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i1
FREFACE
This study has been motlvated by an interest in

the implications of inconsistencies in the Scriptural

récords and their relationshlp to a view of inspiration.

‘inils paper represents sn exegetical and doctrinal survey

ef,inerrancy ae it is related to the problem of inconsis-
tencies in Seripture,
The basic assumption of those who hold to inerrancy

1s that inerrancy 1is s direct lmplication of Jesus and

~ His spostles' view of Scripture. The person who shares

e hilgh regerd for these normative teachers of Larlstian
doctrine and 1$kemnframted by diffieult inconsistencies
faces 2 dilemﬂa;“ ‘

Une solution is 1o hold to the doctrine and ignore

thc diffieultia& for which an ex;*anabian will be fortn-

k'gominé Much higtorical research seems to give grounds

for thie position.
| Another solution of the diiémmaki@“*a affirm in-

errancy was involved 1& the New Teataﬁent vi@w but in the
light of *he problens, r@j@@t this view as pre~scien§ifi».

A third solution is to refect a view cf inspirstion
which includes inerrancy by results gouvten from a re-exam-
ination of the esssntlal New Testament datsa,.

It isktﬁé aim of the writer to provide & basis for
making the latter choice because of the nature of the data

uncovered,
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INTRODUCTION
The Freblem:

The Bible 1s an inspired bock. To this pro-
position very few would disagree, including those

who do not accept its basic message. The Christian

Church throughout history has been concerned to de-

fine 1ts inspiration, ite elevated character and
power, just because it does acaeptrtha God of heavenﬁ
and ecarth who 18 actively seeking to reveal Himselfl
to men through this book. ‘The Church has asked and
contlnually is asking how is the Slble insplred and
to what extent ia it insplred?

One answer to that question constitutes the
basis of our inculry. 7That answer in its elementary
form states that inspiratibn, the QCtivity of God's
Spirit in the recording of revelation, is in a unicue
mode which results in 'inerrancy,' that is, absolute
truthfulness in all the recorded BiblicalVatatamenﬁs.
An evaluatlon of this poeition in the ilght of the

data will be made.

The rProcedure:

After attempting to trace the historical




development of lnerrancy, the specific New Testament

materials will be examined and interpreted, as these

~are the purported sources for the 'doctrine of iner-

rancy.' 4n evaluation of the doctrine with the New
Testament data will follow in order to see whether or

not consistent coherence has been accompliszghed.

The Significance: L4

¥

This study might be justifiEd on meny groﬁnda.
The defenders of inerrancy claim 1t has been the his-
toric formulation of the Christign commuhity from
the beginning. A traditionally adequate falth ie
certainly worthy of careful consideration. Today in-
errancy plays an important role in the thinking of
maﬁy theologically cmnaervéf}vgfﬁhristians, thus 1its
foundations must be éarefully considered. :

The most slgnificéﬁp‘ehallenge is, however,
not whether 'inerrancy' is ancient and historical,
not whether 1t 1s cufrently‘believad, but simply
whether or not tnis view 1s true, is more fully in
accord withkthe relevant data than other viewé. And
truth is é&sentially a qﬁ@stiOn of authority, for one
must conform to what is, subject himself to the "na-

ture of things" whether this is comfortable, practi-

e




cally expedient, sophnisticated, plous, critical, or
whether 1t is not. Thus the basic area in which our
problem finds ite focus and significance is the 4if-
ficult area of religlous authority and itse correlate --
"truth." What then 1s the relationship of authority
to inspiration?

Ultimate authority in Christianity 1s God re-
vealing Himselfl, &avelaticn‘ia egsentially an act
of communication which implies a knowing receptor,
ﬁhus involving an eplstemologlcal relationship. BMan
must know and understand the content of God's revela-
tion which is normative and authoritative. The Blble
ls communicated revelatlion which has been recorded and
inspiration 1§ 1nvolved'in the process of this record-
ing. The activity of the Holy Spirit as to His effect

in the production of the reebrd 1s 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 qf keeping tne record free from
any error. The dsgrae‘of truthfulness and conformity
to fact is thus under contention.

The Doctrine of Inérrancy,then,has 1its greatest
slgniflcance in its formulation of 3iblical authority:
the record of revelatlon is completely true and thus,

because of its complete veracity, 1t is authoritative.




CHAPTER I
THE DOCTRINE OF INERRANCY DEFINED

Ffom‘an‘historiealAsiuéy bf 1nspiratiom; an un-
deratanding ef the facters ‘invelved in inerrancy may be
derived whian will allow this doctrine to be expanded in
its full apologetic form and,thus,te be properly defined.
Tha‘w@ra "doctrine" is used in a broad sense feferring to
thé princiblé'of freedom from error in the recbrd which
principle will be leoked for in the materiala reviewed,

Five basic periods have been chosen which re-
flect aignificant thealogieal development: the period
eontemporéfy‘ﬁith the New Testament, the post-apostolic
age, the reformation, the post-reformation peried and

finally, the modern period. These eras, with their

~ variety and quantity of materisl, obviously cannot be

treated in detaill but it is the geal‘ﬁo capture some

of the high points which would.give a,elearer,under-

standing of the doctrine of inerrancy.

Contemporaries of the New Testament

Essenes
The Qumran community has provided revolutionary
opportunities and materlals in the study of‘the Bible.

ihe apocalyptic mind-set found its authoritative center



of concern in the Scriptures. Therefore it 1s ap-
prbpri#ta to begin with tham."

Evidence on which to form an cpiﬁion concerning
the Qumran eect's view of the nature of inspiration
might be gotten from fafmuia ataﬁem&nﬁs ihtroducin@
Biblical paseages, of which the following are 1llustra-
tive: "God has said through the grephéﬁ'lsaiah, the

“1; "God has aaid,“e referring to Mala-

son of Amoz...
chi 1:10 which ends "...says the Lord of hosts.” {ﬁ.a;v.};
& command that those who enter ihe asaena covenant should
act in accord with the explicit injunctiana of the law
end be careful of "...the distinctions which God Himself
has drawn for thew§3§ the promise of eternal 1ife is
given "even‘éa God has &Wafn untéstheé‘by the hand of

the prophet Ezekiel“kg ih thé_anmen£ary on Habakkuk,
Chapter I’ vérseyﬁ‘refers to tné1£raitors,§ho‘refuae to
listen concerning last tninga "...auly related by the
priest who God appeinta to interpret in those days all
the words of His servantse the prophets by whom He has

told of that impending~aiaaﬁter.“5 8

1. The Dead Ses Scriptures, translated by Theodor H.
Gaster, Garden (ity, Doubleday #nd Co., 1956, p. 66,

2. 1bid., p. 68.
3. 1Ibid., p. 69.
4., Ibid., p. 65,
5. Ibid., p. 249,



. identical o the Arotastant cancn.~

Thes@'phrases strike a familiar note on the ears
of Hew Teetament re&aers. ‘ney are helgful énly gener-

ally by st&tingf&od heas spckaﬁ in the Uld Teatament and
taia eoimunicatlon has baen throagn 1nstruments -- His
proyh@ts. |

Besldes terminoloﬁy used the axtant manuscrints
themselves may be of aasistance to an understanding of
inspiration. First of all the mahusgripts wnich have
been discovered show that the autharitétive booke of
the Hebrew canon are all extant, except the book of
hstner,é anﬁ the gualitatively ricner format, aeript
and writing ma%eriala of these sanme pccka indieate a
highly developed concept of tﬁa canon wmiuh 1a pernhaps
7

anotnar majcr factor which evolves from these
manuscripts is th@ v&riety of t@xtual traditlona.a
This 18 perhaps surprising, fcr in such a closely
knit group one wau&dmgxpeot to find & more suthoritae-
tive feoensioﬁ in force; but diatiﬁc% Hasoretic and
Septuagint traditions can be found, Thus God's speak-
ing through tnﬁ pbapheis"ﬁés‘not'fcuhé in a pure form

in the Qumran Sect. The Qumran interpretative principles

6. Frank M. Crosa .Jr., The Ancient Library of Qumran
and Hodern 5iblieal Studies, Garden City, 30ubled&y
and Co., 1958, p. 31.

7. The wWestminster Atlas to the 3ible, kEdited by George
L, Wrignt and Floyd V. Fllson, ﬁevised kdition, Phil-
adelphia, The westminster fzes& (1996), p. 82,

8, C(ross, op. cit., pp.1l20 - 145,



Thege phrases sirike a familiar note on the ears
of lew Testament readers. ihey are helpful only gener-
ally by st&tinéi@gd hes spoken in the OUld Testament and
tnis communication has been through instruments -- His
prophets.

Besldes terminology used the extant manuscripts
themselves may be of assistance to an understanding of
inspiration. First‘of all the manuscripts wnich have
been discovered show that the authoritstlve books of
the Hebrew canon are all extant, except the book of
Eatner,é and the cqualltatively richer format, script
and writing materials cf these aamé books 1indicate a
highly developed concept of the canon wnich 18 perhaps
identical to the rrotestant canon.7

another major factor which evolves from these
manuscripts is the‘variety of textual traditions.8
This 18 perhaps surprising, faf in such a closely
knit g¢roup one would. expect tb find a more suthorita-
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 princigles

6. Frank M. Cross,.Jr., The Ancient Library of Qumran
and dModern sBiblical Studlies, Garden City, Doubleday
and Co., 1958, p. 31,

7. 7Ihne wWestminster Atlas to the 3ible, Edited by George
L, Wrignt and Floyd V. ¥Fllson, revised Lkdition, Phil-
adelphia, ihe westminster rress, (1956), p. 82.

8., C(ross, op. c¢it., pp.1l20 - 145,



and methods will perhaps help in clarifying the effeet

the fact textual variations had on the scholars,

The basic principle of 1nterpretation~was de-
rived from th£ nature af prephecy as viewed by the
sect. - Ged had cemmunicated His purpose in mystery
(RAZ). The propuet did nct even know the time of ful-
fillment of hls words. A divine interpreter was needed.
This 1nterpreter ¢csame 1n the famed *Teacher of Righteous-
nesa“ who hed founded the gsect en interpretive revelationa
gotten llterally from the mouth of God which gave the
true application of praphesy in contemporary events.?

Thus a method of exegeeis was employed from thls
leadar's~1ntefprétap;ana. The téxt is divided into mi~-
nute units to brins céherence 1An31ationsh1p to eurrent
events. Logical coherence is not looked for in the téxt
itself, Variant‘readingskare carefully chosen to suppeort
the commentator's purposes. Sometimes allegory 1s made
use of to relate the text ﬁo current events. Finally
Biblical propnecy of various dates 1s relnterpreted
to "fit" the beginning of the final events introduced by
the Teacher of Righteousness 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. P, Bruce, Biblical Exegesis in the Qumran Texts,
Grand Rapids, Wm. B, Eerdmans, 1959, p. 14,



If'a view of Gédfs partigp}a:imﬁde'of activity in the

recording of ré#elatién‘is misaing, the seet, however,
does emphasize the fact of God speaking in the records
thrdugh,ﬁis prophets. Héw this is done andnthe effect

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

‘the emphesis is dn‘revelapiéng The fact of mystery

migﬂt indicate a “high”;view of God's activity but this
is in ré:erensevtafthe‘§r0phét versus his recording of
ihe diviae comﬁun1cation. , |

The fact of variations in manuscripte and the in-
terpretative presuppésitions brought upon the text might
indicate a different view of inspiration -- Géd has substan-
tially revealed His purpose and not acted to preserve infal-

11bility. But one might ‘a8 well speculate a belief in in-

 errant autographs was active in mind of the Qumran scholars.

Inconclusive evidence will allow no definitive statementes
from Quaran concerning inspliration especlally since the
driving concern was cénxemporary application. Correctness

at this point of fulfilled contemporary history was just

&8 lmportant as correctness in the Bivllcal sources.

Phile
Philo, whgae,works were probably completed before

A.D. 40, 18 a radical example of Hellenistic Judaism.

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

he etands in contraét to the Essene group, for Philo had

a guite clear view of inspiration,

Philo speaks about different modes of inspiration,



uslng the prophetic exp&ri&ﬁé&ﬂgé hiswg&id@ in consider-

zn@~tﬁis particular gctiviny; ihe cutstaﬁding fact in
Philo's ccnceyt is the paasivlty of ‘the pr ophet«ﬁuring
mcmenuﬁ of Divine inepiration. -

For a prcphet giv&s fartn nothin& at all of

his own but acts as 1ntar§reter at the prompt-

ing of another in all his utterances and as

long as he is under inapiratian he is in ig-

norance, hls reason departling from its place

and yial&ing up the citadel of his soul, when

the Divine Spirit ent@rs into it and dwells

~in it and strikes at the mechanism of his

volce sounding through it to the cle§{ dscla-.

ration of that which He propnesieth. '

Thus Philo emphasizes God's unigue activity on
the prophet as he declares the word of God. This con-
cept 1s not directly related to the writing of this word
but rather its vocal declaration. But this distinetion
1s not a factor in Philo's tuinking as any problem be-

tween original communication and the writing 1is feSleed

in his view of the ueptuaaint text.‘

Th@ traditioneal statements of the origin of the
Septuaglint (LXX) are found in tne famous letter of &ris~e
teas (Ca. 110 B.'G.} which describes =& reﬁision committeé’
in‘Alexandri& creating an asuthoritative Greek téxt'fdr 

the library of Ptolemy Philadelphus (285-247 B.C.), By

compearing their;reaults.yhilo adde a fiourish to this,

seying that these translators were themselves inapired'
prophets who "did not produce one one (Bic¢) rendering

and anotner another, but all the same words and expres=-

1l. . Sandgy, Inspiratioa London, Longman's Green and
Co., 1&9&, p. T4, ‘



~v5ii§}§vfﬁ

sions as thougb some 1nvisib1a promptar were ot Be ear

of eaeh of them.“lg

7o inter§ret this uninue text {(LXX), Philo used

the allegorical m@tma@;gg well as takling the literal

sénse, But to*hi& thé;lig&r&liwaa\ﬁft§§ ﬂQtning more
than a condescension to mAn The sigmficaﬁt veiled
secpeta of the texts became cl&ar in the und@rlying
alla@mriaal aeaaa,kciarifiad 1n princioles and patterns
of the ﬁhilﬁsﬁﬁhic thinklng current in nis éay. ;
Thus 9&11& '8 thou@ht in relation to 'in@rrancy
seeuns clear, Th@,pasaivity of the proghets, the neces~
sity for a‘prOphétic‘consiéteﬂcy in trenslation which
was‘interpretad aliegafically:wbulﬁ‘?@igt’clearly in

one direction -- na&@ly,b&attin Philo is found one of

the earliest and clearest éXpras&ians of the basic form

of ‘inerrancy.’'

i&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ ; ,
| writin& in bhe last part of the [irst century,‘

Josepnus is very relevant for the atteupt to focus on
the Jewish religious ldess concerning the Scripture in
the time of the iew zestament evants.

In the specific manner of 1nsp1ration Jssemhus

cloaeiy ayproaches Philo in the emphasis on the pasgivity

of the prophet. In describing Balaam's enééunter Wwith

12. 1Ibid., p. 87.



such as He wills and speeches without our knowledge...

| Summary

Balak, Jcaéghu& puts these words in 3Salaaw's mouti:
"Tuinkest thou that 1t is in our power Lo speak or be
silent about such things wnen the %pirlt\afyﬁed takes
posseseion of us? For He causes us to utver words

wl3

‘Joaeghua‘raﬁﬁar explicitly equands the concept
of inerrancy. 1Ihe Hebrew Scriptures , whicn Josephus
limited to the books of the present Frotestant 0ld Testa-
wsnt Ganon, ars in ihelr contents conalstent throughout
and there is noihing at variance within or nothing con-

1% 7ous the underlying piinciple of 'inerrancy,

tiradlictory.
complete trutiafulness in Scripiure statements, i1s alfirmed

by Josephus as well as hig earlier contemporary Philo.

The 1mmédiate nistorical context of the New [est-

sment was reflected in the Gumran Sect, Philo and Jose-

‘phus, In regard to the light this context throws on

‘1nerrancy‘ in its germinal form, it may be summarized
as follows: (i)slnspiraﬁion as & doctrine cohcerniné
the reqerdlng of revelation was not an explicit concern
in &hié period. Phild‘WOuid perhaps give an implied in-
dication of t@é,mannef in which the record was nmade
tarcugh hiﬁkampﬁasis'on divine sction in translation,

(2) However, generally spesking, the emphasis in God's

13. Ioid., p. 77.
14, 1Ibid., p. 89.
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communication to man is in terms of the initial pro-
phetic experlence of revelation, which is defined sub-
stantially as God literally speaking to & passive re-
ceptor -- the prophet. (3) Inerrancy, as a view of
ﬁhe‘Scriptﬁre being completely consistent and contain-
ing no discrepancies,iamsiated by Philo and particularly
by Josephus €0 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 ?0§T APOSTOLIC FATHERS

The Olé and New Canon

A selection of early fathers indicative of early
trende concerning inspiration will now be reviewed. But

first a summary will be giyén'conéarningizhe limite in-

yolved in the inspired canons &s they were understood

 by the poat~apcatolic church. “Flrﬁt, the 0ld Testament

canon will‘be consldered. (l) Ey~the end of the first
century cuite sa definite 1dea‘concerning the limits of
the canon was held by,tne Jews. The limits Josephus

put on the canon, Philo 8 aeaming separation of canonical

and cutslide baoke as. well aa the controversial rabbin-

“1031 meetin@ at Jamnia all indlcete this was the case.l5

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

had the apocryphal writings interspersed between the can-

énical writinngWnich indicates the nhigh value placed
upeﬁ‘them by Christiéns 28 well as‘Jewa. (3) Perhaps
because of this fact distinctions between non-canonical
books and canonlcal were e&rly erased and the early
¢hristian fathers 1n both branches of the church dlspu-

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

15. Bruce M. Metzger, An Introduction to the Apocrypha,
- New York, Oxford University Fress, 1957, p. 175;
c. C. Torrey, The Apocryphal Literature, New Haven,
Yale Unlversity Press, 1945, pp. 16-17; Sanday, op.
cit., pp. 95-96, -
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Tertullian and Clement of Alexandria and Augustine
viewed the Apocrypha 28 authoritative while Origen and

16 ihus one cannot posit agreement

Jerome rejected 1it.
as to which books the fathers held as autnoritative
inspired Scripture,. ,But,,of'caurse, general agreement
on the Jewish canon was implied, the problem being the
&pocryyhal books.

The literary tradition growing up from the event
of Christ posed a simlilar préblem in thé ﬁew Testament
tanon. (1) Again there 1s not a unified agreement as
to which are the authoritative booke. A majority of the
27 books were seemingiy consistently malintained as author-
itetive but such bwaks aa,ﬁabrewa and Revelation and the
General Bpistles wara aceepted by certalin sectlions of
the church and reiecteé by others.t? (2) This lack of
certainty about all the books continued until the fourth

and fifth centuri@a.ls

Irenaeus
Irenaeus, who died some time after A4.D. 190, a

leader of the church in Asla-iinor, had well developed

16. MHetzger, op. cit., pp. 176-179.

17. Herman Ridderbos, “"The Canon of the New lestament "
Aevelsatlon and the Bibvle, B4, by Carl F. H. Hdeary,
Grend saplds, Jaker 3cok House, 1958, p. 197.

18. Ibid., p. 199.
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1&@&& aancerning the perracticn of Scripture. Thelr
saurca inaured »heir perfeetian*“»“the Seriptures are
g@rfect, in&@muon as they wer@ aztﬂxeé {(dictae) by the
Word af'&eﬁ and His upirit.“lQ
e Th@ apostolic writers Jhrougn whem God spoke are
‘;tat&lly &ccurat& for after the resurrection, “clothed
with the pewer of h$ bpzrib,“ they were “filled with
a perfeet knowledge in all thin@a“ thue "they are be-
"fyond all f&lsaheod w20 ;his is effective to the very
cholce of words useé
. Matthew mighﬁ have said, 'The generation of
- Jesus was on tais wise, - but the Holy Spirit
o fGTﬁﬂ&eiﬂé the corruptions of the truthz, and
- Tortifying us against their deception says,
by ﬁat%aaw: 'ihe ganarat on of Christ was on
“this wise.‘ﬁik -
ﬂinally, because af the cr*ptures unigue gource
 and the tetal &uidanee of the writers, perplexing factcrs
’,may saemingly be at V&rlanca and diffiault to connect but
:“all ﬁaripture a8 it naa been &iven to us by God, will
_be foun& to be harmeniaus.“ag

xh&s the Scriptures are laaked upon %y Erenaeus

- as ve”bally aiven nyﬁumd perfectly tnrough His Spirit

19. 3reske Foss westaeut Introduction to the Study of
the ﬁasyals Hew York Meacmillan, 1896, p. 414, ‘

21, . Ibid., p. 414.
2e. 1Ibid., p. 415.
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to the Apostles. Inerrancy was thue fundemental to his

thinking.

Origen ,
Origen, one of the leading theologiane of the

early church in ﬁlexandria,,§ﬁ:hf§sthe years A.D, 182 -

251, His doctrine of ﬁcripiure encopasses Lthe whole
of it in its minute details as insplred of God. &So
"the records of the Gospels are oracles of the Lord,
pure oracles as silver purified‘aeven times in the fire.”
Thus they contain no error as "they were accurately
written by the cooperation of the ﬁcly Spirit."<>3
Origen, most famous for his allegorical method
of 1nterpretatién¥tells ug Scriptlures have three depths
qf'maaning, historical, moral and mystical, which he
glves in the metaphor of body, soul and gpirit. The
underlying prinéipleé quthis_méthad are significant.

 "%3 cannot say of the writings of the Holy Spirit...

tnatfanythin&\in theﬁ is otlose or superfluous, even |

if they seenm tdisomeVobs¢ure.#?4,fThua‘all is of equaquk

v§lue.ﬁ:k | | | l(k ,
Another pragmatilc conaiaerétion 1s‘formativeror‘

this 1ntefyr&tatiVe process -- eeemihg discrepancies in

23, Ibld., pp~‘439f431§
24. 1Ibid., p. 432,



the fcur Gaspels.' e

 If one were to set th@m all f@rtn then would
' _he turn dizzy, and either desist from trying
~ to establish all the Goespels in very truth,
and attach himself to one, ...or admitiing
~the four, grant that their tru%h does not
“1lie in their corporeal forms.2

Thus Origen defende the principle afjccmplete inerrancy

in terms of accuracy in recerding, a consistent level

/af value throughaut; and a principle of inberpratation

wnicthemoves any se&ming discrepancies,

o Athenagoras

ihis writsr i8 an early Second (entury apologiet
who shares an apologetic resemblance with Justin and who,

perhaps, has a tendency toward dontanism. iie view of

/‘inapiration is one waich empnasizes the paseivity of the

propnat; ‘ihe prophets "whlle entranced and deprived of
tﬁé&r‘natural,gewars of reason...by the influence of the
ﬁivihé Spirit, ‘..¢ uttered that which was wrought in
them..., the Spirit using them as 1ts instruments ss s
flute player might blow a flute.“26 |
Not all of the early fathers would go as far as
Athehagorae, but he represents a familiar image used

by others to express the ldea of passivity during in-

apiratian.

25. Ibid., p. 437.
26. 1bid., pp. 410-411.
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Augustine
The influenoe of Augustine (354-430) to this day
is aiffieult 10 undereatimane. ihe Bishop of Hippo,
cominb near the end of what 13 uaually thought of as
the fost-ﬂpostolic~periad,perhaps summarizes some of
the trends 1ﬁ*thefperiod 6anérning the view of the
nature of ucriptures e | |
The ennire truthfulneas of the Scriptures is Au-
“gustine's basic premise; Speaking to Honcr&tus, & man
1nf1uenced by tha Manicnees who rejected parts of Scrip-
ture,‘hs sald, "Believe me, whatever there 18 in these
Seripturesg, 1t is lofty and divine; there 1is in them
altogetherytruth.“g? 4nd in & 1etterlto Jerome he sgays,
"I believe maé£ firmly‘ﬁhat no one of those writers (of
canonical &éripﬁuraﬁ} has erred in any respect in writing."zg
Having been taught by Amorose tnekaliegcrical
 method based on the text, 'ihe letter killeth but the
spifit glveth 1ife,' Augustline found meny problems solved.
By this time I could find an explanation for the
contraedictions that used to repel me, an explansa-
tion in the depths of 1ts mysteries, having heard
many of them reasonably expleined; and the author-

ity of Qgripture appeared to me all the more au-
gust...

27. St. Augustine, "On the Profit of 3elieving," Nicene
end Post-Nicene Fathers, Vol, III, Grend Kepids,
Wm, B, Eerdmans, 1656, p 353,

28. Cited by David W. Kerr, “2ugustine of Hippo," In-
spiration end Interpretation, John F. Walvoord, ed.,
Grand Rapids, Wm. B. Lerdmans, 1957, p. T3.

29. St. Augustine, Confeseions, Book VI, Caap. V, cited
by Alan Richardson, Christian Apologetics, New York,
Harper and Brothers, 1647, p. 183,
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Thus Augustine would posit Scriptures as en-

tirely perfect and taereggyﬁqwitﬁaut contradlictions,

Summary |
Thus the iataars n&ve itiustraned in their

writin&s 'inefranay - not as a aoctrlna 1 e, a carefully

- summarized &tatem@nt of aaaia %hﬂﬁ&h&é concerning mcrip~

tural perfecticn, but as a foundationsal presuppositlion,

‘Their presuppositions geem to indicate the perfection

of Seriptures is thought of aé*l) verbal perfection

arising from the everwhelming control of the Spirit;

- 2) planary agcuracy in the totality of the writin&s

wnicn are in alluparts equally valuable and harmonious,
free from seeming céntr&ﬁidtimna which are resolved by

the deeper allegorical meaning.

THE HEFORMATION PERIOD

Luther ’

Both Luther and Calvin maintalin strongly that
objective trutimfulness and subgectivafﬁely-Bpirit in-
spired faith are'naaess&ry factors in coming to an un-
derstanding of the Scriptures. In 1nvesti5ating their
partleular views of inspiration this fact must remain

in the faregreund as the basic presupposition. Luther

1llustrates this by stating: "The content of Scripture

is true and certain per se, but we percelive this fact



axalted Ged.

only inagmﬁégfaé‘by xtﬁaebgaétifg‘eyeration Wwe exper-
fence it subjectively."3%
1t 1s an objective fact that the Bible iz the

word of Goed., By tnls Luther means that the words of

4$¢riyture are God's words. “In Seripture you are

 raacnin& not the word of m&n, but the word of tne most

wid

Thiéff&ct is illusirated by Yaul, for waalever
Paul says 18 at the same tima’sgsxen by‘thafﬁely‘Spirit
and therefore wmoaver4rais®s é santantion to the Apostle's
statements spcaks agaihst the ﬁaly %?irit,ﬁé ‘the prophets

and &pﬁ&t*ﬁﬂ aae Lﬂf&lliﬁil@ﬁ ﬂacteraa who are at the

same time uen, c&gabla of Bin and error, but within:the

ﬁ(}iy ‘%;pirit wcﬁz‘ks and corrects them to produce true suthor-

"ty from God. 33

. This &ssurance of freedor from error exten&a to
the wnole of fcripture. Lutner states categorically:
"The Scriyﬁurea have never erred." “It:ia impossible
ﬁh&&yﬁaripture\snaulﬁ contradict itself; it appears so

only to the senselese and obstinate hypoerites."o

Z0., Cited by I. fﬂeadera Mueller, “"Luther and ihe Bible,"
Wwalvoord, ed., op. cit., p. 108.

31, Cited by ﬁueller op. ¢it., g f. J.K.5, neld,
ihe Authority of ncripture' efermation and Post e~

formation Understanding of the Blble, London, Hethuen
end Go., 1957, pp. 61-62,

32, ueld, op. cit., pp. 6l-62.
%3. Ibid., p. 62.
24, Clted by HMusller, op. ¢it., p. gG.
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Sclence ag well as history recorded in the 3ible is
free from error. Thus speaking of the creation narra-
tive, Luther says:

If you cennot understand how it could have
been done in six days, then accord tne Holy
Ghost the honor that He is more learned than
you are. When you resd the words of Holy
Scripture, you must reallize that God 1is
speaking them.JD

Historical chronological data are evaluated from
the point of view that the Biole is absolutely correct.

1 make use of the secular writers in such a

way that I am not compelled to contradict
Sceripiure., ¥For I believe that in the Serip-
tures the God of truth spesks, but in histories
good people display, according to their ability,
thelr diligence and fidelity (but only =zs men),
or at least that the%r,(tne Scriptures) copyists
have perhaps erred.’® :

Uiher couments of Luther cuoted to substantliate

the view that he had really a much freer interpretation

of Seripture probably can pe explained by ihe fact that

Luther diStinguiahea betgeen the various Biblical books

28 to thelir relative value in declaring the essential

nessage of Christ and salvation by faith.”! Tahus in

nls commentary to the Romans these dogmatlc words are read:
Tais then 1s the proofstone to apply to all books,
that one looks to see if tney treat of Christ...
or not, for all Scriptures declare Christ, and

St., Faul willl know nothing but Christ, Wwhat does
not teach Christ is not apostolic, even if St.

35. Ipid., p. 99.
36. Ik)iao » P 990
37. Ibid" po 1@%0
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Peter and St. Paul teach it. Again what

preaches Christ is apostolic, even if 1t

égegu?g? gr Annas or Pilate or Herod that

' Most probably Luther‘s eomments on James concern-

1ng its straw-like cnaracter can best be explained from
the persnective of & judgment of its relative value and
not 1ts 1nerrancy.39 But Luther, not known for slavish
consistencey, did fémafk’concerning prbblems brought to
light by Erasmus: ”If'tﬁeré~eceﬁrs a contradiction in .
Hcly‘Scrlptures which cannot‘be composed one must let 1t
go" -- so long as 1t does notiaffect‘“the articles of the
Christian fa;th."4o This statement, however, does most
probably not reflect Luther's general thoughtycn inerrancy.

Thus Luther held to an inerrancy which was 1) ver-
bal‘ih that‘the words of Scripture are God's Words but
s8t1ll 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 copled it.

Calvin
'~ In contrast to Luther, Calvin's position 18 clear

and syétematieally given. Calvin considers the Sible as

38, OLited by Reid, op. cit., p. 70; also Mueller, op. cit;,

39. John Dillenberger Claude Welsh Protestant Christianity,
New York, Charles Scribner's Sons 1954, pp. 46-47. ef.
for another view, 1.e.,, the 1nterpretationa of James
were stiraw, Mueller op. cit., p. 101,

40, Cited by Reid, op. cit., p. 67.
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the record of &od's'revelgtica through wnhich (od has
spoken to men by accﬁfa%ely dlctating by ithe Spirit His
thoughts and will. It is the assurance of the Holy Spirit
which brings these facts to tne believer wno has responded
in faith to God's elective call.

The Scriptures, to be baiieved "to nave come from
fieaven, as directly as if God had been heard giving ut~-
terance to them,"41 were transmitted through men. For
the prophets "obediently followed the apirit as thelr
guida,“}but were "not bereaved of wmind (as tne Gentiles
imagined thelr prophets to have been}." - But thie rela-

tionsulp and interaction vetween God and man produced

 phets and apostles "dared not announce enytuing of their
;'own, and obediently followed the Epirit as thelr gulde,
who ruled in their mouthe as in His own aanctuaryf42
God's %érd then is effectively communicated with-
out variation by God's Spirit., ‘he human element is
operative but the resuli{ 1is certaingfor the words are
"Gictated by the Holy Spirit (a spiritu sancto dlctatum.)"43
'Calvin'a emphasis on the divine control of written
Seriptures is expressed in another favorite term -- aman-

uenses. ihe authority of the aposiles oy wnlch thelr

41, John Calvin, Institutes of the Caoristlan nellglon,
trans. by idenry leveridge, Vol. I, urand napids,
Wm. B, herdmens, 1957, p. 66.

42, CGited by reld, op. cit., pp. 36-~37.

43. Ibid.’ pt 34;

l effectively an accurate divine communication., #or pro-
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writingé are to be “"regarded aﬁ'ofacles of God" is
found in the difference between them snd thelr suc-
cegsors, for “thﬁy were sure and autanentic amanuenses
of tne Holy obpirit” while their successors "are to
teach from the Scriptures they have written, "44

For Calvin, the confirmation of tnls complete
work of the Spirit in the writers, comes through the
witness of the Holy Epirit. Ultimstely it is this
subjective work of Cod on the inner man walch validates
the ngecﬁi#a‘record. ~The result of tnls point of view
is that Scripture, through the work of the cpirit, is
self-authenticating.

Thoee who are inwardly taught by the Holy Spirit

acoulesce implicitly in Scripture; that Scripture,

carrying its own evidencs along with 1t, delgns

not to submit to proofs and arguments, but owes

the full conviction with which we ought to receive

it to the testimony of the Splrit., knlightened

by Him, we no longer pnelieve, elther on our own

Judgment or that of otherse, that the Scriptures

are from God; but, in & way superlior Lo numan

Judgment, feel perfectly assured -- as muca 80

as 1f we peheld the Divine lmage visibly impressed

on it -~ that 1t came to ue, by Lhe instrumental-

ity of men, from the very mouth of God.

From Calvin's peint of view inerrancy would play
an important part in a concept of inspiration. First
Celvin considers God's mode of comuunication to oe through

dictation, thue assuring sccurscy. <Secondly, this whole

‘44, Ibid., p. 35.
45, Calvin, op. cit., p. T2.
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view of inspiration le assured to the bellever by the
Spirit,who guerantees the Scrlptures 1o be the very

Word of God.

SBUMMARY

ihe two great reférﬁefs nhave added tunelr partic-
ular thoughts on Scripture which help build and clarify
a concept of 1nerrancy;’ God 1négiras the writers by
His Bpirit in tneﬂaenﬁg of dictaiion in winich the human
resson is active but ihe effect of total accuracy 1s as-
gured., inls eff@ct of accuracy is verbal 1n thaet the
words of Scripture are God's wofds and this effect ex-
tende to sclentific, nistorical statements as well &as
doctrinal. Goﬁtfa&iaiiqnﬁ in &’ripturé are relegated

to copylsis wno msay err.

POST ={EFORMATION PEHIOD

Introduction

Ae we move from the fresh impact of the Reforma-
tion, the disciples of the leading reformers began to
synthesize and theologize the fresh recovery of the
reformation period. A gtrong empnasls on doctrine was
the leading 'forte' of the orthodox theologlans, That
the deoctrine of inspiration would be carefully expounded
wes inevitable. Some of the leadlngk'signposte' set by
the Reformation PFathers were followed to the limit.

Pleklng, up the leads of reformed and Lutihieran traditions
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by‘chacﬁing 1éa£iﬂg theologians as guldes will indicate
wh&ﬁ ertna&ax“ thaole&ianﬁ were thinking and writing.
Voetius (1538 1676), a Buteh Calvinistic tneolc-
gian, presents clearly nis view,
It l8 to be held that the Holy Splrit in an
‘immedliate and extrsordinery mode dictated all
taings which were to be written snd were writ-
ten, both the matters and the words, as well
~those wiich the writers were before ignorant
of or not able to recsall; as thnose which ihey
knew wvery well both historical or particular,
and the dogmatlic universal, theoretical, and
practicel.

“This is clearly a &svelopment of Calvin's think-
ing for 1t sssentlally eliminates the coghlitlve facultly
of man a8 any f&etaf of importance. One may!howeverg
&rg&e this 1s the only diraction one mey take with Cal-
vin's presu§§051£ion$ and that Calvin only did not ex-
tend them far enough.

The most radical "pressing of a poinit" wae the
_Helvetic Consensus FOrmula. issentially the poeltlon of
the Rutc& cnurcnman Buxtorf:, tais confession wag prob-

ably the masa exvreme of the perlod,

The Heorew version of the Cld Testament, waich
‘we have received and hold today, &s handed down
by ithe Jewlsh Church to waom ihe oracles of Goa
were formerly commlitted, 1s inspired both as re-
specle consonants and as reysrds vowels (elther
the points tnemselvsa, or at least the force of
the poinis) =nd both as reespecte matterz and as
respects words.47 |

46, Lited by Henry ¢. Sheldon, History of Laristian Doc-
trine, Vol. II1, New York, kEaton & Msins, 1885, p. 79.

47, 1Ibid., p. 79.
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- #eside the extreme literal prassin& of the demand
fmr an iﬁépirea text, thile aénfaﬂaion showe that insplira-
tion had beccome, at least in the nminds of many theologlans,
a way of expressing the principle of inerrancy. Inspira-

- tion and inerrancy had become one and the same.

On the Luthersn side of thies development of rigid
and é#erstateﬁ viewé there are equally talented theolo-
glans. GQuenstedt (1617-1685), professor at wittenbﬁrg,
considers the overwhelming activity of God's opirilt as
completely normative. "..,the very words and each and
every expreesion uaaﬁ‘by tne sacred writers...the Holy
Spirit individually supplied, inspired and dictated.”
”?raphats and ancstlas contributeé ‘nothing of thsir own
except tongue and pen whg Thus tde numan element was
overwh@lmed and eliminated,

ihere'aiac was therefore no error of any concelv-
able kind 1n the Seriptures,

v oo MO menﬁ&eity, no falelty, no slightest error,

whether in matters or words, but every single

thing whatsoever that ls transmitted in it, whether

it be dogmatic, or moral, of history, caronology,
typoiraphy or names 18 most irue; nor can or ought
tnere to be atiributed to Scripture as transmitted
in the sacred lettere any lgnorance or forgetful-
negs or lack of ﬁgawladge, or lapse of memory by
a%e Holy bpirit. S

' Eﬁ order to defend nin viewse in the face of peem-~

ing conflicts in manuscripts, Quenstedt wsas ready, with

48, 1Ibid., p. T7.
49. Cited by reid, op., cit., p. ©6.
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81l thls store Gf~3ﬁ§arfluaus iaspiration, Lo pass &

bt of 1t slong 10 the exbsnt maauscripis to give them

some life.

We can be certaln that the sacred codices walch
we noW have in our hande are those whlch exlisted
at the iime of Jerome and Augustine, nay, at the.
tlme of Lnrist Himself and His Apostlas,>C

At this gsint %e?n&r&fiazsrjecta&;and maintained tnat

“only tha«original Hebrew and &reek,man&scrip&& wWere au-

trentlc.

SUMMARY

It would not be fair tc suggest that every taeo-
loglan of the perlod held tuese viewa. <the Aralnisn

Esméas%fanta, such as Hugo Grotius (1583-1643), the

- gcholar Lplscopius {1583-1643) and Punilipilan Timborea

‘:(1@53~z71§), 23 & §arsea&%ad minnrity,taught less strict

views.-t Zut toe "orthodox" theologlans and taeir views

on inspiration neld tne day. ihe mode of inspiration was

concelved of as dictalion in wnleoh ithe human reason was

an inslgniflcant pari of the process, Laus assuring in-
errancy as an effect. This was a verpal accuracy walch

extended Lo every concelvavle ares in the Scriptures,

f not present in the L8,
T not present in the extant

e 4]

manuacripiaéw&a certalnly present in lhe orlglinel auto-

SQ ey };bid - ” I} € &9w AN
51. %heiéoﬁ; cp. cit., pp. (9-80.



29

graphs. Inerranéy Became;so important it seemingly bve-
came a prereguisite of ins@iration and a synorym of in-
apiration;52 | | : |

~ In this Poat-ﬁafcrmation périod, the principle
of inerrancy flowered.  Friénﬁ,and foe alike, however,

‘consider the bloom mcra“weeﬁ,’

HODERN PERIOD
L. Gaussen

The historical survey attempted so far has pro-
duced evidence that 'inerrancy' as a doctrine was present
at least in germinal form from a very early date; it was
developed and enl&rgéﬁ as time went on until it became &
formidable part of a concept of insplration, ‘ilhe writers
cnosen for this perlod @Xpreés adequate statements of this
doctrine in a aigniflcant'form s8¢ that thelr writlngs are
starting polnts 1n discussions on insplraivion.

‘ Inerrancy iﬁrﬁhaught of ag a derivative and essen-
tial part of God's inspiring actlvity during the record-
ing of revelation. Qaus&en‘ﬁ definition of Divine inspira-
tion shows thls clearly:

.eesds that inexplicacle power wiich the Divine
~.:8plerit put forth of old on the authors of

52. Geoffrey W. Bromiley, "The Church Docirine of Inspira-
tion," hevelation and tae Bible, op. c¢it., pp. 213-214,
- _for this criticism as well as otner general criticism
of this period.
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Holy Scripture, in order to thelr guidance [sic]

even in the eumployment of the words they used,

??gmtzlﬁrgggzziéi%%% alike from all error and

Thus 1napirabién has a positive effect -- the
words of maﬁ become tbéfﬁcrd of 606,54 and the book is
relieved of any error of omission or commission.

48 Gaussen elaborates his vlew of inspiration,
certain elements pertaining to inerrancy are clarified.
He m&kes ¢lear lnerrancy is & necesgsary product of insplra-
tion. <The sacred books “contain no error; they are writtén
taroughout by 1n8piratian of God."55 Tnis result is as-
sursed by the author's view a8 to the mode of 1napiratian.

Inspiration is thought of not as an internal experience

of insight by the writer out inspiration is "in that which

1s written.'>® (Italics autoor's). For the Sible is mot
"s book wihlch God employed men, who& he hgd previously
enlightened, to write under his auspices. No -~ it 18 a
book wnicn He dictated to them.”ﬁz ihus there is pérfsct
guldence in the writing of the book extending to “both
the things the whicn the writer knew already and those

of waich he knew nothing."58

53. L. waussen, Theopneusiia, The Flenary Inspiration of
~ the Holy Scriptures, trans. David D. Bcoti, Lhlcago
¥oody Press, 194G, p. 34.

54, Ivid., p. 53
55. Ibid., P. 34
56, Ibid., p. 48,
57. 1Ibid., p. 49.
58. Ibid., p. 48.
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Thls degree of in@rr&nay is assigned to ithe orig-
inal autographs which, out of ihe necessity of receiving

& ‘divine communicstion muat‘b@ kept from error as this

ﬁkinﬁvaf knowledge be&né'reeaiﬁad‘by the writer could

never oe recevere&‘lfflc$€ by & blunder.”?

The séépe of 1nerrancy'féund in the autographs is

eamplete and necessarily 80 for "were it true that there

ware as tney tail us, erreneous facts and contradictory

| n&rraﬁiveﬁ in the Kely Scrigturea one wmust renounce any |

attem@t to maint&in tnei? @lenary 1n3§irazion.“bﬁ There-

fore, Gaussen 5o@agan'to investigate objections and con-

f,ciudéé&thatVaeémiﬁglyV1nsignifieant~aeiails such as per-

gonal remarks in Paul's letters sre completely inspired
‘&nﬁ'therefore valueble, there i1s no error in resasoning

or doctrine, no inner contradiction in historical facts,

‘or outward con&r&ﬁictian to natural science.%! Inspira-

tian is complete,

Complete inerrancy is epistemolo@ically necessary
for Gaussen. Fgrf“if‘left to think...tnat God has not

entirely dictated it, and that human infirmity may have

- had ite share in it, where shall I stop in assuming that

there may pe errors? I know not ,"62

5. Ibid., p. 158,

60. Ibid., p. 2@7

61. Ioid., pp. 197-270.
é2. Ibid,, p. 160.
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Thus 1nerranqy is the 1nevitable effect of God's
1nsp1r1ng work oen the enLire original writing of Secripture

in order to give certainty for saving faith,

3 in B. Warfield \ ‘
Warfield, an apologetic "giant" of the turn of the

Twentieth Century, eonbribates.a formidable argument for
the defense of his position. That Warfield holds that
'inerrancy is a necessary reault of inspiration is clear
from his definition of inspiration. -
Inspiration is that extraordinary, supernsatural
influence (or, passively, the result of 1t),
exerted by the Holy Ghost on the writers of our
Sacred Books, by which thelr words were rendered
also the wog%s of God, and, therefore, perfectly
infallible, |
This ‘association and'eoaperaticn of the human and
DPivine by whieh man' 8 language partieipates in and becomes

ﬁivine is the Bpirii's superintendenee over verbal cholices

ganﬁ,superintendence over the;gntire product to preserve it

from anyfinconsistensies.~'B&éause‘entirg truthfulnasskia‘
necessary fér Divinefauthersnip, as God is péxfect and en-
64

The extent of 1nerrancy is quite complete. Doec-
trinal, scientific, 1@g1cal contradictions in historiéal

or geograpnieal facts are non-existent. And this 1s the

63. Benjamin Breckinridge Warfield, lhe Inspiration and
Authority of the Bible, E4. Samuel G. Cralg, Phila-
delphia, The Presbyterian and Reformed Publishing
Company, 1948, D. 420

64. Ibid., p. 173.
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cage even when the @1@&0&&&% ef Seriptures are investi-
5&%&& by crit&cal regearaﬁ
. All the flerce light ar criticzsm,..has not

- yet been sble to settle one indubitable error

on the New Testament writers...No paenomene

~can be pled against verbal Inspiration except

errors, -- no error can be proved to exist
witnin bhe sae?g% pages; that is the argument
in 2 nut shell, %+ . :

_the foundation for this dootrine of inerrancy is
vast, interrel&ted snd‘firm; Fo r~althougn warfield ad-
mits that plenarj 1nap1ration or any d@etrine sf inspira~
tion 18 not the basis for faith in the truth of Christianity
{(as this is & historicsl qu@@tion‘baaad on tne previous fact

cf,rével&ﬁiau}?ﬁ‘inSpfratian4and-ita corf&iét& 1ﬁérr&ncy are

~ crucial nevertheless.

First, it 1s based on suthoritative teaching. iWe

'V,&dcph;it apacifie&lly‘beeauseyit‘isitaught us as truth by

Christ and His apdstiss*‘nat~0n 2 priori or sentimental

' ,greun&s.é?' Secondly, one needs inerrancy to have desired

affeet, name1y!a communication from God. “ﬁavelation is

but half revelation ﬁnlgsa it be infallibly coumunicated;

it ie but half aeﬁmuniaated unless 1t be infallibly re-

“6§‘ Thirdly, inspiration which resulis in inerrancy

65. Ibid., p. 440.
66. 1Ioid., p. l2l.
67. Ipid., p.;ﬁl&;‘,"
68. 1Ivid., p. 442,
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produces & practicel authoriiy for the faltialul, for:

ihe &utﬁar;tygwﬁicﬁ.c&ﬁnat agsure of a nard

fact is soon not trusted for a hard doctrine

.. f0at we are to accept as the truth of God

is a comparatively easy quustion, 1f we can

open our Sibles with the confident bellef that

what we read there 1s commended to us by a

fully crediple "ihus saith the Lord."©9
This practical autnority is lmportant also since even
though Christianity -can be vindicated historically,
the average man is not and cannot be a historical scholar,
Also, since historic vindication results in iny’aubsﬁan~
tial but sdequate verification, the detailed promlses
glven migat be lost to the Caristien,'®

 fourthly and finally, inerrancy has besn consis-

tently held through nistory because of “an instinctive
feeling in the church thet theé trustwortniness of the
Scriptures lies at the foundation of trust in tne Caristian
sysuwem of dactrin&.“7l The Caurch, thus, has sensed "her
need of an abeclutely infallible 3101e"72 down tarough
history to provide & foundation for falth.

Thus, baged on solid autnorliy, theoretlcal, prag-
matic andpsychologlical factors support this doctrine of
inerrancy which holds that the effect of Divine superin-

tendence 1in the process of inspiration produces a record

66, 1Ipld., p. 1b2,

0. 1pid., pp. 1l21-122,
71, Ioida., pp. 120-121,
T2, Ibid., p. 125,
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cg&pletely free from eﬁréra,iﬁua perfectly filling the

needs of éhristiana,

Contemporary Trends |
Gaussen and Warfleld are two leaders upon whom
conﬁem§erary ex?en&nta of inerrancy lean heavily. How-
“evar certain centamparary trends msy be summarized con-
cerning thais ﬁectrine.i 1} Iﬁarranﬁy is relative tb the
S pUrpoBe af the writers, S&nn distinctions as cultural
ag&‘transcultur&l, form and‘contant; are made to relleve
Scripture of carrying ihe bﬁrden of pbeﬁisa'scientifia
'aceuracy 1n regards to ihe 5tructure of naﬁura.(B
2) ﬁisﬁory is a aurrent praﬁlem for expanants of this
'éaetrina; Packer iﬁsiata there 1is as muoﬁ need "to in-
sist on ihe truth of ﬁiblic&i %estimanv on matters of
‘,nistarical fact as on matters of theolegg.“7a Carnell
‘deais with 1nterna1 niahsrieal discr&pam&&es by tracing
them to the aaurcas taﬁ‘siblical writers used. The
writers of Sc?iptuf&’iﬂf&lliély record what ihey have
nefaré ‘them, 75 Tmia csnstitatas a uefinif& mnovemnent

from ﬁarfleld s goaitien (A

T3, c.f. Edward Jaﬁﬂ uaraaii, ine Csaese {or Orthodox
- Theology, ?hiladslghi&, westminster rress, 1959,
PP 92-97; J.1. Packer, Fundameatalisu and the word
of God, urand Kaplds, WW. 3. Eerdmans, 1958, p. 96;
sernard Ramm, The Canristian View of Science and Scrzp-
ture, Grand Raplds, hm..ﬁ. Eerdmans, 1956, pp. 66-80.

74, Packer, op. c¢it., p. 100,
75. GLarnell, op. ¢it., p. 111,
76. Ibid., p. 108.
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From the import&n§ adv0ﬁatea‘of inerrancy aome

fundamental characterietice of the doctrine may be de-

" rived. 1) Inerrancy 1eé a necessary effect of God's ac-

tion in producing the record éf‘f@véi&ticn. 2) Inerrancy
1s limited te the originals of the Scriptural books.
%) Inerrency Aie plenary as ta its scope and inciudes
aécuracy in all of Soripture's statementa, nistorical as
well as theolegicsl (modified slightly by Cernell).
4} Inarrancy is necessary for authoritative certainty
in faitin. H

Inerrancy as an attempt to protect the utter
trutnfulness of God and to know Him hae arieen histﬁrf
lcally from interpretations of tne prophets' experience
in which God's actlvity with man wae put forth in &
bold “thus says the Lord." With God there is mo error,
thue God's inspiring activity must overcome msn's
finiteness and tendency to err., +1he testimony of Christ
and the apostles to the Uld Testament's autnority'aﬁd to
the plcture of freedom from srror in all of Script&re;
Thus inarran¢y has come to maturity in ite progress
through history and may be now defined in the following
manner: inerrancy, found in Mew'Tastameﬂt teaching, is

the unique effect of the Spirit's unparalleled activity

~on or with the #lblical recorders writing of revelation,

in order to produce a record of revelstion which was
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infallibly sccurate snd correéct in theological as well
ag nistorical matters, that men might have an absolutely
true, authoritative communication from God for the pur-

poses of bellief &nd:gadly living. -
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THE NEW TESTAMENT VIEW OF INSPIRATION - CHAPTER II

Intraduction , ;

 The purpoee of this ehapter will be to attempt
an 1nterpretat1ve analysis of the kew Testament datsa
for aa understanding of its view of 1nspirat10n -- that
is, the 1mp11cationa of Ged 8 aetivity in the’ recorded
page-. >lhiﬁwwill be done with a specific reference to
inerrancy as a StVQﬁ:pessib1§ 1mpl;cat1on-of’tné data.
| In undertakiﬁg sﬁch a:sﬁudy tﬁére are serious
limitations.« The New Testament has few, if any, expli-

cit statements ceneerning the epeeific effects of in-

: spiranion. Such a view 1s, as many other doctrines, an

implication freﬁ the data, Determining thesé implica-
tidns 15 a rational process of interpretation and eval-
uation and thus subject to the inherent restrictions of
these processes, ény view df inspiration thus cannot be
héld‘with ébaoiﬁte céttainty as reflecting cémpletely the
New Téstament view. H@wéver, it 1s significant that
Christianity 1s not ultimétely dependent on ggx'vlew of
inspiracion. Warfield reflects this: "Were there no
auchyﬁhing as inspiration, Christianity would be true,
and all 1ts essentlial doctirines would be credibly witnessged
to us..."l "

The method followed 18 a first hand study of the

1. B. B. Warfield, Inspiratien and Authority, op. cit.,
p. 210,
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New Testament data, éémpared'with other sources, which
deal with usage, alluéicns and statements concerning
the 0ld Téstament Scriptﬁre. The implicztions from
 this data are organized and related to statements pur-
: ported to come from Jesus, secondly Paul, thirdly signi-

ficant passages from other New Testament writers,

Jesus®' View of Inspiration

Imnlicaﬁionavﬁﬁtm'Interpretative Usage of 0l1d Testament
| Oﬁé‘mngt gleam from Jesus' interpretative usage
t&s essential elemaqts, namely, the nature and value of
the Old Testament., Matthew S;l?~48 gives a statement
théh indicates some of Jesus' thoughts cbncerning the
Law's essential néture. |
First, tha Law and the prophets are a measns of
;God's historic revelation of His will for man, This pas-
sage, found in‘tné "Sermon on the Mount,' indicates that
Jesus' statements céneerning RKingdom members (5:3-16)
ﬁay have ralised questions concerning the authority of the
014 Testament Scriptures in the hearers' minds. So Jesus
7quickly dispels any false notions relating to His position
28 a teacher éf "new" doctrines, (The Beatitudes are dis-
tinctly not new but a significant interpretation of 0ld
Testament ccncepts.)f “Think’nOt that I have come to
abolish (,%ngmagiv@§ ) the lasw and the prophets; I have

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

K.S.V.) Thus the Old Testament is still valuable as a




kvie# of the hearers. However,the word "fulfil®" (/7/

source for knowing about Godaand His intentions for man.
But Jesus in say;ng fﬁis‘had made an astonishing

claim for Himself and a hegati#e statement about the

nature of the ”writingﬁ.“ Given by God this law must be

complete, perfect and thus final -- from the point of

gilves & different connotation. To fulfil 1s to bring
intokcompletioh 8 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-
fect of the uouse being "filled"® (w&igﬁjkz@% ) With the
fragrance of the cintment." (John 12:3, R, S. V.). From
this sense of filling up an empty but potential area (such
as a room or a sall) the word took tne meaning of bring-
ing to cbmpletion sométﬂing already begun.z The end and
completed potential or design is brought into final form
and thus fulfilled. Webster's definition is accurate and
nelpful: "To carry into effect as an intention; to bring
to pass ae a design; also reflexively, to reslize or mani-
fest completely.”3

To remain with the figure of the sallboat for a

moment , Christ brings a new class of boat with more square

2. Walter Bauer, A Greek-English Lexicon of the New Teata~
ment and Other Early Christian Literature, "
trans, by William F. Arndt and F. Wilbur uingrich,
Chicago, wniveraity of Chicago Press, 1957, pp. 676-678.

3. Webster's New Lollegiate Dictionary, "Fulfil," Spring-
fleld, G. & C., Merriam Co., 1956, p. 335,
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feet of salls than was found in the old. The old,
smaller boat performs its function -- the wind pro-
pelss 1t -- but only according”te the potential of the
sails. Christ alloﬁé‘the'"windﬁfﬁc work more efficiéntly

' for His "gail" 1& moréfadéqugie and thus “"perfectly"

fulfils the pur§ose ‘of “baating.“
1he Law then is adequate but not perfect that is,

itgadequately parferms 1tsvfunction~but there are intrinsic

limitations within 1ts,§trﬁcturg for its total pctential

hés,not been realized until now -- for "I have come.,.to -
fulfil." Thus now the Law finﬁa its completicn, perfection
and finallty drawn into the focus of Christ. Now men have
te decide to throw stones or worship.,

| | In the c@ntext Jesus, having claimed to fulfil the
law, desorioes the naaure of tqis fulfilled law. It is

eternal and completely perfect. VFop truly, I say to you,

- t11l heaven and earuh pass away,'net an iota, not a dot

will‘pass‘frcm the law untill 21l is accomplished." (Mat-
thew 5:18); Ihe intefprététiqn of this passage 1s diffi—
cult. What law is Jesus réfe?rfng to in wverse 18?7 The
possibilities seem to be; 1) “the Old Testament -- that
is, as wh§1é eince "law" often means this in New Testa-
ment writings; 2)“thevmoral law -- that 1is, the "ten

commandmentaf which reflect the eternal moral standards

of God, in contrast to ceremonial, social or political

commands; 3) the "fulfil;ed“ law -- that is, Jesus' re-



inteﬁpne;gﬁipneef theto;dfiestameht iawkand prOpnecy.
kThe writer would hold io‘thé ratiér oﬁ the strength of
the cohnective “"for," which indicates the reason that
Jesﬁs has not come to abolish the lew 1s thet this 0ld
Testament, as 1nterpreted*and'completeﬂ by Corist, 1s
eternal and minutely perfectgk 8eccnély, Jesus, in verses
21-48 reinterprets and evaluates the tradition of the
Scribes and Pharisees and in the process reveals llmita-
tions in the 0ld Testament 1tself., Thus Deut.‘24§l—4 oﬁ
divorce 1s abrogated, along with Humbérs 30:2 on oathé,
Exodus 21:24, Lev. 24:29 and Deut. 19:21 on recompensa=
tory Jjustice., YUThe 0ld Testament statements are then not
all entirely permanent in nature and the inner motive de-
termines that c¢lassification, V

But the 0ld Testament is a revelation from God in
which the record of God's activity to reach man with re-
demptive revelatlion has begun to work its way out in his-
tory. It is by nature limited at least in some areas to
the eituation in which it wss glven but, nevertheless,
adequately and substantlally revealed God's mind and pur-
poses now perfectly déught up and revealed in a Son.

If this indicates Jesus' view of the nature of
the Old Testament, what is 1ts value and how 1s that de-
termined? Jesus indicates that the 0ld Testament has in

its contents varylng degrees of value. In Matthew 22:34-40
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Jesus is put to the tesi gj,his religious opponents as
they asgk Him, “Teachér’which is the great commandment
in the law?" He giv53VHis;famaus reply on love which
is directed to God an&'maﬁ, ihen adds, "On these two
commandmente depend all the law gnd the prophets." The
foundationa1 essence of thekOI&.Téetément is included
in this statement and all'éthef statements are to be -
viewed in its light., ‘Wenham reflects tnis position by
stating that “the summary itself brings nome forcibly
the fact that within the 0ld Testament all its elements
are not equally fundamentai.“4

In a number df instances Jgsus ihdicates the area
of life which gives the writings their significance, His
teaching concerning the sabbath in Matthew 12:1-8 is 11-
lustrative of the fact that the most significant thing
in the law 1s not literal rule-keeping of the written
ordinance and traditionally interpreted applications of
the law. The attitudes and motivations of men are the
significant ends of the law. If man's attitudes, concerns,
motivating interests nave not been altered, rule-keepingk
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 Preagnce, but was

gulltless because of the motive involved. The COld Testament

4, J. W. Wenham, Our Lord's View of the 0ld Testament,
London, The Tyndale Press, 1853, p. 18.
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then is attemyting tb teaéhymen these proper attitu&es
toward God and men and from this gets its true value.

’The Beatitudes seem Lo De aimast entirely Old
Testenent teaching in which true motives and attitudes
glven by the writings have been summsrized., A classic
example is, "Blessed are the pure in heart, for they
shall see God." (Matt.5:8)(R.5.V.). The 24th Psalm in
its entirety is most beautifully summarized in those
words -- "...who shall stand in his noly place? He
wno nas clean hands and a pure heart... He Wwill receive
blessing from the Lord..." Psalm 24:3-5 «.S.V.

The temptation narrative 1llustrates the inner

‘significance of the writings. Jesus uses scripture
wnlch shows He iaoked to it to give Him correct and
accurane descriptiona of essentlals, what 1life mesans --.
obedience to God, what 1ife's purpose 1s -- worshipping
and serving God alone., Thus the inner significance in
the epiritual relationsiip of men to God is the true
value of the 0l1ld Testament.

,Jesue‘viewed the scripture not only as the source
of truth concerning inner moral living, but the source
of thecloglical or doctrinal authority. dJohn 10:31-39
finds Jesus in a debate with the Jews over Hie claias,
He,being a mere man, has clailmed divinity! 1o answer
ﬁhéir_intellactual ébjections,tnus opening the way for

belief, Jesus appeals to théir'theologlcal suthority.
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He refers them to FsalﬁiBé;g@ich teaches that men

wnosé aetibna reveal an ggégoihg concern for others

are:“gods, sons of the Eosﬁiﬁigh" sharing the privilege
of a unique relationsnip wiih God while at the same time
as mértale, subject to death.

- On.this basis Jesus' argunent runs as follows:

1) If the ﬁerm "gods" is applied to mortal receptors

of God's message; 2) If the source of this message
claims aivinity; 3) then don't stumble over words
,since the lesser man and greater man are identified

similerly, but look at evidence of my works and belieﬁe
',in me., Thus Jesus has proved that evidence for "blasphemy"

is not simply tér&inology‘but’has to do with the person.
:Th6010gical problens of‘dcctrine‘—~ the Son of God con-

cépt and n&taré of blasphemy -- nave been glven more

light from theiexegesia and interpretation of a psalm.

A c¢rucial area for this study ie found in the

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

In what senze are these words to pe taken? "Broken" is
a translation OféﬁéﬁmWhich has various shades of meaning,
Bauer éﬁggesta the following: 'loose', 'untie' bonds,

fettefs or something which was used to hold together an
oblect. %efe appropriately in this context "déstroy,
bring to an end, abolish, do away with", particularly

of commandments, laws and statements which are repealed

y




annulled or abolished.5 |

‘ Jesusfherevseema;$osbe arguing that the Jews
should rémgin‘within the context of their basic auth-
ority. %“Iheré'is & clear staiement'in the Seripture and
you cannot 4o away with;Scripturai statements by ignoring
them or removing them. You must take them at face value
in conSidering'tneae théélégical”matters;“ The 0ld
Tesiaﬁénﬁ then is the basic source of theological auth-
ority. 7 '

Ha?ing 1ndicézed some of Jesus' ideas concerning

the value of the Old Testament, the questlon theém is how
may that value befdét;fﬁlned and appropriated? Jesus puts
forward a rather clear method of evaluating the O0ld Testa~-
ment writings in the discussion about divorce in Mattheﬁ 19:

3-12. In this account of the incident the question of the

. Pharlsees 18 & questlion concerning the grounds of divorce,

which’at the tihe was & theologlcal debate between the rab-
binical schools of Shammal and the more liberal school of
Hille1.% | |

Jesus' reply undercuts the question by interpreting
from Seripture the 1deal intention of God in the matter of

marriage -- namely,'that'marriage'is a life~-long union

5. Bauer,‘Op. cit., " ¥, pp. 484-485,

6. Raymond Abba, The Nature and Authority of the Bible,
London, Jemes Clarke, 1958, p. 272.
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not to be destrdyed.  He does this by arguing, from
the statement of &enesislé;24, that it implies an act
of union by God and tgeféfé§§~;deaily man should not
'3152r~§hia sit&&tion{;k’k“\‘ |
‘ Thefresanse-of the Pharisees is that one must
then explain a clear cammand'of Moses which contradicts
this viewpoint.  (Deut.24{1~4) This statement Jesus
explains as an accemmodaticn io moral weakness and s8in
yen the mart of Moses, and that the ariginal intention
of God was not reflected in these statements of Moses,
Thus the 0ld Testament contains teachings whilch accommo-
date man's 1m@arfections and teacaihgs which do not re-
| flect the 1deal aternal ywrposeﬁ of God. But how can
”tnis eva;uation be made? ‘
From Jeans 1nter§retative uaa@e certaln principles
of evaluation may be disaovered One must first ascertain
’the total scriptural vieWpeint in ite essential elements
ifconcerning God ‘and man's basic relationship to nls Creator
and his fellows.' Secondly, the specific statement is eval-
uated in the»ligh; of the overall purposeé and attitudes
of God gleanedkfrom the whole of scripture. If there is
contradiction then the specific statement has limited
purpose and application.
Jesus theréfare is exhorting Hls hearers to use
thelr reason to;evaluate the particular parts of scripture

in the 1ight‘affthe whole, For "He Himself knew how to
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stimulate'the exercise of reason and repeatedly He
"aﬁcouraged His hearers to;go beneatnh the externals
of Seripture language and thinkbout its underlying

@Pinciples.“7

Summary Conclusions

| Jesus, through ﬂié interpretative usage of
the 0ld Testament, has given primary data concerning
the nature and value of the 0ld Testament., From this
data the following‘implicationa are drawn: 1) God has
limited his communication to men by giving partial and
restricted moral teachings wihlch are not in accord with
His ideal inﬁeﬁtien for men.,  God accommodated Himselfl
1& gome areas, such as divorce, to man's wesaknesses.
2) Th@refo?e,th& 014 Testament #ritings mugt be viewed
as adeguate and éubstantially'trua, i.e., adequately and
substaﬁtia}ly reflecting the intentions of God for men.
The 0ld Testament 1in thls context nas performed its
purpose of redemptive revelation. 3) If God allowed
g partially limited communication in the area of moral
behavior; it would ndt be inconsistent if God allowed
historical writers of Kings and Chroniclee to work with
limited fesoukces and thus produce limited but adequate

and substantially correct nistories. Thies 1is particularly

7. Wenheam, op. éit., p. 16.
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trde since hist§r10&1 d1ff1cu1t1es fouﬁdwin these

writings, i.e., internal ineensi%tenéies 8; do not deal
with any easential‘teacniﬁé, éighéf spiritual, moral or
historical. 4) Han must evaluate the teaching of
acfipture from 1tsfesséntia1 pfinclples and basic pur-

~ poses Qince scripture has #arying dagrées of value.
uThe%e eesential'principles are related tokGod's egsentisl
character andcreativekintentions and secondlm,spiriiual
principles of 1ife which deal with proper attitudes,
motives and concerns in manB relaticnship to God and his
neighbor. 5) Therefore, because of these essential pur-
poses carried out‘iﬁ the 0ld Téstament, it is a source

| of theological autnority, ﬂnat is, from the purposes it

expresses it is normative and rellable to communicate

' truth, the truth of God.

Implications iOf: Prophetic Fulfillment

Propbecy playe a significant role in Jesus' use of
the 0ld Testément. Bﬁcéuse of this fact an attempt wili
be made to inv&etigate this areé of guotation that other
‘éonclusions éoncerhing Jesus' view of scripture may be
derived frém‘hhase statements,

Th@ eontght of propnetic teaching is daivine revelation.

This is reflected in tw aspects of prophecy. Frophecy

6. Edward John Carnell, Tne Case for Orthodox [heology,
Pniladelphia, Westminster Press, 1959, pp.l0o2-111.
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1s an insight 1nto God’efqoncérns, will and attitudes.

It gives the significance of events as seen from the

~divine perspective, Secoﬁdly,pfephécy~is sometimes

viewed as predictive -- imagling beforehand significant

events.

The sources of prOpnetic teachinge, as indiceated

» by‘Jesue, are taken from‘whole passages of Scriptures

thus including a significant context. Statements of
,prOyhécy are not gotten only from isolated verses.9

In Luke 22:37 (i&.5.V.) Jesus says, "For I tell

‘you that this scripture must be fulfilled in me, 'And

he was reckoned with transgressors'; for what is written
about me has its fulfillment." 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 wae 1in His mind.

The particular verse glves one aapect of this total context

- for emphasis,

Jesus, na?ing washed the disciples feet in their

‘last supper together, indicates the blessings of following
‘His example. But He knows all the.disciples are not to be

' ultimately trustﬁorth&,!"it‘is‘that the scripture may‘be

9. C.H.Dodd, According to the Scriptures, iondon, Nisbet
& Co., 1952, p. l26.
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fulfilled,v*ﬁe who ate my bread has lifted his heel

égainst me.'" (John 13:18 x.5.V.) This reference is to
Psalm 41;9,wnich speaks of a righteous man wno,truéting

in God, 1s beling persecuted by hls enemies who deslire to

see hls death., But God raises him upy: thus vindicating

nis charécter. The whole Psalm 18 beautifully 1llustrative
of Jesus' suffering at the hands of His enemies and [is
vindicatlion tnrough resurrection by God. The Psalm 1is

not predictive in a literal sense but ensarlines principles
which are completed in thelr fullest significance in Jesus.

However, prophecy 1s not necessarily literal and

verbatin ip“app&iéatién but substantlally carries out

a basic prlﬁciplé or event. Thus in Pealm 41:4 (K.8.V.)
the righteous sufferercries, "I ﬁave sinned against thee "
a statement not applicable io Garist. Or in crying for
mercy he petitioﬁs God, "Ralse me up that I may requlte
them", (Psalm 41:10 X,5.V.) agsasin not reflecting the

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

the fulfillment was only one verse but then one 1s forced
into a very unfortunste poelition concerning tne real
posaibiiity of prophecy at all -- prophecy 1s relegated

to indiscriminate proof-texting. F. F. Bruce statesg,

"The New Testament tendency to present a coherent Christian
exegesis of self-contained sense units of the 014 Testament

scripture is a safeguard against an atomlzing interpretation.“ia

10, #.7.3ruce, 31blical Exegesls in the Qumran iexis,
Grand napids, wm. 3. Eerdmans, 1959, pp 63-69.
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| A mathdd of interpreting the prophetic elements
underlies this view of prophgc&. C. H. Dodd 1in nie
aignificant‘work "Accbr&ing to tﬁé Scriptures" outlines
this procé&s. We have alre&dy hinted at some of 1ts
: maih‘featur&s. They &re 1) The selection of passages
from the prophats‘and,Fsalms,,viewed as wholes; E)JThe
scriptures were interprétéd'upon intelligible and con-
Si&tént_@rinciples alang p&tterns found in the 014 Test-
ament itself. The method has then roots in the original
intention of the seriptures- 3) The gospel facts ara

‘associated witn theae aeveloping lines of thought and
"provide the meamin& of the gespel f&cts.l
| Tnis metﬂod of interpretation of prophecy 1s most

probably origin&l wiﬁn Jeaus who opened the minds of the

d¢sciples to understand the’ scrlpture (Luke 24: 44 46 X,

5.V.).

‘The disciples were privilaged to gain a significant insight

into thekmeaning of the events they nad experiencad.12

Summary Concluaiohs

A few principles concerning the scriptures may be

now given from Jesus“usegbffprophecy. 1) The scripture

11. Dodd, op. cit., pp 109, 126-127.
12, Ibid., p. 110,
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contains ?fbphetié statements which fe#eal God's
essential nature and the prophetic expectancy of God's
continued and greater wdéking 1n the future to complete
?ﬁrposee He has’already‘beeh working out in the 1life of
Ierael. 2) FProphecy is divine but it must be thought
of as substantially accurate as certain elements in it
are temporary, Absolute correspondence betiween prophecy
and future event is not forthecoming. 3) The methnod of
prophetic interpret&tion initiated‘by Jesus is original
but baged on an historical understanding of the text,
ﬁagical; mystical, allegorical, supefnaturally hidden
meanings are not descriptive of this prophetic interpre-
tatlon. An‘interpreter‘has come to correlate various
:elemeﬁta bﬁt'theﬁe vérieua strands are discovered in

the texi,not interpolated by the mind of the correlator.

‘ Implicationa {O@& Formulas of Quotation

Jesus 1ntroduces nis guotations with significant
statement&.' They, taken as a whole, emphasize the agents
involved in écrxpﬁure. ;The‘divine agent involved in
scripture is'often the Oniy empﬁasis in the formula,

Thus in Matt. 15:4 Jesus introduces a complled quotation
of Exodus 20:12 and 21:i7feoncerning the proper attitude
toward paréhts Qith, "For God commanded," ('§ h‘z@a: g§$§.

The 0l1d Testament passages indicate that God is the one

who 1s spesking.



ﬁnother nighly intereating passage empnasizing
tn& ‘divine in the Cld. Testament is found in Matthew 19: 4«5,
where thﬂ Divine Creator is given as tn@ source of a
statement made by the narrator. "Have you not read that
- ha WQQ‘Qaﬁe;thﬁm from the beginning made them male and
female, and said..."(&.&.v.); The passage referred to
“is‘éenesia 2:24, which is a statement giveg by‘the
,ﬁarﬁatﬁr.,~Q0a’i§;elearlygﬂémﬁunicating His will in the
Gid Testament 1n such a aubatantial way that the written
statements aecurately raflect ﬁis purposes.

~ Men 1n not neglected &s an important agent in the
old ’i‘esiementi records. lhus me read tae formula in
Mark 7:6 (K. S. V.), "Well did Isaiah prophesy of you
hypecrites...‘. Men nave spoken.

' ihe ext&nt of a men's invclvemenﬁ 15 shown in
iLuke 26 37 (k.8. V ). "But that the dead are raised, even
‘Moses showed, 1n the Qassage‘about the bush, where he
calls the Lomd the Cod of Abranesm...". This passage in
fEﬁcdus Bzﬁf*indicated God as the speaker, This epeech\
has thus been fecbrded by Moses and passed on in the

scriptures, | ,

E Afthird category of formula brings the first two
t05ether - uod and man intersact to bring divine revelation.
In Mark 7: 9«16 the parallel passage to Matt. 15:4

concerning paﬁ&nts, ‘Mark pecards;Jesus‘as upbraiding the



,religiaus leaders . for regacting the commandment of

5“‘*,

«”‘ﬁm e IV} 1n arder to keep your tradition.

,ror‘ﬁases said ...". ine cannective 'for' (y40) indicates
clearly Hoses as a man was ayaaking the commands of God.
Nicole commsnts

‘These passages (where man is involved) supply

. clear evidence that the dlvine superintendence

" was not viewed as obliterating the numan agency
and characteristics of the writers, but rather,

" that God secured a perfectly adeguate presentation‘
{italice mine] of the truth tnrough the respon-
'8ible and personal agency of the men he called

- and prep&red for thia s&cred task.

;& more general formula is found as cften used by
~Jesus -- "it is written”. :xh1s is an 3xyression which
" indicates the,statemént w&iéhifﬁllowa,centaiﬁed in thé '
holy writings is of normative aumhority and exyressive
or &oa*a character and purposes.’ That this is the
anse 13 the vary pra&unmositicn Qf cucting any atatement
as authority for cnek‘position, That‘tnis‘formula orings
| "wiﬁh:itqtheyimﬁlié&tién that the “appeal 1s made to the
| xnﬁsfeCtib}e authority of tae Scriptures of God, which
inkallkthgir parts aﬁd‘in évery'éne of their declarations

‘are clothed with the authority of God Himself," 15 ig

13, Roger ﬁicole "New Testament Use of the 014",

: Revelation and the Bible, ed, by Carl F.H.Henry,
Grand Ra§id » 5aker B@Ok ﬁouge, 1958 p.140,

14, ¢£¢,B.B ﬁ&rfielﬁ, op. . cit ‘p. 2&@

15. Ini&., p. 240.
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SOmething else again, The appeal is made to a
scriptural autioority which, as we have indicated, has
varying dégrees of value and subfect to certain limita-
tions. Christ guotes those passages of highest value
and significance - a‘fact beautifully 1llustrated by
‘his,compilation of two distinct statements of scripture

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

Summary (onclusions

; Thé<facts cancarning scripture taken from the
formﬁlés of guotation are as follows: 1, Godkis active
with the scriptuées cbmmUniaaping nis basic intentions
and cnaractef through the reccrds. God is present as the
éaurce of the writings irrespective of the mode of revela-
tion,for when God's intentione and attitudes are being

presented He 1s revealed, 2. Man plays an active role

in the«revélation of the 0ld Testament. This insures one

raSuli —-;human fallibility has a part in the scripture
even as originally recorded. This is true unless there

is direct evidenoe4tnat men become divine in the process
of’receiving'éod's‘feVel&tion. Such evidence 1s not found
in the New Testameﬂt; If men nad become divine in under-
standing Qnen recelving revelation, God could not tuen

have communicated with men -- the presupposition of the
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séripturea &od ha& communia&ted with men! 7The fact

'flethat this revelation is racorﬁad fuftlep negates the
::passibility of absolute eammunicatian. All 1aﬁ%uages,
f ,inc1ud1ng Hebrew and Greek,are imperfect instruments af ,
~:c0mmunication. 'A thoubht can not be absolutely commun-~
~&icated with }§nguage.‘~voy~the use,ef,"implication‘ is

‘necassary'ﬁo communicate and all 1mpli¢atiena of state-

ments cannot be’kncwn éEéoiﬁtely ‘and with unfailing
cartainty., 3, The Bible h@wever does. communicata ade-
quately and substantially th&t ‘the purpeses of God in
reﬁemptive revelation,may:be realizsd, Kx'thus“fulfills

the purposes for which it was given.

Impliaations_iﬁﬁgathﬁ Manner of Quotation

Under this heading, Jesus' use of the textual

;QGHPCesﬁw1ll be'iﬁveétigateé.‘ First,what were the sources

Jesus used? There %éems to‘Ee taree alternatives, all of

VWhich were used ;d &8 greater or lesser degree by Jesus,

Thé Hebrew text, & dead language in Jesus' day, would be a

‘nateworthy source to one acqualnted witn it; the Septu&—

\ gint (LXX)‘was the most popular translation of the Old

Testament in Jesus' 5&yjaﬂd wag used extensively by Him;
thlrﬂiy,an oral or~pértly written Arsmaic translation -=-

Jesus' native language -- was most procaoly a8 source for

the 01d Iestament text quated by Jesus.léf

16. Lrawfora H. Toy, Quetations in the New Testament, New
York, Charles Scribner's Sons, 1884, p. IX; Arthur
Jeffery,k“ihﬁ Text and ﬁnclent Versions of the 0ld
Testament ," The Interpreter's Bible, ed. by George A. .
suttirick, Vol I New York, &bingﬁon Press, 1952, p. 57.,
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A1l of these textusl materials were substantially
adequate witnesses to the early Hebrew writings and were
used by Jesus &8 Hls 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 Masoretic text and the Septuagint, the
Septuagint sgainst the Hebrew, conversely, quotations
which are found in the Hebrew and not in the Septuagint,
and finally gquotations d% 01d Testément passages which |
apgree with neither the Hebrew or the Septuagint.17
| Roger Nicole gives the lmplication of the use of
translations, |
. Now no translation can give a completely adequate
and coextensive rendering of the original, A cer-
tain measure of change is 1nev1table,l§ven when
one ie cuoting by divine inspiration,
However, Nicdlefpcstulates that;evenfwhgn tnis Scripture
is appealed téras:&hé-wérd of God ﬁit ié:ncﬁfcia1med that
they viewed anything but the Qriginal communication as
vested in full with'éiVihe inerrancy.?lg This supposed
"claim" 1is not fortﬁéoming from the data of the New Testa-
mént. Nicole goes on tqlstateath&t‘the use of a transla-

tion in the New Testament "in spite of its occasional de-

fects, teachea‘the.important lessen that the basic message

17. Toy, op. cit., p. IX,
18, Nicole, op. cit., p. l42.
19. Ibid., p. 143. o
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which Géa'gdrpased*ta‘deliver can by conveved even
throu&h a translation....“ga It was this basic message
that God desired ta communicste, it was this that was
authoritative for Jesus wnethar found in the Hebrew
autograph,“ ‘the beptu&gint translation, or for us in the
pcpular versiéns used today. mhrough them all God may
still communicate His redemptive revelation. An argu-

ment that authority 18 related to inerrant “autographs"

‘~is»pmilgsophical theorizing which has no baeis from the

“New Testament evidenee.LuJeguS“workéd with practical

authoritative writings -- the textual materials He had

in His situation. That God communicated throughyﬁhem

was sufficlent cause to hold them as His norm for life.
Jesus followed norm31 principles in reéard to the

way He quotad’froﬁVﬁis #ources. He at times literally

fdllowska particular veréidn. At other times He para-

phrases and 5iv&s-a free rendering which is interpretative

80 the meaning He des;res to communicate comes clearly

forth.?! This 1is so,for Jesus is interested in the un-

derlying ideas which the words are the means of communicat-

ing. Although some of the particular verbage may differ

20. Ibid., p. 143.

21, Pierre Ch. Marcel, "Our Lord's Use of Scripture,”

Revelation and the Bible, ed., by Carl F. H. Henry,
Grand Kapids, Baker Book ﬁou&e, 1958, p. 122; Toy,
op. ¢it., pp. XX-ZXI.
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in His sources, the words present are adequate for their
purpoées -- as are Jesgus' 1nterpretative parsaphrases which

give the essential meaning.

Summar§t80nclusions

| Tha manner in which Jesus cguotes Hls texts glves
further insight 1ntd’His view of the Scripture, 1) God's
communidation to men is found from the source of the text-
ual traditions at hand. These, though containing inaccur-

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

‘involved in God's communication which applies to the orig-

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

texts even with'their inaccuricies are the authority men
must have to know God and to live because these texis

communicate in thelr words what God would have men know,

Implications :ofu the Presence of the Spirit.

Lril . Matthew 22:41-46 records an incident in the final

days of Jesus' life, as‘He‘is\éeaching in the temple at-

~tempting to convince thﬂ.péggle of His Messiahanip; As

the current messianic ides was related to David, Jesus

attempts to clarify how the Messian can be called a "“son,'

which slgnifles a lesser position to the father, when the

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

Jesgus seais hiS”iofty{concept~of the Messlanic of-

fice with &kréferenqg to this Psalm by argulng on the



basis of the Bsalm,‘”ﬁow is it then that David, inspired

f

oy thﬁ Spirit (M»W«T%'a}g@wﬁawﬂ)_ealle nim Lord...?

L1

‘:(ﬁaﬁth@ﬁ 24 43 ®R. 5. V.). What then are the lmpllca-
tions of %v %@s;mﬂa a‘fe in the Spirite
” In this contaxtktnera seem to be two possible in- .
B isfpretations., The first is that David was having an
é&tatic‘v1310nary experience, Thus Joan in the book
of Hevelation 1ntrqdﬁces hiakyiﬁian with this phrase.
\y(&év. 1:10; 4.2; 1?:3;’21:1&). The writer encounters in.
an exalted: state truth of God. (e.f. Epekial 3:12,14;
37:1). | | |
L Closely related to thié usageyis the fact‘that
the phrase 'in the Sgirit ak *by the Spirit! connoa@a*w
'the actien of ‘God upon men into the recognition of Divine
truth. The ﬁoly Spiritkis active in revelation. ©So
~}“phesians 3:5 indicates the reasg&ition af the Gentile's ‘
: §l&ce in the inheritance of God has been revealed (fwz@m@ %HWg)
to apostles and prophets by tne Spirit ( Eif £§gﬁggMMhs )
’fThus God's purposes and will have been known through the
7agancy of the Spirit. This is the sensc of Matthew 24:43.
David has expressed the ttuth of the messianic oifice ac-
curatélj.
 Thus the work of the Spirit in the 0ld Testament
writers 1s‘to,adequate1y éommunicate to men the essential
truth of God that man”&gst know if he is to be in fellow-

ship with the mind and will of God.




" ;?ais 1ns§ir1ng‘@érk of tﬁa ﬁoly 8§1rit'ﬁas to do
L §i§ngﬁnéfwriter of scripture receiving a divinely igiwen
insight., It hes not to do essentially with the record-
ing of that Pevelatien;iﬁéeaus assuméa thst the prophetic

; 1nsightiﬁaa been adaquétaly cemmuniéa%ed in the scriptures

and can be dichVér&d‘in 1ts pagés;

&ummary uonclusions

Jesus recognizes the activity of the Holy Spirit
in‘the scriptural content. 1) Thie purpose of tnat ac-
o tiviiy“is to gulde men intm*an;uﬁdérstanding of essen-
tial truths which He is seeking to‘faveal.g 2) To the
end of"thé communication and understanding of theéa
essential truthe tine Spirit oserates in all of the
&cripture and Hia effect is present in all of the
“scriphure%including historical‘iﬂconsistencies in the
ybaok of‘Kingg an@nggronic;es. That the Spirit is
operaﬁive eéeglin‘éhéVcémgex;‘ofuweakﬁéss, limitations,
érfof and human ain‘to perform the work of moving men
into the context cf goa' 8 will i& one of tme great facts
ef_tne,scriyt&reﬁ. Gﬁd uses human instrumenta to perforn
ﬁis'wiliaiﬁigll;areaa of experience as He used men to
record Ki&”revelatign,*wS) Therefbra,the result of in-

spiration 18 not absolntekgcauracykin all detalls,



Inspiration in the Potential New Testament

Imglicatiana‘iaf;the Nature of Jesus' Words

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 Jesus' words, the records
purport to claim that Jesus considered ﬁisfwsrds eternal
and compléte. He has come to bring into completion what
was beguh in the 0ld Testament for the pérfect expression
of God's mind was found in Mim., “Heaven and eartn will
paés away . (Luke 21:33 R.S5.V.). JeSus comes to perfectly
express the mind of God and fulfill His creative purposes
for man 1n z2ll righteousness,

Jesus'worde are not only eternal in nature, they
are “spirit and 1ife" (John 6:63 R.S.V.). They deal with
the inner man, motives, attitudes and basic 1life orienta-
tion whlch are effectlve within and continue to be effec-
tive within hearers who have responded to Him. (This is
the significance of the pérfeéﬁ tense "have spoken"
in John 6:63.) They are nqt Just literal propositions
but a 1ife;c53nging dynamic powér communicated by the
Spirit,

‘ The literai significance of Jesus' words found
in the gospels are_ﬁhat tney must be adeguate to fulfill

this purpose of inner transformation. Thet fact is shown




in par&llel ma&aa&es wbere at times the litaral order

or similar words are l&cking,but tae easential meaning

”iS;the a&me.

'fz glicatiens #xu& ih& Spirit 8 ﬁc&ivib

In John's gosp&L chapt&rs 1&*16 1nsight is given
| as to the Spirit 8 work with &nd through the disciples, |
\ “f?art of the Spirit's aetivity,as the Spirit of God's Truuh,
is tQ aff@ctktne moral consc;encg of men, cﬁnvincing the
"wor;& of sin and of rightsaﬁgnesssané of judgement.“
f‘(Jehn 16;8 R.B0VL). Théfcpmiﬁgfaf~the Sgirit to the
“disciples is tne'prerequiaipe of tnié:activity of.th&
Spirit which takes on a fuller ané mmre perfect mode of
ek@f&ssian in the world. Thus the ﬁﬁirit works through
~ﬁisciblea to m@rform His inner moral activity.

: In relation to the &1sc1ples the Spirit guides
‘1them into ali of God's truth, which is essential to make‘
;clear to man Goﬁ 8 will desires a%titudes and concerns
most perfectly revealed 1n Christ (John 16 12- 157, This
1tne Spirit will do by bringinx into remembrancs all that
fJesu@ said to tgem concerning the essential prereauisits;
'kmowledge abeut abiding in Ghriat, (John 14:26). Thus
tﬂe significant wards of Jeﬁu& will Dbe ﬁamembered allow-

ing for autnoritative written recordﬁ. ;
\Alaofin :elation to the diacipleg;*ihe Spirit
provides a witness to Jééus. kThekdisélgfeéwwill bear

witness "because you have been with me from the beginning"
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(John 15:27 ﬁ;S.V.)f They are therefore in the most
authoritative position to declare Christ. That the
Spifi£>i$ alwéys presentiin‘phis.ggolaration is im-
plied'aé ﬁe;;througﬁ“tﬁé5§itﬁéSSVéfEthe disciples, will
bring to bear oﬁ the mcralnconaeiences of men the truth
they hear declared by the disciples. The disciples then
must be substantially co}rect in the essentials of the
message of Christ--a need assured by the presence and

work of the Bpirit of Truth,

Summary Conclusions

1) The words Jesus has spoken are eterhal. But
obviously a "word" is to communicate 1deas. These ideas
are not only intallectual propositibﬁs, but are able to
affect the spirit of men. Verbatim accuracy then in
recording Jesus' Wbrda‘is not neceésary, nor a fact;‘
2) Tne disciples with the guldance of the sﬁirit have
caught the essential nature of Jesus' vwords, communicating
tném to their readers in a sﬁbstantially accuraté fashion
that ch, taroughk His Spirit, may perform His inner 1life
giving work of graée. 3) The fact thét Jesus' apostles
are led and ggided by the Spirit deesnot make them inerrant
in ali‘mattera; for Jesus, 1n'the Spirit, prepared taem
 for théir task of communication through normal channels of
eXperientally learning by belng with Christ. Tne Holy

Spirit interprets and guldes in their conslideration of
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 that experience that they‘may communicate 1t accurately

enough to0 answer such questlona as "What must I do to be

saved?"

Gonclusions

The prableé of the nature of God's activity in
the recording of re?elaﬁiaﬁfis;not resolved by explicit
scriptural claims. Jesus h§§ supplied the data from which
1n£biuynﬁmmﬁ‘may be drawn‘é@géefning the effect of God's
involvement in the recording of revelation.

1) The sourée of the scriptural inslights concerning
God's activitles and will is God Himself acting to effective-~
1y commuﬂiﬁate Pevelatibn~tgymén.‘ Thus, because of this
fact of God's primery activity, God 1s thae ultimate author-
1tyfand 8CPiptﬁPéwi$ a éerivedaautharitative recording of
that great movement of God. |

2) The means of communicsation is the Spirit who acts
to gulde men in their understanding of tne essential truth
God is seeklng to reveal,

3) The effects of God's guldance is correctness and
accuracy in the essentials related to God's purpose in
redemptive revelation,

4) Avsolute accuracy in 2ll the details of scripture
is not a result of inspiration, for God has limited Himself
to the weakness of men who err,

5) Because its essential purpose has been carried

out, the scripiure, including current versions, 18 a unigue



67

tneclogical Sutncrity; for its essential principles are
normative and reliable in communicat'ng the truthful

revelation of God.-

~ Paul's View of Inspiration

Implidationsf“ﬂ%&?hterpret&tive Usage

Paul 8 view of #rispiration -- God's activity in
thw recording of revelation -- is elosely related to that
of Jeauex, ihe data‘fbr Paul's view will be selected with
the baékg%ound df Jesus' view in mind that repetition may
be limited. (S

In his argument thet a1l kinds of men, both Jews
and Gentlles, are beiﬁg controlied by ein in Romans 3:9-20,
Paul need Scripture to illustrate and valldate his point
by a literal cdmpilation of verses from the Psalms and
Isalah concerning the nature of men separated from God,

This use of literal interpretation 1ndicatés that
the Scriptures have & normative value in matters of the
God and man relationship and the essential‘ﬁature of thsat
relationshlp is given in the Scriptures. The underlying
prinéiples of Psalmse and history, Gfmlaw and prophecy all
witness and are authorltative for the purpose of relating
man to God,.

Prophecy wltnesses to the same value of Scripture.
For in it the lmage of the gosvel of God was given in pro-

mise to the prophets who looked forward to the new great
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-event and shared in thé b&aicygringiplaa of righteousness
and‘iove~iﬁ§olved in(th&t_&os?sl and‘fulfilled by it.

B ﬁessiaﬁic:fulfillmeﬁt is‘viéwed-ffam baéic*principlea
‘enahrihed in 014 Testament‘prcphééiéé énd Psalms. <Thus
fFa&i ﬁharing Jesus messlanic inierpretaﬁiOn (see pages
49 53,,%1vaa ais "uospei " Ythat vhrist died for our sins
~in accordance with the Ecrintures, ...that He was ralsed
on. th@ third day in acccr&ance with the acriyturea... ‘

(lbor.1534ﬁsv) |
Paul and the use of allegory creates a perplexing
| probiem. If Paul used this method of interpretation can
his reéuits be valid? JEn'rélationship to 1h3piration one
may &lﬁo ask,does. thﬂ recording of revelation vali&ate the
methods uaed to communicaie those uod-5iven insights and
~ ,&180 what does thia 1maly as to the nature of. Lhe recorded
word9 o

A Rabbinicel method of exegesis. whlch may be termed

,allagariaai consisted of aéeing s deeper hidden meaning
which 18 not involved in the normal meaning of the text,2?
’ 3§iritual truths?age gieaned fromsﬁaésages wnich actually
afe ﬁot'inmenﬁeﬁ to produce them.. A literal quaiity is
also involved in thls'Kabbinic&l“ﬁrocéﬁﬁr;. Each mlnute
paft cf Scr1§ture had 13alated_m§aniﬁg even when removed

from its co@téxt_amﬁ;supplied elsewhere.”

22. Alan Ricnardscn Christian Apologetics, New fork,
Harper & ﬁf@théfs 1957, p. 180,

23. Toy, op. clt., p. XXIII.
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Thus this atpitude toward the text lmpllies a plenarily

egual value &n all partaVof Scripture and the presence

of supernatural,mystical_méaning iﬁ 8 text which 1s ccﬁﬁ~

pletely, abaolutély perfect and re?alatory of all truths;24
?asqages in‘whichAit is suggested that Paul inter-

prets Scripture in tnis way ere. 1 LQP. 9:9 and 1 Tim. 5 18,

concerning a restriction on muzéliné oxen, applying lt to

providing for apostles; 1 Cor. l@;l~4,dealing with Christ

as the supernatural rock; Gal., 3:10, the seed of Abrahanm;

and especlially Gal, 4:21431; “In the‘latbef passage Paul
himselfl explains that ne is about té debarik on allegorizing-
1n}sugporting his attaeck agalnst the Judzizers 1n:the Gala-
tlan church -- "Now tnis is an allegory. , Lé}ig§?@ﬁgig )
(Gal, hzaaiav) ;

Did Paulkthen nold this particular concept of in-
terpretation?f\ihe'wriﬁeﬁ;&éeé'nat think 8q for Paul's use
of allegory 1s not as faneiful and unhistoriéal a8 many
make 1t to be, Generaliy3speak1ng;faul's allegorical in;
terpretation is confined witqin the following principles:

1) Paul's baBiC assumpt&dn is not that attributed to
ucual allegorizing theolobians (iﬂcluuin& many of the church

f&thers) tnat all ucriptures are of plenary value and there

is always to be- éiseovered a . deeper;'hidden meaning,

2) Paul takes principles found already in the originsl

24, Ibid., p. XXII; W. Sanday, Inspiration, Second ed.,
London, Longmans, Green and Co., 1894, p. 79. ‘
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context of the Uld Testament, then relates basically
similar principles revealed in the new event of Lhrist

by putting them into the form and terminoclogy of the old
nerrative, Gal., 4:21-31 beautifully illusirstes tnis.

ihe principle of the narrative is that the promises of

God depend upon grace received through faith, not works,
for their fulflllment. In Galati®as Paul has been arguing
that thﬁ promised position of sonsnip depends not upon
works but faith, for by falth am receive the Spirit which
sets us free from bondage of works. <ihe princliple being
established, particulars sare ssgoclated always on Scriptural
aﬁthority. Therefbre, in éhapter‘4:2?; 30 Paul gives Sib-
lical cuotationes to bring authority»intO“the metaphor,
(Verse 27 is from Is&iahlBQ:lg the é&éanderom the context

of the original incident). 3} The purpose of this pro-

cedure is basically to 1lluatraté a8 point already established
by regular means =-- Scri@turai qﬁotations, eXperiehce, logic,
etc. Paul does not prove essential points in nls argument

by allegory. It is a psychologiaal,literary method to
clineh an argument in a strikingly appealing fashion --
especial}y 80 in Galatizns 4 where Paul is arguing with

Judalzing law-keeping Jews,

Summary Conclusion

For Paul the Scriptures dss gilven that man might

undefstand his relationenip to God, and in order to fulfil
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this: purpose it has been adequateiy recorded so0 1t may

be-used as an authority for 1life. 7The new event ofkﬁhrist
substantiates this divine nature for the principles of the
faith-1ife, given within these pages, are still authoriia-

tive even for Christian believers living in Christ,

Implieatiena ;wfu the rormulaa of Quotation

Fer Jesus the diviﬂe elemeﬁt 1ﬁ Sceripture is signi-
ficantly reflacted 1n ‘the formulzs which introduce Scrip-
tural statements. A aemewnat different expression 1is
used to describe ihe divine nature of Scripture apsrt from
a éuotstian,vand for epnveniencé i1t will be discussed here.
Paul states in &oman3‘332 tﬂ&ﬂ the Jews have certain pri-
vileges wnich the Gentiles do not nave, One primary sd-
vantage is that ihéhﬁewsyare "entrusted with the oracles
of God." (Tw. %a} s Beoid ) ( B. S. V. ).

In classicsal Greek sueh writers as Euripides and

£

Herodotus of the rFifth LenturyQB. C. use 4 ;gE?g& tu ~&
to indicate basically short statements from div%ne~soure&s.3
The Septuagint relates this word to the statements of the
préphétﬁ who are giving the truth of God as the Spirit

moves in their lives.26 In the “ew Testzment usage

Romans 3:2 very likely referg to the fact that the Jews

are in possession of the Scriptures in which ie found the

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

M {; Py
25, Bauer, " Ao}y il ' op. cit., p. 477.

26, 2 Samuel 23:1; Isalsn 1%:1; Malacni 1:1.
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poses for men, Stephen, in Acts 7:38, spezke of Moses
as the receptor of "living oracles." (R, 8. V,). He-
brews 5:12 indicates taat the readers of the letter are
immature and need instructi¢n again in the "first princi-
ples of God's word." (&, £. V.) <This may refer to the
Scriptures (so Warfield) or té the new mesaagé about
Christ.27 Finelly in 1 Peter 4:11, Peter is exhorting
those who are gifted that they uae the gift for the bene-
fit of others 1n such a manner that God may pe glorified
Teachers should theanpeak as if they warehuttering "the
oracles of God." B * |

Thue the pnrase "Or&cle of &od” indicates that
God has and still is communicating through what He has re-
vealed to the prOphetic mind, ihe means of this communi-
cation 15 the authoritative Scriptures (or apoétles). The
ucriptures are not all prophatic in & strict sense, i%e,,
related to the unusual experience of the class of religlous
leaders in Israel and Judash, tut they are prophetic in a
mofe general sense that all the Seriptures are valuable in
revealing God through His redemptivé revelation in the life
of Israel,

Another usage of introductory formulas by Paul

which may express an emphasls én the divine character of

-

27. warflield, op. cit., p. 405.
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the Scriptures 1s the way Paul personalizes the Scripture,
The Scripture speaks to Pharaen in Komans 9:17, and in
Galatians 3:8 foresees and preaéhég the "gospel beforenand
to Abraham." warflield suggests thet "these acts could be
attributed to 'Scripture' only as the result of such =
habitual identification, in the mind of the writer, of the
text of Scripture with God as 3peaking,.."28
Paul in using these formulas indicates that the

periptures are §rﬁ§hetlc;writings eammuniééting the mind
of God. 1In Galatians 3:8 the prophetic Scriptufsa‘?er&r
see" the fact that God would justify the Gentiles by
faith. 1In Romsne 9:17 the Scbipturea teach the principle
‘that God's ssvereignty reflecis itself to Hie glory in the
actions of eVenyrebelliaustmen. The Scriptures substan-
tially and adecguately féflect the mlnd of God that man
might know ﬁi@.f | | i B

' The assertion of an identification of the text
with God as SPeakihg néedS«éareful explanation., +he
Scriptureskare a record. A record never makes a perfect
correspondence Lo the event Signified by that record be-
cause of limitations of knowledge and perspective on the
part df th& receptor involved in the process of communica-
tion 1tself. ihis 18 helgntened when the communication is
between the immortal, eternal Spirit and fallible man,

Therefore, the text substantlially and adequately communicates

28. 1Ibid., pp. 299-300,
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the revelation of God, not perfectly, because the
Seriptures are & record and as such limited by thelr

verj nature, But Faul indicates that @ may know ob-
Jectively that the text -- by whlch he would mean the
Septuagint -- 18 divine in origin, for it practically

and adecuately performs its ﬁurpose of communicsating

the content of God's message to men., The source of Scrip-

ture 1s reflected by its contents and not so mucih 1lts

mode of communication. God is revealed in all of

Scripture whether it is by prophetic experience or care-
ful research and recording of traditions. utextual limi-
tations do not thén hinﬁar'Paul,fof the trutn of God as
recorded hse been tfansmitté& sufficlently accurately.

Paul not only emphasizes the divine agent in pro-

hisg

ducing Scripture but,the human pleys a slgnificant role.

Thus faul, des¢ribing in #fomans 10 the situation of Isrsel,

'quotea from tue Séng of Hoses in Deut. 32:21, words Moses

attributes to God. This guotatlon is introduced in
Xouwans 10:19, "First Hoses Says..." He goee on in verse
20 to introduce a cuote by the words, "Then Isaiah is so

" These latter words are from Iesalan

bold as to say...
65;1 safhd:: are seen as coming from God. Moses and Isalah
have adeguately captured the mind and concerns of God, who
is goling to act in a new way with the natlons.

Paul puts nls idess concerning ithe divine=numan
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agt1Vity;1n‘a‘phr&se\whieh_combinea the two elements.

_RTné ﬁo1y,Sp1fit was right 1n say1ng to your fathers
‘through ‘saish the prophet..." (Acts 28:25, R.5.V.)

The divlna elemenh maintains the Bignificant glace 88

‘the source while the grsphet is the means of communicat-

ing the message of God. Botn are actlve, insuring an ade-
au@ta commuaicaﬁiﬁn wnicn can affect the lives of men sze
‘hﬂyfread it.

"It is written" is. the most usual introduction of N

& auctation used ay ?aul és 1n any quotation thia implies

the ﬂt&temenn 18 autnaritative tm&t ia it r@flects truly

and ammrately (;oc% 8 purposes. One ca,mnot -ma&nﬁain that

kthis formula implies all, cf 3cripture has auuﬁ a high de-

Jgrea of accuraey or tmat no 1ﬁaensistencies cen be feund

in the *cripture of any kind | rcr as henry ?res&rved

k\”ﬁmifh ﬁ&s pointed out tni& fcrmula ia uged 1m 1 Qor - %19
of a cuotation of one of Job .8 accusers, Ellphaz the Tes
, maﬂ*te. A1l of this accuser's stat@mean are not reflec-

~tive of - umd 8 purpeaes naweven for "Lhe Lord sald ta &119haz

1

;iﬂmanite: 'y wrath is Kindled a&ainﬁt you and - &gainst

yaur ﬁwc fri@nds' for you have not spoken of me what is

(ri&qt ;aa my servant Job has.' XJOS 4.7 R.5.V.) Obviougl§

Paul gansiéerea this pargicular statement to be adeguate but
one coulﬂ‘hardly~8uggest ne would aacriba egual authority

to all the,ététamantﬁ of Eliphaz?giygul'carafully evaluated

29. Henry Preserved Smith, Inspiration and Inerrancx Cin-
cinatti, &obert ularke & Go., 1893, p. 270, bited by
Qarne 11, op. cit., pp.k1ﬁ2 103,
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these statements in terms of & larger context and under-
stending of God's purposes, The conclusion of such a

study issues forth in sn "it 1s written."

Summary Conclusion

?aul’s use of formulas glves a direction for his
view of the record. 1) lhe content of the Seripture
is the essgential meséage of God to man, for God has com-
municated to man through the Scriptural record., 2) lhere-
fore this essentlial message must be accurately enough re-
corded takcammgniéate'the;mgssage concerning iHim and His
relation io ﬁis cr@ation. 3) Tnis ﬁréctical pUrpose nas
been acomplisheﬁ throughfﬁod'ﬁ'a@tivity with man in the
revelatory act wnich has beeﬁ recorded in writing. ihls
writing mainteins God's purpose even es 1t is translated
end copled so that:its authority is an ever functioning
one. 4) But becauaé the écriptﬁres are & record tﬂeyk
share 1nﬁereﬁtilimi{ation8 of this moéelof communication

which are involved in the nature of 1imited man.

Implications fofz Manner of Quotation

Paul reflects his Hellenigtic upbringing in his
use and devotion to the Septusgint. "Paul almost always
cites after the Septuagint." This is true except in only
a few cases where familiar passages are probably taken

~ from an Aramslc tr&nsl&tian.jg He thus uses the sources

3. 1Toy, op. cit., p. XXXVI,
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at hand for nis authority.
Ephesians 4:8 gives an insight into a significant

divergence which reflects Paul's attitude toward the

Scripture. - In cuoting Pealm 68:18 he spesks about diver-
gent giftshcomiﬁg‘from the same source of the Spirit, say-

ing, "When he ascended on high he led & nost of captives,

" and he gave gifts to men." (R.S.V.). Sut both in the

ﬂebre% end the Septusgint the reading 1s the opposite.
"Thou diﬂa# ascend the’high'mount, leading captives in
thy trein, and receivlngbgifté emong wen..." (Psalm 68:18
R.S.V.).
| F; E.,Bruce‘auggasts that a parallel i1s found between

the Qumran scholars and the hew Testament interpreters,

They selected texts on the basis of which would best sult

their intéfpretatioﬁs;Bl Inat Paul chose another traditianal
statement which diverzed from his usual authoriﬁywmére ade-
guately gilves explanatidn to tnls phenonema of interpreia-
t10n them a probablg 1nterpretative paraphrase,>2

.The reading Paul uses 1s glven in the Peshitto-
Syriackand the Targum, indicatling a textual tradition of the
time is behind Paul's reading here.’? Thus one sees that Paul
evaluated his sources by the criteria of hils New Testament

argument., MHe does not seem to be driven by a textual

31, F. F. Bruce, ®iblical Exegesls in the Quuran Texts,
Grand Raplds, Wm, B. Eerdmans, 195%, p. 70.

32, C.F. Ibild., p. 70; loy, op.cit., p. 198; William Lee,
ithe Insplration of Holy Scripture, Second ed., London,
f#ivingtons, 1857, pp. 353-354.

3%. Toy, op. cit., p. 197.
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critical motlvation of using the materlials at hand to
get as ciose 28 possible to an original autograph. 50
the &atnefitative word ie in wenslations and current
v&rsichs’wnlch\are.gudged best by the intended use and
interpretation in the &ind of tne writer, Authority

then was flexible énd a&equate to communicate the message
of God to men; a process whlch involved 1is reception by
men who, msvad.by the ©pirit, used the best knowledge and

judgment they had to understand 1%,

Summeary Lonclusions

On the basis of Paul's manner of cuoting his sources,
which was very similar to t‘néfo of Jesus,ome see8that Paul
15 not attempting to discover an original autograph for
authority but that current traditions and nis purpose of
citation gave him'é flexlble?aﬁequate autnority which,
gulded by his interpretive undafstanding,moved nim to a
cnolce of text and mode of qguotatlion. A concern for an

original record is thus lackling.

Implications oft the Presgence of tne Spirit

For FYaul, the moving dynaﬁic of the Spirit of God
was essentlal in nls understanding of the Gosgpel. lhe
Splrit 1ls that divine factor walch 1s the means given to
communicate the revelation of God. For 1t is the Spirit

Whe . can effectively reveal the personality of God ~-- His
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will, mind and attitude. (1 Cor. 2:10). <+hus one of the

‘great functions of the Holy bpirit is revelatory.

Spiritual knewledge,howevér;ia now limited to the
finite mind of man and thus only transitory in content,

This Spiritual knowledge, however, is adequate to fulfil

its'functien in man's present situation where his capécity

for divine knowledge is limited. 5o the prophetic gift
as well as the utterance of'kncwledge, all inspired...by
one and thé same Spirit, (1 vor. 12:11) is imperfect,.
"For our knowledge 18 imperfect (hgx g@%&éu§ ) and our
prophecy is 1mperfect, but when the perfect comes, the
imperfect will pass away. (1 Cor. 13:8, R.8.V.).

| The word translated ;ggerfacg does not connote .«
1ncohsistency as much as partiality Tnis limitation is

not on the part of the Dpirlt “for the upirit searches

- everytning, even the ‘depths of God." (1 Cor. 2: :10, R.5.V.).

‘_The limitation 1s in man through wnom ihe Spirit works to

reveal God. For man can only have relative knowledge in
this world, even only relative knowledge of God. Man's

miﬁ&'h&s & limited capacity andkhis reason finds in every

branch of knowledgakbarriéra and paradéxsscosstructing

- nis search to understand. God's redemptive revelation

to man thus involves itself 1in the limited possioilities
of reasonable knowledge -- 1f God has chosen through a
written record to glve knowledge of Himself. Sut man

may uge the written record and 1its data, nis emotions
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sharee an immediate knowledge éf God. +his knowledge
is a sharing of life -- attitudes, motlvations and con-
cerng, 1t is the true end of redemptive revelation, ihe
Seriptures stand as a means to that end -- always a limited
means, but one which adeguately performs its function --
gilving primary and substantial redemptive "data" from God.
ithe ®pirit, in working out this purpose, guldes man
in understanding this redemptive data gotten from revela-
tory events that God's purpose may be accomplished, <+hat

He makes up for shortcomings in 211 the conditions of

- knowing involved in ﬁcripture; such as inadeguate or in-

consistent sources in histébia&l books, 18 another ques-
tion.3* Goa nas operated in histofy to provide men with
the conditions of khowingiﬁimself in revelatory events,
ihat God has supplied allbine conditions sufficient for
Hislﬁﬁrposes end limited the writers to thoee conditions
seems to De the case, ’

The faét‘that Scriptufes'afe*inspired is 8 direct
claim of Paul -- "All Scripture is inepirad’by uod“ -

/ ,
5 DA R fm s £ % .
WEFOYeudte) . (2 Tim. 3:16. What are the implications

et

of this claim?

34, C.F, Carnell, op. cit., pp. 192-110; Everett F, Harri-
son, "lhe Phenomena of Scripture," Revelation and the
Bible, ed. by Carl F.,d. fenry, Grand Rapids, Baker Book
House, 1958, p. 249,
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f‘ e -
God and (r¥fa/ ., to breathe or blow. {hus in Matthew

7:25 winds blew sgalnst the house bullt upon a rock, thus

creating the effect of pressure. Also the word has the

cennatati%nfef‘fbrﬁath&ébag,' 'give forth an odor, which
15 witnessed to in the;hartyrdom of Polycarp 15:2; Poly~-
carp's burning hody gavé forth a pleasant, spicy odor
which came forth in the smoke. In Ignatius' letter to
the bLphesians, 17:1, the pﬁrpose of Jesus' -&nointing
is in ordef “'tnat ne might breathe immortality upcn‘k
aﬁd therefore 'into the church}“§5 The word atym&lcg~
ically epeaking thus indicates the transference of some-
thing against or‘inté another object -- wind against the
house, odor against one® nostrils, immortality into a
person by & pressure or influence. [Lhus de—blown Scrip-
tures means that God's 'pressure' is influeﬁﬁiak in the
Seriptural writings. 7The 'how' 1s a cuestion of debaﬁa.
 ine usage of %gﬁﬁ%?fﬁgiﬁﬁﬁ is difficult to ascer-
t&in,far it is ugsed bnly once in the New Testament writ-
ings anaf;st found esrlier in Greek literature>® but in
the latﬁf writings 1t is used, Warfield mskes a careful
analysels of this usage of the word and concludes that the

7

word nae & “"passive slgnificance rooted in the idea of

the creative breath of Godf37 Its usage in Psalums of

& F
&

35, Bauer, op. cit., " TvEw " p. 685-686,
26, wWarfield, op. cit., p. 245,
37. 4pid., pp. 275-°76, 296.
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Fhocylides, the Oracula Sibyllinai and Plutarch, indi-
By a8 oo
cates that §§€%£¥€&5€q§ relates to wisdom which partakes

of akdivine n&nure,38 the highiy excellent streams of a

city,”? created 1life from Goad

di?ine meas&ﬁe.&l

and dreams which have =&
Thus the word indicates an oblects

participation in a divine quality derived from God'e

, exgresﬁive ‘activitv within that ooject God then imparts

Wa diviﬂe auality to uaripture‘

Fin&11v and moet signiftcanfly, the contexi nust

be takeﬁ into consideration to derive the meaning of the

~word under study. Paul, in chapter 3 of 2 Timothy, 1s de~

scribing the retrogression of evil men in the last days.

He then exhorts Timothy not to regress but to progress --

~continue on in the uhristian 1ife by continuing in ovellef

dné by using the av&*laola means of growth., .he Scripture
i& such a me ans &n@ Timothy has been acqualinted wlth 1t
since a cnild learnine Lhat the Seripture 1is "apble to in-
struct you for s&lvation tnrougn faith in Tesus Christ."

(2 Tim. 3: lb, K. S J.). Algo in verse 16 the emphasis

i on purpose -- the place and possiobilities of Scriptures,

derived from their purposes, to aid in continued grovwthn.

7

ThUQm» %fT@tvﬁ»ﬂi is a predicate of the Scripture in =z

in ,
context,wiich the purposes of Scripture are bheing described.

38, c¢.f. Ibid., p. 267.
39, Ipid., p. 266.
40. 1Ibid., p. 267.
41, Ipid., p. 264.



Thus & divine quality expressing God's purpose is the
ﬁature of’ihSpiratien. To paraphrase the passage at hand:
"All Scripture, taken as a whole and in various transla-
tions and versions%1$ God-breathed in that its essential
message is communiéating the purposes of God through 1ts
recording of Als revelatory acts in nistory and is there-
foré profitable...”

‘What are those purposes? This passage tells us

~whatkPaul thought them to be. +he overall purpose 1is to

‘&lve ithe basic principlés of faitn toroughn the reorganiz-

ing effect of presenting man with the perspective of God,
Thus the Scriptures have the power "“to 1nstruct4you for
salvation through faith in Christ Jesus." (2 Tim. 3:15),

| The basic areas in which these Talth principles
apply may be categorized as doctrinal and moral. Thus
&octrinally thé Spirit moves to communlcate accuracy
through the inspiration and recording of prophetic in-
slght into revelatory events upon which doctrine 1s form-
ulated. BSecondly, and relzated to this, the essential moral
purpéae of the Bible 1s adecuately communicated tnrough
the Spirit's work in the writers: the basis of the moral
life -~ the righteousness of God; its essential nature --
obedient falth; 1ts formative content -- God's mind, at-
titudes and wfil;~gnd its dynamic meana‘f-‘the indwelling
Spirit. (From the implic&ticns of 2 Tim. 3:163).
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The ultim&te goal or end toward which theaa purposes

o] is then to recreate man as complete and capable of meet-

1ng a11 demanﬁs of 1life with Godhwhich is reflected in

geod ﬂorks. (2 Tim. 3: 17)

ihus God 8 inspiration of the 5ible is rel&ted to

E ﬁis revelatory purposes which He carries out through the
kmeans of the reaerded recerd as Qri&inally given,kand as

it was in Paul's day and as 1t is in the contemporary

scene. For thrOugnout nistory God's recorded revelation

hae effectively carried oﬁt‘ﬁod’s purpo9es and is ingpired --

" presently and actively in a glorlous fashion by assuring

the eaqential message'ia~adeouat®1y maintained and by

interruptiag man s self-sufficiency with the challenging

~demands of uod s mesaagg.

Summary tonclusion

1) Secéﬁee of uhe limited nature of man's know-
ledge God adequately supnlies the conditi@as nﬁces&ary
for man to know Him in revelation. +he limit@d conditions
of man 5 knowledge were not all altered in revelation but
man remaineﬁ essantially in a state wnere nis knowledge
was adequate altheuﬁh not perfect. 2] 4+hne involvement
of Gfad‘ﬁ Spirit in the writhg o8xripture; is ‘i‘h"nhe divine
gﬁidénce which produces a message of revelatory content,
3) This revelatory work is carriéd on in the recording
of Scripturé for the purposes of adequatgly communicating

that message through the various texts and versions of
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history. 4) Cod's inspiration of the record 1s thus

ralatedfto His revelatory purposes which remain adequately

coomunicated.

,Conclusiohs,

Conclusions as to Paul's view of inspiration are

‘g follows:

1) ine essential work of God's Spirit is not

the reccrding of revelation but tne understanding and

“communication of that revelation to the spirit of men.

2) God's Spirit acts to safeguard the basic pur-
pdses of revelation by adequately gulding the recording
kathat revelation.

| 3) The action of insplring the record as defined
céntiﬁuas effééﬁively in the hiaﬂorical transmissions of
th@'texts which adequately carry out the purposes of re-
corded éevelatiéh. ' |

| 4} lhe efféct of this action of the opirit in the

recording of revelation is limited to maintaining the éa*
sential pﬁrposes of revelaiion, Whe‘limited conditions
of man's knowleﬁge reﬁains and .God does not work to alter
that situation as long as_ﬁis basic purposes in revelatlion

are fulﬁillad.

Other New Testament Writers

Implications fofa Peter's View ol Prophecy

Peter‘s view of prophecy may be taken from various
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pasgageé of Scripture“ However, this etudy will limit

i@séif‘taVE Peter 1:20, 21, particulerly as this relates

';ﬁ¢ £h§*aa£iv1ty of the Spirit; Criticel questions con-
cerﬁing the authﬁrs ip nave been put aside as ultimately

“ﬁQt r@levanz to this stuﬁygwhian.cencermg the Hew Testa-

ment view ofkinépir&tion.

~Peter 1in ths general context is establishing his

 aatﬂority“oV3r the‘feaﬂara.v This is necesgary, for falge

teachers have ylagueé th& church and are corrupting it.

‘Feta“ is 2 reliaala source af autnority hecause he hasg

nat been subjact 10 “cleverly devised myths" (2 Peter 1:16,

" R. S. V.) but has been an eyewitmesq and has even exper-
'Nience& the glerv on. the mcumt effzranafiguratien. Thus

from thia scurca of perscnal contact with ghxi@t Peter

is a aigﬁificant autnoﬁity,havin@ experienced the fulfill~‘

- ment of the pramnetic word ;nis word the readers should
ffre&eive and halﬁ A ward af cautlion 1s sug&estad at ﬂha

: # Qutﬁet however, fcr false teaahers have arisen and are

gerverting the peogle. |
The pPOphetic bcriytures are not to be subject to
p&rasn 8 paguliar reint erpretat;ons based on nis false
motives. (2. Pater 1; 2@) Thié;ia ﬁrue,forithﬁ source
of prophecy wae never the desires of men, but God 1s the

true source of prophecy. Tnerefore, be careful of men who

‘have evil motivations and who will "exploit you with falsge

words." (1 Peter 2:3).
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The textual strueture of verse 21 indicates a

centrast batweentne sources of pr@phecy -- "py the im-

.pulse af man" contrasted with =- "by tne Holy ®pirit,"

{R S V ), beth phrases conneetad with the same verb
- The firat para ef this contrast makes clear

tha& praphscy does not cema frcm the seurce of human de-

‘sires, plans and purposes.' But 1t is by the source ef

G@d 8 bpirlt Who acts in men to earry out the Divine plans
anﬁ purpoaes in the prophetic cemmunication thus giving
propheey ‘1ts uniqueness, , |

This 1is aecomplished by a particular activity of
God. The verb used is one which has a variety of connota-
tions. It is used in the sense of carrying some object -=-
as Simon of Cyrene bearing Christ's Crosé in Luke 23:26.
It is also used of seeds yielding or producing fruit in

ﬁark~4;8. Appraaeﬁing the requlrements of the context

is the 1idea that<the{usage~éf§; .often i1s in the context
of being movéd‘ont of position, to drive. The wind in
Acts 26:15,17 drives'the béat in a storm off Crete,42

, ’ From this usage the concept of motivation becomes
clear, -This motivation, by the agency of the Spirit of
God, results in the fruitful yielding of a communication
of’the divine intentlon and attitudes., TIhis 1s in con-

trast to a motivation of men whose intentlons and attitudes

do not make up the essential nature of prophecy. It is be-

42, Bauer, op. cit., “zg{éag ' p. 862-863.
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cause ths bcriptureu, wnich contain this prsphecy, are
motivahed by the' pirit of God and thus productive of
God's perspactiv% that men spesk from God.

The asseciation of the inltial prophetic exneriemc&

,with'ihe written record is an sssumption which has no

bearing in the facts. Peter is describing the source of

the prophecy contalned in the writings. He ig descrio-
ing something of the prophetic experience which has pro-

duced the prophetic message of men speaking from God. How-

‘evar, he says nothing concerning the sctual recording of

that prophecy; ~fhat this has been done aecurately and

Hgdaquatsly istﬁiscunderlyiﬁg assumption. +hat there is a

p&rfect and &1rect cerrespanﬁénce'with the record and the

event caanot pe proveﬁ from barintural c;aima. ‘the ver-

“siona and translations ?etﬂr used &dequatelv and substan-

;ially communicate@ whatrwaa~criginallyégiven in the pro-
phetlic experiencﬁ;éhiéh“is more significant than knowing

what}waa originally‘given in the first record.

Sunmary Conclusion

Cne cannatfglgaﬁ a;¢1a1m,as to thé nature of the
reccfded prophetic experience from Peter's statement,
One may, however, gain a basicjaﬁtitué&,‘whicn'is that
written Séripﬁurésupravide, as they are,’an adequate
means of cdmmunieatiﬁg the prophetic mesesage. Thle the
ﬁply opirit assures in the recording of the esaential mes-

sage which men spoke from God.



Implications fofn the Holy Spirit Speaking in Hebrews
In the Epistle to the Hebrews interesting formulas of
guetations are found. Illustrative of this usage are
Hebrews 3:7 and 10:15,where the Holy Spirit is pictured
as speakling., In commenting on these formulas Tasker
has %t?uéﬁf&; the basic significance of themn.
The manner in which the writer introduces the
several guotstione wialch he makes from the Old .
iestament, makes 1t clear that ne had the nigh-
est view of its inspiration, and a deep sense of
its permanent and ablding message. He does not
gay, "It is written," or "the Scripture saith,"
but, "God saith" or, "Christ saith" or, "the
Spirit saita." ...In this way the writer shows
clearly that the message of God spoken of old
times remains & message which God speaks at all
tines Ag the present circumstances of men's
lives.
Thus the Scriptures are applicable in the present time,
able to communicate the relevant message of God. Lhe
words us&d'axpfes&_aubetantially the thought of God.
The guotations, particularly in 3:7, are almost
verbatlim from the Septuagint. Yhis verslion ls the one
in which the Moly Spirit is speesking. ¥hat this version
properly expresses the iebrew ls apparent but the signi-
ficant tﬁiag 1g that precgent versions communicsaie the
message of the Holy Splrit even when there 1s not exact
ecrres?anﬁenca between then.
Th@ baglc message which has come from God is eg-

sentlally normatlive for the purpose of faith-principles,

43, R.V.G. Tasker, The 01d Testament in the New Testament,
Pniladelphia, The Westnminster Press, 1047, p. 115,
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Tﬁraugh.this message the means of man belng related to the
Holy God im the High Priest who 1s worthy has been pictured

- end foretold in the Old Testament Scriptures.

- Summary Conclusions

God is presently co%muﬁiéating through the Holy
Spirit in Scripture for there, as glven in contemporary
and éuthcritative versions, the Holy Spirit speasks God's

- essential message to men.

The iNew Testament View of Inepiration

The purpose of this chapter has been to evaluate
théjﬁew Testament data fﬂf its view of 1népiration -
particularly in reference to inerrancy as =a possglible ef-~
féct of 1ﬂ$p1ration.

Th&.geﬁer&l conclusion concerning the doctrine of
V inérfancy:as seen in the light 0f the New'Testament evli~
f&encekis that inerrancy is not the only necessary conclu-
éiaﬁicnﬁ can draw from tﬁe evidence., ‘that it msy be held
honestly as an implication of the evidence is certain.
‘ﬁéwevér, the evidehce g8 & whole does not indicate that
'it is an &dﬁqu&ta statement of the case.

Tha‘gpecific elements of inspiration found in the
New feétaﬁeﬁﬁ are as follows:

kl}, The nature of inspiration is an implled activity

of God's S@irit in tne creation of & written record of



‘inSVGQd‘s §uryaséa in that revelation are carried out,

g1

revelation;

©2) ihe goal of inspiration is an adequate written

communication of God's purposes given through revelation,

%) ihe texts of inspiration are the historical

and~éontemp¢rary texts and translatione. lhe Holy ®Spirit

wag working equally 1n the autograph a8 He is working in
~ccpi@a and translations of the sutographs, té presarve
‘kthegeaasntial message of revelation in substantially,

'_\&éCurately‘&nﬁ reliably recorded documents,

4) The extent of inspiration is plenary -- the

%hala of Ccriptures are inspired because the oplrit haé

been active in all of the recording of revelation, assur-

#

5) The effect of inspiration is a substantially

' &de&u&te recording and transmission of Uod's purposes

in communicating;revelatcry doctrinal and aoral dats

which provide a basis for man to be properly related to
God and his neighbor. +hus authority which is normative

igheffectively communicated in the Scriptures,
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EVALUATION OF THE DOCTRINE OF INERRANCY - CHAPTER III

Introduction .

The purpose of this chapter will be to evaluate
the doctrine of inerrancy in the light of the evidence,.

Baslcally this evidence is twofold, philosophlcal and

,Scriptural, which can never really be divided, Assertions

céncerning inerrancy will:thas be evaluated as to the
validity of the inferences drawn from the sources of
evidence, ihe best possible explanation of the data
vindlcates ihe asseriion.

Ihere 1e no need to state arguments at length as
much of this has peen done in the previous chapters,
Essential ideas will be chosen for evaluation.

The process of svaluatlon invelves one in the
dangers of reasonable judgment. Obtectivity as well as
soundnesgs of argument and the belance of the welght of
evidence llmlts,by the subjectlve elements involved, all
such judgments, However, this i1s the situation of all
knowledge =nd values will be gotten if the reader enters
the arguments {rom his awﬁ point of view and judges and
eValuaﬁéﬁ both the evidence preé@nted and srgument of
the wrlter in tne followlng @véiuation. Another type of
limitation is that lnerrancy, aé?gll doctrines, is defined
with varying emphasis, ithus =21l arguwents will not be

egually relesvant.
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 §$ this beginning point it will be necessary
to ﬁ&fiﬁe‘ingrraﬁﬁdence;again: inerrancy, found in

New Taétament teaching, ls the unigue effect of the

‘Spirit's unparalleled activity on or with the Biblical

recorders writing of revelation, in order to prcduce'a

record of revelation which was accurate and correct in

hlstaricai‘&g well as theological matters, that men
might have an absolutely true authoritative communica-
tion from God for the purposes of belief and godly

living.;-'

Method of Loncluding Inerrancy

Warfield clearly sets forth what he terms his
"inductive method"e of eppropriating the doctrine of
inerrancy {(which 18 the nécegsary effect of in9pirat10n).3

Gertain;prasappcsitians must be immediately gliven.

‘Epistemological methods are non-biblical in nature.

The siple does not define those methods but uses them,

This vital factaryef apprcgah must be then evaluated
purely on its own merits, Warfield's esgential reasoning
is the method of 1ndu¢ﬁive historical thinking. Lhe basic
steps are as follows: 1) Limiting the relevant data as
to aoctrine to clains, ﬁtabemegts, allusioneg, and factis
whichkindic&ta the attitudes but ﬁct including charactér-

1stics of thelr own writings -- the phenomena of Scripture--

1. Ante, pp. 36-37. . B
2. B. B. warfield, The Inspiration snd Authority of the

Bible, ed, by Samuel G, Cralg, Philsdelphis, lhe Pres-
byterian and Reformed Pub, Co., 1948, pp. 205-206,

3. Ante, p. 32.
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4

as relevant to doctrine; 2) ‘ihe conclusion is arrived

51&&3;&3 historical reasoning, that the apostles are true

tsachers,ef~@9ctrine; 3) Study indicates they taught

inerrancyfaﬁ p&rtrcf their Biblical view of Secripture;

4)  Commitment to this principle is made because, having
concluded them trustworthy, "if we refuse to trust them
Chere, we nhave in principle refused them trust averywhere;”ﬁ

: 'z‘ “ B:Vac rina is en tested agalnst the fTacts ascer-
5) 'The doctrine is th ted against the f

tained by B;biical criticimﬁaniexegegis.ﬁ But here s
word of caution 1is introduced that suffielent evidence
muét be given for an error for the’reality of an 1incon-
Biéiéney "eanﬁotkbe logically or rationally recognizeé un~
less the &videngekfoftit‘bc greater in amount and welght
%hén_the w&ale mass of evidence fbrkthe trustworthiness
k’ " w7 "We
must ha#e undiaputable arrcrs -=- which are not forthcaming.,
if In aﬁaluation, the following muét be gaid: 1) War-
field's first point concerning the limitations of the sig-

nificant data 1is a misconception. For the phenomena of

Scriptures help &etermiﬁe the m@éning}of,the alluslons and

gtatements concerning the Seripture.

4. wWarfield, op. cit., p. 205-206.
5., 1Ibid., 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 indefiﬁitely be sus-
tained if 1t runs counter to the facts. That

‘the Bible claims inspiration is patent. The

proplem 1s to define the nature of that insplra-

tian~in‘gha light of the phenomena contalined
therein.

Une must not accomodate the doctrine because of
difficulties, since all positions have problems, but one
must acca&oéaté the facts to the development of the doc~
trine.,

2) %he third paint of Warfield's logic is not

~”correct and this is crucial.' The c¢laim that the New

Testament writers teach inerrancy 1g not in accord with

the findings of this thesis as indicsted in Chapter II,

Francis L. Fatton is guoted by harrison zs saying in

Fundamental Christlanity that we have no right "o sub-
étitute‘tha word 'inerrahcy"fér "inspiration' in our
discussion of thefﬁiblé unless we are prepared to show
framitha teaching éf th@'ﬁible thet inspiration means
inerrancy -- and that, I think, would be & difficult
ni8

3) The fourth point of Warfield's position suffers

from inconslstency with the nature of historical reasoning.

9. Everett ¥, Harrison, "The Phenomena of Scripture,”
Revelation and the Bible, ed. by Carl ¥, H, Henry,
Grand Rapids, Baker Book House, 1958, p. 239; c.f.
Edward John Carnell, The Case for Orthodox Theology,
Philadelpinla, The Westminster FPress, 1959, p. 106,

1. Cited by Harrison, op. cit., p.238.
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Th& cnly resulﬁs ol historical reasoning can be that
‘the syasties ar& generally trustworﬁhy guides, If one
does not follow them on one point of doctrine it does
notkm&éﬂ one cannot follow th&m on another polint of
doctriﬂe. ~ﬁist0fica1 reasoning deals only in probabil-
ities, not absolubes. )

4) In the fifth pcint warfiald asaerts there &re
no gfrors‘in the Scripture, ihe internsl evidence, how-
ever, would indicate 3ometning'elss. the type of errors
found in the Scriptures are not in the assenﬁial/s&bstaﬁé'
tial nature of the Scriptures but rest in the "accidents"
‘of Scripture.'’ ihe writers do not intend to mislead and
ﬁrrors, therefore, are not "errors of deceit but of inead-
vertence, not Qfafalﬁehaod, but of lack of knowledge ,"12
Thie beéomes clear whEn”ansiéaring éynchrenisms'in
IT Kings 15 - 18, the hnistorical mistake in Stephen's
ép@achyin,ACts T:4 a8 related to Genesis 11:31 - 12:5

and similar minoy discrepaggié$.13

11. GRobert A, Traina, Metnodicsl 3ible Study, New York,
~ Robert A, Traina, 19552, p, 212; Charles A, Briggs,
The Bible, The bhurch and The Reascn Second ed.,
‘New York, Scribner's, 1893 p. 92.

i2. Bri@gs, Qp; cit., p. 93.

13, Brigegs, op. cit,,fnp. 189-11%, pp., 215-235; arn@li
op. ¢it., pp. 102-111; Lewellyn J. Evans, b3ioltoal
Scholarship and InSQiration,“ Inﬁniratian and Inerrancy,
ed. by Henry Preserved Smith, (incinneti, Robert Clarke
& Co., 1893, pp. 68-69; Harrison, op. cit., p. 249;
James Orr, R&velation and Inspiration, Grand napidm,
wm. B. %ﬁrémans 1952, pp. 163-165, 179 Henry Pre-
served Smith, "3iblical uchalarsnip & Inspiration,"
Inspiration &nﬁ Inﬂrramcy, ed, by H, P, Smith, Cin-
cinattl, robert Clarke & Lo., 1893, pp. 126~-135,




~of God speaking."

9t .

- 5) Warf&el& 5 emphasia on tha authsrity of the

ﬂaw Testa&ent writera is 2 paﬁitive one which needs more

does
. c&reful study taday. S&&domﬁona find: writers who wrestle

with the Eew Teatament évidence as throu§nly and aspaaly
as Warfield,

6) Warfield's attempt a2t induction is worthy in

kprincipi&kof being followed,

‘The ﬁ&ture of Inerrancy

Tha presuppesiticr of the nature of inerrancy ig
a concept of revelation which posits that "revelation is
put half revelati@nkunleaﬁ it be infallibly communicated,
it ie but half communicated unless 1t be infallibly re-

wide

corded, Therefore, by an extrasordinary influence of

the ﬁpiritngod; guldes men, though not superseding their

humaﬁity, so tnat thelr words perfectly become Words of

God and thus absolutely infallible.'® God's word 1s

then of this nature because "God Himself 1s infallible;

the iﬁfallibility'ef Scripture is simply the infalliblility
16 |

14, warflel d, op. clt., p. 442,

‘kiﬁ» ‘Q&Pfiﬁld, op. cit., p. 422,

16, J. I. Packer, "Fundamentallisu" and the Word of God,
Grand kap i&s, wm., B, Kerdmans, 1958, pp. 95-96,
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In evaluation the following observatlons are
recorded:

1) Tne yr&auppcsi%i@m of this statement 18 on a
very shaky foundastion and runs counter to the Blbllical
evidence which ciaims revelation s purpose is accomplished
even through fallible translat tions. 7 the postulate reve-
lation recuires ls that the essential purposes of revela-
tion will bDe adequataly carried out througn the means

18 he @efinition

chosen to communicate that revelation.
Of thnose passages wnich so fulfill God's purposes is, to
some extent, a debatable maiter as ls the degree of ac-
curacy regulred to fulfill those purpﬁaes.lg
2) God's guldance as defined whiéh clalms not to
supersede the humonlity of Lhe wrlters, but makes their
words perfect, 1s a contradiction in terms, %#here are
two co-efficlents in the process of Divine communication,
The New Testament emphasizes, of courss, the Divine, but
this fact does not eliminate the finite from the plcture,
"Its cualities, its possibilities, its activities, its in-
herent limitations remain the ssme,., . An inspired man

d . " 2@

is not Go The fact becomes clearer when one ponders

the problem of communicating the divine in language.

17. Evans, op. cit., p. 69.
18. Orr, op. c¢it., pp. 155- -156.

219. cf.., Briggs, op. cit., pp. 115-116; faexer op. uits, X

p. 98; amitn op. ¢it., p. 144, with warfield op.
cit., p. 122 on the sufiiciency of historical meth@dﬁ.

20, Evans, op. cit., pp. 37-38.
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Human conceptions, even when enlarged and informed
by the divine Spirit, cannot altogether gresp the
infinite truth of God,., Human language, even when
the speaker or writer is gulded by the indwelling
Spirit, cannot give complete and faultless expres-
gg“sicn to the h&av&nly messa&e.E

Infallible language is difficult to conceive,

‘What is meant? Terms such as 'adequate' and 'accurate'
. are more apprnpriate. The infallible communicsates 1n

| the fallimility of human language .

3‘¥ ine transference of God's infallible character

g;gggz onto the record is oversimplification, for the record
28 a record becomes obliterated in the prc¢eéﬁ, ihe Scrip-
ture 1is a:ﬁncré of fevelation and doee not perfectly cor-
rggpond with the events af‘rakeiation but, as ahy record,

giyes,aubatantial witness to those events adequately for

redemptive revelation, ‘?hia,easential mesgsage communicated
‘through fallible records and recorders is what gives the

‘divine character to the 3ible, All God does 1s perfect.

But who are we, (o define ihat perfection, to

formulate 1is constituents, to legislate its

conditions, to decide beforehand that 1t must
~be thus, that it cannot be sco, Lhat thls 1is
indispensable, that impossible?22

Thﬁggext ef Ia&fr&n@y

: & d@rivative doetrine from the nature of inerrancy

as deﬁcribeé abave is the te&cbing that the original

21, Briggs, op. cit., pp. 101-162,

22, Evans, op. c¢lt., p. 35.
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writings are those which areiinspired (ae defined by
Warfield,tfér instance. )< Thig fact is thought neces-
sary for two reasons. The f1;§;~reaaon is that the
writers must expresa'divine thoughts by human language.
in order thatfthé proper meseggeimayibe delivered into
the world this 1n1t1§1:eomm§n1catioh must be 1nfallible.24
Trenslations of the original can be develeped‘with rela-
tive simplicity since the first initial difficulty has
been overcome -- the translation of the divine into the
human.25 : | | ;

‘SeGOndly,'there is an epistemological necessity
in holding this aspect of inerrancy, for if it is assumed
"that humen infirmity may havékhad its share in it, where
shall i stapfinfaséﬁmiag thap,there‘may be errors? 1 know
"26 With translations the‘range of conjectures 1s
limited if one pasitﬁ an inerrant autograph, but without
it the limit is boundless.

The evaluation of thls position is as follows;.

1) The problem of a divine message has been con-
side:ed but one maykreiterate a point. God has chosen to

commﬁnicate through men. Though a fallible mode, it
was adequate to serve the purposes of God -- and still

23. Ante, p. 32.
24. Packer, op. cit., p. 89-90,

25. Louls Gaussen, The Insplration of Holy Scriptures,
trane. by David D. Seott, Chicago, Moody Press, 194G,
p@ . 155“156 .

26. Ibid., p. 160.
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remalns aﬁequ&ﬁef‘

vw@} E@iséemalagical cért&ihﬁykis gained from
h&lﬁing ts aﬁfinerrant‘autggra§h. ihe process and
'ptcblemsiaf evaluaﬁing Scfi?iufe, with the limitations
ihat invélvas, ia almcst removeé from the study procedure,
what 1s involved in sugh & process 1s applylng tests of
ruth to tﬁe Sariytur&léﬁatements and claims that ite
worth genarglly and specifically may be determined,
o "The reagons‘thia ie necessary are: =an empirical
appr@ach‘té knowleége is the most common way o learns
and‘grbwa we tast‘OQrselves and our environment con-
stantly to know the truth. Sacanﬂly, the alternative te
this grocesg‘ié credul1ty. dne must accept then the koran
because 1t makes divine claime. Thirdly, Warfield, s
yle&ﬁing exponent of inerfancy, allows this process to
yial&~ﬁhe‘fruit of concluding that &ll Christisnity's
essential doctrines could be vindicated.2' rourtaly,
and mést significaﬁtiy, Jesus and als apostles employed
thiﬁ‘mathod wheﬁ reading the V1d Testament. Accepting
basié‘genafal doctrines and truths, the particulars were

28 Lastly, eplistemological cer-

av&luatedyin this light.
tainﬁy,iSVin the nature of things a pnentom -- non-existent.
Man, with his limited knowledge, operates in the area of

; proé&h@li@ie%, and thus faith, It is wilth existential

27. warfield, op. cit., p. 210.
28. Ante, pp,f&2~48:
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obedient falth that certainty comes, never in the
reslm of ihtellectu&l knowleﬁgé and doctrinal certainty.

3) This recourse ggy&ut@grayhs is a completely

theoretical expedient. W&ether,then,ariginala were

inerrant or not cannot bé‘&attlaﬁ definitively as the
direct evidence 1s lacking. Gne must work practically
with less sure materials,

Faith in the consistency of God warrants sn

attitude of confidence that the text is sufl-

ficiently trustworthy not to lead ws astray.

If God gave the Scriptures for a practical

purpose ~-- to make men wise unto salvation

through faith in Christ -~ it 18 a safe infer~

ance that He never permits them to become 8O

corrupted that they can no longer fulfil 11,29

4) The fact of inspiration is historical sn® con-
temporary. God has acted to presgerve His message of sal-
vation that it may be adeguately known through all ver-
sione -- autographs as well as the Revised Standard Ver-
glon. This fact 18 clearly shown in the New Testament's
ugage of the texis at hend.’% It is this message of the
acte of the redeeming God which give all Scriptures their
suthority. |

5} Thue any view of autnority walch attempts to
attack the suthority of the Scriptures on its form -~
inerrancy or substantlal truthfulness -- misses the point
of Biblical revelation., Authority resis in the revealed

God witnessed to by the Scriptures, and that content is

authoritative, for it is given from God.

29, Packer, op. cit., p. 90,
0. Ante, pp. 47-59, 76-78, 89.
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kfﬁanaiusicns ﬂ

After a general evaluatlion of the doctrine of

inerrancy in the llght of the Mew Testament evidence

- the following conclusions sare drawn:

1) +he purpose of ilnerrancy as an effect of in-
spiration in‘crder to keep tﬁe r&?elatien from God pure
18 seemingly béaeﬁ on faulty presuppesitions from the
point cfkvi&w of tne New Testament. God Wno is perfect
wgrks in hi&téry. limitiﬁg:ﬁimself to men'ané’ﬁheir‘
weaknesses, He, therefore, 1s not int&rested'iﬁ & pure
aommﬂnieatiaﬁ; -, dﬁe Whiéhﬁig;eﬁtirely free from any
human error, but Qékks to‘inagiﬁé the record so that
Hié r¢demptive purposes may be caffied Qﬁt adegquately.

2) The?proeéﬁuré £n ﬂiéeover1ng‘thiscdcctrine
h&é been 1im1tsdaby not alldwiﬁg relevant eﬁidenea,
thus negating the values of the eonclusiéas}

= 3} The bé,sis ’bf the doctrine &e the views of

Jesus and His apostles who.do not support this view. The

reason for holding it 1s removed.

4) ihe only eff&cti#& test of inerrancy -- the
phenomens of Scripture -- does not support the conclusion
&QSarted.

; 5) The epistemology of inerrancy is practical
but ovarsimplifi&d and uliimaﬁely dangerous to faith.

6) :Thérefare,on the basls of this clear pat%efn

of evidence, inerrancy is an invalid doctrine.



SUMMARY

Chapter I - Th& Doctrine of Inerrancy Defined
) :“ﬁ.'ilnerrancy and Iﬁspifation

Inerrancy is a necessary effect of God's activity
in producing the record of revelation.

B, Inerrancy and the Record
Inerrancy is limited to the originals of the
ﬁcriptufal pooks.

C. Inerrancy in Scope

| kInéfrancy is plenary as to ite scope and includes
accuracy in all Scriptural statements.

§,  Inarrancy‘ané~éuth0rity

Wlnéfranéy is necéaaary‘for autnoritative certainty

in falth.

Chapter in- The ﬁew,Ta&téﬁénﬁiyiew of Inspiration

A. Nature of Iﬁapiraﬁian‘ |
jiﬁyia an lmplied aétivity of ﬁpé's =pirit in the
creation of a written record of revelatlon.

’3. yécal of Inspiration ; |

It is an adeguate written communication of God's

purposes in revelation.

G. Recdrﬁs of Ina@ir&tiﬁn
The ﬁi&térical and caﬁtémperary‘zextﬁ and transla-
tian@%sii of which effectively cosmunicate the mes-

sage of God,constitute the revelatory records,
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Extent of Enﬁpiraéiaﬁ

Iﬁiis & plenary extent assuring God's purposes
arek#@rka@ cut in taem‘taken a8 & whmle.
ﬁfiégt of Inspiration

It 1e a substantially asdeguste recording and
transmigéicn of revelatory doctrinal and moral
data that man may pe properly related to God

“and his neighbor,

- Thus amthérity ie purposefully =nd normatively

communicated in Scriptures,

Chapter III - Evaluation of the Doetrine of lnerrancy

&.

Purpose of Inerrancy

Tt is limited because God seeks to work out His

_revelastion among finite men, Jhus He accepts

limitations and therefore there is no need for
a pQré revelation free from all erfcr.

Hethod of Inerrancy '

The relevant data is excluﬁed and therefore the
foundations are weak. o

Basls of Inerrancy.

Jesgus and Hig apostles do not auppsrt‘thﬁ view=
point of inerrancy, and there is,vtherefore, no

reason o support it.
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D. Test of Inerrsncy
. The only effectlve test - the pnencmena of
Scripture - dgearnot gupport it, therefore
1t cannot ba‘vaiidaiﬁé.
E. bBpistemology of inerrancy |
It is,highly‘?ragmaiic%buz oversimplified and,
therefére, ultiﬁatély dangaraus to faith.
Conclusions ;
A. Inerrancy is a émctrina«whase germinal ideas are
‘very anciépt. | | |
B. 'Inerfaney is not the most probable implication
of thejﬁew4Testament data.,
C. Inerrancy is invalid as a doctrine on the basis

of a clear pattern of evidence.
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