#=VOLUME 1-%

KENHAM & BODIE HODGE

G E NERALSED/ITHOR S




First printing: July 2011

Copyright © 2011 by Answers in Genesis. All rights reserved. No part of
this book may be used or reproduced in any manner whatsoever without
written permission of the publisher, except in the case of brief quotations
in articles and reviews. For information write:

Master Books®, P.O. Box 726, Green Forest, AR 72638
Master Books® is a division of the New Leaf Publishing Group, Inc.

ISBN: 978-0-89051-633-1
Library of Congress Number: 2011932373

Cover by John Lucas

Unless otherwise noted, Scripture quotations are from the New King
James Version of the Bible.

Please consider requesting that a copy of this volume be purchased by
your local library system.

Printed in the United States of America

Please visit our website for other great titles:
www.masterbooks.net

For information regarding author interviews,
please contact the publicity department at (870) 438-5288

Master
Books®
A Division of New Leaf Publishing Group
www.masterbooks.net



Acknowledgments and special thanks for reviewing chapters in this book:

Tim Chaffey (executive editing), Roger Patterson, Bodie
Hodge, Dr. Terry Mortenson, Dr. Bob McCabe, Steve Fazekas, Dr.
Jason Lisle, Ken Ham, Mark Looy, Dr. Alan White, Dr. Steve
Falling, Dr. Steve Carter, Dr. Tommy Mitchell, and Steve Ham

Acknowledgments and special thanks for editing chapters in this book:

Jeremy Ham, Karin Viet, Doug Rumminger, Tim Chatffey,
Becky Stelzer, Mike Matthews, Anneliese Rumminger, and Bodie
Hodge

[lustration and photo credits:

Dan Lietha, Chuck McKnight, Laura Strobl, Bodie Hodge,
and Tim Chaffey



MERCHANT DISTRIBUTORS

Master

Books®
A Division of New Leaf Publishing Group



Contents

Introduction: What Does Biblical Authority Have to Do

10.

11.

12.

with Today’s Church and Culture? — Ken Ham................c........ 7

How Do We Know the Bible Is True? — Jason Lisle......................... 15
Is the Old Testament Reliable? — Brian Edwards...........cccocouvvvuees. 25

. Is the New Testament Reliable? — Brian Edwards .............c.couue.... 35

Did the Physical Resurrection of Christ Really Happen?

— Tommy Mitchell...........ccouneueuneoeeiecrinicereceeneeeerecaeeneees 45
. Is Genesis a Derivation from Ancient Myths? — Steve Ham.......... 59
Is the Trinity Three Different Gods? — Jobe Martin....................... 69

How Were People Saved Before Christ Died on the Cross?
—/Steve/ Falekas [NCW.LEALLUDHSDINR ATQUD. ..o 79

Did Moses Write Genesis? — Terry Mortenson

and Bodie HOAGE ...........cceeeemneeeerieericereeeeeeseceaeenens 85
Did Miracles Really Happen? — Paul Taylor .........cccccvvecuvenencune. 103
How to Do “Foolproof™ Apologetics — Jason Lisle........................ 113
How Should We Interpret the Bible? — Tim Chaffey..................... 121

What about the Factual Claims in The Da Vinci Code?
— Tit1 CRALFEY et 139



13. How Did We Get the Bible in English? — Herb Samworth...........
14. Polygamy in the Light of Scripture — Roger Patterson..................
15. Evolution and the Challenge of Morality — Jason Lisle.................
16. Three Days and Three Nights — Bodie Hodge and Paul Taylor ...
17. Framework Hypothesis — Tim Chaffey and Bob McCabe.............
18. Laminin and the Cross — Georgia Purdom.............ccccovvecerencucnee

19. How Can We Stand on Scripture in an Evolution-Pushing
Culture? — Jith GATANET .o

20. Is the Perpetual Virginity of Mary a Biblical View?
— BOdie HOAGE ...t

21. Why Should We Believe in the Inerrancy of Scripture?
— Brian EAWATAS ........ccovcuveeeninicneeincinecneeecinecseisecineaeene

22. Are There Contradictions in the Bible? — Jason Lisle....................
23. Is There Purpose and Meaning in Life? — Ken Ham.....................
24. Evolution — the Anti-Science? — Jason Lisle .......coouuvevvevveeveenene.
25. What Is Wrong with Atheism? — Jason Lisle...........ccccocvuvcureucunce.

26. Other Religious Writings: Can They Be from God, Too?
— Bodie HOAGE ...t

27. How to Properly View Evidence — Ken Ham..........cccoovvccureneecunnes

28. Is the Age of the Earth a Salvation Issue? — Ken Ham
and Bodie HOAGE .........c.wcueuveeeueuneecerniceirecieneceeceseneeseeeans

Afterword: Why I Am Committed to Teaching the Bible
— JONN MACATTRUT ..ottt

AUthor Biographies ..........ccccvieiieiciniciniieiciieeecieeenessesseessenens

173



Introduction

What Does Biblical Authority
Have to Do with Today’'s Church
and Culture?

Ken Ham

8T NN NN NN NN N NN NNV

Change the Culture?

hat is your real motivation at AiG? Are you political activists? Are

you trying to get creation taught in the public school classroom?
Does your ministry aim to change the culture? Isn't the Church irrelevant
in today’s world?

These are just a few of the many questions I have been asked by the
secular media over the years, particularly during the media blitz sur-
rounding the opening of the Creation Museum in 2007. In these
interviews, I made it clear that the thrust of Answers in Genesis (AiG) is
to uphold the authority of God’s Word as we not only provide answers to
the questions of skeptics but also preach the gospel of Jesus Christ and see
people won to the Lord.

At AiG, we understand that the Christian culture we once had in
America (and the once-Christianized culture of the West in general) has
become increasingly secularized over the past few years. AiG helps the
Church understand that this societal change occurred from the founda-
tion up — that is, instead of the culture generally being founded on the
teachings in God’s Word, generations were eventually taught to exalt
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8 ¢ How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

autonomous human reason instead and build their worldview on that
foundation.

And what has been the basic and most successful mechanism for this
secularization of the culture? Over the decades, millions upon millions of
Americans, one person at a time, have been indoctrinated to believe in
the idea of evolutionary naturalism and millions (billions!) of years and
thus to doubt and ultimately disbelieve the Bible as true history.

As generations began to reject God’s Word as reliable and authorita-
tive, they began to consistently build a secular worldview based on moral
relativism. As this change occurred, many such secular humanists moved
into positions in education, the government, legal systems, etc. The
worldview they had adopted determined how they would vote in passing
laws, establishing curricula, making moral choices, and so on. The
Western culture changed from a predominantly Christian worldview to
an increasingly secular worldview. To understand how important a per-
son’s worldview truly is, consider what the Bible teaches about how a
person’s actions are governed by their thoughts.

For as he thinks in his heart, so is he (Proverbs 23:7).
For out of the abundance of the heart the mouth speaks
(Matthew 12:34).

As people repent, are converted to Christ, and are then taught to build
their thinking consistently on God’s Word (and as Christians are chal-
lenged to de-secularize their own thinking and build a proper worldview),
then they can make an impact on the culture. After all, God’s people are
told to be “salt” and “light” (Matthew 5:13-14) — and thus affect the
world for good. Jesus said, “Let your light so shine before men, that they
may see your good works and glorify your Father in heaven” (Matthew
5:16). That’s why I often explain to the secular media that the ministry of
AiG and the Creation Museum is to preach the gospel and hope to see
people converted to Christ and thus be “salt” and “light” in their daily liv-
ing. As these people find themselves on school boards, are elected to local
government, or obtain influential positions in the media, their worldview
will govern the way they vote and effect changes.

The AiG ministry is providing answers to the skeptical questions of
our day that cause people to doubt the Bible's historicity and truthfulness.
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And in this era of history, the most attacked part of the Bible’s history is
Genesis 1-11. When people understand they can trust the history in the
early chapters of Genesis, they can better understand and be more respon-
sive to the gospel — the gospel that is based on that history. Of course,
countering the skeptics brings up other apologetics questions that need to
be answered.

AiG’s aim is not to change the culture. Changing the culture is a by-
product of a much bigger and more eternally significant goal. As one life
at a time is changed, each of those Christians can have an impact on the
culture for the glory of Christ.

So this is what AiG and the Creation Museum are “about” — and
what we believe every Christian should be doing: presenting and defend-
ing the life-changing gospel message to see lives changed for the glory of
God and to see the Church return to the rock-solid foundation on which
it was built (Matthew 16:18; Ephesians 2:20).

Is the Church a Relic?

The Grand Canyon is a form of relic. What do I mean? Well, the pres-
ent processes operating at the Grand Canyon in northern Arizona, such
as the minimal erosion by the Colorado River, cannot explain how the
canyon was really carved. In addition, no processes operating today at the
canyon can explain the laying down of the massive sedimentary strata
that I have seen there (e.g., Coconino Sandstone), nor the massive sheet
erosion that resulted in the Kaibab Plateau.

In order to produce this “relic” of a deep canyon and layers we see
today, something very different than what is happening in the present
occurred in the past. It was the result of the aftereffects of the global Flood
of Noah’s time.

To me, this is analogous to something happening with the Christian
Church in our Western world. For example, I have traveled to the United
Kingdom many times over the past 25 years. Several years ago, I began
taking photos of British churches that have been turned into bars, night-
clubs, Sikh temples, theaters, shopping centers — the list is a long one.

The U.K. was once predominantly Christian. Today, most of the U.K.
has become extremely pagan; just a remnant of Christianity remains in
England and the other UK. nations. Even though there are some new
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churches (thank God!), “relic” churches exist all across the UK. The
Christian influence is largely gone.

You see, just like the Grand Canyon, something was different in the
past. The current state of England and the rest of the U.K. does not explain
why there were so many churches in the past and why they had consider-
able Christian influence on society.

I want to suggest to you that where the UK. is today, America will be
“tomorrow” — and for the same reasons if we continue on this trend. The
Church could very well become a “relic” in America if God’s people don’t
deal with the foundational nature of the problem that has produced the
sad situation in the U.K. today. Imagine how this must grieve the heart of
God!

Here is one thing that particularly alarms me: research by George
Barna has shown that of those students from Christian homes in America
who go to public schools (about 95 percent of all students), at least 70
percent of them will walk away from the Church and the faith of their
parents once they leave home."

A fairly recent report states: “A new study by The Barna Group con-
ducted among 16- to 29-year-olds shows that a new generation is more
skeptical of and resistant to Christianity than were people of the same age
just a decade ago.”

These statistics were confirmed in Already Gone, the book I
co-authored with Britt Beemer from America’s Research Group. In fact,
our research revealed that many of these young people who walk away
from the Church once they leave home have actually “checked out” long
before leaving home. These young people have serious doubts about bib-
lical authority, particularly in the first 11 chapters of Genesis.

AiG has been continually bringing to the Church’s attention a major
challenge of the day: our culture is filled with increasing numbers of
people who do not believe the Bible is a credible book. As a result, the
culture has lost faith in biblical authority.

1. Barna Research Online, “Teenagers Embrace Religion but Are Not Excited
About Christianity, January 10, 2000: www.barna.org/...teensnext.../147-most-
twentysomethings-put-christianity-on-the-shelf-following-spiritually-active-teen-years.

2. Barna Research Online, “A New Generation Expresses Its Skepticism and Frustration
with Christianity;” September 24, 2007: http://www.barna.org/barna-update/article/16-

teensnext-gen/94-a-new-generation-expresses-its-skepticism-and-frustration-with-
christianity.
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And why has this happened? It did not occur overnight. Generation
after generation, there has been a slow erosion of biblical authority in
America. In fact, ever since the early 19th century the idea of a millions-
or billions-of-years-old age for the earth/universe was beginning to
become popular in the UK. and the United States. Much of the Church
quickly adopted the old-age view. And they reinterpreted the days of cre-
ation and Noah’s Flood in Genesis.

Soon, much of the Church also adopted many of Darwin’s blatant
evolutionary beliefs (and just added God to this). Generation after
generation, the Church has reinterpreted God’s Word in Genesis in
response to secular ideas. Each subsequent generation has become
more firm in the belief that if the first part of the Bible (which is the
foundational history for all Christian doctrine, including the gospel) is
not true, how can the rest be? Biblical authority is undermined, the
Bible’s credibility is destroyed, and the Christian influence in the cul-
ture is eroded.

AiG has been raised up by God for this era of history to help challenge
the Church concerning biblical authority, which could (as God blesses)



12 ¢ How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

ultimately change the culture. Remember: “If the foundations are
destroyed, what can the righteous do?” (Psalm 11:3).

Calling for Reformation

Here is an example of how the foundation has shifted for one particu-
lar group. In 1977, the Assemblies of God denomination adopted a
“Doctrine of Creation” report, which stated the following:

This Bible record of creation thus rules out the evolutionary
philosophy which states that all forms of life have come into being
by gradual, progressive evolution carried on by resident forces. It
also rules out any evolutionary origin for the human race, since
no theory of evolution, including theistic evolution, can explain
the origin of the male before the female, nor can it explain how a
man could evolve into a woman. . . .

The account of creation is intended to be taken as factual and
historical. Our understanding of God as Creator is rooted in a
revelation that is historical in nature, just as our understanding of
God as Redeemer is rooted in the revelation of God’s dealings
with Israel in history and in the historical events of the life, death,
and resurrection of His Son.?

But fast forward to 2010 and see what has changed. A new “Doctrine
of Creation” was adopted by the “General Presbytery,” the governing body
of the Assembly of God churches. Here is the denomination’s official view
today:

The advance of scientific research, particularly in the last few
centuries, has raised many questions about the interpretation of
the Genesis accounts of creation. In attempting to reconcile the
Bible and the theories and conclusions of contemporary scien-
tists, it should be remembered that the creation accounts do not
give precise details as to how God went about His creative activ-
ity. Nor do these accounts provide us with complete chronologies
that enable us to date with precision the time of the various stages
of creation. Similarly, the findings of science are constantly

3 “The Doctrine of Creation,” copyrighted by the General Council of the Assemblies of God;
adopted by the Assemblies of God General Presbytery, August 15-17, 1977.



Introduction * 13

expanding; the accepted theories of one generation are often
revised in the next.

As a result, equally devout Christian believers have formed
very different opinions about the age of the earth, the age of
humankind, and the ways in which God went about the creative
processes. Given the limited information available in Scripture, it
does not seem wise to be overly dogmatic about any particular
creation theory. . . . We urge all sincere and conscientious believ-
ers to adhere to what the Bible plainly teaches and to avoid
divisiveness over debatable theories of creation.*

My heart was heavy as I read the statement “the findings of science
are constantly expanding; the accepted theories of one generation are
often revised in the next” Well, at least the Bible hasn't changed in the past
33 years. But man’s ideas certainly have!

The message here from this denomination is essentially this:
because of “the theories and conclusions of contemporary scientists”
regarding origins, Christians must change their interpretation of the
Bible in Genesis! This low view of Scripture and esteeming man’s ideas
is a major problem within many denominations. In fact, the tragedy of
reinterpreting God’s clear words to fit in man’s beliefs has always
existed with God’s people. The same problem is recorded in Genesis
when the serpent tempted Eve by asking, “Did God really say . . . ?”
(Genesis 3:1; NIV).

Creating doubt regarding God’s Word has greatly undermined bibli-
cal authority in society as a whole, even its churches.

We live in an era of great scientific advancement. But remember: sci-
ence means “knowledge.” There is a big difference between knowledge
gained by observation that builds our technology in the present (“opera-
tional science”) and knowledge concerning the past (“historical science”),
which cannot be observed directly. “Historical science” is being used as
the authority over God’s Word.

The Assembly of God denomination is insisting that fallible man’s
historical science (beliefs about the past concerning origins) must be used
to reinterpret God’s clear and infallible Word. (By the way, I thank God

4 “The Doctrine of Creation,” copyrighted by the General Council of the Assemblies of God;
adopted by the Assemblies of God General Presbytery, August 9-11, 2010.
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for the many pastors in these churches who stand on the Word of God
and cringe at their denomination’s new position.)

AiG’s mission statement declares that we are to be “a catalyst to bring
reformation by reclaiming the foundations of our faith which are found in
the Bible, from the very first verse.”

What can the righteous do as the foundations of Christianity are
being destroyed? We need a new reformation in our churches. Christians
need to be figuratively nailing Genesis chapters 1-11 on the doors of
churches and Christian colleges/seminaries, challenging God’s people to
return to the authority of the Bible.

We will continue to see a decline in our nation, churches, and families
— unless God’s people repent of compromise and return to His Word! We
need to understand that the Bible is true and it is the authority when it
comes to creation apologetics as well as general apologetics. This book is
designed to show you how to answer many of the skeptical questions of
our day while firmly standing upon the Word of God. It is time for a new
reformation, a time to return to the 66 books of the Bible as the absolute
standard in all areas.



Chapter 1

How Do \We Know the
Bible Is True?

Jason Lisle

(S SIS LSS SRSV SIS LSS SIS TS S S

he Bible is an extraordinary work of literature, and it makes some

astonishing claims. It records the details of the creation of the uni-
verse, the origin of life, the moral law of God, the history of man’s rebellion
against God, and the historical details of God’s work of redemption for all
who trust in His Son. Moreover, the Bible claims to be God’s revelation to
mankind. If true, this has implications for all aspects of life: how we
should live, why we exist, what happens when we die, and what our mean-
ing and purpose is. But how do we know if the claims of the Bible are true?

Some Typical Answers

A number of Christians have tried to answer this question.
Unfortunately, not all of those answers have been as cogent as we might
hope. Some answers make very little sense at all. Others have some merit
but fall short of proving the truth of the Bible with certainty. Let’s consider
some of the arguments that have been put forth by Christians.

A Subjective Standard

Some Christians have argued for the truth of the Scriptures by point-
ing to the changes in their own lives that belief in the God who inspired

15



16 ¢ How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

the Bible has induced. Receiving Jesus as Lord is a life-changing experi-
ence that brings great joy. A believer is a “new creation” (2 Corinthians
5:17). However, this change does not in and of itself prove the Bible is
true. People might experience positive feelings and changes by believing
in a position that happens to be false.

At best, a changed life shows consistency with the Scriptures. We
would expect a difference in attitudes and actions given that the Bible is
true. Although giving a testimony is certainly acceptable, a changed life
does not (by itself) demonstrate the truth of the Scriptures. Even an athe-
ist might argue that his belief in atheism produces feelings of inner peace
or satisfaction. This does not mean that his position is true.

By Faith

When asked how they know that the Bible is true, some Christians
have answered, “We know the Bible is true by faith” While that answer
may sound pious, it is not very logical, nor is it a correct application of
Scripture. Faith is the confident belief in something that you cannot per-
ceive with your senses (Hebrews 11:1). So when I believe without
observation that the earth’s core is molten, I am acting on a type of faith.
Likewise, when I believe in God whom I cannot directly see, I am acting
on faith. Don’t misunderstand. We should indeed have faith in God and
His Word. But the “by faith” response does not actually answer the
objection that has been posed — namely, how we know that the Bible is
true.

Since faith is a belief in something unseen, the above response is
not a good argument. “We know by faith” is the equivalent of saying,
“We know by believing.” But clearly, the act of believing in something
doesn’'t necessarily make it true. A person doesn’t really know some-
thing just by believing it. He simply believes it. So the response is
essentially, “We believe because we believe” While it is true that we
believe, this answer is totally irrelevant to the question being asked. It
is a non-answer. Such a response is not acceptable for a person who is
a follower of Christ. The Bible teaches that we are to be ready to give an
answer to anyone who asks a reason of the hope that is within us (1
Peter 3:15). Saying that we have faith is not the same as giving a reason
for that faith.
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Begging the Question

Some have cited 2 Timothy 3:16 as proof that the Bible is the inerrant
Word of God. This text indicates that all Scripture is inspired by God (or
“God-breathed”) and useful for teaching. That is, every writing in the
Bible is a revelation from God that can be trusted as factually true. Clearly,
if the Bible is given by revelation of the God of truth, then it can be trusted
at every point as an accurate depiction. The problem with answering the
question this way is that it presupposes that the verse itself is truthful —
which is the very claim at issue.

In other words, how do we know that 2 Timothy 3:16 is true? “Well
it’s in the Bible,” some might say. But how do we know the Bible is
true? “Because 2 Timothy 3:16 assures us that it is.” This is a vicious
circular argument. It must first arbitrarily assume the very thing it is
trying to prove. Circular reasoning of this type (while technically
valid) is not useful in a debate because it does not prove anything
beyond what it merely assumes. After all, this type of argument would
be equally valid for any other book that claims to be inspired by God.
How do we know that book X is inspired by God? “Because it says it
is” But how do we know that what it’s saying is true? “Well, God
wouldn’t lie!”

On the other hand, some Christians might go too far the other way
— thinking that what the Bible says about itself is utterly irrelevant to the
question of its truthfulness or its inspiration from God. This, too, is a
mistake. After all, how would we know that a book is inspired by God
unless it claimed to be? Think about it: how do you know who wrote a
particular book? The book itself usually states who the author is. Most
people are willing to accept what a book says about itself unless they have
good evidence to the contrary.

So it is quite relevant that the Bible itself claims to be inspired by
God. It does claim that all of its assertions are true and useful for teach-
ing. Such statements do prove at least that the writers of the Bible
considered it to be not merely their own opinion, but in fact the inerrant
Word of God. However, arguing that the Bible must be true solely on the
basis that it says so is not a powerful argument. Yes, it is a relevant claim.
But we need some additional information if we are to escape a vicious
circle.
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Textual Consistency and Uniqueness

Another argument for the truthfulness of the Bible concerns its unique-
ness and internal consistency. The Bible is remarkably self-consistent,
despite having been written by more than 40 different writers over a time
span of about 2,000 years. God’s moral law, man’s rebellion against God’s
law, and God’s plan of salvation are the continuing themes throughout the
pages of Scripture. This internal consistency is what we would expect if the
Bible really is what it claims to be — God’s revelation.

Moreover, the Bible is uniquely authentic among ancient literary
works in terms of the number of ancient manuscripts found and the
smallness of the time scale between when the work was first written and
the oldest extant manuscript (thereby minimizing any possibility of alter-
ation from the original).! This indicates that the Bible has been accurately
transmitted throughout the ages, far more so than other ancient docu-
ments. Few people would doubt that Plato really wrote the works ascribed
to him, and yet the Bible is far more authenticated. Such textual criticism
shows at least that the Bible (1) is unique in ancient literature and (2) has
been accurately transmitted throughout the ages. What we have today is a
good representation of the original. No one could consistently argue that
the Bible’s authenticity is in doubt unless he is willing to doubt all other
works of antiquity (because they are far less substantiated).?

To be sure, this is what we would expect, given the premise that the Bible
is true. And yet, uniqueness and authenticity to the original do not necessar-
ily prove that the source is true. They simply mean that the Bible is unique
and has been accurately transmitted. This is consistent with the claim that
the Bible is the Word of God, but it does not decisively prove the claim.

External Evidence

Some Christians have argued for the truth of Scripture on the basis of
various lines of external evidence. For example, archaeological discover-
ies have confirmed many events of the Bible. The excavation of Jericho
reveals that the walls of this city did indeed fall as described in the Book

1. See chapters 5 and 12 of Brian Edwards, Nothing but the Truth (Darlington, UK:
Evangelical Press, 2006).

2. Josh McDowell and Bill Wilson, A Ready Defense (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson
Publishers, 1993), p. 42-55.
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of Joshua.” Indeed, some passages of the Bible, which critics once claimed
were merely myth, have now been confirmed archeologically. For exam-
ple, the five cities of the plain described in Genesis 14:2 were once thought
by secular scholars to be mythical, but ancient documents have been
found that list these cities as part of ancient trade routes.*

Archaeology certainly confirms Scripture. Yet it does not prove that
the Bible is entirely true. After all, not every claim in Scripture has been
confirmed archeologically. The Garden of Eden has never been found,
nor has the Tower of Babel or Noah’s ark (as of this writing). So at best,
archaeology demonstrates that some of the Bible is true.

Such consistency is to be expected. Yet, using archaeology in an
attempt to prove the Bible seems inappropriate. After all, archaeology is an
uncertain science; its findings are inevitably subject to the interpretation
and bias of the observer and are sometimes overturned by newer evidence.
Archaeology is useful, but fallible. Is it appropriate to use a fallible proce-
dure to judge what claims to be the infallible Word of God? Using the less
certain to judge the more certain seems logically flawed. Yes, archaeology
can show consistency with Scripture but is not in a position to prove the
Bible in any decisive way because archaeology itself is not decisive.

Predictive Prophecy and Divine Insight

A number of passages in the Bible predict future events in great detail
— events that were future to the writers but are now in our past. For
example, in Daniel 2 a prophecy predicted the next three world empires
(up to and including the Roman Empire) and their falls. If the Bible were
not inspired by God, how could its mere human writers possibly have
known about events in the distant future?’

3. Bryant Wood, “The Walls of Jericho,” Creation 21 (2) March-May 1999, p. 36-40, http://
www.answersingenesis.org/creation/v21/i2/jericho.asp#.

4. Bryant Wood, “The Discovery of the Sin Cities of Sodom and Gomorrah,” Bible and Spade
(Summer 1999), http://www.biblearchaeology.org/post/2008/04/16/The-Discovery-of-
the-Sin-Cities-of-Sodom-and-Gomorrah.aspx.

5. Even this begs the question to some degree. A critic could (hypothetically) argue that
some people have the ability to perceive distant future events through some as-yet-
undiscovered mechanism (be it psychic powers or whatever). The Christian knows better;
he knows that God alone declares the end from the beginning (Isaiah 46:9-10). But the
Christian knows this because it is what the Bible says. So only by presupposing the truth
of the Bible could we cogently argue that only God can know the future.
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The Bible also touches on matters of science in ways that seem to go
beyond what was known to humankind at the time. In Isaiah 40:22 we
read about the spreading out (expansion) of the heavens (the universe).
Yet secular scientists did not discover such expansion until the 1920s. The
spherical nature of the earth and the fact that the earth hangs in space are
suggested in Scriptures such as Job 26:10 and Job 26:7 respectively. The
Book of Job is thought to have been written around 2000 B.C. — long
before the nature of our planet was generally known.

Such evidence is certainly consistent with the claim that the Bible is
inspired by God. And some people find such evidence convincing. Yet,
persons who tenaciously resist the idea that the Bible is the Word of God
have offered their counterarguments to the above examples. They have
suggested that the predictive prophetic passages were written after the
fact, much later than the text itself would indicate. Examples of apparent
scientific insight in the Bible are chalked up to coincidence.

Moreover, there is something inappropriate about using secular sci-
ence to judge the claims of the Bible. As with archeological claims, what
constitutes a scientific fact is often subject to the bias of the interpreter.
Some people would claim that particles-to-people evolution is a scientific
fact. Although creationists would disagree, we must concede that what
some people think is good science does not always coincide with the Bible.

The Bible does show agreement with some of what is commonly
accepted as scientific fact. But what is considered scientific fact today
might not be tomorrow. We are once again in the embarrassing position
of attempting to judge what claims to be infallible revelation from God by
the questionable standards of men. Again, how can we judge what claims
to be inerrant revelation by a standard that is itself uncertain and ever-
changing? This would be like using something we merely suspect to be
about three feet long to check whether a yardstick is accurate. Using the
less certain to judge the more certain just doesn't make sense. At best,
such things merely show consistency.

The Standard of Standards

The above lines of evidence are certainly consistent with the premise
that the Bible is true. Many people have no doubt found such evidence quite
convincing. Yet we must admit that none of the above lines of evidence quite
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proves that the Bible must be the inerrant Word of God. Critics have their
counterarguments to all of the above. If we are to know for certain that the
Bible is true, we will need a different kind of argument — one that is abso-
lutely conclusive and irrefutable. In all the above cases, we took as an unstated
premise that there are certain standards by which we judge how likely some-
thing is true. When we stop to consider what these standards are, we will
see that the standards themselves are proof that the Bible is true.

Putting it another way, only the Bible can make sense of the standards
by which we evaluate whether or not something is true. One such set of
standards are the laws of logic. We all know that a true claim cannot contra-
dict another true claim. That would violate a law of logic: the law of
non-contradiction. The statements “The light is red” and “The light is not
red” cannot both be true at the same time and in the same sense. Laws of
logic thus represent a standard by which we can judge certain truth claims.
Moreover, all people seem to “know” laws like the law of non-contradiction.
We all assume that such laws are the same everywhere and apply at all
times without exception. But why is this? How do we know such things?

If we consider the biblical worldview, we find that we can make sense
of the laws of logic. The Bible tells us that God’s mind is the standard for
all knowledge (Colossians 2:3). Since God upholds the entire universe and
since He is beyond time, we would expect that laws of logic apply every-
where in the universe and at all times. There can never be an exception to
a law of logic because God’s mind is sovereign over all truth. We can know
laws of logic because we are made in God’s image and are thus able to
think in a way that is consistent with His nature (Genesis 1:27). So when
we take the Bible as our worldview, we find that laws of logic make sense.

But if we don’t accept the Bible as true, we are left without a foundation
for laws of logic. How could we know (apart from God) that laws of logic
work everywhere? After all, none of us has universal knowledge. We have
not experienced the future nor have we traveled to distant regions of the
universe. Yet we assume that laws of logic will work in the future as they
have in the past and that they work in the distant cosmos as they work here.
But how could we possibly know that apart from revelation from God?

Arguing that laws of logic have worked in our past experiences is
pointless — because that’s not the question. The question is: how can we
know that they will work in the future or in regions of space that we have
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never visited? Only the Christian worldview can make sense of the uni-
versal, exception-less, unchanging nature of laws of logic. Apart from the
truth revealed in the Bible, we would have no reason to assume that laws
of logic apply everywhere at all times, yet we all do assume this. Only the
Christian has a good reason to presume the continued reliability of logic.
The non-Christian does not have such a reason in his own professed
worldview, and so he is being irrational: believing something without a
good reason. The unbeliever has only “blind faith” but the Christian’s
faith in the Bible makes knowledge possible.

The Foundation of Science

Another standard we use when evaluating certain kinds of claims is
the standard of science. The tools of science allow us to describe the pre-
dictable, consistent way in which the universe normally behaves. Science
allows us to make successful predictions about certain future states. For
example, if I mix chemical A with chemical B, I expect to get result C
because it has always been that way in the past. This happens the same
way every time: if the conditions are the same, I will get the same result.
Science is based on an underlying uniformity in nature. But why should
there be such uniformity in nature? And how do we know about it?

We all presume that the future will be like the past in terms of the basic
operation of nature. This does not mean that Friday will be exactly like
Monday — conditions change. But it does mean that things like gravity will
work the same on Friday as they have on Monday. With great precision,
astronomers are able to calculate years in advance the positions of planets,
the timing of eclipses, and so on — only because the universe operates in
such a consistent way. We all know that (in basic ways) the universe will
behave in the future as it has in the past. Science would be impossible with-
out this critical principle. But what is the foundation for this principle?

The Bible provides that foundation. According to the biblical world-
view, God has chosen to uphold the universe in a consistent way for our
benefit. He has promised us in places such as Genesis 8:22 that the basic
cycles of nature will continue to be in the future as they have been in the
past. Although specific circumstances change, the basic laws of nature (such
as gravity) will continue to work in the future as they have in the past.
Interestingly, only God is in a position to tell us on His own authority that
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this will be true. According to the Bible, God is beyond time,® and so only
He knows what the future will be. But we are within time and have not expe-
rienced the future. The only way we could know the future will be (in certain
ways) like the past is because God has told us in His Word that it will be.

Apart from the Bible, is there any way we could know that the future
will be like the past? So far, no one has been able to show how such a belief
would make sense apart from Scripture. The only nonbiblical explana-
tions offered have turned out to be faulty. For example, consider the
following.

Some people argue that they can know that the future will be like the
past on the basis of past experience. That is, in the past when they assumed
that the future would be like the past, they were right. They then argue
that this past success is a good indicator of future success. However, in
doing so they arbitrarily assume the very thing they are supposed to be
proving: that the future will be like the past. They commit the logical fal-
lacy of begging the question. Any time we use past experience as an
indicator of what will probably happen in the future, we are relying on the
belief that the future will be (in basic ways) like the past. So we cannot
merely use past experience as our reason for belief that in the future
nature will be uniform, unless we already knew by some other way that
nature is uniform. If nature were not uniform, then past success would be
utterly irrelevant to the future! Only the biblical worldview can provide an
escape from this vicious logical circle. And that is another very good rea-
son to believe the Bible is true.

We Already Know the God of the Bible

Since only the Bible can make sense of the standards of knowledge, it
may seem perplexing at first that people who deny the Bible are able to
have knowledge. We must admit that non-Christians are able to use laws
of logic and the methods of science with great success — despite the fact
that such procedures only make sense in light of what the Bible teaches.
How are we to explain this inconsistency? How is it that people deny the
truth of the Bible and yet simultaneously rely upon the truth of the Bible?

The Bible itself gives us the resolution to this paradox. In Romans
1:18-21 the Scriptures teach that God has revealed Himself to everyone.

6. E.g., 2 Peter 3:8; Isaiah 46:9-10.
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God has “hardwired” knowledge of Himself into every human being,
such that we all have inescapable knowledge of God. However, people
have rebelled against God — they “suppress the truth in unrighteousness”
(Romans 1:18). People go to great lengths to convince themselves and
others that they do not know what, in fact, they must know. They are
denying the existence of a God who is rightly angry at them for their
rebellion against Him.

But since all men are made in God’s image, we are able to use the
knowledge of logic and uniformity that He has placed within us,” even if
we inconsistently deny the God that makes such knowledge possible. So
the fact that even unbelievers are able to use logic and science is a proof
that the Bible really is true. When we understand the Bible, we find that
what it teaches can make sense of those things necessary for science and
reasoning. God has designed us so that when believers read His Word, we
recognize it as the voice of our Creator (John 10:27). The truth of the
Bible is inescapably certain, for if the Bible were not true, we couldn't
know anything at all. It turns out that the worldview delineated by the
Bible is the only worldview that can make sense of all those things neces-
sary for knowledge.

Conclusion

The truth of the Bible is obvious to anyone willing to fairly investigate
it. The Bible is uniquely self-consistent and extraordinarily authentic. It
has changed the lives of millions of people who have placed their faith in
Christ. It has been confirmed countless times by archaeology and other
sciences. It possesses divine insight into the nature of the universe and has
made correct predictions about distant future events with perfect accu-
racy. When Christians read the Bible, they cannot help but recognize the
voice of their Creator. The Bible claims to be the Word of God, and it
demonstrates this claim by making knowledge possible. It is the standard
of standards. The proof of the Bible is that unless its truth is presupposed,
we couldn’t prove anything at all.®

7. Babies do not “learn” uniformity in nature. They are born already knowing it. When

a baby burns his hand on a candle, he does not quickly do it again because he rightly

believes that if he does it again it will hurt again. The baby already knows that the future

reflects the past.

8. This fact has been recognized and elaborated upon by Christian scholars such as Dr.
Cornelius Van Til and Dr. Greg Bahnsen.
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Why Read the Bible?

ome years ago, I informed my congregation that over the next few

months something would happen in our church that the world would
find strange. In the first place, I proposed to preach on a book that was
more than 3,000 years old, and second, I knew the whole congregation
would be there each week to listen. And they were there — for the 30
weeks as we worked our way through the Old Testament Book of
Deuteronomy.

Across the world every week, millions of Christians listen to thou-
sands of sermons from the Bible, a book that begins at the dawn of history
itself. Why do they listen? The answer is that Christians believe the Bible
to be both reliable and relevant to the need of 21st-century people to learn
about their God and how they should live to please Him.

But must they have blind, unreasonable faith to believe the Bible to
be true? Or are there sound reasons that the Bible, and specifically for
this chapter, the Old Testament, can be accepted as reliable in every
part?

25
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What the Bible Writers Believed

The Old Testament writers believed their message was God-breathed
and, therefore, utterly reliable. More than 400 times from Exodus 4:22 to
Malachi 1:4, they declared, in just three Hebrew words, “Thus says the LORD.”

To emphasize this divine authority many of the prophets received
God’s message through a powerful experience. For example, the prophet
Jeremiah recorded that at the beginning of his ministry, “The Lorp put
forth His hand and touched my mouth, and the Lorp said to me: ‘Behold,
I have put My words in your mouth’ ” (Jeremiah 1:9).

The prophets so identified themselves as God’s spokesmen that they
frequently spoke as though God Himself were speaking. In Isaiah 5:1-2
the prophet spoke of God in the third person — He — but in verses 3-6
Isaiah spoke for God in the first person — I. Isaiah had become the actual
spokesperson for God. No wonder King David spoke of the word of the
Lord as “perfect” (2 Samuel 22:31; see also Proverbs 30:5. The NIV trans-
lates this word as “flawless”).

The New Testament writers did not doubt that the Old Testament
prophets spoke for God. Peter and John saw the words of David in Psalm
2, not as the opinion of a king in Israel, but as the Word of God: “You
spoke by the Holy Spirit through the mouth of your servant, our father
David” (Acts 4:25; NIV). Similarly, Paul accepted Isaiah’s words as God
speaking to men: “The Holy Spirit spoke rightly through Isaiah the
prophet to our fathers” (Acts 28:25).

The New Testament writers were so convinced all the words of the
Old Testament Scripture were inspired by God that they even claimed,
“Scripture says,” when the words quoted came directly from God. For
example, “The Scripture says to the Pharaoh” (Romans 9:17).

Clearly, the Lord Jesus Himself believed the words of the Old
Testament were God-breathed. In John 10:34 (quoting from Psalm 82:6),
He based His teaching upon a single phrase: “I said, “You are gods. ” In
Matthew 22:43-44 He quoted from Psalm 110:1 and emphasized a single
word, “Lord,” to reveal Himself as the Son of God.

Where Are All the Gods?

The entire history of Israel covered by the Old Testament took place
under the shadow of at least four major empires across the Fertile
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Crescent: Egypt, Assyria, Babylonia, and Persia. Their influence is seen
throughout the Old Testament record, and the religious life of each of
these powers was dominated by a vast pantheon of gods and goddesses.
The Egyptian collection included at least 1,500 gods, a number nearly
matched by the Assyrians, Babylonians, and Persians. They had gods for
the land and sea, hills and valleys, planets and seasons, birth and death,
and everything in between. The pantheon of the Greeks and Romans who
carried us into the New Testament was equally numerous. Their collec-
tion included the same gods with different names as centuries and empires
rolled by.

In staggeringly marked contrast to this polytheism, the Israelites,
from their earliest history, were taught to believe in one God and one
alone. Moses fixed this truth in the mind of the nation: “Hear, O Israel:
The Lorp our God, the LorD is one” (Deuteronomy 6:4). Other ancient
peoples of the world were polytheistic, so where did this “strange” idea
come from? And why did the prophets of Israel hold to monotheism so
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tirmly? The often-quoted idea that Israel garnered its religious ideas from
the surrounding nations is completely toppled by the fact that Israel stood
alone as a people who believed there was only one God, the God of the
whole universe. Jonah’s God of “heaven, sea, and land” (Jonah 1:9) was a
radical idea to the sailors on the Phoenician ship as well as to the citizens
of Nineveh.

Tell It Like It Is

Another unique feature of the Old Testament is its ruthless honesty in
the records of Israel. In the ancient world, bad things were not recorded.
If a king lost a battle, either government spin would turn it into a victory
or else the defeat would simply be left unstated in the records. The 50-year
struggle between the Egyptians and the Hittites, in which both sides were
frequently bested in the fight, is vividly recorded in the temple of Ramesses
IT at Abu Simbel as a great victory for the pharaoh. Similarly, when record-
ing the ancient dynasties of Egypt, this king deliberately omitted the
dynasty of Amenhotep IV, who was considered the “heretic king” for ele-
vating the god Aten above all others in the pantheon.! The Romans
followed suit with purposeful omissions from the record, and they had a
phrase for it: damnatio memoria (the damnation of memory). To record
it was to perpetuate it; to ignore it meant that it never happened.

Contrast this with the authenticity of the Old Testament. If Israel lost a
battle, it was recorded. When Israel’s hero King David committed a terrible
double crime of adultery and murder, that was also recorded. Even the
godly King Hezekiah, in whose reign a spiritual revival took place, is on
record as failing in his latter days and committing an act of foolish pride
that brought disaster on the nation in years to come (2 Kings 20:12-18).

Why did the Israelites buck the majority vote of the nations and refuse
to censor their history?

Tell It Like It Will Be

The fulfillment of biblical prophecy has always been a great embarrass-
ment to the critics of the Bible, and their only escape route is to believe that
the prophecies were written long after the event predicted. One significant
problem with this conjecture is that no one has been able to explain how

1. See The Egyptian King List in the British Museum, London (EA117), www.britishmuseum.
org.
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the “prophetic con men” managed to pull off their “deception” so consis-
tently, convincingly, and completely over so many centuries!

One writer on this subject has concluded that “the number of prophe-
cies in the Bible is so large and their distribution so evenly spread through
both Testaments and all types of literary forms that the interpreter is
alerted to the fact that he or she is dealing with a major component of the
Bible”*> With that amount available, we can only toe the water here.’

The prophets of God challenged the false prophets of the nations to
tell something prophetic: “ ‘Present your case, says the Lorp. ‘Bring forth
your strong reasons, says the King of Jacob. ‘Let them bring forth and
show us what will happen; let them show the former things, what they
were, that we may consider them, and know the latter end of them; or
declare to us things to come’ ” (Isaiah 41:21-22).

The punishment for a prophet who gave false predictions was death.
Conversely, the prophet Ezekiel, when prophesying of the coming destruc-
tion of Jerusalem, could claim with confidence, “When this comes to pass
— surely it will come — then they will know that a prophet has been
among them” (Ezekiel 33:33). For an Israelite it was unimaginable that a
prophet would write up his “prophecy” after the event! A prophet would
be stoned for such deceit.

The Prophecy of Nahum

The small Book of Nahum in the Bible contains a clear prophecy of
the final destruction of Nineveh, the capital of the powerful Assyrian
empire. If the prophet had written his prophecy after the event, it is hardly
likely that the Jews would have been so gullible as to have accepted the
retrospective prophecy of a prophet they knew to be still among them.

The argument most favored by scholars who will not accept Bible
prophecy is that the author, under the pseudonym of Nahum, wrote many
years beyond the lifetime of any who could have witnessed the fall of
Nineveh. The problem with this argument is that Nahum records the pre-
cise way in which this impregnable city would eventually fall: primarily
through fireand water (see Nahum 1:10,2:4,6-8,3:8,13,15). Archaeologists
have discovered how accurate his descriptions are, and some of the

2. Walter Kaiser, Back Toward the Future (Eugene, OR: Wipf & Stock Publishers, 2003), p. 20.
3. For more detail on this subject, see Brian Edwards, Nothing but the Truth (Darlington,
England: Evangelical Press, 2006), p. 76-96.
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fire-burnt palace reliefs can be
seen in the British Museum in
London.* The city was so utterly
destroyed in 612 B.C. that two
centuries after its destruction, the
Greek historian Xenophon sat on
top of the ruins and had no idea
what city it had been. It would be
another 2,246 years before the site
was positively identified!

Attempts to deny Nahum’s
accurate prophecy of the destruc-
tion of Nineveh in 612 B.C. are
more difficult to accept than believing real prophecy took place.

The Prophecies About Christ

The clearest and most challenging evidence of the reliability of the
Old Testament is its consistent promise of the coming of the Messiah. Not
even the most liberal critic of the Bible will doubt that Micah 5, Zechariah
9, Psalm 22, and Isaiah 53, to take four examples among many, were writ-
ten centuries before Christ was born. Yet the details of His birth, triumphal
entry, crucifixion, and burial are too close to doubt the connection. The
suggestions that either Jesus deliberately arranged to fulfill the prophecies
(including His place of birth and the soldiers casting lots for His clothes)
or that the accounts were written two or three centuries after the events
have themselves long been consigned to the stuff of myth.

The Voice of Silent Stones

Archaeology is rubbish, but sometimes it turns up gold. Archaeology
searches through yesterday’s trash to discover how people lived, worked,
fought, and died, as well as what they believed. The mantra that “archae-
ology disproves the Bible” is simple to refute if only people would check
out the evidence. Archaeology is a big subject, so we can focus only on a

4. British Museum, London, England, Accession no. WA 124785, for example.

5. See, for example, Redating the New Testament by John A.T. Robinson (London: S C M
Press, 1976), where Robinson (a liberal critic) concludes the entire New Testament was
completed before 70 A.D.
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few illustrations. But remember that the purpose of archaeology, as James
Hoffmeier comments, is not to prove the Bible but to improve it.° By this
he means that archaeology can throw new light on old accounts and help
us understand the Bible better.

Many details of the Bible, once rejected as fanciful at best or in error
at worst, are now accepted by biblical scholars. Here are three of many.

David Who?

Critics once claimed King David did not ever exist since they could
tind no record of him outside the Bible. The common idea was that some-
time after the Persians came to power in the sixth century B.C., he and
Solomon were invented by Jewish scribes in order to boost the morale of
the Jews in exile.

In July 1993 at Tel Dan in northern Israel, a broken basalt inscription
was found, which is dated by archaeologists to the eighth century B.C.
The inscription claims that the king of Damascus (Ben-Hadad of Syria)
killed the king of Israel (that would be Jehoahaz) and the king of the
“house of David” (that would be Joash of Judah). The account is found in
2 Kings 13:1-25. This means that the dynasty of King David was known
250 years before the scribes supposedly invented him in the sixth century
B.C.!” Few now deny the existence of David as a figure of history.

The King Who Never Existed

For a long time the only reference to an Assyrian king by the name of
Sargon was found in Isaiah 20:1. It was therefore assumed that no such
king existed and that the writer had made up the name. In 1843 Paul-Emil
Botta, the French vice-consul and archaeologist in Mosul (northern Iraq),
uncovered the great city of Khorsabad, and Sharru-kin (Sargon) is now
one of the best known Assyrian kings in the ancient world.

Be Patient, Herr Hitzig

In 1850 German scholar Ferdinand Hitzig wrote a commentary on
the Book of Daniel and boldly declared that Belshazzar was “a figment of

6. James K. Hoftmeier, The Archaeology of the Bible (Oxford: Lion Hudson, 2008), preface.

7. George Athas, The Tel Dan Inscription (London: T & T Clark, 2003). See also K.A.
Kitchen, On the Reliability of the Old Testament (Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans
Publishing Company, 2003), p. 92.
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the writer’s imagination.™ Hitzig’s reasoning was that the only references
in known history to a king called Belshazzar were found in the Book of
Daniel.

Four years later, the British Consul in Basra, J.E. Taylor, discovered
four identical time capsules from building works of King Nabonidus of
Babylon in which he offered a prayer for himself and “Belshazzar my
tirstborn son, the offspring of my heart” Today, no one doubts the exis-
tence of Belshazzar.

Some archaeological discoveries may appear to clash with the biblical
record. Yet conclusive archaeology consistently confirms the Bible. For
example, evidence of the conquest of Canaan in the time of Joshua is
slowly coming to light.” Also, the absence of evidence of the Hebrews in
the land of Goshen has been answered by the Egyptologist Kenneth
Kitchen, who asks what evidence we would expect to find from a people
who, 3,500 years ago, lived in mud brick houses in an area frequently
flooded. In fact, virtually all Egypt’s administrative records of the Delta
area have been lost."

On the other hand, a comparison of the names of foreign kings known
from inscriptions and those in the Bible is “impeccably accurate”"' In
brief, it is simply false to claim that “archaeology disproves the Bible”
when every year something new is turned up out of the ground that
authenticates the biblical record. While there are still some unresolved
issues, nothing in archaeology contradicts the Bible.

The Big Picture

Oxford lecturer Richard Dawkins dismissed the Bible as “a chaoti-
»12

cally cobbled-together anthology of disjointed documents”? Any
well-taught Bible student will know that far from being “chaotically cob-
bled-together,” one of the hallmarks of the Bible as a trustworthy book is
its progressive unfolding of one great theme from beginning to end.

8. Ferdinand Hitzig, Das Buch Daniel (Leipzig: Weidman, 1850).
9. Hoftmeier, The Archaeology of the Bible. p. 76.

10. Professor Kitchen comments, “Those who squawk intermittently ‘No trace of the Hebrews
has ever been found’ (so, of course, no exodus) are wasting their breath.” Kitchen, On the
Reliability of the Old Testament, p. 246.

11. Ibid., p. 62

12. Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion (London: Transworld Publishers, Bantam Press,
2006), p. 237.
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We know the second part of the Bible focuses on Jesus Christ, but it is
not always appreciated that the first part of the Bible is also consistently
about Christ. While the Old Testament explores many subjects, the grand
theme is Christ. Jesus called attention to the numerous Old Testament
passages that spoke of Him (Luke 24:27, 44).

The first reference to Christ is made to Adam and Eve in the Garden
of Eden. Shortly after they fell, God promised that the day would come
when the offspring of a woman would crush Satan (Genesis 3:15). The
whole of the Old Testament nudges history closer to the fulfillment of
that promise. We have no space here to explore this in detail,”’ but the
record of Noah and the Flood, the life of Abraham and the patriarchs, the
accounts of Joseph and Israel in Egypt, the Exodus, Sinai and the moral
and ceremonial law under Moses, the monarchy from Saul to Zedekiah,
and all the prophets in between, nudge the big picture forward until the
climax: “when the fullness of the time had come, God sent forth His Son”
(Galatians 4:4). Every book, even the small ones like Ruth and Esther,
plays its part in the big picture.

This perfect harmony of the 39 books in the Old Testament is as
unique as it is remarkable and stands as one of the great witnesses to the
divine authorship, not only of the books, but of the record they relate.

What the Wise Men Say

Many able archaeologists and Old Testament scholars, both past and
present, have accepted the historical accuracy of the Old Testament
record.

Robert Dick Wilson was professor of Semitic philology at Princeton
Theological Seminary during the 1920s. His knowledge of languages (he
learned 26 languages, both ancient and modern) was phenomenal and his
understanding of the biblical text equally so. He concluded, “No man
knows enough to assail the truthfulness of the Old Testament. ... I try to
give my students such an intelligent faith in the Old Testament Scriptures
that they will never doubt them as long as they live.”*

13. For more detail on this theme see Edwards, Nothing but the Truth, chapter 3, “The Master
14. gl(e)llile'rt Dick Wilson, Is the Higher Criticism Scholarly? (Philadelphia, PA: The Sunday
School Times Company,1922). See also Robert Dick Wilson, A Scientific Investigation

of the Old Testament (Philadelphia, PA: Sunday School Times, 1926; reprinted by Solid
Ground Christian Books, Vestavia Hills, AL), p. 8.
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Kenneth Kitchen, professor emeritus of Egyptology and Honorary
Research Fellow at the School of Archaeology, Classics, and Oriental
Studies, University of Liverpool, England, has made the point that in the
ancient world, “people did not write ‘historical novels’ with authentic
research . . . in Near Eastern antiquity, as we do today.”"

James Hoffmeier, Professor of Old Testament and Ancient Near
Eastern History and Archaeology at Trinity Evangelical Divinity School,
while borrowing a phrase from his mentor Alfred Hoerth that archaeol-
ogy “improves” rather than “proves” the Bible, nevertheless rigorously
defends the historical accuracy of the Old Testament.'

Donald J. Wiseman, who, until his death in 2009, was professor emer-
itus of Assyriology at the University of London, has claimed that
archaeology, “correctly understood, always confirms the accuracy of the
Bible"”

Alan Millard, Rankin professor emeritus of Hebrew and ancient
Semitic languages at the University of Liverpool, wisely reminds us that
archaeology can never prove or disprove the important message of the
Bible, but it does “provide a good basis for a positive approach to the bib-
lical records” and thus “enable its distinctive religious message to stand
out more boldly”™'®

While archaeology can never “prove the Bible true” in that the Bibles
most important message is about God’s promise of the Savior Jesus Christ,
the accuracy of its historical data confirms the integrity of its message.

15. Kitchen, On the Reliability of the Old Testament, p. 188.

16. Hoffmeier, The Archaeology of the Bible. Preface and throughout this excellent volume.
17. In private conversation with the author, and this faithfully represents his view.

18. Alan Millard, Treasures from Bible Times (Belleville, MI: Lion, 1985), p. 14.
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n the 17th century William Googe, preaching at Blackfriars in London,

spent 32 years and 1,000 sermons on the New Testament Book of
Hebrews. That may appear excessive, but he did this because he and his
congregation believed the New Testament to be both reliable and rele-
vant to their day. It still is. Every week, millions of Christians in tens of
thousands of congregations listen to sermons based upon the life, death,
and Resurrection of Jesus Christ and the work and teaching of His fol-
lowers. Can we trust the New Testament as a reliable record of what
actually happened, and do we possess what was actually written in the
first century?

What the Writers Believed

Two important verses in the New Testament are 2 Timothy 3:16 and
2 Peter 1:21. The first tells us where the Scriptures came from — they
came from God — and the second informs us how they came to us —
through men moved by God. In their immediate context, of course, these
verses refer to the Old Testament, but this inspiration is also what these
men claimed for themselves and for each other. Let’s quickly examine
some of the evidence.
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Paul wrote to the Corinthian Christians “not in words which man’s
wisdom teaches but which the Holy Spirit teaches” (1 Corinthians 2:13),
and similarly, Peter encouraged the young churches to recall “the words
which were spoken before by the holy prophets, and of the command-
ment of us, the apostles of the Lord and Savior” (2 Peter 3:2). The
translators handled well an unusual form of Greek in these passages; the
emphasis is not that the Apostles merely passed on the commands that
Christ had given during His earthly ministry but that they now spoke the
words of Christ Himself.

In his first letter, Peter was even more direct. He claimed that the Old
Testament prophets spoke of the coming of Christ by the power of “the
Spirit of Christ who was in them,” and then he turned his attention to the
apostles “who have preached the gospel to you by the Holy Spirit sent
from heaven” (1 Peter 1:11-12). What the Holy Spirit was to the prophets,
so He was to the Apostles; the authority of the prophets is equal to the
authority of the Apostles.

Paul challenged the Thessalonians, “You know what commandments
we gave you through the Lord Jesus” (1 Thessalonians 4:2). Earlier in the
same letter, Paul had reminded his readers how they first responded to his
message: “When you received the word of God which you heard from us,
you welcomed it not as the word of men, but as it is in truth, the word of
God” (2:13).

Because Paul was convinced that his teaching carried the authority of
God, he claimed that his preaching was the standard of the truth and that
other preachers could be tested and measured by it (Galatians 1:6-12).
Paul’s gospel was not “according to man,” but was received “through the
revelation of Jesus Christ” (Galatians 1:11-12; see also Ephesians 3:3). For
this reason, obedience to Paul’s teaching became the measure of a spiri-
tual life: “If anyone thinks himself to be a prophet or spiritual, let him
acknowledge that the things which I write to you are the commandments
of the Lord” (1 Corinthians 14:37).

What’s the Problem?

A few phrases used by Paul present a problem to some. In 1 Corinthians
7:10 he claimed, “Now to the married I command, yet not I but the Lord.”
Paul meant nothing more than that on the particular subject with which
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he was dealing, Christ had already left instructions — see for example
Matthew 19:1-9. On the other hand, when Paul declared in 1 Corinthians
7:12, “But to the rest I, not the Lord, say; he meant that on this part of the
subject Christ had nothing directly to say. We can understand verse 25 in
the same way. The phrase, “I think I also have the Spirit of God,” found in
verse 40, is not a statement of doubt. Paul is either making a mocking jibe
at those in Corinth who claimed to be full of spiritual gifts and wisdom (1
Corinthians 14:37), or else he is making a positive statement in the same
way that we might affirm the truth of a statement with the positive claim,
“I think I know what I am talking about”

How Their Letters Were Received

Paul did not expect his letters to be read once and then destroyed. The
letter addressed to the Colossian church was to be read and passed on to
the church at Laodicea; similarly, the letter he had written to Laodicea
(long ago lost) was to be read at Colossae (Colossians 4:16). The Apostle
was so insistent that his letter to the Thessalonian church should be read
by everyone that he placed them under an obligation to the Lord Himself
to make sure that “all the holy brethren” had it read to them (1
Thessalonians 5:27). There is no doubt that after the death of the Apostles,
the early Church leaders accepted the Apostles’ letters, and no others, as
equal in authority to the Old Testament.!

Peter gave Paul’s letters the same authority as the Old Testament
Scriptures (2 Peter 3:16), just as Paul gave the words of Christ recorded in
the Gospels equal authority with the Old Testament. For example, in 1
Timothy 5:18, Paul introduced both Deuteronomy 25:4 and Luke 10:7 by
saying, “the Scripture says.” Therefore, when we use the “all Scripture” in
2 Timothy 3:16 to refer to both Old and New Testaments, we are follow-
ing the example of the Apostles.

The Authority Christ Gave to His Disciples

The words of Matthew 16:18-19 (and Matthew 18:18) have often
been the cause of debate and argument, but the passage is straightfor-
ward. The promise, “T will give you the keys of the kingdom of heaven,
and whatever you bind on earth will be bound in heaven, and whatever

1. Brian H. Edwards, Why 27? (Darlington, England: Evangelical Press, 2007), p. 89-106.
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you loose on earth will be loosed in heaven,” must be understood in the
Jewish context. When scribes were admitted to their office, they received
a symbolic key of knowledge (see Luke 11:52). The duty of the scribes was
to interpret and apply the law of God to particular cases. When the scribes
bound a man, they placed him under the obligation of the Law, and when
they loosed him they released him from the obligation.

Similarly, the Lord had been training His disciples to be stewards of
His teachings. In this promise in Matthew 16:19, He referred to their
future writing and preaching as scribes of the New Testament and prom-
ised divine help to His disciples in those tasks. In John 14:26 He gave His
disciples two promises: a divinely aided understanding and a divinely
aided memory. “But the Helper [Counselor], the Holy Spirit, whom the
Father will send in My name, He will teach you all things, and bring to
your remembrance all things that I said to you.” John 16:13 adds to this
a divinely aided knowledge: “He will tell you things to come.”

In order that the disciples might recall accurately all that Christ had
said and done, instruct the Christian church in the way of truth, and write
of things still in the future, Christ promised the help of the Holy Spirit.
The Apostles would be writing with no less authority than the Old
Testament prophets. This is confirmed in Revelation 22:6: “The angel said
to me, “These words are trustworthy and true. The Lord, the God of the
spirits of the prophets, sent his angel to show his servants the things that
must soon take place’ ” (NIV).

The Authority of Christ Himself

Nowhere did Christ more plainly express His belief in the authority of
Scripture than in Matthew 5:18: “For assuredly, I say to you, till heaven
and earth pass away, one jot or one tittle will by no means pass from the
law till all is fulfilled” Later in His ministry, Jesus applied the same author-
ity to His own words: “Heaven and earth will pass away, but My words
will by no means pass away” (Matthew 24:35).

Written or Oral?

It is often assumed that the records in the Gospels circulated only as
oral traditions for some 40 years. One critic’s claim is typical: “It is incon-
trovertible that in the earliest period there was only an oral record of the
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narrative and sayings of Jesus.”> Thus, it was concluded that the Gospels
are not history as we know it. But consider the following.

Get That Down

Although the Jewish rabbis and Greek and Roman philosophers pre-
ferred oral teaching, we know that students of both kept notes of the
instruction they received. Notice the “writing tablet” in Luke 1:63. It was
also common for civil servants and others (like Matthew, Zacchaeus, and
the man in Luke 16:6) to use a “notebook” for their work. This was an
early form of book made of parchment sheets fastened together with a
primitive spiral bind. The Greek language borrowed the Latin name for it,
which is membranae. This is exactly the word translated “the books” in 2
Timothy 4:13. Paul used a notebook.’

The Gospels record 21 Aramaic words used by Jesus, and we may
therefore assume that Jesus generally taught in Aramaic. Professor Alan
Millard comments, “The simplest explanation for the presence of these
mrans. Introduction to the New Testament (London: SCM Press, 1975), p. 55.

3. Alan Millard, Reading and Writing in the Time of Jesus (Sheflield: Sheffield Academic
Press, 2000), p. 63.
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foreign terms in the Greek text is accurate reporting.”* In Galilee, where
Hebrew was little used, Jesus may have taught in Greek. A leading Jewish
authority on the rabbis of this time concludes, “We would naturally expect
the logia [teaching] of Jesus to be originally copied in codices.™

We are not suggesting that all the Gospels were written “on the hoot”
as the disciples accompanied Jesus, but it would be natural to expect
some listeners to write down His teaching and parables. This would be
tully in keeping with what we know of the literacy and note-taking of
first-century Palestine. There is no reason the Gospel writers would not
have had access to written records.

And Get It Down Now!

The idea that the Gospels and epistles were not written down until
two or three centuries after the death of Jesus is yesterday’s “scholarship.”
Ignatius, who was martyred around the year A.D. 115, wrote of the
Apostles’ letters and the Gospels as the “New Testament.”® This was typi-
cal of all the early Church leaders who acknowledged only the four
Gospels for the life and teaching of Jesus. By A.D. 150 the Muratorian
Canon listed the books accepted by the “universal church,” and it includes
the four Gospels and all 13 letters of Paul.”

In 1972 a liberal scholar, John A.T. Robinson, published a detailed
study of each of the books of the New Testament and concluded that every
one must have been completed before the year A.D. 70.® In addition he
condemned the “sheer scholarly laziness” of those who assume a late date
for the New Testament and added, “It is sobering too to discover how lit-
tle basis there is for many of the dates confidently assigned by modern
experts to the New Testament documents.”

We may confidently claim that the Gospels and letters of the New
Testament were written down by the traditionally accepted authors who

lived in the first century.

. Millard, Reading and Writing in the Time of Jesus, p. 142.

. S. Lieberman in Millard, Reading and Writing in the Time of Jesus, p. 211.

. Ignatius, Epistle to the Philadelphians 5, and Epistle to the Smyrnaeans 7:4.

. Edwards, Why 277 p. 89-90.

. J.A.T. Robinson, Redating the New Testament (London: SCM Press, 1972). Conservative
Christians agree that all of the New Testament was completed by the close of the first
century A.D.

9. Robinson, Redating the New Testament. p. 341.
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Authentic Narratives

The Gospel records bear all the hallmarks of authentic eyewitness
accounts. Here are three examples.

Philip told Nathanael about Jesus by stating, “We have found Him of
whom Moses in the law, and also the prophets, wrote — Jesus of Nazareth,
the son of Joseph” (John 1:45). No one writing in the second or third cen-
tury would have invented that. Nazareth is not even mentioned in the Old
Testament, and the Jews never associated it with the coming Messiah. The
most natural introduction would have been “Jesus of Bethlehem” — since
that town had strong Messianic connections (Micah 5:2). Besides, why
say, “the son of Joseph,” when well before the second century, only the
heretics doubted that Jesus was really the Son of God? The only explana-
tion for these “second century gaffes” is that the New Testament accurately
records what Philip actually said.

One day, Jesus visited the home of Lazarus, Mary, and Martha. John
reported that “Mary took a pound of very costly oil of spikenard, anointed
the feet of Jesus, and wiped His feet with her hair. And the house was
filled with the fragrance of the oil” (John 12:3). Why does the author even
mention the fragrance of the 0il? Surely, there is no great theological truth
to be learned from this statement; however, the mention of this detail
testifies to the account’s authenticity. C.S. Lewis stated, “The art of invent-
ing little irrelevant details to make an imaginary scene more convincing is
a purely modern art”'° He added, “As a literary historian, I am perfectly
convinced that whatever else the Gospels are, they are not legends. I have
read a great deal of legend and I am quite clear they are not the same sort
of thing™!

If later writers wanted their readers to believe that Jesus is the Son
of God and Lord of life, then His journey to Golgotha appeared to be a
disaster. He stumbled and fell and was too weak to carry the crossbeam;
and why make up that seemingly despairing cry from the Cross: “My
God, My God, why have You forsaken Me?” (Matthew 27:46). So many
details of Christ’s final week — the entry into Jerusalem, the beating
and Crucifixion, and the claim of a resurrection — opened Christians
up to ridicule. The Jews were offended, the Greeks mocked, and the

10. C.S. Lewis, “What Are We to Make of Jesus Christ?” Essay. 1950.
11. Ibid.
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Romans drew graffiti of a donkey-headed man on a cross. Why make it
all up?

A witness has a right to be believed unless he is proved to be false.
And if the quality of his life matches the high morality of his teaching,
then we must have strong reasons before we malign the integrity of his
account.

The Stones Cry Out

As with the Old Testament, archaeology continually confirms the
accuracy of the New Testament historical record.

Augustus Issued a Decree

The account of the Roman census recorded in Luke 2 is well known.
What is not so well known is that it was assumed by some that a Roman
emperor would never issue an order for a census where “all went to be
registered, everyone to his own city.” Then, a papyrus decree was discov-
ered in Egypt that was an order for a Roman census in Egypt at the time
of Trajan in A.D. 104, which mirrors the order of Augustus recorded in
Luke 2. The Prefect Gaius Vibius Maximus ordered all those in his area to
return to their own homes for the purpose of a census.'*

Pilate Who?

Believe it or not, it was at one time suggested that Pilate was not a real
tigure of history because the only known reference to him came from the
New Testament. Then in the late 1950s an inscription was found at
Caesarea that dedicated a theater built by Pilate to the honor of Tiberias.
Although half the stone tablet is destroyed, the rest is clear: “The Tiberius
which Pontius Pilate, the Prefect of Judea dedicated” The stone had been
recycled to be used as part of a stairway for the remodelled theater in the
third century."” But that is not all. The British Museum in London dis-
plays a small bronze coin minted by Pontius Pilate while he was governor
of Judea; it carries the date of the 17th year of Tiberius, which would be
A.D. 30/31 — perhaps in use the very year of the Crucifixion of Jesus.'

12. Papyrus 904 in the British Library, London.

13. Yosef Porath, “Vegas on the Med: A Tour of Caesarea’s Entertainment District,” Biblical
Archaeological Review (September/October 2004): p. 27.

14. British Museum accession no. CM 1908.01-10-530.



Is the New Testament Reliable? ¢ 43

Dr. Luke and the Polytarchs

At the time of Paul’s travels, each city had its own town council,
known by different titles from town to town; only a contemporary and
careful writer would record them accurately. An example of the accuracy
of Luke (the writer of Acts) as a historian was found in 1877 when a block
of marble — rescued from becoming builder’s rubble at Thessalonica —
proved to be an inscription of the civic leaders in the city sometime in the
second century. They are referred to as polytarchs. This is exactly the word
translated as “rulers of the city” in Acts 17:6."

A Final Word from Sir William

Much more about the stones could be added, but let a scholar have
the last word. Sir William Ramsay was a bucket-and-spade archaeologist
who spent his life digging around in modern-day Turkey, the land of
Paul’s travels. He was a bright man with three honorary fellowships from
Oxford and nine honorary doctorates from British, continental, and
American universities. He was at one time professor at Oxford and
Aberdeen Universities, was awarded the Victorian medal of the Royal
Geographic Society in 1906, and was a founding member of the British
Academy. He was knighted in 1906 for his service to archaeology.

After a lifetime of painstaking research as a historian and archaeolo-
gist, this was his conclusion: “You may press the words of Luke in a degree
beyond any other historian’s and they stand the keenest scrutiny and the
hardest treatment.” He added, “Christianity did not originate in a lie; and
we can and ought to demonstrate this as well as believe it.”'¢

15. British Museum accession no. GR1877.5-11.1.
16. William Ramsay, The Bearing of Recent Discovery on the Trustworthiness of the New
Testament (London: Hodder and Stoughton, 1915), p. 89.
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Chapter 4

Did the Physical Resurrection of
Christ Really Happen?

Tommy Mitchell

(S SIS LSS SRSV SIS LSS SIS TS S S

he defining issue of Christianity is, “Did Jesus Christ rise from the

grave?” In essence, was the Resurrection of Jesus an actual bodily
resurrection or merely a spiritual manifestation of some sort? Since the
day Jesus rose from the dead, detractors have tried to deny the reality of
His Resurrection because, as stated in Romans 1:4, a genuine resurrection
proves His deity. The Christian needs to be fully persuaded that the
Resurrection was a real event, and believers must be able to defend that
truth because salvation itself depends upon the reality of the Lord physi-
cally rising from the dead. Indeed, according to Romans 10:9, belief in the
Resurrection of Jesus is necessary for salvation.

First, we need to distinguish between Christ’s Resurrection and all
other resurrections recorded in the Bible. When others were raised from
the dead, the miracle was performed by a prophet or by Jesus through the
power of God. Furthermore, those raised would again die someday, so it
may be best to identify these miracles as resuscitations to distinguish
them from Christ’s Resurrection. Jesus rose from the grave through His
own power, according to John 10:18, and He rose never to die again.

The Resurrection reveals that God placed His “seal of approval” on
Jesus and His work. Jesus claimed to be God (John 8:58, 10:30) and

45
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predicted that He would rise from the dead (John 2:19). If He were a false
teacher, and God still raised Him from the dead, then God would have
given credibility to a liar. Since God cannot lie (Hebrews 6:18), He would
not do this. The Resurrection shows that God was in complete agreement
with Christ’s message.

The Resurrection not only proves that Jesus is truly God but also
guarantees that He, as the last Adam, has successfully paid the price of sin
for the descendants of the first Adam. Paul clearly reveals the essential
connection between Christ's Resurrection and our salvation in 1
Corinthians 15:17-18. “And if Christ is not risen, your faith is futile; you
are still in your sins! Then also those who have fallen asleep in Christ have
perished.” Thus, without a real physical resurrection, we have no hope.
We are still dead in our trespasses. Further, Paul tells us that without
Christ rising physically, we have no reason to live for anything other than
ourselves: “If the dead do not rise, ‘Let us eat and drink, for tomorrow we
die!’ ” (1 Corinthians 15:32).

The relationship of the Resurrection to our salvation is further
explained in Romans 4:25 where Paul tells us that Jesus died for our sins
and was raised for our justification. In other words, Christ’s sacrifice for
our sins was sufficient, and the fact that He rose from the dead proves He
has the power to save us from death and eternal damnation. The Son of
God put on human flesh and blood so that He could shed that blood as a
sacrifice for our sins. His death and Resurrection had to be literal, physi-
cal events in order for Him to ensure that we, as physical beings, can be
saved from the penalty for sin.

So is there a way we can really know that Christ rose from the dead?
How can we assess the claim that someone was dead for three days and
then was raised back to life? After all, as Christians we cannot claim that
resurrections are common in our present everyday experience. How can
we know that it happened in the past? As with all historical events, we
must rely upon eyewitness testimony. With creation, the only eyewitness
was God, and He has provided His eyewitness account in Genesis. With
Christ’s Resurrection, God made sure there were a number of eyewit-
nesses whose testimonies were recorded in the New Testament. Even
before the testimonies of these people were written down, the news of the
Resurrection spread like wildfire and turned the world upside-down. As
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we prepare to give an answer for the hope that is in us (1 Peter 3:15), we
need to carefully analyze the accounts of those who attested to the
Resurrection. Those accounts include the testimonies of both Christians
and non-Christians, recorded in the Bible and even in the writings of
tirst-century secular historians.

Historical Sources

For the Christian, the primary source of information about Christ
and His life and death is the Bible itself. But is it appropriate to base our
claim about the physical Resurrection of Jesus on a religious book? In
reality, the Bible is more than just a religious book. While it does contain
poetry, allegory, and other literary forms, it is predominantly a book of
history — the true history of the world.

The skeptic often objects to the use of the Bible as a source of infor-
mation, claiming that the Bible is full of errors or contradictions. However,
in these cases the burden of proof for these alleged errors falls on the
skeptic. In the end these allegations can be dealt with by a proper inter-
pretation and understanding of the texts in question.

The reliability of the Bible as a historical document has been demon-
strated over and over. Historians and archaeologists continually affirm
the accuracy of the Bible in matters of history. Further, the number of
ancient manuscripts of the Bible far exceeds that of other ancient docu-
ments. Thus, if we can gain knowledge about ancient events from sources
for which there are relatively few manuscripts, then why should we not
use a source for which there is far greater documentation?

Beyond the Bible, we can find information from several other sources.
The non-Christian writers Josephus, Lucian, and Tacitus, among others,
wrote of Christ’s Crucifixion and the early days of Christianity. Much can
be learned from investigating the works of these men.

Of course, the Bible is not merely any old history book. It claims to be
written by inspiration of Almighty God, and it demonstrates that claim in
any number of ways (such as making knowledge and science possible —
see chapters 24 and 25). Given that the Bible has demonstrated itself to be
the Word of God, by what external standard could we judge its claims?
Who is in a position to tell God that He is wrong about anything? Since
God is the source of all knowledge (Colossians 2:3), it is impossible for
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Him to be wrong about anything. The Bible is therefore the standard by
which all other claims must be judged. It follows then that the Bible’s
account of the death and Resurrection of Christ is the most reliable account
possible. Other accounts and evidences are merely confirmatory.

Did Christ Really Die?

If we are to investigate the Resurrection of Jesus, it must first be estab-
lished that He really died. After all, a resurrection can only be authentic if
the person was actually dead.

In the case of Christ’s death, the Bible records that He was beaten and
scourged terribly by the Roman soldiers even before He was nailed to the
Cross. The nature of this type of beating was quite gruesome and involved
being beaten and whipped. The whipping would have left Christ’s flesh
mangled and torn, and there would have been considerable blood loss.
Recall that He was too weak to carry His own Cross (Matthew 27:32).

He was then taken by the soldiers, and His hands and feet were nailed
to the Cross. In agony, He struggled to take each breath. He willingly laid
down His life as He submitted to the beatings and Crucifixion. So sure
were the Roman soldiers that Jesus was dead that they did not feel it nec-
essary to break His legs, as was customary in crucifixion. The final
indignity was that His side was pierced by one of the soldiers.

Given all that had taken place, it is inconceivable that Christ survived
the Crucifixion. The historical events of the Crucifixion have been stud-
ied closely by physicians, and the conclusion is always that Christ did,
indeed, die from this process.

Further, the Roman historian Tacitus, writing in the late first century,
records, “Consequently, to get rid of the report, Nero fastened the guilt
and inflicted the most exquisite punishments on a class hated for their
disgraceful acts, called Christians by the populace. Christ, from whom
the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty during the reign of
Tiberius at the hands of one of our procurators, Pontius Pilatus” Therefore,
the testimony many decades later is that Christ did indeed die from this
“extreme penalty” Any believable report to the contrary would surely
have surfaced by the time of Tacitus’s writings, but there was none.

Even with the evidence noted, some have suggested that Jesus did not
die on the Cross but merely passed out or slipped into a coma-like state
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and was subsequently taken down from the Cross while alive. This is
known as the “swoon theory.”

The swoon theory is implausible for several reasons. First, it is unlikely
that anyone could have survived all that Christ endured. Second, the
Roman soldiers were experts at executions. It is unreasonable to suggest
they could not determine if a victim was dead. After all, their job was to
kill the person, and they performed this duty on a consistent basis. Finally,
and perhaps most importantly, someone who had endured such horrific
punishment and survived would be incapacitated for an extended period
of time. If Jesus had only passed out on the Cross, He would not have
been physically capable of moving the stone that sealed the tomb. Further,
when He appeared to His disciples, His physical appearance would have
been that of a person severely injured and in great pain rather than the
mighty death conqueror. Seeing Christ in that state would not have
inspired the disciples to preach with the boldness that cost them their
lives.

The Empty Tomb

The empty tomb is crucial to the claim that Christ rose physically. If
the body of Jesus were still in the tomb, then the Resurrection was dis-
proven from the start. The evidence from Scripture is that no one disputed
the empty tomb. Some merely desired to suppress the knowledge of it.

The Gospels relate the finding of the empty tomb. Multiple witnesses,
including Mary Magdalene, Mary, Salome, Peter, John, and others, saw
Christ’s tomb empty. It was noted that the stone was rolled away and the
burial garments of Christ were found inside the tomb. All four Gospels
contain the account of this event. The body was missing.

When Mary Magdalene and the others went to the tomb to prepare
the body of Jesus, they were told by the angel, “He is not here; for He is
risen, as He said. Come, see the place where the Lord lay. And go quickly
and tell His disciples that He is risen from the dead” (Matthew 28:6-7).
These women were told that Jesus was raised from the dead. This implies
an actual physical resurrection.

No historical report relates that a body was still in the tomb. Simply
put, if the body were there, Jesus did not rise. The authorities could have
easily put this entire issue to rest by merely producing the dead body of
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Jesus. Moreover, there is no historical documentation, from either the
Bible or other ancient documents, that even suggests that a body could be
produced. Enemies of Christianity through the ages would relish the evi-
dence of a body in the tomb. Such evidence would be the death knell of
Christianity.

The best argument raised by those who opposed Christ was that His
body was stolen by His disciples while the soldiers guarding the tomb were
asleep. What folly is such a suggestion! First of all, immediately after the
Crucifixion we find the disciples fearful and cowering. It is unrealistic to
expect them to be able to evade or overpower the Roman guards at the
tomb, break the seal, roll away the stone, and steal the corpse of Jesus.
Further, what would be their motive for such a brazen act? The Bible
describes that the disciples cowered in fear because they did not yet even
grasp the fact that the Messiah must die and rise from the dead, even though
Jesus had foretold His Resurrection (Luke 18:31-34). Thus, they would have
no reason to even think of such a scheme. Why would they risk death to
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steal the body of their dead leader? How could they possibly benefit from
such an endeavor? No, this could not be the reason the tomb was empty.

Perhaps the strongest refutation of the argument that the disciples
merely stole the body is their bold witness after the Resurrection. These
men were willing to die for their faith in their risen Lord. At no time did
any of the disciples deny Christ even in the midst of their terrible trials
and ordeals. If they had stolen the body, would they really be willing to
die to conceal this act? Many people in history have willingly died for
beliefs based on the testimony of others, but the disciples willingly suf-
fered and most of them died because of something they had witnessed
with their own eyes.

Lastly, one of the most compelling evidences for the empty tomb was
the action of the chief priests and elders when told of the empty tomb.
Instead of producing the body or embarking on an extensive search for
the corpse, they merely told the soldiers to say that the disciples had sto-
len the body: “When they had assembled with the elders and consulted
together, they gave a large sum of money to the soldiers, saying, “Tell
them, “His disciples came at night and stole Him away while we slept”’”
(Matthew 28:12-13). Notice that even the best argument of the day con-
tradicts itself. How could the soldiers know who stole the body if they
were asleep when the alleged theft occurred?

Eyewitness of the Disciples and the Women

The Bible records multiple appearances of Christ after He rose from
the dead. The circumstances and descriptions of these appearances leave
little doubt that what is being described are actual encounters with Christ
in a physical, albeit glorified, body.

The first appearance was to Mary Magdalene as recorded in John 20.
She initially did not recognize Him, thinking He was the gardener, but she
soon realized He was the Savior. In Matthew 28, we find Christ’s appear-
ance to the other women as they left to tell the disciples about the empty
tomb. They held Him by the feet and worshiped Him. Obviously, as they
were able to touch Him, they did not see an apparition but a physical body.

The notion that women were the first witnesses powerfully supports
the idea that the Gospel writers and early Church did not invent the
Resurrection. At the time, the testimony of a Jewish woman was not
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allowed in court,' so it makes no sense if one is creating a story, to claim
that women were the first eyewitnesses. It would be far more believable to
claim that well-respected men like Joseph of Arimathea or Nicodemus
were the first to discover the empty tomb. The fact that women were the
first witnesses of the empty tomb and of the risen Lord testifies to the
authenticity of the account.

Next, Jesus appeared to two disciples on the road to Emmaus (Mark
16:12-13; Luke 24:13-31). These two disciples walked and talked with
Him along the way. In the evening, they sat down to eat. As they were
handed the bread, they recognized Him: “Then their eyes were opened
and they knew Him; and He vanished from their sight” (Luke 24:31).

He then came into the midst of ten disciples as they were hiding for
fear of the Jews. John 20:20 reveals, “When He had said this, He showed
them His hands and His side. Then the disciples were glad when they saw
the Lord”

Thomas was not present at this appearance. When told of the meet-
ing, Thomas said, “Unless I see in His hands the print of the nails, and put
my finger into the print of the nails, and put my hand into His side, I will
not believe” (John 20:25).

Eight days later, Christ again appeared to the disciples, this time with
Thomas present. He told Thomas, “Reach your finger here, and look at
My hands; and reach your hand here, and put it into My side. Do not be
unbelieving, but believing” (John 20:27). How could this be a reasonable
request unless Jesus appeared to them in an actual physical body?

Then, Jesus appeared to the disciples by the Sea of Galilee where He
cooked fish and they dined together. The Lord was later seen again by the
disciples on a mountain in Galilee (Matthew 28:16-17).

The Bible records that Christ also appeared to a group of more than
500 at one time and later to James: “After that He was seen by over five
hundred brethren at once, of whom the greater part remain to the pres-
ent, but some have fallen asleep. After that He was seen by James, then by
all the apostles” (1 Corinthians 15:6-7).

Do these reports really stand as evidence for a bodily resurrection? As
historical accounts they do seem credible and reliable, indicating the

1. Norman L. Geisler, Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker,
1999), p. 648.
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disciples encountered the physically risen Lord. The later behavior of
these men shows that the only reasonable conclusion is that they had
encountered the physically resurrected Christ.

After Jesus was crucified, these men were very afraid, hiding from the
Jews and fearing for their own safety. What would cause them to suddenly
become bold in their witness, preaching fearlessly, even at the risk of tor-
ture and death? History records that most of the disciples were ultimately
martyred for their faith. The only plausible reason for this is that they
truly had encountered the risen Messiah.

Those who question or deny the Resurrection cannot explain the
change in these men. If Christ had merely passed out on the Cross, would
an encounter with a horribly injured man be enough to embolden the
disciples to become great men of God? If the tomb were empty because
the disciples had stolen the body, would the disciples be willing to die for
a lie? Would not at least one of them expose the lie to save his own skin?
What would the religious leaders of the day have given to put down the
followers of Christ? No, the only answer is that the disciples knew that
Jesus had died and that they had seen Him alive again.

It could be argued that many people have been willing to die for a
cause, so the change in the disciplesin itselfis not proof for the Resurrection.
Further, the objection is raised that fanatics of all types have been willing
to die for their particular beliefs. Of course, but the real issue is not whether
the person willing to die believes their faith to be true, but whether they
know it is true or false. The disciples were in a position to know whether
the Resurrection actually occurred. If they had perpetrated a hoax, they
would not have been willing to suffer and die for their fraud. Their sacri-
fice indicates that they actually believed the Resurrection was real.

Witness of Paul

While the testimony of the disciples is compelling, the conversion of
the Apostle Paul would seem to be even more so. Saul of Tarsus, later
called Paul, greatly persecuted the early Church, persecuting and impris-
oning the faithful. He said, “I am indeed a Jew, born in Tarsus of Cilicia,
but brought up in this city at the feet of Gamaliel, taught according to the
strictness of our fathers’ law, and was zealous toward God as you all are
today. I persecuted this Way to the death, binding and delivering into



54  How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

prisons both men and women” (Acts 22:3-4). If there were an enemy of
the early Church, it was Saul of Tarsus.

So what would make this man, this “Hebrew of Hebrews” (Philippians
3:5), become perhaps the boldest Christian who ever lived? The answer is
simple. He had an encounter with the risen Christ. On the road to
Damascus, Paul’s life changed forever. As he testified, “Now it happened,
as I journeyed and came near Damascus at about noon, suddenly a great
light from heaven shone around me. And I fell to the ground and heard a
voice saying to me, ‘Saul, Saul, why are you persecuting Me?” So I answered,
‘Who are You, Lord?” And He said to me, ‘T am Jesus of Nazareth, whom
you are persecuting’ ” (Acts 22:6-8).

Here was a man with no sympathy for the early Church that he perse-
cuted and imprisoned. He had no love for Christ and certainly no reason
to fabricate an account of meeting the resurrected Christ. On the road to
Damascus, Paul believed that he had, indeed, met the Savior. As a result
of that encounter, Paul was transformed from the greatest persecutor of
the early Church to a man who suffered greatly for the cause of Christ (2
Corinthians 11:22-29).

Witness of James

Paul stated that Jesus appeared to James (1 Corinthians 15:7). While
there are a handful of men named James in the New Testament, Paul likely
was referring to the half-brother of Jesus, the biological son of Mary and
Joseph. The Gospels indicate that Jesus had several brothers, including
“James, Joses, Simon, and Judas” (Matthew 13:55), and that they “did not
believe in Him” during His ministry (John 7:5).

James later became a leader of the Church at Jerusalem and at the so-
called Jerusalem council (Acts 12:17, 15:13). According to tradition, he
was martyred for his faith in Christ by being thrown off the temple and
then beaten to death. What could so drastically change the life of an unbe-
lieving person who actually grew up with Jesus? The only legitimate
explanation is that he knew his brother had died, but then he saw Him
alive again.

The Writings of Josephus

Josephus was a first-century Jewish military leader-turned-historian
when captured by the Romans. His works have provided much
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eyewitness information about the destruction of Jerusalem in A.D. 70.
Further, his writings have given us some insight into the early days of
Christianity, including an extra-biblical account of Christ:

Now, there was about this time Jesus, a wise man, if it be law-
tul to call him a man, for he was a doer of wonderful works — a
teacher of such men as receive the truth with pleasure. He drew
over to him both many of the Jews, and many of the Gentiles. He
was [the] Christ; and when Pilate, at the suggestion of the princi-
pal men amongst us, had condemned him to the cross, those that
loved him at the first did not forsake him, for he appeared to them
alive again the third day, as the divine prophets had foretold these
and ten thousand other wonderful things concerning him; and
the tribe of Christians, so named from him, are not extinct at this
day.?

Incidentally, we can consider Josephus a “hostile witness” since he
was not a Christian.

A Real Physical Resurrection?

Skeptics have tried to discount the idea of the physical Resurrection
of Jesus. In spite of the historical evidence supporting the event, they seek
to explain away the fact that Christ rose bodily.

Some have argued that the passages in Scripture relating to the
Resurrection are not to be taken literally, that is, as real history, but should
be understood as fables. They argue that these accounts were never meant
to be mistaken for historical narrative.

Others have suggested that the Resurrection accounts have been
embellished over time. It is said that the disciples never meant to claim
there was a real physical resurrection but that the early Church kept add-
ing to the original account.

Neither of these alternative ideas account for the changed lives of
Paul, James, and the disciples. Only an encounter with the risen Christ
provides an adequate explanation.

Some have tried to explain the post-Resurrection accounts by sug-
gesting that the disciples had an hallucination. Again, this type of theory

2. Flavius Josephus, The Antiquity of the Jews, Book XVIII, chapter 3, “Sedition of the Jews
against Pontius Pilate A.D. 19-33,” lines 63-64.
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fails for multiple reasons. For one, hallucinations occur in individuals,
not in groups of ten men, who would not have had exactly the same hal-
lucination at the same time and on multiple occasions. Furthermore, the
group of 500 certainly would not have had a “group vision.” Also, the
empty tomb cannot be accounted for by the hallucination theory since so
many people had viewed it.

Does Scripture Dispute a Bodily Resurrection?

Some have argued that the Bible itself denies the physical Resurrection
of Christ. Several verses have been misused to support this claim. Not
surprisingly, when more closely examined these verses do not support the
claims made by detractors.

1 Corinthians 15:44

The most commonly cited verse to support the contention that the
Bible does not claim the bodily Resurrection is 1 Corinthians 15:44, which
says, “It is sown a natural body;, it is raised a spiritual body. There is a
natural body, and there is a spiritual body.” The issue in this passage is the
nature of the “spiritual body” that is raised. Some claim the verse teaches
that there will not be a physical resurrection but a spiritual one.

In this verse the term “spiritual body” does not refer to an immaterial,
nonphysical body. Furthermore, the concept of a “natural body” does not
just mean a physical body. This verse is meant to provide a contrast
between the “natural” body, which is driven by fleshly and sinful desires,
and the “spiritual” body, which is holy and led by spiritual desires.
Although Christians have a new spiritual nature, we still must battle
against the flesh.

1 Peter 3:18

“For Christ also suffered once for sins, the just for the unjust, that He
might bring us to God, being put to death in the flesh but made alive by
the Spirit” This verse is occasionally used to suggest that the Resurrection
was only spiritual, but it does not state what the critics claim it does.

Nowhere does this verse deny a physical resurrection. It states that He
died physically. So the critic must read into this passage what is not there.
Moreover, Peter knew full well that Jesus rose physically. Following the
Resurrection, he was among the group of disciples who watched Jesus eat
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and heard Him say, “See My hands and My feet, that it is I Myself; touch
Me and see, for a spirit does not have flesh and bones as you see that I
have” (Luke 24:39, NASB).

John 20:19

Then, the same day at evening, being the first day of the week,
when the doors were shut where the disciples were assembled, for
fear of the Jews, Jesus came and stood in the midst, and said to
them, “Peace be with you.”

Some have proposed that this verse proves that Christ was raised only
in spirit form rather than physically. The claim is based on Christ’s appear-
ance in a room with closed doors. Thus, His body, they say, must not have
had a material nature. However, the verse does not actually claim that
Jesus passed through a door or a wall. It merely notes that He entered a
room with a closed door. Even if the door was locked, simply by His will
Christ could have overcome the lock and simply entered the room through
the door. Furthermore, even in His physical body prior to His death and
Resurrection, He was able to walk on water, so for Him to do the miracu-
lous was no surprise.

In this instance, Jesus was so concerned to make sure the disciples
knew He had physically risen that He ate in front of them (Luke 24:43).
Later, meeting them in Galilee, He again ate in front of them. Ghostly
apparitions do not eat.

The critic might object to using the information in the Bible as evi-
dence for the Resurrection. But since the Bible has demonstrated its
truthfulness time and again, such an attitude of distrust is irrational. The
critic’s objection to the Bible is due to an arbitrary philosophical bias, not
logical argumentation or hard evidence. Even secular scholars largely
acknowledge the historical accuracy of the Bible. So the critic has no basis
in reality for objecting to its claim of the Resurrection of Christ. The critic
may not emotionally like the claim, but he cannot refute it on scholarly,
intellectual grounds.

Why Is the Resurrection Important?

“Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who accord-
ing to His abundant mercy has begotten us again to a living hope through
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the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead, to an inheritance incor-
ruptible and undefiled and that does not fade away, reserved in heaven for
you” (1 Peter 1:3-4).

Do we really need to understand that Christ’s Resurrection was physi-
cal and not merely spiritual? Is this much ado about nothing? Can’t we
just love Jesus and let it go at that? Can we not just acknowledge that
Christ took the punishment we deserved, regardless of whether He rose
physically or spiritually? The answer is no.

Put simply, without the physical Resurrection of the Lord Jesus, there
is no Christianity. As Paul said, if Christ is not risen, then our faith is
futile (1 Corinthians 15:17). There is no salvation without the physical
Resurrection of Christ, and one cannot be saved without believing it.
Romans 10:9 states, “That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord
Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the
dead, thou shalt be saved” (KJV). As Christians, we are to be always pre-
pared to give an answer for the hope that is in us (1 Peter 3:15), namely,
the hope of eternal life. Only the Lord’s victory over death, proven by His
Resurrection, can guarantee us that heavenly inheritance. We need to pre-
pare ourselves to defend this doctrine as we witness to others about the
risen Lord and Savior.



Chapter 5

|s Genesis a Derivation from
Ancient Myths?

Steve Ham

(S SIS LSS SRSV SIS LSS SIS TS S S

hen faced with the question as to whether the Bible accurately

records ancient history in Genesis 1-11 or was derived from some
other “ancient” document, we first need to apply a solemn reminder.
God’s Word has made the ultimate and justifiable claim for itself that
none of these other ancient texts has made. The Bible repeatedly asserts to
be the perfect Word of God (2 Timothy 3:16; 2 Peter 1:21; Psalm 19:7,
119:160). If the Bible borrowed from ancient mythologies, this claim
would be called into question.

The Issue

All over the world we find cultural legends and myths that closely
resemble certain accounts in Scripture, such as the creation, the Fall, the
Flood, and the Tower of Babel accounts.' Oftentimes, these accounts are
used as an external confirmation of the credibility of Scripture. If one
accepts the account of Scripture that we are all of “one blood” (Acts 17:26),
he should also accept the biblical account that all human heritage goes
back to the city of Babel where all human population once lived after the

1. Stephanie Dalley, translator, Myths from Mesopotamia: Creation, the Flood, Gilgamesh,
and Others (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009).
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global Flood of Noah’s day. We would expect to find common accounts of
history (such as the creation and the Flood) within the stories and tradi-
tions of today’s people groups that once lived together in one place after
the great Flood. Given years of cultural diversity as mankind spread
throughout the world, it is also not surprising that these stories have taken
on their own cultural influences in the retelling.

In the mid-1800s within the buried cities of the Ancient Near East
(including Nineveh and Nippur in present-day Iraq), several excavations
uncovered a whole library of tablets from earlier Mesopotamian times.
Within these finds and upon the tablets were lists of kings, business archives,
administrative documents, and a number of versions of the flood epic. Each
version varied in language form and completion (most were only partially
intact) with the most complete being the Babylonian collation of The
Gilgamesh Epic.> On its 11th tablet was a narrative about the great Flood,
and much of its detail shows similarities with the biblical account of the
Flood. Rather than being used as a confirmation of biblical credibility, how-
ever, many have attempted to use these tablets as a reason to doubt the
authority of God’s Word because some of them supposedly predate the ear-
liest times of biblical authorship (predating Moses). Some have concluded
that with this supposed predating, along with storyline and some language
similarity, the biblical accounts are a derivation from earlier Sumerian leg-
ends. Some have suggested the history in Genesis is also a form of earlier
Jewish mythology in the same manner as the Middle Eastern texts.

Many have used these documents as reason to doubt the authority and
inspiration of the Word of God. Some have used these documents to reject
Moses as the writer of Genesis, and some have used these documents to sug-
gest that Genesis itself is either myth, poetry, or even simply an argument (a
theological polemic) used as a rebuttal of these supposedly older myths.

The Fallible Versus the Infallible

Only two conclusions can come from a study evaluating if the Bible is
a derivation from ancient mythology. 1) If this is true, biblical claims of
God’s inspiration and His perfect Word are untrue, and the Bible cannot
be trusted. 2) The Bible truly is the Word of God, and any other claim of
authorship or external influence is false.

2. The Epic of Gilgamesh, translated by Andrew George (New York: Penguin Books, 1960).
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How we view Scripture has great bearing on how we view the reliabil-
ity of the gospel of Jesus Christ on which the whole of Christendom is
centered. When we read the claims of Scripture, we are left with no room
for compromise. The Bible claims all of Scripture comes from God and
not of human will. The Bible also claims a perfection in God and of His
Word, and any inconsistency or blemish is intolerable to biblical iner-
rancy and God’s infallibility. At the end of the day, this comes down to the
claims of fallible men versus the claims of the infallible God.

Today, some scholars seek to understand the Scripture through a
“comparative” study approach, looking for parallels in texts and culture as
a way of interpreting Scripture. This means the scholars use external doc-
uments to interpret Scripture in their light rather than starting with
Scripture to shed light on the external documents. Like every other issue
of biblical compromise, it comes down to starting points.

If the significance of finding these documents in Nineveh and Nippur
has caused some to doubt the authority of Scripture, the issue can only be an
interpretation problem. We should always remember the Bible is the iner-
rant and infallible Word of God, and it should be allowed to interpret itself
and the evidence rather than permitting the evidence to interpret Scripture.

The Significance of the Find

The library of tablets from Nineveh and Nippur was an amazing find,
and at the time the significance was not even known. In fact, not until
decades later did the deciphered tablets show a version of the Flood
account similar to what we find in Genesis. The two most significant
items sharing any commonality to biblical history (even if loosely) were
the versions of the flood epic and the list of Sumerian kings. Of particular
interest is a list of pre-Flood kings.

While these documents have many similarities with biblical history,
there are also many differences. In these contradictions biblical history
sheds light on its own authentic history and authority. Only the Bible has
a consistent logic to its account.

The Dating and Source Dependence of the Documents

The supposed dating of the tablets found range from 2200 to 620 B.C.
God gave the Law to Moses during the wilderness wandering in the 15th
century B.C. Dating these Sumerian documents as being written even up
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to 800 years before Moses wrote the account of Genesis does not auto-
matically mean that Genesis was derived from these Sumerian records.’

Three possible reasons exist for the consistencies between these doc-
uments and the Bible:

1. These Sumerian documents were derived from the original He-
brew text (but are skewed and inaccurate).

2. The Hebrew text was derived from these documents (but was
corrected in the process).

3. Both are separate accounts of commonly known history.

One cannot make a definitive choice between the first and third
options, but the second option requires an irrational leap. When histori-
cal accounts are passed down, unless great care is taken to avoid it (such
as has been taken with the biblical record), the records are usually embel-
lished as time goes on, so the history becomes more and more distorted.
The second option would require the writer to weed through numerous
embellished and legendary accounts to produce the inspired record. Some
might claim that God directed Moses throughout the process, but the
author would need to sift through scores of texts in multiple languages
just to find the scraps of inspired material in each. If one needs to invoke
such divine intervention, it makes far more sense to accept the traditional
view and obvious solidarity of God’s whole inspired text.

Even as we look at the Babylonian flood epic, we find differences
within the various Middle Eastern versions that have been uncovered.
H.V. Hilprecht from the University of Pennsylvania in 1909 (Hilprecht was
part of the University’s Babylonian expeditions and excavations) uncov-
ered the earliest fragment of the flood epic. After carefully uncovering and
translating each cuneiform character, Hilprecht made the following state-
ment: “In its preserved portion, it showed a much greater resemblance to
the biblical deluge story than any other fragment yet published.”

Hilprecht’s statement helps us understand the ongoing corruption of
the Babylonian story compared to the authentic preservation of the bibli-
cal account and does not support the conclusion that the Near Eastern

3. Ira M. Price, The Monuments and the Old Testament, 2010 reprint (Valley Forge, PA:
Judson Press, 1905).

4. H.V. Hilprecht, The Babylonian Expedition of the University of Pennsylvania (Philadelphia,
PA: University of Pennsylvania, 1910), p. 35.
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mythology should be attributed as the primary source of the biblical
account. The inconsistencies within the texts themselves point to an
unsurprising lack of reliability in using them as a gauge on the authentic-
ity of the biblical account.

The Pre-Flood Kings

A brief look at just a few particulars of both the Sumerian kings list
and the flood epics will show the many inconsistencies that forfeit any
consideration of Babylonian myth as a source for Scripture.

The list of pre-Flood Sumerian kings has some curious similarities
to the list of patriarchs in Genesis. For example, Genesis and the
Sumerian list both refer to the Flood. Both refer to men of great ages,
and when the differing numeric systems are considered, they provide
similar totals. The lists, however, have three significant differences:

1. The ages and lengths of reigns of the Sumerian kings are much
longer than that of the biblical patriarchs, as some of the Sumerian
kings supposedly reigned for more than 30,000 years. After discov-
ering the Sumerians used a sexagesimal system?® rather than a deci-
mal system of counting, the longer life spans in the Sumerian list
are converted to a very similar number with the life spans of eight
correlating patriarchs in the biblical account.

2. The Sumerian kings list has only eight in the list while the Bible
gives 10 patriarchs before the Flood (including Noah). Although a
close correlation exists between these lists, it seems the Sumerian
list has omitted the first man and the man who survived the Flood
(Adam and Noah). The similarities between the other eight men
make this a reasonable consideration.

3. The Bible has a clear difference in the quality of information, the
spiritual and moral superiority of the patriarchs, and the complete-
ness of the list. The Genesis account explains in great detail the
struggle of mankind with sin and the effects of the Curse. It high-
lights those who walked with God and also provides details about
humanity apart from the patriarchs. Such detail is not found in the
Sumerian kings list.

5. A sexagesimal system is based on the number 60 and allows for easy division into various
fractions for trade and other purposes.
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While a study of the Sumerian list is a fascinating journey in discover-
ing the way Sumerians looked upon their ancestry and how their numeric
and commercial systems worked, the quality of the biblical text is dis-
tinctly superior in completeness, information, and spiritual and moral
quality. The biblical text does not reflect a borrowing from an inferior
text. If anything, the very mention of this kings list that matches so closely
the biblical account is a confirmation of biblical authenticity.

The Flood Epics

The Near Middle Eastern Flood epics have three main versions: the
Sumerian Epic of Ziusudra, the Akkadian Atrahasis Epic, and the
Babylonian Gilgamesh Epic. The Gilgamesh Epic is the most complete,
with 12 tablets decipherable. The 11th tablet with the most complete
flood account of the three versions.

After great bitterness over losing his friend Enkidu, Gilgamesh seeks
Utnapishtim (the Babylonian equivalent of Noah) to give him the secret of
immortality. Utnapishtim tells him of the gods’ desire to flood the world
because they could not sleep for the uproar of mankind. Ea, the god of
wisdom, warned Utnapishtim in a dream to convert his house to a boat,
take in the seed of all living creatures, and tell the people he was building
a boat to escape the wrath of the god Enlil. Utnapishtim built the boat in
seven days and took in family, kin, creatures both wild and tame, and all
the craftsmen. The great flood came, and even the gods were terrified of it
and fled. For six days and nights, the flood overwhelmed the world and on
the seventh day grew calm. The boat rested on Mt. Nisir, and Utnapishtim
sent out a dove, then a swallow, and then a raven. When the raven didn't
return, he made a sacrifice, and the gods gathered like flies over it.

These flood epics reveal many internal inconsistencies, which rule
them out from being the source of the Genesis text.

The Difference Is in the Detail

The Bible specifically states that Noah took two of every kind of land-
dwelling animal and seven of some animals onto the ark. The Genesis
account is clear and realistic when comparing the animals and the size of
the ark. The Gilgamesh Epic is an unreliable account because it states
Utnapishtim was to take the seed of all living creatures, both wild and



Is Genesis a Derivation from Ancient Myths? ¢ 65

tame, that he had available. This leaves us with no information about how
many animals were likely on board the boat or whether all of the neces-
sary kinds would have been represented for repopulation. The Bible is
specific concerning the ark’s animal cargo:

You shall take with you of every clean animal by sevens, a
male and his female; and of animals that are not clean two, a male
and his female; also of the birds of the sky, by sevens, male and
female, to keep offspring alive on the face of all the earth (Genesis
7:2-3; NASB).

The detailed biblical account explains that the Flood began as all the
fountains of the great deep broke open, that it covered the whole earth to
the extent of the highest mountains, and that it killed every man and
land-dwelling, air-breathing animal of the earth (Genesis 7:21-22). The
biblical detail shows that the whole earth was covered by water coming
from both above and below and that it rained continuously for 40 days
and nights and the waters continued to rise until the 150th day. The
Gilgamesh Epic, while stating the devastation of the flood on humanity,
does not specifically detail the full geographical extent and depth of the
flood. Also, it is unreasonable to expect so much water coverage in just six
days of rain.

The biblical dimensions of the ark are detailed and consistent with a
vessel that could float in rough waters and could house the animals
described. The dimensions of the boat in the Gilgamesh epic amount to
more of a cube-shaped vessel with the beam equaling the length. Although
we know it had seven stories (decks), it is impossible to determine the full
size of the vessel. Logistically, this boat could not float in a stable manner
in rough seas and would not be structurally reliable.

The Bible is consistently reliable on the account of the birds that were
released. It is logical to send out a raven before a dove, given that ravens
are scavengers while doves feed only on plants. The intervals of release of
the dove are consistent with the expectation of having a drained land for
vegetation and occupants, and this correlates with the dove returning
with a freshly picked olive leaf and then the dove not returning at all. By
contrast, the Gilgamesh epic mentions a dove, then a swallow, and finally
a raven. There are no intervals mentioned to assess the appropriate time
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length for flights, and sending a raven last is questionable in that ravens
may have been able to survive as scavengers.

The Character of the “Gods”

In the Gilgamesh Epic, the gods are impatient and impulsive. They do
not like the uproar and babel of mankind and decide to destroy humanity.
The gods have no justifiable moral reason to destroy humanity. In con-
trast, the God of the Bible sent the Flood on an already cursed world
because of man’s wicked heart that only desired evil. God’s judgment in
the light of sin is righteous and just.

The Babylonian gods lie and tell Utnapishtim to lie to other humans
about the coming wrath. The Gilgamesh Epic promotes polytheistic
mythology, whereas the Bible presents monotheistic theology. The many
gods in the Gilgamesh Epic differ in ideas and motivations, and they seek
to thwart each other. The God of the Bible is holy, pure, unchanging, and
cannot lie. These are just a few of the character differences between the
biblical God and the description of the gods in the Babylonian myth.®

Lastly, it is important to note that in the Gilgamesh Epic the god Ea
tells Utnapishtim to save himself through the ark by means of deceiving
the other gods. In the Bible, God Himself provides the plans for the ark as
the means to save Noah and his family. Furthermore, Noah was a preacher
of righteousness rather than deceit (2 Peter 2:5).

Even based solely on comparison between the perfect Word of God
and the imperfect pagan myths, it is absurd to think the descriptions in
the Babylonian texts could be the source of the Genesis account in the
inspired Word of God.

Conclusion

It is not difficult to rule out the Ancient Near Eastern mythological
texts from being the source of influence for the account of Genesis. While
Genesis is reliable, they are not. While Genesis shows consistency of our
God’s righteous and sovereign character, the mythological texts show the
gods as little more than squabbling people, deceiving each other and
humanity and lacking sovereign control. While the Genesis Flood account

6. For more information, please see Nozomi Osanai, “A Comparative Study of the Flood
Accounts in the Gilgamesh Epic and Genesis” at http://www.answersingenesis.org/home/
area/flood/introduction.asp, accessed February 22, 2011.
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gives enough credible information to allow for historical and geological
confirmation, the mythological texts provide little that can be confirmed,
and what is provided does not make sense logically or scientifically.

The similarities among Ancient Near Eastern mythologies and
between the Gilgamesh Epic and the Bible make sense from a biblical
worldview. Christians should not be surprised to see people groups all
over the world with their own accounts of the creation, the Fall, the Flood,
men of great ages, and even the Tower of Babel. The accounts can tell us
people once had the same record or eyewitness of a common event handed
down from a generation that was once congregated in the same place at
the same time.

The Gilgamesh Epic tells a sad tale of a man (who was supposedly
part god) looking desperately for everlasting life. This was a man who
knew of great men of old who lived long lives and supposedly became
gods, and he wanted to attain this status himself. He had a desperate
desire to avoid death. A Christian can hear tales such as this and consider
them in light of biblical truth. The Bible shows us that men did indeed
live for longer periods of time, but as mankind became further distanced
from a perfect original creation, life expectancies shortened. The Bible
reveals the devastation of sin in the judgment of death, and mankind’s
continual need for a Savior. The Bible gives us the account of the world-
wide Flood that covered the entire earth and shows both God’s faithfulness
in judgment and in salvation by protecting a line of humanity for the
promised Messiah.

In the light of Scripture, we see confirmation in mythology around
the world that the Bible is indeed God’s Word and the only reliable truth.
In the message of God’s Word, we see Him stepping into this world and
taking upon Himself the wrath we deserve. Only through the consistent
Word of the Bible can we know salvation is only received through faith in
Jesus Christ alone.
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Chapter 6

Is the Trinity
Three Different Gods?

Jobe Martin

(S SIS LSS SRSV SIS LSS SIS TS S S

ave you ever wondered about the doctrine of the Trinity? How could
the God of the Bible be one God, but at the same time three Persons
— Father, Son, and Holy Spirit? Doesn't the Bible emphatically state that
God is one? These queries are common discussions among Christians
and non-Christians alike.

The Bible should be accepted as the final authority for the believer.
Therefore, we must look to Scripture to learn what God has revealed
about Himself in His inspired Word. The famous passage known as the
Shema (Hebrew: “hear”) starts by stating, “Hear, O Israel: The LorD our
God, the Lorp is one! You shall love the LorD your God with all your
heart, with all your soul, and with all your strength” (Deuteronomy 6:4-
5). The Bible is quite clear: God is one!

The Bible is also clear that there are three persons who are each called
God. This plurality of God is presented in 2 Corinthians 13:14: “The grace
of the Lord Jesus Christ [the Son], and the love of God [the Father], and
the communion of the Holy Spirit [the Holy Spirit] be with you all. Amen”
(bracketed information added). With our finite minds it is impossible to
tully comprehend the infinite God. It is also difficult for us to apprehend
the concept that God is one being in three persons.
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The Doctrine of the Trinity in the New Testament

The New Testament portrays each member of the Godhead as dis-
tinct persons in passages such as the Great Commission. In Matthew
28:18-20 Jesus said, “All authority has been given to Me in heaven and on
earth. Go therefore and make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them
in the name of the Father and of the Son and of the Holy Spirit, teaching
them to observe all things that I have commanded you; and lo, I am with
you always, even to the end of the age.” Believers are to go into the world
and make disciples and baptize them in the name (singular, not “names”)
of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. Jesus placed Himself and the Holy
Spirit on the same level as the Father.

Matthew also portrays all three members of the Trinity as involved in
the baptism of Jesus. “When He had been baptized, Jesus came up imme-
diately from the water; and behold, the heavens were opened to Him, and
He saw the Spirit of God descending like a dove and alighting upon Him.
And suddenly a voice came from heaven, saying, “This is My beloved Son,
in whom I am well pleased’ ” (Matthew 3:16-17). In this passage the
Father spoke from heaven and the Holy Spirit descended like a dove while
Jesus was on the earth.

The Bible Names Each of the Three Persons of the Trinity as “God”

Virtually no one questions that the Father is described as God in the
Bible. Paul wrote, “Then comes the end, when He delivers the kingdom to
God the Father, when He puts an end to all rule and all authority and
power” (1 Corinthians 15:24). Paul addressed the epistle of Romans to “all
who are in Rome, beloved of God, called to be saints: Grace to you and
peace from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ” (Romans 1:7).

Jesus identified Himself as God in John 10:30 when He stated, “I and
My Father are one” He also declared His divinity during His temptation
by the devil when He said, “It is written again, “You shall not tempt the
Lorp your God’ ” (Matthew 4:7). This concept will be given more atten-
tion later in this chapter. Jesus is also called God by others.

Matthew claimed that the events surrounding the birth of Christ ful-
filled Old Testament prophecies, including Isaiah 7:14, which states,
“Behold, the virgin shall conceive and bear a Son, and shall call His name
Immanuel” Matthew adds that Immanuel means “God with us” (Matthew
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1:23). The writer of Hebrews wrote that the Father said to the Son, “Your
throne, O God, is forever and ever” (Hebrews 1:8).

The Holy Spirit is also recognized as God. He is not merely an imper-
sonal force similar to electricity, as some cults would like us to believe.
When Peter condemned Ananias for lying, he said, “Ananias, why has
Satan filled your heart to lie to the Holy Spirit and keep back part of the
price of the land for yourself? While it remained, was it not your own?
And after it was sold, was it not in your own control? Why have you con-
ceived this thing in your heart? You have not lied to men, but to God”
(Acts 5:3-4, emphasis added).

In the gospel of John, the Bible intimately links the Holy Spirit to both
the Father and the Son: “But the Helper, the Holy Spirit, whom the Father
will send in My name, He will teach you all things, and bring to your
remembrance all things that I said to you” (John 14:26). In the next chap-
ter Jesus added, “But when the Helper comes, whom I shall send to you
from the Father, the Spirit of truth who proceeds from the Father, He will
testify of Me” (John 15:26).

All Three Persons of the Trinity Are Eternal

The Scriptures listed above are just a few of many used to demonstrate
that the God of the Bible is one God in three persons. Not only are each of
the three persons of the Trinity identified as God, but each is said to possess
eternality. Deuteronomy 33:27 explains to us that God the Father is eternal.
“The eternal God is your refuge” In Micah’s prophecy, which named
Bethlehem as the birthplace of the Messiah, the Son is also shown to be
eternal. “But you, Bethlehem Ephrathah, though you are little among the
thousands of Judah, yet out of you shall come forth to Me the One to be
Ruler in Israel, whose goings forth are from of old, from everlasting” (Micah
5:2). The eternality of the Holy Spirit is described when the author of
Hebrews asked rhetorically, “How much more shall the blood of Christ,
who through the eternal Spirit offered Himself without spot to God, cleanse
your conscience from dead works to serve the living God?” (Hebrews 9:14).

The triune God of the Bible is utterly distinct from the false gods of
this world. Jeremiah proclaimed Him as the only true Creator God:

But the Lorp is the true God; He is the living God and the
everlasting King. At His wrath the earth will tremble, and the
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nations will not be able to endure His indignation. Thus you shall
say to them: “The gods that have not made the heavens and the
earth shall perish from the earth and from under these heavens.”
He has made the earth by His power, He has established the world
by His wisdom, and has stretched out the heavens at His discre-
tion (Jeremiah 10:10-12).

Does the Old Testament Support the Doctrine of the
Trinity?

A Grammatical Mistake in Genesis 1:1?

The very first sentence in the Bible appears to have a grammatical
mistake in the original language. “In the beginning God created . . . ” The
word translated as “God” is the word elohim, which is a plural noun.' But
now we have a problem — the verb created is a third person singular verb.
So it seems that in the first sentence of the Bible there is a grammatical
mistake of using a plural noun with a singular verb. This would be like
someone saying in English, “they was,” which is not proper in English,
nor is it proper in Hebrew.

God told us about Himself in the first sentence of the Bible. He is one
being with a plurality of persons. Genesis 1:1 does not directly explain
that God is a triunity, but it is consistent with this truth. Genesis 1:26
states, “Then God said, ‘Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our
likeness. ” Who is the “Us” and the “Our” in the passage? The next verse
goes on to state, “So God created man in His own image; in the image of
God He created him; male and female He created them” (Genesis 1:27).
While verse 26 uses the pronouns “Us” and “Our;” verse 27 uses the singu-
lar pronouns “His” and “He” to refer to the same God. As in Genesis 1:1
the word “God” in Genesis 1:26 is a plural noun, and the verb “said” is a
third person singular verb. The God of the Bible reveals Himself as plural
in persons but single in being.

1. Scholars have debated whether this term should be viewed as hinting at the plurality of
persons of the Godhead or if it is used simply as “the majestic plural” Scott concluded,
“More probable is the view that élohim comes from éloah as a unique development of
the Hebrew Scriptures and represents chiefly the plurality of persons in the Trinity of
the godhead” Jack Scott in Robert Laird Harris, Gleason Leonard Archer, and Bruce

K. Waltke, Theological Wordbook of the Old Testament, electronic ed., 41 (Chicago, IL:
Moody Press, 1999), 93c.
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The Trinity in Isaiah

The prophet Isaiah made a statement that supports the doctrine of
the Trinity: “Come near to Me, hear this: I have not spoken in secret from
the beginning; from the time that it was, I was there. And now the Lord
Gop [the Father] and His Spirit [the Holy Spirit] have sent Me [the Son].
Thus says the LorDp, your Redeemer, the Holy One of Israel: I am the
Lorp your God, who teaches you to profit” (Isaiah 48:16-17, bracketed
information added). All three persons of the Trinity are explicitly men-
tioned in this passage.

Jesus Is not God the Son?

Nearly every cult and false religion denies the doctrine of the Trinity.
Two of the major cults that do this are Mormonism and Jehovah's
Witnesses. The Jehovah’s Witnesses believe that Jesus is not Jehovah God.
Instead, they believe that He is a god but not the one and only true God.
Jehovah’s Witnesses have their own version of the Bible called the New
World Translation. This version translates John 1:1 erroneously. While the
inerrant Word of God states, “In the beginning was the Word, and the
Word was with God, and the Word was God” (John 1:1), the New World
Translation presents the last phrase of the verse this way: “and the Word
was a god” (emphasis added). The article “a” is not in the original Greek.
A rule in Greek grammar states that when an anarthrous (no article)
predicate nominative is present it is for emphasis. The noun is “Word”
and the predicate nominative is “God.” Since no article is present before
the predicate nominative, “God,” the verse is testifying that the Word
(Jesus) is God. By denying the Trinity and teaching that Jehovah God is
supreme and Jesus is an inferior god on the order of Michael the Archangel,
the Jehovah’s Witnesses are actually polytheistic — they believe in multi-
ple gods.

Mormonism is a religious system that believes in many gods and
denies the Trinity. Here are some statements from Mormon writings:

[T]here is an infinite number of holy personages, drawn from
worlds without number, who have passed on to exultation and are
thus gods.?

2. Bruce McConkie, Mormon Doctrine, (Salt Lake City, UT: Bookcraft, 1991), p. 576-577.



74 » How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

Abraham . .. Isaac ... and Jacob ... have entered into their
exaltation, according to the promises, and sit upon thrones, and
are not angels but are gods.’

“But both the scriptures and the prophets affirm that Jesus
Christ and Lucifer are indeed offspring of our Heavenly Father
and, therefore, spirit brothers™

The founder of Mormonism, Joseph Smith, believed in many gods.
Smith said, “I will preach on the plurality of Gods. .. I wish to declare that
I have always and in all congregations when I have preached on the sub-
ject of Deity, it has been the plurality of Gods.”” “Many men say there is
one God; the Father, the Son and the Holy Ghost are only one God. I say
that is a strange God anyhow — three in one, and one in three! It is a curi-
ous organization.”

Contrary to the beliefs of the Jehovah’s Witnesses and Mormons, the
Bible refers to Jesus as fully God. “For in Him [Christ] dwells all the full-
ness of the Godhead bodily” (Colossians 2:9, bracketed information
added). Paul wrote that we should live in a godly manner, “looking for the
blessed hope and glorious appearing of our great God and Savior Jesus
Christ (Titus 2:13). Even “doubting Thomas,” upon seeing the resurrected
Lord, said to Jesus, “My Lord and my God!” (John 20:28). The fact is that
Jesus is unequivocally called God in multiple passages.

Furthermore, Jesus identified Himself as God several times. Three
times in John 8, Jesus declared that He was Almighty God. “Therefore I
said to you that you will die in your sins; for if you do not believe that I am
He, you will die in your sins” (John 8:24). The pronoun He is in italics in
the New King James Version, meaning that it is not found in the Greek
text but was added to the text by the translators to make it read better in
English. Jesus proclaimed Himself to be the I AM who spoke to Moses out
of the burning bush (Exodus 3:14). He does the same thing in John 8:28

3. Doctrine and Covenants, 132:37. Available online at http://1ds.org/scriptures/dc-testament/
dc/132%lang=eng, accessed March 9, 2011.

4. From Ensign Magazine, an official publication of the LDS Church in response to the
question “How can Jesus and Lucifer be spirit brothers when their characters and
purposes are so utterly opposed?” (June 1986): p. 25.

5. Joseph Smith, Teachings of the Prophet Joseph Smith (Salt Lake City, UT: Deseret Book
Company, 1976).

6. Ibid., p. 372.
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and John 8:58. The Jewish leaders understood exactly what He claimed,
and they attempted to stone Him for claiming to be God (John 8:59).
The Jews tried to do the same thing in John 10 after Jesus declared, “I
and My Father are one” (John 10:30). Jesus asked why they wanted to stone
Him, and they replied, “For a good work we do not stone You, but for blas-
phemy, and because You, being a Man, make Yourself God” (John 10:33).

Conclusion

The Bible is quite clear — there is one true God, and He exists in three
persons: God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Spirit. There is
salvation in no other God. This Trinitarian God is eternal as stated in
Isaiah:

“You are My witnesses,” says the LorDp, “And My servant
whom I have chosen, that you may know and believe Me, and
understand that I am He. Before Me there was no God formed,
nor shall there be after Me. [, even I, am the LorD, and besides Me
there is no savior. I have declared and saved, I have proclaimed,
and there was no foreign god among you; therefore you are My
witnesses,” says the LOrD, “that I am God. Indeed before the day
was, I am He; and there is no one who can deliver out of My hand;
I work, and who will reverse it?” (Isaiah 43:10-13)

God the Father, in the power of God the Holy Spirit, through the
agency of God the Son — Jesus Christ — created everything that exists.
John 1, Colossians 1, and Hebrews 1 teach that the Lord Jesus is the
Creator. Since He is our Creator, He has the right and the authority to be
our Redeemer. Jesus said, “I am the way, the truth, and the life. No one
comes to the Father except through Me. If you had known Me, you would
have known My Father also; and from now on you know Him and have
seen Him” (John 14:6-7).

The doctrine of the Trinity is not derived from pagan beliefs but was
developed from the plain teaching of Scripture. God is one being in three
persons. The following chart was developed by Bodie Hodge, Answers in
Genesis, and provides numerous passages concerning the various attri-
butes and works of each member of the Trinity.”

7. This chart is available online at http://www.answersingenesis.org/articles/2008/02/20/
god-is-triune.
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God... The Father The Son The Holy Spirit
Genesis 1:1, 2:4,
14:19-22; Deuter-
onomy 32:6; Psalm John 1:1-3;

is the Creator

102:25; Isaiah 42:5,
45:18; Mark 13:19;
1 Corinthians 8:6;
Ephesians 3:9;
Hebrews 2:10;
Revelation 4:11

Colossians 1:16-17;
1 Corinthians 8:6;
Hebrews 1:2, 1:8-12

Genesis 1:2; Job 33:4;
Psalm 104:30

is unchanging and
eternal

Psalm 90:2, 102:25-
27; Isaiah 43:10;
Malachi 3:6

Micah 5:2; Colos-
sians 1:17; Hebrews
1:8-12, 13:8; John
8:58

Hebrews 9:14

has a distinct will

Luke 22:42

Luke 22:42

Acts 13:2;
1 Corinthians 12:11

accepts worship

Too many to list

Matthew 14:33;
Hebrews 1:6

accepts prayer

Too many to list

John 14:14; Romans
10:9-13; 2 Corinthi-
ans 12:8-9

is the only Savior

Isaiah 43:11, 45:21;
Hosea 13:4; 1 Timo-
thy 1:1

John 4:42; Acts 4:12,
13:23; Philippians
3:20; 2 Timothy 1:10;
Titus 1:4, 2:13, 3:6;

2 Peter 1:11, 2:20,
3:18; 1 John 4:14

John 3:5;
1 Corinthians 12:3

has the power to

1 Thessalonians

John 2:19, 10:17

Romans 8:11

resurrect 1:8-10
John 1:18, 6:27; John 1:1-5, 1:14, 1:18, .

. Philippians 1:2, 2:11; | 20:28; Colossians 2:9; Acts >3

is called God ; . 2 Corinthians
Ephesians 4:6; 2 Hebrews 1:8; Titus 3:15-17
Thessalonians 1:2 2:13 ’

is called Mighty God Isaiah 10:21; Luke Isaiah 9:6 —

22:69

is omnipresent/
everywhere

1 Kings 8:27; Isaiah
46:10

Matthew 28:18-20

Psalm 139:7-10

is omnipotent/has
power and authority

2 Chronicles 20:6,
25:8; Job 12:13;
Romans 1:20;

1 Corinthians 6:14;
Jude 1:25

John 3:31, 3:35, 14:6,
16:15; Philippians
2:9-11

1 Samuel 11:6; Luke
1:35

is omniscient/
all-knowing

Psalm 139:2; [saiah
46:10; 1 John 3:20;
Acts 15:8

John 16:3, 21:17

1 Corinthians
2:10-11
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God... The Father The Son The Holy Spirit
has the fullness of
God in Him (not N/A Colossians 2:9 —
just “a part of God”)
Genesis 1:21, 1:24,
ives life 2:7; Psalm 49:15; John 5:21, 14:6, 2 Corinthians 3:6;
& John 3:16, 5:21; 20:31; Romans 5:21 Romans 8:11
1 Timothy 6:13
John 3:16; Romans Mark 10:21; John
loves 8:39; Ephesians 6:23; | 15:9; Ephesians 5:25, | Romans 15:30

1 John 4:6, 4:16

6:23

has ownership of
believers

Psalm 24:1; John 8:47

Romans 7:4, 8:9

is distinct

Matthew 3:16-17,
28:19; John 17:1

Matthew 3:16-17,
4:1, 28:19; John 17:1

1 Samuel 19:20;
Matthew 3:16-17,
4:1, 28:19

Genesis 18:25; Psalm
7:11, 50:6, 94:1-2,

John 5:21-27; Acts

is Judge 96:13, 98:9; John 8:50; ;713122T?£f)‘$hfr1‘s -
Romans 2:16 Py Y
forgives sin Micah 7:18 Luke 7:47-50 —
claimed divinity Exodus 20:2 Matthew 26:63-64 —
is uncreated, the
First and the Last, A Revelation 1:17-18,
the Beginning and priah 44:6 22:13 Y
the End
John 14:23; 2 John 14:20-23; John 14:16-17;

lives in the believer

Corinthians 6:16; 1
John 3:24

Galatians 2:20;
Colossians 1:27

Romans 8:11; 1 Peter
1:11

has the title of deity,

“I AM,” pointing to | Exodus 3:14 John 8:58 —

the eternality of God

is personal and has Acts 13:2; 2 Corin-
fellowship with 1 John 1:3 1 Corinthians 1:9; 1 thians 13:14;

other persons

John 1:3

Ephesians 4:30;
Philippians 2:1

makes believers holy
(sanctifies them)

1 Thessalonians 5:23

Colossians 1:22

1 Peter 1:2

knows the future

Isaiah 46:10;
Jeremiah 29:11

Matthew 24:1-51,
26:64; John 16:32,
18:4

1 Samuel 10:10,
19:20; Luke 1:67;
2 Peter 1:21

is called “Lord of
lords”

Deuteronomy 10:17;
Psalm 136:3

Revelation 17:14,
19:16
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Chapter 7

How Were People Saved Before
Christ Died on the Cross?

Steve Fazekas

(S SIS LSS SRSV SIS LSS SIS TS S S

Since the Gospel message isbased on the death, burial, and Resurrection
of Christ (1 Corinthians 15:1-4), many have wondered how people
who lived prior to the Incarnation of Christ could have been saved. In
Hebrews 11, sometimes known as the “gallery of faith” or the “faith hall of
fame,” we have a sampling of Old Testament saints whose lives pleased
God. These heroes of the faith provide for us, even in these latter days,
example after example of how to both live and die in times that are any-
thing but receptive to the God of the Bible.

Yet a question continues to be raised over the faith of these heroes.
Who or what was the source of the salvation and the object of the faith of
men like Abel and Enoch? How did Joshua and Jeremiah exercise saving
faith? How did redemption touch the lives of Ruth and Rahab?

Personal salvation by grace through faith in the atoning work of
Christ on the Cross may not have been as clear at the time of Noah as it is
to us today. The Lamb of God who takes away the sins of the world came
to the nation of Israel approximately four hundred years after the Old
Testament canon was closed. How then could there be a clear object of
faith if the object had not yet appeared?

79
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Abraham Was Saved by Grace Through Faith

The Apostle Paul dealt with an issue in Romans 4 that helps us answer
this important question. He used the Old Testament to show salvation has
always been by God’s grace and can only be received through faith. While
addressing those who thought they could save themselves by adhering to
the Law of Moses, Paul made a brilliant argument.

What then shall we say that Abraham our father has found
according to the flesh? For if Abraham was justified by works, he
has something to boast about, but not before God. For what does
the Scripture say? “Abraham believed God, and it was accounted
to him for righteousness.” Now to him who works, the wages are
not counted as grace but as debt.

But to him who does not work but believes on Him who justi-
fies the ungodly, his faith is accounted for righteousness. . . . Does
this blessedness then come upon the circumcised only, or upon the
uncircumcised also? For we say that faith was accounted to Abraham
for righteousness. How then was it accounted? While he was cir-
cumcised, or uncircumcised? Not while circumcised, but while
uncircumcised. . . . Therefore it is of faith that it might be according
to grace, so that the promise might be sure to all the seed, not only
to those who are of the law, but also to those who are of the faith of
Abraham, who is the father of us all (Romans 4:1-16).

To demonstrate his point that salvation comes through faith instead
of works, Paul referred to Abraham, the forefather of the Jewish people.
He cited Genesis 15:6, which reveals that Abram (Abraham) “believed in
the Lorp, and He accounted it to him for righteousness.” Circumcision
was not introduced to Abraham and his descendants until Genesis 17 —
more than ten years later.

Gospel Theme in the Old Testament

The Old Testament sets forth a gospel theme that people were saved
from sin by grace through saving faith in the Lord and His promises.
Several texts from the New Testament illustrate this premise.

Of this salvation the prophets have inquired and searched
carefully, who prophesied of the grace that would come to you,
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searching what, or what manner of time, the Spirit of Christ who
was in them was indicating when He testified beforehand the suffer-
ings of Christ and the glories that would follow. To them it was
revealed that, not to themselves, but to us they were ministering
the things which now have been reported to you through those
who have preached the gospel to you by the Holy Spirit sent from
heaven — things which angels desire to look into (1 Peter 1:10-
12, emphasis added).

This text reveals some important ideas. The “prophets. .. who proph-
esied” longed for the arrival of an era of grace. The “Spirit of Christ”
within them was filling them with this great desire, witnessing through
them and to them in advance of the work of Christ.

The prophetic message was often a gospel message since it told of the
sufferings of the Messiah and the glories that would follow. The Spirit of
Christ witnessed in advance about the sufferings and glories of Christ. The
text indicates the prophets studied their own utterances and writings to
plumb their depths. Yet according to this text, a Christ-led, Spirit-given
understanding of this gospel theme was the core of the prophetic message.

The New Testament serves as the inspired commentary on the Old
Testament, and it is an incredible blessing to have this in our hands.
However, even before the completion of the New Testament, the Old
Testament served as the Scripture for Israel, and it contained a gospel
theme concerning the coming, sufferings, and glory of Messiah.
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The second text underscoring the gospel theme of the Old Testament
was spoken by Jesus Himself.

Then He said to them, “O foolish ones, and slow of heart to
believe in all that the prophets have spoken! Ought not the Christ
to have suffered these things and to enter into His glory?” And
beginning at Moses and all the Prophets, He expounded to them
in all the Scriptures the things concerning Himself (Luke
24:25-27).

Here, Jesus spoke to a pair of His followers on the road to Emmaus.
Notice the extent of His teaching. He began with Moses and the Prophets
and opened to them in all the Scriptures the things pertaining to Himself,
that is, His sufferings and His glory.

Later in the same chapter, Jesus spoke of His presence in the Old
Testament Scriptures.

Then He said to them, “These are the words which I spoke to
you while I was still with you, that all things must be fulfilled
which were written in the Law of Moses and the Prophets and the
Psalms concerning Me” And He opened their understanding,
that they might comprehend the Scriptures. Then He said to
them, “Thus it is written, and thus it was necessary for the Christ
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to suffer and to rise from the dead the third day, and that repen-
tance and remission of sins should be preached in His name to all
nations, beginning at Jerusalem” (Luke 24:44-47).

This text is loaded with gospel significance given by Jesus to His dis-
ciples. He referenced His presence in the Law of Moses, presumably the
Pentateuch. He claimed the prophets testified about Him. He also showed
that He could be found in the Psalms. Then Jesus collected these three
areas and predicated them under one title — “the Scriptures” Again, the
gospel significance of Old Testament content is remarkable. Central to
the Lord’s teaching about Himself in the Scriptures was the necessity of
His suffering, His Resurrection, and His call to preach repentance for the
remission of sins.

One final text illustrates the gospel theme found in the Old Testament,
and it also spoke of things that took place before the Incarnation of Jesus
upon this earth.

But those things which God foretold by the mouth of all His
prophets, that the Christ would suffer, He has thus fulfilled.
Repent therefore and be converted, that your sins may be blotted
out, so that times of refreshing may come from the presence of
the Lord, and that He may send Jesus Christ, who was preached
to you before, whom heaven must receive until the times of resto-
ration of all things, which God has spoken by the mouth of all His
holy prophets since the world began (Acts 3:18-24).

The Apostle Peter preached from Solomon’s porch and called for the
people to repent. He reminded the listening crowd that the suffering,
Resurrection, and glory of the Messiah have been the major theme of the
Scriptures.

The Scriptures teach that Jesus is its central theme. The primary mes-
sage of the Bible is about His suffering, death, Resurrection, and glory.

Conclusion

So were there multiple ways of salvation prior to the coming of Jesus in
space and time to die as a sacrifice for the sins of mankind? The answer must
be a resounding “No.” Paul explained in Romans 4 that salvation has always
been and will always be by God’s grace and received through faith alone.



84 ¢ How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

Genesis 3:15 promised that Someone would come to clear up the sin
problem created by our first father, Adam. As the seed of the woman, He
would be the one to battle and defeat the serpent. Even Abel understood
the nature of a bloody sacrifice and the death of a substitute, and because
of his faith in God, he was regarded by God as righteous (Hebrews 11:4).

Thus, saturating all of Scripture, there is a gospel theme that show-
cases the suffering, Resurrection, and glory of the promised Savior, Jesus
Christ. He is the central object of our faith and the fulfillment of all that
the faithful who have preceded us down through the ages had believed in.



Chapter 8

Did Moses
Write Genesis?

Terry Mortenson and Bodie Hodge
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n the past few hundred years, the Bible has been under severe attack by

scientific and philosophical skeptics of all sorts. In this scientific age the
most-attacked book of the Bible has arguably been Genesis, particularly
the first 11 chapters. Long-age geology, big-bang cosmology, secular
archaeology, liberal theology, and philosophical attacks on miracles in the
Bible have deceived many people to believe that the Bible is not true and
therefore cannot be trusted.

One of the major attacks on the Bible in the past 300 years has been
directed against Moses and his authorship of the Pentateuch, the first five
books of the Old Testament (Genesis—Deuteronomy). Such attacks on
these foundational books of the rest of the Bible come both from non-
Christians as well as professing Christians.

Seminary courses, theology books, introductions to the Pentateuch in
Bibles, and the secular media have promoted the man-made idea that
Moses did not write the Pentateuch (also known as the Law or Torah).
Instead, it is claimed that at least four different authors (or groups of
authors) wrote various portions of these books over many centuries and
then one or more redactors (editors) over many years combined and
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interwove everything together into its present form. For example, one
translation of the Bible we surveyed said this in its introduction to the
Pentateuch:

Despite its unity of plan and purpose, the book is a complex
work, not to be attributed to a single original author. Several sources,
or literary traditions, that the final redactor used in his composition
are discernable. These are the Yahwist (]), Elohist (E), and Priestly
(P) sources which in turn reflect older oral traditions. . . .!

The introduction to the Old Testament in another Bible translation
says that the ] document was written by someone much later than Moses
in the Southern Kingdom of Judah and the E document was written by
someone in the Northern Kingdom of Israel.” Let’s evaluate the arguments
put forth in defense of this hypothesis.

The Documentary (or JEDP) Hypothesis

In this hypothesis, various sections of the Pentateuch are assigned to
various authors who are identified by the letters J, E, D, and P. Hence, it is
called the documentary hypothesis (or the JEDP model’). As this hypothesis
was developed by a number of Jewish and theologically liberal Christian
scholars in the late 17th to the late 19th centuries, there were a number of
different proposals of who wrote what and when. But by the end of the
19th century liberal scholars had reached general agreement. The letters
stand for:

J documents are the sections, verses, or in some cases parts of
verses that were written by one or more authors who preferred to use
the Hebrew name Jahweh (Jehovah) to refer to God. It is proposed
that this author wrote about 900-850 B.C.

E documents are the texts that use the name Elohim for God and
were supposedly written around 750-700 B.C.

D stands for Deuteronomy, most of which was written by a
different author or group of authors, perhaps around the time of
King Josiah’s reforms in 621 B.C.

1. The New American Bible (Nashville, TN: Memorial Bible Publishers, 1976), p. 1.

2. The Dartmouth Bible (Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin, 1961), p. 8-9.

3. Some scholars rearrange these letters as JEPD, based on the order they believe the sections
were written.
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P stands for Priest and identifies the texts in Leviticus and
elsewhere in the Pentateuch that were written by a priest or priests
during the exile in Babylon after 586 B.C.

Then around 400 BC some redactors (i.e., editors) supposedly
combined these four independently written texts to form the Pentateuch
as it was known in the time of Jesus and modern times.

Development of the Documentary Hypothesis

Ibn Ezra was a very influential Jewish rabbi in the 12th century A.D.
While he believed in the Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch, he noticed
that a few verses (e.g., Genesis 12:6, Genesis 22:14) had some phrases that
seemed mysteriously out of place.* But he never pursued these mysteries
to resolve them.’

About 500 years later, the famous Jewish philosopher Baruch
(Benedict) Spinoza (1632-1677) picked up on what Ibn Ezra had stated
and asserted that Ibn Ezra did not believe Moses wrote the Pentateuch.
Others disagreed, pointing to other statements by Ibn Ezra that
contradicted Spinoza’s conclusion. In his book Tractatus Theologico-
Politicus (1670), Spinoza, who was a pantheist and was subsequently
excommunicated from the Jewish community and denounced by
Christians, argued that Moses did not write the Pentateuch. Besides
using the verses noted by Ibn Ezra, Spinoza offered a few other brief
arguments against Mosaic authorship that were easily answered by
Christian writers in the following few decades.®

Nevertheless, further attacks on the Mosaic authorship of the
Pentateuch began taking hold in France through Jean Astruc, whose book

4. “Now the Canaanite was then in the land” (Genesis 12:6) and “as it is said to this day”
(Genesis 22:14) might suggest that those phrases were written later than the rest of the
verses they are in. In other words, they look like editorial comments.

5. Allan MacRae, JEDP: Lectures on the Higher Criticism of the Pentateuch (Hatfield, PA:
Interdisciplinary Biblical Research Institute, 1994), p. 63.

6. Ibid., p. 63-64. Spinoza’s arguments included these: 1) Numbers 12:3 says that Moses was
the most humble man of his day, but a humble man would not write that about himself,
2) Moses is spoken of in the third person in the Pentateuch, which he would not do if he
was the author, and 3) Moses could not have written his own obituary (Deuteronomy
34:5-6). In reply, even if the few verses (Genesis 12:6; 22:14, Numbers 12:3; Deuteronomy
34:5-6) are comments added by an inspired editor many years after Moses, that does
not undermine the accuracy of the biblical testimony that Moses is the author of the
Pentateuch. Second, modern authors often write about themselves in the third person, so
this is nothing unusual.
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Conjectures about the original memoirs which it appeared that Moses used
in composing the Book of Genesis with certain remarks which help clarify
these conjectures was published in 1753. He believed Moses was the author
of the Pentateuch, but he unlocked the door for the skepticism of later
scholars.

Astruc basically questioned, as others had before him, how Moses
knew what happened prior to his own life, (i.e., the history recorded in
Genesis). In other words, where did Moses get information on the
patriarchs? Of course, there are several ways Moses could have obtained
this information: divine revelation, previously written texts passed down
through the generations, and/or oral tradition from his ancestors.”
Regardless, under the guidance of the Holy Spirit (2 Peter 1:20-21), the
books of Moses would be completely true and without error.

Astruc also noticed that Elohim (the Hebrew name for God in Genesis
1:1-2:3) was used in Genesis 1, but then the text switches to Yahweh
(Jehovah) in chapter 2. Astruc claimed that these name changes indicated
different sources that Moses used. Specifically, he thought that Genesis
1:1-2:3 was one creation account and Genesis 2:4-24 was a different
creation account. Hence, we have the Elohim and Jehovah sections (or E
and ] documents).® Thus, the first assumption of the documentary
hypothesis became established: the use of different divine names means
different authors of the text.

The German scholar Johann Eichhorn took the next step by applying
Astruc’s idea to the whole of Genesis. Initially, in his 1780 Introduction to
the Old Testament, Eichhorn said that Moses copied previous texts. But in
later editions he apparently conceded the view of others that the J-E
division could be applied to the whole of the Pentateuch which was
written after Moses.’

Following Eichhorn, other ideas were advanced in denial of the
Mosaic authorship of the first five books in the Old Testament. In 1802,
Johann Vater insisted that Genesis was made from at least 39 fragments.
In 1805, Wilhelm De Wette contended that none of the Pentateuch was

7. On this point, see Bodie Hodge, “How Was Moses Able to Read Pre-Tower of Babel
Texts?” http://www.answersingenesis.org/home/area/feedback/2006/1027.asp, October
23, 2006.

8. MacRae, JEDP, p. 70-72.

9. MacRae, JEDP, p. 72-84.
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written before King David and that Deuteronomy was written at the time
of King Josiah.

From here, the door flew open to profess that other portions of the
Law were not written by Moses. Not only was there a J-document,
E-document and D-document, but then it was argued that Leviticus and
some other portions of the Pentateuch were the work of Jewish priests,
hence the P-documents.

And today, several variant views of documentary hypothesis exist, but
perhaps the most popular is that of Julius Wellhausen proposed in 1895.
Wellhausen put dates to the alleged four sources and none were earlier than
around 900 B.C."” As noted Old Testament scholar Gleason Archer remarks,
“Although Wellhausen contributed no innovations to speak of, he restated the
documentary theory with great skill and persuasiveness, supporting the JEDP
sequence upon an evolutionary basis.”"!

Even though a great many scholars and much of the public have
accepted this view, is it really true? Did Moses have little or nothing to do
with the writing of the Book of Genesis or the rest of the Pentateuch?
Several lines of evidence should lead us to reject the documentary
hypothesis as a fabrication of unbelievers.

Reasons to Reject the Documentary Hypothesis

There are many reasons to reject this skeptical attack on the Bible. First,
consider what the Bible itself says about the authorship of the Pentateuch.

Biblical witness to Mosaic authorship

1. The chart below shows that the Pentateuch states that Moses wrote
these books: Exodus 17:14; 24:4; 34:27; Numbers 33:1-2;
Deuteronomy 31:9-11. In his rejection of Mosaic authorship,
Wellhausen nowhere discussed this biblical evidence. It is easy to
deny Mosaic authorship if one ignores the evidence for it. But that
is not honest scholarship.

2. We also have the witness of the rest of the Old Testament: Joshua
1:8; 8:31-32; 1 Kings 2:3; 2 Kings 14:6; 21:8; Ezra 6:18; Nehemiah
13:1; Daniel 9:11-13; Malachi 4:4.

10. Josh McDowell, A Ready Defense (Nashville, TN: Thomas Nelson, 1993), p. 137-139.

11. Gleason Archer, A Survey of Old Testament Introduction (Chicago, IL: Moody Press,
1985), p. 89 (p. 95 in the 1994 edition).
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3. The New Testament is also clear in its testimony: Matthew 19:8;
John 5:45-47; 7:19; Acts 3:22; Romans 10:5; Mark 12:26. The
divisions of the Old Testament were clearly in place in the Jewish
mind long before the time of Christ, namely, the Law of Moses
(first 5 books of the OT), the Prophets (the historical and prophetic
books) and the Writings (the poetic books of Job, Psalms, Proverbs,
etc.). So when Jesus referred to the Law of Moses, His Jewish
listeners knew exactly to what He was referring.

Table 1 — Selected Passages Confirming Mosaic Authorship

Old Testament

1

Exodus 17:14 Then the LorD said to Moses, “Write this for a
memorial in the book and recount it in the
hearing of Joshua, that I will utterly blot out the
remembrance of Amalek from under heaven.”

Numbers 33:2 | Now Moses wrote down the starting points of
their journeys at the command of the Lorb.
And these are their journeys according to their
starting points:

Joshua 1:7-8 Only be strong and very courageous, that you
may observe to do according to all the law which
Moses My servant commanded you; do not turn
from it to the right hand or to the left, that you
may prosper wherever you go. This Book of the
Law shall not depart from your mouth, but you
shall meditate in it day and night, that you may
observe to do according to all that is written in
it. For then you will make your way prosperous,
and then you will have good success.”

Joshua 8:31 as Moses the servant of the LorD had
commanded the children of Israel, as it is
written in the Book of the Law of Moses: “an
altar of whole stones over which no man has
wielded an iron tool” And they offered on it
burnt offerings to the Lorp, and sacrificed
peace offerings. (See Exodus 20:24-25.)
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Joshua 23:6

Therefore be very courageous to keep and to
do all that is written in the Book of the Law of
Moses, lest you turn aside from it to the right
hand or to the left.

1 Kings 2:3

And keep the charge of the LorD your God: to
walk in His ways, to keep His statutes, His
commandments, His judgments, and His
testimonies, as it is written in the Law of
Moses, that you may prosper in all that you do
and wherever you turn.

2 Kings 14:6

But the children of the murderers he did not
execute, according to what is written in the
Book of the Law of Moses, in which the LorDp
commanded, saying, “Fathers shall not be put
to death for their children, nor shall children
be put to death for their fathers; but a person
shall be put to death for his own sin.” (See
Deuteronomy 24:16.)

1 Chronicles
22:13

Then you will prosper, if you take care to fulfill
the statutes and judgments with which the
Lorp charged Moses concerning Israel. Be
strong and of good courage; do not fear nor be
dismayed.

Ezra 6:18

They assigned the priests to their divisions and
the Levites to their divisions, over the service of
God in Jerusalem, as it is written in the Book of
Moses. (This is taught in the Books of Exodus
and Leviticus.)

Nehemiah 13:1

On that day they read from the Book of Moses
in the hearing of the people, and in it was
found written that no Ammonite or Moabite
should ever come into the assembly of God.
(See Deuteronomy 23:3-5.)
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Daniel 9:11

Yes, all Israel has transgressed Your law, and
has departed so as not to obey Your voice;
therefore the curse and the oath written in the
Law of Moses the servant of God have been
poured out on us, because we have sinned
against Him.

Malachi 4:4

Remember the Law of Moses, My servant,
which I commanded him in Horeb for all
Israel, with the statutes and judgments.

New Testament

10

Matthew 8:4

And Jesus said to him, “See that you tell no one;
but go your way, show yourself to the priest, and
offer the gift that Moses commanded, as a
testimony to them.” (See Leviticus 14:1-32.)

11

Mark 12:26

But concerning the dead, that they rise, have you
not read in the book of Moses, in the burning
bush passage, how God spoke to him, saying, “I
am the God of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and
the God of Jacob”? (See Exodus 3:6.)

12

Luke 16:29

Abraham said to him, “They have Moses and
the prophets; let them hear them.”

13

Luke 24:27

And beginning at Moses and all the Prophets,
He expounded to them in all the Scriptures the
things concerning Himself.

14

Luke 24:44

Then He said to them, “These are the words
which I spoke to you while I was still with you,
that all things must be fulfilled which were
written in the Law of Moses and the Prophets
and the Psalms concerning Me”

15

John 5:46

For if you believed Moses, you would believe
Me; for he wrote about Me.

16

John 7:22

Moses therefore gave you circumcision (not
that it is from Moses, but from the fathers), and
you circumcise a man on the Sabbath.
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17

Acts 3:22

For Moses truly said to the fathers, “The LorD
your God will raise up for you a Prophet like
me from your brethren. Him you shall hear in
all things, whatever He says to you. (See
Deuteronomy 18:15.)

18

Acts 15:1

And certain men came down from Judea and
taught the brethren, “Unless you are
circumcised according to the custom of Moses,
you cannot be saved.”

19

Acts 28:23

So when they had appointed him a day, many
came to him at his lodging, to whom he
explained and solemnly testified of the
kingdom of God, persuading them concerning
Jesus from both the Law of Moses and the
Prophets, from morning till evening.

20

Romans 10:5

For Moses writes about the righteousness which
is of the law, “The man who does those things
shall live by them.” (See Leviticus 18:1-5.)

21

Romans 10:19

But I say, did Israel not know? First Moses says:
“I will provoke you to jealousy by those who are
not a nation, I will move you to anger by a
foolish nation.” (See Deuteronomy 32:21.)

22

1 Corinthians
9:9

For it is written in the law of Moses, “You shall
not muzzle an ox while it treads out the grain”
Is it oxen God is concerned about? (See
Deuteronomy 25:4.)

23

2 Corinthians
3:15

But even to this day, when Moses is read, a veil
lies on their heart.

Take note of some the references back to Moses’ work. For example,

John 7:22 and Acts 15:1 refer to Moses giving the doctrine of

circumcision. Yet John also reveals that this came earlier — in Genesis,
with Abraham. Nevertheless, it is credited to Moses because it was
recorded in his writings. The New Testament attributes all the books
from Genesis through Deuteronomy as being the writings of Moses. So
to attack the Mosaic authorship of the first five books of the Old
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Testament then is to attack the truthfulness of the rest of the biblical
writers and Jesus Himself.

Moses’ Qualifications to Write

Not only is there abundant biblical witness that Moses wrote the
Pentateuch, Moses was fully qualified to write the Pentateuch. He received
an Egyptian royal education (Acts 7:22) and was an eyewitness to the
events recorded in Exodus to Deuteronomy, which contain many
references or allusions to Egyptian names of places, people, and gods, as
well as Egyptian words, idioms, and cultural factors. He also consistently
demonstrated an outsider’s view of Canaan (from the perspective of Egypt
or Sinai)."”” And as a prophet of God he was the appropriate recipient of
the written records or oral traditions of the patriarchs from Adam to his
own day, which the Holy Spirit could use to guide Moses to write the
inerrant text of Genesis. There is no other ancient Hebrew who was more
qualified than Moses to write the Pentateuch.

Fallacious Reasoning of the Skeptics

A final reason for rejecting the documentary hypothesis and accepting
the biblical testimony to the Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch is the
erroneous assumptions and reasoning of the liberal scholars and other
skeptics.

1. They assumed their conclusion. They assumed that the Bible is not
a supernatural revelation from God and then manipulated the
biblical text to arrive at that conclusion. They were implicitly deistic
or atheistic in their thinking.

2. They assumed that Israel’s religion was simply the invention of
man, a product of evolution, as all other religions are.

3. Based on evolutionary ideas, they assumed that “the art of writing
was virtually unknown in Israel prior to the establishment of the
Davidic monarchy; therefore there could have been no written
records going back to the time of Moses” This claim not only
attacks the intelligence of the ancient Israelites, but also the
Egyptians who trained Moses. Were the Egyptians incapable of
teaching Moses how to read and write? Since the time the

12. Archer, A Survey, p. 114-123.
13. Tbid., p. 175.
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documentary hypothesis was first proposed, archaeologists have
discovered scores of written records pre-dating the time of Moses.
It is hard to believe that Israel's ancient neighbors knew how to
write, but the Jews could not.

4. Liberal Bible scholars allegedly based their theories on evidence
from the biblical text and yet they evaded the biblical evidence that
refutes their theories. Theirs was a “pick and choose” approach to
studying the Bible, which is hardly honest scholarship in pursuit of
truth.

5. They arbitrarily assumed that the Hebrew authors were different
from all other writers in history — that the Hebrews were incapable
of using more than one name for God, or more than one writing
style regardless of the subject matter, or more than one of several
possible synonyms for a single idea.

6. Their subjective bias led them to illegitimately assume that any
biblical statement was unreliable until proven reliable (though they
would not do this with any other ancient or modern text) and when
they found any disagreement between the Bible and ancient pagan
literature, the latter was automatically given preference and trusted
as a historical witness. The former violates the well-accepted
concept known as Aristotle’s dictum, which advises that the benefit
of the doubt should be given to the document itself, rather than the
critic. In other words, the Bible (or any other book) should be
considered innocent until proven guilty, or reliable until its
unreliability is compellingly demonstrated.

7. Although many examples have been found of an ancient Semitic
author using repetition and duplication in his narrative technique,
skeptical scholars assume that when Hebrew authors did this, it is
compelling evidence of multiple authorship of the biblical text.

8. The skeptics erroneously assumed, without any other ancient
Hebrew literature to compare with the biblical text, that they could,
with scientific reliability, establish the date of the composition of
each book of the Bible.™

9. To date, no manuscript evidence of the J-document, E-document,
P-document, D-document, or any of the other supposed fragments

14. The points are explained in Archer, A Survey, p. 109-113.
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have ever been discovered. And there are no ancient Jewish
commentaries that mention any of these imaginary documents or
their alleged unnamed authors. All the manuscript evidence we
have is for the first five books of the Bible just as we have them
today. This is confirmed by the singular Jewish testimony (until the
last few centuries) that these books are the writings of Moses.

Is JEDP/Documentary Hypothesis the Same Thing as the
Tablet Model of Genesis?

These two ways of dividing Genesis are not the same at all. The Tablet
Model is based on the Hebrew word toledoth, which appears 11 times in
Genesis (2:4; 5:1;6:9; 10:1; 11:10; 11:27; 25:12; 25:19; 36:1; 36:9; 37:2) and
helps to tie the whole book together as a single history. Our English Bibles
translate toledoth variously as “this is the account” or “these are the
generations” of Adam, Noah, Shem, etc. Scholars disagree about whether
each toledoth follows or precedes the text with which it is associated,
though we are inclined to agree with those scholars who conclude the
former. In this case, the name associated with the foledoth is either the
author or custodian of that section (see for example, Table 2 below).
Regardless, the 11 uses of toledoth unite the book as a history of the key
events and people from creation to the time of Moses.

Unlike the JEDP model, the Tablet Model shows a reverence for the
text of Genesis and attention to these explicit divisions provided by the
book itself. These divisions represent either oral tradition or written texts
passed down by the Genesis patriarchs to their descendants,” which

15. All people need to know where they came from, where their place in history is, or they
will be very confused people. Every culture, no matter how “primitive” (by our arrogant
Western standards), teaches history to their children (how accurate that history may
be is a separate question). It is therefore most unreasonable to think that the Genesis
patriarchs would not record and pass on the history they had to the next generation. And
studies of non-literate people groups have shown that they have much better memories
for maintaining the accuracy of their oral traditions than people groups that rely
primarily on written communication to learn and pass on information. See Kenneth E.
Bailey, “Informal Controlled Oral Tradition and the Synoptic Gospels,” Themelios 20.2
(January 1995): 4-11, (http://www.biblicalstudies.org.uk/article_tradition_bailey.html,
accessed January 21, 2011), and “Oral Traditions — Oral Traditions as A Source and
as a Method of Historical Construction,” http://science.jrank.org/pages/10523/Oral-
Traditions-Oral-Traditions-Source-Method-Historical-Construction.html,  accessed
January 21, 2011.
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Moses then used to put Genesis into its final form under the inspiration
of the Holy Spirit.

We think it very likely that Moses was working with written documents
because the second toledoth (Genesis 5:1) reads “this is the book of the
generations of Adam” where “book” is a translation of the normal Hebrew
word meaning a written document. Also, the account of the Flood after the
third toledoth (Genesis 6:9) reads like a ship’s log. Only evolutionary thinking
would lead us to conclude that Adam and his descendants could not write.
Early man was very intelligent: Cain built a city (Genesis 4:17), six generations
later people were making musical instruments and had figured out how to
mine ores and make metals (Genesis 4:21-22), Noah built a huge boat for his
family and thousands of animals to survive a year-long flood, etc.'®

The biblical doctrine of the inspiration of Scripture does not require
us to conclude that all the books of the Bible were written by God dictating
to the human authors. Dictation was one means employed, very often in
the prophetic books (e.g., the prophet says, “The Word of the Lord came
to me saying”). But much of the Bible was written from the eyewitness
experience of the authors (e.g., 2 Peter 1:16) or as a result of research by
the author (e.g., Luke 1:1-4). And just as Christian authors today can
quote truthful statements from non-Christian sources without thereby
endorsing their wrong ideas, so the biblical authors could quote non-
believers or non-biblical sources without introducing false statements
into their divine writings (e.g., Joshua 10:13, 2 Samuel 1:18, Acts 17:28,
Titus 1:12, Jude 14-15). So it is perfectly reasonable to think that Moses
wrote Genesis from pre-existing, well-preserved oral tradition and/or
written documents from the patriarchs.

Unlike those who affirm Mosaic authorship of Genesis and divide the
text by the toledoths, JEDP adherents divide the text on the basis of the
names of God that were used and say that, at best, Moses simply wove
these texts together, often in contradictory ways. However, most JEDP
advocates would say that Moses had nothing to do with writing Genesis
or the rest of the Pentateuch, which were written much later by many
authors and editors.

16. For more on this topic, see Henry Morris, The Genesis Record (Grand Rapids, MI:
Baker Book House, 1976), p. 22-30, and Curt Sewell, “The Tablet Theory of Genesis
Authorship,” Bible and Spade, Vol. 7:1 (Winter 1994), http://www.trueorigin.org/
tablet.asp.
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Table 2 Breakdown of the Toledoth Sections from Genesis 1-11"7

Beginning End Probable author of original work from
which Moses drew

Genesis 1:1 Genesis 2:4a Adam by direct divine revelation, so not
connected with Adam’s name

Genesis 2:4b Genesis 5:1a Adam

Genesis 5:1b Genesis 6:9a Noah

Genesis 6:9b Genesis 10:1 Shem, Ham, and Japheth

Genesis 10:2 Genesis 11:10a Shem

Genesis 11:10b Genesis 11:27a Terah
Genesis 11:27b Genesis 25:12a Abraham
Genesis 25:12b Genesis 25:19a Ishmael
Genesis 25:19b Genesis 36:1a Esau
Genesis 36:1b Genesis 36:9a Jacob?
Genesis 36:9b Genesis 37:2 Jacob
Genesis 37:2b Genesis 50:26 Joseph

Answering a Few Objections

A number of objections have been raised by the proponents of the
documentary hypothesis. Space allows us to respond to only a few of the
most common ones. But the other objections are just as flawed in terms
of logic and a failure to pay careful attention to the biblical text.

1. Moses couldn’t have written about his own death, which shows that
he didn’t write Deuteronomy.

The death of Moses is recorded in Deuteronomy 34:5-12. These are
the last few verses of the book. Like other literature, past and present, it is
not uncommon for an obituary to be added at the end of someone’s work
after he dies, especially if he died very soon after writing the book. The
obituary in no way nullifies the claim that the author wrote the book.

In the case of Deuteronomy, the author of the obituary of Moses was
probably Joshua, a close associate of Moses who was chosen by God to

17. The record of Esau’s descendants contains a toledoth before and after it, which is
problematic for either view of the connection of the toledoth to the text. Perhaps it
signifies that the account of Esau (Gen 36:1-9) was inserted into the account written by
Jacob (Gen 25:19b-37:2), since Jacob (not Esau) was the son of promise in the Messianic
line from Adam.
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lead the people of Israel into the Promised Land (for Moses was not
allowed to because of his disobedience), and who was inspired by God to
write the next book in the Old Testament. A similar obituary of Joshua
was added by an inspired editor to the end of Joshuas book (Joshua
24:29-33).

2. The author of Genesis 12:6 seems to imply that the Canaanites
were removed from the land, which took place well after Moses
died.

Abram passed through the land to the place of Shechem, as far
as the terebinth tree of Moreh. And the Canaanites were then in the
land. (Genesis 12:6).

So the argument is that an author after Moses had to have written this
statement to know that the Canaanites were removed in the days of Joshua
who began judging the Canaanites for their sin after Moses died.

Two things can be said in response. First, Moses could have easily
written this without knowing that the Canaanites would be removed after
his death, because due to warring kingdoms or other factors, people
groups did get removed from territories. So it was just a statement of fact
about who was living in the land at the time of Abraham. But also, it could
also be a comment added by a later editor working under divine
inspiration. The editorial comment would in no way deny the Mosaic
authorship of the Book of Genesis. Editors sometimes add to books by
deceased authors and no one then denies that the deceased wrote the
book."

3. Genesis 14:14 mentions the Israelite region of Dan, which was
assigned to that tribe during the conquest led by Joshua after Moses
died. So Moses could not have written this verse.

Now when Abram heard that his brother" was taken captive, he
armed his three hundred and eighteen trained servants who were

18. Though modern editors do this usually in a footnote, we cannot demand the same literary
convention be applied to the ancient editors.

19. Just as “son of” in Hebrew doesn’t always mean a literal father-son relationship, so the
Hebrew word translated here as “brother” doesn’t always mean a literal brother, but
can refer more generally to a familial or tribal relative. In this case, Lot was Abraham’s
brother’s son, i.e., Abraham’s nephew.



100 ¢ How Do We Know the Bible Is True?

born in his own house, and went in pursuit as far as Dan. He divided
his forces against them by night, and he and his servants attacked
them and pursued them as far as Hobah, which is north of Damascus
(Genesis 14:14-15).

Genesis 14:14 mentions Dan. However, Dan in this context is not the
region of Dan, that Israelite tribe’s inheritance given when the Jews took
the Promised Land, but a specific ancient town of Dan, north of the Sea
of Galilee that was in existence long before the Israelites entered the land.
Jewish historian Josephus, just after the time of Christ, says:

When Abram heard of their calamity, he was at once afraid for
Lot his kinsman, and pitied the Sodomites, his friends and
neighbours; and thinking it proper to afford them assistance, he did
not delay it, but marched hastily, and the fifth night attacked the
Assyrians, near Dan, for that is the name of the other spring of
Jordan; and before they could arm themselves, he slew some as they
were in their beds, before they could suspect any harm; and others,
who were not yet gone to sleep, but were so drunk they could not

»20

tight, ran away:

This specific place was known to Abraham as one of the springs of
Jordan. It is possible that Rachel was already aware of that name, as it
meant “judge,” and used it for the son of her handmaiden (Genesis 30:6).
It seems Rachel viewed this as the Lord finally turning the tide in judgment
and permitting her a son. In the same way, this was where the Lord judged
his enemies through Abraham.

But again, even if “near Dan, for that is the name of the other spring
of Jordan” was added by a later inspired editor, this would not mean that
it was inaccurate to say the Moses wrote Genesis.*

20. Revised Works of Josephus, chapter 10: “The Assyrian army pursued and defeated by
Abram — Birth of Ishmael — Circumcision instituted, 1912-1910 B.C., Taken from: The
Online Bible, by Larry Pierce.

21. But let’s assume for moment that it was referring to the region Dan, where Israelites,
who were from the tribe of Dan, settled. Would this be a problem for Moses? No. It was
Moses who wrote where the allotments would be! In Numbers 34:1-15, Moses described
the general vicinity of the borders of the various tribes. So this would actually be further
confirmation of Mosaic authorship, had this been referring to descendants of Israelite
Dan’s territory.
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4. The author of Genesis 36:31 obviously knew about kings in Israel
which took place well after Moses, so Moses could not have written
this.

Such a claim is without warrant. Moses was clearly aware that this had
been prophesied about the nation of Israel when the Lord told Abraham
(Genesis 17:6) and Jacob (Genesis 35:11) that Israel would have kings.
Also, Moses himself prophesied in Deuteronomy 17:14-20 that Israel
would have kings. So knowing that kings were coming was already
common knowledge to Moses.

Conclusion

There is abundant biblical and extra-biblical evidence that Moses
wrote the Pentateuch during the wilderness wanderings after the Jews left
their slavery in Egypt and before they entered the Promised Land (about
1445-1405 B.C.). Contrary to the liberal theologians and other skeptics,
it was not written after the Jews returned from exile in Babylon (ca. 500
B.C.). Christians who believe Moses wrote the Pentateuch do not need to
feel intellectually intimidated. It is the enemies of the truth of God that
are failing to think carefully and face the facts honestly.

As a prophet of God, Moses wrote under divine inspiration,
guaranteeing the complete accuracy and absolute authority of his writings.
Those writings were endorsed by Jesus and the New Testament Apostles,
who based their teaching and the truth of the gospel on the truths revealed
in the books of Moses, including the truths about a literal six-day creation
about 6,000 years ago, the Curse on the whole creation when Adam
sinned, and the judgment of the global, catastrophic Flood at the time of
Noah.

The attack on the Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch is nothing less
than an attack on the veracity, reliability, and authority of the Word of
Almighty God. Christians should believe God rather than the fallible,
sinful skeptics inside and outside the Church who, in their intellectual
arrogance, are consciously or unconsciously trying to undermine the
Word so that they can justify in their own minds (but not before God)
their rebellion against God. As Paul says in Romans 3:4, “Let God be true
but every man a liar”
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Chapter 9

Did Miracles
Really Happen?

Paul Taylor

($ USRS SIS RS IATSTSUS TSRS

he Christian encyclopedic website Theopedia has defined a miracle

as “any action in time where the normal operation of nature is sus-
pended by the agency of a supernatural action.™

Essentially, a miracle is an unusual manifestation of God’s power
designed to accomplish a specific purpose. The consistent Christian rec-
ognizes that God’s power is constantly displayed in the clockwork
operation of the universe. The Bible teaches us that it is Christ’s power
that holds everything together (Hebrews 1:3). Yet we would not call that
power a miracle because it is the normal way God upholds the universe.
A miracle must be unusual if it is to be called a miracle.

A miracle is not necessarily a violation of the laws of nature. God
could demonstrate His power by using the laws of nature in an unusual
way. For example, God used wind (a natural phenomenon) to drive back
the water of the Red Sea, allowing the exodus of the Israelites (Exodus
14:21). Although there is no obvious violation of physics, who could
doubt that the parting of the Red Sea constitutes a miracle? At the very
least, the timing of the event was miraculous. Of course, if God wants to

1. http://www.theopedia.com/Miracle, accessed March 3, 2011.
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suspend a law of nature, He is free to do so. They are His laws after all. But
we should be careful about assuming God has suspended a law of nature
to perform any particular miracle. After all, we do not even know all the
laws of nature.

Most definitions given for the word miracle are interestingly partial.
The popular Christian author and broadcaster C.S. Lewis wrote this in
the introduction to his book on the subject: “I use the word Miracle to
mean an interference with Nature by supernatural power”> On the same
page, he footnoted this definition with an explanation.

This definition is not that which would be given by many
theologians. I am adopting it not because I think it an improve-
ment upon theirs but precisely because, being crude and “popular;’
it enables me most easily to treat those questions which “the com-
mon reader” probably has in mind when he takes up a book on
Miracles.’

Lewis used his book to argue that miracles exist. To do so, he made
use of a concept from outside nature — the supernatural.

The 18th-century secular philosopher David Hume had a different
approach. He defined a miracle as “a transgression of a law of nature by a
particular volition of the Deity, or by the interposition of some invisible
agent.”* He went on to argue that the evidence will always be stronger for
natural laws than for miracles, and hence he concluded that the wise man
should always favor natural law instead of a miracle. Hence, miracles do
not happen. Hume’s definition goes beyond the standard definition of a
miracle. Nonetheless, even if we accept his restricted definition, his argu-
ment does not stand.’

2. C.S. Lewis, Miracles (London: Harper Collins, 1947), p. 5.

3. Ibid.

4. David Hume, An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding, Section X, “Of Miracles,”
Part I, Section 90 In a footnote).

5. In a sense, Hume attempted to define miracles out of existence. However, according to the
guidelines he set forth, one should conclude the Resurrection really did happen, since it
would be far more miraculous to accept an alternate theory of the Resurrection, than it
would to accept God raised His Son from the dead. For example, it would be a far greater
miracle for more than 500 people to hallucinate the same thing than it would for Jesus (a
man who regularly worked miracles according to those who saw Him and predicted His
own Resurrection) than it would for God to raise Christ to life. See chapter 4 for more
information on the Resurrection.
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The arguments used by both Hume and Lewis have been critiqued as
using circular reasoning. Circular reasoning is the logical fallacy whereby
the conclusion to an argument is assumed as a presupposition. The notion
that miracles are impossible because they would (potentially) go beyond
the laws of nature is not a rational argument. It merely presupposes the
very thing it is supposed to be proving. The tacit assumption in the argu-
ment is that anything that goes beyond the laws of nature is impossible.
But this is simply a restatement of the presupposed conclusion that there
are no miracles (under Hume’s definition).

Some have suggested the creationist argument is also circular, since it
assumes the inerrancy of Scripture. However, the inerrancy of Scripture
can be argued without assuming up front that violations of natural law
ever occur. In fact, the very existence of laws of nature makes no sense
apart from Scripture, as we have written elsewhere. David Hume was
stumped by this very issue; he could not come up with a rational basis for
induction (the temporal consistency of laws of nature) apart from the
Christian worldview. Our presupposition that the Bible is true is therefore
justified by the existence of uniform laws of nature, regardless of whether
or not such laws are immutable. Therefore, it makes complete sense, logi-
cally and consistently, to look for the way miracles are described in the
Bible and, using our presupposition that the Bible is true, see what case
can be made for their existence.

The Word “Miracle” in the Old Testament

Three Hebrew words are used to represent miracles in the Old
Testament. These are ‘6th, mo-pheéth, and pala’.

1. '0th — The word 6th means “sign”® The word can be seen in the
emphasized part of the following verses.

Then God said, “Let there be lights in the firmament of the
heavens to divide the day from the night; and let them be for signs
and seasons, and for days and years” (Genesis 1:14, emphasis added).

And the Lorp set a mark on Cain, lest anyone finding him
should kill him (Genesis 4:15, emphasis added).

6. James Strong, Enhanced Strong’s Lexicon, electronic edition (Ontario: Woodside Bible
Fellowship, 1995), s.v., #H266.
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Neither of the above verses used sign to imply a miracle happened.
Instead, the sign is there for a purpose. In Genesis 1, the signs are literal,
as people have always used the stars for direction. In Genesis 4, the mark
signifies that Cain is not to be killed.

However, in other verses, we do see 6th representing miracles. This
illustrates that miracles were for a purpose — to demonstrate God’s power.

I will harden Pharaoh’s heart, and multiply My signs and My

wonders in the land of Egypt (Exodus 7:3, emphasis added).

This same word is translated as miracles in a number of places in

some English versions.

Because all those men which have seen my glory, and my mir-

acles, which I did in Egypt and in the wilderness . . . (Numbers
14:22; KJV, emphasis added).

And his miracles, and his acts, which he did in the midst of

Egypt unto Pharaoh the king of Egypt, and unto all his land
(Deuteronomy 11:3; KJV, emphasis added).

2.

mo-phéth — If 6th is for miracles that display God’s power, then
mo-phéth implies miracles “exhibited by God to produce
conviction”” The word mo-phéth is frequently translated as “won-
ders” and is often used in conjunction with 6th (e.g., “signs and
wonders”).

And the Lorp said to Moses, “When you go back to Egypt,

see that you do all those wonders before Pharaoh which I have put
in your hand” (Exodus 4:21, emphasis added).

You have seen all that the Lorp did before your eyes in the

land of Egypt, to Pharaoh and to all his servants and to all his land
— the great trials which your eyes have seen, the signs, and those
great wonders (Deuteronomy 29:2-3, emphasis added)

3. pald’ — Less frequent as a word for miracles is pald’, which refers to

something marvelous or wondrous. Thus, when Gideon asked
about where all the miracles had gone, which accompanied the

7. W. Wilson, Old Testament Word Studies, reprint (McLean, VA: Macdonald Publishing,
1870, 1990), p. 487.
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children of Israel leaving Egypt, he put a different emphasis on the
miracles than the previous two words would. He concentrated on
the display of the miracles, rather than their purpose.

Gideon said to Him, “O my lord, if the Lorp is with us, why
then has all this happened to us? And where are all His miracles
which our fathers told us about, saying, ‘Did not the LorD bring
us up from Egypt?’ But now the LoRD has forsaken us and deliv-
ered us into the hands of the Midianites” (Judges 6:13).

In summary, the Old Testament uses three words for miracles — one
stresses God’s power, another is designed to produce conviction, and the
other emphasizes the effect of the miracles.

The Word “Miracle” in the New Testament

Three New Testament Greek words need to be covered in this
discussion.

1. dunamis (dVvaug) — The implication of this word is a sense of
power. Vine stated that it “is used of works of a supernatural origin
and character, such as could not be produced by natural agents and
means.”® This sense of power is why the word was taken into the
English language in such concepts as dynamo or dynamic.

In many ways, this word is the equivalent of the Hebrew pala. It is
translated as miracles in such places as Acts 8:13, 1 Corinthians 12:10,
and Galatians 3:5.

Then Simon himself also believed; and when he was baptized
he continued with Philip, and was amazed, seeing the miracles
and signs which were done (Acts 8:13, emphasis added).

Therefore He who supplies the Spirit to you and works mira-
cles among you, does He do it by the works of the law, or by the
hearing of faith? (Galatians 3:5, emphasis added).

2. semeion (onpeiov) — This word means a miracle, sign, or wonder,

so it is the New Testament equivalent of 6th. It seems to refer to

8. WE. Vine, Expository Dictionary of New Testament Words (Mclean, VA: Macdonald
Publishing, 1983), p. 757.
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“an unusual occurrence, transcending the common course of
nature.”

Now when Herod saw Jesus, he was exceedingly glad; for he
had desired for a long time to see Him, because he had heard
many things about Him, and he hoped to see some miracle done
by Him (Luke 23:8, emphasis added).

For, indeed, that a notable miracle has been done through
them is evident to all who dwell in Jerusalem, and we cannot deny
it (Acts 4:16, emphasis added).

3. teras (1épag) — Teras is not actually translated as miracles, but I
have included it here, because it is translated as wonders and seems
to be a New Testament equivalent of the Hebrew mo-phéth. As
such, it frequently occurs with semeion, as the phrase “signs and
wonders.”

In summary, the use of words for miracles in the New Testament
seems to be similar to that in the Old Testament. One word concentrates
on pointing to God as the source of the miracle, another to the wondrous
character of the miracle itself, and another to a declaration of God’s power.

Armed with this set of biblical definitions for miracles, we should
examine some actual miracles to see how God worked through them.

Occurrence of Miracles Throughout the Old Testament

If a biblical miracle is recognized as an occurrence that is clearly of a
miraculous nature, identifies God as its source, and declares God’s power,
then we see miracles in nearly every book of the Bible. It is unrealistic for
the purposes of this study to list every miracle.

Probably the most miraculous event of all would be God’s creation of
the heavens and the earth. During the creation week, God created through
miraculous means. Our current natural laws were being set up as God
miraculously created our universe and everything in it. Other miraculous
events in Genesis would include the Flood, the confusion of languages at
Babel, and the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah.

The events during the life of Moses are especially significant. At the
birth of the nation of Israel, God seemed to be emphasizing who He

9. Ibid., p. 757.
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was and is and how powerful He is. The purpose of the plagues is
interesting.

But I am sure that the king of Egypt will not let you go, no, not
even by a mighty hand. So I will stretch out My hand and strike
Egypt with all My wonders which I will do in its midst; and after
that he will let you go (Exodus 3:19-20).

The miraculous signs that were to be performed before Pharaoh were
not specifically designed to instantly persuade Pharaoh. Indeed, God
indicated that Pharaoh woul