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			Introduction

		

		
			The World’s Most Dangerous Book?

		

		
			Ken Ham

		

		
			Because this is an introductory chapter in an Answers in Genesis/Master Books publication, some readers might answer by saying that Darwin’s On the Origin of the Species is the most dangerous book.

			Certainly Darwin popularized a philosophy that has permeated the world and has become the foundation for all sorts of evil thinking. For example, Darwinian evolution fueled racist ideas — Hitler used evolution as a so-called “scientific” justification for his racist attitudes. Scientists ordered the killing of many Australian Aborigines to be collected as museum specimens — all in the name of evolution.

			And it is true that when someone believes there is no God and is convinced that life can be explained by natural processes alone, as portrayed in Darwin’s book, then the worldview built on that belief of origins reflects such an atheistic philosophy. Morality, then, would be relative, for such a person believes there is no absolute authority. Thus, “right” and “wrong” would also be relative.

			Such a philosophy has been practically applied in Marxism — resulting in the death of millions of people under Stalin, Hitler, and others. Yes, Darwin penned a dangerous book and idea — but Darwin’s book is not the most dangerous today.

			Because of the events of September 11, some people might claim that the Koran (Qur’an) is the most dangerous book. The terrorists who perpetrated these evil acts, and others in the terrorist network worldwide, claim they are only carrying out what they believe the Koran instructs them to do. After all, they say, the Koran states:

			. . . then fight and slay the Pagans wherever ye find them, and seize them, beleaguer them, and lie in wait for them in every stratagem; but if they repent, and establish regular prayers and practice regular charity, then open the way for them (9:5).

			Also:

			“I will instill terror into the hearts of the Unbelievers: Smite ye above their necks and smite all their fingertips off them” (8:12).

			Now, many Muslims would claim that the terrorists incorrectly understand the Koran — but it is true that in every Muslim-dominated country, Christians are not allowed full freedom of worship. Many claim that Islam is the fastest growing religion even though it is second to Christianity (though many affirm that in the US and many parts of the world the religion of secular humanism with its atheism is growing faster) — but the Muslim God is not the God of the Bible. Certainly, the Koran is a dangerous book, for millions have been led into a false religion — but it is not the world’s most dangerous book today (http//fastestgrowingreligion.com/numbers.html).

			The Answer

			I do not want to be misunderstood, but I propose that the most dangerous book in the world is in fact . . . the Bible. 

			Consider what Peter states in 2 Peter 3:15–16. He says that Paul wrote his epistles with the wisdom that God gave him, including “some things hard to be understood, which they that are unlearned and unstable wrest [distort], as they do also the other scriptures, unto their own destruction” (KJV). As the Bible is the Word of God, it is a divine book, and it is the greatest book. And because of this, if we misread it, we can, as Peter states, twist it to our own destruction.

			For instance, Peter was referring to misunderstandings some people had concerning the teachings of the Apostle Paul. In the Book of Romans, Paul says that some were slandering him concerning his teaching of justification by faith. Some falsely claimed that because we are justified by faith, Paul taught that we can sin as much as we like! 

			In Corinthians, Paul warns that some people claimed the resurrection that he spoke of as occurring in the future had already happened. And in Thessalonians, Paul tells us that some had claimed he had taught that the Day of the Lord had already come. Peter explains that these people were all “wresting,” or distorting the Scriptures to their own destruction.

			Because the Bible is the revelation from God explaining who we are, where we came from, our sinful state, our need of salvation, how to be saved, the future judgment, and so on, if people misread it, they distort the Scriptures to their own destruction.

			Think about this — cults such as the Mormons and Jehovah’s Witnesses quote the Bible, but they misread it, thus distorting it to their own destruction. Orthodox Jews quote the Old Testament — but again, they distort it to their own destruction as they reject Jesus as the Messiah (who is foretold and explained in the Old Testament).

			Because the Bible explains the only way to be saved (“that if you confess with your mouth the Lord Jesus and believe in your heart that God has raised Him from the dead, you will be saved” Romans 10:9), it is the most dangerous book — if its message is not believed. After all, if its message of salvation is not obeyed, then this will lead to a person’s destruction. The Bible warns that those who do not trust in Christ for salvation will be separated from God for eternity in hell.

			Answers in Genesis is a ministry that is not just dealing with the creation/evolution issue, but it is challenging the world — and the Church — to believe God’s Word from the beginning. Sadly, because there is so much compromise with billions of years and evolutionary ideas in the Church, generations have been taught to misread the Bible. The more this has happened, the more the Bible’s teaching is distorted to their own destruction, as increasing numbers in the younger generations no longer have a respect for the Bible.

			One of the major messages of Answers in Genesis is that we should not misread God’s Word and make it conform to the world’s (or our own) ideas. The Bible says: 

			Beware lest anyone cheat you through philosophy and empty deceit, according to the tradition of men, according to the basic principles of the world, and not according to Christ (Colossians 2:8).

			We must come to the Scriptures with a spirit of humility and let God speak to us through His Word — and not “wrest” the Scriptures to our own destruction. God is the authority and is so in every area. 

			And fear not them which kill the body, but are not able to kill the soul: but rather fear him which is able to destroy both soul and body in hell (Matthew 10:28; KJV).

		

	
		
			Chapter 1

		

		
			Why Are Young People Walking Away from Our Churches?

		

		
			During the past 30 years of traveling the world and speaking in churches, I have been deeply burdened by distraught parents pleading for advice on how to reach their children who were brought up in the church but who no longer attend. “How can I reach them? How can we get them back to church?” I have been asked time and time again.

			I have often thought how I would like to get into the heads of these young adults who have left the church to understand how they are thinking. What caused them to walk away from the church they were brought up in?

			Thirty years of teaching thousands of children and adults in churches has given me a big-picture understanding of a number of issues — some of which greatly trouble me while some thrill me. For instance:

			
					I have met so many young people who do not see the church as relevant and do not consider the Bible a real book of history that can be trusted.

					I have found that most parents have delegated the training of their children to the Sunday school, youth group, or other Christian organization.

					Whenever I ask a church audience if they have any questions, I find that they usually ask the same questions regardless of what country or church (conservative or liberal) I visit: How can we know the Bible is true and is God’s Word? Where did God come from? Where did Cain get his wife? Can’t Christians believe in millions of years, the big bang, and evolution as long as God was involved? Are the days of creation ordinary days or millions of years, and does it really matter? How could Noah fit all the animals on the ark? To name but a few.

			

			As I saw such patterns across America, Australia, Europe, and the United Kingdom, I was sure there must be a connection. Could it be that the lack of teaching apologetics in our churches, youth groups, Sunday schools, and Bible studies is a major reason why young people leave the church? But how do we determine if this is so, and when in their lives is this becoming an issue?

			As I talked with parents, an overwhelming number of them admitted they did not know how to answer their children’s questions — whether about dinosaurs, the age of the earth, or the origin of the Bible. I also found that most parents believe their children’s Christianity will not come under attack until college.

			A supporter of Answers in Genesis wanted to help us obtain real data from a respected and trusted researcher, who could do a statistically valid study that had to be taken seriously.

			So we contracted with Britt Beemer, from America’s Research Group, to formulate questions and survey one thousand 20-somethings (ages 20–29) who had gone to church regularly as children but no longer attend. They had to have come from a conservative church background so the results would reflect what is happening to children from Bible-believing churches. And what did we find?

			A Look at the Numbers

			The Survey Results . . .

			When

			The study found we are losing our kids in elementary, middle school, and high school rather than college.
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			Why

			Overall, the answer is the lack of teaching apologetics. The younger generations are not being raised to be able to answer the skeptical questions of our time, and so they begin doubting from a very early age whether they can trust the Bible.

			Consider that most kids in Christian homes attend a state school (nearly 90 percent according the survey results), where they are being taught the religion of secular humanism (with evolution and millions of years and no God).1 When Christianity was removed from the classroom, religion was not kicked out. Christianity was simply replaced with the godless religion of secular humanism (i.e., man’s opinion rules as the ultimate authority rather than God). 

			Generations of children are being taught secular humanism in state schools, and then they go to church and question Christianity — but they do not receive answers based on the authority of God’s Word. This is one of the main reasons kids are walking away from Christianity and gravitating to secular humanism. 

			What to Do About It

			Sanctify the Lord God in your hearts, and always be ready to give a defense to everyone who asks you a reason for the hope that is in you, with meekness and fear (1 Peter 3:15).

			Introduce apologetics (meaning “give a defense”) curricula at all levels in church programs and at home. Parents need to take responsibility for their children’s education and teach them from the moment they are born.

			We need to answer the questions our kids have about the Bible (hence this and other book series such as the New Answers Books). Many times, even parents need to be trained to answer these questions so they can effectively train their children and grandchildren. 

			What Do the Twenty-Somethings Want from Church?

			They want Bible teaching. It is not music that will bring them back to church but solid teaching that makes the Bible relevant. This was encouraging to find out. Many churches have become more like “social clubs,” while Bible teaching and apologetics are almost extinct within many churches. Knowing that the 20-somethings want to hear what the Bible has to say should be an encouragement to most parents and church leaders. 

			Sometimes people have a tendency to think that kids do not want to know answers to questions about the days of creation, how we know the Bible is true, the 66 books of the Bible, Noah’s ark, and so on, so they simply make them “side issues” of little importance. But they are not side issues; these are important and relevant issues to the youth of the next generation. 

			Are Sunday Schools Able to Handle the Situation?

			Those who attend Sunday school are more likely to think God used evolution to create human beings, premarital sex is acceptable, and church is not relevant.2

			One of the shocks of the study was that, of these 20-somethings surveyed, those who went to Sunday school were more likely to be anti-church and defend gay marriage and abortion than those who didn’t go to Sunday school. Again, the basic reason comes down to being taught the Bible as a book of fictional “stories” rather than real history that can be defended in this scientific age.

			When many of these kids walked away from the church, they resented the church for not providing answers and viewed it as place of false doctrine. This is why many who have walked away from the church today are the most vocal in opposing the church, God, the Bible, and Christianity. 

			Analyzing the Survey Results

			As I have been explaining the survey results during interviews, some radio hosts have asked me, “But why the disconnect — after all, surely the churches are teaching the gospel to these children.”

			My answer is something like this:

			Yes, that is true, but let’s consider where we get the message of the gospel. How do we know Jesus rose from the dead? We were not there to see the Resurrection, and we do not have a movie of it, so how do we know it happened? We know because we trust the authority of the book from which we get the gospel — the Bible.

			We take the words of that book as God-breathed, letting them speak to us from God. But these young people have been brought up in a culture where Genesis, in particular, has been attacked. They have been taught the world was formed in millions of years through evolution. And sadly, most Christian leaders (Sunday school teachers and others) have told these kids that Genesis doesn’t matter, that they can believe in secular history over millions of years, as long as they trust in Jesus. Ninety percent of these kids go to a public school where God, the Bible, and prayer have been thrown out. They are being educated in a secular philosophy — in naturalism and atheism.

			These children have been led to doubt that the Bible can be trusted in the beginning. They are not being taught how to take a stand for its authority from the very first verse. They are not taught the answers to the skeptical attacks on the Bible. So when the message of Jesus is taught to them, they don’t really believe it because they don’t believe the book from which it comes.The next generation in the church needs to be taught not just what to believe as Christians, but also why we believe what we do, and how to answer skeptical questions. Let’s begin equipping the next generation to stand solidly on the authority of God’s Word!3

			
				
					1	.	Ken Ham and Britt Beemer, with Todd Hillard, Already Gone: Why Your Kids Will Quit the Church and What You Can Do to Stop It (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2009), p. 170.

				

				
					2	.	Ham and Beemer, Already Gone, p. 39.

				

				
					3	.	For a complete treatment of the statistics from this study, see Ham and Beemer, Already Gone.

				

			

		

	
		
			Chapter 2

		

		
			Harvard, Yale, and Princeton — Once Christian?

		

		
			Bodie Hodge

		

		
			Most older colleges in the United States were Bible-proclaiming schools at one time. Harvard and Yale (originally Puritan) and Princeton (originally Presbyterian) once had rich Christian histories. 

			Harvard was named after a Christian minister, John Harvard, of Charleston. Yale was started by clergymen, and Princeton’s first year of class was taught by Reverend Jonathan Dickinson. Princeton’s crest even says Dei sub numine viget, which is Latin for “Under God she flourishes.” In fact, a great many other colleges and universities have Christian roots founded as institutions to train pastors.

			Even my alma mater, Southern Illinois University at Carbondale (SIUC), had Christian origins when it was founded in 1869. Our school motto was Deo Volente, which is Latin for “God willing.” By the time I attended SIUC in the 1990s, there was almost no vestige of that Christian heritage. The university emphatically teaches the “facts” of millions of years and evolutionary ideas, and has blatantly rejected biblical authority (that the Bible is true — authoritative — and that we therefore need to adjust our beliefs and actions to its teaching). 

			So what happened to cause so many schools to abandon their Christian foundation?

			The Beginning of Compromise

			Undoubtedly, compromise with belief in an ancient earth and evolution contributed greatly to the downfall of these schools. For example, Yale had a long line of ministers as president, until Arthur Twining Hadley was installed in 1899. Though Hadley was a Christian, even though he bought into evolution, the trend was now set to have non-ministers as presidents. Hadley’s adherence to evolution was obvious in his book The Relations between Freedom and Responsibility in the Evolution of Democratic Government where he states, “In some way or other man has acquired the possibility of forming groups which vary their customs without correspondingly varying their structure. It is this characteristic which distinguishes the evolution of mankind from the evolution of the lower animals. The main difference is not, as is so frequently said, that the human struggle for existence is a struggle between groups instead of individuals; for in more highly organized forms of animal life the subordination of the individual to the group is just as marked as in any section of the human race. The main difference is that the evolution of these human groups is a mental rather than a physical process.”1 By the end of the 1800s, the anti-biblical concept that earth’s history had occurred over millions of years (geological evolution) overtook the school, where Darwinism (biological evolution) had a strong following. 

			Yale’s next president was James Rowland Angell. Though raised in a Christian home, he believed the teachings of the religion of secular humanism (evolution and millions of years) over Christianity. He even wrote an article in 1909, “The Influence of Darwin on Psychology,” that was pro-Darwinism. The school’s changeover to naturalism had reached the top. 

			The ideas of millions of years and evolution came out of the belief that man’s opinions are the ultimate standard above God and His Word. This type of thinking is known as humanism or secular humanism. These humanistic ideas began to permeate the culture, and as a result people began to treat God’s Word as being subject to their own thinking. But we should carefully consider what John 12:48 says about those who reject God’s Word — they will be held to account in the last day.

			The Changing of the Worldviews

			The Sacred and the Secular University is an insightful study by Roberts and Turner, two secular historians who show no evidence of overt Christian bias. They discuss the change in American universities from the Christian worldview to naturalistic philosophy (secular humanism). 

			They point out that universities across the board fell first in the area of science: “In the sciences, the critical departure from this hegemonic construct took place in the 1870s.” They add that “ ‘methodological naturalism’2 was the critical innovation.”3

			The religion of naturalism is in opposition to God’s Word in Genesis, the foundational book of the Bible. Naturalism is the man-made idea that there is no supernatural and all things proceed the way they always have (2 Peter 3:4–5). In other words, naturalists would hold that there were no catastrophes in the past like Noah’s Flood (Genesis 6–8), no supernatural creation during the creation week, and so on. As Psalm 11:3 states, “If the foundations are destroyed, what can the righteous do?” Cracks in the foundation led the universities to crumble in their Christian worldview and adopt secular humanism with its naturalistic aspects. 

			A Fractured Foundation

			The cracks first appeared in the late 1700s and early 1800s, culminating with the influence of Charles Lyell’s three volumes of Principles of Geology in the 1830s. Belief in old-earth geology (millions of years/geological evolution) seriously wounded widespread acceptance of the Flood and the biblical chronology, and Lyell just “finished off the victim and nailed the coffin shut,” as history of geology expert Dr. Terry Mortenson says.4 

			This belief permeated universities by the mid-1800s, setting the stage for Darwin’s evolutionary model in 1859 (Origin of Species), and his later work on human evolution, The Descent of Man (1871), both of which required long ages. After Christian universities adopted these compromises, the slide from biblical Christianity to naturalism and atheism soon followed. 

			Roberts and Turner explain why Christians compromised with naturalistic scientists:

			The determination of scientists to bring phenomena within the purview of naturalistic description evoked a mixed response from Christians outside the scientific community. . . . Many clergymen and theologians — most commonly those who embrace a “liberal” approach to Christian thought — sought to avoid that outcome by joining scientists in embracing an immanentist conception of God’s relationship to the world5 [emphasis added].

			An immanent position holds that deity would be bound within the universe, which is what these naturalistic scientists were teaching. They gave up on God and the Bible, and told others not to even mention God or the Bible in their work. 

			Leaving the Bible Behind

			Some liberal Christians gave up the Bible as their starting point and accepted naturalistic science in its place. How sad it must have been when Christians mixed these two religions — and how sad it still is when they mix the two today. 

			Once Christians began adopting a naturalistic view, including evolution or earth history over millions of years, it did not take long for the rest of their faith to come crumbling down.

			Genesis is written as literal history, so it should be taken as such.6 The demise of former Christian universities should be a lesson to individuals, churches, Christian colleges and universities, and seminaries to stand firm on the Bible’s clear teachings and beware of any doctrine that is not biblically sound.7

			For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine, but according to their own desires, because they have itching ears, they will heap up for themselves teachers; and they will turn their ears away from the truth, and be turned aside to fables (2 Timothy 4:3–4).

			For more on how this problem is still infecting modern Christian colleges, please see Dr. Greg Hall’s chapter in this volume as well as the book Already Compromised by Ken Ham and Dr. Greg Hall with Britt Beemer.

			
				
					1	.	Arthur Twining Hadley, The Relations between Freedom and Responsibility in the Evolution of Democratic Government (New York: Yale University, 1903, p. 50).

				

				
					2	.	Scientists that believe in methodological naturalism must do their work as if there is no God and that everything they study must be explained by three things: time, chance, and the laws of nature. Such a methodology for studying the physical world rules out the miraculous and providential works of God in His creation, even before investigation begins. 

				

				
					3	.	Jon H. Roberts and James Turner, The Sacred and the Secular University (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2000), p. 11.

				

				
					4	.	Terry Mortenson, The Great Turning Point (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2004).

				

				
					5	.	Roberts and Turner, The Sacred and the Secular University, p. 31–32. 

				

				
					6	.	See Steven W. Boyd, “The Biblical Hebrew Creation Account: New Numbers Tell the Story,” ICR Impact Article #377 (Nov. 2004).

				

				
					7	.	Ken Ham and Greg Hall, with Britt Beemer, Already Compromised (Green Forest, AR: Master Books, 2011). 

				

			

		

	
		
			Chapter 3

		

		
			Why Are Many Christian Colleges Shifting to a Secular Road?

		

		
			Dr. Greg Hall

		

		
			God’s Word has been attacked since the earliest days of history (Genesis 3:1). The first sin that led to the fall of mankind through Adam and Eve was brought on by the enemy’s casting doubt upon the veracity of the Word of God. Ever since, the truth claims of Scripture have been challenged and discredited by those who deny the Bible’s inspiration, inerrancy, and authority.

			That the Bible has been repudiated, discredited, or disgraced in a secularized culture is to be expected. To contend with those of the secular mindset about the truth and trustworthiness of Scripture is an effort in futility. However, to refute those Christian believers who side with those of the secular worldview when it comes to Scripture is a high calling indeed.

			Disregard for the Word of God within secular institutions is the norm; however, it is unexpected by many, but a fact nevertheless, that Christian institutions also have a habit of falling into the same error. This is where Christian colleges fall short. In an effort to be considered acceptable among our secular counterparts, we too show a tendency to give up on the authority of Scripture.

			Today, there is an extremely important work to standing up for the Word of God, teaching on its inspiration, inerrancy, and infallibility — especially among Christian colleges and universities. It may be because of higher criticism, liberal theology, or affinity for secular philosophies, but Christian colleges and universities have a history of departing from the orthodox Christian position of the inspiration, inerrancy, and infallibility of the Bible.

			I have watched in amazement over the course of time as churches and Christian institutions of higher learning have marched away from important faith commitments, particularly as it relates to belief in the Bible. The contention seems the most intense over the issue of the inerrancy (utter truthfulness) of Scripture. Dr. R.C. Sproul writes: 

			We believe that history has demonstrated again and again that all too often there is a close relationship between rejection of inerrancy and subsequent defections from matters of the Christian faith that are essential to salvation. When the church loses its confidence in the authority of sacred Scripture, it inevitably looks to human opinion as its guiding light. When that happens, the purity of the church is direly threatened.1

			Some will find it hard to imagine that Christian institutions would employ those who discredit the Bible in any way. In his article “Total Capitulation: The Evangelical Surrender of Truth,” Dr. Albert Mohler reacts to the position of evangelicals Karl W. Giberson and Randall J. Stephens in their book The Anointed. Consider these quotes from Dr. Mohler:

			Evangelicals, they [Giberson and Stephens] argue, “have been scarred by the elimination of prayer in schools; the removal of nativity scenes from public places; the increasing legitimacy of abortion and homosexuality. . . .”2

			Appearing on the October 20, 2011, edition of NPR’s Talk of the Nation program, Giberson argued that homosexuality should not be much of a concern at all. He revealed even more of his own approach to the Bible by asserting that “there’s just a handful of proof text[s] scattered throughout the Bible on homosexuality,” adding: “Jesus said absolutely nothing about it.”3

			Or consider this passage that Dr. Mohler quotes from The Anointed: 

			Christians have long been called “People of the Book.” The label is especially appropriate for evangelicals. But the Book is thousands of years old, written in obscure languages, from a mysterious and incomprehensible time and place.4

			That just about says it all. Dr. Mohler concludes, “They have, however, set the central issue before us. Evangelical Christians will either stand upon the authority and total truthfulness of the Bible or we will inevitably capitulate to the secular worldview.”5

			To further illustrate how some Christian educators deal with Scripture, consider these quotes from their own work: 

			The everyman reading of the creation story understands the Fall as an allegory representing every human’s individual rejection of God. In this light, the Fall was not a historical event but an illustration of the common human condition that virtually everyone agrees is deeply flawed and sinful. The deeds of Adam and Eve simply represent the actions of all humans and remind us of this troubling part of our natures.6

			Dr. Dan Harlow, professor of biblical and early Jewish studies in the Department of Religion at Calvin College, stated this in a recent paper:

			Recent research in molecular biology, primatology, sociobiology, and phylogenetics indicates that the species Homo sapiens cannot be traced back to a single pair of individuals, and that the earliest human beings did not come on the scene in anything like paradisal physical or moral conditions. It is therefore difficult to read Genesis 1–3 as a factual account of human origins. In current Christian thinking about Adam and Eve, several scenarios are an offer. The most compelling one regards Adam and Eve as strictly literary figures — characters in a divinely inspired story about the imagined past that intends to teach theological, not historical, truths about God, creation, and humanity.

			Taking a nonconcordist approach, this article examines Adam and Eve as symbolic-literary figures from the perspective of mainstream biblical scholarship, with attention both to the text of Genesis and ancient Near Eastern parallels. Along the way, it explains why most interpreters do not find the doctrines of the Fall and original sin in the text of Genesis 2–3, but only in later Christian readings of it. This article also examines briefly Paul’s appeal to Adam as a type of Christ. Although a historical Adam and Eve have been very important in the Christian tradition, they are not central to biblical theology as such. The doctrines of the Fall and original sin may be reaffirmed without a historical Adam and Eve, but invite reformulation given the overwhelming evidence for an evolving creation.7

			In our book, Already Compromised, Ken Ham and I researched how select individuals at Christian colleges and universities responded to important basic concepts of Christian faith. It was not surprising to me to see the variance of opinion among these leaders about the issues related to the Bible, especially that of inerrancy (utter truthfulness).

			Now, if the Bible is compromised in whether or not it is completely true, what will the logical outcome be? If Scripture is not entirely true, then it is possible, even probable, that the creation account of Genesis 1 and 2 will be trumped by so-called scientific explanations of origins, which include evolution and the billions of years evolution requires. If Scripture is not inerrant, then perhaps there was a pre-Adamic race, as some teach, instead of the first man and woman, Adam and Eve. If Scripture is not inerrant, maybe the Fall of man in Genesis 3 is just an allegory or myth. If Scripture is not entirely true, maybe there was not a global Flood after all, and uniformitarianism really is the explanation for how our world came to be. Maybe there is no supernatural and the natural is all there is. Maybe the Bible is all allegory and myth — no virgin birth, no substitutionary death upon a Cross by Christ, and no Second Coming. If the Bible is not inerrant and given to us to be read in its plain, straightforward sense, then these false teachings could all be true.

			But none of them are true. God’s Word is true. Science does not trump Scripture. God speaks with clarity and power. The scripture is true — inspired, inerrant, infallible. We would do well to consider these words from Dr. John MacArthur:

			And Scripture always speaks with absolute authority. It is as authoritative when it instructs us as it is when it commands us. It is as true when it tells the future as it is when it records the past. Although it is not a textbook on science, wherever it intersects with scientific data, it speaks with the same authority as when it gives us moral precepts. Although many have tried to set science against Scripture, science never has disproved one jot or tittle of the Bible and it never will.

			It is therefore a serious mistake to imagine that modern scientists can speak more authoritatively than Scripture on the subject of origins. Scripture is God’s own eyewitness account of what happened in the beginning. When it deals with the origin of the universe, all science can offer is conjecture. Science has proven nothing that negates the Genesis record. In fact, the Genesis record answers the mysteries of science.8

			In the late 1700s and early 1800s, the idea of a long age (millions of years) for the earth was being popularized by atheists and other non-Christians.9 They were attempting to use a so-called “scientific investigation of the world” to justify their rejection of God and His Word. At the time, their primary tactic was to undermine the plain reading of the Bible concerning the Flood of Noah (and its consequence of rock layers and worldwide fossil deposits) and a young age for the earth. This was really an attempt to undermine the authority of the entire Bible.

			At that time, there were church leaders who adopted the idea of millions of years into Scripture (e.g., Thomas Chalmers with gap theory, Hugh Miller with day-age ideas). This was no different than what happens today, and no different than what happened with the religious leaders in the Apostle Paul’s day, and also no different from what was happening with the priests and false prophets in ancient Israel when they mixed things like Baal worship with their worship of God.

			Fallible, sinful man, ever since Genesis 3, has had the propensity to believe the fallible words of humans rather than the infallible Word of God. That is our nature. At heart, because of sin, we are against God and what He teaches. People will go out of their way to trust in man rather than trust what God has clearly revealed.

			In the early 1800s, there were church leaders in England who began to reinterpret the days of creation and the Flood account in Genesis to fit in the idea of millions of years. Some advocated the idea of a gap between Genesis 1:1 and 1:2, like Chalmers. Others, like Hugh Miller, said that Christians could interpret the creation days as long ages. Others realized that if one interpreted the fossil layers as representing millions of years, then how could one believe in the global Flood of Noah’s day? Such a flood would destroy those layers and deposit more layers with fossils. Thus, it was postulated that Noah’s Flood was only a local (regional) flood in the Mesopotamian Valley (modern-day Iraq).

			As the 19th century progressed, Darwin popularized his ideas of biological evolution, which built on the ideas of geological evolution. There were church leaders who then reinterpreted Genesis to fit into evolution, even human evolution. When the idea of the big bang (astronomical evolution) was popularized in the early 20th century, in the same manner many church leaders adopted this into God’s Word.

			Over the past 200 years, many different positions regarding the creation account of Genesis have arisen in the church, such as the following:

			• Day-age idea

			• Gap theory

			• Local flood

			• Theistic evolution

			• Progressive creation

			• Framework hypothesis

			There are other positions or variations on those listed above, but they all have one thing in common: they each attempt to fit man’s ideas of millions of years into the Bible.

			A number of Christian scientists actually opposed these compromise positions. Various books and articles were written to challenge the Church to stand on God’s Word and not compromise with the fallible ideas of man that, intentionally or unintentionally, seriously undermined the authority of the Bible.

			Biblical creation scientists and theologians have been able to conduct tremendous research and have provided many answers in geology, biology, astronomy, anthropology, archaeology, and theology, which have equipped Christians to stand uncompromisingly in Genesis. The several thousand articles on the Answers in Genesis website,10 as well as the hundreds of books, DVDs, and other resources now available there, are a good example of providing well-researched answers.

			Compromised ideas on the origin of life have made their way into our Christian schools. And when these ideas are fully adopted, they either replace the Bible as an authority or seek to relativize it or reconstruct it to fit human ideas, as some of their quotes reveal. Consider this quote from Dr. John MacArthur:

			The evolutionary lie is so pointedly antithetical to Christian truth that it would seem unthinkable for evangelical Christians to compromise with evolutionary science in any degree. But during the past century and a half of evolutionary propaganda, evolutionists have had remarkable success in getting evangelicals to meet them halfway. . . . So–called theistic evolutionists who try to marry humanistic theories of modern science with biblical theism may claim they are doing so because they love God, but the truth is that they love God a little and their academic reputations a lot. By undermining the historicity of Genesis they are undermining faith itself. Give evolutionary doctrine the throne and make the Bible its servant, and you have laid the foundation for spiritual disaster.

			Scripture, not science, is the ultimate test of all truth. And the further evangelicalism gets from that conviction, the less evangelical and more humanistic it becomes.11

			There are probably numerous reasons why Christian educators deny or otherwise try to reconstruct Scripture (especially the early chapters of Genesis). 

			Some of them honestly do not believe in the authority of Scripture — they do not believe in its inspiration, inerrancy, or infallibility. Not everyone who teaches in a Christian institution is convinced of the truth claims of Christianity. Some consider themselves believers, but still cannot believe God’s Word as inspired, inerrant, or infallible. These hold the view that the Bible is just another human text of antiquity and should be used as such. To them, Scripture is not the “vox Dei” — the veritable voice of God. When a teacher takes such a position, he will be more inclined to line up his beliefs with his discipline or guild when it comes to issues of Scripture, especially on matters of origin. There is a tremendous pressure in higher education and Christian higher education to conform to the guild and especially to make peace with “science.” When this begins to happen, the science text will trump the sacred text — and that is a deadly error.

			So when we give up on Scripture, marginalize it, or try to make it fit into the current understanding of science, what is the result in Christian schools?

			When Ken Ham and I wrote Already Compromised, I was surprised both positively and negatively about the research we commissioned among Christian leaders. It was good news to find that there was a strong commitment to important New Testament themes, but there was also great confusion and disconnect with Old Testament themes, particularly related to Genesis 1–3 and the Bible’s historical record of origins.

			But the greatest surprise for me was the unsolicited response to the book from constituents of Christian higher education, particularly parents and students. I heard several times about students who went to Christian colleges and either had their faith broken down or in some cases abandoned it, at least for some time. One mother said, “It’s about time somebody addressed what is going on in Christian colleges.” One father told me he appreciated the book, but after having visited several Christian colleges said, “It’s worse out here than you know.” I’ve heard from numerous students who cannot understand why Christian institutions have such weak and at times strange ideas about Scripture. I heard from students who described lectures on scriptural concepts that would be considered heretical to the orthodox Christian faith.

			These things ought not be so. I believe in Christian higher education because it provides a great hope for our culture. I believe in it enough to criticize it and to try to inspire it to present the Word of God in all its truth. It is time for the Church to hold us accountable for how and what we teach our youth.

			The message to parents and students is clear and simple: Christian education is a great opportunity for education and spiritual development. But it may be that we are falling short in the most important issue of all: fidelity to Scripture and the God who gave it.

			Learn to discriminate on this important matter. Ask the questions you know are important. God’s Word is at stake in this, and so are the souls of our youth. You must realize too the academic dynamic of any institution, and that includes Christian schools. It is unrealistic to think a president or dean controls what professors think or teach. Rarely do the opinions of professors reach a public setting; it is usually in the intimacy of a class or during one-on-one moments with students that these opinions are brought up. An institution can have a faith statement, but it cannot guarantee conformity. At the end of the day, students will have to take responsibility for their own thinking and never allow anyone to do anything but “shape” their thinking. Students must be taught (at home and at church predominantly) to trust ultimately in an unchanging God and His Word.

			Parents, you may be asking the question of which Christian college you should send your children to, given the fact some of these Christian institutions, in some ways, are secular. I advise you not to face the issue that way. You may be surprised even in the most solid Christian institution. There are no guarantees that wherever your children go they will be immersed in only clear Christian teaching.

			The way to prepare for this is to make sure in your home that you are adequately preparing your children to base their lives completely upon the Word of God and to defend why they do so. Do not leave up to any school, Christian or otherwise, what is ultimately your primary responsibility.

			Here is the first key: help your children understand Scripture from the first chapter and first verse of the Bible. If they do not understand the biblical creation account and learn to build on this foundation, everything that follows will lack for needing to have the creation truth as a firm foundation. Consider: 

			In other words, objective truth is possible only if there is a Creator who has spoken to us — giving us divine revelation. As Schaeffer put it in the title of one of his books, He Is There and He Is Not Silent.12

			The only way of escape from postmodern skepticism is if God has revealed something of His own perspective to us — not about spiritual matters only, and not just a non-cognitive emotional experience, but revelation of objective truth about the cosmos we live in.13
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			Chapter 4

		

		
			Who Created God? Where Did God Come From?

		

		
			Bodie Hodge

		

		
			Introduction

			I had the opportunity to speak to some students, where many in the audience were rather “hostile” to the Bible and God. One student blurted out in a rather harsh tone, “Where did God come from? Who created God?”

			This person was clearly not happy with the fact that I trusted the Bible and believed in God. Normally, those who ask these questions do so in an attempt to disprove the existence of God or at the very least to make themselves feel like they have an excuse not to “believe in God.” I immediately responded to their question with a question and asked: “On what page of Shakespeare’s book Hamlet could I find Shakespeare?” 

			I can recall the silence in the room — you could have heard a pin drop! So I asked again. The person responded by saying something like, “Shakespeare’s not confined to his book. He created it and wasn’t bound to it.” 

			And this was indeed a brilliant answer. See, Shakespeare wrote the book and isn’t confined to it — he is not bound to it, he is beyond it. It came about by his creativity. He is not part of the book. So with this, I responded, “In the same way, the God of the Bible is also not bound to His creation, He is beyond it, He created it, He is not limited to it. Let me explain. When you ask the question who created God or where did God come from, you are using the action verbs ‘created’ and ‘come.’ This implies that time is in existence for God to “show up” on the scene at some point after time had begun (to be created or to come about). This is not the God of the Bible, who created time and is not bound to it. So in the same way that Shakespeare, being confined to his book, was essentially an illogical question, so is limiting God to being confined to His creation as a creation within time.”

			I remember seeing people sit up and take notice of this short answer. In fact, I doubt many of these kids ever heard anyone actually try to give a reasoned answer to that question. But let me re-explain this in more detail and add to it so you don’t miss it. 

			The Answer

			The key to the answer is the action verbs “come” and “created.” Using these action verbs reveals an assumption on the part of the person asking the question. This question presupposes that time is infinite in the past, and that God is bound by time. However, time is finite; it has a beginning and even scientists recognize this, and those who have read the Bible have known this for quite some time.

			God is beyond time; He did not come into existence at some point within time. Instead, He claims that, rather than having a beginning, He is the Beginning and the End (Revelation 22:131). In light of this, the question is an illogical one. God didn’t come from anywhere or anyone. God is the source of everything, and He created time. Time is not absolute; God is absolute. When someone asks “where God came from” or “who created Him,” they are assuming time is absolute and God isn’t — but this isn’t the God of the Bible.

			Now apply this to God. God created time. Yet people ask, “Who created God?” and “Where did God come from?” They are assuming that God is bound by time when asking a question like this. In other words, they believe that time was first and then God came onto the scene. From the Bible we learn that time had a beginning (Genesis 1) — that it was started by God, thus God is not bound by time.

			The misconception lies with the view of time. Either time is infinite and God is bound by it, or God created time and time is not infinite. This can be visualized by figure 1.
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				Figure 1. Fallacious view that time is infinite and God is bound by it

			

			God, in Job 38 and Genesis 1, has laid claim that He created time (since time is part of the physical world, along with the three dimensions of height, width, and length), thus the time-line of history and the future should be viewed as figure 2.
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				Figure 2. Proper view of God with respect to time

			

			When people say that God is bound by time, they are saying that God is bound inside of what He created. This is a fallacy. Recall that God created everything physical — including time — because there was a beginning (Genesis 1:1). God had no beginning, and thus does not have a cause. 

			Now that this has been answered, let’s move to some related discussion on the subject: Which God are we talking about? Now if there was a “god” who was created or showed up in the universe after its creation, that “god” really isn’t the true God, is he? In fact, I would join in refuting all such false “gods,” as there is only one God. This answer that we’ve been discussing is in reference to the God of the Bible, not to a false god, and hence, Christian theism. And now we turn to a discussion of God’s existence. 

			Non-Christian Theism

			God opens the Bible with the statement of His existence and there is so much we can learn from this. Being that He is the ultimate authority on every subject, including His existence, then there is no reason that He should not be taken at His Word. Consider Genesis 1:1: “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth.” 

			Elohim is the Hebrew word for God here. It is one of many names used of God throughout the Old Testament. As you may have noticed, names have significance in Hebrew. Jehovah Jireh means The Lord provides. Elohim is no different. It is often denoted as a majestic plural of the singular El (which is also a name for God). So why, of all the names, is this one used to open the Bible? Because it reveals a fascinating aspect of God, especially when used in conjunction with the rest of Scripture. This signifies the very power and kingship of the Lord God. 

			Unitarian God?

			When Elohim is used of God, it retains singular verbs. This gives hints toward plurality and yet a single unity. Not that this means multiple gods . . . by no means. This coupled with the many passages that Jesus is God and the Holy Spirit is God are a confirmation of a triune God, not a Unitarian “god.”2 It means that the God of the Bible is clearly not Unitarian in essence.3 

			As the Lord reveals more and more through the Scriptures, we find that God is triune in nature. One God (“Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is one!” Deuteronomy 6:4; see also Romans 3:304; 1 Corinthians 8:45; Ephesians 4:66; etc.), yet three persons — the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit. A table revealing passages that clearly show the triune nature of God are listed in How Do We Know the Bible Is True? Volume 1.7

			When discussing the Trinity, people are often at a loss to understand how something can be one and yet three at the same time. The classical view of how to simplify this is by envisioning an equilateral triangle:
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			There is one triangle (think one God) with three identical points and angles (think Father, Son, and Holy Spirit), and yet each point is unique and if you follow the lines of the triangle from each point, they are the lines of the other two points. So, one point is ultimately one with the other points as well. They are identical in essence with the same line length and angles. 

			Others have postulated a way to understand it as envisioning the triple point of water, where at a particular pressure and temperature, water can be solid, liquid, and gas at the same time! Now these simple analogies will never fully be able to dive into the understanding of a triune God, but should be sufficient to show that such concepts are easily possible. Nor should such images or concepts be put in place of God — they are merely ways to help understand the character of God. 

			The use of Elohim, with singular verbs is a great confirmation of the character of God right from the start. And theologically, it makes sense. Consider John’s statement that “God is love” in 1 John 4:8. 

			Having plurality in the Godhead allows love to emanate from one person to another in perfect synchronicity as love is something that is shared, not withheld, regardless if creation exists or not. A Unitarian god would fall short in this area. For an absolute Unitarian god could not be love because love would not exist until something was created to love. A Unitarian god would be incomplete until creation occurred for love to become a reality. A triune God could love without the necessity of being bound to the creation, showing the great majestic power and kingship of God over His creation — which is what Elohim truly signifies anyway. 

			Now, not all instances of Elohim are in reference to God in the Old Testament. Although all 26 times it is used in Genesis 1, it is in reference to God. And most of the uses of Elohim in the Old Testament are in this form (well over 2,000) and refer to God. 

			This same word, Elohim, when used with plural verbs (and plural adjectives) is used when referring to cases where alleged “gods” or “pagan gods” are being spoken of in Scripture, such as The Ten Commandments where God says, “You shall have no other gods [Elohim] before Me” (Exodus 20:3). This is called a numerical plural meaning multiplicity, as opposed to the numerically singular majestic plural, which means God. So the context determines the meaning, which is common in Hebrew anyway, and these are easily discernible by the language. 

			But let’s consider Genesis 1:1 and the rest of Scripture to alleged polytheistic “gods.”

			Polytheism?

			Since Elohim is not used with plural verbs or adjectives, it does not mean that God should be plural as in “gods.” This refutes any idea that the creation was created by multiple “gods.” Polytheism, which has many gods, is thoroughly debunked by the Bible. Of course, there are a number of other passages that further interpret Genesis 1, even by Moses, who also penned Genesis:

			To you it was shown, that you might know that the Lord Himself is God; there is none other besides Him (Deuteronomy 4:35).

			Hear, O Israel: The Lord our God, the Lord is one! (Deuteronomy 6:4).

			Now see that I, even I, am He, and there is no God besides Me; I kill and I make alive; I wound and I heal; nor is there any who can deliver from My hand (Deuteronomy 32:39).

			Some polytheistic religions such as Mormonism have gods arriving after the fact (i.e., people becoming gods within the creation), but since they are not the Creator of all things including time and space, then are they really on par with the Creator-God of the Bible? Absolutely not. 

			Shinto, which has multiple gods, has them arriving on the scene after creation as well. It is a form of ancestor worship, where people become gods. But again, if they are not the Creator, then they are lesser (i.e., created), and cannot be equal to the God of all creation and hence are not “gods” at all. Any polytheistic religion (from these . . . to Greek mythology . . . to Hinduism) is refuted by the Bible, where God is one. 

			Many religions that have multiple “gods” have some link to a form of ancestor worship where great men of the past have been embellished and raised up to “god-like” status. Besides Shinto, which is obviously ancestor worship, Oden (Woden), for example, is found in the genealogies of Anglo-Saxon and Norse royal genealogies.8 Hercules is a Greek embellishment of the account of Samson and so on.9 

			Atheistic Religions? 

			Obviously, atheism and variant atheistic religions are refuted by the mere mention of a God in the Bible. This explains why humanists (man is seen as the ultimate authority apart from any alleged god(s) — a form of atheism), atheists/non-theists (who say emphatically that there is no God), agnostics (who say they can’t know if God exists), and materialists (another form of atheist who denies anything beyond a natural world) avoid the Bible if at all possible. 

			These atheistic variants can’t get past Genesis 1:1 in the Bible without putting up their defenses. Hence, they often turn to attack the Bible, which is what we see in today’s culture and the example we saw at the opening of this chapter. But God refutes any form of atheism with the first verse in the Bible. 

			Humanism and Atheism: Refuting atheism is rather easy logically. To say there is no God would mean that one has looked in the entire universe at the same time, both in the natural world as well as the transcendent or spiritual world. This means they are claiming to be omniscient, as they are claiming to be all-knowing on the subject of God’s existence. They would also be claiming to be omnipresent by claiming to be everywhere. So really, an atheist (or humanist) is claiming to be God and thereby refuting his or her own position. And God reveals that atheists really do know that God exists, but suppress that knowledge (Romans 1:18–2010).

			Agnosticism: An agnostic claims there is no way of knowing if God exists or not. But frankly, how does an agnostic even know that? Without the truth of the Bible and the biblical God, how can anything be known? Knowledge is predicated on the fact that the biblical God exists (Colossians 2:311). 

			Materialism: (see also the response on atheism above). In a materialistic view, any nonmaterial aspects are denied — that is, the spiritual realm, abstract realm, etc. But if this were the case, then other nonmaterial entities must also be denied. So in a materialistic worldview logic, truth, knowledge, and other abstract concepts must also be denied. If this is the case, nothing could make sense! 

			Existence of God

			Take note of an important fact here. God does not take the time to build a logical or scientific case for His existence, but merely presupposes it. We live in a culture that tries to demand that things be proved, using science through empirical means (our senses) and/or by logical analysis. And yet God begins with a declaration of His Existence. 

			Many people instantly get “up in arms” because God didn’t try to “prove” Himself first on man’s fallible basis. So they assume that the existence of God cannot be proven but merely assumed on blind faith. But consider if God had set out to prove His existence to fallible sinful human beings just to please us. In such an attempt, God would have to appeal to something greater than Himself in order to prove His existence. 

			For example, if God tried to use scientific means to prove His existence, then God would be lesser than science and forfeiting His claims to be the greatest thing in existence. If God tried to use a logical argument, then logic would be raised up to be greater than God, and again, God would be reduced to something lesser. But God, being all-knowing (Colossians 2:312), knew better. 

			For when God made a promise to Abraham, because He could swear by no one greater, He swore by Himself (Hebrews 6:13).

			God is the ultimate authority on His existence, and therefore His statement is of the greatest authority and proof. In fact, such things as logic and uniformity in nature (basis for science) stem from or are founded on God and His power. Logic is the extension of the way God thinks. Laws of science are merely studying the way that God upholds the universe. These are tools that stem from God and His Word being that ultimate authority. 

			But consider the converse. What authority are these non-Christians really appealing to when they say that logical analysis or empirical senses are the ultimate authority? Themselves! They are claiming that they are the absolute authority, which is arbitrary, where God who is the ultimate authority on the subject of authority is not arbitrary! A question to ask to reveal this fallacy is, “What ultimate authority should God, who is the ultimate authority, have appealed to prove He is the ultimate authority?” He could only appeal to Himself if He is what He claims to be. 

			This hasn’t stopped people, particularly Christians, from trying to use logical or scientific means to prove the existence of God. For example, some have tried using arguments such as:

			
					First cause

					Design in nature

					Cosmological 

					Ontological

					Mind/body separation

					etc.

			

			However, these arguments each have shortcomings. They assume a neutral position and then try to deduce that God exists by agreeing that logic is the ultimate authority over God instead of recognizing that logic and reason are the natural outworkings of a God and is predicated on the truth of the Bible. In a consistent manner, Christ affirms, though, that there is no such thing as neutrality, so falling into that trap means Christians are giving up the authority of the Word of God for an arbitrary humanistic view as their starting point.

			He who is not with Me is against Me, and he who does not gather with Me scatters (Luke 11:23).

			If they start with an alleged neutral starting point, they have already lost the battle by giving up God’s Word for human reason that is apart from God. 

			These arguments also have another problem that is predicated on this. They assume logic exists in a neutral worldview, then proceed to make arguments. But why would logic exist in a non-Christian worldview (or if Christians try to arrive at this conclusion without the Bible)? Logic, being a reflection of the way God thinks, means the arguer is already assuming the existence of God, while claiming not to, before they even begin to make the argument. So they are forced to start with the presupposition that God exists, just to try to argue against it. They have no basis outside of Scripture for logic to exist. 

			To avoid a vicious circle, we must start with the self-attesting God and His Word, which is not arbitrary, and then we will have a basis for logic, truth, knowledge, morality, science, and so on — these are Christian presuppositions. In other words, don’t start from an arbitrary starting point (such as neutrality), but start with God and His Word and see where it goes. God explains the aspects of the world coherently. The non-Christians have difficulty with a starting point because they have no basis for such things — so they must borrow from Christian presuppositions. 

			Some have objected and said, “You can’t start with God and His Word because that is what you are trying to prove!” However, a person can stand on a hill to defend a hill. In the same way a person has the right to get on the witness stand and defend himself. God has a right to defend Himself. And by starting with God’s Word, that is how this is done. 

			Laws of logic, for example, require the biblical God. Yet to prove anything they are required, so the only way to begin is with God and His Word. So, if God did not exist, reasoning would be impossible. 

			Some may object and say they “don’t believe in God and yet they can reason,” but it is not a matter of whether they believe or not, but a matter of the truth of God and His Word — whether you believe it or not is irrelevant. So even the non-Christians are borrowing from a biblical worldview when they even try to make an argument, thus verifying the truth of God and His Word! Only the biblical God can account for the laws of logic (as well as morality and uniformity of nature). This doesn’t mean that non-Christians don’t believe in these things, but they have no basis for it apart from the biblical God. 

			In essence, this is a brief uttering of the transcendental argument for the existence of God as espoused by great philosophers such as Drs. Cornelius Van Til and Greg Bahnsen of the 20th century, by recognizing the way biblical authors and ultimately God Himself approached the subject — in a presuppositional fashion. All other arguments for the existence of God rest upon this one, which starts with God and His Word and show that only the biblical worldview makes sense of the world. Others will ultimately lead to absurdity. So by the impossibility of the contrary, God must exist. These other arguments for the existence of God are a confirmation of the transcendental argument for the existence of God.
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			Sadly, when non-Christians try to attack the biblical God or His Word, they are ultimately attacking the very basis of their own borrowed presuppositions — oftentimes unknowingly. Christians need to help non-Christians realize they are standing on borrowed ground, before it is too late. 

			Conclusion

			When it comes to the issue of who created God or where did He come from, these are illogical questions that assume that God is “bound to” or “was created” within His creation. This is not the God of the Bible who is beyond time and beyond His creation. He is not limited to it. He is the uncreated Creator of all existence, and existence is not possible without Him. 

			This God is the triune God of the Bible, not some other false god, such as unitarianism or polytheism would have us believe. And by the Word of God itself we can know that God exists and those who deny such things are really suppressing that knowledge, all the while borrowing from the truth of the Bible in an effort to deny and argue against God and His Word.
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			Chapter 5

		

		
			Why Is the Bible Unique?

		

		
			Dr. Carl J. Broggi

		

		
			Introduction

			Before I became the pastor of a local church, I was involved in campus ministry for over a decade. I was consistently sharing the claims of Christianity with college students and almost daily I met students who would make such statements as:

			I don’t believe sex outside of marriage is wrong. I don’t believe there is a hell where people will spend an eternity in torment without God. I don’t believe Jesus Christ is the only way to heaven. I think Jesus was a great man and a good religious teacher, but I don’t believe that He is God in human flesh. I think if a person lives a decent life, in the end all will be well between him and God.

			Whenever I would hear assertions like these, I would remind the person that he/she has some sort of basis for believing what he believes. He may have read it in a book, maybe his parents taught this viewpoint, maybe he heard some professor pontificate this perspective, or maybe he even came up with the idea on his own. But just believing something does not make it true. You can believe that two plus two equals five, and you can believe it passionately, sincerely, and with all your heart, but belief does not make it true. You can be sincere, but sincerely wrong. 

			A foundational question a wise person seeks to ask and answer for himself is this, “How do we know the Bible is the Word of God and is the Bible the only book that God ever inspired?”1 If you can definitively, dogmatically, and accurately conclude that the Bible is God’s Book, then you have a plumb line on which to evaluate everything you believe. You can take any idea about God, heaven, hell, Christ, and salvation and put it into the mirror of Scripture to see if your belief is accurate.

			Many people think Christians are “stupid” or “ignorant” or both. Many think Christians have no basis whatsoever for why they believe what they believe. What they fail to understand is that Christians do not believe the Bible is the Word of God by mere blind faith. Faith as described in the Bible is not blind faith. Faith is rooted in evidence (Hebrews 11:1); faith is rooted in fact and truth (Titus 1:1). When you begin to examine the evidences demonstrating the unique inspiration of the Scriptures, you soon discover that believing the Bible it is not a leap in the dark but a step into light. 

			So what evidence do we have that the Bible is a unique book, God’s Book, the very Word of God? There are many evidences that we might explore, but in this chapter we will examine just five. Each one supports the uniqueness of the Bible. 

			1. The Bible’s Personal Claims

			Even a casual reader of the Bible will soon discover he is reading a very unusual book. Though he may not accept its claims, if he carefully and reflectively reads, he will clearly see that the Bible makes some very unique claims about itself. In hundreds of passages, the Bible declares explicitly or implicitly that it is nothing less than the very Word of God. A computer concordance demonstrates that some 3,800 times the Bible declares, “God said,” or “Thus says the Lord.”2 

			Christians historically have claimed a “verbal plenary inspiration” of the Scriptures. The word “plenary” comes from the Latin and means full and the term “verbal” means word. The claims the biblical authors make are not just that the thoughts are inspired, but the very words are inspired . . . right down to the letters and verb tenses of the words.3 If only the thoughts are inspired as some have said, then those “thoughts” would be open to wide and varied interpretation. But you cannot have thoughts without words anymore than you can have mathematics without numbers. If you change the numbers, you change the math, and if you change the words, you change the thoughts. Every word as God gave it is inspired. 

			So when conservative, Bible-believing Christians say the Bible is inspired, we do not mean partial inspiration, because it says, “all Scripture.” If the Bible is only partially inspired then the reader becomes the judge of what is inspired and what is not. Nor do we mean progressive inspiration, as if some sections are more inspired and therefore truer than others. 

			All Scripture, Old and New Testament alike, is equally inspired. Leviticus 3:16 is no less inspired than John 3:16, and Genesis 1:1 is no less inspired than Revelation 22:21. Leviticus 3:16 may not be as “inspiring” to you as John 3:16, but it is just as much inspired by God and is just as much the Word of God. When Christians speak of verbal plenary inspiration, they are affirming that the Bible is not partially inspired, or progressively inspired, but fully inspired down to the words and letters.

			The Apostle Paul recognized that his own writings were the Lord’s commandments, and his writings were acknowledged as such by the Christians who read his letters.4 He wrote in 2 Timothy 3:16–17, “All Scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: that the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all good works.” The Bible claims to be “inspired by God.” 

			The Greek New Testament literally reads, “All Scripture is God-breathed.” The Scripture is the literal breath of God — just as when I speak my voice is my breath coming up from my diaphragm out of my lungs over my larynx and then articulated by my tongue, lips, and teeth to reflect my very thoughts. Even so, the Bible is the Word of God as much as if God had a larynx, tongue, and lips to convey His very thoughts. Scripture claims to be the very breath and voice of God. 

			Just as Paul claimed to be writing the words of God, in similar fashion the Apostle Peter proclaimed that he, too, was writing God’s Words and that those reading needed to heed it (2 Peter 1:16–21). Likewise, the Apostle John also recognized that his teaching was from God and that to reject his teaching was to reject God (1 John 4:6). 

			Of course, the skeptic is quick to say that this claim is purely a circular argument, and therefore not a valid argument. Obviously, anyone can write a book and some indeed have, claiming that the writings contained are the very words of God, when it is not so. However, when defending the uniqueness of the Bible, a very important place to start is the Bible’s own claim to be inspired by God. If the Bible did not claim to be inspired, and we as Christians tried to prove it through some other means, then we would have a serious problem on our hands. But the Bible does claim to be the Word of God and that is an important piece of evidence that cannot easily be dismissed. Even in a court of law, the accused has the right to testify on his behalf and his testimony should be considered in the light of the evidence and in light of the credibility of the testimony given by the accused. 

			When we consider the human authors of Scripture who made the claim that they were writing the very Words of God, we need to ask, “Were these men trustworthy?” A simple examination of history documents that the human authors of Scripture defended the integrity of the Bible at great personal sacrifice, many with their own lives. For instance, Jeremiah received his message directly from the Lord, yet because of his defense of the Scripture some attempted to kill him and his own family rejected him (Jeremiah 11:1–3, 11:21, 12:6). When considering this, remember that the people of his day did not have an aversion to embracing a prophet from God, because counterfeit prophets were readily recognized (Jeremiah 23:21, 23:32, 28:1–17). So one is left only to ask, “Was Jeremiah a glutton for unnecessary punishment or did he have the truth?”

			The testimony of reliable witnesses, like Jesus Christ (Matthew 4:4, 5:17–18, 22:23–32) and scores of others like Moses, Joshua, David, Daniel, Nehemiah, and the Apostles, cannot just be brushed aside without first discrediting their integrity. While not everyone is ready to embrace Jesus Christ as God the Son, very few will write Him off as an evil man or as an unreliable person. Neither must we ignore men like the Apostles Peter and Paul. These men died martyrs’ deaths believing that what they were writing and living for was the very Words of God. 

			Everything we know about the moral quality of the Apostles, most of whom died the death of martyrs, demonstrates that they were men of integrity. Take Peter, Paul, and John who gave us much of the New Testament. They were not dishonest men, but Apostles who in their writings condemned lying, stressed honesty, and encouraged Christian followers to be respectful, law-abiding, citizens.5 These men had nothing to gain financially, yet they were willing to suffer for what they proclaimed because they believed the Bible to be the infallible Word of God. 

			Simon Greenleaf, one of the principal founders of the Harvard Law School, was once a skeptic himself until he examined the evidences for the reliability of the Resurrection from the biblical record. When he considered the Apostles who were willing to die for the truths of which they wrote in Scripture he said of them: “The annals of military warfare afford scarcely an example of like heroic constancy, patience, and unflinching courage. They had every possible motive to review carefully the grounds of their faith, and the evidences of the great facts and truths which they asserted.”6 The Apostles demonstrated the genuineness of their testimony, that the Bible is the Word of God, by their willingness to suffer persecution for the faith they recorded. One can only conclude they were either greatly deceived or what they said and embraced was true.

			There is not any evidence to say that the authors of the Bible were untrustworthy men and that their claims, that they were writing the Words of God, are invalid. Even the careless reader of the Bible soon discovers that the human authors of Scripture believed that they were recording the God-breathed Word. When you read the Bible, the ever-present assumption of the writers is that they are recording the God-breathed Word.7 Their claim is either true or it is blatantly false. Certainly, if the only evidence we had for the Bible being inspired was its claim to be inspired, our argument would be very weak. If all we could say is, “I believe the Bible is the Word of God because it says it is inspired by God,” then one could conclude that our defense is circular (having an arbitrary starting point). God, being the ultimate authority on all subjects (Hebrews 6:13), even on His own Word, is not an arbitrary starting point and doesn’t violate an arbitrary vicious logical circle. However, if the Bible never claimed to be inspired, then Christians who defend it to be the Word of God would have a serious problem on their hands. 

			2. The Bible’s Proven Accuracy

			A second reason for believing the Bible to be a unique book is its proven accuracy. The Bible is unequaled in its historical accuracy, as one might expect if God inspired each of the writers. For instance, Dr. Luke, who was a medical doctor, who actually gave us more of the New Testament than any other single writer,8 said this about the gospel that bears his name:

			Inasmuch as many have taken in hand to set in order a narrative of those things which have been fulfilled among us, just as those who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and ministers of the word delivered them to us, it seemed good to me also, having had perfect understanding of all things from the very first, to write to you an orderly account, most excellent Theophilus, that you may know the certainty of those things in which you were instructed (Luke 1:1–4).

			Luke claimed to be an historian, and to this day he is considered a first-rate historian. Sir William Ramsay, a Nobel Prize recipient and professor of humanities at Aberdeen University in Scotland, was reputed to have been the foremost expert on geography and history of ancient Asia Minor during the 20th century. Considered to be one of the world’s most eminent scholars, Ramsay was at one time highly critical of the Bible. But eventually he was compelled to consider the writings of Dr. Luke, and after much research he concluded that Luke was one of the world’s greatest historians. In fact, after carefully evaluating Luke’s records, he wrote a book entitled Luke, the Beloved Physician! In one of Ramsay’s classic works he wrote of Luke, “I take the view that Luke’s history is unsurpassed in regards to its trustworthiness. You may press the words of Luke in a degree beyond any other historian, and they will stand the keenest scrutiny and the hardest treatment. Luke is a historian of the first rank. This author should be placed along with the very greatest of historians.”9 

			One example of what Ramsay is speaking about is found in Luke 2 where we are told that the birth of Jesus took place when Quirinius was the governor of Syria (Luke 2:1–2). The opponents used to be quick to point out that Jesus was born before the death of Herod,10 of whom history records died in 4 b.c., and that Quirinius was governor from a.d. 8–10. These critics concluded that there was an inaccuracy recorded by Luke and that he could not be trusted as a reliable historian. But the so-called “error” was cleared up when Sir William Ramsay and other archeologists discovered that Quirinius was governor twice; the first time when Jesus was born, and then a second time after Herod’s death. Yet faultfinders, who are looking for errors in the Bible, have found it to be unreliable without having all the facts necessary to make a sound judgment. 

			Another example that was used for many years by those wanting to discredit the Bible concerns King Belshazzar. You will remember that he was the king who witnessed the mysterious handwriting on a wall when he was preparing a great banquet (Daniel 6). God informed him by the prophet Daniel that his kingdom would be divided and given to the Medes and the Persians. Critics scoffed at the written record, claiming the Book of Daniel was a fabrication because, according to ancient secular history, the last king of Babylon was not Belshazzar but a man named Nabonidus. For centuries, the historical record clearly showed that the last king of Babylon was Nabonidus until one day some archeologists unearthed a cylinder. On that cylinder was the name Belshazzar.11 

			With time, the archeologist’s spade found more and more writings about Belshazzar, only to discover that the last king of Babylon was Nabonidus who co-reigned with Belshazzar. Nabonidus was the father of Belshazzar and they reigned together as co-regents. This explains why Belshazzar promised Daniel that if he could read the handwriting on the wall that he would make him “as third ruler in the kingdom” (Daniel 5:7). But suppose modern archeology had never found the cylinder about Belshazzar — would that make the Bible any less true? No, the Bible would still be true; we would just be limited in our information. 

			Another classic example that liberal critics use to discredit the reliability of the Bible is the repeated mention of the Hittite culture. Forty-eight times in the Scriptures, a people called the Hittites are mentioned, beginning in Genesis and ending in 2 Chronicles.12 Up until 1875, in all the records of antiquity, there was not a single reference to these people. The skeptics attributed them to imagination and fiction. 

			This all changed when in 1876 George Smith began a study of monuments at a place called Djerabis in Asia Minor, uncovering the vast empire of the ancient Hittites. Historians now rate the Hittites on equal terms with both Egypt and Assyria, and at the University of Chicago there is an entire department dedicated to their study. The Hittites not only proved to be a real people, but their empire was shown to be one of the great ones of ancient times. Once again the critics of the Bible were proven to be wrong. 

			In the year 1806, the French Institute of Science listed no less than 80 historical/archeological/geological inaccuracies found in the Bible. By 1940, every single accusation on the list was proven to be wrong, such that today not a single item is held to be inaccurate. The Bible is an historically accurate record because it is inspired by the one true omniscient God who infallibly recorded the past. 

			3. The Bible’s Supernatural Construction

			A third reason for believing the Bible to be a unique book is its supernatural construction. Suppose you were to challenge ten different authors living today to write a book about the same general subject independently of one another. How similar do you think the book would turn out? 

			One of the amazing facts about the Bible is that although it was written by a wide diversity of authors (as many as 40), over a period of 1,600 years, from many different locations and under a wide variety of conditions, the Bible is uniquely one book, not merely a collection of 66 books. 

			The authors of the Bible lived in a variety of cultures, had different life experiences, and often were quite different in their personal make-up. They wrote their material from three continents (Africa, Asia, and Europe), in very diverse places13 while employing three languages in their writings (Hebrew, Aramaic, and Greek).14 

			In addition, they represented a wide variety of backgrounds and professions.15 And what is so amazing is that while most of the human authors never met each other and were unfamiliar with each others’ writings, the Bible is still a unified whole without a single contradiction! There is a perfect unity that runs from Genesis to Revelation. 

			Compare that with other religious books. For instance, the Islamic Koran (Qur’an) was compiled by one individual, Zaid ibn Thabit, under the guidance of Mohammed’s father-in-law, Abu-Bekr. Additionally, in a.d. 650, a group of Arab scholars produced a unified version based on Uthman’s copy (third successor of Muhammad) and destroyed all variant copies to preserve the unity of the Koran.16 

			There is no other book ever produced in recorded human history like the Bible. It is apparent that no person or persons could have orchestrated the harmony found in Scripture. The Bible is beyond the ability of any man or group of men to create such a book. The only explanation is that the Bible is the Word of God. The only explanation is that behind the 40 human authors there was one Divine Author, God the Holy Spirit. 

			4. The Bible’s Prophetic Nature

			Another amazing illustration of the divine origin of the Bible is its many fulfilled prophecies. The Bible is a unique book in that it has foretold the future, hundreds of years in advance, in a very specific and precise way. If someone told you that 300 years from today your great, great, great, great grandson is going to cross Park Avenue in New York City, where he will be stuck by a blue pick-up truck, driven by a woman with blonde hair, bearing the license tag W98-665, and it came true exactly as that person predicted, you would probably conclude he had a unique ability to foretell the future. 

			Well, no one has ever foretold the future hundreds of years in advance, in minute specificity, where the predictions came true. No one has ever made prophecies of this nature, except the writers of the Bible. For instance, in the Old Testament, hundreds of prophecies were made concerning the first coming of Christ. These were not predictions of a vague nature, but very specific predictions concerning His birth, life, death, Resurrection, and His return from heaven that is yet to take place. Only God, who knows all, can accurately and specifically foretell the future (Isaiah 46:10). 

			And that is precisely what He did through the various human authors of Scripture. Fulfilled prophecy is a powerful proof for the divine inspiration of Scripture. The following chart is just a brief sampling from over 300 prophecies that Jesus Christ fulfilled the first time He came into this world. 

			Of course, the critics say that the Lord Jesus, who knew the Old Testament, just arranged to have the prophecies fulfilled so that He could look like He was the Messiah. Think carefully about their criticism. Do you think Jesus Christ arranged to be born in Bethlehem? Do you think He arranged for the prophet Isaiah to describe His virgin birth in Isaiah 7:9 and to describe in Isaiah 53 His death by crucifixion centuries before it was a known form of execution? Yet that is precisely what these prophets wrote about 700 years before Christ left heaven and was born in Bethlehem. 

			Do you think Christ arranged nearly 1,000 years before His entrance into this world to have King David describe His death as if he were an eyewitness standing at the foot of the Cross? (Psalm 22). Do you think that Jesus arranged to be crucified between two thieves? Do you think He arranged for Judas to betray him for 30 pieces of silver as Zechariah the prophet foretold?17 Do you think He arranged for His own Resurrection from the dead? Do you think He arranged His appearance to over 500 individuals who were so convinced that they were willing to lay down their lives and die for Him? The truth is that He did arrange all this because He is God! In fact, Jesus Christ is the only one who ever arranged anything before He was ever born. He didn’t arrange it after He was born, but even before He left heaven’s splendor and came into this world through a miraculous virgin conception. This all happened as Matthew recorded in the gospel that bears his name: “All this was done that the Scriptures of the prophets might be fulfilled” (Matthew 26:56). 
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								Isaiah 7:14

							
								
								Virgin Born

							
								
								Luke 1:26–35
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								Micah 5:2

							
								
								Born in Bethlehem

							
								
								Matthew 2:1
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								Isaiah 7:14

							
								
								Called Immanuel

							
								
								Matthew 1:23
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								Isaiah 9:1–2

							
								
								Ministry in Galilee

							
								
								Matthew 4:12–16
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								Zechariah 9:9

							
								
								Triumphal entry

							
								
								Matthew 21:1–11
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								Psalm 41:9

							
								
								Betrayed by a friend

							
								
								Matthew 26:20–25
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								Psalm 35:11

							
								
								Falsely accused

							
								
								Matthew 26:59–68
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								Silent before accusers

							
								
								Matthew 27:12–14
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								Buried in tomb of rich
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			There is no other book on the face of the earth with fulfilled prophecy like the Bible. There are no verifiable fulfilled prophecies in the Muslim’s Koran, in the Latter Day Saint’s Book of Mormon, in the Hindu’s Upanishads, or in any other religious or secular book. Only the Bible has fulfilled prophecy — and not just a few random things! Certainly there have been people who have appealed to secular works like Nostradamus. I have read his so-called “prophecies” and they are so vague and broad they could apply to hundreds of different scenarios. Rarely did he ever get specific, and when he did, he was always proven wrong, like his prediction that the world would end in 1999.18 The Bible is a unique book because the Bible is a Divine-human book. Yes indeed, men wrote it, but men who were uniquely inspired by God.

			5. The Bible’s Preservation

			The Bible is a very unique book in the manner by which it has been preserved. If the Bible is the Word of God, as it claims, then you would expect God to take care of and protect His Word as He said He would.19 Yet sometimes one will hear critics say, “You Christians say the Bible is the Word of God, but it has been translated so many times through so many people through so many centuries that what we have today can no longer be trusted as the Word of God.” If you have not heard statements like this, you will. So how should we respond?

			While it is true that we no longer have the original manuscripts because the Bible is such an ancient book and paper will only last so long, we can still verify the authenticity of the Bible as we have it today by seeking out early copies or manuscripts.20 Even beyond the ancient copies of Scripture, virtually all of the New Testament can be reproduced from early Christian writers who quote the Bible in their works. But sometimes people do not want to believe that the Bible is reliable because they do not like the implications it makes on their lives. 

			The argument that “today’s Bible” is unreliable is quickly refuted when examining the manuscript evidence. By comparison to other documents of antiquity, the manuscript evidence for the Bible is unsurpassed. Take Julius Caesar’s military battles known as “The Gallic Wars” fought from 58 to 51 b.c. Today there are just ten remaining copies of Caesar’s work, with the earliest copy dating some 900 years after the original but no one questions its accuracy.21 

			The first complete copy of Homer’s Odyssey is 2,200 years after the original and no one questions its reliability. We have three copies of the works of Catullus with the earliest copy being about 1,600 years after he wrote, and yet the copies are esteemed to be reliable. When one considers the manuscript evidence for the Bible, it is unsurpassed by no other ancient work in history. There exists over 5,500 copies of the New Testament that contain all or part of the Greek New Testament with copies dating as early as a.d. 120–140.Early on in the life of the Church, the New Testament was translated into other languages of which we have over 18,000 copies further authenticating the reliable transmission of Scripture. Furthermore, there exist some 86,000 citations from early writers in their commentaries and letters (e.g., Clement quoting Hebrews in his letter to the Corinthian church in the first century, and he died before John the Apostle did). In addition, the accuracy of the copying process used for the Old Testament manuscripts has been further confirmed through the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls. The Dead Sea Scrolls were discovered in Qumran, Israel, in 1949 by a shepherd boy out in the wilderness caring for his sheep. Due to the dry arid climate of this section of Israel, these ancient scrolls were wondrously preserved. The vast majority of the Dead Sea Scrolls were simply copies of books of the Old Testament from 250–150 b.c., and a copy or portion of nearly every Old Testament book was found. This discovery only further confirmed what Jews and Christians already knew to be true. For instance, a complete copy of the Book of Isaiah was discovered providing a manuscript dating 100 years before Christ. When compared with copies dating 900 years after Christ, there was a difference of only 17 letters. The differences were minor, like the stylistic insertion of a conjunction, or differences in the spelling of certain words.22 These minor differences between the Dead Sea Scrolls and those that the Masoretes provided did not in any way change the meaning of what was originally recorded. The argument that the Bible has changed through the centuries through the copying process does not stand up against the manuscript evidence. There is more support for the reliability of the biblical manuscripts than any other writings in the ancient world. 

			No Other Book Like the Bible

			No other book has survived like the Bible. The Bible is not the book of the year . . . it is the Book of the Ages! The Bible is indestructible because, as it promises, “the word of our God stands forever” (Isaiah 40:8). The Bible has been laughed at, scorned, and laws have been made against it. It has been burned, it has been treated as contraband, and yet the Bible stands. God has preserved His Book, a Book that claims to be the very Word of God. Its accuracy demonstrates it is the Word of God. Its supernatural construction verifies it is the Word of God. Its prophetic nature and fulfilled prophecy should be enough to conclude that it is indeed the Word of God. 

			In light of the Bible’s claims, accuracy, construction, and prophecies, one is left with two choices. Either God was involved in inspiring men to write it or He was not. If God was not involved in writing the Bible through various men, then you are left to conclude that either good men or bad men wrote it without God’s help (but how would one define good and bad without the Bible anyway!). If the Bible is the product of good men, then they were really not “good” because they would be liars. Good men would deceive hundreds of times by saying, “Thus says the Lord,” if God was not really inspiring them. And because of what these men wrote, millions of people have died for the claims of Jesus Christ. Such men would not be “good men” but evil men. 

			On the other hand, if the Bible is the product of bad men, it seems highly unlikely that they would write a book that forbids sin, commends good, and condemns their unbelieving lifestyles to an eternity in hell. The only viable alternative is that God wrote this book through the men He chose to write the inspired Word of God.

			One anonymous poem summarizes it well:

			The Holy Bible must have been,

			Inspired of God and not of men.

			I could not if I would, believe 

			That good men wrote it to deceive.

			And bad men could not if they would,

			And surely would not if they could,

			Proceed to write a book so good.

			And certainly no crazy man

			Could e’re conceive its wondrous plan.

			And pray, what other kinds of men

			Than do these three groups comprehend?

			Hence it must be that God inspired,

			The Word which souls of prophets fired. 

			The only question that remains is, “Do you believe that the Bible is the Word of God and therefore the authority for your life?” The Bible is a unique book with a unique message. All of other major religions in the world claim that a person can achieve heaven by how he lives. However, the Bible teaches that man cannot save himself, because the penalty for sin is death (Genesis 2:16–17; Ezekiel 18:20; Romans 6:23). So it is not surprising that the Bible teaches that if good works could save a person then there was no need for Christ to die (Galatians 2:21).This same book informs us that Christ did not have His life taken from Him, but that He gave His life for us (John 10:17–18). It claims that Christ became the substitute for the punishment ours sins deserve (Romans 5:8; 1 Peter 3:18). He then demonstrated His sinlessness, and therefore His ability as an innocent person to take our punishment, when He was resurrected from the dead (Romans 1:4). The message of the Bible is that we cannot earn salvation but that we must receive salvation by placing our faith in Jesus Christ (Ephesians 2:8–9). Jesus Christ did not claim to be a good way to God. He did not even claim to be the best way to God. In the only Book that God ever inspired, He claimed to be the only way to God (John 14:6; Acts 4:12). We must all decide what we will do with the message found in this unique book.
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					6	.		Simon Greenleaf, An Examination of the Testimony of the Four Evangelists by the Rules of Evidence Administered in he Courts of Justice (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book House, 1965). 

				

				
					7	.	For example, Psalm 19:7–11; 119.

				

				
					8	.	Most Christians assume the Apostle Paul was used to give us most of the New Testament because he wrote 11 books. However, the Gospel of Luke and the Book of Acts combined is longer than all of Paul’s letters put together.

				

				
					9	.	William Ramsay, Bearing of Recent Discoveries on the Trustworthiness of the New Testament (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker, 1953), p. 222.

				

				
					10	.	See Matthew 2:16–20.

				

				
					11	.	In 1881 at Abu Habba, Hormuzd Rassam discovered the cylinders of Nabonidus which are now on display in the royal palace in Berlin.

				

				
					12	.	For example, we find them blocking Israel’s path as they sought to enter the Promised Land (Numbers 13:29) and we learn of Uriah the Hittite, whom David sent to his untimely death (2 Samuel 11:21).

				

				
					13	.	Moses in a desert, Solomon in a palace, Paul in a prison, John in exile, etc.

				

				
					14	.	The Old Testament is almost entirely in Hebrew with a handful of chapters written in Aramaic. The New Testament is almost entirely in Greek with a few sentences written in Aramaic.

				

				
					15	.	For instance, Moses was a political leader; Joshua a military leader; David a shepherd; Nehemiah a cupbearer; Solomon a king; Amos a herdsman; Daniel a prime minister; Matthew a tax collector; Luke a medical doctor; Paul a rabbi; and Peter a fisherman.

				

				
					16	.	Samuel Green, “How and Why the Qur’an was Standardized,” Answering-Islam website, accessed April 30, 2012, http://www.answering-islam.org/Green/uthman.htm. 

				

				
					17	.	Zechariah was a prophet from 520 b.c. to 518 b.c. in Jerusalem. 

				

				
					18	.	Nostradamus or Michel de Nostredame (1503–1566) is best known for his book Les Propheties (The Prophecies), the first edition of which appeared in 1555. 

				

				
					19	.	If we believe that God is all-powerful, then we must believe that He has accurately preserved His will for man in the Scriptures as promised in numerous passages like Psalm 119:160; Isaiah 40:8; John 12:48; 2 John 2; and 1 Peter 1:22–25.

				

				
					20	.	See chapter 23 in this book for more on textual criticism.

				

				
					21	.	The Gallic Wars are described by Julius Caesar in his book Commentarii de Bello. 

				

				
					22	.	In Old English our word “Savior” is spelled “Saviour.” The change in spelling that took place over three centuries has not changed or altered the meaning of the word. These are the types of changes reflected between the Dead Sea Scrolls and copies written hundreds of years later.
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