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Lesson 4
The 1526 Worms New Testament: Assessing the First Printed English Bible
Prepared & Taught by Bryan C. Ross

Introduction
e In 1526, a small pocket-sized New Testament rolled off a printing press in the German city of
Worms. At first glance it appeared unremarkable, but this book would change the English-
speaking world forever. It was the first printed English New Testament translated directly from
Greek, and it reached England despite determined efforts by both church and state to prevent its
circulation. Yet few realize that this famous edition was actually Tyndale's second attempt. A year
earlier (1525), he had begun printing a very different New Testament in Cologne, only to see the
project interrupted and nearly destroyed. Today we will examine the relationship between those
two editions and consider what the surviving evidence tells us about Tyndale's goals, methods,
and enduring influence.
o To accomplish this task, we will be considering the following points:
o Cologne vs. Worms
o Comparing the Cologne Fragment (1525) with the New Testament (1526)
o 1526 Worms New Testament
o Source Text Examples: What Was Tyndale Translating?

o Impact & Outcome

Cologne vs. Worms

e Cologne (First Printing Attempt, 1525)

o Cologne was still a strongly Catholic city with authorities opposed to the spread of
Lutheran and Reformation teachings.

o Civic and church leaders worked together to suppress Protestant publications.

o Tyndale's English New Testament was discovered by Johann Cochlaeus, a leading
Catholic opponent of Luther.
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o Cochlacus informed local authorities, resulting in the printing project being shut down
before completion.

o Tyndale was forced to flee the city, taking with him the printed sheets that had already
been completed.

e The atmosphere in Cologne was characterized by:
o Strong Catholic control.
o Active censorship.
o Enforcement against reformist literature.
o Little tolerance for vernacular Bibles linked to Protestant ideas.
e  Worms (Successful Printing, 1526)
o Worms (the site of the famous Diet of Worms in 1521 i.e. the assembly held in the city of
Worms where Martin Luther refused to recant) had become a center of sympathy for the

Reformation after the controversy surrounding Martin Luther.

By 1526, Lutheran influence in the city was significantly stronger than in Cologne.

o

o Local printers were more willing to produce Protestant and reformist works.
o Tyndale was able to complete and publish his English New Testament there.

o The Worms edition was printed in a smaller format, making it easier to smuggle into
England.

e The atmosphere in Worms was characterized by:
o Growing acceptance of Lutheran ideas.
o Weaker enforcement of anti-Lutheran policies.
o Greater freedom for Protestant printers.

o Supportive conditions for distributing reformist literature.
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¢ Cologne = Catholic opposition and censorship, causing Tyndale's project to fail.

¢  Worms = Reformation-friendly environment, allowing Tyndale's New Testament to be
successfully printed and distributed.

Comparing the Cologne Fragment (1525) with the New Testament (1526)

e The Cologne Fragment was printed in quarto format. A quarto is produced by folding a full
printed sheet twice, creating four leaves (eight pages). Scholars generally identify the surviving
fragment as a large quarto edition. The exact measurements of the surviving British Library copy
are not commonly reported in standard references, but because it was a quarto, the page size was
approximately:

o Height: 9 to 11 inches (23 to 28 cm)

o Width: 7 to 8% inches (18 to 22 cm)

e Most bibliographers place the Cologne Fragment among the larger Continental quartos of the
early sixteenth century, making it noticeably larger than Tyndale's later 1526 Worms octavo New
Testament, which was designed to be smaller and easier to conceal and smuggle into England.

o The Cologne edition was intended as a more traditional, heavily annotated scholarly publication,
while the Worms edition was a compact volume that could be transported secretly into England
after the Cologne printing was interrupted by authorities.

e A consideration of the Cologne Fragment leaves little doubt that Luther influenced Tyndale
heavily in terms of formatting and layout. The following images demonstrate the degree to which
Tyndale followed Luther’s 1522 September Testament in his original 1525 Cologne edition.

Both editions contain Prologues, identical lists of Contents, and a text filled with marginal notes,
many of which Tyndale copied from Luther, according to McGrath.

e While Tyndale’s 1526 Worms edition abandoned these formatting and metatextual features in
favor of a stripped-down text, that Tyndale still favored them is evidenced by his 1534 revision.
Tyndale’s revision included two Prologues, an identical Contents page to the one found in the
original 1525 project which answers to Luther’s 1522 September Testament, and a text laden with
marginal notes and cross references.

o The 1525 Prologue runs 14 pages in length containing 31 paragraphs and roughly 6,400 words.
There are 18 different subsections in Tyndale’s original Prologue. The subsections were as
follows:
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The Old Testament

The New Testament

The Gospel or Evangelion

Which evangelion is called a Testament

A justiciary

A sensual man

A Christian man

Nature

Faith, love, works

Righteousness otherwise justifying or justice

Adam bringeth us to bondage

Christ letteth us at liberty

The evangelion bringeth faith, faith bringeth love: love worketh

Christ bringeth all goodness freely, and giveth an example how to bestow in godly
Faith receiveth of God, and love bestoweth the same on his neighbour

A true Christian man believeth that heaven is his already by Christ’s purchasing, and
therefore loveth, and worketh, to honour God only and to draw all things to God
To bind and loose

© 0O O 0O 0 00 0O o O o o0 o0 o o o

A Christian man feeleth the working of the Holy Ghost in his soul, and in all tribulations
and adversities feeleth God a merciful and a loving Father

e Tyndale’s “To The Reader” in the 1526 New Testament (found at the end of the volume) differs
signify from the Prologue to the 1525 Cologne fragment. In 1526 NT there are only 5 paragraphs
of about 800 words with zero headings or subsections. The Cologne Fragment Prologue (1525) is
a full theological introduction to the New Testament, while the shorter “To The Reader” (1526) is
a concise guide on how to read Scripture, understand Law and Gospel, and receive the translation
charitably despite its imperfections. This underscores one of our main points. Tyndale totally
rethought his entire enterprise after his first attempt was thwarted.

e Both editions contain a table of contents or list of books contained in the New Testament.
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Thefyaptpiftleof.&. Jhon,
Thefecondepiftleof, &, Shom, | Nore that the 1526 NT
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El)“‘”‘!ﬂﬂbnOf 3[}9". & Revelation like the
1526 Cologne Frag.

e The following exercise is designed to determine to what extent Tyndale changed/edited the
Biblical text between the Cologne Fragment of 1525 and his New Testament of 1526. To
accomplish this task, I have chosen three passages from the book of Matthew. The table below
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identifies the passage being compared and the reading from both source texts. Please note that I
have modernized the spelling for ease of reading. I have not changed any of the words.

Passage

Cologne Fragment (1525)

Worms NT (1526)

Matt. 1:18-25

18) € The birth of Christ was on this
wise/ When his mother Mary was
married unto Joseph/ before they came

to dwell together/ she was found with
child by the Holy Ghost.

19) Then her husband Joseph/ being a
perfect man, and loathe to defame her/
was minded to put her away secretly.

20) While he thus thought/ behold/ the
angel of the Lord appeared unto him in
sleep saying: Joseph, the son of David/
fear not to take unto thee/ Mary thy
wife. For that which is conceived in her
is of the Holy Ghost.

21) She shall bring forth a son/ and thou
shalt call his name Jesus. For he shall
save his people from their sins.

22) € All this was done/ to fulfil that
which was spoken of the Lord/ by the
prophet saying:

23) Behold a maid shall be with child/
and shall bring forth a son/ and they
shall call his name Emmanuel/ which is
as much to say, by interpretation, as
God with us.

24) € Joseph as soon as he awoke out of

sleep/ did as the angel of the Lord bade
him/ and took his wife unto him/

18) € The birth of Christe was on this
wise/ When his mother Mary was
married unto Joseph/ before they came
to dwell together/ she was found with
child by the holy ghost.

19) Then her husband being a perfect
man/ and loth to defame her/ was
minded to put her away secretly.

20) Whill he thus thought/ behold the
angel of the lord appeared unto him in
sleep saying: Joseph the son of David/
fear not to take unto thee/ Mary thy
wife. For that which is conceived in
her is of the holy ghost.

21) She shall bring forth a son / and
thou shalt call his name Iesus. For he
shall save his people from their sins.

22) € All this was done to fulfill that
which was spoken of the Lord by the
prophet saying:

23) Behold a maid shall be with child/
and shall bring forth a son/ and they
shall call his name Emmanuel/ which
is as much to say by interpretation / as
God with us.

24) Joseph as sone as he awoke out of
sleep/ did as the angel off the Lord
bade him/ and toke his wife unto him/
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25) and knew her not/ till she had 25) and knew her not/ till she had
brought forth her first son/ and called brought forth her first son/ and called
his name Jesus. his name Jesus.

*There are 5 marginal notes attached to
this passage in the Cologne Fragment.

Matt. 5:13-20 13) € Ye are the salt of the earth. but 13 € Ye are the salt of the earth. but
and if the salt be once unsavour/ what and if the salt be once unsavery/ what
can be salted therewith? It is can be salted therewith? it is
thenceforth good for nothing/ but to be | thenceforth good for nothing/ but to be
cast out at the doors/ and that men tread | cast out at the doors/ and that men

it under foot. tread it under foot.

14) Ye are the light of the world. A city | 14) Ye are the light of the world. A

that is set on an hill cannot be hid/ cite that is set on an hill cannot be hid/
15) neither do men light a candle and 15) nether do men light a candle and
put it under a bushel/ but on a put it under a bushel/ but on a
candlestick, and it lighteth all those candlestick/ and it lighteth all them
which are in the house. which are in the house.

16) See that your light so shine before 16) Se that your light so shine before
men/ that they may see your good men/ that they may see your good
works/ and glorify your Father which is | works/ and glorify your father which is
in heaven. in heaven.

17) € Ye shall not think/ that I am come | 17) € Ye shall not think that I am

to disannul the Law/ or the prophets: come to disannul the Law/ or the
No, I am not come to disannul them/ but | prophets. no I am not come to disannul
to fulfil them. them/ but to fulfill them.

18) For truly I say unto you/ till heaven | 18For truly I say unto you/ till heaven
and earth perish, one jot/ or one tittle of | and earth perish/ one jot/ or one tittle

the Law shall not escape/ till all be of the Law shall not escape/ till all be
fulfilled. fulfilled.

19) € Whosoever breaketh one of these | 19) € Whosoever breaketh one of
least commandments/ and shall teach these lest commandment/ and shall
men so/ he shall be called the least in teach men so/ he shall be called the
the kingdom of heaven. But whosoever | least in the kingdom of heaven. But
shall observe and teach them/ that whosoever shall observe and teach
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person shall be called great in the
kingdom of heaven.

20) € For I say unto you/ except your
righteousness exceed/ the righteousness
of the scribes and Pharisees/ ye cannot
enter into the kingdom of heaven.

*There are 5 marginal notes attached to
this passage in the Cologne Fragment.

them/ that person shall be called great
in the kingdom off heaven.

20) € For I say unto you/ except your
righteousness exceed/ the
righteousness of the scribes and
Pharisees/ ye cannot enter into the
kingdom of heaven.

Matt. 15:21-28

21) € And Jesus went thence/ and
departed into the coasts of Tyre and
Sidon.

22) And behold a woman which was a
Canaanite came out of the same coasts/
and cried unto him/ saying: Have mercy
on me Lord the Son of David/ my

daughter is piteously vexed with a devil.

23) And he gave her never a word to
answer. Then came to him his disciples/
and besought him saying: Send her
away/ for she followeth us crying.

24) He answered/ and said: I am not
sent but unto the lost sheep of the house
of Israel.

25) Then she came and worshipped
him/ saying: Master sucker me:

26) He answered and said, It is not
good, to take the children’s bread, and
to cast it to whelps.

27) She answered and said: It is truth/
nevertheless the whelps eat of the

21€ And Iesus went thence/ and
departed into the coasts of Tyre and
Sidon.

22 And behold a woman which was a
Canaanite came out of the same coasts/
and cried unto him/ saying: have
mercy on me Lord the Son of Dauid/
my daughter is piteously vexed with a
devil.

23) And he gave her never a word to
answer. Then cam to him his disciples/
and besought him saying: send her
away/ for she followeth us crying.

24) He answered/ and said: I am not
sent/ but unto the lost sheep of the
house of Israel.

25) Then she came and worshipped
him/ saying: master sucker me:

26) He answered and said: it is not
good/ to take the children’s breed/ and
to cast it to whelps.

27) She answered and said: it is truth/
nevertheless the whelps eat of the
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crumbs/ which fall from their master’s
table.

28) Then Jesus answered and said unto
her. O woman great is thy faith/ be it to
thee/ even as thou desirest. And her
daughter was made whole even at that
same time.

*There is 1 marginal note in the form of
a cross reference attached to verse 21 in

crumbs/ which fall from their master’s
table.

28) Then lesus answered and said unto
her. O woman great is thy faith/ be hit
to the/ even as thou desirest. And her
daughter was made whole even at that
same time.

*The Tyndale’s Bible website was
used as a resource to create this table.

the Cologne Fragment.

e The above comparison only considers three passages, so it is admittedly not exhaustive. That
said, it does seem to suggest that Tyndale made few changes to the Biblical text found in
Matthew chapters 1-22 between 1525 and 1526. The most glaring difference is the complete lack
of marginal notes found in the 1526 New Testament.

e During this time in his life Tyndale was operating under great duress. That he would have simply
reprinted those portions of the text that he already had complete makes perfect sense. As we will
see in later study this weekend it was not until 1534 that Tyndale was able to revise his text.
Revision does not appear to have been a concern in 1526, rather his goal was to just get the text
nto print.

e Given that Tyndale’s actions were made known to the English authorities, many Bible historians
believe that this prompted Tyndale to alter the size and contents of his Bible.

o “The explanation seems to be, that while Tyndale intended the quarto edition should be
the first printed, and so the work was actually begun at Cologne, yet, because it was
interrupted and the English authorities were instructed particularly as to the character of
the book issuing from the press at Cologne, he changed the form to an octavo, leaving out
the prologues and glosses [marginal notes & cross reference]” (Condit, 101).

e Altering the project may have given Tyndale’s Bible a fighting chance of surviving introduction
into England. A dated letter (March 1526) from King Henry VIII to Martin Luther reveals that
the English King had knowledge of Tyndale’s clandestine project.

o “...in deuyce with one or two lewd persons (referring to Tyndale and Roye) borne in
this our realm, for the translating of the New Testament in to English, as well as with

Bojko, Reid, & Ross Tyndale Conference


https://tyndale.global.bible/bible/99e22db6104f0498-01/MAT.1?parallels=a9fc3d9729b6a6a0-01%2C92df985750968ce9-01

119

many corruptions of that holy text, as certain prefaces, and other pestilent glosses in the
margins for the advancement and setting forth of his abominable heresies. . . In the
aduoydynge whereof, we of our especial tender zeal . . . determined the said venture
translations to be burned, with further sharp correction and punishment against the
keepers and reads of the same” (Arber, 48-49).

1526 Worms New Testament

o Tyndale’s 1526 New Testament represents the first time the original languages i.e., Greek was
translated into English. I have selected the following passages for our consideration to get a feel
for Tyndale’s ability as a translator.

o Romans 6:1
o Romans 16:25-26
o ICorinthians 15:3-4
o Ephesians 3:1-11
o II Timothy 2:15
e For each example I have included a screenshot from the 1526 NT with a modern spelling reading
underneath. [ have only updated the spelling for ease of reading. None of the wording has been

changed.

Romans 6: 1

[The. vj. Chapter. |

watfhallwefaye then? fhall wecontis
nueinfynne/thasthere mayebe gboiis !
agynccoffgmcc"’afobfozbl‘b w,’,otm [ballwc 1

SR SR SR (PR R

What shall we say then ? shall we continue in sin/ that there may be abundance of grace? God forbid.

e lincluded this example because the use of “God forbid” in the King James Bible is often used by
critics to talk about the use of so-called dynamic equivalence by the KJB translators. Tyndale’s
use of the same expression demonstrates that he cared more about conveying the force and sense
of the Greek in English even if meant not always being woodenly literal in his English
renderings.
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Romans 16:25-26
| <}ITIETS. ‘
|[IBTo bymthatcis off power to ftablyfihe yoss |
; ecordyngeto my gofpell/ wher with < preadie |
Jefus Chuft i openynge off the mijterywhs |
ihwas Eeptclofie fencetheworloebegan, |
@ndnoweLs openned atthys tyne 30 '
declarcd inehe fevipturs of p2os
phely by the commaundes
métof theevexlaftyns
I Gegod/tofterevps
1 pe obedience to
| the faythe
publis
fibed amés
geallnacios:To
the fame god/ whydy
aloneis wife bepaayfethos
| rowe Jefus Chaift forever Amé.

To him that is oft' power to stablish you according to my gospel/ where with I preach Jesus Christ/ in
opening of" the mystery which was kept close since the world began / and now is opened at this time and
declared in the scriptures of prophesy/ by the commandment of the everlasting god/ to stir up obedience
to the faith published among all nations To the same god/ which alone is wise/ be praise through Jesus
Christ for ever Amen.

I Corinthains 15:3-4
!g&oz fyrftof all 3 gave vntoyouthatwhidyy f
| eaved:howe thatt Chauft oeyed foz ourefyns |
| mes/agreyngetothefcriptures:ddthatthewas
| buried/andthathesrofeagaynethethyrd daye ‘
- gccodynge tothe fextptures : andthatthewss |
For first of all I gave unto you that which I received : how that Christ died for our sins/ agreeing to the
scriptures: and that he was buried / and that he arose again the third day according to the scriptures :
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., Ephes'aﬁl}§3i1-11 L
LEThe 1vj. Chapter.
Q}t(bt’scaufcjfaultbeﬁwaﬁtofjefua l

aminbondes/ Fo2youre fakes whidy gre |
8. Xf rehaveherde of the mintftracion of |

|
|

|
|

| thegraceof god whidyis gevémetoyon wardes |
| Sorbyrevelacion Hewed be this miffery vnto |
me-as Jw2ote above in feawe wordes/ whee |
| byavhéyercdeyemaye Enowemyne vnder(téds
i yngeithieminiftery of Chauft, which mifteryin
| symes paffed was nott opened vnto the fonnes
| of méasitis nowedeclared vntobis holy apofts
les and pophet? by the fpacte: thatthe gentyls
| Fbuldebeinberitous glfo/ 70 of the famebody~
| and partaFers off bis promisthatisin Chaift/
Ibctl_)e meanes of the gofpellwbherof Jammade
| s miniffer. by the gyfte of the grace of god geverr
vntome/after theworfynge of bis powser.,
Iontometheleft of all fayntfis this graceges
ven/thattJ (huldepreadre amongethe gentyls
thevnfeardyable rydyes off Chaft - androgeve |
kigbttoall men thatthey myght Fnowewhatis
shefelyfbippe ofthemmiftery whidh from the bes
gyntiynge off thewozlde hath benehid in God !
whidhymadeallthyngf thozowe “Jefus Chaift, |
totheintent/ that nowe vntothe ruelars fopos |
wersinheven mygbt be Fnowen by thecongtes I
gacié themanyfolde wifdons of god / dccodyns [
i
!

getothe cternall purpofe whidy be purpofcdins

Chaift Jefu oure lode by whom we arebolde

For this cause I Paul the servant of Jesus am in bonds/ For your sakes which are gentiles. If ye have heard
of the ministration of the grace of god which is given me to you ward:

For by revelation shewed he this mystery unto me/ as I wrote above in few words/ whereby/ when ye rede
ye may know mine understanding in the mystery of Christ/ which mystery in times passed was not
opened unto the sons of men as it is now declared unto his holy apostles and prophets by the sprite: that
the gentiles should be inheritors also/ and of the same body/ and partakers of his promise that is in Christ/
be the means of the gospel/ whereof I am made a minister/ by the gift of the grace of god given unto me/
after the working of his power.

Unto me the lest of all saints is this grace given/ that I should preach ainonge the gentiles the
unsearchable riches of Christ/ and to give light to all men/ that they might know what is the fellowship of
the mystery/ which from the beginning of the world hath been hid in God which made all things
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thorowe Jesus Christ/ to the intent/ that now unto the rulers and powers in heaven might be known by the
congregation the manifold wisdom of god/ according to the eternal purpose/
which he purposed in Christ Jesus our lord/

II Timothy 2:15

w-v-wrv' -—wrv v w ——w e w wwg e —p —vw———

] Rt r
(IS tuddyto fhewethy filfelaudable vnro gods
awoEmathatnedeth nottobe s (bamed drvys
dynge thewordeof trueth wugtly. Yngojtly and
Study to show thy self laudable unto god / a workman that needeth not to be a shamed/ dividing the word
of truth justly.

Source Text Examples: What Was Tyndale Translating?

e Historical records show William Tyndale used Desiderius Erasmus’s printed Greek New
Testament as the primary source for his 1526 English translation. The term “Textus Receptus”
(Received Text or TR) was coined retroactively in 1633, but it refers directly to the family of
Greek texts started by Erasmus and later refined by Stephanus and Beza.

e Because modern translations (like the ESV or NASB) rely on an “eclectic” text derived from
older Alexandrian manuscripts, there are distinct differences in specific verses. When Tyndale’s
1526/1534 New Testament matches certain specific phrases found in the Textus Receptus
tradition, it provides textual proof that he translated from Erasmus's “Textus Receptus.”

o  We will look at the following textual examples:

o Mark 1:1-3

o John 7:53-8:1-11
o Mark 16:9-20

o Acts 8:37

o IJohn 5:7
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A off the Bofpell of Jefis
Chauftthefonncoff God asyt
| yswaitteninthepzopbetef fbes
| bolde 77 fendemy mefjunger beg
L il foze thy faces whyd) thall paes
Bl parcthywaye befozcthe, The

. offthelozde matebis pathes jtreyght,

@Ebebé nyng

Al voyce of won thatcrycthinthe |
B wildernes:pepareyethewaye |

3
|
I
i
1
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The beginning off the Gospel of Jesu Christ the Sonne off God / as it is written in the prophets/ behold I
send my messenger before thy face / which shall prepare thy way before thee. The voice of won that
cryeth in the wilderness : prepare ye the way of the lord / make his paths straight.

o The textual issue is in Mark 1:2. Tyndale’s translation reads “as it is written in the prophets,”
thereby indicating that the rest of verse 2 as well as verse 3 are quotations of more than one
prophet, i.e., Malachi 3:1 and Isaiah 40:3. The modern Critical Text and its corollary Modern
Versions all read “as it is written in the prophet Isaiah” in Mark 1:2. The “prophets” reading in

Tyndale indicates that the TR was the text basis for Tyndale’s work.
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_ ) _ John 7:53-8:11
2imd cvery man went vito his awnehoufje,

LU The.vti). Chapter.
|l ¥ (us went voto the mounte G livete and
M crly in the monyndce cam agayne into the
r temple/and allthepeople cans vntobym - And
befatedoune and raugbtthem. Thefaribes ad
phatrifes brougbt viro hymawoman tatenin
advoutty, and fettber in the middes and fayde
virtobym: MWiafter thys woman wastgbenin
advoutry/even as thededewas adoyng. Jos
festin the lawe commanunded vs that fudye (b
ulde bejroned: YObhat fayft thontherfoze? And
thysthey faydeto tempr bym: thatthey mygbt
bave wher off toaccufe bym. TJefus ftouped
doune s and wyth bys fynder wiote onthe gros
#noc, And whill they continued aryngebym- be
lifte bym fylfe vppe, And fayde vito them : lere
bymtbattys g monge you wyth qut fynne caf
thefysft ftone athex. And agayne he ftouped !

Tmmé and wzoteon the gronnde, Asfoncasths
gy herdethat, they went outwon by wonthe els
oejt fyrft. 2nd Jefuswas lefrealouer andthe
woiman ftondyngein themyddes, YOhen Jefus
baod liftevppe bym fylfe agayne and fawe noo
man buttthewoman : ae [3yde vito ber: Y0os
man where avethofethyne acepfars I jathno
mais condempned the?She fayde: Syrnomair,
~efus favde: YTetherdo Jcondempnethe. Goo |
| benceand fynnenomoare. _ |

o~ - .

- -

And every man went unto his own house.
Jesus went unto the Mount Olivete/ and early in the morning cam again into the temple / and all the
people cam unto him. And he sat down / and taught them. The scribes and pharisees brought unto him a
woman taken in adultery / and set her in the midst and said unto him : Master this woman was taken in
adultery / even as the deed was a doing. Moses in the law commanded us that such should be stoned :
What sayst thou therefore? And this they said to tempt him: that they might have/ whereof to accuse him.
Jesus stooped down / and with his finger wrote on the ground. And while they continued asking him / he
lifted him self up/ And said unto them: let him that is among you with out sin / cast the first stone at her.
And again he stooped down and wrote on the ground. As sone as they heard that / they went out one by
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one the eldest first. And Jesus was left alone / and the woman standing in the middles. When Jesus had

lifted up him self again/ and saw no man butt the woman : He said unto her : Woman / where are those

thin accusers? Hath no man condemned thee? She said : Sir no man. Jesus said : Nether do I condemn
thee. Go hence and sin no more.

e Once again, the modern Critical Text questions the authenticity of the woman taken in adultery
narrative. Consequently, Modern Versions use various means to indicate the alleged questionable
nature of the passage. William Tyande did not do this because his source text, the TR accepts the

passage as authentic.

N_[ark 16:9-20

i YOhen “Jefuswasrifenthemozowe afterthe
fabboth daye, beappered fyrftto Hisry mags
dalen/outeoffwhonthecaft fevendevyls. And
fhewent/andtooldethem thatwere with hym«
as they mozned and weppte, And whé they bexs
de/thathewas alives andhad appickdtoha |
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1 theybeleveditnot. After that he appered vnto
,! twoofthéin g flraungefigure /asthey walfed, |
i and went into thecountry, Andtheywent, gnd
i taoll?e it to theremnaunt, Andthey belevedthe
nether,
5 1 2Aftexthatbeappered vntotheeleven s thep
:'ateat meate: and caft intheiy teche theix vnbes
¢efe/ad harones off herte:be caufe they beleved
notthem which had fenehym after bis vefurrecs
cton. And befayd vntothem., Gooyeintogllthe
woo2lde and p2eache the gofpelltoall cresturse
YOhofoever belevetl - andys babtifed - Mhalbe
i fafes  2And whofoever beleveth nott / fpalbe
. dampned,
p]:(nb thefefignes (hall folowethem that beles
l v_c:an my namethey fball caft outedevyls/aud
 {hall fpeatewith newe tonges &d (hallEill fexs
« pentf. And yfthey drynteeny dedly thynge, vt
{ (hallnotthurtethem. They (hall layethert hons
| dF onthefife andthey fhall vecovze,
‘ Sothenwbenthelodebad fpokenvntothes |
hewasreceaved tntobeven/ gndfateonthe !
5 sighthondeof god. And they went fozs
|

————

th/#d p2eadhed every wheve, And
thelodew20ght withthé/ And ‘
{ confirmed therr F:cacbyngc
i with mrrac ¢s that
folewed,

! i Theende of thegofpellof .S, tiake,

When Jesus was risen the morrow after the sabbath day / he appeared first to Mary magdalen / out off
whom he cast seven devils. And she went/ and told them that were with him/ as they mourned and wept.
And when they heard/ that he was alive/ and had appeared to her: they believed it not. After
that/ he appeared unto two of them in a strange figure/ as they walked/ and went in to the country. And
they went/ and told it to the remnant. And they believed them neither After that he appeared unto the
eleven as they sat at meat : and cast in their teeth their unbelief/ and hardness of heart : be cause they
believed not them which had seen him after his resurrection. And he said unto them. Goo ye in to all the
world/ and preach the gospel to all creatures : Whosoever believeth/ and is baptized/ shall be safe : And
whosoever believeth not/shall be dammed. And these signs shall follow them that believe : In my name

they shall cast out devils/ and shall speak with new tongues / and shall kill serpents. And if they drink
any deadly thing/ it shall not hurt them. They shall lay their hands on the sike/ and they shall recover. So
then when the lord had spoken unto them he was received into heaven / and sate on the right hand of god.
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And they went forth/ and preached every where/ And the lord wrought with them/ And confirmed their

preaching with miracles that followed.
The end of the gospel of St. Mark

e Once again, Tyndale did not question that authenticity of Mark 16:9-20 thereby indicating that he
used the TR as his source text.

Acts 8:37

I TR T W= T RWW T W N IVFT [/ TTUV SRS EEFW B vvv»rlqsu‘.

| Phulip faydevntohym: Xfthou belevewith all

| shynehere/ thoumayft, Beanfweredfayinges |

| zbyle_x_vc that Jefus Ch2ufteis thefonneof God |

Philip said unto him : If thou believe with all thine heart/ thou mayst. He answered saying : I believe that
Jesus Christe is the Sonne of God

e Acts 8:37 is missing in modern editions of the Critical Text. Therefore, modern English
translations use a variety of means to signal to the English reader the supposed questionable
nature of the verse. Yet again, Tyndale accepted the verse as a genuine part of the inspired text.

I John 5:7

I-rvv TEVIFY ST W T/ W P TERSW SIS W TIPS LS W NIV we |

caufethefpaete ys trueth,  Foz theve ave the ’

wbyd beave veco2de in heven - the father / the |

' wordeandthe wholy gooft. 2And thefe theave |

L one, 2And theve ave thae whidh beaverecodets |

For there are three which bear record in heaven/ the father/ the word/ and the holy ghost. And these three
are one.

e This verse is omitted in modern editions of the Critical Text. It was, however, present in the 3
edition of the Erasmus Greek text published in 1522. Known as the Johannine Comma, I John
5:7 remains a lightning rod for controversy even today in the 21* century. In his 1534 and 1535
editions Tyndale placed parenthesis around I John 5:7. As one can plainly see in the screenshot
provide there were no markings around the verse in the Worms New Testament from 1526. For
more information about this verse please see Appendix A.

Impact & Outcome

o  “The first printed New Testament in the English language was completed in Worms in 1526 in a
small octavo edition” (Brake, 100). David Daniell chronicles how the 1526 Worms New
Testament differed from the one Tyndale attempted to produce in Cologne the year before.
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o “Tyndale and Roye arrived, probably late in 1525, in the safe Lutheran city of Worms,
and the small printer Peter Schoeffer undertook an English New Testament, the first ever
made, completed in 1526. This is very different from the Lutheran Cologne fragment. It
was octavo (pocket-size like all Tyndale’s books printed in his lifetime) and without
Prologue or marginal notes, or attribution to him. This “bare text” had impact enough.
Smuggled down the Rhine and into English and Scottish ports in bales of cloth, copies
circulated quickly. For the first time, the whole New Treatment, faithfully translated
from the Greek could be read by anyone. That this immediately alarmed the English
authorities is amply testified” (Daniell, 144).

e The difficulties and dangers involved in getting Tyndale’s New Testament into England were
almost as great as those which lay in the way of their distribution. The clergy opposed the new
translation with all their might. Sir Thomas More was one who wrote violently against it
(Broadbent, 248).

e Perhaps it was Tyndale’s decision to alter his original plans by altering the size and contents of his
Bible but Blackford Condit reports that the initial shipment of New Testaments for Germany
avoided detection and arrived safely in London.

o “The English merchants abroad who had to do with the introduction of this newly printed
Testament into England, were aware that the public authorities had been warned by
Cochlaeus, and of the consequent difficulties to be overcome. But notwithstanding the
impending danger, five Hanseatic merchants took the precious books into their ships, and
sailed for London. They expected to find the enemy on guard, but instead, the way was
open and the books were landed and safely conveyed to the Merchant’s warehouse in
Thames Street. If the enemy slept, the friends of the bible were awake and expectant.
Not only in London, but in Oxford and Cambridge, they anxiously awaited the coming of
the newly printed English Testaments. . . Thus the way was fully prepared, and from the
first the people received these newly printed Testaments joyfully, but, from necessity,
secretly” (Condit, 104).

e Condit identifies Thomas Garret as the first distributor of the Tyndale New Testament in England.

o “The first distributer of these testaments was Thomas Garret, curate of Honey Lane,
London. He was a plain man, timid in disposition, but bold in faith, whose preaching was
an offense to the hierarchy but a joy to the people. From the Merchants’ warehouse these
New Testaments were taken to the house of Garret. Other places of deposit were
afterwards found, but the “dark corners” of Garret’s house were the first hiding places of
these lights, which must soon light up all England. So there were others who afterwards
engaged, at the risk of personal liberty, in distributing, by sale, the precious volumes, yet
as the story comes to us, Thomas Garret was the first to do so, and first to suffer. The
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books came into his possession, probably in the early part of the year 1526. He proceeds
cautiously in his work, selling to priest and laymen alike, but in every case with a special
charge: “that they would keep it close.” How the good news must have spread . . . that a
printed New Testament in English could be bought of Thomas Garret, in Honey Lane,
near Cheapside. . .” (Condit, 104).

e Once introduced to the English people, it did not take the authorities long to figure out what was
going on.

o “While Thomas Garret, Father Hacker and others are diligent in distributing these
Testaments in London, Cambridge, and other places, the hierarchy is on the alert. It has
examined these books and has determined to condemn them, and all such persons as have
to do with them. Bishop Tunstall, by advice of Cardinal Wolsey, sent forth an injunction
to the archdeacons on his diocese, under the date of October 24, 1526, for the calling in
of New Testament translated by Tyndale; enjoining, “that within XXX days space . . .
under pain of excommunication and incurring the suspicion of heresy, they do bring in
and really deliver unto our vicar general, all the singular such books as contain the
translations of the New Testament into the English tongue” (Condit, 105).

e Brake reports the following regarding the actions Bishop Tunstall engaged in to subdue Tyndale’s
New Testament in October 1526. Around this time (October or November 1526) Bishop Tunstall
preached a sermon at Paul’s Cross in which he told people that there were three thousand errors in
Tyndale’s translation and during which it was officially denounced and publicly burnt
(Condit, 105).

o “In October 1526, Bishop Tunstall, the champion defender of the Constitutions [the
formal action of the English church taken against Wycliffe and the Lollards in the early
1400s], began confiscating the New Testaments as they were smuggled into England.
Public burnings of the copies and punishment of all offenders blackened the spirits of the
masses” (Brake, 105).

= Recall that it was Bishop Tunstall who Tyndale sought out in London to support
his work of translating the New Testament into English. Tunstall informed
Tyndale that “his house was full”, prompting Tyndale’s departure for Germany.
Tunstall was never supportive of Tyndale’s efforts, and Tunstall is now openly
waging war on the scriptures in English.

e Public renunciations and burnings could not stop the juggernaut that was the Tyndale New
Testament:
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“But if now the New Testaments of Tyndale are burned, for every book thus destroyed
hundreds of others will arise from its ashes. Already Dutch printers had taken up the
work of printing English Testaments as a commercial enterprise. Christopher Endhoven
printed an edition in 1527, at Antwerp; two other editions by Ruremond following in
1528, so that English Testaments became plentier and cheaper. The years 1527 and 1528
were remarkable for the large number of New Testaments imported into England. The
authorities were perplexed. They decided to purchase all the books printed and thus stop
their circulation” (Condit, 106).

e The following passage from Brake indicates that lengths that Tunstall was willing to go to ensure
that Tyndale’s Bible was not available for sale and distribution within England.

O

“A popular story tells how Tunstall began using merchants to purchase copies on the
Continent to slow down the supply. Augustine Pakington, a London businessman, was
one such merchant. Pakington met with Tyndale to inform him of the plot, believing that
the bishop had overstepped his prerogative. To his surprise, Tyndale met the news with
enthusiasm. He encouraged Pakington to do as Tunstall commanded. Tyndale felt the
burning of “God’s Word” would gain popular condemnation, and the profits from the sale
could enable him to relieve his debt and provide for future revisions.

Tunstall’s plot for destruction utterly failed. New Testaments continued to pour into
England, and the demand increased at an alarming rate. In fact, pirated copies were
circulating and selling in England with very little fear of consequences. Tyndale had a
“London Times” bestseller on his hands” (Brake, 100).

o Unable to stop the importation and sale of Tyndale’s New Testament within England, the
authorities turned their attention to the persecution of those possessing the word of God in

English.

Conclusion

“In 1528, persecution began in earnest. Wolsey’s agents abroad are instructed to search
out and arrest Tyndale the chief doer of this mischievous work. At home the prisons are
already filled to the full with those whose only crime is that of reading the New
Testament in English” (Condit, 107).

e The story of the 1526 Worms New Testament is ultimately a story of providence triumphing over

opposition. What began as a failed printing project in Cologne became the first successfully
printed English New Testament after Tyndale relocated to Worms and adapted his plans to meet
the dangers of the moment. By removing the extensive prologues, marginal notes, and larger
quarto format that characterized the Cologne project, Tyndale produced a smaller and more
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practical volume that could be smuggled into England and placed into the hands of ordinary
people. The evidence suggests that while the presentation of the work changed dramatically
between 1525 and 1526, the biblical text itself underwent comparatively little revision. Tyndale's
immediate concern was not refining his translation but ensuring that the Scriptures could reach
the English people.

e The lasting significance of the 1526 New Testament cannot be overstated. It provided English
readers with the first printed New Testament translated directly from the Greek, laid the
foundation for later English Bibles, and helped shape the language of English-speaking
Christianity for centuries to come. Despite public burnings, official condemnations, and relentless
efforts to suppress it, Tyndale's New Testament continued to spread throughout England. The
authorities could confiscate books and punish readers, but they could not stop the demand for
God's Word in the English tongue. The success of the 1526 Worms New Testament demonstrated
that the age of the English Bible had arrived, and neither church nor state would be able to
reverse 1t.

e Though William Tyndale did not live to see the full fruit of his labor, the 1526 Worms New

Testament proved that the English Bible was no longer merely an idea or a dream. It had become
a reality that would transform England, the language, and ultimately the world.
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Appendix A
Tyndale on I John 5:7
Prepared by Bryan C. Ross & Alex Bojko

Tyndale’s Handling of the Johannine Comma

e In the main portion of Lesson 4, the Johannine Comma was cited as a “Source Text Example” of
what Tyndale was translating i.e., the Textus Receptus. We noted that Tyndale included I John 5:7
in the main body of the 1526 Worms New Testament without any parenthetical brackets.

1526 Worms New Testament

| WV "UrVErY 9 aw wveyw 'r"."';".'-"-“." T RETEAFVRTT WY .

caufethefpacte ys trueth., Foz2 there ave thae ’
. whyd beare reco2de in heven - the father /the
' worde/and the wholy gooft. 2nd thefe thaeare |
L one, And theve are thac whidh bearerecodetin |

e Later in his 1534 and 1535 revised New Testaments, Tyndale altered his practice regarding the
Comma. In these editions he bracketed I John 5:7 with parenthesis thereby demarking the verse
from the rest of the text. Consider the following photographic evidence.

1534 New Testament
. A o el S U TR = r
nes/Becaufe the fprete po trueth((for thceare
threwhich Beare reco:0e in Beue c father/

the wozde (and the wholy gooft . And thefed
tfze ace on{)}ffoz tBere are thize WGich Beare re

“ A0 _ _w _

e The evidence presented above demonstrates a clear progression in Tyndale's handling of the
Johannine Comma. In his 1526 New Testament, the passage appeared as part of the continuous
text without any special notation. In his later revisions of 1534 and 1535, however, Tyndale
enclosed the words in parentheses, marking them differently from the surrounding text. The
reproduced images from these editions document this change in presentation and provide a visual
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record of how the passage appeared across the major English New Testament editions associated
with Tyndale's work.

o  We will consider why Tyndale did this in the next section on Erasmus.

Erasmus & The Johannine Comma

e  When Erasmus published the 1% edition of the Greek New Testament in 1516, he omitted I John
5:7 from both his Greek and Latin columns. Consider the following image.

1516 Erasmus 1* Edition
", . 5 S .‘.‘.r_.;. —);w.-,u e wewesw f eruﬂcllqm eiancarc, qlm IPUS dt ue
péisw & dribua, O TPEL U p o pagTy ritas . Q_ﬁ'l tres {unt q teftimoniii dant
= \ -~ A eF -
fodirTes, 10 TVl H) T Vdeop ) T Grpn o {Pus &aqua & fanguis & hitres unum

W 7¢ée by To tp %m:u o ualdy pagrvel / unt.Si teftimonia hoim accipimus, te~

PO X S R PN

There are three that bear witness: the For there are three who bear witness: the
Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and these
these three are one. three are one.

e The screenshot above omits the Comma Johanneum (“the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit,
and these three are one™) and proceeds directly from verse 7 into 1 John 5:8.

o In the following annotation Erasmus explained his reasons form omitted the Comma from his
1516 edition.

1516 Erasmus Annotation

" Tresfunt qteftimonit dantin cml;.) In graco cgdifée\ t:nn‘i h:c rcpen_-i::l: ‘;cl:im;;
nio triplici,$ri7esTs fioi bt pagTugoddires, B moeiiac ) 1 Vdhop, €\ @ cimaci.quonia tres funt g tes
ﬁiﬁcagf,fpirin.rxfsi,& a :&g fanguis. Ethitres uniifunt.) Hiredundat.Negs eft, und,
fed in unii,sig éh:’s‘.i.%‘;e inidem. Hoceft teftimonii fiu quod maius eft) Quod ma
ius efthocloco fupeft. Quiateftificatus eft.) ip meuosTigune.i.quod teftificatus eft. 1
"~ Habet teftimonit dei infe.) Deiredundat. Quind credit filio.) Gt:aecg’no. eﬂﬁ!:lo,
feddeo. Mendacem facit.) Grace eft fecit,memoinnsp. (%mano credit.) iriden * 'si
xepi.quiano aredidit.  Hac defcribo.) Tairaipga et haecfaripfiHoclocograeca e
.dentalatinis,fed uercor nefint deprauata. ¥ypada iy T8¢ wistdp g To OVouE T o T
863, Toce e, 51 Yool Budhuion ¥xaTe, ) Tree ristinTe e  cvoua ¥ ot T Deovide ﬁ:rll:_iﬁ uobis,qui credi
‘tis in nomine filij dei,ut {ciatis ¢ uitam aternam habetis, & ut credatis innoie filij dei

e The annotation reads as follows:

Bojko, Reid, & Ross Tyndale Conference



135

o ““There are three that bear witness in heaven.” In the Greek manuscript, I find only this
concerning the threefold testimony “Because there are three that bear witness: the Spirit,
and the water, and the blood, and these three are one.” Here there is a redundancy. It is
not “one” (unum), but “unto one” (in unum), that is, ‘toward the same thing’ (in idem).
"This is the testimony of God, which is greater." The words “which is greater” remain in
this place. “Because he has testified.” Then there is another redundancy. “Who does not
believe the Son.” In Greek it is not the Son but God. “Makes Him a liar.” In Greek it is
has made (perfect tense). “Because he does not believe.” I transcribe these things as I find
them: “These things I have written...” At this point the Greek does not correspond to
the Latin; however, I fear that the Greek manuscripts have been corrupted.”
(Translation provided by Copilot)

e FErasmus's annotation explains why the Greek text before him lacked the heavenly witnesses (“in
heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost...”), while the Latin Vulgate contained them. He
notes the discrepancy and expresses concern that the Greek manuscripts available to him may
have suffered corruption. This statement became significant in later debates about Erasmus's view
of the Johannine Comma because it indicates that in 1516, he did not simply dismiss the Latin
reading as an interpolation, but regarded the disagreement between Greek and Latin as a textual
problem requiring explanation.

e Erasmus’s 2™ edition from 1519 also omitted the Comma from both columns of his diglot.

1519 Erasmus 2" Edition

Nl Yl s W e B T e e —_ lr.llt“..r L o7 31 \-IHA Bl WAL A ) S AAEALAR

wielud &p & BAddax, S1e 7pde wapsr  fpiritus eftueritas . Quoniam tres funt
sagTUgodiiTsg , P Wi, k) Svdeg,hed  qui teftimonitl dantfpititus, &aqua.&

v P '
% Gipran fanguis,
There are three that bear witness: the For there are three who bear witness: the
Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and these
these three are one. three are one.

e The 2" edition of Erasmus also omitted the three heavenly witnesses. The following is Erasmus’
expanded annotation regarding his decision.
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1519 Erasmus Annotation

- —— L ngiud AN ANAT BAAN LAR AFALAL -tv-:f-.-_-_u TEALAASALILSASL RO ANSILE A% RS CLLWALKIED WLLILAD il
¢ Tres funt qui telimonium-dant i ceelo.) In greeco codice tantum hoc reperio detey
imonio triplici, 6 7p&g Eroip &1 magTugodliTeg, ® s N2 T vd'e , WY B &rssyid el
fuoniam tres funt qui teftificantar, (piritus,& aqua,& fanguis. | '
ﬁﬁt hi tres unum funt.) Hi,redundat, fiifi .quog interpres adiecit explicanda fententia
gratia.Negs eft,unum,fed in unum,iig » &umw,id eft,in idem,ut uerbum uerbo reddam.
E?n eft tetimonium dei quod maiuseft.) Quod maius eft,hocloco fupereft. 4
 uia teftificatus eft.) %p uesagrionns,id eff,quod teflificatus eft. 4/ Habetteftimo
hium def in (e.) Déi;redundat. ¢/ Qui non credit filio.) Graece non eft filio,fed deo.
'{fMendacem facit,) Graece eft fecit, memolumsy, ,ﬂ'Quf& 0o credit.) 571 ov wemrisduneg,
d eft,quia non credidit.  § T defaribo.) ravre ¥yeade, id eft, hac foripfi. Hocloco
a diffident A Latinis,fed uereor ne fint deprauata. ¥yeale iy Toie wisehovarp kg &
Dvoe TR f(ou T Dol , e ud'iTe, 071 Joltd edviop ¥xere, €\ ive wisednre tig 0 cvoua T You
™ eon,id eft,feripli uobis,qui areditis in nomine filij dei, ut fciatis quod uftam xterna ha
betis,& ut credatis in nomine filijdei, _§7 Q uaspoftulamus.) & krixoplu, ideft,qua
poftulauimus,prateritotempore. 7 Qui fcit fratrem.) 2y 710 iy, id eft, {i quis [ciat.

e The annotation in the 2™ edition of Erasmus from 1519 differing slightly from the 1 edition from
1516.

o “There are three who bear witness in heaven." In the Greek manuscript I find only this
concerning the threefold testimony: "For there are three that bear witness: the Spirit, and
the water, and the blood; and these three are one." "And these three are one." This is
redundant, unless perhaps it was added by way of explanation of the sense. It is not
one (unum), but unto one (in unum), that is, into the same thing (in idem), if I may render
word for word. "This is the testimony of God, which is greater." The words "which is
greater” remain in this place. "Because He has testified." That is, because He has borne
witness. "He has the witness of God in him." The word of God is redundant. "He who
does not believe the Son." In Greek it is not the Son but God. "Makes Him a liar." In
Greek it is has made (fecit), not makes. "Because he does not believe." That is, because
he has not believed. I transcribe these things: "These things I have written." That is, "I
have written these things to you who believe in the name of the Son of God, that you may
know that you have eternal life, and that you may believe in the name of the Son of God."
At this point the Greek differs from the Latin, but I fear that the Greek manuscripts have
been corrupted.” (Translation provided by Copilot)

e Between the 1516 and 1519 editions, Erasmus did not alter his basic description of the textual
situation regarding the heavenly witnesses. In both annotations, he stated that the Greek
manuscripts available to him contained only the testimony of the Spirit, the water, and the blood,
and he concluded by observing that the Greek text did not correspond to the Latin text while
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expressing concern that the Greek manuscripts may have been corrupted. The principal
development in the 1519 annotation is that Erasmus added an explanation concerning the phrase
“and these three are one,” which he regarded as redundant and suggested may have been added
by an interpreter to clarify the sense. Thus, while the 1519 annotation expands the discussion of
the earthly witnesses and offers additional textual observations, it does not add any new direct
discussion of the heavenly witnesses themselves. Instead, Erasmus continued to note their
absence from the Greek manuscripts known to him and retained his earlier observation that the
divergence between the Greek and Latin traditions raised the possibility of corruption in the
Greek textual tradition.

e  Martin Luther translated the Greek New Testament in German in 1522. Utilizing the 2" edition of
Erasmus from 1519 as his primary Greek text, Luther omitted the Comma in his famous
September Testament.

1522 Luther New Testament
S —

tﬂ'S/Dcr daseug et /045 gcm yoarbeptift / enn Dy find dicda 3cus
Qeli/bcrgev&/gho baswajjer/ynd 0ss L lt, t_/ynb o] { Dzemum eynis/

e ane meal i S miealYaus d

For there are three that bear witness: the Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and the three are one.

e Notably, as in Erasmus's 1516 and 1519 Greek texts, Luther's 1522 New Testament moves
directly to the earthly witnesses ("the Spirit, the water, and the blood") and does not contain the
Comma Johanneum ("the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and these three are one"). This
reflects the Greek text available to Luther at the time.

e Erasmus's omission of the Comma Johanneum from the first two editions of his Greek New
Testament (1516 and 1519) sparked considerable controversy because the passage was familiar
from the Latin Vulgate and had long been used in discussions of the doctrine of the Trinity.
Erasmus explained that he had omitted the words because he could not find them in the Greek
manuscripts available to him, not because he rejected Trinitarian doctrine. Nevertheless, some
critics questioned his orthodoxy and accused him of weakening or undermining an important
proof text for the Trinity. Erasmus repeatedly defended himself against these charges, insisting
that he fully affirmed the doctrine and that his editorial decisions were based on the Greek textual
evidence rather than on theological doubts.

e A famous legend later arose from this controversy, commonly known as the "rash wager."
According to the traditional story, Erasmus promised that he would include the Comma if a single
Greek manuscript could be produced containing it. When such a manuscript was later presented,
Erasmus allegedly felt obligated to keep his word and therefore included the Comma Johanneum
in his 3" edition of 1522. The story has often been repeated as an explanation for the passage's
entry into later editions of the Textus Receptus. Modern scholarship, however, has questioned
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whether Erasmus ever made such a promise, and many scholars now regard the wager itself as a
later embellishment of a more complex historical dispute. What remains clear is that the
controversy over the Comma brought Erasmus's textual methods under intense scrutiny and even
led some opponents to cast suspicion upon his Trinitarian orthodoxy, despite his repeated
affirmations of the doctrine.

e In 1522 Erasmus included I John 5:7 in the Greek text of his 3™ edition.

1522 Erasmus 3" Edition
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For there are three that bear witness in heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and these three
are one.

e This is the portion of 1 John 5:7 that was absent from Erasmus's 1516 and 1519 Greek New
Testaments but appeared in his 1522 edition and later editions. The image appears to show the
transition from the heavenly witnesses ("the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit") to the earthly
witnesses that follow in verse 8. In addition to including the Greek text in his 3™ edition, Erasmus
also wrote the longest annotation to date commenting on the Comma.

1522 Erasmus Annotation
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e The 1522 expanded annotation reads as follows:

Tamafi

o “There are three who bear witness in heaven." In the Greek manuscripts I formerly found
only this concerning the threefold testimony: "For there are three who bear witness: the
Spirit, and the water, and the blood; and these three are one." The divine Jerome, in the
prologue to the Canonical Epistles, complains that this passage had been corrupted by
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unfaithful translators and removed from Latin manuscripts. Therefore, following the
authority of that edition, we have restored this passage. Cyril also seems to have used this
passage in Book Twelve of his work. Again, John himself says in the same epistle: "Who
is he that overcomes the world except he who believes that Jesus is the Son of God? This
is he who came by water and blood, Jesus Christ; not by water only, but by water and
blood. And the Spirit bears witness, because the Spirit is truth. For there are three who
bear witness, the Spirit, the water, and the blood; and these three are one." If one removes
the testimony of the Father, the Word, and the Spirit, one weakens the force of the
argument. The Spirit bears witness because the Spirit is truth. The water and the blood
bear witness. And these three are one. If we receive the testimony of men, the testimony
of God is greater, and so forth. Thus Cyril, whether through the mistake of orthodox
copyists or otherwise, appears very clearly in these books to cite the testimony
concerning the divinity of the Son. This could not be the case unless he had read it in his
manuscript, or unless he believed this testimony had been inserted into Scripture by the
Apostle. At this place Bede complains that certain Greeks, when they frequently read the
threefold testimony on earth, made no mention of the testimony in heaven concerning the
Father, the Word, and the Spirit. Nor should we lightly dismiss the judgment of so learned
a man in examining ancient manuscripts. Yet, in one Greek manuscript from the library of
the Minorites at Antwerp, I found written in the margin: "the testimony of the Father, the
Word, and the Spirit," but written in a recent hand, and apparently contemporary with that
annotation. But one might ask why I did not discuss this matter more fully. I preferred not
to do so, although Jerome's authority urges me in that direction. I do not clearly
understand Jerome's meaning, although he seems at times to speak rather harshly and
somewhat inconsistently with himself. Nevertheless, I do not see enough reason why
Jerome should be charged with error in this passage. Therefore, if there was any mistake,
we corrected it according to the standard of truth, but restored the proper order. For the
first enumeration is that of James, one; Peter, two; John, three; Jude, one. What was said
about the omission by unfaithful translators was intended so that no ambiguity might be
created among the Gentiles and so that the Arians might not attack the truth, especially in
that passage in the First Epistle of John where we read concerning the unity of the Trinity.
Yet in all the ancient copies, only the words concerning the water, the blood, and the
Spirit are found in that place and edition; the testimony of the Father, the Word, and the
Holy Spirit is omitted, though upon it especially rests the strength of the catholic faith,
and by it the unity of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, the one divine essence, is
established. Thus far Jerome. Whether he used Greek manuscripts from which that
reading had already disappeared, or whether he knew only manuscripts that contained it,
is uncertain. At present, however, this passage is found in the Greek manuscripts, though
it is lacking in all the manuscripts of the Latins. Therefore Jerome appears to have
complained of the error of the translators, not of the Greek exemplars. Yet the matter
remains doubtful. If the Arians, just as the Latins, used this argument, that does not prove
that the passage was rightly written by the Apostle, especially since ecclesiastical usage
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often approves what it has received. But if this were not so, I do not see who would be
able to determine which passages should be retained and which rejected. Yet in the
investigation of Holy Scripture I follow the judgment of Christ rather than the opinions of
men, however numerous. Whoever pronounces those corrupt who differ from himself
condemns others too readily. Why should one call the reading false if it has not been
publicly altered? What Cyril read among the Greeks is what the Greek manuscripts now
contain. If among us Augustine and Bede read no more than that, or if they did read more,
why did none of them employ Jerome's argument, which certainly should have taught the
genuine reading if it had been handed down to them? But someone will say: was not this
passage very useful against the Arians? First, that argument applies equally among
Greeks and Latins, since both once had the same reading. Nor would that passage alone
have been useful against them, because they themselves doubtless indicated the reading
by which they sought to defend their position. But suppose they granted that the
testimony of the water, blood, and Spirit is one. They would reply that the three are one
not in nature but in agreement of testimony. Should we think the Arians so foolish that
they would not interpret the passage in the same way concerning the Father, the Word,
and the Spirit? Indeed, Augustine rejects such an interpretation in disputing against the
Arian Maximinus, explaining this passage as referring to the three testimony-bearers
according to the customary gloss. "And the three are one," he says, "that is, they are of
one substance." This does not establish the faith but rather presupposes the faith. For to
those who are more kindly disposed we can make the same point from many passages.
Perhaps this passage should be understood more sharply if we are to render the same
meaning as those who, with excessive curiosity, attempt to determine how the three differ
from one another and from the Spirit. Certainly I do not see how what Arius denied could
be proved from this reasoning, nor how the matter could be demonstrated. Since the
whole passage is obscure, it cannot greatly help in refuting heretics. But of these matters
we have replied sufficiently to the slanderer in the Apology. I will add only this: Stunica
repeatedly objected that the Rhodian manuscript, whose authority alone he relied upon,
had not supplied this reading from the Greek text but had adapted it from the Latin
copies, as was evident from the rule of the language. Yet among the English there has
now been found one Greek manuscript which contains what we have published in our
editions: "For there are three who bear witness in heaven: the Father, the Word, and the
Holy Spirit, and these three are one. And there are three who bear witness on earth: the
Spirit, the water, and the blood, and these three are one." Although I suspect that this
manuscript was prepared for that very purpose, nevertheless, since the passage is found in
Greek manuscripts, namely: "And there are three who bear witness on earth," therefore,
having been advised by this British manuscript, we have restored what was said to be
lacking in our editions, lest anyone have occasion to slander us further.” (Translation
provided by Copilot)
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e The 1522 annotation represents a substantial expansion of Erasmus's earlier comments on 1 John
5:7. Whereas the 1519 annotation primarily noted that the Greek manuscripts available to him
lacked the heavenly witnesses and briefly discussed related textual details, the 1522 annotation
introduces a much broader defense of the passage's inclusion. Erasmus appeals to the testimony
of Jerome, who had complained that the passage was omitted from certain copies, and he adds
discussions of other patristic witnesses, including Cyril, Bede, and Augustine. He also argues that
removing the testimony of the Father, Word, and Holy Spirit weakens the flow of the argument in
the epistle, while exploring the significance of the passage in the context of debates with the
Arians.

e The most important new material concerns Erasmus's explanation for why the heavenly witnesses
now appeared in his printed Greek text. In the 1522 annotation, he responds to criticisms
surrounding the passage, discusses the reliability of various manuscripts, and reports that a Greek
manuscript from Britain contained the reading. Although he expresses some reservations about
the manuscript and acknowledges lingering uncertainties, he states that this manuscript led him to
restore the passage to his edition. As a result, the 1522 annotation moves beyond the relatively
brief textual observations of 1519 and becomes a detailed discussion of the manuscript evidence,
patristic testimony, theological arguments, and editorial decisions related to the Comma
Johanneum.

e By the time William Tyndale began his translation work in 1525 and 1526 the 3™ edition of
Erasmus from 1522 would have been viewed as the most up-to-date edition of the Greek
available. Therefore, Tyndale utilized the 3™ edition of Erasmus as his base Greek text. As we
have already seen, this prompted Tyndale to include the Comma in his 1526 Worms New
Testament whereas Luther left it out of his 1522 September Testament.

1526 Worms New Testament
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e The controversy regarding 1 John 5:7 continued throughout the 1520s and 1530s. Erasmus’s 41
edition of the Greek New Testament from 1527 included the verse in the text along with the
longest annotation to date running a full three pages.

1527 Erasmus 4™ Edition
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& filio & (piritu fancto,& hitres unum funt,accipi poffe de confenfu chariratis ac teftis

monij.Ndc his uerbis loannes afferuit eandem effentiam patris & filij & fpiricus{andi..

Principio quod colligunt ueriflimum eft, patris & il & lpiritus fanGi candem elfe nay
turam fim t1i4:{i1‘u-mu-h & individuam.[d 'niEdTer, non uere nalcererur & patre filius, nec
ue:efpﬁslgnﬁus i patre filioqs peederer,utiqp deus de fubftantia dei. De collectioe rantii
agimus,Conftat hicagi de fide teftimonij,non de fubftantia pnfunarw.Quud fi ':J“,[’
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698 ANNOTATIONES

tis alijs locis haee uox,unfi,confenfum fonat non unitar€ indiuidui, quid abfurdi fit,fihic .
fimiliter interpretemur.Quoties legimus in utrogs teftaméto,cor unum, fpiritum & ani
fnam unam,os und,mentem und,quum cofenfus ac mutua charitas fignificaturs Is enim
fermonis tropus quii tam familiaris it divinis uoluminibus,quid uetat an minus & hic
firniliter accipiatursDiis [oannis decimo dicit:Ego & pater uni {umus. Hoc teftimonio

uomodo profternetur Arianus:nifi doceas uni in literis facris non appellari, nifi qua
?u'nt eiufdé fubftantiz. Nic quum innumera loca fuppetant,quas docent intelligide con
fenfu mutuady beniuolétia,ad confirmanda opinioné orthodoxi ualf.:hu,ad retcundendd
hzeretici pertinaciam nd uideo quanti ualear. Quod auté Chriftus ibi loquatur de cocor
dia quam habet cii patre,probabili cSiectura colligitur,quod Chriftus non refpondes ad
id quod dixerat (efe unii ci patre,fed quod deum appellabat patrem fuum, ey fingulard
modo uocabat filii dei.Et apud loannem xvij. Pater fancie,inquit, ferua eos in nomine
ewo quos dedifti mihi,ut fing und ficut 8 nos.Ac rurfus,ut omnes unum fint ficut tw pas
ter in me, & ego in te,ut & ipfiinnobis uni fint, Totus hic locus de confenfu charitatis
ac teltimonij ractat,& uelimus nolimus cogimur illud unum aliter interpretari de nobis
& de perfonis diuinis.Non igitur conftringit locus nifi compellat orthodoxorum autor
ritas, & ecclefia prafcriptio,docens hiic loci aliter exponi n pofle.Pium autem eff no
ftrum fenfum femper ecclefiz iudicio fubmittere,fimul atcp claram illius fententiam au/
dierimus.Nec interim tamen nefas eft citra contentionem {crutari uerii,ut deus alijs alia
patefacit.Sed ut ad lectionis negocium redeamusex his qua comemorauimus conftat,
&¢ L atinorum & Gracorum codices uariare,Mead fententia nullii periculii eft quaciqs
letionem amplectaris,Nam quod ait Thomas de particula ab haereticis addita,primum
n affirmat,fed ait dicitur,Alioqui ecclefia catholica per orbem terrarii amplecteretur,

uod ab hareticis eflet adulteratii. lllud rorquebit grimaticos,quomodo de {pi,aqua &

anguine diciftres fune qui, & hi uni funt, prafertim qui fpiritus,aqua & fanguis apud
Giraecos fint neutri generis. Verum apoftolus magis refpexit fenfum & uerba,pro tribus
teftibus,quali eribus perfonis, fuppofuit tres res,fpiritti,aquam & fanguinem.Quod ge
rtus i dicas.aualis fis arifex,ipfum xdificium teftis eft,

e The 1527 annotation reads as follows:

o "There are three who bear witness in heaven." In the Greek manuscript I formerly found
only this concerning the threefold testimony: "For there are three that bear witness: the
Spirit, and the water, and the blood." That is: "For there are three that testify: the Spirit,
and the water, and the blood." The divine Jerome, in the prologue to the Canonical
Epistles, complains that this passage had been corrupted by Latin translators and that
among some copies the testimony of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit had been omitted.
Yet, following our edition, Cyril also appears to have included this passage in his work
Against Julian, Book XIII, near the end. Again, John says in the same epistle: "Who is he
that overcomes the world except he who believes that Jesus is the Son of God? This is he
who came through water and blood and Spirit, Jesus Christ; not in water alone, but in
water and blood. And the Spirit is he who bears witness, because the Spirit is truth. For
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there are three who bear witness: the Spirit, the water, and the blood; and these three are
one. If we receive the testimony of men, the testimony of God is greater," etc. Thus far
Cyril, whether through error or through orthodox sources. And although he argues there
against the Arians, it is unlikely that he omitted that testimony, since from it he could
have made a particularly strong argument, if he had either read it or believed it had been
written by the Apostle. Bede likewise narrates this passage carefully, and although he
accurately expounds the threefold testimony on earth in many words, he makes no
mention of the testimony in heaven of the Father, Word, and Spirit. Nor, however, should
the knowledge of so learned a man be entirely disregarded, nor should diligence in
examining ancient manuscripts be lacking. Moreover, in this place he indeed added only
the words concerning the earthly witnesses: "There are three who bear witness." In the
manuscript supplied to me from the library of the Minorites at Antwerp, a marginal note
was written: "concerning the testimony of the Father, Word, and Spirit," but by a recent
hand, so that the addition appears to have been contemporary with the annotation. But
one may ask why I wished this section not to be omitted. We are urged by the authority of
Jerome, which I indeed do not wish to reject, although he seems at times somewhat harsh
and, at times, somewhat inconsistent with himself. Yet I do not sufficiently understand
what Jerome's intention was in this place. Jerome's words are these: "But, just as we have
recently corrected the Evangelists according to the standard of truth, so also we have
restored the proper order to these. For the first enumeration is one of James, two of Peter,
three of John, and one of Jude. Which having been translated faithfully into Latin by
unfaithful translators, produced ambiguities for readers and gave occasion to heretics;
especially in that place concerning the unity of the Trinity in the First Epistle of John,
where we find that much has been omitted by unfaithful translators from the truth of the
faith, namely only the three words concerning the water, blood, and Spirit being retained
in that edition, while the testimony of the Father, Word, and Spirit was omitted, though
upon this especially the catholic faith is strengthened and the one divine essence of
Father, Son, and Holy Spirit is established." Thus far Jerome's words. From these words it
is clear that Jerome either used Greek manuscripts from which this reading had already
disappeared, or manuscripts that agreed with the Latin. Yet now this passage is found in
Greek manuscripts, although the omitted reading is found in Latin manuscripts, though
not in all of them. Therefore Jerome appears to have complained about the error of
translators, not about Greek exemplars. But even if Greek exemplars had the reading
which we use, the matter would still remain uncertain. For Arians, just like the Latins,
used arguments from Scripture, although ecclesiastical usage may have accepted one
reading over another. If this were not so, I do not see who could determine from ordinary
usage which passages ought to be retained. Yet in Christ's sacred Scriptures I seek truth
rather than the authority of men, although I freely acknowledge that in explaining
difficult matters I have in some measure grown old among the writings of learned men.
Whoever condemns a reading as corrupt merely because it differs from his own judges
too rashly. If Cyril read among the Greeks what is now found in Greek manuscripts, and
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if Augustine and Bede among us either read only this or, if they read both forms, did not
employ Jerome's argument which should have taught them the genuine reading, then the
matter remains unresolved. But someone may say: "This passage was very effective
against the Arians." First, since among both Greeks and Latins there once existed a varied
reading, this passage alone would have carried little weight against them, because each
side could appeal to the reading favorable to itself. But let us suppose they did not dispute
the reading and admitted that the testimony of the water, blood, and Spirit is one. They
would reply that the three are one, not by nature, but by agreement in testimony. Do we
think the Arians so foolish that they would not interpret the passage in the same way
concerning the Father, Word, and Spirit? that they would not interpret this passage
concerning the Father, the Word, and the Spirit in the same way, especially since
orthodox writers themselves interpret a similar passage in the Gospels in this manner, and
Augustine, in disputing with the Arian Maximinus, does not reject that interpretation.
Indeed, when treating this very passage, he explains it according to the ordinary gloss, as
though the words had been inserted parenthetically: "And these three are one," that is,
they testify concerning the same thing. This does not establish faith, but rather
presupposes faith, if we desire to deal gently with those less learned than ourselves.
Perhaps the passage would serve better for those who curiously investigate how the Son
differs from the Father, or how both differ from the Spirit. Certainly, I do not see how the
Arians could be convinced by this argument, nor do I see how the matter could be
demonstrated from this reasoning. Since the whole passage is obscure, it cannot be of
very great value for refuting heretics. But concerning these matters we have responded
sufficiently to the slanderer in the Apologia. I will add this: when Stunica repeatedly
asserted that the Rhodian manuscript, upon whose authority he greatly relied, did not
provide this reading from the Greek text, but rather that it had been brought into
agreement with the Latin copies, as was obvious from the character of the language. Yet,
lest anything should remain doubtful, a Greek manuscript has been found among the
English in which there appears what is lacking in the common editions. It is written in
this manner: "For there are three who bear witness in heaven: the Father, the Word, and
the Holy Spirit, and these three are one. And there are three who bear witness on earth:
the Spirit, the water, and the blood, and these three bear witness." Although I do not think
this was done without design, since in the copies known to us the passage is not repeated
in this manner: "And there are three who bear witness on earth." Therefore, prompted by
this British manuscript, we restored in our editions what was said to be lacking, lest
anyone should continue to accuse us falsely. Nevertheless, I suspect that this manuscript
was corrected for our benefit. I consulted two manuscripts, very old and faithfully
preserved among the Franciscans at Bruges in the library of Donatianus. Neither
contained the testimony of the Father, the Word, and the Spirit. Nor was it added in the
margin of either manuscript. Concerning the earthly witnesses the text simply read:
"There are three who bear witness: the Spirit, the water, and the blood." In the manuscript
of Constantine, however, after the testimony concerning the water, blood, and Spirit,
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there was added: "the Father, the Word, and the Spirit, and these three are one," but the
words "bear witness" and the pronoun "these" were not added. In the manuscript shown
to me from the public library of the Basel school there was no testimony of the Father,
Word, and Spirit, but only that of the Spirit, water, and blood. Thereafter the learned and
diligent Paulus Bombasius, at my request, copied for me from a manuscript in the Vatican
Library a passage in which the testimony of the Father, Word, and Spirit was likewise
absent. If antiquity carries authority, and if that witness from the Vatican Library is
trustworthy, it is certainly of great weight. This reading agrees with the Aldine edition.
What Laurentius read is not entirely certain. Afterwards the Spanish edition came to our
attention, differing from all the others. It reads: "For there are three who bear witness: the
Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit, and these three are one. And there are three who
bear witness: the Spirit, the water, and the blood." First, this differs from the British
manuscript because it omitted the articles which the British manuscript included before
Father, Word, and Spirit. Secondly, the British manuscript had: "and these three," while
the Spanish edition has simply: "the three." The same difference appears in the words
concerning the Spirit, water, and blood. Furthermore, the British manuscript added: "on
earth,” in connection with the earthly witnesses, whereas this was not added in the
Spanish edition. In my judgment, the phrase "are one" seems to be a Hebrew way of
speaking, just as when someone says: "I and the Father are one." The Spanish editors
added in their scholia and determinations, attributed to Thomas, that according to
corrected manuscripts, after the testimony of the Spirit, water, and blood there should be
added: "and these three are one.” This they no doubt inserted to strengthen their argument
against the Arian doctrine. For if this is not added, it cannot easily be explained how there
is a unity of testimony when the Spirit, water, and blood are not one in nature. From this
the further consequence would follow that the statement concerning the Father, Son, and
Holy Spirit, "and these three are one," might likewise be understood of agreement in
testimony. Yet John is advancing the same essence of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.
The principle from which they argue is this: that the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit possess
one and the same nature. But this does not follow. For it is not true that the Son is
generated by the Father, nor that the Holy Spirit proceeds from the Father and the Son,
because both are of the substance of God. We are therefore dealing here with an argument
drawn from collection and inference. Here the testimony concerns the faith, not the
substance of the persons. in other passages this expression signifies agreement rather than
numerical unity of an individual thing, and there would be nothing absurd if we
understood it similarly here. How often do we read in both Testaments that those who are
one in mind, one in purpose, one in affection, are said to be one. This figure of speech is
so common in the sacred books that there is no reason why it should not be understood in
the same way here. In John chapter 10 the Lord says: "I and the Father are one." How
would an Arian answer this testimony, unless you first prove that in the Sacred Scriptures
things are not called one except when they are of the same substance? Since countless
passages teach that unity can be understood in a benevolent or harmonious sense, such
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passages seem more useful for confirming the orthodox position than for overcoming the
stubbornness of heretics. Moreover, from what Christ says there concerning honoring the
Father, a probable inference may be drawn that Christ was not replying to the statement
that he was one with the Father, but rather to the fact that he called God his Father and
uniquely called himself the Son of God. Likewise in John 17: "Holy Father, keep those
whom thou hast given me in thy name, that they may be one as we are one." Again: "That
all may be one; as thou, Father, art in me, and I in thee, that they also may be one in us."
The whole passage speaks of a unity of love and testimony. Therefore, unless we are
willing to interpret the word one differently when applied to us than when applied to the
divine persons, this passage compels no certain conclusion. Thus the passage does not
constrain us, unless the authority of orthodox writers and the decree of the Church require
that it be understood otherwise. It is indeed a pious and sound practice always to submit
one's understanding to the judgment of the Church whenever the meaning is not clear.
Meanwhile, however, it is not right to raise bitter controversies over matters that God
may have preferred to leave less fully explained. Returning to the question of the reading
itself, it is clear from what we have discussed that both Latin and Greek manuscripts
vary. In my judgment there is no danger in accepting either reading. For what Thomas
says, namely that the passage was added by heretics, he does not affirm outright but
merely reports. Otherwise the Catholic Church throughout the world would have
accepted as genuine something corrupted by heretics. The grammatical argument also has
little force, namely that after speaking of the Spirit, water, and blood it says: "There are
three who bear witness, and these three are one," especially since Spirit, water, and blood
are neuter nouns among the Greeks. Rather, the Apostle seems to have considered the
meaning more than the grammatical form, and instead of three witnesses as though they
were three persons, he set forth three things: spirit, water, and blood. Since this is so,
whatever sort of craftsman one may be, the structure itself bears witness to the point.”
(Translation provided by Copilot)

e The annotation accompanying Erasmus's 1527 4™ edition represents a significant expansion of the
discussion first introduced in the 1522 edition. Whereas the 1522 annotation largely focused on
explaining the inclusion of the Comma Johanneum after the appearance of a Greek manuscript
containing the passage, the 1527 annotation develops into a far more detailed investigation of
both the manuscript evidence and the interpretation of the text. Erasmus broadens his survey of
the available witnesses by discussing multiple Greek manuscripts, including the British
manuscript, manuscripts from Bruges, the Antwerp Minorite manuscript, a Basel manuscript, a
Vatican manuscript, and the text of the Complutensian Polyglot. Rather than merely reporting the
existence of a manuscript containing the Comma, he compares readings among the various
witnesses and notes points of agreement and disagreement.

o The 1527 annotation also reveals Erasmus's continued caution regarding the textual evidence.
While retaining the Comma in the printed text, he again expresses suspicion about the British
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manuscript that had prompted its inclusion and observes differences between that manuscript and
other sources known to him. As a result, the annotation moves beyond a simple defense of the
passage's inclusion and becomes a broader examination of competing textual traditions. In doing
so, Erasmus demonstrates an increasing interest in weighing the evidence of individual
manuscripts rather than relying on a single witness.

A further development in the 1527 annotation is the substantial expansion of Erasmus's discussion
of the phrase, "and these three are one." He argues that similar language elsewhere in Scripture
can signify unity of agreement, testimony, or purpose rather than numerical or essential unity. To
illustrate this point, he appeals to passages such as John 10 and John 17, where the concept of
being "one" is used in different contexts. This leads Erasmus into a more extensive consideration
of how the text was employed in Trinitarian controversies and whether it could serve as a decisive
argument against Arian interpretations.

By the conclusion of the annotation, Erasmus adopts a notably measured position regarding the
variant readings. Although he continues to print the Comma Johanneum, he emphasizes the
existence of variation among both Greek and Latin witnesses and states that he perceives no
danger in accepting either reading. The result is an annotation that is considerably more
expansive than its 1522 predecessor, combining textual criticism, manuscript comparison, and
theological reflection into Erasmus's most detailed discussion of the Comma Johanneum up to
that point.

Erasmus’s Impact On Tyndale

As noted above, Tyndale followed Erasmus’s 3™ edition from 1522 and included the Comma in
his 1526 Worms New Testament without any textual markings. This changed in 1534 when
Tyndale revised his New Testament and again in 1535. Consider once again the following 3
images.

1526 Worms New Testament
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1534 NeW Testament
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1535 New Testament

e Was the purpose of the parenetical markings around 1 John 5:7 in Tyndale’s 1534 and 1535
revisions designed to reflect textual doubt as expressed in the annotations of Erasmus?

e In an effort to determine whether William Tyndale ever explicitly explained the significance of
the parenthetical markings surrounding 1 John 5:7 in his 1534 New Testament, several portions of
the 1534 revision were examined. These included the general prologues to the New Testament,
the prologue to the Epistles of John, and the end material printed with the 1534 edition. Across all
of this material, no direct statement was located in which Tyndale explains that parentheses were
intended to denote a textual variant, a doubtful reading, an interpolation, or material absent from
some Greek manuscripts.

e The general prologues were reviewed first. While Tyndale discusses his use of marginal notes,
explanatory comments, and various reader aids, no explanation was found regarding the use of
parentheses within the biblical text itself. Likewise, no discussion was located concerning the
textual status of 1 John 5:7, the Comma Johanneum, or the manuscript evidence underlying that
passage.

e The Prologue to the Epistles of St. John was then examined. Although Tyndale provides a
theological overview of the Johannine epistles, emphasizing faith, justification, love, and
opposition to heresy, he does not specifically mention 1 John 5:7. Nor does he discuss the Three
Heavenly Witnesses, the doctrine of the Trinity in connection with that verse, Erasmus's treatment
of the passage, or any textual controversy relating to it. Most importantly for this inquiry, no
explanation of the parenthetical formatting found in the biblical text was identified.

e Finally, the end material accompanying the 1534 New Testament was reviewed. This section
consisted primarily of lectionary and liturgical material rather than textual or editorial
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commentary. No discussion was found regarding 1 John 5:7, textual variants, or the significance
of parentheses.

e Beyond Tyndale's own writings, a search was made for modern discussions of the issue. While a
number of articles and discussions address Tyndale's inclusion of the Comma Johanneum and his
dependence upon Erasmus's third edition of the Greek New Testament, very few discuss the
parenthetical presentation of the passage in the 1534 edition specifically. Sources were located
that examine the history of the Comma Johanneum and its appearance in early English Bibles, but
no source was identified that cites a direct statement from Tyndale explaining the purpose of the
parentheses around 1 John 5:7.

e Accordingly, the present investigation has established the following:
o The general prologues of the 1534 New Testament were checked.
o The Prologue to the Epistles of St. John was checked.
o The end material of the 1534 New Testament was checked.

o Modern online discussions concerning Tyndale and the Comma Johanneum were
surveyed.

e Based upon these sources, no direct statement by William Tyndale has been located explaining
either:

o why 1 John 5:7 was enclosed in parentheses in the 1534 & 1535 editions, or
o what those parentheses were intended to signify.

e Likewise, no direct discussion by Tyndale of the textual status of 1 John 5:7 has been identified in
the materials examined. Consequently, any interpretation of the parentheses as a textual-critical
marker remains an inference that would need to be demonstrated from the typography of the
edition itself, comparison with other parenthetical passages in the 1534 New Testament,
contemporary printing conventions, or other external evidence rather than from an explicit
statement by Tyndale.

e The same could be said for Tyndale’s 1535 revision.
e The parenthetical presentation of 1 John 5:7 in Tyndale's 1534 and 1535 New Testament is
consistent with the possibility that Tyndale was influenced by the textual doubts expressed in

Erasmus's annotations of 1522 and 1527. Since Tyndale depended extensively upon Erasmus's
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work and no alternative explanation has yet been identified in Tyndale's own writings, the
connection is plausible. Nevertheless, no known statement from Tyndale explicitly confirms that
the parentheses were intended to communicate Erasmus's reservations about the passage.

English Bibles After Tyndale

Since we cannot find any explication from the pen of Tyndale himself it behooves us to look at
what can be gleaned by considering other Reformation Era English Bibles.

The first complete English Bible was published by Myles Coverdale in 1535. In the case of 1
John 5:7, Coverdale followed Tyndale’s 1534 revision in placing paratheses around 1 John 5:7.
Like Tyndale, Coverdale offered no marginal explanation for why he did so.

1535 Coverdale Bible
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An examination of the prologue to Myles Coverdale's 1535 Bible did not uncover any explicit
explanation of the significance of parentheses, brackets, or other editorial marks placed around
portions of the biblical text. Although Coverdale discusses his translation method, acknowledges
the possibility of translation and printing errors, and encourages the correction of mistakes when
they are discovered, he does not explain the purpose of parenthetical markings.

Likewise, no discussion was found concerning 1 John 5:7, the Three Heavenly Witnesses, the
Comma Johanneum, manuscript evidence, or any textual controversy associated with that
passage. The prologue contains general remarks about translation and interpretation but does not
address the textual status of any specific verse in the New Testament.

Accordingly, the evidence presently available from Coverdale's prologue does not provide a basis
for determining why certain passages may have been enclosed in parentheses, nor does it offer
any direct explanation of the treatment of 1 John 5:7. Any attempt to interpret such parenthetical
markings as indicators of textual doubt, variant readings, or awareness of contemporary debates
must therefore rest on evidence external to the prologue itself rather than on an express statement
by Coverdale.
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e The next Reformation Era English Bible to be published was the Matthew’s Bible in 1537. This
Bible introduced a third way of handling I John 5:7. Not only was the verse placed in parathesis it
was also printed in smaller font when compared the verses immediate before and after it.

1537 Matthew’s Bible
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e An examination of the front matter of the Matthew Bible (1537) did not reveal any explanation of
the use of parentheses or smaller type within the biblical text. Although the editors provide
extensive prefatory and instructional material, no statement was located describing a
typographical system for marking textual variants, doubtful readings, or passages of uncertain
authenticity. This finding is noteworthy because 1 John 5:7 appears in the Matthew Bible
enclosed in parentheses and printed in smaller type than the surrounding text. The formatting
clearly distinguishes the passage from its context, but the front matter does not explain the reason
for that distinction. Nor does it discuss the textual status of the Comma Johanneum itself.

e Accordingly, while the typography demonstrates that 1 John 5:7 was treated as a special case in
the Matthew Bible, the surviving front material and lack of a marginal note provides no explicit
explanation of what the parentheses or smaller type were intended to signify. Any interpretation
of those features must therefore be based on other evidence rather than on a direct statement from
the Bible's editors.

e The Great Bible from 1539 followed the Matthew’s Bible in printing 1 John 5:7 in smaller font
with parenthesis around the verse.

1539 Great Bible
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There is a Prologue in the front of the 1539 Great Bible titled, “A Prologue Explaining What Is
Meant by Certain Signs and Tokens That We Have Set in the Bible.” In this section, Myles
Coverdale the editor of the Great Bible explains why he used smaller letters in certain places.
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A Prologue Explaining What Is Meant by Certain Signs and Tokens That We Have Set in the Bible

First, whereas oftentimes you shall find a small letter in the text, it signifies that so much as is in the
small letter does abound and is more in the common translation in Latin than is found either in the

Hebrew or in the Greek. These words and sentences we have added, not only to make the same

manifest unto you, but also to satisfy and content those that heretofore have missed such sentences
in the Bibles and New Testaments before set forth. Moreover, whereas you find this sign [symbol], it
betokens a diversity and difference of reading between the Hebrews and the Chaldees in the same place.

Those differences of reading we intended to have set forth particularly unto you. But because they are

very long and tedious, and this volume is already very great and huge, we have therefore at this time left

them out, trusting hereafter to set them forth in some small volume by themselves.
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We have also (as you may see) added many hands, both in the margin of this volume and also in the text,
upon which we intended to have made, at the end of the Bible (in a table by themselves), certain godly
annotations. But because there has not yet been sufficient time allowed to the King's most honourable
council for the oversight and correction of the said annotations, we will therefore omit them until a more
convenient leisure. Doing now no more but beseech the most gentle reader that when you come to such a
place where a hand stands (or anywhere else in the Bible) and you cannot attain to the meaning and true
knowledge of that sentence, then do not rashly presume to make any private interpretation thereof, but
submit yourself to the judgment of those who are godly learned in Christ Jesus. To whom, with the Father
and Holy Ghost, be honour and praise for ever. Amen.

o This brief prologue from the Great Bible (1539) is important because it provides one of the
clearest contemporary explanations of a typographical convention used in an early English Bible.
The editors explicitly state that words and sentences printed in small letters were material found
in the traditional Latin translation but not found in the Hebrew or Greek texts. They further
explain that these readings were retained “to satisfy and content” readers who had previously
missed such passages in earlier English Bibles. As a result, the note demonstrates that sixteenth-
century English Bible editors consciously distinguished certain readings from the main text
through special typography while still preserving them for readers accustomed to the traditional
form of the Bible. For studies of passages such as 1 John 5:7, this statement is especially
significant because it proves that early English Bible publishers used textual markers to identify
material lacking support in the Hebrew or Greek originals, providing an important historical
context for interpreting the use of smaller type and other distinguishing marks in Reformation-era
Bibles.

e Also translated in 1539, the Tavener Bible translated by Richard Tavener is explicit as to why the
text of the Comma was placed in parenthesis along with smaller font. As the following
screenshot demonstrates, Tavener appended a marginal note to the verse.
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1539 Tavener’s Bible
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e The marginal note reads as follows according to Timothy Berg in an article by Peter Gurry for the
“Evangical Textual Criticism” blog.

o “This that is printed in other characters after the judgment of Erasmus in his annotations
be not the words of John, the writer of this Epistle, but came to be put in, of some other.”
(Gerry)

e Tavener’s marginal note is significant because it explicitly connects the special typography of the
passage to the textual judgments expressed by Erasmus in his annotations. According to the note,
the words printed in different characters were regarded by Erasmus as not belonging to the
original text of John's epistle but as having been introduced by another hand. At the same time,
the explanatory prologue to the Great Bible (1539) demonstrates that special typography was also
used in contemporary English Bibles to identify words and sentences found in the Latin tradition
but absent from the Hebrew or Greek text, while still preserving those readings for readers
accustomed to them. Consequently, Taverner's note is valuable not merely because it identifies the
passage as typographically distinct, but because it explicitly explains the reason for that
distinction. Unlike the more general explanations found elsewhere, Taverner directly links the
special formatting of the Comma Johanneum to Erasmus's judgment that the words were not part
of the original text of the epistle.

o  After the publication the Taverner and Great Bibles in 1539, later Bibles changed their printing

conventions for 1 John 5:7. The Geneva New Testament from 1557 and complete Geneva Bible
from 1560 published the text in normal Roman font with not paratheses or marginal notes.
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1557 Geneva New Testament

7 For there are thre which beare record
in heauen, the Father, the Word, and theho
ly Gost: and these thre are one.

1560 Geneva Bible
"For there are thre , which beare recorde |

m heauen,the Facher,the Worde,and the
holie Goft:and thefe thre are one.

e In 1568 the Great Bible was revised by the Bishops of the Anglican Church to create the Bishops
Bible. As the following screenshots demonstrate from the 1568 and 1602 editions of the Bishops
Bible printed the text of the Comma in normal font without any textual footnotes.

1568 Bishops Bible
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o Finally, the King James Version was published in 1611. A revision of the Bishops Bible, the King
James published the text of 1 John 5:7 in normal black letter font without any textual notes in the
margin.
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1611 King James Bible
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e Viewed chronologically, the treatment of 1 John 5:7 in English Bibles underwent a noticeable
evolution during the Reformation era. Tyndale's 1534 and 1535 revisions first distinguished the
passage through the use of parentheses, a practice continued by Coverdale in 1535. The
Matthew's Bible (1537) and Great Bible (1539) went further by combining parentheses with
smaller type, while Taverner's Bible (1539) explicitly connected this special formatting to
Erasmus's doubts regarding the passage's authenticity. By the middle of the sixteenth century,
however, this practice largely disappeared. The Geneva Bible, Bishops' Bible, and ultimately the
King James Version printed 1 John 5:7 as ordinary text without special typography, brackets, or
explanatory notes. Thus, the history of the passage in early English Bibles reflects a progression
from visible typographical distinction and occasional explanatory comment toward its eventual
presentation as an unmarked part of the biblical text

Conclusion

e The evidence presented in this appendix demonstrates that William Tyndale altered his treatment
of 1 John 5:7 between the 1526 and 1534 editions of his New Testament. In 1526, the passage
appeared as part of the continuous text without special markings, whereas in the 1534 and 1535
revisions it was enclosed in parentheses.

o The timing of this change coincides with the increasingly detailed discussions of the passage
found in Erasmus's Greek New Testaments and annotations, particularly the expanded treatments
in the 1522 and 1527 editions. During this period, Erasmus drew attention to the textual
difficulties surrounding the Comma Johanneum, the variation among Greek and Latin witnesses,
and the ongoing debate concerning its authenticity.

e No direct statement has been located in Tyndale's surviving prologues, prefaces, or other material
explaining why he introduced the parentheses around 1 John 5:7. Likewise, no explicit
declaration has been found in which Tyndale attributes this change to Erasmus or to any specific
textual source.

e Nevertheless, the chronology of the evidence suggests that Tyndale's revised presentation of the
passage is consistent with an awareness of the concerns that Erasmus had publicly raised
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regarding the text. The change from unmarked inclusion in 1526 to parenthetical treatment in
1534 and 1535 reflects a departure from Tyndale's original practice.

e Subsequent English Bibles continued and, in some cases, expanded this practice. Coverdale's
Bible (1535), Matthew's Bible (1537), the Great Bible (1539), and Taverner's Bible (1539) each
distinguished the passage through typography, parentheses, smaller type, or explanatory
comments. Taverner's Bible is particularly noteworthy for explicitly connecting its treatment of
the text to Erasmus's judgments.

e By contrast, later English Bibles such as the Geneva Bible, Bishops' Bible, and the King James
Version eventually printed 1 John 5:7 as part of the ordinary text without the visual distinctions
that characterized many earlier Reformation-era editions.

e Taken as a whole, the evidence preserved in this appendix places Tyndale's changing treatment of
1 John 5:7 within a broader Reformation-era discussion concerning the text's authenticity,
manuscript support, and theological significance. Between 1516 and 1527, Erasmus moved from
noting the absence of the heavenly witnesses in the Greek manuscripts available to him to
providing increasingly extensive discussions of the passage, its manuscript history, and its use in
Trinitarian controversy. The influence of these debates extended beyond Erasmus himself and
formed part of the intellectual environment in which Reformers such as Luther and Tyndale
produced vernacular translations of the New Testament. Against this backdrop, Tyndale's decision
to move from unmarked inclusion of the Comma in 1526 to parenthetical treatment in 1534 and
1535 represents a noteworthy departure from his earlier practice. Although no surviving statement
from Tyndale explicitly explains the change or directly attributes it to Erasmus, the chronology
and character of the evidence suggest that his revised presentation was consistent with the
growing awareness of textual uncertainty that Erasmus's scholarship had helped bring to the
forefront. The subsequent treatment of the passage in the English Bible tradition, from Coverdale
and Matthew to the Great Bible and Taverner, further demonstrates that these concerns were
neither isolated nor confined to a single translator. Accordingly, the documentary record reveals a
progression from simple inclusion of the passage to various forms of typographical qualification
intended to alert readers to its disputed status, before its eventual return to unmarked presentation
in many later English Bibles. In this respect, the history of 1 John 5:7 in the English Bible reflects
not only the transmission of a particular text but also the gradual incorporation of Renaissance
humanist textual criticism into the work of Reformation translators and editors.

Works Cited
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Lesson 5
The 1530 Pentateuch and Other Old Testament Translations: Giving the Hebrew an English Voice
Prepared & Taught by Alex Bojko

Introduction

e In this lesson, I will seek to explain the following regarding Tyndale and his Old Testament
translation work:

o Hebrew learning on the continent and Old Testament English translations pre-Tyndale.
o The contents and source of Tyndale’s Pentateuch.
o Examples of Tyndale’s translation work on the Old Testament.

Hebrew Learning On the Continent and Prior Old Testament English Translations

e John Rothwell Slater in his doctoral dissertation titled “The Sources of Tyndale’s Version of the
Pentateuch” provides the following description of Hebrew learning on the continent at the time of
Tyndale:

o “When it [the Pentateuch] appeared, the study of Hebrew was a novelty in England, the
first chair of Hebrew in an English university having been established in 1524 at
Cambridge, in the year that Tyndale had left his native land never to return. On the
continent scholars had been studying Hebrew, with the aid of learned Jews, for half a
century. Hebrew studies flourished in Italy and Spain. Johann Reuchlin, Sebastin
Miinster, and others had cultivated the language with zeal and genius in Germany, and in
several of the German universities great advance had been made in this difficult branch of
philology” (Slater, 5).

e Recall from the Early Life and Times of William Tyndale lesson that Tyndale left England for
Germany in 1524 because Lutheranism there allowed for Tyndale to do his translation work.
Carolus Eduardus Foerstemann in 1841 published the first of three volumes detailing the records
of the University of Wittenberg. Volume 1 covers the years 1502-1560. In the matriculation
records of Wittenberg for 1524, Guillelmus Daltici is listed which could be William Tyndale:
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Anno m. d. XXIXIX
Sub Magistratu venerabilis viri d. Casparis Glacij Theologie Doctoris
infraseripti in album excepti sunt a primo die Maij ad festum usque Luce.

lleinricus Plintzler Francigena dior.
tlerbipolen. 6 Maij.

Johannes Sinapius Sweinfordianus dioc.
Ulerbipolen. 7 Maij.

Hieronimus Praun dioc. Vratislavien. 9
Maij.

{ivendelinus Girrich Phortzen. Dioe
Spiren. 18 Maij.

itaphael Waoner de Helffis 19 Maij.

Vipertus Hagenius dio: Herbipo: 19
Maij.

I"aulus Gurlus Bohemus ex opido Tlutz
20 Maij.

Gregorius Gurunzi Bohemus Zeulitz 22
Malj.

Paulus Vuermus Reusporgen. Dioc. Bre-
men. 33 Maij.

‘Theodericus kappenburg Luneburgen.
22 Maij.

Joachimus lleytzko Littenbergen. Dior.
Bremen., 32 Maij.

Heinricus Smedenstede Lunaburgen. 12
Malj.

Vibanus Zolstainer Dio. Saltzpurgen. 24
Maij.

Jacobus de Vratislavia 24 Malij.

Jacobus Bachenhemius Rubonius Dio:
Worma: 34

Joannes Nhon de lochstade Dice. Llal-
berstaden. 24 Maij.

Mathias Erich dioe. Halberstaden. 24
Maij.

Joannes Golleraa Halliopolis Dioc. Salte-
purgen. 34 Maij.

Johannes Trangerus vratislavien.

Valeotinus Mollerus dioe. Misnen. 25
Maij.

Paulus kemp dioc. Ruppen. 25 Maij.

Johannes Lindenfels ex kircheym dioc.
Magun: 25 Maij.

Christophorus Rothfuss ex Gersspach
dioe. Spiren. 35 Maij.

Christophorus ex Vonningen dioc. Spi-
ren. 23 Mai}.

Jacobus Jacobi Polonus dioc, Gniesnen.

Georglus Bernhard dioe. Vratislavien.

Anthonius Priellius Obirweiler Dhoc.
Maguntinen.

Thomas Rutthe dive. Caminen,

Nicolaus Adeus dioc. Sleswiccen.

Johannes Widdelstet de dute.

Wolmannus Grasser de Storeck Dioc.
Buttauien.

Paulus Bachammer ex gmunden Dioc.
Huttauien. 25 Maij.

Volfgangus Machimus Bauarus Diuc,
Ratispanen. 26 Maij.

Frasciscus Ricko de Rostock.

Jacobus Liskau vratislavien.

Marcus Schulte Stendalien. Dioe. Hal-
berstaden.

Franciscus Hector Magdenburgen.

Johannes Holsten Magdenburgen.

Fridericus Leoner )

Guillelmus Daltici Ex anglia 37 Maij.

nnes ger aventinus Dioc. -
o pin-rn.
Matthias Retter Parochus Michelfelt 29
Maij.
Gaspar Pehr australia dioc. Saltrpurgen.
Paulus Hynsken d::e Caminen.

Foerstemann, A/bum Academiae Vitebergensis, 121.
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e J.F. Mozley in his 1937 Tyndale biography provides a possible theory as to the name Guillelmus
Daltici and makes the case for it being the concealed identity of William Tyndale:

o “I could not trace it as a place name, or a family name, or a Christian name. Its form
seems not at home in English, or Latin, or in any other tongue that Tyndale was likely to
use. But suddenly it flashed upon me that by reversing the two syllables of Tindal you get
Daltin, which only differs from Daltici by one letter. The present register is but a copy of
the original, and if the copyist misread the final letter, all becomes clear. In those perilous
times it was common enough for men to disguise their names. Robert Barnes is entered in
the Wittenberg register of 1533 as Antonius Anglus, though his real name was added in
the margin by Melanchthon” (Mozley, 53).

e Given the widespread nature of Hebrew learning in Germany, it is possible that one of the places
Tyndale went to learn Hebrew was Wittenberg. Tyndale’s inclusion in the Wittenberg
matriculation records for 1524 also provides possible proof that Tyndale met Martin Luther. Even
if Tyndale did meet Luther, this does not mean he agreed with him theologically. I believe there
are enough differences between Tyndale and Luther’s theology to say that Tyndale was not
Lutheran. He is Tyndale and nothing more.

e To demonstrate the widespread popularity and interest in Hebrew learning in Germany and

Europe, Slater in his doctoral dissertation provides a list of Hebrew language textbooks available
in the sixteenth century:
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1 The following list of Hebrew textbooks published from 1500 to 1530 is given in

the Jewish Encyclopedia. Many of these ran through several editions.

1504.
1506.
1508.

Pellicanus, Conrad. De modo legendi et intelligends Hebraeum (Strasburg).
Reuchlin, Johann. Rudimenta Linguae Hebraicae una cum Lexico (Pforzheim)
Tissardus, Franciscus. Grammatica Hebraica et Graeca (Paris).

1513-1521. Guidaccerius, Agathius. Instilutiones Graecae Hebraicae (Rome).

1516.
1518.
1502.
1520.
1522.
1524.
1525.

1526.
1528.

1528.
1528.
1529.
1530.

Capito, W. F. Institutiuncula in Hebraicam Linguam (Basel).
Boeschenstein, John. Hebraicae Grammalicae Institutiones (Wittenberg).
Miinster, Sebastian. Epitome Hebraicae Grammaticae (Basel).

Pagninus, Sanct. Institutiones Hebraicae (Lyons).

Anonymous. Rudimenia Hebraicae Grammaticae (Basel).

Miinster, Sabastian. Institutiones Grammaticae in Hebraicam Linguam (Basel).
Aurigallus, Matthew. Compendium Hebraicae Chaldaeaeque Grammaticae
(Wittenberg).

Zamorensis, Alphonsus. Introductiones Artis Grammaticae Hebraicae (Com-
plutum).

Van Campen, John. Ex Varsis Libeliss Eliae . . . . quidquid ad Graecam
Hebraicam est necessarium (Louvain).

Fabricius, Theodorus. Institutiones Linguae Sanctae (Cologne).

Pagninus, Sanct. Instilutionum Hebraicarum Abbreviatio (Lyons).
Clendardus, Nicolas. Tabulae in Graecam Hebraicam (Louvain).
Sebastianus, Augustus. Graemmatica Linguae Ebraae (Marburg)

Slater, Sources, 20.

Though I was not able to find some of the exact textbooks on this list, my research agrees
with Slater’s findings concerning the large presence of Hebrew language sources on the
continent. The following pages contain screenshots of the title pages of such language works:
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Johann Reuchlin, Hebrew Grammar Book from the seven Hebrew penitential Psalms (1512).
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Conrad Pellicanus, Hebrew Psalter (1516).
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Psalms in four languages: Hebrew, Greek, Chaldee, and Latin. Cologne, (1518).
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Example of the Greek and the Masoretic Hebrew in the 1518 Psalms in four languages work.
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ueritatem , per Sebaftianum
Miifterum tranflatus,at
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Sebastian Miinster, Hebrew of Ecclesiastes, (1525).
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e Itis clear that Tyndale had access to numerous Hebrew language resources by the time he
arrived on the continent. David Daniell in William Tyndale: A Biography explains the
following regarding how Tyndale learned Hebrew:

o “Aprinted Hebrew text of Scripture would not have been too hard to come by from a
German bookseller. Access to the volumes of the Complutensian Polyglot would
have been of great value to him, giving him comparative texts and supporting
grammar and dictionary and, for most of the Hebrew Bible, Targums, that is, Aramaic
commentaries and paraphrase. For those volumes he would certainly have needed
access to a library, in a university or well-equipped monastery—the notion that he did
much of his Hebrew work at Wittenberg begins to look a little more attractive”
(Daniell, 295).

e tis also worth noting that other Old Testament English translations were published during
the time Tyndale did his own translation work. Most of them were done by Tyndale’s
accomplice George Joye. These translations included the Psalms, Proverbs, [saiah, and
Jeremiah. However, these are nowhere near the accuracy and literalness of Tyndale’s
Pentateuch which was based on the Masoretic Hebrew text. George Joye produced his
versions by translating into English Latin versions of Old Testament books. David Daniell
writes in The Bible in English,

o “Joye’s general method was to stay close to his main authority (usually Zwingli) but
to introduce variations from the Vulgate and elsewhere. He was not trying for any
literal accuracy, and he liked to fill out the text with words and ideas of his own. . . .
Joye did not break new ground. He made no fresh work from the Hebrew. Early on
he showed a certain gift with trenchant English. Yet he was an innovator in that all
the books he translated into English had not been touched by Tyndale” (Daniell, 167-
68).

e Thus, Tyndale is in a class of his own and the first to produce a literal, English translation of
the Hebrew.
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Contents and Source of William Tyndale’s Pentateuch and Other Old Testament Translations

e Tyndale’s 1530 Pentateuch included the following contents in the order shown below:

o  “W.T. to the Reader”—General Prologue to the Pentateuch.

o “APrologue Showing the Use of the Scripture”—A prologue providing insights to Bible
study, roughly four paragraphs were added in a 1534 revision of the Pentateuch. Also
serves as Tyndale’s prologue to the book of Genesis.

o Genesis

o “ATable Expounding Certain Words”—This is the first time such a table exists to, as
Tyndale explains, “expound the words which are not commonly used, and show how the
Scripture useth many words which are otherwise understood of the common people, and
to help with a declaration where one tongue taketh not another” (“To the Reader” 1526
New Testament, Tyndale, 1:390).

o Prologue to Exodus

o A table of words

o Exodus

o Prologue to Leviticus

o Leviticus

o Prologue to Numbers

o Numbers

o Prologue to Deuteronomy
o Deuteronomy

o A table of words

e Tyndale revised his Pentateuch in 1534. The only changes of significance Tyndale made to this

edition were to “A Prologue Showing the Use of the Scripture” and the text of the book of
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Genesis. The title page to Genesis reads, “The first book of Moses Newly corrected and amended
by W.T.” The five books of the Pentateuch could either be purchased separately or in one volume.

e In 1531, Tyndale would go on to publish his translation of the book of Jonah. Edward Hall in his
1548 chronicle titled 7he Union of the Two Noble and Ilustre Families of Lancastre and York
provides the following information regarding Tyndale as the translator of the historical books:

Transcription: “This man translated the New Testament into English and first put it in print, and likewise
he translated the five books of Moses, Joshua, Judicum [Judges], Ruth, the books of the kings [1 Sam. — 2
Kings] and the books of paralipomenon [1 and 2 Chronicles], Nehemias or the first of Esdras [Ezra and
Nehemiah], the prophet Jonas, and no more of the holy Scripture.”

e Hall believed the historical books were translated by Tyndale, not Miles Coverdale or John
Rogers [Thomas Matthew].

e Furthermore, there is testimony from Tyndale that he was aware of the content of the historical
books, before the Pentateuch was published, as he mentions content from the historical books in
his own writings. In addition to mentioning content from the historical books, Tyndale also
frequently translates and cites the Psalms and certain verses from other portions of the Hebrew
Old Testament such as the Minor Prophets.

e In explaining the source text from which Tyndale did his Old Testament translation work, Slater
concludes in his doctoral dissertation after comparing several passages from the book of Genesis
that:

o “Tyndale in translating his Pentateuch kept constantly before him the Hebrew text and
Luther’s version, with the Septuagint and Vulgate within easy reach, and fragments of the
Middle English archaisms running through his mind as he worked; that he probably made
his first draft from the German, checking it constantly by the Hebrew, and departing from
it in nearly every case where he detached Luther in an evasion . . .” (Slater, 54).

e Thus, Tyndale first looks at the Hebrew and then whatever he has at his disposal which can

mean Luther’s translation of the Pentateuch, Hebrew helps on the continent, the Latin
Vulgate, and anything else he could get his hands on. However, he is mostly on his own. The
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“Middle English archaisms” Slater mentions provide further evidence to the argument that
Tyndale had knowledge of the Wycliffe Bible.

Tyndale and his Handling of the Hebrew Old Testament Narrative

e Gerald Hammond in his work The Making of the English Bible provides the following summation
regarding Tyndale’s translation work on the Old Testament and its connection to the Authorized

Version:

O

“From the start, then, Bible translation was crucially different from other forms of
translation. Not only were there no substantial additions to the original, or omissions
from it—to have made either would have been tinkering with God’s word—but at the
level of sentence and clause translators did their best to maintain a word for word
equivalence. No English version maintains the equivalence more strictly than the
Authorized Version, but its basis for doing so rests on Tyndale’s example. His
scrupulousness is sometimes remarkable, extending as it does from his readiness to
include formulaic repetitions, as in the Leah-Rachel passage, to the registering of
individual pronouns; and the result is the creation of that sui generis Bible English which,
through the Authorized Version, has had so much influence on our ways of thought and
forms of expression” (Hammond, 30-31).

e Leland Ryken, in his book commemorating the 500" anniversary of William Tyndale’s New
Testament titled William Tyndale’s New Testament: A Biography of the Book That Changed Our
World echoes Hammond’s sentiments and comes to the following conclusion:

O

“If the King James Version, the very touchstone of elegant English, is largely the product
of Tyndale, then obviously Tyndale is not the racy and colloquial translator that his
enthusiasts and the modern advocates of dynamic equivalence portray him as being.
Whatever we decide regarding the King James Bible is largely true of Tyndale also”
(Ryken, 141).

e Consider Jeremiah 17:5 that Tyndale quotes in An Answer Unto Sir Thomas More’s Dialogue:
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‘tobetyer the pope and hys fecte
toheare theit raue ano rageas mad men. Iuy
ehceioge faith the Certp ture curled is e that ery
ficeh) in man and maketh Elelh bis arme/that ig,
to(ape/lyis krengl), Ind cuenlo curledis he »

Jeremiah 17:5 referenced in An Answer Unto Sir Thomas More s Dialogue (1531)

Transcription: “And therefore saith the Scripture cursed is he that trusteth in man and maketh flesh his
arm, that is to say, his strength.”
b g mmmesmey tesma waavaasis sa sases e gy weesesiessueg av srvesis seavesies vrs sr
s brenme. These thingus seith the Lord, with outen ende. The Lord seith theses
Cursid" the man that trostith in man, thingis, Cursid 7s the man that trestith in
and putteth flesh his arm, and fro the man, and settith fleisch his arm, and his
#Lord his herte goth awei. Forsothe it  herte goith awei fro the Lord. For hes
shal ben as‘iencian trees' in desert, and schal be as bromes in desert, and he schal

Early Version (left) and Late Version (right) of the Wycliffe Bible of Jeremiah 17:5 (Forshall and
Madden, 381)

omwbich [balbusne enctme ze, Thns faieth
:peLORDE; Curfed betheman ehat pur eeth
bte eruféin mnin, a0 that talbeeh flefb) o1 Lis
arme: and be,wobofebevee departeeh from «f

1535 Coverdale Bible BL (H18)

“Cursed be the man that putteth his trust in man, and that taketh flesh for his arme”
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w tuetmoze . Shus fayeth the £.020¢: Curled

84 @hat ta, bethemanthat putteth hig trut mman /@
weth fel for exthat taketh fieh forbys asme:a be/whole
bis acme: 15 pevpe depattcth from thelLozde . e Mhalibe

1537 Matthew’s Bible Folio BL (H34)

“Cursed be the man that putteth his trust in man, and that taketh flesh for his arme”

W AR WIFWWT -

mose. Chus fapeth the Logbe  + Cucled be
tljezmari that putteth hie trulie i mal, and
thattaketh flefeforhigarme: & he/whole
horte henatteth fromehe Lopve, Hehalibe

1540 Great Bible Folio BL (H52)

“Cursed be the man that putteth his trust in man, and that taketh flesh for his arme”

= - - o

s € Thus faiththe Lord, & Curfed be the
mathar ecnfteeh inma, & makerh flethbis
arme,& withdrawech hisheart fro yLord,

1560 Geneva Bible Folio RF (H107)

“Cursed be the man that trusteth in man, and maketh flesh his arme”
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s Ahusfaiththe Loe, " Turled be the poivicd
mau that putteth his tealt i man, and pe
that taketh flefye for bis arme, anvhe oo
Yhofe heart depacteth from the oM, Ezexwax:

1568 Bishops Bible Folio BL (H125)

“Cursed be the man that putteth his trust in man, and that taketh flesh for his arm”

s @LBusiiththeL R »; Cure
fedbethemanthat tenleth inman, ang
maketh fleth DIS avime , and whole
Heavtdepacteth feomtlie L on o,

1611 King James Bible Folio BL (H309)

“Cursed be the man that trusteth in man, and maketh flesh his arm”

e Tyndale introduces the phrase “maketh flesh his arm” to the English language and it is
incorporated in the King James Bible. The example proves the point of Hammond and Ryken that
what is true for Tyndale is also true of the King James Bible. It also allows us to ask, if Tyndale’s
quotation of Jeremiah 17:5 ended up being verbatim to the King James Bible how much
similarity would there have been with the Old Testament if Tyndale went beyond the Pentateuch
and Jonah?

e We must understand this about Tyndale before we study his translation work. His main guide was
the Hebrew and the Greek text. Gerald Hammond mentions how Tyndale followed the original
Hebrew word order while also maintaining his own English style. He uses Tyndale’s translation
of Genesis 3:1-19 as an example:

o “The power of this passage lies in its revelation of how disturbingly close to comedy this
archetypal tragedy comes, in the contrasts of God’s omniscience and the serpent’s guile
with the humans’ ignorance and naivete. What gives the contrasts their strength is the
unsophisticated sequential narrative. Tyndale seldom ignores the Hebrew waw and rarely
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gives it any other form of translation than ‘and’. And to a remarkable extent the original’s
word order is followed, even to the point of reproducing most of the subject-verb or verb-
qualifying clause ‘inversions’ of the Hebrew. Their narrative function is that they come to
represent the voice of God, giving his words a rhetorical emphasis which detaches it from
more common discourse of the snake and Adam and Eve” (Hammond, 49).

o Consider the following table of similarity of select verses between William Tyndale’s translation
of Genesis 3 and the King James Bible [the text in the table is that of William Tyndale’s 1530/34
Pentateuch. Bolding indicates where the wording of the King James Bible is different from that of
William Tyndale. Brackets indicate changes in punctuation and word order in the King James
Bible]:

Tyndale’s Pentateuch (1530/34)

“But the serpent was subtler than all the beasts of the field which the Lord God had made [.], and [he] said
unto the woman. Ah sir!, that God hath said, ye shall not eat of all manner trees in the garden” (Gen. 3:1).

“But God doth know, [no comma] that whensoever ye should eat of it, [no comma] your eyes should be
opened and ye should be as God and know both good and evil (Gen. 3:5).

“And the eyes of both of them were opened, that [no comma] they understood how that they were naked.
Then they sewed fig leaves together and made them aprons (Gen. 3:7).

“And the Lord God called [unto] Adam [,] and said unto him: [comma instead of colon] where art thou?”” (Gen.
3:9).

“In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, until thou return unto the earth whence thou wast taken: for
earth thou art, and unto earth shalt thou return” (Gen. 3:19).

e The other way in which Tyndale captured the word order of the Hebrew was by maintaining the
noun+of+noun construction, which is how the Hebrew uses the superlative. This is evident in
phrases such as “the mother of all that liveth,” “the beasts of the field,” etc.

e Tyndale is also well-known for coining terms to meet the standard of the Hebrew. In his latest
book on William Tyndale titled William Tyndale and the English Language, David Crystal
provides five appendices alone for first recorded uses of compound nouns, gerunds, noun
suffixes, abstract nouns and people nouns; one appendix on adjective suffixes; and one appendix
on phrasal verbs (176-188). David Teems also provides an appendix of words Tyndale coined in

!'In French, there is a grammar rule known as “le masculine I’emporte sur le féminin” or “the masculine takes
precedence over the feminine. When using a third-person plural pronoun in a sentence to describe a group of people,
and there is a group of females and one male is present in the group, the plural pronoun “ils” is used. Tyndale uses
“ah sir” in Genesis 3:1 to show that Adam and Eve were in the garden together. Based on the plural pronouns used
throughout Genesis 3:1-6, I agree that Adam and Eve were in the garden together when Satan tempted Eve to eat the
fruit of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil. The use of “ah sir” also shows Tyndale understood the
importance of male headship in the family and that there is a difference between how God made man and woman in
their respective roles (1 Cor. 11:3, 7-9). “Ah sir” in Genesis 3:1 is also emblematic of the remnants of the Anglo-
French that came to England after the Norman Congquest, as discussed in Bryan Ross’s message “Assessing the Pre-
Tyndale Historical Context.”
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Tyndale: The Man Who Gave God an English Voice (268-272). Notable words include,
“Passover,” “free will,” “birthright,” “scapegoat,” and “thank-offering.”

David Teems in his Tyndale biography writes a fictious narrative and italicizes the words that

Tyndale coined when used in the narrative. The narrative is meant to show the reader the

magnitude of William Tyndale’s contribution to the English language:

“If you have ever been to the sea-shore just because the waves somehow enchanted you,
or if on a particular visit someone kicked sand in your boyfriend’s face (an outdated and
inexcusable act) thinking him a weakling, though you refused to believe it because you
happened to be wearing rose-colored glasses and because of a long-suffering faith in your
dearly beloved, or simply because you consider him a goldy man, unbeliever that he used
to be, William Tyndale gave you the words to tell your story.

“If by some act of childishness on the part of one of your friends (some particular
busybody, though you once though them the salt of the earth) you have ever been used as
a scapegoat, or if that bad grade you got in English caused an uproar in your home, in
spite of how zealous you were about Keats, how much time you spent at your writing-
table, or how that stiff-necked teacher, that taskmaster, Mr. Jones, grossly misunderstood
it when you said you /lost your homework or that the dog buried it in some ungodly place.
The peace offering you made him hardly moved him a single jot, which I am sure left you
disillusioned and brokenhearted” (Teems, xxii).

David Crystal writes concerning “thank-offering” in William Tyndale and The English Language:

o

“Thank-offering is less often encountered, but it’s still around. In Lev. (7.12) it takes the
form of ‘sweet cakes mingled with oil’. Today it’s generally encountered in a religious
setting, and there’s always a biblical echo even in a secular context. Between 1966 and
2004 a lecture series at the British Academy in London was initiated by the Association
of Jewish Refugees: they called it ‘A Thank-Offering to Britain’.” (Crystal, 54).

Clearly, Tyndale is not archaic in the twenty-first century and remember, whatever is true for

Tyndale is also true for the King James Bible.

Conclusion

Through a study of William Tyndale’s Old Testament translation work, it is clear that William
Tyndale had a way with words and he was ahead of his time when it came to not just the
standards necessary for proper Bible translation but also the development of the English

language itself. He truly set off a wave of sixteenth and seventeenth century Bible translation
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that would be based on the proper text and method and would ultimately culminate in the King
James Bible we hold in our hands today.
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	 Cologne (First Printing Attempt, 1525)
	o Cologne was still a strongly Catholic city with authorities opposed to the spread of Lutheran and Reformation teachings.

