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Abstract
To understand the nature of the Bible, theistic evolutionists at BioLogos have proposed that 

Christians compare Scripture with the divine and human nature of Christ. Underlying this proposal is 
their assumption that the authors of Scripture and our Lord were not inerrant. The apostle Paul is also 
singled out as the ultimate source of the “dis-ease” for Christians who are seeking to reconcile the Bible 
DQG�HYROXWLRQ��)LUVW��,�VKRZ�ZKDW�LW�LV�WKDW�%LR/RJRV�ÀQGV�SUREOHPDWLF�WR�WKHLU�FDXVH��DQG�,�GLVFXVV�WKUHH�
problems the BioLogos model creates for Christians. I then present a powerful apologetic to counter 
the logic of BioLogos: the logic of our Lord’s life in relation to Scripture. The apologetic suggests that 
BioLogos should consider that the ultimate source of their “dis-ease” is the nature and character of
WKH�&UHDWRU��
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Introduction
5HFHQWO\� SURIHVVRU� RI� WKHRORJ\� DQG� SUHVLGHQW� RI�

The Southern Baptist Theological Seminary, Dr. 
Albert Mohler, wrote that evangelical Christians 
“are entering a new phase in the battle over the 
Bible’s truthfulness and authority” (Mohler 2010, 
p. 1). Indeed, the battle is now waged by evangelical
Christians who believe the Bible is free from error
LQ� DOO� LWV� DIÀUPDWLRQV� DQG� DVVHUWLRQV�� DQG� WKRVH�
professing “evangelicals” who don’t.1 The latter
category of Christians refers to writers for The
BioLogos Foundation (henceforth BioLogos), a group
of scientists, theologians, philosophers, pastors,
and educators who believe that “evolution, properly
XQGHUVWRRG�� EHVW� GHVFULEHV� *RG·V� ZRUN� RI� FUHDWLRQµ�
(BioLogos 2011).2� %LR/RJRV� QRW� RQO\� WKLQNV� WKDW�
&KULVWLDQV� ODFN� DQ� DGHTXDWH� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ� RI�
HYROXWLRQ��WKH\�DOVR�WKLQN�&KULVWLDQV�ODFN�DQ�DGHTXDWH�
understanding of the nature of Scripture.

BioLogos accordingly proposes an incarnational 
model3 of Scripture that is analogous to the divine 
DQG�KXPDQ�QDWXUH�RI�RXU�/RUG��(QQV�����D������F��
6SDUNV�������S�����4 One of the advantages of the model, 
we are told, is that the Bible’s humanity “reminds us 
of how very near God is to us, how down and dirty 

he gets” (Enns 2010c, p. 11). The analogy BioLogos 
draws between Scripture and Christ, however, is 
bound to mislead Christians, for it rests on the 
IROORZLQJ�V\OORJLVP��DOO�KXPDQ�EHLQJV�HUU��6FULSWXUH�
was written by human beings, therefore, Scripture is 
not free from error. And that necessarily applies to 
our Lord as well.
,Q� WKH� ÀUVW� SDUW� RI� WKLV� SDSHU�� ,� GR� WZR� WKLQJV��

)LUVW�� ,� EULHÁ\� VKRZ�ZKDW� LW� LV� WKDW�%LR/RJRV�ÀQGV�
problematic to their cause, and why. Second, I discuss 
three problems the logic of BioLogos creates for biblical 
&KULVWLDQV�� ZKLFK� VXJJHVW� WKDW� WKH\� FDQQRW� PDNH�
the logic of BioLogos their own. In the second part, 
I present a powerful apologetic in further support of 
my contention: the logic of our Lord’s life in relation 
to Scripture. What I mean by “the logic of our Lord’s 
life” comprises three features: His attitude to the Old 
Testament, His intelligent and rational application of 
Scripture in His teaching and the settling of disputes, 
and what He expected from His disciples regarding 
their witness of Him after His resurrection and return 
to the Father. The apologetic suggests that BioLogos 
should consider that the ultimate source of their “dis-
ease”5 is the nature and character of the Creator, and 
not the apostle Paul.

1 Evangelical Christians hold that Scripture is their ultimate authority in all matters about which it speaks. Recognition of 
Scripture’s infallibility—“it cannot err”—and inerrancy—“it does not err” (Nicole 2002, p. 121) is essential to and cannot be 
separated from Scripture’s authority. For the “Affirmations and denials essential to a consistent Christian (biblical) worldview,” 
see Mortenson and Ury 2008, p. 453–456.
2 Mohler (2010a, 2010b) and other apologists have argued and shown that the views and arguments of BioLogos compromise 
essential teachings of the Bible and therefore several doctrines of the Christian faith (cf. Anderson 2009; Canedy 2011; Cosner 
2010; Ford 2009; Joubert 2011, 2012; Patterson 2011; Upchurch 2011).
3 The word “model” refers to a way in which a theological doctrine is articulated in its essential features. Bear in mind that a 
model often presupposes a specific view of science and a philosophical system.
4 Many Christians believed in the past and still believe that the analogy between Scripture and Christ is an appropriate one. See, 
for example, Bavinck (2003), Carson (1996, p. 161), Healy (2006), and Lane (1986).
5 The word “dis-ease” is not the writer’s invention, but that of former senior fellow of BioLogos, Professor Peter Enns (2010a, p. 3). 
The Oxford Paperback Dictionary gives the following definition of “disease”: an unhealthy condition caused by infection or diet or 
by faulty functioning of a bodily process. Perhaps Enns had frustration or discomfort in mind when he used the word.
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Section I: The BioLogos incarnational model
I highlight three items the writers for BioLogos see 

DV�SUREOHPDWLF�WR�WKHLU�FDXVH��DQG�ZK\��7KH�ÀUVW�UHODWHV�
to the inspiration of Scripture. Dr. Francis Collins is 
WKH�IRXQGHU�RI�%LR/RJRV�DQG�RQH�RI�WKH�86$·V�OHDGLQJ�
geneticists�and Dr. Karl Giberson is WKH�IRUPHU�exec�
XWLYH�YLFH�president of BioLogos and also professor of 
SK\VLFV�DW�(DVWHUQ�1D]DUHQH�&ROOHJH��)RU�WKHP�LW�LV�
D�PLVWDNH�to assume that the “concept of inspiration” 
HQWDLOV�the “factual accuracy” of Scripture, “as though 
*RG·V��UROH�ZHUH� QRWKLQJ�PRUH� WKDQ� D� GLYLQH� IDFW
FKHFNHU��SUHYHQWLQJ�WKH��ELEOLFDO��DXWKRUV�IURP�PDNLQJ�
PLVWDNHVµ��*LEHUVRQDQG&ROOLQV�������S������� VHHDOVR�
6SDUNV��2010).6��Second is�the doctrine of the�Creator DQG
FUHDWLRQ��,Q�WKLV�UHJDUG�5REHUW�%LVKRS³SKLORVRSKHU�
and physicist—found �a correlation between the nature 
of �God and the nature of creation which he expressed 
as follows: 

There is nothing in the doctrine of creation, or the 
nature of God for that matter, implying that anything 
in creation should be optimal or perfect, now or in the 
past (Bishop 2011, p. 10, fn. 13). 

The third problem for BioLogos is a literal-
grammatical-historical reading of the biblical record 
of creation.�Biblical�scholar and IRUPHU�senior fellow 
RI�BioLogos, Dr. Peter Enns, provided the rationale: 

Evolution demands that the special creation of the 
ÀUVW�$GDP�DV�GHVFULEHG�LQ�WKH�%LEOH�LV�QRW�OLWHUDOO\�
historical (Enns 2010a, p. 3). 

A few comments will accordingly be in order.
BioLogos is very well aware of the implications of 

their assertions and arguments. Enns, for example, 
wrote:

There is really little doubt that Paul understood 
$GDP�WR�EH�D�UHDO�SHUVRQ�� WKH�ÀUVW�FUHDWHG�KXPDQ�
from whom all humans descended. And for many 
Christians, this settles the issue of whether there was 
a historical Adam. That is what Paul believed, and 

for his argument to have any meaning, both Adam 
and Jesus have to be real people. If there was no 
Adam, there was no Fall. If there was no Fall, there 
was no need for a savior. If Adam is a fantasy, so is 
the Gospel (Enns 2010b, pp. 3–4).
,QVWHDG�RI�DIÀUPLQJ�3DXO·V�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�$GDP��

Enns singled him out as 
the ultimate source of the dis-ease for Christians 
ZKR� DUH� VHHNLQJ� D� V\QWKHVLV� EHWZHHQ� WKH� %LEOH�
[Genesis] and modern thought [evolution] (Enns 
2010a, p. 3). 

The veiled logic underlying Enns’ characterization of 
Paul must therefore not escape our attention. If what 
Paul thought about and taught from Genesis 1–3 is 
ZURQJ��WKHQ�-HVXV�FRXOG�QRW�KDYH�EHHQ�ULJKW�LQ�ZKDW�
He thought about and taught from these chapters. 
The reason is because Paul claimed to have received 
his gospel through a revelation from our resurrected 
Lord and Savior (Galatians 1:12). Thus, to claim that 
Paul was in error is to claim our risen Lord revealed 
falsehood to Paul, and that is a serious indictment 
against our Creator.

Dr. Denis Lamoureux (2010a, 2010b)—with 
doctorates in dentistry, evolutionary biology, and 
evangelical theology—told readers of BioLogos that 
$GDP�QHYHU�H[LVWHG��ZKLOH�KH�FOHDUO\�DFNQRZOHGJHG�
the trouble it creates for theistic evolutionists 
(Lamoureux 2010c, p. 4):

The greatest problem with evolutionary creation is 
WKDW� LW� UHMHFWV� WKH� WUDGLWLRQDO� OLWHUDO� LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�
of the opening chapters of Scripture . . . Even more 
troubling for evolutionary creation is the fact that the 
1HZ� 7HVWDPHQW� ZULWHUV�� LQFOXGLQJ� -HVXV� +LPVHOI��
refer to Genesis 1–11 as literal history (Matthew 
����²��� 5RPDQV� ����²���� +HEUHZV� ���²��� �� 3HWHU�
2:4–5).
These “tip-of-the-iceberg” examples7 reveal the 

nature of the hazards BioLogos brought into the 

6 Edwards discussed six reasons why the inerrancy of the Bible is important: inerrancy governs our attitude to (1) the truth of the gospel, 
(2) the value of Christ, (3) the conclusions of science, (4) the interpretation of Scripture, (5) the preaching and authority of Scripture,
and (6) the honor of God (Edwards 1993, pp. 42–45). In reference to our attitude to science and the Bible, I wish to highlight two points.
First, there is a distinct difference between “science as the alleged facts of nature explainable by man and Scripture as the certain facts of
*RG�JLYHQ�DQG�H[SODLQHG�E\�*RGµ��0D\KXH�������S��������5LFKDUG�0D\KXH�DOVR�SXW�LW�GLIIHUHQWO\��´5HYHODWLRQ�GRHV�QRW�LQFOXGH�ZKDW�PDQ�
GLVFRYHUV�RQ�KLV�RZQ��WKDW�LV��NQRZOHGJH��EXW�UDWKHU�ZKDW�*RG�GLVFORVHV�WKDW�RWKHUZLVH�PDQ�FRXOG�QRW�ÀQG�RQ�KLV�RZQ��*HQHUDO�UHYHODWLRQ�
LQ�QDWXUH��DV�GHÀQHG�E\�VSHFLDO� UHYHODWLRQ��GLVFORVHV� WKH�H[LVWHQFH�RI�*RG�� WKH�JORU\�RI�*RG�� WKH�SRZHU�DQG� LQWHOOLJHQFH�RI�*RG�� WKH�
benevolence of God, and the fallenness (evil) of humanity” (Mayhue 2008, p. 119). Special revelation (the Bible) therefore authenticates
ZKDW�PDQ�GLVFRYHUV�LQ�DQG�WKURXJK�JHQHUDO�UHYHODWLRQ��DQG�QDWXUH�LV�QRW�´WKH���WK�%RRN�RI�WKH�%LEOHµ��0D\KXH�������SS�����²������7KH�
VHFRQG�SRLQW�LV�VLPSO\�WKDW�ELEOLFDO�&KULVWLDQV�DFFHSW�6FULSWXUH�DV�WKHLU�KLJKHVW�VRXUFH�RI�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�DEVROXWH�DXWKRULW\�LQ�DOO�PDWWHUV�
DERXW�LW�VSHDNV�
7�:KHUHDV�WKHLVWLF�HYROXWLRQLVW�DQG�ZULWHU�IRU�%LR/RJRV�'U��7LP�.HOOHU�EHOLHYHV�WKDW�*HQHVLV���FDQQRW�´EH�WDNHQ�OLWHUDOO\µ�EHFDXVH�KH�
GRHV�QRW�´WKLQN�WKH�DXWKRU�H[SHFWHG�XV�WR�µ�KH�DUJXHG�LQ�H[DFWO\�WKH�RSSRVLWH�GLUHFWLRQ�WKDQ�(QQV�LQ�UHIHUHQFH�WR�WKH�DSRVWOH�3DXO��3DXO�
´PRVW�GHÀQLWHO\�ZDQWHG�WR�WHDFK�XV�WKDW�$GDP�DQG�(YH�ZHUH�UHDO�KLVWRULFDO�ÀJXUHVµ��.HOOHU�������S������7KHUH�DUH�WZR�PRUH�WKLQJV�.HOOHU�
VDLG�WKDW�HYHU\�ELEOLFDO�&KULVWLDQ�FDQQRW�DQG�ZLOO�QRW�LJQRUH��)LUVWO\��´:KHQ�\RX�UHIXVH�WR�WDNH�D�ELEOLFDO�DXWKRU�OLWHUDOO\�ZKHQ�KH�FOHDUO\�
wants you to do so, you have moved away from the traditional understanding of the biblical authority” (Keller 2009, p. 9). Secondly, and
in contrast to Enns who reasons that “Paul was an ancient man, not a modern one” (Enns 2010b, p. 9), Keller says, “You can’t say that
‘Paul was a man of his time,’ but we can accept his basic teaching about Adam. If you don’t believe what he believes about Adam, you are
denying the core of Paul’s teaching” (Keller 2009, p. 10). In other words, once a Christian disconnects the Bible’s spiritual truth from the
KLVWRULFDO�IDFWV�UHFRUGHG�LQ�LW��WKHQ�WKDW�&KULVWLDQ�PXVW�DFFHSW�WKDW�KH�QR�ORQJHU�DFNQRZOHGJHV�LWV�DXWKRULW\��LUUHVSHFWLYH�ZKDW�KH�PD\�VD\�
to the contrary.
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evangelical camp of biblical Christians.8 But let us 
see whether the BioLogos incarnational model can 
remove any of the mentioned hazards.

The analogy and underlying logic

When we are considering illustration, explanations, 
or arguments by analogy, three points deserve 
FRQVLGHUDWLRQ�� )LUVW�� ZKHQ� WZR� REMHFWV� RU� GRPDLQV�
DUH� FRPSDUHG�� WKHQ�ZH�QHHG� WR�NQRZ�ZKHWKHU� WKH\�
DUH� OLNH� HDFK� RWKHU�� DQG� LI� GLIIHUHQW�� ZKHWKHU� WKHLU�
resemblance is enough to offset the ways in which 
WKH\� DUH� GLIIHUHQW�� 6HFRQG�� LW� LV� LPSRUWDQW� WR� NQRZ�
ZKHWKHU� WKH� REMHFWV� RU� GRPDLQV� RI� FRPSDULVRQ� DUH�
OLNH�HDFK�RWKHU�LQ�ZD\V�UHOHYDQW�WR�WKH�DQDORJ\�EHLQJ�
XVHG�� %HFDXVH� WKH� REMHFWV� RU� GRPDLQV� DUH� VLPLODU�
and dissimilar, both the quantity and quality of the 
respects of resemblance are relevant to the strength 
of the explanation, illustration, or argument. Third, 
it is important not to confuse the controversial, 
GLVSXWHG�� RU� OHVV� XQGHUVWRRG� REMHFW� RU� GRPDLQ�ZLWK�
the uncontroversial, undisputed, and the better 
XQGHUVWRRG� REMHFW� RU� GRPDLQ�� ,Q� RWKHU� ZRUGV�� DQ�
analogy is used to connect a well understood domain 
RU� REMHFW� ZLWK� RQH� LQ� ZKLFK� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ� LV� OHVV�
developed.

The analogy which the incarnational model of 
BioLogos draws between Scripture and our Lord can 
therefore be stated as follows:
a. To be human is to err.
E��7KHUHIRUH�� QHLWKHU� -HVXV� QRU� 6FULSWXUH� DUH�

inerrant.
It would be a good thing to bear in mind that 

BioLogos is able to draw the analogy only because of 
what is written in Scripture. To put it in another way, 
without the revelation of the written Word of God, 
BioLogos would not have been able to understand 
the revelation of the incarnate Word of God. Further, 
BioLogos suggests that our Lord is better understood 
than Scripture, otherwise there is no sense in 
comparing Scripture’s alleged controversial nature 
with that of the undisputed nature of our Lord, who 
ZDV�*RG�LQ�KXPDQ�ÁHVK��0DWWKHZ�������-RKQ����²���
���� 3KLOLSSLDQV� ����� +HEUHZV� ���²��� �� -RKQ� ���²����

So this means that the divine and human aspects of 
Scripture cannot be thought of in isolation from each 
other. In the words of Enns:

When it comes to Scripture, there is no divine without 
the human, and there is no human without the 
GLYLQH��<RX�FDQQRW�VSHDN�RI�RQH�ZLWKRXW�WKH�RWKHU������� 
Deliberations on the nature of Scripture in 
contemporary evangelical thought would be well 
served not only by continuing to embrace this 
LQVLJKW��EXW�WR�ZRUN�RXW�LWV�LPSOLFDWLRQV�LQ�RXU�VWXG\�
of Scripture in its historical contexts (Enns 2010c, 
pp. 2–3).
Although we can agree that BioLogos is drawing 

an appropriate analogy between the written Word of 
God (Scripture) and the incarnate Word of God (our 
/RUG�-HVXV�&KULVW���ZH�VKRXOG�DOVR�EHDU�LQ�PLQG�WKDW�
6FULSWXUH�LV�QRW��VWULFWO\�VSHDNLQJ��DQ�´LQFDUQDWLRQ�µ�
7KH�%LEOH�LV�FRPSRVHG�RI� LQN�PDUNV�DQG�SDSHU��EXW�
WKH�ZRUGV�RI�6FULSWXUH�WKDW�DUH�UHSUHVHQWHG�E\�WKH�LQN�
PDUNV�DUH�QRQ�PDWHULDO��FI��-RKQ��������%XW�%LR/RJRV�
goes a step further. BioLogos uses the analogy as a 
MXVWLÀFDWLRQ�IRU�WKH�GHQLDO�RI�ELEOLFDO�LQHUUDQF\��ZKLFK�
is not an entirely new thing for theistic evolutionists 
to do. Long before BioLogos, Professor Bruce Vawter  
already reasoned that,

A human literature containing no error would indeed 
be a contradiction in terms, since nothing is more 
human than to err. Put in more vital terms, if the 
Scripture is a record of revelation, the acts of a history 
of salvation in which God has disclosed Himself by 
entering into the ways of man, it must be a record of 
trial and error as well as achievement, for it is in this 
way that man learns and comes to the truth” (Vawter 
1972, p. 169).
7KLV�NLQG�RI�UHDVRQLQJ�UDLVHV�PDQ\�SUREOHPV��DQG�

three are relevant to the topic under discussion.

Problem issues regarding BioLogos’ view of the 

nature of Scripture

7KH�ÀUVW�SUREOHP�DERXW�WKH�UHDVRQLQJ�RI�%LR/RJRV�LV�
WKDW�LW�VXEMHFWV�ELEOLFDO�&KULVWLDQV�WR�FLUFXODU�UHDVRQLQJ�
and inconsistency. How can Christians formulate 
coherent doctrines from Scripture which they, at the 

8�7KH�DIÀUPDWLRQV�DQG�GHQLDOV�RI�WKH�ZULWHUV�IRU�%LR/RJRV�DUH�QRWKLQJ�OHVV�WKDQ�EHZLOGHULQJ��7KH�SUHVLGHQW�RI�%LR/RJRV�DQG�3URIHVVRU�
RI�%LRORJ\��'DUUHO�)DON��DIÀUPV�LQ�WKH�FRQWH[W�RI�D�GLVFXVVLRQ�RI�-HVXV·�WHDFKLQJ�DERXW�WKH�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�D�KXVEDQG�DQG�D�ZLIH�
�*HQHVLV�����²����WKDW�WKH�´KLVWRULFLW\�RI�WKH�VWRU\�ZDV�QRW�DQ�LVVXH�LQ�-HVXV·�GD\�µ�+H�WKHQ�WROG�KLV�UHDGHUV�WKDW�VFLHQFH�KDV�VKRZQ�WKDW�
ZH�KDYH�QRW�GHVFHQGHG�´IURP�WZR�XQLTXH�SHRSOHµ��)DON�������S������7R�KROG�WKH�EHOLHI�WKDW�$GDP�DQG�(YH�ZHUH�WKH�ÀUVW�KXPDQ�EHLQJV�
FUHDWHG�E\�*RG��KH�JRHV�RQ�WR�VD\��ZRXOG�´EORFN�PDQ\�IURP�HQWHULQJ�WKH�.LQJGRPµ�RI�*RG��)DON�������S������%XW�LI�WKDW�LV�WKH�FDVH��WKHQ�
&KULVWLDQV�VKRXOG�GR�HYHU\WKLQJ�ZLWKLQ�WKHLU�SRZHU�WR�´FRQYLQFH�DOO�RI�WKH�QRQ�VFLHQWLÀFDOO\�LQFOLQHG�HYDQJHOLFDOV�WR�FHDVH�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�
$GDP�DQG�(YH�DUH�WKH�ÀUVW�KXPDQ�EHLQJVµ��)DON�������S������7KDW�GRHV�QRW�IROORZ��DFFRUGLQJ�WR�)DON��1RW�RQO\�ZRXOG�LW�́ DOPRVW�FHUWDLQO\�EH�
IXWLOH�DW�WKLV�WLPH�µ�EXW�´LW�FRXOG�KDUP�WKHLU�IDLWKµ��)DON�������S������:K\�ZRXOG�WKDW�EH��ZH�ZRQGHU��$QG�ZK\�VKRXOG�´HYDQJHOLFDOµ�WKHLVWLF�
HYROXWLRQLVWV�UHIUDLQ�IURP�WU\LQJ�WR�FRQYLQFH�QRQ�VFLHQWLÀFDOO\�LQFOLQHG�HYDQJHOLFDOV�WR�FHDVH�EHOLHYLQJ�WKDW�$GDP�DQG�(YH�DUH�WKH�ÀUVW�
KXPDQ�EHLQJV�LI�WKDW�LV�ZKDW�WKH\�EHOLHYH"�:KDW�)DON�GLG�QRW�VD\��EXW�VHHPV�WR�EH�YHU\�ZHOO�DZDUH�RI��DUH�WZR�YHU\�REYLRXV�UHDVRQV��)LUVWO\��
LI�RXU�/RUG�EHOLHYHG�WKDW�WKH�HYHQWV�GHVFULEHG�LQ�*HQHVLV���ZHUH�DFWXDO�HYHQWV��DV�)DON�ULJKWO\�DIÀUPHG��DQG�ZH�VXJJHVW�WR�&KULVWLDQV�
WKDW�+H�ZDV�PLVWDNHQ��WKHQ�ZH�JLYH�WKHP�D�UHDVRQ�WR�TXHVWLRQ�+LV�LQWHOOLJHQFH�DQG�HYHU\WKLQJ�+H�WDXJKW��7KH\�ZRXOG�KDYH�D�UHDVRQ��LQ�
other words, not to trust Him, contrary to everything recorded in the New Testament. Secondly, if we suggest that our Lord based His 
teachings on false assumptions, then we give them a reason to question the Bible as the authoritative Word of God. It should therefore be 
FOHDU�H[DFWO\�ZKDW�NLQG�RI�KD]DUGV�WKHLVWLF�HYROXWLRQLVWV�FUHDWH�IRU�HYDQJHOLFDO�&KULVWLDQV��DQG�ZK\�
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same time, cannot trust? If Scripture contains errors, 
then Scripture cannot be used, for example, to show 
the truth of our Lord’s teachings, precisely because 
+LV�WHDFKLQJV�DUH�UHFRUGHG�LQ�D�ERRN�ZKRVH�KLVWRULFDO�
accuracy is in question. Should Christians restrict 
WKH� HUURUV� RI� -HVXV� WR� ZKDW� LV� ZULWWHQ� LQ� *HQHVLV� 
1–3? If so, by what argument should His errors not be 
H[WHQGHG�WR�+LV�VSLULWXDO�WHDFKLQJV"�-HVXV�VDLG��´,I�,�
have told you earthly things and you do not believe, 
how will you believe if I tell you heavenly things?” 
�-RKQ��������6R� LI�&KULVWLDQV�ZLVK�WR�FRQWURYHUW� WKH�
SRLQW�WKH\�PXVW�EH�FRQVLVWHQW��LI�WKH\�LQVLVW�WKDW�WKH�
Bible’s recorded history is not factually true, then 
they must extend the same claim to the spiritual 
truth recorded in it.

The Bible’s historical statements are foundational 
to its spiritual truth. Paul said, “This is a faithful 
VD\LQJ�DQG�ZRUWK\�RI�DOO�DFFHSWDQFH��WKDW�&KULVW�-HVXV�
came into the world to save sinners, of whom I am 
chief.” (1 Timothy 1:15). If we cannot be certain that 
-HVXV�FDPH�LQWR�WKH�ZRUOG��WKHQ�ZH�FDQQRW�EH�FHUWDLQ�
that He came to save sinners. And if we cannot be 
FHUWDLQ�WKDW�-HVXV�GLHG��ZDV�EXULHG��DQG�URVH�ERGLO\�
from the dead, then Christians’ faith is in vain and 
they are still in their sins and can have no hope of 
resurrection after their own deaths (1 Corinthians 
15:1–19). The fact that about two-thirds of the Old 
Testament and over one-third of the New Testament 
are written in historical narrative shows that the 
history of the Bible is foundational to its theology and 
morality.

Part of the problem of circular reasoning is the 
contradictory messages we receive from BioLogos. 
On the one hand, BioLogos wants their readers to 
believe that they do not dispute the “Spirit’s primary 
authorship” or that the Scriptures’ human element 
“imply error” (Enns 2010c, p. 6). On the other hand, 
ZH�DUH�DOVR�WROG�WKDW�&KULVWLDQV�PDNH�D�PLVWDNH�WR�
assume that the biblical record of Creation is literally, 
historically, and factually true (Giberson and Collins 
������ SS������� ������ )XUWKHUPRUH�� LI� -HVXV� ZHUH� D�
ÀQLWH�KXPDQ�EHLQJ��WKHQ�´WKHUH�LV�QR�UHDVRQ�DW�DOO�WR�
VXSSRVH�WKDW�0RVHV��3DXO��>DQG@�-RKQ�ZURWH�6FULSWXUH�
ZLWKRXW�HUURUµ��6SDUNV�������S������<HW�LQ�QRQH�RI�WKHLU�
ZRUNV�FLWHG� LQ� WKH�,QWURGXFWLRQ�RI� WKLV�SDSHU� LV�RXU�
Lord’s understanding of Genesis 1–3 even discussed, 
which could not be an oversight, let alone be not a 
matter of little importance to followers of Christ, as 

we shall later see in more detail.
The second problem with the reasoning of 

BioLogos is that their conclusion about human error 
can only follow if other relevant factors are excluded 
from consideration, or are poorly understood, or 
deliberately distorted. Here I have in mind a concept 
of the nature and character of the Creator and Holy 
6SLULW��+XPDQV�DUH�FHUWDLQO\�ÀQLWH�DQG�IDOOLEOH�EHLQJV�
DQG�WKHUHIRUH�VXEMHFW�WR�HUURU��EXW�MXVW�EHFDXVH�LW� LV�
true of humans in general does not mean that God 
was unable to prevent the human writers of Scripture 
IURP�PDNLQJ�HUURUV�RU�IURP�UHFRUGLQJ�IDOVHKRRG��$Q�
answer to the next question is therefore crucial: how 
should Christians understand the concept of divine 
inspiration?9�$QG�ZKHUH�VKRXOG�WKH\�EHJLQ�WR�PDNH�
sense of this question?
,W� LV�QDWXUDO� IRU�ELEOLFDO�&KULVWLDQV� WR� WDNH� WKHLU�

/RUG�DV�WKHLU�SRLQW�IRXQGDWLRQ�IRU�WKLV�TXHVWLRQ��-HVXV�
ZDV� FRQFHLYHG� E\� WKH� VLQOHVV� 6SLULW� RI� *RG� �/XNH�
������� ERUQ� RI� D� YLUJLQ� �/XNH� ����²����� DQG� ZDV�
morally excellent in all respects (Hebrews 7:26). He 
never confessed a sin (Hebrews 4:15) and no one ever 
FRQYLFWHG�+LP�RI�VLQ��-RKQ��������+H�DOZD\V�WDXJKW�
WKH�WUXWK�EHFDXVH�WUXWK�LV�LQ�-HVXV��(SKHVLDQV�������
DQG�+H�LV�WKH�WUXWK��-RKQ��������+H�ZDV�*RG�LQ�KXPDQ�
ÁHVK��-RKQ�������DQG�LQ�*RG�´LV�QR�GDUNQHVV�DW�DOOµ� 
���-RKQ������IRU�+H�FDQQRW�OLH��+HEUHZV��������7KHUHIRUH��
ZH�KDYH�UDWLRQDO�JURXQGV�WR�DFFHSW�WKDW�-HVXV�QHLWKHU�
proclaimed falsehoods nor taught from Scriptures that 
ZHUH�IDOVH�LQ�DQ\�ZD\��/LNHZLVH��WKH�VLQOHVV�6SLULW�RI�
*RG�LV�DOO�SRZHUIXO��DOO�NQRZLQJ��*HQHVLV������,VDLDK�
40:12–14, 21, 25, 26, 28) and cannot lie, for He is the 
6SLULW�RI�WUXWK��-RKQ������������������������-RKQ�������
Since He inspired the Scriptures (2 Timothy 3:16) as 
He moved men to write (2 Peter 1:20–21), then we 
have rational grounds to accept that the Scriptures 
are inerrant. Note that I assume two things here.
)LUVW��D�&KULVWLDQ·V�SRLQW�RI�HQWU\�WR�NQRZOHGJH�RI�

WKH�WKLQJV�RI�*RG��LQFOXGLQJ�NQRZOHGJH�RI�WKH�NLQGV�
of things that exist, their natures, and their coming 
to be is the Bible. If the Creator intended for readers 
of Scripture to believe its content is factually true, 
while it is not, then the Creator was and is deceiving 
WKHP��6HFRQGO\�� LI�RQH�GHFLGHV� WR� WDNH�� IRU�H[DPSOH��
WKH� FRQVHQVXV� YLHZ� RI� WKH�PDMRULW\� RI� VFLHQWLVWV� DV�
RQH·V� XOWLPDWH� VRXUFH� RI� NQRZOHGJH� DQG� XVHV� VXFK�
NQRZOHGJH�WR�UHLQWHUSUHW�ZKDW�6FULSWXUH�DIÀUPV�DQG�
asserts, then the issue becomes a matter of authority:10 

9�7KH�GRFWULQH�RI�WKH�GLYLQH�LQVSLUDWLRQ�RI�6FULSWXUH�LV�WDNHQ�IURP���7LPRWK\�������ZKHUH�LW�LV�ZULWWHQ�WKDW�´$OO�6FULSWXUH�is given by 
inspiration of God . . .” The word for “inspiration” is theopneustos�LQ�*UHHN��DQG�OLWHUDOO\�PHDQV�´*RGµ��theos) and “breathed” (pneustos) 
(see Edwards 1993, p. 39). Thus, to be accurate, 2 Timothy 3:16 should read that all Scripture has been “breathed out by God.” In other 
words, Scripture was breathed out by God into the human writers.
10�7R�DFFHSW�6FULSWXUH�DV�RQH·V�SRLQW�RI�HQWU\�WR�NQRZOHGJH�RI�*RG�LV�MXVW�DQRWKHU�ZD\�RI�VD\LQJ�RQH�LV�DFFHSWLQJ�WKH�*RG�RI�6FULSWXUH�DV�
RQH·V�VRXUFH�RI�WUXWK�DQG�DXWKRULW\��6SDFH�GRHV�QRW�SHUPLW�PH�WR�DUJXH�WKH�SRLQW�DW�OHQJWK��EXW�LW�VXIÀFHV�WR�VD\�WKDW�*RG�GRHV�QRW�SHUPLW�
&KULVWLDQV�WR�KROG� MXVW�DQ\�EHOLHIV��*RG�UHTXLUHV�WKDW�FHUWDLQ�EHOLHIV�VKRXOG�JRYHUQ�WKHLU� WKLQNLQJ� �FI��$FWV������²������&RULQWKLDQV�
����²���*DODWLDQV����²����3KLOLSSLDQV������&RORVVLDQV����²�����7LPRWK\����²����²�������²�����7KH\�DUH�WKXV�MXVWLÀHG�WR�HYDOXDWH�DOO�RWKHU�
beliefs and correct them where required.
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either that of an all-powerful and inerrant God or 
WKH� ÀQLWH� DQG� HUUDQW� RSLQLRQV� RI� PDQ�11 Scripture 
provides ample evidence for Christians to believe 
WKDW��LQ�PDWWHUV�RI�DXWKRULW\�DQG�NQRZOHGJH�RI�UHDOLW\��
D� &KULVWLDQ·V� WKLQNLQJ� SURFHHGV� ´WRS�GRZQµ� �WKDW�
is, from God to man) instead of “bottom-up” (that 
is, creature to Creator). Here are two examples to 
substantiate the point:
�� �́�����:H�RXJKW�WR�REH\�*RG�UDWKHU�WKDQ�PHQµ��$FWV�

5:29).
�� ´FDVWLQJ�GRZQ�DUJXPHQWV�DQG�HYHU\�KLJK�WKLQJ�WKDW�
H[DOWV�LWVHOI�DJDLQVW�WKH�NQRZOHGJH�RI�*RG��EULQJLQJ�
every thought into captivity to the obedience of 
&KULVWµ� ���&RULQWKLDQV� ������ FI�� WKH� WZR�NLQGV� RI�
ZLVGRP�FRQWUDVWHG�LQ�-DPHV�����²����
The previous problems lead to a third and related 

problem, which is the conceptual inappropriateness 
WKDW� IROORZV� IURP� D� GLVMXQFWLRQ� EHWZHHQ� GLYLQH�
authority and truthfulness. It leads to a dilemma for 
Christians: the logic not only leads to the denial of the 
inerrancy of Scripture, but also to the inerrancy of our 
Lord, and therefore to a denial of the authority of both. 
%XW�WKH�RSSRVLWH�LV�DOVR�WUXH��LI�&KULVWLDQV�DIÀUP�WKH�
WUXWK�DQG�DXWKRULW\�RI�-HVXV�� WKHQ� WKH\�PXVW�� WR�EH�
FRQVLVWHQW��DIÀUP�WKDW�RI�WKH�6FULSWXUHV��7KH�GLOHPPD�
follows from the fact that the two natures of our Lord 
form an inseparable unity (he is the God-man), and 
WKH� DQDORJ\� VXJJHVWV� WKDW� 6FULSWXUH� LV� OLNH�+LP�� ,I�
not, then the analogy between Scripture and our Lord 
EUHDNV�GRZQ��7KHUHIRUH��LI�&KULVWLDQV�DUH�SUHSDUHG�WR�
DIÀUP�WKH�LQHUUDQF\�RI�ERWK�6FULSWXUH�DQG�RXU�/RUG�
EXW�DOVR�WKLQN�WKDW�WZR�WUXWKV�FRXOG�RSSRVH�HDFK�RWKHU��
then this would require believing that a proposition 
could be true and false simultaneously, which is 
DEVXUG��WKH�WUXWK�WKHQ�ZRXOG�EH�RSSRVHG�WR�LWVHOI�

It will be useful, in light of the preceding 
discussion, to see how BioLogos reasons in order to 
persuade Christians to accept that the apostle Paul 
and our Lord were not free from error. 5LJKW�DIWHU�
Enns informs his readers that Paul is the ultimate 

source of the “dis-ease” for Christians who are 
VHHNLQJ�WR�UHFRQFLOH�WKH�%LEOH�DQG�HYROXWLRQ��KH�PDNHV�
WKH�IROORZLQJ�UHPDUN��´$IWHU�D�YLUWXDO�VLOHQFH�RQ�WKH�
VXEMHFW�LQ�WKH�LQWHUYHQLQJ�FHQWXULHV�IURP�*HQHVLV�RQ��
Paul suddenly appeals to Adam and holds him side-
E\�VLGH� ZLWK� -HVXV� �5RPDQV� �� DQG� �� &RULQWKLDQV�
15)” (Enns 2010a, p. 3). Why is Enns startled by 
this? Should a Christian be? Elsewhere, he tells his 
readers, 
$V�LPSRUWDQW�DV�$GDP�LV�WR�3DXO��KH�LV�QRW�D�ÀJXUH�
that gets a lot of airtime in the Old Testament. In fact, 
DIWHU�*HQHVLV����$GDP�PDNHV�KLV�ORQH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�
appearance in 1 Chronicles 1:1. [O]f the 923 chapters 
WKDW�PDNH�XS�RXU�2OG�7HVWDPHQW��>$GDP@�LV�PHQWLRQHG�
only in Genesis 2–5 [and 1 Chronicles 1:1] (Enns 
����E��S�����FI��DOVR�(QQV�����D��SS���²����IQ�����12

)RU� QRZ�� WZR� REVHUYDWLRQV� ZLOO� VXIÀFH�� 7KH� ÀUVW�
relates to the highly misleading message Enns 
communicates to his readers, namely, that the truth 
RI� 3DXO·V� DUJXPHQW� DERXW� WKH� ÀUVW� DQG� ODVW� $GDP�
LQ�5RPDQV���DQG���&RULQWKLDQV����GHSHQGV�RQ�WKH�
QXPEHU� RI� WLPHV� $GDP³DV� D� W\SH� RI� -HVXV³LV�
referred to or is discussed in the Old Testament. 
To see why it is misleading, note that another type 
RI� -HVXV�� WKH� EURQ]H� VHUSHQW� LQ� WKH� ZLOGHUQHVV�� LV�
referred to only twice in the entire Old Testament 
(1XPEHUV�����²�����.LQJV�������EHIRUH�-HVXV�UHIHUV�
WR�WKH�EURQ]H�VHUSHQW�LQ�-RKQ�����²���DV�D�SURSKHWLF�
W\SH�RI�+LV�FUXFLÀ[LRQ�IRU�WKH�KHDOLQJ�RI�RXU�VRXOV�

The second observation is that -HVXV�FRXOG�QRW�KDYH�
referred to the bronze serpent in this way if what is 
written in Numbers 21:8–9 is not factually correct.13 
If the account of the bronze serpent was a product of 
someone’s imagination then so must be the teaching 
RI�RXU�/RUG��%XW�VLQFH�ZH�NQRZ�WKDW�+H�LQGHHG�GLHG�
on a cross and rose from the dead, we conclude that 
the number of times a thing or person is referred to 
in the Old Testament and then discussed by a New 
7HVWDPHQW�ZULWHU�LV�QRW�D�FULWHULRQ�E\�ZKLFK�WR�MXGJH�
the historical accuracy of the Old Testament passage. 

11 Francis Collins, the founder of BioLogos, has said that “Science is the only reliable way to understand the natural world” (Collins 2007, 
S������:LWK�WKDW�DV�KLV�DXWKRULWDWLYH�LQWHUSUHWLYH�VWDUWLQJ�SRLQW�DQG�DVVXPLQJ�WKDW�WKH�PDMRULW\�YLHZ�RI�VFLHQWLVWV�DERXW�HYROXWLRQ�DQG�
PLOOLRQV�RI�\HDUV�LV�WUXH��KH�FRQFOXGHV�WKDW�*HQHVLV���DQG���´FDQ�EHVW�EH�XQGHUVWRRG�DV�SRHWU\�DQG�DOOHJRU\�UDWKHU�WKDQ�D�OLWHUDO�VFLHQWLÀF�
description of origins” (Collins 2007, p. 206). So the Scriptures themselves are not consulted to determine the literary genre of Genesis 
�²���5DWKHU�WKH�VFLHQWLÀF�PDMRULW\�GHFLGHV�
12�6DGO\��WKLV�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�VFKRODU�HYLGHQWO\�IDLOHG�WR�GR�D�VLPSOH�FRPSXWHU�VHDUFK�IRU�$GDP��ZKLFK�LV�ZK\�KH�RYHUORRNHG�ZKDW�LV�ZULWWHQ�
LQ�-RE��´,I�,�KDYH�FRYHUHG�P\�WUDQVJUHVVLRQV�DV�$GDP��%\�KLGLQJ�P\�LQLTXLW\�LQ�P\�ERVRPµ��-RE��������
13�7KLV�LV�DOVR�WUXH�RI�-RQDK�DQG�KLV�WKUHH�GD\V�LQ�WKH�EHOO\�RI�D�ELJ�ÀVK��FI��0DWWKHZ������²��������²����,W�LV�KDUG�WR�WKLQN�WKDW�WKH�&UHDWRU��
ZKR�LV�DEOH�WR�FRQWURO�WKH�PRYHPHQWV�DQG�PHQWDO�FDSDFLW\�RI�D�ODUJH�ÀVK��ZDV�XQDEOH�WR�HQVXUH�WKDW�WKH�GHWDLOV�RI�-RQDK·V�H[SHULHQFHV�DUH�
DFFXUDWHO\�UHFRUGHG�LQ�WKH�ERRN�RI�-RQDK�
14�(QQV�XVHV�TXLWH�D�QXPEHU�RI�DUJXPHQWV�WR�VKRZ�ZK\�3DXO�LV�D�´GLV�HDVHµ�IRU�&KULVWLDQV�ZKR�VHHN�WR�UHFRQFLOH�WKH�%LEOH�ZLWK�HYROXWLRQ��
One appealed to geology, “that the earth is millions of years old, a scenario not envisioned in Genesis” (Enns 2010a, p. 2). In another Enns 
WULHV�WR�PDNH�D�FDVH�RXW�RI�WKH�´XQPLVWDNDEOH�UHVHPEODQFHVµ�EHWZHHQ�*HQHVLV���DQG�WKH�FUHDWLRQ�VWRULHV�RI�WKH�DQFLHQW�1HDU�(DVW³´QRQH�
RI�ZKLFK�ZH�ZRXOG�HYHU�WKLQN�RI�WDNLQJ�DV�KLVWRULFDO�GHVFULSWLRQV�RI�RULJLQVµ��(QQV�����E��S������$�UHVSRQVH�WR�ERWK�WKHVH�DUJXPHQWV�
ZRXOG�WDNH�XV�EH\RQG�WKH�VFRSH�RI�WKLV�SDSHU��)RU�D�GLVFXVVLRQ�RI�KRZ�WKH�LGHD�RI�PLOOLRQV�RI�\HDUV�DURVH�DQG�ZK\�LW�EHFDPH�DFFHSWHG�E\�
Christians, see Mortenson (2008a, pp. 79–104). Hasel’s (1972, 1974) comparison of Genesis 1 with ancient Near Eastern myths shows 
WKDW�*HQHVLV���QRW�RQO\�UHSUHVHQWV�D�´FRPSOHWH�EUHDNµ�ZLWK�VXUURXQGLQJ�P\WKRORJLFDO�FRVPRORJLHV��EXW�DOVR�VHUYHV�DV�D�FRUUHFWLRQ�RI�WKHP�
�VHH�DOVR�%HDOO�������SS�����²������)RU�UHDVRQV�ZK\�-HVXV�DQG�WKH�ZULWHUV�RI�WKH�1HZ�7HVWDPHQW�QHLWKHU�DGRSWHG�WKHLU�WHDFKLQJ�IURP�QRU�
DGDSWHG�LW�WR�WKHLU�SDJDQ�FXOWXUHV��VHH�.RPRV]HZVNL��6DZ\HU��DQG�:DOODFH��������SS�����²�����DQG�0DOKHUEH��������
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But Enns has another argument to consider here.14

He tells his readers that Paul could not have been 
ULJKW� DERXW� $GDP� DQG� -HVXV�� EHFDXVH� ´3DXO� ZDV�
an ancient man, not a modern one” (Enns 2010b, 
p. 9). What Enns means is that Paul shared views 
of the world and human origins common to those 
RI� KLV� FXOWXUH��ZKLFK�ZHUH� ´SUH�VFLHQWLÀFµ�� KH� OLYHG�
long before modern science and could not possibly 
KDYH� NQRZQ� WKDW� *RG� DFWXDOO\� FUHDWHG� WKH� ZRUOG�
WKURXJK�HYROXWLRQ��2QH�FRPPHQW�VXIÀFHV�KHUH��,W is 
DQ�HJUHJLRXV�WKLQJ�WR�WKLQN�WKDW�WKH�&UHDWRU�DOORZHG�
-HVXV�DQG�WKH�ZULWHUV�RI�6FULSWXUH�WR�KROG�IDOVH�EHOLHIV�
about the special creation of a literal Adam—on the 
sixth day of creation (Genesis 1:26–31), directly, 
separately from animals, and in mature form 
(Genesis 2:7)—and then waited over 1,800 years 
before He revealed to followers of Lyell and Darwin 
how He actually created the world. The evidence to be 
presented later in this paper will show how ludicrous 
this idea is.

The reasoning of BioLogos about our Lord is as 
follows:15� -HVXV� ZDV� FRPSOHWHO\� KXPDQ�� 7KHUHIRUH��
it is possible that He could have missed a nail and 
hit His thumb. It is possible that He could have been 
GLVWUDFWHG� IURP� +LV� ZRUN� DQG� IRUJRWWHQ� ZKHUH� +H�
SODFHG�+LV�VDZ��+H�FRXOG�KDYH�ORRNHG�DFURVV�D�FURZG�
DQG� PLVWRRN� VRPHRQH� HOVH� IRU� +LV� EURWKHU� -DPHV��
%HFDXVH�+H�ZDV�KXPDQ��+H�ZDV�ÀQLWH��DQG�EHFDXVH�+H�
ZDV�ÀQLWH��+H�ZDV�VXEMHFW�WR�OLPLWDWLRQV�IRU�6FULSWXUH�
VD\V�´-HVXV�NHSW�LQFUHDVLQJ�LQ�ZLVGRP�DQG�VWDWXUH�µ�
�/XNH�������DQG�-HVXV�GLG�QRW�NQRZ�ZKHQ�WKH�HQG�RI�
WKH� ZRUOG� ZRXOG� FRPH� �0DUN� �������� 7KHUHIRUH�� ´,I�
-HVXV�DV�D�ÀQLWH�KXPDQ�EHLQJ�HUUHG�IURP�WLPH�WR�WLPH��
there is no reason at all to suppose that Moses, Paul, 
>DQG@� -RKQ�ZURWH� 6FULSWXUH� ZLWKRXW� HUURUµ� �6SDUNV�
������S������,I�WKLV�NLQG�RI�UHDVRQLQJ�LV�FRUUHFW��WKHQ�
the following inferences must also be true, which is 
absurd: (1) no child of, say, between 3 and 18 can ever 
VSHDN�WKH�WUXWK��IRU�WKH\�DUH�LQ�D�SURFHVV�RI�JURZWK�
and development, and growth and development 
imply error, and (2) no one (including the scholars 
DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK� %LR/RJRV�� FDQ� HYHU� FODLP� WR� VSHDN�
the truth about anything for no one has exhaustive 
NQRZOHGJH�RI�HYHU\WKLQJ��IRU�ÀQLWH�NQRZOHGJH�LPSOLHV�
limitations, and limitations necessarily entail error. 
However, the simple fact is that human limitations do 
not necessarily entail error.

I shall now attempt to show how the logic of our 
Lord’s life in relation to Scripture confounds the 
FRQFOXVLRQV� RI� %LR/RJRV�� ,� EHJLQ� E\� WDNLQJ� D� EULHI�
ORRN�DW�WKH�VHOI�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�WKH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�
prophets because it helps to explain our Lord’s attitude 

to Scripture.
Section II: Jesus and Scripture
The Old Testament prophets

$�UHDGLQJ�RI� WKH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�TXLFNO\� OHDGV� WR�
the conclusion that the Creator used various means 
WR�FRPPXQLFDWH�WR�D�VSHFLÀF�SHUVRQ�RU�WKH�SHRSOH�RI�
Israel. The writer of Hebrews states it this way: God 
´ZKR�DW�YDULRXV�WLPHV�DQG�LQ�YDULRXV�ZD\V�VSRNH�LQ�
time past to the fathers by the prophets” (Hebrews 
1:1). But the author of Hebrews also tells is us that 
*RG�QRZ�VSHDNV�´WR�XV�E\�His Son” (v. 2). Although 
the human instruments (the prophets) were God’s 
SUHGRPLQDQW�PHDQV�RI�FRPPXQLFDWLRQ��+H�DOVR�VSRNH�
directly (for example, Genesis 3:17–19, 6:13, 12:1–3) 
but also through angels (Hebrews 1:13–14) and even 
WKURXJK�D�GRQNH\��1XPEHUV������²������3HWHU��������
This suggests that we should never forget that our 
God is both sovereign and almighty in power.
2QH�RI�WKH�ÀUVW�WKLQJV�ZH�QRWLFH�DERXW�WKH�SURSKHWV�

is the fearsome responsibility that rested on them, for 
carelessness in expressing God’s message could result 
in nothing less than the death of the prophet. It is 
therefore not surprising to see that the standard by 
ZKLFK�WKH\�ZHUH�WR�EH�MXGJHG�ZDV�WKH�WUXWK�RI�ZKDW�
they said. This is how Moses put it to the Israelites:
%XW� WKH� SURSKHW� ZKR� SUHVXPHV� WR� VSHDN� D� ZRUG�
in My name, which I have not commanded him to 
VSHDN�� RU� ZKR� VSHDNV� LQ� WKH� QDPH� RI� RWKHU� JRGV��
that prophet shall die. And if you say in your heart, 
´+RZ�VKDOO�ZH�NQRZ�WKH�ZRUG�ZKLFK�WKH�/25' has 
QRW�VSRNHQ"µ³ZKHQ�D�SURSKHW�VSHDNV�LQ�WKH�QDPH�
of the L25', if the thing does not happen or come 
to pass, that is the thing which the L25' has not 
VSRNHQ��WKH�SURSKHW�KDV�VSRNHQ�LW�SUHVXPSWXRXVO\��
you shall not be afraid of him (Deuteronomy 18: 
��²����FI������²���
Why is it not surprising that our Creator 

established such a high standard as the truth (the 
complete absence of any falsehood)? There are at 
least two answers to this question. First, it accords 
ZLWK�WKH�QDWXUH�DQG�FKDUDFWHU�RI�RXU�&UHDWRU��+H�LV�
“. . . the God of truth . . .” (Isaiah 65:16), and “. . . cannot 
OLH������µ��7LWXV������1XPEHUV���������7KXV��DQG�VHFRQG��
for a prophet to say “This is what God says . . .” when 
God has not, would have implied that He is a liar, 
and further, that God contradicts Himself and should 
therefore not be trusted. It is for this very reason that 
He issued stern warnings to those who would not 
believe or obey His prophets, for not to believe or not 
to obey a prophet entailed unbelief and disobedience 
to God Himself—whether in verbal or written form 
�VHH� 1XPEHUV� ������� 'HXWHURQRP\� ����� ������� 

15�7KLV�VRUW�RI�UHDVRQLQJ�DERXW�-HVXV�LV�QRW�HQWLUHO\�QHZ��DOWKRXJK�LW�UHPDLQV�VKRFNLQJ��5HFHQWO\�WZR�WKHRORJLDQV��3LHWHU�&UDIIHUW�DQG�
3LHWHU�%RWKD���������FRQFOXGHG�WKDW�-HVXV�ZDV�LOOLWHUDWH��+H�FRXOG�QHLWKHU�UHDG�QRU�ZULWH��´$V�D�*DOLOHDQ�SHDVDQW�KH�ZDV�DW�EHVW�DEOH�WR�
recognize a few letters (meaning numbers) and construe a few names and/or inscriptional signs” (Craffert and Botha 2005, p. 31). For why 
and how these sorts of arguments originated, see Strimple (1995) and Thomas and Farnell (1998).
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�����²����-HUHPLDK������(]HNLHO������
Solomon gave us a very clear indication of the 

quality of the words of God when he wrote, “Every 
word of God is pure . . . Do not add to his words, Lest 
+H�UHEXNH�\RX��DQG�\RX�EH� IRXQG�D� OLDUµ� �3URYHUEV�
30:5–6). Solomon’s point is that the words of God 
DUH�ÁDZOHVV³HYHU\�ZRUG�LV�WHVWHG³PHDQLQJ�LW�ZDV�
proved true. Again, this is in perfect accord with the 
nature and character of God, whose “eyes are too 
SXUH�WR�DSSURYH�HYLOµ��+DEDNNXN�������DQG�ZKDW�WKH�
Psalmist said about His word: “Your word is very 
SXUH��7KHUHIRUH�<RXU�VHUYDQW�ORYHV�LWµ��3VDOP����������
cf. Psalm 19:8). But who could have been responsible 
IRU�WKLV�ÁDZOHVVQHVV�RU�SXULW\"16 The answer is, the 
Spirit of God.
7KH� SURSKHWV� OHW� XV� NQRZ� WKDW� WKH\�ZHUH� DZDUH�

WKDW� WKH\�ZHUH� VSHDNLQJ�XQGHU� WKH�GLUHFWLRQ�RI� WKH�
Holy Spirit. Brian Edwards (1993, p. 79) points out 
WKDW�H[SUHVVLRQV�VXFK�DV�́ 7KH�/RUG�VSRNH�µ�́ 7KH�/RUG�
commanded,” and “The Lord said” occur nearly 4,000 
times in the Old Testament, and around 500 times in 
WKH�ÀUVW�ÀYH�ERRNV�RI�WKH�%LEOH�DORQH��7KLV�VXJJHVWV�
WKDW�WKH\�ZHUH�DEOH�WR�VSHDN�DQG�ZULWH�ZRUGV�XQGHU�
the inspiration and direction of the Spirit of God and 
WKDW� WKHLU� ZRUGV� FDUULHG� DEVROXWH� GLYLQH� DXWKRULW\��
QRQH� RI� WKH� SURSKHWV� HYHU� VSRNH� LQ� KLV� RZQ� QDPH��
David said, “The Spirit of the L25'�VSRNH�E\�PH��$QG�
His word was on my tongue. The God of Israel said, 
7KH�5RFN�RI�,VUDHO�VSRNH�WR�PH������µ����6DPXHO�����²����
Micah said, “. . . I am full of power by the Spirit of the 
L25' . . . ” (Micah 3:8), and Zechariah accused Israel 
of ignoring “. . . the law and the words which the L25' 
of hosts had sent by His Spirit through the former 
prophets. Thus great wrath came from the L25' of 
hosts” (Zechariah 7:12).

There is one more point we need to emphasize, in 
close connection with the previous one: there is no 
indication in either the Old or the New Testament 
that the prophets ever thought of their message as 
originating from themselves or was the product of their 
imagination. In contrast, consider the false prophets:
�� ´'R� QRW� OLVWHQ� WR� WKH�ZRUGV� RI� WKH� SURSKHWV�ZKR�
SURSKHV\�WR�\RX��7KH\�PDNH�\RX�ZRUWKOHVV��7KH\�
VSHDN� D� YLVLRQ� RI� WKHLU� RZQ� KHDUW�������µ� -HUHPLDK�
�������

�� ´,� KDYH� KHDUG�ZKDW� WKH� SURSKHWV� KDYH� VDLG�ZKR�
prophesy lies in My name, saying, ‘I have dreamed, 
,�KDYH�GUHDPHG�·µ�-HUHPLDK�������

�� ´+RZ�ORQJ�ZLOO�this be in the heart of the prophets 
who prophesy lies? Indeed they are prophets of the 
GHFHLW�RI�WKHLU�RZQ�KHDUW��ZKR�WU\�WR�PDNH�0\�SHRSOH�
forget My name by their dreams which everyone 

WHOOV�KLV�QHLJKERU�������µ��-HUHPLDK������²����
�� ´$QG�WKH�ZRUG�RI�WKH�/25' came to me, saying, ‘Son 

of man, prophesy against the prophets of Israel 
who prophesy, and say to those who prophesy out of 
WKHLU�RZQ�KHDUW�������·µ�(]HNLHO�����²���

�� �́�����¶:RH� WR� WKH� IRROLVK� SURSKHWV��ZKR� IROORZ� WKHLU�
RZQ�VSLULW������·µ�(]HNLHO�������

�� ´7KH\�KDYH�HQYLVLRQHG�IXWLOLW\�DQG�IDOVH�GLYLQDWLRQ��
saying, ‘Thus says the L25'!’ . . . Have you not seen 
D� IXWLOH� YLVLRQ�� DQG� KDYH� \RX� QRW� VSRNHQ� IDOVH�
divination? You say, ‘The L25' says,’ but I have not 
VSRNHQ�µ�(]HNLHO�����²��

�� ´0\�KDQG�ZLOO�EH�DJDLQVW�WKH�SURSKHWV�ZKR�HQYLVLRQ�
IXWLOLW\�DQG�ZKR�GLYLQH�OLHV�������µ�(]HNLHO�����

�� ´%HFDXVH�� LQGHHG��EHFDXVH�WKH\�KDYH�VHGXFHG�0\�
SHRSOH������µ��(]HNLHO��������
These passages clearly reveal a relationship 

between authority and truth. False prophets, who 
prophesied falsehoods, had to be ignored, in contrast 
to the prophets of God whom Israel should fear 
and obey (Deuteronomy 18:22). The authority and 
messages of the false prophets, and the interpretation 
of their messages, had their source in the false 
prophets themselves: self-generated impressions and 
experiences rooted in deceptive hearts, as the prophet 
-HUHPLDK�LQIRUPHG�XV��´7KH�KHDUW�is deceitful above 
all things�� $QG� GHVSHUDWHO\� ZLFNHG�������µ� �-HUHPLDK�
17:9). The false prophets may have been sincere in 
what they said and did, but nowhere in Scripture do 
ZH�ÀQG�DQ�LQGLFDWLRQ�VHUYHG�DV�D�FULWHULRQ�E\�ZKLFK�
SURSKHWV�ZHUH�WR�EH�MXGJHG�DV�WUXH�RU�IDOVH��2I�*RG·V�
SURSKHWV�� WKH� DSRVWOH� 3HWHU� VDLG�� ´NQRZLQJ� WKLV�
ÀUVW��WKDW�QR�SURSKHF\�RI�6FULSWXUH�LV�RI�DQ\�SULYDWH�
interpretation, for prophecy never came by the will of 
PDQ��EXW�KRO\�PHQ�RI�*RG�VSRNH�as they were moved 
by the Holy Spirit” (2 Peter 1:20–21). That can only 
mean that they proclaimed the words prompted by 
the Spirit of God, rather than simply their own words. 
We can also put it differently: the prophets used their 
minds when they compiled Scripture but they did not 
PDNH�XS�WKH�PHVVDJH�

In short, false prophets did nothing less than lying, 
perverting the Word of God, and deceiving the people 
of Israel. “Woe to them!” God said. With this in mind, 
let us now focus our attention on our Lord’s life in 
relation to Scripture.

The boy Jesus among the teachers in the temple

The Bible informs us that when God came into 
WKH�ZRUOG�LQ�WKH�IRUP�RI�D�KXPDQ�SHUVRQ��-RKQ����²���
14), He was part of a nation whose culture revolved 
around a set of writings that was accepted as the 

16�3URIHVVRU�RI�1HZ�7HVWDPHQW�5REHUW�7KRPDV��������SRLQWHG�RXW�WKDW�´SXULW\�RI�D�ZULWWHQ�ZRUN�HQWDLOV�DW�OHDVW�WKH�IROORZLQJ�TXDOLWLHV��
XQGLOXWHG�RU�XQPL[HG�ZLWK�H[WUDQHRXV�PDWHULDO��SHUVSLFXLW\�RU�FODULW\��SODLQ�VSRNHQQHVV��QR�QRQVHQVH��VWUDLJKWIRUZDUG�FRPPXQLFDWLRQ��
ULJKW�WR�WKH�SRLQW�H[FKDQJH�RI�ZRUGV��QR�KLGGHQ�PHDQLQJV�XQOHVV�FOHDUO\�VSHFLÀHG��QR�GRXEOH�WDON��QR�JREEOHGHJRRN��QR�LQIRUPDO�SRPSRXV�
RU�XQLQWHOOLJLEOH�MDUJRQ���QR�GRXEOH�HQWHQGUHV�XQOHVV�FOHDU�IURP�WKH�FRQWH[W��IUHHGRP�IURP�LUUDWLRQDOLW\µ��7KRPDV�������SS�����²�����
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Word of God. These Scriptures are what Christians 
referred to as the Old Testament. What the Gospels 
UHYHDO� LV� WKDW� -HVXV� LPPHUVHG� +LPVHOI� LQ� WKRVH�
6FULSWXUHV�� ,Q� /XNH� ����²���� ZH� UHDG� WKDW� -HVXV�
DFFRPSDQLHG� +LV� SDUHQWV� WR� -HUXVDOHP� \HDU� DIWHU�
year to attend the Feast of the Passover, for such was 
their custom. On one such occasion, when He was 12, 
He went missing. After an anxious three-day search 
for Him, his parents found Him in the temple, in the 
midst of teachers of the Scriptures busy listening to 
WKHP�DQG�DVNLQJ�WKHP�TXHVWLRQV�LQ�UHVSRQVH�WR�ZKDW�
they taught (v. 46). There are three points about this 
event worth emphasizing.

First, “And all who heard Him were amazed at 
His understanding and answers” (v. 47). Second, His 
UHVSRQVH�WR�+LV�SDUHQWV�LV�KLJKO\�VLJQLÀFDQW�� �́�����'LG�
\RX� QRW� NQRZ� WKDW� ,� PXVW� EH� DERXW� 0\� )DWKHU·V�
EXVLQHVV"µ��/XNH��������%\�DVNLQJ�WKHP�WKLV�TXHVWLRQ��
-HVXV�HVWDEOLVKHG�D�UHODWLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�+LV�SUHVHQFH�
LQ�WKH�WHPSOH��WKH�6FULSWXUHV��DQG�+LV�NQRZOHGJH�RI�
WKH�DIIDLUV�RI�+LV�)DWKHU��6KRXOG�ZH�WKLQN�WKDW�-HVXV��
DW�DJH�����SRVVHVVHG�H[KDXVWLYH�NQRZOHGJH�RI�ZKDW�
the affairs of His Father entailed? There is no reason 
WR�WKLQN�VR��'RHV�ODFN�RI�H[KDXVWLYH�NQRZOHGJH�LPSO\�
RU�HQWDLO� WKDW� WKH�UHODWLYHO\� OLWWOH� WKDW�+H�GLG�NQRZ�
contained errors. Hardly.

Consider His reasoning. There were really three 
RSWLRQV�RSHQ�WR�-HVXV�DV�+H�IDFHG�ERWK�WKHVH�-HZLVK�
teachers and His parents.
1.  He could have turned to the teachers and told them 

that they should not accept their Scriptures as 
inspired writings, but then would have contradicted 
Himself in what He said to His parents.

 2. He could have accommodated the teaching of the 
teachers without actually accepting it, but then 
ZRXOG� KDYH� IDNHG� RU� GHQLHG� +LV� VHOI�FRQVFLRXV�
NQRZOHGJH�RI�WKH�DIIDLUV�RI�+LV�)DWKHU�

 3. He accepted their Scriptures as inspired and 
LQHUUDQW�ZULWLQJV�DQG�DFNQRZOHGJHG�+LV�DZDUHQHVV�
of the affairs of His Father.
Later, at the beginning of His ministry, He 

LQWURGXFHG�+LPVHOI�WR�WKH�-HZV�LQ�WKH�V\QDJRJXH�E\�
quoting the Scriptures. After reading Isaiah 65:1–2, 
+H� VDLG�� �́�����¶7RGD\� WKLV� 6FULSWXUH� LV� IXOÀOOHG������·µ�
�/XNH� ������� ,W� VHHPV� WR� EH� WKH� PRVW� QDWXUDO� DQG�
logical thing for our Lord to have done: “You search 
the Scriptures, . . . and these are they which testify of 
0Hµ��-RKQ�������
7KH� WKLUG� SRLQW� ZRUWK� HPSKDVL]LQJ� LV� -HVXV·�

REHGLHQFH� WR� WKH� 6FULSWXUHV�� /XNH� VWDWHV� WKDW� +H�
went with His parents to Nazareth, “. . . and was 
VXEMHFW� WR� WKHP������µ� �/XNH��������%\�REH\LQJ�([RGXV�
������ �´+RQRU�\RXU� IDWKHU�DQG�\RXU�PRWKHUµ��-HVXV�
proved Himself not only a listener of Scripture, but 
DOVR�D�GRHU�RI�LW��7KLV�VKRZV�WKDW�-HVXV�DFFHSWHG�WKH�
authority of the Scriptures because He accepted them 

as expressing the will of God. 
Jesus and the temptation

7KH� ZULWHU� RI� +HEUHZV� LQIRUPV� XV� WKDW� -HVXV�
“. . . but was in all points tempted as we are, yet 
without sin” (Hebrews 4:15). To understand the 
nature of our Lord’s temptation by Satan, we have 
to shift our attention for a moment. The apostle Paul 
reminded Christians that the tempter and deceiver’s 
JRDO�LV�WR�WDNH�´DGYDQWDJHµ�RI�WKHP��DQG�WR�WKDW�HQG�
employ various “devices” (plans, tactics) to achieve 
that goal (2 Corinthians 2:11). It appears that one of 
Satan’s favorite ploys is to raise doubt in the nature 
and character of the Word of God. The reason is 
very simple: if he can succeed in raising doubt in the 
minds of people about its truthfulness, then it is a 
YHU\�VKRUW�VWHS�EHIRUH�WKH\�ZLOO�UHMHFW�LWV�DXWKRULW\��,Q�
the Garden of Eden, Satan succeeded in doing exactly 
that, hence the apostle Paul’s warning to Christians: 
“But I fear, lest somehow, as the serpent deceived Eve 
by his craftiness, so your minds may be corrupted 
from the simplicity that is in Christ” (2 Corinthians 
11:3). In the Garden he approached Eve with what 
*RG�KDV�LQGHHG�VSRNHQ��EXW�ZLWK�D�WZLVW��KH�DGPLWWHG�
its truth in the form of a question, and then went on 
to deny its literal meaning (Genesis 3:1, 4). Satan’s 
LVVXH�ZLWK�WKH�VSRNHQ�ZRUG�RI�*RG�DW�WKH�EHJLQQLQJ�
of creation is again evident at the time he confronted 
the incarnate Word of God by means of the written 
Word of God, right before He commenced His public 
PLQLVWU\� �0DWWKHZ� ���²���� FI�� /XNH� ���²����� )RXU�
points are worth highlighting here.
:H�KDYH�DOUHDG\�DOOXGHG�WR�WKH�ÀUVW�SRLQW��6DWDQ·V�

ZRUN� KDV� QHYHU� FKDQJHG� VLQFH� WKH� EHJLQQLQJ� RI�
FUHDWLRQ�� KLV� VSHFLDO� WDUJHW� LV� &KULVWLDQV�� DQG� KLV�
aim is to get them to doubt and deny the Word of 
God. Second, Satan’s use of Scripture to tempt 
-HVXV� VXJJHVWV� WKDW� KH� GLG� QRW� GRXEW� LWV� FRQWHQW�
IRU� D�PRPHQW�� LQVWHDG� KH� XVHG� LW� RXW� RI� FRQWH[W� WR�
SXW� -HVXV� WR� WKH� WHVW�� 7KLUG�� -HVXV� DQVZHUHG� WKH�
deceiver three times with “It is written . . .” (Matthew 
�������������ZKLFK�EH\RQG�TXHVWLRQ�FRQÀUPV�WKH�QDWXUH�
(truth and authority), value, and purpose of the 
inspired Scriptures. As Paul states, “All Scripture 
is given by inspiration of God, and is� SURÀWDEOH� IRU�
doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in 
righteousness” (2 Timothy 3:16). The word “all” at the 
beginning of this text cannot possibly mean “some” 
RI�WKH�6FULSWXUH��7KLV�LV�DOVR�FRQÀUPHG�E\�KRZ�RXU�
Lord answered Satan: “. . . ‘Man shall not live by 
bread alone, but by every word that proceeds from the 
PRXWK�RI�*RG·µ��0DWWKHZ�������$OWKRXJK�-HVXV�XVHG�
´ZRUGµ�LQ�WKH�VLQJXODU��+H�TXDOLÀHG�LW�ZLWK�´HYHU\µ�WR�
reinforce His point. In other words, our Lord accepted 
the inspiration and authority of every single word that 
God had given, without exception. What Scripture 
VD\V�� LV� ZKDW� *RG� VD\V�� )LQDOO\�� -HVXV·� XVH� RI� DQG�
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reverence for Scripture must have been pleasing to the 
)DWKHU��IRU�-HVXV�LQIRUPHG�+LV�OLVWHQHUV��DQG�QRZ�+LV�
readers, that “. . . I always do those things that please 
+LPµ��-RKQ��������,W�LV�WKHUHIRUH�QR�ZRQGHU�WKDW�WKH�
apostle Paul instructed Timothy to present himself to 
*RG� �́�����D�ZRUNHU�ZKR�GRHV�QRW�QHHG�WR�EH�DVKDPHG��
ULJKWO\�GLYLGLQJ�WKH�ZRUG�RI�WUXWKµ����7LPRWK\�������FI��
Proverbs 30:5–6).

Let us now see how our Lord interacted with those 
who considered Him a source of frustration in light 
of their high regard for their traditions and own 
interpretation of Scripture.

Jesus’ interaction with the Pharisees

,Q� 0DWWKHZ� ����²��� ZH� UHDG� WKDW� -HVXV� ZDV�
berated by a group of Pharisees who observed that 
He allowed His disciples to eat without washing their 
hands. What was problematic for them was that such 
a practice was in clear contradiction to the stipulations 
of their human tradition: “the tradition of the elders” 
�Y������-HVXV�WXUQHG�WKH�WDEOHV�DURXQG��+H�DFFXVHG�WKHP�
of transgressing the “commandment of God,” (v. 3), 
quoted what “God commanded” in Exodus 20:12 (v. 4), 
DQG�FKDUJHG�WKHP�ZLWK�´>PDNLQJ@�WKH�FRPPDQGPHQW�
of God of no effect by your tradition” (v. 6). Quoting 
Isaiah 29:13 He reproved them: “. . . these people draw 
near with their mouths And honor Me with their lips, 
But have removed their hearts far from Me, And their 
fear toward Me is taught by the commandment of 
PHQµ�>WKDW�LV��E\�PHPRU\�RU�D�À[HG�SURFHGXUH�ZLWKRXW�
thought of the meaning].
:H�QRWLFH�WKDW�-HVXV·�UHIHUHQFH�WR�´FRPPDQGPHQWµ�

is part of their Scripture, and what Scripture says 
-HVXV� FRQVLGHUHG� DV� VRPHWKLQJ�*RG� KDG� VDLG�� 7KLV�
DJDLQ� VKRZV� WKDW� -HVXV� DFFHSWHG� 6FULSWXUH� WR� EH�
divinely inspired and as revealing the will of God. 
%XW�WKDW�LV�QRW�DOO��-HVXV�FOHDUO\�VKRZHG�WKDW�+H�GLG�
not accommodate Himself to the traditions of men 
(“culture”), which proves that He regarded Scripture 
to be the highest authority in deciding matters of 
truth and falsehood, and rightness and wrongness, 
in both the sight of God and man. He scolded the 
Pharisees for disregarding that authority and mixing 
their traditions with the revelation of God. There 
LV� WKHUHIRUH� MXVW� RQH� UHDVRQDEOH� FRQFOXVLRQ�� -HVXV�
accepted the Old Testament as the true (inerrant) 
and authoritative Word of God.

Jesus’ interaction with the Sadducees

2QH� JURXS� RI� -HZLVK� WHDFKHUV�� WKH� 6DGGXFHHV��
believed in neither the resurrection of the dead nor the 
existence of angels and spirits (Acts 23:8). In Matthew 
�����²��� WKH� 6DGGXFHHV� DVNHG� -HVXV� ZKR�� LQ� WKH�
resurrection, will be the husband of a woman who had 

been married successively to seven brothers on earth. 
7KH�PRWLYH�ZDV�WR�VHW�D�WUDS�IRU�-HVXV��7KH\�WKRXJKW�
WKDW� LQ� UHSO\� -HVXV� KDG� RQO\� WKUHH� RSWLRQV� RSHQ� WR�
Himself. First, He could have denied the reality of the 
resurrection, and so accommodated Himself to their 
view of reality. But He would then have contradicted 
Himself because He already informed them of His own 
approaching death and resurrection from the dead 
�FI��0DWWKHZ������²��������²����6HFRQG��-HVXV�FRXOG�
have accepted polygamy and adultery and pleaded 
ignorance as to whose wife she would be in heaven. 
But then He would have proved Himself a charlatan 
to be ignored, for He would have contradicted Himself 
on what He already taught them concerning marriage 
DQG�DGXOWHU\��0DWWKHZ�����²�����7KLUG��-HVXV�FRXOG�
have said she will be married to one brother alone, 
but with no grounds on which to base such a belief, 
thus undermining the foundation for Him to say that 
+H�VSRNH�WKH�WUXWK�DQG�WKDW�+H�FDPH�IURP�WKH�)DWKHU�
�-RKQ���������������������������������������������������

What did He do instead? He went to the essence of 
the matter. First, He corrected the false assumption 
that undergirded their beliefs, namely, that there 
LV� PDUULDJH� LQ� KHDYHQ�� 6HFRQG�� +H� EDFNHG� XS� +LV�
VWDWHPHQW�E\�H[SRVLQJ�WKHLU�ODFN�RI�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�
both the Scriptures and the power of God (Matthew 
22:29).17 In quoting Exodus 3:6 (“. . . ‘I am . . . the God of 
$EUDKDP��WKH�*RG�RI�,VDDF��DQG�WKH�*RG�RI�-DFRE�·������µ��
-HVXV�FRUUHFWHG�WKHLU�VHFRQG�IDOVH�DVVXPSWLRQ��ZKLFK�
ZDV� WKDW� $EUDKDP�� -DFRE�� DQG� ,VDDF� UHIHUUHG� WR�
deceased people. He informed them that our Creator 
is a God of the living, not of the dead! It is a claim, 
LQ�RWKHU�ZRUGV�� WKDW�-HVXV� FRXOG�RQO\�KDYH�PDGH� LI�
$EUDKDP�� ,VDDF�� DQG� -DFRE�ZHUH� DOLYH�� LI� WKH\� KDG�
continued to exist after their bodily death on earth.
/HW� PH� VXPPDUL]H� WKH� NH\� WHDFKLQJV� RI� WKLV�

passage of Scripture: (1) Scripture is completely 
UHOLDEOH�� ���� 6FULSWXUH� LV� DXWKRULWDWLYH� RYHU� KXPDQ�
UHDVRQLQJ�� ���� DUURJDQW� PLQGV� FDQQRW� XQGHUVWDQG�
Scripture (cf. Isaiah 66:1–2), and (4) God’s power is 
greater than what the human mind can conceive. In a 
word, -HVXV�VKRZHG�+LV�FRQÀGHQFH�LQ�6FULSWXUH��DQG�
considered Scripture accurate and unassailable. It is 
WKHUHIRUH�GLIÀFXOW�WR�FRQFHLYH�KRZ�WKH�6FULSWXUHV�WKDW�
´FDQQRW�EH�EURNHQµ��-RKQ��������FI��0DWWKHZ�������FDQ�
be somehow defective.

Jesus’ view of Scripture

%HIRUH�ZH�FRQVLGHU�ZKDW�-HVXV�EHOLHYHG�DQG�WDXJKW�
from Genesis 1–3, it will be helpful to summarize a 
IHZ�PRUH�WKLQJV�-HVXV�VDLG�DQG�GLG�WR�UHYHDO�+LV�YLHZ�
of Scripture.
�� -HVXV�DIÀUPHG�WR�*RG�RXU�)DWKHU�� �́�����<RXU�ZRUG�LV�
WUXWKµ� �-RKQ� �������� DQ� DIÀUPDWLRQ�ZKLFK� H[FOXGHV�

17�-HVXV�PDGH�LW�SODLQ�WKDW�VXFK�DQ�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�GRHV�QRW�FRPH�E\�D�VWXG\�RI�6FULSWXUH�HQOLJKWHQHG�RQO\�E\�KXPDQ�UHDVRQ��LW�FRPHV�
WKURXJK�VWXG\�DQG�*RG·V�LOOXPLQDWLRQ�WR�D�WHDFKDEOH�KHDUW��/XNH��������FI��3VDOP�������������
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WKH�SRVVLELOLW\�WKDW�LW�FRXOG�FRQWDLQ�HUURU�RI�DQ\�NLQG�
�� -HVXV� RIWHQ� DVNHG�� ´+DYH� \RX� QRW� UHDG"µ� �IRU�
H[DPSOH�� 0DWWKHZ� ������� DQG� WKHQ� +H� WRRN� WKH�
quoted Scripture literally.

�� -HVXV� RIWHQ� VDLG�� ´,W� LV� ZULWWHQ������µ� �IRU� H[DPSOH��
0DWWKHZ����²����/XNH��������RU�́ ������DV�LW�LV�ZULWWHQ������µ�
�/XNH������ RU� ´7RGD\� WKLV�6FULSWXUH� LV� IXOÀOOHG������µ�
�/XNH��������ZKLFK�FOHDUO\�UHYHDO�WKDW�+H�DFFHSWHG�
both the truth and authority of the Scriptures.

�� -HVXV�RIWHQ�UHIHUUHG�WR�´WKH�SURSKHWVµ��/XNH��������
RU� D� ZKROH� ERRN�� VXFK� DV� WKH� ´%RRN� RI� 3VDOPVµ�
�/XNH� �������� ZKLFK� LPSO\� WKDW� +H� FRQVLGHUHG�
every part of the Old Testament as inspired, true 
and authoritative.

�� +H� WDXJKW� IURP� WKH� 2OG� 7HVWDPHQW� DIWHU� +LV�
UHVXUUHFWLRQ��/XNH���������ZKLFK�VKRZV�WKDW�ZKDW�
was true and authoritative for Him before His 
death remained true and authoritative for Him 
after His resurrection. In different words, our Lord 
did not undergo a change of mind about the truth 
and authority of the Scriptures.

�� ,Q�0DWWKHZ�������-HVXV�VDLG��´+HDYHQ�DQG�HDUWK�
will pass away, but My words will by no means pass 
away.” In this text our Lord assigned permanence 
WR�WKH�ZRUGV�WKDW�+H�VSRNH�RQ�HDUWK�MXVW�DV�+H�GLG�
to the words of the Old Testament (cf. Matthew 
5:18). As one New Testament scholar observes, 

 ,I� -HVXV� FRXOG� LQVLVW� RQ� WKH� UHWHQWLRQ� RI� HYHQ� WKH�
smallest letter of the Hebrew OT [Old Testament] and 
even the smallest part of a letter of the Hebrew OT, 
one should expect that the Holy Spirit would preside 
over the inspiration of the NT [New Testament] with 
the same degree of accuracy. If Paul could insist on 
Timothy’s close attention to details of Scripture [cf. 
2 Timothy 2:15, 3:14, 15], one of those details would 
EH�WKH�YHU\�ZRUGV�VSRNHQ�E\�-HVXV (Thomas 2004, 
p. 201).

�� :KHUHDV�´DPHQµ�LV�XVHG�LQ�WKH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�WR�
give assent to God’s will or a prayer which agree 
ZLWK�*RG·V� FKDUDFWHU� �IRU� H[DPSOH�� ��.LQJV�������
Nehemiah 5:13, 8:6), the Gospels indicate that 
-HVXV� SODFHG� ´DPHQµ� ��� WLPHV� EHIRUH� +LV� RZQ�
statements to emphasize their truthfulness (for 
example, Matthew 5:18). In the 25 times that such 
an amen�RFFXUV�LQ�WKH�JRVSHO�RI�-RKQ��LW�LV�DOZD\V�
GRXEOHG��IRU�H[DPSOH��-RKQ������������������������7KH�
UHDVRQDEOH�FRQFOXVLRQ�LV�WKDW�-HVXV·�XVH�RI�´DPHQµ�
VLJQDOV�+LV�DXWKRULW\�DQG�YHUDFLW\��ZKDW�+H�VDLG�
was absolutely true and the will and word of God.
1R�RQH�ZKR�KDV�NQRZOHGJH�RI�WKH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW�

FDQ�GRXEW�WKDW�RXU�/RUG·V�WKLQNLQJ�ZDV�IXOO�RI�LWV�ZRUGV�
and phrases. He lived and taught the Scriptures as 
the authoritative and absolutely trustworthy Word 
of God. He used them directly and indirectly, and 
never did He give His approval to anything other 
WKDQ�WKH�ZRUGV�RI� WKH�2OG�7HVWDPHQW��,W� LV�GLIÀFXOW�

QRW�WR�FRQFOXGH�WKDW��IRU�-HVXV��ZKDW�6FULSWXUH�VDLG��
the Creator said.
Jesus and Genesis 1–3

:KDW�-HVXV�&KULVW�� RXU�/RUG�� WKRXJKW�DERXW� WKH�
history of the earth and the origin of man ought to 
be of the highest concern to Christians, and accepting 
what He taught, including what He taught from 
*HQHVLV�� LV� EH\RQG�TXHVWLRQ�D�PDUN� RI� GLVFLSOHVKLS��
7KH�DSRVWOH�-RKQ�UHFRUGHG�WKLV�IDFW�LQ�QR�XQFHUWDLQ�
WHUPV��´7KHQ�-HVXV�VDLG�WR�WKRVH�-HZV�ZKR�EHOLHYHG�
Him, ‘If you abide in My word [that is, teachings], 
\RX�DUH�0\�GLVFLSOHV�LQGHHG��$QG�\RX�VKDOO�NQRZ�WKH�
WUXWK��DQG�WKH�WUXWK�VKDOO�PDNH�\RX� IUHH·µ� �-RKQ��� 
31–32). That truth will protect His disciples from 
EHLQJ� HQVODYHG� WR� IDOVH� LGHDV�� ,Q� -RKQ� ����²���
-HVXV� DVNHG� +LV� OLVWHQHUV�� DQG� QRZ� XV�� ´>,@I� \RX�
EHOLHYHG�0RVHV�� \RX�ZRXOG�EHOLHYH�0H��������%XW� LI� \RX�
do not believe his writings, how will you believe My 
ZRUGV"µ�7KHUH�FDQ�EH�QR�GRXEW�DERXW�-HVXV·�YLHZ�RI�
WKH�ZULWLQJV�RI�0RVHV��+H�EHOLHYHG�0RVHV�DQG�ZKDW�
Moses taught was foundational to His teachings. Let 
XV�EULHÁ\�FRQVLGHU�D�QXPEHU�RI�WKLQJV�-HVXV�VDLG�LQ�
reference to what is written in Genesis 1–3.
1. On the beginning of the earth and the creation of 

Adam and Eve: “. . . ‘Have you not read that He who 
made them at the beginning “made them male and 
female,” and said, “For this reason a man shall leave 
KLV�IDWKHU�DQG�PRWKHU�DQG�EH�MRLQHG�WR�KLV�ZLIH��DQG�
WKH�WZR�VKDOO�EHFRPH�RQH�ÁHVKµ"�6R�WKHQ��WKH\�DUH�
QR�ORQJHU�WZR�EXW�RQH�ÁHVK��7KHUHIRUH�ZKDW�*RG�KDV�
MRLQHG� WRJHWKHU�� OHW�QRW�PDQ�VHSDUDWH·µ� �0DWWKHZ�
����²����´%XW�IURP�WKH�EHJLQQLQJ�RI�FUHDWLRQ��*RG�
PDGH�WKHP�¶PDOH�DQG�IHPDOH·µ��0DUN��������´)RU�in 
those days there will be tribulation, such as has not 
been since the beginning of the creation which God 
FUHDWHG�XQWLO� WKLV�WLPH��QRU�HYHU�VKDOO�EHµ� �0DUN�
13:19).
By connecting the “beginning of creation” with 

$GDP�DQG�(YH�DQG�KXPDQ�VXIIHULQJ��-HVXV�FRQÀUPHG�
a young earth, for God created heaven and earth in six 
GD\V��FI��*HQHVLV����²�����([RGXV�����²�����DQG�$GDP�
DQG�(YH�RQ�WKH�VL[WK�GD\�RI�FUHDWLRQ��+H�VKRZHG�WKDW�
+H�WRRN�*HQHVLV����YY����²����DQG�*HQHVLV����YY����²
24) as equally literal, therefore, regarded the record of 
Genesis 1 and 2 as the literal, historical, and factual 
truth.
2. On Abel and the foundation of the world: “Therefore 

the wisdom of God also said, ‘I will send them 
prophets and apostles, and some of them they will 
NLOO�DQG�SHUVHFXWH�·�WKDW�WKH�EORRG�RI�DOO�WKH�SURSKHWV�
which was shed from the foundation of the world 
may be required of this generation, from the blood 
RI� $EHO� WR� WKH� EORRG� RI� =HFKDULDK������·µ� �/XNH� ��� 
49–51).
/XNH�VKRZV�WKDW�-HVXV�FRQQHFWHG�WKH�´IRXQGDWLRQ�

of the world” with the existence of Abel, which implies 
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that Abel’s parents, Adam and Eve, must have been 
literal people (cf. Genesis 4).
3.  On Satan: “You are of your father the devil, and 

the desires of your father you want to do. He was a 
murderer from the beginning, and does not stand 
in the truth, because there is no truth in him. When 
KH�VSHDNV�D�OLH��KH�VSHDNV�IURP�KLV�RZQ�resources, 
IRU�KH�LV�D�OLDU�DQG�WKH�IDWKHU�RI�LW�µ��-RKQ���������
-RKQ� ���� DOVR� VD\V� WKDW� �́�����WKH� GHYLO� KDV� VLQQHG�
from the beginning. For this purpose the Son of 
God was manifested, that He might destroy the 
ZRUNV�RI�WKH�GHYLOµ�
7KLV� PHDQV� WKDW� -HVXV� WRRN� WKHVH� HYHQWV� DV�

something that really happened. Thus, a non-literal 
interpretation of Genesis 1–3 would have to disregard 
WKH�OLWHUDO�KLVWRULFDO�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�-HVXV�RI�WKRVH�
chapters.18 Put another way, to believe in a creation, 
including of Adam and Eve, over millions or billions 
of years, as theistic evolutionists maintain, calls into 
TXHVWLRQ�WKH�WUXWKIXOQHVV�DQG�DXWKRULW\�RI�-HVXV�

Jesus and the disciples

,Q�-RKQ������²����-HVXV�VDLG�WR�+LV�GLVFLSOHV��´%XW�
when the Helper comes, whom I shall send to you 
from the Father, the Spirit of truth who proceeds from 
the Father, He will testify of Me. And you also will 
bear witness, because you have been with Me from 
WKH�EHJLQQLQJ�µ�7KH�SDVVDJH�PDNHV�LW�FOHDU�WKDW�-HVXV�
told His disciples that there will come a day when they 
ZLOO� EHDU�ZLWQHVV� RI�+LP��7KHLU� WDVN�� DV�ZH�NQRZ��
was to propagate His teachings: “. . . ‘All authority has 
EHHQ�JLYHQ�WR�0H�LQ�KHDYHQ�DQG�RQ�HDUWK��*R�������PDNH�
disciples of all the nations, . . . teaching them to observe 
all things that I have commanded you . . .” (Matthew 
�����²����FI��$FWV���������
%XW�-HVXV�DVVXUHG�+LV�GLVFLSOHV�WKDW�WKH\�ZRXOG�QRW�

KDYH�WR�FDUU\�RXW�WKHLU�WDVN�DOO�RQ�WKHLU�RZQ��ZLWKRXW�
the help of the Spirit of truth. And He further assured 
them that their Helper would enable them to remember 
His teachings: “. . . the Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom 
the Father will send in My name, He will teach you all 
things, and bring to your remembrance all that I said 
WR�\RXµ��-RKQ���������1RZ�LI�-HVXV�LQWHQGHG�WKDW�+LV�
disciples would one day write inspired Scripture, do 
ZH�KDYH�DQ\�UHDVRQ�WR�WKLQN�WKDW�WKH�RXWFRPH�ZRXOG�
EH�IXOO�RI�KXPDQ�PLVWDNHV�DQG�HUURUV�DERXW�KLVWRU\"�
,W�VXIÀFHV�WR�PDNH�WZR�IXUWKHU�REVHUYDWLRQV�

First, Christians have no Christ except the one 
whom the apostles have given to them. The apostles 
were dependent on our Lord for the truth of their 
WHDFKLQJ� DQG� NQRZOHGJH�� DV� ZH� DUH� GHSHQGHQW� RQ�
them for ours. Second, if Christians discredit those 
on whose testimony alone their beliefs and doctrines 
depends, then, they must assume that what our Lord 

taught the apostles could not have been true. But 
since it is clear that our Lord committed Himself to 
their teaching after His return to the Father, can 
it mean anything less than that our Lord became 
an accomplice in error and falsehood? We thus see, 
to the extent that the apostles are discredited as 
authoritative teachers of truth, to that extent our 
Lord is discredited with them.

Conclusions
Several conclusions emerge. First, theistic 

evolutionists do their best to convince Christians 
that the biblical record of creation cannot be trusted 
as a straightforward historical account because such 
interpretation is contrary to “science” (by which 
WKH\�PHDQ�WKH�HYROXWLRQLVW�PDMRULW\�YLHZ�RI�RULJLQV���
%XW�VXFK�DQ�DSSURDFK�ÁLHV�LQ�WKH�IDFH�RI�-HVXV·�YLHZ�
of inerrancy and authority of Scripture and His 
interpretation of the early chapters of Genesis as 
literal history. BioLogos leaders and other theistic 
evolutionists profess to believe that the Bible is true in 
matters of faith (that is, salvation and spirituality) but 
not necessarily always true in its statements related 
to history or science. But if the Bible is in error in its 
KLVWRULFDO�RU�VFLHQWLÀF�VWDWHPHQWV��WKHQ�KRZ�FDQ�LW�EH�
trustworthy in matters of faith?
6HFRQG�� *RG� XVHG� WKH� XQLTXH� WKLQNLQJ�� OLIH�

experiences and writing styles of the human authors 
WR� SHQ� 6FULSWXUH�� EXW� ZH� KDYH� QR� UHDVRQ� WR� WKLQN�
WKDW� WKHLU� KXPDQQHVV� FRUUXSWHG� WKH� ÀQDO� UHVXOW�
with errors. Neither the Old Testament nor the New 
7HVWDPHQW� ZULWHUV� WKRXJKW� WKHLU� ERRNV� RULJLQDWHG�
from themselves. They were writing for God and by 
His Spirit. God is a God of truth��+H�FDQQRW�OLH��DQG�+H�
KDV� �́�����SXUHU�H\HV�WKDQ�WR�EHKROG�HYLO������µ��+DEDNNXN�
1:13). It would have been an evil thing indeed for God 
to have watched the writers of Scripture record what 
WKH\� EHOLHYHG� WR� EH� WUXH�� EXW�ZKLFK�*RG�NQHZ�ZDV�
actually false. Therefore, to posit errors in Scripture 
LV� WR� TXHVWLRQ� WKH� WUXWK� DQG� DOO�NQRZLQJ� QDWXUH� RI�
God the Holy Spirit.

Third, contrary to what BioLogos assumes, is that 
the divine element in the inspiration of Scripture 
guaranteed both its intelligibility and infallibility, 
because the God of the Bible is both intelligent and 
LQIDOOLEOH��0RUHRYHU��-HVXV�ZDV�ERWK�́ 6RQ�RI�0DQµ�DQG�
“Son of God,” and as “Son of Man” He was a unique 
man among and above all others: He was and is the 
7UXWK� �-RKQ� ������� ,I� DQ\WKLQJ� RI� ZKDW� +H� WDXJKW�
cannot be accepted as true, then He cannot be trusted. 
The same applies to His Word, the Scriptures. As the 
Son of Man was fully human and yet sinless (because 
He was also the Son of God), so the Scriptures are 
fully human and yet inerrant (because it is not merely 

18�)RU�PRUH�FRPSUHKHQVLYH�GLVFXVVLRQ�RI�WKH�LVVXHV�UHODWLQJ�WR�LWHPV��²���VHH�.HOO\��������SS�����²������.XOLNRYVNL��������SS�����²������
Mortenson (2009), Mortenson (2008a, pp. 79–104, 2008b, 315–347).
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the words of men, but more importantly the Word of 
God).

We can summarize the conclusions. BioLogos forces 
XSRQ�UHDGHUV�RI�WKH�%LEOH�D�GXDO�FULVLV�RI�FRQÀGHQFH��
D� FULVLV� RI� FRQÀGHQFH� LQ� WKH� DFFXUDF\� RI� 6FULSWXUH��
DQG� D� FULVLV� RI� FRQÀGHQFH� LQ� WKH� QDWXUH�� FKDUDFWHU��
DQG�DXWKRULW\�RI�-HVXV�&KULVW��WKH�&UHDWRU��7KLV�ORJLF�
suggests that the ultimate source of the “dis-ease” of 
those who wish to reconcile the Bible with evolution is 
not the apostle Paul, but the nature and character of 
their Creator.
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