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I. The Objective Witness of Scripture- What does it mean that the Bible is the Word of God?  Christians use the Bible as the norm of Christian faith and life but what is the origin, authority, and character of the Holy Scripture?  
The doctrine of Scripture must be based upon the witness of Scripture just as any other doctrine in the whole realm of Christian confession.

The Bible has come to us through human instrumentality.  The Bible has human authors and was not merely “dropped out of heaven.”  Since the fall of man, men are born in sin and thus err in every activity they set themselves upon.  If God used human authors, it would seem that the Bible would also be human, in more than authorship, but it would be fallible.  The conclusion has been drawn by some such as J. Monro Gibson, that the Bible was authored by humans and is therefore fallible.  
Others such as Karl Barth have claimed that the Bible is fallible, but it contains the substance of God’s word.  In response, Professor Murray writes: “If divine influence could thus intrude itself at certain points (substance), why should not this same preserving power exercise itself at every point in the writing of Scripture?” (5).  We must come to the conclusion that the Bible witnesses to itself.  The evidence for the infallibility and inerrancy of the Bible is the witness of Scripture itself.
     Although the Bible contains mysteries which the finite human mind cannot fully fathom such as the doctrine of the Trinity, this is no reason for us to say that the Scripture is therefore errant.  Professor Murray writes: “Faith is not inconsistent with unresolved questions” (8).  We must not try to reason in defense of apparent contradictions before we can say the Bible is inerrant, but in the Scripture’s witness of itself as God’s word, so we have faith that it is God’s word.  There is nothing wrong with arguing for an apparent contradiction and trying to understand a particular text better in light of another, however, reason alone is never the foundation for our belief in God’s Word.  
The Bible says it is God’s Word and therefore we submit to this truth by faith.  If we have to look somewhere else to prove the Bible, we are conceding it is not infallible ultimately.

     What is the witness of Scripture with reference to its own character?  It must be said first that we should not go to the Bible trying to prove it based on the alleged inductive and scientific method.  When trying to prove the Bible as the Word of God, Professor Murray instructs: “The character and content of his faith in Scripture as the Word of God must be dictated by the divine witness bearing directly upon that precise question” (10).  
A. What is the testimony of the Scripture regarding itself- The Negative Evidence- The Bible itself in giving us through numerous human authors the history of redemption, gives us the facts of the history negative and positive.  This means not only does it tell us the story of God’s pleasure in his servant King David, but that King David disobeyed God and sinned just like any other fallen man.  The Bible in its internal witness does not try to argue for a perfect history of redemption insofar as fallen man is involved in God’s redemption.  Another aspect of this is that all of the books of the Bible affirm the others.  Paul speaks of the Old Testament books as being the very Words of God.  The authors although separated by time and distinct in a particular period of redemptive history, all claim the other books as foundational words of God which they believe.  Some claim that Jesus in the Sermon on the Mount (Mt. 7) was abrogating certain Old Testament laws and was therefore disagreeing with God’s Word.  However, a clear reading of the passages will show that Jesus was not abrogating commands, thus undermining the Scripture, but that he was fulfilling certain commands and rituals in his own person and work.  
The Positive Evidence- Professor Murray writes: “If the witness of Scripture is not accepted as the ground of the doctrine of Scripture, if it is not reliable in this department of doctrine, then by what right can its witness be pleaded as the authority in any department of truth?” (17-18).  This means that the Bible claims to be the Word of God.  The prophets and all the human writes speak “Thus says the LORD” when speaking to men.  These are the words of God, not human words.  Throughout the Old Testament the prophets appeal to the writings of Moses as being the very words of God and they never alter these words, only represent them to a new time of redemptive history.  In the New Testament, it opens immediately with a canonical set of 39 books which make up the Old Testament.  The Old Testament is established as God’s authoritative Word and the New Testament constantly assumes this.  The authoritative writers of the New Testament affirm and constantly assume the sacred character of the Old Testament books.  

     Several passages in the New Testament affirm the authority of the Old Testament books.  Matthew 5:17-19: Our Lord Jesus in Matthew 5:17-19 asserts the Old Testament writings as the Word of God.  He is emphatic when he says that he did not come to destroy the Law but to fulfill it.  He is not come to abrogate the writings, nor to change them, but to act in accordance with the words already written in the sacred canon.  When Jesus speaks of the “Law and the Prophets” he probably is referring to the entire Old Testament itself.  Jesus affirms the verbal inspiration, meaning the inspiration of not just the words but the thoughts of the Old Testament writers.  He says emphatically that every jot and tittle (the most minute distinctions in Hebrew consonants) shall be fulfilled.  In John 10: 33-36, Jesus says to the Saduccees that Scripture (singular) cannot be broken.  Using a passage from Psalm 82:6, Jesus is reaffirming that even the most seemingly unimportant Scripture is trustworthy, authoritative and inerrant.  
The Scripture cannot be broken is evidence that the Lord believed that God’s Word was final.  Professor Murray writes: “[Our Lord’s] attitude is one of meticulous acceptance and revererence.  The only explanation of such an attitude is that what Scripture said, God said, that the Scripture was God’s word, that it was God’s Word because it was Scripture and that it was or became Scripture because it was God’s Word” (27).  In II Timothy 3:16, the Apostle Paul writes clearly about God’s Word.  He says “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God,” or “God-breathed”.  In Chapter one of II Timothy, Paul had already reminded Timothy that he had known the “holy writings” from birth meaning the Old Testament.  Now Paul affirms that in addition to the accepted Old Testament writings, all Scripture is breathed and given by inspiration of God.  Professor Murray writes: “The predication which Paul here makes is nothing less than the high doctrine of plenary inspiration.  For Paul is not here speaking of an inbreathing on the part of God into the writers of holy Scripture nor even into holy Scripture itself.  The term Paul uses represents the concept of “breathing out” rather than “breathing in” and is far removed from the notion that a human product or witness is so interpenetrated with divine truth or influence that it becomes the Word of God.  The whole emphasis is upon the fact that all Scripture proceeds from God and is therefore invested with a divinity that makes it as authoritative and efficient as a word oracularly spoken by God directly to us” (31). 
In II Peter 1:20,21, the Apostle Peter says that Scripture was not given by private interpretation nor the will of man, but that man borne or carried along by the Holy Spirit to write the words of God.  Here Peter shows the human and the divine character of Scripture: human writers spoke the words of God because they were borne along by the Holy Spirit.  God took human agencies so that they spoke God’s Word to man. 
John Murray sums up the teaching of the Bible in the New Testament: “…We find that human authorship or instrumentality is fully recognized and yet human agency is not conceived of as in any way impairing the divine origin, character, truth, and authority of Scripture.  It is divine in its origin because it is the product of God’s creative breath and because it was as borne by the Holy Spirit that men spoke from God” (33).  
B. The Organic Unity of the Bible and Progressive Revelation- The organic unity of the Bible, the Old and New Testament should be understood in light of the consummation of the New Testament and the preparation of the Old Testament.  God spoke through Moses and the Prophets in the Old Testament and in these final days, he has spoken to us by his Son (Heb. 1:1-3).  Professor Murray writes: “The New Testament Scripture enshrines and conveys to us the content of that new and better covenant, established upon better promises” (35).  The Meaning of Pentecost is important for understanding the Scripture in the new and better covenant.  God carried along prophets who spoke God’s Word to the people in the Old Testament, but now he has sent his Son and the Spirit has come.  Christ says that the apostles should not concern themselves about what they say when they are directed to go forth and proclaim that his Kingdom has come (Mt. 10: 19,20), that the Holy Spirit will come as a Counselor or Comforter and lead them into all truth (John 16: 7, 13).  
After Jesus’ resurrection he imparted the Holy Spirit to them by breathing on his disciples in John 20:22.  With the authority of the Old Testament taken as God’s Word, then we should have no problem understanding this new and better way of God’s communication to men in the New Testament.  As an apostle, Paul writes in 1 Corinthians 7 with apostolic authority to the Church.  He can do this because he is “being borne along” by the Holy Spirit just as the prophets of the Old Testament.  There should be no misunderstanding because Paul says: “Not the Lord, but I say,” because he is saying that although there are no written commandments to address the problem, he with apostolic authority, is speaking God’s Word to the church.  Paul appeals to the Holy Spirit (as do all the apostles) as the source of the wisdom of his message to the church.  
Professor Murray concludes: “If the testimony of Scripture on the doctrine of Scripture is not authentic and trustworthy, then the finality of Scripture is irretrievably undermined.  The question at stake is not the place of Scripture as the canon of faith…The rejection of the inerrancy of Scripture means the rejection of Christ’s own witness to Scripture.  Finally, and most pointedly, then, the integrity of our Lord’s witness is the crucial issue in this battle of the faith” (41-42).  
II. The Internal Witness of the Spirit- There is no true faith in the authority of Scripture without the internal testimony of the Holy Spirit.  Barthianism- Professor Murray call this “the most important cleavage within Protestantism today” (43).  What is the Barthian view? Scripture is authoritative because it witnesses to the Word of God; it is the vessel or vehicle of the Word of God to us.  In that respect Scripture is said to be unique and in that sense it is called the Word of God (43).  In contrast to Murray’s belaboring the objectivity of the Scripture in history, Barthianism says that there is no objectivity only the words of God to one in the “here and now.”  God reveals himself through this medium of Scripture and through a human crisis and divine decision does the Bible becomes the Word of God (43).   In contrast to this view, (although some claim it is the Reformed position) the Westminster Confession of Faith says, “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.”  This explains that above reason and man’s subjective witness of the Scripture, the Scripture is to be received because it is the Word of God; Scripture is authoritative because God is its author..  Objectively, the Scripture is God’s word and it does not become the word of God in reoccurring crisis experiences, but as the Holy Spirit works in our heart to receive this word.  Fallen man must be convinced of the Scripture’s authority, but fallen man does not give Scripture its authority.
 Scripture that explains the internal work of the Spirit-  1 Cor. 2: 14-15 says that the natural man does not understand nor receive the things of the Spirit of God, they are foolishness to him.  John 3:3 says you must be born again to enter or see the Kingdom of Heaven.  Objectively, the Word of God is evident to all, but we cannot perceive this and receive it as divine until God works in our hearts by the Holy Spirit.  Paul teaches that not only are these things spiritually discerned and only the spiritual man can receive them, but all the words of God—written or preached—can only be received when the Spirit works in the hearts of dead, fallen men. 
D. Conclusion- Our faith rests upon the fact that though the Word of God is brought through the instrumentality of men, it is not the word of man but in very truth the Word of God (50).  It is the function of the Holy Spirit to open the minds of men to perceive that testimony and cause the Word of God to be borne home to the mind of man with ruling power and conviction (51).  The testimony of Scripture consists in illumination, most strictly considered, the testimony resides in the Scripture itself and not at all in the ever-present activity of the Spirit (contra Barth).  The Spirit demonstrates in His witness (1 Thess. 1:5, 6); He gives power and is supplementary to the word of the gospel itself (52).  
The Holy Spirit bears witness to the Scripture in our minds and hearts.
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