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( The purpose of this book is to bring an evangellcal doctrine of Scripture
conversation with the implications generated by some important themes in
modern biblical scholarship -- particularly Old Testament scholarship --

over the past 150 years. )
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( To put it this way is to suggest that such a conversation has not taken

place, at least not to the degree that it could have. It is not to suggest,
however, that evangelical biblical scholarship has not engaged many of
these issues responsibly on an academic level. There is no question that
evangelical scholars have made many excellent contributions, for example,

in archeological, historical, and textual studies. )
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(In my view, however, what is needed is not simply for evangelicals to
work in these areas, but to engage the doctrinal implications that work in
these areas raises. )
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( Without wanting to overstate the matter, | know or hear of a fair number
of Christians who conclude that the contemporary state of biblical
scholarship makes an evangelical faith unviable. These are the primary
readers | envision for this book, those who desire to maintain a vibrant and
reverent doctrine of Scripture, but who find it difficult to do so because
they find familiar and conventional approaches to newer problems to be
unhelpful.)
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(On the one hand, | am very eager to affirm that many evangelical
instincts are correct and should be maintained, for example, the conviction
that the Bible is ultimately from God and that it is God’s gift to the church. )
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( Any theories concerning Scripture that do not arise from these
fundamental instincts are unacceptable. )
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( On the other hand, how the evangelical church fleshes out its doctrine of
Scripture will always have somewhat of a provisional quality to it. )
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( This is not to say that each generation must disregard the past and start
afresh, formulating ever-new doctrines, bowing to all the latest fads. )
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(But it is to say that at such tlme when new evidence comes to light, or old
evidence is seen in a new light, we must be willing to engage that evidence
and adjust our doctrine accordingly. )
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( Such adjustments do not simply represent recent developments. One need
only think of Copernicus (1473-1543), the Polish astronomer who
determined that the earth revolved around the sun, a heretical view at the
time.  The Catholic Church resisted this evidence for many years (Galileo
was imprisoned for it in 1633).  Eventually, however, the previously held
“biblical” geocentric view was abandoned by the church.  This is just one
of many examples that could be given where evidence outside the Bible, in
this case scientific, affected how we view the Bible.  Or to put it better,
the scientific evidence showed us that the worldview of the biblical authors
affected what they thought and wrote,  and so the worldviews of the
biblical authors must be taken into consideration in matters of biblical
interpretation. )
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( Reassessment of doctrine on the basis of external evidence, therefore, is
nothing new. ) »
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( To state it differently, our topic is the age-old question of the relationship



between special revelation (the Bible) and general revelation (creation, i.e.,
everything else). )
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( My concern is that, at least on a popular level, a defensive approach to
the evidence tends to dominate the evangelical conversation. )
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( For recent generations of evangelicals, this tendency has its roots in
certain developments that occurred in biblical scholarship during the
nineteenth century and made headlines in the so-called
modernist/fundamentalist controversies around the turn of the twentieth
century (e.g., the Scopes monkey trial). )
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( The effects of these developments can still be felt today. )
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( Much of the evangelical theological landscape of the twentieth and into
the twenty-first centuries was dominated by a “battle for the Bible.” The
terms are familiar: liberal vs. conservative, modernist vs. fundamentalist,
mainline vs. evangelical, progressive vs. traditionalist. ~ Such labels may
serve some purpose, but they more often serve to entrench rather than
enlighten. )



& BB SECEREE AN IE - a8 Ik F 18 SR 8 E0 Y 77 & H HHIR( liberal )
o4 (conservative ) > HEFRIRE RIS HELEME. » fiE A IR
IRHAE TRV RS -



