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Agenda 

1. Roll Call & Homework Check 

2. Preach the Word: Psalm 8 (Scott Hanson) 

3. Disperse into Companies 

4. Discuss Sproul 

 

 

Roll Call & Homework Check 

1. Sproul, Everyone’s a Theologian, Chs 5–8 

2. Psalms 7―12 

3. Optional: Confessional Hermeneutics 

4. Optional: Let the Dead Bury Their Own Dead? 

 

 

Preach the Word 

Psalm 8 

Scott Hanson 

 

Notes: 
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Disperse into Companies 

 

And though a man might prevail against one who is alone, two will withstand him—a threefold cord is not 

quickly broken (Ecclesiastes 4:12).  

 

1. Discuss initial response to Frontline (6 min) 

2. Pray (9 min) 

a. Each man for another man 

b. That God would bless our efforts in Frontline, and change each of us significantly 

 

 

Discuss Sproul 

Everyone’s a Theologian 

Chapters 5―8 

 

In addition to Sproul, I have integrated insights into these notes from: 

 

 

 

Köstenberger, Andreas et al. The Cradle, The Cross, and 

The Crown: An Introduction to the New Testament. 

Nashville: B&H Academic, 2009. 954-pages. 

 

This resource is highly recommended as a general 

introduction to the New Testament canon, and to each 

New Testament book. A second edition was printed in 

2016. You can purchase it for $56.00 at Amazon.ca. 
 

 

 

Chapter Five: The Inspiration and Authority of Scripture 

 

1. Luther and sola Scriptura (25–26) 

a. Luther at the Diet of Worms 

b. Sola Scriptura 

2. Authority and Authorship (26–27) 

a. Source (2 Timothy 3:15–16) 

i. Ultimate author  
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b. Mode (1 Peter 1:19–21)1 

i. Verbum Dei 

ii. Vox Dei 

c. Graphē (50 times in the NT to refer to the OT, and sometimes to refer to the NT) 

i. 2 Timothy 3:16 

ii. 2 Peter 3:15–16 

iii. 1 Corinthians 7:10–16 

iv. 1 Timothy 5:18 = Deuteronomy 25:4 and LUKE 10:72 

3. Breathed Out (27–28) 

a. Theopneustos 

b. Inspiration 

c. Dictation Theory 

4. Every Last Word (28–29) 

a. Verbal inspiration 

b. Scripture as revelation or witness (zeugnis) to revelation? 

i. Revelation in the Event? 

ii. Or, Revelation in the Word? 

5. Circular Argument? 

a. “Some might allege that this is essentially circular reasoning and constitutes an improper 
use of deduction. The argument is circular, those writers may claim, because Scripture is 
taken at face value as a witness regarding itself rather than biblical claims being subjected 
to critical evaluation by modern scholars. It is deductive because in essence the argument 
proceeds along the lines of the following syllogism: (1) the Bible is the Word of God; (2) 
God is true and does not err; (3) therefore the Bible is truthful and inerrant. Three 
responses may be made with regard to these concerns. 

                                                 
1 “Source” and “Mode,” taken from: Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 47–49. 
2 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 5, 46. 
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i. While a certain amount of circularity in the above-made argument cannot be 
denied, it should be noted that this fact does not necessarily render the argument 
invalid or improper. Certainly there seems to be no good reason to deny Scripture 
a place, even a primary place, in attesting to its own nature. To the contrary, if 
Scripture were in fact found to be inerrant, it would inexorably follow that it speaks 
inerrantly regarding its own inerrant nature. . . 
 

ii. The character of God is properly a factor in assessing the nature of Scripture in 
light of its claims regarding itself. In fact, It may be countered that anything less 
than inerrant Scripture would be inconceivable as revelation of a God who is 
everywhere in the Bible represented as true. The burden of proof should instead 
b placed on critical scholars to explain how a less than inerrant Scripture can 
meaningfully function as an authoritative guide of the life of the church as well as 
individual believers. Are the mutually contradictory judgments of critical scholars 
truly superior to accepting Scripture’s consistent self-affirmation regarding its 
nature? 

 
iii. Placing primary weight on Scripture’s affirmations regarding itself, apart form 

being a necessary entailment of the Reformation principle of sola Scriptura, in no 
way obviates the need for hermeneutics and the interpretive process. To the 
contrary, this is clearly indicated by the classic definition of inerrancy by P. 
Feinberg, who wrote: ‘Inerrancy means that when all facts are known, the 
Scriptures in their original autographs and properly interpreted will be shown to be 
wholly true in everything that they affirm, whether that has to do with doctrine or 
morality or with the social, physical, or life sciences.’”3 

 
 

Chapter Six: Infallibility and Inerrancy 

1. Defining the Terms (30–31) 

a. Infallible 

b. Inerrant 

2. Authority of Christ (31–34) 

a. What was Jesus’ view of Scripture? 

i. Matthew 5:18 

ii. John 10:35 

iii. John 17:17 

                                                 
3 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 50–51. 
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b. Could Jesus have been wrong? 

i. James 3:1 

ii. John 3:12 

Chapter Seven: Canonicity 

1. Defining Terms (35) 

a. Biblos 

b. Canon 

2. Extent of the Canon (35 – 36) 

a. Almost, but not quite “in” 

i. Didache 

ii. Shepherd of Hermas 

iii. 1 Clement 

b. Almost out, but ultimately “in” 

i. Hebrews 

ii. 2 Peter 

iii. 2 John 

iv. 3 John 

v. Jude 

vi. Revelation 

c. “Prior to the year 150, the only NT book that was not named as authentic or not 
unequivocally cited as authoritative in the extant patristic writings is 3 John.”4 
 

3. Canon Established (36–37) 

a. Fourth century canonization? 

                                                 
4 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 5–6. 
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i. Officially, perhaps: 

1. Council of Laodicea (AD 363) = All books except Revelation 

2. Council of Hippo (AD 393) = Current NT canon 

3. Third Council of Carthage (AD 397) = Current NT canon 

ii. But, in practice, the canon easily predates the fourth century: 

1. “To sum up, the salient facts regarding the recognition of the NT canon 
thus far as are follows. 

 
First, most books of the present NT canon are found in every witness to a 
canon in antiquity. Almost immediately, 20 out of 27 books were 
universally received; most accepted at least a 22-book canon. 
 
Second, no book in the present canon had previously been universally 
rejected by the early churches. There is no post-second-century epiphany 
concerning a book in the NT that lacked ancient support. 
 
Third, no book was ever received into the NT canon that was believed to 
be pseudonymous. 
 
Finally, no council subjectively selected or rejected the books of the canon. 
Instead, after a period of sifting and sorting, the church recognized the 
divine inspiration of the books included in the NT canon and declined to 
accept the claims of canonicity of any competing works on the basis that 
they failed to meet the above-stated criteria of canonicity―including 
apostolicity, orthodoxy, antiquity, and ecclesiastical usage.”5 

 
b. Early canonization 

i. Gospels 
1. “Justin Martyr (c. 100 – c. 165), wrote of the Gospels (“the memoirs of the 

apostles”) being read in the churches alongside the prophets. . . They were 
Scripture on a par with the OT.”6 

2. “Irenaeus (c. 130 – c. 200) is perhaps our strongest patristic witness to the 
fourfold Gospel. For Irenaeus, the Gospels formed a fourfold unity. . . Thus 
this Gospel collection likely had a very early archetype, possibly a half-
century earlier than Irenaeus.”7 

3. “There is ample manuscript evidence of a fourfold Gospel collection from 
the third century onward. All of these have different ancestors, which 
seems to suggest at least a mid-second century origin. . .  some time 

                                                 
5 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 12–13. 
6 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 18. 
7 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 18–19. 
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between the production of John’s Gospel and the mid-second century, the 
status of these Gospels was so entrenched that they were bound and 
circulated together.”8 
 

ii. Paul’s Letters 
1. “By the production of 2 Peter (mid-60s?), it is likely that there was at least 

a beginning of collection of Paul’s letters.”9 
2. “While there might be evidence for some editing and arrangement of the 

edition (mainly in the titles and order of the letters), it seems likely that 
the collection originated with Paul’s retained copies. The letter collection, 
or at least the beginnings of it, may be mentioned in 2 Tim 4:13.”10 

3. “Most likely, the editor’s contribution to the contents of the letters was 
minimal, and the collection was published shortly after Paul’s death and 
received rapid acceptance throughout the churches. Thus there is every 
reason to believe that Paul’s letters attained canonical status no later than 
the last quarter of the first century.”11 
 

iii. “A scenario such as the following seems feasible. The Synoptic Gospels were 
written and received rapid acceptance in the churches as the authoritative source 
of the words of Christ. Roughly contemporaneous with them, Paul’s letters began 
circulating as a collection, probably soon after Paul’s death. These letters were 
immediately received and afforded de facto canonical status. Shortly after the 
writing of John’s Gospel, the Gospels were gathered and published as a fourfold 
Gospel canon. Regarding the manner in which the Acts and the General Epistles 
were gathered and published and by whom, less can be said with confidence. 
However, it is likely that the collection of these books was in some way related to 
the fourfold Gospel codex, for it was at that point that Luke and Acts were most 
likely separated. It is possible (though far from certain) that the same person or 
persons were responsible for the collection of these various corpora. Finally, the 
book of Revelation, written in the mid- to late 90s by the aged apostle John, 
circulated independently from the rest, likely due to its late production. This 
reconstruction, purposefully painted in broad strokes, takes its point of departure 
from the undeniable fact of the early reception of the NT documents.”12 

 
c. Why establish a canon? 

i. Marcion, that old trouble maker! 

ii. Additional reasons: 
 
“1. The prophetic nature of the NT books. The NT books themselves were 

prophetic, intrinsically valuable, and worthy of preservation. 

                                                 
8 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 19–20. 
9 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 21. 
10 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 22. 
11 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 22. 
12 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 23–25. 
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2.  The church’s need for authoritative Scriptures. The demand for books that 

conformed to apostolic teaching to be read in the churches (see 1 Thess 5:27; 
1 Tim 4:13) required a selection process. 

 
3. Heretical challenges. Around 140, the heretic Marcion in Rome declared an 

edited Gospel of Luke and only 10 letters of Paul as useful while rejecting all the 
other apostolic works, which necessitated a response by those in the apostolic 
mainstream of Christianity. 

 
4. Missionary outreach. Since the Bible began to be translated into Syriac and Latin 

as early as the first half of the second century, determining the NT canon was 
important for deciding which books should be translated. 

 
5. Persecution. When the edict of Diocletian in 303 ordered all the sacred books of 

the Christians burned (a fact that may, at least in part, account for the relative 
scarcity of pre-AD 300 NT manuscripts), this required believers to choose which 
books were part of Scripture and thus most worthy of preservation.”13 

 
4. Marks of Canonicity (37–39) 

a. Apostolic origin (Apostolicity) 

b. Reception by primitive church (Ecclesiastical usage) 

c. Compatibility (Orthodoxy or “Rule of Faith”) 

d. “Antiquity, that is, whether a given piece of writing was produced during the apostolic 
era.”14 
 

5. Scope of the Canon (39) 

a. Apocrypha 

Chapter 8: Scripture and Authority 

1. Historical Debate (40–43) 

a. Sola Scriptura versus Council of Trent 

i. “Partly. . . Partly” Formula 

ii. Papal encyclical Humani Generis (1950), Pope Pius XII 

                                                 
13 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 8. 
14 Köstenberger, Cradle-Cross-Crown, 10. 
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b. Apostolic succession versus recipemus 

2. Content of Scripture (43–44) 

a. Prolegomena 


