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The world throws all sorts of arguments against Christianity and the Bible, such as:

· There is no God. 

· All religions are pretty much the same.

· “Good” people go to Heaven.  

· There is no truth.

· The Bible is full of errors and has been changed over the centuries.

· Men wrote the Bible, so it must have mistakes

· You shouldn’t try to change people’s religious beliefs or push your morality on others
How was the Bible put together?  Can you rely on it?

Luke 23:39-43 One of the criminals who hung there hurled insults at him: “Aren’t you the Christ? Save yourself and us!” But the other criminal rebuked him. “Don’t you fear God,” he said, “since you are under the same sentence? We are punished justly, for we are getting what our deeds deserve. But this man has done nothing wrong.” Then he said, “Jesus, remember me when you come into your kingdom.” Jesus answered him, “I tell you the truth, today you will be with me in paradise.”

Story of criminal on cross – things he didn’t do

· Did not do any good works

· Did not get baptized

· Did not participate in any Bible studies

· Did not speak in tongues

· Did not love God and serve Him

· Did not go to confession

· Did not tithe

· Did not join a church
Do you need to know everything?

· No.

· You should know some things, just for your own good.  Followers of Christ should want to know more about him and his teachings and plans and how to spread the Gospel.
· Don’t fake it: “I don’t know, but I’ll find out.”
Some basic apologetics (defense of the faith)
http://www.risenjesus.com/challenge/frameSet.html
I am confident that we can defend the inspiration and inerrancy claims of the Bible, but the discussions are wide and deep and it is easy for them to get off track. 

An interesting approach is to consider what the skeptical historians tend to agree on - that is, what elements of the resurrection do the well educated skeptics concede?  You can actually build a very strong case starting with those.  If nothing else, it helps refute the "blind faith" accusations.

I readily concede that God used the writing styles and experiences of the humans who wrote the Gospels, but I don’t concede that it didn’t turn out exactly as God wanted it to. He is sovereign over his creation and could easily guide the people and circumstances to achieve what He desired.

I think those doctrines are quite defensible but not necessary to share the Gospel. There are several important facts that even skeptical historians will concede, and we can work from there:

· Jesus died on a cross

· The disciples really believed He rose physically (even if the skeptics don’t believe He rose physically they realize that the disciples did)

· The Apostle Paul persecuted Christians then converted after claiming to see the risen Christ and wrote at least Romans, 1 & 2 Corinthians, Philippians, Galatians and Philemon, which record key doctrines and traditions at early dates.  Paul was hostile to the faith and had no reason to believe.

1. Jesus' disciples believed he appeared to them. (% of scholars from 1975-Present who agree: Nearly 100%)
No less than 9 ancient sources from an eyewitness, very early oral traditions dating within 20 years of Jesus' crucifixion, and several written sources testify that Jesus' disciples were claiming that he had risen from the dead and appeared to them.

"It may be taken as historically certain that Peter and the disciples had experiences after Jesus' death in which He appeared to them as the risen Christ." -Atheist New Testament Scholar Gerd Lüdemann, 1995

2. A few skeptics believed Jesus appeared to them. (% of scholars from 1975-Present who agree: Nearly 100% for Paul; ~90% for James)
Paul experienced an immediate change from a persecutor of the Church to one of its most aggressive advocates.  He said the change was because the risen Jesus had appeared to him, and he willingly suffered and died for that belief. (Sources: Paul, Luke, Clement of Rome, Polycarp, Tertullian, Dionysius of Corinth, Origen)

a. Prior to Jesus' resurrection, the brother of Jesus named James was a skeptic (Sources: Mark, John).

b. An appearance of the risen Jesus to James is reported within 5 years of Jesus' crucifixion (Source: 1 Corinthians 15:7).

c. James became a leader of the Church in Jerusalem (Sources: Paul, Luke)

d. James willingly died for his belief that Jesus was the Messiah (Sources: Josephus, Hegesippus, Clement of Alexandria).

3. The original disciples were willing to suffer and die for their belief that Jesus rose and attests to the sincerity of their faith, which strongly rules out lies on their part.
Sources: Luke, Clement of Rome, Polycarp, Ignatius, Dionysius of Corinth, Tertullian, Origen.

4. "All the strictly historical evidence we have is in favor of [the empty tomb], and those scholars who reject it ought to recognize that they do so on some other ground than that of scientific history."-William Wand, Oxford University, 1972) (% of scholars from 1975-Present who agree: ~75%)
Since Jesus was publicly executed then buried in Jerusalem, it would have been impossible for Christianity to get off the ground there had the body still been in the tomb.  His enemies in the Jewish leadership and Roman government would only have had to exhume the corpse and publicly display it for the hoax to have been shattered.

Rather than point to an occupied tomb, the Jewish leadership who had Jesus crucified accused His disciples of stealing the body. This move seems to have been an attempt to account for a missing body, since it is highly unlikely that this claim would have been made if the body had still been in the tomb. (Sources: Matthew, Justin, Tertullian).

When we come to the account of the empty tomb, women are listed as the primary witnesses.  This would be an odd invention, since in both Jewish and Roman cultures woman were not esteemed and their testimony was regarded as questionable; certainly not as credible as a man's. Given the low view of women that existed in the first century, it seems unlikely that the Gospel authors would invent testimonies, place them in the mouths of those who would not be believed by many, and then make them the primary witnesses to the empty tomb.  If the Gospel writers had invented the story about the empty tomb, it seems that they would most likely have depicted men discovering its vacancy and being the first to see the risen Jesus.

Conclusion
a. A number of people claimed to have seen Jesus alive after his execution.  These were friends and skeptics, individuals and groups.

b. Jesus' tomb was empty

c. Since these facts are well established historically and are accepted by the majority of scholars, any theory of what happened has to account for all of the facts.

d. Jesus' resurrection certainly accounts for all of the historical facts.  But can any natural explanation (opposed to a supernatural one) explain these facts too?  Let's see!

Competing theories
Psychological phenomena, fraud, legend.

The New Testament wasn't first compiled into a single volume until the middle of the second century.  Thus, we have no less than 9 New Testament authors who write about Jesus in the first century.  Furthermore, 11 additional early Christian authors, 4 heretical writings, and 7 non-Christian sources make explicit mention of Jesus in their writings within 150 years of his life. This amounts to a minimum of 31 authors, 7 who are non-Christian, who explicitly mention Jesus within 150 years of his life.

Men wrote the Bible, so it must have mistakes?
A common objection to the assertion that God inspired the writings of the Bible is that men wrote it, so it must have mistakes.  Sadly, I have often heard this from committed Christians.

The argument usually goes like this:

Premise 1: Men wrote the Bible.

Premise 2: Men make mistakes.

Conclusion: God didn’t write the Bible.

But note that premise 1 is just another way of stating the conclusion.  If you are trying to determine who wrote the Bible, your first premise can’t be that men were the sole authors.  So this “argument” doesn’t prove that God didn’t write the Bible, it assumes it. 

Here is another syllogism you may have heard:

Premise 1: Men wrote the Bible.

Premise 2: Men make mistakes.

Conclusion: The Bible has mistakes.

This one has a major problem as well.  It assumes that just because people sometimes make mistakes that they will always make mistakes.  But lots of things get done without mistakes - perfect scores on tests, 300 games in bowling, diseases cured, etc.  If God was the author then an error-free Bible would be expected. 

Of course, this doesn’t prove that God did inspire the Biblical writings, just that these are bad arguments to use against the inspiration of the Bible.  We have separate, robust reasoning for why we can trust that it is God’s Word.  More on that another day.

P.S. Keep in mind that claims of inerrancy relate to the original writings, not to copies or translations.  If making a copy error invalidated the inerrancy claim, then any atheist could make a deliberate “mistake” and claim that it disproved the Bible. 

Hat tip: Stand to Reason
How many translations did your Bible go through?
One.  
Really. Just one time from the original language to the language and version of your Bible.  The original writings were copied many times, but the Bible you hold was only translated once.

Many people - including some Christians - are quick to say that the Bible has been translated and changed so many times over the centuries that we don’t know what the original writings said.  For example, I just saw a video clip where Deepak Chopra (alleged religious expert) claims that the King James was the 13th iteration of the Bible.

But contrary to that myth, the books of the Bible have only been translated once and the copying process was very robust, dependable and verifiable.   

For example, Paul wrote in Greek, and we have Greek manuscripts to make translations from.  That is one translation. 

Conventional wisdom: Translations from one language to another to another . . .
Greek original ==> Latin translation ==> other translations ==> King James version ==> New International Version, etc. 

What actually happened
Greek original ==> copies of Greek original ==> Latin version

Greek original ==> copies of Greek original ==> King James version

Greek original ==> copies of Greek original ==> New International Version

Etc.

So the real issue is how accurate and reliable the copying process was.  The science of textual criticism shows that the copies of the New Testament are 99.5% accurate and that the differences are minor and have no impact on Christian theology. 

Regarding the Old Testament, here are some notes from the Christian Apologetics & Research Ministry:

The OT does not have as many supporting manuscripts as the NT but it is, nevertheless, remarkably reliable.

1. The Septuagint, a Greek translation of the Hebrew OT done around 250 B.C., attests to the reliability and consistency of the OT when it is compared to existing Hebrew manuscripts. 

2. The Dead Sea Scrolls discovered in 1947 also verify the reliability of the OT manuscripts. 

3. The Dead Sea Scrolls were ancient documents that were hidden in a cave in Israel about 2000 years ago. The scrolls contained many OT books, one of them being Isaiah. 

1. Before the Dead Sea scrolls, the earliest existing manuscript of the OT was dated around 900 A.D. called the Masoretic Text. The Scrolls contained OT documents 1000 years earlier. A comparison between the manuscripts revealed an incredible accuracy of transmission through copying, so much so that critics were silenced. 

In summary, the Bible you hold has only been translated once, and the copying process was very robust, dependable and verifiable.  
Also see Is The New Testament Reliable? and Has the Bible been rewritten so many times that we can’t trust it anymore?
“The Lord says . . .”

Is the Bible the Word of God?

The Bible directly quotes God roughly 3,000 times and the New Testament writers quote the Old Testament as the Word of God 320 times.  Keep in mind that some of those references covered whole sections of scripture and not just one verse.

Also, Jesus claimed to be God, so all the “red letters” would be Biblical claims to be the Word of God.  And roughly 10% of the red letters quote the black letters.  As noted in “What did Jesus think of the Old Testament,” the references Jesus made to the Old Testament were varied and often cited the most controversial parts - Satan, Noah, Jonah, Sodom, etc.  Jesus made zero corrections to the Old Testament, and He quoted from the Pentateuch (the first five books), Psalms, Jonah and others.  He even said:

Matthew 5:17-18 “Do not think that I have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets; I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill them. I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything is accomplished.
I did some searches in my Bible software on a few phrases to see how many times they occurred.  There were so many that I got tired after a while.  Watch for them when you read the Bible.  It is really quite amazing.

· The Lord says 198 

· The Lord said 301 

· The word of the Lord 239 

·  . . . declares the Lord 266 

·  . . . oracle 47 

· I am the Lord 158 

· Lord instructed 3 

· Lord commanded 117 

· Lord had commanded 24 

· the Lord gave this command 1 

· Lord gave 42 

· Lord told 10 

· Lord has told 4 

· Says the Lord 103 

· The Lord almighty says 47 

· Says the Lord almighty 31 

· The Lord almighty, the God of Israel says 1 

· Lord spoke 25 

· Lord revealed 1 

· Lord then said 1 

· Lord answered 23 

· God said 54 

· Lord had said 31 

· Lord replied 11 

· Holy one of Israel says 2 

· Lord called 14 

Then, of course, there is 2 Timothy 3:16-17 - All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness, so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.  (Yes, I know some people think that doesn’t apply to the New Testament.  I’ll address that in another post.)  And Peter referred to Paul’s writings as scripture.  

So the Bible makes an extraordinary amount of claims to be the Word of God and that it was transmitted to us accurately.

What’s the point?
Now before any skeptics or Liberal Theologians choke on their own rage yelling, “circular reference!,” let me point out that I’m not referring to these as my only proof that the Bible is God’s Word.  I understand that claiming that the Bible is God’s Word because it says it is God’s Word wouldn’t be an adequate argument.  We have other evidence for it being God’s Word. 

Still, there are a couple important points one can draw from this huge amount of references. 

If the Bible is God’s Word then wouldn’t you expect it to make that claim?  In fact, if it didn’t make that claim wouldn’t you view that as a reason for it not being God’s Word?  And if it said it wasn’t God’s Word then it obviously wouldn’t be God’s Word.  So the claims to be God’s Word are a sort of necessary occurrence.

The second and main point of this post is only for Christians who claim the Bible isn’t all inspired by God, or that it was just what the Jews and Christians thought God was saying, or that it is somehow incomplete. 

If you really think the Bible has upwards of 3,000 errors / lies in it, why pick it up? 

How do you discern which parts belong there and which do not?  You appear to believe in Dalmatian Theology, where the Bible is only inspired in spots and that you are inspired to spot the spots, or Advanced Dalmatian Theology, where God is also changing spots and adding/removing spots, and, oddly enough, He is only telling theological liberals and progressives.

Why should I trust your “inspiration” more than I trust the writings of the Apostles or their close companions, especially considering that every word they wrote has been scrutinized by believers and non-believers for 2,000 years?  Why should I trust your views when you deny many of the essentials of the faith and often claim that Jesus’ life, death and resurrection aren’t necessary for people to be reconciled to God or to go to Heaven? 

The Gospels and the rest of the New Testament make multiple warnings about sound doctrine and Jesus rebuked the Pharisees for their false doctrines.  But as Timothy pointed out last week, sound doctrine is found in the Word of God.  Otherwise, what doctrines were the writers referring to? 

From beginning to end, the Bible claims to be the Word of God.  Is believing that a requirement for salvation?  No.  The criminal on the cross wasn’t a Bible scholar but he went to Heaven because he put his faith in Jesus. 

But how even marginally educated Christians can hold a view other than the Bible being the Word of God is beyond me. 

Why the New Testament is Scripture

Note: This is written more for Christians who deny the validity of New Testament books than it is for skeptics (though all are welcome).   

It is popular to dismiss the following passage as not applying to the New Testament since it had not been officially canonized at that time.  However, many letters were already in circulation in the early church and were accepted as authoritative.  Remember that this was Paul’s last letter, written from prison in Rome before he was beheaded.

2 Timothy 3:16-17 All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness, so that the man of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.

If God “breathes” Scripture then this passage could easily apply to letters not yet canonized or even written.  He’s omniscient, remember? 

Jesus promised that the disciples would testify about him (that could have just been orally, but it seems pretty obvious that it would eventually be written down).

John 15:26-27 “When the Counselor comes, whom I will send to you from the Father, the Spirit of truth who goes out from the Father, he will testify about me. And you also must testify, for you have been with me from the beginning.”
In 1 Timothy 5:18 Paul appears to quote Luke 10:7 (”for the worker deserves his wages”) as Scripture, though it is possible that it came from a summary of verses in Deuteronomy.

1 Timothy 5:18 For the Scripture says, “Do not muzzle the ox while it is treading out the grain,” and “The worker deserves his wages.”

Peter referred to Paul as writing with “the wisdom that God gave him” and considered Paul’s writings to be scripture.

2 Peter 3:15-17 Bear in mind that our Lord’s patience means salvation, just as our dear brother Paul also wrote you with the wisdom that God gave him. He writes the same way in all his letters, speaking in them of these matters. His letters contain some things that are hard to understand, which ignorant and unstable people distort, as they do the other Scriptures, to their own destruction. Therefore, dear friends, since you already know this, be on your guard so that you may not be carried away by the error of lawless men and fall from your secure position.

Check out Paul’s letters and note how he claimed to be an Apostle of Jesus.  He obviously thought he was speaking for God.  So either he was speaking for God or he was a big liar or some sort of crazy person.

Some Christians claim that since the Bible didn’t include a specific notation of which 66 books belonged then we can’t be sure of what belongs.  But even if it did make that claim these same folks would probably say it is circular reasoning.  And I’ve noticed that these people are quick to say, “It is God’s word” then launch into 17 bad reasons they think it isn’t.  Credibility factor = zero.

Some people have read too much of the DaVinci Code and think the canonization process was politicized.  But most of the books in the Bible were selected without dispute.  The early church had viewed them as authoritative for some time. 

The same God who inspired the Scripture was quite capable of inspiring which books to include.  If Christians hold a different view then I kindly ask them to let me know what to take out and which books to add - provided they can convince me why their own personal canonization process trumps that of the God of the universe.

Lots more here about how the NT canon was compiled.  Christians who say things like, “But the Bible doesn’t say these 66 books were to be part of the Bible” should read it.  Even if the Bible did mention which books to include then the same critics would cry “circular reasoning.”  And these same critics have no problem quoting the parts they like as being fully authoritative and “God’s word.”

Itching ears / the Bible was written so long ago
[image: image14.jpg]


Many people - including self-proclaimed Christians, surprisingly enough - claim that the Bible is unreliable because of its age and how it was assembled.  They use terms like “bronze age mythology” or “old words” or some such thing.  The theme is that if the words are old then they have lesser or no value.

But consider the implications: Does that mean that words have an expiration date?  Are they somehow better when new?  I think that older words may convey more truth, on average, because they have stood the test of time (that’s a generality, of course - what really matters is whether the words are true or not).

If God inspired the words then they would be timeless, of course.

I imagine that every generation thought this verse was written just for them, and ours is no different:

2 Timothy 4:3 For the time will come when men will not put up with sound doctrine. Instead, to suit their own desires, they will gather around them a great number of teachers to say what their itching ears want to hear.

What did Jesus think of the Old Testament?



 HYPERLINK "http://gty.org/index.php" \t "_blank" John MacArthur mentioned several important things about what Jesus thought of the Old Testament in a recent sermon series.  Here are some of them plus my own comments.

For one thing, He thought He wrote it (and I believe him).  Christians have traditionally held these views:

1. Jesus is God as He claimed to be. 

2. God inspired the Bible. 

3. Therefore, Jesus inspired the Bible. 

Interestingly, the references Jesus made to the Old Testament were often the most controversial parts and/or those characters that some liberal theologians think were fictional - Satan, Noah, Jonah, Sodom.  When Jesus refers to them there isn’t even a hint that they weren’t real. 

He didn’t appear to have any problem with the destruction of the world (except for Noah and his family) and He clearly taught that the majority of people will go to Hell.  So we should dispense with the false dichotomy of the vengeful Old Testament God and the kinder, gentler New Testament God right here.

Matthew 7:13 “Enter through the narrow gate. For wide is the gate and broad is the road that leads to destruction, and many enter through it.
Jesus is the theme of Scripture, and He thought it spoke accurately of himself.

John 5:39-40 You diligently study the Scriptures because you think that by them you possess eternal life. These are the Scriptures that testify about me, yet you refuse to come to me to have life.
Jesus came to fulfill the law, not to tweak it or refine it.  Many passages refer to this, for example:

John 15:25 But this is to fulfill what is written in their Law: ‘They hated me without reason.’
On the road to Emmaus - aka “the world’s greatest Bible study” - Jesus explained it all and showed He they should have been able to see it.  He clearly thought the whole book was about him, so He was either correct or a raging egomaniac.

Luke 24:25-27 He said to them, “How foolish you are, and how slow of heart to believe all that the prophets have spoken! Did not the Christ have to suffer these things and then enter his glory?” And beginning with Moses and all the Prophets, he explained to them what was said in all the Scriptures concerning himself.

Jesus quoted or referred to the Old Testament roughly 180 times - about 10% of everything recorded in the Gospels.  He thought bible was error free.  If there were errors and He knew about them, that would have been evil.  If there were errors and He didn’t know about them, then He wasn’t God.

Matthew 5:18 I tell you the truth, until heaven and earth disappear, not the smallest letter, not the least stroke of a pen, will by any means disappear from the Law until everything is accomplished.
Jesus used Scripture to counter Satan and was completely confident in it.
Luke 4:3-4 The devil said to him, “If you are the Son of God, tell this stone to become bread.” Jesus answered, “It is written: ‘Man does not live on bread alone.’”

Jesus also used Scripture to answer John the Baptist in Luke 7. 
A final thought: Some people put more weight on the “red letters,” i.e., what Jesus is directly quoted as saying.  But the whole Bible is his Word.  And He used many of the red letters to refer to and explain the black letters.  
Biblical literalists?
A common label thrown at Bible-believing Christians is that they are “Biblical literalists,” that is, they interpret every part of the Bible in a completely literal, rigid fashion. Sadly, this charge is often made within the church. I was in a class at my church last Spring where nearly all the members were shocked that I believed that the original writings of the Bible were inspired by God. I was accused of being a literalist (eek!).  I thought I had gone to the Unitarian church by mistake.

Sometimes the charge has merit, such as when someone takes a given passage in a wooden fashion and causes unnecessary divisions. Interpreting the Book of Revelation is an example, where in my opinion some are too literal with their end times predictions.  Sometimes people take verses out of context to “prove” something they favor.  Some Bible reading tips to help avoid this are located here.

But I think the charge is mostly aimed at those who take the Bible seriously and who believe that the original writings were inspired by God. The Bible claims to speak for God several thousand times, so one would think that anyone calling themselves a Christian wouldn’t find it controversial to claim that the Bible is God’s Word.

Jesus used hyperbole, or extreme exaggeration, in saying it was better to gouge out our eyes or cut off our hands if that would stop us from sinning (at least I hope He was exaggerating!).  He also said to love your enemies and hate your parents.  But the passage where he said to hate your parents is also hyperbole.  He was making the point that we should love him so much more than other people and things that relatively speaking it would look like hate.  He obviously didn’t mean that literally.

Sometimes the criticisms are leveled at those who think Noah and Jonah are real people. But when you read those passages, do they sound like allegories or real events? If God made the universe and everything in it, is any miracle in the Bible too hard for him?

Ironically, those who hurl the literalist label are usually the first to take a verse literally and out of context. The favorite verse of some Christians (and non-Christians) appears to be Matthew 7:1, where Jesus says, “Do not judge.” They use this as an excuse for any and all behavior and to deflect criticism. If they would keep reading they would see that Jesus meant not to judge hypocritically.  He even says it is OK to judge once you’ve removed the plank from your eye!

Also, there are plenty of verses teaching that we need to make sound judgments, such as John 7:24 (“Stop judging on mere appearances and make a right judgment.”)

In an additional irony, they use this verse to judge those who make judgments. If anyone ever throws that verse at you out of context, then just reply by asking, “If it is wrong to judge, why are you judging me right now?”

When was the New Testament written?
There are a lot of myths and misunderstandings about how and when the Bible was formed. Some liberal historians try to date the Gospels and other New Testament writings as far from the death of Jesus as possible because it supports their hypothesis that they were largely made up. Of course, if the Gospels really were dated 70 AD or after, there is no reason they couldn’t still be the inspired Word of God. Yet a late dating obviously plays into the hands of heretics who strive to discredit the authority of Scripture.

But the facts point to all or nearly all of the New Testament books being written within 40 years of Jesus’ resurrection. Consider the following:

1. Jesus died and rose again around 33 A.D. 

2. The Apostle Paul was killed in 64 AD. This is a well attested historical fact. All his writings obviously occurred before then, and 1 Corinthians and Romans were written well before then. Paul testified that Jesus rose from the dead, among other things, and he did so within 20-30 years of Jesus’ death and resurrection. 

3. The book of Acts, written by Luke, ends with Paul was in prison in 62 AD. Luke wrote the Gospel of Luke before he wrote Acts, so it was presumably written in the late 50’s. 

4. Most scholars agree that Luke was not the first Gospel. Therefore, the earliest Gospel must have been written no later than the mid to late 50’s. If Matthew and Luke used the ‘Q’ document (a lost early church writing) as a source, then of course ‘Q’ would have been written even closer to Jesus’ death and resurrection. 

5. If the Gospels were all written after 70 A.D., why wasn’t the destruction of Jerusalem mentioned anywhere (especially in Matthew)? This was one of the most dramatic events in history, and was predicted by Jesus. 

6. Since these accounts were written within 20-30 years of Jesus death and resurrection, it is highly unlikely that they would have been myths. There would have been too many people alive to dispute the findings. And keep in mind that many thousands of people died believing these words to be true. Martyrs will die for a lie if they think it is true, but I don’t know of anyone who knowingly dies for a lie. If Jesus didn’t really have a bodily resurrection, why would the disciples live unnecessarily hard lives and die horrible deaths for something they knew to be a lie? 

Also see Debunking the DaVinci Code. 

Hat tip to Stand to Reason for much of the above. Click here to learn lots more about the origins of the Bible.
Dalmatian Theology

They don’t refer to it as such, but many Christians teach a message of Dalmatian theology, whereby the Bible is only inspired in spots and they are inspired to spot the spots.   (Hat tip to the Baptist pastor who coined this phrase. )

Saying the Bible isn’t fully inspired by God may seem like a humble premise, but it actually makes several strong and unfounded claims. 

It implies that God couldn’t or wouldn’t deliver His word to us in a reliable way, and that despite God’s alleged failings flawed humans are able to discern which parts were inspired and which parts were not.  Are we to believe that humans are to correct for God’s alleged errors?   

Why is this a serious problem?  It is hard enough to follow the teachings of the Bible without having “Christians” pick and choose what they want to believe in.  Worse yet, they ignore some parts of scripture so they can teach that the opposite is not only acceptable but desirable. 

If someone claims the Bible is only partially inspired, ask a few questions:

· How did they come to this conclusion? 

· Do they think their favorite verses are inspired?  If so, how do they know?  How about John 3:16?  How about “love your neighbor?”  Whenever “Judge not, lest ye be judged” is quoted, I never hear the liberal theologians insist that Jesus didn’t really say that. 

· If the Bible is only partly inspired, how can they be sure that their preferred verses aren’t the ones that are uninspired and the ones they don’t like are the “real” verses? 

· Why is it that God couldn’t inspire the original writings of forty writers, but He can inspire billions of people to properly determine which parts are right and which aren’t? 

Here’s one I made up: Advanced Dalmatian Theology.  It is just like Dalmatian theology, except God is also changing spots and adding/removing spots, and, oddly enough, He is only telling theological liberals and progressives .   They use phrases such as “God is still speaking,” but they don’t mean He still speaks through his Word (that would be a true statement).  They think He is still revealing new truths to the church and changing doctrines taught in the Bible.  They may also say foolish things like, “The Holy Spirit is moving in a new direction.”  Indeed.

But the orthodox can fall prey to this in a more subtle way by claiming full inspiration but conveniently ignoring passages we don’t like.  Consider this passage on church leadership, where some exaggerate ”not given to drunkenness” to mean no alcohol whatsoever but ignore the “must manage his own family well . . .” part.

1 Timothy 3:2-4 Now the overseer must be above reproach, the husband of but one wife, temperate, self-controlled, respectable, hospitable, able to teach, not given to drunkenness, not violent but gentle, not quarrelsome, not a lover of money. He must manage his own family well and see that his children obey him with proper respect.

Another example is correctly teaching about the sin of homosexual behavior while neglecting to give proper emphasis to Biblical admonitions against divorce and adultery.  We need to teach all of scripture with balance.  Grandstanding on sins that aren’t temptations to us and soft-pedaling those that are is not an attractive or Christian thing to do.   

There are plenty of reasons and resources to defend the accuracy and integrity of all of the original scriptures.  We don’t need to get sloppy and just follow the parts we like. 

I’ll close with some friendly advice: Don’t mess with God’s Word.

Deuteronomy 4:2 Do not add to what I command you and do not subtract from it, but keep the commands of the Lord your God that I give you.

Proverbs 30:5-6 Every word of God is flawless; he is a shield to those who take refuge in him. Do not add to his words, or he will rebuke you and prove you a liar.

Revelation 22:18-19 I warn everyone who hears the words of the prophecy of this book: If anyone adds anything to them, God will add to him the plagues described in this book. And if anyone takes words away from this book of prophecy, God will take away from him his share in the tree of life and in the holy city, which are described in this book.

Also see Men wrote the Bible so it must have mistakes and How many translations did your Bible go through?
Tough questions

Virtually all of the toughest questions asked in skepticism of the Christian faith are already in the Bible.  So is God bad at marketing, or is He omniscient and caring enough to include what He knew we’d want and need to know?

Why do the wicked prosper?  Why do bad things happen to good people?  Where is God during tough times?  Why does life seem so meaningless at times?

See the Psalms.  See Ecclesiastes.  See Job.  See the other 63 books.

Usually the questions are answered.  Sometimes not.  Oddly, God doesn’t seem too concerned that there are some things that we can’t or don’t need to understand - just as I wasn’t concerned when my 2 yr. old didn’t understand Algebra. 

We have been given all the answers we need - answers to questions such as, Who are we?  Where did we come from?  What is wrong with us?  What is God like?  How do we get back to him?  How can we have our sins forgiven?  How can we attain eternal life?
What is truth?
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Pontius Pilate famously posed the title question in John 18:37-38:

“You are a king, then!” said Pilate. 

Jesus answered, “You are right in saying I am a king. In fact, for this reason I was born, and for this I came into the world, to testify to the truth. Everyone on the side of truth listens to me.”
“What is truth?” Pilate asked. With this he went out again to the Jews and said, “I find no basis for a charge against him.”

The truth-is-relative crowd likes to wax philosophical about what truth is.  But truth is simply that which corresponds to reality.  Deep down we all know that and live our lives accordingly.  You couldn’t survive a day without a clear understanding of truth.

One of the keys to successful and wise living is to consistently replace lies with the truth.  That is what Jesus did when tempted by Satan.  Satan would take scripture out of context and Jesus would use it properly to counter him.

Beware of “Christians” who cavalierly dismiss truth and the Bible.  A liberal theologian on another blog commented that “Furthermore, any other discussion will be fruitless, because we will come back to quoting the Bible again . . .” as if that would be a bad route for professing Christians to take!

Just because we can’t know all truth doesn’t mean that we can’t know any truth.

For Christians, the truth exists and it can be found in Jesus.  This theme is found all through the Bible, including this passage:

Colossians 2:2-4, 8 My purpose is that they may be encouraged in heart and united in love, so that they may have the full riches of complete understanding, in order that they may know the mystery of God, namely, Christ, in whom are hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge. I tell you this so that no one may deceive you by fine-sounding arguments.  . . . 

See to it that no one takes you captive through hollow and deceptive philosophy, which depends on human tradition and the basic principles of this world rather than on Christ.

While I’m on the topic, I want to point that all truth is God’s truth.  If science reveals something to be true then that is how God made it.  While the Bible is completely true, it is possible to misunderstand it.  So if there is an apparent conflict between “science” (as elusive and changing as its conclusions can be) and the Bible then of course further analysis is required.  But the Bible isn’t a science textbook and doesn’t make many scientific claims.  The ones it does make are accurate, of course.  See Christianity and science for more.  That site has discussion boards as well, so feel free to join in those if you like.

Copycats

Many skeptics like to use the copycat argument to assert that Christianity borrowed its tenets from other religions.  In their view, this proves that Christianity must be false.  There are a few major problems with this line of thinking.

1. They weren’t borrowed as most suggest. The Mithra borrowing was a myth, for example.

2. The Old Testament was written 500-2000 years before Jesus’ birth and has countless prophecies of him.  These pre-date nearly all the alleged borrowings.

3. If everyone descended as described in the Bible, then it is to be expected that false religions would have some similar beliefs. They would have known the truth at some point and just perverted it.

There are over 30 cultures with flood accounts.  Does that mean the account of Noah must be false?  Of course not.  The fact that so many cultures have accounts of a major flood gives more reasons to believe there was a big flood.  If you quiz victims of the recent New Orleans flood you’ll get differing accounts, but that doesn’t mean the flood didn’t happen.

4. Most importantly, even if  there were similarities it doesn’t mean Christianity isn’t true.  If people claim your identify falsely it doesn’t mean you don’t exist.  Regardless of how many similarities you find with other accounts (and they are really not that similar), it doesn’t prove that Jesus didn’t die on a Roman cross and rise from the dead. 

5. Note how uncharitably these skeptics view the Bible and how uncritically they view these other ancient texts.  The evidence for the accurate transmission of the Bible dwarfs that of other ancient texts, yet the skeptics never appear to question the veracity of anything remotely critical of the Bible.  Where is the consistency?

See lots more here and here. 

Tips on How to Read the Bible
The Bible is the inspired word of God. Certainly the creator of the universe and all its splendor ended up with the Bible as He wanted it to be! The theme of the Bible is consistent - a perfectly loving, merciful and just God reaching out to the humans He made in His image, wanting them to exercise their free will to accept the sacrifice He made on their behalf in the form of Jesus Christ. 

However, the Bible is composed of sixty-six books, written by dozens of people in 3 languages over a period of 1500 years, so it isn't always simple to understand (especially when looking at just a few verses). Therefore, it is helpful to have some guidelines. Here are some suggestions to keep in mind when studying the Bible.  

· Read 1-3 chapters at a time 

· Question it - What portion stands out to me? Why? 
· Is there an example for me to follow? 
· Is there an error for me to avoid? 
· Is there a duty for me to perform? 
· Is there a promise for me to claim? 
· Is there a sin for me to confess? 
· Plan it – make a plan for how you will use it 
· Pray it – pray scripture back to God 
· Share it – helps others, and helps us to remember it 
(note: the section above came from a sermon by James MacDonald on Walk in the Word)
· Let the clear explain the unclear (interpret difficult passages in light of straightforward passages) 

· Read individual passages in light of all scripture 

· Distinguish between descriptive and prescriptive passages.  Descriptive passages tell about something that happened, but they don't necessarily mean they apply to all of us.  For example, the Bible tells of King David's adultery and act of murder but this obviously isn't an example to follow.  In the same way, miraculous situations described in the Bible don't necessarily happen to each of us.  Prescriptive passages such as "love your neighbor" do tell us how we should act.   

· Distinguish between passages regarding events/messages pertaining to a particular time vs. those meant to be universal or timeless 

· Always consider the context of a passage.  As the Stand To Reason organization says, "Never read a Bible verse." 

- Cultural and social setting 
- Who was it written for?
- Literary context 
- Passages before / after
- Overall theme of the Bible (creating, perfect, loving God who desires a relationship with his creation, etc.) 

· Don't assume that the unexplained is not explainable 

· Don't assume the Bible is guilty until proven innocent. There are many outstanding apologetic works that show that the Bible is the inerrant word of God. Here is a quick overview of a "MAPS" acronym provided by the Christian Research Institute. See M-A-P-S to Guide You through Biblical Reality for more details. 

Manuscript evidence 
- Many eye witness accounts
- Most books were written within short time of actual events (much less likely to have legendary characteristics)
- Thousands of manuscripts, closely dated to events. Far superior to other ancient documents that are readily accepted as fact.
- Dead Sea scrolls

Archeology - We are constantly getting more and more archeological proof of what is recorded in the Bible, and there has yet to be a finding disproving something in the Bible. 

Prophecy - Incredible, perfect accuracy of hundreds of specific and general prophecies

Statistics - The incredible accuracy, cohesiveness and consistency of writings of people from different languages and continents over thousands of years would be statistically impossible without divine intervention.

· Don't try to read it from front to back.  Genesis is a great book with many exciting stories, but you can get bogged down in the ceremonial laws in a book like Leviticus, for example.  Start with one of the Gospels (John is a popular one) and work from there.   

· Don't base teachings on obscure passages 

· Remember that partial reports aren't false reports. For example, if one gospel mentions two angels at the tomb of Jesus, while another only mentions one angel (but doesn't state there was only one angel), then this is not a conflict. 

· The original text was without error. There have been errors in translations (though very few, and fewer still which changed the meaning of the text). 

· Latter revelation supersedes previous revelation 

· Don't assume that the Bible approves of all its records. The historical portions of the Bible are accurate descriptions of events, even though God may not have approved of the events. Also, some Psalmists expressed real human feelings that weren't necessarily what God wanted them to feel. The Bible doesn't gloss over human failings. In fact, it shows that even the greatest heroes of the Bible had major flaws and were sinners in need of a savior, as we all are.  

· Remember that the Bible uses non-technical, everyday language. 

· Round numbers are not false. The Bible sometimes uses them just as we do. 

· Don't assume that if you can't understand something that it can't be true. As God pointed out in the book of Job, there are many mysteries that we can't understand or don't need to understand. To try to completely understand God would be like trying to teach calculus to a baby. 

· Remember that there are various literary devices in the Bible - e.g., history, poetry, letters, gospels, prophecy, stories, romance, parables, etc. 

· When in doubt, consult a commentary, study Bible, pastor, or anyone with more experience in Bible studies. 

Poor arguments to make with atheists
Posted on November 20, 2007 by Neil | Edit 
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There are three ways discussions with atheists get off track rather quickly. 

1. Don’t confuse moral behavior with a foundation for morality.  The claim that atheists don’t have a foundation for morality (a true statement in my view) is often miscommunicated or misinterpreted as saying they don’t have morals (a typically unfair and inaccurate statement).  Some atheists have better morals than “religious” people (and they hang out at this blog [image: image1.png]


).

However, the “molecules to man” approach does not provide a foundation for morality. Classic atheist arguments attempt to read one in, but if you pay close attention you’ll see that they always bring some kind of moral framework in the back door.  I think they often do it unwittingly (mainly because it is so hard to get away from moral reasoning).

For example, I’ve seen the line of thinking that says such-and-such is moral because it is good for the perpetuation of the species. But note how that assumes a universal moral good of perpetuating the species. But where is the materialist proof for that? Who cares if the species is perpetuated if we are just a bunch of molecules? In the Darwinian worldview, lots of species have gone extinct - even before these awful, awful humans showed up.

I’m not denying the innate desire to live and help others, and I’m not denying that atheists don’t have the same feelings. I’m just saying that materialistic philosophy can’t provide that foundation.

2. While atheists can’t prove there isn’t a God, that isn’t a sufficient argument for theists to make.  Proving a negative in a rather sizable universe is somewhat difficult.  We can’t prove there isn’t a pink unicorn somewhere in the universe, either, but that is hardly a reason to believe it is true. 

I think it is more fruitful to look at the evidence for and against the existence of God the way we’d make decisions on a host of other issues.  I can’t prove God exists in the sense that I can prove that 2+2=4, but I can point to a whole bunch o’ evidence that I think it rather compelling.  We make lots of important decisions in life based on less than 100.000% surety. 

Check out Probability of Theism and Why God? for some excellent reasoning.

3. Don’t mix up the general concept of God with the specific concept of the true God as revealed in the Bible (i.e., the Trinity).  Sometimes Christians make good points about the existence of God but jump too quickly to him being the God of the Bible.  We believe that is true, of course, but I think it is more productive to approach the argument as follows:

· Is there reliable evidence for the existence of God?  

· If yes, did He reveal himself to us?  How so? 

It is possible to argue it directly from the Bible, but I think it is useful to distinguish between Biblical and general philosophical arguments.  The Word of God is living and active and accomplishes what God sets out for it to do.  But there are many times when other arguments are necessary. 

Also see Mistakes Christians make when dialoguing with atheists
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This is a companion piece to Poor arguments to make with atheists.  I deliberately used theists instead of Christians to keep things simple, though I did use some Christian examples below.  I accumulated these from various atheist web sites or comments made here.

I enjoy questions with people who are willing to have a charitable dialogue.  I don't waste time with people who come by with poorly reasoned sound bites they picked up from their Dawkins/Hitchens/Harris trinity. 

Also see a list of 300 disproofs of God's existence (a parody on the common lines of reasoning often used by atheists). 

1.  There are lots of denominations within Christianity and lots of religions with differing truth claims.  There must be a solid majority with complete agreement for God to be real, so this is evidence that there is no God.

And where did they arrive at this piece of spiritual truth?   But if the truth is determined by a majority vote, then there must be a God.  There are far more religious people than atheists.  But the truth is the truth no matter how few agree, and a lie is a lie no matter how many agree. And if the majority rules with respect to truth claims then atheism is false, because most people believe there is a God.

Christianity claims to be the narrow road, anyway.  Jesus didn't expect a majority to follow him.  And the Bible addresses many false teachings and warns of others to come.

Also, as one atheist noted when trying to rally people to do "raiding parties" on theist sites, "Atheists as we all know from bitter arguments on this site, embrace a pretty broad range of views."  So by their logic they must have a false worldview, right?

2. Why is it that religious people resort to imaginary answers (faith) built on the circular reasoning that the bible provides those answers? Does god exist? Yes, because the bible says so. D’uh!.
That is an actual quote.  I got this a lot from the Dawkins' blog "raiding party."  I call this the fallacy-within-a-fallacy argument.  They make a straw man argument about us making a circular argument. 

I never made that claim about the Bible other than noting that the Bible does claim 3,000 times to speak for God and that it is a sort of necessary condition to be considered the word of God.  We have lots of reasons to believe it is the word of God, but we don't need circular reasoning for it.

He also uses a non-Biblical definition of faith.  We have faith in something, and it isn't a "blind faith" or a faith in spite of the evidence.

3. Arguing from incredulity: You just have a made-up invisible friend in the sky, etc., etc.  Do you probably believe in santa Claus and the Easter Bunny?
This charming ad hominem attack works both ways.  I submit that A is far more incredible to believe than B, and could have expanded on A for days.

A. The universe was created from nothing without a cause and organized itself into the spectacular level of complexity we see today, including life being created from non-life.

B. The universe was created by an eternally existent God.

We have lots of evidence for the existence of God: Cosmological (”first cause”), teleological (design), morality, logic, the physical resurrection of Jesus, etc.  If atheists don’t find that compelling, then so be it. I’m on the Great Commission, not the paid commission. But to insist that we have no evidence is uncharitable in the extreme and makes reasoned dialogue virtually impossible.

4. Arguments from ridicule (also see #3).  You can sprinkle in some ridicule to make an argument more entertaining, but using it as your primary argument is weak and fallacious.  Having visited quite a few atheist websites this seems to be their main line of reasoning.

5. As a Christian, you deny all gods but one. As an atheist, I deny all gods. We’re practically the same.
This is a cute but horribly illogical argument.  Saying there is no God isn't a little different than saying there is one God, it is the opposite.  That's like saying, "You deny all other women as your wives except one, so you're practically the same as a single person." 

6. You don't have empirical evidence for ____ (God, the resurrection, etc.).
To quote Bubba: "Can one prove that only empirical evidence is trustworthy? Better yet, can one prove this by using only empirical evidence?"

The answers, of course, are no and no. 

The argument is a "heads we win, tails you lose" trick.  They say that you can only consider natural causes for the creation of the universe, and since they have nothing to test then there could not have been any supernatural cause, right?

7. Parents shouldn't be allowed to indoctrinate / brainwash their children with religious beliefs. 
The brainwashing must not be working, because so many people leave the church.  And why isn't it brainwashing when the schools do it with evolution and their sickening strategies to take away the innocence of young children?

I find it interesting that with such low church attendance, general Biblical illiteracy and the monopoly that materialism has in public education that most people still don't buy the macro-evolution lie.  No wonder evolutionists are so frustrated!

Some parents may go overboard with the fear of Hell thing.  But parents have rights, and more importantly, strong warnings are only inappropriate if the consequence in question is not true.

8. The Bible teaches _____ [fill in hopelessly (and deliberately?) wrong interpretation].
Please learn more about the Bible and the faith you are trying to criticize.  Straw-man arguments are unproductive.  This is perhaps the most common error I come across.

9. Christians disagree on what the Bible teaches (or Muslims disagree on the Koran, etc.) so there can't be one right answer.
Just because a book is capable of being misunderstood doesn't mean it is incapable of being understood.  Disagreements in science don't mean everyone must be wrong. 

If you have actually studied the Bible you'll note that it addresses many false teachings and warns that there will always be false teachers.  So the concept that people disagree on what the Bible says isn't exactly newsworthy.  It is Biblical, in fact.

10. Why do religious people keep quoting bits out of a book written long ago by stone aged (or bronze aged) and ignorant men? 
The men who wrote the Bible were quite intelligent.  The Apostle Paul, for example, was well educated, articulate and a clear thinker.

The age of the book is completely irrelevant, of course.  If God wrote it the message would be timeless.  And of course, if it were written last week they'd complain that it was too late.

The complaint that our responses are old is also invalid.  The objections are old as well.  The funny thing is that over the last 2,000 years brilliant theists have wrestled with the same questions the New Atheists have, except with more clarity and thoughtfulness.

11. Why do religious people not understand the scientific and philosophical arguments against the existence of god which clearly refute its existence?
This commenter didn't share any of those arguments or refer to any sources, so it is difficult to answer even if the objection didn't have a flawed premise (it is basically a "have you stopped beating your wife" type of question that anyone on any side of an issues could use).  
12. I can't understand or conceive of why God would set things up this way, so He must not exist.

We call this "creating God in your own image."  See the 2nd Commandment. 

If you create your own universe with working DNA and such, you can make your own rules.  But whether you like it or not you play by God's rules in this universe and you'll have to give an account for your life.  Ignorance is not an excuse.

13. Some people who call themselves Christians do and/or say stupid things, so Christianity is false.
That doesn't disprove Christianity any more than atheists doing and saying stupid things proves that there is a God. 

In fact, Christians saying and doing stupid things probably bothers us more than it does atheists.  Believe it or not, we have some common ground there. 

14. Religion poisons everything!  What about the Crusades, the Inquisition, etc.?!
That is unproductive hyperbole.  Religion has done many great things - helping the poor, building hospitals and schools, great art, etc.

You don't judge an ideology based on the actions of those who violate its tenets.  Click the link above for more. 

The Salem Witch trials killed 18 people.  The Inquisition killed about 2,000.  That is 2,018 too many, to be sure, but keep in mind two things: The perpetrators did the opposite of what Jesus commanded and 2,018 murders was a slow afternoon for atheists like Stalin and Mao.

Here's a quote from a guy trying to rally atheists to their cause by raiding theist blogs like this one - to rescue the world from this religious poison, I suppose.  Messiah complex, anyone? 

In a very real (but perhaps overly dramatic sense) the fate of the planet is at stake.

Uh, yes, "perhaps."  But if atheism is true then who cares if the planet dies?  You must use empirical evidence to prove why it would be a bad thing :-).

I have noted that these critics focus almost exclusively on Christianity.  When you point this out to them they squirm and say it is the one they are most familiar with.  But with the growth of radical Islam and the perversions of the caste system in India you'd think they'd spread their evangelical atheism out a bit. 

15. Religion gets in the way of scientific progress.
That is simply untrue.  The Galileo story that people usually refer to has many mythical elements.  And how many people can cite an example besides Galileo?  And who knows, maybe Einstein's presupposition of a static universe caused his error with the cosmological constant.  After all, an expanding universe certainly gives more support to a theist model than a static one.

16. You don't use reason and we do.
That is just patently false.  Atheists just don't like the reasons.  Christianity in particular encourages and applauds the use of reason.  Countless great thinkers and scientists were Bible-believing Christians.

Closing thoughts: As Edgar pointed out so well, even if every religion is completely false and atheism is true, then naturalism is to blame.  So it is irrational to get mad at religion or religious people.  We're just doing what our genes tell us to. 

And, of course, you would have absolutely nothing to be proud about.  You haven't accomplished anything and haven't generated any brilliant or meaningful ideas.  You are just a bag of chemicals that thinks you have.  Congratulations!  You have no reason for bitterness or grandstanding.

All fun aside, those who can stay away from time-wasting arguments and who want to engage in an actual dialogue are welcome.  Otherwise, save your keystrokes.

Favorite dish of liberal theologians & skeptics: Shellfish

Update: This post is now 30% nicer!  Based on some feedback by a commenter, I toned down narrative a bit but left the factual parts.  
—
As always, this is about clear thinking and proper analysis of the Bible and not about picking on homosexuals.  We are all sinners in need of a Savior. 

— 

Many liberal theologians, skeptics and pro-gay lobbyists use the “shellfish” argument to undermine and/or dismiss parts of the Bible they disagree with, often mocking about how they love shrimp and such.  They use the same reasoning with other Old Testament restrictions such as not eating pork or mixing fibers in garments.

Their argument goes like this:

· Yes, Leviticus 18:22 says Thou shalt not lie with mankind, as with womankind: it is abomination. 

· But Leviticus 11:10 says, And all that have not fins and scales in the seas, and in the rivers, of all that move in the waters, and of all the living creatures that are in the waters, they are an abomination unto you 

· Therefore, the Bible cannot be the word of God and homosexual behavior must be moral because the Bible is an undependable, contradictory book that equates shrimp eating with sexual immorality.  And people who teach that homosexual behavior is a sin are bigoted hypocrites who only follow the parts of the Bible they like.  

Here’s a sample of how they present their conclusions.  Search for Leviticus shellfish or see sites like God Hates Shrimp for more examples.

The above exercise proves that anti-gay fundamentalists selectively quote the Bible. They enthusiastically and openly embrace those parts of the Bible which affirm and justify their own personal, pre-existing prejudice against gay people, while declining to become as enthusiastic about verses like the ones listed above.

After all, how many times have you heard a fundamentalist say that eating shellfish was an abomination? But they sure don’t hesitate to say it about gay people, do they? What does that tell you?

Actually, I find those questions to be ironic, because I think the facts will demonstrate which side is most likely to pre-judge, selectively quote the Bible and take it too literally.  I hope they take this analysis seriously and reconsider whether their premises and conclusions were sound.

On the one hand, their argument is effective because it is catchy and very few people know how to respond to it.  Many people can’t even articulate the simple Gospel.  When was the last time anyone read Leviticus? 

On the other hand, their argument is ineffective because the facts do not support it.  Also, it deliberately and unnecessarily undermines confidence in the word of God.  I expect that from skeptics and non-believers, but I am always disappointed that those claiming to be Christians use it to attack the word of God.

The argument appeals to those who take passages literally when it suits them.  Both passages say abomination (or detestable, depending on what translation you read), don’t they?  And if eating shellfish is obviously a morally neutral act then homosexual behavior must be as well, right?

However, if you follow the basic principle of reading things in context and you attempt to understand the original languages better on difficult or controversial passages, then you’ll realize that the shellfish argument is not supported by the facts. 

The short version: There were different Hebrew words translated as abomination.  They were used differently in the individual verses and were used very differently in broader contexts.  The associated sins had radically different consequences and had 100% different treatments in the New Testament.  
The longer version
1. The words translated abomination in the original Hebrew are different.  In Lev. 11:10, it means detestable thing or idol, an unclean thing, an abomination, detestation.  This word is typically used in the Bible to describe unclean animals.

In Lev. 18:22 the Hebrew term תּוֹעֵבָה (to’evah, rendered “detestable act”) refers to the repugnant practices of foreigners.  As noted below, the word is also used used to describe bestiality, child sacrifice and incest.

Therefore, the whole “same word!” argument self-destructs immediately.

2. Even a plain reading of the passages shows that the homosexual behavior is considered detestable to God, whereas the shellfish are to be detestable to the Israelites because it made them ceremonially unclean.  Those are key differences.  Being detestable to God is quite a bit different than being detestable to a person. 

3. The broader contexts show completely different types of regulations.  Read Leviticus 11 and Leviticus 18 yourself and note the contexts.  I’ll wait here. 

The beginning and end of chapter 11 make it clear that this passage is about dietary rules just for the Israelites:

Leviticus 11:1-2 The Lord said to Moses and Aaron, “Say to the Israelites: ‘Of all the animals that live on land, these are the ones you may eat:

Leviticus 11:46-47 These are the regulations concerning animals, birds, every living thing that moves in the water and every creature that moves about on the ground. You must distinguish between the unclean and the clean, between living creatures that may be eaten and those that may not be eaten.

Now consider the beginning and end of chapter 18, where the Israelites are told not to be like the pagan Canaanites.  God expected the Canaanites to follow these moral laws and was about to vomit them out of the land for failing to do so.  Therefore, they obviously weren’t Jewish ceremonial laws.

Leviticus 18:1-3 The Lord said to Moses, “Speak to the Israelites and say to them: ‘I am the Lord your God. You must not do as they do in Egypt, where you used to live, and you must not do as they do in the land of Canaan, where I am bringing you. Do not follow their practices.

Leviticus 18:30 Keep my requirements and do not follow any of the detestable customs that were practiced before you came and do not defile yourselves with them. I am the Lord your God.”

4. The punishments for eating shellfish and homosexual behavior were radically different.  There were about 15 things in the Israelite theocracy that could result in capital punishment, and homosexual behavior was one of them (And no, I’m not suggesting that should be the punishment today.  The punishments were for the Israelite theocracy, which is apparent when you read the context of those passages.)  But eating shellfish just made one ceremonially unclean for a period of time.

Again, note how the moral laws with their steep punishments are tied to offenses God held the pagans responsible for, yet the unclean animal passages were for the Israelites only and were brief (It could have been for health reasons and/or symbolic reasons.  Animals on the ground were like the serpent and thus symbolized sin and pagan religions often sacrificed pigs).

 Leviticus 20:13 “‘If a man lies with a man as one lies with a woman, both of them have done what is detestable. They must be put to death; their blood will be on their own heads.  

Leviticus 20:22-26 Keep all my decrees and laws and follow them, so that the land where I am bringing you to live may not vomit you out. You must not live according to the customs of the nations I am going to drive out before you. Because they did all these things, I abhorred them. But I said to you, “You will possess their land; I will give it to you as an inheritance, a land flowing with milk and honey.” I am the Lord your God, who has set you apart from the nations.

‘You must therefore make a distinction between clean and unclean animals and between unclean and clean birds. Do not defile yourselves by any animal or bird or anything that moves along the ground—those which I have set apart as unclean for you. You are to be holy to me because I, the Lord, am holy, and I have set you apart from the nations to be my own.
5. The ceremonial dietary laws were clearly and emphatically overturned in the New Testament, whereas the commands against homosexual behavior (and other sexual sins) were not.   Also see Acts 15:28-29 (It seemed good to the Holy Spirit and to us not to burden you with anything beyond the following requirements: You are to abstain from food sacrificed to idols, from blood, from the meat of strangled animals and from sexual immorality. You will do well to avoid these things. Farewell.)  

And if someone tries to play the “Leviticus is outdated” card, remind them of this verse and ask if it still counts: Leviticus 19:18 “‘Do not seek revenge or bear a grudge against one of your people, but love your neighbor as yourself. I am the Lord.”

Remember, anyone calling themselves a Christian should be seeking to hold the same views as Jesus.  And Jesus fully supported the Old Testament law - every last letter and mark.

—

Here’s another answer from Tektonics, a terrific apologetics website:  

A friend of mine feels that even though eating shellfish is an abomination - Lev. 11:10, it is a lesser abomination than homosexuality. I don’t agree. Can you settle this? Aren’t there ‘degrees’ of abomination?
The point of this question - aside from the matter of not knowing what ritual purity is all about - is lost; if there is a sincere interest in knowing if there are “degrees” of abomination, just ask this simple question: Are there degrees to which things may be found “abominable”? Are the works of a robber baron not less abominable than those of a murderous dictator? In any event, if shellfish is a matter of ritual purity only, and homosexuality is a matter of higher morals as argued, then indeed, eating shellfish would have been a lesser abomination. (Indeed, the fact that the words used for “abomination” in both passages are different suggests that by itself. The word used for the shellfish is used only a few times in the OT, always of unclean animals, whereas the word used for homosexuality is used for things like bestiality, incest, and child sacrifice!) 
—
So if anyone uses the shellfish argument with you, ask a few questions to see if they have really thought it through.  Everyone I have ever seen use it was either unaware of these responses or deliberately ignoring them.  If they can refute any of them, let me know.
Love in the Book of Acts

How many times do you think the word love is mentioned in the Book of Acts?  I often use this as a warm up question when teaching about evangelism.  The answers usually range from somewhere in the teens to over 100. 

Before you answer, here are a few Acts facts to consider:

· Acts has 28 chapters (the average book in the Bible has 18 ) 

· Acts chronicles the spread of the early church over nearly 30 years, from Jesus’ final words and his ascension into Heaven all the way through the Apostle Paul’s imprisonment near the end of his life. 

· Acts includes 13 presentations of the Gospel to a variety of people - crowds, individuals, Jews, Gentiles, ordinary citizens, high-ranking government officials, etc. 

So how many times it the word love is mentioned in Acts?

Here’s the answer: 0.  Zero.  Z-E-R-O.  Seriously.  Do a word search in your Bible software.  It’s OK, I didn’t believe it the first time I heard it. 

So what’s the point?  Does that mean love isn’t important?  Of course not.  God displays perfect love throughout his Word and his love for us is displayed in the sacrifice of Jesus the Son on the cross.  And it doesn’t mean we shouldn’t mention God’s love when sharing the Gospel. 

But it does tell us some important things about evangelism.  The history of the early church should certainly provide a model for how we should go about sharing the truth of the Gospel.  The primary model used in Acts was to lay out the fact of Jesus’ life, death, resurrection and miracles and to highlight our need for him and his forgiveness.  There are calls for repentance.  But God’s love is never directly mentioned and there is no hint at universalism (the notion that everyone goes to Heaven).  
Preaching God’s unconditional love without the need for repentance and faith in Christ is not a Biblical model.  It can give people a false sense of security, as in, “God loves me without conditions?  Great!  No need to change anything.” 

People need to understand the bad news (they are sinners against a perfect and Holy God and rightly destined for an eternity in Hell) before they realize their need for the Good News (Jesus took the punishment for our sins and we can be completely and eternally forgiven and reconciled to God if we put our faith in Jesus). 

Also note that the Gospel presentations in Acts rebut the myth that Christianity involves faith without reason.  Each time the message is given it is based on facts, logic and appeals to reason.  At no point is the message to have blind faith. 

Acts 17:29-31 Therefore since we are God’s offspring, we should not think that the divine being is like gold or silver or stone—an image made by man’s design and skill. In the past God overlooked such ignorance, but now he commands all people everywhere to repent. For he has set a day when he will judge the world with justice by the man he has appointed. He has given proof of this to all men by raising him from the dead.
Read Acts for yourself and see what I mean.  Click here to read a summary of the 13 Gospel presentations in Acts (courtesy of Stand To Reason).[image: image2][image: image3][image: image4][image: image5][image: image6][image: image7][image: image8][image: image9][image: image10][image: image11][image: image12][image: image13]
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