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‘English of 1ts day as were avallable for the use of the committee

that produced the King James Version. It 1s not, like that ver-
sion, at the end'éf auch-a series; 1hstead'1t'Stands'probably

L ﬁéar its beginning. However, it is an,excellent beginning, and

one which will be of great value to that oommittee a few deaadaa |
fram now which will be in a position to give uB a translation X '
worthy to stand bheslde the King James varﬁion, 1f our Lord tarries.
~ In one. particular respect the Berkeley Vbrnion will give
apecia1 rejoioing to Bible-balieving Christians. . Such evideneesl
of anti-Christian blas and desire to get rid of the Hasaianic
prophsciea of the 0ld Teatamant as daface tha pagea or the Revised

_Standard Version are acarcely to be found in 1t.- Tha gifted -

E&itor-inuchief, Dr. Garﬁib Vérkuyl, is a thoraugh.beliaver in bh& ’
essential doetrlnea of tha Ohrisbian faith anﬂ it was his desire
that tha book'be one from.which Bibla believera uould benerit.

In such refarences as Ps. 2:112; 45:6, Is. 7:14; Mi. 512 and Rom.

915, we do not find bhat anb1~Messianic bias which s so noticeabie e
in tha Ray1aed_6tanﬂarﬂ Version. Anyone 1ntal1igenh1y reading
that Version, and comparing its New Testament references to the

'01d Teatament with its rendering of the 0ld Testament passages

to which the apostles point, Would necessarily conclude that the -
New Testament writers_weie ooﬁp}etely wrdns‘whan the# asserted .
that the 014 Testament had clearly predicted the birth, ministry,
death and vesurrection of the Lord of Glory. No such anti-Christian
effect can be produced by the -Bei-i:eley Version.

_I It is true that one passage 1s quite disappointing. In.
an. 10:20 the Berknley Version of the New Testament reads:
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