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INTRODUCTION 

The .Problem: 

The Bible is an i~sp!red book. To this pro­

position very few would disagree, including those 

who do not accept its basic message. The 0hristian 

~hurch throughout history has been concerned to de­

fine its inspiration, its elevated character and 

power, just because it does accept the uod of heaven 

and earth who is actively seekin! to reveal himself 

to men through this book. The Church has aaked and 

continually is aekin6 how is the Bible inspired and 

to what extent is it inspired? 

One answer to that question constitutes the 

basis of our inquiry. That answer in its elementary 

form states that inspiration, the activity of God's 

Spirit in the recording of revelation, is in a unioue 

mode which results in 'inerrancy,' that ie, absolute 

truthfulness in all the recorded Biblical statements. 

An evaluation of this position in the light of the 

data will be made. 

The l?rocedure: 

After attempting to trace the historical 
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development of inerrancy, the specific New Testament 

materials will be examined and interpreted, as these 

are the purported sources for the 'doctrine o; iner­

rancy.' An evaluation of the doctrine with the New 

Testament data will follow in order to see whether or 

not consistent coherence has been accomplished. 

The Significance; 

'!'his study might be 3ustified on many grounds. 

The defenders of inerrancy claim it has 'been the his­

toric formulation of the Christian community from 

the beginning. A tra.di tionally etdequate faith is 

certainly worthy of careful consideration. Today in­

errancy plays an important role in the thinking of 

many theologically conservative Christians, thus its 

foundations must be carefully considered. 

The most significant challenge is, however, 

not whether 'inerrancy' is ancient and historical, 

not whether it is currently believed, but simply 

whether or not this view is true, is more fully in 

accord with the relevant data than other views. And 

truth is essentially a question of authority, for one 

must conform to wb.at is, subject himself to the .. na­

ture of things" whether this is comfortable, pract1-
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cally expedient, sophisticated, pious, critical, or 

whether it is not. Thus the basic area in which our 

problem finds its focus and significance is the dif­

ficult area of religious authority and its correlate 

"truth." V'Jhat then is the relationship of authority 

to inspiration? 

Ultimate authority in Christianity is God re­

vealing Himself. .Revelation is essentially an act 

of communication which implies a knowing receptor, 

thus involving an epistemological relationship. .ili.t.an 

must know and understand the content of God's revela­

tion which is normative and authoritative. The Bible 

is communicated revelation which has been recorded and 

inspiration is involved in the process of this record­

ing. The activity of the Holy Spirit as to His effect 

in the production of the record is the issue. Exponents 

of the doctrine of inerrancy would hold to the principle 

that the effect was one of controlling the work of re­

cording to the extent of keeping the record free from 

r:my error. The degree of truthfulness and conformity 

to fact is thus under contention. 

The Doctrine of Inerrancy, then, he.s its greatest 

s1gn1f1cance in 1ta formulation of 31bl1cal authority~ 

the record of revelation is completely true and thus, 

because of its complete veracity, it is authoritative. 
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CHA.PTER I 

THE DOCTRINE OF INERRANCY DEFINED 

From aa historical s~ud.y ot inspiratioa, an ua­

derstanding of the factors involved i:a iaerra.ncy may be 

derived which will allow this doctrine to be expanded in 

its full apologetic form and,thus,to be properly defined. 

The word ''doctrine" is used in a broad sense referring to 

the principle of freedom from error in the record which 

principle will be leoked for in the materials reviewed. 

Five basic periods have been chosen which re­

flect significant theological development: the period 

contemporary with the New Testament, the post-apostolic 

age, the reformation, the post-reformation period and 

finally, the modern period. These eras, with their 

variety and quantity of material, obviously cannot be 

treated in detail but it is the goal to capture some 

of the high points which would give a clearer under­

standing of the doctrine ot inerrancy. 

Contemporaries of the New Testament 

Essenes 

The Qumran community has provided revolutionary 

opportunities and materials in the study of the Bible. 

J.he apocalyptic mind-set found its authoritative center 

4 
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of concern in the SCriptures. Therefore it is ap­

propriate to begin with them. 

Evidence on which to form an opinion concerning 

the Qumran sect's view of the nature of inspiration 

might ·oe gotten from formula statements introducing 

.Biblical passages, of which the followins are illustra­

tive: uGod has said throusn the prophet Isaiah, the 

son of Amoz ••• 111 ; .. God has said,"2 re.t'erring to Mala-

chi 1:10 which ends " ••• says t.lle Lo:rd of hosts.:• {k.S.V.); 

a command tbat those who enter t.he Essene covenant should 

act in accord with the explicit injunctions of the law 

and be careful of " ••• the distinctions which God Himself 

has drawn for them"3; the promise of eternal life is 

given *'even as God has swoz·n unto them by the hand of 

the prophet Ezek1el"4; 1n the commentary on Habakkuk, 

Chapter I, verse 5 refe:.t·s to the traitors who refuse to 

listen concerning last tnings " ••• duly related by the 

priest who God appoints to interpret in those days all 

the ·word.s of His servants the prophets by whom He has 

told of tha:t impending disaster. n 5 

1. 'l'he Dead Sea Scriptures, translated by l'heodor H. 
Gaster, Garden <..ity • Doubleday and <;o., 1956, p. 66. 

2. I bid. , p. 6e. 

3. Ibid., p. 69. 

4. Ibid., p. 65. 

5. Ibid. , p. 249. 
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These pr~aees strike a familiar note on the ears 

of }4ew Testa.ment readers. :they are helpful only gener­

ally by statins~God has spoken in the Old Testament and 

tnis co.i,munication has been tl:Jrough. instruments -- His 

prophets. 

Besides terminoloe,y used the extant manuscripts 

themselves may be of assistance to an understanding or 

inspiration. First of all the manuscripts which have 
' 

been discovered show that the authoritative books of 

the Hebrew canon are all extant, except the book or 

Esther, 6 and the oualitatively richer format, script 

and writing materials of these same books indicate a 

highly developed concept of the canon which is perhaps 

identical to the k:rotestant canon. 7 

Another major factor which evolves from tnese 

manuscripts is the variety of textual traditions.8 

This is perhaps surprising, for in such a closely 

knit e.roup one would .. , expect to find a more authori ta­

tive recension in force, but distinct Masoretic and 

Septuagint traditions can be found. Thus God's speak­

ing through the prophets was not found in a. pure form 

in the Qumran Sect. The Qumran interpretative principles 

6 . .it'rank M. Cross,,Jr., The Ancient Library of Qumran 
and t~1odern .di blioal Studies, Ga.J'den Gi ty , Doubleday 
and Co •• 1958, p. 31. 

1. The Westminster Atlas to the Bible, ~dited by George 
E.. Wrignt and F'loyd V. i'ilson, :tevised E.dit1on, .t>h11-
adelphia., ;.£,he westminster Preas. (19~6), p. 82. 

8. Cross, op. cit., pp.l20 - 145. 
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and methods will perhaps help in clarifying the effect 

the fact textual variations had on the scholars. 

The basic principle of interpretation was de­

rived from the nature qt .pro.phecy as viewed by the 

sect. God had communicated His purpose in mystery 

(RAZ) • The prophet did not even know the time of ful­

fillment of his words. A divine interpreter was neede4. 

This interpreter came in the famed ••Teacher of itighteeus­

ness'* who had founded the sect on interpret.ive revelations 

gotten literally from the mouth of God which gave the 

true application of prophesy in contemporary events.9 

Thus a method of exegesis was employed from this 

leader's interpretations. The text is divided int.o mi­

nute units t.o bring coherence inxalat.ionship t.o current 

events. Logical coherence is not looked for in the text. 

it.self. Variant readings are carefully chosen to support 

the commentator's purposes. Sometimes allegory is made 

use of to relate the t.ext. t.o current. events. Finally 

Biblical prophecy of various dates is reinterpreted 

to '*fit. .. the beginning of the final events introduced by 

the Teacher of Right.eousness and his ministry. 

What conclusions can now be drawn regarding 

inerrancy? There is probably no explicit statement re­

garding inspiration as such in the Qumran Literature. 

9. F. F. Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts, 
Grand Rapids, Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1959, p. 14. 
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If a view of God's particular mode of activity in the 

recording of revelation is missing, the seet, however, 

does emphasize the tactt.of God speaking in the records 

through His prophets. How this is done and the effect 

of this God-man activity is not raised as a problem for 

the emphasis is on revelation. The fact of mystery 

might indicate a uhigh" view of God's activity but this 

is in ret:erenee to .the prophet versus his recording or 

the divine communication. 

The fact of variations in manuscripts and the in­

terpretative presuppositions brought upon the text might 

indicate a different view of inspiration -- God has substan­

tially revealed His purpose and not acted to preserve infal­

libility. But one might as well speculate a belief in in­

errant autographs was active in mind of the Qumran scholars. 

Inconclusive evidence will allow no definitive statements 

from Qumran concerning inspiration especially since the 

driving concern was contemporary application. Correctness 

at this point of fulfilled contemporary history was just 

as important as correctness in the Biblical sources. 

Philo, whose works were probably completed before 

A.D. 40, is a radical example of Hellenistic Judaism. 

In this tact, as well as in his concept of inspiration, 

he stands in contrast to the Essene group, for Philo had 

a quite clear view of inspiration. 

Philo speaks about different modes of inspiration, 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~I 

l• 

usine, the prophetic experiE:lnoe as his guide in consider­

ine, t~nis particular acti v11iy. 'l'he outstan<iins, fact in 

Philo's concept is the passivity or the prophet during 

moments of Divine inspiration. 

~'or a prophet· gives tort.n no thine at all of 
his own but actb a.a interpreter at the prompt­
ing of another in all his uttera.m.:es and as 
long as he is under inspiration he is in ig­
norance, s r·eason departiae, from 1 ts place 
and yielding up the citadel ot his soul, when 
the Divine Spirit enters into it and dwells 
in it and strikes at the mechanism of his 
voice sounding tr~ougn it to the clerf decla­
ration of that which He prophesieth. 

Thus Philo emphasizes God's unique activity on 

the prophet as he declares the tiord of God. This con­

cept is not directly related to the writing of this word 

but rather its vocal declaration. But this distinction 

is not a factor in Philo•s thinking as any problem be­

tween or~ginal communication and the writing is resolved 

in his view of the Septuasint text. 

The traditional statements of the origin of the 

Septuagint (LXX) are found in the famous letter of Aria- · 

teas (Ca. 110 B. c.) which describes a revision committee 

in Alexandria. creating an authoritative Greek text for 

the library or l>tolemy Philadelphus (285-247 B.C.), Dl' 

comparing their results. l'hilo adds a flourish t.o this, 

saying that these translators were themselves inspired 

prophets who "did not produce one one (sic) rendering 

and anot.ner another, but all the same words and expres-

11. w. SandJY• Inspiration, London, Lon&man's Green and 
Co., lti94, p. 74. 
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stone as though some 1nvie1ble.prompter were atta.e ear 

of each of them. n 12 

To interpret this unique text (LXX) , Philo used 

the allegorical method as well as taking the literal 

aenae. But to him the literal was often nothing more 

than a condescension to man. The significant veiled 

secrets of the texts became clear in the underlying 

allet,orical sens.e, claPified in principles and patterns 

of the philosophic think1D8 current in nis day. 

Thus Philo's thought in relation to 'inerrancy' 

eeems clear. The passivity of the prophets, the necea­

si t.y for a prophetic consistency in translation which 

was interpreted allegorically would point clearly in 

one direction -- namely, that in Philo is found one of 

the earliest and clearest expressions of the basic form 

of 'inerrancy.' 

Josephus 

'.Vri tins in the last part of the first century, 

Josephus is very relevant for the a~tempt to focus on 

the Jewish rel1e;ious l.deas concernill8 the Scripture in 

the time of the New Testament events. 

In the specific manner of inspiration, Josephu& 

closely approaches Philo in the emphasis on the passivity 

of the prophet. In describing Salaam's encounter with 

12. Ibid., p. 87. 
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, J"oaephu;; puts these '>'fOI'da in 3a.laam • s mouth: 

''Th.lnkest tho·lJ. ·that it is in our power to speak or be 

silent about such t.hingli when the Spi:t'i"t. of Uod takes 

poese~si.on of us? J:'or uauaes us to lltt.ar wor·ds 

such as willa and speeches without our knowledge ••• ul3 

Joaephue rather explicitly expounds the concept 

of inerra.n.cy. 1hli; H.eb:z.•ew S<.:ri,;~tures , wh1c:"l Josephus 

l1Il1ted to the books of the present :E'rotestant Old 'l'esta-

msnt. <.,ar.on, aJ:'t" hl t content.s consistent throughout 

and tha.:ce is nothing at varianctl w1 thin or notl11ng con­

tradictory •14 Thus the underlying principle of 'inerrancy,' 

complete truthfulness 111 S\.:rip~:.ure statements, is affirmed 

by Josephus as well as llis earlier contemporary Philo. 

summary 

The immediate historical context of the New 'l·est­

ament was reflected in the Qumran Sect, Philo and Jose­

phus. In regard to the light this context throws on 

'inerrancy' in its germinal form, it may be summarized 

as follows: (1) Inspiration as a doc~rine concerning 

the recording of revelation was nC't an explicit concern 

in t.his period. .Philo would perhaps give an implied in­

dication of tb.e manner in whi.ch the record was made 

tarougl1 his emphasis on d1 vine action in t.c·anala.tion. 

(2) However, s.enerally spe&kint;., the emphasis in God's 

13 • I bid. , p. 77. 

14. Ibid., p. 89. 
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communication to man is in terms of the initial pro­

phetic experience of revelation, which is defined sub­

stantially as God literally speaking to a passive re­

ceptor --the prophet. {3) Inerrancy, as a view of 

the Scripture being completely consistent and contain· 

ing no discrepancie~is stated by Philo and particularly 

by Josephus so thus the holders of this view can rightly 

claim its antiquity in germinal form to the contemporary 

environment of the New Testament writers. 
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THE POST APOSTOLIC FA'fHE.RS 

The Old and New Canon 

A selection of early fathers indicative of early 

trends concerning inspiration will now be reviewed. But 

first a summary will be given concerning the limits in­

volved in the inspired canons as they were understood 

by the post-apostolic church. First, the Old Testament 

canon will be considered. (1) By the end of the first 

century ouite a definite idea concerning the limits of 

the canon was held by the Jews. ~he limits Josephus 

put on the canon, Philo•s seeming separation of canonical 

and outside books, a.s well as the controversial ra.bbin-

ical meeting at Jamnia all indicate this was the case. 15 

(2} The Septuagint version, the Bible of the early church, 

had the apocryphal writings interspersed between the can­

onical wr1tings~which indicates the high value placed 

upon them by Christians as well as Jews. (3) Perhaps 

because of this tact distinctions between non-canonical 

books and canonical were early erased and the early 

~hristian fathers in both branches of the church dispu­

ted about the limits of the canon. For example, Irenaeus 

15. Bruce M. Metzger, An Introduction to the 
New York, OXford University Press, 1957, 
C. C. Torrey, The Apocryphal Literature, 
Yale Uni~ersity Press, 1945, pp. 16-17; 
cit., pp. 95-96. 

Apocrypha, 
p. 175; 
New Haven, 
Sanday, op. 
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Tertull1an and ~lament of Alexandria and Augustine 

viewed the Apocrypha as authoritative while Origen and 

Jerome rejected it. 16 Thus one cannot posit agreement 

as to which books the fathers held as autnor1tat1ve 

inspired Scripture. But. of course, general agreement 

on the Jewish canon was implied, the problem being the 

s.pocryphal books. 

The literary tradition growinB up from the event 

of Clu'ist posed a similar problem in the l~ew '.l'estament 

canon. (l) Again there is not a unified agreement as 

to which are the author! ta.tive books. A major1 ty of the 

27 books were seemin&)¥ consistently maintained as a.uthor-

1 tati ve but such books as Hebt•ews and ll\evelation and the 

(.teneral Epistles were accepted by certain sections of 

the church and rejected by others •17 (2) '!'his lack of 

certainty about all the books continued until the fourth 

and fifth centuries. 18 

Irenaeus 

Irenaeus, who died some time after A.D. 190, a 

leader or the church in Asia-Minor, had well developed 

16. Metzger, op. cit., pp. 178-179. 

17. Berman &idderboa, "'l'he Canon of the New. 1J.·eatament," 
.ttevelation and the Bible, Ed. "by Carl F. H. Henry 11 

Grand ~apids, Jaker noqk House, 1958, p. 197. 

18. Ibid., p. 199. 
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ideas oc:>ncerning tne per.teotion of Scripture. '.!.'heir 

source insured their per:teotionr "the Scriptures are 

perfect, inasmuch as they ~erE~ uttfn•ed (dictae) by the 

word of God and His 5p1r1 t. ttl9 

'I'he apostolic wr1 ters ... hrough whom God spoke are 

totally accurate for after the resurrection, "clothed 

with the power of the Spirit," they were urilled with 

a perfect knowledge in all thine;sn thus "they are be­

yond· a.ll f2llsehood.n 20 This is effective to the very 

choice of words used. 

Matthew might have said f •·rhe generation of 
Jesus was on this wise, but the Holy Spirit 
foreseeing the corruptions of the truth, and 
fortifyine us against their deception says, 
by fi!atthew 

1 
''rhe generation of Cr.rist was on 

this wise. 21 

Finally, because of the Scriptures' unique source 

and the total guidan:oe of the writers, perplexing factors 

may seemingly be at variance and difficult to connect but 

"all e.eripture, as 1t has been given to us by God, will 

be found to be harmon1oua."22 

Thus the Scriptures are looked upon by lrena.Etus 

as verbally given by ~d pe~feotly through His 8pir1t 

19. Brooke Foss Westoot.t, Introduction to the Study of 
the Gospels, New York, Macmillan, 1896, p. 414. 

20 •. Ibid. • p. 414. 

21 •.. Ibid., p. 414. 

22. Ibid., p. 415. 
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to the Apostles. Inerrancy was thus fundamental to his 

thinking. 

Origen 

Origen, one of the leading theologians of the 

early church in Alexandria, ·~the years A.D. 182 -

251. His doctrine of Scripture encompasses the whole 

of it in its minute details as inspired of God. So 

uthe records of the Gospels are oracles of ttle Lord, 

pure oracles as silver purified seven times in the fire." 

Thus they contain no error as t!they were accurately 

written by the cooperation of the Holy Spirit.n23 

Origen, most famous for his allegorical method 

of interpretatio~ tells us Scriptures have three depths 

of meaning, historical, moral and mystical, which he 

gives in the metaphor of body, soul and spirit. The 

underlying principles of this method are significant. 

nwe cannot say of the writings of the Holy Spirit ••• 

that anytning in them is otiose or superfluous, even 

if they seem to some obscure. n24 Thus all is of equal 

v,.,lue. 

Another pragmatic consideration is formative for 

this interpretative process -- seeming discrepancies in 

23. Ibid., pp. 436-431. 

24. Ibid., p. 432. 
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the tour Gospels. 

11' one were to set t.hem all forth, then would 
he turn dizzy, and either desist from trying 
to establish all the Gospels in very truth, 
and attach himself to one, ••• or admitting 
the tour, 61'&nt that their tr~tth does not 
lie in their corporeal forms. 5 

Thus Origen defends the principle of complete inerrancy 

in terms of accuracy in recording, a consistent level 

ot value throughout. and a principle of interpretation 

wh1ch removes any seeming discrepancies. 

Athenasoras 

this writer 18 an early Second Century apologist 

who shares an apologetic resemblance with J'ustin and who, 

perhaps, has a tendency toward Montanism. His view of 

inspiration is one wh.ich emphasizes t.he passivity of the 

prophet. 'l'he propbets ••while entranced and deprived of 

their natural powers of .reason ••• by t.he influence of the 

divine Spirit, •·t uttered that which was wrougnt in 

them ••• , the Spirit using them as its instruments as a 

flute player might blow a flute.u 26 

Not all of the early fathers would go as far as 

Athenagoras, but b.e represents a familiar image used 

by others to express the idea of passivity during in­

spiration. 

25. Ibid., p. 43'7. 

26. Ibid., pp. 410-411. 
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Aygustine 

Tbe influence of Augustine (354-430) to this day 

is difficult to underestimate. l'he Bishop of Hippo, 

comine> near the end of what ia usually thought of as 

the Post-Apostolic perio~perhaps summarizes some of 

the trends in the period concerning the view of the 

nature of Scriptures. 

The entire truthfulness of the Scriptures is. Au­

gustine's basic premise. Speaking to Honoratus, a man 

influenced by the Manicheee who rejected parts of Scrip­

ture, he said, "Believe me, whatever there 1s 1n these 

Scr1ptures,-1t 1s lofty and divine; there is 1n them 

altogether truth." 27 And 1n a letter to Jerome he says, 

"I believe most .firmly that no one of those writers (of 
28 canonical Scriptures) has erred in any respect in writing." 

Having been taught b1 Amorose the allegorical 

method based on the text, ''lhe letter k1lleth but the 

spirit giveth life,' Augustine found uu-~_ny problems solved. 

By this time I could find an explanation for the 
contradictions that used to repel me, an explana­
tion in the depths of its mysteries, having heard 
many of them reasonably explained; and the author­
ity of ~yipture appeared to me all the more au­
gust ••• 

27. St. Augustine: non the -Profit of del1eving,n Nicene 
and Post-Nicene l<"'athers, Vol. III, Grand Rapids, 
Wm. ,B. Eerdmane, 1956, p. 353. 

28. Cited by David 'rl. Kerr, ••Augustine of Hippo," In­
spiration and Interpretation, John Jl. ~val voord, ed. , 
Grand ii(apids, Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1557, p. 73. 

29. St. Augustine, Confessions, Book VI, Cop. V, cited 
by Alan Aiohardson, Christian Apologetics, New Iork, 
Harper and arothers, 1947, p. 183. 
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~hua August.ine would posit Sc.r·lpturea as en­

t.it-ely perfect~ tr1ere(o.+:'e witilout contradictions. 

T.tlua t.h.e i'athers nave i.l.J.ustra.ted in their 

writings tinerl~ancy' not. as a doct.rine, i.e,. a carefully 

summarized statement of basic thoubhts concerning ticrip­

tural perfection, hut. as a ro~dational presupposition. 

Their presuppositions seem to indicate the perfection 

of Scriptures is thought of asl) verbal perfection 

arising fx'om the overwhelming control of the 5pir1 t; 

2) plenary accuracy in the totality of the writings 

which are 1n all parts equally valuable and harmonious, 

free from seeming contradictions which are resolved by 

the deeper allegorical meaning. 

'l'l:i:E REJl01\MA1'ION F~lUOD 

Luthel .. 

Both Luther• and <.;alvin maintain st:t~one,ly t.hat 

objective truthfulness and subjective,Holy-.l:Jpirit in­

spired faith are necessary factors in coming to an un­

derstanding o:f the Scriptures. In 1nvestit:Satint;; their 

particular views of 1naph"'at1on this fact must remain 

in the foree;round as the basic presupposition. Luther 

illustrates this by stating: "The cont.ent of Scripture 

is true and certain per ae, but we perceive this fact 
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only inasmuch as by 1 ts objective operation we exper­

ience it subject1vely."30 

lt is an objective fact that the Bible is the 

Word or God. .By tnie Lutner means that the words of 

Scripture are God's words. Min Scripture you are 

reac!linb not. t.he word of man, but the word of the most 

exalted God .. n 31 

This fact, is illustrated by raul, for wuat.t:Jver 

Paul says is at the same time spoken by the Holy Spirit 

and therefore whoever raises a contention to the Apostle's 

st.atements speaks ae,ainat the Holy Sp1r1t .. 32 J.ne pr•ophete 

and apostles are Infalli'bilea Doctores who are at the 

same time men, capable of sin and error, but with1n:::tbe 

Holy Spirit works ard cox·recte them to produce tz:•ue author­

ity from God.33 

This assurance of freedom from error e.>rtende to 

the .. whole of Scripture. Lut.ner states categorically: 

n'Ihe Scriptures have never erred.,. ''It 1s impossible 

tbat Scripture should contradict itself; it appears so 

only to t.he senseless and obstinate hypocrites. n34 

}2. 
33. 
}4. 

Cited 'oy I .. 'theodore Mueller, .. Luther and t.he Bible, •• 
alvoord, ed., op. cit., p. 108. 

Cited by ~ueller, op. cit., p. 97, c.f. J.K . • rteid, 
'lhe Aut.il.ttl!1 ty of Scripture: Reformation a...'"ld st fte­
formation Understanding of th.e .Sible 1 London, biietnuen 
and Co., 1957, pp. 61·62. 
Reid, op. cit., pp. 61-62. 
I bid • , p. 62 • 
Cited by Mueller, op. cit., p. 99. 
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ooienoe as well as history recorded in the Bible is 

free from error. Thus speakin0 of the creation narra­

tive, Luther says: 

If you cannot understand how it could have 
been done in s.ix days , then accord the Holy 
Ghost the honor that He is more learned than 
you are. When you read the words of Holy 
Scripture, you

3
must realize that God is 

speaking them. 5 

Historical chronological data are evaluated from 

the point of view that the Biole is absolutely correct. 

I make use of the secular writers in such a 
way that I am not compelled to contradict 
Scripture. for I believe that in the Scrip­
tures the God. of truth speaks, but in histories 
good people display, according to their ability, 
their diligence and fidelity (but only as men), 
or .at least that their (tne Scriptures) copyists 
have perhaps erred.30 

Uther comments of Luther cuoted to substantiate 

the view that ne had really a .much .freer interpretation 

of Scripture probably can oe explained by t.he .fact that 

Luther distinguishes between the various Biblical books 

as to their relative value in declaring the essential 

message of Christ and salvation by faith.37 :l'hus in 

his commentary to the .Romans these dogmatic wo.rd.s are rea<J: 

Tais then is the proofstone to apply to all books, 
that one looks to see if they treat of Ghrist ••• 
or not, .for all Scriptures declare ~hrist, and 
St. Paul will know nothins but Christ. What does 
not teach Christ is not apostolic, even if St. 

35. Ibid., P• 99. 

36. Ioid., p. 99. 

37. Ibid., p. 100. 
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Peter and St. Paul teach it. Again what 
preaches Christ is apostolic, even if it 
is Judas Qr Annas or Pilate or Herod that 
does it.3t) 

Most probably Luther's comments on James concern­

ing its straw-like character can best be explained from 

the persPective of a judgment of its relative value and 

not its inerrancy.39 But Luther, not known for slavish 

consistency, did remark concerning problems brought to 

light by Erasmus: "If there occurs a contradiction in 

Holy Scriptures which cannot be composed one must let it 

go" -- so long as it does not affect "the articles of the 

Christian fai_th. n40 This statement, however, does most 

probably not reflect Luther's general thought on inerrancy. 

Thus Luther held to an inerrancy which was 1) ver­

bal in that the words of Scripture are God's Words but 

still of relative value in the light of Scripture's main 

theme Christ; 2) plenary as to its extent -- doctrinal, 

historical and scientific accuracy is defended; 3) one that 

relegated errors in Scripture to those who have copied it. 

_Q_alv1n 

In contrast to Luther, Calvin's position is clear 

a.nd systematically given. Calvin considers 1be Bible as 

38. Oited by Reid, op. cit., p. 70; also Mueller, op. cit., 
pp. 101-102. 

39. John Dillenberger, Claude Welsh, Protestant Christianity, 
New rork, Charles Scribner's Sons, 1954, pp. 46-47. ef. 
for another view, i.e., the interpretations of James 
were straw, Mueller, op. cit., p. 101. 

40. Cited by Reid, op. cit., p. 67. 
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the record of God's revel.at1on through which God has 

spoken to men by accurately dictating by the Spirit His 

thoughts and will. It is the assurance of t.he Holy Spirit 

which brings these facta to tne believer wno h!u; responded 

ln faith to God's elective call. 

lhe Scriptures, to be believed "to have come from 

Heaven, as directly as if God had been heard e;ivlng ut­

terance to them, n4l were transmit ted througr1 men. E'or 

the prophets "obediently followed the ;:>pirit a.s their 

e,uide," but were "not bereaved of mind (as tne Gentiles 

imaeined their prophets to have been). u But tnia rela.-

tionsuip and interaction oetween <.lod and man produced 

effectively an accurate divine communication. for pro­

phets and apostles '*dared not announce anytt1ing of their 

own, and obediently fol.lowed the Spirit as their guide, 

who ruled in their mouths as in His own sanctuary. 42 

God's ~vord then 1s effectively communicated with­

out variation by God's Spirit. 'lhe human element is 

operative but the result is certain, foi' the words are 
i 

ndictated by the Holy Spirit (a spir1tu sancto d1ctatum.)''43 

Calvin's emphasis on tbe divine control of written 

Scriptures is expressed 1n a.."lother favorite term -- aman­

uenses. ·J.ne author1 ty of t.he apostles oy w.nich tneir 

41. Joh..>'l Calvin, Institutes of the C.nristia.n t~.eligion, 
trans. by denry Beveride,e, Vol. I, \..!rand t~.apids, 
Wm. B. h.erdmans, 1957, p. 68. 

42. 01 ted by l:teid • op. o1 t. , pp. 36-37. 
43. Ibid. 11 p. 34. 
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writings are to be "regarded as oracles of God" is 

found in the difference between them and their sue-

cessors,, for 11 they ~vera sure and autaent1c P.J:.llanuensee 

of t.ne tioly opirit. 11 while t..ne1I' successors t•are to 

teach from the Scriptures they have written.u44 

For Calvin, the confirmation ot tnis complete 

work of the Spirit in the writers, comes throu~h the 

witness of the Holy Spirit. Ultimately it is this 

subjective work of uod on the inner man wr1ich validates 

Lhe object.ive recoz'd. l'he result of tr1is point of view 

is that Scripture, through the work of the ~pirit, is 

self-a.uthenticating. 

Those who are in~ardly taught by the Holy Spirit 
acouiesce implicitly in Scripture; tbat Scripture, 
carrying 1 ts o·.v-n evidence along with it, deigns 
not to submit to proofs and ar~uments, but owes 
the full copv1ction with which we ouont to receive 
it' to the testimony of the Bpirit. ~nli~htened 
by Him, we no lone,er oelieve, either on our own 
judsment or that of others, that the Scriptures 
are from Clod; but, in a way superior to t1uman 
ju~gment, feel perfectly assured -- as mucn so 
as it we beheld the Divine imabe visibly impressed 
on 1t -- t~at 1t came to us, by the instrumental­
ity of men, from the very mouth of uod.45 

irom Calvin's point of view inerrancy would play 

an important part. in a concept of inspiration. First 

Calvin considers God's mode of communication to be through 

d1otat1on. thus assuring accuracy. Secondly, this whole 

44. Ibid., p. 35. 

45. Calvin, op. cit., p. 72. 
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view of 1nsp1Pat~on is assured to the believer by the 

Spiri t
1 

who g,ua.rantees the acu."'ipt.ures to be the very 

\'iord of God. 

The two great reformers l'1ave added tru~ir, partic­

ular thoughts on Scripture which help build and clarify 

a concept of inerrancy. God inspires the writers by 

His Spirit in the sense of dictation in which the human 

reason is active but the effect of total accuracy is as­

sured. This effect of accuracy ie verbal in that the 

words of Scripture are God' e words a.nd this effect ex-

tends to scientific, historical statements as well as 

doctrinal. Contradictions in Scripture are relee,ated 

to copyists wr1o may err. 

Introduction 

As we move from the fresh imps;.ct of the forma­

tion, the disciples of the leading reformers began to 

synthesize s.nd theologize the fresh recovery of the 

.1\eformation period. A strong emphasis on doctrine \vas 

the lea.ding 'forte' of the orthodox tru~oloLians. That 

the doctrine of inspiration wm1ld be carefully expounded 

was inevitable. Some of the leadint:, 'sie,nposts' set by 

the .Reformation J:<'Etthers were followed to the l1mi t • 

.P1ck1nb up t..he leads of reformed and Lutheran traditions 
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by choosing lead.int,; theologians as guides will indicate 

what "ort.hodox 11 theologians were thinking and writing. 

Voetiue {1588•1676), a Dutch Calvinistic theolo-

gian, presents clearly his view. 

It is to be held that t.he Holy Spirit in an 
immediate and extraordinary mod~ dictated all 
tnint)S 'l'lhich were to be W'ri t ten S...'"ld were writ­
l .. en, both the matters and the words, as wall 
those wnich the writers were before ignorant 
of or not able to recall, as tnose which they 
knew very well both historical or particular, 
a.?ld the dogn}a.tic universal, theoretical, and 
practical. 46 

This is cles.I·ly a development of l,;al vin' s think­

ing tor it essentially eliminates tne eo~it1ve faculty 

of man as any factor of importance. One may~however~ 

argue this is the only direction one ma.y take wi tn Cal­

vin 1 s pr·esuppos1 tions and that Cal v.in only did not ex­

t.end tl1em fat• enough. 

l'he moat radical "pressing of a point.'* was the 

Helvetia Consensus Formula. J::esentially the poa1tion of 

tr.~.e Dutch oburc!.unan Buxt.orf: , this oonfessior .. was prob-

ably t.he moat exr.rewe of the riod. 

'.i'he Heorew ve.r·sion of the Old Testament, wbioh 
we have received and hold today, as handed clown 
by tb.e Jewish 1.-hurcb. to w:.lom t.t.e oracles of &od 
were fo.r•merly committed, 1s inspired both as re­
spects conson.s.nts end ae: rec.e,rda vowels (either 
the points tnemsel vee, or at least the fo.rce of 
tne point~a) e.nd. both as respects ;natters s.nd as 
respects words.47 · 

46. \...lted by Henry <.;. Sheldon, H1stor:/ of i..hrist.ian Doc­
trine, Vol. II, New Iork, Eaton & 1Vla1ne, 1885, p. 79. 

47. Ibid._ p. 79. 
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!Jes1de the extrema 11 teral preosi!l[J; of tb.e demand 

for an inspired text, this cH,nfeas1on sho1r1e t1:1a.t 1nsp1ra-

t1on had become, at least in tne minds of many theologians., 

a way ot expressing the principle of inerrancy. Inspira­

tion and 1nerranc;:y had become one and the same. 

On the Luttl.ere.n side of this development of rigid 

and overstated views there are equally talented theolo­

gians. Quenetedt (1617-1685}, professor at V'J1t tenburg, 

considers the overwhelming activity of God's ~pirit as 

completely normat1 ve. '* ••• the very words and each and 

every expression used by the sacred wr1ters ••• tne Holy 

~p1r1 t 1nd1 v1dua11.7" supplied~ ··:tnsp1red and dictated." 

'*:Prophets and apostles contributed notning of their own 

except tongue and pen.u-46 Thus the numan element was 

overwhelmed and eliminated. 

1here also was therefore no error of any conceiv-

able kind 1n the Scriptures • 

••• No mendacity, no fslsity, no sl1e.,htest error, 
whether in matters or words, but every single 
thing what soever that is tr"ansmi t ted 1n 1 t , ·~nether 
it be dogmatic, or moral, of h1stor.t, chronology, 
typoe;;r•aphy or names is moat true; nor can or ou&ht 
there to be attributed to Scripture as transmitted 
1n the eacr'ed letters any 1t:;no.ranoe or forgetful­
ness. or l~ck of ~oowledge, or lapse of memory by 
the Holy opir1t. ~ 

!n order to defend nin views in the fsce of seem-

ing conflicts in manuscripts, Quenatedt was ready, with 

46 • I bid • , p. 77 • 

49. Gited by Keid. op. cit., p. b6. 
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all this stor$ of aupar·f'luous 1nsp1ra tion, t.o pass a 

bit ot it along to the ,3xts.r.~.t uuinue<..:ripts to 01 ve them 

some lite. 

'tie can be certain that the saared codices which 
we now have 1n our hands are th.ose which existed 
at t.na time o't Jerome and .Aue:,'U.stine, nay "Oat the 
time of ~briat, Hi.mselt a:nd .His Apostles.-;; 

At tnis point Gerns.rd 1nt.erjecte4 ~nd maintained tnat 

only the original Hebrew and Greek manuscripts were au­

thentic. 

It ~1ould not be fair to suggest that eve1•y 'l..heo-

loe,ian. of tile paroiod !leld these views. '.fhe Arminian 

Remonstrants. such aa Hugo Grotiua {1583-1645) • the 

scholar JJ;p1soopius (1583-1643) and Philipian Timboron 

(1633-1712), aa a persecuted minority, taught .. less strict 

views. 5l But t.b.e ''orth.odox" tl1eolog1ans and t~1.eir views 

on lnsi::ira~ion 1:1eld the day. lhe mode of inspiration was 

cono.ei ved of a1~ dicta1..1on in which the human reason was 

an 1ns1en1ficant pG.J."'\:. of' t.he pcocess, i.;..clUS assuring ln .. 

er-ra11cy as a:.1 effect. 'l'his was a veroal accuracy nhlch 

This hie,h .dec,res of accur·ac.t, if not present in the extemt 

50. Ib1d., p. 89. 

51. Sheldon, op. c1 t., pp. (9-80. 
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t5X'apb.s. Inerrancy became so important 1 t seemingly oe­

came a prerequisite of inspiration and a syno~m of in­

spiration.52 

In tb.is Post-Reformation period, the principle 

of inerrancy flowered. Friend and foe alike,however, 
j } 

consider the bloom more 'weed,' 

MODEl'\N I>Et'i.I OD 

L. Gaussen 

The historical survey attempted so far nas pro­

duced evidence that 'inerrancy' as a dootrtna was present 

at least 1n serminal form from a very early date; it was 

developed and enlarbed as Lime went on until it became a 

formidable part of a concept of inspiration. ·1r1e 'driters 

chosen for this period express adequate atat.ementa of this 

doctrine in a sit,nificant form so that theil' wr1t1nea are 

startinb poin~a in discussions on insp1raL1on. 

Inerrancy 1s thoubht of as a derivative and essen­

tial part of God' a inspiring act1 v1 ty during t!1e recor·d­

ing of revelation. Gauasen's definition of Divine inspira­

tion shows this clearly: 

52. 

.•••• ". ~llat inexplicaole power wnicll the Divine 
"<:lp1~1:t put forth of old on the authors of 

Geoffrey ·Vi. Bromiley, .. The Whurch Doc Lr1ne of Inspira­
tion," 1\evelation and tne ilible, op. cit., pp. 213-214, 
for this criticism aa well as other general criticism 
of this period. 
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Holy Scripture, in order to their guidance (sic] 
even in the employment of the words they used, 
and to preserve ~htm alike from all error and 
from all omission.~' 

Thus inspiration has a positive effect -- the 

words of ma~ become the Word of (.1od,54 and the book is 

relieved of any error of omission or commission. 

As Gaussen elaborates his view of inspiration, 

certain elements pertaining to inerrancy are clarified. 

He makes clear inerrancy is a necessarz product of inspira­

tion. 'l'he sacred books ucontain no error; they are written 

tnrougnout oy inspirat.ion of God. n55 Tnis l'6SUlt is as­

sured by t.he author• s view as to t!le mode of inspirat.ion. 

Inspiration is tuout,!:lt ot not as an internal experience 

of insie,ht by the writer out. inspiration is Hi!! £hat. Wlbich 

!.!. wra. tten. uSo ( It.alice author's) • For t.he cii ble is not 

0 a. book 'ifhich God employed men, whom he had previously 

enliehtened, to write under his auspices. No -- it is a 

book wnicn He dictated to them. 11 ':/l '.i'hus there is perfect 

guida.nce in the wri t1~ of t.he book extending to "bo.th 

the things t.h.e which the writer knew already and those 

of which he knew nothing. ''58 

53. L. ~.;ra.ussen, Theopneustia, '.the Plenary Inspiration of 
the Holy Scriptures, trans. David D. Scott, ~hicago 
Moody Press, 1949, p. 34. 

54. Ibid., p. 53 
55. Ibid., P. 34 
56. Ibid., p. 48. 
57. Ibid. , p. 49. 
58. Ibid. • p. 48. 
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This degree of inerrancy is assigned to the orig­

inal autographs which, out of the necessity of receiving 

a divine communicatio~ must be kept from error as this 

kind of !tnowledse ceinc;; received by the writer could 

never oe recovered if loat by a blunde.c·.59 

The scope of inerrancy found in the autoeraphs is 

co.mplete and necessarily so tor nwere it true that tnere 

were, as they tell us, erroneous facts and cont.l"ad.ictory 

narrative$ in the Holy Scriptures, one must renounce any 

attempt to maintain their plenary insp1ration." 60 There­

fore,Ga.ussen bOes on to investigate objections and con­

cludes· that seem11lf)ly insisnificant details such as per­

sonal remarks in Paul's letters are completely inspired 

and therefore valuable, there is no err·or in reasoning 

or doctrine, no inne~ contr&dic~ion in historical facts, 

or outward contradic'tion 'to natural soience. 01 Inspira­

tion is complete. 

Complete inerrancy is epistemoloe,ically necessary 

for ~aussen. i'or "if left to thinK. ••• tnat God has not 

entirely dictated 1t, and tna.t human inf1r·mity may nave 

had ita share in it, where shall I stop 1n assuming that 

there may oe errors? I k.now not.n62 

59. Ibid., p. 158. 
60. Ibid., p. 207. 

61 
~· I Did. t pp. 197-270. 

62. Ibid., p. 160. 
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Thus iaerrancy is the inevitable effect of God's 

inspiring work en the entire original writing of Scripture 

in order to give certainty for saving faith. 

J?en38Jiin B. Warfie.ld 

Warfield, am. apologetic .. giant" of the turn of the 

Twentieth Century, contributes a formidable argument for 

the defense of his position. That Warfield holds that 

'inerrancy' is a necessary result of inspiration is clear 

from his definition of inspiration. 

Inspiration is that extraordinary, supernatural 
influence (or, passively, the result of it), 
exerted by the Holy Ghost on the writers of our 
Sacred Books, by which their words were rendered 
also the wo~~s of God, and, therefore, perfectly 
infallible.O} 

This association and cooperatioa of the human and 

Divine by which man's language participates in and becomes 

divine is the Spiri~'s supe~intendence over verbal choices 

and superintendence over the entire product to preserve it 

from &n7 inconsistencies. Beaeause entire truthfulness is 

necessary for Divine authorship, as God is perfect and en­

tirely true, inerrancyis seeured. 64 

The extent of inerr~ncy is quite complete. Doc­

trinal, scientific, logical contradictions in historical 

or geographical facts ar-e non-existent. And this is the 

63. BenjEIJilin Breekinridge Warfield, 'l'he Inspiration and 
Authority of the Bible, Ed. Samuel G. Craig, Phila­
delphia, :l:he Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing 
Company, 1948, p. 420 • 

64. Ibid., p. 173. 
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case even when the pnenomena of Scriptures are investi­

gated by cri tiee.l reeeal"eh. 

All the fierce light ot criticiana ••• has not 
yet been a,ble to sett,le one indubitable error 
ou the Mew Testament writ.ers ••• No p.aenomena 
can be pled against verbal inspiration except 
errors. -- no error can be proved to exist 
within tbe.sacrg~ pages; that is the argument 
in a nut shell. · 

'l'h.e foundation for this doctrine of inerrancy is 

vast, interrelated and firm. For although ~arfield ad-

mits that. plenary inspiration or any doctrine of 1nspira.­

't1on is not. the basis fox· faith in the truth of (.;hristianit.y 

(as this 1s a historical question based on the previous fact 

of revelation)?6 1nsptration and its correlate inerrancy are 
J 

crucial nevertheless. 

first. it is bas~d on authoritative teaching. c,~we 

adopt it specif'ica.lly 'because it is ta.ug.."lt us as truth by 

Christ and His apostles" not on ~ nr1or1 or sentimental 

grounda.67 Secondly, one needs inerrancy to have desired 

effect, namely1 a. oommunio&tion from God. u.a.evelation 1e 

but half revelation unless it be infallibly communicated; 

it ia but half Qommunioated. unless it be infallib,~y re­

corded.u68 Thirdly, inspiration which result.a 1n inerrancy 

65. Ibid .. , p. 440. 

66. r·o1.d. , p. 121. 
" 

67. Ibid. , p. 218. 

68. !bid., p. 442. 
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produces a practica,l authority for tne fai t.t1ful, for: 

'I'll'S autb.or1 ty wnich cannot assure of a hard 
fact is soon not trusted for a hard doctrine 
••• wnat we are to acoept as the truth of God 
is a comparatively easy quustion, if ~e can 
open our 3ibles w1 th the confident be11et that 
what we read there 1s commended to us~by a 
fully cradiole "·.rnus saith the Lord. ••o9 

This practical authority is important also since even 
' though Christianity can be vindicated hiatOI'ioally, 

tbe average man is not and cannot be a historical scholar. 

Also, since historic vindication results in only substan­

tial but adequate verification, the detailed promises 

given mi&ht be lost to the Ghristian.?O 

i'ourthly and finally, inerrancy l'la.s been consis­

tently held tnrough history because of "an instinctive 

fee11ns; 1n the chu.rot .. that the trustworthiness of the 

Bcrlptures lies at the foundation of trust in tne (;hristis.n 

system of doctrine. tt7l ·rne Uaurch, thus t haa sensed "her 

need of an absolutely infallible rliblen72 down t.l:lrough 

history to provide a foundation for faith. 

'l'hus, based on solid autnori ty, theoretical, pras­

matio andpsychological factors support this doctrine or 
inerrancy which holds thatUle effect of Divine superin-

tendence i!l the proceGe of 1nspira1Jion produces a record 

69. Ioid. , p. 182. 

'70. 1D1d., pp. 121-122. 

71. I ;)id. , pp. 120-121. 

72. Ibid. , p. 125. 
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completely free from e~rors thus perfectly filling the 

need.s of Christians. 

contemporarx Trends 

Gaussen and warfield are two leaders upon whom 

contemporary exponents of .inerrancy lean heavily. How­

ever, certain contemporary trends may be summarized con­

cerning this doctrine. 1) Inerrancy is relative to the 

purpose of the writers.. Such distinctions as cultural 

and transcultural, form and content, are made to relieve 

Scripture of ca.rryint5 the burden of precise scientific 

accuracy in reearos t.o the structure of nature. 'l3 

2) History is a current problem for exponents of tt'lie 

doctrine. Packer insists there is as much need "to in-

sist on the truth of Biblical testimony on matters of 

historical fact as on matters of theolo~t.q74 Carnell 

deals wi tb. internal historical discrEJJ)ancies by tracing 

them to the sources the Biblical writers used. The 

writers of Scripture infallibly record what t.hey have 

before them. 75 \t'l:l.is const.i tutes a def1n1 te movement 

from Warfield's pos1t.ion.76 

73. e .t. Edward ~otm Carnell, lhe Case for Ol~tnodox 
'i'neoloe;y, Pll1ladelph1a, westminster l"ress, 1959 • 
pp. 92-97; J. I. Packer, E'unda.mentalism and the 'i-'ord 
ot ~od, Grand ~pida, wm. 3. Rerdwans, l95ti, p. 96; 
Bernard £u:w.un, 'l'he Cnristian View of Science and Scrip­
t I.U'e , Grand ,Jlapid. s , Wm • o. EerdiB&lB , 1956 , pp. 66-80. 

74. Packer, op. cit., p. 100. 
75. Carnell, op. cit., p. 111. 
76. Ibid., p. 108 .. 
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F'rom the important advocates of inerrancy some 

fund.amente.l charaeter1et1<H!I of tb.e . .doctrine may be de­

rived. l) Inerrancy is a necessary affect of &od'e a.a­

t.ion 1n produc1ns the record of revelation. 2) Inerrancy 

te limited to the originals of the Scriptural books. 

3) Inerrancy is plenary as to ite ecope and includes 

a.ccuracy in all of Scripture' e statements, historical as 

well a.e theolog.ica.l (modified allc;htly by C#;lrnell). 

4) Inerrancy le necessary for autnoritative certainty 

in faith. 

Inerrancy as an attempt to protect, the u.tter 

trutr1fulneas of God and to know Him has arleen histor­

ically from interpretations of the prophets' experience 

in whlcn God's activity with man was put forth 1n a 

bold '*thus says the Lord. u Wi tn God there is no error, 

thus God's insp1rin& activity must overcome man's 

finiteness and tendency to err. 'lhe testimony of Christ 

and the apostles to the Old Testament's authority add to 

the picture of' freedom !'rom error 1n all of.' Scripture .. 

Thus inerrancy has come to maturity in its progress 

throu6h nistory and may he now defined 1n the following 

manner: inerrancy, found 1n Hew Testame~t teaching, ie 

the unique effect of the 8p1r1tte unparalleled activity 

on or with. the H1blical recorders writing of revelation, 

in order to produce a record of revelation wllich was 
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i bly accurate and correct in theo.logical as we 

as historical , men an 

true,author1tat1ve communication 

a 1ef living. 
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THE NEW 'nJSTAMENT VIEW OF INSPIRATION CHAPTER II 

Introduction 

The purp9se of this chapter will be to attempt 

an interpretative ~naly4is of the New Tes:t,ament data 

for an-.lmderst-and,ing of its .. view of inspiration -- that 

is, the implications of God .. ' s activity in the· recorded 

page. 'l'his--wil:l be done wei th a specific reference to 

inerrancy as a. ginn possible implication of t.he data.. 

In undertaking such a study there are serious 

limitations. The .New Testament has few, if any, expli­

cit st•tements concerning the specific effects of in­

spiration. Such a view is, as many other doctrines, an 

im~lication from the data. Determining these implica­

tions is a rational process of interpretation and eval­

uation and thus subject to the inherent restrictions of 

these processes. Any view of inspiration thus cannot be 

held with absolute certainty a.s reflecting completely the 

New Testament view. However, it is aie,nificant that 

Christianity is not ultimately dependent on any view of 

inspirat.ion. -warfield reflects this: "Were there no 

such thing as inspiration, Christianity would be true, 

and all its essential doctrines would be credibly witnessed 

to us ••• "l 

The method followed is a. first hand st.udy of the 

1. B. B. Warfield, Inspirati-en and Authority, op. cit., 
p. 210. 
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New Testament data, compared with other sources, which 

deal with usage, allusions and statements concerning 

the Old Testament Scripture. The implications from 

this data are organized and related to statements pur­

ported to come from Jesus, secondly Paul, thirdly signi­

ficant passages from other New '.I'estament writers. 

Jesus' View of Inspira~~o~ 

Imnlications ~Jl~t.,~r -~J!terpretative!l!. Usa€:ie of OJq Testamen~ 

One mig~t gleam from Jesus' interpretative usage 

two essential elements, namely,the nature and value of 

the Old I'estament. l"latthew 5:17-48 gives a statement 

which indicates some of Jesus' thoughts concerning the 

Law's essential nature. 

:r"'irst, the Law and the prophets are a means of 

God's historic revelation of His will for man. This pas­

sage, found in the "Sermon on the IIIJ.ount:' indicates that 

Jesus' statements concerning kingdom members (5:3-16) 

may have raised questions concerning the authority of the 

Old Testament Scriptures in the hearers' minds. So Jesus 

quickly dispels any false notions relating to His position 

as a teacher of nnewu doctrines. (The Beatitudes are dis­

tinctly not new but a significant interpretation of Old 

Testament concepts.) tt'I'hink not that I have come to 

abolish ( ) the law and the prophets; I have 

come not to abolish them but to fulfil them.'• (Matthew 5:17 

~.S.V.) Thus the Old Testament is still valuable as a 
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source for knowing about God and His intentions for man. 

But Jesus in saying this had made an astonishing 

claim for Himself and a negative statement about the 

nature of the *'writings." Given by God this law must be 

complete, perfect and thus final from the point of 

view of the hearers. However,the word ufulfil" l 

gives a different connotation. To fulfil is to bring 

into completion a potential. In the Greek it literally 

was used of a ship's sail filled out by the wind, or, as 

in John 12:3, Mary anointing Jesus' feet created the ef-

feet of the .t1ouse being "filled" ( ) 'with the 

) 

fragrance of the ointment." (John 12:3, k. s. V.). From 

this sense of filline up an empty but potential area (such 

as a room or a sail) the word took the meaning of bring­

ing to completion sometning already begun.2 The end and 

completed potential or design is brought into final form 

and thus fulfilled. Webster's definition is accurate and 

helpful: "To carry into effect as an intention; to bring 

to pass as a design; also reflexively, to realize or mani­

fest completely."3 

To remain with the figure of the sailboat for a 

moment, 0hriat brings a new class of boat with more square 

2. Walter Bauer, A Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testa-
ment and uther Early <.;nristian Literature, " .. 
trans. by william lf. Arndt and F. Wilbur Gingrich, 
Chicago, University of L;hicago .Press, 1957, pp. 676-678. 

3. Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary, "Fulfil, .. Spring­
field, G. & c. Merriam Co., 1956, p. 335. 
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feet of sails than was found in the old. 'rhe old, 

smaller boat performs its function -- the wind pro­

peliJI{.; it -- but only according to the potential of the 

sails. 0hrist allows t,he "wind" to work more efficiently 

for His .. sail" is more adequate, and thus "perfectly" 

fulfils the purpose of "boat.ing.u 

'I'he Law then is adequate but not perfect, that is, 

it adequately performt~ its function but there are intrinsic 

limitations within its structur~ for its total potential 

has not been realized until now-- for "I have come ••• to 

fulfil... Thus now the Law finds its completion, perfection 

and finality drawn into the focus of Christ. Now men have 

to decide to, tbrow stones or worship. 

In the context Jesus, having claimed to fulfil the 

law, describes the nature of this'fulfilled law. It is 

eternal and completely perfect. "For truly, I say to you, 

till heaven and ea.r~h pass away, not an iota, not a dot 

will pass from the law untill all is accomplished." (Mat­

thew 5: 18). 'I'he interpretation of this passage is diffi­

cult.; What law is Jesus referring to in verse 18? The 

possibil11~ies seem 1} the Old Testament -- that 

is, as a whole since nlaw'' often means this in New Testa­

ment writings; 2) the moral law -- that is, the "ten 

commandments!' which reflect the eternal moral standards 

of God, in contrast to ceremonial, social or political 

commands; 3) the "fulfilled" law-- that is, Jesus' re-
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interpret.~tion of the Old :.l;estament law and prophecy. 

The writer would hold to the latter on the strength of 

the connective "for," which indicates the reason that 

Jesus has not come to abolish the law is that this Old 

Testament, as interpreted and completed by Ghrist, is 

eternal and minutely perfect. Secondly, Jesus, in verses 

21-48 reinterprets and evaluates the Lradition of the 

Scribes and Pharisees and in the process reveals limita­

tions in the Old Testament itself. 'I'hus Deut. 24:1-4 on 

divorce is abro@;ated, along with .Numbers 30:2 on oaths, 

Exodus 21:24, Lev. 24:20 and Deut. 19:21 on recompensa­

tory justice. 'l'he Old Testament statements are then not 

all entirely permanent in nature and the inner motive de­

termines that classification. 

But the Old Testament is a revelation from God in 

which the record of God's activity to reach man with re­

demptive revelation has begun to work its way out in his­

tory. It is by nature limited at least in some areas to 

the situation in which it was given but, nevertheless, 

adequately and substantially revealed God's mind and pur­

poses now perfectly caught up and revealed in a Son. 

If this indicates Jesus' view of the nature of 

the Old Testament, what is its value and how is that de­

termined? Jesus indicates that the Old Testament has in 

its contents varying degrees of value. In Matthew 22:34-40 
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Jesus is put to the test by his religious opponents as 

they ask lUm, "Teacher which is the great commandment 

in the law'?" He gives His. famous reply on love which 

is directed to God and man. then adds, "On these two 

commandments depend all the law ~nd the prophets ... The 

foundational essence of the Old testament is included 

in this statement and all other statements are to be 

viewed in its light. Wenham reflects this position by 

stating that 11 the summary itself "brings home forcibly 

the fact that within the Old 'festament all its elements 

are not equally fundamental."4 

In a number of instances Jesus indicates the area 

of life which gives the writings their significance. His 

teaching concerning the sabbath in Matthew 12:1-8 is il­

lustrative of the fact that the most significant thing 

in the law is not literal rule-keeping of the written 

ordinance and traditionally interpreted applications of 

the law. '11he attitudes and motivations of men are the 

significant ends of the law. If man's attitudes, concerns, 

motivating interests have not been altered, rule-keeping 

is useless. for this is what the law was intended to teach. 

Thus David did a legally wrong act in the light of cere­

monial law when he ate the bread of the Presence, but was 
( 

guiltless because of the motive involved. 'l'he Old Testament 

4. J. w. Wenham, 0ur Lord's View of the Old Testament, 
London, 'l'he Tyndale Press, 1953, p. 18. 
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then is attempting to teach men these proper attitudes 

toward God and men and from this gets its true value. 

The Beatitudes seem to be almost entirely Old 

Testament teaching in which true motives and attitudes 

given by the writings have been summarized. A classic 

example is, "Blessed are the pure in heart, for they 

shall see God." (Matt.5:8)(1t.S.V.). The 24th Psalm in 

its entirety is most beautifully summarized in those 

words ""'!- u ••• who shall stand in his holy place.? He 

wno nas clean hands and a pure heart ••• He will receive 

blessing from the Lord ••• " Psalm 24:3-5 :i..B. J. 

'I' he temptation narrative illustrates the inner 

significance of the writings. Jesus uses scripture 

wnich shows He looked to it to give Him correct and 

accurat.e descriptions of essentials, what life means 

obedience to God, what life's purpose is -- worshipping 

and serving God alone. Thus the inner significance in 

the spiritual relationship of men to God is the true 

value of the Old Testament. 

Jesue viewed the scripture not only as the source 

of truth concerning inner moral living, but the source 

of theological or doctrinal authority. John 10:31-39 

finds Jesus in a debate with the Jews over His claims. 

He,being a mere man, has claimed divinity! .Lo answer 

their intellectual objections, thus openin~ the way for 

belief, Jesus appeals to their theological authority. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

,,,;1 
~~·' li~~'~: 

He refers them to Psalm 82,which teaches that men 

wnose actions reveal an o~tgoing concern for others 

are "gods, sons of the Most High11 sharing the privilege 

of a unique relationsnip with God while at the same time 

as mortals, subject to death. 

On this basis Jesus' argument runs as follows: 

l) If the term ugods" is applied to mortal receptors 

of God's message; 2) If the source of this message 

claims divinity; 3) then don't stumble over words 

, since the lesser man and greater man are identified 

similarly, but look at evidence of my works and believe 

in me. Thus Jesus has proved that evidence for *'blasphemy" 

is not simply terminology but has to do with the person. 

'I'heolof3:,ical problems of doctrine -- the Son of God con­

cept and nature of blasphemy -- nave been given more 

light from the exegesis and interpretation of a Psalm. 

A crucial area this study is found in the 

words the "scripture cannot be broken.u (John 10:35). 

In what sense are these words to be taken? 11 Broken•• is 

a translation which has various shades of meaning. 

Bauer suggests the following: 'loose' 'untie' bonds ' , 
fetters or something which was used to hold together an 

object. More appropriately in this context 11 destroy, 

bring to an end, abolish, do away with 11
, particularly 

of co:rnmandments,laws and statements which are repealed 
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anaUlled or abolished.5 

JeSUS here SeemSc~O be arguing that tbe Jews 

should remain within the context of their basic auth­

ority. "J:here is a clear statement in the Scripture and 

you cannot do away with-Scriptural statements by ignoring 

them or removing them. rou must take them at face value 

in considering these theological matters." The Old 

Testament then is the basic source of theological auth­

ority. 

Having indica.~ed some of Jesus' ideas concerning 

the value of the Old 1'estament, the question tQea is how 

may that value be determined and appropriated? Jesus puts 

forward a rather clear method of evaluating the Old Testa­

ment writings in the discussion about divorce in Mat~hew 19: 

3-12. In this account of the incident the questio~ of the 

Pharisees is a question concerning the grounds of divorce, 

which at the time was a theological debate between the rab­

binical schools of Shammai and the more liberal school of 

Hillel.6 

Jesus' reply undercuts the question ~ interpreting 

from Scripture the ideal intention of God in the matter of 

marriage --namely, that marriage is a. life-long union 

5. Bauer, op. cit.," .. , pp. 484-485. 

6. itaymond Abba, The Nature and .. Authority of the Bible, 
London, Jsllles Clarke, 1958, p. 272. 
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not to be destroyed. He does this by arguing, from 

the statement of Genesis 2:24, that it implies an act 

of union by God and therefore ideally man should not 

alter this situation. 

The response of the Pharisees is that one must 

then explain a clear command of Moses which contradicts 

this viewpoint. (Deut.24:1·4) This statement Jesus 

explains as an accommodation to ~oral weakness sin 

on the part of lvioses, and that the original intention 

of God was not reflected in these statements of Moses. 

'l'hus the Old Testament contains teachings which accommo­

date man's imperfections and teachings which do not re­

flect the ideal eternal pl.lrpoaes of God. aut how can 

tnis evaluation be made? 

From Jesus' interpretative certain principles 

of evaluation may be discovered. One m~st first ascertain 

the total scriptural viewpoint in its essential elements 

concerning God and man's basic relationship to his Creator 

and his fellows. Secondly,the specific statement is eval­

uated in the light of the overall purposes and attitudes 

of God gleaned from the whole of scripture. If there is 

contradiction then the specific statement has limited 

purpose and application. 

Jesus therefore is exhorting His hearers to use 

their reason to evaluate the particular parts of scripture 

in the light of the whole. .&"or 11 He Himself knew how to 
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stimulate the exercise of reason and repeatedly He 

encouraged His hearers to go beneath the externals 

of Scripture language and think out its underlying 

principles. n7 

Summary Conclusions 

Jesus, through His interpretative usage of 

~he Old Testament, has given primary data concerning 

the nature and value of the Old Testament. From this 

data ~he following implications are drawn: 1) God has 

limited his communication to men by giving partial and 

restricted moral teachings wnich are not in accord with 

His ideal intention for men. God accommodated Himself 

in some areas, such as divorce, to man's weaknesses. 

2) Therefore, the Old rrestament wri tinge mu6'b be viewed 

as adequate and substantially true, i.e.,adequately and 

substantially reflectin~ the intentions of God for men. 

'l'he Old Testament in this context bas performed its 

purpose of redemptive revelation. 3) If God allowed 

~ partially limited communication in the area of moral 

behavior, it.would not be inconsistent if God allowed 

historical writers of Kings and Chronicles to work with 

limited resources and thus produce limited but adequate 

and substantially correct histories. This is particularly 

_______ .,_, ___ ·------· 
1. Wenham, op. cit., p. 16. 
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true since historical difficulties found in these 

writings, i.e.,internal inconsistencies 8 , do not deal 

with any essential teaching, ei~her spiritua~ moral ~ 

historical. 4) Man must evaluate the teacning of 

scripture from its essential principles and basic pur­

poses since scripture has varying degrees of value. 

'l'hese essential principles are related to God's essential 

character andareative intentions and secondly, spiritual 

principles of life which deal with proper attitudes, 

motives and concerns in man' relationship to C~d and his 

neighbor. 5) Therefore, because of these essential pur­

poses carried out in the Old Teste~ent, it is a source 

of theological authority, that is, from the purposes it 

expresses it is normative and reliable to communicate 

truth, the truth of God. 

Implications :i..M;u:. Prophetic Fulfillment 

Prophecy plays a significant role in Jesus' use of 

the Old Testament. Because of this fact an attempt will 

be made to investigate tnis area of auotation that other 

conclusions concerning Jesus' view of scripture may be 

derived from these statements. 

The content of prophetic teaching is aivine revelation. 

1'his is reflected in tJo aspects of prophecy. Prophecy 

-··· ---··-· ----------------------
8. Edward John Carnell, 'ihe Case for Orthodox Theology, 

Philadelphia, Westminster .Press, 1959, pp.l02-lll. 
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is an insight into God's concerns, will and attitudes. 

It gives 'the significance of events as seen from the 

d.i vine perspective. Secondly, prophecy i.s sometimes 

viewed as predictive -- imaging beforehand significant 

events. 

The sources of prophetic teachings, as indicated 

by Jesus, are taken from whole pas a of Scriptures 

thus including a signifi.cant context. Statements of 

prophecy are not gotten only from isolated verses. 9 

In Luke 22:37 (L\ .S. V.) Jesus says, nFor I tell 

you that tnis scripture must be fulfilled in me, 'And 

he was reckoned with transgressors'; for what is written 

about me has its fulfillment •. n This passage is taken 

from Isaiah 53:12, the famous Servant passage. Jesus 

undoubtedly used this particular verse to indicate the 

total context of a Messianic idea which was in His mind. 

The particular verse gives one aspect of this total context 

for emphasis. 

Jesus, having washed the disciples feet in their 

last supper togeth~r, indicates the blessings of followine, 

His. example. But He knows all 'the disciples are not to be 

ul timate1y trustworthy:, "it is that the scripture may be 

9. C.H.Dodd, According to the Scriptures, London, Nisbet 
& Co., 1952, p. 126. 
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fulfilled, *He who ate my bread has lifted his heel 

against me.'" {John 13:18 l\.S.V.) This reference is to 

Psalm 41:9,wnich speaks of a righteous man who, trusting 

in uod, is being persecuted by his enemies who desire to 

see his death. But God raises him ~ thus vindicating 

his character. The whole Psalm is beautifully illustrative 

o!" Jesus' suffering at the hands of His enemies and His 

vindication through resurrection by God. The Psalm is 

not predictive in a literal sense but enshrines principles 

which are completed in thei~ fullest significance in Jesus. 

However, prophecy is not necessarily literal and 

verbatim in app~ttat1on but substantially carries out 

a basic principle or event. Thus in Psalm 41:4 (~.s.v.) 

the righteous suffe.r·er cries, "I have sinned against thee, 11 

a statement not applicable to Christ. Or in crying for 

mercy he peti tiona G-od, •Raise me up that I may requite 

them'', (Psalm 41:10 a.S.V.) again not reflecting the 

person of our Lord in attitude. It may be argued that 

the fulfillment was only one verse but then one is forced 

into a very unfortunate position concerning tne real 

possibility of prophecy at all -- prophecy is relegated 

to indiscriminate proof-textlng. F. F. Bruce sta.tes, 

n'l!he New Testament tendency to present a coherent Christian 

exegesis of self-contained sense units of the Old Testament 

scripture is a safeguard against an atomizing interpretation.ulO 

--- ------·-· -------------
10. ~,. i" • .clruce, 3i blica.l Exegesis in t.he Qumran Texts, 

Grand ;;,apids, ~vm. d. Eerdmans, 1959, p·o 6o-69. 
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A method of interpreting the prophetic elements 

underlies this view of prophecy. G. H. Dodd in his 

significant work "According to the Scriptures .. outlines 

this process. We have already hinted at some of its 

main features. 1'hey are: 1) The selection of passages 

from the prophets and Psalms, viewed as wholes; 2) ·I he 

scriptures were interpreted upon intelligible and con­

sistent principles along patterns found in the Old 11est­

ament itself. The method has then roots in the original 

intention of the scriptures; 3) 'I'he gospel facts are 

associated with these developing lines of tnought and 

provide the meanine; of the gospel facts •11 

Tnis method of, interpretation of prophecy is most 

probably original with Jesus,who opened the minds of the 

disciples to understand the scripture (Luke 24:44-46 ~.S.V.). 

'l'he disciples were privileged to gain a significant insight 

into the meaning of the events they had experienced. 12 

Summary Conclusjhon! 

A few principles concerning the scriptures may be 

now given from Jesus' use. of prophecy. 1) lhe scripture 

11. Dodd, op. cit., pp.l09, 126-127. 

12. Ibid., p. 110. 
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contains prophetic statements which reveal God's 

essential nature and the prophetic expectancy of God's 

continued and greater working in the future to complete 

purposes He has already" been working out in the life of 

Israel. 2) Prophecy is divine but it must be thought 

of as substantially accurate as certain elements in it 

are temporary. Absolute correspondence between prophecy 

and future event is not forthcoming. 3) 'l'he method of 

prophetic interpretation initiated by Jesus is original 

but based on an historical understanding of the text. 

Magical, mystical, allegorical, supernaturally hidden 

meanings are not descriptive of this prophetic interpre­

tation. An interpreter has come to correlate various 

elements but these various strands are,discovered in 

the text,<not inter·polated by the mind of tne correlator. 

Implications, .. ~~: Formulas of Quotatiom 

Jesus introduces His quotations with significant 

statements. They, taken as a whole, emphasize the agents 

involved in scripture. 'l'he d1 vine agent involved in 

scripture is often the only emphasis in the formula. 

Thus in Matt. 15:4 Jesus introduces a compiled quotation 

of Exodus 20:12 and 21:17 concerning the proper attitude 

toward parents w1 th, "~'or God commanded , " 

The Old Testament passages indicate that God is the one 

who is speaking. 

• 
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Another highly interesting passage emp.aasizing 

the divine in the Old Testament is found in Matthew 19:4-5, 

where the Divine Creator is given as the source of a 

statement made by the narrator. "Have you not read that 

he who made .. them from the beginning made them male and 

fem.ale, and said ••• 11 (R. S. V.). The passage referred to 

is Genesis 2:24,wh1ch is a statement given by the 

narrator. God l~ clearly communicating His will in the 

Old stam.ent. in such a substantial way tha.t the written 

statements accurately reflect His purposes. 

Man in not neglected aJ3 an important as,ent in the 

Old stament records. 'I'hus me reac.E tne formula in 

Mark 7:6 (a.s.v.), "Well did Isaiah prophesy of you 

hypocrites ••• u. !liJ.en have spoken. 

The extent of a man's involvement is shown in 

Lu~e 20:37 (rt.S.V.). uBut that the dead are raised, even 

Moses showed, in the passage about the bush, where he 

calls the Lolli the God of Abraham ••• 11
• This passage in 

Exodus 3:Q indicated God as the speaker. This speech 

has thus been recorded by Ivloses and passed on in the 

scriptures. 

A third category of formula brings the first two 

together - God and man interact to bring divine revelation. 

In Mark 7:9-10, the parallel passage to Matt. 15:4 

concerning par$nts, Mark records Jesus as upbraiding the 
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religious leaders ,for "rejecting the commandment of 

God ,) in order to keep your tradition. 

f2£. l"iose a said Jl . . . . 'I' he connect 1 ve 'for' ( ) indicates 

clearly Moses as a man was speaking the commands of God. 

Nicole comments: 

'fhese passages (where man is involved) supply 
clear evidence that. the divine superintendence 
was not viewed as obliterating the hUinan agency 
and characteristics ofthe writers, but rather, 
that trod secured a perfeg_~~d&91!~1~ :Qresenjiation. 
[italics mine] of the truth through the respon­
sible and personal agency of the men he called 
and pr'epared for this sacred task. 13 

A more general formula is found as often used by 

Jesus-- "it is written". This is an expression which 

indicates the statement which follows contained in the 

holy writings is of normative authority and expressive 

of God • s cnaracter and pur•poses. 14 That this is the 

case is the very presu.pposition of quoting any statement 

as authority for one's position. 'I'hat this formula brings 

with it the implication that the *~appeal is made to the 

indefectible authority of the Scriptures o:f' God, which 

in all their parts and in every one of their declarations 

are clothed with. the authority of God lUmaelf, n 15 is 

13. I;toger l'ticole, "New nt Use of the Old", 
Jtevelation and the Bible, ed .• by Carl F .H.Henry, 
Grand i.apids ~ Bake,r Book House, 1958., p .140. 

14. OtJO ,B.B.Warfield, op. cit., p. 240. 

15. Ibid., p. 240. 
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something else again. The appeal is made to a 

scriptural authority which, as we have indicated, has 

varying degrees of value and subject to certain limita­

tions. Christ quotes those passages of highest value 

and significance - a fact beautifully illustrated by 

his compilation of two distinct statements of scripture 

as a summary of "all the law and the prophets". 

Summarx Conclusions 

The facts concerning scripture taken from the 

formula.s of quotation are as follows: 1. God is active 

with the scriptures communicating his basic intentions 

and character through the records. God is present as 

source of the writings irrespective of the mode of revela­

tion,for when God's intentions and attitudes are being 

presented He is revealed; 2. Man plays an active role 

in the revelation of the Old Testament. 'I'his insures one 

result -- human fallibility has a part in the scripture 

even as originally recorded. 'l'his is true unless there 

is direct evidence tnat men become divine in the process 

of receiving God's revelation. Such evidence is not found 

in the New 'I'estament. If men nad oecome divine in under­

standing wnen receiving revelation, &od could not tnen 

have communicated with men -- tne presupposition of the 
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scriptures. , __ ,,God has- communicated with men! 'l'he fact 

that this revelation is recorded furtt:.ler negates the 

possibility of absolute communication. All languae;es, 

including Hebrew and Greek,are imperfect instruments of 

comm~nication. A thought can not be absolutely commun­

icated with language. For the use of nimplicationu is 

necessary to communicate and all implications of state­

ments cannot be known absolutely and with unfailing 

certainty. 3. 'l'he Bil,)le, however, does communicate ade­

quately and substantially that the purposes of God in 

redemptive revelation may be realized. It thus fulfills 

the purposes for which it was given. 

Implication~:_~• the Manner of Quotation 

Under this heading, Jesus' u.se of the textual 

sources will be investigated. First,what were the sources 

Jesus used? There seems to be three .alternatives, all of 

which were used to a greater or lesser degree by Jesus. 

The Hebrew text, a dead language in Jesus' da~ would be a 

·noteworthy source to one acquainted witn it; the Septua­

gint (LXX} was the most popular translation of the Old 

Testament in Jesus' day and was used extensively by Him; 

thirdly, an oral or partly written Aramaic translation -­

Jesus• native language was moat probably a source for 

the Old 'l'estament text quoted by Jesus. l6 

16. Crawford H. Toy, Quotations 1n the New 'restament, New 
York, Charles Scribner's Sons, 1884, p. IX; Arthur 
Jeffery, u'l'be 'l'eX:t' and Ancient Versions of the Old 
Testament:• The Interpreter's Bible, ed. by George A. 
Buttrick, Vol. I, New Iork, Abingdon Press, 1952, p. 57. 
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All of these textual materials were substantially 

adequate witnesses to the early Hebrew writings and were 

used by Jesus as His authority. All of the following 

combinations of textual sources are found in statements 

purported to be from Jesus; statements which agree both 

with the Hebrew Masoretio text and the Septuagint, the 

Septuagint against the Hebrew, converselY, quotations 

which are found in the Hebrew and not in the Septuagint, 

and finally quotations of Old Testament passages which 

agree with neither the Hebrew or the Septuas1nt.l7 

Aoger Nicole gives the implication of the use of 

translations. 

Now no translation can give a completely adequate 
and coextens1 vt:-: rendering of the original. A cer­
tain measure of change is inevitable,

1
5ven when 

one is quoting by divine inspiration.· 

However, Nicole postulates that even when this Scripture 

is appealed to as the Word of God "it is not claimed that 

they viewed anything but the original communication as 

vested in full with divine inerrancy."19 This suppo 

11 claim" is not forthcoming from the data of the New sta­

ment. Nicole goes on to state that the use of a trans 

tion in the New 'restament "in spite of i t.s occasional 

fect.s, teaches the.important lesson that tne basic mea 

17. Toy, op. cit., p. IX. 

18. Nicole, op. cit., p. 142. 

19. Ibid., p. 143. 
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which God purposed to deliver can by conveyed even 

through a translation •••• u20 It was this basic message 

that God desired to communics~'te, it was this that was 

authoritative for Jesus whethe,r found in the Hebrew 

"autograph,u the Septuagint translation, or for us in the 

popular versions used today. Through them all God may 

still communica.te His redempJ;.ive revelation. An argu­

ment that authority is related to inerrant "autographs" 

is philosophical theorizing which has no basis from the 

New Testament evidence. Jef$us worked with practical 

authoritative writings -- the textual materials He had 

in His situation. 'I'hat God communicated through them 

was sufficient cause to hold them as His norm for life. 

Jesus followed normal principles in regard to the 

way He quoted from His sources. He at times literally 

follows a particular ver·sion. At other times He para­

phrases and t:,ives a free render'ing which is interpretative 

so the meaning He desires to communicate comes clearly 

fortn. 21 This is so,for Jesus is interested in the un­

derlying ideas which the words are the means of communicat­

ing. Altnough some of the particular verbage may differ 

20. Ibid. , p. 143. 

21. Pierre Ch • .b-1arcel, "Our Lord's Use of Scripture,*' 
lteve1ation and the Bible, ed. by Carl F. H. Henry, 
Grand Rapids, Baker Book House, 1958, p. 122; Toy, 
op. cit., pp. XX-XXI. 
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in His sources, the words present are adequate for their 

purposes -- as are Jesus• interpretative paraphrases which 

give the essential meaning. 

Summarx Conclusions 

The manner in which Jesus quotes His texts gives 

further insight into His view of the Scripture. 1) God's 

communication to men is found from the source of the text­

ual traditions at hand. Thes~though containing inaccur­

icies, fulfil God's purpose. 'l'his is a principle which is 

involved in God's communication which applies to the orig­

inal writings as well as copies and translations. 2) These 

texts even with their inaccuricies are the authority men 

must have to know God and to live because these texts 

communicate in their words what God would have men know. 

Im:elicationsJ.~'Jl the Presence of the Spiri;t. 

i.. Matthew 22: 41•46 records an incident in the final 

days of Jesus' life, as He is teaching in the temple at­

tempting to convince the people of rlis !4essiahsi1ip. As 

the current messianic idea was related to David, Jesus 

attempts to clarify how the 411lessiah can be called a ttson;' 

which signifies a lesser position to the fathe~ when the 

father David called the messiah "lord 11 in Psalm 110;1. 

Jesus seals his iofty concept of the 11.\essianic of­

fice with a reference to tnis Psalm by arguing on the 
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basis of the Psalm, "Mow is it then that David, inspi~ed 

by the Spirit, (~ ) calls him Lord ••• ?u 

(Matthew 24:43 A. s. V.). then are the implica-

tiona of in the Spirit? 

In this context there seem to be two possible 1n­

terpreta"tions. The first is that David was having an 

estatic.visionary experience. John in the book 

of Jtevelation introduces his vision with this phrase. 

{.l.ev. 1:10; 4:2; 17:3; 21:10). 1l:he writer encounters in 

an ~1.:t-edc: state truth of God. (o.r. Ezekial 3:12,14; 

37:1). 

Closely related to this us is fact that 

t.he phrase 'in the Spirit' or 'by the 1 connote,e 

th.e action of God upon men into the recognition of Divine 

truth. lhe Holy Spirit is active in. revelat.ion. So 

sians 3:5 indicates the recognition of the Gentile's 

place in the inheritance of God has been revealed 

to apo$tles and prophets by the spirit. ( ) 

Thus God's purposes ahd will been known through the 

agency of the Spirit. 'I'his is the senSE' of Matthew 24:43. 

David has expressed the truth of 

curately. 

messianic office ac-

Thus the work of the Spirit in the Old Testament 

wri~ers is to adequately communicate to men the essential 

truth of God that utan mL,tst know if he is to be in fellow­

ship with the mind and will of God. 

) 
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s inspiring work of the Holy Spirit has to do 

with the writer of scripture receiving a divinelx~~,zen 

insight. It has not to do essentially with the record­

ing of that revelation. Jesus assumes that the prophetic 

insight ha.s been adequately communicated in the scriptures 

and can be discovered in its pages. 

Summary Conclusions 

Jesus recognizes the activity of the Holy Spirit 

in the scriptural content. 1) Tne purpose of that ac­

tivity is to guide men into an understanding of essen­

tial truths which He is seeking to reveal. l 2) To the 

end of the communication and understanding of these 

essential truths the Spirit operates 1n all of the 

scripture and Hts effect is present in all of the 

scripture~including historical inconsistencies in the 

book of Kings and Chronicles. That the Spirit is 

operative even in the context of'weakness, limitations, 

error and human sin to perform the work of moving men 

into the context of GOd's will is one of tne great facts 

of the scriptures. GOd uses human instruments to perform 

His will in all areas of experience as He used ~ to 

record His revela~ion. 3) Therefore,the result of in­

spiration is not absolute •cauracy in all details. 
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Inspiration in the Potential New Testament 

Implications t,~!:=.. the Nature of Jesus' ~'ords 

Jesus makes reference to the content of what now 

is called the New Testament. Thus, for the purposes of 

this paper, it will be valuable to summarize them. In 

considering, the nature of J.esus' words, the records 

purport to claim that Jesus considered His words eternal 

and complete. He has come to bring into completion what 

was begu.n in the Old •reatament for the perfect expression 

of God's mind was found in Him. 

pass away. •• (Luke :33 !t.S. V.). 

"Heaven and eartn will 

Jesus comes to perfectly 

express the mind of God and fulfill His creative purposes 

for man in a.ll righteouane sa. 

Jeaus'words are not only eternal in nature, t 

are "spirit and life" (John 6:63 J..S.V.). They al with 

the inner man, motives, attitudes and basic life orienta­

tion which are effective within and continue to be effec­

tive within hearers who have responded to Him. (This is 

the significance of the perfect tense "have spoken" 

in John 6:63.) They are not just literal propositions 

but a life changing dynamic power communicated by the 

Spirit. 

The literal significance of Jesus' words found 

1n the gospels are that tney must be adequate fulfill 

this purpose of inner transformation. That fact is shown 
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in parallel passages where att,times the 11 teral order 

or similar words are lacking but the essential meaning 

is the same. 

Implications :;;:-~ the Spirit's Activit;z 

In John' a gospel, chapters 14-16, insight is given 

as to the Spirit's work with and through the disciples. 

Part of the Spirit 1 s s,ctiv1 ty, as the Spirit of God's Truth, 

is to affect the moral conscience of men, convincinp; the 

"world of sin and of righteo~sness and of judgement." 

(John 16:8 x.s.v.). The coming of the Spirit to the 

disciples is the prerequisite of this activity of .the 

Spirit which takes on a fuller and. more perfect mode of 

expression in the world. Thus the rit works through 

disciples to perform His inner moral ~:u:ti vi ty. 

In relation to the disciples, the Spirit guides 

them into all of Goc!l,!s truth, which is essential to make 

clear to man GQ<3,~s will, desires, actt1tudes and concerns 

most perfectly revealed in Christ (John 16: 12-15). This 

the Spirit will do by brin~in~ into remembrance all that 

Jesus said to them concerning the essential prerequisite, 

knowledge about abiding in Christ. (John 14:26). Thus 

the significant words of Jesus will be remembered, allow­

ing for authoritative written recorda. 

Also in relation to the di s.ciples, the Spirit 

provides a witness to Jesus. The disciples will bear 

witness .. because you have been W"i til me f:r·om the beginning•• 
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(John 15:27 Jt. s. V.). They are therefore in the· most 

authoritative position to declare Christ. That the 

Spirit is always present in this <leclaration is im­

plied as Me, through the witness of the disciples, will 

bring to bear on the moral consciences of men the truth 

they hear declared by the disciples. The disciples tben 

must be substantially correct in the essentials of the 

message of Christ--a. need assured by the presence and 

work of the Spirit of 'l'ruth. 

Summary Conclusions 

1) The words Jesus has spoken are eternal. But 

obviously a 11 word'* is to communicate ideas. These ideas 

are not only intellectual propositions, but are able to 

affect the spirit of men. Verbatb accuracy then in 

recording Jesus' words is not necessary, nor a fact. 

2) The disciples with the guidance of the spirit nave 

caught the essential nature of Jesus' words, communicating 

them to their readers in a substantially accure.te fashion 

that God, tr~ough His Spirit, may perform His inner life 

givinb work of grace. 3) The fact that Jesus' apostles 

are led and guided by the Spirit c.iDEnot make them inerrant 

in all matters; for Jesus, in the Spirit, prepared tnem 

for their task of communication through normal cnannels of 

experientally lea.rnin~ by beinp; with Christ. Tr1e Ho,ly 

Spirit interprets and guides in their consideration of 
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that experience· that they may communicate it ac-curately 

enough to answer such questions as "What must I do to be 

saved?" 

Conclusions 

The problem of the nature of God's activity in 

the :recording of :revelation is;not resolved by explicit 

scriptural claims. Jesus has supplied the data from which 

1n:fe'~jll_n.:b:fr&"l may be drawn concerning the effect of God's 

involvement in the recording of revelation. 

1) The source of the scr•iptural insip;hts concerning 

God's activities and will is God Himself acting to effective­

ly communicate revelation to men. Thus, because of this 

fact of God's primary activity, God is the ultimate author­

ity and scripture i~ a derived authoritative :recording of 

that great movement of God. 

2) 1'he means of communication is the Spirit who s 

to guide men in their understanding of tr1e essential truth 

God is seeking to reveal. 

3) The effects of God's guidance is correctness 

accuracy in the essentials related to God's purpose in 

redemptive revelation. 

4) Absolute accuracy in all the details of scripture 

is not a result of inspiration, for God has limi~ed Himself 

to the weakness of men who err. 

5) Because its essential purpose has been carried 

out, the scripture, including current versions, is a unique 
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tneologica.l autnority, for its essential principles are 

normative and· reliable in communica.t"ng the truthful 

revelation of God. 

Pa.ul's.View of Inspiration 

Implications t~.:r:G!~ 1nterpreta.t1 ve tJsa.se 

Paul' a· view o-r: ·~rnspirat1on -- God's act1 v1ty in 

the recording of revelation -- is closely related to that 

of Jesus. <Lhe data for Paul's view w1ll be selected with 

the background of Jesus' v1ew in mind that repetition may 

be 11mited. 

In his a~gument that all kinds of men, both Jews 

and Gentiles, are being controlled by sin in ~omans 3:9-20, 

Paul ,, ..... ,rl Scripture to illw11trate and validate h1s point 

by a literal compilation of verses from the Psalms and 

Isaiah concerning the nature of men separated from liod. 

1J.lhis use of literal interpretation indicates that 

the Scriptures have a normative value in matters of the 

God and man relationship and the essential nature of that 

re onah1p is given in the iptures. 'I'he underlying 

pr1nciples of Psalms and history, of law and prophecy all 

witness and are autnoritative for the purpose of relat 

man to God. 

Prophecy witnesses to the same value of Scripture. 

F'or in it the :image of the gosoel of C.od was given in pro­

mise to the prophets who looked forward to the new great 
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~vent and shared in the basic principles of righteousness 

and love involved in that Gospel and fulfilled by it. 

Messianic fulfillment is viewed from ic principles 

enshrined in 'I'eatament prophecies and. Fsalms. 'l'hus 

Paul • sharing Jesus' i"J.esslanic int-erpretation (see pages 

49-53), gives ais uGospel, 11 "that vhr.ist died for our sins 

in accordance with the Scriptures, ••• that He was raised 

on the third day in accordance with the Scriptures ••. .*' 

(1 Cor. 15:3,4 a. s. v.) 
Paul and the use of allegory creates a perplexing 

problem. If Paul used this method of interpretation can 

his results be valid? In relationship to inspirati.on ea.e 

may also ask,does .the r~cording of revelation validate the 

me s used to communicate those God.':"given insights and 

also what does this imply as tQ the nature of. the recorded 

word? 

A .ka.bbinical 'method of exe sis,wnioh may 'be termed 

allegor1.cal consisted of seeing a deeper hidden meaning 

which is not involved in the normal meaning of text. 22 

Spiritual truths are gleaned from passages which actually 

are not intended to produce them. A literal quality is 

also involved in this ltabbinicalprocedure. Each minute 

part of Scripture had isolated m@!aninp; even when removed 

from its context and supplied elsewhere. 23 

22. Alan Aichardson, Christian Apologetics, New Iork, 
~arper & Brothers, 1957, p. 180. 

23 • Toy , op. c 1 t • , p. XXII I. 
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Thus this attitude toward the text implies a plenarily 

equal value lin all parts of Scripture and the presence 

of supernatural, stical meaning in a text which is com~ 

pletely, absolutely perfect and revelatory of all truths. 

Passages in which it is suggested that Paul inter­

prets Scripture in tr11s way are 1 <;or. 9: 9 and 1 Tim. 5: 18, 

concerning a restriction on muzzling oxen,applying it to 

providing for atlas; 1 Uor. lO:l-4,dealing with Christ 

as the supernatural rock; Cral., 3:16, the ae of' 
' 

and especially lral. 4:21-31. In the latter pas Paul 

himself explains that is about to debark on allegorizi·t:J.g 

in supporting his attack against the Juda1zers in the Gala-

tian church "t~ow thi a is an allegory. •• ( 

{Gal. 4:24, ~. S. V.) 

Did Paul then hold this particular concept of in­

terpretation? 'lhe writer does not think set for Paul's use 

of allegory is not as fanciful and .unhistorical as many 

make it to be. Generally speaking,~aul's allegorical in-. 

terpretation is confined witnin the following principles: 

1) Paul's basic assumption is not that attributed to 

) 

usual allegorizing theolo0 ians (including of c.he church 

fathers) that all Scriptures are of plenary value and 

is always to be discovered a deeper 'hidden' meanins~ 

2) takes principles found already in original 

24. Ibid., p. XXII; W. , Inspiration, Seconded., 
London, Longmans, Green and Co., 1894, p. 
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context of the Old Testament, then relates basically 

similar principles revealed in the new event of Lhri 

by putting them into the form and terminology of the old 

narrative. Gal. 4:21-31 beautifully illustrates this. 

'Ihe principle of the narrative is t.nat the promises of 

God depend upon grace received fai , not works, 

for their fulfillment. In ~alati&ns Paul has been arguing 

that the promi position of sonship depends not upon 

works but faith,for by faithm» receiv~ Spirit which 

se us free from bond@.ge of works. .!.he principle being 

established, particula.ps are asli;lociated always on Scriptural 

authority. therefore, in chapter 4:27, 30 Paul s nib-

lical auotations to bring authority into the metaphor. 

(Verse 27 is t•rom Isaiah 54:1; nd from the context 

of the original incident). 3) 'l'he purpose of this pro­

cedure is basically to illustrate a point already established 

by regular means -- Scriptural quots;tions, experience, logic, 

etc. Paul does not prove essential ints in s argument 

by allegory. It is a psycholobical,literary met-hod to 

clinch an argument in a strikingly appealing fashion --

especially ao in Galati&cns 4, where is 

Judaiz law·-keeping Jews. 

Summary Conclusion 

For the Scripture 18;:: given that man might 

understand his relation.ahip to God, to fulfil 
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this ~,pn;rpose it has been adequately recorded so it 

be used as an authority for life. The new event of Christ 

substantiates this divine nature; for the principles of the 

faith-life, given within these pages, are still authorita­

tive even for Christian believers living in Christ. 

Implicatio.!l..!_f::O:t!u the ~'ormulas of Quotation 

For Jesus the divine element in Scripture is signi­

ficantly reflected in the :formulas which introduce Scrip-

tural statements. A somewhat different asian is 

used to descri the divine nature i from 

a ion, and for convenience it will be discussed here. 

Paul tes in ltomans 3:2 that the Jews have certain pri-

v:1tle.,g.es wnich the <Tentiles do not One primary 

vantage is that the Jews are .. entrusted with t.he oracles 

of God." ) (A. S. V. ). 

In classical Greek such writers as Euripides and 

Herodotus of the l<'ifth c:entury B. C. use 

to indicate basically short statements from divine 
2h sources • ...; 

'I'he Septuagint relates this word to the statements of 

s who are giving the truth of God as the Spirit 

moves in their lives. 26 In the .::~ew Testament usage 

11.omans 3:2 very likely refers to the fact the 

are in possession of the Scriptures in which is found the 

message of God to men, communicating God's will and pur-

25. Bauer, u op. cit., p. 4'77. 

26. 2 Samuel 23:1; Isaiah 13:1; Malacni 1:1. 
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poses for men. Stephen, in Acts 7:38, speaks of Moses 

as the receptor of "living oracles." (A. s. v.). ne­

brews 5:12 indicates taat the readers of the letter are 

immature and need instruction again in the urirst princi­

ples of God's word. 11 (Jt. S. V.) 'l'his may refer to the 

Scriptures (so Warfield) or to the new message about 

Christ.27 Finally in 1 Peter 4:11, Peter is exhorting 

those who are gifted ,:that they use the gift for the bene­

fit of others in such a manner that God may be glorified. 

Teachers should then speak as if they were uttering uthe 

oracles of God.n 

Thus the phrase "Oracle of God 11 indicates that 

God has and still is communicating through what ne has re­

vealed to the prophetic mind. 'lhe means of this communi­

cation is the authoritative Scriptures {or apostles). lbe 

Scriptures are not all prophetic in a strict sense, 1~•·• 

related to the unusual experience of the class of religious 

leaders in Israel and Judah, but they are prophetic in a 

more general sense that all the Scriptures are valuable in 

revealing God through His redemptive revelation in the life 

of !srael. 

Another usage of introductory formulas by Paul 

which may express an emphasis Gn divine character of 

27. ~arfield, op. cit., p. 405. 
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the Scriptures is the way Paul personalizes the pture. 

The Scripture speaks to Pharaah in ~omans 9:17, and in 

Galatians 3:8 foresees and preaches the "gospel beforehand 

to Abraham. n Warfield sugg,ests tnat ••these acts could be 

attributed to 'Scripture• only as the result of such a 

habitual identification, in mind of the writer, of the 

text of Scripture with God as speaking ••• n28 

Paul in usingtbua formulas indicates that the 

Scriptures are prophetic writings communicating the mind 

of G,od. In Galatians 3:8 the prophetic s •tore::-­

seeu the fact that God would justify the Gentiles by 

faith. In Aomans 9:17 the Scriptures teach the principle 

that God's sovereignty reflects itself to 1'iis glory in 

actions of even rebellious men. 'l'he Scriptures substan-

tially and adequately reflect the mind of God man 

might know liim. 

The assertion of an identification of the text 

with God as speaking needs careful explanation. ~he 

Scriptures are a record. A record never makes a ct 

correspondence to event fied by record be­

cause of limit.a.tions of knowledt',e perspective on the 

part of the receptor involved in the process of c a­

tion itself. '.i:llis is heigntened when the communication is 

between the immortal, eternal Spirit and fallible man. 

'rhere , the text subs adequately communicates 

28. Ibid., pp. 299-300. 
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the revelation of God, not perfectly, because the 

Scriptures are a record and as such limited by their 

very nature. But indicates that oae know ob­

jectively that the text by which he would mean the 

Septuagint-- is divine in origin,for it practically 

and adeauately performs its purpose of communicating 

the content of ~od's message to men. The source of rip­

ture is reflected by its contents and not so much ita 

mode of communication. God is revealed in all of 

Scripture ·whether it is by tic nee or care­

ful research and recording of tradi tiona. ·.~.extual limi-

tations do not then hinder Paul,for the truth of as 

recorded has been t:cansmi tted sufficiently accurately. 

Paul not only emphasizes the divine in pro-
~Lsa 

ducing ripture but,,t.he human plays a significant role. 

'lhus raul, describing in .:tomans 10 tne ituation of I 

quotes from the Song of J.'•l:oses · in Deut. 32:21, words Moses 

attributes to God. This quotation is introduced in 

10:19, .,First 1JJ.oaes a e ••• 11 goes on in verse 

28 to introduce a ouote by the words, u'I'hen Isaiah is eo 

bold as to say ..... 'Iheee latter words are from Isaiah 

65:1 t~&f.ul~::. are seen as coming from Qod. Moses and Isaiah 

have adequately captured the mind and concerns of God,Who 

is going to act in a new way with the nat 

Paul put. a nis ideas c:oncerning the di vineP•human 
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activity in a phrase which combines two elements. 

"The .l'l.oly Spirit was right in aa,ying to your fathers 

through .Laaiah the prophet ••• " (Acts 28:25, Jt.S.V.) 

the divine element maintains the significant place as 

t.he source while prophet is the means of communicat-

ing the messae:,e of God.. Both are active, insuring an 

quate communication which can affect the lives of men as 

they read it. 

"It is writtenu is the most usual introd.uction of 

a quotation used by Paul. As in any quotation this implies 

the statement is authoritative, that i~ it reflects truly 

and accurately God 1 s purposes. One cannot maintain that 

this formula implies all of Scripture has such a high de-

gree of accuracy or that no inconsistencies can be found 

in the Scripture of any kind. ··For as henry Preserved 

inted out, this formula is used in 1 Cor. 3:19 

of a quotation of one of Job' accusers, El the 

manite. J All of this accuser's statements are not reflec-

tive of· 's purposes, however, for "'rhe Lord to 

the : 
1 lifiy wrath is kindled you 

two friends; for you have not 

right, as my servant Job has.' 11 {Job 

n of me 

:7 .s.v.) 

considered this particular statement to be ade 

is 

one could hardly suggest he would ascribe e authority 

to the statements of 29 c evaluated 

29. ~enry Preserved Smith, Inspiration and InerrancJ, Cin-
cinatti' ~bert vlarke & eo. ' 1893, p. Gi by 
Carne , op. cit., -103. 
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these statements in terms of a larger context and under­

standing of God' a purposes. 1'he conclusion of such a 

study issues forth in an "it is written. 11 

Summary Conclusion 

Paul•s use of formulas gives a direction for his 

view of the record. 1) 'lhe content of the pture 

is essential mees of to man.for God has com-

municated to man through the Scriptural record. 2) t'here-

fore this essential mess must be accurately enough re-

to communicate the message concerning rUm and l"Iis 

relation to dis creation. 3) 'l'his tical purpose has 

been e.compliahed throug..'l God's activity wi man in 

reve act wtlich has en recorded in writing. ~his 

writing maintains (;rod's se even as it is tranal 

and copied so that its authority is an ever functioning 

one. 4) But auae -vhe Scriptures are a record t.r1ey 

share in}:lereiJ,t limitations of this mode of communication 

which are involved in the of limited man. 

ImJ2lication~ ::o~:n Manner of Quot~tion 

Paul reflects his ftellenistic upbringing in his 

use and devotion to the Septuagint. nPaul almost ah~ays 

cites after the Septuagint." This is true except in only 

a few cases where familiar pas s are probably taken 

from an Aramaic trrulalation.3° thus uses the sources 

30. Toy, op. cit-. p. XXXVI. 
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at hand for his authority. 

Ephesians 4:8 gives an insight into a significant 

divergence which reflects Paul's attitude toward the 

Scripture. In quoting Psalm 68:18 he speaks about diver­

gent gifts coming from the same source of the Spirit, say­

ing, 11 \ihen he ascended on high he led a host of capti vee, 

and he ga~. gifts to men. n (R.S. V.). .out both in the 

rtebrew a.nd the Septuagint the reading is the opposite • 

._Thou diciat ascend the high mount, leading captives in 

thy train, and receiving gifts e.mong men..... (Psalm 68:18 

a.s.v.). 

I'. B.'* J;)ruce suggests that a parallel is found between 

the Qumran scholars and the ~ew Testament interpreters. 

They selected texts on the basis of which would at suit 

t.heir interpretations.31 ihat chose another traditional 

statement which d1verp:,ed from his usual author1:t;y .more ade-

ouately gives explanation to this phenonema of interpreta-

tion a probablf interpretative paraphrase.32 

·~ reading Paul uses is given in the shitto-

Syriac and the Targum,1nd1cating a textual tradition of the 

time is behind Paul's reading here _33 Thus ()1'8 seES that Paul 

evaluated his sources by the criteria of his Testament 

argument. lie does not seem to be driven by a textual 

31. F. F'. Bruce, atblic Exegesis in the Qumran 'l'exts, 
Grand Aapids, Wm. B. Eerdmana, 1959, p. 70. 

32. C.F. Ibid., p. 70; toy, op.cit., p. 198; William Lee, 
'}:he Inspirati~n of Moly Scripture, Second ed. , London, 
Aivingtons, lo57, . 353-354. 

33. Toy, op. cit., p. 197. 
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critical motivation of using the materi a at to 

get as close as possible to an original autograph. 

the autnoritat word is in·~nslations and current 

versions wl'lich are judged best by the intended use and 

interpretation in the mind of t.ae writer. Authority 

then was flexible and adequate to communicate the me 

of God to men, a process wnich involved its reception by 

men who, moved by the bpirit, used the best knowledge and 

judgment they understand it. 

Summary Conclusio~u; 

On the basis of Paul's manner of quoting his sources, 

which was very similar to that of Jesus, cae sees that 

is not a.ttempt1ng to discover an original autograph for 

authority but that current traditions and nis purpose of 

ci ta t1on gave him a flexible, adequate autnori ty which, 

guided by hie interpretive underatanding,moved him to a 

choice of text and mode of quotation. A concern for an 

original record is thus lacking. 

Implications t'dm the Presence of the i:;)pirit 

li'or Paul, the moving dynamic of the bpiri t of C.od 

was essential in his understanding of Gos 'lhe 

Spirit is that divine factor walch is the means given to 

communicate the revelation of G-od. !''or it is the Spirit 

1WhQ; .. can effectively reve the sonali ty of God -- l'iia 
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will, mind and attitude. (1 Cor. 2:10). ~hus one of the 

great functions of the .Moly ~pirit is revelatory. 

Spiritual knowledge,noweve~ is now limited to the 

finite mind of man and thus only transitory in content. 

This Spiritual knowledge, however, is adequate to fulfil 

its function in man's present situation where his capacity 

for divine knowledge is limited. the prophetic gift 

as well as the utterance of knowledge, all inspired ••• by 

one and the same Spirit, (1 \..or. 12:11) is imperfect. 

"For our knowledge is imperfect (. ) our 

prophecy is imperfect, but when the perfect comes, the 

imperfect will pass away. {1 Cor. :8, a.s.v.). 

The word translated .tm:oer;,fect does not connote 

inconsistency as much as partiality. 'l'nis limitation is 

not on the part of the bpirit,"for the upirit searches 

everything, even the depths of God." (1 Cor. 2:10, A.b.V.). 

'l'he limitation is in man through whom the Spirit works to 

reveal God. For man can only have relative knowledge in 

this world, even only relative knowledE;e of God. Man's 

minQ has a limited capac~ty and his reason finds in every 

branch of knowlede,;e barriers and paradoxes oostructlng 

his search to understand. God's redemptive revelation 

to man thus involves itself in the limited possioilities 

of reasonable knowle -- if God chosen through a 

written record to give knowlede,e Himself. But man 

may use the written record and its data, nis emotions 
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and will in an existential commitment to God in which ne 

shares an immediate knowledge of God. 'J.:his knowledge 

is a sharing of life -- attitudes, motivations and con­

cerns, it is the true end of redemptive revelation. 'J.he 

Scriptures stand as a means to that end -- always a limited 

means, but one which adequately performs its tion 

givi primary and substantial redemptive "data*' from God. 

'.I.' he !.:Jpiri t, in working out this , guides man 

in understanding this redemptive data gotten from reve 

tory e 
I 

s that God s purpose may be ace ished • .Lhat 

ae makes up for shortcomings all the conditions of 

knowing involved in Scripture, such as inadequate or in-

consistent sources in historic books, is another ques-

tion.34 God has operated in history to provide man with 

the conditions of knowing Himself in revelatory events. 

'J.hat God has supplied the conditions sufficient for 

JUs purposes and 11mi ted the writers to tnose conditions 

seems to be the case. 

'I'he fact t.hat riptu:ras are inspired is a direct 

claim of Paul -- "All Scripture is inspired 
.l 

2 'fim. 3:16 ~hat are 

of tnis claim? 

34. C •• Carnell, op. cit., pp. 1G2-110; 
son, Phenomena of Scripture," l'teval 
Bible, ad. by c F.rl. nenry, Grand 
House, 1958, p. 249. 

Lrod*' --

implications 

t I<'. 
ion and the 
a, Baker 
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'l'his ar word is a combination of _ 

God and ,. to brea~he or blow. 'J.'hus in rvratthew 

7:25 wi:qds the house built; upon a rock , thus 

creating the effect of pressure. word the 

connotation of 'breathe out, 1 1 give forth an ::ndor.r·,' which 

is witnes to in the 1•!artyrdom of Polycarp 15:2. 

c 's burning forth a 

which came forth in the smoke. In Ignatius' letter to 

the slana, 17:1, the purpose of Jesus 1 ·.a no inp:; 

is order n•tn.at might breathe immortality upon' 

and therefore 'into the church.' u35 'rhe word ety:molog-

ically speaking thus indicates nee of some-

thing against or into another object wind against the 

house, odor against one's nostrils, "~ ty into a 

by a pressure or influence. 'l'hus God-olown Scrip-

tures means that God's 'pressure' is nti in the 

writings. The 'how' is a ouestion of debate. 

ta1n,for it is only once in 
1e 

and~not found earlier in 

s ent writ­

ek literature36 but in 

t.he latAr wri tinge 1 t is used. ~'far field s a careful 

analysis of this usage of th"' word and concludes that 

·.;ord has a 11 pass1 ve si ficance .in the ldea of 

tl.:1e creat1 ve breath of G-od: 37 Its usae}e in Psalms of 

35. 

36. 

37. 

Bal.ter, 

Warf1 

r . , 

op. 

• 

cit., u 

. cit~. 
'7>'7 6 ' 

II p. 685-686. 
' 

p • 245. 

296. 
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Phocylides, the Oracula Sibyllinai and Plutarch, ind1-

cat~s that relates to wisdom which partakes 

of a divine nature,38 the highly excellent streams of a 

city,39 created life from God40 and dreams which have a 

divine message. 41 'l'hus the word indicates an object's 

participation in a divine quality derived from 's 

expressive act.1v1 tv within that object. God then imparts 

a divine ouality to Scripture. 

Fina.llv, and most significantly, the context must 

be taken into consideration to derive the meaning of the 

word under study. Paul, in chapter 3 of 2 Timothy, is 

scribing the retrogression of evil men in the last days. 

Me then exhorts Timothy not to regress but to progress -­

continue o'1 in the Christian life 'by continuinP: in oe1 1ef 

and by using the ava1laole means of growth. ...he Scripture 

is such a means and 'limotl:l,y has been acquainted with it 

since a child arnina "that the Scripture is "aole to in-

struct you for salvation through faith in sus Christ.u 

{2 'Pim. 3:15, &. • V.). Also in verse 16 "the emphasis 

is on purpose the place and poss1oilit1es of Scriptures. 

derived from their purposes, to aid in continued growth .. 

Thus is a predicate of the Scripture in a 

the purposes of Scripture are heing described. 

38. c.f. Ibid. , p. 267. 
39. Ibid. , p. 266. 
40. Ibid. , p. 267. 
41. Ioid. , p. 264. 
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Thus a divine quality expressing God's purpose is the 

nature of inspiration. To paraphrase the passage at hand: 

uAll Scripture, taken as a whole and in various transla­

tions and versions't1s God-breathed in that its essential 

message is communicating the purposes of God through its 

recording of nis revelatory acts in history and is there­

fore profitable ••• n 

What are those purposes? 'I'his passage tells us 

what Paul thought them to be. .&.he overall purpose is to 

give the basic principles of faith throubh the reorganiz­

ing effect of presenting man with the perspective of God. 

Thus the Scriptures have the power "to instruct you for 

salvation l:.hrough faith in Christ Jesue.u (2 'fim. 3:15). 

The basic areas in which these faith principles 

apply may be categorized as doctrinal and moral. Thus 

doctrinally the ~pirit moves to communicate accuracy 

through the inspiration and recording of prophetic in­

sight into revelatory events upon which doctrine is form­

ulated. Secondl~ and related to this, the essential moral 

purpose of the Bible is adequately communicated through 

the Spirit's \'iork in the writers: the basis of the moral 

life -- the righteousness of Uod; ita essential nature -­

obedient faith; its formative content --God's mind, at­

titudes and will; and its dyn&~ic means -- the indwelling 

Spirit. (From the ications of 2 Tim. 3:16B). 
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The ultimate goal or end toward which these purposes 

go is then to recreate man as complete and capable of meet­

ing all demands of life with Go~ which is reflected in 

good works. (2 Tim. 3:17). 

Thus God's inspiration of the .dible is related to 

liis revelatory purposes which .Me carries out through the 

means of the recorded record as originally given, and as 

it was in Paul's day and as it is in the contemporary 

scene. i''or througnout history God's recorded revelation 

has effectively carried out God's purposes and is inspired 

presently and actively in a glorious fashion by assuring 

the essential message is adequately maintained and by 

interrupting man's self-sufficiency with the challenging 

demands of God's message. 

Summary (.;onclusion 

l) 3ecause of ~he limited nature of man's know­

ledge, God adequately supplies the conditions necessary 

for man to know ~im in revelation. ~he limited conditions 

of man's knowledge were not all altered in revelation but 

man remained essentially in a state where his knowledge 

was adequate al thoug..'l not perfect. 2) ~he ip.vol vement 

of God • e Spirit in the wni:~·..ct&::n~ptl.ir,Q,; is in the divine 

guidance which produces a message of revelatory content. 

3) 'fhis revelatory wo rlc is carried on in the recording 

of Scripture for the purposes of adequately communicat.ing 

that message through the various texts and versions of 
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history. 4) God's inspiration of the record is thus 

related to ~is revelatory purposes which remain adequately 

cozpmunica.ted. 

C_onclusions 

Conclusions as to Paul's view of inspiration are 

as follows: 

1) lhe essential work of God's Spirit is not 

the recording of revelation but the understanding and 

communication of that revelation to the spirit of men. 

2) God's Spirit acts to safeguard the basic pur­

poses of revelation by adequately guiding the recording 

of tuat revelation. 

3) 'l'he action of inspiring the record as defined 

continues effectively in Lhe historical transmissions of 

the texts ·which adequately carry out the purposes of' re­

corded revelation. 

4) 'l'he effect of this action of the .:)piri t in the 

recording of revela~ion is limited to maintaining the es­

sential purposes of revelation. i'he limited condi tiona 

of man • s knowledge remains and --God does not work to alter 

that situation as long as nis basic purposes in revelation 

are fulfilled. 

Other New Testament Writers 

Implications ;~_p:2 Peter's View ·of Prophecy 

Peter's view of prophecy may be taken from various 
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passages ot Scripture. ~owever, this study will limit 

itself to 2 Peter 1: , 21. particularly as this relates 

to the activity of the Spirit. Critical questions con­

cerning the authorship have been put aside as ultimate 

not to this study,., which concerns the New 
.r 

view of inspira~ion. 

Peter in the general context establi his 

autnority over the readers. '!'his is necessary, for se 

teachers church and are corrupt. it. 

Peter is a reliable source of authority because has 

not been subject to ttcleverlN vi u (2 1: 

lt. S. V.) but an eyewitness and even exper-

ienced the glory on the Jll.lount of Transfiguration. Thus 

from this source of personal contact 

is. a signific authority,having experienced the fulfill-

ment of the prophetic word. this word ~he readers should 

receive and hold. A word of oaut is sted at the 

outset, however, for false teachers have arisen are 

perverting the peo~l~. 

The prophetic Scriptures are not to be subject to 

a person's pecU:liar reinterpretations based on his false 

motives. (2 Peter 1:20). 1'his is true, for the source 

of prophecy was never the desires of men, but G-od is the 

true source of prophecy. Therefor~ be careful of men who 

have evil motivations and who wi t you with se 

words." (1 Peter 2:3). 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

87 

Tbe textual structure ot verse 21 indicates a 

contrast bet~een tile sources flf pt'o.pb.ecy -- .. by tb.e 1m­

pulse of man" contrasted with -- t•oy the Holy ~p1rit," 

(R.a.v.), both phrases connected with the same verb 

• The first part of this coatrast makes clear 

that prophecy does not come from the source of human de­

sires, plans and purposes. But 1t 1s by the source of 

God's Spirit Who acts 1n men to carry out the Divine plans 

and purposes in the prophetic communication thus giving 

prophecy its uniquen&&s. 

This is accomplished by a particular activity of 

God. The verb used 1s one ~bich has a variety of connota­

tions. It is used in the sense of carrying some object -­

as Simon of Cyrene bearing Christ's cross in Luke 23:26. 

It is also used of seeds Jielding or producing fruit in 

Ma.J"lt 4:6. Appreach1ng the requirements of the context 

is the idea that the usage of often 1s 1n the context 

ot being moved out of position, to drive. fhe wind in 

Acts 26:15,17 drives the boat in a storm ott Crete.42 

From this usag• the concept of motivation becomes 

clear. This motivation, by the agency of the Spirit of 

God, results 1n the fruitful yielding of a communication 

of the divine intention and attitudes. This is in con­

trast to a motivation of men whose intentions and attitudes 

do not make up the essential nature of prophecy. It 1s be-

42. Bauer, op. cit., " • n p. 862-863 • 
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cause the Scriptures, whi.ch contain this cy, are 

motivated by the Spirit of God and thus productive of 

God's perspective that men speak from God. 

The association of the initial prophetic experience 

with the written record is an assumption which has no 

bearing in ~he s. Peter is ng the source of 

the prophecy contained in the writings. is o-

ing of the prophetic experience which has pro-

duced the message of men aking from 

ever, he s nothi08 concerning actual record 

that prophecy. That this has n done 

Mow­

of 

adequately is nis underlying assumption. •hat there is a 

perfect rect correspondence with the record and 

event cannot be proved Scri claims. ver-

sions and translations Peter used adequately substan-

tially communicated what was originally biven in the pro-

phetic experienc'e1 wtt.ich is more significant than knowing 

what was originally given in the first record. 

Summary Conclusion 

One cannot glean a c as to the of 

recorded prophetic experience from 

One may, however, gain a basic ti 

ter's statement. 

which is 

written Scriptures provide, as they are, an adequate 

means of at the prophetic message. This the 

noly Spirit assures in the recording of the essential mes­

sage which men spoke from God. 
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In the Epistle to the Hebrews interesting 

are Il 8 

l'iebrews 3:7 and :15,where ~oly Spirit is ct 

as speaking. In commenting on these 

strucK c significance of them. 

'I'he manner in which writer 
several quotations which 

sL , s it c ar 
est view of its inspiration, and a deep 
its permanent and abiding message. fte does 
say, 11 It is written.u or " Scripture 
but, "God saith" or, uchrist eaith" or, 11 

Spirit aaitn." ••• In this way the writer 
clearly mea of God of 
times remains a message which aka at all 
times 4D the present circumstances of men's 
lives. ' 

Thus Scriptures are applicable in time, 

able to communicate the relevant e 

words ss. substantially the of God. 

The ouotationst icularly in 3:7, are st 

verbatim from the Septuagint. s version is one 

which the ~oly ~pirit is ~hat this version 

sees t.he nebrew is the si 

fi taing is that present vers cate the 

me of the ftoly t even is not exact 

corre bet.ween them. 

'£he messat;,e which has come is s-

senti ve 

It. V. G,. Tasker, 
a, 

se of t princ s. 

Testament, 
p. 115. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Through this message the means of man being related to the 

!!oly (.J·od in the Priest is worthy has been pictured 

and foretold in the Old 'I'estament Scriptures. 

Summary Conclusions 

God is presently communicating through the ~oly 

Spirit Scripture for tn~•, as given in contemporary 

and authoritative versions. the Holy &pirit 's 

essential message to men. 

'l'he i.'\ew Testament View of Inspir.ation 

lhe purpose of this chapter has been to evaluate 

the 1tew stament data for its view of inspiration -­

particularly in reference to inerrancy as a possible e 

ct of inspiration. 

The. general conclusion concerning doctrine of 

inerrancy as seen in the light of the New Testament evi­

dence is that inerrancy is not the only necessary conclu­

sion one can draw from the evidence. lhat it be held 

honestly as an implication of the evidence is certain. 

llowever, the evidence s.s a whole does not indicate that 

it is an statement of case. 

'l'he specific e s of inspiration found in 

New are as follows: 

1) The nature of inspiration is an implied activity 

of 's Spirit in on of a written record of 
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revelationi 

2) .the of on is an written 

communication of God's a given thro revelation. 

3) texts inspiration are the 

and contemporary texts • 

was working in the as He is worki 

of , preserve 

the essential message of revelation in substantially. 

curately and reliably recorded documents! 
j 

4) 'l'he extent of inspiration is plenary -- the 

in 

of s are inspired because the i:.;pirit has 

t 

been active in all of the recording of revelation. assur­

ing God's purposes in that revelation are carried out. 

5) e ct ion is a substantially 

recording and transmis on of 's sea 

in communicating revelatory doc 

provide a basis for man 

God s ne 

is effect! vely 

is normative 

s. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

92 

THE DOCTRINE OF' INEHRANGY - III 

Introduction 

se this chapter will be to evaluate 

the doctrine of inerrancy in 1 e 

Basically this evidence is twofold, philosophic 

Scriptural, which C·9~n never really be divided. Assertions 

concerning inerrancy will thus be evaluated as to the 

validity of the inferences drawn from the sources of 

evidence. 1he best possible explanation of the data 

vindicates assertion. 

re is no ne to state arguments 1 as 

much of this has been done in the previous chapters. 

will chosen 

cess of evaluat 

of re judgment. 

ion. 

s one in 

tivity as 

ss of argument and the lance of wei 

1 as 

of 

evidence limits,by the active e s involved, 

such ~udgments. r, this is the si on of 

values will be gotten if the reader enters 

th.e arguments s own int of ew s 

uates the e ence 

writer in tne followi 

limit ion is that 

Wi S. !hUB 

e relevant. 

of 

Another of 

ctr1nes, 1s f 

arguments will not be 
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At this begi~~ing po it neces 

define inerrancy once inerrancy, found in 

New Testament teaching, is the unique effect of the 

Spirit's ac on or i 

recorders writing of revelation, in order to produce a 

record of revelation which was accurate and correct 

al as as ologioal matters, that men 

might have an absolutely true authoritative communica-

tion from 
1 living. 

for purposes of belief 

Method of ~oncluding Inerrancx 

War fie sets 

godly 

his 

uinductive methodtt2 of appropriating the doctrine of 

inerrancy (which is the neces 

Certain presuppositions must 

of ).3 

immediately given. 

Epistemological methods are non-biblic in nature. 

'J.'he diole doe.e not define those methods but uses them. 

'l'his vi tal factor of approach must evaluated 

pure on its own merits. Warfield's essential reasoning 

is the method of inductive historic thinking. lhe ic 

steps are as follows: 1) Limiting the relevant data as 

to doctrine to claims, s, allusions, and facts 

which indicate the attitudes but not including character-

1st1cs of ir own writings -- the phenomena of Scripture--

1. Ante, pp. 36-37. 
2. B. B. , The Inspiration and ty of the 

, ed'. Samuel G. Craig, Philadelphia, '.!.he a-
byteri.an • , 1948 , • 5-2i6. 

3. Ante, p. 32. 
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as relevant to doctrine; 4 2) ;fhe cone is arrived 

at, by historical reasoning. that the apostles are true 

teachers of doctrine, 3) indicates they taught 

inerrancy as of their Bi blic view of Scripture; 

nt to this principle is made because, 

concluded them trustworthy, "if we refuse to trust them 

he,..e, we have in principle refused them tru 

5) doctrine is then tested against the 

tained by Biblical ctiticism a:m exegesis. 6 

everywhere;. ••5 

ts a.scer-

But here a 

word of caution is introduced that sufficient evidence 

must be given for an error for reality of an incon-

sistency "cannot be logic or rationally recogni un-

less the evidence for it be greater in amount weight 

than the whole mass or evidence for the trustworthiness 

of Biblical writers as teachers of doctrine. n7 • .,file 

must have undisputable errors -- which are not forthcoming.n8 

In evaluation, the followi must said: 1) 

field's first point concernins the limitations of the 

f1cant is a misconce:ption. l''or phenomena of 

Scriptures help determine the me of the allusions 

statements congerning the Scripture. 

4. warfield, op. cit., p. 2~5-2e6. 

5. Ibid., p. 212. 

6. Ibid., p. 223. 

7. Ibid., p. 219; c.f. p. 212, 215, 224. 

8. Ibid., p. 226. 
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No view of Scripturecan indefinitely be sus­
tained if it runs counter to the facts. 'Ihat 

Bible claims inspiration is patent. The 
problem is to define the nature of that inspira-
tion in 1 contained 
therein. 

must not accomodate the doctrine because of 

difficulties, since all positions ems, 

ts to opment of 

trine. 

2) 'fhe third point of 1tlarfield' s logic is not 

correct and this is crucial. The claim that the 

'l'e stament writers is not in ace 

the findings of this thesis as indic Chapter 

. F'rancis L • is quoted by in 

Fundamental L.hristianit;I \'IS no II sub-

atitut.e the word 'inerrancy' for 'inspiration' in our 

discussion of Sible unless we are to 

!"'rom the teaching of the Bible tha·t inspiration mee,ns 

inerrancy and that, I think, would be a difficult 

thing to • 

fourth of tion 

from inconsistency with the nature of historical reasoning. 

9. Everett F. Harrison, "'I'he Phenomena of Scripture ,t• 
Revelation and the Bl , ed. by Carl 1{. d. Henry, 
Grand Rapids, Baker Book House, 1958, p. 
Edward John Carnell, 'lhe Case for Orthodox 

' s. 1959 t p. 

10. Cited son, op. cit., p. 
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The only results or historic re can that 

the s.postles are g_enerally trustworthy guides. If one 

does not follpw them on one point doc ne it does 

not mean one cannot follow them on another point of 

doctrine. Historical reasoning de s only in 

i ties,, not absolutes. 

4) In the fifth point Warfie asserts there are 

no errore in the Scripture. J.he internal 

ever, would indicate sometning else. the type of errors 

found in the Scriptures are not in the es ial, 

tia.l nature of the riptures but rest in "accidents .. 
11 of Scripture. lhe writers do not intend and 

errors, therefore, are not uerrors or deceit but of ina.d-

vertence, not falsehood, but of 

This becomes clear when considering synchronisms in 

II Kings 15 - 18, the historic mistake in Stephen's 

chin Acts 7:4 as related to Genesis 11:31 - 12:5 

and similar minor screpancies. 13 

11. Robert A. 'l1raina, 1>'1ethodical ble Study, New York, 
• Traina, 1 , p. 212; Charles A. Bri 

The Iii , 'l'he Church and The Reason, Second 
New York, Scribner's, 1893, p. 92. 

12. • op. cit., p. 93. 

13. Brigss, op. cit .• , , pp. 215-235t, Carne , 
op. cit., pp. ; llyn J. Evans, *Biblic 
Scholarship Inspiration, n Inspiration and Inerrancy, 
ed. Henry Smith, innat1, bert 
& Co., 1893, pp. 68-69; Harrison, • cit., p. 
James Orr, Revelation and Insp1rat on, Grand Rapids, 
Wm. B. A.erdmans, 1 , pp. 163-165, 179. Henry Pre­
served Sm1 th, "Biblical Scholarsi1ip &: Inspiration, u 
Inspiration . , • by H. P. , Cin­
cinatti, nobert Clarke&: ~o., 1893, • 126-135. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

5) Warfield's emphasis on authority of 

stament writers is a tive one more 

care.ful study 

with the l~ew 

as Warfield. 

6) ld's 

does 
domAone writers who wre 

evidence as throughly and capably 

at 1 is 

iple of f0ll0'.1/8d o 

The Nature of Inerranc~ 

sup tion nature of rrancy is 

a cone of reve h sits ttlaL "re on is 

revelation be l c 

it is but ss it be infalli re-

nl4 
• , by an extraordinary influence of 

' 
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In evaluation are 

re 

1) supposition of is on a 

very shaky runs to the Biblic 

evidence which c se is ace 

even fallible ons. 

s is that the essent reve 

tion be 

chosen to communicate 

of t se 8 a 

out 

revelation. 18 .:.ne 

so fulfi 's ses is, 

some ext , a debatable matter as is the degree of ac­

re to fulfill those purpoaes. 1 9 

2) ~od's bUidance as claims 

supersede the humrmity of the writers, but makes ir 

words perfect, is a contradiction in terms. 'fhere are 

to 

t·wo co-e cients in the process of Divine communication. 

The New Testament emphasizes, of course, Divine, but 

this s not eliminate the te from the picture. 

nits qualities, its possibilities, its activities, its in-

tlerent limitations remain the same •••. An inspired man 

is not God." 'lhe fact becomes clearer when one ponders 

problem of communicating divine in language. 

17. Evans, op. cit., p. 

18. Orr, op. ~it •• pp. 155-156. 
cti;. • Briggs, op. cit., • -116; r, 
p. 98; Smith, • cit., p. 1 ; witl1 ivarfield, 

• t:i t .• 

cit., p. 122 on the sufriciency of historical 
Evans. op. cit., . 37-38. 
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Briggs eomments1 
Human conceptions 9 even when enla~ged and 
by the divine Spirit, .cannot altogether grasp the 
infi.ni te truth of God.. rluman 1 
the speaker or writer is guided 
Spirit, cannot give complete and sa 
sion to the heavenly message.21 

Infallible language is difficult to conceive. 

vlhat is meant'i' Terms such as • ade • and 'accurate' 

the 

more appropriate. 'fhe infallible communi 

1 ity of human languae,e. 

s in 

3) The transference of God's infallible c ter 

si!!!B.!I. onto the record is oversim:Qlificatio.e,.tor the 

as a record becomes obliterated in the process. J.he Scrip-

ture is a ~ord of revelation and does not tly cor-

respond with the events of revelation but, aa rec f 

gives substantial witness to those events quately for 

redemptive revelation. s essential message communicated 

through fallible records and rec 

divine character to the ~1ble. 1 G{)d 

is gives t 

s is perfect. 

But who are we, to define that perfection, to 
formulate its constituents, to legislate its 
conditions, to ide beforehand that it must 
be thus, that it cannot so, that this 1s 
indispensable, that imposaible?22 

The Text of Inerran~ 

. A derivative doctrine from the nature of inerrancy 

a.s described is the, teaching the original 

21. Briggs, op. cit., pp. 101-112. 

22. Evans, op. cit., p. 
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writings are ~ose which are inspired (as defined by 

Warfield, for instance.) 23 'J.'his fact is thought neces­

sary for two reasons. The first reason is that the 

writers must express divine thoughts by human language. 

In order that the proper message may be delivered into 

the world this initial communication must be infallible.24 

•rranslations of the original can be developed with rela­

tive simplicity since the first initial difficulty has 

been overcome -- the translation of the divine into the 

human. 25 

Secondly, there is an epistemological necessity 

1n holdins this aspect of inerrancy, for if it is assumed 

''that human infirmity may have had its share 1n it, where 

shall I stop in assuming that there may be errors? I know 

not." 26 With translations the range of conjectures is 

limited if one pesits an inerrant autograph, but without 

it the limit is beundless. 

The evaluation of this position is as follows: 

1) The problem of a divine message has been con~ 

sidered but one may reiterate a point. God has chosen to 

communicate through men. Though a fallible mode, it 

was adequate to serve the purp~ses of God -- and still 

23. Ante, p. 32. 
24. Packer, op. cit., p. 89-90. 
25. Louis Gaussen, The Inspiration of Holy Scriptures, 

trans. by David D. Scott, Chicago, Moody Press, 1949, 
pp. 155-156. 

26. Ibid., p. 160. 
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rea:alns adequate." 

2) certainty 

holding to an inerrant autograph. ~ 

gained from 

process alld 

problems of evaluating Scripture, with the limitations 

that involves, is almost removed from the study proc 

in such a process is applying tests of 

truth to the Scriptural ata,tements cl its 

worth and ifically may be determined. 

approach to knowle is the moat common way me learns 

and gro~ we test ourselves our environment con-

stantly know the truth. ondly, the alternative to 

this process is credulity. ORe ~uet accept the 

because it a divine c Thirdly, Warfie 

le ing exponent of inerrancy, allows process to 

yield the fruit of concluding that all L.hrietianity's 

essential doctrines could be vindic !t'ourtnly , 

and most significantly, Jesus and nis apostles employed 

this method re the vld stament. Accepting 

bEU3iC doctrines and truths, the particulars w~u·e 

in this light. 28 Lastly, epi logic cer-

tainty is in the nature of thine,s a -- non- stent. 

, with his limi 

probabilities, 

knowledge, operates in the area 

faith. It is with exis~ential 

27. viarfield, 

28. 

• cit., p. 210. 

48. 
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obedient faith comes, never 

re of 1 • 

3) ete 

ore tic ther, then, were 

or c as 

ct evidence is lacking. t 

ss sure 1 s. 

th in the consi of ~od warrants an 
attitude of confidence the is 
ficiently trustworthv not to ad ns A.stray. 
If tical 

ion 

4) ion ie con-

serve of s 

vat ver-

as well as 

a ion. 'I' his is cle 

It is s mes 

rede ir 

5) T w of h s to 

authority of s on its 

or substanti truthfulness sses 1 

ion. re in reve 

witnes to by content is 

authoritative,, it is 
~ 

r, • cit., p • 90. 

. 47-59, 
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After a general evaluation of the trine of 

inerra.."'lcy in the lit:,ht of New stament evidence 

following cone are drawn: 

1) .1.he purpose of inerrancy as an effect of in-

spiration in order to ep the revelation pure 

is on faulty sitlons from 

int of view of New Testament. is t 

a in • limit Himself to men and their 

we sses. He, thereforet is not intere d in a pure 

ation, 1~, one which ,is entirely free from any 

human error, but works to inspire the record so that 

His s be carried out adequately. 

2) 'l'he procedure in discovering this doctrine 

has been limited by not :ing relevant evidence, 

thus negating the values of the conclusions. 

3) The basis doctrine are the views of 

Jesus and L~lis apostles who do not supiJOI't this vie~. 

reason for holding it is 

4) only effective te 

phenomena of Scripture -- does not 

asserted. 

of inerrancy -­

conclusion 

5) The epistemology of inerrancy is practical 

but overs i timate to faith. 

6) Therefore,on the basis of this clear pattern 

of evidence.inerrancy is an invalid doctrine. 
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B. 

c. 

of 

ae of Inerrancy 

It is 1 

revel 

ted a use 

finite 

Doctrine of Inerrancy 

ae 

men. .lhus accepts 

limi 

a 

ona and therefore there is no ne 

on 

of Inerrancy 

The relevant data is exc 

ions are we 

is Inerrancy 

SUB and 

int of 

reason to 

f 

it. 

1 e:r·ror. 

therefore the 

not the view--

there is, there , no 
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D. :re of 

The effective 

t 

it cannot 

E. at of Inerrancy 

is 1c overs 

therefore, ult da.ngeroue 

Conclusions 

A. Inerrancy is a ee 

very ancient. 

B. Inerrancy is not the most bable 

of st • 

c. Inerrancy is invalid as a ne 

of a clear • 

i 
' 

faith. 

ideas are 

ic ion 

on is 
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