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It is evident at a glance that this busk is no reprint of Coverdale’s trans-
lation. Yet, notwithstanding the measure of favour shown to Coverdale’s
Bible, the new volume made its way into England with surprising ease am)
suceess. The first notice of it that wetind is in aletter from Cranmer toCrom.
well, dated August 4, 1537. The Archbishop begs Cromwell to read the book,
a copy of which he sends with his letter, assuring him that, so far as he las
examined the translation, it is more to his liking than any trauslation hereto.
fore made. He prays Cromwell vo exhibit the book ta the king, and to sbiain
from him a *‘licence that the same may be soll and read of every person,
without danger of any uct, proclunation, or ordinance heretefoure cranted to
the contrary, until such time that we the Dishops shall set forth a better
translution, which I think will not be till a day after doomsday.” A few day-
later Cramaner again writes, expressing his most hearty thanks to Cromwek:
for having ubtained from the king that the book ¢ sliadl be allowed by L
authority to be bonght and read within this reahu.® This trauslation weay
therefore be called the first anthorised version of the Bogll I Bible,  The
initials mentioned above, R, G, and E. W, are those of the London printer-
Richard Grafton and Edward Whitchurch, at whose expensc the volume wi:
printed.  From a letter written by Grafton to Crnmer, in which he seeks
protection against unantherised reprints, we learn that the hinpression bl
consisted of 1,500 copies, and that Grafton had ventured in the wedertaking
the sum of £300—3 laree venture at that thue. The whole fugression ap-
pears to have been sold within @ short period. The royal licence had removed
all abstacles which could cudirrass the sale or the reading of the ook, wul
the Euglish nation joyfully welenned the gift of the Scriptures trapslated it
their wmother tonsue.

- But it is time to ask, Whoe was Thamas Matthew / What is the weaning of
the initids L R. and W, L., which, we have sven, are found in this ok
The seeond of these gquestions may be casily answered. Foxe's testimony,
thougls of doubtful accuracy in suue dotails, is of itself suflicient to show that
under * 1. R.” we must understand John Rogers, the first who suffered for
his religion in the reign of Queen Mary.

John Regers was born about the year 1500, Saon after taking the degres:
of B.A. at Cambridge, in 1543, he reecived an invitation to Christ Church.
Oxford, then known as ¢ Cardinal Callege.” Alemt the year 1534, he aceepied
the office of chaplain o the Merchant Adventurers at Antwerp, in which dity
Tyndale was then residing,  Foxe relates that in Antwerp Reaters chaed
““to fall in company with that worthy mariyr of Gl, Willimn Tyndale. aud
with Miles Coverdale, which hoth for the hatred they lare to Popish sujoer-
stition and Molatry, and love they bare toward e relision, had forsaken
their native country.  In conferring with them the Seriptures, he came
wreat knowledge in the Gospel of God, insemeuch that he cast off the heavy
yoke of Popery, perceiving it to be impure and filthy ilolatry, and jeim 1
himself with themw two in that painful * (i difficult) *“ and mest profitdle
Inbour of translating the Bible iuto the English tongue, which is entitl-l
<The Translation of Thomas Matthew.””  Rewers's association with Tyndal-
scems to have: heen very intimate, though of but short duration,  His Bith
was published a few months after Tyndale’s death. In 1537 he married, aud
removed to Wittenberg, where, prabaldy, he remeined antil 1547, Durin:
the shert reien of Edward VI e reevived many marks of favour from the
party then in power.  Hix elevated position aud his comrageons advocaey +f
Protestaut opinions marked Lit entt as an early victim in the perscention
which fallowed 3 and iu Felraary, 1555, he was bumed alive in Switk
field. i

The nature «f Rogers's Biblicnd Ialours will appear when we examine the
internal character of Matthew's Bible,  Encugh hus been said to show the
WL T2 ean hardly have any other weening than ¢ William Tyndabe.” 1t
much meore diffientt to dead with the vemaining question, relatine to Themas
Matthew. Frxe intimates +hat this was merely a name which Rogers assumed




