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Module 6
Learning Guide
Historical Challenges to Christianity 1
The Reliability of the Scriptures
Before you start...






Post your response to last week’s forum question onto Moodle and interact on social media
Consider this week’s forum question, then complete 2 hours pre-reading from recommended
and optional sources on Moodle (cf. Resource boxes below), to help answer this question
From the reading, come prepared to share a question, challenge, implication & application
Download this learning guide (and the associated powerpoint pdf), and have it open on your
computer ready to edit if you are a class-based student
Optional: Bring along something for show & tell, re: current examples of people questioning
the plausibility, credibility and/or relevance of the Bible

1. INTRODUCTION
This module we consider Historical Challenges to Christian Belief, particularly related to the reliability and
relevance of the Scriptures: “Did God really say?” In the first session, we will practice one minute “big
story” answers to tough questions, pray for non-Christian friends, and debrief the pre-reading for this
module’s focus. In the second session of the lecture, we will explore prevalent modern and postmodern
attitudes to the Bible, and how each type of apologetic typically responds. In the third session, we will
consider both Penn & Teller’s, and the Westwing’s, undermining of our Sacred Text. In response, we will
consider the particular challenges, and then work together to form brief but cogent responses that defend
and commend both the inspiration and authority of the Bible.
Next week we continue in Section B of the course, exploring “Critiques of Christian Faith”. Having
addressed the trustworthiness of the Scriptures in general—particularly the “Old Testament”—we unpack
the historical challenges related to the New Testament, especially as relates to the resurrection of Christ
and the rise of the Church.
OBJECTIVES
The objectives of this module are to:
 Consider contemporary historical challenges to Christian belief as related to the Bible.
 Form a cogent response to one or more central challenges, drawing on a range of apologetic
approaches.
OUTCOMES
On completion of this module, students should be able to explain the main historical challenges posed by
modern and postmodern detractors of the Bible, and offer a simple but multifaceted reply.
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Aligned with the Unit Guide Outcomes, students should be able to:
Knowledge (know and understand):
A3. Critiques of the Christian faith
A5. Strategies to defend and commend Christian faith
Skills (be able to):
B2. Assess critiques of Christianity from a Christian perspective
B4. Engage in Christian apologetics
B5. Present an analytical evidence-based argument or perspective
Application (be in a position to):
C3. Defend and commend the truth claims of the Christian faith
SESSION FLOW (lecture runs 6:15-9:00pm,
breaks from 7:05-7:10pm, and 7:55-8:05pm)
6:15 Big Story Recap and Responses + Prayer + Reading debrief (50 minutes)
7:10 Historical Challenges to Christianity 1: (Post)Modern attitudes to the Bible (45 minutes)
8:05 Workshop: Answering Penn & Teller’s + the Westwing’s Bible Demolition (55 minutes)
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2. BIG STORY “CAUGHT OUT” RESPONSES + READING REVIEW
“The big story is that God designed us all for good, but
through our bad choices we’ve been damaged by evil.
But, through Jesus’ life, death on the cross, and
resurrection, we’ve been restored for better. If you’re
humble enough to admit to God that you fall short, and
ask Him to forgive you for the wrong you’ve done,
putting God first, then you can connect with life to the
full—what God always intended for you. Then you can
join other Christ-followers, empowered by God’s Spirit,
sent together to heal a hurting world, waiting for the day
when God will set everything right by judging all the evil
and restoring the whole universe.”

Class Activity 6.1—10 minutes
Using the post-it-notes from module one, two students will each select one of the five circles from
“The Big Story”, then randomly choose a paper slip from that circle. Each student will take up to 1 minute
to respond to this question or objection, as if in conversation with the person who posted the slip.
Afterward, the class can unpack what did/didn’t work in this response, and other ways to dialogue.
(Wanting some encouragement evangelistically in “Answering Tough Questions”? See Benson 2010.)

Class Activity 6.2—30 minutes
Whether as a whole class, or in smaller groups, share your response to the pre-reading for this module:
-a question—something you don’t get, or want to clarify
-a challenge—something you disagree with, or want to nuance
-an implication—“so what” for our apologetic practice
-an application—something useful right now in your context
Consider how these readings relate to your life and witness in general and ministry context in particular.
… This is the ideal time to bring up whatever is confusing, or questions you have in regards to the
course material, so don’t be shy!
If time permits, feel free to discuss the forum question from last module, or get a jump start on the
question for this module: Respond to one of the following statements: (a) “Why should I take seriously
your claim that the Bible—an ancient book of oral legends finally penned by goat herders and
uneducated fishermen—is not only true, but also relevant in the modern world?”; or (b) “It’s stupid,
dangerous and violent to literally apply the Bible in a modern pluralistic democracy”
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3. “DID GOD REALLY SAY?”—CONTEMPORARY ATTITUDES TO THE BIBLE

Resource 6.1: The Trustworthiness of the Bible
Dozens of issues surround the trustworthiness of the Bible. It draws in questions of hermeneutics (how
to interpret the Bible), genre and narrative, history, archaeology, textual evidence, and much more.
Resources for Modules 6 and 7 overlap significantly, though I have largely saved reference to sources on
the Gospels and defense of the resurrection for next class. The following sources should give you a solid
path into this huge field of debate. Turn to the reference list at this Module’s end for hyperlinks.
Try these “recommended readings” first:
It’s best to start with the manuscript and/or 1 hour mp3 from my talk, “Is the Bible True and
Relevant?” (2013). This draws on my Masters Thesis “The Thinking Teen” (2009b)—an extended
apologetic for the plausibility, credibility and relevance of the Bible—and blends together the
four DVD sessions of the Bible Society project “The Journey: Entering God’s Epic Story” (2011c).
Framing the Bible as a six act narrative, versus a repository of time-less truth, addresses many
ill-informed critiques of biblical literalism today (cf. Benson 2011a; Wright 1991).
Similarly accessible, read Dan Paterson’s short blogpost, “Why I Trust the Bible” (2014b). [You
will notice a parallel with some materials from an early apologetic booklet I put together,
entitled “Is the Bible God’s Word?” (Benson 2004).] Dan also takes a narrative approach to the
Scriptures, offering a helpful appendix addressing “8 Misconceptions About the Bible” in his
booklet on “How to Study the Bible” (2014a, 24-25). See also Sean McDowell’s
“5 Misconceptions About the Bible” (2016).
Tim Keller’s chapter, “You Can’t Take the Bible Literally” (2008, 97-114) is an excellent example
of a holistic and winsome apologetic.
If you prefer to listen to a podcast/mp3 rather than read, then the following 3 interviews/talks
do a great job introducing you to the broad argument for the Bible’s trustworthiness, especially
as regards documentary evidence: Kennard (n.d.); Bock (2010); and Blomberg (2011a).
Moving now to optional readings, it’s helpful to get a sense of the importance to and centrality of the
Bible in world—especially western—history.
For an eastern perspective on western history, see Vishal Mangalwadi’s The Book that Made
Your World (2011). For a British perspective on the particular impact of the King James Version of
the Bible, see Melvyn Bragg’s Book of Books (2012). And, for a highly respected perspective from
a premiere literary critic, on how crucial it is to understand the broad contours and central
symbols/images of the Bible, see Northrop Frye’s The Great Code (2006). I make a similar case in
my thesis introduction (2016), paralleling the Bible Society’s Greg Clarke in God’s Library (2012)
and The Great Bible Swindle:—and What Can Be Done About It (2014).
Defending the Bible’s trustworthiness is typically an evidentialist’s playground.
But, before we can properly relate the Bible to history and archaeology, we need
to address some primary issues of genre:
See Walton and Sandy’s The Lost World of Scripture (2013) for how
ancient literary culture should impact our understanding of biblical
authority today. See Alter (2011) on narrative style.
Similarly, V. Philips Long’s The Art of Biblical History (1994) lays a solid
foundation for separating questions of a text’s “truth value” from
questions of its historicity. It’s too simplistic to polarise the Bible into
either category of history or myth, for it includes artistically reconstructed historical stories to
draw us into deeper questions of meaning, beyond merely what happened.
For the best overall introduction to the complex field of interpreting the Bible, see N. T. Wright’s
The Last Word: Scripture and the Authority of God—Getting Beyond the Bible Wars (2006).
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With this foundation laid, the following sources offer an apologetic defending the Bible as a whole:
At a popular level, see Geisler and Nix (2012), Sheler (1999), Orr-Ewing (2006; 2011; 40 minute
public talk here also here), McDowell (1999; 2015), and Wallace (2013).
Also at a popular level, Lee Strobel’s work as an investigative journalist has largely sparked a late
20th century renewal of interest in both evidential and cumulative case apologetics. In particular,
see his The Case for Christ (1998), The Case for Faith (2000), The Case for the Real Jesus (2009;
this book deals with [post]modern claims that the Bible is simply a reworking of ancient pagan
myths), and his book God’s Outrageous Claims (1997) wherein he takes more of a Pascalian
approach, demonstrating the existential relevance of the biblical claims, and only after that
making the case for the truth of these revelations. My thesis “The Thinking Teen” (2009b)
included Lee Strobel’s collected works as a case study for commending the credibility of the
Bible. I have condensed and collated these notes as one word document, “Analysis of Lee
Strobel’s Evidential Apologetic for the Bible” on Moodle here. This is especially relevant with the
2017 release of the Pureflix movie, “The Case for Christ” (2016; youtube preview here).
At an academic level, see Blomberg (2014), Blomberg and Stewart (2016), Bruce (1997; 2003),
and Kaiser (2001: note that Kaiser is one of the few commenting exclusively on the Old
Testament; most cases for the OT are premised on the authority of the NT, arguing backwards
from Jesus’ explicit statements to the Tanakh’s trustworthiness).
A novel approach to commending the trustworthiness of the Bible as a whole—tracing back to J.
J. Blunt’s classic book Undesigned Coincidences in the Writings Both of the Old and New
Testament (1851)—has been solidly put forth by Lydia McGrew in her Hidden in Plain View:
Undesigned Coincidences in the Gospels and Acts (2017). Especially in the New Testament, most
writers report events that make little sense apart from further details found in other Gospels and
letters, despite the authors clearly not collaborating. This brings the diverse books into canonical
coherence, offering a clever argument for the Bible’s trustworthiness as a whole, much as an
investigator would look for independent lines of witness that largely comport without being
identical (which would suggest collusion; cf. Wallace 2013). For popular level interviews on her
approach, see Lydia McGrew (2017 podcast), and the parallel work of Tim McGrew (2013; 2017).
In terms of how the Bible relates to archaeology, see Holden and Geisler (2013), Long (1994),
McDowell (1999), Sheler (1999), and Clifford Wilson’s classic, Rocks, Relics and Biblical Reliability
(1977). There are a number of contemporary journals worth exploring for the latest state of this
rapidly changing field, such as the Biblical Archaeology Review magazine, The Biblical
Archaeologist, The Australian Journal of Biblical Archaeology, and Near Eastern Archaeology.
While this next reference perhaps sits better in next Module’s emphasis on Jesus, the fulfilment
and predictive power of prophecy is another line of argumentation for the Bible’s inspiration.
See the classic by Peter Stoner (updated by Robert Newman and Don Stoner), Science Speaks:
Scientific Proof of the Accuracy of Prophecy and the Bible (2005).
In class we will deal with a number of objections to Christian claims that the Bible is the Word of God.
Whether modern (e.g. Penn Jillette and Teller 2004; Grayling 2011; Ehrman 2009) or postmodern (e.g.
Roncace 2012; Westwing here), it’s crucial to have a solid process for dealing with claimed Biblical
contradictions. Toward this end, see Koukl’s plea for keeping passages in context in his blog “Never Read
a Bible Verse” (2001), J. Warner Wallace’s “Ten Principles When Considering Alleged Bible
Contradictions” (2014; cf. 2015 broadcast on youtube here), and Geisler and Howe’s exhaustive Big Book
of Bible Contradictions (2008).
Concerning the claims that the Bible is an inherently violent text (e.g. Withrow 2017), see the files on the
theme of “Divine Violence”, uploaded here. You can see my grappling with God’s forceful intervention
(“God’s Two Hands” Benson 2011b; “Is God Pro-Genocide?” Benson 2015a), and Dan Paterson’s similar
reflections (“Did God Command Genocide?” Paterson 2015a) on Moodle. See also McAlpine’s blog piece,
“Indefensible? Saul and the Amalekite Genocide” (2017). For some book length treatments, see Is God a
Moral Monster? (Copan 2011), Did God Really Command Genocide? (Copan and Flannagan 2015), and Is
Religion Dangerous? (Ward 2011). See also last module’s references to my dissertation.
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Deconstructionism began in Eden. God clearly spoke.
Yet, with the assistance of a sneaky snake, Adam and Eve went astray.
You have to wonder why anyone would listen to a talking snake?!
Still, the question remains: “Did God really say …”
It’s hard to trust God’s Word when the loudest voices call Him a liar.
This raises a tricky question:
In the 21st century, an age where science seems
to have explained everything, how can any person
with brains believe in a talking snake?
We’ve journeyed a long way since Eden, and learned a
thing or two about how the world works. In most
people’s experience, seas don’t part when someone
speaks, big fish don’t swallow unfaithful prophets, dead
people stay in their graves, and snakes do not speak.
Did God really say?
Can God really speak at all?
Many people attack the Bible’s history as unreliable.
Did any of this stuff really happen? Eden, Exodus, the
fall of Jericho, Exile? I’ve heard people question if Jesus even lived. “It’s only written in the Bible, isn’t it?
For all we know, some guy a thousand years ago
made the whole book up as a joke, and we fell
for it!” And as for miracles—as Richard Dawkins
says, “The Virgin Birth, the Resurrection, the
raising of Lazarus, even the Old Testament
miracles . . . they are very effective with an
audience of unsophisticates and children. [But]
every one of these miracles [is a] violation of the
normal running of the natural world.”
Times are changing, though. Science’s track record isn’t as hot as it used to be—it’s given us both the
iPhone and the atom bomb. And we’ve discovered it takes faith to believe anything, including science.
Like believing that the whole universe will run exactly the same today as it did yesterday—law-driven yet
without a law-giver. It takes a whole lot of trust to think that what’s done in my test-tube relates to how
the world has been and will be for all eternity—past, present, and future. Besides which, science only
measures the material, so it can’t say anything about a spiritual God—or about love, justice, hope,
meaning, or any other reality that we build our lives on. So more than a few of us are a bit sceptical of
science, too.
But the questions remain, and we need to face them head on.
The Bible is essentially a story. It’s a story designed to shape and reshape us to faithfully follow God in our
leg of an epic journey. But did God really say? Is this the Word of God? Is this story true?
We need solid foundations to see that the Bible is plausible to believe, and credible to trust. We’re all on a
journey, but competing voices want me to trust and follow them. How do I get my bearings to trust God,
without being deceived? That’s the focus for this module.
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Class Activity 6.3—15 minutes
As a class, discuss three or more of the the following questions:
 How sure are you that the Bible is God’s Word, and all it says is true?
I don’t think so. It’s all
miracles and misinformation.
1
2
3

4

5

6

7

Every word of it.
It’s totally trustworthy.
8
9
10

 What do the Biblical authors say about God’s revelation?—read Psalm 18:30; 119:105; Isaiah 55:1011; Matthew 5:18-19; John 10:35; 2 Timothy 3:15-17; Hebrews 4:12-13; 2 Peter 1:20-21.
 Does it really matter how outsiders view the Scriptures? Why not just proclaim Jesus?
What is at stake?
 How has your own study either strengthened or challenged your belief in the inspiration and authority
of the Scriptures?
 If the Bible is God’s Word, how would you know? What would convince you of this?
 Charles Spurgeon was once asked, “How do you defend the Bible?” “Very easy” he responded.
“The same way I defend a lion. I simply let it out of its cage.” Agree or disagree?
 If a serpent-like sceptic challenged your trust in God’s Word, what are the top two reasons you’d
give for believing the Bible is inspired and authoritative for us today?
 What does it mean to speak of the inspiration and authority of the Scriptures?
 What do you see as the greatest barriers to the average Aussie seriously engaging with the Bible?
 How might these challenges be differently framed by the following perspectives?
(a) modernist; (b) postmodernist; (c) pluralist; (d) feminist; (e) other (e.g. environmentalist).
 What approaches do you think bear the most fruit in moving people toward accepting the inspiration
and authority of the Scriptures? And what have you personally found to be the greatest warrant for
trusting the Bible?
 How might the different apologetic approaches variously defend and commend the Bible?
(a) classical apologist; (b) evidentialist; (c) reformed/presuppositionalist; (d) fideist.

Reflection Activity 6.1—Distance Students
In place of class discussion, online/distance students are required to complete a series of reflections—
four per week. For each reflection activity/question, journal at least 30 (meaningful!) words, and tick off
the related boxes in the middle of the Unit Guide.
#6.1 Respond to any two of the bold-faced questions in class activity 6.1 above.

Historical Challenges: Scriptural Reliability

Module #6-7

PE420/620-D

3.1

Why We Need an Apologetic for the Bible1

There once was a time when “The Bible says . . .” really meant
something. Evangelists could challenge the unchurched to
“Repent, die to yourself, and take up your cross!” and they were
essentially understood. Many even converted. And all this was
based upon the broadly accepted authority of “God’s Word.” Try
this in dialogue with youth at the local mall today, and you will
find that times have changed. Adolescents seemingly trust Cleo
magazine over Christ. They question what relevance this ancient account could possibly have for twentyfirst century living—why they should heed the words of long-dead, primarily Jewish men. Christians should
rightly be concerned. The particular contours this challenge follows are unique in all of history:
Christendom is collapsing, multiculturalism is spreading, science is still advancing, yet mistrust is mounting.
The call to respond with an appropriate apologia, however, is anything but new.
“All Christian apologists,” explain Kenneth Boa and Robert Bowman, “have as part of their ‘job description’
the task of persuading people to accept the Bible as God’s word—as inspired Scripture.”2 Intellectually
gifted Christians may function as a vanguard in such an endeavour; all Christians, however, are called to be
apologists, in the sense of being “ready to give an answer when someone asks you about your hope” (1
Peter 3:15, CEV). If we take seriously the command to share and live the gospel as we “make disciples of
all nations” (Matthew 28:19, ESV), then it is crucial that hearers are respectful toward, or at least open
to, the Bible. The gospel we share is embedded within the Bible; if one dismisses the witness of the Word,
then his or her attitude to the gospel will hardly be more favourable. Furthermore, the Bible is a significant
means of grace by which we may experience God. Beyond all we may say to a non-believer, the Word
itself—if engaged—is powerful to convict of unrighteousness and draw one to Christ, always achieving that
for which it was sent.3 Clearly, the Word is worth defending. As such, history reveals thousands of faithful
Christians collectively employing a multitude of strategies to commend the Scriptures, each responding to
God’s call in their generation. . . .
This project is significant for at least three reasons. First, and most broadly, it points the way to a
contemporary, contextualized, and multifaceted apologetic that is particularly pressing for youth workers,
given that the Bible is foundational to all Christian truth claims. Our goal may be to bring youth to
encounter Christ, yet if they think the inspiration and thus authority of Scripture are untenable, then Jesus
himself becomes unbelievable. Our acceptance of the incarnation, atonement and resurrection hinges
upon the historicity of the New Testament documents.4 Contemporary western youth culture presents
many and diverse challenges to the credibility of the Bible, effectively forming a road-block to belief. Yet it
is prior to adulthood when most people choose to follow Christ. The Bible may be self-authenticating
through the Holy Spirit, and the story of Jesus “inherently attractive,”5 but the challenge is for youth to
willingly read the Bible with an open mind. A fresh apologetic addresses this challenge.
Furthermore, in an age of naïve subjectivism—as culture in general and youth in particular seek absolute
freedom and personal autonomy from all limits—respect for Scripture will help safeguard teens from paths
that seem right but end in death (Proverbs 14:12). As Schaeffer contends, “only a strong view of Scripture
[with a strong accompanying apologetic] is sufficient to withstand the pressure of an all-pervasive culture
built upon relativism and relativistic thinking.”6
1

The notes in §3.1 and 3.2 come from David Benson, “The Thinking Teen: An Exploration, Evaluation and Application of Three
Apologetic Strategies in Commending the Bible to Contemporary Western Adolescents” (MCS Thesis, 2009), 1-2, 5-6, 81-84.
2

Kenneth Boa and Robert M. Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons: An Integrative Approach to Defending Christianity (Colorado Springs,
CO: NavPress, 2001), 64.
3

Cf. 2 Tim. 3:16-17; Heb. 4:12-13; Isa. 55:10-11.

4

J. P. Moreland, Scaling the Secular City: A Defense of Christianity (Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Book House, 1987), 133.

5

James W. Sire, “On Being a Fool for Christ and an Idiot for Nobody: Logocentricity and Postmodernity,” in Christian Apologetics in
the Postmodern World, ed. Timothy R. Phillips and Dennis L. Okholm (Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 1995), 121-22.
6

Francis A. Schaeffer, The Great Evangelical Disaster (Westchester, IL: Crossway Books, 1984), 21, 32, 40, 48-49.
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3.2

Adolescent Attitudes to the Bible

The Bible is presently an embattled book, as it has been for two centuries or more. Media-savvy scholars
announce damaging assessments. Bart Ehrman cautions that “there are more variations among our
manuscripts than there are words in the New Testament.”7
The Jesus Seminar—cited nearly every Easter and Christmas
by Newsweek, Time, and the like—claims that only 2 percent
of Jesus’ sayings are authentic; the remainder are either
dismissed outright (82 percent) or are doubtful (18 percent).8
Best-selling novels and their screen adaptations have
esteemed (though fictional) historians accusing the church of
burning earlier gospel accounts that emphasized Jesus’
humanity over his divinity.9
Such revisionism is then readily absorbed and espoused by an
anti-authoritarian populace as Christianity’s real history.10
The church’s internal disagreements over Scripture have not
helped. Fundamentalists at times treat Genesis like a science
textbook, while liberals tend to “safeguard” religious meaning
by mythologizing all historical assertions.11 The “right” and
“left” seemingly turn to the Scriptures only to support their
own agenda. In turn, this casts suspicion on anyone quoting
the Bible, whether concerning sexual ethics or foreign policy:
“That’s just your interpretation!”12
This culture has clearly shaped adolescent attitudes to
the Bible. Even Christian teens in America are quick to
state that “I’m not too religious.” “I’m not a fanatic, I
don’t . . . go up and down the street waving a Bible,”
testifies a fourteen-year-old Texan.13 NRIs (those with
“No Religious Identification”) commonly perceive
Christians as on a moral hobbyhorse with the Bible
acting as a megaphone to amplify judgment, especially
against “gays.”14
► Watch this video of the contentious 2017
“Coopers” beer and Bible Society “Keep It Light”
campaign. Why is this so offensive to so many?
(See also the youtube video of “Jesus Camp”. Why might passionate commitment
to a literal Bible reading frighten and repulse teens today?)

7

Bart D. Ehrman, Misquoting Jesus: The Story Behind Who Changed the Bible and Why (New York: HarperSanFrancisco, 2005), 8990.
8

Gregory A. Boyd, Jesus Under Siege (Wheaton, IL: Victor, 1995), 88; Robert Walter Funk and Roy W. Hoover, The Five Gospels: The
Search for the Authentic Words of Jesus: New Translation and Commentary (San Francisco, CA: HarperSanFrancisco, 1997).
9

Dan Brown, The Da Vinci Code, special illustrated edition (New York: Doubleday, 2004), 242.

10

Kimball, The Like Jesus, 193.

11

CWFS, NFC, 121-24.

12

Ehrman, Misquoting, 217.

13

Smith and Denton, Soul Searching, 141, 143.

14

Mason and others, Gen Y, 78-80, 214.
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Secular NRIs simply discount the Bible’s miracles—creation, healing,
resurrection, and so forth—deferring to conventional scientific and historical
accounts.15 Upward of 60 percent of Australian youth disbelieve most or all of
these Biblical stories.16 Over 70 percent do not affirm that “The Bible is God’s
Word and all it says is true.”17 Not surprisingly, then, in Australia 73 percent of
Millennials as a whole and 92 percent of NRIs never read the Bible.18
In Canada, over twice as many youth read their horoscope (33 percent) as the
Bible (13 percent) in a given week.19 In general, American teens are far more
respectful toward the Scriptures. According to Barna (2001), 90 percent
consider the Bible a good source for moral guidance, 75 percent believe the
miracles in the Bible, and 60 percent of teens affirm total Biblical accuracy. Nevertheless, with only one out
of three teens regularly reading the Bible, few really know which morals, miracles and history they are
affirming. Furthermore, 60 percent of teens believe that “all religious faiths teach equally valid truths.”20
Nearly 70 percent of American teens may claim to be “very familiar with all the major principles and
teachings of the Christian faith.”21 The reality is, however, that today’s youth are Biblically illiterate.
In 2005, the Gallup Organization conducted a nationally representative survey of American teens
concerning Biblical knowledge.22 Positively, the majority of American teens were familiar with Christian
usage of “‘Easter,’ ‘Adam and Eve,’ ‘Moses,’ ‘The Golden Rule,’ and ‘The Good Samaritan.’” Only one-third
to one-half of teens could identify key sayings from the Sermon on the Mount, what Jesus did at Cana, and
Paul’s experience on the road to Damascus.23 The majority of English teachers surveyed were concerned
over decreasing adolescent Biblical literacy.24 Less than 10 percent of public schools taught a Biblical unit,
primarily because teachers feared claims of intolerance and legal repercussions.25 Lacking even a
rudimentary knowledge of Biblical facts, it is reasonable to conclude that adolescent understanding of the
overall Biblical story, and the mission of Jesus therein, is even more limited and distorted.26
In commending the Bible to contemporary western adolescents, we must address a largely indifferent and
at times hostile audience who are both confused about and sceptical of the Bible. Any assertion that the
Bible is accurate, inspired, and authoritative, fundamentally challenges adolescent autonomy to determine
their own beliefs.27 As such, they have vested interests in rejecting such claims. Adolescents resist rules;
they may, however, respond to solid reasons to believe.28 While such scepticism must be challenged,
perhaps a group-based reading of Scripture first-hand—with an emphasis on application—may soften their
attitude as they encounter beauty, inspiration, enlightenment, freedom, and wisdom.29

15

Mason and others, Gen Y, 81.

16

Hughes, Putting Life Together, 147-48.

17

Ibid.

18

Mason and others, 120.

19

Bibby, Canada’s Teens, 124. Similarly for America, see Barna, Real Teens, 40.

20

Barna, Real Teens, 125-27. More recent research by Kinnaman and Lyons, UnChristian (2007), report that only 30 percent of
sixteen- to twenty-nine-year-olds believe the Bible is “accurate in all the principles it teaches” (p. 24).
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Different Apologetic Approaches to Defending and Commending the Bible30

3.3

3.3.1 Classical Apologetics: ‘Scripture as Conclusion’ (e.g. Frank Turek here)
(1) Reason used to test Scripture’s credentials as reliable
(2) Begin with theism, conclude with inspiration
(3) Fulfilled prophecy proves inspiration if God exists







Step 1 = establish God’s existence (theism) …
Step 2 = historical credibility of scriptures …
Finish by establishing the divine origin or Christianity,
and the inspiration of the scriptures.
Aim to logically guide the non-believer from their current thinking framework and presuppositions,
to a more consistent position (i.e. Christian Theism)
“Reason must judge the credentials of any alleged revelation” (p110). Reason is God-given,
thus this process is not elevating human reason above God’s Word, but laying a foundation for
discerning true from false purported revelations (see 1 John 4:1).
Once the authority of revelation is established by God-given rationality, it is reasonable to submit
In response to the abandonment of belief in biblical inerrancy, classical apologists recognise the
underlying presuppositional issue—that God doesn’t exist, therefore inerrancy is impossible.
Thus, they re-examine these world-views, and make the case for Christian theism, in turn laying the
foundation for the acceptance of inspiration and inerrancy of Scripture without requiring the nonbeliever to abandon reason.

3.3.2 Evidential Apologetics: ‘Scripture as Source’ (e.g. William Lane Craig here)
(1) Scripture the source of evidence for apologetics
(2) Begin with reliability, conclude with inspiration
(3) Fulfilled prophecy proves inspiration, proves God










30

Scripture is the starting point for evidentialists
Step One: support the Bible’s historical reliability (Bibliographic test; Internal & External consistency
… unique-ness, historical/archaeological credibility), asking historians to suspend disbelief and
honestly examine the evidence without prejudging it on the basis of anti-supernatural bias.
Step Two: use key, generally unquestioned references in the gospels and Paul’s writing to validate
Jesus rising from the dead, supported by historical facts
Step Three: Jesus’ resurrection validates His teaching, and by extension, the entire Bible
(use Gary Habermas’s “minimal facts” approach, sticking to what most scholars accept:
Jesus died, claimed sightings post-death, transformed lives of key disciples like Paul and James)
“We believe in the Bible because we believe in the God revealed in Christ, not the other way
around.” (p230 FHIR)
Fulfilled prophecy, independent of proving God’s existence, is support for the existence of God
BIBLIOGRAPHICAL TEST: existing/extant copies of the NT are reliable reproductions of the original,
as the time-gap between the eye-witness authors penning the events, and our earliest complete
copies of the originals, is smaller than for any other ancient writings. Additionally, there are
~24,000 manuscripts attesting what is recorded, over 23,000 more copies than the next most
attested document of similar historic vintage
INTERNAL TEST: benefit of the doubt must be given to the document itself, not a critic, unless
evidence compels alternate explanations. Each book is claimed to be written by an eye-witness,
uniquely positioned to accurately record Jesus’ life.

From Boa and Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons (2001).
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EXTERNAL TEST: biblical testimony is corroborated by extra-biblical sources and archaeology (e.g.
Sir William Ramsay’s findings, Josephus, Tacitus, Lucian, Thebes etc., + the fact that the key
teaching were presented whilst hostile eye-witnesses were still alive, yet the faith grew.
UNIQUENESS: 66 books, over 40 authors of all walks of life from Kings to fishermen, written over
1500 years on 3 continents and in 3 languages (Hebrew, Greek & Aramaic), yet internally
consistent, presenting a single unfolding message of God’s redemption of human kind through
Christ’s sacrifice on the cross. The most read, bought, stolen book in all of history, with the power
to change lives. The most banned and burned book in history, yet it has outlasted numerous
empires and remains central in our world today.
PROPHECY: Isaiah 41:21-23; 44:7-8 reveal God’s claim that only He can predict the future—opening
validation for historical testing to affirm the inspired nature of the Word. Five criteria to conclude
that a genuine prophecy has been given: I) It must be clear; II) We must know it was given before
its fulfilment; III) It cannot be fulfilled by the actions of the one making the prediction (or under
their control/influence); IV) the prediction must be unusually specific or long range to make its
fulfilment remarkable; & V) successful prediction must not be accompanied by false predictions.
Three clusters of prophecies (Old Testament Prophets; existence and history of Israel; life, death &
resurrection of Christ) support the divine inspiration and truth of the Bible.
“The sceptic whose worldview excludes divine fulfilment of prophecy is advised that the evidence is
sufficient to call such a worldview into question.” (p207).
Montgomery (FHIR 2001, 168) applies an accepted legal standard four-fold test for determining
perjury from a legal text: I) internal witness defects (to undermine their credibility); II) external
witness defects (motives/reasons to lie); III) internal testimony defects (inconsistencies in
statements); IV) external testimony defects (inconsistencies between witness statements and other
witnesses/external facts). In each case, the New Testament documents cannot be impugned with
false testimony (no reason to claim authors were untrustworthy; nothing to be gained by lying, only
a painful death; minor yet not contradictory differences in gospel accounts show no collusion;
archaeological support for New Testament names and places abounds). Additionally, the Jewish
public and religious leaders were hostile witnesses, as they couldn’t logically refute the disciples’
claims of Jesus’ resurrection.

3.3.3 Reformed Apologetics: ‘Scripture as Foundation’ (e.g. Greg Bahnsen here and here)
(1) Scripture the foundation for apologetics
(2) Begin with self-attesting Scripture
(3) Scripture gives the only coherent worldview
• Divine authority of Scripture is the premise/beginning of the apologetic case for Christianity, i.e. starting
with the axiom that precisely what God has spoken is recorded in the Bible (Clark), or rather that the
God who speaks in Scripture (Christian Theism) is the necessary pre-requisite to all meaning and
intelligible thought in this world.
• Scripture presents itself as the only light in terms of which the truth about facts and their relations can
be discovered … so we cannot subject the authoritative pronouncements of Scripture about reality to
the scrutiny of reason because it is reason itself that learns of its proper function from Scripture (318).
• Evidential arguments to affirm the historicity and prophetic fulfilment of Scripture cannot be used to
affirm the Bible as the only true revelation, as “… to make such evidential arguments the base of faith
would be to place the authority of Scripture under the judgment of human reason” (252).
 Likewise, Kuyper suggests that asking man to judge the validity of special revelation using natural
knowledge is akin to asking a psychiatric patient to judge the validity of the psychiatrist’s method of
treatment (263).
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3.3.4 Fideist Apologetics: ‘Scripture as Witness’ (e.g. John Piper here)
(1) Scripture needs no defense
(2) Begin with Christ, not from Scripture as such
(3) Scripture gives faithful witness to Christ
• The Bible itself is not self-attesting nor the object of our faith—rather it is a reliable witness of Christ
whom we can encounter. We believe the Bible because through it we can encounter the living Word.
• Karl Barth, in a similar initial approach to a reformed apologist (though denying the inerrancy of
Scripture—a radical departure) approached God’s existence and Scripture in two steps: First, God and
the truth about us in relation to God can only be known by faith in His revelation. Only by faith alone we
know that God is real and that the central tenets of our faith are true. Second, our knowledge of and
about God is gained directly from Jesus Christ through the Holy Spirit, and only indirectly from
Scripture—i.e. in Jesus Christ as the embodiment of God and of God’s purpose for mankind. Scripture
mediates this knowledge of God by its witness to Jesus Christ, not by providing a rational philosophical or
theological system (FHIR 2001, 380-381). Thus, “I do not believe in Jesus because I believe in the Bible.
I believe the Bible because, as I read it, I find Jesus there. I believe the Bible because it speaks to me
[experience] about Jesus and produces within me a confidence in Jesus and a love for Jesus that cannot
be explained away. I believe the Bible because I realize that what it says about Jesus could never have
been made up by human beings [paradox]” (443).
• “The Holy Scriptures are the highway signs: Christ is the way … He was the Scriptures given life” (419).
The Scriptures are self attesting, with no logically prior ground, because they are God’s Word.
• Donald Bloesch appears to believe the inerrancy of Scripture, but unlike reformed apologists, claims that
God’s truth is beyond the reach of human conception and perception, even for Christians for whom God
remains hidden even in the act of revelation (383). Thus, one cannot compel people to assent to this
truth by rational means, but rather through ‘gospel evangelism,’ a presentation of the message that
people need to believe in Christ for salvation. Apologetics is not a tool, in this context, for preparing the
ground of their heart, but rather for clearly explaining the gospel message, paradox and all. One should
not, as in irrational fideism, begin with a leap of faith, but rather with revelation, moving onto the
evidence that faith itself (through experience mediated by the Holy Spirit) provides (385) … “in this
divine-human encounter, all doubt is expelled. We know really and truly because we are known by God.”

3.3.5 Integrated Apologetics: ‘Scripture as Truth’ (e.g. Ravi Zacharias here)
Four Perspectives on Scripture:





Classical Apologetics (immanent aspect): Scripture as rationally validated authority
Reformed Apologetics (transcendent aspect): Scripture as self-attesting authority
Evidentialism (situational perspective): Scripture as factually verified story
Fideism (existential perspective): Scripture as self-attesting story

n.b. To say that Scripture does not need rational validation is not the same as saying that it does not or
cannot have rational validation, i.e., offering a rational validation does not detract from claims that
Scripture is self-attesting.
► With which apologetic approach do you most identify?
How do you normally go about defending and commending
the inspiration and authority of the Scriptures?
How are you travelling with
this subject? … if you’re
square in the middle—“very
confused”—
drop me a line at
david.benson@malyon.edu.a
u

Historical Challenges: Scriptural Reliability

Module #6-13

PE420/620-D

3.3.6 Putting It Into Practice

Class Activity 6.4—20 minutes
Consider the two questions/objections for this Module’s forum post:

(a) “Why should I take seriously your claim that the Bible—an ancient book of oral legends
finally penned by goat herders and uneducated fishermen—is not only true,
but also relevant in the modern world?”; OR
(b) “It’s stupid, dangerous and violent to literally apply the Bible in a
modern pluralistic democracy”
(1) Dave will divide the class into four groups, corresponding to the four major apologetic strategies:
(i) Classical; (ii) Evidential; (iii) Reformed; (iv) Fideist.
Within this group, further divide into two sub-groups, each taking on *one* of the forum options.
(2) In your smaller group, take 5 minutes to read the notes above related to your apologetic strategy
(pp11-13). How does it relate to your particular question/objection? Take another 5 minutes to sketch 3
key points you would make in defending and commending Christian belief in the Bible, addressing their
core objection. Choose a spokesperson for your group.
(3) As a whole class, each sub-group is to share the objection to which they are responding, a brief
summary of their apologetic approach, and then the 3 key points you would make in responding.
(4) Back in your sub-group, watch/listen to the most relevant response after this activity in the notes.
How is this approach similar to, or different from, your reply? What might you change to strengthen your
apologetic?

Reflection Activity 6.2—Distance Students
In place of class discussion, online/distance students are required to complete a series of reflections—
four per week. For each reflection activity/question, journal at least 30 (meaningful!) words, and tick off
the related boxes in the middle of the Unit Guide.
#6.2 After working through class activity 6.2 above, compare/contrast your response with one of the
following answers to similar questions/challenges to the Bible’s authority.
From “God’s Two Books” Discussion Guide, response by Tammy White on
What Genesis Says, and Why We Should Trust It (clip here: 10.51-16:04) [n.b. repeated from Module 4]

The Bible is an old book, right?
And in the knowledge stakes,
older is not better.
So why should I trust an account
written by sheepherders,
over today’s scientists?
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That’s a really good question.
We live in a culture where believing in God and the Bible seems
archaic because it lacks modern enlightenment: “It’s the 21st
century, not ancient times; so surely the Book of Genesis is
outdated and irrelevant.”
Can we as modern people still trust Genesis even though its
authors were thousands of years removed from our times, with
no access to modern scientific understanding? I think we can so
let’s look at some reasons why.
Consider the claim that Genesis is out-of-date because it was written by ‘sheepherders’ who didn’t have
scientific knowledge. Fair question. But the Bible itself makes the claim it was inspired by God, what the
authors could not know for themselves was revealed. So it’s not sheepherders versus modern scientists but
a question of whether Genesis was inspired by God.
Well, let’s look at that claim. If we evaluate Genesis from the view that God inspired it, we would expect it
would show the signature of divine authorship. Since God claims to be timeless, all knowing, and personal,
you would expect a divinely inspired text to reveal truths that stand the test of time, and not a tale
concocted by sheepherders. So do we see that? Let’s look at some examples.
First, the book of Genesis supports the claim that God is relational. You see this in that God used people to
write Genesis. In fact it is more believable that a relational and loving God would reveal scriptures through
people in their own language and culture. God doesn’t impersonally drop a book out of the sky. Instead,
this communicative God relates with people across history to gradually reveal who He is and we see a
picture emerge of a God who builds and forms relationships.
Next, the book of Genesis demonstrates completeness because its creation account fits what we see in the
world, both in the universe and its form, and the nature of humanity. The creation story provides an
account of laws as well as capturing human nature. It grounds our deepest psychology: our capacity for evil
through to our need for love. Part of what makes Genesis so unique is that it has provided answers to
lifelong questions: Where do we come from? What was I created for? What is my purpose in life?
Why does death seem wrong? Why do we believe in right and wrong?
And I think one of the questions Genesis answers squarely is why we love.
We love because we are created in God’s image, and God is all about relationships. God is love.
The way the Bible centers on the inbuilt human desire for love and relationship is unique.
Being created in God’s image captures why we crave to know our purpose and identity in life. The account
of Adam and Eve cogently grounds why as men and women we are drawn together in marriage and love.
The fall captures not only the nature of humanity, but pinpoints why there is within us the belief that the
world is not as it ought to be. That pain, suffering, injustice and death were not part of the original plan. A
close look at Genesis—a book written by so called Sheep-herders—and you find that it explains so much
about life and creation.
Finally Genesis is inspired because it cohesively fits with rest of the Bible. Without Genesis, we can’t make
sense of Jesus. The whole book highlights our need for a redeemer—someone to set a broken world right
again. And Jesus constantly referred back to Genesis, affirming divine inspiration of this creation account.
Now, we haven’t even begun to scratch the surface of all the reasons why we can trust the account of
Genesis using medical, historical, and external evidence. But we have taken a surface look at Genesis to see
if, on the face of it, its claim to be inspired has any merit. In my view, the evidence is strong. It offers a view
from above that grounds science, but it answers our deepest questions of purpose with a richness not seen
in materialistic stories. I don’t expect such a short response to answer your questions, but hopefully this
can start some conversations, and help in your own search.
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From “Caught Out”: “How can I believe the Bible is God’s Word” response by Brendan White—
Let me share with you the six top reasons I find most convincing. First, the Bible claims to be God’s word
which is a useful start. Second, the Bible as a piece of literature is totally unique in so many ways. It is a
compilation of 66 books, by over 40 different authors, written over fifteen hundred years in three different
languages. Despite this the Bible shows an astonishing unity in presenting one message of God’s attempt to
restore humankind. As if this wasn’t enough, it is unique in being by far the best selling piece of literature in
human history and has been translated into more languages than any other written work and has survived
more attempts to ban, destroy, or intellectually undermine its existence. For these reasons, it undeniably
unique, and that is to be expected if it is of divine origin.
Third, the Bible contains remarkable evidence of fulfilled prophecy.31 Hundreds of Bible prophecies have
been fulfilled, specifically and meticulously, often long after the prophetic writer had passed away. The
existence and history of Israel is an amazing example. Most striking are the fulfilled prophecies of the life,
ministry, death, and resurrection of Jesus. In the Old Testament there are approximately sixty major
messianic prophecies and 270 ramifications that were fulfilled in one person, Jesus of Nazareth.
Fourth, if the Bible is God’s Word, it should be true in what it
teaches. Where the Bible speaks to what happened in history
that is something that can be verified as true. When it speaks
to an issue relating to science we find something observable.
Because the Bible details historical events, its truthfulness and
accuracy are subject to verification like any other historical
document. Through both archaeological evidences and other
writings, the historical accounts of the Bible have been proven
time and time again to be accurate and true. In fact, all the
archaeological and manuscript evidence supporting the Bible
makes it the best documented book from the ancient world.
This is even more amazing when you consider that the Bible
contains advanced scientific and medical knowledge that was breathtakingly ahead of the ancient world it
was written in. All through the first five books of the Bible, God provided the Israelites with wise and
beneficial laws to protect health. Other scientific examples include how the bible alludes to a suspended
and spherical earth, to the vast number of stars, and to subterranean ocean currents.
Fifth, the Bible contains amongst other things, a great deal of teaching about how a person may best live.
Stealing is said to be wrong and giving is said to be good. If the Bible is God’s Word then these teachings
must be true. So people can test the truth of the Scriptures by applying its teaching to their lives. So when
the Bible teaches that it is better to give than to receive, that’s something we can practically do, to decide
for ourselves if the teaching is transformative. It is precisely because of this that the Bible remains one of
the most important documents in the history of civilization. The Bible has transformed numerous cultures
such as by the abolition of slavery in western society and the ending of cannibalism in the Pacific. The Bible
also beneficially changes the lives of individuals. I’m sure we can all recall stories and testimonies of people
who were criminals, drunks, prostitutes, or just down and out, who turn to the Bible and find their whole
life renovated.
On a person level I find it quite satisfying that the Bible has both verities and mysteries in it—that it is full of
things we can verify, and it contains other things that leave us standing in wide-eyed wonder. Reason gives
us confidence; revelation gives us hope. The Bible speaks to us with both.

31

See http://www.christiananswers.net/dictionary/prophecy.html for some examples.
See http://www.christiananswers.net/dictionary/prophet.html for a definition of a prophetic writer. More broadly, see
http://www.christiananswers.net/q-eden/edn-t003.html for this site’s answer to “How do we know the Bible is true?” My response
(Benson 2004) progresses from establishing the Bible’s accuracy (internal & external consistency) to its inspiration (uniqueness,
prophetic accuracy, Jesus’ authority and endorsement, and the Bible’s self-attestation and exerpiential effects).
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4. CHOOSE YOUR OBJECTION—RESPONDING TO DOUBTS ON THE BIBLE
If your ears and eyes are open, it won’t take long to find people in the public square objecting to the belief
that the Bible is inspired and authoritative for life today. We even find objections voiced in popular shows
like The Westwing. Maybe they voice modern objections to biblical history—did Jericho’s wall really fall as
described? Perhaps they voice postmodern objections to biblical morality and perceived injustice and
bigotry—how can you worship a God who commands genocide? Or it may be they simply question biblical
relevance—stoning gays may have worked in the stone age, but we’ve moved on. If they doubt God’s
existence, it’s a given that they will not (even cannot) accept the Bible as God’s Word.
How, then, to respond? As we covered in “debating God’s existence” (Module 4), here are helpful steps,
especially in addressing modern objections, especially those purporting to rally reason and evidence:
#1. Clarify the assertion: what precisely are the questions or objections the detractor is making?
#2. What are the arguments: is the roof (the assertion) supported by solid walls (the argument)?
#3. Probe the structural integrity: are the arguments able to bear the weight of the assertions?
Then, we must respond:
#4. Expose the flaw: what questions might you ask, or reasons might you offer to defend the Bible?
#5. Rebuild the house: what stories or evidence might you share that commend the Bible as plausible
(within the realm of possibility), credible (more likely/probable than not), and relevant (it works)?
The primary process to respond, especially to postmodern objections, was covered in Module 2’s metaapologetic method:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

What hopes and fears are common to my neighbour, with whom I will dialogue?
What terms and concepts must be clarified for a productive dialogue to ensue?
What genuine admissions should I make to begin the dialogue?
How could I defend the plausibility of Christianity in light of the key objections?
How could I commend the credibility, relevance & attractiveness of Christianity to the Other?
What other actions–corollary apologetics—add tangibility, strengthening the dialogue?

In either process, remember to draw from a range of apologetic types … find the primary angle your
dialogue partner is coming from (e.g. reason, evidence, or experience), and meet them there, even as you
keep the other angles in view.
Consider, for instance, these two demolitions of trust in the plausibility, credibility and relevance of the
Bible. The first (Jilette Penn & Teller) is particularly modern, questioning the “truth” of the Bible. The
second (Westwing) is typically postmodern, damning the “goodness” and “beauty” of the Bible. Both
undermine any authority of the Word, leaving autonomous humans with Satan to ask, “Did God really say?”
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Class Activity 6.5—30 minutes
In groups of 3, choose one of the two clips to which you will respond apologetically. Watch through
*both* the 10 minute youtube.com clip by Comedians Penn & Teller on the Bible, and the 4 minute clip
from Westwing. (Apologies for the Penn & Teller language, but it’s representative for wider culture so
better engaged than ignored.) It had nearly 1.9 million views on youtube (since removed), with 17,000
“likes” and a string of supportive comments approving their arguments.
1) As you watch, jot down the major assertions made: What are their primary objections to the Bible?
2) Choose just one of the objections to which you’ll respond. (Circle this from your list in [1] above.)
3) Take 7 minutes to talk through the 5 step process for modern objections (Penn & Teller), or the 6
stage process for responding to post-modern objections (Westwing). Jot some thoughts under each
heading.
4) Take 5 minutes to sketch the framework for a response to the key antagonist on your video:
… What questions might you ask?
… What reasons will you give in defense?
… What stories/evidence will you offer in commending the Bible’s inspiration, authority and relevance?
n.b. be sure to draw on a range of apologetic strategies: classical, evidential, reformed, and fideist.
4) One group for each video will be selected to share a 2-3 minutes response with the class. Other groups
are then free to add their key points, drawing on relevant material from pre-reading and the Module.

Reflection Activities 6.3-6.4—Distance Students
In place of class discussion, online/distance students are required to complete a series of reflections—
four per week. For each reflection activity/question, journal at least 30 (meaningful!) words, and tick off
the related boxes in the middle of the Unit Guide.
#6.3 What one objection raised by either Penn and Teller or Westwing struck you the most?
#6.4 How would you respond, if given the opportunity?
Some of the most useful books may be explored on amazon.com by clicking on the images below …
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4.1

Extra Notes: A God Who Speaks? It’s Plausible to believe32

Does God exist, and can God speak? How could this be plausible to believe? Not wanting to bore you, the
best I can do is sketch an answer and invite you to search it out. These are good questions really worth
answering. So let’s start with our almost universal human sense that there is a God.

Across all of history, the vast majority of people have believed in some type of
Creator God. The hallmarks of design are everywhere—a complex, ordered
world points to an intelligent, law-giving designer. And everyone recognizes
humans as the highest form of life on the planet. We are rational, and
personal—we reason, we relate, and we love. So if there is some type of God
behind all that we see, this God should be at least as reasonable and relational
as we are. It’s plausible to believe that this Creator God would communicate
with His Creatures to make Himself known, revealing His purposes in Creation
to lovingly guide us through life. If God is there, surely He wouldn’t stay silent?
Now, most religious books aren’t claiming to be God’s Word. They’re collections
of humans musing over the way the world is, and reaching up to grasp who or
what might be behind it all. Only a few religions claim that the Creator God has
spoken, revealing what we couldn’t work out for ourselves. God reaches down.
To name the main three, Judaism, Islam, and Christianity claim to have books inspired by God.
And each of these faiths claim Abraham as Father, tracing back to what’s in the Bible.
Still, just because it’s reasonable to expect a Creator God to reveal Himself, that doesn’t mean He has.
And how do we judge between competing revelations?
Put simply, if the Bible really is God’s Word, how would you know?
Perhaps a parallel from the art world will help.
In recent history, art fraud has become a big deal. A famous artist paints a masterpiece, but within a few
years, fakes have flooded the market. So how do you tell what’s genuine from a clever imitation? Pro Hart,
one of Australia’s most popular artists, has turned to DNA signatures. He didn’t want the security measure
to distract from the beauty and meaning of his work, so he chose an approach that is undetectable to the
naked eye. Taking a swab of his cheek, the DNA is blended with the paints and applied to the canvas. Then
a company records the DNA signature on a database. You’d never know unless you took the time to scan
the work with the right tools. But having scanned it, you’ll never mistake a rip off for an original ever again.
Coming back to the Bible, what kind of DNA signature could God give to His Word?
What can only God offer to distinguish His Word from all fakes?
If God is there and He isn’t silent, then He would have a unique vantage point on the world, and all of
history. So I’m looking for two markers:
(1) A view from above; and (2) A view from beyond.
In giving us this epic story, I’m scanning for unique insight that makes sense of life, and I’m scanning for
unique foresight that only God could give.
Let’s take one at a time.

32

The following notes come from session 3 of “The Journey: Entering God’s Epic Story.” As before, the full notes and small group
activities are uploaded as a pdf under Moodle, Module 6, Extra Resources: “Journey_byDaveBenson” (Benson 2011c).
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First, a view from above. When we’re born into this world, we’re “horribly middled.” We enter the world
with a confused cry, and spend the rest of our life trying to work out what kind of story we’re in. Why do
we exist? What’s the meaning and purpose of life? How can I tell right from wrong? What’s the heart of the
human problem? How do we solve it? What happens when I die? And where is this whole story headed?
These are the big questions of life: origins, meaning, morality, and destiny. And none of us can live a life of
purpose without at least a provisional answer to these questions.
But you can’t tell the story right unless you can see how the whole story hangs together. You need a view
from above, like that of novel’s author or a movie’s director.
Over the millennia, all kinds of stories have been offered to answer these big questions. Perhaps I’m the
chance result of a big bang? Maybe I’m a reincarnated soul looking for escape? Or worse, could I be the
experiment of a disinterested Deity? The problem is that we’re all stuck with a view from below, a snapshot
in time, which obscures satisfying answers. So how does the Bible fit into this? Maybe a metaphor offered
by the scholar Francis Schaeffer will help. It’s the metaphor of the mutilated book.
Imagine you had a book which was mutilated, leaving only one inch of printed matter on each
page. What you had was enough to convince you the book didn’t come about by chance. Yet you
didn’t have enough information to piece together and understand the book’s story. So you came
up with all kinds of inserts to make up a story, but none quite fit. Then, imagine that one day you
discovered a wad of ripped pages in the upstairs attic. When added to the right places, you found
that the story could be read and it made sense.
This is a lot like Christianity. By ourselves, we only possess ripped pages—we have access to the
nature of the universe through science, and insights into the nature of humanity, like our sense of
morality, our desire to worship, our ability to reason, and the ultimate importance of loving
relationships. It’s not enough to solve the mystery of the story we’re in. Yet, in the Scriptures, God
has given us what we could never work out for ourselves. Like pages from the upstairs attic, this
view from above matches what we know of the cosmos and history. But more importantly, it gives
us answers that perfectly fit the big questions we ask.33
Every other story falls down at some point. But the Bible’s unexpected story makes sense of our life, like a
box-top to a jigsaw, or a master key to a lock. Why do we worship? Why do our observations match the
way the world really is? Why is there a universe driven by ordered laws? Why is our nature a mix of good
and bad? Why are we different from all other animals? Why do we feel responsibility for a polluted planet?
And why do we each have a hole in our heart that only love can fill? The Bible has God’s DNA signature,
offering a view from above that sets our story within a larger epic journey.

Still, perhaps this story fits because it’s made up to fit the bill. Why should I believe that this story is God’s
story? I’ll let God answer that one for Himself. Way back around 700 years before Christ, the prophet Isaiah
spoke as God’s messenger (46:9-10):
“This is what the Lord says … I alone am God! … No one is like me. … I make known the
end from the beginning, from ancient times, what is still to come. I say, ‘My purpose will
stand, and I will do all that I please.’”
So, God gives us a view from above. But the second DNA signature is that through prophecy, God also gives
us a view from beyond.
Now, I’m not talking about just a few predictions for the future, or vague and cryptic guess-work like hitand-miss horoscopes or Nostradamus’s muddled writings. These kind of predictions are so generic and
confusing that they’re bound to happen in one way or another. The Bible is unique on this front. At the
time of writing, roughly one-quarter of the Bible was prophesying something still to happen—over 1000
prophecies in all. God wanted a way to mark out those who truly spoke in His name from other pretenders.
33

This is my paraphrase of The Complete Works of Francis A. Schaeffer, The God Who Is There, pp. 119-20.
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So He would give His messengers short range prophecies, fulfilled in their lifetime, to show they were
speaking for God. This warranted Israel to believe in long-range predictions concerning judgment of whole
empires and national themes like returning from exile.
Many of these long range prophecies are confirmed by the records of the Egyptian, Babylonian, and Persian
empires. We see this with foresight concerning the rise of Cyrus (Isaiah 44:28), the nature of Tyre’s
destruction (Ezekiel 26:3-16), and the regathering of Israel as a nation, simply unheard of on the world
scene (Isaiah 11:11-12; Ezekiel 37:21).
It only gets more interesting when it comes to Jesus. The Old Testament contains some 300 prophecies in
relation to the Messiah, 60 major claims, and 260 minor claims. Now, we know that these prophecies were
made prior to Jesus’ birth, as the Old Testament was translated into the Greek Septuagint around 250 years
before Christ. As He taught in Luke 24:44, “Everything must be fulfilled that is written about me in the Law
of Moses, the Prophets, and the Psalms.” And these prophecies went beyond anything Jesus could rig—
born of a virgin, a descendent of Abraham, from the tribe of Judah and the house of David; born in
Bethlehem, announced by a forerunner, anointed by the Holy Spirit for a preaching and healing ministry; a
prophet and priest who would triumphantly enter Jerusalem on a donkey, yet be betrayed for thirty pieces
of silver and abandoned by His disciples; this Messiah would be a suffering servant on behalf of us all, silent
before His accusers yet beaten and spat upon, with hands and feet pierced, and crucified with transgressors;
despite being pierced in His side, no bone would be broken, and He would rise again on the third day and be
exalted, ascending into heaven to be seated at the right hand of God.
Are you getting the idea? Some people reject all miracles and prophecy on the basis of science. Yet science
only describes the way things usually happen; it doesn’t prescribe how things must happen. If God
constructed the atom and spoke all matter into existence, it’s not unreasonable to believe that God can
suspend or transcend natural law to bring the dead to life and tell us the end from the beginning in a word
of prophecy.
But maybe this happened by chance? Okay. Imagine you enter the lottery with one ticket in 10 million, and
you win. You’d be lucky, right? That’s 1 chance in 10 to the power of 7. Imagine then you entered the next
lottery and won that too. That’s now 1 chance in 10 to the power of 14. Okay, so you go in 7 lotteries in a
row and win every single draw with one ticket. By 1 chance in 1049, someone should be suspicious! Once
you hit 1 chance in 1050, statisticians say the event is impossible, or else some giant intellect is pulling the
strings. Well last century a Professor of Science and Mathematics named Peter Stoner decided to check out
about Jesus. His work was supported by 600 university students, scrutinized and given the tick by the
American Scientific Affiliation as statistically sound.34 In his book, Science Speaks, he calculated that the
chance of any one person fulfilling even 48 of these Messianic prophecies was 1 chance in 10157.
What does all this mean? In Stoner’s words, “Any [one] who rejects Christ as the Son of God is rejecting a
fact proved perhaps more absolutely than any other fact in the world.” In terms of the Bible, it means this:
only God could give us this kind of view from above, and only God could arrange these kinds of statistical
miracles to give us a view from beyond time. His signature is all over the Scriptures, but it’s perceptible only
if you’re willing to search. Is it plausible to believe that the Bible is God’s Word? See for yourself.

TRY THIS: Read Psalm 22 (written by David, who prophetically spoke of experiences he never
personally had) and Isaiah 52:13-53:12 (prophesied concerning the Messiah). Both passages were
first penned more than 700 years before Christ, and are found in the Greek Septuagint, a
translation of the Hebrew Tanakh (what we call the Old Testament), dating to around 250 BC.
 What clear parallels do you see with the life of Jesus? How do you explain this?
 What other prophecies in the Bible weigh in favour of this being God’s Word?
 In what ways does, or doesn’t, the Bible’s story make sense to you in answering the big questions of
origins, meaning, morality, and destiny? Can you find a more coherent view?
34

See http://sciencespeaks.dstoner.net/Christ_of_Prophecy.html#c9. Other key Messianic prophecies fulfilled by
Jesus include Micah 5:2 (born in Bethlehem), Isaiah 61:1-2 (healing miracles), Malachi 3:1 (a forerunner prepares his
way), Psalm 22:16 (death with hands/feet pierced), Isaiah 53:9-11 (buried in a rich man’s tomb and raised from death)
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4.2

Extra Notes: A True Story? It’s Credible to Trust

So far we’ve seen how the Bible hangs together as one coherent story. More than that, if I’m just looking at
the Bible, I’ve got great reasons to believe it was inspired by God who has a view from above and beyond
time.
But that’s not enough. Why should I trust anything the Bible says? Are these just myths, or do they connect
to the real world. If I was there on the mount of crucifixion, could I rub my finger on Jesus’ cross and get a
splinter? In short, is the Bible a true story?
Here we hit a tricky question. Recently I watched the play Shadowlands, telling the story of C. S. Lewis’s
romance with Joy Davidman. You might remember that Lewis wrote the tales of Narnia, starting with The
Magician’s Nephew. In this story, a British boy named Digory secures a magic apple to cure his sick mother.
In the play—based on real life events—Joy Davidman had terminal cancer. Her son, Douglas, with book in
hand, asks Lewis of Digory and his apple, “Is it true?”
How would you answer? Well, it’s true in the story. And it’s a metaphor pointing us to deeper truths about
life, death, and hope—that’s why it moves you so much. But is there really a magic apple? Well, no.
We need to remember that the Bible is made up of 66 books, and even within each book we see a range of
genres—from poetry, to parable, to historical narrative. Is it true? The better question is whether each
story is “true in terms of its intended purpose.”35 Israel’s exodus from Egypt looks quite different as we shift
from a narrative in Exodus 14, to the Song of Moses and Miriam in chapter 15. Was it a strong east wind or
a blast from YHWH’s nostrils that parted the Red Sea? Both accounts are based upon events the author
claims really happened. Both accounts are true when read as the author intends.
We have to separate out a text’s truth value from its truth claim. I may be convinced that the whole Bible is
inspired and has truth value. It is trustworthy. But this doesn’t tell me what the writer intended for any
particular passage—the truth claim. Was the inspired author offering a divine take on history, an ironic
parable to expose bad motives, or an allegory to unveil hidden truths about who God is and who we are?
Many of the books in the Old Testament are muddy at this point. These powerful stories move us, but often
it’s hard to tell what the author is intending and what genre we should read the stories in. That’s why
there’s genuine debate over books like Jonah and Job, and confusion over the creation accounts in Genesis.
Jesus seemed to speak of Adam and Eve, Cain and Abel, Abraham, Noah, and Jonah, all as real people who
actually lived. But before you reject the Bible and its talking snakes out of hand, know that scholars debate
whether these tricky passages are literally true, or are meant to be striking tales telling deeper truths about
how we’ve all tasted the forbidden fruit and swallowed a lie. We’re all lost and long for Eden. As one writer
suggests, it’s not just that these stories happened—it’s that it happens, today. We live in the metaphors.36
But let’s get back to the main issue. Some passages may be metaphorically true, and little would change in
the epic as a whole. But even if the authors have been artistic in their retellings of history, like a portrait
painting, the basic legs of the journey must be factual or the story falls apart. God did design us for good in
the garden. We were damaged by evil at that tower. Abraham was chosen to bless in his tent. Jesus did
restore us for better on the mountain. The Spirit did send us to heal from that house. And Jesus will set
everything right in God’s New City. But let’s focus in on the heart of the epic: Jesus.
If the accounts of Jesus aren’t trustworthy, then the whole Bible falls apart, and Christianity with it. As Paul
said in 1 Corinthians 15, “If Christ has not been raised, our preaching is useless and so is your faith.” The
Bible does not float free of time and space; it’s built upon real events that either did or didn’t happen in
history. But if the accounts of Jesus are trustworthy, then the risen Jesus is Lord of all. And with this unique
authority, we can trust what He said about the rest of the Scriptures.

35

See V. Philips Long, The Art of Biblical History (1994), p. 25.
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See Rob Bell, Velvet Elvis (2009), p. 58.
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Jesus dealt with temptation in the wilderness by quoting the Word: “It is written.” And His last words on
the cross came from the Bible: “It is finished.” In Jesus’ view, His whole life fulfilled what was written, and
the Scriptures cannot be broken. So, if the Gospels are solid, the whole Bible’s gold.
Each of the Gospel writers make their truth claim clear: this is a faithful account—it’s a true story.
So, when it comes to Jesus and the Gospel accounts, is it credible to trust?
Books like The Da Vinci Code work had to say it’s not.37 “You can’t trust the Bible to get your bearings.
What you have in your hands today is nothing like what was originally written. It’s been changed in
transmission. Anyway, the accounts are late, probably centuries after the events—a simple tale of a Jewish
carpenter that became epic as time went on. Only the Bible speaks about these events, so how can you
believe that? And you can’t trust these authors, anyway—they had an agenda. They were trying to paint
Jesus as divine so they could prop up their leadership and gain control.”
Heard it before? Well, what’s the substance? Can we trust this story or not?

Let’s start with transmission. Is the Bible we have today the same as what was originally written?
Did it spread like the telephone game, changing on down the line? In short, no. Picture instead a modified
game of telephone where 24,000 kids at the end of the line say virtually the same thing; you’d figure each
account is accurate to the original.38 In reality, we have a mountain of manuscripts—about twenty-four
thousand in all, with at least fifty Greek manuscripts copied within three centuries of the originals. One
fragment of John’s Gospel traces to within a century of Jesus’ life, and within fifty years of when the original
was written. There are many small differences between these manuscripts, like how names are spelled,
though none of the variants affects core doctrine. But because there are so many manuscripts, scholars can
reconstruct the original text as 99.5 percent pure. No other ancient account even has 1,000 manuscripts
dating within 500 years of the original. So if you throw out the New Testament as an unreliable story, then
you also lose every other historical account.
So, what about the reliability of these accounts? Are they late in the piece, unverified by other sources, and
some kind of legend gone to ground? Again, no on all accounts. The four Gospels and Paul’s letters were
clearly penned before the fall of Jerusalem around AD 70. This was the hottest news in this region, and it
was predicted by Jesus. Yet not one New Testament book even hints at Jerusalem’s demise. So each
account was circulating when genuine eyewitnesses were still alive. This is why Paul and the other Gospel
writers constantly drop names like Alexander and Rufus, or the 500 people still alive who saw Jesus after
His resurrection, all to confirm what had happened. They’re basically saying, “Go and ask them for yourself.
This is true.” As Paul said in the book of Acts, “these events weren’t done in a corner.”
How far back can we trace these accounts? Well, in 1 Corinthians 15 we read Paul passing on a creed about
Jesus’ resurrection and Lordship, received sometime between his conversion in AD 32 and his first meeting
with the disciples in AD 35 at Jerusalem. So Christians were worshipping Jesus as Lord within five years of
His crucifixion. Jesus’ divinity was not a late development. Now if these accounts were false, then the last
place you’d want to preach the message would be Jerusalem. Everyone would know you were lying. Yet
Jerusalem was where the church grew the fastest, and it was the place where most accounts of Jesus’ life
were penned. Putting it plainly, the timing is far too early for the stories of Jesus to be legends. They show
all the hallmarks of genuine eyewitness accounts: naming of sources, external references to places and
times that match what we now know from archaeology, minor differences to show they are independent
accounts, and random details like catching 153 fish or Jesus doodling in the dirt, which don’t advance the
story but do demonstrate genuine recollection of real life experiences. This story was solid from the
beginning, and it’s credible to trust.

37

For Dave Benson’s response, see files here, with mp3 of a talk, “Da Vinci Code: Seek the Truth?” here.

38

See Lee Strobel, Case for Christ Youth Edition (2004), pp. 61-62.
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What you may not know is that Jesus’ story isn’t just confined to the Bible. Historian Gary Habermas39 has
tracked down thirty-nine ancient sources collectively yielding over one hundred reported facts concerning
Jesus’ life, teachings, crucifixion, and resurrection. Fourteen of these sources are hostile witnesses, and
they represent the most respected Roman, Greek, and Jewish historians of Jesus’ day: Josephus, Tacitus,
Suetonius, Pliny the Younger, and the list goes on, each verifying key parts of what the Bible says.
Did these authors have an agenda? Of course! No one writes without an agenda! They put quill to
manuscript to convince readers that Jesus really is the Messiah. But this agenda required them to be
accurate, or else every eyewitness would shout them down and debunk their books. Why else would these
authors include embarrassing details, like Thomas doubting and Peter denying Jesus? Why else would they
reveal that all the disciples fled, leaving only women as the first witnesses of Jesus’ resurrection?
A woman’s word was worth nothing in a court of law at that time. Clearly the authors wanted the true story
to come out, warts and all, even if it damaged their case. So the Bible offers us multiple independent
stories, each a faithful eyewitness account of Jesus’ life.

Putting all this together, the Bible gives us the true story of Jesus. His life, death, and resurrection are
accurately recorded by eyewitnesses, and the core details are backed up by non-Biblical accounts and
archaeology. And these stories reveal Jesus as both the long-awaited Messiah, and the eternal Word of God
in the flesh. When Jesus speaks of the Scriptures, we should listen. He sees His whole life as fulfilling what
went before, and treats the entire Old Testament as inspired. And then He promises to guide His disciples
into all truth as they record what they have seen and heard.
He confirms major characters across the Bible, and tells us to trust this whole epic journey: from the garden
through the tower and the tent in to the mount of crucifixion, and then back out again from the house to
the City of God.
Granted, all history is selective and told with a slant, just like Shadowlands artistically captures the story of
C. S. Lewis. Yet it is credible to trust this story, and when the Biblical authors claim it really happened, it
makes sense to believe.

TRY THIS: In pairs, take 10 minutes to discuss the following:
 If someone asked you, “Is the Bible true?” how would you respond?
 What do the following passages tell you about the agenda of Luke and John?
Read Luke 1:1-4; 2:1-5; 3:1-2; 23:1-12
John 19:28-37; 20:30-31; 21:24-25
(See also Acts 2:22, 1 Peter 5:1, 2 Peter 1:16, and 1 John 1:1-4.)
 In a word, how would you characterize Jesus’ view of the Scriptures?
(See
Matthew 4:1-11; 5:18-19; 26:56; Mark 12:24; Luke 22:37;
John 10:35; 15:26-27; 16:12-15; 17:17-21)
 From what you know, how reliable is the Old Testament, both in telling a true story,
and faithfully transmitting it to us in the present?
(The discovery of the Dead Sea Scrolls are particularly relevant; see here.)
 Record below some big questions you still have about whether the Bible is God’s Word. Now, using the
resources given in this Module, circle one book that might help you find an answer. Explore it for yourself!

39

Habermas is particularly known for his “Minimal Facts” (audio here) approach to evidentially supporting Jesus’
resurrection. See his website, and broadcasts/debates on Justin Brierley’s show, “Unbelievable”, here and here.
For a sample rebuttal of Habermas’s methodology, see here.
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5. PREPARATION FOR THE NEXT CLASS

Forum Activity Module 6
For each of modules 1 through 12 of the course, please submit a forum post, comprising:
(a) A 250 word first-person response to the set question/comment, tailored for explaining your
beliefs to a twenty-something Australian who is post-Christian in attitude but pre-Christian in
understanding. Note that when options are available, indicate to which of the statements you are
responding. Additionally, this response must demonstrate a sound grasp of underlying
course/Module content, and interaction with at least one (PE420) or two (PE620) pre-readings,
whether recommended or optional (reference these). Across modules 1-6, and then 7-12, you
must demonstrate a range of apologetic approaches, defending and commending the plausibility,
credibility, and relevance of Christian belief. Post this to Moodle *before* the following class.
(b) Interaction with at least one other person that advances the conversation, perhaps through a
comment or question. Note that this interaction can be with other students on the Moodle forum,
but may also be through the “Australian Apologetics & Evangelism” facebook group or your own
social media site, as people interact with your posted response. Interaction isn’t in the word count.
Group five of the first six forum posts, and the interaction with others, into one word.doc for
submission via the Moodle assessment tab by March 28 for assessment requirement 1a, and then
a further five posts from module 7-12 by May 23 for requirement 1b.
For each Moodle Module, I’ve set up a forum bubble.

THIS WEEK’S forum question/comment awaiting your response, before next class, is this:
Week 6: Respond to one of the following statements: (a) “Why should I take seriously your claim
that the Bible—an ancient book of oral legends finally penned by goat herders and uneducated
fishermen—is not only true, but also relevant in the modern world?”; or (b) “It’s stupid,
dangerous and violent to literally apply the Bible in a modern pluralistic democracy”
You will have time to discuss your responses to this forum question in your small group during the first
session of our next class together.

All students respond on the Moodle Forum (250 words)

Preparation for Next Week …
 Forum post work (as per the unit guide assessment requirement) both addressing the set
question, and interacting with others. Post this to Moodle before next class.
 2 hours pre-reading from recommended and optional readings on Moodle.
Come ready to share on each of the following:
-a question—something you don’t get, or want to clarify
-a challenge—something you disagree with, or want to nuance
-an implication—“so what” for your our apologetic practice
-an application—something useful right now in your context, to help your holistic witness
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Significance for Christian theology, life and thought...
“Did God really say?” Is it plausible to believe in a God who speaks? Is it credible to trust the Bible as a
true story? Across this module we’ve explored good reasons to get your bearings for life from the Word
of God. There is no higher authority.
But maybe you’ve still got doubts. And that’s fine. A three hour discussion can hardly change years of
conviction. Jesus is fine with us poking and prodding His Word to see if it stands the test. Just look at how
He humoured Thomas after the resurrection. If the Bible really is a true story, then it can stand up to
scrutiny. The real issue is this: how willing are you to search?
I’m always inspired when I hear the stories of genuine sceptics like Josh McDowell and Lee Strobel. These
guys took up the challenge of Christian friends to see if the Bible really is the Word of God. Both of them
dedicated years to interviewing experts, investigating data, and leaving no stone unturned. They made
an honest commitment to fairly weigh what they found, and follow the evidence where it seemed to
lead. In both cases, they concluded that it took more faith to swallow the common objections than to
take the Bible at face value. This book must have a divine origin. And the greatest confirmation came
after the fact. When they started engaging and obeying the Scriptures as the Word of God, this ancient
story lifted off the page and their lives were transformed. They met Jesus, to whom the Bible points.
Maybe you’ve heard their story before. But have you heard about William Ramsay?
If ever there’s a story of someone determined to uncover the truth, it’s this guy.
Born back in 1851, Ramsay quickly proved to be a genius. The youngest son of a third generation lawyer,
he won every academic prize on offer. His major interest was archaeology, retracing the steps of Paul’s
missionary journeys in the New Testament. “A devout believer,” you’re thinking. Well, not quite. When
William won an Oxford scholarship for travel and research in Greece, he set about earning fame by
disproving all that Luke had written in his Gospel and the book of Acts. He was sceptical, and steeped in
liberal views of the Bible. And within a few years he was recognized as the archaeological authority on all
matters to do with Christianity and the Roman Empire. Over his sixty year career, Ramsay held the
Professorship of Classical Archaeology at Oxford; he received many honorary degrees, and was knighted
Sir William in 1906 for all his work.
“Why scrutinize Luke?” you may be wondering. Well, Luke was in the habit of recording details that
placed Jesus squarely in space time history: He was born under King Herod in Bethlehem during the reign
of Caesar Augustus, and He was crucified under the watch of Pontius Pilate during the reign of Tiberius
Caesar. And every step of the journey, Luke made real claims that could be checked. So Ramsay tested
detail after detail, case after case. He researched languages spoken in regions, geographic movements,
depth of water channels, trial scenes, census systems, lists of Governors, Magi at Jesus’ birth, and even
fulfilment of prophecy, always expecting falsification.
And what did he find? After thirty years of field research, Ramsay concluded that “Luke is an historian of
the first rank; not merely are his statements of fact trustworthy; he is possessed of the true historic
sense . . . . He seizes the important and critical events and shows their true nature at greater length,
while he touches lightly or omits entirely much that was valueless for his purpose. In short, this author
should be placed along with the very greatest of historians.” Ramsay’s verdict extended to each book of
the New Testament as “unique in the compactness, the lucidity, the pregnancy, and the vivid
truthfulness of its expression.”40
Sir William left no stone unturned, and in the process He became a follower of Jesus who got his
bearings from the Bible. Have you started this search? Are you helping others continue their search?
Do you have good reasons to believe that the Bible really is the Word of God? God has scrawled His
signature across this whole story, but only those willing to scan its pages will discover the truth.
Travel with Him, and seek truth above all else. May you discern smooth words of sceptics speaking with
forked tongues. And may you trust God’s voice as your guide to life.
40
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