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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,

Ifound 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 it contained some attractive render-
ings, it proved to be “too British” for use
outside the United Kingdom. The Old
Testament, published in 1970, was criticized
heavily because of poor and sometimes
downright vulgar phraseology, and also
because liberal scholarship and theological

presuppositions influenced the translation.
The generally poor reception was a greatblow 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
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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
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' the effects of
are three kinds of general evidence rglevant topor::;:aphy on human behavior. The first is what we refer tczlas

“Clinical Life History Data” which comes out of the day to day
ractices ofclinicians, counselors, ministers, attorneys, and physnclmnszs they deal with both victims and perpetrators of sexual pathology

whose origins are pornography related.
"l cite several examples. 'fk n‘;:)ther brings into my office a pregnant 13-year-old g}rl; thehang

a 14-year-old boyfriend accidentally sturpbled across the girl’s fatogr ]
secret cache of pornography hidden in his bedroom. Over a peri

4 oe
time they imitate the sexual gymnastics and activities that theyThav
witnessed in these extremely graphic and bizarre rtnggft(t)zrl::;.e cmel{g

three outcomes. The girl, 13, became pregnant belo::::;le such an adult responsibility; both chl!dren received t?ecgrea;
deal of misinformation about human sexuality, and both

; aI'I:hhyper-sexualized at too early an age and became burderllle. r’lte:considerable sexual guilt which will have major effects on their la

ual adjustment.
' . ;ad‘:tn:)et’l‘ler casg: Brothers, ages 9 and 10 discover their parents hatrld

core pornographic video tapes and pla);(t:texzclin repeate;illyyav;ltll:entivgthen pr to sexuaparents are gone to work. They
then : sl st

er boys (ages 6 and 8) living in the home. yigiugtlllgbor bgy gvl?o is a friend of the young qhxldren. TheyTfl?rcetI:telte1
younger children to witness a pomglg;aphflc v1d(eil(_>r::assusc;tg -2gysmallthem remove their clothes. They force dirt,

¢

:?otlliz into their rectums. They force the younger children to perform

Psychologist cites porn’s effects on children, men

especially where children were being sexually victimized.
mmarize the results of my interviews with the pareatsancll;etg):ier Ic;‘)llilldren I should comment abgut the‘ nature of Dial- A(;

Porn. The phone numbers are published in men’s adult typefport:;lmagazines. Dial-A-Porn is just another source of revenue . 911'1 ’hcpublishers located mainly on the East Coast. Profits are split wit k e

phone company. The children get these phone numbers from older
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oral and anal sex, and play with their genitaés];n the.sft:;)lzv;i.clTl’:en);t;x::ith a BB gun1i ;

Atreaten to shoot the younger boys with
a

ey eis activi ith many variations wiThis activity goes on for several years w
. ol i$ that their X-rated videosarents’ knowledge or awareness .gl;gmc a major educational instrument In the sexual abuse of

innocent children.
:Department of Justice

sponsors Dial-A-Porn study
ind of information about pornography qffects is referred

to aAss‘?Ig?;g glt?fii(;.” This is where you collect data in tfl;e tt'lsel%c:il; 1;;
real life outside of the laboratory about pomographyfe c?ger.lce e
more systematic than the random anecc.io_tal type o tqvx
comes to you in your daily clinical or mln}stenal pracS1(:5. eT oo el DotAoi ilot field stu

.giifi?:zcl)gso:;::;eig gfnuary of 1985. Iinterviewed 14 children (11

JACK
HAMM ;

—

friends who have purchased the magazines and ‘>‘1’1&%¥Y6‘ the mfor;naut;rel |

about the pomography-by-pho_ne with them. n our ;tutiz]nhodchildren were mostly ofjunior high school age ( lf)»l ))l lat the
etheir involvement and were not aware that these calls wersial;fi-

distance and at extra cost. While 1pd1v1duals of all agges use
i.

Porn it is the younger age that will mostly att%act‘ .fihe attentl_on =
parents who will be concerned enough to call it to the attenti

bauthorities. And it was through them that we obtained our sample

Ch“lgf:;; one makes a call to Dial-A-Porn it is usually gnsyverlled bkz;
very sexy seductive sounding female (actually a recfl;(?r{-:rimg) V:vi?ht‘;lidirectly to the caller about how bad she wants to have sex i

.
: i 11 as their

:
. do to

e : : : . : became involved with this as we
. 11 the things she wants to1-10 copies $2 each 10 or more copies $1 each vanations in the text. [ like this because it boys and 3 gile) who

bers are small the results were so consistent | now. She then tells the caller la X. etc Tlilgis is done with a lot of; enables the reader to form an invidivual rents. While tl}ese num
ir families as to suggest patterns which | him—oral sex, vagmal sex, anal sex, etc. 1 e SHe iy

Please send copies @ $2 each $ opinion about the passage in question. with all of the children and their amll d children at large. Firstit | panting and groaning suggesting that she is in in

E ke Thive
Hcasami FoRs @Sl each $

i
i might be valid for much larger sampies and, Parents,in | discuss the turgid state of her sex organs or that of the s

L

g e As with other modern versions, the Old
: his is not an easy issue to study. Parents,

n
| i d they may talk about having

Add 10%for handling and shipping $
T Bibli should be mentioned that thisis not it chi me in their | may be a second female on the line and they

: :

iittt sl L
ral. are uncomfortable in having their children (some

i together as well as with the caller. They may mention having a sex
Total amount enclosed $ braica, but along with the New Testament i

intensively interviewed about involvement with this type | sex tog
oday with all the explicit details. In some cases bondage 1SWas translated according to the concept of pre-teens)ra hy. It was embarrassing to the parents as well as their maratholfl tthc .Zcenario (having sex while gagged, handcuffed, andN ey olflill)gm:gIt sva)s"also an issue they wanted to “leave behind,” forget | a Pg?do t the neck) suggesting that (the sex) “hurts so well—don’tName o b ol e e e s REERR S A word was evaluated and rendered closely & l"‘h' 1. Their primary motivation in cooperating with this study | leashe s: th animalsis also included as well as group sex (e.g., fiveo ovine UIETRaCer o pRpcive e t;t ire:n. er and outrage—directed almost more toward the phone | stop.

; Xfl‘é"é) lesbianism, anal sex, rape, having sex with a “bady
Address . & I CRCRAE RS, U R R R i only the “general .sense” of the passage. This ;voa;p:ny thgan the pornographers. They were particularlyéncefnuizcli :1; gll;z’:r& aoscho,ols h’aving sex with class members, inviting the1 1
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Clly <sg0s Bt o ssiikaginionsoState.......oooiiiiiiiiiiill, Zip........ ffiemsi meletmgfat;ea%qneedl,g.udg‘llng 5
the phone company’s apparent calloused md‘lfi;?egcerggt enterprise, | married male to have sex with the babysitter, invitingthe caller to |Order from NFD, P.O. Drawer 2440 Tupelo, MS 38803 Vo.frssil(l)lr)lerlor S LA SO s ps
quit cooperating with the pornographersin this high p :
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