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Reflect prayerfully. The greatest prayer ever prayed by
man in connection with the Scriptures is the 119th Psalm.
Study this psalm carefully to learn how to reflect prayer-
fully on the Word.

Within that awful volume lies

The mystery of mysteries!

Happiest they of human race,

To whom God has granted grace

To read, to fear, to hope, to pray,

To lift the latch, and force the way;
And better that they’d ne’er been born,
Who read to doubt, or read to scorn.21

Reflect patiently. The phrase “wait on the Lord” can

- be applied to meditation. Reflection requires time and con-

centration, and the good Bible student will give both. The

call to reflection in Bible reading is expressed in Samuel’s

plain words to Saul, “Stand thou still a while, that I may
show thee the word of God.”22

3. Recording.

Unless you are gifted with a photographic memory, it
is impossible for you to retain for very long all the things
you see in a productive study of a Biblical passage. This
is because the Bible contains so much, and because there
is a divine activity of ever-intensifying illumination going
on in your mind as you meditate on this Word. JOT IT
DOWN!! Jot it down on a piece of paper, and also in the
margins of your Bible. Underline words and phrases that
strike fire in your soul. Record yqur observations as you
see them, and your mind will be released to look for more.
Not only does recording provide a permanent record of
what has been observed in Bible study; it also initiates

~other lines of inquiry.

21, Sir Walter Scott.
22, 1 Samuel 9:27.
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Here are some suggested things to record:
1. What is the main point of this passage?

2. What do other portions of the Bible say that relales
to some of these truths? A Bible with cross-reference and
a concordance will help here.

3. What in the passage is difficult to understand, and
what problems, if any, appear? Additional reading may
provide the answer. Reference to commentaries or other
outside helps will aid you in a more complete analytical
study.

4. How does this apply in my own life? There are two
kinds of applications involving me: manward (my fellow-
man and I) and Godward (God and I).

4. Response.

We are to practice what we read and reflect upon. This
is the will in action. Let us consider three major responses
which God looks for in our hearts whenever we read the
Bible.

Responding with confession. Whenever we read the
Bible, it should always be with a heart that acknowledges
its sin, and confesses it to God. Then the channel is cleared
for further communication with God, and the blessings of
Bible reading begin to accrue.

Responding tn faith. Faith involves every part of our
Christian life, including our Bible reading. If we do not
read the Bible believingly, we lose out utterly. “For unto
us was the gospel preached, as well as unto them: but the
word preached did not profit them, not being mixed with
faith in them that heard it.”’23

23. Hebrews 4:2.
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Responding by obedience. When we obey God’s word,
we are demonstrating where our faith rests and how strong
it is. We may not always understand God’s ways, but we
must always walk in His steps.

NOTE: When you read the Bible, always be sure you
are really reading it.

(1) Alert your eyes to see (Reading).

(2) Stir up your mind to consider (Reflection).
(8) Write down your observations (Recording).
(4) Practice what you read (Response).

THE BIBLE — TOOLS NEEDED TO INTERPRET IT

Understanding the Bible is a job. You do not inherit
understanding, nor is it given you, nor does God cast a
magical spell over you. It takes study. Study, among
other things which we could list, takes tools. It seems fit-
ting then, here at this point, for us to look at some practical
tools every student of God’s word should have.

A Bible.

The first need is a Bible, but not just any Bible. I have
approximately fifteen different Bibles in my library. Many
may be convenient to carry, pretty to look at, expensive
to buy, but not suited for study. Secure a bold, clear print
Bible, one that is easy to use and inviting to read. Too
many cause fatigue and eyestrain just to read, not to men-
tion study. The type should be large enough for marking,
and there should be margins for notes. A stiff board cover
is recommended, with heavy paper pages.

A Bible Concordance.

A concordance is the interpreter’s best friend. The con-
cordance lists each occurrence of a word in the Bible and
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gives the passage in which it can be found. It should be
complete, giving every occurrence. It should be analytical,
not only giving the English word, but telling which Greek
or Hebrew word lies behind the English. There are only
two with these qualities (though others claim to do so):
Young’s Analytical?* and Strong’s.zs For the reader of
Greek, Moulton and A. S. Geden’s?® is the most complete,
listing each Greek word and printing the pertinent phrase
in Greek. For the student who knows little Greek, The
Englishman’s Greek Concordance? lists the Greek words
alphabetically and gives the English pronunciation. The
passages where they are are printed in English with the
translation of the Greek word italicized.

1. A concordance will help in the study of word meaning.
By use of the concordance one may find each occurrence
of a word in the Bible and by study of the context come
to know the meaning that the word had in the day of its use.

2. A concordance may help to enrich our understanding
of a word. By studying other occurrences of a word, one
may come to an idea of the intensity of meaning in a word.
For instance, Paul says “The love of Christ constraineth
us.”28 From a dictionary, we learn that “constrain (su-
necho) mean “to drive or impel.” How intense the drive
is can be discovered by consulting other New Testament
passages in which the Greek word is found.2®

24. Robert Young, Analytical Concordance to the Bible (rev. ed.),
1902.

25. James Strong, Exhaustive Concordance of the Bible, 1894.

26. W. F, Moulton and A. S. Geden, A Concordance to the Greek New
Testament (3rd ed.), 1926.

27. Compiled by G. V. Wilgram (1839).

28. 2 Corinthians 5:14.

29, Cf. Luke 4:38; 8:45; 12:50; 19:43; 22:63.
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3. A concordance will help us to determine the shades
of distinction in Greek synonyms that are translated by the
same English word. Compare two words for “another” in
John 14:16 and Galatians 1:6-7.

4. A concordance helps to compare the ways in which
different authors use the same words. Compare “works’
as used by James and Paul.

5. A concordance helps to study the distinctive truths of
any particular book of the New Testament or to gather
material for the study of a particular teaching. By con-
sulting the various passages where Paul uses the term
“Grace” we find that, for him, grace has the basic meaning
of divine favor bestowed upon one who is unworthy of it.

6. A concordance helps us to gather material for the
study of a character in the New Testament.

7. A concordance helps us to locate a passage that we
want to use.

Dictionaries and Lexicons.

There are three types of dictionaries and lexicons that
the interpreter will need.

1. A Good dictionary of the English language. Webster’s
Unabridged is of course the best available. It will be of
value in giving: the proper pronunciation of words, the
etymology of words, the shades of meaning for the same
word, the synonyms of various words.

2. Several lexicons or dictionaries of the Greek New
Testament. Thayer or Arnt-Gingrich are fine for those
who know a little Greek. W. E. Vine or Bullinger are the
best for those who read no Greek.

3. A Good Bible Dictionary or Encyclopedia. The In-
ternational Standard Bible Encyclopedia is still, in my esti-
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mation, the very best. The value of this tool is great. One
can find the proper pronunciation of Biblical names in these
dictionaries. They have convenient summaries of scholarly
opinion on Biblical and related subjects. Bible dictionaries
and encyclopedias furnish considerable illustrative material
and information for the illumination of the Biblical ma-
terial.

Atlases and Geographies.

Some knowledge of geography is essential to an under-
standing of the Bible. Let’s look at some examples.

The Gnostic type of heresy that attacked the Christian
religion was largely restricted to Asia Minor. Geography
helps us to explain why. Asia Minor is in the Near East.
The mystical ideas of Eastern religions readily found root
there. It was to be expected that the churches would be
infiltrated by this kind of heresy; it would have been un-
natural for the same type of error to have found root in
other parts of the Roman Empire.

Why did it take the Romans so long to take Jerusalem?
The geographical situation of the city made it difficult to
conquer, even by superior military force. These and many
other questions can be answered by the interpreter only if
he has some geographical knowledge of Bible lands.

Several Modern Language Bibles.

Those who do not read the original language will be able
to see shades and depths of meaning by comparing several
such versions. One word of caution: these translations
are often the work of one person and therefore subject to
his bias. Also, it must be remembered that some transla-
tions are so “free” that they practically become commen-
taries.
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Commentaries.

Of writing commentaries there is no end. The discovery
of the best commentaries is a needful task for the inter-
preter. A good commentary can give us help in many
areas of interpretation. Things that can be expected from
the use of Commentaries:

1. Help in determining the true text of a passage.

2. Help in understanding the meaning of the grammati-
cal construction.

3. Help in understanding the meaning of words in their
context.

4. Help in understanding the historical connection of the
author and his work with the Christian movement.

5. A summary of the wisdom of the ages in the com-
ments by former commentators on the verse being studied.

6. An honest presentation of the live options of interpre-
tation for the verse being studied.

7. The commentators own conclusion and the reasons for
it.

How to use commentaries. Always use at least two. If
a person, especially the beginning student, makes use of

only one commentary, he is likely to lean too much on the
opinion of the commentator.

Read the text first and make an effort at interpretation
before consulting the commentaries. Otherwise, one is
likely to substitute the reading of the commentary for the
reading of the Bible itself.

Respect but suspect the commentator. He is human; his
own prejudices have entered into his interpretation. No
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commentary is infallible and no commentator can answer
to God for the interpretation you make of the Scripture.

Use commentaries that are written from a theolqgical
viewpoint different from your own. The point is that the
challenge will cause us to reexamine our interpretation.

Time For Study.

You will never find time to really study the Bible — you
will have to take time. You will have to arrange for your
study time, plan on it, hold to it, and exclude lesser things
that hinder. Select the time when you are physically and

mentally alert. Make a schedule. Then resolutely hold to
it. This is good stewardship. '

A Place To Study.

The room, the desk, the chair, the lighting, an atmosphere
that aids concentration, and privacy to prevent distractions
are not to be overlooked. There is merit in having a par-
ticular place to study the Bible.

A Plan of Study.

Never let your study be aimless. Study Books of the
Bible verse by verse. Study persons of the Bible, doctrines,
prophecies, promises, types, narratives, parables, miracles,
word studies. Change your plan from time to time.

Good Study Habits. ' h -
Many of our school systems are including this in the

required studies for young people. May we suggest four
simple study habits that will help a student of the Bible.

1. Read Correctly. There are a number of skills that
should be involved as your proceed. They are asking, com-
paring, contrasting, exploring, concentrating, rereading,
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orientating, analyzing, memorizing, defining, and conclud-
ing.

2. Marking and making signs in the Bible. The value
of seeing the truth is never to be underestimated.

3. Making notes and outlines has a way of helping the
student understand and retain what he understands.

4. Self-recitation. Some professional educators claim
that learning is at its best when much time is spent in
reciting to oneself. It makes learning more thorough,
causes the understanding to be clearer, and increases in-
terest in the whole subject.

An Alert Mind.

Let’s congider the high privilege we have of understand-
ing the Bible., Let’s list some of the many blessings await-
ing our effort.

THE BIBLE — RULES OF INTERPRETATION

No two Bible students are exactly alike mentally — just
as no two people have identical physical features. There
are peculiarities, variations in powers of logic, memory,
strength, weakness, ete. So in the wake of a common sense
method of approaching the Word, there must also be em-
ployed common sense rules to discipline the inquiring mind.

1. Every passage has but one meaning.

Ordinarily a passage of Scripture has but one meaning.
In any letter, discourse, book, or conversation in ordinary
communication this is true, unless the author is seeking
to mislead or confuse the reader, or conceal ignorance, We
expect a writer to mean what he says, no more and no less.
There are exceptions to this rule that in no way contradict
it. Sometimes a prophecy was given that had an immediate
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meaning as well as a remote meaning — more than one
fulfillment. The earlier served as a pledge for the latter.

2. The most simple and obvious meaning of any passage is
usually the correct one.

If we come to a passage that is interpreted in two or
more ways, isn’t the simplest one most apt to be what the
Lord intended. What keeps “water” from simply meaning
“water’ 730

3. Always allow an euthor’s own explanation of o passage
to stand, as over against any other explanation.

It is a self-evident fact that a person has a right to
explain the way in which he is using an expression. He
surely knows what he means better than anyone else does.

4. Always interpret a passage in harmony with the context.

By context we mean the entire section of written thought
in which the passage is found. It includes that which
immediately precedes and follows and all parts properly
connected to it. It may be a paragraph, a chapter, a large
section, or the entire writing.3

5. An interpretation of a passage should always conform
to the environment of the author.

When a writer recorded the words of the Bible, even
though the Holy Spirit gave him the message and the
words, He did so by drawing upon the customs of the day,
the opinions of his time, and the nature of his own per-
sonality. That’s why the books of the Bible have different
styles of writing and use various expressions and examples,
all the while revealing only what the Lord intended.

30. Cf. John 3:1-13.
31. For an example see John 9:3 in its context.
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6. Each passage must be interpreted in harmony with all
others.

This is the normal law of consistency in truth — truth
must harmonize with truth.s?

7. Not only is there a harmony between passages, but one
passage will often explain another passage.

Do not be disturbed over a difficult verse (or verses),
but plod along in your study. Many times another passage
will shed light on the obscure passage and bring forth a
sudden flood of understanding. Make sure your compari-
sons are relative.

8. A passage must be interpreted in harmony with any
idioms it contains.

An idiom is an expression peculiar to the original lan-
guage of the Bible. A kind of idiom is found in the “love
and hate” expressions. When we read “Esau I hated but
Jacob I loved,”® it does not mean the contrast of opposites,
as the words literally indicate, but it merely denotes a
comparison of one being loved more than the other.

9. For a full understanding of the Bible, all passages on
any given subject must be studied.

Truth has many sides. No one should draw a general
conclusion on any Bible subject until all passages concern-
ing it have been collected, considered, and compared. Com-
pare the Great Commission as Given and executed.

10. Observe the proper balance of Scriptural truth.
Many false doctrines have arisen because some passages
- have been exaggerated or overemphasized, while others

32. For example see Romans 3:28 and James 2:24.
33. Malachi 1:2-3.
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have been slighted. Let the honest student be most careful,
weighing out his conclusions so he will be sure to balance
the truth as God wills it.

11. Let plain passages determine difficult passages.

For instance, do you find it difficult to grasp what Jesus
meant by the expression “born again”?4 Then get out
your concordance and examine each passage in the New
Testament on the subject of “birth”, “begotten”, “conver-
sion”, and “salvation.”

12. Rightly divide the book, the dispensations, the cove-
nants, and the settings.

We must be able to distinguish the kind of literature
being used, what covenant is being discussed and be able
to answer such questions as ‘“Who?’ — “To Whom?’ —
“About Whom?’ — “When?’ — “Where?”’ — “What are
the circumstances?”

13. Rightly divide the language.

We need to determine whether the language is literal
or figurative.

14. Know the meaning of words and sentences.

Word meaning is determined by definition and usage.
Sentence meaning is determined by sentence structure and
context.

15. Know the limit of divine revelation.

We need to realize that the Bible is God’s revelation of
His plan for fallen man to recover the presence of God.
The written word is the only revelation of God we have
today.3®

34. John 3:3-6.
35. Deuteronomy 29:29; Jude 3; 2 Peter 1:3-4.
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This study has been an introduction to the study of
God’s Wonderful Book. The student of the Bible has en-
tered into a life-long study which will blossom into eternal
praise before God’s throne. “And now I commend you to
God and the Word of His grace, which is able to build
you up and give you an. inheritance with the saints in light.”

QUESTIONS

1. Can you think of more ways in which the Bible is without peer?

2. Discuss various views on inspiration as they would effect Bible
study.

3. Give some examples, in and out of the Bible, that illustrate the
power of the Bible,

. What relationships does trust in God have to Bible Study?
. How would disobedience hinder a correct understanding?
. What four things are involved in correct reading? Discuss.

. What are the benefits of correct usage of a good concordance?

Discuss proper and improper usage of commentaries.

© 00 3 & ;o

. Why is a knowledge of Bible Geography important?

10. In some English hand-book, find and list all the types of figurative
language.

11. List several examples from the Bible of figurative language.

12. How can I be sure the Bible is the Word of God?
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OUTLINE

INTRODUCTION:

1. Bible is a book that can be understood.

2. Person of average intelligence can read the Bible under-
standingly.

3. There are difficult passages.

I. DIFFICULTIES WHICH ARE NOT SCRIPTURAL.

1. The Bible does not supply all information.
2. Who was Cain’s wife?

II. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE TO
UNDERSTAND WORDS.

— 221 —
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1. English dictionary.
2. Another translation.

III. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE TO
DETERMINE THE SPEAKER.
1. In the book of Job.
2. In the book of Ecclesiastes.

IV. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE TO
CONSIDER THE CONTEXT.
1. Eat the flesh of the Son of man.
2. Justification by faith.
3. Sin unto death...not unto death.

V. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE TO
CONSIDER OTHER PASSAGES,

1. Paul participated in the rites of purification.
2. Paul or the Lord gives a command?
3. The ethic of non-resistance.

VI. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FIGURES OF SPEECH.

. Metaphor.

. Metonymy.

Synecdoche.

Hyperbole.

. Personification.

Anthropomorphism,

. Apocalyptic imagery.

. Not essential to understand all the details.

VII. DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM INSUFFICIENT
INFORMATION.

1. Baptism for the dead.
2. Man of sin.

CONCLUSION

INTRODUCTION

The Bible, God’s revelation, was written through men
and for men. A casual glance at it will reveal that it is
written in simple style with short, simple words predomi-
nating. The writers give every evidence that they expect
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their readers to understand their writings. “These are
written that ye may believe,” said John.! Paul declared,
“So belief cometh of hearing and hearing by the word of
Christ.”2 Paul also claimed that ‘“the mystery” was given
to him “by revelation,” that he had written regarding this
mystery, and he says, ‘“whereby, when ye read, ye can
perceive my understanding in the mystery of Christ.”s

Paul adjured the Thessalonians “by the Lord that this
epistle be read unto all the brethen.”* Peter exhorted
Christians to “long for the spiritual milk which is without
guile, that ye may grow thereby unto salvation.”® All of
these admonitions are meaningless unless the Bible is @
book that can be understood. Moreover, these passages
indicate that God intended for the Secriptures to be read
and understood by the common people. He gives no indi-
cation that men are to look to the church or to any man
for official interpretation.

The people of Berea are commended in high terms for
the fact that they examined “the scriptures daily, whether
these things were s0.”6 Why search the Secriptures if they
cannot be understood and why would an inspired writer
commend people for doing such a thing unless they have
the ability to understand the Scriptures?

I firmly believe that a person of average intelligence can
read the Bible understandingly. 1 believe that such a per-
son can read the New Testament and learn what God would
have him do. He will not experience any great difficulty

1. John 20:31 (all scripture citations are from the American Stand-
ard Version unless otherwise indicated),

. Romans 10:17

. Ephesians 3:3, 4

. 1 Thessalonians 5:27

. 1 Peter 2:2

. Acts 17:11

D Otk O
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in learning what is wrong and what is right. How to
become a Christian and how to live a Christian life are
matters not veiled in obscurity but are set forth in plain
language.

Of course, the readers must exercise the same good com-
mon sense and observe the same general rules that they
would observe in reading any book understandingly. They
cannot follow a hit, skip, and miss method — reading one
of the Psalms one night, a chapter from Revelation the
next, and a chapter from Exodus the next. A Bible student
cannot expect to come to a clear understanding if he reads
but little and that only occasionally. Reading and under-
standing the Bible require time and effort and one cannot
achieve this understanding unless he is willing to pay the
price in time and effort. But I do believe that a person
who will study seriously and who longs to know the Bible
can do so.

However, it would be foolish to deny that there are difficult
passages in the Bible. Surely no one will deny this fact.
Peter said, concerning Paul’s writings, that there “are
some things hard to be understood” in-them. He also says
that “the ignorant and unsteadfast wrest” these difficult
passages along with other scriptures “unto their own de-
struction.”” This is one reason that Christians should delve
into the difficult passages — they are so often wrested by
the proponents of error. We need to study them in order
to keep others from being led astray by false teachers.

Another reason for studying them is that from such a
study we gain great truths which enrich our lives. It
seems that God purposely hid some great truths beneath
the surface — truths to be discovered by those who hunger
for knowledge and are willing to dig for it. This is true

7. 2 Peter 3:16
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in the world of nature. Many of the beauties of nature
are easily observable but there are great truths in that
world which would never be known except for the sacri-
ficial labors of men and women who were desirous of know-
ing.

Of course, when discussing difficult passages of scripture
we must realize that there are some passages which some
find difficult and other passages which others find difficult.
We could not hope to discuss every passage which is thought
to be difficult by someone. However, we shall set forth
several categories from which difficulties arise and in which
almost any difficult passage could be placed.

DIFFICULTIES WHICH ARE NOT SCRIPTURAL

What many people imagine to be difficulties about the
Bible are actually not to be classed as such for they are
matters with which the Bible does not deal. There are
many things we could wish to know and which we do not
know; but our ignorance on such matters is not due to any
particular Bible passage which is difficult. It is due to the
fact that the Bible nowhere supplies the information.

How old is the universe? How long has man been on
the earth? Who was Cain’s wife? How did Noah get the
animals into the ark? How did the various races of people
begin? The Bible nowhere answers these questions. It is
in order for us to set forth the various possibilities, es-
pecially when answering the questions of our young people.
We can show how various events may have occurred and
that there is no need for their giving up their faith over
these matters. In fact, there are times when the faith of
a young person may be saved by someone’s pointing out
to him that the Bible makes no certain declarations on
some of these matters.
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DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE
TO UNDERSTAND WORDS

Quite often a student finds a passage difficult simply be-
cause he does not understand what it says. Paul says that
certain Jews ‘“dissembled” with Peter at Antioch.® One
who does not know the meaning of the word ‘“dissemble”
cannot possibly understand this passage and it can be dis-
covered that many people do not know its meaning by
raising the question in an average Bible class.

At this point an English dictionary will come to the
rescue. The word means “to hide under a false semblance;
to feign; disguise; to make pretense of.” So, the Jews at
Antioch practiced hypocrisy. The same passage in the
King James Version says that “even Barnabas was carried
away with their dissimulation.” Here is the noun form of
the word. It means hypocrisy. In the light of this, Paul’s
admonition to “let love be without dissimulation” (KJV)
becomes quite meaningful. The ASV has, “Let love be
without hypocrisy.”?

There are numerous instances in which another transla-
tion can become quite helpful. I love the King James Ver-
sion and make much use of it. There are some respects
in which it is unsurpassed. But I find many cases, es-
pecially among young people, in which the English of the
seventeenth century is not understood.

Some examples of such language in the King James
Version are: “strain at a gnat”;® “no man putteth new
wine into old bottles”;1! “we fetched a compass”;2 “often-

8. Galatians 2:13
9. Romans 12:9
10. Matthew 23:24
11. Mark 2:22
12, Acts 28:13
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times I purposed to come unto you, (but was let hither-
to)”;18 “his soul was not left in hell”;1¢ “intending after
Easter to bring him forth to the people”;® “wist not’;1¢
“we wot not.”!” Instances such as these could be multiplied
but these will suffice to illustrate the point.

Ask any high school student to tell you the meaning of
the above statements and you will usually find him unable
to do so. Consulting a more recent translation will clarify
these passages and they will thus become understandable.
All of us can benefit immeasurably from this practice.

Some versions, if used at all, must be used with extreme
caution. But we will find that even with passages whose
general thrust we understand the meaning will become
increasingly more evident if we consult other standard
versions. In fact, by consulting several versions one can
obtain a fairly good commentary on almost any passage
of scripture.

DIFFICULTIES ARISING BY FAILURE
TO DETERMINE THE SPEAKER

The entire Bible, from Genesis to Revelation, is the in-
spired word of God. But let us understand what we mean
by this. We mean that the writers who penned these books
were inspired so that every word they wrote is the product
of inspiration. They quote the statements of many who
were not inspired. A generally recognized rule of her- .
meneutics is that we must ascertain who is speaking. The
Bible records the words of good men, of evil men, of in-

13. Romans 1:13
14. Acts 2:31
15. Acts 12:4
16. Acts 12:9
17. Acts 7:40
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spired men, of uninspired men, and statements even of the
devil himself.

The fact that they said these things is true and the books
which record their statements are inspired books. But this
does not necessarily mean that what the various ones said
is true. It might be or it might not be. “Ye shall not
surely die” was not a true statement.!’®* These are the words
of the devil.. “Renounce God and die” is not good advice.1®
This was advice given by Job’s wife, surely not a woman
speaking by inspiration.

There is a need for the application of the rule we are
now studying in large sections of the book of Job. Were
the three friends who came from various places to comfort
Job speaking by inspiration? Notice the number of chap-
ters devoted to their speeches — speeches in which they
offer various suggestions as to why Job was suffering and
in which they give advice to Job. These are not to be
regarded as inspired speeches, though the book of Job is
an inspired record of them. A recognition of this fact will
help us over many difficult places as we study this great
book.

Those who call themselves “Jehovah’s Witnesses” are
quite adept in quoting passages from portions of scriptures
such as these. They quote, “For the living know that they
shall die, but the dead know not anything.”2® Another
they quote is: “For that which befalleth the sons of men
befalleth beasts; even one thing befalleth them: as the one
dieth, so dieth the other...all go unto one place.’2!

18. Genesis 3:4

19. Job 2:9

20. Ecclesiastes 9:5

21, Ecclesiastes 8:19, 20
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But as one reads the book of Ecclesiastes he should be-
come aware of the fact that all of Solomon’s soliloquies as
he experienced this and that and as he sought for the
highest good are not to be taken as inspired statements.
They are his own probings and reasonings as he thought
of life and sought for its true meaning. We must ascertain
who the speaker is and also the circumstances under which
he speaks.

DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE
TO CONSIDER THE CONTEXT

Another rule of Bible study that is widely recognized as
a necessity is that which says a passage must be under-
stood in the light of its context. The context may be only
a few verses, an entire chapter, several chapters, or an
entire book.

A statement of Jesus that has often been misunderstood
is this: “Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of man and
drink his blood, ye have not life in yourselves.”22 In the
verse following Jesus says, “He that eateth my flesh and
drinketh my blood hath eternal life; and I will raise him
up at the last day.”?® In the immediate context Jesus
speaks of himself as “the bread which came down out of
heaven,” and says, “he that eateth this bread shall live for
ever.”2¢ Moreover, in the immediate context Jesus declares,
“He that believeth hath eternal life.”25

To eat of the bread from heaven is tantamount to eating
the flesh and drinking the blood of the Son of man. More-
over, to partake of Jesus as the bread of life is tantamount
to believing in him. Jesus thus thinks of spiritual life as

22, John 6:53

23. John 6:54

24. John 6:58; cf. vss. 48, 50
25. John 6:47; cf. vs, 40
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resulting from a continual appropriation of him as spiritual
food. An obedient faith is the means by which we appro-
priate Christ to our souls and he thus becomes the food
and the drink which satisfies the hunger and the thirst of
the soul.

The passage has no reference to a literal eating of literal
flesh or a drinking of literal blood as Roman Catholics
claim. In fact, the passage does not have an immediate
application to the Lord’s Supper, even in a spiritual sense.

Paul’s admonition for the women to “keep silence in the
churches” and his affirmation that “it is shameful for a
woman to speak in the church” are clarified by giving at-
tention to the context.26 Paul does not use the word
“church” in the universal sense nor in a geographical sense.
He uses it in the sense of the assembly as other verses in
the chapter indicate.2?

The doctrine of justification by faith only comes from a
failure to understand the comprehensive use of the word
“faith” in a number of passages. Paul told the Philippian
jailor that if he would believe he would be saved.?® A few
verses later we are told that the jailor rejoiced “having
believed in God.”2?®* Between the verse in which he is told
to believe and the verse which says he rejoiced “having
believed,” we can find what it means to believe in the true
sense.

His faith was an obedient faith which surely included
repentance and baptism. In another passage the apostle
affirmed that “ye are all sons of God, through faith, in

26. 1 Corinthians 14:34
27. as verses 19, 23, 28
28. Acts 16:31
29. Acts 16:34
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Christ Jesus.”3® The very next verse begins with “for”
and proceeds to tell how this can be true: “For as many
of you as were baptized into Christ did put on Christ.”3!
The word faith is thus seen to be a “package” word, a
comprehensive term, and this fact is brought out by carefu]
attention to the context.

John’s reference to “sin unto death” and “sin not unto
death” introduces a problem which, it seems to me, is
solved by a study of the context, the context in this case
being the short epistle in which the passages occur. John
contemplates a Christian seeing a brother sinning “not
unto death” and says that the Christian in such case may
pray for this brother. However, the Christian is not to
pray for the one whom he sees sinning unto death.32

The context indicates that John has reference to praying
for the forgiveness of these brethren. In one case God
will grant forgiveness; in the other he will not. In an
earlier passage in the same epistle John has said that all
Christians sin.38 He has also assured us that “if we con-
fess our sin, he is faithful and righteous to forgive us our
sins.”¢ Further, he has said that “if any man sin, we
have an Advocate with the Father, Jesus Christ the right-
eous,’’ss

Therefore, any brother who indicates penitence by con-
fessing his sins and who shows a real desire to turn from
those sins may be forgiven. For this brother other Chris-
tians may pray that he will be forgiven. His sin is not
unto death. But the brother who shows no inclination to

80. Galatians 3:26
81. Galatians 3:27
32. 1 John b:16
38. 1 John 1:8
34. 1 John 1:9
35. 1 John 2:1
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repentance and will not confess his sins — for his forgive-
ness other Christians are not to pray. He is sinning unto
death. Of course, there is a sense in which we may pray
for such a person, but not for his forgiveness.

DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FAILURE
TO CONSIDER OTHER PASSAGES

Analogy of seriptures is another important practice in
Bible study. A number of explanations have been offered
as to why Paul acted as he did in Jerusalem when he par-
ticipated in the rites of purification in the temple, in con-
nection with which certain offerings were made.’® Some
have said that Paul did this, not fully understanding the
things he had written in Galatians and Romans about the
abrogation of the law, that he acted in ignorance. Others
have claimed that nothing can be said for Paul except that
he acted contrary to his own teaching and committed sin
in so doing. There is no indication in the record that either
of these proposed solutions is right. A comparison with
other passages is helpful.

Paul declares that “to the Jews I became as a Jew...I
am become all things to all men, that I might by all means
save some.”?” Of course, Paul did not, in such conduct, act
in a way that would sacrifice a principle. Germane to this
point is the fact that Paul circumcised Timothy “because
of the Jews.”®8 This was Paul's concession to Jewish feel-
ings. He did not feel that he was sacrificing a principle
in practicing a rite that was distinctively Jewish on this
occasion. However, he refused to yield to circumcision for
Titus who was a Greek. He knew that such would be a
repudiation of the “truth of the gospel,” that it would be

86. Acts 21:26
37. 1 Corinthians 9:20-22
38. Acts 16:3
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giving countenance to Judaizers who were seeking to bind
the law upon Gentiles.3?

It seems quite satisfactory to consider Paul’s conduct
in the temple as coming under the same category as his
practicing circumcision for Timothy. There were certain
Jewish vows and connected with them were certain cere-
monial cleansings which involved a type of offering. Paul
considered these as Jewish practices in which he could in-
volve himself and thus have better relations with Jews
without sacrificing a principle. I cannot believe that Paul
would have participated in the activities of the Jewish day
of atonement and animal sacrifices connected therewith.
This would have been something entirely different from
vows and ceremonial rites connected with them.

Paul has some statements in 1 Corinthians 7 which are
often misunderstood. He says, “But unto the married I
give charge, yea not I, but the Lord.”’4 Again, “But to the
rest say I, not the Lord.”41 These statements are taken by
some to mean that Paul, in this chapter, is at times speak-
ing by inspiration and at times not by inspiration. How-
ever, in another passage from the same book he says, “If
any man thinketh himself to be a prophet, or spiritual, let
him take knowledge of the things which I write unto you,
that they are the commandment of the Lord.”42

So, all that Paul writes to the Corinthians is by inspira-
tion. When he attributes something to the Lord and not
to himself he is stating a truth which Jesus had personally
taught during his earthly ministry. When he, Paul, gives
instruction which the Lord had not given during his earthly

39. Galatians 2:3-5

40. 1 Corinthians 7:10

41. 1 Corinthians 7:12

42. 1 Corinthians 14:37
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ministry and which Paul now gives in addition to what
Jesus had said, he says, “I say, not the Lord.” In such a
statement he is not disclaiming inspiration. In fact, in
the very chapter we are discussing Paul says, “Now con-
cerning virgins I have no command of the Lord: but I give
my judgment, as one that hath obtained mercy of the Lord
to be truthworthy.”# This is, in reality, a claim for in-
spiration as Paul gives his own judgment.

Another problem passage involves the ethics of Jesus
~which he set forth in the Sermon on the Mount.4¢ It is an
ethic of acquiescence and non-resistance. The non-resistance
of the passage forbids both verbal and physical retaliation.
The follower of Christ is not to resist an evil-doer; he is
to turn the other cheek to one who strikes him; he is to
give his coat to one who seeks to possess it, and, in addition,
his cloak; he is to go the second mile; he is to give to one
who asks and is not to refuse a loan. I firmly believe that
there is a place in the life of the Christian for the ethic
which Jesus here sets forth — that these are principles
which we are to follow in our day-to-day relations with
our fellowman.

However, to take the ethical teachings in the passage
referred to above and attempt to apply them in every re-
lationship of life results not only in an abiise of the prin-
ciples but also in a neglect of other important passages.
Non-resistance is not to be practiced in our confrontations
with the devil for we are urged to “resist the devil” and
we are promised that if we do so “he will flee from you.”4®
A parent is not passively to take abuse from his child, nor
is he to give his child everything for which he asks. He

43. 1 Corinthians 7:26
44. Matthew 5:38-42
45. James 4:7
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is to discipline, chastise, and nurture his children.®® The
ethic set forth by Jesus is thus not a parental ethic.

Christians are not to sit and watch heretics make havoc
of the church. They are to mark those who cause trouble,
withdraw from disorderly ones, have no company with
them, refuse to eat with certain ones.#” Elders are “convict
the gainsayers.”8 There are those “whose mouths must be
stopped.”#® A ‘“factious” person is to be “refused” after
he has been properly admonished.’® Clearly, the ethic of
the above passage is not an ethic whereby Christians are
to deal with erring, factious, church members.

Again, the ethic of the passage is not to be applied by
the Christian toward criminals who seek to harm him as
can be seen from Paul’s conduct in appealing for police
protection when his life was in jeopardy.’! Nor is the
ethic one to be applied by the police force when dealing
with criminals for they are God’s ministers to take venge-
ance and they bear “not the sword in vain.”s2 It can be
seen, then, that the ethical code given by Jesus is not to
be applied toward all people in all relationships. This fact
is amply borne out by various passages located elsewhere
in the New Testament.

DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM FIGURES
OF SPEECH

The Bible abounds in figurative language and this creates
difficulties for many people. However, the Bible is not

46. Ephesians 6:4; Hebrews 12:9, 10

47. Romans 16:17; 2 Thessalonians 3:6, 14; 1 Corinthians 5:11
48. Titus 1:9

49. Titus 1:11

50. Titus 3:10

b1. Acts 23:17 ff.

52. Romans 13:4
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unique in this for figurative language is found in practically
all writings. A recognition of various figures will solve
many difficulties. We shall not give attention to every
figure of speech but only to those which more frequently
cause misunderstanding.

The metaphor implies a comparison by giving to words
a sense other than their literal meaning. “Judah is a lion’s
whelp,” “Naphtali is a hind let loose,” and “Joseph is a
fruitful bough,” are all metaphors from an Old Testament
passage in which Jacob describes his sons.’® There is an
implied comparison when one person or thing is said to be
something else. In a similar vein Christians are said to be
salt;? Christ says he is the door;% he says he is the vine.5¢
Many other examples of metaphors could be given; the
main point to ascertain is the implied comparison.

Metonymy is the figure of speech in which one word is
put for another and yet there is a connection between the
word and that for which it is used. For example, “Moses
and the prophets” is an expression put for the writings of
Moses and the prophets.’s” When Moses commands the
Israelites to “kill the Passover” he puts the word “Pass-
over” for the paschal lamb.’®8 When Hosea says, “The land
doth commit great whoredom,” he puts the word “land”
for the people.’® The name of a man is sometimes put for
his descendants as in the expression, “Cursed be Canaan;
a servant of servants shall he be unto his brethren.”&
Metonymy is seen in many places and the student should

53. Genesis 49:9, 21, 22
54. Matthew 5:14

65. John 10:7

56. John 15:1

57. Luke 16:29

58. Exodus 12:21

59. Hosea 1:2

60. Genesis 9:25
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always inquire as to whether this figure is found in any
passage he may be studying.

The figure of speech in which the whole is put for a part
or a part is put for the whole is called synecdoche. Jephthah
is said to have been buried in the cities of Gilead.®? One
of the cities is meant and the American Standard Version
has inserted the words “one of” in the sentence. Jesus
said he would be in the grave “three days and three nights”
but actually he was in the grave only a part of that time.®2

Hyperbole is the figure in which exaggeration is used to
impress a truth. Describing the camp of the Midianites
and the Amalekites, the Old Testament writer says, “they
lay along the valley like locusts for multitude; and their
camels were without number, as the sand which is upon
the sea-shore for multitude.”¢® David says that Saul and
Jonathan were swifter than eagles and stronger than
lions.®# The psalmist says, “Every night make I my bed
to swim; I water my couch with my tears.”ss John seems
to employ the figure when he says that he supposes that
the world would not contain the books if all that Jesus did
were written.56

Let us introduce our next figure of speech with some
quotations. ‘“The earth opened its mouth and swallowed
them up.”s” “The sea saw it and fled...the mountains
skipped like rams, the little hills like lambs.””%® “The moun-
tains saw thee and were afraid...the deep uttered its

61. Judges 12:7
62. Matthew 12:40
63. Judges 7:12

64. 2 Samuel 1:23
65. Psalms 6:6

66. John 21:25

67. Numbers 16:32
68. Psalms 114:3, 4
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voice, and lifted up its hands on high.”s® “Let the floods
clap their hands; let the hills sing for joy together.”??
“The mountains and the hills shall break forth before you
into singing; and all the trees of the field shall clap their
hands.”” “The morrow shall be anxious for itself.”””2

In what way are we to understand the statements of the
foregoing paragraph? How can the earth open its mouth?
How can the ocean see objects and how can mountains skip
about? How can mountains be afraid? How can the sea
lift up hands? How can waters clap hands and hills sing?
How can the morrow, a day, experience anxiety? Of course,
we realize that these things cannot be done literally. How,
then, shall we explain these statements? A figure known
as personification is employed, a figure in which trees,
mountains, etc., are spoken of as having human feelings
and as being capable of activities similar to those of man.
It is a dramatic way of emphasizing great truths.

Another device employed in the scriptures is known as
anthropomorphism. This is a figure in which God is de-
scribed as possessing human parts, experiencing human
emotions, and performing human acts. Since finite man
cannot grasp the infinite, God employs this device to convey
something of himself to man. He is described as “walking
in the garden.”™ It is said that “Jehovah came down to
see the city and the tower.”* The psalmist calls the heav-
ens the work of God’s “fingers.””™ It is said that God
“smelled the sweet savor.”’¢ God is not to be thought of

69. Habakkuk 3:10
70. Psalms 98:8
71. Isaiah 55:12
72. Matthew 6:34
73. Genesis 3:8

74. Genesis 11:5
75. Psalms 8:3

76. Genesis 8:21
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as actually possessing human parts, as moving from one
place to another, ete. These are ways of describing acts
of God so that man, knowing something analogous in his
own experience, can get some valuable concepts of God.

There are various other types of figures found in the
Bible but we shall refer only to one other, that of apoca-
lyptic imagery. “Apocalyptic” is a word derived from the
Greek word ‘“apocalypse” which means an unveiling, a
revelation. Apocalyptic language is that which reveals but
its nature must be understood if the lessons of many pas-
sages are to be learned. Such writings arose principally
out of difficult times. There is, in such writings, a pre-
dictive element; at times a vision is closely connected; there
is a great use of symbol; at times various details are exag-
gerated for effect. The Old Testament books of Daniel,
Ezekiel, Isaiah, and Joel have much of the apocalyptic.
The last book of the New Testament is highly apocalyptic
and there are passages of this nature in other New Testa-
ment books.”

In this type of writing there is seen a symbolism of
metals, of colors, of numbers, etc. Various truths are set
forth under the symbolism of beasts, of horns, of keys, of
chains, etc. Cataclysmic upheavals in the kingdoms and
affairs of men are depicted under the symbolism of earth-
quake, of darkened sun, of falling stars, of a moon turned
to blood.

The reader should seek for the general truth of the pas-
sage which presents vivid pictures which are often accom-
panied with sound effects of various sorts. He should not
attempt to press all details many of which are included to
enhance the vividness of the picture. He should seek from
the context and from other passages the significance of

77. For example, Matthew 24:1-34; 2 Thessalonians 2:3-8.
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the symbol and should seek to discover the lesson in the
light of the historical background. He must interpret the
symbolic in the light of plain passages and must never
assign to the symbolic a meaning which conflicts with the
plain passages found elsewhere. He should remember that,
as a rule, apocalyptic writings were produced in dangerous
times and that, evidently, one purpose of such style was to
hide certain truths from enemy forces while revealing them
to those who were familiar with the symbolism.

There are a number of apocalyptic passages which are
difficult for the modern reader. Some of these, such as
Revelation 20:1-10, have been pressed into use by the pro-
ponents of error. While the New Testament student who
seeks to understand such passages cannot be dogmatic
about the precise meaning of various details, he can see
the general thrust of the passage. The binding of Satan
with a chain is not to be taken literally but it does portray,
in some sense, the restraining, the limiting of Satan’s
powers. From other passages it can be shown that this
was connected with Christ’s first coming, his death, burial,
and resurrection.” The lesson of the passage is designed
to comfort those who were living in dark days and who
constantly stood in danger of death. The scene of vic-
torious reigning with Christ would be of great comfort
to them.

It should be pointed out that it is not essential to under-
stand the meaning of all the details of Revelation 20 in
order to show the errors of premillennialism. The kingdom
of Christ is a present reality™ and the passage cannot teach
that Christ is coming to the earth to set up his kingdom.
The passage cannot possibly teach that there are two future
bodily resurrections, one of the righteous and one of the

78. Cf. John 12:31; Matthew 12:29; Colossians 2:15; Hebrews 2:14
79. Cf. Mark 9:1; Colossians 1:13; Hebrews 12:28
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wicked, separated by a period of a literal thousand years.
There is to be one resurrection and this can be shown from
plain passages.8® Again, let us emphasize that it is not
necessary to know everything a passage means in order to
point out some things it does not mean.

DIFFICULTIES ARISING FROM INSUFFICIENT
INFORMATION

It seems natural that in a book such as the Bible there
should be allusions to matters about which we could wish
to know more. However, there are such matters about
which we cannot know more due to lack of information.
I regard Paul’s statement regarding baptism for the dead
to be in this category.8! He refers to those who are bap-
tized for the dead and points to the folly of such practice
if there is no future resurrection.

He could possibly be referring to individuals being bap-
tized for the dead in the sense that they are doing so to
prepare themselves for that state and in hope of a resur-
rection. Or he could have reference to those who, remem-
bering the teaching and pleas of departed friends and loved
ones, remembering that they greatly desired their conver-
sion, and desiring to meet them after death, obey the Lord
in scriptural baptism. This latter explanation seems to
make better sense and it accounts for Paul’s use of “they,”
since not all who are baptized are motivated by the former
pleas and teachings of those who have since died.

However, here is another instance in which it is not
necessary to know the precise meaning in order to refute
the error of those who wrest this passage. Some think
that Paul refers with approval to vicarious baptism, that

80. Cf. John 5:28, 29; Acts 24:15
81. 1 Corinthians 15:29
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is, the living being baptized for the purpose of benefiting
the dead who had not been baptized when living. This
explanation cannot be accepted for it contradicts too many
passages which teach personal responsibility as well as
those which teach that men shall be judged according to
the deeds they did while in the body.

Another matter which, it seems to me, falls within the
category we are discussing is the identity of Paul’'s “man
of sin.82 The general purpose and import of Paul’s teach-
ing in the passage is quite clear; the exact identity of the
“man of sin” is not. It is not necessary that we know.
Paul says to his readers, “Remember ye not, that, when I
was yet with you, I told you these things?'88 It seems likely
that Paul had previously told the Thessalonians some things
which made the particular point more meaningful to them
than it is to us. He may have meant it as teaching for a
local and limited purpose.

I believe I am correct in contending for a category such
as we are now discussing. It may be that I have erred in
using the particular passages as illustrations within this
category. It may be that there is enough information in
the seriptures to determine their exact meaning and that
I have not yet seen it. It may be that others have dis-
covered their meaning. If so, I stand ready to be taught.

CONCLUSION

Mark Twain said he was not bothered so much by the
passages he did not understand as by those he did under-
stand. It is possible for a person to become involved in a
study of difficult matters to the extent that he forgets that
his main task is to convey to others the message of re-

82. 2 Thessalonians 2:3
83. 2 Thessalonians 2:5
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demption. However, we should continue to study all of
God’s word and learn all we possibly can. We should deal
with difficult passages honestly and seek to know their
meaning. It is a wonderful thing to contemplate that in
the Bible we have a book which children can read and
appreciate and yet which will continue to challenge our
minds as long as we live.
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QUESTIONS

Give some passages of scripture which show that God intended
for the Bible to be understood.

. Give the passage in which one writer said that another writer

had written some things hard to understand.
State some values to be derived from studying difficult passages.

Select two or three passages not included in this lesson which
you consider to be difficult and compare with passages which
others think are difficult.

. Give some examples of difficulties which, in reality, are not

scriptural problems. What value is there is proposing some
possible answer to these problems?

Give some illustrations from some version which will be cleared
up by consulting other versions.

What is meant when we say that the entire Bible is inspired but
that it contains statements that are not inspired?

. FPind some statements in the book of Job and in ‘Ecclesiastes

which you do not consider to be inspired statements.

Explain what is meant by studying the context. Give an illustra-
tion of a problem being cleared up by the context.

What is your explanation of Paul’s conduct in Acts 217

What does Paul mean by “I say, not the Lord” in 1 Corinthians
7:122

Relate an instance in which you have seen a Christian “turn the
other cheek.”



244 FORT WORTH CHRISTIAN COLLEGE LECTURES

13. Discuss the ethical code of Matthew 5:38-42.

14. Name and define the various figures of speech discussed in this
lesson. Give an example of each.

15. What is “anthropomorphism”?

16. What do you think Paul means by baptism for the dead?



HOW WE GOT OUR ENGLISH BIBLE
By NEIL R. LIGHTFOOT

Neil R. Lightfoot is a native of Waco, Texas, and was baptized
there in 1944. He graduated from Freed-Hardeman College and
attended Florida Christian College, and received a B.A. and M.A.

Gospel Advocate staff,

INTRODUCTION
I. CANON

degree from Baylor University. He re-
ceived his Ph.D. from Duke University in
the field of Biblical Languages. He has
been preaching for twenty three years,
mainly in Waco at the Lakeview church,
Winston-Salem, N. C., Burlington, N. C.,
and the Eleventh and Willis Church in
Abilene. Since 1958 he has been on the
faculty of Abilene Christian College where
he is professor of Bible and graduate ad-
visor. He has written three books for
adult classes including How We Got the
Bible which is also published by Baker
Book House. He is a member of the

OUTLINE

1. Definition of canon.
2. The “Apocrypha.”
3. Distinction between canonicity and authority.

II. TRANSMISSION OF THE TEXT.
1. The quantity of textual materials,

1) Contrast of numbers of MSS for Bible as compared with
those of certain classics.
2) Contrast of ages of these MSS.

— 245 —



246 FORT WORTH CHRISTIAN COLLEGE LECTURES

8) Thousands of copies in other languages.
4) Quotations of “Apostolic Fathers.”
‘2. The quality of textual materials.
1) The work of the copyists.
2) The nature of scribal variations.
3) How can we be sure about the text?

III. TRANSLATIONS OF THE ENGLISH BIBLE.

1. From Tyndale to the preseht.
2. 1611 as parallel with the present.

CONCLUSION

INTRODUCTION

Our English Bible is a translation. Few of its readers
today ever remember this. Although written long ago in
other languages, the Bible has been so well translated that
it reads as though it were originally written in English.
Perhaps there is some slight justification for the prevalent
(and mistaken) view that the very words of the King
James Version are the actual words spoken by the apostles.

But the New Testament, of course, was at first written
in Greek. In the first century Greek was the language
that was widely known. It was the language of the learned
and the unlearned; it could be spoken by both Jews and
Gentiles. The Old Testament, although originally written
in Hebrew and Aramaic, was also available in Greek. In
fact, the Greek translation of the Old Testament, known
as the Septuagint, was the Holy Writ of the early church.

We do not know exactly when the first book of the New
Testament was authored. It was, perhaps, the book of
Galatians, dated possibly as early as 49 A.D. It arose,
like all other letters of the New Testament, out of a specific
historical situation. In the Roman province of Galatia, a
system of Jewish legalism began to make headway. To
deal with this problem, Paul wrote a letter of warning
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and instruction to the Galatian churches. He wrote prob-
ably by dictation, which was the general practice of the
times.

Other letters of Paul were to follow, and still other letters
from other apostles and inspired men came about similarly.
At the same time there were those who were producing
authoritative written narratives of the life of Jesus. These
men, like Matthew and John, were eye and ear witnesses
of His unique life, or, like Luke, had positioned themselves
strategically in order that they might write accurately.!

Soon these various letters came to be treasured by early
Christians. They were copied and circulated and read in
the public assemblies of the church.2 Collections of these
letters began to be made, which was the first step in the
actual formation of the New Testament.

THE CANON

This leads to the important question of canon, which can
now only be looked at briefly. The word “canon” is related
to the English word “cane” and refers to a measuring rod,
then to a standard or rule. The word also came to be used
in the sense of a list or index, and when applied to the
Bible denotes the list of books which is regarded as sacred
Scripture. Thus the study of the canon concerns how,
when, and upon what conditions certain books have been
distinguished from others as having divine authority.

To illustrate: included in the Roman Catholic Old Testa-
ment are a number of books not found in our Bibles. These
extra books are usually known as “the Apocrypha.” Time
will not allow us to go into the various reasons why these
books are to be rejected; it is sufficient only to say that

1. Cf. Luke 1:1-4.
2. 1 Thessalonians §:27; Colossians 4:16.
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these books never were included in the Hebrew canon of
the Old Testament. The Apocrypha was never received
by the Jews as God-given Secripture — a fact that takes
on added significance when we remember that the Old
Testament was at first exclusively a Jewish collection of
books. Besides, there is no evidence that the Apocrypha
was accepted as “Scripture” by Jesus and the apostles.?

With reference to the New Testament, there is no longer
any question as to what books should be in its accepted
list. This is not to say, however, that all of them were
accepted without hesitation from the beginning. The for-
mation of the canon, both Old and New Testaments, was
a slow process. Each book made its way separately and
on independent grounds. We should be careful to distin-
guish between the canonicity of a book and the authority
of that book. A book’s canonicity depends on its authority.
When Paul, for example, wrote his letters, they were au-
thoritative at the very moment he was writing;* yet they
could not be referred to as canonical until they were re-
ceived in a list of accepted writings formed sometime later.
It should be emphasized that the action of a church council
does not make a book canonical. Canonicity is determined
by general usage and consent as to what constitutes Scrip-
ture; and this in turn is determined by a book’s inherent
authority.

TRANSMISSIONS OF THE TEXT

The original books of the New Testament were undoubt-
edly written on papyrus. When Paul wrote to the Galatian
churches, he wrote on the inside portion of a papyrus roll

3. For further reasons why the Apocrypha should not be accepted

as divine Scripture, see Chapter 10 in my book How We Got the
Bible.

4. See 1 Corinthians 14:37.
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several feet in length. Papyrus was the most prominent
material used for writing in the ancient world. It was
available in many countries at a cheap price. Fine papyrus
was almost white in color and, like our paper, was relatively
durable. Yet we do not possess today the original writings
of the New Testament. They were, no doubt, read and
copied extensively until they succumbed to the ravages of
time.

1. The quantity of textual materials.

In place of the original autographs, there are numerous
copies of every book of the Bible. Copies in manuscript
of the New Testament, in whole or part, number more
than 5,000. This is in remarkable contrast to the numbers
of manuscripts lying behind the texts of classical works.
For Caesar’s Gallic War (composed about 50 B.C.), there
are extant only a few manuscripts, and the oldest is some
900 years after Caesar’s time. The texts of the Roman
historian Tacitus (c. 100 A.D.), his Histories and his An-
nals, depend entirely on two late manuscripts, one from
the ninth century and the other from the eleventh.s

But no such gap exists between the New Testament
manuscripts and the time of their composition. The two
most important manuseripts on the Bible text, the Vatican
and the Sinaitic, are dated in the fourth century. This
leaves an interval of but two centuries, and even here a
number of papyrus manuscripts help in bridging the gap.
The Chester Beatty papyrus of most of the letters of Paul
is from the third century, and some of the Bodmer papyri
on Luke and John date perhaps as far back as the second
century. The John Rylands Fragment, containing a few

5. Cf. F. F. Bruce, The New Testament Documents: Are They
Reliable? (Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans Publishing Co.,
reprinted in 1968), p. 16.
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verses of John 18, is confidently assigned to the first half
of the second century and is the oldest known portion of
the New Testament text.

Thus New Testament manusecripts are extant from the
second century down to the time of the invention of print-
ing. These manuscripts, copied in many different quarters
by many hands, are housed today in libraries and museums
around the world. New manusecripts, of course, are being
discovered and studied all along. The texts of these many
manuscripts provide the solid base on which all printed
Greek texts rest.

Not only are there numerous Greek manuscripts, but
there are literally thousands of copies of the New Testa-
ment in other languages. It has been estimated that there
are about 20,000 copies of the New Testament in Latin.
Add to these the hundreds of copies of the Syriac, the
Egyptian dialects, the Armenian, the Ethiopic, the Gothie,
etc., and one can begin to visualize the wealth of manu-
seript evidence available on the sacred text.

Not to be overlooked also is that large body of literature
from the early church. The so-called Apostolic Fathers,
and men that followed them, frequently quoted the writings
of inspired men. Their quotations are of inestimable value.
“The great advantage of the New Testament is that no
ancient book has nearly so many and nearly such ancient
manuscripts from which to construct a true text.”¢ This
is the assessment of Dr. William Barclay. Similarly, Sir
Frederic Kenyon has said: “When we remember that the
great authors of Greek and Latin literature are preserved
to us in a mere handful of copies, in some cases indeed

6. William Barclay, “How We Got Our Bible” in The Bible Com-
panion, edited by William Neil. (New York: McGraw-Hill Book
Co., 1960), p. 419.
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only in one single manuscript, we may feel confident that
in this great mass of Bible manuscripts we have much
security that the true text of the Bible has not been lost
on the way.”?

2. The quality of textual materials.

Our New Testament has come down to us on the basis
of thousands of copies. At first these copies were made
by Christians who lived in the apostolic age; their copies,
in turn, became the exemplars for other copies; and in this
way the Bible text was transmitted from generation to
generation. What a debt of gratitude we owe these un-
named copyists. Theirs was truly a labor of love. They
worked for no pay or personal honor. They toiled for
months and years, often in difficult circumstances, to pro-
duce one manuscript. They had no desks to work at or
chairs to sit in, such as we are acquainted with in modern
times. Their writing posture was cramped. Often they
wrote with their copies on their knees.

And their exemplars were not easy to follow. The ear-
liest manuscripts were written altogether in capital letters,
with no intervening spaces between the words, and with
little or no marks of punctuation. It is no wonder, then,
that transeription mistakes appeared. No human hand is
so skillful or eye so keen as to preclude the possibility of

error. So errors were made, and errors were copied into
the text.

At this point it is necessary to emphasize that it is just
as possible to make unintentional slips in copying a Biblical
manuscript as in copying any other kind of document. God
did not inspire a copyist, when he picked up pen and ink,

7. Sir Frederic Kenyon, Our Bible and the Ancient Manuserips.

Revised by A, W. Adams. (New York: Harper and Brothers,
1958), p. 169.
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any more than He inspires a printer today. To be sure,
God inspired the original authors;® but the fact remains
that He chose to convey His Word to us by natural rather
than supernatural means.

It is now possible for us to look back over the Biblical
manuscripts available to us and classify the types of mis-
takes made by the scribes. Often a word or line is skipped
over by a scribe, especially if several words in a passage
have similar endings or are repeated within the space of
a few lines. Sometimes a scribe has difficulty with words
of a similar sound, as in English we often confuse “affect”
and “effect.”

Occasionally the scribe’s mind may wonder, and he writes
down words different from the text he is copying. Not
infrequent also is the deliberate attempt of the copyist “to
improve” his text by making changes in it. But in doing
this he may actually be substituting a correct reading for
an incorrect one. Such things as these illustrate how un-
conscious and (sometimes) conscious variations arose in
the Bible text.

This being true, it is important to ask what real bearing
these variations have on the New Testament message and
faith. How can we be sure that we have today God’s Word
as He originally intended it? In the interest of conciseness,
I want to answer this by stating and emphasizing six funda-
mental propositions.

(1) A very large percentage of the text has never been
questioned. B. F. Westcott and F. J. A. Hort were two
Cambridge scholars who, in 1881, published a revised edi-
tion of the Greek text. Current printed texts of the New
Testament in Greek rely heavily on their work. In an

8. Cf. 2 Peter 1:19-21; 1 Corinthians 2:13; 2 Timothy 3:16.
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initial statement on their procedures, Westcott and Hort
state clearly their convictions on the wholesome conditions
of the text. They write:

The proportion of words virtually accepted on all hands
as raised above doubt is very great, not less, on a rough
computation, than seven-eights of the whole. The remaining
eighth therefore, formed in great part by changes of order
and other comparative trivialities, constitutes the whole area
of criticism...the amount of what can in any sense be
called substantial variation is but a small residuary varia-
tion, and can hardly form more than a thousandth part of
the entire text. Since there is reason to suspect that an
exaggerated impression prevails as to the extent of possible
textual corruption in the New Testament...we desire to
make it clearly understood beforehand how much of the New
Testament stands in no need of a textual critic’s labours.?

(2) Of the small portion of the text that is in any sense
debatable, the vast majority of the variations here are
trivial in nature and inconsequential. These include such
things as spelling differences, changes in word-order, the
omission and addition of words like “and” and “the,” ob-
vious slips of the pen, etc. These minor variations do not
essentially affect the messages of the text.

(8) In a relatively few instances, where the more sub-
stantial variations occur, even here the science of Textual
Criticism is so precise as to enable it to make judicious
choices among the variations.

(4) The type of text generally agreed upon by textual
scholars, in both large and small points, continues to be
confirmed and enhanced by discoveries of new manuscripts.
The Chester Beatty papyrus of Paul’s letters, which came
to light in the early 1930’s, can well serve as an example.

9. B. F. Westcott and F. J. A. Hort, The New Testament in the
Original Greek. Introduction and Appendix. (Cambridge: Uni-
versity Press, 1881), pp. 2-8.
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Concerning this manuseript Dr. Jack Finegan, a noted
archaeologist, has said: “Here is our oldest copy of Paul’s
letters, and it emphatically confirms the accuracy and
soundness of the general textual tradition.””10

(56) No matter what the nature of the variation, it should
always be kept in mind that no principle of faith or divine
command is in danger of being lost.

(6) The Bible is unquestionably the best-attested book
from the ancient world. Kenyon has said:

The number of manuscripts of the New Testament, of
early translations from it, and of quotations from it in the
oldest writers of the Church, is so large that it is practically
certain that the true reading of every doubtful passage is
preserved in some one or other of these ancient authorities.
This can be said of no other ancient book in the world.11

If any book from ancient times has come down to us with-
out substantial loss or change, it is the Bible.

TRANSLATIONS OF THE ENGLISH BIBLE

1. From Tyndale down to the present.

It is not possible to speak in detail concerning the trans-
lations of the Bible which have been made in English.
These translations are many and are of varied types, rang-
ing in quality from excellent to inferior. This should be
expected because no translation or translator is inspired
by God.

William Tyndale is regarded as the father of the English
Bible. The story of Tyndale and of his unrelenting efforts

10. Jack Finegan, Light From the Amncient Past. Second Edition.
(Princeton: University Press, 1959), p. 421.

11. Kenyon, Our Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts, p. 55. Kenyon
here is speaking of the New Testament text; but the same is
generally true of the Old Testament — a subject that has not
been explored because of time limitations.
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to give the Bible to the people is a story of triumph mingled
with tears. In his early years Tyndale had formed the
ambition that was to dominate his life — to make available
a translation of the Bible based not on Latin but on the
original Greek and Hebrew. He once said to an opponent:
“If God spare my life, ere many years I will cause a boy
that driveth the plow shall know more of the Seripture
than thou doest.”

In 1524 Tyndale was forced to leave England. In the
following year his translation was completed, and early in
1526 the first copies of it were smuggled into England.
Officials of the church vehemently condemned the transla-
tion, and copies of it were burned in public ceremony.
Eventually, in 1534, Tyndale was imprisoned; two years
later he was strangled and burned at the stake, crying
“Lord, open the King of England’s eyes.”

Tyndale died; but “he had lighted such a candle, by
God’s grace, in England, as should never be put out.”
Other translations followed in rapid order: Coverdale’s
(1535) ; Matthew’s (1537); Taverner’s (1539); the Great
Bible (1539); and the popular Geneva Bible (1560). Each
of these translations, and also the Bishops’ Bible of 1658,
had their good points; but they had their bad points as
well.

It remained for the King James Version to do what its
many predecessors had been unable to do — provide a
translation for public and private use which was acceptable
to all. James himself laid down the main requirements
which governed the work. In 1611, four years after the
translation was begun, the first copies came from the press.

But it was inevitable that there would be revisions of
the King James Version, remarkable as it is. Hundreds
of New Testament manuscripts began to turn up; increased
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knowledge of the languages of these manuscripts made it
clear that some Bible passages needed to be re-translated;
and besides, English words themselves had taken on new
meanings. In response to this need the English Revised
Version (1881, 1885) and the American Standard Version
(1901) came into being.

More recently the Revised Standard Version and the
New English Bible have sought to fill the time-gap separat-
ing the English and American revisions from people of
today. In doing this each goes its own way. The Revised
Standard Version seeks to be a revision in line with the
time-honored King James tradition, while the New English
Bible is a completely new version, independent of any trans-
lation heritage.

Both of these translations embody the latest results of
modern scholarship — results of more than ordinary con-
sequence — and employ a current English style typical of
the plane and direct character of the original Bible writ-
ings. Each of these new translations, like the others that
went before them, have their faults; but their great ad-
vantage over older versions is their- readibility. A good
translation must be clear and intelligible. Many transla-
tions are left unread simply because they do not make sense.

2. 1611 as parallel with the present.

Accompanying the King James Version, when it was
originally issued, was a truly outstanding preface entitled
“The Translators to the Reader.” It is a pity that this
preface (which is not to be confused with the dedication
note) is no longer printed in most editions of the King
James Bible. In this rather lengthy preface, the trans-
lators explain their purposes and procedures to the reader.
I would like to summarize some of their main points; for,
interestingly, these points are still relevant, especially in
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a time when much discussion and dispute exists over the
various translations.

(1) The preface is a great call for men to read the Bible.
The exhortation is sometimes stated in a brief sentence:
“Love the Seriptures, and wisdom will love thee.,” Some-
times the exhortation is more extended:

The Scriptures we are commanded to search. John 5:39.
Isa. 8:20. They are commended that searched and studied
them. Acts 17:11 and 8:28, 29. They are reproved that were
unskilful in them or slow to believe them. Matt. 22:29. Luke
24:25. They can make us wise unto salvation. II Tim. 3:15.
If we be ignorant, they will instruct us; if out of the way,
they will bring us home; if out of order, they will reform
us; if in heaviness, comfort us; if dull, quicken us; if cold,
inflame us. Tolle, lege; Tolle, lege, Take up and read, take
up and read the Scriptures.

(2) The preface is a call for and defense of the Bible
being put in understandable terms, in the language of the
common man. The translators ask: “But how shall men
meditate in that which they cannot understand? How
shall they understand that which is kept close in an un-
known tongue?”’ They then explain the necessity and value
of Bible translating:

Translation it is that openeth the window, to let in the
light; that breaketh the shell, that we may eat the kernel;
that putteth aside the curtain, that we may look into the
most Holy place...Indeed without translation into the vul-
gar tongue, the unlearned are but like children at Jacob’s
well (which was deep) without a bucket or something to
draw with...

(8) The preface is a defense of the translators’ own
efforts. From the time of the appointment of the transla-
tion committee, many people had been quite vocal in raising
opposition to the new translation. They were asking, Has
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the church been deceived all these years? “Was their trans-
lation good before? Why do they now mend it? Was it
not good? Why then was it obtruded to the people?”

Responding to these questions, the translators maintain
that by issuing their translation that they are not con-
demning the labors of other who have gone before them;
that, indeed, they acknowledge their predecessors as being
“raised up of God,” men who “deserve to be had of us
and of posterity in everlasting remembrance.” They fur-
ther state that, as revisers of a previous translation (the
Bishops’ Bible), their purpose was to make of a good trans-
lation a better one. They are also quick to point out that
their work is not to be taken as the final word in transla-
tion: “if anything be halting, or superfluous, or not so
agreeable to the original, the same may be corrected, and
the truth set in place.”

(4) The preface is a defense of the translators’ pro-
cedures in translating. They note, for example, the neces-
sity of the use of alternative renderings in the margin
where the meanings of certain Hebrew word are obscure.
In such cases, they ask, “doth not a margin do well to
admonish the Reader to seek further... ?”

These were some of the main thoughts on the minds of
King James’ men as they published their translation.
There is much wisdom in what they say. Many of the
objections that were being raised in their times against
their work are the same sort of objections being raised
today against new translations. I believe the new trans-
lations, for the most part, are valuable and useful. But
like every blessing we receive, they must be used wisely.
The reader who uses one translation to the exclusion of
others is the loser.
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QUESTIONS

. Define the word “canon.” What does the term mean when applied

to books of the Bible?

. Distinguish between the canonicity of a beok and the authority

of that book. What makes a book authoritative? What makes
a book canonical?

. How many manuscripts are there to give support to the text of

the New Testament? How does this number compare with the
number of manuscripts that exist for certain classical works?

How old are the oldest manuscripts of the New Testament? Of
what significance is this?

The vast majority of mistakes in the manuscrips consists of
what?

How can we be sure that we have today the text of the original
New Testament?

State orally and review the six propositions given in connection
with manuscript variations.

List some of the translations of the English Bible that were made
in the sixteenth century.

. Why was it thought necessary to revise the King James Version?

Which revisions are still in the line of the King James tradition?

Discuss the ways in which our times are parallel and are not
parallel with 1611.

FOR FURTHER STUDY

A four-part filmstrip series entitled How We Got the Bible has
been recently produced by Gospel Services, Inc., Houston, Texas.
These filmstrips include colored photographs of Bible manuscripts
and archaeological data. The series is written by Neil R. Lightfoot
and is available from the author at Abilene Christian College, Abi-
lene, Texas 79601.
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V. CERTAIN OTHER TRANSLATIONS.
1. The Revised Standard Version.
2. The New English Bible.
3. Good News for Modern Man.

VI. EVALUATION AND RECOMMENDATION.
CONCLUSION

INTRODUCTION

It is a fact of life that there are many translations avail-
able to the Bible student today. Most of these translations
can be studied by the careful, cautious, conscientious stu-
dent with great profit. In many of them there are serious
errors and unwarranted liberties. In all translations there
are problems. Not a single one is perfect. Many of these
books are not even worthy to be called “translations.” The
day in which everyone in the Bible class or in the worship
assembly reads from the same translation is past, and we
must be mindful of this situation.

In view of possible benefits, recognized dangers, and
known errors — what about modern translations?

Pentecost
"~ The Record says:

And they were all filled with the Holy Spirit, and began
to speak with other tongues, as the Spirit gave them utter-
ance. Now there were dwelling at Jerusalem Jews, devout
men, from every nation under heaven. And when this sound
was heard, the multitude came together, and were con-
founded, because that every man heard them speaking in
his own language. And they were all amazed and marvelled,
saying, Behold, are not all these that speak Galileans? And
how hear we, every man in our own language wherein we
were born?1

1. Acts 2:4-7
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Reference here is to the marvelous Pentecost of Acts 2.
The Holy Spirit, as promised by the Lord, had come upon
the apostles. As a consequence, the apostles began speak-
ing in the various languages spoken and understood by the
components of the multitude. The apostles thus miracu-
lously spoke in languages which they themselves had not
learned by studying. And this, to reach the unbelievers
with the gospel message.?

Translations Necessary

We observe that from the very beginning of the preach-
ing of the gospel under the Great Commission it has been
God’s plan for every man to be privileged to hear the
gospel story in his own language. In fact, when the Lord
gave the Great Commission, He stressed that the gospel
was to be preached “to all nations” — to “every creature”
in “all the world.”

It is this fact which makes it necessary for there to be
translations of the Word of God. Every man has the God-
given right of hearing the Sacred Message in his own
language. The Old Testament was given to man in the
Hebrew language. The New Testament was given to man
in the Greek language — the Greek of the Koine period.
It must be kept in mind clearly that all else is translation.
If we were compelled to read God’s revelattion to man in
the original languages, many would be in a hopeless situa-
tion. Readership would be exceedingly restricted.

One of the greatest of the evidences of the miraculous
nature of the Bible is its translatability. It has been trans-
lated into more than a thousand tongues and dialects, and
yet it flows so freely into these various tongues and dialects
that one reads it, scarcely stopping to realize that it was
written originally in a language other than that in which

2. Cf. 1 Corinthians 14:22
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it is being read at the time. God intended for it to be
translated, and made it translatable.

AFFIRMATION OF INSPIRATION

Paul says: “Every scripture inspired of God is also
profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, for in-
struction which is in righteousness: that the man of God
may be complete, furnished completely unto every good
work.”s

Paul thus affirms the inspiration of the Scriptures
(“Every scripture inspired of God...”), makes reference
to the use that is to be made of the inspired Scriptures
(“...1s also profitable for teaching, for reproof, for cor-
rection, for instruction which is in righteousness...”), and
shows the designed comsequence of this inspiration and
use (‘. ..that the man of God may be complete, furnished
completely unto every good work.”)

Numerous are the verses which set forth the Bible’s
own claim to be miraculously inspired of God. But, what
does the Bible mean in making this claim? What is the
meaning of inspiration?

Meaning of Inspiration

The modernist of the rankest sort claims to believe in
God. But, he doesn’t believe in the God of the Bible. He
claims to believe in Christ, but he doesn’t believe in the
Christ of the Bible. Just so, he claims to believe in the
inspiration of the Bible, but he doesn’t mean by “inspira-
tion” what the Bible teaches about inspiration. He be-
lieves that the writings of Paul were “inspired” in the
same sense as were the writings of Shakespeare, Milton,
Tennyson, and Poe. He hesitates not to attempt to explain

3. 2 Timothy 3:16, 17
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the profundity of Romans on the grounds that “Paul felt
better that day.”

The Lord promised to certain ones miraculous inspira-
tion: ‘“yea and before governors and kings shall ye be
brought for my sake, for a testimony to them and to the
Gentiles. But when they deliver you up, be not anxious
how or what ye shall speak: for it shall be given you in
that hour what ye shall speak;”* “Howbeit when he, the
Spirit of truth, is come, he shall guide you into all the
truth: for he shall not speak for himself; but what things
soever he shall hear, these things shall he speak: and he
shall declare unto you the things that are to come. He
shall glorify me: for he shall take of mine, and shall de-
clare it unto you.’s

The Lord kept His promise. On Pentecost of Acts 2
these very men to whom the promise had been made “...
were all filled with the Holy Spirit, and began to speak
with other tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance.”’s
Peter said, “For to you is the promise, and to your children,
and to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our
God shall call unto him.”” This passage is a good illustra-
tion of the miraculous inspiration by which Peter spake.
Its significance certainly encompasses. salvation of Gentiles.
And yet, Peter himself — at that time — did not believe
that the Gospel was for Gentiles. In Acts 10, God had to
perform a miracle three times to enable Peter to under-
stand the meaning of what he had preached approximately
ten years before.

It was Peter who later declared that God’s divine power
“...hath granted unto us all things that pertain unto life

4. Matthew 10:18, 19
5. John 16:13, 14.

6. v. 4

7. v. 39
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and godliness ...”® Paul explains the matter: “For I make
known to you brethren, as touching the gospel which was
preached by me, that it is not after man. For neither did
I receive it from man, nor was I taught it, but it came to
me through revelation of Jesus Christ.”® New Testament
writers affirm that the-Lord kept His promise.

Authority and Inspiration

All authority is inherent in God, the Father. He created
the heavens and the earth. He is the creator, maker, and
sustainer of man. He made the world and all things
therein. It is in Him that we live and move and have our
being. Because of who He is, and what He is, all original
authority — source authority — is inherent in Him.

God gave authority to His Son. The books of Matthew,
Mark, Luke, and John were written to convince men that
Jesus of Nazareth is the Christ, the son of the Living God
— the Messiah about whom the Old Testament message
had spoken. God said that Jesus was His Son. Jesus
claimed that God was His Father. These writers set forth
irrefutable evidences designed to prove that Jesus was the
Son of God. But, what is the significance of this fact?
Why prove that He is the Son of God? The answer is:
as such He was in position to be heir of authority from
the Father. Therefore, shortly prior to His return to the
Father He met with His disciples upon a mountain of
Galilee and confidently affirmed that “All authority hath
been given unto me in heaven and on earth.”1® God gave
authority to the Son — authority to deal with the problem
of human sins.

8. 2 Peter 1:3.
9. Galatians 1:11, 12
10. Matthew 28:18
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The Lord gave authority to the apostles. The Lord knew
that His life on the earth would be short, but that His
message to men would continue. He called, selected, tu-
tored, taught, trained and developed a small group of men
upon whose shoulders He placed the responsibility of get-
ting the gospel story to the whole world. He promised to
be with them in their work, and He was with them. Acts
of Apostles is the sacred story of how the Lord went with
them in getting the gospel to every creature in the whole
world. They preached the gospel by miraculous inspira-
tion; their word was confirmed by miraculous demonstra-
tion.

The apostles sustained a very special relationship to the
Christ, the King. In fact, they were the King’s ambassa-
dors. Paul writes, “We are ambassadors therefore on be-
half of Christ...”1t The word “ambassadors” as used
here involves the divine “embassy,” and this divine “em-
bassy” necessarily involved special authority. The apostles
were the authoritative, official representatives of the King!
The King reigned from heaven, but He had an embassy
among men — the apostles to whom He gave authority to
bind and loose on the earth.

Apostolic authority — and its relationship to inspiration
— involved the miraculous gift of “prophecy.” There were
miraculous gifts — spiritual gifts — in the early church.
The people of that day did not have the completed New
Testament in written form, but there was desperate need
for divine instruction and guidance. To meet these needs,
God placed in the early church special gifts. A wonderful
discussion about these spiritual gifts is found in 1 Corin-
thians 12, 18, and 14. In chapter 12, Paul discusses nine
of the miraculous gifts. In the light of Acts 8:14ff we

11. 2 Corinthians 5:20



268 FORT WORTH CHRISTIAN COLLEGE LECTURES

confidently affirm that only an apostle could — by laying
on of hands — impart a miraculous measure of the Holy
Spirit to someone else. The evidence clearly is that each
apostle possessed all nine of the spiritual gifts, and that
each apostle was able to impart any of the spiritual gifts.

Prophecy and Inspiration

One of the tremendously important spiritual gifts was
the gift of prophecy. In 1 Corinthians 14 Paul stresses
the superiority of the gift of prophecy. It is imperative
that we understand this gift. “To prophesy” does not
mean “to foretell coming event.,” Its meaning includes
this future aspect, but it includes far more than this. The
word literally means: “to speak for, to speak in behalf of.”
The prophets (whether Old Testament prophets or New
Testament prophets) spoke for — in behalf of God. They
were the ones through whom God spoke.

God said to Moses, “...and Aaron thy brother shall be
thy prophet.”12 Moses would speak through Aaron. This
is the meaning of the word. The prophets sometimes dealt
with the past; they sometimes dealt with the (then) pres-
ent; they sometime dealt with the future. But, they were
prophets because God spoke through them. The gift of
prophecy, therefore, is the authority underlying every word
in the Bible. Every word (original word) is one which
came as a result of the miraculous gift of prophecy. If
Luke is one of the writers of the New Testament, and if
Luke was not one of the apostles — then Luke was a
prophet in the early church.

Let it be stressed that there is no prophecy without
(1) revelation, plus (2) inspiration. God revealed, then
the one to whom the revelation came spake or wrote the

12. Exodus 7:1
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revealed message. The speaking and/or writing was done
by inspiration. There were inspired teachers in the early
church, but they were not the same as the prophets. The
teachers dealt with the message which came to the prophets
by revelation.18

One of the clearest and simplest passages on the inspira-
tion of the Bible is 1 Corinthians 2:9-13. Paul refers to
certain “things” which God prepared for them that love
Him, and continues, “But unto us God revealed them
through the Spirit ... But we received not the spirit of the
world, but the spirit which is from God; that we might
know the things that were freely given to us of God.”4
Note: God revealed — by the Spirit — the things. The
revelation came to those encompassed in the word ‘“us.”
You and I are not in the word “us.” We receive no direct
revelation.

Question then: how does the revealed message come
from those included in the “us” to the rest of us? Answer:
“Which things also we speak, not in words which man’s
wisdom teacheth, but which the Spirit teacheth; combining
spiritual things with spiritual words.”’® This makes the
matter plain enough! God revealed the things to certain
ones (who possessed the gift of prophecy), who in turn
spoke it (and wrote it down) in words selected by the
Holy Spirit. This is the Bible’s own definition of inspira-
tion: the marvelous combination of the things revealed,
placed in words selected by the Holy Spirit.

A similar affirmation and explanation is found in Ephesi-
ans 3:1-5. God revealed (the mystery, by words) to Paul,
enabling him to understand the mystery. Paul wrote (in

13. Cf. 1 Corinthians 14:30
14. vs. 9, 10, 12
15. v. 13
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words) the mystery, for others, enabling them to read, and
to perceive his understanding of the mystery.

This, my brethren, is inspiration. We need to keep in
mind that miraculous inspiration relates to the original
words of God’s book. Translators are not inspired. But,
those original words came from God! They are the very
words selected by the Holy Spirit. They mean what God
wanted them to mean; they say what God wanted them to
say. God gave authority to the Son. The Son gave au-
thority to the apostles. The apostles (and others upon
whom apostles laid their hands) possessed the gift of
prophecy. The gift of prophecy was the vehicle by which
God revealed His message. Those to whom the revelation
came then spake it and wrote it “...not in words which
man’s wisdom teacheth; but which the Spirit teacheth.”
but which the Spirit teacheth.” They combined “spiritual
things” — the things revealed — with spirituel words —
words selected by the Holy spirit.16

THE TASK OF THE TRANSLATOR

It is important that we try to understand the task of
the translator. Let it forever be kept in mind that the
translator is not inspired of God. He receives no miracu-
lous assistance from God; he does not do his work under
the miraculous influence of the Holy Spirit. Obviously,
the translator must know the original language and the
language (or languages) into which he is translating. If
he is translating from the Greek New Testament into the
English of our day, he must know the Greek language of
the Koine period, and he must know the English language
of our day.

16. This material on the meaning of inspiration is taken for the most
part from the author’s article, “Inspiration — Its Meaning,”
Spiritual Sword, January, 1970.
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It is the translator’s inherent obligation to know the
meaning of the word, words, construction, rules — of the
original, and to strive honestly, sincerely, conscientiously
to place the significance of the original into the language
into which he is translating — in such fashion as to convey
accurately the significance of the original. When one reads
the translation he has every right to expect confidently
that he is receiving the sacred message contained in the
original. The translator must understand that he is deal-
ing with matters which relate to eternity — that he is
dealing with the souls of men. He must not add to, subtract
from, alter, change, neglect, or make substitution — as he
attempts to take God’s message from the original language
into another language. Obviously, the best translation is
that which puts the reader in closest possible contact with
the significance of the original — regardless of who made
it, and when it was made.

WHY NEW TRANSLATIONS?

Why are translations necessary? Why are new transla-
tions made? First, translations are essential to our getting
the gospel to the whole world, to every creature. Every
man has the God-given right to hear the Sacred story in
his own language. To reach the man who only understands
Spanish, the gospel message must be translated into
Spanish.

Second, new translations become necessary because of
changes which are inevitable in a living language. There
are many, many words in our own English language which
do not mean what they meant in 1611, when the King
James Version was made. Not only have some words
changed their meaning, but some have completely reversed
their meaning. Today, if I “let” my son do something, I
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permit it or allow it. In 1611, if a man “let” his son do
something, he kept him from doing it.1?

Third, wonderful progress is being made continuously in
knowledge of the original languages, in knowledge of manu-
scripts and related textual materials, and in knowledge of
historical and cultural backgrounds. This information —
while not changing the fundamental message of the Bible
in any sense — does contribute mightily to a better under-
standing and deeper appreciation of that message.

To every person who is sincerely concerned about this
area of study, we strongly recommend: ‘“An Apology for a
New Translation,” by Alexander Campbell, found as the
“General Preface” to LIVING ORACLES.®

OUR ENGLISH BIBLE — HISTORICAL SKETCH

Perhaps this is the proper time and place to give a brief
historical sketch of our English Bible. We need to under-
stand that the King James Version and the American
Standard Versions of the Bible have not always been avail-
able. It comes as a shock to some persons when they learn
that Paul did not use the King James Version!

1. John Wyecliffe translated from the Latin Vulgate into
English, completing his work in 1382. In 1388 Wycliffe’s
friend, John Purvey, revised Wycliffe's first version.

2. William Tyndale, in a true sense, is the “father of the
English Bible.” He was determined to give the English
speaking people a translation — not from the Latin — but
from the Greek. He completed his work in 1525.

3. Myles Coverdale, in 1535, translated the Bible from
the Vulgate and from the German. In the New Testament

17. Cf. Romans 1:13
18. January 29, 1826.
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he depended largely upon Tyndale’s work. Coverdale’s
translation was the first complete printed English Bible.

- 4. Matthew’s Bible, of 1537 was the work of John Rogers.
He depended to some extent upon Coverdale’s work, but
mostly upon the work of Tyndale.

5. Taverner’s Bible, of 1539, was a revision of Matthew’s
Bible.

6. “The Great Bible” was produced in 1539. It was the
first English authorized version. It was commanded “to
be read in the churches.”

7. The Geneva Bible was produced in 1560, being printed
in Geneva. It became very popular with the people, but
not popular with the English church officials. It was the
first English Bible to use verses and paragraphs.

8. The Bishops’ Bible, of 1568, was actually the English
Clergy’s revision of the Great Bible.

9. The Rheims-Duoay Bible, of 1582 and 1610, was the
Roman Catholic translation from the Latin Vulgate. It
became the official Bible of Roman Catholicism.

10. Beginning in 1604, King James of England took
steps toward producing a version which would be acceptable
to all. The translators began their work in 1607. Their
responsibility was not to make a new tramslation, but to
revise the 1602 edition of the Bishop’s Bible. It was com-
pleted in 1611, and was “appointed to be read in the
churches.” It was slow in gaining popular acceptance, but
remains popular to this day.

11. By 1870 the circumstances demanded a new revision,
or translation. There were two English Committees and
two American Committees appointed for the work of re-
vision. The English Committee began its work in 1870.
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On the English Committee were such Bible scholars as
Westcott, Hort, Trench, Lightfoot, Davidson. On the
American Committee were such Bible scholars as Philip
Schaff, J. H. Thayer, Wm. Henry Green. The English
Revised Version was presented in 1881 (the New Testa-
ment) and in 1885 (the Old Testament. The American
Edition of the Revised Version was published in 1901. It
was commonly known as the American Standard Version.

12. In 1946 was published the New Testament of the
Revised Standard Version. The Old Testament was pub-
lished in 1952. Its basic purpose was to attempt to com-
bine the beauty of expression of the King James Version
with the accuracy of the American Standard Version.

13. More recently, 1960, there was published the “New
American Standard Version,” which is basically an effort
to up-date the American Standard. It is a special effort
to place the sacred text in proper English foremat. It
pays closer attention to the force of the Greek tense than
does either the King James Version or the American Stand-
ard Version.

CERTAIN OTHER TRANSLATIONS

In recent years many translations have been prepared
and have been made available to Bible students. Most of
these do make valuable contributions to the study of the
Bible, but with practically all of them there are certain
problems and with many of them there are real dangers.
All of them should be used with great caution, if used at
all. Some of them are nothing more than commentaries
(often a one-man commentary) and do not deserve to be
called translations. Probably, a good rule to follow would
be: consult these translations as you would consult a com-
mentary.
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Certain translations were prepared to meet a particular
need, or with a particular purpose in view. The student
should read carefully the introduction to the translation,
learn exactly the underlying purpose, and read it with this
purpose in mind. For example: the translation by Charles
B. Williams was intended to pay closer attention to the
force of the Greek tense, and to translate this peculiar
force into the English. And, from this viewpoint this can
be a mighty helpful work.

The AMPLIFIED is a definite effort to try to convey to
the English reader certain meanings and shades of meaning
that are lost in translation. Often it is impossible to find a
single English word which will adequately translate a cer-
tain Greek word. Sometimes it takes several English
words to convey the full meaning of what is contained in
one Greek word. The AMPLIFIED attempts to help in this
regard. It has certain problems, but it can be helpful.
THE NEW AMERICAN STANDARD attempts especially
to place the sacred message in modern English foremat,
and to pay closer attention to the force of the Greek tense.

I could wish that we had the time to comment upon
several translations which have proved to be especially
valuable, but we do not have that time, and perhaps it is
not necessary.

The Revised Standard Version

As mentioned previously, the New Testament portion of
this work was published in 1°46; the Old Testament portion
was published in 1952. This version was and is a deliberate
attempt to try to capture and combine the beauty of ex-
pression of the King James Version with the accuracy of
the American Standard Version. “This is a revision of
the language of the Tyndale-King James-American Stand-
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ard line of Bibles.” (Jack Lewis, Harding Graduate
School.)

This work has been criticized by many upon the grounds
that some of the translators did not actually believe in the
verbal ingpiration of the originals. It seems to me that
this lack of faith in verbal inspiration can be an added
value from this viewpoint: the translator, though not be-
lieving in the miraculous inspiration of the words of the
Hebrew and Greek texts, was forced — by demands upon
his scholarship — to indicate in and by his translation what
that original word was. When an unbeliever is forced to
admit — “Yes, that’s what the original indicates” — 1
can see an added value.

There are serious problems in the Revised Standard
Version. Its Revision Committee remains intact and meets
every two years. Further revision will yet be made. I
would not defend its problems and errors any more than
I would defend the problems and errors of any other trans-
lation. But, in my opinion, there is great value to be had
in using the Revised Standard Version as a study tool.
There are problems, but there are real benefits. Especially
in the Old Testament this work is tremendously helpful.
I recently recommended to our men in the Brown Trail
Preacher Training School that they make special use of
this book in their study of the Psalms.

The New English Version

The New Testament portion of this work was published
in 1961, and the Old Testament portion was published in
1970. By 1970, 250 changes had already been made in the
New Testament. This work of British Scholarship was
intended to be a “completely new translation into modern
English” — not a revision of previous franslations. In
our great brotherhood, one of the finest Hebrew scholars
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is brother Jack Lewis, of Harding Graduate School,
Memphis, Tennessee. Brother Lewis has frequently pointed
out errors and dangers in the New English Bible. He has
frequently pointed out the unwarranted tampering with the
text. In my opinion, it is not worthy of use by the serious
student. If used at all, it should be used with extreme
caution.

Good News for Modern Man

One of the most popular words of our day is the New.
Testament portion of TODAY'S ENGLISH VERSION
(GOOD NEWS FOR MODERN MAN). This work was
published in 1966 by the American Bible Society. The Old
Testament portion is scheduled to be published in 1974.
It is made from a Greek text prepared by an international
committee of New Testament scholars and published in
1966. The translation is the work of Dr. Robert G.
Bratcher. As stated in the preface, this work ... attempts
to follow, in this century, the example set by the authors
of the New Testament books who, for the most part, wrote
in the standard, or common, form of the Greek language
used throughout the Roman Empire.” This is, obviously,
a worthy aim. But, the tragedy is — Dr. Bratcher was
not properly concerned about accuracy. Too many liberties
were taken; there are many unjustifiable readings.

Before considering some of the errors of the TEV, let
me make mention of an unjustified criticism. In Jno. 3:16
the TEV has, “...that he gave his only Son...” The King
James Version and the American Standard Version have
“...his only begotten Son...” It has been said that the
translator took the word “monogenes,” split it in two, and
threw away half of it. It is argued that this, somehow,
tends to minimize the miraculous birth of our Lord. It is
true that the original word is ‘“monogenes,” and that it is
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a compound word; and it is true that the word “only” gives
us only one-half the literal meaning of the word. But, it
is not true that disregarding the ‘“‘genes” part of the word
minimizes the miraculous birth of the Lord, for the word
“monogenes” does not necessarily imply anything miracu-
lous to begin with.

Consider: Isaac was Abraham’s only begotten son,®
(true, Isaac was miraculously brought forth, but he was
not deity); the widow of Nain’s son was her only begotten
son (same Greek word)?°; the daughter of Jairus was his
only begotten daughter (same Greek word);?! the demon-
possessed boy was his father’s only begotten (same Greek
word) .22 It is also true that the word “only’”’ is an accept-
able translation of “monogenes.” So says Thayer. Not
a single translation that I have seen has “only begotten”
in the text in Luke 7:12.

This word indicates something special, something unique.
It does not within itself indicate what the uniqueness is.
It does not necessarily indicate something miraculous; it
does not necessarily indicate deity. A son may be unique
because he is an only son. The Lord was unique because
he was the miraculously begotten Son of the Living God.

The TEV has, “Do not think that I have come to do
away with the Law of Moses and the teachings of the
prophets. I have not come to do away with them, but to
give them real meaning.”?® The truth is, the Lord did
come to do away with the Law, and that he did do away
with it. He was born under it, lived according to it, ful-

19. Hebrews 11:17
20. Luke 7:12
21. Luke 8:42
22. Luke 9:38
23. Matthew 5:17



WHAT ABOUT THE MODERN TRANSLATIONS 279

filled it, and nailed it to His Cross.2* Imagine trying to
discuss this passage with an Adventist.

The TEV has: “Be careful not to perform your religious
duties in public so that people will see what you do. If
you do these things publicly you will not have any reward
from your Father in heaven.”2s The Greek literally says:
“Take heed that you do not continue to do the righteousness
of you before men for the purpose of being seen of them;
else reward ye not have from the father of you in the
heavens (Father).” The TEV is obviously in error. Many
of our religious duties are commanded to be performed in
public and “so that people will see” — as the Lord’s Supper.

The TEV has: “And so I tell you: you are a rock, Peter,
and on this rock I will build my church.”2¢ The TEV is in
serious error here. It reads as if the word “rock’” appeared
in the Greek three times. It reads as if the word ‘“Peter”
appeared in the vocative case. It fails to recognize the
difference in the two words “petros” and “petra.” It fails
to recognize that there are two words.

The TEV has: “May you and your money go to hell, for
thinking that you can buy God’s gift with money!”27 Can
you imagine an inspired apostle using such language? Lit-
erally, this is: “But Peter said to him, The silver of thee
with thee be unto perishing (destruction)...” The “be”
is the present optative third person singular of “eie.” The
Greek “apoleia” can refer to eternal misery, but it is not
the word for ‘“hell.”

The TEV says: “For I have complete confidence in the
gospel: it is God’s power to save all who believe, first the

24, Cf, Colosians 2:14; Romans 7:1-4; Ephesians 2:14, 15
25. Matthew 6:1

26. Matthew 16:18

27, Acts 8:20
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Jews and also the Gentiles. For the gospel reveals how
God puts men right with himself: It is through faith alone,
(emphasis mine, RD) from beginning to end.”?®¢ No other
translation that I have ever seen has taken such liberty in
so serious a matter. The Greek says: “...out of faith (or,
from faith) unto faith.” There is no justification for say-
ing “it is through faith alone from beginning to end.” The
TEV here is 2 commentary, pure and simple, and a bad one.
It gives a complete contradiction with: “So you see that a
man is put right with God by what he does, and not because
of his faith alone.”2®

Instead of “in the breaking of bread” and “to break
bread” the TEV has “fellowship means” and “fellowship
meal.”®® This seems to me to be a deliberate attempt to
“oet rid of” the Lord’s Supper. Since “fellowship mean”
does not necessarily refer to the Lord’s Supper, it is clear
that the TEV again involves serious error. The TEV even
refers to the “love feasts” of Jude 12 as “fellowship means.”
No distinction is made. Yet, the Greek of Jude 12 is not
“breaking of bread.”

The TEV has: “On the first day of every week...”8
The Greek has: kata mian sabbatou. The TEV has: “On
Saturday evening we gathered together for the fellowship
meal.””82 The Greek has: en de te mia ton sabbaton. A
parallel statement is found — Te de mia ton sabbaton.’d
It is clear that in each of the above we have reference to
“one with regard to or pertaining to the Sabbath.” This
actually means “one day past the Sabbath.” The kata of

28. Romans 1:16, 17

29, James 2:24

30. Acts 2:42; Acts 20:7
31. 1 Corinthians 16:2
32. Acts 20:7

33. Luke 24:1
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1 Corinthians is distributive. The meaning is: “On the
first day of every week...’3¢ It is clear that the “On
Saturday evening” of the TEV is interpretation, not trans-
lation. This is not what the Greek says.

The TEV has: “For it is through faith that all of you
are God’s sons in union with Christ Jesus. For all who
are baptized into union with Christ have taken upon them-
selves the qualities of Christ himself.”’s5 The Greek says:
“For ye all are sons of God through the faith in Christ
Jesus. For as many of you as were baptized into Christ
did put on Christ.” The phrase “into union with Christ”
is not found in the text. It weakens what is actually said.
The text teaches that we are “baptized into Christ.”

Paul says about the brethren of Galatia, “I am so worried
about you,”’%¢ but he commands: “Don’t worry about any-
thing .. .”37

The TEV has: “So God does away with the old sacrifices
and puts the sacrifice of Christ in their place.”3® Here,
the TEV is a complete perversion. It is a commentary,
and a bad one. It completely destroys what is actually
taught. Literally, we have: “Then he said, Behold I am
come to do the of thee (thing) the will of thee. He taketh
away the first (proton) in order that the second he might
establish. By which will we are standing having been
sanctified through the offering of the body of Jesus Christ
once for all” The TEV completely disregards the word
will and substitutes the word sacrifices. There is no word
for sacrifices in the Greek text here. The TEV disregards

34. Thayer, p. 566

36. Galatians 3:26, 27
36. Galatians 4:20

37. Philippians 4:6
38. Hebrews 10:9, 10
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the fact that the word proton is singular, not plural. This
perversion should be a strong appeal to the Adventists.

The TEV has: “If a man is eager to be a church leader
he desires an excellent work.”®® “Church leader” is an
erroneous and mis-leading translation. The Greek refers
to “overseership” and there is a great difference between
“overseership” and “leadership.” While “overseership” in-
cludes “leadership” one might be a church leader (at least
in the ordinary sense) without being an “overseer.”

The TEV has, “Turn away from your sins...”# “Turn
away” does not properly translate the original. One could
“turn away from sin” without being sorry, and without
changing his mind and feeling. In such case, there would
be no repentance.

A serious crime of the TEV is the deliberate attempt to
remove the “blood” of Christ from the English reading.
Where the Greek Testament (and other English transla-
tions) have the word “blood” the TEV substitutes the word
“death.”1 Such unjustifiable tampering with the text we
deplore, and such should not be tolerated.

I recognize that Dr. Bratcher has promised that many
changes (corrections) will be made in the next (third)
edition, but many corrections will mot be made. Great
harm has already been done. It is my opinion that this
is a dangerous work, that it should not be read, and that
brethren should not encourage its circulation. Its errors
and consequent dangers outweigh its values.

39. 1 Timothy 3:1, 2

40. Acts 2:38

41, Acts 20:28; Romans 3:25; 5:9; Ephesians 1:7; 2:18; Colossians
1:20; 1 Peter 1:19; Revelations 1:5
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EVALUATION AND RECOMMENDATION

The King James Version of the Bible is just as valuable
and important now as it has ever been. It is loved, re-
spected, memorized, and quoted by literally thousands and
thousands of people. And, where an individual has spent
many years of his life studying and learning the King
James Version, I am not interested in trying to get him to
change to some other version.

But, there are problems with the King James Version.
I would not for a moment try to defend the word “Easter’42
or “hell”4® and many other places where the Greek demands
“hades’; or “Bishoprick”¢ or “be converted.”s There is
no justification for translating an active voice verb as if it
were passive voice. It is a known and well-established fact
that the Calvinist scholars — Theodore Beza in particular
— had a tremendous influence upon the King James trans-
lators. In this connection, may I again recommend the
reading of “An Apology for a New Translation,” by Alex-
ander Campbell.

What about the American Standard Version? How does
it compare with the King James Version? In my opinion,
the American Edition of the Revised Version (commonly
called the American Standard Version) is the most literally
exact translation in the English language, and I encourage
you to read it, to study it, to memorize it — carefully and
constantly. The King James Version was based upon an
inferior Greek text, since the Codex Bezae was the only
important uncial MS available. It employed the services
of 47 of the world’s finest Greek and Hebrew scholars.
The translation was made in two years and nine months.

42. Acts 12:4
43. Acts 2:47
44, Acts 1:20
45. Acts 3:19
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The American Standard Version was made from a su-
perior text — involving the Vatican, the Sinaitic, and the
Alexandrian MSS, neither of which was available to the
King James translators. This work makes use of the mar-
velous developments in the field of New Testament Greek
scholarship. It removés numerous archaic and obsolete
words and expressions. It corrects certain words which
have completely changed their meaning since 1611. It em-
ployed the labors of 101 of the world’s finest Greek and
Hebrew scholars. The New Testament required eleven
years in its making; the Old Testament required fifteen
years.

The preface to the American Standard Version closes
with this statement:

The present volume, it is believed will on the one hand
bring a plain reader more closely into contact with the exact
thought of the sacred writers than any version now current
in Christendom, and on the other hand prove itself especially
serviceable to students of the Word. In this belief the edi-
tors bid it anew God-speed, and in the realization of this
desired result they will find their all-sufficient reward.

It is my studied opinion that this is an accurate evaluation.
I never cease to marvel at the literal exactness of the
American Standard Version, in relationship to the Greek
New Testament. And yet, it is not perfect.

With regard to a modern speech translation, let me rec-
ommend that you purchase a copy of THE BERKELEY
VERSION. This is the finest that I know of. It respects
the inspiration of the original words, and does an excellent
job in putting the sacred message into understandable
language. It has a marvelous system of helpful footnotes.
You will enjoy reading it, and will profit greatly.
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CONCLUSION

What about modern translations? There are many which
are valuable and there are many which are dangerous.
There are many which may be used with great profit;
there are many which should not be used at all. Modern
translations — all translations — should respect the Bible’s
claim with regard to “word by word” inspiration. They
should be understandable. They should strive to place the
reader into closest possible contact with the significance
of the original. They should not be “commentaries”; they
should not be paraphrases. If aud when they are commen-
taries and/or paraphrases ‘they should be so labeled, and
should not be called translations.

Thank you so very much for your interest, your atten-
tion, your concern. My sincere thanks to brother Winkler,
to the lectureship committee, and to Fort Worth Christian
College for making it possible for me to study with you
some matters about translations. May God help us to
apepricate as we ought the preservation of His Revelation.

QUESTIONS
1. Why is it necessary for us to be concerned about translations?

2. How do the Great Commission and Pentecost of Acts 2 relate to
the present study?

3. For what purpose was reference made to 2 Timothy 3:16, 17?

4. Discuss thoroughly the meaning of “inspiration” as set forth in
the New Testament.

5. What is the meaning of “prophecy”?
6. What is the task of the translator?

7. What three points are discussed with regard to why rranslations
'are necessary?

8. Discuss the thirteen points givcn in the historical sketch of our
English Bible.
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9. What would be a good rule in regard to consulting various
translations?

10. In your opinion, what use should be made of the REVISED
STANDARD VERSION?

11. In your opinion, what use should be made of the NEW ENGLISH
BIBLE?

12. In your opinion, what use should be made of GOOD NEWS FOR
MODERN MAN?

18. Discuss the “Evaluation and Recommendation.”

14. What suggestions were made (in the “Conclusion”) regarding
modern translations?
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OUTLINE
INTRODUCTION:

1. Creation as being mythical.
2. An attempt to harmonize Genesis and evolution.

I. THE REAL ISSUE IS FAITH
1. Everyone has faith in something.
2. Origins in realm of faith.
3. Faith in the Bible is logical.

II. THEISTIC EVOLUTION DEFINED

1. The meaning of ‘“theos.”
2. The idea that “day” in Genesis is a long epoch, or eon.

— 287 —



288 FORT WORTH CHRISTIAN COLLEGE LECTURES

ITI. SOME REASONS WHY ONE CANNOT BELIEVE BOTH
THE BIBLE AND THEISTIC EVOLUTION.

1.

Accept literal meaning unless compelling reasons for adopt-

ing figurative.

1) “Day” from “yom,” and “yom” when used with numeral
means ordinary day.

2) The six days of Genesis 1 will not fit into the six geologi-
cal ages of evolutionary geology!

Consider living forms developing in an extremely premature
state.

. Each day had a light period and a dark period.

The pollination processes carried on by insects.
“And God saw it was good.”

Adam and Eve did not have animal ancestors.
The earth’s waters were present at the beginning.
First life not in ocean,

. Fish not before fruit trees in Genesis.
. Fish not before birds in Genesis.
. Marine forms not gradually developed, but great whales

first!

. Organisms not developed one by one from common ancestor,

but ten times Genesis 1 says “after their kinds.”

1) “Kind” defined...illustrations of crossings and varieties
in “kinds.”

2) All variations in limited categories.

13. Jesus’ teachings on ‘“Beginnings.”

1IV. SOME PROBLEMS ON THEISTIC EVOLUTION

1.
2.
3.

Fossils and strata quickly formed.
“Waters above” as a shield.
Quick frozen mammoths.

V. THE HISTORY OF MAN

1.

Peking Man hoax.

2. Culture associated with “pre-men.”

3.

Study of origins not science.
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INTRODUCTION

More than a hundred years ago, when Charles Darwin
and others made the doctrine of evolution popular, religious
leaders began to assume that in view of what the evolu-
tionists were calling *“‘scientific facts” the account of origins
in Genesis would have to be viewed as being merely an
allegory or myth, and that the Genesis account was written
so as to be adapted to the thinking that was then prevalent
concerning origins. It was felt by these so called religious
leaders or theologians that the Genesis account of origins
could be interpreted in a manner that would make it in
harmony with the doctrines of the evolutionists.

THE REAL ISSUE

Some boast that they do not rely on faith. They say
they cannot accept the Bible’s acecount of creation because
that would involve their leaning on faith! However, even
though one refuses to believe the Bible’s account of origins,
he does believe something about origins. Biologists, whether
they be evolutionists or creationists, all agree on the facts
of biology. They agree on the facts concerning biological
processes and the functioning of living things. The dis-
agreement concerns origins, not processes!

The world abounds in living organisms. The science
that deals with the functioning and the propagation of
these forms is indeed a fascinating study. However, this
science tells us nothing about the origin of any of these
living organisms. The study of origins is not a discipline
of the natural sciences because the origin of life forms is
not what can be demonstrated by scientific means.

The origin of living things is in the realm of faith. Some
believe that life came accidentally into being. Others be-
lieve that life was given by God who created the basic
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kinds of living forms as related in the Bible. Some of
those who believe that life came accidentally into being
also believe that just one cell of life came into being by
chance and from that one cell all kinds of life forms some-
how followed. This is based on no evidence whatsoever.

Those who believe God created all living forms base their
faith on the Bible and they believe the Bible is the word
of the same God who created all things.

Those who believe that life came into being accidentally,
believe it came into being from existing materials (mole-
cules, matters, etc.) But they cannot explain the origin
of these materials. They believe that matter is the creator;
they believe that non-conscious matter produced the con-
scious; they believe that the irrational created the rational;
they believe that what was non-living produced something
alive. These believe that life came accidentally into being
even though they are unable to observe such a phenomenon,
and even though they are unable to test and prove such
by scientific demonstration. What is going on in the lives
or organisms tells us nothing about their origin.

Those who believe God created all the kinds of living
organisms depend on what the Bible says regarding origins.
The Bible itself is the best evidence that it is the word of
God. Those who do not believe the Bible is the word of
God, do believe it is the word of man. This is much more
difficult to believe than to believe the Bible is the word of
God. If the Bible is the word of uninspired men, nobody
can explain how such men could have produced such a book.
If the Bible was written by men who were inspired of God,
nobody needs to explain the production of the Bible, for
the fact the writers were inspired of God is sufficient ex-
planation!
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Believing the Bible is the word of God is faith well
founded; it is faith wedded to reason or common sense.
Believing the Bible is the word of man is faith founded on
very unreasonable and illogical assumptions. Therefore,
since science cannot tell us anything about origins, and
gince it is reasonable to believe the Bible is the word of
God instead of being the word of man, it is faith well
founded to believe what the Bible says about origins.

THEISTIC EVOLUTION DEFINED

The Greeks used the word “theos” to express what we
mean by the word “God.” The word “theistic’” was de-
veloped from the word ‘“theos.” There is an hypothesis
which assumes that God created and developed things but
that he did it by evolutionary processes. Those who hold
this view contend that the first chapter of Genesis actually
teaches this kind of evolution, and it is called theistic evolu-
tion. Apparently many Christians have been led to believe
that such a view is plausible and tends to harmonize the
Bible and evolution.

The doctrine of theistic evolution teaches that ‘day” in
Genesis 1 refers to a very long period of time, and that
the six days of Genesis 1 actually were six long periods of
time or six eons, or epochs. One theory known as the
“concordistic theory” holds that the “days” of Genesis 1
were periods of time extending over millions of years.
Those who hold this view feel that the “six days” of the
first chapter of Genesis represent six geological ages, each
of great duration.

The doctrine of theistic evolution says that evolution has
occurred just as the doctrine of atheistic evolution says it
has occurred, except that theistic evolution says that God
brought all things into being by evolutionary processes.
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Theistic evolutionists say they believe the Bible, and they
say that what the Bible teaches is in harmony with the
doctrine of evolution.

SOME REASONS WHY ONE CANNOT BELIEVE
BOTH THE BIBLE AND THEISTIC EVOLUTION

A Christian cannot be faithful to the Lord and believe
theistic evolution. One cannot be a faithful Christian and
deny what God’s word teaches. One cannot believe the
evolutionary hypothesis and believe the Bible too. Here
are some reasons why one cannot believe that the Bible
and the evolutionary hypothesis harmonize.

1. It is a well established principle of the science of
interpretation called hermeneutics that a Bible student
should adhere to what strongly appears to be a literal
meaning, or what seems to be the obvious meaning of a
word, unless there are compelling reasons for adopting a
figurative meaning. Reasons do not exist either in the first
chapter of Genesis or in the natural world to compel us
to think that the “six days” of that chapter were six epochs,
or that they were six periods of fime any different in
duration from six twenty-four hour days.

It is true that because God did not make the sun until
the fourth of those six days, the first three of them were
not the same as the last three. However, this is not a
valid reason for concluding the first three days were any
different in duration. Even without the sun there was
light.! _The absence of the sun during the first three days
would not have kept them from being three twenty-four
hour periods. In the areas around the north and south
poles the sun does not appear for several months at a time,

1. Genesis 1:3
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but this does not mean there are not twenty-four hour days
in those areas.

No one would be led to think that “day” in chapter one
of Genesis means an epoch just on the basis of the language
of that chapter. There is no reason to force a meaning on
the word “day” in Genesis chapter one which it apparently
does not have as used in that context. If “day” does mean
epoch in that chapter, and God had wanted Moses to refer
to an ordinary twenty-four hour day, how would he have
referred to it? “The evening and the morning” seem logi-
cally to mean in that chapter just what we know as an
ordinary day. However, suppose a long epoch is meant
each time “the evening and the morning” are referred to
in that chapter, then how could Moses have referred to an
ordinary day in such a context? Had he desired to refer
to an ordinary day as we know it, what would he have
written? Would he have written as follows: “And in each
evening and morning there were thousands upon thousands
of evenings and mornings”?

Scholars say that the most reputable Hebrew dictionaries
do not allow that “yom” as used in chapter one of Genesis
associated with a numeral could mean a long epoch. Arthur
C. Custance reported that he wrote nine Hebrew scholars
in as many universities and asked about the meaning of
“yom” as used in Genesis in association with a numeral,
like “first day,” “second day,” etc. Seven of the nine an-
swered, and each answered that “yom” used with a numeral
means an ordinary day; a solar day of twenty-four hours
duration. Other examples where “yom” is used in the Old
Testament in association with a numeral are found in:
Genesis 7:11; 8:14; 17:12; Ezekiel 12:6, and many other
passages, in all of which it is obvious that “yom” refers to
an ordinary day.
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Scholars point out that the wording of the Genesis ac-
count of creation seems to indicate a short time for the
creative acts of God that are reported therein. These
scholars say that a more literal translation of Genesis 1:11
would be that God literally said or commanded: “Earth,
sprout sprouts!” And immediately, as verse twelve says:
“The earth caused the plants to go out.” Nowhere does
the Genesis account imply or even hint that eons or long
periods were involved in the “getting to be” of living
things.

The God who described himself to man in his book, the
Bible, could have done in one twenty-four-hour day all that
he did in six days, had he wanted to. With God Almighty
there was no time problem! The time element is not a
reasonable cause for our assuming that “day” in the first
chapter of Genesis means any more than a twenty-four
hour period of time.

The principal purpose of theistic evolutionists in saying
day in Genesis chapter one means an epoch or eon of thou-
sands or millions of years is to try to fit the so-called six
geological ages of the evolutionary hypothesis into the six
days of that chapter. If the evolutionary hypothesis re-
garding six geological ages had not been conceived, no one
would have gotten the idea on the basis of pure reason or
the language of the text that the writer of the first chapter
of Genesis wrote about six long epochs or eons.

There are no facts of geology which make it necessary
for one to conclude that day in that chapter means eon, or
epoch. More and more discoveries are being made which
prove to the thinking and unbiased person that the earth’s
crust contains many evidences which show that the so-
called geological ages of the evolutionary hypothesis are
nothing more than the imagination of wishful thinking
evolutionists.
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The so-called six geological ages of the evolutionary hy-
pothesis in no way remotely compare with the six days of
creation in the first chapter of the Bible. God’s word is
true!

2. If God created living forms in an extremely premature
state, and if he left these to survive and develop, how did
they do so in such a premature condition? It is more
reasonable to believe that God brought living forms into
being instantly, and that they were complete and whole,
capable of functioning the very first moment of their exist-
ence, than it is to believe Almighty God made things in an
extremely premature state. Remember, all fossil forms
represent forms that were fully developed.

3. Each of the six days in chapter one of Genesis was
composed of a light period and a dark period. If a day
was an epoch, how did plants and animals gradually de-
velop in an epoch approximately half of which was dark-
ness. Present plants and animals that are whole and fully
developed, and capable of reproducing themselves, would
not be expected to survive thousands of years in the dark!

Half an epoch of light, or daytime, would be as devastat-
ing to living forms as half an epoch of darkness! If one
tries to force the theory of theistic evolution as being the
meaning of what the first chapter of Genesis teaches, he
is compelled to conclude on the basis of his interpretation
of the words of that test that after the fourth day the sun
shone half an epoch! Can anyone imagine anything de-
veloping, or even surviving half an epoch of sunshine, even
if there was what might be considered a normal amount
of cloudiness and rain?

All this makes it easy to see the orderliness and balance
of God’s created world of life just as it is described in
chapter one of Genesis and elsewhere in the Bible, and
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helps us all the more to see the reasonable nature of con-
cluding that “day” in this account of God’s creative work
means what we know as a twenty-four hour period.

4. If a day was an epoch, and the plants evolved in the
third epoch or third day, how did they survive without the
insects which apparently were brought into being on the
sixth day? A large majority of plants require the work
of insects for the pollination processes necessary to their
reproductive work. How did pollination take place in the
plants for three or four epochs without insects?

How could pollination processes have taken place while
insects were being developed gradually? How could par-
tially developed insects do their work? How could such
premature insects continue to survive? Remove the legs
or wings of a well formed and mature insect and you will
make it inefficient and incapable of doing its work!

5. In chapter one of Genesis, Moses repeatedly said:
“And God saw it was good.” God looked upon his work
at the conclusion of each day and saw it was good. At
the conclusion of his creative work which he did during
the six days, the record says: “And God saw everything
he had made, and behold, it was very good.”® If the days
of creation were epochs and death, devastation, disease,
and destruction reigned over those “days” or epochs and
left their marks in fossil forms that were formed over
such long periods or epochs, how could God look upon each
day’s work, and say it was good? How could God look
upon all he did during all those six ‘“days” or epochs and
say it was very good? The context of Genesis chapter one
and common sense tell us that each day of God’s creative
work in bringing plants and animals into being was a fresh

2. Genesis 1:26
3. Genesis 1:31
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and vibrant day of new life, not a day of death and de-
struction!

6. Theistic evolutionists say Adam was the offspring of
animal ancestors; they say Adam came into being as the
result of a slow evolutionary process. There is no way
for one to interpret what the Bible says about Adam’s
origin and make it harmonize with the evolutionary hy-
pothesis. Another difficulty for theistic evolutionists is
Eve’s origin. Did that rib gradually emerge from Adam’s
side? Did it gradually develop into a woman? How can
theistic evolutionists explain the account that says God
caused a deep sleep to fall upon the man, and that while
he slept God took one of Adam’s ribs and with it he made
a woman? Actually, the Bible account of this surgery is
very scientifie. God knew how to perform surgery! He
put the man to sleep!

To believe theistic evolution one has to believe that God
formed man gradually through various animal stages. But,
the Bible says God made man in his own image and formed
his body out of the dust of the ground.* Furthermore,
God decreed that man’s body would return to the dust
from whence it came.® This certainly does not mean that
man’s body goes back to an animal existence.

7. Theistic evolutionists say they believe both the Bible
and what evolutionary geologists say. Evolutionary geolo-
gists say that the earth’s waters gradually came out of
the interior of the earth during a very long period, but
Genesis 1:2 declares that the earth was covered with water
right from the beginning. '

8. Evolutionary geologists say that life began accident-
ally in a very ancient or primeval ocean. They say that

4. Genesis 1:26; 2:7
6. Genesis 3:19
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this beginning of life was marine life and that the first
life was merely a minute bit of matter consisting of com-
plex chemicals that somehow came alive! This concept of
the beginning of marine life contradicts what the Bible
says about the beginning of marine life. Genesis 1:20, 21
says that God created a great abundance of marine life at
the very beginning of marine life.

Furthermore, evolutionary geologists contradict what the
Bible says relative to the place where the first life was.
They say the first life came to be in an ocean, but Genesis
1:10, 11 says the first life began on dry land! Theistic
evolutionists may try to believe both the Bible and what
evolutionary geologists say, but they cannot believe both!

9. Evolutionary geologists teach that fish and other ma-
rine life forms evolved long before there were any fruit
trees. However, Genesis 1:11, 20, 21 contradicts this order
of development. Fruit trees were created before the fish
and other living creatures!

10. To believe theistic evolution, one has to believe that
God’s schedule of bringing life forms into being involved
the gradual development of many forms of fishes over long
periods of time and that fishes evolved hundreds of millions
of years before birds developed. However, Genesis 1:21
declares that birds and fishes were created at the same
time! One cannot believe theistic evolution and the Bible
both!

11. Those who believe theistic evolution have to believe
that God brought life forms into being through slow evolu-
tionary development beginning with small, simple life
forms such as trilobites, then larger marine organisms,
then amphibians and mammals, and finally whales. How-
. ever, one cannot believe this and also believe the Bible
which says that the first animals which God created were
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“great whales.”¢ The Bible says whales were the first
animals! Theistic evolution has to say whales were the
last animals to get here! One cannot believe both the
Bible and theistic evolution!

12. To believe theistic evolution one has to believe that
God brought all organisms into being very gradually
through slow evolutionary processes from a common an-
cestor. However, one cannot believe this and also believe
the Bible which in the first chapter of Genesis stresses ten
times that the created entities were to reproduce after their
kinds 17

- “Kind” in Genesis chapter one is from the Hebrew word
“meen” which is from the root word that is defined: ‘“to
portion out; a sort, i.e. species — kind.”® I have the picture
of a male zeonkey which in March 1966 was living on the
premises of Erle D. Struber in Phoenix, Arizona. The
mother of the zeonkey is a jenny (a female donkey), and
the father of the zeonkey was a zebra that was in the
Oklahoma City Zoo. I saw the offspring of a cow and a
buffalo in Overton Park Zoo in Memphis; it was called a
cattalo. A mule is the offspring of a male donkey and a
female horse; a henny is the offspring of a female donkey
and a male horse.

Some say that creatures such as the zeonkey, the cattalo,
the mule and the henny refute what the Genesis account
of creation refers to as each bringing forth “after its kind.”
However, “kind” is not necessarily limited to what man
in his limited knowledge has chosen to call a species. By

6. Genesis 1:21

7. For some of the foregoing ideas I am indebted to the distinguished
scientist and scholar, Dr. Henry M. Morris, Biblical Cosmology
and Modern Science, Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1970,
Chapter V.

8. Strong’'s Hebrew Dictionary.
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man’s own arbitrary classification, zebra is a species, and
donkey is a species, but it does not follow that both are
not of the same “kind.” “Kind” may include the areas of
classification which man has chosen to designate as “spe-
cies,” “genera,” and even “family” in his taxonomical table.
Obviously, there are many variations within what the Bible
calls “kinds,” but there is no evidence that there has ever
been any crossings of the kinds.

It is possible that in the creation each “kind” could have
had within it some variations of types and forms. But
even if such variations did not exist in the original crea-
tion, we know that they do occur in “kinds.”

Authorities say there are at least one hundred and fifty
distinct types of human beings; but they are all in one
kind — mankind. There is a great difference in the ap-
pearance of a donkey and a zebra, and some might say
these are not of the same kind because of this difference
in appearance. However, the difference in the appearance
of a zebra and a donkey is perhaps not as great a difference
as there is in the appearance of some human beings. But,
all human beings are of the same kind.

The only kind of change or evolution in living things
about which any man knows takes place within limited
categories which the Bible calls “kinds.” The account of
origins in the Bible as far as man knows is completely
reliable and in harmony with the facts of biology. Theistic
evolution that tells us that all living forms developed from
a common ancestor cannot be harmonized with what the
Genesis account says about their being many kinds from
the beginning, and that these kinds were so created that
each reproduced itself. One cannot believe both theistic
evolution and what the Bible says!
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18. One cannot believe theistic evolution and also believe
what our Lord Jesus said about the beginning. Speaking
of man and woman Jesus said: “Have ye not read, that
he which made them at the beginning made them male and
female.”® Jesus did not indicate that the first man gradu-
ally came into being over a long period of time passing
through various animal stages, and that the first woman
gradually came into being after the man evolved. How-
ever, Jesus referred to a specific time when the first man
and the first woman came into being and he called that
time “at the beginning.” Obviously, he meant that man
and woman were created just as Genesis tells us.

THEISTIC EVOLUTION, FOSSILS, WATERS ABOVE
AND FROZEN MAMMOTHS

Evolutionists think that the fossil record of the earth’s
crust was made gradually during long periods which they
call “geologic ages.” Actually, the evidence of the fossil
record strongly supports the idea that the fossils were left
by sudden action, and that the fossiliferous sedimentary
strata of the earth’s crust were laid down rather rapidly
instead of during long geologic ages. One good evidence
of this is the presence of fossilized trees standing vertically
through as much as twenty feet of sediment. Dr. Morris
reports on these fossilized trees and says a Dutch geologist
named N. A. Rupke, and another scientist named F. M.
Broadhurst have presented scientific data on these trees.1?

According to Genesis 1:7, 8, God made a firmament which
he called heaven, which separated waters which were above
it and waters which were below it. Theistic evolutionists
cannot accept the implications of this division of waters
and also believe the evolutionary hypothesis. The heaven

9. Matthew 19:4
10. Morris, op. cit. pages 101-102
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of Genesis 1:8 is the heaven where the birds fly.!! “The
waters which were above the firmament” apparently were
the waters which constituted a vast vapor shield around
the earth in the upper atmosphere. During the great flood
some of the water which formed that mighty cosmological
deluge came up from “the fountains of the great deep,”
and some of the water came down when “the windows of
heaven were opened.”12

Many scientists feel that “the waters which were above
the firmament” constituted such a protective shield around
the earth that that shield accounts for the fact that the
north and south pole regions were once tropical, being
warmed by the “greenhouse” effects of such a vast vapor
shield. It is certain that the polar regions were once tropi-
cal; this is determined by the fossils of tropical plants and
animals that have been found in these areas.

Dr. Ivan T. Sanderson reported on the frozen mammoth
elephants in the Arctic area.’® Even though Dr. Sanderson
could offer no sure explanation for the “riddle of the quick-
frozen mammoths,” he did present some interesting facts.
He tells of the well preserved state of the frozen elephants
that have been found in the Arctic area. The elephants
are so well preserved that delicate sedges and grasses and
even fresh buttercups are found on the tongues and between
the teeth of such frozen animals, which show what their
diet was.

He points out that vast herds of enormous, well-fed
beasts were placidly feeding in sunny pastures and were
grazing on succulent grasses and flowers and that these
animals were suddenly killed without any sign of violence

11. Genesis 1:20

12. Genesis 7:11

138. Saturday Evening Post, January 16, 1960. (Condensed in the
Reader’s Digest, April 1960.)
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and apparently freezing caused their sudden death. Dr.
Sanderson says that these animals were so suddenly frozen
that every cell of their bodies was preserved despite their
great bulk and high temperature.

In 1887, Henry H. Howorth published a large book en-
titled: The Mammoth and the Flood. According to Byron
C. Nelson, Howorth’s argument for the flood was based
principally on the manner in which elephant remains are
found in Siberia or the Arctic area. Howorth did not try
to prove the Biblical record was true, but that the evolu-
tionary uniformitarian view was false. However, in doing
this he did prove that what the Bible says about a great
deluge or flood is true!

In writing about the evidences for a great catastrophic
flood, Howorth said that this great catastrophe involved a
widespread flood of waters which not only killed the ani-
mals, but also buried them under continuous beds of loam
and gravel. Furthermore he stated that the same catas-
trophe was accompanied by a very great and sudden change
of climate in Siberia by which the animals which were
living in a fairly temperate climate were frozen and have
remained frozen ever since.

Howorth states that every one of the islands in the Arctic
Ocean near the coast of Siberia contains strata containing
an abundance of animal remains. Concerning the island
of Laikov, he said the soil there was of fossil bones. He
quotes a visitor named Hendenstrom who visited another
of these islands called Kotelnoi who said that elephants
were buried beneath its surface in such abundance that
he counted ten elephant tusks sticking out of the ground
as he walked just one half a mile. Also, the remains of
horses, bison, oxen, sheep, and rhinoceroses, etc., have been
found in abundance on the same islands.l4
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Nelson said:

The number of animals that are buried in Siberia must be
stupendous. Some conception can be gotten from the fact
that since the year 960 A.D. men have made it a business of
collecting tusks of that region and selling them in China,
Arabia, and Europe. In a case where a record could be
secured, Howorth said that in one period of twenty years
tusks from at least 20,000 elephants were taken from one
Siberian “mine” to the markets of Europe during the nine-
teenth century. Considering the vast area over which the
remains of elephants are scattered, and the numbers in which
they are known to exist in many places, it does not seem
improbable that five millions or more of these great animals
perished in Siberia in the watery cataclysm which caused
their end.16

Dr. Immanuel Velikovsky says that elephants found in
the Arctic area were well preserved and sled dogs ate their
flesh without ill effects. He quotes Cuvier, another au-
thority on the frozen elephants of Siberia, who said that
a great catastrophe left the elephants and other large quad-
rupeds enveloped in the ice and that these are well pre-
served with their skin, hair and flesh. He reasons that if
they had not been frozen as soon as they were killed, they
would have been decomposed. He also reasons that the
ice and cold there could not have been there prior to the
time the animals were frozen for they could not have lived
in such a temperature.1s

If all geological processes have been as slow as evolu-
tionists — including theistic evolutionists — say they have
been, the frozen elephants and other frozen animals would
not have been trapped as they obviously were with grass,

14. Byron C. Nelson, Deluge Story in Stone. Grand Rapids: Baker
Book House, 1968, pages 116-124.

15. op. cit., p. 126

16. Immanuel Velikovsky, Worlds In Collision, Doubleday and Co.,
1950, p. 24.
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leaves and flowers in their mouths and stomachs. They
did not die of starvation! They died suddenly and were
suddenly — very suddenly — frozen!

Theistic evolutionists try to fit the evolutionary hypothe-
sis with the record of creation in Genesis chapter one, but
such cannot be done. Evolutionists cannot explain why
the polar regions were once tropical and why they were
suddenly turned into frigid zones. It is certainly possible,
as some scientists believe, that the “waters above the firma-
ment” came down during the great flood of Noah’s time
and thus removed the “greenhouse” effect on the earth’s
climate. If this happened, naturally the regions farthest
from the direct influence of the sun were turned into vast
frigid and frozen zones. We do know that evidence is
abundant that the polar regions became frozen zones sud-
denly as testimony from various authorities cited in this
article attest.

THE HISTORY OF MAN

Can we accept the account of man’s origin as given in
the Bible in view of what is said to be evidence that man
has evolved? Evolutionists have worked out what appears
to the unsuspecting and uninformed to be an authentic
history of man’s gradual evolution through various stages
of development. Space forbids that each kind of so-called
pre-men be examined here, but one case will suffice to show

the typical deception in the claims of evolutionists, and
that is the case of the Peking man hoax!

Bones found at Choukoutien, China, near Peking, about
forty-five years ago are allegedly the remains of primitive
ape-like humans that lived about 500,000 years ago. The
account of the finding of these bones is presented in school-
books in several countries as proof of the evolution of man.
Statues and pictures of the supposed ape-man of Peking
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are found in museums such as the Natural History Museum
of London, the British Kensington Museum, and museums
in Warsaw, Moscow, Peking, and several in America. These
statues and pictures were made to suit the wishful thinking
of evolutionists instead of being made to conform to the
actual bones that were found at Choukoutien. About thirty
skulls, whole or partial, eleven mandibles, and one hundred
forty-seven teeth were found at Choukoutien. Good evi-
dence supports the idea that evolutionists destroyed these
bones and teeth because the models and pictures allegedly
based on them did not correspond with the description of
the bones and teeth published by three independent eye-
witnesses, viz.,, Dr. Marcellin Boule, one of the world’s
greatest authorities on human fossils, Teilhard de Chardin,
and Abbe Breuil.

Patrick O’Connell stayed in China from 1927 to 1947.
In his book: Sctience of Today and the Problems of Genests,
he relates personal experience and personally acquired
knowledge regarding the so-called Peking man fossils. In
Chapter Five of this book, Mr. O’Connell presents the evi-
dence that a large scale limestone quarrying industry was
carried on in relatively ancient times at Choukoutien where
the so-called Peking man fossils were found. He shows
that it is obvious that these fossil remains were the skulls
and teeth of baboons and macaques (large monkeys). He
supports this view with testimony from many of the world’s
best authorities on human fossils. Mr. O’Connell points
out that what most of the public has not been told is that
the remains of ten human beings of modern type have been
found at exactly the same site where the so-called Peking
man fossils were found. Mr. O’Connell points out that
some books which deal with so-called Peking man (also
called Sinanthopus) make no reference at all to these ten
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human fossils. Of these ten human fossils, Mr. O’Connell
says:

There is no justification for representing these human
fossils as belonging to a later date than the skulls of Sinan-
thropus for both were found buried under the same landslide
that killed the human beings, and covered the ashes and
debris in which the skulls of Sinanthropus (the skulls of
baboons and macaques) were found. Weidenreich, who was
in charge of the excavations after the death of Dr. Black,
denied that these human fossils were found in a cave as is
alleged by some.l7

The so-called pre-men, or ape-man types which evolu-
tionists refer to as evidence of man’s evolution are the
product of their fruitful wishful thinking. In some caves
where these alleged pre-men have lived there is evidence
that those who lived in such caves were very skilled and
intelligent. Beautifully sculptured ivory, magnificent col-
ored paintings, including paintings of wooly mammoths,
bison, horses, reindeer and fish, have been found. Along
with the bones of cavemen the tools for painting and sculp-
turing have been found. Also a wide assortment of tools
and weapons have been found, such as blades, harpoons,
arrows, scrapers, spears, and other items which make it
obvious that the so-called pre-men creatures were really
just human beings like modern human beings. As far as
anyone knows from all the sources of knowledge like fossils,
archaeology and history, man has always been an intelli-
gent being.

Science cannot deal in the realm of the origin of things,
therefore the facts of science are not in conflict with what
the Bible says about origins. Neither are the facts of
man’s history in conflict with what the Bible says about
man’s history. It is reasonable to believe the Bible in-
cluding what it says about origins and history.

17. Bible-Science Newsletter, Caldwell, Idaho, Vol. VII, July 1969,
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QUESTIONS

1. What caused men to begin to try to interpret the account of
origins in Genesis as being mythical or allegorical?

. What is the real issue?

. Do all generally agree on the facts of biology?
Is the origin of things in the scientific realm?
. Do evolutionists lean on faith?

. What does one have to believe about the Bible if he does not
believe it is God’s word?

(= I BN~ R

7. What is meant by theistic evolution?

8. Can you give at least ten good reasons why one cannot believe
both the Bible and theistic evolution? Let some in the class try!

9. What does theistic evolution say was the place of the first life?
What does Genesis say about this?

10. According to Genesis did fishes come into being millions of years

before birds? What does theistic evolution say about this?

11. What is a “kind” as referred to in Genesis?

12, Does “kind” necessarily mean the same as what man calls a
“species?”

13. Are there variations within kinds?

14. What have some fossilized trees proven about sedimentary rock
strata?

156. Were any modern man fossils found with the bones of so-called
Peking man fossils? Discuss what the answer proves.
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I. PROBLEM OF SUFFERING
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IV. OVERCOMING RATHER THAN UNDERSTANDING
SUFFERING

V. GOOD RESULTING FROM SUFFERING

INTRODUCTION

I suppose you have some problems! There are times
when nothing seems to go right. And occasionally some-
thing goes terribly wrong! There is nothing uncommon

— 309 —
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about that; and nothing new about it. This has been going
on for a long, long time. And for almost that long, man
has been discussing the subject assigned for today: “The
Wonderful Word and Human Suffering.”

PROBLEM OF SUFFERING

We are dealing with the second oldest problem faced by
humanity. The oldest problem is the sin problem. It
started when Eve believed Satan and turned against God.
It seems that the problem of human suffering resulted im-
mediately thereafter. Adam and Eve were separated from
God: “The Lord God sent him forth from the garden of
Eden...so he drove out the man.’? All creation was af-
fected: “Cursed is the ground for thy sake...thorns also
and thistles shall it bring forth to thee...”2 Man has been
suffering, and wondering why, ever since. Many scholars
believe that the book of Job, which deals with this question,
was the first book of the Bible to be written. At least it
dates back to a very early age. This problem has been
around for quite awhile!

We are also dealing with the second most widespread
problem. Again, the sin problem is the most widespread.
“All have sinned, and come short of the glory of God.”
“The whole world lieth in wickedness.””® And few are the
exceptions to the rule that everybody faces the problem of
suffering. Job declared: “Yet man is born unto trouble,
as the sparks fly upward.”* The world seems filled with
major problems. A young man dies and leaves a widow
and small children without a provider, a child is born
hopelessly deformed, death robs a happy home of a mother

1. Genesis 3:23, 24.

2. Genesis 3:17, 18.

3. Romans 3:23; 1 John 5:19,
4. Job 5:6.
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at a time when she is desperately needed, a righteous man
lingers on an invalid’s couch for years. Where is the
justice of it all? And where would one go to escape from
such scenes all around him? No one is exempt, even
though some hide their problems well.

If every man’s internal care

Were written on his brow,

How many who our envy share
Would have our pity now?

— Unknown.

We, too, are dealing with the second most serious prob-
lem. Sin is the most serious. “The wages of sin is death.”s
Jesus said that if you “die in your sins, whither I go, ye
cannot come.”® But the problem of suffering is almost as
serious in that it can ruin the joys of this life and render
one without interest in preparing for the next, if he reacts
wrongly to the challenge.

And we are dealing with the second most frustrating
problem. Again, sin is the most frustrating. But second
to it are the frustrations of suffering. Some declare their
infidelity because of it. Oscar Wilde said, “There is enough
misery on every street in London to disprove God.” Of
course, if there were no God, the problem would be multi-
plied — there would be no eternity in which wrongs could
be rectified and the injustices of suffering would be eter-
nally frustrating. The accounts would never be balanced.

It is easy to see that there is an inseparable connection
between sin which came into the world and ruined the
world, and the suffering which results therefrom.

Suffering poses a problem to one’s faith. These are ad-
mitted truths: God is good; God is love; God is all-powerful;

5. Romans 6:23.
6. John 8:21.
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God is infinitely wise; yet, the innocent suffer. Hence, the
question arises: If God is good, does not suffering imply
that He is too weak to prevent it — or if He is all-powerful,
does it not imply that He is too mean to stop it? Of course,
this alleged dilemma does not consider all the facts. It
allows no room for wisdom above man’s rationality.

This has caused some to turn to infidelity. But such a
course would not eliminate all the problems. If the earth
is the product of mere chance, one must account for all
the good, and order, and happiness in the world. And he
must deal with the problem of eternal inequities if there
is no later world in which the moral judgment of God
rectifies all things. To turn to unbelief does not solve
anything.

In an effort to eliminate this problem, man invented the
theory of retribution. This says that man, by his own
personal sin, brings on all of his suffering. Thus, God is
exonerated of .the charge of weakness or cruelty. The
blame is placed upon man. This theory has had advocates
in all ages. It was popular in Job’s day, being held by
both Job and his comforters. “Whoever perished, being
innocent? or where were the righteous cut off 7’7

The barbarians who met Paul and the shipwrecked crew,
when they saw the viper fasten itself to his hand, said,
“No doubt this man is a murderer, whom, though he hath
escaped the sea, yet vengeance suffereth him not to live.”8
Jesus was questioned, “Who did sin, this man, or his par-
ents, that he was born blind’”® and on another occasion,
He gave two examples of groups who perished, and asked,

7. Job 4:7.
8. Acts 28:4.
9. John 9:2.
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“Suppose ye that these. .. were sinners above all...”1® In
all of these instances, the Bible points out that the theory
of retribution is not so. Too, the sufferings of Jesus and
the blood of the martyrs testify to its falsity. Hence, man’s
“solution” does not solve.

The problem continues. Man still cries out “why?’ We
feel the futility of our answers when speaking to troubled
hearts — words become empty in the fact of this searching
“why.” We need to delve a little deeper into the causes
of human suffering.

MANY CAUSES FOR SUFFERING

A multitude of different causes and combinations of
causes complicates the problem. When many diseases pro-
duce the same symptoms doctors have difficulty locating
the problem. It has been estimated that head-aches may
be caused by as many as 500 different things, thus a diag-
nosis becomes difficult. Perhaps the common cold cannot
be cured because it is caused by so many different viruses.
And there are many, many reasons why man suffers. We
need to see enough causes for suffering to understand the
problem better. The folowing are suggestive:

(1) Sometimes one suffers because of his own sins.

The error in the theory of retribution is that this is
the ONLY cause of suffering. It is easy for one to swing
to the opposite extreme and assume that personal sin is
never a cause. When one gets drunk and is injured in
an accident, smokes four packs a day and gets emphysema,
lets his temper run wild and is injured in a fight, commits
adultery and contracts syphilis, or steals something and
goes to jail — he is suffering because he has sinned per-
sonally. And this accounts for MUCH suffering! If we

10. Luke 13:1-5.
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could eliminate these cases, we would greatly reduce the
problem. But so long as man persists in sin, he will endure
much heartache as a result. “He that soweth to his flesh
shall reap corruption.”'t But this does not account for all
suffering.

(2) Sometimes we suffer because of the sins of others.

One never suffers the GUILT of another’s sin. “The
soul that sinneth, it shall die.”2 But he may suffer the
CONSEQUENCES of the sin of someone else — even of a
stranger. For example, a drunken driver kills an innocent
man — the man dies, the woman is widowed, the children
are orphaned. They all suffer. But then, the circle widens:
the children are denied an education and opportunities
which the father would have provided, which in turn
causes them to be unable to do for their children what
they otherwise could have done. These consequences may
be suffered for several generations. ‘“Visiting the iniquity
of the father upon the children, and upon the children’s
children, unto the third and the fourth generation.”1? If
one has difficulty understanding how the innocent can
suffer for the guilty, he needs to consider Jesus. What is
finitely true of us was infinitely true of Him.!4

(8) Sometimes one suffers because of nmatural disaster.

What provisions God had made to prevent these things
before the fall of man, I’'m not prepared to say. But in
this world, contaminated by sin, there are storms, earth-
quakes, floods, and other calamities which bring suffering
to the good and evil alike. Natural disaster is no respector
of persons. Like the sunshine and rain, God sends them

11. Galatians 6:8.
12. Ezekiel 18:20.
13. Exodus 34:17.
14. 1 Peter 3:18.
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“on the just and the unjust.”’® In some way, these forces
of nature are in harmony with the will of God.

(4) Sometimes one suffers as a result of being in a world
of law and order.

These laws must be kept, or a penalty is exacted. The
laws of nature are for our good. If it were not for gravity
we would not be held in place — but when it is violated,
injury may result from the fall. Fire is good in that it
warms those who are cold, cooks food, and supplies other
necessities — but it burns if misused. Water quenches
thirst, saves lives, floats ships, and serves many good pur-
poses — but if misused it drowns one. The breaking of
the laws of nature may be involuntary or unavoidable —
but the penalty must be paid. If this were not the case,
the laws would not possess enough power to bless man in
the first place!

(5) Sometimes one suffers because of ignorance.

Not knowing that one is exposed to disease will not pre-
vent his taking it. Accidents could be avoided and pre-
ventatives could be used if one had the knowledge to do so.
How often has the futile statement been made: “If I had
only known...”

(6) Some suffering is caused by carelessness.
One may know how to avoid some problem, but carelessly
fail to do so.
(7) Sometimes it is caused by an unwholesome attitude —
we often bring it on ourselves.
Worry or anxiety brings on much misery. Some have a
pessimistic outlook — they always expect the worst and

15. Matthew 5:45.
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seem disappointed if they don’t get it. They cannot enjoy
anything which is pleasant because “it won’t last.” They
live for “that which is sad.”

(8) Suffering may be caused by God’s disciplinary action.

He does chasten His children.!® It may be that He uses
suffering instead of causing it for this purpose, but at least
He is aware of the problems of his children and uses them
for their good.

(9) Often God’s children are called upon to suffer for
righteousness’ sake.

Being a Christian can cause one to suffer. “If ye be
reproached for the name of Christ, happy are ye...let
none of you suffer as a murderer, or as a thief, or as an
evildoer, or as a busybody in other men’s matters. Yet if
any man suffer as a Christian, let him not be ashamed;
but let him glorify God on this behalf.””!” Jesus said, “And
ye shall be hated of all men for my name's sake.”18 “All
that will live godly in Christ Jesus shall suffer persecu-
tion.”1® To suffer or not to suffer is not the question. We
are going to suffer, and it is better to suffer for righteous-
ness’ sake than as a sinner.

(10) Some suffer because of the volition of other men.

Each person has freedom of movement, and one may
choose to so use this that he will cause another to suffer.
For every aggressive act channelled in the wrong way,
there is a victim who suffers.

These are but a few of the many causes as to why one
suffers — but they do not answer the question, “why me?”

16. Hebrews 12:7.

17. 1 Peter 4:14-16.
18. Matthew 10:22.
19. 2 Timothy 3:12,
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Why is it that the innocent suffer from these causes? from
sin being in the world? cannot God do something about it?
We are not able to understand all the ways of God. We
accept much by faith. There is no way we can get a clear
understanding of Him — but He does what He can to en-
lighten us. In order to explain the matter to us a little
more clearly, He gave an example when He allowed Job to
become an experiment with this matter of suffering.

GOD’S EXAMPLE OF SUFFERING

When God teaches a truth through an example, it is an
example of the ultimate. He demonstrated great faith by
telling of Abraham who offered his son under unusual cir-
cumstances. He demonstrated superlative wisdom by mak-
ing Solomon the wisest man who ever lived. He demon-
strated ‘“super-man” strength by a special gift to Samson.
He demonstrated the power to the gospel to save by saving
the “chief of sinners.”2® Sin is man’s greatest problem —
and He sent His Son to solve that. Suffering is man’s
second greatest problem — and He allowed Job to endure
suffering to the ultimate degree and used Job’s experience
to teach man how to be victorious in it. Job had almost
all problems which plague mankind — to an extreme de-
gree,

To broaden our conception of Job and what he means
to man in coming to an understanding of this problem, let
us consider some of the burdens he faced:

(1) He had o series of calamities.

His calamities came in clusters. How often have you
seen bad news follow bad news! The husband loses his
job, the wife gets sick, one of the relatives dies, one of the

20. 1 Timothy 1:15.
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children gets in trouble, the crops are rained out, and the
roof starts leaking — all in a few days. Most of life comes
in cycles, and sometimes one faces a series of crises. When
it rains, it pours. Job knew about this, too. Four mes-
sengers came in a row, the first three announcing three
separate tragedies which wiped him out financially, and the
fourth one announced the death of all his children during
a storm.

The messages were tersely given. Nothing is indicated
to console him in this time of shock. Job truly knew what
it meant to receive one bad message after another. This
experience caused him to draw closer to God. He arose,
“rent his mantle, and shaved his head, and fell down upon
the ground, and worshipped.”?? He expressed strong faith:
“The Lord gave, and the Lord hath taken away; blessed
be the name of the Lord.”2z

(2) His trouble was not momentary, but prolonged.

How often has it been said of some problem: “I could
have stood it for awhile, but it seems as though it will
never end.” Or: “I could stand it in the daytime if I
could rest at night.” Job said: “Wearisome nights are
appointed to me. When I lie down, I say, When shall I
arise, and the night be gone? And I am full of tossing
to and fro unto the dawning of the day.”?? And: “So I
am allotted months of emptiness.”?¢ Thus, Job endured
prolonged agony. His troubles were magnified by the
thought that they might never end. He could forsee no
relief on the morrow. Day after day, night after night,
he suffered. Many since his day have been invalids for

21. Job 1:20.
22. v. 21,

23. Job 7:3, 4.
24. v. 3 RSV.
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years. Some have never seen a well day nor a moment
without pain. Yet, somehow, they survive. And some do
more than merely survive — they conquer. They learn to
live with their affliction. Job fought this battle valiantly.

(8) He had pain.

The world is saturated with pain today. Hospitals are
full and overflowing and new ones are being built every
day. Invalids live on almost every block. Painful diseases
take their toll. Painkillers are best sellers. And Job knew
this problem well. In fact, many seem not to realize that
Job had any problem except pain. Imagine having boils
from the sole of the foot to the crown of the head. That
is what happened to Job! He hurt! He hurt all over!

Stripped of wealth and health, he sat in an ash pile and
scraped himself with a piece of broken pottery.2? He had
sores — probably running sores — all over his body. His
breath was foul.?¢6 His flesh was “clothed with worms and
clods of dust.”?” The pain was excruciating. And yet, he
survived! By studying him, we can find help during time
of intense suffering.

(4) Job thought he faced death soon.

In this day of medical technology doctors often can fore-
see early death for their patients. When one is informed
that his disease is terminal, that only a few precious months
or days are left, he has a tremendous burden to bear. If
there is ever a time when one needs help, it is then. Job
shared that experience. He said: “The grave is ready for
me.”28  No doctor had pronounced the sentence, but he felt

25. Job 2:7, 8.
26. Job 17:1.
27. Job 17:5.
28. Job 17:1.
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the decay in his body. There was evidence on every hand.
No one in his condition could last very long! There were
times he wanted to die, and yet, he didn’t want to!

Perhaps Job began to realize that death is not a matter
of IF, but WHEN. And that one never knows the date.
If a doctor were to tell us we could expect to live only for
awhile, we might consider that the worst news of all.
And yet, the healthy physician who makes the prognosis
may not live to finish treating the case. The preacher who
comes to comfort may die first. The family who is crushed
by the news may not be at the funeral!

Or, like Job, there may be more time left here than is
anticipated. Even though he thought he was soon to die,
he got well. And he is not the last to live through a crisis.
Whatever burden there is to bear in living under that
pressure, Job knew it well.

(5) Job knew bankruptey.

This is a major problem to some. It seems that there
is a corresponding rise in the suicide rate everytime there
is a decline in the economic picture of our nation. Man
has difficulty facing failure. The greater his financial suc-
cess, the more difficult is the failure. Job was a rich man.
“So that this man was the greatest of all the men of the
east.”?® His balance sheet is given in chapter one. But
he lost it all in one day! This alone would have crushed
a lesser soul. And no doubt it added to his other burdens.

(6) He was totally bereaved of his children.

The loss of one child can leave a great void in the life
of a parent. Oftentimes the parent’s life is wrapped up
in his children. Job must have been this kind of parent,
for it was said of him: ‘“when the days of their feasting
were gone about, that Job sent and sanctified them, and

29. Job 1:3.
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rose up early in the morning, and offered burnt offerings
according to the number of them all...thus did Job con-
tinually.”® And they were all destroyed in a storm which
swept away the house where they were all feasting! How
empty he must have felt!

(7) He knew fear.

And there can be plague in fear. It can darken one’s
total outlook on life. People now have the same experience
Job had when he said: “For the things which I greatly
feared is come upon me, and that which I was afraid of
is come unto me.”3! Fear is such a force that it can actually
bring on that which one fears! And so it was with Job.

(8) He received no help at home.

A man can stand almost anything on the outside, so
long as he has a haven, a home, where he can go and shut
the world out — if a sympathetic and understanding wife
is there! But Job was denied that help. Have you ever
wondered why Mrs, Job was not visiting the children the
day they were all“killed? If Satan were trying to hurt
Job all he could, would that not have been the worst blow
of all? Perhaps Satan pulled his meanest trick when he
spared Job’s wife — and then left her to discourage him!
Discouragement at home is disasterous. Many people have
had to face the burdens of life without help and encourage-
ment from a companion, but few have had the problem to
the extent that they heard them say, “Why don’t you curse
God and die?”

(9) Job’s friends did not show pity.

In times of great stress, a true friend can be invaluable.
If ever there is a time when man needs a friend, it is

80. Job 1:5.
31. Job 8:25.
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during times of trouble. When Job was at his “lowest”
his friends came. They started well. They sincerely com-
plimented him: “Behold, thou hast instructed many and
thou hast strengthened the weak hands. Thy words have
upholden him that was failing, and thou hast strengthened
the feeble knees... BUT.”s2 He is a good man.. .“but.”
That ruined it. It meant that there was something bad
which nullified the good. And beginning with this out-
burst of criticism, they crushed Job. Whatever keen dis-
appointment there is in being let down by a friend, what-
ever hurt in being betrayed by one who is trusted, Job
knew it.

(10) His wvisttors complicated matters.

When one is sick or burdened, visitors can be helpful.
If one smiles, is tender, optimistic, and cheerful he can
transfer that attitude to the one who is troubled. But on
the other hand, visitors can upset one — they can make
matters worse. And poor Job! His friends decided they
ought to go visit Job, to mourn with him and to comfort
him. That was a worthy intention. But they ruined it!
Before they got to where he was, “they liften up their
voices and wept.”®® They tore their clothes; they threw
dust on their heads. And then they set down and for
seven days they didn’t say a word. When they did speak,
they made matters worse! They meant well. They really
intended to comfort Job. But they did not know that their
theory of retribution was wrong. They thought Job was
getting what he deserved, and they were trying to find out
what terrible thing he had done! After all, they had not
read the first two chapters of the book of Job! Tragically,
they were not the last to turn comfort into torment.

82. Job 4:3-5.
33. Job 2:11-13.
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(11) His religious theory proved wrong.

During times of stress one relies heavily on the Lord.
Previously formed convictions play a major part in one’s
seeking comfort and solace. If he finds that his belief has
been wrong, it robs him of a great deal of help. Job, too,
believed that all suffering comes from personal sin. His
personal experience belied his theology. He knew he had
done nothing to deserve what he got! Yet there he was —
tears, sores, and all. He then began to realize this tradition
was wrong. If he had been wrong about that, was he
right about his belief in God’s power and love? Was there
anything he could be sure of? Those questions must have
puzzled him and added to his load. You see, Job’s problems
were multiplying!

(12) Job knew frustration.

There were questions to which he could find no answers,
This sounds modern, doesn’t it? To listen to the commer-
cials, one would think there is an easy answer to all prob-
lems. We are surrounded with gadgets, and formulas for
instant happiness. But life is hardly that simple. The
news stories tell of insurmountable problems, and psychia-
trists are doing a land-slide business. There are still moun-
tains of frustrations.

Job knew the despair of confusion. His accepted re-
ligious doctrine of retribution was proving false. He knew
God had been good to him. He knew he had not committed
any terrible transgression. Yet all this trouble! What
caused it? With all the evidence of God’s goodness, and
care, and concern, how could this happen to him?

And into every life comes similar questions now. Why
suffering? why sickness? why death? why bereavement?
why crime? why war? why hatred? why failure? why
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defeat? why hardship? why me? why? Job did not find
the answers he was searching for. But he did find that
it was more important to overcome than to understand.
He learned to exercise patience while God solved his prob-
lems.

(18) Job felt that his prayers were not being answered.

When one prays fervently and earnestly and he does not
receive what he thinks he wants, it leaves him with a help-
less feeling. After all, if one cannot turn to God, to whom
can he go? And if God does not hear! But God sometimes
hears when we think he doesn’t. He sometimes answers
when we do not realize it. And so it was with Job. He
said, “Behold, I cry out of wrong, but I am not heard: 1
cry aloud, but there is no judgment.”3¢ And again, “I cry
unto thee and thou dost not hear me: I stand up, and thou
regardest me not.”’%6

From his viewpoint, he was not heard. He knew he
had done no great wrong. His friends accused him, but
he knew their accusations to be false. He called on God,
but did not get the answer he wanted. He was suffering
a thousand torments. No relief was in sight. Had God
forgotten him? Was there any such thing as moral justice?
He knew that God is good. But why all this? The pieces
in the puzzle did not fit together.

What he did not know was that man has no answers to
many of life’s problems, but that so long as God is running
the universe, everything eventually will be all right. He
was being heard. At the proper time God would reply,
and when he did the answers would be right.

34. Job 19:7.
35. Job 30:20.
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(14) He was misunderstood.

If there is any such thing as a universal cry, it is a cry
for understanding. It comes from young and old, rich and
poor, sick and well, and people of all walks of life. We
so often feel that others do not understand us. Job knew
the frustrating experience of talking with those who did
not understand his plight. He said: “I also could speak
as you do: if your soul were in my soul’s stead, I could
heap up words against you and shake mine head at you.
But I would strengthen you with my mouth, and the moving
of my lips should assuage your grief.”’%6

In Job’s frustration he felt more keenly this matter of
no one’s being able to understand him than simply that his
friends had missed the mark in their accusations. He felt
that God did not understand him either. He said, “There
is no umpire between us, who might lay his hand upon us
both.”?” God seemed so far removed from him! But with
us, it can be different. We know that God understands
because He sent His Son to live in the flesh and experience
life as we do. How thankful we are for our high priest
who was tempted in all points like as we are, who under-
stands full well.

(15) Job was insulted.

Most people had rather be injured than insulted! Some
consider this the greatest problem of all. The Book does
not say how “tender” Job was toward insults, but it does
tell us how he was treated. Job had been a respected
citizen of his community. Men had honored him in various
ways. While things were going well with Job, there was
a class of ruffians in the neighborhood who evidently kept
their distance from the respected citizens. They were the

36. Job 16:4, 5.
37. Job 9:33 RSV,
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kind of men whom Job would not have wanted to associate
with his dogs 38

But after Job’s trouble, their children turned on Job and
made him the laughing stock of their gang. He described
them as “among the bushes they brayed; under the nettles
they were gathered together. They were children of fools,
yea, children of base men: they were viler than the earth.”
And he told of their insults: “Now am I their song, yea,
I am their byword. They abhor me, they flee far from me,
and spare not to spit in my face.”?® When Satan tried Job
he didn’t leave anything out, did he? Imagine that scene.
Job in all his affliction, and a gang of hoodlums like that
making him their joke! Job surely experienced the bitter-
ness of being another’s “song and byword” as much as
anyone can.

(16) He was also slandered.

This is another problem which men have born for cen-
turies. It has broken the spirit of some who have been
able to stand up under other hardships. It tends toward
bitterness and resentment. It puts one under suspicion,
and thrusts him into the defensive. To be accused does
not establish guilt, but it does affect the powerful force of
public opinion. Job met this problem, too. And, as usual,
he had to endure it to an extreme degree.

His accuser said of him that his wickedness was great
and his iniquities infinite! They accused him of taking a
pledge from his brother for nought, of stripping the naked
of their clothing, of not giving water to the thirsty, of
withholding food from the hungry, of sending the widows
away empty, and of breaking the arms of the fatherless.4°

38. Job 30:1.
39. Job 30:7-10.
40. Job 22:5-9.
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And this was said of the man whom God judged to be
“perfect and upright, and one that feared God, and es-
chewed evil.”4

Other great men have also endured such mistreatment.
Joseph was imprisoned because of false accusations made
by Potiphar’s wife, David knew “fear on every side” be-
cause of the slander of his enemies, Naboth died because
of Jezebel’s false witnesses, Paul was called a pestilent
fellow and accused of profaning the temple, and Jesus was
condemned to death for blasphemy! If such accusations
were made against these, can we who are not so good hope
to fare any better?

(17) He knew loneliness.

There are more people in the world now than ever before,
and perhaps a bigger percent of them are lonely than ever
before! This can be a major problem, and Job knew the
heartache of it well. “He hath put by brethren far from
me, and mine acquaintance are verily estranged from me.
My kinfolk have failed, and my familiar friends have for-
gotten me. They that dwell in mine house, and my maids,
count me for a stranger: I am an alien in their sight. I
called my servant, and he gave me no answer; ... My breath
is strange to my wife...yea, young children despised me
...my inward friends abhorred me; and they whom I loved
are turned against me.”#2 Again, he suffered to an extreme.

(18) Swifty passing time troubled Job.

And so it does many of us. Years roll by and indelible
changes are made. The flying pages of the calendar mean
that children have grown up and left home, the old house
needs repairing, younger and more energetic people are

41. Job 1:8.
42, Job 19:13-19.
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getting the attention, and memories take more time. It
all happened so quickly! Job was not old in years, but he
knew this feeling, too. He expressed it: “Now my days
are swifter than a post: they flee away, they see no good.
They are passed away as the swift ships: as the eagle that
hasteth to the prey.”s8 That is quite descriptive for a day
before electricity, jets, atomic power, and space travel,
isn’t it? Flying time troubled him.

(19) He was troubled with nostalgia.

And with him it was more than a passing desire for the
good old days which were often not so good. He had some-
thing to long for as he looked backward. Hear him: “Oh
that I were as in months past, as in the days when God
preserved me...as I was in the days of my youth... when
my children were about me...when I washed my steps
with butter, and the rock poured me out rivers of oil.”’#
Not only did he think of the pleasantries of yesterday, but
of his position as well. He had been often honored, and
his station in life was not without merit. To compare his
“yesterday” with his “today” shows ample reason for nos-
talgia to be a major problem with him.

(20) He thought he would someday be forgotten.

It is a revolting idea to some people that the time is
coming when they will not only be gone, but also forgotten.
Bildad took advantage of Job by reminding him of this at
‘a time when it was difficult for Job to hear it. He was
listing some of the harvests of the wicked — implying, of
course, that Job was one who was reaping them. And he
included: “His remembrance shall perish from the earth,
and he shall have no name in the street.”4

43. Job 9:25, 26.
44. Job 29:2-6.
46, Job 18:17.
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He was right in saying this about the wicked, for they
will be forgotten! Of course, the righteous will, too, “in
the street.” But he made the wrong application. Job is
immortalized on the pages of God’s book so we can learn
these needed lessons from him! But Job did not know that
at that time, and he probably suffered at the thought of
being remembered no more.

The above is only a partial listing of major problems
which plagued Job! And he suffered all of them to an
extreme. He had to go through the crucible to learn the
hard way. But by doing so, he has become a marvelous
inspiration to each of us as we endure our lesser problems.

What did Job learn from all of this? What can we learn
about human suffering from him? Obviously, the book of
Job does not answer the question, “Why do righteous people
suffer?’ A full explanation was never given to him. Yet,
Job came forth victorious. He learned great and marvelous
lessons from his trials. What can we learn from it?

OVERCOMING RATHER THAN UNDERSTANDING

All other points of this discussion are insignificant as
compared to this one. Our main concern is not to find an
explanation but a victory. It is more important to over-
come than to understand.

What one does with his problems is largely up to him.
Everybody has trouble — but troubles that crush one will
forge a man out of another. It is the common lot of man
to be tested and tried. The results are determined by the
one tested, not by the sevérity of the tests. The sun that
melts the butter hardens the clay. It is the same sun in
either case — the difference is in the material. God shows
us, by his servant Job, that regardless of the severity of
our suffering, if we will remain true to Him and faithful
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in all things, that final victory will be assured. Job over-
came., So can we!

At first, Job was unable to see God’s plan for him. He
was blinded by pain, discouragement, frustration, and hope-
lessness. His mistaken view of retribution blinded him
still more. His friends did not help any. He didn’t know
that God was permitting Satan to afflict him for a purpose.
He had no idea that his troubles would be such an inspira-
tion to every generation that would follow. The things
that he didn’t know, and that which he could not see, had
him thoroughly confused. All he could see was that “man
that is born of woman is of few days and full of trouble.”
We, too, may stumble along due to our misunderstanding.
But, like Job, we must remain faithful.

Inasmuch as all things will eventually be made right,
what should we do while we wait? While we suffer? We
should learn to adjust to it, to bear it. If we go into part-
nership with God, we will have a victorious adventure.
If, like Job, we try to find a cut-and-dried answer to all
our problems — especially one that will fit into our pre-
conceived mold of human opinion — we will have the same
frustrations he had. But if we realize there are no human
answers to some questions, and attempt to adjust to what-
ever is around us, we will be able to find help. Remember,
it is God who gives songs in the night!4¢

Learn to be happy regardless of external circumstances.
During all of Job’s trials, he never forgot the power of God.
He sometimes stumbled over his ideas of God’s moral judg-
ments because he did not see the harmony between God’s
goodness and the suffering of the innocent. But he recog-
nized God’s power. And if God still controls the universe,

46. Job 35:10.
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can anything be very wrong? Is anything too hard for
the Lord? Days may get mighty dark, but
God’s in his heaven
All’'s right with the world.
— Browning

‘'With such faith in God we can believe that everything
will eventually work out all right. Even in this life we
have hope. Dark days pass away. The sun returns after
the rain falls. But even if our days here remain cloudy
and death comes during the storm, there is an eternal sun-
shine for those who believe in Christ and obey his com-
.mandments and live for Him. The God who rules all has
‘the power to make all things work together for the good
of those who love him and who are called according to his
purpose.

But only He knows what is for our ultimate good. So
it takes complete trust in Him and total confidence in His
concern for us to be able to beat whatever burdens may
come our way. The God whom Job served is our God, too.
And He who ruled over Job’s affairs and brought order
out of the chaos of his life can do as much for us.

James summed it up well when he said, “Behold, we
count them happy which endure. Ye have heard of the
patience of Job, and have seen the end of the Lord; that
the Lord is very pitiful, and of tender mercy.”*" That is
the message of the book of Job.

GOOD RESULTING FROM SUFFERING

Not only from Job’s example of patience in suffering,
but also from other instances recorded for our learning
and admonition, can we learn that good can actually come
from our suffering. This is difficult to see during the

47. James 5:11,
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storms, but a backward look after the clouds clear away
will reveal it to us.

Job said: “But he knoweth the way that I take: when
he hath tried me, I shall come forth as gold.””s8

“Now no chastening for the present seemeth to be joyous,
but grievous: nevertheless afterward it yieldeth the peace-
able fruit of righteousness unto them which are exercised
thereby.””4®

Paul said: “We glory in tribulations also: knowing that
tribulation worketh patience.”® And again: “If so be
that we suffer with him, that we may be also glorified to-
gether. For I reckon that the sufferings of this present
time are not worthy to be compared with the glory which
shall be revealed in us.”®* He recognized that his troubles
resulted in good for others: “The things which happened
unto me have fallen out rather unto the furtherance of
the gospel.”’s2

James said we know “that the trying of your faith work-
eth patience.”s3 Peter said: “But rejoice, inasmuch as ye
are partakers of Christ’s sufferings; that, when his glory
shall be revealed, ye may be glad also with exceeding joy.”’54

The testimony of these men should be most meaningful
to me.

CONCLUSION

After all this has been said, the practical question still
is, “Is there any help available while the storm is raging?”

48. Job 23:10.

49. Hebrews 12:11.
50. Romans 5:3.

51. Romans 8:17, 18,
52. Philippians 1:12,
53. James 1:2.

54. 1 Peter 4:13.



WONDERFUL WORD AND HUMAN SUFFERING 333

Paul, who suffered much, and who continued to suffer even
after asking God for relief, was told, “My grace is sufficient
for thee.” It is comforting to know that God never allows
more to be placed upon us than we are able to bear. His
grace comes in ever increasing measure to help us in time
of need.

Let us each resolve to adjust to whatever our circum-
stances in life are, to draw upon God’s unlimited supply of
grace, to be happy while we serve Him here, and await
that home where there will be “no more death, neither
sorrow, nor crying, neither shall there be any more pain”
but where “God shall wipe away all tears from our eyes.”
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