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HISTORICAL SKETCH

OF TEH

ENGLISH COMMITTEE ON REVISION.

[ We present, by tnay of introduction, the following ** Authoritabive Brposition of
the History and Purposs of Recision,” which appeared in the London * Times
(tocelly edition), May 20, 1881.]

THE REVISIOK OF THE AUTHORISED VERSION OF THE
NEW TESTAMIENT.*

Or n December day, 346 yenra ago, the memberz of the Upper House
of the Convooatioh of Janterbury wers engoged on the eams aubject
which will thig day come hefore thet engipnt bod y—tho faithful ren-
dering of the Holy Beriptures inta the wulgsr tongne, Thay then
unanimously agreed that the Kiug sheuld vouchsafe to decree that
the Soriptores shomld be translated ““by some honest and learped
men to be nominated by the King, und to be delivered to the people
aecording to their learning.” As wo know, no immediate results fol-
lowed this very landable resolution. The King, however, two years
afterwards, made a proclumation in which, while he stoutly forbade
the publie reading of the Seriptares in English, he did, nevertheless,
graciously allow “‘guch o3 can nnd will vead in the Epglish tongue
to do 8o *“ quietly and reverenily,” snd *‘ by themselves secretly, at
all times and places oconvenlent for their own insbrootion.”™ The
Archbishop, too, appears to have donp hip best, Cranmer is said to
hoavoe sont portions of Tyndale’'s Testument to several bishops to be
roviewed and considersd, and it is aaid that all returned their revie-
ions. But thers the matter soded. The anbjeot, indeed, was revived
in 1542, but in a reactionary spirit, snd in the sequel with an egually
unprodustive resnlt.

The Convoeation of Canterbury of our o¥n day hare, bowever,
been more fortunate, They have not only snggosted that a faithful

* ¢ Tha New Teatament of Our Lovd and Savicor Jesey Chelst,” tranelated out
of the Greek ; being the Version sef forth ap, 1611, compared with sneieni
sothorities, and revised 4 p. 1881, Printed for the Universities of Oxford and
Cambridge, Oxford: 1881,




4 IIBETORICAL SKETCH OF THE

rendering of the Heriptores ghonld be undertaken, bnt, by means
of members of their own body snd co-optated scholars snd di-
vines, they have completed one portion of the work, and to-day will
publicly receiva it.  ‘The Bevised Version of the Now Testament will
be presented this morning to botl: Houses of Convecation.

Before we malke suy comments on the work itsell wo may, perhaps
not unprofitably, give onr readers some general account of the origin
of this really great undertaking, and briefly specify the manner in
which the work lius been done. Ot colomns for the last eleven yenrs
have contained short notices of the mestings that have beon held by
the Uompanies, and of the silent progress of the work. We may
now give the history of that progiess, and also mention the varions
circumstances cunnected with the early history of that portion of the
work that has now been completed,

To fiud the troe origin of this nudertaking we muat look back abont
twonby-fire yoars. Thea year 1868 was marked by several distinet move-
ments in faver of a revieion of the Anthorised Version, and by one
particularly, on which, ss o sorf of first step in the now completed
work, it may be desirable to epeak a little 1n detail- The subject was
slloded to both in Cenveeation and in Parlisment. On February 1,
1856, the late Canon Selwyn, who bad long becn deoply interested in
the subject, gava notice in the Seuthern Convocation of a resolution
in whieh COonvocation wed to pray the Bovereigm to appoint a Royal
Commission for receiving and soggesting amendments in the Author-
ised Version of the Bible. The same course waa recommended in
Parliament by Mr. Heywood, one of tha members for North Lanca-
shire ; but in both eases the result was the same. Neither the cleri-
cal nor the lay mind wge prepared for such s leap in the dark
23 the sppointment of n commission to modify the venersble ver-
gion that hes so long maintained ite aupromacy. Sir George Groy
more blandly, and Archdeacon Denizon more trenchantly, disposed of
the Royal Comemission, and, aa far a3 suy public action went, no steps
were taken, though there wore faw probably, either in Convocation or
Parliament, who did not feel thak thoe enbject conld not long be post-
poned.

Private effort, Llowever, was mneh more suecceseful. The Rev.
Ernest Howkius, then sgeretary of the Soeiety for the Propagation of
the Uospel, was go deeply impressod with the imporfance of msking
some organized effort that he determined to try and gather together
a small body of schiolars that ahonld undertalee the revision of & por-
tion of the New Teatament, and that should show by actual results
not caly that the work needed to be done, but that it could be done,
and that, too, on safe and conservative prineiples. After maoy
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efforts he sncoeeded in gaining the support and eo-operation of & few
scholars who were known, either by thelr works or by general repu-
tation, to be interested in the sindy of the New Testsment. He
drew together, in the summer of 1856, the Rev. Henry Alford, after-
warda Dean of Cantarbary ; Hev. John Barrow, .D., Principal of
8t Edmond Hall ; Rev. O. J. Ellicott, now Bishop of Gloucester and
Bristol; Rev. W. H. [&.] Humphry, Vioar of Bt. Martins-in-the-Fields ;
snd Rev. G. Moberly, D.0.L., then Head-Master of Winchester
College and now Bishop of Salisbury, These five scholars agreed to
make sn attempt by tho revisiou of the Authorised Version of St
John's Gospel. 'They began their work in the gutumn, meeting reg-
ularly ot the vicarage of Bt. Martins-in-the-Fields, with their gentle
taskmaster, Ernest Howking, neting frequently as thoir secretary, and
they concluded the first portion of their revision in the course of the
ensuing year, The preface—n composition that will etill bear ntten-
tive perossl—wes written by Dr. Moberly, the press arrangements
wera guperintondod by Canon Hawkins ; sud a thin volums in royal
octavo, bearing the title *“ The Authorised Version of 8t Jolin’s
Gospel, revised by Five Clergymen,™ appeared in March, 1857, as
the first sampla of a revizion of the Anthorieed Vorsion produced by
the co-operation of peversl difforsnt minds. Tt wos followed by the
Epistla to the BEomana, the Epistlea to the Corinthians {the preface to
whinh waa writtan by Professor Ellicott), sod sabsequently by the
Epiatles to the Galatians, Ephesinns, and Philippians, by four of the
number, Dy, Barrow having thon left Boglsnd, Thoe work wae very
favorably received both in Fogland and America. Iy received the
commendation of Archbishop Trench, and waz spoken of in Americs
by Mr. Marsh, in his lectures on the English langnage, ss “ by for
the most judicicus modern reegnsion ™ that wos koown to him, It
passed throngh several editions, and, thongh now elmoat forgatten,
must certainly be congidered aa thie germ of the present revision. It
showed olearly two things—first, that a revision conld be made with-
ont seriougly interfering with cither the diction or the rhythm of the
Authorised Varsion ; sscondly, that a revision, if made at all, must
bo made by a similar oo-operation of independent mindz and by cor-
porata and ocollegiate discnsgion. A third faet also waz disclosed
which had a salotary effoct in checking promature efforts—viz., that,
#s these rovisers thomselves aaid, the work was * ono of extreme diffi-
calty,” and of a difficolty which they heliaved was © scarcaely capa-
ble of being entirely surmonnted.” And they wero right : the pres-
ent revision, good in the main aa we certainly believe it will be found
to be, confirma the correotness of their experienee. As we shall
hereafter gee, there are difficnlties connected with & conservative re-
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vieion of the existing trmnslation of the Greek Testomont that are
practically insuperable.

After this effort, whioh from the very first was felt to be only pre-
lusive and tentative, the immediate intercst in revision sensibly lan-
guished., Thers wers those, however, who wera detormined that the
efforta already mada should not become ntierly frnitless. As year
by year went onward, every aliange in public opinion was olosely
watched by those who hod taken partin the revision jnst mentioned,
and espesially by the Bishop of Gloucester and Bristol and Dean
Alord, 1t was thought in 1869 that many things pointed to a re-
vival in the interest folt in revision, The Bishop and Desn frequently
gonferred on the smbject, consulted &)l those who wers in any degree
likely to forward the nndertaking, and at length obtained the hearty
aid and support of Bishop Wilberforee. The Bishop entered into
the movement with real interest, and, as the seqoel proved, materi-
ally contriboted to its finally receiving a definite and suthoritative
sanction. Tho roal diflculty was how to break groond. It was nrged
hy thoss most interssted that precedent seemed it favor of o Boyal
Oommission. In the revision of 1611 the King wae the sole aclor;
und, in the oase of the only other Bible that rests oo uny really valid
nothority, the Gregt Bible, the king’s vieegerent, Liord Cromwell,
hins nlwnys boon deemed to have been the real mover, and the one fo
whom the sole editor, Covevdals, was entirely reaponaible. It was aleo
not forgotten that, in tho two aborlive attempts in Porliament and
Convoecation which have beon already referved to, the proposal to pro-
ceed by way of o Royal Commissivn was not in iteelf objocted to.
There was, further, this very imporiant consideration, thal the ex-
treme difficultics covnected with. the choice of those who were to
nndertake the revision would be mach diminished in the case of a
Royal designation. Those not ohosen would be mere likely to accept
the decision, and in the ecquel to prove more impartial sud tolerant
eritics. The aprefe infuriz forma, aa the case of Hogh Bronghton
in referenoe to the Authorised Version very distinetly ghows, and as
the revision of 1881 will also find out to ite coat, iz u veryeerions
element in the sarly critioisme that are passed upom a work done by
& uecessarily selected few ont of o larger und hardly less competent
body. For these vessons it was feemed desirable that sn address to
the Crown should be moved for in tho Houss of Lords, and in the
following terma: “That o humble nddress be presented to Her
Majesty praying Her BMlajesty to appoint a Royal Commission to re-
vise tho Authorisad Version in all those passages where clear and plain
errors, whether in tha Greek text originally adopted by the transla-
tors, or in the translastion made from the snme, shall, on dne in-



