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ARTICLE
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BI BL E ?

PERSPECTIVE 01

It’s mid-morning on a hot summer afternoon and 
Roland is taking a walk around his neighborhood. 
He runs into his neighbor, Mitch, and they start 
talking about the latest news. Then Mitch says, 
“Hey, you go to church, don’t you?”

“Ya, why do you ask?”

“Well, I’ve started to wonder if I should go back to 
church myself.”

Roland perceives God is opening a door, so he dives 
in a little deeper. “That’s interesting. Can you tell 
me what’s changed?”

“My kids are getting older,” Mitch wistfully replies. 
“I just think it might be time to expose them to 
some of the morals of the church. I just don’t want 
them to grow up without knowing about the good 
path.”

“That’s great, Mitch. I’m glad you are interested 
in exposing them to morality, but do you realize 
that the morality of the church is based upon the 
teaching of the Bible?”

“Now hold on,” objects Mitch. “I really don’t want 
them to go down the rabbit hole of the Bible. After 
all, that’s just a book made by men. I want my kids 
to learn to love their neighbor, serve the poor—you 
know, the important stuff.” 

Roland wants to help Mitch understand that going 
to church—at least going to a good church—means 
taking the Bible seriously. That means coming to 
understand how we got the Bible. Roland quickly 
prays that God will give him wisdom. Then he 
opens his mouth.

“Mitch, I get that there’s a lot of stuff in the Bible 
that you might struggle with and not be too sure 
about. But you need to realize that the Bible is a 
book we got from God. You can’t cut the things out 
of the Bible you don’t like and simply hold on to the 
stuff that appeals to you—the stuff like ‘Love thy 
neighbor.’” 

“Why not?” 

“Well, to start with, the Bible presents itself as a 
book given to us from God. And if God is the author, 
we don’t have the right to edit it. For example, in 
the early church—and I mean really early, like the 
fi rst century—one of the fi rst Christian teachers 
said this about the Bible. Mitch, listen to 2 Timothy 
3:16–17: ‘All Scripture is breathed out by God and 
profi table for teaching, for reproof, for correction, 
and for training in righteousness, that the man of 
God may be competent, equipped for every good 
work.’ So, you see Mitch, what your kids need—
what you need—is all of Scripture, not just the part 
about being nice to your neighbor.” 



“Look, I hear you. But I was watching a 
documentary on the History channel the other 
day. I don’t remember what it was called, but the 
host said the Bible was basically a book approved 
by a group of men who voted on some old letters 
that they wanted people to believe came from 
God. He basically said the Bible came from men, 
not from God. Don’t get me wrong, I do believe in 
God, and I believe the basic principles in the Bible 
are from God, I just don’t think God would care so 
much about every sentence of every book of the 
Bible being from him—I think that’s a man-made 
idea.”

“Mitch, I saw that documentary too. And it made 
me sad and even a little bit angry, because I think 
they misrepresented how we got the Bible. Some 
people, like the host of that show, say that long 
ago the church collected a few letters circulating 
around, collected them, and then said, ‘Voilá, our 
Bible.’ But that’s not the way it happened at all.”

“So how did it happen?” Mitch asks thoughtfully. 
He’s willing to hear Roland out. So Roland invites 
him out of the hot sun to his back porch. He gets 
Mitch some sweet tea and comments on his wilting 
hydrangeas, then they resume their conversation.

“Okay, Mitch, I know this may seem a little strange, 
but I want to start with the Bible itself. If we want 
to know how we got the Bible, the best place to 
start is with what the Bible actually says and, in 
particular, what the Bible says about itself. After 
all, if you want to get to know a person, you ask 
that person a bunch of questions. We can take the 
same approach to the Bible. If we want to know 
how we got the Bible, let’s examine it on its own 
terms.” 

Mitch scrunches up his nose as if he is about to 
disagree. Then he gives in. “Sure, I’m willing to 
start there. What does the Bible say about itself?”

Roland rolls up his sleeves; there is a lot he wants to 
share with Mitch. “I mentioned that passage from 
2 Timothy. That was the Apostle Paul writing to 
his disciple Timothy and telling him that Scripture 
is from God. And that’s not the only passage in 
the Bible that speaks of it that way. The prophets 
who wrote down what we call the Old Testament 
understood themselves to be speaking for God. 

In other words, they believed their message to be 
not their message at all, but God’s message. You 
can open practically any Old Testament book to 
see this, but I’d encourage you to skim through 
Isaiah, Ezekiel, and Jeremiah because they use the 
phrase, ‘Thus says the Lord God,’ again and again 
and again.”

“The writers of the New Testament, men like the 
Apostle Peter, explained how this happened. Peter 
pointed out in 2 Peter 1:21 that God gave these 
prophets his words to write down. He says, ‘For no 
prophecy was ever produced by the will of man, but 
men spoke from God as they were carried along by 
the Holy Spirit.’ Mitch, what I’m saying is that the 
Holy Spirit led certain men to write the very words 
God wanted them to write. That’s why we call it 
the Word of God. And that’s what Scripture is—
words penned by men but inspired by God, carried 
along by his Spirit.”

Mitch is surprisingly interested in what Roland 
is saying, but Roland has more to say. He wants 
Mitch to understand that the authors of the Bible 
understood the Bible itself to be inspired by God. 
Roland continues: “Mitch, it’s not just the Old 
Testament that presents itself as Scripture, it’s the 
New Testament, too. Let me give you an example. 
Here, take a Bible.” Roland hands Mitch a copy. 
“Turn to 1 Timothy 5:18.” He waits and then helps 
Mitch find it. Then, Roland reads it aloud. “‘For the 
Scripture says, “You shall not muzzle an ox when it 
treads out the grain.”’ That particular verse is from 
the book of Deuteronomy, a book written by the 
prophet Moses centuries earlier.” 

“But that’s the Old Testament,” interrupts Mitch, 
“not the New!” 

“I know, but look at verse 18 and notice what Paul 
writes next: ‘and “The laborer deserves his wages.”’ 
Mitch, that particular sentence is from the Gospel 
of Luke, a book written in the first century, not 
long after Jesus’ life and death. Paul is treating 
that book, the Gospel of Luke, as having the same 
authority as the Book of Deuteronomy. He calls 
both of them Scripture. So, this is a great example 
of the Bible treating itself as the Bible.”

At this point, Mitch begins to lean in. He’s never 
thought about this before. But Roland isn’t done.
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“Let’s look at another passage, Mitch. This one was 
written by Peter, one of Jesus’s closest companions. 
Look at 2 Peter 3:15–16.” Mitch turns to the Table 
of Contents to find just where 2 Peter is and flips 
to the reference. This time Roland has Mitch read: 
“And count the patience of our Lord as salvation, 
just as our beloved brother Paul also wrote to 
you according to the wisdom given him, as he 
does in all his letters when he speaks in them of 
these matters. There are some things in them that 
are hard to understand, which the ignorant and 
unstable twist to their own destruction, as they do 
the other Scriptures.”

Mitch looks confused. “Roland, what’s the big 
deal?”

“What is Peter writing about, Mitch?” Mitch looks 
closely at the verses again.

“It looks like he’s writing about stuff Paul wrote.”

“Exactly, but what did Peter say about Paul’s 
writings?”

“He said they were hard to understand.” Mitch 
snickers a little bit as he re-reads the verse.

“Ya, but that’s not all. He said some people try to 
twist Paul’s words, ‘as they do the other Scriptures.’” 
At this point, a lightbulb goes off in Mitch’s mind. 

“Oh, I see, Peter believed Paul was writing 
Scripture—the Word of God—himself.”

“That’s exactly right,” Roland assures him. “Isn’t 
this amazing? Here is Paul, reading the Gospel of 
Luke and saying Luke has all the divine authority 
of Deuteronomy. And here is Peter, reading the 
letters of Paul and saying they have all the divine 
authority of all the other Scriptures. This is the 
Bible understanding itself to be the Word of God. 
And notice when Paul and Peter wrote—both 
of them penned their letters in the 60s—not the 
1960’s, the first century!

“Look, Mitch, I know that documentary said the 
Bible didn’t become the Bible until the 300s. But 
if that’s the case, how do you explain these letters 
written centuries beforehand and treating the 
Bible as the divinely-inspired Word of God?”

Mitch pauses a long while, taking it all in. “Can I 
have some more sweet tea?” Roland leaves the 
room to fill up his glass, and Mitch starts to wonder 
why he’s never given the Bible this much thought. 
He grew up going to church now and again. He 
sang, “Jesus loves me” as a kid and he liked going to 
VBS. He knew he learned some important lessons 
about God, but he never walked away convinced 
the Bible was weighty, heavy, and authoritative. As 
he is thinking about this, Roland comes in with his 
sweet tea and a few cookies.

“Let’s pull back the lens a bit and get back to your 
question. You asked how this happened, how did 
we get our Bibles? Let me focus in on the New 
Testament for just a moment, because those 
are the books the documentary really aimed at. 
Christians have thought about the New Testament 
for quite some time, and they’ve observed over the 
ages several features all the New Testament books 
have in common.

“For one, they have divine qualities about them. In 
other words, they are beautiful and moving and 
deep, and they fit together marvelously. There is a 
harmony about them. And when people read them, 
they’re changed. This is the work of the Holy Spirit; 
he opens our eyes to see the Word of God for what 
it is. The Bible has a majesty and power to it unlike 
any other book.

“Still, we can say even more about the books of the 
New Testament. All of them, one way or another, 
can either be traced back directly to an apostle or 
they have a message completely in line with that 
of the apostles. Peter was with Jesus. Paul saw the 
risen Jesus. Luke traveled with Paul—which is why 
we trust his account in both his Gospel and the 
book of Acts.

“Mitch, there is one other important thing people 
have observed. And this is really important. From 
the earliest days of Christianity, local churches 
received these New Testament letters as the Word 
of God. There was no official vote. Just the simple 
fact that the New Testament letters found their 
way to be read and preached by local churches 
because Christians understood them to be the very 
Word of God. This happened gradually—it took a 
minute—and it happened informally—there was no 
special vote of bishops, but it really did happen.”
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Mitch listens intently, but he still isn’t convinced. 
“Roland, I hear what you’re saying, that people 
didn’t write down a list and vote on them. But 
eventually we did get a list of New Testament 
books, and someone had to write them down. How 
did that happen?”

“Great question, Mitch. The answer has to do with 
a teacher from the second century by the name 
of Marcion. We don’t know a lot about his life, but 
he was from modern-day Turkey and he may have 
been a pastor’s kid. What we know for sure is that 
he hated the God of the Old Testament—a God of 
wrath and justice. In fact, Marcion concluded the 
God of the Old Testament is a deity, but lesser 
than the God of the New Testament. Jesus came 
to reveal the true God of love, Marcion said, he 
came to show us mercy and grace, not wrath and 
judgment.

“Now, how did Marcion square that with the 
writings in the New Testament that presented God 
as full of justice and wrath? Marcion argued they 
weren’t Scripture at all. He threw out all the Old 
Testament as well as the gospels of Matthew, Mark, 
and John. He kept only a heavily edited version of 
Luke. Marcion rejected any text that alludes to the 
faith of the Jewish people whose God, he argued, 
could not be real.”

“Wait a second,” interrupts Mitch, “didn’t Thomas 
Jefferson do something like that?” 

“Kind of, but that’s a story for another day. The 
point is that Marcion was doing this in the second 
century. And when he did it, he upset a bunch of 
other pastors who had been using those books in 
their churches. Marcion’s teaching went over like 
a lead balloon, and he was actually removed from 
the church as a matter of church discipline in AD 
144.”

“They kicked him out for this?” Mitch asks.

“Yes, they did. It was wrong for him to separate 
the God of the Old Testament from the God of the 
New. But not only that, it was terrible for him to 
undermine the truth of the sacred writings the early 
church had already come to accept—again, without 
a formal vote. In fact, a lot of church historians 
believe it was around this time that the church 
began to keep a list. A former history professor 

at Emory named Justo Gonzalez made this exact 
point in his great book, The Story of Christianity. 
The oldest “list” we have of our New Testament, 
though incomplete, can be traced back to just a 
few years after Marcion. It’s called The Muratorian 
Fragment because it was discovered by an Italian 
scholar, Lodovico Muratori. Historians date it to 
about AD 170—long before the documentary said 
the pastors voted on the Bible!”

“Roland, what do you mean by incomplete? Are you 
saying this Muratorian Fragment is not a complete 
list of the books called the New Testament today?”

“That’s right, Mitch. It’s not. It took time for local 
churches to recognize the exact “canon” we have 
in our New Testament today. It was a matter of 
discussion. It happened organically. Just as today 
there is not one statement of faith for every single 
church, because churches operate independently, 
so in the early church Christians had some serious 
discussions about which books had been inspired 
by God. And when you dive into it, some of the 
reasons are pretty obvious. For example, we don’t 
know the author of Hebrews, which has led some 
to doubt whether it’s Scripture. Also, because the 
little letter of Jude cites a book that is clearly not in 
the Bible, some wondered if Jude should be in the 
Bible. Second Peter, with its resemblance to Jude, 
was questioned, too.”

“Roland, if all this is true, doesn’t that just prove 
the point? Doesn’t it prove that the books we have 
are simply books sinful people decided to have in 
the Bible? Doesn’t this argue against the divine 
inspiration of all the Scriptures?”

“God could have given us a divinely-inspired Table 
of Contents, Mitch. Then we wouldn’t have to have 
this conversation! But the fact of the matter is all of 
these Scriptures made their way to sinful people, 
and sinful people are going to disagree from time 
to time. The surprising fact is not that there was 
some debate, early on, about which books are in 
the Bible. No, if anything it’s surprising that there 
was so much agreement so early on among the 
churches. 

“Let me give you a few examples. I don’t have them 
on the top of my head, but I’ve kept a list in my 
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office. Hold on a second and I’ll go get them. Do 
you need any more sweet tea?”

“No, I’m fine.” Roland goes off to grab a couple 
pages; a list of ancient books that cite from books 
and letters we now know to make up our New 
Testament.

“I’ve got ‘em. Here we go. I’m not going to give 
you every single reference I’ve collected, but I 
have a pretty long list of Christian writers who 
clearly treated the books and letters of our New 
Testament as Holy Scripture.

“The ancient book of 1 Clement, written around 
AD 95, mentions Paul as an author of Scripture 
and cites from or alludes to 1 Corinthians, Romans, 
Galatians, Philippians, Ephesians, and Hebrews.”

“Wait a second, I thought you said Hebrews was 
disputed by Christians?” 

“I did, but that simply means that some early 
Christians wondered who wrote it and that led 
them to discuss whether it should be included in 
our New Testament. Nonetheless, most churches 
treated Hebrews as part of the Bible.

“And there’s more. A book called The Didache, also 
written around AD 95 cites Matthew as Scripture.”

“Wasn’t Matthew a book that Marcion wanted to 
cut out of the Bible?”

“That’s right, Mitch. Big mistake. Christians had 
been treating Matthew as Scripture for decades.

“But let’s keep going. Ignatius pastored in the early 
part of the second century. He wrote several letters. 
Like a pastor today, he cited from many of the 
letters now in our New Testament: 1 Corinthians, 
Ephesians, 1 and 2 Timothy, Romans, Philippians, 
Galatians, and the four Gospels. He also mentions 
the authority of Peter and Paul, which presumes 
their writings to be authoritative, too.”

“Let me get this straight, Roland. Back in the second 
century, we didn’t have a New Testament bound in 
one book the way we do now. And yet somehow 
these Christian pastors knew these books and 
were referencing them in their own books?”

“Exactly! They would have made the rounds, from 
city to city, being copied again and again and 
used. Imagine how exciting it would have been to 
get your hands on one of these letters, read them 
aloud, and teach and preach from them in your 
local church. We take the Bible for granted today, 
but in the early church, many Christians would 
rather have died than give up their copies of the 
Scriptures.

“Mitch, I could keep going quoting from books by 
Polycarp, Justin Martyr, Irenaeus, and Tertullian. 
All of them used what is basically our New 
Testament today.”

“You mentioned the Muratorian Fragment was 
incomplete. I think I know what you mean by that. 
But when do we get a complete list?”

“On one hand, that’s impossible to answer, Mitch. 
Maybe there was a complete list from the late first 
century that didn’t survive. The first complete 
list that we have comes from a fourth-century, 
Egyptian pastor named Athanasius. In what we 
call his Easter Letter, he wrote down a list of the 
27 books universally recognized as comprising 
our New Testament today. But what I want you to 
understand is that he didn’t make it up. He didn’t 
call a vote or issue a decree. He simply wrote down 
what the church had come to receive as God’s 
Word.”

“Come on, Roland, seriously, why did it take so long 
for Athanasius to write down that list?”

“Again, maybe there was another list we simply 
don’t have today. But even if there wasn’t, what 
is so amazing is that we have so much knowledge 
of the books the church used long before they 
were ever listed. For example, a century before 
Athanasius, another Egyptian teacher by the name 
of Origen cited from all our New Testament books. 
And Origen did this even though he knew there 
were debates about some of them. But that didn’t 
keep him from relying on all of them. That’s what 
the early church did—they treated these writings 
as Scripture.

“Mitch, a lot of people bought into that documentary 
we saw. And they read Dan Brown’s The Davinci 
Code too. They think the Emperor Constantine 
wanted to unite his Empire under Christianity, so 
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he ordered all the bishops to come together and 
vote on a Bible in AD 325 at the Council of Nicaea. 
That makes for an entertaining story for sure, but I 
think it led a lot of people to think they can’t trust 
that the Bible they are holding in their hands really 
is the Word of God. But I hope you can see now 
that long before AD 325, churches were reading 
and preaching through and praying from the New 
Testament letters and books we use today.”

“Roland, I’ve got one more thing nagging at me. A 
buddy of mine is Catholic, and he says it different 
than that documentary did. He doesn’t say a bunch 
of guys invented the Bible out of nothing. He says 
the church is the one that decided which books 
count—that without the church saying so, you’d 
have no way of knowing what the Bible really is. So 
doesn’t that mean the church came first and the 
Bible came second?”

“That’s a better question than the documentary 
ever asked, Mitch, and I want to take it seriously. 
Here’s the thing. There’s a big difference between 
recognizing something and creating it. One 
theologian I read, a guy by the name of Michael 
Kruger, put it like this: Think about a thermometer. 
When you stick a thermometer outside and it reads 
ninety-five degrees, the thermometer didn’t make 
it hot—it’s July in Georgia, it was already hot. The 
thermometer just tells you the truth about what’s 
already there. That’s what the church did with these 
books. The churches didn’t sit down and grant 
these letters their authority, like a king knighting a 
squire. They acknowledged an authority the books 
already had because they came from God through 
his apostles. The Word created and gathered the 
church, not the other way around. Think back to 
what we already saw—Christians were reading and 
preaching from these books in the first and second 
centuries, long before any official council met. The 
books were already doing their work.”

“But didn’t some council eventually make it 
official?”

“In a sense, yes—and I don’t want to hide that from 
you. There were a couple of church meetings in 
North Africa, at a place called Hippo in 393 and 
Carthage a few years later, that listed out these 
27 books. But notice what they were doing. They 
weren’t voting to make some letters the Bible, 

like Congress passing a bill. They were putting 
their stamp on letters and books the churches 
had already been treating as God’s Word for 
generations. They were the thermometer recording 
the temp, Mitch, not the thermostat setting it. So 
when your Catholic friend says you’d have no way 
of knowing without the church, I’d gently push 
back: the church is how God delivered these books 
to us and how the Spirit led his people to recognize 
his own voice in them—but recognizing is not the 
same as inventing. The church didn’t give the Bible 
its authority. The church bowed to it.”

“It’s getting late, Roland. You’ve given me a lot to 
think about. I’m grateful for that and all the sweet 
tea. I just have to be honest: it’s a lot to believe, isn’t 
it? That we can go to the Bible, open it up, and have 
the very words of God. Grant me that: it’s a lot to 
believe.”

“I’ll grant you that for sure, Mitch. But here’s the 
deal. If God is God, shouldn’t we expect him to 
speak? And if he speaks, shouldn’t we expect him 
to want to be listened to? And if God wants to be 
listened to, shouldn’t we expect him to ensure his 
words are recorded for all time? In other words, 
the Bible is just what we should expect to find if 
God really is in control of all things.

“But let me take it a step further. Which is harder 
to believe? That God used sinful men to produce 
his perfect Word, or that a perfect God took upon 
himself human flesh and walked among sinful 
men? In other words, the very heart of Christianity 
is about the God-man Jesus Christ living a perfect 
life, dying a sinner’s death, and rising from the 
dead for the salvation of everyone who would turn 
and trust in him. 

“Mitch, you want your kids to go to church so they 
can learn to love their neighbor. But don’t you see 
that the message of the Bible, all 66 books, is the 
message of God who didn’t just love his neighbor, 
he loved his enemies, died for his enemies, and 
through his death and resurrection made his 
enemies his friends? I’m glad you want your kids to 
love their neighbors! That’s a good thing. But what 
they really need—and what you really need—is a 
God who loved you enough to die for you. That’s 
the heart of the Bible, and that’s really what I want 
to talk about.”
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“Okay, Roland, I can tell you care about this deeply. 
But I’ve really got to go. Let’s pick it up another day. 
For now, do you mind if I borrow this Bible?”

“Sure, Mitch, go ahead. And when you’re ready, 
let’s talk it through.”

— Aaron Menikoff
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Written by Michael Kruger |  Recommended by Christopher Hoffman

Although this book has little to do with naval artillery, it is a shot off 
the bow in a conversation Christians have had for a long time about 
the trustworthiness of the Bible’s books. The question of which books 
belong in Holy Scripture (sometimes called the ‘canon’, not cannon with 
a third ‘n’) comes up often with non-Christians who doubt the Bible’s 
reliability. It also comes up in discussions with Roman Catholics, Eastern 
Orthodox, Mormons, Muslims, or others with holy books different from 
the ESV in an MVBC pew. Michael Kruger is not trying to ‘prove’ the 
truth of the Christian canon to a skeptic. Instead, he aims to answer a 
specifi cally theological question: Do “Christians have a rational basis (i.e., 
intellectually suffi cient grounds) for affi rming that only these twenty-
seven books rightly belong in the New Testament canon” (20)? What 
Kruger is getting at is the difference between having a nautical chart to 
sail to your destination and knowing that it is the right nautical chart. 
Do Christian’s have a good reason for saying they have the right New 
Testament canon? Kruger’s answer is an enthusiastic “yes”! 

I found Kruger’s approach helpful because it gathers the diverse ways 
Christians have defended the canon into one cohesive system. Like a 
pilot steering through confusing waters, Kruger’s initial analysis of the 
two insuffi cient approaches serves as a helpful guide through a vast sea 

of scholarship, church history, and traditions. Those two models—community determined and historically 
determined—share a core weakness. In these models, “the canon…is derived from and established by the 
church, and thus is unable to rule over the church” (66). 

Most of the book develops Kruger’s alternative, “Self-Authenticating Model.” This model takes into account 
three characteristics: Holy Scripture’s divine qualities, apostolic origins, and corporate reception. Kruger 
investigates the Apocrypha, heretical books, and disagreements within church history, offering careful 
and measured responses. He gives strong reasons for Christians to affi rm what they have long believed: 
“Christians have intellectually suffi cient grounds for claiming that they know which books belong in the New 
Testament” (295). 

This book would be especially encouraging for believers who want to trust God’s Word more fully or who 
have struggled with questions about the canon personally. But maybe you’ve never doubted the contents 
of the canon yourself; praise God! Kruger’s book is still valuable for Christians talking to people from other 
traditions or religions, or addressing someone’s doubts about Scripture.

BOOK HIGHLIGHT

C A NON R E V I S I T E D

It is not just the claim that these books are about Christ's redemptive work in history but it is the claim 
that these books are the product of Christ's redemptive work in history, that they are the outworking of 
the authority Christ gave to his apostles.

– "My Sheep Hear My Voice: Canon as Self-Authenticating," p. 110

The development of the canon was not a simple affair, but a complex and often confusing process. 
Although there was a “core” New Testament canon by the end of the second century, there was ongoing 
debate and disagreement over the remaining books for centuries. Even so, such “canonical diversity” 
should not be overplayed. We should expect that there would have been some level of disagreement 
throughout the recognition process—that is inevitable if God delivered the books in the real world of 
history. 

– "Problem Books and Canonical Boundaries," p. 287

BOOK EXCERPTS
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Written by Timothy Paul Jones  |  Recommended by Melissa Vaughn

Timothy Paul Jones's book How We Got the Bible provides a clear and 
accessible explanation of the history, preservation, and transmission 
of the Bible. Written for general readers rather than scholars, the 
book addresses common questions about how the biblical books 
were authenticated, copied, translated, and preserved throughout 
history. Jones presents complex historical and theological topics in 
a straightforward manner, making the book easy to understand while 
remaining informative.

Jones is a Christian author, pastor, and professor known for his work in 
biblical studies and church history. He has served in various academic 
and ministry roles and has written numerous books designed to help 
Christians better understand their heritage. His ability to communicate 
erudite information in an approachable style is evident throughout How 
We Got the Bible.

Jones guides readers through the development of both the Old and New 
Testament, explaining the process of how we got the Bible we use today 
and discussing the signifi cance and history of major Bible translations. 
He addresses common misconceptions about the Bible's origins and 
demonstrates how historical evidence supports the reliability of the 
biblical text. Rather than overwhelming readers with technical details, 

Jones focuses on the key facts and concepts that help us understand why Christians trust the Bible today.

This book would be especially benefi cial for new Christians or anyone interested in understanding the Bible’s 
origins. Readers who have questions about the Bible's reliability, formation, or translation will fi nd clear and 
helpful answers. Anyone seeking an introductory resource on biblical history would also benefi t from reading 
this book. Its concise format and readable style make it an excellent starting point for further study.

Overall, How We Got the Bible is an informative and engaging introduction to the history of Scripture. 
Timothy Paul Jones successfully explains a complex subject in a detailed and understandable manner. The 
book strengthens readers' understanding of how God has preserved the Bible through the centuries and why 
it remains a trustworthy book for Christians today.

BOOK HIGHLIGHT

HOW W E GOT T H E BI BL E

Inerrancy refers to the original autographs of Scripture, not to every copy made afterward. God inspired 
the authors of Scripture and safeguarded their words from error, and so the original autographs were 
inerrant. God did not, however, choose to prevent the thousands of copyists across the ages from making 
mistakes as they copied Scripture. The surviving copies of Scripture are suffi ciently accurate for us to 
recover the inerrant truth that God intended and inspired, but they have not always been copied with 
perfect accuracy. 

– "How Was The New Testament Copied," p. 106

From the moment that an apostolic text was written, it was regarded as authoritative. No later than the 
second half of the fi rst century, the apostles and eyewitnesses were already categorizing one another’s 
writings as “Scripture.” Once the last eyewitnesses passed away, no more writings were received as 
authoritative because no more testimonies could come from Christ-commissioned witnesses of the 
resurrection. 

– "Can We Trust The New Testament," p. 79

BOOK EXCERPTS
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July 1

July 2

July 3

July 4

July 5

July 6

July 7

July 8

July 9

July 10

July 11

July 12

July 13

July 14

July 15

July 16

July 17

July 18

July 19

July 20

July 21

July 22

July 23

July 24

July 25

July 26

July 27

July 28

July 29

July 30

July 31

Romans 3

Jeremiah 51

Exodus 7:1–13

1 Thessalonians 5

Revelation 15:1–16:21

Revelation 17:1–18

Luke 12:13–34

1 Timothy 6:6–19

1 John 2:15–17

Ezekiel 16:35–43

2 Thessalonians 1

Revelation 17:1–18

Revelation 18:1–24

Lamentations 1

Psalm 58

Luke 19

Jeremiah 51:47–64

2 Thessalonians 2

Revelation 18:1–24

Psalm 84

Exodus 33:12–23

Psalm 42

John 15:1–11

Matthew 5:1–12

2 Thessalonians 3

Psalm 84

Revelation 19:1–10

Job 1

Job 2

Psalm 113 

Isaiah 61

These Scripture readings have been selected to help you prepare for the  Sunday morning message. 
Take Up & Read! 

*Sermons in Bold

BIBLE READING PLAN

J U LY

July 30July 30July 30

July 31July 31July 31

Psalm 42Psalm 42Psalm 42

John 15:1–11John 15:1–11John 15:1–11

Matthew 5:1–12

2 Thessalonians 3

Job 2

Psalm 113 

Isaiah 61Isaiah 61Isaiah 61

July 30

July 31

Psalm 42Psalm 42

John 15:1–11John 15:1–11

Matthew 5:1–12

2 Thessalonians 3

Job 2

July 31 Isaiah 61Isaiah 61Isaiah 61
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N E W ME MBE R S

M A RT Y N L LOY D - JON E S

JAY RAYNOR

JACOB LOGAN

GARY REID

TAYLOR LOGAN

DONNA REID

"We must grasp once again, the idea of church membership as being 
the membership of the body of Christ and as the biggest honour 

which can come a man’s way in this world."

DAVID LEMAN
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