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A Century of Wibles.

INTRODUCTORY.

peaN|HIE ftory of the Englith Bible

\ has been many times written, up
| Q| to a certain point. Lewis and
Newcome and Strype, in the
laft century, Horne and Cotton and Tregelles
in our own, have treated of it with more or lefs
~ completenefs within the fcope of their refpective
defigns: while Anderfon and Weftcott have
cach in his department left little more to be
recorded. But all thefe writers have ftopped
fhort when their narrative reached the com-
pletion of the verfion of 1611, Archdeacon
Cotton, it is true, mentions a few editions here

and there which were printed after that date,
B
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but his lift only profefles to notice thofe which
were remarkable for fome fpecial reafon. The
catalogue of his own colle¢tion privately printed
for Mr. Lea Wilfon contains but few examples
of the laft verfion in comparifon with his ex-
tenfive lift of the older Bibles. An American
gentleman, Mr. Lenox, has printed fome re-
marks on the early editions in his library ; but
Mr. Fry is the firft who has collated any large
number of copies of King James's Bible. This
indefatigable bibliographer has fucceeded in
eftablifthing the diftin@nefs of the firft folios
of 1611 and their fucceffors up to 1640.
After a long feries of patient refearches he has
provided us with at leaft a ground-work from
which any future hiftorian may continue to
build, but in confining his obfervations to the
folios he 1s obliged to leave untold the more
interefting half of the ftory. It muft by no
means be fuppofed that, becaufe all our biblio-
graphers have thus, left a large part of the
narrative untouched, or have at moft only
ftepped acrofs the boundary line previoufly
fixed at 1611, nothing of intereft remains be-



Jntroducory. 3

yond. On the contrary, whether we regard
the further hiftory of the Authorifed Verfion
from a purely bibliographical point of view,
or choofe 2 more general and hiftorical afpect
in which to examine it, we fhall find much of
importance and more that is rather amufing
than actually weighty: and in tracing the
various changes and chances by which the
modern Bible has been made to differ from the
original we fhall find that it by no means
partakes of the felicity of the nation whofe
hiftory is a blank. Many a battle has been
fought, many a defeat {uftained ; many a vic-
tory has been gained for the truth. Injuries
have been infli¢ted by partial friends; wounds
have been received from unfcrupulous enemies.
Although it remains fubftantially the fame as
when it left the hands of the tranflators, yet
Puritans and Calvinifts, Churchmen and Metho-
difts, Hebraifts and Grecifts have all left their
marks upon it. It would be too much to fay
that the gulf which feparates the laft edition
of Bagfter from the firft of Barker, equals that
by which the Authorifed Verfion differs from
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the tentative efforts of Tyndale and Coverdale,
but it is no exaggeration to affert that our
modern Bible is altered throughout from its
original, for the better in fome places, for the
worfe in fome; and that while the general
corretnefs of the printing is greater as a rule
in our day, the fpelling and puntuation might
yet with advantage follow the earlier model.
Thefe things appear at firft fight of trifling
moment, yet it is with fuch trifles that revifers
have to deal: and it is by a number of fuch
{mall matters that the authority of the whole
is moft often tefted.

Mr. Weftcott has detailed the external and
internal hiftory of King James’s tranflation, up
to the moment at which it was launched into
the world, with all its imperfe&ions on its
head. Unfortunately, as we fhall fee, they
were many ; but at this point Mr, Weftcott
breaks off. Yet the very firft dip into the
new volume brings up fomething worth noting.
The firft title is an engraving—and a very fine
‘one,—but the New Teftament title is within
a woodcut border: and it has a peculiarity
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which at once attracts attention, a peculiarity
which it fhares with the firft title of later
iffues, alfo in woodcut.  There is no line
«« Appointed to be read in Churches.” Nor
does this important feature occur anywhere in
the firt o&avo, the firft Teftament, the firft
quarto Teftament, the fecond quarto Bible,
the firt Roman letter folio or a great many
other editions, being, in fa, for the firft year
or {o confined to the engraved titles of two
Bibles. This fa& is an additional and valu-
able proof, although apparently unknown to
Mr. Weftcott, that he is right in faying the
prefent verfion was never in reality feparately
fantioned by council, convocation or parlia-
ment. In the ftri& fenfe of the word the only
verfion ever authorifed was the Great Bible
referred to fpecially in a proclamation of
Henry VIII., dated in 1538. And the autho-
rity of the Bifhops’ Bible depended mainly
on its being regarded as merely a revifion
of the Great Bible. The authority of King
James’s verfion in like manner may be held to
depend on its affumption of the place pre-
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vioufly occupied by the Bifhops’. That in
truth this was the intention of thofe in power
is proved by the fact that no edition of the
Biﬂ’lops’ Bible was afterwards iffued: and
further that the very type, head-pieces, and
even woodcuts of the Elizabethan verfion were
employed on the new edition. Thus the
figure of Neptune, which in the largeft of the
Bifhops’ was made frequently available, now
headed the gofpel of St. Matthew : and fimilar
economy of material may be traced in other
places, as in the initials of the Pfalms where we
ftill fee the creft and the arms of Walfingham
and of Cecil. The fame arrangements are
traceable in the (maller editions. The popular
Bible during the Elizabethan era had been the
Genevan : many editions of it were publithed
both before and after the appearance of King
James’s: it was almoft always in a quarto
fize and the more the new verfion could be
made to refemble the older one in its external
features, the fooner it was likely to obtain with
private readers. So we find the earlieft
quartos were aflimilated as much as poffible
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to the later Genevans. The Breeches Bible
of 1611 is exactly, in fize, form, and type, the
fame as the Authorifed Edition of 1613. The
title page, in particular, of 1613, is printed
with the border already f{o often ufed for the
Genevan. In 1612 a handfome copperplate,
a reduction from the engraved title of the folio,
had been ufed, but only for the one iffue.
All but one of Barker’s quartos—moft of them
in black letter—were iffued under the Genevan
title-page woodcut, with arms of the twelve
tribes and figures of the apoftlesand evangelifts :
and at length it got fo worn and battered that
in the laft copies, printed before the Rebellion,
its minor features are barely diftinguifhable.
It is the fame, too, with the o&avo editions
and the Teftaments. A block, which was in
vogue under Elizabeth for prayer books, was
now ufed for Bibles, the queen’s arms being
fometimes cut out at the top and the king’s
fubftituted.

The new verfion was thus fpeedily dif-
feminated in all fizes. There was no delay to
prepare frefh plant, Everything already in
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ufe was made available and though the Genevan
was occafionally reprinted even as late as 1644,
the Bifthops’ Teftament only occafionally re-
appears, and the complete Bible never, the new
tranflation in folio reprefenting the one, and
in quarto the other. Above fifty different
editions were printed by Barker and his fuc-
ceflors before 1638 : befides ten at Cambridge
and two at Edinburgh. No Bibles feem to
have been produced at Oxford before 1673\
although the patent for printing at the univer-
fity prefs dates from 1632. But of Oxford
Bibles we fhall have occafion to fpeak again
prefently.

Before going further let us endeavour to
anfwer diftin&ly the queftion how far are we
juftified in calling this the * Authorifed Ver-
fion.” Are we right or wrong in ufing the
term? Mr. Lea Wilfon cautioufly refers to
King James’s as the ¢ Royal Verfion,” but if
we accept it, on the grounds already ftated, as
the legitimate defcendant and fucceffor of the
¢« Great Bible,”” which undoubtedly was autho-
rifed, we fhall be content to ufe the ordinary
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term. We have other faéts in our favour in fo
doing. When at the Prayer Book revifion of
1662 the Epiftles and Gofpels and the fen-
tences in the morning and evening fervices
were taken from the Bible of King James,
and when the revifed prayer book was annexed
to the A& of Uniformity, a certain fan&ion
was given to it: a f{anction which placed it on
an equal footing with the Great Bible, from
which the Pfalms and certain other parts of the
fervice are ftill taken. The note in the margin
of the corre¢ted Book of Common Prayer
runs thus:—< The Ep“ & Gofpels are all to
be correfied after the lafp tranflation,” and fo
ftrictly is this injunétion carried out that wher-
ever the firft editions were in error the error
is perpetuated : and to this day we read in the
Epiftle for the firft Sunday after Eafter, 1 John
v. 12, ““ He that hath the Son hath life, and
he that hath not the Son hath not life ;” al-
though two important words are thus omitted ;
words which have fince been reftored to our
Bibles but not to our prayer books. The fame
is to be faid regarding the ufe of the word
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“{fometime” in the fenfe of “ once;” the
1611 Bibles giving it as <“ fometimes” and the
Book of Common Prayer, together with all
later Bibles, fo far as our knowledge extends,
except one by Hayes, 1673, perpetuate an
error, which did not occur in the Genevan or
the Bifhops’ Verfions.

Strange to fay we have little or no contem-
porary evidence as to the reception accorded
to the new Bible, or as to the hiftory of the
early editions. Much however may be in-
dire&ly gathered from the editions themfelves,
their number, their comparative rarity, and the
other points on which the labours of modern
bibliographers have been beftowed. Thefe
labours have refulted in the difcovery of many
particulars long hidden within the volumes
themfelves, Mr. Lea Wilfon probably died
in the belief that one folio only was printed in
1611, Mr. Fry has demonftrated that two
at leaft were iffued and perhaps part of a third.
His conclufions were at one time queftioned,
but without fufficient reafon : he feems to have

clearly diftinguifhed between thefe early iffues
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and to have identified the firft of them. The
queftion is really of importance. It is very
defirable that, even now, we fhould know
what was the a¢tual defign of the tranflators in
the fmaller as well as in the greater particulars:
for although the Pharifees were reproved for
ftraining out a gnat and {wallowing a camel,
it by no means follows that the gnat thould be
left. To go no further than this very text
(St. Matt. xxiil. 24) it is high time that the
old reading fhould be reftored. ¢ Strain out”
occurs in the Bifhops’ and Genevan verfions :
«Strain at,” an evident typographical error,
has, with one exception, been printed in all the
Royal Bibles.

The Barker family, to whom the printing of
the new verfion was from the firft committed,
had long held the office of Royal Printers, by
patent from Queen Elizabeth. Full details of
their conne&ion with the work will be found
in Anderfon’s Annals of the Englifh Bible, vol.
i., paffim. During the civil war we find “a
companie of Stationers” ufing their type and
woodcut borders, and producing in 1648 and
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1649, Bibles clofely refembling theirs. An
interefting paper in Notes and Queries,(4 S. viii.)
informs us that Barker received in King James’s
time 6/. 135. 4d. only as his annual falary, but the
profits of his office muft have been very large,
and he had a grant from the king of the manor
of Upton in the neighbourhood of Windfor.
The favour of Cecil and Walfingham was
acknowledged in many ways by the Barkers.
Their thop in Paternofter Row bore the fign
of the ¢ Tyger's head,” Walfingham’s creft,
which, with the arms of Cecil, occurs in feveral
places in the woodcut initials of the Bible. In
1616 Robert Barker’s fon, another Robert,
obtained the extenfion to himfelf of his father’s
patent: and in 1627 had leave to transfer or
leafe his intereft in it to Bonham Norton and
John Bill. In 1635 Charles and Matthew
Barker were included in the patent. In 1645
Robert the elder died, in the King’s Bench.
Owing to his difficulties and the many dif-
turbing caufes of the Rebellion a number of
other names now begin to appear on the title-

pages of Bibles, but Oliver Cromwell, having
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had frequent reafon to complain of the carelefs-
nefs of the Bible printers, granted a patent to
one of the moft carelefs, John Field printer to
the Univerfity of Cambridge. Befides the
Bibles of this period printed in England, a
large number were imported from Holland,
and many of the foreigners were worthy to rank
with Field in bad paper, bad type and general
incorreétnefs.

The Univerfities had early claimed the right
of printing on their own account, and Bibles
were iffued from the Cambridge prefs in 1629 ;
a New Teftament, poflibly, the year before.
Thefe early productions of Cambridge bear
the names of Thomas and John Buck, printers
to the Univerfity ; and are chiefly remarkable
for a mifprint in 1 Timothy iv. 16, which
originated with them, and which was continued
in all, or nearly all their Bibles, and was imitated
by other printers until the beginning of this
century, examples occurring as late as 1803.
Another and fill more ferious error alfo takes
its rife in the Cambridge Bibles. In 1638
the corrupt ftate of the text as to the ufe of



14 A Century of Bibles.

italics, the {pelling and the punctuation, having
attracted univerfal attention, Dr. Ward, and
Dr. Goad, with other divines, fuperintended
the publication of a folio edition in which
undoubtedly they made many corrections, but
alfo allowed the mifreading in 1 Timothy iv. 16,
and added a reading, in A&s vi. 3, which was
afterwards ufed by the Independents againft
the epifcopal party; fo much fo, indeed, that
the corruption itfelf is often attributed to them.
It is undoubted that this reading was in favour
with the Puritans, and we find it in almoit all
their Bibles: it confifted in the alteration of a
fingle letter, by which the apoftles are made
to commit the ordination of deacons to the
congregation : “ Look ye out among you
feven men of honeft report . .. whom ye may
appoint over this bufinefs.” The pronoun
fhould have been “ we.” This folio of 1638,
bears the names of Thomas Buck and Roger
Daniel, printers to the Univerfity. Soon after,
John Field appears in the fame capacity, and
his Bibles are iffued alfo, in accordance with
the Prote&or’s patent, from a London prefs.
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At the Reftoration his further operations were
confined to Cambridge where he continued to
hold his office until 1670, after which date the
name of John Hayes is fubftituted.

But Scotland was at leaft as early in the
field as Cambridge. In 1628 the ¢ heirs of
Andrew Hart,” who had printed Genevan
Bibles eighteen years before, ifflued a New
Teftament, and in 1633 a Bible in fpecial
celebration, it is faid, of the coronation of
Charles at Scone. Be this as it may, confider-
able ftir was created by the illuftrations intro-
duced, fome faid by Laud, into the new Bible,
and many were the epithets heaped upon the
“ Popifh pictures” by the fucceflors of Knox.
In 1670 a New Teftament was printed at
Glafgow, and not until 1675 was the firft
Oxford Bible ifflued. The colophon of this
Bible is dated two years earlier but the New
Teftament does not feem to have been publithed
alone. A large number of the produdions of
the Oxford prefs followed in the enfuing years.
They all bear the imprint, “at the Theater”
and were ufually commiffioned by London
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bookfellers. Among thefe appear moft often
the names of Ann Leake, a widow, carrying
on bufinefs in Fetter Lane, Fleet Street, and
Thomas Guy of Lombard Street, who after-
wards became the munificent founder of the
Hofpital which bears his name. Meanwhile
the produétion of Bibles at Cambridge had
waned, and the London printers, although
their patent continued until the firft years of
the eighteenth century, were by no means as
prolific as the Oxford ¢ Theater.” Moft of
the London Bibles of this period bear the
names fucceffively of John Bill and Chriftopher
Barker, or of their affigns; of Bill, Newcomb
and Hills; and of Charles Bill and the execu-
trix of Thomas Newcomb: but many with
notes were alfo printed by other firms; the
notes being fometimes only inferted to evade
the patent, and being printed low down at the
foot of the page to be cut off by the binder.
The moft common of thefe productions was |
publifhed by Patham in 1776 and is fomewhat |
fcarce in an unmutilated form: but as this|
edition dates later than the period to which

|
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our lift relates it will not be neceffary to purfue
the fubject.

During the whole of this period a furrep-
~ titious importation had come from Holland,
The competition was fometimes very fierce
and as the foreign editions were generally
remarkable for errors and omiffions a pra&ice
fprung up of dating them as if they were the
production of the London firms, nor was this
fraud unknown within the kingdom. Several
examples have been accidentally recognized in
Scottith Bibles and are diftinguithed by biblio-
graphers, But the moft remarkable foreign
examples are two duodecimos; one of them
dated 1638, but in reality printed at Amfter-
dam many years later, full of abfurd mifprints,
fuch as, *“ fons of Belial ” for ¢ fons of Bilhah,”
“ fhamefulnefs ” for ¢ fhamefacednefs” and
many more : and the other, dated 1684, which
is betrayed by the miflpelling of a word on
the title-page, ““the Aflings” of Bill and
Barker. Other Dutch Bibles again were
publithed anonymoufly, fome with a view of
London on the title-page, and others, and

c
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thefe generally with Genevan notes, with the
initials of John Canne or fome other Amfterdam
printer. A large number were produced by
Steven Swart, in the fame city, and fubfequently
by his widow. It is alfo ufual to attribute to
the foreign prefs an Edinburgh blackletter
Teftament dated in 1694, which may be con-
fidered on the whole entitled to the difgraceful
diftinction of having diftanced all competitors
in carelefs and erroneous typography. It
may fafely be afferted that a miftake occurs in
every column ; hardly a verfe is without one
at leaft, and Dr. Lee eftimates the whole
number at 2,000. Thus in S. Mark vii. 33,
we read of the deaf mute “and ftraightway
his eyes were opened . . . and he fpake plain;”
and in S. Luke, 11. 36 that Anna “ had lived
with an hufband jeventy years” A Glafgow
Teftament of 1691 is nearly as bad.

Whilft we are on the fubje we may here
enumerate the other editions remarkable for
mifprints, or, as in fome cales for general in-
correétnefs. At the head of thefe ftands Barker’s
octavo of 1631. It abounds in grofs errors,
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of which one example will fufhce. In the
commandments as given at Exodus xx, the
important word  not” is omitted in the
fourteenth verfe, which therefore reads, ¢ Thou
fhalt commit adultery.” It has often been
afferted that Barker ““and Lucas” the King’s
printers were fummoned before the Star Cham-
ber and fined 3,000/ for this careleflnefs: but
no one of the name of Lucas is known to
have held any fuch office and the fum paid by
Barker dwindles on inveftigation to 300/.; and
even this again is compounded for by the pre-
fentation of a fet of Greek types to one of
the Univerfities. Miftakes of flighter import-
ance will be frequently found in the enfuing
lift. Among thefearefuch examples as “ fonne”
for “name,” S. Matt. i. 25; the queen of
the South fhall up in the Judgment with this
generation,” S. Matt. xii. 42, both in a Cam-
bridge quarto of 1637, The Tranflators are
called the < Trancelators” in a black-letter
qQuarto of 1619-20, and 1 Corinthians is called
it Coainthians, This epiftle is fingularly un-
fortunate in the annals of errata, for in the
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fecond folio, iffued in 1611, in which the mif-
takes committed in the firft were fuppofed to
be corrected, we find Firft and Second Corin-
thians fubftituted in the Lift of Books for
Firft and Second Chronicles. Thefame volume
contains an even more ferious error: in Matt.
xxvi. 36, we read, * Then commeth Fudas
with them unto a place called Gethfemane ;”
while in many copies the right name, printed
on a {lip is pafted over. The firft folio itfelf
had many errors but never aught like this:
the moft important being a repetition of three
lines in Exodus xiv. 10, and the number
““eleven thoufand” for ¢ thirteen hundred
thoufand” in the heading of 11 Samuel xxiv.
The folio of 1613 is extremely incorreét, but
the period of the Commonwealth was moft
remarkable as we have feen for the corruption
of the printed text, although very few examples
are worth quoting, the faults being more of
general careleflnefs than of actual mifprinting.
Some cafes, however, are notorious, Thus,
in one or more of Field’s Bibles, 1658, 24mo.
¢ As the chief is athamed when he is found,”
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fhould be ¢ As the thief is athamed :” and in
a Cambridge 8vo. of 1657 a large part of the
4th verfe of Pfalm cxliii is omitted. Kilburne
mentions ninety-one faults in another of Field’s,
12mo. 1655 : and the quarto with notes printed
in 1649 has many mifprints, one or two of
them very important. The general incorre&-
nefs of Bible printing is by no means confined
to thofe times of difturbance. The Errata of
Field’s little volumes are emulated in Blayney’s
folio of 1769, (Oxford, Wright and Gill,)
which abounds in omiffions and mifprints: yet
this is ftill confidered a ftandard edition. Many
of Bagfter’s Bibles contain ferious errors, and
even the Bible Society has not been exempt
- from the failings of which we complain. An
oftavo printed at Cambridge in 1831 reads
Plalm cxix. g3, I will never forgive thy pre-
cepts,” and 1 John iii. 11. ¢ love another,” for
“love one another.” An Oxford 8vo. of
1792 names St. Philip inftead of St. Peter in
St. Luke xxii. 34. Bafkett’s fine folio of
1717 is known as the winegar Bible from the
mifprint in the heading of the parable of the
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vineyard in the fame chapter: and an 8vo. of
1711 omits the “ not” in the laft claufe of
Ifaiah lvii. 12. Dr. Lee gives many examples
in his Memorial. Thus in an Edinburgh quarto
of 1791, he found, < Make me not to go in
the way of thy commandments” Pfalm cxix.
33: in a New Teftament, 1816, ¢ let all
tongues be done decently;” in two quartos,
1811 and 1814, “ the blaft of the terrible ones
is as a ffone againft the wall:” whilft he fays
it might difturb the gravity even of well
difpofed perfons to hear,” at 1 Kings xxii. 38,
< the dogs Jiked his blood ” in another Scottifh
Bible of 17g1.  The number of examples in
Dr. Lee is very great, and leave an unpleafant
impreflion of the Edinburgh Editions, but we
have no caufe to congratulate ourfelves on any
immunity in the Southern part of our ifland.
In a Cambridge r2mo. of 1828, Mr. Curtis
found thefe among other errors:—S. Matt.
xxii. 28, whofe wife fhall fhe be, for whofe
wife : and Heb. xiu. 2, bet not, for be not:
and in an 18mo., by Reeves, ¢ his own wife
alfo, for his own life. This word, wife, 1s par-
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ticularly unfortunate for in one of the Bibles
12mo, 1638, defcribed in our lift, the heathen
are {fpoken of as vexing the Ifraelites with their
“« wives,” (for *“ wiles”) in Numbers xxv. 18.

Befides fuch aberrations as thefe there is a
large clafs of various readings which will
require notice more at length. Some of them,
owing to the prefent endeavour to amend the
text, are of {pecial intereft. Others, of {maller
moment in themfelves are remarkable as ex-
amples of the mifchief which may be occa-
fioned by a fingle carelefs compofitor, while
many, into the merits of which we will not
enter here, are concerned with the ufe of italics,
the fpelling of proper names, the pun&uation,
and what may be confidered to belong to the
more purely critical departments of Biblical
refearch.

Printers and corre@ors of the prefs have at
all times taken upon themfelves without any
{pecial authority to amend the text in minor
matters, fuch as fpelling. The fpelling of no
two editions during the firft century will be
found exactly alike. Even in the fame verfe
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the fame word is fpelled in different ways,
fometimes, as in the firft verfe of Deut. xxix, in
three: and {ometimes a Bible will be met with
in which, as in Field’s 12mo, of 1657, the
fpelling approximates nearly to that of our
‘modern editions; while, years later, the old
{pelling will be found in another edition. We
ftill have fuch words as plow, affonied, throughly,
pranfings, fope; although the authority by
which they are retained has no more exiftence
in reality than that by which fuch words as
Shamefaftne(s or unpoffible were altered. Two
or three examples of modern alterations and
infertions are worth noticing. They are fe-
leGted as they come to hand : —

In the firft folio and in all later editions
until 1630, at leaft, we read in Romans xii.
2,  that good, that acceptable and perfect
will of God.” It would be difficult to find a
reafon for the change now univerfal, of the
fecond zAat into and.

In the firft folio and moft fubfequent editions
until the prefent century we read in St. Matt.
xil. 23, “ Is this the Son of David?” Dr.
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Blayney inferted a “not,” in 1769. The
change is an improvement, but what was his
authority for making it? 'The old reading
occurs laft in a 4to., Cambridge 1837.

In the firft folio we read, 1 John v. 12,
«« He that hath not the Son hath not life.” In
1638 this was altered to our prefent reading
which inferts ¢ of God ” after fon: but the old
reading remains, as we have already feen, in our
prayer books.

Again, we have two erroneous readings re-
tained neither of which occurs in the previous
verfions. In Ephefians, ii. 13, and other places
we have already feen that  fometimes” is
printed for ¢ fometime,” a word of wholly dif-
ferent meaning. Again, as we have mentioned
above, the Genevan Bibles had in S. Matt.
XXiii. 24, ¢ ftrain ouz a gnat,” but this reading
which is very probably right never occurs in
any edition of the Authorifed Verfion, before
1754 : nor ever fince, fo far as we are aware.
The fame printerwho in 176 g changed “ world”

into ““ earth” at 1 Cor. iv. 13, and inferted the
~ important word < Godly ” before ¢ edifying ”
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in 1 Tim. i. 4, might furely have given a
corrected reading of thefe paflages.

But a ftill more curious field for inveftiga-
tion is prefented by the viciffitudes of head
lines, and headings. Thefe have been altered
and reftored over and over again. The tender
fufceptibilities of the Puritan were often as
much wounded by the high church headings
as thofe of the followers of Laud by the Ge-
nevan notes. Some of the Bibles of the com-
monwealth omit the headings: in others their
meaning is modified to fuit the times. The
moft important example i1s prefented by the
contents of Pfalm cxlix. ¢ The prophes ex-
horteth to praife God for his love to the church,
and for that power which he hath given to the
church to rule the confciences of men.” So we
have it in the firft folio and 1n all other editions
before 1649. But in a quarto of that year,
printed by a company of Stationers and fur-
nithed with the Genevan notes, we have this
heading thus:—  The prophet exhorteth 1
praife God for his love to the church, and for thal
power which he hath given to the church, for tht
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converfion of finners.”  And in the larger num-
ber of fubfequent Bibles the heading breaks off
cautioufly at the firft ufe of the word church.”
« The prophet exhorteth to praife God for his
lrve to the Church.” In 1660 we find the
older reading reftored in Field’s 4to (the
preaching Bible ;) and it underwent yet another
change a little later : for in 1769 (Blayney,) we
find < and for that power which he hath given
to his faints” Nor is this the end: for in
modern Bibles, the repetition of the word
“ Church " is reftored, although the debateable
matter at the end of the original headings is
omitted. In Bagfter's Polyglots fuch quef-
tions are avoided by the total omiffion of all
headings.

Further we need not go in this place. 'The
queftions, and they are many and difficult,
which relate to the ufe of italics will be found
well treated of by Dr. Turton, in The Text of the
Englifh Bible, confidered. (Second Edition, Ox-
ford, 1833). Almott all the critical queftions
will be found briefly ftated by Mr. Girdleftone
of the Bible Society, in a paper by him in the
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Chriftian Advocate, April 1870, whilft the dif-
ferences by which the prefent authorifed verfion
is diftinguifhed from its predeceflors will be
feen at confiderable length in Mr. Weftcott’s
Hiftory of the Englifh Bible. Many other works
might be named, fuch as Mr. Blunt’s Plain
Account, and Archdeacon Cotton’s Editions of
the Bible in which much information will be
found, but none of thefe, and indeed, no work
with which we are acquainted gives the hiftory
of our prefent verfion beyond the date at which
it was publifhed.

It is perhaps too much to hope that a future
volume may be devoted to the editions pub-
lithed fince 1711 Had it been poflible a lift
of the editions of the Pfalms and of parts of
the Bible fhould have been included : but in
thefe particulars Dr. Cotton’s work is very full,
and a new lift would have only been a réchauffé
from his, without freth facts, and perhaps
without any additions. Dr, Lee’s Memorial for
the Bible Societies in Scotland, with two Appen-
dices, 1824-6, has been largely drawn upon.
The lifts of Scottith Bibles will be found very
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deficient, as no materials exift from which any
detailed account may be derived.

The Bibles and Teftaments enumerated
below have as far as poflible been perfonally
examined. The larger part are to be found in
the Britith Mufeum. Where that noble col-
~ le&ion failed to fhow an edition, Mr. Francis
Fry of Briftol, Mr, Euing of Glafgow, and
Mr. T. M. Ward of Maida Hill have afforded
the kindeft and moft neceflary information.
Of the other collections which have been ran-
facked perhaps the moft important is that of
the Venerable B. Harrifon, Archdeacon of
Maidftone, which isat prefent depofited in the
Cathedral Library at Canterbury ; it contains
what is probably a unique feries of the Oxford
Bibles publithed by Thomas Guy, Many
examples which are named in Sale Catalogues
are not to be found. In fuch cafes the catalogue
in which the miffing volume is named will be
mentioned, unlefs good reafons exift for fuf-
pedting that a miftake has been made. It will
alfo be feen that in feveral places Mr, Lea
Wilfon’s eftimate of the fize has been departed
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from. This is only done when the fignatures
are {ufficiently orderly to allow of an accurate
eftimate, In other cafes, editions named by
him will be found differently entered: this is
becaufe he gave but one date, the firft, and it
is not therefore fometimes pofiible to diftinguith
the edition intended. In cafes of mixed dates
that of the Old Teftament or general title is
allowed to prevail, and if the New Teftament
is of earlier date the Bible will be claffed before
the others of the fame (general) date.  All the
productions of the London prefs are enume-
rated firft under each year: the Cambridge
Bibles, if any follow next, after them the Ox-
ford, if any, then thofe printed in Scotland and
laft, foreign produdtions. In each cafe the
New Teftaments follow the editions of the
complete Bible.

The Bibles of the Authorifed Verfion enu-
merated in the Britith Mufeum Catalogue will
be found in a feparate lift, the fizes being given
as they are there written: and the Bibles and
Teftaments in Mr. Lea Wilfon’s Catalogue art
alfo briefly tabulated, with one or two other
fhort lifts which may be found ufeful.



