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EDITORIAL 4OTTINGS.

DEAR reader, dg you pray ? and when you

ray do you rem@mbver what you prayed for?
or do the desires fade from your heart, as the
sounds melt away into silence? When y.u
pray for revival do you work for it? When
you pray for grace do you leave your heart
.open to receive it 2 Could -you think of any-
thing that would more ~upprise some people
:than to receive an auswer to their prayers ?

PriNcipaL Caven, of Knox Presbyterian
College, Toronte, has written an article on the
revised version, whether it accomplishes all
-that can reasonably be expected from a revision
.at the present time. They that know the
Principal will give mugh weight to his utter-
ance. Conservative, ¢ wutious, candid, scholalv
.and exact novelty has little charm for him
truth every charm. Of the New Testame t
pversion he says that “in textual revision every-
tthing has been done that could reasonably be
-exprcted —the results of the eriticismsof the
last hundred years ave faithfully represented
in the text which underlies the revision” In
other words, the revised version of the N. T,
50 far as our present means of knowledge ex-
tend, more faithfuily represents what the in-
spired penmen wrote thanthe older version. Of
the translation, he writes “we should expect
any competent judge to say that the work is
well and thoroughly done.”

Evidently the Principal does not deem the
‘0. T. revision to be as thorough.  The fact is,
the materials are not available, but the gencral
verdiet is thus given regavding the whole: « No
service rendered to the Bible since 1611 can
be regarded as transcending in hmportance the
work of revision now completed. The work
is not perfect, hut the revised version will cer-
tainly be placed at the head of all translations
of the Scripture which have yet been made.”
We venture to add that Principal Caven herein

¢

ouly voices the opinion of all who have com-
petentiy studied the subject.

WEg ¢l special attention to the letter from
Mr. Hague which appears in our correspon-
dence column.  As Mosheim writes, it is clear
as noon day that the primitive churches were
Co -gregational ; but what of that, if life be
wanting 2 As in the acdress we were permit-
ted to give at the late Union, Mr. Hague urges
in his way, as we in ours, that denominsti n-
ally we must pre-eminently mest the spiritual
needs of the day, or our candlestick wi 1 be re-
moved.

“* Tis life, whereof our nerves are scant,

O life, not death for which we pant ;
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More life, and fuller, that we want.

THE annual reports from churches o have re-
ceived suegest s me rather anxious reflections.
Tuough Congregationalism is unscetarian, it
must of necessity be denominational, having
some truth or truths for which it is speciatly
called to bear witness hefore the church and
the world. We are a fraternity of churches,
or ought to be, unless every tun must sta:..d
upon its own base, and our special {fuuction be
to demoustrate the great fact of disiutegration
Among the churches of God. Bei o a frater-
nity we have some interests in cowmon ; mis-
stons in the line of our own special 1estimeay.
the needy amo- g us, our College, »nd our b -
erature.  Yet the iuterest taker in these de-
partments of general life is for the most part
very small. ¢« hurches seem satistied with a
collection of a few dollar- and then rvest from -
their Jabours.  This state of things must
change if we are vigourously to prosecute our
work. The Woodstock church at one of its
first meetings after orgar ization resolved th ¢
it would fathfully remember the work of the
denomination.  That is the true spirit of
brotherhond, not by constraint, but willingly,

and only thus can our mission be accomplished.



