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RELIABILITY OF THE CANON 
CHAPTER 1 

 
 
When we speak about the reliability of the Canon of the Scriptures, it is always 

necessary to understand that we touch a subject which was often the object of several attacks 
on behalf of the rationalists and modernists.  It is true that many ancient books exist in the 
world, but the Bible is one distinguishing itself from all others books in that it contains data 
which are not simply historical, but also philosophical and theological.  What makes its force, 
however, it is its historical character.  Without the historical support of a spiritual book as the 
Bible (or any other important writing), it is not rare to see its destruction appearing within a 
short span of few years.  It is thus for this reason.  The radicals put so much energy wanting to 
compromise the historical side of the Bible, knowing that by making this successfully, they 
could knock down any possible powerful and reliable defence of its faithfulness. 

 
Because the word Canon means "rule" or "standard", it is very important to understand 

how all this works.  By saying that the Canon of the Bible is another way to speak about its 
authority it is evident that several means were taken to try to demolish such an authority.  
Thus, the attacks have been concentrated on the following points: 
 

 
1. Purity of the Canon 

It is practically the arrival of the 20th century that allowed the modern archaeology "to 
save" the Canon.  By the expression  “to save the Canon" you should not think that without 
the archaeology the authority of the Bible would have been void or still impossible to 
establish, but the various discoveries, steered under God's sovereign providence were 
useful just in time.  Why?  The reason is quite simple.  Attacks became then so more 
severe and wilder that, in His wisdom, God knew how to answer the need of the human 
race on this matter.  Let us not forget that it is God's will to make the truth knowable and 
accessible to men.  It is then He who sees how to vanquish and protect adequately His 
Word, in proportion of the attacks of which it (the Bible) is a victim. 

 
Talking about the purity of the Canon, it is always interesting to see the various 

questions with which we can be confronted.  Most of the conflicts which exist in front of its 
validity are generated by the radicals as the Moslems for example.  The Atheists, as well 
as the Gnostics, do not give up their places either.  For example, some groups of 
unbelievers would have advanced that the Bible contained more than 60,000 errors in its 
pages.  It is not a slender attack!  But fortunately, God, in His providence, allowed that 
scholars who believe in the authority of His Word can repel these false assertions to the 
rank of lies.  Maybe one of the worst things is that several critics of the Bible know very 
well that it is a reliable book, but, for unhealthy reasons, persist in disturbing the weak 
souls by continuing to intimidate the ignoramuses.  We should praise God for the fact that 
He is always capable of letting attacks become sophisticated more and more, while 
allowing the scholars to be able to answer to them after a while.  We, sometimes, forget 
that God draws near to Him the elects through these mysterious ways and thus pushes 
away the unbelieving ones, as it was the case for the most part of the Pharisees in the time 
of Jesus.  Paul said that iniquity is a mystery (2 Thess. 2.7).  How it is true!  And most of 
the time, only God knows why it works that way. 
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A. Theological Considerations: 
It must be clear that the Bible is a book different from all the others due to the fact 

of its origin.  It is divine.  Every Scripture is inspired by God (2 Tim. 3.16).  When we 
indeed observe its content, the Bible gives us to understand better the reason of its 
inspiration because it gives us a lot of informations about the events of the past which 
are totally unknown by the simple discoveries of history, and could not be either.  One 
of the best examples of it would be the story of the creation in the book of Genesis. 

 
Another interesting element in the inspiration is that it guarantees to us the result of 

the informations which are given to us.  God's Word is our source of ultimate authority 
and, with the inspiration, we have thus another proof than God really spoke to us.  No 
man could have ever conceived such a story.  It took God to do that.  However, we 
must be clear on one particular point.  When we say that the Bible is “inspired”, we 
speak about the original autographs and not about the copies we have in our hands 
today.  It does not however mean that our Bibles are not reliable for that reason.  We 
have good versions which are based on the original texts.  I give, however, a personal 
note here.  Having consulted several works in my personal studies, it is necessary to 
admit that many modern versions (especially those which are made in North America 
and some others in Europe) are not as so precise as they could be.  The problem is 
located in the philosophy of the translators.  Common sense let us have what we call 
the so called “dynamic versions” and the others which we call the “formal versions”.  
The difference between the two is quite simple to understand.  In the “dynamic 
method”, the translators put much more emphasis on “the thoughts” and “the ideas” 
of the biblical authors, without worrying too much about the “words” and the “forms of 
the sentences” used in the original texts.  Thus, the style is more accessible to the 
modern reader, but not necessarily the most faithful. 
 

The second method is much more literal; that is to say it takes many precautions to 
keep, though in a modern language, a text much nearer the autographs had.  For 
example, in English version, it has been long recognized by many that the famous King 
James was the only reliable one to be read.1  But many new studies in textual criticism 
have been done in account of the new discoveries of much more other manuscripts, 
and the result is that the King James Version (KJV) is no longer the best as we thought 
many years ago.  I suggest an excellent book written by a great scholar in that field 
which is entitled “The King James Only Controversy: Can You Trust the Modern 
Translations?”.  This book is a major contribution to the issue and is written by James 
R. White.  It is available here: http://www.amazon.com/gp/product/1556615752/102-
8871712-0915329?n=283155.  If you want to know more on him go on the following 
link: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_White_%28theologian%29. 

 
                                                           
1
 The translation of the KJV results from the Massoretic Text (MT) for the Old Testament and from the 
Textus Receptus for the New Testament. 
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B. Practical aspects: 
When we speak about the preservation of the purity of the Canon of Scriptures, 

naturally it is necessary to us to refer to practical means.  Now, the means were 
different through the years, namely the centuries.  Generally, we should concentrate on 
the fact that certain persons allocated to this task rendered us an very important 
service under the divine providence.  We call them the “scribes”.  The word scribes 
means “writers”.  Their functions were to study, copy, transcribe, translate and to teach 
the Jewish Law.  There was a time, when the study of the Law became difficult for the 
people, when this one was scattered in several regions of the Empire, the language 
itself was very difficult to maintain. Being the case, it arrived as well as the Jewish 
language was almost abandoned and consequently, badly understood, because it was 
not as accessible as in the time when they lived in their territory.  In the beginning, the 
language of the Jews (Hebrew) was a language which did not spell with vowels, but 
only with consonants.  It is easy to understand that the way of reading this language 
became more and more difficult for those who were not used to this one.  This Hebrew 
(consonantal) was present until the year 500 AD.  To facilitate the task of the larger 
number, a group of “scholars” (the scribes), which we called Massoretes, composed a 
Hebrew text much easier to pronounce because they added to it what we call “vowel-
points”.  It would be interesting to read a little bit more the history of the Massoretic 
Texts (MT) on the following link: http://www.lightforisrael.org/history/histTnach.htm 
 

It is also necessary to say that the Jews of that time had become used with the 
official language which was the Koine Greek.  Consequently, there was also a very 
reliable translation of the Hebrew text in Greek.  This one resulted in what we call the 
Septuagint (LXX).  This translation was made by a group of Jews living in Alexandria 
(Egypt) between the 3rd and the 1st century BC.  All this shows us that God preserved 
the ancient texts so that all can be exposed to the Holy Writings. 
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2. Integrity of the Canon 
 
When we speak about those who attack the purity of the Canon, we should not 

especially forget those who attacked its integrity.  The first purpose of that kinds of attack 
was to exploit the fact that all the books of the Bible could not all be equally inspired.  So, 
some of these aggressors wanted to make a breach in the Canon by removing some of the 
canonical books.  It resurfaced in the beginning of the 21st century. 

 
A. It was necessary to fix the Canon 

The Jews did not see the necessity of fixing the Canon before 400 BC precisely 
because all, generally, recognized which books of the OT came from God.  But it was 
not the case especially after the writing of the last book of the OT.  The distance which 
separated people who had had a good consciousness of the divine inspiration of the 
books of the Old Testament and those who were less familiar with these urged the 
Jews to redo an exercise which was going to be very crucial and important to make 
well known to people which were the books inspired by God. 

  
There is a very important thing which we forget too often.  When we say that the 

books of the Bible are canonical, we do not mean that they became such during their 
selection or because of this one.  It is rather the opposite which is true.  At first, 
because they were canonical (of divine nature), the Spirit of God steered the men so 
that they recognize them.  In the time of Jesus Christ, we have a beautiful 
demonstration that the old fathers of the nation had recognized the canonical value in 
the fact that these books were quoted and recognized to have had a divine origin. 

 
Because of a terrible potential threat of the books of the Bible, there was another 

reason to select them.  It was for their protection.  For example, there was a man, 
Porphyry, who wrote more than 12 volumes to attack the Bible.  It is in 320 AD that the 
Emperor Diocletian ordered that all books be destroyed.  Thus, we understand more 
what was the usefulness of regrouping these books to know for sure which ones were 
from God and which ones were not.  Given that inspired books had to be protected, the 
work of organization was in order for the children of God. 

 
B. The Old Testament Canon 

The books of the Old Testament were written approximately 1,400 years BC for the 
oldest and approximately 400 BC for the most recent (Malachi).  An interesting fact is 
that due to the reverence which we granted to God's Word at this time, people were 
standing up when we made the public readings. 
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3. The Apocrypha 
 
When we speak about the apocrypha it is very important to mention at once that these 

books were not included in the Canon originally and are not still.  Nevertheless, several 
persons, among whom the Roman Catholics, will say to us that the apocryphal books must 
be inspired because they see them in their Bible.  What can we answer to it? 

 
First of all, a bit of explanation is in order.  To support certain doctrines which began to 

have free course in the world of that time, 2 the Roman Catholic Church had to introduce 
the apocrypha into its version called the Latin Vulgate.  There is an interesting point in the 
fact that Jerome, who was the author of the Vulgate, did not recognize either, the canonical 
authority of the apocrypha.  Yet, Jerome was a catholic! 

 
Now, for those who say that these books were contained in the Bible which the 

reformer John Calvin had in his hands, it is necessary to say that Calvin said that these 
books could have, at best, have a place in the Bible as being books which could be useful 
to read for our instruction of history, but that these were inspired by no means by God.  
The best historic support which we have to declare these books as not inspired is in the 
fact that the Jewish Synagogue has never recognized them as being a part of the Canon.  
This aspect is very important because Paul said that the oracles of God were entrusted to 
them (Rom. 3.2). 

 
So, in conclusion we should remember that the Canon of the Bible has been a process 

which was deliberately controlled by the providence of the All-Mighty God.  The Apocrypha 
are not a part of that Canon either, even though added to it in 1545 AD.  We just can see 
here a clear blow against the Reformation which rejected it and these books were treated 
as such long time before. 

                                                           
2
 Some of these doctrines are: prayers and offerings for the dead, salvation and the atonement by 
almsgiving, the pre-existence of the soul, the doctrine of the emanations, the justification of the suicide, 
the justification of the cruelty toward slaves, many other errors and blasphemies (one of them, the 
purgatory). 
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INERRANCY OF THE BIBLE 
CHAPTER 2 

 
 
When we speak about the inerrancy of the Bible we do not really talk about the 

absence of error of the bibles we have in our hands.  In fact, there are some errors in the Bible 
I use everyday.3  Rather, we talk about the fact that, in the original manuscripts, which are 
called the autographs, God preserved the original authors of these books and kept them to be 
free from any error.  In other words, this preservation of the original texts is nothing but a 
sovereign act of the Holy Spirit allowing the frailty of men to be able to fulfill a divine mandate. 

 
Now, we have to admit that many people do not believe in the phenomenon of the 

inerrancy of the Scriptures.  In fact, for the average man, it is normal to think that it could be 
impossible to write so many texts, on a so wide period of time, and to remain without any error 
at all.  But it is there that the notion of the presence of God has to be considered seriously.  
And when we talk about the presence of God we are better to add that His presence entails 
His action.  God is not a static God, but a dynamic God.  Where God is, there is always action 
too. 

 
The fact that we affirm that the revelation of God has to be free from error is very 

important.  For example, if the Bible had only a single major error my questions would be the 
following.  First, can we find without any doubt the error in question?  Second, if we think that 
this or that could be an error, on what basis could we affirm that?  Third, if the Bible contains 
one error, why not 2, 3 , 10 or even 1000?  Fourth, if we had really the capacity to find error, 
what would be the best tool available to us to remove it or them?  As you can see, it would be 
a total “free-for-all” for us.  In the contrary, if the Bible is very reliable, as we believe it is, now 
we have the responsibility to make some comments to that end to make our case in a 
reasonable way.  It is one thing to believe something as being true, but it is quite another to 
establish it in a sufficient way.  I will divide it in some different ways. 

 

I. The internal proofs of the reliability of the Bible establishing its inerrancy 
 

First of all, there are more than 3,808 times that we see, in the pages of the Scriptures, 
that it is really the Word of God. 

 
Jesus Christ himself confirmed the fact that the Scriptures were true and divine.  

Saying that, we mean that he did not find any error which would have needed a change of 
any kind.  This is a powerful test knowing that he identified himself as being the living truth 
in John 14.6. 

                                                           
3
 The errors I am talking about, however, are most of the time errors of typing.  There is no error that 
would jeopardize the doctrinal content. 
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The apostles are also a solid proof of the inerrancy of the Bible.  They have never let 
any hint of distrust in the Old Testament passages.  Moreover, Paul, as well as Peter, saw 
their writings as being as much reliable as the ones they find in the OT.  We see the 
expression "other scriptures", thus presupposing that theirs were too (cf. 2 Pe. 3.16).  This 
shows clearly that even Peter recognized the writings of Paul as being inspired.  Now, if a 
text is inspired it must be inerrant.  Here is why.  The moment we talk about the doctrine of 
inspiration, we are talking about the fact that God was behind the enscripturation of His 
revelation.  Moreover, if God is behind and if He is perfect in His knowledge, so what He 
imparted to men cannot be erring.  If it were the case, not only the inerrancy would be 
collapsing, but the doctrine of inspiration would highly be jeopardized as well. 

 
One of the major proofs that the Bible is really without any error is the coherence we 

see throughout its pages.  Think about this.  It is well established that some 40 different 
men wrote over a period of almost 1,500 years without ever contradicting each other.  
Moreover, many of them were not even contemporaries.  So, there could be no gimmick 
between them whatsoever.  They had to be inspired.  It is not only a matter of belief, but of 
simple logic also. 

 

II. The extent of biblical inerrancy 
 

It is important to be clear on this next point.  Yes, the Bible is inerrant in its original 
manuscripts, but to where is it inerrant?  It is an important question, because if the extent is 
limited, we are in a very bad situation; we are in hot water.  Now, let us look at some 
important things. 

 
Speaking about the inerrancy of the Bible, we have to understand that it is not a 

question of saying that all the parts are similar in all respects, specially when comes the 
time to deal with the same subjects.  For example, the Gospels report often the same 
events which took place in Christ's life, but these were written by different authors (4) with 
different perspectives.  Really, as it is the case during a lawsuit in the court, if all the facts 
were told exactly in the same way, we would be entitled to suspect the validity of the 
testimonies.  We would speak rather about an obvious complicity instead of speaking 
about an clear objectivity which is an essential part to establish a strong credibility. 

 
Secondly, the inerrancy does not exclude the use of stylistic devices or the symbolic 

language.  In theology, when we speak of interpreting literally the Scriptures, we do not 
mean that the symbols must be rejected, but much rather interpreted as such.  As a good 
example, when the Lord Jesus is called the “Lamb of God”, It is not to say that it is an 
animal which walks on four paws.  We must understand the symbolical dimension of the 
Lamb as it was seen in the Old Testament economy.  Naturally, the radicals and the 
atheists are often on the scene to compromise the truthfulness of the inerrancy of the 
Bible.  So, wanting that this one be interpreted literally, without proper judgment, they 
advance that our testimony is not much credible and should be so rejected by the reverse 
of the hand. 

 
 
Thirdly, the inerrancy does not mean either that the language used in the Writings is 

always as up-to-date as possible, according to our time, on the technical plan.  For 
example, when the Bible speaks of the sunrise, it is indeed about an earthly point of view 
still used today.  But we know well that the sun does not rise, but that it is the earth which 
turns around it. 
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Naturally, it is true that the various scientific data are not always as exact as what we 
know today.  However, we cannot require that people of that time be capable of saying 
what we would have wanted to hear or read.  For example, how would be understood an 
article on the AIDS which would be written today, and for which there is still no remedy, by 
those who would have discovered and even overcome the disease in 50 years?  Probably 
that people would find us a little bit ignorant or still archaic in our science.  But to 
understand us they would have to make the effort to understand the knowledge of our 
time.  It is exactly the same thing with the data of the Scriptures.  Now, it is necessary to 
understand a crucial principle here: “Not to know much does not mean to be lying.” 

 
Fourthly, the biblical message must always be put in its original context.  It is the only 

sure way we have to make a good interpretation.  For example, if Joshua's book mentions 
that twelve stones were set up in the midst of the Jordan and that these are there “until this 
day”.  The expression "until this day" must be understood according to the time when the 
text was written.  In fact, when we want to teach properly the Word of God, we must bring 
our people back to the Bible first and not the other way round.  It is moreover for that 
reason that too many errors are nowadays taught in churches.  People would like to see 
the current events as being the real tools for interpreting the Bible.  It is downright to work 
back to front.  It is specially the case in the realm of prophecy.  It is not regarding the fall of 
the Twins Towers of the World Trade Center, New York on 9-11-2001 that we would be 
able to understand who or what the Beast of the Apocalypse is.  Yet, many had done so.  
The Bible is the foundation and not the tool that we should use to fit the actual events in. 

 
Fifthly, the inerrancy of the Bible takes into account the whole of God's revelation.  It 

cannot be seen as being true only at the level of one or of some of its parts.  The Bible is 
inerrant in everything or is in no way at all.  It is all or nothing! 

 
When the debates warm up, some would like to believe that the Bible is inerrant in its 

doctrinal side, but not in the rest.  It is some powder in the eyes to believe that way.  How 
could its doctrines be reliable if these were written in a context which could contain several 
suspicious domains? 

 
By the way, the Bible has been proven to be very exact in the fields of archaeology, 

geography, botanic, etc.  And that, many times! 
 
Sixthly, even though the authors of the Bible made many assertions in their work, it is 

not a reason to say that we proclaim them as being sovereign or omniscient.  Rather, they 
were working under the divine providence of the Holy Spirit of God so that their redactional 
enterprise be guided and free of all human error.  We must admit that even though they 
understood what they said, it was not true as for their understanding of all the reach of 
what they wrote.  For example, Paul was able to understand that Jesus is to come again, 
but he was totally ignorant about how all this second coming will be accomplished in the 
minute detail.  Omniscience is an attribute of God which belongs to God alone and not to 
man, even not to the inspired authors. 
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III. The evidence from Christ's use of the Old Testament 
 

One of the most solid proofs on the historic plan is that Jesus Christ recognized 
himself, without any problem, all the facts of the Old Testament. Whether it is at the level of 
the persons as Moses, David, Isaiah, etc., Jesus knew very well that these had existed 
well and truly in the history of the world. 

 
Moreover, Jesus Christ knew that not only the persons of the Old Testament were true, 

but the events linked to their lives were also.  For example, the Kingship of David is 
recognized, the story of creation in the book of Genesis, the odd experience of Jonah in 
the belly of a big fish, etc. 

 
So, the testimony of Christ cannot be unchallenged if one is very serious regarding the 

content of the Old Testament and its veracity.  It is thus another point of importance to 
push forward the notion of the inerrancy of the Scriptures as being really the Word of the 
Living God. 

 

IV. Some concrete Biblical Evidences for Inerrancy 
 

Here, various types of evidences could be mentioned.  When we look in the Gospel of 
Matthew we have a good reliable example which Jesus could have in the Holy Scriptures. 
During his temptation in the wilderness, he answered to the devil that man will not live on 
bread only, but on any words which go out of God's mouth (Mt. 4.4; Deut. 8.3).  As it has 
been mentioned, the quotation of Jesus is really a direct quotation of a major text of the 
Old Testament. 

 
Jesus also said that his mission was not to abolish the texts of the law and the 

prophets, but much more to carry them out.  To carry out what was written had to have to 
be recognized for real and had to have to be seen as reliable. 

 
One of the interesting points in the texts of the Gospels is this.  The expression “jot and 

tittle”.  This expression is given to us in the Gospel of Matthew (5.18).  What Jesus wanted 
to say here is because his word was so solid and indisputable that the smallest detail could 
not even be omitted in its fulfillments.  It would be perhaps useful and important to say that 
the “jot” is the smallest of all the letters of the Hebrew alphabet whereas the “tittle” is a 
small part of a letter.  It is to say that it hinted here at precise details. 

 
Another important aspect of it is this.  Jesus said in John that He and the Father was 

one (John 10.30).  In the original text, the word used for “one” is a neuter.  It means that it 
refers to the unity of something (the nature of God) and not saying that the Son and the 
Father are the same person.  Unfortunately Jehovah’s Witnesses accuse us all the time to 
think like that.  But I have written somewhere that the question of equality of the Son with 
the Father is not in the fact that they are one and the same person.  No, they are 2 distinct 
persons, but of the same nature.4 

                                                           
4
 See my post on http://www.trinitytheology.org/forum/viewtopic.php?t=44 under the username Richard 
Gagnon. 
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Jesus has well said that the Scriptures could not be broken (John 10.34) alluding to 
Psalm 82 which talks about the judges.  This unbrokenness is a vital sign of being 
indestructible in its content.  To be such, the Word of God has to be without any error.  The 
moment a single error could ever be found, its breakability would be assured.  But it is not 
the case, on the basis of the words of our Lord.  This truthfulness is assured not only in the 
historical setting, but in the doctrinal as well.  Nothing in the Bible is potentially defective.  
Otherwise God would no longer be God.  Notice that it is what atheists say, but it is 
another issue. 

 
So, in conclusion, we learn a lot concerning the inerrancy of the Bible when we 

consider all that has been said until now. 



 12 

A Critical analysis of this textbook 
 

I think that the author of this textbook has tried to cover a very interesting and 
important topic for the student of the Bible.  The moment we touch the subject of the Canon of 
the Bible, we touch to a “sacred thing” in the eyes of God. 

 
In his attempt to expose the topic, we can notice that he arrested on some important 

things that we cannot afford to avoid in a good biblical training.  I will comment here on the 
way he proceeded to achieve that goal.  Of course, the following lines will contain also what I 
could have said to unfold the same topic. 

 
First, when we want to deal with a subject of such a scope, the God of the Bible has a 

lot to reveal to us.  The depth of the Scriptures is like a very deep sea: it is unfathomable.  The 
reason is quite simple: it is from God. 

 
The author of this textbook has done well to explain, right in the beginning, what the 

very word “Canon” means.  It is always a good way of teaching to make our terms clear.  I 
would say that a good specialized treated topic should always include a kind of glossary at the 
end.  Thus, the reader is rapidly acquainted with the mindset of the text and runs less the risk 
to criticize wrongly what the author means when he used this or that.  That way, the moment 
the reader sees the use of these terms, he is able to figure out what the author had, has and 
will have in mind when referring to them as he unfold his thoughts. 

 
Saying this, I think it could have been good to do the same with other important terms 

which are used in the textbook.  For example, the term “radicals” is not necessary clear for all 
the readers of such a textbook.  It is the same thing with the word “atheist”.  Many are really 
confused about that last term because I know that some confuse it with the word “gnostic”.  In 
fact, an atheist is someone who does not believe in any type of God.  The gnostic, on the other 
hand, is rather the one who says that we cannot know for sure if God exists or do not know 
how we could show it.  I think that another word which would have been worthy of explanation 
is “Vedas”.  I must be frank that I would have had to make a bit of research to know what it is.  
It is very important, in my opinion to give some definitions, even short ones, to make the 
reader at ease with the very text he has to study.  Such definitions would have been in order 
with other terms.  Here I mention only few others (Massoretes, Dead Sea Scrolls, etc.).  For 
example, I would suggest either a glossary at the end of the textbook or just to insert a simple 
footnote as they appear in the text.  Thus, the material is more prepared to be used and more 
complete.  Many students are very poor in books. 
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Now, I understand very well that the tendency of an author is to reach a particular 
auditory.  And when we are read by those who have a bit of background some terms have not 
to be defined all the time.  For example, in my case, the only term I would have had problem 
with was “the Vedas”.  For the rest, all was the already known.  But, because of the basics of 
others, and they are probably many, apologetics is a field of study which has its own 
terminology as any other field of expertise.  It is for this reason that I mentioned the need of 
such a list of terms and their definitions.  A couple ones would be already a great 
improvement. 

 
Now, the treatment of the subject is very well presented and I say why.  To start with 

some theological considerations are “a must” for all the students of the Bible.  So many people 
today do not believe anymore in the usefulness of theology for the Christian minister.  I would 
say that only here in Quebec there is a seminary which offers a training program for its future 
ministers of the Gospel and this program is extended over a period of 6 years.  But the 
saddest thing is this.  Would you believe me if I said that in all their syllabus, not a single 
course of doctrine or dogmatic is given for the 6 years.  It is literally a tragedy!  Moreover, this 
seminary is under the banner of the evangelical. 

 
The practical aspect is very good too.  Not so much because it is just there, but more 

because of its place in the textbook.  It follows and not precedes the theological ones.  If you 
notice well in the letters of Paul, the theological aspect is always mentioned first.  The practical 
at the end.  Why is it necessary?  Because we must practice what we have learned and not 
trying to figure out what should we practice without any knowledge of the necessary things. 

 
I think that an element would have been good to insert in the textbook under the 

banner of the Reliability of the Canon.  I think that a bit more explanation would have been in 
order trying to explain why we call the inspired books only the autographs and not the 
versions/translations we have in our hands.  I mentioned a bit of it in my summary (see page 
3).  The reason of it is important.  The work of the Holy Spirit has been done only on the 
original authors and not on the translators.  The fact that the translators have been protected 
and guided by God in their task is by no means the same thing than to have been inspired as 
Paul and Moses were in the beginning.  Now, the autographs no longer exist.  They have been 
lost.  One of the reasons why God might have allowed such a thing to happen is probably to 
avoid a kind of “worship of the originals” as it is always the case when we see other venerating 
their religious relics.  Catholicism is very strong in that kind of practice.  I give one biblical text 
as a principle to support that viewpoint (2 Kings 18.1-4): 

“In the third year of Hoshea son of Elah, king of Israel, Hezekiah the son of 

Ahaz, king of Judah, began to reign.  He was twenty-five years old when he began to 

reign, and he reigned twenty-nine years in Jerusalem. His mother's name was Abi the 

daughter of Zechariah.  And he did what was right in the eyes of the LORD, according to 

all that David his father had done.  He removed the high places and broke the pillars and 

cut down the Asherah.  And he broke in pieces the bronze serpent that Moses had made, 

for until those days the people of Israel had made offerings to it (it was called 

Nehushtan).” 
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What I want to say in the previous text is this.  Many things had been considered as 
being good at a certain moment.  It was the case with the bronze serpent that Moses had 
made.  We must remember that this serpent was made upon a command from God (Numbers 
21.8).  Yet, in a time where it had become an idol for the nation, it was a good thing to destroy 
it.  So, I think it could be applied to the autographs as well.  While they were from God, I think 
that their disappearance is a good thing to avoid such an idolatry.5  And we read in verse 4 of 
the above text, Hezekiah did what was right to the Lord.  According to that principle the Holy 
Writings could have become a “GOD IN PAPER”.   

 
Second, for the chapter two which treated the question of Inerrancy of the Bible, I 

would say once again, the material is very good in the way it has been arranged.  The 
sequences of the subjects treated is very logical and concise.  Enough to learn the main things 
and not too long either to overload the student. 

 
 I think that a good improvement of the material would be to add some criteria on two 
levels.  Here, I will touch again a bit of the canonicity. 
 

First, there is what we call in theology “THE THEORIES OF THE INSPIRATION”.  Some are true 
while some are false.  Let us look at the true ones first. 
 
1. The inspiration is verbal.  It means that the content of the text was intended by God. 
2. The inspiration is plenary.  It means that not only parts of the Bible are inspired, but the 

whole.6 
3. The inspiration is inerrant.  It means that the content itself does not contain any error 

from the hand of the writers.  This is the content of the second chapter of the textbook. 
4. The inspiration is infallible.  It means that the texts cannot fail and they cannot be broken 

(John 10.35). 
 
 Now the false theories of inspiration are: 
 
1. The inspiration is mechanical.  It means that the authors was not led as mere robots.  

They were not a kind of secretaries forced to write exactly what someone else was telling 
him to write.  They are free in their own style and competence. 

2. The inspiration is conceptual.  It means that, contrary to what some liberals and radicals 
would like to say about us, the inspiration was not preoccupied only with concepts and 
ideas while not on words.  God inspired words too. 

3. The inspiration is partial.  It means that the whole of the Bible is inspired not just some 
parts.  It is well mentioned in the textbook. 

4. The inspiration is neo-orthodox.  It means that the Bible is not only the content of the 
Word of God.  It is the Word of God.  Karl Barth said that at different moment, the text 
which we read could become the Word of God and not the rest.  In another day, what was 
not the Word of God yesterday could become.  All depends on the receivers (the readers) 
and not on the transmitters (the inspired authors).  As examples of such an approach we 
find the liberals, the catholics and most of the charismatics.  In other words, the neo-
orthodox theory of inspiration says that if a certain passage speaks to you, it is then the 
Word of God.  Obviously, this theory has to be rejected completely without any apology.  
The Bible is always the Word of God, whether it speaks to us or not. 

5. The inspiration is naturalist.  It means that the texts are inspired when they spoke about 
geography, nature, animals, history, etc. 

                                                           
5
 We call it Bibliolatry. 

6
 I recognize that this aspect has been touched to some extent in the first part of the textbook. 
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Now, I would like to end that critical analysis regarding the question of the Apocrypha.  

Some reason should be given to say that they could not be included in the Canon.  Here are 
the main. 
 
1. The Jewish Synagogue has never recognized them as being inspired. 
2. They are not a part of the Hebrew Canon. 
3. Jesus has never made any allusion nor mention them. 
4. The apostles have never made any allusion to them. 
5. They contains many conflicting doctrines.7 
 
___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Personal comments on this fourth textbook: 
 

 I did appreciate much this fourth textbook.  The inerrancy of the Word of God is a very 
interesting subject.  It is of a major importance to treat that aspect of the Bible especially when 
we do apologetics.  For example, oftentimes, those who try to defend their faith are very 
challenged on certain points of the Bible, and they think that because their opponents are able 
to see a “would-be” contradiction in the text they will collapse under these kind of attacks and 
become suspicious with regard to the paradox.  In fact, it is not so much a way to see errors in 
the Bible, but rather to see really a trustworthy book.  Imagine once again.  If all the 66 books 
would have been saying exactly the same thing when talking about a similar subject, the 
accusation or our opponents would have been plagiarism or a mere conspiracy.  But because 
god works through human beings, it is normal to say some difference in the style, but not on 
the content properly speaking. 
                                                           
7
 See my footnote # 2. 


