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p 29 -"Logically; if the Bible s notinernt- though-Jesus thought it- - -
was, for whom the
same claims are made by His Apostles. Had He been mistaken on this point, the
church- couldwellaskhethe any -single-teaching of-Jesus-on any subject-----------------------------

(including the way of salvation) might lso_eflect His sincere mis
understanding, A "God" of this kind (even if He were indeed divine) -would- -do-usno regood-thatranon-Godj---for-±n--neither--case--could we eve-confidently -.

___elyopiateahijigs,
_______--------------- -if-- to avoid the-force-of- this--a rment ---the liberal-evangelical., says

Jesus know that the Bible wqen't inerrant, but dealt with it in terms
of, the mindset ofHis.day'j "bo a' not' tâ cr iàeii7bárrie'rs tô faith,"
we-n worthy -of-- an -----------------
attribution of deity than the Jesus who s "mistaken about the Bible's
reliabii1th'eaniflbi His ------------' --

- H-owes-to -bedeovedosuoh-a-v.itl_ligioua_queaiontheextenLof . -
revelatiânal reliability), and promote confusion and unnecessary strife in the
siequthit 'iistory of
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