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this period. They had prefèrences for old texts and familiar forms of
expression, and perhaps instinctively turned to these in times of per-
plexity or trouble, but the new were under exainination, and decision was
reserved ini expectation of the result. For, after aIl, the degree of accep-
tance accorded to this great work, by the general reader, depends very
largely upon the estimation put upon it by the few conipetent to judge of
the work of the Revisers. If the verdict of these be favorable, the accep-
'Lance of the general body of Christians will folloiw.

These muen are now expressing theinselves, and, in inost instances, favor-
ably. A recent article in this connet-ion aplpearý. in the January nuniber of
the Presl,)frriani R ccw, "86, froni the pen of the Rev. Prin. Caven. The
iwritees reputation as an exegele wvill ubtain f.r him a careful readingq every-
iwhere, but by those who ]lave come under his inf jen.e while pursuting their
theologi.cal studies, and -who almost unconscioubl)y yield tu his fair and clear
judgrnent, this article wvill bc read with intensest inîecesi.

The question the writer discusses is-- Does the Revised 'Version
accomplish ail that can bc re:isonabl%7 expected of a version executed at the
present tinie? In refèrence 10 what bias been dont for -.he text of the
Newv Testamient the answver is give-n in the affirmiative. %«hile open tu cnit-
icism at some points, yet -" in textual Tevision cveryi*ning has been dont
that could reasonably bc expected t-n- he resuits of the criticisml of
the last hundred years are faithfülly reprcsentcd in the text which undenlies
the revision."

'Put in regard to the text of the Old Teàtament regret is exprcssed that a
more thorough revision of the Hebrew was nol attcnulted. 'Ar is acknowv-
ledjged that tlue mlatcnials wec flot imm'ediatlly available for a ilhoroughl
revision of the Hebrew text, but it is subiitcd that sonmething mure than
haç been donc might in safeîy, and shi)uld in consistcncy, have been donc.

Respecting the work of amending the translatlion of the Ncw T7estamnent,
the opinion is cxpressed that - ie should expect any coiputent judgc 10
say that the work, is wvelt and îhorouighly donc." The work of îranslating
the Old Testament text is tireaîed at greatci length, but the verdict is one
of approval. In thc renio% il oi archaisms,% in the emnendation of the t-rans-
lation, in the more correct rendein.g of the gram-vatical formns, a decided
adv.ance is noted.

The En.glishi of the Authorizcd Bible bas always been a subject of praisc
among literary mlen. This lias flot beers imipa.ired by tlhc Nvorlk Of reVîion.
It is flot asscrtcd that it is imiproved, but neither bas it suffcrcd. And, in
regard. to thenlogical and ethical resuls, il is seen tlhaî,- 4 no reconstruc-
tion or theology is nccessary, and the mior-al chzracteristics of the B3ible are
preciselyvwhat îhey wvec2'

Ir,. a sentence or two at the close %'ve have the writîes position ini regarTd
to thý question discussed:-4-N'o service ren-dered to the Bible since 1'611
can bc rcga rded as iransccnding in importance the work of revision uow
complted . . ... The %vork is nni j-,erfcct, but the Reviscd V-rsinin will
erminly bc placed nt the head of ail translations of the Scnipîurc ivhich
have yet been i adeY"
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