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TIU~ 1'~X POSITOR Y TIMK'i 

~ iost (!:'trst 1n t6t cBosptf of Ql\4ri. 
lh· J. R11:Nntc1. lhu1s, Lrn.D., LL.J> .. D.D., lhRMINOHAM. 

lr wn~ in tlw Inst )'t'llf tl111t I hl\d thr lmppinr11s of 
Tl',',1wrin~ n missin~ \'t'nlt' or hruf-,,-ri;r from the 
fourth dll\ptl'r 11f thr Go..~pt'l of John, 11 11<-ntence 
whid, lwl disnppt'llred fn.im rvrry t'xisting copy 
,,f tlw s:wrt'd text, but which we Wt'ft' ablr to show 
tn h:\\"t! once exi!i'ted in tht' Dial1ss11raH nf T111in, 
:md which internnl t'\'idrnct- showed ta be tht1 work 
of tlw EvtU\~list, 1\nd m,t the ob.sr.rvntion of an 
:wuk c,,mmt'Utl\tor. The missing sentence was the 
!'\'ply l,f Jt'sus to the inquiry of the &muu-ihm 
w,,ml\11 1,s to the source from which He derived the 
li,·ing wnter that He proposed to bt-stow upon I\ 

thirst~· world. The discovery WI\S published in Tus 
Exros1ro1w TU4ES for Ml\y 19117, Md, if one may 
judgt' from communications which students of the 
Gospel m:\dr to tht' dis1.,-owrer, there were not " 
(rw who shared in the happiness of the find 1md 
\\'l're gl:\d of the enriclummt which it gave to a 
du\pter which WI\S l\1.1'1.'l\d)' hravily ll\dai with d~p 
thoughts, Md a w.ry argosy of spiritual truth. 

I M\ now going to t.ry tu rt'COve.r l\ missing vt1rse 
from thr G()Spel of Mark i only my ft'l\ders must be 
\\'l.U'nt--d in 1,dvru,et.\ tl1at this time "'tl have not the 
:mpport of n single textual l\Uthority ; and it is 
quite p0---siblt' thl\t some people will put the matter 
from them, 1md sl\y that they do not wMt a Gospel 
which is l'onjured up out of non-existence by the 
nmgil':tl spells o( the imagination. Wcll, \Vt1 are 
not writing for such; our appeal will only~ mad& 
to those who think that the imagination ru; wtill as 
the re1\SOI\ :md tht1 power of o~ervation may have 
1\ servi~ in Biblicl\l science. 

In order to ml\ke clel\f the direction in which the 
llid of tht' iml\ginl\tion is to be invoktd1 we shall 
nt'l•d sonw preliminary study. 

The story of the trial, defence, Md martyrdom 
o{ St. Sh'phen in the Acts of tht1 Apostles, among-st 
whom Stt-phen ml\y very properly ~ included as 
thr '"'r" fil':1t missioner to the Hellenic world 1 1md, 
in :in i;1difl•ct Wl\)'1 the founder of the Chureh l\t 
Antioch, is charncte.riled by l\ s.ingull\f parallelism 
hdwcen Stephe-n 1md his Mllstrr. Even ll supe.r­
lki1ll rc11dt'r recoRnizes Umt Stt'pht'n praying for 
his murtlrrers is 1\ compi1nion portruit to the 
'l'llthrr, forgive tlwm' of Jt'sus Himsrlf; tuid " 
~upcrficinl (·riticism, finding thl\t tlw I.ord's pmyt>r 
for His l'lll'll\ies is wllnling in ('t'rt11in l'opit's of thr 
t'iospd of l.ukt·, h11s hru.tily infrrretl thl\t thr lt'Xt 
of the Go$prl hus ll<'en n.'in fo11't'd fl't1m t hr 11\"1."'ll\mt 

of Sttphrn's prl')'t"r in t.hr Acts. \\'r do not stop 
to disruss the mraninit of that particular p!lnllkl ; 
we only rrler to it A.s M isolatrd rASt of what 
occurs on I\ much widtr s('A.lt. lndc«:I it btcofflfs 
quite A common pmcticr in the hi.itoriA.n.~ nf the 
Early Church to obserw, n.r nen to aettntuatr, 
or possibly to invent, such cast's and ewnu as might 
serve to show that the t'.llpe.rienc:e of the Mutr.r 
was reproduced, e,"t'n to dttail, in the su&t-,rinp of 
thr servants. Polycarp's 11'11\.rtyrdom may tt.rve ,u 
an illustmtion. 

If \\Ill rrad th& MRrtyrdam oJ Jesus as t.old by 
Mark ove.r l\g!Unst the Martyrdom af Steph(-n. as 
told by Luke, we shall see that thrn: is a littnry 
depcndmco of tho Acts upou Mark, over and abow 
the general theory of an l•l1llio Cmsti to which 
we have alluded. 

For instance, Muk rdRtt's (1411) that • thry 
brought }t'S\IS to the high priest (tlnjya..,- ... 
~t nl1• dp;\>ttpl11), and then came togt-thcr all the 
high prirsts (st't : plural) and the cldrrs and the 
scribes.' Alter a refmm~ to th<- 1."0llduct oJ 
&ter, the account continues: • Now the high prtt:sts 
(sit : plun\l) and all the Sanhedrin sought testimony 
"P-inst Jesus to kill him) and found none.' Th4t 
is the wny in which the judicii\l procttdings apin.st 
Jesus comm<-nce: in the cru;e of Stephen, ft att 
told thRt 

' 'fhey stirred up the p«.iplt AAd ll.11 the cldrn 
Md the scribes, Md ctuue upon him Md brought him 
to the &.nhedrin (i}yuyoi, , . . cl~ '° <TVWOfMor). • 
So [ar the l\ccounts l\.l'C paralld in structure, and 
show some coinciden~ in exptts..-uon, Ovt'.r and abow 
whl\t may bo desc.ri~ as inevitabl~. 

We come next to the eD\ployment of f&lst wit­
nesses, and the nature of their ttstimOhy : the sub­
stance of it, in tht' C'l\se of Steph<-n., is that, 'Wt 
haw heard him SI\)' that this Jtsus the Nuattnt 
shall destro)' this plat--e and l'hlll~~ the cusll\lll.5 
which Moses dl"liv-rttd to us.· Ac ou : .t,..,,...J.a,..,«" 
)'\lp ni'n1il ,\C}"Wn• .. ,~rt 'IIJll"•W :, N<1~tvf)<lt1K o~N-. 
~,mAtto-1t riil' Nlr\lt' rot'T01· .. h. with which "'" 
l'mnpare Mk 14111 : ' We lmw ht'm\l him sayini, 
T will destn.,y this tt'mpll- 11\:\lk with htu1d$ • 
(~ttci~ ~11:01\mJlfl' I\~~ A(yot·n•~ ,in 'l-.\~ .. -a.,nA,,~ 
n\l' 1,u;\1• ""~•••· n\1• xu~><•ir,.11·,,,...._,), The tw,, 
l\l~mnts h:1\1.~ now dr.twn n•ry dt\$t' h~-cc•thl'r, m,t 
only in lhr ml\tkr mn·nttl'<L hut in the nuumer l,f 
tllt' lll\.rT:\ tit\l\, 
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Then we have the direct appeal of the high priest 
to each of the prisoners. In Mark it runs thus : 
'The high priest rose in the midst (El~ To µ,iuov), 
and asked Jesus, saying, Have you nothing to 
answer?' In the Acts the narration is briefer, 
' The high priest said, Are these things so ? ' 

It will, I think, be conceded that Luke's account 
of the trial of Stephen has been affected, both 
structurally and linguistically, by the Markan 
account of the trial of Jesus. 

We ought not to omit from these suggestions of 
parallelism the fundamental element of a charge 
of blasphemy, in which Jesus and Stephen use 
matters of personal testimony (prophecy and its 
fulfilment) which can hardly be independent. It 
may very well be the case that, when Jesus says 
that His judges shall see the Son of Man seated at 
the right hand of the Power and corning with the 
clouds of heaven, and when Stephen affirms that 
he fulfils the prediction in his own person by a 
vision of open heavens and of the Son of Man 
standing at the right hand of God, we have before 
us the historical motive for a highly-developed 
literary parallelism. The two narrations can hardly 
be independent. They are connected either in 
fact or intention. They could be printed on 
opposite pages with appropriate indications of type. 

And now we come to the very interesting discovery 
upon which we have discoursed elsewhere, that the 
W estem text of the Acts has inserted the words 
' standing in the midst ' at the junction of the 
sixth and seventh chapters of the Acts. As commonly 
understood, these words have been taken to refer 
to Stephen, whose radiant face was like that of an 
angel standing in their midst ; but it was claimed 
by me, many years since, that they really belonged 
to the high priest, who rises to address the criminal, 
and that we should replace the gloss so as to read, 
' And the high priest rose in the midst, and said.' 
I do not propose at this point to resume the dis­
cussion which was naturally provoked by this way 
of explaining the gloss. The point that I want to 
emphasize is this, that by attaching the words to 
the high priest we complete an already existing 
parallel between Luke's account in the Acts and 
the Markan Gospel. That is, certainly, very 
significant, and ought to be almost the last word 
in the discussion. I do not propose, at this point, 
to invade the whole area of the problem of the 
Western glosses. If our explanation is correct, 
we have amplified and completed the evidence for 
the dependence of the Acts upon Mark. 

Now we come, after a lengthy prologue, to the 
question with which we are really occupied, over 

and above the ordinary questions as to the text 
of the Acts and its interpretation. If it be conceded 
that Stephen is either in actual history or in literary 
presentation the subject of an Jmitatio Christi, 
what are we to say about the shining face by which 
he is most commonly remembered, at least in art 
and in letters? Tennyson, for instance, delineates 
him as follows : 

Looking upward, full of grace, 
He prayed, and from a happy place, 
God's glory smote him on the face. 

Tennyson has carried forward the descent of the 
Divine glory upon the martyr from the trial to the 
martyrdom : for, in the Biblical account, the prayer 
comes later than the trial. Is it possible that there 
stood in the Markan original a statement with 
regard to the angelic face of Jesus Christ at His 
trial, similar to that which is recorded of Stephen? 
Nothing more likely, in view of the fact that the 
early Christian tradition lays stress on the glorious 
appearance of Christ's face. St. Paul, it will be 
remembered, has, in his Second Epistle to the 
Corinthians, an actual allegory on the greater glory 
of the New Covenant when contrasted with the 
Old Covenant, the subject-matter of the allegory 
being the face of Jesus and the face of Moses. 
Christian experience, in this connexion, is defined 
as an ' illumination of the glory of God in the face 
of Jesus Christ' (2 Co 46); when considered as 
progressive, rather than as immediate, Christian 
experience is defined as a change from glory to 
glory by beholding or reflecting the glory of the 
Lord (2 Co 318) ; the whole passage with its parallel­
ism between Moses' face and Christ's, shows that 
the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ was a 
natural, and perhaps a familiar theme. There may 
be other origins for the theme, as, for instance, the 
Transfiguration, to which reference seems to be 
made in the words, 'We are transfigured into the 
same image ' ; but even the reminiscence of Tabor 
recalls the Face that shone like the Sun, so that we 
can without much difficulty enter into the Apos­
tolic mind and look at history with St. Paul's eyes. 

This, then, is our suggestion, that in the original 
text of Mark (or Markan origins, if we cannot be 
satisfied with a single ' honest ghost ' for an Evan­
gelist), there stood a statement to the effect that 
'all in the council, looking upon Jesus, saw his face 
like the face of an angel.' The text of Mark might 
then have something as follows, if we wish to 
justify the Western text of the Acts : 

V 'J' C I > '"" • 
l<Tl) 1JV 1/ µapn,pta avTWJ/ 
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[ Kuf et.Sov rO rrpD£T1.1nrov aVToV 

w,; 7rp(1CTOJTl"OI' &yylAov 
£crT0Jro-; f.v p-'.<rte aVrWv ·] 
K~t ~11acr,ra~ 0 <~p~t.fpnJ~ 
£1<; TO /J.ECTOV [ QVTWV] 
l1rYJpWTYJCTE TOI' 'I YJCTovv, Alywv • 

The advantage of this arrangement is that by 

the repetition of the line-endings, the error of 
omission can be explained. I should, however, 
prefer to omit the fifth line, and to explain the 
'standing in the midst' as I have done formerly. 
All that I am arguing for is that a significant 
passage has been lost in the Gospel of Mark, of which 
there is a reminiscence in the Acts of the Apostle:;. 

------·•------

Bv THE REVEREND W. K. LOWTHER CLARKE, D.D., LoNDON. 

A NEW discussion of St. Paul's ' thorn in the flesh ' 
can only be justified if new material is presented 
for consideration. Thus Dr. Richardson's sugges­
tion,1 that the Apostle was literally crucified, at 
least as far as the beginning of the ordeal, though 
hardly likely to win acceptance, must have been 
read by many with interest. There is room for 
speculation because no theory holds the field. 

1. Sir William Ramsay's idea that Paul was 
attacked by malaria at Perga and went for his 
health's sake to the highlands has little in its favour. 
He was a native of Tarsus, and must have known 
other methods of treating fever than that of plung­
ing into the heart of the bandit-infested mountains ; 
and how would a convalescent from malaria be ' a 
temptation in the flesh ' to the Galatians (Gal 414) ? 

2. Epilepsy has been surmised from the ' spat 
out' of Gal 414 (R.V. rnarg.), which is said to refer 
to the custom of spitting to avert a demonic attack. 
The Galatians did not do what might have been 
anticipated. But there is no need to insist on the 
literal sense, and, even if it is allowed to stand, 
other inflictions besides epilepsy were ascribed to 
demons. 

3. Ophthalmia is unlikely, in view of the keen 
glances of the Apostle frequently referred to. 

4. Skin trouble, such as erysipelas, would cer­
tainly have been unsightly, but otherwise does not 
fit the evidence particularly well. 

5. The earliest tradition, given by Tertullian, is 
headache. This, again, does not explain Gal 414, 
but I believe it puts us on the right track. 

I suggest that St. Paul was a victim to nerves, 
and that modem men are peculiarly fitted to enter 
into his experience. Splitting headaches may well 
have accompanied the attacks, and they could 
hardly be described more appropriately than by 

1 In the January number of Theolugy. 

the word crK6Aotf,, a stake driven into his head. 
Read 2 Corinthians and you see at once that the 
writer was a mass of nerves, acutely sensitive and 
a prey to melancholy and depression which came 
as the ebb-tide of the mighty incoming tide of 
exaltation which was the other side of his being. 
Such was his essential sanity that a cure would 
probably have been possible if he could have 
enjoyed a quiet life and sympathetic companion­
ship. But that was always out of his reach. His 
body was shattered by the experiences described 
in 2 Co II, ' the care of all the churches ' was a 
terrible mental strain, and the psychic and spiritual 
side of his life made great demands on his weakened 
frame. Once his nerves began to go, the conditions 
of recovery were absent. 

But some outward manifestation must be sought, 
such as at times limited his appeal severely. I 
suggest that, at least at times of exceptional strain, 
he suffered from inability to express himself clearly, 
partial aphasia, or, to use one word, a stammer. 
To test this, let us look at Lightfoot's list of con­
ditions which any theory must satisfy (Commentary 
on Galatians, 186 ff.). 

1. Physical pain of a very acute kind. 
2. The malady was very humiliating, a set-off 

against his spiritual privileges and a check to his 
spiritual pride. 

3. It was a grievous hindrance to the gospel and 
a powerful testimony to it when overcome. 

4. The affliction seems to have attacked him 
when he preached, exposing him to possible con­
tempt. 

5. The meanness of his personal appearance may 
be connected with it. 

6. The trouble was recurring. 
Of these factors, all except fiw are admirably 

satisfied by the combination of headache and 




