
CHAPTER	1	
	

WHAT	THE	BIBLE	IS	
NOT	



What	exactly	is	the	Bible?	

•  Begins	with	stories	passed	down	orally	over	
thousands	of	years.	

•  Poetry	books	
•  Book	by	prophets	
•  Gospels	
•  Acts	
•  21	le>ers	
•  Revela@on	



Some	people	use	the	acronym	
Basic	
Instruc@ons	
Before	
Leaving	
Earth	
	
Hamilton	says	that	the	Bible	is	neither	basic	nor	
simply	instruc@ons	for	what	to	do	before	you	die.		

Do	you	agree	or	disagree?	



Some	people	treat	the	Bible	like	a	Magic	8	ball.		
Ask	it	a	ques@on	and	then	turn	to	some	random	
page	for	an	answer.	

Is	this	a	good	way	to	use	the	Bible?	



Hamilton	says	that	some	people	expect	the	Bible	
to	be	a	book	of	systema@c	theology,	carefully	
laying	out	doctrine	and	dogma	in	each	verse.	

What	is	the	Trinity?	

Use	your	concordance	to	find	the	word	Trinity	
in	a	verse.	



Scripture	contains	neither	the	word	Trinity,	nor	
an	expressly	formulated	doctrine	of	the	Trinity.		
	
Rather,	according	to	the	Chris@an	theology,	it	
"bears	witness	to"	the	ac@vity	of	a	God	who	can	
only	be	understood	in	Trinitarian	terms.		
	
The	doctrine	did	not	take	its	defini@ve	shape	un@l	
late	in	the	fourth	century.	



The	first	of	the	early	church	fathers	to	be	
recorded	using	the	word	"Trinity"	was	Theophilus	
of	An@och	wri@ng	in	the	late	2nd	century.		
	
He	defines	the	Trinity	as	God,	His	Word	(Logos)	
and	His	Wisdom	(Sophia)	in	the	context	of	a	
discussion	of	the	first	three	days	of	crea@on.		



Although	there	is	much	debate	as	to	whether	
the	beliefs	of	the	Apostles	were	merely	
ar@culated	and	explained	in	the	Trinitarian	
Creeds,	or	were	corrupted	and	replaced	with	
new	beliefs,	all	scholars	recognize	that	the	
Creeds	themselves	were	created	in	reacKon	to	
disagreements	over	the	nature	of	the	Father,	
Son,	and	Holy	Spirit.		
	
These	controversies	took	some	centuries	to	be	
resolved.	



of	these	controversies,	the	most	significant	
developments	were	ar@culated	in	the	first	four	
centuries	by	the	Church	Fathers]	in	reac@on	to	
Adop@onism,	Sabellianism,	and	Arianism.		
	
Adop@onism	was	the	belief	that	Jesus	was	an	
ordinary	man,	born	of	Joseph	and	Mary,	who	
became	the	Christ	and	Son	of	God	at	his	bap@sm.		

How	do	you	feel	about	adopKonism?	



Sabellianism	taught	that	the	Father,	the	Son,	and	
the	Holy	Spirit	are	essen@ally	one	and	the	same,	
the	difference	being	simply	verbal,	describing	
different	aspects	or	roles	of	a	single	being.		
	
For	this	view	Sabellius	was	excommunicated	for	
heresy	in	Rome	c.	220.	

How	do	you	feel	about	Sabellianism?	



In	the	fourth	century,	Arius,	as	tradi@onally	understood,	
taught	that	the	Father	existed	prior	to	the	Son	who	was	not,	
by	nature,	God	but	rather	a	changeable	creature	who	was	
granted	the	dignity	of	becoming	"Son	of	God”.		
	
In	325,	the	Council	of	Nicaea	adopted	the	Nicene	Creed	which	
described	Christ	as	"God	of	God,	Light	of	Light,	very	God	of	
very	God,	bego>en,	not	made,	being	of	one	substance	with	
the	Father”.			The	creed	used	the	term	homoousios	(of	one	
substance)	to	define	the	rela@onship	between	the	Father	and	
the	Son.		
	
A[er	more	than	fi[y	years	of	debate,	homoousios	was	
recognized	as	the	hallmark	of	orthodoxy,	and	was	further	
developed	into	the	formula	of	"three	persons,	one	being".	



Some	people	say	that	evolu@on	is	a	lie	and	that	
the	earth	is	only	10,000	years	old.	

How	do	you	handle	the	creaKonists	vs.	
evoluKonist	discussion?	

What	is	evoluKon?	

The	gradual	development	of	something,	especially	
from	a	simple	to	a	more	complex	form,	orderly	
change.	



Hamilton	gives	an	example	of	a	woman	trea@ng	
the	Bible	as	a	book	of	promises	from	God,	and	
when	her	son	died,	the	Bible	became	a	book	of	
broken	promises.	

How	have	you	seen	the	Bible	used	as	a	Book	of	
Promises?		Have	you	seen	it	work?		Have	you	
seen	it	not	work?	

Read	James	5:14	

How	do	you	feel	about	this	verse?	
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Much	of	what	believe	today	was	defined	by	the	
early	church	by	around	400	CE.	
	
We	will	discuss	some	of	the	main	controversies.	
	
Each	of	us	has	to	make	our	own	choice.	
	
I	will	share	where	I	stand	on	each	of	these	and	
explain	why.	
	
For	me,	all	my	beliefs	center	around	one	main	
thing,	how	do	live	my	life.	



Jesus	gives	us	two	commandments	on	how	to	live	
our	lives	–	to	love	God	and	to	love	our	neighbors	
as	ourselves.	
	
In	today’s	society,	as	I	watch	TV,	read	the	papers,	
hear	others	talk,	look	at	Facebook	posts,	I	find	
myself	and	others	having	a	difficult	@me	following	
the	second	commandment.	
	
It	has	become	love	our	neighbors	as	ourselves	
UNLESS	___________			
We	each	have	to	fill	in	the	blank	and	then	find	
ways	to	eliminate	those	items	in	our	list.	



Pope	Francis	delivered	another	cri@cism	of	some	
members	of	his	own	Church	on	Thursday,	
sugges@ng	it	is	be>er	to	be	an	atheist	than	one	of	
"many"	Catholics	who	he	said	lead	a	hypocri@cal	
double	life.	
	
In	improvised	comments	in	the	sermon	of	his	
private	morning	Mass	in	his	residence,	he	said:	"It	
is	a	scandal	to	say	(believe)	one	thing	and	do	
another.	That	is	a	double	life.”	

What	do	you	think	about	this	statement?	



Was	Jesus	human,	divine	or	both?	
	
The	Ebionites	(Jewish	Chris@ans)	said	Jesus	was	
only	human.		They	only	used	the	book	of	
Ma>hew	but	omi>ed	the	first	two	chapters.	
	
The	Marcianites	denied	the	human	nature	of	
Jesus	and	said	He	was	only	divine.	
	
The	proto-orthodoxy	(winners)	claimed	he	was	
both	human	and	divine.	

What’s	your	choice	and	why?	



When	did	Jesus	become	the	Son	of	God?	
	
At	birth,	conceived	by	the	Holy	Spirit.	
	
At	bap@sm	when	the	Holy	Spirit	descended	on	
Him	(adop@onism).	Read	Luke	3:20-21	
	
At	ascension.	

What’s	your	choice	and	why?	



What	is	the	relaKon	of	the	Father,	the	Son,	
and	the	Holy	Spirit?	
	
Trinitarianism	won	out	over	
	Adop@onism,	Sabellianism,	and	Arianism.		
	

Creeds	were	developed	to	define	these	beliefs.		
The	two	best	known	are	the	Apostles	Creed	and	
the	Nicene	Creed.	

What’s	your	choice	and	why?	



Apostle’s	Creed		(around	390CE)	
	
I	believe	in	God,	the	Father	almighty,	
creator	of	heaven	and	earth.	
	
I	believe	in	Jesus	Christ,	God's	only	Son,	our	Lord,	
who	was	conceived	by	the	Holy	Spirit,	
born	of	the	Virgin	Mary,	
suffered	under	PonKus	Pilate,	
was	crucified,	died,	and	was	buried;	
he	descended	to	the	dead.	
On	the	third	day	he	rose	again;	
he	ascended	into	heaven,	
he	is	seated	at	the	right	hand	of	the	Father,	
and	he	will	come	to	judge	the	living	and	the	dead.	
	
I	believe	in	the	Holy	Spirit,	
the	holy	catholic	Church,	
the	communion	of	saints,	
the	forgiveness	of	sins,	
the	resurrecKon	of	the	body,	
and	the	life	everlasKng.	Amen.	

What’s	missing	
from	this	creed?	

The	life	of	Jesus	
is	reduced	to	a	
mere	comma.	



The	Nicene	Creed	of	325	CE	explicitly	affirms	the	
co-essen@al	divinity	of	the	Son.	
	
The	381	CE	version	speaks	of	the	Holy	Spirit	as	
worshipped	and	glorified	with	the	Father	and	the	
Son.		



Nicean	Creed	325CE	
We	believe	in	one	God,	the	Father	almighty,	
maker	of	all	things	visible	and	invisible;	
	
And	in	one	Lord,	Jesus	Christ,	the	Son	of	God,	
bego>en	from	the	Father,	only-bego>en,	
that	is,	from	the	substance	of	the	Father,	
God	from	God,	light	from	light,	true	God	from	true	God,	
bego>en	not	made,	of	one	substance	with	the	Father,	
through	Whom	all	things	came	into	being,	
things	in	heaven	and	things	on	earth,	
Who	because	of	us	men	and	because	of	our	salva@on	came	
down,	and	became	incarnate	and	became	man,	
and	suffered,	and	rose	again	on	the	third	day,	
and	ascended	to	the	heavens,	
and	will	come	to	judge	the	living	and	dead,	
	
And	in	the	Holy	Spirit.	



We	believe	in	one	God,		
the	Father,	the	Almighty,	
of	all	that	is,	seen	and	unseen.	
	
We	believe	in	one	Lord,	Jesus	Christ,	
the	only	Son	of	God,	
eternally	bego>en	of	the	Father,	
God	from	God,	Light	from	Light,	
true	God	from	true	God,	
bego>en,	not	made,	
of	one	Being	with	the	Father.	
Through	him	all	things	were	made.	
	
For	us	and	for	our	salva@o	
he	came	down	from	heaven:	
by	the	power	of	the	Holy	Spirit	
he	became	incarnate	from	the	Virgin	Mary	
and	was	made	man.	
	
For	our	sake	he	was	crucified	under	Pon@us	
Pilate;	
he	suffered	death	and	was	buried.	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

On	the	third	day	he	rose	again	
in	accordance	with	the	Scriptures;	
he	ascended	into	heaven	
and	is	seated	at	the	right	hand	of	the	Father.	
	
He	will	come	again	in	glory	to	judge	the	
living	and	the	dead,	
and	his	kingdom	will	have	no	end.	
	
We	believe	in	the	Holy	Spirit,	the	Lord,	the	
giver	of	life,	
who	proceeds	from	the	Father	and	the	Son.	
With	the	Father	and	the	Son	he	is	
worshipped	and	glorified.	
	
He	has	spoken	through	the	Prophets.	
We	believe	in	one	holy	catholic	and	apostolic	
Church.	
We	acknowledge	one	bap@sm	for	the	
forgiveness	of	sins.	
We	look	for	the	resurrec@on	of	the	dead,	
and	the	life	of	the	world	to	come.	Amen.	
	
	



If	you	are	interested	in	reading	more	about	all	the	
different	groups	and	the	war	of	words	in	the	early	
church,	read	this	book.	



What	is	atonement?	

Atonement	describes	how	human	beings	can	
be	reconciled	to	God.		In	current	western	
theology,	atonement	refers	to	the	forgiving	or	
pardoning	of	sin	through	the	death	and	
resurrec@on	Jesus	



The	 English	 word	 'atonement'	 originally	 meant	
"at-one-ment",	 i.e.	 being	 "at	one",	 in	harmony,	
with	someone.	
	
It	 is	used	 to	describe	 the	 saving	work	 that	God	
did	 through	 Christ	 to	 reconcile	 the	 world	 to	
himself,	and	also	of	the	state	of	a	person	having	
been	reconciled	to	God.	
	
Throughout	 the	 centuries,	 Chris@ans	 have	used	
different	 metaphors	 and	 given	 differing	
explana@ons	 of	 the	 atonement	 to	 express	 how	
the	atonement	might	work.		



The	theory	Protestants	use	is	called	penal	
subsKtuKon.	
	
This	theory	argues	that	Christ,	by	His	own	
sacrificial	choice,	was	punished	(penalized)	in	
the	place	of	sinners	(subs@tu@on),	this	sa@sfying	
the	demands	of	jus@ce	so	God	can	justly	forgive	
the	sins.	
	
Most	Protestants	based	their	faith	on	this	theory	
of	atonement.		Verses	used	to	create	this	
theory	typically	come	from	Paul’s	wriKngs	not	
from	the	sayings	of	Jesus.	



Penal	subs@tu@on	is	a	dis@nc@vely	Protestant	
understanding	of	the	atonement	that	differs	from	both	
Roman	Catholic	and	Eastern	Orthodox	understandings	
of	the	atonement.		
	
Many	trace	the	penal	subs@tu@on	theory	origin	to	
Calvin,	but	it	was	more	concretely	formulated	by	the	
Reformed	theologian	Charles	Hodge	who	lived		in	the	
1800’s.		So	the	theory	many	protestants	are	taught	to	
believe	is	rela@vely	new	compared	to	others.	
	
It	has	long	been	recognized	that	penal	subsKtuKon	
was	not	taught	in	the	early	church.	



This	is	certainly	a	widely	accepted	view	on	one	
way	a	person	is	saved	and	has	eternal	life	and	it	
is	based	mainly	on	the	wriKngs	of	Paul.	

But	is	it	the	only	way,	according	to	the	Bible?	

There	is	another	theory	of	atonement	that	
shows	a	completely	different	way	a	person	can	
be	saved	and	have	eternal	life;	and	it	is	more	in	
line	with	the	wriKngs	of	James.	



The	 earliest	 explana@on	 for	 how	 the	 atonement	
works	 is	 nowadays	 o[en	 called	 the	moral	 influence	
theory.			
	
In	 this	view	the	core	of	Chris@anity	 is	posi@ve	moral	
change,	and	the	purpose	of	everything	Jesus	did	was	
to	lead	humans	toward	that	moral	change.		
	
He	is	understood	to	have	accomplished	this	variously	
through	 his	 teachings,	 example,	 founding	 of	 the	
Church,	 and	 the	 inspiring	 power	 of	 his	 martyrdom,	
and	resurrec@on.	



The	moral	influence	doctrine	of	atonement	is	typically	taught	
within	a	paradigm	of	salva@on	which	focuses	on	posi@ve	moral	
change	as	the	core	of	Chris@anity.		
	
God	is	depicted	as	concerned	with	whether	a	person's	inner	
character	is	good	or	evil	(where	'good'	refers	primarily	to	
unselfish	love	toward	others).		
	
In	this	system,	God	works	to	bring	posiKve	moral	change	
within	the	hearts	of	individuals	and	to	transform	socieKes	to	
become	more	loving.		
	
He	acted	to	bring	such	change	through	the	teachings	of	the	Old	
Testament	Law,	the	Jewish	Prophets,	and	the	teaching	and	
example	of	Jesus.		



The	inspiring	power	of	Jesus'	martyrdom	and	
subsequent	resurrec@on	are	also	o[en	cited	as	
catalysts	for	moral	change.		
	
Many	holding	a	moral	influence	view	also	
believe	that	the	Holy	Spirit	works	to	help	
people	toward	moral	change.	
	
Most	advocates	of	the	view	strongly	endorse	
the	concept	of	free	will.	



The	moral	influence	theory	was	universally	taught	
by	the	church	fathers	in	the	2nd	and	3rd	centuries	
AD.		This	theory	was	in	place	for	hundreds	of	years	
before	new	theories,	such	as	penal	subs@tu@on,	
were	made.	
	
The	moral	influence	theory	also	enjoyed	popularity	
during	the	Middle	Ages.		
	
	It	remains	the	most	popular	view	of	atonement	
among	theologically	liberal	Chris@ans.	



The	moral	influence	view	has	historically	come	into	
conflict	with	a	penal	subs@tu@on	view	of	atonement,	as	
the	two	systems	propose	radically	different	criteria	of	
salva@on	and	judgment.		
	
The	moral	influence	paradigm	focuses	on	the	moral	
change	of	people,	leading	to	a	posi@ve	final	judgment	
for	which	the	criteria	focuses	on	inner	moral	character.		
	
By	contrast,	a	penal	subs@tu@onary	paradigm	denies	the	
saving	value	of	human	moral	change.	It	focuses	on	faith	
in	Christ	and	on	his	death	on	our	behalf,	leading	to	a	
posi@ve	final	judgment	based	on	what	Christ	has	done	
for	us	and	our	trust	in	that	-	not	on	any	posi@ve	moral	
quali@es	that	we	ourselves	possess.	



Why	do	you	think	Protestants	switched	from	
the	moral	influence	theory	to	the	penal	
subsKtuKon	theory?		

What	if	both	are	OK?		Would	that	bother	you?	

Why	do	we	not	hear	about	the	moral	influence	
theory	of	atonement?	



The	ransom	theory,	originated	in	the	early	Church,	
par@cularly	in	the	work	of	Origen.	The	theory	
teaches	that	the	death	of	Christ	was	a	ransom	
sacrifice,	usually	said	to	have	been	paid	to	Satan,	in	
sa@sfac@on	for	the	bondage	and	debt	on	the	souls	
of	humanity	as	a	result	of	inherited	sin.		Presently	
the	"ransom-to-Satan"	view	of	atonement	is	not	
widely	accepted	in	the	West,	except	by	some	
Anabap@st	peace	churches	and	a	few	figures	in	the	
Word	of	Faith	movement.	

There	are	two	other	primary	atonement	theories.	



The	saKsfacKon	theory	is	a	theory	in	Chris@an	
theology	that	Jesus	Christ	suffered	crucifixion	as	a	
subs@tute	for	human	sin,	sa@sfying	God's	just	
wrath	against	man's	transgression	due	to	Christ's	
infinite	merit.	The	theory	draws	primarily	from	
the	works	of	Anselm	of	Canterbury.	It	has	been	
tradi@onally	taught	in	the	Roman	Catholic,	
Lutheran,	and	Reformed	tradi@ons	of	Western	
Chris@anity.	Theologically	and	historically,	the	
word	"sa@sfac@on"	does	not	mean	gra@fica@on	as	
in	common	usage,	but	rather	"to	make	
res@tu@on":	



What’s	your	choice	and	why?	


