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THE AUTHORITY
AND INTERPRETATION
OF THE BIBLE
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Jack B. Rogers' Doenald KiMeKim
(1934-2016) = -

Itwas evident to Norman
Geisler back in the 70s
that'the main problem

with:Regers and McKim,
et al. (who considered

themselves evangelicals
and. yet claimed that the
Bible' contained errors)
was the issue the nature
of truth.
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The Conceptof Truth
inthe Inerrancy Debate

Norman L. Geisler

How Is 1t that evangelicals on both sides of the inerrancy
debate can claim the Bible is wholly truc and yet one side believes
that there can be minor mistakes of history or science affirmed by
thebiblical authors.' while the other side denies that there are any
mistakes whatsoever? Some even claim to believe in inerrancy to
the point that every word of the Bible is true? and yet they hold
that Jesus’statement that the mustard seed is the "smallest of all
seeds” ts scientitically incorrect * Some claim that the Bible is " the

an L Gelsle r only infallible rule of faith and practice™ but hold that Paul was .

= ¥ wrong when he alfirmed that the husband is the "head” of the ~
l C ( 1 932_20 1 9) wife. One errantist put it bluntly when he wrote, "We can speak of
— the Bible as being inspired from cover Lo cover, human mistakes
and alt"* ,
Is this duplicity? Are those who belleve the Bible contains

Inithis seminal article,
Geisler contrasts a
prominent concept of
truth held by Rogers

and McKim (and
others) with the

correspondence
theory of truth.
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[Fbecame interested
imwhether or how the
concept of truth might
figure into the current

controversy over
inerrancy.

Noenman I Geisler:
L_(1932-2019)




"What

Scripture says,
God says—
through human
agents and
without @rror. "

[Adapted from James Montgomery Boice, Does Inerrancy Matter?
(@akland, CA: International Council on Biblical Inerrancy, 1979)]

James th’égomery Boice
vy )
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«now.the truth;
llimake youifree!" ..
- “Jesus ofiNazarethiiJohn 8:32
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) am the way, mhe Trurl,
and 1he [ife. No one comes
Te The Father excepr
Threvgh Me.”

John 14:6 NKJIY
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“Itlis ramn,\g"h | | |
"Is thatl tr}ufe’?" ]

|
"Yes'"}\ i s,
b T Wﬁl_,q,

- il
Whatever yo‘u 'a[rt" Wb

about the stat“ér'r.f'é 1

when you say that
. itis true |s .yeu i
| theory of truth

i il It
';!,{__-

sayuun ]
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oo Test for Truth=

z})@w M i&b@ how one ClISEES
termsyitrues lnd itriithi® whether a statement is
m@a ﬁb@&@ true, regardless of

one’s theory of truth
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Correspondence’ =

Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power

10



1/15/2026

Correspondence lruthlisicorrespondenceitoireality:

alihistsaysithatialstatementiisttruelinias
muchrasiittconmespondsitoiieality!

alihus therstatementlilistraining:

11
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would be a false
statement if it is in
fact not raining =
in reality.

"To say. of whatlis}
that it is not; o
what is not, thatliflis}
is false, whilelto¥say;
of what is, thatlitlis
and of whatlis
that it is not, isitriehs

& Metaphysics, IV, 7, 1011P26-29 Translationfby, ssliniRichardl
McKeon, The Basic Works of Aristotlel(INewhY.o omjElotses

= W 1941). 70 pEV yap AEYEIV. TOIOV. R VOl fTONI) RS, T 6F 10

y 28 5y eival Kai TO uf) OV ) Eival GANBEGH
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OthegRhilosophersiholtolditokthe
ColnespendenceNihe oo lLith

SOCRATES: But how about truth,
then? You would acknowledge that
there is in words a true and a false?

HERMOGENES: Certainly.

SOCRATES: And there are true and
false propositions?

HERMOGENES: To be sure.

SOCRATES: And a true proposition
says that which is, and a false
proposition says that which is not?

HERMOGENES: To be sure.

[Cratylus, 385b, trans. Benjamin Jowett in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns,
eds. Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961,
423]

13



STRANGER: Then what sort of character
can we assign to each of these
[statements]?

THEAETETUS: One is false, the other true.

STRANGER: And the true one states about
you the things that are as they are.

THEAETETUS: Certainly.

STRANGER: Whereas the false statement
states about you things different from
the things that are.

THEAETETUS: Yes.

[Sophist, 263b, trans. F. M. Cornford in Edith Hamilton and Huntington Cairns, eds.
Plato: The Collected Dialogues Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1961, 1010]
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gliruthris defined by

thelconformity of
intellect and thing;
andfhence to know £
thisiconformity is to © §
know. truth." iﬁ e

Thomas Aqumas

(SUpmaklincologiaell @ 6h arth2)

1225+ 1 274

glhelknowledge which we
have'by/natural reason
contains twothings:
imagesiderived from the
sensiblelobject; and the 2
naturallintelligible light, £ %
enablihg us to abstract » i
i

X

‘ -4
conceptlons c\g R bl
& Thomas Aqumas

1225+ 1274

[MCmastAquinas ST @2 A 18, o 59]
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OthegRhilosophersiholtolditokthe
CollespondenceNiheonydo iilith)
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Aquinas Descartes
(1225:1274) (1596-1660)

3

JRESEC| {4 Wittggpstein
({legz-1970) ' B (lsgeios)
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LOSOPIY

METAPHYSICAL
MORAL
OBJECTIVE
CATEGORICAL
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Mortimer $§Adles

&e02-2001)

Mortimer d§Adles

(

el02-2001)

"To avoid a confusion
that runs through
philosophical
controversiestabout truth
it must'be remembered
that th' e correspondence

‘theory of truth is not itself:
a testiofitruth. It merely;
state%edeﬁnitien (o)
truth—whatit is. This

undetlies all empirical
and pragmatic tests of

“The logical test of truth,
such as coherence or the
absenceiof intrinsic
contradic-ti.q theony,
do not presuppose'the
realist's definition of truth

as agreement or

fact are. That is why
idealists tend to define
truth entirely. m terms of

i Metaystal Moral Object/ve

ical (New i BikaNacMillan, 1993); 2‘

17
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What does it mean to
correspond to reality ?

Truth is when a proposition
corresponds to reality.

But there are a number of ways
that a proposition can
correspond to reality.

18
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Allegc)ry

"But h who was of the bondwoMan was
borq;:éaccorQIng..to the flesh, and he of the
freewoma_' through promise, v%hlch things

are §‘f/,@b0h¢. . Gal 4 23-24a "

aNRRYor

T %@Fﬂl
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: I\/Iet»apho-r:“ |
S Fortyou'shall golout with joy, and
o) Ied“’out with peace ... and all the

“ N trees of the field shall
. jclap their hands.”

i

Isa 55:12

21



1/15/2026

we

Ry

22



Analogy

“For we walk by
faith, not by

sight.”
2 Cor. 5:7y

Symbellca
ﬂcw 3
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the!H,oly;Sp4rqtﬂndlcatlng this, that the way
mto the Hollest of All was not yet made manlfest 4

ol
whlleth eflrsttab rnacle was!still’ stane{mg It,

S symbol:c#forfhe presenttime.in Wth#%th

glfts and. sacrlflces are. offered Wthh cannot.
¥ Ty
performed the service pe‘rgfect in
37/

)

H ponBo)\n

i‘r- .
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H ype*rbol e
"Novg%the Mldlamtes and Amalekltes;-gall sthe

W

_ﬁ we(e w:t[gout“numberzas the sand by theﬁi____;
se‘shore ";n multltude 2 'Uudges 7: 12 . ?:;_-:

Phenoméﬁlogically
. for He makes His sun

rise on the evil and on the
good, ..."Matt. 5:45

1/15/2026
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Phenomenologically

"The sun shall be turned into darkness, And the moon
into blood, Before the coming of the great and
awesome day of the LORD." Joel 2:31

o) oz@e @@zmmﬁm@ -
thggusaﬂnge lﬁwlnd ﬁmy Nurm 23288

Jr!‘
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Metonymy a

s
a‘.‘z’

f"For it happened when'David wa'§'7n f
4\ Edom, and Joabithe commander;of
'8 the army had gone up;to bury the
: ‘slam after he hadikilled every malel

A

in Edom “1 Kings 11:15 |
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-s a3
"E\fter these things Jesus

and His disciples came into *

l\ithe land of Judea, and

there He remained with #

E
‘l them and baptlzed " John - ?@
" #(though Jesus Hlmself did

3
"

Metonymy n

A’1d when John had heard in
prison about‘the works of
\Christ, he sent @w® of his
Jdlsmples {3} and said to Him,

Are You the Coming On'e,\

ﬁesus answered and said to
them "Go and tell John the

thmgs which you hear and
see:" Matthew 11:2-4

1/15/2026

\

I\/IetOnymy 3 9
~“Therefore, when the»-Lord

' knew that the Pharlsees
had heard that Jesus] made

and baptized more
dlsc1ples than Joh

'got baptize, but HIS
disciples),” John 4:1-2

rd

\

Notice that two went to 'l
speak to Jesus

V@Eﬁb@lﬁ)@?@ﬂ@

Singulagmeaningkthatthe

‘do we look for another?" {45°%

ﬁm@m
JESUS eS (i it WeS JESUS

IHim'selfldoingitheltalking:

29
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Metonymy n

"The centurlon answered . ="...'the centunonféent rﬁ“
and said, 'Lord, I am not " friends to Him, saymg 0]
worthy that You should' 'Him, 'Lord, do not trouble
*come under my roof. ...""# Yourself for I am Not
s worthy that You should
= enter under my roof\"'
#  Luke7:6 !

Did ancient writers care
about historical
accuracy and truth?

30
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“The central concerns—
above all with history as
truth-telling and, at least as
an ideal, as free from bias—
were already very old ones
and, though shaken, are still
in.some sense with us, for
those of us for whom a
distinction between say,
history and imaginative
fiction is still an important
one.

John*Burrow
(1935-2009)

John*Burrow
(1935-2009)

1/15/2026
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“In this view Herodotus was
taking an important step in
distinguishing his own
Histories from the work of
the poets, and Thucydides,
though he may have judged
unfairly, was invoking
relevant criteria when he
sneered by implication at
Herodotus as belonging with
authors less concerned to
tell the truth than to entertain
the public. ...

“Of course, in'the history of
historiography zeal for truth
had been a spectrum rather
than an absolute—truth
mattered, fairly obviously,
more to Polybius than to
Livy—but someone who
wholly and perhaps willfully
falls of the negative end of
the scale ... counts rather as
a parodist or imitator of
history.”
[John Burrow, A History of Histories: Epics, Chronicles,
Romances and Inquiries from Herodotus and Thucydides

toithel Twentieth  Century:.(New: York: Alfred A. Knopf,
20017),XiV=xV]

1/15/2026
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John*Burrow
(1935-2009)
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John*Burrow
(1935-2009)
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What about the other
theories of truth?

> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.
Coherence
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Stephen'W. Hawking
(1942-2018)

A 2’_;‘%@ > ;
Stephen W. Hawking ==,

(1942-2018)
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A BRIEF
HISTORY OF
TIME |

__FROM| °

BLACK
HOLES

|
A --—...\ 3
STEPHEN
W.HAWKING

'a?h‘erfnatical model

we make to describe
our observations: it
only exists in our
minds. ... It is simply
a matter of which is
the more useful
description.”
[Stephen W. HaWking, /A Blier. HIStoioh T@eEFrt;mqthéi

Big Bang to Black; I!Ioleg (Tc.)fontc?Ban?gm IBooks ,'13"9ﬂ]'E

W HAWNKING
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The
Resurrection

of Theism

Prolegomena
to Christian Apology

ks series

“Mani... must come to'a
comprehension of the
conditions,which.make

knowledgelitselfipossible:

= This possibility:of

knowing depends upon
aniinnate’structure of

rationality: with which the

mind approaches and.
understandsithe datalof

experience.: Such an
epistemologyifis] called,

rational.empiricism:*

[The!Resurrection:of Theism: RProlegomena; to.
Christian Apology, 223 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:24]

35



‘Eitherwe must be
skeptics aboutithe
knowledgelof things:as
they:exist
independently:orwe
must maintain that true
knowledge of such
entities'istpossible by,
the systematic
correlation oflour
various experiencesiinto
a selfzconsistentwhole.

“Since ... skepticism'Is
self-contradictory; the
second. alternativeiwill
necessatrily:be
maintained: Butithe
theory that the test of
truth consists'in'such a
sy Stematiciconsistency
of ideas is a logically,
coherentwhole'is
preciselyithe'coherence
theory.ofitruth.*

[The!Resurrection’of Theism: Prolegomena: to

Christian Apology, 22 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:38]

1/15/2026
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“Since'the position
involves epistemological
dualism, it necessitates
an'espousal ofithe
coherenceltheoryiof
truth.*

[The!Resurrection of Theism: Prolegomena to
Christian Apology, 229 ed. (Grand Rapids: Baker,
1982),:38]

“Epistemologicalidualism
ISithe doctrinelthat the
immediateiobject; present.
to'thermind.is:notithe
independentlyiexisting
reality—say.a box: or what
have you—buta
representative idea of this
object. All‘the'mind,
knows. directly.arelits
ideas'and nothing else.*

[The Resurrection’of Theism: Prolegomena: to
Christian Apology, 253 ed’ (Grand/Rapids: Baker,

1982),38] Stuart C: Hagek

A
~




The |
Reconstruction

of the Christian
~ Revelation

> Definition: A statement is true
when it coheres with or is
consistent with a body of other
statements.

Coherence > Truth cannot merely be

coherence because by this
theory, even a fairy tale could be
“true."

> Every theory of truth, including
coherence, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.

1/15/2026
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> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for
me."

Pragmatic

‘rather than to find
objective truth."

SRhilosophylandithe:Mirror: of Nature (Princeton:
versitylRress197.9); 360, 377, as cited in William

Rl Ch a rd RO rty : ' helVoyagelofiDiscovery: An Historical

Rhilosephy: 223 ed:, (Belmont,

(1 931 -2007) ort omsonilearning;, 2002), 563]

39



"For pragmatists, the desire for
objectivity is not the desire to
_escape the limitations ofione's |
community, but simply:the

desire for as much intersubjective§ s
agreement,as possible;-the desire

to extend the reference of 'usi as
far as we can.' ;

[Richard Rorty, "Solidarity. or Objectivity," in
Objectivity, Relativism, and Truth: Philosophical
Papers Vol. 1, (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1991), as cited in Lawhead,
The Voyage of Discovery, 563-564]

Richard Rorty

(1931-2007)

Rorty had /n m/nd or was hop/ng for:

MfﬁA

X 8

i ST AL

1/15/2026

40



" “TRUE FOR YOU

cLoisiztati EIRLL
NOT FOR ME"

Overcoming Objections
to Christian Faith

PAUL COPAN

own mouth, to burn
the queen of heaven andpoln

‘heryas

fathers, our kings a
princes, in the cities:

1/15/2026
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. Bt y
§. .29
e

: A%

of heaven and'pouringieut
drink offerings to herswethave

been consumed by thelsword
and by famine:*

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it works or is
practical.

> The pragmatic theory gives rise
to the notion that something can
be “true for you but not true for
me."

Pragmatic > Every theory of truth, including

pragmatic, requires the
correspondence theory of truth
to define itself.

42



R T
VicheliFoucaultis

A
11926-1984
251934

> Definition: Discussions and
disputes over truth are
fundamentally struggles over
political power.

> Social elements justify their
control over and suppression of
others elements in society by
framing their political status as
being grounded in objective
truths about reality.

beinglunderstoodloncel
again that byitruthllidolnei ™
mean! ‘the ensemblelofi
truths\whichtareltolbes
' discoveredand
" accepted, butirather the
. i ensemble of rules according
to which the!true and the
h\ false are separated.and
specific effects of power:
attached to the true,’

1/15/2026
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behalf ofitheltruth ¥ butiofias s
battle:aboutithelstatus o s

truth, and the economic

and political role it plays-*

L}

[Michel Foucault, Folicault!ReadersAnntroductionito;
Foucault's Thoughtiwith: Major New:Unpublished:
Material, ed. Raul'Rabinow: (New York: Rantheon
Books, 1984), 74]

. L g -"'

ce&pucault 3
[226-1984)

Two things (at least) are
common. to all tests for truth.

44
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- B
FOREWORD BY DR.NORMAN GEISLER

OBJECTIVITY
v f)/){é// cal
INTERPRETATION

ThomasiHowe

- THOMAS HOWE Souther EvaR¥ical Seminary

45
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~The Laws of Logic<

v The Law of Non-Contradiction
v The Law of Excluded Middle
v  The Law of Identity




~The Law of Non-Contradiction-

essenc® ~ A thing cannot be both "A" and "non-A'’ at the
same time and in the same sense.

nce > A thing cannot both exist'and not exist at the

existe . :
same time and in the same sense.

gruth yalué > A statement cannot be both true and not true at

the same time and in the same sense.

“Those who deny a first
principle should be beaten
and burned until they admit
that to be beaten is not the

same as to not be beaten
and to be burned is not the
same as not to be burned.”

Metaphysics |

1/15/2026
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"But we have now.poesiteakthaiis}
impossible for anything:atithersame
to be and not to be, and byathis;
have shown that thisiisihelmeoss

infinite regress, so that there
no demonstratio

Now the'serpent was :: or ! _cunnm g than any beast of

the field which'thek L@RD %)bd hadimade. And he said to

the woman; “*Ha's} God indeed sald shall not eat of
every.tree'of: tpe ga'{rden& , 0

nt; We;may% the fru:t of the trees @IF
garden:b ofdthe}fru:bof the, tree Wthh‘*lS (lb@'

ofithe garden:’G"b*'d sald éﬂ[‘?ﬂz @Eﬂ@w
s d , d'.. . ‘ ‘ . \
knows
- d

._ ay you eat of lt your mﬂ] " o
and youiwﬂl Ilke God»-knowmg

ol 4
3 J
. -
" /
/

S5

1/15/2026
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~The Law of Excluded Middle-<

pgsence » A thing is either 'A' or 'non-A.’

nce > A thing either exists or does not

yiste .
’ exist.

gruth yalué > A statement is either true or not true.

-

. _.
- - Ay '\
.t
o “u

Q\ o."‘.

"Elther*make the: tree.good and

“l.\‘l

its fru:t#god ©RR else m@&@ the

.‘ .

v"‘**-ﬁf : S s
tree; bad~and l'tS u:tba '

49



~~The Law of Identity=

gssencé ~ If a thing is A’ then it is ‘A’
ex-lstence"‘> If a thing exists, then it exists.

yruth yalué > If a statement is true then it is true.

come;to: the fhlldren oﬁlsrael s’ay to
them; 'The?de ofyour
uanditheyisa Sire Wh:
name?: whgf“shalllsay th '
said; tofMoses, ] ANV
said, "Thus:yowsha .
Israel 2 A Zﬁm@@@@

S~
~ o
i T .‘. “'Q, -,
- [ o

o

S RS/ - . LN

1/15/2026
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~The relationship of logic and reality<

The laws of logic are undeniably true.

v One has to use logic in order to deny logic.

Reality is knowable.

v To claim that ‘reality is unknowable' is to claim to know
something about reality.

Objections
fo

Logic
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74 'Y
Wh'atgab Gl

s2i5nGh 639

& Isalah 55:6-9 &

{6} Seek the LORD while:He may %
be found, Call upon Him'while He is
near. {7} Let the[W|cke forsake[ hIS|

way, And the [ATCCUETMaGEN \

R Let h|m return to the
LORD, And He will have mercy: on
him; And to our God, Eor He will .
abundantly pardon. {8} “For (¥}
OGRS are not your thoughts, nor
are your ways{My ways!" says e,
8RB {9} "For as the heavens are
higher than the earth, so are My
ways higher than your ways, and
My thoughts than your thoughts."

52
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There is a difference between "the order of
knowing" and "the order of being"

1he map IS MrSEn e ereer of Knewing.
SESHistfirstinitheleidegoRbeinap

54



» response: It is not "our" logic.

> Logic is an expression of the nature of God

Himself.

1/1

5/2026
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> response: Logic was not created by God. Itiis'an
expression of God. (like goodness)

n 1 SQ%O

@ctnn SRin V.olve
M&%IOWS
Ilk.the Tnf"lty’?

56



> response: There is nothing in the doctrine of the Trinity.
(or any other biblical doctrine) that is illogical.

> There is a difference between something being beyond

reason and something being against reason.

If Ioglc IS se h%p&ym

canks tich a great logician

as tg‘athe Rhlilosepher ™
“ra,n Russell befsolfar:

¢fr“@m the tn{h)’?

a ¢ . =9

1/15/2026
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» response: If you start a race facing the wrong direction,
then the faster you can run, the quicker you will be in
getting farther from the finish line.

11th August, 1918
It is quite true what you say, that you have never expressed yourself
- b who has hat has anything to eXpres h hings on qys e

Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . . . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don’t believe there is. I am haunted — some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message.

The outcome is that one is a ghost, floating through the world with-
out any real contact. Even when one feels nearest to other people,
something in one seems obstinately to belong to God and to refuse to
enter into any earthly communion — at least that is how I should ex-
press it if I thought there was a God. It is odd isn’t it ? I care passion-
ately for this world, and many things and people in it, and yet . , . what
is it all ? There must be something more important, one feels, though I
don't believe there is. I am haunted - some ghost, from some extra-
mundane region, seems always trying to tell me something that I am to
repeat to the world, but I cannot understand the message, But it is from

listening to the ghost that ene comes to feel oneself a ghost. I feel I
Bertrand Russe” shall find the truth on my deathbed and be surrounded by people too
(1872-1970) stupid to understand - fussing about medicines instead of searching
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Spurgeon and the

Do‘wngga’:de '
Controversy
’

Charles Hadon Spurgeon TS
. 18%-1892) ‘
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"The ejected [due to the 1662 Act
of Uniformity], who were'in one
sense alone the first
Nonconformists, were. mainly.
Presbyterians; some, however,
were Independents; and a few.
Baptists. The Churches they
established were all Calvinistic in
their faith, and such they
remained for at least that
generation. It is a matter of
veritable history, however, that
such they did not all continue for
any great length of time.

Chaljjies)Fladdon Spurgeon
(1834-1892)

_aha
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"Some of them, in theicourse of:
two or three generations; or'‘even
less, became either’/Arian or
Socinian. This was eventuallyithe
case with nearly:allithe
Presbyterians, and later on; with
some of the Independents, and
with many of the General Baptist
Communities. By some means or:
other, first'the ministers, and then
the Churches, got on “the down
grade,” and'in' some cases, the
descent was rapid, and.in all,
very disastrous.*

[Robert Shindler with the ungualified*endersement of €harles

_aha

Spurgeon, Sword and. Trowel, March™887;
http://www.romans45:erg/spurgeon/s_andit/dg0i:htm),
accessed 11/29/30]

"Some of them, in the course of
two or three generations, or even
less, became either Arian e*
Socinian. This was eventually the
case with nearly all the
Presbyterians, and later on, with
some of the Independents, and
with many of the General Baptist
Communities. By some means or
other, first the ministers, and then
the Churches, got on “the down
grade,” and in some cases, the
descent was rapid, and in all,
very disastrous."

[Robert Shindler with the unqualified endorsement of Charles
Spurgeon, Sword and Trowel, March 1887,
http://www.romans45.erg/spurgeon/s_and_t/dg01.htm,
accessed 08/16/24]

ChajjesyHaddon Spurgeon
(1834-1892)

/_

Arianism was'a Christological heresy,
that precipitated the Council of
Nicaea in 325 AD.

Under the leadershipiof Athanasius,
the Council of Nicaea affirmed that
Jesus, the Son of God, was of the
same substance (op100Vo10;
homoousia; consubstantial) as'the
Eather and, thusiwas fully.God-

Arius maintained that Jesus, the Son
of ' God, was of alsimilar'substance
(opotovotes; homoiousia) as'the Father
and; thus was notfully, God:

Current day Jehovah's Witnesses
are Arians.

1/15/2026
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"Some of them, in the course of
two or three generations, or even
less, became either Arian or

Thl'c.- wurae rrantiralhe $ha

case with nearly all the : S
Presbyterians, and later on, with The term *Socinian® comes from

some of the Independents, and Laelius (uncle; 1525-1562) and

Socinianism was a heresy that
denied the Trinity altogether.

y : Faustus (nephew; 1539-1604)
th fthe G I Baptist
R i Socinus (It. Sozzini) who denied the

Communities. By some means or == - - -
other, first the ministers, and then Tiinity by denying theideitylof Christ

the Churches, got on "the down and the deity of the Holy Spirit.
grade,” and in some cases, the
descent was rapid, and in all,
very disastrous."

[Robert Shindler with the unqualified endorsement of Charles
Spurgeon, Sword and Trowel, March 1887,
http://www.romans45.org/spurgeon/s_and_t/dg01.htm,

accessed 11/29/30] A
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* Chap.1]  OF THE NATURE OF GOD. 33

ful.* This is to be.not happy merely,. but Lleased in
the highest degree.

You have explained to me what things are neces-
sary to be kuown concerning the attributes of God,
in order to salvation : state, in the next place, what
those are which you deem eminently conducive to the ’
same endi -

The principal thing is to guard against falling inte

error, wherein it is maintained, with pal-
pable contradiction, that there isin God only oNE es- .
sence, but that he has three personss. ;

Prove to me that in the one essence of God, there
is but one Person ? . y

This indeed may he seen from hence, that the es-
sence of God is one, not in kind but in number.
Wherefore it cannot, in any way, contain a plurality
of persons, since a person is nothing else than an indi-
widual intefligent essence. Wherever, then, there
exist three numerical persons, there must necesearily,
4n like manner, b koned three individual
for in the same sense in which it is affirmed that there
s one numerical essence, it must be held that there
is also one numerical person.

“ Whether it bg not necessary to sdlvation to know that Godl
43 onein person as well as in essence, may be easily ascertained
from the testimeny of our Lord, quoted a little further o, from
-John xvii. 3. And whether in maintaining that there is in the
supreme God a plurality of persons, Christians do not involve
‘themselves in the crime of polytheism, and consequently of ido-
Tlatry, it bduwu-thm:‘glin and again to consider. On this
ivil\x. the observations of Crellius, in discussing this subject in
is Ethica Christiana, may be consulted, Vide ib. iil. cap. 2
—Ben. WissowaTius. . ]
<3 Whe

Prove. to me that in the one essence of God, there
is but one Person? ' o

This indeed may be seen from hence, that the es-
sence of God is one, net in kind but in number.
Wherefore it cannot, in any way, contain a plurality
of persons, since a person is nothing else than an indi-

wdual intefligent essence. Wherever, then, there
exist three numerical persons, there must necesearily,
in like manner, bereckoned three individual-essences;
for in the same sense in which it is affirmed that there
is one numerical essence, it must be held that there
is glso one numerical person.

1/15/2026
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H OF THE NATURE OF Gob,  [{Sect. IIT.

. Who is this one divine Person?

The Father of our Lord Jesus Christ.
- How do you prove this?

By most decisive testimonies of Seripture :—thus
Jesus says (John xvii. 3) * This is life eternal, that
-they might know ThEE, (the Father) THE ONLY

TRUE Gop.” The apostle Paul writés to the Corin-
«thians (1 Cor. viii. 6), * To us there is but onE Gob,
~rAE FATHER, of whom are all things :"—and agaim,
- addressing the Ephesians (chap. iv. 6), he says, '
¢ There is—oNE GoD AND FATHER OF ALL; who is
-above all, and through all, and in you all.”

How happens it, then, that Christians commonly
-maintain, that, with the Father,—the Son and the
-HoLY SPIRIT are persons in one and the same Deity?

In this they lamentably err—deducing their argu-
-mentd frem passag ¥ ill und d
: What are the arguments by which they endeavour
«to support their opinion ?

+ The principal are these: first, they affirm, that in
“the Scriptures, not only the Father, but the Son also,
“sud the Holy Spirit, are severally called and shown to
be God ; and, since the same Scriptures assert that

God is only one, they infer that these three compose
(that one God.

. How can this argument be invalidated ? !
* 1will reply to this question, first, as it respects the
_Sen, and afterwards as it relates to the Holy Spirit.

‘What answer do you make in respect to the Son ?
* The term Gop is employed in the Seriptures chiefly
im two senses. The former of these is, when it de-
W signates

How happens it, then, that Christians commonly
-maintain, that, with the Father,—the Son and the
-Houy SPIRiT are persons in one aud the same Deity?

In this they lamentably err—deducing their argu-
-mentd frem passages of Scripture ill understood.

*  What are the arguments by which they endeavour

~to support their opinion ?

+ The principal are these : first, they affirm, that in
‘the Secriptures, not only the Father, but the Son also,
-and the Hely Spirit, are severally called and shown to
be God; and, since the same Scriptures assert that
God is only one, they infer that these three compose
,that one God.

How can this argument be invalidated ?

1 will reply to this question, first, as it respects the
.Son, and afterwards as it relates to the Holy Spirit.

1/15/2026
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Chap. 1.] OF THE PERSON OF CHRIST. 55

import. And the sacred author of the Epistle to .
the Hebrews (chap. i. ver. 5) shows from the words of -
the Psalmist (Psalm ii. 7), ¢ Thou art my Son, this
day have I begotten thee,” that Christ was glorified
by God, in order that he might be made a Priest, that
is, the chief director of our religion and salvation,—in
which office are comprised his supreme authority and
dominion. He was, however, not merely the only be-
gotten Son of God, butalso A Gop, on account of the
divine power and authority which he displayed evert
while he was yet mortal : much more may he bé so de-.
nominated now that he has received all power in hea-
ven and earth, and that all things, God himselfalone
excepted, have been put under his feet.—But of th*¥
you shall hear in its proper pim

But do you not acknowledge in Christ a divine, o
well as a human nature or substance?

If by the terms divine nature or substance I am to
wunderstand the very essence of God, I do not acknow-
ledge such a divie nature in Christ; for this were
repugnant both to right reason and to the Holy Serip-
tures. But if, on the other hand, you intend by a
divine nature the Holy Spirit which dwelt in Christ,

" united, by an indissoluble bond, to his human natare®,
‘ and

* It ought to be noticed here that in the opinion of the an-
cents, besides the Holy Spirit, which is the Power of God,
being given 1o Christwithout measure, the Wisdom of God also,
asthe Seriptures, indeed, intimate, or that divine ent and _
ewsjjse, which seems to have been the Shechinah of the He-
brews, or the Logos of the first Christians, dwelt inthe Mes-
siah.  So the great Grotius rightly remarks, in the Hh.h Book

of

But do you not acknowledge in Christ a divine, 8
well as a human nature or substance?

If by the terms divine nature or substance I am to
understand the very essence of God, I do not acknow-

ledge such a divine nature in Christ; for this were
repugnant both to right reason and to the Holy Serip-
tures,
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36 OF THR NATURE OF GoD.  [Sect. LI

God had honoured with the title of Gods, but rather
greatly the superior of them ull; and was on this very
‘necount God,—that the * Father had sanctified him,
and sent him into the world:” which cause, and the
whole of this reasoning of Christ, are accommodated *
to the latter, and ot to theformer signification of the
term Gop.

What reply do you make respectingthe Holv Spirit?

‘The Holy Spirit is never expressly called God in
the Seriptures. Nor is it te be inferred that it is it-
#clf Ged, or a persen of the Divinity, because in some
places those things are attributed to it which belong
to God: but this proceeds from u very different cause,
a8 you shall hear in its proper place.

What is the second argument whereby it is at-
zempted to be proved that these threc persons are
waited in one Deity ?

This argument is drawn from those passages of
Scripture wherein the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit
are, on some account, joined together.

Which are those passages? i

The first is the corwand of Jesus (Matthew
xxviii. 19), to baptize ** in the name of the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit.” The second is com-
prised in the address of Paul te. thé, Gorinthians
{1 Corinth. xii, 4—6), ¢ There are diversities of gifts,

_but the same Spirit : and there are differences of ad-
‘ministrations, but the same Lord: and there are diver~
sities of operations, but it is the same God which
worketh all in al.”  The third is found in the First
Epiatle of John, chap. v. 7,  There are three that

bear

What reply do youmakerespecting the Holy Spirit?
'The Holy Spirit is never expressly called God in
the Scriptures. Nor is it te be inferred that it is it-

eclf God, or a person of the Divinity, because in some
places those things are attributed to it which beloug
to God: but this proceeds from u very different cause,
as you shall hear in its proper place.

https://thehumanjesus.org/media/pdf/The_Racovian_Catechism.pdf, accessed 11/30/23
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“The type of religion which

. rejoices in the pious sound
of traditional phrases,

regardless of their

meanings, or shrinks from

‘controversial’ matters, will

| never stand amid the shocks

| of life. In the sphere of

| religion, as in other spheres,

. the things about which,men

| are agreed are apt to be the

. things that are least worth

' holding; the really important

things are the things about
which men will fight.*

[J. Gresham Machen, Christianity and Liberalism
(Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1923), 1-2]

" "The contents of the Bible,
then, are unique. But
another fact about the
Bible is also important.
The Bible might contain
an account of a true
. revelation from God, and
yet the account be full of
‘ error. Before the_ full
. authority of the Bible can
be established, therefore,
it is necessary to add to
the Christian doctrine of
revelation the Christian
doctrine of inspiration.

1/15/2026
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[’

|
!

jl "The latter doctrine means
%
l

that the Bible not only is

an account of important

: things, but that the

| account itself is true, the

| writers having be so

. preserved from error,

- despite a full maintenance

. of their habits or thought

and expression, that the
resulting Book is the

'infallible rule of faith and

practice.” "

| [J. Gresham Machen, Christianity and Liberalism
(Grand Rapids: Wm. B. Eerdmans, 1923), 72-73]
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JohniMurray | Allan MacRae
(1898£1975) (1902-1997)

J. Gresham Machen Oswaldyr. Allis
(1881-1937) (1880-1973)

Cornelius Van Til Ned Stonehquse
(1895-1987) (1902-1962)
Paul Woolle : ’
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ForREWORD BY JOHN D. WOODBRIDGE

“Right Reason”

and the
Princeton Mind

—CHS

AN UNORTHODOX PROPOSAL

Paur Kjoss HELsETH Paul Kjoss Helseth
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THE AUTHORITY
AND INTERPRETATION
OF THE BIBLE

with a new Epilogue
1

Jack B. Rogers' Doenald KiMeKim

(1934-2016) _®
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Jack B. Rogers‘
(1934-2016) . W

NoticelhowlRogersfand
IMcKimidescribelthe;
inaturefofibiblical
authorityliniffunctionall
jtenmss

ogthemAbiblical
authoritysresideslinithel
Biblelasiafimeansgtand;
inktermsioflitskpurpose’s

iiheyidenigratelany;
characterizationlof
biblicalfauthorityliniteims!
ofithelBibleltellinglthe
trtithfasicornrespondence!
" itolreality”

“Thelfoundationlofitheldoctrinelof:
Scripture infthe early.churchineeds
to’be'recovered. For'early Christian

teachers; Scripture'was'wholly;
authoritativelas'a means of
bringing people to salvation and
gquiding them in'the! life of faith. ...

Thelinterpretationiofithe!Bibleiwas
influencedibyithelunderstandinglof:

its saving purpose Scripture:was

notiusedias a sourcebookifor
science. Early theologians
acceptediGod's accommodated:
styleloficommunication?God,likela
goodifatherlorkmotheriadoptedithe
thoughtiand:speechiofichildrenlin
ordertoirelateltoithem

NackiBRRogersiandiDonaldiKS MeKimisiherAuthorityiand.
Interpretationtofithel BibleZAniHistoricallApproachil(New,
Yorkdhlarpe&IRoWR9/79)¥458:459]

“Thelfoundationlofithe'doctrinelof:
Scripture infthe early.churchineeds
to'be recovered. For'early! Christian

teachers; Scripture'was'wholly;
authoritative asia:means of
bringing be=—< to salvation and
et cnem in the life of faith. ...
%rpretaﬁon ofithe Bible'was
inneos=ed byithelunderstandinglof:
itsisaving purpose: Scripturelwas
notiusedias'a sourcebookifor
science. Early theologians
acceptediGod's accommodated.
styleloficommunication®Godylikela
goodifatherdormotheradoptedithe
thoughtiand:speechlofichildrentin
ordertoirelateltoithem’
NackiBERogersiandiDonaldiKS McKimisiherAlthoritydanal

InterpretationtofitherBible #An HistoricaliApplioachi(New;
\Yorkadhaped &IRowW N I979)R4582459]

Doenald K McKim

1/15/2026
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NoticeShowlRogersfand

IMcKimideseribelthe!
inaturefofibiblical
authoritylinifunctional
ttesmsH

Eoithemybiblical
authorityliesidesfinithel
Biblelasialsmeanssand

inktermsfoflitsispunposets

iliheyldenigratelany;
characterizationfof
biblicalfauthorityliniterms
ofithelBibleltellinglthe
trtithfasicornrespondence!
itojreality?

NoticeShowlRogersfand

IMcKimideseribelthe!
inaturefofibiblical
authoritylinifunctional
ttermsH

Eoithemybiblical
authorityliesidesfinithel
Biblelasialsmeanssand

inktermsfoflitsispunposets

iliheyldenigratelany;
characterizationlof
biblicalfauthorityliniterms
ofithelBibleltellinglthe
trtithfasicornrespondence!
tolreality?

“Thefoundationlofitheldoctrine’of:
Scripture inithelearly.churchineeds
tolbe recovered: For'early Christian

teachers; Scripture'was'wholly.
authoritativeiasiaimeans of;
bringingipeopleitorsalvationiand,
quidingithem'inithellifelof faith:

Thelinterpretationiofithe!Bibleiwas
influenced byithelunderstandingic-

itstsaving purposesScripturer..as

notiusedias a sourcebook for
science. Early theologian<
accepted God's accommodated
styleloficommunication®God, likela
goodifatherdormotheradoptedithe
thoughtiand:speechlofichildrentin
orderito'relate toithem==

[VackiBERogersiandiRonaldl K MeKimmiherAlthortydanad,
InterpretationtofithelBibleZAniHistorical’Approachi(New:
\YorkadHarped &IRowW N I979)R4582459]

“Thelfoundationlofithe'doctrinelof:
Scripture infthe early.churchineeds
to'be recovered. For'early! Christian

teachers; Scripture'was'wholly;
EXHIAEUNE S EHICELDS ()
bringingipeopleitorsalvationiand
gquidingithemiin‘thellifelof faith™":

Thelinterpretationiofithe!Bibleiwas
influenced byithelunderstandinglof:

itstsavingipurposeScriptureiwas

notiusediasia sourcebookifor
science. Early theologians
acceptediGod's accommodated.
styleloficommunication®Godylikela
goodifatherormothersadoptedithe
thoughtiand:speechlofichildrentin
ordertoirelateltoithem’
NackiBERogersiandiDonaldikKS McKimisiherAuthoritysand!

Interpretationtofithe! BibleAn Historical'/Approachi(New,
\Yorkidharpe &I RowWN979) 1458459

1/15/2026

Notice also the strawman
fallacy.

To say that the Bible is
inerrant in all that it affirms,
including statements it
makes about nature, is not
to say that the Bible is a
sourcebook for science.

One should note also that
their use of the expression
‘accommodated style’
includes the claim that
some of God's
“communication™ includes
factual errors.

Notice also the strawman
fallacy.

To say that the Bible is
inerrant in all that it affirms,
including statements it
makes about nature, is not
to say that the Bible is a
sourcebook for science.

One should note also that
their use of the expression
‘accommodated style’
includes the claim that
some of God's
"communication" includes
factual errors.

Rogers and McKim fail to
realize that a statement can
correspond to reality in
ways other than literally,
including metaphorically,
allegorically, and
phenomenologically.
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"Although Rogers and
McKim's volume bears
the title The Authority
and Interpretation of
the Bible: An Historical
Approach, we
discovered.that'their
real interests were
actually quite narrow.
and apologetic.

John D. Woodbridge

John D. Woodbridge

1/15/2026
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“They wanted to
baptize as staunchly
evangelical the
hypothesis that the
Bible is infallible for
matterslofifaithland
practice but'subject to
‘technical mistakes®in
science, history, and
the like. ...

"The authors’
description of the
Bible creates for them
the same kind of
dilemma that
neoorthodoxdscholars
before'them'faced,
namely, how. to
distinguish the
infallible ‘central
saving message’ from
the errant difficult
surrounding material.’

John D. Woodbridge

John D. Woodbridge

1/15/2026
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“This is a critical
problem because
Christianity is
grounded in human
history. Salvation
truthslarelplanted.in
the soil'ofithe'Bible’s
historical discourse
about things that
happened.*

[John D. Woodbridge, Biblical Authority: A Critique of
the Rogers / McKim Proposal (Grand Rapids:
Zondervan, 1982), 153, 154]

John D. Woodbridge

Harold Lindsell
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A Further Look at »‘the ‘
BATTLE FOR THE BIBLE

R

T[H]E HIJLJE
CINUTHIE
BALGNGE

Harold Lindsell

Works published by
the International
Council on Biblical
Inerrancy
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INSPIRATION
AND
INCARNATION

* Evangelicals and the Pra!}l’éﬁm‘
nf'}’n'u' Old Testament % -‘;'_Eﬁ
) o VI -

Yoid,

. -
Peter Ennsh
A ,4“'"

'L'(‘,

I don’t think that our ability to be
logical and to analyze is the final
arbiter of ultimate meaning. And, in
a way thinking that it is, is, in my
opinion, not a bit of western
progress but of western failure that
Postmodernism has been
addressing for quite some time
now. ... | don't trust my analytical
side to make judgments of whether
God exists or not; because, if God
exists, that question is beyond my

pay grade. | can't analyze that."
Peter Enns

["Why | Am Not an Atheist,
"https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SsFvAX189hg, accessed 08/08/25]
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Foreworp by J]. I. PACKER

DEFENDING
INERRANCY
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Accuracy of SERIPTURE

for @« NEw GENERATION

NORMAN L. GEISLER
AND WILLIAM C. ROACH

FOREWORD by Dr. CRAIG BLOMBERG Foreworp by J. I. PACKER
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The Resurrection of Jesus
A New Historiographical Approach
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WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona

THE DANGER FROM WITHIN

FOREWORDS BY
PROMINENT SEMINARY PRESIDENTS

NORMAN L. GEISLER &
F. DAVID FARNELL, Editors

86



1/15/2026

Vital Issues
in the

R8P Inerrancy

Debate

g je

Four things that
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. The compromised theory of truth with which Geisler dealt in his 1980
article and which ICBI (“The Chicago Statement”) examined thoroughly
is still a problem today.

. A newer compromised concept (theory) of truth has arisen from
Postmodernism.

. The theory that the Gospels are of the genre of Greco-Roman
Biography allows Mike Licona—though he claims to hold to a
correspondence theory of truth—to ascribe conflicting or contradictory
statements to the Bible in as much as he overlooks various ways in
which a proposition might correspond to reality.

Allowing for the possibility that there are conflicting or contradictory
statements in the Bible is incompatible with Inspiration and Inerrancy.

The compromised theory of truth
with which Geisler dealt in his 1980
article and which ICBI (“The Chicago
Statement”) examined thoroughly
is still a problem today.
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Functional

> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

> It is sometimes known as the
Functional intentional theory of truth.

1/15/2026




"Although the mustard seed
(see Matt. 13:32) is not the
smallest of all seeds, yet
Jesus referred to it as such”
because'. ..

“to have gone contrary to
their mind on what was the
smallest seed would have so
diverted their attention from
the knowledge that would
bring salvation to their souls
that they might well have
failed to hear these all-
important revelational
truths.”

Daniel P. Fuller, "Benjamin B. Warfield's View of Faith and History," Bulletin of the
Evangelical Theological Society 11 (Spring 1968): 81-82, quoted in Norman L.
Geisler, "The Concept of Truth in the Inerrancy Debate," Bibliotheca Sacra (October-
December 1980): 336-337.

1/15/2026
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T Russéll HDilday;dr
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h
D’gcft?'ine

Biblical
Authority

Russell H. Dilday, Jr.

“Debatesiabout the Bible
may. divert attention of
Southern Baptistsifrom
winning the world and

thereby become an effective
tool of ' Satan."

RU‘_?]@éII H. Dilday, Jr., The Doctrinelof'Biblical
Authoerity:(Nashville: Convention Press, 1982) 6!
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“There are those who
advocate a'modified
definition of inerrancy. Ifithe
term inerrant is to be used, it
must be qualified to allow/for
certain problems in the
Bible, such as unscientific
statements about the
universe, variations in the
Gospel accounts,
peculiarities: in the
, genealogical lists, and the
T Russéll H- Dilday; L
. Yy, Jr

Dilday,*ThelDoctrinelofiBiblicaltAuthority196]

“Oni the other hand, othern
Christians feel that the
weaknesses of theword
inerrant limit its use. ... |t
implies that oneradmitted
insignificant error in the
Bible would destroy one's
confidence in the whole
biblical revelation."

Dilday; helDoctrinelof Biblical Authority; 99:

T RussElH. Dildaydr:
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“The authority: of the'Bible,
however, is based not so
much on the perfection and
reliability of its text as it is .on
the truth whichi it declares.*

DildaySThelDoctrine ofiBiblicalfAuthority 186"

T Russll AL Dilday;dr:

"Does the author of Josh
9:13 [sic] intend his
statement about the sun
standing still to contradict a
heliocentric world view? Was
Melanchthon right to attack
Copernicus for suggesting
that it is the earth, not the
sun, that moves? Everything
hinges on the notion of

Kevin Vam‘géz 1\ ‘affirming’ and 'addressing."
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"Joshua mentions the sun
standing still; but is this what
the narrative affirms? Is not
Joshua rather affirming, in a
manner that his readers
could understand, that God
supernaturally intervened on
behalf of Israel?

"The point is that he is
employing phenomenal
language (e.g. everyday

language about the everyday
world) in order to
communicate.
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"To press Joshua 9 [sic] into
the service of Ptolemaic
science would be an odd use
indeed of the passage. Why?
Because the point of the
passage lies elsewhere. To
be precise: itis a theological
and, yes, historical (but not
astronomical) point."

[Kevin J. Vanhoozer "Lost in Interpretation? Truth, Scripture, and
Hermeneutics" in the Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society.48/1
(March 2005) 89-114 (p. 106)]

"The biblical authors did not
intend every one of their
sentences to be an assertive

statement. To return to
Joshua 9: [sic] the author’s
use of phenomenal language
is merely background
scenery for what really
matters, the theodramatic
assertion about the act of
God in history."

[Vanhoozer "Lost in Interpretation?" p. 107]
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Q: What about a "What is the
Bible?" on Adam & Eve—historical
vs. fictional?

RB: All right, then, Adam and Eve.

Q: Do you think they were real
people?

RB: | don’t think that’s the point of the
story.

Q: Could they have been?

RB: Of course. But then you’d have te
answer all sorts of questions about
DNA and fossils and evidence for how
old the earth is...

Q: Does anybody actually know for.
sure whether or not they were
actual, real people?

RB: No.

1/15/2026
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ENow. Jesus Himself
began His ministry at

about thirty years of
age, being (as was
supposed) the son of
Joseph, the son of Heli,
=2 {38} the son of
Enosh, the son of Seth,
the son of Adam, the
son of God."

Luke 3:23, 38

“Nevertheless death
reigned from Adam to
Moses, even over
those who had not
sinned according to the

likeness of the
transgression of Adam,
who is a type of Him

who was to come."
Romans 5:14

97



“"For Adam was
formed first,
then Eve."

1Timothy 2:13

Q: So debating whether or not they
were actual, real people isn’t the
point.

RB: Exactly. It's actually dangerous,
because in arguing one way or the
other you may miss the point of the
story.

1/15/2026
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> Definition: A statement is true in
as much as it fulfills its intended
purpose.

> It is sometimes known as the
Functional intentional theory of truth.

> Truth cannot be merely function
because it needs the
correspondence theory to define
itself.

A newer compromised concept
(theory) of truth has arisen from
Postmodernism.




Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

1/15/2026

Sy Tk i L .
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A PRIMER ON |J‘
POSTMODERNISM |

I
e STANLEY ). GRENZ I

“In contrast to the modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. N cem e Geln
universalrtciitirally,
nedtrall as;
UnconditionedfspecialiSts
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“Ini contrast to the:modern
ideal of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery:
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. Ner can e
universalgcultirallyd
Inettrall as
[UncenditioneafSpecialiStsh
Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005),

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

1/15/2026

If what Grenz says is true,
then his own statement itself
does not come from an
observer who stands
"outside the historical
process” and, thus, the
statement is not itself
“neutral knowledge” coming
from an "unconditioned
specialist.’

Since this is the case, why.
should we believe that it is
objectively true?

“On the contrary, we are
participants in‘our
historical and cultural
context, and all our
intellectual endeavors are
unavoidably conditioned
by that participation.”

[Stanley J. Grenz, A Primer on Postmodernism (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans, 1996), 166]
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4 Ifialllourintellectual

Il CENIRS Y EVAE
“. | _—

participants in.our

e BT then)Grenz'siown statement

3 context, and all our

“\, intellectual endeavors are i S i ts el f "u na VOi d a bly

unavoidably conditioned

by that participation.” con di ti one d. -

‘ "Onithe contrary, we are "una VOidably Conditioned"

| SIS SIEEWEEETS
RRper .oene 1 funavoidablyiconditioned
theyiwhyishould:weltakelit
aslobjectivelyitrue?

Medium

Truth and Postmodernism

Dan M. - Follow
aminTesd - Mar2a, 2017

Tinitially thought this was a parody of conservative thinking, but on second
reading, Trealized that it was a genuine (albeit likely willful) fack of
understanding of postmodernist thinking. Thus, there are some critiques the

discussants should consider,

First, postmodernism (and epistemology generally) distinguishes between
subjective truths and objective truths. The former are statements about one's
individual experience of the world, while the latter comprise propositions

supported either inductively or deductively.

For example, the colour red contains hoth objective and subjective truths.
Objectively, ‘red’ is the term given to light in the visible spectrum with
wavelengths around 650 nm. However, seeing the colour is a subjective
experience that happens within the brain of each observer. Thus, my

experience of seeing red need not be identical to yours.

The discussants might still object to the existence of subjective truths, saying
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"Postmodernism stresses the
distinction between objectivity of
facts, versus objectivity of
knowledge or people. It accepts
the possible existence of facts
outside human context, but
argues that all knowledge is
mediated by an individual and
that the experiences, biases,
beliefs, and identity of that
individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any
knowledge.”

[Dan McGee, "Truth and Postmodernism'" doewnloaded from
https://medium.com/@danmcgee/truth-and-postmodernism-
816ea9b3007a, 05/09/22]

o

If "all knowledge is mediated”
and the individual has "biases”
“Postmodernism stresses the that "necessarily influence how

distinction between objectivity of

facts, versus objectivity of they mediate ANY knowledge"
knowledge or people. It accepts . .
the possible existence of facts (emphaSlS added), then thlS

outside human context, but

argues that all knowledge is WOUId be true Of Dan MCGee

mediated by an individual and

that the expériere NE R and the knowledge claim he is
beliefs, and identity of that making right here.

individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any

knowledge.” But if this is true of Dan
i McGee's claim here, why
should we take his claim to be
objectively true?
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“JA} helpal and thuwaugh guideboak”

the
YOUNGER

Evangelicals =
|

Facing the
CHALLENGES

of the New "

L ARE S R ‘

|
robert L WEpuR

“In the twenty-
first century
world ... the new.
attitude ... is'that
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable. ...
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IE.,
- (1088-2007)

Rebert E. Webber
— (1e883007)

“This ... points
... to the
postmodernn
conclusion'that
we deal with
‘interpreted
facts. ...

“This' ... points
... to the
postmodenn
conclusion that
we deal with
‘interpreted
facts.' ...

Again, if we deal with
“Interpreted facts,” then
what does that say about
Webber's statement
itself?

Is his claim here merely
an "interpreted fact?”

If so, they why should we
take it as objectively
true?

1/15/2026
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“Meaning islultimately determined by.
how the'intricate structures of
communication work togetherinan
overarching manner, and it is up'to
the interpreter to provide a new
frameworkiof discourse in which
what was first written or spoken can
be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text
can be discerned in its deployability
within a particular set of life
circumstances.”

"In/ contrast to'the'modern
ideal/of the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical

Nordeanwelgain)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"Postmodernism stresses the
distinction between objectivity. of:
facts, versus objectivity of:
knowledge or people. It accepts
the possible existence of facts
outside human context, but
argues that all knowledge is
mediated by an individual'and.
that the experiences, biases,
beliefs, and identity of that
individual necessarily influence
how they mediate any
knowledge.”

“This ... points
... to the
postmodern
conclusionithat
we deallwith
‘interpreted
facts.”...

W W beiier more interesting,
' morerfruitiul ways of

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

ithani to find objective
truth.’

ity Rhilosophyiandithe Mirror of Nature (Princeton:

niversitylPress, 197.9), 360, 377, as cited in William

Wihe\VoyagelofiRiscovery: An Historical
Philosophy,2idied., (Belmont,

/ihomsent Leanning), 2002), 563]

1/15/2026

106



The theory that the Gospels are of the
genre of Greco-Roman Biography
allows Mike Licona—though he claims
to hold to a correspondence theory of
truth—to ascribe conflicting or
contradictory statements to the Bible in
as much as he overlooks various ways
in which a proposition might
correspond to reality.

The Resurrection of Jesus

A New Historiographical Approach

1/15/2026
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"Another challenge to the
correspondence theory of
truth is that historians are
incapable of returning to
the past in order to
examine it in the light of
their theories and thus
can never verify in the
strictest sense that their
theories correspond to
events in a truthful
manner."

Mike Licona, The Resurrection of Jesus: A New:
Historiographical Approach (Downers Grove:
InterVarsity, 2010), p. 90

"As with the challenges
affiliated with
perceptions, the inability
of historians to verify
their hypotheses most of

the time only affects their
| ability to know truth. It
does not affect the nature
of truth itself."

Mike Licona, Resurrection. , p- 90, emphasis in
original
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"In addition to defining
truth in a correspondence
sense, realist historians
attempt to establish
criteria for identifying
what is true in a
correspondence sense.

"Historians should not
change their theory
related to the nature of
truth in order to
accommodate the
uncertainty of historical
descriptions.™

Mike Licona, Resurrection , p- 90, emphasisiin
original

109



1/15/2026

According to'the
correspondence theory of'
truth, if'the statement,doess

not correspond é’é reality, it'is
by definition false.

Does Mt. 27:52-53 have any
referent.to (i.e., does it injany
way cortiespond,to) reality 2>

fb
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o Mattpew 27:51-53 =

Then, behold, the veil of the temple was torn
in two from top to bottom; and the earth?
quaked, and'the rocks were split, {52} anq‘
the graves W@&opened; an‘.d many bodies
of the saints who had@len asleep were
raised; {53} and coming‘out of the graves
after His resurrection, they went into the

hely city and appearedito many:
“ O

Doesithe dragon in
Revelation 12 pose a proble?e
. . -
_for myyview of mgrrancy?

’
‘ A n .A
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o Revelation 12:3-4 <> =R {43

And another sign appeared in \
heaven: behold, a great, fiery red .
dragon'having'seven heads and _.
ten'horns, and seven diadems on ==

his'heads. {4} His tail drew a

third of the stars of heaven and .
threw them to the earth. And the %
dragonistood before the woman (i}

whoiwas ready to give birth, to "

devour her Child as soon as it

was born.

Mike didnt see how I could
reconcileimy mterpretatlonféf
Luke 7: 6 in light ofMatt 8:8!
with a corres ’ondence

theory of fruth. ‘

ra e »
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Metonymy

“The centurion answered “... the centurion s;‘e"pt
and said, 'Lord;"am not fnends to Hlm sayingjto
worthy that You,should Him, 'Lord, do not trouble
comelunder my roofA..."" You‘rself for | am not
Matt. 8:8 worthy that You should

enter under my roof.&

Luke 746

= g“ o

ICtIOﬂS*‘ Truth |

1/15/2026
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Mike rightly says that.if
Jesus rose from the dead}
then Christianity is stillitruel
wweven iffity turnffd@ut that ™
some things in the

‘Bible weren't.

But theyquestion is not
whether Christianity is stiy,
true even if some of the™
%things indthe Bjble,are not.”
Instead the questions are:
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1.1s inerrancy stiI;tl-rwue even if it
turns out thatisome'of the things
in the Bible are/not?

The answer would have to be 'no’ unless you
have a qualified notion of what truth is, and,
by implication, what it means to not be ftrue.

A

2.1s inspiration stvi”lmrue even if it
turns out thatisomeiof the things
in the Bible are/not?
The answer would have to be ‘no’ given

a proper understanding of inspiration and a
proper understanding of the nature of God.
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WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona

Q Px tament Studies, Honston Christian University

HOME ABOUT MIKE FREE RESOURCES BOOKS  PODCAST DONATE  SPEAKING GALLERY BLOG TESTIMONIALS CONTACT

CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY NEEDS A FACELIFT

CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY
NEEDS AFACELIFT TWITTER FEED

a8 < ¥

At the 2023 Anaual Meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society, I read a paper titled The Chicago Statement on Biblical

Inerrancy Needs a

The paper was well-attended and was followed by a period of thoughtful Q&A. I'm making my paper
public, due to having received many requests for it

READ OR DOWNLOAD HERE

1/15/2026
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CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY
NEEDS A FACELIFT TWIT]

[, 2024 In Blog = -

At the 2023 Annual Meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society. [ read a paper titled The Chicago Statement on Biblical
Tnerrancy Needs a Facelift. The paper was well-attended and was followed by a period of thoughtful Q&A. I'm making my paper
public, due to having received many requests for it.

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona
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At Mike's ETS paper, | had two

questions but only had time for one.

| first needed to set the context of
my question.

Some have argued that there is a

parallel between the inspiration /

inerrancy of the Bible and the two
natures of Christ.

Michael R. Licona

The doctrine of the hypostatic
union whereby Christ is two
natures—human and divine—in
one person further maintains that,
despite the fact that all humans
born in Adam are fallen in sin,
Jesus, being born of a virgin (and
thus, not a descendent of Adam) is
the perfect man.

In other words, Jesus' human
nature does not entail that Jesus is
a sinner. As a human, the God/Man

Jesus is unique.

Michael R. Licona

1/15/2026
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The "traditional" (as Mike Licona
labels it) view of inspiration and
inerrancy of the Bible argues that,
though God used human beings to
write His inspired word, their
writings contain no errors. In other
words, the Scriptures do not take
on the fallenness of humans just
because God used humans in the
writing. As a book, the God/Human
writings of the Scriptures is unique.

Michael R. Licona

My question to Mike was this. If
you allows for “errors" (in the
traditional sense of the term
underlying the ICBI Chicago
Statement) like Matthew having one
or more names wrong in his
genealogy or John having a
different day of the week than the
synoptics, would you be
comfortable allowing "errors" or
mistakes in the life of Jesus.

Michael R. Licona

1/15/2026
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My second question which | did not
have time to ask was this.

Your earlier works which employed
the thesis that the Gospels were in the
literary genre of Greco-Roman
Biography allowed for a qualified
definition of 'error’ given the literary
conventions of the genre.

Your latest work adds a qualified
definition of 'inspiration'. Whereas the
Greco-Roman Biography would apply
only to the Gospels, what implications

does your qualified definition of

‘inspiration' have for the epistles?

Michael R. Licona

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

/AMICHAELRTLICONA
. - ‘

Michael R. Licona

1/15/2026
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§The Roman historian Tacitusyis}
egarded as being a fairly accurate
historian. ... After identifying the
Gospels as either.belonging tojols
having a close affinity toithe genre!
of ancient blography, (15 cannotFE
merely. assumedithateach of the
Evangelists had Tacitus's'level of
commitment to accurate reporting:

.. Truth-telling in ancient
historiography permitted the facts
itolbe reported with some elasticity:*

| R. Licona, Jesus Contradicted: Why the Gospels Tell the:Same. Mlchael R Llcona

fferently: (GrandiRapids: Zondervan Academic, 2024 ), 655 67]

§The Roman historian Tacituslis} £If “truth-telling in ancient
egarded as being a fairly accurate historiography permitted

lhistorian. ... After identifying .- the facts to be reported
Gospels as eitherbelonging toj

having a close affinityitolithe genle} with SS elasticity™
of ancientibiography,jiticannot|bel then what is' one to make

merely, assumed|that eachl of the of the category ‘fairly
Evangelists had Tacitus's level} / accurate'?

commitment to accurate reportin’:
.. Truth-telling in ancient How can a statement be
historiography permitted the facts “fairly accurate™ if truth-
tolbe reported with some elasticity.” telling allows #some
| R. Licona, Jesus Contradicted: Why the Gospels Tell thetSame N O
IStopybifferently (GrandiRapids: Zondervan Academic, 2024), 65,671 elasti C|ty" ?
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§The Roman historian Tacitusfis}
egarded as being a fairly accurate
lhistorian. ... After identifying the

Gospels as elther belongmg to @7’

""ﬂ'h;s

merely:assumed that each of thel
Evangelists had Tacitus's level of:
commitment to accurate reporting.
.. Truth-telling iniancient
historiography permitted'the facts
tolbe reported with some elasticity:

hael R. Licona, Jesus Contradicted: Why the Gospels Tell thefSame
ifferently (GrandiRapids: Zondervan Academic, 2024 ), 65;67]

Further, there is a
difference between what
a “genre™ permits and
what people may in fact
actually say.

Court testimony does
not “permit™ mis-
remembering or lying,
but sometimes
witnesses do mis-
remember or lie.

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona
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“In my view, this does not
Uihdermine the overall reliabilityfof
the literature in which they appeak;

as long as werhave the
understanding that what we ake

Michael R. Licona

“In my view, this does not
Uindermine the overall reliabilityfof
the literature in which they appeak;

as long as werhave the

reading,was most often mtended (0)
convey‘an accurate gist of the
people and events described rather
than preserving details with the
precision of a legal transcript:*

licena, JesusiContradicted, 67]

—

It seems to me that Licona has

muddled the issue before us
with a false dilemma fallacy.

No inerrantist with whom | am
familiar says that unless the
biblical text is inerrant, its
overall reliability is
undermined.

In fact, the point that the
biblical text is overall reliable
is the first premise in our case

for Christianity (after theism
has been established).

1/15/2026
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7. The liSfalbasicallyy
rustwerthy cocument of Historicity of the Bible

@nkthelbasi sy athisAvelhave]
ISt fficiengevidenceytobelicveythal Who Is Jesus?
Jesus Chriist s the Son of Ged.

A ‘—Fhe—lnspirationand
Is the Word of Inerrancy/of the'Bible

el s
of God and Christienily s twe.  [ULcAlICAChTIStianily,

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona

\
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1’| want to draw attention to two
@ccurrences in the Gospels where
the author takes some liberty,
keporting details in order to makelai
point. In doing so,th '{sacnflces
accura% onithe g !
precise reporting!while prov:dmg
lhisi readers with a high-level view;of
the person and mission of Jesus:*

lBicena, Jesus Contradicted, 71]

Michael R. Licona

i'| want to draw attention to two
@ccurrences in the Gospels wheke

the author takes some liberty,
keporting details in Q[dier to makeia

accurgﬁg% on . the “.,g , off
precisel reportmg;T'/vh:Ie prov:dmg

Even if it was the case that the
Gospel authors took some
liberty in reporting the details
to make a point, this has
nothing necessarily to do with
the question of the overall
reliability of the text.

However, it is another matter

as to whether it has anything

to do with the inspiration and
inerrancy of the text.

1/15/2026
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Mike's point from the
Titanic example is
well taken.

Even if there were
contradictions in the
Gospel accounts, this

does not prove that Jesus
did not rise from
the dead.

However...

mmmmmn@@m@nmm
Ewihesses were net inemrant
U ﬁi}n@a} fﬂh@ﬂﬁ' wm-n U d by God
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and, ﬁahu@@g their wrm N@MM by God

Dr. Al Mohler
President, Southern
Baptist Theological

Seminary

"It would be nonsen,»se to affirm r'\e‘éls

contradlctlons in the!BlbIe‘and then
to afflrm merrancy

o
%
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Dr. Al Mohler
President, Southern
Baptist Theological

Seminary

some form of’blbllcal rié'rra_ncy if there are

contradlctlons inthe Gospels what you lose
is inerrancy.itself. . An actual contradiction

is an error
[http/WwwWw!bphews net/39699, accessed 08/02/22] -
/

—

1. The Biblefs the Word of God

»

2. God cannhot err.
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IfdthielBilble 9 then efther:

*» there is some sense in wh‘l;ch

. itis noft.@_e Wor?af ﬁod, or

+» there is some sense in which
God can err. ‘

'
e

WIJ 73 (2011): 1-22

| SPECIAL LECTURE

CAN THE BIBLE BE COMPLETELY INSPIRED BY GOD
AND YET STILL CONTAIN ERRORS?
A RESPONSE TO SOME RECENT “EVANGELICAL” PROPOSALS

G. K BEALE

here has been much literature written over the past fifty years on the topic

of the authority of the Bible, especially discussions within so-called “evan-
gelicalism” concerning the nature of the notions of infallibility and inerrancy.
Recent writers have especially questioned the traditional understanding of
inerrancy. In particular, a central idea underlying inerrancy has been that since
God is true and without error and, therefore, his oral word is true and without
error, consequently, his word in Scripture is true and without error. This impli-
cation or theological inference that reasons from God’s flawless character to
flawless Scripture has been challenged, and it has been argyed that it is a logi-
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Allowing for the possibility that there
are conflicting or contradictory
statements in the Bible as Greco-
Roman Biography allows is
incompatible with Inspiration and
Inerrancy.

Lydia McGrew:
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sittwouldibeldifficultito
exaggerateithe) acceptance
thatithe) cIa‘m ‘The Gospels
argGreco- Roman® ;
biographiesgoevienkih
Gaospels are somethin
muchlike Greco-Roman
biographiesi.enjoys in, .Lthe
current evangelicall
scholarly milieu.&

[Lydia McGrew:SThe Mirror or the Mask: Liberating the Gospg"_ls“:f rom
LiteraryiDevices\(Tampa: DeWard, 2019), 67] -
\

"Thelpopularityiofithisiclaim,
basedimostiofiallluponi the
bookiWhat{Are the Gospels’?
[0)V/ theACIaSSICISt Rlchard
Burrldge"hasxonly,-m grown

isince that'book’s fi
publication in 1994 an
release in a'second. edition
in 2004."

[Lydia Mc@GrewThe Mirror or the Mask, 67]

Lydia McGrew:

Lydia McGrew:
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WHAT ARE THE

GOSPELS?

"Burndge SIworkiis] also\
notewo.f'thy for thelextentito
- $ = |
G overlooks ewdence
foritheltraditional! authorshlp
e‘tGospeIs.Thls;l'sﬁ
evantito'hisithesisibecause
traditional authorship Wollld
mean that at least threefout of
fourdGospels=-MatthewiMark,
andiJohn—were written [0)'
Yews who were likelylnot
educated in a Hellems%

fashion. .

Lydia McGrew:
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Peter; Qr even Jog_n thelson of
Zﬁdeejwould‘haxe readlor
heardithelearliernwritersiof
biographyldiscussedlby;

Burridge such as ' Xenophon,

Isocrates, Satyrus, and Ne pos

“fged that theyawould have
desired to emulate a specific
h%@eco-Roman genrez

[Lydia McGrewMlihe Mirror or the Mask, 76]

Lydia McGrew:

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

HAELR’”LICUNA

A

Michael R. Licona
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"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a

challenge {0) the hlstoncal

"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge tolthelhistoricall
ieliability ofithelGospels and,
to;some -.\./‘e_;sionsu')f the
doctrine of biblical'inerrancy.
however, they do'not
mecessarily callintoiquestion
theltruth of theChristian

Michael R. Licona

Michael R. Licona

4 Inithe chapterititled *Eine-luning Our

Doctrinelof Scripture:inerrancy:Licona
seeksito'challenge:whatihe'calls'the
“Traditional \View!offinerrancy* and argue for
his*Elexible'View!of{Inerrancy:*

In‘hisieritiquelofithe ttraditionaliview:" licona

rejectsianunderstandinglon thelChicago
Statementithatiis undoubtedlyithe:wayithe
statementihas been'understoodisincelit
wasiwritten:

ilhelquestion thatineedsitolberanswered'is

whether/Licona's *flexibleiview  istfconsistent
withithe'meaning ofithelChicago!Statement:

Thereasonithislisfiimportantiistbecausetorbe

a memberiofithelEvangelicalfTheological
Society/(EilIS); onelistrequireditoraffirmithe
inerrancylofiScripture:

1/15/2026
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DOCTRINAL BASIS

ARTICLE III: DOCTRINAL BASIS
The Bible alone, and the Bible in its entirety, is the Word of God written and is therefore in the autographs.

God is a Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, each an uncreated person, one in essence, equal in power and glory.

For the purpose of advising members regarding the intent and meaning of the reference to biblical inerrancy in the
ETS Doctrinal Basis, the Society refers members to the Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy (1978). The case for

W biblical inerrancy rests on the absolute trustworthiness of God and Scripture's testimony to itself. A proper
understanding of inerrancy takes into account the language, genres, and intent of Scripture. We reject approaches
to Scripture that deny that biblical truth claims are grounded in reality.
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JETS 4971 (March 2006) 2059

REPORTS RELATING TO THE FIFTY-SEVENTH
ANNUAL MEETING OF THE SOCIETY

The 57th Annual Meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society had the
third-highest attendance on record with 2,162 persons registered. The meet-
ings were held at the Valley Forge Convention Center and in the adjoining
Radisson and Scanticon Hotels. Participating publishers offered generous
discounts on their books and other products from one hundred booths in a
large carpeted hall. The program theme, “Christianity in the Early Cen-
turies,” was explored in four excellent plenary sessions, and by many of the
nearly five hundred individual papers. Participants gathered from six con-
tinents and the islands of the seas to fellowship, exchange ideas, critique
one another, and to keep abreast of the most recent scholarship in their
disciplines. More than twenty study groups also met as part of the overall
program.

President-Elect Edwin Yamauchi served as program chairman and put
together a superb array of plenary speakers. On Wednesday afternoon,
Christopher Hall, Chair of the Bible and Theology Department and Dean of
Templeton College at Enstern University, addressed the society on “What
Evangelicals and Liberals Can Learn from Early Christian Literature.” Later
that evening, author Nicholas Perrin, Assistant Professor of Biblical Studies
at Wheaton College, posed the issue, “Thomas, the Fifth Gospel?” in which
he reflected on the literary dependence and relationship of the Gospel of
Thomas with Tatian’s Diatessaron.

On Thursday moming attendees heard ETS member D. Jeffrey Bingham,
Chair and Professor of Theological Studies at Dallas Theological Seminary,
explore the “Development and Diversity in Early Christianity,” demonstrating
from the early Church fathers that there were competing voices in the carly
Church, but that what was orthodox, and what was not, was clearly evident
to the writers themselves.

The fourth and final plenary was delivered by international scholar Paul
Trebilco, Head of the Department of Theology and Professar of New Testa-
ment at the University of Otago, the oldest university in New Zealand. He
spoke on “Ignatius and Others as Witnesses against Bauer,” pointing out
that what we would call heresy was neither early nor strong in Smyrna,
Philadelphia, Ephesus, and other centers of Christianity
fatal blow to Walter Bauer's thesis and the corresponding Da

More than twenty parallel sessions ran coneurrently en such disciplines
as OT, NT, biblical, historical, and systematic theology, Church history,

hasology, ¥, b i and missions, pastoral
ministry, and psychology and theology. Parallel programs were also con-
ducted by the Evangelical Philosophical Socicty, the Near East Archaco-
logical Society, and the Adventist Theclogical Society. Tables and a large

/

“For the purpose of advising members regarding the intent and meaning
of the reference to biblical inerrancy in the ETS Doctrinal Basis, the Society
refers members to the Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy (1978). The
case for biblical inerrancy rests on the absolute trustworthiness of God and
Scripture’s testimony to itself. A proper understanding of inerrancy takes into
account the language, genres, and intent of Scripture. We reject approaches
to Scripture that deny that biblical truth claims are grounded in reality.”

| https://etsjets.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/diles JET

S-PDEs 49 49-1 JETS 49-1 205209 MeetingReport.pdf]

~
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£ Iniseekingjtolexploreithisiquestion,|Liconal

"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge tolthelhistoricall
eliability ofithelGospels and,
tolsome ‘ver.s'L'q_‘r')quf the
doctrine of biblical'inerrancy?
however, they do'not
mecessarily callintoiquestion
theltruth of theChristian

faith.*
: Michael R. Licona

asks:Preciselylhowmuchiwigglelroomidoes
CSBI [Chicago:Statement on Biblical
Inerrancy] allow2(p:194)

hhislislindeed alquestion thatifanyone \who'is
interestedlin'thisiconversation'mustiask:

However; oneimustibelcareful tolavoidithe
informal fallacy/ofithelbeard*\whichlis the
fallacy/that'saysithat iflyoulcannot.draw/an
exactllinelbetweeniextremesion a continuum,
thenlyou'cannotilegitimately affirmithe
differences betweenithelextremes
ofithelcontinuum:

liwould argueithat thelextentitoiwhich Licona
seeks'to qualify the definitionlofffinerrancy:
and'moye’ ittawayifrom how ICBlfand the
“Chicago'Statement hasiunderstood the
term, amountsito'a denial ofiinerrancy:

"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge toithe hlstoncal

tol'some; %%'s_{‘ons @ the
doctrine of.biblical merrancy
however, they do not
necessarily call into question
the truth of the Christian
faith.”

, Jesus Contradicted, 7]

Michael R. Licona
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"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge tolthelhistoricall
keliability.ofithelGospels and,

B e
to‘s'omeversmn”srgf the]
doctrinelofibiblicall inerranpz_:y.

however, they do not |
mecessarily call into question
the truth of the Christian
faith."

Michael R. Licona

1/15/2026

ifolrepeatialpoint; thelissuelis' nott\whether.one
view: or anotheroflinerrancylis.compatible\with
the truthiof Christianity:

Rather; thelissuelisiwhetheronelview oranother
ofiinerrancyiisicompatibleiwithithe doctrines of:
inspirationfand'inerrancy:
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