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CHAPTER I
THE PROBLEN AND DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED

The first helfl of the twentleth century hics brought
marked changes in theolorical thought, Perhens, the most
vital end far-recching slteration has been in respeect to the
Serintures. Sinece theoloslcal system and Christisn life
derend uron one's view of the feriptures, it is the convie-
tion of thies writer that one should know sveeifically whnt

he belleves about tiae,
I. THE PROBLEM

Staterent of t.e Trovlenm

It 1s the nurnose of this study to evaluate the
historic wWecleyan view of the Scriptures in the 1ight of
twentieth-century theolorical views of them, Studente of
the Seriptures are aware of the fact that the nineteenth-
century view of the Scriptures, held by the great scholars
of Methodism, 1s not the prevalling view held by thelr
descendants today. Liberalism and neo-orit.odovy have made &
tremendous impact unon the historle Wesleyan view of the
Holy Serintures. This study has sourht mere fully to under-

gtand the nosition token by errlier Wesleyan writers, #&nd to



see 1f twentieth-century modifications of the position are

really justified,

Imnortance of the study

Liveral snd neo-orthodox Méthodists have written about
thelr views concerning the Serintures, However, to this
writer's knowledge, no conssrvative Methodists have mcde ony
full-scale study of the Serinptures. Conservebive Yeslevans
have left the field to thelr conservative Cslvirietic
brethren, The work of these Calvinistic scholsras is in no
wvay to be dempreclated, Congervative Calvinistlic and consere
vative ¥Yesleyen vlews have, perhaps, differed only in minor
thinzs, such ss anproach, This nesr arproximetion of con-
servative Calvinistic and YWesleyan scholears does not mean,
nowever, that “esleyans should sntlrely abandon the fleld,
On the contrary, the coneervative vwesleyan volce shovld be
heard., The vork of ninetcenth~century yesleyan scholare
ghould be consldered and an cvaluation made, in the lizht of

recent develorments, by thelr descendants,

vethod of Procedure

Materizls for this study have been nore nlentiful in
historie Wesleyan writers, rather than in present-day ones,
reeent conservative Wecleyan views of the Scriptures are

available, rrimerily, in perliodical articles, lectures, o~nd
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rortions of rublisghed works, The rrocedurs of thie study hos
been first to study hlstorie Weeleyan writers., The next orea
of study consicted of what could be found that had been
written by recent conservative wesleyan scholers. Conserva-
tive Calvinlstic scholars were also considered, The final
erea of investlipgation wss the work of liberal and neo-

orthodox schelars.,
11. DEFINITICN OF TERMS USED

Wesleyvan

The term "wesleyan" refers to the system of theolog-~
lcal thouszht which had John Yesley szg ite source, In this
study, the term refers to the view of Scriptures held by
Wesley and his successors, John Wesley, himself, did not set
forth any extended theologiczl treatise on the Seriptures,
but the early theologiszne of Methodlism have nrovided us wlth
many such., Thus, the term "Wesleyan" as used in thils study,
has reference to John Wesley'c view of the Serirtures as
interpreted by the early theolorlrns of the movement, This
view, ineidently, was escentislly that held by Chriestlanity

uop to the beginning of the nineteenth century.

The Serintures

The term "Seripturee" refers to the sixty-six



canonlcal tooks of the Bible, thirty-nine of which comprice

the 01& Testament, and twenty-scvon the iew Tectement., These
books are generally referred to collectively as the canon of
Holy Seripture, or the books whleh heve been divinely author-

ized to present God's revelatlon to man,

Liberelism

The term "liberaliem" in theologsy, generally, refers
to that system of thourht which wae dominant from
Schleiermacher to 3srth. fccording to Bernard Ramm, liberal-
ism had & fourfold rootsges nvhilosophleal idecllonm,
unreserved criticlsm, the suvremacy of asclence, and the new
learnihg,1 Liberelism 18 naturalistie and humonletic, It
merges cnecial revelstlon with general revelstion, It denles
the insviration and suthority of the Borinrtures, Reoson is

held to be the source of authority.

& a5 -
neo-Drinndony

The term "neo-orthodoxy" means & new orthodoxy, It is
a reaction agcinet en unrealictie libveralism, The avowed aim
of this nswer theclozy, which began with the nubllcatlon of

Karl Rerth's ormcrizlced, is & return to the true roformotion

iverett F. Harrigon (ed,), Bzler'c Dictiounary of
Theolocy (Grand Znpida: Saker Book Houre, 17.0), w. 322,



theology. It has stresced the neceeslity of revelation,
However, the Blble is only & record of, or witness to, reve=-
lation. Revel-tion 1s not in word, but in deed. Authority
lies in & subjective authority of the gSnirit, rether thon the

oblective suthority of the written Wword,
IITI, CREMNITATION OF THE THESIS

The firet chenter of thle theesles is the introduction
which stetes the ~roblem and defines the terme used in the
ctudy. Chanter two 1e 2 considerztion of revelation, It ls
rresented in the framework of historic Wecleyon thouzht,
along with liber2l and neo-orthodox views, In chanter three,
the seme ~rocedure ies followed in regard to insniration,
Chapter four is sn attexnt to set forth the true authority
of the Zible in the lizht of folee claimante to authority,
Cheznter five is 2 reiteration of the findings of the nrevious

chenters, and a eonclurlon of the study.



CHAPTER IX
REVELATION

This chapter has been an cttemrt to set forth the
wesleysn deoctrine of revelation, It 1s at the roint of rev-
elation that the suvernatural character of Christianity comes
into the greatest prominence, and thue, it is the point of
greatest antagonism with the neturalietic element in the
Church. Weesleyan scholarse of the nineteenth century belleved
that revelation, and sveelfically bibliesl revel-tion, was
gsupernaturally given to man by God Himeelf, The writer has
sought, in this chapter, to set forth the Weslovon view of
revelation, alons with rmodificatlons thet modern scholars
would meke of it., The chaepter has been divided ilnto four
seetiona: (1) Definition of levelation, (2) The Meeesszlty of
Jevelsation, (3) The Nature of Revelatlon, end (4) Trvidences

for avelstion,
I. LEFINITION OF REVELATION

¥, Orton Wiley, a contemvorary Wesleysn scholsr, has
civen the followin~ suecelinct definitlon of revelation,
By revelstion, in the brosder sense of the term, 1is

meant every manifestatlon of God to the consclousness of
man, whnether through nature and the course of hunms



history or through the higher disclosur?s of the
Incarnate Word and the Holy Scrirtures,.

Liveraliem, which denice the suwernstural character of
Christisnity, has sourht to modify such 2 view of revelation.
Llberal theolorlans have elther denied the nossihility of
revelation, or they have watered down the term =zo much that
it does not retain much of 1ts origlinzl wmeaning,

Zerly litersls, especlally, attemnted to meke the
religlion of the Bible =wpear to be Just like s=ny other
religion, They inelsted that Christienity was rert of an
evolutionary develonment of religlion, In reslity, 1t was
humen dlscovery, not divinc disclosure, The best that could
be seild Tor Christianity wac thet it was "the highest expres-
sion of an essence latent in all religions,”

4 nmore chastened form of literalism hoe spread out the
neeninz of revelation so as to inelude everything. By making
everytning sacred, it denrives Chrictisnity of any claim to
uninueness, Truths of science, srt, or any fleld of inveeti-
gation are "revesaled" truths, A representstive of present

day liwerzlism, 1. Herold DeWolf, cives thles definition of

'y, orton Wiley, Chricticr
Migeourl: Deacon HiIll Fresg, 1%G3

2Garl F. H. Henry, 11{ty Yecrs of Protectant Thuolopy
(Bostons W. A, Wilde Company, 1050), p. 106,
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reveletion., "By revelation 1s lLere meant any cctivity of God
by which truth is disclosed to human porsons."B

Neo-orthodoxy clalms to be & return to Reformation

thenlogy. Tevelation 1s truly a redemrtive activity of Cod,
Revelation for the nco-oirthodoxy theolorlian consliegts of divine
acts, uol nroroslitionsl truths, Revelntlon is a continuing
thinz. It comes by means of divinc-humon @ncauﬁter. A
deTinition by one of the great continental theolosions--Emil
Erunner hzos been quoted in a recent book edited by Herrilll
Tenney.

In the time of the cpostles az in thalt of the 014
Testament »rovhets, divine revelatlon clweys meant the
wholse of the divine aectivity for the salvetlon of the
world., Divine revelotlon is not a2 bLook or a doctrine,

Nevelation is God Himsell in Hls self-manifestation
within history. Revelation is something thet harvens,

II. THE EICESGITY OF RUVELATION

The thought of Wesleyan rcholere, as well as other
conservatlives, wag that penersl revelastlon was inadecuzte for

man's nsede, General rcevelatlon wes o reclity, but a direct

31.. Herold Dewolf, 4 Theolosy of Lhe Livins Chureh
(zlew: York: Harper, 1953), . 7.

AMerrill Co Termney (ed.), The w20 d Tor Thisz gentury
(Wew vorks Oxford Unlversity ¥Fresgs, 1= AL

20
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revelation of God was requlred, John Wecley showed very
ele-rir the limitation of general revelation,

From the thinge thot are seen we inferred the exlisg-

vence of an eternsl, powerful Zelnz, thrt iz not seen,
3ut still, althouzsh VG£CO\)3~l@d§L hig belinz, ve had o
acauailtﬂwo@ with him.”

General revelation can go only so fer, snd then
snecisl revelsation must assist it. It wos held thot reccon
was not cufficient to dicecern nore thon God's eternnl nover
and Gochead. Vithout special revelstlon, man vonld remelin
ignorant of major norsl =and seniritusl truthe, Han vould not
know that God cored for the loest soul, and would Torgive the
nerson who trusted in Carist's nroviclon, It 1s true that
man once knew these foets, but the fall dsrkened the minds
and moral natures of men, 211l one has to do to cee what man
would be 1like uwithout special revelation ic to look at pagan
necpnles and thelir reliclions,

It was further held that God was morelly reanonsible
to reveal !ls will to men, I men were morcl cregtures, then
they nuct know whet was cxrocted of thew, MNen hod sinned,
anéd 1T God hated sin, He would see to it that men knew what

they could do zbout 1t, Once the neceseily of revelation was

>
“The Works of Jous nﬁ1ev (ﬁrvnd Ranides Zondervan
Publiching Houge, rii5.a3), VI, Ps 58,
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established 4t would not be reculelte to »rove 1t was vossi-
ole or probable, Gevelatlon was necesarry and therefors 1t
would be voesible, If it were ncedful, end not possible,
God's power would be limlted, The whole moral system
demandel epeclal reveclatlon, Thus, Wesleyan scholcrs felt
that cneclal revelatlion was nececsary.

Liberslism has not clways felt the necessity of
greclrl divine revelstion., Religion is an evolutilonary
develo-ment of some sort of lunste princirle. Reason 1z able
to keep men on the evelutliconsry road to further nrosreses in
relicion, It is held that man does nobt need cny cneclal
revelation from God., God ie in 2ll of man's efforts,
Liveralism enphasized a vhllesopvhleal idecllsm which made God
very lmiznont,

Tregent~day liberallem would say that revelsztlon was
necezcary. nevelstion woulﬁ e remuired for cny treuth to he
grer-sd, Thelr definitlion of revelation is very brouod,
Iiveralienm vould hold to ths ability of humen resson to gein
ineirht into relizious truth, According to o nrominent
Yetheodlet theologian:

To reject ratlonal eritleclism as con instrument for the

SHQM'.?, loc. cits
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Alpcovary of theologlesl truth would be sure, in 2 short
time, to rosult in religlous regression in which 2ll
manner of loaz outgrown absurdity and immara%ihy wold
return under the guise of porodoxical foith.
Nao~-orthodoxy has traolned Lte blg guns on the rotionals-
istic emphacis of liber-licn, lNeo~orthodox men have charged
thet ratlonslism rules ocut folth, XFarl Jsrth has denled
general ravelation in order to strengthen hls esnse for
o
encelal revelstlon,” Some form of apeclal reveloatinn ia
necensary for nec-orthodor theoloslans, =nd, esveelally, as

FN

geen in Jecus Cherlet. The Holy Snirlt revesls Jesue (hrist

51
g

to the 1ndividucsl in the exmeorianee of encounter, There
suzt be revelation continually, AT man is to hear Jod's

measaze, The Titlce ls the record of men who cxperienced

[O)

aricounter, These were sgpeclal revelations 1o nen of old, 2nd
would not be of volue 1o men today other thcn to be regd as
religious biography. Revelstlon 1s needful, but only that
which is nrecently nade to men.ia Thus, Wesleyan theoln~lans

urged the necescity of spsclal revelatlon. Thet revelstlon

724’5"‘.’501f, CDe (fi‘tu; Tie 154,

2o, .
“Henry, ODe Cll., D, 50,

9, Richord Niebuhr, The
York: ¥aemillen Comvany, 19477,

i .
Oroun Baillie,
Thourht (New Yorlk: Col il




wee mode In Jesue Christ, the Bible belng the mesne of Jod
giving His ereclal vWord to mankind, Liberslism has not seen
the need of specirl revelatlon, and neo-orthicdoxy strersed
the necereity of speclel revelstlon, but has divorced it from

the Bible.,'!
I1I. THE N'TURE OF REVELATICHN

It has been customary to divide revelstion into the
two categories of genersl and sreclnl revelation, Until
reccntly, most theolozl=ne have accepted the bellef that
there was ¢ direct and an indirect revel:ztion of God to men,
Such men, affirmed thot this dictinection was biblleally
founds<d, Thece theolorlans referred to such Scri-ture

vefarences as Peolms 19 and Tomans 1,

Genceral Hsvelatlion

Genercl revelation hos been deflned by Willlam B
Tone, cne of the grest theolozlans of nineleenth century
Hethodicm, a8
.« s » ivery menifestation of dod to the coneclousncse of
men, wvhether by the constitution of the humsn mind, in

the fromework of ﬁa?le, or in the ~rocesses of »ro oV~
dentizl ~ovcrnment,

11Tenn@y, loc. cit,

12w11113m Burton Pope, Couwnendium of

(riew York: Phillirs & Hunt, 1..0),
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Nature reveszls God to men., Men have looked at the
vast universe, and sald thot there must be a Crestor, They
have observed the intricacies and regularity of nature and
sald there must be a Deslgner and Sustainer, Indeed, the
Serintures have declared thsat nature rresents Jod's eternal
novwer and Godhead to men In such & clear manner that they
are resroneible to Cod¢ for & »rover resnonse to such & rev-
gletion (Romens 1:20).

There has alro been & revelation within man'e nature,
Just ass man has been consclous of himeelf, so has he been
aware that there was a divine Belng that he should worshin,
God hece revegled Hims.1f to the concelousness of men in such
a way that sin has not entirely blotted 1t cut.

The last cource of zeneral revelastlon has been asrlled
nrovidence. Hlstory shows that God 1s working out His will.
History 1s not jJust 2 confusion of evente, but it shows an
order and desisn. God 1s hehlind history, and He hes control
of 1t,13

Limerslieorm has rlaced much emphasls unon gencral
revelation., Men of libersl nersuasion hsve felt that all

14

that men reslly needed was general revelcotlon, They heove

13"@‘11&?9 0% Qit., S 127_1“53‘

143@W01f, orn. eit., e 65,
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limited revelation to general revelstion, A plea was mode
that Christianity did not have ony seneclal normetive revelsw
tion, =nd, perhans, other religions had zorething to offer to
the body of revelstion, '

The content of zeneral revelatlion included anything
that brought enlightennent to men. The subject of the
enli htennent did not need to be God., General revelation vas
g0 wrtered down thet any meaning 1t nreviously nosscecssed was
lost,

While the libersl mede all revelstlon genepral, scome
neo-orthodox thinkers, such as Karl Darth, have denied that
there wgs any such thing as general revelstion, &Sneeial rev-
eletion was the only form of revelation allowod. God
revezled Himself in Jesus Chrict, If there was ony such
thing as reneral revelstilon, 1t was of such = nature a8 to be
unintelligivle, there was no need for renerzl revelction,
guch reveletion was not »ersonel and intimete, Tevelstlion to
be revelstion nust conelet in God rersonclly disclosing Him-
gelf to man in the act of encaunt@f*15

It would not be difficult to cleim too auch for

‘5Carl ¥. H., Henry (ed.), Jevelation aond the Blble
(Grand Ronids: Beker Book House, 1958), o, T h=-14,

16

lbi(ﬁ., T’}?"}. "0‘"19.
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general revelation, but early Wesleyan theologleans felt they
had & biblicel bssis for holding that it had 2 beginning
value, Idteralism used it sc ite main workhorse, and some
smecles of neo-orthodoxy, in reacting against libersliem!

claims for it, denied it cltogether.

Speclal “evaelation

“eegleyan theolozrians held, with historic Christianity,
that enecial revelotion was that dleclosure of God recorded
in the 31ble whieh culninrted in Jesus Chxrist, John Wecley
wes gqulek to point out the limitations of general revelatlon,
and hle suceescors were of like dlsposition, General revela-
tion could not msle known to men God's r@demmtiva nlan,

There were few who had waolked In the 1isht of general revela-~

tion, and special revelztlon beccme @ neeasgity.17

The canon, The sixty-slix books of the Bible vere
rezerded as canonleel, The 01ld end the Hew Testements were
eatoemed as Cod'g full and final speclal messsre to mankind,
Jesue Christ and the anortles wut thelilr stamp of svnrovel

upon the cenon of the 014 Testament, Christ quoted from th

cocented dlvisions of the 0la Tegtamewt.‘b Then i regard

.

17The werxs of Joku weelev, loe, clt,

1°deﬂrd John Cernell, The frse for Qrthodox Theolory
(Philadelphia: Westminster PPESR, 1959}, p. 44,
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to the New Testament, Chriet suthorized 1ts formulation. The
test that the organizer of the New Tectament ccnon spplied
wazs apostolie authorship or apostolic authorizaticn.‘g

'en of liberel persussion have crpued thet as the
documents of the 01ld and Kew Testaments vcere of human origin,
80 wae the colleotion of these documentz, In order to fit
these writinge into thelr evolutionery framework of origins,
they have felt they had to push up the dates of accentance
into the canon, This view hac been held by such men as W, O.
". Oesterley, Theodore H, Hobinson and Robert H., Ffeiffer.2C
Neo-orthodoxy has remsined committed to this viewnoint, also,
Such men as Nels F., 8. Ferre: John Baillie, and H. Richard
Niebuhr may be cited as examples here.21

Present conservative theologlsns have not accepted the
view that the older concept of the casnon wes untenable, The
booke of the Zible were dilvinely--iven revelatlons to men,
and bore an intrinsic authority. They were only recognized
as canoniceal by men., The church saw that they sﬁpe marks of

divine authority, and so they were accented -5 belng part of

the canon,

'9pope, on. clt., p. 199,
QOHenry (ed.), ons clt., p. 159,
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“1Cer1 F. H. Henry, Ihe vob ~toct Dil- -~ (Grand
Renids: Eerdmans Pu.lichilng Cc -=ar, 12425, -, °Z,
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terirturel cenulneness, Wesleyan theoloslsne zccented

the genuineness of the Sorinptures. “he ostoeblished suthors
of the 014 Tdstament were recognized, Josephus had given the

gane ruthors for the 01d Testanent a& we now have th@m.gz

0

hrist and the Avostles held to itlie accerted authores of the
01é& Testement er-non,

The New Testesnent sutuors have been sufficlently sub-
sterntiated, &lso, The Arostles and esrly Christions would
have been quick to correet sny srror In suthorshly in regard
to Tooke seld to be written by thelr comnany or by soneocns

L

known to them, Zarly Christian authors sscrlhed these Looks
to the comonly accented authars.QB The eneniegs of Chrige
tienity world scrrcely heve =llowed any book to he naased off
as writter by an Apostle when 1t had not been,

Liberzlienm snd neo-orthodoxy do not vary greatly in
their attitude toverd the authientlelty of the Jeri-tures,
Very fev booke of the Iible have been allowed to retain the
ori~inslly clzimed outhor. Zven vhen the evidence In fevor

of 2n szuthor iec so overwhelming thet 1t cannot be denied,

portions of the book szre often sald to be written by come

224 pmusl Worefleld, £ Josndebe Sio-tor ol Jhristlon
i3 s
1%, an e ~ 2 -, - 7 2 Y -
rncolo~y (Mew Yorks: Y¥elsonm & Phillinpo, 1 .07), ve B3,

23Riohard kebson, Theoloriesl Institutcs (New York:
Mason & Lane, 10306), I, b. 1
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other riter, Iiberslism and neo~-orthedoxy are comuitted to
develonmental tlcories and, therefore, must sllow time Tor
the biblieal narrative to develor, The result of this elain
ig thet the alleged suthors could not have writien the books

" & [
thet benr their nmm@a,ﬁa

Serivtural authenticlty, The church, in general, hes

believed thet what was recorded in the Serintures was the
truth., VYesleyan theolosians of the esrlier neriod felt that
wvhat wae recorded in the Dible was to be aceented as foet,
The necnle and evenis reecorded In the Sceriptures vwere actual,
The historicel facteg of the Serinptures have been substentli-
ated by other historlcal docum@mts.gg There were few nmen vho
questioned the zuthentlicity of the Seriptures before the
nireteenth eentury., The opponents of Christianity would
certzinly have not been slow in peointins out aonything that
wan contrary to fzet., A further arsurmert for the authenti-
eity of the Scriptures ir the fact thet they were soon
translated into cother lenguages. The £ld Testement, for

exemnle, was transleted into the Greek in the third century
~ 26
o,

tvi

24 - . D Trearm Y+
“%mawin Lewis, A Fhilogonny of tuc Curistisn Tevelow

tlon (Hew Yorwk: ilrrmer, 1040), w. B0

25 -
“wWiley, on. ecit., n. 211,

EéWak@fiald, loc. git.
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The zeneral attlitude of liberellem has been Lo deny

the suthentlicldy and hilstorlelty of the “erintures., Llberal-
ism hee chosen to deny the resllily of revelstlon and the
supern-tuiral, and, therefore, 1t has no otlier alternative
hon to discredit the Scrintures, Instead of the S8erintures
being authentlic and hietoriesl, some men conslider them
legendary, The writers were exnressing nationalism and
gm in the forz of a story. Semson and the other leaders

i
in the vook of Judges are cited ns exmunlees of forms of

Liberzlien hes declided ohesd of time thet meost of the
Seri-tures nre not factual, =znd that thelr Job 1l to dlecover
the *rue clrcinstorcee behind the story, Some men feel that
there are "eruditiec", and “"borberlems” in the 014
Tectoment,“>  They incist thet much of it must be dismissed
an sub-"hristisn end uvnworthy of God, Thelr chlel concern
been that they zmizht wnderstond the relision of Jesus,
nehind the Yew Testament wrlters’ stiemnt to worircy Jesus o8
they thought o7 Him, the rcal form of Jesus' religlon

cnmears, Liberals heve desired to follow the nattern of the

27
De¥olf, on. cit., pPpe T1, T2,
oR

Horold Xuhn, "Liberalism and the 01d Tectament,"
American Holiness Journal, II (January, 1943), 53-57;
(February, 1943), 56-b1,
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The a&nmrozch of neo-orthodoxy hae not been too

necrtening, Men in thle tradition have accented most of the

tenets of liberalism, They urge bthat the mesning is a1l
thet ie Imvortoent; the surrounding cireumstances rre not &
matter of concern, Mueh of the stories must e considered as
"gupernstursl sarnichinge® end "imecinchive mediums for
truth®, Christ is erl¢ to he thelr criteria ~f truth, Any-

thinzg in the Serintures thsi has not measured un to whet they

velztlon in Christ hae been rejected as

Berlvtural inerrrney., It hne been held by conserva

tive theologians that the Serlotures were inerrently siven by
God. Conservatives have belleved that these writings were
fully inspired by God. (od's hand was In the writing of the
autographs of ithe Diblical books to the extent thet the
reeulting rroducts were without error. Libercliem has not
felt that 211 of the biblieal cecounts were ingrired, There

are many obvious contreodietions, and there are meny inetonces

where the actione aznd rorel etonderds sre sub-Chriestisn, The

29?"5‘0]:{, ma Cit’o, Ty 735

30-g-01n Tewis, A Zulstion toniiocto (Hew Yorks:
thingdon Presa, 1934) N, 1, O
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Jerlytures gould net, thoroafovre, be im@rrmnt.31
The neo-ortiodox theoloslan has sone the way of his
liberal brother, aond has dzclarad that the Jerintures are o
man araductlon, and thus, fallible, Neo-orthodoxs's view
of 2nzeial revelation tends to reduce the Zorintures Lo a
fallillo book, TProvositlonsl rovelotlon has been denied, and

" . - - -t
revelotlon >y encounter" has

wa

baan substituted, Revelrstion
Nasg been ~iven only in divine acts, and human internretations

of "“home ~cts could not be inerrant.32

Seriptursl later-itz. Wesleysn theolosy hse nmalne
tained thst the Jerintures vwors not only lnerront but thot
they were also —reascrved without escentieal alterations, Mony
re~nzons have been ~lven ecs rrool of such a vosition, The
Jews were vnusually meticulous in the trensmisslon of the 0ld
Test-—cnt, It wee held es scered and they would not allow
any errors in its trznomission., The Jews and Samoritans
served zs & check umnon esach other hefore Chrlnt, end ofter
Chriest the Jewe znd Christianse wers a check unon each othor,
The memuserinte of the New Tectament have been 1in egoentisl

cereement, and witnecs to ite Integrity. 2Znclent verslons

=1
“‘newolf, loec, cit,

32019119 00y a
I<35111 s Hordern,
Theolory (Philsdelphla: Ve
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have also been in agraement.33

Liberal and neo-orthodox writers, s we have already
seenn, have denied the original inerrancy of the Serintures,
Some of these men have elesoc tecken what was left and elsimed
that there had been additions made by later writers, This
hae been called the work of the redactor, Rudolf Bultmann
has been one who hags held to such a position, It should be
readily =dmitted that there are a few nloces that are un-
doubtedly additions. The last few verses of Mark 16 could

be clited as en exampla.34

8peclal revelation--historicecsl, The bivlilesl revela-

tion was founded in history, Geod's dealings wlth the nation
of Israel and with the early church were acts thot occurred
in the general stream of hlstory. The events of Christ's
life and death were concrete historicel faets, Classlczal
weeleyen thought affirmed, with elghteen centurles of
previous Christisnity, that what was recorded in the
Serintures was rooted 1n hiletory.

Liberalism rejected the historical boele of the

gerivtures, and sa2id that much of the meterial was bullt upon

33Wek6field, op. eit., »7e 60-3C,

34p0vert Poul Roth, "Bultmenn: Genius or Arostle,"
christisnity Today, I (September, 1957), pp. 14«16,
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fables 2z2nd mythology. The miracles of Christ, His death and
resurrection were only his friends' attemnt to ghow that e
was an unusual nan. Archreologleal discoverices have forced
llberels to revige thelr findings in rezard to maeny lncidents
that they cl-imed were mythologieal,>D

Neo~orthodoxy has nreccented & third view of the
historical nature of sneclal revelotion., Thene men hove made
a hiestoricsl dualism. According to “iclord Iiebuhr, there
has been "internal® and "external® history. Interncl history
is history lived, and external history is history ae szeen by
an obeerver, The biblicel account is not objective history,
nut imner hictory, This inner history nuet be intermreted,
and not taken at foce value‘as the church hesg done for se

10ng.36

Bpecial revelation--oropositional., The historiccl

content of divine revelation has been interpreted for man by
God., Christilanity onéd Wesleyaniem heove maintained thet the
Serintures contzin doetrinal or propesitlonal truths, That

Christ died for our sins was the doctrinal interwvretation of

35Henry, ern, cit., 1, 110,
Séla?iebuhr, 576 Clleys TM.e TT=90.
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the desth of Chriet, Speclel revelation has been gst forth
in the form of —roposltions. The historicszl cvent was
necessary in order that there misht be the rropositional
stetement, but the wroposition must follow or man will not
understand the signiflcance of the historical eovent,
Idberelliem has vigorously denied the reality of many
doctrines., It hss uvrged that 1life is 211 thet is fimrortent,
Doectrines are not the standsrd for 1life, but doctrines follow
1life. Doctrines Tlow out of 1life, and, hence, doetrines will

chenge as the 1ife 1s alt@rﬁd.37

Specizal revelation--progressive. God's revelation of

Himself has been nrogresesively unfolded, He began by
revesling Himeelfl through nature, the concelence of man, and
the history of the race, The specliezl revelation of the
Sarintures wap 2lso nrogressively given, The faet that
revelation was delivered to man by desrees was the result of
man's limited conaclty. Since the fall, man never has been
sble to zet a ecomrlete educotion 211 st once, HMan has ned to
be prepared and conditioned before he could recelve revelo-

tion, He has hed to assimulate what hed slresdy been

3?$amuel G, Crelg, Chriestienity - 1bly so Golled
(Philadelphia; The TPresbyterlen -nd elovrod ™olishlng

Company, 1953), v. 125,
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reveszled to him before he could cceent more, Revelation has
not slways been vrogresesive, There have been times when man
hae strayed so fer from what had azlresdy been revealed, that
a seecond, less-advanced revelation hed to be siven. God had
to accommodate Himsolf to the wecknese and sinfulness of
mankind, An illustration of this may be seen in the law on
divoree. Wwhen man was 1in HEden, God sald thst divorece should
not teke nloce. An accommodstlon wae loter msde through
Muses,38

Revelation 1s progreccive for the libersl in thst
there is continual disclosure of God to man., Uvery activity
of God 1is revelstion. Men must have revelstlon or he would
be without nowledge, There le continual revelstion of that
which is new., Thls is the way mon obtsine an education., It
is eclaimed thst that which we receive 1s through God's
sctivity., Thus, man progressively receives revelation from
others,”

Neo-orthodoxy has not had mueh to say sbout »rogres-
eilve revelation, H. Richard Niebuhr deals with the subjlect,

but hie econcept of it correswonds nore with what Wesleyong

0 L0 T

38 ~
S, J. Gamertefelder, Systemstlc
; i~uln - Houre,

(Harrisburg, Pennsylvania; Zvenselicel .
1921 )’ ":’. 97'

I peiiolf, on. cit., pp. 63, 64,
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have eglled illumination. There sre new "revelations" from
God to the believers, Thie ls in keeping with the idea in
neo~orthodoxy that Christ reveals Himself to man in the ex-

perience of encounter,i0

Speclal reveletion--final., Wesleynnism belleved that

with Jesus Christ God's self-disclosure of Himself ended,
Whoever has seen Jesus Chrilst, whether in the flesh or in the
Serirtures, has seen all that God has chosen to revesl to men
in this age. Revelatlon ceased with the closing of the Hew
Testament canon. There wlll be no further revelastion until
the second coming of Chriast.

Liveralism and neo-orthodoxy, perticularly, have main-
tained that revelstlon is continuous, L., Harold DeWolfl feels
that "1t would seem approprlate to deslignate 28 a sreeclal
revelation any high moment of communication with God. . . "1
H, Rlchard Ei@buhr elaime "the God who revesled himselfl
eontinues to reveal himself as the God of nll times and
places."éz This wes 2 naturcl result of thelr view of
gpecisl revelotion, Revelr-tlon has been ony event of sirnif-

ieent insisht or of divine encounter for liberal and

4Oyievunr, op. elt,, pn. 132-137,

415@%01f, en, git., ». 66.

Qgﬁiabuhr, op. cit., p. 136,
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neo-orthodox theoleclans resvectively. Continuous revelation

hae been, therefore, & loglecsl result, and cven a necessity,
IV, EVIDENCES FOR ARVILATION

Classical wesleyan vwriters nove ucually dlvided the
evidences for revelation into external, interncl, and collat-
eral, Thies divislon has been followed in this otudy. These
evidences for revelztion have borne more welcrht with the
conservative Clhristian then with the libersl, The liberal
heas looked upon them as unstesdy pronpe for an slready follen
superncturaliesm., The sharn sickle of lirverallsm's notu-
relism has strucek at esch evidence until they have -roved
(to themselves) that the use of evidence for revelation g a
last-3itenr attempt by Tundamentalism to save the falth,

The evidericegs for revelstion have been a source of
assurance to the conservatlve., This doee not mean, how-
ever, that the conservative hos felt thet revelotion was on
shaky cround. These evidenceg should be tcken for what they
are--gunportive evidences-~cnd they should not be acked to

prove 2ny taore then they do.

Externsl Zvidences

Externel evidences hove besen regorded zz those which
were external to the Serintures. They hove usually been

divided into niracle and nrovhoev,
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Caroele, William Pore hes sald that a “miracle is the
intervention of the Supreme Power Iin the egbablilshed eourse

4
of nature,® 3

Historic Christienity had believed that God's
concern for this world sometimes lscued in the miraculous,
MNow, Mr, Hume's definition of miracle as a violatlon of
nature presupposes a naturalistic conecent of natura,44 in
this view, nature must be looked upon as self-ere-tive =nd
gelf-malntelned, lcture, in thie view, must be 3od or co-
equel with Jod, Then, and then alone, could it be sald

that =2 mirscle is 2 violation of nature,

Historle Christianity, on the other hand, has main-
talned 2 sovereipn, sternsl Jod, God's covareirnty over man
and nrture haes not been guestioned by conservative
Shricticrne, Meture 1s not & self-existent thing, but a
created organ of Cod, Therefore, the soverelzn God who
ereated nature, is able to inject His nower in or over
nature 2t Hie will, Thls does not mean that God conri-
ciovsely injects His novery rather, He does so only

£
purponively for redemptive @ndseaﬁ

John 8, Benks, 2 Meoual of Zhrlctien Doetrine (Hew
York: Zston & Mzine, 1397), me 2%
b5 .
3%&?61& B, Fuhn, "A Phllosenhy of the Chrletlisn
Neli-iow,” A 3yllabue (Wilm@ra, Kentuckys Asbury Seminery,
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Provhecy 1s miraculous knowledge, Just

o miracle was a manlfeststlon of the omninotence of God, so
provheey demonstrated the omniselence of God. wWhet was geid
in the discussion of miracles, in regard to God's sover-
elgnty, applies, also, to provhecy. A4 sovereign, sll-lknowing
God could give to man a message that could not be obtained in
any other way. Pronhecy 1le¢ forth-telling, ae well as ~rc-
dietion, It 1s 1ln regard te ite nrovhetle aspect, however,
thet 1t 1s Imnortant as evidence of revelation,

Provheclies have been made in the Seriniurse, snd they
heve been fulfilled in history, Some mrovhecles have been
giveh co cvlezrly that their fulfillment has been unmistoke~
able, The return of the Jews lsg an exanrle of this,

Provhecy, like miracle, hos o purnose, Thet nurpose
le the onening of the eyee of the enirituslly blind. God
uges nropheecy to certify His message of redemption for all
mankind, Jome linerzl eond neo-orthodox men have felt that
these —ronhceies were not miraculous,., They have held that

somecons vrote them after the events escturlly ocecurred., This

1 46
relief hee led to & redating of the Scrintural documcnto.
46g.r1 P, ¥, Henry (ed.), [gvclriilon s the Blule
(grand Ra 1243 Bokor Book House, 1057}, n, 2073,
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internal Bvidences

Internsl evidences have boen conaldered es thoae

which =zre within the Scrintures,

The witness of the Father, If God ie & god of love
end holiness, the fact of such a God is & witnese for rev-
elation. @God has been sald to be a sod of love. He is =lpo,
a person--a verson who wants to communicate Hir love to
others., God could not have given His love to others if He
had not revealed Himself to mankind, In revelatlon, csné-
clally ss seen in Jesus Chricst, God's love has been fully
revealed to the world,

God 1s a holy Cod, and as such He hates gin, dod
muet communicote to men if they sre to hknow that He hates
gin, This He Las done in Jesus Christ, and at the same time
He hse lovingly provided a remedy for sin, Thus, Jesus

christ beconeg God's revelation of His love and holineasoa7

The witness of the fen. Jesus Christ, the eternsl

5o0n of dod, is the hishest form of evidence of the snecilal
revelation of fecri-~ture thet we have., He clsimed to be

God's revecletlon to men, His claime were consistently

a7w1ley, Qe glbe, e 135,
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unheld by His sinless 1ife, Hlc tenching, =nd His death, 1In
Chriet, man hae seen perfect love, and & nerfect hatred for
g8in, Iirecle comee to lts helight in Christ, The birth,
life, ministry, end death of Chrilst were tie ultimste in the
miraeulous, Thoese who have denied revelation muet reject
Chrict’'s own claime for Himself snd the c¢lzims of the Hew

[
Tegtament writerc,40

The witneses of tihc S»nirit. The Holy 3pirit is the

most effective witness to revelation., He is Christ's gift
to the church, end ig the One whom Christ s»id would gulde
the chureh inte 211 truth (John 16:13). The Holy S»irit
bears ~itness to the truth of God'e revelation of Christ as
recorded in the Scrintures, He, egpeclally, witnescos to

he redemptive provisglon in Jesus Ch?i@toag

The Heriptures' own witness. The Gerintures them-

selves are an evidence for revelotion, They substantlate
their own c¢laims, The Serintures were written by men of
God who were of v-rying temperments and asbilities, ond who
lived in different asges, If these wore mercly humen hooks,

the unlty that they display could not be »oscible, However,

48

Pope, on. clt., vn. 29-1083,
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aceording to Weeleyan theologlans, from Jeneeis to nevelation
there hos been harmony of purpose and teachimg.50

The style of the writers' of Seripture was sober,
simple snd natural, Thege writers told of thelr own ghort-
comings and sins, They felt they were giving God's mersape
to menkind, and there was a resultant eénre end concern that
they would not nromote their own ideas,-|

In no other writings could there be fournd sueh

standards of morality as there are in the Seri-turcs, Th
pagan snd ethnie relicione eonnot compere with the teaching

ation, Ths gource of these sianderds

Collateral Evidences

Collateral evidences are those thinge which do not
fit into either of the other twe catagories, but which are

of eirnificance as evidence,

The early diffusicn of Chrietlenity, During the Tirst

three cocnturies Chrietiznity esprezd ranidly over the then

nown world, It is abundently clesr that 1f the Chrintian

o
50 iner Reymond, Sysibonchic Theology (Cincinnatly
Hiteheoek and ¥Welden, 1u?7), I, ». 224,

51

Watson, ep. cit.,, p. 23%,

S2yereficld, ou. elt., m. 106,
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revelotion had been o humon nmovement 1t could not have sur-
vived., Those who carried Christlanlity in those days vere
not men of unusual means cnd abllity. There were insurnount-
able difficulties that vlagued the eerly chureh, such as
persecution. Chrictienity could only have survived by divine
agsistence., The early srread of Christiasnity is, therefore,

Py 4
& strong witnese for reveleation,-~

The preservstlion: of the record. Christlenity storted

out ac

s}

enall movement sgainet overwhelning obsteesles, But
it not only survived the inltisl onslaught, 1t hae continued
in existence until todeyv. Enemies without end within the
church would heve dectroyved it long zgo if it were only a
humen orpganizetion, The preservotion of the Christian reve

.o
elation is another viitneses to its truth,ﬁa

The effects upon soclety, Christionity has morslly

transformed many socleties through the centuries, It has
changed the lives of vpeople, and In so dolng it has bettered

soclety. The stenderds of the Christisn revelation have

53?&0@3@ . Ralston, [lements of Divinity (Hochvilloed

. . A, 1 e I o CEPREagn) P
rublicshing Loure of the lethondict Iiseo—nl Chureh, Soutl:,
£ 282
1913), pp. 576, 682,
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)éﬁﬁﬁjfmiﬂ Field, The student's H:indio
Theoloy 7y, ed., John C, Symons (Hew York:
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been respencinle for meny of the beneflits ond advances of
eulture, Natlomns thnt heve accepted the Clrilstian revelotion
have been morally and conl:ituslly superlor to other nations,
Ohrictisnity has elevated vwomen, ended humsn saerifice,
destroyed slavery, lnstligated republican mezsures, and
Tostered medlicel end charltable organizations. The pragmetic
test hec been aprlied to Christionity and 4t has chown thet

4 7 55
it can meet that tegt,”-

The wltnesg ef hictorlans, MHany credible hilstorisns

have verified the revelation of Christianity, Josenhus has
been o wiltness to the Q0ld Tesgtzment revelatlon, Such Homan

M

historizne as Buetonius, and Taeltus, bhove mentioned things

concerning the Hew Pesirment hlstory which heve corrabvorated

1% 56

The wituness of Chrictlaon exverience., The uwitness

from experience 1o another colloteresl evidence for revels-
tion. Thie is the nersonal nragmatlie test, ilos thds
christian revelstion done scomething for me personslly?
Chrigtians down throuch the cenituries hirve ansvered ln the

affirnetive, Countlese multitudes have Tound thelr lives

1
k1

Aeymond, op. clt,, pp. 201204,

U
N

3,

Wiley, @p. cit., pe 211,
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trannTormed by this Curistlan revel tion, They hove had
their sine forcivon, thelr henrrts clesnsed snd hsve been able
to llve a risteous life. Revresentatives from ameng the
best ond the worst, the wverlthy and the poor, the ignorentd
end the learned heve all had the revelstlion of the Jerintures
verified in thelr lives, The vitnesr from eyrorience ig

quite convinelnz,2’

The witness of the conversion of %cvl of Torsus, The

conversion of 8auvl of Tarsus leg the flnsl evidence for reve

elztion, Jemes Pratht hag =0id, "Conversion is a nstursl

humean 'Ol’lf‘ Tenn iﬁﬁ@f@&l’lﬁ@l’it« zlive of S'\'l‘,’_”3631”1‘}.&‘:.%'171“&-’,1 Inter-
H £
w55

Terence and of theologlceol nremosgegslon, . « « -7 deorge
Coe linkes converslon to zdolescent develovnent when he

clalns,
The Tact, novw well known, that sdolescence is the
period of 1ife 1n meOu eVﬁﬂﬁeliﬁbic influeneces have
thelr neox m“ﬁ effectiveness, peints to a connectlon 59
between s2dolescont conversion and the sexuol Instinet,”-

Wesleraniesm hog held that converslon ls a supernaturel

aet of God wrourht by the agency of the Holy 9plrlt. Do

Tnymond, 9w.e elb., e 210,

o—-—z—m

5“J¢me9 Rlgselt Frott The 2eli~ioue Consecloupnegs
. . I * =
(iew Yorlk: Maemlllen, 1925), v, 120,

&
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“geﬂowfm Allen Coe, Toycholory of “o0i Ao (Chieceros
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these ~cychological exnlanations of conversion do Justice to
an exncrienee of converscicn such as Scaul of Tarsus cloimed
to hove had? The faot that Saul of Tarsus wee pust adolege-
cence when he clalmed to have been converied would tend o
rule out Professor Coe's exnlanation 28 oy sc Seulls er-
perlicnes is concerne

Covld Ssul's exverilence have Deern merely o natural
humen responce This scems unlilely. t 1o questionable
whether 3S2ul would have responded to Christlenity AT 1t were
only & hunman ormanizaotion, Haul would have hed to have bheen
decelved or hingelf a deecelver, He could not have been
deceived becsuse the events which surrounded his converclon
were too tangcible and real, e saw a light, he vas struek
down, he wag blind, and his slght was restored, Saul could
not heve been decelved, 1n the second plage, becsusme he was
too well educsted and troineld, He could noit have beon
decelved, loetly, dbecause he was such an ardent zealot fop
the Jewlsh 1 gion,ég

It is unthinkseble that o men of the abllity, honor,
end mosition of Ssul of Torasur would have been a decelver,
He was at the tor In hie religlion, Srul would not have bew

come & decelver when he knew 1t would cost hilm honor,

{ PR 2. % ly £
)0 i@l&, O e 24_@‘,, T l;@a
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prectise, position, &nd even his life, The only reas

suswer i that Scul of Tersus wae supcrinsiurslly converted,
and so, his converclon lc e testismcny for the Christian rev-
& P B L

el&tion.61
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The wurnose of thlc chupter hes beoen, first, te
diceovey the ~vevellling conservatlve, Yeeleyon understonding
I

of the insnirstion of the Serintupss, lecondl e aim hes

baen B underetond thile view in the 1izbt of libera) end
nee~orthodoy belief in insnirstion. There hae bhoen an
attenpt te deal with the various theoriss of inspirotion, ol
to set forth some of the obloctlions to the consexvative view
of inenircilon, The ehevpber has doslt with the Tollowing
speeific subjoets: (1; Definition of Inepirstion, {2) The

¥ececsity of In-uireiior, (3) The focalbilidy of Insvirstion,

{4) The Sourec of Ingpiraction, {%} The Jeri-virel Evidence
of Inomiretion, (&) The Hlements of Imepiratlon, (7] The
Theories of Inspiretion, and {P) The Cblectlions W Ineplede

tion.
Is ERIOLTTION OF IHUSPITATION

By inapliretion we mesn the setunilipg enerey of the
§w7~ Gpirdt through whioh holy men were quelllied io
?ﬁ” truth, and bo sommuniente it to others




God chose men, who were living a holy snd obedient
1ife, to reeeive and record Hls mescage to mankind., These
nen were iven divine revelstlon, and were commissioned to
rut 1t into written form, They were set zslde for Cod to use
in a very unique way, Wesleyan thcoln irnn believe that the
ins—iration of the writers of fSerinturc goes beyond anything

elge that i-ht be designated by the term "inspiration®,

L3

2

The notural faculties of these men were cnlaorged, and tholr
minde were nrepared to receilve divine truth,?

The body of information thet these insrlired men wrote
is, thus, divinely inspired truth, The lcrintures cre the
inspired vord of God in written form. The will of dod was,
then, not only known by those who had been insplired, but it
has alco been known by dllizent seekers in 211 gencratlons
gince then, The Serintures stand, then, as & unlique bhody of
literature, They are unlike anything else that hae been
written,

Liberalism and neco-orihodozy, too, belleve in the
ingpiration of the 3cri-tures. Subt in most instonces thelr
view of lneniration is comething lesc than whot hlstorie

Wesleycnlen has ascribed to the “erlptures, Some liberals

?“G""G, 9.::‘ ..,c._..i,,.t,°s z}t 1705

I\hi(‘} ° g, 1 ry?:’_’}“



40y
describe inspiration se the inspliring effect that a religious

5 A
eniug may nroduce by hls wrltimgﬂ.* Host noco-orthodox theow

logiens heve a much higher view of inspiration, They feel

"the 2Rible is ineplring becruge it is inepired ag s vehicle
fod
of the cospel of Chrlst. + & " A mein difference between

the view of liberclism and neeo-orihodory and that of con-
gservatism ls thal conservativeg hold thet the body of divine
truth was 2o iaswnired of the Holy Snlrit zs to be without
erroraé Liberclisnm and neo«orithodoxy noint to ths faot of
the humen in Liz writing of Scrinture, and say that there
must be error and inconsi 1cies in the rroduct, Thia

fact should not be a asource of concern, according to this
view, tut the message of God, wnich 1s, nevertholess, there,

should be Saught.7
II., THE UZCESSITY OF INBPIRATION

wesleyan theoclogians have urged that inerirstion of

?rqnﬂ 3, Hickman, I;iorods 2hion
nelision {Mew York: Abin jdon . corsm, |

Zunl iflG-JD nes, Tha Aathor
OutDl Fllgelin “‘@g 1G4

“Thos. O Uu‘ﬂnrg, Syetenstic Tﬁﬁui,?v, rav, Jno, Je.
Ticert (Rashville: iethodiet Irisconal Thurch, Zouth, 1902),
?1
I’ Tha A
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the Serintures wes necespery. Wlthout insplration, the
nessege of @God's redemption could not be certoinly hmown by
zan,  The incpiration of the Serintures is the cruelsl
quostior in regerd to man's redemvtion, If the Scrirtures
are not insplired of God, then the message of Chriest is set
adrift on the sea of human speculstlon end conjecture,

Apart fron divine lngniration of the geriptures, man cannot
know that Christ died to redeem nmankind, There is no firm
foundatlon for the Christian faith or for the wreaching of
the gospel.g

The nature of the Scri-tures pointe to the necessity
of thelr havins been Iinapired of God. There are rcocorded
evente in the Jerintures thet could not poesibly be known by
man, The account of the cerestion of the vorld znd of man
may he cited zs & coce in point. The mrovhets predlcted
events that transypired hntdreds of yesre cofter their dentii--
the fulfillment of them has been unmlstakeble, and so,
divine inspliration 1ls the only source of sueh informauion.g

The zuthoritative marmer in which the Serintures

epeak polints to thelr lnsniratlon, Tle wrlters &ld not

?”&l“h Eorle, "Phe Arminian View 0¢ 1&3?¢thio“,‘
connierte Iﬂfuzi;«a XXXIV (Jenuary, 10959}, ». 23,

Wwakeflield, on. clt., =, 72

e 3 e
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give chnices, but they delivered ultimotuns,

IT the Ferintures were not dlvinely ins nirfd they
could not elainm =s they do, to be the iunfallible
tandard of relicious truth., Only as we =ro convima@d
uvt the writera wverc alded by o suvnernotural ond divine
influence, and this in puch a nonner as to be infallibly
nregerved “from 211 error, can the sacred | 8rinbuwno e
come a& divine rul& of falth and ﬂvactice.

ILiberals say that there must be a keemeses of mental
powers in order for sonmcone to wrlite soceored Serintures.
There muet be a devnth of spiritusl intuition in a reli-ious

T e

cenlue before he can nroduce inepirastional materi:-l,
neo=-0rthodox belleve the vwiriters of Serirture must have been
Aivinely aided in thelir worl, The writer needed insvnliration
to recelive God's revelstlon, but that insoiration 4id not

extend to the enabling of the wrlter to give an suthoritative

messare thet is without error.¥2

11X, THE DOZSIBILITY OF INBPIRATION

If God is God, then He ic able Lo inepire men to wrlte

His will and purpose for the beneflt of mankind, God may cetl
upon the mind of men to the extent that He nay desire in the

fulfillnent of His nlen of solvation. He gen undorstand the

1 ,

O?fley, ope cit., e 173

11 . & [ e B,
Hickman, 09, ¢it., D, DO,

12

Belillle, 9%, gite,; bs 111,
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nind of man, if

If god created the

thinking,

pereentions of thaot mind,

het covld not oithervise

Liberallism allows
The weaknese of man does
tion,
Serintures,
looked in tilec

Heo-orthedoxy, more or

1n-¥

of insviratlon to the writers

inspired these men to receive

gover the tronsaioccion of the
The vwritten form of the revels

uritera, and so, the

tencies.’B

Z2O0URCE

13ucrerleld, loc. cit.

Mewolf, loc. clt.

=
1550 relmen Suther
sve (New Yorks rw@r,(

° L R :
A e
e

U e

mind of wen,

not »ule out the ides

accordinz to liberalism, Lut

ceeount ig full of

it ""VC, us t}m
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men can noreelve the results of other men's

He ean enlarge the

and He can teach thet mind things
be knowvn by mankind,13

for the peselvility of insviration,

of Insrira-

There crce lnconsisitencies end inacccouracies in tHh

there orn be over-

1izht of certoin vrofound truthe in then, 14

lese, confines the voesibility

and not to the Sori turom, God

revelction, but thin does nol
rovelutlon in the same deproee,
left up to the

& -
tion vee

error and incongloe-

OF INEPIRATION

ferintures; they are His

ority of
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nerfept work,“Tﬁ his 1g the feeling of orthodox theologlans
in regerd to the source of Insviratlon, The S»irit ls the
souree of insolration. Althoush men put the Soriptures into
written form, it was the 8»irit who inspired the revelation,
The Bnirit 1s the cource of itruth, end 1t is by Him that the
truth o God 1g reveslsd to men,

Liverals nlace the spurce of inapirstion in man, They
have folloved & naturallstic philosophy of life. God is
immanent in the world, snd therefore, there 1p no nred for
sunersasiurel movings and disclocures to men, The puners-

iz only an extension of the naturel, snd theref

&
X
()
¥
o

newlration hre ite source In the ninds of the inbellectual
geniua.17

lico~orthodoxy mode the Bnirit the source of insnira-

o

&

tion, The Z»irit tokes the witnese of revelotlion in the

Seriptures and makes 1t insriring to & mresent-day reader,

The seme Sw»irit thaet illusingted the writers of Zerinture,
cauges the Serinture to become revelation to men today. The

gnirit's inspiration was not such thet it engbled b

¥writerse to glve an Inlsllible mesgnage.

"

The Iible, then, has been iInenlred by the Holy S»irlt

L i

761‘—-’0{3@, 2n, cit., ». 170,

"Taicknen, op. glt., 0. 523,



to testify to the divine reveletion in Jeeu~ Christ.
There ig no crror or f1$g in 1t vhich unfite 1t for
this eseential ~ur0se, '

V. THE SCRIPTURAL EVIDENCH QF INSPIAATION

The Scrintures, themselves, wltness to their oswn
ingpiration, Cne part of the Bible substantlates aznother
wart, Fach rortion elsims lnswiratlien for itcelf, These
cleimg are suprorted by divine coviiernce of thelr trvthivi-

negs 19

wig

e Toatimony of the Qld Testement

2 C.Y

The 01d Testanent writers, from Moses Toruvsrd, c¢lalimed
to have reoceived thelr mesgsege from the Holy Inirit, There
wes & note of urgency snd authority in the writings of the
0ld Testement begsuse of this fact., The fulllllmcnt of thelr
=rorvhecies sunports their claim to the Spirit's inspiro-

tiﬂ'no 20

The Yestimony of Carlst

x ’ L1 o e 1 % - Py ol 4
thrist gave Hie witrese to the incpirztion of th

n r o - A
10cun1irfe~Jones, loc. cit,

191301)6: Cha Clta, Ta 157.

] v ow — y ¥ 2
"*O’;;_llf;:y, ope. ¢it., nn, 177, 170,
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018 Tesianent, He svoke of the Old Testament ps geripture,
and a2t timer deeclored that 1t wos fulfilled in Him, Ohriat
2eld that all of the 01d& Testament must be fulfilled, He ho
a profound regerd for the Old Testement ac the word of God,
ond used 1t in His 1life and ministry. "vhen orthodoxy is
acked why 1t escecents the ClE Pestonent as the inenired Vord

ra

of fod, 1t =nswers, Deccuse Josus Chrlat, the Lord of the

’ﬁ

The Testimouy of the Apostles

The zrostles of COhrist tredted the 01d Testament and
the LNew Testement ac the insplred word of dod in written
Torm, They guoted from the {01d Testenent, and oloimed that
certeln vrophecies were f™lfllled in the 1ife ond ministry
of the chureh, Taul cloimed the entirety of Serirture was
inazlred >f God, He deocleared that Lls own revelaotlons were
directly fron the 3Ipirit, Peter csslgned the writinge of
Paul to the body of insvlred ertinﬁﬁqgg

Liver-l ond neo~-orthodox theologisnsg do not »loee mueh

emphasle on the 3 ~ture's claim to 1ts ine=niration, The

charge of "sroof-texting" 1z apt to be made Af sn appeal 1is

E’C?f‘ﬁ@ll, O Cita, Da 5 e



made to the Seriptures, The testlmony of Chrelot snd His
apontlos to the inswiration of the 014 Testowert 1s olfien

regeorded as an accommodation to provelling relligilous. epinion,
They @0 not believe the prevelllng bslief, but rether thsn
rolse an isgue they go along with 14,93 14 is, s#lso, clained
thet Christ 4id not accept certsin passages in the Old

hrist is geid Lo have controdlicted

2

Zri)

me“t‘“’”v‘;“ﬁ.a _',( 'i_ "tc E‘S,

St
0l¢ Tectement commendg,”

Vi. THE SLEINTZ OF INSPIRATION

Weslevan theologsiens have sald thet there were varlous

1ente Anvolved in insplration., These werce the elenente of

_..A .-.

ju-.l

superiniendence, elevation, and suggectlon.

Sunerintendence

Fuperintendencs wag 4ivine directlon in Inspiration,
The writer wee guilded by the Holy Spirit in the uvsze of
slready existent materinls, This suverintendence of the

8-1rit freed the writer from error or mlateke In the re-

cording of materisl, The el mcnt of sunerintendence was,

s ~ulfance of the Tplrlt as to wholt Lo select Ifrom

e

- -
“Coxnell, 0s Clley e S0
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alreasdy exiectent meterials, The Holy Splirit dirccted vhat

[ - § 0
should hove bheen used and what 2hovld not have heen used,ed

Xlevation was the influence of the Holy 8nirit which
raised the mental nowers of ithe writer, The mind of the
wrlter was not vioclated or overruled, but only enlarced to
write henvenly truth. The writers wrote what they eould
never nave written Just by their own genius., They wrote in

the natural way, but the natural was divinely subsidized, 20

aurcestion

Sucgestion wes the highest element in insoirastion,
The thoughts of God were suggested Lo the wvrliter, This was
the direet communicotion of ddvine truth that could not have
been known by the wriliers, God's nlaon of sgalveotion, the
deotiny of nen, and of naticns could only be known by Cod.
These truths hed to be disclosed by Him to men. et

In conservative theoclosy, these elemente have not

s

been considered os different degrees of insniratlon. This,

25;’;9 %" 2 ,illa —ju{:":‘f‘f: :,':LXC.'..“ En
(Pos=dena, :lif@rmia: Ta da nloneg

26,

Wakefield, op, cit., ps BO,

2y
®Tui11s, op. sit., op. 129-130,
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it 1g felt, would make vorlous vrris of the Sfcrirptures of

ne . - & 2
less vglus end suthority.<~ In llberallisn's view, therc

3

have been various degrees ol insplrstlon. Inepirstlion

orrincted with the writer, and therefore, every wrilter had

0

Glfferent measure of Inspiration, 7The degree of lasnirotion

depended upon the writer's mental ebillitiss =nd religlous

Y ® D ~ i ~ 8 )
lnwlght.Lg In neo~orthodoxy, degrees of ins-irstion hove
been zccented, The faet thot men hove been used to cive

God'es message to the vorld has mede dersrees of incriration
inevitable,

Conslder gpein the ~uection whether #11 parte of the
Bible are ecually insnired. An effiymative answer would
mean that the hindersnce nresented to the dlivine nmind
wag eguel in 21l casce, This ig an snower we cannbdi
give, and we heve glrecdy found Iv. BEarth warning us
thet suech a doctrine of the uniform (;leiohmasgiu)3én¢

i

spiretion of Seripture hre lssued in hod theolony.

VII., THE THHORIXS OF JIEGPIRATION

There have been szeveral theories ag to the inspiration
of the Serirntures, The problem hee been ol the same kind as
‘\

thet over the true nature of Christ, Some heave gireseed the

humen elenment in inenirsztion, while others have stressed the

“illey, 9p. clt., pe 171,
ole
“icunen, on. glte, Pe 587,
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24111 others have cought to do Justice to both

elomenta, O

The Diotation Theory

The dictatlon theory atressed the divine clement, The
humen writer was only an amanuensls; he vrote only whot was

dictated to him Ly the Holy apirlit, The writer was con-

‘“s

nletely naseive; ne A1d not have to Tormulste the materiale.
Every word, then, was the word of the Holy Snirit, Many
tines, however, the &pirit used words that the writers them-
selves would hove used. The wnroblems that thie view has had
to face are =nany, Those who have held this view have hed to
deal with such things as the differences In strotements, free-

dom of guotastion within Seripture, use of sources, »nd Cod's

usual mrocedure with ¢ 3“

The Ivwuition Theory

The intuition theory etressed the human element 1In
incpiretion, Innpiration wes the work of e relliglous genius,
The writers of Scripture were able, by telr own nsturcl
nowers, to grasp religlous truth, and convey 1t to nen,

Those who Love held this view hiave felt that 1t wos meore in

Jzﬁilﬁy, 0ts Cilt,, M. 17%,
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keening with the scientific mind, Sclence did not want to
think that the supernatural invaded the life of men,
Those who heve held this view have had to answer the chorge
that tie darkened mind of men was lncapable of grasning
dlvine truth on ita own, The charge wag 2lsc made that the

Seriptures were not, then, ony different from other greatb

writings, %

The 1llumination Theory

The 1llumination theory emvhasized the human clement,
The inspiration of the Serintures was held to be thot same
ingniration or illuminetion that every Christian has recelved,
The only differcence between the i1llumination that &ll
Christiane hove regeived snd that which the writers of
Serinture recceived ie in degree--there is no dlfference in
ind, Critics of this view have charged that 1llumlnation
was sufficient for one to have regelved inscight into the
serintures, but it was not sufficlent to write them, Illumi~
naticn, it is charged, only prepaered the way for the

recsntion of truth, 02




e Dynamical Theory

The dynsmical theory wae an sttempt to give full cone
sideration to both the human end the divine element in
inepiratio:, The Spirit of God eo enlightened, filled and
guided the writer that the resulting produet could be celled
the Word of God., But, in doing thie, the ¢mirit allowed the
man to use his sbilities to the fullest degree; snd the
writer wae never, st =ny time, made a mere passive instrunent
in the hends of the Bpirit, Divine truth was, thue, communi-

B3 3 . 5 56
cated through man 4o the WO?IQ&JG

The Verbal Theory

The theory of verbezl insplration Lizs strecsed the
divine element, It has been close to the dictetion theory
in its emphasis, The Zpirit gulded the writers ln the words
they used, In the dictatlon theory, the words only vassed
throuch the wrlters, btut the verbsl theory has held that the
writer was truly inspired. This theory has been indicted as
calling for too much. It has been chargsed thest there were
certain meteriale that the vwriters ecopled, the writers dld

not use the same worde in reference to the gsme event, and

=t . \ - :
“YJohn Miley, Dystenntlg Theolory (Hew Yorks Eston &
¥ il

Meins, 1882}, 11, ». 4G,
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that man would heve to have the orislnal text 1f everything

depended on the exact words of ‘ijc:rlp‘bul“@.f’?

The Plenasry Theory

The theory of plenary inspiretion hes emphosized both
the divine and the human c¢lemente in the wrliting of the
Seriptures, The term "plonary" means full., The entirety of
Seriptures were lnepired by the Holy Inirii, This theory
hag not cleined that all the words of Scrinture were in-
spirsd, However, the wriiers wvere insplired, and they were
alloved to choose the worde they wa iea.ﬁc God so directed
these men thst the result was the truth of (God in wrltten
form, This view has slliowed for the uce of exlistont mote-
riale and data., There were cever:al elements of Inspiration,
and £0 not 2ll e¢lements were necessary =t all times,

This %theory has not clalmed that, becruse all ports
of the Serirtures were equally inspired, all onarts asre of
equal revelctory importance. It has only =rgued in favor of
a full inspiration of the body of Zeripture, and thot "the
Bible becomes ithe Infalllble Word of God, the suthoritative

rule of faith snd nractice in the church,">?

I
EUwa., N E"I‘lv’ HT e

3 snd the ¥ethodists," Th
rrencher's Kigazine, Jhxzv

(ﬁuzy, 1959), ». 21,
39wi10y, e Qit.; e 171,
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VIII. THS OBJECTIONS TO INSPIATION

The views of inspliratlon that Love heen held by
Wesleyans and other conservative theolozians heve been fre-
guently challenged, There have heen various objlections

voiced,

Violation of Tersonallity of uUritere

There szre those who say thst the “erdintures eould not

el

be M1ly lnenired becsuvse 1t would be g viclaotion of the
pereonclities of the human suthors, God uped men 1o give the
world the cerintures, He d1d not go beyond the sbllitles of

-

men gnd male them glive His messepe to men, God'e vord cenme

2

to the evthore of the Zerinitures, end stimulsted them to glve
their word to the world, Thelr word is & wltness to the Werd
of God that they hesrd, The suthore of the Scerintures were
fallible men who wrote exactly according to thelr own indl-
vicval tolent and educotion, "God's way 1ls not to override

or to comnel, nor does He triumph by asnll 12158100, M0

feientific Inaceouracics

R

Another objestlion to the full insviration of the

seriptures 1s what has been called the selentifle inecou-

“0neis, gp. eit., p. 164,



racles econtained in them. The Zerinture writers, it is
clained, wade staterents wileh lisve heen shwown to be errond-
ous scolentific views., They acccoled 1dors soncerning nature
and the world which were later shown to be folee and supere
stitous. IT they had been fully and Infallilly inspired by
God, such beliefs end abttltudes would not liove been
accanted--God would have inforied them of the correet
selentific view, For oxomple, Jzeob would heve Imown that
the nlacing of sticke hefore breedin: animals would not have
affected their nrogeny. The biblical writers would not heave

attrivuted disesse to demon posseesion,4!

Hiztoricsl Inoeccuraelos

-

Sone have objected to a Tull inspiratlon of the
Serintures becsuse of what they felt was & locl of historiceal
accuracy. There were portions of the biblic:l account thc
were no mnors thon legend, Fictlitous storice were invented
ag vehleles of reliplous itruth, Prelitesralte oeonrle were very
mueh glven to hero tales zboutl some of thelr people, Thene
were storiec handed down by eech peneration, and they repe
regented the wlld inagination of sonme of the woonrle, The

religloue twist thet wre glven to these stories maode them

Lo+

41 %ﬁ‘f@lf, ::.2‘ Ci"{;,, Do ?TO
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thot mueh anre interecting and eflectlve, Such sedounts o
Jenhthan and Samson in the book of Tidzes heve been included

12 this categary.ag

Questiounable oral Standards

The olnin for full inepirntion of the Bible wag also
denled because of whet has heen known as mor:lly wmworhthy
passages,  Tie dactruactlion of »enple, such as the peonls of
Ornaan, oould not hove been an order from God, The revelge
tion of God in Jesus Chirled weas comprlotely eontrary to such
en ldez, Therefore, thlg was tlec 1den of men; God had

othins to do with 1t, Such commands were written in the

serintures, =nd gs & resull, thesc passzges were rejected ca

ut 1P every word of the BiLle 1 not a word of God,
then it 1s L1~qnheny o cnarg@ God with epeaking »11 of
th@m, There iz vt & laek of falth that couses me to
deny God ordered Soul to olauchter hls enemles to
@”c ]dsi wvoman =nd chilad {I 2om,. 10:12-7) or thet he sent
bears to est clilldren who laughed ot s vprophot’s bald
nead (I Rings 2323-25), On the conbtrory, 1t is oy, T=lth
in God tlhrough Christ thet forces me to deny this,

Textual Verlatlons

Textual vapriations have been snother ohjlectlon to the

!j{ oo -» ~
BHOTQGTn, a2 e3b., m, 86407,
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01 inspipration of e Serivtures, There I1ve been incon-
sictencies and contradictions in the . bllecl necounte. God
aonld net heve ‘nenlred men o write when thslir sccounts ere
8o verled, Thece ~uthors were allowed to wrlite as they
wished, The “erintures were writlen by men, and therefore,
ther vere not insnired to the extent thot they were authori-
tative =and 117211ible, There vere contradictory remorts of

Pavl's conversion on the rosd to Damrgous, end the goonel

records very in the accounts of the same incldent, 44

44@(?;&"03.1‘, op. €lt., Pn. 63.59,



CHAPIER 1V
AUTHORITY

The wurpose of this chopter has been to conslder the
quesgtion of biblical authority. The subject of authority
has been a most important conslderation in recent study of
the Seriptures. This chavniter hos pourht to define bibliecal
authority, to state the areas in which the Bible clalnms
authority, and to consider the baslis for biblicel authority,
Falpe c¢lelnms to religlious authorlity have alzo been dlscussed.
The chapter has been divided into the following eategorles:
(1) pefinition of Authority, (2) The Aress of Bibliesl
Authority, (3) The Baosis for Bibliecal Authority, and (4)

Felge Claimants to Authority.
I, DEFINITION OF AUTHORITY

In almost all areas of life, there hes been some form
of externsl authority. The child soon finds thot he ls wnder
the suthority of his ncrents. Ae the child growe older, he
dlacovers that he is roverned by naturel laws of the unl-
verse, It is not too long & neriod of time untll clvil,
marsl, and socicl lows exzert suthority over the individual,
Just as thore is an outslde auvthority in thesc orecs, oo

therc has been an outslde authority in rellglon. It would,
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inceed, have been unique i religlon were the only c oo withe
out an externnl uuthority.‘

The Bible has clolmed for itself the right to bhe the
authority in religious matters, The Scrintures havo been
autorltative in that they are truthiul Snceifically, they
have been guthoritative in roliglous matters, The Bible hes
not claimed to be the suthority in natters of zcicice, It
has authoritstively ~iven to man the ressage of God, The
revelstion of God, wihlch culmineted in Jegsus Christ, has
been suthoritatively civen to man in the Bible.

According to ithie view, they nossess suthoriiy as

making God Xmown, and as testifyin~ to Hie only Son,
the Tord of the Churen, Thus, the Zible is held to

bring to each menerction Him who ls ghsolute Truth and
Life,®

II, THE AREAZ OF BIBLICAL AUTHORITY

The suthority of the ceriptures hes been closely
linked to their inspiration. The Blble was Jod-Inepired,
and therefore, the stamp of God's authorlty hag been upon
it, Zwven thouch there was a definite human elemont In the

production of the Seriptures, this hos not mesnt thet the

YJohn Alfred Feullmer, odernlins :ud the Christisn
Polith (Wew Yorks: Methodlet 260% Concern, ““1), PEENER

Znrrola Fuhn, "The Basis of Authority in Christion-
1ty," A arr “0*¢~’“wﬁn, 1z (Fall, 1047}, p. 138,
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Bitle had to bhe o Tellible hool, The inspliretion of the

The Seriptures have not been In error on any subject
with whieh they hove desli., The Bible has not bsen errone-
ous vhen it comes to sclence, becruce it le not o ook eof
sclence, It may heve had in itg records certain bellefs tﬁa
refleccted the dsy and age in wihich 4t was written, which
vould not be held Lodey, but this hae not zffeceted 1ts
authority, All that hes been cleimed for suech incldents wap
thet that which was recorded in the Seriptures reflccobed the
cocented attitnde of the time, The cuthority of the
Seriptures has not been eclalmod over celentific reaslnms, but
only 2o to the messzge of redemption. In certein areas, sueh
et the origin of the race, both the Serintures cond sclence
sveck, When there have been contredictions, consepvative
theolosiang have declsred in Tavor of the kcyinelvvm.a The
Serintures are authoritsilive on lthe subjeets of Christ, the
facts of redempition, the doetrineg of redemption, and

morality.S

Jtcorce Allern Turner "Frotestontiss's %aic? Problon, "
The Christian iinister, V (0otoker, 1955), Ne Ha

4 .
0lin Alfred CurﬁiaA The ob-ioticn Foith (Hew Yori:
Teton & Maina, 1308), . 174,

5
“Ibdd., P 173
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All thet has been known about Christ hes come to men
through the Zerintures, Man’s knowledge of Christ hos ocul-
minated in experlential knoviedge of Him, but there slways
had to be knowledge ebout Christ before there could be e
periential knowledge of Hir., That knovledsre has come to the
world only throurh the Christilan Seorintures.

Wwithout these sacred writings man could not hove
tnown of God's redeenins love, The inesrnation, the eruci-
fixion, and resurreectlon of Christ could not have been
entirely krown and understood by ithe world, The graclous
deeds of mercy, and the acts of love which the Savior per-
Tormed in Dbehalf of needy mulititudes on the Galilean sea
and Judecn hillcide could not have been certainly known by
man today.é

A reliable and suthentle record of Jesus Christ was
needed, and the Seritures became just that. The Bible has
brouskt the truth of Christ to every suececeeding gencration,
Yonkind haa not been without a truthful zecount of the

chrigt of God. Conzervebive theologlens have coid that man

could demend unon the Libliesl record of Christ and His work

6 S ’ : L g
Carl ¥, H. Henry, The Iroto-b. " »ilesme {Grand
(‘q Y =

Rerldes Terdmonc Fublishing Co---cor, 100703 ﬁ“. FiRa3 T




upon carthi, The Bible hes been the tractunrthy record of the
One sent by Ged into the world. Olin Curtis has sald, "the
Bihle is rolilable in its sccount of our Lord, as to hisg

charseter, oo to his teachinsa, and as to his deedﬂa"?

. -

hedenmtlon

The Serirtures hnve glven to man an suthoritntive

&

rgcord of 2ll of the facts of redemoption., From Geneszis to
Revelotlon, the facts of God's great redemntive plan hove
been unfolded, The 014 Testement relcted the nrensratory
Toets for the coming of the Messlal, The writers releted
God's acts to prevare a nation zand a world for the appecring
of the Zavior, The Yew Testament has pglven man an authori-
tative zccount of all of the focts of the Redcener's 1life and
ninletry, It he2s recorded the birth of Christ, His beptisn,
Hile tempiation, lis interecessory orayer, His decth, Hie
resurrection, and His secension, Thls hisgtory has been man's

only asuthoritatlve rcecord of the focte of r@demﬁtiam.@

el

The Poctrine of fedemntlon

The eventz of redonmtlon beceme doctrlne when they

were ~ut Alnto oropositional form, Thet Chrict died was an
?Gurﬁis, A0 €16,
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higtorien faet of redemntloen, Thot Christ Aled for nan's
sins was the Joctrinal interoretotion of that fret of re-
demption., The liberel has denlod the possibility of
revelotion, and the neo~gunernsturcllst, slthouvsh he has
tted that ¢od's self-disclosure was in terns of wsoving
acte, hes denied nronooitlonal revelation: but the conscr-
vative hos fully acceunted doctrinnl foraulatl
The Zeristure writers interpreted for 211 azes the
events of Christ's 1ife, Thoy szet forth those eventis in
insnired doetrinal forn, God so moved upon the minds of the
bibliecal zuthora that they knew what signifiecance and intere
sretation He placed upon the events of Christ's esrthly life.
0lin Curtis has cautlioned not to e rpeet thooe doctrinen tavle
arranced as syotematic theolosy. He went on to say thet,
"the bidlical doctrine is merely a practical stotement of the
sisnifiecnce of a redennllve faet "0 carl Henry hoaas werned

that if the anthority of the Serivtures ls rejected, cvery

fj
&

other dlstinetlvely Christian doetrine must, aloo, 20 -

Jecteé,i?

EA

Oenry, 23, olb., ppe 54-55.

2OCm‘:'tﬂ.s, oo, 8lts
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Aenry, 02. cit., p. T6.
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Lo ity

The Bible has been suthoritative in mobters of morals,
fesleyan theologlans have held thot the Zeriptures loced
the conduet of daily life on guch a lofiy ~lane thet there
wag no comnarison with the best ethics of other religionn,
Other relislons Luave tonded to desrade character s=nd person-
ality. They have even nractieed Liorclity in the name of
relircion, Richesrd Yatoson sald, "vpegen religions hove been
destructive of rorality rather then ndvancing it,"12

The Sermon on the Mount has pziven mankind the purist
set of morels they have known. The Serintures have eleveted
wonen fromn the stebe of slavery to oquelity with men, The
merrisge relationchin hes been node saered snd nonogomy has
been get na the stendard, Individugl rishits have been
chznploned, and domocrotic wirdlnelioles heve been laid down for
zovernmentg, The Serintures heve »romoted Irugallbty, edu~

eation, —hilanthropy and eervice,13
ITII. THE BABIS FPOR DIBLICAL AUTHORIYY

Yesleyan theoloslone heve felt that thore was much

.
"ic’w B an LR 2w
datson, 00, Cib., 7. 59,

13ﬁ»ym0n@ 0% cibs, pp. 201207,



evidenee in favor of ithe clslm of ultinate authority for the
Serintures, However, there have been four particularly
sallent arguments whieh heve been sel Torth, Tho Bible has
been held to be suthoritatlve because 1t wes Ing»ired o God,
it was sanctloned by Chrisl, the loly aniridt wiitnessed to its

authority, and 1% has met the test of 1ife when oheyed.

The Inspiration of Iod

gonservative tlheologiasns have sald thet the “erintures
vere autnoritative beecause they vere insnired of fod., od
has snoken the last word: le suthority haz been fincl, If
God has had 211 suthority in His handa, then He has teen able
to do as He wills, He coould, then, have given Hle messame to
aan through: the Jeriptures, and hove put His neal of
authority uron them, God has recorded His novemonts, and His
revelztlon in the Holy Scr n£13c3»34

God, then, has had the nower bto glve Lo man 2n aulhor.
itative nessare. e covld hove so moved upon men that the
megsage that came from thelr pen wos also the word of the

living God., It has been held thot thls has not been a vio-

lation of man'e personality, but nan hes been able to use all
of his abillitics to thelr fullest degree, God's suthority

14 : SN
garl F. H. Henry (cu,}, nevelohlon and the Zinle
{Grand Ropldas haksr'Boo“ House, 1000), o0 F71,
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hae hoon trencforred to the Serlntures glving them the stamo

[

2 dirtine ﬂuthcr%uv,15

Sut Toaetlon of Christ

A second basis for the authority of the Bible has been

the sanection of Christ, Christisnity hes been roverled in
Jesusg Chirist; He has been God'e prevelatlon of iimcel?l,
Christ has been grozter thon the Serintures, bub He has
clven His seonctlon to the Jerlptures, and thwey have becone
the authoritative record of ilim,16

Chrisgt has put lls stamp of aprroval upon the 014
Testanont, He guvoiad from the three divisglons of the lobrew
gerl-tures, He gaid that not one nartlele could be token
fro~ thesge Serintures, Christ considered the 014 Testanent
the Vord of God, snd as such, 1t was = message for man to
recslive and obey, Many times Christ re-interpreted the 01d
Testzment to the rcople, but He wou not discleiming i1t. He
wes trryins te bring ite true nessage to the world,

Our Lord not only teucht that the 014 Tectament ls
the zuthoritatlive word of dod, "1t by his 1ife, death,
recurrection, saccnsion, and cortlmed mresence with
and in his Chureh, deronstrated e‘§ rroved thet 1%t 1s
indeed the Word of the living God.'!

"\(-’

i

“POpe, 90. cli., . 174,
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The suthority of Christ wae delegcted to ip apoctles,
The snortlos were commicaioned by Chriat, end then tought
the messege of God by Him. Thus, the apostles, through
Clirist, hed the suthority of CGod upon what they would say end
rite, Tle New Tertament, than, recelved tic wark of

Christ's authority,!8

The ¥Witnegs o the Helvw Sn»irit

The Ioly Spirlt hos witnessed to the suthority of th
Serintures., This has been »rimary to the Cluistion. For
John Calvin, the 2ible 1lluminrted by the Holy oririt was
authoritetive, In the beart of the belicver, the Znirit has
witnessed to the avthority of the Serintures, The 8nirit is
the Spirit of itruth who has brought the truth of God to man,
snd who bore wiltnese to that truth, "Phe resson why we be-

lieve the rible is religious authorlty, is becouse the

30irlt there meets the Snirit here, and they recosnize ecch
other 19
The Concligion of Obedicace

o

A Tinald regson or besgle for »ibLlical cuthority hasg

been the conclurcion of ovedience, Frvary person who hes
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wthority of the Tible hes found his life tronc-
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formed, The Scriptures Lrve pointed sinful mon to the Lond
of Zod who has taken awasy lho sin of the world.

Society has been trensformed and chonged vhen bivliesl

autlarity hes been sllowed to toke contrel, Natlons thot

have sceeptod Clhrletian yri:nipl@s Leve been entirely
different fron other notlons, The resvlis of ceconting the
authority of the Becrlpturses hag been on imsertsnt recson for
doing so. John Peul supmed 1t up vhen lie salds
Trlke Ltes indflucunee oub of the lihrrrics of the world,
and they would be gterilep take lte Influones out of the

soelal 1ife of the world and sll idecls of human hrother-
14 stomper into the shadows, Toke 1ts Inflvence

L it
out of the politicsl gOVGFBF@ﬁ% of thec world mmd the
avorage clivilized man would wiph fop derth,?

IV, FALSE CLAINM/ATS TO AUTHONITY

Conservatives have held that the Berintures wepre th
only ultimzte cuthority in Christianity., The eloim of othor
theoloriene for snother suthority hes been held Ly conserva-
tives to be folse snd substitutionsry., There hove been
three »rimary substitutes cet forth during the eenturies:

ecclesiapticiom, roogon, snd experlience,

EGJO“{"m Paul, “hat Lo Dev Teolosw? (U-lond, Indiznas
- AT by o P s wﬁw«as;}c:r\;,-’h&&ﬂa - E]
foylow Unlversity Fress, 19217, p. 109,
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Zeclesisaticisnm

Perhaps, the first frlse suthority to ralse its he=d
was ecclesiasticism, Thls took two forms. The Greek Church
held that counclls were equally ruthoritotive with the
Scriptures, and the Roman Catholic Chureh scid that tradition
was on & par with the Serirturss, The Roman Catholic Church
has held that both the Scriptures and the trzdltion of the
Church were to be intervreted by Christ's Vicrr, the Pope,
The volece of the Chureh, thus, bhecame finel and irrevocal:le,
People did not nsve »ny vroblem of decislon in relicious

matiters tecsuce the Church spoke with fin=3 autbority on each

Another claim to suthority, wuich conservaotive pro-
testantism has called false, is reacon, The rationallctice
movement has made 1ts mark upon religious authority. Retlone
alists in relision have denied that the Serirtvres could be
suthoritative, or they rejected revelatlion and in doing 20
have undermined any besis for biblieal authority, Asuthority

was nn longer outelde of nan; 11 was within him,

2lraulkaer, on, ci Po O,
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Cnristionity wes mcde to show lts credentisle to the
resson which ceme to nossese not only the nower to test
revelstion but a2lro gbllity to discover by itself the
necessary rrincinles of religlon. Aceordin;ly, suthority
was sousht ln truths which were apparent to 211 risht-
minded mei, <~

The third claimant te cuthority ir reli~ion has been
exmerience, Christian exnerience was made the sent of
authority. The doctrines of the Scori-tures had to meet the
teal of individusl exnerlience, Anyone felt free to set aside
any biblical doetrine that dild not square vwith his own
exrerience., This was surroced to free =nycne from £n en-
aleving tibliolatry, ‘Authority e-me from the exncrience of
onie or more bellevers, and not from the Bible,2? Herold
Kuhn has summarized the claims for religlous suthority
resting in experience,

The Bible is thus conelidered to be nerely the fruli
of the relislous consclousnens--un expression of relizlon
retiicr thon the suthoritastive revelation of God's will to
man, In this view, religion has its 'locus' in the
reliclous crnorience; in this ‘errerilience'’ men feels hic

oneness with God, and from h;ﬁs exnerience of oneness
springes relicioue suthority.d

22puhn, om. Cibe, 2. 133,

23w. G. Foster, Jr., “Are Jwvangelicels Bibliolstorse®

United hver-clical fction, XII . (iugust, 1953), v To

¥uhtin, log, 21%,




CHAPTER V
UMMARY AND CONCLL SIONS

The Tinrl chapter of this thesle has been an ottemnt

to sumarrl-ze the atudy and sicte the coneluslons in repgard

to 1t,

I. OUMMARY

Chanter one wes the Introductory chownter. The =rohlen
was historle ¥esleysn thaolozy, =2nd modificatlonn that
liveralism =28 neo-orthodoxy have asked be made in this
theolozy., Tha writer conasldered thle study Inmortant decause
congervative Weeloyan wrilters had not treated the subjcet in
its entlirety, The wrltcr read the material of historie
Wesleyan thooloslana, and that of recent theologians from the
conservative to the 1lineral o»oclition in both Calvinistlc and

Jepleyan tr-odition,

s
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The tera "Wesleyan" wos dcflned as the view o

Jesley as intarnpeted by the esrly theologlens of the nove-

oerintures® referrcd to the sixty-six

ment, The tern
noyonieal booke of the Tivle, M"Liversliem" roferred to the
neturalistic and humenistice intermretatlion of Christlanity
which was JSowminant fron %Se¢hleler.acher to Parth, The term

"neo-orthodoxy" referred to thc theonlnsoy of reaectlon which
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1s between liberalism and conservatiam,

Chapter two wa: a considerstlon of the doctrine of
revelatlion, Weslevan theologlans have held thaot revelation
was a supernatural disclosure of Jod to man which eulnin-ted
in Jesgus ohriest as recorded 1a the Seriptures, Lileralissy
balleved that revelatlon was any dlacoverry that wnn n2de of

Jod throuzh any means, Jevelatlon for mco-orthodoxy has been

what has happened when there was 2 divine-human cncounter,
Weesleyan thsologlans have meintsined that epecial

revelation was necescary. Without speselcl revalotion man
could only Xaow that Gold cxlsted, but he could not ° e YoTe!
personally, T.iberszlism has n2id that revelation lo

They maintelined that thlg hag been truc in 11 Tields of
wnowledre, Thie revelotlon has come ag the rosgult of humen
Inzenulty. Heo-orthodoxy has held to the neceaslty of
apecelal revelsitlon as a rensult of encoumnter. DSpeclnl rev-
elrtion has been contlnuoug: 1t has not
limited tc & Took,

Genaral revelation has been consnlicred by conservia-
tives as the manifestation of God to man by memng of the
human miand, nature, and rrovidsnce, Liberaliesn has held to
zeneral revelation, It has been the only kind of revelatlon
for them, ard hag been looked unon as z discovery of tiut

The neo-ortindor theolezian has denied general vevelzitlon,
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Revelation has hed to Le epecial and perrounal through divinew
hwnan encounter,
ecinl revelstion has been dellned by Wesleyan
wiitere s&s the dlsclosure of God racorded in the BHible which

wae clisaxed in Jeeus Christs The sixty-six Dooks of the

(1
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2ible were re_zrded as the cancilcal Jeriptures,
Zlc stamp of approval ucon the 01d Tesbtrrment, and He suithop-
ized the organlzatlou of the Hew Testament, Coroniocl rights
were gziven to the Bible from Jod who inspired it, and were
only recognized as cswonlcal by men, Libers’lsm ond noc-
orthodoxy have :srgued that the Dbooks of tue Bitle were
humanly glven and arrenged, Theay have revisged ithes daten for
she zccenbance of boopks ind

Coaservatives have held to tirs genuinenees of the
Seriptures, Thils hes been done on the authority of the word
of Christ, Hie apostles, sad the esrly 2haristlson wrlters,

Liversliss and nec-orishedoxy heve wol aecssted many of the

cleing of orthodozy in regard to aulliors.aln ze they hove
pean coxnitted to develonniental theorles.

gzleyan <ritere heve malintalinoed the authentielty of
the Seri~tures, Liberallisam hasz denied thls, They hove celd
that men must get behlnd the New Testrment plclure of Jesus
to the real Chrlst =nd Hls mes-ags, Jico-nrthodoxy hees balen

nearly the ssme attiinie towerd the Saerintures., Chrlst has
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been their test of truth, accordling to them, and they have
felt free to reject whatever they thousht was not true to
Christ,

Seriptural inerrancy and integrity have been accented
by Wesleyan theolosirns, Llibersllem and neo-orthodoxy have
denied both, They have felt that the human was too much a
nert of the writing and nreservation of these Scriptures for
then to be without error.

Consgervatives have maintained that revelation was
historiecal, »nroposltionsl, nrogressive, aond finel, Libersi-
ism and neo-orthodoxy have, in varylng degrees denied that
revelation was part of hlstory. They have not aeccepted any
fixed set of doctrines, The idea of nrogressive revelation
in liveralism and neo~orthodoxy hee been entirely different
from that in conservatism, In both cases 1t hag been »ro-
aressive without any finality,

Wesleyan theoloslans have sald thot there are evls
dences thet substantiszte the fact of revelation, External
evidences were considered as thoese outside of the
Serinturcz--miracle and pronhecy, Internal evidences were
those within Serirture-~the style of writing and the Trinity,
Collateral evidences were those of secondary slgnifilcance--

the srread of Christisnity and its effectsc upon indlviduel
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and society., ILiberalism and neo-orthodoxy have not felt that
these evidences prove asnything,

Chapter three was a conslideratlon of the doetrine of
Insviration, Conservatlive writers have held insrniration to
have been the moving of the Spirlt upvon men to the extent
that what they wrote was wlthout error, Liherélism has often
looked upon inspiration as the insniring effeect nroduced by
the writings of relizious genluses., lico-orthodoxy has held
to the belief that, although it was a humen book, the Bible
was sn inepired vehlele of the gospel of Chricst,

Ing~lratlon was necessary co that man misht lizve an
authoritative message of redcmption from “od., Liberalism has
held that there muct have been & depth of intuition in a
religious genius, Ueo-orthodeoxy has believed that insplira-
tion was necessary, but that 1t covered only the receliving of
revelation, end not the writing of 1t, If God be God, then
such inepirstion 1s impossible, Liberalism and neo-orthodoxy
have believed that insoiration, as they concelve 1it, 1s
vogslible, Wwesleyanlsm and neo-orthodoxy have sa21d that the
Holy Svirit was the source of 1nsniration, but liberalism has
said that nan was 1lts source,

Wesleyan theologians have maintained that the
Seriptures ithemselves were an evidence of their inspirstlon,

The fulflllment of prophecy nointed to the truth of the claim



of 01a Testament vriters to inswliratlon. Christ and the
avogtles supported the bellef in the insniration of the
Serintures. Liberal and neo~orthodox tulikers have not
accepted such evidence as valld, Christ only eccommodated
Himeelf to prevalent ideas, and al times e shoved that the
01ld Testeoment was not fully inewired by econtradicting its
cOmMMancs,.

Theres were three elements in lns»iration. Zu erinten-
dence insured the writere from error in the use of existent
data, Tlevation was the enlargement of human abllity to
receive divine truth, Suggestlon was the communiecation of
divine truth to the writer, Liberalisn bellieved in degrees
of insmiration whlch were weasured by the ablility of the
various vrilters, Neo~orthodoxy has coucluded that desrees of
inspiration are inevitable becruse Cod used men to give Hle
messaze.

Various theories of inspiration heve been set forth,
These theories have stressed the divine and excluded its
human 2lements; or, they have emphssizsd the human and nulll-
fied the divine; or, they have made ronm for both the human
and the divine, The verbsl and the dletotion theories
stressed the divine elemont, The human element was emvho-
sized by the intultion and the 11luminstion theorles, The

dynsmical and the vlensry theories atteapted to give due



consideration to both the human and the dlvine factors,

There have been objections to the conservative views
of inesniration, Some have gald that they violate or overrule
the personslity and abllitles of the writers, O0Others have
sald that ths ecoanservative views of inspiration could not be
accented because of the sclantific and hintorical inaceoue
racles that they feel have been recorded in the Serintures,
It haes alsc been clalned that the Serirturez were not fully
insnired beceuse they contaeined ;ioral standards umworthy of
3od; or because there were textual vorlations of similer
accounts,

Chanter four desalt with the tople of suthority,
Wesleyen wrlters have held that the Serinturee were onthori-
tative. The Serintures gave to man God's nassere of truth
and finality, The Scriptures were, prinarily, concsrned
with sv»ealing about the subjects of Chriet, the facts of
redemptlion, the doctirines of redemnilon, and morellty,

The Scrintures Lave been aceepited as autboritative
becai1ge they were believed to Yo inegvired of God, The
ganction of Chriet was nut unon the Serintures, snd His
authorlity was considered final, Another basls for the
22tority of the Scriotures was the wltrness of the Holy
gplrit to men 1n the nresent time, The Splrit who inexired

the Seri-tures testifiles to their truth todey. Those who
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have oheyed the Serintures have found In thelr own exporience
that the deelsrations contained In them works in dally 1life,

Congervatives have bellieved thal there have been
three pretenders to the throne of authority-~ecclosiasClciom,
reason, and exv»erisnee. Iecleslasliclsm 1o the claim of the
church to authority lm roliglous matters. Other theoloziesns
have belleved that resson should have the final sav in
gpiritual thincs. Some have held that experlence iz the only
risntful Judse in relislon. Lverything h2s had to measure up
to the relirlous experience of the individual or he would

not asecent 1t,
I, CONCLUSIOUSB

The rrimary difference between liberalism and

orthodoxy iz thot liberallisn denles the cupernatur He0w-
orthadoxy heas sought 4o reaffirm the elens the
supernaturel in Christisnity, Revelation for the libernsl,

therefore, has been a human schisvernent, Any knowledze tict
man has galned 1z revelotion, Heo-orthodoxy and orthodoxy
have agreed as to the surnernstural cheracter of rovelotlon,
The differernce hetween the two 1ls that neo~orthodoxy lden-
tifice revelatlon with Jesue Chrict snd the exrerlence of
divine-tumen erncounter, whereas, ortliodoxy identifles rev-

elatlon wlth Jesus Christ and the Serivtires,
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Orthodoxy has maintalned thnt sweclel divine revelaw
tlon was necesecry., Man could only know that there ig a God;
he could not have fellowshlp with Him., Llberallsm has not
believed thot a divine revelation was necescery, Revelsation
wae necessary, but men could sttain it by himself. HNeow
orthodoxy has crgued for speclal revelstlon as soen in
Christ, but revelation is sernarated frow the Bible =nd be-
comes personal and subjeetive through encounter,

¥enleyonism hes affirmed what 1s rather obvious to
the thinking man--the foct that God hes been revesled throush
nature, providence, snd the human nmind, Liberalism has
accented general revelation, but it haz made ceneral revelne
tion far too "general", Truths of the natural realm should
not have been consldered as a revelotion of God's will as it
relctes to man's reletionehin to His Crector. Neo=-orthodoxy
has gsone too far in denying the reality of general revolo-
tion., But they have had to do thils beccuse they made
revelation rurely a subjlective exverience between man and
God, Genersl revelation should have been consldered cs the
beginning in the »ro ressive revelation of God to man,
Wecleyanism did Just this,

Special revelation was the disclosure of God ln the
Seri~turez, Liberalism and neo-orthodoxy were duped by

natursliem into believing thet evolution controlled every-
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thing, and that, as a result, they had to dizcover the "true"
authors and the "true" datee of the biblieal records, IFf one
believes in the ounsrunetural nature of the bibliecal records,
"the things that could not have ossibly been vritten when
it was claimed they were" could easily have been written
then, God 1is God, and He has reveasled unknown truths to men
who faithfully recorded then, Provhecy and mirecle sre
noscslile to an zll-mowerful Creator,

Rearly everyone closc to the authors of the booke of
the R2ible accerted thelr genuineness., Christ did not
chellenge the genulneness of the 0ld Testement., Whenever He
named an author, of an ©ld Testament book, 1t was the
accepted one, Hies word in this matter has been ragorded as
fin-1,

Liberalism and neo-orthodoxy have sald that the
Serirtures are not authentic in many places, but they have
ingicted that 1t was the "message®™ thet is important, This
is the height of inconsistency; 1f something has been ner-
mested with f»lsity, 1t should be disregarded, Thare have
been vroblems in reszard to varlous pacssges, bul not as many
2 some have insisted, There has been no Justificatlon for
the wanton destruetlion of the Serirtures., Such a method,
hae been the result of preconcelived owninlons,

Conservatives have believed that the Berirptures sre
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inerrant and thrt their integrity hes been substentisted, IT
God has insnired propositlonal revelatlon for men in the
Sibleg, the product would have been lnerrmnt, ITf this first
nremise 1g zccepted, the second one almost has to be
received, Some have demanded verbal agreement in various
accounts, This would have dssziroyed the individuality of the
writers,

thers have demanded equal revelstion in 21} nerts of
the sSeriotures. Thls would heve comrlstely dlsregerded the
nature of =an, Fallen man has never been sble to understand
everything at onee, It has been urged thet all quotrtlons
would hsave had to have been exmct, But, literary standards
were not the game then as they have been recently, Anclent
naonle should not be required to speek as men in the present
have snoken, Liberallsm has mistakenly lazbeled all diffi-
cultles as errors, What were once lebeled as fiction, had
to be accented as fact,

The evidence has been overwhelmingly in favor of the
integrity of the Zcrintures, The Serintures have been
handed down tc the present generation without any essential
ehsne,  The "redsctor™ has been a rather convenilent "straw
man", which hes enabled some, Bultmarmfor instance, to reject
anything that has not sguored with their ervcrience, Such

additlons, and they were few, such as Mark 16:9-20, hove
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been 1dentified by proper textual eritielsm, =2nd not on tle
bagls of preccnceived ideas of form criticlem,

wecleyanism has held that God's revelation of Himnelf
was historical, propositional, progressive, =znd finsl,
Liberalism end neo~orthodoxy have had their grestest nrob-
lems with, and have been more confused in, these sreas of
revelation than almost any other,

The "inner history" of nco-orthodoxy is & trick of
semetice, end might better have been ealled folllore, In the
end 1t has amounted to no more than a revamping of libersl-
lism's charge that the Bible contained fables and mythology.
*rehaeolosy has shown that some so-ealled "fables® were
nistorical,

Liberzlism and neo-orthodoxy have spent a great deal
of time denouncing r»ropositlonal truth., Liber-lism sald it
was interected in life, not in "doctrine", This, in reality,
was liveralism's main "doetrine", Neo-orthodoxy has said
that revelstion should end in fellowshlp. evelstlon wasg not
information, but a relationshlin inltiated by a2 divine-human
encounter, 3By elazimins that revelstion hes not glven infor-
metlon, but fellowship, is the same s8 caylng thset e cure for
a diseage has been made availeble, but thet there is neo
formula for it, God revesled Himszelf to man, and Fe ilnter-

nreted thot revelation to him,



The "problems", thuat ls, the "difficnlties™ of the
Bile, that have arisen wlthln 1li%eralisn and neo-orthodoxy
have very often been 2t the volnt of »rogressive and filnal
revelation, They had no conceot of n»rosressive revelation as
held bty wesleyanlsm, and so, they were forced to reject peris
of the Scrintures as unworthy of Christ's revelation of God,
This concert seems to be obscured by a blind-snot in their
thinking. I they have had any idea of nrogressive rovelo-
tion, it hses been such that it hae never become final,
Liberal and neo-orthodox definitlions of revelastlon have
demanded that revelstion be continuous through all the agzes,
Thic has left revelztion to be subjeect to the whime and
degirce of men, end has freed it of eny connectlon with the
Serirtures,

It has been the conviction of eonservetlves thet
certaln evidences gubstarntisted their wosltion. It hes been
diffiecult to say that they have "proved" anything, but these
evidence:s have supporited the clasime of conservatives, Natur-
alism haos been able to £ind “answers” and exrlsozatlons for
thelr evidences. MNiracle and rronhecy have been "natur-
2lized™ but stl1ll tiey have mointed to the truth of the
Seripturcs, Even the redating of the Scriptures has not
entirely silenced the volce of provhecy., The fulfillment of

zome nronhecles, guch as the return of the Jews to Jerusalem,
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heve fellen on the other silde of the cr cal dates,

There has been no end, and there could not have beoen
eny, to the attempt to dicscount these evidencsas, Therse has
been no end to the discounting of the Serlptural regords, and
there has heen no end to the denlsal of the witners of the
nmembers of the Godhead, Collateral evidences have been Lipe
counted by many, but they have amnealed to the minds of
others ag ratlonsl and sutheuntieatlno:,

The matter of ineriration hss bheen a vital concern to
wWesleyan theoloziane., They heve prightly wmaintained the
necesslity of divine essistance In the production of the
Scrintures, The message of God could not have been dlfe
covered by human iugenulty., God had to cowmunicate that
messagse to the world, @God inspired men to accomplisii this
tssk, Men heve limited God if they deny the possgibility of
infellible inspiration, Liberallsm'’e 1ldea of lnspiration has
been naturslistic and therefore it has limited God, Neo-
orthodoxy hee ineonecistently allowed Tor the Inspiration of
men, but not thot of the 3erintures.

Liversliem has stressed ithe human elements in the nro-
duction of the Scrintures, end very naturslly, the theorles
of inspiration of liberalism have been those wilch emphssized

A

e

&

hman--the intultion znd the 11lluninztlon theories,

gwe-

Thigse concepts of lnsoiration are not sulficlent, but some
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conservatives have gone too far the other way with verbal and
dict-tlon theories, It must then be admitted thaot the
Scriptures are both human and dlvine,

The w=hole phlleosophy of Christlanity has stood behind
the faet of the full and couplete insviration of the
Scriptures. The suvern-tursl nature of Christlenity has been
denied when this has not been sllowed, The burden of rroof
1s on the side of thoee who elsim thet the Serirtures were
not fully inespired, Curiet and the uzvostles were decelvers
if the Seriptures are not true, beenuse ticy zcecented the
truth and the inspiration of them, Lliberslliem hes ccid that
1t ie trylr: to return to "the religion of Jesus" end neo-
orthodoxy has claimed that Christ is thelr =zvthority; but
both rave done the opnosite in rejecting the Trct of the full
insniretion of the Seriptures., If Chrlist and Hie =pontles
were "accoﬁ%dating" themselves to thelr age, then they were
unworthy of our loyaliy.

Tae fsilure of some to conprshend the elemcnts of
insrirstion hes led them to an inproper view ol ingnirstlon,
Liberzls have feiled to understand the elements of insnira-
tion, and they have had to weasken thelr view of insniration.
“dome conservatives have not comnrehended the elements of

-

inspiratlon end they heve clesimed too much for thelr theory

of insplration., All of the noritions of Seripture did not
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have the scme element of lnsplratlon,

There hzg been a naturallictle phllosmorhy behind many
of the obpjectlone to the full lnepiration of the Scerintures,
A theologlien's view of the natural and the suvernatural has
greatly influenced hleg decislon as to whether or net Tull
ingplretion of the Scriptures was & violstlon ol the nerson-
ality of the writer,

Those who have elaimed thet there are secientific
ineecuracles in the Scorlplures have forgotten the rwrpose of
the Serinturcn., They were not written ag a book on seionce,
God wag not oblicasted to tell ithe wrlters whether or not
prevailins sclentifle views vwere correct or incorrect., His
vurvose waes to glve man g redemvtive nessaze, ALl that con-
gservatives heve argued for wes thet the yrevriling bellefs
of the peonle were accurately reflected,

Grerytlins in the Scrlpltures is not reszdlly under-
stendaile, and there are sope seeming unexpleonables that men
111 doubtless never understsnd 1n thils 1ife, On the other
hand, many so-called hilstorieal ineccuracleg were only that
beccuee of a neturalietic blae on the pert of coms inter-

wretera,

Two thinge have csused some to frll to understand the
moral stendards of the Seripturse, OSome have Tfelled Lo

vnderstand the 3i-niflesnee of wrogrecesive revelstlen, and



wit»in -ro-ressive revelatlon the —ooedlbllity of regression
and zecommodation. OQthere have falled Yo realize that God is
a holy and rizhteous God, ss well ag, a loving Cod, Those
who heve travelled the full gamut of sin may receive imnmedi-
ste divine wrath, &nd that &t the hands of other moi,

Those who have szld Lhat there were textual v-riations,
and thet they can not therefore accent the full iaspiration
of the Seriptures have been askling too mueh of inapirction,
They have placed the 1dea of ins-irstlon completely on the
divine cide, They have aleo limited God iIn saying thet man
is 8o f2lllitle thst nething could go through his honds with-
out mzking 1t necessarily faulty. Full lnenirstlion of the
Scriptures does not mean thet man's perconality is overruled,
and that everyone has to crosg hig "t'a" and dot his "i's" in
the scme meonner, Nor does 1t mesn that ezch one hag to bring
in 211 of the detalls thol the other biblicesl writer does,

overy theolosian has hed some souree of suthority,
Conservatives have held that true authorliy residec In the
Zerivtures, The »urpose of the Jerintures should be

£

narrowed doun to the aress in which they sre authorltatlive.

There 1s no error on sny sublect, bub the bacie crea of

autnority is the meseage of God's redeening love which
culminated in Jesue Chrdist, The Seriptures have authori-

tatlvely Clven to the world the record end the simnificence
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of the 1ire ancd death of Chrlet, Arurt from thom man hrs not

o

had 2 gure and certain word Irom fcu,
rgelrn, there ls pufflclent evidence, for the unblaced

gecler, of the eutihorlity of the ZScriptures, 7The euthority of

the urinity hes had to be overruled by any who heve re Jected

the esuthority of the Berivtures, Neo-orthodozy hes sgald

that Chrlst was 1tz avthority and yet, 1t has not aecerted

iz worc in regard to the suthority of the fcerirtures.

pr—

Christ was not cetting eslde the Cld Testoment in His ~ro-
nouncements, He was only tringing out thelr true mesnling,
The Icct that the Swnirit withln agrees with the Seriotures,
and the fact that ctedience to the Seriptures rroduces what
they say 1t will, &sre reather concluclve evidence that the
Scerloiures possess divine suthority.

The Greek and Roman churches hzve zryued Tor the
authority of the church by council snd pope res-estively,
But tihe councilc have not been unanimous in thelr declisions;
at timee thoy have been worldly end sianful, There ic sonme
evidenece tuet ot times the counclls were used for nolltlezl
intrigue and gselfish gainc, Not infreguently popes heve
seen men of unuiridled wnocclon and seelkers for pelitienl

domination, The most domaping ergument against the claln to

panal sutiuority has been the fact that zore than ons man
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har claimed it at the sasme time,

The cleim that reason ie authoritstlve aleo lecks
rroof, Aeason 1p eltogether too fsulty ond biesed, It was
not immune to the denmaglng effects of aiu, The mind was
darkened, and couvld not ever hope to be able to Tully voder-
stand relirious truth winlle 84ill thi: side of %lLe
resurrectioﬁ‘ Han muct have an ol jective relizious authority
outcife of hingelf, Those who have relied uron resson for
spiritus’ truth have veen ' ithout any real beels for
authority bheecuse 1t ntas varlied accordins to the individvcl.

The main JiTficulty with the —oslitlon thet exnerience
is the basic of authoritiy 1is that 1t hee been entirsly too
subjective, There hrs been no ocutside suthority ot 211,
rnyone wag free to set aelde ony bibliecel doctrine thot did
not sgusre wlth his perticuler expericnce, There ves no
fixed gystem of bell~y, IT God was not eble to give ms
enytl:inz more suthoritative than thet, thea 1t wos not
necesscry for Him to glve man anything. The church, reason,
and oxperisnce fall to meet the requirsments Tor a pound
besic for zuilhority.

The Wesleyen positlon has been Justified, The evis
dencc has been in its fover, There khas been no nssed for

wesleyonlem to chienge ite views on the Soriptures. The
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Wesleyan vosition hes remained for many, intellectuslly and
eriritu=lly, the most catisfylng view of the Holy Seriptures,

v

even 1in the 1ligzut of contemporsry empheses,
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