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life, and respect for authority would be 
restored and the red tide of Bolshevism 
turned back. But as these 68 church­
struggle documents show, the ecclesias­
tical leaders quickly found the ground 
cut out from under them by Hitler and 
national socialism. 

Especially striking is the summary of 
a conversation that two Catholic prel­
ates had with the Fuhrer in April 1933. 
Hitler pointed out that he was only 
doing to the Jews what tpeir ch!Jrches 
had done for 1,500 years. Surely the 
chickens of Christian anti-Semitism 
were coming home to roost! But he also 
responded to a query about freedom for 
"confessional" schools (the equivalent 
of U.S. "parochial" or "Christian" 
schools) by saying "we need soldiers, 
believing soldiers." Because these are 
the "most valuable" kind, his govern­
ment would maintain the confessional 
schools in order to train "believing 
men." 

Although evangelical participation in 
Holocaust discussions is less noticeable, 
a start has been made. Modest evangeli­
cal-Jewish dialogues took place in 1975 
and 1980; Bonhoeffer scholars Burton 
Nelson and Ruth Zerner are preparing 
studies of this towering figure; David 
Rausch has been writing in the Holo­
caust area; and the dissertations of 
Robert W. Ross, So It Was True: The 
American Protestant Press and the Nazi 
Persecution of the Jews (Minnesota, 
1980), and William E. Nawyn's Ameri­
can Protestantism's Response to Germa­
ny's Jews and Refugees (UMI Research 
Press, 1982) were published. 

Jakob Jocz's The Jewish People and 
Jesus Christ after Auschwitz (Baker, 
1981), is a praiseworthy discussion of 
the differences between Christians and 
Jews concerning the role of God, Chris­
to logy , Hebrew Christianity, Jewish­
ness, mission, and dialogue . It is based 
on a thorough knowledge of Jewish 
literature, a sensitivity to Jewish feel­
ings and insights, and a willingness to 
hold firmly to the central tenets of 
Christianity. 

We will probably never fully under­
stand the Holocaust , but these books 
are groping in the right direction. Ulti­
mately, we are cast upon the mystery of 
God in eschatological faith that the 
Judge of all the earth will make it right , 
someday, somehow. 

Reviewed by Richard V. Pierard, professor of 
history, Indiana State UniverSity, Terre 
Haute. 
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Judging English Bibles 
The English Bible from l\JV to NIV, by 
Jack P. Lewis (Baker, 1981, 408 pp., 
$16.95), is reviewed by D. A. Carson, 
associate professor of New Testament, 
Trinity Evangelical Divinity Sclwol, Deer­
field, Illirwis. 

T HE CASCADE OF NEW, English trans­
lations of the Bible has finally been 
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print, making reliable introductions to 
the strengths and weaknesses of the 
most common ones of value to the 
church. Jack P. Lewis, professor of 
Bible at Harding Graduate School of 
Religion since 1954, provides just such a 
guide. 

Lewis's first two chapters survey the 
history of the Bible prior to the English 
versions, and the English versions prior 
to the King James Version. The third 
chapter focuses on "Doctrinal Problems 
in the King James Version," and the 
remaining 11 chapters examine the 
strengths and weaknesses of the ASV, 

RSV, NEB, NASB, JB, NAB, NWT (Jeho­
vah's Witnesses), LB, TEV (the Good 
News Bible), NIV, and the New KJV. 

The book concludes with a 40-page 
bibliography: two pages on Bible histo­
ry and translation and the rest a cata­
logue of most of the principal discus­
sions of the versions treated in the 
book. 

This work does not compete with 
more comprehensive one-volume histo­
ries of the Bible (such as F. F. Bruce's 
The Books and the Parchments) . It does 
go over almost the same ground cov­
ered by Sakae Kubo and Walter Specht 
in So Many Versions? Twentieth Centu­
ry English Versions of the Bible (Zon­
dervan, 1975), albeit in considerably 
more detail. (Kubo/Specht discuss 15 
English-language Bibles in 240 pages; 
Lewis treats 12 in 400 pages). The 
stance, theological and linguistic, is as 
careful and "neutral" as could reasona­
bly be expected. Lewis tries to be even­
handed, and the plethora of examples 
he cites insures that disagreement with 
him on some detail rarely jeopardizes 
his larger case. Nowhere does he self­
consciously formulate the criteria by 
which he assesses "good" and "bad" in 
translation (unlike, for instance, the 
work of Eugene H. Glassman, The 
Translation Debate: What Makes a 
Bible Translation Good? [IVP, 1981)). 
But his practice of assessment reveals 
Lewis as a sympathetic and sensitive 

supporter of "dynamic equivalence." 
Lewis does not come out unequivo­

cally in favor of anyone translation. But 
he insists that although he is hard on 
some of them, God's Word can be 
heard in any translation if it is read 
prayerfully. He tellingly draws a com­
parison between English versions of the 
Bible and dictionaries, for, as Samuel 
Johnson once said, "Dictionaries are 
like watches; the worst is better than 
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to go quite true." This is an admirable 
book, one that quietly masks long hours 
of careful study behind readable prose T 
and mature judgments. 0 
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The Preached Word 
Thru the Bible, VoL 1, by J. Venwn McGee 
(Nelson, 1981, 612 pp., $22.50), is ,'e- 9 
viewed by Pa~e Patterson, president oj g 
the Criswell Center for Biblical Studies, 
Dallas, Thras. U 
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J VERNON MdiEE'S 21 YEARS AS PAS- n 
• TOR of the Church of the Open .~ 

Door in Los Angeles, followed by a 
burgeoning radio ministry. well estab­
lished in his mind that regardless of the 
proliferation of preaching, there is "a 
famine in the land for the Word of 
God." As a result, he devoted over half 
a decade to a series of radio messages 
that began in Genesis and culminated in 
the Apocalypse . This volume is the 
first of a projected five ,------, 
encompassing those 
expositions. McGee's 
preface charts the 
course for his work, 
stressing that he is 
making no attempt to 
present "a theological 
or technical commen­
tary on the Bible." He '------­
is a "popularizer." 

The introduction concerns the nature 
of the Bible and gives guidelines for 
successfully grasping the message of 
Scripture. McGee stresses his confi­
dence in the Bible, insisting that "the 
words of Scripture are inspired-not 
just the thoughts, but the words." Each 
book of the Pentateuch is discussed, 
using format of introduction, outline, 
and exposition. The introductions are 
adequate, the outlines superb, but the 
expositions are a mixed bag. 

This critique of the expositions, how­
ever, is not an assault on content but a 
frustration with their brevity. A theolo-
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