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Sunday, November 20, 2016—Grace Life School of Theology—From This Generation For Ever 

Lesson 36 Preservation: Examining the Relevant Passages, Matthew 4:4 

 

Introduction 

 

   Recall from Lesson 30 that we laid out the following three views of preservation. 

 

o View 1—Denial of a Doctrine of Preservation 

 

o View 2—Preservation in the KJV/TR/MT Tradition 

 

o View 3—Preservation in the Totality of Manuscripts 

 

 Please remember that we are in the process of studying the relevant passages that establish the 

fundamental promise of preservation.  This is an important first step before we consider the extant 

and location of preservation. 

 

 In Lessons 31 and 32 we commenced our study of whether or not the Bible teaches its own 

preservation by looking at Psalm 12:6-7. 

 

 In Lesson 33, we considered a cluster of verses regarding preservation found in Psalm 119.  

Lesson 34 covered the impact of Isaiah 30:8 upon the doctrine of preservation.  Meanwhile, 

Lesson 35 considered how Isaiah 40:8 and its cross-reference I Peter 1:23-25 help establish the 

doctrine of preservation.  

 

 In this lesson, I would like to begin a consideration of the relevant New Testament texts regarding 

preservation beginning with Matthew 4:4. 

 

Matthew 4:4 

 

 Much of the relevant writings on both sides of the preservation debate leave out any discussion of 

Matthew 4:4. Those who deny that the scriptures teach a formal doctrine of preservation (View 1) 

such as Drs. Daniel Wallace and W. Edward Glenny do not comment on the verse in their 

writings. Likewise, those who accept a more limited notion of preservation (View 3) such as Dr. 

William W. Combs and Jon Rehurek do not include any discussion of the verse in their essays on 

the topic.   

 

 Even much of the pro-King James literature (View 2) fails to note the potential impact of 

Matthew 4:4 upon the doctrine of preservation.  The verse is frequently noted in lists of verses 

viewed to support the doctrine of preservation but little if any explanation is ever offered. 

 

 Two notable exceptions are Drs. Thomas M. Strouse and D.A. Waite.  Dr. Waite’s Defending the 

King James Bible contains an entire page and half explanation of the verse’s impact upon the 

doctrine of preservation.  Meanwhile, Dr. Strouse devoted an entire chapter of Thou Shalt Keep 
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Them: A Biblical Theology of the Perfect Preservation of Scripture to an exposition of  

Matthew 4:4 as it relates to the doctrine of preservation.   

 

 Given that these two writings are the most thorough explanations of the verse in terms of its 

impact upon the doctrine of preservation, we will survey the comments made by Waite and 

Strouse below.  Thirdly, we will consider the issue of “exact sameness” as it relates to Matthew 

4:4 and the overall promise of preservation.  Lastly, next week in Lesson 37, we will discuss the 

importance of the Perfect Passive tense upon the proper exposition of the text.  Our discussion of 

Matthew 4:4 will be organized as follows: 

 

o D.A. Waite on Matthew 4:4 

 

o Thomas M. Strouse on Matthew 4:4 

 

o Matthew 4:4 and the Challenge of “Exact Sameness” 

 

o Impact on the Perfect Passive Tense (Lesson 37) 

 

D.A. Waite on Matthew 4:4 

 

 Waite’s comments on Matthew 4:4 are broken up into two sections: 1) general comments and 2) a 

discussion of the impact of the prefect tense on the phrase “it is written.”  Below we will discuss 

Watie’s comments on the impact of the perfect tense.  In this section, I would just like to note the 

nature of Waite’s general comments.  Waite writes: 

 

o “When Jesus said, “It is written,” that referred to the Old Testament. . . How can a man or 

woman live by every word of God that proceeds out of the mouth of God unless God has 

preserved these Words to listen to?  It is impossible.  And you and I who speak English 

and may not know Greek or Hebrew, how will we know God’s Words unless He has 

preserved it to the present day, and then we have it accurately and faithfully translated 

into English.  What the Lord Jesus Christ was telling Satan was that the Old Testament 

has been preserved.  He is quoting from Deuteronomy.  The Old Testament had been 

preserved right down until His day and man should live by those very Words.  That is a 

number of years, about 1500 years from Moses until Jesus’s day.  He kept, guarded, and 

preserved “EVERY WORD.”” (Waite, 9) 

 

 Waite’s fundamental point is that Jesus could not quote Deuteronomy 8:3 in refutation of the 

Adversary’s assault unless God’s word had been preserved.  Mankind had access to the words of 

God 1500 years after they were written by Moses.  This seems like strong scriptural evidence of 

preservation. 
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Thomas M. Strouse on Matthew 4:4 

 

 Strouse’s comments on Matthew 4:4 are far more extensive and wide ranging then the 

explanation offered above by Waite.  Strouse expounds upon every phrase of Matthew 4:4 into its 

own section.  The following is Strouse’s breakdown of the verse: 

 

o Inspiration—“Proceedeth Out of the Mouth of God” 

 

o Authority—“Man Shall Live” 

 

o Availability—“By Every Word” 

 

o Preservation—“It Is Written” 

 

 Strouse states the following in his introductory remarks: 

 

o “Satan tempted the Lord Jesus Christ early in His ministry (Mt. 4:1-11).  The Lord 

answered the tempter with three references from Deuteronomy (8:3, 6:13, and 6:16, 

respectively).  The first answer is significant.  He stated, “It is written, Man shall not live 

by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God (v. 4, cited 

from Dt. 8:3).  This response summarizes the Lord’s Bibliology. 

 

 He affirmed the doctrine of verbal, plenary inspiration of the autographa by 

stating the source of Scripture—“proceedeth out of the mouth of God.”  

 

 He affirmed the authority of the written Scripture, and consequently its 

infallibility and inerrancy, by upholding it as a standard by  

which—“man shall . . . live.” 

 

 He affirmed the availability of Scripture since He declared His personal access 

and implied mankind’s general access to God’s Words—“by every word.” 

 

 He affirmed the doctrine of verbal, plenary preservation of Scripture by the 

expression—“It is written.” 

 

. . . The living word (Christ) validated His written Words since He believed He had the 

verbal, plenary Old Testament (OT) Words intact in His day.  The purpose of this chapter 

is to examine in detail the Lord’s claims about the full and complete text of the Hebrew 

OT available in His day.” (Strouse in Thou Shalt Keep Them, 35) 

 

 In short, the Lord Jesus Christ believed in and affirmed the preservation of the Old Testament.  

According to Strouse, the Lord’s Bibliology includes the belief in: 1) plenary verbal inspiration, 
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2) the infallibility and inerrancy of scripture, 3) the availability and personal access of scripture, 

and 4) the plenary preservation of scripture. 

 

 I will comment upon Strouse’s fourth point in the section below on Matthew 4:4 and the 

Challenge of “Exact Sameness” 

 

 In footnote number 27, Strouse offers the following important insight: 

 

o “Although the Lord Jesus could have rebuked Satan with the power of His own personal 

authority (cf. Mt. 16:23), Christ submitted His personal authority to the written Scripture, 

and chose to rebuke His chief adversary with the highest authority—the written Words of 

God (Psalm. 138:2).” (Strouse in Thou Shalt Keep Them, 35) 

 

 In this footnote Strouse, points out the complete reliance upon and confidence the Lord Jesus 

Christ had in the written word of God during his earthly ministry. 

 

 Given the fact that Strouse’s essay is extensive and exceeds the topical limitations of this lesson 

we will limit our discussion of his comments to only those portions that deal directly with the 

topic of preservation.  In the section titled “Preservation—“It Is Written””, Strouse states the 

following regarding preservation: 

 

o “The passage at hand utilizes the expression “it is written” four times (vv. 4, 6, 7, 10).  

The Lord submitted Himself to the written OT Scriptures in response to Satan’s 

temptations and claimed the preservation of three passages (Dt. 8:3, 6:16, and 6:13) for 

His defense (cf. Eph. 6:17).  Satan was forced to submit himself to the written Scripture 

and even declared the preservation of Psalm. 91:11-12 (v. 6) with “it is written” . . . 

Christ declared that the Hebrew text Dt. 8:3, was still intact, including the consonants and 

vowels, up to His day.” (Strouse in Thou Shalt Keep Them, 38) 

 

 In pointing out that Satan quotes Psalm 91:11-13 in Matthew 4:6, Strouse raises a fascinating 

point.  Even the Adversary believes in the doctrine of preservation.  How can the adversary 

believe in the doctrine of preservation while many within Christian academia do not?  Satan’s 

ability to quote Psalm 91 to the Lord Jesus Christ during his earthly ministry means that God’s 

words were preserved from the time of David forever just as Psalm 12:6-7 in the KJB assert. 

 

 Strouse points out that God incarnate in the person of Jesus Christ was consistent in both belief 

and practice with what was promised in the Old Testament cannon. 

 

o “The incarnate God in the person of Jesus Christ was consistent in His belief and practice 

since He submitted Himself to the perfectly preserved inscripturated words He promised 

He would keep. It behooves Christians, including pastors, believers, and scholars, to 

emulate Christ’s teaching in their Bibliology. . .” (Strouse in Thou Shalt Keep Them, 39) 
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 At this point it is instructive to note that no modern version differs with the KJB in terms of how 

Matthew 4:4 should read. 

 

KJB NIV NASB ESV 

But he answered and 

said, It is written, Man 

shall not live by bread 

alone, but by every 

word that proceedeth 

out of the mouth of 

God. 

Jesus answered, "It is 

written: 'Man shall not 

live on bread alone, but 

on every word that 

comes from the mouth 

of God.'  

But He answered and 

said, "It is written, 

'MAN SHALL NOT 

LIVE ON BREAD 

ALONE, BUT ON 

EVERY WORD THAT 

PROCEEDS OUT OF 

THE MOUTH 

OF GOD.'" 

But he answered, "It is 

written, 

"'Man shall not live by 

bread alone, 

but by every word that 

comes from the mouth 

of God.'" 

 

 The King James as well as the popular modern versions cited above all agree that man should live 

by “every word” that came from the mouth of God. 

 

 Consequently, only the preservationist positon is internally consistent with the totality of the 

Biblical data.  How can the Lord Jesus Christ possess such confidence in the Old Testament 

scriptures if God almighty had not promised to preserve them?  Furthermore, how can any 

Christian scholar maintain that the reading before them in Matthew 4:4, in any version, is correct 

(“every word”) without at the same time acknowledging the reality of Biblical preservation?  

How did the words get from the pen of Moses (Deuteronomy 8) to the time of Christ unless God 

preserved them? 

 

 Only the King James reading of Psalm 12:6-7 is internally consistent with the totality of the 

Biblical data.  Were the poor and the needy of David’s day preserved until the time of Christ?  

No, certainly not.  Were the words of David’s day (Psalm 91) as well as the words of Moses 

(Deuteronomy 8:3) preserved until the time of Christ?  Yes, absolutely or else how were both 

Christ and the Adversary able to quote them in Matthew 4? 

 

 When one seeks to deny the clear teaching of one passage in order to support their theology they 

create problems for themselves elsewhere.  While the Bible is a book of books it should always 

be remembered that it is a unified document that was settled in heaven (Psalm 119:89) before 

God moved upon a single human author to reveal (revelation) and record his words (inspiration). 

 

Matthew 4:4 and the Challenge of “Exact Sameness” 

 

 There is one final point from Strouse’s essay that is important to our purposes in this class.  

Covering this point will set us up for the second part of our discussion regarding Matthew 4:4 

next week.  Strouse offers three reasons why Christ utilized the Hebrew Old Testament during his 

earthly ministry and not the Septuagint (LXX) Greek translation of the Old Testament. 
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o “There are at least three Biblical arguments that defend the position that the Lord always 

used the Hebrew text and not the Greek LXX. 

 

 The Lord referred to jots and tittles that make up the Hebrew language, not the 

Greek language (Mt. 5:17-18). 

 

 The Lord referred to the three-fold division of the Tanak, not the LXX, which 

included the Torah (law), the Nabi’im (prophets), and Kethubim (writings), on 

several occasions (cf. Lk. 24:44) 

 

 The Lord referred to the first and last books of the Tanak (Luke 11:50-52), 

describing the brutal deaths of the prophets Abel (Genesis 4:8) to Zacharias  

(II Chronicles 24:20-22).  Although the Lord cited precisely the Hebrew of 

Matthew 4:4, it is clear upon close examination of Deuteronomy 8:3 that Christ 

did not quote the LXX, since at least two words are different.” (Strouse in Thou 

Shalt Keep Them, 38) 

 

 Luke 4:16-21—I have long questioned the notion that Jesus and his Jewish apostles were using 

the Greek LXX at the time of Christ.  It seems unlikely to me that a Jewish synagogue in 

Nazareth could not have been using the Hebrew Old Testament. 

 

 Consequently, I think that Strouse’s first two arguments are sound regarding why the Lord Jesus 

Christ would have used the Hebrew Old Testament during his earthly ministry over the Greek 

LXX.  I believe that Jesus and the Apostles were using the Hebrew Old Testament not a Greek 

translation. 

 

 That being said, Strouse’s third argument hinges upon the standard of “exact sameness.”  

According to his third point, Strouse reasons that Christ could not have used the LXX because it 

has two words that are different from the Hebrew text.  In the footnote attached to point three 

quoted above Strouse states, 

 

o “The LXX adds ό (ho) and το (to).” (Strouse in Thou Shalt Keep Them, 39) 

 

 Strouse offers no explanation of whether or not these two Greek words alter the doctrine content 

of the verses in question (Deuteronomy 8:3 and Matthew 4:4).  The bottom line for Strouse is that 

the wording is not exactly the same.  Therefore, one must be right and other wrong. 
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 What happens, though, when one seeks to apply this standard to the KJB? 

 

Deuteronomy 8:3 Matthew 4:4 

. . . that he might make thee know that  

 

man doth not live by bread only,  

 

but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth 

of the LORD doth man live. 

But he answered and said, It is written,  

 

Man shall not live by bread alone,  

 

but by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth 

of God. 

 

 Is Matthew 4:4 in your KJB an exact word for word quotation of Deuteronomy 8:3?  No!  Does 

that mean one of these is in error?  No!  They are both teaching the exact same doctrinal content 

without using the exact same words. 

 

Matthew 4:4 Luke 4:4 
But he answered and said, It is written,  

 

Man shall not live by bread alone,  

 

but by every word that proceedeth out of the 

mouth of God. 

And Jesus answered him, saying, It is written,  

 

That man shall not live by bread alone,  

 

but by every word of God. 

 

 So not only does Matthew’s quotation of Deuteronomy 8:3 not match exactly but the citations of 

Deuteronomy by both Matthew and Luke in same context, they do not match each other exactly.  

Yet no one views these verses as differing substantively in terms of their doctrinal content. 

 

 Going a step further, one should compare the Adversary’s quotation of Psalm 91:11-12 with 

Matthew 4:6. 

 

Psalm 91:11-12 Matthew 4:6 

For he shall give his angels charge over thee,  

 

to keep thee in all thy ways. 

 

They shall bear thee up in their hands,  

 

lest thou dash thy foot against a stone. 

He shall give his angels charge concerning thee:  

 

 

 

and in their hands they shall bear thee up, 

 

lest at any time thou dash thy foot against a stone. 

 

 The Adversary did not quote Psalm 91 exactly as the Psalmist penned it.  Yet, the Lord Jesus 

Christ did not correct Satan or quibble with him for not quoting God’s word exactly as it was 

written. 
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 The same phenome is observable for the other “it is written” quotations of the Lord Jesus Christ 

during his temptation. 

 

Deuteronomy 6:16 Matthew 4:7 

 

 

Ye shall not tempt the LORD your God, . . . 

Jesus said unto him, It is written again,  

 

Thou shalt not tempt the Lord thy God. 

 

Deuteronomy 6:13 Matthew 4:10 

 

 

 

Thou shalt fear the LORD thy God, and serve him, 

and shalt swear by his name. 

Then saith Jesus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan: 

for it is written,  

 

Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and him 

only shalt thou serve. 

 

 While I agree with Waite and Strouse that Matthew 4:4, and other verses like it are vital to the 

establishment of the doctrine of preservation, I maintain that they go too far in demanding exact 

sameness or identical wording as their standard of preservation. 

 

 In the next Lesson we will consider the importance of the perfect tense and the passive voice 

upon this discussion. 
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