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only the Baptist Umen and thc‘
Congregational Umon of Scotland, !
among the dissenting tepresentative
badies, sent delevates

The holding of the Conference
produced no perceptible impression !
on the public mund at the time | but
it satished and encounraged its pro-
jectors  Mr Maall himsel€ deseribed
it as “the scason of l)lt\\s()ming "

declared it to be a fact out of which;

“ something real and tangible must
hereafter grow ™

‘The first boroughwhich Mr, Miall
contested was that of Southwark,
iz 1845, it contest i which the edi-
tor of the Inpreesm g took an
active part i support of Mr Miall,
as he is prond to remember, and on
this occasion the principles of what
ts now known as the ** faberation

Saciety " were, for the first time, !

constituency.

The

brought  before am
1845 was not, however, 188o.
constituency  which, in
year, returned two anti-State men
to the House of Commotis, rejected
Mr. Aliall o favor of Saie William
Molesworth,

After several countests Mr. Miall
was clected for Bradford, in 1868,
without even being present

[t is impossible, with the space at
our commaud, further to follow the
very full ad interesting  sketch.
Never resting, keeping the one ob-
wet of his bfe steadily before him,
m the press, on the platform and in
Parlimment Mr Miall had the satis-
facton of secing a mighty change
come over the minds of Noncon-
fornusts  themselves in relation to
the great question of a State-Church.
Disestablishment took place in Ire-
land, the “entering wedge” as it
was termed, but constant strain and
labor told upon a never robust frame,
and gradually he had togive up all
hterary work.

On the anniversary of his seven-
ticth birthday, in May, 1879, Mr.
Miall was much cheered by the visit
of a deputation of hispolitical friends
and colleagues at Ins residence at
Forest-hill, who came to present him
with an address of congratulation on
hishavingattained thisage. Amongst
the visitors on this occasion were

Mr. Bright, who spoke in very warm'
N . - . 1
and touching terms of Mr. Miall’s®

past career, and of his long personal

“before a conelusion is reached.

the latter

o
Revision of the New Testament in

their hands before this, and have
more or less made up thetr minds as
to their atutude towards it ap-
proval, condemnation, or a more
extended and  patient investigation
The
excitement caused by the issue of
the hook has been unprecedented -
neser bofore was any book awaited
with such widespread anxiety  never
Chefore were so many copies, o1 even,
perhaps, @ hundredth part <o many,
prepared before the tssue, reaching, it
p insaid, notess thantw o muthons, winle
the number of wnauthorized copies
already printed, or to be printed, on
this continent, will probably soon
exceed the fust issue

i

Harge portion of it telegraphed from
New York, and pubbshed on the
, day after its issue there : while more
than a week ago we saw it complete

ry "—and, by the way, it was very
conveniently arranged, as the old
side by side. \We wonld not, how-
ever, advise our readers to possess
themselves of these American re-
prints ;—-they have been issued at
such an excessively high pressure
to be in the market first, that with-
out very careful examination we
should hesitate to receive them as
strictly accurate.  Here, however., is
the great fact, that for a time a tre-
mendous impetus has been given to
the reading of the New Testament,
and this may be, who knows, the
precursor of a development of its

that has gone before,

But, it is asked on all sides does
it make any changes in doctrine?
docs it affect any of the denomina-
tional ideas® .\ moment's reflection
would show that this is not likely to
be: all texts which may have been
used for theological or ccclesiastical
artillery, have for centuries been
examined with the keenest criticism
by fricnd and foe, have been ana-
lyzed. dissected, turned inside out,
and if there has been really
any question about them, their au-
''thenticity or correct translation,they
Lave long ago been abandoned as
usceless weapons, and their disap-
pearance from the text was a fore-

acquamtance  with )‘i‘“' “"f‘_ M""gonc conclusion which disturbs
Henry Richard, Lis life-long friend. | noone.  Such texts as Acts viii.

"This interchange of friendly senti-* 3= and 1 John v. ;7 (we sce the re-

ments at that time was not oniy

pleasant but Lencficial to Mr. Miall, |
who, while losing nore of his interest |

Pvisers divide v and vi. so as to
| tain the same number of \cises:
i better have omitted that number as

in the course of political events, was | iy, \cts, are of this character.

We are told
“that a Chicago newspaper had ai

in two issues of the * Seaside Libra-:

and the new versions were printed |

power that shall exceed anything

beginmng to feel rather keenly thel - ro pave alvo disappeatcd some
isolation which was imvolved in his 1y \Chich have troubledreaders that
continued retirement. The result Of! did not know their doubtful charac-
the General Election last spring also i ter, transcribers’ comments which

f‘)":zmll)(:’ 'Lrﬁf:ﬁ“‘ﬂ?i r. Miall's general | crept into the text,as Johnv. 3. 4.
e it .

He was noex- |
ception to the rule in being taken

i One portion which we regret to lose
. 1is the doxology at e close of the
aback by the overwhelming force -
and unanimity of the national re-

. Lord’s prayer. Matt. vi. 13, [t ha<

always scemed to us a fitting close
| to that divine series of petittons: but
Citis, without doubt, we suppose, an
“interpolation, and not a very carly
one.

On the other hand, we find that
some texts, respecting which doubts
have been eapressed, ae achnow-
ledged by the revisers as genume,
and find an unquestioned place
the text, such as 1 John i 23, the
last clause, which in our authorized
version is printed in italics, as
doubtful, why, it is difficult now to
say.

sponse to Tord Beaconsfield's chal-
tenge.

Mr. Miall's illness was of short
duration, life slowly ebbing away, he
dicd almost without pein on Friday,
Apnl 2gth. And so he passed over
10 josn the great company who rest

. i
from their labors and whose works

dofollow them.

THE REVISED NEW TESTA-
MENT.

The majority of our rcaders have

no doubt had the long-looked-for

Some httle violation of ideas as
derived fiom teats will bé¢ found in
the change of tense i many pas-
sages which the onginal absolutely.
requires, as n Komans v, o,

2
-y

though in all three of the changes®

made i these tvo verses the argmal
is retaned monotes as alternate read-
ings,

Perhaps it would be beet to take
one chapter to serve as a specinen
of the changes made, and why
made; and we select just beeause 1t

is a well known chapter, the third -

of John's Gospel, containing the
conversition with Nicodemus. In
this chapter of tlurty-six verses,
there are fiftv-mme  changes,
nearly ten toevery six verses. Large
cas we may think this number com-
pared with what we had expected.
(it is yet below the average of the -
whole book, that being, according
s to the Bishop of Gloucester, nine
changes to every five verses, or not
- far from two in every verse from Mat-
thew to Revelation, a startling state-
| ment on the face of it.
| comparison we may say that Dean
“Alford's New Testament, thought by
many to be far too radical in its
‘changes, gives in this same third of
John forty-six variations from the
authornized vorsion.  Of these fifty-
"nine changes in the revised text, the
bulk arc grammatical corrections,
'some are transpositions of senten-
| ces, some a change of word, and
'some a slight change of statement,
not one affecting the teachking of
the gospel in the remotest degree.
A natural question will be asked. '
 Why all these alterations if nothing
i is gained, if none werc absolutely
{ needed ? The answer to that ques-
ytion will depend upon our ideas as
i to the intention and duty of the re-
vision ; if for us alone, why disturb
texts and associations of ideas that
arc interwoven into the texture of
our religious life and thought—why
touch what has become sacred to
us ? But if it is to be a work for
s posterity, if it is for our children,
whose association of words and
phrases is yet unformed, then it may
be said, Let u§ give them these
Scriptures in the most exact coun-
terpart of the original that ac arce
able. On such grounds, and on such
grounds alone, is so extensive an al-
teration in minor details permissible,
Will, hewever, our children be ben-
.t they have more lght on
the text by the changes? Still with
this chapter before us, let us examine |
In v. 2 “«igns” i~ substituted for
SCmiracles.” Scemg that Alford re-
“tains “miracles.” and that *~igns " is
an ambiguous word, we can hardly |
think that the transiation of the pas-
sage imperatively required it. The
phrasc in vs 3 and 7. born again.”
and which has become a part of the
phrascology of our hiterature of re-
weneration, i changed to " born
anew.”  We confess ourselves un-
“able to see what compensating ad-
vantage will follow from the change,
© -to be bhorn again™ conveying
“in ats fullest sense the idea of
the new birth, in no  other way .
is it used. In verse 8 we have
- canst not tell” changed to * know-
cestnot,” a change that 15 veally no
 change, and only disturbs a strong,
"terse utterance. Again, inv, 1! we
| have *testify,” changed to *bear:
I witness,” on the principle of render-
i ing the same Greek word uniforinly
lby the samc English word; but

>

By way of

-anything

~ask attenuon to them,

fsurely owr older translators were
y wiser who thought it permissible to
use a perfectly «ynonyvmous word
Lo avoud a repetitton of the same,
T the same panaple s to be ngadly
carricd out m the Ol Testament
reviston, and the nantow range of
the Hebrew o~ to It the transla-
tion, our whale Bible wall be o very
shallow well of pare Eoghsh,  In
vz we have a transposition which
s disturbing, to sin nothing of the
omission of the antithesis, which
Alford retans, = that whosoever be-
heveth may i Thm hase cernal
life.”  The form and the antithesis
are, however, preserved in the next
veise.  Why, agaimn, inv, 20, substi-
tute “all 7 for tevld 27 gt is only a
weakemng of the idea We do not
puisue the analy i after the close
of the comversation with Nicodemus,
It 15 not too much to ~ay that
many of the changes are unneces-

csary - do not amprove the thought,

and with cither idea of the object of
the translation were not desirable,
t There are changes in other parts to
which we strongly object, for in-
stance, Matt.iv. 1g, the call o/ Peter
and Andrew, we read — Come after
me,” instead of the old, vigorous,
comprchensive  * Follow me”  To
follow - to be a follower of Christ
has a mcaning and an association
which we look for in vain in the
substitution. In John i. 43 the old
form is retained, as in some other
nlaces.

That light will be thrown upon
many passages by the revision is un-
doubted.  Take as an instance the
S. S, Lesson of Sunday, May 22—
Luke xix. 03-“Occupy til I come,”
1s morce correctly given- - Trade ye
herewith tll I come ;" the word

*“occupy " has lost its old meaning,

though we retain it in occupation ;
also in same verse, " ten servants of
his" (why not “ten of his servants?™)
for “his ten ~ervants?” So, again,

rin Matt xiv 8, “instructed 7 ogives

place and properly to * put forward”
—that is, urged on. It would take
a volume— more than one —to give
hke a  comprehensive
review of the changes made, many
of which are undoubtedly coxeel-

lent, and by which the revisers
hasvc Lad the Christian Chureh une
der a lasting debt of gratitude,

others, we venture to think, bold as

. may be the suggestion, winle crnti-

cally exact, perhaps, bung m dis-
tuthance without givng fresh hight,
strength, or beauty

These remarks ate from the stand-
point ofour commeon English tonguce,
we hope to present shaortly @ enitical
review from the pen of acompetent
Greeh scholar His opmions wmay
1 some points be at variance  with
our own, none the less would we
The condi-
tion of the whole matter, 1o our
muind, 15 this, although we present
it with ~some hesttation, as a <om-
plete analvsis 15w work of tune,
that the present reviston will not
be weceptable to the great body of
Enghsh-speaking Clhristians, espe-
cially m the Old Country, that it
will not be authorized as it s, but
that extensive modification will have
to be made before its universal re-
ception --that, in fact, this revision
will has ¢to be revised.

- -
HHONOR T0O MOFFAT.

A unique gathiering, so far as re-

gards theplace, was held at the



