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ADVERTISEMENT.

HE old Englith Bibles, occa-
. fionally cited in the following
papes, are Coverdale's, the great Eng-

/", wib'e, the Bifhop’s Bible, and
wae Eoglith Geneva Bible,

" vERDALE’s tranflation was prin-
tea in foho, in the year 153 55 and
made its public appearance in the
fummer ¢f ti'e following year. It
was the work o1 the pious and learn-
ed Divine, whofe name it bears, Myles
Coverdale, afterwards l.ord Bifthop
of Exeter. Of all our authorifed
tranflations it has the leaft pretenfi-
ons to accuracy. By the author's
own account of it, he relied more
upon carlier tranflations, than upon
any examination of his own, of the
original texts. For he profefles, that
he ¢ tranflated purely and faithfully

‘¢ out
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‘“ out of foregoing interpreters,” who
had tranflated the Scriptures, ¢ not
‘“ only into Latin, but alfo into
- ¢ Dutch.”

The GreaT ENGLIsH BIBLE
is the tranflation made under the di-
rection of Archbifthop Cranmer, and
printed in large folio in 1539. A
noble work, well correfponding with
its title: ‘ The Byble in Englyfhe,
“ that is to fay, the content of all
““ the holy fcripture both of the olde
¢ and newe teftament, truly tranfla-
‘“ ted after the veryte of the Hebrue
‘“ and Greke textes, by the dylygent
** ftudye of dyverfe excellent learncv_
““ men, expertin the forfayde tonges.”

'The Bisno?P’s BIBLE is the revi-
fed and amended edition of Cran-
mer’s, made by the moft eminent di-
vines and f{cholars of the times, un-
der the direction of Archbifhop Par-
ker, and fplendidly publ:fhed in folio

n 1568,
The

LY
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The ENcLisu GENEvVA BiBLr
1s the tranflation made by the Englith
Proteftants, in exile at Geneva, in the
reign of Philip and Mary. It was
firft printed at Geneva in 1560; and
between that time and the year 1616,
it under went above thirty editions at
London, in different fizes. It was
the common family Bible in the
reign of Queen Elizabeth, and is of-
'te‘*n cited by the title of Queen Eli-
zapeth’s Bible.

The editions that have been ufed
upon the prefent occafion have been,
of Coverdale’s and the Great Bible,
the original editions in the Archiepif-
copal Library at Lambeth.

Of the Bithop’s Bible, the origi-
nal edition in the Library of the Col-

legiate Church of Weftminfter.
~_Of the Englith Geneva, the 4to’s
of 1589, and 1599, both in the pof-

feflion of the author.
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TO EDWARD KING, ESQUIRE.

DEAR Sir,

ONSIDERABLE portions of my
time, for fome years paft, have

been employed in the ftudy, of all ftu-
dies the moft interefting, of the Prophe-
tic parts of the Holy Scriptures; and
-among the reft, the Prophecies of 1faiah,
have deeply engaged my attention. But
it was a converfation with you, in the
early part of laft {fpring, that put me, at
that time, upon a more minute exami-
nation, than I had ever made before, of
the XVIITth Chapter of that Prophet,
‘The conclufions to which I found my-
felf inevitabiy brought, differ in fome
very important points, though concern-
ing the general {cope of the Prophecy
they agree, with the interpretation which
you communicaicd to me. I felt how-
ever no Inclination to agitate the quef-
tion (even with yourfelf I mean, for
there was nothing at that ume to bring
into difcuflion before the Public) and
after much deliberation with myfelf, i
thought
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thought it better avoided; knowing, that
your opinions are not rafhly taken up;
conceiving, that you might re-confider
the fubject; and perfuaded, that a man
of your learning and upright intention,
is more likely to fet himfelf right by his
~own meditation of an abftrufe queftion,
than to be fet right by another. But now
that you have given that fame interpre-
tation of this Prophecy to the Public, in
your Supplement to your Remarks on
the Signs of the Times, I fhould think
myfelf wanting to the duties of the fta-
tion, to which God has been pleafed to
call me, if I were any longer to fupprefs
the refult of a diligent meditatton of fo
important a portion of the Prophetic
Word., I cannot however enter upon
the fubject without profefling, not to
yourfelf, but to the world, how highly
I value and efteem your writings, for
the variety and depth of Erudition, the
Sagacity and Piety which appear in eve-
ry part of them; but appear not more
in them, than in your converfation and
the “habits of your Life, to thofe who
have the happinefs, as I have had the
happinefs, to enjoy your intimacy and
friendfhip. I mult publiciy declare, that
I think you are rendering the Left fervice

to
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to the Church of God, by turning the
attention of believers to the true fenfe of
the Prophecies. For you are perfectly
right in the opinion you maintain, that
a far greater proportion of the Prophe-
cies, even of the Old Teftament, th 1
1s generally imagined, relate to the .
cond Advent of our Lord. Few cou.i-
paratively relate to the Firft Advent by
itfelf, without reference to the Second.
And of thofe, that have been fuppofed
to be accomplifhed in the Firft, many
had in that only an inchoate accomplifh-
ment, and have yet to receive their full
completion. While we agree in thefe
great and leading principles, I hope that
a difference of opinion upon fubordinate
points, upon the particulars of interpre-
tation (fo far as either of us may venture
upon particular interpretation, which
1s to be ventured upon with the greateft
caution, with fear, indeed, and trem-
bling) will be received, on both fides,
with that candour and charity, which is
due from one to another, among all thofe
who, in thefe eventful times, are anx-
ioufly waiting for the redemption of
Ifrael, and marking the aweful Signs of
its gradual approach.

‘This XVIIIth Chapter of Ifaiah is, as

you
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you have with greac truth remarked, one
of the moft obfcure paflages of the an-
cient rorhets. It has been confidered
as fuch by the whole fucceffion of In-
terpreters, .rom St. Jerome to Bifhop
Lowth. ¢ The objett of it,” fays the
Bifhop, ¢ the end and defign of it, the
“ people to whom it is addrefled, the
¢« hiftory to which it belongs, the per-
fon who fends the meflengers, and the
nation to whom te meflengers are
« fent, are all obfcuic¢ and doubtful.”
Much of this obfcurity tics in the dic-
tion (propter inufitata ve.oa, fays Mun-
fter, propter figuratas fecntentias) in the
highly figured caft of the language, and
in the ambiguity of fome of the princi-
pal words, arifing from tie great variety
of fenfes often comprcheaded under the
primary meaning of s. ingle root. Iew,
I fear, will have the patience to follow
me; but you, I facter myfelf, will be one
of the Few that will, in the flow and la-
borious method cf inveftigation, by which
I endeavour to difpel this obfcurity; which
however is the caly method, by which ob-
fcurity of this fort is ever to be difpelled.
Difcarding all previous affumptions, con-
cerning the defign of the Prophecy, the
people to whom it 1s addreffed, the hifto-

ry
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ry or the times to which it belongs; 1
enter into a critical examination of every
word of which the meaning 1s at all doubt-
ful ; and I confider the meaning of every
ward as, in fome degree, doubttul, which
has been taken in different fenfes by differ-
enc interpreters of note. 1 confider the
etymology of the word; I enquire in what
fenfes 1t 1s actually ufec by the Sacred
Writers in other paﬂ'aaes, and I com-
pare with the original, and with one
another, the tranilations of Interpreters,
in different languages, and of differen:
ages.

And here T muft take occafion to re-
mark, that, among the ancient tranfla-
tions, attention 1s prmcxpally due to the
Syriac, to the fragments that are come
down to us from Aquila, and to the
Septuagint. To the Syriac, becaufe it
was the work of Chriftians in the very
carlieft age of Chriftianity ; it gives
us therefore the fenfe, which was receiv-
ed by thc immediate fucceflors of our
Lord’s Apoftles. To what remains of
Aquila’s verfion, for the contrary reafon;
1t was the wi of an enemy ; and gave
that fenfe o ‘he Original (where the
fenfe was at all unccxtam) which was

the leaft favourable to Chriftianity. To
the
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the Septuagint; not only becaufe i+ was
a tramhnun made before the Hebrew
ceafed altcgetlier to be a living language,
but, being made by Jews long before
the birth of Chrift, the authors could be
biafled by no prejudice againft the parii-
cular claims of our l.ord Jefus to thr
charalter of the Mefliah of the Ifraeiites.
And whenever it gives a fenfe particu-
larly favourable to his pretenfions, and
fuch a fenfe it gives in many paflages,
every fuch mterpretauon may be taken
as an admiffion of the adverfary. Itis
much to be lamented, that this tranfla-
tion is not come down to us in a Mmore
perfect ftate. Great indeed would its
authority be, had we reafon to receive
it as the genuine unadulterated work of
Ptoleiny’s tranflators. And yet, even in
that perfeét ftate, the authority, I thould
have allowed to it, would have been far
fhort, I confefs, of what you feem to
afcribe to it; I fhould not have made it
my Text. I fhould have claimed for
myfelf, and other men of learning of the
prefent day, a full competence to judge
of the fenfe of the Original, in oppofi-
tion to the fenfe of the Seventy-T1wo.
The fa&t however is, that this tranflation

having been the moft ufed, both in the
fynagogue
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{fynagogue and in the church, in the firft
ages of Chriftianity, has for that very
reafon been the moft tampered with both
by Jews and Chriftians. It has been
corrupted, by the very means, that were
ufed to preferve and improve it. For
I cannot but agree with St. Jerome,
though I know how much his judgment
in thi; point has been decried, that Ori-
gen’s additions and detractions, however
guarded by his afteritks, his lemnifks,
and his obelifks, were, in the nature of
the thing, a fource of inevitable cor-
ruption (for I give the name of Cor-
ruption to any alteration, though for the
better, of an author’s own words.) And
in the prefent ftate of this Greek Verfion,
it is impoffible to diftinguith, with cer-
tainty, what 1s pure Septiuagint, what is
Septuagint correfted by Urigen, and ftill
more corrupted by carelefs cranfcribers .
or prefumptuous emendators of Origen’s
correéted Text. Great artention fhill 1s
due to it; but not more than 1s due to
an imperfect vitiated copy of a venera-
ble original. Which original was but
itfelf a thadow of the Hebrew Verity, the
only prototype. It ought always to be
cenfulted in difficulties, and much light
15 occafionally to be derived from 1t But

B i
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I fay without hefitation, that upon the
whole, it reprefents the whole of the
Hebrew Text with lefs exaétnefs, than
cither the Vulgate or the common Eng-
lith tranflation. In thefe fentiments, I
fear, you will not concur. But this is a
peint upon which I think it my duty to
fpeak out. For it would be very mif-
chievous in the prefent times, very con-
trary to the interefts of facred truth, if
a party were to be formed in favour of
any particular tranflation. But to return

to the immediate fubjet. |
When by this procefs, by fcrutinizing
etymologies, exploring ufage, and con-
{ulting tranflations, I think I have afcer-
tained the plain literal meaning of a
word, and have feleted, from a variety
of fenfes, that which feems the beft fuit-
ed to the context; my next ftep is to
confider, what the thing denoted by the
word, in the literary ineaning, may
figuratively reprefent, according to the
principles of the prophetic kmagery; for
thefe two things, the literal meaning,
as the foundation of the figurative, and
the figurative meaning, according to
the principles and ufage of the prophe-
tic ftyle, are the only fure bafis of inter-
pretation ; which will ever be precarious
. and




( 15 )

and delufive, if it be founded only on
fome gencral refemblance, haftily caughe
up by the imagination, between particu-
lar detached events, and the expreflions
of the Prophet loofely and fancifully ex-
pounded.  And fuch, I believe, all in-
terpretations will be found to be, which
refer texts of Prophecy to events merely
fecular ; not connected, or but very re-
motely connected, with the ftate of Re-
hgxon and the fortunes of the Church.
Thefe fanciful interpretations, in onc
way or other, always are mifchievous.
Either they take; and then they {pread a
general error; or, if they find few ad«
mirers, they raife a prejudice againtt the
interpreter, who in other ref] pc&s may de-
ferve attention, or, what is worfe, againft
the word of Pmphecy itfelf. And for
this reafon, I confefs, I have often with-
ed, that the formation of the Goedwin
Sands, the invention of the Telefcope,
the difcoveries with regard to Fixed Air,
and the invention of the Air-Balloon,
had not been brought forward, as thmrrs
at all conneted with the effufion of the
~tremendous Vials of Wrath, on the Sea,
the Sun, and the Air. Great as thefe
things feem to the narrow mind of Man,
I cannot think, that even greater things

than




( 16 )

than thefe, not even the difroveries of
Copernicus and Newton, were worthy of
the notice of that Spirit, which was in
the Holy Prophets.

The method of inveftigation I have
defcribed, if men had the patience to
purfue it, in moft cafes, I am perfuaded,
would difcover the general fubjeét of a
prophecy, and even develope the parti-
culars of the accomplithment, when the
general fubject lies 1n any part of the
hiffory of paft times, if the detail of that
part of hiftory is accurately known. But
when the accomplifhment of a prophecy
is ftill future; when once the general
fubjeét is afcertained, at that point inter-
pretation ought to ftop for the prefent,
reverently expeéting the farther com-
ments of Time, the authorifed and in-
falliable expofitor. Yeou have well re-
marked, that, with refpet to the detail
of things future, ¢ Sacred Truth fhould
‘“ be very much left to fpeak for itfelf,
“ by flow degrees.” And for itfelf it
will {peak, in"God’s good time; and it
is only to a cortain extent, that Man
fhould attempt to fpeak for it: juft fo
far, as to lay hold of the general fubjeét,
that we know whereabouts, if we may fo
fpeak, in what particular quarter of the

| world
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world Politico-Ecclefiaftic, we may watch
for the completion.. If we go beyond
this, and attempt to defcend into parti-
~culars, it is difficul, I am perfuaded,
even for a man of the moft fober mind
to keep his Imagination in order. And,
though among the fanciful gueffes of a

man of learning and judgment, one per-
haps in twenty, which I think 1s a large
allowance, may turn out true; it is far
better to leave this truth to be brought
to light by Time, than to hazard the
credit, both of tne expofition and the
text, by the other nineteen, which Time
will confute. No mifchief is done in
the one cafe ; much, in the other.

This Eighteenth Chapter of Ifaiah is
one inftance among many, in which Ex-
pofitors have perplexed themielves by
gratuitous aflumptions, concerning the
general {iope of the Prophecy, before
they attemut to fettle the fignification of
the terms in which it is delivered ; and
then they have fought for fuch interpreta-
tions of the language, as might fuit the
applications they had affumed. But it is
a prepofterous way of dealing with any
writer, to interpret his words by his fup-
pofed meaning, inftead of deducing his
meaning from his words. It has been

B 2 affumed
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affumed by moft interpreters, firft, that
the principal matter of this pr0phecy 1
a Woe, or Iudoement 2. That the
objeét of this woe is the land of Egypt
itfelf, or fome of the contiguous coun-
tries. 3. That the time of the execu-
tion of the judgement was at hand, when
the prophecy was delivered. |
I fet out with confidering every one of
thefe affumptions as doubtful ; and the
conclufion to which my inveftigations
bring me, is, that every one of them is
falfe.. Virft, the prophecy indeed pre-
difts fome woeful judgment. But the
principal matter of the prophecy is not
Judgment, but mercy; a gracious pro-
mife of the final reftoration of the Ifra-
clites.,  Secondly, the prophecy has no
tefpet to Egypt, or any of the conti-
guous countries, What has been ap-
plied to Egypt is a defcription of fome
people, or another, deftined to be prin-
cipal inftruments in the hand of Provi-
dence, in the great work of the re-fet-
tlement of the Jews in the Holy Land;
a defcription of that people, by charac-
ters by which they will be evidently
known, when the time arrives. Thirdly,
the time for the completion of the prophe-
cy was very remote, when 1t was dcliver«ed(j
anc
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and 1s yet future; being indeed the fea-

fon of the Second Advent of our Lord.
You may fay perhaps, that in ftating
thefe conclufions here, before I have dif-
cuffed the difficulties and ambiguities
of the language of the Sacred Text, I
am myfelf doing the very thing I blame
in others; that I affume a certain gene-
ral application, which I mean to confirm
by critical reafoning on the holy pro-
phet’s words. But you will find, that
my own conclufions are not affumed in
any part of my enquiry, any more than
the affumptions of others, which I dif-
card. I confider the words in themfelves;
and I come to the conclufions by a gram-
matical examination of the words, inde-
pendent of all afflumed applications. My
only reafon for ftating my conclufions
here is, that I think the difquifition, upon
which I am entering, will be more per-
{picuous, and the length and minutenefs
of it lefs tedious, if the general refult in
which it 1s to terminate, be previoufly
known. Juft as, in any mathematical
inveftigation, the analytical procefs is
more luminous and fatisfatory in every
ftep, if the theorem, to which 1t con-
ducts, 1s diftinétly enounced in the be-

ginning.
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As far as the conclufions which I have
ftated, go, I have the fatistaction to think
vou agree with me.  The differerce be-
tween us lies chiefly in chis: You main-
tain in your Remarks on the Signs of
the Times, that it is exprefsly declared in
certain paffages of Ifaiah’s prophecy, by
what people, and from what place, and
at what time, the Jews fhall be reftored.
In your Suppiement, you alledge the
18th Chapter of Ifaiah, as giving the
fulleft informarion with refpeét to the
matter: And you think the French are
defcribed, in that chaprer, as the reftorers
of the fJews. It is my opinion, on the
contrary, that the time for the reftoration
of the Jews 1s no otherwile defined than
as the feafon of our Lord’s Second
Advent. I contend, that although this
XVIIIth Chapter of Ifaiah defcribes a
people deftined to be inftruments of
Providence in the reftoration of the Jews,
it defcribes that people only by certain
charaéters, which have actually belonged
te different people in different periods of
the hiflory of Man, and leaves it unde-
termined to what people, among the
various nations of the earth, thefe cha-
racters may belong, when the time fhall
came for the accomplifhment of the pro-

phecy ;
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phecy; and I contend, that it is a mat-
ter equally undetermined, from what
place the reftoration of the Jews will
begin. But although I pretend not
pofitively to fay, what nation God has
chofen to be the condufors of the
Ifraelites to their ancient feats, and main-
tain that Frophecy gives no clear light
upon that queftion: I fay, negatively,
that there is no reafon to believe, that
the Atheiftical Democracy of France is
deftined to fo high an office. The
grounds, upon which I find myfclf com-
pelled to differ upon thefe points will ap-
pear in the fequel. I fhall now give you
my analyfis o(} the Sacred Text, in the
fhape ofy notes upon the public tranfla-
tion. To thefe I fhall fubjoin a tranila-
tion of the whole chapter, accompanied
with fhort explanatory notes, for the in-
formation of the common Englifh reader.
For this T take to be the only way, in
which the refult of thefe critical enquiries
can be communicated to the unlearned.
And to them it is to be communicated.
For I never will admit, nor would you,
I think, be inclined to admit, that our
Religion has belonging to it, any fecret
do&rme, from the hearing of which the
illiterate laity are to be excluded.  The

notion






