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1 Summary 

1.1 What is ChatGPT? 

ChatGPT is a large language model developed by OpenAI that uses deep learning techniques to 

understand and generate natural language. It has been trained on massive amounts of data and 

can perform a variety of tasks, such as answering questions, summarizing text, and even 

generating creative writing. One of its biggest strengths is its ability to understand complex 

language and respond in a way that is natural and easy to understand. However, like any 

machine learning model, ChatGPT has limitations. It is only as good as the data it has been 

trained on, and it can sometimes make mistakes or generate responses that are nonsensical or 

inappropriate. Additionally, it lacks the common sense and contextual understanding that 

humans possess, which can sometimes lead to misunderstandings or inaccurate responses.1 

 

The key feature of ChatGPT is that it is not (in the main) regurgitating content from, say, 

Wikipedia. It is composing on the fly, and any given answer can be regenerated to word it in a 

different way. Currently the free version has limited access depending on demand, and it will 

cap the number of queries you submit per hour. The paid format is $20/month (for now) and 

offers faster response times and (basically) unlimited queries. 

1.2 What are its capabilities (relevant to RTS)? 

See the screenshots in section 2 for sample queries and results. In general, if one submits a well-

formed query, ChatGPT is very capable of doing the following tasks: 

Biblical languages 

Parsing • Parse with near-perfect accuracy for Greek 

• Parse with high accuracy for Hebrew (some forms are harder for it) 

Paradigms • Generate noun and verb charts for virtually any word 

Vocabulary • Generate vocabulary lists and quizzes from existing textbooks 

                                                           
1 Note: this paragraph was written by ChatGPT itself. GPT = “generative pre-trained transformer. 
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Translation • Produce exceptionally good translations from Greek and Hebrew, 

even for “made up” examples 

• Translate Aramaic, Ethiopic, Syriac, and Latin (the samples I tried) 

• Answer grammatical questions (e.g., identifying participle function) 

Other • Identify where a passage in a given primary language is found 

Verdict • ChatGPT was able to score a 98% on one of my harder Greek II 

quizzes, only missing one open-ended question about a subjunctive 

verb that many students also miss (its answer was not wrong, just not 

specific enough) 

• The engine is fast enough and good enough that a student could use 

it easily to make As/Bs on a RTS Global quiz/exam or take-home test 

• However, ChatGPT could also be very useful for self-study (producing 

quiz questions, vocab lists, parsing charts, etc.) 

 

Biblical and theological studies 

Book overviews • Compose competent one paragraph (or longer) summaries of 

classical works (e.g., Augustine, City of God, I.4) and modern works 

• Query information from existing documents (e.g., Reformed 

confessions; original language and translation of historical writings 

like the Summa) 

Concepts & 

debates 
• Compare and contrast different theological views of various figures or 

schools of thought (e.g., comparing views on baptism) 

• Generate rather accurate summaries of doctrines (e.g., Turretin’s view 

of infralapsarianism), OT/NT books or topics (e.g., summarize the 

Mosaic covenant and the “republication” debate), and so forth 

• (Note: In general it handles older topics better than more recent ones, 

but I was surprised at how close it got even for narrow contemporary 

research questions [e.g., the kaige recension of the Septuagint]) 

Papers • Write a 5-paragraph basic paper on a topic (the better the prompt, the 

more accurate the results) 

• Provide a suggested list of reading for a given topic (though 

sometimes it completely fabricates journal articles!) 

• Assist in cleaning up bibliographic entries (e.g., put in Turabian) 
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Verdict • ChatGPT was able to score an A- or B+ on one of my Gospels midterms 

consisting of short answer and essay questions; the answers, of course, 

missed out on certain nuances I cover in class, but the overall quality 

is possibly better than the average student’s 

• Book/chapter summaries for virtually any book (ancient or modern) 

can be easily produced by ChatGPT; it can even attempt to summarize 

journal articles, but often the results are generic or nonsensical 

• The engine is not (yet) able to produce documentation for papers,2 

and it tends to glitch out for long requests; it could not produce, say, 

a 15-page exegesis paper but could be used to piece one together if a 

student structured a series of queries well 

• That said, ChatGPT could be a remarkably useful for preparing study 

guides or developing leads for research topics  

 

Practical theology 

Ministry 

assignments 
• Produce accurate content such as gospel presentations, sample 

worship services, philosophy-of-ministry statements, Sunday school 

lessons, homilies, and so forth; it does a surprisingly good job 

customizing the responses to various theological perspectives 

(Calvinist, Arminian; Baptist, etc.) 

• Customize material to the “style” or “voice” of well-known figures 

(Tim Keller, John MacArthur, etc.) 

Sermons • Compose sermon outlines on OT/NT passages with a surprisingly 

high degree of accuracy/quality 

• Generate application points and illustrations for a given message 

when prompted with a category (e.g., football, movie) 

• Compose brief sermons (though, again, it tends to glitch out after 

about 1,000 words) 

Other • Produce an array of other material such as website content, questions 

to ask during an interview of a prospective staff member, etc. 

                                                           
2 Reportedly one of the major upgrades to the ChatGPT engine for the upcoming version 4 release will attempt to boost its 

ability to provide documentation for its assertions. 
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Verdict • ChatGPT can produce surprisingly good expositional and illustrative 

material for a sermon; one could not easily go and preach a sermon 

directly, but it could provide a robust starting point 

• It would do very well in handling brief practical theology assignments 

(e.g., write a baptism homily based on Romans) 

 

1.3 How should RTS respond? 

Plagiarism detection 

Because ChatGPT content is organically generated afresh every time, it would be virtually 

impossible to detect plagiarism; in fact, ChatGPT expressly says that it cannot identify its own 

output, and I confirmed this to be true with various test cases (see §2.4 below).  It also does 

not do a very good job identifying where a given paragraph is from (unless it is a well-known 

primarily or classical text). Thus, at present ChatGPT provides little assistance in detecting 

plagiarism on the whole and certainly cannot be used to determine whether its engine has 

been used to generate material for a paper or assignment. Various app developers claim to be 

working on bots that can detect whether ChatGPT has been used, but I highly doubt that the 

results will be reliable as ChatGPT itself gets better over time. A reader may be able to tell that 

something is “off” in a given assignment—i.e. if it sounds overly generic or too good—but as 

the technology improves, it will be harder and harder to differentiate real human 

compositions from computer-generated ones. 

Pedagogy 

ChatGPT could be used with ease to complete course assignments across the RTS curriculum 

and go virtually undetected so long as students proofread and clean up oddities. However, fear 

of cheating is not the only factor here, for AI-related tools provide opportunities (as have all 

prior iterations of technology). Things like ChatGPT are here to stay, so ignoring it is not an 

options. There is no one-size-fits all solution,3 and I would suggest that there are a handful of 

ways instructors might respond: 

 

                                                           
3 The issue is being discussed at all levels of higher education. See, for instance, 

https://www.insidehighered.com/news/2023/01/12/academic-experts-offer-advice-chatgpt; 

https://www.bu.edu/articles/2023/why-chatgpt-is-both-exciting-and-unsettling-for-students-and-faculty/ 
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• Outright ban. Shore up honor code statements such that they expressly forbid 

students from making any use whatsoever of ChatGPT (or materials derived from it). 

o Pros: easy to implement; business as usual 

o Cons: ignores the reality that AI is a tool which future students will already be 

accustomed to using; misses an opportunity to cultivate a “right” use of the tool 

 

• Research use only. Permit students to make us of ChatGPT for looking up information, 

providing suggested reading, etc.—and ensure they (a) cite every instance when they 

do so on any assignment and (b) defend their rationale for why they used it 

o Pros: balances the reality of AI with the need for independent research 

o Cons: risks repeating the early days of Wikipedia when data was often erroneous 

and unvetted (as is ChatGPT at present); short-circuiting the learning process (?) 

  

• Critical interaction. Require students to work with ChatGPT to generate sample 

content for a given prompt (e.g., an ST topic, exegesis of an OT/NT passage, or sermon 

assignment). Then have students (a) critique the AI-generated results, (b) indicate 

how they would correct and/or expand on the results using their own independent 

research using traditional sources, and (c) reflect on what they learned in the process. 

o Pros: leads students down the path of engaging with AI in a rigorous way, 

including evaluating the implications 

o Cons: time consuming; might distract from traditional research skill development 

  

• Work-in-process deliverable(s). Require students to submit not only their final 

product (paper, sermon, etc.) but also prior outlines, notes, drafts, etc.  

o Pros: provides a comprehensive picture of the learning and work process, 

including how they interacted with sources (including GPT), revised, etc. 

o Cons: more time consuming to grade; could still be “gamed” with GPT 

 

• In-person assessment. Revert to paper-based or conversation-based quizzes and tests, 

where AI-related tools cannot be used. 

o Pros: forces students to master material; mitigates the temptation to cheat 

o Cons: difficult if not impossible to implement for large courses and Global/hybrid 

delivery formats; more laborious and time-consuming to administer 

 

• Experiential assessment. Incorporate personal reflection (with concrete examples) or 

personalized data collection (interviews, etc.) that could not easily be AI-generated. 

o Pros: provides a venue for personal application/synthesis 

o Cons: would be hard to integrate into certain paper or exam types 



 

10 

 

• Pre-screening. Run exam questions through ChatGPT multiple times to get a feel for 

the basic themes/style of the answers provided. 

o Pros: could be an ad hoc solution to detect cheating on exams 

o Cons: time consuming; GPT updates regularly, so you would have to do this every 

semester 

 

• The “Rod Culbertson” question. 4  Incorporate highly detailed, classroom-specific 

content on exams that would not easily be available to GPT (anecdotes/case studies; 

cutting edge research interests; etc). 

o Pros: AI-proof in theory 

o Cons: word gets out among students; other questions could still be GPT’d 

Opportunities 

• Develop an elective—or, perhaps, a module in a course like IPTS or Ethics—that helps 

students thinks through the implications of AI for ministry and the church at large. 

Assignments could include (a) testing out ChatGPT for a variety of ministry- and 

academics-related tasks (as demonstrated here); (b) reading up on the latest 

developments in AI; (c) personally reflecting on the ethics of AI for Christian ministry; 

(d) developing a Sunday school or other lesson to teach about AI to laypersons 

(anthropology, wisdom, etc.) 

  

• Leverage ChatGPT for research purposes in certain areas, such as the following: 

o Generating code that can help with data collection 

o Tracking down hard-to-find primary source texts 

o Reverse-lookup of quotations, especially from primary sources (it does not 

work very well for modern books) 

 

 

                                                           
4 Named after Rod’s proclivity (at least when I was a student) to tell us random stories about Clearwater or RUF, pause and 

say, “This won’t be on the exam or anything, so just listen,” and then proceed to put it on the exam and asssign a very high 

point value. 
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2 Sample output from ChatGPT

In what follows I have included a host of screenshots showing the prompt and the results. I 

have often cropped the results for the sake of brevity. It is important to note that, due to the 

organic nature of the AI engine, typing in the same prompts shown below will not yield the 

same results, for they are generated afresh each time. Note: produced with GPT-3.5 prior to the 

release of GPT 4.0. 

2.1 Biblical languages 

Parsing 
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Bulk approach (which could be used quickly for a quiz) 

 
 

Paradigms 
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Translation 

 
 

 
 

Romans 3:23 
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4 Macc 4:5 (a harder example) 

 
 

Made up example (from a Greek quiz) 

 
 

Isa 42:9 

 
 

Qumran Hebrew: 4Q400 f2 2 (a competent translation result) 
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1 Enoch 62:1 (Ethiopic)  

 
 

Tg. Ps.-Jonathan Gen 3:15 (Aramaic) 
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Other 
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Looking up unknown texts 

 
 

 
(Note: this is almost correct; the verse is actually from Genesis 15:6 
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A surprisingly good summary of a chapter in Mounce’s textbook 

 
 

Something like this could be used for self-study/testing 
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2.2 Biblical and theological studies 

Book overviews (or other content retrieval) 

Older works 
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Modern books 
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Theological concepts and debates 

Well-known topics 
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General biblical content 

 
 



 

26 

 

 
 

Recent debates 
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(Note: This is almost completely inaccurate.) 

 

 
(This gets certain basic things right but tends towards misrepresentation or generalization in 

the second paragraph) 
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Sample short answer questions from a test 
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Research papers 

Select excerpts shown1 

 
(The rest of this paper was actually pretty decent, but that’s not surprising given that there’s so 

much out there on the topic) 

 

                                                           
1 Sometimes ChatGPT simply stops working after producing several paragraphs of text; perhaps this is a known bug. 
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Isaiah-Malachi course paper (not all shown) 
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Generating research leads/bibliography 

 

 
(These are a mixed bag) 
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(These look convincing—but most these are not real so far as I can tell) 
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More technical topics 

 
(Surprisingly good) 

 

 
(This is a pretty good answer, though it misses some key options) 
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(This is scary good answer to a complicated question) 

 

 
(This is almost entirely wrong)  
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2.3 Practical theology 

Ministry assignments 
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38 

 

A baptism homily in two different styles 
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Sermons 

Sermon components 
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Full sermon 

 
(…skipping some portions…) 

 
(It eventually stopped producing material and didn’t finish the sermon) 

 



 

42 

 

Other 
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2.4 Plagiarism checking 

 
 

 
(Except, it did generate this statement!) 


