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and hell, of time and eternity upon the
fears and hopes of the multitude, converg-
ing all the powers of God, and focalizing
all the religious influences their souls were
capable of'receiving.

6. Finally: it may be objected that if
intimations of punishment so gentle were
sufficiently then, why not now? We must
remem ber that Peter's audience were' Jews,
believers in heaven and hell, "devout
men; . and that apart from tho oonsidera.
tioll, that we have but a skeleton of his ser-
mon, it may be safely affirmed that our age,
characteristically  anti-hell in its general
faith, requires more teaching on this sub-
ject than almost any other century of the
Christian era. Every system of modern in-
fidelity is placed upon the anti-hell and
anti-atonement  basis.  Mr. Owen's system
of irreligion, the German Neologists, all the
cheaper sort of Unitarians, the Destruc.
tiot;lists, Universalists, and all Skeptics from
the coarsest Spiritualist up to the most re-
fined circles of deistic Philosophers, wheth-
e'r dressed up in Bloomers, ventillating on
women's rights, or rioting in the blessed-
ness of free love-all are opposed to this
doctrin.e.  These all lecture, write, preach,

quote scripture, argue,'ridicule and in every
other way infuse their pet theory into the
public mind; and have sO far laughed

some good preachers out of countenance,
that they seldom, and then very irresolute-
ly, defend the doctrine.  Hence, in the es-
timation of sinners, the doctrine, if believed

at all, stands at such a discount, that but
little fear of God is before their eyes. It's
not worth as much on theological' change as

Southern scrip.  Therefore were we to ad-
mit that the model sermon did not make
this truth as objective as we have been rec-
ommending, there are still reasons in our
own circumstances requiring it to be placed
in high relief that did not obtain in those
days. THOMASVUNNELL.
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THE BEAUTY OF THE SOUL,

BY JOHN P. MITCHELL.

There is an eartb-born beauty, it fadetb in an hour,
‘Tis fleeting as tbe rainbow, or dust upon tbe flower;
It glitters in its splendor, and dazzles for a day,

But, like tbe mist of morning, it vanisbetb away.

It livetb but a moment in Time's destroying breatb;
1. he hour that sees its glory may also see its deatb.

As the blusb upon tbe rose, or the blue upon the grape,
Is tbe splendor of a beauty that wears an eartbly shape.

As transient is its glory, as foam upon the wave,

And all wbo own must lose it at tbe portals of tbe
grave;

At tbe toucb of death, 'twill witber as leaves in Au-
tumn's frost,

And all wbo bow before it are with its glories lost.

Woe to those who worship beauty formed in earthly
mould,

Orin homage fall before it,
gold;"

Too often 'tis a cover for a false and wicked heart,

And love that's founded on it in a moment will de-
, part.

"all that glitters i! not

Thbere is another beauty which cometh from on high,
Its splendor never fadetb, its glories never die;

It never, never changes-'tis the beauty of the soul-

It lends to earth 1ts presence, but heaven is its goalL

It cheers us when we suffer beneath affliction's rod,
And tells us to look upward, and put our trust in God;
Above the dying pillow of a weak and suff'ring friend,
It shines in all its glory, which knoweth not an end.

It speaks not as the beauty which owes to time itt
birth,

But is better known by actions of good upon the eartb;

Its power is felt, as gently it stealeth o'er the heart,

And a love once founded on it will ne'er from it de-
part.

He who bows before it, owes allegiance to a power

That will only shine the brighter in dark aBliction'.
hour;

Stand by him while he struggles on Time's remone-
less wave,

And renew its holy presence in a home beyond the
grave.

tIOWARDentre Co., Pa., April 18, '63.
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ROMAN CATHOLICISM.
LECTURE V.

The Authority of the Apostles of Christ.

This evening | call your attention again,
and further to the qualifications of the
apostles to exercise the important functions
entrusted to them, Matt. x: 18-20. And
ye shall be brought before Governors and
Kings for my sake, and for a testimony
against them and the Gentiles. But when
they deliver you up,' take no thought how
or what ye shall speak; for it shall be given
you in that same hour, what ye shall speak.
For it is not ye that speak, but the Spirit
of your Father which speaketh in you. John

xvi:  7-15.  Nevertheless | tell you ,the
truth, it is expedient for you that | go
away; for if | go not away, the Comforter
will not come unto you; but if | depart, |
will send him unto you. And when he is
come, he will reprove the world of sin, and
of righteousness, and of "judgment. Of

sin, because they believe notin me: Of right-
eousness, because | go te my Father and
ye see me no more: Of judgment, because
the prince of this world is judged. | have
yet many things to say unto you, but ye
cannot bear them now. Howbeit when he,
t,he Spirit of truth, is come, he will guide
you into all the truth; for he shall not
speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall
hear, that shall he speak; and he will show
you things tp come. He shall glorify me ;
for he shall receive of mine, and shall show
itunto you. All things that the Father hath
are mine; tlterefore said I, that he shall take
of mine, and shall show it unto you.

To whom has the Lord ever made such
promises as these-that they should take
no thought how, or what theY,should speak,
even when their lives were in peril? To
whom but the apostles, did Jesus promise
that the Holy Spirit should be in them,
guiding them into all the truth 'l This
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promise was fulfilled to a word by the Sa-
vior. The Spirit of his Father the Moni-
tor, was to come to them.and guide them
into ALL THE TRUTH. All that truth for
man's instruction unto salvation they com-
municated in the words taught by the Holy
Spirit.  How we are to regard these apos-
tles is thus stated by the Lord himself.
Matt. x: 40. He that receiveth you, re-
ceiveth me; and he tllat receiveth me, re-
ceiveth him that sent me. 1 Cor. v: 20.
Now then we are ambassadors for Christ,
as though God did beseech you by us; we
pray you in Christ's stead, be ye reconciled
to God.

The in5piration of a man does not affect
his private character in any manner, differ-
ent from that of any other person, who
should bear the communica~ions made by
him.  Paul had to keep his body under,
and bring it into subjection; lest that by
any means, when he had preached the gospel
to others, he himself should be a cast away.
1 Cor: ix; 27. The Savior gave power to
heal sicknesses and to cast out demons.
Markiii: ~ 15. Juda/! Iscariot was among
the number. The power to perform mira-
cles was not conferred on him because he
was a good man, nor did the possession of
that power reform him. Caiaphas, being
the high priest that 5ame vyear, said unto
them, ye know nothing at all, nor consider
that it is £;xpedient for us, that one mltn
should die for the people, and that the
whole nation perish not. And this he spake
not of himself j but being high priest that
year, he prophesied that .Jesus should die
for that nation i and not for that nation
only, but that also he should gather togeth-
er in one the children of God that were
scattered abroad. John xi: 49-52.  This
is the man who condemned Jesus to be
worthy of death afterwards. Balaam was
a prophet of God and vainly tried three
times to curse lIsrael, and instead blessed
them every time. Even his donkey was
inspired to speak with a man's voice and
rebuke the prophet. Numbers xxii: 21-35
and xxiv: 10-13. Should an inspired man
now appear among us, it ,would not ne06S-
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sarily follow that he is-a good man, accord-
ing to these cases just cited. Our minis-
ters at the courts of St. James and t.
Cloud, Messrs. Adams and Dayton, may
be men of excellent private character, or
they may not; that does not affect their
official acts, as ambassadors of this govern-
ment at their respective courts.. They
presented credentials at those courts prov-
ing that they were the accredited agents
of our governm~nt, and not of their pri-
vate characters.  The apostles in li'ke man-
ner have presented credentials of their
ambassadorship;  signs, and wonders, and
divers miracles, and gifts of the Holy Spirit
according to the will of God. They had
power to treat with all nations, and with
every creature.  They discharged the duty,
left the treaty written, and have returned
to the court sending them. Peter in his
personal character was guilty of dissimula-
tion.

Satisfied with the plenary authority of
the apostle to deliver the terms of salva-
tion for all men in all time, our next in-
quiry is, have the apostles successors in
office? The proof of this remains to be given
by those who affirm H. In the absence of
such an effort, we may be able to present
some of the difficulties in the way' of its
proof.

1. Do those who plead for succession,
claim it for any besides Peter?  They do
not, so far as | am informed. Who can
show why the others are not as justly en-

titled to successors as Peter?  Jesus had
twelve apostles. Matt. x. 2; Rev. xxi. 14;
and Matt. xix. 28. Their names are re-

peatedly given, and John says of the New
Jerusalem, that it had twelve foundations,
and in them the names of the twelve apos-
tles of the Lamb. Jesus promised them
twelve thrones, on which they should sit.
I have been able to count about 260 suc-
cessors as claimed to be to Peter alone.
Allowing the same number to each of the
others, wc should have a grand total up to
the present year of grace, of 3120. To
make thi:l mean twelve, would require as
strange lin arithmetic as the work on chem-
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istry, which can transform the bread and
wine in the Lord's Supper into the very
body born of the Virgin Mary, crucified

on Cavalry, and raised from the dead the
third day.

2. Peter instead of being primate among
the apostles, was with John made a legate
to the brethren in Samaria. The other
apostles sent them. Acts viii. 14. Now
when the apostles which were at Jerusalem

heard that Samaria had received tbe word

of God, they sent unto them Peter and
John. Had he been Pope he certainly
would, not only have remained at Jerusa-

lem, but would have sent some of his sub-
ordinates to Samaria. It is an imputation
ngainst the Holy Spirit by which they were
all inspired to send Peter if he was chief
and popish superior to all the rest of the
apostles.

3. Peter was present at the meeting of
apostles, elders, and brethren in the meet-
ing in Jerilsalem, convened for considering
the question of the nece~sity of circumcis-
ing the Gentiles. Peter neither presided
according to papal custom, nor did he even
speak until after there had been mvch dis-
putation.  He at length arose, and declar-
ed how God had made choice among them
a good while before, that the Gentiles by
his mouth should hear the word of the
truth of the gospel, and believe. The sen-
tence that was given at the conclusion of
the discussion was pronounced by James,
after he had stated his reasons for his de-
ClSlon. The language of his decision was
that employed by the whole of the apos-
tles, elders, and brethren, in the letters
they wrote to the Gentile converts.

4. Peter's conduct was called in question
by the church in Jerusalem. Acts xi. 13.
He had to rehearse the whole matter of
his visit to Cornelius' house, and appeal
to the six brethren who accompanied him
to satisfy them that he had not done wrong.
When was a Pope of Rome, or one claim-

ing to be a successor of Peter, found de-
fending himself thus in presence of the
church?  The fact is, this whole story in

the Romish Church of the supremacy of
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Peter over the I?ther apostles, like the au-
thority assumed by the Pope, is all a mere
farce to deceive the people.

5. No successor to Peter or any other
apostle is needed. The work assigned them
they finished. 2 Pet. 1, 2. This second
epistle, beloved, | now write unto you; in
both which | stir up your pure minds by
way of remembrance; that ye may be mind-
ful of the words which were spoken before
by the holy prophets, and the command-
ment of us the apostles of the Lord and
Savior. 2 Pet. i. 15. Moreover, | will en-
deavor that ye may be able after my de-
cease, to have these things always in re-
membrance. John xx. 30, 31. :Many oth-
er signs truly did Jesus in the presence of
his disciples which are not written 'in this
book; but these are written that ye might
believe that Jesus is the Christ the Son of
'God, and that believing ye might have life
throug.h his name.

Whatever may be said in denial of the
power of the apostles of Christ, whose
names are recorded in the New Testament,
one thing is certain, and that is, that no
miln, nor class of men, from their day to
this, knows any thing of whose sins are
forgiven in heaven, except as he believes
their testimony.  All the popes, and cardi-
nals, and archbishops, and ecclesiastical
conventions on earth, have utterly failed to
prescribe any thing for a man to do to be
saved, that the apostles have Dot prescribed,
as far as divine interposition gives any as-
surance. The Lord is himself the head of
the apostles, as he is of every thing in
this world, and that which is to come. The
apostles are the foundation of the church,
with Christ the chief corner-stone; to whom
be blessing, glory and honor forever.

J. M. HENRY.
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THE LAST REQUEST.

Come bring to me my flowers, mother 1
You are so kind and true;

Npt all of this earth's powers, mother,
Can change my love lor you.

Then from your tender hands I'll take
The~e emblems of God's love,

And they shall bind our hearts, mother,
When I'm at home above.

Come bring to me my flowers, mother 1
Life's dream is nearly past;

I'm sure that the bright hours, mother,
Avre stealing from me fast:

A little while and night will come,
With all its dismal gloom,

Then take of these bright flowers, mother,
And place them on my tomb.

Come bring to me my flowers; wother 1
They fill me with delight;

Shall I find in Eden's bowers, mother,
A garland half so bright?

Why, yes; | ought to know myself
That there they ever grow;

So .bring to me my flowers, mother,
And kiss me-then I'll go.

Come bEing to me my flowers, mether!
It is my last request;

They'll drink the April showers, mother,
When 1 am gone to rest;

But | shall not forget their smile,
And how they cheered my heart;

Theu bring to me my flowers, mother,
I'm ready to depart.

Come bring to me my flowers, mother 1
A cloud is gath'ring now;
As o'er my heart it lowers, mother,
The death damp chills my brow:
But lay these roses by my cheek,
Then in tbeir magic spell,
I'll drea.m my life away, mother,
A d gently say, farewell.

Come bring to m~ my !lower!, mother 1
Night has already come;
| see the golden towers, mother,
Of that bright heav'nly home-
Where | shall dwell in perfect peace,
And be forever blest;
Then bring to me my flowers mother,
I'm going home to rest.
W. T. Moonll
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BIBL~ TRANSLATION.

No religious movement of our time is of
more importance than the undertaking to
produce a pure version of the Holy Scrip-
tures, and we rejoice to receive anything
throwing light on the subject, calling atten-
tion to it, or in any way awakening the
public mind in reference to it. We have
but one aim in the matter, and that is, to
obtain as pure and accurate a translation as
possible, in the English language.  The
Bible Union has published a revised version
of Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, which
has passed the inspection of the Final Com-
mittee. We have been publishing specimens
of Bro. Anderson's translation, at sundry
times, for ayear past. A few weeks back, we
published a specime~, beginning with the
first of Luke's testimony, side by side with
the same portion revised by the Bible Union.
Touching this portion, Bro. 'Wyc~off, Cor-
responding  Secretary of the Bible Union,
wrote the following letter:

~. NEW YORK, March 25th, 1863.
eLp. G. W. RICE,

Cincinnati, Ohio.
My Dcar Brothcl';-Your favor of
the 20th inst. is received. Bro. Buckbee

read to me a large portion of the translation
by Bro. Anderson, and we compared it with
that of the Bible Union, and also with the
original Greek.

I was forcibly struck with this fact: that,
in almost every instance in which Brother
Anderson differs from the Bible Union, the
Greek is obviously and indisputably on the
side of the Bible Union, and Bro. Anderson
bas departe'd from thi words of inspiration.
If you wish, | will undertake to ~how this
in successive numbers of your paper.

Affectionately,
WM. H. WYCKOFF,Cor. Sec.

. This letter was forwarded to Bro. Ander-
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son, by Bro. Rice, in our absence, and re-
turned with the following letter:
MEJ}CER Co., Ky., April 7, 1863.
DEAR BRO. RICE:-I  have received your
communication; have taken acopyofWyck-
off's letter, ana. return you the original.-
Open your columns to him, and give him
fair play. The charge he makes is one of
a very grave character, for which he must
be held to strict account. My version must
stand or fall on its merits.  So must theirs.
The question now is, which shall stand. |
have said, and still say, that the men who
made that version have done justice to nei-
ther Greek nor English. We will see be-
fore the controversy ends, where the truth
stands. | am impressed with the belief
that the hand of God is in this matter-I
make my appeal to him. The Lord loob
upon the !Datter, and will give the victory
to those who love his truth.  As David
says, In the name of my God | will set up
my banners. ,
I am out in the country j have not seen

the brethren in town. But the version is
mine. | am the responsible man. | will
only add one word more-I can say to

Wyckoff as a certain king of Israel once
said to a king of Judah, "Let not him that
girds on his armor boast himself, as he that
puts it off™ | am ready for his criticism,
and by God's grace, that version of theirs
shall be known in its true light.
Yours very truly,
H. T. ANDERSON.

This letter, with the following letter from

Bro. Rice, was forwarded to Bro. Wyckoff:
CINCINNATILApril 9, 1863.

DEAR BRO. WYCKOFF:-1  forwarded
your letter to Bro. Anderson. It has been
returned to me with the following reply,
which is herewith enclosed.  After you
have read and taken a copy of it (if you
wish to do so), please return the original ~o
me. | sent the original tn your case to
him, and now send the original in his case
to you. Our brethren have criticised the
Bible Union version very severely, and
think they wm have in a few months a
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much better one to offer the people. We
have often and again said as much in the
columns of the American Christian Review.
We certainly cannot and will not shrink
from the severest criticism. A translation
must now stand or fall on its own merits.
This is the view we have taken of the one
by the Bible Union, as well as the one of
Bro. Anderson.  Bro. A, is the translator.
There are other competent men assisting in
other departments.

You say in your letter; "I was forcibly
struck with this fact, that in almost every
instance in which Bro. Anderson differs
from the Bible Union, the Greek is obvi-
ously and indisputably on the side of the
Bible Union j and Bro. Anderson has de-
parted from the words of inspiration. If
you wish, | will undertake to show this, in
successive numbers of your paper.”

We have been aiding Bro. Anderson in
various ways, assisted in holding up his
hands in his undertaking j and not wishing
in any way whatever to impose on the pub-
lic mind, offering as gold that which is not
gold, we most cheerfully and gratefully ac-
cept your offer, aJld now ask you to furnish
as many articles as you think the subject
demands.  Our columns are now thrown
open to your criticisms. Bro. Anderson
will be allowed the same space in defense
of his work j and if it becomes necessary
for him to examine the version of the Bible
Union, the same space will be allowed you
to respond in its defense.

Hoping to receive you'r first number soon,
,I remain yours, most fraternally,

G. W. RICE.

Thus the way is now opened for some
valuable discussion, and that, too, from par-
ties able to do justice to the subject, and,

we humbl trust, in a style worthy of a
great work.  The proposition is avery clear
one. It is simply, "that in almost every

instance in which Bro. Anderson differs
from the Bible Union, the Greek is obvi-
ously and indisputably on the side of the
Bible Union, and Bro. Anderson has de-
parted from th'e words of inspiration."-
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This is a very plain and tangible affair, and
we trust we shall have some valuable dis-
cussion.  Our prayer is, that truth ~nd
righteousness  may prevail.

The New Translation.
NO. 1.

MESSRS. EDITORs:-Your  favor 'of the
otl inst" cheerfully opening your columns
for priticisms upon the "New Translation,"
which you compare in your paper with the
work of the Bible Union, is thankfully re-
ceived. | will begin with the first chapter
of Luke, which you publish in parallel col-
umns with the Revision from our Final
Committe,e.

The great object of the Bible Union isto
ascertain and express the exact meaning of
the inspired original.  This is undoubtedly
the object of the New Translation, and by
this test it must be tried. In applying this
test, | refer, first, to what appears to mea
most striking and unwarranted deviation
from the. words of the Holy Spirit, in the
commencement of the SECONDVERSE.

The original reads; Iwthos paredosan.

The Common VersiGn translates this:-
"EVEN ASTHEY DELIVERED."

Our Revision has it: "As THEY DELIV-
ERED"

The: New Translation makes it "As
THEY WEREDELIVERED."
Here, then, is a fair opportunity to bring

the test ,to bear. The difference is palpable
and indisputable. "They delivered" and
"They were delivered" are the two render-
ings. They cannot both be right.  Which
is in accordance with the original?  The
verb is paredosan. Does it mean, "They
delivered," or "They were delivered ?"

The verb is in the third person plural of
the second aorist j indicative.; active. ~ The
verb, didomi, from which it comes, is oue of
the most common and familiar in th.e Greek
language, and every schoolboy who studies
the grammar is drilled upon it. | never
heard of a Greek grammarian who express-
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ad a doubt that the form was active. To
change active to passive without authority,
and without any apparent reason, is a license
in the translation of the Sacred Scriptures,
of which | trust the revisers of the Bible
Union will never be guilty. It would cer-
tainly stamp their work with a character,
which probably would entirely preclude its
circulation.

In the third verse, the inspired penman
uses the words, pareekolon theelcoti.

The common version tranlates this:-

THE AMERICAN CHRISTIAN

glosses of human wisdom and all the graces
of polished rhetoric.
Affectionately,
WM. H. WYCKOFF,Cor. Seo.

"HAVING HADPERFECTUNDERSTANDING."

Our Revision has it:
RATELYTRACED."

The New Ttanslation makes it: "HAV-
ING OBTAINECEXAOTINFOR1t1ATION."

Herc, again, is a marked and palpable
distinction.  Which is right: "Having ac-
curately traced,” or "Having obtained exact
information?"  Both cannot be right. Both
cannot express the mellning of the Holy
Spirit. ~ To tmce is not to lenow. 'l'otrace
is not to obtain exact information.  The one
may sometimes lead to the other, but to as-
snme that they are the same in meaning,
would be to confound language, and substi-
tute obscurity and error for plain and sim-
ple truth.

The original word comes from aleolonthos,
a follower, supposed to be derived from Icf-
lonthoa, a path. The word itself means, to
follow with, to accompan!J, to go in the same
path or tracle, to trace.

Here is undoubtedly, in the figurative
use of the word, ~he quest for knowledge,
but it is stretching its meal\ing beyond all
propriety, to translate it: "Having obtained
exact information."” It is taking a liberty
with the ins}:ireg word of God, for which
there appears to me no justification.  The
Bible Union strives to come as near as pos-
sible to the exact meaning of the inspired

Scriptures, and prefers this to all inferences
and surmisefl'.
The truth, the whole truth, and nothing

but the truth, is our motto. If it were not,
we could easily make the phraseology of
the Revision more smooth and elegant.-

Bu~ we prefer the word of God to all the

"HAVING ACCU-pR. LILLIE A DISCIPLE OF CHRIST,.

We are rejoiced to learn, from the notice
of Brother Burnet's meeting in lowa City,
which appeared in our columns a week or
two back, that the learned and highly ac-
complished Dr. Lillie, some years since em-
ployed by the American Bible Union, as a
reviser of the English version of the Scrip-
tures, and who, if we mistake not, prepared
the inQipient version 'of 2 Peter, 1,2 and 3
John, Jude and Revelations, as published
by the Bible Union, was immersed by Bro.
Burnet, in lowa City, and is now identified
with the Disciples of Christ. In our debate
with 111, Merrill, some five years since,
we made honorable mention of this distin-
guished gentleman and scholar, commenda-
tory of his manliness and independcnce, in
giving his aid in making a pure version of
the English Scriptures.  We believed then
that the righteous principles adopted by
the Bible Union, and the researches in
which he would be involved, would work
for him a good which he did not then
see. We do not now remember precisely
the reference made to him by Mr. Merrill.
It was, however, anything else than com-
mendable, ascribing to him mercenary mo-
tives. We took it as an evidence, when we
learned that the Doctor was employed in
the revision of the English versiol\, in the
Bible Union, that he was a sincere man,
and more than once remarked, in private
conversations, that we thought the work in
which he was engaged would result, not
only in aiding in tho translating of tho
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Scriptures, but in translating himself out
of the kingdom of sectariandom and into
the kingdom of God's dear Son. Thanks
to Heavtdn, such has been the result. The
Doctor is now the Lord's free man. His
hands are unfettered. His' noble soul and
great heart, unhampered by human tradi-
tio'ns, enjoying the broad, expanded and
gracious system vouchsafed to man by the
Author of his existence.  He is no longer
cramped, trammeled down, and bound by
any human creed, confession or formula,-

He is no longer bound by any law but the
one God made. He now stands on the lof-
tiest summit, occupies the most elevated
position, and most glorious mount attain-
able by man in this world. When the Lord
speaks, it is his privilege to hear. When
he finds the Lord's truth, it is his. privilege
to believe. When he finds the Lord's com-
mands, it is his privilege to obey. He is
now free as the Lord made him, and has
the privilege to declare the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth, sitis in
Jesus, without the interference of any hll-
man law, rule or regulation j any Synod,
Conference or Council of uninspired dicta-
tors. He will now find himself girded as
with the everlasting hills, surrounded with
the almighty power of truth, and the ever-
lasting arms underneath.

Many ecclesiastical
scarcely deservin~

changes are made,
a paragraphic  notice.-

What if a Unitarian should go over to a
Universalist? We do not see that it is a
matter of any consequence any way. What
if a Methodist should go over to an Episco-
palian ? We do not see that it is a matter
of any consequence. In the same way,
many llimilar changes may occur of no im-

portance to the world, or amounting to
comparatively nothing. But not so the
case in hand. In this case, we find a man

of mature years, extended experience, great
reading, profound learning and distinguish-
ed position, making a change which repudi-
ates i~fant membership, infant baptism,
sprinkling and pouring for baptism, all hu-
man cree~s, confessions and disciplines of
every sort, and condemns all human relig-

REVIEW. 117
ious designatlons and divisions among the
people of God j and, on the other hand, en-
dorses immersion, the law of God, the reli-
gious designations found in the New Testa-
ment, and union among all the people of'
God. This is a change that means some-
thing, a transition that will be felt for good
and that will teU on the cause of righteous-
ness.

What man of learning and profound un-
derstanding would not rejoice to make the
noble transition he has m&de? He, in this
transition, renounces that narrow, exclusive
and partisan name, Presbgterian, reJected
by the whole religious world except one
comparatively small party, and accepts the
common ground name, Christian, or Disci"
ple, admitted by every party in so-called
Christendom to be right. He repudiates
that narrow, selfish and unpopular creed,

styled "The Presbyterian  Confession of
Faith,” not endorsed by a single party in
the world, save the comparatively little

party, styled Pl'eshgterians, and ,acc~pts the
broad, expanded and glorious book, made
for all the world-the common ground
book, admitted by all to be right--infalli-

bly safe-the New Testament. In his tran-
sition, he repudiates that doubtful, disputed
and unsafe ceremony, styled infant baptism,
never endorsed by anybody for the first two
hundred years of the Church, not mentioned
in the Bible, nor generally endorsed now;
and accepts and endorses, first in his own
submission, and then in his teaching, that
which he can find in the Scriptures, and
which all parties admit to be right-tl&e
baptism of believers. He a ndons sprink-
ling and pouring, for baptism, which have
always been in dispute, doubt and uncer-
tainty, since they were first introduced, and
are"not mentioned, as baptism, in the Bible,
and never endorsed by only a small portion
of the professed Christian world j and ac-
cepts and endorses, first in his own submis-
sion, and subsequently in his teaching, the
common groU:nd practice of immersion,
practiced by the original church, by the
fathers, admitted to be valid by all of any
note from the apostolic age to our own time;
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endorsed by the Lexicons, the classics, the
history of the ohurch, and -the learning of
the world. Instead of advocating, support-
ing and perpetuating the present divisions,
excusing them and apologizing for them, he
n~w advocates the union of all the saints,
standing on the statement of the Lord,-
"There shall be onefold and one Shepherd,"”
and joining in the prayer of Jesus, that
those who believe thtough their word all
may be one, as he and his Father are one,
that the world may believe that the Father
has sent him.

In his new position, he m kes no terms
himself, accepts none made by any other
man, but accepts the terms given by the
Lord himself, maintains them and stands
by them. We come to Jesus to know what
shall be preached, what shall be believed,
what shall be done, what it shall be done
for, what the Lord purposes to do for us,
and all about it. The effort we are making
is to return to the Lord, to follow him, be
hig Disciples-be  Obhristians-:-no  more, no
less. We aim to belong to the Church of
Ohrist, no more, no less. We desire to abol-
iah all sectarian parties, do them all away,
and collect all the people of God in all the
world, and unite them under Christ.  This
glorious work we are now engaged in. It
is going on most successfully and triumph-
antly, and the results are glorious. The
good, the pious, the pure in heart, from all
parties, are coming and acknowledging no
master but Jesus, no authority but his law
-the  perfect law of liberty-no  guide but
the inspired Scriptures.  They are ridding
themselves of e erything in religion that is
human, or that is of man, and receiving ev-
erything that is Divine, or from God. "All
Scripture is given by inspiration of God,
Imd is profitable for doctrine, or {or teach-
ing." If the Scripture is given by inspi-
ration, and profitable for doctrine, we all
know that when we receive it for doctrine,
we have "sound doctrine," the true doctrine
and the only infallibly true and safe doc-
trine in this world. We know that those
guided by it are guided safely, and if they
follow its infallible directions, they will
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reach the haven of eternal rest at last. If
we make chapters of essentials and non- es--
sentials at all, let them be these, that all
that is from the Lord is essential, and all
that is not from the Lord ignot essential i
and, with this definition, I&tus hold on to
the essentials and abandon the non-eSBen-
tials.

The controversy is not about the gospel,
and the divisions are not about the gospel.
Baptists, Methodists, Preshyterians, etc.,
arc not divided about the gospel. They aU
believe the gospel. What, then, do they dis-
pute about? and about what are they divi-
ded? We answer, their additions to the
gospel-their Baptistism, Methodism and
Presbyterianism. They all admit that a
man can be a Christian and not be a Bap-
tist, a Methodist, or a Presbyterian, and be
saved, but that a man cannot be saved and
not be a Christian.  Let us unite, then, on
that without which we cannot be saved, and
which never divided the peeple of God,
Chj'istianity itself, aud abaudon all the ad-
ditions, such as Methodism, Baptistism,
Presbyterianism,  etc., which have divided
good people and involved them in contro-
versy ever since they were brought into
existence.

Truly do we welcome Dr. Lillie to the.
fellowship of the saints and the household
of the faithful, and invite bim to draw the
sword of the Spirit, which is the Word of
God, and do service for our King. Let us
reinstate the Word of God in the hearts of
the people, abolish sectarianism, and unite
the people of God into one fold, under one
Shepherd, and make a noble effort to con-
vert the world to Christ. Let us preach the
unsearcha.ble riches of Christ, and make all
men see what is the fellowship of the mys-
tery, which from the beginning of the world.
hath been hid in God, who created all things
by Jesuli Ohrist. B. F.
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-HALL UCIN ATIONS.

Apparitions,  spectres, slgns and dreams,
seem to control and direct the conduct"of a
large class of mankind.  No age has been
free from one delusion or the other. Rea-
son and revelation are exotic plants to the
larger portion of the world. Fanaticism
and error are indigenous to this earth.
From time imtlJlimorial, true religion has had
to contend against fantasies, and illusions,
and ecstasies, and trances, and dreams and
visions.  Our own age has by no means been
free from these moral and social diso,rders.
The gospel of Christ has been fearfully in-
fected by their foul contact.  Superstition
has to a large extent neutralized the purity
and power of God's revelat.ion. Bible in-
telligence has, however, dispelled many su-
perstitious  notions with marked effect, so
that there are good grounds to hope that the
day of sights and scenes, and spooks and
llpectres, will soon pass away. Sensuous
evidence, in the matter of conversion, such
as disordered imaginings, spiritual incuba-
Ltions, spontaneous regenerations, angelic in-
terpositions, and holy reveries, is instantly
rejected, as belonging to the mystic times
of past generations. Bible preaching and
Bible translation, and Bible investigation
and Bible reading, are sifting out every hu-
man abomination. It is found that a con-
version that "does not result from a convic-
tion of God's revealed word and truth is no
conversion at all.

| have been led to indulge these reflec-
tions by reading an article in the Eclectic
Magazine-a  r~print of foreign literature-
entitled, “fllusions and Hallucinations,"
in which a very satisfactory solution is giv-
en of the causes of so many mental and
moral disorders.  This writer in the Brit-
ish Quarterly declines discussing the reli-
gious aspect by saying:

"We have already noticed the influence
of the prevalent belief o~ any age in pro-
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ducing or determining the nature of ballo-
cinatio.ns. It will readily be conceived bow
inordinately powerful is the effect of unre-
strained religious enthusiasm, especially
when aided by ignorance, superstition, and
tbe unnatural restraints of a secluded or
conventual life. But we have designedly
refrained from discussing the ballucinations
so produced, except in the most incidental
manner."

But for the benefit of religious zealots,
and for the enlightenment of fanatical big-
ots, as well as for the sake of our common
humanity, he should have dwelt upon this
part of his subject in an especial manner.
And although he does not himself make the
application as we would like, he, neverthe-
less, presents the principles and explana-
tions in such a manner, that the meanest
capacity may know what he is driving at.
The author does not deny the phenomena
of hallucinations, which may all be account-
ed far on psychological or physical princi-
ples, but he shows that they all bave an
earthly origin, and have no connection what-
ever with the spirit world. He presents
quite a variety of forms in which illusions
and hallucinations make their appearance,
but I must content myself on one or two
forms. | will here quote a paragraph:

"The determining causes of hallucina-
tions naturally divide themselves ili two
classes, the moOl'al and the physical. As
predisposing causes, the former, the moral,
are all powerful; they are also chiefly con-
cerned in the direct production of such de-
lusions as occur in an epidemic form. In
these cases the hallucinations are transmit.-
ted by the influence of educational and so-
cial ideas, by the force of example, and by
a true moral contagion.  Profound pre-oc-
cupation of the thoughts and prolonged
concentration of the mind on one subject,
are eminently favorable' to the production
of hallucinations; and those are the most
subject to them who by an ill-directed ed-
ucation are unceasingly excited, whose or-
ganization had become very impressionabie,
and in whom the imagination has been
abandoned to its own impetuosity.  The
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marvellous and horrible tales tllat are told
to children are also a fruitful source of this
subsequent impressibility."

Let meclassity these causes and see how
many of them, either directly or indirect-
ly, have had a bearing on modern revivals:

1. Influence of educational and social
ideas.

2. Force of example.

3. Moral contagion.

4. Profound  pre-occupation
thoughts.

5. Prolonged concentration of the mind
on one subject.

6. Marvellous and horrible tales.

Who has not noticed in certain localities,
where big meetings have been raging, how
a certain class have- been operated upon,
aud every other part of the audience re-
main as unperturbed as a staring barbariall?
Why are not the same subjects made to rave
At other meetings, under a different reli-
gious education, where more Bible knowl-
edge and less passion is exhibited?  The
children of parents, molded in certain rer
ligious beliefs, and aomestics fashioned in
the same mold, are magnetized by some
boisterous, mercurial exhorteJ:, who is well
advised of tbe singularities and peculiari-
ties of the doomed audience before him.
This deluded class of people have been
brought to believe that "religion" can be
found under a tree, in the barn, in the cel-
lar, in the garret, in the field, and on the
road-side-. They have been taught thatcon-
version is as startling and as instan taneous
as a flash of lightning, unsolicited and un-
looked for. They have been taught to ex-
pect certain appearances, certain unearthly
feelings and twitchings, ccrtain tokens or
signs, and no recorded plan of God's mode
of salvation could make them believe the
contrary.  They have wedded themselves
to dreams and phantoms, and to them the
word of God is a cold and airy abstraction.
They are moved only by the evidence of
the natural eyes and ears-what they don't
see and hear thllY won't believe. And
hence God is called upon to "come sensibly
Dear"-to  -":Jomedown with all his power"

of the
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-to  "baptise them with the Holy Ghost"
-to "come quickly and speak peace to the
soul"-to "roll down balls of fire"-to

"send down the arrows of conviction,"
etc., etc. Do such people walk by faith at
all, which is the only principle on which
God will accept the person of any man?
So far as Bible testimony is concerned,
they might as well be in heathendom at
once. What is all that, just enumerated,
but an appeal to the fears and fancies of
an unthinking and vacillating people?-

And you once get them into that way of
belief, beyond the pale of r~son and reve-
lation, and you get them into a position
where reason can't touch them, and where

revelation becomes a dead letter.  Pride
and passion rule them-not faith and lov6
-these are only incidental, and merely

serve to complement the vague principlM
of the "inner light" and the "self-conscious-
ness" of the faithless pharisee.  The doc-
trine that men' must go through a purga-
tory of doubt and dismay, before they can
exercise faith in Christ, is a doctrine that
has been as fruitful of dreams and devils,
and of mist and myths, in the past century,
as the' superstitious dogmas of the Papal

power in her palmiest days of priestly in-
tolerance.
Who has never witnessed this "moral

contagion,” above alluded to, where there is
manifestly more of the mesmeric influence
of man at work than the workings of the
Holy Spirit. In that battery of "seekers
of religion," what mean those continued re-
sponsive amens? that constant contact of
person? that fiery friction of the rubbing
of hands? that uninterrupted singing and
sighing and groaning? those meaning glan-
ces and significant noddings of the knowing
ones? Who has never seen the workings
of this moral contagion in places where all
the interested ones seemed to be paralyzed
by the positive power of.animal magnetism,
until many, pale by exhaustion, fall helpless
and prostrate; or overcome by the the awful
delineations of the wrath of God, or carried
into the other world by a reprcsentation of
exstatic  scenes, tlley swoon away into an
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inglorious state of mesmeric bewilderment.
And this they call the "power br God-
"unto salvation,"” | suppose.

I recollect that not long ago, in a certain
town, and at a certain meeting, where 1
happened to be in attendance, 1 was invited
to take my place in the pulpit. 1 took my
seat by the side of him who was to har-
rangue the people. The brethren sat upon
one side of the pulpit, and the women on
the other, both sides approaching close to
the speaker; the preacher struck up a hal-
lelujah metre, and instanter went off into a
rapture; men and women struck in simul-
taneously; the preacher began to weave
and see-saw; he fixed his eyes in empty
space-so  did the brethren j the preacher
kept time by the patting of his feet-so did
all the brethren; the voice of the preacher
grew loud and shrill-so  did the voices of
all the sisters; an ineffable sanctity spread
over every countenance; and as strain after
strain continued to leap out of their throats,
and the tones of the anthem to rise higher
and higher, and all began to weave and see-
saw in glorious concert, 1 must confess,
skeptic as 1 am, I too felt as if 1 could leap,
and hop, and clap, and dance a holy dance.
That was "moral contagion."  When I got
outside of this battery I felt as if 1 had
just come out of dream land. 1 came pretty
near being hallucinated | You havo seen
chickens stagger around after being brought
to market and cut loose, have you not?-
'Well, sir, after 1 was cut loose, | staggered
round considerably. IL is awid sueh
tagions as this, that unsophisticated people,
who are largely gifted with the marvelous,
see heaven opened, and angels coming down,
and that sinners see hell opened and demo~s
coming up.

"An individual who believes that he
sees supernatura4 sights is not slow to com-
municate his conviction to others who are
not more enlightened than himself. The
anecdote has been often quoted of the wan
who exclaimed that the statue upon which
he and many others were looking bowed its
head. All those who were present imme-
diately asserted that they had seen it move."

COil-
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Go into certain communities, where the
least possible gospel is preached or known,
and there visit a modern love feast. And
then as that "brand snatched from the ev-
erlasting burning” begins to detail his con-
version-the particular  place where, and
the precise time when, and how a dark
cloud obscured his vision, and how a gleam
of light shone through it, and how a white-
robel angel touched him, and a voice spoke
peace to his soul, just see how the eyes of
the unitiated innocents dilate, and how
the young prick up their ears, and how
they watch and wonder whereunto all this
will lead. How long will it be before the
"example" of these big bodies will run the
little bodies through the same gauntlet?

~ot long ago I was shown an old house,
which, wh~n it was first constructed, and
before it was occupied by the family, was
the scene of one of those old fashioned rave-
up and tear-down religious meetings. A
forward fellow by the name of "Sammy,"
who still lingers on this mundane sphere,
daringly, and with no fear of the penalties
of purgatory before him, clambered up on
to a beam, extending itself across the build-
ing, and there tigerlike, stretching his huge
length along, he watched, until in the midst
of the melee of singing and shouting, and
tilting and tumbling, a girl overcome by
"the power,"” incident to such meetings,
was prostrated and stretched, and looking
up intently in the direction of the beam,
whereon Sammy lazily lay, she cried out in
a stentorian voice, "l seeJ~susl | see Jesus I"
W.hereupon the inexorable Sammy, stretch-
ing ou~his long neck, screechingly respond-
ed, "Noyoudon't-it isl I"

"Concentration of mind on one subject”
has made thousands of monomaniacs. OUf
asylums are filled with them. Devotees of
science, men of unstatiated ambition, misers
and. lovers, and phrenzied religionists, each
in his place, get mad, and become crazy on
one point. Many cases could be given in
illustration of the foregoing.  One engaged
intently in contemplation of a given subject,
so as to lose sight of all outside influences,
can be wrought up to such a hight, as even
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to pray for signs or tokens of approbation.
A case in given in the Eclectic.

It is related of Lord Herbert ofCherbury,
that when a certain book of his was lap_,
proaching completion, "he devoted to it
every spare moment that he could snatch
from business. In doubt as to its publica-
tion, he, on one occasion, prayed audibly
for a sign to guide his decision, and affirms
that he had no sooner concluded, than he
heard a loud but agreeable noise in the
heavens, and saw also, in the most serene
sky I'lossible, the place whence it came.
This, he says, gave him great joy, believing
as he did that his demand was granted.-
Be it remarked that the work in question
has by no means a Christian tendency, and
this anecdote is often quoted against others
where similar hallucinations have been sup-
posed to imply supernatural interference
for a given purpose.”

I once heard a case like this. A young
man, very much disturbed about his soul's
salvation, and incessantly keeping his mind
upon it, related, that when in the field
ploughing one day, the horse sudde~ly
stopped still, and a fox appearing just then,
began to run rapidly round horse and
plough, and that every time his honor, the
fox, made one circuit around the parties,
the expectant sign-seeker, felt one sin pop
out of him, and as fleet-footed Lx continued
to run his mysterious rounds, the sins of
the young sibylline kept popping out until
every last sin had finally popped out of
him I Many such cases could be related,
hut this must suffice. Why did not this
young man go, or why did not some of his
spiritual advisers tell him to go to the
preaching of the apostles for the know1-
edge of salvation, instead of sending him
to spiritual hieroglyphics as undefinable as
a Delphic oracle, and as silly as the oft-told
tales of a Gipsy wanderer?

"Hallucinations,"  says our author, "will
almost always be found to reflect the beliefs,
the passions, the prejudices, and the man-
ners of the age in which they occur. They
vary, therefore, according to the amount of
civilization and culture in the people.”

.sions.
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M. Boismont sums up the moral causes
of hallucinations as follows: "The mode
of development of epidemic illusions and
hallucinations,  refers them especially to
moral causation.  Education, beliefs, the
dominant ideas of the epoch, the varieties
of civilization, all require special consider-
ation in any ,search after these causes.-
Amongst the moral causes which exercise a
powerful influence over hallucinations, we
must enumerate the belief in the power and
operation of spirits and demons, witchcraft,
magic, vampyrism, ecstacy, etc. All pas-
sions, fixed ideas, great preoccupation sf
thought, may be the source of hallucina-
tions, and more especially the passions of
excessive fear and remorse."

How much of all this has been engrafted
into modern religious "revivals!" Some'
one of thase notions has been made an in-
tegral part of a majority of modern conver-
Education makes the whole dffier-
ence. Why is it, that in certain localities,
where twenty-five yeal'Sago, a certain quan-
tum of sickly stuff could be preached, stories
and legends could be narrated, sensation
harragues could be made, mystic theology
could be dealt out, blind fanatic.ism could
be evoked, and night visions and day dreams

would be approbated, and "mourning-
benches" sacredly consecrated, that now
in those same places, and in the same

Churches, such things are not only not tol-
erated, but openly rebuked? Because
people have learned to read the Bible
aright, have received the key of interpreta-
tion, and can discriminate between a rev-
elation of God, and a revelation of a disor-
dered brain. "Getting religlOn," "getting
through,” "obtaining a hope," etc., are
mystic terms seldom used in many sections
at this day. In those places they begin to
preach words as well as ~pirit, testimony
as well as feeling, baptism as well as faith,
confession as well as experience.
few days ago, | heard a Methodist preach~r
declare that a certain person in his Church
bad been" converted to God by the preach-
ing of the Word, accompanied by the HolY"
Spirit 1" What a marvel! and certainly a

But a.

-
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lively indic;1tion of retrograding from mist,
but progressing toward the truth o( the
Bible. We as Disciples, then, have not al-
to~ether labored in vain. The gloomy
clouds are by no m~ans dispelled, but gleams
of lovely light begin to break through.
Pedobaptists, too, are frequently obliged to
immerse converts, who imperiously demand
it. It would be a strange sp'lJctacl~,indeed,
in certain quarters, to see converts stand up
and relate how they were instantaneously
converted in a corn-field, or under a tree,
or asleep in bed I This kind of conversion
is now almost exclusively confined to the
illiterate and superstitious

" History also tells abundantly of epidem-
ic hallucinations;  the Crusades -were- es-
pecially rife in such portents. " Scarcely
was the signal for the first crusade given
than the apparitions commenced; everyone
recounted his visions, the words he had
heard, the orders he had received. The
people, the armed multitude, perceived in
the air Ibignsand portents of all kinds; but
it was especially when the Crusaders had
penetrated into Asia that the prodigies
multiplied.” They saw on all hands the
saints descending and fighting for them at
the head of angelic hosts."

M. Boismont remarks:
subjugated by superstition
are no ideas so grotesque that they may not
become realities.  One of the most singu-
lar aberrations of this kind is that which
is known under the name pf vampyrism, of
which we find the traces even in the Tal-
mud. This epidemic reigned about the
commencement of the eighteenth century,
i~manypartsofHungary,Monrovia,Silesia,
and Lorraine.  The peasants who were the
subjects of it, believed that after death
their enemies had the power of appearing
to them in various forms. Some dreamed
that these malevolent spirits took them by
the throat, strangled them, and sucked
their blood; others believed that they
ly saw these cru 1 monsters. *
Mystical ideas of an expansive character,
exalting the imagination, produced these
various ecstasies to which we have referred;

When a man is
and terror, there

real-
* *
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and which had, as characteristics, celesti'll
visions of all kinds. It is to the same in-
fluences that we must refer the apparitions
and the aural illusions of the ‘dance,’. of
the convulsionaries of St. Medard, the
ecstatics of Cevennes, the possessed of Lou-
don, and others of the same kind."
JOHN F. ROWE.

.THE NEW TRANSLATION.
NO. 1.

:MR. EDITOR :-In the second verse of
the 1st chapter of Luke, the Now Transla-
tion has taken a liberty with the position
of object and subject, for which 1 know of
no justification.

The inspired original says, "As they de-
livered them to us, who from the beginning

were eye-witnesses. and ministers of the
word."

"As they delivered them." Here the
object of delivered is "them,” the things

fully believed among us. Of this no one at
all conversant with the Greek can doubt for
a moment.

The object of an active verb
Translation
passive verb.

the New
changes to the subjec.t of a

If the Holy Spirit had made
the change, we would have bowed in sub-
mission.  But we object to such power be-
ing assumed by men.

Outside of the Roman Catholic Church,
few persons can be fou~d who would yield
to the exercise of authority, which thus
undertakes to remodel the direct and posi-
tive form of phraseology employed by the
Spirit of all Wisdom and Grace, and substi-
tute a construction of man for the words of
inspiration.

In the same verse the subject of a verb
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is changed into the object of a preposition.
This is another direct violation of the origi-
nal. If such things are permitted, then we
are at liberty to make sacred Scripture, not
to translate it.

Thus the plain, literal, undeniable ren-
dering of the inspired Word of God, "They
delivered," is changed to the human device
"Were delivered by those,” and. this New
Translation is published as an improvement.
If this is an improvement, it improves, not

the work of man, but the work of God. It
alters the Truth as given by the Holy
Spirit.

But there may possibly be cases, or such
at least may be imagined, where the idioms
of the two languages may be So different
from each other, as to furnish a plausible
excuse for a change of construction.  No
such excuse exists in the presen.t instance.
The idioms of the two languages perfectly
agree in their forms of construction in this
case, and the change is, therefore, as violent
as it is unnecessary.

The particle” de" is used as a conjunc-
tion or connective, at the beginning of the
6th verse. The Common Version and the
Bible Ullion Revision translate it "anD."
The New Translation omits it altogether.
There is no reason or justification for such
omission any more than there would have
been had the New Translation left it out at
the commencement of the eighth verse,
where it occurs fn precisely the same rela-
tions, and where that Translation retains it,
and translates it “anp."

Here again, as in the other cases, the at-
tempt to improve upon the Revision results
in a departure from the inspired original.
The excellence of a translation of sacred
Scripture consists in bringing the reader as
closely as possible into meatal contact with
the meaning of the Qriginal. If practicable,
the very image of the thought should be
llaguerreotyped upon the mind. As an ex-
ample of this, in the first verse of this chap-
ter occurs the Greek verb" Epecheireesan,"”
derived from the noun ILCheir," HAND.-
The image or figure of the hand is striking
and expressive, and has been very properly
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retained in the Common Version and Uni-
on's Revision in the apt phrase, "Have ta-
ken in hand." But the New Translation
endeavors to improve upon this, by substi-
tuting the expression,” Have undertaken.”

How tame and inexpre~sive this, in com-
parison with the original 1 The beautiful
and forcible image of the HAaND is entirely
ignored, and a- word employed instead,
which from the service that it here per-
forms, reminds us of the business of. the
undel-talar, who buries that of which he
underbkes to dispose. The image employed
by the Holy Spirit is effectually buricd by
this New Translation.

But there is astill stronger objection to
the use of the word" uUNDERTAKEN" insuch
a connection.  The word indicates some-
thing venturesome or hazardous, and pre-
pares the mind for a failure. If a man says,
"l undertook to write a history, or to make
a poem," the idea is immediately suggested
that he did not succeed. There is no such
implication in the inspired original, and
there ought not to be any in the translation.

Thus far, then, we see in the New Trans-
lation:

1. The unnecessary and unwarranted sub-
stitution of a passive vcrb for an active.

2. The confounding of "aCCU1l'atéracing”
with obtaining exact information.

3. The change of the object of averb to
its subject.

4. Thetraosfer of the subject of a verb
to the position of an object of a preposi-
tion.

5. The entire omission of a word in trans-
lation, without cause or necessity.

6. The concealment of a striking and ex-
pressive image or figure of the original.

7. The substitution of a word suggesting
ideas altogether foreign to the original.

WM. H. wyckorr, Cor. Sec.
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PREACHING TO THE &PIRITS IN
PRISON.

INDIANAPOLIS, April 28, 1863.
BRO. FRANKLIN:

. A few days since, | noticed in the
"Review" of the 21st inst., your reply to a
query about the "spirits in prison." As

you are eminently a man for both sides of
the question, permit me a few words in re-
ply to your reply. I will note your points
in their order. After quoting 1st Peter,
iii: 18-20, you say:

1. "This preaching was done in the days
of Noah, while the ark was preparing."-

This, you assume and | deny. So far, we
are even; but | further affirm that the
"when" and the "while" in the 20th verse

refer respectively to the "sometime" of the
dislJbedience, and the "days of Noah,” and
not to the time of the preaching.

2. "Christ did not do this preacllng in
person, but by tite Spil-it."
went and preached to the spirits in prlson."
To this first clause | assent, if by the" in
person” you simply mean in the flesh. It
was without doubt by (in) the Spirit, but
not by Noah. The second clause, however,
demands particular  attention.  Take the
19th verse: By which (Gr. in which-please
note this, for we complain bitterly of the
sects because they use by and with when it
should be in). By (in) which also he went
and preached unto the spirits in prison.-
Now, what are here affirmed? (1) He went
-who? Christ. (2) What
preached.  (3) To whom or what? spirits.
(4.) Where were those spirits? in prison.
Now notice that he preached to spirits, and
not to men. And | here take occasion to
suggest, that there is not an instance in the
Bible where the word spirit, and specially
the word spirits, is used in the sense of, or
put in place for the whole man. On the
oontrary, when Paul designated the whole

did he do ?slightest
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man, he used also the words body and soul.
The word spirit is ever made to stand out
in bolJ relief, from all other terms; it is
not even to be confounded among us of a
pure speech with the sectarian idea of soul.
Our Savior, in correcting the impression
made upon his disciples on a cert<!in occa-
sion, said: A spirit hath not flesh and bones,
as ye see me have. Luke xxiv: 39. And in
this instance, uses the same word, only in
the singular number.  This is, doubtless,
reason enough why Christ went in the spi-
rit, because he preached to spirits.

But these spirits were in prison.
prison? The original word (phulakee) sig-
nilies a watch or guard, or literal prison-
place; and in the New Testament, with
scarcely a shadow of variance, it means a
literal prison-place in this woTld, where men
may be watched or guarded, or in the next
world, where spirits may be watched or
guarded.

3. "No preaching was ever done by the
Spirit without employing a human agent,”
etc. Now this you assume, and a very bold
assumption, too, it is. It is simply that
reckless sty le many of our preachers have
of affirming what God will do, and what he
will not j what he can do, and what he can
not, w:th as much assurance as if they had
entered into and understood the secret coun-
sels of the Almighty-a  style which lead-
ing men, like yourself, ought rather to cor-,
rect than to encourage. To say God does
not preach to men here without" human
agency,” would call no 'qu~stion with me.
But to say what God does, or does not do,
in the spirit-land, is quite another question.
And the simple fact that He has not reveal-
ed to us what He does, affords us not the
gr.ound for affirming what He does
not; yet no more common thing occurs than
to hear splendid sermons built up, having
no better foundation than the absence of
revelation.

4. Here you assume again that Noah did
all the preaching, and in Gen. vi: 3, you
make the time Noah preached to be 120
years. Now, | a'ssumo that the 120 years
referred, not, to the time men should live

What
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till the flood, but to the average age of man
in a general sense after the flood; accord-
ingly, we find that in less than three hun-
dred years after the flood, m'en lived about
120 years; at a later date, man's life was
shortened to "three score and ten,” in a
general sense, and ,remains so till this day.
But again: it was wMle the ark was pre-
paring, according to your theory, that Noah
did his preaching. Let us see (1) Noah
was 500 years old when Ham was bhorn,
Gen. v: 32. (2) Ham was a married man
when God told Noah to build the ark, Gen.
vi: 18. (3) We know that Shem was 97
or 98 years old at the time of the flood,
Gen. xi: 10. (4) Ham being next younger
than Shem, must have been, therefore, about
95 years old when the flood came. (5) But
Noah was only 600 when it came, so that he
could have been but three or five years at
most; and probably, by a close calculation,
it would be shown that he was only one or
two years building the ark, a remarkably

short time to preach to the then whole
world.
5. That their disobedience was in the

days of Noah, that is, 600 yean of it out of
1656 years, | do not question; or that Noah
was "a preacher of righteousness,” | do not
doubt, though 1 should not have known it
but for Peter's aBusion to it in another
place, for in Genesis God says nothin~ about
sending Noah to preach to the ante-diluvi-
ans, but rather to build an ark and get out
of their way; but that Noah did the preach-
ing that Petel" says Christ did, is the very
thing for you to prove.

6. "It is a most unlikely thing that the
Lord would attempt to reveal to man a dis-
pensation of grace in the intermediate state,"
etc. 'Now, here is the solution of the wliole
matter.  Those who adopt Bro. Campbell's
theory have become terribly alarmed because
Jesse B. Furguson, in attempting to explain
a passage of Scripture, went too far, and de-
stroyed both himself and the true meaning
01 the passage, avery natural result to hose
who "wrest the Scriptures.”  You call it
grace for the intermediate state, etc. There
are a "thousand and one" allusions to the
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"unseen world,” but no distinct revelation.
What do you do? explain them out of the
way, or make them allude to this world? yet
they are just as "obscure expressions”  as
this.  Take, for example, Ist Peter, iv: 6,
and it will also be obscure, unless you let
it mean what it says. The whole error
consists in concluding that, becau.se Christ
went and preached to spirits, therefore man
can; or that, because Christ preached to a
whoje world that never before heard of him,
therefore, those who die under the gospel,
yet without accepting it, will have "another
chance.” No, no, Bro. Franklin; let the
passage stop where, Peter does, and it will

|do no harm.  No man more heartily repn-
diates than do I, the terrible ,delusions of
"Restorationism™  or "Universalism." But

it would indeep. "be infinitely better to say
we do not know what the passage means,"”

than to use terms as used not" anywhere
else in the Bible." In shunning Scylla,
let us not run into Charybdis.  Above all

things, let us avoid the sectarian method of
disposing of what conflicts with our precon-
ceived notions, simply by explaining it ont
of the way.

7. Here you aSsume that the Savior could
not have done this preaching between his
death and resurrection, because "he wilint
to paradise.”  But does it follow;' that he-
cause he went there, he staid there? Surely
he did not always stay there, and there is
very abundant lack of proof that he staid
there the three days, specially when Peter
says he went and preached to the spirits in
prison.  Again: you say "the wicked dead
are in tortanls."  This may be so, but how
do you prove it? You say, too, that" the
angels that kept not their first estate are in
tartarus,” and it would follow, tden, that
the wicked dead and the wicked angels are
together:  but how do you prove all this?
So much asserted and notbing proved might
do for men of small calibre, but for great
men, it cannot be tolerated for a moment.-
Now, | agree with you that the wicked an-
gels are in tartarus, and that (2d Peter, ii:
4) is the only time the word occurs in the
New Testament. But what about the wiok-
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ed dead? | don't know much about them.
I remember about the "rich man,"” but he

was in "hades,” and | suppose our Savior
was also in "hades,"” for David says, Psalm
xvi, thou wilt not leave my soul in "hadesj"
and Peter reaffirms (Acts ii: 27-31), that
he did not leave his soul in "hades,” and
certainly it could never have been left there
if it never went there; and if he went there,
he might have preached to the" spirits in
prison,” as Peter says he did. "All who
have passed over the boundary line of time,
etc." includes vast millions that never even
heard of Christ in this world,. and if the
Scriptures intimate that they may have
heard of him in "hades" or "in prison,”
I have not the slightest objection. But it
does not follow that | shall intimate any-
thing else to any child of Adam living under
the gospel, than that, "he that believeth

and is baptized shall be saved, and he that
believeth not shall be damned." Last of
all, is it not !'trange that Peter connected

this preaching so directly with the time of
Christ's death in the flesh? He could have
told us in plain terms that Christ preached
by Noah, but he says he-Christ--went,
etc. He speaks of Noah and the "old
world" and "the world of the ungodly,” in
his 2d Epistle; but he says Noah,-not
Christ--and  world-not  spirits. ~ This sim-
ple association of terms is of itself sufficient,
if not to support my theory, to at least de-
mand a better one. than yours.

In the hope that these thoughts may be
received in the same spirit in which they
are submitted, and assist at least in stimu~
lating to a careful research into all Scrip-
ture truth, | remain your brother

In the contention for the faith,
O. A. BURGE!3s.

REIIARKS.

1. We cheerfully insert the foregoing for
several reasons: 1. When it ill manifest that
a man thinks he has done ~ clever thing,we
take pleasure in giving him the benefit of
it. 2. We are always willing to be correc-
ted. 3. Because the foregoing speaks with
(Jiu.thority.
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Il. The foregoing is a kind of negative
article, the author not seeming to know very
definitely what the passage in hand does
mean, but simply knowing what it does not
mean. He is very delicate about taking
any definite, tangible, or decided ground;
but.he enters the arena objecting, wavering
and slightly opposing. He is only success-
ful in one thing, and that is, starting diffi-
culties, creating doubts and rendering un-
certainty more uncertain; shedding no light,
explaining nothing, but darkening coul\sel.

I1l.  The article contains almost a Greek
criticism on the word en, and a modest hint
that "we complain bitterly of the sects be-
cause they use by and with when it should
be in." Indeed 1and does our worthy bro-
ther tell us when it should be in, and when
it should be by? He certainly does not.-
He surely does not assume that the Greek
preposition, en, should always be translated
in. We have no Greek authority at hand,
as we are from home; but our recollection
is that when the preposition, en, refers to
the plade where anything is done, it should
be translated in; but when it refers to the
agency by which anything is done, it should
be translated by. In the case in question,
the preposition does not refer to the place
where he went and preached, but to the
agency by which he \Vent and preached.-
Jesus was put to death in the flesh, but
quickened by the Spirit, by which (Spirit)
he went and preached to the spirits in pri-
son. If our brother reads it, "preached in
spirit,” then we inquire what the meaning
of Christ preaching in spirit is?  Will he
explain this mystery to us?

IV. Bro. Burgess says, "If by ,in per-
son' we simply mean in the flesh," he as-
sents to it. But we do not mean that, nor
can we see how anyone could think of such
a meaning as that from our language.-
Chriit, in person, was in the body, in the
flesh, put to death, and separate from the
body while the body was in the tomb, and
went to Paradise.  But he did no~, in per-
son, preach to the spirits in prison, or to
any body else, so far as the history informs
'us, except while he was in the flesh.
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V. Bro. Bur/?:ess, in the exuberance of
his learning, makes some nice distinctions.
He says, " Now notice that he preached to
$pirits, not to men. And | here take occa-
sion to suggest, that there is not an instance
in the Bible where the word spirit, and spe-
cially the word spirits, is used in the sense
of, or putin place for the whole man." We
have not the means at hand to determine
how far this suggestion is correct. We
know the word soul, is used for the whole
person, as when it is said, eight souls were
saved in the ark. If a part is thus used for
the whole, when the soul is the part, we see
no reason why the spirit, as a part of man,
might not be used for the whole man. Of
course "the word spirits 1s not in a single
instance used in the sense of, or put in place
for the whole man" 1 But that the word,
spirits, is used for persons, in the passage
in question, may appear yet, on close In
spection, whether it is so used in any other
place or not. Let us look at it. "By which
he went and preached to the spirits in pri-
son; which (spirits, not men,) some time
were disobedientl"  When were these spir-
its, not men, disobodient? ~ When once the
long-suffering of God waited in the days of
N oab, while the ark was a-preparing, where-
in few, that is, eighli souls, were saved by
water." What was it t.hat was disobedient in
the days of Noah, while the ark was a-pre-
paring?  Bro. Burgess says, "spirits, and
not men,” for" there is not an instance in
the Bible where the word spirit, and speci-
ally the word spirits, is used in the sense
of, ~r put in place for the whole man."-
Those that sinned then, or were disobedient,
in the days of Noah, while the ark was a-
preparing, were "spirits’, and not men" 1-
,But let us hear Peter again about these
"spirits and not men." "For, for this cause
was the gospel preached also to them that
are dead, that they might be judged accor-
ding to men in the flesh, but live according
to God in the spirit.” ,1 Pet. iv: 6. The
reader will remember the suggestion of Bro.
Burgess, that this preaching was to "spirits
and notmenj" yet Peter says, the gospel was
preached to them that they might be judged
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aecording to men in the fleshl Was the
gospel preached to them in hades-to  spir-
its and not men-that  they might be judged
according to men in the flesh?

VI. Bro. Burgess informs us that the
"when" and the "while" in the 20th verse
refer respectively to the "sometime" of the
disobedience, and the "days of Noah,” and
not to the time of the preaching.  The dis-
obedience, then, was in the days of Noah,
but the preaching was some twenty-five
hundred years after! What did they dis-
obey? a gospel that was not preached to
them for twenty-five hundred years after,
when they were shut down in tartarus, with
the angels that sinned, in prison!  That is
a likely state of case. True,” when" and
"while" refer to the sometime of the dis-
obedience, in "the days of Noah,” and it is
true that Noah was a preacher of righteous-
ness. It is true also, beyond diEpute, that
he preached by the Spirit, and that this
preaching was done in the days of Noah.
It is true, too, that the spirits, to whom
Peter refers, were disobedient in the days
of Noah, while the ark was preparing, and
that the gospel was preached to them that
they might be judged according to men in

theflesh. What, then, is wanting to make
out the case?
VII. Bro. Burgess intends no Restora-

tionism or Fergusonism; no, not he. He
only maintains that the gospel-was preached
to "spi'rits and not men," in tarlarus 1 Well,
what is the gospel 7 The good news. And
what is the good news preached for? Peter
says it was that "they- might live according
to God in the spirit.”  No matter whether
he intends any Restorationism or not; if he
defends one of the main perversions or mis-
interpretations  of SC,ripture, used in support
of it and to induce the people to believe it,
he is so far sustaining' and encouraging it.
Let men be induced to believe that the gos-
pel was preached to “spirits and not men,"
in Tartarus, in prison, and they will soon
find Peter's reason for the preaching, that
"they might- live according to God in the
spirit,” and soon be Restorationists, talking
of "another chance." A more mischie.vous
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sophistry could not well be invented, no
matter what the in.tentions of the man ndvo-
cating it.
VIIl.  For weakness, we have not met
with anything surpassing the reasoning of
Bro. Burgess, to show that Noah <;lidnot
have time to preach to the ante-diluvians!
Yet he finds n~ difficulty in finding time
for Christ to preach to 'them during the
short time of his separatien from his body!
"If weak thy faith, why choose the harder
side?" If Noah could not preach to the
ante-diluvians in the time he had, how could
Christ preach to them in the much shorter
time, while he wa~ separate from his body?
IX. Bro. Burgess has hit-upon t.he hap-
py ‘conception, that the meaning of the ex-
pression, "yet his days shall pe an hundred
and twenty years,” refers to the average
age of man in a general sense I If we un-
derstand him, it means this: ":My Spirit
s'hall not always strive with m~n, for that
he also is flesh; yet his average age shall
be a{:;otttan hundl'ed and t enty yea,rs."-
That would bll a profound reading f T4e
antithesis  is certainly between the time
when the Spirit should strive with man, and
the time when the Spirit sll.Ouldnot strive
with man;
the Spirit should strive with man, and the
average age oj man. During the one hun-
dred and twenty years, from the time the
Lord declared to Noah that he would de-
stroy the world by a flood t~Il the destruc-
tion of the world, the Spirit of the Lord did
strive with man; after the expiration of the
one hundred and twenty years, the Lord
abandoned him; the Spirit did not strive
with him; but he was destroyed by the flood.

In view of this, the Lord said, "I will de-
stroy man whom | have created from the
face of the earth."  See GWDvi~7. There

is nothing about the average age of man in
the wirole passage. n'

X. In refereJ;lce to our statement, that
"No preaching was eve; done by the Spirit
without ewploying a human agent," our
worth] brother adm.inist~rs the following
authoritative  reproof: "Now this you as-
sume, .ang_ ~ rery bold assumptiqn, too, ~t
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is. It is simply that' reckless style many
of our preachers have of affirming what God
will do, and what he will not; what he can
do, and.what he cannot, with as much assu-
ranee as if they had entered and under~tood
the secret counsels of the Almighty." This
language is not reckless at all, but mild,
persuasive and hUIllble; perfectly modest
and unassuming | Were it not unbecoming
for one to speak with frecdom to hit; upe-
riors, we should hUllIbly de;nand; where the
~round for all this? W~ mll,deuo as~ertion
about what G9d can. do or cannot do. ,We
simply made' an assertiop in referel}ce. to
what has been done-mere, rq,atter of fa~t.-
Ha~ our stateJUent, or a,ssert}on, h~e~wvar-
dated? Certai~ly not. Pi~ Bro. .:&qrg,ess
try to show t:P~~it was incorrect?  Be did
got. Our assertion is, that "No preaching
'fas ever 'done Qythe S,pirit "jVitho~empJloy-
iug, a hUJIlan agen~." Let a case ,be rro-
quyed, wpere preaching "Wasdone by ,the
Spirit without employing a human ag~nt,
:ndit will settle the matter; but blustering
abogt "reckless style:' settles noth,in,g-
'fhere is a way ~osettle que,stions oj fact.
XI. The spiri~s were in pr~son ,'hen Pe-
Lerspoke of them, and (2 Pet. i..,;6,) he says

and not between the time wl;J.enthe gospel was weaol:ed to them that they

might be judged according to men in th,e
flesh, but live according to God 'n the spi-
rip. Did Chrjst preach to'the spiri~s while
they were in hlfdes, yhat they might b,e
judged according to men in the flesh, but
live according to God in the spir'it? If Bro.
Burgess says he did, let him not say any-
thing against B.estorationism. u

\W,e are satisfied t,hat, in his article. our
brother is han~iling. to,0~slVith which he is
not acquainted, ~nd iq ,doing so, is b~dly
cuttip.g hisfinggrs. 8. F.
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H. T: ANDERSON'S REPi~
WYCKOFF.

TO WM. H

NO. I

BRN. FRANKLIN & RICE:"-

While | deem it proper to postpone my
reply to the "Bible Union" till they have
brought their entire argument to a close,
yet, to the f~iends of a faithful En9li~h
version of the New ‘l'estament, | wish to say
a word now touching :this discussion. |
do not wish to interrupt in the /least the
regulaT ceurse of cri~icism, 'nor do | now
write to induce the slightest change in the
spirit or the method of the Bible Union
attack upon my translation. I shall wait
till their quiver is emptied, and the bow is

relaxed ill their hands.  Then 1 will claim
for myselt the same patient hearing that
I now propose to give to them: I pledge

myself, however, to deal with every criti-
cism that they may see proper to make in
a way that shall be satisfactory to all lov-
ers of the truth. In the meantimal desire
my brethren especially to read 'carefully
these critiques of the Bible Union; to give
them that respectful con'sideration ~hich is
due to the productions of such mcn, and
to file away the papers for fut,ure reference.
When | have finished the examination of
these criticisms, | shall, if it be not then
thought a useless task, invite the Bible
Union to a candid and critical examination
of their own "Four Gospels."

| wish t08ay also that my letter to Bro.
Rice, published in the "Review" of last
week, authorizing him to open the columns
of his paper to the Bible Union, was writ-
ten without any thought of its public ap-
pearance as a part of this discussion.-
Hence, anything in that note that may
savor of discourt~sy to any member of the
Bible Union, was entirely unpremeditated
on my part. Such expressions are hereby
modified and made to conform to the style
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courteous. In the meantime | will give to
their ‘first critical effort, an examination
that will enable me to brief in my future
notices of, their criticism.

They charge that | have departed from
the words of Inspiration.  In order 'to per-
suade men to think so the)' reason, in sub-
stance, as follows:

1. r'have, they argue, in translating ka.
thos paredosan, changed' the active, As
THEY DELIVERED, into the passive, As
THEY WEREDELIVEREDand thereby given

another meaning. \
2. This, they intimate, | have done
"without nuthority, and without any appar-

‘ent reason."

3. Therefore, | "have departed, in this
instanc~, from the words of Inspiration."

Before | examine the premises from
which they attempt to draw this conclu-
sion, | would enquire, What is meant by a
"departure from the words of Inspiration?"

I cannot suppose they mean to convey
the idea that 'a translator should use the
same words that are in the original.  This
wéuld be to transcribe, not to translate.
Nor can tsuppose that these learned gen-
tleman me~n to convey the idea that a
translator should not depart from the ely--
molo'gical forms' of the original, but must
'llways reproduce these in the English. For
even the Bible Union "Gospels” themselves
are full of such departures froUl the forms
of the Greek; and the translator must, of
necessity, thus depart in many instances if
he would be ,either faithful or perspicuous.

I conclude, therefore, that they mean that
| have departed from the sense of the orig-
inal; that | have failed to bring out the exact
thought of the Sacred Writer; or that | have
not expressed it so clearly and fully as they
have. Indeed, the Secretary emphatically
says, that 'the exact meaning of the Inspired
Writer is the test uf a version, and 'he pro-
poses to apply this test to the passage be-
fore us. like his test, for it is the only
proper one. To that test 1 will cheerfully
submit my entire translation; and by that
test | shall, in due time, if God spares me.
subject the Bible Union "Gospels,” and
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this 1 will do for the sake of Him whose
word is truth, and who speaks as no man
ever spoke.

1. The charge then is, ~hat in the second
verse of the first ehapter ()f Luke's Gospel,
I have changed active to passive-translat-
ing .7cathos paredosan by "As they were
delivered," instead of "As they delivered;"
in doing which 1 have departed from the
meaning of the Sac7'ed IVriter.

No;, applying the test of the Secretary,
by which he proposes to determine the cor-
rectness of the translation, the question
arises: Have | given the exact meaning of
Luk~ in this verse? 1 affirm that | have;
the Secretary denies it. Here, then, is
simple issue made up.

Now, the whole Bible Union are perfect-
ly familiar with the fact, that the active
and the pas,sive form of a sentence exprpss
precisely the same thought, provided the
object of the active-transitive verb is made
the subject of the passive, And the Secre-
tary well knew that | had observed this
principle  strictly in expressing  Luke's
thought by "ineans of the English passive
form. For example: The two statements,
"The Bi&le Ufiion revised the New Testa,
men/," and" I'ne New Testament was revised

. by the Bible Ufiion," express the same mean-
ing. If the subject of the active sentence,
on the other hand, is rehined as the sub-
ject of the passive likewise, a change in
thought is made; which departure from
syntax, however, the Secretary well knows,
does' not occur in my rendering. For ex:
ample: "The Bible Union revised the New
Testament,” and "The Bible Union was
revised by the New Testament," present a
difference of thought that is quite striking.
But let us apply the test which he has pro-

a

posed, and th~s try the interesting is~;u~
before us:
THE BIBLE uUNION revises thus: "As

thpy delivereq them to us, who, from the be-
ginning, were eye-witnesses and ministers of
the Word." 'Ve translate thus: "As they
were delive;'ed to z1s by those who were, from
the beginning, eye.witnefses and m7'nistersof
the Word;"
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JAdmitting,  for argument's sake, that
their own version expresses nuke's mean-,
)ng clearly and exactly-whic!). it does not

do-1  respectfully challenge the Secretary
to show, for truth's sake, where the differ-
ence in thought lies." For he insinuates
"that it is palpable and indisputable.",!

Now, one ml:ght, ignorantly or disingen-
uously, ,counterfeit a difference by assuln-
ing that the subject "they," in the passive
sentence ,of my rendering, means the same
thing that it, does on the subject of their
active rendering.  And perhaps he mi~ht
even persuade a careless reader that there
is a "palpable difference” in meaning, were
he to take advantage of the accidental re-
currence 'of the word "they," which is the
subject in both clauses, and suppress the
simple fact that they stand for different
thingsj and then quote, for c?mparison, the
isolated ve7'bsin the manner following:

"I'ney delivered;"
"They were delivered /"

But it would poorly serve the interests of
any good cause to attack or to defend in this
style, and a crit~c would compromise himself
by doing it. But how, then, can such a differ-
ence in meaning as that alleged be othcrwise
made out? For the Secretary of the Bible
Ullion knows that in my sentence "the.v"
stands for what is the 07~jectin his active
sentence, and that"consequently, the mean-
ing remains the same. It follows, then,
conclusively, either that he has forgotten
the familiar, grammatical principle, that an
active and a passive form of sentence con-
vey precisely the same thought, when the
object of the one is made the subject of the.
other, or that he has been led by the zeal
of criticism to Eeewhat is invisible, to feel
what is not "palpable,” and to dispute what
is not "disputable.” .

How plain would all this have been to
the mind of the reader, had the Secretary
boldly placed the two contending clauseB
in full, 'side by side, as | have done! Had
this been done by the Secretary, his own
"school-boy" would have seen that the dif.
ference in form of, sentence, involved no
difference in me?-ning, 8uppose. WWia,m
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affirms that" Brutus killed Cresar,” and of good arrangement, is not the pronoun
Henry declares that" Cresar was killed by »usi the ante?edent of "who?" If so, are
Br~tus." 'What would be 'thought of the not the" us" also the" eye-witnesses ?"-
critical acumen of the man, that should Does this rendering of ,the Bible Union
strenuously maintain, that there is a "pal- clearly and satisfactorily express the mean.
pable and indisputable difference” in mean- ing of Luke?  We speak not of what the
ing between them; that <both cannot be Secretary calls "graces of polished rhoto-
"right'; and one ~ust be wrong? And what ric," "smooth and elegant phraseolagy,"
would be thought of his candor, should he, which things, he seems to thillk, must be
in order to make such a difference appear, set aside in some degree, when we are to
quote William as saying "He Kkilled;" and speak God's Truth in English. | speak not
Henry as saying "He was killed i'* and on of these things; but does the sentence of
this verbal distinction of the parts, rest the Bible Union' convey one thought, or
his proof of an alleged difference of mean- two?
ing in the statements of the two men ?"-r- ,May not « who,"” in their rendering, syn-
But | must hasten to the examination of "tactically relate to "us?" If so, is not the
the other premise of the Corresponding “exact meaning of the inspired writer,"-
Secretary; who, after arguing that | have, which is the Secretal' 's own test of a trans-
in the passage before 'us, by changing' the lation-obscurelyand awkwardly ~xpressed
‘active form of the verb into the passive, by their version, if expressed ‘at all? Away,
produced a difference in sense, goes on' to then, with such blemishes on the fair face
intimate that | had neither" authority nor of God's Word 1 -,
apparent reason" for so doing. In reply, | But, in order to make apparent this one
affirm that | had good reason for adopting reason for a diffel'ent structure of the sen-
the mode of expression that | did adopt; tence, | would say, in conclusion, that ac-
and good reason, with me, is good authority. cording to the ascertained sense of the orig-
Here, too, we have another plain, simple inal, the pronoun "who" ought to relate to
issue made up between us. the agents that "delivered;" but in the
2. | affirm that there is good and suffi- awkward structure which the Secretary de-
cient reasoll' for ,the form adopted; he denies fends, it must, by the laws of Englisp gram-

that there is any apparent reason for it. | mar, relate to the" us" who received. It,
will both give a reason, and make it appar- now, we assume their translation to be good
ent to the Secretary. | now give their English, then it follows that the Bible
translation of this verse again. Union has departed from the words of in-

"As they delivered them to us, who from spiration. But if, on the other hand, ihe
the beginning were eye-witnesses and min- ascertained sense and meaning of the in-
isters of the word." ‘spired writer is, that the things mentioned

This sentence of the Biblr Union, as it in the previous verse were delivered to Luke
stands, is not good English-it  is not clear and others, by those who were eye-witness-
-it. is turbid-it  but obscurely'expresses  es and mi~i8terll of the word, then has the
the thought of the inspired writer-and to Bible Union made a palpable and indispu-
many minds, it may convey a false ideso.- table departure from English syntax. _
Indeed, if an ordinary English reader inter! Is it posSible that the Bible Union has
prets it according to its obvious syntax, he adopted, as a principle of revision, the no-
will be misled as to Luke's meaning. Let tion, that i!lorder to express the ~houghts
the sentence be at once submltted to the of Inspiration, the purity of language needs
"test.",  Let the Secretary give this verse not, and in some casrs must not, be attended
to the young people around him to read, or to? Must a translator, in order to be faith-
to any English scholar, and then ask, What ful to the Greek, be false to the Spirit that'
persons were eye-witnesses? By the laws that speaks to us through the Greek? Must
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he, in order to give us God's thoughts faith-
fully, employ English obscurely? If they
have not adopted such a principle, what
means. the remarkable criticism of their
Secretary, which we have now exposed ?-
And what means the equally remarkable
declaration with which he seems to apolo-
gize lor the style of his version? "The
truth,” says he, "the whole truth and noth-
ing but the truth, is our motto. If it were
not, we could easily make the ,phraseology
of the Revision more smooth and ele-
gant."

Now, the truth, the precious truth that
lies embalmed in the Greek, and this truth
ascertained and expressed, is our motto.-
And we are sure, that the more plainly we
perceive and tne more heartily we appreci-
ate this truth, the more clearly, smoothly
and elegantly will we able to express it in
our own noble language. '

May God help us to g,ive to the people a
version that will tHus express His own glo-
rious, life-giving thoughts!

Yours truly, H. T. ANDERSON.

P. S. With respect to the participle of
the verb "parakolouthein," I have to say,
that | gave to it the secondary sense, which
is the true one in this instance-""Having
obtained exact ~nformation;" and | will
weigh the Bible Union in the balances with
Alford. Alford says, in his note on this
participle :-"Having  traced down, (by re-
search) and so become accurately a~quaint-
ed with."  The reader can judge wrat dif-

ference there is between the two expressions
-"Having  become accurately acquainted
with," and" Having obtained ex~ct infor-
mation." H T. A
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THE NEW TRANSLATION.
NO. IlI.

MESSRS.EDITORS.-The purpose of the
Bible Union Revisers has constantly been,
to reflect the meaning, and, as nearly as
possible,'the phraseology of the Holy Spirit.
They have not felt at liberty to rewrite any
part of the New Testament. In whateve;
respect the original varied from what might
now be regarded as a good style of writing,
they have allowed that variation to appear.
Therefore they have not changed the ideas
which Luke was commissioned to express,
nor altered (unless compelled by the differ-
ence of idiom) the form of expression.-
The New Translation evidently has not the

.same regard to the words of inspiration.

As another in~tance proving this, we cite
their translation of the Gl:.eekverb Anatax-
asthai.

The verb is derived from the noun Taxis,
an arranging, especially of soldiers, a draw-
ing up in rank and file, a putting 1'norder;
an order of time, of men, or of things, &c.
The verb itself means, to set in order again,
to go regularly through again" to put in or-
der, to arrange, &c.

The Common Version and our :Revision
concur in translat.ing it in the present con-
nection: "To SETFORTHIN ORDER."

The New Translation makes it: To cowm-
POSE. The latter isnot the meaning of the
word.

Webster defines COMPOSEhus:

1. To form a comp.ound, or one entire
bodyor thing by uniting two or more things,
parts, or individuals; as to compose an army
of raw soldiers, &c. 2. To invent and put
together words and sentences: to make as
a discourse or writiag; to write, as an au-
thor; as to compose a sermon or a book. 3.
To constitute or form as parts of a whole.
4. To calm, to quiet, to appea~e, to tran-
quilize, &c. 5. To. settle, to adjust, as 50
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compose difficulties. 6. To placc in proper
form or in a quiet state. In a peaceful
grave rny corps compose. The 8th definition
is declared obsolete, and the 9th and 10th
are confied to printing and music.

In all these definitions there is nothing
whatever correspondin~ to the meaning of
the Greek verb ANATAXASTHAI. The dis-
tinction between ~he two words is very
marked.

To comjlOse an army, is to make it up of
smaller bo<\ies, or of individuals. = ANA-
TAXASTHAI is to draw it up, in order of
battle. -The 'sp\rit ~f this difference pe;.
vades all the minor uses of the words, the
one meaning to make up, to settle: the oth-
er, to arrange in order. The word tmploy-
ed bJ the Holy Spirit has no reference to

composition, but to arrangement.  To sub-
stitute the former for the latter, is not to
improve a translation, but to pervert sacred
Scripture.

The next word employed by the New
Translation is equally unfortunate. The
original term is dieegeesin-narration.

"The Common Version translates this:
DEOLARATION.

The Union's Revision has it "A NARRA-
TION."

The New Translation'
TORY."™

It would be easy to show that the trans-
lation adopted by the Union, has the au-
thority of the latest and best lexicogr~.phers,
of which authority the New Translation is
destitute. The noun is derived from a
Greek verb DIEEGEO)IAIfo set out iu detail,
describe, narrate, and its distinctive, appro-
priate, and, | may almost say, its exclusive
meaning is narration.  The exception is
that, in a speech~ it signifies a statement of
the case. The appropriate Greek word for
history'is the one from which it is derived:
HISTORIA.

A history is properly a connected narra-
tive of facts and events with their causes
and effects. No such thing appears to have
b~en' intended by the inspired writer.-
Were evidence of this not abundantly man-
ifest from }the word which he has selected

A

makes it "A HIS-
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to express his meaning, it would be furnish-
ed beyond contrtlersy by the next word in
the Greek. )

PeriJ concer;"ing. "'

The Roman Version and the Union's Re-
'visi'on both> translate this familiar Greek
preposition, "CONCERIIINjJ.",

Tlie New Translation entirely ignores its
existence.  This it was obliged to do i~ o1-
del' to employ the word "HIS:rORY" to trans-
late the preceding term. "To compose a
history c'oncerni~g the things,” was too
ab&urd a connection of ideas, and the word
"concerning”  would reveal to the English
r~ader too clearly the real meaning of the
Evangelist. It is probable that no history
of the things,’ was ever -~ritten or ever at-
tempted in the time of the EVI/-ngeliats.-
From all their narrations, with whatever
could be supplied ,from other sources, at-
tempts have been made in modern times to
make a history of the things: but the books
which the Evangelrsts have left us, are not
prioperly described by such terms. They
are, as Luke properly describes them, "N ar-
rations concerning the things,” frequently
stating only isolated facts, and semetimes
omitting Doth cause and effect, as well as
historical comment.  The fact must be man-
ifest to anyone who reads. these narrations
wit.h care, that the Holy Spirit had special
reasons for using the w-ord™concerning” in
connection with them. They do not pro-
fess to be the "history of the things be-
lieved,” but only' narrations of facts and
incidents that relate to them. And ‘it
becomes the translator of sacred scrip-
tures to Jet this appear to ithe English
reader, as)t is clearly and undeniably
manifest to the intelligent reader of the
Greek.

We regard the suppression of the word,
PERI, by the New Translation in such a
connection, a suppression so complete that

the English reader does not even suspect
from the translation that there is such a
word, or any word, in the Greek, as A

VERY GRAVE FAULT. It is'taking
away a word which God has revealed, and
which is necessary to the correct under-



