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    PREFACE


    It was 1990 and I was in the fifth grade in Birmingham, Alabama. My homework assignment was to draw a picture of the Big Bang. Of course, my parents were irate that the teacher would ask the class to do such a thing. After all, we believed the Bible to be true and therefore didn’t believe in the Big Bang. Instead of sending a note to the teacher attached to my completed homework assignment with his displeasure, my dad had me do a different assignment altogether. I would not be drawing the Big Bang; instead, I would be drawing a picture of the earth with the verse Genesis 1:1 neatly written as its caption. But this would not be done on the required notebook page size. No, my picture would be done on a poster board so that it could not be dismissed by the teacher and quietly slid into the stack of papers of other homework assignments. I was mortified at the suggestion. But at that moment, I understood the stand my dad wanted me to take. It was in this moment that he set the tone for what would be a lifetime of upholding the truth of the Bible in the face of the secularism taught in school—even deep within the Bible belt.


    After high school, I attended the University of Alabama in Huntsville where I graduated summa cum laude with a Bachelor of Science in Engineering and a Master of Science in Engineering. I worked for nearly ten years in the engineering field supporting Department of Defense missile programs, commercial rocket manufacturing, and NASA design programs. From my experience in the technical arena with both my education and career, I continually witnessed the deep-rooted skepticism in our society of the claims made by religion in general and the Bible in particular. I found that people had more challenging questions for Christianity than just if Jesus loves them. The people I encountered were asking whether God existed at all, if the Bible could be trusted, if there were an afterlife, and whether there were multiple ways to that afterlife.


    Despite the fact I had attended a solid, Bible-teaching church since my childhood, the foundational truths that address those concerns were never taught. The church had not prepared me to answer the types of questions the critical-thinking community had. As an engineer advocating for the case of Jesus, I saw how desperately the church needed to be teaching apologetics; yet, it was not. For years my parents and others like them sent their children to church expecting the church to prepare us for the battles against the world. But instead, we had been given superficial Christian platitudes with no depth or foundation. Many of my peers stumbled in their faith when faced with the questions the world threw at them in college. While I clung to my faith as truth, I knew I needed to understand why it was truth.


    It was from that desire to give my classmates and coworkers the answers they so desperately needed that I began studying apologetics. I continued researching the topic for over fifteen years. It became my passion to find those answers not just to solidify my own faith but to help others see that there is reason and truth behind the Christian faith. Seeing the struggles of my friends encouraged me to pursue a way to bring thinking minds into faith in Jesus, to merge the intellectual with the spiritual. While I do not have a theological degree, I have found that for some critical-thinking minds, a masters in engineering can gain more respect and trust for a theological discussion than a religious doctorate. It can show them that the foundational truths of Christianity are not just logical to those educated within the church, but to those technically-minded people educated outside the church as well.


    The church can no longer neglect its responsibility to prepare the believer to navigate through all the competing ideas and philosophies the world offers. Schools, media, and society are peddling the idea that science trumps religion, that the Bible is out of date, and that all religions are equal. The church must begin educating and preparing its congregation to counter that kind of ideology. My passion for apologetics led me to do just that. I started teaching this material to high school students at my church so that they would be better prepared to face the world’s questions. Those classes grew to include adult classes across the community, across denominations, and across cities because these truths apply to anyone who calls on the name of Jesus as their Lord and Savior. Teaching Others to Defend Christianity is the result of that effort to educate others on those foundational truths to Christianity, whether it’s gaining confidence that God does exist, that Biblical creation is true, or that God is in control even in our suffering. It has been used to reach people of all ages and backgrounds—from twelve-year olds to eighty-five-year olds, from high school students to stay-at-home mothers, from college students to adults in retirement. It is my desire that people everywhere are able to take these foundational truths and teach them to other believers and to unbelievers so that we can all increase in our confidence and faith in Jesus Christ. Teaching Others to Defend Christianity gives the teacher the confidence and tools necessary to accomplish that.


    When Luke set out to write his Gospel, he stated his purpose was so that Theophilus “may know the certainty of those things” in which he was instructed. If you are a Christian and know that Jesus Christ is your Savior, my desire is that this book will solidify your faith, confirming the certainty of those things in which you have been instructed. I pray that it will give you the confidence and the preparation to go into the unsaved world and share with others the reason for the hope that lies within you. If you do not know Christ as your Savior, I hope that you would read this book with an open mind and heart truly seeking the truth. I pray that the Lord would impress on you the certainty of His presence, His greatness, His love, and His mercy that He has offered to all mankind. He chose to give of Himself and step out of the throne room of heaven for the express purpose of suffering and dying for us while we were still sinners. He who knew no sin became sin for us so that we could have His righteousness, the righteousness which is required by our Creator to come into His presence.


    My goal is to glorify our great God and Father and to announce the wondrous gift of salvation to as many as will hear and respond to His calling. This is my goal and the goal of every Christian, and it should be the goal of every person teaching this material. To His glory forever and ever. Amen.

  


  
    HOW TO USE THIS BOOK


    Teaching Others to Defend Christianity is for anyone who wants to deepen and strengthen their Biblical foundations of faith wherever they may be in their life. It is to help the Christian understand why they should believe Christianity is truth and to prepare the believer to be a more effective witness to the world. While anyone can use this as a resource in their own walk, Teaching Others to Defend Christianity has been specifically designed as a teaching tool. The teacher can teach directly from this material to logically walk the class from an atheistic worldview, to evidence that there is a god, to the uniqueness of the Christian God, to the validity of the New Testament, and finally to the certainty that Jesus is the Son of God.


    Teaching Others to Defend Christianity is structured so that each chapter is a one-hour class session. The six chapters are to be taught in sequential fashion to build the case in a progression from atheism to belief in Jesus Christ. Each chapter begins with an introduction to review what has been covered in the previous lessons, followed by a study section that has the current lesson material. The end of each chapter has a list of questions for further consideration. These can be used during the session for additional group discussion, or for the student to consider on their own as they review the material. Supplemental slideshow material is also available on the CrossLink website to assist in presenting each lesson: www.crosslinkpublishing.com/shop/teaching-others-to-defend-christianity/ Additional information can also be found on the Defend the Faith Ministry site at www.defendthefaithministry.com


    For the student, this study is a thought-provoking and an intense look at the evidences that affirm to us that our belief is not placed in “invented stories” but is standing on the solid ground of truth. It is not to be taken lightly and it is not for those who desire a surface-level explanation of Biblical truths. This book touches on the laws of thermodynamics, DNA replication, physics, philosophical reasoning, and archeology. It is for those that welcome the challenge to think about what they believe so that they may be able to bring other thoughtful minds into that same belief.


    For the teacher, you don’t have to be an expert in science or philosophy to lead this study. This book will explain all of those points on an understandable level. However, it is necessary that you read through this material in its entirety before beginning to teach. It is important to see the case being built by each lesson so that you can impart that to the students. You must know where each chapter is heading in order to guide the class in the right direction. Remember, no one will have all the answers to every question asked. The best approach is to be honest when you are not sure and to assure the student that you will research the topic to provide an answer at a later time. Be confident, though, because we have truth on our side!


    There is a hunger out there for a more intellectual and deeper understanding of the Christian faith. Teaching Others to Defend Christianity provides those fundamental apologetics truths in an applicable way. This study is a stimulating and challenging study to answer the most important question posed to mankind: “What shall I do with this Jesus who is called the Christ?” I applaud you for taking on this important task to teach people how to defend their faith and to have confidence that there is a God and that Jesus Christ is Lord.

  


  
    INTRODUCTION


    Does God exist? Aren’t all religions the same? Isn’t the Bible just a bunch of stories changed over generations? Wasn’t Jesus just a good man? Can’t we believe anything as long as we’re sincere? These are becoming increasingly common questions that the world around us has for Christianity. The skepticism of our society does not accept “because the Bible says so” as an answer. Unfortunately, many churches do not adequately equip its members to answer these questions. That does a disservice to Christians desiring to grow in their faith and to the world around us when we fail to give a logical reason for the hope that lies within us. We have to be able to explain to the world why God is real and Jesus is the truth. Furthermore, it is so important that we know how to address those questions because it solidifies our own faith and gives us confidence in what we believe. If we aren’t fully grounded in the truth of what we believe, then we too can be swayed away from it by those who challenge it.


    Teaching Others to Defend Christianity addresses each of those questions by taking the reader through a logical progression from questioning God’s existence to finding salvation through Jesus. It will methodically move the reader from no God, to establishing that there is a God, that it is the Christian God, and that we have certainty in the claims made by Jesus Christ as the Son of God. The first three lessons provide several arguments using multiple fields of science and philosophy to establish that a god must exist. Through cosmology, biology, astronomy, physics, philosophy, and anthropology, there is evidence that a god exists to account for our design, our existence, and our morality. Once the existence of a god has been established, then it must be determined which god created us and which god is worthy of our worship.


    By comparing the doctrines of several major world religions, it is evident that the Christian God is unique. Only the Christian God provides a way to solve the issue of our sin through Jesus. Jesus claimed to be the way, the truth, and the life, and that no one comes to the Father except through Him. Because Christianity is therefore inseparable from the divinity of Jesus as the Son of God, we must assess the validity of His claim. In that endeavor, the authenticity and credibility of the New Testament accounts of His life must first be established. Once it is proven that the New Testament is trustworthy, a logical assessment must be made of the claims in the New Testament about the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus. Considering the evidence of God’s existence, the uniqueness of the Christian God, and the proof of the deity and resurrection of Jesus, there is no other logical conclusion to reach than that Jesus Christ was who He claimed to be as the Son of God. Only through Him can the world be reconciled to God.


    Does God Exist?


    Psalm 14:1 The fool has said in his heart, “There is no God.”


    Lesson 1


    The Cosmological Argument


    INTRODUCTION


    This study is a six-week investigation into the foundational truths of Christianity. It will logically progress from atheism (there is no God) to belief in Jesus Christ (the Son of God). It seems difficult for an atheist to understand why they need to believe in Jesus for reconciliation to God if they don’t believe there is a God at all. So we will spend the first three weeks looking at different ways to be confident that a God does exist. After establishing that a God must exist, we have to determine which God it is. We will show the unique solution provided by the Christian God that sets Him apart from all other world religions. That solution comes to us through the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus Christ. So we will then confirm the authenticity of the accounts of His life found in the New Testament. Lastly, we will investigate the impact of those claims found in the New Testament and assess their validity. The overarching idea is to show how we can move from the idea that there is no God to faith in Jesus without having to remove our intellect from the process. The belief of Jesus is not built on invented stories but on the solid foundation of truth in every way that it is studied.


    STUDY


    Does God exist? Either He does or He doesn’t; there is no in-between.


    It is reasonable to suggest that if there is a God, then He would have left us enough evidence to determine that He does exist. But God still has to allow us to make a choice about Him, to exercise faith. If God gave us absolute proof that He existed, then you could not deny Him anymore than you can deny the sun in the sky. Therefore, you couldn’t choose to believe in Him anymore than you choose the sunrise to start the day. But if He gave us no proof, then we could never get to a point to find Him. Consequently, He has to leave us just enough evidence so that those who want to find Him can.1


    The proof of God’s existence that many people demand to see is oftentimes in a physical sense of proof. How can we say God exists if we can’t physically touch him, feel him, or see him? Not everything that we are sure exists can be proven through those types of physical measures. Things like love, intelligence, sadness, air, or gravity can’t be seen directly yet they are very real things. The evidence we have for the existence of those things is found in other ways: love can be demonstrated; gravity can be experienced; intelligence can be presumed; sadness can be felt. There are cumulative evidences of the effects of these things that let us know they do exist. The fact that those things are invisible does not make them any less real.


    God gave us enough evidence to determine that He does exist. We can’t touch God directly, so we have to prove His existence through other ways. So what would that evidence be if we can’t weigh, measure, or observe God directly?


    o Experiential. We can experience God on a personal level. For the believer, this can be very real evidence for God’s existence. Unfortunately, however, that doesn’t always stand up as evidence in the mind of an unbeliever. They may feel or experience things themselves, but they choose to attribute that to something other than god. They may use the words fate or luck or even just a generic term of providence. Using experiential evidence won’t even help when discussing other religions either. Muslims attribute things to Allah, Buddhists attribute things to karma, a Christian may say things are divine intervention, and an atheist would say it’s a mere coincidence. How do we know which is the truth?


    o Presumption of fact. Many people demand proof of the existence of God but not everything is proven in the same way. When people make that claim they are generally expecting a proof through the scientific method but we accept many other things as proof even though they are not attained through experimentation or through sensory evidence.


    We can prove something by providing enough evidence to establish the presumption of fact. And that fact will stand to be true based on solid presumption unless the fact can be refuted otherwise. This is what is used even in our own court of law. We cannot repeat the past so many times we rely on presumption of fact to establish what most likely occurred.


    For example, you walk into a room and find a glass of water sitting on the counter. You didn’t witness anyone pouring the water into the glass, but you can presume that someone did in fact pour water into the glass. There is the presumption of fact that someone poured a glass of water, and that fact will stand to be true unless someone can refute it by proving otherwise. In the same way, we have the presumption of fact that because of what we can observe in the world, there must be a god who is responsible for its existence. That fact will stand to be true unless it can be proved otherwise.


    COSMOLOGICAL ARGUMENT


    The universe exists; therefore, its existence must be explained in some way. We have to answer the question, “Why is there something rather than nothing?”2 This is defined by the relationship between cause and effect. And there are several laws, known as the laws of causality, which explain this relationship.3


    
      	Every material effect (or anything that exists that had a beginning) must have a cause. You cannot have an effect without a cause; you cannot have a cause without an effect. In other words, an effect must have a cause or else it ceases to be an effect. Likewise, a cause must have an effect or else it ceases to be a cause.

        For example, if water is poured into a glass, then it will be full of water. The cause is the pouring of water. The effect is the glass has water in it. The glass could not have water in it (effect) without someone pouring it in (cause). And you can’t have someone pour water into the glass (cause) without water being in it (effect).

      


      	The effect must always follow the cause. The cause will never follow the effect. The glass cannot have water in it, and then water was poured in.


      	The effect is always an adequate effect related to the cause. The effect and cause must be adequate to one another. So if we observe an effect, there must be an adequate cause.

        Water being poured into a glass (cause) did not result in a river flooding (effect). That effect is not adequate to the cause.

      

    


    If the universe (a material entity) exists, something must have caused it. The universe is the effect, so what was the cause? There are only three possible options for this:4


    
      	The universe is eternal. The universe has always existed and will always continue to exist. An eternal universe would not need a cause because there was never a time when there wasn’t a universe.

        If the universe is not eternal, then there are two possible explanations within that.

      


      	The universe is not eternal and it created itself.


      	The universe is not eternal and it did not create itself.

    


    Option 1: The Universe Is Eternal


    In the 1920s, scientists relied on the argument that the universe was eternal to avoid having to account for a god. If the universe were eternal, then it would have no beginning or end. There would be no need for a “first cause” of the universe. These scientists developed the Steady State theory (or infinite universe) based on the idea of continuous creation of matter in the universe.5 If this theory were true, then there would be no need to find the cause for this effect. Only things that have a beginning need an explanation as to how they began. If something is eternal, it does not require a cause.


    However, in 1915 Einstein’s Theory of Relativity indicated that the universe had a starting point in time. Decades later through the Hubble Telescope, scientists observed that the universe was expanding and thus concluded the universe must have a starting point from which to expand. They even coined a term to refer to this beginning: the Big Bang Theory. It shows they discovered the universe goes back to a singularity event where everything started. The Big Bang Theory basically admits that the universe began at some point. At first glance it seems odd to use the Big Bang Theory in a proof about God but it does give theists an advantage. Science has proven the universe had a beginning. Therefore, something had to have caused it to begin.6


    The idea of an eternal universe is also disproven through two laws of thermodynamics.7


    
      	The First Law of Thermodynamics states that neither matter nor energy is created or destroyed in nature. Matter can be converted to energy and energy can be converted to matter but the total of amount of matter and energy in the universe will remain constant. So we have the same amount of matter and energy now as we have always had. Following this law, it makes it impossible for the universe to create its own matter.

        In other words, there couldn’t have been an eternity of one atom that eventually spawned additional atoms and energy to grow into the amount of matter we see today. Matter cannot be further created so what we observe today is what we started with. It had to have been placed here by some cause.


        This strikes the first blow to the Steady State theory’s assumption that the universe continuously creates its own matter. This also indicates that the universe had a beginning. Some cause had to initially establish this finite amount of matter and energy because matter and energy cannot still be created within nature itself.

      


      	The Second Law of Thermodynamics states that all things tend towards entropy—or disorder and decay, unless energy is applied into the system. For an example, look at your backyard. If you leave it to itself, it will grow full of weeds unless you put energy into it, which would be you cutting the grass. This means that the Universe is running down like a clock continuing into decay and disorder. But if things are moving towards disorder, then at one point things were fully ordered. Our “clock” was fully wound up.

    


    More importantly, it shows that the universe is not in a steady state. Something that is eternal would be in a steady state because it would


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Whatever created the universe must have existed before it. The cause must come before the effect. The creator of the universe could not come into being AFTER the universe exists. So whatever made the universe existed before the universe in order to create it.


      	Whatever created the universe must be superior to the universe. The creator has to be greater than the created; the creation cannot be superior to the creator. For example, computers are only as smart as we make them.


      	Whatever created the universe must have a different nature than the universe.9 Everything in this universe is finite and contingent (that is what we have just established through this analysis). Nothing that we observe here in this universe is capable of creating this universe. This finite, contingent universe of matter is unable to explain itself, so the creator of this universe must be different from what is here in the universe.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	The Earth rotates on its axis at 1,000 miles an hour at the equator and moves around the sun at 70,000 miles an hour. As the Earth moves around the Sun, it departs from a straight line by only one-ninth of an inch every 18 miles. If it departed by one-eighth of an inch we would come so close to the Sun that we would burn up. If we departed by only one-tenth of an inch, then we would be too far from the Sun and we would all freeze. The Earth is even tilted at exactly 23.5 degrees. Any difference in that and our waters would pool at the south and north poles, leaving more desert wasteland.11


      	If our atmosphere were any thinner, then meteorites could more easily and more forcefully strike the Earth. Our earth is even protected from meteorite strikes because of the precise size, relational location, and gravitational pull of Jupiter.12


      	If the orbit of the earth around the sun were slowed down, our seasons would be too long and we wouldn’t be able to grow any crops due to the long stretch of heat and cold. If the orbit of the earth were sped up, then the growing season wouldn’t be long enough to grow crops before the cold winters. The speed of the earth’s orbit and the distance of the earth from the sun are perfectly calculated to allow for seasons to maintain life.13 Those seasons are critical for the existence of plant life, those things that just happen to “breathe in” what we breathe out (carbon dioxide) and vice versa to create the perfect balance in life.


      	Even the amount of water on the Earth is critical for that perfect balance between animal and plant life. About four-fifths of the Earth is covered by oceans. Since water heats and cools at a slower rate than land, the water serves as a natural heating and cooling system for the land mass on Earth. We also depend on botany for our oxygen supply. But approximately 90 percent of that oxygen comes from microscopic plants in the seas. If our oceans were appreciably smaller, we would soon be out of air to breathe.14


      	Speaking of our oceans, the Earth is 240,000 miles from the moon, and its gravitational pull is responsible for our ocean tides. If the moon were closer to the Earth by only one-fifth that distance, then the tides would be so enormous twice a day that they would reach 35 to 50 feet high over most of the Earth. The moon is perfectly positioned from the earth to control the tides.15

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      
        
        
        
      

      
        
          	
            

            
          

          	
            

            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            

            

            
          

          	
            

            

            
          

          	
            

            

            
          
        

      
    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Dualism. We are both mind and brain. The Biblical perspective would support this idea. Both the Old Testament and New Testament consistently teach that we are a “hyphenate creature, a spirit/body dichotomy.”2 The formation of Adam in Genesis is stated as the result of the animation of a body by a spirit, constituting it as a living soul.

        
      


      	Physicalism.3 The brain is matter only; it creates thoughts and nothing more. We are nothing more than physical matter generating thoughts. Darwinian evolutionists believe that once the brain reached a certain level of structure and complexity, people became conscious—that is, they suddenly developed subjectivity, feelings, hopes, a point of view, self-awareness, introspection, or that “hidden voice of our private selves.” For the physicalist, our minds are just evidence of superior evolutionary progress.

    


    

    
      	
        Consciousness wouldn’t really exist.4 If everything were matter, then everything could be described by physical things from the third-person point of view. Everything in matter can be captured on a graph—you could locate each star, the moon, Susie’s kidney, Johnny’s brain, and so on. Everything would be explained entirely in third-person.

        
      


      	
        There would be no free will.5 If our mind were just an evolution of matter, then all the things we do would be fixed by our matter and our environment. You could have no free will to rise above your material components. We would simply have a programmed response to certain physical stimuli.

        

        

        

        
      


      	The brain would have all the same characteristics of the mind.9 Our thoughts have the attributes of being true or false. The thought that “The sun rises in the east” can be either true or false. However, our brain as physical matter can’t be in a state of “true” or “false.” So there are characteristics that our consciousness has that our physical brains do not. Therefore, they can’t be the same thing.


      	
        Scientists could study the mind directly.10 We have thoughts that are inner and private only to ourselves that can’t be observed by anyone else. While a doctor can study your brain and see when synapses are firing or different lobes are lit up, it still doesn’t mean the doctor knows our minds. A synapse firing in your brain cannot reveal to the doctor that you desire to be a teacher one day. The doctor can know everything that’s happening in your brain but not everything that’s happening in your mind.

        

        
      


      	We could not trust any theoretical thinking.11 If our minds did arise solely from material particles put together at random, then we could not trust any thoughts that came out as a result. For example, if you found a calculator that was randomly assembled by monkeys, would you trust it to do your calculus homework? Likewise, if minds are just an evolution of matter only, then we should not trust the workings of any mind. Theoretical thoughts can’t evolve to be trustworthy because theoretical thinking does not contribute to survival value.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Rational, intelligent, creative, and aware—because we are rational, intelligent, creative, and aware. The Creator cannot give to the creation something that it does not have.


      	Invisible—because the conscious is invisible. We aren’t able to “see” God in the same way that we aren’t able to “see” one another. We see other people’s bodies but not who they are. We can’t physically take apart one another and see them, their soul, their mind, or their desires. We are equally invisible to one another as God is invisible to us. We only see a physical representation of who we are on the inside in our spirit.


      	Omnipresent—our souls occupy our entire body and not any one particular part of it. Your soul is not in your lungs, your heart, your brain, nor your feet. Your soul is all of you, fully present, everywhere. If you have a heart transplant, you don’t lose your soul. If you lose a body part, you do not lose your soul because it exists throughout all of you. In the same way, God occupies space. If you cut space in half, you wouldn’t lose half of God.15

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	That human beings all over the earth have this idea that they ought to behave in a certain way, and


      	That they do not in fact behave in that way.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      
        
        
        
        
      

      
        
          	

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            

            

            
          

          	
            
          
        

      
    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      
        
        
        
        
        
      

      
        
          	

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            

            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        


        
          	
            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            

            

            
          

          	
            
          

          	
            
          
        

      
    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Bibliographical test: that the text we have now is what was originally recorded.


      	Internal evidence test: that the text is credible.


      	External evidence test: that other historical texts confirm the contents.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Fragments of the Gospel of John were found in Egypt dating from the early second century, between AD 100 and 150. At most, the Gospel of John was written 120 years after the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus. And it was already in circulation as far away as Egypt.3


      	New Testament gospels are cited in other first-century works (up to AD 100) such as The Epistle of Barnabas, The Didache, Clement’s Corinthians, and Ignatius’s Seven Epistles. This indicates the New Testament gospels were already well-established in order to be referenced in other works.4


      	Based on the archaeological discovery of second century papyri documents and the comparison of the Greek language between those and the New Testament, historians agree that the New Testament manuscripts had to have been written between AD 50 and 75, none of them being written later than AD 80.5


      	The book of Acts is dated to circa AD 62, definitely no later than AD 64. This date has been determined by several factors, one being the information that is not included in the text. Luke, the author, was very meticulous about providing detailed information. He lists specific names of towns, rulers, governors, and members of the priesthood for when certain events take place. He is so specific that he is considered a first-class historian for his accounts in both the Book of Acts and the Gospel of Luke.6 However, he concludes Acts during the first imprisonment of Paul in Rome (AD 62). Had Luke been writing this later than that, he most likely would have included such events as the:

        

        

        

        
          	James, Jesus’ brother and the leader of the Jerusalem church (AD 62)


          	Peter and Paul (AD 67 or 68)

        

      

    


    

    
      	Acts was also written as the sequel to the Gospel of Luke. Both are written to Theophilus and in the introduction to the Book of Acts, Luke references his “former account” of the Gospel of Luke. Therefore, with Acts being written no later than AD 62, then the Gospel of Luke was written several years earlier.8


      	It is estimated that Matthew was written within twenty years of Jesus’ death and resurrection, which would be around AD 53.9

        
      


      	It has been estimated that Paul wrote 1 Corinthians in about AD 55 or 56 based on his missionary journey timeline.11 Paul was beheaded in Rome by Nero in AD 64 so that is the latest possible date. The date for 1 Corinthians is only about twenty-two years after Jesus’ death and resurrection, and while most of the 500 witnesses of Jesus’ resurrection were still alive. In Paul’s letter to the church in Corinth, he tells about the death and resurrection of Jesus.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	History of Thucydides who lived from 460–400 BC is found in only eight manuscripts dating around AD 900 (nearly 1300 year gap).15


      	Aristotle’s documents were written in 343 BC, but the earliest manuscript we have is from AD 1100, and there are only five manuscripts (nearly 1500-year gap).16


      	Caesar’s composition about the Gallic Wars was written between 58 and 50 BC, and there are only ten manuscripts dated from about AD 950 (just over 1,000-year gap).17


      	Annals of Imperial Rome was written by Tacitus in AD 116. The first six books have only one manuscript dating from AD 850; books eleven through sixteen are in another manuscript from the eleventh century; books seven through ten have been lost completely (best case is a 700-year gap).18


      	The Jewish War was written by Josephus in the first century. There are only nine Greek manuscripts that were written in the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth centuries (roughly 900-year gap).19


      	Homer’s Iliad was written in 800 BC; we have 650 Greek manuscripts from the second and third century AD (over 1,000-year gap).20

    


    

    

    
      	More than 5,000 individual Greek manuscripts that contain all or part of the New Testament have been found. These manuscripts are augmented by more than 10,000 copies of the Vulgate (an important Latin version of the Bible translated by the early fifth-century Western church father Jerome).22


      	In total, the New Testament has 24,970 manuscripts all within 350 years of the events they relate, the earliest of them dating to AD 50–60.23


      	The oldest copy of any portion of the New Testament in existence today is the John Rylands’ manuscript. It is a papyrus fragment that contains just a few verses from the Gospel of John (John 18:31–33, 37–38). It was discovered in Egypt and has been dated circa AD 117–138. Assuming John’s Gospel was written between AD 60 and AD 90, the time gap amounts to only several decades at most. This is far superior to any other accepted classical literature.24


      	The Bodmer Papyri contains part of the New Testament Gospels (including most of the Gospels of Luke and John) and dates to AD 200.25


      	The Beatty Papyri contains almost all of the New Testament (including large portions of all four Gospels) and dates to AD 250. Bodmer and Beatty are then roughly 100 to 200 years removed. By textual standards, this time frame is incredibly brief for ancient writings.26


      	There are five important Greek uncial writings. These are written in a special type of capital letters, on parchment (scraped animal skin) instead of papyrus, and in codex form (arranged more like a modern book) instead of in scroll form.27

        

        

        

        

        
      

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	The Gospels were written either by an eyewitness or directly from an eyewitness.35

        

        

        

        

        

        

        
      


      	The New Testament authors appealed to others as eyewitnesses, even those who did not believe

        

        
      


      	The disciples were writing these things at the same time as witnesses who were critics, so they could not afford to have inaccuracies in their accounts. In fact, the New Testament writers were actively working to squelch rumors and untruths before they started. Paul was continually writing to warn his churches of following after false doctrine.

        
      


      	They were selective about what was considered canon for the New Testament. They only allowed the writings of those who came from someone in the apostolic circles and included eyewitnesses or associates of eyewitnesses. We know they held to that standard in their writings because of what has been excluded today. We see that same standard being applied when the disciples were setting the criteria to replace the disciple Judas (ref. Acts 1:21–22). The new apostle had to have been there from the beginning. He had to have witnessed the life and ministry of Jesus, from His baptism to His death, His resurrection, and His ascension in order to be considered one of the twelve. They made that criteria so that the full apostolic authority could be maintained.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	
        The inclusion of material that is not flattering to themselves. They included the truth about themselves and Jesus’ ministry instead of only the things that portrayed them in a good light. It lends to their credibility.42

        

        

        

        

        

        

        

        
      


      	
        Their tendency to doubt whether Jesus rose from the dead. The resurrection is the critical point to the Gospel, yet the authors of the New Testament admitted that they were not expecting that to happen. It showed they, too, did not have confidence in exactly who Jesus was and what was going to happen until after they saw it for themselves.

        

        

        

        
      


      	
        The inclusion of “hard sayings” of Jesus.43 If man were inventing a religion, he probably wouldn’t tell people to be as perfect as the Heavenly Father and then define imperfection as the sin in our hearts and thoughts.

        
      


      	
        The divergence of accounts that shows they were not in collusion. If the Gospels had been identical to each other, word for word, then it would appear that the authors were colluding. It would increase the likelihood that the accounts were fabrications and not independent eyewitness testimonies. However, the Gospel accounts are not carbon copies of each other. They have enough differences to be a recollection from a different observer from his personal vantage point and perspective.44 It is comparable to you and three friends each writing an account of the same event you all experienced. There would be four different essays that varied on certain details but agreed on the overall content.

        

        

        
      


      	
        Their willingness to die for their written accounts. All of the New Testament writers were willing to die for the claims made in their writings, and most of them did. Even more telling, they all died alone. Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, Paul, James, Peter, and Jude all died for upholding the cause of Christ in their testimonies. What this tells us is that they had very little to gain and everything to lose from the facts they were relating.45

        

        

        

        
      

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Jesus was a provocative teacher, a wise and virtuous man from the region of Judea


      	Jesus reportedly performed miracles and made prophetic claims


      	The Jewish leaders condemned Him for acts of sorcery and apostasy


      	He was crucified by the Roman procurator Pontius Pilate at the time of the Jewish Passover and during the reign of the Emperor Tiberius


      	Jesus’ followers, called Christians, reported that He had risen from the dead


      	The Christian faith had spread to Rome, where Christians were charged with crimes and met horrific persecution


      	First-century Christians worshiped Jesus Christ as God


      	While at times the Romans ridiculed the followers of Christ as morally weak, these Christians were often known for their courage and virtue.

    


    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    
      	Jesus had characteristics that are characteristics only God can have2

        

        

        

        

        

        
      


      	Confessions of those around Him3

        

        

        

        

        

        

        
      


      	Confessions of Jesus Himself

        

        

        

        

        
          	John 8:19 “If you had known Me, you would have known My Father also.”


          	John 12:45 “And he who sees Me sees Him who sent Me.”


          	John 15:23 “He who hates Me hates My Father also.”


          	John 5:23 “All should honor the Son just as they honor the Father. He who does not honor the Son does not honor the Father who sent Him.”

        


        

        
          	While showing He has the power to heal is more impressive to the eye, His statement about forgiving the man’s sins is actually more revealing about His deity. It might appear that anyone can say “You’re forgiven,” so what can that really prove? Well, you can only say “You’re forgiven” if you are the one whom the sins were committed against.


          	If you steal my money I can forgive you. But I can’t announce that I forgive you for stealing someone else’s money. This man’s sins were against God, so the only one who can forgive those sins is God Himself. Therefore when Jesus said that He could forgive sin, He was staking His claim as God.


          	He was forgiving sins as though He was the main person offended by those sins. This only makes sense if He really was the God whose laws are broken and whose love is wounded in every sin.9

        


        

        
          	How unusual that this criminal trial was not for what someone had done but for whom someone claimed to be. He was tried and convicted for this claim and this claim alone—blasphemy. So there is no mistaking that Jesus knew the full weight of His claim and He left no question about it for his accusers.

        

      

    


    

    

    

    
      	Jesus wasn’t God and knew He wasn’t God


      	Jesus wasn’t God but thought He really was


      	Jesus was God
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