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Day 2: Historical by Accident
During the video, I threw a curveball at you: the idea that the accounts of the Gospel are truthful, but not necessarily factual. I think a few more words are warranted, but this time lets reach back to the Hebrew Scriptures (what most call the Old Testament). If you’re not familiar with the two (yes, two!) creation stories in Genesis 1-2, I invite to read them now.

Recall the unfair melding of truth and fact accomplished by the Enlightenment. Truth contains fact, but is not limited to it. Oftentimes, true things don’t much care about their own factuality because their focus is much wider and grander. Case in point: the creation stories. Genesis contains two stories about the creation of the world (scholars tell us they come from different sources and both made it into the book). If one is factual, then the other must not be, right? Wrong. Neither creation story is concerned with fact. They are concerned with conveying the truth of God’s involvement with God’s creation. The first story uses the cosmic imagery of God creating and ordering the heavens. The second story uses the intimate imagery of God walking in the garden and sculpting the first human. Both stories tell the truth of God – that God is both infinite and intimate – and this truth is always too big to fit in a single small point of view.

Expanding this idea to the rest of the Hebrew Scriptures, the texts do take a historical tone in many places. But if anything in the Hebrew Scriptures is historically “true” (meaning factual), it is by accident. In other words, occasionally the Bible makes historical sense, but it is not limited to historicity. The Scriptures are concerned with the truth of God’s presence in the lives of the people of the nation of Israel. Oftentimes, this presence cannot be captured by the merely factual, but can be hinted at and pointed to by trying to speak the truth.
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