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INTRODUCTION TO SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY

PART I: DEFINITION AND ITS PLACE WITH OTHER THEOLOGIES

I. DEFINITION: WHAT IS SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY?
a. Wayne Grudem: “Systematic theology is any study that answers the question, ‘What does the whole Bible teach us today?’ about any given topic.”

b. Cornelius Van Til: “Systematic theology seeks to offer an ordered presentation of what the Bible teaches about God.”
 
II. ITS BIBLICAL BASIS

a. Progressive Revelation

i. Principle of Progressive Revelation
1. “1In the past God spoke to our forefathers through the prophets at many times and in various ways, 2but in these last days he has spoken to us by his Son, whom he appointed heir of all things, and through whom he made the universe.” (Hebrew 1:1-2)
2. Example: John 1 complement Genesis 1

b. An example from Jesus

i. Luke 24:25-7: “25He said to them, "How foolish you are, and how slow of heart to believe all that the prophets have spoken! 26Did not the Christ[b] have to suffer these things and then enter his glory?" 27And beginning with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was said in all the Scriptures concerning himself.”

III. OTHER THEOLOGICAL DISCIPLINES

a. Theology: The study of God and other teachings on the basis of God or some specific god.

b. Biblical theology: This is the study “which takes the fruits of exegesis and organizes them into various units and traces the revelation of God in Scripture in its historical development.”

i. NOTE: Biblical theology is not saying that Systematic theology or any other theological disciplines are not biblical!  This reasoning is just as bad as the reasoning that theological disciplines that are not systematic theology are somehow disorganized or unsystematic.
ii. Examples of issues that Biblical theology might concern itself with: What is the main theme in the book of Esther, what doctrines concerning Christ is taught in the Gospel of John, what are the similarities and differences between Romans and James, the fact that Daniel is in the prophetic genre, etc.
c. Historical theology: A “study of how Christians in different periods have understood various theological topics”.

i. Examples of issues that Historical theology would concern about: Did the early church believe in the deity of Christ, how was the doctrine of justification explained throughout the centuries, what was at stake in the Council of Chalcedon, etc?
d. Philosophical Theology: The area of study that seeks to clarify or articulate theological subjects by employing tools and languages from the realm of philosophy.
 
i. Example of subjects in philosophical theology: Demonstrating the doctrine of the Trinity does not violate the laws of non-contradiction, etc. 
e. Apologetics: The rational defense of the truthfulness of the biblical faith.
i. Examples of subjects in apologetics include the existence of God, the Bible is the Word of God, etc. 

IV. RELATIONSHIP OF SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY WITH OTHER THEOLOGICAL DISCIPLINES

a. Systematic Theology and Biblical Theology 
i. Systematic theology ought to be built from the Truths as presented from the Word of God

1. Sound Biblical theology would be the tool to develop Biblically sound Systematic Theology

a. Example: Knowing that Daniel is a prophetic genre, would allow me to focus on this book in the development of a theology of end times (Eschatology) instead of Songs of Solomon or Job 
b. Systematic Theology and Historical Theology
i. True doctrine is part of the historic faith
1. Jude 3: “Dear friends, although I was very eager to write to you about the salvation we share, I felt I had to write and urge you to contend for the faith that was once for all entrusted to the saints.”
2. Important principle base upon Jude 3: “What is new can not be true, what is true can not be new”

ii. The systematizing of theology takes place during Church history

1. “There is no period in the history of the church that is entirely unfruitful, or that should be wholly neglected, even its bearing of Christian theology, and even independently of its historical value and importance”

iii. Historical theology can give us insight to the origin of doctrines

1. Jesus employ historical theology in his polemics when he confronted the Pharisees that their teaching was not historically from the Word of God but from human tradition (See Matthew 15:5-6)
a. In the inter-relations of various theological disciplines, other field may also be linked

i.  Historical theology can also be an additional tools in the Christian apologetics arsenal by exposing the source of false teachings
ii. True theology is not only historical (established by historical theology) but is biblical (established in biblical theology)
c. Systematic Theology and Philosophical Theology
i. Distinction between theology and philosophy is not as sharp as one may think

1. There is an overlap with theology and philosophy

a. Both attempt to answer the ultimate question about origin, reality, values, beauty, purpose, ethics and knowledge

2. Theology and philosophy are at times similar discipline in different languages

a. “Men in general do not use or even know our theological terms.  But, to the extent that they are educated, they have had some training in secular philosophy…if we are to speak to them and win them, it is necessary for us to learn their language.”

ii. Philosophical theology can clarify theological terms

1. Explaining and clarifying the precision of theological terms allows it then to be more insightful in Systematic Theology.

a. Example: The distinguishing of “being” and “person” in the doctrine of the trinity

iii. Formal Logic (from Philosophical Theology) is a direct tool in the craft of Systematic Theology 
1. The Laws of logic are used as doctrines are organized

a. Example of logical reasoning in Systematic theology: All humans are totally depraved; you are a part of humanity; therefore you are also depraved.

iv. Philosophical theology allows an outlet in explaining the truths in Systematic Theology in another way
1. A test of how much one knows something is whether they can teach it in a manner that is as simple as to children or as deeply as to philosophers.

v. A Truly Christian Philosophy will be dependent on a biblically faithful Systematic Theology

1. There is no neutrality, a Christian Philosophy must submit to the whole Counsel of the Word of God
d. Systematic Theology and Apologetics
i. Systematic Theology provides the content of what Apologetics ought to defend
1. How is the Church able to defend the faith unless they know what is the content of the faith?

a. Some believe that one ought to be ‘neutral’ and start with unbelief where Christians employ apologetics first, but what direction should his rational discussion head towards, unless Systematic theology informs him?

ii. Systematic Theology provides us the principles for the method of Apologetics

1. What does the totality of Scripture tell us in regards to how believers are to defend their faith?

iii. Apologetics defend the content of Systematic Theology

1. Christian apologetics did not ‘accidentally’ stumble upon Christian truths but rather starting with Christian truths from the Bible, they defend it 
PART II: WHY SHOULD CHRISTIANS STUDY SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY?

I. Motivation:  Why Should Christians Study Theology?

A.  Jesus Commands it 

1. Matthew 28:19-20

a. 
In verse 20, it says “teaching them to observe all that I have commanded you”

2. All that Christ commanded includes many different things

a.
Teachings in the gospels:  Sermon on the mount, parables, questioning by the teachers of the Law, teachings associated with miracles, etc

b. The epistle instructions were also commanded by Christ:  1 Corinthians 14:37, 2 Peter 3:2, Revelations 1:1-3

c. Both the gospels and epistle instructions testify and confirm the OT being instruction from God

d. Jesus taught on what was said in all the Scriptures concerning himself:  Luke 24: 27

B. 
Systematically studying the bible helps us understand the whole Word of God

1. Takes and examines all/many of the passages of Scripture that pertain to a particular teaching/doctrine.  

a. Allows you to see what God has said about particular doctrines in different times and by different people.  The Word of God will not contradict itself.

b. Allows us to understand these doctrines and take advantage of the work that teachers of the bible have done for us in systematically organizing a studying of the given doctrines.  

c. Systematic theology is a summary of passages in the bible pertaining to a given doctrine.  This allows us to quickly learn and understand what God has to say on a given subject.

d. It helps us see the big picture of the Word of God, which may give a clearer understanding.

2. Our clearer understanding of the whole bible helps us interpret it in the context of the whole of Scripture

a. The 3 keys to interpreting the bible is context, context, context.  Immediate context, thematic context, historical context, scriptural/biblical context.

3. Our clearer understanding of the bible allows us to teach ourselves and others more effectively such that we can better fulfill Matthew 28:20

a. We are not commanded to teach our own whimsical feelings and fancies.  Rather, the bible is what we ought to teach.  We can efficiently point others to bible passages that pertain to a given subject and explain what they mean and how they relate.

b. Helps us/others understand our/others incorrect and unbiblical ideas.  With 1 or 2 verses in a give book that you remember from reading through the bible, you may not be able to convince yourself and overcome your incorrect view of scripture.  But as God reveals to you 50 passages from Genesis to Revelations telling you you’re wrong, you ought to be more persuaded.

4. Our clearer understanding of the bible will guard us from false doctrine that will attack the truth of God

a. 1 Timothy 1:3-4, 18, 4:6-7

5. Our clearer understanding of the bible should grow you in your sanctification.

a. 1 Timothy 6:3-5, “the sound instruction of our Lord Jesus Christ and godly teaching” (NIV), “the teaching which accords with godliness” (NKJV), “doctrine conforming to godliness

b. Titus 1:1, “knowledge of the truth that leads to godliness (NIV)

c. Paul’s epistles are structured whereby he begins with truth and doctrine, adds a “therefore” and follows to outline how Christians ought to live in light of the truths he started with.

6. Our clearer understanding of the bible helps increase the certainty of our faith

a. Luke 1:3, Luke gives an orderly account so Theophilus would know the certainty of these things he was taught

b. 1 John 5:13, John instructs us in the bible so that we may know that we have eternal life.

c. Understanding and knowing the bible better gives us confidence in the Word of God and the truth of Christ.

7. Systematic theological study of the bible helps us answer questions in life that are not explicitly answered in the bible.  

a. Christians serving in public office?

b. Euthanasia?

c. Abortion?

d. Can Christians be involved in serious immorality?

e. What church to join?

f. How should you raise your children?

g. How should you spend your money?

C.
Good systematic theology is based solidly on the Word of God.  

1. Statements and doctrines should be clearly backed up by scripture

2. This should give us a great conviction and appreciation of the Word of God.  

3. If we are in the habit of learning and understanding teachings and principles that are backed up by Scripture, it will cause us to always ask where the scriptural backup for any given thing that we have to do or say. 

D.
Pitfalls of studying Theology:  What we must guard against

1. Studying for the sake of studying, where the bible no longer has a spiritual convicting impact on the student.  This should not be the effect of scripture, as outlined above; it should grow us in our sanctification.  

2. Increase of knowledge may increase our ego.  

a. 1 Corinthians 8:1, in the context of eating food sacrificed to idols, Paul says, “Knowledge puffs up, but love builds up”.  We need to prayerfully study theology in love for the purposes outlined above and not to lord it over others or think that we are better than others because of knowledge of the bible.  Our knowledge of the bible should be humbly applied in our own lives and then lovingly taught to those who do not understand or know.

3.  In our ambitions in studying the whole of scripture, we may unintentionally or inadvertently take passages out of context to support a given doctrine.  In our study of systematic theology, the bible should be carefully examined for what it says and not what we want it to say.  

PART III: OBJECTIONS TO SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY

I. INTRODUCTION: There are people who might object to systematic theology or the construction of a theological system.  This is a survey of possible objections.
a. Objective: Demonstrate that the objection is either internally problematic or problematic in light of what Scripture teaches. 
II. Skepticism

a. Objection stated: “We can not know any true Christian doctrine.”
b. Responses
i. Christians can know things about God and Jesus Christ
1. Otherwise, why would the Scripture say, “Grace and peace be yours in abundance through the knowledge of God and of Jesus our Lord” (2Peter 1:2)?
2. The Bible recognizes that there are things that are not known by the Christian but there are also spiritual truths that can be known because they are revealed by God:

“The secret things belong to the LORD our God, but the things revealed belong to us and to our children forever, that we may follow all the words of this law.” (Deuteronomy 29:29)
SUMMARY: Systematic Theology is possible because God reveals Himself in the Bible.
ii. The epistemic tension within skepticism
1. Does the skeptic know that true Christian doctrine can not be known?

a. If so, how does he know that?

i. Did he know it because it is somehow illogical to know God?

1. How does he know that logic as he knows it would apply in the realm of theology, which for the skeptic is an unknowable realm?

ii. If he does not know, then his objection is meaningless.

1. This would amount to the skeptic saying that he does not know if Christian doctrine can be known or not.  If he does not know, he does not know.
SUMMARY: Skepticism knows too much or too little for its own good.

III. Post-Modernism’s Anti-‘System’
a. Objection stated: There is not and/or we should not develop a system of theology.
b. System defined: A group of doctrines that are interconnected and/or interdependent.  In other words, the set of doctrines share a relationship.
c. Fragmentation as a key characteristics of Post-Modernism

i. There is a philosophical undercurrent that is popular with the mainstream culture which believes there is no unity or continuity of ideas.

ii. Those who engage in Post-Modern philosophy or theology are thus highly susceptible to embrace the contradicting or the irrational.

1. For a response to this, see the portion below on Irrationalism. 

iii. Often, this type of objection cast suspicion on all theological systems (as defined above) as being nothing more than man-made.

d. Response

i. The teaching about God is Systematic in God’s mind and not Man-made
1. God knows everything about himself and everything else

a. “God, therefore, has a ‘systematic’ knowledge of himself and of the world, since He knows His own plan exhaustively and since the world perfectly conforms to that plan.”

i. See Job 37:16, 1John 3:20
b. Note: This is the foundation of Systematic Theology: All doctrines exist in the mind of God, and we would expect doctrines to ‘fit’:
i. These doctrines are internally coherent and not contradictory
1. All knowledge (including the laws of logic) is in Christ (Colossians 2:3) and He is not a God of disorder (1Corinthians 14:33)
ii. These thoughts have a relation of dependence with one another

1. Example: Doctrine of Justification presupposes the Justness of God, Christ propitiation of His righteousness presupposes Original Sin (Roman 5:15), etc
IV. Irrationalism

a. Objection stated: Christianity must embrace the irrational since it is in essence irrational and we must therefore reject systematic theology.

b. Response

i. Christianity is not irrational

1. In Christ “are hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge.  I tell you this so that no one may deceive you by fine-sounding arguments.” (Colossians 2:3-4)
2. Christians are not to embrace the irrational since it is foolish but seek wisdom instead.

a. “Wise men store up knowledge, but the mouth of a fool invites ruin.” (Proverbs 10:14)

ii. Irrational theologies is self-refuting
1. If it is irrational, there is no need for the opposition to refute these types of theology.  They are self-refuting.

a. Just pinpoint how their theologies internally negate one another.

2. If it is irrational, then there is no point to accept their theology anyways or to talk to this fool.

a. “Do not speak to a fool, for he will scorn the wisdom of your words.” (Proverbs 23:9)

3. If it is alright to be irrational, and there is an attempt on their part to show systematic theology is irrational, they failed in rationally trying to make a case to reject rational systematic theology.
a. In essence, it’s an inconsistent, self-refuting, double standard affair.

V. Pragmatism

a. Objection stated: Systematic Theology is not useful or practical.

b. Response

i. Christianity is doctrinal
1. “Watch your life and doctrine closely.  Persevere in them because if you do, you will save both yourself and your hearers.” (1Timothy 4:16)
ii. Doctrines have value by itself even without practical usefulness

a. “Wisdom is supreme; therefore get wisdom.  Though it cost all you have, get understanding.” (Proverbs 4:7)

b. “Buy the truth and do not sell it; get wisdom, discipline and understanding” (Proverbs 23:23)
iii. Christianity’s doctrines leads to practical living

1. Ideas have consequences

a. What you believe about reality will impact how you live in reality.

i. Example: Belief in global warming v.s contrary belief, AIDS is spread by talking vs. AIDS is spread by blood, etc
2. Likewise, doctrines have consequences in daily life
a. For example: Be self-controlled since the end is near (1Peter 4:7); Do not be sexually immoral because of God’s omnipresence (Proverbs 5:20-21)

iv. Pragmatism Problem

1. How does one know what is useful?

a. Discussion of this is a discussion of values

i. Who’s value shall we use, the Bible’s, the culture’s, etc?

1. Not to answer these questions or to be agnostic about values would be very impractical in daily living
VI. Pride
a. Objection stated: Systematic Theology leads to pride.

b. Sin of intellectual elitism is real.

i. “Knowledge puffs up, but love builds up” (1Chorinthians 8:1b)

c. Systematic Theology itself is not to be blamed, but the sinner is.

i. Analogy: You can not blame your robbery of a classmate on him just because he’s rich.
d. Pride: How we should not study theology
i. Repent, lest you be disgrace

1. “When pride comes, then comes disgrace, but with humility comes wisdom.”(Proverbs 11:3)
ii. In session five, we will cover how Christians ought to study theology with their character.
PART IV: HOW SHOULD WE STUDY SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY?
(ISSUES OF SOURCE AND AUTHORITY)

I. If we are to study God, where should we begin from?
a. This is a question of the source of our theology

a. What is our reference point?  In other words, where do we look to in developing our theology?

b. This also has to do with the issue of authority

1. This will be further developed in the Section on Biblical Authority

II. Do we look within us for theological truths?
a. This is subjectivism: Truth is determined by what’s dictated by the person
b. Forms of subjectivism: Feelings, some forms of arguments from intuition, looking within, etc.

c. Response

1. The problem of Sin

a. Sin effects an individual’s understanding of God: “There is no one righteous, not even one one who understands, no one who seeks God.” (Romans 3:10)

i. Therefore, since no one understands, this poses a problem of man being the origin of theological truth..

2. The problem of Relativism

a. What one person believes or feels is different than another person

3. There is no basis to critique other’s theology if truth is based upon each individual

4. This is relegating theology to autobiography
a. EXAMPLE: Jesus Seminar Dominic Crossan’s Jesus looks like him, etc

b. Truth on the basis of individual opinion alone is unreliable 

5. Theological truths are then nothing more than preferences

a. The value of the doctrine of Incarnation or the doctrine of errancy of Scripture is the same as liking or not liking strawberry ice cream
b. Theological system are now nothing more than fashion statement

6. SUMMARY: Subjectivism is not a sufficient foundation for theology.  We must look beyond the subjective.

III. Do we look at what the majority thinks?
a. Having more individuals will not avoid the problems of subjectivism
a. As seen above, individuals are unreliable for the foundation of truth in theology- Adding more individuals will not be the solution but making it worst. 
b. The Biblical case against theology by majority rule

a. We have biblical example of why the majority is not necessarily the source of truth and wisdom:
1. See Exodus 32:1-10
b. We must also remember that people want their ears itch

1. Remember: “For the time will come when men will not put up with sound doctrine. Instead, to suit their own desires, they will gather around them a great number of teachers to say what their itching ears want to hear.” (2Timothy 4:3)

IV. We should Study Systematic Theology from God Directly: The Word of God
a. The Bible is the Word of God, and He reveals himself in it
a. The only way we can know of God is what He has revealed to us

PART V: HOW SHOULD WE STUDY SYSTEMATIC THEOLOGY?
(PRACTICAL AND PERSONAL CONSIDERATIONS)
I. We should be Saved in Christ if we want to understand

a. Only those who have the Spirit (saved in Christ) can understand spiritual truths

i. “The man without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him, and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually discerned.” (1Corinthians 2:14)

b. Application: Do you trust that by God’s grace alone through faith alone in Christ alone as your way to God and Heaven?

II. We should put a high value in the study of Theological truths
a. “Buy the truth and do not sell it’ get wisdom, discipline and understanding.” (Proverbs 23:23)

b. “Wisdom is supreme; therefore get wisdom.  Though it cost all you have, get understanding.” (Proverbs 4:7)

c. What is the value of the doctrine of Incarnation, Christ deity and humanity, etc? 

i. Put another way, is there value in knowing Christ? Of course!

ii. According to Paul: “What is more, I consider everything a loss compared to the surpassing greatness of knowing Christ Jesus my Lord, for whose sake I have lost all things.  I consider them rubbish, that I may gain Christ.” (Philippians 3:8)

1. Knowing Christ Jesus is greater than everything else
d. Application: Between you and God, what is the cost (monetary, time or otherwise) you are willing to give up or go through in acquiring theological resources in strengthening your knowledge of Christ?
III. We should be in prayer
a. We should pray for wisdom

i. “If any of you lacks wisdom, he should ask God, who gives generously to all without finding fault. And it will be given to him.” (James 1:5)

b. We should pray to God that we and others may know God better
i. The Apostle Paul: “I keep asking that the God of our Lord Jesus Christ, the glorious Father, may give you the Spirit of wisdom and revelation, so that you may know him better.” (Ephesians 1: 17)

c. We should pray to God that we are enlighten with great theological truths

i. Paul: “I pray also that the eyes of your heart may be enlightened in order that you may know the hope to which he has called you, the riches of his glorious inheritance in the saints, and his incomparably great power for us who believe.” (Ephesians 1:18-19a)

1. Note that Paul prayed the Ephesians would be enlightened about the following theological truths:

a. God’s calling

i. In which we have hope!

b. The believer’s inheritance
i. Which is described as rich and glorious!

c. God’s great power

i. For those who believe!
NOTE: All theological truths ought to change our attitude, views or behaviors!

d. Application: Do you pray in your theological studies for wisdom, God’s enlightenment and to know God better through it?
IV. We should study the foundation of the faith and also the more deeper truths

a. “Therefore let us leave the elementary teachings about Christ and go on to maturity, not laying again the foundation of repentance from acts that lead to death, and of faith in God, instruction about baptisms, the laying on of hands, the resurrection of the dead, and eternal judgment.  And God permitting, we will do so.” (Hebrew 6:1-3)

i. The foundational truths are important, yet there are other teachings needed in order to go on to maturity

b. Application: Do you desire to be grounded in the foundation and also teachable to deeper theological truths?
V. We should study with humility
a. From the above, with more theological truths and deeper knowledge comes the risk of the sin of pride; yet we ought to be humble.

b. Humility and wisdom ought to be related

i. “Who is wise and understanding among you?  Let him show it by his good life, by deed done in the humility that comes from wisdom.” (James 3:13)

1. Notice from this verse that:

a. If one is wise they ought to be humble
b. Yet humility comes from true wisdom

c. To have wisdom requires humility
i. “When pride comes, then comes disgrace, but with humility comes wisdom.”(Proverbs 11:3)
d. Pride can only lead to destruction

i. “Clothe yourselves, all of you, with humility toward one another, for ‘God opposes the proud, but gives grace to the humble’.” (1Peter 5:5)

e. Application: Is there the pride of sin that you need to repent about?  Will you bend your ego under the submission of Christ?

VI. We should study with the available teachers God provides
a. God has given the church teachers

i. “And in the church God has appointed first of all apostles, second prophets, third teachers…” (1 Corinthians 12:28)
b. Utilize God’s gift of teachers!
i. “We should allow those with gifts of teaching to help us understand Scripture.  This means that we should make use of systematic theologies and other books that have been written by some of the teachers that God has given to the church over the course of its history.”

c. Application: Have you considered using the resources God has provided through commentaries, preachers, theologians, lexicons, study notes, etc?

VII. We should study so that we can glorify God
a. Everything we do should glorify God

i. “So whether you eat or drink or whatever you do, do it all for the glory of God.” (1Corinthians 10:31)
1. Everything means Systematic Theology also!

b. Yet, how do we glorify God with Systematic theology?
i. Giving thanks to God!
1. “And whatever you do, whether in word or deed, do it all in the name of the Lord Jesus, giving thanks to God the Father through him.” (Colossians 3:17)

a. Have you thank God for Him revealing, teaching and allowing you to believe in the truths you received?

b. Do you thank God for granting you by His mercy, understanding?
ii. Speaking about it as if it was the very word of God!
1. “If anyone speaks, he should do it as one speaking the very words of God.  If anyone serves, he should do it with the strength God provides, so that in all things God may be praised through Jesus Christ.  To him be the glory and the power for ever and ever. Amen.” (1Peter 4:11)

a. Notice how the first sentence stated that when we speak as if our words were God, God may be praised through it.
b. Our speech about systematic theology must therefore:

i. Be truthful, because God’s Word is truth (see John 17:17) 

ii. Be clear, because God’s Word is clear.
iii. Be logical, because God’s Word is logical.

iii. If we are to serve others by teaching or discussing systematic theology, we must all of our strengths that God provides into it!
1. “If anyone speaks, he should do it as one speaking the very words of God.  If anyone serves, he should do it with the strength God provides, so that in all things God may be praised through Jesus Christ.  To him be the glory and the power for ever and ever. Amen.” (1Peter 4:11)

a. Notice the second sentence above stated that serving with the strength of God would allow Him to be praised.

b. Therefore, to praise God in serving God with systematic theology one must:

i. Pour out all his energy into learning about systematic theology

ii. Put a lot of effort in preparation of the presentation of systematic theology
iii. Give all of God’s strength in the presentation of systematic theology 

iv. Praise God!

1. Our songs = our systematic theology

a. Many places Scripture tells us to sing (James 5:13, Colossians 3:16, etc)

b. Yet, what is the content of our music?

i. It ought to be dictated by the Word of Christ (which effects our theology!)

1. “Let the word of Christ dwell in you richly as you teach and admonish one another with all wisdom, and as you sing psalms, hymns and spiritual songs with gratitude in your hearts to God.” (Colossians 3:16)

c. Worship music is a way to apply what we know in systematically theology

i. People might ask what does systematic theology have to do with their worship

1. Yet, for a teenage unschooled girl in Palestine centuries before Grudem or Berkhof, what does systematic theology has to do with her worship?

a. See  Luke 1:46-55

i. Notice the theological richness of Mary’s worship.
c. Application: Will you give your thanks, joy, praise, honor, reverence, with all your strength and your speech, to glorify God and enjoy Him through Systematic Theology?
PART VI: THE DOCTRINE OF DIVINE REVELATION I: GENERAL REVELATION
I. Definition of Revelation
a. “Revelation may be defined as ‘that act of God whereby he discloses himself or communicates truth to the mind, whereby he makes manifest to his creatures that which could not be known in any other way.’”

b. “The word ‘revelation’ is derived from the Latin ‘revelatio’, which denotes an unveiling, a revealing.  In its active sense it denotes the act of God by which He communicates to man the truth concerning Himself in relation to His creatures and conveys to him the knowledge of His will: and in the passive sense it is a designation of the resulting product of this activity of God.”

II. Revelation and its importance to Systematic Theology
a. The connection between religion/Theology to Revelation
i. “If man is ever to know and serve God, the latter must reveal Himself.”

1. See the previous outline titled “How Should We Study Systematic Theology: Issues of Source And Authority”

ii. “In the study of comparative religion it is recognized ever increasingly that all religion is based on revelation of some kind, and that there is no purely ‘natural,’ as distinguished from ‘revealed,’ religion.”

1. All religion or theology by its very nature assumes some sort of doctrines regarding revelation

a. If there is any theology that admit that it is not a disclosure or the communication from God, then it can be safely ignored because it has internally acknowledge that its teachings are not from God.
 
III. Types of Revelations
a. General Revelation

i. Parameters: General Revelation usually refers to non-propositional disclosure of God.
ii. Nature

1. It reveals God

a. See Psalms 19:1-6 and Romans 1:18-20
2. What nature tells us about God:
a. God exists (Romans 1:21)
b. God’s eternal power (Romans 1:20)

c. God’s divine nature (Romans 1:20)

d. God’s glory
i. “The heavens declare the glory of God” (Psalm 19:1a)

e. Nature as God’s creation
i. “…the skies proclaim the works of his hands.” (Psalm 19:1b)

3. The unavoidable revelation in Nature

a. This revelation is clear

i. “Since what may be known about God is plain to them, because God has made it plain to them.” (Romans 1:19)

ii. “For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities—his eternal power and divine nature-have been clearly seen…” (Romans 1:20a)
1. Notice that this took place from the time of Creation onwards.

b. This revelation is understood

i. “…being understood from what has been made” (Romans 1:20b)

c. This revelation is continuous
i. “Day after day they pour forth speech; night after night they display knowledge.” (Psalm 19:2)

d. This revelation is all over

i. See Psalm 19:3-6

e. This revelation gives one no excuse

i. “For since the creation of the world God’s invisible qualities—his eternal power and divine nature—have been clearly seen, being understood from what have been made, so that men are without excuse.” (Romans 1:20)

ii. “God says that you live, as it were, on His estate.  And His estate has large ownership signs placed everywhere, so that he who goes by even at seventy miles an hour cannot but read them.  Every fact in this world, the God of the Bible claims, has His stamp indelibly engraved upon it.  How then could you be neutral with respect to such a God? ”
  
iii. History

1. God operates in the course of human affairs temporally and this also reveals God
2. History reveals God

a. “In the past, he let all nations go their own way.  Yet he has not left himself without testimony: He has shown kindness by giving you rain from heaven and crops in their seasons; he provides you with plenty of food and fills your heart with joy.” (Acts 14:16-7)

i. See also Matthew 5:45

b. “O Sovereign LORD, you have begun to show to your servant your greatness and your strong hand.  For what god is there in heaven or on earth who can do the deeds and mighty works you do?” (Deuteronomy 3:24)
c. Referring to Israel’s history: “Now these things occurred as examples to keep us from setting our hearts on evil things as they did.” (1Corinthians 10:6)

3. What History tells us about God

a. God’s testimony of Himself (Acts 14:16)

b. God’s kindness towards Gentiles (Acts 14:17)
c. God’s Common Love (Matthew 5:45)

d. God’s mighty deeds (Deut. 3:24)
e. God’s warning for our hearts not to be set on evil (1Corinthians 10:6)

iv. Conscience

1. “(Indeed, when Gentiles, who do not have the law, do by nature things required by the law, they are a law for themselves, even though they do not have the law, since they show that the requirement of the law are written on their hearts, their consciences also bearing witness, and their thoughts now accusing, now even defending them.)” (Romans 2:14-5)

2. What our conscience tells us about God 

a. The requirement of the Law of God (Romans 2:14)

v. Man’s inner constitution

1. “I praise you because I am fearfully and wonderfully made; your works are wonderful, I know that full well.” (Psalm 139:14)

a. Notice here that the Psalmist knows full well he is wonderfully made

2. “Ears that hear and eyes that see—the LORD has made them both.” (Proverbs 20:10)

a. Only the presupposition of the Christian God can account for empiricism.

vi. Limitation of General Revelation

1. It does not tell us the gospel

2. It was never meant to be interpreted by itself
a. There is a need for Special Revelation to complement it.

PART VII: THE DOCTRINE OF DIVINE REVELATION II: SPECIAL REVELATION
I. Definition of Special Revelation

a. “God’s words addressed to specific people, including the words of the Bible.”

b. “Special revelation involves a narrower focus than general revelation and is restricted to Jesus Christ and the Scriptures.”

c. Some form of supernatural way in which God discloses himself (Prophets
, Bible, visions and dreams)
i. “He said, ‘Listen to my words: “When a prophet of the LORD is among you, I reveal myself to him in visions, I speak to him in Dreams” (Numbers12:6)
1. Lest someone gets arrogant and think they are a prophet of God, look at the context of Numbers 12.

d. Revelation of God that comes in propositional (verbal or written) form.

II. Types of Special revelation
a. Jesus Christ
i. Jesus reveals God
1. “No one has ever seen God, but God the one and Only, who is at the Father’s side, has made him known.” (John 1:18)
ii. Jesus is himself God revealed in Human form

1. “For in Christ all the fullness of the Deity lives in bodily form” (Colossians 2:9)

iii. God speaks to us through Jesus
1. “In the past God spoke to our forefathers through the prophets at many times and in various ways, but in these last days he has spoken to us by his Son, whom he appointed heirs of all things, and through whom he has made the universe.” (Hebrews 1:1-2)

iv. The revelation of Christ also limits Special revelation through the means of Prophets (who’s content is revealed to him through visions and Dreams, cf. Numbers 12:6)
1. Note that Hebrews 1:1-2 states in the past God spoke through prophets but in “these last days he has spoken to us by His Son”
b. Scripture

i. Scripture reveals teachings from God
1. “All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness” (2Timothy 3:16)

a. Its because there is teachings from God in the Scriptures that one can have the content that is “useful for teaching”
ii. God is in control of what Scriptural prophecies reveals
1. “Above all, you must understand that no prophecy of Scripture came about by the prophet’s own interpretation.  For prophecy never had its origin in the will of man, but men spoke from God as they were carried along by the Holy Spirit.” (2Peter 1:20-1)
iii. Scripture reveals the gospel to all the nations
1. “…But now revealed and made known through the prophetic writings by the command of the eternal God, so that all nations might believe and obey him” (Romans 16:26)

a. Notice that this verse mentioned that prophetic writings are revealed “so that all nations might believe Him”

iv. The revelation of Scripture also further limits additions to Scriptural revelation
1. “I warn everyone who hears the words of the prophecy of this book: If anyone adds anything to them, God will add to him the plagues described in this book.” (Revelation 22:18)
III. Relationship of Special Revelation with General Revelation
a. Special Revelation reinforces the truth found in General Revelation 

i. Analogy of the Traffic Signs and the Traffic Officer
1. Sometime in a busy intersection we see not only the traffic signal but also a traffic officer.  Both of these give us information in different forms.
a. Traffic signal is like General Revelation and the officer’s verbal/motion signaling is like Special Revelation.
i. If you violate just the General revelation (traffic signal), it is sufficient enough to get you in trouble already.
1. Yet Scripture (traffic officer) provides further instruction and warning for the benefit of man (driver)

a. In this sense, Special revelation (traffic officer) reinforces the truth in General revelation (traffic signal)

b. Special Revelation provides us the interpretative principles to interpret General Revelation 
i. Man have always needed the lens provided in Special Revelation to interpret Natural Revelation

1. Man’s need for Special Revelation before the Fall

a. “And the LORD God commanded the man, ‘You are free to eat from any tree in the garden; but you must not eat from the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, for when you eat of it you will surely die’.” (Genesis 2:17)
i. This was before the fall, and God’s Word was important than as it is now.

b. Genesis 3 shows the magnitude of disobedience to Special Revelation and interpreting General Revelation contrary to Special Revelation

2. Man’s need for Special Revelation after the Fall

a. NOTE: The problem is not that General Revelation is unclear but since the effect of sin man misinterprets and/or suppresses the truth

b. If there was a need for Special Revelation before the fall, how much more so because of sin’s effect in misinterpreting General Revelation

i. “We cannot understand natural revelation without distortion, unless we view it biblically.”

ii. “Being a sinner, man will not read nature aright unless he does it in the light of Scripture.”

ii. There are no such thing as non-interpreted facts
, therefore Special Revelation is the lens that pattern General Revelation

c. General Revelation points to the need of Special Revelation

i. The relationship between the Conscience and the Gospel

1. The Conscience is part of General Revelation, and the Gospel is revealed in Special Revelation

a. The Conscience condemns but only the gospel can save

ii. If God exists (as General Revelation testifies), has God spoken?

1. Indeed, He is there and He is not Silent! 
PART VIII: THE AUTHORITY OF THE BIBLE PART I: THE SELF-AUTHORIZING SCRIPTURE
I. The Concept of Authority
b. Definition
i. “Authority itself means that right or power to command action or compliance, or to determine belief or custom, expecting obedience from those under authority, and in turn giving responsible account for the claim to right or power.”

ii. If something is properly authoritative, it is sufficient in its ability within its proper realm to:
1. Give truths
a. For example, in the human realm an authority on Shakespeare presenting a seminar on Shakespeare
2. Demand Compliance
a. For instance, a Court decision on the defendant
3. Capacity to enforce rules
c. Everyone believes in some kind of ultimate authority or another
i. Everyone have a standard of authority as the basis of why they believe something, or the basis in which they rule something as false, dictate how they ought to live, etc.
1. Examples of statement that reveals what authority is accepted in one’s belief

a. “I don’t believe it because it’s against what my priest believes.”

i. In this case, the priest is the authority 

b. “That’s unconstitutional!”

i. In this case, the Constitution is the authority

c. “The evolutionary biologist says it is true.”

i. In this case, the evolutionary biologist is the authority 
2. The issue is not whether one has an ultimate authority, but WHAT is their ultimate authority.

a. Feelings? Popular opinion? For the Christian, the Bible ought to be one’s Ultimate Authority.

ii. Objection: “I don’t have any ultimate authority.  I do whatever I want.”

1. Then the authority in this objector’s life is his autonomous self.

a. If man is the measuring stick of truth, values and ethics, this leads us to the problem of subjectivisim.

IV. If the Bible is the Ultimate Authority, then it must be Self-Authorizing
a. An Ultimate Authority is the final authority

i. Everything else is judge by this ultimate standard
1. If everything is govern by this authoritative standard, all things must cohere with this standard including the standard itself

a. If the ultimate authority does not cohere with the ultimate authority itself, then it is irrational since it is internally incoherent
b. Objection: “You can’t prove the Bible as the Ultimate Authority from the Bible itself because it is circular!”

i. But if one proves that the Bible is the Ultimate Authority by appealing to another source of authority, then the Bible ceases to be the ultimate authority since the thing that is appealed to is now the final authority

1. The problem with this objection applies to any ultimate authority besides the Bible because the criteria in the objection is a self-defeating one and is therefore irrational
ii. Ultimate Authority is circular by nature

1.  In order to avoid the self-refuting dilemma mentioned above, Ultimate Authority must be in some sense circular

2. Coherence is a hallmark of rationality; yet coherence in some sense means ‘circularity’

a. “‘Circularity’ in one’s philosophical sysem is just another name for ‘consistency’ in outlook throughout one’s system.  That is, one’s starting point and final conclusion cohere with each other.”
 
3. Since no other authority could authorize the Ultimate Authority, only the Ultimate Authority can authorize itself
a. Thus, the Bible as the Ultimate Authority must be self-authorizing
V. The Self-attestation of the authority of the Bible
a. Since the Bible
 is the ultimate authority, the Bible reveals its authority when
:

i. It declares that His Word is eternal
1.  “Your word, O LORD, is eternal; it stands firm in the heavens.” (Psalm 119:89)
a. The ramification of the Eternal Bible means that is not only authoritative in a certain time and culture, but eternally

ii. It declares that all His words are true
1. “All your words are true; all your righteous laws are eternal” (Psalm 119:160)

iii. It declares that it has the rights to demands eternal compliance to its laws

1. “All your words are true; all your righteous laws are eternal” (Psalm 119:160)

iv. It declares that what is written within it must be believed
1. “Abraham repolied, ‘They have Moses and the Prophets; let them listen to them’ (Luke 16:29)
a. From the context of the parable of the rich man and Lazarus, this verse gives us the insight that one ought to listen to the content of Scriptural truths to save one from Hell 
v. It declares that the Scripture is more authoritative and powerful than any authority of man’s supernatural experiences

1. “He said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be convinced even if someone rises from the dead.’” (Luke 16:31)

a. Notice that Scripture ought to and does has the power more convincing than someone rising from the dead.
PART IX: THE AUTHORITY OF THE BIBLE PART II: GOD’S WORD & GOD’S CHARACTER
I. The relationship between Scripture and God’s Character

a. God’s Character is revealed in Scripture

i. Since God is infinite, to know His infinite nature requires God to reveal it to us

ii. There are aspect of God’s character that we have not experience, but He reveals it through Scripture

b. Scripture (being God’s Word) is Authoritative based upon God’s Character

i. The basis for trusting in the authority of God’s Word is God’s Character

II. THESIS: God’s Character is the foundation for the Authority of God’s Word

III. God as Creator and the Authority of Scripture over His Creation

a. This is an important Creator and Creature distinction.

b. “Ah, Sovereign LORD, you have made the heavens and the earth by your great power and outstretched arm.  Nothing is too hard for you.” (Jeremiah 32:17)

i. Since he created everything, it is His right to speak to it authoritatively

c. God’s powerful nature is displayed through His Word during Creation

i. Genesis 1:1-31

IV. God’s Character and the Authority of Scripture to give truths

a. God’s Omniscience and the truthfulness of God’s Word

i. Since God knows everything (omniscience), God can give us true knowledge through His Word

1. This is the epistemological basis for the authority of God’s Word when it comes to Scripture giving truths

ii. God’s Omniscience: Psalm 139:1-6

b. God is truth and the truthfulness of God’s Word

i. Since God is truth Himself, God has truth to give us


1. This is the metaphysical basis for the authority of God’s Word when it comes to Scripture giving truths
 

ii. God is truth: “I saw heaven standing open and there before me was a white horse, whose rider is called Faithful and True.” (Revelation 19:11a)

1. Notice that this rider, who is Jesus, is called True.

a. Notice that in the context, Revelation 19:16 shows that Jesus is God with the God’s exclusive title of “King of Kings and Lord of Lords”. 

c. God’s faithfulness and the truthfulness of God’s Word

i. Since God is faithful, God’s Word can be trusted to faithfully present the truth

1. This the moral basis for the authority of God’s Word when it comes to Scripture giving truths 

ii. God’s faithfulness: “God did this so that, by two unchangeable things in which it is impossible for God to lie, we who have fled to take hold of the hope offered to us may be greatly encouraged.” (Hebrews 6:18)

1. The context is talking about the certainty of God’s promise

2. It is impossible for God to lie, therefore it is impossible for God to be unfaithful to what He says

d. God’s Sovereignty and the prophetic truths of God’s Word 

i. Since God is Sovereign, God’s Word can be believed concerning future predicted events

1. This is the metaphysical basis for the authority of God’s Word concerning future prophecies

ii. God’s Sovereignty: “The king’s heart is in the hand of the LORD; he directs it like a watercourse wherever he pleases.” (Proverbs 21:1) 

1. Notice that God is Sovereign even over the heart of a king as to direct it wherever God pleases.

V. God’s Character and the Authority of Scripture to demand compliance

a. God’s Goodness and the goodness of God’s Law in Scripture

i. Since God alone is Good, laws based upon God as revealed in Scripture is Good

1. Since these laws are good, they ought to be followed

ii. God’s Goodness: “‘No one is good—except God alone.’” (Mark 10: 18b)

1. See also Psalm 100:5

b. God’s Immutability and the Immutability of God’s Law in Scripture

i. Since God never changes, God’s moral law never changes

1. God’s laws is not restricted since it is not based upon culture or society, but on His nature which transcends time periods and era

ii. God’s Immutability: “I the LORD do not change.  So you, O descendants of Jacob, are not destroyed.” (Malachi 3:6)

VI. God’s Character and the Authority of Scripture to enforce compliance

a. There is authority in God’s Word to enforce compliance

i. Analogy: Police officer has authority on the basis of a warrant to search a criminal, owner having court order to evict a client, etc

ii. Examples of different dispensations where God’s Word was the authority to enforce compliance

1. Theocracy in Israel (see Deuteronomy)

2. A Pastor acting on the Authority of God’s Word to preach against sin and carry out church discipline

b. God’s Omnipotence and the Authoritative enforcement of God’s Word 

i. Since God is all powerful, He has the power to enforce His Laws

ii. God’s Omnipotence: “Ah, Sovereign LORD, you have made the heavens and the earth by your great power and outstretched arm.  Nothing is too hard for you.” (Jeremiah 32:17) 

c. God’s Holy Anger and the enforcement of God’s Word

i. Since God is a Holy God with anger towards sin, He has the desire to enforce His Laws

ii. See Psalm 5:4-6

iii. “God’s judgments against those who defy His authority further validate His rightful possession and exercise of ultimate authority.”

1. For example, Genesis 3:18-21. 
VII. Conclusion

a. Ramification for apologetics

i. Any cults that claim it derive its heresy from the Bible yet deny any of the above attributes of God would undermine an important aspect in the foundation of the authority of Scripture.

b. Be in wonder and awe at the majesty of God’s character, now Worship Him!

i. Only the God of the Bible, who is Sovereign, Creator, Holy, Good, immutable, Omnipotent, Omniscient, Faithful and True, that prompt us to have a Holy, reverential fear, can give us authoritative revelation!
PART X: THE AUTHORITY OF THE BIBLE PART III: HERETICAL VIEWS OF GOD UNDERMINE AUTHORATITIVE REVELATION-AN APOLOGETICAL TOOL

I. Introduction

a. This presentation has an apologetics flavor and the reason why this is important.

i. The inseparability of Apologetics and Systematic Theology

ii. Apologetics as “theology applied to unbelief”

1. In some sense, Apologetics as defined by John Frame is “the application of Scripture to unbelief”

a. Frame goes on to say that this “shows that apologetics is part of Christian theology”

iii. Purpose of this outline

1. Provide an example of Apologetics arising from theology

2. Provide an illustration of Presuppositional Apologetics in action 

3. Principles of Apologetics are applied to unbiblical beliefs when it comes to the doctrine of authoritative divine revelation

4. Demonstrate how Presuppositional Apologetics can be utilized in counter-cult ministries

II. Relationship between God’s Character and the Authority of Scripture

a. God’s Character is the foundation for the Authority of God’s Word

i. Summary: For God’s revelation to be authoritative, it requires: 

1. God’s Omniscience, truthfulness (to tell the truth) and Sovereignty for the authority of His Words to giving truth.

2. God’s goodness and immutability for the authority of His Word to demand compliance.

3. God’s Omnipotence and Holy Anger for the authority of His Word in enforcing compliance.

b. Apologetics ramification

i. It takes a certain God with certain characteristics to be able to give revelation that is authoritative

ii. Any cults that claim it derive its heresy from the Bible yet deny any of the listed attributes of God would undermine a necessary aspect in the foundation of the authority of the Scripture they claim to believe in.

1. As the foundation for authoritative revelation, the attributes of these false gods would undermine their own system’s unique source of religious knowledge in their scripture.

a. This would provide the self-defeater for some of these heresies.

III. Heretical denial of God’s attributes and Authoritative Revelation

a.  Truthfulness of Authoritative Revelation undermined

i. Denial of God’s Omniscience and the problem of truth 

1.  Open Theists

a. “However, in our view, God decided to create beings with interdeterministic freedom which implies that God chose to create a universe in which the future is not entirely knowable, even for God.”

2. Since such a god does not know all things, such a god can not make a universal truth claims since he does not know all things

3. In contrast to Christianity, God know all things

a. “For the pagans run after all these things, and your heavenly Father knows that you need them.” (Matthew 6:32)

i. God know so much, but He also cares for people!

ii. Denial of God’s truthfulness and the problem of truthful revelation

1. Greek Mythology

a. “`Shepherds of the wilderness, wretched things of shame, mere bellies, we know how to speak many false things as though they were true; but we know, when we will, to utter true things.'” (Theogeny 2: 26-28)

i. This is what the Muses stated; the Muses in Greek religion were the source of divine revelation, divinely inspiring words of poets, etc.

2. Others similar systems

a. Hinduism (Doctrine of Maya and illusion)

b. Islam (Greatest deceiver is Allah, and Allah deceiving that Jesus was killed, Sura 4:157)

3. Such characteristics imply that there will be falsehood from the revelation of these god(s) or goddess(es)

4. In contrast, the God of the Bible does not lie

a. “God is not a man, that he should lie, nor a son of man, that he should change his mind.” (Numbers 23:19a)

iii. Denial of God’s Sovereignty and the problem with prophecies

1. Pelegianism

a. “"Many Bible passages, when taken in their natural meaning, appear to indicate that God does not have absolute foreknowledge over all his own future actions, nor over all those of His moral creatures."

2. Such denial of His sovereignty means that God can not control events being fulfilled the way He intended it

3. In contrast, the God of the Bible is Sovereign (Proverbs 21: 31)

b. Authoritative Revelation to demand compliance undermined

i. Denial of God’s goodness and the problem of revealed moral commands

1. Liberalism

a. Some would say that the God of the Old Testament was evil, etc

2. Such denials of God’s goodness result in the need for another basis for moral standards

ii. Denial of God’s immutability and the problem of immutable revealed law

1. Process Theologians

a. From the Stanford Encyclopedia, we read about Charles Hartshorne’s view that:“God is continually attaining richer syntheses of experience”

i. Charles Hartshorne is an important figure in the Process Theology movement.

2. With a changing god, the revelation will eventually be irreverent as he changes

a. This would also result in the problem of relativism

3. In contrast, the Biblical God is immutable

a. “God is not a man, that he should lie, nor a son of man, that he should change his mind.” (Numbers 23:19a)

i. If revelation reveals God’s mind, ultimately, He does not change His mind.

c. Authoritative Revelation to enforce compliance undermined

i. Denial of God’s Omnipotence and ability to enforce compliance of revelation.

1. Neo-Classical Theism

a. Charles Hartshorne has a book titled, “Omnipotence and Other Theological Mistakes”
2. If God is not omnipotent, then He can not in every instance enforce compliance and is therefore not always authoritative in every instance

3. In contrast, the God of the Bible is omnipotent (See Job 40)


ii. Denial of God’s Holy Anger and His desire to enforce compliance

1. Televangelists

a. Joel Osteen once stated, “There’s so much negativity pulling people down that I think they respond when you say, ‘You know what: God’s not mad at you; he’s on your side, he’s got a good plan for your life, and when we obey what he wants us to do, we’re going to prosper.’

2. Such a god would not be mad enough to desire to enforce compliance on His revelation

3. In Contrast, the Biblical view of God hates sin

a. “The LORD is slow to anger and great in power; the LORD will not leave the guilty unpunished.” (Nahum 1:3a)

PART XI: THE AUTHORITY OF THE BIBLE PART IV: OBJECTIONS TO CULTURE AND TRADITIONS AS AUTHORITY

I. Introduction

a. The ultimate authority for the Christian ought to be the Word of God.

i. There can be no other ultimate authority.

1. This outline will consider the case against two alternative authorities that are usually marshaled against Biblical authority.  These are:

a. Authority on the basis of Culture

b. Authority on the basis of Traditions

2. Culture and Traditions: Definitions and relationship

a. Definition
i. Culture: A fixed or fluid social unit with networks of beliefs concerning social expectations, values and explanation of the world.

1. Henry Van Til famously described culture as “religion externalized”.

ii. Tradition: A network of beliefs concerning social expectation, values and narratives that claims to have historical antecedent and explanation of the world.

b. Relationship

i. Similarities

1. Both are networks of beliefs concerning social expectation, values and explanation of the world.

ii. Differences

1. Tradition usually invoke continuity with the past

2. Culture usually has a sense of the present.  

b. Methodology

i. False ultimate authority ought to be exposed.

1. Nature of ultimate authority

a. Sometimes people are not conscious of what their ultimate authority is

b. Other times their authority is not explicitly stated.

c. Still other times people are inconsistent.

2. The task of exposing false ultimate authority

In evangelism, counseling, discipleship and apologetics Christians must:

a. Bring to awareness the assumption of previously subconscious ultimate authority

b. Get one to state explicitly their ultimate authority

c. And attempt to demonstrate any inconsistencies concerning their ultimate authority 

c. After exposing these false authorities, the task is to demolish it

i. See 2 Corinthians 10:5

II. Objection to Culture as Ultimate Authority

a. Verses against cultural authority

i. Christians’ identity in Christ transcends ethnic culture

1. The two different group of people in redemptive history (Jews and Gentiles) are now one in Christ

a. See Galatians 3:26-29 and Ephesians 2:14-16

b. This leads to a new foundation in our life

i. “Consequently, you are no longer foreigners and aliens, but fellow citizens with God’s people and members of God’s household, built on the foundation of the apostles and prophets, with Christ Jesus himself as the chief cornerstone.” (Ephesians 2:19-20)

ii. The basic principles of this world is against Christ

1.  “See to it that no one take you captive through hollow and deceptive philosophy, which depends on human tradition and the basic principles of this world rather than Christ.” (Colossians 2:8)
a. “The basic principles of this world” is how the Bible describes the foundational belief that is man made, which correspond with our concept of culture.

b. Because the basic principles o this world is against Christ, Christians must reject it.

iii. In Christ, Christians already died to the basic principles of this world

1. “Since you died with Christ to the basic principles of this world, why, as though you still belonged to it, do you submit to its rules” (Colossians 2:20)

a. Believers no longer submit to the rules of the basic principles of this world

iv. In Christ, slavery to the basic principles of this world is of the past.

1. “So also, when we were children, we were in slavery under the basic principles of the world.” (Galatians 4:3)

a. Notice the past tense of the verse
v. Christians must beware of being enslaved again to the basic principles of this world

1. “See to it that no one take you captive through hollow and deceptive philosophy, which depends on human tradition and the basic principles of this world rather than Christ.” (Colossians 2:8)
vi. Objection: “You can not tell another culture what is right and what is wrong.”

1. In Philemon 8, Paul the Jew establishes that he can order the Gentile Philemon to do what is right.

2. Much of the Epistles is an example of God’s commandments through Jewish writers to Christians in a Gentile culture.

b. Further Objections

i. Which culture should be the Authoritative standard?

1. There are so many cultures and sub-culture in any given time and also in the past; which one should be authoritative? And why?

ii. Can cultures be wrong?

1. If cultures could be wrong, then cultures are not the authoritative standard for another authoritative standard is measuring it.

iii. The Problem of relativism

1. Culture changes

2. Cultures contradict with one another

III. Objection to Tradition as Ultimate Authority 

a. Why previous objections to Cultural authority applies to Traditions as well

i. Note that in the introduction of this outline, how cultures and traditions are similar and are different in terms of temporal origin (Tradition associated with the past, culture usually associated with the present).

ii. Tradition can either be a part of a culture (as in one’s cultural heritage) or else a type of culture (‘traditional culture’, whatever it might be) 

b. Verses against tradition as authority

i. Matthew 15:1-9

1. Context: Jesus argues with the Pharisees about why his disciples don’t wash their hands before they eat

2. Note verse three, “Jesus replied, ‘And why do you break the command of God for the sake of your tradition?’” (Matthew 15:3)

a. One ought not to break God’s commandment for traditions sake.

3. Note verse six, “Thus, you nullify the word of God for the sake of your tradition.” (Matthew 15:6b)

a. Do not for the sake of tradition, nullify God’s Word!

4. Note verse nine, quoted from Isaiah, “They worship me in vain; their teachings are but rules taught by men.” (Matthew 15:9)

a. Traditions origin is with man, and leads to vain worship

ii. Mark 7:1-13 (Mark’s account of Matthew 15:1-9)

1. Note verse eight, “You have let go of the commands of God and are holding on to the tradition of men.” (Mark 7:8)

2. Note verse nine, “And he said to them, ‘You have a fine way of setting aside the commands of God in order to observe your traditions!’”(Mark 7:9)

a. God’s Word is more authoritative than tradition!

iii. Colossians 2:8

1. See to it that no one take you captive through hollow and deceptive philosophy, which depends on human tradition and the basic principles of this world rather than Christ.” (Colossians 2:8)
c. Further Objections 

i. Which traditions is the ultimate authority?

1. Since there are so many traditions, which one should one accept as ultimate authority, and why?

a. For example, Roman Catholics argue their traditions must be accepted because it’s the original church, but various Eastern Orthodox churches and African Coptic churches give the same argument as Roman Catholics!

ii. Can traditions be wrong?

1. If so, then something else other than tradition is the ultimate standard.

iii. The problem of relativism

1. Traditions contradict one another

When one survey especially church history, one may find citations supporting one’s position and another find citations against it.

PART XII: DOCTRINE OF BIBLICAL INERRANCY PART I

A.  Motivation:  Why is Biblical Inerrancy Important? 

3. Importance-

a.
If there are errors in the bible, then everything we have studied thus far is weak and loosely founded.

b. Authority of the Scripture- if there are errors, then the passages that point to its own authority may be in error.

c. The Special revelation of God- if the direct and clear revelation of God is tarnished with errors, how can you take any of it as true and authoritative.

d. The character of God- we will be unable to trust God’s account of Himself if we know this from an error ridden bible.

e. This extends to all aspects of teachings and knowing God.  If there are errors in the bible, then everything we will study about God (Jesus, salvation, the Holy Spirit, etc.) will be weak and loosely founded.  How can you possibly reliably know anything about God?  

f. The character and essence of God then comes into question.

g. If you deny inerrancy and choose some things to be truthful and other things to be false, then something else (namely yourself) becomes a higher standard of truth than God.

B. 
What is Biblical Inerrancy?

8. Definition- Biblical inerrancy says that the bible is free from error, or put positively, that it tells the truth.

9. The bible points to its own truthfulness and inerrancy directly

a. John 17:17, God’s Word is Truth

10. It also points to its own truthfulness indirectly

a. Romans 3:4, God is true

b. 2 Timothy 3:16-17, The bible is inspired/breathed/given by God

c. Thus, we can conclude that the bible is true.

11. Inerrancy refers to the original writings of the people who wrote them.

a. We have only copies of the original written texts and sometimes there are small variants.

b. However, even with variants, the copies of the original texts still convey the exact same meaning and intent of the author.  

Example:  “Oscar is gr3at!”  We can still clearly understand the intent and meaning of the statement even though there is an error of 1 out of 12 letters or 8.3% error.

c. We can attribute errors to the copies of the original texts, but not the original texts themselves.  The people who copied the bible were not guaranteed by God to be inerrant, but the original texts are.  The difference is between man making a mistake (which we clearly understand that we do) and God making a mistake (which we clearly understand that He cannot)

12. Inerrancy allows for certain things

a. Allows for different styles used by the many different men who wrote the books in the bible which is attributed to their very diverse backgrounds:  rich, poor, educated, uneducated, doctors, lawyers, fishermen, princes, kings, prophets, etc.  These all point to the grace and sovereignty of God in writing the bible:  using fallen men’s personalities and characters to convey inerrant truth.  

b. Allows for “loose” quotations of texts.  Many of the writers had to translate from Hebrew to Greek, or Aramaic to Greek.  Inerrancy allows for the differences in translation without affecting truthfulness.  It was common for the original writers at the time not to make quotations verbatim, but to express the content of what was being said.  Example:  Red Letter bible

c. Allows for differences in the details of accounts of the same events.  It is OK for 2 people to describe the same event differently. Example:  Vantage Point

d. Allows for common language and understanding.  

Examples:  In terms of descriptions like the sun rising, setting, or sitting still in the air, technically, the sun is not doing anything and the earth is circling the sun, but the understanding is clear.  In regards to numbers, someone may say, “Dinner last night at small group was 20 bucks!” where technically, it was $20.02.  The meaning is still truthful and the understanding is clear.

e. Allows for unusual grammar.  Stylistic and grammatically irregular verses:  truthfulness, affect they do not.

C.  What does Jesus say about the Inerrancy of Scripture?

1. Matthew 4:4- Jesus accepted the complete inspiration of the bible and refers to every word being able to sustain mankind. 

2. Jesus references historical accounts and people found in the Old Testament.  If He did not believe in a completely inerrant Scripture, than it would serve Him to reference such detailed events.

a. Luke 17:28-29, Lot and the judgement on Sodom

b. Matthew 8:11, the patriarchs, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob.

c. Matthew 19:3-5, the creation of man and woman

d. Matthew 24:38-39, the ark Noah built and the biblical description of the times

e. Matthew 12:17, the reliability of Isaiah’s prophecy

f. Matthew 22:42-45, prophecy and historicity of King David.

g. John 5:45-46, Moses

3. Matthew 5:17-18, Jesus has a very clear understanding of the importance and truthfulness of Scripture

a. Not even the smallest letter or part of a letter will pass away.  Implying the importance of every stroke of the Scripture.

b. The Scripture will be fulfilled and the claims and prophecies written in the Scripture will be accomplished for sure.

4. John 10:31-38, Jesus takes a relatively obscure passage like Psalm 82 and points to its truthfulness, authority, and reliability

a. Verse 34, it is written in your Law

b. Jesus makes an argument from the single word “god”

c. Verse 35, states that the Scriptures cannot be broken

5. Matthew 22:41-46, Jesus relies on the reliability and prophetic nature of Psalm 110.

a. Describing the different words, YHWH and Adonai, Jesus points to his own messiahship. 

b. Verse 46, Even the Pharisees submit and are silenced when confronted by the inerrant authority of Scripture, how can we not?

PART XIII: DOCTRINE OF BIBLICAL INERRANCY PART II: THE NATURE OF DEBATING INERRANCY IN LIGHT OF THE DOCTRINE OF BIBLICAL AUTHORITY

I. The debate between Inerrancy and Errancy is a debate about Biblical authority vs. unbiblical authorities

a. Everyone has an ultimate standard/authority in which they rule out something as true of false (error)

i. Examples

1. Christian: Bible

2. Nonbelievers: Subjectivism, Relativism, Culture, social conventions, laws, etc

ii. The question is, what is this standard? Is it the Bible or something else?

1. It is the task of Christian apologetics to expose and refute these false standards.

b. Since the debate is about ultimate authority, the debate is chiefly ‘presuppositional’ in nature

i. One’s ultimate authority are generally not proven by ‘facts’, since one’s ultimate authority is the standard that determines what is or is not a fact

1. In its core, there is clash of philosophies of facts with those who believe in the authority of the Bible and those that do not.

c. Therefore, a rational defense of Inerrancy will have to come by way of ‘reasoning by presupposition’

i. It is not the marshalling of outside physical ‘facts’ per se.

1. Recall that any such ‘facts’ are established by one’s ultimate authority to begin with.

ii. This calls for an analysis of an opponent’s basis for their ultimate authority

1. For example, is it based upon subjectivism, popular opinion, etc?

a. The Christian engaging in apologetics would at this point refute the arbitrary basis for these authorities.

iii. This calls for an analysis of whether an opponent’s ultimate authority is coherent

1. In other words, are the statements of the opponent’s ultimate authority logically compatible (as opposed to logically conflicting) with one another?

iv. This calls for an analysis of whether an opponent’s ultimate authority is consistent with other beliefs that the opponent might assent towards

1. Does the opponent’s ultimate authority undermine the meaningfulness or intelligibility of other beliefs the opponent has?

II. The Christian must not reject Biblical inerrancy while defending Biblical inerrancy

a. It is irrational to do so.

i. It is rational in light of the doctrine of Biblical authority, the written and clear teaching of the Bible on this topic and the internal testimony of the Bible’s factual accuracy, to believe in the doctrine of Biblical inerrancy.

ii. Just because someone questions this doctrine does not grant them the right for you to negate your view temporarily.

1. They do not abandon their presuppositions when they argue for their point of view, why should you? 

b. It is immoral against God to do so.

i. If you believe this is God’s truth, will you deny His truth as revealed in Scripture?

c. Recall one’s ultimate commitment is the Scripture

i. “If he called them ‘gods,’ to whom the word of God came—and the Scripture cannot be broken…” (John 10:35)

1. Context was Jesus confronting the unbelief of the Jews

2. Notice that Jesus mentioned that the Scripture can not be broken

a. Christians know the answer a head of time, deducing from the Word of God the answer that the Bible is without error!

i. The Biblical errantists can offer at best an inductive case of the possibility of errors in the Bible  

d. Therefore, if the situation arises where you have to defend Biblical inerrancy by way of using Scripture itself, do not be afraid to do so!

i. The next outline will be an illustration of how this can be done.

PART XIV: DOCTRINE OF BIBLICAL INERRANCY PART III: SCRIPTURAL RESPONSE TO TWO COMMON OBJECTIONS

(NOTE: For the purpose of this outline, it will be limited only to show how Scripture refutes common objections employed against Biblical inerrancy.)

I. Objections considered
a. Objection #1: Moses did not write the Pentateuch!

ii. This view attempt to undermine the historicity of the first five books in the Bible.

1. If Moses did not write the first five books, it would fit the presuppositions and expectation of those who believe that the Bible is errant.

RESPONSE

iii. This was not what early first century Jews believed.

1. “Philip found Nathanael and told him, ‘We have found the one Moses wrote about in the Law, and about whom the prophets also wrote—Jesus of Nazareth, the son of Joseph.” (John 1:45)

a. This text shows that an early disciple of Jesus stated this truth in a matter of fact fashion.

b. This should lead one to question about the historicity of the doctrine of errancy as part of the historical and Biblical faith of the Jews. 

iv. Jesus taught that Moses did write the Pentateuch

1. “And Jesus said to him, ‘See that you tell no one; but go, show yourself to the priest, and present the offering that Moses prescribed, for a testimony to them.” (Matthew 8:4)

a. Jesus was talking about the Laws, which he stated as prescribed by Moses.

2. “For Moses said, ‘Honor your father and your mother,’ and ‘Anyone who curses his father and your mother must be put to death.’” (Mark 7:10)

a. Jesus quoted from the Laws (since the passage are found in Exodus, Deuteronomy and Leviticus) and attributed it directly to Moses

3. “Now about the dead rising—have you not read in the book of Moses, in the account of the bush, how God said to him, ‘I am the God of Abraham, the God of Issac, and the God of Jacob?’” (Mark 12:26)

a. Here, Jesus quotes from Exodus 3:6 in his argument against the Sadducees and attributed to Moses

4. “He said to them, ‘This is what I told you while I was still with you: Everything must be fulfilled that is written about me in the Law of Moses, the Prophets and the Psalms.” (Luke 24:44)

a. Jesus refers to the first five books as the “Law of Moses”

5. The weight of Jesus words

a. Some argued that Jesus was ignorant about who wrote the first five books and only parroted what the early Jews believed

i. But this is out of character with Jesus, who is the Truth, the Way and the Life (John 14:6)

1. Jesus knows the truth and only speaks truth, not lies and mistakes

v. Moved by the Spirit, Paul also wrote that Moses was an author of Scripture

1. “Again, I ask: Did Israel not understand? First, Moses says, ‘I will make you envious by those who are not a nation; I will make you angry by a nation that has no understanding.’” (Romans 10:19)

a. This was quoted from Deuteronomy 32:21 and attributed to Moses as the author.

vi. Moved by the Spirit, Luke also wrote in Scripture that Moses authored Scripture

1. “And beginning with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was said in all the Scriptures concerning himself.” (Luke 24:27)

e. Objection #2: Isaiah did not write Isaiah but the book was written by others at different times!

i. Objection explained

1. This objection typically attempt to explain Isaiah as written in two parts, the first part being chapter 1-39 and the second part being chapter 40-66.

a. Liberals say Chapter 40-66 was not written by Isaiah.

RESPONSE

ii. Scripture frequently refer to one Isaiah, and never two Isaiah.

1. “This man has gone to Jerusalem to worship, and on his way home was sitting in his chariot reading the book of Isaiah the prophet.” (Acts 8:28)

2. Other verses

a. All the verses that are used below also reinforce this point by mentioning one Isaiah.

iii. Portions of Isaiah 40-66 is attributed to Isaiah according to the New Testament.

1. “This is he who was spoken of through the prophet Isaiah: ‘A voice of one calling in the desert, “Prepare the way for the Lord, make straight paths for him.”’” (Matthew 3:3 quoting Isaiah 40:3)

2. “This was to fulfill what was spoken through the prophet Isaiah: ‘Here is my servant whom I have chosen, the one I love, in whom I delight; I will put my Spirit on him, and he will proclaim justice to the nations.  He will not quarrel or cry out; no one will hear his voice in the streets.  A bruised reed he will not break, and a smoldering wick he will not snuff out, till he leads justice to victory.  In his name the nations will put their hope.’” (Matthew 12:17-21, quoting Isaiah 42:1-4)

3. “As it is written in the book of the words of Isaiah the prophet: ‘A voice of one calling in the desert, ‘Prepare the way for the Lord, make straight paths for him.  Every valley shall be filled in, every mountain and hill made low.  The crooked roads shall become straight, the rough ways smooth.  And all mankind will see God’s salvation.’’” (Luke 3:4-6, quoting Isaiah 40:3-5)

4. Other verses 
a. Romans 10:16 quoting Isaiah 53:1 

b. Romans 10:20 quoting Isaiah 65:1 

c. Romans 10:21 quoting Isaiah 65:2

iv. Both portion of Isaiah are attributed back to back as written by Isaiah

1. “This was to fulfill the word of Isaiah the prophet: ‘Lord, who has believed our message and to whom has the arm of the Lord been revealed?’ For this reason they could not believe, because, as Isaiah says elsewhere: ‘He has blinded their eyes and deadened their hearts, so they can neither see with their eyes, nor understand with their hearts, nor turn—and I would heal them.’  Isaiah said this because he saw Jesus’ glory and spoke about him.” (John 12:38-41)

a. Notice that prophet Isaiah was mentioned three times

b. The first portion was quoted from Isaiah 53:1
c. Isaiah 6:10
PART XV: THE DOCTRINE OF BIBLICAL CLARITY

I. Definition

a. Clarity of the Bible-“the Bible is written in such a way that its teachings are able to be understood by all who will read it seeking God’s help and being willing to follow it.”
 

II. Arguments for Biblical Clarity

a. Scripture is clear enough to be even taught to children

i. “These commandments that I give you today are to be upon your hearts.  Impress them on your children.  Talk about them when you sit at home and when you walk along the road, when you lie down and when you get up.” (Deut. 6:6)
1. Notice that the Word of God is something that can be taught to those who are young.
b. Scripture is clear enough even for the simple

i. “The statutes of the LORD are trustworthy, making wise the simple.” (Psalm 19:7b)

1. If the Scripture is going to make the simple wise, the simple must at least understand it.

c. Though portions of Scripture are hard to understand, it is clear enough not to be distorted

i. Concerning Paul’s epistles, Peter writes: “His letters contain some things that are hard to understand, which ignorant and unstable people distort, as they do the other Scriptures, to their own destruction.” (2Peter 3:16b)

1. Notice that Peter admit Paul’s epistles can be hard to understand

2. Also note that despite being hard to understand, it is not something that ought to be twisted.

a. Only the ignorant and the unstable twist the Scriptures.

d. The All-powerful God can teach you His decrees

i. “Make your face shine upon your servant and teach me your decree.” (Psalm 119:135)

1. Notice that you can pray (ask God) that God will teach you the Word of God

a. Do you pray to God for understanding of the Word of God?

2. God is able to teach you His decree

III. Accounting for those who do not understand the Scripture

a. Objection: Then why do some do not understand despite Scripture being clear?

b. The issue of sin and suppression of truth

i. Man suppresses the truth

1. See Romans 1:18-19

a. Though things are plain and self-evident, yet sinners suppresses the truth

b. The problem is not the clarity of the Scripture but the reception by the receiver (sinful man)

ii. Nonbeliever’s sins leave them unregenerate

1. “He who belongs to God hears what God says.  The reason you do not hear is that you do not belong to God.” (John 8:47)

iii. The effect of the Fall even on Christians

1. Because sin taints everything (creation, mind, etc), the general effect of the Fall will effect Christians still in their reasoning and understanding.

a. This should lead Christians to be humble

i. Everyone could be wrong at one time or another.

ii. One should rely on the grace of God through meditation and prayer in studying the Bible, rather than one’s intellect per se.

iii. Christians ought to confess and repent from sins continually, so as sin would not hinder their understanding of Scripture.

IV. Analogy: Running the Red Light

a. The traffic light is clear in its signal and is working properly, but accidents occur because of driver’s error

i. This does not negate the clarity of the traffic light

ii. Anyone who disobey the traffic light is culpable for their errors, no matter what the excuse is.

PART XVI: THE SELF-ATTESTING WORD OF GOD PART I: MEANING AND PHILOSOPHICAL ISSUES

I. Definition and parameters

a. What is meant by self-attesting is that the Word of God is self-evidencing, that within the Word of God itself there is a rational reason to believe in the Scriptures

b. What does this mean?

i. First of all, the Bible itself teaches that it is the Word of God

ii. There is something within the Scriptures itself that is obvious, direct, and rational which powerfully testify that it is the Word of God even without an argument

1. Objection: “It is impossible to have an obvious and direct knowledge without some form of supporting argument”

a. But is this objection itself obviously true? If so, then this disproves this statement and is a useless objection

b. Otherwise, the finite adherent of this position either must attempt to defend their position with arguments for each point of their argument, and more arguments to back up their argument’s arguments, etc infinitively (an ‘obvious’ impossibility for a finite being);

c. Or eventually stop at some point and say that the final resting premise of their argument is so ‘obvious’ and need no further proof, thereby self-refuting themselves again

iii. The reading of the Word of God should show that it is the Word of God, but Sinners are capable of suppressing the truth 

1. Never forget Romans 1:18-20.

c. The crux of the matter: If God has chosen to reveal himself through His Word, we must not miss God’s own identification (namely, self-identification) of His Word

i. Ultimately, God himself must authenticate His Word

1.  God’s own authentication is necessary

a. If the Word of God itself does not itself testify that it is the Word of God (whether by direct propositions or otherwise), then the Bible is not necessarily the Word of God

i. You can vindicate the historical, geographical, and wise characteristics of the Bible, but there are other books that are not inspired by God nor are Scriptures that also gives historical, geographical and practical truths

1. Thus, it is necessary that at a minimum, the Bible claims to be God’s Word!

2. God’s own authentication is sufficient

a. Every argument requires premises that would be strong enough to support its conclusion

i. Claiming that the Bible is the Word of God would requires the testimony of God Himself

1. This is the ministry of the Holy Spirit which testify to the truthfulness of orthodox doctrines and the Word of God itself

II. The inseparable relationship between the doctrine of  the self-attesting and self-authorizing Bible

a. Both doctrines are not only very similar, but they require each other to be coherent.

i. Biblical self-attestation requires the self-authorization of Scripture

1. Since the Bible is self-authorizing, the internal testimony of God’s Word is legitimate because it rests on the highest authority of God, which is found in His authoritative Word.

ii. Biblical self-authorization requires the self-attestation of Scripture

1. Since the Bible is self-attesting, the self-authorization of the Scriptures should be obvious and therefore no one has any truly rational excuse to deny it

iii. Therefore, since both these doctrines require the foundation of one another to be coherent, one can not pick and choose one with the other and must accept them as part of one entire unit of Biblical truths

1. This is the beauty of the coherence of God’s truth in systematic theology and apologetics that we are privilege to appreciate if we accept doctrines taught in the Bible

a. The next section will provide the verses teaching the self-attestation of God’s Word.

PART XVII: THE SELF-ATTESTING WORD OF GOD PART II: THE BIBLICAL CASE
I. Introduction

a. This outline is a continuation of what has been set in Part I.

i. Hence, this outline will serve as the Scriptural reference for this doctrine.

1. Philosophical objections to this doctrine has been addressed in Part I and will not be dealt with here.

II. His Words are so obvious that believers recognizes it right away

a. “When he has brought out all his own, he goes on ahead of them, and his sheep follow him because they know his voice.” (John 10:4)

i. If you are a follower of Jesus, you would recognize or “know” His voice!

1. The self-attesting Word of God is a pre-requisite for true saving faith of believers.

III. His Word is so obvious that people instantly recognizes the radical authority of the Word of God

a. “When Jesus had finished saying these things, the crowds were amazed at his teaching, because he taught as one who had authority, and not as their teachers of the law.” (Matthew 7:28-29)

i. The context was after Jesus publically preached to the crowd for the first time.

ii. Even with the mass, the crowd knew that there was something obviously different in how Jesus taught as an authority. 

IV. God’s own words and testimony is greater than man’s words and testimony

a. “We accept man’s testimony, but God’s testimony is greater because it is the testimony of God, which he has given about His Son.  Anyone who believes in the Son of God has this testimony in his heart.  Anyone who does not believes in the Son of God has made him out to be a liar, because he has not believed the testimony God has given about his Son.” (1John 5:9-10)

i. Notice that God’s testimony is mentioned as greater than man’s testimony simply because it comes from God.

ii. Verse 10 goes further to say that God’s testimony has been given concerning His Son. 

V. The Word of God’s own evidence is greater than any other evidence

a. “He said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets; let them listen to them.’  ‘No father Abraham,’ he said, ‘but if someone from the dead goes to them they will repent.’  He said to him, ‘If they do not listen to Moses and the Prophets, they will not be convinced even if someone rises from the dead.’” (Luke 16:29-31)

i. This is the end of the Parable of Lazarus and the rich man

ii. Notice that Scripture itself is a greater evidence of Biblical truths than someone one who comes back to Earth from hell!

b. “I have testimony weightier than that of John.  For the very work that the Father has given me to finish, and which I am doing, testifies that the Father has sent me…You diligently study the Scriptures because you think that by them you possess eternal life.   These are the Scriptures that testify about me” (John 5:36, 39)

i. Evidence for Jesus claim include John the Baptist’s testimony, but Jesus have even better testimony than John the Baptist himself.

1. This testimony is from Scriptures

VI. The testimony of God’s own Words are valid even without any other evidences

a. “Jesus answered, ‘Even if I testify on my own behalf, my testimony is valid, for I know where I cam from and where I am going.  But you have no idea where I come from or where I am going.” (John 8:14)

i. If Jesus testify about himself, his testimony is already valid.

1. Yet, for our sake God has been so gracious as to provide further testimony (Scriptures, John the Baptist testimony, etc)

VII. The self-evidencing in the Word of God is sufficient enough that rejecting it will result in God’s judgment

a. Read John 12:48

VIII. Application

a. If the Word of God is self-evidencing, one ought to believe and trust in the contents revealed in the Word of God.

b. Believers ought to seek assurance of one’s salvation and the truthfulness of the Christian faith and doctrines in the pages of Scriptures itself!

c. Believers should be encouraged to know more fully that the Word of God should be used during evangelism, encouragement, preaching and counseling because of its self-evidencing power!

PART XVIII: THE DOCTRINE OF ILLUMINATION

I. Introduction

a. Definition: “The ministry of the Holy Spirit whereby He enlightens those who are in a right relationship with Him to comprehend the written Word of God.”

i. This doctrine is about the Holy Spirit, His role, and the Word of God

b. Relationship of the doctrine of Illumination and other doctrines of the Bible

i. The doctrines of Biblical clarity, the self-attestation of the Word of God and Biblical illumination are inter-related

1. These three doctrines are crucial preconditions for the readers to know the truth as revealed in Scripture.

ii. How the three doctrines relate

1. Internal/External conditions

a. Internal conditions

i. Doctrine of Biblical clarity

1. There is clarity within the Bible itself (internally) so that we may know its truth. 

ii. Doctrine of Biblical self-attestation

1. The Bible within itself (interally) is self-evidencing so that we may know its truth.

b. External conditions

i. Doctrine of Illumination

1. The Bible by the Holy Spirit (external) gives understanding so that we may know its truth.

c. These doctrines are not contradictory but super-reinforces what is already sufficient

2. Analogy of the teacher and the textbook

a. In a class of competent college students, there is in this case a very clearly written textbook of obvious truths, and a competent math teacher

i. The book itself is clear in its explanation, and the truths presented so obvious.

ii. Having a teacher does not mean the book isn’t clear or obvious, but the teacher reinforces and helps students understand. 

II. Biblical foundation for Illumination

a. “We have not received the spirit of the world but the Spirit who is from God, that we may understand what God has freely given us.” (1Corinthians 2:12)

i. This verse shows that the Spirit provides believers understanding

ii. Notice how in the context, the Word of God is the medium (1Corinthians 2:13, see below)

b. “This is what we speak, not in words taught us by human wisdom but in words taught by the Spirit, expressing spiritual truths in spiritual words.” (1 Corinthians 2:13)

i. The Spirit teaches with Words, but what Words?

1. These words are “spiritual words” of the Apostles namely the Word of God  

c. “But when he, the Spirit of truth, comes, he will guide you into all truth.  He will not speak on his own; he will speak only what he hears, and he will tell you what is to come.” (John 16:13)

i. When the Spirit illuminates, its not so much as something new that he guides believers to nor something new the Spirit says, but what was stated previously that he heard

1. What the Spirit heard is not man’s wisdom (see above), but must be God’s Words itself

III. Aspect of the Holy Spirit’s role which relate to illumination

a. The Holy Spirit as the teacher

i. “But the Counselor, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father will send in my name, will teach you all things and will remind you of everything I have said to you.” (John 14:26)

b. The Holy Spirit as the reminder (See John 14:26, as quoted above)

c. The Holy Spirit as a Guide (See John 16:13, as quoted above)

IV. Why does the Holy Spirit illuminates?

a. Because of man’s total depravity

i. “The man without the Spirit does not accept the things that come from the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness to him, and he cannot understand them, because they are spiritually discerned.” (1 Corinthians 2:14)

1. Without the Spirit’s aide, there is no understanding nor moral ability on the part of nonbelievers to accept Biblical truths

V. What then, does this lead us to in our lives?

a. This should comfort us, knowing that the Spirit is involved in our study of the Word of God

i. Have you sought His help in prayers to the Holy Spirit?

b. This should make us realize that an encounter with the Word of God is an encounter with the Holy Spirit also!

i. Is there sin in your life that would block you from meeting God? 

1. Confess your sins to Him, and repent because of God’s grace for you through Jesus Christ!

c. Have you thank God for the Holy Spirit (or thank the Holy Spirit directly as well!) and His ministry in illuminating the Word of God for you?
PART XIX: THE ETERNAL WORD OF GOD

I. Meaning 

a. The Word of God, as soon as it is written or spoken, is the Word of God, and does not cease being the Word of God.

i. In other words, the word of God remains the Word of God forever.

1. This however, does not deny the doctrine of progressive revelation.

II. The Word of God originates from God and is the Word of God from the beginning.

a. Explanation: The Word of God did not ‘evolved’ from someone’s words and then become God’s Words later on but it is rather God’s Word’s from the beginning.
b. “The Spirit of the LORD spoke through me; his word was on my tongue.” (2 Samuel 23:2)

i. This is David’s last words and oracle.

ii. Notice how God’s word was already on David’s tongues.

c. “This is the word that came to Jeremiah from the LORD” (Jeremiah 11:1)
i. Notice how the word from the LORD came upon Jeremiah, and not just only from Jeremiah.

III. Even later it was first spoken or written, the Word still remain the Word of God

a. “I remember your ancient laws, O LORD; and I find comfort in them.” (Psalm 119:52)

i. Even if the laws of God are ‘ancient’, the Word is still relevant and also comforting. 

b. “And said, ‘Brothers, the Scripture had to be fulfilled which the Holy Spirit spoke long ago through the mouth of David concerning Judas, who served as guide for those who arrested Jesus” (Acts 1:16)

i. Note how what the Holy Spirit spoke is the Scriptures and through the human agency of David.

1. This verse reinforces the Evangelical doctrine of Inspiration of Scriptures.

ii. Even in the New Testament era, the Word of God in the Psalms remains the Word of God.

IV. The Word as eternal
a. “The grass withers and the flowers fall, but the word of our God stands forever.” (Isaiah 40:8)

b. “Your word, O LORD, is eternal; it stands firm in the heavens.” (Psalm 119:89)

i. Notice how the Psalmist declares that the Word stands firm in the heavens.
c. “Your laws endure to this day, for all things serve you.” (Psalm 119:91)
d. “Your statutes are forever right; give me understanding that I may live.” (Psalm 119:144)

i. Not only is His Word forever, but they are forever right and one ought to pray to God to understand it so as to live right with God.

e. “All your words are true; all your righteous laws are eternal.” (Psalm 119:160)

i. Notice how in the last verse of Psalm 119, it talks about the truthfulness, righteous and eternal characteristic of Scripture.

f. “I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke o a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything is accomplished.” (Matthew 5:18)

i. Even in the New Testament, Jesus affirm the eternity of God’s Word.

V. Application

a. Are you listening and obeying God’s Word?

b. Do you need to be comforted? Go to the Ancient Scriptures! (Psalm 119:152)

c. Do you struggle with doubts with whether or not the Word of God remains? May this biblical doctrine assure you!

d. Are their sins in your life in light of the eternally righteous law of God? Turn to Jesus Christ for your sins to be forgiven!

PART XX: THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE PART I: INTRODUCTION
I. Definition

a. Wayne Grudem: “The canon of Scripture is the list of all the books that belong in the Bible.”

b. Norman Geisler: “Canonicity-The character of a biblical book that marks it as a part of the canon of Scripture, namely, the divine inspiration and authority that designate a book as part of the rule or standard of faith and practice.”

c. In short, canon involves the issue of recognizing which books were inspired by God.
II. Importance of the Canon

a.  “I will hasten and not delay to obey your commands.” (Psalm 119:60)

i. Yet, how can one obey the Word of God if one does not know which books are the Word of God?
b. “Do not add to what I command you and do not subtract from it, but keep the commands of the LORD your God that I give you.” (Deuteronomy 4:2)

i. One needs to know what the commands of God are in order not to add and subtract from it

c. “All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness, so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.” (2Timothy 3:16-17)

i. The entirety of Scripture is sufficient for the Christian for the ministry and Christian living, yet how would this be possible if one does not know what encompasses Scripture?

III. A God-centered approach to the Canon rather than a socio-centered approach

a. Any theory on the canon presupposes a theory in regards to the origin of Scripture itself.  The Christian is obligated to start with the axiom that Scripture originates from God rather than men or even the Church.

b. “First, a book is not the Word of God because it is accepted by the people of God.  Rather, it was accepted by the people of God because it is the Word of God.  That is, God gives the book its divine authority, not the people of God.  They merely recognize the divine authority which God gives to it.”

c. Concerning the church, “She discerns the canon of the Scriptures, she does not make it; she has recognized their authenticity, she has not given it.”

d. The Church is not the mother which gave birth and regulates the Scripture, but the Church is the child of the Scripture, who recognizes the Word of God and submits to it.
PART XXI: THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE PART II: FOUNDATION FROM THE DOCTRINES ON THE BIBLE
VI. The need for a Biblical approach to the Canon

a. If a Christian ought to be Biblically driven in all that he does and be biblical in his thinking, then the study of the Canon must be approached biblically.

b. A Christian must pay attention to what Scripture directly say and what is deduced from Scripture concerning the Canon, when he begins his studies on the Canon.

i. To gather together what the Bible has to say about itself, this activity is really, systematic theology.

1. Doctrines are an important foundation for the Canon.

VII. Ramification of the self-authorizing Bible

a. If the Bible authorizes its own words, then it is God’s own authority that makes a book authoritative to be in Scripture.

i. If it is God’s authority that places a book in the Bible, this means that the books in the Canon are not selected upon by the authority of any culture or traditions of man.

1. To ultimately depend on some kind of list or non-biblical outside references to produce an ‘infallible’ list or source of the Canon is impossible, since only the Bible itself is infallible.

a. Therefore the canonicity of a book must rest on the self-authorizing characteristics of the book itself.

b. In order for Scripture to be self-authorizing, it requires certain doctrines of God’s character.

i. But these doctrines of God are also foundational for the Canon.

1. God’s Sovereignty- He is in control and will always be the one to put the proper books in the Bible.

2. God’s Omnipotence- God is able to preserve the Bible despite attempts to rid Christianity and the Bible.

VIII. Ramification of the self-attesting Word of God

a. Since the Word of God requires that God attest to His Words Himself, this internal evidence of the Bible would be an important key to the Scripture.

b. As established elsewhere
, when one encounter the Word of God, one should know immediately, directly without any further arguments that it is the Word of God.

c. The self-authorizing of the books in the Bible is automatically self-attested in the text by God himself.

i. To summarize again, God testify inwardly in the text itself of what are the canonical books simply because the Word of God has that kind of authority and powerful self-evidence.

IX. Ramification of the Clarity of the Word of God

a. The Self-evidencing of the Word of God would testify which books are God’s Word.  Contrary to what people might wish or say, this inward testimony of God in the Bible is clear and not something that can be rationally and objectively be doubted.

X. Ramification of the Illumination of Scripture

a. Despite the noetic effects sin, since Christians have the Holy Spirit to illuminate Scripture, which further reinforces the canonicity of a book in the Bible.

XI. Ramification of the Eternal nature of the Word of God

a. Since the Word of God is eternal in nature, the books in the Bible will always manifest the attributes of the Word of God: clear, self-evidenced, self-authorized, illuminated for believers and used by the Spirit to convict sinners.
b. Since the Word of God is eternal, there really can not be any books lost forever,   

XII. CONCLUSION

a. The Christian assurance of the Canon must rest upon God Himself, and a proper understanding of the Doctrines of the Bible.

b. Doctrines are important in why Christians trust the canon.

PART XXII: THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE PART III: APOLOGETICS AGAINST MISSING BOOKS ARGUMENT IN LIGHT OF ANTI-SUPERNATURAL PRESUPPOSITIONS

I. Introduction

a. The assertion that there are missing books in the Bible is a popular one employed by those who are against the faith.

b. The media regularly provoke this challenge in various forms.

i. They report that “scholars say that Book X is missing from the canon”

ii. Or they report that “Book Y should not have been in the Bible”. 

II. Those who reject the need for a Biblical approach to the Canon

a. A Biblical approach to the Canon was the topic of Part II.

b. However, some do not adhere to the Biblical approach.

i. Among one hostile approach to the Canon are those who approach it with anti-supernatural presuppositions.

1. Operating from such a presupposition, the Canon is nothing more than a list of books that a particular religious group holds as sacred.

III. Anti-supernatural explanation of the canon is only sociological in nature

a. In seeking to account for the canon without the supernatural, the canon is nothing more than a natural phenomenon.

b. The nature of the canon would be different than that of the Christian:

i. Canon would be determined by religious group vs. Canonicity because it is God’s Word

ii. The Canon reflects beliefs of only a certain time period and location of a certain religious group vs. the Canon containing books that gives timeless truth from God. 

iii. The content within the canon is limited in its application only to its adherents vs. the content of the canon includes the objective demand of God upon all.

c. In essence, the nature of the canon as mentioned above is nothing more than sociological in nature.

i. The response of this outline is directed towards this form of attack of the Canon which excludes a biblical approach to the Canon.

IV. Is it possible that there are missing/extra books in the Christian canon according to anti-supernatural presuppositions?

a. The following is in an internal critique of the anti-super naturalists argument in light of their presuppositions.
b. Answer: No, since anti-supernatural presuppositions means that the Canon are determined by religious group

i. It is categorically impossible to say that books are missing if the religious group as the final arbitrator of the canon didn’t accepted the book in question.

ii. It is categorically impossible to say a book should not have been added if the religious group does not want it as part of their canon since they are the final authority of their own canon.

1. With anti-supernatural presuppositions, there are no higher principles to invoke for a group not to add or subtract from their canon since the religious group are the highest authority to establish their own religious canon.

c. Answer: No, since anti-supernatural presuppositions means that the Canon only reflect beliefs of only a certain period and location of a certain religious group.

i. To say a book is ‘missing’ implies that a book ought to be in the canon of a certain religion

1. Yet if the canon only reflects the group’s beliefs and values of a certain time period and location, there can be no missing books, just only irrelevant books that are removed by the group when the times changes.

ii. To say a book is an ‘extra addition’ implies that a book ought not to be in the canon of a certain religion

1. Yet if the canon only reflects the group’s beliefs and values of a certain time period and location, there can be no extra books unnecessarily added, since all books added by the religious group reflects its belief in their time and location.

a. Arguments that an old book ought to be added to the canon of a religious group make no sense if the group of another time period does not believe it reflects their current values.

i. Remember, it is the religious groups that determine the Canon in light of anti-supernatural presuppositions. 
d. Answer: No, since anti-supernatural presuppositions makes the content within the canon limited to only its adherents.

i. If the canon is only applicable to a certain religious groups, what place does an outsider have to force their agenda of adding/subtracting someone else’s canon?

1. Outsiders who engage in such pursuit are unwittingly forcing their canons upon those who does not adhere to them and is futile since each group lists their own canon.

a. There are no standards of the canon which transcend beyond the autonomy of each religious group according to anti-supernatural presuppositions.

V. Conclusion

a. Therefore, arguments constructed from anti-supernatural presuppositions against the Christian Canon makes no sense within their own presuppositions.

b. The Christian ought to not fear the nature of such objections.

c. Christians must continually grow in their trust in God concerning the Christian canon and ensure in their confidence of the Biblical approach to the Canon.
PART XXIII: THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE PART IV: APOLOGETICS AGAINST CANONICITY FROM ECCLESSATICAL AUTHORITY   
I. Introduction: Summary of the Ecclesiastical Authority Perspective

a. There are religious bodies that assert that it is the authority within their ecclesiastical bodies and traditions which establish what books are canonical in the Bible.

i. In various forms, these groups include but are not limited to:

1. Roman Catholicism

2. Various Eastern Orthodoxy

3. Various unorthodox cults

ii. These groups will try to argue that establishing the canon require their authoritative traditions

1. They say that there needs to be an infallible authority to establish canonicity.

2. Their ‘true church’ is the infallible source that answers the question of the canon.

3. Without the sole magisterial authority of their organization, they argue that there will be undesired theological chaos not only concerning the Canon but other areas as well.

b. Be aware that these arguments often occur in an atmosphere that attempt to provide substance to the claim that their religious group is the true infallible and authoritative church.

i. They often are arguing that the Canon one can only come about because of their organization’s authority.

1. The appeal from them would be, ‘Why not come to terms with our church since you accept ‘our’ Canon?’

ii. Hence, Christians must be aware of such scheme and be on guard with the Word of God.

1. The greater issue of the debate must also be dealt with at its proper time (“Is this the church, the true infallible church?”), and ultimately it comes down to the question: “Are the doctrines of this church Biblically sound or unsound?”

a. Listen to this exhortation from the Word of God: “Dear friends, do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits to see whether they are from God, because many false prophets have gone out into the world.” (1John 4:1)

i. Ramification: Prophets claim to speak for God (similar to the infallible authorities in a religious organization) and must be tested.  This outline will test their claim to see if it is from God.  

II. Claim: There needs to be an infallible authority outside of the Bible to establish canonicity.

a. But that infallible authority can be found internally within the self-authorizing, self-attesting infallible Word of God itself.

i. Those who reject this self-attesting character of the Word can argue that this is circular and one needs another infallible authority to establish the canon of the Infallible Scriptures.

1. If so, then the infallible authority to establish the canon of the Infallible Scripture would have to be established by another infallible source.

a. And that Infallible authority would have to be established by another infallible source. 

b. Thus, there is the problem of an infinite regress

2. But some would say that the Infalliable ecclesiastical authority as the standard for canonicity is obvious or self-evident and need not to be established in the fashion mentioned above.

a. Therefore within their own argument, there is no reason why the infallible and self-evidencing Word of God can not enjoy the same epistemological status as the ecclesiastical authority since the Scriptures is greater or at minimum equal to it

b. Groups that appeal to traditions as Infalliable authority over the Canon of God’s Word has the problem of making traditions above the Word of God.

i. Do these same traditions elsewhere contradict the Authoritative Word of God? If so, there is a problem.
1. “Thus, you nullify the word of God for the sake of your tradition.” (Matthew 15:6b)

ii. It really should be the Bible as authoritative over traditions and judging traditions instead of the other way around.

III. Claim: Without the sole magisterial authority of their organization, they argue that there will be undesired theological chaos not only concerning the Canon but other areas as well.

a. Note: This is a common argument used to convince Christians to reject Sola Scriptura (Scripture as the sole final authority) because it results in divisive chaos of various opinions without the ‘true’ church’s authority.

b. The Canonical lists of various religious groups conflicts and contradict one another.

c. The argument from disunity provides us still with the problem: Which religious organization then, has the true sole magisterial authority?

i. There are competing groups for this position and disunity between the various groups that claim infallibility.

1. Is the Greek Orthodox right? Is it the Roman Catholics? Is it the Egyptian Coptic Church?

d. Using their line of reasoning, this self-defeats the argument itself: With the theological chaos that arises from the principle of sole magisterial authority, one should thus reject the sole magisterial authority because of undesired theological chaos and confusion of who’s right.

IV. Claim: The ‘true church’ is needed as the infallible source that answers the question of the canon. 

a. This is not true, as the Old Testament Canon was recognized even without it being established by a religious organization’s authority.

i. Remember that Jesus used canonical books to give a systematic theology lesson about Himself after His resurrection.

1. “And beginning with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was said in all the Scriptures concerning Himself.”(Luke 22:27)

a. Jesus used canonical books before any Jewish council met to officially announce the Canon.
b. Note that as Jesus went through the Canon, there was no dispute of the canonicity of the books He cited that day. The Canon was recognized in absence of a council or organization that established the canon by its own authority.
b. The list of these religious groups are not infalliable, as there are internal contradictions within the religious groups authority.

i. For example with the Catholics, Popes have established different books as canonical.

PART XXIV: THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE PART V: INERRANCY AND THE 
CANONICAL COHERENCE TEST

I. Introduction: Canon Debate and Clash of Worldview

a. The Debate about the Canon is about what is included in the ultimate standard.

i. Since it is the ultimate standard that is being questioned, any canon debate is unavoidably a clash of worldview.

1. The content of the book in questions is usually argued by it’s proponents since the writing support doctrines or practices that are false, wrong and unbiblical.

a. Understanding the nature of the debate should lead one to be conscious of and also apply biblical principles of Presuppositional Apologetics in these debates.

i. Since there is no such thing as religious neutrality, a Christian must not forsake what is clearly true in Scripture in order to accommodate those who assert contradicting writings.

ii. Whatever unbiblical presuppositions the opponent holds to must be exposed and demonstrated to be irrational.

iii. Biblical doctrines do matter. Right doctrines should shape one’s direction and method in defending the truth and refuting error.

II. Doctrine of Inerrancy: Foundation for Canonical Coherence Test

a. Since the doctrine of Inerrancy is true
, and truth is not self-contradicting, this has ramification in the area of the Canon.

i. The entire true Canon from God can not be self-contradicting.

ii. If there are any controversial writing asserted to be canonical, yet it contradicts other portion of established Scripture, the literature in question can not be the Word of God.

1. Thus, the doctrine of Inerrancy gives us a test to rule out a heretical work not only as unbiblical, but non-Canonical.

III. Examples of the Canonical Coherence Test Applied

a. Does the Book of Tobit contradict Scripture?

i. Short Background 
1. The Book of Tobit is part of the Roman Catholic Canon and not in Protestant Canon.
2. It is also written in Greek instead of Hebrew.
ii. “Prayer and fasting are good, but better than either is almsgiving accompanied by righteousness. A little with righteousness is better than abundance with wickedness. It is better to give alms than to store up gold; for almsgiving saves one from death and expiates every sin. Those who regularly give alms shall enjoy a full life” (Tobit 12:8-9)

1. Is there another way, specifically through alms giving, which expiates for our sins?

a. “In fact, the law requires that nearly everything be cleansed with blood, and without the shedding of blood there is no forgiveness.” (Hebrews 9:22)

i. Alms giving does not concern with blood, and therefore can not expiates every sin.

2. Does our righteousness accompanying almsgiving saves one from death and expiates every sin?

a. Alms giving to expiates for every sin is already shown to be unbiblical in the above.

b. “I do not set aside the grace of God, for if righteousness could be gained through the law, Christ died for nothing!” (Galatians 2:21)

i. Our righteousness (as measured by the Law) will not saved us and if it can save us, Christ doing for sinners would not make sense.

b. Does 2nd Maccabees contradict Scripture?

i. Short Background

1. This is a book in the Roman Catholic Canon but not in the Protestant Canon.

2. It is also written in Greek instead of Hebrew.

ii. “Turning to supplication, they prayed that the sinful deed might be fully blotted out. The noble Judas warned the soldiers to keep themselves free from sin, for they had seen with their own eyes what had happened because of the sin of those who had fallen.  He then took up a collection among all his soldiers, amounting to two thousand silver drachmas, which he sent to Jerusalem to provide for an expiatory sacrifice. In doing this he acted in a very excellent and noble way, inasmuch as he had the resurrection of the dead in view; for if he were not expecting the fallen to rise again, it would have been useless and foolish to pray for them in death.  But if he did this with a view to the splendid reward that awaits those who had gone to rest in godliness, it was a holy and pious thought.  Thus he made atonement for the dead that they might be freed from this sin.” (2 Maccabees 12:42-46)

1. Context: This is about a Jew name Judas who led an army to fight for the Jews, and in the course of slain soldiers, was led to pray for them.
2. Is there atonement through alms giving?

a. See the above concerning Tobit and alms giving.

3. Is there hope of sin being blotted after death?

a. “Just as man is destined to die once, and after that to face judgment” (Hebrews 9:27)

i. There is only judgment after death.
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� Richard Mayhue, “The Authority of Scripture”, Master Seminary Journal, Fall 2004) pg. 232.


� See the outline, “Introduction to Systematic Theology: Definition And Its Place With Other Theologies ”


� John Frame, The Doctrine of the Knowledge of God, (Phillipsburg, Presbyterian And Reformed), 87.


� John Frame, Apologetics To The Glory of God: An Introduction, (Phillipsburg, Presbyterian and Reformed), 1.


� See the previous outline, “The Authority Of The Bible Part II: God’s Word and God’s Character”


� John Sanders at � HYPERLINK "http://opentheism.info" ��http://opentheism.info� 


� Gordon C. Olson, Sharing Your Faith: The Three M’s of Witnessing, (Chicago, Bible Research Fellowship) TIII pg. 18.


� See my outline “The Moral Argument for the Existence of God”.


� Available at � HYPERLINK "http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/hartshorne/" ��http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/hartshorne/� .


� See my article, “Joel Osteen At A Glance: His Interview”.


� Wayne Grudem, Systematic Theology: An Introduction To Biblical Doctrine, (Grand Rapids: Zondervan), 109.


� For an extended treatment of what the Bible teaches about itself, consult the classical work by Louis Gaussen titled Theopneustia.


� For a longer development of this idea as it is formulated by Presuppositional apologists such as Cornelius Van Til and Greg Bahnsen, please read:


Greg Bahnsen, Van Til’s Apologetics: Readings and Analysis (Phillipsburg, Presbyterian and Reformed), 194-220.


� Please consult my outline, “The Authority of the Bible Part I: The Self-Authorizing Scripture”


� Paul P. Enns, The Moody Handbook of Theology (Chicago, Moody Press), 155.


� Here the Christian is reminded again of the inter-relationship of what seemingly at first glance are non-related biblical doctrines but a closer glance there is an integral and beautiful unity of true Christian theology.


� Wayne Grudem, Systematic Theology: An Introduction To Biblical Doctrine, (Grand Rapids: Zondervan), 54.


� Norman Geisler, A General Introduction to the Bible, (Chicago: Moody Press), 638.


� Ibid, 210.


� Louis Gaussen, God-Breathed: The Divine Inspiration of the Bible, (Unicoi: Trinity Foundation), 132.


� For more on the doctrine concerning the self-authorizing Word of God, see Part VIII in the Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Authority of the Bible Part I: The Self-authorizing Scripture”


� See Part XI in the Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Authority of the Bible Part IV: Objections to Culture and Traditions as authority”


� See Part IX in the Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Authority of the Bible Part II: God’s Word and God’s Character”


� For more on the doctrine concerning the self-attesting Word of God, see Part XVI in the Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Self-Attesting Word of God Part I: Meaning and Philosophical Issues” and also Part XVII titled, “The Self-Attesting Word of God Part II: The Biblical Case”


� See Part XVII of the Systematic Theology outlines titled, “The Self-Attesting Word of God Part II: The Biblical Case”


� See Part XV of Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Doctrine of Biblical Clarity”


� See Part XVIII of Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Doctrine of Illumination”


� See Part XIX of the Systematic Theology outline titled, “The Eternal Word of God”


� This is not to say that everything in the Christian canon is required by God of us today, as there exceptions when one rightfully understand the text according to its proper context.  For example, some parts of the text are specific requirements for certain people only in an historical narrative, and not a law for us today, etc.  Christians acknowledge this but also acknowledge that Scripture also have universal laws demanded by God upon all.


� Please consult Part XXI in this systematic theology outlines titled, “The Canon of Scripture Part II: Foundation From The Doctrines On The Bible”





� Please consult Part VI in this systematic theology outlines titled, “The Authority of the Bible Part V: Objections to Culture and Traditions Authority”


� As a side note, this is a reason why being grounded in systematic theology and knowing what the entirety of what Scripture teaches is important, as it impact not only a believer’s approach to apologetics, but ethics, character, and other sphere of a Christian’s life as well.


� Please consult Part XII in this systematic theology outlines series titled, “Doctrine of Biblical Inerrancy Part I”


� This shows yet another reason why systematic theology is important. Those who are well versed with what the Scripture teaches will be able to apply this test more readily than those who are less knowledgeable.


� Quoted from the New American Bible, accessed online from the United States Conference of Catholic Bishops website at � HYPERLINK "http://www.usccb.org" ��http://www.usccb.org�.





