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The concept of Biblical inspiration 
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Introduction 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In understanding the Bible, James Barr has introduced some concepts in his Bible and the modern world. One of the concepts is a spiritual inspiration. In this concept, he was dealing with the issue resulting from the relativeness of culture and the way people questioned and viewed the Bible traditionally. James here was interested in supporting theology as well as biblical study. He was seeking show modern knowledge about God's scripture can sound hermeneutical and theological. Majorly Barr focused on issues of scripture’s authority. In this Janconcept, Barr starts by saying it is not very easy to define or describe what biblical inspiration is, and as such, he required answers to some questions.  “But in what way does scripture come from God”? (Mind, 2003. p. 62).  Barr argues that any term that is applied in most biblical scripture must be inspired since it obliviously comes from God, and it contains the truth but not falsehood. 
· James Barr defines the concept of "Biblical inspiration" as being Symptomatic to mean that it indicates that the Bible has fewer interests to self-inspiration
· One  strength of Barr's Definition of "Biblical Inspiration" is that the Bible's authority never operates inductively and thus the information from the Bible it is not self-authorizing, but Bible itself has its source of origin
· The weakness of the concept of “Biblical Inspiration” is that Biblical Inspiration cannot guarantee Inerrancy.
· One and only one issue that Barr's understanding of the concept raises for thinking about religious texts in general and the Bible, in particular, is relating Christian doctrine to the biblical theology to help christen understand that words, as well as ideas that human authors expressed, is the exact message that God wanted to communicate to his people. 
 Barr sees inspiration to have been rarely in use in the modern world, and it was seen to be having no value or even unfashionable. Barr questioned way(s) that people can use to think of how the Bible is “God’s inspiration” and admits that there are many ideas related to Biblical inspiration that are questionable and are said to have thorniest problems. Barr viewed the inspiration as an integral part that led to the publication of Bibles and supposes that the Bible is more of pure outcome from human beings. To him, the inspiration process calls for God's intervention. However, he says that God has no full responsibility for the quality of the Bible that is the end product. He sees the Bible as the final composition. 
James Barr has broadened the term Biblical inspiration as he mostly concentrates on deriving separate texts written in the bible production process of the Bible. He quotes that the Bible comes from God by concluding and arguing that people believe in the community believe that they are inspired in some sense. Generally, the view of Biblical inspiration by James Barr has based on understanding the scripture, and as such, such scripture may turn his exegetical understanding (Mpindu, 2003).
James Barr defines the concept of “Biblical inspiration” as being Symptomatic to mean that it indicates that the Bible has fewer interests to self-inspiration. He acknowledges the fact that the Bible is a product of God through God's spirit that played a very vital role in producing scriptures. He concedes that those who authored the Bible or the Bible's Response authors were filled by the Holy Spirit and had ultimate truth as well as the most valid responses. However, he continues and quotes some information (Gen.36) and says that Israelites were not told By God the number of kings that existed in Edom. He Quotes (1 Kings Chapter 22.41) saying that God also was not involved in determining Jehoshaphat to start reigning Judah according. All this was known, and things of such sort were viewed to be reasonable information for humans.
The strength of Barr’s Definition of “Biblical Inspiration” is that the Bible’s authority never operates inductively. Thus the information that is gotten from the Bible is not self-authorizing, but the Bible itself has its source of origin. Barr argues that the background of vision for those who wrote the Bible was inspired by God (Mpindu, 2003).  He relates Biblical inspiration with a scripture that is viewed as community's product and describes how the scripture came into existence and postulates his view on how the Bible came into existence and said that scripture was written by people inspired by God but not a traditional model. He continues and says that scripture was preceded by some traditions within God's people and after believing In God. He urges for recognizing those who wrote Bible eve if not each scripture that was written gave instant revelation. Barr was of the idea that imputing Bible's Inerrancy is like mistaking what it contains in it, and thus the Bible has some statements that are factually inaccurate. Some theological assertion in the Bible tends to differ from others, but with the same Bible and as such, inspirational doctrine must consider some realities.
One and only One issue that Barr's understanding of the concept raises for thinking about religious texts in general and the Bible in  particular is relating Christian doctrine to the biblical theology to help christen understand that words, as well as ideas that human authors expressed, is the exact message that God wanted to communicate to his people (Gnuse, 2013). In his arguments, James Barr is trying to give an understanding that, when we read the Bible, we learn about the "God of the Bible." The biblical message is derived from theology.  However, those who read doctrine learn particular God's Teachings since it speaks more about God and his relationship with humanity.
The weakness of the concept of “Biblical Inspiration” is that Biblical Inspiration cannot guarantee Inerrancy (Barr, 1970).  According to Barr, the entire process of developing a scripture that is considered to have been written by people inspired by the Holy Spirit is not viewed in totality as a unique work of God. He explained that there are more vital scriptures that God did not create through writers who were inspired but came into existence due to the Crystalized traditions of God's People. This means that Biblical inspiration fails to consider the Bible as an inerrant Scripture or Book. He adds that the Bible is not an inerrant book, and it could have been derived from the opinions of human beings, and naturally, not all the statements in the Bible are correct, even if it does not have factual errors.
Conclusion
To sum up, According to James Barr, Biblical inspiration, when viewed from a historical account point of view, seems to be unclear. Thus, "inspiration" needs to be redefined to have an etymological description for this concept of “inspiration." There is a need to carry out further research to identify the conventional definition of the term "Biblical inspiration that could be accepted by everyone.
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