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PROFITABLE FOR REPROOF & CORRECTION
The Primus of the Episcopalian Church in Scofland, the "Most Reverend" Richard

Holloway has been "sounding ofT again about the Bible, and perhaps I can do no better
than quote a short report from last week's "Daily Mail": viz. "One of Scotland's most senior
church-men last night called for the Bible's moral code to be re-written. Episcopalian
Bishop Holloway described the Bible as a 'male-centred, patriarchial creature of its time'
and said that it should be revised for every generation. He criticised calls to return to so-
called Biblical morality and said society faced moral challenges unthinkable a generation
ago. Speaking at Strathclyde University in Glasgow, he said that there was a need for a
constant debate on the best moral system. 'The Bible is still a useful guide' he said, "But we
have to recognise it as a creature of its time. This is particularly true of its moral systems.
We need to engage in debates about the best moral systems, need to identify where changes
can be made, where things can be abandoned, where we should overturn old ways'. (The
Bishop raised eyebrows this year when he was quoted as saying God gave humans
promiscuous genes and it would be wrong to condemn people who followed their
instincts)". (Unquote).

Readers may remember that I have mentioned this Bishop previously in connection with
similar disparaging utterances on the Bible: e.g. that the Bible "is the book that keeps
women in chains"; that the Bible is "the big problem" in society: that the Bible "gives good
advice but also bad advice": that the Bible "contains statements "that can't be true": that the

Bible contains "as much dross as gold": that the Bible contains "as much out-of-date
nonsenseas enduringwisdom": and that "wemust have the courage to rejecfthe^its of the
Bible that are not of God". Earlier this year the Bishop was accused of condoning adultery
(arising from a statement he made to a journalist that since "God had given us our
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"But this I call to mind, and therefore I have hope; the steadfast love of
the Lord never ceases. His mercies never come to an end; they are new
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2 THE SCRIPTURE STANDARD

promiscuous genes it would be wrong for the Church to condemn people who have
followed their instincts".) One man at oneof the Bishop's lectures, rightly quoted Paulas
saying that fomicators and adulterers would notenter the KofH butthe Bishop replied that
"this passage was a Pauline fit and part of the kind of Christianity that sought to bully
peopleinto righteousness, compassion and charity.

Needless to say these accommodating remarks arc going down very well with the
general public and the Bishop is acquiring a certain popularity in somequarters. However,
the situation probably reminds us of the conditions prevailing in the time of Jeremiah where
"the prophets prophesied falsely" and "the people loved to have it so". (Jer. 5:31).

BISHOP'S SENTIMENTS NOT SHARED BY JESUS
There is nothing new in these criticisms, of course, and it is par-for-the-course these

days for clergymen to belittle the book they are paid to uphold. The Bible, however, is an
impregnable rock, and has survived the many assaults and stomns that have assailed it, or
(to change the figure), is an anvil that has worn out countless hammers of atheism,
secularism. Higher Criticism, etc. Nobody needs to defend the Bible: it can well defend
itself. As the littleboyremarked when he saw thearmed security guard posted at the door
of the lion's cage, "Why don't they let it out: it would soon protect itself; and thisjust as
true of the Bible. True Bible students repudiate all these derogatory remarks from the
Bishopon the grounds that every word of scripture was dictated by the Spiritof God, and
the Holy Spirit can not be guilty of stating facts "thatcan not be true", nor of producing
dross and much out-of-date nonsense. When we cast reproach upon the Bible we cast it at
the Holy Spirit and that is a very serious and dangerous thing to do. By contrast, we find
that although Jesus referred continuously to "the scriptures" (the O.T.) He never ever
uttered one syllable of criticism of the scriptures; but ratherendorsed every word as being
true, wholesome and accurate. Neverdid Jesus even make a veiled hint that the scriptures
might contain untruths, or give bad counsel or deal in nonsense: rather the reverse. On one
occasion Jesus said to the Sadducees, "Ye do err not knowing the scriptures, nor the
power of God". (Matt. 22:29). LiketheBishop, the Sadducees thought that some things in
the Bible "couldnot be true" (in their case they could not believe in the resurrection) and so
they plied Jesus with the teaser about the seven brothers whohadthe same wife. His reply
showed theyerred on two counts (1) Theyfailed to know that the O.T. acknowledged the
resurrection, and (2) They failed to take into account "the power of God". According to
Jesus, their ignorance of the scriptures caused them to err. According to the Bishop, the
scriptures could cause us to err. Surely we, too, limit the powerof God if we regard God
incapable ofconveying Hisword infallibly to mankind, and thereafter preserving it.

THE O.T. SCRIPTURES
The Bible is composed of an Old Testamentand a New: let us look, first of all, at the Old.

The apostle Peter tellsus that "inold time" (in O.T. times) prophecy came not by the willof
man "but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Spirit" (2 Peter
1:21). The words penned did notoriginate with the human writers but were dictated by the
Spirit of God. Space doesnotallow many illustrations of thisbutoneexample would beJer.
36:2. "T^ke thee a roll of a book, and write therein all the words that I have spoken
unto thee against Israel, and against Judah, and against all the nations, from the day I
spake unto thee, from the days of Joslah, even unto this day". Anothermight be Ezek.
1:3 "The word of the Lord came expressly unto Ezekiel the priest, the son of Buzi, In
the land of the Chaldeans by the river Chebar; and the hand of the Lord was there
upon him". Otherexamples of verbal inspiration of the O.T. might be 2 Sam. 23:2 "The
Spirit of the Lord spake by me and His word was In my tongue". Isaiah says (1:2)
"Hear, O heavens, and give ear, O earth, for the Lord hath spoken". Jer. 1:7
"Whatsoever I command thee thoushalt speak... Behold I haveput MywordsIn thy
mouth". Ezek. 2:7 "Thou shalt speak My words unto them". Luke 1:7 He (the Lord
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God) spake by the mouth of His holy prophets which have been since the world
began". Acts 1:16 "The Holy Spirit by the mouth of David spoke concerning Judas"
These few random examples could be greatly multiplied and could include the writings of
Daniel, Amos, Ezra, Nehemiah, and indeed all other prophets. As Peter says, their words
came not by the will of man, but God moved them (breathed upon them) to write what they
wrote, by His Spirit. The tablets of stone containing the Law chiseled by Moses, were, we
are told "written with the finger of God". (Ex. 31:18). In the following chapter we read,
"And the tables were the work of God, and the writing was the writing of God graven
upon the tables". (Ex. 32:16). Moses' writings were actually God's writings and Moses
wrote as we know, the first five books of the O.T. Jesus regarded the words of Moses as "the
words of God". In His controversy with the Pharisees over their attempts to nullify the
Mosiac Law by their own traditions, Jesus accused them of "laying aside the
commandment of God" that they might hold the traditions of men. In giving an example
of what He meant, Jesus described how they tried to avoid the force of the fifth
commandment and, in consequence, "making the word of God of none effect". Thus
Jesus equates the writings of Moses as the word of God. It is of interest to note that when
Aaron and Miriam (Num. 12) despised Moses for marrying an Ethiopian woman, they were
taken aside by God and severely rebuked for daring to speak ill of God's faithful servant
Moses. God infonned them that He thought so highly of Moses that He did not speak to
him, (as He did to other prophets) in visions and in dreams, but "directly, mouth to mouth,
and face to face".

My purpose in emphasising the fact that the O.T. scriptures consist of God's own and
actual words, (and that the human pen men were merely the instruments of God in
producing His word) is to show that, this being so, there is no possibility of the O.T.
containing the dross, bad counsel and nonsense charged by the Bible's critics. "Thus saith
the Lord'' occurs some 2,000 times in the O.T.

THE N.T. SCRIPTURES

The N.T., as an integral part of the scriptures and complementary to the O.T., is also a
product of the inspirational work of the Holy Spirit.

The writer to the Hebrews says, (1:1) "God, who at sundry times and in divers
manners, spake in time past unto the fathers by the prophets hath in these last days,
spoken unto us by His Son". This coincides with what we have stated so far, i.e. that GOD
did speak to mankind in times past through His prophets, but has in these recent days
spoken to us by His Son, Jesus Christ. Even the most simple, unlettered, peson can
understand what Jesus says, and there must be few indeed in the worid who could accuse
Jesus of giving bad advice, or indulging in untruths or out-of-date nonsense. However, Jesus
had apostles and delegated part of His total authority to them, instructing them to "Go
therefore and teach all nations, baptising them in the name of the Father, and of the
Son, and of the Holy Spirit. Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I have
commanded you ..." (Matt. 28:19). These instructions were carried out and the things
taught by Christ and the apostles were eventually committed permanently to print: now
forming the contents of the N.T. Naturally, Jesus did and said much more than is recorded,
but John says "... these are written that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the
Son ofGod; and that believing ye might have life through His name".

And so, according to Paul, it is GOD, who spake in times past through the prophets, who
speaks to us today through His Son, Jesus, Himself acknowledged this and confessed, "I
have many things to say and to judge of you but He that sent Me is true; and I speak
to the world those things which I have heard of Him", and "... I do nothing of Myself,
but as My Father hath taught Me, I speak those things". (John 8:26). Thus even Jesus
followed the long tradition of prophets and spoke only the words given to Him by God. In
sending out the apostles Jesus confirmed the authority He vested in them, as God's
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