Scripture Proven Valid

Does either internal or external evidence support the validity of Scripture?

The fundamental issue facing the church today is the issue of authority.  This is also the fundamental issue facing the world, because without authority there is no Gospel.  

In the early church the prime doctrinal issue was Christology (the nature of Christ).  In the medieval church the primary issue was the Atonement (Penal, Substitutionary).  During the Reformation the issue was Soteriology (the nature of Salvation).  Today the conflict resides in Epistemology (the philosophy or nature of knowing, [the tools of how,what,why]).

Since the 19th century man has held a flawed view.  This is the belief that there is something wrong with the message rather than with man itself.

Scripture is commonly viewed as a helpful document, a source of inspiration, a great history book, etc.  Rarely is it viewed as an authoritative manual for the life of each believer, the operation of the Church, and the key to proper relationship with our God and Savior.

If the Bible is not reliable, authoritative and directional in application then our faith is of little use since it would not be based upon facts or reason.  By God’s good grace we are able to trust in the validity of the Scripture from the established facts.  The Holy Spirit witnesses to the validity of TRUTH instead of to the validity of a basically good document.

Our studies in Apologetics are training us to evaluate truth claims, and to examine the evidence.  When we attempt to evaluate Scripture we can ask, “are there observable facts which affirm what Scripture teaches?”  We can answer this by looking at history and archeology.  We can ask, “Are the teachings of Scripture coherent and logically consistent?”  Our logic and reasoning skills confirm that they are.  We can also ask, “Is what the Bible says about human nature and human experience true to what we know?”  The answer is clearly yes.

If we approach the Scriptures as we would any other historical document you will see that the Scriptures can be categorized as the most reliable sort of document.  We will further see, based upon testimony, that the claims of being the authoritative, inerrant Word of God are reasonable and supportable.

1- Do the documents come from a reliable source?

a. The Gospels are trustworthy historical documents

i. They are primary source materials

ii. All scholars admit that these documents are very early

iii. The best sources are not evangelical conservative Christians.  They are instead classical historians and include many non-believers.

1. Fredrick Kenyon, Handbook to the Textual Criticism of the New Testament
2. F.W. Hall, Companion to Classical Texts
3. F.F. Bruce, The New Testament Documents: Are they Reliable?
4. John A. T. Robinson, Redating the New Testament
b. The documents are legally valid as evidence

i. The documents have transmissional reliability

1. Datable as very early

a. The Gospels were written very closely to time of the actions described.  

b. Other ancient documents, accepted as reliable, are not written closely to the actions described.

c. Transmitted reliably

d. Law applies the Historical Grammatical Principle to documents interpretation.

2. Legal approach is met

a. Federal Rule 803.16

i. Fair on the Face – No evidence of tampering

ii. Reasonable Custody – Normal setting

3. Extra-Biblical sources are non-admissible in a court of law

a. Extra-Biblical sources can explain or expand but not contradict.  (Parole evidence rule)

b. A verdict must be supported by testimonies

4. The testimonies are good

a. Presume testimony is valid until impeached

i. Character – internal

ii. Testimony – words used

b. Not impeached for character

i. They are the antithesis of schemers

1. Before the resurrection – scared/not clear

2. After the resurrection – Bold, clear, motivated 2 Peter 1:16 “For we did not follow cunningly devised fables when we made known to you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were eyewitnesses of His majesty.” 

5. Other support

a. Habermas – Extra Biblical Texts
b. Lord Hailsham – Why New Testament Documents are Not Forgeries
2- How good is the testimony?

a. Classical historians apply three tests to determine the authenticity of any work of antiquity, i.e. Greek and Latin classical texts.

i. Bibliographical test

1. How many copies of the document do we have and how early do those copies come after the events they describe?

a. More copies are generally preferred over fewer copies.

b. See attached chart for comparative data

c. Scholars agree, see attached sheet

d. First full copy of the entire NT in the 4th century with literally thousands of copies

ii. The internal evidence test

1. Were the authors were in a position to verify what they wrote?

a. The authors are eyewitnesses or close associates of eyewitnesses and verified what they wrote.  2 Peter 1:16 and Acts 1:3; 26:25-26.

b. The equivalent of hostile examination existed by virtue of the existing Jewish and Roman authorities who had the means, motive, and opportunity to refute false claims, if indeed they were false. (Simon Greenleaf – The Testimony of the Evangelists)

c. The Gospels writers do not appear to have conspired.  The story is told in detail with no contradictions and with painstaking detail.  Luke 3:1-3.

iii. The external evidence test

1. Does any outside historical evidence contradict, or support, the claims in the document?

a. Archaeology strongly supports the Gospels

i. The Pilate Inscription - In June 1961 Italian archaeologists led by Dr. Frova were excavating an ancient Roman amphitheatre near Caesarea-on-the-Sea (Maritima) and uncovered this interesting limestone block. On the face is a monumental inscription which is part of a larger dedication to Tiberius Caesar which clearly says that it was from "Pontius Pilate, Prefect of Judea.  It is interesting as well that there have been a few bronze coins found that were struck form 29-32 AD by Pontius Pilate.

ii. Jublilee Qumran Calendar – 18 copies based upon the solar calendar instead of the lunar.  Same as before the captivity.

iii. Many hundreds of other proofs

b. Identity of the Gospel writers and the truth of their writings are verified by the direct disciples of John.

i. Polycarp of Smyrna

ii. Papias, Bishop of Heiropolis

c. The evidential chain

i. Peter and Paul martyred by Nero, A.D. 64

1. Acts would have recorded their deaths

a. Recorded death of lesser saints

b. Did not record their deaths

2. Most probable explanation

a. Peter and Paul alive when written

b. Therefore written before A.D. 64

ii. Luke written before Acts

1. Acts generally accepted as the 2nd part of Luke

iii. Mark written before Luke

1. Scholars historically date Mark before Luke

2. All evidence supports the Gospels being written between 35 and 64 A.D.

3. The documents are reliable in the extreme

(New evidence for Matthew comes from a fragment found on a shelf at Oxford in the early 1990’s.  Carsten Thiede and Peter D’Ancona believe the fragment dates from 40-50 A.D. or earlier.  They wrote Eyewitness to Jesus: Amazing New Manuscript Evidence About the Gospels.)

3- What about all of the errors and contradictions?

a. Missing autographs

i. Rational evidence

ii. Superior Sources

b. Errors and Contradictions

i. Defining contradiction will eliminate most problems

ii. A more in depth Biblical study clears the issues

c. Conspiracy

i. It is very hard to get away with lying.  John Grisham, The Testament, is a good example of difficulty

ii. The differences confirm the truthfulness in a testimony by group

d. A difficult way to prove

i. Inductively answer every single case

1. Gleason Archer: Encyclopedia of Bible Difficulties.

2. Bible Difficulties and Seeming Contradictions

3. Haley’s Bible Handbook
ii. Deductive
1. Hinges on a pre-suppositional view, reason alone

e. The easier way  - Second Level Induction and Deduction
i. What is the book attempting to say?

ii. Define the term contradiction

iii. Be willing to do a careful Biblical study on the issue.  It has already been answered.

iv. Most difficulties are hinged in errors of interpretation

f. The Hermeneutical Circle - Bultmann (Text and Interpreter are interlocked and there is no objective interpretation capable.)

i. Theological Experience becomes the foundation for biblical interpretation

ii. A major focus on sanctification and a minor on justification.

iii. Christ is found internally

iv. The focus is on the ‘subjective you.’

g. The text is always clearer in itself than all of its interpreters

4. What is the Evangelical Response to Biblical Criticism
a. Sola Scriptura
i.  Conservative Evangelicalism

1. Inspiration

2. Inerrancy

ii. Liberal Evangelicalism

1. The Bible is Inspired

2. The Bible is not necessarily without error

iii. Evangelicalism arose simultaneously with Secularism

iv. Maybe all the church fathers are wrong, but maybe an ounce of humility would be in order.

Listen to the scholars on the subject:

F.F. Bruce (Professor of Biblical Criticism at the Univ. of Manchester):  “No classical scholar would listen to an argument that the authenticity of Herodotus or Thucydides is in doubt because the earliest MSS of their works which are of any use to us are over 1,300 years later than the originals.”  (The New Testament Documents:  Are They Reliable?)
John A.T. Robinson, in his work Redating the New Testament, says that all four Gospels were written before 70 A.D., (destruction of the temple).  Robinson is a radical New Testament critic and no friend of conservative theology.  Robinson thinks the Gospels are authentic, but full of stupid and false material.

William F. Albright, the dean of American archeologists of the past generation:  “We can already say emphatically that there is no longer any solid basis for dating any book of the New Testament after about A.D. 80, two full generations before the date between 130 and 150 given by the more radical New Testament critics of today.”  (Recent Discoveries in Bible Lands)
Reynolds and Wilson, classical scholars:  “When the great period of the revival was over (under the general reign of Charlemagne and his successors in the 9th to 11th centuries), some of the great works of Latin literature were still but a single manuscript on a single shelf.  The slightest accident could still have robbed us of some of our most precious texts, of Catullus and Propertius, Petronius or Tacitus.”  (A Guide to the Transmission of Greek and Latin Literature)

Sir Frederick Kenyon, former Principal Librarian for the British Museum:  “The interval, then, between the dates of original composition and the earliest extant evidence becomes so small as to be in fact negligible, and the last foundation for any doubt that the Scriptures have come down to us substantially as they were written has now been removed.  Both the authenticity and the general integrity of the books of the New Testament may be regarded as finally established.”  (The Bible and Archeology).

