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Controversy
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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



"Some of them, in thecourse of:
two or three generations, or'even
less, became either’Arianor
Socinian. This was eventuallyithe
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 unqualifiedfendersement of €harles

_aha

Spurgeon, Sword and Trowel, March*1887;
http://wwwiremans45terg/spurgeon/s._andit/dgOiihtm,
accessed 11/29/30]

"Some of them, in the course of
two or three generations, or even
less, became either Arian ¥
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.org/spurgeon/s_and_t/dg01.htm,
accessed 08/16/24]
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ChajjesyHaddon Spurgeon
(1834-1892)

/_

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

Under the/leadership of 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 Jehovahis Witnesses
are Arians.
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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 Irinity'byidenyingjtheideitylofiChrist

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,
in like manner, bereckoned 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:‘gﬁn 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, be reckoned 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.
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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.
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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,




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.

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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 . e

(1902-1984)
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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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Post WWII
. A
E v&ng;h‘cafl \
Controvers y‘

The AUTHORITY
and INTERPRETATION
of the BIBLE

Jack B. Rogers' P
(1934-2016) o=
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Jack B. Rogers
(1934-2016)  ®

e
NoticeShowlRogersfand
McKimidesciibefthe!
naturelofibiblical
autharitylintfunctional
terms™

Eonthem’ibiblical
authorityfresideslinkthel
Biblelastassmeansaand

inktermsloflitsipurpose’s

fheyidenigratetany,
characterizationlof
biblicalfauthoritydinkiterms!
ofithelBibleltellingfthe
triith¥asiconiespendence
tolreality?

"The foundation of the doctrine of
Scriptureiin the early church needs
to be recovered. For early Christian

teachers, Scripture was wholly
authoritative as a means of
bringing people to salvation and
guiding them in the life of faith. ...

The interpretation of the Bible was
influenced by the understanding of

its saving purpose. Scripture was

not used as a sourcebook for
science. Early theologians
acceptediGod's accommodated

style of communicationaGod, like a
good fatheormother¥adoptedithe

thodght speech'of children'in

order to relate toithem. "

[Jack B. Rogers and Donald K. McKim, The Authority and
Interpretation of the' Bible: An'Historical Approach (New
York: Harper & Row, 1979), 458-459]

"The foundation of the doctrine of
Scriptureiin the early church needs
to be recovered. For early Christian

teachers, Scripture was wholly
authoritative as a means of
brmgmg paz=iS to salvation and
% wnem in the life of faith. .
ae interpretation of the Bible was
iniio®sced by the understanding of
its saving purpose. Scripture was
not used as a sourcebook for
science. Early theologians
acceptediGod's accommodated
style of communication;
‘ mot adopted, the'
though-t andispeech'of children'in
order to relate toithem. "
[Jack B. Rogers and Donald K. McKim, The Authority and

Interpretation of the Bible: An Historical Approach'(New
York: Harper & Row, 1979), 458-459]

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

Denald K MecKim
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"The foundation of the doctrine of BNotice IS olthe S e man
Scripturelin the early church needs fallacy.

Noticell \ to be recovered. For early Christian To say that the Bible is
Nm'ee _ [E@@. teachers, Scripture was wholly inerrant in all that it affirms,
e of ilsfea] authoritative as a means of including statements it

authonitysin bringing people to salvation and

makes about nature, is not
S ’ 5 B to say that the Bible is a
termsy guiding them in the life of faith y

f R sourcebook for science.
- The interpretation of the Bible was

ic

autv:s“c ﬁﬂ influenced by the understanding c* Shoshodidnoliaisoitnat

i g % their use of the expression
B Slak meanss its saving purpose. Scripture vas ‘accommodated style"
inktermsfoflitskpurpos e not used as a sourcebook for

L includes the claim that
science. Early theologians some of God's
ilihey] any; 0 g communication” includes
T T ol accepted/God's accommodated factual errors.
i (s style of communicationaGod, like a
ofithelBibleltellinajthe nothergadopted fhe
itolreality order to relate toithem-**
[Jack B. Rogers and Donald K. McKim, The Authority and

Interpretation of the' Bible: An Historical Approach (New
York: Harper & Row, 1979), 458-459]

"The foundation of the doctrine of " Notice also the strawman
Scripturelin the early church needs fallacy.

Noticell . to be recovered. For early Christian To say that the Bible is
N .:i teachers, Scripture was wholly inerrant in all that it affirms,
Ee 6 Bislfee] authoritative as aimeans of including statements it

authonityin bringing people to salvation and

makes about nature, is not
S 5 5 = to say that the Bible is a
termsy guiding them. in the life of faith.

. ] - sourcebook for science.
Bep iTslfel The interpretation of the Bible was
inkthe

Biblefasialsmeansgand|
inktermsloflitsipurpose’s

g One should note also that
u.1fluenc:ed by the under§tandlng of e 15 e GraresTen
its saving purpose. Scripture was 'accommodated style"
not used as a sou&cebgok for includes the claim that
) science. Early thgologians
ilihey) any

some of God's
communication” includes
factual errors.

S e acceptediGod's accommodated

s . style of communicationaGod, like a
ﬁﬁ]{ﬁ’[ﬁ@ y . : adopted, the Rogers and McKim fail to
ofithe’ ithe realize that a statement can
truith¥as! thouyh'tsPeec 1 of Ch'ldrf" in correspond to reality in
tolreality) order to relate toithem:" ways other than literally,
[Jack B. Rogers and Donald K. McKim, The Authority and

including metaphorically,
Interpretation of the' Bible: An'Historical Approach (New allegorically, and
York: Harper & Row, 1979), 458-459]

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.

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

John D. Woodbridge

John D. Woodbridge
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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.’

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

John D. Woodbridge

John D. Woodbridge
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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]
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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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and Bruce Demarest
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Earl D, Radmacher  theologians
EDITOR speak out
on biblical
inerrancy
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General
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Ronald H. Nash
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INSPIRATION
AND
INCARNATION

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

Yoid,

A -
Peter Ennsh
A ,4“'"

'L'(‘,

| 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."

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

Peter Enns

23
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The

IRIFEMP™ES ARARIMANS
Al B= b= B N0 B\ L

of & NU i

EVANGELICALISM

G. KiBeale
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Foreworp by J]. I. PACKER

DEFENDING
INERRANCY

AFFIRMING the
Accuracy of SERIPTURE

for @« NEw GENERATION

NORMAN L. GEISLER
AND WILLIAM C. ROACH

FOREWORD by Dr. CRAIG BLOMBERG Foreworp by J. I. PACKER

DEFENDING

DE ING -
INEE (NCY INER Y

AFI ING a AFFIRMING the

DEFEN E FAITH AccURACY of SCRIPTURE
for a NEW NERATION

for @« NEw GENERATION

NORMAN L. GEISLER
anD WILLIAM C. ROACH

IS B ING

AND N.PPETERS
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The Current
E v&ngell;cafl
Controvers y

’

2 DAYS / 45+ SPEAKERS / 90+ SESSIONS

Conference.SES.edu / (704) 847-5600
Including

DIALOG: What Does It Mean to Say the Bible is Inerrant?

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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The Resurrection of Jesus
A New Historiographical Approach

27
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WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona

THE DANGER FROM WITHIN

FOREWORDS BY

PROMINENT SEMINARY PRESIDENTS = DaV|d~Farne
NORMAN L. GEISLER &
F. DAVID FARNELL, Editors
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Vital Issues
in the

R8P Inerrancy

Debate

g je

Four things that
concern mein the

current.controversies

29
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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.

30
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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.




“Although the mustard seed

is not really 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]

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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."

IRUssellii: Dilday, Jr., The! Doctrinelor Biblicalss
"Authoerity!(Nashville: Convention Press, 1982_), 16"
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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
TuRusséllHIDildayr: e

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, The!Doctrine of Biblical'Authority99:

T RussSll H' Dilday:or
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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"

TRuss8llH. Dildayrdr:

"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

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.

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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
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“"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.

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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.
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N
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wiisie . Faith and Reason
THREE VIEWS

, sy Steve Wilkens

“Faith, asiwell asiwhat we call
reason, are not incompatible but
belong to separate orders of
significance. ... Faith is neither
irrational nor suprarational. It has
nothing to do with ‘reason’ per se. ...
God does not speak in syllogisms or
make philosophical claims that
require the fallible human intellect to

demonstrate them."
[€anl'A. Raschke, “Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve

Wilkins; ed., Faith and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVR Academic, 2014), 63, emphasis in original]
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“Meaning isiultimately determined by
now thelintricate structures of
communication work togetheriin an
overarching manner, and its is up to
the interpreter to provide a new
framework: of 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.”

[€arl A. Raschke, "Faith and Philosophy in Tension," in Steve
Wilkins, ed., Faith'and Philosophy: Three Views (Downers Grove:
IVP Academic, 2014), 61, emphasis in original]

If *“meaning is ultimately.
determined by now:intricate
structures of communication
work together in an overarching
“Meaningis} uItimatelyideterminedby manner" and that "it is up to the

o R interpreter to provide a new.

overarching manner, and its is up'to

thelinterpreter to provide a new. framework Of discourse, = then

framework{of discourse in which

what was first written or spoken can h ow are we to ta ke the m eaning

be fleshed out. The ‘truth’ of a text

canlbeldiscerned i its deployability you were see kin (0] to
within a particular set of life

SRR communicate through your
statement here?

It the interpreter provides a new.
framework, then why should be
take your statement to be
objectively true?
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

Sy Tk i L .
7 R i
- 2 1 8
| i | L
i | |
rE 3 P P

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

44



“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)

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

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 ... theinew.
attitude ... isithat
the uselof reason
and science to
prove o
disprove afact is
questionable. ...

48



{

IE.,
- (1088-2007)

Relbert [E. Welbloer

(16882007

“This ... points
... toithe
postmodern
conclusion'that
weldeallwith
linterpreted
facts.'...
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“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?
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“This ... points
... to the
postmodernn
conclusion'that
we deal with
‘interpreted
facts. ...

l

Rebert E. Webber
— (1e883007)

“Meaning i mately determined by,
how. th cate 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

circumstance:

“In contrast to the modern
ideallof the dispassionate
observer, we affirm the
postmodern discovery
that no observer can stand
outside the historical
process. [Ny camn we el
[universa/dcultisgallys
[ineonditionedispecialistsh
‘Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)
|
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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?

"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
... toithe
postmodern
conclusionithat
we deallwith
linterpreted
facts.”...

1‘@
~ (fe88-2007)

2
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HOMILETICS INTERVIEW: Robert E. Webber

What Younger Evangelicals Want—and Are
Getting!

Robert E. Webber is the William R. and Geraldyn B. Myers Professor of Ministry at Northern
Seminary in Lombard, Illinois, one of the only seminaries in the country that offers a Master’s
and a Doctorate in worship and which has intentional studies that integrate worship and
spirituality into the program. He is also the President of the Institute For Worship Studies
which offers a MWS (Masters of Worship Studies) and a DWS (Doctor of Worship Studies). He
is also Professor of Theology Emeritus at Wheaton College, Wheaton, Illinois.

Robert E. Webber
Dr. Webber has lectured on worship in nearly every denomination and fellowship, and has
authored or edited more than 40 books on worship including the eight-volume work, The < N
Complete Library of Christian Worship. His most recent books include: Planning Blended Other !‘|0I'I1I|etICS
Worship (Abingdon, 1998), Ancient-Future Faith (Baker, 1999), and Journey to Jesus Interviews:
(Abingdon, 2001).
His latest book, The Younger Evangelical (Baker, 2002), is attracting broad attention and }ireach/ng =20 ocaraatonalErent
interest because of its incisive look at a new emerging leadership in the church, while at the Richard Ward
same time pausing to look at the leadership models of the 20th-century church. =

Jesus and the Consumerist Culture

Tyler Wigg Stevenson

Dr. Webber was scheduled to speak at a conference in Grand Rapids, Michigan, on Radical
Orthodoxy, where Homiletics was to meet up with him for this interview. But he called a few

days before the conference to say that he had had back surgery and wouldn't be there. So we Taking God to Work —

met with him in his home in Wheaton, where in the kitchen, and in a straight-back chair, he David Miller

gladly and graciously discussed his observations about a church that is in the midst of change

and the Younger Evangelicals who are leading the way. Why Things Are the Way They Are
Homiiletics: To start, we should probably clarify the categories you develop for evangelicals in the 20th Paul Shepherd

century and the early 21st century. You identify traditional, pragmatic and Younger Evangelicals. What

defines these groups? Let’s Try to Keep the China on the
Webber: The underlying idea of these three groups is that evangelicalism seems to follow the curvature La.zleWright

of culture and reflects culture. And if you look back over the last 50-60 years, culture has actually gone S

through three very distinct groupings: Boomers, Gen-Xers and now Millennials. It seems to me that as Stitching Together the Patchwork
evangelicalism encounters each cultural shift that each cultural shift as they integrate with it gives a Family® —

different shape and form, not so much to the message, but to the way in which the message itself is Barbara Carnal

-

Homiletics: So then, the Traditional
Evangelicals function within a modern

worldview that is rationalistic, and
propositional.
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Webber: "That probably is'the most
distinguishing feature of the
Traditionalists. They've been shaped
by the Enlightenment. So they work
with - modern philosophy, a modern
understanding of science, history,
sociology. They're modernist, and so
they interpret the Christian faith
through these modern categories.

—_—m

Webber: "And what’s very interesting
about Traditional Evangelicals is that
the categories through which they
interpret the Christian faith are almost
regarded as sacred, almost as sacred
as the Christian faith itself. So if you
say, 'Well, | don’t believe in evidential
apologetics,' there’s something wrong
with you."

[http://www.homileticsonline.com/subscriber/interviews/webber.asp, accessed 09/05/20]
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Y ¥ W better more! interesting,
g mererfruitful ways of

than'to find objective
truth.™

itySRhilosephyiandithe: Mirror: of Nature (Princeton:
niversitylRress; 1979);:360) 377, as cited in William
SThelVoyagelofiPiscovery: An Historical
itolRhilosophys2ided:, (Belmont,

sonllleanning, 2002); 563]

Richard Rorty
(1931-2007)

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.
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The Resurrection of Jesus
A New Historiographical Approach

"Another challenge to the
correspondence theory of
truth is that historians are
incapable of returning to
the pastin orderto
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
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"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

"In addition to defining
truth in a correspondence
sense, realist historians
attempt to establish
criteria for identifying
what is true in a
correspondence sense.
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"Historians should not
change their theory
related to the nature of
truth in order to
accommodate the
uncertainty of historical
descriptions."

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

not correspond &'@ keality, it'is
by definition false.
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Does Mt. 27:52-53 have any
referent.to (i.e., does it injany
way corespond,to) reality 2"

‘b

.

‘ A e .A

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} andi
the graves W@&opened; an‘.d many bodies
of the saints who had@llen asleep were
raised; {63} and coming'out of the graves
after His resurrection, they went into the

hely city and appearedyto many.
“ R
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Doesithe dragon in
Revelation 12 pose a problem
_for myview of mgrrancy’)

o Revelation 12:3-4 < =&

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 drewa

third of the stars of heaven and
threw them to the earth. And the :
dragon stood before the woman

whoiwas ready to give birth, to

devour her. Child as soon as it

was born.
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Mike didn(t see how I could
reconcile,my interpretationlof
Luke 7:6,in light,of Matt. 8:8%
with a corresgo?)dence

theory of truth. :
o

Metonymy
"The centurion answered "... the centurionjsent
and said, 'Lord;"lam not friends to Him, sayingjto
worthy that You,should Him, 'Lord, dg'r not tropfble
comelunder my roof4..." ou#self, for | am not
Matt. 8:8 worthy that You should
enter under my roof.&
Luke 76
'
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aa@iction

o

\‘

Mike rightly says that.if
Jesus rose from the dead,
then Christianity is stillitruel
weven iffty turne’d lout that

some things in the

Bible weren't. ‘,
‘ z. B
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But theyquestion is not
whether Christianity is still
true even if some of,the

%things inkthe Bjble,are not!
Instead the questions are: .

1.1s inerrancy stil’ t‘rue 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 true.
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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.

2.ls inspiration st|II| true even if it
turns out that so"me of 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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1.1s inerrancy still tlrue even if it V. - O o ok
turns out that some of the things ' B/ o
in the Bible are{not? Y

Y & 4 THE SAME STORY
The answer would have!to be ‘no’ unless you ‘ ’ o DIFFERENTLY
have a qualified notion of what truth is, and, ; |

by implication, what it means to not be true.

AR,

2.ls inspiration st|II| true even if it
turns out that so”me of 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.

1.1s inerrancy stillitritie even if it
turns out that a.*"rme of the things
in the Bible arelnotits

The answer would have to be 'no™less you

have a qualified notion of what truth 1S} %sd.
by implication, what it means to not be truc %%

In his book Jesus

‘A | Contradicted, Mike

explains his
- e definitions of both
2.1s inspiration 5.1.. AL

(3H J
turns out that'some of the things inerrancy’ and
in the Bible are/not? ‘inspiration_’
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 Testarment Studies, Houston Christian University

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

CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY NEEDS A FACELIFT

MOST POPULAR

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
Insrrancy 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

READ OR DOWNLOAD HERE
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MOST

CHICAGO STATEMENT ON BIBLICAL INERRANCY
NEEDS A FACELIFT TWITT

8 < ¥

At the 2023 Annual Meeting of the Evangelical Theological Society. I 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.

ETS 2023: CSBI Needs a Facelift

When COVID hit in late-2019, it was a new and unchartered problem and no
one really knew how to handle it properly. Vaccines, masks, and lockdowns
resulted. All of us remember these too welll At the time, most believed these were
the best ways to limit the spread of COVID. This wasn’t necessarily a left vs right
matter. | have two physicians on the board of my ministry who are palitical
conservatives. Both got the vaccines and booster and encouraged my wife and me
to do the same, given our age. So we did and | have a vaccine card to prove it!

However, there were some along the way, including numerous medical
doctors, wha were pushing back and saying, “Wait a minute. Something's wrong
here.” Unfortunately, those voices were strongly rebuked, labeled "anti-vaxxers,”
and quickly cancelled.

But it turns out those dissenting voices were largely correct. Some of the

recommended precautions did little to prevent the spread of COVID, In fact, the
benefits of some solutions were outweighed by negative consequences: suicide
rates increased, children became delayed in their learning, unemployment surged,
many small businesses went out of business, health professionals, first responders,
military personnel and civil servants who refused to get the vaccine lost their jobs
Ultimately, some of the forced solutions were wrong from the beginning and have
been revised or abandoned altogether.

During the next 19 minutes, | will contend that some of the solutions to
COVID and the Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy (henceforth CSBI) have

something major in common: Despite the good intentions of their proponents to
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WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona

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

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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

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

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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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.

His answer was 'yes'.

Michael R. Licona

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
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Regarding the usages' of theopneustos
(BeomvevuoTog) in 2 Tim: 3:16, translated
“inspiration” (KJV, NKJV) and “God
breathed’” (NIV); Mike argues that our
understanding of Paul’s use of the term
needs tobe modified, moving us away.
from the traditional understanding of:
inspiration, givenihow. the termiis used in
extrabiblical Greek sources.

A third question; then; is this: What would
Mike say about the fact that'no
extrabiblical Greek sources could
possibly have used in the same way Paul
does the term theos (@cog) which Paul
usesiin theivery nextiverse and is the root
of'the above word translated ‘inspired’.
Should Christians modify their:
understanding/of God and move away.
from the traditional view?

™N

GOD AND PHILOSOPHY

N,

i

tienne Gilson

A vaLg parersouNi L
4300Ks
| 1.96'F

| say this because at no point
did the Ancient Greeks
connect the ultimate
principles or realities of their
religion to the ultimate
principles or realities of
their philosophy.

Greek thinking outside the
influence of Christianity
(itself influenced by the Old
Testament) could never make
the connection.

“(1884-1978)
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“We should not'be"surprised to

see very great Greek philosophers %

at a loss how to identify their
principles with their gods, or their
gods with their principles.”

[Etienne Gilson, God and Philosophy (New Haven: Yale
University Press;1944), 28] ="

“So long as'the Jew'kept'their own s
religious revelation to themselves; ™%

nothing happened to philosophy:-
But owing to the preaching of the
Gospel, of the God of the Jews
ceased to be the private God of an
elect'race’and'became the
universal God of all men.

Etienne Gilson
~(1884-1978)

Etienne Gilson
“(1884-1978)

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

70



7/3/2026 11:24 PM

“Any Christian'convert who was at
all familiar with Greek philosophy =
was then bound to realize the
metaphysical import of his new ==
religious belief. His philosophical =
first principle had to be one withi =
his religious first principle, and g
since the name of this God was ‘I
am,” any Christian philosopher.
had to posit ‘l am’ as his first
principle and supreme cause of; alll
things, even in philosophy.”

[Etienne Gilson, God and Philosophy, 41]

=tienne Gilson
+(1884-1978)

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

Michael R. Licona
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§The Roman historian Tacitusyis;
egarded as being a fairly accurate
lhistorian. ... After identifying the
Gospels as either.belonging tojor:
having a close affinityitoithe genre}
ofiancientibiography;rit cannot}?be
merelylassumed that.eachlof the
Evangelists had Tacitus'sileveliof:
commitment to accurate reporting.
... Truth-telling in ancient
historiography permitted the facts

be reported with some elasticity.*

| R. Licona, Jesus Contradicted: Why the Gospels Tell thefSame! 1 I
ifferently:(GrandiRapids: Zondervan Academic, 2024), 65} 67] MIChael R Llcona

§The Roman historian Tacituslis} £If “truth-telling in ancient

egarded as being a fairly accurate historiography permitted
historian. ... After identifying ti:

. . e the facts to be reported
Gospels as either belonging tolor ) e e
having a close affinity toithe genre! with'someelasticity
of ancientibiography,fiticannot|bel then what is' one to make
merelyrassumed:thatieach of the of the categony: ‘fairly
Evangelists had Tacitus's level, 'o/ 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 the:Same SO T
IStoryiDifferently (GrandiRapids: Zondervan Academic, 2024), 65, 67] E|aStIC|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 appéeak;

as long as werhave the
understanding that what we ake

Michael R. Licona

—

"In my view, this does not It seems to me that Licona has
Uihdermine the overall reliabilityfofi muddled the issue before us

the literature in which they appean with a false dilemma fallacy.

as long as werhave the No inerrantist with whom | am

familiar says that unless the
biblical text is inerrant, its
overall reliability is
undermined.

reading,was most often mtended (0)
convey‘an accurate gist of the
people and events described rather

than preserving details with the :

o . In fact, the point that the
f a legal transcript. 2

e % ' 1 biblical text is overall reliable
liticona, JesusiContradicted, 67] o . - n

= is the first premise in our case

for Christianity (after theism
has been established).
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7. The iSyalbasicallyg D
rustwerthy cocument of Historicity of the Bible

2, Om the besis of this, we heve
1 ISUfficientevidenceltogbelievelthal Who!ls Jesus?
Jesus Clvist s the Son of Gedl,

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

emmmmr TN
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:*

lficena, 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.
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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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mmmmm@n@@ﬂn@m@nmm
am‘]@ *@mw@@ thelr wm-n ﬂns@nnr@@ by God.

Dr. Al Mohler
President, Southern
Baptist Theological

Seminary

,-/ -

b E ., )

"It would be nons’gl- B to affirm real

=

contradlctlons in Eﬁ ible and then
6:0 ’
to afflrm met rancy."
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Dr. Al Mohler
President, Southern
Baptist Theological

Seminary

g5 that we 'may/ lose
rapncy if there are

contradictions’in.the Gospels,” what you lose
is inerrancy itself. ... An actual

00

contradictiontis an error."

[quoted.in,Erin,Roach, ‘HBU’s;Licona,addresses Bible’s ‘contradictions,” https://www.baptistpress.com
/resource-library/news/hbus-licona-addresses-bibles-contradictions/, accessed 06/21/26] ”

/ TR~

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:

81



=t w'ould be difficult'to

thatithe) claém 'The Gospels
areGreco- R omanr ‘
biqqgaphiesﬂ@‘ﬂe_,‘v‘en; 'Ehe
Gospels are something \very
muchlike Greco-Romaq
biographiesgenjoys inkthe
‘current evangelical
scholarly milieu.&

[Lydia McGrews¥The Mirror or the Mask: Liberating.the Gospelsfrom
LiteraryiDevices\(Tampa: DeWard, 2019), 67]
\

"Thelpopularitylofithisiclaim,
basedimostioft aII Uupo @.!_he
book What;Are the Gospels’?
by; theclass:c:st Rlchard
Burndge"hasxonlyﬁgrown
Isince that' book's first ‘
publication in 1994 and"li‘s
release’inia second,
ledition in 2004.%

[Lydia McGrewMThe Mirror or the Mask, 67]

Lydia McGrew:

Lydia McGrew:

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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WHAT ARE THE

GO_SPELS?

"Burndge SIworkiis] also\
notewo.f'th yifor: thgextenti-i to
which hﬁverlo’oks ev:d‘e;h“t:e
for; the‘ftradltlonal authorshlp

\ e‘tGospeIs.Thlsflsﬁ

relev_ atito" hiskthesisibecause
tradltlonal authorship mw
mean that at least threelout of
fourdGospels=-MatthewiMark,
andiJohn—were written [0)'
Yews who were likelylnot
educated in a Hellems%
fashion. .

Lydia McGrew:

7/3/2026 11:24 PM
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Zébeeejwould[have readior
heardlthefarlle*;vinters of
biographyldiscussediby
B;_Jgﬁidge such'as'Xenophon,

N
Isocrates, Satyrus, and MOS
and that theyywould have

degi’re_d to emulate a specific

SThe Mirror or the Mask, 76] | Lyd ia McGrew.

WHY THE
GOSPELS TELL
THE SAME STORY
DIFFERENTLY

HAELR’”LICUNA Michael R. Licona

\
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"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge to'thelhistorical,
reliability of.thelGospels and.
tolsome) verg_‘m)smf the
doctrine of biblical inerrancy:
however, they . do'not
necessarily call.intorquestion
the truth of the!Christian

fait

[lficena, Jesus Contradicted, 7]

"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
statementihasibeen'understood
since itiwas written:

ilhelquestion thatineedsitolberanswered'is
whether/Liconaisiflexiblelview:"isiconsistent
withithe'meaning ofithelChicago!Statement:

Thereasonithislisfiimportantiistbecausetorbe
a memberiofithelEvangelicalfTheological
Society/(EilIS); onelistrequireditoraffirmithe
inerrancylofiScripture:
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Devoted to the inerrancy and inspiration of the Scriptures and the gospel of Jesus Christ Login

EVANGELICAL THEOLOGICAL SOCIETY Abowt  Account  MyCart
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application process and affirming the ETS Doctrinal Basis.

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.

ANNUAL DUES:
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ETS memberships are valid for one year from the date of initial membership or renewal. Annual dues are $50 (USD)
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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 inerrant in the autographs.
God is a Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit, each an uncreated person, one in essence, equal in power and glory.

View full ETS Constitution here
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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.

TS
& Nw A L]
n —
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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 in Asia Minor, a
fatal blow to Walter Bauer's thesis and the corresponding Da Vinci Code.

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.”

K | https://etsjets.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/06/files JETS-PDEs 49 49-1 JETS 49-1 205-209 MeetingReport.pdf] /
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Iniseekingjtolexplore thisiquestion; Licona
. asks:i¥Preciselylhowmuchiwiggle roomidoes
"The bottom line: . CSBI [Chicago'Statemention Biblical

Contradictions offer a Inerrancy]lallow2: (p:194)
chaIIenge to'thelhistorical,

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

However; oneimustibelcareful tolavoidithe
informal “fallacyiofithe beard}

Michael R. Licona

W meny Whiskers cdees [t

1o ansy

The name ef {i

mke o maka a [ ySsiblel Ve

Flowevern JJJ neny wWihiskers i #kes @
melke & [oEx ) eannet @l dne diffsrenea
beandeds
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"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

7/3/2026 11:24 PM

£ Iniseekingjtolexploreithisiquestion,|Liconal

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

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

However, one:mustibe careful to'avoid the
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'Statementi hasiunderstood the
term, amountsitoia denial of'inerrancy:

"The bottom line:
Contradictions offer a
challenge to'theihistorical,
ieliability  ofithelGospels and
torsome’ %ergons*of the
doctrineofbiblicallinerrancy
however, they do not
necessarily call into question
the truth of the Christian

fait

[lficena, Jesus Contradicted, 7]

Michael R. Licona

90



7/3/2026 11:24 PM

Holrepeatialpoint;thelissuelis' not whether.one
view or anotheroflinerrancylis.compatible\with

"The bottom line: »n the truth of/ Christianity.:
Contradictions offer a

ghallenge to\ thelhistorical Rat_her, the is_sue iS wht_ather one view/or a_nother
eliability ofithelGospels and| ofiinerrancyiisicompatibleiwithithe doctrines of:

tolsomelversionsiofithe inspirationiandlinerrancy:
doctrinelofibiblicallinerrancy:

however, they do not
mecessarily call into question
the truth of the Christian
faith."”
b Michael R. Licona
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Introductien*ter Christian Apologeties

Philosophical Eeuifdatichs

I EISEhce of God

Wiracles
Fistoricity of the Bible

& What the Bible Seys elselt
Jesus

HES LN EE-SiiEp) System

LVivatiesiisfSays about the
Biilolle

|
"Now to Him who is e’ab/e to keep you from
stumbling, and to present you faultless before

the presence of His glory with exceeding joy, to

God our Savior, Who alone is wise, be glory
and majesty, dominion and power,
both now and forever. Amen. "
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