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“The words of the LORD are pure words: as silver tried in a furnace of earth, purified seven times. Thou shalt keep them, O
LORD, thou shalt preserve them from this generation for ever.” Psalm 12:6-7
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of Chichester in England, whose tireless and accurate scholarship and contribution in the area of New Testament Textual
Criticism; whose defense of the Traditional Greek New Testament Text against its many enemies; and whose firm belief in
the verbal inspiration and inerrancy of the Bible; we believe, have all been unsurpassed either before or since his time.
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Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. is President of the Dean Burgon Society. He has held that
position for 32 years. Under his leadership, the Dean Burgon Society has defended the
preserved Words of God and provided many publications to pastors, missionaries, and students
for study.

A New Book Coming
Some time in April, I’ll be publishing a book entitled: A WARNING!! On Gail Riplinger’s KJB
& Multiple Inspiration HERESY. Here are a few things that will be included.
●
Introductory Comments. In this section I have included my reason for this title, why I
wrote this book, and some background of Gail Riplinger. It gives you important background for answering Gail Riplinger’s scurrilous attack on me and others.
●
Scriptures Affecting Gail Riplinger’s Ministry. In this section, I include applicable
verses on Jezebel, women teaching men, standards for Christian leadership, adultery, and traitors. All of
these verses have an affect on the entire subject of the book. Gail Riplinger does not operate in a vacuum. She has a life-history that must be revealed and examined in order to assess properly the 61-page
attack she has written entitled TRAITORS.
●
Answering Gail Riplinger’s Hazardous Materials Book. In this section I include a description of Cleaning-Up Hazardous Materials, four reasons for writing that book, and how to order it
and another book with information about Gail Riplinger. Her book is over 1200 pages. The answer to
the book is 416 pages. It was written by Dr. Kirk DiVietro and edited by Dr. H. D. Williams. I urge you
to get Cleaning-Up Hazardous Materials so you can see her many misquotations, distortions, falsehoods, and lies.
●
175 Comments on Gail Riplinger’s 61-Page Diatribe. In this part of the book, I have
included brief comments about these 175 quotations from Gail Riplinger’s 61-page blitz. She implies
that the Waite family, ten other people, various organizations, various publications, and a DVD should
be included in her book of TRAITORS. Her claims are so outrageous that they must be answered
clearly and factually.
Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D.
President of the Dean Burgon Society, Incorporated,
Director of the Bible For Today, Incorporated, and
Pastor of the Bible For Today Baptist Church
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Do Not Miss This Book Sale:
GREAT GIFTS FOR PASTORS AND STUDENTS

BOOK SALE
At the Annual Meeting of the DBS, the Executive Committee voted to place the remaining hardcover
books in storage on sale. This is in response to several changes the DBS is making in publishing their
books. In the future, DBS will publish books by print-on-demand (POD). This will eliminate many
administrative problems such as storage. The POD books will be perfect bound (paperback). So, if you
would like case bound (hardcover) books, now is the time to purchase them at a discount before they
are gone. When they are gone, the DBS does not plan to print hardcover books at present in the future.
Below is a chart with the sale price for single copies of the remaining hardcover books COMPARED to
the price of POD books. Contact: 1-800-JOHN 10:9, or go to www.DeanBurgonSociety.org.

TITLE

SALE PRICE (1/2 OFF
CURRENT DBS PRICE)
CASEBOUND (HARDCOVER)

POD PRICE
This will be the regular future
price

The Last Twelve Verses of Mark

$7.50

$22.00

The Revision Revised

$12.50

$29.00

The Traditional Text of the Holy
Gospels

$7.50

$20.00

Inspiration and Interpretation

$12.50

$29.00

The Causes of Corruption of the
Traditional Text

$8.00

$20.00

SOLD OUT

$20.00

A Guide to the Textual Criticism of
the New Testament

$5.50

$15.00

8000 Differences Between the N.T.
Greek Words of the KJB and Modern
Versions

$10.00

$27.00

Verbal Plenary Preservation of the
Bible

No hardcover books available

$15.00

The Oxford Debate

No hardcover books available

$10.00

Scrivener’s Annotated Greek NT

$17.50

This may be printed in leather in
the future

Why The DBS Deserves Its Name

$2.50 (paperback)

$10.00

Forever Settled

DBS REGIONAL MEETINGS
The DBS is willing to hold Regional Meetings around the US and in other nations.
However, the host church will need to pay all of the expenses of the speakers, which may
include travel expenses, lodging, and meals. For regional meetings, three to four speakers
is normal. A regional meeting is scheduled normally on Monday and Tuesday afternoons
and evenings.
In addition, the DBS live-streams meetings around the world. It will require the host
church to provide the internet connection plus the expenses of our excellent computer
specialist and technician, Dan Waite. He will need to rent a van to bring the necessary
equipment for the live-streaming. If you are interested, email us at:
pastor@biblefortoday.org.

Do Not Miss The Book Sale On The Previous Page
When They Are Gone, You Will Not See These Prices Again
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The 32nd Annual DBS Conference
The DBS 32nd Annual Conference in 2010 will be hosted by
Pastor Kirk DiVietro at Grace Baptist Church, 69 Beaver Street,
Franklin, MA, July, 14-15, 2010. Please mark your calendars.
The church phone number is 506-528-8550. The two airports
located near Franklin, MA are Logan and Providence. The Providence
airport is the easiest airport for the church and Southwest airlines is
the best airline into Providence and the Franklin area.
Dr. Kirk DiVietro, Pastor

NEW INFORMATION
The COMFORT INN in Foxboro, MA is where most of us will stay.
Only 10 rooms will be reserved. The cancellation date is June 13th,
one month before the meeting. The motel is 12 miles from the
church. It takes about 16 minutes to drive it.
Phone is 508-543-1000. The address is 4 Fisher Street, Foxboro, MA
02035. There is a free continental breakfast of hot waffles, assorted
pastries, cereal, yogurt, fresh fruit, juice and coffee.
Website: www.comfortinn.com/hotel-foxboro-massachusetts-MA036?
sid=zb8qg .
Cost: $79.00 + tax.
Only 10 rooms are reserved.

[Editor’s note: The article to follow is by Dr. P. S. Ferguson. By necessity, the article will be divided into four
SECTIONS because of its length (see the “Contents” below). The FIRST section was in DBS eNEWS #92 and
THIRD and FOURTH sections will be in future issues of the DBS eNEWS]

THE HISTORIC VIEWS OF THE CHURCH CONCERNING PRESERVATION
SECTION II
BY
Dr. P. S. FERGUSON
CONTENTS:
INTRODUCTION
I.
Reformers and Preservation
II.
Warfield Overturns Historic Position
III. Preservation Views Today
CONCLUSION

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS:
DBSJ
KJV

Detroit Baptist Seminary Journal
King James Version
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Critical Text
Majority Text
Textus Receptus
Westminster Confession of Faith

PART I
REFORMERS AND PRESERVATION
Martin Luther sparked the Reformation on three pillars: faith, grace and Scripture. The final pillar of Sola
Scriptura predicated the Bible as the ultimate source of all authority available and was to be regarded as God’s
last Words to mankind. It effectively dethroned the infallible authority of the pope and the Church and enthroned the Bible. The Reformers were cognizant that the reason for the darkness of the Medieval Period was a
result of the Roman Church losing sight of the true text in the original languages. They were also equally clear
that the dissemination of the Received Text through the printed editions had sparked the Reformation and not
the rise of nationalism, corruption in the Roman Church, or even the Renaissance. Since the autographs were
not available the Reformers knew that we must have a reliable tradition or bridge of some sort which connects
us to the original autographs. This bridge must be undergirded with faith in a God who controls the flow of all
historical events through the true Church and not apostate autonomous textual critics. The Reformers looked to
ecclesiastical consensus in textual issues in the same manner they had in Canonical, Trinitarian and Christological issues.
Rome claimed sacred status to the ecclesiastical editions of the Latin Vulgate, whereas Protestants by Biblical presuppositions ascribed sacred status to the ecclesiastical editions of the Greek New Testament of the Greek
speaking Church and the Hebrew of the synagogues. However, both predicated their respective claims of authentic texts centered upon ecclesiastical editions that were historically sanctioned by ecclesiastical use. Reformation and post-Reformation dogma was predicated on the doctrine of perfect preservation. The Reformers rejected Rome’s tradition and its corrupted texts, and held fast to the Received Text readings, which they knew
evoked the wrath of Satan and had triggered the great Protestant Reformation during which tens of thousands of
true believers perished by flame, famine and torture. The Reformed arguments always proceeded from the theological principle to the empirical proofs; which has today been overthrown by textual criticism. Protestant theologians asserted in their confessions that the autographs and the apographs in the original languages were both
inspired and preserved by God. Rome using a handful of copies in which numerous variants existed in an attempt to refute the principle of Sola Scriptura.
The Reformers were well aware of the corruptions of the texts of Alexandria and regarded the variant
readings in the minority texts as either intentional or inadvertent corruptions. W.R. Farmer explains how the Alexandrian manuscripts were tainted by corruption, “But there is ample evidence that by the
time of Eusebius the Alexandrian text-critical practices were being followed in at least some of the scriptoria
where New Testament manuscripts were being produced. Exactly when Alexandrian text-critical principles were
first used . . . is not known.” [36]Calvin said of Origen,
Origen, and many others along with him, have seized the occasion of torturing Scripture, in every possible
manner, away from the true sense. They concluded that the literal sense is too mean and poor, and that, under
the outer bark of the letter, there lurk deeper mysteries, which cannot be extracted but by beating out allegories.
And this they had no difficulty in accomplishing; for speculations which appear to be ingenious have always
been preferred, and always will be preferred, by the world to solid doctrine.[37]
An important point to note was that the debate as it existed between Romanists and Protestants was over ultimate and infallible authority. The positing of Sola Scriptura of the inspired Scripture was to assert subordination of the authority of the Church and its uninspired tradition. The Reformers did not regard the tradition of
the true Church of having no role to play in receiving and recognising the true text and books. Therefore, this
was not a simplistic argument of Scripture against non-Scripture, as Rome also affirmed the Bible was the inspired word of God. Rome’s posited doctrine derived from the Vulgate interpreted through tradition. The Re-
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formers attacked not just the tradition but the text that it was based within. For instance, Luther’s initial challenge on Roman doctrine was on the textual issue that the Lord commands us to repent, not do penance. The
Reformers, by contrast, had absolute faith in a God that has demonstrated that preservation is not a problem for
Him (Jer 36).
As a consequence in this presupposition, the early Reformers trained their ministers in Latin, Greek and Hebrew to enable them to defend and exegete the Received Text and produce translations into the vernacular
tongues. That is why their cry was Sola Scriptura and their Confessions such as the Westminster demanded that
the text in these languages was the Supreme authority for their generation. So strictly did the Reformers see this
issue of providential preservation through the “perpetual consensus of the Church universal” that in Geneva,
Calvin refused to ordain a minister, Sebastian Castellio who, despite being orthodox in all other matters, rejected the Song of Solomon within the canon of Scripture. [38] Douglas Wilson explains why the witness of the
Church to the Canon and the Text is theologically important,
This witness is not offered by the Church as “something to think about” or as a mere “suggestion.” The testimony of the Church on this point is submissive to Scripture, but authoritative for the saints. For example, if an
elder in a Christian church took it upon himself to add a book to the canon of Scripture, or sought to take away
a book, the duty of his church would be to try him for heresy and remove him immediately. This disciplinary
action is authoritative, taken in defense of an authoritative canonical settlement. This does not mean the
Church is defending the Word of God; the Church is defending her witness to the Word. As the necessity of
discipline makes plain, this witness is dogmatic and authoritative. It is not open for discussion. God does not
intend for us to debate the canon of Scripture afresh every generation. We have already given our testimony;
our duty now is to remain faithful to it.[39]
Commenting on Isaiah 59:21, Calvin affirmed his belief in the perfect preservation of all the Words of Scripture in every age in the true Church,
The word of Christ shall always continue in the mouths of the faithful; there shall be some in every age who,
believing with the heart unto righteousness, shall with the tongue make confession unto salvation. The word
shall never depart out of the mouth of the church; for there shall still be a seed to speak Christ's holy language
and profess his holy religion. Observe, The Spirit and the word go together, and by them the church is kept up.
For the word in the mouths of our ministers, nay, the word in our own mouths, will not profit us, unless the
Spirit work with the word, and give us an understanding. But the Spirit does his work by the word and in concurrence with it; and whatever is pretended to be a dictate of the Spirit must be tried by the scriptures. On these
foundations the church is built, stands firmly, and shall stand for ever, Christ himself being the chief cornerstone.
The seventeenth century Confessions focused in on the doctrine of providential preservation, such as the
Westminster Confession of Faith and the Helveticus Consensus Formula, as a direct response to the attack of the
Council of Trent on the Received Text. The Council of Trent solemnly affirmed in the following words,
Moreover the same Sacred and holy Synod, considering that no small utility may accrue to the Church of God,
if it be made known which out of all the Latin editions now in circulation of the Sacred Books is to be held as
authentic, ordains and declares that the said old and Vulgate edition, which by the lengthened usage of so many
ages has been approved of in the Church.[40]
The Reformers asserted as a counterpoint to the Vulgate that the Received Text was the “authentic” text, with
the locus of Biblical authority being the apographs not the Church. This was not from neutral science of textual
criticism but in their pr-suppositional faith in the promises that God had preserved His Words for them. They
knew that an inspired Bible that no one could see was no use to them, for as Calvin said on his commentary of 2
Peter 1: 19 that, “without the Word, there is nothing left but darkness.” Textual critics, Woodbridge and Balmer
admit, “It is true that in the seventeenth century a good number of Christians esteemed the Bibles they had in
their hands as infallible.”[41] The liberal historian, McCabe accepted that the Reformers had no time for rationalistic textual principles,
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The reformers, indeed, extended little patronage to the exercise of reason in religious matters; they denounced
it and its fruit, philosophical speculation, as an evil not to be tolerated; and Luther went so far as to assert (even
to the disgust of the Church of Rome) that a proposition may be true in theology and false in philosophy.[42]
As we search the Reformation writings this fact becomes quickly apparent. Samuel Tregelles notes,
Beza’s text was during his life in very general use among Protestants; they seemed to feel that enough had been
done to establish it, and they relied on it as giving them a firm basis....After the appearance of the texts of
Stephanus and Beza, many Protestants ceased from all inquiry into the authorities on which the text of the New
Testament in their hands was based.[43]
Even the Anabaptist leader, Balthasar Hubmaier took this position and wrote in 1526,
Thou knowest, Zwingli, that the Holy Scripture is such a complete, compacted, true, infallible, eternally immortal speech, that the least letter or tittle cannot pass away in this book.[44]
So strongly did the Reformers and their heirs fall back on the TR that textual critics such as Richard Bentley
in 1716 derided it as “the Protestant Pope Stephens,” but admitted that “Stephens’ edition, set out and regulated
by himself alone, is now become the standard. The text stands, as if an Apostle was his compositor.”[45]
Although the Reformers were accused of “bibliolatry” it was not the Bible they worshipped but the Author of
it who has chosen to reveal Himself empirically in His written Word. Despite the revisionist argument that Calvin and Beza, had no other option but to use the Received Text, the facts are that they did have alternative options, but deliberately rejected them. They may not have had the quantity of evidence, but they were aware of the
diversity of the variant readings thrown up by the textual critics today. Instead, they chose the path of Sacred
Criticism which simply studied the texts to see what was received by the Church through history rather that the
“restoration” of the text by Enlightenment Criticism. They recognised that copies and editions differed because
of variants, but trusted the Holy Spirit and the common faith of God’s people. Beza made it clear, “that he was
very unwilling to amend the basic text and was interested largely in readings which confirmed it.” [46] One Reformed critic of the TR, Greg Bahnsen admits many Refomers held this historic position,
Some Protestants have argued for the inspired infallibility of the vowel points in the Hebrew Old Testament
(e.g., the Buxtorfs and John Owen; the Formula Consensus Helvetica more cautiously spoke of the inspiration
of “at least the power of the points”). The errorless transmission and preservation of the original text of Scripture has been taught by men such as Hollaz, Quenstedt, and Turretin.[47]

CHALLENGE OF THE VULGATE
Initially, all of the various Protestant Confessional statements (such as the Westminster, the Philadelphia
etc.) contain statements about the preservation of Scripture that were written in response to text critical problems and challenges of the Counter Reformation. Cognizant of the role the Received Text had in damaging the
Romanist cause and giving authority to the Protestant cause, the Council of Trent (1545 – 1563) declared Erasmus a Pelagian heretic, rejected his New Testament and edicted that only Jerome’s Latin Vulgate was the authentic Bible. Trent’s argument was that the Scriptures are corrupted at the fount and we need an infallible
church to determine the Word of God, as one can never be sure of the true text of Scripture. The Reformers argued the opposite and maintained that the Scriptures guide the church, as we have, by God’s providence, the uncorrupted fount, “by His singular care and providence kept pure in all ages.” Ironically, now many Fundamental
Protestants are positing that Rome was right when it sought to undermine our doctrine of Sola Scriptura on the
basis of the variants they showed in their manuscripts. They argue that notwithstanding Rome’s other errors in
theology, they were right about the Scriptures, and the post-Reformations dogmatists were wrong. As A. W. Pink
observed,
The Papacy was shrewd enough to recognize that the authority of God’s Word must be undermined and its influence upon the nation weakened, before she had any hope of bringing it within her deadly toils. There is
nothing she hates and dreads so much as the Bible, especially when it is circulated among the common people
in their own tongue, as was clearly shown in the days of Queen Mary, of infamous memory. The organization
of the Bible Societies, with their enormous output, was a rude shock to Rome, but she promptly countered it
through “Modernism,” by discrediting the inerrancy of the Scriptures. The promulgation of the so-called
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“Higher Criticism” has done far more for the spread of infidelity among the masses than did the coarse blasphemies of Tom Paine; and it is among those who have no settled convictions that Rome wins most of her converts![49]
To try and influence the English people back to Rome, the Jesuits prepared an English New Testament translation in 1582 based upon the Vulgate which was immediately sent to England, and secretly distributed through
the country. As one historian observed, “The English Papists in the seminary at Rheims perceiving that they
could no longer blindfold the laity from the scriptures, resolved to fit them with false spectacles; and set forth
the Rhemish translation in opposition to the Protestant versions.”[50] The preface to this Rheims translation
expressly states its purpose,
It is almost three hundred years since James Archbishop of Genoa, is said to have translated the Bible into Italian. More than two hundred years ago, in the days of Charles V the French king, was it put forth faithfully in
French, the sooner to shake out of the deceived people’s hands, the false heretical translations of a sect called
Waldenses.[51]
Benjamin Brook records that “The principal object of the Rhemish translators was not only to circulate their
doctrines through the country, but also to depreciate as much as possible the English translations.”[52] He also
recounts that,
The Rhemish translators found great fault with all the Protestant versions, as containing partial and false translations, and wilful and heretical corruptions, according to “erroneous men’s fancies” but this translation was
intended as a substitute, and to put away those which they called “impure versions.”[53]
Catholic priest, Paolo Sarpi (1552-1623) in his History of the Council of Trent recalls,
On the contrary, the major part of the Divines said, that it had been necessary to account that translation, which
formerly hath been read in all the churches [Latin Vulgate], and used in the schools, to be divine and authentical, otherwise they should yield the cause to the Lutherans, and open a gate to innumerable heresies…The Inquisitors will not be able to proceed against the Lutherans, in case they know not Hebrew and Greek, because
they will suddenly answer, “the text is not so,” and “that translation is false.”[54]
Queen Elizabeth (1533 – 1603) was so concerned of the threat to English unity by the Jesuit Rhemist Bible
that she sent to Beza for assistance to refute this perversion of the Received Text. It is recorded that he told her
“that one of her Majesty’s own subjects was far better qualified to defend the Protestant cause against the Rhemists; and this person, he said, was Thomas Cartwright.” [55]It was said of Thomas Cartwright (c. 1535 – 1603),
that he regarded the Vulgate as, “the Version adapted by the Rhemists… …that all the soap and nitre they could
collect would be insufficient to cleanse the Vulgate from the filth of blood in which it was originally conceived
and had since collected in passing so long through the hands of unlearned monks, from which the Greek copies
had altogether escaped.”[56] Brook records that,
Mr. Cartwright defended the holy Scriptures against the accusation of corruption, and maintained that the Old
and New Testaments written in the original languages were preserved uncorrupted. They constituted the word
of God, whose works are all perfect, then must his word continue unimpaired; and, since it was written for our
instruction, admonition, and consolation, he concluded that, unless God was deceived and disappointed in his
purpose, it must perform these friendly offices for the church of God to the end of the world. If the authority of
the authentic copies in Hebrew, Chaldee, and Greek were lost, or given up, or corrupted, or the sense changed,
there would be no high court of appeal to put an end to disputes; so that the exhortation to have recourse to the
law, the prophets, and the New Testament would be of very little effect. In this case our state would be worse
than theirs under the law, and in the time of Christ; yea than those who lived some hundred years after Christ,
when the ancient fathers exhorted the people to try all controversies by the Scriptures. Their own Gratian directs us, in deciding differences, not to the old translation, but to the originals of the Hebrew in the Old Testament, and of the Greek in the New.[57]
Thomas Cartwright observed this about preservation,
Woe unto the churches, if the Scriptures, the charters and records of heaven be destroyed, falsified, or corrupted. These divine charters were safely kept in one nation of the Jews; and though they were sometimes un-
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faithful, yet they kept the keys of the Lord’s library: but now, when many nations have the keys, it is altogether
incredible that any such corruptions should enter in, as the adversaries unwisely suppose. If the Lord preserved
the book of Leviticus, with the account of the ancient ceremonies, which were afterward abolished, how much
more may we conclude that his providence has watched over other books of Scripture which properly belong to
our times and to our salvation? Will not the Scriptures bear witness to the perpetuity of their own authority?
“Secret things belong to God;” but things revealed belong to us, and to our children forever. Jesus Christ said,
“Heaven and earth shall pass away, but my word shall not pass away.” Notwithstanding the sacred writings
were disregarded, and even hated by most persons, they had been preserved entire as they were the first day
they were given to the church of God. More than fifteen hundred years had elapsed, during which not any one
book, nor part of any book, of canonical Scripture had been lost: and it was evident not only that the matter of
the Scripture, but also the words; not only the sense and meaning, but also the manner and form of speech in
them remained unaltered.[58]
Regius Professor of Divinity at Cambridge, William Whitaker (1548-1595) wrote the one extensive work on
the subject of the Bible written by an English Reformer. In a classic riposte to the Romanist translation posited
perfect preservation as an absolute necessity,
Now we, not doubtfully or only with some probable shew, but most certainly, know that this Greek edition of
the New Testament is no other than the inspired and archetypal scripture of the new Testament, commended by
the apostles and evangelists to the Christian church….. If God had permitted the scripture to perish in the Hebrew and Greek originals, in which it was first published by men divinely inspired, he would not have provided
sufficiently for his church and for our faith. From the prophetic and apostolic scripture the church takes its origin, and the faith derives its source. But whence can it be ascertained that these are in all respects prophetic and
apostolic scriptures, if the very writings of the prophets and apostles are not those which we consult?[59]
Whitaker went on to say he accepted the Received Text handed down by faith,
Now the Hebrew edition of the old, and the Greek of the New Testament, was always held the authentic scripture of God in the Christian churches for six hundred years after Christ. This, therefore, ought to be received by
us also as authentic scripture. If they doubt the major, we must ask them, whether the church hath changed its
authentic scripture, or hath not rather preserved, and commended to all succeeding generations, that which was
in truth authentic from the very first? If it lost that which was published by the prophets and apostles, who can
defend that negligence, who excuse so enormous a sacrilege?[60]
Whitaker also cleverly rejected the argument that the Masoretes had corrupted the Hebrew Text,
Besides, if the Jews had wished to corrupt the original scriptures, they would have laid their sacrilegious hands
specially upon those places which concern Christ and confirm the faith. But in those places these fountains run
so clear that one feels no lack: nay, they sometimes run far clearer than the Latin streams.[61]
He also showed how that God protected the Scriptures in the ages,
God protects the scriptures against Satan, as being their constant enemy. Satan hath frequently endeavoured to
destroy the scriptures, knowing that they stand in his way: but he hath never spent any trouble or thought upon
these unwritten traditions; for he supposed that his whole object would be gained if he could destroy the scriptures. In pursuance of this plan he hath raised up such impious tyrants as Antiochus, Maximin, Diocletian, and
others, who have endeavoured utterly to quench the light of scripture. Now, if religion could remain entire
even when these books were lost, it would be in vain for Satan to labour with such furious efforts to remove
these books.[62]
Bishop of Salisbury and eminent Divine, John Jewel (1522-1571), who was a strong apologist against the
Church of Rome, also makes clear the need of perfect preservation,
By the space of so many thousand years, the word of God passed by so many dangers of tyrants, of Pharisees,
of heretics, of fire, and of sword, and yet continueth and standeth until this day, without altering or changing
one letter. This was a wonderful work of God, that having so many, so great enemies, and passing through so
many, so great dangers, it yet continueth still without adding or altering of any one sentence, or word, or letter.
No creature was able to do this, it was God’s work. He preserved it, that no tyrant should consume it, no tradi-
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tion choke it, no heretic maliciously should corrupt it. For His name’s sake, and for the elect’s sake, He would
not suffer it to perish. For in it God hath ordained a blessing for His people, and by it He maketh covenant with
them for life everlasting. Tyrants, and Pharisees, and heretics, and the enemies of the cross of Christ have an
end, but the word of God hath no end. No force shall be able to decay it. The gates of hell shall not prevail
against it.63
Cambridge-educated Puritan preacher, Nicholas Gibbens also retorted in 1602,
For by these authorities it may seem apparent, that the Hebrew Text has been corrupted by the Jews: which if it
be; where is the truth the Scriptures to be found, but either perished, or only remaining in that translation which
the Papists so greatly magnify. For answer whereunto, we affirm and testify by the authority of the Scriptures
themselves, (which is the voice of God) of the Fathers, and of the adversaries themselves; that the Scriptures in
the Hebrew tongue are pure, and unspotted of all corruption.[64]
Johannes Andreas Quenstedt (1617 - 1688) the German Lutheran dogmatician argued,
We believe, as is our duty, that the providential care of God has always watched over the original and primitive
texts of the canonical Scriptures in such a way that we can be certain that the sacred codices which we now
have in our hands are those which existed at the time of Jerome and Augustine, nay at the time of Christ Himself and His apostles.[65]
English Presbyterian clergyman, John Flavel (1627 - 1691) argued in response to a question: “What was the
end of writing the word?” answered,
That the church to the end of the world might have a sure, known, standing-rule, to try and judge all things by,
and not be left to the uncertainty of traditions.[66]
English Puritan and theologian, Edward Leigh (1602–1671) explained why we needed confidence in a pure
text for our Bibles,
If the authority of the authentical copies in Hebrew, Chaldee and Greek fall, then there is no pure Scripture in
the Church of God, there is no high court of appeal where controversies (rising upon the diversity of translations, or otherwise) may be ended. The exhortations of having recourse unto the Law and to the Prophets, and
of our Saviour Christ asking “How it is written,” and “How readest thou,” is now either of none effect, or not
sufficient.”[67]
The great Puritan Thomas Watson (c. 1620 -1686) makes clear,
The devil and his agents have been blowing at Scripture light, but could never blow it out; a clear sign that it
was lighted from heaven….The letter of Scripture has been preserved, without any corruption, in the original
tongue.[68]
Another Puritan, John Owen adopted the same stance,
It can, then, with no colour of probability be asserted (which yet I find some learned men too free in granting),
namely, that there hath the same fate attended the Scripture in its transcription as hath done other books. Let
me say without offence, this imagination, asserted on deliberation, seems to me to border on atheism. Surely
the promise of God for the preservation of his word, with his love and care of his church, of whose faith and
obedience that word of his is the only rule, requires other thoughts at our hands.[69]
Owen did not accept every “obscure private copy…to be admitted as a various lection” or Rome’s textual critics views of variants, as Owen explains,
Let it be remembered, that the vulgar copy we use, was the public possession of many generations; that upon
the invention of printing, it was in actual authority throughout the world, with them that used and understood
that language….men may, if they please, take pains to inform the world, wherein such and such copies are corrupted or mistaken, but to impose their known failings on us as various lections, is of course not to be approved….[t]he generality of learned men among Protestants are not yet infected with this leaven…And if this
change of judgment which hath been long insinuating itself, by the curiosity and boldness of critics, should
break in also on the Protestant world, and be avowed in public works, it is easy to conjecture what the end will
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be. We went from Rome under the conduct of the purity of the originals, I wish none have a mind to return
thither again, under the pretence of their corruption.[70]
Swiss Hebraist, Johannes Buxtorf (1599 –1664), who defended the preservation of even the Hebrew Vowel
points against the attack of Louis Cappel with studies published in 1624 and 1650. Buxtorf also affirms the purity of the Received Text in 1620,
From the extremity of the East to the extremity of the West the word of God is read with one mouth and in
one manner; and in all the books that there are in Asia, Africa, and Europe, there is discernible a full agreement, without any difference whatever.[71]
John Woodbridge notes of Rome’s influence in this attack and states, “Cappel was able to publish one of
these works only with the help of the Roman Catholic apologist, Jean Morin.”[72] Martin Klauber also notes the
staunch defence of the Masoretic by the Reformers, “Reformed scholars of the mid-seventeenth century, following the lead of Buxdorf, considered all other versions of the OT as subordinate to the Masoretic text…..Cappel’s
theories were generally rejected in Reformed circles.”[73] Reformed Protestants understood well the importance
of linguistic continuity by perfect preservation. This is clearly delineated with the strength of their defence of the
Canon, the Received Greek Text, and the authenticity of the vowel points in the Masoretic text.
A typical pre-suppositional approach based on providential preservation was that of the Principal of the University of Edinburgh, Robert Rollock (1555-1599). He argued for the “the preservation of the divine oracles of
God unto our times”[74] and the retention of may disputed passages such as I John 5:7, Mark 16, John 8 based
on the fact that these are, “our Greek books, which we hold for authentical, have this verse and our Church receives it.” He rejected all the textual critical assaults of Rome on the Received Text by summarizing,
Thus we see then the adversaries cannot prove by these places that the Greek edition of the New Testament is
corrupted, and so act authentical. Wherefore it resteth that the Hebrew edition of the Old Testament and the
Greek of the New Testament is only authentical.[75]
Henry Walker in 1642 also discerned the wiles of the Jesuit plot and argued it the supposed textual problems
were “vanity” and “inventions” as, “the Pope is glad of these distractions amongst us, and would now take the
opportunity to snatch away the Bible from us; he would fain take our religion away; but we hope to send him
back to Rome again with a powder.[76] Dr Narcissus Marsh (1638-1713), provost of the College of Dublin and
later Archbishop of Armagh writes against one sceptic who attacked the Hebrew Masoretic Text,
It may be suspected, that the intention is to bring it into doubt, whether we have any such thing, as a true Bible
at all, which we may confide in, as God’s Word…However, I doubt not, but that, by God’s Providence, as the
Hebrew Text hath hitherto stood firm, so it will stand on its own bottom to wear out all assaults against it, and
be, what it always was, received as the undoubted Word of God, when all the arguments and objections against
it are vanish’d into smoke.[77]
The Rhemist version was later revised by Richard Challoner in the mid-eighteenth century. He was an English convert from Protestantism who knew well the nuances of the King James Version and deliberately sought
to revise the Douay-Rheims into closer conformity with the diction of the King James Version.[78] Notwithstanding, so successful was the Authorised Version and Cartwright’s rebuttal of the Rhemist version that the
devil was forced to change his strategy and attack not by the Latin but by the Greek.
It was about another century before Rome refined a weapon to combat Sola Scriptura at the hands of Romanist priest, Richard Simon (1638-1712) through “Textual Criticism.” Baird tells us, “Simon sharpened historical criticism into a weapon that could be used in the attack on Protestantism’s most fundamental error: the doctrine of Sola Scriptura.”[79] Indeed, Simon himself explains plainly his purpose, “the great changes that have
taken place in the manuscripts of the Bible - as we have shown in the first book of this work - since the first originals were lost, completely destroy the principle of the Protestants...if tradition is not joined to scripture, there is
hardly anything in religion that one can confidently affirm.”[80] They assembled many of the variant readings
into Polyglots to aid this attack. The Cambridge History of the Bible accepts the universal standard of the TR
amidst the Reformed Churches,
In creating the phrase textus receptus they had confirmed acceptance of the third edition of Estienne and
Beza’s recension of it as the standard version. Effective awareness of the significance of textual criticism for
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(Continued from page 11)

the ancient versions of the biblical text may be said to begin only with the Biblia Polyglotta of Bishop Walton
in 1657.[81]
Even Dan Wallace accepts that, “New Testament textual criticism was born as a polemic against Protestants,
intended to show that they couldn’t really trust the Bible! ”[82] Thus under the influence of Romanism, Textual
Criticism emerged from enlightenment and humanistic grounds and would culminate in the Revised Version.
When the Reformers urged, Ad Fontes (“Back to the sources”) it was to the extant Hebrew and Greek texts in
hand to which they were pointing. This a priori view of preservation held sway until the nineteenth century and
an attempt to accommodate rationalist textual criticism with belief in inspiration due to the attack of liberals.
This new position was also a faith-based presupposition, but this time it was not in God but rather in man’s rationalistic abilities to let science tell us what the text probably is. In contrast, the Reformers never set the apographs against the autographs, nor did they embrace scientific neutral principles that Providence must adhere to.
They were biased against Rome and its Vulgate Bible, and they explicitly approached the whole issue theologically. Adam Fox cites the textual critic Curcellaeus (1586-1659) lamenting that “the great majority of theologians
acquiesce in the ordinary editions as if they were perfect.”[83] Beza is accused by CT advocates of neglecting the
Alexandrian Text manuscripts such as Codex Bezae which he had in his possession because they “differed too
frequently from the printed texts.”[84] In other words, Beza held fast to the TR because of a presuppositional
commitment rather than a scientific one per se. As a consequence, all of the Bible translations produced during
the Reformation and post-Reformation eras were translations of this Received Text, not some hypothetical reconstruction of lost original autographs.
The Reformers did not take their creedal stand against Rome upon a utopian inerrant original autograph. To
them, there was an identifiable and existing text in use by the Greek speaking Church which had been transmitted from a handwritten manuscript form to a printed form. Likewise, they did not advocate a radical individualism where every man decides for himself which words are genuine and would have rejected the current state of
textual criticism, where every man is a textual critic with disdain. It is true, that unlike Luther, John Calvin did
not initially uniformly base his readings on the text of Erasmus and “had an affinity for a renegade edition published by Simon de Colines (1534).”[85] This text included a number of variant readings from critical text manuscripts and from Rome’s Complutensian.[86] However, in later life Calvin rejected this view to return to the TR
preferring the common readings by faith.[87] The facts of history are that Rome accused Protestants of having a
“paper pope” by judging all matters religious with the Scripture. Ironically, five hundred years ago a man positing this kind of accusation would be called a Romanist heretic but today he is called an enlightened fundamentalist! Indeed, TR critics even attack preservationists today by equating heresy with faith in an inerrant Bible.

WESTMINSTER CONFESSION OF FAITH
A good example of the Reformation view on preservation is the Westminster Confession of Faith (WCF) written in response to Tridentine Romanism and early rationalism. The Confessional understanding of the doctrine
of Holy Scripture was a dyke to keep out the deadly waters of disbelief in God’s word. Like the early Reformers,
the Divines looked first at the history of manuscript transmission to see what God had done, rather than the
manuscripts to see what man had to do. The Westminster Divines never argued for the preservation of a copy,
but the preservation of the Words, because that is what the Bible teaches. That took a presuppositional approach
to this issue. They knew that if there is another authority (whether it be our individual determination of trustworthiness or the authority of an ecclesiastical leader) by which we are to determine and believe that the Bible is
the Word of God that authority itself would be the ultimate authority. Is it up to the reader to discern which portions of the Scriptures are inspired and which are not? Hence the Westminster Confession of Faith (I:4) states,
The authority of Holy Scripture, for which it ought to be believed, and obeyed, depends not upon the testimony
of any man, or Church; but wholly upon God (who is truth itself) the author thereof: and therefore it is to be
received, because it is the Word of God.
Douglas Wilson explains the Confessional approach,
(Continued on page 13)
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We receive these Scriptures on their own authority. They are the Word of God, and they speak to us as such.
Nevertheless, God has given us an earthly testimony concerning them. Luther used the apt picture of Christ and
John the Baptist. In no way did John bestow any authority upon Christ when he said “Behold, the Lamb of
God.” At the same time, John’s witness was important. In the same way, submissively and authoritatively, the
Church points to the sixty-six books of the Bible. During the Christian aeon, the Church is responsible to keep
and preserve the same kind of testimony concerning the entire Bible that we gave in our younger years, when
we had been entrusted only with the Old Testament books. When modern groups and sects point to other books
than what God has given (e.g. Mormons point to the Book of Mormon, Romanists point to the Apocrypha,
etc.), they are exhibiting more than just their unbelief. They are also showing their radical detachment from the
ancient and historical Church.[88]
A crystallization of the opposition to textual and historical criticism is stated in positive terms in the Westminster Confession of Faith. It should be noted that the Confession first deals with the canon of Scripture before
it turns to discuss the doctrine of inspiration and authority and preservation. There is then a refutation of the
canonicity of the Apocryphal before the Confession deal with the declaration of providential preservation. This
understanding of cause and effect in respect of canonization will be an important principle to remember when
we consider the preservation of the Scriptures. This seems to have been a reasoned and logical presuppositional
unfolding as they are implicitly stating that the same methodology for determining canonicity must be extended
to the individual words of the canon. Canonicity was recognized by the true Church (not Rome) and the corollary of this must be that the Canonized Words must be recognized by the true Church and not Rome’s texts or
apostate textual critics such as Westcott, Hort, Aland, Metzger etc.
The Confession is a constitutional document and must be interpreted in the light of its historical context. Section 1.8 should not be read in a vacuum of history; it is a pre-suppositional setting forth of statements which
identify the canonical text, and disclaims the Apocryphal as being non-canonical. Unmistakably, the Westminster divines claimed to possess the authentic text, and all critics should candidly acknowledge this rather than
attempting to re-interpret it to conform to the fluid tradition of modern textual criticism. The Divines were men
of prodigious learning and were aware of many minor textual disagreements going back to the days of the Early
Fathers. Yet this awareness did not diminish their unshakable conviction that they continued to hold in hand an
indestructible authentical revelation. They knew it was the church’s treasure and rock of defence against Rome
and not one to ever casually or carelessly surrender. Given this approach, we are left with one of two choices:
either the text they used is the “authentic text” or their claim was false. The Confession requires an acceptance of
the reformation text as the authoritative court of appeal or else it is meaningless. Indeed, so seriously did the
Westminster Divines view even spelling errors in various printings of the Authorized Version as “dangerous to
religion,” that they moved Parliament to outlaw the importation of bootleg reprints from Europe.[89]
William Orr in his commentary on the Confession makes clear, “Now this affirms that the Hebrew text of the
Old Testament and the Greek of the New which was known to the Westminster divines was immediately inspired by God because it was identical with the first text that God has kept pure in all the ages. The idea that
there are mistakes in the Hebrew Masoretic texts or in the Textus Receptus of the New Testament was unknown
to the authors of the Confession of Faith.”[90] Refomed writer, Andrew Sandlin also accepts that “For the Reformation heritage, it is the preserved text in the church, not the long-lost autographs, that constitutes the infallible
word of God. A single authoritative text undergirds a single authoritative theology and single authoritative
dogma and therefore a single Christian authoritative Christian commonwealth.”[91] He also argued, “We do not
choose our Faith any more than we choose our parents. We are baptized into a religion, affirm a creed, and
preach a gospel with specific orthodox boundaries, and to alter those boundaries is to alter the very Faith itself….The text handed down to us is the text providentially preserved in the church. To contend for the providential preservation of Christian truth in orthodoxy while denying the providential preservation of The Truth in
the text of Scripture defies reason and faith.”[92]
Indeed, the Westminster Divines clearly cognizant of textual critics positing naturalistic and man-centered
doctrines of preservation explicitly state that the doctrine of preservation must be hedged by the Scripture alone:
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IV. The authority of the Holy Scripture, for which it ought to be believed, and obeyed, depends not upon the
testimony of any man, or Church; but wholly upon God (who is truth itself) the author thereof: and therefore it
is to be received, because it is the Word of God
X. The supreme judge by which all controversies of religion are to be determined, and all decrees of councils,
opinions of ancient writers, doctrines of men, and private spirits, are to be examined, and in whose sentence we
are to rest, can be no other but the Holy Spirit speaking in the Scripture.
The Confession notably does not argue that Scripture is established by the prior and superior authority of
modern textual criticism, but that the perfectly preserved TR (as cited in the confession), sits in judgment upon
textual criticism. The liberal writer, McCabe writing in 1897 agrees that the Westminster divines had assumes
providential preservation of all the words by sneering,
Until the seventeenth century divines had assumed that Providence had miraculously guarded its inspired
books. From this torpid belief they were at length roused by the controversies on the date and origin of the
vowel points of the Hebrew text between the Buxtorfs and Morinus and Cappell, and by the discovery of a vast
number of variations in the manuscripts and printed books of Scripture Kennicott s Hebrew Bible, published
from 1776 to 1790, gave 200,000 variations. Thus a door was opened to a certain reverent kind of criticism.
[93]
Leading contemporary textual critic, Dan Wallace admits that the Divines based their doctrine of perfect
preservation on the TR,
The response by Protestants was swift, though perhaps not particularly well thought out. In 1646, the first doctrinal statement about God preserving his text was formulated as part of the Westminster Confession. The
problem is that what the Westminster divines were thinking of when they penned that confession was the TR.
By virtually ignoring the variants, they set themselves up for more abuse.[94]
Swiss-Italian Protestant theologian, Francis Turretin (1623–1687) expounded on the early confessional doctrine of Biblical preservation and clearly understood it to mean “entire preservation,”
Nor can we readily believe that God, who dictated and inspired each and every word to these inspired men,
would not take care of their entire preservation.[95]
Turretin also unambiguously rejected the idea that the essential doctrines are preserved, but the exact wording of the text as well for as he argues,
Unless unimpaired integrity characterize the Scriptures, they could not be regarded as the sole rule of faith and
practice, and the door would be thrown wide open to atheists, libertines, enthusiasts, and other profane persons
like them for destroying its authenticity...and overthrowing the foundation of salvation. For since nothing false
can be an object of [saving] faith, how could the Scriptures be held as authentic and reckoned divine if liable to
contradictions and corruptions? Nor can it be said that these corruptions are only in smaller things which do
not affect the foundation of faith. For if once the authenticity...of the Scriptures is taken away (which would
result even from the incurable corruption of one passage), how could our faith rest on what remains? And if
corruption is admitted in those of lesser importance, why not in others of greater? Who could assure me that no
error or blemish had crept into fundamental passages? Or what reply could be given to a subtle atheist or heretic who should pertinaciously assert that this or that passage less in his favor had been corrupted? It will not do
to say that divine providence wished to keep it free from serious corruptions, but not from minor. For besides
the fact that this is gratuitous, it cannot be held without injury, as if lacking in the necessary things which are
required for the full credibility...of Scripture itself. Nor can we readily believe that God, who dictated and inspired each and every word to these inspired...men, would not take care of their entire preservation. If men use
the utmost care diligently to preserve their words (especially if they are of any importance, as for example a
testament or contract) in order that it may not be corrupted, how much more, must we suppose, would God
take care of His Word which He intended as a testament and seal of His covenant with us, so that it might not
be corrupted; especially when He could easily foresee and prevent such corruptions in order to establish the
faith of His church?[96]
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Richard Capel, one of the Westminster divines, warned concerning those who undermined the preservation
of Scripture when he wrote in 1658:
And to the like purpose is that observation, that the two Tables written immediately by Moses and the Prophets, and the Greek Copies immediately penned by the Apostles, and Apostolical men are all lost, or not to be
made use of, except by a very few. And that we have none in Hebrew or Greek, but what are transcribed. Now
transcribers are ordinary men, subject to mistake, may fail having no unerring spirit to hold their hands in writing.
Referring to these types of statements, Capel immediately writes:
These be terrible blasts, and do little else when they meet with a weak head and heart, but open the door to
Atheism and quite to fling off the bridle, which only can hold them and us in the ways of truth and piety: this is
to fill the conceits of men with evil thoughts against the Purity of the Originals: And if the Fountains run not
clear, the Translation cannot be clean.[97]
Another of the original members of the Westminster assembly, John Lightfoot, writes:
The same power and care of God that preserves the church would preserve the Scriptures pure to it: and He
that did, and could, preserve the whole could preserve every part, so that not so much as a tittle should perish.
[98]
J S Candlish rightly observed in 1877 that, “the word authentic is used, not in the modern sense in which it
has been employed by many….as meaning historically true, but in its more literal sense, attested as a correct
copy of the author’s work.” [99] Indeed, the Reformers would have no grounds to oppose the Vulgate as deviating from the fountain of the originals if their text was also corrupted and uncertain. It is also notable that the
Westminster Confessional documents, including the Bible version used in conjunction with the Annotations, all
quote the Authorised Version including so-called problematic passages such as I John 5:7. Reformed church historian, Richard Muller summarized the post-Reformation Reformed view of the providential preservation of the
Holy Scriptures,
By “original” and “authentic” text, the Protestant orthodox do not mean the autographa which no one can possess but the apographa in the original tongue which are the source of all versions. The Jews throughout history
and the church in the time of Christ regarded the Hebrew of the Old Testament as authentic and for nearly six
centuries after Christ, the Greek of the New Testament was viewed as authentic without dispute. It is important
to note that the Reformed orthodox insistence on the identification of the Hebrew and Greek texts as alone authentic does not demand direct reference to autographa in those languages: the “original and authentic text” of
Scripture means, beyond the autograph copies, the legitimate tradition of Hebrew and Greek apographa.
The case for Scripture as an infallible rule of faith and practice and the separate arguments for a received text
free from major (non-scribal) error rests on an examination of the apographa and does not seek the infinite regress of the lost autographa as a prop for textual infallibility.[100]
Douglas Wilson concurs,
According to Westminster, the originals that were the final arbiter were the apographic texts, not the original
autographs that nobody has. The apographs were the Word of God in both substance and words. The translations were the Word of God with regard to substance. The modern (and common) statement of faith that the
Bible is inerrant in the autographs would have been considered by them as hopelessly irrelevant. What good is
an inerrant Bible that nobody has? You might as well affirm the inerrancy of the one copy of the Bible in
heaven that Jesus has in His Library.[101]

OTHER CONFESSIONS
The Formula Consensus Helvetica (1675), which was drafted amidst the rising tide of text critical challenges
is even more explicit that we have all the Words of God perfectly preserved for us today to the jot and tittle. It
extended the doctrine of inspiration and perfect preservation to the very Hebrew Vowel points and argued that
those who accept variant readings, “bring the foundation of our faith and its inviolable authority into perilous
hazard,”
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CANONS
I. God, the Supreme Judge, not only took care to have His word, which is the “power of God unto salvation to
everyone that believeth “(Rom. 1:16), committed to writing by Moses, the Prophets, and the Apostles, but has
also watched and cherished it with paternal care ever since it was written up to the present time, so that it could
not be corrupted by craft of Satan or fraud of man. Therefore the Church justly ascribes it to His singular grace
and goodness that she has, and will have to the end of the world, a “sure word of prophecy” and “Holy Scriptures” (2 Tim. 3:15), from which, though heaven and earth perish, “one jot or one tittle shall in no wise
pass” (Matt. 5:18).
II. But, in particular, the Hebrew Original of the Old Testament, which we have received and to this day do
retain as handed down by the Jewish Church, unto whom formerly “were committed the oracles of God” (Rom.
3:2), is, not only in its consonants, but in its vowels—either the vowel points themselves, or at least the power
of the points—not only in its matter, but in its words, inspired of God, thus forming, together with the Original
of the New Testament, the sole and complete rule of our faith and life; and to its standard, as to a Lydian stone,
all extant versions, oriental and occidental, ought to be applied, and where ever they differ, be conformed.
III. Therefore we can by no means approve the opinion of those who declare that the text which the Hebrew
Original exhibits was determined by man’s will alone, and do not scruple at all to remodel a Hebrew reading
which they consider unsuitable, and amend it from the Greek Versions of the LXX and others, the Samaritan
Pentateuch, the Chaldee Targums, or even from other sources, yea, sometimes from their own reason alone;
and furthermore, they do not acknowledge any other reading to be genuine except that which can be educed by
the critical power of the human judgment from the collation of editions with each other and with the various
readings of the Hebrew Original itself—which, they maintain, has been corrupted in various ways; and finally,
they affirm that besides the Hebrew edition of the present time, there are in the Versions of the ancient interpreters which differ from our Hebrew context other Hebrew Originals, since these Versions are also indicative
of ancient Hebrew Originals differing from each other. Thus they bring the foundation of our faith and its inviolable authority into perilous hazard.
There are many other Confessional writings exhibiting TR only readings. For instance, the influential Particular Baptist Confession of Faith of 1644 cites Acts 8:37 and the disputed long ending of Mark. The Particular Baptist Second London Confession of Faith, originally printed in 1677 references 1 John 5:7 to prove Trinitarianism
and references the long ending of Mark three times.[102] The General Baptist Orthodox Creed of 1679 writes
out 1 John 5:7 in the text and references it five times. The Baptist New Hampshire Confession (1833) also concurs:
We believe that the Holy Bible was written by men divinely inspired, and is an infallible and inerrant treasure
of heavenly instruction; that it has God for its author, salvation for its end, and truth, without any mixture of
error, for its matter … and therefore is, and shall remain to the end of the world, the true centre of Christian
union, and the supreme standard by which all human conduct, creeds, and opinions should be tried.[103]
To reject perfect preservation, one is essentially arguing that believers from 1500 to 1800 only possessed
something which approximated to the Word of God, and that they did not possess the pure word of God. Therefore these eminent Divines were in fact wrong in claiming to possess the authentical word of God. The TR is the
only text whose adherents even mention scriptural presuppositions and is the only one the church received,
agreed upon, and settled on. Have we now been emancipated by apostate post-enlightenment scholars, who led
us to the true text based on no theological or scriptural presuppositions?
[Editor’s note: This concludes section II of Dr. Ferguson’s excellent article. Look for section III in an upcoming issue. The
references are on the following pages.]

Psalms 12:6-7 “The words of the LORD are pure words: as silver tried in a furnace of earth, purified
seven times. Thou shalt keep them, O LORD, thou shalt preserve them from this generation for ever.”
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[Editor’s note: This concludes Part II of Dr. Ferguson’s article. Look for Part III in the next issue.]

Psalms 12:6-7 “The words of the LORD are pure words: as silver tried in a furnace of earth, purified
seven times. Thou shalt keep them, O LORD, thou shalt preserve them from this generation for ever.”
Psalms 117:1-2 “O praise the LORD, all ye nations: praise him, all ye people. For his merciful kindness
is great toward us: and the truth of the LORD endureth for ever. Praise ye the LORD.”
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The DBS eNews cannot feature very many books in this small space. There are hundreds of excellent
books and articles that can help you in your studies at the following links:
Dean Burgon Society.org

Bible For Today.org

FEATURED BOOKS
NEW BOOKS
(On the pages to follow)

TWO BRAND NEW BOOKS ON THE NEXT PAGE
The books to follow may be ordered from:
(1) www.DeanBurgonSociety.org,
(2) www.BibleForToday.org,
(3) by clicking on the book which will take you to Amazon, or (4) you may also type the name
of the book into the Amazon search engine.

DO NOT MISS THE BOOK SALE ON PAGE 2.
ONCE THE BOOKS ARE GONE, THERE WILL BE
NO MORE CASEBOUND ( HARDBACK) BOOKS.
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The First 200 Questions Answered
By Dr. D. A. Waite

Real Questions From Real People With Real Answers

Order by PHONE:
1-800-JOHN 10:9
Order by FAX:
1-856-854-2464
Order by MAIL:
Dean Burgon Society or
Bible For Today
c/o 900 Park Avenue
Collingswood, NJ 08108

● The Reason For This Book. Though other writers have written books giving their answers to
many questions, I thought another such book might be in order. Some of the answers are not in other
books. Some questions are answered differently than others have answered them.
● The Goal of This Book. The goal has been to give to the readers some explanation of what our
Bible For Today ministry believes on a number of important topics. Many of our friends do not know
what we believe and where we stand on a number of questions. This book will inform them fully
about these matters.
● The Name of This Book. The title of the book, “The First 200 Questions Answered by Dr. D. A.
Waite” implies that this might be just the beginning in a series of works. This might be true, depending on what happens in future days.
The Usefulness of This Book. As you can see, unlike many books, this book has an elaborate seven
page “Index of Words and Phrases.” Because of this, the reader can look up any subject they wish to
look into and find it without difficulty. Some of the entries might seem trivial and unnecessary, but
that depends on what is being searched. It is hoped that this index will make this book a more useful
tool than without it. If there are topics not discussed that you would like to read about, perhaps they
will be included in the next 200 questions.
BFT 3309-01 One for $14.00 + $7 S&P; Two at $12 each or $24 + $9 S&P; Five at $10 each or
$50 + $12 S&P.

CLEANING-UP HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
A Refutation of Gail Riplinger's Hazaardous Materials
By Dr. Kirk DiVietro
The Need For This Clean-Up
Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D., President of the DBS said:
“Why I urge you to read Dr. DiVietro’s book.

Order by PHONE:
1-800-JOHN 10:9
Order by FAX:
1-856-854-2464
Order by MAIL:
Dean Burgon Society or
Bible For Today
c/o 900 Park Avenue
Collingswood, NJ 08108

● Because of the False View of Inspiration. Mrs. Riplinger has a completely distorted view of Biblical inspiration. 2 Tim 3:16 refers to the way the original Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Words were
produced. It was by the process of God’s “breathing out” (THEOPNEUSTOS) of those Words.
● Because of the False View of the King James Bible. Mrs. Riplinger has a completely distorted
view of the King James Bible. She believes the King James Bible was given by God Himself rather
than its being the only faithful, true, and accurate English translation made by a group of men-scholarly and equipped, but still just men.
● Because of the False View of Lexicons and Textual Aids. Mrs. Riplinger has a completely distorted view of the purpose and usefulness of sound lexicons and textual aids for Pastors and others in
their study of the Bible. The measure of a useful lexical aid is not the extent to which the author’s
doctrine or lifestyle agrees with her own, but the extent to which the volume produces honest and
helpful meanings and uses of the Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Words underlying the King James
Bible. The focus must be on the results produced, rather than the personal faults or traits of those who
have produced it.
 Because of the Correcting of Pastors and Other Leaders. Mrs. Riplinger, throughout this and
other of her books, demeans and challenges various Pastors and other Bible-believing church leaders.
Even though she might disagree, it is out of place and unbiblical for a woman to rebuke men.”
BFT #3457 One for $25.00 + $8 S&P; Two at $23 each or $46 + $10 S&P;Five at $20
each or $100 + $15 S&P.
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Dr. Moorman’s new book, Missing in Modern Bibles, The Old Heresy
Revived, has already had a significant impact. News has come our way
relating that individuals have stopped using modern English versions and
have returned to the King James Bible after reading Dr. Moorman’s
book. This book is a wonderful tool that can be used to show others how
much of God’s Word is actually missing in the modern Bibles; from words,
to whole verses, to entire passages. It also soundly refutes the common
arguments made against the King James Bible and, for the more knowledgeable reader, gives a concise summary of the textual issue. Don’t miss
it. This book may be purchased at Amazon.com (click here) or from
Bible For Today Ministries (click here).

This book, Those So-Called Errors, by Dr. Chester W. Kulus debunks the
liberal, New Evangelical, and Fundamentalist myth that you should not
hear, receive, and believe all the numbers of Scripture. Dr. Kulus has methodically and painstakingly cited the alleged problem areas, found in the
books of Samuel, Kings, and Chronicles, and has expounded, explained,
and extirpated Those So-Called Errors. Click here to order from Amazon. Click here to order from Bible For Today.

This book, God Keeps His Word, A Study of God’s Preservation of His
Words to Humanity, by Dr. Edward DeWitt has just come available. The
book is a 500 page book documenting the preservation of God’s Words
by short essays that Dr. DeWitt accumulated over a lifetime of study and
exaltation of God’s Words. If you have read anything by Dr. DeWitt, you
will be immediately struck by his wit and insight. At present, the book is
available only through the DBS or BFT. Click here to order.

This book, Jesus is God, by Dennis Helton documents the Scriptural
passages that affirm Jesus is God. Any person desiring all the passages
in one place will benefit from this study. It is a valuable reference for
pastors, teachers, evangelists, missionaries, and laymen. Any parent
would benefit greatly by teaching their children the truth concerning the
second person of the Trinity, The Lord Jesus Christ. Click here to order
from Amazon. Click here to order from Bible For Today.
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A CRITICAL ANSWER TO JAMES PRICE’S KING JAMES ONLYISM
● The Book Refuted. This book is called a critical answer to King James Onlyism: A New Sect. The author is Dr. James D. Price who was formerly a Professor at
Temple Baptist Seminary in Chattanooga, Tennessee, from 1972 to 2005.
● The Positions Explained. Price has taken a false position in two areas: (1) a
disbelief in the preservation of the original Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Words, and (2)
a strong opposition to those who maintain this position. He refers to them as "King
James Only." This is a slanderous term implying those who believe the first area are
Ruckmanites on the KJB.
● The Purpose Revealed. In this book, I have made COMMENTS on 225 of
Price's STATEMENTS. I believe this is important because of the outlandish manner in
which Price has repeatedly used clear inaccuracies and falsehoods in his book.
● The Further Study. The reader is encouraged to get three of my other books

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

answering similar arguments on Bible versions and Bible preservation: (1) Fundamentalist Deception on Bible Preservation (BFT #3234 @ $8.00 + $4.00 S&H; (2) Bob Jones
University's Errors on Bible Preservation (BFT #3259 @$8.00 + $4.00 S&H); and (3) A
Critical Answer to Michael Sproul's God's Word Preserved (BFT #3308 @ #11.00 + $4.00
S&H). Learn to discern in this current battle for our Bible.
 Order from: Bible For Today:
900 Park Avenue
Collingswood, NJ 08108
Phone: 856-854-4452
Fax: 856-854-2464
Orders: 1-800-JOHN 10:9
E-mail: bft@biblefortoday.org

BFT #3308
FROM THE DBS ARTICLES OF FAITH
A. THE BIBLE
We believe in the plenary, verbal, Divine inspiration of the sixty-six canonical books of the Old and the New Testaments (from
Genesis to Revelation) in the original languages, and in their consequent infallibility and inerrancy in all matters of which they speak
(2 Timothy 3:16-17; 2 Peter 1:21; 1 Thessalonians 2:13). The books known as the Apocrypha, however, are not the inspired Word
of God in any sense whatsoever. As the Bible uses it, the term "inspiration" refers to the writings, not the writers (2 Timothy 3:1617); the writers are spoken of as being "holy men of God" who were "moved," "carried" or "borne" along by the Holy Spirit (2 Peter
1:21) in such a definite way that their writings were supernaturally, plenarily, and verbally inspired, free from any error, infallible,
and inerrant, as no other writings have ever been or ever will be inspired.
We believe that the Texts which are the closest to the original autographs of the Bible are the Traditional Masoretic Hebrew
Text for the Old Testament, and the traditional Greek Text for the New Testament underlying the King James Version (as found in
"The Greek Text Underlying The English Authorized Version of 1611").
We, believe that the King James Version (or Authorized Version) of the English Bible is a true, faithful, and accurate
translation of these two providentially preserved Texts, which in our time has no equal among all of the other English Translations.
The translators did such a fine job in their translation task that we can without apology hold up the Authorized Version of 1611 and
say "This is the WORD OF GOD!" while at the same time realizing that, in some verses, we must go back to the underlying original
language Texts for complete clarity, and also compare Scripture with Scripture.
We believe that all the verses in the King James Version belong in the Old and the New Testaments because they represent
words we believe were in the original texts, although there might be other renderings from the original languages which could also be
acceptable to us today. For an exhaustive study of any of the words or verses in the Bible, we urge the student to return directly to the
Traditional Masoretic Hebrew Text and the Traditional Received Greek Text rather than to any other translation for help.
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Gnosticism, The Doctrinal Foundation of the New Bible Versions
This book is about Gnosticism published by Bible For Today Ministries. It is an
indepth look at the false religion(s) of the Gnostic and their influence. This book
demonstrates how the Gnostic philosophy and corruption of Christian theology
spilled over into the 'New Versions of the Bible.'
www.DeanBurgonSociety.org.

BFT #3397

www.BibleForToday.org

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

THE SUPERIOR FOUNDATION OF THE KING JAMES BIBLE
BY D. A. WAITE, Th. D., Ph. D.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

The Background of This Booklet. The idea for this booklet came from my book, Defending
The King James Bible (BFT #1594 @ $12.00 + $4.00 S&H). In this book, I point out four
superiorities of the King James Bible: It has (1) superior texts, (2) superior translators, (3)
superior translation technique, and (4) superior theology. I have simply taken point #1 and
edited it for printing here.
The Need For This Booklet. One of the most important parts of the battle for the real Bible in
our time is the answer to the question: Which Old Testament Hebrew and Aramaic Words and
which New Testament Greek Words are we to use as the basis for all our translations? Since
there are so many viewpoints on this, there is a drastic need to discuss the problem in detail.
The Purpose of This Booklet. In this booklet, I attempt to meet the need to talk about this
matter and to give my reasons why I believe that the Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Words
underlying the King James Bible are the only Words that should be used as the basis for Bible
translations. Though it is a complex subject, I hope I might make it clear to the readers.
The Use of This Booklet. I will be using this booklet at two upcoming meetings. One meeting
will be at an independent Baptist college. The other will be at a Bible conference in Mexico. I
hope it will be used by hundreds and even thousands of God’s people who need answers to this
vitally important problem. BFT #3384 www.BibleForToday.org ISBN #1-56848-062-8

Any of the following books are available from:

THE BIBLE FOR TODAY PRESS
900 Park Avenue
Collingswood, New Jersey 08108
U.S.A.
Church Phone: 856-854-4747
BFT Phone: 856-854-4452
Orders: 1-800-John 10:9
email: BFT@BibleForToday.org
Website:www.BibleForToday.org
Fax: 856-854-2464
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This book, Fundametalist Mis-Information on Bible Versions by Dr. D. A.
Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. is important because it is an answer to a book published
by avowed Fundamentalists with the enthusiastic support of Bob Jones University. That book is called "From the Mind of God to the Mind of Man", written by
graduates, faculty members, Trustee Board members, Cooperating Board
members, and friends of Bob Jones University. Some of the extensive amount
of Mis-Information contained in "The Mind Of Man" has been answered in other
books Dr. Waite has written; but, it was coming from Neo-Evangelical and Liberal/Moderistic sources, whereas the present study exposes and refutes MisInformation from those who call themselves Fundamentalists. B.F.T. #2974
for a gift of $11.00 + $5.00 S&H.
CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, Fundamentalist Deception on Bible Preservation by Dr. D. A.
Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. is important because it is an answer to a second book
published by avowed Fundamentalists with the enthusiastic support of Bob
Jones III, then President of Bob Jones University (BJU). Sadly, BJU deception
on Bible preservation has had a pervasive influence on Bible institutes, colleges, universities, churches, and individuals both in the US and on many of
the mission fields of the world. This book seeks to combate and correct the
mis-information promulgated by BJU's influence. B.F.T. #3234 for a gift of
$12.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, Bob Jones University’s Errors on Bible Preservation by Dr. D. A.
Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. is in response to a book, Bible Preservation and the Providence of God by Samuel Schnaiter and Ron Tagliapietra who are associated
with Bob Jones University (BJU) . Dr. Waite refutes their deceptions concerning true Bible Preservation. He clear points out that the authors associated
with BJU do not believe in preservation of the Words, but rather preservation
of “ideas, thoughts, concepts, message, truth, or teachings. This is serious error. Furthermore, the BFU men declare the original words to be “reliable,” but
not inerrant. Dr. Waite addresses many other statements that are deceptive in
his book. BFT #3259 for a gift of $8.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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This book, A Critical Answer to Michael Sproul’s God’s Word Preserved by Dr.
D. A. Waite is an attempt to bring a partial answer and reply to a number of
errors and false statements in a book entitled "God's Word Preserved: A Defense of Historic Separatist Definitions and Beliefs." Dr. Waite defends the
preservation, inspiration, inerrancy, and infallibility of the Words of God as
promised in the Scripture, and teaches the true fundamentals about these issues. BFT #3308 for a gift of $11.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, Defending The King James Bible by Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D
is now a classic. It has been printed ten times through two editions. It should
be in every library, school, seminary, and home. Dr. Waite's work answer's
two questions: (1) Which English Bible are we to read, study, memorize,
preach from, and use today? (2) Which English Bible can we hold in our hands
and say with great confidence, "These are the WORDS OF GOD in English"? He
examines the KING JAMES BIBLE, proving its superiority in four areas: (1) its
superior TEXTS; (2) its superior TRANSLATORS; (3) its superior TECHNIQUES;
and (4) its superior THEOLOGY. BFT #1594 for a gift of $12.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, The Heresies of Westcott and Hort by Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D.,
Ph.D., is now a classic. It reveals the unorthodox beliefs of Westcott and Hort
who are the men most responsible for the 'new' Greek text that underlies the
'new' bible versions. Their heterodoxy blinded their intellects, and prejudiced
them adversely and unfairly in their textual theories of the Greek New Testament. This book contains 125 direct quotations of Westcott and Hort from
1,291 pages as contained in five books by both men. BFT #595 for a gift of
$12.00 + $5.00 S&H

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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This book on First Timothy is from expository preaching sermons by Pastor D.
A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. It brings to the mind of readers two things: (1) the
meaning of the words in the verses and (2) the practical application of those
words to the lives of both saved and lost people. BFT #3085 for a gift of
$14.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book on Second Timothy is the eighth in a planned series of books based
on expository preaching from various books of the Bible. It is an attempt to
bring to the minds of the readers two things: (1) the meaning of the words in
the verses and (2) the practical application of those words to the hearts and
lives of Bible-believing Christians. BFT #3105 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, Fuzzy Facts From Fundamentalists on Bible Versions by Pastor D.
A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. embraces a response to the various Fundamental institutions that share a denial that God promised and has fulfilled His promise to
preserve the Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek Words which were originially given
by verbal, plenary inspiration. The controversy was sparked by the publication of two books by Central Baptist Seminary, "The Bible Version Debate-The Perspective of Central Baptist Theological Seminary" and "One Bible
Only?--Examining Exclusive Claims for the King James Bible." Both of these
books attack the preservation of God's Words and Dr. Waite's book refutes
their claim. BFT #3064 + $5.00 S&H.
CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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There are numerous opinions in the literature concerning the meaning of “inspiration” of the Bible
such as “the partial view,” “the natural view,” “the neoorthodox view,” “the pagan view,” and many
others. The explanation of most of the various views is very troubling. Very few positions exalt
the true origin of the original Words of the Bible in Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek. The positions
fail to correctly recognize that the process and the product of “inspiration” is a miracle “once
delivered.” Dr. Williams’ work will help others to understand the meaning of the words associated
with “inspiration” in their Biblical context.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

· 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.”. 2 Timothy 3:15
· All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for
correction, for instruction in righteousness:” 2 Timothy 3:16
· For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they
were moved by the Holy Ghost.” 2 Peter 1:21
· But there is a spirit in man: and the inspiration of the Almighty giveth them understanding.
Great men are not always wise: neither do the aged understand judgment.” Job 32:8-9
BFT #3392 www.biblefortoday.org

This book on Romans is from expository preaching sermons by Pastor D. A.
Waite, Th.D., Ph.D. It brings to the mind of readers two things: (1) the meaning of the words in the verses and (2) the practical application of those words
to the lives of both saved and lost people. BFT #2906 for a gift of $25.00 +
$5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, The Oxford Debate on the Textual Criticism of the New Testament
by Edward Miller is the record of a debate held at Oxford University in 1897
by noted scholars of the day. Edward Miller was the assistant to Dean John
William Burgon. He printed the text of the debate with the approval of the
participants. The debate was about the two methods of textual criticism: (1)
the method of Bishop B. F. Westcott and F. J. A. Hort, and (2) the method of
Dean John William Burgon. Dean Burgon supported the Traditional Text and
Westcott and Hort supported a text they constructed from two old manuscripts. BFT #3397 for a gift of $10.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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This book, Foes of the King James Bible Refuted by Pastor D. A. Waite, Th.D.,
Ph.D. is important because it answers various arguments set forth by foes of
the King James Bible and its underlying Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek Texts.
The arguments of the foes are not new. They have been around ever since the
days of Bishop Brooke Foss Westcott and Professor Fenton John Anthony and
their forerunners. Look at the principles discussed in this book, rather than at
the personalities involved. BFT #2777 for a gift of $9.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

In this book, Fundamentalist Distortions on Bible Versions, Dr. Waite clearly
outlines the mistakes seven fundamentalist schools are making in regard to 1.
a false view of the doctrine of Bible preservation as found in the Bible, 2. their
"ecumenical" and "pluralistic" approach to Bible versions. The Fundamental
schools reproved and rebuked in this work reject the evidence for 356 doctrinal
errors in the 'new' versions of the Bible and reject any one who uses ONLY the
King James Bible. BFT #2928 for a gift of $7.00 + $5.00 S&H.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

THE REVISION REVISED AND OTHER BOOKS BY DEAN BURGON, EDWARD MILLER,
JACK MOORMAN AND MANY MORE AT THE DEAN BURGON SOCIETY AND BFT

Any of the books by Dean John William Burgon, Edward Miller, his assistant and former student,
or Jack Moorman, etc., can be ordered from the Dean Burgon Society or Bible for Today or
purchased on Amazon by typing in the title. The Revision Revised BFT #611
www.DeanBurgonSociety.org
www.BibleForToday.org
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This book, Origin of the Critical Text by Dr. Williams, M.D., Ph.D. is a synopsis of the origin of the corrupted Critical Text (CT) that lies behind the modern versions of the Bible. The development of the text from "the beginning"
until modern times through significant pivotal points is examined. It is written so that the layman can understand the issues, but it will be a valuable
addition to the libraries of schools, pastors, teachers, and people in the
pews..

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, The Lie that Changed the Modern World by Dr. H. D. Williams,
M.D., Ph.D. is a detailed progressive account of important historical facts
that pertain to the preservation of the Words of God and those who would
corrupt them. The results of the corruption of Bible texts and manuscripts
and their influence on modern versions is examined. Furthermore, an analysis of the social effects on society, churches, and the individual are evaluated.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

Dr. D. A. Waite, Th.D., Ph.D., said: There is a vital need for this book,
Word-For-Word Translating of the Received Texts, Verbal, Plenary
Translating by Dr. H. D. Williams, M.D., Ph.D. to inform sincere Biblebelieving Christians about the proper techniques of translating the
words of God into the receptor languages of the world. No book like this
one has ever been written. It is a unique and and much-needed book
that emphasizes the proper Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek texts to translate as well as the method to be used. It can be used as a guide for
proper translating.
CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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This book, One Tittle Shall In No Wise Pass by Dr. Chester Kulus, Ph.D. is a thorough
examination and refutation of the false premise by many scholars that the vowels
were not inspired or present in the Hebrew text from the beginning. Every library,
pastor, teacher, missionary, and evangelist should have this VERY important work in
his library.

CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON

This book, Verbal Plenary Preservation by Rev. Dennis Kwok and the faculty of Far
Eastern Bible College is a course on the doctrine of the verbal (the words) plenary
(all the words) preservation of the Bible. It is a much need book because the battle
for the Bible is intense in these last days. The course is needed to help individuals
understand the issues and to grow in the knowledge of the preservation of the Bible, the inspiration of the Bible, and proper translation of the Bible. It is a course
taught at Truth Bible-Presbyterian Church in Singapore by its Pastor and the faculty of Far Eastern Bible College.
CLICK HERE TO
ORDER THE BOOK
FROM AMAZON
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This book, Wycliffe Controversies, is by Dr. H. D. Williams, M.D., Ph.D. Dr. John
de Wycliffe (1324?-1384) is an important person in the history of the Bible and
Bible translating and many question surround his work. Are the Wycliffe Bible
versions based upon Old Latin Texts close to the Received Text or are they
closer to Alexandrian Texts that influenced Jerome's Latin Vulgate? In addition,
many other questions have been raised in the literature such as who were Wycliffe's close associates that participated in the work; where and when did the
Lollards that were associated with him originate; and many other controversies.
Modern scholars have called into question Wycliffe's participation in translating
and whether he translated any of the Wycliffe Bible. Was his curate or secretary,
John Purvey, a Lollard as well as a writer of the prologue and a translator and of
the Late Version of the Wycliffe Bible? This work is an attempt to bring attention
to the questions and contradictions in the literature. This book does not solve all
the problems and questions. It is an endeavor to itemize the controversies and
suggest some answers. Dr. Williams' work will present the significant conflicts in
current and past literature in one place so that researchers and interested students will have a starting point.

