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Houston, Texas 

Recent update for the Houston Ecclesia, 

Brother Gary Stephen has moved from the Houston area to 

Lampasas due to financial, employment, and health issues. His 

address is now 526 P.R. 3004 Lampasas TX 76550. 

Love in Christ,  

Bro. Dan Lorquet 

BOSTON STUDY WEEKEND—February 16 & 17, 2019  Study 

Notes at hearnowthesewords.com  contact bro. Jim Sommerville 

TENNESSEE STUDY WEEKEND----April 5, 6, &7, 2019  

Contact bro. Jeremy Osborne at josborne827@gmailcom or sis. 

Sharon Osborne at Steve.sharontn@gmail.com 

RICHARD FRATERNAL GATHERING......June 28–July 1, 

2019  sis. Linda Jones, PO Box 48 Richard, SK, Canada S0M 

2P0,  gljon@yourlink.ca 1-306-441-2248 or 1-306-246-4628 

HYE TEXAS FRATERNAL GATHERING……..July 21-28 2019 

Lord willing, the 2019 Hye gathering will be July 21-28. We will 

be studying Galatians in the first study class, and 1, 2, & 3 John 

in the second. Contact info is bro. Mark Braune, 209 Ranger Dr., 

Buda TX, 78610 512-577-1119, markbraune@gmail.com 

Receive The Engrafted Word (James 1:21) 
The more you learn of the Scriptures, the less you will WANT to 

learn of anything not eternally useful. The more interested you are in 

the Scriptures, the less interested you will be in anything not related 

to God and the Scriptures. This is the difference between the Flesh 

and the Spirit: they are mutually repellant. They of the Flesh do mind 

the things of the Flesh. The study of the Scriptures has enough 

fascination for one hundred lifetimes. Don't waste your wonderful 

God-given mind on rubbish.—bro. George Gibson 
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A New Director 
 

Dear Brethren, 

 

As many of you already know, bro. Fred Higham, who has directed the 

Berean Ecclesial News since 1997 has had health problems, along with 

health problems of his sister wife Ruthie, making it difficult for him to 

continue.  When bro. Fred was confined to the hospital for nearly a month, 

he asked me to assist him in publishing the magazine which I have done for 

the last three months.  With the start of this year, 2019, I will assume full 

responsibility for both the production of, and what appears in, the 

magazine. 

 

You will already have noticed a difference in the appearance of this 

magazine.  We have returned to our 1923 roots, (the year of the formation 

of the Berean Fellowship,) for our title page re-taking the name “The 

Berean.”  We have also returned it to its green color.  Our aim in doing so 

is to leave no doubt but that our intent will be to continue the defense of the 

principles upon which the Christadelphian movement (the resurrection of 

the witness, Rev. 11:11) was developed by bre. Thomas and Roberts, and 

so wonderfully explained by bro. Growcott. We will continue to oppose 

those who would take away from our basis, as well as those who would 

raise crotchets to tests of fellowship, who would contradict that which has 

passed for the faith surely believed among us.   

 

It is our intent to produce the magazine in themes, according to the first 

principles of truth.  It is our hope that in doing so, the brotherhood might 

be exhorted in the things most surely believed among us, while at the same 

time finding the magazine a useful tool in our day to day discussions with 

the world around us.  We will try to accomplish this through exhortation, 

lectures, pointed articles, and a consideration of church and ecclesial 

history.  It is my intent to begin with the “Foundation Statement” of the 

BASF, and work our way through all the principles of truth.   

  

We will continue to carry ecclesial correspondence, as those in fellowship 

may desire.  We will continue to consider the signs of the times.  The size 

of the magazine will be expanded to 60 pages, from its current 36. 

 

It will be our goal to continue to produce this magazine on a monthly basis 

until Christ returns, or the frailties of life make such impossible.  The 

magazine will continue to be sent without charge via Email to anyone who 

wants it.  It will also be mailed at no charge to those in fellowship who 

desire a hard copy, the funds having been provided by donations.  If those 

not in fellowship wish to receive a hard copy, or if brethren wish to have a 
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hard copy mailed to family or friends not in the truth, the subscription price 

will be $12.00 per year in the United States, $20.00 per year in Canada, 

and $40.00 per year in Australia, Africa and other international 

destinations.  These prices roughly reflect our production cost of about 10 

cents per magazine, and the cost of mailing. –bro. Jim Phillips 

 

Editorial 

The Bible is True, or We Are All  

Wasting Our Time. 
 
In order for any of the things Christadelphians believe to be true, the first 

and foremost fact of all facts must be that the Bible is the wholly inspired 

and infallible Word of God. Therefore, the preamble to the Christadelphian 

Statement of Faith reads: 

THE FOUNDATION.--That the book currently known as the 

Bible, consisting of the Scriptures of Moses, the prophets, and 

the apostles, is the only source of knowledge concerning God 

and His purposes at present extant or available in the earth, 

and that the same were wholly given by inspiration of God in 

the writers, and are consequently without error in all parts of 

them, except such as may be due to errors of transcription or 

translation.  
 

The writers of the Scriptures claimed divine inspiration. The apostle Paul 

wrote: 

2 Tim 3:16-17 All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is 

profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction 

in righteousness: That the man of God may be perfect, throughly 

furnished unto all good works. 

 

Christadelphians have resisted efforts to water down the significance of 

this great fact. Yes, the writers were just men. But those responsible for 

writing down the words of the Scriptures are described as "holy men," that 

is, men set apart for this special work. They were men specially chosen by 

God for this unique responsibility: men who would faithfully record the 

words of the Holy Spirit, avoiding any temptation to add to or subtract 

from the Word of God. If a writer had such liberty so as to record and 

discount events as he thought best, how could we be sure that what we 

have is, in fact, the plan and purpose of God, rather than the prejudice of a 

particular man? And how could we understand the writings of the apostle 

Peter who said: 

2PE 1:20-21 Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the scripture is 

of any private interpretation. For the prophecy came not in old 
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time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were 

moved by the Holy Spirit. 

 

Interpretation was not a private matter left to the discretions of the writer, 

but a matter in which men specially selected by God were moved by the 

Holy Spirit. If the things we believe contrast the things spoken of in the 

Scriptures, it is not the writers of the Scriptures who have erred, but 

ourselves in coming up with some wrong idea. If there appears to be a 

contradiction, we must understand that there is no contradiction possible, 

but only a lack of perception on our part to see the matter clearly. 

 

While it is true that certain English Language translations have mistakes 

due to translators, this is not the fault of the original writers. With the 

volume of works available today dealing with the ancient manuscripts, it is 

not difficult to get the correct understanding of any passage, regardless of 

translation.  

 

THE POWER OF THE SCRIPTURES 
by bro. Roberts 

 

In one of the Psalms it is written, 

“Thou shalt guide me with thy counsel, and afterward receive me 

to glory.” 

 

These words are comprehensive words. They may be used by every saint 

of God, whenever and wheresoever living and dwelling. They cover and 

define the position of every heir of salvation. They express accurately his 

present relation to God and all the hopes growing out of it. It is true of all 

of them, without exception, in whatever age or nation, that they are guided 

during their mortal probation by the Divine counsel, and will afterwards at 

the appointed time, be received in one joyful company into that glory, 

honour and immortality which God hath in store for those who please Him-

to be manifested at the second appearing of the Lord Jesus Christ. 

 

Let us ponder its import with regard to the present time. Let us realise 

some of its applications to our present ways; for this will be for our profit, 

and thus shall we fulfil in ourselves the saying of Paul, that the scripture 

given by inspiration, which is profitable for instruction in righteousness, 

has been given, “that the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished 

unto all good works”-not partially, but thoroughly furnished, wealthily 

furnished, heartily furnished, efficiently furnished, zealously furnished-

even to the point of having the word of Christ dwelling in us richly, with 

that intensity of appreciation expressed in the words, 
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“My soul breaketh for the longing that it hath unto thy judgments 

at all times.” 

 

And furnished unto all good works-not one or two; not like those who 

perform one set of duties and neglect others: who attend lectures, but 

absent themselves from the breaking of bread; who like to argue about first 

principles, but disrelish exhortation to holiness and prayer: who get up 

public meetings, but forget the ministration of the saints: who like 

discussion, but have no taste for worship: who are interested in the signs of 

the times, but dull on the law of Christ: who take an interest in the stranger, 

but forget love to the brethren: who zealously invoke the law and the 

testimony, but neglect the daily reading of the Scriptures: who teach 

doctrine, but pass over mercy and the love of God: who are diligent in 

business, but do not serve the Lord; who cherish theory, but fail in practice; 

who are alive to correctness of belief, but dead to holiness of life; who 

contend for the faith, but neglect the works without which faith is dead; 

who promise liberty to others, while they themselves are servants of 

corruption. On the other hand, the man of God, furnished unto all good 

works, will not be found in opposite extremes. He will not exalt “charity” 

over the gospel: he will not preach “love” where the word of God is 

corrupted; he will not advocate peace where there is not purity; he will not 

hold up almsgiving as the way of salvation; he will not inculcate union and 

friendship with the world on the plea of loving our neighbours as 

ourselves. For everything there is a time and a place; and the study of the 

word will teach us the when and the where. There is a right division of the 

word of truth and a handling of the word of God deceitfully. The man of 

God, thoroughly furnished unto all good works, will discern instinctively 

the one and the other, and be enabled to give its right place to every part of 

the word of the testimony. 

 

How, then, are the heirs of salvation guided by the counsel of God in the 

days of their sojourn in the present evil world? Timothy is an example, to 

whom Paul declares that- 

“From a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are able 

to make thee wise unto salvation.”  
 

Paul’s parting benediction to the brethren of Ephesus contains the same 

answer: 

“I commend you to God, and to the word of his grace, which is 

able to build you up, and to give you an inheritance among all 

them that are sanctified.” 

 

The Psalmist gives the same idea plainly in the words we all know: 

“Thy word is a lamp unto my feet, and a light unto my path.” 
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Finally Christ affirms it in those words of petition concerning his disciples: 

“Sanctify them through thy truth: Thy word is truth.” 

 

We live in an age when it is particularly necessary to recognise and insist 

upon this truth, that the counsel by which God now guides His people 

whom He shall afterwards receive to glory, is contained in the book written 

by holy men of old who spake as they were moved by the Holy Spirit. On 

all hands, there is a tendency to glorify the human mind as containing 

wisdom sufficient for guidance in spiritual things. We are asked to look 

into ourselves for light. It is taught that a degree of inspiration appertains to 

all men. We are asked to cultivate our faculties as the surest mode of 

obtaining a safe direction in the highest affairs of human well-being. This 

style of doctrine usually goes along with disparagement of the Bible. The 

preachers of it say that the Bible was very good in its day; that, in fact, we 

owe a great deal to it, but that we have outgrown it; that we have attained 

to further light; that our progress has made it obsolete, and that it is no 

more suited to the spiritual need of man now than ancient treatises are 

useful to modern students of chemistry. This is a dangerous doctrine, 

because it is pleasant falsehood. 

Repulsive lies are innocuous: it is those that come with good words and 

fair speeches that expose us to mortal peril. It is flattering to be told we are 

wise; and that even the “good old book” (as modern pagans patronisingly 

phrase it) is a long way in our rear. The falsehood is double. It is not true 

that we have wisdom in us; and it is not true that the Bible has lost an atom 

of its transcendent value to poor perishing man.  

 

Folly and not wisdom is the native evolution of our minds. Knowledge of 

all sorts has to be put in, and we have to keep putting it in for it to stay. 

Paul was more accurate as a matter of mental philosophy, when he said: 

“In me (that is, in my flesh) dwelleth no good thing,” than the stilted 

writers of our day, who, in a cloud of picturesque talk, glorify humanity as 

a good and noble thing. Their dissertations are mostly beautiful falsehood. 

Novels are the order of the day in more senses than one. Truth is too plain 

and too stern for an emasculated generation of pleasure hunters. But truth 

is beautiful for all that, and a tree of life and a spring of everlasting 

pleasure, as her faithful friends will realise when he who is the truth will 

come, and gird himself and make them sit down to meat and serve them. 

The Bible is our light and our life as much today as when fresh from the 

hands of its Author. If possible, it is more so, for those who received “the 

lively oracles” were under the power of what they had “seen and heard” 

in the course of the delivery of them, while we are wholly indebted to what 

we read in them. As we value our life, let us stand with indomitable 

resolution against all doctrines that would either flatter our spiritual dignity 

or detract from the authority or importance of the Scriptures in the least 



8 

particle. The day will come when that which is written will be manifest to 

all men, namely,  

“Whoso despiseth the Word shall be destroyed”: and “their root 

shall be as rottenness, and their blossom shall go up as dust, who 

cast away the law of the Lord of Hosts, and despise the word of the 

Holy One of Israel.” 

“Woe unto men that call evil good, and good evil; that put 

darkness for light, and light for darkness; that put bitter for sweet, 

and sweet for bitter! Woe unto them that are wise in their own 

eyes, and prudent in their own sight!” 

 

There is another class, more numerous perhaps, among our immediate 

neighbours at all events, and whose doctrine in another direction is equally 

dangerous. I mean those who are so glib in the use of Paul’s words in a 

sense totally different from that in which Paul used them: 

“The letter killeth, but the spirit giveth life.” 

 

This class say the Bible is all very well in its place, but that what we have 

to look to is the indwelling and abiding presence of that Spirit of Truth 

which Christ promised to his disciples, and which he said would guide 

them into all truth. Doubtless, it would be a great privilege, the value and 

comfort of which it would be impossible to exaggerate, if we had with us, 

as he was with the apostles, “the Comforter,” the Spirit of Truth, whom 

the world “cannot receive,” and who would “show us things to come.” 

But even if we had, the Spirit as a living intelligent presence with us would 

not discredit or disparage what the same Spirit had caused to be “written 

for our learning.” We should at least, even in that case, hold the Scriptures 

in the same estimation as the apostles who, though they had the Spirit, 

appealed to them in their reasonings about Christ, and who though 

recognising the gifts of the Spirit as among the brethren, commended the 

brethren to the written Word as the means of their comfort and 

sanctification. But what shall we say in the actual situation of things in our 

day? Shall we pretend to have the presence of the Spirit when it hath not 

pleased God to vouchsafe the glorious privilege in this closing term of the 

dark and Godless times of the Gentiles? Could we have His presence in our 

midst and be ignorant of the fact? Is it not the part of truth and wisdom to 

recognise our poverty-stricken condition, and cling with all the more 

determination to the Holy Oracles as our only hope? Are we not invited to 

drink at these living waters? Is it not the fact that salvation is predicated on 

faith in Christ and obedience to his commandments, and not on the 

enjoyment of the special privilege of the Spirit’s supernatural presence and 

guidance? 

 

I can imagine a rejoicing enemy of the orthodox type seizing hold of these 

admissions, and using them against our profession, and in favour of the 
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surrounding systems. “See,” he might say, “you admit the Spirit of God is 

not with you; you condemn yourselves. He is with us. He visits our 

meetings, waters our operations, strengthens our hearts, converts our 

hearers, helps our prayers, and gives a blessing to our cause.” But assertion 

is not proof. We must “try the spirits whether they are of God” (1 John 

4:1). I can only say that if it were true that the Spirit of God was working 

with the popular systems, I for one should instantly and gladly cease my 

opposition to them, and seek to condone that opposition, so far as the past 

is concerned, by humbly asking admission to one of the meanest branches 

of their operations. But what do we find? First, we find that all these 

systems equally profess to have the Spirit, and yet differ from one another 

in their interpretation of the Lord’s will in important particulars. Here, at 

once, is conclusive evidence that they cannot all be guided by one Spirit; 

because if they were, they would “all speak the same thing, and be 

perfectly joined together in the same mind and in the same judgment” of 

divine matters as all the apostles and prophets concerning the kingdom of 

God and concerning the great doctrine of eternal life. If this is true (and no 

one really acquainted with the Scriptures will doubt its truth), what escape 

is there for any of them from the conclusion to which God commands us to 

come, in saying, 

“If they speak not according to this word, it is because there is no 

light in them”? 

 

There is a spirit, doubtless, at work among the religious bodies around us: a 

spirit which they “feel.” I have felt it myself: a spirit which they sometimes 

see. I have often seen it myself in bright electric spark before the eye. But 

it is not the Spirit of God in the primary sense. It is the spirit of man-the 

life-energy of the blood condensed and applied by a specific action of the 

mind: a process which is effectual in an assembly in proportion to the 

number of persons contributing to the supply of the nervous fluid, and in 

proportion to the harmony of the surrounding conditions, such as matting 

on the floor, no draughts, no disturbance of the attention by people coming 

in, etc. Singing greatly helps it, because by the act of singing, the nervous 

system is stimulated and vital electricity more abundantly given off. Even 

the Spiritualists find the value of singing in this respect in another and a 

little darker branch of the same class of misunderstood phenomena. This 

“spirit” may be accurately defined as “the spirit of the flesh,” because it is 

given off by the flesh in functional excitation. The Spirit of God is in 

complete contrast; for the Spirit of God comes direct, as on the day of 

Pentecost, like “a mighty rushing wind,” independent of all conditions; 

and when it comes, it causes a man to think and speak in harmony with the 

Spirit’s already recorded utterances. It comes not in our day, for the simple 

reason that we are living in the days of Israel’s down-treading, when all 

things Gentile are in the ascendant, and when it has pleased God to appoint 
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that there shall be a famine of hearing His words (Amos 8:11-12; Micah 

3:6). 

 

It is wise, therefore, though disagreeable, to repudiate the popular claim to 

the possession and guidance of the Holy Spirit. It is a false claim and a 

mischievous one. It leads people to look to the wrong direction. It leads 

them to attach great importance to the changeful moods and tempers of the 

human mind, which are as useless for spiritual guidance as the flicker of 

sheet lightning is to the mariner nearing land at night. On the other hand, it 

leads them practically to make light of and neglect the Bible, which is the 

only safe and sure guide, like the lighthouse on the dangerous coast, 

sending its beams athwart the darkness, for the guidance of the 

approaching ships. In fact, the result of the popular error on this point 

cannot better be described than in the language of the prophet, concerning 

Israel’s departure from the living God. 

“They have forsaken the fountain of living waters, and hewed 

themselves out cisterns, broken cisterns, that can hold no water.” 

 

They neglect the true counsel by which God guides His people in the 

Scriptures of truth, and run after human thoughts, feelings and sentiments 

which lead away from that counsel. Be it ours to hold fast by the true light 

which God has placed in the world to lead us from the paths of darkness. 

 

To some it may appear unsuitable to apply the words, “Thou wilt guide me 

by thy counsel,” to the passive relation of things implied in the mere 

possession of a book that has come from God. It may appear to them that 

these words require a more active and direct guidance than this. The 

answer is, the guidance in the case of David, who wrote the words in 

question, was more direct than in our case. He could say what we cannot 

say: 

“The Spirit of God spake by me, and his word was in my tongue.” 

 

It could be recorded of him as it cannot be of us, referring to his anointing 

by Samuel, 

“The Spirit of the Lord came upon him from that day forward.” 

 

The “counsel” or advice and direction would, in consequence of this be, in 

his case, more direct and personal than in our day of drought, when “there 

is no answer from God.” But even in his case, this directness of guidance 

did not displace from his supreme regard the written guidance which had 

been vouchsafed to others before his day. On the contrary, David valued 

and extolled very highly the written testimonies. The Psalms abound with 

this appreciation. He says in Psa. 19:10: 

“More to be desired are they (the law, statutes and judgments of 

the Lord), than gold, yea, much fine gold; sweeter also than honey 
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and the honeycomb. Moreover, by them is thy servant warned; 

and in keeping of them is great reward.” 

 

His description of the blessed man in the very first Psalm is of one  

“whose delight is in the law of the Lord, and in his law doth he 

meditate day and night.” 

 

But even if we had not this exemplification of David’s devoted 

appreciation of the law and the testimony, as a lamp and a light and a 

guidance-that is, supposing David’s guidance had been altogether direct 

and personal by the Spirit (which it was not), and, therefore, out of the 

category of our experience, we should still be in a position to apply his 

words to ourselves. We should still be able to say, if diligent students of 

the Holy Oracles, 

“Thou wilt guide me by thy counsel.” 

 

For, when the counsel communicated to David and other servants of God is 

reduced to writing, does it not then become the property of all who possess 

the writing? And if we obey it, are we not guided by it? And are we not, in 

that case, guided by God, who gave the counsel? Unquestionably. We shall 

realise the force of this if we think what our position would have been in 

the absence of the Scriptures. We should have been totally in the dark, cut 

off from all knowledge of God, and, therefore from all prayer and hope and 

righteousness. Not knowing His will, we could not have done it. We should 

have been sunk in deep night, “alienated from the life of God through 

ignorance in us, because of the blindness of our hearts” (Eph. 4:18). With 

the Scriptures in our hands, it is entirely different. We may, if we suffer 

ourselves, be guided by His counsel, and, afterwards, received to glory, and 

this guidance and reception will be all of God. 

 

But some will think, “Surely there is more guidance than this. Surely God 

does not leave us to the Bible merely. Surely God is not indifferent to those 

who strive to know His will, and to realise its power in themselves, and to 

do it. Surely He helps them.” The thought is not unscriptural. On the 

contrary, it is the teaching of the word that if we draw nigh to God, He will 

draw nigh to us; that if we choose the things wherein He delights-and those 

things are all embodied in the Bible-He will have His eye upon us and 

regard our way; that if we commit our way to Him, He will direct our 

steps; that if we are broken and contrite in heart and tremble at His word, 

He will look to us and help our infirmities, and succour us in temptation, 

and supply our needs, and chasten us in our errors, and forgive our sins, 

and strengthen us in the way of righteousness, and make all things work 

together for our good. But all this is dependent on our waiting on the word 

in daily reading and meditation. He hath magnified His word above all His 

name. He has appointed it as the means of our sanctification, the place of 
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our meeting with Him. Honouring the word we honour Him. Despising the 

word we despise Him; and it is written, 

“Them that honour me I will honour, and they that despise me shall 

be lightly esteemed.” 

 

Are Translations of the Bible, the Inspired 

Word of God? 
 

There is sometimes a confusion about what is being said, when we say that 

the Holy Scriptures are the inspired word of God.  Some take this to mean 

that we are arguing for a specific translation, such as the King James 

Version, or some other translation of the Hebrew, Greek or Aramaic texts 

into native languages.  Nothing could be farther from the truth.  We are 

merely stating that the original Scriptures as delivered to the holy men of 

old, were “God breathed” or inspired, and therefore perfect, without error 

or human invention.   

 

Neither do we argue for a specific manuscript or text from any language.  

We recognize that what we have today, are not the original God-breathed 

autographs, but copies, handed down over many generations.  Every one of 

these copies have mistakes in them.  Still, due to the field of textual 

criticism, (where ancient texts from various parts of the world are 

compared against each other) we know our texts today are incredibly 

accurate. And what few discrepancies in the texts exist, do not in any way 

effect doctrine, or the gospel message. 

 

But as for the inspiration of translations of the various texts, this has never 

been argued for by Christadelphians.  While we have no question but that 

the original Scriptures were given wholly by the inspiration of God, how 

man has translated these various texts are open to examination.  Bro. 

Thomas was quite clear on this from the beginning of our movement.  He 

wrote this: 

“There is much written at the present time, in this country [USA in 

1852—JP], about giving the people a faithful and thorough translation 

of the Bible! I would like to know the man of this generation, who, 

being ignorant of the prophets, could do it. If he could, then he must 

have received spiritual gifts, as the word of knowledge, the word of 

wisdom, and the gift of tongues. He would then be qualified to 

translate by inspiration; but in default of these gifts, and a correct 

understanding of the prophetic word, there exists on earth no man that 

can accurately transfer the mind of God from Hebrew and Greek into 

his mother tongue.  
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“All translations, therefore, are of necessity more or less 

imperfect, owing not so much to ignorance of the language 

(though of this there is no little in the best of scholars, as their 

controversies prove), as to stolid imbecility in the teaching of the 

prophets. The agitation, therefore, about a new and thorough 

translation of the word is much ado about nothing; for if accomplished 

in the spiritualist sense, it will only be a monument of complacent 

foolishness, demonstrative of the presumption of the carnal mind, 

whose ethereal speculations are subversive of the truth of God. Let us, 

then, eschew the Grecian critics and their spiritualism, and take heed 

to the prophetic light that shines from the vernacular lamp, imperfect 

as it is. The light is brilliant enough to show us the divine purpose, 

and our interest in it, and to show us how we may obtain inheritance 

in the kingdom of Christ and of God; when they shall have seized 

upon the temporal sovereignties of the world; ejected the spiritualists 

from place and power; and have bestowed the spoils of the enemy 

upon the apostles, and on them who believe on Jesus through their 

teaching.”  Herald, Aug. 1852, pg. 179. 

 

Thirty years later, bro. Roberts took identically the same position when he 

was accused of arguing for the inspiration of the King James Version:  

“If [an individual] is prepared to admit that all Scripture is 

God-inspired, and that ‘all Scripture’ means the entire Old 

Testament as current among the Jews, and recognised by Christ, 

there will be an instant end to our trouble (provided also that the 

same recognition is extended to the apostolic writings). It is no 

question, and never has been a question, as to translations. I 

never met the human being that contended for the English 

version as a divinely made version. It is a question of the Hebrew 

and Greek autographs.”    
 

HOW DO WE KNOW THAT THE 

BIBLE IS TRUE 
 
How do we know that the Bible is true?  This is a topic of momentous 

importance.  Christadelphians believe that it is true.  The preamble to the 

Christadelphian Statement of Faith reads as follows. 

 "That the book currently known as the Bible, consisting of the 

Scriptures of Moses, the prophets, and the apostles, is the only source 

of knowledge concerning God and His purposes at present extant or 

available in the earth, and that the same were wholly given by 

inspiration of God in the writers, and are consequently without error 
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in all parts of them, except such as may be due to errors of 

transcription or translation." 

  

If this preamble is true, and we shall endeavor to show that it is; if this 

preamble is true and the Bible is the inspired word of God; then it becomes 

necessary for each and every one of us to learn what it is that God has 

condescended to tell us in the pages of the Bible, and conform our lives to 

it. In the Bible, God has given mankind a hope for a future.  The Bible, if 

true, explains both the hope, and the way to obtain it.  But if it is not true, 

then it is all just a charade, a lie; and we would better spend our time with 

those the Bible itself recommends to "eat, drink, and be merry, for 

tomorrow we die." 

 

First off, we would note that the Bible itself makes the claim that it is the 

wholly inspired word of God.  There is a lot of controversy on this point in 

the churches around us.  But the Bible itself leaves no room for doubt upon 

the matter.  This is its most powerful comment upon this subject: 

2 Tim. 3: 16-17 "All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is 

profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in 

righteousness:  that the man of God may be perfect, throughly 

furnished unto all good works." 

  

Note that Paul does not say "some Scripture" is given by inspiration of 

God.  He doesn't say that that the Scriptures were given to the writers who 

wrote down their opinions.  And Paul certainly would know this fact 

himself personally and first handed.  For the Spirit worked though Paul and 

gave us fourteen epistles which were written by Paul, but inspired by God.  

We know that the things Paul wrote to us were Scripture, and the apostle 

Peter testifies to this.  He wrote: 

2Pe 3:15-16 And account that the longsuffering of our Lord is 

salvation; even as our beloved brother Paul also according to the 

wisdom given unto him hath written unto you; As also in all his 

epistles, speaking in them of these things; in which are some things 

hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable 

wrest, as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own 

destruction.  

 

Note that Peter classifies Paul’s writings with “other Scriptures,” indicating 

the importance we put upon them. 

 

And commenting upon the way in which it happened that Paul wrote these 

Scriptures, Paul says: 

1 Cor. 2:9-13 "...Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered 

into the heart of man, the things which God hath prepared for them 

that love him.  But God hath revealed them unto us by his Spirit:  for 
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the Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the deep things of God.  For what 

man knoweth the things of a man, save the spirit of man which is in 

him?  Even so the things of God knoweth no man, but the Spirit of 

God.  Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but the spirit 

which is of God; that we might know the things that are freely given 

to us of God.  Which things also we speak, not in the words which 

man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Spirit teacheth; 

comparing spiritual things which spiritual. 

  

Paul doesn't suggest that he could just write down anything he wanted, 

using his own fleshly wisdom to describe the things that pertain to God.  

Not at all.  He explicitly says that he wrote down the things of God in the 

words of the Spirit.  Paul wrote his epistles by command of God, and when 

he wrote by permission from God, it was still the product of the Holy 

Spirit.  Observe this from Paul’s writings: 

1 Cor. 7:6  But I speak this by permission, and not of commandment.  

 

This shows us the force behind Paul’s writings.  His writings were by 

command of God.  And when he wanted to say something which he was 

not commanded to say, he sought Divine permission.  And his conclusions 

were the teachings of the Holy Spirit, as he concludes: 

1Cor. 7:40  But she is happier if she so abide, after my judgment: and 

I think also that I have the Spirit of God.  

 

This is why Paul could testify clearly that “all scripture is given by the 

inspiration of God.”  He knew first hand exactly how this process worked 

with him, and had worked in the past. 

 

And to this fact, the apostle, Peter, who also wrote two epistles inspired by 

God, writes identically the same things.  Peter wrote: 

2 Pet. 1:  20-21 “Knowing this first, that no prophecy of the scripture 

is of any private interpretation.  For the prophecy came not in old time 

by the will of man:  but holy men of God spake as they were moved 

by the Holy Spirit." 

  

No, the Scriptures do not teach that man was left to his own opinions of 

what God said, but rather that they spake as they were moved by the Holy 

Spirit.  What they said and wrote was exactly and precisely what the Holy 

Spirit intended for them to write.  It was the inspired word of God.  So 

there is no room for such idle speculation as we see occurring in the 

churches around us.  What is written in the pages of the Bible are the things 

which God intended to have written down.   

 

The Bible must be understood to be God's word, wholly given by 

inspiration of God in the writers, and consequently is without error in all 



16 

parts of them, except such as may be due to errors of transcription or 

translation.  This must be the only method we use for the understanding of 

the Bible.  Anything else makes the Bible impossible to be understood.  

Now I want you to think about that for a minute.  Some people say that this 

is too strict.  That yes, the Bible was given by the inspiration of God, but 

that those holy men of old were permitted to put down God's inspiration in 

their own words, and therefore, we mustn't be too strict in how we read 

them or understand them. 

 

Is this reasonable?  It’s appealing, that is true; and especially in this day 

and age when such absolutes are virtually despised by the average person 

and ridiculed as intolerant by the so called "educated" among us.  But is it 

reasonable to think that God allowed men to write down their own 

impressions of what He was saying, and not the exact, precise meaning of 

what He was saying?  If we think that this is reasonable, we must conclude 

that God was willing for us to read the Bible, and then not be able to know 

the truth.  And yet this idea is 180 degrees opposite of what Jesus said.  

Jesus said:  

John 8:31-32  Then said Jesus to those Jews which believed on him, If 

ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed;  And ye 

shall know the truth, and the truth shall make you free. 

 

How would it be possible to know the Truth, if those writing to us were 

allowed to write incorrectly, or inaccurately?  It couldn't happen.  Either 

the writings are the truth, completely accurate, and therefore by poring 

over them with great interest and enthusiasm and an open mind we can 

learn the truth; or the whole process is hopeless, for all the study in the 

world could not undue the errors in the text placed there by the original 

writers. 

 

There are errors in the text due to mistranslation.  There are errors in the 

text due to honest, and not so honest mistakes made by those copying and 

preserving the text for future generations.  All that is true.  But by 

comparing and studying the many different texts which have been found in 

different languages all over the world, those errors can be found and 

eliminated.  But if the original writer was allowed from the foundation of 

things, to write down errors, it would not be possible to ever know the 

truth.   

 

Yet Jesus says that we can.  So if we can, that in itself is proof, that the 

Bible is the wholly inspired word of God.  It is not the general direction of 

God, which men were allowed to record or disregard according to their 

own individual whims.  But the absolute testimony of God.  That is why 

Jesus himself felt the liberty of arguing with the Pharisees, when they 

complained to him, that he made himself a God.  Jesus pointed out to them 
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what God had said to their fathers, and reminded them that the Scriptures 

could not be broken: 

John 10:34-36 “Jesus answered them, Is it not written in your law, I 

said, Ye are gods?  If he called them gods, unto whom the word of 

God came, and the scripture cannot be broken;  Say ye of him, whom 

the Father hath sanctified, and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest; 

because I said, I am the Son of God? 

 

Jesus was not concerned that the Pharisees might say, "well, the fathers just 

put down what they thought God meant.  They never meant for one to say 

that he was the son of God."  The Pharisees would never make such an 

argument.  They knew that the Bible was totally inspired, and therefore 

they would not dare argue with the words Jesus spoke to them, however 

much they disagreed with his application of them. 

 

Look also at how much faith the apostles had in the texts which had been 

given them.  The apostle Paul makes an entire argument out of a single 

letter.  Not a single chapter, not a single verse, not even a single word:  but 

a single letter.   

 

In writing to the Galatians, these brethren had become confused by certain 

people who came to be called Judaizers, or people who said that following 

Jesus was OK, but that it was also important to continue to keep the 

Mosaic Law.  Paul wanted to make the point to them that the important 

promise made by God to us, was not the conditional promises under the 

Mosaic Law, but the unconditional promise made to Abraham. 

 

To make this point, the apostle Paul uses a single letter.  Watch this in his 

argument: 

Gal. 3:15-18 “Brethren, I speak after the manner of men; Though it be 

but a man's covenant, yet if it be confirmed, no man disannulleth, or 

addeth thereto.  Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises 

made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of many; but as of one, And to 

thy seed, which is Christ.  And this I say, that the covenant, that was 

confirmed before of God in Christ, the law, which was four hundred 

and thirty years after, cannot disannul, that it should make the promise 

of none effect.  For if the inheritance be of the law, it is no more of 

promise: but God gave it to Abraham by promise.” 

 

Notice Paul's emphasis on “seed” (singular,) as opposed to “seeds,’ 

(plural.)  The Abrahamic promise was that Abraham and his seed would 

inherit the earth.  Now Paul says that the word seed in the singular, meant 

that that promise would only come through one man, Jesus Christ.  It was 

not seeds, plural, indicating that it would come through two men, Moses 

and Christ.  But only through one man, Jesus Christ. 
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Therefore, Paul reasoned, it is not needful to keep the law, and that those 

teaching this are placing a burden upon the brethren, which God did not 

place.  And Paul was adamant in this reasoning.  He started out this 

chapter: 

Gal. 3:1-3  “O foolish Galatians, who hath bewitched you, that ye 

should not obey the truth, before whose eyes Jesus Christ hath been 

evidently set forth, crucified among you? This only would I learn of 

you, Received ye the Spirit by the works of the law, or by the hearing 

of faith?  Are ye so foolish? having begun in the Spirit, are ye now 

made perfect by the flesh?” 

 

Paul tells them, based on this one letter (seed vs. seeds), that they were 

"bewitched" and "not obeying the truth."  And he had previously explained 

to them with what force of commitment he had to this matter.  He gave an 

example using the apostle Peter, but before we show you what he said 

about Peter, we need to think about something here.  Peter was the apostle 

to whom the keys of the kingdom had been given.  Jesus had said to Peter: 

Matt. 16:18-19 “And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter, and 

upon this rock [the rock was the statement Peter had just made, that 

Jesus was the Christ--JP] I will build my church; and the gates of hell 

shall not prevail against it.  And I will give unto thee the keys of the 

kingdom of heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth shall be 

bound in heaven: and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be 

loosed in heaven.” 

 

So Peter was a beloved apostle who had been given great authority.  He 

was the one in whom Jesus had entrusted the Keys of the Kingdom of 

Heaven.  So for Paul to do what we shall see him do, he has to be awfully 

confident that he is right.   He has to have complete and unwavering 

confidence in the full and complete inspiration of the Bible by God.  Or it 

would be unthinkable that he would act this way.  

  

But Paul is so sure of the inspiration of the Bible by God, that we read this 

of him and Peter. 

Gal. 2:11-16 “But when Peter was come to Antioch, I withstood him 

to the face, because he was to be blamed.  For before that certain came 

from James, he did eat with the Gentiles: but when they were come, 

he withdrew and separated himself, fearing them which were of the 

circumcision.  And the other Jews dissembled likewise with him; 

insomuch that Barnabas also was carried away with their 

dissimulation.  But when I saw that they walked not uprightly 

according to the truth of the gospel, I said unto Peter before them all, 

If thou, being a Jew, livest after the manner of Gentiles, and not as do 

the Jews, why compellest thou the Gentiles to live as do the Jews?  
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We who are Jews by nature, and not sinners of the Gentiles,  Knowing 

that a man is not justified by the works of the law, but by the faith of 

Jesus Christ, even we have believed in Jesus Christ, that we might be 

justified by the faith of Christ, and not by the works of the law: for by 

the works of the law shall no flesh be justified. 

 

Paul says that Peter was trying to keep the law, and to teach others to keep 

the law because he feared the criticism of those who were trying to elevate 

the Mosaic Law to a position equal to Christ.  And Paul says of Peter, (who 

remember, was given the keys to the kingdom of heaven directly by Jesus,) 

Paul says "I withstood him to the face, because he was to be blamed."  And 

that word withstood means "to set one against another in an inflexible 

manner." 

 

Did Paul have confidence in the wholly inspired word of God?  Did he 

have absolute confidence that the promise was made to Abraham and his 

seed, as of one, not to his seeds as of many?  Certainly he did.  He wasn't 

concerned that Peter, (again remember, Peter was the holder of the keys to 

the kingdom,) wasn't going to say that the early writer only put down his 

own impressions of what God said, and not the complete and inspired word 

of God.  And that therefore it was alright for him to follow Moses's law 

even after Christ had died to take it out of the way.  Paul knew that that 

couldn't happen.  And certainly, we can have the same confidence in the 

word of God. 

 

And we can concluded from this that the method of rightly dividing the 

word of God has nothing to do with considering what a prophet might have 

been going through, or what his life was like, or what prejudices any 

particular prophet might have had.  The proper method to use when trying 

to understand the Bible is this given to us by the apostle Paul, as we 

mentioned before: 

1 Cor. 2:12-13 “Now we have received, not the spirit of the world, but 

the spirit which is of God; that we might know the things that are 

freely given to us of God.  Which things also we speak, not in the 

words which man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost 

teacheth; comparing spiritual things with spiritual.” 

 

That is the only method we are to use to properly understand the Bible.  To 

compare spiritual things with spiritual.  To have confidence in what has 

been given to us, that it is the wholly inspired word of God, not man's 

impression of what God said.  But rather, what God actually said.  Paul 

said to the Hebrews: 

Heb. 1:1-2  God, who at sundry times and in divers manners spake in 

time past unto the fathers by the prophets,  Hath in these last days 
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spoken unto us by his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of all things, 

by whom also he made the worlds; 

 

It was God who spoke to us through Moses, and through the prophets, and 

through His son.  And the more familiar we become with the words spoken 

to the prophets and then through his son, the more comparing of spiritual 

things with spiritual we will have done, not being distracted by man's 

wisdom; and the closer we will come to knowing the truth, and being set 

free thereby. 

 

And this becomes the test by which we know what the Apostles called, 

"the spirit of truth and the spirit of error".  The apostle John said: 

1 John 4:6 “We are of God: he that knoweth God heareth us; he that is 

not of God heareth not us. Hereby know we the spirit of truth, and the 

spirit of error.” 

 

So Paul gives us this rule to determine truth from error. 

1 Cor. 14:37 If any man think himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let 

him acknowledge that the things that I write unto you are the 

commandments of the Lord. 

 

Anyone who presumes to be able to understand the prophets, or to have 

any spiritual understanding at all; let this be the test.  Let him acknowledge 

that the things testified in the Bible are the commandments of the Lord.  

And Paul is confirming the same test that had been given in the Old 

Testament: 

Isa. 8:20 “To the law and to the testimony: if they speak not according 

to this word, it is because there is no light in them.”   

 

Errors in Transcription or Translations 
Now, we spoke briefly about errors in the Bible texts which have come 

down to us throughout the world's history, and clearly they do exist.  At 

one time, it was estimated that there may be as many as 200,000 different 

readings within the 5,800 discovered texts.  Some are blatant.  One ancient 

text has in the 10 commandments, "Thou shalt commit adultery," instead of 

"Thou shalt not commit adultery."  These sorts of errors are quite obvious.  

Most, however, are very subtle, such as differences in spellings.  But the 

question comes, how are these things to be resolved, based upon the 

argument we have just exhibited, that whole arguments are made based 

upon a single letter in a single word. 

 

The answer is that this problem is not as difficult as one might think.  The 

Scriptural text we have has been handed down from different regions, and 

also in four different languages.  All that needs to be done to determine the 
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correct text, from the incorrect is to compare them against each other, and 

discern fairly and without bias or prejudice; which is correct.   

 

For example, when a different reading is noticed in a text, the following is 

what is done.  The age of the text is first considered.  Then immediately, all 

earlier texts are examined to see if the change is in any of them.  If not, it is 

reasonable to consider that someone made a mistake at that point, and the 

change is disregarded.   

 

But if it is found in earlier texts, then the question is asked, from what 

region has this text come?  Now this is determined a number of ways, first 

and most obviously, where was the text found?  But the more accurate way 

is this.  Most of the texts have some sort of mistake in them.  When men 

copied the text, that mistake is copied into the next generation of 

Scriptures, so that the mistake becomes a finger print, as it were, to 

determine what text was used as the foundation text. 

 

Then by comparing texts of different origins, one can determine the error 

from the true.  For example, a Bible text with roots in Jerusalem may have 

a different reading from one with roots in Rome.  At that point, the roots of 

one from Alexandria and another from Syria are checked.  If the Jerusalem, 

Alexandria, and Syrian texts all agree, the Roman one will obviously be 

wrong. 

 

And this is the technique which has been painstakingly used to determine 

what the Bible was intended to say.  And this is why we can have such 

confidence in the Scriptures which we have.   

 

Now these comments refer to the original texts.  We do not mean that any 

particular version as translated into English should be regarded as the very 

word of God.  The English translations of the texts are by men with 

prejudices, and therefore in serious Bible study, we must examine more 

than one translation, and remember that we are dealing with translations, 

and not the texts themselves.  And before we endeavor to base arguments 

on one letter, or one word; we must reference some source that goes back 

to the original to do so, or we are apt to make wrong conclusions. 

 

An example that comes to mind concerns discussions on the nature of man.  

It is argued that the English word "sin" sometimes represents the nature of 

man, Hence, when Paul says in 2Co. 5:21 

2 Cor. 5:21 “For he hath made him to be sin for us, who knew no sin; 

that we might be made the righteousness of God in him. 

 

What is meant is by Jesus being made sin, is that Jesus was made human 

nature.  And this is generally agreed upon by all. 



22 

 

But further, we are told, sins (plural) never represents the nature of man.  

So whenever we read of sins (plural), it is always actual transgressions 

which are being referred to.  But this is simply a flaw in English 

translations, for in Heb. 9:28 we read: 

HEB 9:28 So Christ was once offered to bear the sins of many; and 

unto them that look for him shall he appear the second time without 

sin unto salvation. 

 

Well, the sin that he had the first time that he won't have the second time, 

was of course his human nature.  And on the surface, this appears to agree 

with the stated position that sin (singular) represents human nature, but sins 

(plural) does not.  But what Paul really said was that he shall appear a 

second time without sins (plural) unto salvation.  The original text has sin, 

(in Greek "hamartias"), in the accusative plural, and would have been 

translated “sins” except for the prejudices of the translators.  So what may 

appear a reasonable argument from the English, won't stand up when we 

refer to the original texts.  And that is a care we must take when making 

arguments based upon one letter. 

 

What the Scriptures are Intended to Teach 
Now we might consider briefly what the Scriptures are intended to teach.  

This really can be boiled down to two things.  The Bible can be concluded 

in these two topics: 

ACT 8:12 But when they believed Philip preaching the things 

concerning the kingdom of God, and the name of Jesus Christ, they 

were baptized, both men and women. 

 

“The kingdom of God,” and “the name of Jesus Christ” make up the great 

subject matter of the Scriptures.  The things concerning the kingdom of 

God deal with God's loving message of life and hope for the future.  It 

explains why these things which have happened to the nations... happened; 

and further goes on to explain what shall happen to all these nations in the 

future, some of which we have observed this evening. 

 

“The things concerning the name of Jesus Christ” concerns how man came 

to be in need of a Saviour, and how and why Jesus became that Saviour.  It 

explains what we must do to become, heirs according to the promise as we 

read earlier this evening. 

 

But there is a great misunderstanding in the world around us concerning 

the Scriptures; and that is, that the Bible was intended to be easy for 

anyone to understand.  We say that this is a misunderstanding.  That may 

not be the best choice of words, because the Scriptures was intended to be 

easy to understand for some.  But that "some" is limited to only those who 
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are willing to accept what is written in its simplicity.  For others, for those 

who wish to mingle their own personal prejudices and fleshly wisdom with 

what is written in the Scriptures, the Scriptures become a hopeless enigma. 

 

Solomon, the wisest man noticed this.  He said: 

Pro. 25:2 “It is the glory of God to conceal a thing: but the honour of 

kings is to search out a matter.” 

 

The Bible is given in such a way that it confuses the wise and prudent of 

this world.  The expression "honour of kings" is an interesting choice of 

words.  Many who try to teach the Scriptures, act as if they have some 

inherent "right" to interpret it after their own fashion.  They claim that, 

because of some special training, called "theological" training, that they 

alone can explain the intricacies of the Scriptures.  They sport an arrogance 

which makes it impossible to discuss with them any explanation of the 

Scriptures other than their own.  They don't treat understanding the 

Scriptures as an honour, but rather, as their imagined divine right.  But it is 

not a right.  It’s an honour, and we can only understand the Scriptures if we 

treat it as an honour to be able to humbly and attentively sit down with 

Scripture in hand and be taught from the word of God. 

 

We could never explain it better than the apostle Paul did, so let us look at 

his words, when he explained this very phenomena.  Paul wrote: 

1 Cor. 1:18-29 “For the preaching of the cross is to them that perish 

foolishness; but unto us which are saved it is the power of God.  For it 

is written, I will destroy the wisdom of the wise, and will bring to 

nothing the understanding of the prudent.  Where is the wise? Where 

is the scribe? Where is the disputer of this world? Hath not God made 

foolish the wisdom of this world?  For after that in the wisdom of God 

the world by wisdom knew not God, it pleased God by the foolishness 

of preaching to save them that believe.  For the Jews require a sign, 

and the Greeks seek after wisdom:  But we preach Christ crucified, 

unto the Jews a stumblingblock, and unto the Greeks foolishness;  But 

unto them which are called, both Jews and Greeks, Christ the power 

of God, and the wisdom of God. Because the foolishness of God is 

wiser than men; and the weakness of God is stronger than men.  For 

ye see your calling, brethren, how that not many wise men after the 

flesh, not many mighty, not many noble, are called:  But God hath 

chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the wise; and God 

hath chosen the weak things of the world to confound the things 

which are mighty;  And base things of the world, and things which are 

despised, hath God chosen, yea, and things which are not, to bring to 

nought things that are:  That no flesh should glory in his presence.” 
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Understanding the Scriptures was not the "glory" of kings.  It was 

expressly written that no flesh should "glory" in the presence of God.  No, 

it was to those who would treat understanding as an "honour bestowed 

upon them," and not as some special privilege granted to them, who would 

be able to discern what is written in the Scriptures. 

 

It was also to those who would spend time.  David, the great King of Israel, 

whom God said was "a man after His own heart" said: 

Psa. 119:97 “O how I love thy law! it is my meditation all the day.” 

 

Such a little verse, and such a powerful lesson.   O how I love thy law! It is 

my meditation all the day.  That is what it takes to truly understand the 

Scriptures.  To make it our meditation all the day.  Our "meditation."  The 

word "meditation" is from the Hebrew, "siychah"; and it means "reflection; 

and by extension, it means devotion".  We need to "devote" our lives "all 

the day" to understanding the Scriptures.  That is how King David 

understood the "honour" he had been given, to search out the things 

concerning the Kingdom of God and the name of Jesus Christ.   

 

But this is not just a good idea.  It’s not just that David gave us a good 

example, though he was.  It is a command to study. 

2TI 2:15 Study to shew thyself approved unto God, a workman that 

needeth not to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth. 

 

And Jesus himself said: 

John 14:15 “If ye love me, keep my commandments.” 

 

So Bible study, serious, intense Bible study is not just a good idea.  It is a 

command, and an expression of love.   

 

Now it is true that certain men cannot bear to listen to the words of the 

Scriptures.  They find the words of the Scriptures run contrary to their own 

preconceived prejudices, and so they seek to change what is written with 

fair words and speeches, and in so doing, deceive the minds of the simple.  

But what is that to us?  If the Bible is true, then it is all true; and if it is 

false, then it is not worth any more attention than any other book handed 

down to us by our ancestors, perhaps even less. 

 
Dowieism was welcomed by Renunciationism when Renunciationists broke 

away from the restraints of the Truth. And Partial Inspirationism is repeating 

the same evil course. Friends of the Truth have need of the adamant face and 

brazen forehead enjoined on Ezekiel. It is an unpleasant necessity, but must 

be accepted if the Truth is not to slide back once more into the slough of 

worldwide corruption from which it has been fished up and washed in these 

latter days.—Robert Roberts, 1887 
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The Teaching Called 

Partial Inspiration 

 
“Partial Inspiration” is the name of a teaching that became popular around 

the middle of the 19th Century.  We might consider, briefly, why this 

doctrine came into vogue among all Christian communities, and the 

Christadelphians did not escape. 

 

Around the middle of the 19th Century, the Christian world had become 

fascinated with certain Greek manuscripts from Alexandria Egypt, which 

they fancied as more reliable than the Textus Receptus, or The Received 

Text, which was the Greek text from which the King James Version (KJV) 

had been translated.  To be clear, there really are two general forms of the 

Greek Text, the Alexandrian Text already mentioned, and the Byzantium 

Text, of which the Textus Receptus was a form.   

 

Generally speaking, the two texts are extremely close, but the Alexandrian 

text did have fewer words in certain verses.  The Alexandrian Texts are 

older than the Byzantium texts by 200 years, which is one reason why they 

are more heavily weighted.  But the Byzantium texts were the texts used by 

early Christian authors, proving the existence of the text, even before there 

is a surviving example.   

 

The man who is called the father of Textual Criticism, Dr. J. J. Griesbach, 

had 100 years earlier (1776) set down the rule, that in faithful copying, it is 

far more likely to omit a word or phrase, than to add a word or phrase.  But 

this common sense rule was being ignored as the Alexandrian manuscripts 

found new popularity. 

 

It was decided in 1870, that due to these manuscripts, a revision to the 

King James Version was necessary.  This revision was completed for the 

New Testament in 1881, and the Old Testament in 1885.  It was printed 

under the name of the Revised Version (RV).   

 

Now the key verse for the inspiration of the Scriptures is 2 Tim. 3:16.  In 

the KJV, it reads thus: 

2Ti 3:16  All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable 

for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in 

righteousness: 

 

The RV changed the verse to read: 
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2Ti 3:16  Every scripture inspired of God is also profitable for 

teaching, for reproof, for correction, for instruction which is in 

righteousness:  

 

These seem too close to have created any controversy, but sadly, that 

wasn’t the case.  Some in the world began to speculate that if “every” 

Scripture (writing) which is inspired by God is profitable, it must follow 

that there are Scriptures which are not inspired by God.  This illogical idea 

gained popularity in the world, and then worked its way into the Ecclesia. 

 

Now we deal with the proper translation of this verse in the section of this 

magazine called_”2 Tim. 3:16, The Grammatical Argument” on page 29.  

So we won’t repeat all that here.  Suffice it to say that this problem became 

difficult to identify.  People were arguing that all God-breathed Scripture 

was inspired and profitable, but not all Scripture was God-breathed.  

Particularly, they pointed to historical references in the Scriptures, 

compared them to the low quality of archeological studies available at that 

time, and suggested that these things are the conclusions and opinions of 

the authors, and not the inspired word of God. 

 

The litany of complaints made by those who had accepted the new doctrine 

of Partial Inspiration, against those who contended for the full and 

complete inspiration of the Scriptures can be identified thus: 

1.—That belief in a wholly-inspired Bible is “a remnant of theological 

superstition,” “the doctrine of Romanism,” “a credulous opinion,” “a 

pious sentiment inherited from orthodox sources,” and held in 

common with “Romanism and the Protestant sects generally.”  

2.—That those who believe it are in a state of “orthodox innocence,” 

that is, innocence of true knowledge and discrimination.  

3.—That it is a doctrine that ought to be “reconsidered and 

reconstructed.”  

4.—That “there is a human element in the Bible, except where matters 

of revealed truth are concerned,” implying a distinction between 

things in the Bible that are revealed truth, and things that are not: and 

our ability to distinguish and decide between the one and the other. 

5.—That although, in a sense, inspiration has had to do with it all, 

“inspiration ( securing infallibility ) has only been given where it 

claims to have been given” involving the conclusion that when, as 

regards the rest of the Bible, inspiration is admitted, by inspiration is 

meant an authorship that is not infallible. 

6.—That consequently, though the Bible “contains that which was 

God-breathed” large parts of it being histories for which infallible 

inspiration by this contention is not claimed, are not infallible, and 

contain in fact “actual contradictions and erroneous statements of 

various kinds.”  
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7.—That while all “Scripture” might be admitted to be inspired, it 

would take inspiration itself to decide what (in the Bible) constitutes 

Scripture.  

 

A Christian observer of the times of the development of this new doctrine 

of Partial Inspiration made this comment: 

“[The Partial Inspiration] theory, [which states] that the Bible is 

inspired as to questions of doctrine though not as to matters of 

historical fact, in effect, claims that a document which is 

demonstrably and admittedly inaccurate where it can be tested, must 

be accepted as an infallible guide upon points of speculative opinion 

(where it cannot be tested). As they very ingeniously put it, such a 

theory cannot be brought to any destructive test; but of what value is a 

theory which cannot be tested, and which is constructed with an 

especial view to avoiding any test?” 

 

To defend against all the various attacks, it became necessary to spell out 

in explicit detail what it was that the apostle was saying, and to reject 

statements which previous to this controversy, would have been considered 

quite reasonable.  For instance, bro. Roberts was presented with this 

proposition: 

“[We are] also quite prepared to take the apostle’s statement of the 

inspiration of the Scriptures in his second Epistle to Timothy 3:16, as 

the expression of that basis. I translate it thus: ‘Every scripture is God-

inspired and profitable,’ &c. [We are] also prepared to take the 

apostle’s statement without entering into the endless disputes as to 

what constitutes scripture—disputes that would require an inspired 

man to decide.” 

 

In a situation where people argued that inspired Scripture exists side by 

side with uninspired writings, collected together in the same book, and of 

which “it would require an inspired man to decipher,” it became necessary 

to be overly precise in making the point that ALL Scripture is inspired.  

This led to the detail we observe in our Foundation Statement. 

 

In 1885, it became virtually impossible to tell what people believed 

because of the deception around this issue.  One might say they believed 

that all Scripture was inspired by God, but would say that not all the Bible 

was Scripture.  To clarify this matter, and keep the Christadelphian 

movement on the path most thought they were already on, a postcard was 

sent to all members, affirming the foundation statement to the BASF.  

Those who refused to sign formed a separate body, and were known by a 

progression of names.     
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Probably their first name was given them by their opponents, who called 

them the “jot and tittle” brethren, as a result of their most unseemly 

behavior when a faithful brethren argued for the full inspiration of the 

Bible.  Upon hearing a sound argument, they would yell out “not every jot 

and tittle,” a reference to the smallest letters in the Hebrew alphabet.   

 

After those who denied the complete inspiration of the Bible left the 

Christadelphians, they were first referred to as the Exchange Room 

brethren, as they met in something called “The Exchange Rooms,” near 

Temperance Hall.  They then rented a building from the Masons, and were 

called “the Masonic Lodge brethren.”  Ultimately they built a hall on 

Suffolk Street in Birmingham, and became known as the Suffolk Street 

brethren.   

 

In 1956 they merged with the Central brethren, based on a document they 

called “The Final Statement.”  It reads: 

“We agree that the Holy Scriptures, consisting of the Old and New 

Testaments, are the only authoritative source of knowledge 

concerning God and His Purpose. They are wholly given by the 

inspiration of God and are consequently without error except such as 

may be due to transcription or translation.” 

 

One might legitimately wonder how that differs from our Foundation 

Statement which reads: 

THE FOUNDATION.--That the book currently known as the Bible, 

consisting of the Scriptures of Moses, the prophets, and the apostles, 

is the only source of knowledge concerning God and His purposes at 

present extant or available in the earth, and that the same were wholly 

given by inspiration of God in the writers, and are consequently 

without error in all parts of them, except such as may be due to errors 

of transcription or translation. 

 

The only significant change is in the beginning of these statements.  The 

Foundation states that the Bible is the inspired word of God.  The Final 

Statement says it is the Holy Scriptures which are the inspired word of 

God.   

 

Those who objected to the Foundation in 1885 were clear from their 

beginning that they agreed that the Holy Scriptures were inspired by God.  

They just believed that someone would have to be inspired to be able to tell 

what portions of the Bible should be considered Holy Scriptures, and what 

portions are simply human writings.  The Final Statement showed that the 

Suffolk Street brethren never changed their belief when the merged with 

the Central brethren.  The document which created union between the 
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Suffolk Street brethren, and the Central brethren in 1956, was no different 

than that which the true brethren had rejected in 1885. 

 

2 Tim. 3:16, An Examination of the 

Grammatical Arguments 
 

The controversial arguments about the meaning of 2 Tim. 3:16 are 

grouped into two sets.  The traditional view, which is that supported 

by context, by the King James Version, and by virtual of all ancient 

manuscripts is that ALL Scripture is included to Paul’s descriptions 

in 2 Tim. 3:16 as inspired by God.  The opposing view which found 

an existence in the middle of the 19th century suggests, (according to 

their reading of the Revised Version,) that some writings of men are 

included with divine inspiration in the description given by Paul to 

Timothy in 2 Tim. 3:16, and we must somehow differentiate one 

from another. 

 

The King James Version reads: 

All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for 

doctrine, 

 

The Revised Version reads: 

Every scripture inspired of God is also profitable for teaching, 

 

The argument of the partial inspirationists is that if every scripture 

inspired of God is profitable…, then there must be a part of the 

Scriptures (or writings) included that are not inspired of God.  

Typical of these writers would be this, from Coffman’s commentary: 

“Many scholars such as Lenski and Lipscomb insist that there is 

no difference in the meaning of these renditions [the KJV and 

RV—JP]; but such a viewpoint has always been a mystery to 

this writer. The passages simply do not say the same thing. The 

first [the RV—JP] of these renderings necessarily implies that 

there are some Scriptures which are not inspired." 

 

This, even on the surface is nonsense.  You can’t have a “necessarily 

implied” argument.  If an argument is admitted to be only implied, 

then it cannot be “necessarily” so.  To be an implication, it must be 

vague enough that it cannot be called a necessary conclusions.  The 

writer above says it necessarily implies that there are scriptures not 
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inspired by God.  But we could just as easily imply from the Revised 

Version that every Scripture is inspired by God, ergo, documents not 

inspired by God are not Scripture. 

 

There is no way this wording can be made to say that this MUST 

mean some Scripture is not inspired by God.  This is entirely an 

implied argument, implied in the absence of context, and against all 

traditional rules of interpretation.   

 

The first four words of this verse are the words upon which the 

controversy is built.   

1)  Pasa: meaning all, or every.  It’s an adjective, in the 

feminine nominative singular tense. 

2) Graphe:  meaning “document”.  It’s a noun in the nominative 

feminine singular tense. 

3) Theopneustos:  meaning “God-breathed” (theo-God, and 

pneustos, breathed.)  It is an adjective, in the feminine 

nominative singular tense. 

4) Kai:  meaning “and”.  It is a conjunction. 

 

The KJV translates “pasa” as “all,” and the RV uses “every.”  This is 

not significant, as either word works well, and gives the proper idea.  

As the following word “graphe” is in the singular, “every” works 

better in English. 

 

Both versions translate “graphe” as “Scripture,” and this is 

acceptable, but the word is in the singular tense, and it really means 

“a document.”  The reason “scripture” is chosen, is due to the focus 

of verse 15, where Paul is speaking to Timothy about the sacred 

Scriptures. 

 

The third word, “theopneustos” is translated “given by the 

inspiration of God” in the KJV, and simply “inspired by God” in the 

RV.  Literally, the word is a compound of two words.  “Theo,” 

means “God.”  “Pneustos” is from a root meaning “to breathe,” or 

possibly “to breathe hard.”  This is the only place this word occurs, 

and probably represents how Paul felt the voice of God had worked 

through him, something breathed to him directly from Deity. 

 

The final word, and probably the most important word in this phrase 

is “kai,” and it simply means “and.”  This is the most frequently 
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occurring word in the Bible, occurring over 9000 times.  It is 

overwhelmingly translated “and.”  It has been translated “also” about 

4% of the time, according to certain contextual rules.  The rules can 

be stated thus: 

1. KAI can be connecting. (Translated “and.”)   

2. KAI can be adjunctive.  (Translated “also”)   In this use the 

coordinate aspect of the English "and" is emphasized.  It adds 

one thing to another, things of equal grammatical weight (two 

nouns, two verbs, two phrases, two clauses, etc.). 

3. KAI can be ascensive. (Translated “even.”)  In this use it does 

not introduce an additional element, but heightens the meaning 

of the previous element.  This is the use where KAI is often 

translated "even."  

 

It will also be observed that there are no verbs among these words, 

which would be impossible in English.  Because there are no verbs, 

we are told that this is not a complete sentence, but one that must be 

read in continuation with some other thought, usually that expressed 

in verse 17.  Typical of such an explanation is the following from an 

apologist for the inclusive idea: 

“Verbs convey actions. Verbs are required to convey complete 

sentences. Without a verb a sentence is always incomplete. The 

fact that the Greek text for this verse does not contain any verbs 

at all should immediately tell us that THE THOUGHT OF THIS 

SENTENCE CONTINUES IN THE NEXT VERSE.” 

 

This critic is incorrect.  It would be true of English, but Greek 

sentence structure allows verbless clauses and these are used 

frequently throughout the New Testament.  An example would be: 

Mar 12:26  And as touching the dead, that they rise: have ye not 

read in the book of Moses, how in the bush God spake unto him, 

saying, I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the 

God of Jacob?  

 

In the above, God is exhibited as speaking a sentence without a verb.   

“Am” has been added for the English translation in the expression “I 

am the God of Abraham…”   

 

So this is normal Greek sentence structure which the RV itself 

recognizes, and uses in this verse.  The R.V. adds the verb “is” just 

prior to “also.”  But the RV’s addition of a verb does violence to the 
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sentence structure when it ignores the conjunction, “kai,” (which 

means “and.’)   The RV. translates “kai” as an adverb (also) instead 

of a conjunction, and adds a verb to the verbless sentence at the 

imagined adverb, instead of before the conjunction, as the Greek 

requires.  It translates: “Every scripture inspired by God IS 

ALSO…”.  Both words (“is” and “also”) are added against common 

usage.  The purpose of a conjunction is to tie sentence thoughts 

together.  In the RV translation, there is no sentence thought before 

the conjunction, which is why they chose to ignore the conjunction 

altogether. 

 

In order for “also” to be an acceptable translation of “kai,” we must 

first have a thought, to which another (an adjunct) thought is added.  

The way the RV. translated the verse, there is no original thought. 

“Every writing inspired by God”…did what?  That question has to 

be answered and defined, in order for “also” to be an acceptable 

translation.  But in the RV., it is not defined at all. 

 

To translate this properly into English, the verb must be added 

before the conjunction, yielding a complete thought before the 

conjunction, which is then tied to another thought after the 

conjunction.  So the sentence must read:   “every document is God-

breathed.”  The proper placement of the verb for an English 

translation would appear obvious.  This is why the King James 

Version reads the way it does. 

 

But the verse in question is not an "island". No verse is an island. 

There is a context. And the context of the previous verse establishes 

what Paul is referring to when he says "all scripture": 

2Tim. 3:15  And that from a child thou hast known the holy 

scriptures, which are able to make thee wise unto salvation 

through faith which is in Christ Jesus. 

 

Paul is not speaking of general writings, but specifically of the Holy 

Scriptures that Timothy grew up with.  These would be the writings 

that made up the Hebrew Old Testament. These are "sacred 

writings", [Greek:  hiera grammata,] not just any writings and the 

reference to the Holy Scriptures gives us the context for Paul’s 

reference to “documents” in the following verse.       
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Those who deny the contextual tie between verses 15 and 16, say 

that “grammata” in verse 15 means the Holy Scriptures, but that 

“graphe” in verse 16 means any writing.  This is not true.  

“Grammata” does mean the sacred writings (plural,) but “graphe” 

means a document (singular.)  The sacred writings were in scrolls, 

not in books such as we have today.  Paul is telling Timothy that he 

knew all the sacred writings (plural, or the many scrolls) from his 

youth.  And that every scroll (document, singular) was inspired by 

God. 

 

 

What Are We To Think Of The Bible? 
by bro. Robert Roberts 

 

This is an important question, indeed, which does not receive the attention 

it calls for. The subject of the Bible is in the same rank of importance as 

that of God, for the Bible comes before us as the revelation of God. 

Without a revelation we could know nothing of God. We might know there 

must be a God; but we could know nothing of Him if He had not revealed 

Himself. We could not have known His character. We could not have 

known His will concerning man; or, if He had any will. We could not have 

known whether He took any notice of us, or felt any interest in us, or 

entertained any purpose concerning our welfare. We could not have known 

even that He was supreme. We might have been open to the idea that there 

were various gods -- as many gods as there are apparent powers in the 

universe -- a god of love, a god of hate, a god of light, a god of darkness, a 

god of peace, a god of war-like the polytheistic speculators of Greece and 

Rome. 

 

The Bible Reveals God 

The Bible reveals God in the most interesting and effectual way possible. It 

records what He has done and what He has said in connection with actual 

transactions in which He had taken the leading part. In these His mind has 

been revealed and His thoughts declared. The Bible in fact is primarily the 

manifestation of God's personality by these transactions and utterances. 

People have an idea that it consists of pious platitudes and what are called 

"devotional exercises." This is a great mistake. Even Christ, who shines 

above all other Bible luminaries in the inculcation of excellent counsels, 

was more intent on revealing God than advising man. When a mere boy, he 

said, "I must be about my Father's business." When his work was nearly 

done, he said, "I have manifested thy name unto the men which thou gavest 

me out of the world." In the midst of his career, he said, "I am come in my 

Father's name . . . I came forth from him -- I do always those things which 
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please him. The works that I do bear witness of me that my Father hath 

sent me." 

 

There is a method in Bible religion which, when critically investigated, 

will show that it was a designed affair, and not an accidental development 

of sentiment; and designed especially with the one object of bringing God 

to notice: showing His existence and power as objects of human faith and 

the basis of human obedience. The work of Moses in Egypt and the 

wilderness, for forty years with the Jews; the life and sayings of the 

prophets that arose in Israel; the appearance and doings of Christ and his 

apostles in the beginning of the Christian era, are all matters of historic 

character, connected with actual works of God which, if sustained, prove 

the divinity of Bible religion beyond question: and the writings produced 

by all these men, giving an account of their proceedings, are also matters of 

palpable evidence. 

 

An examination of all these things in connection with the effects which are 

now visible in the world before our eyes, will yield the result that the 

religion of the Bible is directly due to the initiative of Almighty wisdom, 

and therefore a coherent, and rational, and elevating, and glorious system 

of truth, which has already, despite all declarations to the contrary, 

immensely benefited the world, and given us a far higher civilization than 

any other system is capable of doing, and which, in the hands of God, like 

the path of the just, will yet shine brighter and brighter unto the perfect 

day: for the world has not seen the completion of the work of God on earth. 

 

If you consider the Mosaic economy as embodied in the Old Testament, 

you find its central idea is the worship and service of God, just as the 

central feature of the national encampment in the wilderness was the 

tabernacle of His presence, around which clustered the tents of the tribes. 

And if you consider the messages of the prophets, the burden of their 

complaint is that Israel had forgotten God and refused Him the service He 

required. Take for example:  

Isa. 1:2-3 "Hear, O heavens, and give ear, O earth, for the Lord hath 

spoken: I have nourished and brought up children, and they have 

rebelled against me. The ox knoweth his owner and the ass his 

master's crib, but Israel doth not know: my people doth not consider. 

Ah, sinful nation . . . they have forsaken the Lord: they have provoked 

the Holy One of Israel to anger: they are gone away backward."  

Or: 

Mal. 1:6: "A son honoureth his father, and a servant his master: if then 

I be a father, where is mine honour: if I be a master, where is my fear? 

saith the Lord of hosts unto you, O ye priests that despise my name." 
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The bulk of the messages of the prophets consists of expostulations and 

complaints of this kind. But intermixed with them are magnificent 

delineations of the being of God and His relation to men: Take the 

following for example: 

Isaiah 40:13-28 “Who hath directed the Spirit of the Lord, or being his 

counsellor hath taught him? With whom took he counsel, and who 

instructed him, and taught him in the path of judgment, and taught 

him knowledge, and showed to him the way of understanding? Behold 

the nations are as a drop of a bucket, and are counted as the small dust 

of the balance: behold he taketh up the isles as a very little thing. And 

Lebanon is not sufficient to burn, nor the beasts thereof sufficient for a 

burnt offering. All nations before him are as nothing: and they are 

counted to him less than nothing, and vanity. To whom, then, will ye 

liken God? or what likeness will ye compare unto him? Lift up your 

eyes on high, and behold who hath created these things, that bringeth 

out their host by number: he calleth them all by names by the 

greatness of his might for that he is strong in power: not one faileth. 

Hast thou not known? hast thou not heard that the everlasting God, the 

Lord, the Creator of the ends of the earth fainteth not, neither is 

weary? there is no searching of his understanding?” 

 

Or, Jer. 23:16-24 

“Thus saith the Lord of hosts: hearken not unto the words of the 

prophets that prophesy unto you: they make you vain: they speak a 

vision of their own heart, and not out of the mouth of the Lord. They 

say still unto them that despise me, The Lord hath said, Ye shall have 

peace; and they say unto every one that walketh after the imagination 

of his own heart, No evil shall come upon you. I have not sent these 

prophets, yet they ran: I have not spoken to them, yet they prophesied. 

But if they had stood in my counsel, and had caused my people to hear 

my words, then they should have turned them from their evil way, and 

from the evil of their doings. Am I a God at hand, saith the Lord, and 

not a God afar off? Can any hide himself in secret places that I shall 

not see him? saith the Lord. Do not I fill heaven and earth? saith the 

Lord.” 

 

We have not only these sublime exhibitions of the being of God, but the 

most exhilarating declarations of His good purposes -- not only the 

statement that He is love but the varied and highly colored unfolding of His 

intention to do for Israel and for all nations through Israel, what they all 

require. Take for example Isaiah 25: 

“In this mountain (Zion), shall the LORD of hosts make unto all 

people a feast of fat things, a feast of wines on the lees, of fat things 

full of marrow, of wines on the lees well refined. And he will destroy 

in this mountain the face of the covering cast over all people, and the 
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vail that is spread over all nations. He will swallow up death in 

victory; and the Lord GOD will wipe away tears from off all faces; 

and the rebuke of his people shall he take away from off all the earth: 

for the LORD hath spoken it. And it shall be said in that day, Lo, this 

is our God; we have waited for him, and he will save us: this is the 

LORD; we have waited for him, we will be glad and rejoice in his 

salvation.” 

 

Or take Isaiah 61: 

“The Spirit of the Lord God is upon me, because the Lord hath 

anointed me to preach good tidings unto the meek; he hath sent me to 

bind up the broken hearted: to proclaim liberty to the captives, and the 

opening of the prison to them that are bound . . . to comfort all that 

mourn, to appoint unto them beauty for ashes, and the oil of joy for 

mourning, and the garment of praise for the spirit of heaviness, that 

they might be called trees of righteousness, the planting of the Lord, 

that he might be glorified.” 

 

These are glorious things. The New Testament supplements but does not 

change them. Are they true? This is the question involved in the enquiry 

what we are to think of the Bible. If they are not true, their beauty does not 

redeem them from the worthlessness inherent in all falsehood. 

 

There is a great and increasing tendency to regard the Bible in the light of 

myth, legend, and tradition. There are different classes of enemies in the 

field. There is the shallow, vulgar, blatant blasphemer, who speaks evil of 

the things he understands not. There is the refined agnostic, who classes the 

Bible with the religions of superstition, and looks disdainfully down from 

the heights of an intellectual culture that has shot its head up into the region 

of eternal frost and snow, and wrapped itself in the impenetrable fogs of a 

transcendentalism too stupendous for human faculty. And there are the 

higher critics who profess to recognize a certain divinity in the Bible, but 

destroy the value of their concession by asserting the large presence of a 

human and erring element; and still further destroy it by claiming 

inspiration for clever human writers such as Shakespeare. They kiss and 

stab the Bible at the same time. Reading the Bible itself in a methodical 

and studious manner is the only way of being able to judge of its real 

character. But none of these classes is given to reading the Bible. They 

read what people say about the Bible, which is a very different thing. 

 

What Christ Thinks 
We ask what Christ thought about the Old Testament scriptures -- the part 

of the Bible that existed in his day. What he thought must be the truth, for 

he proclaimed himself "the way, the truth, and the life," and proved his 

assertion by the miracles he wrought, and finally by the resurrection of 
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which he was the subject after crucifixion. 

 

 First of all, he expressly said to people who imagined he was come to set 

up a new religion, "Think not that I am come to destroy the law and the 

prophets, I am not come to destroy but to FULFIL" (Matt. 5:17). The law 

and the prophets (another way of describing what we know as the Old 

Testament) teem with assertions of divine authorship. Nearly two thousand 

times the phrase occurs, "Thus saith the Lord." Hundreds of times in the 

law the statement occurs, "And the Lord spake unto Moses, "If this 

allegation so constantly made be true, we can understand there being 

something in Moses and the prophets for Christ to "fulfil," for when God 

speaks, He not only utters commandments, but shows things to come: 

saying, as by Isaiah (46:10), "I shew the end from the beginning." 

  

But if the writings of Moses and the prophets were the mere product of 

human thought and impression, how could there be any thing for Christ to 

fulfil? Man cannot lay down plans for God to follow: man cannot foretell 

the future. But the prophets do foretell the future. And they especially lay 

down plans in connection with Christ (Dan. 9; Isa. 53; and many other 

places). 

  

How Christ regarded these utterances is shown by the use he made of them 

in his intercourse with the disciples. See what we read in Luke 24 -- that 

after his resurrection, he expounded to them in all the scriptures of Moses 

and the prophets, "the things concerning himself." Referring to his death, 

from the standpoint of his resurrection, he said, "These are the words 

which I spake unto you while I was yet with you that all things must be 

fulfilled which were written in the law of Moses and in the prophets 

CONCERNING ME" (verse 44). 

  

This proves Christ's recognition of the divine character of the scriptures. It 

was shown more expressly when he quoted from the Psalms in his 

argument with the Pharisees, and said "The scripture cannot be broken" 

(John 10:35). If the scripture were human, it certainly could be broken, for 

nothing is more upsettable than the word or appointment of mortal fallible 

man. If it cannot be broken, it must be of God. This was Christ's view. 

  

He advised the people on one occasion to "Search the scriptures" (John 

5:35). "They," said he, "are they that testify of me." The scriptures which 

Jesus was referring to (for there were no New Testament scriptures at the 

time Jesus spoke) were written hundreds of years before Christ appeared. 

How could they testify of a teacher to appear hundreds of years afterwards 

if they were merely human writings? They did so testify, and their word 

was fulfilled. What conclusion remains but that they were divine and not 

human writings? 
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This conclusion is expressly affirmed by the apostles, who were inspired to 

declare the truth (John 16:13), and concerning whom Jesus said, "He that 

heareth you, heareth Me." First Peter said, "No prophecy of the scripture is 

of private interpretation (or origination), for holy men of God spake as they 

were moved by the Holy Spirit " (2 Peter 1:21). This is in harmony with 

what Paul declares concerning the knowledge of God. He says a man can 

only know the things of man, "but the things of God KNOWETH no man, 

BUT THE SPIRIT OF GOD" (1 Cor. 2:11). Now, the scriptures of the Old 

Testament declare the things of God. Consequently, they must on the 

principle defined by Paul be the product of the Holy Spirit, which Paul 

expressly alleges, saying, "All scripture is given by inspiration of God and 

is profitable for correction and reproof and instruction in righteousness." 

  

Thus the doctrine of Christ and the doctrine of the apostles concerning the 

Scriptures are one. It is a different teaching from the doctrine which is 

becoming so fashionable through the influence of what are called "the 

higher critics." The choice we are called upon to make is a choice between 

the doctrine of Christ and the apostles, who were divinely illuminated, and 

the speculative opinions of men who do not know, but guess, and whose 

guesses are being continually upset by the progress of discovery, as in the 

case of the inscribed tablets of Tel-Amarna. Before these tablets were 

discovered, the critics used to contend that the art of writing was not 

known in the days of Moses, and that therefore Moses could not have 

written the first five books of the Bible. They have ceased that contention 

now that these ancient written tablets have been discovered. 

  

The view enunciated by Christ and his disciples -- that the Scriptures are of 

divine origin and authorship -- is borne out by all the tests it is in our 

power to apply. Chief among those may be said to be the quality of the 

book. A divine book ought to differ from a human book as much as divine 

ways differ from human ways. And it is so. The Bible differs from human 

literature in its style of diction, and in the nature of its sentiment. It 

depreciates man: It exalts God, as no human book does. Then look at its 

unsparing candor of narrative; its forecasts of the future. 

  

It differs from human books also in this, that though written in an age when 

the world was sunk in gross ignorance of all natural things, as well as in the 

deepest immorality of practice, it enunciates the noblest and purest 

principles of action, and even the grandest discovery of scientific 

investigation. 
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The Bible and Science 
Science has shown in the lifetime of the present generation that all 

manifestations of power are referable to a common source, origin or 

principle, though that common origin is itself admitted to be inscrutable. 

The doctrine is defined as "the correlation of forces": that is, that all forces 

have their root or origin in one principle. Now, that fact the Bible taught 

ages before it occurred to natural thinkers. But there is a difference 

between the Bible form and the scientific form of this doctrine, at least in 

the hands of some scientists. They say the primal force is an unintelligent 

impersonal force, while the Bible says the antecedent power of all things is 

one personal God in one universal Spirit. Scientists will not accept a 

personal God, because they cannot comprehend such a conception. They 

cannot comprehend how universal power should have a personal nucleus at 

one central point in the heavens, as taught by the scriptures. They cannot 

grasp the idea of universal power being, in its totality, One Mighty Being. 

They reject it because they cannot understand it. Do they give us 

something they do understand? So far are they from doing this, that they 

boast in professing the origin of things unknowable and themselves 

agnostic. 

 

In what the Bible reveals concerning God, its divinity is as dearly seen as 

in anything. This is distinguished from all human conceptions of Deity, as 

reflected in the polytheism of confessedly unenlightened men. The gods 

imagined by men were limited like men. The God revealed in the Bible is 

declared unsearchable. The different powers of nature were, by the 

ignorant, attributed to different gods, which superficially seemed probable. 

The Bible attributed all to ONE GOD. Science has confirmed the Bible 

revelation of God to this extent, that it has shown all power to be ONE at 

the root, and that root "unknowable," which is only another word for the 

Bible term "unsearchable." 

 

The Bible and Human Nature 
As to man, the case is equally strong: The philosophers taught that man 

was constitutionally an immaterial immortal being, underlying and distinct 

from the body, and capable of existence apart from it, a fallacy from which 

came their doctrine of post mortem rewards and punishments in the Elysian 

fields and Tartarus, and a consequent rejection of the doctrine of the 

resurrection. This notion, succinctly defined as "the immortality of the 

soul," was, like their polytheism, a plausible deduction from appearances -- 

universal among the ancients, beginning with the Egyptians. But Moses, by 

the admission of Gibbon, is untainted with the notion, notwithstanding his 

Egyptian associations. The prophets and apostles are likewise free of this 

philosophic speculation, and, on the contrary, teach human mortality as 

expounded by Tyndall and other scientists of the modern era. The doctrine 

of immortality which they teach is the hope of resurrection to a future 
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existence on the earth. Science does not teach this, because science only 

deals with what is, and can throw no light on what is to be. With the 

doctrine of human mortality all Scripture agrees, consequently the Bible is 

in harmony with science on the subject of man as well as God; that is, as 

regards his present constitution. That the Bible should teach a doctrine in 

harmony with science in an age when all the world was dreaming about the 

natural immortality of speculative induction, is another proof of the Bible's 

divinity. This argument has been obscured by orthodox religion, which 

accepts the Pagan view, and, by consequence, teaches the eternal torment 

of the unrighteous -- a doctrine which gives the argument for unbelief an 

advantage that does not belong to it. 

 

The Bible's depreciation of human nature is the strongest proof of the Bible 

having come from God. The sentiment is foreign to human nature. This 

depreciation of human nature is characteristic of the Bible alone. We have 

in Psalm 9 this inquiry made:  

"What is man that thou art mindful of him, and the son of man that 

thou visitest him?"  

 

In Psalm 144 a similar question is asked and answered in this way:  

"Man is like to vanity: his days are like a shadow which passeth 

away."  

 

In Isaiah 40 we read:  

"The voice said, Cry; and he said, What shall I cry? All flesh is grass, 

and all the goodliness thereof is as the flower of the field; the grass 

withereth; the flower fadeth, because the Spirit of the Lord bloweth 

upon it; surely the people is grass."  

 

Isaiah 2 last verse:  

"Cease ye from man, whose breath is in his nostrils, for wherein is he 

to be accounted of?"  

 

Ezek. 36:22: "Not for your sakes, O house of Israel," -- that is, not for 

their sakes would He bring them from all the nations among whom 

they were scattered. "I do not this for your sakes, O house of Israel, 

but for my holy name's sake, which ye have profaned among the 

heathen whither ye went."  

 

In Jeremiah 17:5 we read:  

"Cursed be the man that trusteth in man, and maketh flesh his arm . . . 

but blessed is the man that putteth his trust in the Lord."  

 

In Jeremiah 9:23:  
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"Let not the wise man glory in his wisdom, neither let the mighty man 

glory in his might; Let not the rich man glory in his riches; but let him 

that glorieth glory in this, that he understandeth and knoweth me." 

 

No book, pervaded by such sentiments, could have a merely human 

authorship. All writers, whether ancient or modern, Jew or Gentile, glorify 

human nature, and boast in human achievements. All human writers, 

without exception, speak of the dignity of manhood and the greatness of 

human nature. 

 

 "The Lord Alone Exalted." 
We have no parallel in any human writing to the constant exaltation of God 

as the great object of all arrangements and operations. "This people," for 

instance, we read, referring to the Jews, "have I formed for myself: they 

shall show forth all my praise." Again consider this  

1 Cor. 1:26: "For ye see your calling, brethren, how that not many 

wise men after the flesh, not many mighty, not many noble are called; 

but God hath chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the 

wise; and God hath chosen the weak things of the world to confound 

the things which are mighty; and base things of the world and things 

which are despised hath God chosen, yea, and things which are not, to 

bring to nought things that are; THAT NO FLESH SHOULD GLORY 

IN HIS PRESENCE." 

 

This is not a sentiment native to man. Man always chooses the powerful, 

the great, the rich, the mighty, and the noble, for the accomplishment of 

any schemes he may conceive, as we see in all other religions throughout 

the whole world in every country and in every age. It is an absolutely 

universal characteristic of man to glory in man and to boast in his own or 

somebody else's wisdom, riches, glory and might. The Bible runs directly 

counter to human feelings and sentiments in this matter throughout its 

entire contents. This would be inexplicable on the hypothesis of a human 

production; but if the Bible be the reflex of divine views communicated by 

the Spirit of God to the writers, there is an explanation, instant and entirely 

satisfactory. 

 

No Hero-Worship 
Another feature of the Bible is the perfect modesty of all the men who took 

a part in the development of Bible things; modesty, that is, as regards any 

credit for the part they performed. The tendency in human nature, acting by 

itself, is to take the credit of any gift possessed and to glory in it, and make 

it the means of honour and personal consequence. No one with the history 

of mankind before him can deny this: But here are men who refuse the 

credit, as in the case recorded in Acts 14: "Sirs, why do ye teach these 

things? We also are men of like passions with you, and preach unto you 
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that ye should turn from these vanities UNTO THE LIVING GOD." Or 

Acts 3:12: "Why look ye so earnestly upon us (Peter and John), as though 

by our own power or holiness we had made this man to walk?" Again, in 

Acts 10:25 we read: "And as Peter was coming in Cornelius met him” 

(Cornelius having sent for him by divine direction), "and fell down at his 

feet and worshipped him; but Peter took him up, saying, Stand up I myself 

also am a man." In 1 Cor. 15:9, we find Paul saying: "For I am the least of 

the Apostles that am not meet to be called an apostle, because I persecuted 

the Church of God." In Exodus 16:8, Moses, speaking of the murmurings 

of the people, says: "What are we? Your murmurings are not against us, 

but against the Lord." In Numbers 11:29, Moses, when told deprecatingly 

by Joshua that somebody else had received the Spirit, replied: "Enviest 

thou for my sake? Would GOD all the Lord's people were prophets and 

that the Lord would put His Spirit upon them." 

 

In Daniel 2:30, Daniel, when cited before Nebuchadnezzar to explain a 

dream which had baffled the magicians, prefaced his explanation by these 

words: "As for me, this secret is not revealed to me for any wisdom I have 

more than any living, but for their sakes that shall make known the 

interpretation to the king, and that thou mightest know the thoughts of thy 

heart." If Daniel had been an impostor, like all other impostors, he would 

have placed his own credit in the front rank; instead of that, he says the 

explanation he is about to give is not due to his superior wisdom, but to 

communication from God. That is the utterance of a true man, who knew 

that the information was not out of his own head but that he had received it 

from external sources. Then there is the case of Joseph in Gen. 41:15-16. 

Joseph was standing before Pharaoh under similar circumstances, and was 

called upon to explain an enigmatical dream. Pharaoh said to him: "I have 

heard say of thee that thou canst understand a dream to interpret it. And 

Joseph answered Pharaoh saying, It is not in me; GOD SHALL GIVE 

PHARAOH AN ANSWER OF PEACE." 

 

Coming down to CHRIST himself we see the same peculiarity. What does 

he say concerning the miracles he wrought and the wisdom he spake? "The 

words that I speak unto you, I speak not of myself; but the Father that 

dwelleth in me, he doeth the works" (John 14:10). "I am come in my 

Father's name" (John 5:43). And again, "Of my own self, I can do nothing" 

(John 5:30). 

 

Now, although this argument may not tell in an excited public meeting, it 

will in the calm hours of anxious thought be felt in its full weight by those 

who are capable of appreciating an argument. It goes more than anything to 

show that the men who had to do with the transactions involved in the 

scriptures, and the writing of them, were true men, and not such men as 

unbelief would represent. 
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A Nation That Changed Its God 
The aversion of Israel to the teaching of the true prophets, and their relish 

for those who led them to idolatry, is another remarkable fact in the Bible 

record. The Jews have always been on the side of those who drew them 

aside from the One God, and against the few faithful men who, in different 

ages, have striven, under Divine command, to bring them back to the paths 

of Moses. Why did the Jews prefer idolatry to the Divine institutions? The 

Mosaic worship was contrary to human inclinations. It called on them to 

serve an invisible God: it required faith at their hands. Other nations had 

gods they could see, and whose worship they made the occasion of license 

and delight. To these foreign gods Israel turned aside from the beginning of 

their history, as soon as Joshua and his contemporaries were dead (Judges 

2:11-13); which is proof that their God was no invention of their own, or 

the outcome of a national idiosyncrasy. Other nations have always been 

faithful to their invented gods, because they continued subject to the taste 

and fancy that led to the invention. 

 

Such a thing as a nation changing its gods is unknown. This very fact is 

made the basis of expostulation by God with Israel, through the prophet 

Jeremiah: "Pass over to the Isles of Chittim and see, and send unto Kedar 

and consider diligently, and see if there be such a thing: hath a nation 

changed their gods, which are yet no gods? But my people hath changed 

their glory for that which doth not profit" (Jer. 2:10). This fact of itself -- 

that the Jews as a nation continually departed from the God of their fathers, 

while no other nation deviated from their traditional idolatries goes a long 

way, in a logical process of treatment, to prove that the religion of the Jews 

was not a religion of Jewish origin, in the sense of its being the invention 

of the Jews; but was higher than they, namely, what it professes to be -- a 

system Divinely communicated to them by the hand of Moses. 

 

The Purpose of God 
Another fact is the agreement of one part of the Bible with another, 

notwithstanding the long intervals during which its different parts were 

produced. The weight of this as an evidence of its divinity, will be felt by 

those who remember that in human productions each successive 

contributor imparts his own sentiments. Diversity of character belongs to 

every human work in which many actors have been engaged during a series 

of ages. Instead of that, this book is absolutely one. Whether you take 

Moses, Malachi, or Christ, there is the same depreciation of human nature; 

the same supreme exaltation of God; the same stern enunciation of duty; 

the same uncompromising rebuke of departure from the way of right. The 

spirit of the book in this respect is identical throughout, and this cannot be 

said of any literature under the sun in which a variety of writers of different 

ages have been employed, nor is there any book under the sun 
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characterized by the sentiments just enumerated. The Bible stands 

absolutely alone in this respect, like a majestic mountain among hillocks of 

rubbish. 

 

Then there is the same hope, in all the books of the Bible, of a coming age 

in which Christ, as King of Israel, shall rule on earth universally, and 

mankind be blessed. 

 

If the Bible were a merely human production, there would not be this 

absolute identity of hope among writers, extending over three thousand 

years. The existence of this identity is a proof of the controlling presence of 

a common guidance in all the writers, even the guidance professed in the 

book itself: 

 

"Holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Spirit" (2 Pet. 

1:21). The force of this argument will be appreciated by those who realise 

the endless and contradictory diversities of human authorship of different 

ages. Its force is somewhat hidden by the corruptions of orthodox 

Christendom, which has long ago abandoned the one apostolic "hope of 

Israel," common to the whole scriptures, and embraced the miserable 

substitute of an imagined post mortem beatification of an imaginary 

personal invisibility, in regions above the stars. 

Then consider the Bible scheme of future life. This scheme defers all 

reward till an appointed era, to be inaugurated by the personal re-

appearance of Christ in the earth, when many generations shall have 

yielded -- first to the grave, and then to the resurrection -- their quota of 

tried men, tried in necessary times of evil. The vastness and splendor of 

this scheme stamps it as divine. Man would never have invented such a 

scheme. 

 

Perfect Candor of the Bible 
Above all, think of the perfect candor of the Bible narratives, which is 

never characteristic of human histories. David's crime is chronicled in 

sober and merciless truth, although he was king when the record was 

written. So with the fathers before him. The naked truth is told. The very 

things that the enemies of the Bible make use of against the Bible, are in 

this respect one of the highest evidences of its genuine character, for had 

the Bible been written by king-flatterers and sycophants, there would have 

been a suppression of things that do not stand to the credit of those for 

whom they are supposed to have been written. 

 

Matthew records that at an interview with Christ after his resurrection, 

some of his disciples "doubted" (Matt. 28:17). A bolsterer-up of a 

pretended revelation would never have written this. It is written because it 

is true; and the fact that some doubted is an element in the self-evident 
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truthfulness of the narrative, for it is just what would happen with real 

living men who, not expecting Christ to die, had seen Christ crucified and 

now saw him alive. In their partly-enlightened state his death was a puzzle 

and his resurrection a puzzle also, and "doubt" the natural consequence. 

 

Had there been no further evidence, the doubt of the "some" might have 

continued. But their doubt did not continue; all doubt vanished with the 

outpouring of the Spirit and display of miraculous gifts. The fact that they 

previously "doubted" made their subsequent confidence all the more 

reliable, because it shows the reason of their doubt had disappeared. 

 

We read concerning Christ, that at a certain time "many of his disciples 

went back and walked no more with him." This is a candid record of a fact 

which there could be no object in publishing, but rather in suppressing, as 

the fact itself was capable of causing a damaging effect. Its record is an 

evidence of truth. At first sight, it might seem strange that anyone having 

seen the miracles of Christ should leave him and walk no more with him. 

But men get accustomed to anything. Marvels cease to be marvels when 

they are of common occurrence. It is easy to understand that men, drawn 

after Christ in the first instance by the sensational attraction of his miracles, 

would easily become disaffected when doctrines unpleasant to human 

nature were propounded for their acceptance. It is human nature to the life. 

A fictitious writer would never have imagined it possible for any human 

being to desert the Christ of his narrative: he would be certain to represent 

every one as awe-struck and spellbound forever. And even if he could have 

imagined another possibility, he would have been careful to conceal it from 

a narrative intended to create confidence in a Christ who never existed. The 

record that many ceased to be his disciples is one among many strong 

proofs of the genuineness of the narrative. There are many such candid 

statements throughout the scriptures. 

 

We have left to the last the notice of the literary character of the Bible, as 

evidential of more than a human authorship. Its diction is chaste, dignified, 

vigorous, and free of redundancy or irrelevant details. It is unlike all other 

books in the nature of its historic narratives. It never puts on record the 

kind of occurrences that come under the category of story and adventure. It 

never shows any regard for the curiosity of the reader. It never ministers to 

the taste that finds pleasure in the mere knowledge of what happens. It 

confines itself to matters having relation to the main purpose in hand. If it 

ever diverges from its condensed historical style, and enters into personal 

particulars, it is because those personal particulars have a bearing on some 

subsequent event of public importance, or to illustrate the operation of 

some truth important to be known. The story of Amnon and Tamar is an 

example: it led up to the rebellion of Absalom. The story of David and 

Uriah is another: it led to a public revolution in the punishment of David. 
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The story of the Ephraimite and his concubine is another: the episode 

nearly led to the extirpation of a tribe, and brought about the slaughter of 

multitudes in Israel in punishment of their sins. In no case is a story told 

for its own sake. 

 

Finally, the character and precepts of CHRIST as displayed in the New 

Testament are themselves conclusive evidence of the divinity of the 

Scriptures. No man could have imagined such a character; no man could 

have invented such precepts, least of all such men as those who wrote the 

gospel narrative -- poor fishermen, "unlearned and ignorant men." The only 

way such a narrative could come to be written (even if men who were 

called "learned" had been the writers) is its truth. But when we consider 

that it is the product of "ignorant and unlearned" fishermen, we are enabled 

to realize that even with facts as their guide, it is nothing short of a literary 

miracle that in language so simple and without any attempt at praising 

Christ, but by the mere record of what he said and what he did, they should 

have been able to have placed before the world such a personation of 

character in Christ as it never entered into the heart of man to conceive. 

 

"That They Should Seek the Lord" (Acts 17:27) 
It is proved by the facts accessible to all men that God exists, and that the 

Bible is His revelation to us of the fact; that He has a glorious purpose with 

the earth and with man upon it, involving immortal life and perfect well-

being to all who may become beneficially related to it in the way revealed 

by Christ. Is there no antecedent presumption in favour of such a 

conclusion in our own constitution and in the spectacle of heaven and earth 

around us? Is it reasonable to suppose that the stupendous system of the 

universe exists for no higher end than the feeble gratification of an 

ephemeral and decaying race of animals? Is it reasonable to suppose that 

the aspirations of the noblest of mankind are without a counterpart in the 

region of the possible? Is it reasonable to suppose that the earnest uplifting 

of the human heart in agonising desire towards a Higher than man are 

without a meaning in the universe of being? The vibrations of the needle 

pointed to the Pole long before the existence of such a point on the earth's 

surface was known. So, in true philosophy, do our fervent longings point to 

the Almighty Father and Disposer of all things, even if He had not chosen 

to reveal Himself. 

 

The higher minds of the world are on the side of this argument. MR. 

GLADSTONE has told us that the unbelief growing so common is 

calculated, if generally received, to disintegrate society in the next 

generation [The author died in 1898, but the sceptism of Europe is a 

testimony to Mr. Gladstone’s (a prominent 19th Century politician) 

foresight.–JP] though its present advocates, through the bias of inherited 

principles, might continue subject to moral restraint. PROFESSOR 
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TYNDALL, in the preface to his published addresses, says that mankind 

requires the lifting power of a noble ideal. Even JOHN STUART MILL, 

born and bred a sceptic, in his last days assumed an attitude indicative of 

something higher than his atheistic proclivities. The Daily News says: 

 

"Mr. Mill was so far true to his early training that he tried hard to 

show how small was the intellectual warrant for the misty aspirations; 

but the 'Time-Spirit' led him again and again to the brink of the abyss 

after logic had made its final declaration; and his last book reveals 

him in the attitude of one looking across the ocean of eternity with 

wistful eyes and something of a fond expectancy. Thus he presents 

one of the most pathetic figures in all the literature of negation. His 

aspiration for something to believe in beyond this petty life will speak 

to doubting intellects with intense force. He and such as he testify not 

that this age is sceptical, but that even sceptical minds hunger for a 

religion in which they can believe. The last century tried to feed the 

mind on the husks of dry and negative logic, but again has come that 

yearning for something higher which has often before been the harvest 

of new faiths. When essentially scientific intellects like Mill and 

Tyndall link reverential hopes to strict deduction of the reason, the 

most careless observer may detect an immense transformation of 

opinion, and the most timid heart may take comfort." 

 

All these utterances point in the direction of a need which the Bible 

supplies. The Bible gives us the purifying and reforming restraint which 

Mr. Gladstone sees human society needs. It gives us the uplifting ideal 

which Professor Tyndall declares to be necessary. It gives us an ideal 

glorified man -- the manifestation of the Eternal invisible Father of all -- a 

man who once lived in our weak and afflicted state, whose work has 

already filled the world with light compared with the darkness that reigned 

before his appearance; a man who now exists in an incorruptible, immortal, 

omnipotent nature; whose re-appearance in the world will take place at an 

appointed time for the assumption of human government, and the blessing 

of all mankind, on the foundation of glory to God, with whose appearance 

there is associated this glorious prospect of every friend of his, that he will 

use the power God has given him to recall them from the oblivion of the 

grave, or transform them from their physical weakness to an immortal state 

identical with His own, and associate them with Himself, with every 

circumstance of honour and renown, in the perfect order of things He will 

establish and administer among men in that blessed day of promise, when 

there shall be no more curse, and no more pain and sorrow, and sighing 

shall flee away. 
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Heb. 7:27 and Partial Inspiration 
How the idea of “partial inspiration” effects doctrine can be seen in 

examining Heb. 7:27.  The verse is simply and accurately translated in the 

King James Version this way: 

Heb 7:27  Who needeth not daily, as those high priests, to offer up 

sacrifice, first for his own sins, and then for the people's: for this he 

did once, when he offered up himself. 

 

The verse is easily understood to mean that what the High Priest under the 

Law of Moses did on the Day of Atonement, (which was to offer first for 

his own sins, and then for the peoples, see Lev. 16:11-15,) this Jesus did in 

his great sacrifice on the cross.  He offered first for his own sins, and then 

for the peoples.  This verse had been a stumbling stone for Trinitarians, and 

erring Christadelphians alike.  How can the sinless Jesus, offer for sins, 

they ask?  And unable to harmonize their false theories to the truth of 

Jesus’ sacrifice, that it was first, a condemnation of sin (human nature) in 

the flesh of Jesus, they look for ways to explain away the obvious 

interpretation of this verse.   

 

In his Epistle to the Hebrews, Dr. Westcott examines the various 

suggestions that have been made to explain away the obvious.  Words have 

been arbitrarily added, or the position of commas have changed all to try to 

make the verse say that Jesus did not have to do what the High Priest did, 

which was offer for his own sins, and then for the peoples.   Dr. Westcott 

admits that they are all wrong, and they all these changes do violence to the 

text.  But he concludes this way: 

"It is of course true that for Himself Christ had no need to offer a 

sacrifice in any sense. But perhaps it is better to supply the ideal sense 

of the High-priest's offerings, and so to leave the statement in a 

general form. Whatever the Aaronic high-priest did in symbol as a 

sinful man, that Christ did perfectly as a sinless in His humanity for 

men." ("Epistle to the Hebrews" by Westcott: page 197.) 

 

Dr. Westcott’s conclusion is that the text clearly says that what the High 

Priest did, Jesus did.  And that, of course was to offer first for his own sins 

and then for the people’s.  This does great violence to Dr. Westcott’s 

understanding of Jesus.  But he admits that the text should just be left 

alone.  Now, Dr. Westcott reason this way, because he was a leader in 

developing the idea that the Scriptures are not fully inspired.  Therefore, he 

can leave the verse in full contradiction to his belief in the immaculate 

nature of Christ, admit the verse says Jesus offered for himself:  then say 

we know that Jesus had no need to offer for himself and simply move on.  

This is the real danger to the doctrine that allows a man to decide what part 

of the Bible is inspired, and what part is not. 
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Prophesy and Current Events  

Prove the Bible True 
The Bible itself gives us a challenge for verifying the authenticity of the 

Bible, a challenge made by the prophet Isaiah.  This is the challenge that 

the Bible makes, as regards its own credibility. 

Isa. 41:21 Produce your cause, saith the LORD; bring forth your 

strong reasons, saith the King of Jacob.  Let them bring them forth, 

and shew us what shall happen: let them shew the former things, what 

they be, that we may consider them, and know the latter end of them; 

or declare us things for to come.  Shew the things that are to come 

hereafter, that we may know that ye are gods: yea, do good, or do evil, 

that we may be dismayed, and behold it together 

 

In other words, if the Bible is real, if God is a reality; let it show us what 

will happen in the future, and have those things come to pass, that we will 

know that the Bible is written by God, and God is in control of the events.  

This was actually a challenge that the God of Israel made to Israelites who 

were worshiping other Gods, but we can see that it is a reasonable 

challenge made in any direction.  What could exhibit to us more 

powerfully that God is real, than for Him to exhibit to us, that he is in 

control future events? 

 

And within the last several years, we have had a vivid reminder of just how 

accurate these prophesies of the Bible are.  Think back just a couple of 

years to the Gulf wars of 1991 and 2001.  Were the Gulf Wars prophesied 

in the Scriptures?  No.  They 

weren't.  But there was a part of 

them which was.  Remember 

before the war, the President of 

Iraq, Saddam Hussein, was 

boasting of the strength of Iraq 

on the world scene.  And in his 

braggadocios terms, he boasted 

that he would rebuild Babylon, 

which is now a desolate ruin in 

Iraq.  

 

Now for those of you not 

familiar with ancient history, 

Babylon was the first major 

world empire.  It was 

established by a king named 

Nebuchadnezzar, somewhere 
Figure 1A Painting of what Babylon is thought to 

have looked like 
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around 604 BC. and continued for 66-67 years to 538-537 BC.  And 

Babylon conquered all of the then known civilized world, which included 

all of Israel and Egypt.  The entire period of captivity for Israel was from 

604 BC when Babylon invaded Israel, to 534 BC, when Cyrus the Persian 

freed the Jews and allowed them to return to Israel, exactly 70 years.   This 

was precisely prophesied in the Jewish Scriptures. 

  

Now, Israel suffered terribly under the Babylonians.  Jerusalem was 

burned, the temple built by Solomon was destroyed, and when the siege of 

Jerusalem was complete, those left in the city were carried away in 

captivity to Babylon.  And Babylon is much mentioned by the prophets of 

the Old Testament.  The first serious prophesy concerning Israel's 

relationship came in the days of Hezekiah, who lived about 726 BC or 125 

years before Babylon conquered Jerusalem.  The prophesy was delivered to 

Hezekiah in this manner:   

2 Kings 20:12-18  At that time Berodachbaladan, the son of Baladan, 

king of Babylon, sent letters and a present unto Hezekiah: for he had 

heard that Hezekiah had been sick.  And Hezekiah hearkened unto 

them, and shewed them all the house of his precious things,…  Then 

came Isaiah the prophet unto king Hezekiah, and said unto him, What 

said these men? and from whence came they unto thee? And Hezekiah 

said, They are come from a far country, even from Babylon.  And he 

said, What have they seen in thine house? And Hezekiah answered, 

All the things that are in mine house have they seen: there is nothing 

among my treasures that I have not shewed them.  And Isaiah said 

unto Hezekiah, Hear the word of the LORD.  Behold, the days come, 

that all that is in thine house, and that which thy fathers have laid 

up in store unto this day, shall be carried into Babylon: nothing 

shall be left, saith the LORD.  And of thy sons that shall issue from 

thee, which thou shalt beget, shall they take away; and they shall be 

eunuchs in the palace of the king of Babylon. 

 

Now this prophesy was made because God knew that following the death 

of the righteous king Hezekiah, that wicked kings would rise in his stead, 

and lead the children of Israel away from God.  Now, one of earliest 

promises God made to Israel was this: 

Lev. 26:15-20 And if ye shall despise my statutes, or if your soul 

abhor my judgments, so that ye will not do all my commandments, but 

that ye break my covenant:  I also will do this unto you; I will even 

appoint over you terror, consumption, and the burning ague, that shall 

consume the eyes, and cause sorrow of heart: and ye shall sow your 

seed in vain, for your enemies shall eat it.  And I will set my face 

against you, and ye shall be slain before your enemies: they that hate 

you shall reign over you; and ye shall flee when none pursueth you.  

And if ye will not yet for all this hearken unto me, then I will punish 
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you seven times more for your sins.  And I will break the pride of 

your power; and I will make your heaven as iron, and your earth as 

brass:  And your strength shall be spent in vain: for your land shall not 

yield her increase, neither shall the trees of the land yield their fruits. 

  

So bringing a foreign power against the land of Israel to punish them seven 

times for their sins, was one of the promises that God made that He would 

bring against Israel.  If Israel was disobedient to Divine precepts, then 

Israel would be delivered to the hand of the oppressor.   

 

And that is why Babylon came against Israel.  They were disobedient to the 

law which God had given them.  They rebelled against it.  So now a world 

power rose up (Babylon) who would bring the people to their knees.  In 

fact the very verses we started out with, Isa. 41:21, was delivered to Israel 

as a plea to them to throw away the false Gods which they were going 

after, and return to the God of the Bible. 

 

So that is the Bible's account of why Babylon came against the land of 

Israel.  But as we said, we are considering Bible prophesy in relation to the 

Gulf War, and the actions of Saddam Hussein.  Now Babylon was a 

splendid city, made of large walls and great agricultural projects.  The 

dictionary says that Babylon was a walled city, built on both sides of the 

Euphrates River.  The walls of the city were about 300 feet high, which 

would be equivalent to the tallest building in Austin, TX. and that chariots 

could ride 4 abreast on the top of the walls.  There were 250 separate 

towers on the walls.  There was a bridge inside the city crossing the river, 

which was made of stone, and nearly 3/4 of a mile long, and 30 feet wide.  

Within the walls there were 100 gates, all made of brass.  So this was a 

marvelous structure in the ancient world.  It would be a marvelous 

structure, even by today's standards.  There is nothing in the world today 

which comes near rivaling it. 

 

But a strange thing happened to Babylon.  It disappeared.  Other great 

works from antiquity have survived, but Babylon totally and completely 

disappeared.  It disappeared so completely from history in fact, that, in the 

late 1700s and early 1800s, those people who would find this topic quite 

objectionable, that is, those people who do not believe that the Bible is 

true, these people used to point to the Scripture's account of Babylon as 

proof that the Bible was not true.  They would say, how can the Bible be 

true when it speaks of this tremendous world power Babylon, and yet there 

is no Babylon to be found?  And truly this was a marvelous thing.   

 

Why did Babylon disappear so completely from world history?  It 

disappeared because God, through the Prophet Jeremiah said that it would.  

Babylon was used by God to punish Jerusalem, but Babylon was 
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overzealous in the destruction that it brought, and the torture with which it 

exercised its punishments against Jerusalem.  And for that reason, God 

brought a specific punishment against Babylon.  Jeremiah prophesied thus, 

and this is really important, as this is the part that relates to the recent Gulf 

war. 

JER 50:33-40 Thus saith the LORD of hosts; The children of Israel 

and the children of Judah were oppressed together: and all that took 

them captives held them fast; they refused to let them go.  Their 

Redeemer is strong; the LORD of hosts is his name: he shall 

throughly plead their cause, that he may give rest to the land, and 

disquiet the inhabitants of Babylon…A drought is upon her waters; 

and they shall be dried up: for it is the land of graven images, and they 

are mad upon their idols.  Therefore (now watch this) the wild beasts 

of the desert with the wild beasts of the islands shall dwell there, and 

the owls shall dwell therein: and it shall be no more inhabited for ever; 

neither shall it be dwelt in from generation to generation.  As God 

overthrew Sodom and Gomorrah and the neighbour cities thereof, 

saith the LORD; so shall no man abide there, neither shall any son of 

man dwell therein. 

  

The prophesy 

against 

Babylon, as 

we see in this 

picture of 

modern 

Babylon, was 

one of utter 

destruction.  

The rivers of 

waters would 

be dried up.  

How was that 

possible?  

How was the Euphrates River going to dry up.  In this country, that would 

be like saying that the Mississippi River would dry up.  The inhabitants 

were to be wild beasts of the desert, and owls.  It would no more be 

inhabited.  No man shall abide there, neither shall any of the sons of man 

dwell therein.  And this prophesy was fulfilled so completely, as we said, 

that in the early 1800s, before the art of archeology was developed to the 

degree which it is today; those hostile to the Bible used the complete 

disappearance of Babylon as proof that it never even existed. 

 

But of course, the ruins of Babylon were found in the mid-1800s.  And it 

was exactly as the Bible prophesied.  It was just heaps and mounds.  And 
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the natives who tended flocks in that area had a superstition about going 

there; all of which contributed to fulfilling Bible prophesy. 

 

This all happened just as the Bible said that it would.  The river dried up.  

Now the Euphrates River did not literally dry up, but the river changed its 

course, and diverted away from Babylon, though not on its own.  It moved 

by the work of the second great empire of the world, the Medo-Persian 

Empire, founded by Cyrus about 534 BC.  This was also just as Jeremiah 

the prophet had said it would be: 

Jer 29:10  For thus saith the LORD, That after seventy years be 

accomplished at Babylon I will visit you, and perform my good word 

toward you, in causing you to return to this place. 

  

And that is how long Babylon continued, from 604 BC to 534 BC (and of 

course, dates will vary some according to which historian you read, but all 

will have the reign of Babylon as 70 years) but about 534 BC the second 

great empire, the Medo-Persian empire came into existence.  The ancient 

Greek Herodotus tells us that the way in which the Medes and Persians 

conquered Babylon, was to build giant levies, and divert the Euphrates 

River.  The walls were too thick to knock down, and they were too high to 

climb over.  So Cyrus, the young king of Persia caused the waters of the 

Euphrates to be diverted and the Persians marched into the city through the 

river bed. 

 

And as it turned out, the change in the river's course was permanent, at 

least for a while.  Babylon ended up in the middle of a desolate region, 14 

mile from the Euphrates.  Away from water; (that life's blood which was 

necessary for life in a desolate region), the people who were left after the 

destruction by Cyrus, had no chance to turn Babylon back into a great city.  

Babylon continued a while longer, some say in that exact place; others say 

in a rebuilt region back on the Euphrates; but Babylon continued for a 

while until it finally disappeared as the Bible prophesied it would.  At some 

point in time, the river diverted again back over Babylon, burying much of 

the ancient city under the river. 

 

In 1990, prior to the first Gulf War, King Saddam Hussein longed for the 

days in which Babylon, or the Iraqi people, ruled all the known world, for 

Babylon existed in the territory which today is Iraq.  He began dreams of 

grandeur, and promised to rebuild the city of Babylon.  He had pictures of 

himself taken in similar poses to those found in the ancient ruins of 

Babylon, which showed Nebuchadnezzar in his horse drawn chariots.  His 

mind was clearly set to disprove the Bible prophesy concerning Babylon. 

 

But his insolence and inflexible attitude brought such a destruction to the 

Iraqi people from the western powers, that any such monumental plans 
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today are out of the question.  Rather than rebuild worthless cities, Iraq 

struggles to feed its people.  Instead of a world conquering army, its 

military is destroyed; and rebuilding it seems impossible. 

 

 
 

This is a Billboard found in the ruins of Nineveh, which shows Saddam 

Hussein in a chariot outside the gates of Babylon,  expressing his intent 

to rebuild the ancient city/empire, against the prophesy made against 

it.  
 

God prophesied that Babylon would not be rebuilt.  And Iraq, with all her 

oil wealth, with a tyrant ruler who got just about anything he wanted from 

his people, and who wanted to rebuild Babylon; could not reverse the 

testimony of the Scriptures.  This is how accurate the Bible testimony is.   

 

And more.  Remember how we read earlier that God said that if Israel was 

disobedient, they would be punished 7 times for their sins.  And, the Bible 

tells us that the bringing of the nations against Israel would be because of 

her disbelief.  And this is what happened.  But through it all, the prophets 

knew that God had not permanently cast off Israel, but that this punishment 

was necessary to bring good out of an evil situation.  Nehemiah, 

prophesying during the reign of the Medo-Persians said: 

NE 9:30-31 Yet many years didst thou forbear them, (that is, against 

the people of Israel) and testifiedst against them by thy spirit in thy 

prophets: yet would they not give ear: therefore gavest thou them into 

the hand of the people of the lands.  Nevertheless for thy great 

mercies' sake thou didst not utterly consume them, nor forsake them; 

for thou art a gracious and merciful God. 

  



55 

No, the Jews would not be consumed.  They would be punished.  In fact 

their punishment was quite specific.  They would be punished 7 times for 

their sins.  7 times what?  Well, it’s not 7 times “what,” but rather only 7 

times.   

 

A “time” is a specific prophetic measurement.  A time was one Jewish 

year, made up of 12 30 day months, which is 360 days.  This is where the 

360 degree circle which we all use in mathematics or surveying; this is 

where that comes from.  It comes from the ancient calculations for a year.    

 

Now 7 “times” would be 7 periods of 360, or 2520.  So the punishment that 

Israel was to endure was to be for 2,520 years.  They would remain in 

captivity for 2,520 years.  Is this what happened?  Well, when was the 

nation of Israel freed from its oppressive rulers after its fall to Babylon?  It 

was successively ruled by Babylon, then Persia, then Greece under 

Alexander the great; and then Rome for 100s of years.  Jesus was born 

while under the Roman control of Israel.  When the Roman influence was 

removed, the Arab or Moslem power took over control of the region.  It 

wasn't until the very end (November) of 1917 when General Allenby 

marched into Jerusalem having defeated the Moslem control, then in the 

form of the Ottoman Turks, that Israel was freed from the desolating 

powers.  How long was this?  Exactly 2520 years. 

 

Oh, there were periods of rebellion, brief periods of several years such as 

the Maccabee rebellion, in 171 BC, and the rebellion from Rome in 70 AD; 

but all these were short lived, unsuccessful, and never freed Israel from the 

bond of its captors.  It was not until the Biblically prophesied period of 

2,520 years had elapsed, that Israel was permitted to be freed from 

captivity. 

 

So when God said through Isaiah:  "shew us what shall happen:” He was 

not making an idle suggestion.  God has shown us exactly what will 

happen, in terms which are unmistakable.  And what we have been 

focusing on here, while by itself, enough to prove the Bible true; is not an 

isolated incident.  We could go on with similar examples.  Egypt was told 

at one point that she would never again have a king, and she never has.  

The world was told that there would never be another worldwide empire 

after Rome (except the one to be established by Jesus Christ) and there 

never has been, though Napoleon, Hitler, and a host of others have tried.  

The list of fulfilled Bible prophesies goes on and on. 

 

Hab 2:3  For the vision is yet for an appointed time, but at the end it shall 

speak, and not lie: though it tarry, wait for it; because it will surely come, 

it will not tarry.  
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Jeremiah’s 70 Years  
One of the reasons the theory of partial inspiration became so popular in 

the mid-1800s was that the poor state of archeology.  Archaeologists gave 

historians improper dates, which made history appear to contradict the 

Bible.  Such was the case with the dating of the end of the Babylonian 

kings, and the decree from Cyrus to rebuild Jerusalem. Nineteenth century 

archeologists dated the start of Jeremiah’s 70 years somewhere between 

612 and 610 BC, while Cyrus’ decree was dated around 542 BC.  Today, 

both of these dates are known to be quite wrong, and the modern dates 

harmonize perfectly with the Bible. 

 

It was argued by sceptics that history proved the Bible wrong, as these two 

seventy year periods, couldn’t actually be 70 years, nor could one 70 year 

period, fit the historical narrative.  The reign of Babylonian kings ended at 

least three years before Cyrus made his decree to return to Israel. 

 

With further research, it became clear that it was all quite easy to 

harmonize.  There are actually two prophesies made in Jeremiah 

concerning 70 years.  One, in chapter 25 deals with Babylon’s king being 

destroyed after 70 years.  The other prophesy in Jer. 29:10, prophesied the 

ending the 70 years of the captivity of Israel. 

 

It would be rue that these prophesies must conflict, if they are thought to be 

the same 70 year period.  But it works perfectly if we consider them 

different periods.  This is how these things are harmonized?  The first 

question we must ask is when did the kings of Babylon begin to rule?  The 

Battle of Nineveh, where Babylon, in conjunction with the Medes, defeated 

the Assyrians in their home city of Nineveh, was in 612 BC.  This was the 

beginning of the Babylonian Empire.  (Some of you will recognize this as 

bro. Thomas’ date for the beginning of the 70 years.)  History says they 

were three years in finishing the destruction of Nineveh, which takes us to 

609 BC.  This, I suggest, is the correct date for the start of the 70 years of 

glory to the Babylonian kings, with the standing up of the first great 

Babylonian king, Nabopolassar, who was Nebuchadnezzar’s father.   

 

In 606 BC, Egypt and the remnant of Assyria worked together to hand 

Nabopolassar a defeat at Carchemish, which is mightily avenged the 

following year, 605 BC, by Nebuchadnezzar utterly destroying what’s left 

of Assyria, and crushing Egypt.  In 604 BC, Babylon takes control of 

Israel, for the start of Israel’s 70 years, in the fourth year of Jehoiakim. 

 

Babylon then reigns supreme invading Israel twice more, culminating in 

the destruction of the Temple.  Babylon reign is unquestioned for 64 years 

till 540 BC, when Cyrus, who was fighting in Armenia, realized the 
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weakened state of Babylon and advanced against her.  In 539 BC, Cyrus 

met and defeated the Babylonian Army led by its transient King Nebonidus 

at Opis.  Nebonidus is captured, but his fate is not mentioned in history. 

Considering the hatred Cyrus spewed against him before the battle, for his 

failure to adequately worship Marduk the Sun god, it is unlikely he would 

have let him live past his capture.  This would be exactly 70 years, from 

the standing up of Nabopolassar to the death of Nebonidus.   

 

History is quite uniform in recording that this battle, while defeating the 

Babylonian army, did not deliver the city of Babylon to Cyrus, as it was 

too well built and defended.  History records that Cyrus then dug channels 

to divert the Euphrates River, and entered the city under the river gates.  

Some historians suggest this was a matter of months, with the fall of 

Babylon in June of 539 BC, others argue it took a year with the fall in 

March 538 BC, but the ancient Greek historian Herodotus says Cyrus was 

two years in diverting the river, which would take us to 537 BC for the 

conquering of Babylon.  This would bring the end of Belshazzar, who was 

the last living Babylonian king, coming “after” 70 years (by 1 to 2 years) 

as the prophesy states. 

 

Following his victory, Cyrus does not stay in Babylon.  Rather he returns 

to Armenia to pick up the war he had left a few years earlier.  He leaves 

Darius the Mede in charge of the city for two years, as recorded in Daniel.  

If this was two years from Herodotus’ dates, Darius would reign from 537 

BC to 535 BC.  At that time, Cyrus returned to Babylon and claimed his 

kingdom. This 535 BC date we have reached from comparing the work of 

various historians, is the same date given us by the ancient historian (and 

Alexander’s General) Ptolemy Soter, who was writing in the third century 

BC, and who dated the start of Cyrus’ rule to 535 BC.  (Obviously, Soter 

didn’t give us the date of 535 BC, as there was no such thing as BC, but 

those who study his work say that his date for the first year of Cyrus would 

correspond to our 535 BC.)   

 

Now the Bible says that Cyrus’ decree came in the first year of his reign, 

while Cyrus himself records that the decree was in his second year.  

Probably, this simply represents different calendars.  Some ancient 

calendars began with the first day of spring, others with the first day of fall.  

But in the case of the Persian point of view, Cyrus’ second year would date 

the decree at 534 BC, exactly 70 years after Nebuchadnezzar’s first 

invasion into Israel in 604 BC. 

 

The Bible’s history is perfect.  Man’s reading of the evidence left to us in 

history is flawed, (maybe by Divine intent, to catch the wise of this world 

in their own conceit) and can’t be said to be complete until man figures out 

that his history must match the Holy Scriptures. 
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Thy Word is Truth—                                  

by bro. G. V. Growcott 

IF there is any book in the world that holds the key to life and happiness, it 

is the Bible. If the Bible does not do that, nothing does; and man's case is 

hopeless: an animal existence; an animal end. 

The Bible makes tremendous claims: divine inspiration; infallibility; 

revelation of man's origin and all his meaningful history, of the purpose of 

his existence, of his eternal future for good or ill, according as he submits 

without question and obeys without reservation the asserted universal 

authority of this Book. 

The Bible is a purifying Book. It is a comforting, uplifting, inspiring Book. 

No one who truly studies and believes and obeys it could possibly be ever 

depressed or unhappy or dissatisfied or anxious about anything. It is the 

complete cure for all mental disharmonies: these are of sin and the flesh. 

Compared to it, all other supposed sources of relief and guidance are 

broken crutches and empty cisterns. 

When we observe how the great churches of our day have cast aside the 

Bible as the divine, infallible guide to belief and conduct, and what a 

sordid, immoral mess they have sunk into as a consequence, we are more 

than ever impressed with the vital necessity of the pure Word of God as an 

absolute authority to keep man from sinking to the lowest bestiality and 

folly, as we see all around us today. 

The Bible, prayerfully and consistently studied and obeyed, makes anyone 

better, wiser, and happier. It changes him from a dying, animal creature of 

the passing present, to a living, spiritually-minded child of God, related to 

the eternal future. 

The strongest proof of the Bible's divinity is the personal experience of its 

light and power and wisdom and unassailable joy. It is truly a light shining 

in a dark place, and the more we prayerfully devote ourselves to it, the 

more irresistibly this will be impressed upon us. 

The Bible is the only sound, dependable, unchanging thing in an unsound, 

undependable, and ever-changing world. 

We must go to the Bible for ourselves. And we must be prepared to give 

much prayerful time and effort to the endeavor. It must be the major—the 

only real and deep—interest of our life. 
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The Bible means what it says, subject to the ordinary common-sense rules 

of language. The only special equipment we need to understand it is a deep 

love of God and a humble, teachable heart. 

Truly it contains symbols, and mysteries, and figures of speech. But the 

vast bulk of it—especially the commands concerning our actions and 

conduct and transformation of character from animal to spiritual—is very 

plain and clear: painfully plain and clear. 

The principal requirement to the understanding of any one part is a 

familiarity with the whole. If we are not prepared to take the time and 

make the effort to read and study it all, then we have little hope of properly 

understanding any of it, for mainly its explanation and unfolding comes 

from itself, with loving familiarity.  

The literal and simple part must be accepted and obeyed. THEN the 

symbolic and deeper parts will gradually open up, in complete harmony 

with the literal. There is no other way to the knowledge that gives life. God 

is certainly not going to reveal His deeper things to those who refuse or 

neglect to obey His elementary commands. 

The Bible claims to give a complete and authoritative answer to man's 

origin and destiny. It claims to speak of an eternal future condition of 

unalloyed joy, and how man can attain it. It claims to speak with absolute 

authority. It demands absolute obedience by all. Over 2000 times it 

declares: "THUS SAITH THE LORD!" 

No one need waste his time on the Bible who is not sincerely prepared to 

submit unreservedly to what he finds, and follow wherever it leads. God 

has no time or place for fools who merely want to play with the idea of 

salvation as an amusing hobby, while clinging to the things of the world. 

The Bible is one book, one inseparable unity. No one can possibly 

understand the New Testament who rejects or neglects the Old, or who 

thinks the Old has served its purpose and need not be studied. 

Christ and the apostles constantly referred to the Old Testament as an 

infallible divine authority. The New Testament speaks with commendation 

of some who, hearing Paul preach the Gospel of salvation, examined the 

Old Testament to see if what he was saying was true (Acts17). Jesus said 

that if men did not believe what Moses wrote, they could not believe him 

(John 5:47). When Paul said that the Scriptures were able to "make wise 

unto salvation" (2 Tim.3:15), he was speaking of the Old Testament. He 

said that he preached (Acts 26:22)— 
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"None other things than those the Prophets and Moses did say should 

come." ---GVG 

Hints for Bible Markers                             
The Psalms 9:14 

“That I may show forth all thy praise in the gates of the daughter of Zion: I 

will rejoice in thy salvation.” 

In this verse we are given the reason why God liftest up Christ “from the 

gates of death”. As Solomon proclaimed in Ecclesiastes (9:5) “For the 

living know that they shall die: but the dead know not any thing,”. 

Brother Thomas states in Eureka: An Exposition of the 

Apocalypse, (2 ed., 1869, Vol. 1 page 47), “He testifies that when the time 

of this deliverance shall arrive, the Daughter of Zion (which is constituted 

of the twelve tribes of Israel, and the Saints) shall arise and thresh with 

horn of iron and hoof of brass, and beat in pieces many people, whose spoil 

shall be consecrated to Jehovah the Judge of Israel”.  And also wrote, 

“Jesus taught, “the Son of man will sit upon the throne of his glory;” or, as 

Isaiah expresses it in ch. 24:23, “Then the moon shall be confounded, and 

the sun ashamed, when Yahweh of armies shall reign on Mount Zion, and 

in Jerusalem; and in the presence of his Ancients (there shall be) glory.” 

“And in this mountain, Yahweh of armies shall make unto all the peoples a 

feast of fat things. And he will destroy in this mountain the face of the 

covering cast over all the peoples, and the veil that is spread over all the 

nations. And he will swallow up death in victory; and Adonai Yahweh will 

wipe away tears from off all faces; and the rebuke of his people shall he 

take away from off all the earth”—25:6–8. 

Such is the work to be accomplished when he comes with the 

clouds; a work which will constitute Zion a saved city, and the worker her 

salvation; hence the prophet speaks on this wise: “Say ye to the Daughter 

of Zion, Behold, thy salvation cometh; behold, his reward is with him, and 

his work before him”—ch. 62:11.” (ibid, pg. 136).  

We long for and impatiently wait for that day when Christ shall 

return to bring about that long-awaited time when this age of Gentile rule 

shall be brought to destruction and ground into powder. That day “When 

the Son of man shall come in his glory, and all the holy angels with him, 

then shall he sit upon the throne of his glory:” (Matthew 25:31). 

Continued next month should the Lord will! 


