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Introduction

An undeniable relationship exists between the divine inspira-
tion of the Bible and the resulting canon of the Bible. Inspiration
is historically affirmed among Jews and Christians as the essential,
internal quality of Scripture from which its authority derives.
While some insistent voices deny any connection between inspira-
tion and canonization,” the opposite point of view is even more
widely held.2

In this century extensive discussion on the question of the
biblical canon has heated up again, particularly since the 1960’s.’
Debate has been stimulated in part by the discovery of the Dead Sea
Scrolls® and because reinvestigations of canon questions have indi-
cated that the old critical consensus has significant flaws. Discus-
sions continue unabated into the present.5 A new consensus on the
canon is in the making.

One of the major issues revolves around the idea whether the
concept of “canon” and the canonization of the Bible is to be
radically separated from the concept of “Scripture”6 and not just
from the concept of inspiration. In regard to the OT it is said by
some scholars that the canon is not fixed until long after the
Christian era began some point between A.D. 90 to as late as the
fourth century AD

For the NT external criteria for canonization such as apos-
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lolicity, orthodoxy, antiquity, catholicity, spiritual value and accep-
lance by the church are increasingly predominant.8 These criteria
lend to place the process of canonization and its authority into the
hands of the Church.

Origin of the Canon: On What Basis?

Human Agencies or Divine Agency? The matter of the
forces and/or sources which authorize biblical writings to be canoni-
cal are of crucial importance. The issue is whether (1) the Bible is
the product of human decisions based on socio-cultural norms and
cvents in the history of the past which can be reactualized in the
present, or whether (2) humans came to recognize the authority of
Scripture because of an inherent nature and quality of the writings
of the Bible as the self-authenticating, self-validating Word of God.

Did human agencies, that is, rabbis, bishops, councils, and/or
communities “determine” which of the Bible’s books belong to the
canon and, thereby, make it into Holy Scripture? The verb “deter-
mine” is used in the sense of formal decisions made on the basis of
immanent, non-supernatural socio-cultural norms. Alternatively,
did individuals, entities and/or communities “recognize” on the
basis of the internal nature and quality which writings were canoni-
cal?

Historically Protestants have held that the canonization of the
Bible of both the Old and New Testaments is the product not of
human beings but the work of the Holy Spirit which produced the
biblical books. By virtue of their inspiration, and its resultant
internal self-authentication and self-validation, biblical books were
“recognized” as canonical.

The verb “recognize” is distinctly different from the verb
"determine.” The former verb affirms the inherent supernatural
origin, nature, and authority of the biblical books as the cause for
(heir canonical status. Whereas the latter term “determine” is
meant to communicate the power of purely human authorization
of the canon by whatever religious, sociological and historical forces
nre considered to have been at work individually and/or collectively.
Similarly, was the canonization of the Bible a process.of develop-
ment over many years, even centuries? Was the OT canon formed
In three distinet stages as is widely supposed ever since a three-part







