EXPLANATION OF OUR NON-VPP STAND

(Presented on Sunday, 6 November 2005 to the congregation of Calvary Jurong B-P Church
by Rev James Chan Lay Seng, Pastor of Calvary Jurong B-P Church)

OUR STAND FOR THE BIBLE

1. Weare going through a very tough time. Our church isfacing a problem concerning the
VPP teaching (Verbal Plenary Preservation). The VPP proponents did not keep quiet
even after we have declared our stand on 2 October 2005. They continue to promote the
VPP and try to lead as many members as possible to |eave the church.

The Board of Eldersis concerned for the welfare of the church and wants to explain to
our members why we take the non-V PP stand.

2. Wedo not want to pick on anyone. However, it isinevitable that some names have to be
mentioned in this presentation because the VPP teaching comes from them.

3. We want to assure our members that we believe the Bible is the inspired, infallible and
inerrant Word of God as stated in our Constitution 4.2.1.

We hold to the inerrancy and infallibility of the Bible in the original writings.
b. Thisisinthe original autographs of the Old and New Testaments.

(1) The Old Testament was written in Hebrew and Aramaic.

(2) The New Testament was written in Greek.

(3) These O.T and N.T writings are known as Autographs.

(4) Only the original autographs of the O.T and N.T are the inspired, infallible and
inerrant Word of God.

c. This has always been the Bible-Presbyterian position since its founding in 1950. |
learned this wonderful truth from Rev Timothy Tow at FEBC.

4. We believe that the King James Version (KJV) is the most faithful and accurate
translation of the Bible in English.

a.  We believe that the KJV is the work of godly trandators, using the best Hebrew
and Greek texts. They have done a wonderful job in producing for us the Word of
God initsentirety, the KJV, which is the closest to the original.

b. We want to assure our members that we can trust our English KJV because al the
doctrines, miracles, prophecies, facts of history, geography and science are
accurate; and all the promises of God given to men are reliable and trustworthy.

c. We can preach, teach, study and believe it with full confidence.

d.  Wewill continue to use the KJV in al our ministries.



e. Thisisthe position we held since the beginning of the Bible-Presbyterian Church in
Singapore in 1950.

f. Thisisaso the position held by the Westminster Divines, the Reformers, the KJV
trandators and many fundamental Christians all over the world.

Please do not listen to the accusation of some who said that we do not believe the
Bible.

We believe in the Divine Preservation of God’'s Word, and that all the words are kept
pure, and preserved in the body of manuscripts throughout the ages.

a.  However, we do not believe the VPP teaching as defined in the True Life B-P
Church and FEBC's amended Constitution, Article 4.2.1.2 “We believe the
Hebrew Old Testament and the Greek New Testament underlying the Authorised
(King James) Version to be the very word of God, infallible and inerrant.” (Refer
Appendix A).

b. Thisiscertainly anew teaching — the teaching of VPP.

THE ORIGIN OF VPP TEACHING IN SINGAPORE
The VPP teaching started in June 2002.

a. The FEBC wanted to defend the KJV position by publishing a paper in “The
Burning Bush”.

The discussion went on between Dr Jeffrey Khoo and Rev Charles Seet — “Why |
Resigned from Teaching at FEBC, Rev Charles Seet’s letter to Life B-P Church
Session, 8.11.02, pg 1”.

In June this year (2002) | had prepared answers in support of our KJV only
position in response to two sets of questions (a total of 70 questions) that
were written by some writers who do not hold to the KJV only position. |
shared these with Dr Jeffrey Khoo and he proposed that we publish it
jointly in the next issue of the Burning Bush. He also proposed some
amendments to them which | did not entirely agree with. For instance, | had
written for my answer to the question, Must we possess a perfectly
flawless Bible trandation in order to call it “the Word of God?” If so,
how do we know “it” is perfect? If not, why do some limit “the Word of
God” to only one 17" Century English transation? Where was “the
Word of God” prior to 16117

Later, Rev Quek Suan Y ew participated in the discussion.

Both Dr Jeffrey Khoo and Rev Quek believe that a “Perfect God has given
man a Perfect Bible’ though they do not have enough evidence to prove it
— Why | Resigned from Teaching at FEBC, Rev Charles Seet’s letter to
Life BPC Session, 8.11.02, p.5.



In the mean time, Rev Quek Suan Y ew sent me an e-mail in which he stated
(25" duly):

“Please allow me to say that you have written very clearly and very well
what | used to believe. But also allow me to say that | find your arguments
contradictory which was also the same contradiction | had in my own heart
till 1 change the entire premise of my approach... If | say that God has
preserved the biblical texts and | DO NOT HAVE it then how can | say that
GOD has preserved it!  This was the contradiction | had in my heart for
quite a while. | did not know how to reconcile it. No matter how many
books on the evidence of transmission | read, | could not answer all the
guestions, until 1 change the entire premise of my understanding. My
approach was to BEGIN FROM THE BIBLE, THEN EVALUATE ALL
OTHER EVIDENCE IN LIGHT OF THE BIBLE EVEN THOUGH | MAY
NOT HAVE ALL THE ANSWERS. DID GOD INSPIRE HISWORD? YES
DID GOD PRESERVE HISTEXT? YES PSALM 12:6-7 MAKES THAT
VERY VERY CLEAR.... If | till have questions that | cannot answer, then
the problem is not with the preserved texts but my weak and fragile
interpretation of the evidence before me. | may not have enough evidence
at this point in time or that my ability isimpaired or both. BUT | CANNOT
AND WILL NOT SAY THAT GOD HAS INSPIRED AND PRESERVED A
BIBLICAL TEXT FOR MAN BUT WE DO NOT HAVE IT. THISIS A
CONTRADICTION THAT, IN MY OPINION, UNDERMINES AND
PERHAPS ATTACKS THE OMNIPOTENCE OF GOD.”

b. The VPP proponents claim Psalm 12:6, 7 as scriptural support.

c. Thediscussion went on, and there were many disagreementsin their views.

(i) Inthe end, Rev Charles Seet and Rev Colin Wong resigned from teaching at
F.E.B.C.

(i) Thebook KJV Q&A was subsequently printed in 2003.

2. Thisisthe beginning of the VPP teaching in Singapore.

a. | have never heard of this teaching in my days at FEBC. Rev Timothy Tow said
that only the original autographs are inspired.

b. Dr Waite regards the TR underlying the KJB as inerrant, infallible and inspired,
and that this is his own personal conviction and belief — Defending the KJB,
p.48, 49. Hedid not makeit adoctrine. (Refer Appendix B1 & B2).
IIl. THE BIBLICAL BASIS FOR VPP TEACHING

1. The VPP proponents quote Psalm 12:6, 7; Matthew 5:18, 24:35 as scriptural support.



In fact, these verses support the Preservation of the Bible only. We must not go
beyond what the Bible says. When Scriptureissilent, we must be silent too.

In his book KJV Q&A, the author asked: “Is Psam 12:7 talking about God's
preservation of His people or of His Words?

a Hesad, “Anti-KJVists, however, deny that verse 7 refers to the *words' of verse 6.
They say that the words ‘them’ in verse 7 refers to the *poor’ and ‘needy’ of verse
5",
Whilethisis possible, it is preferable and only natural to read verse 7 in connection

with its nearest antecedent, which isin verse 6, referring to the “words of the Lord”
— KJV Q&A (p.26, 27).

b. Itisnot truethat those who refer “them” in verse 7 to people are anti-KJVists.

(1) Matthew Henry referred “them” to people in his Commentary Vol. 3, p.281.
(Refer Appendix C1).

(2) Charles H. Spurgeon said the same, and referred “them” (v.7) to God's
people — The Treasury of David, Vol 1, p. 141. (Refer Appendix C2).

(3 The KJV trandators themselves referred “them” to everyone of them
(people) — refer 1% print of KJV in 1611. (Refer Appendix C3).

c. Infact, there is no gpecific biblical support that the Hebrew Old Testament and
the Greek New Testament underlying the Authorized KJV isthe very Word of God,
infallible and inerrant.

V. THE MOTIVE FOR DEFENDING KJV

The VPP proponents have a good motive to defend the KJV Bible, but their methods are
wrong.

1.

They elevate the KJV underlying Hebrew and Greek texts to the level of the original
Bible (Autograph) which isinspired, inerrant and infallible.

No one (except Dr Waite and the VPP proponents) in the past or present, would hold to
such a position because to do so would be going beyond what the Bible plainly teaches.
Moreover, Dr Waite wrote in his book, Defending the KJB, p. 48, that it is his own
personal conviction and belief.

We have asked many Bible scholars and teachers on thisissue.
a.  All regard it as an extreme view.
b. Someeven calledit aheresy.

The leader of VPP wants to give the impression that there are Christian leaders who
support this new teaching.

a G.l.Williamson



(1)

)

The author claimed the Westminster Confession of Faith and G. 1. Williamson
support his view in his KV Q&A, p 23, that the T.R. is a photocopy of the
autographs.

Reply from G.l. Williamson: “I do not believe that it is quite equal to a
photocopy of the autograph.”

At the end of hisletter he said: “No one should presume to quote me as one
who thinksthe TR is absolutely perfect.

In August 2002, we corresponded with G.I. Williamson, the one who
wrote the commentary on the Westminster Confession (1964) and
whom Dr Jeffrey Khoo quoted as saying:

“This brings us to the matter of God’s *singular care and providence' by
which He has ‘kept pure in all ages this origina text, so that we now
actually possess it in ‘authentical’ form. And let us begin by giving an
illustration from modern life to show that an original document may be
destroyed, without the text of that document being lost. Suppose you
were to write a will. Then suppose you were to have a photographic
copy of that will made. If the origina were then destroyed, the
photographic copy would still preserve the text of that will exactly the
same as the original itself (emphasis his). The text of the copy would
differ in no way whatever from the original, and so it would possess
exactly the same ‘truth’ and meaning as the original. ... Thusit is seen
to be the sober Truth, as declared by the Confession of Faith, that the
infallible text of the Word of God has ‘by ... singular care and
providence (been) kept pure in al ages,’ so that we do now actually
possess before our very eyes the *authentical’” text of the Word of the
living God. We may say concerning the actual words that we see on the
pages of the Greek New Testament, ‘Behold, there are the very words
which have come forth from the mouth of God. Amen.”

Jeffrey Khoo: | say Amen to Williamson’s exposition of the WCF and
the doctrine of providential preservation.”

Thiswas the reply that we received from G. |. Williamson:

----- Original Message -----

From: “G.l. Williamson” <giwopc@rconnect.com>
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2002 5:25 AM

Subject: clarification

While | have great respect for the so-called Textus Receptus (TR), | do
not believe that it is quite equal to a photocopy of the autographa.
You may know of Dr. Edward F. Hills who has written defending the
King James Version as the best version because it is/was based on the
TR. He was a long time friend and we had many discussions of this



very question. He helped me to see the cogency of the argument for
high respect for the Byzantine/Magjority text. Of all people in the
ancient world the Greek speaking Eastern Church surely would have
been the place where changes - even those made unintentionally by
people making hand written copies - would have been most likely
detected. | accept that as a sound argument. But even Dr. Hills was not
quitewilling to absolutizethe TR. And neither am I.

It must be remembered that the foundation of the argument for the
superiority of the TR is the doctrine of divine providence. God, who
controls all things, has seen to it that his word has been preserved. True.
But it is this same true God who has also preserved throughout the
area of the world in which the ancient church developed
trandations into other languages, and some manuscript copies of
the Greek N.T. which are not always in complete agreement with
the TR. I do not think we have a right to automatically rule out as
of no value whatever this component. It may be true that the TR is
right 99 times out of 100 - when thereisatextual question. But that
does not, in my opinion, provethat it isalwaysright.

The bottom line for me, then, is that | give great deference to the TR.
But | cannot go along with those who think that it is so perfect that
there is no work for us to do in comparing the other ancient
manuscripts, etc. | think my own Commentary (pp. 15-17) makes this
sufficiently clear that no one should presume to guote me as one who
thinks the TR (the Byzantine/M ajority/Received Text) is absolutely

perfect.

| hope this is of some help. Don't hesitate to come back if | can be of
further assistance.

In Christ,

G.l. Williamson

----- Original Message -----

From: G.l. Williamson

Sent: Monday, August 12, 2002 11:40 PM
Subject: More on TR

| had to respond rather quickly yesterday and now, in reading over your
note again, feel that | should add a bit.

In your letter you said: “There are some influential leaders in my
Church who understand and quote your statement to support the idea
that God has raised, among the midst of the
Byzantine/M g ority/Received Text, a single purified Text which is the
virtual ‘ photocopy’ of the autograph.”



Thisis an interesting sentence because it could so easily be taken either
one or the other of two ways. It al depends on what is meant by the
word ‘virtual.” My dictionary says this word means. “having the
essence or effect but not the appearance or form of.” The same
dictionary says of the word ‘virtually’ that it means: “in effect though
not in fact; practically, nearly.” If the word virtually is intended in your
letter to mean this then | could agree with it. But if it is intended to
mean that the TR isa 100% perfect reproduction of the autograph,
then | could not agree with it. 1’'ve discussed this with various
scholars - including the late Edward F. Hills - and none of them
ever went quite that far. | hope that the people you describe as
‘influential leaders in your church do not go that far either
because, if they do, they have gone too far. But if they mean what the
dictionary defines as the meaning of virtual (virtually) then | believe |
could work with them.

| just felt that | should add thisto what | wrote yesterday.
Wishing you the Lord’ s grace and blessing,

G.l.

b. Edward F. Hills

(1) Inhisarticle, “A Pleafor a Perfect Bible, The Burning Bush, Jan 2003, p.11”,
the author claimed that E. F. Hills supports his view.

(2) Hills never claimed perfection for the KJV or its underlying text, but only
said that the uncertainties were kept down to a minimum by God’s special
providence.

In hisarticle, “A Pleafor a Perfect Bible” Dr Khoo cited E. F. Hills
as follows:

Such a high view of Scripture grants believers maximum certainty
with regard to the authenticity of the inspired words of Scripture.
And such certainty can only be had if the doctrine of the special
providential preservation of the Scriptures is upheld. Dr E F Hills
wrote, “if we believe in the special providential preservation of the
Scriptures ... we obtain maximum certainty, al the certainty that
any mere man can obtain, all the certainty that we need. For we are
led by the logic of faith to the Masoretic Hebrew text, to the New
Testament Textus Receptus, and to the King James Version.”

Thefollowing isthe full context from p.224 of E.F. Hill’sbook,
“TheKing JamesVersion Defended” :

“Maximum Certainty Versus Maximum Uncertainty.



God’s preservation of the New Testament text was not
miraculous but providential. The scribes and printers who
produced the copies of the New Testament Scriptures and the
true believers who read and cherished them were not inspired
but God-guided. Hence there are some New Testament
passages in which the true reading cannot be determined with
absolute certainty. There are some readings, for example, on
which the manuscripts are almost equally divided, making it
difficult to determine which reading belongs to the Traditional
Text. Also in some of the cases in which the Textus Receptus
disagrees with the Traditional Text it is hard to decide which text
to follow. Also, as we have seen, sometimes the several editions of
the Textus Receptus differ from each other and from the King
James Version. And, as we have just observed, the case is the same
with the Old Testament text. Here it is hard at times to decide
between the kethibh and the keri and between the Hebrew text and
the Septuagint and Latin Vulgate versions. Also there has been a
controversy concerning the headings of the Psalms.

In other words, God does not reveal every truth with equal clarity.
In biblical criticism, as in every other department of knowledge
there are still some details in regard to which we must be content
to remain uncertain. But the special providence of God has kept
these uncertainties down to a minimum. Hence if we believe in
the specia providential preservation of the Scriptures and make
this the leading principle of our biblical textua criticism, we obtain
maximum certainty, all the certainty that any mere man can obtain,
al the certainty we need. For we are led by the logic of faith to the
Masoretic Hebrew text, to the New Testament Textus Receptus,
and to the King James Version.”

The underlined words were the parts quoted by Dr Khoo. As anyone
can see, his selective quotation of E.F. Hills to support his view has
caused him to misrepresent Hills. Hills never claimed perfection
for the KJV or its underlying text but only claimed that the
uncertainties were kept down to a minimum by God’'s special
providence. Notice that Dr Khoo also omitted the part that reads,
“and make this the leading principle of our biblical textual
criticism.” This may have been done deliberately, since Dr Khoo is
against biblical textual criticism.

John Owen
The author of John Owen on The Perfect Bible, The Burning Bush July 2004,
claimed that John Owen is of the same view.

He omitted John Owen’s own acknowledgement of variant readings in the
immediately proceeding paragraph.



The words of John Owen that were omitted in the article, John Owen on The
Perfect Bible, The Burning Bush, July 2004, show that Owen did not hold to the
“The Perfect Bible” view.

In an article, John Owen on The Perfect Bible The Burning Bush (July
2004), Dr Jeffrey Khoo claimed that John Owen believed in VPP. He
wrote that

Owen not only believed in a 100% inspired Autographa but also a
100% preserved Apographa. He wrote, “It is true, we have not the
Autographa of Moses and the prophets, of the apostles and evangelists;
but the Apographa or ‘copies’ which we have contain every iota that
was in them (387). (Refer Appendix D1).

He conveniently omitted John Owen’s own acknowledgement of
variant readings in the immediately proceeding paragraph on p
388, (Refer Appendix D2).

There is no doubt but that in the copies we now enjoy of the Old
Testament there are some diverse readings, or various
lections....But yet we affirm, that the whole Word of God, in every
letter and tittle, as given from Him by inspiration is preserved
without corruptions. Where there is any variety it is always in
things of less, indeed of no, importance. God by his providence
preserving the whole entire, suffered this lesser variety to fall out,
in or among the copies we have, for the quickening and exercising
of our diligencein our search into HisWord.

The words of Owen that were omitted in Dr Khoo's article show
that Owen did not hold to Dr Khoo's VPP view, and that he
advocated the exercise of diligence in searching into God’s Word
to har monise textual difficulties.

Trinitarian Bible Society (TBS)

In a table entitled What Kind of Bible Do You Have? defining three views of the
Perfection of the Bible, the author claimed the Trinitarian Bible Society (TBS) as
holding “The Perfect Bible” view.

A check made with Mr_Mark Fenn, Editorial Asst of TBS, London in August
2002 confirmed that TBS does not take “ The Perfect Bible” view.

Dr_David Allen, the deputation speaker of TBS, verified during his trip to
gpeak at the Life B-P Church camp in June 2004, that TBS does not take the
position that Dr Jeffrey Khoo advocates.
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In a table entitled What Kind of Bible Do You Have? defining three views
of the Perfection of the Bible, Dr Jeffrey Khoo misrepresented the
Trinitarian Bible Society (TBS) as holding the Perfect Bible view.

A check made with Mr Mark Fenn, Editorial Asst of TBS, London in
August 2002 confirmed that TBS does not take the view as Dr Khoo
alleged. When asked what is the meaning of the phrase found in the WCF
“kept pure in al ages’, Mr Fenn produced an article written by Mr A.J.
Brown, the Editorial Secretary of the TBS, as found in the TBS Quarterly
Record, Oct-Dec 1984 entitled “Faith and Textual Scholarship.”

The Reformed Position — The great 16th century Protestant
Reformers were under no illuson that their manuscripts were
perfect. Both Calvin and Beza, for example, were quite prepared to
acknowledge that in matters of smaller details, all of their manuscripts
might be wrong at particular passages. This possibility did not greatly
trouble them because the doctrines of the Christian faith could al be
established from other passages which were not in doubt. The Reformers
upheld the general reliability of the text of the Greek and Hebrew
manuscripts, but they felt at liberty to debate over the exact wording of
individual passages.

Essentially the same view as Calvin's and Beza's was reflected in the
Westminster Confession and Particular Baptist Confession in the 17"
century. In declaring that the Old Testament in Hebrew and the New
Testament in Greek were “kept pure in all ages,” these confessional
statements noticeably do not here use the word “perfect.” They insisted
on the entire perfection of Scripture itself, but they did not speak of the
perfection of any or all of the manuscript copies.

Truthfulness — It is right to encourage an overall confidence in the Bible,
and a faith in the perfection of the inspired originals, and to give due
recognition to the workings of divine providence, but in common with
orthodox Christian scholars in every age we should also make a realistic
acknowledgement that the manuscript copies and the trangations are to
some extent subject to the fallibility of human creatures. It is potentially
damaging for a minister to pretend to his congregation that there are no
differences or difficulties among the manuscripts. Sooner or later the
pretence will be found out by those who use the minds which God gave
them, and the damage to faith may be far greater than if the existence of
difficulties had been candidly admitted. The interests of truth and faith are
not well served by suppressing information about the historical evidence.

Faith and Uncertainty — Even some very conservative writers would
agree that there are at least some textual details in regard to which we
must be content to remain uncertain (for example, Dr E.F. Hills“The King
James Version Defended” 1984, p 224). The fact that there are textual
difficulties affecting some matters of detail does not destroy any doctrine
which is essential to salvation. There is therefore no reason why this
limited area of uncertainty should unsettle the saving faith of the believer.



The Burning Bush Jan 2003, p 11 (See Proponents, last column)
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Inter national Council of Christian Churches (ICCC)
(1) In his chart, “What Kind of Bible Do You Have?’, the author claimed that
| CCC supports his view of “The Perfect Bible”.

(2) The author of “A Child of God looks at the Doctrine of VPP, The Burning
Bush July 2005, p 77" claimed that the ICCC holds the VPP view.

The Singapore Council of Christian Churches (SCCC) on 29 October 2005,
reiterates its stand “On the Scriptures’ that they do not hold to the VPP theory.
(Refer Appendix E1).

In fact, the SCCC calls upon believers NOT to subscribe to the VPP teaching.

THE DANGER OF VPP TEACHING

The VPP proponents make this new teaching a touchstone of Christian fundamentalism.
Those who disagree with them are branded as Neo-Evangelicals and Neo-Fundamentals.
They accuse them of denying the Bible.

They promote this new teaching at all costs without considering its destructive effects on
the peace and unity of our church.

We know that they are working hard to get as many members as possible out of our
church.

This kind of action cannot come from God as it divides the family of God and causes
strife and contention.

SUMMARY OF THE VPP TEACHING

The VPP teaching that the Hebrew and Greek texts underlying the KJV are perfect has
no specific scriptural support. All the scriptural verses quoted by the VPP proponents
simply refer to the Divine Providence of God's Preservation of His Word. If the TR
underlying the KJV is perfect, God will show us clearly and the Holy Spirit will guide
us to this so-called truth, but thisis not the case.

The KJV trandators themselves did not claim that their trandation is perfect.

a. Infact, the KIV has gone through many editions and revisions.

b. Likewise, the Hebrew and Greek texts underlying the KJV.

c. TheTrinitarian Bible Society (TBS) did not claim that the TR or the KJV is perfect.

The VPP proponents claimed that G. I. Williamson, Edward Hills, John Owen, TBS and
| CCC support their view but thisis not so, as shown above.



VII.

The VPP teaching is based on human reasoning, arguments and assumptions. It should,
therefore, be rejected.

a. It hasno evidence of scriptural support. It isbased on persona convictions.

b. Itisnot adoctrine but a new teaching. Charles Spurgeon says. “There is nothing
new in theology save that which isfalse”.

c. ThelCCC (SCCC) calson all Christians not to accept the VPP teaching.

The VPP teaching is regarded as heresy by many Christian |eaders.

CONCLUSION

Members, what would you do when you know that the new VPP teaching is not true?
Would you allow it to flourish in our church?

Our main desire is to protect the church from going astray, and to guide our people in
the right path.

We hope you will examine this new VPP teaching carefully. Find out the truth from the
direct source.

We welcome VPP believers to worship with us but they must not teach or_promote the
VPP theory.

Those who stand strongly for VPP, our Senior Pastor, Dr Tow Siang Hwa, has a
message for you in hisletter dated 24 October 2005.

13



24 October 2005

Members,

Calvary BP Church
1 Tao Ching Road
Singapore

Dear beloved in the Lord Jesus,

VPP is not a touchstone of fundamentalism. It is not an essential to the salvation
of souls. With or without VPP, we can continue with what we have been doing
these past fifty yearsin our BP Church: preach the Word, save souls, defend the
gospel, build up the faith of the believers, and earnestly contend for the faith
once delivered (Jude 3).

1 AS| HAVE BEEN “PROVOKING” OUR PEOPLE

The Lord had blessed our small band, come out of Life Church in early 1970sto
evangelize Jurong, and caused us to multiply a hundredfold. Should it not be
time for us to branch out again to fulfill the Great Commission?

Those who have difficulty with the Statement issued by the Board of Elders on
2 October, may see this as God’s indication for a new evangelistic outreach. |f
so, go and start another Gospel work. Ask the Lord's blessing and the BOE's
also. “Whether therefore ye eat, or drink, or whatsoever ye do, do all to the
glory of God” (1 Cor 10:31).

2. FINALLY, DO WHAT GOD’'SWORD SAYS

“ And we beseech you, brethren, to know them which labour among you, and are
over you in the Lord, and admonish you; And to esteem them very highly in
love for their work's sake. And be at peace among yourselves’ (1 Thess 5:12,
13).

Be gentle, gracious, and grateful to Rev & Mrs James Chan and the Elders who
have cared so well for you these many years. God bless!

Lovingly in the Lord
Dr SH Tow, S Pastor
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All speakers are kindly requested io abidle by the following statemont of fai
th of
True Life B-P Church and Far Eastern Bible College

the Langer and Shorler Catechisms i
42 In abdwevizled fom,

The: chiet tenots of Ihe docrine of the ©
rh ; I hwﬂxmﬂ'rmhhpmﬁaﬁ'cm,m

i e e the divine, Vesbal Plensey inspination and v :
the Scriplures [Agographs) i the onginal fangusnes, their Wutographe] and Verbal Plenary Preservasion of

consequent inemancy and jnkafibillly, and as fhe
petkecd Word of Gaod, mu&rlrmmﬂhﬂm‘n-hfailhmd Hlu{?TmliE;?Pnt1'm-?1;Prsﬁ.ﬁ-?;hlan

[N R . = = = L1 r
Version fo be 1he very Woed of God, infaliible m:m'
4213 WcLﬁnHmEAmhnmedﬂ*ngﬂms}UHﬂhﬂmbemmdﬂ!End-

. i co- and co-elemal Persons: Fafher ]
(Deut b:4; 1 John 57), e PR AT FE

423 We bebeve hal Jesus Cliisl, the etermal Son of God, Wets concenved by he Holy Spirid, born of the
:‘:rﬁ'l.ggﬂ;:t& true: Cod and e man in complete amt diect ulflment of isaish 714 {Maft 120-23. Juhn
424 We befeve Cod created 1hee white universe ex rvifibey {Gisk of nofhing) by the Wi of He mowlh, and all
:'tary good, in the space of sin e or natural doys {Gen 11, Exod 20:11, P5 148:5; Jotn 13, Col 4:16; Heb
13K
$25  We helieve tar man was created in the image of God, bul sitned feough the fall of Adam, thereby
incuttingy ot anly physical death but abse spirihal death, which is sepseation from God and thal all human beings
e boan with & smiui nature and becoma sinmees in thoughd, word and dece |Gen 1 76-27 Hom 11020, 519
BZ3).
426 Ve believe thal the Lord Jesus Cleist died a propilistory snd expialony dealh a5 a epreseniative and
subsfitulionary sacribce, and that all who repernl ol thair sins and believe in Him are jsifed belore Ged on the
groimds of His shed blood {Rom 5:8-11: 1 Joha 21 Pet 11819y,
427  We befieva in the boddy resunection of ou Lo Jesys Chiist, in Hes ascension inlo Hesven, and in His
sxallaton & Ihe Hphl kend of God, where He inlarcedes for us 25 ou High Priezl and Advocate (1 Cor 15144,
15-1% Fhil 22911, Heb 3:1, 4:14-15),
A28 We believe w e personal, visdie and pramiflenriad relum of ou Locd ard Saviour Jesus Chaist o
pudge this workd, restoee His nalion Israel to groatness, s bring peace 1 the nisllons s King of kings and Lond
ol lords {Jer 317, Zech 14-9, Acts 16, Rew 20:1-7);
128  We behieve tha salvation is by grace through faith alone. not by works, and fhat all whz repent ard
secedin the Lond Jesus Chisl as their personal Saviour ere bom agas by the Holy Spiit and thereby bocome The
thidren of God (Rom 5:1, 8:14.16° Eph ZE-10; 1 Tim 25 Tt 24y,
4210 We befeve fhal the minisiry of Ihe: Holy Spirit is 1o gharily the Lord Jesus Chiist and % convicd pisd
repenerale the simner, and mdwed, quite, insiuct and smpower e belaver lor godly Bvang and service (John
16:7-14; Rom &:1-7);
4211 We heheul thal Chiist instiuted the Sacrament of Beplism lor believers and their chidhen and (he
Socramedt of the Lord's Supper, which saciamenls <hall be ohserved by His Church (il He comes (Mot 28:149, 1
Con 11:20-28);
4212 We L&iﬂw in ihe ptemal secieity, bodily ieserection and etermal biessedness of the saved, and n fhe
Boty resurroction and edemal conscious punishment of the lost (1 Cor 15:51.53: 1 Thess 4:13- 18 Rev 2011
15
HE:I.! We belizve m ihe ieal spirfual unity o Cheist of 8 redeemed by His precioue blood angd the necassify
of taithlully mairaining the purily of the Church i doctine and [ilke according o the Word of God, and the
printiple ami practice of bibfical sepasation fom the aposiasy of the day being spearheaded by e Erumenical
Wovemient and other lalse movements thal contradict the Holy Scriptures ard the Histone Chirsfian Faith (2 Cor
G171, Jude 3, Hew 16:4).
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48 DEFENDING THE KING JAMES BIBLE

Text. Tyndale was a great Bible translator who was martyred because
of s Bible translation.

(23) The French Version of Oliveton (1535) used the
Received Text,
{24) The Coverdale Bible (1535) used the Received
Texi.
{25) The Matthews Bible (1537) uzed the Received
Text.
(26) The Taverners Bible (1539) used the Received
Texar,
(27) The Grear Bible {1539-41) used the Received
Texi.
(28) The Stephanus Greek New Testament (1346-51)
used the Received Text,
{29) The Geneva Bible (1557-60) used the Received
Text.
(30) The Bishops' Bible (1568) used the Received
Texr.
(21) The Spanish Yersion (1569) used the Received
Text.
{32} The Bewa Greek New Testament {1598) uxed the
Received Text. That is the Greek fext that the KING JAMES
BIBLE was based on, using the 1598, 5th edition of Beza.
(33) The Crech Version (1602 ) used the Received Tex,
(34) The lalian Version of Diodaid (1607) wsed the
Received Text.
(35) The KING JAMES BIBLE (1611) used the
Received Texi,
(3G) The Elziver Brothers' Greek New Testament
{1624) used the Received Text.
(37) The Received Text in the New Testament is the
Received Text--the text that has sarvived in continuity from the
beginning of the New Testament itsel. It is the only accorate
representation of the originals we have today!

In fact, it is my own personal conviction and belief, after
studying this subject since 1971, that the WORDS of the Received
Greek and Masoretic Hebrew texts that underlie the KING JAMES
BIBLE are the very WORDS which God has PRESERVED down
through the centuries, being the exact WORDS of the ORIGINALS
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SUPERIOR GREEK TEXT 49—

themselves. As soch, I believe they are INSPIRED WORDS. 1
believe they are PRESERVED WORDS. 1 believe they are INER-

RANT WORDS. 1 believe they are INFALLIBLE WORDS. This is
why I behieve =0 smongly that any valid translation MUST be based
upon these original language texts, and these alone!

14. The Radical Text of Westcott and Hort., The Received
Text was "received by all” until German Rationalism began 1o doubt it
late in the 1700"s and early in the 180(’’s. In IEE1, Wesicott and Hon
came along with a mew Greek text for the English Revised Version
(ERV) of 1881. The Received Text was cenainly accepted by the
Church down through the comridor of history. Bul all at once, these two
men had a powerful influence by means of Hort's INTRODUCTION o
the Greek New Testament.  This book, though based on pure untested
hypothesis, swayed most people of the so-called scholarly world.
Everything had o change. The Received Greek Text was under fire.
At first, all the preachers studied out of this false Greek text, the
Wesicott-and-Hort-type text, or Nestle/Aland text bul preached out of
the KING JAMES BIBLE which was based on a different Greek text.
This was a hittle hypocritical, but it didn't seem to bother those who
practiced it. They'll do anything to keep the money and support of the
fundamentalists who favor the KING JAMES BIBLE, perhaps.

But afler a while the publishers began to get itchy palms. They
wanted 1o make a linle money, so they had (o change that KING
JAMES BIBLE. Also, some of the ones who were professors, teachers,
preachers, and theologians said, in effect,

Isn'l it a Iitle inconsistent fo use this Weslcol! and Hort Greek

text and still eling fo the KING JAMES BIBLE which is not

based on the same Greek text?"

For many years | was told by vanous teachers at the Dallas Theological
Seminary where 1 attended from 1948-53, to use the AMERICAN
STANDARD VERSION of 1901 (pot the NEW AMERICAN STAN-
DARD VERSION of 1960, but the AMERICAN STANDARD
VERSION of 1901). They pushed it and said it was the best version o
use. I never got it throngh my head why it was betler, They said, "Oh,
it is better, for the KING JAMES is not as good, not as accurate,” The
reason they told me 1o use the AMERICAN STANDARD VERSION
of 1901, was because it was based on the Westcott and Hort text. They
were beginning 1o throw out the Received Texi, and the KING JAMES.
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PSALM XIIL

Pragid complaing
fiverance for lus oppressed people, snil shal.
ger them from the malicions designa of their
persecutore (e, 5} Nose, will | arise, soith the
Lord.  Thia Fmrm'u: of God, which Dayud
here delivered by the wparit of prophecy, is
am answer Lo thal jpeetition which e pat ug
o God by ihe agrit of payer. ' Help,
Lord,” says hez ™ 1 wll,"” says God ; * here
1 am, with seaozonable aml efectual help ™
(i) It is seagonable, m Uie Gitest time. ﬁ 1
When the oppressors are in \hie height of
their pride and inpolence—when they say,
Who s ford oper-ws P —then s God's bme o
ket thiesn kpow, o their cost, that he s above

thet. [:iﬂ'!.‘-’hm the sppressed are in the ||

depthe of rodistresa aml deapondency,
when they are sighing Tike Taracl in Egype
by reason af tha eruel bondapge, then is God's
tieme to appear for them, as for larael when
they were most dejected and Pharaoh was
moet elewated, Now will [ arive Note, There
it a time fixed for the rescue of oppressed
innocency; that iima will come, and e ma
he sure it i= the Gitest time, cie. 13, 2 I
ie elfectunl s I owill sel bom omosafely, or an
mlvation, not only protect Bim, bat Tectore
kim w0 hus Fmes prosperity, witl bring fdemont
i weean A gy pleee Ly, 12), wo that, vipon tha
wliole, bie shisll boes notliing by Lis salferings.

4 That, though men are false, Gud i l=ith-
fuly thowgh ey are not to be trusted, God
. They speak vanity and fateery,” Ll tis
words of the Lord are pure words (v, G), not
omly nll true, but all pare, hike silver tried in
a furnace of «srth or a crneible. T denotes,
(1.} The ziscerity of God's word, every thing
o really a8 it s there represented and not
utherwize: it does nok jest with ug, hor im-
powe upan HA, nor has it any olher design
fawards ws than oor own gead.  (2) The
precinvisness of God's word; it ool grel
and bntrinse valoe, like silver refined 1o the
higlieat dugres; it hins h-l.l-lhilm im it e
[:r:cialt it. (2 The many proofs tat have

een given of s power snd truth; i s
he#en often tried, oll the =zainiz in sll ages
have trusied it amid s iried i1, and i@ never
derejved them nar frastruted their expecta.
tinm, bt they ave il set to their seal that
God's word s true, with an Hrper o crede
—Trusf wne (ke Aoy wede frinf; thiy have
Sl it 0. Probobly thie refess anpecially
oy these promises of surcouring and reliev-
ing the poor and oppressed.  Ther friends
pit them in hopen that they will do some-
thing for them, and yet provea broken Teed ;
l"ulEhu words of God are what we may rely
wpon ; and the less confidence is 1o be pot
i men's words Jet ua wiih the more Assur-
ince trust in Geds word.

5 That God will secure Lis chosen rém-
mant to bimsell, how bed soever the times

A
of kis nffiction.
wrks ta ruin religion, by wearing sul the saity
of the Mosi High, Dan. vil. 25 But let God
alone ko mpintain hisown interest and fo pre.
serve his own people.  He will keep them
from this generation, [1.) Froam l-e:jng i
bauched by them and drawn away from God,
firans minj,{ing with them aml learning ther
works. In timed of “general o wy ihe
Lord knowa those that are fus, and they shall
lee enabled toKeep their integrity. (2.) From
being destroyel] and rooled out by them. “Tha
church is built upon a roch, and so well for-
tified that the gates of hell glall not prevail
mgatnat it In the worst of times God laea
ELE Tranmant, and In c¥ery B will reservo 1o
Isvvsell a holy seed add preserve that i hia
heavenly kingdom:

In singing this pealm, and praying it over,
we must bewail the meneral corruption of
manners, thank Ged that things sre not
worse than they are, bul pray and hope that
ihiey will be better in Gadd's due time,
PFESALM XIIL

Thie gualis = Vs duspiel ity snee sed cote. Whailer & sse
pimiied wpew s pEVrElip svwmien skl B SpREEG T b
mprrrgd, |, Flased aadlly domplaio vha LVad Sid leeg =itlideasn
mnag e meed drlased imooelwss besig vt B % B 1e sacewsilp
L e g e L E L TR R
rll s miesirmn Wi uall o] an peesied &l peape; sed il e oo
it dhy el =R (e med sy pl, edasad B remrlssdo e
drbrrinurn b by mi pred @ <o, oee by B

Ta the ehiel musician. & psalo of Daviil
I OW long wilt thou forget me,

O Lonro ? for ever? how long
wilt thou hide thy face from me? 2
How long shnll 1 take counsel in my
soul, having sorrow in my heart dajly ?
how long shall mine enemy be exalted
over me ! 3§ Consider and hear me, U
Lown my God : lighten mine eyes,
lest | sleep the sleep of death; 4 Lest
mine enemy say, | have prevailed
against him ; and those that troukle
me rejoiee when 1 am moved. 5 But
| have trusted in thy mercy; my heart
shall rejoice in thy salvation. & 1 will
aing unto the Loro, because he hath
dealt bountifully with e,

Drawidl, im affliction, 1 here pouring oul his
soul before God; his adidress w0 short, Litat
the method is very obeervable, aml of usa
for direetion and encouragement.

I. His troubles extort complaints (e 1, 31
amd the aflizted hove liberty o onl their
complaind defore the Lord, ol talle. It in some
ease to a troubled apirit 1o give venl to ila

iefn, enpecially to give vent 1o tem at the

rone of grace, whern we are sure 1o find
one who ia aflicted in the afficticns of hia
people and is troubled with the fecling of
their infirmities ; thither we bave boldness of
pecess by faith, I::;,d 1h§I;:n h;r: Fopfgeia

reedom . rve here,

_{. Wluﬂhq:id compluins of  {1.) God's
unkindness; so he construed it and it was
his infirmity. He thought God hn.i;;l'r[ﬂl-



PSALM XII. ca

TrrLe. This Psalm is headed, " To the Chiel Musician npon Sheminith, a Psalm
of David,” which litle is identical with thal of the sixih Psalm, except that Neginoth
is here omilled. We have nothing rew lo add, and therejore refer the reader fo our
remarks on the dedication of Psaim VI. As Sheminith signifies the eight, the Arabie
persion says (f is concerning the end of the world, which shall be the eighth day, end refers
it fo the coming of the Messiah @ withoul accepling se fanciful an inferprelation, we
may read this song of complaining fuilh in the light of Mis coming whoe shall break
in pieces the oppressor.  The subject will be the betier before the mind's eye if we entille
this Pzalm & * Goon Toovants v sap Tives." Il is supposed lo have been writlen
white Saul was persecufing Dovid, and those whe favenred his caunse.

Dhvision.—In the first and second verses David spreads his plaint before the Lord
conpcerning the freachery of his age | verses 3 and A denounce judgments tipon proud
fraitars ; in_verse 5, Jehovah himsel] thunders owi his wrath against oppressors ;
hearing this, the Chief Musician sings sweetly af the faithlilnéss of God ]
of his people, in verses 6 and 7 ; but closes an the old key of tament in verse 8, as he
ehserves the abounding wickedness of his limes.  Those holy souls whe dwell in Mesech,
and sofourn in the tents of Kedar, may read and sing these sacred stonzas with heards
in full accord with their mingled melody of lowly meurping and lofty eonfidence.

EXPOSITION,

ELP, Lorn ; for the godly man ceaseth ; for the faithful fail from among
the children of men.

2 They speak vanity every one with his neighbour : with flattering lips
and with a double heart do they speak.

* Help, Lord.” A short, but sweel, suggestive, seasonable, and serviceahle
prayer; a kind of angel's sword, to be turned every way, and lo bie used on all
eocasions.  Amsworth says the word rendered ** help,” i3 largely used for all manner
ol saving, helping, delivering, preserving, ete. Thus it seems that the prayer is
very Tull and instructive. The Psalmist sees Lhe extreme danger of his position,
lar a man hail beiter be among lions than among linrs ; he feels his owh inability
Lo deal with such sons of Belial, for ** he who shall touch them must be fenced wilh
irgn ;e therclore Lurms himsell to his all-saflicient Helper, the Lord, whose help
15 never denied to his servants, and whoss ald is enough for all their needs. ** Help,
Lord,” iz n very wseful ejaculation which we may darl up Lo heaven on oceasions
of emergency, whether in labour, learning, suffering, fighting, living, or dying.
As small ships can sail inte harbours which larger vessels, drawing more waler,
cannal enler, 8o our briel eries and short petitions may trade with heaven when
our soul Is wind-bound, and business-bound, as to lenger exdércises of devotion,
and when Lhe stream of grace seems al too low an ebb o floal a more laborious
supplication. " For the godly man ceaseth ;" the death, departure, or decline
of godly men should be a trumpet-call for more prayer. They say that fish smell
first at Lthe head, and when godly men decay, the whole commonwealth will soon
gorolten. Wemnst not, however, be rash ln our judgment on Lthis point, for Elijah
erred in counling himself the only servant of God alive, when Lhere wera thonsamils
whom Lhe Lord held in reserve, The present Limes always appear Lo be peculiarly
dangerons, hecanse they are nearest Lo our anxious gaze, and whatever evils are
rife are sure Lo be observed, while the fanlls of past ages are Turther off, and are
more easily overlooked. Yel we expect that in the latter days, ** because infguity
shall abound, the love of many shall wax cold,” and then we must the more
Lhoroughly turn from muan, and address ourselves to the Churches’ Lord, by whose
help the gales of hell shali be kepl from prevailing against us.  *' The Jaithful fail
from among the chiidren of men ;" when godliness goes, faithfulness inevilably
follows ; withoul lear of God, men have no love of truth. Common honesty is
i longer comimon, when common jreeligion leads lo universal godlessness.  David

’:Lﬁ;lu F!‘fhrj"nJ T Tr’ﬁ--;r«.r't} I:'-F Bawiids, Yel 1, £y 1
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Plalmes. on the wicked.
_,*E;ﬂl‘ PSAL. XIIL
| 11 Dauid destitute of humene eomfort, crmueth '
ft vp! ; belpe of God. 3 Ht:l! comforteth himeelfe :
da. | Wit Gods mdgemen:s on L*:ttrwwtc.l:rd 5 nd
' confidence 1n & tried promiees.
Con- :
reart, |  To the chiefé Musician vvpon 10%, upen
! Sheminith. A Psalme of e elgith.
ehol-; Dianid.
twith| |8 ¥ || Elpe Liorp, for the! 9r ssue.
him-{ [6 odly man ceaseth; for the
ier of] 13 %ai:hf'ull [aile from among
ol B the children of men.
cwic-| IFENELAI L @ They speake vani-
tt bis| ‘ue euery one with his neighbonr : with. !
| |Asteering lips, and with +a double heart | Heir. an |
ever| \do they speake. . an hearr,
dout| | 8 The Lonp shall cur off all ;1:13;_
tering lipe, and the tongue that speaketh|
e de- +pmﬁﬁpd1ings. b v R okl B
epare| | 4 Who hsue said, With our tongue,
- eare| |wil we preuaile, our hps Tare our oWpe: |§ Habr, ere
twho i5 Lord ouer va? . . (SRS
d ﬂlﬂ*l 5 For the oppression of the poore, for
earth. (the sighing of the needy, now will I A
| |rise (saith the Lomp,) I will sat him
in safetie from Rim thet || poffeth at him. {1 0, would
6 The wordes of the Logp arg/~uenarehim
| {pure wordes = “as siluer tried in 8 for-] » o Bam e
::11:1; nace of earth purified seuen times. 5. &. 114,
) 7 'Then shalt hkeepe them, (O ;:;ul‘g_ <
rn,) thou shalt preserue +them,!} Heb dim i,
’ from this enf:& ] n T, i
8 The wicked walke on euvery side, \ the
I myi lwhen the $vilest men are exalted. ' :,if,"_i;ﬁr';'m
o my! ; wrdt exnlled.
your | PSAT. XIIL
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That which he speaks of 1 npopnein ypagfe, the “prophecy of
Scripture,” or wntten prophecy.

There were then radibons among the Jews to whom Peter wrote, exalling
themselves into competition with the wnitten Word, and which not long
afier pot the Wile of an eral law, pretending 1o have its ongial from God,
These the apostle tacitly condemns; and also shows under what formality
he considered that which (verse 19) he termed Adyog mpogrtixde, the
“word of prephecy;” viz., as written. The writlen Word, as such, is that
whereof he speaks. Above fifty times is 1) Ypoph, or o ypage, inthe
New Testament, put absolutely for the Word of God. And 2000 is z0
used in the Old for the word of prophecy. (™2 Clyonicles 21:12.) It is the
7 yepyf) that is {eomvevsiog, (™2 Timothy 3:16,) “the writing, or word
written, is by inspiration from God.” Not only the doctrine in it, but the
rpapi nsell, or the “'doctrine as wntten,” is so from him.

Hence, the providence ol God hath mamfested iself no less concerned in
the preservation of the writings than of the docirine contained n them; the
wrting iiself being the product of his own eternal counsel for the
preservation of the doctnne, after a sufficient discovery of the
insufficiency of all other means for that end and purpose. And hence the
malice of Satan hath raged no less agamst the book than against the truth
comtained in . The dealings of Antiochus under the Old Testament, and of
sundry persecoling emperors under the New, evince no less. And 11 was
no less cnme of old 10 be fradiior libri than 1o be abregator fider. The
reproach of chartocea seripta, and membranae, (Coster. Enchirid,, cap.
1.}, reflects on its suthor. ™ 11 is true, we have not the Abrdypaga of
Moses and the prephets, of the spostles and evanpelists; but the

@miypuga or “copics” which we have contain every fota thal was in_
them,

There 15 no doubl but that in the copies we now enjoy of the Old
Testament there are some diverse readings, or various lections. The 2°0127
"R ™ the 20 1PA, ™ the D210 WAL, ™ (for the 130 are
of ancther nature,) the vanous lections of Ben Asher, or Rabbi Aaron the
son of Rabbi Moses of the tnbe of Asher, and Ben Naphtah, or Rabbi
Meoses the son of David of the inbe of Naphtali — the lections also of the
castern and western Jews, which we have collected at the end of the grem
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Bible with the Masom — evince it. But yet we affirm, that the whole
Word of God, i every letter and tittle, as given from hom by ingparation, is
preserved withou! comuphon. Where there 15 any vancty it s always in
things of less, indeed of no, importance, ™ God by his providence
preserving the whole entite, suffercd this lesser variety to fall oot, in or
among the copies we have, for the quickening and exercising of our
diligence 1 our scarch into his Word,

11 was an unhappy attempt, (which must afterward be spoken unto,) thay
a Jearmed man * hath of late put himself upon, viz., lo prove vanations in
all the present” Arbrypaga the (1d Testament m the Hebrew tongue from
the copies used of old, merely upon uncertain conjectures and the credit of
corrupt ranslations. Whether that plea of s be more unreasonable in
Hsell and devoad of any real ground of truth, or mpurious Lo the love and
care of God over lns Word and church, 1 know not; sure | am, it is both m
a high degree. The tmnslaton especially insisted on by him is that of the
LXK, That thas translation either from the mistakes of s first authors, (if
it be thears whose name and number it beam, ) or the carelessness, or
ipnomance, or worse, of its innscribers — 15 commupted and gone off from
the ongmnal i a thousand places twice told, is acknowledged by all whe
know aught of these things. Strange thal so corrupt a stream should be
jedged a fit means to cleanse the foontain; that such o Lesbian rule shouid
be thought a fit measure 1o correct the original by, and yet on (he acooumnt
hereod, with some others not one whn better, {or scarce so good,) we have
one thowsand eght hmdred and twenty-six vanoos lechons exdubited unto
us, with frequent msinuations of an mfinite number more yet to be
collected. It were desirable that men would be content 1o show their
leaming, reading, and diligence, about things where there 15 less danger in
advennires,

Maor is the relief Cappellus provides against the charpe of bnnging things 1o
an uncertainty in the Scripture, (which he found himsell obnoxicus unlo,)
less permicious than the opimon he seeks 1o palliaie thereby; although it be
since taken up and approved by others. ™ “The saving docinne of the
Senpture,” he tells us, 15 a5 10 the matter and sobstance of it in all things

of moment, is preserved in the copies of the original and translations tha
do remain’™
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INSPIRATION AND TRANSLATIONS OF THE HOLY SCRIFTURES

Ihe Singapore Council of Christian Churches (SCCC), ol its Reformation Rally 2005 wd
49" AGM on 29" October 2005, refterates its stand *“On the Scriptires™,

F As the nattonal affiline m Singapore of the Internaticnal Council of Christian Churches
(ICCC), SCCC identifies itself with ICCC on the stand an the Scriptures in the following three
hroad ways:

] The inerrancy and infallibility of the Seriptures in the original languages, as stated a1
ICCC Constitution, Article 2n and SCCC Constitution, Article #{1} which reads in full as
follows: “Among other equully biblical truths, we belicve and maintain the plenary Divine
tnsparition of the Seriptuses in the ordginal languages, their consequent inermmcy and
infallibility, and a5 the Word of Ged, the supreme and {inal suthority in faith and life”

) Ihe established practiee, as far as the Bible in the English langunge is concerned, of
ming the King fames Version, which the 1CCC and all i3 affiliated bodies belicve to have
been faithfilly translated from the God-preserved mamuscripts of the Hebrew-language
traditional Masoretic Text for the Old Testament and the Greek language socepted Textus
Receptus for the New Testament. (ICCC 16 World Congress Statement 0N THE HOLY
SCRIPTURES AND BIBLE TRANSLATIONS, November 2000, Jerusalem).

i) On other translations of the Bible : SCCC and ICCC are gratefil 1o those who have
inboured or are Libouring to produce other translations that present the Word of God as
accurately o8 possible, but view with sorrow that in recent years there have been translations
produced by men who do not believe in the inerrancy of the Seripiures, or by committees
that have included individuals who even deny such basic doctrines as the deity of Clhist,
His miraculous birth and bodily resumrection, and the Messianic Prophecies (ICCC 17"
World Congress Statement No. | "ON THE SCRIPTURES”, Korea, June & = 14, 2005)).

3 Recently some brethren i Sinpepore have been advocating (hat apart from the werbul
plenary inspiration (VPT) and consequent inerrancy and infallibility of The Scriptures in the original
langusges, the Hebrew Masoretic Text and the Greek Textus Receptus manuscripts immedintely
underlying the King James Version are ulrru --::r]:lal'f_-;.r and pimmrﬂy pmsuvnd hl:m.g an exaci r:pll.::n
of the Drlgmnl Aull:'gmphs i3 £ yHT X

pot haen :1 is mot the ICCC or SCOC or ather ICCC-a
The EC‘EC therefore c'._a_l'l_wu_m its mnmhars and all other ﬂ:bl&hwuﬂtn ne lumhmh:
; theory.

e nmiioenl by b Sinpapite ol the Intemationel Coanci|
al Chostian Chirchis “fior the Word af God und for the t=idmm s of fesos Chrni®
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OUR STAND ON THE BIBLE
(A statement issued by the Board of Elders of Calvary Jurong B-P Church
to its members on Sunday, 2™ October 2005)
Dear members,

This meeting is a declaration of our stand on the Bible from the Board of Elders. It is not a
debate or Q & A session.

Our Church is facing a problem concerning a new teaching of the Bible, namely Verbal
Plenary Preservation (VPP). This teaching has caused confusion among our members. They
have requested to know our church stand.

Initially, the Elders and Rev Chan did not want to engage in the VPP issue, but the
proponents of this new teaching have not kept quiet. They continue to promote the VPP as a
doctrinein our church.

They misguote our Constitution doctrinal statement Article 4.2.1 as support for VPP. By so
doing, they undermine the authority of the Board of Elders and the pastor.

The Board of Elders is concerned for the welfare of the Church and has decided to take a
stand for our Constitution 4.2.1, and to speak against the teaching of VPP which has caused
strife and brought confusion into our Church.

. WHAT WE BELIEVE
1. Our doctrinal statement in Article 4.2.1;

“We believe in the divine, verbal and plenary inspiration of the Scripturesin the original
languages, their consequent inerrancy and infallibility, and, as the Word of God, the
Supreme and final authority in faith and life”.

a.  We hold to the inerrancy and infallibility of the Bible in the original writings
(autographs).

They are without error and perfect in every way.
They are the true Word of God to mankind.

b. In other words, we believe only the original texts of the Bible are inspired and
perfect.

c. Thedoctrinal statement in our Constitution 4.2.1 has been taught in the Basic Bible
Knowledge class.

2.  Webelieve that God, by His singular care and providence, kept His inspired Word pure
in all ages, and are therefore authentical (Matt 5:18, 24:35; Ps 117:2) as stated in the
Westminster Confession of Faith, “The Old Testament in Hebrew (which was the native
language of the people of God of old), and the New Testament in Greek (which, at the
time of the writing of it was most generally known to the nations), being immediately
inspired by God, and, by His singular care and providence kept pure in all ages, are
therefore authentical” (WCF, chap.1.8).

a.  God has fully preserved His Word in the body of manuscripts (or texts or copies)
after the original autographs were lost.

Of course, this includes the Hebrew and Greek texts that were used for the King
James Version of our English Bible.
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They were providentially preserved by God, and are the closest to the origina
autographs.

b. It doesnot mean that al of the Word of God is uniquely, miraculously and perfectly
preserved in one single copy of the Greek text, namely the Received Text, known
asT.R

3. We believe that the King James Version (KJV) is the most faithful and accurate
trandation of the English Bible. We believe that the KJV is the work of godly
trandators, using the best Hebrew and Greek texts. We believe that the texts are closest
to the original.

a.  Wewill continue to use the KJV Biblein al our ministries.

b. Thisisthe position we hold from the beginning of the Bible-Presbyterian Church in
Singapore.

c. Thisisalso the position held by the Westminster divines, the Reformers, the KJV
trandators and many fundamental Christians all over the world.

1. WHAT WE DO NOT BELIEVE

1. Wedo not believe that copies of the Hebrew (OT) and the Greek (NT) texts underlying
the KJV are perfect.

We do not believe that they are exact photocopies of the original.
If they were perfect, then our Constitution 4.2.1 is wrong, for the Constitution says that
only the original texts of the Bible are inspired and perfect.

2. Wedo not believe that the VPP isadoctrine.

The VPP isanew teaching.
It is based on human reasoning or assumption, trying to elevate the Hebrew (OT) and
Greek (NT) texts underlying the KJV, to the level of the original autographs.

1. WHY WE DISAGREE WITH VPP

1. The VPP proponents make this new teaching a touchstone of Christian fundamentalism.
Those who disagree with them are branded as Neo-Evangelicals, Neo-Fundamentals,
etc.

2. They promote this new teaching at all costs without considering its destructive effects on
the peace and unity of our church.

3. They undermine the authority of the Board of Elders and the pastor.

CONCLUSION

1. TheBOE has studied and examined the VPP issue very carefully.
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The BOE urges all members to abide by the doctrinal statement of our Constitution
4.2.1, and to remember the membership vows they have taken during baptism or
transfer.

The BOE urges all who serve in leadership positions and in the teaching ministry,
not to promote or teach the VPP to our members. We take this matter very
serioudly.

Beloved, let us press on and devote our energy toward advancing God's kingdom
with aunited heart, for the Lord’s coming isvery near.

May God help usto preserve the church! Amen.

The Board of Elders
Calvary B-P Church

2 October, 2005

26



