The Inerrant Word of God

In the last two decades, the topic of biblical raacy has separated the evangelical camp into thbeere
inerrantists and those who are not. Inerrantidie\ “that when all facts are known, the Scriptuire their
original autographs and properly interpreted wéldlhown to be wholly true in everything that théfirma,
whether that has to do with doctrine or moralitydth the social, physical, or life sciencés.”

Those who reject inerrancy believe there are oaigénrors in certain areas the Bible touches oetduattrine
and morality, e.g., in science and history. Bidfipture contains errors in those areasamtest on the basis
of historical, archaeological, and scientific famh, what logical basis can we assume it doesntagoerrors in
those areas weannottest such as theology and ethics (the nature df &alvation, morality? The truth is that
no error can be proven in the autographs sinceom# Have them. In His wisdom God has seen fitoot
preserve them. The original God-breathed manusonptld of certainty have become items of worsaipd,
as with the Koran of Islam, translations would lkkave been prohibited or rejected as causingeavgrting”
of the pure Word of God. This eventually might h&ept Scripture from all but those studied in Graak
Hebrew.

Regardless, an error can't logically be suggestéide autographs because our copies strongly suppor
inerrancy. Dr. Gleason L. Archer was an undergraglokassics major who received training in Latime€k,
French, and Gernlan at Harvard University. At samyime majored in Hebrew, Aramaic, and Arabic and i
post-graduate study became involved with Akkadiach @yriac, teaching courses on these subjectsaklédd
a special interest in middle-kingdom Egyptian sésdiAt the Oriental Institute in Chicago he didspkzed
study in Eighteenth Dynasty historical records a#l as studying Coptic and Sumerian. In additiampbtained
a full law degree and was admitted to the MassattsiBar. He has also visited the Holy Land where h
inspected most of the important archeological sites spent time in Beirut, Lebanon, for a specaligtudy of
modern literary Arabic. He holds a B.D. from Pritme Theological Seminary and a Ph.D. from Harvard
Graduate School.

This background enabled him to become expert insthiee of charges of alleged errors and contradistin
Scripture:

In my opinion this charge can be refuted and itsitiaexposed by an objective study done in a
consistent, evangelical perspective....| candiglyelve | have been confronted with just aboutlagl t
biblical difficulties under discussion in theologicircles today-especially those pertaining to the
interpretation and defense of Scripture....As lehdgalt with one apparent discrepancy after anather
have studied the alleged contradictions betweebithiieal record and the evidence of linguistics,
archeology, or science, my confidence in the trogfiwness of Scripture has been repeatedly verified
and strengthened by the discovery that almost gueryiem in Scripture that has ever been discovered
by man, from ancient times until now, has beentdeitth in a completely satisfactory manner by the
biblical text itself—or else by objective archeditcaj information?

Given the fact that Dr. Archer has graduated froindeton and Harvard, done extensive studies inaalogy
and other areas, become fluent in 15 languagesivestfull training in legal evidences, etc., ti®ee
statement can hardly be summarily dismissed.

But there are many similar testimonies by othermet@nt scholars. Dr. Robert Dick Wilson (Ph.D.nBeton),
an Old Testament authority and authoAdbcientific Investigation of the Old Testameould read the New
Testament in nine different languages by the adgdbofn addition, he could repeat from memory atdeb
translation of the entire New Testament withoutsinig a single syllable and do the same with la@égns of
the Old Testament. He proceeded to learn 45 lareguagd dialects and was also a master of paleogeayh
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philology: “I have made it an invariable habit new@ accept an objection to a statement of theT@ktament
without subjecting it to a most thorough investigat linguistically and factually,” and “I defy anyan to make
an attack upon the Old Testament on the groundsidénce that | cannot investigate.” His conclusi@s that
no critic has succeeded in proving an error inQg Testament.

Theologian, philosopher, and trial attorney Johnmwitgk Montgomery, holding nine graduate degrees in
different fields, observes, “I myself have nevecamtered an alleged contradiction in the Biblechtdould
not be cleared up by the use of the original laggsaf the Scriptures and/or by the use of accepiadiples
of literary and historical interpretatiofi.”

John W. Haley examined 900 alleged problems inp8me and concluded, “I cannot but avow, as the
[conclusion] of my investigation, the profound cation that every difficulty and discrepancy in the sanijgts
is....capable of a fair and reasonable solut/@r. William Arndt concluded in his own study ofeded
contradictions and errors in the Bible, “[W]e may svith full conviction that no instances of thisrtsoccur
anywhere in the Scripture§.”

Clearly the evidence lies in favor of biblical ir@ncy. This is in harmony with what the Bible ifselaches.
(Unless otherwise indicated, Scripture in thisisecare from the NASB). If what God says is truedayinition,
note God's description of His own Word.

1. The Old Testament

Eternal “The grass withers, the flower fades, but thedwoir our God stands forever” (Isaiah 40:8); “Fomey@
LORD, Thy word is settled in heaven" (Psalm 119:89).

Perfect and trustworthy'Every word of God is tested;....Do not add t Miords, lest He reprove you, and you
be proved a liar” (Proverbs 30:5,6); “The wordghaf LORD are pure words; as silver tried in a furnace @n th
earth, refilled seven times” (Psalm 12:6).

True “the word of truth”; “Thy law is truth”; “all Thycommandments are truth”; “the sum of Thy wordugh’
(Psalm 119:43,142,151,160).

Holy and righteous“For He remembered His holy word with Abraham Bkégvant” (Psalm 105:42); “Thy
righteous word” (Psalm 119:123); “Thy word is vgnyre, therefore Thy servant loves it” (Psalm 110)14

Good “I will fulfill the good word which | have spokér(Jeremiah 33:14).

Vital (and verbal) “And as for Me, this is My covenant with thensays the DRD: ‘My Spirit which is upon
you, and My words which | have put in your mouthals not depart from your mouth, nor from the moath
your offspring, nor from the mouth of your offspgla offspring,’ says the@rb, ‘from now and forever™
(Isaiah 59:21).

2. The Gospels (Jesus’ view of God's Word)

Eternal “Heaven and earth will pass away, but My wordallstot pass away” (Matthew 24:35).

Trustworthy “the Scripture cannot be broken” (John 10:35prFdid not speak on My own initiative, but the
Father Himself who sent Me has given Me commandywemat to say, and what to speak Therefore theshin
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speak, | speak just as the Father has told meh(12r9,50); “But it is easier for heaven and e&stpass away
than for one stroke of a letter of the Law to fglluke 16:17).

True “Sanctify them in the truth; Thy word is truthJdhn 17:17).
Holy: “My teaching is not Mine, but His who sent Mebhh 7:16; see also 12:49,50).

Vital (and verbal) “But He answered and said, ‘It is written, “MANHBLL NOT LIVE ON BREAD ALONE,
BUT ON EVERY WORD THAT PROCEEDS OUT OF THE MOUTH @FOD™” (Matthew 4:4).

3. The Rest of the New Testament (the inspired apitess’ view of God's Word)

Eternat “But the word of the Lord abides forever.” Anldis is the word which was preached to you” (1 Peter
1:25).

Inspired “All Scripture is inspired by God” (2 Timothy 31see also 2 Peter 3:2,15,16); “no prophecy was ev
made by an act of human will, but men moved byHbly Spirit spoke from God” (2 Peter 1:21).

Living and imperishablte‘For the word of God is living and active” (Helre 4:12; cf. Acts 7:38); “for you
have been born again not of seed which is perishaltlimperishable, that is, through the living abitling
word of God” (1 Peter 1:23).

True “Be diligent to present yourself approved to Gada workman who does not need to be ashamed,
handling accurately the word of truth” (2 Timothyl ).

Not human*“And for this reason we also constantly thank @uwat when you received from us the word of
God's message, you accepted it not as the woranf but for what it really is, the word of God, whialso
performs its work in you who believe” (1 Thessatons 2:13); “he who rejects this [instruction] ig ngjecting
man but the God who gives His Holy Spirit to yo@"Thessalonians 4:8).

Holy: “from childhood you have known the sacred wrih@ Timothy 3:15).

Vital (and verbal) “All Scripture is...profitable for teaching, foeproof, for correction, for training in
righteousness; that the man of God may be adeqegu@ped for every good work” (2 Timothy 3: 16,17)
testify to everyone who hears the words of the peay of this book: if anyone adds to them, Godlsidd to
him the plagues which are written in this book; &rahyone takes away from the words of the boothis
prophecy, God shall take away his part from the t#life and from the holy city; which are writtémthis
book” (Revelation 22:18,19); “Now we have receivedi the spirit of the world, but the Spirit whofiem
God, that we might know the things freely giverusby God... [in words] taught by the Spirit” (1 r@hians
2:12,13); “they have been entrusted with the veoyds (Greek: logia) of God” (Romans 3:2, NIV).

Although a great deal could be said about eachefbove Scriptures (and there are many othets)s leimply
ask some questions. What did God mean when Healddlkeword perfect, true, holy, righteous, good,
trustworthy, and pure? Is perfection really impetitan? or truth really error? or good really sonieghnot
good? or the trustworthy the doubtful? or the pompure? Is it proper to cadlrrant writings holy? How is
inspirationdivineif it merely guarantees the presence of truthemadr? If God's Word is eternal, is it possible
for the church to be content with a certain amadmternalerror? Dr. E.J. Young observes,

God has revealed to us His Word. What are we tiktbf Him if this Word is glutted with little
annoying inaccuracies? He, of course, tells usHi®tVord is pure. If there are mistakes in thatrtVo
however, we know better; it is not pure. If theayraipha of Scripture are marred by flecks of mistak
God simply has not told us the truth concerning\Wisrd. To assume that He could breathe forth a
Word that contained mistakes is to say, in effiett God Himself can make mistakes. We must



maintain that the original of Scripture is infalfor the simple reason that it came to us diyectl
himself/

Charles Spurgeon once wrote of the rudeness of tivbe question the inerrancy of God’s Word when he
stated, “This is the book untainted by any errot,ib pure, unalloyed, perfect truth. Why? Becaisd wrote
it. Ah! charge God with error if you please; teihithat His book is not what it ought to be.”

Christians are to accept the teachings of Jesumibede is their Lord and Savior. But Jesus Himsaler
expressed any doubts about Scripture—at any timeny manner. To the contrary, He accepted Scesar
God's inerrant word. Indeed, the strength of tlee dar a strict view of inerrancy can only be pmbpe
understood by a detailed study of Jesus' absolugeih and use of ScriptuPd=or us, this alone is proof of
scriptural inerrancy.

The weight of Jesus' words is impressive when wesider what they teach in more detail. In Matthe®519,
e.g.,

The jot [KJV] is the smallest letter of the Hebralphabet and the tittle [KJV] is the millute hom o
projection that distinguishes consonants of sinfdam from one another. It would be impossible to
think of any expression that would bespeak theghoof the meticulous more adequately than
precisely this one used here by our L8td.

In John 10:35, e.g.,

[W]hen he says the Scripture cannot be brokens Barely using the word Scripture in its most
comprehensive denotation as including all thatléwes of the day recognized as Scripture, to wit, al
the canonical books of the Old Testament. It igefOld Testament without any reservation or
exception that he says it cannot be broken. Henadfthe unbreakableness of the Scripture in itisegyt
and leaves no room for any such supposition asoffdggrees of inspiration and fallibility. Scripsuis
inviolable. Nothing less than this is the testimarfiyur Lord™*

If it is easier for heaven and earth (i.e., thevarse) to pass from existence than for the leeskeif a pen to
be lost, can we possibly believe Jesus thoughe tiwere genuine errors in Scripture? And if Jesusl G
incarnate, said, “Thy word is truth,” how can Chass think otherwise? Montgomery observes, “Th&hieof
Christ's testimony to Scripture is so much more grbw than any alleged contradiction or error ia txt or
any combination of them, that the latter must bjesidd to the former, not the reversé.”

Dr. Montgomery comments on another statement bysJesind in Matthew 4:4 (KJV). Christ tells us siyp
guoting the God of the Old Testament, that “Marllgha live by bread alone, but by every word that
proceedeth out of the mouth of God.” “One mustéfee operate with every word and consider everydves
significant. Had God intended otherwise, the teatild (by definition) be different from what it ig?
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Finally, the character of God Himself proves theriancy of Scripture:
1. SovereignA sovereign God is able to preserve the processspiration from error.
2. Righteousnes® righteous God is unable to inspire error

3. Just A just God could not be untruthful in assertinig lord is inerrant. He would be unjust if He bore
witness to errant Scripture as holy and true.

4. Love A loving God would adequately provide for therggpal health and safety of His people by
inspiring an inerrant Word.

5. Eternat An eternal God has had forever to determine #m® and means of inspiration (e.g., verbal,
plenary) for His Word.

6. OmniscientAn omniscient God knows every contingency thajhmiarise to inhibit inerrancy.

7. OmnipotentAn omnipotent God can effectively respond to gvantingency and also preserve the
transmission of His Word.

8. OmnipresentAn omnipresent God can initially reveal and imegiis Word and later illuminate it.

9. Immutable An immutable God could never change His Word.

10. Veracity. A truthful God would not lie when He testifiesaalt the inerrancy of His Word.

11. Merciful: A merciful God would not be unmerciful inspiritogth truth and error and then having His
people vainly attempt to find the parts that ave tHe would not leave His people to such subjisctiv

and uncertainty.

12.
Personal A personal God can inspire verbally, with wortdsinsure effective communication.

We close by citing the appropriate words of Dr. IFEainberg:

I have never been able to understand how one carstitged in claiming absolute authority for the
Scriptures and at the same time deny their ineyrafttis seems to be the height of epistemological
nonsense and confusion. Let me try to illustragepbint. Suppose that | have an Amtrak railroad
schedule. In describing its use to you, | tell yioat it is filled with numerous errors but thaisit
absolutely authoritative and trustwortHy.
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