Evidence for Faith Class
First Redeemer Church
Nine Wednesday evenings at 6:30 pm
September 19th through November 14th
Travis Echols, Teacher

Evidence for Faith Class
Arguing for the Bible
Does truth exist? How can we know it?
Does God exist?
What is the historical evidence for
Christianity?

Arguing from the Bible
How should we interpret the Bible?
Why do Christians have different
interpretations?
What does the Bible teach?

Evidence for Faith Class
 Faith and reason (faith and evidence, faith and sight, faith and logic,
God's gift and man's choice, aspects of faith, objections to faith)

 Truth and knowledge (three false views of truth, the undeniable
correspondence view, can we know truth, how we know truth)

 The Existence of God (six arguments for God's existence from

nature) and the Problem of Evil (How can an all-knowing, all-powerful,
all-loving God exist if evil exists?)

 The historical reliability of the New Testament documents and

earlier creeds (authentic? true?) and Jesus of Nazareth (Liar, Lunatic,
or Lord)

 The Bible as the Word of God (inspiration, inerrancy, preservation,
problem texts, translations: textual and translational differences)

 How to interpret the Bible (History of interpretation, objectivity,
hermeneutics, exegesis, and application)

Resources

www.travisechols.com

Evidence for Faith Class
This class is not about how to witness
It’s about understanding the objective
evidence and sound reasoning for
biblical Christianity

Evidence for Faith Class
This understanding can be used for:
1. Strengthening your own faith
2. Strengthening the faith of other
Christians
3. Leading people to and toward Christ
(helping them overcome their intellectual
objections or showing them their issue is
not intellectual)
4. Helping the church be a stronger cultural
influence

Evidence for Faith Class

J. Gresham Machen (1881-1937),
American Presbyterian theologian
and professor of New Testament at
Princeton Seminary between 1906
and 1929

“False ideas are the greatest
obstacles to the reception of the
gospel. We may preach with all
the fervor of a reformer and yet
succeed only in winning a
straggler here and there, if we
permit the whole collective
thought of a nation or of the world
to be controlled by ideas which,
by the resistless force of logic,
prevent Christianity from being
regarded as anything more than a
harmless delusion. Under such
circumstances, what God desires
us to do is to destroy the obstacle
at its root.”

Evidence for Faith Class

William Lane Craig (born 1949),
American philosopher and
Christian apologist

“Christians need to see beyond
their immediate evangelistic
contact to grasp a wider
picture of Western thought and
culture....A person raised in a
cultural mileau in which
Christianity is still seen as an
intellectually viable option will
display an openness to the
gospel which a person who is
secularized will not. For the
secular person you may as well
tell him to believe in fairies or
leprechauns as in Jesus
Christ!"

Evidence for Faith Class
Defending the faith is what Jesus and the
apostles would do if they were here today
That is what they did when they
ministered centuries ago!
• They defended the faith
• They contended for the faith
• They demolished arguments that opposed
the faith
• And they commanded us to do the same
See www.bethinking.org/apologetics/the-need-for-apologetics

Evidence for Faith Class

For the weapons of our warfare are not carnal but mighty in
God for pulling down strongholds, casting down arguments and
every high thing that exalts itself against the knowledge of God,
bringing every thought into captivity to the obedience of Christ
(2Cor 10:4-5)

Evidence for Faith Class

rational
argument
Argument as a
means of rational
persuasion

emotional
argument

Evidence for Faith Class
If there are good, objective reasons
for believing Christianity is true,
wouldn’t it be good for Christians to
know them?

Evidence for Faith Class
Warning:
 We’ll go over a lot of material in a short span of time
 If you’ve not been studying philosophy or
apologetics, it will challenge you intellectually (and
perhaps emotionally)
 I encourage questions and discussion. The purpose
of the class is that we learn from each other
 We will critique each other’s ideas; let’s be Christ-like
in open and honest exchange. Benefit: Iron sharpens
iron.

 Book or Audio Version
 10-part DVD Series From TV
 Study Guide by Geisler and
Jason Jeminez
Other resources at

Short, introductory book
on how to interpret the
Bible

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline
Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament and
Jesus of Nazareth
 The Bible as God’s Word
 Bible Interpretation





Faith and Reason
The word “faith” means different things
to different people
“Faith is believing
what you know ain’t
so.”
Mark Twain

Faith and Reason
The word “faith” means different things
to different people
“Every faith in the world is based on fabrication. That
is the definition of faith―acceptance of that which we
imagine to be true, that which we cannot prove. Every
religion describes God through metaphor, allegory, and
exaggeration, from the early Egyptians through
modern Sunday school. Metaphors are a way to help
our minds process the unprocessible. The problems
arise when we begin to believe literally in our own
metaphors.” Dan Brown, The Da Vinci Code

Faith and Reason
Biblically, the concept of faith is
simple enough for a small child to
grasp (faith is simply belief, trust,
and/or confidence in something or
someone).
Yet a more in-depth study shows
the many facets and layers of faith.
See Faith at www. travisechols.com

Faith and Reason
Biblically, faith is not a blind leap into
the irrational realm.
Faith does not disregard facts.
Believing something does not make it
true.
Rather, faith is believing in a
proposition or person for good reasons.

Faith and Reason
Biblically, in most usages, “faith”
and “belief” have the same meaning.
To believe is to have faith.1 To not believe is
to lack faith.2 The same Greek word in one
of its various forms is used primarily for the
English noun ‘faith’ (πίστις pronounced
‘pistis’) and the corresponding verb
‘believe’ (πιστεύω pronounced ‘pisteuo’).
1Matt

17:20; Mk 11:22; Jn 20:27; Acts 14:22; Rom 4:5, 11, 20;
9:30-10:4; 11:20; 2Cor 4:13; Heb 11:6.
2 Matt 17:20; Jn 20:27; Rom 9:30-10:4

Faith and Reason
Biblically, it is the object of faith that
determines its worth.
The power of effectual, spiritual faith is in its object,
God, not the person who has the faith. God is pleased
when we have faith in him and his word (Rom 10:17;
Acts 14:27; Heb 12:2; 2Pet 1:1). The object of saving
faith is Jesus (Jn 3:16, 18, 36). It is possible to have a
useless faith that is not grounded in objective truth
(1Cor 15:14). Some examples: Faith in one’s faith is
merely faith in man; faith in a lie is deception; and faith
in a god who does not exist is idolatry.

Faith and Reason

Biblically, in most usages, “faith”
and “belief” have the same meaning.
The scriptures state repeatedly that the requirement to
receive salvation is faith (or to believe)
Faith: Acts 15:9; Rom 3:22, 25, 28; 3:30; 4:5, 9, 11, 13, 16; 5:1,
2; 9:30 10:6; 11:20; Gal 2:16; 3:2, 7, 8, 9, 11, 14; 22, 24, 26; Eph
2:8; Phil 3:9; 2Tim 3:15; 1Pet 1:9
Believe: Luke 8:12; John 1:7, 12; 3:15, 16, 18, 36; 5:24; 6:35,
40, 47; 4:39, 41; 7:31, 38, 39; 8:24, 30; 10:42; 11:25, 26, 45;
12:37, 46; 20:31; Acts 8:37; 9:42; 10:43; 11:17; 13:39; 14:1;
16:31; 18:8; Rom 1:16; 3:22, 26; 4:3, 5, 11, 24; 10:9, 10; 1Cor
15:1-4; Gal 2:16; 3:6, 22; Eph 1:13; 2Thes 1:10; 2:12; 1Tim
1:16; Heb 10:39; 1Pet 2:6; 1John 5:1, 5, 10, 13; 20:31

Faith and Reason
Salvation is by grace through faith
Faith is not the ground or basis of salvation; the grace
of God exhibited in the life, death, and resurrection of
Christ is. God ordained that the eternal benefits of
Christ's gracious work be received by faith (2Thes
2:13). In accordance with this divine plan, God gave
spiritual blessings to the believing elect in Christ
before the world began (Eph 1:1-4; 2Tim 1:9). They
receive these benefits and are saved in time after
hearing and believing the gospel (Jn 5:24; Eph 1:13;
2:11-13; Col 1:21; Gal 3:26-28; Eph 1:13).

Faith and Reason

Biblically, faith is a gift of God

God purposed to save sinners before the world began. Jesus, God's precious, elect One, was
foreordained to be a lamb slain before the world began (1Pet 1:18-2:6; Rev 13:8). God
ordained spiritual blessings to be in Christ and through Christ (Eph 1:4-7). God also ordained
that the eternal benefits of Christ's gracious work be received by faith in Christ (2Thes 2:13).
God chose the elect in Christ before the world began (Eph 1:4; 2Tim 1:9; Matt 25:34). Election
is in accordance with God's foreknowledge of the elect believers (Rom 8:29-33; 1Pet 1:2). God
founded and nurtured a nation, Israel, through which His Son would come (Galatians 3-4).
Many promises in figures and explicit predictions were given to this nation, pointing to better
things to come in Christ (Romans 15:8; Colossians 2:17; Hebrews 9:9, 23; 10:1). In the fullness
of time, God's Son came to the world and lived a sinless life, died for the sins of the world, and
rose again from the dead. After Jesus' ascension, God sent the Holy Spirit to testify of Christ
and build His church (John 15:26; Matt 16:18). God calls (1Pet 5:10), reproves (John 16:8),
invites (Rev 22:17), draws (John 6:44; 12:32-33), leads (Rom 2:4), guides (Acts 8:31), reasons
with (Isa 1:18; Acts 17:2; 18:4; 18:19; 24:25), preaches to (Rom 10:13-15; 1Cor 1:21), exhorts
(Acts 2:40), testifies (1Jn 4:14), teaches (Col 1:28), persuades (Acts 28:23; 2Cor 5:11),
beseeches (2Cor 5:20), convinces (Titus 1:9), and warns (Ezek 3:18-19; 33:7-8; Col 1:28)
sinners. God hereby gives repentance and faith through His goodness, His word, His Spirit
and His children, revealing who Jesus is, opening sinners' hearts to Christ (2Tim 2:25; Rev
2:21; Heb 12:2; Acts 14:27; 16:14; Matt 16:16-17; Acts 16:14). No sinner can have faith in God
without God. God is the author and finisher of spiritually effectual faith (Rom 10:17; Acts
14:27; Heb 12:2; 2Pet 1:1).

Faith and Reason

Biblically, faith is man’s choice

God ordained spiritual blessings to be in Christ and through Christ (Eph 1:4-7). God also
ordained that the eternal benefits of Christ's gracious work be received by faith in Christ
(2Thes 2:13). In accordance with this divine plan, God gave spiritual blessings to the believing
elect in Christ before the world began (Eph 1:1-4; 2Tim 1:9). They receive these benefits and
are saved in time after hearing and believing the gospel (Jn 5:24; Eph 1:13; 2:11-13; Col 1:21;
Gal 3:26-28; Eph 1:13). Before faith, they are described as being in Adam, enemies of God,
dead in trespasses and sins, by nature the children of wrath, without Christ, being aliens from
the commonwealth of Israel, and strangers from the covenants of promise, having no hope,
without God in the world, and afar off (Rom 5:10; 1Cor 15:22; Eph 2:1-13; Col 1:21). God so
loved the world he gave His only-begotten Son to be the propitiation for the sins of the whole
world (Jn 3:16; 1Jn 2:2; Heb 2:9). God offers salvation to all people, commanding them to
repent toward God and believe on the Lord Jesus Christ (Matt 28:19-20; Mk 16:16; Acts 17:30;
20:21). God holds sinners responsible for having faith in Christ, since faith is the only
acceptable response to His grace (Rom 4:16). God does not believe for sinners. God does not
force faith or the desire for faith upon sinners against their wills (Gen 4:6,7; Joshua 24:15;
1Kings 18:21; Eze 18:20-32; Matt 11:20; 23:37; Luke 7:30; 12:48; Acts 7:51; 17:30; Rev 22:17).
God calls sinners to believe and is angry with them and condemns them for their lack of
repentance and faith (Matt 11:20-22; Mk 11:22; 16:16; Jn 3:16, 18, 36; Jn 4:4-29; 16:9; Rom
1:18-2:8; 3:3-18; 9:30-33; 1Pet 4:17-18; 2Thes 1:4-9; 2:9-12; Heb 2:1-4; 3:7-13; 10:22-31). God
desires for all people to believe and be saved (Isa 5:1-4; Eze 18:32; 33:11; Jn 3:16; 2Pet 3:9;
1Tim 2:4).

Faith and Reason
Three essential components of
saving faith
1. Understanding—the content of faith, the data,
that must be grasped
2. Assent—the conviction that a certain
proposition is true
3. Trust—the positive disposition of the soul or
mind

Faith and Reason
Three essential components of
saving faith

More cognitive

1. Understanding—the content of
faith, the data, that must be
grasped
2. Assent—the conviction that a
certain proposition is true

More
volitional and
affective

3. Trust—the positive disposition of
the soul or mind

Faith and Reason
Choice in the three essential
components of saving faith
We must choose to
expose and open
our minds to
understand it
We must choose
to open our minds
to accept it to be
true
We must choose
to commit
ourselves to it

1. Understanding—the content of
faith, the data, that must be
grasped
2. Assent—the conviction that a
certain proposition is true
3. Trust—the positive disposition of
the soul or mind

Faith and Reason
Three essential components of faith
Understanding
Assent
Trust
As a person responds to the Holy Spirit’s influence by being
open to understand and believe, and deciding to trust and obey,
a deeper understanding is gained, which makes a deeper trust
possible, resulting in a beautiful cycle of spiritual growth .

Faith and Reason
Assent and Trust
Heb 11:6 But without faith it
is impossible to please Him,
for he who comes to God
must believe that He is, and
that He is a rewarder of
those who diligently seek
Him.

Assent—belief that
Trust– belief in

Faith and Reason
Biblical faith involves the whole
person (Prov 3:5; Joel 2:12; etc)
Mind: Faith without works deceives us and is
dead (James 1-2) and knowledge without love
puffs up (1Cor 8:1)
Will: Will worship, self discipline, and good
works without the right motive doesn’t please
God (Col 2:23; Matt 7:23)
Emotion: Zeal without knowledge can be easily
misguided, leading to confusion and error
(Rom 10:2; 1Cor 14:32-33)

Faith and Reason
Three types of objections to faith
Intellectual: problem of evil, science
Emotional: exclusivity, hell
Volitional: autonomy, love of sin

Faith and Reason
Emotional doubt

Os Guiness, author, social
critic, and Christian apologist

"The problem is not that reason attacks
faith but that the emotions overwhelm
reason as well as faith, and it is
impossible for reason to dissuade
them…vivid imagination, changing
moods, erratic feelings, intense
reactions rise up and overpower the
understanding of faith. Out-voted, outgunned, faith is pressed back and
hemmed in by the unruly mob of raging
emotions that only a while earlier were
quiet, orderly citizens of the
personality.”

Faith and Reason
Faith can be without physical sight
But faith is not without reason

Faith and Reason
Faith can be without physical sight
Generally, spiritual faith is believing what cannot be physically
seen. While seeing leads to believing, there can be good reasons
for having faith without seeing. The apostles had faith in Jesus
whom they saw (Jn 20:29; Acts 1:3; 4:20; 9:27; 13:31; 1Cor 9:1;
1Cor 15:7-8; 1Jn 1:1). Christians since that time have faith in
Jesus whom they have not seen (Jn 20:29; 1Pet 1:8; 2Cor 5:7),
based on the eye-witness testimony of those who did see.
Because eternal verities are largely invisible to the physical
senses, faith in God’s word is described as the substance of
things hoped for, the evidence of things not seen (Heb 11:1). Until
we see him face to face (1Cor 13:12; 1Jn 3:2; Heb 12:14; Rev
22:4), we walk by faith, not by sight (2Cor 5:7).

Faith and Reason
But faith is not without reason
Faith and reason work together. God has given convincing
reasons for people to have faith in him: natural revelation
(i.e., nature and conscience) (Psalm 19:1; Rom 1:18-22;
2:14-15), historical evidences (Acts 1:1-3; 2:32; 3:15; 5:3032; 10:39-41; 1Cor 15:3-8), confirming miracles (Isa 7:14; Jn
2:18-21; 20:30-31; Acts 2:22; 2Cor 12:12; Heb 2:4), and
fulfilled prophecies (Isa 53; Dan 9:26; Luke 21:6; Jn 2:1821; 1Cor 15:3-4). God uses reasoning to persuade people to
have faith in him (Isa 1:18; Mark 11:22; Acts 17:2; 18:4, 19,
28; 19:26; 27:25; 1Cor 14:24; 2Cor 5:11; Titus 1:9).

Faith and Reason
But faith is not without reason
"Come now, and let us reason together," Says the LORD,
"Though your sins are like scarlet, They shall be as white
as snow; Though they are red like crimson, They shall be
as wool.” (Isa 1:18)
And he reasoned in the synagogue every sabbath, and
persuaded the Jews and the Greeks (Acts 18:4)

Faith and Reason
Paul’s account to King Agrippa of
Jesus’ words to him
Acts 26:15 "So I said, ‘Who are You, Lord?’ And He said,
‘I am Jesus, whom you are persecuting.
16 ‘But rise and stand on your feet; for I have appeared to
you for this purpose, to make you a minister and a witness
both of the things which you have seen and of the things
which I will yet reveal to you.
17 ‘I will deliver you from the Jewish people, as well as
from the Gentiles, to whom I now send you,
18 ‘to open their eyes, in order to turn them from darkness
to light, and from the power of Satan to God, that they may
receive forgiveness of sins and an inheritance among those
who are sanctified by faith in Me.’
19 "Therefore, King Agrippa, I was not disobedient to the
heavenly vision…

Faith and Reason
From the book Come Let Us Reason
“God is rational, and has created us
as rational beings.”
“Logic really means putting your
thoughts in order.”
“Logic is the study of right reason
or valid inferences and the attending
fallacies, formal and informal.”

THE LAW OF NON-CONTRADICTION
HELPS US DISCOVER WHAT IS FALSE

Opposite ideas cannot both be true
at the same time and in the same sense.

THE EARTH IS
ROUND

THE EARTH IS
NOT ROUND

THE LAW OF NON-CONTRADICTION

Oxford Professor
John Lennox

God Exists!

THEY CAN’T
BOTH
BE RIGHT!

Oxford Professor
Richard Dawkins

God Does
NOT Exist!

THE LAW OF NON-CONTRADICTION
The Law Of
Noncontradiction Is
Undeniable
Even those who
deny it… use it.

THE LAW OF NON-CONTRADICTION
“Anyone who denies the law of
non-contradiction should be
beaten and burned until he
admits that to be beaten is not
the same as not to be beaten, and
to be burned is not the same as
not to be burned.”
(Avicenna, Great Medieval Philosopher)

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence
God gives sufficient evidence for people to have
faith in him. Faith in God from general revelation
(the creation) can lead us to have faith in God‘s
special revelation (Christ and the Bible). If God
exists, miracles are possible.

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence

GENERAL
REVELATION

SPECIAL

REVELATION

Faith and Reason
General Revelation is God’s
revelation of Himself in nature to
everyone

For the invisible things of him from the creation of the world are clearly
seen, being understood by the things that are made, even his eternal
power and Godhead; so that they are without excuse: (Rom 1:20)

Faith and Reason

Some things from general revelation
we must first accept in order to
understand the Bible

 The reality of the physical world outside of our minds
 That our senses are generally reliable (even to see/hear the
words of the Bible)
 The difference between things (e.g., earth, man, tree, stars)
 The basic laws of logic
 A correct concept of God (e.g., Does God literally have wings
and feathers [Ps 91:4]?)
 That the Bible has an objective meaning the author(s)
intended
 That the Bible was written/translated in a language we can
understand
 The correct use of history and language
 The correct starting method of interpreting the Bible (this
cannot come from the Bible)

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence
The historical evidence regarding Jesus
the cross,
the empty tomb,
and the post-mortem appearances,
can lead us to believe in Jesus’ miraculous
resurrection (1Cor 15:1-9).

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence
Jn 20:27 Then He said to Thomas, "Reach your finger here,
and look at My hands; and reach your hand here, and put it
into My side. Do not be unbelieving, but believing."
28 And Thomas answered and said to Him, "My Lord and my
God!"
29 Jesus said to him, "Thomas, because you have seen Me,
you have believed. Blessed are those who have not seen
and yet have believed.”
[Wait, is Jesus saying that believing “without evidence” is
better than believing based on evidence? The very next verse
shows us the answer is no. ]
30 And truly Jesus did many other signs in the presence of
His disciples, which are not written in this book;

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence
Acts 1:1 The former account I made, O
Theophilus, of all that Jesus began both to do and
teach,
2 until the day in which He was taken up, after He
through the Holy Spirit had given commandments
to the apostles whom He had chosen,
3 to whom He also presented Himself alive after
His suffering by many infallible proofs, being seen
by them during forty days and speaking of the
things pertaining to the kingdom of God.

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence
Jn 10:37 "If I do not do the works of My Father, do
not believe Me;
38 but if I do, though you do not believe Me,
believe the works, that you may know and believe
that the Father is in Me, and I in Him."

Faith and Reason
The gospel itself is laden with evidence

Burial is
evidence
that he died
Post-mortem
appearances
are evidence
that he rose

1Cor 15:1 MOREOVER, brethren, I declare to you the
gospel which I preached to you, which also you have
received, and wherein you stand; 2 By which also you
are saved, if you keep in memory what I preached to
you, unless you have believed in vain.
3 For I delivered to you first of all that which I also
received, how that
Christ died for our sins according to the scriptures;
4 And that he was buried, and that
he rose again the third day according to the scriptures:
5 And that he was seen of Cephas, then of the twelve:
6 After that, he was seen of above five hundred brethren
at once; of whom the greater part remain to this present,
but some are fallen asleep. 7 After that, he was seen of
James; then of all the apostles. 8 And last of all he was
seen of me also, as of one born out of due time.

Faith and Reason

I heard someone say the other day that scripture is powerful to change a person
and therefore apologetic arguments are not needed.
This is erroneous thinking. The word of God is indeed powerful and sufficient
(Heb 4:12; 2Tim 3:16), but it is only effectual to those who believe it (Rom 1:16).
The seed is fruitful when sowed on good ground (Luke 8:5-15). The context of
Hebrews 4:12 is an admonition and warning for the Hebrews not to sin as their
*unbelieving* ancestors did, making the word unprofitable to them.
Apologetics reasoning and evidence are offered for the very purpose of
showing unbelievers that the gospel is true and should be believed. Jesus and
the apostles are making these kind of arguments throughout the Bible.
Acts 17 is a great example of Paul making the case of the gospel before an
unbelieving audience at Mars Hill. Notice his lines of evidence are different than
when he is reasoning in the synagogues with the Jews (Acts 17:2; 18:4).
Likewise, Jesus reasoned differently with the woman at the well (Jn 4) than he
did with Nicodemus (Jn 3), than he did with the the Jewish religious leaders.
A person can't *trust in* Jesus without first believing *that* Jesus' claims and
works are indeed factual.
With that being said, no person can believe without the word. Faith comes by
hearing and hearing by the word. Jesus and the word are the object of real
saving faith.

Faith and Reason
Faith is supported by evidence

James "Jim" Warner Wallace is
an American homicide detective
and Christian apologist

Faith and Reason
1. Truth corresponds to reality and is objective, universal and
knowable.
2. There are many good reasons from nature to believe that God
exists.
3. If God exists, miracles are possible.
4. The New Testament documents are historically reliable.
5. The best explanation of the historically-established facts
regarding Jesus of Nazareth is that he miraculously rose from
the dead as he promised, verifying that he was the unique Son of
God from heaven as he claimed to be.
6. If Jesus is the Son of God from heaven, his high view of
scripture as the Word of God is correct and should be accepted.

Faith and Reason
We investigated Hinduism
and Christianity and we
found that…
Hindusim = fake
and
Christianity = real
Sri Ganesh

Faith and Reason
“After studying the historical origins of

the Christian faith, I came to these
conclusions: that Jesus died on the
cross is as certain as anything
historical can be; that he rose from the
dead is by far the best explanation of
the events surrounding his death; and
that Jesus claimed to be God is the best
explanation for the immediate Christian
proclamation of Jesus’ deity. Putting it
all together: Jesus claimed to be God,
and he proved it by rising from the
dead. The case for Christianity is
Nabeel Qureshi is the author of the
powerful. Despite my ardent desire to
New York Times bestselling No God
believe in Islam, I had to admit that
but One: Allah or Jesus?, the follow-up
history was in favor of Christian claims,
to his bestseller Seeking Allah, Finding
and even more reluctantly, that it
Jesus, the only book ever to win
challenged Islamic teachings.”
Christian Book Awards for both "Best
New Author" and "Best Nonfiction."

Faith and Reason
Christianity is
incomparable as
an intellectually
rich and robust
faith. Why would
Christians want to
dumb it down?
Mr 12:30 And you shall love the LORD your
God with all your heart, with all your soul, with
all your mind, and with all your strength.

Evidence for Faith Class
First Redeemer Church
Nine Wednesday evenings at 6:30 pm
September 19th through November 14th
Travis Echols, Teacher

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline









Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence
The problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament
Jesus of Nazareth
The Bible as God’s Word
Bible Interpretation

W H AT I S T R U T H ?
You can’t handle
the Truth!
TRUTH IS…

Telling it like it is!

All Truth is Absolute
Something that is
true is true
for All Persons
at All Times
in All Places!

Objections to Absolute Truth

Your Greatest Tool in
Answering These Objections:

Apply the claim to itself!
Example . . .

If someone were to say…
“I can’t speak a
word in English.”

“Didn’t he say
that in English?”

We call this…
“The Road Runner Tactic”

Because the person making the
claim has no ground to stand on.

The Road Runner Tactic

“There is no truth.”

“Is that true?”

The Road Runner Tactic

“There is no such thing as absolute truth!”

“Are you absolutely sure?”

The Road Runner Tactic
“It’s true for you but not for me!”

“Is that true for everybody?”

The Road Runner Tactic

“There is no truth in anything but science.”

“Is that a scientific truth?”

The Road Runner Tactic

“You ‘Kant’ know the real world.”

“Then how do you
know that about the real world?”

The Road Runner Tactic
“You should doubt everything.”

“Should I doubt that?”

The Road Runner Tactic
“You ought not judge.”

“Isn’t that a judgment?”

The Road Runner Tactic
“All religious beliefs are true.”

“My religious belief is that all religious
beliefs are not true. Is my belief true?”

Ludwig Wittgenstein

“All God-talk is
meaningless!”

“Is that ‘God–talk’
meaningless?”

David Hume

Enlightenment thinker (modernist)

“Only self-evident or
empirically-verifiable
claims are meaningful!”

“Is that claim self-evident
or empirically verifiable?”

Postmodern Claim
“ That’s just your interpretation!”

“Is that just your interpretation?”

The Road Runner Tactic
“You shouldn’t impose your
moral views on others.”

“Is that your moral view?”

Immanuel Kant

Enlightenment thinker (modernist)

“You ‘Kant’ know
the real world!”

“Then how do you know
the real world is there?”

There is nothing but phenomena
from the real world in my brain.
It’s not the real world in itself.

But in order for Kant to distinguish
between the phenomena in his
mind and the real world, he must
be able to see (know) both. But he
claims knowing the real world is
impossible!

THE TRUTH ABOUT TRUTH
1. Truth is discovered, not invented
2. Truth is transcultural
3. Truth is unchanging even though
our beliefs about truth change
4. Truth is not affected by the
attitude of the one professing it
5. All truths are absolute truths

THE TRUTH ABOUT TRUTH
1. Contrary beliefs are possible,
but contrary truths are not
possible.
2. You can believe everything is
true, but everything can’t be true.
3. Objective truth can’t be denied
without being affirmed.

T H R E E FA L S E V I E W S O F T R U T H
1. Pragmatic - Truth is what works
2. Coherence - Truth is what doesn’t
contradict itself
3. Intentional – Truth is based on the
intention in the mind
Note: all of these views presuppose the
Correspondence view of truth:
Truth corresponds with what is real
(this view is undeniable and foundational)
Mauser, Reading to Grow, p 86

The Correspondence view of truth:
Truth corresponds with what is real

Aristotle, Greek Philosopher
(384–322 B.C.)

“To say of what is
that it is not,
or of what is not
that it is, is false,
while to say of what is
that it is,
and of what is not
that it is not,
is true.”

• This is just a story, not an argument
• As an argument if fails
• Truth is NOT relative to the individual;
otherwise we wouldn’t know the blind
men were mistaken
• The relativist accepts the objective truth
of the person who says it is an elephant!

The Bottom Line:
The relativist
believes
everyone is blind
but him!

Truth and Knowledge
Why believe Christianity is the one and only
true faith? Why can’t all religions be true?
They contradict on core issues: God, man, sin,
Jesus, salvation, heaven, hell, creation

In Christianity, God is transcendent and immanent, all people need
salvation, Jesus is truly God and truly man, Jesus died for the sins of
the world, Jesus rose bodily from the grave, and salvation is only by the
grace of Christ through faith in Christ—not by works

Truth and Knowledge
Dick Keyes: Pluralism , Relativism, and Tolerance
 Pluralism is a social fact that we must
accept
 Relativism is a philosophical doctrine we
must resist
 Tolerance is an attitude of respect and
civility we should strive for

https://www.bethinking.org/truth/pluralism-relativism-and-tolerance

Truth and Knowledge

Greg Koukl
The Bankruptcy of
Relativism

Moral relativists can’t
• complain about evil
• accuse others of wrong
doing
• demand justice or
fairness
• promote tolerance (since
tolerance is a moral
obligation)
Tolerance only makes
sense to an objectivist

Order of the Disciplines
Hermeneutics:
How do we understand what is communicated?
Linguistics:
How do we communicate what we know?
Epistemology:
How do we know that which is?
Metaphysics:
What is that which is?
Reality:
That which is.

Truth and Knowledge
Acts of the
Intellect
Concepts
Judgments
Reasoning

Elements of Logic
Terms
Propositions
Arguments

Truth and Knowledge

Dr. Richard Howe

Professor Emeritus of
Philosophy and Apologetics,
President of the International
Society of Christian
Apologetics (ISCA)

Concepts correspond to terms
“The first act of the intellect is
simple apprehension in our
sensory encounter with the
sensible world. At this level, the
term ‘true’ doesn’t make sense.
We don’t say that “blue” is true
or that “sweet” is true. This first
act of the intellect gives rise to
concepts.”

Truth and Knowledge
Judgments correspond to
propositions

Dr. Richard Howe

Professor Emeritus of
Philosophy and Apologetics,
President of the International
Society of Christian
Apologetics (ISCA)

“The second act of the intellect is
judgment. As knowers we make
judgments about things by means of
the relationships of the concepts
(which come about in the intellect by
means of the first act). These
relationships are cast in the form of
propositions. “The sky is blue” now
becomes something that is either true
or false. Though neither the concept
“sky” nor the concept “blue” are true
in and of themselves, the judgment of
the proposition does have a truth
value.”

Truth and Knowledge
Reasoning corresponds to
arguments

Dr. Richard Howe

Professor Emeritus of
Philosophy and Apologetics,
President of the International
Society of Christian
Apologetics (ISCA)

“The third act of the intellect (in some
text books) is reasoning by means of
arguments. Here the knower moves
from propositions to conclusions.
“The sky is blue. All blue things are
beautiful. Therefore, the sky is
beautiful.” Here, too, the terms ‘know’
or ‘knowledge’ are used. We certainly
“know” the conclusion of this
argument. But, again, it is not
referring to the first act of the
intellect.”

Truth and Knowledge
Today, Christians are often
viewed as having only
preferences and opinions.
But Christianity is about
truth and the knowledge of
God

J. P. Moreland,
American philosopher, theologian,
and Christian apologist

Truth and Knowledge
We Can Know
1. We can know some things to be true.
Note: Truth corresponds with reality. This correspondence view
of truth is undeniable since any denial would imply that it (the
denial) corresponds to reality.
2. We cannot know all truth (We are not omniscient).
3. Our knowledge is fallible (We have fallible minds and
therefore can be mistaken).

Truth and Knowledge
4. We can know some truths with personal certainty and some
truths beyond a reasonable doubt. (Insisting on logical
philosophical certainty for all knowledge demands too much
and is not livable). Confidence in knowledge is in degrees. Some
things we know more confidently than others. Typically, the
more confident we are in a particular belief, the less open we are
to consider counter-claims. But being confident (and thus not
neutral) does not mean we cannot be objective. Being
inquisitive, thorough, honest, rational, humble, and teachable
are intellectual virtues that tend to cultivate true knowledge and
minimizes of self-deception.
5. We can know things to be true without necessarily knowing
how we know them to be true.

Truth and Knowledge
The foundation of knowledge
The self-evident reality of the physical world (including myself
and other people), and the resultant first principles of thought
(i.e., the basic laws of logic: law of identity, law of noncontradiction, law of excluded middle, law of cause and effect)
which are actually undeniable and/or existentially necessary to
live.

This knowledge foundation avoids 1) circular
reasoning which is a fallacy and 2) an infinite
regress in which no knowledge could be obtained
Self-evident truths are a necessary but insufficient
test for a worldview

Truth and Knowledge
Knowledge can come through sound

reason (using logic)

 Faith and reason can work together (there are good reasons to
believe some things).
 Deductive reasoning guarantees the conclusion from the
premises, often arguing from the general to the particulars.
 Inductive reasoning makes the conclusion more probable than
its competitors, often arguing from the particulars to the general.
Reasoning alone is a necessary but insufficient test for a worldview.
Logic can only demonstrate what is possibly real, not what is actually
real. (i.e., Logic alone can refute a self-contradictory truth claim, but it
cannot validate an internally consistent truth claim). Also, the first
principles of reasoning cannot be explained by reasoning. Insisting on
a “why” for first principles denies that they are first principles and
instead leads to an infinite regress in which no knowledge is possible.

Truth and Knowledge

Knowledge can come through direct sense
five senses).

experience (the

 Our sense perception is generally reliable.
 Natural sciences obtain knowledge from sensory information.
 The scientific method uses the inductive method of reasoning
to draw conclusions from particulars observed by the senses.
Knowledge by sensory experience is a necessary test for a worldview.
Regardless of how universal concepts get into the intellect, natural
evidence does not interpret itself; an accurate interpretation of the data
demands honesty and right rules of reasoning. Sense data can also
provide knowledge of that which is beyond the empirical realm (e.g.,
scientific data indicating a beginning for the universe demands a
transcendent, supernatural cause. Some immaterial things that cannot be
grounded or explained by the reductionist view of naturalism are mind,
consciousness, life meaning and purpose, free will, laws of logic, the
existence and applicability of mathematics, music, love, beauty, humor,
moral values, principles of justice, human dignity and worth, personal
identity and responsibility.

Truth and Knowledge
Knowledge can come through personal religious

experience.

 Awareness of transcendence from ordinary experience (e.g.,
beauty, goodness, complexity/design)
 Supernatural experience (e.g., transformed life, answered
prayer)
 Personal manifestation of divine presence (e.g., a sense of
communion, indwelling, gifting, empowering)
Knowledge by personal religious experience is a legitimate but
insufficient test for a worldview. Personal experience is not selfinterpreting. An independent, objective truth source is needed to
understand the meaning of subjective experience. Without an objective
truth source by which to judge experience, no experientially-based
truth claim could ever be considered wrong.

Truth and Knowledge
Knowledge can come through reliable sources.
 We cannot reason and experience everything.
 Much of what we know is based on trust in the
word/testimony of others (e.g., scientific data, historical
events, facts from foreign locations).
 Trust is generally established/strengthened by the prestige
of the authority’s credentials, number of authorities who
hold belief, and persistence of belief.
 We can have objective and adequate knowledge about the
past through the testimony of reliable sources.
Knowledge from a reliable source is a legitimate but insufficient test for
a worldview. Other knowledge sources must be used to justify the
source to be reliable and adjudicate between authorities when they
disagree. Historical facts and their meaning are not self-interpreting,
but are understood within the context of the interpreter’s overall
worldview.

Truth and Knowledge
A Christian can have a body of knowledge that is
logically, experientially, and spiritually robust,
supported by four elements of knowledge, working
together, not isolated, and grounded upon the self
evident reality of the physical world and the first
principles of thought (basic logic) apart from which
there could be no knowledge

A body
of truth that is
logically, experientially, and
spiritually robust is supported by four
elements of knowledge, working together (not
isolated), and grounded by foundational principles
which must be accepted for any knowledge to be possible.

Truth and Knowledge
The Four Pillars of Knowledge
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reasoning. Insisting on a “why” for
first principles denies that they are
first principles and instead leads to
an infinite regress in which no
knowledge is possible.

authorities when they disagree.
Historical facts and their meaning are
not self-interpreting, but are
understood within the context of the
interpreter’s overall worldview.

5. We can know things to be true without necessarily knowing
how we know them to be true.

The self-evident reality of the physical world (including myself and other people), and the resultant first principles of thought
(i.e., the basic laws of logic: law of identity, law of non-contradiction, law of excluded middle, law of cause and effect) which
are actually undeniable and/or existentially necessary to live. (See http://studies.travisechols.com/We can know.pdf)

My Sources

Truth and Knowledge

Howe, Richard. Personal conversations
Fernandes, Phil. Introduction to Philosophy, Introduction to Apologetics, Advanced
Apologetics. MP3 lecture series from
http://www.apologetics315.com/2008/03/ultimate-apologetics-mp3-audio-page.html
Dew Jr., James and Foreman, Mark. How Do We Know? Intervarsity Press 2014
Gilson, Etienne. Methodical Realism. Ignatius Press 2011
Geisler, Norman. Christian Apologetics. Baker Academic 1976, 2013
Geisler, Norman, and Feinberg, Paul. Introduction to Philosophy: A Christian
Philosophy. Baker books 1980
Groothuis, Douglas. Apologetics. MP3 lecture series from
http://www.apologetics315.com/2008/03/ultimate-apologetics-mp3-audio-page.html
And lecture notes from http://www.relyonchrist.com/lecture.htm
Moreland, J.P. and Craig, William Lane. Philosophical Foundations for a Christian
Worldview. Intervarsity Press 2003

Truth and Knowledge

Evidence for Faith Class
First Redeemer Church
Nine Wednesday evenings at 6:30 pm
September 19th through November 14th
Travis Echols, Teacher

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline
Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament and
Jesus of Nazareth
 The Bible as God’s Word
 Bible Interpretation





Does God Exist?

Theistic God

Judaism
Christianity
Islam

Zen
Buddhism
Hinduism
New Age

Religious
Humanism

Arguments for God’s Existence
Tools of philosophical arguments:
 A proposition is a sentence that affirms or denies something.
 A premise is a proposition that supports a conclusion.
 A conclusion is a proposition supported by premises.
 A syllogism is the format for deductive arguments that aids
in the analysis of the relationships between propositions.
Deductive arguments are not limited to two premises;
however, a syllogism is always two premises followed by a
conclusion.

Arguments for God’s Existence
Tools of philosophical arguments:
Propositions are either true or false. A deductive argument
guarantees the conclusion from the premises, and often infers
from the general to particulars. Deductive arguments are either
valid or invalid. A valid argument has the proper deductive form
(the conclusion is necessary from the premises), but the
premises could be false. Deductive arguments are also sound
or unsound. A sound argument has a valid deductive form and
true premises. For example,
All men are mortal
Socrates is a man
Therefore, Socrates is mortal

Arguments for God’s Existence
Tools of philosophical arguments:
An inductive argument is probabilistic--the conclusion is not
guaranteed from the premises--and often infers from particulars
to the general. Inductive arguments are either strong or weak. A
strong argument is considered to be greater than 50% but less
than 100% probable, based on the premises. An argument
could be strong but the premises be false. Inductive arguments
are also reliable or unreliable. A reliable argument is a strong
inductive argument with true/acceptable premises. For
example,
The sun has risen every day of my life
Therefore, the sun will rise tomorrow

Arguments for God’s Existence
God is the best explanation of the origin of the universe.
(1) If the universe began to exist, then the universe has a
transcendent cause.
(2) The universe began to exist.
(3) Therefore, the universe has a transcendent cause.
God is the best explanation of objective moral values and
duties in the world.
(1) If God did not exist, objective moral values and duties would
not exist.
(2) Objective moral values and duties exist.
(3) Therefore, God exists.
Source: William Lane Craig from his Rosenberg debate

Arguments for God’s Existence
God is the best explanation of the fine-tuning of the universe
for intelligent life.
(1) The fine-tuning of the universe is due to either physical
necessity, chance, or design.
(2) It is not due to physical necessity or chance.
(3) Therefore, it is due to design.
God is the best explanation for why the universe exists.*
(1) Everything that exists is either receiving its existence from
another or it necessarily exists by virtue of its essence.
(2) Physical reality can either exist or not exist and therefore
does not exist by virtue of its essence.
(3) Therefore, there must be something that exists by virtue of
its essence, sustaining the existence of all other things.
Sources: William Lane Craig from his Rosenberg debate
*Thomas Aquinas via Ratio Christ pamphlet What if Christianity is Actually
True? How Can We Know and Why Does it Matter?

Arguments for God’s Existence
God is the best explanation of intentional states of
consciousness in the world.
(1) If God did not exist, intentional states of consciousness
would not exist.
(2) But intentional states of consciousness do exist.
(3) Therefore, God exists.
God is the best explanation of the applicability of mathematics
to the physical world.
(1) If God did not exist, the applicability of mathematics would
be a happy coincidence.
(2) The applicability of mathematics is not a happy coincidence.
(3) Therefore, God exists.
Source: William Lane Craig from his Rosenberg debate

I Don’t Have Enough
Faith to be an Atheist

The Cosmological Argument

Cosmological
BEGINNING: Argument
Teleological
DESIGN: Argument
Moral
MORALITY: Argument

The number of past events is finite. An actual
infinite number cannot exist in the concrete
(outside the mind) but only in the abstract.
The absurdities when dealing with infinity
demonstrates this truth. For example, what is
infinity minus infinity? Infinity! What is infinity
minus 1,000,000,000? Infinity! What about
infinity minus 8? Still infinity! Infinity is a
concept only. An actual infinite set cannot
exist as shown by the contradictory results
when applying mathematics.

You cannot traverse the whole beginningless
past. You never would arrive at now. Yet here
we are now. You can always add one more
number, so you never arrive by adding one
more event; thus future infinity is not
obtainable. If future infinity is potential and not
traversable, infinity past is too. Whatever
negative number you start with, just add one
more negative number.

“Almost everyone now believes
that the universe, and time itself,
had a beginning at the Big Bang.”
“With the proof now in place,
cosmologists can no longer hide
behind the possibility of a pasteternal universe. There is now
no escape, they have to face the
problem of a cosmic beginning.”

ECOND LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS
NIVERSE IS EXPANDING
ADIATION AFTERGLOW
REAT GALAXY SEEDS
INSTEIN’S GENERAL RELATIVITY

ECOND LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS

Thermodynamics—study of matter and energy
1st law is total amount of energy in the universe is constant
2nd law-- usable energy is being converted to unusable energy

Usable energy is being used up—(athiests’ eschatology: no light,
no heat, no life). This tendency toward disorder and equilibrium
(because there are more disorderly states than orderly) is called
entropy
The argument is that the universe would have already run down by
now if it was infinite. It had to be wound up a finite time ago for it to
not be wound down by now.
2nd law applies to closed systems where no new energy is being fed
into it. According to atheism, the universe is a closed system.

NIVERSE IS EXPANDING

In 1929, astronomer Edwin Hubble observed that the
other galaxies are moving away from us
If the galaxies are moving apart, then previously they
must have been closer together
The extrapolation back in time would be a singularity
of infinite density in the finite past, which constitutes
the edge or boundary of spacetime itself, beyond
which is literally nothing

“…astronomical
evidence leads to a
biblical view of the
origin of the world….
the essential element
in the astronomical
and biblical accounts
of Genesis is the same.”
Robert Jastrow
Founder of NASA’s Goddard
Institute of Space Studies

(Jastrow, God and the Astronomers, 14.)

Arno Penzias – “The best data we have (concerning the
Big Bang) are exactly what I would have predicted had I
had nothing to go on but the five books of Moses, the
Psalms and the Bible as a whole.”
Robert Wilson – “Certainly there was something that
set it all off.... I can’t think of a better theory of the origin
of the universe to match Genesis.”
George Smoot – “There is no doubt that a parallel exists
between the big bang as an event and the Christian
notion of creation from nothing.”

The bottom line from
Dr. Robert Jastrow,
agnostic astronomer
and founder of Goddard
Institute for Space Studies:

Dr. William Lane Craig
resurrected and has refined the Kalam
Cosmological Argument over the years
in dozens of debates with leading
atheists worldwide

Cosmological
BEGINNING: Argument
Teleological
DESIGN: Argument
Moral
MORALITY: Argument

If the expansion rate of the
universe was different by
one part in a thousand,
million, million a second
after the big bang, the
universe would have
collapsed back on itself or
never developed galaxies.

•

Robin Collins describes a few examples of this
fine-tuning:
– If the strong nuclear force, the force that
binds protons and neutrons together in an
atom, had been stronger or weaker by as
little as 5%, life would be impossible. (John
Leslie, Universes 1989, pp. 4, 35; Barrow and
Tipler, The Anthropic Cosmological
Principle, p. 322.)

•
– Brandon Carter calculated if gravity had been
stronger or weaker by 1 in 1040, then stars
such as the sun could not exist. (Paul
Davies, Superforce: The Search for a Grand
Unified Theory of Nature 1984, p. 242.)

•

Robin Collins describes a few examples of this
fine-tuning:
– If the neutron was not about 1.001 times the
mass of the proton, all protons would have
decayed into neutrons or all neutrons would
have decayed into protons, and thus life
would not be possible. (Leslie, Universes
1989, pp. 39-40)

•
– If the electromagnetic force were slightly
stronger or weaker, life would be impossible,
for a variety of different reasons. (Leslie,
How to Draw Conclusions From a Fine-Tuned
Cosmos 1988, p. 299.)

Roger Penrose of Oxford
University has estimated
that the early entropy
level of the universe had
to be fine tuned to 1 part
in 1010(123). (Road to
Reality, p. 730)

These dark plumes on Jupiter
are caused by comet fragments
strikes, and they are bigger than
the Earth!

“The Central Argument of my book” p. 157-58:
1. Appearance of design is “overwhelming.”
2. There’s no explanation for it in physics.
3. Maybe the multiuniverse theory (which
relies on “luck”).
4. Who made God?

Dawkins’ supposed defeater :
Who created God?
The question, “Who created God?” is
incoherent in light of the definition of “God”
held by most theists. If the definition of God
is the eternal, self-existent source of all
being, it would be equivalent to asking,
“Who created the uncreated Being?” or
“What was the cause of the uncaused first
cause?” or “What caused the entity that has
always existed to come into existence?”.
Furthermore, I know of no one trying to
argue for the existence of a created god; so
this objection goes nowhere, being
incoherent or a straw man.

Fine-tuning for life on earth
Scientific calculations indicate that the physical properties of
the earth and its solar system are fine tuned to sustain life for
advanced conscious beings such as humans:











Oxygen level,
transparency of atmosphere,
moon-earth gravitational interaction,
carbon dioxide level,
water vapor levels in atmosphere,
Jupiter’s protective gravitational field,
thickness of the earth’s crust,
earth’s rotation duration,
earth’s axial tilt,
atmospheric discharge (lightning), etc.

(See Geisler/Turek, I Don’t Have Enough Faith to Be an Atheist)

Arguments against Materialism
Mind and Cosmos
Why the Materialist NeoDarwinian conception of
nature is almost certainly
false

Thomas Nagel

Author and University
Professor in the
Department of Philosophy
and the School of Law at
New York University

“The modern materialistic approach
to life has conspicuously failed to
explain such central mind-related
features of our world as
consciousness, intentionality,
meaning, and value.”

Argument for a Designer from Biology

Stephen Meyer,

Ph.D. in the philosophy of science
from the University of Cambridge.
A former geophysicist and college
professor, he now directs
Discovery Institute’s Center for
Science and Culture

1. Information comes only from intelligence
2. DNA contains information
3. Therefore the information contained in
DNA comes from intelligence

Arguments for a Designer

Stephen Meyer,

Ph.D. in the philosophy of science
from the University of Cambridge.
A former geophysicist and college
professor, he now directs
Discovery Institute’s Center for
Science and Culture

Without design, not only would the chance
of first life be negligible, but also new life
forms as well, such as those Darwin was
concerned about in what is called the
Cambrian Explosion

Arguments for God

Arguments for God
Normally we are justified in believing what the majority of scientists say on a topic.
J.P. Moreland gives two conditions for not doing so:
1. You can explain why the experts hold the view for
sociological/theological/philosophical reasons and not for evidential reasons, and
2. There is a small but intellectually rigorous and sophisticated alternative to the
paradigm accepted by the majority of experts.
This would be why every thinking person should question the mainstream theory of
evolution (not change within species but common descent and the supposed driving
mechanism of natural selection acting on random genetic mutations to be able to
produce new species).
The Discovery Institute, among others, are presenting many unanswerable problems
with the theory, but the neo-Darwinists use all kinds of social and financial pressure
to bully and silence scientists who dare question Darwinian orthodoxy. Even nonChristian Thomas Nagel in his book *Mind and Cosmos* admitted that the current
Darwinist model can't answer the problems raised by the Intelligent Design
community.
A new book is coming out soon that will evaluate theistic evolution. [Theistic
evolution is the idea that God used evolution (common descent via the Darwinian
mechanism) to bring about new species.] The book is entitled *Theistic Evolution, A
Scientific, Phiiosophical, and Theological Critique* (order by phone at 800-323-3890) .
Now is certainly not the time for Christians to be accepting Darwinism--at a time when
the scientific evidence is mounting against it. And the evidence will eventually be
known.

Arguments for God
Why Atheism Fails: Four Big Bangs
1) What is the origin of the universe? Why is
there something rather than nothing? How
do you get matter and energy from
nothingness? How do you get a rock out of
nothing?
2) What is the origin of life? How do you get
life from non-life? How do you go from a rock
to a tree?

Frank Pastore, Former
Major League Baseball
pitcher who became one of
the nation’s most popular
Christian-radio hosts

3) What is the origin of mind? How does a
living thing become a self-conscious being?
How do you go from a tree, to an animal, to a
human?
4) What is the origin of good and evil? How
does an amoral being become morally
aware?

Cosmological
BEGINNING: Argument
Teleological
DESIGN: Argument
Moral
MORALITY: Argument

1.
2.
3.
4.

The Nazis were not wrong
Love is no better than rape
Freedom is no better than slavery
Tolerance is no better than
intolerance
5. Religious crusades are not wrong
6. Can’t complain about the problem of
evil

“{As an atheist} my argument against God was that
the universe seemed so
cruel and unjust. But how
had I got this idea of just
and unjust? A man does not
call a line crooked unless he
has some idea of a straight
line. What was I comparing
this universe with when I
called it unjust?”
C.S. Lewis
Mere Christianity, p 45.

Straight Line = Standard

• Atheists Can’t Be Moral– They Can
• Atheists Don’t Know Morality– They Do
• Atheists can’t justify morality. They can

theorize about how we know murder is
wrong, but atheism provides no
immaterial objective standard that
establishes why murder is wrong.
• An immaterial objective standard of
justice requires a theistic God.

The Problem of Evil
Plato’s Euthyphro Dilemma. Either
1. something is good because God wills it (and thus
moral values are arbitrary; e.g., God could have
commanded murder and rape to be good and kindness
to be bad, which is unimaginable), or
2. God wills something because it is good (and thus
“good” is a standard that is independent of God, that
God Himself looks to, so you don’t need God to have
objective moral values)
This is a false dilemma. There is a third alternative: God
wills something because He is good. God’s commands
are an expression of his good nature. God is the source
of all goodness and would never command something
against his character. Moral goodness therefore is neither
arbitrary nor independent of God. There is no “good”
apart from God.

Cosmological
BEGINNING: Argument
Teleological
DESIGN: Argument
Moral
MORALITY: Argument

COSMOLOGICAL: The Beginning

• Is Timeless, Spaceless, and Immaterial
• Is Extremely Powerful (He created out of nothing.)

TELEOLOGICAL: Design
• Is Extremely Intelligent
• Has Purpose

MORAL: Morality

• Is Absolutely Morally Perfect
• Is Personal
This is the God of Biblical Christianity
(identified without reference to the Bible)

There are good reasons to believe that a personal, intelligent, good, powerful,
transcendent, immutable, eternal God exists.
1. The universe began and thus had a supernatural and immensely powerful
transcendent cause.
2. A totally independent being must exist to ground in existence all caused,
dependent beings.
3. Life is based on highly-specified complex information which, from our
uniform experience, comes only from intelligence. Since chance and
necessity fail to explain the fine-tuning of physics and the complex
genetic language of life, design is the only other option.
a. the exquisite fine-tuned constants and values of physics that allow
any life in the universe (that allow chemistry and matter)
b. the highly-complex, molecular, genetic language that instructs the
building and replication of all living organisms
4. Humans have a mind, consciousness, free will, love, and a sense of
moral awareness and human dignity which are best explained by a
personal, thinking, loving, moral law-giver. Music, mathematics and the
applicability of mathematics to the physical world are also best explained
by God rather than by coincidence.
All atheistic arguments to explain the outer world of nature and the inner world
of personhood fail. All atheistic arguments against God’s existence fail.

Judaism
Christianity
Islam

Zen
Buddhism
Hinduism
New Age

Religious
Humanism

Could Be True:
1. Judaism
2. Christianity
3. Islam

Cannot Be True:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Hinduism
Buddhism
New Age
Secular Humanism
Mormonism
Polytheism
Wicca
Confucianism
Taoism

Judaism
Christianity
Islam

Which Is True:
1.Judaism
2.Christianity
3.Islam

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline
Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament and
Jesus of Nazareth
 The Bible as God’s Word
 Bible Interpretation





The Problem of Evil

The Problem of Evil
The word “evil” includes natural
evil (e.g., earthquakes, floods,
animal suffering), human
intentional evil (e.g., murder, rape,
theft), accidents (e.g., medical, car,
friendly fire), and ill health (mental,
physical, episodic, fatal, chronic).

The Problem of Evil
Personal evil (man’s inhumanity to
man) and natural evil (disease,
disasters)
Two ways to approach the
problem:
Intellectual versus emotional
Intellectual: logical and
probabilistic

The Problem of Evil
Logical:
 All-Powerful and all-knowing—OK: he
knows how and could eliminate suffering,
but he doesn’t want to because he is not
loving (The uncaring God)
 All loving and all powerful—OK: he wants to
and could, but doesn’t know how to
eliminate suffering (the ignorant God)
 All loving and all knowing—OK: he wants to
and knows how, but doesn’t have the power
to eliminate suffering (The weak God)

The Problem of Evil
The atheist argument
P1) If God is omnipotent, omniscient and omnibenevolent, evil wouldn’t exist
P2) Evil exists
C) Therefore, an omnipotent, omniscient, omnibenevolent God does not exist

The Problem of Evil
The atheist argument
P1) If God is omnipotent, omniscient and omnibenevolent, evil wouldn’t exist
P2) Evil exists
C) Therefore, an omnipotent, omniscient, omnibenevolent God does not exist
Hidden assumptions:
• If God is all powerful, he can create any world he wants
• If he is all loving, he prefers a world without evil/suffering

The Problem of Evil
God cannot…
 not exist
 act against his own nature (e.g.,
he cannot lie [Titus 1:2])
 actualize a contradiction
 swear by a being greater than
himself [Heb 6:13]
 create a square circle
 make a moral agent freely
choose something

The Problem of Evil
It is possible that God cannot
feasibly create a world of free
creatures in which there is no
moral evil.
It is also possible that God cannot
feasibly create a world with less
evil and more good than our actual
world.

The Problem of Evil
Athiests hidden assumptions:
• If God is all powerful, he can create any
world he wants
• If he is all loving, he prefers a world without
evil/suffering

Double fail

The Problem of Evil
Premise 6. God could not have created a world
that has as much good as the actual world but
had less evil, and God has good reasons for
permitting the evils that exist.
This then leads to the conclusion: An allpowerful, all-knowing and all-loving God can
coexist with evil.
If premise 6 is even possible, God and evil are
logically compatible. The atheist has thus
assumed a burden of proof that he cannot meet.

The Problem of Evil
Probabilistic version. This version of the problem
of evil says it is improbable that God exists in
light of all the evils in the world.
Craig points out that even if this is granted, it
would not outweigh all the other reasons for
God’s existence (cosmological, teleological,
moral, etc.). So God’s existence is not improbable
relative to the full range of relevant data.

The Problem of Evil
Answering the Probabilistic version
The evils in the world do not outweigh the good.
Most people believe there is more good than evil
in the world, and thus life is worth living.
Furthermore as finite creatures, we are in no
position to make these sort of probability
judgments regarding the possible good reasons
for God permitting evil. Only God could make
such an assessment of all contingencies and
outcomes.

The Problem of Evil
The theist, without having to know why God
allows evil, using logic only, can give a solid
defense of God and evil’s compatibility. The
atheist fails to meet the burden of proof that
God and evil cannot coexist.
Only the theist can give an ultimate and
objective grounding for evil’s existence. If
atheism is true, there is no evil; just molecules
in motion; nature doing what nature does

Sources:
1.

The Problem of Evil

Richard G. Howe, presentation, personal conversation, and email

2. Norman Geisler and Frank Turek, book, I Don't Have Enough Faith
to be an Atheist, Appendix 1
3.

Phil Fernandes, paper, The Problem of Evil

4. Matthew Coombe, paper, A Theodicy (answering some questions
about God and evil)
5. William Lane Craig, Aalborg University lecture YouTube video, The
Problem of Evil
6.

Alvin Plantinga, book, God, Freedom, and Evil

The Problem of Evil
The emotional approach
It is one thing to think about the problem of evil from a
distance, but altogether another to personally be in
the throes of it.

“For there was never
yet philosopher that
could endure the
toothache patiently.”
Wiliam Shakespeare (1564-1616)
English playwrite and poet

The Problem of Evil
The emotional approach
The philosopher tries to think clearly about evil, but
a friend or counselor or pastor is needed when a
person is suffering. A good friend (while also
needing to think clearly about evil) knows how to
listen, care for, counsel, pray for, and weep with a
friend who is in pain. More importantly God himself
cares about our suffering. Jesus Christ, God
incarnate, came to earth and suffered the pain of
rejection, humiliation, scourging and a cruel death—
all for us. He can be touched with the feeling of our
infirmities.

The Problem of Evil
Conclusion:
The theist, without having to know why God allows
evil, using logic only, can give a solid defense of God
and evil’s compatibility. The atheist fails to meet the
burden of proof that God and evil cannot coexist.
Atheism, pantheism, and religious dualism fail to
give a credible explanation for the existence of evil,
and offer no hope in overcoming it. However, the
Christian has the resources to give a general
theodicy all the while rightly acknowledging the
limited knowledge of humans and the inscrutable
ways of an all-knowing, all-powerful, all-good God.

The Problem of Evil
Conclusion (cont’d):
Only the Christian understands that God became a man and
suffered for us, and that he is touched with the feelings of our
infirmities.
Only the Christian understands that the sufferings of this present
time are not worthy to be compared with the glory that shall be
revealed in believers, and that all things work together for good to
them who love God.
Only the Christian understands that Jesus will return to destroy
evil, and for his children, “God shall wipe away all tears from their
eyes, and there shall be no more death, neither sorrow, nor crying,
neither shall there be any more pain, for the former things are
passed away.” (Rev 21:4)

Resources

www.travisechols.com

Resources

www.clayjones.net

I Don’t Have Enough
Faith to be an Atheist
1. Does Truth Exist?
2. Does God Exist?
3. Are Miracles Possible?
4. Is the New Testament True?
5. Questions

1. The miracle confirms the message.
2. The sign confirms the sermon.
3. Most Biblical miracles confirm:
» Moses
» Elijah & Elisha
» Jesus & Apostles

C.S. Lewis
Miracles, 109

Why would a person think miracles are possible?
If God exists, miracles are possible. The world
system cannot merely be assumed to be closed.
Laws of nature are descriptive (describing what
normally occurs), not prescriptive (prescribing
what must occur). A miracle would not be a
violation of the laws of nature but a suspension
of the normal laws for a higher supernatural law.
If God created the universe from nothing,
miracles are child’s play for God.

David Hume's Objections:

1. Natural Law is by definition a

description of a regular occurrence.
2. A miracle is by definition a rare
occurrence.
3. The evidence for the regular is always
greater than that for the rare.
4. A wise man always bases his belief on
the greater evidence.
5. Therefore, a wise man should never
believe in miracles.

Examples from Hume’s own worldview:
1. The Big Bang is not based on regular events.
2. The origin of life on earth does not

occur regularly.
3. Macro evolution cannot be repeated.
(If it happened at all, it only happened once.)
4. The entire history of the earth cannot
be repeated.

Viewed globally, the tradition of Jesus' miracles is
more firmly supported by the criteria of historicity
than are a number of other well-known and often
readily accepted traditions about his life and
ministry. . . . Put dramatically but with not too
much exaggeration: if the miracle tradition from
Jesus' public ministry were to be rejected in toto
as unhistorical, so should every other Gospel
tradition about him.
John P. Meier, A Marginal Jew: Rethinking the Historical Jesus, vol.
2 (New York: Doubleday, 1994), 630.

“…nothing in Christian theology requires one to
argue that only the biblical miracles ever occurred.
Nothing in the Bible requires us to imagine that
God uses only his people to work the
supernatural… Nothing requires them to be
without parallel in later Christian tradition either.
At the same time, historians should not and need
not have a more credulous attitude toward biblical
miracles than toward extra-biblical ones. When we
apply the same criteria of authenticity to both, the
biblical miracles simply enjoy more evidential
support.”
Craig Blomberg, Distinguished Professor of New Testament, Denver Seminary
(https://www.namb.net/apologetics/the-credibility-of-jesus-miracles)

“It is not that the
methods and
institutions of science
somehow compel us to
accept a material
explanation of the
phenomenal world, but,
on the contrary, that we
are forced by our a
priori adherence to
material causes . . . for
we cannot allow a Divine
Foot in the door.”

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Anomalies
Magic
Psychosomatic
Satanic Signs
Providence
Miracles

Description: Freaks Of Nature
Power: Physical
Traits: Natural Event With Pattern
Example: Bumblebee

Description: Sleight Of Hand
Power: Human
Traits: Unnatural And Man-controlled
Example: Rabbit In Hat

Description: Mind Over Matter
Power: Mental
Traits: Requires Faith; Fails For Some
Sickness
Example: Psychosomatic Cures

Description: Evil Power
Power: Demonic
Traits: Evil, Falsehood, Occult, Limited
Example: Psychic (Divination)

Description: Prearranged Events
Power: Divine
Traits: Naturally Explained; Spiritual
Context
Example: Fog At Normandy

Description: Divine Act
Power: Supernatural
Traits: Never Fails, Immediate, Lasts,
Glory To God
Example: Raising The Dead

Anomalies
DESCRIPTION
POWER

TRAITS

Magic

Freaks Of Sleight Of
Nature
Hand
Physical

Human

Psychosomatic

Satanic
Providence
Signs

Mind
Over Matter

Evil
Power

Mental

Demonic

Miracles

Prearranged
Divine Act
Events
Divine

Supernatural

Evil,
Naturally Never Fails,
Natural Unnatural Requires Faith;
Falsehood, Explained; Immediate,
Event With And Man- Fails For Some
Occult,
Spiritual
Lasts,
Pattern Controlled
Sickness
Limited
Context Glory To God

EXAMPLE Bumblebee

Rabbit
In Hat

Psychosomatic Psychic
Fog At
Raising The
Cures
(Divination) Normandy
Dead

If God exists, miracles are possible. The world
system cannot merely be assumed to be
closed. Laws of nature are descriptive
(describing what normally occurs), not
prescriptive (prescribing what must occur). A
miracle would not be a violation of the laws of
nature but a suspension of the normal laws for
a higher supernatural law.

There is intellectual and practical incentive to
investigate Jesus of Nazareth because of the claims he
made about himself, what is at stake for all people, and
his world-transforming influence. Furthermore, many
competing worldviews and religions are eliminated as
viable candidates for explaining physical reality based
on the evidence for a theistic God (e.g., atheism and
pantheism).

I Don’t Have Enough
Faith to be an Atheist
1. Does Truth Exist?
2. Does God Exist?
3. Are Miracles Possible?
4. Is the New Testament True?
5. Questions

1. Do we have an accurate
copy of the original NT
documents?
2. Do the original NT
documents tell the truth?

1. Do we have an accurate
copy of the original NT
documents?
2. Do the original NT
documents tell the truth?

1. EARLIER Manuscripts
2. MORE Manuscripts
3. MORE Accurately Copied
4. MORE Abundantly

Supported Manuscripts
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Why I Know the Gospels Were Written Early
J. Warner Wallace

Why I Know the Gospels Were Written Early

http://coldcasechristianity.com/2015/why-i-know-thegospels-were-written-early-free-bible-insert/

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the
Gospels (50/60-90s)
•Orality – ancient world was an oral culture. An
oral world is not a print or a digital world. In the
beginning, there were no books. In the
beginning, there was memory and passing on by
word of mouth.
•This introduces a problem because the gap is a
significant amount of time.
•The claim: Tradition was loose like the memory
game or the telephone game. You can’t trust
what you get. It doesn’t work very well. (Bart
Ehrman – UNC prof)
Darrell Bock, PhD
“Minding the Gap: From
Event to Gospel – Orality,
Memory, Eyewitnesses,
and Gospel Differences”

•The second claim: Even if there were
eyewitnesses, memory is not really trustworthy
(John Dominic Crossan, co-chair of the Jesus
Seminar, among others). People don’t remember
things well across time.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the
Gospels (50/60-90s)

•Ehrman: “Even the Gospels pose problems for
historians, however, since they are written long
after the facts they narrate by people who had
not witnessed the events they describe and
who relied on inconsistent oral and written
traditions of Jesus.”
•L. Michael White – UT Austin, From Jesus to
Christ: “The problem for any historian of Jesus’
life is that we don’t have sources that come
from the time of Jesus himself.”
Darrell Bock, PhD
“Minding the Gap: From
Event to Gospel – Orality,
Memory, Eyewitnesses,
and Gospel Differences”

•Strictly speaking, White is correct. It’s true in
that the Gospels are written 30 years later.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the
Gospels (50/60-90s)
•Types of Ancient Orality (Kenneth Bailey –
missionary to Bedouin people)
• Informal, Uncontrolled: circulates with
no oversight, goes anywhere
• Formal, Controlled: Like the rabbis, very
precise, only certain ones can tell the
story. The problem is what we see in the
Gospels is not as precise as this. This
model would require a tighter agreement
than what we have.
• Informal, Controlled: Anyone can tell the
story, variation and gist, oversight of the
core story. This is what Bailey saw in the
Bedouin people he worked with,
particularly with the important stories of
Darrell Bock, PhD
the community.
“Minding the Gap: From
• Bailey claims NT is the third type.
Event to Gospel – Orality,
Memory, Eyewitnesses,
and Gospel Differences”

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the
Gospels (50/60-90s)

•Orality is a different kind of remembering
•When one is used to it, it is done better
•Not the telephone game
•Core is surely right
•The importance of Paul: knew the debate,
knew the events, knew the tradition and
was in Jerusalem at the time.
Darrell Bock, PhD
“Minding the Gap: From
Event to Gospel – Orality,
Memory, Eyewitnesses,
and Gospel Differences”

•The gap was not as great time wise as it is
made out to be.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3EPWTbf8C-8
Full Outline at http://treymcclain.com/eps15_bock/

•Orality is a different kind of
remembering
•Tony is a friend from my
younger days
•Tony remembers everything
•Tony remembers things I wish
he would forget

Tony Heard
Heard’s Flower Shop

•“Tony remembers so much
because he has told it so many
times” Everett Byers

 The early church formulated creeds – even before the
books of the New Testament were written – and used
them to proclaim and share the faith.
 A creed (from the Latin “credo” which means: “I
believe”) is a memorized statement which was
declared, shared and passed between believers at
early church meetings.
 Many of the creeds were incorporated into the New
Testament books; some as early as the gospels but
others in apostolic letters.

 These verbal statements of faith were originally in
Aramaic and are easily recognized, because they
use a different style than other passages, contain
Aramaic words, and/or often are introduced by an “Ipass-on-as-I-received” constructions.
 If translated back to the original, most creeds
exhibit poetic features and sound like old hymns.
 This made for easier and better memorizing.

 The two most important creeds are the recollections of the sharing
of the bread and wine at the Lord’s supper in 1 Corinthians 11:2329 and Paul’s testimony about the resurrection appearances in 1
Corinthians 15:3-8.
 Other creeds are found in Romans 1:3-4 and 10:9, 1 Timothy 3:16,
2 Timothy 2:8 and Philippians 2:6-11. Creeds can also be found in
the sermons of Peter and Paul in Acts.
 These creeds are the oldest Christian testimonies to Jesus’
ministry, His teachings and resurrection; some date even to the
mid-30s AD, within a few years of the resurrection!
 Even the most critical scholars acknowledge that these creeds are
to be considered reliable eyewitness testimony exceptionally close
to the actual events.

James’ Death
Paul’s Death

Acts

1 Corinthians

Creeds

Mark

Luke

Romans, 2 Corinthians, Galatians
Most or all NT
AGE OF EYEWITNESSES

http://www.freebeginning.com/new_testament_dates/

Center for the Study of New Testament Manuscripts
(CSNTM)

Gregory
-Aland
Number

Type

Date

Description

Location

Shelf
Number

Link

Papyrus
Manuscript: P46 Date: c. 200
Location: Ann Arbor, Michigan, University of
Michigan Library. Late second century or early third century manuscript of
Paul on papyrus; 86 leaves, single column, 23–26 lines per column. Images are
from the University of Michigan.
Rom 12:1

Rom. 12:1 I beseech you
therefore, brethren, by the
mercies of God, that ye present

Majuscule
Manuscript: GA 01 Date: 4th Century Location: London, British Library
Codex Sinaiticus is a fourth century manuscript of the Greek Old Testament, the New
Testament, the Epistle of Barnabas, and the Shepherd of Hermas on parchment.

Minuscule
Manuscript: GA 6 Date: 13th Century Location: Paris, Bibliothèque Nationale
Minuscule manuscript of the Gospels, Apostolos, and Paul on parchment; 235 leaves, single
column, 29 lines per column. Digital images from microfilm.

1. 43% of 8,000 NT verses in

Manuscripts from 2nd Century

2. Over 36,000 quotations from early
church fathers

3. In addition to 5,700 Greek, there are
over 19,000 manuscripts in other
languages

4. Total manuscripts stack over a mile

high (compared to 4 feet for classical
Greek authors).

ORIGINAL
MANUSCRIPT

COPY 1

COPY 2

COPY 3

COPY 4

Copy 1: God is #ust and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.
Copy 2: God is j#st and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.
Copy 3: God is ju#t and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.
Copy 4: God is jus# and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.
Original: God is just and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.
The NT Documents Have Far Fewer Variations Than This Example

We do not have the autographs, but a vast collection of
manuscript copies, lectionaries, patristic quotes, printed texts,
and translations.
Liberal New Testament textual critics believe the New Testament
original text cannot be reconstructed.
Conservative textual critics believe it generally can, estimating
that only around 1400 words (1%) remain in doubt out of the
approximately 140,000 words in the Greek New Testament.

 Due to the abundance of manuscripts, there are many variant readings
in the manuscripts (estimated 200,000 to 400,000 variants in the 2.5
million pages of the almost 6000 extant Greek manuscripts–
conservatively 1 variant per 6.25 pages).
 It was difficult for New Testament scribes to hand copy each
document. They did not have eye glasses and some Koiné Greek
manuscripts do not have spaces between words. Also, even simple
Greek sentences can be spelled many different ways. Short of a
miraculous supervision of every scribe who copied over 1500 years,
these types and number of variants are normal, if not less severe and
numerous than would be expected.
 The vast majority of variants are insignificant spelling, word order, and
synonym differences that do not affect the fundamental meaning of
the text. Only a very small percentage of the viable variants (estimated
at 0.25% of the text) are significant to the meaning or implications of
the text.

 These textual differences have varying degrees of significance. For
example, compare different Bible versions (particularly the Textus
Receptus/Majority Text/KJV/NKJV versus the Critical Nestlé-Aland
Text/NIV/ NASB/ESV) at Matt 1:25; 19:9b; Mark 1:2-3; 41; 16:9-20;
[Matt 17:21; Mk 9:29]; Luke 2:33; 23:42; Jn 1:18; 4:1; 7:53-8:11;
14:14; Acts 8:37; Rom 8:1b; 14:10; Col 1:14; 1Thes 2:7; 1Tim 3:16;
Heb 3:16; 1Jn 5:7.
 While differences exist in the particulars in a relatively small
number of places, which may strengthen or weaken the case for
certain doctrines, none of these differences in the Greek
manuscripts, Greek printed texts, or mainstream English Bibles
[KJV, NKJV, NASB, NIV, ESV, etc.] jeopardize any essential doctrine
of the Christian faith. Sources used: Daniel Wallace, Peter J.
Williams

Andrew Wilson, New Testament Textual Criticism Theory and Research

Textual Philosophies
• Reasoned Eclecticism -- the modern method of New Testament textual
criticism. Philosophy of most new Bibles translated from the Critical Text
(UBS and Nestle-Aland). Prefers the shorter, harder, disharmonized, and
harsher forms of text. Strong Alexandrian priority. Advocated by textual
critics such as Daniel Wallace and Gordon Fee.
• Alternatives to reasoned eclecticism are

• Dennis Kenaga, Skeptical Trends in New Testament Textual Criticism
• James Royse, The Treatment of Scribal Leaps in Metzger's Textual Commentary
• Reasoned Conservatism, D. A. Black, New Testament Textual Criticism: a
Concise Guide,
• Harry Sturz, The Byzantine Text-type and New Testament Textual Criticism,
• Maurice Robinson, Byzantine Priority
• Zane Hodges, The Majority Text
• Geneological Theory offered by James D. Price
• Textus Receptus traditional approach, Donald Waite, Douglas Wilson, Ed Hills,
Ted Letis

Textual Differences
Matt 17:21

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text has Jesus commending prayer and
fasting.
The Alexandrian/Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text does not have this verse.

Textual Differences
Mk 9:29

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text has Jesus saying “and fasting”.
The Alexandrian/Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text does not have these words.

Textual Differences
Jn 14:14

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text does not have the
word “me”. The Alexandrian/ Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text has the word
“me”, having Jesus teaching the disciples to pray to Jesus in Jesus’
name.

Textual Differences
Acts 8:37

The Textus Receptus/KJV text has verse 37. The Alexandrian/NestleAland/UBS/NAS/NIV text as well as the Byzantine/Majority text does
not have this verse.

What about M isquoting Jesus ?

1.

The original manuscripts are lost and we only
have copies of copies of copies, etc.

2.

We have lots of manuscripts, but not enough early
and accurate manuscripts

3.

There are more variants in the manuscripts than
there are words in the New Testament , and a
greater number in the earliest manuscripts

4.

Gross corruption by the early scribes was possible,
so we cannot reconstruct the original text with
any confidence

1. How could you know the original had
been altered unless you knew what the
original said?

2. About 80% of variants are spelling– no
change in meaning
3. Only 1% affect any meaning and none
affect any significant Christian doctrine
4. Ehrman doesn’t even agree with himself!

Bruce Metzger is one of the great scholars of
modern times, and I dedicated the book to him
because he was both my inspiration for going into
textual criticism and the person who trained me in
the field. I have nothing but respect and
admiration for him. And even though we may
disagree on important religious questions - he is a
firmly committed Christian and I am not - we are in
complete agreement on a number of very
important historical and textual questions.

If he and I were put in a room and asked to
hammer out a consensus statement on what we
think the original text of the New Testament
probably looked like, there would be very few
points of disagreement - maybe one or two dozen
places out of many thousands. The position I argue
for in 'Misquoting Jesus' does not actually stand at
odds with Prof. Metzger's position that the
essential Christian beliefs are not affected by
textual variants in the manuscript tradition of the
New Testament.” Pg. 252 of Misquoting Jesus.

Podcast on Apologetics315

New evidence that New Testament is eye witness testimony
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=r5Ylt1pBMm8

Peter J. Williams is the Warden (CEO) of Tyndale House and a member of the Faculty of
Divinity in the University of Cambridge. He received his MA, MPhil and PhD, in the
study of ancient languages related to the Bible from Cambridge University. After his
PhD, he was on staff in the Faculty of Divinity, Cambridge University (1997–1998), and
thereafter taught Hebrew and Old Testament there as Affiliated Lecturer in Hebrew and
Aramaic and as Research Fellow in Old Testament at Tyndale House, Cambridge (1998–
2003

http://www.apologetics315.com/2012/02/debate-daniel-wallacebart-ehrman-2012.html

“ [Bart] Ehrman is part
of a very small minority
of textual critics in what
he’s saying. Frankly, I
don’t think he has
challenged his biases; I
think he has fed them.”
The Case for the Real Jesus, p. 72

“It cannot be too strongly asserted
that in substance the text of the
Bible is certain: Especially is the
case with the New Testament.”
Sir Frederick Kenyon
(Former Director of the British Museum)
Our Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts, p.23

“It is possible that the earliest scribes
grossly corrupted the text of the New
Testament, but it is improbable. All the
textual evidence points to a faithful
transmission with predominately
insignificant and minor variations.”
Sir Travis Echols

(The possible future Director of the British Museum)

I Don’t Have Enough
Faith to be an Atheist
1. Does Truth Exist?
2. Does God Exist?
3. Are Miracles Possible?
4. Is the New Testament True?
5. Questions

1. Do we have an accurate
copy of the original NT
documents?
2. Do the original NT
documents tell the truth?

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

James’ Death
Paul’s Death

Acts

1 Corinthians

Creeds

Mark

Luke

Romans, 2 Corinthians, Galatians
Most or all NT
AGE OF EYEWITNESSES

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

“In the fifteenth year of the reign of Tiberius Caesar–
when Pontius Pilate was governor of Judea, Herod
tetrarch of Galilee, his brother Philip tetrarch of Iturea
and Traconitis, and Lysanias tetrarch of Abilene–during
the high priesthood of Annas and Caiaphas, the word of
God came to John son of Zechariah in the desert.” Luke
3:1-2

Does it sound like he’s making up a story?
1.
2.
3.
4.

An exact date is given--A.D. 29.
All eight people are known from history.
All were known to live at this exact time.
This is not a “Once Upon A Time” story (myth).

1. Acts -- 84 historically-confirmed
eyewitness details.

“I began with a mind unfavorable to it
[Acts]….;but more recently I found
myself brought into contact with the
book of Acts as an authority for the
topography, antiquities, and society
of Asia Minor. It was gradually borne
in upon me that in various details the
narrative showed marvelous truth.”

(Archaeologist William Ramsey, St. Paul the
Traveler and Roman Citizen, p. 8)

“For Acts the confirmation of
historicity is overwhelming….
Any attempt to reject its basic
historicity must now appear
absurd. Roman historians have
long taken it for granted.”

(Roman historian A. N. Sherwin-White,
Roman Society and Roman Law
in the New Testament, p. 189)

1. Acts -- 84 historically-confirmed
eyewitness details.
2. Luke includes several others in his
Gospel.
3. John-- 59 historically-confirmed or
historically probable eyewitness details.
4. New Testament Documents cite more
than 30 people confirmed by secular
sources or archaeology.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Agrippa I
Acts 12
Agrippa II Acts 25
Ananias
Acts 23, 24
Annas
Luke 3; Jn. 18; Acts 4
Aretas
2Cor. 11
Bernice
Acts 23
Augustus
Lk. 2
Caiaphas
Mt. 26; Lk. 3; Jn. 11, 18; Acts 4
Claudius
Acts 11, 18
Drusilla
Acts 24
Egyptian (false prophet) Acts 21
Erastus
Acts 19
Felix
Acts 23
Gallio
Acts 18
Gamaliel
Acts 5

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.

Herod Antipas
Herod Archelaus
Herod the Gt.
Herod Philip I
Herod Philip II
Herodias
Salome
James
John the Baptist
Judas of Galilea
Lysanias
Pilate
Quirinius
Porcius Festus
Sergius Paulus
Tiberius Caesar

Mt. 14: Mk. 6; Lk. 3, 23
Mt. 2
Mt. 2: Lk. 1
Mt. 14; Mk. 6
Lk. 3
Mt. 14; Mk. 6
Mt. 14; Mk. 6
Acts 15; Gal. 1
Mt. 3; Mk. 1; Lk. 3; Jn. 1
Acts 5
Lk. 3
Mt. 27; Mk. 15; Lk. 23; Jn. 18
Lk. 2
Acts 24-26
Acts 13
Lk. 3

“In Extraordinary ways, modern
archaeology has affirmed the historical
core of the Old and New testaments—
corroborating key points of the stories
of Israel’s patriarchs, the Exodus, the
Davidic monarchy, and the life and
times of Jesus.”

(Jeffery Sheler, “Is the Bible True,” U.S. News &
World Report, October 25th,1999, 52)

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

• They Are Dim-witted
•
•

»They fail to understand what Jesus is saying.
(Mark 9:32, Luke 18:34, John 12:16)
They Are Uncaring
»They fall asleep on Jesus twice.
»They make no effort to give Jesus a
proper burial.
They Are Rebuked
»Peter is called “Satan” by Jesus. (Mark 8:33)
»Paul rebukes Peter for being wrong
about a theological issue. (Gal 2:11)

• They Are Cowards
•

»Peter denies Christ three times.
»The disciples run away!
»The women are the brave ones.
They Are Doubters
»Despite being taught several times that
Jesus would rise from the dead (John 2:18,
3:14-18; Matt. 12:39-41; 17:9, 22-23), the
disciples are doubtful when they hear of
his resurrection.
»Some are even doubtful after they see
Him risen (Matt. 28:17)!

» Is considered “out of His mind” by His own family who
come to seize Him to take Him home (Mk 3:21,31).
» Is deserted by many of His followers (John 6:66).
» Is not believed by His own brothers (John 7:5).
» Is thought to be a deceiver (John 7:12).
» Turns off Jewish believers to the point that they want
to stone Him (John 8:30-59).
» Is called a “madman” (John 10:20).
» Is called a “drunkard” (Matthew 11:19).
» Is called “demon-possessed” (Mk 3:22, Jn 7:20, 8:48).
» Has His feet wiped with hair of a prostitute (Lk 7:36-39).
» Is crucified despite the fact that “anyone who is hung
on a tree is under God’s curse” (Deut 21:23).

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

• What did the New Testament

writers have to gain by making
up a new religion?

• They had every motive to say the
resurrection did NOT happen!

• Why would they be willing to die
for a known lie?

Not the same as
terrorists who die for
a lie they think is
true. They don’t
know it is a lie.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

1. Through reason and science , we
know that God exists and created
us for a purpose.

(Points 1-3 about Truth, God, and Miracles)

2. Since the Old Testament teaches
the same, it could be reliable.
3. The Old Testament predicts the
Messiah would come.

Human Race

Woman, Gen 3:15

Line of David
Jer. 23:5, 33:15

In Bethlehem
Micah 5:2

God & Man
Isaiah 9:6

Visits Temple
Malachi 3:1

Dies~33 A.D.
Daniel 9:24

Is a Sacrifice
Isaiah 53

http://studies.travisechols.com/Daniels%2070th%20Week.pdf

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

•

10 ancient non-Christian sources
including:

» Historians: Josephus, Tacitus, Suetonius,
»

•

»

Thallus, Phlegon
Government Officials: Pliny the Younger,
Emperor Trajan, Emperor Hadrian
Other Sources including The Jewish
Talmud and Greek writer Lucian

Compiling their references, we get a story
congruent with the New Testament…

1. Jesus lived during time of Tiberius Caesar.
2. He lived a virtuous life.
3. He was a wonder-worker.
4. He had a brother named James.
5. He was acclaimed to be the Messiah.
6. He was crucified under Pontius Pilate.
7. An eclipse & earthquake occurred when He died.
8. He was crucified on the eve of the Passover.
9. His disciples believed He rose from the dead.
10. His disciples were willing to die for their belief.
11. Christianity spread rapidly as far as Rome.
12. His disciples denied the Roman gods and
worshiped Jesus as God

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Early Testimony
Eyewitness Testimony
Embarrassing Testimony
Excruciating Testimony
Expected Testimony
Extra-Biblical Testimony

• It is Fact not Fiction.
• If it says Jesus said it,

then Jesus really said it.

• If it says Jesus did it,

then Jesus really did it.

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline








Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament
Jesus of Nazareth
The Bible as God’s Word
Bible Interpretation

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus claimed to be the only way to the Father
I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man comes to the Father,
but by me. (John 14:6)
Verily, verily, I say unto you, He that enters not by the door into the
sheepfold, but climbs up some other way, the same is a thief and a
robber. Then said Jesus unto them again, Verily, verily, I say unto
you, I am the door of the sheep. All that ever came before me are
thieves and robbers: but the sheep did not hear them. I am the
door: by me if any man enter in, he shall be saved, and shall go in
and out, and find pasture. (John 10:1, 7-9)
Jesus claimed to be the light of the world
Then spoke Jesus again unto them, saying, I am the light of the
world: he that follows me shall not walk in darkness, but shall
have the light of life. (John 8:12)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus promised to give eternal life to his followers
My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow me:
And I give unto them eternal life; and they shall never perish,
neither shall any man pluck them out of my hand. (John 10:27, 28)
Jesus said a person must lose his life for him in order to truly find
life
He that finds his life shall lose it: and he that loses his life for my
sake shall find it. (Matthew 10:39)
Jesus promised to manifest himself to those who love Him
He that has my commandments, and keeps them, he it is that
loves me: and he that loves me shall be loved of my Father, and I
will love him, and will manifest myself to him. He that loves me
not keeps not my sayings: and the word which you hear is not
mine, but the Father's which sent me. (John 14:21, 24)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus explained why some people do not hear God’s words
He that is of God hears God's words: you therefore hear them
not, because you are not of God. (John 8:47)
Jesus claimed to be the long- promised Savior prophesied in the
Old Testament scriptures
Search the scriptures; for in them you think ye have eternal life:
and they are they which testify of me. (John 5:39)
And he said unto them, These are the words which I spoke unto
you, while I was yet with you, that all things must be fulfilled,
which were written in the law of Moses, and in the prophets, and
in the psalms, concerning me. (Luke 24:44)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus claimed to be one with the Father
I and my Father are one. (John 10:30)
Jesus said unto him, Have I been so long time with you, and yet
have you not known me, Philip? He that has seen me has seen
the Father; and how say you then, Show us the Father? (John
14:9)
Jesus claimed to exist before Abraham
Jesus said unto them, Verily, verily, I say unto you, Before
Abraham was, I am. (John 8:58)
Jesus claimed to be greater than Jonah
The men of Nineveh shall rise in judgment with this generation,
and shall condemn it: because they repented at the preaching
of Jonah; and, behold, a greater than Jonah is here. (Matthew
12:41)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus claimed to be greater than Solomon
The queen of the south shall rise up in the judgment with this
generation, and shall condemn it: for she came from the
uttermost parts of the earth to hear the wisdom of Solomon;
and, behold, a greater than Solomon is here. (Matthew 12:42)
Jesus promised he would raise Himself bodily from the dead
Jesus answered and said unto them, Destroy this temple, and
in three days I will raise it up. Then said the Jews, Forty and six
years was this temple in building, and will you rear it up in three
days? But he spoke of the temple of his body. (John 2:19-21)
Therefore does my Father love me, because I lay down my life,
that I might take it again. No man takes it from me, but I lay it
down of myself. I have power to lay it down, and I have power to
take it again. This commandment have I received of my Father.
(John 10:17,18)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus promised to come again
And if I go and prepare a place for you, I will come again, and
receive you unto myself; that where I am, there you may be
also. (John 14:3)
Jesus promised He would judge the world
The Son of man shall send forth his angels, and they shall
gather out of his kingdom all things that offend, and them
which do iniquity; And shall cast them into a furnace of fire:
there shall be wailing and gnashing of teeth. (Matthew 13:41.42)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus promised He would judge the world (cont’d)
Wherefore by their fruits ye shall know them. Not everyone that
says unto me, Lord, Lord, shall enter into the kingdom of heaven;
but he that does the will of my Father which is in heaven. Many
will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in
thy name? and in thy name have cast out devils? and in thy name
done many wonderful works? And then will I profess unto them, I
never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity. Therefore
whosoever hears these sayings of mine, and does them, I will
liken him unto a wise man, which built his house upon a rock:
And the rain descended, and the floods came, and the winds
blew, and beat upon that house; and it fell not: for it was founded
upon a rock. And every one that hears these sayings of mine,
and does them not, shall be likened unto a foolish man, which
built his house upon the sand: And the rain descended, and the
floods came, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and
it fell: and great was the fall of it. (Matthew 7:20-27)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus claimed to be sinless
Which of you convicts me of sin? And if I say the truth, why do
you not believe me? (Jn 8:46)
Jesus promised to be with His followers to the end of the world
For where two or three are gathered together in my name, there
am I in the midst of them (Matthew 18:20).
And Jesus came and spoke unto them, saying, All power is
given unto me in heaven and in earth. Go ye therefore, and
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and
of the Son, and of the Holy Spirit: Teaching them to observe all
things whatsoever I have commanded you: and, lo, I am with
you always, even unto the end of the world. Amen. (Matthew
28:18-20)

Jesus’ Extraordinary
Claims about Himself
Jesus accepted worship
While he spoke these things unto them, behold, there came a
certain ruler, and worshipped him, saying, My daughter is even
now dead: but come and lay thy hand upon her, and she shall
live. (Matthew 9:18)
Then they that were in the ship came and worshipped him,
saying, Of a truth thou art the Son of God. (Matthew 14:33)
And as they went to tell his disciples, behold, Jesus met them,
saying, All hail. And they came and held him by the feet, and
worshipped him. (Matthew 28:9)

He accepted worship
He claimed he could forgive sins
He referred to himself as the Shepherd
He gave new commandments (“You have heard it
said…but I tell you…”)
 He claimed t be the light of the world and the
bread of life
 He claimed to be the judge of the world
 He referred to himself as the I AM





Jesus is either a liar, a lunatic, or Lord.
Someone who is merely a good teacher or
good man does not make such claims.

“I am trying here to prevent
anyone saying the really foolish
things that people often say about
Him: ‘I'm ready to accept Jesus as
a great moral teacher, but I don't
accept His claim to be God.’ That
is the one thing we must not say.
A man who was merely a man and said the sort
of things Jesus said would not be a great moral
teacher. He would rather be a lunatic - on a
level with the man who says he is a poached egg
― or else he would be the Devil of Hell…”

“…You must make your choice.
Either this man was, and is, the
Son of God: or else a madman or
something worse. You can shut
Him up for a fool, you can spit at
Him and kill Him as a demon; or
you can fall at His feet and call
Him Lord and God. But let us not come with any
patronizing nonsense about His being a great
human teacher. He has not left that open to us.
He did not intend to.”

The historical non-theological facts
Jesus was crucified to death on a Roman cross
Jesus was buried
The tomb was empty three days after his burial
The apostles give credible eye-witness
testimony to many post-mortem appearances
of Jesus
 The disciples of Jesus sincerely believed that
Jesus rose from the dead





The best explanation of these historical facts is that
Jesus miraculously rose from the dead by the power
of God. All other explanations fail.

•
•
•

Resurrection myths came after Christianity
not before (earliest 2nd Century A.D.).
NT writers make historical claims– were not
writing mythology like resurrection myths.
Theory can’t explain:
» Numerous eyewitness details in NT
» Embarrassing details of disciples & Jesus
» Martyrdom of disciples
» Growth of Church (especially in Jerusalem)
» Why non-Christian writers tell same story
» Jewish, not pagan, founders of Christianity

Legend?
No: early credible witnesses
Jesus claimed to be God

False

True

Liar

Lunatic

He knew it

He didn’t know it

Lord

Miracles, wise teaching, prophecies fulfilled, resurrection

1. There is only one God (Deut 6:4; Mk 12:32; James 2:19).
2. There is a plurality of persons in the Godhead (Col 2:9; Rom 1:20;
Gen 1:26; 11:7; 1Jn 5:7).
3. God exists in three distinct persons (1Jn 5:7; 2Cor 13:14; Mat 3:1317; 28:19)--the Father, the Son (the Word incarnate--Jn 1:1,14), and the
Holy Spirit.
4. The scriptures teach that
a. The Father is God (John 6:27; 1Peter 1:2),
b. The Son is God (Jn 1:1; 1Tim 3:16; Isa 7:14 with Mat 1:23; Jn
20:28; Acts 20:28; Heb 1:3,8,10), and
c. The Holy Spirit is God (Acts 5:3,4; Heb 9:14; Rom 15:19;
Psalm 139:7; Isa 40:13; 1Cor 2:12; Acts 28:25 with Isa 6:8-10;
Heb 10:15-17 with Jer 31:31-34; Job 33:4).

The Father, Son, and Holy Spirit have attributes which can only be
ascribed to God, and they perform works which only God could
perform.
From the scriptures, one can see the Trinity acting in unity in the
following works:
Creation The Incarnation
Gen 1:3 Gal 4:4
Jn 1:3
Luke 2:11
Gen 1:2 Luke 1:35
Salvation
Luke 15:11-24
Luke 15:4
1Cor 6:11

The Resurrection
Acts 2:24
Jn 2:19
1Pet 3:18

Regeneration
Luke 10:20
Eph 1:7
Jn 3:3-6

Redemption
Heb 9:14
Heb 9:14
Heb 9:14

Communion
Eph 2:18; 1Jn 1:3
2Cor 5:19; Jn 16:23
Eph 2:18; Rom 8:15,16

Note: The three references for each attribute apply to the Father, Son,
and Holy Spirit respectively.

The Father, Son, and Holy Spirit have attributes which can only be
ascribed to God, and they perform works which only God could
perform.
From the scriptures, the following attributes are common to all three
persons of the Godhead.
Eternity
Psalm 90:2
Rev 1:8
Heb 9:14
Holiness
Rev 15:4
Acts 3:14
Luke 1:15

Omnipotence Omniscience
Omnipresence
Rev 19:6
Psalm 139:1-6 Jer 23:24
Mat 28:18
Rev 2:23
Mat 18:20
Rom 15:19
Isa 40:13
Psalm 139:7
Truthfulness Goodness Communion
Jn 7:28
Rom 2:4
1Jn 1:3
Rev 3:7
Eph 5:25
1Jn 1:3
1Jn 5:6
Neh 9:20
2Cor 13:14

Note: The three references for each attribute apply to the Father, Son,
and Holy Spirit respectively.

Father
Who¹
(Father)

Divine
Nature
Son
Human
Nature

Holy
Spirit

What¹
(Divine Nature)

Who²
(Son)
What²
(Human Nature)

Who³
(Holy Spirit)

If Jesus is God, his view of scripture is
correct and should be accepted.
Jesus had a high view of scripture,
addressing scripture as God’s word.

1. It Is Divinely Authoritative (Mt. 4:4, 7, 10).
2. It Is Imperishable (Mt. 5:17-18).
3. It Is Infallible (Jn. 10:35).

4. It Is Inerrant (without error) (Mt. 22:29).
5. It Is Historically Reliable
(Mt. 12:40; Mt. 24:37-38).

6. It Is Scientifically Accurate (Mt. 19:4-5).

7. It Has Ultimate Supremacy (Mt. 15:3, 6).

Christ vs. the Critics
Christ Affirmed

Critics Deny

 Daniel was a prophet
 God created Adam and Eve
 Jonah was swallowed by a great fish
 World was drowned in a flood
 One prophet wrote Isaiah

1. Beginning at Moses…, he expounded unto
them in all the scriptures the things
concerning himself. (Luke 24:27)

2. The Scriptures . . . testify of Me. (John 5:39)
3. From . . . Abel to Zechariah… (Mt. 23:35)

4. Do not think that I came to destroy the
Law or the Prophets… (Matthew 5:17-18)
5. “It is Written…”
The authority of the Old Testament is
cited that way 92 times in the NT.

Jesus promised the Holy Spirit would teach the
apostles “all things” and lead them into “all truth”.
“But the Comforter, the Holy Spirit, whom the
Father will send in My name, He will teach you
all things, and bring to your remembrance all
things that I said to you.” – (John 14:26)
“However, when He, the Spirit of truth, has come,
He will guide you into all truth; for He will not
speak on His own authority, but whatever He
hears He will speak; and He will tell you things
to come.” – (John 16:13).

“The Canon is a list of authoritative books
more than it is an authoritative list of books.”

Bruce Metzger, Princeton University

DISCOVERING THE CANON
• Was it written by a prophet of God?
• Was the writer confirmed by acts of God or
someone who was confirmed as an
eyewitness (e.g. Paul confirmed Luke)?
• Was it accepted by the people of God?

Confirmation of Authorship & Authority
• 25 of 27 books quoted by 110 A.D.
• Gospels & Acts cited during lives of apostles
• Quoted as authoritative and unique
• Collected early in one volume
• Publically read & expounded
• Commentaries written
• Opponents admitted Gospels written by
disciples
• No other “gospels” were treated this way

• Gospel of Thomas
• Gospel of Peter
• Gospel of Judas

•

Forgery written 100
years after NT Gospels.

•

Half of Thomas contains
blended sayings from the
4 NT Gospels; the sayings
are in Syriac and originated in 175 A.D.

•

Females are not worthy
of life. Must become
men to be saved.

• Forgery, found in a 9th century
monk’s coffin in Egypt in 1880

• Could be forgery ancient church

historians warned was attributed
to Peter.

• Anti-Semitic (not written by a 1st
Century Jew).

• Author is ignorant of first century
practices and rulers

• Has embellished resurrection

account with a talking cross and
Jesus’ head stretching to the clouds.

• Forgery, cited by Irenaeus
(2nd century Bishop)
as fictitious.

• Does not teach
monotheism.

• Says humans are divine.
• Judas was a hero.
• Salvation is by special

knowledge (Gnosticism).

Jesus taught the preservation of scripture, including the
Old Testament, His own words, and more truth that He
would give his apostles after he left.
He said he would send the Holy Spirit and build his
invincible church to carry the record of himself
throughout all generations.
By the providential guidance of the Holy Spirit, Jesus’
church has been able to recognize, preserve, and teach
the Old and New Testament scriptures.

All other major worldviews and religions contradict
some of the major teachings of Biblical Christianity
(e.g., major teachings such as God is transcendent and
immanent, all people need salvation, Jesus is truly God
and truly man, Jesus died for the sins of the world,
Jesus rose bodily from the grave, and salvation is only
by the grace of Christ through faith in Christ—not by
works).
Therefore, Biblical Christianity is the one and only true
faith. All biblical doctrines are true. All teachings that
contradict biblical doctrines are false.

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline








Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament
Jesus of Nazareth
The Bible as God’s Word
Bible Interpretation

The Bible as God’s Word
1. All scripture is given by inspiration of God (2Tim 3:16; 2Pet
1:16-21).
2. The scriptures are the very words of God (Matt 4:4; 1Cor
2:12-13; John 10:35; 1Thes 2:13; Rev 1:3; 22:18-19)
3. Being from God, every word of scripture is true (Titus 1:2;
Psalm 119:160; Prov 22:20-22; 2Tim 2:15) and pure (Psalm
12:6,7; 119:160; Prov 30:5-6).
4.

God has promised to preserve His words forever (Psalm
12:6-7; 100:5; 119:152, 160; Isa 40:8; Mat 5:17-18; 24:35;
Luke 21:33; 1Pet 1:24-25).

The Bible as God’s Word
Jesus Christ believed the scriptures, quoted the scriptures,
taught the scriptures, commanded men to search the
scriptures, opened people’s understanding of the scriptures,
and reproved people for not knowing the scriptures and for not
believing the scriptures (Mat 4:4-7; 5:17-18; 21:42; 19:4-5; 22:29;
26:54-56; Mark 12:10; 14:49; Luke 4:21; 24:25-27,32,45; John
5:39; 7:38; 13:18; 17:12, 17; 19:28).
The above references show that Jesus viewed the Old
Testament documents of his day as scripture from God. He also
viewed his own words to be God's words (John 6:63; 8:28;
12:49; 14:10; Matt 5:22,28,32,34; Luke 21:33).

The Bible as God’s Word
Jesus endorsed the New Testament scriptures by promising to
send the Holy Spirit to guide the apostles into all truth and
bring to their remembrance all things he had said to them (John
14:26; 16:13). The Holy Spirit moved the apostles of Jesus to
speak words which were written down and referred to as
scripture or God's word (2Peter 1:21 with 3:15-16 and Rom
16:22; 1Cor 2:12-13; 14:37; 1Thes 2:13).

The Bible as God’s Word
The scriptures testify of Jesus (John 5:39; Mat 21:42; Luke
24:25-27, 44-46; Acts 8:35; 18:28; 2Tim 3:15; Heb 10:1-14;
1John 5:10). Jesus Christ is THE grand theme of the
scriptures, being referred to hundreds of times by various
names and titles. The name “Jesus” is found in scripture 973
times. Hundreds of years in advance, the Old Testament
scriptures predicted Jesus’ first coming into the world in
detailed prophecies regarding His birth, life, ministry, death,
and resurrection (1Pet 1:20; Rev 13:8; Gen 3:15; Deut 18:15;
Mic 5:2; Isa 7:14; 9:6,7; 35:4-6; 53:1-10; Dan 9:24-25; Psalm
16:10 with Acts 2:29-32).
The New Testament scriptures document Jesus’ fulfillment of
these prophecies and provide a record and explanation of
Jesus’ birth, life, ministry, teachings, deeds, death,
resurrection, ascension, and His promise of His return to
earth in the future.

The Bible as God’s Word
The scriptures are essential to the believer’s relationship with
God and to his fellow man (2Tim 3:16,17). For example, the
scriptures are vital to the believer’s salvation (2Tim 3:15; 1Pet
1:23), assurance of salvation (John 5:39; 1John 5:13),
sanctification (John 17:17), approval to God (2Tim 2:15),
discernment of truth versus error (2Tim 3:16; Acts 17:11),
direction and guidance (Psalm 119:105; 2Tim 3:16), wisdom
and understanding (Prov 2:1,2), spiritual maturity (Mat 4:4;
2Tim 3:16, 17; 1Pet 2:2; Heb 5:12-6:1), identification and
resistance of sin (Heb 4:12; Rom 7:7; Mat 4:4-7; Psalm 119:911), character development (2Tim 3:16, 17), and emotional
health (1John 1:4; Prov 3:13; John 13:17; 1John 2:5).

The Bible as God’s Word
Every person should read the scriptures (Rev 1:3), study the
scriptures (Acts 17:11; 2Tim 2:15), meditate in the scriptures
(Psalm 119:48), learn the scriptures (Rom 15:4), know the
scriptures (2Tim 3:15), believe the scriptures (Luke 24:25),
trust the scriptures (Psalm 119:42), obey the scriptures
(2Thes 3:14), love the scriptures (Psalm 119:47), take comfort
in the scriptures (Rom 15:4), and teach the scriptures to
others (Mat 28:19; Psalm 51:13).

The Bible as God’s Word
Inspiration
All scripture is given by inspiration (2Timothy 3:16)
“Given by inspiration”, θεόπνευστος, means Godbreathed . Only scripture is God-breathed and thus
only scripture can claim to be the authoritative
words of God.
While the speakers were moved by the Holy Spirit to
speak, inspiration refers to the words of scripture
not their authors. Nor does it refer to the physical
documents upon which the words were written.

The Bible as God’s Word
Inerrancy (without error)
Inerrancy flows from inspiration
All scripture is given by inspiration of God
God does not inspire error
Therefore the scriptures are inerrant
God cannot err
The Bible is God’s word
Therefore the Bible cannot err
Other pieces of literature can be inerrant, but
scripture is necessarily inerrant by virtue of the fact
that all scripture is inspired by God

The Bible as God’s Word
Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy
The “Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy” (CSBI) was
produced at an international Summit Conference of evangelical
leaders, held at the Hyatt Regency O’Hare in Chicago in the fall
of 1978. This congress was sponsored by the International
Council on Biblical Inerrancy. The Chicago Statement was
signed by nearly 300 noted evangelical scholars. This landmark
document is considered to be the “first systematically
comprehensive, broadly based, scholarly, creed-like statement
on the inspiration and authority of Scripture in the history of
the church.”
http://defendinginerrancy.com/chicago-statements/

The Bible as God’s Word
Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy
1. God, who is Himself Truth and speaks truth only, has inspired
Holy Scripture in order thereby to reveal Himself to lost
mankind through Jesus Christ as Creator and Lord,
Redeemer and Judge. Holy Scripture is God’s witness to
Himself.
2. Holy Scripture, being God’s own Word, written by men
prepared and superintended by His Spirit, is of infallible
divine authority in all matters upon which it touches: it is to
be believed, as God’s instruction, in all that it affirms: obeyed,
as God’s command, in all that it requires; embraced, as God’s
pledge, in all that it promises.

The Bible as God’s Word
Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy

1. 1
2. 2
3. The Holy Spirit, Scripture’s divine Author, both authenticates
it to us by His inward witness and opens our minds to
understand its meaning.
4. Being wholly and verbally God-given, Scripture is without
error or fault in all its teaching, no less in what it states about
God’s acts in creation, about the events of world history, and
about its own literary origins under God, than in its witness to
God’s saving grace in individual lives.
5. The authority of Scripture is inescapably impaired if this total
divine inerrancy is in any way limited or disregarded, or made
relative to a view of truth contrary to the Bible’s own; and
such lapses bring serious loss to both the individual and the
Church.

The Bible as God’s Word

http://defendinginerrancy.com/
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The Preservation of Scripture
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The Bible as God’s Word

Andrew Wilson, New Testament Textual Criticism Theory and Research

Textual Philosophies
• Reasoned Eclecticism -- the modern method of New Testament textual
criticism. Philosophy of most new Bibles translated from the Critical Text
(UBS and Nestle-Aland). Prefers the shorter, harder, disharmonized, and
harsher forms of text. Strong Alexandrian priority. Advocated by textual
critics such as Daniel Wallace and Gordon Fee.
• Alternatives to reasoned eclecticism are

• Dennis Kenaga, Skeptical Trends in New Testament Textual Criticism
• James Royse, The Treatment of Scribal Leaps in Metzger's Textual Commentary
• Reasoned Conservatism, D. A. Black, New Testament Textual Criticism: a
Concise Guide,
• Harry Sturz, The Byzantine Text-type and New Testament Textual Criticism,
• Maurice Robinson, Byzantine Priority
• Zane Hodges, The Majority Text
• Geneological Theory offered by James D. Price
• Textus Receptus traditional approach, Donald Waite, Douglas Wilson, Ed Hills,
Ted Letis

The KJV/NKJV says Jesus “opened his mouth” per the
Greek text. The NIV11 says he “began to teach”,
attempting to translate the thought rather than the
Greek words.

The KJV/NKJV text says “from his mother’s
womb” per the Greek text. The NIV11 says he
“before he is born” attempting to translate the
thought rather than Greek words.

The KJV/NKJV text says “child”. The NIV11
says “servant” from the same Greek word.

The KJV/NKJV text says “servant”. The NIV11
says “deacon” from the same Greek word.

Diakonos, used many times in the gospels and epistles, is almost always
translated “servant”/”minister” in the early-written epistles. The English
“Deacon” is used only in 1Timothy and Philippians in the early translation
tradition, distinguishing a church office from normative Christian ministry. Why
would Rom 16:1 be translated “deacon” versus “servant” in the NIV?

The Bible as God’s Word
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The Bible as God’s Word
To make an informed decision about English Bible translations, there
are four important areas of study to consider:
1. Bibliology--What is your view of the inspiration and preservation of the
Bible, and who has the responsibility to preserve it?
2. Textual Criticism Theory--Do you favor
 Reasoned Eclecticism which has an Alexandrian manuscript
priority (represented by the Nestle-Aland and UBS Critical Text and
most all modern English translations except the NKJV or KJV2000) or
 Majority/Byzantine manuscript priority (represented by
Hodges/Farstad or Robinson/Pierpont printed Greek texts (no English
translation to date)) or
 the Textus Receptus – the traditional text of the protestant reformation
(largely Byzantine priority) translated into English in Tyndale, Coverdell,
Great, Geneva, Bishop's, KJV, NKJV, KJV2000

The Bible as God’s Word
3. Translation Theory. Do you favor
 Formal Equivalence--translating for the same meaning at the word
level (KJV, NKJV, NAS, ESV, RSV/NRSV) -- essentially a literal
translation, more like original language, requires more study, more
precise, less opinion of translators
 Functional (or Dynamic) Equivalence--translating for the same reader
affect at the phrase level (NIV, TNIV, NLT, CEV, GNB) -- less literal, more
like the target language, more easily understood, less precise, more
opinion of translators
4. Intelligibility or readability (assuming the Bible is intended to be
understood by people)

The Bible as God’s Word
To make an informed decision about English Bible
translations, there are four important areas of study
to consider:

1. Who is to preserve scripture?
2. Which manuscripts are correct?
3. Which translation theory is best?
4. Which translation is understandable
without sacrificing too much accuracy?

The Bible as God’s Word
English Bible Translation Comparison Chart

Evidence for Faith Class
Nine-week course outline








Faith and Reason
Truth and Knowledge
God’s existence and the problem of evil
The Reliability of the New Testament
Jesus of Nazareth
The Bible as God’s Word
Bible Interpretation

How to Interpret the Bible

Dr. Jefrey Breshears,
historian and founder
of the Areopagus
Christian Study
Center

Many years ago I read Gordon Fee and Douglas
Stuart’s book, How to Read the Bible for All its
Worth. Afterward I told my wife in all seriousness
that I would never want to be part of any Bible
study group that didn’t first take a few weeks to
read and discuss this book. I was convinced that
if people were not committed enough to take the
necessary time to process and understand the
basic principles of biblical hermeneutics (i.e., the
basic principles of biblical interpretation) then any
attempt at a serious and substantive Bible study
would probably be an exercise in futility.
Furthermore, I was convinced that if people would
take the time to read and process this book, it
would probably eliminate most of the theological
and hermeneutical problems that cause friction
among Christians.
An Introduction to Bibliology (page 1)

How to Interpret the Bible
The main things to know about God,
salvation, and how to live are so
accessible that a child can understand
them.
The Bible is also so rich that the greatest
scholar can spend his life plumbing the
depths.

B. Mauser, Reading to Grow

How to Interpret the Bible
Skill in the word requires hard work. It is in the hard work of
digging into the word that spiritual growth occurs.
Study to show yourself approved unto God, a workman that needs not
to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth. (2Tim 2:15)
For everyone who partakes only of milk is unskilled in the word of
righteousness, for he is a babe. But solid food belongs to those who
are of full age, that is, those who by reason of use have their senses
exercised to discern both good and evil. Therefore, leaving the
discussion of the elementary principles of Christ, let us go on to
perfection, not laying again the foundation of repentance from dead
works and of faith toward God, of the doctrine of baptisms, of laying
on of hands, of resurrection of the dead, and of eternal judgment.
(Heb 5:13-6:2)

History of Bible Interpretation
1) Jewish Interpretation
a) Levites interpreted in late 6th century BC (Neh 8:7-8)
b) Jews honed hermeneutics in the late inter-testamental period
i) Hellenistic Judaism in Alexandria, Egypt mixed Platonism and
thus allegorically interpreted Scripture (Philo 20 B.C.- A.D. 54)
ii)Qumran community sought to contemporize scriptures to fit
events of their times
iii)Rabbinic Judaism focused on obedience to the Torah and the
rabbinic traditions. Used literal interpretation—sometimes
wooden literal—and the practice of midrash which sought deeper
meanings from the text. Used cross references and analogous
words and phrases, but also fragmented scripture, applying
portions independent of context
Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
1) The Apostolic Period (ca. A.D. 30-100)
a) Apostles fundamentally used a literal hermeneutic with
an emphasis on Jesus fulfilling the Old Testament
Messianic prophecies
b) Apostles used typological method of interpretation—
seeing the events, objects, and ideas in the Old Testament
as being patterns, symbols, and shadows fulfilled in
substance in the New Testament (e.g., Matthew and
Hebrews)
c) Apostles used principle/application method, applying an
Old Testament passage’s underlying principle to a
situation different from but comparable to the original
context (e.g., Hosea 2:23; 1Cor 9:9 with 1Tim 5:17-18)
Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
1) The Patristic Period (ca. A.D. 100-590)
a) The Apostolic Fathers (ca. A.D. 100-150)
i) They occasionally used typology
ii)They used allegorical approach most often
for Old Testament
iii)They occasionally used midrashic
interpretive method similar to rabbis and the
Qumran secretaries
iv)The traditional method emerged (correct
interpretation is that which the churches had
already taught)
Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
a) The Alexandrian School (ca. A.D. 150-400)
i) Tended to interpret all Old Testament
scripture in light of one key theological idea
(the person of Christ)
ii)Used allegorical method like Alexandrian
Jewish scholar Philo
iii)Clement of Alexandria taught two-fold
interpretation (literal and spiritual)
iv)Origen used three-fold interpretation
(adding “moral” category)
Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
a) Church Councils (ca. A.D. 400-590)
i) Politics begin to exercise authority over the
Church’s interpretation
ii)Emperor pressured Church to settle its
difference
iii)Augustine formed a comprehensive
hermeneutics
(1)Focus on literal meaning
(2)When literal doesn’t make sense
interpret figuratively or allegorically
(a)Consult clearer passages
(b)Consult Church tradition
(c)Consult context

Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
1) The Middle Ages (ca. A.D. 590-1500)
a) Depended heavily on traditional method
b) Allegorical method dominated (many believed a text had four
meanings)
i) Literal (Jerusalem = ancient Jewish City)
ii)Allegorical (Jerusalem = the Christian Church)
iii)Moral (Jerusalem = the faithful soul)
iv)Analogical (Jerusalem = the heavenly city)
c) Used historical interpretation (consulting Jewish authorities)
d) Scholasticism (sorted out relationship between faith and reason)
influenced a literal approach
e) Thomas Aquinas propounded literal approach as the basis on which
the other senses (allegorical, analogical, etc.) rested and contained
everything necessary to faith
Source: Introduction to Biblical Interpretation by William Klein, Craig
Blomberg, and Robert Hubbard, Jr.

History of Bible Interpretation
1) The Reformation (ca. A.D. 1500-1650)
a) New emphasis on original languages
i) In A.D. 1516 Erasmus published the first modern edition of the Greek New
Testament
ii) Exposed errors in the Latin Vulgate
b) A growing dissatisfaction of the allegorical method (At end of 15th century, Geiler
Kaiserberg said allegorical method had made Scripture a “nose of wax”). Many
rued the arbitrary, speculative nature of allegory.
c) Martin Luther broke with church tradition and allegory and adopted a literal and
typological approach
d) John Calvin rejected allegory in favor of historical interpretation
e) Anabaptists and Mennonites rejected church tradition and allegory and
emphasized the priority of the New Testament and the perspicuity of Scripture. As
a community, Christians could together understand and apply Scripture toward
correct theology and personal piety
f) Roman Catholic counter-reformation emphasized Scripture and tradition as
authoritative. Correct interpretation was established by the popes and church
councils and the Vulgate was affirmed as the authentic Bible.

History of Bible Interpretation
1) The Modern Period (ca. A.D. 1800-Present)
a) The Nineteenth Century
i) Unprecedented expansion in missions and repudiation of
Christianity among intellectuals
ii)Advances in science and an evolution paradigm birthed the
historical-critical method, led by German rationalists (F.C. Baur,
Julius Wellhausen, Adolf von Harnack)
(1)Emphasized human reason, free of theological limitations
(2)Presupposed naturalistic worldview (no miracles), Bible
authors were primitive compared to modern interpreters,
and Bible truths were time-bound versus timeless
iii)Liberals critiqued effectively by J.B. Lightfoot, B.B. Warfield,
W.H. Green, W.J. Beecher
iv)Restoration Movement of B.W. Stone and Alexander
Campbell developed hermeneutical approach similar to future
evangelicals

History of Bible Interpretation
a) The Twentieth Century
i) History of Religions approach (tracing history of ancient Near-Eastern religions,
showed how ancient neighboring religions profoundly influenced the practice of the
Israelites)
ii) Form Criticism focused on literary types and the hermeneutical methods appropriate
for the types
iii)Karl Barth (1886-1968) critiqued liberalism and emphasized Scripture as the Word of
God and the necessity of a personal encounter with God, but rejected biblical
inerrancy
iv)Rudolf Bultmann (1884-1976), the father of Neo-Orthodoxy, used form criticism to
question the historical reliability of the Gospels. Bultmann distinguished the “Jesus
of history” (who actually lived) from the Jesus of the Christian faith. Sought to
demythologize the Bible, rejecting “pre-scientific miracle claims.” The Bible becomes
the word of God in a subjective personal encounter with it. Believed truth was
paradoxical in nature, accepting apparently conflicting statements in Scripture.
v) Biblical Theology Movement revived the theological dimension of the Bible as
opposed to the historical critical matters that formerly dominated commentaries
vi)The New Hermeneutic (from Bultmann’s theological children) deemphasized the
text’s historical meaning and focused on insights into human existence

History of Bible Interpretation
1) Recent Literary Criticism and Social-Scientific Approaches (as opposed to the
traditional historical-grammatical analysis)
a) Literary Criticism
i) Narrative Criticism
(1)Focuses on a plot, themes, characterizations and other features of the
“surface structure” of biblical books as literature
(2)Often assume the tests must be viewed as fiction
(3)Often depreciate the religious value of a text in favor of its aesthetics
ii) Poststructuralism
(1)Ideologically linked to post-modernism, considers the meaning residing
in individual readers
(2)Reader-response Criticism—Focuses on the diverse ways readers
respond to a text versus the author’s intention
(3)Deconstructionism—All texts, even all communication, ultimately
“deconstructs” or undermines itself. Seeks subtle inconsistencies or
ambiguities in a text that seem hard to resolve to claim the text has no
fixed meaning

History of Bible Interpretation
a) Social-Scientific Approaches
i) Two categories: Research that illuminates the social history of the biblical world
and the application of modern theories of human behavior to scriptural texts
ii) Liberation hermeneutics—experience takes precedence over theory. Focuses on
the financially poor, seeks imposing social justice through economic and
political reform versus voluntary giving. Often deemphasizes spiritual salvation
iii)Feminist hermeneutics
(1)Evangelical feminism believes scripture teaches full equality of the sexes
and does not delineate any unique timeless roles for husband versus wife
or male versus female
(2) Non-evangelical feminism agrees with more traditional Christians that
parts of the Bible promote patriarchalism and bar women from certain
roles within the family and church
iv)Homosexual hermeneutics
(1)Evangelical homosexual hermeneutics teaches that scripture does not
forbid homosexuality per se.
(2) Anti-Christian homosexual hermeneutics agree with more traditional
Christians that the Bible condemns homosexuality

How to Interpret the Bible
The Chicago Statement on Biblical Hermeneutics (1982) is a
continuation and elaboration of the meaning of the Chicago
Statement on Biblical Inerrancy (1978), particularly of Articles
XIII, XIV, and XVIII. It is a fuller statement on the relation of
inerrancy to hermeneutics, especially of the meaning of the
“grammatico-historical exegesis” mentioned in Article XIII of
the Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy which reads:
We affirm that the text of Scripture is to be interpreted by
grammatico-historical exegesis, taking account of its literary
forms and devices, and that Scripture is to interpret
Scripture. We deny the legitimacy of any treatment of the text
or quest for sources lying behind it that leads to relativizing,
dehistoricizing, or discounting its teaching, or rejecting its
claims to authorship.

How to Interpret the Bible
The basic approach of all interpretation takes into
consideration both grammar and history (known as
the grammatical-historical context of a passage) to
aid in understanding.*
The literal sense of each passage should be sought
by the grammatical-historical method, that is, by
asking what is the linguistically natural way to
understand the text in its historical setting.
(Chicago Statement on Biblical Hermeneutics)

*B. Mauser, Reading to Grow

How to Interpret the Bible
You should first approach the Bible (or any text) with
the grammatical-historical approach, i.e., using the
normal rules of grammar and historical analysis,
which is the literal/natural reading, the way we
normally think and speak and write to each other.
(Start off assuming the writer was trying to
communicate something--and not writing in secret
code as a joke or riddle)
There is some level of meaning/understanding you
will receive from approaching the text this way. Even
with the book of Revelation, one can immediately
observe by using this method that this book is written
in a different style because of its images that don’t
correlate literalistically with the real world--and John’s
own interpretation of some of the imagery.

How to Interpret the Bible
From that meaning, you can understand the literary
genre of the text you’re reading (e.g., Timothy is
clearly a letter written to Timothy by Paul, not the
recounting of the history of the early church)
By knowing the literary genre, you can enhance your
understanding by applying additional rules that apply
only to that genre, thus ENHANCING your
understanding.
But you can’t start with genre. To identify the genre,
you need a more fundamental hermeneutical method:
the grammatical-historical approach.

How to Interpret the Bible
Some preunderstandings necessary
to understand the Bible
 The reality of the physical world outside of our minds
 That our senses are generally reliable (even to see/hear the
words of the Bible)
 The difference between things (e.g., earth, man, tree, stars)
 The basic laws of logic
 A correct concept of God (e.g., Does God literally have wings
and feathers [Ps 91:4]?)
 That the Bible has an objective meaning the author(s)
intended
 That the Bible was written/translated in a language we can
understand
 The correct use of history and language
 The correct starting method of interpreting the Bible (this
cannot come from the Bible)

How to Interpret the Bible
1. First Principles: The self-evident reality
of the external world and the undeniable
first principles of logic, truth, and
language provide
a point of contact between the writer and
the reader which allows objectivity in
interpretation and a correct
understanding of the biblical text.
Thomas Howe, Objectivity in Biblical Interpretation

How to Interpret the Bible
2. Hermeneutical spiral: Changeable
aspects of the interpreter’s preunderstanding can be adjusted by
interacting with the
truths of the text and adjudication
between conflicting interpretations can
proceed by reference to unchangeable
first principles.
Thomas Howe, Objectivity in Biblical Interpretation

How to Interpret the Bible
Some unchangeable
preunderstandings that allow
objectivity in interpreting the Bible
 The reality of the physical world outside of
our minds
 That our senses are generally reliable (even
to see/hear the words of the Bible)
 The difference between things (e.g., earth,
man, tree, stars)
 The basic laws of logic
 The correct starting method of interpreting
the Bible (this cannot come from the Bible)

Writer
Roy Zuck
Robert Stein

Louis Berkhof
Gordon Fee
Klein Blomberg
Hubbard

D.A. Carson

Chicago
Statement

What it means to us/me
today
The rules and/or starting methodology
What it meant originally
Observation
Interpretation
Application
Subject matter—the stuff of the Bible like Meaning (why the author
Implications (author
marriage customs, military tactics, etc.
wrote) (unbelievers as
determined but author is
(unbelievers as capable of understanding capable as believers to get a unaware) and Significance
as believers)
correct mental grasp)
(reader determined, reader’s
response to meaning, Holy
Spirit needed)
Hermeneutics (science or theory) (the
Exegesis (art or practice) (includes
rules of proper interpretation)
integration/harmonization)
Hermeneutics needed to exegete
Exegesis
Hermeneutics
Hermeneutics (science and art) essential
to understanding what it meant and what
it means (hermeneutical preunderstanding can change as we interact
with the text)
Hermeneutics--the nature of the
Exegesis—actually interpreting the text (“the text means
interpretive process (techniques and pre- such and such”)
understandings) Hermeneutics serve
exegesis
Exegesis—extracting what
Application—applying the
The study of the right principles for
the writer meant to his
exegeted teaching for the
understanding the biblical text (both
envisaged readers, and
correcting and directing of
theoretically and
Integration—gaining full
our personal thought and
spiritually/experientially)
meaning by correlating it
action (requires spiritual
with other relevant biblical
commitment to God)
passages

How to Interpret the Bible
With no consistent terminology, my definitions are the generally more
common and consistent with the Chicago Statement on Biblical Hermeneutics

 Hermeneutics--the rules for interpreting the Bible—to be used throughout
the entire process of:
 Exegesis—what the author meant to his readers, and
 Application—what it means to me today
The rules and/or starting methodology
Hermeneutics-- rules of interpretation used
throughout exegesis and application. The Holy
Spirit influences through entire process of
correct mental grasp (meaning) and
significance--but is essential in the latter. Must
start with proper hermeneutic of grammaticalhistorical. Hermeneutical spiral built on
unchangeable pre-understandings.

What it meant
originally
Exegesis—
extracting what
author meant
to his envisaged
reader

What it means
to us/me today
Application—
involves
discerning
implications and
significance for
today

How to Interpret the Bible
In order to exegete, you must start with the historical-grammatical (h-g)
hermeneutical method. Any other starting method (like
allegorical interpretation) is arbitrary and subjective. The h-g method, if
applied consistently, will help you identify figures of speech, allegories,
etc., (as we correlate that meaning of the text with our knowledge of the
real world--e.g., we know trees cannot clap their hands because they
have no hands, so we see that phrase as a figure of speech). So the h-g
method does not tie you down to a wooden-literal approach. But notice
the hermeneutical foundation that was used to discover this figure of
speech was the h-g method, which is the way most people naturally
tend to read things. And you can't get your hermeneutics from the
scripture itself, because you could never have any confidence that you
properly understood the hermeneutical principles from the Bible unless
your antecedent, extra-biblical hermeneutical principles used to
understand the Biblical principles were correct to begin with. (Getting
your hermeneutics from the Bible is like sawing the limb off that you're
sitting on. The spiral needs a foundation.) This h-g hermeneutical
foundation keeps you out of a nonsensical vicious circle--similar to how
our epistemological self-evident truths and first principles save us from
infinite regress or circular reasoning.

How to Interpret the Bible
Gordon Fee talks about reading between the lines to get the
implications from the text. Caution is called for here. Radical
departures from the plain reading of biblical text are not justified by
extra-biblical sources.
Extra-biblical sources can enhance our understanding, but they
should never radically altar our interpretation, such that we are
eisegeting (reading things into the text that aren’t there) versus
exegeting (extracting from the text what is there). After all, if an
extra-biblical “fact” causes you to distort the meaning of inspired
text (e.g., liberation theology, feminist hermeneutic, homosexual
hermeneutic), you are trusting some other source more than you
are the Bible.
The text is God’s inspired, inerrant word. No extra-biblical sources
have that authority. The Bible must judge all other sources when a
conflict arises, not the other way around. Adding to, taking from, or
distorting a text is never sound exegesis, no matter what you think
you know from other sources.

How to Interpret the Bible
C.S Lewis’ Fern-Seed and Elephants
All this sort of criticism attempts to reconstruct the genesis of the
texts it studies; what vanished documents each author used, when
and where he wrote, with what purposes, under what influences...
This is done with immense erudition and great ingenuity. And at first
sight it is very convincing….What forearms me against all these
reconstructions is the fact that I have seen it all from the other end
of the stick. I have watched reviewers reconstructing the genesis of
my own books in just this way. …My impression is that in the whole
of my experience not one of these guesses has on any one point
been right; that the method shows a record of 100 per cent failure….
These men ask me to believe they can read between the lines of the
old texts; the evidence is their obvious inability to read (in any sense
worth discussing) the lines themselves. They claim to see fern-seed
and can't see an elephant ten yards away in broad daylight.

How to Interpret the Bible

We may have hints and helps from extra-biblical sources, but the
surest way we have of determining the intent of the biblical
authors is by reading what they wrote.
Meaning can reside then, in all three places at the same time: it
can be in the mind of the author as the meaner, it can reside in
the text as meant, and it can reside in the reader as meaning.

How to Interpret the Bible
Insisting on having to read between the lines of the text (for
authorial intent) in order to know the author’s meaning is a
self-defeating exercise.
If you have to know the hidden intention of the author to
understand his text, even if the author was here writing it down
(or speaking), you would have to question his hidden intent
before you could understand his explanation, etc. and you
could never understand his words because he would always
have to explain his words by more words.
This is an infinite regress in which no meaning can be
communicated.
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Unreliable
Approach
Reader gives meaning
(different for each
reader)
Subjective, relative,
untestable (no checks
and balances),
arbitrary
No correct
interpretation
No way to reject an
interpretation
No way to adjudicate
between conflicting
interpretations
Private interpretation
for only an individual
or group

Normal rules of
language
(like people
normally speak
and write).
Allows for
figures of speech

Allegorical
hidden
meaning
Chance
finger
on page

Function of illumination

Secret
codes

Personal
coded
messages for
my personal
situation

Apostolic
exceptions
(Messianic
fuller
meaning)
Function of Inspiration

Reliable
Approach
Author gives
meaning (locked in
time)
Objective, testable
(checks and
balances), based on
rules
Correct interpretation
possible
A way to reject an
interpretation
A way to adjudicate
between conflicting
interpretations
Meaning available to
all believers
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Fallacies to avoid
Psychoanalysis fallacy—We have to get into the mind of the author and
know why he wrote it in order to know what he wrote. Speculative and
commits infinite regress error.
Word Study fallacies—giving a word the wrong meaning based on its root
meaning, ignoring the word’s wide lexical range and its context and
grammar.
Allegorizing—going beneath the text for the “deeper” real meaning. This
method is arbitrary, subjective and self-refuting.
Spiritualizing—discarding the earthly, physical, historical reality for a
spiritual analogy (Jesus stilling the storm is “stilling the storms of life”.
Arbitrary, subjective, and self refuting.
Moralizing—Drawing moral inferences, making descriptive passages
prescriptive. (Jesus told Peter, “Feed my sheep”. Our response, “We
have a task.”
B. Mauser, Reading to Grow with some edits
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Fallacies to avoid
Focusing on “the facts”—focusing so much on the historical aspects that
the meaning of the text is missed
Imitating Bible characters—taking on an unscriptural imitation of a Bible
character, confusing biblical description (of what certain people did) with
prescription (how we ought to be)
Confusing the role of the Holy Spirit—assuming the Holy Spirit bypasses
ordinary means (of study, etc) for us to understand a text (i.e., using the
Holy Spirit as a shortcut for diligent study which the Holy Spirit
commanded [2Tim 2:15])

Outline from B. Mauser, Reading to Grow
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Practices to follow

1. Observe (Ask who, what, where, when, and how)
2. Find the meaning

a. A culture/time/language/geography gap exists between Bible times and the
21st century. (Grammars, lexicons/dictionaries, concordances, commentaries,
Bible handbooks, and other works can help us understand the language and
culture of the ancient world)
b. Different kinds of literature and figures of speech are being used in the
Bible. Different genres are to be interpreted differently. You wouldn’t interpret
the poetry books like you would the historical books. Bible writers used
figures of speech as we do, so a literalistic interpretation would be
detrimental to understanding the author’s meaning.
c. Context is king. Always read and apply verses in their context. Word
meanings are largely determined by their context in sentences. Except for the
proverbs perhaps, sentences are understood by their paragraphs, which are
understood by their books, which are understood by the entire Bible.
Outline from Jonathan Morrow, Welcome to College
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Practices to follow
d. Pay attention to the words, grammar, and syntax used. (Grammars,
concordances, commentaries, dictionaries/lexicons, and other works can
help)
e. Scripture helps interpret scripture. If the Bible is God’s word, it doesn’t
contradict or err in any way. Seeking to harmonize passages without
exegetically distorting the text will lead to a proper interpretation. For
example, James (James 2:24) must be speaking of a different type of
justification than Paul (Romans 4:4-5). And since their use of different
parts of Abraham’s life in their respective contexts bears this out, this is a
reasonable harmonization.

Outline from Jonathan Morrow, Welcome to College
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Practices to follow
3. Application
• Is there an example for me to follow?
• Is there a sin to avoid?
• Is there a promise to claim?
• Is there a prayer to repeat?
• Is there a verse to memorize?
• Is there a command to obey?
• Is there an error to mark?

Outline from Jonathan Morrow, Welcome to College
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As for Application

Practices to follow

1. Always do exegesis before application. You can’t know how to
apply a passage until you know what the author meant. You
learn what the author meant by studying the text itself.
2. Always ask who is saying what to whom
3. All scripture is for us but not all scripture is to us
See my paper, The Continuation and End of the Mosaic Law
http://studies.travisechols.com/The%20Continuation%20and%20End%20
of%20the%20Mosaic%20Law.pdf
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How Not to Interpret the Bible

In Frank Turek’s podcast, There are No Verses in the
Bible, he starts with asking how you would interpret a
sentence from the newspaper, “After the strike, the team
will celebrate.” Is this talking about fishing, baseball,
bowling, union, marksmen? What does that mean? You
need context. There are very few independently
standing verses in the Bible. Also google Greg Koukl,
Never Read a Bible Verse.
A biblical passage can’t mean now what it didn’t mean
then. You can’t pour your own meaning into it. You are
wanting to read God’s word, not your own word.
Exegesis is getting the meaning out of the text.
Eisegesis is reading your meaning into the text.
You can’t apply a passage properly to yourself until you
know what it means. (Exegesis must come before
application)
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How Not to Interpret the Bible

1. Don’t read one verse and ignore the context
2. Don’t always point the compass to yourself
If you were lost in the woods, how helpful would your
magnetic compass be if instead of it pointing north, it always
pointed toward yourself? Don’t make a passage about you
unless it applies to you.
For example, Jeremiah 29:11 is the text of a letter that Jeremiah wrote to the
Jerusalem elders exiled to Babylon.
“For I know the thoughts that I think toward you, says the LORD, thoughts of
peace and not of evil, to give you a future and a hope.”
Why not claim Jeremiah 44:11 to those exiled to Egypt?
“Therefore thus says the LORD of hosts, the God of Israel: Behold, I will set My
face against you for catastrophe and for cutting off all Judah.”
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How Not to Interpret the Bible

3. Don’t assume God approves everything recorded in the
Bible (everything described in the Bible is not prescribed to
us)
4. Don’t assume God approves of behavior that Jesus didn’t
explicitly prohibit
“Jesus never said anything about felony home invasion.”
As home invasion is in the category of stealing, homosexual activity is in the
category of fornication. Furthermore, Jesus endorsed the entire Bible,
promising to reveal more to his apostles and lead them into all truth.
5. Don’t spiritualize/moralize historical texts. For example, Jesus calming the
storm showed that he had power over nature. It doesn’t mean he will calm the
trouble in your life. Some liberals even moralize away the resurrection of Christ.
6. Don’t literalize figurative texts. Phenomenological language is used, for
example “the sun setting”. Metaphors are also used. For example, “Arise and
be baptized, and wash away your sins.” (Acts 22:16)
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Practices to follow
In Frank Turek’s latest book, Stealing from God, he suggests using the
acronym S.T.O.P. to discover the meaning of any given biblical text. It is
as follows:
S-Situation? What's the historical situation? What do you need to know
about the people and events in the story? What's the larger context?
T-Type? What's the type of literature? Is it historical narrative?
Poetry? Prophecy? Law? Wisdom? Epistle? What literary devices are
being used: Hyperbole? Parable? Metaphor? Apocalyptic Imagery?
O-Object? Who is the object of the text? Everyone? Specific
people? Ancient Israel? Is it the Old or New Covenant?
P-Prescription? Is this passage prescriptive for us today or merely
descriptive of an historical event?
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Example of a faulty hermeneutic in the Infant Baptist interpretation
“Noting the similarities between physical circumcision and
baptism and yet ignoring the dissimilarities can create a false
parallelism of the two rituals, revealing a faulty hermeneutic.
This supposed one-to-one correspondence is invalidated by
observing the great differences between Old Covenant
circumcision and New Covenant baptism. Under the
Abrahamic Covenant, all male descendants of Abraham, as
well as servants, both adults and children, whether believing
or not, whether from believing parents or not, were to receive
the bloody ritual of foreskin removal (Gen 17:1-14, 20, 25-26).
Applying water to male and female infants of only believing
parents is not consistent with either the Old or New
Covenants.”
http://studies.travisechols.com/Baptism.pdf
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Hermeneutical difference in two major views of eschatology:
Covenant Amillenialism versus Premillenial Dispensationalism
Covenant Amillenialism
The New Testament often reinterprets the Old Testament in a non-literal
manner. A non-literal interpretation of many OT prophecies is necessary
due to their reference by New Testament apostles (e.g., The temple is now
Christ [Jn 2:19] and the Church [1Cor 3:17; 1Tim 3:15]; Israel is now Christ
[Gal 3:16] and the Church4.
A future literal fulfillment would subvert the progressive advancement of
redemption, reverting back to the inferior shadows of the Old Covenant
(e.g. priests and animal sacrifices) which have already been fulfilled in
Christ and the church (Heb 7:12; 8:13; 10:1-10, 18).
Understanding the typological nature of the Old Covenant, the apostles
gave many OT concepts a different meaning than their Old Covenant
meaning.6 The OT prophets did not clearly see their true spiritual meaning
as did the apostles (Luke 24:45; 1Peter 1:9-12; 2Cor 3:14-16).
http://studies.travisechols.com/Eschatology--two%20major%20schools%20of%20interpretation.pdf
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Hermeneutical difference in two major views of eschatology:
Covenant Amillenialism versus Premillenial Dispensationalism
Premillennial Dispensationalism
Old Testament prophecies are to be interpreted literally. A literal
interpretation takes verses to mean what they say on their face as they
would have been normally understood by the original writers and readers-otherwise verses have no meaning in the specifics (e.g., Eze 40-48) or can
be subjectively interpreted to mean most anything.
Furthermore, the truthfulness of God to Israel is called into question if
their scriptures mean something completely different. A consistent literal
interpretation of the OT points forward to a glorious, earthly messianic rule
with temple worship and unsaved heathen under the rule of Messiah. The
apostles' application of OT prophecies that sometimes expands and adds
to their literal natural meaning, does not negate their literal fulfillment.
Luke 1:31-33, Matt 19:28, Acts 1:6-8, Romans 11, and Rev 20 are New
Testament (NT) verses that together corroborate the expectation of a future
earthly kingdom. More New Testament corroboration is not needed
because of the prophecies' clear and repeated mention in the OT
scriptures which are equally authoritative.
http://studies.travisechols.com/Eschatology--two%20major%20schools%20of%20interpretation.pdf
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Bringing the Old Testament into the New Testament
1Cor 9:13 Do you not know that those (Levites) who minister the holy things
(various temple services) eat of the things of the temple (tithes and offerings
from the land) , and those who serve at the altar (the Levitical priests)
partake of the offerings of the altar (burnt offerings above the tithe which also
including the best tenth from the Levites’ tithe)? 14 Even so (in a similar
manner or for a similar purpose) the Lord has commanded that those who
preach the gospel (dedicate their lives to it) should live from the gospel
(be compensated for their work in ministering the gospel). “Even so” cannot
mean “exactly in the same manner” because of the great differences of the
Old and New Covenant administrations, as I’ll describe later in my comments.
One of the most difficult tasks as a Bible student is determining how to
interpret the apostles’ quotes and allusions to OT scriptures. How much of the
OT custom is the apostle transferring to the New Covenant? For the
hermeneutical reasons I gave regarding the first paragraph, I tend to lean
toward restraint. In other words, I don’t want to read between the lines
something that is not clearly said by the apostle.
http://studies.travisechols.com/Comments%20on%20The%20Tithe%20in%20the%20New%20Testament.pdf
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Bringing the Old Testament into the New Testament
Because the New Covenant is consistent with but not a continuation of the
Old, I’m more comfortable generally stopping at what is said and going no
further. This approach is justified, I think, by the many cases where Jesus and
the apostles used the Old Testament to make a point that the OT writer most
likely never had in mind (God did of course) or that could never carry the full
meaning of the context in which it is found in the Old Testament.
For an example, Roy Zuck says, “When Jesus read from Isaiah 61:2,
as recorded in Luke 4:18-19, He stopped in the middle of verse 2 of Isaiah 61,
not reading the words, ‘and the day of vengeance of our God.’ This was
because His carrying out of the day of vengeance is yet future and was not
relevant to His first advent.”
Therefore, I do not believe 1Cor 9:13 is commanding tithing of New Covenant
believers, because Paul never mentions it. He is commending preachers of the
gospel to be compensated, as were the Levites under the Old Covenant.
http://studies.travisechols.com/Comments%20on%20The%20Tithe%20in%20the%20New%20Testament.pdf
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Interpreting verses out of their larger context

Some think tongues are for private prayer. The Bible never says that tongues are a
devotional prayer language. Praying in tongues in private would not be a sign to
unbelievers. This confusion is based partly on a misunderstanding of 1Cor 14:2-4. When a
person speaks in a language unknown in the church, he speaks only to God because men
cannot understand him. Thus he only edifies himself, not the church. 1Cor 14:2-4 is a
rebuke for speaking in unknown tongues--not an encouragement to do so (1Cor 14:1-20).
The subject under consideration in 1Cor 12 through 14 is the use of spiritual gifts in the
church--not private prayer. In every case in Acts where tongues are spoken, they are
spoken in public. Never is it private prayer.
Furthermore, if tongues are useful in praying to God, why would God only give this gift to
some members of the church? Doesn't God desire for all believers to pray with the Spirit's
power? Wouldn't God desire for all his children to speak to him in His language, the
heavenly language? If God desires for believers to pray in tongues, why is the rest of
scripture completely silent about this when prayer is discussed? In Romans 8, the Bible
tells us how the Spirit helps us in prayer--and it is not through uttered languages--it is with
groanings which cannot be uttered. Likewise the Spirit also helps our infirmities: for we
know not what we should pray for as we ought: but the Spirit itself makes intercession for
us with groanings which cannot be uttered. (Rom 8:26). If tongues are to be a sign to
unbelievers, then speaking in tongues among only believers is also pointless.
http://studies.travisechols.com/Tongues.pdf

How to Interpret the Bible
The Need for Consistency and Thoroughness

Ignoring similarities or differences can create an out-of-balance continuity or
discontinuity in your theology.
A need or desire to relativize New Testament texts to ancient customs in spite
of the enduring underlying reasons given by a prophet or apostle reveals a
bias that should be reevaluated.
The important thing is to take in all the relevant data and be careful to apply a
consistent hermeneutic. Arbitrarily “cherry picking” some verses to accept or
apply while not others--for no reason other than their doctrinal implications
(i.e., they don’t fit your presuppositions or desired conclusions)--reveals a
lack of objectivity and a vulnerability for error in interpretation.
A consistent hermeneutical approach will keep your biases in check.
Hermeneutical inconsistency always reveals an error in your approach to the
text, and is often exposing a doctrinal error.
The Bible is God’s word and we should handle it carefully and honestly,
whether we like what it says or not.
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Evaluating Meta-narratives

Be careful not to throw the baby out with the bathwater when
weaknesses are discovered in a particular system. It may be that
only a certain component of the system is wrong and not the
entire construct. Evaluating a system component by component,
premise by premise, will prevent you from prematurely
positionalizing yourself, either for or against it.
Read widely within the Bible believing community from the
strongest proponents of the various positions.
The strength of any position/system is not so much in whether a
convincing string of texts and arguments can be assembled in
favor of it; it is how well it holds up when all the pertinent
evidence is brought to bear under fire from opposing views.
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Reasons we may disagree on interpretation
(from scripture)
A. Some things God has not revealed
B. There is nothing wrong with the Bible
C. The problem is with us
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

No indwelling Holy Spirit.
Sinfulness.
Not enough diligent study.
Too much independence.
Too much dependence on others.
Not seeking the truth.
Fear of controversy.
Pride.

http://studies.travisechols.com/Why%20Christians%20disagree%20on%20spiritual%20matters.pdf
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Reasons we may disagree on interpretation
(from scripture)

D. We all need to continually grow in our understanding

Wayne Grudem gives the following qualifications for understanding
scripture:
1. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not all at once.
2. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not without
effort.
3. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not without
ordinary means.
4. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not without the
reader’s willingness to obey it.
5. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not without the
help of the Holy Spirit.
6. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but not without
human understanding.
7. Scripture affirms that it is able to be understood but never completely.
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Summary

The text of the Bible communicates objective
truth that can be understood. Some parts are
difficult to understand, but not impossible.
Continued growth in understanding comes
through praise, prayer, humility, study, and
obedience. Also, since God used human
writers to pen his word in human language to
communicate to human beings, valid
principles of human language interpretation
and application should always be observed.
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Some Recommended Resources

Links at www.travisechols.com

