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v. Born intAmstelidambinsl632
v Immediate Predecesserslinelude:
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Galileo ThomassHobbes Rene Descartes
(1564-1642) (1588-1679) (1596-1630)
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V. Born infAmsterdamiini 632
v' Contemporaries inclides

%
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- Blaiée Pascal John Locke Isaac‘Newton ¥ Gottfried Leibniz
(1623-1662) (1632-1704) (1642-1727) (1646-1716)




SESpinoza |Factoidi=>
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V' Lens grinderby;trade

v Gifted in;
v’ languages! (Portugtiese;ySpanish, Dutch, Hebrewy[Eatin)
v’ philosophyi(scholasticism), the "new" Cartesianism)

v' Condemned as a heretic by his Jewish community,

Benedict (Baruch) Spingza
(1632-1677)




v/ TractatusiTheologico
Theology. anc%oliti@-s

TRACTATUS

THEOLOGICO-
FOLITICUS

Continens
Differtationes aliquot,

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

Johann: Epift: 1. Cap: IV. verf: XIIT.

Per boc cognofcimus quod tn Deo manemus , & Deus manet
in nobis , quod de Spirit fuo dedit nebis.

HamBurcil,
Apud Henricum Kinrabt. ¢l 1o cLxx




v TractatustiiheologicosRolitictst1670'( Treatiselon:
Theology: anc%oliti@—s)”'

v Ethica Ordine' GeometricolDemonstrata, pesthumously;
1677 (EthicsiDemonstrated in Geometrical @rden)

lEd B 3G A

Ordine Geometrico demonftrata,
E-T
In quingue Partes diftinfla,
i quibus agitwr ,
I. D¢ Dzo.
11. De Natued & Origine Menris
111 De Origine & Naturd Arseeruvm,

IV. De Senvivure Humand, feude Avrrctvun Vinisvs,
V. DePorextia Inteecectvs, feude Linenram Homand,

W hoper purd
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Benedict (Baruch) Spingza
(1632-1677)

-‘%‘%pmoza S Meth‘od €Y

v/ Like his'predecessoilBescartes, Spinozapwasia
Rationalist.

v Unlike his predecessoiiDescartes, Spinozalsought
to explicitly utilize‘thergeometrical” methodiinihis
writing.




Benedict (Baruch) Spingza
(1632-1677)

-Spineza‘s Epistemologyl=>
1 9y

TiherNaturerof Truth
"The Rational is thelReals
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]




Benedict (Baruch) Spingza
(1632-1677)

SSpinozaisiMetaphysicsi=<>

Su"sta___rg_ge, Attribute, and'God

s Substance: "By substancellliinderstand whatiistinlitself
and is conceived threughlitself;"

¢ Attribute: "By attributefllunderstand what thefintellect
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]




Spinoza:s|Metaphysicsi==

SubstanceTAttribute, and Ged
% Freedom and Necessity:

Benedict (Baruch) Spingza
(1632-1677)
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¢ Historical-Critical Methed of Biblical Studies: almethod of
analysis of the biblicalitextithat is generallyicharacterized
by an assumption offnaturalism

* This method has given'rise to what is often referiedi\to as
Biblical Criticism.

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

T ———— =
<Spinozais’ Biblical CriticiSmi=<>

lerms

% Historical-GrammaticalMethod of Biblical'Studiesia
method of analysisfefithelbiblical text used byimaore
theologically:consenvative scholars.

* The abiding assumptioniis that the text of thelBible
should be understood in'its historical contextiacconding to
the normal rules of grammar, allowing for thelpessibility;
of the supernatural.
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lesms

% Historical-GrammaticallMethod of Biblical'Studies:a
method of analysisiefithelbiblical text usediby mere
theologically:conservative 'scholars.

s Thus, when the text speaks of an event suchrasidesus
walking on the water, thisimethod avoids trying:te
"explain away" the event as myth or legend simply;.
because it is miraculous.

T— e ——
>Spinoza:s Biblical CriticiSmi=<>
ilerms

+» Biblical criticism or EHigher€riticism: a methedliilizing
the Historical-CriticaliiViethod with its assumptionsiof

naturalism of studyingithelorigins and backgreundsioefithe
books of the Bible

¢ Because of the anti-supernatural assumptions ofiits
method (regardless of the personal views of thelbiblical
critic himself), biblical criticism invariably came terradical
conclusions about therauthors of various books'ofithe
Bible.

11
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*» For example, becaluselthellatter half of thelbookiofflsaiah
mentions afigure (Eyrus)iwho did not liveluntilfabeout200
years afterlsaiah, thelbiblical critics concluded thatithis
section of the book offlsaiah must have been writtenilater
by a different author than Isaiah.

——
>Spinoza:s Biblical CriticiSmi=<>
ilerms

¢ But this conclusionifellowsionly if it is notipessibleithat
Isaiah could have knewnfthe future.

s Since the biblical criticstfassumed that it wasiimpossible
for a person to know the future (because of theiranti=
supernatural or naturalistic assumptions) thenfitwasinot
possible in their estimation for Isaiah to haveiwrittenithe
second part of the book of Isaiah.

12
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*» One should note thaithelglestion of whethermiracles
are possible'is a philesephical question (andinetialliterany,
question) regarding whether God exists or'not:

——
>Spinoza:s Biblical CriticiSmi=<>
ilerms

+» Liberalism (or theolegical'liberalism): In thelcontextof
theological studies lliberalism is generally.characternized
by a naturalistic appreachto religion in termstefiwhichithe
supernatural is eitherfdewnplayed or denied.

s The assumption of naturalism generally leadsitoraidenial
of the inspiration and inerrancy of the Bible, theldeity of
Christ, and the reality of miracles.

13



% Liberalism (or theologicallliberalism): In thelcontextofi
theological studies, liberalism is generally characterized
by a naturalistic appreachto religion in termstofiwhichithe
supernatural is either’ldewnplayed or denied.:

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

R e F ,:,}' : |
FriedFiGhSchIeiermacher

(1768-1834)

14
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*» Though Schleiermacherhimself affirmedithelexistencelof
God (and, hence, thelreality of the supernatural)ihe
nevertheless deniedithelreality of any propesitionalion
cognitive supernaturalirevelation from God andidenied
any supernatural origins or aspect to the Bible:

T ———— =
<Spinozais’ Biblical CriticiSmi=<>

lerms

* The GermanftheolegianiRudelph Bultmanniistiargely;
responsibleifor thelinerease of liberalism infE€hiistian
studies in the 20th Century.




\ Py
Rudelph Bulmann -~

(1884-1976)

% Bultmann believedithatithelBible was writteniwithintal
context of alprimitiveNifinot superstitious, culture
(containingiwhat he'called myths) and thus'must be de=
mythologized for the medern reader.

16
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*» To de-mythologize meansiterstrip the Biblelofallfofiits
supernatural or miraculoustelements, includingithe
resurrectionfof Jesust€hrist. In some contexts)theiterm
'liberal' is used generically (if somewhat inacecurately)for
any theological thinkingithat falls outside of
evangelicalism.

——
>Spinoza:s Biblical CriticiSmi=<>
ilerms

Neo-Orthodoxy: meaningiinew orthodoxysallabel
attached to a body aefitheology that beganiteiriselto
prominence from thellatei9th into the early20th
centuries in"an attemptite' counter-act the detrimental
effects of liberalism (or'theological liberalism)iin
Christianity.

17
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*» Both neo-orthodoxytandiliberalism standiinfcontiast
(though in differentiways)ito evangelicalism:

s The increasing use ofither historical-critical method of
biblical studies among'scholars led to a move away/from
theological conservatism.

——
>Spinoza:s Biblical CriticiSmi=<>
ilerms

*» This move by'employingithehistorical-criticalfmetheodiled
in some circles to thelniselof theological liberalism:

s Neo-orthodoxy camelabout to stave off thisitheological
liberalism while grantingithe legitimacy of thefhisterical=
critical method.

% It sought to marry much of orthodoxy with such'aimethed:

18
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>Spinozats Biblical Criticismi=

lesms

*» Early manifestationsteffinee=orthodoxy canibelseeniin
Baptist thinkers suchfas:

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

T ———— =
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lerms

s These stood'in starkicontiastto the evangelicalithinking
of other Baptists suchias:

= Basil Manly, Jr. (1825:1892)

= John Broadus (1827-1894)

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




< The term 'neo-orthodoxyAdidinot come intoluseluntilkthe
20th Centuny:

< It reached its most matuie development in thelthinkinglof
the Swiss theologian Karl Barth (1886-1968):

20
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>Spinozats Biblical Criticismi=
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*» The significance ofineozoithodoxy for thelevangelicallis
its view of the naturelofiSeripture.

** Neo-orthodoxy droveraiwedge between whatfit
maintained was the actual Word of God and the mere
"record" of God's acting.

T ———— =
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lerms

** In neo-orthodox theovlogystheractual WordioffiGod
consists of God's actingfinfthe affairs of mankindand/en
an individual's "encounter* with God so acting:

¢ In other words, for nea-orthodoxy, the Word ofiGodlis the
religious experience or“encounter” that one hastwhen
that one reads the Bible.
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>Spinozats Biblical Criticismi=

lesms

*» Neo-orthodoxy deniesitihatithe Bible is itselfithelWerdiof
God, maintaining insteadithat the Bible is onlyithe
"record"” ofithese actsfofiGod in history.

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

T ———— =
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s This enabled neo-eithedeoxyito allow for ehrorstinkthe
record, i.e., in the Biblegwithout seeminglylimpugningithe
integrity of God.
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