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professor. What a prodigious honor, therefore, the Canadian Church bas con-
ferred uI)of one of its rnost revered menibers, that he should be appointed to
a chair unitingy both the departments of History and Apologetics-and that,
too, in a coilege not distant from "«Knox" We do flot require to subject
the other departments to the saine analysis. The resuit is that a great
nuniber of departinents is created; and then when each dcpartment is rigor-
ously working, there is a necessity for a professor whose duties shall be eciectic
in character, whio shall receive the contributions froin ail the branches and
shall digest and fori-nulate theni.

Tbis is Dr. Patton's scheme, roueg'hly stated. There is one chair which the
Doctor did flot take the trouble to specify, but wbich bis great scheme
logicaliy and iînperatively deniands-a chair in physical gymnastics, flot only
for students but also for professors, so that, their constitutions iih flot be
broken down by brain-work.

Dr. Patton knew that the more enliitcned Presbyterians were well aware
of the necesssity of an increased proféssorsbip, in order to the comiplete
equipinent of a theological institution. What, then, is tic hindrance ? It is
flot nien;- because there are those who are quafified to preside over the various
courses. it is money. But the requisite aniount wvculd stagger the nîajority
of people. The fact is that the acadeinical imillciuniii is in the distance.
Public opinion ivili require to be educatcd to sec the value of such an insti-
tution, arîd p)ublic opfinion is obstinate wlîen the p)ockets are touciecl.

Dr. Patton closed his energetic speech amid the liearthy enithutiiasî-n which
it hiad excited ; but there is a single point wbich we m-ay as well broach biere
as anywhere. If there is to be a graduai process of subdivision, the writer
cannot but think thiat tic process nîay show itself with advantage in one
departiinent even now. It is that of Exegctics. Our serious conviction is
that a minister who lias carcfu]liy studied sybtemnatic and apoiogetic Divinity,
and wbo has, iii addition, learned to interpret and expound by proper and
natural modes of interpretation the kttest rcvised versions, is more than qua-
lified for bis lifework. Take the hast New Testament version ! The abiest
exegetes bave agreed upon it. Ncow, unless a student bias the conceit to
question what thèse talented specialists declare to be the classic usage of a Greek
word, hioî can lie practically differ froin the resuits they have givcn ? A
sin-ular observation alpplies to H-ebrew. Unbesitatingly does the writer aver
that, so fhr as the t-aPzs/ation of tic thoufflît froin thie Greek and the Hebrewv
into the plainest Eriglish is concernedà, lie is not conipetent to criticise those
finely endowed exegetes of lifelong s;tudy iii the two ]anguages, of even dif-
férent theolog,,icait scbools, wlîcn they produce an Eîîgish Bible after hiaving
carefully consulted the different critical works on the Old and New Testa-
ment. He will take that production and thank theni. And, unless he lias
the taste and tlie heisure to study the original tongues, hie does not sec w~hy lie
shouid be compeiled to do so by a curriculum. Thierefore, so far as exegetics
is founded upon tic original, it ougbui to be optional iii tic curriculum. But so
far as exe-ctics is concerned with interpretation of tic latest English Bible, it
shîouhd be compiluisory. There are objections to this vicw, of course. The writer
may be thouglît not to have schoiariy and classical taistes; let tiîat objection
pass for whiat, it is worth ! Wc do not underrate the original laîîguages any
more than we do tue B. D). course ; tiîey are ail valuable;ý but tie question is
wthether thîey are of so great value thiat students whîo know very littie of
cither tongue siîould spend tbree sessions in the study of them. Do wve cast
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