
New Bible Gets Rid of Seventeenth Century English
By Ray Kaltwasser

For centuries now, devout
Christians whose education has
stopped short of a reading
knowledge of Greek and Hebrew
have been relying on the spe-
cially trained clergy to explain
obscure passages in the English

translations of the Holy Bible.
A complete understanding of

the Scriptures has been impos-
sible without special knowledge,
not only of languages, but of the
economic, social and political
aspects of life in Biblical times.
The most prominent Protestant
Bible in the English language

has been the King James Ver-
sion, translated by a corps of
experts who did the job for King
James Iof England in the earlj
1600s.

In most of the sects this
King James Version has stood
as it was translated. But the
English language has undergone
extreme changes since the 1600s,
and many passages have come
to mean almost the exact op-
posite of what the translators
had intended.

14-Year Job
To do away with all of the

misleading passages and to pro-
duce a Bible which is completely
intelligible today to the great-
est number of English-speaking
people, a Revised Standard
Version of the Bible has now
been completed. The work of
32 scholars over a 14-year pe-
riod, the new version was writ-
ten under the auspices of the
Yale Divinity School and is
scheduled to be published next
Tuesday.

The goal of these scholars
working on the revised version
has been simple: To make the
Good Book better.

If these men have succeeded,
their work can be expected to
replace the monumental King

James Version. In time it may
fill every Protestant pulpit and
parlor in the land with a new
gospel. Undoubtedly it will take
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Scholars worked on the revised standard version of the Old Testament at Yale Divinity School

time for many to reconcile
themselves to changing the
Holy Bible. The 32 scholars
who revised it, and many others
before them, believe that the
Bible is a living thing, however,
and that it must change with
the times if it is to be accurate,
clear and beautiful. But what
do they mean by change?

Clarity Factor
Take clarity, for instance.

How have the scholars “cleared
up” the old Bible?

The text is now divided more
logically into paragraphs, in-
stead of verses. And 17th-cen-
tury English has been re-
placed with more understand-
able 20th-century language.

Here are some examples.
The King James Version says:

“Notwithstanding ye have done
well, that ye did communicate

with my affliction.” This pas-
sage comes out brightly in the

new revised version, as: “Yet
it was kind of you to share my
trouble.” (Phil. 4:14.)

Then take, as an example, this
muddled passage from the King
James Version: “No man that
warreth entangleth himself with
the affairs of this life; that he
may please him who hath
chosen him to be a soldier.”
Here is how the up-to-the-times
Bible puts it: “No soldier on
service gets entangled in civil
pursuits, since fils aim is to
satisfy the one who enlisted
him.” (II Timothy 2:7.)

Even one of the most famous
of all Biblical passages is pol-
ished up. The King James Ver-
sion told it this way: “And Cain
talked with Abel his brother:
And it came to pass, when they

were in the field, that Cain rose
up against Abel his brother, and
slew him.”

In the revised version this

becomes: “Cain said to Abel
his brother, ‘Let us go out into
the field.’ And when they were
in the field, Cain rose up against
his brother Abel, and killed
him.”

Many of the antiquities that
have confused Sunday school
kiddies are eliminated. Among
them are thee, thou, thy, thine,
which appear only in prayers.
Also discarded are the verb
endings, -est, -edst, -eth, and
-th. Other Biblical stand-bys
that are eliminated include:
“it came to pass that,” “who-
sever,” “insomuch that,” “how-
beit,” “would fain,” and, most of
all, the endless “begats.” Gone,
too, is such an antediluvian
as “their clothes waxed not
old,” which now becomes simply,
“their clothes did not wear out.”

But what about accuracy? Is
this new gospel more accurate
historically?

Asian Parley Gets Little Notice From West
The Chinese Communists have

get the stage for the most
ambitious propaganda cam-
paign ever attempted in Asia
with their “Asian and Pacific
Peace Conference,” set to open
shortly in Peiping.

For months the Communist
air waves, from Moscow as well

as China, have trumpeted news
of the “peace conference,” which

has gone almost unnoticed —

except by some two-thirds of
the world’s population livmg in
Asia.

The conference falls on the
eve of Red China’s third anni-
versary, and significantly comes
close behind a month-long
meeting in Moscow between top

leaders of Red China and Soviet
Russia. The projected meeting
represents a major Soviet effort
to mobilize millions of Asians in
support of communism’s Far
Eastern policies. Essentially, the
rallying cry is the prewar
Japanese one of “Asia for the
Asiatics,” but now decorated in
a new, red dress.

Scant Notice
The West’s own propaganda

machinery has paid scant atten-
tion to the "peace conference.”

The State Department has set
forth no special policy to deal
with the conference. One top
official characterized the Peip-
ing meeting as just “another
fraudulent Commie campaign.”
Others indicated that any spe-
cial propaganda attack would
only dignify the event, thus
doing the conference more good

than harm.
The meeting has stirred con-

cern among some Asians, how-
ever. Korea's Ambassador, Dr.
You Chan Yang, recently urged

By G. H. Irving fined to Asia. Peiping radio has
announced that “elected dele-
gations” will attend from Mexi-
co. Guatemala, Colombia, Sal-
vador, Honduras, Chile, Peru,
Ecuador, Panama. Canada, the
United States, Nicaragua and
Costa Rica.

At different times the Com-
munists also have listed “dele-
gates” from Australia, Burma,
Ceylon, India, Indonesia, Japan,
Korea, Malaya, Mongolia, New
Zealand. Pakistan, the Philip-
pines, the Soviet Union, Thai-
land, Laos, Cambodia, Viet
Minh and Nepal.

The Communists have been
curiously silent as to how these
“delegates” are selected. Most of
them, for example those from
Japan and the Philippines, ob-
viously do not have the sanction
of their governments.

The Chinese have been any-
thing but quiet, however, in ad-
mitting that some "delegates”
are having difficultyin getting to
China, and have charged Japan,
the United States, Australia and
New Zealand with denying pass-
ports to “delegates.”

Japan recently admitted that
four Japanese had slipped out
to attend the conference. A min-
istry of justice official observed
that “if these people return,
they will be arrested and sub-
ject to indictment.”

the West to set up some coun-
teroffensive to the phony Com-
munist peace drive. He suggested
that now would be an ideal time
to call an Asian-Pacific con-
ference of the non-Communist
nations to discuss a Pacific
“NATO.” The United States,

of course, has indicated it sees
no chance for founding such an
organization in the Far East be-
cause of the divergent views of
the Pacific powers involved.

Actually the West is con-
vinced the Chinese will find no
general sympathy in Asia for
their “peace aims.” During the
past couple of years, the people
of Asia have had a close look
at communism in China. The
methods and practices of com-
munism have both frightened
and irritated many of them.
They have been frightened by
the blood purges which have
swept China, and they are be-
coming irritated at commu-
nism’s failure to fulfill old
promises.

But while Asia has lost much
of its earlier faith in commu-
nism, there is still much popular
resentment over the fact that
neither “freedom” nor “nation-
alism” nor the West has yet
succeeded in solving the prob-
lems of the Far East. The Chi-

nese undoubtedly hope the peace
conference will provide a spark
to ignite this basic discontent.

Fear Mongering
Informed observers generally

anticipate that one immediate
result of the Peiping confab
will be a driire to create a fear
in Asia of a “rearmed and im-
perialistic Japan.” This was
again indicated in the Chinese-
Russian communique on the

conferences in Moscow. Th*
Soviet propaganda line is that
the West intends to utilize
Japan as an “aggressive base”

against Asia.
It seems logical that the Chi-

nese also will use the Peiping
conference as a sounding board
to elaborate ypon the new
“agreements” and solidarity

achieved by the Soviets and Chi-
nese. The object apparently
will be to convince non-Com-
munist Asiatics of their depend-
ence upon the “peaceful” protec-

tion of a united communism
against the “imperialist” designs
of the West.

Among the key topics listed by
Peiping radio for discussion are:

Opposition to a rearmed Ja-
pan; safeguarding of the peace;
settlement of the Korean war;
mutually beneficial economic
and cultural relations between
China and non-Communist na-
tions. and. inevitably, “combat-
ing American imperialism.”

32 Countries
The Communist radio says the

conference will attract delegates
from “more than 32 countries.”
and already has begun to list
“delegates” arriving in Peiping
from several Asiatic countries.

In a practical sense, of course,
Asia must respond to the call
for delegates. No matter how
distasteful communism may be,
say, in Burma, or India, or Indo-
nesia, no country living in the
shadow of China can afford to
ignore the next - door dragon
completely. None, that is, ex-
cept Japan and the Philippines,
both closely allied with America.

Yet the roots of the Asian
Peace Conference are not con-
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There, most people who know
agree that it can’t miss. Today
scholars and , archeologists,
through the recent discoveries
of such valuable manuscripts as
the Sinaiticus and pre-Christian
cuneiforms, have a much fuller
grasp than the 17th century
translators of the language of
ancient times. Today they are
not limited to the handful of
Greek manuscripts—containing
over 5,000 copyists’ errors—used
by the King James scholars.

Words, too—3oo to be exact—-
have changed their meanings
since the 3J/ 2-century-old King
James Bible was written. For
instance, the word “prevent” has
little meaning to modern read-
ers when the old Bible uses it
as “precede.” And if the reader
does not realize that the 17th-
century word for “hinder” was
“let,” he misses the point when
Pharaoh angrily says “Where-
fore do you let the people from
their work?” In the new version
it is written clearly: “Why do
you take the people away from
their work?”

There is another natural
misgiving about this new Bible,
perhaps the most vital of all:
What has this new version done
to the beauty of the old Bible?
Is its poetry as lasting as the
King James Version’s? In the
long run, the crucial test will
probably be how long it lasts.

Here are a few of the changes
in some of the celebrated prose
of the King James Version:

What Jesus said at the Last
Supper: “Drink ye all of it,” has
become a more metrical “Drink
of it, all of you.”

And there is a sharpening of
imagery. “But the path of the
just is as the shining light, that
shineth more and more unto the
perfect day,” said the old Bible.
This becomes a stanza of poetry;

“But the path of the righteous
is like the light of dawn.

Which shines brighter and
brighter until full day.”

Sometimes changes are merely
for the sake of simplicity. St.
Paul says of himself in the King

James Version: “I am verily a
man which am a Jew.” Now he
says, “I am a Jew.”

Long Process
And so the old Bible has be-

come a new one. Its job now,
of course, is to be accepted as
the new Bible. That will take
a long time. People simply
don’t like to see their Bible
changed.

Significantly, however, one of
the most dedicated—and vitri-
olic—pleas for “change” came
from the King James translators
themselves. They prefaced their
“new” gospel back in 1611 with:
“Whosoever attempteth

. . . the
opening and the clearing of the
word of God the same setteth
himself upon a stage to be
glouted by every evil eye ... to
be gored by every sharp tongue.”

They were gored, too. John
Wycliff. first English translator
of the Latin Vulgate, was jailed.
Poor Miles Coverdale was im-
prisoned, strangled and cre-
mated. Their crime was pro-
ducing the Holy Word in Eng-
lish.

Nothing like that will happen
to the 32 modern scholars who
have given the English-speaking
people of the world this new
version.

Judgment of their work will be
made by history. The verdict
will not be known, probably, un-
til long after these men have
lived out their lives.

It’s funny how a man feels
about his home.

You send him to Korea and
he fights for It. You’re not sur-
prised. He’s a hero.

You try to turn him out of it
for redevelopment something
better for him and the whole
community—and he still fights
for it. You are surprised and
he’s a bum.

That’s the way it’s been in
Washington despite the best
efforts of national and local
planners, of pioneer public
housing enthusiasts, postwar
redevelopers and other experts.

Take Marshall Heights, for
instance. Here was a 180-acre
tract in the eastern corner of
the city laid out in 1886 by a
developer seeking the most
salable lots without regard to
natural contours. The street
plan didn’t fit the layout. Im-
provements paving, water,
utilities almost were non-
existent. And in this setting
lived some 2,000 inhabitants—-
mostly Negro—in homes only
five per cent of which met
modern sanitary engineering
standards.

Ideal Setup
It seemed to some an ideal

spot to show what redevelop-
ment could do for a community.
The District was dying to launch
its brand-new Redevelopment
Land Agency set up by Congress
in 1946 with lots of authority
and, as usual, no money. The
agency looked longingly at
Marshall Heights.

Things came to a head in
1949. The Commissioners ap-
proved. The then National
Capital Park and Planning
Commission approved. President
Truman approved and asked
for $2,180,000 for the project.
The Washington Housing As-
sociation and other civic groups
approved: Everybody was happy
except the residents of Marshall
Heights, who just didn’t want to
be redeveloped—unless they did
it themselves.

The big battle was fought on
Capitol Hill. Vice Presidential
Candidate John Sparkman be-
came an interested party listen-
ing to both sides. It appeared
the Marshall Heights Civic
Association was slightly out-
matched. Then Congress acted.

Mostly it was the House Ap-
propriations Committee. First
the committee refused to ap-
prove the Truman money request
and suggested to the District
authorities that the project be
dropped. The city heads and
the planning commission didn’t
want to take the hint. They
tried to get authorization in the
Federal Housing Act of 1949 for
the Redevelopment Agency to
receive Federal funds for the
project. They got the authoriza-
tion—and an express proviso it
was not to be used for Marshall
Heights. The Appropriations
Committee let both the Com-
missioners and planning com-
mission know they were to drop
Marshall Heights or else—and
meant it. So in May of 1950
the project was abandoned and
the search for another area
began.

It was really too bad that it
ended that way—both for the
Marshall Heighters and the
community. In the first place,
the year-long battle had cost
the residents any improvement
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of their area during that time.
Under the redevelopment act,
once an area is certified by the
planning commission as a
project, all construction and
improvement there are frozen.

What City Lost
What the city lost was a

complete revamping of a badly
laid out section. The slums were
to have been razed and rebuilt
into modern residential units
capable of housing 6.000 people.
The new properties were to have
been sold or rented back to the
original owners at low prices.

. But that’s the way it goes.
People don’t like medicine even
if it’s good for them.

Now that Marshall Heights is
history, the redevelopment focus
is on the Southwest.

Three plans were submitted
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Metropolitan Scene—
Key to the Redevelopment Project Proposed for Southwest D. C.
Is Convincing People Who Live There That They'll Benefit

last spring for the Southwest
but one has been junked. And
veteran planner Harland Bar-
tholomew has been called in to
see what he can do about com-
bining the best features of the
remaining two. The most elab-
orate of the plans—that of
Louis Justement and his asso-
ciates—is no mere slum-clear-
ance project. It contemplates
high-class residential and com-
mercial establishments that
would woo many now fleeing to
the suburbs for home and busi-
ness. The other, by Elbert Peets,
seeks to preserve the historic
street plan of one of the oldest
sections of the city.

It remains to be seen whether
the residents of Southwest can
be brought to see the advan-
tages of what is proposed, as
their neighbors to the southeast
were not.
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