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T p. 29 "Logically, if the Bible is mnot inerrant, though-Jesus thought it-— —
-~ . was, He can hardly be the insarnate God He c],ngeg___to be and for whom the _

some claims are made by His Apoetlea. Had He been mistaeken on this point, the
~church could well ask whether any singleteaching-of-Jesus-on any subject—7m ——
. (including the way of salvation) might not also reflect His sincere mis-

understanding, A "God" of this kind (even if He were indeed divine) would
“"do us no more good than e non=God; for-in—neither-case-could we ever-confidently
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————If=+to avoid the force of this-ergument --the liberal evangelical says
_that Jesus did know that the Bible wgsn't inerrant, but dealt with it in terme
of. the mind-set of His'day; "8o 2% not t6 create unnecessary barriers to Faith,"
~————————we must—emphasize- that-such- a»Jeaua—-mouid-bmno -more-worthy of- an_..------— SR e .--i— —

reliabilify, ‘ For a Tesus who would Tet the"énd Justify the- means, a"llow His
——followers to be-deeeivedop-such- a-vital religious question (the extent of

revelational reliability), and promote confusion and unnecessary strife in the

subsequént history of the church throggh His- equivoca.tion; coﬁld—hardly ratemd
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