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1. What is the author’s main point and emphasis and how does he unfold and present it?

The reading covered two articles:

The first covered Alleged Discrepancies and Errors in the Original Manuscripts of the Bible, in which Gleason Archer systematically refutes two writers, Williams LaSor and Dewey Beegle, who assert that the Bible is errorless in its theological content but cannot be trusted in scientific or historical matters. Both these authors have provided numerous alleged examples of such factual errors, and this paper was Archer’s systematic and comprehensive refutation of each point.

The second focused on The Inerrancy of the Autographa (original manuscripts of Bible text) and was Greg Bahnsen’s defense of the evangelical position that inerrancy is claimed by the bible itself, and it is common sense to specify that the object of inerrancy is the original text, not copies of the text. A copy of the Bible is authoritative not because of its inherent inerrancy but only to the extent that it mirrors the originally inspired document.

2. What are his strongest points and how does he support them?

Alleged Discrepancies:

a. Archer’s plea is foundational: That the charge of scriptural self-contradiction cannot be brushed off lightly. The stake is as high as the credibility of the Bible as the Word of God. For example, Christ himself (Matt 12:40, Matt 24:38-39, John 6:49) testified to the veracity of the OT record. Thus in fact, the character of God himself is an issue at stake.

b. With regard to specific points, I appreciated his clarification of scribal error regarding numbers (pointing to inerrancy of the autographa). Also, his refutations made it clear that if a person wants to find answers, the right presupposition to approach scripture with is that if it is the Word of God, God cannot contradict himself.

Inerrancy of the Autographa:

a. The pattern of copied scripture being authoritative only as far as it is tied to the original text is Biblically illustrated (Exodus 32, 34 – God wrote the law, and provided for its rewriting “according to the first writing” Deut 10:2,4; Jer. 36:1-32 – “Take another scroll and write on it all the words that were on the first scroll”; etc)

b. The absence of original autographa is not irrelevant, as critics claim. This discussion is vital in that is allows us to “consistently confess the truthfulness of God” (p 179). An error in the original would be attributable to God himself, who takes responsibility for the words of the biblical authors.

c. The doctrine of original inerrancy leads to the only right attitude – that Scripture is “innocent until proven guilty”; assumed to be true unless so disproved with good reason.

3. Are there any areas where you disagree or think the author is unclear?

Alleged Discrepancies:

No, I appreciated Archer’s systematic rebuttal of each major point of contention.

Inerrancy of the Autographa:

It is of essence that we understand why we can trust the copies without having reference to the original for proof. Bahnsen provided strong arguments for the trustworthiness of textual copies, i.e., the providence of God in protecting His word and the results of textual science; but I would have appreciate a little more elaboration or examples of this research.

