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it is because there is no light in them."—Isaiah 8:20.
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Why You Can't Rub Out The Jew!
tong years ago, God called
Jews as His chosen people
in spite of the world's likes
dislikes, they are still His

sen people. I offer four pas-
es of Scripture to substan-
te this statement:

\SU\

MASS BAPTISM
OF HERETICS

%
le by one, 4,640 men, women

iy Children filed into a Broad-
swimming pool in New

'It City and were baptized as
vah's Witnesses. The cere-

11,3' lasted five hours and was
\Continued on page four)

stock of the nations, thus being
sorely persecuted for centuries
past.

The first attempt at their de-
struction was under the Pha-
roahs in 1571 to 1491 B. C. In
the days of Joseph, the Jews
had settled in the land of Egypt.
Their prosperity caused the
Egyptians to fear the Jews, with
the result that they soon brought
them into bondage. Hard labor
and severe treatment became
their lot. Afflictions and oppres-
sions were heaped upon them
for years until God raised up a
chosen leader, Moses by name.
Pharoah had even gone so far
as to demand the death of all
boy babies born in the land. In
spite of the king's command,
Moses was born and survived,
and eventually he delivered the
Jews through the Red Sea
while the Egyptians impetuously
following, were drowned.

The second attempt to destroy
the Jews was under Nebuchad-
nezzar in 558 B. C. As Israel
became settled in the land of
Palestine, God gave them fif-
teen judges who successively
ruled over the land. The four-
teenth judge was Eli, who was
a priest as well as a judge, while
the fifteenth Samuel, was a
judge and a prophet combined.
Under his despotic power, Israel
changed from a theocracy to a
monarchy with Saul, David, and
Solomon as its first kings. Short-
ly after these three, degenera-
tion set in; and as a result of
their idolatry, Israel declined
and fell. The northern kingdom
of ten tribes was captured by
Assyria in 721 B. C., and were
deported into other lands. The
southern kingdom of Judah was
captured by Nebuchadnezzar in
538 B. C., who burned the tem-
ple, stole its treasures, and car-
ried the Jews into Babylon. Here
they were in exile for 70 years.
Various attempts were made for
their destruction when in Baby-
lon; especially in that Daniel
was cast into the lion's den, and
others of his friends were cast
into the fiery furnace. At the

I

THE SERMON
THIS WEEK

Twice within the past year we
have printed the sermon of this
issue. Multiplied thousands of
copies of it have been sent out,
all over the nation. Of recent
months we have had to turn
down hundreds of requests for
it. Thus to meet this need as
they continue to come, we are
reprinting it in this issue. Pray
that God may bless it, as it goes
forth.

end of this 70 years captivity,
part of the Jews who had been
deported to Babylon, returned
to Palestine. It was under Ezra
and Nehemiah that the temple
and the city walls were rebuilt.
Thus this second attempt to de-
stroy them ended in failure.

The third attempt to destroy
the Jews was under Ahasuerus
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in 510 B. C. Haman, a descend-
ant of Agag, offered to pay a
fabulous sum to the king of
Persia for the privilege of an-
nihilating the Jews. Yet God did
not allow the enemies of the
Jews to prevail. The wickedness
of Haman was thwarted and
he himself was hanged upon the
gallows which -he had -prepared
for Mordecai.

The fourth attempt to destroy
the Jews was under Antiochus
Epiphanes in 170 B. C. By skill-
ful plotting, Antiochus involved
the people in civil and religious
disputes among themselves. Led
by their high priest, the Jews
eventually revolted. Antiochus,
in retaliation, destroyed Jerusa-
lem, plundered the temple, and
even offered the sacrifice of a
sow on the Jewish altar. The
Jewish nation and the worship
of the one true God nearly per-
ished altogether at this time.
God met the crisis, however, by
raising up the Maccabees who
opposed Antiochus. It was
through the efforts of the Mac-
cabees that Jerusalem was en-
tered in triumph, the temple
cleansed and the whole country
from Judah to Galilee was re-
gained for the Jews.

The fifth attempt to destroy
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"THE NEW MODERN UNHOLY BIBLE"
"For ever, 0 Lord, thy word

is settled in heaven."—Psa. 119:

89.

If you will look on either the

front, or the backbone of your

Bible, you will find in one or the

other of those two places two
words, "Holy Bible," which

means literally, "a holy book."

Ever since the Lord Jesus

Christ called me into His minis-
try, I have been preaching from
an Holy Bible. This one which
I hold in my hand this morning,
which is beginning to become
somewhat frayed and tattered,

is the third of these Holy Bibles
that I have used, after having
had both of the two previous
ones rebound twice. In contrast,
this morning I hold in my other
hand, another Bible, which is
likewise called an Holy Bible.
But, beloved, as I have often
said, it isn't the name over the
church door that signifies what
a church believes. You may call
it a Baptist church, but if it
doesn't stand for the Word of
God, it isn't a Baptist church.
It isn't the name that makes us
Baptists, but it is what we be-
lieve, and contend for that sig-

nifies our Baptist position.
Though this is called an Holy
Bible both on the front and on
the backbone, I would insist
that if it were properly named,
it would instead be called an
Unholy Bible; and by God's
grace I expect to show you why
I refer to it as the new, modern
unholy Bible.
Every since this new Bible

made its appearance and came
on the market the last part of
last year, I have been deluged
with letters from the readers
of THE BAPTIST EXAMINER

(Continued on page two)

the Jews was made by the Ro-
man Conquest of 70 A. D. When
the Jews regained their inde-
pendence from Antiochus Epip-
hanes they entered into a volun-
tary alliance with Rome. This
proved to be their undoing. In
66 A. D., the Jews at Jerusalem
revolted, and Titus, a Roman
general, beseiged the city. There
were nearly 3,000,000 people liv-
ing in Jerusalem at that time;
1,300,000 of them died as a re-
sult of the seige; 97,000 of them
were carried captive into Egypt.
It was the greatest catastrophe
that had ever fallen upon the
Jewish nation.

Even in more modern days,
the Jews have been sorely per-
secuted. Not so many years ago,
the Russian government expell-
ed all Jews from the country of
Poland. 200,000 of them were
hurriedly deported from the
land. This included aged men,
little children, mothers with
newborn babes, the insane from
the asylums, those who were
sick unto death, and even sol-
diers with bleeding wounds yet
unhealed; all of them were ex-
pelled. On three occasions, Eng-
land has driven the Jews from
Great Britain; and eight times,
France has purged herself of all
Jews. The only civilized nation
of the world which has not
stained its statute books with
laws against the Jews, is our
own country. How we ought to
thank God that this land has
always stood for religious free-
dom!
A question logically arises:

Why is it the Jews cannot be
destroyed? The Pharoah who at-
tempted in Egypt to drown all
the boy babies, was himself
drowned in the Red Sea; Baby-
lon and Persia, are nations long
since forgotten; Antiochus Epip-

(Continued on page four)

ONLY BREAKABLE
PART OF BIBLE

A post-office clerk asked an
old lady who was mailing a Bi-
ble to her brother in a distant
city if there was anything break-
able in her package.
"Only the Ten Command-

ments," the woman snapped.
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"The New Modern
Unholy Bible"

(Continued from page one)
scattered all over America and
also have been asked a number
of questions by folk here within
this local congregation as to
what I thought of the new re-
vised edition of the Scriptures.
I haven't been too hurried nor
too quick in my answer, but
rather, beloved, have studied
very carefully and have amassed
a great wealth of information
which I have gathered from
others who have had time to
•study it, even more fully than
1. I have done this before I have
taken this opportunity to give
my answer as to what I think of
this new Bible.

I would like to remind you
that I am not in agreement with
that one dear sister who wrote
saying that she didn't think
much of these modern, new fan-
gled translations, for said she,
"If the King James version of
the Bible were good enough for
the Apostle Paul, then it is good
enough for me?, Well, I am not
in agreement with her, for the
King James Version of the Bible
was only made about sixteen
hundred years after the Apostle
Paul had died and gone to Glory,
so I am not speaking this morn-
ing from the standpoint that this
dear sister spoke, when she
wrote her letter. However, be-
loved, I would like to remind
you that the Bible was written
originally in three languages.
Most of the Old Testament was
written in Hebrew, a very, very
small portion of the Old Testa-
ment was written in Aramaic,
and all of the New Testament
was written in Greek, so that
in the days of the Apostle Paul,
of that portion of the Bible that
he possessed, none of it was
written in the English language.
None of it was read from the
King James Version when the
Apostle Paul, nor any of the bal-
ance stood up to preach from
God's Book.

In the year 1611, King James
of England set about the task
of having the Bible translated
out of the Hebrew, the Aramaic
and the Greek into the English
language so that the people of
his country over which he ruled
might have the Bible in its en-
tirety in the English language.
Since it was at the command-

ment of the king, and since it
was authorized by him, and
since the translators were paid
in full by the English govern-
ment, it naturally bore the name
of the Authorized Version. That
is to say, it was authorized by
King James, and in the year
1611 that Bible was handed to
the English-speaking people of
the world, and since that day
has been the recognized volume
of Scriptures, for the great ma-
jority of folk who read, and
study the Word of God.

Then in the year 1901, another
translation was made, which was
called the Revised Version. The
Revised Version was made for
one reason, and one reason only.
There were certain archaic forms
of words which had changed
meaning in the interim between
1611 when the King James Ver-
sion was written, and in 1901
when the Revised Version was
presented. For example, in the
year 1611, the word "charity"
meant "the highest kind of love
that a person could bestow upon
another," but, belove d, you
know today that the word
"charity" certainly doesn't in
any wise signify the highest
form of love. Instead, beloved,
when you think of charity, im-
mediately your mind goes to
reaching down into your pocket
and getting out a little piece of
money, and doling it out to
someone who may be in need.
Paul said:

"Though I speak with the ton-
gues of men and of angels, and
have not CHARITY, I am be-
come as sounding brass, or a
tinkling cymbal."—I Cor. 13:1.
Beloved, when you read the

word "charity" in the Word of
God, it is definitely not the idea
of handing out funds to some-
on, but rather, it is the highest
kind of love that the Apostle
Paul is speaking of. Hence, be-
loved, in 1901 when the Revised
Version of the Scriptures came
from the press, such words had
changed their meaning. Such
words that were no longer good
English words were changed in
the R. V. Practically the only
changes that were made in the
Revised Version in 1901, over
the Authorized Version of 1611,
were the words that had changed
meaning, and the archaic form
of words that were no longer
considered even good English
words.

Now on September 30, 1952,
we have a new Bible. I might
say that between 1901 and 1952
there have been lots of trans-
lations made of the Word of
God. We have the Moffat trans-
lation of the Bible, the Good-
speed translation of God's Word,
and Helen Barrett Montgom-
ery's translation of the New
Testament. There are others, and
all of these are modernistic. Be-
yond a shadow of a doubt, every
one of these translations are
tinctured and poisoned with the
virus of modernism. However,
beloved, the Devil waited until
September 30, 1952, to put off
on all the American people, the
greatest hoax so far as a so-
called Bible is concerned, that

El

is possible for any human being
to ever imagine, for when this
new Bible was put on the mar-
ket several months ago — when
it was thus published it was
published with one sole purpose
in mind, namely, to kill the
orthodox form of Christianity
and to teach modernism from
beginning to end.
I make no apology to any in-

dividual who has bought, or who
has studied one of these new
Bibles, but I tell you that this
is the modernist's Bible, and the
man who studies it, and believes
it, and accepts it, is nothing
short of a modernist when he
does so.
Now I am willing to agree

that there are some things about
this new Bible that are quite
commendatory. For example, in
the twelfth chapter of Acts the
word "Easter," which was def-
initely mistranslated in the King
James Version, has been remov-
ed. Listen:
"And when he had seized him,

he put him in prison, and de-
livered him to four squads of
soldiers to guard him, intend-
ing after the Passover to bring
him out to the people."—Acts
12:4.

In that one instance, beloved,
this new Bible is to be com-
mended. It has definitely taken
a word which was positively
mistranslated in 1611 and has
given to it its proper translation
today. Anyone who has ever
studied Greek, or who knows
anything at all about the New
Testament as it was written in
the original Greek language,
knows positively that the word
that is translated "Easter" in
the King James Version which
is translated "Passover" in this
new, modern unholy Bible —
anyone who knows anything at
all about the Greek language
will agree that it is definitely
and positively a tremendous
help and improvement over the
King James Version.
But where you find one in-

stance like that, you will find
"scads" of instances where the
Word of God has been mutili-
ated at the hands of the mod-
ernists. Let me give you a few
examples and cite to you some
reasons why that you and I
as God's people don't need this
new unholy Bible. Follow with
me as I shall read first from the
King James Version and then
from this new, modern trans-
lation.

I imagine the greatest amount
of criticism that has been
brought against this new Bible,
centers around the translation of
Isaiah 7:14. In fact, most every-
one who has criticized it, has
criticized it from this standpoint.
In the King James Version we
read:

"Therefore the Lord himself
shall give you a sign; Behold, a
VIRGIN shall conceive, and bear
a son, and shall call his name
Immanuel."
"Now, in the new Bible we

read:
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I plan to attend the Thanksgiving Missionary Conference at Russell,
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Name    Address 
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Will come Will bring men with me. Will bring

__women with me. Will bring children with me. Will

arrive

"Therefore the Lord himself
will give you a sign. Behold, a
YOUNG WOMAN shall conceive
and bear a son, and shall call
his name Immanuel."
In the King James Version it

says that a virgin shall conceive;
in the new Bible it says that a
young woman shall conceive.
There is a tremendous differ-
ence between a virgin and a
young woman. A young woman
may be a virgin, and at the same
time she may not be a virgin.
That is nothing short of an at-
tempt to destroy the virgin birth
of the Lord Jesus Christ. I am
satisfied that the thirty-two
translators who worked on this
new Bible for the past sixteen
years, had in mind that by the
removal of the word "virgin,"
that they would be able to de-
stroy at least in part the virgin
birth of the Lord Jesus Christ.
However, it is rather conspic-
uous, and it certainly shows the
folly of man, that in Isaiah 7:14
they removed the word "vir-
gin" from the Scripture but
when they came to the first
chapter of the Gospel of Mat-
thew, which is a quotation from
Isaiah 7:14, they quote it and
give the word "virgin" in the
quotation, for we read:
"Behold, a virgin shall con-

ceive and bear a son, and his
name shall be called Emman-
uel."—Mt. 1:23.
In the v6rse preceding this it

says:

"All this took place to fulfil
what the Lord had spoken by
the prophet."—Mt. 1:22.

It is highly conspicuous that
they removed the word "vir-
gin" from Isaiah 7:14, but that
they failed to take the word
out of Matthew 1:23 when they
quoted Isaiah 7:14. To me, be-
loved, it looks like the Lord
purposely caused them to cross
themselves just to show the
folly of man and the blunders
that man can get into as he
attempts to destroy the Word of
God.
Let me remind you ere I go

one step further that I am a firm
believer in the virgin birth of
the Lord Jesus Christ. I believe
that when the Son of God was
born into this world that He
was born of Mary, who was His
human mother, and that she
was merely the receptacle
whereby that Jesus Christ was
born into this world, that she
had never known man, and that
she herself was entirely a virgin
and as such, she conceived the
Lord Jesus Christ of the Holy
Spirit, and when Jesus was born,
He was born not as a result of
the combined seed of man and
woman, as you and I are born,
but rather He was born of the
seed of the woman as was pro-
phesied in Genesis 3:15. No man
can believe more strongly nor
more firmly in the virgin birth
of Jesus than your pastor.
May I cite in passing that the

little bee, the honey gatherer—
his method of procreation is by
parthenogenesis, which means
"generation by a virgin." Be-
loved, if God always used gen-
eration by a virgin to bring
forth bees, and to progagate the
bee family in the world, surely
the great God of the universe
can set aside the laws of nature
once if He wishes in order that
His Son might come into the
world as the seed of the woman,
and a child of a virgin, without
a human father. Surely our Lord
can do so.
I say then that that is my first

reason and objection to the new,
modern unholy Bible. You can
see why I refer to it as an un-
holy Bible, for a Bible which
assiduously attempts to remove
the virgin birth of Jesus Christ
from it, no longer deserves the
name of Holy Bible. In its at-
tempt to remove the virgin
birth, it becomes unholy.
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III

o/nehow the English of the
rig James Version has always
r'fled to me to be unusually

cverent. You read in the King
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ions z ace, whereas in the King
s Circe 1/4!_rnes Version y o u will find
.xister10 ;'gr, ee" and "thou." I will cite
[ice it ys.t1 two instances just to give
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11 ..16 when Jesus spoke of the
lidding of His church. In the

2 fell) Bible we read:
Simon Peter replied, You are

Ne Christ, the Son of the living

oiritrast this with the King
atties Version, when he said:
q:A.nd Simon Peter answered

53 said, Thou art the Christ,

the Son of the living God."
To give you an example from

the Old Testament, we read in
Psalms 2:7 from the King James
Version:
"I will declare the decree: the

Lord hath said unto me, Thou
art my Son; this day have I
begotten thee."
Now read Psalms 2:7 in the

new unholy Bible and note how
the pronouns have been changed.
"I will tell you of the decree

of the Lord: He said to me, You
are my son, today I have begot-
ten you."
That may sound right to some

folk, but, beloved, there is a
lack of dignity, and a lack of
reverence in the changing of
these pronouns and in the put-
ting in of these words in modern
everyday speech such as you and
I use.
I was rather impressed by an

editorial in the "Evening Star"
of Washington, D. C., under the
date of October 1st, when the
editor in his editorial, "Some-
thing Has Been Lost," said:

"It is disappointing to find
that the moving poetry and ca-
dence of such sentences as 'He
maketh me to lie down in green
pastures: He leadeth me beside
still waters' have been lost in
the change to 'He makes me lie
down in green pastures. He leads
me beside still waters.' Another
such loss is found in the passage
from St. Luke: 'But Jesus called
them unto him, and said, Suffer
little children to come unto me,
and forbid them not: For of such
is the Kingdom of God.' The
verse now becomes, 'But Jesus
called to him, saying, Let the
children come to me, and do not
hinder them; for to such belong
the kingdom of God."
Then the editor adds this ex-

pression:
"One is inclined to believe

that, despite the great circula-
tion planned for the Revised
Bible, it will not displace the
King James Version."
Beloved, that is exactly fny

attitude in regard to it. I re-
peat, there is a reverence in the
handling of the Bible as in the
Authorized King James Version.
I like the expression "He lead-
eth me" rather than "He leads
me." I like the expression "Thou
art the Christ" instead of saying
"You are the Christ." I say, be-
loved, there is a reverence about
the Scriptures that is taken
away by the new, modern un-
holy Bible.

IV

There is a fourth reason why
I have no place for the new
Bible and that is that there are
so many other errors. For ex-
ample, in the baptism of the
Ethiopian eunuch in the eighth
chapter of Acts we find that
at least one verse is left out
in the new, modern Bible. In
the King James Version we
read.
"And Philip said, If thou be-

lievest with all thine heart, thou
mayest. And he answered and
said, I believe that Jesus Christ
is the Son of God."—Acts 8:37.
Beloved, I can't read you the

contrast from the new Bible be-
cause it isn't there. When you
come to the new Bible you have
the 36th verse and then the 38th
verse, for the 37th verse is just
left out entirely. It just isn't
there.
Now why do you suppose it

was left out? I will give you a
guess. That 37th verse says, "If
thou believest with all thine
heart, thou mayest," signifying

that the proper person for bap-

tism is a person capable of be-

lieving. But you know, beloved,
the baby baptizers would like

to get rid of that. All the folk

who believe in baptizing babies

would like to get rid of the fact
that you have to believe before
you can be baptized. Therefore,
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it was quite convenient for them
to leave out Acts 8:37.

Then there is another Scrip-
ture which is left out entirely
in the sixteenth chapter of the
Gospel of Mark. The whole res-
urrection story is left out. Verses
nine through nineteen are all
omitted. I might say that in
this new unholy Bible they
give a footnote at the bottom
of the page showing why it
should be left out.

Then, beloved, we have an-
other instance in the eighth
chapter of the Gospel of John.
In the first eleven verses we
have the story of Jesus dealing
with the woman taken in adul-
tery. You remember that pre-
cious story, that wonderful gem
of Scripture, which portrays the
forgiving nature of our Lord
Jesus Christ, and which shows
Him to be a forgiver of sins per-
haps greater than any other
Scripture in all the New Testa-
ment. Yet, beloved, when you
come to the new, modern un-
holy Bible, you will find that
that portion of God's Word is
left out entirely, so that the
eighth chapter of John doesn't
begin with the first verse, but
rather begins with the twelfth
verse, so that all eleven verses
are completely left out in this
new, modern Bible.

Now I don't know how it may
strike you to pick up a Bible
and find that Acts 8:37, Mark
16:9-19, and John 8:1-11 have
all been left out. Here are twen-
ty-odd verses of God's Word that
have been left out. I will tell
you how it strikes me. Beloved,
if you are going to leave out
those twenty-odd verses, why
not take all the balance of it,
and throw it all overboard, and
then build a monument Heaven
high to Tom Paine and Bob In-
gersoll and all the rest of the
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infidels of the world, and forget
about the Word of God entirely.
If you are going to take out
part, you might just as well take
it all.

But I remember' reading in
God's Book in Rev. 22:18, 19,
where God has already pro-
nounced a curse upon the trans-
lators of the new, modern trans-
lation of God's Word. Listen:

"For I testify unto every man
that hearth the words of the
prophecy of this book, If any
man shall add unto these things,
God shall add unto him the
plagues that are written in this
book: And if any man shall take
away from the words of the
book of this prophecy, God shall
take away his part out of the
book of life, and out of the holy
city, and from the things which
are written in this book."

Beloved, I wouldn't want the
responsibility resting upon me
that is resting upon them after
they have removed these Scrip-
tures from the Word of God.
I might go further and say

that every time the word "Cal-
vary" is mentioned in the King
James Version, it is removed
from the modern translation, so
that you don't find the word
"Calvary" one time in the new,
modern translation of the Bible.
I might cite to you also that

in the sixth chapter of Matthew
when our Lord was giving a
form or a model of prayer,
which is known by the world
as the Lord's Prayer, that the
translators left out the last part
of the thirteenth verse. In the
King James Version we read:
"And lead us not into tempta-

tion, but deliver us from evil:
For thine is the kingdom, and
the power, and the glory, for
ever. Amen."
In the new Bible we read:
"And lead us not into temp-
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tation, But deliver us from evil."
You will notice that all ref-

erence to the eternal existence
and the eternal kingdom of the
Lord Jesus Christ is left out al-
together. Beloved, that is a good
reason why I have no use for
this Bible — these omissions,
these errors, and this leaving
out of the Word of God.

V

Let me give you a fifth reason
why I must repudiate and reject
this Bible. I would remind you
as to whom is back of it. It was
started by the old Federal Coun-
cil of Churches sixteen years
ago, but you know, beloved, the
Federal Council of Churches got
so corrupt and so rotten and so
modernistic that the name itself
smelled badly, so that of re-
cent years it has been changed
to the American Council of
Churches. Beloved, you can
change the name, but it is the
same group entirely. When you
remember that the Federal
Council of Churches, now called
the American C ouncil of
Churches, is the group that is
back of it, I know it is no good.
There isn't anything that the
American Council of Churches,
formerly called the Federal
Council of Churches, has ever
snonsored that is worth any-
thing whatsoever to any church.
Every president that they have
ever had was a modernist. Every
president of the American Coun-
cil of Churches has denied the
virgin birth, the deity, the blood
atonement, and the resurrection
of the Lord Jesus Christ. I won't
take time to read it but I can

(Continued on page four)
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(Continued from page three)
prove it to you this morning by
their own quotations. Every
man who has ever headed the
Federal Council of Churches has
been a modernist and has denied
the virgin birth, the deity, the
blood atonement, and the resur-
rection of the Lord Jesus Christ.
Beloved, with that crowd spon-
soring a Bible, would you expect
anything good to come from it?
Let me call attention to a few

translators. The chairman of
of these thirty-two who have
translated this Bible is a man
by the name of Luther A. Wei-
gle. He is a professor in Yale.
Would you believe me this
morning that Luther A. Weigle
is an outstanding modernist
himself, and worse than that,
he has been cited at least five
times for communistic activities
on the part of the Federal gov-
ernment.

Let me go a little further.
There is Harry M. Orlinsky, a
Jew, of the Jewish Institute of
New York City. You know a
Jew doesn't believe in Jesus
Christ. How could you expect
a Jew to translate anything that
has to do with the Son of God?
Then again, there is Walter

Russell. Bowie of Union Theo-
logical Seminary. He is not only
a radical as to religion, but I
can prove this morning that he
is a man who has been cited fif-
teen times for his communistic
connections — can you imagine
this man being honest enough to
translate the Word of God? I
might say that the very fact
that he is a professor of Union
Theological Seminary is an in-
dication that he is a modernist,
for, beloved, they haven't had
a man in Union Theological

Seminary for the last twenty-
five years who believed the
Word of God.
I might say that three of the

rest of these translators are pro-
fessors of Union Theological
Seminary. The fact of the mat-
ter is, you would have to search
with a magnifying glass to find
a man in that list of translators
that isn't tinctured somewhere
with modernism.
I want to pause to note one

Baptist translator particularly.
It has been cited that Kyle M.
Yates, who was a professor in
the Seminary at Louisville, is
one of the thirty-two transla-
tors. It is true that Kyle M.
Yates was professor of Old Test-
ament in the Seminary, but, be-
loved, a few years ago there was
a young fellow down at Louis-
ville who graduated from the
Seminary, and for his graduat-
ing thesis, he presented a mod-
ernistic paper. I speak of Das
Kelly Barnett. Beloved, Kyle M.
Yates defended him for his mod-
ernism.
I tell you, beloved, there is

not a man in this group of trans-
lators but what is a modernist
or tinctured in some wise by
the virus of modernism.

CONCLUSION

I say then to you, beloved, this
is the modernist's Bible. To me
it is not an Holy Bible; it is an
unholy Bible.
Several years ago one of the

early translations of the Bible
that was made in England was
made by a man who was an
atheist, but who had a publish-
ing house, and for the purpose
of making money he published
an edition of the Bible. When
he came to the Ten Command-
ments, he took that command-
ment which says, "Thou shalt
not commit adultery," and he

left out the word "not" and
published it, reading, "Thou
shall commit adultery." It was
listed immediately by the king
as an unholy Bible. Every copy
of that edition of the Bible was
gathered and burned, and the
king assessed such a fine upon
that publisher that it bankrupt
his publishing house.
Beloved, so far as I am con-

cerned this is just as an unholy
Bible as the one that the king
condemned.
Let me tell you a story—a

Bible story. Jeremiah was one of
God's prophets, and one day
God gave Jeremiah a message.
He wrote it in the form of a
roll. He sent a copy of it to the
king — King Jehoiakim. When
the king sat down to read it, he
read it with the nobles and with
all the pomp and royalty of the
country assembled before him.
It was a cool day when they
were reading this book of Jere-
miah, and there was a fireplace
in the room, with a fire there-
in. As they would read a por-
tion of this book of Jeremiah,
the king would interrupt when
there was something displeasing
or something that he did not
like, and he would have them
take a pen knife and cut it out
and throw it into the fire. Time
and time and time again King
Jehoiakim interrupted the
scribe in his reading, and he had
this book of Jeremiah cut to
shreds and discarded and de-
stroyed in the fire.
Beloved, that didn't keep the

book of Jeremiah from being a
part of the Bible. God said,
"Now, Jeremiah, sit down and

will tell it to you all over
again," and God spoke the whole
thing over to Jeremiah. At the
same time, Jeremiah added
something else at the request
of God. He told the story of

how King Jehoiakim had treat-
ed the previous copy of the
book of Jeremiah. Beloved, it is
right here in God's Word just
because God didn't allow that
old king to destroy the book.
I am saying to y o u, dear

Christian friends, God isn't go-
ing to allow the modernists to
destroy the Bible. My text says,
"For ever, 0 Lord, thy word is
settled in heaven."

Listen again:
"Heaven and earth shall pass

away, but my words shall not
pass away."—Mt. 24:35.
"But the word of the Lord

endureth for ever." — I Pet. 1:
25.
Oh, yes, what happened to

King Jehoiakim? A little while
later he was captured by his
enemies, and they took an auger
and bored his eyes out of their
sockets. They built a cage for
him like you would build for
a wild animal, and they shut
him up in a cage and they start-
ed to take him as a prisoner,
captive to Babylon. The Word
of God tells us that even before
they got to Babylon, King Je-
hoiakim died and there was no
lamentation made for him.
Beloved, I offer this predic-

tion this morning. The men who
have given to the world this
new, modern Bible, when they
come to die, there will be no
limentation made for them on
the part of the people of God.
This old Book is going to last.
Surely as there is a God in
Heaven this old Book will last,
and I thank God today, for the
privilege of preaching it. May
God bless you!

Mass Baptism

(Continued from page one)
the biggest mass baptismal serv-
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THANKSGIVING MISSIONARY CONFERENCE
WHEN?

WHERE?

NOVEMBER 23-27, 1953

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, RUSSELL, KY.
WHO CAN ATTEND?

Everyone who is interested in God's Word and missions is invited
and urged to be present.

THE COST?

Rooms and meals will be gladly furnished freely in behalf of all
Christian workers who attend.

WHO WILL BE THERE?

Already we have reservations from 12 states and others are ex-
pected. Folk are coming from Florida, Colorado, Louisiana,
Texas, North Carolina, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana,
Illinois, Michigan.

SEND IN YOUR RESERVATION TODAY
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