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Bible Authenticity-Dr. T. J. Tofflemire
Is the Bible True? What would you say?  I will present several arguments that it is true history.

1. Prophecy 

Kennedy (152) stated that there 333 prophecies about Christ made 400 yrs or more before his birth that came true.  Examples include being sold by a friend for 30 pieces of silver, being pierced by a spear, but having no broken bones, having lots cast for his garments, nailed to a cross, etc.   The odds of this occurring by chance are extremely rare.  He also noted that their 2000 other prophecies in the bible that came true (155).  There are many concerning the ancient city of Babylon.  Records show it was a magnificent city surrounded by walls 200 ft high and 178 ft thick at the base.   Nevertheless it was prophesized that the walls would be completely destroyed and the city would never be rebuilt.  It is also odd that the city was never rebuilt and is a desolate area in Iraq now (Kennedy 157).  Also no prophecy as been disproved; Up to 300 Prophecies are known true about Christ (Kreeft p.217).

2. Archeology
McDowell (Chap. 3 and 13) noted that archaeology confirms the bible.  N. Glueck stated (89). “Scores of archaeological findings have been made which confirm in clear outline or exact detail historical statements in the bible.”  For example the walls of Jericho have been found fallen outward, which is odd but true (McDowell 95).  Many biblical cities and characters have been verified in other documents.   W. F. Albright, a noted archeologist stated (McDowell 372). “There can be no doubt that archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity of the Old Testament tradition.”  An important discovery was of the ancient Elba clay tablets in Syria.  These tablets confirm ancient writing, parts of the creation story in Genesis, and biblical character names and laws ( 375,6).  Clay tablets have also been found confirming the tower of Babel history (378).  Some artifacts from Saul, David and Solomon also exist (McDowell 380). H. Morris (98) stated that two great non-Christian archeologists, Nelson Glueck and William Albright stated that the bible was the single most accurate source document from history.  Kreeft noted (p. 217) “Nothing in Archeology has disproven scripture:” Source:B. G. Wood Biblical Archeological Review, Mr.-Ap 1990.  Beechick (p. 92) outlines why Egyptian history and dates may be wrong and gives older dates than biblical history and genealogies. Wilkinson and Hendricks classify 14 books in the Old Testament and 5 in the New Testaments as historical books; this includes the book of Genesis.

3. Historical Records
Habermas cites 17 nonchristian historical references to Jesus existence, 11 for his death on the cross.  There are about 7 references nonchristian  and 11 more nonblical ones referring to the resurrection.  Historical data includes primary and secondary written sources and archeology (Hab. p.219-25).
It has sometimes been alleged that the Bible has been copied so many times that it cannot be reliable. “Yet historical research confirms the reliability of the Bible. The number of ancient manuscripts is large, and the time scale between when the originals were written and the oldest extant copies is small which minimizes the possibility of transmissions errors. By these criteria, the Bible is one of the most reliable books relative to early manuscripts.  Contrast this with the works of Plato. Ancient copies of Plato are far fewer in number and the time span of transmission is much greater than for the Bible.   It would be inconsistent for someone to deny the historical reliability of the Bible, while embracing the historical reliability of any other ancient document” (Lisle p.100, Haley 41).  The New Testament has good manuscript evidence (Hab.p.276): There are over 5000 copies of the early manuscripts, while many other classical works have only 20 or less copies.  Out of Livy’s 142 books of history there are only manuscripts for 107 books.  None of the New Testament cannon documents are missing.  The Gospels were written by eye witnesses or significantly influenced by first hand testimony.  Early nonchrisitan reviews by historians and government officials confirm the main elements of New Testament history.  
4. Numerics and Theomatics
Sabiers’ book (40-50) and Washburn notes that most sentences, and many names in the Bible follow a numeric pattern that can not be explained by chance, when one uses the original Greek or Hebrew texts. In the Hebrew and Greek alphabets each letter stands for both a letter and a unique number.  Thus each word, phrase, and sentence has a numerical value.  The probabilities are very high of divine inspiration.
5. Alleged errors and Discrepancies in the Bible- not substantial   Kreeft stated there are some internal and very few external contradictions in the bible.  Internal ones are not substantive and show different the views and perspectives of the authors.  Erickson (69) reviews the classical views of Bible inerrancy: Absolute inerrancy, Full inerrancy and Limited inerrancy. An enample: 2 Chron. 4:2 stated the diameter of the molten sea was 10 cubits and the circumference was 30 cubits.  Using the πD formula, it would have circumference of 31.416 cubits. Most protestant’s take the Full inerrancy stand where authors state things from differing perspectives. The books of Moses in the Bible, including Genesis are classified as historical, not poetic books (Wilkinson, Hendricks). Haley(p.x) in his classic book on Bible Discrepancies stated “I – avow, as the issue of my investigations, the profound conviction that every difficulty and discrepancy in the scriptures is, and will yet be seen to be, capable of a fair and reasonable solution.”  Archer also agrees. Remember the elephant viewing example of authors giving different perspectives.  Conclusion:  In conclusion I have summarized 5 points that show the bible to be true history: Prophecies being true, archeology verifying it, historical literature documentation is true, numeric’s support it, and lack of substantial discrepancies. 
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Edward J Vasicek - 

This review is from: Alleged Discrepancies of the Bible (Paperback) 

Although this work is old, it is, in many ways, still up to date.
It brings together Scriptures that apparently contradict one another and shows how they can be reconciled. These discrepancies are resolved hermenutically (interpretationally), not so much archaeologically. Therefore, most resolutions do not depend upon discoveries made in the 125 years since the book was originally authored. One could probably find similiar reconciliations by digging through commentaries, but we often want a quick and ready answer, and Haley often comes through. His answers are brief and understandable--no fluff. Although not all of his reconciliations are satsifying, most are. This is a reference book, not a book for reading. But it sure comes in handy. Gleason Archer's book, "Encyclopedia of Bible Difficulties" is much more thorough about the subjects it covers (and I highly recommend it), but it only address a fraction of the passages addressed here by Haley. Along with Bullinger's "Figures of Speech Used in the Bible," both of these 19th century volumes have no worthy modern replacements. 
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