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THE BO0OK OF BOOKS

(FAèM a Lectie dedivered a,& Bath, Elu«1«,ufý, hy Frtmdebary.:MCf.

Afterremùarking, cn the varjous objections against thecredibilit-y of the Bible
he proceeds :

And firat, as regards the purity of the text. A few years ago the ide%,
found favour iwith nlany, that the text in its transit through many centuries
hr.d become so corrupt that it was not safe io lay any rtress on wo-ds, and
that it was very doubtful if ire really had a moderately faithf ai transcript of
the orig~inal w-ritings. Various principles, werc laid down. for testiug thetc.
Thcanands of emendations were suggested, îitlî a 'riew of bringing the text
of the Nùw Testametnt te its original f< rin. Bu(t the mature scholarship and
patient inve3;tlgaiun applied of late to this brandi of Biblical study, lias tended
to justi, te a vcry considerable extent, t.le confidence reposed iii the received
teit o! the Sew Testament. In Tischendor-f's seventh edition of the New
Testament, hie hias abandonedl xnary of the readings preferred in his earlier

editions, and returns to tîcise oz' the received Lext. In St. M1atth2w's glospel
zaç)ie lie dues, s0 in more than a hiundred instances. Access lias been ob-

't ie d to «M SS . o f a n e a r ]y d a t e wi t hin -r e r y r e c e n t t im e s , a n d t h e s e f u r n is h

.mQst imporLint testimsrny to the general accuracy of our received text ; rand

amsare of tI most triflingchaiactei. Bishop Wordsworth writes: "'The ver-
1*l discriepancie3 of the MISS. o! tie :Nef Testament are so -;light and trivial


