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-HF. FORTY-SIXTH REPORT OF T1lHE D.I
C. S. OF NEW BRUNSWICK. i

THis Report for the year ending in June, iSSi,
has just been received, and presents in its arrange-
ment several features of improveement over past
years. The report of the ex-Treasurer, Mr. S.

Schofield, deserves especial mention for the very
full and clear statements pertaining to the affairs of
the Society, enabling every reader to form a correct
and intelligent idea of the funds and management
of the Socicty's business. It is a matter of regret
that ueither the resolutions of the Synod nor the
personal requcst of the Bishop expressed pn several

occasions lias led to statistics being fonarded from
ail the Parishes in the Diocese. No accurate report
can be made on account of the absence of reports
fron some of the city Parishes and frot some in
the country.- This neglect shows not only apathy on
the part of those concerned, but is also a disregard
of the express desire of the Bishop and a plain
resolution of the Synod.

'rite statistics given are suggestive, atnd forni a
curious study. Sone Parishes take a very unex-

reccted position, and memabt:rs Of the B. H. M.
might well spend an hour or two in analyzing the
bis. The Parishes having over uoo communicants

are Trinity, St. Mark, Si. Paul, St. Luke, in St.
lohn Carloton, with Fair-ille, Fredericton, Chat-
itamn, ilatmpton, Kingstûn. Moncton, Richmond, St.
Andrews, Roliesay', Susses and Woodstock. Car-
leton reports the largest nuiber of baptismns again
titis year-58.' 'lie next is Weldford, vith43.
Te Parishes reporting over îoo children in thet
Sn.dav School are lthe city churches and Frederic-

ton. Carleton, Moncton, Stanley, Sussex, W'estfield
and St, Andrews. Thei largest net gains in coin-
municants were W'oodstock. 36 ; Upiam, ;1 ; Sus-
sex, 2); 'Moncton, 2i ; Richmond, 19.

In dte list of Parisb contributions for ail Church
purposes, we meet wîith somie surprising resulîs.
We append a list of Parishes raising S6oo or over,
with ticir reported communicants:-

iarish. Cotributions. Communicants.
Chsath.am..........$tS1g. 96......... 1.10
Th1e Cathedral........t(69.0 ............. 30
Monicton ........ ....
Dorchester, I
\1oor-tock-, j
Sa ..vili ........ ....
Weldford.... ......
Richmond........

SuC arr n ' '' '' 'Su;ex ...............

Sprýingfiel.... .... ..

St. Manin'su ..-... · · · ·
Siny... ....... ....

Kirggston .... .... ....

1435.o00............ o r

1400.00 .74

) 43
1300.00...... ... 50
1020.00 ............. 20

86e.no............138

776............. 149
773.00............ 96

750-00----.......... 53
72o.oo............ 40

6 t0o............ 25
64o.o............. 197

Te list of confirmations is not complete. 355
*are rporctei as con6trmn'ed, but there are several
Parises uwho neglectedt L0report. On1 the whole
the Rtport is an encouraging ene, and we hope it
îiil be sntidied by cte msenubers of the Churci1n.
New Brulinswick'. Therc is an omission in it which
. probabMy an oversghtî. The list of cdeceased lie
members does not appear. Lt is wele takeep green
the meniory, of these worthies of the Church, iwho,
snce the formation of te Society, have had their
names recorded in the lists, and we trst their

names will appear next year again.

THE REV1SED VERSION OF THE NEW
TESTAMENT.

A Paper read by the Rav. D. SMI-rH a a Rural
Deanery Meeting, he/d' ai Co Bay, nt Si.
Lke's DaY, SSt.

When I undertook to prepare a paper on the
Revised Version of the New Testament for discus.
ton aI our preseni meeting, tIis Version had just

been placed in the hands of the public. Its issue
had been awaited with great cagerness by scholars
versed in textual criticism and skilled in the Greekt
language, anxious to see with what fidelity the
Revisers had adhered to their "Principle and Rule,"
te introduce as few alterations as possible into the
Text of the Authorized Version consistently with
faithfulness," and by the much larger class of1
general readers, who had but little idea of the
sature of the Revisers' work, and the limits within
which it lay, and whose anxiety was proportionate
to their lack of knowledge. On its appearance -it
was received witlh avidity; and almot before the
ordinary reader had begun to compare it with the
Version so long in use and so endeaed to all, the
press, religiouns d secular, Church and Noncon,
formist, Roman Cahtolic and Jewish, teemed with

critiques more or less able and acute, and manifest-
ing more or less knowledge of the different branches
of the Revisers' labour, some extravagantly lauda-
tory, others erring in the direction of undue depre-
ciation ; but the majorlty, while differing froni ach
other, perhaps,as to particular alterations of text or
of rendering, agreeing in the verdict hat, while
there seemed te be many needless departures front
their own "Principle and Rtil" before itentionet,
the Revisers had given what, as a whole, was the
best representation of the original Scriptures that
had ever been placed in the hands of the chidren
of the Church.

Now one cannot but be influenced in some inca-
sure by what one reads, and the process of assimi-
lation is se subtie and continuous hat il is difficuit,
if not impossible, to trace back a tihougit, an opin-
ion, a conviction te ils source, and recouint the
various steps which have led to the formation of a
mature judigment. I cannot, therefore, say that i
have not been influenced by the criticisims on the
Revised Version whicit I have read. Bî u in the
preparation of this paper I have cudeavoured ho
forn an independent judgment ; and this il will be
niy labour te express, not with the expectation that
I shall have your concurrence in everything that I
may say, but iNith the hope talit it wil provoke dis-
cussion, and se tend to what we all desire, the
greater elucidation of the trthl.

I. At the beginning of my paper I uwold brietly
touchi upon the necessity or desirability, of revising
the Scriptures. ,Vhen twenty-five ycars ago,
through the able and eloquent advocacy of Canon
Sehsyn, the question was brought into prominince,
bolli Convocation and Parliamîuent wiere unwilling tu
support the scheme of Revision by ineans of a
Royal Commission. And wien l February, 1870,
the late Bishop Wilberforce succeeded in carrying
through the Convocation of Canterbury a resolutioti
te the effect that a Connittce of both HIotses
should be appointed, te consider and report upon
the desirableness of revising hlie Authorized Version
of the Newv Testament (the resoltiion was after-
wards exteided to the Old Testament), the Convo-
cation o the Northern Province of Yoit reftsed te
follow tIe lead tius set te thetmt; and to mîatiy,
even of those Conversant witht the Original Scrip-
tures, the project secred to iivolve two dangers-
the danger of too free handling of the language and
text of the Bible, and the danger of unsettling the
minds of many good and pious people, te whm,
unacquainted as they were, with the facts pertaining
te the reception, collection, and prescrvation of the
various books, admissions that tIere sece inac-
curacies in the Authorized Version would seem
almost like the surrender of the citadel of the faith,
everything pertaining te which they lad been
tautgit to deem impregnable. And even yet the
sound of such nisgivings has not wholly passed
away. From time te time we ear themi faintly
re-echioed,

But t ine it scems ha, so far from unsettliing
the minds of good and devout people, the tendency
of tie present Revision, andi the discussions to
which it has given rise, wiil be te renove apprelicti-
sions whichi they may have entertained, and lo
place their failli in the New Testament on a More
rational and intelligent basis. From every quarter
they had iheard of mistranslations and doubtful
passages in the Authorized Version. Unbelievers
had taunted then with errors in the text of the
Scripturcs, which text ttchy had been taught te con-
sider perfect. Christians of other denominations
had disputed the correctness of the rendering, as
weil as the exposition, of passages adduced for con-
troversial purposes. Their own ininisters had
repeatedly told then from the pulpit that such and
such passazes were not correctly translated, and
had then proceeded ta give other renderings, in
some cases supported by good authority, in others,
perliaps, suggested by imperfect knowledge and
faulty schliarslhip. Scholars had put forth ne\w
translations of seme, or of ail, the Books of the
New Testament, in which were many deviations
from the Authorized Version, and, perhaps, dis-
agreements with eac other. AI] these things con-
spired t unsettle men's minds, in their ignorance
of the facts of the case, as to the perfection and
authenticity of the Scriptures; and appreiensions
and anxieties were the greater in inverse propor-
tion te the knowledge which men possessed of the
limits within which sound and ratiotal criticisn
must confine itself. It.cannot, therefore, but be a
great relief te the readers generally of the% New
Testament te be told, on w)iat is really very great
authority (whether the Revised Version be adopted

by Convocation or not), what the utmost changes
required by sitound criticisn really are aInd to find
that, after ail have been iiade, they sill possess the
New Testament in substantially the same foni that
their forefathers did-that while ihere is here the
omission of a familiar passage oftei used as a con-
venient and tellinig proof of some doctrine (which,

owever, docs not rest upon such passage, but is
fully provedc eisewhere), and there the akeration of
an important passage, by suci aiteration made the
more clear or the more obscure, as the case may be,
and nitînerous lesser alterations concerning the
necessity and desiraility of whichi lere wilI be
many differences of opinion, yet noue of Ihe facts
and doctrines of the Gospel are aifcted by suci
omisions and changes. And the truer knowledge
towardis which the present Resiin ill be 1 the
ieans of directing iany, concernîng the origin,
receptici, preservaiîon, and transmission of ihe
Sacred Writings, cannot but tend ut place tlicir
faith on a sounder and less assaiilable base than it
has before occupied.

And of cven greater weigit is the datI' and obli-
gation to te interests of iruth. [lie Church is lie
"Witness and Keeper of 1liy Wit," and as such
is bound iot onl to instruct her children in the
Scriptures, but aiso t provide tiat they shall be
preseted to thienm as nearly as possible as they left
the lands of the Apostes and Evangelists., if,
therefore, it be proved, almos to 10deionsiration,
ltat soume portions of what she is offeling as Scrip-
turc arc not really so, and thi t se is gisitng lier
sanction to renderings and transatlions which lier
own tministers, withtout scrupile or hesitation, con-
demn and alter, if not aimend, shoutld any incon-
venience, any iaginary dangers prevail to draw
lier away fron endeavoring te asceraiin what
alterations arc required in the iteirUs of truth, and
wheni these arc ascertained to imiae themi. l'O ne
it is perfectly clear that dutty, as wel as expediency,
called for revision.

It has been oijected], indueed, tha t lie muaterials
and scholarship neccssary for the work wcre ivant-
ing, and admissions that textual citicism nas still
iti its infancy have been adiruced in support of the
objection, and thus imade to bear a significance
wlich the, ivere not itiended to bear. But textttal
criticisn and Greek seholaiship have, at ail evens,
made enortous advance since the days of King
James i. ; andI the fact tiat futrtie generations may
iossess greater qualifications is surely no reason
why the presetît shoul not contribute, so far as il
is able, to place before the children of the Church
a more accurate Version than wve have used. If
uneu- nî'suscripts of weigit are found, or other
authorities, whici show thiat Ithe present Revised
Version needs revisioni, well, by al means, let il be
revisedi.

(T 7be' conmiual.)

CoTrtsp onb)t»nqt,

MR. LANG AGAIN.

. T'te voE'tm snti e l' ttreî tnîrh.n.)
Sîns,-'The actdon of ReV. Gavin J.,ang, in con-

ducting Service and preaching with surplice, etc.,
in Archdeacon Rcad's Church, at Rtstico, has beei
niade the subject of considerable discussion and
comment in late numbers of the GU An1tÂ. I was
in Ristico the Sinday Mr. Lang preached, thoughi
Iot presetl at the Service, and as he displayed a
most liberali broad-mitnded, Christian spirit, not only
on that occasion, but also in the Services regularly
held by hitm at the Seaside holete, have felt much
interest in the matter, and. thereTore, ask space im
your columns to express a doubt Las to the absolute
wisdon of a Canon which forbids, under ait circuni-
stances earnest Christian men, such as Mr. Lang,
to officiate in our Churches. The Canon may be
very weil in England, where, practically speaking,
every member of the Church lives within easy
walking distance fron some town, village, or ham-
let, where the Services are held as reguilarly as Sun-
day cones round, but in this Dominion the case is
quite different. Here, we frequently have Parishes
vacant for months, even years at a time, and their
Churches closed, owing to the difficulty of
procuring clergymen to keep their doors open. I
have known such cases, and I rememnber seeingone
Church with the windows boarded up, because there
wvas no lawfui bishop, priest, or deacon" to minis-
ter to the spiritual wants of its congregation. The
Parishes also, In a new country, necessarily embrace
a large area, and frequently, two, three, oreven
more, Churches have to depend solely upon the
exertions of our clergyman, and it is a physical im-
possibility for him to hold a Service every Sunday
in each. The consequence is,;that in some, the
doors are opened every alternate Sunday only,
othens remain closed for three weeks at a time ;
'and there are instances, I believe, of congregations
being forced to content themselves with having the
Services of their Church once a monthand this,

THE CHURCH GUARDIAN.
too, in Parishes that are not vacant. What is the
natural, the inevitable result ? la it net that peo-
île becoiie unsettled in their religious beliefs, gr-ad-
ually fal] awray fromi the faith of their faiters, and
mîsensibly becone absorbed ino i the ranks of
ain> otier body of Christians, whiclh is able te aflford
thetî imore frequetmt opportunities for attending pub-

lic worship, or, what is worse, becomte altogether
indiffereit te religion. If what I have rititn is
truc, and ecvery tOne swho -nno's this Dominion,
especially these Maritime Provinces, iiust admit
that il is true, is thai a wise Canon, which, under
such circitmstatnces, forbids us to avait otselves. cf
the labours cf cariest tmeni, who are sufficiently
liberal-spirited te lay' aside, for the occasion, Ithe
cuîstomtîs of itheir own Churches, and le adopit the
formîts and ceretioies of the Chisurch of Englaind,
in order tîat the congregations of our vacant
l'arishes or C.lîrtethes tutay be enabled more fre-
uit'lty to erijoy the Services of that Chitirci, and

htear the wcrdi of Gi from puilpits whichi et woîtutl
orterwise be iioccupied ? 1s it iise, na, s t
right, or in accord wnith tc true spirit et Christiai-
ty. that wue shouild keep iur Church doors closed
Suntiday after Sutnday'; that ie should suffer ltut-
dreds and thousands of our peopIe to continue,
seek aller week, weitiout an opportunity of lhcar-
ing tie ''"god tidings" which we are ever anious
to smd to the far-away homes of the hicaîhen that
we shoul allow imen andt woîmen te wanider a ,
seekiig frott nohîers that spirittai tcaching which
we have ntot the miteants te g'ive them; tîat Ie
should permit so naiy ocf cuir fellow-Churchmen lo
lapse into carelessness andi indifferenc.e to religion,
rather than that we shonid strike fron lthe sasittes
of our Churci a law which wil] not llew us lo
accept eilp fotrom men who are willing to drop for
le timse vIe usages Of their owin Churches, and to

aidop th Services of ours, thiat they i>ay linister te
tie religions wuatnts of those whio are in spirittial
need ? To mte, i confess, it apicars iîinitely bei-
ter that the people shotili hear the Service of our
Clhturcht readi vnwithin the sacred buildingby one
who doues nt belong te ils fold, than that the
l'arishioners should never har those Services ai
ail.

Iln what 1 have written, let it be clearly uitnder-
stood that I refer ierclyI t the ordinary Serviens,
aid not lo 0t SaIracmients of the Churcli.

Yourns, &c.,
A. B. WsuI-usT'O.

Charlottetown, P. E. 1., 25th Oct., 1SS1.

RliODE ISLAND ANI [TiE CHIURCH-
CONGRESS.

'To Lt F.ors of Ite Chuirch t mrdian.

Sîtîs,-Cotton Mather, in his JMagnça/îa, describes
lie state of Rhode Island colony', in 1695, as "a
colloures of Ailomians, Fanilists, Antabaptists,
Antisabbatarians, Arminians, Socinians, Quakers,
Ranters, and everything but Ronan Catholics a'd
true Christians; /onna (sir) /errea, e1a/a gens.'
HIow would that iorthy Pliuritan have openied his
e-es lid te seie how the Chuîrch has grown there
within twoi hundred y'ears; for w'hereas in thiat
colony, togehlier with Nnarragansct, IHnmphrey, in
the early quarter of the ciglhteenth century o'ly
reports 30 commumcants, Church staistics for
187 9 -o 0give 6,383. In thiis State, in it sprincipal
city i'rovidence, is the seventh Chuircht Congress te
be held. 'ie subjects destined to engage attention
are of an eminently diversified character , inded,
rarely lias se varied a programme been placed be-
foue the orgaîaton. Maiy of te subjects ex-
amincd in Congress must necessariJy evoke con-
tctsg o)inions; ive may che, ithouit fear of co-

tradiction.such totpics as "le Revisionofte King
Jtmes' Version of the New Testament, and "'fle
Relation of Parishes te hIe Dioceses, and of
Dioceses te the Generail Convention in the
utatter cof Jurisdiction and Representation." It may,
therefore, bu a matter of gratification te know Itat
this body is invested with no authority te enforce
ils decisions, else ttc resuîiL might be disas'rous to
the pence of the Church. Therc ias a lime, as
can te seit by our quotation fron Mater, ien it
wouldi have been iopeless te anticipate sucli an
assembly, aye, even carlier in the nineteenth cen-
tury it might have been considered mythical te
have endeavotîred to gather such a neeting together.
But ceetts have shown the importance of these
annual reunions. The period, short though it may
bte considered by some, during which this Congress
has existed, gives evidence of its necessity, and may
be accepted as a proof of the quickened spiritnal
activity of the Chumrch. Year by year lier vitality
tmcreases ; as year by year she 'enlarges the place
of lier tent, lengthenng ber cords and strengthoning
her stakes.' Corner-stones of new Church edifices,
consecrations of older testify te her activities. In
the far West Dakota is asking te 'e admitted as a
Diocese ; in the extreme South Forida is making
vast strides; wherever, indeed, the Church's sancti-
fying influence is felt, there she makes the desert
rejoice and 'blessom as the rose.' In the Diocese
of Easton has been begun an important vork, noth-
ing less than at tach Convocation a special service
is devoted te the dolored race, a proceeding which
cannot fail te sticceed, when, as in that little corner

1of the large see of Maryland, it bas such a grand,lovely and hard.working Bishop at each of its ses-
sions; May every other Diocese follow in the
grand movernent.

B T. H. Maveocx,
Millersville, Queen Aune Co., Md. -

Oct. roth, i881.


