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Comment by clergyman

New KJV is favorite
By R. K. Harrison

Dr. Harrison is the Bishops Frederick and
Heber Wilkinson professor of Old Testament
at Wycliffe College, University of Toronto.

As a clergyman I am often asked which
modern version of the Bible I prefer. As a
teacher I work with almost all of them, and
thus am reasonably familiar with their
strengths and weaknesses. In addition I have
done translation work for some modern
Bibles, and thus have an awareness of the

| translators’ problems.

I was reared in Britain on the familiar
King James Version, but in the fifties I
began to use the Revised Standard Version.
While I admired the underlying scholarship,
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['found that the English did not always flow
smoothly, and was often difficult to read in
public worship. By contrast the Roman
Catholic Jerusalem Bible had a good narra-
tive style, although it followed liberal scho-
larship in periodic rearrangement of the text.
I have used it in worship occasionally and
have been generally pleased with it.

When the New English Bible New Testa-
ment was published in 1961 in Britain, I
hoped that it might be an improvement
upon the Revised Standard Version. But
while 1t contained some attractive render-
ings, it proved to be “too British” for use
outside the United Kingdom. The Old
T'estament, published in 1970, was criticized
heavily because of poor and sometimes
downright vulgar phraseology, and also
because liberal scholarship and theological
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presuppositions influenced the translation.
The generally poor reception was a great
blow to the sponsors of the version, who had
hoped to blend modern scholarship and
updated English into a Bible that would
surpass all others for worship and study.

A better prospect greeted the New Inter-
national Version, published between 1973
and 1978. It was the product of inter-
national evangelical scholarship, in which
the writer played a small part. The version
was meant to present the Scriptural message
accurately in a form that could be appre-
ciated by modern English readers. Conserva-
tive handling of the text avoided the disloca-
tions of more liberal translations, and in an
attempt to be “upscale” the principle of
“dynamic equivalence” was introduced to
the reader. This meant that the translators
presented what was thought to be the
general sense of the passage, and not always
a more careful rendering of specific words
or phrases in the traditional manner. While
this procedure resulted in some vivid render-
Ings, it made the version more of a para-
phrase than a translation, and sometimes
obscured and misrepresented the meaning
of the original. The New International
Version was supplied with footnotes, and

these explained the text in various ways.
While the translation has been well received
in evangelical circles, it is not always easy to
use in worship, and is probably better suited
to private study in conjunction with other
translations.

Nowadays my favorite Bible is the New
King James Version, in which I also played
a small part. I prefer it because it manages to
preserve the traditions of the beloved King
James, but in a modern form. Elizabethan
English has been replaced by contemporary
idioms and syntax, while familiar passages
have been retained as completely as possible.
The result is a Bible that reads extremely
well, whether in public worship or in private
devotions. Unlike the New International
Version, the New King James New Testa-
ment revision was based on one Greek text,

the Scrivener edition, which approximated
most closely to that underlying the original
King James Version. More recent scholarly
advances were recognized in footnotes
which more than any other version indicate
variations in the text. I like this because it
enables the reader to form an invidivual
opinion about the passage in question.

As with other modern versions, the Old
Testament was based upon the Biblia He-
braica, but along with the New Testament
was translated according to the concept of
“total equivalence.” This meant that every
word was evaluated and rendered closely
instead of allowing the reader to perceive
only the “general sense” of the passage. This
seems to be meeting a real need, judging by
the superior sales of the New King James
Version.

pornography on human beha
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Psychologist cites porn’s effects on children, men
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By Dr. Victor Cline _ . re being sexually victimized.
Editor's Note: Dr. Cline, Professor of Psychology at University of. 3 Beforz Iv:g?;;cahr?g ill:e‘::sults ofgmy interviews with the pareats |
Utah in Salt Lake City, is a noted researcher and lecturer in the area of e T sbilld cilaiient sbout the ature of Disl-A-

the effects of pornograp hy. Porn. The phone numbers are published in men’s adult type porno

- : : S 1 her source of revenue for the |
: : ects of | magazines. Dial-A-Porn 1s just anot 1€ I¢
syt gensir:: e'wl'hdee ﬁtreiler:hamttsvtehieigr to as pubghs' hers located mainly on the East Coast. Profits are split with the |

' INIC! Ini d physicians ol ol
ctices of clinicians, counselors, ministers, attorneys, an .
E:athey deal with both victims and perpetrators of sexual pathology |

whose origins are pornography related.

I'll cite several examples. |
A mother brings into my office a pregnant 13-year-old girl. She and

' irl’s father’s
ear-old boyfriend accidentally §tuq1blcd across the girl’s fat
:elcrtz'cache of pﬁ'rnography hidden in his bedroom. Ovlfr a tgen%da Set;
time they imitate the sexual gymnastics and activities that eyThere
witnessed in these ellttrel:nely1 ggplglc and blzzlr'lr:nrtnbaegfz?::ﬁé g
outcomes. The girl, 13, became pre |
::;glt:l rstzlech an adult responsibility; both children rccewelsld l::'aeC g;:,:é
deal of misinformation about human sexuality, and b(:it g
hyper-sexualized at too early an age and became bur etrtlle e
considerable sexual guilt which will have major effects on the:

adult sexual adjustment.
Another case: Brothers, ages
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9 and 10 discover their parents’ hard

IC VI tedly when the
re pornographic video tapes and play them repea
grenpt: arzggrone to work. They then proceed to sexually abuse two

s bate 5

r boys (ages 6 and 8) living in the home. They also a
zg?gl;lgbi)r bgy \(NEO is a friend of the young c_hlldren. They Tf}(l);ci 1:2161
younger children to witness a pornographic video cass:etl:Se. ndysrnall
make them remove their clothes. They force dirt, stic ,ta e
rocks into their rectums. Theyhf(gcp the {(a)lur_lget;] glslll'}g:?;' %h p:y e
oral and anal sex, and play with their genitaisi s téll by
treaten to shoot the younger boys with a BB gun if they i

is activity goes on for several years with many varialions w
gllzgéztgykgnowledge or awareness that their X-rated vlldelg:‘.1 Sl;a\(f::f

become a major educational instrument In the sexual a

innocent children.
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I'LL SIMULATE SEX
WITH YOU.,. $IMPLY
CHARGE IT TOTHE

D/AL-A-PORN
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friends who have purchased the magazi_nes and r;i’mrrﬁ the mforgmtn;;:;
about the pornography-by-phone with them, :n our ;tut')rfn i
children were mostly of junior high school age i l‘( -] ?)l lat the t1 e
their involvement and were not aware that ti*fcse calls werEe) ia]f-f-
distance and at extra cost. While 1pd1v1duals of all ages use = hof
Porn it is the younger age that will mostly attgact‘ .;he attentl_on .
parents who will be concerned enough to call it to the attenti o
authorities. And it was through them that we obtained our samplc

children. N
When one makes a call to Dial-A-Porn it 1s usually answered bv a

very sexy seductive sounding female (actually a recording) wh‘ohtf.-ﬁ
directly to the caller about how bad she wants 10 have sex with hi

: : S 1N | heat. She may
- irst i ing and groaning suggesting that she 1s 1n INLeNSse
might be valid for much Jarger g and.chlldren N Bhincin g?slénu?sgthe tl?rgid stagte of her sex organs or that of the caller. There

‘may be a second female on the line and they may talk about having

' - ion having a sex
opory a)r"e uncgmfoq:tl;iziglwl;\/;%%m involvement with this type | sex together as well_ 15 v{ll?l; the c?il::eitr d E?aei{sn;?l );g:ﬁgtég:es e c%ag e
pre-teens) InICHIVES | ing to the parents as well as their | marathon today with all the exp hile paveed. handcuffed, and
of pornography. It was embarrassing g hind,” forget | a part of the scenario (having sex while gaggec. T,
children. It was also an issue they oy le:t;,:gb\zith this stugdy leashed at the neck) suggesting that (the sex) ‘hurtslso s:; l(le d?i :ze
__directed almost more toward the phone | stop.” Sex with anir_nal§ is also included as v;lellvfj gl;'i; ipwi 5 a.g‘;‘t’né b
h ; They were particularly incensed at | guys at once), lesbianism, anal sex, rﬁge,l 5 - egrﬁbers it e
company than the pornographers. 1hey were | and refusal to | sister,” a school teacher having sex with class members, s
Sowr Lo ' married male to have sex with the babysitter, inviing the caller

the phone company's apparen o7 e
. : : n this high profit enterprise,
quit cooperating with the pornographers1 SRR T At November/December 1985 NFD JOURNAL 13

Department of Justice

SpONSsors Dial-A-Porn study

A second kind of information about pornography effects 1fs_ rle(;'errei?l
to as “Field Studies.” This is where you collect data in tﬂhe tlse Tlcx)irs "
real life outside of the laboratory about pomographyfe eg e
more systematic than the random anec@o}al type of evide
comes to you in your daily clinical or mln}stenal practice. e

I'll cite an example: With theksipon(siorshlt[;l ot; gl:c gl)st:[];)i:{)aA Ifl’lgm

| ed a pilot field study on the € I-A-
ggiﬁ?g f:;gso:l?lg:; inJ apnuary of 1985.1 inte;wew;d 14 children é 1_1
boys and 3 girls) who became involved with this as well as their

was their anger and outrage
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