














































lC. MANUSCRIPT EVIDENCE OF THE NEW TESTAI'vIENT 
There are now more than 5,300 known Greek manuscripts of the New 
Testament. Add O\·er 10;000 Latin Vulgate and at least 9,300 other 
early versions (J\oISS) and we have :more than 24.,000 manuscript copies 
of portions of the New Testament in existence today. 
No other document of antiquity even begins to approach such 
numbers and attestation. In comparison., the Iliad by Horner is second 
with only 643 manuscripts that still survive. The first complete 
preserved text of Homer dates from the 13th century. 58/145 

AUTHOR When Written Earliest Copy 'IimeS_pan No.of 
Copiea 

Caesar l0(H4B.C. 900A.-D. 1.oooyrs. 10
Livy 59 B.C.-A.D. 17 20 
Plato <'Ietralogies) 42H47B.C. 900A.D. 1.2()0yrs. 1 
Tacitus <Annau) lOOA.D. llOOA.D. l.OOO}TS+ 20(-) 

also minor works lOOA.D. lOOOA.D. 900yrs. 1 
Pliny the Younger 

<History) 61-113A.D9 850A.D. 750yrs. 7 
Thucydides (History) 460-400 B.C. 900A.D. 1,.300 yrs. 8 
Suetonius 

We Vmi Caesarum) 75-160A.D. 950A.D. 800yrs. 8 
Herodotus (History) 480-425 B.C. 900.A.D- 1,300yrs. 8 
Horace 900 yrs. 
Sophocles 496�406 B. C. lOOOA.D. 1,400yrs. 193 

Lucretius Died 55 or 53 B.C .. 1,lOOyrs. 2 

Catullus 54B.C. 1550A,D. 1,600yrs.. 3 
Euripides 480-406 B. C. ll0OA.D. l,SOOyrs. 9 

Demosthenes 383.322 B. C. llOOA.D. l,300yrs. 200• 
Aristotle 384-322 B. C. llOOA.D. 1,400yrs. 49t 
Alistophaner: 450-385 B. C. 900.A.D. 1,200yn 10 

How can I find how many manuscripts there are? - Logos Bible Software Forums 

WORJC WHEN EARLIEST TIMESPAN -NO.OF 
WRl'lTEN COPY COPIES 

Homer (Iliad) 9008.C. 400B.C. SOOyrs. 643 
New Testament 40--100 A.J). 125A.D+ 25)TS. over24>000 

�ukrand.Numakeacompariso.noftbetextualvariations_ 
between the New Testament documents and ancient works: "Next 
to the New Testament, there are more extant manuscripts of the 
lliad (643) than any other book. Both it and the Bible were 
considered <sacred, '-and bOth underwent textual changes and 
criticism of their Greek manuscript& The New Testament has 
abouU0,000 lines.'' 321366 
They contiD.Ue by saying that ''tbell.iad [has] about 15,600. Onb' 40 
Jines (or400words> of the New Testament are in doubt whereas76t 
lines of the Iliad are questioned. This five percent textual 
corruption compares with one--half of one percent of nmllar 
emendations in the New Testament. 

https://community.logos.com/forums/p/20773/155886.aspx 
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Comparison of Manuscript Evidence 

Author When Written Earliest Copy Time Span No. of Copies 

Caesar 100-44 BC 900AD 1,000 Years 10 

Plato 427-347 BC 900AD 1,200 Years 7 

Tacitus 100 AD 1,000 AD 1,000 Years 20 

Pliny 61-113 AD 850AD 750 Years 7 

Thucydides 460-400 BC 900AD 1,300 Years 8 

Suetonius 75-160 AD 950AD 800 Years 8 

Herodotus 480-425 BC 900 AD 1,300 Years 8 
496-406 BC 1,000 AD 1,400 Years 100 

54 BC 1,550 AD 1,600 Years 3 

460-406 BC 1,100 AD 1,500 Years 9 

383-322 BC 1,100 AD 1,300 Years 200 

384-322 BC 1,100 AD 1,400 Years 5 

Aristophanes 450-385 BC 900AD 1,200 Years 10 

New Testament 45-96 AD 40 Years 14,000 

* The John Rytand manuscripts (in the Rytand Muse..n in London, England), contain portK>ns of U.:. gospel of John and date back to A. D. 
130, approximately 40 to 45 years after the original manuscript was -itten w-OU'ld A.O. 85. 

T·ime Interval Between the Date of Writing 
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9/5/2017 9. How was the New Testament Bible Transmitted? 

written has now been removed. Both the autheoticity and the general integrity of the books of the New Testament may b8 
regarded es finally established.QI 

Author Book Date Written Earliest Copies Time Gap No.of 
Copies 

Homer Iliad 800BC C.400BC 400 years 643 
Herodotus History 480-425 BC C. 900AD 1350 years 8 
Thucydides History 460-400 BC 900AD 1300 years 8 
Plato 400BC 900AD 1300 vears 8 
Demosthenes 300BC 900AO 1300 years 7 
Caesar Gallic Wars 100-44 BC 900AD 1000 years 10 
Livy History of 59-17 AD 4th Century 400 years 1 partial 

Rome (Partial), Mostly 
10th Century 1000 years 19 

copies 
Tacitus Annals 100AD 1100AD 1000vears 20 
Pliny Natural 61-113 AD 850AD 750 years 7 
Secundus History 
New Testament 50-100AD 114 Fragments 50 years 5366 

200 {Books} 100 years 
250 (Most NT) 150 years 
325 (Complete 225 years 
NT) 

The Early Church fathers 

Another witness to scriptures are the writings of the earty church fathers, who wrote in the earty 
church period and centuries following. They quote some 36,289 references to the New Testament. 
If we lost all the manuscripts, we could reconstruct the New Testament from their citations alone. 

Writer Gospels Acts Pauline General Revelation Totals 
Epistles Epistles 

Justin Martyr 268 10 43 6 3 { 266 330 
allusions) 

(133ADl 
lrenaeus 1038 194 499 23 65 1819 

(180 AD) 
Clement (150- 1107 44 1127 207 11 2406 
212AD) 
Origen 9231 349 7778 399 165 17,992 

(18>253 ADI 
Tertullian 3822 502 2609 120 205 7258 

(1�220AD) 
Hippolytus 734 42 387 27 188 1378 

(170-235 AD) 
Eusebius 3258 211 1592 88 27 5176

(32-'AD) 
Grand Total 19,368 1352 14,035 870 664 36,289 

Text Families 

When the churched spread throughout the Greek, Roman, Asian and African wor1d, the New 
--------------�· Testament manuscripts 

also went with it. Because 

Autograph ���:1::::is�arious 
parts of the Christian 
world, centers of influence 
were established. From 
these centers flowed 
manuscript copies to be 

.,_ _ __. _______ used by individuals and 
churches. These centers 

Byzantine of influence are known as 
'--------�·------��------- .__ _____ text types, since the 
manuscript can be traced to a geographic area, which it was copied. The manuscript families are; 1. 
Alexandrian 2. Caesarian 3. 'Western" 4.Byzantine. 

manuscript. 

When a manuscript has a 
combination of text from 
different text families, it is 
known as a mixed 

The differences between the text type is minimal and has no effect on doctrinal issues in the 
church. In our attempt to find, the best reading of the New Testament, closest to the original, 
autograph, we need to examine the available manuscripts, and their text families. 

Regarding the variation between copies from the "text families", Paul Wegner puts this in
perspective, 

http://www. truth net. org/Bible-Origins/9 _Transmission-of-the-New-Testament/ 
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Bible Tirneline 

► Adam and Eve; Noah - Lt.a.

► Calling of Abraham -2000 B. C.
► T he Exodus - 1446 B.C. (first Bible books written by Moses)
► Monarchy begins -1050 B.C. (God chooses Saul)

► King David - 1010-970 B.C.

► Divided kingdom -931 B.C. (Israel and Judah divided)

► Assyrian exile - 722 B.C. (destruction of Samaria)
➔ Babylonian exile - 586 B.C. (destr�ction of Jerusalem)
► Persian Period - 537 B.C. (return of Jews under Cyrus)

,. Second temple finished -515 B.C.
► Malachi (last Old Testament book) - 430 B.C.

► lntertestamental period -430 B.C.-A.D. 45

► Jesus' birth - 7-4 B.C.
► Jesus' ministry -A.O. 27-30

► Jesus' crucifixion -A.O. 30
► First New Testament book(s) written -A.O. 45

• 
► Revelation written -A.O. 90 (last book of New Testament)

Definitions: Fragmentary 
The papyrus scraps of Magdalen 

Papyrus (P64). Using new tools 

such as a scanning laser 

microscope along with more 

conventional handwriting 

analysis, the fragments have 

been dated to sometime between 

30 and 70 A.O. 

Matthew 26 

The Rylands papyrus (P52). This 

papyrus is about 2.5 inches wide and 

3.5 inches long, contains John 

18:31-33 and 37-38, and has been 

dated at about 125 A. D. 

Front Back 
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� Jason Saling -www.NapavineBapUst.com I Forum Activity I Replied: Mon, Aug 2 2010 12:51 PM 

,. George Somsel: 
The number of mss is � moving target 

One of the reasons I was wanting to know if there was a "central" place/website of all currently known manuscripts was because I was doing a study in 
regards to authenticity of the last 12 verses of Mark. The great thing about Logos, I was able to do an easy search throughout the my library on all the . 
artides/resources that deal with the topic/debate. The bummer part was that most of the resources were one sided, thinking the last 12 verses were not 
authentic. yet at the same time admitting that there is a problem with ending after verse 8, concluding that whatever was after verse 8 is "lost." I don't buy 
into that, Jesus said his words would never pass away, so I'll take his word for it. 

Some things I was able to gather in my study ... 

Reasons Against it's Inclusion 

• Vaticanus and Sinaiticus do not indu9e the last 12 verses of Mark (being two of the oldest known Greek manuscripts) 

- The last 12 verses of Mark have 17 Greek words that Mark didn't use in the rest of the Gospel of Mark (therefore someone else must of added it) 

• It speaks of taking up serpents and drinking poison, "not consistent with what God would want his church to be involved in" 

Reasons FOR it's Inclusion 

• According to some scholars the two 4th century manuscripts (Vaticanus and Sinaiticus) are suspect and often don't match readings between each other, 
nor with the majority of Greek manuscripts 

• In the Sinaiticus there is a blank space at the end of Mark sufficient to fit the last 12 verses of Mark 

• In the Valicanus, it is'Obvious that pages are missing. One page ends at Mark 16:8 and then next page starts up at Luke 1�18 (we don't discredit the first 
17 verses of Luke, it's obvious that a page(s) were missing) 

How can I find how many manuscripts there are? - Logos Bible Software Forums 

• 99% of Greek manuscripts of Mark contain the last 12 verses. (This I couldn't verify, therefore being the reason I wanted to see if there was a "list" 
of an the Greek manuscripts of the Gospel of Martt, since I do have a list of Greek manuscripts that do NOT contain the last 12 verses, so if I 
knew how many total manuscripts of the Gospel of Marte there are, then I would be able to confirm how many greek manuscripts DO contain 
the last 12 verses.) 

• The majority of ancient translations contain It, Latin, Syriac, Gothic, most of Georgian, Coptic, and many others. Nso in translations during the 
Reformation period, in German, French, Spanish, and multitudes of others. 

• Several Christian writings (church fathers) are dated earlier (2nd & 3rd century) than the Vaticanus and Sinaiticus (4th century), and they quote portions 
of the last 12 verses of Mark. 

• Some lectionaries dated earlier than the 4th century quote from the last 12 verses of Mark 

• It would be an awkward and unnatural stop for the text to end after verse 8. It doesn't make sense in greek grammar, plus the book would end on a note 
of fear. and of not sharing the good news, no appearances of the resurrected Christ, no victory, no Great Commission, no ascension. 

This was an interesting and balanced article I read http:/lapologeficspress.oro/artides/2780 

On a scholarly side for it's inclusion is John Burgon's work "The Last Twelve Verses of Mark: Vindicated Against Recent Critical Objectors & Established• 
(It'd be great to see his works in Logos!) 

Jason Saling 

0,C 

https://community.logos.com/forums/p/20773/155886.aspx 
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1A. 

THE BIBLE i- THAT lNSPlRED BOOK 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF INSPIRATION: 

1 b. Inspiration is fundamental to other doctrines: 

1 c. It assures us of the truthfulness of the Bible. 

2c. It stands to reason that if the Bible cannot be trusted concerning its 

testimony about itself, it cannot be trusted in other doctrines. 

2b. lnspiratiqn is basic to Christianity: 

1 c. The Christian faith differs from other religions in these areas: 

1 d. A resurrected Christ. 

2d. An inspired Bible. 

2c. If the Bible is not true, Christianity is an enormous hoax and 

Christians trust a false hope. 

3b. Inspiration is one of the tests of orthodoxy: 

1 c. A person's view of the Bible affects all his other doctrines. 

A wrong foundation cannot help but lead to a wrong superstructure. 

2c. The doctrine of inspiration is the first of the 5 fundamentals of the 

faith. 
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4b. Inspiration is the focus of conflict in 20th century theology: 

1 c. Most Christian schools have defected in the area of inspiration. 

2c. The Scriptures demand a faithful defense of the faith: 

Jude 3: Beloved, when I gave all diligence to write

unto you of the common salvation, it was needful for 

me to write unto you, and exhort you that ye should 
earnestly contend for the faith which was once 

delivered unto the saints. 

2A. THE STAGES OF GOD'S SPECIAL REVELATION 

The Bible-claims to be the product of God in every stage and process. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

1 b. 

Preparation: appointed authors 

Revelation: authentic accommodation 

Inspiration: assured accuracy 

Illumination: adequate apprehension 

Preservation: abiding authority 

Preparation: 

1 c. God prepared the instruments through which He would give His 
infallible communication: 

Gal. 1: 15-16 But when it pleased God, who separated me

from my mother's womb, and called me by his grace, 

To reveal his Son in me, that I might preach him among the heathen; immediately 

I conferred not with flesh and blood: 

Jer. 1 :4-5 Then the word of the Lord came unto me, saying,

Before I formed thee in the belly I knew thee; and before thou 

earnest forth out of the womb I sanctified thee, and I ordained 

thee a prophet unto the nations. 

2c. The biblical books give evidence of composition by men especially 
selected by God, demonstrating various human styles and 
vocabularies. 
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PSALM 19:1 

2b. Revelation: 

1 c. The definition of revelation: 

"God's disclosure to man of what man could otherwise not 

infallibly know." 

2c. The divisions of revelation: 

1d. General revelation 

1 e. Creation: 

Rom. 1 :19-21 Because that which may be known of God is 
manifest in them; for God hath shewed it unto them. 
For the invisible things of him from the creation of the world are 
clearly seen, being understood by the things that are made, even 
his eternal power and Godhead; so that they are without excuse: 

The heavens dcdare th<: glory 
of God; and the firmamenc 

shewcth his handiwork. 
2e. 

Because that, when they knew God, they glorified him not as 
God, neither were thankful; but became vain in their 
imaginations, and their foolish heart was darkened. 

Conscience: 

2d. 

REUELRTl □n: 

GOD 

Rom.2: 15 Which shew the work of the law written in their 
hearts, their conscience also bearing witness, and their thoughts 
the mean while accusing or else excusing one another; 

3e. The course of history: 

Acts 17 :26 And hath made of one blood all nations of men for 

to dwell on all the face of the earth, and hath determined the 
times before appointed, and the bounds of their habitation. 

Special revelation: 

Heb. 1: 1 God, who at sundry times and in diverse manners spake in 
time past unto the fathers by the prophets. 

1e. Direct communication: 

1 Thess. 4: 15 For this we say unto you by the word of the 
Lord, that we which are alive and remain unto the coming of the 
Lord shall not prevent them which are asleep. 
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2e. The Savior: 

3e. 

John 1: 18 No man hath seen God at any time; the only 

begotten Son, which is in the bosom of the Father, he hath 

declared him. 

The Scriptures: 

1 John 5:9-11 If we receive the witness of men, the witness 

of God is greater; for this is the witness of God which he hath 

testified of his Son. 

He that believeth on the Son of God hath the witness in himself: 

he that believeth not God hath made him a liar; because he 

believeth not the record that God gave of his Son. 

And this is the record, that God hath given to us eternal life; and 

this life is in his Son. 

3c. The differences between general and special revelation: 

1 d. General revelation is sufficient to bring man under 

condemnation. It demonstrates that there is an eternal, 

sovereign God and that man is morally responsible to Him. 

2d. Special revelation is needed to bring man to salvation. It 

demonstrates that God provided a Savior and that this 

salvation is appropriated by faith. 

3b. Inspiration: 

1 c. The definition of inspiration: 

The definition: Inspiration is "God's superintendence of human 

authors so that using their own individual personalities they 

composed and recorded without error His revelation to man in the 

words of the original autographs." Charles C. Ryrie, A Survey of 

Bible Doctrine, p. 38. 

VERBAL 

INSPIRATION 
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4b. 

2c. The explanation: 

1 d. Inspiration relates to the absolute accuracy of written 

revelation in the original manuscripts. 

2d. Inspiration secures the accuracy of the written record: 

Illumination: 

1 e. Facts which have been revealed directly by God. 

2e. Facts which have been drawn from human sources. 

The definition of illumination: 

"The ministry of the Holy Spirit which enables all who are in a right 

relationship to God to understand the Scriptures." 

The demand for illumination: 

That which the Holy Spirit inspired must be made understandable 

to the human mind. Understanding God's Word demands 

regeneration and receptivity on the part of the individual. 

1 Cor. 2: 14 But the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God: 

for they are foolishness unto him: neither can he know them, because they are 

spiritually discerned. 

Sb. Preservation: 

1 c. The meaning of preservation: 

The providence of God in guarding the Bible against substantial 

error. 

2c. This providence of God is not complete because: (a) we do not 
have the original manuscripts, and (b) in the present manuscripts 

some scribal errors may be found. 
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3A. THE SUGGESTIONS ON THE AUTHORITY OF GOD'S WORD: 

1b. 

2b. 

. 3b. 
�� 

l 2 4b.

i 5b. 

� , 6b. 

7b. 

Rationalism: makes the Bible subject to reason. 

Romanism: makes the Bible subservient to tradition and extra-biblical 
books. 

Mysticism: the Bible is superceded by direct revelation. 

Neoorthodoxy: separates the Bible and the Word of God (Chris�). 

Cults: supplements the Bible with the writings of the founders. 

Neoevangelicalism: subscribes to biblical errors in non-revelatory 
matters. 

fJ<..L�{li/aa-; 
Orthodoxy: submits faith and practice to the Word of God. 
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The _False Teachers: Harry Emerson Fosdick 

But Fosdick's influence extends farther than that. Though the Fundamentalist-Modernist 

controversy began within Presbyterianism, it soon spread to other Protestant 

denominations, eventually leading to today's division between "mainline" and "evangelical" 

Protestant churches. About half of today's mainline Protestants consider themselves liberal, 

and they, too, whether they know it or not, are influenced by Fosdick. 

What the Bible Says 

Fosdick's teaching was false in many areas, but the heart of it all was hi� denial of the 

inerrancy, infallibility, and authority of the Bible. He elevated human reason above the plain 

words of Scripture; he made reason the final arbiter of truth. All the other doctrines he 

denied depended upon first undermining the Bible. Christians have long insisted, as the 

fundamentalists did in his day, that God's Word, not science or human reason, is the 

measure of true knowledge. Proverbs 3:5-7 says, "Trust in the LORD with all your heart, and· 

do not lean on your own understanding. In all your ways acknowledge him, and he will 

make straight your paths. Be not wise in your own eyes; fear the LORD, and turn away from 

evil." Our understanding of ourselves and the world around us is flawed; we must depend 

upon God to reveal true knowledge. 

If we remove the 

offense of the gospel
)

we have removed the 

power of the gospel. 

In his second letter to Timothy, Paul warned, "For the time is 

coming when people will not endure sound teaching, but 

having itching ears they will accumulate for themselves 

teachers to suit their own passions, and will turn away from 

listening to the truth and wander off into myths" ( 2 Timothy 

4:3-4). Fosdick wanted to make the Christian faith soothing to 
'1. • + 

those itehing ears and, in so doing, distorted it beyond all recognition·. The reality is that the 

Christian faith is, and always will be, offensive. If we remove the offense of the gospel, we 

have removed the power of the gospel. 

https://www.challies.com/articles/the-false-teachers-harry-emerson-fosdick/ 
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9/12/2017 "Shall the Fundamentalists Win ?": Defending Liberal Protestantism 

.T' Hf u _ s ._ SV.RY E.Y .. ( o .U.R S.E Fosdick's sermon poured oil

home I many pasts I evidence I www.hi� 
talking history I syllabi I students I teacl on the fire of the 

GO! 

CO! 
Modernist-Fundamentalist 

Controversy 

Harry Emerson Fosdick 

"Shall the Fundamentalists Win?": Defending Liberal Protestantism 

in the 1920s 

Urban as well as rural Americans flocked to fundamentalist and evangelical churches in the 1920s. "Liberal" 
Protestants sought to reconcile faith and science and to slow what they saw as the reactionary tendencies of 
fundamentalism. Harry Emerson Fosdick's influential 1922 sermon, "Shall the Fundamentalists Win?," called 
for an open-minded, intellectual, and tolerant "Christian fellowship." Though the sermon cost him his post at 
New York's First Presbyterian Church, his views represented those of an influential Protestant minority, and 
Fosdick enjoyed a long career at Riverside Church, built for him by John D. Rockefeller. Following the Scopes 
trial and a well-publicized scandal involving well-known pastor Aimee Semple McPherson and a mysterious 
lover, fundamentalists began to lose the prominence they enjoyed in the 1920s. But religious fundamentalism 
would remain a vital political force in American life. 

37 

This morning we are to think of the fundamentalist controversy which threatens to divide the American churches 
as though already they were not sufficiently split and riven. A scene, suggestive for our thought, is depicted in 
the fifth chapter of the Book of the Acts, where the Jewish leaders hale before them Peter and other of the 
apostles because they had been preaching Jesus as the Messiah. Moreover, the Jewish leaders propose to slay 
them, when in opposition Gamaliel speaks "Refrain from these men, and let them alone; for if this counsel or 
this work be of men, it will be overthrown; but if it is of God ye will not be able to overthrow them; lest haply ye 
be found even to be fighting against God." .. .  

Already all of us must have heard about the people who call themselves the Fundamentalists. Their apparent 
intention is to drive out of the evangelical churches men and women of liberal opinions. I speak of them the 
more freely because there are no two denominations more affected by them than the Baptist and the 
Presbyterian. We should not identify the Fundamentalists with the conservatives. All Fundamentalists are 
conservatives, but not all conservatives are Fundamentalists .. The best conservatives can often give lessons to the 
liberals in true liberality of spirit, but the Fundamentalist program is essentially illiberal and intolerant. 

The Fundamentalists see, and they see truly, that in this last generation there have been strange new movements 
in Christian thought. A great mass of new knowledge has come into man's possession-new knowledge about 
the physical universe, its origin, its forces, its laws; new knowledge about human history and in particular about 
the ways in which the ancient peoples used to think in matters of religion and the methods by which they 
phrased and explained their spiritual experiences; and new knowledge, also, about other religions and the 
strangely similar ways in which men's faiths and religious practices have developed everywhere .... 

Now, there are multitudes of reverent Christians who have been unable to keep this new knowledge in one 
compartment of their minds and the Christian faith in another. They have been sure that all truth comes from the 
one God and is His revelation. Not, therefore, from irreverence or caprice or destructive zeal but for the sake of 
intellectual and spiritual integrity, that they might really love the Lo.rd their God, not only with all their heart and 

http://historymatters.gmu.edu/d/5070/ 1/5 



9/12/2017 "Shall the Fundamentalists Win?": Defending Liberal Protestantism in the 1920s 

soul and strength but with all their mind, they have been trying to see this new knowledge in ten11S of the 
Christian faith and to see the Christian faith in te1ms of this new knowledge. 

38 

Doubtless they have made many mistakes. Doubtless there have been among them reckless radicals gifted with 
intellectual ingenuity but lacking spiritual depth. Yet the enterprise itself seems to them indispensable to the 
Christian Church. The new knowledge and the old faith cannot be left antagonistic or even disparate, as though a 
man on Saturday could use one set of regulative ideas for his life and on Sunday could change gear to another 
altogether. We must be able to think our modem life clear through in Christian tenns, and to do that we also 
must be able to think our Christian faith clear through in modem terms. 

There is nothing new about the situation. It has happened again and again in history, as, for example, when the 
stationary earth suddenly began to move and the universe that had been centered in this planet was centered in 
the sun around which the planets whirled. Whenever such a situation has arisen, there has been only one way out 
-the new knowledge and the old faith had to be blended in a new combination. Now, the people in this
generation who are trying to do this are the liberals, and the Fundamentalists are out on a campaign to shut
against them the doors of the Christian fellowship. Shall they be allowed to succeed?

It is interesting to note where the Fundamentalists are driving in their stakes to mark out the deadline of doctrine 
around the church, across which no one is to pass except on terms of agreement. They insist that we must all 
believe in the historicity of certain special miracles, preeminently the virgin birth of our Lord; that we must 
believe in a special theory of inspiration-that the original documents of the Scripture, which of course we no 
longer possess, were inerrantly dictated to men a good deal as a man might dictate to a stenographer; that we 
must believe in a special theory of the Atonement-that the blood of our Lord, shed in a substitutionary death, 
placates an alienated Deity and makes possible welcome for the returning sinner; and that we must believe in the 
second coming of our Lord upon the clouds of heaven to set up a millennium here, as the only way in which God 
can bring history to a worthy denouement. Such are some of the stakes which are being driven to mark a 
deadline of doctrine around the church. 

If a man is a genuine liberal, his primary protest is not against holding these opinions, although he may well 
protest against their being considered the fundamentals of Christianity. This is a free country and anybody has a 
right to hold these opinions or any others if he is sincerely convinced of them. The question is-Has anybody a 
right to deny the Christian name to those who differ with him on such points and to shut against them the doors 
of the Christian fellowship? The Fundamentalists say that this must be done. In this country and on the foreign 
field they are trying to do it. They have actually endeavored to put on the statute books of a whole state binding 
laws against teaching modem biology. If they had their way, within the church, they would set up in 
Protestantism a doctrinal tribunal more rigid than the pope's. 

In such an hour, delicate and dangerous, when feelings are bound to run high, I plead this morning the cause of 
magnanimity and liberality and tolerance of spirit. I would, if I could reach their ears, say to the Fundamentalists 
about the liberals what Gamaliel said to the Jews, "Refrain from these men and let them alone; for if this counsel 
or this work be of men, it will be everthrown; but if it is of God ye will not be able to overthrow them; lest haply 
ye be found even to be fighting against God." 

That we may be entirely candid and concrete and may not lose ourselves in any fog of generalities, let us this 
morning take two or three of these Fundamentalist items and see with reference to them what the situation is in 
the Christian churches. Too often we preachers have failed to talk frankly enough about the differences of 
opinion which exist among evangelical Christians, although everybody knows that they are there. Let us face 
this morning some of the differences of opinion with which somehow we must deal. 

We may well_,--begin with the vexed and mooted question of the virgin birth of our Lord. I know people in the (JJ 
Christian churches, ministers, missionaries, laymen, devoted lovers of the Lord and servants of the Gospel, who, 
alike as they are in their personal devotion to the Master, hold quite different points of view about a matter like 
the virgin birth. Here, for example, is one point of view that the virgin birth is to be accepted as historical fact; it 
actually happened; there was no other way for a personality like the· Master to come into this world except by a 
special biological miracle. That is one point of view, and many are the gracious and beautiful souls who hold it. 
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But side by side with them in the evangelical churches is a group of equally loyal and reverent people who 
would say that the virgin birth is not to be accepted as an historic fact. ... So far from thinking that they have 
given up anything vital in the New Testament's attitude toward Jesus, these Christians remember that the two 
men who contributed most to the Church's thought of the divine meaning of the Christ were Paul and John, who 
never even distantly allude to the virgin birth. 

Here in the Christian churches are these two groups of people and the question which the Fundamentalists raise 
is this-Shall one of them throw the other out? Has intolerance any contribution to make to this situation? Will it 
persuade anybody of anything? Is not the Christian Church large enough to hold within her hospitable fellowship 
people who differ on points like this and agree to differ until the fuller truth be manifested? The Fundamentalists 
say not. They say the liberals must go. Well, if the Fundamentalists should succeed, then out of the Christian 
Church would go some of the best Christian life and consecration of this generation-multitudes of men and 
women, devout and reverent Christians, who need the church and whom the church needs. 

Consider another matter on which there is a sincere difference of opinion between evangelical Christians: th�
inspiration of the Bible. One point of view is that the original documents of the Scripture were inerrantly 0
dictated by. God to men. Whether we deal with the story of creation or the list of the dukes of Edom or the 
narratives of Solomon's reign or the Sermon on the Mount or the thirteenth chapter of First Corinthians, they all 
came in the same way, and they all came as no other book ever came. They were inerrantly dictated; everything 
there-scientific opinions, medical theories, historical judgments, as well as spiritual insight-is infallible. That 
is one idea of the Bible's inspiration. But side by side with those who hold it, lovers of the Book as much as 
they, are multitudes of people who never think about the Bible so. Indeed, that static and mechanical theory of 
inspiration seems to them a positive peril to the spiritual life .... 

Here in the Christian Church today are these two groups, and the question which the Fundamentalists have 
raised is this-Shall one of them drive the other out? Do we think the cause of Jesus Christ will be furthered by 
that? If He should walk through the ranks of his congregation this morning, can we imagine Him claiming as His 
own those who hold one idea of inspiration and sending from Him into outer darkness those who hold another? 
You cannot fit the Lord Christ into 'that Fundamentalist mold. The church would better judge His judgment. For 
in the Middle West the Fundamentalists have had their way in some communities and a Christian minister tells 
us the consequences. He says that the educated people are looking for their religion outside the churches. 

Consider another matter upon which there is a serious and sincere difference of opinion between evangelical 
Christians: the second coming of our Lord. The second coming was the early Christian phrasing of hope. No one 
in the ancient world had ever thought, as we do, of development, progress, gradual change as God's way of r;,\
working out His will in human life and institutions. They thought of human history as a series of ages � 
succeeding one another with abrupt suddenness. The Graeco-Roman world gave the names of metals to the ages 
-gold, silver, bronze, iron. The Hebrews had their ages, too-the original Paradise in which man began, the
cursed world in which man now lives, the blessed Messianic kingdom someday suddenly to appear on the clouds
of heaven. It was the Hebrew way of expressing hope for the victory of God and righteousness. W hen the
Christians came they took over that phrasing of expectancy and the New Testament is aglow with it. The
preaching of the apostles thrills with the glad announcement, ''Christ is coming!"

In the evangelical churches today there are differing views of this matter. One view is that Christ is literally 
coming, externally, on the clouds of heaven, to set up His kingdom here. I never heard that teaching in my youth 
at all. It has always had a new resurrection when desperate circumstances came and man's only hope seemed to 
lie in divine intervention. It is not strange, then, that during these chaotic, catastrophic years there has been a 
fresh rebirth of this old phrasing of expectancy. "Christ is coming!" seems to many Christians the central 
message of the Gospel. In the strength of it some of them are doing great service for the world. But, unhappily, 
many so overemphasize it that they outdo anything the ancient Hebrews or the ancient Christians ever did. They 
sit still and do nothing and expect the world to grow worse and worse until He comes. 

Side by side with these to whom the second coming is a literal expectation, another group exists in the 
evangelical churches. They, too, say, "Christ is coming!" They say fr with all their hearts; but they are not 
thinking of an external arrival on the clouds. They have assimilated as part of the divine revelation the 
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exhilaratjng insight which these recent generations have given to us, that development is God's way of working 
out His will .... 

And these Christians, when they s�y that Christ is coming, mean that, slowly it may be, but surely, His will and 
principles will be worked out by God's grace in human life and institutions, until "He shall see of the travail of 
His soul and shall be satisfied." 

These two groups exist in the Christian churches and the question raised by the Fundamentalists is-Shall one of 
them drive the other out? Will that get us anywhere? Multitudes of young men and women at this season of the 
year are graduating from our schools of learning, thousands of them Christians who may make us older ones 
ashamed by the sincerity of their devotion to God's will on earth. They are not thinking in ancient terms that 
leave ideas of progress out. They cannot think in those terms. There could be no greater tragedy than that the 
Fundamentalists should shut the door of the Christian fellowship against such. 

I do not believe for one moment that the Fundamentalists are going to succeed. Nobody's intolerance can 
contribute anything to the solution of the situation which we have described. If, then, the Fundamentalists have 
no solution of the problem, where may we expect to find it? In two concluding comments let us consider our 
reply to that inquiry. 

The first element that is necessary is a spirit of tolerance and Christian liberty. When will the world learn that 
intolerance solves no problems? This is not a lesson which the Fundamentalists alone need to learn; the liberals 
also need to learn it. Speaking, as I do, from the viewpoint of liberal opinions, let me say that if some young, 
fresh mind here this morning is holding new ideas, has fought his way through, it may be by intellectual and 
spiritual struggle, to novel positions, and is tempted to be intolerant about old opinions, offensively to 
condescend to those who hold them and to be harsh in judgment on them, he may well remember that people 
who held those old opinions have given the world some of the noblest character and the most rememberable 
service that it ever has been blessed with, and that we of the younger generation will prove our case best, not by 
controversial intolerance, but by producing, with our new opinions, something of the depth and strength, nobility 
and beauty of character that in other times were associated with other thoughts. It was a wise liberal, the most 
adventurous man of his day-Paul the Apostle-who said, "Knowledge puffeth up, but love buildeth up." 

Nevertheless, it is true that just now the Fundamentalists are giving us one of the worst exhibitions of bitter 
intolerance that the churches of this country have ever seen. As one watches them and listens to them he 
remembers the remark of General Armstrong of Hampton Institute, "Cantankerousness is worse than 
heterodoxy." There are many opinions in the field of modern controversy concerning which I am not sure 
whether they are right or wrong, but there is one thing I am sure of: courtesy and kindliness and tolerance and 
humility and fairness are right. Opinions may be mistaken; love never is. 

As I plead thus for a!l intellectually hospitable, tolerant, liberty-loving church, I am, of course, thinking 
primarily about this new generation. We have boys and girls growing up in our homes and schools, and because 
we love them we may well wonder about the church which will be waiting to receive them. Now, the worst kind 
of church that can possibly be offered to the allegiance of the new generation is an intolerant church. Ministers 
often bewail the fact that young people turn from religion to science for the regulative ideas of their lives. But 
this is easily explicable. 

Science treats a young man's mind as though it were really important. A scientist says to a young man, "Here is 
the universe challenging our investigation. Here are the truths which we have seen, so far. Come, study with us! 
See what we already have seen and then look further to see more, for science is an intellectual adventure for the 
truth." Can you imagine any man who is worthwhile turning from that call to the church if the church seems to 
him to say, "�ome, and we will feed you opinions from a spoon. No thinking is allowed here except such as 
brings you to ,certain specified, predetermined conclusions. These prescribed opinions we will give you in 
advance of your thinking; now think, but only so as to reach these results." 

My friends, nothing in all the world is so much worth thinking of as God, Christ, the Bible, sin and salvation, the 
divine purposes for humankind, life everlasting. But you cannot challenge the dedicated thinking of this 
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generation to these sublime themes upon any such terms as are laid down by an intolerant church. 

The second element which is needed if we are to reach a happy solution of this problem is a clear insight into the 
main issues of modern Christianity and a sense of penitent shame that the Christian Church should be quarreling 
over little matters when the world is dying of great needs. If, during the war, when the nations were wrestling 
upon the very brink of hell and at times all seemed lost, you chanced to hear two men in an altercation about 
some minor matter of sectarian denominationalism, could you restrain your indignation? You said, "What can 
you do with folks like this who, in the face of colossal issues, play with the tiddledywinks and peccadillos of 
religion?" So, now, when from the terrific questions of this.generation one is called away by the noise of this 
Fundamentalist controversy, he thinks it almost unforgivable that men should tithe mint and anise and cummin, 
and quarrel over them, when the world is perishing for the lack of the weightier matters of the law, justice, and 

mercy, and faith .... 

The present world situation smells to heaven! And now, in the presence of colossal problems, which must be 
solved in Christ's name and for Christ's sake, the Fundamentalists propose to drive out from the Christian 
churches all the consecrated souls who do not agree with their theory of inspiration. What immeasurable folly! 

Well, they are not going to do it; certainly not in this vicinity. I do not even know in this congregation whether 
anybody has been tempted to be a Fundamentalist. Never in this church have I caught one accent of intolerance. 
God keep us always so and ever increasing areas of the Christian fellowship; intellectually hospitable, open­
minded, liberty-loving, fair, tolerant, not with the tolerance of indifference, as though we did not care about the 
faith, but because always our major emphasis is upon the weightier matters of the law. 

Source: Harry Emerson Fosdick, "Shall the Fundamentalists Win?" Christian Work 102 (June 10, 1922): 716-

722. 

See Also:"Shall We Gather at the River?": Aimee Semple McPherson on Prohibition 
"Not Rum but Righteousness": Billy Sunday Attacks Booze 
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THE BIBLE,. THAT INERRANT BOOK 

1A. THE EXTENT OF INSPIRATION: 

Fundamentalists subscribe to a high view of Scripture which they label verbal 

plenary inspiration. 

1 b. Inspiration is verbal. 

1 c. The Spirit guided in the choice of the very words: 

2 Cor. 2: 13 Which things also we speak, not in the words which man's wisdom 

teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teacheth; comparing spiritual things with 

spiritual. 

2c. Inspiration involves the writer's thoughts as well as his verbal 

expressions. 

3c. Verbal inspiration is not the same as mechanical dictation, at which 

the writer is simply a human dictaphone. 

2b. Inspiration is plenary. 

1 c. The accuracy which verbal inspiration secures extends to every 

portion of the Bible. 

John 10:35 If he called them gods, unto whom the word of God came, and the 

scripture cannot be broken; 

2c. Not all the Bible is equally relevant, (e.g. 1 Chron. 1-9), but all the 

Bible is equally_ ins_pired (2 Tim. 3: 16). 

2A. THE EVIDENCE FOR BIBLICAL INSPIRATION: 

1 b. The divine initiative: 

2 Tim. 3: 15, 16 And that from a child thou hast known the holy scriptures, which are 

able to make thee wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus. 

All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 

correction, for instruction in righteousness: 

1c. The evidence: 
\lhal I., IUchl 
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THE SCRIPTURES 

j Their Divine Origin I 

2TIMOTHY3 

15 And that from a child thou hast known 
the holy scriptures, v.tiich are able to 
make thee 'Wise unto salvation through 
faith which is in Christ Jesus. 
16 All scripture is given by inspiration of 
God, and is profitable for doctrine, for 
reproof. for correction. for instruction 
in righteousness: 
17 That the man of God may be perfect, 
thoroughly furnished unto all good works. 

God-breathed Word 

therefore 

TRUE 

I Their Human Origin 

2 PETER 1 

19 We have also a more sure word of 
prophecy; 'Nhereunto ye do 'Nell that ye 
take heed, as unto a light that shineth in a 
dark place, until the day d3'M'l, and the 
day star arise in your hearts: 
20 Knowing this first, that no prophecy of 
the scripture is of any private 
interpretation. 

21 For the prophecy came not in old time 
by the will of man: but holy men of God 
spake as they 'Nere moved by the Holy 
Ghost. 

Spirit-borne men 

therefore 

TRUE 

1d. The entire Bible is God-breathed. 

1 e. The term theopneustos: 

"Given by inspiration of God" is a single Greek term. 

1f. Its etymology: 

theos 
ALL SCRIPTURE IS INSPIRED BY GOO 
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pneuma 
O<ot - OcoTrv( ud,o{- Tf'VfUµa 

2f. Its exactitude: 
theos theopneustos pneuma 

(GodJ l {txeatheJ
God-breathed= God-expired 

Paul coined the term to convey the exact 

nature of biblical inspiration. 

2e. Its truth: 

1f. 

2t. 

3f. 

The Bible is the result of God's breath. 

I he term does not mean breathe into ( as does 

inspiration) but breathe out of (expiration). 

Paul says that God breathed out the Bible. 

2d. The entire Bible is God-breathed. 



1 e. The usage of the term Scripture argues for the entire 

Bible. 

The term Scripture is used 55 times in the N.T. and 

always refers to some part of the Bible. At times it 

refers to the entire O.T. (Lk. 24:45; John 10:35). 

2e. Paul considers the N.T. as Scripture as seen in his 

joining in 1 Tim. 5:18 both the O.T. and N.T. 
references (Deut. 25:4; Luke 10:7) and calls them 

Scripture. 

1 Timothy 5:18

18 For the scripture saith, 
Thou shalt not muzzle the 
ox that treadeth out the 
corn. And, the labourer 
is worthy of his reward. 

Deut. 25:4 

4 Thou shalt not muzzle 
the ox when he treadeth 
out the corn. 

Luke 10:7 

7 And in the same house 
remain, eating and drinking 
such things as they give: 
for the labourer is worthy of 
his hire. Go not from house 
to house. 

3d. The entire Bible is God-breathed: 

MOSES 

1e. God is true (Rom. 3:4) and truth itself (John 14:6). 

2e. If God is truth and true, God cannot utter any 
falsehood. 

3e. A God-breathed Bible must be a true Bible. The 
Savior stated categorically that God's word is truth 

(John 17:17). 

Dr. Ryrie has put the matter succinctly "in the form of 
syllogism, a logical argument consi.sting of a major 

premise, a minor premise, and a conclusion." 

Major premise: God is true (Romans 3:4). 

Minor premise: God breathed out the Scriptures (2 

Timothy 3: 16). 
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Conclusion: Therefore, Toe Scriptures are true (John 

17:17). 

( What You Should Know About /nerrancy, p. 40) 

2c. The effects of inspiration: 

d. Specifically from 2 Tim. 3:16.

1e. The Bible is breathed out from God. 

2e. The entire Bible is included. 

3e. All the Bible, like God, is therefore without any errors 

or defects! 

2d. Generally from the nature of a true revelation: 

1 e. lnerrancy: truthfulness

2e. Infallibility: trustworthiness

3e. Authority: supreme claim to allegiance and 

obedience 

1 f. The problem of spiritual authority: 

If the Bible contains error, man's mind will sit 

as a judge over the-Scriptures to determine 
what is and what is not true. 

2f. The possibilities of spiritual authority: 

( as listed by Pache, The Inspiration and 

Authority of the Scriptures, p. 132). 

1 g. the authority of the Lord and His written 

revelation; 
2g. the authority of the church and its 

"infallible" pope; 

3g. the authority of human reason, with its 

self-styled sovereignty. 
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