What Does It Mean To Be Inspired?
2 Timothy 3:16-17  All Scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness;  17 so that the man of God may be adequate, equipped for every good work. (nasb)
2 Timothy 3:16-17  All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness,  17 that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work.  (nkjv)

2 Timothy 3:16-17  All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness,  17 so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.  (niv)
Each of these translations is translated from the Greek word, qeo,pneustoj (theopneustos).  qeo, (theo) means God, pneustoj (pneustos) means breathed.  The NIV provides a better translation for what is described as the inspiration by God.  This Greek word is only found in 2 Timothy 3:16 and is given by W.E. Vine’s Expository Dictionary of New Testament Words as:
<1,,2315,theopneustos> 
“inspired by God” (Theos, “God,” pneo, “to breathe”), is used in 2 Tim. 3:16, of the Scriptures as distinct from non-inspired writings. Wycliffe, Tyndale, Coverdale and the Great Bible have the rendering “inspired of God.”
Various modern day meanings have been given to the word “inspiration” as given at dictionary.com. 

in - spi - ra - tion
–noun

1. an inspiring or animating action or influence: I cannot write poetry without inspiration.

2. something inspired, as an idea.

3. a result of inspired activity.

4. a thing or person that inspires.

5. Theology.

a. a divine influence directly and immediately exerted upon the mind or soul.

b. the divine quality of the writings or words of a person so influenced.

6. the drawing of air into the lungs; inhalation.

7. the act of inspiring; quality or state of being inspired.
This article will be a discussion of definition 5 under Theology.  The question is whether divinely inspired scripture is a product of 5a or 5b.  (These two points will be referred to several times in this article.)
“The term inspiration, when applied to the sacred books, designates the characteristic which they are supposed to have derived from the inspiration of their writers.  When applied to the writers, it means the supposed miraculous action of the Spirit of God in their minds, by which they were caused to write as God willed.”

Many Jews and Christians alike strongly believe or affirm that “all” the scriptures they accept as from God are the product of the Holy Spirit operating directly on the minds of its authors.  That is to say, in the original autographs, every word, “jot and tittle” (nkjv), “smallest letter or stroke” (nasb, niv) was written by a direct operation of the Holy Spirit on the mind and hand of man (Matt. 5:18; Luke 16:17).  Or, put another way, they believe the authors of the scriptures would have had no control over what they wrote.  Or, one could say that the personal element was completely absent in these works.  
2 Peter 1:21 is often used by Christians to support this position: “… for no prophecy was ever made by an act of human will, but men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from God.” (nasb)  But not all verses can be classified as prophecy.  Most of the scriptures are narrative stories, history, law and wisdom.  The power to prophesy accurately and inerrantly, to relate events that have not yet occurred many years or centuries into the future, can only come from the divine source; no earthly creature possesses such power.
It is true that some authors were instructed to write down what had been spoken to them from the divine source.  This was true of Moses (Exo. 17:14, 34:27), Isaiah (8:1ff), Jeremiah (30:2), John (Rev. 1:11) and others.

One problem with definition 5a above has to do with the fact that no autograph (original) manuscript exists for any writing of the scriptures.  That’s not only true for the Hebrew Bible, the Septuagint (LXX), but also for the New Testament.  If we had the autographs, the whole science of Biblical Criticism would be nearly non-existent.  In particular, the branch of Biblical Criticism called Textual Criticism would be totally unnecessary.  So what does that mean?  It means that people have to collect fragments of copies of copies of the original manuscripts and try to reconstruct what was penned in the autographs.  That is a colossal effort.  The extant fragments come from different languages, different locations and different centuries and there are literally tens of thousands available.  For the New Testament, the earliest fragment of the gospel of John is only 5 verses!  When translated, it says: 

Pilate said to them, 31 “Take Him yourselves, and judge Him according to your law.” The Jews said to him, “We are not permitted to put anyone to death,” 32 to fulfill the word of Jesus which He spoke, signifying by what kind of death He was about to die.  33 Therefore Pilate entered again into the Praetorium, and summoned Jesus and said to Him, “Are You the King of the Jews?” on one side and

37 Therefore Pilate said to Him, “So You are a king?” Jesus answered, “You say correctly that I am a king. For this I have been born, and for this I have come into the world, to testify to the truth. Everyone who is of the truth hears My voice.”  38 Pilate said to Him, “What is truth?” And when he had said this, he went out again to the Jews and said to them, “I find no guilt in Him” on the other side. (nasb-John 18:31-33, 37-38)
Even so, not every word is visible in this fragment.  This fragment has been dated to somewhere between A.D. 125 and 160, long after the apostle John had passed away.
But let us assume that every small letter and stroke of every verse of every book in its original language can be reconstituted.  What then?  Can you read classical and common Greek, or Hebrew or imperial or common Aramaic, with all its variations from different periods?  Let’s say you could.  How about everyone else?  This is why we have scholarly translations of the Scriptures into every language and tongue of the world.  Who did that?  People.  Were all those people moved by the Spirit to make accurate translations into to each language of the world, or did the Holy Spirit fail to anticipate that all these translations would become necessary?  Or, did these scholars just do the very best job they could?
Hebrews 1:1-2  God, after He spoke long ago to the fathers in the prophets in many portions and in many ways,  2 in these last days has spoken to us in His Son, whom He appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the world. (nasb)
The Bible is the product of the Holy Spirit speaking through the agency of human beings who lived under various historical, cultural, personal, and emotional circumstances.  This is the method God chose to unveil His will to men.  Acknowledging these circumstances both demonstrates respect for God’s chosen method of revelation and enhances our understanding.  This human element can be illustrated by texts like Luke 1:1-4:
Luke 1:1-4 Inasmuch as many have undertaken to compile an account of the things accomplished among us,  2 just as they were handed down to us by those who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and servants of the word,  3 it seemed fitting for me as well, having investigated everything carefully from the beginning, to write it out for you in consecutive order, most excellent Theophilus;  4 so that you may know the exact truth about the things you have been taught. (nasb)
Someone may ask, “What does it mean when it says ‘All Scripture’”?
The Greek words, pa/sa grafh. (pasa graphe), are translated “all scripture”.  (Capitalization is added by the translators to associate divine significance.)  According to Vine, 

<A-1,Adjective,3956,pas> 
radically means "all." Used without the article it means "every," every kind or variety. …
So the phrase, “All Scripture is God-breathed” (niv) could mean that every where, any kind of scripture that was written, is from God, including the all works of those who lived prior to this statement, and even afterwards.  But we don’t place that meaning on it, do we?  It should be kept in mind who the author of this statement was.  When the apostle Paul wrote this, as we can see from other translations, his view of “All Scripture” was limited to what he knew to be the holy Scriptures (niv), which he refers to in 2 Tim. 3:15.  It would be what we refer to as the Old Testament, apocryphal works not withstanding. (The Septuagint was extant at the time of the apostle which included the apocrypha, but we find no quotations or references to any of these works by New Testament writers.)
The phrase, “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God” (NKJV) would limit the scope to those that have been determined by man to have come from God alone.  
In either the niv or the nkjv, it would require that men have some rule in which to canonize scripture, i.e., to determine which scripture came from a divine source and which did not.  Most would agree that this is the correct sense in understanding this text because it goes on to say, “and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, that the man of God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work.” (nkjv)
So if you want to know what it is that God wants you to be, He wants you to live by the words of all of His Scripture.  Once we determine what that is (i.e., canon and text), we have what we need.  The point of this article is to think about what is meant by this term inspiration, or God-breathed.
Definition 5a above does not seem to be consistent with what we find in the scriptures; i.e., a divine influence directly and immediately exerted upon the mind or soul.  The implication of 5a is that the Holy Spirit did not condition the thought processes of the authors through the study of the Scriptures and by the words of others but rather by an immediate exertion.  One could imagine that the Holy Spirit could miraculously transform the mind of the authors to write what they wrote in their own way, according to their own style and vocabulary already in place, while simultaneously using the exact words the Holy Spirit chose to get the message out.  
In definition 5b above, it could be imagined that the Holy Spirit chose to reveal the will of God by using the existing vocabulary and writing style of the authors that He chose, to speak to mankind; i.e., the divine quality of the writings or words of a person so influenced.  This might be something like what Jesus said to His disciples in:

John 14:26  “But the Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in My name, He will teach you all things, and bring to your remembrance all that I said to you.” (nasb)
John 16:13  “But when He, the Spirit of truth, comes, He will guide you into all the truth; for He will not speak on His own initiative, but whatever He hears, He will speak; and He will disclose to you what is to come.” (nasb)
In Matthew 10, Jesus foretelling what His disciples would have to face said:

17 “But beware of men, for they will hand you over to the courts and scourge you in their synagogues; 18 and you will even be brought before governors and kings for My sake, as a testimony to them and to the Gentiles.  19 But when they hand you over, do not worry about how or what you are to say; for it will be given you in that hour what you are to say.  20 For it is not you who speak, but it is the Spirit of your Father who speaks in you.” (nasb) (see also Mark 13:9-11 and Luke 21:12-15.)

Matthew, Mark and Luke seem to be reporting the same idea from Jesus as did John.  In John 14:26, it’s about remembering what Jesus had taught His disciples when He was alive.  In John 16:13, Jesus is talking about the Holy Spirit helping them to speak the truth. In Matthew, Mark and Luke, it’s about helping the disciples to speak in their own defense or in defense of the gospel, as was the case with the apostle Paul when he was before the governors Felix (Acts 23:24ff) and Festus (Acts 24:27-26:32) and king Agrippa (Acts 25:13-26:32).
It would be nearly impossible for man to be free from anxiety under such circumstances without help from the Divine.  Jesus therefore promises His disciples that they need not worry about what they should say under those circumstances.  In Luke, Jesus also said, “So make up your minds not to prepare beforehand to defend yourselves; for I will give you utterance and wisdom which none of your opponents will be able to resist or refute.” (nasb-Luke 21:14-15)  That is, they didn’t even need to prepare their thoughts beforehand – it would come to them, they would remember, and that because of who they were.
Just before His ascension, Jesus also said to His disciples:

Acts 1:8  “…but you will receive power when the Holy Spirit has come upon you; and you shall be My witnesses both in Jerusalem, and in all Judea and Samaria, and even to the remotest part of the earth.” (nasb)
The clear implication here is that the disciples would be witnesses to the absolute truth about Jesus, His teachings, His life, His promises, His death and His resurrection – not only witnesses, but eye-witnesses.
From this, it seems reasonable to conclude that whenever men of God wrote, their memories were refreshed and what they wrote was indeed what the Holy Spirit wanted them to write.  That is to say, they were moved by the Holy Spirit to write the truth.

With these verses in mind, McGarvey comes to the following conclusions, as quoted here:

a. The Spirit of God came upon them with such power that their spirits were figuratively immersed in it, and it abode in them to the end of their days.
b. It gave them, or taught them, what to say and how to say it, in such measure that on the most trying occasions they could speak with unerring wisdom, and yet without anxiety or premeditation.  It was not they that spoke, but the Holy Spirit that spoke in them; that it, the Holy Spirit, and not they, was the responsible speaker.

c. To the end of enabling them thus to speak, it recalled to their memory, as fully as was needful, all that Jesus had in person spoken; and as the words he had spoken were intimately blended with the deeds he had done, it undoubtedly recalled these also.  This was especially needed when they were to speak or write concerning his earthly career.

d. To the same end, it guided them into all truth yet untaught, which it was the will of Christ that they should know and teach.  This was needful in order that their utterances concerning those items of God’s will which they alone have revealed, that is, their statements concerning things in the spirit world and in the future of time and eternity, might be received as the word of God.

This last conclusion from McGarvey seems to be consistent with definition 5b, “the divine quality of the writings or words of a person so influenced.”  
The difference in definitions 5a and 5b would be how the author was affected, either by an immediate exertion upon the mind or soul, or by being so influenced.  It is unclear what McGarvey means when he uses the words “figuratively immersed” in a, if he means that the Spirit of God did not actually come upon them.  In b, McGarvey uses the word, “taught” but then goes on to say that it really wasn’t them that spoke.  In c, he uses the words “enabled” and “recalled” and in d the word “guided”.  These words are confusing since the use of these words clearly portrays some doubt in his conclusions.  Or, it could be a reflection of the difficulty in trying to precisely define “inspiration” every step of the way. 
The interesting thing about these scriptures from Matthew, John and 2 Timothy is that Jesus talks about speaking, not writing.  Are we to conclude that speaking thus includes writing as well?  Perhaps.  One principle difference is that the writers were not under duress, or their faith was not being challenged before the authorities when they wrote.  The writings clearly show a reflection, a recollection, a remembrance of events past.  The apostle’s letters were letters of instruction, encouragement, admonition and prophecy based on spiritual principles they had either learned from Jesus, experienced or received from the Holy Spirit.  The writings of Mark and Luke are of historical content, as are those of Matthew and the gospel of John.

So the question might be that although the Holy Spirit guided them into all truth when they spoke, did that also occur when they wrote, and if so, to what degree?  The answer comes to us from 2 Timothy 3:16-17.  And so, we’re back to where we started.
If the Holy Spirit could anticipate (or know) that the scriptures written in Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek would eventually need to be translated into languages not yet in existence, and that this would be the duty of man, then how can we say that what we have today is precisely the same as what was originally written?  That’s not to say, that we can’t know what the Holy Spirit revealed as truth.

As an aside, many have taken the position that the Authorized Version (the King James Version of 1611) was the end product of a Holy Spirit “exertion upon the mind or soul” of the English translators, no less than it would have been upon the authors.  The problem with this is that the AV had to be updated only 2 years later (1613) because it was found to contain something like 400 variations.  Since then, countless other changes have taken place.  It went through major revisions in 1629 and 1638.  The KJV revision commonly used in the United States today was published in 1769, the work of Benjamin Blayney of Oxford.  The 1611 version also contained the Apocrypha.  It’s hard to imagine how the works of Erasmus and Estienne and the scholars of Hampton Court Conference could have been the product of a direct operation of the Holy Spirit.  Many today have laid the 1769 version aside in favor of the New King James Version of 1982.  (The comparison of English Versions is another topic that does not fall within the scope of this article.)
There is a difference between being intellectually brilliant, highly educated and God-breathed, or inspired.  One may mean that a brilliant thought just came to them when they say they were inspired.  There are many great works of man in literature, art and science; but were these inspired in the Biblical sense? Were the scriptures intellectually brilliant works of men, or were they God-breathed?  2 Timothy 3:16-17 affirms that their source is God.

There is also a difference between receiving inspiration through the study of the Scriptures and having that imposed upon our minds without study.  
Going back to 2 Peter 1:
2 Peter 1:20-21   20 But know this first of all, that no prophecy of Scripture is a matter of one’s own interpretation,  21 for no prophecy was ever made by an act of human will, but men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from God. (nasb)

We’re back to speaking.  But we’re also compelled to reading what was written, as this clearly implies, for there are prophecies that were written centuries before this was written. 
In this text from Peter, does he mean, each word uttered was given to them by the Holy Spirit – in some cases, this is clearly so, such as “thus saith the Lord” statements, which may be what Peter has in mind here – or does he simply mean, the end result of Scripture in general was not a product of “human will” i.e., human reasoning and ingenuity; rather the end product was what the Spirit wanted. Yet, he still allowed for human thinking and understanding to be present within the text. The same may be said of Paul in 2 Tim. 3 – Scripture, i.e., “what is written”, is God-breathed – may be saying nothing more than the end product is from God – but, does that imply that the Spirit did not allow human involvement or even human understanding of events?  For example, King David wrote about Jesus in Psalm 22; Isaiah wrote about Jesus in Isaiah 53; and Jesus quotes these prophets.

What can be concluded from all of this?

Whether there was (5a) “a divine influence directly and immediately exerted upon the mind or soul” or (5b) “the divine quality of the writings or words of a person so influenced”, what the authors received and wrote was divine.  It only then becomes of matter of finding out what was written by inspiration, which is where the science of Biblical Criticism plays a part.  Once that has been satisfactorily established, it then becomes a matter of the quality of translation into our native language.

Romans 15:4   4 For whatever things were written before were written for our learning, that we through the patience and comfort of the Scriptures might have hope.
Hebrews 6:17-18   17 Thus God, determining to show more abundantly to the heirs of promise the immutability of His counsel, confirmed it by an oath,  18 that by two immutable things, in which it is impossible for God to lie, we might have strong consolation, who have fled for refuge to lay hold of the hope set before us.
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