


Biblical Interpretation
Inductive (scientific) method

• Most life changing skill a Christian can master.
• Will ruin your enjoyment of 98% of anything you will hear in a 

church gathering or seminary in the U.S.
• Will get you fired from your position
• Goal – discover/eliminate your own 

presuppositions; allow the text to 
speak for itself (more difficult 
than most people realize). 



OPEN SOURCE!!!



The Inductive Method aka The Scientific Method
Not everyone from 300 B.C. to 1600 A.D. was willing to bow to 
the authority of Aristotle. Many of Aristotle's arguments were 
faulty, but where did he go wrong, and what was the right way to 
proceed? About 1600 A.D., it became apparent to several people 
- Galileo Galilei in Italy, Francis Bacon in England, Tycho Brahe in 
Denmark, and others - that there 
were no subtle logical errors in 
Aristotle's use of the deductive 
method. The problem was that 
the deductive method, while 
wildly successful in mathematics, 
did not fit well with scientific 
investigations of nature.



The Inductive Method aka The Scientific 
Method
In order to use the deductive method, you 
need to start with axioms - simple true 
statements about the way the world works. 
Then you use these axioms to build your 
logical system of nature. If your axioms are 
true, everything that follows will be true, but 
Galileo and his contemporaries realized that 
the problem was that it was enormously 
difficult to determine "simple true 
statements about the way the world works". 
In fact, they realized that it should be the 
goal of science - not the starting place - to 
determine what the "simple true statements 
about the way the world works" really are!



The Inductive Method aka The Scientific Method
Since 1600, the inductive method has been incredibly successful in investigating nature - surely 
far more successful than its originators could have imagined. The inductive method of 
investigation has become so entrenched in science that it is often referred to as the scientific 
method.
Inductive vs. Deductive Method
The inductive method (usually called the scientific method) is the deductive method "turned 
upside down". The deductive method starts with a few true statements (axioms) with the goal 
of proving many true statements (theorems) that logically follow from them. The inductive 
method starts with many observations of nature, with the goal of finding a few, powerful 
statements about how nature works (laws and theories).
In the deductive method, logic is the authority. 
If a statement follows logically from the axioms 
of the system, it must be true. In the scientific 
method, observation of nature is the authority. 
If an idea conflicts with what happens in nature, 
the idea must be changed or abandoned.
http://www.batesville.k12.in.us/physics/phynet/aboutscience/Inductive.html

http://www.batesville.k12.in.us/physics/phynet/aboutscience/Observation.html
http://www.batesville.k12.in.us/physics/phynet/aboutscience/Law.html
http://www.batesville.k12.in.us/physics/phynet/aboutscience/Theory.html


Inductive method = good

Inductive reasoning = not so good

The inductive method can lead to 
sound axioms that enable solid grounds 
for deductive reasoning after enough 
observations are made. 

Deductive reasoning: adults are 
generally bigger and stronger than 
children.

Inductive reasoning: I know one 5th

grader who is 6’5”, therefore children 
are taller than most adults. 



Axiom:
An axiom or postulate is a statement that is taken to be true, to serve as 
a premise or starting point for further reasoning and arguments. The word 
comes from the Greek axíōma (ἀξίωμα) 'that which is thought worthy or fit' 
or 'that which commends itself as evident.

Religious axioms are the enemy of valid discovery. 

Starting assumption when scientifically 
investigating nature: reality is coherent 
and ultimately understandable. 
Starting assumptions when “scientifically” 
investigating scripture: 
1) scripture comes from God
2) scripture is true



Just like in science, the beliefs and discoveries of those who have gone before you can 
be helpful or they can be a huge hindrance. Nothing should be assumed about the 
virtue or value of the findings of those who have gone before us. 
It is worth-while to see what they said, but only do so with the knowledge that they, like 
the scientists in the dark ages, had all sorts of beliefs and thoughts through which they 
interpreted the available evidence. 
The biggest value in studying the past is to see how easy it is to make huge blunders 
and then double down on them out of pride. 
Nothing about a person living five-hundred 
or a thousand years before you did makes 
him any more virtuous or valuable to God 
or God’s people than you are. Just as 
technology makes huge practical 
advancements, it should be no surprise 
if theology develops in a similar fashion 
by refining the discovery process. 



Calvinist Axiom Example:

From there perspective: 
God hath decreed in himself, from all eternity, by the most wise and holy counsel 
of his own will, freely and unchangeably, all things, whatsoever comes to pass…

Their axiom viewed from a inductive mind:
God is Sovereign (In a Hindu fatalism kind of way), therefore, he must exercise 
his sovereignty in a way that my finite mind demands a sovereign entity would 
have to do, based on my limited understanding of reality.

Inductive perspective:
God decreed the things that scripture specifically says he decreed. 
I have no reason to believe that God decreed anything that scripture does not 
say he decreed. 



Isaiah 55:9 (KJV) 
9 For as the heavens are higher 
than the earth, so are my ways 
higher than your ways, and my 
thoughts than your thoughts.
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