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What Is Apologetics? 
  
‘An apo loget i c ’  i s  jus t  a  fancy way to say ‘a defense . ’   Chr ist ians are c lear ly 
expected to  be prepared to g ive  th i s  de fense of  the i r  fa i th  in  any s i tuat ion.  
The most  obvious command for  an apologet i c (a de fense of  our fa i th)  i s  1 
Peter  3:15b:   
  

"Always be prepared  to  g ive an answer to everyone who asks you to  
give the reason  for  the hope that  you have ."  1 Peter 3:15b  
  

So,  the  study o f Apologet ics is  the study o f the de fenses  o f the Chr ist ian 
fa i th.   One can hard ly  imagine the mult i tude of  reasons that  may emerge that  
wi l l  require  th is  de fense.  We may be drawn into a debate  over wor ldviews, or  
be asked to  expla in our perspect ives on var ious l i fe  s i tuat ions when we are  
counse l ing others who are craving for  our (and God’s)  he lp.   Therefore  the  
study of apologet i cs i s  c lea r ly  a  very  impor tant  and ser ious endeavor ,  and a 
requi rement  for  all  Chr ist ians.  
  
One does not  study Apologet ics,  however ,  just  to win arguments .   A l though 
many famous apolog is ts are involved w ith other h ighly t ra ined ph i losophers 
debat ing athe ism, creat ionism,  and a mi l l ion other – i sm’s,  the main purpose 
of apologet i cs i s  not  to convince but  to  confirm .   The Master  H imsel f  te l l s  us 
in an explanat ion o f ‘ the greatest  commandment ’  that  our fa i th is  an exerc ise 
of the mind as wel l :    
  

"Love  the  Lord your God with a l l  your  hear t  and with a l l  your sou l  and 
with al l  your mind .   This  is  the f i r s t  and greatest  commandment."  
Matthew 22:37-38  
  

The heart  wi l l  not  accept  that  which the  mind cannot .  God never  says that  
our fa i th i s  to  be based upon th ings we cannot rat iona l ize  in  our minds,  
despi te what non-be l ievers  would have us be l ieve .   In fact ,  Chr i st iani ty is  the  
most  rat iona l  o f a l l  wor ld be l ie fs .   When one cons iders  some of the wi ld 
th ings that  pass for  convent iona l  wisdom these days,  and compares them 
aga inst  the c lear  ev idences for  and the rea l i t ies o f Chr ist iani ty,  one can take 
comfort  in the fa i th and wor ldview of  the  Chr ist ian.  And the Chr i st ian need 
not  be bothered by the some of the  th ings that  wor ld takes for  granted, 
because a Chr i st ian by de f in i t ion th inks d i f ferent ly from the  rest  of the wor ld :  
  

"Do not  dece ive yourse lves .   I f  any one o f you th inks he i s  wise  by the 
standards of th i s  age,  he should become a ' foo l '  so  that  he may become 
wise.   For the wisdom of this  world is  foolishness in  God's  sight."  1 
Corinthians 3:18-19a  
  

‘P resuppos i t iona l ’  apo loget i cs assumes that  l i fe  begins to make sense when i t  
i s  cons idered with a Chr ist ian perspect ive in  mind.  Once you ‘pre-suppose ’  
that  Chr is t ian i ty is  t rue,  everything e l se beg ins to fa l l  in l ine and make sense .  
This  does  not  imp ly  however  that  an apologet ic de fense cannot conf i rm the 
t ruth for  someone who ‘pre-supposes ’  that  there i s  no God or Chr ist .   In this 
case it  is  God br inging around the heart  of  the hardened to Him,  and 
through us (thus the command for  the defense preparat ion!)   In the 
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study of Apo loget i cs  we conf i rm our fa i th  both for  ourse lves,  and for  others  
who are  t ru ly  search ing for  the t ruth.    
  
Therefore ,  Apologet ics is  an essent ia l  evangel ism too l .   A  bas ic unders tand ing 
of our fa i th  wi l l  enable us to be  used by the Spir i t  o f  God, when the Spir i t  
moves with in someone and draws him or her to you to  exp la in  the reasons for  
your fa i th in Chr i st :  
  

"Preach the Word; be prepared  in season and out  o f season; correct ,  
rebuke and encourage .. .d ischarge a l l  the dut ies o f your min ist ry. "   2 
Timothy 4:2a,  5c  
  

We must be ready to accompl i sh the  commands of  God upon us:  
  

"There fore go and make d isc ip les  o f a l l  nat ions . . . teaching them to obey 
everyth ing I  have  commanded you.. . "   Matthew 28:19a, 20  
  

What a g lor ious purpose and incredib le  incent ive for  the study o f apologet ics,  
to be the hands and feet  of  the  Lord in His  p lan of  sa lvat ion for  the wor ld!    
But u l t imate ly ,  the reasons a lone are  not  enough for  anyone to  accept  the  
Chr i st ian Fa i th.   I t  is  our intu i t ion,  our  sp i r i t  that  leads us to accept  the 
evidence  as t rue , because i t  sat i s f ies our  longing and searching.   I t  is   
  

“not  phi losophy (or  log ic)  but  re l ig ious exper ience that  prope ls anyone 
through the door .   The appropr iate apologet ic i s  thus not  an argument 
d i rect ly for  the ex istence  o f God, but  an argument for  the rat iona l i ty of  
forming be l ie fs  on the  bas is  o f exper ience , inc lud ing re l ig ious exper ience."     
John Hick,  Four Views of Salvation in a  Pluralist ic  World.   Pg 248  
 
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Apologetics.htm 
 
 
 
 

Who Decided What Would Be In The Bible? 
  
The 'canon'  is  a  term that  re fers  to the ‘ s tandard , ’  or  ‘ ru le . ’   The  ear ly church 
fathers,  in  an e f fort  to preserve  the  integr i ty o f the anc ient  wr i t ings and the 
doct r ines o f the Church, ' canonized '  the books that  were  recognized as 
' insp i red '  by God.  When the wr i t ings were ‘ canonized, ’  th i s  s imply means that  
the church accepted them as  the ‘of f i c ia l ’  documents that  were prescr ibed by 
God.  I t  is  important  to rea l ize  that  they were not  s imply ‘appo inted ’  as 
of f i c ia l ,  but  that  they had been recogn ized for  some t ime by the major i ty o f 
the Church at  the t ime as the  insp i red word of  God and used as such.   The 
canon s imp ly  documents th i s  recogni t ion.   
  
The Old  Testament was known (essent ia l l y)  as three  'books ' ,  the Law (Genesis  
to Deuteronomy),  the Prophets (Joshua through 2 K ings ,  Isa iah, Jeremiah, 
Ezekie l  and the 12 'minor '  p rophets) ,  and the Wri t ings  ( the  remainder of  the  

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Apologetics.htm
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OT books .)   These books  were conf i rmed by Chr i st  and the  ear ly  Church 
fathers as  they re fer red to them wi th comments such as ' I t  i s  wr i t ten'  or  'God 
says . . . ' .   The d i scovery o f the Dead Sea Scro l ls  inc luded every book of  the  Old 
Testament except  Esther,  ind icat ing  an acceptance o f them as  scr ipture f rom 
the f i rs t  Century A .D.  
  
Gener ica l l y ,  the New Testament canon inc ludes those wr i t ings which were 
most  un iversa l l y accepted by the major i ty o f the ear ly church.  The most  
controvers ia l  ( those which were adhered to by a few sects,  but  not  a 
major i ty)  were eventua l ly cu l led out  o f the of f i c ia l  ' l i s t ' .   Severa l  books ,  
inc lud ing Reve lat ion,  James, Jude, 2 Pete r ,  2 and 3 John, were inc luded by 
the end of the second century.    
  
Four key quest ions were cons idered by the  Counci l  Of Carthage (397 A .D.)  
that  declared the o ff ic ia l  canon of the New Testament church:   
  

1) Is the  wr i t ing Aposto l i c?  I f  an Apost le  e i ther was credi ted w ith  
authorship ,  or  with d i rect  in f luence (as  with Mark and Luke)  the canonic i ty 
was genera l l y assumed.  This  is  not  a  r ig id requi rement ; for  example,  the 
book o f Hebrews'  authorship i s  st i l l  under quest ion.  
  
2)  Is  the wr i t ing  Orthodox?  I f  the  wr i t ings conform w ith the ear ly 
understandings  o f the  fa i th,  and do not  obv ious ly cont radict  another 
accepted canonica l  wr i t ing ,  i t  i s  genera l ly  accepted.  
  
3)  Is  the wr i t ing  universa l?   Wr i t ings that  seem speci f ic  to a certa in 
group, and apparent ly  not  intended for  the Church as  a whole were 
genera l l y not  cons idered to be  appropr iate to a canon of  the Universa l  
Church.    
  
4)  Has the wr i t ing had in f luence over the Church over t ime?  The proven 
abi l i t y for  the wr i t ing to provide guidance , sustenance and insp ira t ion for  
the Church i s  expected.   

  
Understanding these requirements show tha t  the wr i t ings were not  s imply 
' chosen' ,  but  proven to be insp ired by the i r  ' int r ins i c author i ty and constant  
usage . '   (Adapted from Zondervan's  Handbook To The Bib le .)  
  
What About The 'Apocrypha'?  
  
Even a fter  the  o ff ic ia l  canon izat ion,  there was some debate going on.  In 
~385 A .D.,  the anc ient  Church father Jerome deve loped a vers ion of  the B ib le  
that  inc luded the books of  the  Apocrypha, a l though he la ter  d isavowed them 
as canonica l ,  in h i s  'Vulgate '  B ib le .   In 1545 the Counci l  of  Trent  declared the  
Vulgate B ib le  the of f i c ia l  B ib le  o f the Roman Catho l ic  Church.  The  protestant  
movement s ided with Jerome, who by then had separated the Apocrypha from 
the remainder.    
 
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Canon.htm 
 
 

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Canon.htm
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Are There Any Independent Collaborations? 

The ex istence of  extra -B ib l ica l  documentat ions only he lps to conf i rm the 
va l id i ty o f the  B ib le ,  and provides  incent ive for  the ser ious cons iderat ion o f 
the B ib le 's  messages.    

"Secular" Collaborating Informat ion  
  
Regarding Artifact Date Significance Further Info 

     

Dating of the 
Bible Documents 

War Of The Jews / 
Antiquities Of The Jews 

 Flavius Josephus 
77 or 78 A.D 

/ 93 A.D. 

Describes the horrendous torture and 
slaughter of the Jews by the Romans 

in 70 A.D.  Every historical writing 
after this period discusses this event.  

The gospels are silent, however, 
providing rational circumstantial 

evidence that they were written prior 
to 70 A.D.    

 

Confirming the 
Execution of John 

the Baptist 
Antiquities Of The Jews 
 Flavius Josephus; Book 

18, Chapter 5. 
93 A.D. Describes that "John, that was called 

the Baptist", was murdered by Herod.   

Confirming 
Existence and 
Importance of 

Jesus 

Antiquities Of The Jews 
 Flavius Josephus; Book 
18, Chapter 3.  There is 

much controversy over the 
validity of this passage, 
whether is was entirely 
written by Josephus or 
added manipulated by 

Christians. 

93 A.D. 

"Now, there was about this time, 
Jesus, a wise man, if it be lawful to 
call him a man, for he was a doer of 
wonderful works, -a teacher of such 

men as receive the truth with 
pleasure.  He drew over to him both 
many of the Jews, and many of the 
Gentiles.  He was [the] Christ; and 

when Pilate, at the suggestion of the 
principled men amongst us, had 

condemned him to the cross, those 
that loved him at the first did not 

forsake him, for he appeared to them 
alive again on the third day, as the 

divine prophet had foretold these and 
ten thousand other wonderful things 

concerning him' ant the tribe of 
Christians, so named from him, are not 

extinct at this day." 

  

Confirming Death 
of Jesus, and the 

Persecution of 
Christians 

Tacitus - A Roman 
Historian (60 - 120 A.D.)   

Refers to fact that "Chrestus...was 
executed at the hands of the 

procurator Pontius Pilot in the reign of 
Tiberius."  Also mentions that Nero put 

many of his followers to death 

Chalmers; Evidences of 
the Christian Revelation  

Tacitus; Annales xv.44 

Documents of the 
Christian Church 

Confirming 
Persecution of 

Christians 
Suetonius - A Roman 

Historian (TBD)   
Refers to Jews who were 'continually 
making disturbances at the instigation 
of Crestus' were expelled by Claudius 

from Rome. 
  

Confirming Death 
of Jesus, and the 

resulting 
Darkness That 
Fell Over The 

Land 

Julius Africanus 221 A.D. 

Refers to a work by Thallus, who 
wrote in ~52 A.D. mentions the 

crucifixion of Jesus.  Thallus describes 
the event as a solar eclipse, but 

Africanus disputes this, since the moon 
was full at the time of the Passover.  
(Thallus' work has been lost, but its 

significance is confirmed by the 
mentioning by Africanus. 

The New Testament 
Documents - Are They 

Reliable?  113 
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Confirms 
Existence and 
Execution of 

Jesus 
The 'Mishnah', which is 

part of the Jewish Talmud.   

"On the eve of Passover they hanged 
Yeshu (of Nazareth)."  This 

confirmation comes from a Jewish 
source (non-Christian), which was a 
record of events sanctioned by the 

Jewish Sanhedrin. 

Habermas; Ancient 
Evidence For the Life Of 

Jesus, Pg 98 

  
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Collaborations.htm 
 

Are There Any Archaeological Evidences? 

As with the independent co l laborat ions,  archaeologica l  ev idences  d iscovered 
conf i rming i tems and events in the B ib le  se rve to prov ide reason to cons ider  
the B ib le  and i t s  teachings ser ious ly .   I t  has been remarked that  NO 
archaeologica l  ev idence has been d iscovered that  d isproves anything 
ment ioned in  the  B ib le!  

Independent Collaborating Informat ion  
  

Regarding Verse Confirming 
Artifact Significance Reference / 

Further Info 
     

Roman Census 
Order 

Luke 2:1,3  "In those 
days Caesar Augustus 
issued a decree that a 
census should be taken 

of the entire Roman 
world....everyone went to 
his own town to register. 

A census order from 104 
A.D., requiring all to 

return to their homes to 
be counted was found in 

Egypt 

Confirms that census' were a 
function of the Roman 

government.  An earlier census 
(dated ~6A.D.) was also 

found, although the dating is 
in dispute. 

Jesus: The Evidence; 
Ian Wilson; pg 47 

Quirinius (a ruler) 
Luke 2:2 "(This was the 
first census that took 

place while Quirinius was 
the governor of Syria.)" 

An inscription describing 
Quirinius as a person of 
authority in Syria was 

found in Antioch  
Confirms a historical aspect of 

Luke's Gospel 
The Bible As History; 
Werner Keller; pg. 

323 

King David 
2 Samuel 5:4.  'David 

was thirty years old when 
he became King, and he 

reigned forty years.' 

A basalt stone monument 
dated ~900 B.C., 

discovered in Galilee, 
describes 'The House Of 
David' and 'The King Of 

Israel' 

Until this find in 1993, a record 
of King David has never been 

found outside of the Bible, 
leading many scholars to 

improperly believe that David 
was a fictitious character. 

Is The Bible True?; 
Jeffery Sheler; pg. 59 

Nazareth, the 
Town In Which 

Jesus Was Raised 
Luke 4:16a. 'He went to 
Nazareth, where He had 

been brought up...' 

Many farming community 
relics, dated to the first 
century A.D., discovered 
in the precise location 

Nazareth was supposed 
to be.  

Until this find in the 1950's by 
Belarmino Begatti, no evidence 
of Nazareth was found, leading 

skeptical scholars to believe 
that the town was a Biblical 

fantasy. 

The Archaeology Of 
The New Testament 

Capernaum, a 
Town Which 
Jesus Visited 

Luke 7:1b,3.  'Jesus 
entered Capernaum...The 
Centurion head of Jesus 
and sent some elders of 
the Jews to him, asking 

him to come and heal his 
servant..."This man 

deserves to have you do 
this, because he loves 

our nation and has built 
our synagogue."' 

Captain Charles Wilson 
(1866) confirmed the 
location of the town.  
Virgilio Corbo (1974) 

discovered a synagogue 
there, dated to the early 

first century . 

Skeptics, once again requiring 
archaeological proof before 
they will believe anything, 

were again confounded at the 
discovery of this city.  Corbo 

believes that we are justified in 
believing that this synagogue 
was the very one built by the 

Centurion mentioned by 
Matthew, Mark and Luke. 

The Archaeology Of 
The New Testament 

pg 99 

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Collaborations.htm
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A House In 
Capernaum, 

Where Peter and 
Andrew Lived, 

and Where Jesus 
Visited 

Luke 4:38.  'Jesus left the 
synagogue and went to 
the home of Simon.'   

The oldest Christian 
church yet discovered, 

attested by 
documentation dated 

~350 A.D. describing a 
pilgrimage to the 'house 

of the first of the apostles 
[where] a church was 
made...Here the Lord 
cured the paralytic.'   

Also described in 570 A.D. as a 
basilica that preserved the 

house of Peter. 
The Archaeology Of 
The New Testament 

pg 110 

  

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Archaelogy.htm 
 
 

Which Translation Is The 'Right' Translation? 
  
There are severa l  methods g iven to  t rans lat ing the B ib le .   Some are intended 
to provide st r ict  t rans lat ion and interpretat ion from the or ig ina l  ( the source) 
language, and others are intended to re lay meaning from the  or ig ina l  into 
today's  ( the  receptor)  language.   To assure  the most  independent and 
unbiased t rans lat ions  and interpretat ions ,  in a l l  reputable cases ,  a  board of  
scholars i s  employed, a long with specia l is ts  in h istory,  g rammar,  e tc.   Why 
interpretat ion a long w ith t rans lat ion?  Because the Hebrew and Greek 
languages a re grammat ica l l y qui te d i f ferent  from most  a l l  others .   Just  s imply  
t rans lat ing  word to word would be d i f f i cu l t ,  and in some cases imposs ib le ,  i f  
the purpose i s  to re lay coherent  meaning.  For example ,  accord ing to 
specia l is t  Raymond E l l iot :  
  

The word 'o f '  i s  very common in Engl i sh ,  and i t  i s  used to represent  a wide 
var iety o f re lat ionships between words.   In only the f i r s t  chapter  of the 
Gospel  of  Mark,  n ine d i f ferent  Engl i sh t rans lat ions use the word 'of '  
between e ighteen and th i r ty one  t imes .  The word represents  such 
re lat ionships  as possess ion,  k inship,  locat ion, names o f geographica l  
p laces  and features,  the mater ia l  f rom which something is  made,  pol i t i ca l  
jur isd ict ions,  the doer  of  an act ion, and so on.   But there is  no word 'of '  
in Greek at  al l !   Greek has other  ways o f express ing those  re lat ionships 
that  are t rans lated by 'of '  in Engl i sh . . .The problem for  the t rans la tor  is  to 
f ind,  in the receptor language, those forms that  wi l l  appropr iate ly  
represent  the st ructures o f the source language - f i r s t  as to meaning, 
sty le ,  and natura lness ,  then as  much as poss ib le  as to form.    Raymond 
Ell iot;  "Bible Translation"; in  The Origin Of  The Bible; Phi l ip Wesley 
Comfort  editor  

  
In order  to translate and interpret  fo r  the masses today, specia l i s ts  ut i l i ze  
(gener i ca l l y)  two forms of st rategy:  
  

Formal Equivalence  a t tempts to preserve  the or ig ina l  language s t ructure  
and vocabulary ( the form).  Whi le  st r i ct l y preserv ing what  was or ig ina l ly  
wr i t ten, i t  may cause d i f f i cu l ty in  understanding i tems such as  a 
histor i ca l l y unique  sta tement that  has no c lose Engl i sh para l le l .   An 

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Archaelogy.htm
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Apologetics%20Resources.htm#Origin%20Of%20The%20Bible%20-%20Comfort
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example of  a  t rans lat ion w ith Formal  Equiva lence intent  is  the New 
Amer ican Standard B ib le .    This  type o f t rans lat ion leaves i t  up  to us to  
f igure out  what the or ig ina l  meaning is .  
  
Dynamic Equivalence  a t tempts to  re late the st ructure to  commonly 
understood terms in  the ' receptor '  language ( the meaning) .  For example,  
when Paul  (Romans 7:18)  speaks o f the  ' s in fu l  f lesh'  (NAS)   we know that  
he is  speaking of  the ' s in nature '  (NIV).   Tr ies to interpret  the meaning for  
us,  accurate ly  and fa i r ly .    

  
Examples of  Translation and Interpretation  
  

Reference Literal Greek 
Translation King James Version New American Standard 

Bible 
New International 

Version 

Matthew 1:1 
Book ancestry Jesus 

equals Christ son 
David son Abraham. 

The book of the generation of 
Jesus Christ, the son of David, 

the son of Abraham. 

The record of the genealogy 
of Jesus the Messiah, the 
son of David, the son of 

Abraham. 

A record of the 
genealogy of Jesus 
Christ, the son of 
David, the son of 

Abraham. 

John 1:13   
Which were born, not of 

blood, nor of the will of the 
flesh, not of the will of man, 

but of God. 

who were born, not of blood 
nor of the will of the flesh nor 
of the will of man, but of God. 

children born not of 
natural descent, not of 
human decision or a 
husband's will, but 

born of God. 
  
  
Isn't  The King James The Only 'Real '  B ible?  
  
There i s  somewhat  o f a  controversy regard ing the K ing James B ib le .   Because 
th is  vers ion i s  the 'o ldest '  Engl ish vers ion, i t  i s  what many of us grew up 
with.   We are  comfortable with i t ,  desp i te the fact  that  i t  was wr i t ten over  
500 years  ago, in a sty le  of Engl ish that  is  no longer in use .  I t  i s  beaut i fu l  
and poet i c ,  and g ives the Word of  God a sense of  sty le  and c lass,  as one 
would expect .   BUT,  i t  i s  certa in ly not  the only Engl ish interpretat ion that  is  
accurate and re l iab le .   As has been sa id ' i f  the K ing James Vers ion was good 
enough for  Paul ,  then i t ' s  good enough for  me'  exposes the s i l l i ness o f th i s  
debate.    
  
Are There Any 'Unreliable'  Translations?    
  
Genera l l y,  there is  m inimal  scho lar ly ' i s sue '  wi th the Engl i sh t rans lat ions that  
we have today.   Th is  i s  eas i l y provable ,  f i rs t ,  s ince  there is  essent ia l ly no 
'act ive '  debate regard ing the t rans lat ions,  and second, because the quant i ty 
and ava i lab i l i ty  o f scholars (Chr ist ian and non-Chr ist ian) to assure us is  
copious.   To conf i rm this  in your  mind, especia l l y i f  you s t i l l  have doubts,  
take any Engl ish t rans lat ion to your loca l  un ivers i ty  Greek or  Hebrew scho lar ,  
and have them conf i rm the t rans lat ion's  near perfect  va l id i ty.    
  
Current ly,  the on ly  'ac t ive '  debate  is  more pol i t i ca l  than scholar ly,  regard ing 
the 'gender- inc lus ion'  t rans lat ions of  the TNIV ,  or  'Today's New 
International Version . '   In p laces where  the or ig ina l  languages refers to  
(essent ia l l y)  mank ind as 'he '  or  'h im' ,  th is  vers ion has changed the terms to 
' they'  etc.   Whi le  t roublesome to some tradi t iona l is ts ,  th is  debate  seems to 
miss the mark in pract ica l i t y,  s ince  most  parents o f daughters expla in to them 
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that  ( in genera l)  the b less ings or  curses at t r ibuted to  'man'  means 'mank ind ' ,  
to assure the i r  g i r ls  that  they a re not  le ft  out .    
  
The bottom l ine  is ,  that  our  Eng l ish t rans lat ions o f the B ib le  are  assuredly 
t rustworthy,  and re l iab le .  
  
Recommendations  
  
Because of the re l iab le condi t ion o f the Eng l ish t rans lat ions,  a  vers ion should 
be p icked (genera l l y)  based upon your purpose and your prefe rence.  For 
beauty and e legance , the King James Vers ion  i s  c lass i c .   For readabi l i t y and 
study purposes,  choose the New Internat ional  Version .   For se r ious 
contemplat ion and cons iderat ion,  many pre fer  the New American Standard 
Bible .  
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Translation.htm 
 
 

Aren't There A Lot Of Contradictions In The Bible? 
  
One part icular ly favor i te  game of a  skept ic  i s  to f ind a l leged d iscrepanc ies 
with in the B ib le ,  under the assumpt ion that  the ex istence  o f these  
d iscrepancies inva l ida te the c la im of Div ine  insp irat ion -  a fter  a l l ,  i f  the B ib le  
were t ru ly insp ired, then i t  wou ld be  per fect  and have  no contradict ions  or  
d iscrepancies -  r ight?  In addi t ion to th is  game, the issue  can be of ser ious 
importance  to a seeker who sees  the  d i f f icu l t ies,  perce ives inte l lectua l  issues 
and needs resolut ion in order to cont inue ser ious contemplat ion o f  
Chr i st ian i ty .   I t  can be a s igni f i cant  stumbl ing b lock when not  proper ly  
understood.   
  
Causes of  the Perception of  Discrepancy  -  A l l  o f  the seeming 
contradict ions can,  when proper ly ana lyzed and understood and not  just  taken 
'a t  the sur face ' ,  become reso lved.  Most  are examples o f m istaken 
assumpt ions  by the  reader,  or  o f insuff ic ient  knowledge about ancient  
l inguist ic  syntax or  cu l tura l  inte rpretat ion, or  s imply a misunders tood 
perspect ive o f the wr i ters intent .    
  
The fo l lowing are examples of  some of these most  common types  of  
misunderstandings ,  and the i r  resolut ions:  
  

Perceived 
Contradiction Reference Reference Resolution 

    

Judas' Death 
So Judas threw the money into the 

temple and left.  Then he went away 
and hanged himself.  Matthew 27:5 

With the reward he got for his 
wickedness, Judas bought a field; there 
he fell headlong, his body burst open 

and all his intestines spilled out....they 
called that field...the field of blood.  

Acts 1:18,19b,d 

Both can be true, and not 
contradictory.  Judas may have hung 

himself alone, and then fallen 
headlong onto the field, etc.  One 

reference can simply be telling more 
details of the story than another.  An 

example of the requirement of a 
proper perspective for interpretation. 

Jesus' Period Of For as Jonah was three days and After the Sabbath, at dawn on the first In Jewish custom, any part of a day 

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Translation.htm


 9 

Death three nights in the belly of a huge 
fish, so the Son of Man will be three 
days and three nights in the heard of 

the earth.  Matthew 12:40 

day of the week...he has risen.  
Matthew 28:1a,6b 

is considered part of a full day.  We 
see this confirmed in Esther chapters 

4&5, where 'on the third day' is 
equivalent to 'after three days'.  And, 
even now in Jewish custom, the new 

'day' begins at sundown of the 
previous day.    An example of the 

requirement for cultural 
understanding for proper 

interpretation. 

Jesus Curses The 
Fig Tree 

He said to it, 'May you never bear 
fruit again!'  Immediately the tree 

withered.  Matthew 21:19 

Then He said to the tree, 'May no one 
ever eat fruit from you again.'  In the 

morning, as they went along, they saw 
the fig tree withered from the roots.  

Mark 11:14,20 

Clearly a matter of timing.  The issue 
is in the implications however.  In 

Matthew, we assume that the object 
lesson on faith happened 

immediately afterwards, but we are 
not told this directly.  Mark may be 
more descriptive in the chronology 

of events, while Matthew was 
describing the event in whole, with 
breaks in time eliminated to round 
out the point.  An example of the 

requirement for proper syntax 
(structure) understanding for correct 

interpretation. 
  
We can c lear ly see  that  th ings  that  appear at  f i r s t  g lance to be d i f f icu l t ies,  
are not ,  yet  need to be proper ly  understood.  One minor  lesson from th is  i s  
that  the B ib le  i s  to be  stud ied,  not  'g lanced' .   When you come across a 
perce ived d i f f icu l ty,  don' t  just  s imply wr i te  the B ib le  of f  as  errant  and 
there fore  not  insp i red  -  de lve into the facts  of  the context  and pursue proper 
understanding.   In other words ,  g ive the B ib le  the  benef i t  o f  the doubt!  
  
Fina l ly ,  when one cons iders  the  fact  that  the B ib le  has  surv ived incredib le  
persecut ion ( f rom the  abol i t ion o f Rome in A.D. 303 where scores  of  
Chr i st ians were  k i l led ,  and a mass ive 'book burning '  o f a l l  B ib les that  cou ld be  
found occur red -  yet  just  10 short  years a fter  th i s  Chr i st ian i ty  was accepted 
as the 'of f i c ia l '  re l ig ion o f the Roman Empire,  to Vol ta i re  and Thomas Pa ine 's  
va in  pred ict ions in the  18th century  that  the  B ib le  w i l l  soon be forgotten)  is  
ev idence  o f seemingly  supernatura l  inte rvent ion.  C lear ly,  these  supposed 
'cont radict ions '  and 'd i f f icu l t ies '  have been worked through for  a  VAST amount  
of people for  thousands o f years .   The B ib le is  c lear ly meant to be taken 
ser ious ly .  
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Contradictions.htm 
 

Why I Believe...God Exists (Its as easy as ABC!) 
  
95% of the people in the wor ld admit  to  a ‘be l ie f ’  in a  ‘God. ’   C lear ly i t  i s  not  
a matter  to pass o ff  l ight ly.   But  how impor tant  is  i t  to ca reful l y cons ider the 
sub ject  ?   Mort imer Adler  expla ins why the  sub ject  o f God compr ises the 
largest  chapter  in h is  compi lat ion of  The Great  Ideas: A Synopicon o f Great  
Books of  the  Western Wor ld .    
  

"The subject  of God i s  the most  w ide ly publ i shed d iscuss ion in h is tory  
because 'More consequences for thought  and action  fo l low the 
aff i rmat ion or  denia l  of  God than from answer ing any other  bas ic 
quest ion. ' "   (Paul Lit t le,  Know Why You Bel ieve, pg 19.)    

  

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/Bible/Contradictions.htm
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I f  God does ex ist ,  then the study o f God i s  by de f in i t ion the  most  important  
endeavor a person can undertake .  And for  Chr i st ians requi red by God to  
provide a reason for  our fa i th,  i t  i s  essential  for us  to understand and be 
able to explain  a  c lear  bas is  for  our  fa i th in God’s  ex i stence.   
  
So le ts begin an act ive study o f the  ex i stence o f God, and what i t  means for  
us.   Here we wi l l  s tudy the REASONS FOR BELIEF  in the  CHRISTIAN GOD.   
In a d i f ferent  area  we wi l l  contrast  that  w ith the be l ie fs  in other Gods be fore 
we are done with our study.   
  

 
  
SO TO BEGIN ,  I  be l ieve that  there are three c lear witnesses to the fact  
that the CHRISTIAN GOD exists ,  which a re in  front  o f us each day.  For 
starters ,  by remember ing that  the be l ie f  in God is  a  BASIC  be l ie f ,  i t  i s  easy 
to start  w i th  the  bas ics.   So we need to . . .  
  

Remember our ABC's:   
   

Our AWARENESS, the BIBLE, and the CREATION  
  

AWARENESS  -  Our own human nature (consc ious,  mora l  f iber ,  etc)  
suggests to us that  there must  be something beyond ourse lves.   – we just  
‘know’  in  our ‘hearts ’  that  there i s  more to  l i fe  than what we can see and 
touch.  Many of us  are good at  putt ing th is  fee l ing as ide or  t ry ing to fu l f i l l  the 
need with outs ide in f luences ,  phi losoph ies,  etc. ,  but  i t  a lways  stays there ,  
perpetua l ly  unful f i l led .   No ‘purpose ’  on th i s  earth (money, sex,  power)  ever 
seems to f i l l  that  vacuum.  Many peop le spend the ir  ent i re  l i ves  st r iv ing to 
fu l f i l l  th is  need, but  i t  a lways  stays there,  even after  the  accumulat ion o f 
weal th or  the fu l f i l lment o f persona l  goa ls .   This  ‘God shaped vacuum’ (as 
descr ibed by the eminent sc ient is t  B la i se Pasca l)  can only be f i l led by the 
re l iev ing purposeful existence  d iscovered when we understand our pos i t ion 
with God, and when we become reconci led back to Him.   Could  i t  be that  th i s  
longing with in us i s  the resu l t  o f  God pul l ing us  to Himsel f?  Because th i s  
fee l ing i s  un iversa l ,  i t  i s  the f i rs t  o f what is  cons idered ‘genera l  reve lat ion’  
f rom God.    

  
The BIBLE  – Our  awareness leads us to  look for  God.  The B ib le  i s  the  
evidence  that  God has  le ft  us ,  as  a se l f-autographed documentat ion o f His 
nature  and His p lans ( th is  is  the f i r st  o f the ‘ specia l  reve lat ions ’  f rom God.)   
More than just  any other book, even any other ' re l ig ious '  book,  the B ib le  i s  
s ingular ly  unique.   I t  is  ne i ther a s ing le book, nor is  i t  wr i t ten by one person, 
as are most  ' re l ig ious '  texts .   I t  is  a  col lect ion of  66 books  that  were 
wr i t ten by 40 or  more different  authors  in three d i f ferent languages ,  in 3 
d i f ferent  cont inents.   These books were wr i t ten over  a per iod of  about 1600 
years.   The  authors represent  soc iety at  la rge.  They were not  just  scho lars 
and preachers ,  but  they a lso ranged from common fo lk such as shepherds ,  
doctors ,  government of f i c ia ls ,  f ishermen,  and tax  co l lectors,  to K ings .  There 
are many sty les o f journa l i s t ic  method invo lved,  inc lud ing hi story,  poetry,  
government records ,  d ia logue,  parables,  se rmons, prophecy, le t ters and 
re l ig ious instruct ion.   

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Why%20I%20Believe.com/Pages/God/Awareness.htm
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Why%20I%20Believe.com/Pages/God/God-Bible.htm
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The Bib le  has been t rans lated into over  1200 d i f fe rent  languages or  d ia lects .  
Desp i te th is  huge d ivers i ty  o f h istory,  there is  one central  theme  o f  the 
whole  co l lect ion of  wr i t ings:   that  God loves us  and has a plan for  our  
l ives.  

  
The Bib le  is  most  un ique in i t s  c la im of  Divine inspiration .   Is  i t  l i ke ly that  
the above facts of  the  B ib le  could have occurred by acc ident ,  or  by some 
' re l ig ious conspiracy? '   Or must  Div ine insp i rat ion and purpose must  have 
occurred for  the  previous ly  ment ioned points to come together  and to surv ive 
for  thousands o f years.   Div ine  insp i rat ion is  a  most  outrageous c la im, and i t  
leaves no room for  a gray area .  E i ther the book i s  o f God and deserves our 
careful  study, or  i t  i s  not  and is  an incredib le  and monumenta l ly improbab le 
hoax.  Was i t  by acc ident  that  i t  has become the most  in f luent ia l  book in the 
history o f mank ind?  

  
CREATION demands a Creator  – One of the ‘genera l  reve lat ions ’  about God 
surrounds us each day, as we see the mi rac les o f creat ion and the  evidence o f 
a  creator  everywhere .   Sc ience can only exp la in or  predict  what  might  
happen, but  not  why  th ings happen (what exact ly i s  an e lectron anyway and 
how did i t  get  here?)  Contrary to popular  be l ie f ,  evolut ion and the thought 
that  the cosmos began from nothing are s imply theor ies .   They are not  fact ,  
and they are not  as  w ide ly  be l ieved in  academic c i r c les as the genera l  pub l ic  
th inks that  they are .   To the average non-be l iever  st rugg l ing to  get  through 
each day, i t  i s  conven ient  ( i t  f i ts  into our se l f-wor ldview)  to be l ieve that  there 
is  a  log ica l  explanat ion for  the creat ion so  we don’ t  have to be l ieve in a 
creator .   But  make no mistake, i t  was a l l  p laced here,  wi th  a purpose,  by a 
Persona l  Creator .    
  
Think about  i t  for  a  minute,  which makes more sense?  1)  Everything in the 
cosmos e i ther ex isted forever  or  came from NOTHING ,  that  gasses evolved 
into  l ight  e lements,  and then into heavy e lements .   Next  came the evolut ion 
of 'dead'  e lements into someth ing a l i ve,  which f ina l ly mutated into a person 
who has the capabi l i t y to  eat ,  see,  th ink ,  procreate  and know r ight  from 
wrong.  (None of these steps ,  by the way, have been observed in nature ,  and 
in fact  are contrary to  known natura l  law -  they are s imply what 'must '  have  
happened in an ant i - the ist ic  wor ldview.)   OR  i s  i t  perhaps eas ier  to be l ieve:  
2)  That  Someth ing created everything and shows us the evidence  of i ts  
authorship  in  the  amazing deta i l s ,  synerg ies  and complex i t ies o f the cosmos 
and of l i fe?  Certa in ly  both take  an act ive choice ( fa i th?)  to be l ieve,  s ince 
there were  no eyewitnesses (but  would we be l ieve the eyewitnesses anyway?)  
The answer to the quest ion is  usua l ly  based upon a person's  pre-conce ived 
not ions,  and somet imes upon a mis interpre tat ion o f sc ient i f ic  ' facts . '   We 
must  however  use ALL of  our facul t ies,  our intu i t ion and senses,  to answer 
the quest ion t ruthful l y.   I t  does not  re l ieve  our  minds  to accept  mere 
sc ient i f i c  fact  i f  we don' t  a lso answer the quest ions why and how.   Between 
the choices above (and there  are no other choices)  I  be l ieve  i t  i s  much eas ier  
to be l ieve in a  Creator .  
  
To Summarize  -  With a l l  the  ev idence for  God that  we’ve rev iewed, we have  
seen that  i t  i s  certa in ly not  i l log ica l  to be l ieve in God.  In fact,  It  is  c learly  
reasonable to bel ieve that God exists,  and has placed al l  the evidence 

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Why%20I%20Believe.com/Pages/Creation.htm
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Why%20I%20Believe.com/Pages/God/Creation/Creation.htm
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needed within our  reach for us  to bel ieve in Him,  and to cause us  to 
pursue Him.   But  the  f ina l  commitment is  ours – th i s  is  our free wi l l .   We 
know that  FAITH is  not  b l ind,  but  in formed and rat iona l ,  indeed a  PART of us,  
leading us (complemented by our emot ion and des i res)  to acknowledge the 
ex istence  o f the Creator ,  and in f lame the des i re to  know more  about H im and 
His p lans for  us .   And Thank God, He has revea led these  to us  as wel l ! !   
http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/ABC's.htm 
 

Some Resources For Bible Study 
  
Onl ine B ib le  Resources:  
  

Bib le Gateway -  Provides a nice  search feature with many t rans la t ions and 
lots of  addi t iona l  informat ion.  
  
NET Bib le -  The New Engl i sh Trans lat ion  
  
Bib le Crosswalk -  Another n ice search feature with many vers ions onl ine ,  
inc ludes Strong's  numbers!  
  
Para l le l  Compar i son -  From the  fo lks at  Crosswalk -  compare texts  of  two 
d i f ferent  t rans lat ions!  
  
Bib le History.com - TONS of B ib le  in format ion,  h istory ,  maps, geography, 
t imel ines,  etc e tc etc  

  
Publ i c  Domain Dict ionar ies:  
  

Baker Evangel i ca l  Dict ionary of  B ib l ica l  Theology -  From the fo lks  at  
Crosswalk  -  one  o f the f inest  Dict ionar ies in use today!  

  
Publ i c  Domain Commentar ies :  
  

Crosswalk  Commentar ies -  Many publ ic  domain commentar ies,  inc lud ing 
Scof ie ld 's  notes and Wesley 's  notes!  

  
Publ i c  Domain Concordances:  
  

Crosswalk  Concordances -  Many publ ic  domain concordances,  inc lud ing 
Nave ' s  and St rong's .  

  
Bib le Study Software:  
  

E-Sword.net  -  A nice,  bas ic  system with many resources  and a good search 
engine.  FREE!  
  
Gramcord.org -  A nice  tool  to work with or ig ina l  languages,  many vers ions 
and re ference mater ia ls  
  

http://www.whyibelieve.org/Apologetics/ABC's.htm
http://biblegateway.com/
http://bible.org/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/ParallelBible/
http://bible-history.com/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/Dictionaries/BakersEvangelicalDictionary/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/Commentaries/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/Concordances/
http://bible.crosswalk.com/Concordances/
http://e-sword.net/
http://gramcord.org/
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Logos -  The cream of the crop (h igh end)!   $150 -  $600.  
  

Greek /  Hebrew Informat ion:  
  

Lexicon-  From UnboundBib le .org ,  enter  a word and determine the Greek or  
Hebrew meaning/equiva lent  

  
Fore ign Language Vers ions:  
  

Text  ava i lab le in MANY di f ferent  languages,  provided f rom the B ib le  
Gateway fo lks  

 

http://www.logos.com/
http://www.unboundbible.org/strongs/index.cfm?lang=English
http://biblegateway.com/languages/
http://biblegateway.com/languages/

