artemonem autem non esse,’’ and ep. Boeckh (Urkunden des 
Attischen Seewesens, p. 140), who calls it the smallest sail. 

They let the vessel drive before the breeze, by a single small 
sail. All these incidents are mentioned with so much minuteness 
by St. Luke, in order to show that “vain was the help of man,” 
and that their preservation (and they were a// preserved) was due, 
not to any human means, but to God’s goodness alone, especially 
towards His faithful servant and prisoner, St. Paul (see v. 24). 

Doubtless also the Holy Spirit in dictating this beautiful 
narrative, designed to suggest the reflection, that whenever and 
wheresoever it is God’s will that the Gospel shall be preached, no 
storms raised by the Evil One against Christ’s Church can ob- 
struct her course; and that though all human aids fail her, though 
the material vessel is split in fragments, and scattered over the 
waves,—though the earth itself is wrecked and dissolved,—He 
can bring her and hers by a single Artemon to shore. 

41. mepimeodyres] This word does not indicate human contri- 
vance, but a wepimérea of Divine Providence. They had selected 
a creek having a beach, into which they desired, if possible, to 
thrust in the ship (v. 39). But this would not have been effected 
unless they had fallen into a témos d:0¢Aacoos. This may be 
explained from reference to the Chart of St. Paul’s Bay, Malta 
(Smith, 124. Howson, 422), where is the small island Salmo- 
netta, which produces a current that would carry a ship into a 
small cove in the rémos 5:6¢Aaccos, which, by its approximation 
to the shore, the island makes between itself and the beach !. 

“The sea rushing into the Bay from the N.r. strikes against 
the outer point of this small island, which causes it to divide and 
meet again at the inner point, in a small Cove, where any Ship- 
Master would run his ship, if in distress.’’ (Cole.) 

— Thy vaiy] they thrust-in the vadv. Observe the word vavv, 
not wAozov, which had hitherto been the word used throughout 
the narrative ; Aoioy occurs thirteen times in this chapter, and 
the word vais had never been used as yet. 

Indeed, the present is the only place in the New Testament 
where the word vais is found ; 

There is a great force in it here, The vessel had formerly 
been a noble wAoioy for sailing (cis Td wAciv); but now that it 
has lost its freight, its tackle, its boat, its provisions, its anchors, 
its all—it is reduced to a vais, a hulk, not fit to sail, mAciv, but 
only veiv, to swim, 

— 7 mpiuva eddero] the stern was yoing to pieces, while the 
foreship stuck fast. The word eAteto, was being dissolved, is a 
happy one; the strong solid ship was becoming as loose as the 
liquid element in which it had sailed. So Virg. Ain. x. 303, 
“puppis tua, Tarchon, solvitur ;’’ and Cicero, Attic. xv. 11, 
“ dissolulum navigium.” (Wetst.) 

St. Paul had been already in three shipwrecks before this 
(2 Cor. xi. 25). How little, after all, do we know of what the 
great Apostle suffered for Christ! But it is all registered in His 
Book ; which will be opened at the Last Day. 

44, ndvras diacwOijvat] all escaped in safety to land. Perhaps 

Tsland is a patch of foul ground, over which the least depths are six 
and a half and seven fathoms. The harbour is open to easterly and 
north-easterly winds; but it isa safe place for imal veaneli with good 
holding-ground ; and so long as your cables will hold, your anchors 
will never drag. The best anchorage is abreast of the small cove on 
your Sarboard side going in, where you will find from six to ten 
fathoms, mud and clay, Small vessels may haul into the cove, and 
lash themselves together in a tier, having an anchor out to the SS. 
Eastward, and no winds can injure them. 

Within Kauro Point you will sce a small tower and battery, 
called the- University ; anushed battery, Zibena, stands three-quarters 
ofa mile further in, and beyond that is St. Paul’s tower. There 
are also three other batteries defending the Points of the Bay, two of 
which are situated near the beach at the bottom of the Bay, From 
Kauro Point the land runs 8.E, by E. (S.E.48.) for five miles, 
towards the Lighthouse of Valetta, 
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some were saved spiritually by the evidence they had scen of 
St. Paul’s prophetic power (see vv. 10. 22. 26), and by being led 
thereby, and by his miracles (xxviii. 9, 10), to listen to the 
Gospel ; and thus the Storm in Adria brought them to the hea- 
venly hayen of eternal Peace. 

Cu. XXVIII. 1. éréyvwpev] we discerned. So A, B, C.— 

Elz. énéyvacar. 
— MeAlrn] Malta. The theories which suppose this to be 

any other than Malta, and particularly to be Melida in the Adriatic 
Gulf, seem to proceed from a misunderstanding of the word 
*Adpla in xxvii. 27, and from other similar misconceptions. See 
Biscoe, p. 67. Smith, Dissertation ii. p. 130. Howson, p. 426. 
It is by no means probable that an Alexandrine ship on its way 
toward Rome (v. 11), would be found wintering at an island in 
the Gulf of Venice; but it would be very likely to winter at 
Malta. 

2. of BépBapo:] the barbarians. Rom. i. 14. 1 Cor. xiv. 11. 
People who spoke a strange language, i. e. neither Greek nor 
Jatin. Ovid, Trist. v. 10. 37, “‘ Barbarus hic ego sum, quia non 
intelligor ulli.” The dialect here spoken was probably African or 
Phoenician. (Rosenm., Kuin., Biscoe. Prof. Blunt on Duties 
of Parish Priest, p. 48.) The Greeks called all others, even the 
Romans, fapBdpovs. ‘* Barbari antiquitus omnes dicebantur 
exceptis Grecis.”” (Festus.) 

‘As the Jews called all Gentiles Greeks, so the Romans and 
Greeks called all others barbarous. 

By calling the Maltese Sd¢pBapo:, St. Luke shows that he is 
writing as a Hellenist to Hellenists. 

But here, and v. 10, St. Luke draws silently a contrast be- 
tween the kindness of these so-called barbarians, and the conduct 
of those who despised the rest of the world as barbarous, and yet 
had treated St. Paul in a barbarous manner—the Jews and 
Romans at Cesarea. We hear of no miracle wrought before 
Felix by St. Paul, in his two years’ imprisonment at Czsarea, or 
before Festus and Agrippa; but he worked many miracles among 
these civilized barbarians, v. 9. 
— ob thy rvxotcav] extraordinary. See above, xix. 11. 
— davres mupdv] having kindled a fire; into which the 

viper was afterwards cast; see on v. 4. 
8. ad] So A, B, C, G, H, and Caten. p. 407.—Elz. éx. The 

sense is, the Viper, which was probably then in a torpid state, 
from the cold and damp (v. 2), had been taken up by St. Paul 
in the sticks, which were laid by him on the fire, and was driven 
forth from them (amd rijs 6épuns, by the force of the heat), and 

recovered its vitality and passed through them and darted forth 
from them, and seized on his hand. 

4. of BdpBapot—ereyov mpds GAAHAovs] the barbarians were 
speaking to one another, in their own tongue, neither Greek nor 
Latin (v. 2). This mention of what the barbarians said (viz. that 
St. Paul was a murderer, &c.), and which evidently they imagined 
would not be understood, is another silent evidence of power, in 
the Apostles and Evangelists, to understand and speak languages 
which they had not learnt, and were not supposed to know ; just 
as they understood what was said in the Lycaonian dialect, and 
spoke it to the people at Lystra. See above, Acts xiv. 11, and 
on ii. 4. 
— 7 dl{kn] whom Justice suffered not to live: so Soph. Antig. 

544, ode edoe: todTS Y 7 Alkn. ‘H Alkn is the Latin ‘ Justitia,” 
an abstraction personified, as Virg. Georg. iii. 474, ‘‘ extrema per 
illos Justitia excedens terris vestigia fecit.”” 

Rather it was the malice of the Evil One, who had hoped 
that St. Paul would perish in the storm, which he, as. Prince of 
the power of the air (Eph. ii. 2), had been permitted by God to 
raise (cp. Job i. 12. 19), that he might defeat his mission to 
Rome. ‘Vipera fixit, Demonis arma gerens,’’ says Arator (ii. 
1157), and ‘ Preedo venit,—sed preeda jacet.’? The same God 
who delivered Paul from the sea, saved him from the serpent (see 
Christ’s prophecy, Mark xvi. 18), and enabled him to cast it into 
the fire—a figurative and prophetic emblem of what awaits him 
who is the Old Serpent, the d¢is apxatos (Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2), the 
Enemy of the Church, which he endeavours to destroy by the 
storms of Persecution (Rev. xii. 14, 15), and by the venom of 
Heresy ; and whose doom it will be to be cast eis Aluyny mupds, 
into the lake of fire, Rev. xx. 10. 
— ovx elacev] suffered not—to live. Observe the aorist, they 

think of him as already dead, and speak of him as such. 
5. arotiwatduevos] having shaken off from himself. So A, 

G, H.— Elz. has amotiwdtas. 
6. @cdv] a god: placed thus emphatically at the end of the 

sentence by A and B.—Elz. has Oedy abrdy elvat. 
7. TG mpétw)] ‘the primus,’ his official title, the mpatos 

MeArtalwy, or Primus Melitensium. See the Inscription in 
Biscoe, p. 67. Cp. Blunt, p. 48. Smith, 148. Howson, 425. 

8. ducevteplw] So A, B, G,H. Cp. Lobeck, Phryn. p. 518. 
— idoaro] he healed. A reward for hospitality. 
10. tiuais] with presents, gifts, and offerings (Chrys.). See 

1 Tim. v. 17. 

lL. Atocxotpois] The two sons of Jove, Castor and Pollux, the 
supposed patrons of sailors in the heathen world (Horat. Carm. i. 
3. 2; iv. 8.31. Calull. iv. 27. Ovid, Fast. v. 720. Theocrit. 
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xxii. 1), which were at the prow’s head, and were the insigne, by 
which the ship was known. On the insignia of ships, as distinct 
from their tutela, see Welst., p. 652. Ruhnken’s Dissertation, 
ed. 1771. Blomfield, Aschyl. S. c. Theb. 196. 

It is the custom, says the Bishop of Alexandria (S. Cyril, 
in Caten. here), for Alexandrine vessels to have such figures as 
these on the right and left of the prow. 

St. Paul cid not scruple to sail in a vessel with heathen 
deities for its insigne; and the Holy Spirit has vouchsafed to 
mention their name, Dioscuri, sons of Zeus, or Jupiter. 

For what reasons ? 
(1) Perhaps to remove such scruples as troubled the mind of 

Tertullian (see his “ De corona militis ’’ and ‘‘ De Idololatria”’) 
in ancient times, and of Quakers and some others in modern, and to 
teach the nature of Christian Liberty (viz.), that Christians may 
freely and without sin communicate with idolaters in the common 
concerns of life, such as navigation, commerce, and language, &c. 
(1 Cor. v. 9, 10), although they must at the samé time take care 
not to communicate with them in any act of idolatry (1 Cor. x. 
21. 2 Cor. vi. 14—16. Eph. v. 11). 

(2) To correct the spirit of self-righteousness which has 
made distinctions and differences in the Church, on the plea of 
conscientious objections to the use of certain words and names 
derived from heathen uses, suck as the days of the week. 

(3) To suggest the reflection, that the Gospel of Christ 
would appropriate and consecrate all things to itself; 

The Gospel is presented to us in this divine history as sailing 
towards Rome in an Egyptian ship, with a heathen sign. S. 
Cyril quotes happily the LXX of Isa. xi. 14, speaking of Chris- 
tian Missions, rerac@joovta ev mAolots GAAOPUAwY, they will 
Sly as with wings in the ships of strangers and unbelievers. 

It is worthy of remark, that the ancient enemy of the Church 
of God, Egypt, was made to furnish two of the Ships (Acts xxvii. 
6; xxviii. 11) which conveyed the Apostle of the Gentiles, in his 
way to preach the Gospel to the great Metropolis of the Heathen 
world. The Gospel of the Son of God was carried in a ship with a 
Heathen sign, called from the sons of Jove. It was about to sub- 
due heathen Rome, and to make the Mistress of the world pass 
under the mild yoke of the Cross. It was about to plant the 
Cross of Christ in the centre of the blood-stained Colosseum, to 
erect the statues of Peter and Paul on the summits of its Egyp- 
tian obelisks, and to convert the Pantheon of Agrippa into a 
Christian Church. 

Here is a striking prophecy and pledge of the future subjec- 
tion of all earthly powers and opposing forces beneath the feet of 
Christ ; and of the future manifestation of His Omnipotence in 
making them all subsidiary and subservient to the triumph of His 
Gospel. 

13. repteABdvres] not by a straight course, but tacking; the 
wind not being favourable, for it is added, that after one day, the 
south wind (which was favourable) sprung up abaft (éreyévero), 
and so on the second day they arrived at Puteoli—a distance of 
182 miles from Rhegium. On the rate of sailing of ancient ships, 
see Smith, p. 209, who understands Sevrepaio: as equivalent to 
7H ets 7mépa. 

— Moriddovs] Puteoli, 150 miles from Rome, now Pozzuoli, 
on the Bay of Naples, an éurdpiov ueyirrov, Strabo, v. p. 376; 
especially for Alexandrine Corn-ships. (Seneca, Epist. 77.) 
Sometimes called a ‘ Second Delos’ on account of its commerce. 
Its earliest name was Dicearchia. 

There is an interesting fact, recorded in connexion with 
Puteoli, in the Martyrdom of S. Ignatius, the disciple of St. John 
(p. 568). When he was going to his martyrdom at Rome, he 
was brought to Puteoli, and he wished to /and there, in order that 
he might follow the steps of St. Paul (xar’ {xvos BadlCew OéAwv 
70 GxoordAov TMatAov); an incident confirming the genuineness 
and authenticity of the Acts, and perhaps, also, showing its in- 
fluence in primitive times. 

14. iuépas érrd] seven days. In order, probably, to spend a 
Lord’s-Day with them. See above, on xxi. 27. 
— otrws cis thy ‘Péunv 7j.] and thus to Rome we came. Anin- 

teresting and picturesque description of the route from Puteoli to 
Rome, may be seen in Howson, ii. 437—447. See also Sir W. 
Gell’s Work on Rome and its Vicinity, 2 vols., Lond. 1834, and 
Nibby’s Contorni di Roma, 2 yols., Roma, 1819. 

15. of adeApol—etHASov] the brethren came out to meet us— 
especially to meet Paul, from whom they had received an Epistle 
(that to the Romans) more than three years before. 
— Arnlov pédpov Kal Tpiav taBepyav] “ Appit Forum,’ a 

station marked in the Roman Itineraries as about thirty-three 
miles from Rome; the ‘ Tres Taberne”’ twenty-three miles from 
Rome. See Sir W. Gell, art. ‘‘ Via Appia,’’ i, p. 153. 

The former, Appii Forum, reminds the reader that they 
were on the “‘ Appian Way.’’ Another suggestion, therefore, is 
here offered of the same truth as that stated above (v. 11). 

These were two itinerary stations on the great Via Appia, 
the “ Regina Viarum,”’ the Queen of Roads (Cic. ad Att. ii. 10. 
Hor. Serm. i. 5. 3), on which Rome sent her armies through 
the Southern and Hastern regions of the world ; 

The conquests of the third monarchy (that of Alewander tho 
Great, see Dan. ii. 39; vii. 6; viii. 8.21) had provided a com- 
mon language for the Gospel—Greek ; 

Alexandria, the great commercial capital of Egypt, and 
named from the great Conqueror himself, had provided two Ships 
to convey the Apostle of the Gentiles toward Rome, the Capital 
of the world ; 

The fourth great monarchy, the Roman, had made great 
military Roads in Europe and in part of Asia for her own 
conquests, as she thought; but in God’s good purposes they 
became Highways for the Gospel of Christ. She had stratified 
Europe. He evangelized it. 

It is interesting to trace the progress of the Apostle on those 
great Roads of the Roman Empire, e. g. on the Via Egnatia, by 
which he had been brought into Greece, and now on the Via 
Appia, by which he enters Rome. 

The journeys of the Apostles and Apostolic Missionaries 
could not have been effected, had it not been for the engineering 
energy of heathen Rome, whom God employed as a keAevOomoids 
for Christ. The Military Roads of her Legions were paths for 
the Prince of Peace. 

The World may see similar results, in future conquests of the 
Gospel under God’s Allwise and Almighty Providence, by means 
of Railroads and of Steam. India is opening her arms. The 
great lines of her Railways are doing the Missionary work of the 
Baptist, the forerunner and herald of Christ (Isa. xl. 4). And as 
the Ship bearing a heathen sign (‘‘ Castor and Pollux’) carried 
the Apostle of Christ to Italy, and the Basilicas and Temples at 
Rome have become Christian Churches, so the time may come 
when some of the magnificent Temples of India may be changed 
into Christian Cathedrals. Cp. Introduction, above, pp. 8—10. 

16. orpatoweddpxn) to the captain of the pretorian guard, 
the body-guard of the Emperor: probably Burrhus, if St. Paul 
arrived at Rome (as is most probable) in the spring of a.v. 61. 
In the spring of a.p. 62, Burrhus died. Tacit, Ann. xiv. 51, 52. 
Dio, 62,13. Sueton. Ner. 35. Wieseler (p. 86), following Bp. 
Pearson (p. 389), infers that the words 6 orparoreddpxns inti- 
mate that there was only one Commander of the Pretorian Guard, 
or Imperial Household Troops, and that therefore St. Paul must 
have arrived Jefore the Death of Burrhus, i. e. before the spring of 
A.D, 62, after which there were two orpatomeddpxat (Tacit. Ann. 
xiv. 51). The conclusion is probably true; but 6 orparoreddpxns 
might (as Meyer observes, pp. 18. 465) be used to indicate the 
Officer then on duty at the Palace. 

It was a providential circumstance that prisoners, who were 
sent on appeals to Rome, were consigned to the custody of the 
Chief of the Imperial Guard. See Joseph. Ant. xviii. 6.6. Plin. 
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‘ io 2.6 jf d ‘ < A lel cal , ‘ Lal 

py tonTe. Eraxvv0n yap 4 Kapdia Tod haod TovTOV, Kal Tots 
> ‘ , ¥ “SN =~ > ‘ > nw > , La 

aot Bapéws qKovoav, Kal Tods dfO0ahpods avTav Exappvoav b7- 

Ep. x.65. Thus St. Paul’s bonds were made manifest in Christ 
in the whole Pretorium, or Palace of Nero (Phil. i. 13), and the 
Gospel was brought home to the hearts of those of Czsar’s house- 
hold (Phil. iv. 22). 

It is probable, that the rpa:téptoy, of which the orpato7ed- 
épxns had the command, was the Palace of the Emperor himself 
on the Palatine Hill, on the south of the Roman Forum, in the 
heart of Rome. See note below on Phil. i. 13. 

On the probability of St. Paul’s communication through 
Burrhus with Seneca and others, see Hieron. Scrip. Eccl. 12. 
Dr. Burton, Lectures, pp. 261—267. Fabric. Cod. Apocr. p. 880. 
Bibl. Lat. ii. 121. Gieseler, § 26. 

St. Luke’s account of the treatment which St. Paul received 
at Rome, is illustrated by the narrative of Josephus (Antiq. xviii. 
6.7), concerning the detention of Agrippa I. in the same city, 
under Tiberius, edp{oxero aitG mapa Tod Mdxpwyos (the successor 
of Sejanus) otpatiwra@y te petplwy avdpav, ot mapapvddteiay 
abrov év ppovtiaw, kal Exatovtrdpxov epeorncomevov Te exel- 
vos Kal cuvdérov eoouevou, Aovtpd TE Kal juepav cvyxXapetoOa, 
kal dareAcvbépwr Kal plAwy eiaddous, Thy Te BAANY paoTayny 
$ 7G ocdpars yevoir’ Gv" ciojecdy Te mpds adrdy pldros te Slras 
K.T.A. 

— ortpatiéty] the soldier, to whom he was chained. 
19. jvayndoOny] Iwas constrained to appeal to Cresar,—an 

answer to the objections of the Jews, that, in a question of 
’ Religion, he had appealed from the Spiritual Court, that of the 
Sanhedrim at Jerusalem, to a temporal and heathen Power, and 
had so been guilty of profane and sacrilegious outrage against 
their national Faith, and against Jehovah Himself. St. Paul says 
that he did not act thus voluntarily, but was compelled to take 
this step by the Jews themselves. 

We may observe here again the wonderful operation of 
Divine Providence in overruling the machinations of the enemies 
of the Gospel into means for its furtherance ; 

The Jews arrested and would have killed Paul. By their 
iniquitous and treacherous manceuvres against him, they showed 
even to the Chief Captain that he could have no hope of justice 
from them. He was therefore sent by night to Cysarea (xxiii. 
23). Festus proposed that after two years’ imprisonment he 
should go up again to be judged at Jerusalem (xxv. 9). But the 
Jews had shown their inveterate malice by another conspiracy to 
slay him by the way (xxv. 3). In a word, St. Paul was compelled 
by the Jews themselves to appeal for justice from the Spiritual 
Court at Jerusalem to the tribunal of Nero at Rome. 

A striking proof of the corrupt state of the spiritualty. No 
wonder that its Candlestick was removed. The Candlestick of 
the Temple is now seen engraved among the spoils of Jerusalem 
on the triumphal Arch of Titus, which stands near the site of the 
Imperial Palace at Rome, where St. Paul was confined. 

That conduct of the Jews was foreseen by God, and was 
made instrumental by Him for the propagation of Christianity, 
and for the transfer of its Mission from the centre of Judaism to 
the Metropolis of the Heathen World. Thus the malice of the 
Jews recoiled against themselves, and was used as an instrument 
for the glory of Christ. 

21. jets obre ypdupata] we neither received letters concern- 
ing thee from Jerusalem. This statement of non-communication 
between the Jews of Jerusalem and Rome is remarkable, and 
has been used by some in modern times as an argument against 
the veracity of this History. But it must be remembered that 
St. Paul did not appeal to Cesar till near the end of his confine- 
ment at Csarea. Festus, the successor of Felix, had wished to 
decide the Cause at Jerusalem (xxv. 9); and it was doubtless a 
surprise both to him and to the Jews to hear St. Paul say, 
T appeal unto Cesar” (xxv. 11). 

Before St. Paul had made this appeal, the Jews of Jerusalem 
had no reason for writing to those at Rome concerning him; for 
they had no ground for supposing that he would go there. And 
after appeal had been made, it does not seem that they had any 
opportunities of sending communications to Rome, on account of 
the expiration of the season for navigation to Italy. Nor indeed 
would they have been very anxious to write concerning him after 
the declaration of the Jewish king Agrippa acknowledging his in- 
nocence, and that he might have been set at liberty if he had not 
appealed to Ceesar (xxvi. 32). 

22. mavraxod aytiAéyera] is every where spoken against, 
A fulfilment of Simeon’s words, Luke ii. 34, onuciov dyrideyd- 
mevov. The Jews are specially described as a Aads dvTiAéyor. 
See Rom. x. 21. Isa. lxv. 2, in LXX. Acts xiii. 45; xxviii. 19. 

25. Sima ev] one word, after so many disputations; one, and 
that from their own Scriptures; showing that their incredulity was 
foreseen and foretold by God, and that the rejection of the Gospel 
by the Jews is therefore no argument against it, but rather an 
evidence of its truth. Cp. John xii. 41. 

— tods rarépas juav] our fathers, 
as his own. 

26, 27.] See Matt. xiii. 14, 15 

He claims their fathers 
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28. yrwordy oby torw buiv, bri Tots EOveriv arearddn 7d 
cwrhpiov tov Ocov} Be it therefore known to you, that to the 
Gentiles was sent the salvation of God. St. Paul never disguised 
from the Jews his design of going to the Gentiles. As Bengel 
observes,—On the rejection of the Gospel by the Jews, he de- 
clared that intention to them at Antioch, xiii. 46; at Corinth, 
xviii. 6; and now, for the third time, he declares it at Rome. 
Thus he gave them a triple warning; in Asia, in Greece, in Italy ; 
see Tit. iii. 10. 

29. xal—ov(frnow] Not in A, B, E, and some Cursives and 
Versions. 

80. d:erlay 8Anv] two whole years in St. Paul’s life without 
any incident mentioned by St. Luke ; 

This silence is an impressive proof that the arrival of the 
great Apostle at Rome, the great capital of the world, is the 
culminating point of the history. ‘ Paulus Rome, apex Evan- 
gelii.”” Bengel. 

As Chrys. observes, St. Paul had suffered shipwreck, but by 
that shipwreck he was made more illustrious. And now, like 
some noble Conqueror who has gained a great naval victory, he 
enters the royal City of Rome, the Capital of the world. 

The rest may be inferred from what Aad been already said 
and done by the Divine Head of the Church, in guiding and pre- 
serving him till he set foot in safety in that City; and from the 
words of comfort and joy with which the book concludes. 

It is to be regretted, that through want of attention to such 
considerations as these, this divine Book has been disparaged by 
some as a fragmentary narrative. Like all other works of the 

Holy Ghost, it is a well-ordered and harmonious whole. It 
designs what was best to be done for a history of the Apostolic 
Church, and it performs fully what it designs. On this topic, see 
above, Introduction prefixed to this Book, pp. 6. 19, 20. 

On the remainder of the Apostle’s History, see Eused. H. E. 
ii. 22—25; and below, the Introduction to St. Paul’s Epistles to 
Timothy in Part III. pp. 416—424. _ 
— év idlm picOduari] in his own hired lodging. The ploboua 

was the meritorium or conductum of the Romans. A lodging- 
house at Rome was divided into cwnacula, each of which was let 
out for hire. See Weést. p. 656. 

81. dxwAUvTws] without hindrance. The Acts of the Apostles 
is a record of trouble and suffering, like all other Books of the 
New Testament, and is also like them in this, that it ends happily. 
See particularly the end of St. Luke’s Gospel (xxiv. 50—53). 

There is something musical in the cadence of the word arcw- 
Ad’rws, reserved for the end of this Book. The word commences 
with a short syllabie, followed by three long ones, a first Epitrite, 
the termination of a Scazon, happily adapted to express repose 
after labour; as may be seen in the beautiful lines of Catudlus, 
describing his return home, ‘ Peninsularum,’’ &c. Carm. xxix., 
especially vv. G6—10. This cadence is expressive of steadiness, 
firmness, and stability ; of motion succeeded by rest; of action 
consummated and settled in repose. Compare the word éxoiu7On, 
a word of like quantity, closing the history of St. Stephen’s 
martyrdom (Acts vii. 60). 

An emblem of the History of the Church of Christ, and of 
the life of every true believer in Him. 

END OF PART JL 
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COMEX SINAITICUS, 

COLLATED WITH THE TEXT OF STEPHENS, 1550, AS REPRINTED 

BY THE REV. F. H. SCRIVENER, 1867. 

N.B. + placed before a reading denotes that it is an addition to Stephens’ text. 
— placed before a reading denotes that a portion of Stephens’ text is wanting in Cod. Sin. 

¥ is placed after all readings which are only itacisms, instances of vy epeAxuotixoy and o appended, or mere errors of the scribe. 
{ ] Deubtful readings in which Stephens’ text and Cod. Sin. agree are placed within these brackets. 

p.m. indicates readings of the original scribe: 

s.m. those of later correctors : of which only A, C, E? (iii. 13) occur in the Acts. 

mpakec. 

Car. I. 1. [0 ic]. didacKnwV. 2. evtirapevorv. aveAnudn. 

8. reocepaxosta. 4. mepmeviw¥. 5. [iwavyno pass.]. ev mv 
BarricOncerba ay. (C cum Steph.). 6. eA@ovreo (C cum Steph.). 

npwrev. 7. evrevv. eat. 8. AnuverOav. wou (pro wo). [ev 
secund.]. gauapia. aicxatouy. 9. exmovtwy (C exmwy). 10. map- 
tornkicav’. ecOnoeot Aeveato. LI. evway (sic v. 24). BAewovter 

(C euBa.). avarnupbec. <Beavacbav. 12. eAcwvor. 13. —av- 
eBnoay (habet C). wat iwaryvno Kat iakwBoo. Bapfodopeoc. pab- 

@aior.—o (ante (nawrno: habet C), 14. opodvpadov mpooxapre- 
pouvrer ouoBvpadoy (ouod. secund. improbat C)V.—kat tn Senoet, 

yuvaitwy, [uapia].— ov secund. 15. adcApwy (pro pabntwr). 

woe (pro wo). eikoot. 16. —tavtqv. mpoeimevV. 5ad5V. cvAda- 

Bovow iv(—rov). 17. — nv (habet C). ev (pro au). cedaxevv. 18. 
—tov. mpwns (C mpnync)V. edaxnoevv. 19. init. +0 (0 eras.). 

[wact]. —tdia. axeAdauax’. Tourertivy. 20. AaBetw. 21. div. 
— ev secund. (habet C). esonddevv. 22. axpt (pro ewo). av- 

Anugen. cuv nuw yeverOat. 23, BapraBBav. [paTOiav]. 24. ov 

efeAckw ek TouTwy Twy dvo eva. 25. [KAnpov]. ap.(pro ct). 26. 

autaog (pro avtwy). par’ diay, KkateyngiaOn (C ovrk.). 

IL. 1. [ovprAnpovebat)]. — aravtec (ravtec C). ouov (pro opo- 
Ovuadov). 2. [kabnuevor]. 3. yAwooe: (pro yAwoou woer: C cum 

Steph.) V. + xa exaSioav (pro exabice Te: C kat exabicev). 4, 

wayres. AaAw. awopbeyyerba autos. 5. eo imap (pro ev MAR: 

C cum Steph.).—sovdaior. 6. [svvndAGe}. nkovtev.— eto. 7. anavter 
prim. (xavteo C cum Steph.). — mpoo adAndove. ovx (pro ovk). 
anavreo secund. 8. nuicy. 9. —Kat eAapitat (habetC). 12. diq7o- 

powvro.—av. [@eAor]. 13. diaxAevalovred. eiowv. 14, +0 (ante 
metpoc). exnpevy. mayted. evwricagbav. 15. tmodauBaveta, 

eotw (sic vy. 16)¥. 16. [iw]. 17. init. nas cote. evurviow,. 
18. emt tao SovAac pov Kat emt Tove SovAove mov. exiwaisv. mpo- 

gntevoovewy. 19. onuiav. 20. —7 (ante cAOwV).—tHy prim. 
(Aabet C).—Kar empavn. 21. Deest versus (habet A, leyens 
corey. av emadeontey). 22. wcdpanAcire. vaCopasov (C valwp.). 

amodediymevov amo Tov Ov. [Svvapect kat Tepast]. onmioiov. emoi- 
noev.—Kaullim. oidatav’. 23. —AaBovreo (habel C). xeipor. 

avetAare. 24, aveotnoev’. woewarv. xparicOav. 25. dad (sic 

vv. 29. 34). mpoopwuny. +pov (post kv). 26. nippavOn. pov n 
kapdia (C cum Steph.). ep eAmidi (pro em. €.). 27. eykatadupeov. 
adnv. 29. ereAcutycev’. 30. —7T0 Kata capKa avaoTngeW Tov 

xv. Kabicev. -rov Opovov. 31. eAadnoev. oT: oute evkareAipOn 

«x abnv ovren o.(—7 Wuxn avtov). ebev. 32. eopev npueio. 

33. tov va Tov ayiov. etexeev¥. 0 tpers BAeweTe (—vuv). 34. 

ecmev ko (—o: habel C: Yaruw pO in marg. el >> >> 8m; 

sic v.28 >>). 36. [mac o1koc]}. Kat KY avTov Kat Xv emoinoev o 60. 
37. thy Kapdiav. ermovrea (— Te). sornowuev. 38. mpoo avTove 

petavonoate pnow (—edn). [emt]. Twv apaptiov tpwv. AnuperOat, 
39. [waot]. [ocovc]. mpookadreontevy. 40. wAtoowwy. d1euap- 
Tupato. +avtovo (ante Acywv). gwOntav. 41. —aouevwo. + ev 
(ante +n nuepa). exun’. wo (pro woe: C cum Steph.). 42. 
[-reo +7 515.].—Kar secund. (habet C). kAaciv. 43. init. eywero. 

de (pro re). onuiav. fin. +ev inp poBoo Te ny peyar em 
maytag: cf. V. 5.11. 44. kar wavteo Be o1 miotevoavtes. 45. 

maowl. xpiav ecxev¥. 47. —77 ExkAnoia. (ka nuepay em in eodem 

versu, To avto in sequente: in novd pericopa habet mety, be. .). 

III. 1. wetpoo Se Kat twavyno. evatny. 2. Tov ati. 3. AaBiv. 

4, mpoo (pro cio prim.). evmev (sic v.6)V. 5. AaB. 6. ov‘ 
(pro ovx). vafoparov (C valwp.). — evyerpar kat. 7. +avtov (post 
nyetpev). at Baois avtov. ata opvdpa (pro ta opupa: a.m. 5 

eras.)¥. 8, eonddevy. [kat avy]. 9. eidev max 0 Agoo avTov. 
10. de (pro re).—avtov (avrov habet A inter de et or: inceperat 
scribere post ott). avtoo (pro ovtoc). ehainnoournyy. THY wparay 
muanv (C Tn wpata, praetermisso muAnv). 11. avtov (pro tov 
iaBevtog xwAov). +Tov (anle iwavyny). ouvedpayey mar o Ago 

mpoo avtova. [coAouwytog}]. 12. +0 (ante metpoc). iodpandcrrat. ex 
(pronprim.). areviCerar. duvayiv, evoeBiav. wewoinkoow (mw prius 

p.m., att primd)V. 13. +0 86 (ante icaak [sic] et iakwB). Tw 

paw (sic)¥. edotacev¥. marepa (pro maida: E? demum malda)V. 
+ ev (post tue). —avtov. ekivov amoAAvewV. 14, nrnoacbav. 

15. awextwarev. nucoy. 16. —em (habet C). omata core- 

pewoev¥. 18. mpoxarnyyiAcv¥. madi Tov XY avTov. ovtwoV. 
19. weravonoarav. emotpearav. mpoo To ekadipOnvax (mpog pro 

cir). eAOwowy. 20, awoariAny. mpoKexetpitpevoy (pro mpoxernp.). 

yyw 21. Biv. Tey (pro wavtwy secund.). (C +twv post ayiwy). 
amr aiwyoo avTou mpopntav. 22. [uwono: in marg. s.m. devt]. 

— yap mpoo Tove marepac. nuwy (pro vuwy prim.: C cum Steph.). 
23. cav (pro av). [ctoAobpevOnoerat]. 24. o: (pro ovo). Karny- 

yidav. 25. +01 (ante wior). [dieBeTo o 60}. (vpwy pro nuwv C). 

+ ev (anle Tw oneppati: marg. 8.m. habet devtep). 26. avactnoas 

0 0a. — Ww. aneorirerv. amootpepwV. fin. [duwr]. 

IV. 2. karayyeAAw. 3. xipacv. ¥ avpiov (: p.m., y postea 
rasum). 4, —0.—woe. 5. +7ovo (ante mpecBurepova et ypau- 

pare). [eo imru]. 6. avvac. oapxiepevo. Kaiapac. iwavyno. 

adekavdpor. 7. [rw]. Suvapiv. fin. rovto emotenoate iio (sic 

pm.: wovete primd). 8. mAnabicV. evmevy. — Tov topanr. 9. 
nucov. cecwrat. 10. may (pro ravts: C cum Steph.) ¥. vaco- 
pasov (C vaCwp.). tuiov. LL. efouPevnbiov. orxodouwy. 12. ovde 

(pro ovre). erepov ovoua ect. 13. ciawv. 14. Te (pro 5e). 

avremwV. 15. KkeAevoavtoo p.m. (-tex 8.m. instauratoris) Vv. 

cuveBaddov. 16. momowmer: cf. ii. 37. yeyovev¥. [mat]. apye- 

cat. 17. —ameiAn. amaAnowueOav. Aadw (sic vv. 20. 29)V. 
18. mapnyyirav (-Aavto C)¥.—avtuo to. 19. ermov mpoo avtovo. 

kpwatav. 20. edayev, 21. mpooamAnoapevot. [ro two]. 22. 

reccepakovta. [eyeyover]. onuiovy. 23, avnyyiAav. apxiepiov. 

evray (sic v. 24). 24. —o 6c. 25.0 Tov matpoo nuwy dia mre ayiov 

orouaror bad xaid00 cov (—rov post dad). (Padru. Bin marg. s.m.). 
fin. kawav, 27. +ev Ty moAL TavTn (post adndeao). [mtAatoo: 

sic iii, 13]. eOveowV. 28. xipV¥. [cov secund.]. mpowpicevV. 

29. [erie]. amiracy. 30. xipa cou ext ce to tao (eo pro 

to A;—ce posterior manus). onuiav. yeweoOav. 31. mavter 

(C cum Steph.). tov ayiov mvc. 32. —7 prim. et secund. [ouvde 
eo]. [aravra]. 33. dvvamt peyadn. THT avactacewo tv XU TOV 

xu. 34. nv (pro umnpxev). — umnpxov (habet C). 35. died:5er0. 
xpiav’. 36. iwonp. amo (pro vmo), ectw¥. [Aevirno]. 37. 

nveyxevy. €Onkev’. mpoo (pro mapa). 

V. 1. [avaviac ovopari]. maupipn (C capdipn). enwrnoevV. 

2. init. ** evord. (Kat p.m.?). ovviduna.—avrov. 3. emer (sic 

vy. 8. 19. 35)¥. +0 (ante meto0c). exnowoey (emAnpwoey C cum 

{Acts i. 1—v. 3.] 



COLLATION OF CODEX SINAITICUS. 

Steph.). [-cac@a aro]. 4. euevov cor enevev (- p.m.)V. omnp- 
xevv. 5. +0 (ante avavac). efeyutevv. — tavra (habet C). 6. 
ovvectikavy. 7. ewr (pro wo: C cum Steph.). iduav. 8. de 
mpoo autny metpor (—o). amedoc0av. 9. —erme. +ouv (post 1: 
improbat C). e~o.wovowv. 10. ewevevv. mpoo (pro rapa). [evpor]. 

12. xipwrv. eyiweTo. onuiay. mwoddAa ev Tw Aaw. [amavTer]. oa- 
Aouwytog. 13. ovdic¥. 15. kat ero (pro Kara). mAatiac Vv. 
acevo (sic v. 16)V. KAwapiwy. kpaBartov. fin. avtw (C avtwr)V. 

16.— eo. 17. apecacv’. 18. xipacv.—avtwy. 19. —tHo 
(habet C). avotac, 21. ameotiAavy, 22. mapayevouevor imnp- 
eTat. arnyytiov. 23. —pev. KexAicpevovy.—ekw. emt (pro mpo). 

24. —epevo kar o. +70 (ante tt: improbat C), 25. amnyyirevy. 
—Aeywr. — ot (habet C). cBecbaul.—eotwrea xa (eotwreo A, 

kat addit C). 26. nyeve—wa. 28. —ov (habet C). mapnyy- 
Aauev¥. didackw/. emAnpwoatat, BovdecOav. 29. —o. e:mav. 

mibapxw iv. 30. + de (ante Oc). SdiexipicacbeV. 3). tWwoerv. 

+ Tov (ante Sovvar: improbat C). 32. ecuey paptupes (—avtov). 

—de. mi@apxovowy. 33. [eBovdevovro]. avattevV. 34. Tove 
avOpwrove (pro tt Tove amoc.). 35. iodpandAcirat. pedAAeTatv. 
mpattew. 36. mporeKAiOn avipwy apiOuoo woe: TeTpaKoTioL (wo 

Tetpakociwy C). emi@ovto. 37. awertnoevv. — ikavoy. Kakwwoov. 

emBovro. 38. —upui (habet A). aroornta. apete (pro cacarte). 

39. duynoec@at. avtovg (pro auto). 40. emaOnoav’. mapny- 

yitavy. Aacdkw¥.—avtovc. 41. katntiwOnoay imep Tov ovopator 

(—avrov). 42. fin. tov xv w. 

VI. 2. [ewroy]. xatadupavtacy. diakovw. 3. emioxepacbav. 
de (pro ovy). [adeApor].—arytou kat (Kat tantum habet C). [kata- 
ornoojev]. xpiacy. 5. etedekav tov (pro eteActavro). mAnpno. 

mo Kat moTEwo arytov (C cum Steph.). 7. nitavevV. iovdarwrv 
(pro tepewy: C cum Steph.), moriv. 8. xapitog (pro mistewc). 
onuay. 9. —Twv prim. Twv AEyouevav (pro thao Aey.). [Kat 

aciar]. ovvGntouvter. 11. Acyovtes (pro -tac). AeyovTog (pro 
Aadovvtoa: C cum Steph.). BAacpnuiac primd, at p.m. mutatum 

in Brarpnuaae, prinsquam ad eo pergerelur. pwionv. 12.—em- 

oravtes (habet C). 13. Aeyovter (pro -rac: cf. v.11). Aadwv 

pnuatra (—BAacpnuca).—Tovtov. 14. [uwiono]. 15. —ew (habet 

A). mayteo. [erdov]. 

VII. 1. exrev (sic vv. 3. 7. 33)Vv.— apa. 3. [ex secund.]. ovy- 
yeviacy. + Hv (ante ynv). eav (pro av: C cum Steph.). dikwv. 

4, amobayvwV. Karouitev. 5. exnyytAatov. Sovva: avTny ac 

kararxerivavTw, 6.eAadnoen. avTw (pro ovtwa). gov (proavtov). 

7. cay Sovrevtwoww. o Oo evmev. AaTpevoovaw. 8. eyevynoerv. 

icaan’ prim. eBdoun (C cum Steph. oy5on).—o prem. et secund. 

[ioaak secund.]. iaxwB’ primv. 10. e&iAaro. evavtTt. +ep (ante 
odov). 11. nAPerV. avyumroy (proynyaryuTrov). BAnerav. 12. orig 
eo avyumtov. etameotiAay (C -oriAev)¥. 13. iwonp™ prim.v. 
— Tw secund. avtov (pro tov wwonp). 14. amooriAacy. iakwf’ 
Tov TarTEpa, avTov.—autou secund. 15. kat kateBn (—Sde). iakwf” 
[eo aryurtov]. 16. (proo). eupwp ev cvxen (—Tov: + Tov ante 
ev C). 17. ouodoynoer (pro wuocev). 18. [axpic]. + ew eyurtoy 

(post erepor: Cary.). 19. exaxwoevV. — nuwy secund. ta Bpepn 

20. pwitone. acriocy. pov (pro avrov: *** p.m.). 21. 
exteOevtog Se avTov aveiAato. 22. emedevdnv. pwiiono. + ev 

(ante aon). —ev ullim. fin. +avtov. 23. Tecoepaxovtaerno. 
25. evourcev’. — avtov. [d:dwo1] cwrnpiay avroiw. ot de p.m., sed 

uprotprimd. 26. [re]. cvvnAdacoev.—vpeio. adekerteV. 27. dik 
prim. in rasurd scriplum. nuwv (pro npac). 28. avarewl. exOec. 

29. epuyevV. pewiiona (sic vv. 31. 32. 40). 30. teccepakovra (sic 

vv. 36. 42). — xv. [pdAoyt wupoo]. 31. eBavuatev. — mpoo avrov. 

32. —o 60 tert. et quart. icaak’. iuxwB'¥. pwiono yevouevoc. 

eroAunoev. 33. ep (pro ev). 34. [avtwy]. amoatirw (i. e. 

-orethw). 35. + ep nuwy (post Sixacrny prim.). (+ Kat post Oo A 
polius quam p.m.). dicacrny (pro dAutpwrnv: C habel Avtpwrny post 
apxovta kat secund.). ameotadney [ev]. 36. onuiav. yn ayuTTo. 

37. emac. mA’V. avactnaiv. — ko. — vuwy prim. — yuwy secund. 

(habet C). —avrov axovcecbe. 38. opt¥. tuwy (pro nuwy). tuw 

exOera. 

pro nuw). 39. adrAa. kat ev Tat kapdieo avTwy (*** p.m.: Kap- 

kuvwv. ewexwav. 44, —ev prim. eratato (C cum Steph.). poten 

aur (pro avtny). 45. efewoev (€ med. eras.). adv. 46. evpevY 

—ntnoaro (habet C). evpwv. oixw (pro 6: C cum Steph.). 
47. caropwr. 48. xiporointooy. —vaow. kato. (Marg. s.m. 
noaac). 49. oiodouncetav. Acyiv. 50. exonoevd [ravra 

mavta]. 51. raw kapdiac duwv. avtimmretav. [wo]. vio se 

cund.V, 52. amextwav¥. mpoxatayyiAavtac ¥. gona. fin. 

eyeverOar. 54. —tavra(habelC). 55. + morewo Kat (ante ra). 
edev¥. 56. Siqvorypevoue (pro avewy.). extwra ex Seti (C cum 
Steph.). 58. [avrwv]. 60. expatev¥. — pwvn weyarn (habet C). 
[tnv auaptiay rautnv]. Jungit viii. 1 usque ad avaipeot¥ avrov 
cum cap. vii. 

VIII. 1. exwnv.— re (at kat mavrer C). cauapiac. 2. eroinoay. 

3. + tovo (ante avdpax: improbat C). 4. ndAGov (5imASov C cum 
Steph.). 5. +7nv (ante wodw). kaicapiac (pro cauapeiac, cf, 
v. 40; xxi. 8: C capapiac). 6. 5 (pro re). avrov forsan p.m. 
(¢ addito a C?). Bremwv. onuiavy. J. word. pwvn meyadn et- 

npxovto. 8. eyeveto de moAAn Xapa (— kat ef meyadn). moAt (sic 

v. 9)¥. 9. etioravwv. capapiac. 10. mpocerxav (non y. 11). 
[mavtec]. + Kadoumevn (ante weyadn). 11. payiucy. 12. Tov 

pikurmou evaryyeAtCouevov (C cum Steph.).—ta. Bacidiaoy. ku (pro 

6u: C cum Steph.).—rov (ante w xv). 13. emorevoev¥. Oeopwy 
TE ONMa Kat Suvapio peyarhag yewouevar etioravro (C eficraro). 

14. capapia. xv (pro 6v: C cum Steph.). amecriAavy. — Tov 
secund. 15. AaBwow. 16. ovderw (pro ovmw). eBarrionevor 

(C BeBar.). 17. eweriBecav. xtpag (sic v. 19)¥. 18. idwv (pro 
Oeacapmevoc). xipww¥.— To ayiov. 19. eav (pro av). 20. exmev 

(sie vv. 24. 29. 31. 34)¥. avrova (pro avrov: C cum Steph.). 
amwriavv. 21. exrwy (bis inversu). evdiav. evavts (pro evwmioy). 

22. Ku (pro Ov). 24. SenOnrar Tuc. 25. diauaprupomevot. ir- 
eoTpepov. tepomoAvua. capmapitavV. eunyyeAc(ovto. 26. edadn- 

aevy. [mopevov]. + Kadoumevny (ante kataBavovcay: improbat C). 
27. — tno prim. —oo secund. (habet C). 28. —Kat secund. (habet 
C). aveywwwonev¥. 30. noaay tov mpopntny. 31. odnynoe. map- 

exacecev¥. kabicev. 32. kipaytoc. avuyev. 33. Tamivwce. 
— avtov prim.—de. 35. + kat (ante evnyyeAtoato: improbat C). 

36. idwp (C tdwp) secund. 37. Deest versus. 38. exedcucerv. 
39. npracev¥. 40. moXtov. Tov edb. Katcapiay. 

IX. 1. — et: (habet C). evrvewy. amiAnov. 2. emicrodAac map 

aurov. av (pro eav). ovtas Tha odov. tepovoodAnu’ V. 3. etepyne 
Te (—kat). avtov mepinotpaver. ek (proamo). 4. nKovrevy. 5. 

evmev prim. (sic vv. 10 prim. 15. 17. 40)V¥. — ko. [habet evrev 

secund.]. [i ov]. 5, 6. —oxdnpov cor usque ad Kat o Ko mpoo 
autov. 6. +aAAa (anle avacrnf). o T. (pro tt post co). 7. 
iotnkecavy. eveot. opwytes (pro Sewpouvrer: C Beopovytecy). 
8. — 0. nyuynevwy (pro avewypevwy: C nvewyy.). ovdev (a super 

vs.m., sed revocatum). eBrerev¥. 9. tpic¥. 10. ev opauatt o 

ko. 11. [avacrac]. evOiavv. 12. idSevv.— ev opauart. avanay 
ovonati. xipaa (C tax xipac). 13. —o. nKovoa. Tow ayioic cov 

emoinoev. tepovoadnw v. 15. ectw po. evwmiov ebvwy re. 16. 

troditwV. 17. awndOevv. xipaoV. amectadkev¥. —7 npxov (habet 
A). 18. amerecav. [ato Twv oO. avrov]. wa (pro wrer: C cum 
Steph.). aveBAeWev¥. Se (pro te).—mapaxpnua. 19. —o cavdog, 

20. exnpuocerv. wv (pro xv). Ql. ekioravto (v p.m. ?). exo (pro 
ev). [eAnAv@e]. 22. cuvexuvve iovdaiove (— Tove: habet C). 

[ovpB:B.]. 24. mapernpovyto. Se ka (pro re prim.). avrov av- 

aihwow (avaiA. avtoy C). 25. ot mabntat avrov (—avurov). dia 

Tov Tixove KabnKav avtov. apupidi, 26. —o cavdoc [ar mz]. 

emipacey (pro emerparo). eotwv. 27. nyayevv. eidev¥. — nar 

(ante mwa secund.: habent AC). [rov w]. 28. eo (pro ev). 

29. init. — kat (ante mapnotaouevoaV). —w (habet C). + Te (ante 
mpos Tove eAAnvictac: ** p.m.). emexipouvvy. avec avTov. 

30. katvapiay. efameotiAay avtovy. 31. 7 ey ovy exkAngoia. oa- 

apace eixXev. o1Kodomoumern Kat Topevonevy. emAnOuveTo, 32. 

Kateh@wv. ev Avdda (** p.m. vel A). 33. evpevv. ovouaTi aweav. 
xpaBaxtov (C xpaBarrov). 34. —o secund. 35. [eidov]. Avdda. 
—rov prim. (habet C). cappwva. 36. [ayad. epy.]. eAaimuoov- 

fare C). 40. +0 avOpwro (ante oc). eyevero (pro yeyover). | voy. 37. exwaiov. arodavwy. e@nkay avtny (C cum Steph.). 

42. eatpever/. imrAV. 43. [Cuwv] oouday (at C papav). mpoo- | [ev vmep.]. 38. Avddac (C Avdda). ameotiAav¥. oKvnono 
2 [Acrs y. 3-—ix. 38.] 
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COLLATION OF CODEX SINAITICUS. 

BicdOis 7. nuwv (pro avtwy). 39. KAcovtav. emdixvuuevav. 40. 
+ mat (ante Gec). [nvote]. avexadioevY. 42. emisrevoay wodAa. 
43. nucpac ixavac uwat (—avrov: ante nuep. habel C). 

X. 1. — nv. kaoapia. [oreipno]. 2.—rTe. 3. inil. wedev (w 

nolat. p.m.: e:dev demum C).—ev. wo (pro wre: C cum Steph.). 
+ wept (ante wpav). evarny. 4. evmev bis in vers. (sic vv. 14. 19)V. 

eotw (sic vv. 34. 35. 36)V¥.—e1o penuoouvoy (habet C). eumpoober 
(pro evwmov). 5. avdpac cio orrnv. [oiuwvaoc]. 6. —ovrTor 
AaAnoe: usgue ad fin. vers. 7. avtw (pro tw KopynAiw). — avtov. 

8. axavta avtac. arectiiev¥. 9. avtwy (pro exeiwwy). mpoo- 
evtacbey. (evatny pro extny C). 10. mpoomvory. nOedev -yeu- 

carbey. avtwy (pro eketvwy). eyeveto (pro eerecer). 11. Oewpiv. 
— ew avrov.— dedeuevoy kat. 12. brnpxevv. Tetpawoda kat epreta 

to yno (— kat ta Onpia et ra ante eprera) cf. xi. 6. — ta (anle 
metwav). 1d. kar (pron). 15. exaBapicev¥. 16. tpeicV. evdur 
(pro madw). aveAnuddn. 17. etdev’.—xkat. tro (pro amo). +7ov 

(anle cipwvoc). 

rouvres. 20. or: (pro ditt). 21. —tTove amecradpmevoue amo Tov 
kopynAtov mpog avtoy. 22. ermav, 23. etevicevV. avactac (pro o 

metpor). efmrGev¥.— Tyo. 24. Ty de (pro kat ty: lineae contra 
v. 23 rn Se ex. posilae ad v. 24 leclorem referunt). eondOav. Keoa- 
play. qTuvkad\ecauevor. 25. +Tov (ante eiceAOwV). 26. nyepev 

27. ctondrOevY. 28. tuiod. exioracba. Kapor 

ehitev 0 Oc. 29. wurOavouev. werewenacdav. 30. — ynorevwr 

kat. evaTny.—wpay. euou(prouov secund.). 31. pnowy. 32. —oc 

19. StevOyuevov. to mva avtw. tpiov. Cn- 

@uTov. Kal eyo. 

Taparyevouevor AaAnce co. 33. fin. iro Tov ku (avo pro iro C). 

34. (+ avrov post croua C). mpoowroAnumtnc. 35. cOviv. 

36. ov (** A potius quam p.m.). ameortidevy. 37. aptanevoo amo. 
38. vafape?. wor (pro oc: C cum Steph.). 39. nuiov. — eouer. 
[ev secund.]. + Kat (ante aviray sic). 40. nyetpev ev Ty Tp. (im- 
probat ev C). 41. [uapruot]. mpoxexipotoyvnuevoic. 42. mapny- 
yikev¥. [avtoc]. 43. AaBwv. 44. [emereve]. 45. ova ouv- 

mrtav. [ayov mvc]. 46. —o0. 47. duvara Kwdvoat. wo (pro 
wabwo). 48. mpoceratev¥. Be (pro re). avtoiw (pro avrovc). ev 

7 ovouari ww Xv BarticOnva (—Tov kv). 

XI. 2. ore de (pro kat ore). TmAu. 3. eronAPer mpoo avdpac 
axpoSvortiav exovrac. 4. —o. 5. moditv.—mpocevxomevor (habet 

C). exoraciv. axpt. 6. ‘meta (epp.m.)V. 7. + Kat (post 3c). 

8. —7ay. axa p.m. (ap supplet A, tov C), at xowov 7 a rescriptum 
pm. 9. —po. exabapicer. 10. avernacdn madw. 11. tpi. 

nuev (pro nunv). Katcapiac. ene (pro we: C cum Steph.). 12. 

ame’. to mva mot. cuveAdw. pundev diaxpwovra (C -vavta). 

13. axnyyeiAcv¥. Be (pro re). esdev’. —avtw. amooridrovV. 

—avipas. 14. AaAnoiv. 15. AaAwv. [ewerece]. 16. + Tov 

(ante Kv). (+ ort ante iwavvng C). BarricOnoecbav. 17. dedwxev. 

—de. 18. edotacav, apa (—~ye). cio (wy edwrev. 19. [oreparw]. 
avtioxiac (non v. 22). fin. iovdaor. 20. eXBovter. avrioxiay (sic 
y. 26, non v. 27). + kat (post eXadovy: improbat C sed restitut.). 
evayyeAiotag (pro eAAnuiotag: C cdkAnvac). 21. +0 (anle mo- 

Tevoac). 22. tno ovono ev tepovaadAnu (pro tho ev tepoco- 
Avpoww). elareotidav’.—BierOew. 23. + thy (post xapw). mpoo- 

bevy, 24. avnp ny. 25. efnAbev’.—o BapyaBac. 26. —avroy 
prim. et secund. avtois kat (pro avtovc). mpwrwo. avTioxia. 

xpnoriavovg p.m. (xpior. $.m.). 28. eonuaverv. meyadny (pro 
weyav). pedAAwy. nrc (pro ori). — Kat. — kaicapoo. 29. ev- 

mopiro. 30, init. o wu: o (o secund. improbat A). awootiA\avtecV. 

XII. 1. 0 BaciAevo npwno. xiparv. 2. avirev¥. paxaipn. 
3. Dav Be (— Ka). — core (C eorw). cvddrdaBwv. [Se nuepar]. 
4. tecoapowy. avayaywv. 5. ernpirov. extevwo. mept (pro 
vmep). 6. nueAAev mpocaye avtov. adrugecw Butwy. 7. et- 

execayv. 8, ermev (sic vv. 11.17) Vv. [re]. (woat. eroinoevv. ovtwov. 

Aeyiv. axodrovhiy. 9. nkoAovOiv.—avtw (habet C). ndiv. [eor:]. 
[Bia]. eBoy. — be (habet C). Brew. 10. nA@av. nuuyn (pro 

nvaxOn). Ll. ev eavtw yevouevor. etameotirevy. eterAaro. 12. 

+770 (ante uopiac). 13. avrov (pro tov metpov). mpondde. tm- 
axovovea (A cum Steph.). 14. nvutev. amnyy:thev¥. 15. exrav. 
a Be eAeyov ayyedoo eat avtov (—o: habet o C, et avr. ear.). 
16. [eweueve]. [etdov]. 17. xatacicacv. xipi¥.—avroiw secund. 

te (pro de secund.). amayyiAatev. 18, ovx (pro ove). 19. —rnv. 

kacapiav. 20. —o npwdno. moavterV¥. 21. aoOntav. — kw. 

22. [8v darn]. avOpwrav (C cum Steph.), 23. [edwke ryv 5.]. 
24. nitavevV. 25. eo (pro ef: nihil addilum). cvvmapadaBovteo. 
— kat secund. emikadoumevov. 

XIII. 1. — twee. avtioxia. TeTpaapxov (a alterum eras. s.m.?) 
ef. Matth. xiv. 1; Luc. iii. 1. 19. 2. exey (sic v. 22)V. — Te. 
(tov secund. improbat A). 3. xipacv. 4. avrot (pro ovtor). Tov 

aytov mvo.— Tv prim. et secund. cedevkiay. 5. eo oarapuwwn (ev 

pro«aC). 6. +oAnv (post Se). +avdpa (ante tia). Bapinoov. 

10. +7ov (ante kv: improbat C). 
evdiaov. 11. xip¥. — Tov. Te emecev (pro de ememecev). e(ntt 
XtpaywyoutV. 13. —Tov. tmeotpeay (C -Wev)V¥. 14. tov mH 
oidiav. ehOovtes (pro eioedA.: C cum Steph.). 15. aweoriAavv. 

et Tin cor ev un Aoyoo. 16. KatacicacV. iodpanderta. -17. 

8. ourwov. 9. — kat secund. 

18. recoepaxovtaern. [etpoTo- 
gpopnoev]. 19. KatekAnpovounoev. —avtac. 20. init. wo eTect 

TETPAKOTLOLO Kat TEVTNKOVT| Kat meTa TauvTa, edwKkevy.—Tov. 21. 

kaxtOevy, Keir. Beviawew. Tecoepakovta. 22. Tov Saved avroio. 

5a5 secund. (sic vv. 34. 36). 

nyayev (pro nyetpe). 24. ‘im? Aaw mA (‘’ p.m.)Vv. 25. — 0. 
eeyevy. Tt ewe. trovoerratvy. etdovv. epxeteVv. Avoev. 26. nuw 
(pro vuw secund.). ekawertadn. 27. iepovoadnw vy. 28. nrncay 

tov mAatov (C cum Steph.). 29. mavta. pynuiovy. 31. wAcovov. 
+vuv (post et sic). 32. thy mpoo Trova rescripsit in rasura A 

velp.m.V. eknewAnpwkevV. nuwy (pro avtwy nu). 33. Tw pacuw 

iond’. avyutov. Bpaxeovorv. 

23. — aro Tov omepuatog (habet C). 

yeypamTat Tw Sevtepw (mary. s.m. yaruw B). 34. drootpepu. 
35. diott (pro dio: marg. s.m. Wardpw tanium). edwV. 36. edev 
(sie v. 37)V. 38. duw ecrw. 39. —Kat.—Tw. pwicewo (uwio 

rescripsit p.m.). fin. Sicaw9nvar primd, at -ovra pm.v. 40. 

ameA@n (C ereAOn). — ep vuac. (marg. s.m. iwnd). Al. eideteVv. 
Kkatappovnoare (C -vnte)v¥. Oavuacere. 0 eyw epyatoue eyw (pro 

eyw epyaCouar: C delet o tantum). o (prow). motevontav. 42. 

autay (pro ek Tho cuvaywyno Tw tovdaiwy).—Ta €Ovn. 43. Av= 
Oona’. + auto (post de: improbat C). [avrow]. exOov. mpoc~ 

wei. 44, [rw Se epxouevw]. Ku (pro Ov). 45.— Tov. Aadov- 
Mevois (pro Acyou.). — avTiAeyovted kat. 46. Te (pro Se prim.). 

ecmav. emidnv.— de secund. (habet C). amwhioOav. xpwetav. 
47. [ovrw].—o (habet C). reOixav. oat (pro ce prim.)V¥. 49. Kad 
(pro 5). 50. («at ante tax evox. improbat C). ernyipavv.— Tov 
secund. 51.—avrwy. 52. [de]. 

XIV. 1. etkoviw. — tay tovdawv (habet C). 2. amOnoavrec. 

exnyipavy, 3. +emt (ante tw Aoyw: improbat C). did0vroc (pro 
kat didovrt). onuiav. yewerOav. xipavd. 6. [-viac AvoTpav]. 

7. evayyeArCouevor noav. 8. advratog ev Avarpoo (C cum Steph.). 

—uTapxwv. mepiematngev. 9. +ouK (ante nkouger sic). AeyovTor 
(C cum Steph. AaAovvtoc). exer mot. 10. exrev¥.— 17. [nihil 
additum]. ndAato. 11. te (pro de). esdovres.—o (anle mavdoc). 

—avtwy (habet C). avOpwro(C cum Steph.). 12.—pev. [51a]. ee 
(pro erein: Ceméiny). 13. init. o re (proodSe).—avtwy. nbedevv, 
14. BapvaB forsan p.m. (ao supplet A?)V. (C eavtwy pro autor). 
etewndnoav. 15, [eopev tuw]. emtotpepwV.— tov prim. (improbat 

C rov secund.). emomoevy. 16. iacvevy. mopeverbev. 17. (ye 
improbat C). avtov (pro eavtov: C cum Steph.). ayaSoupywv. 
tuw (pro nuw: improbat juw C). SiSove verouc. fin. tuwy (pro 
nuwv: C cum Steph.). 19. erndA@av. avrioxiacdy. micavrecV. 
[eovpov].—etw (habet C). vouiovrec. reOvnkevat. [nihil additum 

in hoc versu]. 20. twv padntwy avrov. 20, 21. —Kat Tn emav- 

piov usque ad wodw vy. 21 (duowor.: habet C, legens etnrdevd et 

evayyeAiwapevor: punctis posilis rursusque deletis)V. 21. + €10 

(ante exoviov et avrioxiav). 22. (+ Te post mapaxadovvres C). 
evevxmevivy. eweA OV. 23. Kat exkAnoiay mpecBuTepovc. vnotiovy. 
memiorevkiaavy. 24. +e. (ante rnv moidiav). +7 Hv (ante wap- 
pudiav). 25. eo Thy mepynv (C cum Steph., at ipse forsan revo- 

cavit eo Thy T.). + Tov kv (post Aoyov). atradiay, 26. init. Kar 

rescripsit p.m.V. 27. avnyyeAdov. o 00 exoincev, nuukev’. €0- 

verw/. 28. —exet. ovx (pro ove: sic ante ody. xii. 18; xix. 

23. 24; at non xv. 2; xvii. 4. 12; xxvii. 20), 

XV. 1. wepirunOnre. €Ovt (pro Oct: v eras.). +7 (ante 
potcews). Svvacbay. 2. Se (pro ovy). ¢ntnoewo (pro cu(nrn= 

3 [Acts ix. 38- xv. 2.] 
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sews). avaBawiwy. e— avtwy addAouvc. 3. +7 (ante powiKny). 
capapiav. Sinyoumevot (A C cum Steph.). [act]. 4. wapedex- 
6noav. [tro]. — Kat prim. (habent A C). avnyy:ravv.— Te (habet 

C). exoncery. 5. mapayyeawv. rtnpwv. 6. [Be]. etd. 
7. Catnoewo. exer (sic v. 36)¥. emaoracOav.—ort (671 C). ev 

uu ekedetato o Oo (non nutv). 8.—avtoo secund. 9. [ovder]. 

diexpwevy. motiv. 10. mipagerev.— Cuyov (habet A?). nuov. 

ll. + tov (ante Kv).— Xv. moTevoomev. 12. eovynoev¥. onmiay. 
eOveowv. 13. akovoarav. 14. AaBuv.—em. 16. (marg. s.m. 

auwc). dadV. Kareotpaypeva. 17. —o (habet C).—avta (ravtra 

18. — cor Tw Ow usque ad fin. 
21. 

jungit cum yvwora am aiwvoa-). 
vers. 20. emorihav’.—ano. ropuary. [Tov mvuikrou]. 

v 

Bovono. avtov (vy p.m.). 22. [edoze]. avtioxiav (sic v. 23, non 
vy. 30). Kadoupevoy BapoaBBay. nyoupevoie (-ova C). 23. — Tade 

(habet C).—kat ot (ante adeApa: habet C). 24. em de (i.e. 
emet 5 pro emeiin: C emdnv). vuwy (pro nuwy: C cum Steph.). 
— eteAOovter (habet C). — Acyovres usque ad Tov vouov. d1eoT1- 
Aauebav. 25. [exAckauevouo: sic v.22]. 26. [mapadedwxoar). 

28. cdotevV. Tw mi Tw ay. K pndev (* p.m.) Vv. TovTwy ex 
avayKkaie nisi mavis emavarykas cum Tischend. (— twv: habet C 

ante ex). 29. mvintwy (C cum Steph.). mopriacV. eppwodav. 
30. karnAOoy. 32. [re]. — Kat emeornpitay (habet A). 33. amo- 

oTtAavTag cavroua (€ eras.: pro amootoAovc). 34. Deest versus. 
36. mpoo BapvaBay mavdoc. de (pro Sn: C cum Steph.). — nuov. 
ToAW macav. KaTnyyiAauevy. exovowy, 37. «Bovdeto cuvrapa- 
AaBw kat Tov iwavynv. (C seriplurus emixadovpevoy rursus ab- 
stersit em). 38. ovvmapadauBavw. 39. Se (pro ovy). 40. «t- 

nrbevy. ku (pro 6v). 41. [rat KiA.]. 

XVI. 1. karnyrncer¥. [Se eo]. +10 (ante Avorpay). — Twos. 
2. ewaptupiroy. ixonovv. 3. cteAOwV. exwoirV. amavTeo ort 

eAAnv o TaTnp avTov imnpxev. 4. mapedidocav. pvdacowv.—Twy 

secund. tepocodAumois. 5. motiv. 6. dimAOov (pro SieAdovtec). 
—nv secund. 7. +5 (post eAOovter). emipaCovv. cio (pro kata 

secund.). mopevOnva. tacev¥. fin. +. 9. [tno]. Tw Tavrw 
apen. makaidwy Tis nv. + Kat (ante mapakahwv). 10. e&ytnoaper 

(pro e(nr.). eked V.— thy. paxadoviary. [ovuBiB.]. — nuac 

(habet C). @¢ (pro ko). 11. 5€ (pro ovv).—r0. de (pro Te). veav 
mokw. 12. kakeibeyv (— Te). eotwV.—Tno secund. pakadoviac. 
[koAwvia]. [tavrn]. 13. mvdno (pro modcwo). evoucey mpoo- 
evxnv. +nuww (ante yuvativ’: improbat nuw C). 14. dinveterv. 
15. (+aurn post eBarticbn C). mapexadreoevy. pevete (pro pet- 

vate). fin. tpar (C cum Steph. nuac). 16. +7nv (ante mpoc- 
evxnv). oxovoav (C exouc.)V. rudwva vravtncat. iu (pro nuw: 
C cum Steph.)V. maperxev¥. 17. karaxoAovBovoa. [expaCe]. duu 
(pro nuw secund.). 18. —o0. exmev’.— Tw secund. etehOwV. 19. 
[rov othav]. 20. evray (sic v.31). 21. ovowy. 22. mrepipntaytec. 

23. mapayyihac Te (C maoayyiAavtecV). tThpwV. 24. AaBav (pro 

E1Anp.). Nopadrtcaro avTwy. 25.— To. 26. c1omocV. nvorxOnoay 

de (pro avewxOnoay Te). avedvOn (avebn C cum Steph.). 27. 

Seapopvaac (non v. 36). [-wevor wax.]. nuedrAcv. 28. epwrnoery. 

povn meyakn mavrAor(—o). 29. eicerndnoevV. mpocerecevy. [Tw 

cial, 30. mpoaywy (mpoayaywy C cum Steph.). 31. morevoay 

(-cor C)V.— xv. 32. Ov (pro ku: C cum Steph.). ove mact (pro 
kat Tact). 33. exwyv. anavrec. 34. [avrov]. wapeOnnevV. [nyaad- 
Atacaro]. mavoiwet. 35. arectiAavy. 36. arnyyiAev¥. [rovrouc]. 
amcaotcAkav. fin. eto ipnynv. 37. dipavrecV. [eBadrov]. 38. arny- 

yidav. Te (pro de prim.). epoBnOncav Se (—Kat). ecw. 39. 
ameAOw ano (pro eeAOev). 40. ano (pro ex). mpoo (pro cz). 
mTapekadhegay Tovg adeApove (—avtouc). fin. einAPav. 

XVII. 1. roAw (pro appimodw: A cum Steph.). +7nv (ante 

amo\Awiav).—7. 2 eronddev¥. Sierdetaro. 3. abv. io xo 

(—0). 4. emo@noav¥. oeBopevwy eAAnvaY wAnBoT Todrv. 5. 
—armeibouvrer. Kat emiotavteo (—Te). mpoayayew. [caelera cum 

Steph.). 6. evpov (pro exvpov: C cum Steph.).— Tov. 7. mpac- 
gouct (C -owv). erepoy Acyovter. 10. ctemeuay dia vuKTom 
(—tno). [Tov iovd. arnecav]. 11l.—7o. 13. + Kat rapaccovres 
(post cadevoyter). 14. etameotidavy. ews (pro wo). tremuay. 
te (pro Se secund.). 15. xadiomavtes (C -oTwyter)¥. — avrov 
prim. + tov (ante Tyio8eov). eAPwoiv¥. 16, —avrove (habet C). 

avtou (pro Tov mavAov: C cum Steph.). Cewpouvtog. KaTiSwrovv, 
18. + Kat (ante twy emxovpiwy sic). — twy secund. oroikwy. KaT= 
ayyeAAcvo. — avtoa (C habet post evnyy.). 19. apwv. [n tro]. 
20. exopeper (C cum Steph.). twa GeAer (—av). 21. nuKepouv. 
Aeyew Tt 9 akovew Tt (—kax secund.). 22. —o. apiov. exrev (pro 
pn). diodenoverrepovev. 23. c<Bacra. o( pro ov: C cum Steph.). 

touto (C cum Steph. tovrov). 24. irapywy Ko. xiporoinro Vv. 25. 
avOpwmivwy xipar. + wa (ante mpoadermevor: improbat C). [act]. 

kat (pro kata: Cxatta). 26. exomoery. — atmatoc. KaroKwy. 

27. & 
(pro kv). Wndagpnoeev. [kar evporey kaTorye]. 28. e:pnkacuwy. 

29. opiAomev¥. xpuciw. Biov¥. 30. amayyeAde: (C cum Steph.). 
mavtag (pro mact). 31. KadoTt (pro di0T1). xpwwV. wpicevv. 

32. ermav. 32, 33. cou wept TovTov kat madw ovtwc. 34. [o 
apeonayitng}. 

XVIII. 1. —de.— 0 mavdoo. 2. yeviv. [mpicxiddav]. Texevan 

(0b d:a ro praeced.? C cum Steph. d:areraxevar)Vv. amo (pro ek). 
3. enevev. npyatovro (C cum Steph. eipyatero). ty Texvn. 4 
em@ev, 5, makadoviac. Aoyw (pro mvevuati). + evar (ante Tov 

mavtox mpoownov (deest articulus). mpooreraypevouc. 

x”). 6. ermey (sic v.9)V. 7. eonAOev. + TrTov (ante .overov). 
8. emorevoev¥. 9. ev vurtt dt opauatoc. 10. + ‘adda’ (ante 

diort prim.: *’ p.m.) Vv. ovdicV. kaxwoev. [eort]. mordiv. 11. 

exabioevy. de (pro te). +k eva (post evavroy: *p.m.). 12. av= 

Ourarov ovtos (pro avéumarevovtoc). mapa (pro em). 13. ava- 
metBec outros. 14. avovrywv¥.—ovv. averxouny (C nyecx. cum 
Steph.). 15. (yrnwata. eorwv.— yap. 17. — ot edAAnveo. fin. 
emehacv. 18. + pn (anle ets: delet C)V. mpoopwacv. ev kev- 

Xpaias Thy Kepadrny. ecxev¥. 19. KaTnyvTnoay. exer (pro avTov). 
deActaro. 20. (emtmewar: C). — map avtac. 21. adda amotata- 

sevoo (— auto) Kat ermwv. — Set we TavTwo usque ad teporoAuua. 

— de (post radw). avnx8n de (—kat: eliam Se improbat C). 22. 
23. eknAGevV. + xa (ante Kabetno: improbat C). 

ornpi(wy. 24. amreAAno (pro arokAwo: C cum Steph.) cf. xix. 

1. 25. + (ante edad: delet C). w (pro kv secund.). 26. 
mapnotater@at (non xix. 8)V. mpioxiAAa kot akvAa. Jin. Thy odov 

Kawapiay. 

tov Ov. 27. memortevxoowy. 28. emdixvury. 

XIX. 1. ameAAny (pro aroAAw: C cum Steph.). Kared@w (pro 
eAGew). evpi (i.e. -e1v), 2. ermev Te (pro eime). — ermov. oud. 

3. o de exmevy (pro erme Te por avtovc). eimav (pro -uv). 4. 

emevV.—pev. eBarticevV. morevtwowy.— xv. 6. xipar (—Tac). 
[nAGc]. expopnrevov. 7. dwhexa. 8. tTpicv. miBwvy. [Ta]. 9. 

nmiBourv. apwpirev.—ev primd (supplet p.m.)V¥.—twoc. 10.—wW.- 

Ll. duvapiaV. o Oo erorer. xipwvv. 12. amopeperOat. exmopever Bat 

(pro etepxerOa). — amr avtwy. 13. erexipnoavy. Kat (pro amo). 

opxiCw. + Kv (anteiv: deletC).—o. 14. [tier]. vior transfert in 

locum post ewra.—ot. 15. + avtoiw (post ever). (+ wev ante w C). 
16. epadrouevor (C epadd-). 0 avOpwrog ew avtove. (kat secund. 
improbat C). aupotepwy (pro avtwy prim.). evicxuoev (C toxu- 

cevV). 17. eAAnowy. Karouovtwy. + 0 (post exemecev: C delet 

0). 19. karexeov¥. 20. ovrwaV. Tov ku o Aoyoo (C cum Steph.). 
nitavevV. ioxuoev. 21. [SteAOwv]. wakadoviav. [Kat ax.]. veporo~ 

Avua. 22. amooriAacV.— Thy. wakadoviay. + eur (ante TipoBeov: 

“p.m.)Vv. ererxev¥. 23. exivovv. ovx (pro ovr). 24. vaov 
apyupouy (C cum Steph.). [maperxeto]. ovx oAdryny epyaciav, 

25. ro.avtacv. emotacbav. nu (pro nuwyv). ecriwy. 26. [adda 

ox.].— meicar. esow. — 1 (habet C). 27. kwdvvevot. — adda 
(habet C). [apteuidoo iepov]. cio ovBev AoyicOnvar meArEL TE 

(—de secund.). tho peyadiorntos. 28. mAnpicV. 29. — oAn. 

+ no (ante ovyxuoewo: improbat C). wakarsovac.— tov. 30. 
mavaou 5 (—Tov: C tov mavadov Se). esvedAOw. tw (pro ermy: 

C cum Steph.)¥. 31. avroy (pro eavtov: C cum Steph). 32. 
ouvKEXUMENN. EvEKa. ouvEAnAUOioav. 33. cuveBiBacay. [mpoBa- 

Aovtwy]. o 3 ow (pro o de: C cum Steph.). xatacicasy. (7H 
xetpt C). nAGev (pro nBedev: C cum Steph.). 34. emvyvoytec. 

eotwy. xkpaCovres. 35. katactidacy. adeAdpo: (pro eperior: C 
cum Steph.). avOpwrav. ywwonv. +Kat (post ovcav: improbat 
C).—@eac. 36. —Tovtwy (habet C). tmapxwy. (+71 post mpo~ 
meter C). mpacow. 37. Geov nuwy (pro cay unwy). 38. exovou 

mpoo Twa Aoyov. 39. [men erepwv]. em (nretav. 40. eyKare 

[Acrs xv, 2—xix. 40.] 

—- - 

— 
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; COLLATION OF CODEX SINAITICUS. 

cba’. + ov (post weot ov). [amodouva]. + wept (post Aoyov). Al. 

(aweduce]. 

XX. 1. werareuPauevoo (pro mpock.). + mapaxadetao kat (inter 
wat el agwmacauevoc). efnrdOev/. mopeverOar. — THY. paxaidoviar. 

&. emiBovAng avtw. ywauno. vrootpepiv. [uaxed.]. 4. — axpe 

TG aging, Twratpoo muppov Bepoiog (C Beporeon). Beroarovixaiwy. 

5. +5 (post ovro:). mpocedOovtes. euetvov ( eras.). Tpwade. 
6. amo (pro axpio). owov (pro ov). 7. nuwy (pro twy uabytwv). 
—Tov. maperwevv. 8. nuev (pro noav secund.). 9. KabeCoucvoo. 

wAiovy. 10. cuvmepiAaBwr. evmev (sic v. 35:;¥. 11. +7ov (ante 
aprov: improbat C). axpt avtno (ex t C fecil y). 13. em (pro 

ec). avadauBavivy. ovrwov. diareraypevoc nv. 14. cvveBudrdov 
(-AAew C). em (pro cic: C cum Steph.). 15. avtixpuo.—Kat pe- 
vavTed ev TpwyvAAiw. + de (anie exouern). 16. Kexpixet. exmevderv. 

«im (pro nv). fin. tepoveadnu. 18. [avtov ermev]. emoracbav. 

19. taxwoppocuynay. — morAdAwy. mipatuwyy. 20. ireoriAaunyy. 

avayyiday’. 21. [eAAnot].— tov prim. — thy secund. [wv xv]. 
22. Bedemevor eyw. mopevoue’. enor (pro wor: C cum Steph.). 

2%. (Sieuaprupato C). + mo (ante Aeyov). Kar OAnio pe. 24. 

Aoyou (pro Aovyov).—ovbe exw. (C Aoyor exw ovde moiovmat).— ov 

prim. (ews pro wo C). TeAiwow.— peta xapac. 25. — ETL. — Tov 

Gy. 26. dT: (pro dio). eye (pro eyw). 27. ireoriAnpnv. 

avayytAav. tuw transfert ad fin. vers. (C cum Steph.). 28. 

—ovv. rome. [8v]. tov aimatoo Tov idiov. 29. —-yap (de pro 

yap C).—Tovro. Bapiov. pidouevary. 30. fin. eavtwy. 31. ypn- 
yopirav. 32. duw (pro vac). — adeAdpor. oikodounoa. — vuw. 

+7nv (ante KAnpovoyiav), 33. ovdevor. 34. — de. xpiaicv. 
[over]. xipecv. 35. ovtwoV. eotivv. waddoy didovat. Aau Bari. 

36. @icv. 37. Te (pro de). KAavOuoo eyeveto. KatepiAwy (C cum 

Steph.). 38. weddrovowy. Ccwpwv. 

XXI. 1. avaxGevtac (pro avaxOnvar: C cum Steph.). kw. 2. 
(C diamepov). 3. [avapavavrer]. xarndPomey (pro catnxOnuev). 
70 mAowv ny. 4. avevpovtes Se (— Kat). emeuivapev auTov. em- 

Baww io tepocoduua (cco proto C). 5. [nuao efaptica]. [yu- 

vat]. —ewo. + * mpooeviaueva’ (post yovata: *’ p.m.? et C)V. 
5, 6. mpoceviauevo: annonacaueba (pro mpoonut. kat aor.). 6. 
kat aveBnuey (pro exeBnuev: C Kat eveB.). 7. (kareBnuey pro 

xarnvtnganev C). wroAcuaiday (C cum Steph.). euswaper(nonv.8)V. 

&. — ot wept Tov mavaAoy. « nrbouev (pro nAdov: * p.m.). Katcapiar. 

—ov secund. 9, teataper mapbevor. 10. autwy (pro nuwy: C 

eum Steph.). xarrA@evy. 11.—7Te. eavtov Tove modac kat Tar 

Xipao. evrev (sic vv. 13. 39)V. Aeyiv. ovTwav. + Tao (ante xI- 

pacVY secund.: improbat tao s.m.). 12. nutov. avaBawv. 

tepovoaAnm-¥. 13. init. tore amexpiOn (—Se). + Kat ecmev (post 
eo 

ravAoc). — kAatovtes kar (C KAcovred KV). amobaviwy. ev iepov- 

gadnu- (eo forsan p.m.). 14. miBopevov. Tov ku To OeAnua ‘yel- 

veoOw. 15, emtoxevacapevoy (pro amockevacamevol: -voL pro voy 

s.m.? super ras.). — aveBawouev (habet C). tepooodupa. 
capiacy. taco (pro uvacwt). 17. io (C ao)V. amedetavro. 

re (pro de). 19. eGveowd. — dia. 

eimav Te. Bewpicy. — tovdaiwy. tmapxovow. 

1G. Kat- 

18. 

20. edofacav. Oy (pro Kv). 
21. — be (habet C). 

b5ackia’. uwucewo. [wavrac]. Aeyw (C cum Steph. Acywv). mepi- 
teuvwy. Beow mepinatwy. 22. exrwy. cuveddew mAnOoa. — yap 

ort (habetC). 23. [recoaper]. ap (proep). 24. Evpnoovrat. yvw- 

govTas. pudacowy Tov vouov. 25. ereatiAauev¥. — unde usque 

ad & un. —T0 secund. mopviavy. 27. cvvteAcwbav. [ovvexeor]. 

emeBakav (C cum Steph.). ew avroy tax xipac. 28. iaSpanrerra. 

Bon@iray. tovrova (pro Tovtov: p.m.) Vv. TavTaxn. KEKoWwvKev 

(‘p.m.)¥. 29. — Tov. 30. exewnOnv. — Kau tert. exAio On?” 

evdewa (cav p.m.). — at Bupat (C kat evdewo exArcOnoay at Bupat). 

31. re (pro de). amoxtivay. ompnov. ouvxvvvera (C ovvKexu- 

tai). ijAuwv. 32. [wapadaBwv]. cxatovrapxac. 33. [exeAcvoe]. 

[advoec bvc1]. — av. eotiy, 34. ewmepwvour (pro eBowy), Suva- 
pevov de avrov (pro duvayevoc Se). 36. xpaovter. 37. ckeotwy. 

(1). ywworoy. 39. — emu (habet C). + Aoyor (anle AaAnoa: 

improbat C). 40. katecisev. [yevoperno]. mpoceparyncevy. 

XXIT. 1. vot. 2. [wpocepwver]. 3. — ev. avnp etut. axpt- 

Biavy. 5. waptupi¥. 7. emeoa. caovr’ caovr-¥. 8. + kat evra 
(ante tia). exmev (sic vv. 1M. 13. 21. 25)V. eue (ue C). vacopaoc 

5 CAors xix 

(vagwp. C)V. 9. eBearo (C cum Steph. ebearavro)V.— Kat eu¢oBor 
eyevovto. (C nkovov). 10. kaxiv. 12. evAaBno (pro evoeBne). 13. 

eue (prope). 14. mpocexetpnoaro (¢ eras.). idiwV¥. 16. avtou (pro 

tov kv), 17. to tepovoadnu’V. yevecOaicOav. exoraciy. 18. idov 

(pro ew), taxiv. — ryv. 20. ekexurvero. — 77 avaiperet auto. 

22. KaOneev. 23. [Se]. aepay (C cum Steph.). 24. 0 xiArapxor 
eicayer Bat avrov. emag (pro e:twy). 25. mpoetwavd. eotiv (pro 

eteoriv: C cum Steph.). 26. exarovtapxno (C -pxoc): nonv. 25. 

Tw XiAlapXw amnyyiAev.—opa. eat (sic v. 29)¥. 27. — por (habet 

C).—et prim. 28. de (pro Te). mwodrriav’.—5e (post eyw secund. : 
habet C). 29. avaita¢ew (C cum Steph.) V.—de (habet C). avrov 

nv. 30. [ro rt]. Karnyopitay. tro (pro mapa).—amo Tw Secumv. 

ouve\Oew (pro cA@ew). may (pro vdAov).—avTwr. 

XXIII. 1. tw cuvedpiw o mavroc. cuvidnoeav. 2. [ererate]. 
—avutw (habet C). tumtw (sic vy. 3)¥. 3. mpoo avtoy o mavdog. 
evrev (sic vy. 11. 20)¥. 4. ecmay (sic v. 14). 5. ndwv. + ore 
(ante apxovta). epicv. 6. eat (sic v. 34). expater. papicaimy 
(pro -ctov). 7. ermavtoo (pro AaAnoavtoc: C eimovtog). Tw 

caddoukawy Kat papioawy. [ecxic6n To]. 8. caddovnat (-Kator 
C)¥. [mer]. Aeyouowy. pnre (pro unde). omodoyovowy. 9. Twed 

TwY Ypappatewy Tou mepovg (— ot). + Tpoo adAnAoug (anle Ac- 

youter).—ev (habet C).—pn Peomaxwpev. 10. Heiter oTacewo 

(n C post p.m. vel A). oBnOio (pro evdAabnbec). exehevoevv. 
—e«x pecov avtay (habet C). 11. —mavae. [ovtw]. 12. cvo- 
Tpopny ot tovdaio (— tier). (Aeyortes improbat C). pay (sie 

v. 21)¥. [menw: sic v. 21]. amoxrwwowy. 13. Teccepaxovta. 
moinoauevat. 14. [apxiepevor]. [undevor]. yevoarbev. amontt- 

vouev’. 15. — avpiov. Karayayn avtov. eo (pro poo). dia- 

ywoonvy. —Tov secund. (habel C). 16. thy evedpay. [mapayevo- 

Kevoo]. amnyyiAev¥. 17. amaye. Tt amayyia. 18. [nyaye]. 

npwrncery. veaviokoy (sic v.22). 19. emtAaBouevou.(C cum Steph.). 

xtpory. exicv. 20, Tov mavdov Katayayno cio TO cUvEdpiov. MEA- 
Aovrt seu mavis meddAov Tt (pro meAAovTed TL: C MeAAOVTY TL). 

22. 

[amreAuoe]. mapayyiAacv. ene (prome). 23. Tivac dv0. Kaoapiac. 

24. [Siacwowor). pidsea (C cum Steph. Pndica), hie tantum. 25, 

exouray. 27. svAAnupberta. avaipebey. ekethauyv. — autor. 

cot, 28, Te emtyvwrvat (pro de yvwvat). — avtov. 29, exovta 

eykAnua 30. pnvvbionov’. — meAAetY. — vTO Tw tovdatwy. ef 

avtwy (pro ekavrno). mapayyiAacy. AeywV. avrova (pro Ta mpor 

autov). [eppwoo]. 31. — To. 32. amepxeabe (pro mopeverbas). 
emeotpeyav. 33. Kaicapiav. 34. —o nyceuwv. exapxeacy. fin. 

21. moaOnov. [evedpevovor]. TecocEpakovTa. Ei ETOLMLOL 

+ eotw (puncla jam ante C imposila). 35. diaxovoowey. KeAev~ 
cavroo (pro ekeAevoe Te avtov: C KeAevoac). [Tov np.]. fin. 
+ auTov. 

XXIV. 1. mpecButepwy twwv (—Twv). 3. diopAwuarwv. cOriV. 

5. crac (i.e. -e1o). [maos: sic v. 14]. 
epecewoV. 6. emipacev¥. 6—8. Desunt omnia ab kat kata Tov 
nu. v. v. 6 usque ad epxecOat em ce v. 8. 10. Te 

(pro Se). €Ouv. evdvuwo. Ll. emryvovat. crow. — 7. BwodeKa. 

eo (pro ev). 12. emoracw. 13. ovde (pro ovte). — me. +001 

(post Buvavrat). vu. Karnyopovowy. 14. ovrwrV¥. +7010 ev 
(ante rows mpopntac: delet C). 15. mpoo (pro ei). — ovrot. 

BbedAAwy.—vexpwr. 16. Kat (pro be). cuvidnowy. 17. Transfert 

p.m. mapeyevouny in locum post pov, at C post mpoopopac. 18. aio 

(pro ow). [twee Se]. 19, eder. ene (pro pe). 20. — 1. — ev cmon. 
21. exexpata ev avto eotwo. [ip]. 22. init. aveBadero de 

avrove o pynAiE (— akovoas et ravta). elmac. Kareod (pro Kad: 

++ p.m., at pro 0 scripserat € primd)V¥. 23. —Te. XIAL pro exatovT 

primd: correxil p.m. vel AV. Typic8av. avtov (pro Tov mavaAor). 
exw. imnperw’. —  mpocepxeoOaut. 24. (nu. tao]. [7H yu- 

vatki aurov p.m. : at dia ante yuv. A, iia erasum per C?). + Ka 

(ante petemeuato: improbal C). +. (post xv: improbant A et 
C?). 25. eyxpatiag kat dixatcocvvne. — everOat. 26. — de. — owe 

Avon avtov. 27. rAnpwbiono edaBevy. te xapita (de xapw C), 

(kateAtmev C, -me p.m. ?)V. 

4. evkomTw. emeikiay, 

9. cuvemebevTo. 

XXV. 1. 77 erapxiw (-xia C). tpiov. Kaoapiac. 2. Te (pro 
Be). o1 apxicpeta. tovdewvy. 4. typi Oat (sic y. 21)V. eto Karapray 

(pro ev waic.). pedAwy. (C exropeverbat ev Taxes). 5. ot ovv ex 
. 40—xxy. 5.) N 
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jaw pnow dvvata KataBavteo (non vuw). atomoy (pro TovTw). 

Karnyopitwcavy’. 6. ov mActour nuepag oxTw n Seka. Keocapiav. 
exedevoev. mpoaxOnvat (rpo improbal C). 7. +avrov (ante or). 

aiTiwmaTta KaTapepovtes (—KaTa Tov mavdov). toxvoav (C cum 

Steph). amod:itav. 8. Tov mavAov amodoyounevov (—avtov). 9. 

BeAwy Too tovdaoin. exev (sic v, JO)V. KpiOnvar. 10. eatwo em 

tov Bnuaroo Katoupor eur (LU cum Steph.). 3: (pro Ser)V. ndicnna. 
11. ovy (pro yap). maparroumey. amodaviv. karnyopovowy. 12, 

cuvdadAnoac. 13. Kaioapiav. aomacaueva. IJ4. ect’. kaTo- 

AeAumevorv¥. 15. to (C air)V¥. fin. katadieny. 16.— cio arw- 
Aetav. €xot KaTa npoowmov. 17. [autwy]. moimoapeva: (C -voc) Vv. 

18. epepov. eyw Urevoour. fin. + Tovnpa &jungilne cum vy. 19?, al mo- 

vnpwy C). 19. diotdamoviacy. x0. — eto prim. routwy (pro rovtov). 
kpweobat (pro mopeverbar: C cum Steph.)V. sepocoAuua. 
meno. 22. — epy (scripsit C € abstersitque). —o be. 

tnpiov (C cum Steph.). — row prim. [avdpaci].— over. 24. 

cuvrapovtes. amav. Bowvres. avtov (yy. 25. (C KareAaBounr). 

(Oav. avt.].— kat. meumwv. — avtoy secund. 26. — cov (habent 
AC). fin. ypapw. 

XAVI. 1. [ewitpereraty. wept \pro tmrep). extiaos Thy xXIpa 

ameAoyiTo. 2. emt gov MeAAwWY ONMEpOY amoAoyigAa. 3. TE OvTA 

(C cum Steph. ovta we). (+ emaranevor post (ytnuatwy C).—cov. 

4. [rnv ex]. €Ouv. +e (ante icporoAvpow). [ivaor]. [or ivvd.]. 

5. [GcAwor]. paptupwy. Opnokiacy. 6. eo( pro mpoc). + nuwy (post 

matepag). 7. [extevera]. eAmiCiv. tro tovdawy Baoidev (— twr 

21. ava- 

23. axpw- 

et aypimma). 9. + ov (ante ww: improbat C). vaCopaov. 10. 

emoinoav (v erasum). + Te (post moAAovac). + ev (ante Pudakac). 

KkatrekAicav. Katnveykay. 11. BAacpnuivv. eumevoucvory. 12. 

—kat prim. (tno: puncla imposuit C sed rursus abslersil).— mapa. 

13. — nuepac (habet C). xarny (pro kata tnv)¥. 14. Te (pro de). 
Aeyouotay (pro AaAovcay). — Kat Aeyoucav, caovd’ caovav. 15. 

[eurov]. + ko (postode). 16. co. (proce: Ccum Steph.). of67- 

couev. 17. ekepoumevorV¥. + ex (anle Twy ebvwr). eyw amooTehAAw 

ge (—vuv). 18. avukad. moriv. 19. amiOnoVv. 20. + Te (post 
mpwrov). [Kat tep.].— eww. amnyyeAAoy (pro amayyeAdwy). emi- 
atpep¥. 21. —o (habet C). cvAdAaBoupevor. + ovTa pe (ante ev 

Tw tep: we improbat C). emipwytoy. diaxipwoacba (C -picacbat). 

22. aro (pro mapa). maptupomevoo. uwiano. 23. (> > in marg.)V. 

MeAAt (— i.e. v eras. a C?)V. +e (ante raw). cOverwV. 24. 
gnow (pro edn). 25. + mavAoo (post o Se). pawone’. pnawy. 

arda. arnBiacy. 26. AavOaviwy. miBouay. ovbev (improbat C) 
pro ovdev. 28. — edn. mdeicv. xpnotiavoy p.m. (xpiot. s.m.) cf. 

xi. 26. moimqat (pro yeveoOa). 29. — eiwev. eviauny (C cum 

Steph. -aimuny). pmeyadw (pro moAAw). 30. — kat Tavta e:movtog 

avTov. + T¢ (post avectn). cvvKkabnpevot. 

+ 71 (anle mpaccet). 
31. n BSerpwr atiov. 

32. [eduvato]. [emexexAnro]. 

XXVII. 1. [exarovrupxn]. tovAtw oveuari iovAiw (delet iovArw 

prim. C)V. [ameipno). 2. [adpauutrnvw]. meAddovri. + exo (post 
whew). apiarapxoc (-xov C)¥. wakabovoc. 3. (5e pro re prim. C). 
aidova (C cum Steph.) [emerpee]. + Tova (ante pidrove). mo- 

pevOevTi. emmediagy, 5. KaTnAGauev. AvoTpay (pro uupa). 6. 

exatovrapxno (sie vv. 11. 43). fin. + Touro (improbat C). 7. 

mporeewvtogy. 8. modi nv. Aagoaa (C Aaiooa). 9. vynotiav. 

10. @copw (C Bewpw). goptiov. (uuwy pro nuwy C). 1. waddrov 
emBerTo. — Tov. 12. mAioveo. exeBev. Acmeva’. 13. vromvev- 

cavterV¥. 14. eBadrev’. xata TavTng. evpaxvawy. 15. avt- 

opfaruw/. 16. KAavda (A eras.). ioxveauer modi. mepiKpatioV. 

17. BonSiav (-Biaicy C). exmAecwaow (A delet C)V. — ro secund. 

(habet C). 19. epuyav. 20. macros (C cum Steph.). [aca 
cAmig). 21. te (pro de). otabiay. mbapxynoavracy. xepdnoev. 
22. evduuiwy. ovdenia Wuxno (C cum Steph.). 23. rnd rn vunrs 

(C ravtn TH vuKri). ayyedor transfert in locum post dAaTpevw. 

+ eyw (post et). 25. evOumerrary’. 27. [eyeveto]. mpoayayew 

(pro rpocayew: C cum Steph.). 28. oitiweo (pro kat prim.: C 

cum Steph.). 29. 3¢ (pro te). un *"" (pro unmwo: mov p.m. vel 

A, eliam C), xata (pro ei). euretwuer (pro exmecwow). Teo- 
capes. [nixovro}]. 30. rAwpna (C mpwpno). [medd. ayn.]. eK- 
Twewy, 31. ev Tw TAow uvwow (C mv. ev Tw WA.). 32. an- 

exovay ot oTpatiwtat. iacavyY. 33. nuepa eueddev. yewerOa. 

EiareAcitaiv, pnbev (C 5 pro @, sed abstersit). [mporAaBomevor). 

34. mapakay. wetadraBew ti (pro mpocdaBew: tT delet C). [ov- 
Sevoo). [ex]. awoAcitai (pro weceitat). 39. ermac, evxapiaTncac. 

36. amavreo (a prius eras.). wetadaBav. 37. nucba Se at mara 

wuxa ev Tw mAow. fin. «&. 38. — Tv (habet C). 39. €Bov- 
Aevorvto. [Suvawto]. 40. mpocdovter (C mepie.). exapavtes (era 

rescript. p.m.)V. aptemwva. 41. emexeiAav. eAvTo. aro (pro umo: 

C cum Steph.). — tev kuuatwy (habet C). 42. amoxrwwow, 

(+ wa ilerum ante untia C). exkodAvBnoac Siapvyn. 43. Bnuator 

(C Bovanparoc)V. exeAevoev¥. awopiavtac. tno yno (non vy. 44). 

XXVIII. 1. ereyvwper. 2. [Se]. maperxav. avavtes. mpoo- 

avehauBavoy (C cum Steph.). — dia secund. (habet C). 3. opu- 
yavwv (*p.m.). (+71 ante rAnOoc: suppletum forsan p.m.). em- 
devres¥. amo (pro ex). [ekeAPovoa Kabne]. xipoo (sic v. 4)V. 

4. [etSov]. mpoo addAndova edeyov.— Tyo (habet C). sacev¥. 5. 
[amroriwvatac].—Kakov (habet C). 6. wedAdwy. eurimpacbar (C cum 

Steph.). Bewpwrvtwy (C -pouvtwy). yewouevovy. 

[AA]. uvtoy ena Ov. 7. exiov¥. [danpxe]. tpi (sic vv. 11. 12: 
non v.17)V. 8. ducevTepiw. embirv. xipacv. 9. Se (pro ov). 
or ev Tn VnTw ExovTed agbeverac. 10. — 7a (habet C). Tar xpecac. 

12. nuepao tpic. 13. tepreAovred (C cum Steph. wepiedd.). Sev- 
tepeav. 14. map (pro em). eo THY pwunv nABauev. 15. nABay (pro 

katamimtiv Vv. 

efnAOov). vmavtnow vu (C cum Steph. ar. nu). axpt w ammiou 

(* p.m.)V. [eAaBe: C-evv]. 16. exondPouev. +77v (ante pwuny : 

improbat C).—o exatovt. usque ad otpatomedapxn. emETPAaRH Tw 

mavdw (— de). pevwv. 17. cuvkadecacbat. avtoy (pro Tor 

mavaov). de secund. bis scriptum (notat C altero loco)V. edeyevv. 

+ Acywy (ante avdper adeApar: eyw pro Acyav 8.m.). — eyw (post 

adedpor). [Peo]. xipacv. 18. avaxpwovres (C cum Steph.). 

+ me (ante arodvoa: improbat C). 19. keoapa. + ou (ante exw: 

+ p.m.)¥. Katnyopew. 20. mapexadrecay (v eras.)V. ibw. ewexev 

(c eras.). iodpandA. 21. ermav. nutov. kata cov edetaueba (kara 

pro wept prim.). amnyytery. edadnoevy. 22. akovoat mapa cov. 

ppovigY. nuw ect. 23. ndBov (pro nkov). Siauaptupauevor 

(C -voc)¥. miOwy.—te prim. (habel C).—ra. wwitrewo. 24. + ov 
(post pev: delet C). emifovto. 25. Te (pro Se: C cum Steph.). 

edadnoevy. mept (pro dia: C cum Steph.). tuov (pro nuwy). 

26. rAeywv. evmov (pro evme). (C BreWnre). 27. eBapuvOn (pro 

eraxuv0n: C cum Steph.). + avtwy (post wow prim.). Bwowy. 

axovowowy.— Kar Tn Kapdia guvwai (SuoioT.: habet C, at cvvwow). 

emotpeywowy. iagouat. 28. + TovTo (post areatadkn: improbat 
e 

C). 29. Deest versus. 30. eveuway (€ p.m. suprascriplum vi- 

detur: euwevy C). — 0 mavdog. Siaitiavy (C eum Steph.)Vv. 31. 

— Xu (habet C). 

Subscr. mpateio arooto\wr. 

In Actibus Apostolorum e correctoribus A rard occurrit, C saepissimé: de reliquis E tantum, ut videtur, wala iii. 13. In margine porrd in- 

teriore hujus libri inveniuntur subinde literae, manu secunda sed perantigud scriptae [cf. H Tab. xiii, col. 3, 1. 47 mai. edit.], numeros 

pericoparum seu seclionum designantes. Nolendum vero est has sectiones cum Vaticanis (Cod. B) minoribus apud Maium (N. T. 

1859) feré per omnia concinere, nec alibi, quod novimus, reperiri. In Cod. Sinaitico hae leguntur: B cap. i. 15; H iii. 1; 

Oiv. 1; Tidid. 13; TA ibid. 23; IB ibid. 32; IP v. 1; IA ibid. 12; Te ibid. 21; Ts ibid. 34; IZ vi. 1; TH ibid. 9; TO vii. 11; 

K ibid. 35; KA viii. 1; KB ibid. 9; KI ibid. 18; KA ibid. 26; KE idid. 34 [at ix. 1 apud Cod. B]; Ke ix. 10 [sic efiam Cod. B); 

KZ ibid. 32; KH x. 1; KO ibid. 19; Aibid. 30; NA ibid. 48 Tore np. [xi. 1 Cod. B]; AB xi.27; AT xii. 1; AA ibid. 18; AE xiii. 1; 

As ibid. 13; AZ ibid. 26; AH xiv. 1; AO ibid. 8; Mxv. 1 [at xv. 23 Cod. B]; MA ibid. 23 [af M Cod. B]; MBibid. 40 [at MA 

Cod. B]. Post MB in Cod. Sinait. desinunt omnini hae sectiones, idque ad quaternionis finem, ut opportune notat Tischendorfius. 

Post Acta Apostolorum sequuntur-continud Catholicae Epistulac, 

6 [Acts xxv. 5—xxviii. 31.] 



THE 

NEW TESTAMENT 

OF OUR LORD AND SAVIOUR 

JESUS CHRIST, 

In the Original Greek : 

INTRODUCTIONS AND NOTES, 

Chk. WORDSWORTH, -D.D: 

BISHOP OF LINCOLN. 

VOL... 

THE FOUR GOSPELS, ano ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 

NEW EDITION. 

RIVINGTONS, 

WATERLOO PLACE, LONDON, 

@rford, and Cambrivge. 

MDCCCLXXVII, 





PUBLICATIONS BY CHR. WORDSWORTH, D.D., BISHOP OF LINCOLN. 

The HOLY BIBLE; with Nores, Iyrropucrions, and Inprexes. Particulars may be seen in the 
Advertisement prefixed to this Volume. 

On the INSPIRATION of the BIBLE. Fighth Edition. 1s. 

On the INTERPRETATION of the BIBLE. 3s. 6d. 

The HOLY YEAR; or, Original Hymns, for Sundays, Holy Days, and Daily Use. Fifth 

Edition, large type, price 1s.; smaller type Gd. With Tunes, edited by W. H. Mork. 4s. 6d. 

THEOPHILUS ANGLICANUS;; or, Manual of Instruction on the Cuurcu Untversat, and on 

the Anexican CuurcH. Cheaper Edition. 2s. 6d. 

ELEMENTS of INSTRUCTION on the CHURCH; an Abridgment of the above. 6d. 

The HISTORY of the CHURCH of IRELAND. (1869.) 6s. 

MANUAL of CONFIRMATION. Fourth Edition. 9d. 

SCRIPTURAL OBLIGATION of the LORD’S DAY. 6d. 

On UNION with ROME; or, Is the Cuurcu of Rome the Basyton of the ApocaLypseE ? 

An Essay. Seventh Edition; with a Postscript on passing Events, considered with reference to the Apocalypse. Is. 

S. HIPPOLYTUS, and the CHURCH of ROME, from the newly-discovered ‘ Philosophumena.” 

8s. 6d. 

LETTERS to M. GONDON, on the DESTRUCTIVE Character of the CHURCH of ROME in 
Religion and Polity. Third Edition. 7s. 6d. 

A SEQUEL to the ABOVE. Second Edition. 6s. 6d. 

THEOCRITUS, Codicum MSS. ope recensitus et emendatus. Second Edition, 1877. 7s. 

CORRESPONDENCE of RICHARD BENTLEY, D.D. 2 vols. 27. 2s. 

MEMOIRS of WILLIAM WORDSWORTH. 2 vols. 30s. 

GREECE, Historical, Pictorial, and Descriptive. Fifth Edition. 1. 8s. 

ATHENS and ATTICA; Journal of a Residence there. Third Edition. Crown 8vo. 8s. 6d. 

INEDITED ANCIENT WRITINGS, or GRAFFITI, from the walls of POMPEII. 2s. 6¢. 

A DIARY in FRANCE; concerning Education and the Church. Second Edition. 5s. 6d. 

NOTES at PARIS. A Sequel to the above. 4s. 
TOUR in ITALY; with reference to the Prospects of Religion there. Second Edition. 2 vols. 15s. 

On the VATICAN COUNCIL at ROME of 1869. 1s. 

RESPONSIO ANGLICANA LITTERIS APOSTOLICIS REDDITA PII PAPA IX. Is. 

“An ANGLICAN ANSWER,” &c.; being an Enciish Transxation of the above. 2d. 

A PRIMARY CHARGE to the Diocese of Lincoln. 1870. 2s.; Smaller Edition, 6d. 

On DIOCESAN SYNODS and DIOCESAN CONFERENCES, their distinctive Character and 
Uses; an Address at the Diocesan Synod at Lincoln, 1871, with the Form and Order of its Proceedings. 1s. 

On COLLEGE STATUTES, COLLEGE FELLOWSHIPS, AND COLLEGE LEGISLATION. 1s. 

The MACCABEES and the CHURCH; a Warning to Ourselves. 2s. 6d. 

SPEECH at the COLOGNE CONGRESS, &c., 1873. 

TWELVE ADDRESSES to the DIOCESE of LINCOLN in 1873, on CHURCH MATTERS 
(e. g. Fasting Communion, Eastward Celebration, Confession, Non-Communicating, Attendance, &e.). 2s. 6d. 

PASTORAL to the WESLEYANS. Tenth Edition. 3d. 
On the SALE of CHURCH PATRONAGE and SIMONY. Second Edition. 34d. 

On MARRIAGE with DECEASED WIFE’S SISTER. 2d. 

On CREMATION, Second Edition, 1874. 6d. 

On PERVERSIONS to ROME, 1874. 3d. 

On the REVISION of the NEW LECTIONARY, 1874. Second Edition. 1s. 

SENATES and SYNODS, with reference to the Public Worship Regulation Act. 1d. 

On the PROGESSION of the HOLY SPIRIT. Is. 

On the STATE of the SOUL after DEATH. 1s. 

On MAHOMETANISM. Prophecy of its passing away. Is. 

LETTER to CANON HOLE on the COURT of ARCHES, &e. 14. 

ETHICA LINCOLNIENSIA. Is. 

DIOCESAN ADDRESSES at the VISITATION in 1876. 2s. 6d. 

RIVINGTONS, 3, WATERLOO PLACE, LONDON; AND AT OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE. 

OVER 



Conte’ 

Also, by the same, 

OCCASIONAL SERMONS PREACHED IN WESTMINSTER ABBEY, 

20. On the Office of the Holy Spirit in Education. nls of the several Numbers :— 

FIRST SERIES, 

1. Counsels and Consolations in Times of Heresy and 

2. 

3. 

13. 

14 

16. 

17 

19. 

mot = 

. The Enquiry continued. 

Schism. 

On Pleas alleged for Separation from the Church. 
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18. On the Authority and Uses of Churen Synoas- _ — 
5 a 52. On the Additional Service in Westminster Avvey. 

14 & 15. On Secessions to the Church of Rome. 2s. 58) On 'theiStatelSennicese 
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