
The Inspiration of the Bible
What  Jesus  said  of  Scripture  and  the  nature  of  apostolic
teaching are two of the main issues in Rick Wade’s examination
of the inspiration of Scripture.

A question we often encounter when talking with non-believers
about Christ is, “Why should I believe the Bible?” Or a person
might say, “You have your Bible; Muslims have their Koran;
different religions have their own holy books. What makes
yours special?” How would you answer such questions?

These  questions  fall  under  the  purview  of
apologetics. They call for a defense. However, before giving a
defense we need theological and biblical grounding. To defend
the Bible, we have to know what it is.

In  this  article,  then,  we’ll  deal  with  the  nature  of
Scripture. Are these writings simply the remembrances of two
religious  groups?  Are  they  writings  consisting  of  ideas
conceived  by  Jews  and  early  Christians  as  they  sought  to
establish  their  religion?  Or  are  they  the  words  of  God
Himself, given to us for our benefit?

The latter position is the one held by the people of God
throughout history. Christians have historically accepted both
the Old and New Testaments as God’s word written. But two
movements of thought have undermined belief in inspiration.
One was the higher critical movement that reduced Scripture to
simply the recollections and ideas of a religious group. The
more  recent  movement  (although  it  really  isn’t  organized
enough to call it a “movement”) is religious pluralism, which
holds  that  all  religions–or  at  least  the  major  ones–are
equally valid, meaning that none is more true than others. If
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other religions are equally valid, then other holy books are
also. Many Christian young people think this way.

Our evaluation of the Bible and other “holy books” is governed
by the recognition that the Bible is the inspired word of God.
If God’s final word is found in what we call the Bible, then
no other book can be God’s word. To differ with what the Bible
says is to differ with God.

What do we mean by inspiration? Following the work of the
higher critics, many people–even within the church–have come
to see the Bible as inspired in the same way that, say, an
artist might be inspired. The artist sees the Grand Canyon and
with her imagination now flooded with images and ideas hurries
back to her canvas to paint a beautiful picture. A poet, upon
viewing the devastation of war, proceeds to pen lines which
stir the compassion of readers. Is that what we mean when we
say the Bible is inspired?

We use the word inspiration because of 2 Timothy 3:16: “All
Scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching, for
reproof,  for  correction,  for  training  in  righteousness.”
Inspired is translated from the Greek word theopnuestos which
literally means “God-breathed.” Some have said the word could
be  translated  “ex-spired”  or  “breathed  out.”  Inspiration,
then,  in  the  biblical  sense,  isn’t  the  stirring  of  the
imagination of the writer, but rather is the means by which
the writers accurately wrote what God wanted written.

This idea finds support in 2 Peter 1: 20-21: “But know this
first of all, that no prophecy of Scripture is a matter of
one’s own interpretation, for no prophecy was ever made by an
act of human will, but men moved by the Holy Spirit spoke from
God.”

What we need before proceeding is a working definition of
inspiration. Theologian Carl F. H. Henry writes, “Inspiration



is a supernatural influence upon the divinely chosen prophets
and apostles whereby the Spirit of God assures the truth and
trustworthiness of their oral and written proclamation.”{1}
Furthermore, the writers were “divinely superintended by the
Holy Spirit in the choice of words they used.”{2} Although
some things were dictated to the writers, most of the time the
Spirit simply superintended the writing so that the writer,
using his own words, wrote what the Spirit wanted.

The Historical View of the Church
The first place to look in establishing any doctrine is, of
course, the Bible. Before turning to Scripture to see what it
claims for itself, however, it will be worthwhile to be sure
this  has  been  the  view  of  the  church  throughout  history.
Because of the objections of liberal scholars, we might want
to see whose position is in keeping with our predecessors in
the faith.

Historically,  the  church  has  consistently  held  to  the
inspiration of Scripture, at least until the 19th century. One
scholar has said that throughout the first eight centuries of
the church, “Hardly is there a single point with regard to
which  there  reigned  .  .  .  a  greater  or  more  cordial
unanimity.”{3} The great Princeton theologian B. B. Warfield
said, “Christendom has always reposed upon the belief that the
utterances of this book are properly oracles of God.”{4} In
the 16th century, the Reformers Martin Luther and John Calvin
were explicit in their recognition of the divine source and
authority of Scripture.{5} B. B. Warfield, Charles Hodge, J.
Gresham Machen, Carl F. H. Henry, J. I. Packer and other very
reputable scholars and theologians over the last century and a
half have argued forcefully for the inspiration of Scripture.
And as Warfield notes, this belief underlies all the creeds of
the church as well.{6}



The Witness of the Old Testament
Let’s turn now to the Bible itself, beginning with the Old
Testament, to see whether its own claims match the beliefs of
the church.

The clear intent of the Old Testament writers was to convey
God’s message. Consider first that God was said to speak to
the people. “God says” (Deut. 5:27), “Thus says the Lord”
(Exod. 4:22), “I have put my words in your mouth” (Jer. 1:9),
“The word of the Lord came to him” (Gen. 15:4; 1 Kings 17:8).
All  these  references  to  God  speaking  show  that  He  is
interested  in  communicating  with  us  verbally.  The  Old
Testament explicitly states 3,808 times that it is conveying
the express words of God.{7}

Furthermore, God was so interested in people preserving and
knowing His word that at times He told people to write down
what He said. We read in Exodus 17:14: “Then the Lord said to
Moses, ‘Write this in a book as a memorial and recite it to
Joshua, that I will utterly blot out the memory of Amalek from
under heaven.’” (See also 24:3-7, 34:27; Jer. 30:2; 36:2.)

The clear testimony of Old Testament writings is that God
spoke to people, and He instructed them to write down the
things He said. These writings have been handed down to us.

Of course, we shouldn’t think of all the Old Testament—or the
New Testament either—as having been dictated to the writers.
In fact, most of the Bible was not. What we want to establish
here is that God is a communicating God, and He communicates
verbally. The idea that God is somehow unable or unwilling to
communicate propositionally to man—which is what a number of
scholars of this century continue to hold—is foreign to the
Old Testament. God spoke, and the people heard and understood.

We should now shift to the New Testament to see what it says
about inspiration. Let’s begin with the testimony of Jesus.



The Witness of Jesus
Did Jesus believe in the doctrine of inspiration?

It is clear that Jesus acknowledged the Old Testament writings
as being divine in nature. Consider John 10:34-36: “Jesus
answered them, ‘Is it not written in your Law, “I have said
you are gods”? If he called them “gods” to whom the word of
God came–and the Scripture cannot be broken–what about the one
whom the Father set apart as his very own and sent into the
world?’” Jesus believed it was God’s word that came to the
prophets of old, and He referred to it as Scripture that could
not be broken. In Matt. 5:17-19, He affirmed the Law as being
fixed and above the whims of men.

Jesus  drew  on  the  teachings  of  the  Old  Testament  in  His
encounter with Satan (Matt. 4:1-11). His responses, “Man shall
not live on bread alone” (Deut. 8:3), “You shall worship the
Lord your God and serve Him only” (Deut. 6:13), and “You shall
not put the Lord your God to the test” (Deut. 6:16) are all
drawn from Deuteronomy. Each statement was prefaced by “It is
written” or “It is said.” Jesus said that he only spoke what
the  Father  wanted  Him  to  (John  12:49).  By  quoting  these
passages  as  authoritative  over  Satan,  He  was,  in  effect,
saying these were God’s words. He also honored the words of
Moses (Mark 7:10), Isaiah (Mark 7:6), David (Mark 12:36), and
Daniel (Matt. 24:15) as authoritative, as carrying the weight
of God’s words.{8} Jesus even referred to an Old Testament
writing as God’s word when this wasn’t explicitly attributed
to God in the Old Testament itself (Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:4,5).

In our consideration of the position of Jesus on the nature of
Scripture,  we  also  need  to  look  at  His  view  of  the  New
Testament. But one might ask, “It hadn’t been written yet, how
could Jesus be cited in support of the inspiration of the New
Testament?

To get a clear picture of this we need to realize what Jesus



was doing with His apostles. His small group of twelve was
being trained to carry on the witness and work of Jesus after
He was gone. They were given a place of special importance in
the furthering of His work (Mark 3:14-15). Thus, He taught
them with clarity while often teaching the crowds in parables
(Mark 4:34). He sent them as the Father had sent Him (John
20:21) so they would be witnesses of “all these things” (Luke
24:48). Both the Spirit and the apostles would be witnesses
for Christ (John 15:26ff; cf. Acts 5:32). He promised to send
the Spirit to help them when He left. They would be empowered
to bear witness (Acts. 1:4,5,8). The Spirit would give them
the right things to say when brought to trial (Matt. 10:19ff).
He would remind them of what Jesus had said (John 14:26) and
would give them new knowledge (John 16:12ff). As John Wenham
said, “The last two promises . . . do not of course refer
specifically  or  exclusively  to  the  inspiration  of  a  New
Testament Canon, but they provide in principle all that is
required for the formation of such a Canon, should that be
God’s purpose.”{9}

Thus, Jesus didn’t identify a specific body of literature as
the New Testament or state specifically that one would be
written. However, He prepared the apostles as His special
agents to hand down the truths He taught, and He promised
assistance in doing this. Given God’s work in establishing the
Old Testament and Jesus’ references to the written word in His
own teaching, it is entirely reasonable that He had plans for
His apostles to put in writing the message of good news He
brought.

The Witness of the Apostles
Finally, we need to see what the apostles tell us about the
nature of Scripture. To understand their position, we’ll need
to not only see what they said about Scripture, but also
understand what it meant to be an apostle.



The office of apostle grew out of Jewish jurisprudence wherein
a sjaliach (“one who is sent out”) could appear in the name of
another with the authority of that other person. It was said
that  “the  sjaliach  for  a  person  is  as  this  person
himself.”{10}  As  Christ’s  representatives  the  apostles  (
apostle also means “sent out”) carried forth the teaching they
had received. “This apostolic preaching is the foundation of
the Church, to which the Church is bound” (Matt. 16:18; Eph.
2:20).{11}  The  apostles  had  been  authorized  by  Jesus  as
special ambassadors to teach what he had taught them (cf. John
20:21).  Their  message  was  authoritative  when  spoken;  when
written it would be authoritative as well.

As the apostles were witnesses of the gospel they also were
bearers  of  tradition.  This  isn’t  “tradition”  in  the
contemporary sense by which we mean that which comes from man
and may be changed. Tradition in the Hebrew understanding
meant “what has been handed down with authority.”{12} This is
what Paul referred to when he praised the Corinthians for
holding to the traditions they had been taught and exhorted
the Thessalonians to do the same (1 Cor. 11:2; 2 Thess. 2:15).
Contrast this with the tradition of men which drew criticism
from Jesus (Mark 7:8).

Paul attributed what he taught directly to Christ (2 Cor.
13:3). He identified his gospel with the preaching of Jesus
(Rom. 16:25). And he said his words were taught by the Spirit
(1 Cor. 2:13). What he wrote to the Corinthians was “the
Lord’s commandment” (1 Cor. 14:37). Furthermore, Paul, and
John as well, considered their writings important enough to
call for people to read them (Col. 4:16; 1 Thess. 5:27; John
20:31; Rev. 1:3). Peter put the apostolic message on par with
the writings of the Old Testament prophets (2 Pet. 3:2).

What was the nature of Scripture according to the apostles?
Many if not most Christians are familiar with 2 Timothy 3:16:
“All Scripture is inspired by God and profitable for teaching,
for reproof, for correction, for training in righteousness.”



This is the verse most often cited in support of the doctrine
of the inspiration of Scripture. Paul was speaking primarily
of  the  Old  Testament  in  this  passage.  The  idea  of  God
“breathing  out”  or  speaking  wasn’t  new  to  Paul,  however,
because he knew the Old Testament well, and there he could
read that “the ‘mouth’ of God was regarded as the source from
which the Divine message came.”{13}Isaiah 45:23 says, “I have
sworn by Myself, The word has gone forth from My mouth in
righteousness and will not turn back” (see also 55:11). Paul
also would have known that Jesus quoted Deuteronomy when He
replied to the tempter, “Man shall not live on bread alone,
but on every word that proceeds out of the mouth of God”
(Matt. 4:4; cf. Deut. 8:3).

Peter also taught that the Scriptures were, in effect, the
speech of God. In 2 Peter 1: 20-21, he noted that prophecy was
made by “men moved by the Holy Spirit [who] spoke from God.”
It didn’t originate in men.

One further note. The Greek word graphe in the New Testament
only refers to sacred Scriptures. This is the word used in 1
Timothy 5:18 and 2 Peter 3:16 to refer to the writings of the
apostles.

The apostles thus were the ambassadors of Christ who spoke in
His stead and delivered the message which was the standard for
belief and practice. They had both their own recollections of
what  they  witnessed  and  heard  and  the  empowerment  of  the
Spirit. The message they preached was the one they wrote down.
The New Testament, like the Old, claims very clearly to be the
inspired word of God.

Making a Defense
We now come to a very important part in our discussion of the
inspiration of Scripture. It’s one thing to establish the
biblical teaching on the nature of the Bible itself. It’s



quite another to give a defense to critics.

As I noted earlier, we frequently hear questions such as “Many
religions have their own holy books. Why should we believe the
Bible is special?”

When this objection comes from someone who holds to religious
pluralism, before answering the question about the Bible we
will have to question him on the reasonableness of pluralism
itself. No amount of evidences or arguments for the Bible will
make a bit of difference if the person believes that there is
no right or wrong when it comes to religion.{14}

It’s easy for apologists to come to rely primarily on their
arguments when responding to critics, which is something even
Paul wouldn’t do (1 Cor. 2:3-5). What we learn from Scripture
is the power of Scripture itself. “For the word of God is
living  and  active  and  sharper  than  any  two-edged  sword,”
Hebrews says (4:12). Isaiah 55:11 says that God’s word will
accomplish his will. In Acts 2:37 we see the results of the
proclamation of the word of God in changed people.

So, where am I going with this? I wonder how many people who
object to our insistence that our “holy book” is the only true
word of God have ever read any of it! Before we launch into a
lengthy apologetic for Scripture, it might be good to get them
to read it and let the Spirit open their minds to see its
truth (1 Cor. 2:6-16).

Am I tossing out the entire apologetics enterprise and saying,
“Look, just read the Bible and don’t ask so many questions”?
No.  I’m  simply  trying  to  move  the  conversation  to  more
fruitful ground. Once the person learns what the Bible says,
he can ask specific questions about its content, or we can ask
him what about it makes him think it might not be God’s word.

The Bible clearly claims to be the authoritative word of God,
and as such it makes demands on us. So, at least the tone of
Scripture is what we might expect of a book with God as its



source. But does it give evidence that it must have God as its
source? And does its self-witness find confirmation in our
experience?

Regarding the necessity of having God as its source, we can
consider prophecy. Who else but God could know what would
happen hundreds of years in the future? What mere human could
get 300 prophecies correct about one person (Jesus)?{15}

The Bible’s insight into human nature and the solutions it
provides to our fallen condition are also evidence of its
divine source. In addition, the Bible’s honesty about the
weaknesses of even its heroes is evidence that it isn’t just a
human book. By contrast, we tend to build ourselves up in our
own writing.

As further evidence that the Bible is God’s word, we can note
its survival and influence throughout the last two millennia
despite repeated attempts to destroy it.

What Scripture proclaims about itself finds confirmation in
our experience. For example, the practical changes it brings
in individuals and societies are evidence that it is true.

One more note. We have the testimony of Jesus about Scripture
whose  resurrection  is  evidence  that  He  knew  what  He  was
talking about!

In sum, the testimony of Scripture to its own nature finds
confirmation in many areas.{16} Even with all this evidence,
however, we aren’t going to be able to prove the inspiration
of the Bible to anyone who either isn’t interested enough to
give it serious thought or to the critic who only wants to
argue. But we can share its message, make attempts at gentle
persuasion and answer questions as we wait for the Spirit to
open the person’s mind and heart.
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The  Lives  of  Muhammad  and
Jesus
Dr.  Pat  Zukeran  explores  the  radical  differences  between
Muhammad and Jesus, and the implications of following their
examples and teachings.

Muhammad  and  Jesus  are  the  founders  of  the  two  largest
religions in the world and two of the most influential people
in the history of the world. Both men serve not only as
founders but also the ideal models whose lives are to be
emulated by all their followers. What kind of lives did they
live? What example did they leave behind, and how is their
example impacting our world today?

 This work will examine the lives of both men. In
my research I have relied on what is considered by
Muslims  to  be  some  of  the  most  authoritative
historical sources on the life of Muhammad. The
first source is the Qur’an, the inspired text of
Islam. Second is the Hadith, a record of the many sayings and
the life events of Muhammad. The most recognized collection is
by Ismail Sahih Bukhari, written in 870. Third is the first
and most authoritative biography of Muhammad, written by Ibn
Ishaq nearly 150 years after Muhammad’s death.

In examining the life of Jesus, I relied primarily on the New
Testament.  The  four  Gospels  are  biographies  of  His  life.
Matthew, Mark, and Luke were written prior to AD 70, and John
was written in AD 95. The letters of the New Testament written
by His disciples also serve as a historical source. Most were
written prior to AD 70 while some, like 1 Corinthians, were
written as early as AD 55.
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Muslims believe that Muhammad is the perfect example to follow
in all aspects of life. The Qur’an states that in Muhammad,
“Ye have indeed in the Apostle of God a beautiful pattern and
excellent model of conduct” (Surah 33:21). It also states that
Muhammad  demonstrates  “an  excellent  standard  of  character”
(Surah 68:4).

The  Qur’an  also  emphasizes  that  obedience  to  Muhammad’s
teachings is equivalent to obeying Allah, as evidenced when
Surah  4:80  states  that  “he  who  obeys  the  Apostle,  obeys
Allah.” Moreover, Surah 4:115 also reflects how highly Muslims
revere Muhammad as it explains the fate of one who disobeys:
“If anyone contends with the Apostle even after guidance has
been plainly conveyed to him, and follows a path other than
that becoming to men of faith, we shall leave him in the path
he has chosen, and land him in Hell—what an evil refuge.”

Muslims are called to imitate Muhammad in all aspects of their
lives, even in their daily activities. Islamic scholar John
Esposito  writes,  “Muslims  look  to  Muhammad’s  example  for
guidance in all aspects of life: how to treat friends as well
as enemies, what to eat and drink, how to make love and war. .
. . His impact on Muslim life cannot be overestimated, since
he served as both religious and political head of Medina:
prophet  of  God,  ruler,  military  commander,  chief  judge,
lawgiver. . . . Traditions of the Prophet provide guidance for
personal hygiene, dress, eating, marriage, treatment of wives,
diplomacy, and warfare.”{1}

Christians are not called to copy Christ in all aspects of
their lives as Muslims do Muhammad. Rather, Christians are
called to reflect the character, mindset, and attitude of
Christ (1 Corinthians 11:1, Philippians. 2:5, 1 Peter 2:21).
Christ focused on the inner transformation of the heart and
mind of the individual which would result in righteous living
(Matthew 5:8, 6:21, 15:8, 18).

When making decisions in their lives, Muslims will ask, “What



would Muhammad do?” while Christians ask, “What would Jesus
do?” Since these two men serve as models of perfect conduct
for their followers to imitate, it is important to learn what
kind of lives they lived. This work will present a brief
overview and highlight key events in the lives of each person
as we explore that which can be learned from their examples.

The Call of Muhammad and Jesus
Muhammad and Jesus lived remarkable yet radically different
lives. Muhammad was born in AD 570. His family was part of the
Quraysh  tribe,  which  oversaw  the  Mecca  temple  where  the
deities of Arabia were worshipped. His father died when he was
very young, and his mother died when he was six. He was raised
by his grandfather and later by his uncle. At the age of
twenty-five, he married Khadija, his employer, who was fifteen
years his elder.

At the age of forty, Muhammad received his first visitation
from the angel Gabriel. According to Ibn Ishaq, the giving and
receiving  of  the  revelation  was  quite  violent  in  nature.
Gabriel came to Muhammad and ordered him to read his message.
Being illiterate, Muhammad asked Gabriel, “What shall I read?”
It is then Gabriel pressed Muhammad so hard that Muhammad
thought he was going to die. This was repeated three times
until Muhammad read the following message from Gabriel: “Read
in the name of thy Lord who created, who created man of blood
coagulated. Read! Thy Lord is the most beneficent, who taught
by the pen, taught that which they knew not unto men.” After
this the angel Gabriel departed.{2}

Muhammad was terrified by this incident. Bukhari records that
Muhammad returned home trembling and sought to hide under a
blanket. His first thought was that he had come under demonic
influence.{3}  In  fact,  he  was  so  troubled  that  he  became
suicidal.  Ishaq  records  that  since  Muhammad  did  not  want
anyone in his tribe to discover that he was possessed, he
resolved to go to the top of a mountain and commit suicide.{4}



However,  his  wife  and  her  cousin  Waraqa,  an  Ebionite
Christian, encouraged him that he was not possessed but rather
a prophet of God.{5} Through their encouragement, he came to
believe that he had received a divine message from Allah.

Prior to his encounter with Gabriel and throughout his life,
Muhammad struggled with demonic possession. Ishaq records an
incident during Muhammad’s childhood when his foster parents,
al-Harith and Halima, were raising him. One day while behind
the tents, two men clothed in white threw Muhammad to the
ground, opened up his belly, and searched through it. His
foster  father  felt  the  boy  might  have  suffered  a  stroke.
Halima, his foster mother who had nursed Muhammad, believed a
demon had possessed him.{6}

Another account of Muhammad’s struggle with demon possession
occurred a few years after his prophetic calling when Muhammad
believed he received a revelation allowing Muslims to worship
the three gods of the Quraysh. However, he later admitted that
Satan possessed him when he uttered those verses.{7} Allah
eventually  forgave  Muhammad  but  gave  him  a  stern  warning
recorded  in  Surah  17:73-75.  Also  another  time  after  his
prophetic calling Muhammad fell under the spell of a Jewish
magician named Labid for one year.{8}

In contrast, biblical prophets and apostles clearly understood
their  visions  were  from  God  rather  than  Satan  or  demons.
Although some were frightened by their vision of God or the
angels before them, they were not violently handled. Instead
they were given an assuring introductions such as “Do not be
afraid” (Luke 1:13, 28-30, 2:10, Isa. 6:6-7, Revelation 1:17).
Jesus’ birth was miraculous, and He understood His mission
from His childhood (Luke 2:41-52). Throughout His life, Jesus
clearly  distinguished  between  God’s  message  and  Satan’s.
During His temptation in the desert, He did not struggle with
possession but instead defeated Satan’s attacks using the word
of God. Throughout His ministry, Jesus demonstrated authority
over the demonic realm, and the demons were terrified of Him



(Matthew  8:16,  Luke  8:26-39).  Through  His  death  and
resurrection, Jesus defeated Satan and the demonic hosts. Paul
states that Jesus “disarmed the rulers and authorities and put
them to open shame by triumphing over them in Him” (Colossians
2:15).

The  contrast  is  readily  apparent.  One  man  struggled  from
demonic presence in his life; the other conquered the devil.

The Warrior and the Rabbi
At the beginning of their mission, both Muhammad and Jesus
began  preaching  in  their  home  territory,  and  both  were
persecuted for their message. However, the two responded very
differently to their opposition. Muhammad resorted to the use
of force while Jesus pursued the path of peace.

Muhammad began preaching in Mecca. During his thirteen years
preaching in Mecca he preached a message of tolerance towards
other religions as he sought to win the favor of the people.
It is at this time that several passages teaching tolerance of
the Jews and Christians were recorded (Surah 2:62, 5:69, and
22:17). However, as the persecution grew, he fled to Medina in
622. This event is one of the most important events in Islam
known as the Hijira. In Medina he gained a following and
became the leader of the city. It is in Medina as his power
grew that his message transformed to one of intolerance of
unbelievers.  Moreover,  he  began  to  encourage  the  use  of
military force. Earlier Suras of tolerance were abrogated by
the  new  revelations  exhorting  Muslims  to  Jihad  against
unbelievers.

To sustain his growing army and impress the Quraysh in Mecca
of his growing power, he raided commercial caravans on their
way to Mecca. He received revelations endorsing his raids to
attack unbelievers and seize their valuables (Surah 8:38-45 &
60-65, 22:39-40, 2:244, 4:95-97). Bukhari records that on his
first  raid  at  Al-Abwa,  Muhammad  was  asked  if  it  was



permissible to attack at night since doing so would endanger
the  lives  of  the  women  and  children  traveling  with  the
caravans. Muhammad replied, “They (women and children) are
from them (the opposition).” In other words, he permitted the
killing or capture of women and children during the raids.{9}
The booty collected from the raids was distributed among his
men.

These raids incited the Meccans to war against Muhammad. Four
major battles were fought between Muhammad and the Quraysh
armies of Mecca. In 624 the two armies met at Badr where
Muhammad defeated the armies of Mecca. This victory instilled
confidence  in  Muhammad  of  his  calling.  He  believed  Allah
fought for him to bring about victory (Surah 3:123-125, 8:9,
12-13).

A year later the Meccan army returned and engaged Muhammad’s
army at Uhud, a mountain near Mecca. This time Muhammad was
defeated,  and  his  army  retreated  to  Medina.  Muhammad  was
bloodied  in  the  battle  and  he  vowed  revenge  on  his
enemies.{10}

In the spring of 627, the Jews of Medina plotted with the army
of Mecca against Muhammad. Hearing of this plot, Muhammad dug
a trench around the city of Medina. The Meccan army laid siege
to the city but were unable to capture the city and returned
to  Mecca.  After  the  retreat  of  the  Meccan  army,  Muhammad
sought to deal with the Jews of Medina who had plotted against
him. Ibn Ishaq records that Muhammad “went out to the market
of Medina and dug trenches in it. Then he sent for them and
struck off their heads in those trenches as they were brought
to him in batches.” Ishaq records that the estimates of those
killed were six to seven hundred; others estimate the numbers
to be as high as eight to nine hundred.{11}

After the Seige of Medina, a peace treaty was signed between
the two armies. However, the treaty was soon violated, and in
630 Muhammad gathered an army of ten thousand and marched on



the  city  of  Mecca.  Seeing  their  hopeless  situation,  the
Meccans surrendered to Muhammad. Muhammad ordered his men to
enter the city and fight only those who resisted. He also had
a list of those who were to be killed even if they sought
refuge in the Ka’bah Temple. Most on the list were those
considered  apostates.{12}  Muhammad  rode  his  camel  to  the
Ka’bah and cleared the temple of all its idols and burned
them. Along with these major conflicts were other raids and
battles as Muhammad spread his religion. Ibn Ishaq records
that in all Muhammad participated in twenty-seven battles,
personally fighting in nine of them.{13}

Islam spread throughout the Middle East through the sword.
Muhammad  sent  messengers  throughout  Arabia  and  neighboring
countries, ordering them to convert to Islam or suffer the
consequences.  Those  who  did  not  submit  to  his  rule  were
attacked and forced to pay a tax called a Jizya to Muhammad.
In Surah 9, Muhammad gave instructions to his men on dealing
with unbelievers:

Fight those who believe not in Allah nor the Last Day, nor
hold that forbidden which has been forbidden by Allah and
His Apostle, nor acknowledge the religion of Truth, (even if
they are) of the People of the Book, until they pay the
Jizya with willing submission, and feel themselves subdued
(Surah 9:29).

In  this  passage,  unbelievers  are  given  three  options:  to
convert to Islam, to pay the tax, or to prepare for battle.
Today, fundamentalist Muslims who seek to follow the example
of Muhammad and follow the literal teachings of the Qur’an
view jihad (holy war) as a military conflict for the cause of
Islam.  These  believe  that  jihad  will  be  waged  worldwide
against all unbelievers until the world comes under the rule
of the House of Islam.

In contrast to Muhammad, Jesus preached, “Love your enemies
and pray for those who persecute you” (Matthew 5:44). In His



famous Sermon on the Mount, Jesus praised those who make peace
by teaching, “Blessed are the peace makers for they shall be
called the sons of God” (Matthew 5:9). During His earthly
ministry, Christ never engaged in military conflict. Instead,
He  spread  His  message  through  preaching,  teaching  and
accomplishing miracles. His mission culminated in His death on
the cross for the sins of mankind and His resurrection from
the dead.

Christ’s  disciples  followed  the  example  of  Christ.
Christianity  was  spread  through  the  preaching  of  gospel
message. Christ’s disciples did not die on the battlefield as
mighty warriors but were instead martyred for proclaiming the
name of Christ. Today, Christianity is spread through the
preaching,  teaching,  and  humanitarian  aid  in  the  name  of
Christ. One leader was a man of the sword; one was a man of
peace.

Facing Their Critics
Both  Muhammad  and  Jesus  faced  sharp  criticism  for  their
message  and  lifestyle.  However,  the  two  men  dealt  very
differently  with  their  critics.  There  were  times  Muhammad
forgave his critics, but there were also many times he exacted
revenge on those who criticized him. Jesus, on the other hand,
responded in love to those who were critical of Him.

Ibn Ishaq records several of Muhammad’s dealings with those
who criticized him. On one occasion, a Jewish Poet named Ka’b
bin Al-Ashraf composed a poem that was critical of Muslim
women. Muhammad asked, “Who will rid me of Ibnu’l-Ashraf?” A
young man named Muhammad Maslama volunteered to kill the poet.
Maslama’s plan, which Muhammad endorsed, was to deceive the
poet and lure him into a trap. After luring Ka’b into meeting,
Maslama and his companions stabbed him to death and presented
his dead body to Muhammad who then praised the men.{14} After
the assassination of Ka’b, Muhammad ordered his men to “kill
any Jew that falls into your Power.”{15} The first victim of



that decree was Ibn Sunayna, a Jewish merchant.

Another poet killed by Muhammad was a man named Abu Afak, who
was nearly one hundred years old. He had written poems mocking
Muhammad. Muhammad asked, “Who will deal with this rascal for
me?” A young man named Salim bin Umayr volunteered and killed
the old man while he was sleeping.{16} A female poet named
Asma bint Marwan was infuriated by the murder of Afak and
wrote  verses  condemning  Muhammad’s  men.  Hearing  of  her
criticism,  Muhammad  asked,  “Who  will  rid  me  of  Marwan’s
daughter?” Umar bin Adiy al-Khatami volunteered and killed her
and her unborn child that night. Umar was worried that he had
committed a sin, but Muhammad reassured him saying, “Two goats
won’t butt their heads about her.”{17} On another occasion
Ishaq  records  that  Muhammad  killed  two  girls  who  wrote
satirical songs about him.{18}

Muslims today take seriously any criticism against Muhammad.
Many respond peacefully to the criticism but many responses
are  much  harsher.  A  death  fatwa  (religious  ruling)  was
declared against Salman Rushdie, author of the fictional novel
The Satanic Verses. Moreover, in early 2006, riots, many of
which were violent, broke out worldwide over Danish cartoons
depicting Muhammad. Many who reacted violently believed they
responded in a manner exemplifying Muhammad’s example.

In contrast to Muhammad, Christ never exacted revenge on those
who criticized Him. Christ taught, “You have heard that it was
said, ‘You shall love your neighbor and hate your enemy.’ But
I  say  to  you,  love  your  enemies  and  pray  for  those  who
persecute you, so that you may be sons of your Father who is
in heaven.” (Matthew 5:43-48)

This does not mean Christ passively ignored those who opposed
His teachings. Christ often sharply rebuked those who spoke
out against Him (Matthew 12:22-32), or He pointed out their
error (Matthew 7:37-50, 9:10-12, 12:9-14), or He allowed his
character to speak for itself (Luke 19:1-10). When Jesus was



beaten and mocked, He was silent and in the end prayed for the
forgiveness of His enemies. Like Muhammad, Christ had the
power to take revenge. Before He was taken away by the mob to
stand  an  illegal  trial  He  told  Peter  that  He  could  call
“twelve legions of angels” to destroy His enemies at hand.
However, Christ chose to forgive and even love those who hated
Him.

One leader chose the sword of vengeance while the other taught
us to overcome evil with good.

Treatment of Women
Muhammad’s  view  of  women  is  reflected  in  his  personal
relationships and his teachings revealed in the Qur’an and
Hadith. Muhammad remained loyal to his first wife Kadhija and
did not take any other wives until after her death. They had
been married for 25 years. Islamic historians record that
Muhammad married eleven to thirteen wives. The Qur’an allows a
man to marry up to four wives (Surah 4:3); however, Muhammad
received a special revelation from Allah that he may have more
(Surah 33:50). Muhammad’s marriages have been a source of
criticism of his moral character. However, Muslim historians
state that Muhammad’s marriages were not immoral but instead
followed the normal practices of the culture. Many of his
marriages were to solidify political alliances and to provide
and  protect  the  widows  of  his  men  who  had  fallen  in
battle.{19} Here is a brief overview of the circumstances
regarding the marriages to some of his more prominent wives.

After the death of Kadhija, Muhammad chose a young girl named
Aisha, who was Muhammad’s favorite wife. He married her when
she  was  seven  and  consummated  the  marriage  when  she  was
nine.{20} At the time, Muhammad was in his fifties. Aisha was
the daughter of Abu Bakr, one of Muhammad’s first and loyal
followers who eventually became the first Caliph (spiritual
leader) after the death of Muhammad. In his final moments,
Muhammad died in the arms of Aisha.



One of his most controversial marriages was to Zaynab bint
Jahsh, the wife of his adopted son Zayd bin Haritha. Zayd was
unhappy in the marriage and knowing of Muhammad’s interest in
his  wife,  sought  to  divorce  her.  Initially  Muhammad
discouraged  Zayd  (Surah  33:37).  However,  the  marriage
worsened,  and  they  divorced.  Soon  after  Muhammad  married
Zaynab. Arabs considered this marriage equal to incest and
criticized  Muhammad.  However,  he  received  a  revelation
justifying his action (Surah 33:37).

Ibn Ishaq records the story of another wife Safiya. Safiya was
the wife of Kinana al-Rabi, the leader of Jews living at the
Khaybar  oasis.  Muhammad  attacked  this  settlement.  Ishaq
records, “We met the workers of Khaybar coming out in the
morning with their spades and baskets.”{21} Muhammad and his
men killed 93 men during the raid. Muhammad then sought to
obtain the riches in the city. Muhammad ordered his men to
torture Kinana so that he would reveal the location of hidden
treasure.  Ishaq  writes  that  Muhammad  ordered  his  men  to
“‘Torture him until you extract what he has,’ so he kindled a
fire with flint and steel on his chest until he was nearly
dead. Then the apostle delivered him to Muhammad b. Maslama
and  he  struck  off  his  head,  in  revenge  for  his  brother
Mahmud.”{22}  After  Kinana’s  death  Muhammad  took  his  wife
Safiya and married her.{23}

Muhammad’s relationships with his wives were often a source of
sorrow  and  struggle  for  him.  On  one  occasion,  Muhammad
threatened to divorce his wives because one of them disclosed
a secret to one of his consorts. This caused some of his wives
to  join  together  against  him.  Muhammad  then  received  a
revelation rebuking them, saying Allah and Gabriel would back
him up. Allah would allow him to divorce them and Allah would
provide “consorts better than you.”{24} On another occasion,
Muhammad’s  wives  continued  to  irritate  him  by  asking  for
money. In exasperation, he gave them the choice of divorcing
him and seeking worldly pleasure or remaining with him.{25}



Muhammad’s teachings regarding women give us insight into his
attitude that he did not view women as equals to men. First,
it appears that Muhammad viewed women as less intelligent than
men. In Surah 2:282, Muhammad taught that the testimony of a
woman is worth half that of a man. Moreover, the Hadith also
echoes Muhammad’s belief in the “deficiency” or inferiority of
women’s intelligence. Bukhari gives this account:

Once Allah’s Apostle went out to Musalla (to offer prayer)
of Id-al-Adha or Al-Fitr prayer. Then he passed by a woman
and said, “O woman! Give alms, as I have seen that the
majority of dwellers of Hell-fire were you (women). . . . I
have not seen anyone more deficient in intelligence and
religion than you. A cautious sensible man could be led
astray by some of you.” The women asked, “O Allah’s Apostle!
What is deficient in our intelligence and religion?” He
said, “Is not the evidence of two women equal to the witness
of one man?” They replied in the affirmative. He said, “This
is the deficiency in her intelligence.”{26}

Also,  the  Hadith  further  reinforces  this  teaching  the
inadequacy  of  a  woman’s  intellect  as  follows:

The Prophet said, “Isn’t the witness of a woman equal to
half of that of a man?” The women said, “Yes.” He said,
“This is because of the deficiency of a woman’s mind.”{27}

These  passages  teach  that  women  are  considered  to  have  a
“deficiency” of the mind, which leads us to conclude that they
are inferior to men. Second, Muhammad appears to teach that
women have less value than men. This is evidenced in passages
such as Surah 4:11 which states that a son’s inheritance is to
be twice that of a daughter’s. Also, men are allowed up to
four wives, and sex with slave girls is also allowed (Surah
4:3). Third, Muhammad’s teachings lead one to conclude that
women are less spiritual than men. One reason is that women
are not able to pray during their menstrual cycles: “‘Isn’t it
true  that  a  woman  can  neither  pray  nor  fast  during  her



menses?’ The women replied in the affirmative. He said, ‘This
is the deficiency in her religion.’”{28} Moreover, women are
spiritually deficient to men because, although prayers are an
important part of Islam, a man’s prayers will be canceled if a
woman walks in front of a man while he is praying. Aisha wrote
the following:

The things which annul the prayers were mentioned before me.
They said, “Prayer is annulled by a dog, a donkey and a
woman (if they pass in front of the praying people).” I
said, “You have made us (i.e. women) dogs.” I saw the
Prophet praying while I used to lie in my bed between him
and the Qibla [Ed. note: the direction that should be faced
for prayer]. Whenever I was in need of something, I would
slip away for I disliked to face him.”{29}

Finally, Muhammad’s teachings reveal that wives were to live
in subjection to their husbands or face physical and spiritual
discipline. Muhammad taught, “Your wives are as a tilth [Ed.
note: a measure of the quality of soil] for you; so approach
your tilth when or how you will” (Surah 2:223). Chapter four
of the Qur’an taught men to “beat [their wives] (lightly)” if
their wives were guilty of “disloyalty,” “ill conduct,” or
“refusing to share their beds” (Surah 4:34). There may also be
spiritual consequences for a woman’s lack of subservience as
the Hadith states that “If a husband calls his wife to his bed
(i.e. to have sexual relation), and she refuses and causes him
to  sleep  in  anger,  the  angels  will  curse  her  till
morning.”{30}

Moreover, the spiritual consequences of wives who were not
subservient  to  their  husbands  is  seen  in  a  passage  which
records  when  Muhammad  looked  into  the  bowels  of  hell  and
stated that the majority in hell were women who, although they
believed in God, were there because they were ungrateful to
their husbands.{31}

Thus, based on these passages, not only is a woman’s physical



well-being dependent on her husband, but her eternal destiny
is also connected to her subjection to her husband.

From these passages we can conclude that Muhammad did not view
women as equals to men. They had a “deficiency” of the mind;
thus, their testimony was only worth half that of a man’s.
They were less valuable; thus, sons received a double portion
of inheritance than daughters, and men could have multiple
wives or sexual partners. They were less spiritual because of
their inability to pray during menses and the fact that they
would cancel out the prayers of a man simply by walking in
front of him. Finally, the physical and spiritual well-being
of a woman was not within her own power, but instead was
dependent upon her submission to her husband.

In contrast, Jesus never married; however, He valued women,
and  several  were  a  very  important  part  of  his  ministry.
Several traveled with Jesus and ministered to Him and His
disciples (Luke 8:1-3). Jesus often praised women for their
example of love and faith in the Lord (Mark 5:21-34, Luke
7:36-50, 21:1-4). In Luke 7:36-50, Jesus praised a sinful
woman as being a person of greater faith than the men who were
present!  Jesus  spent  time  with  and  taught  women  (Luke
10:38-42). The women were at the cross, and in His dying
moments Jesus made sure His mother was taken care of (John
19:25-27). The women were also the first ones entrusted with
the message of His resurrection. Jesus’ treatment of women
showed that He viewed women as important and equal in value to
men.

Jesus’ disciples reflected the attitude of Christ in their
teachings. Peter exhorted husbands to honor their wives and
treat them as co-heirs of eternal life (1 Peter 3:7). Paul
stated in Galatians 3:28, “There is neither Jew nor Greek,
there is neither slave nor free, there is no male and female,
for you are all one in Christ Jesus.” Paul also exhorted
husbands to “love your wives as Christ loved the church and
gave Himself for her” (Ephesians 5:25.)



Muhammad and Jesus were considerably different in the way they
treated and valued women. Muhammad’s relationship with his
wives and consorts and his teachings reflect his attitude
toward women. Today, in nations where Islamic law is enforced,
women struggle for equal rights. In contrast, Jesus valued
women, and the teachings of the New Testament have been the
foundation for improving the status of women throughout the
world.

Muhammad, Jews, and Christians
Jews believe that God presented special revelation to them
through the prophets and the Old Testament. When writing the
book of Deuteronomy, Moses prophesied that God would raise up
another prophet similar to himself who would speak God’s words
and bring deliverance to the nation. Deuteronomy 18: 15 and 18
state, “The LORD your God will raise up for you a prophet like
me from among you, from your brothers—it is to him you shall
listen— . . . I will raise up for them a prophet like you from
among their brothers. And I will put my words in his mouth,
and he shall speak to them all that I command him.”

Christians believe that this prophet of whom Moses and the
other prophets wrote is Jesus Christ. Jesus is the predicted
Messiah who fulfills the prophecies of the Old Testament.
Muslims believe that the prophet Moses spoke of was Muhammad
and that there are New Testament prophecies such as John 14:16
that predict the coming of Muhammad. Islam claims that God’s
revelation  began  with  the  Jews,  was  built  upon  by  the
Christians, and culminates with Islam. Since Muslims believe
there is a connection between the three, it is important to
explore  the  relationship  of  Muhammad  to  the  Jews  and  the
Christians.

Early in his preaching, Muhammad appealed to the Jews and
Christians, hoping to win their acceptance. He believed that
he was a prophet in the lines of the Old and New Testament
prophets and apostles. Various Surahs were written during this
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period, teaching tolerance of Christians and Jews (Surah 2:62,
5:69,  22:17).  In  harmony  with  Jewish  teachings,  Muhammad
taught that pork was forbidden, and he taught followers to
pray facing Jerusalem.{32} Muhammad even challenged the Jews
and Christians to look in their writings for confirmation of
his teachings (Surah 10:92).

However, the Jews and Christians rejected his message, and he
became hostile towards them. He received revelation denouncing
the  Christians  and  Jews  for  rejecting  his  message  (Surah
5:12-16). In Surah 3:110 he calls the Jews and Christians
(“People of the Book”) “perverted transgressors.” Coming to
the realization the Jews would not acknowledge his prophetic
call, Muhammad ordered Muslims to turn from Jerusalem and face
Mecca when praying (Surah 2:143-150). Muhammad chastised Jews
and Christians for distorting previous revelation and called
them  to  return  to  the  true  teachings  of  scripture  (Surah
5:14-16).

After winning control over Mecca and Arabia, Muhammad received
a revelation to fight against the Jews and Christians until
they accepted paying taxes and living as second-class citizens
(Surah  9:29).  Muhammad  taught  that  Jews  and  Christians
rejected his message due to their perversion and rebellion to
the truth. Therefore, Muhammad announced that the Jews and
Christians were accursed (Surah 5:12-16).

According to Bukhari, Muhammad’s final moments were spent in
the arms of his youngest wife Aisha. His final words were,
“May Allah curse the Jews and Christians, for they built the
places of worship at the graves of the prophets.”{33} Islamic
eschatology teaches that Jesus will return, break crosses,
slaughter the Christians and the Jews, and establish Islam as
the true religion.{34}

Muhammad’s  example  influences  the  attitude  that  Muslims
display  towards  Jews  and  Christians.  Throughout  Islamic
history,  Muslims  have  had  conflict  with  the  Jews  and



Christians. Non-Muslims in Islamic countries continue to face
discrimination and, in many cases, persecution.

What was the relationship of Christ to the Jews? The apostle
John writes of Jesus that “He came to His own, and his own
people did not receive him” (John 1:11). Jesus came to save
His people but was rejected by them. However, He never stopped
reaching out to them in love and, in the end, cried over the
city of Jerusalem, knowing the judgment that was coming upon
them  (Matthew  23:37).  Paul  reflects  the  heart  of  Christ
saying, “For I could wish that I myself were accursed and cut
off  from  Christ  for  the  sake  of  my  brothers,  my  kinsmen
according to the flesh” (Romans 9:3). Jesus and His disciples
gave their lives for the lost, including the Jewish nation
that rejected their message.

Christians continue to follow the example of Christ and preach
the Gospel message to the Jews and non-Christians throughout
the world. There have been times when Christians were guilty
of the misuse of force; however, Christians can refer to the
teachings of the New Testament and the example of Christ and
the disciples to show clearly such use of force to spread
Christianity is contrary to Christ’s example and teaching.
Muhammad cursed the Jews and Christians while Christ gave His
life to save both Jews and non-Jews who were lost.

Conclusion
This article focused on the lives of Muhammad and Jesus. Both
serve as the founders and exemplary models of their religion.
We have seen that they lived radically different lives. Their
examples  influenced  their  early  followers  and  continue  to
influence followers today.

Both  men  lived  remarkable  yet  radically  different  lives.
Muhammad’s call reflects the struggle he had with the demonic
forces while Christ conquered Satan, sin, and death. Muhammad
was a warrior and chose the way of the sword while Christ was



a rabbi who gave His life to rescue mankind from sin and
death. Muhammad exacted revenge on his critics while Christ
reached  out  to  the  lost,  even  those  who  rejected  Him.
Muhammad’s treatment and teaching on women stand in stark
contrast  to  Christ.  It  is  apparent  that  the  lives  and
teachings  of  both  men  were  significantly  different.

It is important that we understand the lives they lived and
realize the implications of their teachings and examples for
our present situation. I encourage every person to examine the
lives of both men and consider the implications of following
their examples. Following the path of Muhammad leads one down
the road of the sword. Following in the footsteps of Christ
will lead one to righteousness and eternal life.

For it is Christ who claimed to be the divine Son of God, and
He  is  the  only  one  who  confirmed  His  claims  through  His
sinless, miraculous life, death, and resurrection from the
dead. Even the Qur’an affirms the miraculous birth, sinless
life, and miracles of Christ. Even the Qur’an teaches that He
did not die but was raised to heaven. So even in the Qur’an,
Jesus performs greater works than Muhammad. I encourage all
Muslims to study the life of Jesus in the Bible. Muhammad even
encouraged Muslims to study the Bible (Surah 10:94, 2:136,
4:163, 5:56, 5:68, 35:31). I believe once you study the life
of Christ you will inevitably realize this was indeed was more
than a prophet, He was the Son of God, the author of eternal
life.{35} (For more, please read my article “Jesus in the
Qur’an”).
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Tradition and Scripture
While  many  evangelical  Christians  treat  tradition  with
suspicion if not hostility, Dr. Michael Gleghorn makes a case
for the value of tradition in understanding and supporting our
faith.

Understanding Tradition
In this article we’ll be thinking about tradition and its
relationship to Scripture. Now I realize that some of you may
already be asking, “Tradition! Can anything good come from
there?” The answer of course is “yes”—for if it were not, then
I wouldn’t bother writing about it. Indeed, it’s actually an
important topic to address, for in our day many evangelicals
seem  to  harbor  an  attitude  of  suspicion—if  not  outright
hostility—toward the very notion of tradition.{1} In support
of this attitude, some might point to what Jesus said to the
religious leaders of his day: “You have a fine way of setting
aside  the  commands  of  God  in  order  to  observe  your  own
traditions” (Mark 7:9 NIV). And if this is what Jesus said,
then aren’t we better off to simply dismiss tradition and
focus solely on the teaching of Scripture?
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Before we jump to that conclusion, we must first
determine what we mean when we use the word “tradition.” After
all, in other passages Scripture speaks very favorably of
tradition.  Paul  told  the  Corinthians,  “Now  I  praise  you
because you . . . hold firmly to the traditions, just as I
delivered them to you” (1 Cor. 11:2 NASB). Traditions, it
seems, can sometimes be good—and sometimes bad. And this is
true even of the Christian tradition. But in order to talk
intelligently  about  our  subject,  we  must  first  understand
precisely what we’re talking about. What, then, is the meaning
of “tradition”?

When theologians speak about the Christian tradition, they are
typically referring to the ways in which the faith has been
understood by previous generations of Christians. For example,
what understanding did our Christian forbears have of worship
and theology, and how did they express their understanding
through creeds, confessions, sermons, and books? Stanley Grenz
and  John  Franke  describe  the  Christian  tradition  “as  the
history of the interpretation and application of canonical
scripture  by  the  Christian  community,  the  church,  as  it
listens  to  the  voice  of  the  Spirit  speaking  through  the
text.”{2}  And  Richard  Lints  describes  it  as  “the  faith
transmitted by the community of interpreters that has preceded
us.”{3}

Defined in this way, we must candidly admit that the Christian
faith has been understood somewhat differently from one time
and  place  to  another.  How  are  we  to  think  about  such
differences? Should they always be viewed negatively, as a
corruption  of  the  original  faith  deposit?  Or  might  they
sometimes be seen as a positive and healthy development of
this deposit?
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Tradition: A Metaphor
In a fascinating discussion of these issues, Colin Gunton asks
us to think of tradition as an organism.{4} He notes that just
as a child or plant may grow larger and stronger over time, so
too  the  content  of  Christian  doctrine  can  become  more
elaborate  and  enriched  with  the  passage  of  time.  He  then
observes,  “If  revelation  is  something  given  in  the
beginning—as undoubtedly one dimension of it is, the faith
once for all delivered to the saints—then it may be argued
that through tradition what began as a seed or a seedling is
enabled to expand without falsifying its beginnings.”{5} This
comment helps us see the interconnectedness of tradition and
revelation—an issue which we will return to later.

For now, it’s important to notice what this metaphor does for
us. It enables us to see tradition, like the growth of a child
or a plant, as something natural and healthy—indeed, something
to  be  hoped  for,  encouraged,  and  expected.  This  is  an
important reminder for those of us who might be tempted to
view tradition solely in negative terms.

At the same time, however, Gunton is aware that things can
always  go  wrong.  He  writes,  “The  organism  might  become
diseased, and require surgery; or it might simply grow too
many branches, or branches in the wrong places, and require
pruning.”{6} In this case, instead of the tradition developing
in a natural and healthy way from the original revelation, it
develops in an unnatural and unhealthy way. We might identify
this  latter  situation  with  the  unpleasant  possibility  of
heresy—something  which  needs  to  be  corrected  or  even
surgically removed so that the organism doesn’t die or mutate
into a completely different, unrelated life-form. If that were
to happen, then while we might still have tradition of a sort,
it  could  no  longer  be  properly  thought  of  as  Christian
tradition.{7} It will be helpful for us to keep this metaphor
in mind as we continue to reflect on the role of tradition and



its relationship to Scripture, particularly because we must
now  deal  with  a  problem  that  this  discussion  inevitably
raises.

Scripture and Tradition: A Problem
Stanley Grenz and John Franke view tradition as a “source or
resource”  of  the  Christian  church,  which  can  aid  in  the
church’s  task  of  both  theological  construction  and  lived
performance.{8} Some of the specific elements of the Christian
tradition which they see as especially valuable in informing
how we accomplish these tasks are the histories of worship,
liturgy, and theology, as well as the “classic” theological
formulations of the church, such as creeds and confessions. Of
course,  they  are  careful  to  point  out  that  while  these
resources  are  extremely  valuable,  they  “must  always  and
continually be tested by the norm of canonical scripture.”{9}

In  a  similar  way,  Richard  Lints  describes  the  “goal  of
theology” as bringing “the biblical revelation into a position
of judgment on all of life,” including tradition.{10} But this
raises a bit of a problem, for in order to bring tradition
under the authority of Scripture, Scripture must first be
interpreted. And many scholars maintain that the Christian
tradition primarily consists of the scriptural interpretation
and application of faith communities from the past. Indeed,
this is basically how Lints himself defines the term. “In the
discussion that follows,” he says, “tradition will signify the
faith transmitted by the community of interpreters that has
preceded us.”{11}

Moreover,  Lints  rightly  believes  that  we  neglect  this
tradition at our peril. For in banishing past interpretations
of Scripture from our present consideration in doing theology,
we  can  easily  become  ensnared  “in  a  web  of  subjectivism”
regarding our own interpretation of the Bible.{12} And this
would be an incalculable loss to the church in her ongoing



task of preaching and teaching the Bible. The fact of the
matter is that these past interpretations are a necessary aid,
both in revealing our own biases and blind spots, and in
helping us avoid “what C. S. Lewis aptly called ‘chronological
snobbery’—the conceit that we are necessarily wiser than our
forbears.”{13}

But this leads to the following problem: If Scripture is to be
brought  into  a  position  of  judgment  over  all  of  life
(including the Christian tradition), it must first be properly
interpreted. But it would be irresponsible to engage in this
interpretative task without the aid of the very tradition of
past  interpretation  over  which  Scripture  is  to  sit  in
judgment. How can this difficulty be resolved? Does Scripture
occupy a place of authority over tradition, or does tradition
rather occupy a place of authority over Scripture?

Scripture and Tradition: A Solution
Before we attempt to respond to this question, we should first
take time to remember just how it was that Scripture came into
being in the first place. As Grenz and Franke remind us,

[T]he community precedes the production of the scriptural
texts and is responsible for their content and for the
identification  of  particular  texts  for  inclusion  in  an
authoritative canon to which it has chosen to make itself
accountable. Apart from the Christian community, the texts
would not have taken their particular and distinctive shape.
Apart from the authority of the Christian community, there
would be no canon of authorized texts. In short, apart from
the  Christian  community  the  Christian  Bible  would  not
exist.{14}

It  might  now  be  interesting  to  ask  what  the  Christian
community and the Christian Bible have in common. According to
Grenz and Franke, it is the work of the Holy Spirit—a work



that grants to each one its respective authority. They write,

In this conception, the authority of both scripture and
tradition is ultimately an authority derived from the work
of the Spirit. Each is part of an organic unity, so that
even though scripture and tradition are distinguishable,
they are fundamentally inseparable. . . . The authority of
each—tradition as well as scripture—is contingent on the
work of the Spirit, and both scripture and tradition are
fundamental components within an interrelated web of beliefs
that constitutes the Christian faith. To misconstrue the
shape of this relationship by setting scripture over against
tradition or by elevating tradition above scripture is to
fail to comprehend properly the work of the Spirit.{15}

Does this mean, then, that there is no sense in which all of
life  (including  tradition)  should  be  brought  under  the
judgment of Scripture? This does not seem to be what Grenz and
Franke are saying. Although they do contend that the triune
God “is disclosed in polyphonic fashion through scripture, the
church, and even the world,” they then qualify this by noting,
“albeit always normatively through scripture.”{16} In their
view, Scripture is still theology’s “norming norm,” but since
Scripture must always be interpreted, it cannot be easily
separated from tradition. Scripture still holds the place of
prominence in doing theology, but in a carefully nuanced and
qualified way that gives appropriate weight to God’s other
mediums of revelation, such as tradition, creation, and the
church.

Tradition in Scripture and Theology
In one of his 1993 Warfield Lectures, the late Colin Gunton
observed that two of the narrative sections in Paul’s first
letter to the Corinthians contain possibly the most easily
recognizable accounts of “the working of tradition in the New
Testament.”{17} In both 1 Corinthians 11, where Paul discusses



the Lord’s Supper, and 1 Corinthians 15, where he refers to
Jesus’ death and resurrection as the heart of the gospel, Paul
specifically declares that he is delivering to the Corinthians
certain traditions about Jesus which he himself had previously
received. In other words, the biblical writings themselves are
seen to be “part of a tradition of interpretation of that
which is in certain respects prior to them.”{18}

The unique revelation of God in the person of Jesus Christ is
prior to the traditions about Him which Paul had received. And
the traditions which Paul had received, including the meaning
given them by the early church and Paul himself, are also
prior to his deliverance of them to the Corinthians (as well
as  those  of  us  who  have  subsequently  read  this  letter).
Tradition, it seems, cannot always be so easily separated from
the Bible itself.

Of course, very few Christians would disagree that traditions
like those passed on by the Apostle Paul to the Corinthians
are “authoritative for the faith and life of the church.”{19}
The problem rather arises with how the original revelation “is
interpreted and handed on by those who follow the . . .
apostles:  the  way  in  which  revelation  is  mediated  by
tradition.”{20} How should we understand this relationship?

For one thing, we should probably grant a certain degree of
freedom, in response to the Spirit’s guidance, to the way in
which the tradition is articulated in different cultural and
historical contexts. This allows the tradition to grow in a
healthy way which, at the same time, is still amenable to
correction when necessary. Granted, we are speaking of the
development of tradition in something like an ideal setting,
and the world in which we now live is certainly not ideal. But
if tradition is one of the means which God has chosen for
mediating revelation from one generation to another, then for
better or worse, it will (and should) continue to play an
important role in the life of the church. As Gunton wisely
concludes, “although we may and must be critical of tradition,



as the action of fallible and sinful human beings, we may not
lay aside the means which God has himself chosen.”{21}
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“How Can I Trust Christianity
and the Bible Are True With
So  Many  Changes  and
Translations?”
I recently visited the Museum of the Bible in Washington DC. I
was excited to go there, because I thought I would view a lot
of evidence for the faith of Christianity. While that was
true, I was disappointed to leave the museum more confused
than when I had arrived. The history of the Bible section
showed that there have been many changes, corrections and
translations made of the Holy Bible. How do we know that the
Christian faith is the one true thing, and how do we know that
the  Bible  has  been  translated/passed  down  correctly  (and
without error) during all those times of translations?

The  great  news  is  that  we  have  a  crazy  HUGE  number  of
manuscript copies of the New Testament, that allows us to know
with  amazing  accuracy  which  are  the  most  accurate  copies
(because we can identify where the copy mistakes are). I just
checked with the world experts at the Center for the Study of
New  Testament  Manuscripts  (www.csntm.org);  there  are  5500
copies of the Greek New Testament, and 15,000 copies total of
the  various  languages  from  before  the  printing  press  was
invented.

I just used these numbers to update one of my favorite answers
to email on our website: probe.org/the-bible-has-been-changed-
and-corrupted-over-time/

And here is the link to one of our best articles on the Bible:
probe.org/are-the-biblical-documents-reliable/

One  other  article  that  is,  I  believe,  super  powerful  for
building  your  confidence  that  Christianity  is  true:
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Mormon  Beliefs  about
Prophecy,  Heaven,  and
Celestial Marriage
Russ Wise demonstrates some ways in which Mormonism cannot be
true  because  of  false  prophecies.  He  also  examines  their
beliefs about three levels of heaven, and the concept of being
married for eternity, even though scripture contradicts these
doctrines.

The Book of Mormon: A Superior Revelation
or a Hoax?
Missionaries for the Mormon Church have converted millions of
people to the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints by
convincing them that the Book of Mormon is true and superior
to the Bible.

The Book of Mormon claims to be history of “the period from
600 BC to 421 AD during which the Nephite, Lamanite, and
Mulekite civilizations flourished.”{1} It is also believed by
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the Mormon Church that these civilizations were descendants of
Lehi, a Jew who led a colony of people from Jerusalem to the
Americas in 600 BC.

The Nephite prophet Mormon and his son Moroni played major
roles in bringing the lost story of these civilizations to
light. War broke out among the descendants of Lehi, and as
they were about to annihilate one another, Mormon wrote their
history on golden plates and hid them in the hill Cumorah in
New York state.

According to Bruce R. McConkie, a Mormon scholar, the Book of
Mormon has three purposes:

• To bear record of Christ and clarify his Divine Sonship and
mission, proving that he is the Redeemer and Savior;

• To teach the doctrines of the gospel in such a perfect way
that the plan of salvation will be clearly revealed;

• To stand as a witness that Joseph Smith was the Lord’s
anointed through whom the latter-day work of restoration
would be accomplished.{2} (According to the Mormon Church,
Christianity  was  corrupted  after  the  death  of  the  last
apostle and Joseph Smith was anointed by God to restore the
true church.)

Referring to the Book of Mormon, the Mormon apostle Orson
Pratt, said: “This book must be either true or false. If true,
it is one of the most important messages ever sent from God….
If false, it is one of the most cunning, wicked…impositions
ever palmed upon the world, calculated to deceive and ruin
millions.”{3}

It is imperative that we recognize the Book of Mormon for what
it is and challenge those who continue to perpetuate the false
idea that it is true. In order for the Book of Mormon to be
accepted as divine truth, the Bible must be discredited.



The book of 2 Nephi in the Book of Mormon says: “Because that
ye have a Bible ye need not suppose that it contains all my
words.”{4} Joseph Smith said, “I told the brethren that the
Book of Mormon was the most correct of any book on earth, and
the keystone of our religion, and a man would get nearer to
God by abiding by its precepts, than by any other book.”{5}

The underlying problem with the Book of Mormon is that there
is absolutely no objective, external evidence for much of the
information found in the book. And the information that is
trustworthy was plagiarized right out of the King James Bible.
Beyond the fact that the Book of Mormon cannot be verified
externally, the potential convert is told that the Smithsonian
Institution uses the Book of Mormon to aid its archaeological
work. However, in a letter referring to this Mormon claim, the
Smithsonian  Institution  Department  of  Anthropology  states:
“The Smithsonian Institution has never used the Book of Mormon
in any way as a scientific guide. Smithsonian archaeologists
see no connection between the archeology of the New World and
the subject matter of the Book.”{6}

Joseph Fielding Smith, the tenth President of the Church, has
unintentionally  summarized  my  thoughts  about  the  Book  of
Mormon exactly as he stated, “If Joseph Smith was a deceiver,
who willfully attempted to mislead the people, then he should
be exposed; his claims should be refuted, and his doctrines
shown to be false, for the doctrines of an impostor cannot be
made to harmonize in all particulars with divine truth. If his
claims and declarations were built upon fraud and deceit,
there would appear many errors and contradictions which would
be easy to detect.”{7}

It is interesting to note that there have been close to four
thousand corrections made in the Book of Mormon to date. What
an epitaph for a “perfect” book of divine teaching.



Prophesies That Didn’t Come True
Mormon writers have influenced millions of people over the
years  and  have  been  instrumental  in  developing  less  than
truthful statements concerning the church. These statements,
or prophesies, must be looked at carefully, then refuted when
they miss the mark of legitimacy.

It is imperative that we understand the biblical teaching
regarding a prophet. Deuteronomy 18:20-22 says:

But the prophet who presumes to speak a word in My name,
which I have not commanded him to speak, or who speaks in the
name of other gods, that prophet shall die. And if you say in
your heart, ‘How shall we know the word which the Lord has
not spoken?’ When a prophet speaks in the name of the Lord,
if the thing does not happen or come to pass, that is the
thing which the Lord has not spoken, the prophet has spoken
it presumptuously. . .”{8}

If the prophecy does not come to pass, the scripture is plain
in stating that the individual is not a prophet of God and
that he should be put to death. There is no acceptable average
of correctness other than 100% correct, 100% of the time.
Anything less had grave consequences.

The president of the Mormon Church is known as the “Prophet,
Seer, and Revelator” of the church. It is their duty to divine
the word of God, to be His mouthpiece.

Perhaps the most embarrassing prophecy that did not come to
pass  is  the  prophecy  regarding  the  temple  in  Zion.  The
Doctrine and Covenants, a later book of revelations given by
Joseph Smith, says this about the temple:

“Verily this is the word of the Lord, that the city New
Jerusalem  shall  be  built  by  the  gathering  of  the  saints,
beginning at this place…. For verily this generation shall not



all pass away until an house shall be built unto the Lord. .
.”{9}

This prophecy was in reference to Jackson County, Missouri. It
is  interesting  to  note  that  this  prophecy  was  given  in
September of 1832 and that there has not been a temple built
as of this date nor within the generation of those living in
1832.

Another prophecy related to the temple in Zion is found in
Doctrine and Covenants 97:19. It states: “And the nations of
the earth shall honor her, and shall say: Surely Zion is the
city of our God, and surely Zion cannot fall, neither be moved
out of her place, for God is there. . .”

Once again it is noteworthy that a temple was not built in
Missouri, but that a temple WAS built in Salt Lake City. If
the prophecy is true, Salt Lake City cannot be Zion. However,
if Salt Lake City is indeed Zion, the prophecy is utterly
false.

On another occasion, February 14, 1835, Joseph Smith said that
“it was the will of God that those who went to Zion, with a
determination to lay down their lives, if necessary, should be
ordained to the ministry, and go forth to prune the vineyard
for the last time, or the coming of the Lord, which was nigh
even fifty-six years should wind up the scene.”{10} The truth
regarding this prophecy that Jesus would return in 56 years is
obvious to any living today. His bride is yet waiting His
return after one hundred and fifty-five years.

The fact that these and other prophecies of Joseph Smith were
not fulfilled leads us to only one conclusion in light of
Deuteronomy 18:20-22. Joseph Smith was indeed a false prophet.

The  Great  Restoration  or  the  Great



Fabrication?
The Book of Mormon tells us that many of the truths of the
early church were lost when the church fell into apostasy.
Joseph Smith taught that after the death of Jesus Christ and
the apostles, there was a total apostasy. They further teach
that the churches of our day do not represent Christ and have,
in fact, done away with many of the original truths of the
early church. The Book of Mormon states, “they have taken away
from the gospel of the Lamb many parts which are plain and
most precious; and also many covenants of the Lord have they
taken away.”{11}

One major aspect of the restoration which Joseph Smith was
called  to  establish  was  that  of  the  priesthoods—both  the
Aaronic and the Melchizedek.

The Mormon Missionary Handbook indicates that the only ones
who have the authority to baptize new believers are those who
hold the Priesthood in the Mormon Church. However, when one
takes a critical look, it is obvious that the concept of
reintroducing the priesthoods into the church is an unbiblical
endeavor.

This  is  of  primary  importance  when  one  realizes  that  the
structure of the Mormon Church is based on the revelation of
Joseph  Smith.{12}  According  to  the  past  president  of  the
Mormon Church, Spencer W. Kimball, “The priesthood is the
power and authority of God delegated to man on earth to act in
all things pertaining to the salvation of men. It is the means
whereby the Lord acts through men to save souls. Without this
priesthood power, men are lost.”{13} Bishop H. Burke Peterson
declared that the effectiveness of the priest’s authority, or
“the power that comes through that authority—depends on the
patterns of our lives; it depends on our righteousness.”{14}
It is interesting to note that the priest’s power to do the
will of God is not given by the Holy Spirit but comes from
one’s personal righteousness.



David  Witmer,  one  of  the  three  witnesses  to  the  Book  of
Mormon, had this to say about the Priesthoods: “This matter of
‘Priesthood,’ since the days of Sidney Rigdon, has been the
great hobby and stumbling-block of the Latter- Day Saints.
Priesthood  means  authority;  and  authority  is  the  word  we
should use. I do not think the word priesthood is mentioned in
the New Covenant of the Book of Mormon.”{15} Witmer goes on to
say that it was in fact Sydney Rigdon who gave Joseph Smith
the idea of reintroducing the Priesthoods. The Mormon Church
had been operating for two full years before the establishing
of this new line of authority. About two thousand followers
were  baptized  into  the  church  and  confirmed  without  the
advantage of a recognized priest.

David  Witmer  addresses  his  remarks  to  Joseph  Smith  as  he
continues his address to all believers in Christ by saying,
“You have changed the revelations from the way they were first
given and as they are today in the Book of Commandments…. You
have  changed  the  revelations  to  support  the  error  of  a
President  of  the  high  priesthood….  You  have  altered  the
revelations to support you in going beyond the plain teachings
of Christ in the new covenant part of the Book of Mormon.”{16}

Not only does Joseph Smith have problems with his revelation
concerning the priesthoods with the authority of the Book of
Mormon and David Witmer, but the Bible does not help him
either.

It is apparent that when young Joseph was plagiarizing the
Bible  that  he  did  not  look  very  closely  at  the  book  of
Hebrews. If he had, he might have realized that God had sent
His Son to be the eternal High Priest.

Three Chances at Heaven
Joseph Smith was a man of revelation. Perhaps the most welcome
revelations from young Joseph were his new teachings about
salvation. The idea that all people would receive a measure of
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salvation was widely received by the Mormon Church.

As well, his teaching regarding the celestial kingdom found
wide acceptance. According to Bruce R. McConkie, author of
Mormon Doctrine, “Heaven is the celestial Kingdom of God.”{17}
LeGrand Richards, a presiding bishop of the Mormon Church,
says that we have “at least five places to which we may go
after death.”{18} He says we “have three heavens, paradise,
and the hell so often spoken of in the scriptures. . . .”{19}
Joseph Smith taught that “in the celestial glory there are
three heavens or degrees.”{20} However, according to the Holy
Bible, Joseph’s teaching about man’s disposition after death
is anything but scriptural.

The revelation or “The Vision,” as it came to be known, is
found in the Doctrine and Covenants and was given to Joseph
Smith  and  Sidney  Rigdon  on  February  16,  1832.{21}  This
revelation was given by Jesus {vs. 14} to those individuals
who will be in the first resurrection of the Firstborn. The
Firstborn are those who held the priesthood.

The Celestial Kingdom is made up of three levels or degrees of
heaven. The first, or the lower level of heaven, is known as
the telestial glory. This degree of heaven is held for those
“who received not the gospel of Christ, neither the testimony
of Jesus,”{22} but who, nevertheless, did not deny the Holy
Spirit.  The  Telestial  Kingdom  is  for  those  who  chose
wickedness  over  godliness.

The second degree of heaven is the terrestrial glory. This
level is held for those “who, though honorable, failed to
comply with the requirements for exaltation, were blinded by
the craftiness of men and unable to receive and obey the
higher  laws  of  God.”{23}  Likewise,  it  is  for  those  who
rejected  Christ  in  mortal  life  but  accepted  Him
afterwards.{24}

The third, or the highest level, of heaven is that of the



celestial. This degree is held for those who have received the
Temple ordinances. They have been married in the Temple for
all time and eternity and they are gods.{25} According to
James E. Talmage, they “have striven to obey all the divine
commandments,.  .  .have  accepted  the  testimony  of  Christ,
obeyed ‘the laws and ordinances of the Gospel,’ and received
the Holy Spirit.”{26} Therefore, they are entitled to the
highest glory.

The remaining options for the individual who does not qualify
for the celestial glories are paradise and perdition, for the
Latter- day Saints do not believe in a hell. Joseph Smith put
it this way: “There is no hell. All will find a measure of
salvation.”{27}

At death the individual’s spirit goes either to paradise to
later  be  judged  and  offered  one  of  the  three  degrees  of
heaven, or his spirit is sent to perdition where it is given a
chance to repent and thus gain a higher heavenly option.

Perdition,  commonly  known  as  Spirit-Prison  Hell,  is  a
temporary state even though it lasts more than a thousand
years. It is interesting to note that the Book of Mormon does
not seem to agree with the Doctrine and Covenants where it
clearly states there is no second chance for repentance after
death. Alma 34:32 states,

“For behold this life is the time for men to prepare to meet
God….Do not procrastinate the day of your repentance until
the end…if ye have procrastinated the day of your repentance
even until death, behold, ye have become subjected to the
spirit of the devil, and he doth seal you his; therefore, the
Spirit of the Lord hath withdrawn from you, and hath no place
in you, and the devil hath all power over you; and this is
the final state of the wicked.”{28}

Once again it becomes evident that Joseph Smith changed his
mind regarding another key revelation, since the teaching of



the Bible does not correspond to the changeableness of the
Mormon prophet. We must conclude that Mormonism completely
lacks of any biblical basis and is truly another gospel.

Celestial Marriage: Fact or Fiction?
Eternal Marriage is essential for exaltation. A key element of
Mormon  doctrine  and  the  foundation  for  exaltation  in  the
highest  heaven  is  celestial  marriage.  Exaltation  is  the
primary goal for each Mormon to achieve. To understand the
Latter-Day Saints’ desire to enter into an eternal marriage it
is important to understand the term “exaltation.”

Exaltation, according to an official Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints publication, “is eternal life, the kind of
life that God lives. He lives in great glory. He is perfect.
He possesses all knowledge and all wisdom. He is the father of
spirit children. He is a creator. We can become gods like our
Heavenly Father. This is exaltation.”{29}

We find in the Book of Moses in Mormon scriptures God saying,
“This is my work and my glory—to bring to pass the immortality
and eternal life of man.”{30}—in other words, to help man and
woman become gods and goddesses in the celestial kingdom.

“An eternal marriage must be performed by one who holds the
sealing powers and authority”{31}—one who holds the priesthood
authority.  The  marriage  “must  also  be  done  in  the  proper
place. The proper place is in one of the holy temples of our
Lord. The temple is the only place this holy ordinance can be
performed.”{32} Mormons believe that if they are married by
any other authority the marriage is for this life only and
therefore negates their opportunity for celestial exaltation.

William Clayton, Hyrum Smith’s clerk, was present when Joseph
Smith  first  announced  the  revelation  regarding  plural  and
celestial marriage. Clayton wrote that from Joseph he “learned
that the doctrine of plural and celestial marriage is the most



holy and important doctrine ever revealed to man on earth, and
that  without  obedience  to  that  principle  no  man  can  ever
attain to the fullness of exaltation in celestial glory.”{33}

This revelation was first given publicly at Nauvoo, Illinois,
July 12, 1843. In May of that year Joseph revealed that “In
the celestial glory there are three heavens or degrees; and in
order to obtain the highest, a man must enter into this order
of the priesthood [meaning the new and everlasting covenant of
marriage];  and  if  he  does  not,  he  cannot  obtain  it.”{34}
Joseph goes on to reveal that “if ye abide not that covenant,
then are ye damned.”{35}

It  has  already  been  pointed  out  that  the  individual  will
receive a measure of salvation regardless of his disposition.
The recurring question that remains is, Why should I subject
myself to the regimen of the church (ie. the hassles) if I
will receive salvation anyway? We find the answer further in
the revelation. “We must be obedient to every covenant that we
make in the temple of the Lord. He (God) has said that if we
are true and faithful we shall pass by the angels to our
exaltation. We will become gods.”{36} The Mormon hopes to
become a god himself but only if he is in complete compliance
with the church.

It is noteworthy that the teaching that reveals the foundation
for celestial marriage {exaltation} is not to be found in the
Book of Mormon, the “most correct” of any book on earth.{37}
Therefore, it seems that the motivation for entering into
celestial marriage is not based on fact but on the possibility
of being a god or a goddess.

The teachings of the Mormon church often go unchallenged and
many in the church, along with a growing number outside its
doors believe it to be a Christian institution. Those in the
church have in many cases been “fellowshipped”; that is, they
have been catered to for the specific reason of gaining their
membership in the church. Often these members have not clearly



discerned the doctrine of the church.

Those outside the Mormon Church see the good works of its
members  and  because  of  their  lack  of  understanding  of
Christian teaching and their acute lack of knowledge regarding
Mormon sources, they tend to think that the Mormon church is
as  Christian  as  the  Baptists,  Methodists  and  the
Presbyterians.

Brigham  Young,  second  President  of  the  Mormon  Church,
challenged the world to test the teachings of the Latter-Day
Saints. This essay is an answer to his challenge.
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The  Pagan  Connection:  Did
Christianity Borrow from the
Mystery Religions?
Dr. Pat Zukeran examines the myths from mystery religions
which are sometimes argued to be the source of our Gospel
accounts  of  Jesus.  He  finds  that  any  such  connection  is
extremely weak and does not detract from the reliability of
the gospel message.

One of the popular ideas being promoted today especially on
the internet is the idea that the miracle stories of Jesus
were borrowed from ancient pagan myths. Timothy Freke and
Peter Gandy write in their book The Laughing Jesus, “Each
mystery religion taught its own version of the myth of the
dying and resurrecting Godman, who was known by different
names  in  different  places.  In  Egypt,  where  the  mysteries
began, he was Osiris. In Greece he became Dionysus, in Asia
Minor he is known as Attis, in Syria he is Adonis, in Persia
he is Mithras, in Alexandria he is Serapis, to name a few.”{1}

Proponents of this idea point out that there are
several parallels between these pagan myths and the
story of Jesus Christ. Parallels including a virgin
birth, a divine Son of God, the god dying for
mankind, resurrection from the dead, and others are
cited. Skeptics allege that Christianity did not present any
unique teaching, but borrowed the majority of its tenets from
the mystery religions.

Indeed,  some  of  the  alleged  parallels  appear  to  be  quite
striking. One example is the god Mithras. This myth teaches
that Mithras was born of a virgin in a cave, that he was a
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traveling  teacher  with  twelve  disciples,  promised  his
disciples eternal life, and sacrificed himself for the world.
The god Dionysius miraculously turns water into wine. The
Egyptian god Osiris is killed and then resurrects from the
dead.

This position was taught in the nineteenth century by the
History of Religions School, but by the mid-twentieth century
this view was shown to be false and it was abandoned even by
those  who  believed  Christianity  was  purely  a  natural
religion.{2} Ron Nash wrote, “During a period of time running
roughly from about 1890 to 1940, scholars often alleged that
primitive  Christianity  had  been  heavily  influenced  by
Platonism, Stoicism, the pagan religions, or other movements
in the Hellenistic world. Largely as a result of a series of
scholarly books and articles written in rebuttal, allegations
of  early  Christianity’s  dependence  on  its  Hellenistic
environment  began  to  appear  much  less  frequently  in  the
publications of Bible scholars and classical scholars. Today
most Bible scholars regard the question as a dead issue.”{3}

Despite the fact that many of the arguments were rejected,
this  theory  has  once  again  emerged  through  the  popular
writings of skeptics.

What makes Christianity unique among the world religions is
that it is a historical faith based on the historical person
of Christ who lived a miraculous life. In what follows, we
will examine Christianity to see if it teaches a unique Savior
or if it is simply a copy of these pagan myths.

Fallacies of the Theory
There are several flaws with the theory that Christianity
isn’t unique. New Testament scholars Ed Komoszewski, James
Sawyer, and Dan Wallace point out several fallacies. The first
is  the  composite  fallacy.  Proponents  of  this  view  lump



together pagan religions as if they are one religion when
making comparisons to Christianity. An attempt is made to show
strong  parallels  by  combining  features  from  various
religions.{4} However, when the individual myths themselves
are studied, the reader soon finds major differences and very
little commonality.

A second fallacy is a fallacy of terminology. Christian terms
are used to describe pagan beliefs, and then it is concluded
that there are parallel origins and meanings. Although the
terms used are the same, however, there are big differences
between Christian and pagan practices and definitions.{5}

A third fallacy is the chronological fallacy. Supporters of
the theory incorrectly assume that Christianity borrowed many
of its ideas from the mystery religions, but the evidence
reveals it was actually the other way around. There is no
archaeological  evidence  that  mystery  religions  were  in
Palestine in the first century A.D. Jews and early Christians
loathed  syncretism  with  other  religions.  They  were
uncompromisingly monotheistic while Greeks were polytheistic.
Christians also strongly defended the uniqueness of Christ
(Acts 4:12). Although Christians encountered pagan religions,
they opposed any adopting of foreign beliefs.{6} Ron Nash
stated, “The uncompromising monotheism and the exclusiveness
that  the  early  church  preached  and  practiced  make  the
possibility  of  any  pagan  inroads  .  .  .  unlikely  if  not
impossible.”{7}

Fourth is the intentional fallacy. Christianity has a linear
view of history. History is moving in a purposeful direction.
There is a purpose for mankind’s existence; history is moving
in a direction to fulfill God’s plan for the ages. The mystery
religions have a cyclical view of history. History continues
in a never ending cycle or repetition often linked with the
vegetation cycle.{8}

Christianity  gains  its  source  from  Judaism,  not  Greek



mythology. Jesus, Paul, and the apostles appeal to the Old
Testament, and you find direct teachings and fulfillments in
the New Testament. Teachings such as one God, blood atonement
for sin, salvation by grace, sinfulness of mankind, bodily
resurrection, are sourced in Judaism and foreign to Greek
mythology. The idea of resurrection was not taught in any
Greek  mythological  work  prior  to  the  late  second  century
A.D.{9}

Legends of the Mystery Religions
As  noted  above,  critics  of  Christianity  point  to  several
parallels between Christianity and the myths of the mystery
religions. However, a brief study of the legends reveals that
there are few if any parallels to the life of Jesus Christ.
Historians acknowledge that there are several variations to
many of these myths and that they also evolved and changed
under the influence of Roman culture and, later, Christianity.
Historical research indicates that it was not until the third
century A.D. that Christianity and the mystery religions came
into real contact with one another.{10} A brief overview of
some of the most popular myths reveals the lack of resemblance
with Christianity.

In the matter of death and resurrection, major differences are
seen between Christianity and pagan myths. First, none of the
resurrections in these myths involve the God of the universe
dying a voluntary death for His creation. Only Jesus died for
sins; the death of other gods was due to hunting accidents,
emasculation, and other calamities. The gods in these stories
die by compulsion, not by choice, sometimes in bitterness and
despair, never in self-giving love.{11}

Second, Jesus died once for all (Heb. 7:27, 9:25-28), while
pagan gods repeat the death and rebirth cycle yearly with the
seasons.



Third, Jesus’ death was not a defeat but a triumph. The New
Testament’s mood of victory and joy (1 Cor. 15:50-57 and Col.
2:13-15) stands in contrast to the mood of pagan myths which
is dark and sorrowful over the fate of their gods.

Finally,  Jesus’  death  was  an  actual  event  in  history.
Christianity insists on and defends the historical credibility
of the Gospel accounts while the pagan cults make no such
attempt.{12}

A popular myth that some believe parallels the resurrection of
Christ is the story of Osiris. The cult of the gods Osiris and
his wife Isis originated in Egypt. According to the legend,
Osiris’ wicked brother Set murdered him and sank his coffin to
the bottom of the Nile. Isis recovered the coffin and returned
it to Egypt. However, Set discovered the body, cut it into
fourteen pieces, and threw the pieces into the Nile. Isis
collected thirteen of the body parts and bandaged the body,
making the first mummy. Osiris was transformed and became the
ruler  of  the  underworld,  and  exists  in  a  state  of  semi-
consciousness.

This  legend  hardly  parallels  the  resurrection  of  Christ.
Osiris is not resurrected from death to life. Instead he is
changed into another form and lives in the underworld in a
zombie  state.  Christ  rose  physically  from  the  grave,
conquering sin and death. The body that was on the cross was
raised in glory.

Resurrection Parallels
Two other popular myths compared to Christianity are those of
Mithras and Attis.

There is a belief that the story of Mithras contains a death
and  resurrection.  However,  there  is  no  teaching  in  early
Mithraism of neither his death nor his resurrection. Ron Nash
stated,  “Mithraism  had  no  concept  of  the  death  and



resurrection  of  its  god  and  no  place  for  any  concept  of
rebirth — at least during its early stages. . . . Moreover,
Mithraism was basically a military cult. Therefore, one must
be skeptical about suggestions that it appealed to nonmilitary
people like the early Christians.”{13}

Moreover, Mithraism flowered after Christianity, not before,
so Christianity could not have copied from it. The timing is
incorrect to have influenced the development of first-century
Christianity.  It  is  most  likely  the  reverse:  Christianity
influenced  Mithraism.  Edwin  Yamauchi,  one  of  the  foremost
scholars on ancient Persia and Mithraism states, “The earnest
mithraea are dated to the early second century. There are a
handful of inscriptions that date to the early second century,
but the vast majority of texts are dated after A.D. 140. Most
of what we have as evidence of Mithraism comes in the second,
third, and fourth centuries AD. That’s basically what’s wrong
with the theories about Mithraism influencing the beginnings
of Christianity.”{14}

The legend of Attis was popular in the Hellenistic world.
According to this legend, Cybele, also known as the mother
goddess, fell in love with a young Phrygian shepherd named
Attis. However, he was unfaithful to her so she caused him to
go mad. In his insanity, he castrated himself and died. Cybele
mourned greatly (which caused death to enter into the world).
She preserved Attis’ dead body, allowing his hair to grow and
little finger to move. In some versions, Attis returns to life
in the form of an evergreen tree. However, there is no bodily
resurrection to life. All versions teach that Attis remained
dead. Any account of a resurrection of Attis does not appear
till a hundred and fifty years after Christ.{15}

To  sum  up,  the  claim  that  Christianity  adopted  its
resurrection  account  from  the  pagan  mystery  religions  is
false. There are very few parallels to the resurrection of
Christ.  The  idea  of  a  physical  resurrection  to  glory  is
foreign to these religions, and the stories of dying a rising



gods do not appear till well after Christianity.

Myths of a Virgin Birth
Let us now look-at the alleged parallels between virgin births
in  the  mystery  religions  and  the  virgin  birth  of  Christ.
Parallels quickly break down when the facts are analyzed. In
the pagan myths, the gods lust after women, take on human
form,  and  enter  into  physical  relationships.  Also,  the
offspring that are produced are half human and half divine
beings in contrast to Christ who is fully human and fully
divine, the creator of the universe who existed from eternity
past.

The alleged parallels to the virgin birth are found in the
legends of Dionysus and Mithras. Dionysus is the god of wine.
In this story, Zeus disguised as a man had relations with
Semele and she became pregnant. In a jealous rage, Hera, Zeus’
wife, attempted to burn Semele. Zeus rescued the fetus and
sewed it into his thigh until the offspring, Dionysus, was
born. The birth of Dionysus was the result of a sexual union
of Zeus, in the form of a man, and Semele. This cannot be
considered a virgin birth.

One of the popular cults of the later Roman Empire was the
cult  of  Mithra  which  originated  in  Persia.  Mithra  was
supposedly born when he emerged from a rock; he was carrying a
knife and torch and wearing a Phrygian cap. He battled first
with the sun and then with a primeval bull, thought to be the
first act of creation. Mithra slew the bull, which then became
the ground of life for the human race.{16} The birth of Mithra
from a rock, born fully grown, hardly parallels the virgin
birth of Christ.

New  Testament  scholar.  Raymond  Brown  states  that  alleged
virgin parallels “consistently involve a type of hieros gamos
where a divine male, in human or other form, impregnates a



woman, either through normal sexual intercourse or through
some  substitute  form  of  penetration.  They  are  not  really
similar to non-sexual virginal conception that is at the core
of the infancy narratives, a conception where there is no male
deity or element to impregnate Mary.”{17}

The Gospel of Luke teaches that the Holy Spirit came upon
Mary,  and  through  the  power  of  the  Most  High  she  became
pregnant. Mary had no physical relationship with a man or a
deity who became a man.

Our study of the mystery religions reveals very few parallels
with  Christianity.  For  this  reason,  the  theory  that
Christianity  copied  its  major  tenets  from  the  mystery
religions  should  be  rejected.
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Pornography  –  A  Biblical
Worldview Perspective
Kerby Anderson looks at pornography from a biblical worldview
perspective. He clearly chronicles the physical, emotional and
spiritual  harm  created  by  pornography  and  lays  out  the
scriptural warnings to protect us from its degrading effects.

Pornography has been tearing apart the very fabric of modern
society,  but  the  problem  has  been  made  much  worse  with
pornography’s proliferation through the Internet. Studies show
that 40 million adults regularly visit Internet pornography
sites.{1} To put that in perspective, that is ten times the
amount of people who regularly watch baseball.

When I first started writing about pornography in
the 1980s, it was already a multi-billion dollar-a-
year  business  mostly  promoted  through  so-called
“adult bookstores” and pornographic magazines. With
the development of videos, DVDs, and the Internet,
pornography has become ubiquitous.

The wages of sin are enormous when pornography is involved.
Revenue from Internet porn exceeds by nearly a 2 to 1 ratio,
the combined revenues of ABC, CBS, and NBC.{2} And sales of
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pornographic material on the Internet surpass the cumulative
sales of all other products sold online.{3}

The  current  estimate  is  the  there  are  over  4  million
pornographic websites representing almost 400 million pages of
pornographic material.{4}

Pornography is not just something a few men view in the late
hours in the privacy of their homes. At least 70 percent of
porn  is  downloaded  during  work  hours  (9  am  to  5  pm).  A
percentage of those who do so admit to accessing pornography
at work.

And pornography also affects those in church. According to
Leadership Journal, 40 percent of pastors admit to visiting a
pornographic  website.{5}  And  at  one  Promise  Keepers
Convention, 53 percent of men admitted to visiting a porn site
the week before.{6}

The impact pornography is having on young people is alarming.
It used to be that when you would ask someone when they first
saw pornography they would tell you a story about seeing a
porn magazine at a friend’s house when they were in middle
school or high school. Now a child in grade school has already
seen images that were only available in an adult bookstore a
few years ago. At one time these images were inaccessible to
youth; now they are merely a mouse click away. The average age
of first exposure to Internet pornography is 11 years old. And
the largest consumer of Internet pornography is the 12-17 age
group.{7}

How  should  we  define  pornography?  What  is  the  effect  on
individuals and society? And what is a biblical perspective on
this? I deal with each of these questions in detail in my
book, Christians Ethics in Plain Language.{8} In the next
section, we address some of these questions.



Definition and Types of Pornography
How should we define pornography? Pornography has been defined
as  material  that  “is  predominantly  sexually  explicit  and
intended primarily for the purpose of sexual arousal.” Hard-
core pornography “is sexually explicit in the extreme, and
devoid of any other apparent content or purpose.”{9}

Another important term is obscenity. In the 1973 Supreme Court
case of Miller v. California, the justices set forth a three-
part test to define obscenity:{10}

(a)  The  average  person,  applying  contemporary  community
standards, would find the work, taken as a whole, appeals to
the prurient interest.

(b) The work depicts or describes, in a patently offensive
way, sexual conduct specifically defined by the applicable
state law, and

(c) The work, taken as a whole, lacks serious literary,
artistic, political, or scientific value.

What  are  the  types  of  pornography?  The  first  type  of
pornography is adult magazines, which are primarily directed
toward  adult  male  readers.  The  magazines  with  the  widest
distribution (Playboy and Penthouse) do not violate the Miller
standards of obscenity and thus can be legally distributed.

The second type of pornography is video. Videocassettes or
DVDs are rented or sold in most adult bookstores and the
Internet. They have become a growth industry for pornography.

The third type of pornography is motion pictures. Ratings
standards are being relaxed, and many pornographic movies are
being shown and distributed carrying R and NC-17 ratings. Many
of  these  so-called  “hard  R”  rated  films  would  have  been
considered obscene just a few decades ago.



A  fourth  type  of  pornography  is  television.  As  in  motion
pictures,  standards  for  commercial  television  have  been
continuously  lowered.  But  cable  television  poses  an  even
greater threat. The Federal Communications Commission does not
regulate cable in the same way it does public access stations.
Thus, many pornographic movies are shown on cable television.

A fifth type of pornography is audio porn, which includes
“Dial-a-porn”  telephone  calls,  the  second  fastest  growth
market  of  pornography.  Although  most  of  the  messages  are
within the Miller definition of obscenity, these businesses
continue to thrive and are often used by children.

A  sixth  type  of  pornography  is  “cyberporn,”  or  Internet
pornography. Virtually anyone can download and view hard-core
pictures, movies, online chat, and even live sex acts through
the Internet.

Addiction to Pornography

Victor  Cline,  a  psychologist,  documented  how  men  become
addicted to pornographic materials, then begin to desire more
explicit or deviant material, and finally act out what they
have seen.{11} He maintained “that memories of experiences
that  occurred  at  times  of  emotional  arousal  (which  could
include  sexual  arousal)  are  imprinted  on  the  brain  by
epinephrine, an adrenal gland hormone, and are difficult to
erase.  This  may  partly  explain  pornography’s  addicting
effect.”{12}

Other  research  showed  that  biochemical  and  neurological
responses in individuals who are aroused release the adrenal
hormone  epinephrine  in  the  brain,  which  is  why  one  can
remember pornographic images seen years before. In response to
pleasure, nerve endings release chemicals that reinforce the
body’s own desire to repeat the process.{13} Kimberly Young,
an authority on Internet addiction, found that 90 percent of
those who became addicted to cyberporn became addicted to the



two-way communication functions: chat rooms, newsgroups, and
e-mail.{14}

Psychologists identified a five-step pattern in pornographic
addiction.  The  first  step  is  exposure.  Addicts  have  been
exposed to pornography in many ways, ranging from sexual abuse
as  children  to  looking  at  widely  available  pornographic
magazines.

The second step is addiction. People who continually expose
themselves to pornography “keep coming back for more and more”
in order to get new sexual highs. James L. McCough of the
University of California at Irvine said that “experiences at
times of emotional or sexual arousal get locked in the brain
by the chemical epinephrine and become virtually impossible to
erase.”{15}

A third step is escalation. Previous sexual highs become more
difficult to attain; therefore users of pornography begin to
look for more exotic forms of sexual behavior to bring them
stimulation.

A fourth step is desensitization. What was initially shocking
becomes routine. Shocking and disgusting sexual behavior is no
longer avoided but is sought out for more intense stimulation.
Concern about pain and degradation get lost in the pursuit of
the next sexual experience.

A fifth step is acting out fantasies. People do what they have
seen and find pleasurable. Not every pornography addict will
become a serial murderer or a rapist. But many do look for
ways to act out their sexual fantasies

In my book Christian Ethics in Plain Language, I discuss in
further detail the issue of pornographic addiction as well as
describe the social and psychological effects of pornography.



Social Effects
Defining the social effects of pornography has been difficult
because of some of the prevailing theories of its impact. One
theory  was  that  pornography  actually  performs  a  positive
function  in  society  by  acting  like  a  “safety  valve”  for
potential sexual offenders.

The most famous proponent of this theory was Berl Kutchinsky,
a criminologist at the University of Copenhagen. His famous
study on pornography found that when the Danish government
lifted restrictions on pornography, the number of sex crimes
decreased.{16} Therefore, he concluded that the availability
of pornography siphons off dangerous sexual impulses. But when
the data for his “safety-valve” theory was further evaluated,
many of his research flaws began to show.

For  example,  Kutchinsky  failed  to  distinguish  between
different  kinds  of  sex  crimes  (such  as  rape  and  indecent
exposure) and instead merely lumped them together, effectively
masking an increase in rape statistics. He also failed to
consider that increased tolerance for certain crimes (public
nudity and sex with a minor) may have contributed to a drop in
the reported crimes.

Proving  cause  and  effect  in  pornography  is  virtually
impossible because, ethically, researchers cannot do certain
kinds of research. As Dolf Zillman said, “Men cannot be placed
at  risk  of  developing  sexually  violent  inclinations  by
extensive exposure to violent or nonviolent pornography, and
women cannot be placed at risk of becoming victims of such
inclinations.”{17}

Nevertheless, a number of compelling statistics suggest that
pornography  does  have  profound  social  consequences.  For
example,  of  the  1,400  child  sexual  molestation  cases  in
Louisville, Kentucky, between July 1980 and February 1984,
adult pornography was connected with each incident and child



pornography with the majority of them.{18}

Extensive  interviews  with  sex  offenders  (rapists,  incest
offenders,  and  child  molesters)  have  uncovered  a  sizable
percentage  of  offenders  who  use  pornography  to  arouse
themselves  before  and  during  their  assaults.{19}  Police
officers have seen the impact pornography has had on serial
murders. In fact, pornography consumption is one of the most
common  profile  characteristics  of  serial  murders  and
rapists.{20}

Professor Cass Sunstein, writing in the Duke Law Journal, said
that  some  sexual  violence  against  women  “would  not  have
occurred  but  for  the  massive  circulation  of  pornography.”
Citing cross-cultural data, he concluded, “The liberalization
of pornography laws in the United States, Britain, Australia,
and the Scandinavian countries has been accompanied by a rise
in reported rape rates. In countries where pornography laws
have not been liberalized, there has been a less steep rise in
reported rapes. And in countries where restrictions have been
adopted, reported rapes have decreased.”{21}

Biblical Perspective
God created men and women in His image (Gen. 1:27) as sexual
beings. But because of sin in the world (Rom. 3:23), sex has
been misused and abused (Rom. 1:24-25).

Pornography attacks the dignity of men and women created in
the image of God. Pornography also distorts God’s gift of sex
which should be shared only within the bounds of marriage (1
Cor. 7:2-3). When the Bible refers to human sexual organs, it
often employs euphemisms and indirect language. Although there
are some exceptions (a woman’s breasts and womb are sometimes
mentioned),  generally  Scripture  maintains  a  basic  modesty
towards a man’s or woman’s sexual organs.

Moreover, Scripture specifically condemns the practices that



result  from  pornography  such  as  sexual  exposure  (Gen.
9:21-23),  adultery  (Lev.  18:20),  bestiality  (Lev.  18:23),
homosexuality (Lev. 18:22 and 20:13), incest (Lev. 18:6-18),
and prostitution (Deut. 23:17-18).

A biblical perspective of human sexuality must recognize that
sexual intercourse is exclusively reserved for marriage for
the following purposes. First, it establishes the one-flesh
union (Gen. 2:24-25; Matt. 19:4-6). Second, it provides for
sexual intimacy within the marriage bond. The use of the word
“know”  indicates  a  profound  meaning  of  sexual  intercourse
(Gen.  4:1).  Third,  sexual  intercourse  is  for  the  mutual
pleasure of husband and wife (Prov. 5:18-19). Fourth, sexual
intercourse is for procreation (Gen. 1:28).

The Bible also warns against the misuse of sex. Premarital and
extramarital sex is condemned (1 Cor. 6:13-18; 1 Thess. 4:3).
Even thoughts of sexual immorality (often fed by pornographic
material) are condemned (Matt. 5:27-28).

Moreover, Christians must realize that pornography can have
significant harmful effects on the user. These include: a
comparison mentality, a performance-based sexuality, a feeling
that only forbidden things are sexually satisfying, increased
guilt, decreased self concept, and obsessive thinking.

Christians, therefore, must do two things. First, they must
work to keep themselves pure by fleeing immorality (1 Cor.
6:18) and thinking on those things which are pure (Phil. 4:8).
As  a  man  thinks  in  his  heart,  so  is  he  (Prov.  23:7).
Christians must make no provision for the flesh (Rom. 13:14).
Pornography will fuel the sexual desire in abnormal ways and
can  eventually  lead  to  even  more  debase  perversion.  We,
therefore, must “abstain from fleshly lusts which war against
the soul” (1 Peter 2:11). Second, Christians must work to
remove the sexual perversion of pornography from society.
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membership  in  the  United  States  and  6.2  million  members
worldwide. In fact, the Mormon church is doubling in size
every ten years. It took 117 years for the Mormon church to
reach one million members and a short five years to add a
fourth million to its membership.

Joseph  Smith,  the  founder  of  the  Mormon  church  in  1830,
declared  that  he  was  chosen  by  God  to  restore  true
Christianity to human kind. Think about it, Christianity was
lost after the death of the last disciple; and Joseph Smith, a
young man fourteen years of age would be used by God to
restore the lost truths of Christianity. The young prophet was
not greeted by enthusiasm but received ridicule instead.

Brigham Young, the successor to Joseph Smith said this about
Mormonism: “I say to the whole world, receive the truth, no
matter who presents it to you. Take up the Bible, compare the
religion of the Latter-day Saints with it, and see if it will
stand the test.”{1}

According to Spencer W. Kimball, the past president of the
church, the goal of the Mormon church is to bring light into
the world and the charge to convert the people of the world to
accept the truth. He stated: “This is what we want—the total
membership of all the world as indicated by the Lord.”{2} The
Latter-day Saints are not only interested in converting the
living to their truth but the dead as well.

In the mid 1820’s a great revival broke out in the Methodist
Church in upstate New York and quickly spread to the Baptist
and Presbyterian churches. As a new convert, young Joseph was
confused as to which church he should join. Because of his
unrest he went into the woods to pray for God’s guidance in
the matter. It was there that he saw a vision that set a new
course for his life and millions of others. However, this
foundation block has been rehewn over the years.

There are no less than nine versions of this one vision. There



are three versions given by Joseph Smith himself. The first
version was dictated by Joseph Smith in 1838 and published in
1842. It stated that he was fourteen years of age, that God
and Jesus had appeared to him and told him that all churches
were wrong.{3} Another version was dictated with portions in
Joseph Smith’s handwriting in 1831 or 1832. It stated that he
was sixteen years of age, that Jesus had appeared and that by
searching the Bible, he had found that all religions were
wrong.

It’s  amazing  to  me,  and  I  suppose  you,  too,  that  these
accounts—as divergent as they are—could lend credibility to
young Joseph’s vision. If you were a witness of a crime and
gave views as different as these, one would question your
presence at the event.

Prophet David O. McKay says that: “The appearing of the Father
and  the  Son  to  Joseph  Smith  is  the  foundation  of  this
church.”{4} I find it ludicrous that so many would place their
faith on such a shaky foundation. Jesus called Peter the rock
and that on that rock he would build his church.

Sources of Mormon Doctrine
The Book of Mormon is believed by Mormons to be the “fullness
of the everlasting gospel.”{5} If this is true, then why so
many additions to it?

Mormon doctrine is primarily received by the Prophet of the
church. The Prophet Ezra Taft Benson, spoke at Brigham Young
University on February 26, 1980. During his remarks he gave
the current teaching regarding the absolute authority of this
high office. He stated: “Keep your eye on the President of the
church. If he ever tells you to do anything, and it is wrong,
and you do it, the Lord will bless you for it.”

The Living Prophet is the first line of authority for the
Mormons. The present Prophet can overturn any prior teaching



of a past Prophet, including that of Joseph Smith. Brigham
Young said that (paraphrased) when compared with the living
Prophet, the Bible, the Book of Mormon and other standard
works of the church are nothing to him. They do not convey the
word of God as does the Prophet.

President Joseph Fielding Smith declared that at every General
Conference  of  the  church  the  speakers  are  giving  forth
scripture that is equal to anything in the Bible or the Book
of Mormon.

To contrast the teaching of this evolutionary prophet, the
Bible tells us that God is an unchanging God. Malachi 3:6
says: “For I the Lord do not change…” God’s character does not
change; He is the same yesterday, today and forever; nor does
he change his mind.”

The second source of authority for the Mormon is the Doctrine
and Covenants and was written after the Book of Mormon. The
Doctrine and Covenants contains revelations received by Joseph
Smith after the publication of the Book of Mormon. For the
Mormon, the Doctrine and Covenants has authority over the Book
of  Mormon  since  it  reveals  “latter-day”  truth.  It’s
interesting  to  note  that  there  are  a  large  number  of
contradictions  between  the  two.

The History of Joseph Smith, another source of authority,
states this regarding the Book of Mormon: “He said there was a
book deposited, written upon gold plates. . ., he also said
that the fullness of the everlasting gospel was contained in
it,  as  delivered  by  the  saviour  to  the  ancient
inhabitants.”{6}

Let me underscore the phrase “the fullness of the everlasting
gospel was contained in it.” If we can allow the English
language to speak for itself, I think one would have to agree
that what Joseph Smith is saying here is that the Book of
Mormon is the full presentation of the everlasting gospel—that



God has “said it all”—right here. If this is true, then the
prophet has shot himself in the foot. Where, then, lies the
authority  for  the  Doctrine  and  Covenants  and  the  other
standard works of the Mormon church?

The Pearl of Great Price is made up of three books: The Book
of Moses, the Book of Abraham and the writings of Joseph
Smith.

The Book of Abraham is unique in that it was translated much
the same way as the Book of Mormon. The Book of Abraham was
translated from some ancient records from the catacombs of
Egypt. Joseph Smith believed these records to be written by
Abraham’s own hand and called it “The Book of Abraham.”

To shed light on the veracity of Joseph Smith’s translation,
three  well-known  Egyptologists  were  allowed  to  give
independent translations of the papyri. Each one, independent
of the other, came to the same astonishing conclusion. The
Book of Abraham, as translated by Joseph Smith, was a farce.
He had taken one proper name and translated it into some 85
words with eleven proper names. Joseph Smith did not get even
one  word  correct  in  the  whole  translation.  However,  the
manuscript  was  plagiarized  from  the  Egyptian  “Book  of
Breathings.”

It is hard to reach any other conclusion than that Joseph
Smith’s  explanations  were  products  of  his  creative
imagination.  If,  in  fact,  Joseph  Smith’s  credibility
concerning these sources is faulty, then can we dare assume
that the balance of his teaching represents the truth?

Why Mormons Reject the Bible
Mormonism  has  become  America’s  most  successful  home-grown
religion; but are they the only true church, as they believe?

The Mormons insist that they do not reject the Bible—in fact,
you might have seen their missionaries use the Bible. However,



they consider it only partially complete.

The Church News, a Mormon newspaper, carried this statement
concerning the Bible: “It is the Word of God. It is not
perfect. The prophet Joseph made many corrections in it.”{7}

The Book of Mormon echoes this idea in First Nephi 13:26: “… a
great and abominable church which is most abominable above all
other churches; for behold, they have taken away from the
gospel  of  the  lamb  many  parts  which  are  plain  and  most
precious…”

To better understand the Mormon disregard for the Bible, we
need to be aware of how they view the Christian church. The
apostle Orson Pratt, in his book The Seer says this about the
Christian  community:  “Both  Catholics  and  Protestants  are
nothing  less  than  the  ‘whore  of  Babylon’  whom  the  Lord
denounces  by  the  mouth  of  John  the  Revelator  as  having
corrupted  all  the  earth  by  their  fornications  and
wickedness.”{8}

The Mormon church views the Christian pastor or priest as a
hireling of Satan. But where did Joseph Smith get this idea?

Shortly after the religious awakening in upstate New York,
Joseph Smith had a vision. In the vision he asked God which
Christian church he should join. Joseph Smith writes in The
Pearl of Great Price: “I was answered that I must join none of
them, for they were all wrong; the Personage who addressed me
said  that  all  their  creeds  were  an  abomination  in  his
sight.”{9}

I  believe  that  one  could  safely  say  that  Joseph  Smith
considered the Christian church to be a false church. Because
of this basic premise, the logical conclusion would be, if the
church  is  false,  then  the  source  of  its  doctrine—the
Bible—must  be  false  as  well.  Therefore,  one  can  better
understand the motivation behind the eighth article of faith
of the Mormon church: “We believe the Bible to be the word of



God as far as it is translated correctly.”

Joseph Smith has, in effect, set the stage whereby he can
rewrite the Bible,{10} or add to it, to establish his personal
theology. The Mormon church believes that Joseph Smith is
God’s  instrument  to  bring  about  His  truth,  in  its  entire
fullness.

Whenever  this  attitude  toward  Christianity  and  the  Bible
prevails, the individual is drawn away from the Bible and to
the writings of Joseph Smith and the Mormon church. Orson
Pratt said: “No one can tell whether even one verse of either
the Old or New Testament conveys the ideas of the original
author.”

An attempt at credibility is given the Book of Mormon by
Joseph Smith in Volume Four of the History of the Church where
he says; “I told the brethren that the Book of Mormon was the
most correct of any book on earth, and the keystone of our
religion, and a man would get nearer to God by abiding by its
precepts, than by any other book.”{11}

In essence, Joseph Smith has attempted to strip the Bible of
its authority and place that authority upon the Book of Mormon
and the standard works of the Mormon church.

The Bible speaks for itself. We find in scripture that God’s
word will stand forever (Isaiah 40:8), that it will never pass
away  even  though  heaven  and  earth  will  someday  pass  away
(Matthew 24:35).

According to 2 Timothy 3:16, the Bible is inspired by God; and
2 Peter 1:20 indicates that all scripture was written by men
moved by the Holy Spirit.

God’s word has withstood critics, skeptics, and others who
have sought to destroy it.



Mormon Doctrine
“As man is, God once was. As God is, man can become.” Is it
possible that we, too, can become like God, that we can become
God?

A chief source of doctrine for the Mormon church has been the
book titled Mormon Doctrine{12} by the late Bruce R. McConkie.
However, there are those who strongly disagree with him. The
problem  is  simply  this:  McConkie  contended  that  the  true
source of authority for the church is the standard works which
include The Holy Bible, the Book of Mormon, the Doctrine and
Covenants, and the Pearl of Great Price.

The  presidents  of  the  church,  however,  have  attempted  to
establish themselves as the final authority of the church on
doctrinal matters. McConkie gives us a glimpse of the primary
teachings of the church. First is the belief that, “As man is,
God once was. As God is, man can become.”{13} The Mormon
church teaches that God was once a man and that he progressed
to godhood.{14} So for the Mormon, the good news is that you
too can become as God. In contrast, the Bible clearly teaches
that God has been God from everlasting to everlasting (Ps.
90:2).

Another belief is that individuals have to learn how to become
gods themselves.{15} The road to godhood is paved with good
works, and the responsibility is squarely on the shoulders of
the individual.

Another  belief  that  has  received  much  attention  is  that
godhood is not for men only, but for men and women together.
This doctrine has spawned the teaching that God originally
intended for man and woman to be joined together throughout
all eternity—that the marriage covenant was to extend beyond
death. The Mormon church further teaches that the practice of
marrying “until death do you part” did not originate with the
Lord or his servants, but is a man made doctrine.{16} This



system of holy matrimony, involving covenants as to time and
eternity, is know distinctively as “celestial marriage”—the
order of marriage that exists in the celestial worlds.

The apostle James E. Talmage, in his book The Articles of
Faith,  says  this  about  those  who  may  aspire  to  such  a
marriage: “The ordinance of celestial marriage is permitted to
those members of the church only who are adjudged worthy of
participation in the special blessings of the House of the
Lord…”{17} The use of the word “worthy” is another indication
of the works orientation of the Mormon Church.

The  Bible  plainly  teaches  in  Matthew  22:30  that  in  the
resurrection men and women are no longer given in marriage,
but are like angels in heaven.

The fourth doctrine we will look at is: God is a resurrected
man. This doctrine puts forth the idea once again that God was
once a man who discovered his personal godhood and elevated
himself to become a god.

Joseph Smith says: “The Father has a body of flesh and bones
as tangible as man’s.”{18} But he contradicts himself in the
Book of Mormon; in Alma 31:15 he writes: “Holy, holy God; we
believe that thou art God, we believe…that thou wast a spirit,
and that thou art a spirit, and that thou wilt be a spirit
forever.” At this point Joseph is agreeing with the Bible, for
we find in John 4 that “God is a spirit.”

The problem of inconsistency arises for the Mormon church,
when Joseph Smith contradicts himself between the Book of
Mormon  and  the  other  standard  works  of  the
church—inconsistencies which point to the man-made nature of
the religion. On the other hand, the Holy Bible is unique in
that it has incredible unity in its message, even though it
was written over a span of sixteen hundred years.

Josh McDowell, a defender of the Bible, writes: “Biblical
authors  wrote  on  hundreds  of  controversial  subjects  with



harmony and continuity from Genesis to Revelation. There is
one unfolding story: ‘God’s redemption of man.'”{19}

The Mormon Plan of Salvation
The  Mormon  church  teaches  that  it  is  the  only  hope  for
salvation. If this is true, then why did Jesus suffer on the
cross?

For many in this world, salvation is truly a slippery slope.
Oftentimes the problem is that one does not really know if he
possesses it or not. One of the greatest barriers to realizing
our  position  in  Christ  is  that  we  do  not  have  a  clear
understanding of the gospel. To understand the Mormon church’s
teaching regarding salvation we must first realize what it
believes the gospel to be.

By definition the Mormon church teaches that the gospel is the
Mormon church system and its doctrine.{20} The church and its
doctrine becomes the good news—their gospel.

For the Christian it’s not an organization but a Person who
represents the gospel, and that Person is God’s only begotten
son, Jesus Christ. It is the life, death and resurrection of
our Lord Jesus Christ that embodies the gospel for the true
Christian. Jesus is man’s savior. The Bible tells us that
JESUS is the only way to God the Father.{21}

By contrast, Brigham Young says: “No man or woman in this
dispensation will ever enter into the celestial Kingdom of God
without the consent of Joseph. . . .” “He reigns there as
supreme a being in his sphere, capacity, and calling as God
does  in  heaven.”{22}  So  for  the  Mormon,  Joseph  Smith  has
become the savior.

Volume One of Doctrines of Salvation says this about Joseph
Smith: “No salvation without accepting Joseph Smith. If Joseph
Smith was verily a prophet, and if he told the truth…then this
knowledge is of the most vital importance to the entire world.



No man can reject that testimony without incurring the most
dreadful consequences, for he cannot enter the Kingdom of
God.”{23}

The Mormon church teaches that all men will receive a degree
of salvation and that there is no place known as hell.{24} By
incorporating  this  doctrine  into  the  church,  they  have
attempted to undercut the explicit teachings of the Bible.
Furthermore, the church teaches that it ALONE is the only hope
for salvation. Bruce McConkie, the Mormon scholar, says this
regarding salvation: “If it had not been for Joseph Smith and
the restoration, there would be no salvation. There is no
salvation outside of the church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints.”{25}

Many Mormons who may no longer fully believe the church’s
teachings find themselves in a dilemma. They have been so
persuaded  that  only  the  Mormon  church  offers  a  hope  for
salvation that they lose all hope for ever obtaining it. To
better understand this instruction, we need to recognize the
twofold approach to salvation taught in the Mormon church.

First, is general salvation. Grace comes to the Mormon by the
death of Jesus Christ on the cross, and there is no need for
obedience to the Mormon church and its doctrine or gospel law.
However, to obtain individual salvation one must meet the
conditions  set  by  the  church.{26}  For  the  Mormon,  this
salvation, called “eternal life,” means godhood.

For the most part, the Mormon has never clearly understood the
gospel of Jesus Christ because his church has so distorted
Christian teaching. The outcome of this distortion is that
Joseph Smith has stripped Jesus of His gift to mankind and he,
Joseph, has taken the rightful place of our Lord and Savior.
The Bible simply teaches that man must humble himself and
receive the work Jesus did for him at the cross. Romans 10:9
put it this way: “…if you confess with your lips that Jesus is
Lord and believe in your heart that God raised him from the



dead, you will be saved.”
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Are  the  Biblical  Documents
Reliable?
We can trust that the Bible we hold in our hands today is the
same as when the various documents were written. Probe founder
Jimmy Williams provides evidence for the trustworthiness of
the biblical documents.

How do we know that the Bible we have today is even close to
the  original?  Haven’t  copiers  down  through  the  centuries
inserted and deleted and embellished the documents so that the
original  message  of  the  Bible  has  been  obscured?  These
questions are frequently asked to discredit the sources of
information from which the Christian faith has come to us.

Three Errors To Avoid
1.  Do  not  assume  inspiration  or  infallibility  of  the
documents,  with  the  intent  of  attempting  to  prove  the
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inspiration or infallibility of the documents. Do not say the
bible is inspired or infallible simply because it claims to
be. This is circular reasoning.

2. When considering the original documents, forget about the
present form of your Bible and regard them as the collection
of ancient source documents that they are.

3. Do not start with modern “authorities” and then move to the
documents to see if the authorities were right. Begin with the
documents themselves.

Procedure for Testing a Document’s Validity
In his book, Introduction in Research in English Literary
History, C. Sanders sets forth three tests of reliability
employed in general historiography and literary criticism.{1}
These tests are:

Bibliographical (i.e., the textual tradition from the
original document to the copies and manuscripts of that
document we possess today)
Internal evidence (what the document claims for itself)
External evidence (how the document squares or aligns
itself  with  facts,  dates,  persons  from  its  own
contemporary  world).

It might be noteworthy to mention that Sanders is a professor
of military history, not a theologian. He uses these three
tests of reliability in his own study of historical military
events.

We will look now at the bibliographical, or textual evidence
for the Bible’s reliability.

The Old Testament
For both Old and New Testaments, the crucial question is: “Not
having any original copies or scraps of the Bible, can we
reconstruct  them  well  enough  from  the  oldest  manuscript



evidence we do have so they give us a true, undistorted view
of actual people, places and events?”

The Scribe
The scribe was considered a professional person in antiquity.
No printing presses existed, so people were trained to copy
documents. The task was usually undertaken by a devout Jew.
The Scribes believed they were dealing with the very Word of
God and were therefore extremely careful in copying. They did
not just hastily write things down. The earliest complete copy
of the Hebrew Old Testament dates from c. 900 A.D.

The Masoretic Text
During the early part of the tenth century (916 A.D.), there
was a group of Jews called the Masoretes. These Jews were
meticulous in their copying. The texts they had were all in
capital letters, and there was no punctuation or paragraphs.
The Masoretes would copy Isaiah, for example, and when they
were through, they would total up the number of letters. Then
they would find the middle letter of the book. If it was not
the same, they made a new copy. All of the present copies of
the Hebrew text which come from this period are in remarkable
agreement.  Comparisons  of  the  Massretic  text  with  earlier
Latin and Greek versions have also revealed careful copying
and little deviation during the thousand years from 100 B.C.
to 900 A.D. But until this century, there was scant material
written in Hebrew from antiquity which could be compared to
the Masoretic texts of the tenth century A.D.

The Dead Sea Scrolls
In 1947, a young Bedouin goat herdsman found some strange clay
jars in caves near the valley of the Dead Sea. Inside the jars
were some leather scrolls. The discovery of these “Dead Sea
Scrolls”  at  Qumran  has  been  hailed  as  the  outstanding
archeological discovery of the twentieth century. The scrolls
have revealed that a commune of monastic farmers flourished in



the valley from 150 B.C. to 70 A.D. It is believed that when
they saw the Romans invade the land they put their cherished
leather scrolls in the jars and hid them in the caves on the
cliffs northwest of the Dead Sea.

The Dead Sea Scrolls include a complete copy of the Book of
Isaiah, a fragmented copy of Isaiah, containing much of Isaiah
38-6, and fragments of almost every book in the Old Testament.
The  majority  of  the  fragments  are  from  Isaiah  and  the
Pentateuch  (Genesis,  Exodus,  Leviticus,  Numbers,  and
Deuteronomy). The books of Samuel, in a tattered copy, were
also found and also two complete chapters of the book of
Habakkuk. In addition, there were a number of nonbiblical
scrolls related to the commune found.

These materials are dated around 100 B.C. The significance of
the find, and particularly the copy of Isaiah, was recognized
by Merrill F. Unger when he said, “This complete document of
Isaiah quite understandably created a sensation since it was
the first major Biblical manuscript of great antiquity ever to
be recovered. Interest in it was especially keen since it
antedates by more than a thousand years the oldest Hebrew
texts preserved in the Masoretic tradition.”{2}

The  supreme  value  of  these  Qumran  documents  lies  in  the
ability  of  biblical  scholars  to  compare  them  with  the
Masoretic Hebrew texts of the tenth century A.D. If, upon
examination, there were little or no textual changes in those
Masoretic texts where comparisons were possible, an assumption
could then be made that the Masoretic Scribes had probably
been just as faithful in their copying of the other biblical
texts which could not be compared with the Qumran material.

What was learned? A comparison of the Qumran manuscript of
Isaiah with the Masoretic text revealed them to be extremely
close in accuracy to each other: “A comparison of Isaiah 53
shows that only 17 letters differ from the Masoretic text. Ten
of these are mere differences in spelling (like our “honor”



and the British “honour”) and produce no change in the meaning
at all. Four more are very minor differences, such as the
presence of a conjunction (and) which are stylistic rather
than substantive. The other three letters are the Hebrew word
for “light.” This word was added to the text by someone after
“they  shall  see”  in  verse  11.  Out  of  166  words  in  this
chapter, only this one word is really in question, and it does
not at all change the meaning of the passage. We are told by
biblical scholars that this is typical of the whole manuscript
of Isaiah.”{3}

The Septuagint
The  Greek  translation  of  the  Old  Testament,  called  the
Septuagint, also confirms the accuracy of the copyists who
ultimately gave us the Masoretic text. The Septuagint is often
referred  to  as  the  LXX  because  it  was  reputedly  done  by
seventy (for which LXX is the Roman numeral) Jewish scholars
in Alexandria around 200 B.C. The LXX appears to be a rather
literal translation from the Hebrew, and the manuscripts we
have are pretty good copies of the original translation.

Conclusion
In his book, Can I Trust My Bible, R. Laird Harris concluded,
“We can now be sure that copyists worked with great care and
accuracy on the Old Testament, even back to 225 B.C. . . .
indeed, it would be rash skepticism that would now deny that
we have our Old Testament in a form very close to that used by
Ezra when he taught the word of the Lord to those who had
returned from the Babylonian captivity.”{4}

The New Testament

The Greek Manuscript Evidence
There are more than 4,000 different ancient Greek manuscripts
containing all or portions of the New Testament that have
survived  to  our  time.  These  are  written  on  different



materials.

Papyrus and Parchment

During the early Christian era, the writing material most
commonly used was papyrus. This highly durable reed from the
Nile Valley was glued together much like plywood and then
allowed to dry in the sun. In the twentieth century many
remains  of  documents  (both  biblical  and  non-biblical)  on
papyrus have been discovered, especially in the dry, arid
lands of North Africa and the Middle East.

Another material used was parchment. This was made from the
skin of sheep or goats, and was in wide use until the late
Middle Ages when paper began to replace it. It was scarce and
more expensive; hence, it was used almost exclusively for
important documents.

Examples

1. Codex Vaticanus and Codex Siniaticus

These are two excellent parchment copies of the entire New
Testament which date from the 4th century (325-450 A.D.).{5}

2. Older Papyrii

Earlier still, fragments and papyrus copies of portions of the
New Testament date from 100 to 200 years (180-225 A.D.) before
Vaticanus and Sinaticus. The outstanding ones are the Chester
Beatty Papyrus (P45, P46, P47) and the Bodmer Papyrus II, XIV,
XV (P46, P75).

From these five manuscripts alone, we can construct all of
Luke, John, Romans, 1 and 2 Corinthians, Galatians, Ephesians,
Philippians, Colossians, 1 and 2 Thessalonians, Hebrews, and
portions of Matthew, Mark, Acts, and Revelation. Only the
Pastoral Epistles (Titus, 1 and 2 Timothy) and the General
Epistles (James, 1 and 2 Peter, and 1, 2, and 3 John) and
Philemon are excluded.{6}



3. Oldest Fragment

Perhaps  the  earliest  piece  of  Scripture  surviving  is  a
fragment of a papyrus codex containing John 18:31-33 and 37.
It is called the Rylands Papyrus (P52) and dates from 130
A.D., having been found in Egypt. The Rylands Papyrus has
forced the critics to place the fourth gospel back into the
first  century,  abandoning  their  earlier  assertion  that  it
could not have been written then by the Apostle John.{7}

4. This manuscript evidence creates a bridge of extant papyrus
and  parchment  fragments  and  copies  of  the  New  Testament
stretching back to almost the end of the first century.

Versions (Translations)
In addition to the actual Greek manuscripts, there are more
than 1,000 copies and fragments of the New Testament in Syria,
Coptic,  Armenian,  Gothic,  and  Ethiopic,  as  well  as  8,000
copies of the Latin Vulgate, some of which date back almost to
Jerome’s original translation in 384 400 A.D.

Church Fathers
A further witness to the New Testament text is sourced in the
thousands of quotations found throughout the writings of the
Church Fathers (the early Christian clergy [100-450 A.D.] who
followed the Apostles and gave leadership to the fledgling
church, beginning with Clement of Rome (96 A.D.).

It  has  been  observed  that  if  all  of  the  New  Testament
manuscripts and Versions mentioned above were to disappear
overnight,  it  would  still  be  possible  to  reconstruct  the
entire New Testament with quotes from the Church Fathers, with
the exception of fifteen to twenty verses!

A Comparison
The evidence for the early existence of the New Testament
writings  is  clear.  The  wealth  of  materials  for  the  New



Testament becomes even more significant when we compare it
with other ancient documents which have been accepted without
question.

Author and
Work

Author’s
Lifespan

Date of
Events

Date of
Writing*

Earliest
Extant
MS**

Lapse:
Event
to

Writing

Lapse:
Event to

MS

Matthew,
Gospel

ca.
0-70?

4 BC –
AD 30

50 –
65/75

ca. 200
<50

years
<200
years

Mark,
Gospel

ca.
15-90?

27 – 30 65/70 ca. 225
<50

years
<200
years

Luke,
Gospel

ca.
10-80?

5 BC –
AD 30

60/75 ca. 200
<50

years
<200
years

John,
Gospel

ca.
10-100

27-30 90-110 ca. 130
<80

years
<100
years

Paul,
Letters

ca. 0-65 30 50-65 ca. 200
20-30
years

<200
years

Josephus,
War

ca.
37-100

200 BC
– AD 70

ca. 80 ca. 950
10-300
years

900-1200
years

Josephus,
Antiquities

ca.
37-100

200 BC
– AD 65

ca. 95 ca. 1050
30-300
years

1000-1300
years

Tacitus,
Annals

ca.
56-120

AD
14-68

100-120 ca. 850
30-100
years

800-850
years

Seutonius,
Lives

ca.
69-130

50 BC –
AD 95

ca. 120 ca. 850
25-170
years

750-900
years

Pliny,
Letters

ca.
60-115

97-112 110-112 ca. 850
0-3

years
725-750
years

Plutarch,
Lives

ca.
50-120

500 BC
– AD 70

ca. 100 ca. 950
30-600
years

850-1500
years

Herodotus,
History

ca.
485-425

BC

546-478
BC

430-425
BC

ca. 900
50-125
years

1400-1450
years



Thucydides,
History

ca.
460-400

BC

431-411
BC

410-400
BC

ca. 900
0-30
years

1300-1350
years

Xenophon,
Anabasis

ca.
430-355

BC

401-399
BC

385-375
BC

ca. 1350
15-25
years

1750
years

Polybius,
History

ca.
200-120

BC

220-168
BC

ca. 150
BC

ca. 950
20-70
years

1100-1150
years

 

 

*Where a slash occurs, the first date is conservative, and the
second is liberal.
**New Testament manuscripts are fragmentary. Earliest complete
manuscript  is  from  ca.  350;  lapse  of  event  to  complete
manuscript is about 325 years.

Conclusion
In  his  book,  The  Bible  and  Archaeology,  Sir  Frederic  G.
Kenyon, former director and principal librarian of the British
Museum, stated about the New Testament, “The interval, then,
between the dates of original composition and the earliest
extant evidence becomes so small as to be in fact negligible,
and the last foundation for any doubt that the Scriptures have
come down to us substantially as they were written has now
been removed. Both the authenticity and the general integrity
of the books of the New Testament may be regarded as finally
established.”{8}

To  be  skeptical  of  the  twenty-seven  documents  in  the  New
Testament, and to say they are unreliable is to allow all of
classical antiquity to slip into obscurity, for no documents
of the ancient period are as well attested bibliographically
as these in the New Testament.



B.  F.  Westcott  and  F.J.A.  Hort,  the  creators  of  The  New
Testament in Original Greek, also commented: “If comparative
trivialities  such  as  changes  of  order,  the  insertion  or
omission of the article with proper names, and the like are
set aside, the works in our opinion still subject to doubt can
hardly mount to more than a thousandth part of the whole New
Testament.”{9}  In  other  words,  the  small  changes  and
variations in manuscripts change no major doctrine: they do
not affect Christianity in the least. The message is the same
with or without the variations. We have the Word of God.

The Anvil? God’s Word.
 
Last eve I passed beside a blacksmith’s door
And heard the anvil ring the vesper chime:
Then looking in, I saw upon the floor
Old hammers, worn with beating years of time.

“How many anvils have you had,” said I,
“To wear and batter all these hammers so?”
“Just one,” said he, and then, with twinkling eye,
“The anvil wears the hammers out, you know.”

And so, thought I, the anvil of God’s word,
For ages skeptic blows have beat upon;
Yet though the noise of falling blows was heard,
The anvil is unharmed . . . the hammer’s gone.

Author unknown
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A  Probe  Mom  Looks  at
Halloween  from  a  Christian
Perspective
Sue  Bohlin  takes  at  hard  look  at  Halloween  celebrations,
applying a biblical worldview. As Christians, we cannot shield
our  children  from  this  popular  cultural  event,  but  Sue
provides some ideas on bringing a Christian perspective to
this time of year.

A number of articles are available advising Christians to have
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nothing to do with Halloween. And I do agree that Christians
have  no  business  celebrating  a  holiday  that  glorifies
something  that  delights  the  enemy  of  our  souls.  And
potentially opens us up to demonic harrassment, to boot!

But if we’ve got kids, especially kids in public school or who
hang around other kids in the neighborhood, it’s entirely
possible that parents can feel pressured to do something about
Halloween. After all, it’s pretty hard to hide under a rock
for the whole month of October. A number of houses on our
street are more decorated for Halloween than for Christmas!

It seems that the costume manufacturers have really cranked up
production of all sorts of costumes to a degree we’ve never
seen before. Gone are the days of burning a cork to blacken a
face, put on some thrift-shop oversized clothes and dressing
up as a hobo. (There’s probably some politically-correct term
for “hobo” these days anyway. . .)

Is there anything intrinsically wrong with dressing up in a
costume and getting a bunch of candy from consenting adults? I
don’t think so; hey, the Bible tells us that God instructed
the children of Israel to ask their neighbors for silver and
gold their last night in Egypt in a VERY early version of
“Trick or Treat” (Exodus 11:2). But we can cooperate with the
forces  of  darkness,  however  unwittingly,  by  participating
unwisely in Halloween festivities.

It  is  essential  to  exercise  discernment  in  how  we  handle
Halloween. If you can get away with ignoring it, wonderful!
That would be the best solution. But you may find yourself in
a place where you want to provide some way for your kids to
have fun in a Halloween-immersed culture without compromising
on  our  Christian  values  and  beliefs.  For  instance,  your
child’s school may invite all the students to dress up in a
costume on October 31. I know a number of Christian schools
that do this. May I make these suggestions:



Halloween Don’ts
God  gave  us  some  very  strict  guidelines  for  our  own
protection,  commanding  us  to  stay  away  from  items  and
practices  of  witchcraft  and  divination  in  Deuteronomy  18.
These  “doorways  to  the  occult”  make  us  wide  open  to  the
influence of Satan and the demons. For more information on
this, click here.

So stay away from anything that glorifies:

•  The  occult.  Witches,  warlocks,  sorcerers  and  sorcery,
casting spells, mediums, magic, ouija boards, crystal balls,
tarot  cards,  and  astrology  are  doors  to  the  kingdom  of
darkness. Satan/Beelzebub masks and costumes have no place on
a Christian or in a Christian family—not even “adorable”(??)
little baby devil costumes complete with horns and pitchfork.

• Darkness. Satan and the demons are the rulers of darkness
(Eph. 6:12). There’s a reason so many people are afraid of the
dark; it is a fearful thing both physically and spiritually.

• Death. Satan has had the power of death over people (Heb.
2:14) ever since the Fall, and he uses it to control people
through fear. Death is an enemy of God (1 Cor. 15:26), not
something  to  flirt  with.  Vampires,  ghosts,  goblins  and
gargoyles (concepts rooted in the reality of demons) are all
figures of death.

• Fear. Fear is both a feeling and a reality where Satan
dwells. It is one of his most effective means of spiritual
warfare against us. When we use Halloween events, decorations
and costumes to cause and build fear in other people, we are
cooperating with the sworn enemy of God and of God’s people.
This  would  include  anything  spooky,  such  as  cemeteries,
haunted  houses,  and  scary  stories.  You  can  now  buy  “The
Scream”  masks  that  are  as  disturbing  as  Edvard  Munch’s
original painting; their purpose is to make people afraid,
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even if they don’t know why.

Anything gruesome falls in this category as well; you can buy
special effects like fake slash wounds, hanging eyeballs, and
stakes through the forehead. Blood and gore are neither funny
nor godly. Needless to say, slasher movies and horror films
that deliberately terrorize and stir up fear are a tool in
Satan’s hand. Scripture tells us that God does not give us a
spirit of fear (2 Tim. 1:7), nor does He want us to be a slave
again to fear (Rom. 8:15). That’s Satan’s arena.

Note: there are a number of churches that use the legitimate
fear of an eternity in hell, separated from God, as a platform
for drawing people into a creative presentation of the gospel.
Many young people have been saved as a result. This is a God-
honoring use of fear, not glorifying fear for fear’s sake.

•  Worldliness.  Costumes  that  glorify  some  of  the  world’s
heroes  and  heroines  can  shape  our  values  in  ungodly,
unchristian ways. Little girls dressing like female pop stars,
exposing their midriffs and looking as sexy as possible, is
completely against biblical values. God calls girls and women
to dress and act modestly, decently and with propriety (1 Tim.
2:9). Costumes of movie and TV characters that represent anti-
biblical  values  are  inappropriate  for  believers  (and
believers’  children).

Halloween Do’s
• If your church sponsors a Halloween alternative event such
as a fall festival, that’s a great idea to allow kids to have
fun  within  pre-set  boundaries.  (Note:  it’s  important  to
specify what kind of costumes are NOT welcome!)

• Child Evangelism Fellowship (www.cefonline.com) has reported
that Halloween has been the best time of year for children to
trust Christ, simply because the spirit of fear that pervades
our culture at this time makes them more open than usual to

http://cefonline.com/


hearing a good news of the gospel. Halloween is a great time
to  sponsor  Good  News  Clubs  and  invite  kids  in  your
neighborhood to hear stories that will comfort, rather than
terrorize, them.

• American Tract Society (www.crossway.org/group/ats) has some
terrific kid-friendly tracts to include with the candy you
give out. This year, ATS has introduced the most practical
Halloween evangelism resource yet! The Halloween Rescue Kit
includes candy, bags, stickers and tracts — everything you
need to reach 31 kids this Halloween. They suggest (and I
think it’s a great idea!) that if you expect kids to actually
read the tracts once they get home from Trick-or-Treating
(instead  of  tossing  them  out  unread  with  the  empty  candy
wrappers), that you tape them to popular candy bars that kids
actually  want.  (Find  out  what  kids  in  your  area  consider
“cool” candy.) Or make your own tract kit by putting a tract
plus quality candy inside sandwich bags. Either way, it forces
kids to handle the tract in order to get to the candy. Sounds
like  following  the  Lord  Jesus’  command  to  be  “shrewd  as
serpents, and innocent as doves” (Matt. 10:16) to me!

I know several families who have purchased tracts for the
neighborhood ADULTS, and when their kids go trick-or-treating,
when the adults give them candy the kids will hand them a
tract (aimed at adults) and say, “Thank you for the candy.
Here’s a treat for you!” How often do people open their doors
and make themselves open to this kind of opportunity?

•  Let  the  Little  Children  Come
(www.letthelittlechildrencome.com)  has  a  wonderful  “Is
anything better than candy?” Box-tract. Give out more than
just candy this Halloween! This attractive pumpkin shaped Box-
Tract is designed to contain children’s favorite candies. More
importantly, the pumpkin opens up to answer the question, “Is
There Anything Better Than Candy?” Yes, there is something
much, much better than candy. It’s being God’s friend!

http://www.crossway.org/group/ats
https://www.letthelittlechildrencome.com/


• Look for teachable moments to relate the things of Halloween
to spiritual truth. Talk to your kids about the way fear is
glorified at Halloween, and teach them what Jesus said about
it: “Peace I leave with you; My peace I give to you; not as
the world gives do I give to you. Do not let your heart be
troubled, nor let it be fearful” (John 14:27), and “These
things I have spoken to you, so that in Me you may have peace.
In the world you have tribulation, but take courage; I have
overcome the world” (John 16:33).

Talk to your kids about “God’s no-no list” in Deuteronomy 18
and have them help you identify those things when they see
them advertised or used as decorations. (You might keep a
running total of all the witches you’ll see just to quantify
this concept.) This is probably the best way to prevent your
children from getting desensitized to things of the occult.
Help them identify all the Halloween items that strike fear in
them, and encourage them to take a stand against their power
by saying out loud, “God has not given me a spirit of fear!”
Show them this verse in their Bibles (2 Timothy 1:7) so they
know they are using the sword of the Spirit against one of the
wiles of the enemy.

This  story  making  its  rounds  on  the  internet  is  a  good
pumpkin-carving object lesson:

A lady had recently been baptized. One of her co-workers
asked her what it was like to be a Christian. She was caught
off guard and didn’t know how to answer, but when she looked
up she saw a jack-o-lantern on the desk and answered, “It’s
like being a pumpkin.”

The co-worker asked her to explain that one.

“Well, God picks you from the patch and brings you in and
washes off all the dirt on the outside that you got from
being around all the other pumpkins. Then he cuts off the
top and takes all the yucky stuff out from inside. He
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removes all those seeds of doubt, hate, greed, etc. Then he
carves you a new smiling face and puts his light inside of
you to shine for all to see. It is our choice to either stay
outside and rot on the vine or come inside and be something
new and bright.”

Sue Bohlin
Probe Ministries Mom
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