
Is Christian Knowledge Scientific? (4)

models by examination of further Scriptural data, to be positive and firm where the

evidence is clear, but to avoid dognatism where the evidence is not clear, and

always to be ready, on matters that are not clearly and fully stated in Scripture,

to reevaluate our conclusions in the light of the Biblical facts.

Thus we see how basic communication is to the progress of science and how

right it is that revelation should have an even more important place in the field

of religion.

Now we must look at the negative side of the picture. Christian thought

should be thoroughly scientific, but much of it is not.

Some time ago I was dismayed at what I found in a highly regarded book on

Dogmatic Theology. In the introduction the writer said that no man can make a

dogma. A dogma, he said, comes out of the consciousness of the church. As the

church reads the Bible over a period of decades or centuries, there finally comes

into clear focus in its consciousness a definite dogma. This dogma must then be

accepted by all leaders in the church and regularly presented to its people.

Reading such statements, I was shocked that so unscientific an approach should

be taken. If the Scripture is Cod's communication to man the scientific attitude

requires that each of us examine the Scriptural data and draw our own conclusions

from it. The perspicuity of Scripture and the right of individual interpretation

were among the great principles of the Reformation. The mere fact that a group of

Christian people have expressed a certain idea or reached a certain conclusion does

not prove that it is correct. The scientific method requires that we always be

ready to go back to our basic source--the data contained in the statements of Cod's

Word.




In examining any communication it is necessary to make sure of the text. A

scientist dictating a report can easily make a slip of the tongue and fail to note

it in checking over what was written. A typist can easily hit a wrong key. The

mere substitution of "now" for "not" may completely change the thought of a
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