“Why Should We Trust the
Bible?”

Dear Mr. Zukeran,

I recently caught your article on “The Authority of the Bible”
and I was wondering if you could answer a few questions for a
long time follower of Christ who is now having trouble with
the Bible. I’m not having trouble with the Bible as a whole,
but what I'm having a problem with is the claim that it 1is
inerrant. With your impressive list of merits, degrees, etc, I
was wondering if you could tell me what you think about this.
The name of God has been used to influence people to do some
pretty awful things. How do we know that the Bible was immune
from political influence during its translation?

Is there a line that you drew in the sand and just said, “Even
though I don’t understand it, I will claim this as truth”? In
all your experience and learning, what is the one thing you
hold to when everything else seems to falter?

I did not grow up in a Christian home and throughout high
school I attended a private Episcopal School. The priests were
atheists or very liberal. Therefore, I grew up not believing
in the Bible. Eventually I embraced Atheism. After hearing the
gospel message at a small Baptist church, I began to
investigate the claims of Christ. From the evidence of
creation, I could not deny the evidence for God'’s existence.

Then I studied the historical accuracy of the gospels and
found them to be very accurate historical works written by
first century eyewitnesses. (For more see the article
“Historical Reliability of the Gospels.”) In the gospels,
Jesus claimed to be the divine Son of God and confirmed his
claims through his miraculous, sinless 1life, death, and
resurrection. We have good historical evidence that Christ did
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live a miraculous life not only in the gospels, but in several
works of non-Christian literature as well. (For more
information read the article “The Unigueness of Christ” and
“The Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?“)

Since Christ confirmed his claims to be the divine Son of God,
what He taught was true. He taught the Bible was the inerrant
word of God. [Note: theologian Dr. Wayne Grudem defines
inerrancy as the belief that all the words in Scripture are
completely true and without error. “The inerrancy of Scripture
means that Scripture in the original manuscripts does not
affirm anything which 1is contrary to fact.” Bible Doctrine,
Zondervan 1999, p. 40, 42.] Inerrancy applies to the original
documents, not the copies. However, we have thousands of
ancient manuscripts to confirm that our Bible today 1is very
accurate to the original texts.

Finally, I agree, there have been atrocities committed in
history in the name of Christ. However, we should not discount
the Bible because of the misinterpretation and misapplication
of men in history. To those who have misapplied the text, we
can point to the Bible and show where they have deviated from
the biblical teaching and the example of Christ. The reason we
know they were in error is that we can point out the error in
the biblical text. The truth of the Bible should not be judged
on the misapplication of certain people or organizations. We
do not discount the value of the medical practice because we
have had bad doctors who have used their practice for evil
ends. The example we should look at is Christ, the founder of
our faith.

Thanks for your question; it’s great to interact with someone
who is really thinking through the issues.

Patrick Zukeran

© 2005 Probe Ministries
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“You Shouldn’t Talk About
Evidence When the Subject Is
Faith”

In your article “Evidence for the Existence of God,” the link
between the remarkable things about earth and God is called
“faith.” I believe in God. The author misuses the word
“evidence.”

The author takes away from issues of religion and faith by
throwing in a reference to “Saving the Whales” because there
are all sorts of flawed and fraudulent environmental agendas
floating around by various groups and the true
conservationists are not represented by these groups. “Saving
the Whales” is fraught with political ramifications and does
not belong in a commentary supposedly “proving” the existence
of God. The title of this article is inaccurate and is a
disservice to your organization.

Thanks for your comments about my article.

If I indicated that I was trying to “prove” the existence of
God, then please help me see where, so I can change it. I
don’t think anyone can prove the existence of God, but we can
point to evidence for Him. I am very aware that our sinfulness
makes it easy for people to dismiss perfectly good evidence of
our Creator NOT because the evidence isn’t good enough, but
because they are disturbed by the implications of the
existence of a God to whom we are all accountable.

My reference to “Saving the Whales” was simply to make the
point that people resort to the moral argument regardless of
their relationship to God, because our morality is ingrained
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in us as people made in the image of God. The politics of that
movement really don’t have anything to do with the point I was
making; I was only concerned with the motivation behind it.

I do think that evidence and faith are not diametrically
opposed. We have faith not just because we choose to believe,
but because there is good reason to believe; and that
constitutes evidence. I think Christianity is an evidential
faith; that’'s why Jesus appeared to over 500 people after His
resurrection, so there would be eyewitness testimony
(evidence) of the foundation of our faith. For some, the faith
comes first, and for others, the evidence comes first and THEN
they put their trust in God. Either way, the important thing
is the object of our faith and not how we got to Him.

Thanks for writing.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“Is Faith Fact, or Are They
Opposites?”

A fellow Christian friend and I recently got into a discussion
over faith and facts, and I would like your opinion on the
subject. It started by her asking me “Is faith fact?” Well I
replied yes, because our faith is grounded in the fact of the
resurrection, our faith has to be based on something true or
our faith is in vain. She was arguing faith is not fact and it
takes faith to believe in the resurrection in the first place
and she said because we walk by faith not sight that facts are
a “worldly” way of doing things. I feel the Bible teaches fact
and reason as being viable and complimentary to faith. I would
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appreciate your biblical opinion on this subject.

Facts and faith are different things, and both are necessary.
In Acts 17 and 1 Corinthians 15 Paul exhorts his readers and
listeners toward an examination of the facts. Paul clearly
believed that the facts of creation, Jesus’ life, death, and
resurrection, made his case for the deity of Christ
reasonable. Facts rarely prove a point but they do indicate
its reasonableness. (That is why in a court room you are asked
to convict beyond a “reasonable” doubt, they don’t say beyond
any doubt). What matters in faith is the object of our faith.
I can believe the sun will not rise tomorrow, but the facts
argue that this is not a reasonable faith. The same is true of
our faith in Christ. I cannot prove that he lived, died, and
rose from the dead, but I can gather facts of history which
make that conclusion not only reasonable, but I believe,
compelling. Based on my faith in the reality and person of
Jesus Christ, I also have faith in the truth of what he said
about spiritual things and future events. There are few facts
if any to back up his statements, only those which verify his
person and events which are significant enough to believe
whatever he said, but there are no specific facts to back up
his claim that He will come again.

I hope this helps.
Ray Bohlin

Probe Ministries

“The Bible is Full of Errors,
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So Why Do You Trust It?”

As a Christian fundamentalist group you believe the Bible is
the Inerrant word of God and this highly prized book of
canonized scripture is your infallible authority and source of
truth. (Please correct me if I'm wrong.) Now, with that
thought in mind, read what Christian scholars are publicly
saying about the sacred canon of biblical scripture, and not
just a few. [Link to document called “The Apparent Inerrant
Word Of God” included in letter] (Understand, as a Christian
Latter-day Saint, I strongly value the Bible too.) Here, you
have some serious credibility issues to overcome in making the
Bible everything you want and clam it to be. Christian
scholars are now reaching the same conclusion about the Bible
that faithful Latter-day Saints have known all along and they
are finally speaking out. The truth is, the Holy Bible has
errors — lots of them! Obviously, God did not intervene and
“supernaturally” protect the sacred canon of biblical
scripture, as some people erroneously believed.

Our primary focus for understanding these errors in the
biblical record is the result of discovering ancient
manuscripts, like the Dead Sea Scrolls, that have recently
been found in our time. These ancient biblical and historical
texts, lost in antiquity, have recently come forth from out of
the dust and date back in time to around the Common Era, (CE).
All of these early documents predate any of the canonical
writings of the New Testament by hundreds of years. There are
NO original autographs existing from the New Testament record.
All that remains today are generational copies of earlier
manuscripts that were handed down throughout the centuries.

So, as I understand the common biblical record, the early
Christian Saints should never have been separated or divided
from their original apostolic teachings. Nevertheless, through
the centuries of time and by a multitude of religious concepts
that crept into the early church, this apparent division among
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the early Christian believers actually happened and today’s
Christian religious world is deeply divided.

But, whenever the Bible is being presented as authoritative,
infallible, or Inerrant, I scratch my head and think to myself
— Hold On — Now wait just a minute! From everything that we
know and with the myriads of scientific and archeological
evidence, your particular views on biblical authority,
inerrancy, and infallibility don’t exactly add up with all the
facts. Infallible or Inerrant? Well, that’s hardly the case,
because errors exist in the copied manuscript records! And, as
for biblical authority? Just look around the Christian
community and you will see a staunch Bible expert standing on
nearly every street corner. Only, which one is right?

The common thread running through the biblical Christian
community is the canonized Holy Bible and that’s where the
problem is. So, if the Bible is guilty of doing all that, I
would strongly suggest that the highly prized biblical canon
is anything but authoritative.

Christian scholars have sufficiently demonstrated that you
have reached the wrong conclusion for your erroneous
“supernatural” biblical beliefs and who among you can dispute
the facts? Anyone attempting to believe such nonsense is going
to eventually look like an idiot and that’s not good for the
image! But, the choice is freely yours to believe whatever you
want; although, truth will be truth and error will be error,
regardless of the disguise or package it comes in.

Thanks for your letter. Although your comments about the Bible
are definitely weighted toward the moderate to liberal
perspective of biblical scholarship, I would generally agree
with much of what you wrote. Indeed, while I would disagree
with some of the specifics in your letter, the general ideas
expressed therein are well known to all of us here at Probe.

When conservative Christian theologians speak of “inerrancy,”



they are speaking with reference ONLY to the original
writings—not the copies. Of course there are many variants in
the copies we possess, but this can give a misleading picture
of biblical reliability. Part of the reason there are so many
variants is simply because we have so many copies. And this
wealth of manuscript evidence allows us, through the science
of textual criticism, to accurately reconstruct the original
documents with a high degree of accuracy. New Testament
textual critics maintain that we can reconstruct the original
documents to about 95-99% accuracy. The 0ld Testament 1is
slightly less than this, but it can still be reconstructed
with a high degree of accuracy.

It's important to realize how variants are counted. If a
particular “error” occurs in 3,000 manuscripts (e.g. a
definite article written twice rather than once), this counts
as 3,000 errors. Most of these variants are quite
insignificant (e.g. spelling differences, a word left out, an
extra word inserted, etc.) and can be easily corrected on the
basis of many other manuscripts which have the correct
reading. None of these variants affects a significant doctrine
of Scripture. Discoveries like the Dead Sea Scrolls actually
reinforce the notion that the Masoretic scribes were very
faithful copyists. The manuscript evidence for the NT is far,
far superior to any other book from the ancient world (e.g.
Tacitus, Livy, Pliny, Herodotus, etc.).

Archaeological evidence has repeatedly verified the
reliability of the biblical accounts. And no responsible
scholar would say otherwise. Although there may still be
questions about some issues, archaeology has overwhelmingly
served to confirm the Bible, not disconfirm it.

Thus, while I generally agree with what you’ve written, I
certainly don’t think your letter gives the whole picture
concerning biblical reliability. An excellent, comprehensive
resource on this 1issue (from a conservative Christian
standpoint) 1is A General Introduction to the Bible: Revised



and Expanded Edition by Norman Geisler and William Nix
(Chicago: Moody Press, 1986). This text has numerous chapters
and delves into great detail on such issues as the inspiration
of the Bible, canonization, transmission of the text, and
translation. Conservative scholars have repeatedly responded
to the charges of those who would like to discredit the
general reliability of the Bible. I hope you’ll give such
scholars a chance to offer you another perspective on this
crucial issue.

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn

“T Don’t Believe 1in Jesus,
But What If. . .”

I was raised into a liberal, and yet Protestant family. As a
child I went to church like any other, and even within the
past five years I’'ve attended the occasional session. Often
people will tell me, “All you have to do is ask God to forgive
your sins.”

The problem with this, and one that I’'ve seldom been able to
ask without feeling alienated, is that within my heart I don’t
believe in Jesus. And so even assuming I repented and
following the Bible to the word, I wouldn’t have what is
called true faith. This is difficult to explain, but while I
want to be a part of this religion if it’s real, several parts
of it have ill logic. Logic that I can’t convince myself to
ignore. Here are some comments and questions that I'd
appreciate feedback on.
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1. If Christianity is such a good thing, then why has it
caused so much death in the past? The Crusades are only one
example.

2. When the world is so full of grey, then how can there be a
strict set of guidelines that clearly defines right and wrong?
If you follow these rules, you’ll go to Heaven where
everything’s inexplicably perfect. If you don’t, then you burn
in eternal fire. It all sounds a little stretched to me.

3. I've been to sermons, and it’s emphasized there that if you
don’t stay true to His word, then you’ll burn in Hell. Doesn’t
it feel a little selfish to be praying and worshiping a
supreme being specifically so that you aren’t punished
forever? In a few scriptures, there’s an implication that you
must be concerned with anything but yourself. An oxymoron?

4. Gay people are often criticized for their actions in the
world, especially by Christians. I have homosexual friends,
and several of them take to it rather naturally. Being hetero
myself, I could never have sexual relations with another man
and like it. I find it highly unlikely that something like
this could be anything but real. Especially given the constant
state of harrassment that many of them live in.

5. I've never felt the presence of Jesus Christ in my life. I
went to church for years, and the closest thing to divineness
for me was hearing women mumble in what I heard as jibberish.
Ultimately I would like to believe, but at this point I have
absolutely no reason to.

On the other hand, I'm going to tell you why I can’t let
myself shake the idea that there is no immortal entity.

Christianity has had such a huge influence on so many of the
past. The United States of America was founded upon this
religion. It’s grown to have countless followers now. I
inquire to myself, “How could they all have it wrong?”



There are plenty of creative freethinkers who’ve enveloped
themselves deeply into your faith. John Fitzgerald Kennedy,
Adolf Hitler (his own perception of it anyway), etc.

Sometimes when I’'m thinking about life and how I got here, I
become increasingly afraid of what’ll happen when I finally
die. Possibly because deep down, I know that there’s something
I need to fulfill that I've yet to. Whether this is knowing
God or something else, I have no idea at this point. I'm
hoping that you might have some insight to my questions.

I was raised into a liberal, and yet Protestant family. As a
child I went to church like any other, and even within the
past five years I’ve attended the occasional session. Often
people will tell me “All you have to do is ask God to
forgive your sins.”

Sounds like a rather simplistic formula, doesn’t it? And
there’s something in your intellect that rebels that surely,
something must be missing. And you would be right.

Because true, biblical Christianity is about a personal
relationship with a personal God. It's about two beings
communicating with each other, and loving each other. It’s
more than a simple “forgiveness transaction.” There are a lot
of people who see God as some kind of cosmic vending machine;
we put in our coin of “belief” and out comes forgiveness? How
hokey is that?>

The problem with this, and one that I’ve seldom been able to
ask without feeling alienated, is that within my heart I
don’t believe in Jesus. And so even assuming I repented and
following the Bible to the word, I wouldn’t have what 1is
called true faith. </em

I honor you for your intellectual integrity to admit the
truth. You are in good company; there are a lot of people
who have come into a personal relationship with God through
Jesus, who discovered along their journey that the Jesus



they didn’t believe in was a false Jesus—a too-small Jesus.
So I am suggesting that you investigate the REAL Jesus and
not the stereotype you may have been exposed to.

This is difficult to explain, but while I want to be a part
of this religion if it’s real, several parts of it have ill
logic. Logic that I can’t convince myself to ignore. Here
are some comments and questions that I’d appreciate feedback
on.

1. If Christianity 1is such a good thing, then why has it
caused so much death in the past? The Crusades are only one
example.

Great question. First, please consider that true Christianity
is not a belief system or a religion like the rest of the
world religions, but a relationship with Jesus. And every
single follower of Jesus is a sinful, fallen, imperfect person
who 1is going to follow Him in varying degrees of sinfulness,
fallenness, and imperfection. The validity of Christianity is
not the weakness of us Christ-followers, but the strength and
truthfulness of Jesus Christ himself.

Many horrible things that were done in the name of Jesus
Christ, such as the Inquisition and the excesses of the
Crusades, were inflicted by people who were not his followers.
Many people have done evil in the name of Jesus, but in the
end he will tell them, “Away from me-I never knew you.”

While there are mortifying blots on history, I think it’s also
important to realize that people who understand how to view
life and the world from a biblical perspective were world
changers. The Christian influence is responsible for the
invention and development of hospitals and orphanages. Many
schools were founded by Christians. The abolition of slavery
and the very foundation of modern science are both based on
Christian principles. So I think it’s important to see a
balance of good and evil, and this is exactly what we would



expect from fallen, sinful people trying to live out the
principles rooted in the character of a good, loving God.

2. When the world is so full of grey, then how can there be
a strict set of guidelines that clearly defines right and
wrong? If you follow these rules, you’ll go to Heaven where
everything’s inexplicably perfect. If you don’t, then you
burn in eternal fire. It all sounds a little stretched to
me.

Let’s visit the “back story” that explains why it is we live
in a world so full of grey. The world God originally created
was perfect and sinless, but man made a choice that plunged us
into shades of murkiness. You'’ve probably heard the phrase
“the fall of man,” but it truly was a fall of gigantic
proportions. One of the things that fell when Adam sinned was
our intellect, our reason. We no longer apprehend things
correctly or accurately.

When God speaks truth to us, when he communicates his set of
guidelines that explain how to make life work according to his
design, there is now a problem. Two, actually. First, our
fallen intellect doesn’t grasp what he says as well as it
would have before the fall. Second, another thing that fell
was our will, and we are all rebellious, stiff-necked people
who insist on having our own way and being god of our own
lives. So between fuzzy minds and rebellious hearts, it can
sure seem like the world is full of grey!

Nonetheless, God was never unclear about his intentions for
his creation, and he communicated his set of guidelines very
clearly. Interestingly, the same set of written-down laws in
the Ten Commandments, are also written on the hearts of all
people in all places at all times. We all intrinsically know
it’s wrong to murder and steal and lie and disrespect God.

The rules are clear—it’s our hearts that want to excuse them
and find loopholes to justify our bad behavior.



The thing is, no one can follow the rules. Nobody. If we break
one, we’'ve broken the set. There isn’t a single person who is
good enough to go to heaven. Rebellious, sinful, wayward
people (and that is every one of us), left on our own, will
enter life as enemies of God and stay what way. If God hadn’t
intervened, NO ONE would be in heaven.

But he did.

He reaches out to us and offers us one way, the only way, to
have a restored relationship with him. Someone had to pay the
penalty for our sins, so he sent Jesus from heaven to live a
perfect life, showing us what God is like, and then die on the
cross in our place. He was perfect and sinless, so he didn’t
die for his own sins—but for ours instead. Three days later
God raised him from the dead to give his life back, and it's
that new, resurrected kind of life Jesus offers to those who
trust in him.

Heaven 1isn’t a reward for those who did “good enough” to get
there, since no one qualifies. It is a place to enjoy an
intimate personal relationship with God. A relationship that
is entered into as a gift we don’t earn and never could.

Hell isn’t the place where people go who didn’t do enough good
to cancel out their bad. When people have spent their life
saying “no” to God (and “yes” to doing life their own way,
worshiping themselves, or others, or things), it’s where God
lets them have their own rebellious way forever.

3. I’'ve been to sermons, and it’s emphasized there that if
you don’t stay true to His word, then you’ll burn in Hell.
Doesn’t it feel a little selfish to be praying and
worshiping a supreme being specifically so that you aren’t
punished forever? In a few scriptures, there’s an
implication that you must be concerned with anything but
yourself. An oxymoron?

ALl of us here at Probe would disagree with those sermons.



There are many people who believe God puts people on a
performance standard, requiring us to stay on “the straight
and narrow” or we get zapped. It not only overestimates our
ability to be good, since we are fallen people, but it
underestimates God’'s ability to hold onto us. When we receive
his gift of eternal life by trusting in what Christ did for
us, God gives us a new heart and a new source of power to live
a life pleasing to him. But He also understands that change is
a process and a journey, and as the Bible says, “He knows that
we are but dust.” He knows how incredibly frail and weak we
are. Good thing he is strong and powerful, not to mention
amazingly loving! The Bible actually says that we can KNOW we
have eternal life, and that God will complete what he starts.
We disagree strongly that what God gets started in us, we have
the power to wreck forever.

The Bible says that our relationship with God is like that of
a lover and his bride. We are God’'s beloved, and he delights
in us. I don’t know if you are married, but I hope if you are,
you know what it is for your beloved to have adoring eyes for
you. That’'s the kind of love we receive from God, and when one
is loved like that, it’s easy and natural to love him back and
worship him with joy and surrender.

The idea of praying to and worshiping a supreme being for the
sole purpose of avoiding eternal punishment is a cruel hoax
and a horrible counterfeit of the real thing. Which is why I
suggest you find out who the REAL Jesus 1is, since apparently
the one you’ve been hearing about is a gross caricature.

4. Gay people are often criticized for their actions in the
world, especially by Christians. I have homosexual friends,
and several of them take to it rather naturally. Being
hetero myself, I could never have sexual relations with
another man and like it. I find it highly unlikely that
something like this could be anything but real. Especially
given the constant state of harrassment that many of them
live 1in.



Their attractions are real, but not chosen. What is not real
is the contention that they were born gay, or that God made
them gay. There are certain patterns that show up in the lives
of those who experience same-sex attractions: a relational
deficit with the same-sex parent and with same-sex peers, a
sense of gender insecurity, often the ridicule and rejection
of peers. Everyone 1is created with the need to connect in a
deep and lasting way with our same-sex parent and peers, and
if that need goes unmet, it can become sexualized with the
onset of adolescence. Everybody wants to be loved and
accepted, but those who are attracted to those of their same
sex didn’t get the kind of affirmation that would have allowed
them to move on to the next step of emotional development,
which is connection with the opposite sex.

5. I’'ve never felt the presence of Jesus Christ in my life. I
went to church for years, and the closest thing to divineness
for me was hearing women mumble in what I heard as jibberish.
Ultimately I would like to believe, but at this point I have
absolutely no reason to.

I can well imagine why, given what you have experienced and
were taught!

I want to recommend to you a couple of books I think you will
find satisfying and challenging. Lee Strobel is a former
journalist (he used to be a reporter for the Chicago Tribune)
and atheist, who tracked down credible sources to answer his
questions about Jesus and Christianity. The Case for Faith and
The Case for Christ are both really excellent books. A third
book, Mere Christianity by C.S. Lewis, would also probably
appeal to you.

On the other hand, I’m going to tell you why I can’t let
myself shake the idea that there is no immortal entity.

Christianity has had such a huge influence on so many of the
past. The United States of America was founded upon this



religion. It’s grown to have countless followers now. I
inquire to myself, “How could they all have it wrong?”

There are plenty of creative freethinkers who’ve enveloped
themselves deeply into your faith. John Fitzgerald Kennedy,
Adolf Hitler (his own perception of it anyway), etc.

Sometimes when I’m thinking about life and how I got here, I
become increasingly afraid of what’ll happen when I finally
die. Possibly because deep down, I know that there’s
something I need to fulfill that I’ve yet to. Whether this 1is
knowing God or something else, I have no idea at this point.
I’'m hoping that you might have some insight to my questions.

The Bible intriguingly says in one place, “God has set
eternity in our hearts.” I think this is what you're
experiencing, @ . God made you for a purpose, and he made
you to have a relationship with him that is more deeply
satisfying than you could possibly imagine. But first you need
to find the true God and not the little-bitty false god that
is worth rejecting.

I truly respect your position and your intellectual integrity,
and I am so glad there are real answers for your important
questions.

I do hope this helps.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

© 2005 Probe Ministries




“How Do We Know Christ Rose
from the Dead? And Who Wrote
the Bible?”

I have been struggling within myself for nearly all my life as
to whether to believe that Christ actually rose from the dead.
For without that fact, Christianity is an empty promise. So I
ask myself, “What evidence is there?” The Bible is the only
source of documentation we have to examine. I have often asked
and never received an answer, as to exactly who wrote the
Bible. The New Testament appears to have been written
(opinions differ) from 75 to 400 years after Jesus was to have
been around. Who put the pen to the paper on the originals?
Who wrote the 0ld Testament? And when? Jesus was using a copy.
Who compiled all the books of the 0. T.? Why were they
compiled before the coming of Christ? Did they come from a
common geographical area, or were different continents
involved? What language was used?

I hear statements like “They found hundreds of complete copies
of the Bible in jars in the Dead Sea caves.” I try to envision
how many thousands of papyri must have been preserved for that
to be true. Do you have some light on this subject?

Thank you for your recent e-mail requesting answers regarding
the Resurrection, and how the 0ld and New Testaments came to
be developed.

I will try to give you an answer on each of your questions.

I have been struggling within myself for nearly all my life
as to whether to believe that Christ actually rose from the
dead. For without that fact, Christianity is an empty
promise. So I ask myself, “What evidence is there?”

There are a number of components that would suggest Christ
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actually rose from the dead. I believe this to be an
historical event.

I liken the Resurrection to a space probe to Mars or Venus.
Once it is launched, it is on the way to its destination upon
the basis of the powerful impetus from its origination.

There is no doubt that something monumental must have occurred
around 32 A.D.!

I would suggest you go back to the Probe Web site and you will
find essays speaking to this issue. We suggest these:

The Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?

Jesus’ Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?

Who's Got the Body?

Jesus Must Have Risen: Disciples’ Lives Changed
Cruci-fiction and Resuscitation

A (Not So) Brief Defense of Christianity

There are many good reasons to believe this event actually
occurred.

You cannot explain the origination of Christianity if you
leave a dead Jew hanging on a Cross. The cowardice of the
disciples was immediately replaced with a boldness and an
affirmation, declaring that Christ arose from the Dead, and
eleven of “the Twelve” sealed their belief in this event with
the spilling of their own blood, becoming the first Christian
martyrs.

The idea that they all got together and conjured this up among
themselves is preposterous! They would not have died for what
they knew was a lie. In effect, the rapid and dramatic spread
of Christianity through out the Greco-Roman World is a second
“booster” which changed the world that was. And we are still
feeling the impact!

The Bible is the only source of documentation we have to
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examine. I have often asked and never received an answer, as
to exactly who wrote the Bible. It appears to have been
written (opinions differ) from 75 to 400 years after Jesus
was to have been around.

I'm not sure where you got the idea that the New Testament was
developed in a time frame from “75-400 years.” This 1is
definitely not accurate, and needs clarification.

What we do have over those four centuries is a great deal of
manuscript evidence of the New Testament. We need to start
with the first century A.D., the century when all of the New
Testament documents were written.

To do this, we need to establish and delineate the time frames
of events, from the birth of Christ to the end of the first
century A.D.

JESUS: Let’s start with His life. The span of his life begins
around 6 B.C. We have a very firm date for Herod the Great. He
died in 4 B.C. So, given the two years allowed for his order
to slaughter the first born male infants up two years old in
Bethlehem, Jesus’ birth could have occurred as early as 6 B.C.
Doing the math suggests that Jesus may have been 38 years old
when He was crucified. (The date for the crucifixion by most
scholars is fixed at 32 A.D.)

Our first consideration is the time span from Christ’s
resurrection to the end of the book of Acts. As you probably
know, Acts is “Volume 2" (Luke'’s Second Treatise) whch follows
his first Treatise, The Gospel of Luke.

You may remember that at the end of the Book of Acts, Luke 1is
still Paul’s traveling companion, and they are both still
alive and ministering. The dates for the writing of these are
58 A.D. for Luke and 66-67 A.D. for Acts.

We have a pretty firm date for the martyrdoms of Peter and
Paul in Rome at the hands of Nero in 68 A.D. He served as



Emperor from 50 to 68 A.D. If so, his suicide occurred in the
same year he executed Peter and Paul.

Now you must recognize that the Four Gospels, Acts, and all
the Epistles (letters) were written by the late Sixties, with
John'’s Gospel and his three Epistles of John and his Book of
Revelation coming a little later, around 90-95 A.D.

And even before any of the New Testament documents were
written down, we know that there was an oral tradition already
circulating: that is, a verbal collection of the sayings,
stories, and actions of Christ.

CHURCH FATHERS: We also know that about 100 A. D. we have two
epistles written by Clement, one of the early bishops of Rome.
He wrote both of them to the Church at Corinth at just about
the time John was writing the Book of Revelation. He speaks
with some authority to them and perhaps other bishops and
churches. And in these letters, there are indications that he
was familiar with some of the writings and teachings of the
Apostle Paul. You will remember that Paul gave instructions in
some of his epistles, asking that the churches he wrote to
should copy his epistles and send them to the other churches
for instruction and encouragement.

All of this is to say, that the books which make up our New
Testament were all written and being passed around and being
copied within the first century A.D.!

Now it is true that we do not have one original scrap (we call
the original the “autograph”) of any of the New Testament
documents. But we do have, through the combined writings and
citations of the Church Fathers from 100 to 400 A.D., an
enormous amount of material. With the exception of a few
verses, we are able to reconstruct the entire New Testament
from the Scripture quotations of the Church Fathers!

Let me give you an example. Let’s say you were a teacher and
you wrote the Prologue of the Gospel of John (1:1-18) on the



chalk board. Then you had all of your students copy those 18
verses in their notebooks. After they had done so, let’s say
you went back to the chalk board and erased the Prologue you
wrote. Now, have we lost the Autograph? Yes. We have lost the
original, but we have 25 copies of it that we can compare with
each other and see where there might be a misspelled word, or
a missing phrase or sentence, etc.

And this is what we call the science of “Textual Criticism.”
Obviously, the earliest extant manuscripts are the most
valuable to us. For example, I was recently in the Chester
Beatty Library in Dublin, Ireland and saw some of the most
ancient manuscripts, portions of the New Testament (papyrus)
which date back to the beginning of the second century (the
100s). You would be amazed at how much of the New Testament 1is
in that library, from the second to the fourth Centuries! You
could probably get the whole layout on the Web. (Please see my
essay “Are the Biblical Documents Reliable?”). I was able to
see with my own eyes, what I had always wanted to see, a
little fragment from the Gospel of John (18:31-33) which 1is
dated at 120 A.D. We have an actual fragment that is only
about 24 years old from the time John wrote his gospel in 96
A.D.

So, you ask: “Who put the pen to the paper on the originals?”
We have supplied the answer above. The authors begin with
Matthew and end with John (the book of Revelation). And as
stated above, the autographs, the original documents, were all
written in the first century A.D. And again may I say that one
little scrap of Scripture from the second century is more
valuable that 10,000 paperback copies of Good News for Modern
Man?!

OLD TESTAMENT: Now let’s turn to the 0ld Testament. You ask,

Who wrote the 0ld Testament? And when? Jesus was using a
copy. Who compiled all the books of the 0. T.? Why were they
compiled before the coming of Christ? Did they come from a


https://www.probe.org/are-the-biblical-documents-reliable/

common geographical area, or were different continents
involved? What language was used?

First of all, we need to realize that while the 0ld and New
Testaments are linked, they developed from two different time
contexts: Judaism, and the Greco/Roman world. They spoke
different languages (Hebrew, Aramaic/Greek and Latin). They
lived in different places. They developed different cultures.
And while they overlap in time to a small extent, the Jewish
heritage is much older than the Greco/Roman world of Jesus’
time.

The Hebrews (Jews) begin to appear in the Middle East at
around 2000 B.C. (or 4,000 years from our time). Abraham, the
Father and Founder, was living in Ur near where the mouths of
the Tigris & Euphrates rivers flow into the Persian Gulf. The
broader “Holy Land” would include Modern Iraq, Syria, Lebanon,
Jordan, Gaza, and Arabia: these constitute what we now know as
Palestine, or Israel.

We begin to see archaeological indications of a definite the
presence of Hebrews in the 1500 & 1400 B.C.

As language and phonetics developed, there came to be several
distinct, Semitic dialects, out of which came the Hebrew
alphabet and other cognate strains (Phoenician, Arabic,
Ethiopic, Hebrew and Aramaic) throughout the Middle East.

At the time of the Exodus, we learn that Moses, educated by
the Pharaoh in Egypt, was a man of letters. You may remember
that Jesus alluded to this in John 5:46: “If you believed
Moses, you would believe Me; for He wrote of me.”

As the Jews began to settle in Israel, they became powerful.
All along they recorded their history, either in writing or by
oral tradition. The 0ld Testament books are a diverse
collection of different kinds of Hebrew literature. All of
this literature was preserved by creating scrolls from sheep
or goat skins (synagogues all over the world still use them)



upon which the precious documents were copied and preserved.

The creation of the official 0ld Testament canon we know today
all came together around the sixth century B.C. (the
historical time of the Books of Ezra and Nehemiah).

THE SEPTUAGINT: Because of the spread of the Greek language
(thanks to Alexander the Great), in 250 B.C. Jewish scholars
felt the need to translate the 0ld Testament into Greek so the
common people could read it. Jesus knew and read the Biblical
Hebrew of the Scrolls when he read in the synagogues. And He
no doubt spoke Aramaic (same Hebrew alphabet) to His disciples
and to the crowds that gathered.

The value of the Septuagint is that we can examine the Greek
translation of the 0.T. by these scholars to see how the
Hebrew text was rendered into Greek by these translators at
that time.

DEAD SEA SCROLLS: Now a word about the Dead Sea Scrolls. You
say,

I hear statements like ‘They found hundreds of complete
copies of the Bible in jars in the Dead Sea Caves’. I try to
envision how many thousands of papyrus must have been
preserved for that to be true. Do you have some light on this
subject

Yes, I do. Let me explain. When the Qumran Scrolls were first
discovered, there was a great deal of excitement that we would
find significant 1links to the four Gospels and clear
connections to Jesus and the New Testament. But after study
over six decades, there does not seem to be much overlap. I
have been to Qumran, seem the caves, and I have read the
entire translation of all the material that has been gathered
and translated. (See Ceza Vermes, The Complete Dead Sea
Scrolls in English).



And I can tell you that no such “hundreds of complete copies
of the Bible have been found in jars in the Dead Sea caves.”
There are many thousands of fragments, some as small as
postage stamps with a few Hebrew words on them. Today, Qumran
scholars continue to study the fragments, designated from each
cave/location, and it is just one big puzzle-like task of
trying to link one to another. It is a long and tedious
process that will not be completed for a long, long time. And
many fragments desired are either lost, overlooked, or stolen
to sell.

The benefits of Qumran lie in the 0ld Testament fragments
which can be compared with the Septuagint and the Hebrew Texts
of the Synagogues. The outstanding example is the comparison
of the Book of Isaiah. What is striking is the fact that there
is very little variance between the two texts. The famous
Qumran scroll and the official, Massoretic text used in
synagogues today have a 95% agreement.

So, let’s summarize the sequence of the development of the
0.T.:

2000 B.C. Authors begin writing, preserving literary
heritage
0.T. writings are gathered and the Canon formed
465-424 B.C.
(Ezra)
280-250 B.C. Septuagint translation (Greek)
Qumran Community (Essenes)
150 B.C Originated in the north (Damascus).
Y Persecution drove them south to Qumran. (Dead
Sea Scrolls)
N.T. We have still another confirmation of the
45-96 AD. old Testément text:
all the 0.T. verses which are quoted by the N.T.
authors.




You can, and should have a certainty about this. , I
hope this helps answer your questions.

Sincerely and warm regards,

Jimmy Williams, Founder
Probe Ministries

P.S. At one time in my life (college years), I was where you
seem to be right now. I considered myself a Christian because
I lived in America and hadn’t killed anybody! But I came to
understand that I was not a real Christian, and I didn’t know
how to become one. I finally understood what God was requiring
of me, and I acted upon it. I find that most people don’t know
how to become a Christian. There are many in the pews who
assume they are, but that can’t explain why. That 1is a
dangerous perspective.

If you want to explore this, I would suggest that you read two
of my essays in this order:

“A Moral Life Won't Get Us to Heaven”
“The Most Important Decision of vyour Life.”

© 2005 Probe Ministries.

‘“What About the Person Who
Never Heard of Jesus?”

I have a question. I have a Jewish person asking me “What
about the guy who lives in a far off place and has never heard
the name of Jesus proclaimed-is he going to hell?” My
immediate answer 1is that God finds a way to speak to your
heart. Now, the Jews of the times of Abraham and Moses who
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believed in one God-after the cross I would say that John 3:16
holds true-but to a Jewish person who never looked at The New
Testament—is there a sensitive yet clear and concise way to
answer this?

I agree with you about God finding a way to speak to your
heart.

We are now hearing many stories of people coming to faith in
Christ as the result of a dream or vision where He appears to
them, inviting them to trust in Him. This is particularly
happening in the Muslim world. Many people instantly know it’s
the Lord Jesus when He appears to them, but some do not. In
some dreams and visions, He tells them who He is, and in
others He does not—-He just loves them and calls them to come
to Him. After the dream/vision, the Lord provides someone to
identify Him as they continue to seek Him. (We see something
similar in the story of Cornelius in Acts 10.)

So, from what I understand, people are putting their trust in
Christ, but some don’t know anything more about Him than that
He is God, He loves them and He invites them to trust in Him.
Two recurrent invitations continue to appear in the dreams and
visions we are hearing about: 1) “I am the way, the truth and
the life,” and 2) “You belong to Me.” As people are then able
to get a copy of the Bible or talk to a Christian, their
knowledge of Christ, the Cross, and the Christian life grows,
as well as their faith and their understanding of who Jesus is
and what He did.

For years, I have heard that God’s only plan for evangelism 1is
for us to share the gospel. But these stories show that
sometimes, Jesus goes directly to a person. And, in Revelation
14:6, there is an angel who takes the gospel to men.

So what that means is that if a person has never heard of
Jesus through the preaching of the gospel, that is no obstacle
for God. He can, and testimony shows that He does, appear



directly to-—-and call a person to—have faith in Him. We still
need to diligently pursue the Great Commission and take the
gospel to all nations, since evangelism through the changed
lives of Christ-followers is still God’s main plan. But God'’s
hands are not tied by our inability (or laziness, or
selfishness, or disobedience) to get the gospel to everyone He
has chosen for eternal life.

Concerning your specific question about a Jewish person who
never looked at the New Testament, it’s possible he might be
in the same category as people who never heard of Jesus.
however, in today’s Jewish culture, part of what defines a Jew
is “not believing in Jesus.” It’s not a valid definition, and
it’s not true, but it’s hard to imagine anyone growing up in a
Jewish culture—particularly in North or South America—who
wasn’'t aware of the Jesus of Christianity in the surrounding
culture.

So, I think the bottom line is that God would judge a Jewish
person by the same standard as anyone else: “What did you do
with the light you received?”

Your Jewish friend asks an important question, and it gives
you the opportunity to talk about the character of God. I am
grateful that our God is not only just, but loving, and I
believe that He will allow the blood of Jesus to cover those
who had no chance to reject Him, such as babies who die before
or after birth, or the mentally impaired.

God promises that if we seek Him, we will find Him (Deut.
4:29). And since dead people cannot seek God and cannot choose
life, that means that it’s all God’s grace allowing us to
recognize our need for Him and seek Him in the first place! I
would think that this same heart that longs for us to turn to
Him, and gives us grace to turn to Him and seek Him, would
also respond in love to the cry of a heart that says, “God, if
you are there, here I am! I don’t know you, but I want to!
Reveal Yourself to me!”



I hope this makes sense.

Sue Bohlin

See answers by
Kerby Anderson
and GotQuestions.org

“Evidence for God’s
Existence? I Think Not!”

I have just read your article on the existence of God. There
are SO many mistakes (and assumptions) you have made that I
don’t know where to begin:

A “Just Right” Universe?

Of course our planet is ‘just right’ to sustain life. If it
were not we would not be here! There are billions and billions
of galaxies, each galaxy has billions of stars, and each star
has many planets. So although the chances of life occurring
are slim, because there are so many opportunities for it to
occur, the chances are that it will almost definitely occur
somewhere.

The Nagging Itch of “Ought”

This is to do with moral values. Not Christian values, but
just plain humanitarian moral values. We know that in order to
survive, social chaos is a bad thing. We don’t need a
Supernatural all knowing God to tell us this. Common sense
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tells us to do to others what you would like them to do to
you. Do you seriously believe that without God it 1is
impossible to make moral judgements in the interests of
mankind? Don’'t forget that although we evolved from apes,
evolution itself is driven by natural selection, genes that
enable us to survive live, and those that don’t die. Obviously
murdering, stealing, cheating etc, will increase the odds of
that happening to you. Therefore it is not in a species'’
interests to have these characteristics, therefore they die
out. We have evolved moral values, they were not bestowed upon
us by some god!

Evidence of Design Implies a Designer

Have you not never heard of evolution? Evolution is the non-
random development of species through time, through random
mutations in its DNA. That means that if it mutates in a bad
way, the creature dies. If the mutation is beneficial to its
survival then it lives and passes it ‘new’ genes on to the
next generation. The process can take millions of years to
evolve simple self replicating molecules (which can and do
occur) into a diverse range of species. And hence give the
appearance of design.

The Reliability of the Bible
HA!

Reliable and Bible are not two words I use together in a
sentence very often! The Bible is full of holes and
contradictions, it is the most inconsistent book I have ever
read. If you don’t believe me have a look at the enclosed text
file!

Jesus: The Ultimate Evidence

Jesus? The only evidence that can be found to suggest that he
even existed. Is yes.. in the Bible! Which insistently was
written by unknown authors over 150 years after he



(supposedly) died. It was also written in a different language
than Jesus himself would have spoken!

Thank you for writing. You asked no questions, but only made
statements which show me that you have not done much research,
but you do have strong opinions. Therefore, I will not attempt
to answer your comments since I am sure your time 1is as
valuable as mine, and I doubt that you’'re interested 1in
anything that would contradict your opinions.

I did look at your list of contradictions, and they do not
trouble me at all since there is a rational explanation for
them. The majority of them are like the contradiction my
children experienced when my husband called me “Sue” and they
called me “Mommy."”

But thank you for writing.

In closing, you might want to consider Pascal’s wager: Either
Christianity is true or it’s false. If you bet that it’s true,
and you believe in God and submit to Him, then if it IS true,
you've gained God, heaven, and everything else. If it'’s false,
you've lost nothing, but you’ve had a good life marked by
peace and the 1illusion that ultimately, everything makes
sense. If you bet that Christianity is not true, and it’s
false, you’ve lost nothing. But if you bet that it’'s false,
and it turns out to be true, you’ve lost everything and you
spend eternity in hell.

Quite a wager. . . and every one of us makes it, either
consciously or unconsciously.

So, , Since you haven’t checked into the things you
confidently assert are true (for example: your statement that
there is no extra-biblical evidence for the existence of
Jesus. Check out the historian Josephus), are you willing to

bet your life and your eternity that you're right?

Sue Bohlin



Probe Ministries

Pascal’s wager? You are asking me to believe in God, just in
case he 1is real! If that has to be my reason, then I am not
really believing in him, am I? I look at the evidence, if it
convinces me then I will believe, if it does not, then I do
not believe. Going by Pascal’s wager I would have to then
subscribe to every earthly religion going, (just in case)
their god happens to be true, regardless of any evidence! This
of course is not feasible.

Asking me why I don’t believe in God is like being asked why I
don’t believe that a giant invisible pink unicorn called Dodo
created the universe! While it is possible, I see no reason to
assume so.

Let me ask you a question:

I have done nothing wrong. I lead a good fulfilling life, I am
certainly not ‘evil’ just because I don’t hold a strong belief
in any god(s).

If you were god, as in creator of the universe and all life
etc, would you condemn me to burn in hell for all eternity
simply for not believing in you?

I have done nothing wrong.

By whose standards? Yours, or God’s? Even by yours, you're
telling me you have never lied, have never done anything that
fell short of your own standards of how people should treat
each other, have never done anything you needed to say “I’'m
sorry” for?

If you were god, as in creator of the universe and all life
etc, would you

condemn me to burn in hell for all eternity simply for not
believing in you?



No, , YOU would be condemning yourself.

Look at it this way. You are an astronaut and you are doing a
spacewalk. You decide you don’'t like NASA’s ridiculous
restrictions about wearing a bulky space suit and staying
tethered to the space shuttle, so you decide you’re going to
be your own boss and not submit to them. You break the tether
and take off your space suit.

Is NASA condemning you to die from lack of oxygen and the
freezing cold of space? No. . .they are the source of life to
you out there in space. They’'re the ones keeping you alive as
long as you stay connected to their technology. YOU would be
condemning yourself to die.

God doesn’t condemn anyone to a hell separated from Him for
eternity. He did everything in His power to make it possible
for us to be reconciled to Him. But He does not override our
choices, and if you choose to cut yourself off from the only
source of life, then you are condemning yourself to eternal
death. It’s your choice, not God's.

You may not want to believe in God, @, but that doesn’t
stop me from praying that He will reveal Himself to you in
such a personal and intimate way that you will know beyond a
shadow of a doubt that He is there and He loves you more than
you can imagine.

Sue

He did everything in His power to make it possible for us to
be reconciled to Him. But He does not override our choices,
and if you choose to cut yourself off from

the only source of life, then you are condemning yourself to
eternal death.

You are contradicting yourself. God, as you define him is all
powerful. Therefore nothing is beyond his ability! Right?



Therefore there is plenty that he could do (if he existed)
that would convince me of his existence. For example if he
appeared in a puff of smoke and perform a few miracles, etc. I
might just believe him. However, I am forced to rely on
evidence such as the Bible! Which to me is not very
convincing! On top of this, I am faced with another dilemma,
there are other religions, preaching their own beliefs, which
are all just as equally feasible as yours! This is why I
remain unconvinced!

You are contradicting yourself. God, as you define him 1is
all powerful.
Therefore nothing is beyond his ability! Right?

No, that’s not true. God cannot contradict Himself. For
example, He cannot create a boulder so big He can’t move it.
He can’t create a round square. Those sorts of things are
logical contradictions. God is logical.

Therefore there is plenty that he could do (if he existed)
that would convince me of his existence. For example if he
appeared in a puff of smoke

and perform a few miracles, etc. I might just believe him.

You know what? You could come up with any number of hoops for
Him to jump through and still not believe. The problem isn’t
that the evidence isn’t good enough, The problem is a
heart that refuses to accept the evidence that’s already been
given. You and Carl Sagan have a lot in common.

Even mentally disabled children can see the evidence of God’s
existence and believe in Him. The problem isn’t intellect;
it’s a heart issue.

However, I am forced to rely on evidence such as the Bible!
Which to me is not very convincing! On top of this, I am
faced with another dilemma, there are other religions,
preaching their own beliefs, which are all just as equally
feasible as yours! This is why I remain unconvinced!



Only on the surface. No other religions explain reality as
well as Christianity, but again, until you truly examine them
all with an unbiased eye, and not dismiss them unexamined, it
will remain a heart issue.

And that’s why I pray for you.
Your friend,
Sue

© December 2000 Probe Ministries

“Help Me Know That God 1is
Really There”

I read your article Evidence for God’'s Existence. I have
always believed in God until recently when I read some
articles by James Randi known to most people as “The Amazing
Randi.” He seems to be able to disprove the divine power of
people who claim to be able to talk to the dead and move
objects with their minds with scientific proof that they are
merely just cheap parlor tricks. I believe he is correct not
only because he says so but because the bible tells us that
Jesus was the last person on earth who could do such things as
tell the future or perform miracles etc. But what if Jesus
knew these parlor tricks which are as old as the hills? I saw
Siegfried and Roy make an elephant disappear right before my
very eyes in front of a thousand people and admit to trickery.
Who is to say that Jesus didn’t know how to fool the average
person in the same way thousands of years ago? Please
understand that I am not being a wise guy. I truly have issues
with this because I was such a firm believer in God and Jesus
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Christ. If God doesn’t exist, then I am truly alone and have
wasted many hours and prayers on things that would or wouldn’t
happen anyway with or without my prayers.

Also, I have been talking to myself all these years and I must
be crazy. I realize the consequences of my decision not to
believe in God if I am wrong. Somehow that seems trivial while
I am still alive. I still go to church every Sunday with my
wife. I don’t let on that my faith has been diminished because
my wife is such a good God-fearing woman and I don’t want to
impose my beliefs on her or anyone else. Especially if I am
wrong. What it boils down to is if science can prove that the
existence of God is only something that exists in my mind, and
the voice I hear inside myself is my own self, then I am
guilty of being a fool. For he who teaches himself has a fool
for a master. True the earth is a miracle in itself and surely
no parlor trick. I can’t explain how it all began if there is
no God. But we as just mankind can’t even begin to explain any
theory with our limited knowledge of the universe. If
Siegfried and Roy can make an elephant disappear in front of
all those people and admit it is a trick, yet nobody can
figure out how it was done, than it is understandable that the
beginning of the world which must be a far greater “trick” and
is something that we as ordinary individuals can never figure
out. Bad things happen in this world that I feel shouldn’t. I
love my family and my pets. I don’t want to see them die. But
they must die just as I must die. What if there isn’t anything
after death and you just lie there in the ground. That
beautiful gift of life has been destroyed. I can’t accept that
a loving God would take these things away from me or anyone
who hold them so near and dear to their heart. Could it be
that God 1is for the weak minded who need direction and
discipline to get through life without going off course for
their own good? Is life just a crap shoot anyway where what
ever happens, happens whether you pray or not? Please forgive
me if I have offended you with my talk of disbelief but I
thought if anyone could answer my questions, you could. I



don’t mean any disrespect. I need to know that God is really
there to hear my prayers and help me to make decisions. I need
to know that I am not on my own in this world and my prayers
are heard and answered according to his word not just my
imagination or wishful thinking.

Dear ,

Bless your heart! Thank you you SO MUCH for sharing your deep
thoughts and fears with me. I have two things to say in
response.

1. The best thing Jesus ever did to prove that what He did was
true miracles and not tricks was to rise from the dead. How do
you counterfeit THAT? The resurrection 1is the strongest
evidence for the truth of Christianity that we have. Consider
that the disciples, who had been so disheartened by His death
(even though He had promised several times to rise from the
dead), were so turned around by seeing Him alive again that
they changed the world and were willing to die for their
belief in a risen Savior. If it were only a trick, no one
would have died for a lie. May I suggest you get a hold of Lee
Strobel’s book The Case for Christ and shore up your faith? I
think that book will really help. (Consider also other
people—like Strobel the former skeptic—who set out to prove
the resurrection false, like Frank Morison, and were so
overwhelmed by the evidence that they became believers and
wrote books like Who Moved the Stone?)

2. I believe that the doubts that assail you are nothing more
than spiritual warfare. I think you are being attacked by the
spiritual forces of darkness, and I gently suggest you read
Ephesians 6 and put on the armor of faith to fight these
horrible attacks. I have also been impressed by Kay Arthur’s
book Lord, Is It Warfare? to help deal with spiritual warfare
in the form of attacking doubts.

, I am completely convinced that this period of doubts



in your life is like being outside on a bright sunny day when
the sun disappears because it is obscured by a cloud.
temporarily. You are not alone-you would not BELIEVE how many
e-mails I get just like yours. You have put your faith in an
eternal truth, not in lie. I promise.

Cheerily in Jesus,

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries

“What If God Doesn’t Exist?”

I have been a Christian for a very long time. I enjoy arguing
for the truth of my faith. However, I run into a lot of
trouble when it comes to doubt. I have read many of the
articles on your site talking about things like, “Why Isn't
the Evidence Clearer?” The problem that I have is that it is
difficult to fully devote myself to the Lord in the presence
of the plausibility of His non-existence. I believe there is
very good evidence for the historical reliability of the
scriptures and so forth but there is such a huge possibility
still open for this not to be true. Just because there is a
reliable historical record about something doesn’t make that
thing true. It just seems that the every day experience that I
have as a Christian can be interpreted in any number of ways.
In fact many other people of other antithetical religions to
Christianity and schools of thought explain answered prayer
and things like that in seemingly acceptable ways. It seems
that to simply say that our evidence is the “best” isn’t good
enough. I know I have made mistakes about things that I
believe in the past because I wasn’t careful enough about
examining the arguments against it. Therefore I think that it
is possible that there are other ways to interpret my beliefs.
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Lots of people struggle with doubt, so you are in good
company.

You're right, it is POSSIBLE that other religions and other
worldviews may explain what happens in life. It’'s possible
there is no God and we are all one giant cosmic accident
(except that we wouldn’t be a giant accident, we would be a
small, insignificant, meaningless accident, right?). It'’s
possible there is no heaven, that we all go into another life
form in reincarnation. These things are, indeed, possible.

My challenge to you is, what evidence can you find that these
explanations are better than the revelation from God in the
Bible? Don’t just look at it in your own head, thinking, “Oh
yeah, that could be true.” Actively pursue the evidence for
the truth of alternate worldviews.

If your biggest problem is that it’s possible God doesn’t
exist, then you might want to explore other expressions of
Christianity. Is it possible that you have only been in
churches where people live in their heads, like many Baptist
or Bible churches? Do you have any experience with
supernatural manifestations of the Holy Spirit? Do you have
any experience with churches that truly understand the depth
of reverence and holiness in worship?

I have a hunch that your problem may well be that your God is
too small. That you have only had a peek at the true God, the
God who is a consuming fire as well as a passionate Lover as
well as one who speaks in a still, small voice.

I suggest you start seeing what else you can learn of God’s
heart and personality and experience by trying different types
of Christian churches. Go to a charismatic or Pentecostal
church if you’ve never done that. Go find a Catholic or
Episcopalian church where the leadership knows Christ and
seeks to make Him known. If you’ve never known a church with
excellent Bible teaching, try that. Especially look for a



church with deeply meaningful worship where people are
intentionally and effectively drawn into greater intimacy with
Jesus Christ. Get outside the box of your experience up to
this point. And at the same time, ask God to reveal Himself to
you in ways you’ve never seen or heard or experienced.

Is it possible there’s no one there to answer? Sure. But if
that is the case, why is there such a deep longing to know
Him? We have stomachs because of food, and we have eyes
because there is so much to see. . . and we have longing
hearts because God made us for Himself.

I hope this helps. I send this with a prayer that the God Who
is there will touch you in such a deeply intimate part of your
heart that you will KNOW He is there.

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries



