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Introduction

Is the Bible full of contradictions?

Hasn’t science disproved it? Did the Bible stories really happen?

Hasn’t science disproved it? The Bible teaches creation instead of evolution!

Is the Bible hard to understand?

Is the Bible just another religious book?

Is the Bible out of date?

Is the God of the Bible nasty?

After considering these responses, some verses to think upon are below:

Final question: How do I get saved according to the Bible?
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The Bible has always caused controversy.  This can be seen throughout its history.  For example, in 1530, a royal injunction in England forbade buying or owning an English Bible and hundreds of people who did so were burned at the stake (Riplinger, 2003: 818-820).  Since those times, it has become more freely available; however there are frequent attempts to discredit it.  

Over the next few pages, some responses to questions about the Bible can be found.  All scripture verses quoted are from the Authorized King James Version.  Any deviations from this text are unintentional.
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Is the Bible full of contradictions?
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Some points to consider:






1. Sometimes it appears that there are contradictions.  In Proverbs 26:4, the reader is told Answer not a fool according to his folly, lest thou also be like unto him.  In the very next verse however, the reader is told Answer a fool according to his folly, lest he be wise in his own conceit.  On the surface these verses contradict each other.  Yet they can also be read as a deliberate contrast to show that there are times to answer a fool and times not to answer a fool.






2. There are difficulties in the Bible.  Difficulties are not the same as contradictions.  A difficulty can be resolved if more information is given.  A contradiction is when statements are given which directly oppose each other.

An example of such a difficulty is found in 2 Samuel 24:13, in which King David is given the option of having 7 years of famine in the land.  When the event is retold in 1 Chronicles 21:12, it is given as 3 years instead.  This appears to be problematic until it is compared with other verses (2 Samuel 21:1, 9, 10 and 2 Samuel 24:8), which show that 4 years of famine had already passed when David was presented with this.  Therefore the 3 years of 1 Chronicles were part of the total 7 years of famine in 2 Samuel.

The Bible commentates on itself and its difficulties can be explained and reconciled by comparing different verses.  This is a different book from any other and only by studying it (2 Timothy 2:15) will it be rightly divided.  






3. It is true that there are versions out there which call themselves Bibles (but are not really), that do have contradictions.  This is not a problem if you use the Bible which has been established for over 400 years for English speaking people: the Authorized King James Version.  

An example of a false ‘Bible’ is the New International Version (NIV).  

In John 3:16, the NIV refers to Jesus as the only Son of God.  Yet in Luke 3:38, it also refers to Adam as the son of God.  This creates a problem, as if Adam were the son of God, then Jesus could not have been God’s only Son.

The real Bible says in John 3:16: For God so loved the world, that he gave his only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in him should not perish, but have everlasting life.

This Bible explains what ‘begotten’ means in Job 38:28-29, by likening it to fathering, coming out of the womb, and gendering.

Therefore Jesus was God’s son by direct descent, whereas the first man Adam was created from the dust of the ground.  
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Hasn’t science disproved it? Did the Bible stories really happen?


[image: ]


Many ‘out of the ordinary’ events are found in the Bible.  For the Bible is to be trusted as the final authority, it follows that its claims need to be true.  These scientific discoveries support what was revealed in the pages of the Bible thousands of years before:

In 1959, whilst examining aerial photos of his country, a Turkish army captain found a boat shaped form that was about 500 feet long (Jones, 2000:11).  This was the same size as Noah’s ark in the Bible and was in the area where the Bible said it came to rest (the mountains of Ararat, Genesis 8:4).  Other eye witness accounts from expeditions support details given by the Bible about the ark, e.g. that it was pitched with a brown substance inside and out, as referred to in Genesis 6:14 (Cummings, 1972, cited in Chick 1976:25).

Mitochondrial DNA is only inherited from the mother.  Rebecca Cann studied the mitochondrial DNA of the placenta of babies from 147 women from America, Africa, Europe, the Middle East and Asia and found that all the babies’ DNA could be unmistakably traced to one woman (Wee, 2003:12).  Genesis 3:20 says: And Adam called his wife’s name Eve; because she was the mother of all living.

Other Scientific Discoveries:

In 1475, Copernicus discovered that the earth is round, supporting Isaiah 40:22, which speaks of the circle of the earth.

Until the 1900s, doctors and nurses would wash their hands in a communal basin of stagnant water, causing many patients in hospital to die from infection. Practice then changed to washing hands in running water, which had already been shown in the Bible to be necessary in certain cases (Leviticus 15:13).

In 1615, William Harvey discovered that the life of all flesh is in the blood. Blood carries nutrients and oxygen throughout the whole body and without it, a creature will die.  Yet this truth had already been revealed in the Bible: For the life of the flesh is in the blood... (Leviticus 17:11).
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Hasn’t science disproved it? The Bible teaches creation instead of evolution!
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Do you remember reading earlier that Adam was created out of the dust of the ground?  Today the idea that as people we were designed and created by God is laughed at.  Instead the theory that we evolved over millions of years by total chance is promoted as the intelligent belief.  But it is interesting to observe that the Bible records Adam came from the ground, as both soil and the human body contain the following elements: sodium, chlorine, calcium, phosphorus, potassium, sulphur, iodine, copper, iron, cobalt, manganese, fluorine, zinc, molybdenum, chromium, selenium and silicon (Chick, 1980:4). This backs up the Biblical account of creation.

But is the theory of evolution itself above criticism?  If it is such an obvious truth, then where are the transitional fossils to connect mankind to lesser forms of life (whether they be monkeys or primeval slime)?  Only a few ‘findings’ have been showcased to the world and yet the evidence behind these is no longer supported by true science, e.g. ‘Nebraska Man’ (built up from one tooth) was later found to be to tooth of an extinct pig.  ‘Piltdown Man’ was based on a jawbone that actually belonged to a modern ape.

If it were true, there would be evidence of evolution all around us.  Darwin even acknowledged that “[g]eological research does not yield the infinitely many fine gradations between past and present species required by the theory; and this is the most obvious of the many objections which may be argued against
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