
“What Sources Can Shed Light
on the Bible Since It’s Not
Authoritative?”
I don’t think I can truly look at the bible and tell my
children it is the authority for them.

How  can  I  cross  reference  historical  documents  and  other
sources for them, in addition to the bible, to present my
religious faith to them?

I truly cannot look at the bible, a man made document, as
“It.” Yet, I know one can believe without seeing it as the
“end all.” It is wrong to tell my children to take all of it
at face value. Yet, we know it presents the truth of our
faith. I don’t want them to take it out of its historical
context.

Thanks for your letter. Although we at Probe would hold the
view  that  the  Bible  is  a  divinely-inspired  text  and
historically  accurate  in  all  its  details  in  the  original
manuscripts,  nevertheless,  if  you  want  to  educate  your
children about the Bible and be sensitive to its historical
context, etc., then one of the best ways to do this is by
reading good, scholarly commentaries on the particular book of
the Bible that you’re currently studying.

In addition to commentaries, of course, there are excellent
books dealing with Old and New Testament backgrounds. These
books would discuss customs, important historical persons and
events, etc., that really make the biblical text come alive.

For example, here is a link to some books on Old Testament
Backgrounds and here is one for New Testament Backgrounds.

Finally, a very helpful site, with hundreds of articles on all
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sorts of biblical and theological topics is www.bible.org .
For example, here is a list of topics they have articles on: .

I hope this information is helpful to you and your family in
studying the Bible!

Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn

© 2007 Probe Ministries

“Woman  Caught  in  Adultery
Story  Not  Found  in  Early
Manuscripts”
I’m interested in John 8:1-11. The notes in my NIV Bible say
that these verses are not found in early manuscripts, and I
was wondering what your thoughts are on this account of Jesus
and the woman caught in adultery.

Yes; you’re correct. The earliest and best manuscripts do not
contain this story. It was almost certainly not an original
part of John’s Gospel. Could it still be historical, though?
Perhaps. It would be an unusual instance of a story passed
down  orally  (and  later  included  in  John’s  Gospel)  that
actually goes back to Jesus. Of course, I don’t think we can
be dogmatic on this point. At most, I think we can say simply
that it may be historical.

W.  Hall  Harris  has  a  good  discussion  of  this  passage  at
Bible.org.
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Shalom in Christ,

Michael Gleghorn

© 2007 Probe Ministries

Probe Articles Answering The
Da Vinci Code

Premier article:
Redeeming The Da Vinci Code
Michael Gleghorn

Secret Gospels?
Gospel of Judas
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

The Gnostic Matrix
Don Closson

The Dead Sea Scrolls
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

Was Jesus Truly, or Merely Declared, God?
The Case for Christ
Dr. Ray Bohlin

Jesus’ Claims to be God
Sue Bohlin

The Deity of Christ
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Don Closson

The Council of Nicea
Don Closson

Ancient Evidence for Jesus from Non-Christian Sources
Michael Gleghorn

The Self-Understanding of Jesus
Michael Gleghorn

Jesus’ Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?
Rusty Wright

The Resurrection: Fact or Fiction?
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

The Uniqueness of Jesus
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

The Da Vinci Code: Who Is Jesus, Really?
Rusty Wright

Can We Trust the Bible?
Are the Biblical Documents Reliable?
Jimmy Williams

The New Testament: Can I Trust It?
Rusty Wright and Linda Raney Wright

The Historical Reliability of the Gospels
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

Authority of the Bible
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

The Christian Canon
Don Closson

The Historical Christ
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Rick Wade

Archaeology and the New Testament
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

Archeology and the Old Testament
Dr. Patrick Zukeran

Goddess Worship, Ancient Israel and the
Church
Christianity: The Best Thing That Ever Happened to Women
Sue Bohlin

Feminism
Sue Bohlin

Wicca: A Biblical Critique
Michael Gleghorn

Israel’s History Written in Advance
Rich Milne

Scripture and Tradition in the Early Church
Rick Wade

Goddess Worship
Russ Wise

The Goddess and the Church
Russ Wise

The World of Animism
Dr. Patrick Zukeran
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“You  Should  Research
Reincarnation  and  the  Lost
Words of Jesus”
I came into your site because I was interested in what you had
to say about reincarnation. I got to looking around and first
I do whish to say that it is a wonderful site. I do have some
problems with it though. I have been baptized a Baptist. Of
course. I used to believe as you do. I have done alot of study
on the Bible and other religions. I still believe in Jesus and
that he died for my sins. I love the lord with all my heart
and soul. But I do not believe that my father would send me to
a place of fire and torment. I have the gift of discernment of
the spirit. This has been accepted by several churches in my
area. I can tell you all about a person after a short time
with them and I see spirits, ghosts demons whatever you wish
to call them. I can also see into the future somewhat. I do
not try to do any of this, it just happens when it happens.
This is a gift the lord gave me. Yet you people tell me I am
going to hell for it.

I have found several contradictions in the bible myself, a
book that I would at one time have died for. I spent a long
time asking God to show me the truth. I believe he did. And
still is.

I never picked up a bible till I was 24 years old. I went to
church when I was younger, but never payed a whole lot of
attention, because I did not feel they were teaching the true
word of God. I was 6 years old when I realized this. I am very
happy that you love the lord so very much. But even Jesus
stated that the Bible would be Tampered with and those that
did it would be punished. So why is it so hard to believe that
it has happened? You are so ready to believe all the others
things that have come true so why not this? Alot of God’s word
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was not even put in the Bible. Do some research yourself on
reincarnation and the old church, the older christian belief,
and you will find the lost words of Jesus. Did you know that
they destroyed the original Bible when they wrote the new King
James  Version,  and  then  told  everybody  that  it  was  the
original?  I  believe  that  you  have  to  worry  about  being
decieved also. Just like the rest of us we must learn the
truth for ourselves and stop depending on everyone but God. He
says do not trust man, but only him.

Hello _____,

Although (as you yourself realize) we would disagree about the
issue of reincarnation, it seems that the more fundamental
issue about which we would differ is the Bible — particularly
whether or not it is a trustworthy message from God.

You said you found some contradictions in the Bible, but you
didn’t say what they were. Have you ever attempted to see if
there  might  be  good  explanations  for  such  alleged  Bible
difficulties? If not, and if you’re interested in exploring
this issue, please allow me to recommend the following site:
www.tektonics.org. This site has explanations for hundreds of
alleged Bible difficulties.

You also said that the Bible was destroyed at the time of the
King  James  translation.  I’m  afraid  your  information  is
incorrect on this point. For instance, we have thousands of
New Testament manuscripts going all the way back to the early
second century. The King James translation wasn’t done until
1611 — hundreds of years after our earliest manuscripts (which
we still have). So it’s simply not true to say that the Bible
was destroyed at this time. If you would like to explore this
issue  further,  please  visit  Bible.org  at
http://www.bible.org/topic.asp?topic_id=5. Here you will find
dozens  of  articles  about  the  Bible  by  very  competent  and
capable Christian scholars.
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Hope these resources prove helpful. Thanks again for writing
and God bless you!

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries

© 2006 Probe Ministries

“I Can’t Find a Good Reason
to  Believe  in  God  and  the
Bible”
I have been reading some of the questions and answers that
have been given about god, angels and the rest. Some of the
questions make sense but to me almost none of the answers.
Just so you know, I am a non believer in all of that and can
find no good reason to believe. I tried going to church, going
to meetings, bible study, prayer meetings–for me there are no
real answers to anything in this life, just excuses. Maybe I
am writing this with hopes of finding some.

When I have read the bible I find the good that everyone talks
about and speaks of. It is always the same few things. The
reason for me is because there is so little of it. I find
plenty of ethnic cleansing, wars of extermination, murder of
men women and children ordered by god. If the numbers in the
bible are true which I do not believe they are, it is just
something to try and frighten people. If the numbers of people
ordered murdered by or murdered by god are anywhere near what
is real, it makes Hitler, Stalin and Mao look like made-up
cartoon characters. Yet we read about them and are appalled,
so why not god?
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I really believe to read the bible without horror one must
undo everything that is tender, sympathizing and benevolent in
the heart of man. That is what is the most frightening thing
to me about most people who believe. I know I cannot read the
bible with an open mind and not be appalled at the majority of
the actions of god. I have tried. For me this is not divine
love. People are always upset at the amount of violence that
is in society, much of it on television–why not by the amount
of it in the bible? The treatment of women is one of the most
horrible I have ever read…for the most part. In both the old
and new testament. That can easily be pointed out in both the
laws of the part of the world at that time and in the laws of
god.

I do not at all understand how the two most powerful beings in
existence cannot solve their own problems and if they can’t do
that, how am I to believe either of them can assist me in any
way? And because they couldn’t get along, the entire human
race is damned because of that? Makes no sense to me. That to
me is like saying one of my siblings did something wrong so I
am going to spank all of you for it. And in the case with god
it is not because of the siblings it is because he and satan
can’t get along.

Because of this and many more things I have read in the bible
along with research on the meaning of words and laws of that
time…I cannot believe. There are too many other teachings that
show a much more kinder way of life for human beings. There
are many people I have met in life who know that the violent
nature of human beings does not exist in all of us…and that is
what we live everyday. I believe that in those in whom it does
exist, the bible more so than not gives excuses for it to
continue. If the entire book is what it is really about, then
entire book should be taught. I would love to attend a class
bible class that teaches that. I have not yet found one. I
know I would be a tough student…not because I want to be…but
because I want to know. I just can’t take another bible study



that does not go into everything in the book

Thank you for writing Probe Ministries. Although it may be a
hard  thing  to  read,  I  believe  that  God’s  command  to  the
Israelites to utterly destroy the Canaanites teaches us a very
important lesson about God. God is absolutely holy and will by
no means leave the guilty unpunished (see Exodus 34:7; Numbers
14:18; Proverbs 11:21; Nahum 1:3). The Canaanites were guilty
of some of the worst crimes imaginable: terrible idolatry,
immoral sexual behavior, and child sacrifice, just to name a
few. All the way back in Genesis 15:13-16, God revealed to
Abram His plan to give His people the land of Canaan. However,
notice that His promise would not be fulfilled for over 400
years.  Why?  Because,  as  God  said,  “the  iniquity  of  the
Amorites  is  not  yet  complete”  (Gen.  15:16).  We  must  not
forget, therefore, that God was very patient with the wicked
practices of these people. He gave them hundreds of years to
repent and turn from their wicked ways. But they chose not to.
In the end, God did indeed judge them for their sin—just as He
will one day judge the world in righteousness (Acts 17:31;
Matt. 25:31-46; Revelation 20:11-15).

Let me also point out that God, as the Sovereign Creator and
Judge of all mankind, has the right to give life and to take
it away. After giving the Canaanites hundreds of years to
repent, God finally judged their sins by waging a holy war
against them through His people. This was a Divine judgment
upon the Canaanites for their sins. It was also the means by
which God would protect His chosen people from being corrupted
by the wicked practices of these peoples (see Deuteronomy
12:2-4; 20:16-18). The lesson we are taught, I believe, is
that God takes sin very seriously and will, as the perfectly
holy  and  righteous  Judge  of  all  mankind,  punish  all  sin
without exception. In the end, not one sin will go unpunished.
If any sin went unpunished, God would not be perfectly just.
But  since  He  is  perfectly  just,  not  one  sin  will  go
unpunished. This is a sober warning to all mankind that God is



very serious about judging sin. It is quite proper for us to
react to these stories with a healthy fear of God’s judgment.
Although God’s judgment on the Canaanites was severe, the
number of peoples killed is not anywhere close to the numbers
murdered by Hitler and Stalin. But even if they were, it’s
important to put these events in proper perspective. After
all, God’s judgment on those who reject His Son and the free
offer of His friendship, grace, love and forgiveness, results
in much more severe consequences than mere physical death (see
Revelation 20:11-15). Those who reject Jesus’ sacrifice on the
cross in their place as the only acceptable payment for their
sins, will have to pay for their sins themselves. And this
involves eternal punishment (Matthew 25:46).

As  for  the  treatment  of  women,  it’s  very  important  to
recognize that women in ancient Israel, and especially in the
early church, were treated far better than they were in the
surrounding  cultures  of  those  days.  All  the  way  back  in
Genesis 1:27 we are told that BOTH men and women are created
in the image and likeness of God. Paul says that in Christ
there is neither male nor female, for we are all one in Christ
(Galatians 3:28). He urged husbands to love their wives in the
same manner that Christ loved the church (Ephesians 5:25).
This is a sacrificial sort of love that would even give its
life for the beloved, just as Christ did for His church.
Christianity actually did more than any other force in the
ancient world to bring about an elevation in the status of
women.

It’s important to realize that man is not punished because God
and Satan can’t get along. This idea is taught nowhere in the
Bible.  Men  are  to  be  judged  and  punished  for  their  sins
(unless they repent and receive God’s mercy through faith in
Christ Jesus), just as Satan and his angels are to be judged
and punished for theirs. We will not be punished because God
and Satan can’t get along. Furthermore, we shouldn’t think of
God and Satan as virtual equals. Satan is a rebel angel, a
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being originally created good by God, but who rebelled against
God and sinned. Satan has no more power relative to God than
you or I. Compared to God, Satan is completely powerless.
Indeed, the only power he has is due to the fact that God
created him with it, maintains him in existence, and (for the
moment) allows him to exercise it in a manner contrary to His
perfect moral will. At God’s proper time, Satan will be cast
into the lake of fire for all eternity (Revelation 20:10). He
will never be permitted to wreak chaos and moral rebellion in
God’s world again.

Finally, I will honestly say that I don’t believe there is a
higher example of moral purity, holiness and virtue than that
of Jesus. If what He taught is true, then the only way to be
reconciled  to  God  is  through  faith  in  Him  (John  14:6).
Furthermore, the Bible does not acknowledge that anyone (other
than Jesus) is without sin or guilt. The Bible teaches that
not one of us is righteous (Romans 3:10), but that all of us
are sinners (Romans 3:23). Nevertheless, although the wages of
sin is death, the free gift of God is eternal life in Jesus
Christ our Lord (Romans 6:23). Although Christians are not
perfect, Christ Jesus is. And it is to Him that God invites us
to look for His grace, mercy, love, forgiveness, and eternal
life. “O taste and see that the Lord is good; how blessed is
the man who takes refuge in Him!” (Psalm 34:8).

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries



“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 is
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  life,  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 Uniqueness 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 is 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 is 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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7  Questions  Skeptics  Ask  –
Radio Transcript
Rusty  Wright  considers  some  common  questions  skeptics  ask
about our belief in Christianity.  He shows us how to answer
these questions from an informed biblical worldview.

Questions of Faith
Picture  the  scene.  You’re  discussing  your  faith  with  a
coworker  or  neighbor,  perhaps  over  lunch  or  coffee.  You
explain your beliefs but your friend has questions:

How could a loving God allow evil and suffering? The Bible is
full of contradictions. What about people who’ve never heard
of Jesus?

How do you feel about these questions and objections? Anxious?
Confused? Defensive? Combative?

Sensitively  and  appropriately  answering  questions  that
skeptics ask you can be an important part of helping them to
consider  Jesus.  Peter  told  us,  “In  your  hearts  set  apart
Christ  as  Lord.  Always  be  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to
everyone who asks you to give the reason for the hope that you
have. But do this with gentleness and respect.”{1} This series
looks at seven common questions skeptics ask and gives you
some pointers on how to respond. Consider first a story.

As the flight from Chicago to Dallas climbed in the sky, I
became engrossed in conversation with the passenger to my
left. “Aimee,” a French businesswoman, asked me about my work.
On learning I was a Christian communicator, she related that a
professing Christian had signed a contract with her, attempted
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to lead her to Christ, then later deceitfully undercut her.
“How could a Christian do such a thing?” she asked.

I told her that Christians weren’t perfect, that some fail
miserably, that many are honest and caring, but that it is
Jesus  we  ultimately  trust.  Aimee  asked  question  after
question: How can you believe the Bible? Why do Christians say
there is only one way to God? How does one become a Christian?

I tried to answer her concerns tactfully and explained the
message of grace as clearly as I could. Stories I told of
personal pain seemed to open her up to consider God’s love for
her. She did not come to Christ in that encounter, but she
seemed to leave it with a new understanding.

Hurting  people  everywhere  need  God.  Many  are  open  to
considering  Him,  but  they  often  have  questions  they  want
answered  before  they  are  willing  to  accept  Christ.  As
Christian communicators seek to blend grace with truth,{2} an
increasing  number  of  skeptics  may  give  an  ear  and  become
seekers or believers.

As you interact with skeptics, compliment them where you can.
Jesus complimented the skeptical Nathanael for his pursuit of
truth.{3} Listen to their concerns. Your listening ear speaks
volumes. It may surprise you to learn that your attitude can
be just as important as what you know.

Dealing with Objections
How do you deal with questions and objections to faith that
your friends may pose?

When  I  was  a  skeptical  student,  my  sometimes-relentless
questions gave my Campus Crusade for Christ friends at Duke
University  plenty  of  practice!  I  wanted  to  know  if
Christianity was true. After trusting Christ as Savior, I
still had questions.



Bob Prall, the local Campus Crusade director, took interest in
me. At first his answers irritated me, but as I thought them
through they began to make sense. For two years I followed him
around  campus,  watching  him  interact.  Today,  as  I  am
privileged to encounter inquisitive people around the globe,
much of my speech and manner derive from my mentor.

Consider some guidelines. Pray for wisdom, for His love for
inquirers{4} and for your questioner’s heart. If appropriate,
briefly share the gospel first. The Holy Spirit may draw your
friends to Christ. Don’t push, though. It may be best to
answer their questions first.

Some  questions  may  be  intellectual  smokescreens.  Once  a
Georgia Tech philosophy professor peppered me with questions,
which I answered as best I could.

Then I asked him, If I could answer all your questions to your
satisfaction, would you put your life in Jesus’ hands? His
reply: “[Expletive deleted] no!”

Okay. This first objection is one you might have heard:

1. It doesn’t matter what you believe as long as you are
sincere.

I once gave a speech arguing for this proposition. Later, I
reconsidered.  In  the  1960s,  many  women  took  the  drug
thalidomide seeking easier pregnancies. Often they delivered
deformed babies. Sincerely swallowing two white pills may cure
your headache if the pills are aspirin. If they are roach
poison, results may differ.

After discussing this point, a widely respected psychologist
told me, “I guess a person could be sincere in what he or she
believed, but be sincerely wrong.” Ultimately faith is only as
valid as its object. Jesus demonstrated by His life, death and
resurrection that He is a worthy object for faith.{5}



Focus on Jesus. Bob Prall taught me to say, “I don’t have
answers to every question. But if my conclusion about Jesus is
wrong, I have a bigger problem. What do I do with the evidence
for  His  resurrection,  His  deity  and  the  prophecies  He
fulfilled? And what do I do with changed lives, including my
own?”

I  don’t  have  complete  answers  to  every  concern  you  will
encounter,  but  in  what  follows  I’ll  outline  some  short
responses that might be useful.

The second question is:

2. Why is there evil and suffering?

Sigmund Freud called religion an illusion that humans invent
to satisfy their security needs. To him, a benevolent, all-
powerful God seemed incongruent with natural disasters and
human evil.

God, though sovereign, gave us freedom to follow Him or to
disobey Him. Oxford scholar C.S. Lewis estimated that eighty
percent of human suffering stems from human choice. Lewis
called pain “God’s megaphone” that alerts us to our need for
Him.{6} This response does not answer all concerns (because
God sometimes does intervene to thwart evil) but it suggests
that the problem of evil is not as great an intellectual
obstacle to belief as some imagine.

Pain’s  emotional  barrier  to  belief,  however,  remains
formidable. When I see God, items on my long list of questions
for Him will include a painful and unwanted divorce, betrayal
by trusted coworkers, and all sorts of disappointing human
behavior and natural disasters. Yet in Jesus’ life, death, and
resurrection{7} I have seen enough to trust Him when He says
He “causes all things to work together for good to those who
love God.”{8}

3. What about those who never hear of Jesus?



Moses said, “The secret things belong to the LORD.{9} Some
issues may remain mysteries. Gods perfect love and justice far
exceed our own. Whatever He decides will be loving and fair.
One  can  make  a  case  that  God  will  make  the  necessary
information available to someone who wants to know Him. An
example:  Cornelius,  a  devout  military  official.  The  New
Testament records that God assigned Peter to tell him about
Jesus.{10}

A friend once told me that many asking this question seek a
personal loophole, a way so they wont need to believe in
Christ. That statement angered me, but it also described me.
C.S. Lewis in Mere Christianity wrote, “If you are worried
about  the  people  outside  [of  faith  in  Christ],  the  most
unreasonable  thing  you  can  do  is  to  remain  outside
yourself.”{11}  If  Christianity  is  true,  the  most  logical
behavior for someone concerned about those without Christ’s
message would be to trust Christ and go tell them about Him.

Here’s a tip: When someone asks you a difficult question, if
you don’t know the answer, admit it. Many skeptics appreciate
honesty. Don’t bluff. It’s dishonest and often detectable.

4. What about all the contradictions in the Bible?

Ask your questioner for specific examples of contradictions.
Often people have none, but rely on hearsay. If there is a
specific example, consider these guidelines as you respond.

Omission does not necessarily create contradiction. Luke, for
example,  writes  of  two  angels  at  Jesus’  tomb  after  the
Resurrection.{12} Matthew mentions “an angel.”{13} Is this a
contradiction?  If  Matthew  stated  that  only  one  angel  was
present, the accounts would be dissonant. As it stands, they
can be harmonized.

Differing accounts aren’t necessarily contradictory. Matthew
and Luke, for example, differ in their accounts of Jesus’
birth. Luke records Joseph and Mary starting in Nazareth,



traveling to Bethlehem (Jesus’ birthplace), and returning to
Nazareth.{14} Matthew starts with Jesus’ birth in Bethlehem,
relates the family’s journey to Egypt to escape King Herod’s
rage, and recounts their travel to Nazareth after Herod’s
death.{15} The Gospels never claim to be exhaustive records.
Biographers  must  be  selective.  The  accounts  seem
complementary,  not  contradictory.

Time precludes more complex examples here. But time and again,
supposed biblical problems fade in light of logic, history,
and  archaeology.  The  Bible’s  track  record  under  scrutiny
argues for its trustworthiness.

5. Isn’t Christianity just a psychological crutch?

My mentor Bob Prall has often said, “If Christianity is a
psychological crutch, then Jesus Christ came because there was
an epidemic of broken legs.” Christianity claims to meet real
human needs such as those for forgiveness, love, identity and
self-acceptance. We might describe Jesus not as a crutch but
an iron lung, essential for life itself.

Christian  faith  and  its  benefits  can  be  described  in
psychological terms but that does not negate its validity.
“Does it work?” is not the same question as, “Is it true?”
Evidence  supports  Christianity’s  truthfulness,  so  we  would
expect it to work in individual lives, as millions attest.

A caution as you answer questions: Don’t offer “proof” but
rather evidences for faith. “Proof” can imply an airtight
case,  which  you  don’t  have.  Aim  for  certainty  “beyond  a
reasonable doubt,” just as an attorney might in court.

Don’t quarrel. Lovingly and intelligently present evidence to
willing listeners, not to win arguments but to share good
news. Be kind and gentle.{16} Your life and friendship can
communicate powerfully.

6. How can Jesus be the only way to God?



When I was in secondary school, a recent alumnus visited,
saying  he  had  found  Christ  at  Harvard.  I  respected  his
character and tact and listened intently. But I could not
stomach Jesus’ claim that “I am the way, and the truth, and
the life; no one comes to the Father but through Me.”{17} That
seemed way too narrow.

Two years later, my spiritual and intellectual journey had
changed my view. The logic that drew me (reluctantly) to his
position involves three questions:

• If God exists, could there be only one way to reach Him? To
be open-minded, I had to admit this possibility.

• Why consider Jesus as a candidate for that possible one
way?  He  claimed  it.  His  plan  of  rescuing  humans  “by
grace…through faith… not…works”{18} was distinct from those
requiring works, as many other religions do. These two kinds
of systems were mutually exclusive. Both could be false or
either could be true, but both could not be true.

•  Was  Jesus’  plan  true?  Historical  evidence  for  His
resurrection, fulfilled prophecy{19} and deity, and for the
reliability of the New Testament{20} convinced me I could
trust His words.

One more common objection:

7. I could never take the blind leap of faith that believing
in Christ requires.

We exercise faith every day. Few of us comprehend everything
about electricity or aerodynamics, but we have evidence of
their validity. Whenever we use electric lights or airplanes,
we  exercise  faith  not  blind  faith,  but  faith  based  on
evidence. Christians act similarly. The evidence for Jesus is
compelling, so one can trust Him on that basis.

As you respond to inquirers, realize that many barriers to



faith are emotional rather than merely intellectual.

As a teenager, I nearly was expelled from secondary school for
some  problems  I  helped  create.  In  my  pain  and  anger  I
wondered, “Why would God allow this to happen?” I was mad at
God! In retrospect, I realize I was blaming Him for my own bad
choices. My personal anguish at the time kept me from seeing
that.

Your questioners may be turned off because Christians haven’t
acted  like  Jesus.  Maybe  they’re  angry  at  God  because  of
personal illness, a broken relationship, a loved one’s death,
or personal pain. Ask God for patience and love as you seek to
blend grace with truth. He may use you to help skeptics become
seekers and seekers become His children. I hope He does.
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“The Bible is Full of Errors,
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.
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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
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  Old  Testament  is
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  issue  (from  a  conservative  Christian
standpoint) is 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

“Why Do You Believe the Bible
is Inspired and the Qur’an is
Not?”
I have read several of your articles on Islam, and have noted
you state several times your belief that the Qur’an is not an
inspired text, and the Bible is. Whilst I agree with you on
this, I would be interested in the reasons and evidence you
have for this belief.
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Although  I  don’t  know  how  others  might  respond  to  your
question, my own view is this. First, the Bible claims to be
an inspired text: “All Scripture is inspired by God” (2 Tim.
3:16).  Of  course,  this  does  NOT  prove  that  it  really  is
inspired.  However,  if  the  Bible  nowhere  claimed  to  be
inspired, then we would hardly have good reason to believe
that  it  was.  Thus,  what  the  text  claims  for  itself  is
important.

Second, I think there is strong evidence to embrace biblical
inspiration for a number of reasons. For sake of time, let me
mention  only  one:  the  accurate  fulfillment  (in  the  life,
ministry, death and resurrection of Jesus) of very specific
Messianic prophecies (made centuries before Jesus was even
born). The specificity of these prophecies, and their accurate
fulfillment in the life of Jesus, constitutes strong evidence
for divine inspiration. After all, who else knows the future
with that kind of accuracy other than an omniscient God?

Finally, if the Bible is inspired by God, then it would seem
logically  impossible  for  the  Qur’an  to  also  be  divinely
inspired.  Why?  Because  both  texts  teach  very  different
doctrines, doctrines that are not logically consistent with
one another. For example, the Qur’an denies the doctrine of
the Trinity and the doctrine of the Incarnation, etc. But the
Bible teaches both doctrines. Clearly, both texts cannot be
correct, for this would violate the law of non-contradiction.
Thus, if the Bible is inspired by God, then it logically
follows that the Qur’an is not (because it contradicts clear
biblical teaching on a number of important doctrines).

Hope this helps.

Shalom,

Michael Gleghorn
Probe Ministries



“There  Is  No  Compelling
Reason to Accept the Books of
the Bible as Special”
I have some comments and questions regarding your article on
the church canon—in particular, the last paragraph. You state
that:

“We show that it is true to unbelievers by demonstrating
that it is systematically consistent.”

However,  there  are  numerous  inconsistencies  throughout  the
bible—in both the old and new testaments—and in particular
throughout the gospels and the accounts of the life and death
of Jesus—as most non-believers can readily point out. While
the inconsistencies as a whole do not negate the viability of
the scripture, it does indicate that the canon as it stands is
NOT systematically consistent.

You also state that:

“We make belief possible by using both historical evidence
and philosophical tools.”

Philosophical,  yes—but  historical,  no.  Archeological  and
historical research has done as much to prove as disprove the
scripture—at best a 50-50 balance.

And you also state:

“Once individuals refuse to accept the claim of inspiration
that the Bible makes for itself, they are left with a set of
ethics without a foundation.”
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True—however, it is not sufficient to take the word of one
source in regards to origin or inspiration. In other words,
just because one book of the bible (a collection of documents
written at very different times and by very different authors)
says so isn’t sufficient to make it so for the whole. At the
time that portion of the bible was written, the whole did not
yet  exist  and  the  reference  to  inspiration  could  only  be
referring to the work in which it appears.

If  that  is  the  argument—then  there  is  no  need  for
philosophical  or  historical  tools  to  aid  in  believe.  You
cannot “have your cake and eat it too” in this case—either use
science  (history,  etc.)  to  prove  the  reliability  and
uniqueness of the canon or base it on faith—one or the other,
not both.

It seems to me——that despite an otherwise well researched and
argued  explanation  of  the  canonization  of  the  current
bible—there still is no compelling reason for the current
books of the bible to be held in any higher esteem than those
of the apocrypha or the writings of early church fathers.

Thank you for the thoughtful response to my essay on the
canonization of the Bible. Let me briefly respond to some of
your points.

However, there are numerous inconsistencies throughout the
bible in both the old and new testaments—and in particular
throughout the gospels and the accounts of the life and
death of Jesus as most non-believers can readily point out.
While the inconsistencies as a whole do not negate the
viability of the scripture, it does indicate that the canon
as it stands is NOT systematically consistent.

The question of consistency regarding the Gospels has been
hotly contested. Perhaps the problem partly lies in defining
what we mean by consistency. No one denies that the writers
were attempting to give different perspectives regarding the



events  and  ministry  of  Jesus.  My  view  and  the  view  of
conservative theologians is that the teachings of the four
Gospels are consistent even though individual details might
differ. Where some see inconsistency and conflict, others see
different  perspectives  of  a  single  or  similar  event.  The
Gospels  were  not  written  as  a  history  text  or  as  a
biographical work in the modern sense, to hold these texts to
this  kind  of  standard  would  be  placing  unwarranted
restrictions  on  the  writings.

Archeological and historical research has done as much to
prove as disprove the scripture at best a 50-50 balance.

The role of archaeology and historical evidence in affirming
the NT writings is also a complex one. You seem to be arguing
that if one places their faith in the teachings of the NT they
cannot use historical and archaeological evidence to defend
the texts in any manner. While I would agree that neither
archaeological  nor  historical  evidence  can  prove  that  the
teachings of the Bible are theologically true, they can affirm
a number of things about the nature of the texts. First, they
give us expanding knowledge of the geographical setting of the
events that are described. Second, they help us to understand
the religious milieu of the time (ex. Nag Hammadi findings).
Third, they constrain the attempts of some to mythologize the
NT. The discoveries of the Well of Jacob, the Pool of Siloam,
the probable location of the Pool of Bethesda, and the name of
Pilate himself on a stone in the Roman theater at Caesarea
lend historical credibility to the NT text. Certainly the
reliability  of  the  NT  writings  can  benefit  from  positive
archaeological and historical evidence.

At the time that portion of the bible was written, the whole
did not yet exist and the reference to inspiration could
only be referring to the work in which it appears.

The  high  regard  that  the  church  Fathers  had  for  the  OT
writings did not transfer to the NT texts until the church was



forced to respond to threatening issues. Since some had been
disciples of Apostles, the urgency to define the canon was not
intense. Once given the need to do so in the second and third
centuries, believers held to those writings that affirmed the
tradition that had been handed down from the beginning. The
place given to the Apocrypha by the early church is another
issue which I address in my essay on those writings.

Thanks again for your comments.

Sincerely,

Don Closson
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