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Introduction

hunger, and temptation. But does this mean that 

is on His divinity, to the point where, often, aspects 

of His nature. For example, it is argued that in His 

AD, accepting some 
of the untrue traditions of that time. This, therefore, 

teaching, but also those of the apostles that are seen 
as erroneous. Writing for the theistic evolutionist 

human horizon, then He would have made errors:

sic
we are wise to assume that the biblical authors 
expressed themselves as human beings writing from 

. 

To believe our Lord was able to err—and did err 
in the things He taught—is a severe accusation and 

itself erroneous, it is necessary to evaluate different 

whether He emptied Himself of that nature, followed 

and His claims of the teaching the truth. It will then 

and whether as a result of error in Scripture (since 

His view of the Old Testament. Finally, the paper will 

being false.

The Divine Nature of Jesus—
He Existed Before Creation 

Genesis 1:1 tells us that “In the beginning God 

read the same words, “In the beginning . . .” which 

the beginning was the Word (logos
was not only with God but was God. This Word is the 

not say that the Word stopped being God. The verb 
egeneto] here does not entail any change 

in the essence of the Son. His deity was not converted 

particular term here, skenoo “dwelt”, which means he 
“pitched his tent” or “tabernacled” among us. This is 
a direct parallel to the Old Testament record of when 

telling us that God “dwelt” or “pitched his tent” in the 
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In the incarnation, it is important to understand 

especially in verse 19, “For it pleased the Father that 

God and fully man in one person.
The New Testament not only explicitly states that 

of the greatest examples of this comes from the lips of 

demonstrated that He viewed Himself as divine and 

I say to you, before Abraham was, I am”. This “I 

Equality indicates His deity, for who can be equal to 

The only thing that is equal to God is God.

In the Incarnation Did Jesus Empty Himself of 
His Divine Nature?  
Kenotic Theology—(Philippians 2:5–8)

incarnation. In the seventeenth century, German 

attributes while He was on earth. They argued that 
because there is no reference in the gospels to Christ 

proponents of this view who explained the incarnation 
as “the self-limitation of the Son of God” (Thomasius, 
Dorner, and Biedermann 
that the Son could not have maintained His full 
divinity during the incarnation (Thomasius, Dorner, 
and Biedermann 1965
believed that the only way for a true incarnation to 

Thomasius, Dorner, and 
Biedermann 1965, 

other. It is thus an act of free self-denial, which has 
as its two moments the renunciation of the divine 
condition of glory, due him as God, and the assumption 
of the humanly limited and conditioned pattern of life. 
(Thomasius, Dorner, and Biedermann 1965, 
Thomasius separated the moral attributes of God: 

truth, love, and holiness, from the metaphysical 
attributes: omnipotence, omnipresence, and 
omniscience. Thomasius not only believed that Christ 
gave up the use of these attributes, (omnipotence, 

possess them during the incarnation (Thomasius, 
Dorner, and Biedermann 1965

belief of Thomasius and other scholars who held to a 

Testament . . . is negated. He simply had given up divine 

any better. Some of these scholars earnestly desired a 

true in every respect

2:5–8 says:
In your relationships with one another, have the 

nature God, did not consider equality with God 

found in appearance as a man, he humbled himself by 
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Morph  
covers a broad range of meanings and therefore we 
are heavily dependent on the immediate context to 

In Philippians 2:6 we are helped by two factors to 
discover the meaning of .

 with isa the . . . . “in the form of God” 
is equivalent to being “equal with God.” . . . . In the 
second place, and most important, 
is set in antithetical parallelism to  
(

εν ομοιωματι ανθρωπων 
(e . 

The parallel phrases show that  refers to 

 has to do with “external appearance” (Behm 

“Similarly, the word form

cease to be in the form of God in the incarnation bu

ekenosen from which we get 

verse 7 differently:
New International Version/Today’s New 
International Version: “rather, he made himself 

English Standard Version: “but emptied himself, 

New American Standard Bible: “but emptied 

New King James Version: “but made Himself of no 

New Living Translation: “Instead, he gave up his 

slave and was born as a human being. When he 
appeared in human form.”
It is debatable from a lexical standpoint whether 

“emptied himself,” “made Himself of no reputation,” 
or “gave up his divine privileges” are even the best 
translations. The New International Version/Today’s 
New International Version translation “made himself 
nothing” is probably more supportable (Hansen 2009, 

Ware 2013

Himself. New Testament scholar George Ladd 
comments:

The text does not say that he emptied himself of 
the   
God . . . All that the text states is that “he emptied 

the manner of being, the nature or form of a servant 
or slave.” By becoming human, by entering on a path 
of humiliation that led to death, the divine Son of God 
emptied himself.

He may have given up or suspended the use of some 
of His divine privileges, perhaps, for example, His 
omnipresence or the glory that He had with the 

not therefore seen in His becoming man (anthropos
or a man (aner hos anthropos
humbled himself by becoming obedient to the point 

humanity but suspending the use of some of His 

His advantages and privileges as God. We can also 
compare how Paul uses this same term, kenoo, which 
only appears four other times in the New Testament 

vain, useless, or of no effect. In 1 Corinthians 9:15 

to cause a thing to be seen to be empty, hollow, false 

kenoo

the poetic context and nuance of the word” (Hansen 

pouring Himself out, in service, in an expression of 

did not come to be served, but to serve, and to give 
His life a ransom for many.” In practise, this meant 

3. Humbled himself becoming obedient to death on 
the cross. 
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of God.  

Jesus as a Prophet

“thus says the Lord” fell from his lips, but rather he 

right to give the authoritative interpretation of the 
law, and he did so in a way that went beyond that 

In the Old Testament, Deuteronomy 13:1–5 and 
18:21–22 provided the people of Israel with two tests 
to discern true prophets from false prophets.

with earlier revelation

come true. 
Deuteronomy 18:18–19 foretells of a prophet whom 

teaching had no origin in human ideas but came 

the Old Testament, if a prophet was not correct in 
his predictions he would be stoned to death as a false 

For a prophet to have credibility with the people, his 
message must be true, as he has no message of his 
own but can only report what God has given him. 
This is because prophecy had its origin in God and 

In His prophetic role, Christ represents God the 

also showed evidence of being a true prophet—that 
of living in close relation with His Father, passing on 

alone, for I always do those things that please Him.

He did was from God. What He said and did is 

things He said, then why would we acclaim Him as 

as absolute truth.

Jesus’s Teaching and Truth
Since God himself is the measure of all truth and 

understood.

truth but that He was, and is, truth. Scripture portrays 

He is the truth, He must always tell the truth and it 

in error, even if it was from ignorance (for example, 

not be the truth.  
To err may be human for us. Falsehood, however, is 

words of God. Three clear examples of this are: 

 
(  

do what you have seen with your father. . . .  But now 

which I heard from God. Abraham did not do this. 
(
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His command is everlasting life. Therefore, whatever 
 

what the Father has told him to say, but he himself is 

the commands that are given to Him by the Father 

human ideas but came from God the Father, which 
is why it is authoritative. His very own words were 

the embodiment, revelation, and messenger of truth 

God incarnate, and God and falsehood can never be 

Jesus’s Human Nature
It is important to understand that in the incarnation, 

on a human nature. With respect to His divine nature, 
 

having all the attributes of God, yet in His human 
nature He had all the limitations of being human, 

be viewed as an act of addition and not as an act of 

tear them apart because they exist in perfect unity. 

about His return, He says, “But of that day and hour 

possessed divine attributes, or He would have ceased 
to be God, but He chose not always to employ them. 

Furthermore, ignorance of the future is not the same 

would be an error.  

certain events in Scripture. The Chicago Statement 

that the humble, human form of Scripture entails 
errancy any more than the humanity of Christ, even 
in His humiliation, entails sin.” Arguing against the 

God’s Word in 
 states: 

First, the Christological argument fails because, 

else—that the sun was literally rising. To err in these 
ways simply goes with the human territory.

First of all, it should be noted that nowhere in 

this. Secondly, the language used in Scripture 

in a phenomenological sense as it is described from 
 

still done today in weather reports when the reporter 
uses terminology such as “sunrise tomorrow will be 
at 5 a.m.”

Because of the impact evolutionary ideology has 

evolution as it relates to the critical approach to the 
authorship of the Old Testament, the Documentary 
Hypothesis. It is reasoned that in His humanity He 
was limited by the opinions of His time. Therefore, 
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He could not be held accountable for holding to a view 
of Scripture that was prevalent in the culture. It is 

Pentateuch is valid, since He simply accepted the 
cultural tradition of His day:

that this presents a clear counterpoint, mainly because 

incarnate Son of God requires that statements such 

case.

theory to argue for human errors in Scripture 

anything in terms of an epistemological relevance 
to His humanity, and raises the question of how the 
divine nature relates to the human nature in the one 
person. We are told on several occasions, for example, 

attributes. A. H. Strong gives a good explanation as to 

in union with His divine nature:

become personal or was capable of receiving a name. 
It reached its personality only in union with his own 
divine nature. Therefore we see in Christ not two 
persons—a human person and a divine person—but 
one person, and that person possessed of a human 
nature as well as a divine.
There is a personal union between the divine and 

human nature with each nature entirely preserved in 
its distinctness, yet in and as one person. Although, 

overwhelming his humanity. Nor do the Gospels refer 
his miracles to his divinity and refer his temptation 

and forth from operating according to one nature to 

and as he was empowered by the Spirit. (Horton 

understanding the conclusions we draw concerning 

other words, He does not act independently of the 
Father, but He only does what He sees the Father 

from the Father that enabled Him to do “greater 

is also dependent upon Him. Since the Father cannot 

taught is to accuse God of the same thing.

Testament required a minimum of two or three 

witnesses corroborating His claim of equality with 
God:

of the witnesses, who will hold them accountable for 
their unbelief in what he wrote concerning Him, and 
that it is he who will be their accuser before God. New 
Testament scholar Craig Keener comments:

by a person or document in which one trusted for 
vindication would not be lost on an ancient audience. 

In order for the accusation to hold up, however, 
the document or witnesses need to be reliable 
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who brought the people of Israel out of Egypt (Acts 

who wrote about the coming prophet that God would 
send Israel to whom they should listen (Deuteronomy 

words into the mouth of this prophet (Deuteronomy 

The basis for the truthfulness and inerrancy of what 

be understood from His humanity through His unity 
with the Father, which is why His teaching is true.

Furthermore, the New Testament strongly favors 

in the “overwhelming evidence” for the documentary 

seem to come to the New Testament believing that the 

must be explained away in order to be consistent with 
their conclusions. The simple fact is that scholars who 

embrace an accommodation approach to the evidence 

The accommodation approach to the teaching of 

on other such issues, as Gleason Archer explains:
Such an error as this, in matters of historical fact 

whether any of the theological teaching, dealing 
with metaphysical matters beyond our powers of 

authoritative
The accommodation approach also leaves us 

a serious moral problem for Christians, as we are 

Yet, if Christ is shown to be approving falsehood in 
some areas of His teaching, it opens a door for us to 

Christ and the Bible

century hearers:
He is not slow to repudiate nationalist conceptions 

defying current misconceptions . . . Surely He would 
have been prepared to explain clearly the mingling of 
divine truth and human error in the Bible, if He had 

For those who hold to an accommodation position, 

to correct erroneous views common in the culture 

He opposed those who claimed to be experts on the 
Law of God, if they were teaching error. His numerous 
disputes with the Pharisees are testament to this 

teaching is not culturally bound, but transcends all 
cultures and remains unaltered by cultural beliefs 

and therefore merely repeated the ignorant beliefs of 
His culture are claiming to have more authority, and 

was to die for us, then He could have descended from 
heaven on Good Friday, gone straight to the cross, risen 

did not live for 33 years for no reason. Whilst on earth 

transferred to those who put their faith in Him for the 

was not superman but a real man. The humanity 

with one another. If they did, then that would mean 

super-humanity. And if it is super-humanity, it is 
not our humanity. And if it is not our humanity, 
then He cannot be our substitute since He must be 

it did not prevent Him from doing what pleased His 
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Andreas Kostenberger notes that, 

from God and, therefore, it was ultimately truth 

Scripture and Human Error

 

because critics assume that since humans were 
involved in the process of writing Scripture, their 
capacity to err would result in the presence of errors 

is whether the Bible contains error because it was 
written by human authors.

—to err is human. For instance, 

this reason, the Swiss, neo-orthodox, theologian Karl 

community, believed that: “we must dare to face the 
humanity of the biblical texts and therefore their 

Scripture contained error because human nature was 
involved in the process:

blind . . . so, too, the prophets and apostles as such, even 

even in the act of writing down their witness, were 
real, historical men as we are, and therefore sinful in 
their action, and capable and actually guilty of error in 

Orthodoxy demands that God does not err, and this 
implies, of course, that God does not err in Scripture. 
But it is one thing to argue that God does not err in 

authors of Scripture did not err. Perhaps what we 
need is a way of understanding Scripture that 

human errors in Scripture.

errant is founded 
in contemporary postmodern hermeneutical 
theories which emphasize the rol of the reader 

the interpretive process and human fallibility as 
agents and receptors of communication. (Baugh 

that humans err: the Bible is written by humans, 

many today in how they understand Scripture. Barth 

through propositions (a proposition is a statement 

to revelation but is not revelation itself (Barth 

statements in Scripture, they are fallible human 

of God that cannot be bound to a creaturely form 
of mediation, including Scripture. This Word never 
belongs to history but is always an eternal event 
that confronts us in our contemporary existence. 

Explores the Bible, one of the leading theistic 

his view of Scripture:
I believe that the nature of divine revelation is 
not the mysterious transmission of infallible 
propositions . . . but the record of persons and events 
through which the divine will and nature have been 

uttered to humanity is not a written text but a life 
lived . . . Scripture contains witness to the incarnate 
Word, but it is not the Word himself.
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Barth in his view of the inspiration of Scripture 

which is opposed to the idea of revelation to divinely 

is only a witness to it with revelation seen as an event 
rather than the written Word of God (propositional 

revelation itself. This view is not based on anything 
within the Bible, but is based upon extra-biblical, 

a straw-man argument regarding the inspiration of 

with his own autonomous intellect.

events. We do not only have the gospel, but we also 

the events of the gospel for us propositionally. This 

as a historical expedient in that it was necessary 

apart from divine revelation that the death of Christ 

need more than an event in the Bible, we must also 
have the revelation of the meaning of the event or the 

His chosen medium of the prophets and the apostles.
Furthermore, the charge of biblical docetism (that 

error:

superintends the production of the text without 

or will, and given that truth can be expressed 

exactly would be doecetic about an infallible text 

What is more, the adage “to err is human” is simply 
assumed to be true. It may be true that humans err 
but it is not true that it is intrinsic for humanity to 
necessarily always err. There are many things we can 

and we must remember God created humanity at 
the beginning of creation as sinless and therefore 
with the capacity not to err. Also, the incarnation of 

statement.

view of Scripture is in fact “Arian” (denial of the true 

that God is inerrant but accommodates Himself 
through human authors (which is where the errors in 

is true, then it is also possible that the biblical authors 
were in error in stating that God is inerrant. How in 

Furthermore, orthodox Christianity does not deny 

recognizes that to be human does not necessarily 

have made. The assertion of a mechanical view of 

embraces a theory of organic inspiration. “That is, God 

languages, and cultural inheritance of the biblical 

the inspiration of Scripture, as opposed to the neo-
orthodox view, is that revelation comes from God in 
and through words. In 2 Peter 1:21 we are told that: 
“for prophecy never came by the will of man, but holy 

that it did not come from human impulse. Peter tells 

the fact that they were being continually “moved” 
(pheromenoi

the human authors of Scripture in such a way that 
they were moved not by their own “will” but by the 
Holy Spirit. This does not mean that human authors 

than passive in the process of writing Scripture, as 
can be seen in their style of writing and the vocabulary 
they used. The role of the Holy Spirit was to teach the 

New Testament it was the apostles or those closely 
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associated with them, whom the Spirit led to write 
truth and overcome their human tendency to err. The 

and proclaiming that it was “not in words which 

not come about within the apostle or prophet, but it 

relationship between the inspiration of the biblical 
text through the Holy Spirit and human authorship 
is too intimate to allow for errors in the text, as New 

witnesses” of OT revelation . . . In Scripture, the Father 

has the character of testimony which has been legally 
bebaios

of the biblical authors.

fully human words of prophets and apostles without 

We must not forget that the only reliable source of 

If the Scripture is erroneous anywhere, then we have no 
assurance that it is inerrantly truthful in what it teaches 
about him. And if we have no reliable information about 
him, then it is precarious indeed to worship the Christ 
of Scripture, since we may be entertaining an erroneous 
representation of Christ and thus may be committing 
idolatry.

Jesus’s View of Scripture

and truthfulness of Scripture were false, then this 
would mean that He was a false teacher and not to 

word is truth.” He did not say that “your word is true” 

and it is the very standard of truth to which everything 
else must be tested and compared. Similarly, in 

cannot be emptied of its force by being shown to be 

was that of verbal inspiration, which can be seen from 

For assuredly, I say to you, till heaven and earth pass 

general ideas or its broad claims or in its general 
meaning, but is inspired down to its very words. 

continues to be the God of Abraham. His argument 
presupposes the reliability of the words recorded in 

to quote sections of Scripture from Deuteronomy 

is written . . .” which has the force of or is equivalent to 

even declared to His disciples that what is written in 

His death and resurrection He told His disciples that 

as impeccable, accurate, and reliable. He often chose 
for illustrations in his teaching the very persons and 
events that are the least acceptable today to critical 
scholars. This can be seen from his reference to: 
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accounts, then how could they serve as a warning 

the passage would lose its force, if it was. How could 

myth or symbolic, then how can the men of Nineveh 

chapters of Genesis in a straightforward, historical 

settling a dispute over the question of divorce, as it is 

no indication in the passage that He understood it 

about the account of creation and its importance to 
marriage, then why should He be trusted when it 

from the beginning of creation, God ‘made them male 

of creation” (‘

of creation and not simply to the beginning of the 

the beginning of creation, on Day Six, not billions of 

Therefore the wisdom of God also said, “I will send 
them prophets and apostles, and some of them they 

prophets which was shed from the foundation of the 
world may be required of this generation, from the 
blood of Abel to the blood of Zechariah who perished 
between the altar and the temple. Yes, I say to you, it 
shall be required of this generation.
The phrase “from the foundation of the world” 

the world.” However, verse 4 says that “God rested 

points out:
The two statements are clearly synonymous: God 

foundation of the world. This means that as the 
parents of Abel, Adam and Eve, must also have been 

six-day creation in the Ten Commandments, which 

To question the basic historical authenticity and 
integrity of Genesis 1–11 is to assault the integrity of 

He could be wrong about anything, and none of His 
teaching would have any authority. The importance 

God on the basis of a miraculous resurrection 

that the Scriptures themselves do not err, as they 

The apostle Paul issued a warning to the 
Corinthian Church:

But I fear, lest somehow, as the serpent deceived Eve 

Fig. 1. 
of creation is directly opposed to the evolutionary 
timeline of the age of the earth.

Jesus and the age of the universe
Jesus: from the beginning of creation, God
made them male and female.” Mark 10:6

Time line of some 4,000 years before Christ

Adam and
Eve (Day 6)

Time line for 15,000,000,000 years since “big bang”

The
beginning

“Adam and Eve”
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by his craftiness, so your minds may be corrupted 
from the simplicity that is in Christ. (2 Corinthians 

many scholars and Christian lay people today are 
falling for this deception and are questioning the 

that Paul exhorts us that we are to have “the mind” (1 

was concerning the truthfulness of Scripture should 

Scripture was the perfect Word of God and, therefore, 

Jesus as Saviour and the 
Implications of His Teaching being False

then such a claim would have profound ethical 

to save us from our sins, but He certainly had to be 
sinless, which includes never telling a falsehood.

been a universal conviction of the Christian church 

created, was fully human and yet sinless, so the 

his life without sin but continued to do so. (Letham 

Whereas Adam failed in his temptation by the Devil 

 

means not merely that Christ could avoid sinning, and 
did actually avoid it, but also that is was impossible for 
Him to sin because of the essential bond between the 
human and the divine natures.

had, then this would have been sinful. The Bible tells 

better for a person to have a millstone hung around 

to teach these things and then taught erroneous 
information (for example, regarding Creation, the 

would disqualify Him from being our Saviour. The 

and as such the “fullness of the Deity” dwelt in Him 

and, therefore, so was His teaching on creation.

claim Him to be Lord, then what He believed should be 
extremely important to us. How can we have a different 
view than the one who is our Saviour as well as our 

creation, then we can argue that maybe He was wrong 
in other areas too—which is what is being argued by 

Conclusion

erred in His teaching is driven by a desire to syncretize 

it has become customary for theistic evolutionists 

theory. However, this always ends in disaster because 
syncretism is based on a type of synthesis—blending 
together the theory of naturalism with historic 
Christianity, which is antithetical to naturalism.

The issue for Christians is what one has to concede 
theologically in order to hold to a belief in evolution. 

supernatural creation of the world, yet nevertheless 
accept the reality of the virgin birth, the miracles 
of Christ, the resurrection of Christ, and the divine 
inspiration of Scripture. However, these are all 
equally at odds with secular interpretations of science. 
Theistic evolutionists have to tie themselves up in 

what they believe. The term “blessed inconsistency” 
should be applied here, as many Christians who 
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conclusions. However, some do, as can be seen from 
those that affirm Christ and the authors of Scripture 
erred in matters of what they taught and wrote.

People say they do not accept the Bible’s account of 
origins in Genesis when it speaks of God creating 
supernaturally in six consecutive days and destroying 
the world in a global catastrophic flood. This cannot 
be said, however, without overlooking the clear 
teaching of our Lord Jesus on the matter (Mark 
10:6; Matthew 24:37–39) and the clear testimony 
of Scripture (Genesis 1:1–2; 3:6–9; Exodus 20:11;  
2 Peter 3:3–6) which He affirmed as truth (Matthew 
5:17–18; John 10:25; 17:17). Jesus said to His own 
disciples that those “who receives you [accepting the 
apostles’ teaching] receives me” (Matthew 10:40). If 
we confess Jesus is our Lord, we must be willing to 
submit to Him as the teacher of the Church.
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