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version. lio was persecuted and ddrveu froin England. Hle was
put to death by the orthodox of that day. His traùislation was
inlîibited in ringlaud ; and yet in a few years after, it was virtually
the Elilishi Bible; enaeted and ordained by the ecclesiastical and

jpolitica1I potentates of England.
The present version was not, on its first appearance, a universal

favorite. Some preferred the Bishiops' Bible;- othiers disliked both.
(One age barns heretiés; the next niakes theni saints aîîd martyrs,
and erects monuments to thieir mnemory. No wise man. weli read in
civil or ecclesiasticai history, can expect a different state of thiings.-
The censure of one age, i-, al praise in thie judgrnieiit of the next; as
the praise of one geneèration is often the shamie and the reproacli of
the folitowiiig. Christians live for inimortality, for eternity, and,Itherefore, to7 thein it is a inatter of littie or no aceount 1mow their

i. onteniporries miay think anid speak of theni. The only happy înan
is lie wvlin the Lord approveth.
jBut wIihat wi1l be ftic fortunes of sucli a version, as we eontcmplat.
may bc rationally attcipated ? It ivili ultimiately be reeeived by al
theli Imuîiiersionists. Sonie of the eIders, soine of tue scribes, soîne of
the popuir doctors, 5)111e ofthle iinani-%orshiippers, wvill, no doubt, Say
of' it wlien issued, wvhat tliy said of it before it appeared. Thîis they

'~;ildo to ju the fi falso position wvhicli, in a fitful inood, they un-
fi)rtuflately took on the wliole preliiises. Thjis we expeet. and Nvill

Inot be disappoiiited. iluinan nature, in the absence of Divine grace,,
runs in tliese eliaînels. Yet we say it wilI be ultiniately reecive d
by ail flic imîuiiersionists. and by a portion of the noîî-iinmnersioxîists.
Baît in sonýe insbtallcs. it wili bo read with more interest to find ou t,
its fauilts. than to poreci ve its fidelity or its generai excellecey. Al
who pl!adi for 1cl'osor faithÈfi1 Versions, iuta foreign tongues
abroad, wiil ho eoriîpelled ta receive a perspieuous and faitbfui
version in tlîeir owa Anglo-Saxon at home. We.who are now actors
ii flhc draina xviIi son d*.c. Our prepossessions and antipathies wili die
ivithli s, and our labors will frali iinto more impartial lîaîîds. Ia

Ione life-timne. despite of all opposition. it ivili be generally read
by a Il enliitened Clîristians of our languaee, probably in some
points imiproved : but in those points to whicli speclal reference 15
Il-d, jiîst as we give it. Many inay denounce it wlîose ehiidren
wilI only wislî. 1 "as dutcous sons, tlîeir fathiers bad been more wise .

Ba1t in saying, so miucli of a new version to be made in' the present i
day, we are likely to bc nisuniderstood. We do not.really intend or
wisi for a literally neNy version. We mnuel prefer, in ail cases, the
cointiloi Anglo-Saxoxn st> 'e and idiom. and neyer will capriciously
ehango the Verbiage unless when dlefeetive or unfaitht'ul to the
original, or otherwise in bad taste. I ain oee and have long been
one, of the admnirers of the Anglc,-Saxon-of the Comnmon Version
And althoîîgl offtemî corrected and inmproved in its defeets, by such
men as Canîpbuill, Macknight, Doddridge, &e., neither the more
sonorous anîd eleantt latinitos of the former, nor the pure, aud.
soimetixuies too complaisant Grecisms of tîme latter. nor the combina-

tiLon of tliexii lîoth, with less taste and vigor, by Poddridge, and other


