
√58 Understanding the Bible  
 
Word of God, true, authoritative, and infallible (in the sense of being 
unable to fail to secure God's purpose), if those apographs are not 
inspired?" That is, if God has revealed himself inerrantly; and if He 
caused his revelation to be inerrantly inscripturated; and if these are the 
bases for our ability to say that the Scripture which God gave to us was 
the revealed, inspired Word of God written, and was true, authoritative, 
infallible and inerrant; then can we remove the factors of inspiration and 
inerrancy from the apographs and still retain the other important 
characteristics of Scripture in the Bibles which we presently possess and 
use? For example, is it possible for us as Christians to say, concerning 
the English Bibles which we have, "This is the Word of God?" Is it 
possible for Christian ministers to preach and teach the truth from an 
uninspired and errant apograph? And can we speak, on the basis of that 
kind of apograph, with the authority of God? 
 
To illustrate this problem, permit me to quote from two evangelical 
writers. James M. Gray stated: 
 

The record for whose inspiration we contend is the 
original record -- the autographs or parchments of Moses, 
David, Daniel, Matthew, Paul or Peter, as the case may 
be, and not any particular translation or translations of 
them whatever. There is no translation absolutely without 
error, or could there be, considering the infirmities of 
human copyists, unless God were pleased to perform a 
perpetual miracle to secure it.^4 
 

And Adolph Saphir stated: 
 
I do not say that the Bible contains the Word of God. I 
say that the Bible is the Word of God. I think it is a most 
erroneous and dangerous thing to say that the Bible 
contains the Word of God. The Bible with its history, 
with its laws, with its poetry, with its maxims, with its 
biographies, with its epistles, with everything that is in it, 
is the Word of God.^5 

 
How, we may ask, can James M. Gray deny that the apographs are 
inspired or inerrant, and Adolph Saphir affirm that the apographs are, in 
their entirety, the Word of God? (That is, I am assuming that Saphir was 
 


	LinkTextBoxLeft: Dunzweilerlib.IBRI.org


