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Evidence for the Skeptic in All of Us
Faith: Based on Evidence
Many people believe that when the topic of religion or Christianity is brought up, the person that believes in these things is completely dependent upon ‘blind faith.’ What I mean by ‘blind faith’ is this: believing in something even when there is no evidence to support that belief, and furthermore, all the evidence leads to another conclusion.  Nothing could be further from the truth.  Though faith in Jesus Christ is the cornerstone of Christianity, it is not a faith that is devoid of evidence.  Christ commanded us to “love the Lord your God with all your heart, with all your soul, and with all your mind” (Matt. 22:37, italics added). Clark Pinnock wrote, “The facts backing the Christian claim are not a special kind of religious fact. They are the cognitive, informational facts upon which all historical, legal, and ordinary decisions are based” (VIII, xxx). Benjamin Warfield of Princeton University says it this way, “We are not absurdly arguing that Apologetics [a formal defense of something] has in itself the power to make a man a Christian or to conquer the world to Christ. Only the Spirit of Life can communicate life to a dead soul…But we are arguing that faith is, in all its exercises alike, a form of conviction, and is, therefore, necessarily grounded in evidence (VIII, xxxii). Josh McDowell says it another way, “What I did was to investigate the evidence and weigh the pros and cons. The results showed that Christ must be who He claimed to be, and I had to make a decision, which I did. The immediate reaction of many is, ‘You found what you wanted to find.’ This is not the case. I confirmed through investigation what I wanted to refute. I set out to disprove Christianity. I had biases and prejudices not for Christ but contrary to Him” (VIII, xxxiii). The purpose of this paper is to give the reader, believer and skeptic alike, a chance to look at just some of the evidence for the validity of the Bible, both Old and New Testaments, the claims of Christ, and the authenticity of Christianity and to come to his/her own conclusion. This paper is a weak attempt to try and condense all of the material that there is on this subject.  I urge you to look into this area further by reading, in full, the sources listed at the end of this paper in the ‘Works Cited Page.’ 

Logic, Truth, Relativism, Pluralism, Absolutism, and Tolerance

If this section title looks daunting to you or you get bogged down while reading this section, then please move onto the next section (or just look at the pictures). This section includes apologetics on a philosophical level and may not be for everyone. 

The law of noncontradiction is the most fundamental, basic, and powerful law of logic. Basically stated, the law of noncontradiction states that two opposite truth claims cannot both be true. 

The law of noncontradiction [henceforth abbreviated as LNC] is so powerful that we cannot get around it or behind it; its intuitive focal power has been securely fixed into the thought processes of all human beings. If someone were to say, “There is no such thing as truth, and the LNC is meaningless,” he has done two things. First, he has assumed that his view is true as opposed to false, and thus he uses the LNC (which, of course, implies that the LNC has meaning, because his view is assumed to be meaningful.) Second, he has violated the LNC by suggesting that there is no such thing as truth while at the same time and in the same sense insisting that there is such a thing as truth—the truth of his own view. By doing so, he automatically validates the LNC” (III, 24).

There are many people who believe that truth is relative and that there is no way to know what is true (this is what many professors are teaching in the universities across this nation), and this is considered postmodernism. A pluralist is someone who believes that there are many different accounts of what is true. A pluralist would say that Christians view reality one way and Hindus view the same reality from a different angle but both views are true, just seen from two different points of view. Can the Christian belief that evil is real and the Hindu belief that evil is an illusion both be correct?  The answer is no because this violates the LNC. “Pluralism is the logical conclusion of a relative view of truth. It is also a denial of the laws of logic, for it insists that both A and non-A can be true” (III, 38).   
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Someone who believes that truth is relative (a pluralist) might use the old parable of the six blind Hindu men touching an elephant illustrated in Figure 1 to make his or her point. This person would say, “Suppose six blind men came upon an elephant. One blind man touches the trunk and says it is a snake. Another touches one of the tusks and says it is a spear. Another touches a leg and says it is a tree. Still another touches the side of the elephant and says it is a wall. Yet another puts his hand on the elephant’s ear and says it is a large leaf. And the last blind man places his hand on the tail and believes that it is a rope. All of the blind Hindu men were touching the same reality but were experiencing it differently. They all had the right to interpret their own reality based upon what they were experiencing, yet it was the same elephant.”

You see…since we are all blind to the reality that may exist beyond this physical world, we must interpret that reality in our own way. Just as the parable illustrates, different religions have different interpretations of reality, but the reality is the same. It appears to be one thing for the Buddhist and another for the Muslim [Figure 2]. A Christian sees it one way, and a Hindu another way, and so on. Reality is one, but views of it are many. There are many paths that can lead you to the top of a mountain (III, 37).

Often times, if you disagree with this line of thought, you will be labeled as intolerant and narrow-minded. Students who don’t accept relativism or pluralism will be “advised to liberate their minds by ridding themselves of a biased and constricted view of reality. They are exhorted to jettison their belief in an archaic Bible and to step into the realm of higher education where the intelligent people live. The only view that will be tolerated in such academic circles is a view that agrees with pluralism” (III, 39). Moritmer J. Adler, a distinguished philosopher and author of Syntopicon, which is the centerpiece of Encyclopedia Britannica’s Great Books of the Western World, writes the following:

In the sphere of all matters subject to individual thought and decisions, pluralism is desirable and tolerable only in those areas that are matters of taste rather than matters of truth. Preferences with regard to cuisine, dress, patterns of dance, social manners, artistic style, do not raise any questions of truth. Where that is the case, pluralism has always existed on earth…But with regards to matters that belong in the sphere of intellect, matters involving truth not taste, persistent pluralism is intolerable…But such intolerance is entirely a private matter. It does not call for the suppression of the false opinions that others may still hold…. It calls only for the continued discussion between individuals (III, 40, italics added).

In short, Adler is making the point that when it comes to opinion and taste, it is certainly true that what is seen as pretty or ugly, attractive or unattractive, is all relative to the person. However, there is no place for relativism or pluralism when it comes to deciding matters of truth. Religion and philosophy are both matters of truth and not taste. Let’s re-evaluate the parable of the six blind Hindu men in light of what we now know. The simple fact is that none of the six blind men were right, were they? They all said the thing that they were touching was something other than an elephant, which was in fact, what they were touching. It is not that they all were right from their different perspectives, but rather, they were all wrong because the reality that they espoused (a tree, a snake, a leaf, etc.) was not the true reality, i.e. an elephant. To discover the truth of reality, in regards to the elephant, the six blind men would have to gather all the evidence that they could, examine the evidence and follow the evidence to the place of truth. A very easy way to refute someone who claims that “truth is relative” is by asking him or her, “Is that a true statement for just you or for everyone?” If the answer is “everyone”, then that is an absolute truth claim, thereby self-contradicting and not true (LNC). If the answer is that it’s true just for him/her (which they would have to say to honestly uphold their ‘relative’ truth claim), then they are agreeing with you that there are at least some instances where there are absolute truths. “Denying the validity of absolutes violates logic (the LNC) and is self-defeating…Therefore, in order for philosophical inquiry to make sense, one is forced to believe in absolute truth” (III, 47-48). 

Many people contend that Christians are intolerant because they don’t accept other people’s beliefs on religion as being true. Religion should not be a search for ‘belief’ or a search for ‘whatever makes you happy’ (Oprah’s favorite), but rather, a search for truth! 

For instance, it is true that Washington D.C. is the capital city of the United States of America. This means that no other city in the United States is that country’s capital. In fact, no other city on planet Earth or anywhere in the universe can lay legitimate claim to being the capital city of the United States. One city and one only fits the bill, and that’s Washington D.C. Simply because just one city is the United States capital does not mean that the people who affirm this truth are therefore intolerant. They may like scores of other cities and even live in different cities themselves. They may even live in different countries and prefer their country to America. Accepting the exclusive truth claim about Washington D.C. does not make a person tolerant or intolerant—it simply makes him or her correct about what the capital city of the United States is (VIII, xxxix).

Christians are either correct or incorrect about how God has revealed Himself in this world.  If they are wrong, then we should throw Christianity out with yesterday’s trash; however, if Christians are correct then there is no other way to God except through faith in Jesus Christ.  The question is not about what you or I believe nor is it a question of tolerance. The question is one of TRUTH!  What is True? If I were to say that I don’t believe in gravity, I wouldn’t start to float away just because I no longer believed in gravity. Gravity is true regardless of whether I believe it or not. “Belief doesn’t create truth. Unbelief doesn’t destroy truth” (V, 13). Therefore, if the claims of Christianity are true then all of the other claims of other religions that directly contradict Christianity are wrong because of the LNC. Conversely, if Buddhism is true, if Hinduism is true, if Judaism is true, then the other religions that contradict the specific truth claims of these religions are wrong because they too have to conform to the most basic, fundamental, and powerful law of logic, the Law of Noncontradiction. Truth is absolute and is knowable through evidence and logic. In this paper I attempt to build a case for Christianity by using logic and evidence for the skeptic in all of us.(
Is the New Testament of today an accurate copy of the original?

Is the New Testament a truthful account of what actually happened?

Question 1: How do we know that the New Testament that we have today has been accurately copied throughout the years and has come to us uncorrupted by error or willful manipulation?
In examining the reliability of the New Testament we will use the same tests that are used on all other historical documents.  “Military historian C. Sanders lists and explains the basic principles of historiography: (1) the bibliographical test; (2) the internal evidence test; and (3) the external evidence test” (VII, 43). The bibliographical test tests the reliability of the copies of the New Testament that we have today in regards to the “number of manuscripts (MSS) and the time interval between the original and existing copies” (VII, 43). There are two basic questions that I will attempt to answer in this section: “(1) Not having the original documents, how reliable are the copies we have in regard to the number of manuscripts? And (2) What is/are the time interval(s) between the original and the extant copy/copies?” (III, 255) “When I first found out that there are no surviving originals of the New Testament, I was really skeptical. I thought, if all we have are copies of copies of copies, how can I have any confidence that the New Testament we have today bears any resemblance whatsoever to what was originally written?” (IX, 58-59). Back in the first century A.D. when the very first Christians began writing down the Gospels and Epistles, they didn’t have paper or computers like we do today.  They would write on papyrus and prepared skins of animals such as goats and sheep. However, since these materials are perishable there was a need to make new copies of the old ones before they fell apart. The old ones were then discarded because of the confidence in the great care that was taken in copying these scriptures. It is very important that you understand that this problem isn’t unique to the validity of the New Testament. It is something that all ancient writings must account for. Bruce Metzger who has both a master’s degree and a doctorate from Princeton University as well as honorary doctorates from five other colleges and universities writes, 

The quantity of New Testament material is almost embarrassing in comparison with other works of antiquity…Next to the New Testament, the greatest amount of manuscript testimony is of Homer’s Iliad, which was the bible of the ancient Greeks. There are fewer than 650 Greek manuscripts of it today. Some are quite fragmentary. They come down to us from the second and third century A.D. and following. When you consider that Homer composed his epic about 800 B.C., you can see there’s a very lengthy gap (IX, 60).

Sir Frederic Kenyon who is considered by many to be one of the great authorities in the field of New Testament textual criticism writes,

Scholars are satisfied that they possess substantially the true text of the principal Greek and Roman writers whose works have come down to us, of Sophocles, of Thucydides, of Cicero, of Virgil; yet our knowledge of their writings depends on a mere handful of manuscripts, whereas the manuscripts of the New Testament are counted by hundreds, and even thousands (VII, 46).

Benjamin Warfield who taught at Princeton Theological Seminary before his death and who held four doctorates wrote this:


If we compare the present state of the New Testament text with that of any other ancient writing, we must…declare it to be marvelously correct. Such has been the care with which the New Testament has been copied—a care which has doubtless grown out of true reverence for its holy words…. The New Testament [is] unrivaled among ancient writings in the purity of its text as actually transmitted and kept in use (IX, 70).

	Author
	When Written
	Earliest Copy
	Time Span
	No. of Copies

	Caesar
	100-44 B.C.
	A.D. 900
	1,000 yrs.
	10

	Plato (Tetralogies)
	427-347 B.C.
	A.D. 900
	1,200 yrs.
	7

	Sophocles
	496-406 B.C.
	A.D. 1000
	1,400 yrs.
	193

	Aristotle
	384-322 B.C.
	A.D. 1100
	1,400 yrs.
	49

	Homer (Iliad)
	900 B.C.
	400 B.C.
	500 yrs.
	643

	New Testament
	A.D. 40-100
	A.D. 125
	25 yrs.
	Over 24,000


(VII, 45)

An honest comparison of three observations: (1) the number of MSS [manuscripts], (2) the time span between the original and the earliest copy, and (3) the accuracy of the New Testament, all bear witness that the New Testament is the most accurate and reliable document from all of antiquity. If one cannot trust the New Testament at this point, then one must reject all of ancient history, which rests on much weaker evidence (III, 258).

Question 2: How do we know that the disciples actually copied down what happened? 

How can we be sure that they didn’t embellish things to make it look like Jesus was God?

In order to answer these questions we are going to use the internal and external evidence test. First, the internal test follows Aristotle’s dictum, which John W. Montgomery summarizes by saying, “One must listen to the claims of the document under analysis, and not assume fraud or error unless the author disqualified himself by contradictions or known factual inaccuracies” (VII, 51). Since the books of the New Testament weren’t written down until many years after Jesus, many critics say that it is impossible to really know what Jesus said or did because through the years of passing on the stories things would have become embellished. This objection clearly shows that these critics don’t understand the oral tradition. “Rabbis became famous for having the entire Old Testament committed to memory. So it would have been well within the capability of Jesus’ disciples to have committed much more to memory than appears in all four gospels put together—and to have passed it along accurately” (IX, 43). This seems impossible in our culture today, but you must understand that this was how things were done back then. Children were raised with great emphasis placed on memorization instead of learning how to ‘surf the web’. It also helps to know that “eighty to ninety percent of Jesus’ words were originally in poetic form. This doesn’t mean stuff that rhymes, but it has a meter, balanced lines, parallelism, and so forth—and this would have created a great memory help” (IX, 43). Also, there was some flexibility that was allowed in the retelling of a story. Anywhere from ten to forty percent of the retelling of a story was allowed to vary from one occasion to the next. “However, there were always fixed points that were unalterable, and the community had the right to intervene and correct the storyteller if he erred on those important aspects of the story” (IX, 43).  And ten to forty percent difference is what we find when we look at the slight differences in the first three Gospels of the New Testament. Simon Greenleaf produced a famous and influential treatise on evidence, which is still considered the greatest single authority on evidence in the entire literature of legal procedure. This is what he said about the Gospels: “There is enough of a discrepancy to show that there could have been no previous concert among them; and at the same time such substantial agreement as to show that they all were independent narrators of the same great transaction” (IX, 46). We all know how just a word or a simple phrase when passed around from listener to listener, like in the childhood game of ‘Telephone’, can become exaggerated and even completely changed. Why isn’t this a valid analogy of what happened in the first-century community?  “If you really wanted to develop that analogy in light of the checks and balances of the first-century community, you’d have to say that every third person, out loud in a very clear voice, would have to ask the first person, ‘Do I still have it right?’ and change it if he didn’t” (IX, 44). The job of the first-century Jewish community, and one that they took very, very seriously, was to monitor the accuracy and the integrity of the message, and to intervene and correct when something was said incorrectly. Don’t forget that many of these people in the community were witnesses themselves to some of the miracles that Jesus performed. They aren’t ignorant peasants who didn’t have a clue to what was going on; many actually saw Jesus with their own eyes and heard him with their own ears.  If the disciples were to go around telling people about Jesus and exaggerate the details, they would quickly lose respect in the eyes of the people whom they were trying to reach.  The only hope that the disciples had of converting people to what they believed was to speak the truth of what they had witnessed as they never knew if there was someone in the group to which they were speaking that had actually been at the event in which they were describing.  For example, let’s take the feeding of the five thousand. If the disciples went around telling that story and it wasn’t true, there would have been many instances were people in the community would have said, ‘Hey, that’s not true! I was there, there were only a few hundred people and not everyone was fed.’ F.F. Bruce says it this way:

And it was not only friendly eyewitnesses that the early preachers had to reckon with; there were others less well disposed who were also conversant with the main facts of the ministry and death of Jesus. The disciples could not afford to risk inaccuracies (not to speak of willful manipulation of the facts), which would at once be exposed by those who would be only too glad to do so. On the contrary, one of the strong points in the original apostolic preaching is the confident appeal to the knowledge of the hearers; they not only said, “We are witnesses of these things”; but also, “As you yourselves know” (Acts 2:22). Had there been any tendency to depart from the facts in any material respect, the possible presence of hostile witnesses in the audience would have served as a further corrective (VII, 53). 

Furthermore, they had nothing to gain by lying and everything to lose!  “We see them reporting the words and actions of a man [Jesus] who called them to as exacting a level of integrity as any religion has ever known. They were willing to live out their beliefs even to the point of ten of the eleven remaining disciples being put to grisly deaths, which shows great character” (IX, 45). As F.F. Bruce said, if the disciples were making these things up or exaggerating, people who were trying to discredit them would totally refute what the disciples were saying. However, what we find is that they agreed with the disciples, “In later Jewish writings Jesus is called a sorcerer who led Israel astray—which acknowledges that he really did work marvelous wonders, although the writers dispute the source of his power” (IX, 51). If in fact the disciples had lied about the things Jesus did, they would have had the nearly impossible task of keeping a lie of that size intact. I’ll let Chuck Colson, former presidential counsel to President Nixon during the Watergate Scandal, tell you about that. 

Here we were, the 12 most powerful men in the United States. All the power of government was at our fingertips, but we could not keep a lie together for three weeks…. Are you going to tell me that those powerless apostles who were outcasts in their own land could be stoned, persecuted and beaten, some for 40 years, never once denying that Jesus was raised from the dead? Impossible, humanly impossible—unless they had seen the risen Christ face to face. Otherwise, the apostle Peter would have been just another John Dean. He’d have gone to turn state’s evidence. He had already done it three times” (IV, 17).

John Warwick Montgomery summarizes Simon Greenleaf by writing:

Had not Jesus actually risen from the dead, and had His disciples not known this fact as certainly as they knew any other fact, it would have been impossible for them to have persisted in affirming the truths they narrated. To have persisted in so gross a falsehood after it was known to them was not only to encounter, for life, all the evils that man could inflict from without, but also to endure the pangs of inward and conscious guilt, with no hope of future peace, no testimony of a good conscience, no expectation of honor or esteem among the people, and no hope of happiness in this life or in the world to come. There is no plausible motivation for believing their testimony was false. It is impossible to read their writings and not feel that we are conversing with men of holiness and of tender conscience, with men acting under an abiding sense of the presence and omniscience of God, and of their accountability to Him, living in His fear, and walking in His ways (III, 278).

Lastly, if in fact the disciples were more concerned about changing the facts instead of telling the truth then they would not have included all of the things that we find in the New Testament. Things that make them look bad such as continually doubting Jesus, denying him, and deserting him. Historian Will Durant, who has spent most of his life analyzing records of ancient times, writes:

Despite the prejudices and theological preconceptions of the evangelists, they record many incidents that mere inventors would have concealed—the competition of the apostles for high places in the kingdom, their flight after Jesus’ arrest, Peter’s denial, the failure of Christ to work miracles in Galilee…His early uncertainty as to His mission, His confessions of ignorance as to the future, His moments of bitterness, His despairing cry on the cross; no one reading these scenes can doubt the reality of the figure behind them. That a few simple men should in one generation have invented so powerful and appealing a personality, so lofty an ethic, and so inspiring a vision of brotherhood, would be a miracle far more incredible than any recorded in the gospels. After two centuries of higher criticism the outlines of the life, character, and teaching of Christ remain reasonably clear, and constitute the most fascinating feature in the history of Western man (VII, 53).  

Before we take a look at the evidence outside the Bible, which confirms what it says, I would like to give you some evidence for believing that the New Testament was written in the first century AD. This is extremely important because many critics say that because the New Testament wasn’t written down until many generations after the eyewitnesses had died, myth has crept into the Bible and there is no way to distinguish fact from fiction. The following are reasons why this view of the Bible is false.

1) NT Gospels are cited in other 1st century works including Pseudo-Barnabas, Didache, Clement’s “Corinthians” and Ignatius’ “Seven Epistles.” This proves the Gospels must have been written earlier in the 1st century.

2) Even the most critical scholars date 1 Corinthians at AD 55-56. This places written testimony about the death and resurrection (1 Cor. 15:1-6) only 22-23 years after the event.

3) The Gospel of Luke was written before Acts and Acts must have been written AD 60-62. Acts was written by Luke, a close associate of Paul, yet Acts ends unfinished with Paul under Roman house arrest. Luke would have written of Paul’s execution in the early 60’s under Nero had is occurred by the time Acts was composed.

4) Jesus clearly prophesied the destruction of Jerusalem and the temple, which occurred in 70 AD (see, e.g., Matt. 23:35-36, 38; 24:1-2; cf. Mark 13:1-2; Luke 21:5-6; cf. John 2:18-22). However, no New Testament writer acknowledges the momentous event as having occurred in fulfillment of prophecy. The silence of the New Testament on such a cataclysmic event as the destruction in 70 AD is unexplainable if written after those events.

5) Early dates (AD 40-60) are attested to by some critical scholars (e.g. John A.T. Robinson) which would place the earliest written records as close as seven years from the resurrection.

6) Even later dates (AD 60-80) do not allow enough time for legendary development. Roman historian, A.N. Sherwin-White calls the mythological view of the NT “unbelievable.” Indeed, tests have shown that more than two generations must pass before myths can develop to begin to wipe out historical fact (because before that time, eyewitnesses are still alive to refute mythological development) (IV, 15).

William Albright writes, “We can already say emphatically that there is no longer any solid basis for dating any book of the NT after about AD 80…” (IV, 15).

Question 3: Is there any evidence outside the Bible that confirms the claims that the Bible makes?


The final test is the external evidence test. Basically, are there other sources that support the claims that the Bible makes? Seemingly, one of the easiest things to disprove about the New Testament would be where the authors state that the world went dark in the middle of the day. “It was now about the sixth hour [noon], and darkness came over the whole land until the ninth hour [3:00 p.m.], for the sun stopped shining” (Luke, 23:44-45a). “When the centurion and those with him who were guarding Jesus saw the earthquake and all that had happened, they were terrified, and exclaimed, ‘Surely he was the Son of God!’” (Matthew 27:54).

This phenomenon, evidently, was visible in Rome, Athens, and other Mediterranean cities. According to Tertullian…it was a “cosmic” or “world event”. Phlegon, a Greek author from Caria writing a chronology soon after 137 AD, reported that in the fourth year of the 202nd Olympiad (i.e., 33 AD) there was “the greatest eclipse of the sun” and that “it became night in the sixth hour or the day [i.e. noon] so that stars even appeared in the heavens. There was a great earthquake in Bithynia, and many things were overturned in Nicaea” (IX, 85). 

The following is an excerpt from the Roman historian Flavius Josephus’s work, Testimonium Flavianum in Antiquities xviii.3.3:

And there arose about this time Jesus, a wise man, if indeed we should call him a man; for he was a doer of marvelous deeds, a teacher of men who receive the truth with pleasure. He led away many Jews, and also many of the Greeks. This man was the Christ. And when Pilate had condemned him to the cross on his impeachment by the chief men among us, those who had loved him at first did not cease; for he appeared to them on the third day alive again, the divine prophets having spoken these and thousands of other wonderful things about him: and even now the tribe of Christians, so named after him, has not yet died out (III, 266).

“Archaeologist Nelson Glueck has boldly asserted that ‘it may be stated categorically that no archaeological discovery has ever controverted a biblical reference. Score of archaeological findings have been made which confirm in clear outline or exact detail historical statements in the Bible’” (III, 271). World renowned archeologist William Albright offers the following statements: 

There can be no doubt that archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity of the Old Testament tradition…. All radical schools in New Testament criticism which have existed in the past or which exist today are pre-archaeological, and are therefore, since they were built in der Luft [in the air], quite antiquated today…. As critical study of the Bible is more and more influenced by the rich new material from the ancient Near East, we shall see a steady rise in respect for the historical significance of now neglected or despised passages and details in the Old and New Testaments (IV, 19).

And even US News and World Report, has reported on the historicity of the Bible: “In extraordinary ways, modern archaeology has affirmed the historical core of the Old and New Testaments—corroborating key portions of the stories of Israel’s patriarchs, the Exodus, the Davidic monarchy, and the life and times of Jesus” (IV, 19). “Archaeologists confirm that Luke named thirty-two countries, fifty-four cities, nine islands, and hundreds of details without making a single error” (IV, 18). In regards to Luke, Sire William Ramsey, after thirty years of studying Asia Minor, concluded that, “Luke is a historian of the first rank; not merely are his statements of fact trustworthy…this author should be placed along with the very greatest of historians” (III, 271-272).

If the Bible were thrown out the window, what would we know about the historical person of Jesus from other sources of history? Edwin M. Yamauchi, Ph.D., who has delivered 71 papers before learned societies, lectured at over one hundred seminars, and universities, including Yale, Princeton, and Cornell, says this:

We would know that first, Jesus was a Jewish teacher; second, many people believed that he performed healings and exorcisms; third, some people believed that he was the Messiah; fourth, he was rejected by the Jewish leaders; fifth, he was crucified under Pontius Pilate in the reign of Tiberius; sixth, despite this shameful death, his followers, who believed that he was still alive, spread beyond Palestine so that there were multitudes of them in Rome by AD 64; and seventh, all kinds of people from the cities and countryside—men and women, slave and free—worshiped him as God” (IX, 87).

Worldly vs. Biblical Prophecy: Who’s The Champ?
“Days before Princess Diana was killed, a psychic predicted that she would marry Dodi Al Fayed. This prophetess would have done much better if she had either made an ambiguous [uncertain, vague] prediction that could have been reinterpreted; or even better, made several ambiguous predictions, one of which might be reshaped to fit the facts” (VI, 87). In today’s world most psychics’ predictions are vague and have very little detail so that they can reshape what they have said to fit to the events that actually transpire. Let’s take a look at one of the most famous psychics of all time, Nostradamus. Read this supposed prophetic vision from Nostradamus and see if you can understand what he is predicting:

The great man will be struck down in the day by a thunderbolt, 

The evil deed predicted by the bearer of a petition;

According to the prediction another falls at night time.

Conflict in Reims, London, and pestilence at Tuscany (VI, 89).
Well if you were able to tell what event he was predicting than you are a much better and wiser person than I. We are told that this describes the assassination of President Kennedy and the murder of his brother Robert Kennedy. However, other Nostradamus scholars say that this predicted Hitler taking over Czechoslovakia. “One year, just a few years ago, guess how many predictions of the psychics were wrong for that year? 100 percent, they got zero” (II). I don’t know about you, but if I am going to place my faith in a prophecy, I want it to be accurate and to come true. The question is what kind of prophecies do we find when we look into the Bible? Are they the uncertain, unclear, vague, and often times, incorrect prophecies of Nostradamus and the like? Or are they very specific and exact? If the Bible is indeed the Word of God we should find not only a few of the prophecies being exactly fulfilled, but all of them down to the crossing of the ‘T’s and the dotting of the ‘i’s. We will only look at a few examples because of limited space but keep in mind there are thousands of prophecies that the Bible has accurately predicted. And we know through scientific dating of such ancient manuscripts of the Old Testament, such as the Dead Sea Scrolls, that these Biblical prophecies were originally written down many years before the predicted events occurred in history. The scientific confirmation of these manuscripts dispels the critics’ attempts to say that these predictions were written down after the events took place.


Ezekiel 26 (592-570B.C.)


Therefore, thus says the Lord God, ‘Behold, I am against you, O Tyre, and I will bring up many nations against you, as the sea brings up its waves. And they will destroy the walls of Tyre and break down her towers; and I will scrape her debris from her and make her a bare rock’ (verses 3,4).


For thus says the Lord God, ‘Behold, I will bring upon Tyre from the north Nebuchadnezzar king of Babylon, king of kings, with horses, chariots, cavalry, and a great army. He will slay your daughters on the mainland with the sword; and he will make siege walls against you, cast up a mound against you, and raise up a large shield against you (verses 7,8).


‘Also they will make a spoil of your riches and a prey of your merchandise, break down your walls and destroy your pleasant houses, and throw your stones and your timbers and your debris into the water (verse 12).


‘And I will make you a bare rock; you will be a place for the spreading of nets. You will be built no more, for I the Lord have spoken,’ declares the Lord God (verse 14).


(VII, 59-60)

Predictions

1) Nebuchadnezzar will destroy the mainland city of Tyre (26:8).

2) Many nations will come against Tyre (26:3).

3) She will be made a bare rock; flat like the top of a rock (26:4).

4) Fishermen will spread nets over the site (26:5).

5) The debris will be thrown into the water (26:12).

6) She will never be rebuilt (26:14).

Tyre was besieged by King Nebuchadnezzar II for thirteen years and finally destroyed in 573 (prediction #1).  However, many of the inhabitants of the mainland city of Tyre fled into the island city of Tyre. Nebuchadnezzar, exhausted from the war on the mainland city of Tyre, decided not to take the island city of Tyre. So for a while it looked as if the prophecy wasn’t going to be fulfilled. But God had spoken! Alexander the Great, on his march to Egypt, was forced to reckon with this powerful island city of Tyre. Alexander decided to build a causeway from the mainland into the sea until they reached the walls of the city. Because Alexander needed the use of ships to help build the causeway and he didn’t have a navy, he organized one from some of the nations that he had conquered. “…including 80 from Sidon, Aradus, and Byblos; 10 from Rhodes; 10 from Lycia; and 120 from Cyprus (prediction #2) (VI, 98). In order to construct the causeway he also ordered his soldiers to push the ruins of the coastal city of Tyre into the sea; yes, even the dust of the mainland city of Tyre was cast into the sea, just as Ezekiel had predicted! (prediction #5).  The following quote is found in a textbook:


Alexander the Great…reduced [Tyre] to ruins (332 B.C.). She recovered in a measure from this blow, but never regained the place she had previously held in the world. The larger part of the site of the once great city is now bare as the top of a rock [prediction #3]—a place where the fishermen that still frequent the spot spread their nets to dry (prediction #4) (VII, 61).

Although there is a small town on the island, the mainland city of Tyre has never been rebuilt. “Today anyone who wants to see the site of the old city can have it pointed out to him along the shore, but there is not a ruin to mark the spot. It has been scraped clean and has never been rebuilt” (VII, 62). “If Ezekiel had looked at Tyre in his day and had made these…predictions in human wisdom, these estimates mean that there would have been only one chance in 75,000,000 of their coming true. They all came true in the minutest detail” (VII, 63). There are approximately 135 prophecies in just the eleventh chapter of the Book of Daniel alone (Daniel 11:1-35), all of which were literally fulfilled (VI, 101). 

Will the real Messiah please stand up!  (VII, 209)

Now we are going to look at some of the prophecies that were predicted about the Messiah in the Old Testament, and how Jesus Christ, and only Jesus Christ, fulfilled all of these prophecies. Some skeptics argue that the Old Testament was tampered with and changed to conform to the events of Jesus’ life. 

This might sound feasible until you realize that the Septuagint, the Greek translation of the Hebrew Old Testament, was translated around 150-200 BC. This Greek translation shows that there was at least a two-hundred-year gap between the prophecies being recorded and their fulfillment in Christ (VII, 211).

Some others argue that it is just a coincidence or Jesus tried to fulfill the prophecies. It is true that Jesus could have fulfilled some of the prophecies, but there are many that any normal person would have had no control over. For example, He had no control over where He was born, His lineage, where and how He would be killed. The list goes on and on. The following is a table of just some of the prophecies and where they were foretold in the Old Testament and where they were fulfilled in the New Testament. Judge for yourself!

	Prophecy
	Recorded in Old Testament
	Fulfillment  in New Testament

	Born of a virgin
	Isaiah 7:14
	Matthew 1:18, 24,25

	House of David
	Jeremiah 23:5
	Luke 3:23,31

	Born in Bethlehem
	Micah 5:2
	Matthew 2:1

	Presented with Gifts
	Psalm 72:10 & Is. 60:6
	Matthew 2:1, 11

	Shall Be a Prophet
	Deuteronomy 18:18
	Matthew 21:11

	Preceded by a Messenger
	Isaiah 40:3
	Matthew 3:1,2 & John 1:23

	Jerusalem on a Donkey
	Zechariah 9:9
	Luke 19:35-37

	Betrayed by a friend
	Psalm 55:12-14
	Matthew 10:4

	Sold for 30 pieces of silver
	Zechariah 11:12
	Matthew 26:15

	Forsaken by His Disciples
	Zechariah 13:7
	Mark 14:50

	Silent before Accusers
	Isaiah 53:7
	Matthew 27:12

	Wounded and Bruised
	Isaiah 53:5
	Matthew 27:26

	Mocked
	Psalm 22:7,8
	Matthew 27:29

	Hands and Feet Pierced
	Psalm 22:16 
	Luke 23:33 & John 20:25

	Made Intercession for His Persecutors
	Isaiah 53:12
	Luke 23:34

	Friends Stood Afar Off
	Psalm 38:11
	Luke 23:49

	Garments Parted and Lots Cast
	Psalm 22:18
	John 19:23, 24

	Gall and Vinegar Offered to Him
	Psalm 69:21
	Matthew 27:34

	Bones Not Broken
	Psalm 34:20
	John 19:33

	His Side Pierced
	Zechariah 12:10
	John 19:34

	Darkness over the Land
	Amos 8:9
	Matthew 27:45

	Buried in Rich Man’s Tomb
	Isaiah 53:9
	Matthew 27:57-60


(VIII, 169-192)


The manuscript for Science Speaks has been carefully reviewed by a committee of the American Scientific Affiliation members and by the Executive Council of the same group and has been found, in general, to be dependable and accurate in regard to the scientific material presented. The mathematical analysis included is based upon principles of probability which are thoroughly sound, and Professor Stoner has applied these principles in a proper and convincing way (VII, 212-213).

When we look at the Old Testament we find “a document written over a period of a thousand years, which contains more than three hundred references to His coming. Using the science of probability, Stoner states that the chances of just eight of these prophecies being fulfilled in one person to be right at one in 10^17” (a one followed by 17 zeros!) (VII, 210). He illustrates his point by stating that

We take 10^17 silver dollars and lay them on the face of Texas. They will cover all of the state two feet deep. Now mark one of these silver dollars and stir the whole mass thoroughly, all over the state. Blindfold a man and tell him that he can travel as far as he wishes, but he must pick up one silver dollar and say that this is the right one. What chance would he have of getting the right one? Just the same chance that the prophets would have had of writing these eight prophecies and having them all come true in any one man, from their day to the present time, providing they wrote them in their own wisdom (VII, 213).

Keep in mind that the statistics, which Stoner is talking about, only deal with the probability of eight prophecies about Jesus. However, there are 60 major prophecies and 270 ramifications, all of which were fulfilled in Jesus Christ (VII, 212). The Old Testament even predicts the exact year that the messiah will be born.


In Daniel chapter 9 it says from 444 BC to the time of the messiah will be, 483 years. He is meditating on the 70 years of the captivity. 70 times 7 is 490, minus one week or one 7 is 483…. From 444 BC, the command to restore and build Jerusalem, until 33 AD is exactly 483 years…. [However] these are Jewish lunar years [they only have 30 days in each month]. 30 days a month times 12 months. You need 5 more days. So yah gotta take 5 and multiply it by 483, which gives you 6 plus more years. And 477 and 6 gives you exactly 483 exactly how the Bible predicted (II).

Lord, Liar, or Lunatic? (VIII, 155)
C. S. Lewis, a professor of medieval and Renaissance literature at Oxford and Cambridge universities who wrote more than thirty books, said this about the stance that many people take when they say Jesus was a good teacher, and a good person, but not the Son of God.

I am trying here to prevent anyone saying the really foolish thing that people often say about Him: “I’m ready to accept Jesus as a great moral teacher, but I don’t accept His claim to be God.” That is the one thing we must not say. A man who was merely a man and said the sort of things Jesus said would not be a great moral teacher. He would either be a lunatic—on a level with the man who says he is a poached egg—or else he would be the Devil of Hell. You must make your choice. Either this man was, and is, the Son of God: or else a mad man or something worse. You can shut Him up for a fool, you can spit at Him and kill Him as a demon; or you can fall at His feet and call Him Lord and God. But let us not come up with any patronizing nonsense about His being a great human teacher. He has not left that open to us. He did not intend to (VIII, 157).

“If, when Jesus made His claims, He knew He was not God, then He was lying…More than that, He was a demon, because He deliberately told others to trust Him for their eternal destiny. If He could not back up His claims and knew they were false, then He was unspeakably evil” (VIII, 159). However, skeptics might say, people can be sincere in their belief that what they are saying is true, but just be wrong. Philip Schaff, a noted historian, wrote this: “Is such an intellect—clear as the sky, bracing as the mountain air, sharp and penetrating as a sword, thoroughly healthy and vigorous, always ready and always self-possessed—liable to a radical and most serious delusion, concerning His own character and mission? Preposterous imagination! (VIII, 162) “John Stuart Mill, the philosopher, skeptic, and antagonist of Christianity, admitted that Jesus was a first-rate ethicist supremely worthy of our attention and emulation” (VIII, 159). These few quotes are just a small sample of the reasons why Jesus was either, who He said He was, the Son of God, or the biggest liar the world has ever known. Logically, there is no room for another option! Even the skeptics, like John Stuart Mill, believe that Jesus was a man of great character and value. 

How can we be sure that Jesus really did rise from the Dead?

How do we know that the Disciples just didn’t take Jesus’ body from the tomb?
	Theory
	Refutation

	Jesus swooned; he didn’t really die
	1. How could he have survived?….[No serious skeptic today holds this theory]

2. And if he did survive, how could a weak man seeking medical attention:

A. move the 2 ton rock up and away, then get by the Romans, and then

B. fool the scared, scattered, skeptical disciples and 500 others into faith to the death?

3. In light of his teachings, could Jesus have been such a charlatan?

	Witnesses hallucinated his resurrection
	1. How could 500 hallucinate at different places and different times over 40 days, especially people who were NOT predisposed to it? (They were disbelieving, not anticipating a resurrection.)

2. Why is the tomb still empty?

3. Why didn’t the Jew or Romans produce the body to squash Christianity?

	The disciples stole the body
	1. Why would the later die for a known lie?

2. They denounced lying—were they charlatans?

3. What did they possibly have to gain?

4. How did they get past the elite Romans who guarded the tomb with their lives? (Besides, the disciples were cowards before the resurrection).

	Witnesses went to the wrong tomb
	1. Did everyone do this for 40 straight days and ever since?

2. Why didn’t the Romans or Jews go to the right tomb and produce the body to squash Christianity?

3. What about the 12 appearances and 500 witnesses?

	Jesus didn’t die; Judas (or someone else) was substituted for Jesus on the cross
	1. The OT predicted Jesus would die….

2. Jesus predicted He would die….

3. The Jewish Talmud claims that Jesus practiced sorcery, led Israel astray and was thus was killed by “hanging” (crucifixion).

4. How could everyone present at the crucifixion have been mistaken (including his enemies, Pilate, John, the women, and even his own mother)?….

5. Why did the Jews claim the disciples stole Jesus’ body if he hadn’t really died (Mt. 28:11-15)?

	It was a case of mistaken identity
	1. How could people who spent 3 years with Jesus day and night continue to mistake someone else for him for 40 straight days?

2. If it was a case of mistaken identity, then who performed the miracles and ascended into heaven?

3. Again, why didn’t the Romans or Jews go to the right tomb and produce the body to squash Christianity?


(IV, 28)

Sir Norman Anderson, who was offered a professorship for life at Harvard University, lectured at Princeton University, and served on the Faculty of Laws at the University of London, after a lifetime of analyzing this issue from a legal perspective had this to say: “The empty tomb, then, forms a veritable rock on which all rationalistic theories of the resurrection dash themselves in vain” (IX, 223). In a famous debate between Gary Habermas, PH.D, and Antony Flew, one of the leading philosophical atheists in the world on the subject “Did Jesus Rise from the Dead?”:

Of the five independent philosophers from various colleges and universities who served as judges of the debate’s content, four concluded that Habermas had won. One called the contest a draw. None cast a ballot for Flew. Commented one judge, “I was surprised…to see how weak Flew’s own approach was…I was left with this conclusion: Since the case against the resurrection was no stronger than that presented by Antony Flew, I would think it was time I began to take the resurrection seriously.” One of the five other professional debate judges…felt compelled to write, “I concluded that the historical evidence, though flawed, is strong enough to lead reasonable minds to conclude that Christ did indeed rise from the dead….Habermas does end up providing ‘highly probable evidence’ for the historicity of the resurrection ‘with no plausible naturalistic evidence against it.’ Habermas, therefore, in my opinion, wins the debate (IX, 226).

“John Singleton Copley, recognized as one of the greatest legal minds in British history, comments: ‘I know pretty well what evidence is; and I tell you, such evidence as that for the resurrection has never broken down yet’” (I, 12).


“The rejection of Christ is often not so much of the ‘mind’, but of the ‘will’; not so much ‘I can’t but I won’t’” (VIII, xl).
Aldous Huxley, a famous atheist, once wrote this intriguing remark:


I had motives for not wanting the world to have a meaning; consequently [I] assumed that it had none, and was able without any difficulty to find satisfying reasons for this assumption. The philosopher who finds no meaning in the world is not concerned exclusively with a problem in pure metaphysics, he is also concerned to prove that there is no valid reason why he personally should not do as he wants to do, or why his friends should not seize political power and govern in the way that they find most advantageous to themselves…. For myself, the philosophy of meaninglessness was essentially an instrument of liberation, sexual and political (VIII, xl). 

Be careful that you don’t close your mind to the truth because in order to justify your lifestyle you have adopted a belief system that will allow you to live your life morally any way you choose.

It is true that there are men—among them some of the world’s greatest scholars—who do not believe that Jesus is the Son of God, our Savior. But I am appalled when I talk to many of these men about Christ, for I discover that almost always they are ignorant of the basic truths of the gospel. If you would read any of the writings of Robert Ingersoll, Thomas Paine, or other well-known skeptics, you would be amazed to discover that these men are taking issue with something that they do not fully understand. They have erected straw men, labeled them Christianity, and then have proceeded to destroy their own creations (I, 5).

Three facts that are undisputed! The Circumstantial Evidence

No witnesses watched Timothy McVeigh load two tons of fertilizer-based explosives into a Ryder rental truck. Nobody saw him drive the vehicle to the front of the federal building in Oklahoma City and detonate the bomb, killing 168 people. No video camera captured an image of him fleeing the scene. Yet a jury was able to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that McVeigh was guilty of the worst act of domestic terrorism in U.S. history. Why? Because fact by fact, exhibit by exhibit, witness by witness, prosecutors used circumstantial evidence to build an airtight case against him…Its cumulative effect can be every bit as strong—and in many instances even more potent—than eyewitness accounts” (IX, 244-245).



In his book The Case For Christ, investigative reporter from the Chicago Tribune, Lee Strobel who has a Master of Studies in Law degree from Yale Law School interviews J.P. Moreland, Ph.D. Doctor Moreland received his doctorate from the University of Southern California and whose articles have been published in more than thirty professional journals. In this interview Lee Strobel asks Dr. Moreland to state some circumstantial evidence that no one refutes.


1)  The Disciples died for their beliefs. Big deal, skeptics say. There are plenty of zealots in other religions who die all the time for their beliefs.  What’s the difference? “While most people can only have faith that their beliefs are true, the disciples were in a position to know without a doubt whether or not Jesus had risen from the dead. They claimed that they saw him, talked with him, and ate with him. If they weren’t absolutely certain, they wouldn’t have allowed themselves to be tortured to death for proclaiming that the Resurrection had happened” (IX, 248).
“People will die for their religious beliefs if they sincerely believe they’re true, but people won’t die for their religious beliefs if they know their beliefs are false” (IX, 247).

2) The Conversion of Skeptics.  “Another piece of circumstantial evidence…is that there were 

hardened skeptics who didn’t believe in Jesus before his crucifixion—and were to some degree dead-set against Christianity—who turned around and adopted the Christian faith after Jesus’ death. There’s no good reason for this apart from them having experienced the resurrected Christ” (IX, 248).

Lew Wallace was a very famous general and literary genius. He and his dear friend Robert Ingersoll, the famous skeptic,                        covenanted together that they would write a book that would forever destroy the myth of Christianity. For two years, Mr. Wallace studied in the leading libraries of Europe and America, seeking information which would enable him to write a book which would destroy Christianity. While writing the second chapter of his book, he suddenly found himself on his knees, crying out, “My Lord, and my God.”….Later, Lew Wallace wrote Ben Hur, probably the greatest novel that has ever been written concerning the time of Christ.
There are hundreds of other examples of people dead-set on disproving Christianity who later placed their faith in Jesus Christ once they honestly looked at all of the evidence.

3)  Changes to key social structures. Within five weeks of Jesus being crucified there were over 10,000 Jews who were following Him. J.P. Moreland comments on the social change by saying:

Keep in mind that this is an entire community of people who are abandoning treasured beliefs that have been passed on for centuries and that they believed were from God himself. They were doing it even though they were jeopardizing their own well-being, and they also believed they were risking the damnation of their souls to hell if they were wrong…these changes to the Jewish social structure were not just minor adjustments that were casually made—they were absolutely monumental. This was nothing short of a social earthquake! And earthquakes don’t happen without a cause (IX, 252).

I will close with a quote from a person who is in The Guinness Book of World Records as the world’s most successful lawyer. His name is Sir Lionel Luckhoo and he is a brilliant attorney who gained admittance into The Guinness Book of World Records because of his 245 consecutive murder acquittals. After years of rigorously studying the historical evidence for and against that of Jesus Christ he had this to say: “I say unequivocally that the evidence for the resurrection of Jesus Christ is so overwhelming that it compels acceptance by proof which leaves absolutely no room for doubt” (IX, 255).

Taking the Step of Faith!
If in reading this paper, something in your heart has stirred, then you should listen to that stirring. The mind is the gateway to the soul. The evidence of the truth of the resurrection of Jesus Christ can only take you so far. And having just an intellectual belief in Jesus as the Son of God isn’t enough to make you right with God because even the demons believe! Satan knows that Jesus Christ is the Son of God and he has more belief in this fact then just about anyone (James 2:19)! Therefore, we cannot only accept that Jesus Christ is the Son of God with our minds, but rather we must by faith receive with our hearts what He has done for us on the cross as a gift of reuniting us with God! In other words, we must not just believe with our minds but must receive Jesus Christ into our heart, as our personal Lord and Savior! I truly believe that there is a God who has created you, loves you, and wants you to know him in a personal relationship that is beyond anything you could possibly imagine: love, joy, peace, happiness, excitement, contentment, self-control, kindness, goodness, faithfulness, and a fullness of life. However, because of the sin that we know to be in our hearts, we are  separated from the love of a holy and perfect God.  A holy and righteous God cannot sweep the sins of the world underneath the rug and still be a righteous and just God, just as a judge of this land cannot let a rapist go without punishing him and still be a judge. There must be an account for the sin in our lives. But because of God’s great love for us, He sent His only son into the world, Jesus Christ, to die in our place on the cross to do for us what we were not able to do for ourselves. By believing in Jesus with our minds and receiving him in our hearts, the stain of sin may forever be removed from those who place their faith in Him as their Lord and Savior. If you would like to enter into a personal relationship with God right now through Jesus Christ, it is very simple. There are no magical words to pray. The prayer is not what brings you into a right relationship with your Heavenly Father, but rather, it is your acknowledgement that you are a sinner in need of a savior expressed from your heart to God in words—and if it is from your heart, He will hear you and cleanse you of all your sins! The following is a simple suggested prayer that you can pray: “Father, I need you in my life. I know I am a sinner and I don’t need a better set of values or morals, or a tighter set of rules and regulations, I need a savior. I need you, Jesus. I believe that you, Jesus, have died upon the cross to make the payment that I should have made for my sin. Thank you for doing what I could never do. Thank you for offering to me your righteousness and taking from me all my sin—past, present, and future. Come into my heart and forgive me of my sins and make me the type of person that you want me to be. I ask all of this in the name of Jesus believing in and resting on the promise of God which says, “That if you confess with your mouth, ‘Jesus is Lord,’ and believe in your heart that God raised him from the dead, you will be saved. For it is with your heart that you believe and are justified [just as if I’d never sinned], and it is with your mouth that you confess and are saved” (Romans 10:9-10). I also believe that the person that gave you this paper would love to share with you how they have come to know God in a personal way, so if you get a chance, ask them! The choice is yours and yours alone. I pray that you choose wisely. Whether you realize it or not, it will be the biggest decision of your life one way or the other!
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