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tharacter. It was not originally a
Royal suggestion, but, havi’n% been
mooted in a sort of incidental way
at thg Hampton Court Conference
in 1604, he took it up with alac-
rity, and pushed the matter on
with much zeal. Not improbably
he wished to supplant, by a ~new
rendering, the Genevan Bible,which
he regarded with much disfavour,
and he might also have the wish
to signalise his reign and glorify
himself by such an enterprise. The
revisors, like those who have lately
finished their task, were divided
into iwo companies, one for the Old
Testament and one for the New.
The seventeenth century divines,
hov ever, belonged ontirely to the
English church, and many of them
cherished feelings of keen animos-
ity to Nonconformists, aud even to-
w. s the Puritans of their own
Church, as is evident from the bit-
ter.:ess they display in the dedica-
tion of the volume to the King,
The publication was, practically
by Royal authority, although the
ate Professor Edie observes that
there never was any public war-
rant or Act of Parhament for the
phrase on thetitle-page—*“Appoint-
ed to be read in Churches.” But,
as u matter of fact, in England it
was so read from the beginning.
In this way the new translation, in
addition to its own transcendént
merits, gotits “chances of immor-
tality enormously increased.”

The present revision, on the
other hand, originated formally in
a resolution of the Convocation of
Canterbury in 1870; this heing the
outcome of much speaking and
writing on the subject for several
years previously. After asserting
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the desirableness of undertaking
arevision of the authorised ver-
sion, the movers go on to say that,
quite in accordance’ with a re-
mark dhove, that they “do not con-
template any new translation of
the Bible, or any alteration of the
language, ‘éxcept when, in the
judgment of the most competent
scholars, such change is necessary.”
Certaia of their number were ap-

ointed at a subsequent meeting to
orm two companies, and 'it was
also agreed to request assistance
from eminent Hebrew and Greek
scholars outside the Convocation,
and about twenty were thus added
to each body. Among those con-
nected with Scotland thus invited
to be members of the revising
companies were Professor Eadie,
Dr. W. L. Alexander, Dr. Angus,
Professor Fairbairn, Professor Milli-
gan, Principal Douglas, ‘Professor
f)avidsoﬁ, Professor Roberts, Pro-
fessor Birrell, Bishop Wordsworth
Professor Robertson Smith, and
Professor Brown. Bishop Ellicott
was appointed chairman at the
first meeting, and continued so to
the end, with universal acceptance.
The first meeting was held on the
22nd June, 1870, and the last, as we
learnfrom Professor Roberts, took
the form of a special servicein the
church of St. Martin-in-the-Fields
on November 11, 1880, when a
lesson from the new volume was
read for the first time in publie
The meetings, with the exception
of the first and last, were held in
the Jerusalem Chamber.

The version of the New Testa-
tamexit thus prepared differs ma-
terially from the one now commonly
in use. All headings to chapters



