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“~'Spinoza Eactoid <

v' Born in Amsterdam!in’ 1632
v Immediate Predecessors include:

| ] X b :“3 ek !
Th‘o"ma_sH obbes  René Descartes

(1564-1642) (1588-1679) (1596-1630)"




“~'Spinoza Eactoid <

v Born in'/Amsterdam’in’ 1632
v’ Contemporaries include:

T -

ot

4|

"';Blaiéé‘ F’asq_al_ 1 John Locke Isaac Newton & Gottfried Leibniz
(1623:1662) s (1632-1704) 2(1642-1727) (1646-1716)

“~ISpinoza Eactoid <

v' Lens grinder: by, trade

v’ Gifted in:
v’ languages (Portuguese, Spanish, Dutch, Hebrew, Latin)
v’ philosophy: (scholasticism, the "new" Cartesianism)

v' Condemned as a heretic by his Jewish community.




o
Majo Lur'tings

e

Benedict (Baruch) Spinoza

(1632-1677)

w'Major Writings <

v' Tractatus'Theologico-Roliticus; 1670 (Treatise on
Theology and' Politics)

v Ethica Ordine Geometrico. Demonstrata, posthumously

1677 (Ethics Demonstrated in Geometrical Order)




TRACTATUS

THEOLOGICO-
FOLITICUS

Continens
Differtationes aliquot,

Quibus oftenditur Libertatem Philofophandi non tantum
falva Pietate , & Reipublicz Pace pofie concedi: fed
eandem nifi cum Pace Reipublicz, iplaque
Pictate tolli non pofie.

Johann: Epift: I Cap: IV. verf: XIIL

Per boc cogrofeimus quod t Deo manemus , & Deus manet
in nobis , quod de Spiritu fuo dedit nebis.

HamBpurcl,
Apud Henricum Kinraht. €19 1o cLxxg

! Ordine Geometrico demonfkrata ,
E-T
In quingue Partes diftinila
i quibus agitwr ,
I. D¢ Dzo.
! 11 De Nawrd & Origine Mewr1s.
111 De Origine & Naturd Arsreervvm
IV. De Servirure Humand, feude Asrrcrvun Vinavs,
V. DePorextia Intererervs, feude Linenrars Humand,
] & hopes pourd
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“=Spinoza‘s Method <

v’ Like his predecessor Descartes, Spinoza \was'a
Rationalist.

v Unlike his predecessor Descartes, Spinoza sought
to explicitly utilize the "geometrical” method in his
writing.

Benedict (Baruch) Spinoza
(1632-1677)




“-Spinoza‘s Epistemology <

The Nature of Truth
"The Rational is the' Real’"
Reality operates according to logical necessity.

Three levels of Cognition

opinion or imagination
reason
s intuition

[William F. Lawhead, The Voyage of Discovery (Belmont: Wadsworth, 1996), 262-263]

Oc Spinoza's;l\?letaphysics <)

T

Benedict (Baruch) Spinoza
(1632-1677)
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“-Spinoza‘'s Metaphysics <

Substance; Attribute, and God

% Substance: "By substance | understand what is'inlitself
and is conceived through'itself;"

 Attribute: "By attribute | understand what the intellect
perceives of a substance, as constituting its essence;"

* God: "By God | understand a being absolutely; infinite,
i.e., a substance consisting of an infinity of attributes; of
which each one expresses an eternal and infinite
essence."

[Ethics, Pt. |, iii, iv, vi, trans. R. H. M. Elwes The Chief Works of Benedict de Spinoza (New York: Dover, 1955), 45]

Benedict (Baruch) Spinoza
(1632-1677)




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ Historical-Critical Method of/Biblical Studies: a method! of;
analysis of the biblical text that is generally. characterized
by an assumption of naturalism

* This method has given rise to what is often referred to as
Biblical Criticism.

|t is to be contrasted with the Historical/Grammatical
Method.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

 Historical-Grammatical!Method of Biblical'Studies:a
method of analysis ofithe biblical text used by, more
theologically. conservative scholars.

* The abiding assumption is that the text of the Bible
should be understood in its historical context according to
the normal rules of grammar, allowing for the possibility.
of the supernatural.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

 Historical-Grammatical!Method of Biblical:Studies:a
method of analysis ofithe biblical text used by, more
theologically, conservative scholars.

¢ Thus, when the text speaks of an event such as Jesus
walking on the water, this method avoids trying to
"explain away" the event as myth or legend simply
because it is miraculous.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

» Biblical criticism or.Higher Criticism: a method utilizing
the Historical-Critical'Method with its assumptions of;
naturalism of studying the origins and backgrounds of.the
books of the Bible

s Because of the anti-supernatural assumptions of its
method (regardless of the personal views of the biblical
critic himself), biblical criticism invariably came to radical
conclusions about the authors of various books of the
Bible.
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w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

s For example, because the!latter half of the book!ofiIsaiah
mentions a figure (Cyrus) who did not live until about 200
years after Isaiah, the biblical critics concluded that this
section of the book of Isaiah must have been written later
by a different author than Isaiah.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ But this conclusion follows only if it is not possible that
|saiah could have known'the future.

% Since the biblical critics assumed that it was impossible
for a person to know the future (because of their. anti-
supernatural or naturalistic assumptions) then it was not
possible in their estimation for Isaiah to have written the
second part of the book of Isaiah.
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w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* One should note thatithe question of whether miracles
are possible is a philosophical question (and not alliterary
question) regarding whether God exists or. not.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ Liberalism (or.theologicalliberalism): In the context: of.
theological studies, liberalism is generally characterized
by a naturalistic approach to religion in terms of which the
supernatural is either downplayed or denied.

s The assumption of naturalism generally leads to a denial
of the inspiration and inerrancy of the Bible, the deity of
Christ, and the reality of miracles.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ Liberalism (or.theological liberalism): In the context of.
theological studies, liberalism is generally characterized
by a naturalistic approach to religion in terms of which the
supernatural is either downplayed or denied.

¢ The first major professional Protestant liberal theologian
was Friedrich Schleiermacher (1768-1834).

FriedrichSchIeiermacher

(1768-1834)
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w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* Though Schleiermacher himself affirmed the'existence of
God (and, hence, the reality of the supernatural) he
nevertheless denied the reality of any propositional or:
cognitive supernatural revelation from God and denied
any supernatural origins or aspect to the Bible.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* The German theologian Rudolph Bultmanniis'largely.
responsible for the increase of liberalism in' Christian
studies in the 20th Century.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ Bultmann believed thatithe Bible was written within'a
context of a primitive; if'not superstitious, culture
(containing what he called myths) and thus must be de-
mythologized for the modern reader.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* To de-mythologize means to strip the Bible of all ofiits
supernatural or miraculous elements, including the
resurrection of Jesus Christ. In some contexts; the term
'liberal' is used generically (if somewhat inaccurately) for.
any theological thinking that falls outside of
evangelicalism.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

Neo-Orthodoxy: meaning, new orthodoxy, a'label
attached to a body of theology that began to rise to
prominence from the late 19th into the early 20th
centuries in an attempt to counter-act the detrimental
effects of liberalism (or. theological liberalism) in
Christianity.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

*» Both neo-orthodoxy/and'liberalism stand in contrast
(though in different ways) to evangelicalism.

* The increasing use of the historical-critical method of
biblical studies among scholars led to a move away. from
theological conservatism.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* This move by employingithe historical-critical method'led
in some circles to the rise of theological liberalism.

“ Neo-orthodoxy came about to stave off this theological
liberalism while granting the legitimacy of the historical-
critical method.

It sought to marry much of orthodoxy with such a method.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* Early manifestations ofineo-orthodoxy can be seeniin
Baptist thinkers such'as:

= Crawford H. Toy (1836-1919)
= John Clifford (1836-1923)
= William Newton Clarke (1841-1912).

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

* These stood in starkicontrast to the evangelicalithinking
of other Baptists such as:

= Basil Manly, Jr. (1825-1892)

= John Broadus (1827-1894)

= James Petigru Boyce (1827-1888)
= B. H. Carroll (1843-1914).




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

% The term 'neo-orthodoxy* did'not come into use until'the
20th Century:.

* It reached its most mature development in the thinking of
the Swiss theologian Karl Barth (1886-1968).

KarlyBarth
(t1886-1 968)
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w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

*» The significance of neo-orthodoxy for the evangelical'is
its view of the nature of Scripture.

** Neo-orthodoxy drove a wedge between what it
maintained was the actual Word of God and the mere
"record" of God's acting.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

** In neo-orthodox theology, the actual Word of:God
consists of God's acting'in'the affairs of mankind and/or:

an individual's "encounter® with God so acting.

** In other words, for neo-orthodoxy, the Word of God is the
religious experience or "encounter” that one has when
that one reads the Bible.




w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

“ Neo-orthodoxy denies thatithe Bible is itselfithe Word of
God, maintaining instead that the Bible is only.the
"record" of these acts of God in history.

% Sometimes this was described as the Bible "containing®
the Word of God.

w-Spinoza's Biblical Criticism <

Terms

¢ This enabled neo-orthodoxy;to allow for errors'in'the
record, i.e., in the Bible; without seemingly.impugning the
integrity of God.
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Roberil:. Thomas
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Foreword by John F. MacArthur

THE
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THE INROADS OF
HISTORICAL CRITICISM INTO
EVANGELICAL SCHOLARSHIP

4.—.

Robert [ Thomas
[ David Farnell
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FOREWORDS BY
PROMINENT SEMINARY PRESIDENTS

NORMAN L. GEISLER &
F. DAVID FARNELL, Editors

F. David Farnell

F. David Farnell
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