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Bibliology – God’s Word

Coastland Christian Bible College & University

Pastor Brett Peterson 

COURSE DESCRIPTION
The student will understand how our Bible came to be, how it was preserved, and why it is the Word of God..

MEETING PLACE AND TIME
Forbes Campus - Wed. 9-11:00 AM.  If you can not make it to a class, you MUST call the instructor prior to your absence (or if you will be late).

 AVAILABILITY FOR CONSULTATION / QUESTIONS / PRAYER
I  will be available before and after class.  I will always be available by phone.

Cell: 949-677-0903, Office. 800-TO-STUDY or e-mail pastorbrett@ccbcu.edu.

COURSE REQUIREMENTS


1. READING




Handouts


2. LECTURE


All 15 lectures must be attended.  50% of your grade will be 


classroom participation.

3. RESEARCH 

Each student will be given homework weekly.  They will present their findings at the following class.

BOOKS NEEDED
A Bible dictionary or a good Bible study software program (like e-sword – it’s free!)
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Bibliology:  our fixed point of reference – the Bible

INTRODUCTION
The Bible is the sacred book for many religions.  It is interesting how they all have the same facts, but they all believe vastly different things. 

Acknowledgement by cults that the Bible is the inspired word of God:

1. Mormonism: "We believe the Bible to be the word of God as far as it is translated correctly; we also believe the Book of Mormon to be the word of God." 

2. Christian Science: "The Bible has been my only authority. I have had no other guide in "the straight and narrow way" of Truth. In following these leadings of scientific revelation, the Bible was my only textbook." 

3. Jehovah's Witnesses: "The Holy Scripture of the Bible are the standard by which to judge all religions."

"To let God be found true means to let God have the say to what is the truth that sets men free... Our obligation is to back up what is said herein by quotations from the Bible for proof of truthfulness and reliability." 

4. The Way: "There is no room for interpretation or discussion. "We must come to The Word, let The Word speak, and then adjust our thinking according to the integrity and accuracy of The Word. After we have let The Word speak, we must accordingly harmonize our beliefs, our actions, and our living." 

5. The Unification Church: "Until our mission with the Christian church is over, we must quote the Bible and use it to explain the Divine Principle. After we receive the inheritance of the Christian church we will be free to teach without the Bible." 

Some Facts About The Bible

· Holy Bible: means "holy, or separate book" ("holy" means "set apart" or "separate;" "Bible" is derived from the Greek word biblia, "books") 

· The Bible contains 66 books 

· In the Old Testament there are 39 books 

· In the New Testament there are 27 books 

· There were over 40 writers including kings and peasants, doctors and fishermen, princes and herdsmen, poets and laborers, rich and poor, educated and uneducated 

· It was written over a period of 1600 years 

· There are 2,930 characters in 1,551 places 

· There is every imaginable literary form (poetry, prose, etc.). 

Bibliology is a sub-category of Theology…

Systematic Theology

DEFINITION:

·  THEOLOGY

·  qeo,jtheos- God

·  lo,gojlogos- word, study, discourse,understanding, universal rational

·  SYSTEMATIC

·  suni,sthmi, sunista’,nw-- Synistemi, Synistano- comprehend, put together, organize-Logos -understanding

· Systematic Theology is “that department or section of theology which is concerned with setting forth systematically, that is to say, as a organized whole, what is known concerning God.” Warfield, Studies in Theology, 91.

Types of theological study:

Types of theological study continued …

Why study Theology in a SYSTEMATIC way?:

· God created our minds to Systematize truth:
· We construct lists of ideas

· We compare what is experienced with previous ideas and teachings 

· God is a God of order, and therefore reveals Himself in a systematic way

· It gives us a clear view of the truth we are studying from Genesis to Revelation.

Systematic Theology will:

· Bring to light the truths of God and how He relates to mankind

· It gives us an opportunity to experience God’s revelation of Himself

· It helps us maintain a balance between emotionalism and Intellectualism

· It allows us to analyze ‘Biblical Theology’ is a all inclusive way.

Understanding God systematically helps us:

· Establish absolute truth on a given doctrine and teach that truth to others

· We allow God’s revelation of Himself to teach us His truth

· We are then prepared to teach that truth to others

· This gives the Church  protection against false teaching

The Goal of Theology: 

· To bring individuals into a right understanding of God and how He works in their lives

· To proclaim the absolute truth of scripture in a contemporary yet Uncompromised way

· To give the Church the meat of God’s Word

· To equip the saints

· To make the gospel relevant and rational

Cautions as we study theology:

· Apriori:  “Finitum non capax infiniti.” That is to say, the finite is not capable of the infinite.   

· Truth is Spiritually discerned

· Preconceived Ideas:  Church tradition, man’s ideas rather than Bible based truth.

· Example;The Trinity – ‘man is unable to comprehend the triune nature of God’  We must question this assertion!

· ‘I was always taught _________________’

· ‘That’s not what Pastor _________ says’

· ‘If the church holds this truth, it must be Biblical’

Cautions continued:

· Limitations  (A.H. Strong, Systematic Theology, I, 34ff), cont.

· Incomplete Knowledge of Scripture: We do not know all parts of Scripture and the parts we know we do not know equally well

· Silence of Revelation (Deut. 29:29):  There is much that God has not seen fit to reveal; there is much we are incapable of receiving

· Lack of Spiritual Discernment (I Cor. 2:14):  “A theologian is not fitted for his undertaking unless he knows the power of the redemptive provision of which Scripture is the revelation.” John Murray, “Systematic Theology,” Collected Writings, IV, 4

How can we grasp theological truth? 

· We filter everything through our experience

· The academic study of Theology must lead us to Spiritual and emotional change – it is then we begin to experience God in creation.

· F. D.W. Schleiermacher says, “ . . . the doctrines in all their forms have their ultimate ground so exclusively in the emotions of the religious self-consciousness, that where these do not exist the doctrines cannot arise.”     The Christian Faith, E.T., 78.

The study of Theology impacts who we are rationally: 

· In understanding the author of creation, we begin to understand our place in creation.
· “Two characteristics are perceptible in religious conceptions which must be stated at the very outset. They are always the possession of a community and they express not merely a relations between God and man, but always at the same time a relations toward the world on the part of God and those who believe in Him.” A. Ritschl, Justification and Reconciliation, E.T., 27.

· In our section on science, we will find many scientists who came to faith by their discovery of an author of creation. 

The consequence of Theology

· It brings us into a right relationship with God
· Benjamin B. Warfield, of Old Princeton Seminary: the proper subject matter of theology is “God in his nature and in his relations to his creatures,” or “the facts concerning God and his relations to his creatures.”  Warfield, Studies in Theology, 58.  Cf. Shorter Catechism Q. 3. “What do the Scriptures principally teach?”  A.  “The Scriptures principally teach what man is to believe concerning God and what duty God requires of him.”

Theology is God’s revelation of Himself…

What are the sources of our study of Theology?

· The “Wesleyan Quadrilateral” 

· Scripture  (Supreme Authority)

· Reason


              

· Tradition

· Experience  

· All four of these areas are important to discover truth – however, the last two need to be used with caution.
Sources of Theological study;

The Bible is our canon…

Our apriori… 

· Theological Presuppositions

· Expositional consistency:

· There is Unity in the Scriptures by virtue of their ultimate author, God himself

· ‘Sola scriptura’ Scripture is our sole source for faith and practice

· You must be born again to understand scripture

· The Holy Spirit ultimately must illuminate your mind and heart to the truth in scripture -  

Absolute truth:

· Premise – there is absolute truth and it does not change with personality or culture

· Since the Scriptures, ultimately, are God’s revelation to all of mankind, there will be a unity of truth even in the midst of diverse cultural emphases and contextualized language

· We  “have tended to view theology as transcultural or culturally neutral. …and have typically championed biblical authority by claiming that there is only one horizon in theology- the biblical text itself.” Richard Lints, The Fabric of Theology, 102

Theology gives us truth that is not bound by space or time…

· There is a transcultural aspect to the doing of theology: “Ought we to give our western creeds to the Oriental mind? . . . Of course those Western creeds ought to be given to the Oriental mind. But that ought to be done only on one condition- that those western creeds are true. If they are not true, they ought not to be given to the Oriental mind or to any other kind of mind; but if they are true, they are just as true in China as they are in the United States.” Machen, Christian Faith in the Modern World, 93

The result of studying theology:

· Our practice of studying and applying theological truth will impact our culture: “Contemporary theologians must also seek to challenge the contemporary mind to think more critically about its own culturally accepted values.” Lints, Fabric, 113

· Even in the post-modern world, we must be salt and light.  As we study theology, we must…

  So long as the church pretends or assumes to preach absolute values, but actually preaches relative and secondary values, it will merely hasten the process of disintegration.  We are asked to turn to the church for our enlightenment, but when we do so we find that the voice of the church is not inspired.  The voice of the church today, we find, is the echo of our own voices.  When we consult the church we hear only what we ourselves have said.  

   There is only one way out of the spiral, and the way out is the sound of a voice, not our voice, but a voice coming from something beyond ourselves, in the existence of which we cannot disbelieve.  It is the duty of the pastors to hear this voice, to cause us to hear it, and to tell us what it says.  

   -- Fortune Magazine, January 1940.  Leadership, Vol. 10, no. 4.

Just because a good Christian says it or writes it, just because the pastor says it, or just because "that's what I've always believed", does not necessarily make it true. What does the Bible really say? 

Now the Bereans were of more noble character than the Thessalonians, for they received the message with great eagerness and examined the Scriptures every day to see if what Paul said was true. [Acts 17:11]

GLOSSARY
	APOCRYPHA. Books in the Catholic Old Testament that are not included in most Protestant Bibles.  

AUTOGRAPHS. An actual writing from an author (or his secretary) of a book of the Bible.  

CANON. Books of the Bible officially accepted by the Church.  

CODEX. A bound book, in contrast to a roll or scroll.  

CONSERVATIVE. One who believes the basic or fundamental doctrines of the Bible.  

CRITICISM, DESTRUCTIVE. The futile attempt by rationalists to disprove the authenticity and veracity of the Bible.  

CRITICISM, HIGHER. The scholarly study that attempts to determine the authorship, background, and destination of biblical writings.  

CRITICISM, LOWER. Also called Textual Criticism. The Scholarly study that attempts to establish the original text.  

ILLUMINATION. The process by which God enlightens or gives understanding of the revelation of God in the Bible.  

INERRANT. The view of the Bible that sees it as being without error. This includes both historical and scientific truth.  

INFALLIBLE. The view of the the Bible that sees it as God-backed and unbreakable truth.  

INSPIRATION. The view that the Bible is the revelation of truth from God, and a belief that the whole process of writing was superintended by the Holy Spirit.  

INSPIRATION, PLENARY. The view that all of the Bible is inspired.  

INSPIRATION, VERBAL. The view that even the choice of words that human writers used in the Bible were guided by God.  

INSPIRATION, DYNAMIC. The view that God guided the writers within their own styles of writing, insuring that they recorded all the truth God wanted them to communicate, without error.  

KOINE GREEK. The common Greek, as spoken during the time of Christ. The New Testament was written in Koine Greek.  

LIBERAL. One who denies some of the basic truths of Christianity. 

MANUSCRIPT. A handwritten copy of a book. Abbreviated MS. (Plural is MSS).  

MANUSCRIPT, MINUSCULE. Greek manuscript, handwritten in small letters, commonly in cursive, used in the ninth through fifteenth centuries.  

MANUSCRIPT, UNCIAL. Greek manuscript, hand printed in large letters, used in the fourth through ninth centuries.  

PAPYRUS. Ancient "paper" made from the pith of a plant that grew in the marshes of Egypt.  

PARCHMENT. An ancient writing material made from the skins of goats or sheep.  

PENTATEUCH. The first five books of the Bible authored by Moses.  

REVELATION. As it applies to this booklet, the belief that the truth in the Bible was revealed by God.  

SEPTUAGINT. A Greek translation of the Hebrew Old Testament made about 250-150 BC. Also represented by "LXX."  

TARGUMS. Aramaic paraphrases of the Old Testament.  

TEXT. Sometimes called a Critical Text. A "reconstructed autograph" of the Old Testament or New Testament through the science of textual criticism.  

TEXT, ECLECTIC. A text formed by the translators when they choose variant readings of Greek manuscripts while translating.  

TEXTUAL CRITICISM. See CRITICISM, LOWER.  

TEXTUS RECEPTUS. The "Received Text" underlying the New Testament of the King James Version. Erasmus edited this text quickly from Greek manuscripts he had at hand.  

TEXT, MASORETIC. Hebrew text of the Old Testament edited by the Masoretes, Jewish textual scribes of the fifth through ninth centuries AD, who standardized the text.  

TORAH. The English transliteration of the Hebrew word for "Law." It often refers to the Pentateuch.  

TRANSLATION, DYNAMIC EQUIVALENT. A translation that seeks to evoke the same reaction in the new reader that the original text did in the original reader. (Nida). It is a thought-for-thought translation.  

TRANSLATION, FORMAL EQUIVALENT. A translation that seeks to follow the original text closely.  

TRANSLATION, LITERAL. A word-for-word translation of the Bible.  

TRANSLATION, LITERAL-INTERLINEAR. A word-for-word or phrase-for-word translation of the Greek or Hebrew text. The text is printed with the translation directly below the printed text. It is helpful for those who know some Greek or Hebrew.  

TRANSLATION, PARAPHRASE. A meaning-for-meaning translation of the Bible.  

TRANSLATION, COMMITTEE. A translation done by a committee. The translation is usually called a version.  

TRANSLATION, PRIVATE. A translation done by an individual.  

TRANSLITERATION. A letter-for-letter or sound-for-letter spelling of a word to represent a word in another language.  

TRANSMISSION. The process by which biblical manuscripts are accurately passed down through history.  

VELLUM. A high quality writing material in ancient times, usually made from the skins of calves or antelopes.  

VERSION. A translation of the Old and/or New Testaments usually made by a committee.  

VULGATE. Latin translation of the Bible made in the fourth century. 


BACKGROUND TO THE BIBLE
Even with so many different writers and subjects, all parts of the Bible agree with one another. Though the writers were divided by class, period, country and disposition, there is wonderful harmony in all they wrote. There is no contradiction or disagreement. We call this expositional consistency.  It is all from God XE "God" ! They all wrote by divine inspiration. They were God's agents, proclaiming His message to humanity. 

Some examples of inspiration:
· David XE "David" : 

"Now these are the last words of David XE "David" . Thus says David the son of Jesse; Thus says the man raised up on high. The anointed of the God XE "God"  of Jacob, and the sweet psalmist of Israel: The Spirit XE "Spirit"  of the Lord XE "Lord"  spoke by me, and His word was on my tongue." Samuel 23:1-2 

· Jeremiah: 

"The word that came to Jeremiah from the Lord XE "Lord" , saying, Thus speaks the Lord God XE "God"  of Israel, XE "Israel,"  saying: 'Write in a book for yourself all the words that I have spoken to you.'" Jeremiah 30:1-2 

· God XE "God"  is the Author of the Bible: 

". . . and that from childhood you have known the Holy Scriptures, which are able to make you wise for salvation through faith which is in Christ XE "Christ"  Jesus XE "Jesus" . All Scripture is given by inspiration of God XE "God"  [lit., "is God-breathed"], and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work." 2 Timothy 3:15-17 

· God XE "God" 's Word never fails, nor should it be added to: 

"The grass withers, the flower fades, but the word of our God XE "God"  stands forever." Isaiah 40:8 

"Every word of God XE "God"  is pure; He is a shield to those who put their trust in Him. Do not add to His words, lest He reprove you and you be found a liar." Proverbs 30:5-6 
Revelation 22:18-19  I testify to everyone who hears the words of the prophecy of this book: if anyone adds to them, God will add to him the plagues which are written in this book;  (19)  and if anyone takes away from the words of the book of this prophecy, God will take away his part from the tree of life and from the holy city, which are written in this book.

· The Bible is the only source of truth: 

"The law of the Lord XE "Lord"  is perfect, converting the soul; the testimony of the Lord is sure, making wise the simple; the statutes of the Lord are right, rejoicing the heart; the commandment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes; the fear of the Lord is clean, enduring forever; the judgments of the Lord are true and righteous altogether." Psalm 19:7-9

Joh 17:17  "Sanctify them in the truth; Your word is truth. 

Joh 14:6  Jesus *said to him, "I am the way, and the truth, and the life; no one comes to the Father but through Me. 

Joh 1:1  In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with God, and the Word was God. 

Our premise:  Since there is one God who alone created the universe, He revealed Himself in one book –the Bible.  He is capable of preserving His word throughout the centuries (and He did).  He is not the author of confussion, so in studying the Bible we come to a knowledge of His truth.  

1Co 14:33  for God is not a God of confusion but of peace, as in all the churches of the saints. 

THE BIBLE AND SCIENCE:
NOT IN CONFLICT
Jesus said: "You are greatly mistaken, not knowing
the Scriptures nor the power of God." 
(Matthew 22:29) 

31
Does The Bible Foresee
Scientific Discoveries?


The Bible does not contain statements that are scientifically inaccurate. They do not make the same absurd mistakes that were made by others living in their day. But the Bible goes further in that it foresees scientific discoveries before they were known to the world at large.

During the time the Bible was being composed there was much superstition and ignorance concerning the nature and function of the universe. Though no nation or sacred writings were immune to superstition, the Bible is a notable exception. We do not find the biblical writers committing the same types of errors as their contemporaries. Kenny Barfield writes:

We might well wonder if there could be among all the so-called revelations of the world’s religions one document that is untouched by the foibles and fallacies of men, one record that reveals an accurate understanding of man and nature, one collection of writings that holds an immutable relationship to scientific truth? One book—and only one—can meet these qualifications. It is known as the Bible . . . .

There is no evidence that any one group of people is inherently more or less intelligent than another. It should also be noted that various cultures have made important progress in the sciences. This progress is understandable on the basis of human genius, equally present in all peoples. Interestingly, within this equality of people is an amazing disparity in certain "sacred writings." The disparity should not be there. But it is (Kenny Barfield, Why The Bible is Number 1, Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1988, pp. 9,10).

Errors Avoided
Barfield notes some of the scientific errors avoided by the biblical writers:

Medical Errors Avoided 

1. Bizarre prescriptions

2. Attributing all disease to demons

3. Magical control of disease

4. Doctrine of signatures

5. Alchemy

6. Astrology

7. Divination and Omens

Astronomical Errors Avoided 

1. Incorrect understanding of the sun and moon

2. Deification of the natural universe

3. A flat earth

4. Incorrect understanding of the size of the universe

5. Astrology

6. A limited number of stars

7. Geocentricity

8. Magic and omens

Earth Science Errors Avoided 

1. Belief in a living earth

2. Deification of nature

3. Astrological influences regarding nature

4. Magical control of nature

5. Demonological influence of nature

6. Incorrect understanding of earthquakes, storms, oceans, mountains, lightning, and other physical phenomenon

(Kenny Barfield, Why The Bible is Number 1, pp. 40,130,163).

Science Foreseen
The biblical writers not only avoided scientific errors, they also were able to foresee scientific discoveries years ahead of their time. The following examples should demonstrate that the biblical writers were given information that their contemporaries did not have. 

Earth Not Supported

The Scripture also says that the earth hangs in space: 

He stretches out the north over empty space; He hangs the earth on nothing (Job 26:7). 

This idea was an oddity in the ancient world, for most people believed the earth was supported by something.

Stars Innumerable

The Bible also speaks of innumerable stars: 

As the host of heaven cannot be numbered, nor the sand of the sea measured (Jeremiah 33:22). 

Before the telescope was invented, people believed they could count the stars. Even the great astronomer Johann Kepler numbered the stars at slightly over one thousand. Not until modern times did man realize that numbering the stars is an impossibility. 

Circularity Of The Earth

The Bible speaks of the circularity of the earth: 

It is He who sits above the circle of the earth (Isaiah 40:22). 

Early man usually viewed the earth as being flat. 

Dietary Regulations
The Israelites were forbidden to eat the flesh of any animal that had died a natural death: 

You shall not eat anything that dies of itself (Deuteronomy 14:21).

Today we know that dead animals can carry lice, flies, and fleas. Each of these are carriers of disease. 

Quarantine Of Contagious Diseases
God ordered those who had contagious diseases to be separated from the rest of the camp: 

Now the leper on whom the sore is, his clothes shall be torn and his head bare; and he shall cover his mustache, and cry, ‘Unclean! Unclean!’ He shall be unclean. All the days he has the sore he shall be unclean. He is unclean, and he shall dwell alone; his habitation shall be outside the camp (Leviticus 13:45,46).

The Bible is the only book in the ancient world that ordered this practice.

Water Supply
The children of Israel were forbidden to drink water from small or stagnant pools or from water that had been contaminated by coming into contact with animals or meat (Leviticus 11:29-36). It is only in the last 100 years that medical science has learned that contaminated water can cause typhoid and cholera. 

Rabbits And Pork 
Today humans eat rabbits and pork, although both are susceptible to infectious parasites. The children of Israel were not allowed to eat either of these animals. Though they may be cleanly fed and well-cooked, they both can be a source of disease. Roasting pork over an open flame is not sufficient to kill the parasites that could have attached themselves to the animal. Parasites can also be transmitted by the mere handling of pork. Consequently, the children of Israel were not even allowed to touch the body of a dead swine. 

Hygienic Regulations
The Bible contains hygienic regulations for the children of Israel. The Bible commands that sewage should be disposed of outside the camp of Israel: 

Also you shall have a place outside the camp, where you may go out; and you shall have an implement among your equipment, and when you sit down outside, you shall dig with it and turn and cover your refuse (Deuteronomy 23:12,13).

This precaution would help eliminate diseases such as typhoid fever.

Circumcision On The Eighth Day
God also commanded his people to circumcise the male children on the eighth day: 

He who is eight days old among you shall be circumcised, every male child in your generations (Genesis 17:12).

The full meaning of that command has only been recently understood. Doctor Russel J. Thomsen writes:

One simple aspect of God’s command to Abraham helped prevent excessive bleeding with circumcision of the newborn. That was the instruction that the rite should be done on the eighth day of life. Modern medicine has come to understand the mechanisms at work in the clotting of blood. Of major importance in blood clotting is prothrombin, a compound made in the liver and the precursor of the active clotting agent thrombin. It has been well established that within a few hours after birth prothrombin becomes relatively depleted and does not become replenished by the infant’s liver until about the eighth day of life (Russel J. Thomsen, M.D., Medical Wisdom From the Bible, Old Tappan, New Jersey: Fleming H. Revell Company, 1974, p. 17).

It has been only since 1940 that it has become a standard practice to circumcise all male infants. 

Pest Control
The Bible also gave a prescription for the control of pests. Robert Boyd writes:

A sure-fire remedy for the control of pests was given centuries ago, and yet we are plagued today with insects, oftimes with no remedy. Moses commanded Israel to set aside one year in seven when no crops were raised [Leviticus] 25:1-24 . God promised sufficient harvest in the sixth year to provide for this period. Following this plan, here’s what would happen—insects winter in the stalks of the last year’s harvest, hatch in the spring, and are perpetuated by laying eggs in the new crop. Now, if one year in seven no crop were raised, there is nothing for the insects to subsist upon and the pests are controlled by this method. Man’s method today is crop rotation, but we’re still pestered with insects. This method will never approach God’s method. "Then there was the year of Jubilee after every seven Sabbatical years, which would serve to eliminate the insects which had a cycle of seven years or more or less and which were not affected by the one year in seven" (Robert Boyd, Boyd’s Bible Handbook, Eugene, Oregon: Harvest House Publishers, 1983, p. 78).

Many other examples could be added. With regard to science, the biblical writers were separate from their contemporaries in the ancient world in the following two ways: (1) they did not repeat the commonly held errors of their day (2) they spoke of things that only present-day science has come to realize is scientifically accurate. 

Be Careful Of Extremes
While we believe that the Scriptures are scientifically accurate and that there are some examples of Scripture foreseeing modern science, there are some writers who have gone too far in their assertion that the Bible anticipates modern science. R.M. Page writes:

Some writers, notably Rimmer, Sanden and Beirnes, have found Scriptural passages in which they see anticipations of modern scientific discovery. The undalatory theory of matter is seen in Genesis 1:2. Wireless telegraph is seen in Job 38:35. The concept of parallax is seen in James 1:17. Atomic theory of matter is seen in Hebrews 11:3 and atomic binding in Hebrews 1:3. Light as the basis of all substance is seen in Genesis 1:3, nuclear fission in Genesis 1:4, and a final chain reaction in Isaiah 34:4 and Luke 21:25-28. An expanding universe is seen in Isaiah 40:22. Motor cars are seen in Joel 2:3,4, airplanes in Isaiah 31:5 and 60:8, and submarines in Revelation 11:3-12 (R.M. Page, "Science in the Bible," The Zondervan Pictorial Encyclopedia of the Bible, Merrill C. Tenney, General editor, Volume 5, Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1977, p. 295).

Summary And Conclusion
The fact that the Bible foresees modern science is another evidence of its divine inspiration. How else can we explain the references to scientific matters that were done years ahead of their time? Furthermore, why didn’t the biblical writers repeat the common unscientific errors of their day? The answer is simple. The writings of Scripture were inspired by the Creator Himself.

32
What Answers Does The Bible
Have For A Non-Believing World?


We now come to our final question in our study of the subject of the Bible and science. What answers does the Bible have to offer to a non-believing world? We again emphasize that unbelieving science has no ultimate answers to questions of the origin and meaning of life. Concerning the origin of the universe, Robert Jastrow wrote: 

Now we would like to pursue that inquiry further back in time, but the barrier to further progress seems insurmountable. It is not a matter of another year, another decade of work, another measurement, another theory; at this moment it seems as though science will never be able to raise the curtain on the mystery of creation. For the scientist who has lived by his faith in the power of reason, the story ends like a bad dream. He has scaled the mountains of ignorance; he is able to conquer the highest peak; as he pulls himself over the final rock, he is greeted by a band of theologians who have been sitting there for centuries (Robert Jastrow, God and the Astronomers, New York: W.W. Norton and Company, Inc., 1978, p. 113). 

Admission Of Unbelieving Scientists
Many unbelieving scientists will admit there is evidence for a Creator. One scientist wrote:

The world is too complicated in all its parts and interconnections to be due to chance alone. I am convinced that the existence of life with all its order in each of its organisms is simply too well put together. Each part of a living thing depends on all its other parts to function. How does each part know? How is each part specified at conception? The more one learns about biochemistry the more unbelievable it becomes unless there is some type of organizing principle—an architect (Allan Sandage, Truth, Vol. 1, Dallas: Texas, Truth Incorporated, 1985, p. 54). 

Michael Denton explains the complexity of a simple cell:

To grasp the reality of life as it has been revealed by molecular biology, we must magnify a cell a thousand million times until it is twenty kilometers in diameter and resembles a giant airship large enough to cover a great city like London or New York. What we would then see would be an object of unparalleled complexity and adaptive design. On the surface of the cell we would see millions of openings, like the port holes of a vast space ship, opening and closing to allow a continual stream of materials to flow in and out. If we were to enter one of those openings we would then find ourselves in a world of supreme technology and bewildering complexity. . . .

Is it really credible that random processes could have constructed a reality, the smallest element of which—a functional protein or gene—is complex beyond our own creative capacities, a reality which is the very antithesis of chance, which excels in every sense anything produced by the intelligence of man? (Michael Denton, Evolution: A Theory in Crisis, Bethesda, Maryland: Adler and Adler, 1985, pp. 328,342).

After examining the evidence for the creationist view scientist Michael Pitman concluded:

I started as devil’s advocate for the creationist view and came, in principle, though not according to any particular creed, to prefer it . . . For this it will probably be condemned from some quarters. But I hope I have shown that apparently convincing arguments in support of a belief can often be seen to be either based on insufficient data or open to more than one interpretation; and that much that passes for science is no more and no less emotional, illogical and idiosyncratic than many of the opposing arguments . . . .

Adam and Evolution should be controversial. The many issues it raises cannot all be dealt with, let alone in depth, in a single sweep. But the direction of the argument is clear—there has been neither chemical evolution nor macro-evolution. Nor as some twentieth century churchmen bio-illogically accept, did God involve chance mutations in ‘creation by evolution’. No intelligent creator would leave matters to chance; on the contrary his purpose would be to realize, in plan and practice, his ideas. Pressing the logic to its conclusion, this book advocates a grand and full-blooded creation. The implications of this view necessitate a reappraisal of ourselves and of the whole world of organisms around us (Michael Pitman, Adam and Evolution, Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1987, pp. 254, 255).

Though neither the evolutionary model or the creation model can be proven scientifically, we have seen that the evidence supports special creation. There is no need to be ashamed of holding to a belief in God as Creator. Though the person who believes in creation may not have every answer to questions of evolutionary scientists, he does have sufficient answers. If one wishes to put his faith in the God of the Bible he can do so with intelligent faith that is based upon the best available evidence. No one has to "assassinate his brains" to be a believer in the God of the Bible.

A Final Thought

We have seen that the evidence, both biblical and scientific, points to a Creator who is the God of the Bible. This being the case we can make the following conclusions:

God Does Exist

The existence of God is clear from both biblical and scientific evidence. The world around us testifies to the existence, power and love of God. The Bible says:

The heavens declare the glory of God and the firmament shows His handiwork (Psalm 19:1).

God Has Spoken

The Bible says that God exists and has spoken to us. Without divine revelation we would not know the difference between ourselves and animals. Fortunately, God has given us the answers in His Word. 

Life Has Purpose

Instead of life being meaningless, we now discover there is a purpose for our existence. We can have a relationship with the true and living God through His Son Jesus Christ. 

Salvation Has Been Provided

The separation from the presence of God that sin has caused has been overcome by the death of Jesus Christ on the cross. He has provided salvation and eternal life to those who put their trust in Him.

There Is Hope For The Future

The Bible provides genuine hope for the future. Because Christ died and rose again, we all have hope for a life beyond the grave. For the believer, death leads to glory. 

God’s Questions To Man
The late astronomer Carl Sagan is famous for making the statement, "The cosmos is all there was, is or ever will be." 

This is a statement of faith. The Bible records questions that God has given to scientists like Sagan who make such assertions: 

Where were you when I laid the foundations of the earth? Tell Me if you have understanding. Who determined its measurements? Surely you know! Or who stretched the line upon it? To what were its foundations fastened? Or who laid its cornerstone? (Job 38:4-6). 

In a similar vein Jesus asked: 

If I have told you earthly things and you do not believe, how will you believe if I tell you heavenly things? (John 3:12).

It is clear that the only reliable answers concerning the meaning of our existence are found in the Bible. The Creator of the universe has revealed Himself in Scripture so that the entire world may know who He is and what He expects from them.

A final question we leave with the reader is simple: Do you know Him personally?

Adressing the Biggest assaults on the Bible .

Either the Bible, as we know it today, is God’s word preserved and authentic, or it is not.  If it is not, we have no source of truth and therefore have no ground to stand on for any doctrine or teaching.  If the Bible is not reliable, nothing is.  Ergo, the Bible is reliable, authentic, preserved, and is the foundation for any belief system.

However, we do have two problems we must address.  The first is the variants – there are 70 major ‘variants’ or discrepancies in the 20,000 manuscripts we posses.  It should be noted that these variants do not affect doctrine, faith, or practice.  The most difficult variant is in Rev. Chapter 5:9,10.  It is the song sung by the seraphim and the 24 elders.  This does affect our eschatology (study of ‘end times’).  More on this on our chapter dealing with eschatology.
Our second problem is that regarding blatant contradictions in the Biblical text.  It is true, the Bible contains some errors. Lets look at the following examples;



(a) Samuel 24:13 So Gad came to David XE "David" , and told him, and said unto him, Shall seven years of famine come unto thee in thy land? or wilt thou flee three months before thine enemies, while they pursue thee? or that there be three days' pestilence in thy land? now advise, and see what answer I shall return to him that sent me. 

1 Chronicles 21:11-12 So Gad came to David, and said unto him, Thus saith the LORD, Choose thee {12} Either three years' famine; or three months to be destroyed before thy foes, while that the sword of thine enemies overtaketh thee; or else three days the sword of the LORD, even the pestilence, in the land, and the angel of the LORD destroying throughout all the coasts of Israel. Now therefore advise thyself what word I shall bring again to him that sent me. 

(b) 2 Chronicles 36:9 Jehoiachin was eight years old when he began to reign, and he reigned three months and ten days in Jerusalem XE "Jerusalem" : and he did that which was evil in the sight of the LORD. 

2 Kings 24:8 Jehoiachin was eighteen years old when he began to reign, and he reigned in Jerusalem three months. And his mother's name was Nehushta, the daughter of Elnathan of Jerusalem. 

(c) 2 Samuel 10:18 And the Syrians fled before Israel; and David slew the men of seven hundred chariots of the Syrians, and forty thousand horsemen, and smote Shobach the captain of their host, who died there. 

1 Chronicles 19:18 But the Syrians fled before Israel; and David slew of the Syrians seven thousand men which fought in chariots, and forty thousand footmen, and killed Shophach the captain of the host. 

(d) 1 Kings 7:26 And it was an hand breadth thick, and the brim thereof was wrought like the brim of a cup, with flowers of lilies: it contained two thousand baths. 

2 Chronicles 4:5 And the thickness of it was an handbreadth, and the brim of it like the work of the brim of a cup, with flowers of lilies; and it received and held three thousand baths. 

(e) 2 Chronicles 9:25 And Solomon XE "Solomon"  had four thousand stalls for horses and chariots, and twelve thousand horsemen; whom he bestowed in the chariot cities, and with the king at Jerusalem. 

1 Kings 4:26 And Solomon had forty thousand stalls of horses for his chariots, and twelve thousand horsemen. 

Matthew: Jesus XE "Jesus"  curses the fig tree on the way into town and it withers,

Mark: Jesus XE "Jesus"  curses the fig tree on the way  into town, and they find it withered on the way out of town.

These are the most profound mistakes in the Bible! 

This author feels that the discrepancies themselves attest to the authenticity of the Bible.  If there had been editors who changed the Bible, we can be sure they would not have left these problems in the text – they would have changed them.  The fact remains that they didn’t change them,  and this allows us to conclude that no one ‘edited’ the Bible!  It may be the God inspired the differences just so we would establish this truth.  Not that none of the discrepancies affect doctrine or practice.
Descriptions of our Bible:

1. SUPERNATURAL:  Why do we value the Bible so highly?  Because it is the Word of God XE "God" , because it is His Revelation to us, and because it is supernatural in nature.

The supernaturalness of the Word is seen in the fact that there is a complete unity of thought throughout the book.  It is a self declaration of God XE "God" , not man's view of Him.  It is a system of life that works.  This has been testified to through all generations.  Finally, there is no way that man could have come up with the thoughts and principles of the Bible.  (Examples:  God dying to save man.  Sin XE "Sin" .  The Trinity XE "Trinity" .)

2. AUTHENTICITY:  The Bible is trustworthy, credible and authentic.  Christ XE "Christ"  authenticated the Old Testament in His use of it. 

If the Scriptures are true and credible then we can take, and stand on the promises of God XE "God"  no matter what the doubters might say.  We can believe in each miracle and each supernatural occurrence which the Bible reports.  We can find assurance about our future destiny.  We can be certain of eternity with God.

3. GENUINENESS:  This relates to the questions of dating and authorship.  Were the books of the Bible written by the man that the book states, and at the time indicated?  If not they are not genuine, yet if they are, then they are genuine.

If we know a book is genuine, then we can study secular history of the period and apply that knowledge to the facts that we gain from the book.  In this way we can gain a more complete picture of the situation.  If the book is genuine, then we can know that the history contained in it is also true history.  (If secular history contradicts the Biblical XE "Biblical"  history, then the Biblical history should be held as true.)  If the books of the Bible are genuine, then we have no need to doubt or question what they say.  If we do not understand a passage we do not need to doubt the Bible, only realize that we need further study.

We will see in this section of our study that the Bible is the revealed word of God XE "God" .  We will see that it is complete, trustworthy, and genuine.  We will see that we can, and should understand the Bible as we study.  We will see that it is the only guide for our life here on earth.

The strong warning that needs to be given by the author, and then heeded by the reader is this;  Do not give up Bible study on a personal basis, because you are studying the Bible in this area of study.  There is no type of Bible study that will substitute for personal, devotional Bible study.

The time alone with God XE "God" , for Him to speak to you, is of great importance to your spiritual life.  To set it aside and assume that He will speak to you through a study of theology is error.  This is not to say that He will not speak to you from your study of theology, but the personal, devotional study of the Word is required as a prerequisite for further study in other areas.

INSPIRATION

We decided that God XE "God"  has revealed information to man in our study of revelation.  Now we must go a step further and study inspiration.  The question might come up as to why inspiration is important.  It is important to us because we know there is revelation, but we don't know what part of the information is revealed and what part is man's writings.  Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  helps us distinguish between revelation and non-revelation.

Those writings that are inspired are from God XE "God"  Himself, while other writings are from all other sources.  Before I am classed a heretic, let me explain that all of the Bible is inspired, is the Word of God, while all other books are the non-revelation.

We will look at the method of inspiration as well as the extent of inspiration.

DEFINITION

1. Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  is the divine influence which renders a speaker or writer of scripture infallible in the communication of the scripture from God XE "God"  to man. 

2. "The theological use of the term inspiration is a reference to that controlling influence which God XE "God"  exerted over the human authors by whom the Old and New Testaments were written.  It has to do with the reception of the divine message and the accuracy with which it is transcribed."  (Chafer, Lewis Sperry; "SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY"; Dallas, TX: Dallas Seminary Press, 1947, Vol I, p 61) 

3. Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary states, "a divine influence or action on a person believed to qualify him to receive and communicate sacred revelation"   (By permission.  From Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary copyright 1991 by Merriam-Webster Inc., publisher of the Merriam-Webster (registered) Dictionaries.)  Note "believed to qualify" - that is some statement of doubt!

We need to understand that inspiration was caused by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  via the human author's, and that it resulted in a revelation of God XE "God"  to man.

John R. Rice sets forth probably one of the wisest pieces of logic that I have run across to this point in time on this topic.

"There are only two honest and intelligent positions to take:  1. That the Bible is what it claims to be, dictated by the mouth of God XE "God" , the infallible and perfect Word of God that cannot be broken.  2. That the Bible is merely the work of men, claiming to be what it is not, that the Bible is false and not true, and with no binding authority on mankind, no direct and authoritative revelation from God." (Rice, John R., "VERBAL INSPIRATION OF THE BIBLE AND ITS SCIENTIFIC ACCURACY"; Wheaton: Sword of the Lord XE "Lord"  Pub., 1943, p 5) 

The term "inspiration" is found twice in the Bible:  Job 32:8, "The inspiration of the Almighty giveth them understanding."; II Tim. 3:16, "All Scripture is given by inspiration of God XE "God" ."

The term means "God XE "God" -breathed":  It is the Greek word theopneustos - "theo/God, pneus/breath, tos/the "tos" ending indicates the end result of what precedes it.  Thus the result of the process is God breathed.  Possibly a more technical way to put it would be OUTSPIRATION, for God breathed it out.

THE WHOLE OF THE BIBLE IS INSPIRED:

1. At the writing of II Tim 3:16 the Old Testament was certainly indicated.  The Old Testament was complete at this time and Paul was attributing inspiration to it.

2. II Timothy would also relate to any New Testament books written prior to II Timothy.  This covers all but John I, II, III, Revelation, XE "Revelation,"  Jude and possibly Hebrews.  (It depends on who you believe wrote Hebrews and when you think that it was written.)

3. II Pet. 3:16 states that Paul's writings were scripture.  "As also in all his epistles, speaking in them of these things, in which are some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction."

4. Paul validates Luke by quoting Luke with Deut 25:4 in I Tim. 5:18.  "For the scripture saith, Thou shalt not muzzle the ox that treadeth out the grain; and, The laborer is worthy of his reward."  Deut 25:4 mentions, "Thou shalt not muzzle the ox that treadeth out the grain" is a quote from Deut. 25:4 and Luke 10:7 states, "The laborer is worthy of his reward."

5. II Pet. 3:2 mentions, "That ye may be mindful of the words which were spoken before by the holy prophets, and of the commandment of us, the apostles of the Lord XE "Lord"  and Savior XE "Savior" ;"  This places the words of the apostles on the same plain as the prophets.  This includes the writings of Matthew, John, Peter and Paul.  That includes the following:  The entire Old Testament; All books written before II Timothy; All of Paul's writings; Luke; Matthew; John; Revelation, XE "Revelation,"  I & II Peter; Since Mark was one of the earlier books it would be validated; and if Paul wrote Hebrews it would be included.

James and Acts are the only books not given validity by Scripture itself.  If Luke is valid it would be assumed that Acts, written by Luke would also be valid.

Thus we see that the Scriptures declare themselves to be the Word of God XE "God"  and all is inspired by Him.  Now, let us move on to the discussion of inspiration.

VERBAL PLENARY INSPIRATION

Verbal, plenary inspiration is a very necessary doctrine.  Verbal indicates that every single word is inspired.  Plenary means that every part is from God XE "God" .  Every word and every part of the Word of God is the inspired Word of God.

II Pet. 1:21 states, "For the prophecy came not at any time by the will of man, but holy men of God XE "God"  spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" ."  Moved is the term "Phero" which means to "bear" or "uphold."  It is used in Acts 27:17, "Which, when they had hoisted it, they used helps, undergirding the ship; and fearing lest they should fall into the quicksands, struck sail, and so were driven."  In this verse the term driven is used of a ship driven by the wind.

I have always been drawn to pictures of the old Tea Clipper ships that roamed the Seas many years ago.  They are so graceful being driven by the wind under full sail.  The sailers worked with the wind to produce the transportation of their product.  The authors of Scripture were borne along by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  to set down the record that God XE "God"  desired us to have, yet within the confines of their own writing style, time and emphasis.

The tense of the term in II Peter is passive showing that the ship was driven by the wind - something that was acting on the ship, thus when we apply this to the authors of Scripture, we can see that they had nothing to do with the influence.  They were carried along as the sailors of the ship were driven by the wind.  The sailors were free to do what they would on the ship but the wind and the sea determined their course.  The authors of scripture were carried along and their course was determined by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  yet they were free to use their own style and language.

The fact that God XE "God"  and man were involved in the production of the Bible gives us the term of "dual authorship" which you may run across from time to time.

                      VERBAL

                            :

                            :

   PLENARY...................BREADTH OF THE WORD

                            :

                            :

          DEPTH OF THE WORD

Some might wonder what difference it makes if we have a verbal plenary inspiration.  We need to consider this for a moment.

1. Some today would have us believe that there are new revelations being given.  Verbal Plenary Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  must be proven for them, or we can not know they are false.  

2. Some today would have us believe that the Bible has mistakes and errors in it.  Again, Verbal Plenary Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  refutes that thought.

3. Some today would have us believe the Bible is only the work of intelligent men who tricked the world with a hoax.  Again, the Verbal Plenary Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  refutes that thought.

THE FACT OF INSPIRATION:  "All scripture is given by inspiration of God XE "God" , and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: That the man of God may be perfect, throughly furnished unto all good works."  II Tim. 3:16,17

THE NATURE OF INSPIRATION:  "For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God XE "God"  spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost."  II Peter 1:21

Not by private interpretation.  

2 Peter 1:20  But know this first of all, that no prophecy of Scripture is a matter of one's own interpretation,

1Co 2:14  But a natural man does not accept the things of the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him; and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually appraised. 

THE RESULT OF INSPIRATION:  I would like to list a quote from Unger.  (It is broken into paragraphs for ease of presentation and understanding.)

In speaking of the "verbal, plenary inspiration" he mentions the "dynamic view."  Beware!  Dynamic XE "Dynamic"  view according to some is the same as the mystical view.  Use Verbal plenary.

"This view holds that the superintendency of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  rendered the writers of Scripture infallible in their communications of truth and inerrant in their literary productions."  This is required for the Scriptures to be the very Word of God XE "God" .

"Yet it leaves room for the fullest play of the personality, style and background of the individual authors."  This is needed because of the vast difference in writing style and even languages involved in the entirety of the Word.  (There are three languages involved, Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek.)

"By verbal inspiration is signified that in the original writings the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  led in the choice of each word used (cf. I Cor. 2:13; John 10:34-36)...."   ("the choice of each word," may make some nervous.  If this is the case then how can style of the individual come into play?  To say that the Holy Spirit chose each word, you would have to state that the Spirit, understanding the author's style assisted in the choice of each word.)

"By plenary inspiration is meant that the accuracy which verbal inspiration insures is extended to every portion of the sacred revelation, so that it is as a whole and in all its constituent parts, infallible as to truth and final as to divine authority."

"This is the traditional teaching of the Church, and is that doctrine set forth by Christ XE "Christ"  and the apostles."  This teaching preserves the dual authorship of Scripture (the divine and the human) in perfect balance, ascribing to each that consideration which is accorded in the Bible."  (Taken from: "UNGER'S BIBLE DICTIONARY"; Unger, Merrill F.; Copyright 1957, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission. p 528)

THEORIES OF INSPIRATION:

1. DICTATION THEORY:  When I consider this theory, I am reminded of the idea of padlocking someone's mouth so that they can say nothing.

In this line of thinking, they tell us that the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  took the message from God XE "God"  and imposed it upon the writer, and that the writer just recorded the words, much as a stenographer would record the words of an employer.

In short, man opened brain, and God XE "God"  poured it in.  It then flowed out through the man's hands.  This is disproven by the many styles of writing that we have in the Scriptures.  The styles fit the life and times of the author.  Not only are there different styles but there are different historical backgrounds involved in the scriptures.

If dictation were the method, then the texts that speak of the author's great love, or remorse over sin would become phoney and empty if the person penning the words weren't involved (The Psalmist, Daniel in his prayers, etc.).

Fundamentalists are accused of holding to this mode of inspiration but most do not.  Most hold to verbal, plenary inspiration.  There may be a few very strong "sovereignty of God XE "God" " men that hold to the dictation theory.

2. PARTIAL INSPIRATION THEORY:  This theory allows my mind to imagine the Sunday School teacher getting up to teach the class and presenting an overlay of Scripture.  He has marked only three verses in red and mentions that these are the only verses that are inspired in that portion of the Bible, and that is what will be studied for the day.  Ridiculous?  Yes.  

This theory originated in answer to the problem that many think that the Bible has errors of history and nature in it.  They felt that they had to devise a theory that would allow for those errors.  (Heaven XE "Heaven"  forbid that they take the Bible by faith and prove the historian and scientist incorrect - which has been done in most if not all of those "error" passages.)

This position holds to two authors as we believe, however is limited to only the doctrinal parts of scripture, and not the other areas such as history and science.

If only the doctrinal parts are inspired then why carry all the uninspired around with us?  Let's just rip all that uninspired stuff out and have smaller Bibles.

The problem arises - which sections are doctrinal and which are not.  When Christ XE "Christ"  turned water into wine - was this section doctrinal or historic?  It could be teaching miracles thus doctrinal, or trying to explain science, and not inspired.  Who is the judge?

This view and the concept view are held by New and Young evangelicals.  These people are probably Christians, however they are far afield of fundamentalism, and in reading some of their writings they seem more political than spiritual in emphasis.

3. CONCEPTUAL THEORY:  The concept that God XE "God"  wanted to communicate was given to the author and the author was then free to put the concept into his own words and record those words as the Scriptures.  This position even allows for the author to make up a story to show the concept.  This is the basis for the thought of some that Jonah is "just a story".

This idea that God XE "God"  gave a concept and the man put it to words, is not a logical theory.  How can one being communicate with another being without the words being important.  They suggest that Jonah being in a fish, or not being in a fish is not the point.  It was a story.  It needn't be true - only that the reader know that he was punished for his wrong doing.

The Jews killed after David XE "David" 's sin of numbering the people is only to show the result of sin.  It didn't really happen.  No one really died.

Example:  I want to communicate something to you.  There was a man driving down the road and his car suddenly swerved out of control into a deep lake.  The car began to sink.  Luckily he was able to climb out of the window.  What point was I trying to make?  If you guessed that the building is on fire and you should climb out a window, you are right.  Wouldn't the phrase "FIRE" have communicated the facts more readily?  This theory can only lead to great confusion.

4. INTUITION THEORY:  The men that authored the scriptures were functioning only on insight which they had, and there is no divine author or interference.

Now, to put that into perspective, let's assume that I have great insight into things, and indeed I feel that I do.  In fact I think that I should author a book based on my great intellectual insight.  Now, how many of you would like to base your eternal destiny on that book when it is written?

5. ILLUMINATION THEORY:  The men were inspired and given much illumination and they recorded their own thoughts and words as they saw fit.

6. DYNAMIC THEORY:  Some list this as the same as mystic, while others as verbal plenary, and some believe that both the men and words were inspired.  God XE "God"  supernaturally inspired the man to write the words.

7. LIMITED INSPIRATION THEORY:  This is the theory held by many Young Evangelicals.  The Bible is inerrant in the matter of salvation, but it has errors in the historical and scientific areas.  The next logical step is to question the Bible in the matters of salvation.  If part is false then how can we determine which is true?

8. NEOORTHODOX THEORY:  The Bible gives witness to God XE "God" , however it has errors due to the fallibility of it's writers.

9. NATURAL INSPIRATION THEORY:  This view would have us believe that God XE "God"  sought out gifted men to write His message to man.  Some men are great writers of poetry, some are great artists, some are great politicians and some are just great writers of things that inspire people to do things.  The writers of scripture were only men gifted in this area.

If this theory be true then we can look to the great novels of man such as Giant, the Caine Mutiny or Hawaii for general guides for our lives.  

Indeed, if this theory be true then there are no guides for our lives.

10. MYSTICAL INSPIRATION THEORY:  This idea might be called the mystical zap theory as well.  God XE "God"  mysteriously zapped the authors of Scripture and they wrote.  God empowered the authors to write.  This was some mystical empowerment to record God's Word.  I personally don't feel comfortable using the results of a persons "mystical high" to guide and pattern my life.  Indeed, I do not want to trust my eternal destiny to such theories.

11. DEGREES OF INSPIRATION THEORY:  Some parts are more inspired than others.  When God XE "God"  spoke from the burning bush, or wrote the ten commandments - that's really inspired!  When Luke records the remembrances of Mary there was much less inspiration involved.  If this be true then who is the judge of which is the "really inspired" and which is the "not so inspired"?  There would be no basis for truth if this theory were true.  Can we sin a little if its not "really inspired" then sin lots when its not so inspired?  If this theory was true I'd probably use the not so inspired part of the Scripture for devotions!

12. VERBAL PLENARY INSPIRATION:  God XE "God"  in some manner moved the author along as he wrote.  The author used his own style of writing, yet the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  was moving him along so that the result is God's Word - true and complete.  There were a number of methods by which He communicated with man.  We have discussed these but will mention them again.  Verbal communication, Dreams XE "Dreams" , Visions XE "Visions" , Trances XE "Trances" , Theophanies XE "Theophanies"  and Written communications.

The doctrine of inspiration would seem to be directly related to that information which the writer put into writing from verbal communication, however Scripture would also bear out the fact that other forms of communication were also inspired, and were also God XE "God" 's own message.

This is the only view that allows for differences of style and language.  It is the only view that allows God XE "God"  to communicate with man in a logical, real manner.

THE IMPLICATION OF INSPIRATION:  

The Bible is the Word of God XE "God" :  "And the Lord XE "Lord"  said unto Moses, Thus thou shalt say unto the children of Israel, XE "Israel,"  Ye have seen that I have talked with you from heaven."  Ex. 20:22  The words of God Himself!  God has spoken to man!

The Bible is perfect, settled, and eternal:  "The law of the Lord XE "Lord"  is perfect..."  Ps. 19:7; "Forever, O Lord, thy word is settled in heaven."  Ps. 119:89; "Thy word is true from the beginning; and every one of thy righteous judgments endureth for ever."  Ps. 119:160

The Bible is from God XE "God" :  "Then the Lord XE "Lord"  put forth his hand, and touched my mouth.  And the Lord said unto me, Behold, I have put my words in thy mouth."  Jer. 1:9; "The word that came to Jeremiah from the Lord, saying, Thus speaketh the Lord God of Israel, XE "Israel,"  saying, Write thee all the words that I have spoken unto thee in a book."  Jer. 30:1,2

The Bible is a message to man:  "But when I speak with thee, I will open thy mouth, and thou shalt say unto them, Thus saith the Lord XE "Lord"  God XE "God" "  Ezek. 3:27

The Bible is a unit:  "Think not that I am come to destroy the law, or the prophets: I am not come to destroy, but to fulfill.  For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled."  Mat. 5:17,18

The Bible will stand:  "The scripture cannot be broken."  Jo. 10:35

The Bible is inspired:  "All scripture is given by inspiration of God XE "God" ."  II Tim. 3:16

The Bible is not from man:  "For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God XE "God"  spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost."  II Peter 1:21

Miscellaneous texts that relate to the subject:  II Sam. 23:1,2; I Kings 16:1; Jer. 13:1; Ezek. 1:3; Eph 3:1-10 indicates Paul considered that he spoke from direct revelation; Heb. 1:1,2; John 10:34-36; Matt. 1:22; 2:15,23; 4:4,7,10; 8:17;12:17.

CANONICITY

Canonicity XE "Canonicity"  is the aspect of Scripture that determines which books of the Bible, both Old and New Testaments, are actually the Word of God XE "God"  revealed to man through inspiration.

The importance of this study is in the fact that there are many other books that were written within the same time frame as the Bible.  Some of these books have been set forth as equal to, if not part of Scripture.  The believer needs to know why the Books we have in our Bible are there, and why other books written at the same time are not in the Bible.

DEFINITION:

1. Pardington states, concerning the term canon, that it is a "rule of life or doctrine."  (Pardington, Rev. George P. Ph.D.; "OUTLINE STUDIES IN CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE"; Harrisburg, PA: Christian XE "Christian"  Publications, 1926, p 33)

2. Theissen states, "It means, in the first place, a reed or rod; then a measuring-rod; hence a rule or standard.  In the second place it means an authoritative decision of a Church council; and in the third place, as applied to the Bible, it means those books which have been measured, found satisfactory, and approved as inspired of God XE "God" ."  (Thiessen, Henry C.; "LECTURES IN SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY"; Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1949, p 102)

3. Bancroft mentions, "By the canonicity of the Scriptures is meant that, according to certain and fixed standards, the books included in them are regarded as parts of a complete and divine revelation, which is therefore authoritative and binding in relation to both faith and practice."  (Taken from the book, ELEMENTAL THEOLOGY by Emery H. Bancroft.  Copyright 1977 by Baptist Bible College.  Used by permisssion of Zondervan Publishing House. p 20)

Bancroft lists a doctrinal statement which bears reading.  "The books of the Old and New Testament as we have them today are shown to have been accepted very early by the church as comprising the complete revelation from God XE "God"  and as having been written by the human authors to whom they are accredited."  (Taken from the book, ELEMENTAL THEOLOGY by Emery H. Bancroft.  Copyright 1977 by Baptist Bible College.  Used by permisssion of Zondervan Publishing House. p 26)

Canon comes from the Greek term "kanon" which is a reed or measuring rod.  This is Strong's number 2583, and it is used in Gal. 6:16, "And as many as walk according to this rule"  The term probably came from the Hebrew term "kaneh" which means rod or measuring rod.

The term canon was used by Athanasius XE "Athanasius"  in reference to the Bible in A.D. 367 in a document called the Easter Letter, but the idea was around much earlier.  The canon was set in A.D. 397 at the Council of Carthage.

The term canon does not mean that the authority or genuineness of the book came from some designation placed upon it by man or council, but that by the book's very nature, it was RECOGNIZED by the church as authoritative and genuine.

The books that are in the canon today are there because God XE "God"  inspired them, and from the day of their being set down, were The Word of God.  God also guided the church in the recognition process so that the proper books were found to be authoritative.  The councils and people only recognized the fact they were the Word of God on an official basis.

This is a summary of guidelines that were used in determining the canonicity of the books of the Bible.

Old Testament guidelines:  

1. The book must have been written, edited, or endorsed by a prophet.  

2. The Old Testament books were endorsed by Christ XE "Christ"  and Paul.  Christ, Luke 24:27,44; John 5:39.  Paul, II Tim. 3:16.  

3. The New Testament quotes all but seven of the Old Testament books.  (Obadiah, Nahum, Ecclesiastes, Song of Solomon XE "Solomon" , Esther, Ezra, and Nehemiah.  Some list only Esther, Ecclesiastes & Song of Solomon.)

The Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha" , those books included in the Roman Catholic Canon, were never quoted in the New Testament.  The Apocrypha was accepted as part of the Catholic Canon at the Council of Trent in A.D. 1546.

Jewish tradition tells us that Ezra gathered the Old Testament canon together.  The Old Testament canon was not settled until the Council of Jamnia in A.D. 90, and then there was discussion until A.D. 200.  Most feel that Ezra's time was the actual beginning of the canon even though it wasn't set by a council until later.  

FOR YOUR FURTHER STUDY:  I recently received an email concerning the Council of Jamnia from Dr. Andrew E. Steinmann, Ph.D. in which he states "I noticed you mention the Council of Jamnia. Such a council never met, but was the invention of 19th century scholars. While the Talmud does mention some discussions about certain books of the canon at the academy of rabbbis that was located at Jamnia and some of these can be dated ca. 90, there was no formal council that adopted or affirmed the canon. This was disproved as long ago as 1963 by Jack Lewis in his article "What Do We Mean By Jabneh?" Journal of Bible and Religion 32 (1964) 125-32."

The following reasons are presented.  "(1) The testimony of Josephus that the canon was completed in the reign of Artaxerxes Longimanus in the life-time of Ezra; (2) Ezra was especially concerned with the sacred books.  He is called 'the scribe' (Neh. 8:1, 4, 9, 13; 12:26, 36), 'a ready scribe in the law of Moses' (Ezra 7:6), and 'a scribe of the words of the commandments of Jehovah, and of his statutes to Israel' (Ezra 7:11); (3) the character of Ezra's time was such that the collection of the sacred books may appropriately have been made in it.  After the Exile the people were founding anew the religious institutions of the nation.  What could be more natural than to gather the volumes of the sacred library?"  (Theissen, p 103)  

The Dead Sea Scrolls are also important to show that the canon was pretty much set between the testaments.  These scrolls have information from all the Old Testament canon except for Esther.  Along with scrolls from the canon there are other scrolls as well.  Some of these are commentaries.  The commentaries are only on the books that are in the canon.  This indicates that the people collecting these scrolls saw a difference between the canon books and other books.  Through the Dead Sea Scrolls we have authentication of all Old Testament books except Chronicles, Esther and the Song of Solomon XE "Solomon" .

The Church fathers held to the canon which we have, with the exception of Augustine.  Augustine accepted the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha" , though some writers state that he did not fully accept the Apocryphal books as authoritative.

New Testament guidelines:

Different men through the ages have used different criteria for

determining canonicity.  Luther held that if a book could teach Christ XE "Christ"  it was acceptable as scripture. 

1. "...must have been written or endorsed by an Apostle, or received as divine authority in the Apostolic Age."  (Pardington p 35)

Theissen expands on this and lists four criteria:  a. "was the book written by an apostle" or "did the author of the book sustain such a relation to an apostle as to raise his book to the level of the apostolic books?"  (Mark, Luke, Acts and Hebrews were decided with this section of the question.)  b. "were the contents of a given book of such a spiritual character as to entitle it to this rank?"  (This rule eliminated the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha"  and pseudepigrapha)  c. "was the book universally received in the church?"  (This test was the delay in accepting of the antilegomena books.)  d. "did the book give evidence of being divinely inspired?"  (Theissen, p 104)

The New Testament canon was drawn together by the church and ratified, or accepted as such, at the council of Laodicea in A.D. 363.  The church worked many years prior to this to decide which books should be included in the canon.  

"...the canon of the New Testament was formed gradually under the providence of God XE "God" , the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  in the churches, we believe, giving the needed discernment to accept the genuine and reject the spurious.  The fact that certain books were for some time held in doubt, but later were accepted simply shows what care was exercised."  (Pardington p 35)

Thiessen quotes Salmon's A HISTORICAL INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF THE BOOKS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT,  "It is a remarkable fact that we have no early interference of Church authority in the making of a Canon; no Council discussed this subject; no formal decisions were made.  The Canon seems to have shaped itself...Let us remember that this non-interference of authority is a valuable topic of evidence to the genuineness of our Gospels; for it thus appears that it was owing to no adventitious authority, but by their own weight, they crushed all rivals out of existence."  (p 121 quoted in Theissen p 103)

We must remember that the books of scripture were read in the churches, I Thes 5:27; the books of scripture were circulated among the churches, Col. 4:16; the churches were warned of forgeries, II Thess. 2:2.  This would indicate that the books involved were held as more important and valuable than other books of the period.  They felt that these were the Word of God XE "God" .

There were basically only seven books held in question.  They were called "antilegomena," or that which is spoken against.  Hebrews, James, II Peter, II John, III John, Jude, and Revelation

There are three manuscripts from the A.D. 170-350 era that need to be mentioned.  a. The Muratorian canon is a Latin manuscript which has our present canon with the omission of Hebrews, James, and I & II Peter.  The manuscript is torn so these books may have been there at one time.  This listing was discovered by Ludovico Antonio Muratori in 1740  b. The Old Syriac version Lacked only II Peter, II & III John Jude and Revelation.  The rest are as they are today.  c. The old Latin version (A.D. 200) lacked II Peter, James, and Hebrews.

The important part of these texts is that the person assembling them did not add other books that were in existence.  Even though they left out some books that were under discussion, they did limit themselves only to books in the present canon.  This shows the books were recognized as Scripture.

THE APOCRYPHA:

Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha"  simply means something that is hidden or covered.  These are Old Testament books that are accepted by the Roman Catholic Church, but rejected by Jewish and Protestant people.  These are books that were written around 200 B.C. to A.D. 100.

A secondary usage of the term is the listings of books that are technically listed as Pseudepigrapha XE "Pseudepigrapha" .  (Kauffman, Donald T.; "THE DICTIONARY OF RELIGIOUS TERMS"; Westwood, New Jersey: Fleming H. Revell Co., 1967)

The Dictionary of Religious Terms lists the following books as the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha" :  I Esdras, II Esdras, Tobit, Judith, Esther 10:4 -16:24, Wisdom, Ecclesiasticus, Baruch, Daniel 3:24-90, 13-14, The Prayer of Manasses, I Maccabees, II Maccabees.

The Catholic Bible lists the following books over and above the usual Canon:  I Esdras, II Esdras, Tobit, Judith, Esther 10:4 -16:24, The Wisdom of Solomon XE "Solomon" , Sirach (Ecclesiasticus), Baruch, The Letter of Jeremiah, The Prayer of Manasseh, I Maccabees, II Maccabees.  (Some list I & II Esdras as four separate books, since these are four books combined into two.  

The Additions to Daniel are also entitled and listed in some listings.  Also listed at times are the PRAYER OF AZARIAH and THE SONG OF THE THREE YOUNG MEN, SUSANNA, and BEL AND THE DRAGON.  These books are not found in the Hebrew Old Testament, however they are found in the Septuagint (LXX) and the Latin Vulgate.

The Roman Catholic Church accepts the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha"  as scripture while most of protestantism reject them.  The Lutheran and Episcopalian churches do not view them as adequate for doctrine, but some do use them for illustrative purposes in the Christian XE "Christian"  life.

The non canon books have many problems within themselves which kept them from being considered part of the canon.  They do have historical information which may be of value to the Bible scholar and to the Historian.  Example:  The book of Acts records the death of Herod in 12:23, "And immediately an angel of the Lord XE "Lord"  smote him, because he gave not God XE "God"  the glory; and he was eaten of worms, and died."  We don't know if the Maccabean account of a similar death is the same, however it sheds some light on what Acts might have been speaking of.  

Barnes mentions, "A similar disease is recorded of Antiochus Epiphanes, in the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha" , II Mac. ix. 5, "But the Lord XE "Lord"  Almighty, the God XE "God"  of Israel, XE "Israel,"  smote him with an invisible and incurable plague; for a pain in the bowels that was remediless came upon him, and sore torments of the inner parts (v 9), so that worms rose up out of the body of this wicked man,"  Probably this was the disease known as "morbus pedicularis."  This has to do with being infested with lice.  (Barnes, Albert, "NOTES ON THE NEW TESTAMENT"; Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, p 196, commenting on Acts 12:23)

Josephus in Antiq.,b. xvii. ch. vi. 5 states that Herod the Great, grandfather of Herod Agrippa, died of the same disease.  In one place it is described as a slow, smelly, and painful death.  It affects the mental faculties before death comes.  (Whiston, William, Translator, "JOSEPHUS - COMPLETE WORKS"; Grand Rapids: Kregel Publications, 1960, p 364-365)

REASONS FOR REJECTING THE APOCRYPHA:

Adapted from "GENERAL BIBLICAL INTRODUCTION" by Rev. H.S. Miller, for your interest and study.  The author lists a total of twenty reasons.  

 1. It is understood by almost everyone that they never appeared in the Hebrew canon.

 2. NeitherChrist, the apostles, nor any other writer, quoted the apocrypha in the New Testament, even though the books were in existence at the time of the New Testament's writing.

 3. Josephus the Jewish historian rejected them.

 4. Philo a Jewish philosopher of Alexandria wrote multitudes of information, and within that writing, quoted the Old Testament, yet never quoted, or even mentioned, the apocrypha.

 5. The apocryphal books are listed in no catologue of Old Testament books within the first four centuries A.D.

 6. Jerome rejected the apocrypha and stood solidly for the Hebrew canon.  (Jerome lived ca. 347-419)

 7. Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  is not claimed by any of the authors of the apocryphal books.

 8. The books contain errors in the areas of geography and history.  They contradict themselves, the Bible and history.

 9. They teach and uphold beliefs that contradict the canonical books.  Miller lists: "Lying is sanctioned, suicide and assassination are justified, salvation by works and by almsgiving, magical incantations, prayers of the dead for the dead, etc....."

10. There is a noticeable style and flow difference between these books and the books of the canon.

11. The books contain many absurdities.

12. When reading the Bible and then reading the apocryphal books there is a noticeable difference.  The two do not belong together.

13. Most of the books were written much later than the Old Testament books were written.  Some were probably written in the time of Christ XE "Christ" .

14. The books were not held as canonical until the Roman Catholic Council of Trent in 1546 announced them a part of the canon and condemned anyone that disagreed.

15. The use of terms like "the Scriptures" in the New Testament would indicate that the writers and Christ XE "Christ"  were referring to a completed set of books, or Old Testament canon.

THE PSEUDEPIGRAPHA:

This is a group of writings that have been set forth as Scripture as well.  They differ from the Apochrapha in that they claim to be authoritative.  "Writings wrongly attributed to worthies such as Enoch, Moses, Solomon XE "Solomon" , etc.  They are both Jewish and Christian XE "Christian" .  Examples of Christian epigrapha are the Gospel of Peter, the Gospel of Thomas, the Apocalypse of Peter, and the Ascension of Isaiah."  (The Dictionary of Religious Terms.)

The Hebrew canon of the Old Testament breaks the books into three divisions, with the final division being broken into three subdivisions:  I. THE PENTATEUCH:  Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy.  II. THE PROPHETS:  Isaiah, Jeremiah, Lamentations, Ezekiel, Hosea, Joel, Amos, Obadiah, Jonah, Micah, Nahum, Habakkuk, Zephaniah, Malachi (These men were in the office of prophet at the time they wrote.)  III. THE KETHUBHIM:  (Psalm to Chronicles in Hebrew Old Testament)  A. POETRY:  Psalms, Proverbs, Job.  B. MEGILLOTH:  (A scroll of papyrus or animal skin.) Song of Solomon XE "Solomon" , Ruth, Lamentations, Ecclesiastes, Esther.  C. NON-POETICAL HISTORICAL:  Daniel (Because he wasn't in the prophetic office.), Ezra, Nehemiah, Chronicles

Canonicity XE "Canonicity"  aids the believer in accepting the books of the Bible as the Word of God XE "God" .  These books are to be trusted and used in the believer's everyday life.  The Bible can and should be the central guide in our lives via the application of It to our lives by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" .
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AUTHORITY

I think that we all understand what authority is, so we won't dwell on definitions.  We do need to understand, however, that all of mankind needs to have authority over them.  Small children need to have the discipline of an authority, or they will mature not knowing, or obeying authority.

I went to a young friend's home years ago, and his little boy walked up and kicked me in the shin and asked if it hurt.  I said that it most certainly did.  I turned to talk to his father and the kid kicked me again.  The father made no attempt to correct the boy.  The boy recognized no authority at all.  The third time he swung his foot my way I hooked his leg with my foot and dumped him on the floor.  He got up and swung again and I dumped him a second time.  He got up and walked away.  He had not liked his confrontation with authority, but he learned from it.  That child I'm confident grew up not recognizing his parent's authority, probably not the Lord XE "Lord" 's, or the Word's authority, and most likely no authority.

I have observed similar children that have parents that recognized the need for discipline and have begun to apply the principles.  The children respond with in a day or two of any new authority structure that a parent puts in place.  They not only recognize it, but they respond to it with obedience and quite often they become more affectionate and loving toward their parents and siblings.

There are two principles to "Authority" in relation to the revelation.  Both are valid and necessary.

1. The Word is our authority over us in our lives.

2. It is authoritative because it is the inspired Word of God XE "God" .

Someone has said that if there is anything small, shallow, or ugly about a person, giving him a little authority will bring it out.  In contrast, as you allow authority to the Word, it will bring out everything deep, and beautiful in a person.

DEFINITIONS:  The term translated authority in the scripture is Strong's word 1849 "exousia."  It is very interesting that it is not only translated "authority," but it is also translated "power."  Since you cannot have authority without power, it is reasonable to assume that the two would be closely related.  

Erickson mentions, "By the authority of the Bible we mean that the Bible, as the expression of God XE "God" 's will to us, possesses the right supremely to define what we are to believe and how we are to conduct ourselves."  (Erickson, Millard J., "CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY"; Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1985, p 241)

He also makes a stronger statement of interest, "By authority we mean the right to command belief and/or action."  (p 242)  The right to command belief.  The right to command action.  Do we really understand and accept this concept of authority where scripture is involved?  In reality this is the authority that the Word should have over us!

The term "authority" comes from the word "author."  Author comes from a Latin term "auctor" which means someone that causes to grow or someone that originates something.  In our case God XE "God"  is the originator and author of the Word, and thus is our authority!  Indeed, He is the author of mankind as a race.  He declared that we should exist.  HE DOES HAVE AUTHORITY OVER US AS BELIEVERS, AS OVER ALL OF MANKIND.

RECOGNITION:  Authority is being questioned as never before in our society.  Women are questioning all authority over them, including God XE "God" 's authority over their bodies.  Children are being encouraged to question their parents' authority by the government, social services, and the school system.  

I have even seen a pastor or two simply undermine what parents were trying to do in their children's lives.  The pastors meant well, but they can't stand in the pulpit and tell the congregation that the parent is wrong to do certain things.  Yes, I figured you might want an example.  The only illustration that came to mind was a church where many in the congregation were trying to keep the music in the home at a conservative level, and the pastor began making statements that the contemporary Christian XE "Christian"  songs were okay, and he even brought it into the sanctuary as special music at times.  I may be staid, conservative, old fashioned and a stick in the mud, but a very upbeat version of Holy, Holy, Holy on a guitar at high volume is too much!

PRINCIPLES OF AUTHORITY:

1. We all have authorities within our lives.  As children we had parents and teachers, as well as others that took care of us from time to time.  As adults we have authorities of some sort.  Teachers, employers, superior officers, police officers, Presidents, Board of directors etc.

2. Those that own billions of dollars worth of properties, or businesses still have some sort of authority over them to some degree.  I saw a documentary on Donald Trump, the multi-millionaire of great fame.  He was asked many questions concerning his financial empire and it was very obvious that he had many authorities over him.  The loan officers at banks were watching everything he did with great interest.

3. In the Biblical XE "Biblical"  realm we must realize that the lost will not recognize the Word as an authority over their lives.  Indeed, we need to take this into consideration when we become upset with how they live their lives.  They are their own authority at that point in time.  The Word has no authority to them.  Most lost people are enjoying life as they see fit, and we have no basis to judge them on.  They are doing what is right in their own eyes.  We, knowing the Word can understand that.  Yes, they are doing wrong, and yes, they will be held accountable for it, but they don't know that.

SOURCE OF AUTHORITY:

There is a real question where the believer's authority is.  Is the Church his authority, is the Bible his authority, or is the Lord XE "Lord"  his authority?  Let us consider this for a moment.

1. The Church:  The Church of Rome holds that they are the final authority in the lives of their followers.  Some cults find a similar power within their authoritative structure.  Several of the cults even claim, and use their authority over the marital rites of their followers.  You cannot marry the person of your choice.  You marry the one that the leader picks for you.  Sun Moon married dozens of couples.  I believe it was in a stadium in New York City.  All couples were paired at Moon's choice.

Getting back to the church having authority over the people, it may be growing among those of a more conservative nature.  I have heard comments in sermons and conversations from some in Baptist circles that indicate that some are playing around with some fringe thoughts on this position.  I heard in one sermon several years ago, by a leading Baptist seminary president that the church was the final authority in controversies of interpretation.  If the "Church" is straight, this is great, but what if it goes sour?  I might add that I don't think that this is the normal strain of thinking among Baptists XE "Baptists"  of any generation.

The Word is our authority, and not the church, in the final analysis.  Yes, the church is our general authority and it is there for regulation and control of the ministries of believers, however if a local church begins to go against the Word then there should be a parting of ways.  In doctrinal disputes, we must recognize the believer's right to interpret and understand the revelation from the Lord XE "Lord" .  The church can and should guide, teach and help the believer to a proper understanding.  The church is never the final authority, else all the reformers were in great error to confront, and separate from Holy Mother Roman Catholic Church.

Thomas Armitage, a Baptist, mentions, " . . . the book called the Bible is given by the inspiration of God XE "God" , and is the only rule of the Christian XE "Christian"  faith and practice.  The consequence is, that we have no creeds, nor catechisms . . . which bind us by their authority . . .   Our churches hold that Jesus XE "Jesus"  Christ XE "Christ"  is the only Law-giver, and the only King in Zion; that His law is laid down in the scriptures, and is perfect; and therefore, they refuse to follow all forms or tradition and ecclesiastical ordinations whatever, bowing only to the behests of inspired precept, and the recorded practices of the apostolic churches, as their record is found in the Scriptures. . . ."  (Quoted by Louie D. Newton, "WHY I AM A BAPTIST"; p 38)  There are many other statements from history that declare the Bible has always been the final authority for Baptists XE "Baptists" .  

One more quote for good measure.  Pardington, "The divine authority of the Scriptures constitutes them the final court of appeal in all matters of Christian XE "Christian"  faith and practice."  (Pardington, Rev. George P. Ph.D.; "OUTLINE STUDIES IN CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE"; Harrisburg, PA: Christian Publications, 1926, p 40)

2. The Bible:  The Scriptures are, and can be, the ONLY source of authority that the believer can have.  The scriptures declare the God XE "God"  that gave them, and the God of final authority.

BASIS OF THE AUTHORITY OF THE WORD:

The only basis there is, is centered in the fact that the Bible is the Inspired Word of God XE "God" .  He, being the final authority, the Creator, has made known His wishes and they are binding upon His creation.  II Tim. 3:15-17, "And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able to make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ XE "Christ"  Jesus XE "Jesus" .  All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, That the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works."  This is a very plain statement that the Word is to be an integrated part of our lives.  Only an authority can reprove or correct!

If you don't believe me, then allow your children to run your house awhile, and then tell them to do something.  If you have lost your authority you will have serious problems.  Someone has said, "That there is still plenty of authority in the American home.  The problem is that the children are exercising it!"

II Pet. 1:19-21 mentions, "We have also a more sure word of prophecy, unto which ye do well that ye take heed, as unto a light that shineth in a dark place, until the day dawn, and the day star arise in your hearts; Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the scripture is of any private interpretation.  For the prophecy came not at any time by the will of man, but holy men of God XE "God"  spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" ."  Why take heed if there is no authority?  There is no reason for us to heed.  This text again declares that the prophecy was from God - an authoritative revelation of Himself.

A side thought to this is that the revelation is the only way that we can know God XE "God" , or His authority.  Thus, the revelation is the other side of His authority.  The Word is His authority revealed to us.  

Ps 19:7-9 tells us, "The law of the Lord XE "Lord"  is perfect, converting the soul; the testimony of the Lord is sure, making wise the simple.  The statutes of the Lord are right, rejoicing the heart; the commandment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes.  The fear of the Lord is clean, enduring forever; the ordinances of the Lord are true and righteous altogether."  Again the terms of law, statutes, commandments and ordinances smack somewhat of authority!  AND THEY ARE PERFECT, SURE, RIGHT, PURE, TRUE AND RIGHTEOUS!

I Pet. 1:25 states, "But the word of the Lord XE "Lord"  endureth forever.  And this is the word which by the gospel is preached unto you."  The word is His authority over us and this text tells us that the Word is eternal.  Thus we must surmise that His authority over us is eternal as well.  Matt. 24:35, reiterates the same idea.  "Heaven XE "Heaven"  and earth shall pass away, but my words shall not pass away."  John 10:35b, "the scripture cannot be broken,"  Not only is the Word and Its authority eternal, but it is also unbreakable.  Nothing can come between the authority of God XE "God"  over us and our beings.

This is true not only of the saved but of the unsaved as well.  The authority of God XE "God"  to the unsaved is not recognized at this point in time, but in eternity the Lord XE "Lord"  will impose his authority upon them in a mighty and terrifying way.

And one final passage.  I Thess. 2:13, "For this cause also thank we God XE "God"  without ceasing because, when ye received the word of God which ye heard of us, ye received it, not as the word of men but as it is in truth, the word of God, which effectually worketh also in you that believe."  This verse mentions that the word is not from men but from God. 

CHRIST RECOGNIZED AND USED THE AUTHORITY OF THE SCRIPTURES:

1.  He used the Word against the Devil in the temptations.  He knew that the Word was truth and that It was to be lived by.  (Matt 4:4,7,10)

2. He used the word in rebuking the people.  (Matt 21:42, " . . . Did ye never read in the scriptures. . . .")  He knew the Word had authority.

3. He used the Word to vindicate his actions in cleansing the temple.  (Mark 11:17, " . . . Is it not written, My house shall be called of all nations the house of prayer?  But ye have made it a den of thieves.")

John Calvin had a very neat argument for the authority of the scriptures over the person.  His main argument concerning this topic is that the inward witness of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  is the most powerful argument for the authority of the word.  Spend some time considering his thoughts.  "Calvin insisted that the testimony of the Holy Spirit is superior to reason.  It is an inward work that captures the minds of those who hear or read Scripture, producing conviction or certainty that it is the Word of God XE "God"  with which they are dealing."  (Erickson p 853) 

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE:

1. We only need to teach the Word of God XE "God"  and allow it to speak to people.  Their reaction, be it good, or bad is then a reaction to God, and not to us or our teaching.

2. In church matters, be they moral, organizational, or emotional we should endeavor to keep the Word as the standard, and not some philosophy of man.

3. If we as believers live according to the Word, and Its directions then we need not fear or worry about what others may say, be they lost or saved.

Martin Luther faced the Roman Emperor at the Diet of Worms.  He told those present that he would not reject anything that he had written.  He was given a day to think it over and asked the next day to recant his statements.  He replied, That he would not recant unless he was confronted with Scripture and reason that would prove him wrong.  He also rejected the authority of the church.

Might I suggest that Luther did not just sit down one evening and do a short Bible study and tell off the Roman Church?  His break came after some very long hours of searching the Scriptures and seeking God XE "God" .

If you decide to buck the church that you are a part of, you should be very sure that you are correct.  Be sure you have studied many hours, talked with others for many hours, and prayed many hours before you decide your interpretation is correct, and that which is normally taught by the fundamental churches is wrong.

There is something happening in fundamental churches today that is of interest.  I was saved and discipled in fundamental churches.  I was trained in fundamental schools, yet I see the same fundamental churches going away from the things they once held.  It is not that they have discovered new truth in the Word to show their past positions in error, but rather they have decided to go another direction, whether it contradicts their past position or not.  None of these churches bothers to explain their deviation, they just do their own thing and take their congregations along for the ride.

4. When you realize the Word has the answers to life's problems you can turn to it instead of all those self-help spiritual books that are on the market.

5. Authority is from the term author.  We have established that the author of the Word is God XE "God"  Himself.  He has revealed to us all that He wants us to know.  He wants to be our authority.  He wants to be the author of our lives!  He wants to guide and mold our lives through His Word.  We need to allow this so that He truly is the Author of our life.

6. Since we have seen that the term "exousia" is translated "power" as well as "authority," we might consider the two terms as they relate to our relationship to God XE "God" .  We realize we are under His authority, however we probably seldom think of His power.  In life we seldom think of the power of the police officer unless we get sideways to him, and the law that he upholds.  We then think of the power at length.  The same is true of God.  When we get side wise to His ways we will ultimately consider His power.  This should be an incentive for us to remain under His authority and not to come under His power.  When a person comes under His power there is often suffering, be it physical, mental, or emotional.

7. The Word is our message from God XE "God" , RIGHT?  We are to obey everything that God tells us to do in the Word, RIGHT?  How about this one?  "Greet one another with an holy kiss."  Rom. 16:16a  Holy kiss is in Scripture, so why not?  Culture?  Yes.  It would be offensive today - but are the love, compassion and concern behind the kiss to be missing as well?  NO.  YET IT IS SO VERY MISSING IN SOME OF OUR CHURCHES TODAY.  We really don't follow the authority that God has set before us in all areas!

 8. There is an aspect of authority that we have not discussed which is of importance.  Along with authority come the right and ability to enforce.  We mentioned that the Word has authority to command belief and to command action.  We should also remember that the Word is revealing the will of The Father who has the right, and certainly the ability, to enforce.

God XE "God"  does not normally force men to do things, yet there are times when He desires to do certain things within a person's life.  At those times the Lord XE "Lord"  may, and at times does, bring to bear certain forces to move the person to action.  Indeed, some believers testify of God using gentle forces to bring them to a belief in Christ XE "Christ" .  Others mention health and trial type forces to gain their attention.

It seems that we need to submit to God XE "God" 's authority over us that is exerted through the Word.  God authored the Word, He authored mankind, and He desires to author our everyday life.  May we be open to that creativity that only He can use in our lives.
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ILLUMINATION

We need to make a distinction between the illumination of the mind to the Scriptures, and the illumination theory of inspiration.  The illumination theory of inspiration states that "inspiration is merely an intensifying and elevation of the religious perceptions of the believer."  (Thiessen, Henry C.; "LECTURES IN SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY"; Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1949, p 106)  This is not the topic of consideration in this section.

We desire to study the illumination of the mind which occurs as we study the Word of God XE "God" .  This illumination is not something mystical that falls upon us when we enter the pulpit without studying for the sermon, but is the illumination that comes to us via the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  as we study the Word.  

There is also a type of illumination which people discuss that is related to salvation.  It deals with the fact that all lost are in darkness, and the Lord XE "Lord"  illuminates them, or illuminates their minds so they can understand enough of the Scripture to understand the Gospel so they can be saved.  (This is seen in Acts 26:17,18, "Delivering thee from the people, and from the Gentiles, unto whom now I send thee, To open their eyes, and to turn them from darkness to light, and from the power of Satan XE "Satan"  unto God XE "God" , that they may receive forgiveness of sins, and inheritance among them who are sanctified by faith that is in me.")  Buswell in his  theology discusses this some.  He mentions that some theologians equate illumination with the effectual calling of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  of the lost unto salvation.  (Buswell, "A SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY OF THE CHRISTIAN RELIGION";  p 165-166)

Chafer goes into great detail about the darkness that is present in different groups if you want to give additional study to this.  The blindnesses that he mentions are:  Israel's blindness, Gentile blindness, Satan XE "Satan" 's blindness, and Carnal blindness.  This blindness/illumination relates to soteriology not bibliology so we will not be discussing this type of illumination either.

We are speaking in this study of the illumination of the mind by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" .  This illumination is dependant on the person being saved and walking with the Lord XE "Lord" .

Illumination XE "Illumination"  is not inspiration.  Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  is the method by which the Word of God XE "God"  was transmitted from God to human authors in the original manuscripts.  This was the communication from God to mankind.  Illumination on the other hand is the act by which God the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  assists mankind to understand that which was transmitted by inspiration.

THE NEED FOR ILLUMINATION:

The fact that mankind is fallen and unable to understand the things of the Lord XE "Lord"  is the only need.  We simply cannot understand God XE "God" 's revelation with our foggy sin-stained minds.  All aspects of man's character were affected by the fall and sin has limited our ability in all areas including our understanding.

The mind that has been cleared by the work of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  can understand as the Spirit allows.  The regenerate mind can understand as far as the Holy Spirit is allowed to work.  We need to realize that the Holy Spirit is limited in His work by the degree of sin in the life and the control that the life allows the Spirit to have.

DEFINITION:

1. Pardington mentions, "Illumination XE "Illumination"  may be defined as the divine quickening of the human mind in virtue of which it is enabled to understand truth already revealed."  (Pardington, Rev. George P. Ph.D.; "OUTLINE STUDIES IN CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE"; Harrisburg, PA: Christian XE "Christian"  Publications, 1926, p. 41, 42)

It does not reveal new truth, but makes the old truth understandable.  Someone said, and I don't know the source of this, "What light is to the eye, illumination is to the mind."  (Matt. 16:17 may relate, "And Jesus XE "Jesus"  answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, Simon Barjona; for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee, but my Father, who is in heaven."

2. Ryrie tells us that "generally the concept of illumination relates to the ministry of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  helping the believer to understand the truth of the Bible."  (Reprinted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 116)

3. Erickson adds a thought that is probably assumed in many people's minds, but it is worth mentioning.  When he is commenting on Calvin's concept of illumination, which he supports, he mentions that the thought of illumination, must have with it the idea of growth in the believer.  We have already mentioned this fact; it bears repeating.  There must be a continuing growth and walk in the life of the believer for illumination to occur.  Erickson also adds a point that is important and that is the fact that illumination is not a one time, once for all occurrence.  We are illuminated as needed.  The Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  opens our minds to the possibility of understanding, as well as continues to illuminate our minds as we continue to study.

The term illumination does not appear in our New Testament.  Illuminated appears in Heb 10:32.  It is the Greek term "photizo" (Strong's 5461) which Strong defines as, "to shed rays, i.e. to shine . . . to brighten up . . . ."  (Strong, James; "STRONG'S EXHAUSTIVE CONCORDANCE"; Waco, TX: Word Books, p 77 of His dictionary)

This term seems to relate to the salvation of the reader.  Unger mentions of the term, "In the early Christian XE "Christian"  Church it was used to denote the baptized."  (Taken from: "UNGER'S BIBLE DICTIONARY"; Unger, Merrill F.; Copyright 1957, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission. p 516)

The same term is used in Eph 1:17-18 and is translated "enlightened."  The Ephesians text is of some interest and might need some of your concentration.  Ephesians 1:17,18 states, "That the God XE "God"  of our Lord XE "Lord"  Jesus XE "Jesus"  Christ XE "Christ" , the Father of glory, may give unto you the spirit of wisdom and revelation [apokalipsis] in the knowledge of him, The eyes of your understanding being enlightened [photizo]; that ye may know what is the hope of his calling, and what the riches of the glory of his inheritance in the saints,"

This seems to indicate that there is a relationship between revelation and illumination.  To some there seems to be a close relationship between revelation and enlightenment.  This is based on the fact there seems to be a sense of meaning in revelation of the idea of revealing that which was not known.

In essence this is what we view as illumination.  We do not know because we are not illuminated.  When the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  illuminates, then we know that which was not known.

God XE "God"  is in the business in this age of revealing Himself to us, but this is not new revelation.  He is revealing Himself to us on a daily basis, but this information has been previously revealed not only in the original revelation of the Word, but quite possibly also to other believers in the past by illumination.

Specifically, revelation in Bibliology would be the revelation of the Word, while illumination is God XE "God"  allowing and helping us to understand that revelation.

Chafer felt that revelation was continuing in a sense.  "In place of special revelation, however, a work of the Spirit XE "Spirit"  has especially characterized the present age.  As the Spirit of God XE "God"  illuminates or casts light upon the Scriptures, this is a legitimate form of present tense revelation from God in which the teachings of the Bible are made clear and applied to individual life and circumstances."  (Taken from the book, MAJOR BIBLE THEMES by Lewis Sperry Chafer and John F. Walvoord.  First edition copyright 1926, 1953 by Dallas Theological XE "Theological"  Seminary.  Revised edition copyright 1974 by Dallas Theological Seminary.  Used by permission of Zondervan Publishing House. p 33)

Remember that he is not speaking of new "direct" revelation of God XE "God"  to man.  Even so, I believe that he is in danger of confusing the believer that reads his writings.  Revelation is completed, not continuing in any way.  Revelation is complete, while illumination continues in this age to assist the believer in understanding that revelation.

TYPES OF ILLUMINATION

1. ILLUMINATION TO ALL MANKIND:  There is some illumination for all of mankind that is indicated in the following verse.  John 1:9, in the context of Christ XE "Christ"  being the light John mentions,  "That was the true Light, which lighteth every man that cometh into the world."  There seems to be a sense in which that light affected all men.

What is meant in the John text?  Some possibilities:  a. The light that brings forth salvation of man as is possible with man's response to God XE "God" .  The problem with this is that every man does not respond, thus it is not really light to all mankind.  b. This may relate to the idea that a person can be drawn to the Lord XE "Lord"  via the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" .  The problem with this is that the phrase "every man" is not acceptable when we know that all mankind is not drawn to the Lord.  c. The revelation of Rom. 1 might be involved.  This would be the thought that every man has some light via nature and from within.  It relates to the fact that all man is enlightened enough to respond to God if there is a desire to know God.  This seems to fit the thought of the John passage best.

Some feel that II Tim 1:10 is speaking of the same thing, however it would seem to me that the two verses are speaking of two different types of light.  "But is now made manifest by the appearing of our Savior XE "Savior" , Jesus XE "Jesus"  Christ XE "Christ" , who hath abolished death, and hath brought life and immortality to light through the gospel,"  There is a light that is brought to man through the appearing of the Lord XE "Lord" , and the gospel is the carrier of that light.  It would seem that this light of the Timothy text would be limited to those that have heard of Christ and His work.

2. ILLUMINATION TO THE NATURAL MAN:  This technically is the same as number one, in that all mankind is natural man.  The difference that is being made is that all mankind has some illumination, while the elect have a further illumination while they are still in their lost state.  

The natural man has no desire to know God XE "God" , nor can he really understand God.  I Cor. 2:10-14, mentions that the natural man cannot understand things of God.  I Cor. 2:15, "But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit XE "Spirit"  of God; for they are foolishness unto him, neither can he know them, because they are spiritually discerned."  Yet, there seems to be an illumination of the Holy Spirit to draw the person to God.  This is an understanding of the Gospel so they may accept it.  (Heb. 6:4)

3. ILLUMINATION TO ALL BELIEVERS:  I Jn 2:27 speaks of this type of illumination.  "But the anointing which we have received of him abideth in you, and ye need not that any man teach you; but as the same anointing teacheth you of all things, and is truth, and is no lie, and even as it hath taught you, ye shall abide in him."  Part of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" 's ministry to the believer is to illuminate the believer's mind to the revealed Word.

4. ILLUMINATION TO NEW BORN BELIEVERS:  The new believer automatically desires knowledge of the Word.  This would indicate that even the newborns have illumination available to them.  This is only logical, since they receive the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  at salvation, and He would automatically begin His ministry to them.  (I Pet. 2:2, "As newborn babes, desire the pure milk of the word, that ye may grow by it.")

Newborn believers don't always automatically continue to grow.  The illumination in their lives is limited, if not eliminated until they begin to walk with God XE "God" .  (I Cor. 3:1-3)

5. ILLUMINATION TO GROWING BELIEVERS:  They desire to know the word and God XE "God" 's information to them.  Ps 119:18, "Open thou mine eyes, that I may behold wondrous things out of they law"; I Cor. 2:10-14, mentions that the Spirit XE "Spirit"  helps believers to know things; Eph. 1:18; Eph. 3:9.

6. ILLUMINATION TO STAGNANT BELIEVERS:  Stagnant believers may have to be retaught the basics due to their inadequate memory.  Heb. 5:12, "For when for the time ye ought to be teachers, ye have need that one teach you again the first principles of the oracles of God XE "God" , and are become such as have need of milk, and not of solid food."  Even mature believers need to be reminded of the basics of the faith.  

Over the years I have spent speaking in different churches, I have been continually reminded of this.  I tend to speak topically, because I only have one or two sessions in a particular church.  In these topical sermons, I have used the basics of the faith and constantly have people telling me after the sermons that they enjoyed being reminded of some of the things that they had forgotten.

The newborns that aren't growing, as well as the stagnant believer, are in the situation they are in because they are not allowing the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  to minister to them in the area of illumination.

7. ILLUMINATION TO FUTURE PEOPLES:  There seems to be a coming illumination which will arrive when the Lord XE "Lord"  returns.  I Cor. 4:5, "Therefore, judge nothing before the time, until the Lord come, who both will bring to light the hidden things of darkness, and will make manifest the counsels of the hearts; and then shall every man have praise of God XE "God" ."

Illumination XE "Illumination"  is via the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" .  Jo 16:13 (This was to the apostles, but I think that it shows the principle.) states, "Nevertheless, when he, the Spirit of truth, is come he will guide you into all truth; for he shall now speak of himself, but whatever he shall hear, that shall he speak; and he will show you things to come."  Since the Holy Spirit is resident in all believers then the ministry of illumination is available to all believers.

The verse also tells us that the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  is dealing with ALL truth.  This would seem to cover all of the scriptures.  Jo 16:13 indicates that this is all to the glory of Christ XE "Christ" .

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE:

1. We have the promise of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" 's help when we have problems understanding the scriptures.  This does not exclude the study of, and the reading of the scriptures.  It does not necessarily preclude the use of helps, commentaries and thoughts of other believers.  All may add to the ultimate understanding that the believer may have.

2. It also indicates that the minister does not have a corner on the market of understanding of the scripture.  It may be that he has done more homework than others, however any minister should be open to the honest questions of his students.  They may well have something new that the minister has not seen in the Scripture.

3. Since we know that the Lord XE "Lord"  inspired the Word, and that it is authentic, and that it is our authority, we now have a promise that we will have help in understanding what It has to say to us.  We need not worry about not doing something that we are supposed to be doing.  He will show us those things that He wants us to do, or not do.

4. There is a sense in which the writer or teacher of the past and present can share their illumination with others.  As they diligently study and are helped by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  they can help others by their teaching and writing.  This may be the one redeeming quality in the vast number of books that we have on the market.  Those books dealing with the scriptures can have good information in them.

You need to be careful that the writers and teachers you read and listen to are in a proper relation to the Lord XE "Lord"  before you rely upon their illumination.

5. There is a stiff dose of knowledge in the previous item for those that would teach, preach, and write.  They had better concentrate upon the relationship they have to the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  so that they know that they are properly illuminated.  Keep the sin out of the life.  Keep the Spirit in control of the life.

6. Our being illuminated, can help us determine truth from falsehood.  Many of the false teachings today come from men that are on a status trip, trying to find new ear tickling things in the Word.  If we would concentrate on the Word and what It says to us, then falsehood could not creep in.

7. If He has helped you understand it - then obey it, and share it with others.

8. One final application that we need to consider.  A number of years ago I struggled for a few weeks with the why of our needing to accept Christ XE "Christ" .  I knew it to be fact, but why did God XE "God"  want us to do it.  I thought and studied for sometime and then had to lay the study aside due to my schedule.  As I was thinking over these things, my mind just seemed to receive a flash from the Home Office on the why of it.  I really believe that the Lord XE "Lord"  wanted me to have that information, so gave it to me through my thought processes.

As we study, we may not immediately understand a passage.  If this is the case, we need to go to the Lord XE "Lord"  in prayer and seek His help in knowing the meaning.  He may lead us to other passages that relate, or He may use our thought process to share the meaning with us.

To conclude, we need to restate that God XE "God" 's revelation is complete.  It was given to the writers of Scripture in its entirety.  The Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  since has been in the ministry of illuminating the believer.  The revelation was the giving forth of information that was not previously known.  Illumination XE "Illumination"  also is the showing of information that was not previously known.  Even though both are involved in the same process, they are not the same.  Revelation is complete in the Bible, while illumination is continuing via the Holy Spirit.

As we study His Word, might we willingly bow to that information which He shows to us.  If we allow the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  to illuminate, and allow the information to be integrated into our lives, we will become mature believers that are useful to our Father. 

This is the result of all that God XE "God"  is doing in our everyday lives.  As we allow Him to do these things, He gains glory.  His glory should be the desire of the believer, and submitting to His illumination is an easy method of gaining and giving glory to Him that has done so much for us.
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INTERPRETATION

The previous studies have related to God XE "God" 's part in Bibliology.  Now we want to look at man's part in the process of understanding all that God has revealed.  We need to look at interpretation.  

Why is interpretation, or might I say proper interpretation, necessary?  A brief look in a Christian XE "Christian"  bookstore, or in a Christian book catalog will show the need for some proper interpretation.  I recently skimmed through a wholesale Christian booklist and found all sorts of doctrine.  I found everything from Fundamental to Liberal, from Noncharismatic to Charismatic, and from Armenius to Calvin.  Now, all of these different thoughts CANNOT be THE proper interpretation of that which God XE "God"  has revealed to us.  If they are, then God would be the author of confusion.  Since we know that God is not the author of confusion, then we must assume that some of these teachings are false.  Any false teaching must come from improper interpretation, or misunderstanding of that which is studied.

Interpretation XE "Interpretation"  is often called hermeneutics.  Just what is hermeneutics?

DEFINITION:

Hermeneutics is the science of interpreting literature.  In the theological realm it is the science of interpreting the Bible.  This science contains rules and regulations by which the job of interpreting is properly completed.

Zondervan Pictoral Encyclopedia of the Bible mentions that "The correct reproduction of the thoughts of another (either a writer or speaker), usually from a different language, has been called interpretation.  When applied to the Bible, interpretation has been called hermeneutics,"  (Tenney, Merrill C.; "THE ZONDERVAN PICTORIAL ENCYCLOPEDIA OF THE BIBLE"; Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1975)

The term hermeneutics first appeared in a book written in the 17th century.  The author's name was J. C. Dannhaur.  It came from the Greek word "hermeneuein" which means to express or explain.

The Bible was written in different languages and different cultures.  It is the interpreter's job to get as close to that historical context as possible, and try to find the thought patterns of the writer.

A missionary to Japan that I met in the Northwest was telling me of his work.  He was involved with what they were calling contextualization of the Scripture.  They were trying to teach the Bible in the context of the Japanese culture.  Not trying to change the word, but to teach it in a way that the Japanese could understand it, and understand it properly.

He mentioned that he was having a real problem getting a passage into a format that he thought the students could understand.  It was a difficult passage.  He presented the idea to some of his students. They immediately understood the principles and ideas from the Bible without his explaining it.  He discovered in speaking with the students that the writer of Scripture was using some Eastern thinking in his presentation, and that they understood it immediately - indeed, much easier than the missionary when he first studied the passage.

We need to get as near to the original author as possible to try to understand just what he was saying to the recipients of the book.

If you remember the term presuppositions, you will remember that we settled on one in particular.  We decided that literal interpretation, or the plain, normal interpretation of a passage, was the method to use.

There are a couple of terms that we need to mention.

HERMENEUTICS:  These are the rules and methods used to interpret the Scriptures.

EXEGESIS:  Exegesis XE "Exegesis"  is using the principles of hermeneutics while seeking the meaning of the scriptures.  "The science of interpretation called hermeneutics is the art of determining the true meaning of Scripture.  Hermeneutics must be distinguished from exegesis, which is application of the laws or principles of interpretation."  (Reprinted by permission: Chafer, Lewis Sperry; Walvoord, Editor; "LEWIS SPERRY CHAFER SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY" Abridged Edition; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1988, Vol. 1, p 101)

TYPES OF INTERPRETATION:  The wisest words that I have run across in my studies of interpretation are those of Benjamin Jowett in ESSAYS AND REVIEWS written in 1860.  "Interpret the Bible like any other book."  That simply means that we should read it, and understand it in plain terms.

ALLEGORICAL INTERPRETATION:  Normally this method takes texts that can't be understood as plain and literal, and makes the words only symbols of what was originally stated.  The original meaning of the text may be eliminated altogether.

Two problems:

1. To use this method leaves one with no authority.  Every person trying to interpret the text will come away with his own interpretation, and there can be none that are proven correct.

2. To use this method leaves a person with fiction in the Word, for none of the words have meaning as they are read, or as they were recorded.  In essence God XE "God"  could have set monkeys before typewriters and taken their writings and given them to man so that man could give them meaning.

Most people that are allegorists do not use a completely allegorical approach.  They take things in their easy literal sense until it doesn't fit their thinking, or becomes too burdensome, and then they shift to the allegorical.

The system has been around for a long time.  Origin has been credited with coming up with the system originally.  The system grew out of his Jewish philosophy and some of the philosophical thinking of Plato.

Ramm mentions, "The curse of the allegorical method is that it obscures the true meaning of the Word of God XE "God"  and had it not kept the gospel truth central it would have become cultic and heretical."  He continues, "The Bible treated allegorically becomes putty in the hand of the exegete."  (Ramm, Bernard; "PROTESTANT BIBLICAL INTERPRETATION"; Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1970, p 30)

Ramm tells of Clement of Alexandria, and his position.  His position is of interest.  (I have adapted this for our study.)  Clement held that there were five possible meanings to any Scripture passage.

1. The historical account that the text mentions, was a real historical event and as such conveys information.  2. There may be a doctrinal idea in the text that may be moral, religious or theological in scope.  3. The prophetic side may well be present as well.  4. There can be a philosophical side to the text that might see some meaning in the people or happenings of the text.  5. There can be a mystical sense to a passage that is a deeper spiritual meaning that is drawn from the people and events.

I gather from this that Clement wanted the best of all interpretation.  He wanted the literal historical, as well as that deeper mystical meaning of the allegorical interpretation.

LITERAL INTERPRETATION:  This system is at the other end of the spectrum.  It has been charged that this system does not allow for figures of speech, but this is not the case.  We will see it in detail later.

SEMIALLEGORICAL OR SEMILITERAL INTERPRETATION:  This method would be a mixture of the previous two systems.  Which you hold to, depends on which system you use the most.    

Ryrie quotes Mounce, from his commentary on Revelation.  He "exhibits a semiliteral exegesis.  He states that Armageddon should be taken seriously but not literally.  It 'portrays the eschatological defeat of Antichrist . . . but does not require that we accept in a literal fashion the specific imagery with which the event is described' (p. 349).  Concerning the Millennium he favors the idea that 'John taught a literal millennium, but its essential meaning may be realized in something other than a temporal fulfilment' (p. 359).  'The millennium is not, for John, the Messianic Age foretold by the O.T.'" (p.359)"  (Reprinted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 111)  To me, of the two items, the millennium would be harder to take literally than Armageddon.

Oswald T. Allis (in PROPHECY AND THE CHURCH) suggests that the term "spiritual interpretation" is better than allegorical, and argues for a combination of the two.

Allis, in setting forth rules as to how you tell which method to use states:  1. "Whether you should interpret a passage figuratively or literally depends solely on which gives the true meaning."  So how do we determine the true meaning if we don't know which will produce the true meaning?  2. "The only way prophecy can be understood literally is when its literal meaning is clear and obvious."  Were the first coming prophecies clear and obvious?  Some were - some weren't.  3. "The interpretation of any prophecy hinges on the fulfilment of it."  (Reprinted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 112 quoting Allis, Oswald T.; "PROPHECY AND THE CHURCH"; Philadelphia: Presbyterian and Reformed, 1945, pp 16-19)  The prophecies concerning Christ XE "Christ" 's first coming were fulfilled literally so you interpret them literally.  However, Allis states that the second coming passages need to be interpreted allegorically.  HUMMMM.

You interpret literally unless it is prophecy, or unless it bothers your theology.  SOME METHOD OF INTERPRETATION.  I HAVE TO WONDER HOW THESE MEN WOULD REACT TO THEIR CHILDREN INTERPRETING WHAT THEY TELL THEM TO DO, ALLEGORICALLY IF THEY DESIRED TO - WHEN IT DIDN'T FIT WHAT THEY WANTED TO DO.

In the end Ryrie gives Allis credit for trying to systematize his method of interpretation, however mentions what we have seen before and that being, if you interpret allegorical you are more than likely going to be an Amillennialist and if you follow the literal method of interpretation you will become a premillennialist.

THEOLOGICAL INTERPRETATION:  That which interprets scripture in such a manner so as to produce an interpretation to fit your theology.  Daniel Fuller in a dissertation presents such a system of interpretation.  "In order to preserve the unity of the Bible, he says that we must use the principle of 'theological interpretation' which means interpretation that does not result in two purposes of God XE "God"  in the Scriptures (one for Israel and one for the church).  The consistent use of literal interpretation leads to a distinction between Israel and the church, while theological interpretation does not."  (Reprinted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 113)

No matter if the literal says one thing and I believe another.  I just interpret the way that will bring out my belief.  A very convenient system of interpretation.

LITERAL INTERPRETATION:  I would like to illustrate the need for literal interpretation.  If I were going to cut down a tree and was afraid that the ant hill about six feet from the tree would be destroyed, I would try to communicate with the ants to tell them of the danger.  Now, this is similar to God XE "God"  wanting to tell us of the danger of Hell XE "Hell" .  I begin to try to understand the ant language, and as I do, I begin to plan just how I am going to tell them of the danger of the tree.  When I have finished learning the ant language I tell them that there is a large cloud coming over the horizon.  This is how I tell them I am going to cut down a tree that may smash them all.  You see the cloud coming over the horizon actually pictures the falling tree that is about to come.

At any rate the ants think through the message and decide that they have clouds coming over every day and it is no big deal so they continue on their way.  I, in turn, get disgusted with them for not listening and cut down the tree.

Oversimplification?  To a point, however the good Lord XE "Lord"  has decided that HE wants to communicate with us to tell us of Himself.  Why, in the world, would He couch his information in language that has no meaning.

The Word already tells us that we can't understand the Word without the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" 's illumination.  He doesn't really have to couch His message in words that we can't understand.

How would you like to have to interpret the syllabus for a class in college allegorically?  Every one of you would decide what it meant to you, and the teacher would grade on the literal interpretation.

CONFUSION PLUS is the result of allegorical interpretation.  Literal interpretation is the only method that leads to a unified, systematic and logical conclusion.

God XE "God"  not only wanted to communicate with man but He created the mode of communication.  He gave language to us and nowhere in the Word do we have any instructions about how to use it.  It must be assumed that we are to use it the most logical way that we can and that is the plain and simple literal way.

Ryrie comments on this, "THE PURPOSE OF LANGUAGE.  The purpose of language itself seems to require literal interpretation.  That is, God XE "God"  gave man language for the purpose of being able to communicate with him.  God created man in His image which included the power of speech in order that God might reveal His truth to man and that man might in turn offer worship and prayer to God."  (Reprinted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 113)

Had God XE "God"  wanted us to communicate on a deeper level, He would have told us about it, and He would have told us how to do it.

A woman evangelist in California, a few years back, had a revelation from God XE "God"  and He told her that the Bible wasn't written for the normal person to understand.  He had written it so that man would think that they understood it, however she was his choice to teach man how to understand it.  She had revelation concerning the vocabulary of the deeper meaning of Scripture and she spent hours on the radio explaining what the words of Scripture really meant.  Mud isn't really mud, it is really soap, so when you get mud on your pants it's really soap and you can brush it off.  There is little difference in her thinking and that of the theologian that does not attempt, at all times, to interpret literally.

What is the first place where LITERAL INTERPRETERS leave their own method of interpretation?  The book of Revelation.  When people enter this book they tend to lose all contact with the real world of interpretation.  Very few men I know of today have even attempted to interpret this book literally.  In your ministry try it - you'll like it.

Since prophecies of the first coming were fulfilled literally it is reasonable to assume that the prophecies of the second coming will also be fulfilled literally.  There is no reason for the interpreter to interpret the book of Revelation in any way other than the normal literal approach!  Yes, there are portions of the Revelation that are pictures and symbolic, but they are introduced as such within the text.

Ryrie lists four principles of NORMAL HERMENEUTICS.  I have adapted these for our study.  Items to consider in interpretation:

1. Grammar:  The words carry the message to the listener.  We must attempt to understand the words as they were used at the time that they were recorded.  Not to do this will result in much error and confusion.

2. Context:  The words and sentences that you have been studying will of necessity have to be compared to what was mentioned earlier, and later in the text, to fully understand the intent of the Lord XE "Lord" .

3. Context of the entire Scripture:  When you understand what the person hearing or reading the words understood, then you need to compare that to the context of Scripture to properly understand all that is meant.  We must interpret every part within the context of the whole.

4. Progressive XE "Progressive"  revelation must be considered:  God XE "God"  revealed Himself progressively over time, and we need to understand that what was revealed to one person in the Scripture, may find change later in Scripture.  Example:  The sacrificial system was the requirement under the law, is not required in the Church age, and will be reestablished in some form in the Kingdom.  The idea of progressive revelation does not imply that later revelation contradicts, nor negates current revelation.

In this section we might mention that the recipient of the book may be of importance.  The books to the Jews must be viewed somewhat differently than the epistles of Paul to the churches.  Many things had happened and changed between these times.  Much will apply differently in our age.

I've added two items of importance.

5. The message of the book:  How you approach a book will be partially determined by what the book is about.

6. Objectivity:  We must go into the Word to see what it has to say to us, and not to see what we can say to others through it.  We all have preconceived ideas, but they should be left out of interpretation.

I wish that I could give proper credit for the following quotation, but I do not know where it originated.  I found it in some of my notes.  It is of significance, so will be included.  I trust that the originator will forgive its uncredited use.  "If the plain sense of Scripture makes common sense, seek no other sense or you'll end up with nonsense."  I trust you will reread that and consider it as you seek to interpret the Word.

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE:

1. Remember the words of Jowett?  "Interpret the Bible like any other book."  Can you imagine the allegorist reading the Caine Mutiny, or the Magnificent Obsession, and interpreting them like he interprets Scripture?

2. The seriousness of proper interpretation cannot be overemphasized in my opinion.  If you are going to dare to teach or preach you must be sure that what you have prepared is really what the Lord XE "Lord"  had to say in the first place!  Be very careful of how you use the Word.  Be very careful how you prepare.

Don't be satisfied with a bit of surface study!  Go deeper to be sure the passage really says what you are going to say it says!

3. It seems to me that any system of interpretation other than plain, literal interpretation is a step away from the idea that the Word of God XE "God"  is for all believers of all ages, education levels, and abilities.  

If you move into some of the other areas of interpretation, it seems that you remove the Word from the hands of all, and place it in the hands of the elite that know how to apply their special principles.
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ANIMATION

We all know what animated cartoons are, indeed, we probably know all too well.  They are drawn pictures that are shown in quick sequence, and then filmed to give the impression that the pictures or characters are alive.

We want to look at the thought of animation in relation to the Word of God XE "God" .  There are some various aspects to animation in the context of the Word.  The Word itself is animated, or living, and It can make a person animated as well, via the ministry of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" .

DEFINITION:

The term animate comes from the Latin word "anima" which means breath, and this symbolizes life itself.  The term "anima" comes to us in our English words; animal, animated, inanimate, animation, and animosity.

1. Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionry mentions of animated, ".....endowed with life or the qualities of life....."  (By permission.  From Webster's Ninth New Collegiate Dictionary copyright 1991 by Merriam-Webster Inc., publisher of the Merriam-Webster (registered) Dictionaries.)

2. Animation XE "Animation"  is the quality of the Word that gives it the characteristic of life, as well as the quality of the Word of God XE "God"  that produces living and lasting effects in the person reading it.

Animation XE "Animation"  is a term used to describe an attribute of the Word of God XE "God" .  The Word is active, or animated - it is alive.  Not that it will ever get up on it's hands, and knees and crawl, but it can move the reader emotionally.  It can bring them to salvation.  The Word is faithful, righteous and powerful.  It is not a dead lifeless book, but a living Word, capable of giving life.  No other book can boast of such an attribute.

The Bible can, and does affect the nonbeliever.  Let us look briefly at It's effect on the unsaved:  The Word can give him faith, Rom 10:17; The Word can give him wisdom IN RELATION TO SALVATION, Ps. 19:7; The Word can give him salvation, Ps. 19:7; I Pet. 1:23.

Not only does the Word affect the nonbeliever, but It also affects the believer.  It's effect on the saved:  The word strengthens the new believer, I Pet. 2:2; The Word builds up the older believer, Acts 20:32; The Word can purify the believer's life, Eph. 5:26; The Word can bring change in the mind and in the heart of the believer, Hebrews 4:12

There is indication that a proper understanding, and acceptance of the Word is necessary for the animation of the Word to be effective.

A quotation might sum up what we have seen thus far.  There are many that have witnessed the life changing effects of the Word, and this is one of those accounts:  "Experiences in the past two years have profoundly altered my thinking.  The authority and truth of Scripture is not an obscure issue reserved for the private debate and entertainment of theologians; it is relevant, indeed critical for every serious Christian XE "Christian"  - layman, pastor, and theologian alike.

"My convictions have come. . .from life in what may be termed the front-line trenches, behind  prison walls where Christians grapple in hand-to-hand combat with the prince of darkness.  In our prison fellowships, where the Bible is proclaimed as God XE "God" 's holy and inerrant revelation, believers grow and discipleship deepens.  Christians live their faith with power.  Where the Bible is not so proclaimed (or where Christianity is presumed to rest on subjective experience alone or contentless fellowship) faith withers and dies.  Christianity without biblical fidelity is merely another passing fad in an age of passing fads.  In my opinion, the issue is that clear-cut."  (Boice,; "STANDING ON THE ROCK"; Wheaton: Tyndale House Publishers, 1978, p 108.  This was a quote from one of Chuck Colson's books.)

Two terms are related to our study of animation.

1. The term "zao" is defined as "to live, be alive" by Vine. (Vine, W. E.; "AN EXPOSITORY DICTIONARY OF NEW TESTAMENT WORDS"; Old Tappan, NJ: Fleming H. Revell Co; Strong's number 2198)

This term is used in Heb. 4:12 as a clear statement of fact that the Word is living.  "For the word of God XE "God"  is living, and powerful, and sharper than any two-edged sword. . . ."  We see the identical thought given in I Pet. 1:23.

The term is also used of:  

God XE "God" , Matt. 16:16

The Son incarnate, John 6:57

The Son in Resurrection Jo. 14:19

eternal life, Jo. 6:57

the present state of departed saints, Lu. 20:38

the hope of resurrection, I Pet. 1:3

the resurrection of believers, I Thess. 5:10

the way of access to God XE "God"  through Christ XE "Christ" , Heb. 10:20

the manifestation of divine power and authority, II Cor. 13:4b

bread (figurative of Christ XE "Christ" ), John 6:51

a stone (figurative of Christ XE "Christ" ), I Pet. 2:4

water (figurative of the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" ), John 4:10

a sacrifice figurative of the believer, Rom. 12:1

the oracles, Acts 7:38

the physical life of men, I Thess 4:15

the maintenance of physical life, Matt. 4:4

the duration of physical life, Heb. 2:15

the enjoyment of physical life, I Thess. 3:8

the recovery of life from the power of disease, Mk 5:23

the recovery of life from the power of death, Matt 9:18.

Do you get the idea that this life that the Word has, is considered to be life, as in the plain, literal interpretation of life.  It is living, and it is really something!

2. The term "energees" (Strong's number 1756) has the idea of "in work" according to Vine.  (Vine's Word Studies)  It is used in I Cor 16:9; Philem 6; and Heb. 4:12.  We gain our terms energy, energetic etc. from this term.  It is translated effectual in the first two texts and powerful in the Hebrews text.

The Word is living and powerful, in and of Itself.  It is also living and powerful in people's lives.

When I was considering going into the ministry and college, I began to pray that the Lord XE "Lord"  would make it clear to me that He wanted me to leave at that particular point in time.  My father had no one to care for him, and he had been given two years to live, about a year and a half prior to this point in time.  I really didn't feel that it was right to leave him, and travel twelve hundred miles away to college, however I told the Lord we would do as He directed.  I had in mind that if the Lord sent us away that He would take care of the details of my father.  

One evening, as time was running out, I opened the Word to read, and my eyes fell upon two verses that sent us forth to college.  "And he said unto another, Follow me.  But he said, Lord XE "Lord" , permit me first to go and bury my father.  Jesus XE "Jesus"  said unto him, Let the dead bury their dead; but go thou and preach the kingdom of God XE "God" ."  Luke 9:59,60

The neat part of the story is that shortly after our decision to leave was made, my brother called to tell me that he was moving back home to help care for our father.  My father found out a few months later, that the doctors had made a bad diagnoses, and that he wasn't dying.  He lived for a number of years after we left.  Over the next few weeks the Lord XE "Lord"  closed the door to the college we had planned on attending, and led us to attend a college that was only three hundred miles away.  We were able to spend many weekends with my father over the years.

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE:

1. If this is the Word of God XE "God" , and it is perfect, and it is without error, and it is powerful, and it is living, then why don't we respond to it more as believers.  Do we really believe that it has power to change our lives?  Do we really believe that it has power to change the lives of others?  Do we really believe that it has power to keep mankind out of eternal HELL?

The answers to all of these questions is "YES".  Indeed, if we are believers, we can think back, and see that the Word has, indeed, changed our lives drastically!

If we see that change in our life, then why aren't we more ready to share the Word with people that need their lives changed by the Word?

2. If we really believe that the Word can change lives, why are we so bent on telling people of the problems in their lives?  Why not share a reference or two with them, so they can find out what God XE "God"  wants them to be like and trust the Word to change their life.

We worked with a lady that was seeking "the baptism" and tongues so hard that she couldn't see anything else for several weeks.  She finally, through the ministry of the Word and the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" , realized that it wasn't the baptism and tongues that she needed - it was the Lord XE "Lord"  Jesus XE "Jesus"  that she needed.  She accepted the Lord - a real changed life!

3. In family situations when there are problems why is it that we so often use our own angry words to settle a dispute, when we could allow the living Word to do the job much better?

4. If the Word has a power and life that no other book has then why do we spend so much time in our Sunday Schools etc. in books instead of THE BOOK?  We get a newsletter from a fundamental church and the youth group is always studying some book rather than the book.  Teenagers can respond to a living Word as well as children and adults.

5. It alone is living - it requires no man to make it live!  Recently I saw an ad for one of the California evangelical elite saying that the man makes the Bible live!  WRONG!  God XE "God"  made It a living thing when He delivered It to man.  We have no need of any man to make it live for us.

6. I would like to take a longer look at two verses that we have read.  I Pet 1:23 and Heb 4:12.

"Being XE "Being"  born again, not of corruptible seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God XE "God" , which liveth and abideth forever."  I Pet. 1:23  It can cause the rebirth of a person, It is incorruptible, It is living, It is eternal.

"For the word of God XE "God"  is living, and powerful, and sharper than any two-edged sword, piercing even to the dividing asunder of soul and spirit, and of the joints and marrow, and is a discerner of the thoughts and intents of the heart."  Hebrews 4:12  It is powerful, It is sharp, It pierces to divide soul and spirit, It discerns our thoughts, It discerns the intents of our hearts.

Can we say from those things that the Bible can, on it's own, without any help from us, bring someone to know the Lord XE "Lord" ?  Yes.  The Gideons have testimonies of people that have read Bibles in hotels and motels and found the Lord.

A South African missionary I met once shared in his personal testimony that he knew he needed something, and felt that the Bible might have his answers.  He purchased one, and shut himself in a room for two days and did nothing but read the Bible.  While reading the book of John, he found his answers and accepted the Lord XE "Lord" .  Yes, the Word is alive and can make lost men live.

7. Since we know that it is eternal, and we know we are to respond to that part of it that we understand (illumination), then we might assume safely that if we do not respond, that it will be the record used against us when we stand before the Lord XE "Lord" .  Did you ever wonder what other books are going to be at the judgments?  (Rev 20:12, "And I saw the dead, small and great, stand before God XE "God" , and the books were opened; and another book was opened, which is the book of life.  And the dead were judged out of those things which were written in the books, according to their works.")  Do you suppose that one of those books will be the living Word?

The Word of God XE "God"  is living.  God does not need any preacher, nor evangelist, no matter how famous, no matter how eloquent, no matter how brilliant, to make His Word live.  It lives, because of Its very nature.  It lives, because It is the message to man from a living God.  DON'T FALL FOR THE FALSE ADVERTIZING THAT YOU HAVE SEEN.  

GOD'S WORD IS LIVING.

PRESERVATION

Most doctrinal statements which speak of inspiration usually mention at the end of their statement that their belief extends to the original manuscripts.  This is true, yet there has always been a gap in thinking to me in these statements.  If God XE "God"  inspired the Scriptures in the original manuscripts, but did nothing else, how can we know that what we have today is valid, authoritative, or useful?  I was always desirous of more than the statement "in the original manuscripts."  

It is this addition that I would like to address in this section.  Preservation is often assumed, yet seldom mentioned or examined.  Hopefully this section will address this gap in the normal inspiration study.

DEFINITION:

1. In jam it means to keep the fruit unspoiled, and so it is in the Scriptures.  God XE "God"  preserved the Bible in it's transmission to our time.  

The Word was verbally inspired by God XE "God"  through human authors.  That inspired Word was in the transmission of the original manuscripts.  Preservation would teach that God preserved the transmission of that information to our time in a most useable and correct work.

2. Pardington, in speaking of all that God XE "God"  has created quotes Strong (Both were speaking of the universe.), "Preservation may be defined as "That continuous agency of God by which He maintains in existence the things He has created together with the properties and powers with which He has endowed them".  (Pardington, Rev. George P. Ph.D.; "OUTLINE STUDIES IN CHRISTIAN DOCTRINE"; Harrisburg, PA: Christian XE "Christian"  Publications, 1926, p 101)

This is one area of preservation, however we do not wish to speak of this type at this time.  There is also the preservation of the soul, all things, and physical body.

Unger mentions the preservation that we are interested in under the topic of inspiration.  "The Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" , it is reasonable to conclude, also had a definite ministry in preserving the inspired Scriptures through millennia of transmission." (Taken from: "UNGER'S BIBLE DICTIONARY"; Unger, Merrill F.; Copyright 1957, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission. p 528)

There are three sections to the preservation of the Scripture. 

First, that the books of the canon were preserved throughout the time before they were viewed, or held as canonical.  

Secondly, that since the books were set down by their authors the books have been preserved not only until the canon was set but even until our day.

Thirdly, I believe we can be assured that the Lord XE "Lord"  will also preserve His word until eternity future.

ARGUMENTS FOR PRESERVATION FROM SCRIPTURE:

1. The Word is declared to be eternal:  To be eternal the Word would need to be kept intact from Its inception throughout all time and into eternity.  (Ps. 119:152; Matt. 24:35; I Pet 1:23b; Ps. 12:6-7; Ps. 119:89)

2. Christ XE "Christ"  is the Word and Christ is eternal, so how can The Word change, even if there were no doctrine of preservation?  The lack of preservation is a foolish thing to contemplate.  (Jo. 1:1)

3. The book of Revelation contains a warning to those that would tamper with it's contents.  By application, at the very least, we may say that God XE "God"  is in the business of watching over His Word and how it is transmitted!  (Rev. 22:18,19)  In a similar vein the book of Deuteronomy contains a warning to the Israelites as well.  "Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither shall ye diminish anything from it,"  (Deut 4:2)

4. One other item that clinches this doctrine of preservation is that Christ XE "Christ"  and the apostles, when quoting the Old Testament texts were using copies of copies, not the originals.  This would show that Christ and the apostles held the copies to be of the same quality and authority as the originals.

5. Matt 5:18 mentions, "For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no way pass from the law, till all be fulfilled."  This promise DEMANDS PRESERVATION!

The Westminster confession indicates that preservation has been believed even though few have written on the topic.  Speaking of the Scriptures, "...being immediately inspired by God XE "God"  and by His singular care and providence, kept pure in all ages...."  (Pache, Rene, "THE INSPIRATION AND AUTHORITY OF SCRIPTURE"; p 186)

ARGUMENTS FOR PRESERVATION FROM LOGIC:

1. If God XE "God"  went to the trouble to communicate the Word, His revelation of Himself, to man so that man might know Him, it would be sheer foolishness to allow it to become corrupt along the way through the years, so that at some point in history it was not a true view of Him.

2. If God XE "God"  preserves as worthless a lot as man and beasts, I am sure that He would preserve the Word, which is His revelation to His creation.  (Ps 36:6; Ps. 145:20 mentions that he preserves those that love Him)

3. Consider a few texts.  Col. 1:16 mentions, "For by him were all things created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, visible and invisible, whether they be thrones,or dominions, or principalities, or powers - all things were created by him, and for him; And he is before all things, and by him all things consist."

Heb. 1:3, "Who, being the brightness of his glory, and the express image of his person, and upholding all things by the word of his power,"

Neh 9:6 mentions the preservation of the creation.

It only follows that if He protects all things as the above verses tell us - then He must preserve the Word for He preserves all things!

4. There have been those that have tried to destroy and eliminate the Bible, but we can see how much effect they have had.  The Bible still is in existence.

"No other book has ever been the object of such antagonism as has the Bible.  In both ancient and modern times, kings and priests have tried desperately to destroy it and unbelieving intellectuals to ridicule and refute it.  Untold numbers of copies have been burned and mutilated and hosts of its advocates persecuted and killed.  But it has only multiplied the more, and today is read and believed by more people in more nations and languages than ever before, continually remaining for centuries the world's best seller."  (Many Infallible Proofs by Henry M. Morris; p 15.)

In the conclusion of one of their chapters Geisler and Nix have a few comments that relate to the topic at hand.

"The history of the New Testament text may be divided into several basic periods: (1) the period of reduplication (to c. 325), (2) the period of standardization of the text (c. 325-c. 1500), (3) the period of crystallization (c.1500. 1648), and (4) the period of criticism and revision (c. 1648-present).  During the period of criticism and revision, the struggle between proponents of the "Received Text" and the "Critical Text" has been waged.  In the final analysis, there is no substantial difference between their texts.  Their differences are mainly technical and methodological, not doctrinal, for the textual variants are doctrinally inconsequential."  "Thus, for all practical purposes, both texts convey the content of the autographs, even though they are separately garnished with their own minor scribal and technical differences."  (Taken from: "A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE"; Geisler, Norman L/Nix, William E; Copyright 1968, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission.; p 464)

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE:

 1. If the Bible was inspired, if it is authoritative, if it is the Word of God XE "God" , and if He has preserved it, then we may put our entire trust and faith into the Word.

 2. When someone becomes worried as to the differences between the texts we can assure them that THE BIBLE THAT WE HAVE IS THE BIBLE THAT GOD WANTED US TO HAVE!  HE HAS PRESERVED IT UNTO OUR TIME, IN THE FORM OF MANY MANUSCRIPTS, AND AMONG THESE MANUSCRIPTS THERE ARE NO DIFFERENCES THAT CHANGE ANY DOCTRINE.

 3. The preservation of the Scripture might also be of encouragement to one that is having difficulty believing the preservation of the saint in his salvation.
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INERRANCY OF THE SCRIPTURE

This is a relatively old doctrine, though little had been done to develop it until more recent years when the Christian XE "Christian"  community allowed the liberal questions and attacks to shake their belief and confidence in the Scriptures.  Since, there has been good research and the doctrine has been developed.  Most conservative Christians would have believed it in years past but probably hadn't really thought that much about it.

In recent years there has arisen confusion as to the meaning of the term.  Some have used terms similar to those used by conservatives to discuss the Scriptures.  These men do not believe that the Bible is without error.

Enns describes the dilemma nicely.  "The result, as Charles Ryrie has shown, has necessitated the inclusion of additional verbiage.  To state the orthodox view it is now necessary to include the terms 'verbal, plenary, infallible, inerrant, unlimited inspiration!'  All this has been necessitated because of those who have retained words like inspiration, infallible, and even inerrant while denying that the Bible is free from error."  (Taken from: "THE MOODY HANDBOOK OF THEOLOGY"; Enns, Paul; Copyright 1989, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission. p 166)

Definitions: 

 1. The Scriptures are without error of any kind in all that they say.

 2. Webster states that inerrancy means "free from error."

 3. Enns suggests, "The teaching that since the Scriptures are given by God XE "God" , they are free from error in all their contents, including doctrinal, historical, scientific, geographical, and other branches of knowledge."  (Taken from: "THE MOODY HANDBOOK OF THEOLOGY"; Enns, Paul; Copyright 1989, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission.  p 636)

Inerrantists XE "Inerrantists"  are people that believe that the Bible is without error, while Errantists XE "Errantists"  are people that believe that there are errors in the Scripture.

OTHER DEFINITIONS:

 1. An errantist writes, "The Bible is infallible, as I define that term, but not inerrant.  That is, there are historical and scientific errors in the Bible, but I have found none on matters of faith and practice"  (Ryrie quoting Stephen T. Davis, THE DEBATE ABOUT THE BIBLE, Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986 p 115)

This demands that either God XE "God"  gave men His message and the men added in what they wanted, or that God gave the writers of Scripture information that was not correct.  Neither are acceptable to the theologian that believes in infallibility.  

 2. The Lausanne Covenant stated, "inerrant in all that it affirms."  Both errantists and inerrantists could agree to that statement, though the inerrantist would naturally desire to take the statement further.

 3. The International Council on Biblical XE "Biblical"  Inerrancy XE "Inerrancy"  in Chicago stated, "Scripture is without error or fault in all its teaching..."  They then added nineteen articles to define what they said.

 4. The Roman Catholics hold to an inerrant scripture, but only in the area of salvation.

 5. The Neo-evangelical holds to either inerrancy or non-inerrancy.  Some of the old timers that we now call established evangelicals held to the inerrant scriptures.  Harold Ockenga is one of those according to Enns.

There are others that feel that the text itself is not inerrant, however the truths that the text conveys are inerrant.  

Ryrie sets the argument logically by stating that God XE "God"  is true, the Scriptures were breathed out by God, thus the Scriptures are true.  (Rom. 3:4; II Tim. 3:16)

Erickson suggests that there are seven divisions within inerrancy.  (P 222ff if you are interested.)  I will recap his points as I understand him.

1. ABSOLUTE INERRANCY:  This position holds that everything is true and if there is a seeming contradiction that it needs to be explained.  In the area of science some suggest that the Word is in error.  The absolute inerrantist would state that there is an explanation for all those seeming contradictions, normally that science is wrong again.  Science has been proven incorrect before when it had contradicted Scripture.

2. FULL INERRANCY:  The full would be similar to the absolute except that they would not attempt to prove contradictions to be false in the area of science.  They would state that the Biblical XE "Biblical"  author was presenting what he saw or heard as he saw or heard it with his level of understanding in his own time period.  This might allow for errors of misunderstanding on the author's part.

3. LIMITED INERRANCY:  These folks would hold that the Bible is not attempting to be an authority on science, history etc.  The items of science, history, etc. that Scripture mentions are limited to the understanding of the day and may indeed contain some error.

4. INERRANCY OF PURPOSE:  This position tells us that the purpose of the Scripture is to bring man to God XE "God" .  In that purpose, everything that the Word states is inerrant, but that is all.

5. ACCOMMODATED REVELATION:  There is the possibility of a mixing of man's knowledge with the revelation of God XE "God" .  When Paul mixes in teaching that comes from his Rabbinical days he is actually adding comment to the Lord XE "Lord" 's inerrant revelation.

6. NONPROPOSITIONAL REVELATION:  This is the position that holds that the Bible is only there to guide us to personal relationships between people.  The Scriptures are only the words of men and are only useful to bring you to person to person encounters.

7. INERRANCY IS IRRELEVANT:  The thought of inerrancy brings one to concentrate on the minute thoughts of inerrancy while ignoring what might happen if someone is free to study the Word without the limitation of thinking that it is without error.

Ryrie poses some questions that might help us understand some of the ramifications of this doctrine.  (p 77)  Can a person be an Evangelical and not hold to inerrancy?  Yes, many are today.  Can a person be a Christian XE "Christian"  and not hold to inerrancy?  Yes.  Many are.  Can a person be a Biblicist and not hold to inerrancy?  No, not if the Bible teaches inerrancy.

Some suggest that the terms infallibility and inerrancy are identical and relate to the Bible.  Lindsell is quite emphatic about the fact that they are synonyms.  When you are studying either, you will probably need to look under both topics.

I personally feel they relate first to God XE "God" , and then to His revelation.  I also feel there is a slight difference between the two words.

Inerrancy XE "Inerrancy"  according to Webster is "exemption from error."  He defines infallibility as "Incapable of error."  If I, as your teacher, sit in silence during a class hour looking at you, I would be without error in what I had taught, however I certainly am not "incapable of error".  The difference is slight but we need to see it.

Infallibility XE "Infallibility"  is the idea of being unable to make errors.  Or in the case of Scripture the Word of God XE "God"  was given without error, in that God can not make errors.  God is infallible.  His Word on the other hand IS without error.  An extension of this might be that it is unable to give forth error to it's reader.

Infallibility XE "Infallibility"  then is: God XE "God"  is unable to make errors, and the Bible cannot give forth error.  Inerrancy XE "Inerrancy"  is the other side of the coin in that it is the result of infallibility.  Because the Bible was given by One with no possibility of error then it is without error.  Inerrancy then is the fact that the Bible is without error in the original manuscripts.  Thus an errantist that says the word is infallible but has errors must say that the Lord XE "Lord"  gave errors to the writers of Scripture, or else that God made errors in what He transmitted.

Geisler/Nix list an argument of logic.  "Whatever God XE "God"  utters is errorless (inerrant).  The words of the Bible are God's utterances.  Therefore, the words of the Bible are errorless (inerrant)."  (Taken from: "A GENERAL INTRODUCTION TO THE BIBLE"; Geisler, Norman L/Nix, William E; Copyright 1968, Moody Bible Institute of Chicago; Moody Press.  Used by permission.)

Thus infallibility must be the quality that makes God XE "God" 's utterances errorless, and His utterances are without error or inerrant because He is infallible.  This then would extend to the Scriptures themselves as they were given to the authors.  Inspiration XE "Inspiration"  would be that process by which the infallible God transmitted His errorless revelation to the authors for the recording of the canonical books of the Scripture.

We need to distinguish between the originals and the copies of Scripture.  Most doctrinal statements mention that the inerrancy is in the original manuscripts.  The implication is that the copies of copies that we have today may have errors in them that the originals did not.  The Lord XE "Lord"  and apostles when quoting the Old Testament were giving their approval to the copies of Old Testament originals.  They viewed them as reliable.

We do not know what condition the copies they used were in.  I suspect they may have been of better quality than those we have for the New Testament.  The fact is that there are differences between different manuscripts that we have today.  That was the bad news but the good news is that we have no doctrine that is changed by any of these differences.  We will discuss the differences in a coming study.

Point:  The originals were errorless.

Point:  The manuscripts of today have differences.

Point:  The differences make no changes to any doctrine.

Point:  There is strong indication that the Scriptures have been PRESERVED.  The fact of so many manuscripts existing shows preservation.

Point:  We may then safely assume that the manuscripts that we have are adequate for our knowing the total error free knowledge that God XE "God"  has revealed to mankind.

THE CHURCH FATHERS SPEAK

Ryrie assembles some of the Church fathers for their input to our discussion:  "For example, Augustine (396-430) clearly stated that 'most disastrous consequences must follow upon our believing that anything false is found in the sacred books.  That is to say that the men by whom the Scripture has been given to us and committed to writing put down in these books anything false.  If you once admit into such a high sanctuary of authority one false statement, there will not be left a single sentence of those books, which, if appearing to anyone difficult in practice or hard to believe, may not by the same fatal rule be explained away as a statement, in which intentionally, the author declared what was not true' (Epistula, p. 28).  Here in ancient terms is the domino theory.

"Again, Thomas Aquinas (1224-1274) plainly said that 'nothing false can underlie the literal sense of Scripture' (Summa Theologica, I, 1, 10, ad 3).  Also Luther declared, 'The Scriptures have never erred' (Works XE "Works"  of Luther, XV;1481).  John Wesley XE "Wesley" , the founder of Methodism, wrote, 'Nay, if there be any mistakes in the Bible there may well be a thousand.  If there is one falsehood in that Book it did not come from the God XE "God"  of truth' (Journal VI, 117).

"How can anyone say, then, that inerrancy is a recent invention? 

"But even if it were, it could still be a true doctrine.  

"Only the Bible, not history, can tell us."  (Ryrie, "BASIC THEOLOGY"; P 81)

It may be to simplistic to find a place in a theology book but think about the simple facts.

God XE "God"  revealed-

God XE "God"  can not have, nor give error-

The revealed Word was recorded-

The recorded Word is the Word of God XE "God" -

HOW THEN CAN THERE POSSIBLY BE ERRORS?

Pache mentions that there are 3,808 times that the authors of scripture state that it is the Word of God XE "God"  that they are communicating.  The Psalmist says that the Law of God is perfect (Ps. 19:7).  How can something perfect have error?  Matt. 5:18 states that there will not be a jot or tittle pass from the word until all comes to pass.

The possibility of errors calls into question every doctrine that we have.  There is no part of the Word that would not be suspect.

If as some say the Bible is error free in the parts that govern faith and practice then they leave the rest of Scripture open to errors.  This contradicts the idea of the Psalmist when he says it is perfect!

I would like to close with the words of Augustine, "I have learned to yield this respect and honour only to the canonical books of Scripture: of these alone do I most firmly believe that the authors were completely free from error.  And if in these writings I am perplexed by anything which appears to me opposed to truth, I do not hesitate to suppose that either the manuscript is faulty, or the translator has not caught the meaning of what was said, or I myself have failed to understand it."  (Erickson p 226 quoting Augustine Letter 82.3)

APPLICATION OF THE DOCTRINE

1. When the Bible declares that we need only call on the Name of Jesus XE "Jesus"  Christ XE "Christ"  to be saved, we can unreservedly declare that we are believers on the basis of His work and not our works.

2. When the Bible declares that we are His for eternity, we can unabashedly declare that there is no possible way in which we can lose our salvation.

3. When the Bible commands that we love one another, it is not a multiple choice option, but the very command from God XE "God"  Himself.

CRITICISM

Please read II Tim. 3:1-17 as an introduction to this study.

Criticism XE "Criticism"  - we all know what that stuff is.  That is how we get back at someone without them knowing it.  Criticism is telling someone off without the danger of a black eye.  There are two types of criticism:  Higher XE "Higher"  and Lower XE "Lower" .  Higher is when you get the pastor and teachers.  Lower is when you get the janitor.  Both are valid criticism but neither is proper.

Now that we have that out of the way we can move on.  In the Bible we have criticism.  We want to take some time to consider this subject.

A conservative, old preacher was riding on a train next to a liberal theologian.  They had been discussing the Bible and its trustworthiness.  The conservative man began reading in the Old Testament.  When he came to the crossing of the Red Sea he was so thrilled that he said aloud, "AMEN"!  The liberal ask him what he had read to cause him to say "Amen".

The conservative related the story of God XE "God"  opening up the Red Sea.  The liberal said, "OH NO! we know that isn't the Red Sea, but it is the Reid Sea further north.  It's only a marsh and about six inches deep."

"Oh", said the conservative somewhat disappointed.  He returned to his reading.  A little later, he in excitement said, "Praise be to God XE "God" !"  The liberal said, "Well what now?"

The conservative replied, "WOW, GOD JUST DROWNED PHARAOH'S ARMY IN SIX INCHES OF WATER"!

Some today say the Bible is a bunch of stories.  Some today say the Bible is a bunch of myths.  Some today say the Bible contains "SOME" truth.

I say today:  That the Bible has no error.  That the Bible is trustworthy.  That the Bible is reliable.  Our study will primarily deal with the New Testament though all of these things are true of the entire Bible.

The term criticism comes from the Greek word "krino" or to judge.  It is the study or evaluation of information to prove it valid or invalid.  There are several types of criticism in the religious realm.  In Biblical XE "Biblical"  Criticism XE "Criticism"  there are two divisions.  Historical XE "Historical"  which is at times called Higher XE "Higher"  and Textual which is also termed Lower XE "Lower" .  We will stick to the Higher/Lower terms as they are more popular today, I believe.

BIBLICAL CRITICISM:  "Science or art of studying the text, authorship, date, and meaning of various parts of the Bible."  (Kauffman, Donald T.; "THE DICTIONARY OF RELIGIOUS TERMS"; Westwood, New Jersey: Fleming H. Revell Co., 1967)

It is the process by which information is studied to attempt to show the original words of the original manuscripst.  The person involved in this study uses all sources of information available to him to make his determination.  He attepmts to discover not only the original terms, but in some cases the author, date, etc. of the work.

1. HIGHER CRITICISM:  "Biblical XE "Biblical"  criticism principally concerned with sources, writers, dates, and order of the various documents in the Bible.  It seeks to apply scientific, historic, and literary principles to Scripture."  ("DICTIONARY OF RELIGIOUS TERMS")

Miller mentions that higher criticism "seeks to determine the age (date), authorship, composition, sources, character and historical value of the documents, as judged by internal evidence.  This is done chiefly by a study of the documents themselves, although it does not hesitate to make use of the sciences of history, geography, ethnology, and archaeology.  It deals with the contents of the Scriptures, and is concerned with the questions of canonicity, genuineness, authenticity, and credibility of the books of the Bible. . . ."  (Miller, Rev. H.S.; "GENERAL BIBLICAL INTRODUCTION"; Houghton, NY: The Word-Bearer press, 1937, p 13, 14)

2. LOWER CRITICISM:  "Lower XE "Lower"  criticism is concerned principally with actual manuscripts and the original text of Scripture."  ("DICTIONARY OF RELIGIOUS TERMS")

Webster states, "criticism concerned with the recovery of original texts esp. of Scripture through collation of extant manuscripts"

Miller:  "seeks to determine the exact and correct text of the Scriptures as it existed in the original documents, when freed from the errors, corruptions, and variations which have come into it during the long process of copying and recopying.  It deals with the text.  It is sometimes called lower Criticism XE "Criticism" ."  (Miller p 14)

Q. What type of Criticism XE "Criticism"  are we going to be covering if we are trying to decide which text of many is the best?  Hopefully we will be studying "Lower XE "Lower" " or "Textual Criticism".

We must distinguish between the good Higher XE "Higher"  Criticism XE "Criticism"  of the conservative movement, and the improper destructive higher criticism that the liberal theologians have given us.  This includes the JEPD theory which teaches that there were four different authors for the book of Genesis.  They also attribute different Old Testament books to authors and dates that allow for the Bible to have been written by men, rather than being the inspired Word of God XE "God" .

A brief look at where our Bible came from might be of assistance to the study.  

We need to realize that we have no original manuscripts today.  We have many parts of copies which we have assembled our Scriptures from.  These copies come to us from many sources and by many methods.

1. Papyrus XE "Papyrus" :  Papyrus was the pith of a reed that was beaten and flattened and prepared so that men could write on it.  It was laid in strips, then a layer of strips going perpendicular to the previous strips was placed on, and they were stuck together with sticky water.  They were then dried, smoothed and used.  These come to us from the 2nd-4th century and are the earliest witnesses we have.

2. Uncial manuscripts:  Uncial manuscripts were parchments in book form from the 4th to 10th century.  They were developed around the city of Pergumus.  These manuscripts were written in all capital letters with each letter formed separately.

3. Minuscule manuscripts:  Minuscule manuscripts are the largest group existent today, and are from the 9th century and following.  These were written with all small letters.  

4. Lectionary manuscripts:  These are the 2nd largest group of manuscripts, and are arranged in units for church purposes.  They would be similar to responsive readings of today.

5. Codex XE "Codex" :  This is a manuscript that is in book form rather than in roll form.  

To date there are around 5000 different manuscripts that the critic's must deal with.  Some of these are only small portions of copies of the scriptures.

When you compare a Biblical XE "Biblical"  text in one group with another group there may be differences found between the manuscripts.  Some are only transposed letters, some are misspelled words, and some are verses that are missing in some of the manuscripts.  These differences are called variants.

Some would suggest that the above paragraph indicates that the Bible has errors.  No, that is not what I said.  There are differences.  The variants have been studied by men that are knowledgeable of the languages, and they have decided on those manuscripts that are best in the case of each and every variant.  There are no doctrines that are compromised in any of these variants.

If all 5000 manuscripts are compared with one another there are about 200,000 variants in all.  The 200,000 figure seems large however let me illustrate.  In one case there is a verse that is in only four manuscripts.  If you do the comparing of all to the four you have many variants already.

H.S. Miller states concerning this number, "Each manuscript is compared with one standard and with each other, and the number of variations are found; then these sums are added together, and the result is given as the number of variant readings.  Each place where variations occur is counted as many times as there are distinct variations in it, and also as many times as the same variation occurs in different manuscripts.  This sum also includes all variations of all kinds from all sources, even those which are peculiar to a single manuscript of small importance and those which are of such minor importance as the spelling of a word."  ("GENERAL BIBLICAL INTRODUCTION" p 282, 283)

Of all of these variants there are only about fifty of any significance.  Among these significant variants, there are none that affect any doctrine.  The doctrines involved are clearly taught elsewhere in the Scripture, so if you tore all of these significant variants from the Bible, you would not eliminate or change any doctrine.

Today there are two main texts which are used in translation work.  These are the Textus Receptus and the Critical text.  Most scholars would use one of these two or a combination of the two.  

The Critical text has produced most of our current translations and paraphrases.  The Textus Receptus is the basis for the King James Version.

There is a great debate concerning which text is the proper text.  Some feel that the Textus Receptus is the inspired text, and that the Critical text is heresy.  The other side of the coin is that the Critical text is the best text to use, but most using it do not feel that it is inspired and the Textus Receptus is not.  They would feel that both texts are resultant from the inspired originals and that the Critical text is the closest to the originals.

This debate is one of the saddest of our day.  It is splitting good fundamental churches.  Pastors are declaring that the King James is the only Bible.  One of my students told me that the New American Standard Bible was of the Devil.  He told me that was the Bible that the Cults use.  When I told him that the cults also use the King James, he realized the foolishness of his statement.

The King James Only people are often quite divisive in their comments, while being quite caustic in their attacks on those that disagree with them.

A plea for sanity, fairness, logic, and Christian XE "Christian"  love is needed!

When these two texts are compared with one another there are only 5000 variants between the two.  These variants are all minor and they change no doctrine whatsoever.  Many are variations of only a letter or two.  Some are misspelled words.  A very few include a verse or two.  

Mark 16:9ff is one of the largest variants to my knowledge.  The passage may or may not belong in Scripture.   Even in its variance the text does fit both with the Chapter and the whole of Scripture, and may well be a part of scripture.

Remember, NO DOCTRINE IS CHANGED.  Many of the new translations list these variances for us in the side or footnotes.

VARIANTS EXAMINED:  Let us look at some of these variants and how they may have come to exist.

UNINTENTIONAL ERRORS

1. Errors of sight:  These errors may have come because of poor sight on the part of the copier, or the light in which he was attempting to work.  You must understand that this copying was done a few years before Franklin went kite flying.  They had no electricity.  There may well have been problems with the manuscript that the man was working from.  There may have been aging, or staining which distorted the original information.

As an example of how sight can affect your perception translate the following phrase.  HAVEYOUEVERSEENABUNDANCEONTHETABLE.  There are two very logical translations.  Have you ever seen a bun dance on the table, or Have you ever seen abundance on the table.  This is how the uncial texts look.  They are all capital letters with no punctuation, nor spacing.

2. Interruptions:  Have you ever been interrupted when copying something, returned to your work and found that you went back to the wrong place?  This is a common occurrence even in our own day.

3. Lack of sleep:  Have you ever been writing and fallen asleep?  I quite often keep writing, however it makes little sense.  In fact at times when working on the computer, I have fallen asleep and kept typing.  It is quite a shock to look up at the screen and see nothing but gibberish.  It's a possibility that copyists did the same thing.

4. Error XE "Error"  of hearing:  At times one person would read the Scripture slowly, while several other men wrote down copies of what was read.  Some Greek words are pronounced nearly the same yet are spelled differently and mean something completely different.

5. Errors of Memory XE "Memory" :  As he was coping the copyist might have transferred a phrase, but inadvertently lost part of the phrase as he transferred it.  I have at times been writing and had someone say something.  I am shocked when I return to recheck  my work and find that some of their words had crept into my paper.

6. Sloppy copy work:  When copying from sloppy work there could be mistakes made.

7. Skipping a line:  This is especially easy when two lines end the same way.  (Especially the same word or syllable.)

8. Repeated words:  Omitting a word that appears twice in a verse can be easy, as is the addition of a word making it appear twice when it shouldn't.

9. Using memory, rather than sight:  When copying a familiar text the copier might have relied on his memory for what he put down, and made mistakes.

10. Mistakes:  In copying the genealogy of Christ XE "Christ"  one man didn't realize his original was in columns and he copied across the  page.  Thus virtually no father had the right son.

11. Errors of judgment:  When problems were incountered, it would be possible to misinterpret the evidence and make corrections when they were not needed and vice versa.

12. Transposition of letters, syllables or words:  These are easy mistakes to make even in our good light, and with our modern computers.

13. Boredom:  Boredom of copying over and over could cause great problems of lack of attention, eye strain, etc..

INTENTIONAL CHANGES

These would be changes that the men made, believing that they were correcting someone else's previous error.

1. Grammatical changes:  It has been of interest to me in my own writing.  I have very poor grammatical skills so at times check my work with a computer grammar checker.  I have been amazed at the high rate of grammar errors that I find in Scripture quotes.  It is not that the Scripture is poorly written, but that the laws of grammar have changed.

Many of these copies were hundreds of years removed from the original Scriptures.  

2. Liturgical changes:  Some of these changes came because someone wanted to make it fit into the services.  This would be in the lectionaries.

3. Harmonizing changes:  Some copiers seemingly tried to harmonize the Synoptic Gospels by changing small things so that the three gospels would be in agreement.  (Matthew, Mark, and Luke are very similar in some of their passages, though they are different in some of their details.  This is not due to errors of copiers, but from difference of view of the authors.)

4. Doctrinal changes:  To strengthen what was already there to make their own doctrinal position look better.  I John 5:7 might be the result of this.  This text only appears in four of the 5000 texts that we have.

In short, ANY MISTAKE THAT WE TODAY CAN MAKE, THEY COULD HAVE MADE IN THEIR COPYING.

THE METHOD OF CRITICISM

INTERNAL EVIDENCE:  These are some of the principles that are used in determining which version of a text is used in translation work.

1. The shorter reading is often the preferable reading.  The shorter version would be the preferable due to the fact that any additions and most changes would extend the original sentence.  Col 1:14 contains the term blood in the King James but not in modern translations.  It is felt that this was in the King James as a result of someone trying to harmonize this verse with Eph. 1:7 where "blood" does exist.  

2. The harder the reading the more preferable the reading.  During the copying some of the Scribes wanted to simplify the text so it was easier to read.  John 3:16 in some manuscripts does not have the term "begotten".  The King James and the New American Standard Bible have it but the New International Version doesn't.  (John 1:18 is also listed in relation to the term "begotten".)

3. The reading from which the other readings in a variant could most easily have developed is often preferable.  

4. The reading that is most characteristic of the author is often preferable.

EXTERNAL EVIDENCE:  The critics collated and compared 5000 manuscripts plus 13,000 pieces.  These pieces of information they divided into three families of texts.

1. The Alexandrian Family:  These were found around Alexandria, Egypt.  (These are the most reliable to the critical text people.)

2. The Western World Family:  These portions were from Europe.

3. The Byzantine text Family:  The majority are in this family.  These come from the East and are the minuscule texts.  (The critical text people feel that these are the poorest available.)

Bernard Ramm mentions that we should never build ANY doctrine on a questionable text.  Indeed, we should probably never rely heavily on one verse for a doctrine, unless the text is very easily understood as to meaning.

This introduces you to the realm of criticism, but you must understand there is also criticism for the Old Testament as well with it's own differences.  We won't get into Old Testament criticism.  There are good works on this subject readily available.

You need to understand as well that the men that work in this field devote their lives to their study and work.  It is not something which you can pick up from some theology book.
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APPLICATION

I have entitled this study "application," however I'm not sure that this is a good term.  It does describe what we are going to be talking about, yet the term conjures up images of long dry application in the sermons when the preacher is stepping on your toes and we are too dead spiritually to realize it.

Our study is somewhere between the interpretation and the previous type of application.  It is not, in and of, itself interpretation in my mind, in that it is the use of things learned in interpretation to assemble the information required for application.

"Pre-application" or "post-interpretation might be a couple of choices for a better term.  Interpretation XE "Interpretation"  deals with what the text is saying.  It is finding out just what God XE "God"  wanted us to know from that text.  Our study is the process by which we take that information and use it to change lives in our own time.  

The "rub" here is that not all things in Scripture are for our time in the same way they were in the time given.  Example:  The law of the sacrifice when given, demanded and expected a sacrifice, while for a teacher to teach that way today is in error, for we have further revelation and know that the sacrifice is not needed since Christ XE "Christ"  provided Himself for our sacrifice.

Since Paul told Timothy that "All Scripture is given by inspiration of God XE "God" , and is profitable...." we must assume that there are things in the Old Testament law that are profitable for us. 

This study will attempt to deal with some general rules to know just how you can use Scripture in the application section of your sermon or study.

Webster states of application, "an act of applying. . .an act of putting to use. . .a use to which something is put. . .an act of administering or superposing. . .the practical inference to be derived from a discourse. . . ."  The final thought of Webster is probably more to the point for our discussion.  "the practical inference to be derived from a discourse...."  (Webster, Merriam; "WEBSTER'S NINTH NEW COLLEGIATE DICTIONARY"; Springfield, MA: Merriam-Webster Inc., 1986)

How do we apply and use the different sections of Scripture and do it correctly?  We have the Old Testament Law, the Prophets, XE "Prophets,"  the Gospels, Acts, the Epistles, and the Revelation

THE NEED FOR THIS STUDY:

 1. There are many today that are so loose with how they use Scripture that they are teaching false doctrine.  Example:  I Cor. 16:2,  "Upon the first day of the week let every one of you lay by him in store, as God XE "God"  hath prospered him,  that there be no gatherings when I come."  I was in an Independent Baptist church in Costa Mesa one Sunday morning when the pastor used this text to give a half hour message in the Sunday School opening on how we had to give that day and in coming weeks so that we wouldn't have to take up any collections when the Lord XE "Lord"  came.  I call that false doctrine!  I trust you also call that false doctrine!  (A reading of the passage will reveal that the text is speaking of Paul coming, not the Lord.)

 2. There are many today that are being confused by some of the writers of our day and their use of the gospels.  You can not take application directly from every text in the gospels to our lives without running it through some very important questions.

I was in a Bible study in Oregon that was being taught by a layman that had been prepared by his pastor to give the lesson.  We were in the beatitudes and he would read a beatitude and ask what we thought it meant.  There would be as many thoughts as there were people and he would end up with something like, "Well I don't know which one of these thoughts is the one that the writer was getting at, but I'd guess one of them is correct."

The people went away thinking that the beatitudes were completely impossible to understand.

PREREQUISITES FOR THE STUDY:

 1. A balanced mental capacity:  A balance of common sense, logic, imagination and criticism.  If a person is unbalanced in any area he may miss much of what the Word has to say.  These abilities will help in understanding what the text is not teaching as well as what it is teaching.

 2. Salvation XE "Salvation" :  Salvation of course is required for the student to properly understand the Scriptures.  An unregenerate mind has no capacity to understand and interpret the Word of God XE "God" .

 3. Knowledge XE "Knowledge" :  A knowledge of many things will help in the understanding of the Word.  Geography may be an asset as you enter into some of the historical books and the prophetic books.  History is very helpful in understanding the context within which the Bible was written.  The outside world was exerting forces upon the Jews in the Old Testament.  You won't properly understand the Gospels if you don't understand past and present, at that time, forces.  (The captivity, Roman rule, etc..)

An understanding of politics, as they relate to the history of the Biblical XE "Biblical"  times also will help to show what was going on in some of the Books of Scripture.

 4. Godliness:  The walk of the expositor will very definitely reflect upon the outcome of his study.  If he is not walking with the Lord XE "Lord" , the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit" 's ministry to him will be limited and his study will in turn be limited.

PRESUPPOSITIONS FOR THE STUDY:

1. You must desire to interpret the Scriptures in a literal and as such, a premillennial and dispensational format.  This assumes your ability to use the tools available to properly interpret the text that you are dealing with.

2. You must believe in progressive revelation.

3. You must be using proper tools of interpretation to arrive at the  principles which you are attempting to apply.

4. You must be a believer.  Each believer is indwelt by the Holy Spirit XE "Spirit"  of God XE "God"  and He can illuminate your study.

5. Since the above are true we must also assume that the final authority should be found in the Scripture that is directly related to the Church age.  Any application that is used must be in complete keeping and agreement with these teachings.

These teachings are to be found primarily in the Epistles of the New Testament along with some information within the book of Acts and the Gospels.

6. There must be a distinction between the Church and Israel in the Bible.

7. You must never apply Scripture  until you have properly interpreted that passage.  A related item of business is the fact that you should never attempt to apply truths to the lives of others until you have applied the truths to your own life.

GENERAL PRINCIPLES FOR DETERMINING THE USAGE OF A TEXT:

These are principles that relate to all of the following sections.  They may vary slightly between sections but primarily relate.

1. Is the principle that you have drawn restated in the Bible in any other dispensation?  If it is found in other dispensations, which ages are the principles found, and how are they used?

2. Is the principle found in the New Testament epistles?

3. Do any of the New Testament writers mention that this principle is no longer useful to the believer?

4. Is there any indication from any age or Scripture that this principle is not for other ages?  Example:  The idea that circumcision was a sign to the Jews would show that it was not for the Church age saint unless there was some statement in the New Testament that would make this a requirement for the New Testament believer.

5. Use common sense and logic as your guides.  If your application does not follow these guides then don't use it!

6. Allow the application to come naturally from the text.  Do not determine your application then go looking for a text to stuff it into.  I was in a Sunday School class once when a Christian XE "Christian"  psychologist was teaching.  He mentioned a group of facts concerning the cycle of marriages, and I have no doubt that the facts were true, yet the man then turned to Scripture and began trying to show how that passage was teaching what he had taught.  It did not fit nor could he make it fit no matter how hard he tried to stuff it into the text.  Several of the laymen challenged him on his usage of the text, but he would not back down.

7. In application we need to remember that it is the Scripture that is applicable to the believer, not our own thoughts of what the people need.

SPECIFIC CASES AND PRINCIPLES:

Let us look at some specific cases and list some principles for interpretation in different areas of the Bible.  

The Old Testament Law:  

An example of a problem of applying the Law.  The Scriptures teach that the woman is not to wear the clothes of a man.  Can we use this text to state that women can not wear slacks in the church service today?  If they can't wear them in the church service then can they wear them on recreational outings connected to the church?  This text relates to its own time and has little to do with our time.  I am not stating that women can or cannot wear slacks to church, I am just stating that this text does not show this.

Principles for the Old Testament:

1. Is the principle, if used, placing the believer under bondage to the law if he tries to follow it?  If it does, then it is an improper principle.

2. A method of Old Testament usage has been suggested by some that asks the student to take the passage and boil it down and boil it down to it's most basic thought that would be usable for all of time.  The problem with this is that if you are working with a text that is specifically given to Israel then how do you know when you have it boiled down enough, or if you can boil it down enough to state that it is a principle for all time.

In our example of women wearing slacks some New Testament texts might relate and assist in the study.  The epistles mention that the inner woman is to be the prominent thing that people see when they look at a Godly woman.  The passage on hair relates in that the man is to look like a man and not a like woman.  Vice versa a woman is to look like a woman.  There are many times when I can not tell if a person is a man or woman - that is wrong according to the Scripture.  Take any principle you find in the Old Testament to the Epistles for validation.

The Prophets:

We cannot apply everything found in the prophets directly to our day.  When the prophet prophesied that some of the people would die from the sword, he was speaking of a specific occurrence that was yet future for his listener.  It has nothing to do with us today.  The application might be made that if a Church age believer continually turns against God XE "God" , they run the chance of suffering retribution in this life.  This can be backed up with several New Testament passages.

Principles for the prophets:

1. The prophets were given to a specific people in a specific time and for a specific purpose.  Be very careful how you apply them.

2. If you can determine the time and people that the work was written to, then you can know these facts, and know that the main message is not for us.

3. Some general application can be made from the prophets in that as you determine the principle set forth by the writer, you will find similar situations in the church age to which the principle may relate.  Example:  In the book of Ezekiel the people were told that they would throw their gold and silver into the streets because it had no value.  The city would be under siege and the gold and silver would not buy them freedom nor food.

You might find a situation in the spiritual life where we are under siege and starving and there is no way out.  How is your money going to help you?  The important things of life are not money and things, but the spiritual food that our souls desire.

It might have application in areas of stewardship as well.  We do not want to say, however, that the believers should throw their gold and silver into the streets when they get home from church.  There is no need to!  At least not until I'm positioned under the window.

The Gospels:

One of the problems of the gospels is the different character of life and living that are portrayed in them.  It must be understood that there are texts which relate to the life of the Millennial believer, and that there are texts which relate to the life of the believer in the transition period between the gospels and the epistles.  Example:  The text concerning the taking of no weapon sees it's meaning in the Millennial time when there is peace and no need for weapons.  The gospels also mention taking up weapons and this would have fitting application in the Church age when there is a need of weapons at times.

Example:  Mark 16 mentions the picking up of serpents and drinking poisons and not being hurt.  The graves of many people are full due to their misapplication of this text.  This was a promise to the people of the early church that were spreading the gospel.  The book of Acts mentions such an occasion in the life of Paul, yet later in life Paul did not have the power to heal as he did earlier in his ministry.  The sign gifts and miracles diminished with time.

Principles for the gospels:

1. The student needs to see the program of God XE "God"  and how it is related to the gospel accounts.  If you do not understand the mechanics of this, there will be much trouble in the application of these texts.

2. As in the Old Testament times there were items mentioned that related specifically to a specific people.  We must not take a text given to the Jewish people, in a Jewish time, and relate it directly to the Church.

The book of Acts:

The student needs to place the book of Acts in a special category.  It is a record of what went on in the transition between the Old Testament law of the Gospels and the New Testament age of the Church.  There is information in this record that is not for the Church Age!

The operation of the New Testament church for example.  To have communal eating would be very difficult, if not impossible, in this age.  Some have tried the "all for one and one for all" concept, but none I know of have survived the test of time.  Indeed, the Church in Acts did not follow this concept for a long period of time. 

The Epistles:

The epistles are very straight forward for our day and age, and should be used freely, however care must be taken again to the application, or non-application of passages.  

It is more and more prevalent to "It was the custom of the day" passages out of our spiritual application.  If we were to total all of these passages we would have a multitude.  Even in those texts that were customs of the day, the underlying basis of those customs is true for us today and should move us to change.  For example the Holy Kiss.  The love and concern behind that kiss should certainly be something that we draw as application for our age.

The Revelation:

The Revelation is one of the great books of the Bible, but it is also subjected to some of the worst interpretation and application of any book in the Bible.  This book is for our encouragement and edification so we should use it as such, but we need to be careful how we use it.

Principles for the Revelation: 

1. The student must realize in the book of Revelation that much of the information is of a prophetic nature and that it is limited in application.

2. The idea of right living in light of the coming of the Lord XE "Lord" , and related ideas are certainly present and usable.

3. Application of the information to the seven churches also is in need of care.  There is no real agreement as to the meaning of the churches, thus we don't want to build heavily on anything we might find there.  General application of the false teaching and Christ XE "Christ" 's reaction to it is certainly appropriate application for our age, as well as some of the promises that are in the first chapters.

As we move into ministries and positions, we need to be very careful with our interpretation as well as our application.  Application misapplied can cause great problems and heartache.
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PRINCIPLES OF COMMUNICATION:

After all that we have studied in this section of theology it should be obvious that God XE "God"  not only wanted us to have this information, but that He wanted all of mankind to have this information.  

Believers in this present time seem to be saving the Bible for their own use rather than proclaiming it to those around the world that so desperately need it.  We need to share the Word with those around us and those around the world.

1. PROCLAIM IT FOR WHAT IT IS:

Proclaim It because this is the Word of God XE "God" , the message for all of mankind.  We need to give the word forth as if it were what we believe it to be.

It is AUTHORITATIVE!  It has within Itself all the authority that is needed to use It.  You should give it forth and use it as the authority dictates.

It is ERRORLESS!  We need to be sure that what we say It says, is true and use It as the Errorless Word of God XE "God" .

It is POWERFUL!  We need to give It forth as if It were dynamite.  It is powerful and will do many things in the lives of people if we will only use It.

2. PROCLAIM IT AS IF YOU BELIEVED IT:

Some pastors talk of the Word as if It were a snake that was sleeping on their pulpit.  They act as though, if they get excited about It, It might wake up and bite them.  It has it's own built in excitement and credibility.  We need not shy away from being forceful with the Word.

3. PROCLAIM IT WITH CONFIDENCE:

God XE "God"  has called you as a believer to proclaim the Word.  He has called some of us to preach the Word.  We should use the word with a strong confidence that what we are saying is something that can be used by the people that we minister to.  

We don't need to be apologetic about our preaching.  God XE "God"  told us to proclaim the Word, so we must with all the confidence that we have.

4. PROCLAIM IT AS IF YOU WERE THE EXPERT:

Many relate to me they feel very unsure of themselves when someone important is in the congregation.  ALMIGHTY GOD IS IN THE CONGREGATION EVERY TIME WE OPEN OUR MOUTHS!  WE OUGHT NOT WORRY ABOUT SOMEONE SPECIAL FROM THE HUMAN RACE THAT MIGHT BE PRESENT.

I know just what they are talking about however.  I was asked to preach at a church in the northwest.  I knew that I would have a Bible College president and three or four of his professors in the congregation.  I knew there would be a very wealthy orthopedic surgeon present.  I knew that my Lord XE "Lord"  and Savior XE "Savior"  was going to be present.  That is probably the only reason that I was able to walk up to that pulpit.  I knew that I had done my preparation, and that the message I was sharing was from God XE "God" 's word.  That was my confidence.  I dare say that the time I spent in that pulpit that morning was the time when I began to gain the confidence to preach more as I ought.  I still do not have all the confidence that I would like, however this was a beginning point.

THERE IS NOTHING THAT MAN CAN DO TO YOU SAVE TAKE YOUR LIFE!  WHY DO WE DREAD WHAT THOSE MEN WILL THINK AND SAY WHEN WE ARE MINISTERING THE WORD OF ALMIGHTY GOD!

5. PROCLAIM THE WORD WITHOUT BEING A RESPECTER OF PERSONS:

There are all sorts of people.  There are rich and poor, there are men and women, there are tall and short, there are wide and thin, there are smart and not so smart, there are spiritual giants and spiritual pigmies.  

All - I repeat, ALL are needy of being fed as the rest.  Every single person sits down to take in physical food and every one ought to sit down to take in spiritual food.  Do not hesitate to speak to the sin of the rich man.  Do not hesitate to speak to the sin of the spiritual giant.  This may not be popular, however, spiritual giants have their problems just as we pigmies do!  Do not hesitate to speak to the sin of the board member or anyone else that is present.

This may affect your job security if you look to the church for your security.  May I recommend that you look to God XE "God"  for your job security!

Do not hesitate to speak to the sin of the politician.  ALL ARE SHEEP AND ARE IN NEED OF FEEDING AND LEADING!  NEVER FORGET THIS!

6. PROCLAIM IT AS IF IT IS THE LAST TIME YOU WILL BE ABLE TO DO SO:

We may be overrun by some other country tonight.  The Lord XE "Lord"  could be here before coffee break is over.  We could have a massive heart attack in the middle of the service.  This is the message that God XE "God"  has laid upon our heart!  We need to be putting it out with all the gusto that you can muster!

7. PROCLAIM IT AS IF IT HAD MEANING:

We know that if we saw smoke and flame in the building that we would yell FIRE!  Yet so often we see the sin in a life and see that the life is headed for trouble, and yet we sit by, watching and knowing that we have the answer to the problem.

We also have the answer to LOST man's problems, and we are so hesitant to give the answers.  We wait until we are asked the question.

8. PROCLAIM IT!!!!:

We have a related topic which I would like to touch on briefly.

RECEPTION OF THE WORD:

1. RECEIVE IT AS IF IT WERE FROM GOD:  

This is not to say that we shouldn't be good Berean's and check all things against the Scripture.  It is to say that we should receive messages and lessons as from God XE "God"  and not from man.  If we view messages as from men we may tend not to listen to them quite as closely.  If we view them as from God we won't tend to argue with the message as much.

2. RECEIVE IT AS FROM A MAN OF GOD:

I trust that you will listen carefully to me and not misunderstand what I am going to say.  There is much emphasis on education today.  Everyone is wanting to have several degrees behind their name.  

Education is not wrong in and of itself.  The desire and lust after education and the glory it may bring IS wrong.

I trust, in fact, that some of you might go on with your education and prepare for ministries that God XE "God"  may call you into.

For others of you that may be in a lay ministry I trust that you will relax in the knowledge that God XE "God"  has prepared you adequately for the work that he has you involved in.  This is not to say that He might not send you to school many years down the road to prepare for something else.  For now, you have all that you have need of!

HOWEVER, degrees behind the name do not guarantee a good message.  Degrees XE "Degrees"  behind the name do not guarantee a spiritual messenger.

HOWEVER, the lack of degrees behind the name do not guarantee a good message.  The lack of degrees behind the name do not guarantee a spiritual messenger.

So, What is the sum of what I have said?  Degrees XE "Degrees" , or lack of degrees, has very little to do with the spirituality of the messenger, or the message as long as the preparer has adequate knowledge to do the job correctly.

Indeed, it has little to do with the receptiveness of the hearer.  

To illustrate all this let me relate a story to you.  I had the pleasure of ministering in a little Northern California coast city for a weekend.  I talked some with the pastor that weekend and felt that I was talking to a man of God XE "God"  that had been well educated in the realm of spiritual things.  At dinner Sunday I asked him where he went to college.  He turned a bit red in the face and mentioned that he had quit high school when he was finished with the eighth grade and had not been back to school.

Education for this man of God XE "God"  came from the Word that is powerful to change men's lives.  I have had a number of friends that have finished seven years of Bible college and Seminary.  These men have much to say spiritually as well.

IT ISN'T THE EDUCATION NECESSARILY, BUT THE WILLINGNESS TO BE TAUGHT OF THE LORD FROM THE WORD!

I trust that I have not downgraded nor uplifted education!  There are some today that will look down their noses at the uneducated and there are those that look up their noses at the educated.  Both are in sin!  Both persons are looking down or up their noses due to their own pride in what they have, or have not.  God XE "God"  leads different men in different directions.

I trust that you will never condemn another believer for having education.  When you do you condemn the Lord XE "Lord"  that led that person to gain that schooling.  I trust also that you never condemn anyone for not having an education.  God XE "God"  is a God of variety.  He can use anyone that He wants to use, no matter how educated or uneducated the person is.

We have studied God XE "God" 's Word from a very academic standpoint in this study so that we might have answers for those that doubt - that includes ourselves.  These truths may come in handy for your own lives.  You may find yourself one day with doubts.  Just think through some of the things that we have covered in this section.  

Consider the Word's claims for Itself and rest in the assurance that this is the very message that Almighty God XE "God"  has given us for ourselves, but more than that, for the lost of the world.

Ryrie presents a chart in His Theology XE "Theology"  book that I have adapted for our study.  (Adapted by permission: Ryrie, Charles C.; "BASIC THEOLOGY"; Wheaton: Victor Books, 1986, p 117)

THE BIBLE AND ITS TRANSMISSION TO MAN

 _____________                                     _______

| GOD'S               |                                 | HUMAN  |

|    THOUGHTS  |  REVELATION >  | AUTHOR |  INSPIRATION >

 --------------------                                     -----------

 ________________                                        ____________________

| ORIGINAL              |                                    | COLLECTION OF THE |

|     MANUSCRIPTS |  CANONICITY >      | BOOKS                           |

  -----------------------                                       -------------------------------

                                                ____________________

                                              | MODERN GREEK AND |             

TEXTUAL CRITICISM >   | HEBREW BIBLES           | TRANSLATION > 

                                               -------------------------------

   ________________

| MODERN ENGLISH |

| BIBLES                       | ILLUMINATION AND INTERPRETATION >

 --------------------------

 __________                                      ______________

| OUR              |                                | OUR CHANGED |

| THOUGHTS | APPLICATION >  | LIVES                  | COMMUNICATION >

 -----------------                                   ----------------------

 _____________

| GOD'S TRUTH |

| TO OTHERS     | 

 --------------------

Now, how do we apply all this in the area of communication.

1. This is God XE "God" 's message to man.  This Bible is God's message to all mankind - not just believers - not just people in the United States of America, but to all of mankind.

2. This Book has all that is necessary for mankind to know God XE "God" , and be saved from God's wrath.

3. God XE "God"  has given this information to us in an understandable manner.

4. By some normal principles of speech and language we should be able to understand fully that which God XE "God"  desired to communicate to us.

5. This is a work that can usher all of mankind into the Kingdom of the Lord XE "Lord"  if man will only accept the Lord Jesus XE "Jesus"  that It presents.

I trust that this study will move you to a strong confidence in the Word, as well as a strong desire to communicate the Word.
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THE SUPERNATURAL ORIGINS OF THE WORD OF GOD

Chafer (Chafer, Lewis Sperry; "SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY"; Dallas, TX: Dallas Seminary Press, 1947) deals at length with the fact that the Bible had supernatural origins.  I have condensed his thoughts into what is presented in this appendix.  He presents 15 topics.

 1. THE BOOK OF GOD:  The book of God XE "God"  asserts this fact for itself many times over.  The question some raise is whether it was written by a man or revealed by God and recorded by man.  The structure and message of the book demand a divine author.

Man XE "Man"  could not set out to write a book of this size.  He would not have the ideas of it, nor would man be able to produce the detail and precision of it.  It presents God XE "God"  as THE God.  It presents God as having a plan.  It presents God only as deserving glory.  It presents God as the absolute authority. 

The unregenerate man could not subdue his own pride to produce such a God XE "God" , nor could he exalt his talents to a level capable of producing such a book.

 2. THE BIBLE AND MONOTHEISM:  The Bible presents monotheism - one God XE "God" , not many.  Mankind has always had many gods, be they wood, clay, gold or silver.  Idolatry XE "Idolatry"  is in every civilization to some extent.  The Bible presents a one-God religion.  How could man devise such a thought as one God in a world of many gods?

 3. THE DOCTRINE OF THE TRINITY:  The doctrine of the Trinity XE "Trinity"  is so complex yet so simple as to demand a divine origin for the Bible.  The Trinity is three persons in one God XE "God" .  Stated it is simple yet the explanation has evaded man since the subject was undertaken for study.  We cannot explain the how of the Trinity only the fact of it.

The work each member of the Trinity XE "Trinity"  is involved in is also very complicated - the Fatherhood of God XE "God" , or the perfections of Christ XE "Christ" .  Man XE "Man"  cannot adequately explain these things so how could he devise them?

 4. CREATION:  The creation is the beginning of the content of Scripture.  This creation is presented as fact and is described in Scripture.  Man XE "Man" 's explanation of the beginning of the world is tied up in evolution.  Even with the best product evolution could produce, that person could not have produced the Biblical XE "Biblical"  account.  Evolution is shot through with problems and gaps.  Man could not devise a creation as perfectly presented in Scripture.

 5. SIN:  Sin XE "Sin"  is presented in Scripture.  Forty authors, are in complete agreement on sin and its existence.  Man XE "Man"  could not devise such a thing as sin from his own mind.  Sin is a divine statement and idea not a man made doctrine.

 6. THE CURE OF EVIL ACCORDING TO THE BIBLE:  The Bible's cure for sin is so divine as to demand divine authorship.  

Man XE "Man"  would not devise a plan of salvation because without Scripture he doesn't know he needs it.  Even if man knew he needed salvation he could not dream up a plan whereby all could be saved apart from works or vanity.  

Man XE "Man"  could not devise a plan of salvation where the one redeeming would gain all the glory.  Man could not come up with such a beautiful plan aside from having it revealed to him by God XE "God" .

 7. THE EXTENT OF BIBLE REVELATION:  The extent of the Bible demands a divine author.  It reaches minutely into eternity past as well as eternity future.  Human authors aside from revelation could not make up such detail nor such broad perimeters.

 8. THE ETHICS OF THE BIBLE:  The ethics that the Bible produces have never even been hinted at in man's religions.  Purity and holiness of life are the divine standard while in most of man's we find debasement and immorality.

The Bible presents man as an utter failure and unable to help himself.  Man XE "Man"  in his vanity even today has trouble comprehending such things, much less making them up.

Only a divine author could take a moral system such as Judaism and lay it aside for another system so different yet presenting the same morality as Christianity.  Man XE "Man"  could not come up with such a moral standard based on the teachings of a book without revelation from God XE "God" .

 9. THE CONTINUITY OF THE BIBLE:  The continuity of Scripture declares a divine editor and revealer - 66 books, 40 authors and hundreds of years of history.  The authors are separated by time, space and education.  They come from all walks of life and most of them never met one another, yet they came together to form one central story of the Son of God XE "God" , Jesus XE "Jesus"  Christ XE "Christ" .

He is shown as pre-incarnate.  He is shown in prophecy as coming.  He is shown as here in His first advent.  He is shown as coming again in the future.  

One man could produce a work with continuity but this combination of authors and times has to be divinely assembled.  Man XE "Man"  could not produce such a work.

10. PROPHECY AND ITS FULFILLMENT:  Prophecy along with its fulfillment is proof that the Bible is of divine origin.  Man XE "Man"  can think and project what might happen in the future based on knowledge, history and common sense, but man cannot accurately predict specific occurrences and have those occurrences come to pass.  The Scripture is full of prophecies that have been fulfilled and which will yet be fulfilled.

11. TYPES WITH THEIR ANTITYPES:  The types of the Old Testament and the antitypes of the New Testament are of such splendor that they must have divine origin.  The fact that the type was set to words by a person other than the one setting down the antitype, and this being done hundreds of years apart, shows divine origin.  This would require divine intervention!

12. THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE:  The Bible is considered great literature even by the unsaved.  If a man had been setting these great words down, he most surely would have left some personal opinions and pronouns to let the reader know that it was he that had written the work.  

The truths are not from the men but from their God XE "God"  so that they left no opinion of their own or personal pronouns to lay claim to any of the truths.

Many of the church fathers have been prolific writers, however, none of these have even touched the clarity and preciseness of Scripture, nor have they touched the literary quality of the Word.

13. THE BIBLE AND SCIENCE:  Science is in constant revision.  The world was flat - remember - and now it is round.  The scientific world is always redoing and redefining to fit the exposed facts.  The Bible on the other hand has always been acceptable in all ages without revision or redefining.  

Where the Bible has seemingly contradicted science in the past, the scientists have found that they were in error in later days.

14. THE BIBLE AND TEMPORAL POWER:  The Bible is not dependent upon political power, or clout to get its job done.  The believer can do the work of the Lord XE "Lord"  with or without the help of the governmental powers.  

Man XE "Man"  naturally, when he wants something done, will try any means to achieve his end.  They often use political power, or strings with politicians, to achieve their goal.

If man had written the Bible he would not have been able to come up with the idea that man could do the work of the Lord XE "Lord"  relying on the heart and mind of others rather than political power.

15. THE BIBLE'S ENDURING FRESHNESS:  The constant new blessing a person gains from the Word even when he has read, and read, and read a portion there is always something more to be gleaned from its content.  No other literature can make this claim to freshness and vitality.
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HISTORY OF SCRIPTURE

First of all, I would like to list the readability index for some of the different translations.  It might be handy if a person begins working with different age groups or possibly people with diminished mental capacity.

King James Version                        14.0 years of education

American Standard Version            11.6 years of education

New American Standard Bible        11.3 years of education

Revised Standard Version               10.4 years of education

Jerusalem XE "Jerusalem"  Bible                               10.1 years of education

Phillips translation                            9.6 years of education

New King James Version                 9.1 years of education

New English Bible                            8.5 years of education

Living XE "Living"  Bible                                       8.3 years of education

New International Version                 7.8 years of education

Today's English Version                    7.3 years of education

International Children's Version        3.9 years of education

(Adapted from "WHICH BIBLE TRANSLATION IS BEST FOR ME?"; Kohlenberger, John, III; Moody Monthly, May 1987)
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Translation of Scripture - Lesson 6
by Pastor Bob Burridge ©1996
What about Versions (translations)?
Our next link to the truth of God is the translation of Scripture. As long as God's people spoke the languages in which Scripture was inspired, translation was not necessary. As soon as that was no longer the case it became crucial that the word of God be put into the language of the people. In Nehemiah 8:8 Ezra gave the sense of the Scriptures to the people during a time when the Hebrew language had become less well known. 

The New Testament Greek Scriptures often quote the Old Testament Scriptures. They do not always do this in the same way. Either they quote from the Septuagint, a Greek version of the OT, or they directly translate the Hebrew or Aramaic texts. Regardless of which method is used, the translation is represented as the authoritative word of God. 

This indicates that there remains a "quality of inspiredness" that adheres to our translations to the degree that they accurately represent the original. This means that they may properly be called the Inspired Scriptures, the Word of God. Yet we must keep in mind that they are only authoritative as they convey the meaning of the originals. Only the autographs can be considered infallible and inerrant. It is through translations that most people know what the inspired Scriptures teach. 

There are different approaches to the problem of translation. On the one hand some attempt to be very literal. Each word and grammatical form is put into a modern language with as much direct correspondence with the original as possible. The problem is that no perfect correspondence exists between any two languages. Every literal translation will seem a bit stiff in its attempt to transform ancient idioms and cultural references into modern times while remaining as close to the original words as possible. Examples of a literal approach include: the New American Standard Bible, the King James, and the New King James Versions. 

On the other hand there is the approach to translation called "dynamic equivalence." This method attempts to find idiomatic expressions that correspond between the languages. This second method involves more interpretive information and often obscures similarities between passages intended to explain one another. While dynamically equivalent translations read better, they may limit possible interpretations to only those in the mind of the translator. Examples include: the New International Version, the Good News Bible, and the Living Bible. 

There is no substitute for knowing the original languages. The best a non-linguist can do is to compare several translations and use the most literal versions available to discover where idiomatic correspondence has occurred. 

Literal versions tend to be more accurate for study. Dynamic versions tend to read more easily. The following chart compares several popular English translations showing their theological slant and a subjective evaluation by this author of their value to the Bible student. 

	VERSION 
	ACCURACY 
	BEAUTY 
	CLARITY 
	THEOLOGY

	New American Standard 
	A
	B
	B
	Conservative

	New International Version 
	B
	B
	B
	Conservative 

	New King James Version 
	B
	B
	B
	Conservative 

	King James Version 
	B 
	A 
	C 
	Puritan

	Good News Bible 
	D 
	C 
	B 
	So. Baptist

	New English Bible 
	D 
	C 
	C 
	Liberal

	Jerusalem Bible 
	D 
	C 
	C 
	Romanist

	Revised Standard Version 
	F 
	C 
	C 
	Liberal

	The Living Bible 
	F 
	D 
	C 
	Arminian




Our study this far has shown that God's truth comes to us through these five levels:

Absolute truth exists in God's Mind.
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By REVELATION it comes to the
writer's mind.
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By INSPIRATION this revelation becomes
Scripture which is infallible, inerrant.
[image: image4.png]



By PRESERVATION we have the
current texts which must be compared to be essentially accurate.
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By TRANSLATION we get our
versions which we attempt to make essentially faithful.
[image: image6.png]



By INTERPRETATION it comes to the
reader's mind representing the original truth in God's mind.

The following information is gleaned from three sources.  Rather than footnote each quotation, I have adapted the information.  The three sources are listed at the end of the information.

This is some information on some of the more prominent works of translation and paraphrase through the years since the Bible was originally written.

SEPTUAGINT (LXX)

Date:  Work started 250 B.C.

Author/translator:  Seventy Alexandrian Jews

This was the first translation of the Old Testament into Greek.  Most of the Jewish people of the time spoke Greek, and they wanted to read the Old Testament in their own language.

LATIN VULGATE

Date:  Completed 405 A.D.

Author/translator:  Jerome

This translation was done from the original languages.  I would like to quote from the introduction of a Revised Standard Version, Catholic edition, "In the Old Testament it has not been thought necessary to make any changes in the text.  There is however the very important difference in the number of books.  Catholic Bibles include seven extra books and parts of two others.  These are known to Catholics as 'deuterocanonical' and are regarded as an integral part of the Canon of the Old Testament.  They are here printed in the order in which they appear in the Latin Vulgate, with the exception of the extra parts of the Book of Esther."

We see that the Latin Vulgate contained the apocrypha.

WYCLIFFE BIBLE

Date:  382 A.D.

Author/translator:  Wycliffe

This was the first complete English Bible.  Wycliffe worked from the Latin Vulgate.

GUTENBERG BIBLE

Date:  1456 A.D.

This was the first Bible to be printed on a printing press, rather than being copied by hand.  It was done from the Latin Vulgate also.

TYNDALE BIBLE

Date:  New Testament 1525 A.D.

       Old Testament 1535 A.D.

Author/translator:  Tyndale

This Bible was the first to be translated from the original languages into English.

THE GREAT BIBLE

Date:  1539 A.D.

Author/translator:  Cranmer and Coverdale

This was a revision of the Tyndale Bible.

COVERDALE BIBLE

Date:  1535

Author/translator:  Coverdale

This was the first printed in English.

STEPHANUS TEXT

Date:  1550 A.D.

GENEVA BIBLE

Date:  1560 A.D.

Author/translator:  Whittingham, et. al.

This Bible was the first to use verse divisions.

RHEIMS-DOUAY

Date:  New Testament 1582 A.D.

       Old Testament 1610 A.D.

This was the first authorized English version for Roman Catholics.  The work was done by two committees from the Vulgate.

KING JAMES VERSION

Date:  1611 A.D.

Author/translator:  fifty four protestant scholars

This is also called the Authorized Version at times.  I would like to list a quotation for your interest from Dr. Miller's notes.  ". . .formally a revision of the 1602 edition of the Bishop's Bible.  This translation was done in 1611 and established itself as the English Bible.  Present day translations, however, have several changes.  The spelling has been modernized, and other alterations have been introduced.  One obvious misprint has persisted in most editions since the first one of 1611 in Matthew 23:24 where 'strain at a gnat' should be 'strain out a gnat.'  Many of the earlier translations were carelessly printed.  Thus the 'Wicked Bible' of 1641 left out the word 'not' in the seventh commandment.  As to the Greek text, the Authorized Version is in considerable agreement with the Textus receptus."

ROBERT AITKEN BIBLE

Date:  1782 A.D.

This was the King James Version, however it was the first King James printed in America.

WESTCOTT HORT GREEK TEXT  

Date:  1881 A.D.

Author/translator:  Westcott and Hort

This was a Greek text which most of the modern translations are based on.  The other text being the Textus Receptus, upon which the King James Version is based.

REVISED VERSION

Date:  1885 A.D.

This was a revision of the King James Version.  

AMERICAN STANDARD VERSION

Date:  1901 A.D.

Author/translator:  A committee of American scholars

This was a revision of the Revised Version.  It was partially based on the modern principles of textual criticism.  The Old Testament is based on the Massoretic text.  It is felt by most readers to be very stiff, however it is usually held as one of the more accurate translations.

NEW TRANSLATION IN MODERN SPEECH (Weymouth Translation)

Date:  1903 A.D.

Author/translator:  Weymouth

This was done from the Greek and gives particular attention to the verb tenses.  The author attempted to give the proper idea of the tenses as he set the information into English.

NESTLE GREEK TEXT

Date:  1904

This was based on Tishendorf, Westcott and Hort and the United Bible Society texts.

A NEW TRANSLATION (Moffatt)

Date:  New Testament 1913

       Old Testament 1924

Author:  Moffatt

This is a paraphrase.  He was of liberal doctrine and was not against making changes from time to time.  John 1:1 for example mentions that the "logos was divine."  Christ XE "Christ"  was not divine, He was deity.

AN AMERICAN TRANSLATION

Date:  1923

Author:  E.J. Godspeed

This work reportedly shows the eunuch of Acts 8 sitting in his car.

NEW TESTAMENT IN THE LANGUAGE OF THE PEOPLE

Date:  1937

Author:  C.B. Williams

This work also did some good work in bringing the tenses over into the English.

REVISED STANDARD VERSION

Date:  New Testament 1946

       Old Testament 1952

Authors:  Done by 32 protestants and Catholics.

This was a liberal revision of the 1901 version.  The Catholic Edition of the R.S.V. mentions, "The Revised Standard Version itself needs no lengthy introduction, being already well known and widely read.  It is, as its preface states, 'an authorized revision of the American Standard Version, Published in 1901, which was a revision of the King James Version, published in 1611.'"

Many have rejected the RSV due to its translation of Isaiah 7:14, "Therefore the Lord XE "Lord"  himself will give you a sign.  Behold, a young woman shall conceive and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel."  The translation of the Hebrew term, young woman rather than virgin is the problem.  This term is a vague term and always refers to a young woman, but not always to a virgin.  When the RSV translates Matthew 1:23, a quote from the Isaiah text, it uses the term virgin, because the Greek term clearly speaks to the virginity of the woman.

NEW TESTAMENT IN PLAIN ENGLISH

Date:  1952

Author:  C.K. Williams

Williams uses large words and some modern terms such as "police" and "handcuffs."

NEW TESTAMENT IN MODERN ENGLISH

Date:  1957

Author:  Phillips

This is a paraphrase and was revised in 1966.  He was a liberal in theology and reportedly did not believe in verbal inspiration.

BERKELEY VERSION

Date:  New Testament 1945

       Old Testament 1959

Author:  Edited by Gerrit Verkuyl of Berkeley, CA

This is an evangelical work and many feel that it is a good work.

EXPANDED TRANSLATION OF THE NEW TESTAMENT

Date:  1960

Author:  Wuest, an instructor in Greek at Moody Bible Institute.

This is a technically accurate work.  The accuracy took presidence over style.

NEW ENGLISH BIBLE NEW TESTAMENT

Date:  1961

This is normally accepted as a good work by conservatives.

AMPLIFIED BIBLE

Date:  Completed 1964

Author:  Mrs. Siewert, et. al.

THE NEW TESTAMENT: REVISED STANDARD VERSION CATHOLIC EDITION

Date:  1965

This was done as an ecumenical Bible and is accepted by the Roman Catholic Church.

GOOD NEWS FOR MODERN MAN

Date:  1966

This was done by a man that reportedly denied the deity of Christ XE "Christ"  and rejected verbal inspiration.

JERUSALEM BIBLE

Date:  1966

This is a Roman Catholic work which includes the Apocrypha XE "Apocrypha" .

NEW SCOFIELD REFERENCE BIBLE

Date:  1967

Author:  Scofield

This was a revision of Scofield's original notes of 1909.  The revising was done by John Walvoord, Charles Feinberg, Allan MacRae, E. Schyler English, Frank Gaebelein, Alva McClain, Clarence Mason, William Culbertson, Wilbur Smith, and Wilber Ruggles.

WILLIAMS TRANSLATION

This work was based on the Westcott and Hort text.

NEW AMERICAN BIBLE

Date:  1970

Author:  Done by fifty Catholic and five Protestant scholars.

NEW AMERICAN STANDARD BIBLE

Date:  1971

Author:  Fifty four conservative Protestants.  Lockman Foundation.

The work is technically good.  The Greek tenses were translated so that the English reader could determine the tenses.

LIVING BIBLE

Date:  Completed in 1971

Author:  Kenneth N. Taylor

The work has some accuracy problems and tends toward personal interpretation rather than translation.  It is a paraphrase.  It was a work from the ASV.

NEW INTERNATIONAL VERSION

Date:  Completed 1978

Author:  One hundred fifteen evangelical scholars.

It is a work from the critical Greek texts, which is fairly accurate.  I personally have noticed however that in many cases it disagrees in content when compared to the King James and the New American Standard.

TODAY'S ENGLISH VERSION/GOOD NEWS BIBLE

Author:  Robert G. Bratcher and six other scholars.

NEW KING JAMES VERSION

Date:  1982

Author:  Done by one hundred nineteen scholars.

NEW JERUSALEM BIBLE

Date:  1985

This is a redo of the 1966 Jerusalem XE "Jerusalem"  Bible.

THE NEW WORLD TRANSLATION

This was done by the Jehovah Witnesses.  I have been told that Greek scholars took this translation to secular, unsaved, Greek scholars for evaluation.  They reported that it was one of the poorest attempts at translation they had seen.  It shows Christ XE "Christ"  as a god in John 1:1.

THE NEW TESTAMENT IN THE LANGUAGE OF TODAY

Author:  William F. Beck

Beck was a Lutheran, and his version is well received for its accuracy.

THE COTTON PATCH VERSION

Author:  Clarence Jordan

Jordan has a Ph.D. in New Testament Greek from the Southern Baptist Theological XE "Theological"  Seminary.

He sets the New Testament in the modern day south.  The Jews and Gentiles are viewed as black and whites.  Acts is entitled the Happening, while the book of Romans becomes Washington.

There are many other works that have appeared.  I have only listed some of the more prominent ones.

The following charts are hopefully accurate.  I have gleaned information from many sources over the years to set these charts to paper.

SOURCES:

Miller, Dr. David XE "David" ; Theology XE "Theology"  Class notes, Western Baptist College; Salem, OR.

Kohlenberger, John III; "WHICH BIBLE TRANSLATION IS BEST FOR ME?"; Article in Moody Monthly, May 1987

Till, George A.; Class handout, Western Baptist College; Salem, OR.
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