Horizons Sunday School Study - Origins of the Bible

Introduction
Despite catastrophic events, natural causes, wanderings from place to place, wars, historical changes, philosophical arguments, persecutions, wholesale burning (as recently as 1931) and modern language revisions, it continues as if it cannot be destroyed.

Around 1500 - 1400 BC, God began to reveal to mankind what he wanted written in His word in the Bible.  The final chapter was written in ~ 95 AD at the latest.

The writers claim almost 3,000 times that the spirit of God bore them to the goal of His desire in the words they wrote

Jesus believed the Old Testament Scriptures to be from God

Since God cannot sin or do anything wrong when the men whom He chose to write his trusted words, thy trusted God would be true to his nature in their writings and help put down words that could not be misleading. 

Our English word for Bible comes from a Greek word "biblia," the plural of "biblion," meaning book, writing, or scroll. Therefore the word, Bible, means books. It is a collection of 66 books of various sizes, making one book. 

The Bible is different from any other book because it is God's Holy Book, written by holy men of God as they were moved by the Holy Spirit (2 Peter 1: 19-21). 
Whenever archeology and the Bible appeared to be in conflict, the Bible has proven to be accurate.
Why is the Bible important to Christians?  
The Bible is the inspired Word of God. Every word written was spoken by God and revealed to various patriarchs, prophets, teachers, evangelists, soldiers, kings, tax collectors, physians, fishermen, and other men of God. These men were chosen, not because of their great acts or deeds, but for their faith, obedience, and reverence for God alone
There are 66 books in the Bible. This is God's love letter to us. In it we find the very typical situations that exist in the world in which we live today, even though this book was written thousands of years ago. Love/hate, triumph/tragedy, honesty/guilt, power/weakness, success/failure, pride/humility, wealth/poverty, health/affliction, sin/righteousness, saint/sinner, believe/unbelief, heaven/hell, etc. 

All throughout history we observe a never ending cycle. From generation to generation people do the same things and commit the same acts, but perhaps by different methods. 

The Bible teaches us how to conduct ourselves

Not only does God's Word offer hope to the lost by it's Salvation message weaved throughout; it is a guide and roadmap to the believer leading him/her all the way HOME (Heaven)

How is the Bible Unique?
Unique in It’s Continuity
· By ~ 40 authors

· A 1,500 – 1,600 year span
· By people from all walks of life (fishermen, kings, prophets, politicians, etc.) who admitted their own frailties (Abraham lied, David cheated, Peter cursed
· Written on three continents -  Asia, Africa and Europe

· Written in three languages 

· Greek – the international language at the time of Christ
· Aramaic – the “common language” of the near east

· Hebrew – the language of the old testament

· Contains a large number of prophecies with a 100% accuracy

· Translated into more languages than any book
Unique in its Circulation & Translation

· Read by more people than any other book

· Published in more languages than any other book

Unique in It’s Survival & Influence
· Many kings have tried to destroy all the copies
· Had more influence in history than any other book

· Was the reason for more people to be educated to read and write
Who Wrote the Bible and When Was it First Written

	Authors and Estimated Dates Written

	· Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, Deuteronomy = Moses , 1500 - 1400 B.C.
· Joshua = Joshua - 1350 B.C.
· Judges, Ruth, 1 Samuel, 2 Samuel = Samuel / Nathan / Gad - 1000 - 900 B.C.
· 1 Kings, 2 Kings = Jeremiah - 600 B.C.
· 1 Chronicles, 2 Chronicles, Ezra, Nehemiah = Ezra - 450 B.C.
· Esther = Mordecai - 400 B.C.
· Job = Moses - 1400 B.C.
· Psalms = several different authors, mostly David - 1000 - 400 B.C.
· Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, Song of Solomon = Solomon - 900 B.C.
· Isaiah = Isaiah - 700 B.C.
· Jeremiah, Lamentations = Jeremiah - 600 B.C.
· Ezekiel = Ezekiel - 550 B.C.
· Daniel = Daniel - 550 B.C.
· Hosea = Hosea - 750 B.C.
· Joel = Joel - 850 B.C.
· Amos = Amos - 750 B.C.
· Obadiah = Obadiah - 600 B.C.
· Jonah = Jonah - 700 B.C.

	· Micah = Micah - 700 B.C.
· Nahum = Nahum - 650 B.C.
· Habakkuk = Habakkuk - 600 B.C.
· Zephaniah = Zephaniah - 650 B.C.
· Haggai = Haggai - 520 B.C.
· Zechariah = Zechariah - 500 B.C.
· Malachi = Malachi - 430 B.C.
· Matthew = Matthew - 55 A.D.
· Mark = John Mark - 50 A.D.
· Luke = Luke - 60 A.D.
· John = John - 90 A.D.
· Acts = Luke - 65 A.D.
· Romans, 1 Corinthians, 2 Corinthians, Galatians, Ephesians, Philippians, Colossians, 1 Thessalonians, 2 Thessalonians, 1 Timothy, 2 Timothy, Titus, Philemon = Paul - 50-70 A.D.
· Hebrews = unknown, best guesses are Paul, Luke, Barnabas, or Apollos - 65 A.D.
· James = James - 45 A.D.
· 1 Peter, 2 Peter = Peter - 60 A.D.
· 1 John, 2 John, 3 John = John - 90 A.D.
· Jude = Jude - 60 A.D.
· Revelation = John - 90 A.D.



How Did We Get the Bible?

From Stories to Scrolls

Oral Traditions - God spoke directly to such men as Adam, Noah and Abraham. They did not create God’s word in a written format (Moses and the disciples of the New Testament did).  It was handed down through oral tradition.  Before the Bible was written, it was spoken. The stories were told and passed on within the community.  Even after the earliest Scriptures were written down, they were still read out loud in community. Individuals were encouraged to memorize large portions of scriptures as a means of creating a strong sense of identity and preserving the traditions. 

Can you imagine a world without a printed Bible? 

What if it was still communicated orally? 

What if it evolves into only an electronic version? 

What will this do to the Bible as sacred text? 

Early Writing  
The starting point for our Bible is preceded and determined by another story – the history of ancient books and writing.

· Our Bible is by no means the oldest book in the world

· Several countries had the ability to write before the Hebrews were even a nation

· The first alphabet was created circa 1,750 B.C.
· This is important because some Bible critics had formerly posited that writing was unknown in the days of Moses and therefore he could not have written any books in the Bible.  We now know that this is not the case.

Writing Materials
	Stone


	Clay
	Metals – Gold, silver and copper

	Ostraca – pottery pieces  

	Papyrus
	Leather & Parchment

	Wood & Wax – the new testament makes references to writing on wood.  In Greek and Roman times a whitened board was used for public announcements and was called an album.  Many of these had an inlay of wax




Ancient Book Formats
Scrolls - Papyrus and leather was used for centuries in the form of a roll or scroll.  

· Papyrus (made from an Egyptian plant) was the material on which most of the earliest biblical manuscripts were written. Papyrus scrolls could be as long as 35 feet.

· Parchment - Papyrus later gave way to the more durable and expensive parchment (made from leather) as the material of choice for writing down scripture. 

Codex – at first they were made of papyrus and then parchments.  Sheets were placed together in a stack, folded and then stitched together.
· These gave way to the first format of modern books known as Codex.  It may have been a Christian invention.  In any case they were the first to make extensive use of it.

Some books, such as the Genesis, originated orally and were later written down; others, such as the letters of Paul, were written first.
By the time of Jesus, many scrolls of ancient writings were circulating. Most of the books of today’s Old Testament were already being accepted as God’s word.  Most important was the Torah, the first five books of the Bible.
The most authoritative writings later became part of the Jewish canon. A canon is a list of books considered authoritative as Scripture by a particular religious community.

The Jewish canon is called the TaNaKh, an acronym for the three parts of [image: image5.jpg]


the their Bible:
· Torah (tor-AH) -- The Law, also called the Pentateuch (Greek for "five books") 

· Nebiim ( neh-veh-EEM) -- The Prophets 

· Ketubim (keh-tu-VEEM) -- The Writings 

The canonization of the Jewish Bible happened after the crucifixion of Jesus and the destruction of the Temple in Jerusalem by Rome in 70 A.D. Before 70 A.D., Judaism was centered on the Temple and its rituals; after the Temple was gone, a new central focus had to be found-- the TaNaKh. Neither the Scriptural focus nor the exact form and order of the Jewish Bible were decided over night; "canonization" of the TaNaKh was an ongoing process that extended until about 1000 A.D.

Who decided what to accept into the Bible --- Process of Canon Selection
After almost 2000 years of church history how can Christians be sure that they have the right Bible? 
Can we indeed be absolutely certain that we have exactly the right books in the Bible - no more and no less?
The answer in brief is that the selection was made by the spiritual consciousness of godly people. In order to appreciate what this statement means, let us note the activity of the Holy Spirit in the affairs of men. Both Scripture and experience make it abundantly clear that in the lives that are surrendered to God there is definite light and guidance that come from the Holy Spirit. Men become wondrously wise spiritually when they permit Him to instruct them. Jesus spoke of this to His disciples when He assured them of the Spirit's help whenever they came into a difficult situation: "The Holy Spirit shall teach you in that very hour what ye ought to say" (Luke 12:12). And on another occasion he told them that the Holy Spirit "shall guide you into all truth" (John 16:13).

· The canon of the Bible was not chosen overnight. 

· Decisions about which books were "in" and which books were "out" in relation to today's Bible usually were not made by a single group of people at a single point of history.
· The early church made decisions about which writings should be considered authoritative first in local councils of elders, and later, as the church became institutional, through councils of bishops.
· "Inside books" are those included in a biblical canon. Sometimes which book is inside or outside depends upon whom you are talking with. For example the Roman Catholic Old Testament has more books than the Protestant one.

Criteria for Canonization (New Testament)
1. Apostolic Origin – attributed to and/or based on the preaching/teaching of the first-generation apostles (or their closest companions).
2. Universal Acceptance – acknowledged by all major Christian communities in the Mediterranean world (by the end of the fourth century). 
3. Liturgical Use – read publicly along with the OT when early Christians gathered for the Lord's Supper (their weekly worship services). 
4. Consistent Message – containing theological ideas compatible with other accepted Christian writings (incl. the divinity and humanity Jesus). 

Stages of Canonization (New testament)
Canonization (selection of which books were put in the Bible) was a process that went through several stages and took many centuries. These stages were not separate but sometimes overlapped: 

Composition (manuscripts were written either as a recording of oral [image: image6.png]


stories and teachings or as original documents) 

Community (manuscripts were read, circulated, and revised within the religious communities) 

Criteria (certain manuscripts became accepted as authoritative scripture within the religious communities-- different groups accepted different scriptures) 

Collection (scriptures were gathered together in single scrolls, codices, and later in books-- the physical manner of collecting scriptures also had an influence on canonical decisions) 

Canon (a defined group of scriptures in a single collection became accepted by a certain religious community as The Bible-- different groups chose different canons) 

Why was a Canon of the Bible Necessary?

So long as the living voice of prophets and apostles was to be heard, there was no pressing need of a canon of Scripture. Under the inspiration of God they knew what was inspired, and what was not. But as soon as these men were dead--and with them inspiration ceased--it became necessary that their writings be gathered together to know what were their messages to the churches, and to preserve those writings from corruption.
By the middle of the second century a Christian writer named Justin Martyr stated that on Sundays, in the Christian worship assemblies the writing of the prophets and the apostles was being read.

Another reason why a canon was necessary was to preclude the possibility of additions to the number of inspired works. Already numerous writings were extant purporting to be inspired. Hence the question arose, which of these are really inspired? What is the extent of inspired literature?

The New Testament Canon
There was an awareness of the apostles authority within the New Testament itself.

At times the New Testament writers seemed plainly aware that they or others from amongst themselves were writing Scripture, e.g. 2 Pet.3:16 refers to Paul's letters and "the rest of the Scriptures". Especially the Book of Revelation seems rather self-consciously Scriptural (e.g. 1:3; 22:18,19). 
But these are mere "hints" compared to the authoritative tone conveyed by certain New Testament concepts. Three terms stand out:

The concept of "apostle" is defined especially by the idea of authorization, by the transmission of definite powers. 

The apostles are Christ's representatives (Mt.10:40; cf. Jn.13:20). In a very special and exclusive manner he entrusted them with the preaching of the Gospel. He also endowed them with the Spirit of truth who would guide them into all the truth (Jn.14:26; 15:26; 16:13-15). 

They were thus the transmitters of revelation (Heb.2:4). The salvation that appeared in Jesus, first proclaimed by the Lord himself, was validly attested to by the apostles.

(ii) "Witness": The apostles were witnesses of the salvation revealed in Christ. This concept should be understood in a forensic way. The apostles were eyewitnesses and they bear this testimony for the forum of the coming Church and the entire world. This testimony is both oral (preaching) and written (New Testament documents).

(iii) "Tradition"10: In the New Testament this is a very authoritative concept. It means 'what has been handed down with authority'. In apostolic times equal significance is given to oral and written proclamation. The New Testament writings "are partially the remains and fixation of a previous oral tradition"11. The source of the New Testament tradition lies in the apostles, e.g. 1 Cor.15:1-4. Paul both receives and transmits tradition. A personal power is involved here, viz. that of the apostles. They had received authority from Christ to do this. The tradition of which the New Testament speaks is therefore not an unchanneled stream which is then perpetuated as the faith or theology of the Church. It is rather the authoritative proclamation entrusted to the apostles, as the witnesses of Christ and as the foundation of the Church.

By the middle and later half of the of the second century substantial lists of what books were considered part of canon were written that are materially the same as what is in the new testament canon of today.

Various lists of the canon circulate through out the 3rd and 4th centuries with slight differences.

In the fourth century Eusebius distinguishes between three categories of scripture
1. Those that are universally acknowledged as scripture – 4 gospels, Acts, fourteen letters of Paul, 1 John, 1 Peter, and Revelation.
2. Those writings that are disputed (Antilegomena) - – James, Jude, 2 Peter, and 2&3 John.  However the majority of the religious teachers accepted these books
3. Those writing that are rejected

The question at issue with regard to the books called "Antilegomena," was not so much that of the canonicity of the writings, as whether they were really written by the men who were called their authors. 
· Hebrews bore no name of its author, and differed in style from the acknowledged Pauline epistles. 
· 2 Peter differed in style from 1 Peter; James and Jude styled themselves "servants," and not "apostles". 
· The writer of 2 and 3 John called himself an "elder" or "presbyter," and not an "apostle"
· Jude recorded apocryphal stories. 
For these reasons these books were not quickly allowed their place in the canon. After a deliberate examination, however, they were at last received as genuine, the very delay proving the close scrutiny which their claims had undergone. At the beginning of the fourth century they were received by most of the churches, and at the end of that century they were received by all.

In AD 367, Athananaisus Bishop of Alexandria published a list of twenty-seven books of the New Testament that were accepted in his time and they are the same books that we have today.
There was some discussion of New Testament canon after this but for the most part the Christian world had accepted these 27 books without dispute.
Denominational Differences in Cannon Amongst Today’s Church
· The Jewish Bible and the Protestant Old Testament contain the same books but they are arranged in a different order.
· Roman Catholic, Greek Orthodox, Ethiopian Orthodox, and other Eastern Christians claim more "inside books" for the Old Testament than Protestants. 
· Protestants, Roman Catholics, and Greek Orthodox Christians agree on the same 27 books for the composition of the New Testament; however some smaller groups of Christians do not. The Nestorian, or Syrian church, recognizes only 22 books, excluding 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, Jude and Revelation.

· On the other hand, the Ethiopian Orthodox Church includes the same 27 books in its "narrower" canon but adds 8 books to its "broader" canon: "four sections of church order from a compilation called Sinodos, two sections from the Ethiopic Books of Covenant, Ethiopic Clement, and Ethiopic Didascalia.

Is the Bible Reliable? 

In this section we will answer the following questions and more.

· Has the Bible changed over time and if so how?
· How were the manuscripts transcribed?
· Standards for reviewing writings of antiquity
· Significance of the Dead Sea Scrolls
Josh McDowell “Often when I talk with someone about the Bible they sarcastically replay that you can’t trust you can’t trust what the Bible says.  Why is was written almost 2000 years ago.  It’s full of errors and discrepancies.”  Josh once responded that I can believe the scriptures and then described an incident that took place during a lecture in a history class when he stated that “I believe that there is more evidence for the reliability for the New Testament than any ten pieces if classical literature put together.  At this point a Professor sitting in the corner snickered so Josh asked him what he was snickering about.  The Professor responded that it took a lot of audacity to make a statement like that about the New Testament in a history class and that the statement was ridiculous.  Josh responds that he appreciates it when someone makes a comment like that because it stimulates the need to ask an important question.  Josh responds “tell me sir, as a historian, where are the tests that you apply to any piece of literature to determine if it is accurate and reliable?  The amazing thing was he did not have any tests to apply.  Josh goes on to explain the tests that he and other historians have some tests to apply.
The tests that Josh advocates using are the same tests that historians apply to other historical documents which are outlined below.
1. Bibliographical Test – since we do not have the original documents how reliable are the copies that have reached us?  This reliability can be viewed in terms of the number of copies of manuscripts that we have and the time interval between the original and existing copies.
a. Manuscript Evidence for the New Testament
Greek manuscripts

5,300
Latin Vulgate


> 10,000

Other early versions

at least 9,300

	Author
	When Written
	Earliest Copy
	Time Span
	No. of Copies

	Caesar
	100 – 44 B.C.
	A.D. 900
	1,000 yrs
	10

	Plato
	427 – 347 B.C.
	A.D. 900
	1,200 yrs
	20

	Tacitus (Annals)
	A.D. 100
	A.D. 1100
	1,000 yrs
	7

	Tacitus (Minor works)
	A.D. 100
	A.D. 1000
	900 yrs
	20

	Sophocles
	496 – 406 B.C.
	A.D. 1000
	1,400 yrs
	193

	Euripides
	480 – 406 B.C
	A.D. 1100
	1,500 yrs
	9

	Aristotle
	384 – 322 B.C.
	A.D. 1100
	1,400 yrs
	49

	Aristophanes
	450 – 385 B.C.
	A.D. 900
	1,200 yrs
	10

	Homer
	900 B.C.
	400 B.C.
	500 yrs
	643

	New Testament
	A.D. 40 – 95
	A.D. 125
	30 years
	Over 24,000


Since scholars accept as generally trustworthy the writings of the ancient classics even though the earliest manuscripts so long after the original writings and the number of 
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Reviewing the Textual Variations Amongst Manuscripts
Giesler and Nix analyzed the magnitude of textual variation in the New Testament manuscripts and the Illiad which has the second largest number of manuscripts at 643.
Both the Iliad and the Bible were considered sacred and both underwent and critical review.  Only 40 lines (400 words) in the New Testament are in doubt whereas 764 lines of the Iliad (which is smaller to start with) are questioned.  This 5% textual “corruption” compares to .05% in the New Testament.
Not a single fundamental doctrine of Christianity rests on the interpretation of these 40 lines.

Scholars are typically satisfied that they possess substantially the true text of the principal Greek and Roman authors included in the chart above.  When comparing these to the New Testament they have yet a fraction of the evidence in terms of 

· Number of manuscripts
· Duration between the original writings and the earliest manuscripts currently held

· Amount of textual variations in the manuscripts
In addition, since there are more manuscripts for the New Testament logic would dictate that the number of textual differences would be larger.  Likewise, the length of the New Testament is longer than most of these other works, so again the New Testament should generate more textual differences.
Logical Conclusion: from the perspective of literary evidence the New Testament’s reliability is far greater than any other record of antiquity.

Sir David Dalrymple researched the questions: “If the New Testament were completely destroyed by the end of the third century, could it have been collected together again from the writings of the fathers of the second and third centuries?”  His research indicated that all but eleven verses of the New Testament could have been collected together again from their writings.
b. Old Testament – in the case of the Old testament we do not have all the abundance of manuscripts written soon after the originals.  
· Until the discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls the oldest manuscripts from the Old testament we had were ~ A.D. 900 = Time Gap of 1,300 years (between the completion of the Old Testament at B.C. 400 and these manuscripts at A.D. 900).
· The Dead Sea Scrolls provided manuscripts that preceded Christ.

· In order to understand the reliability of these manuscripts that had been copied over the years it is important to understand the people transcribing these manuscripts and their practices

1. Talmudists (A.D. 100 – 500) – the Talmudists had an intricate system for transcribing synagogue scrolls to ensure accuracy.

They had more than seventeen rules they followed to ensure absolute perfection in their work.  A sampling of these is included below.
· Every page must contain a certain number of columns throughout the entire text.

· No word or letter must ever be written from memory

· The whole copy must first be lined before writing

· Between every consonant the space of a hair or thread must intervene

· There must be a space of 9 consonants between every section
· There must be three lines between every book

· The copyist must sit in full Jewish formal dress

· Wash his whole body before writing

· Do not begin to write the name of God with a pen freshly dipped in ink

· If a king were to address the copyist during their writing they were not to take notice of the King

There were many more rules not listed here.  If a mistake was made and the manuscript did not meet their standards then it had to be burned or buried in the ground.

The Talmudists were so confident in their process that they gave equal weight to the written word in the new manuscripts as the older ones.  

2. Massoretic Period (A.D. 500-900) – the Massoretes also took great care in and showed amazing reverence for their work.  Some of their methods included:
· They numbered the verses, words and letters of every book.

· They calculated the middle word and middle letter of each manuscript for comparison
They had many other measures.  The point is the great care and minute attention to detail they took to ensure accuracy and show reverence to God.

So the big question is did the efforts of these diligent servants of God accurately preserve the text over time?
The Dead Sea Scrolls are very useful in answering this question.

What exactly are the Dead Sea Scrolls?  
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(this is an actual picture of one of the scrolls)
The Dead Sea Scrolls were found sealed in clay jars in the caves of Qumran, Israel. They had been hidden for safe-keeping at a time when all Jewish and Christian Scriptures were being destroyed by the Romans. The scrolls contain manuscripts, such as Isaiah, that are part of the Bible but also many other texts that are noncanonical.
Between 1947 and 1956 thousands of fragments of biblical and early Jewish documents were discovered in eleven caves near the site of Khirbet Qumran on the shores of the Dead Sea.
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In the spring of 1947 Bedouin goat-herders, searching the cliffs along the Dead Sea for a lost goat (or for treasure, depending on who is telling the story), came upon a cave containing jars filled with manuscripts. That find caused a sensation when it was released to the world, and continues to [image: image8.jpg]


fascinate the scholarly community and the public to this day.  The first discoveries came to the attention of scholars in 1948, when seven of the scrolls were sold by the Bedouin to a cobbler and antiquities dealer called Kando. He in turn sold three of the scrolls to Eleazar L. Sukenik of Hebrew University, and four to Metropolitan Mar Athanasius Yeshue Samuel of the Syrian Orthodox monastery of St. Mark. Mar Athanasius in turn brought his four to the American School of Oriental Research, where they came to the attention of American and European scholars.
It was not until 1949 that the site of the find was identified as the cave now known as Qumran Cave 1. It was that identification that led to further explorations and excavations of the area of Khirbet Qumran. Further search of Cave 1 revealed archaeological finds of pottery, cloth and wood, as well as a number of additional manuscript fragments. It was these discoveries that proved decisively that the scrolls were indeed ancient and authentic. 
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Between 1949 and 1956, in what became a race between the Bedouin and the archaeologists, ten additional caves were found in the hills around  Qumran, caves that yielded several more scrolls, as well as thousands of fragments of scrolls: the remnants of approximately 800 manuscripts dating from approximately 200 B.C. to 68 A.D.
From these 40,000 inscribed fragment more than 500 books have been reconstructed plus some scripture commentaries (hey, could it be the first Study Bible with footnotes?).  One of the manuscripts found contained the entire book of Isaiah and was dated ~ 125 B.C.  When comparing this manuscript to the previous oldest Massoretic scroll (dated A.D. 916) from more than a 1,000 years later you find remarkable consistency.  
This collective find by the Dead Sea provides explicit and definitive evidence for the integrity of manuscript copies o the Old Testament.

2. Internal Evidence Test for the Reliability of the Bible
The bibliographical test has determined only that the text we have now is essentially what was originally recorded.  We still need to understand if the written word is credible and to what extent.

Dr. Louis Gottschalk former history Professor at the University of Chicago outlines his criteria for evaluating the credibility of historical events.  His methods have been adopted by numerous leading historians throughout the world.  These criteria include:

a. The witnesses ability to tell the truth

The disciples record many things that someone who was making up a story or falsifying certain aspects of their account would change because they depict many undesirable aspects of their behavior.

· Competition amongst the apostles for high places in the kingdom

· Peter’s denial

· References by some that Christ may have been insane

b. Geographical proximity to the events recorded
Many have undertaken to draw up an account of the things that have been fulfilled[a] among us, 2just as they were handed down to us by those who from the first were eyewitnesses and servants of the word. 3Therefore, since I myself have carefully investigated everything from the beginning, it seemed good also to me to write an orderly account for you, most excellent Theophilus, (Luke 1:1-3)
We did not follow cleverly invented stories when we told you about the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but we were eyewitnesses of his majesty 
(2 Peter 1:16)
The man who saw it has given testimony, and his testimony is true. He knows that he tells the truth, and he testifies so that you also may believe. 
(John 19:35)
There are more passages declaring the disciples as eyewitnesses to these events.
c. Proximity to the events in time – we already covered the time span of the events happening until the first recording of them in written form.
The historian also has to deal with the eyewitness who consciously or unconsciously tells a falsehood even though they witness an event.  This is one of the reasons that the New Testament is unparalleled to the other ancient books of importance.  The first writings were created and circulated at a time when some of the eyewitnesses to many of the events written about were still alive and could therefore verify or dispute these first books of the New Testament.
Many eyewitnesses to these accounts were people who were hostile to Christ and his disciples to varying degrees.  One of the strong points of the early apostolic preaching and writing was is the confident appeal to the knowledge of the hearers; they not only said, “We are witnesses to these things”; but also, “As you yourselves know” (Acts 2:22)
3. External Evidence Test for the Reliability of the Bible
What evidence is there apart form the text under review (in this case the Bible) that substantiate it’s accuracy, reliability and authenticity?

Gottschalk argues that the conformity with other known historical or scientific facts is often the most decisive test.  

· Two friends of the apostle John confirm the internal evidence from John’s accounts.   Polycarp and Papias
a. Archeological Evidence 
Archaeology is the study of material remains of past human life and activities. An archaeologist is the person who conducts the research of those material remains.
Question: Why are we talking about archeology here, can it prove or disprove that the word of God in the Bible is True?
Answer: It cannot prove that the Bible contains the inspired word of God.  Archaeology supports and confirms facts as stated in the Bible.  It cannot prove that all the events occurred as written but it can confirm the location of many places, the manner in which people conducted themselves, geographical features, practices and declarations by the ruling authorities, etc, i.e. the discoveries of archaeology can be helpful in removing doubts that a person might have about the historical trustworthiness of the Bible. The miracles described, as well as the spiritual message, must be accepted on faith, which is the basis of our relationship with God. 

It provides an additional set of facts for the critical evaluation of the biblical text.  What if the rocks that had the Ten Commandments written on them were forund?  Archeology could confirm that they were rocks, that the Ten Commandments were written on them, the age of the rocks and the language used --- however, archeology would not prove that God wrote those words on the rock tablets.
Here's what some of the great archaeologists and students of archaeology had to say about how material remains of past human life and activities affected the Bible. 

1. "It may be stated categorically that no archaeological discovery has ever controverted a biblical reference." 
2. William F. Albright - "There can be no doubt that archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity of Old Testament traditions." 
3. F.F. Bruce - "Where Luke has been suspected of inaccuracy, and accuracy has been vindicated by some inscriptional evidence, it may be legitimate to say archaeology has confirmed the New Testament record." 
4. Merrill Unger - "Old Testament archaeology has rediscovered whole nations, resurrected important peoples, and in a most astonishing manner filled in historical gaps, adding immeasurably to the knowledge of biblical backgrounds." 
5. Miller Burrows - "Archaeology has in many cases refuted the views of modern critics. It has shown in a number of instances that these views rest on false assumptions and unreal, artificial schemes of historical development ... The excessive skepticism of many liberal theologians stems not from a careful evaluation of the available data, but from an enormous predisposition against the supernatural." 

Old Testament


· The discovery of the Ebla archive in northern Syria in the 1970s has shown the Biblical writings concerning the Patriarchs to be viable. Documents written on clay tablets from around 2300  B.C. demonstrate that personal and place names in the Patriarchal accounts are genuine. The name "Canaan" was in use in Ebla, a name critics once said was not used at that time and was used incorrectly in the early chapters of the Bible. The word "tehom" ("the deep") in Genesis 1:2 was said to be a late word demonstrating the late writing of the creation story. "Tehom" was part of the vocabulary at Ebla, in use some 800 years before Moses. Ancient customs reflected in the stories of the Patriarchs have also been found in clay tablets from Nuzi and Mari.
· Another king who was in doubt was Belshazzar, king of Babylon, named in Daniel 5. The last king of Babylon was Nabonidus according to recorded history. Tablets were found showing that Belshazzar was Nabonidus' son who served as coregent in Babylon. Thus, Belshazzar could offer to make Daniel "third highest ruler in the kingdom" (Dan. 5:16) for reading the handwriting on the wall, the highest available position. Here we see the "eye-witness" nature of the Biblical record, as is so often brought out by the discoveries of archaeology. 
· Hittites – many bible critics stated that there was no proof of Hittites at the time of Abraham since there were not any records of them at besides the Old Testament, therefore they must be a myth.  Well wrong again.  As a result of archeological finds there are now hundreds of references overlapping 1,200 years of Hittite civilization  (For further details on the Hittites, see Evidence that Demands a Verdict, Vol. II pp. 339-41)
Other archeological facts supporting the Old Testament

· David’s conquest of Jerusalem

· The Book of Daniel

· Time period written

· Details of Nebuchadnezzar

· Babylonian courts

· and many more

· Lot’s heavy doors in Sodom

There are literally hundreds of additional examples and yet not one fact that has been proven as false.  There are constantly unsubstantiated allegations but they are never supported by any evidence and most often proven as accurate given time and research.

New Testament
For many critics the account of the birth of Jesus was held as ridiculous. They argued that there was no census, that Quirinius was not Governor of Syria at that time and that everyone did not have to return to his ancestral home for a census. Archaeology has proven the critics wrong (again) --- 
· The Romans had a regular enrollment of taxpayers and held censuses every 14 years. The procedure was begun under Augustus. 
· Quirinius was Governor of Syria about 7 B.C. 
· A papyrus found in Egypt gives directions for the conduct of a census. Families were to return to their own governments to complete family registration of the enrollment and that the tilled lands might retain those belonging to them.

In his letter to the Romans, Paul mentions the city treasurer, Erastus (Romans 16:23). The letter was written in Corinth. Excavations of Corinth in 1929 found this inscripion on a pavement: "Erastus, curator of public buildings, laid this pavement at his own expense." The pavement dates from the 1st century A.D.

Luke (He Changes a Critics Mind)
Sir William Ramsey was on of the greatest archeologists to ever live.  He was a student in the German Historical school of the mid-nineteenth century and a wealthy English atheist. As a result, he believed that the book of Acts was a product of the mid second century which means that Luke.  He was firmly convinced in this belief and other beliefs that did not correspond with accepted biblical history.  Therefore, he set out to disprove the historical reliability of portions of the New Testament.  

After thirty years of study Ramsay concluded:

· “Luke is a historian of first rank; not merely are his statements of facts trustworthy… this author should be placed along with the very greatest of historians

· Declaring that he had become a Christian.

Of course, the unbelieving world was aghast!  That's because, as Yale archaeologist Miller Burroughs states, "The excessive skepticism of many liberal theologians stems not from a careful evaluation of the available data, but from an enormous predisposition against the super-natural."  Like our media today, which chooses to splash any apparent findings that contradict the Bible across every magazine cover and newspaper, but ignore the numerous findings that support it, the Jesus Seminar and other institutions of  "Higher Criticism" continue to battle the mounting evidence that the Bible is,  indeed, the very Word of God.
Question: What archaeological discovery would you point to as the most convincing evidence for the Bible being God's Word?
Answer: Any one discovery can be explained away as coincidence, or an alternative interpretation can be given to disassociate it from the Bible. Over 25,000 Sites have been discovered by archaeology pertaining to the Bible, as well as the records of tens of thousands of individuals and events. It is the weight of a myriad of discoveries that demonstrates the Bible to be the Word of God.
These discoveries fall into three categories:
1. Archaeological evidence demonstrates the historical and cultural accuracy of the Bible.
2. The Bible's message of a loving Creator God who interacts in the affairs of mankind and has provided a means of salvation stands in sharp contrast to the pagan fertility religions of the ancient world as, revealed by archaeology.
3. Archaeological findings demonstrate that the Biblical prophets accurately predicted events hundreds of years before they occurred -- something that lies beyond the capability of mere men.
b. Prophecy Fulfilled in History
One of the unique and interesting things about the Bible is that in no other religious literature do we find the accuracy of fulfilled prophecy.  Biblical predictions made hundreds of years in advanced are fulfilled in varying but often times great detail.
Christians believe that a Bible prophecy is a God-given revelation of the future. God gave His prophets, including Moses, Ezekiel, Isaiah and Jeremiah, prophecies of the future. He did this to prepare people for the future, and to show that He is the one true God and that He is all-powerful.

A prophecy is not a prediction of the future - it is a promise about the future. God gave promises to His prophets. He told them, for example, that the Jews would be forced out of Israel, scattered worldwide, persecuted worldwide, and that they would eventually return to Israel. All of these promises have been fulfilled.
A couple of things are important to keep in mind as we consider prophecies including:

· What are the odds these events occurred without divine intervention?

· Would it be possible for someone to deliberately fulfill these prophecies?

Prophecies Fulfilled A long time ago 

Tyre's fortresses would fail

Bible passage: Amos 1:9-10
Written: about 750 BC
Fulfilled: 333-332 BC
In Amos 1:9-10, the prophet said that God would cause Tyre's protective fortresses to fail, as punishment for the way that Tyre treated Israel. That prophecy was fulfilled in 586-573 BC when Babylonian king Nebuchadnezzar attacked the mainland of Tyre, and in 333-332 BC when Alexander the Great conquered the island of Tyre. Alexander's army built a land bridge from the mainland to the island so that they could use a battering ram to break through the island's fortress.
- Copyright AboutBibleProphecy.com and 100prophecies.org
Amos 1:9-10
This is what the Lord says: "For three sins of Tyre, even for four, I will not turn back [my wrath]. Because she sold whole communities of captives to Edom, disregarding a treaty of brotherhood, I will send fire upon the walls of Tyre that will consume her fortresses."

Tyre's stones, timber and soil would be cast into the sea

Bible passage: Ezekiel 26:12
Written: between 587-586 BC
Fulfilled: 333-332 BC
In Ezekiel 26:12, the prophet said that Tyre's stones, timber and soil would be thrown into the sea. That probably would have been a fitting description of how Alexander the Great built a land bridge from the mainland to the island of Tyre when he attacked in 333-332 BC. It is believed that he took the rubble from Tyre's mainland ruins and tossed it - stones, timber and soil - into the sea, to build the land bridge (which is still there).
- Copyright AboutBibleProphecy.com and 100prophecies.org
Ezekiel 26:12
They will plunder your wealth and loot your merchandise; they will break down your walls and demolish your fine houses and throw your stones, timber and rubble into the sea.

Fulfilled Recently

Egypt would never again rule over nations

Bible passage: Ezekiel 29:15
Written: between 593-571 BC
Fulfilled: 1967, etc.
In Ezekiel 29:15, the prophet says that Egypt would recover from a desolation (perhaps Babylon's attack about 2600 years ago), but that it would never again rule over other nations. Up until the time of Ezekiel, Egypt had been a world power for centuries, dominating many nations, including Israel. But for most of the past 2500 years, Egypt has been controlled by foreign powers, including the Romans, Ottomans and Europeans. Today, Egypt is an independent nation again. In 1948, 1967 and 1973, Egypt tried to dominate Israel but was unsuccessful each time, despite the fact that Egypt is 10 times larger than Israel. Egypt today, in many respects, is an impressive nation. But since the time of Ezekiel, it no longer rules over other nations.
- Copyright AboutBibleProphecy.com and 100prophecies.org
Ezekiel 29:15
… I will make it so weak that it will never again rule over the nations.
Zechariah prophesied the Jews return to Jerusalem

Bible passage: Zechariah 8:7-8
Written: between 520 and 518 BC
Fulfilled: 1967, etc.
In Zechariah 8:7-8, the prophet said God would bring the Jews from exile back to their homeland (Israel) and that they would be able to live in the city of Jerusalem again. This prophecy has been fulfilled more than once. About 2600 years ago, Babylon destroyed Jerusalem and took many Jews as captives to Babylon. But many Jews later returned from Babylon. The Jews rebuilt Jerusalem but the city was destroyed about 1900 years ago by the Romans. The Romans killed more than 1 million Jews and forced many more into exile. And, the Romans banned Jews from living in Jerusalem. More than 1800 years passed before the Jews had control of Jerusalem again. They reclaimed control of their ancient capital during the Six Day War of 1967.
- Copyright AboutBibleProphecy.com and 100prophecies.org
Zechariah 8:7-8
This is what the Lord Almighty says: "I will save my people from the countries of the east and the west. I will bring them back to live in Jerusalem; they will be my people, and I will be faithful and righteous to them as their God."

Prophecies About Jesus
Since Christ is the culminating theme of the Old Testament and the Living Word of the New Testament, it should not surprise us that prophecies regarding Him outnumber any others. Many of these prophecies would have been impossible for Jesus to deliberately conspire to fulfill — such as His descent from Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob (Gen. 12:3; 17:19; Num. 24:21-24); His birth in Bethlehem (Mic. 5:2); His crucifixion with criminals (Isa. 53:12); the piercing of His hands and feet at the crucifixion (Ps. 22:16); the soldiers’ gambling for His clothes (Ps. 22:18); the piercing of His side and the fact that His bones were not broken at His death (Zech. 12:10; Ps. 34:20); and His burial among the rich (Isa. 53:9). Jesus also predicted His own death and resurrection (John 2:19-22). Predictive Prophecy is a principle of Bible reliability that often reaches even the hard-boiled skeptic!
c. Other Historians and Writings

There are many references to names, places and events in the New Testament made by various classical writers, many of whom were pagans, Jews, infidels, or Greeks who had no interest in maintaining the credibility of the Christian faith. Among them were Josephus, Philo, Cicero, Tacitus, Ulpian, Hermogenian, Marcian, Celsus, Petronius, Dio, and Suetonius. These writers referred to many of the same people to whom the New Testament refers, and many of the same facts about them are mentioned in both places. If the Bible had been legendary, all statements made, even with casual references to accidents of circumstance, would nevertheless have had to agree with an entire spectrum of first-century sources bearing upon Palestine, with all of its intricacies of geography, politics, government, culture, and religion, a monumental task at best. 

Sola Scriptura

As Protestants we maintain that the Scripture alone is our authority. Our Roman Catholic brothers in Christ maintain that the Scripture by itself is insufficient as the authority of the people of God, and that tradition and the teaching authority of the church must be added to the Scripture.
This does not mean that Protestants believe:

· All truth is to be found in the Bible, or that the Bible is the only form in which the truth of God has come to His people. 
· Every verse in the Bible is equally clear to every reader. 
· The people of God and the ministerial office — is not of great value and help in understanding the Scripture. 
United Methodists have embraced the concept of Sola Scriptura.

We have written it into our Articles of Religion.  The Book of Discipline of the United Methodist Church 2000, paragraph 103 (page 67), says:

“We believe the Holy Bible, Old and New Testaments, reveals the Word of God so far as it is necessary for our salvation. It is to be received through the Holy Spirit as the true rule and guide for faith and practice. Whatever is not revealed in or established by the Holy Scriptures is not to be made an article of faith nor is it to be taught as essential to salvation”.
The Catholics point to Martin Luthers decision to throw out several books from the Old Testament after 1, 500 years of accepted use.  The truth is these supplementary books were not a part of the original Hebrew Bible. Moreover, they were never sanctioned by Christ, nor by the inspired New Testament writers. Finally, they do not bear the marks of inspiration that would be expected of a divine document; they thus are to be rejected
The question before us is whether today anything other than the Scriptures is necessary to know the truth of God for salvation.

Tradition - our Roman counterparts, while making much of tradition, will never really define tradition or tell you what its content is. Tradition is a word that can be used in a variety of ways. It can refer to a certain school of understanding the Scriptures, such as the Lutheran tradition. It can refer to traditions — supposedly from the apostles — that are not in the Bible. It can refer to developing traditions in the history of the church that are clearly not ancient in origin. Usually, in the ancient fathers of the church, the word “tradition” refers to the standard interpretation of the Bible among them. And we Protestants value such traditions.
But what do Roman apologists mean when they assert the authority of tradition? Historically, they have not agreed among themselves about the nature and content of tradition. For example, one has said that tradition does not add anything to Scripture. But almost all Roman apologists, for over three hundred years after the Council of Trent, argued that tradition does add to the Scriptures. Some Roman apologists believe that all binding tradition was taught by the apostles, while others believe that tradition evolves and develops through the centuries of the church so that there are traditions necessary for salvation that were never known to the apostles. It is impossible to know what the real Roman position is on this matter.

The Second Vatican Council expressed itself with deliberate ambiguity: “This tradition which comes from the apostles develops in the Church with the help of the Holy Spirit. For there is a growth in the understanding of the realities and the words which have been handed down. . . . For as the centuries succeed one another, the Church constantly moves forward toward the fullness of divine truth until the words of God reach their complete fulfillment in her.”4 What does that mean? It certainly does not give us any clear understanding of the character or content of tradition.

Rome usually tries to clarify its position by saying that its authority is Scripture, tradition, and church together. Vatican II declared: “It is clear, therefore, that sacred tradition, sacred Scriptures and the teaching authority of the Church, in accord with God’s most wise design, are so linked and joined together that one cannot stand without the others, and that all together and each in its own way under the action of the one Holy Spirit contribute effectively to the salvation of souls.”5
In fact, however, if you listen carefully, you will notice that the real authority for Rome is neither Scripture nor tradition, but the church. What is the Scripture, and what does it teach? Only the church can tell you. What is tradition, and what does it teach? Only the church can tell you. As the Roman theologian John Eck said, “The Scriptures are not authentic, except by the authority of the church.”6 As Pope Pius IX said at the time of the First Vatican Council in 1870, “I am tradition.”7 The overwhelming arrogance of such a statement is staggering. But it confirms our claim that, for Rome, the only real authority is the church: sola ecclesia.
Now Protestantism arose in the sixteenth century in reaction to such claims and teachings of the Roman church. In the Middle Ages, most within the church had believed that the Bible and the tradition of the church taught the same, or at least complementary, doctrines. But as Luther and others studied the Bible with a greater care and depth than the church had done in centuries, they began to discover that tradition actually contradicted the Bible. They discovered that, for example:

(1) The Bible teaches that the office of bishop and presbyter are the same office (Titus 1:5-7), but tradition says they are different offices.

(2) The Bible teaches that all have sinned except Jesus (Romans 3:10-12, Hebrews 4:15), but tradition says that Mary was sinless.

(3) The Bible teaches that Christ offered His sacrifice once for all (Hebrews 7:27, 9:28, 10:10), but tradition says that the priest sacrifices Christ on the altar at mass.

(4) The Bible says that we are not to bow down to statues (Exodus 20:4, 5), but tradition says that we should bow down to statues.

(5) The Bible says that all Christians are saints and priests (Ephesians 1:1; 1 Peter 2:9), but tradition says that saints and priests are special castes within the Christian community.

(6) The Bible says that Jesus is the only Mediator between God and man (1 Timothy 2:5), but tradition says Mary is co-mediator with Christ.

(7) The Bible says that all Christians should know that they have eternal life (1 John 5:13), but tradition says that all Christians cannot and should not know that they have eternal life.

The Reformers saw that the words of Jesus to the Pharisees applied equally to their day: “You nullify the Word of God for the sake of your tradition” (Matthew 15:6).

The Reformers also discovered that tradition contradicted tradition. For example, the tradition of the Roman church teaches that the pope is the head of the church, a bishop over all bishops. But Gregory the Great, pope and saint at the end of the ancient church period, said that such a teaching came from the spirit of Antichrist (“I confidently affirm that whosoever calls himself sacerdos universalis, or desires to be so called by others is in his pride a forerunner of Antichrist”)8
More directly related to our discussion is the evident tension in tradition about the value of reading the Bible. The Index of Forbidden Books of Pope Pius IV in 1559 said:

“Since experience teaches that, if the reading of the Holy Bible in the vernacular is permitted generally without discrimination, more damage than advantage will result because of the boldness of men, the judgment of the bishops and inquisitors is to serve as guide in this regard. Bishops and inquisitors may, in accord with the counsel of the local priest and confessor, allow Catholic translations of the Bible to be read by those of whom they realize that such reading will not lead to the detriment but to the increase of faith and piety. The permission is to be given in writing. Whoever reads or has such a translation in his possession without this permission cannot be absolved from his sins until he has turned in these Bibles.9”
In marked contrast, Vatican II stated: “Easy access to sacred Scripture should be provided for all the Christian faithful. . . Since the word of God should be available at all times, the Church with maternal concern sees to it that suitable and correct translations are made into different languages, especially from the original texts of the sacred books.”10 Does tradition believe that the Bible is dangerous or helpful? The Bible did prove dangerous in the sixteenth century; most who read it carefully became Protestants!

Such discoveries about tradition led the Reformers back to the Bible. There they learned that the Scriptures must stand as judge of all teaching. The Scripture teaches that it is the revelation of God, and is therefore true in all that it teaches. But nowhere does the Scripture say that the church is true in all it says. Rather, although the church as a whole will be preserved in the faith, wolves will arise in the church (Acts 20:29, 30), and even the man of lawlessness will sit at the heart of the church teaching lies (2 Thessalonians 2:4).

Cannon - This brings us to our third concern, the church and the canon. Roman Catholics will use the word “church” repeatedly. Those of us who are Protestants will normally be inclined to interpret their use of the word “church” as referring to the body of the faithful. But that is not the way they characteristically use the word. When they refer to the authority of the church, they mean the infallible teaching authority of councils and popes. That view of the church they take from the Middle Ages and in a romantic way read back into the ancient church period. So notice very carefully how they use the word “church.” And remember that neither the Scriptures, nor the great majority of the fathers of the ancient church period, understand the authority of the church in the way they do.

Let us look at the church further by raising a related issue: the canon of Scripture. Romanists will try to make much of the issue of the canon. They will tell you that the Bible alone cannot be our authority because the Bible does not tell us what books are in the Bible. They will argue that the church must tell us what books are in the Bible. When they say the church tells us, they mean popes and councils must tell us. This implies that we did not have a Bible until Pope Damasus offered a list of the canon in 382, or, perhaps, until 1546 when the Council of Trent became the first “ecumenical”council to define the canon. But of course the people of God had the Bible before 1546 and before 382.

In the first place, the church always had Scripture. The apostolic preaching and writing of the first century repeatedly verified its teaching by quoting from the Old Testament. The quotations from, and allusions to, the Old Testament abound in the New Testament. The New Testament does not reject the Old, but fulfills it (Romans 1:2; Luke 16:29; Ephesians 2:19, 20). The church always had a canonical foundation in the Old Testament.

In the second place, we can see that the apostles sensed that the new covenant inaugurated by our Lord Jesus would have a new or augmented canon. Canon and covenant are interrelated and interdependent in the Bible (see Meredith G. Kline, The Structure of Biblical Authority). Peter testifies to this emerging canon when he includes the letters of Paul as part of the Scriptures (2 Peter 3:16).

Historically the canon was formed not by popes and councils; these actions simply recognized the emerging consensus of the people of God as they recognized the authentic Scriptures. Indeed, whatever criteria were used by popes and councils to recognize the canon (authorship, style, content, witness of the Spirit, etc.), these same criteria were available to the people of God as a whole.

We can see this basic understanding of the formation of the canon stated in The New Catholic Encyclopedia which states: “The canon, already implicitly present in the apostolic age, gradually became explicit through a number of providential factors forming and fixing it.”11
If we would be faithful children of God, if we would be noble, we must proceed as the Bereans did. We must follow the example of Moses and Paul and our Lord Jesus. Do not rest your confidence on the wisdom of men who claim infallibility. Stand rather with the Apostle Paul who wrote in 1 Corinthians 4:6, "Do not go beyond what is written."

Who currently “Manages” Today’s Versions of the Bible?
The organizations that research, sponsor, edit and publish the various versions of the bible are most commonly made up of a coalition of Christian scholars and bible societies.
There are hundreds of bible societies throughout the world focused on distributing, teaching and translating the Bible.  Many of these organizations have affiliated with the United Bible Societies forming a coalition.  

“The United Bible Societies join together for consultation; mutual support and action in their task of achieving the widest possible, effective and meaningful distribution of the Holy Scriptures and of helping people interact with the Word of God. Bible Societies seek to carry out their task in partnership and co-operation with all Christian churches and with church-related organizations.”  
To answer this question effectively it is useful to understand 

· In 1382, John Wycliffe translated Saint Jerome's Latin Vulgate version into Anglo-Saxon. Wycliffe, was persecuted, and when he died of natural causes, was dug up, tried, hanged, and burned. 

· In 1455, Gutenberg invented moveable type, and with it brought about the printing of the Latin version for distribution, one to each church. 

· William Tynsdale, a priest and Greek and Hebrew scholar, translated the best manuscripts of the day for the English version of the Bible. He too was burned at the stake in 1535. His bible (called the Great Bible, because of it's large size) was put in the pulpits of every English church by the king's order in 1540. 

· The Geneva Bible followed in 1560 and was convenient for home use. It was the first Bible to number verses. This was the Bible that John Calvin used and which came to America with the Pilgrims. 

· In 1611 the King James Bible was published because of the commission of King James I of England that 48 scholars translate the original Hebrew and Greek with "deliberate impartiality." 

· Throughout the next 250 years, many archaic and erroneous words, as well as recent manuscripts, were found to cause the English Revised Version to be published. The English committee overruled the changes to words that the Americans wanted; so, in 1901 the American Standard Version was published with their revisions, mostly points of idiom. 

· In 1940 the Challoner-Rheims Version replaced the Rheims-Douai Version published by the Roman Catholic Church. This was caused by advanced Biblical scholarship, linguistic study, and archeological discovery. 

· In 1952 the American Revised Version was changed to the Revised Standard Version embodying the best results of modern scholarship and attempting to recapture the beauty of the King James Style. 

· In 1970 the New American Standard Version with purified translations from newly discovered manuscripts. The conclusion to the research is that it is believed the New Testament is as close as possible to what the authors wrote. 

Why are there so many versions of the English Bible? Which is the best one? (answer provided by the International Bible Society)
At the heart of the issue are two views as to what a translation should be. On one side are those who feel a translation should stick just as closely as possible to every word of the original Hebrew and Greek. They want the translation to be a literal transfer, word for word, of the original words into English. They feel this will provide the greatest accuracy possible and, after all, this is the aim, isn't it?

Unfortunately, that approach encounters real problems. Some words simply don't have an exact equivalent in English. The word order and the entire sentence structure just don't match from one language to another. So these word-for-word translations are wooden and unnatural. They may be used for close study, but they often fail in terms of comprehension and readability. On the other side are those who feel a translation should transfer the message, that is, the exact thought and emotion of the original text. To do this, it should use as many words as are necessary to reproduce the idea precisely in English. You don't really obtain accuracy, they contend, by a word-for-word translation, but you do when you convey the concept, the message, of the original, so that the reader understands it. In the end, they say, a thought-for-thought translation is actually more accurate as well as more understandable. They invite us to compare Job 36:33 in a literal translation (the venerable King James Version) and a thought-for-thought translation (the New International Version): 
	KJV 
	NIV

	The noise thereof showeth concerning it, the cattle also concerning the vapor. 
	His thunder announces the coming storm; even the cattle make known its approach. 
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	English Bible Translation

	CEV
	Contemporary English Version
	JB
	Jerusalem Bible

	GW
	God's Word 
	NKJV
	New King James Version 

	KJV
	King James Version
	NLT
	The New Living Translation

	LB

 HYPERLINK "http://www.ibs.org/bibles/translations/" \l "NAB#NAB" 
	The Living Bible 
	NRSV
	New Revised Standard Version

	NAB 
	New American Bible
	OIV
	Oxford's Inclusive Language Version 

	NASB
	New American Standard Bible 
	REB
	Revised English Bible 

	NIrV
	New International Reader's Version 
	RSV
	Revised Standard Version 

	NIV
	New International Version 
	TM 
	The Message 


The International Bible Society is the translation sponsor of the New International Version (NIV) Bible.  International Bible Society translates and reaches out with the Word of God so that people around the world can meet and become disciples of Jesus Christ. Their goal is to use the resources God provides to reach as many people as possible with accurate, readable, understandable translations of His life-transforming Word. 

Founded in New York City in 1809, IBS carries out its ministry through a worldwide network of 40 ministry centers staffed by Christian’s native to each area. In 1978, IBS published the New International Version translation of the Bible; the NIV is now the most widely read contemporary English translation in the world.  The IBS has a 

It is a completely new rendering of the original languages done by an international group of more than a hundred scholars. These scholars worked many years and in several committees to produce an excellent thought-for-thought translation in contemporary English for private and public use. 

"The translators of the New International Version sought to make a version that was midway between a literal rendering (as in the New American Standard Bible) and a free paraphrase (as in The Living Bible)
ASV: American Standard Version - Published in 1901, the American Standard Version was produced as a revision to the King James Version.   THE REVISED STANDARD VERSION - "The organization that held the copyright to the American Standard Version ... authorized a new revision in 1937.”The New Testament was published in 1946; and the entire Bible with the Old Testament, in 1952. 

"The principles of the revision were specified in the preface to the Revised Standard Version: 'The Revised Standard Version is not a new translation in the language of today. It is not a paraphrase which aims at striking idioms. It is a revision which seeks to preserve all that is best in the English Bible as it has been known and used throughout the years. 

"This revision was well received by many Protestant Churches and soon became their 'standard' text. ... Evangelical and fundamental Christians, however, did not receive the Revised Standard Version very well—primarily because of one verse, Isaiah 7:14...." (Comfort, pp. 66-67). The RSV has now been replaced by the NRSV.

NRSV: New Revised Standard Version
"The New Revised Standard Version [was] published in 1990. ... In the preface to this revision, Bruce Metzger, chair-person of the revision committee, wrote: 

'The New Revised Standard Version of the Bible is an authorized revision of the Revised Standard Version, published in 1952, which is a revision of the American Standard Version, published in 1901. ... The need for issuing a revision of the Revised Standard Version of the Bible arises from three circumstances: (a) the acquisition of still older biblical manuscripts, (b) further investigation of linguistic features of the text, and (c) changes in preferred English usage' (Comfort, p. 85). 
Undeniable Conclusions

· Had man undertaken to write the Bible on his own, he would have glorified himself, not entertained the concept of sin, would not have made right-standing with God a goal, and the concept of love and giving would have been as a reward and not as a first effort. 

· Despite catastrophic events, natural causes, wanderings from place to place, wars, historical changes, philosophical arguments, persecutions, wholesale burnings (as recently as 1931), and modern language revisions, it continues as if it cannot be destroyed.

· It is the number one best selling book of all time and has been published in every known language.

· Written by many people, it seems to be divinely authored, with unity throughout of one theme and Supreme argument.

· It's wording is old, but it's advise is appropriate for current issues in every culture.
· The apostles new their writings and preaching would likely lead to a brutal death why would they undertake their great commission for a lie.

· Scribes dedicated their entire lives to the accurate copying of the scriptures.
· The Bible has a 100% accuracy rate on prophecies and in many cases these prophecies were very detailed and specific.  Prophets outside of the Bible have failed in most of their predictions.
· Whenever archeology or the Bible appeared to be in conflict the Bible's record has proven to be definitively accurate.

· If the Bible is accurate and trustworthy on historical and physical issues it can be trusted then on spiritual issues.

· The Bible has surely stood the test of time. As mentioned in Acts5:38b,39: "for if this council or this work be of men, it will come to nought; but if it be of God, you cannot overthrow it..."
· When comparing commonly accepted writings of antiquity to the New Testament they have yet a fraction of the evidence in terms of: 

· Number of manuscripts - the NT > the next ten works of antiquity added together; >24,000 versus 7 to 643 manuscript copies
· Duration between the original writings and the earliest manuscripts currently held - ~ 30 years versus 500 – 1,500 years.
· Amount of textual variation is far less than other ancient writings even though the length is much longer in most cases
Inspiration for the Bible
The writers claim -- almost 3,000 times -- that the Spirit of God bore them to the goal of His desire in the words they wrote. Jesus believed the Scriptures to be from God. The Jews of history and today believe the Scriptures are divine.

"Inspiration of Scriptures" or "the inspired Word of God" is not an uncomprehendable or suspicious concept. The writers were not in a trance, nor secretaries to whom they were dictated, nor computers that were unwittingly programmed. Rather, God chose men that he had gifted, prepared for the task, and to whom he had revealed his truths. They then trusted God to enable their gifts and recollection as each wrote in his own personal style. 

Since God cannot sin or do anything wrong, it is against His nature to err. When the men whom he chose to write his words trusted him, they trusted God would be true to his nature in their writings and help them to put down words that could not be misleading or interpreted in any other manner; i.e.: it is the "words" that are inspired, not the men. Hence, it IS the Word of God, not contains the Word of God. As well, the Bible claims to be "God breathed" not God commissioned.

A musical piece is composed of a series of notes; alter one note and you change the song. This is why there are serious and consequential warnings in the Bible that nothing should be taken away or added to the Scriptures, that they, alone, are sufficient and contain the Truth.

Inspiration also has to do with recording and copying the originals accurately. In this sense, the historical record proves the Bible inerrant.
Primary Reference Resources for this Study

1. The Bible: The Book That Bridges the Millennia - (United Methodist Women’s Web Site at: http://gbgm-umc.org/UMW/Bible/) 

2. The Best of Josh McDowell: A Ready Defense 
3. How We Got the Bible by Neil Lightfoot
4. Jesus Under Fire, Modern Scholarship Reinvents the Historical Jesus by Michael Wilkins and J. P. Moreland
5. The Christian Research Journal, volume 25, number 3 (2003).  Jesus and the Earliest Sources: An Answer to John Dominic Crossan by Dennis Ingolfsland.  This article can also be found on the Christian Research Institute’s Website at: http://www.equip.org/free/DJ704.htm
6. Christian Research Journal, volume 23, number 2 (2000). The Search for Jesus Hoax by Hank Hanegraaff.  This article can also be found on the Christian Research Institute’s Website at: http://www.equip.org/free/DJ925.htm 
The Qumran site and the Dead Sea
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