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Sola Scriptura pgs 1-62

1. What is the author’s main point and emphasis and how does he unfold and present it?

The reading covered two chapters: 

The Meaning of Sola Scriptura: Dr. W Robert Godfrey dealt with the issue of the source of religious truth for the people of God. His premise was that the Bible provides all things necessary for salvation, concerning faith and life – clear and plain for the believer to comprehend.

Sola Scriptura and the Early Church: Dr. James White defended the doctrine of Sola Scriptura as the historical position of the Church, and not a “novelty”, as claimed by the Catholic Church. To accomplish this, Dr. White simply presented the testimony of early Church fathers.

2. What are his strongest points and how does he support them?

Meaning of Sola Scriptura: Firstly nowhere does Scripture claim that anything other than Scripture is necessary for truth related to salvation. Secondly the Roman Catholic Church’s position on the issue of the sufficiency of scripture is at odds with scripture itself. The reformers discovered when they searched for themselves that Rome had superceded the authority of the Word of God – Church tradition over God’s stated decree. Thirdly – the canon is not under question – this is proved historically in the Church, by apostolic testimony (2 Pet 3:16), and by the Bible’s own self-authentication. 

Sola Scriptura and the Early Church: Dr. White’s argument is definitive and simple. Firstly, citing the actual writings of Irenaeus & Basil of Caesarea in context, he showed how their texts are mistreated to find support for oral tradition. From the negative, secondly he moves to the positive and lets the Church fathers speak for themselves in support of this doctrine – for this he cites portions from the writings of Augustine and Athanasius, showing clearly that Sola Scriptura is not a novelty – the reading of Oral tradition into early Church writings is in fact anachronistic.

3. Are there any areas where you disagree or think the author is unclear?

Godfrey could have been clearer in his section on unity. He presented disagreement within the Church as necessary when the standard is outside the wisdom of men but in the Word of God. However – in my opinion he did not really present an answer, at least clearly, as to why denominations with the same views of and commitment to scripture arrive at different stands on the same Scripture, if it is the true Church. Isn’t this the question raised by the Catholic Church?

