Is the Bible Reliable: Six week series 
Review:

· Coherence Test: The test of reason and logic

· Explanatory Power and Scope.

· Correspondence test: The test of Experience.

· Verification: Can it be verified or falsified?

· Pragmatic Test: The test of Livability. 

· Existential Test: Does it provide meaning, purpose, etc..

· Cumulative test: How do all the tests add up.

· Competitive competence test: How does it fair in the marketplace of ideas?
Five Major Worldviews
Theism

Naturalism/Secular Humanist

Postmodernism

Pantheism (Pantheistic Monism)

Spiritism

Five Life Questions
1. From where did I come?
2. Why is there such a mess in the world?
3. What hope do I have?
4. What is my purpose in life?
5. What happens when I die?
Anchors Review:
-The Christian worldview is the way God views the world.
-Everyone has a worldview
The Four Deadly Questions

1. What do you mean by that?
2.  How do you know that is true?
3.  Where do you get your information?
4.  What happens if you are wrong?
Can you guess the worldview?

Now relax. . . . Let your mind go. Don't evaluate and don't let the left brain judge what you are thinking. Give your right brain more space. As a matter of fact, don't think." (Shirley MacLaine, Dancing in the Light (Toronto: Bantam, 1985), p. 312.)
Worldviews: What do they stand on? 

· Christianity - The Bible

· Naturalism – Man is the center of all truth

· Postmodernism – Culture driven

· Pantheism – god is everything and everybody

· Spiritism – spirits control all that is in the earth

Anchor of the Week
The Bible is Reliable: Central to all of what we believe and want to convince others of comes to us from the Bible. It is on this Anchor that nearly all of the rest of our truth claims rest. 
If we are to destroy the Christian Religion we must first of all destroy the belief in the Bible.”  Voltaire 1694 -1778 (unbeliever)
It is impossible to enslave either mentally or socially a Bible reading people.” Horrace Greeley, 1811 – 1872 (believer)
Questions of the week:

Is the Bible authentic and historically reliable?

Could man have written the Bible without God? 

One Continuous Theme: The Redemption of Man
The Central Character of the Bible: The Messiah, the Lord Jesus Christ
What Does God say about Scripture? (I Tm: 3:16-17, II Pet. 1:20-21). We have not proved that this God speaking yet…we can’t expect someone to just see those words and say…oh, well that settles it then, the Bible is the word of God. Other religions claim their holy books are from God as well. How do we go about testing these claims in Scripture? 
Evidence of the Reliability of the Bible...three tests:
Bibliographical Test: Do we have accurate copies of the original documents? 
Bibliographical Test 

The Scribes : (Show slides of how they copied the Old Testament documents.) 
Manuscript Comparisons: Approximately 5,700 Greek manuscripts of New Testament, Average classical authors writings are found in about twenty manuscripts. Latin manuscripts number more than thousand.

                                   Manuscripts                                Time span

Caesar’s Gallic wars (c. 50 A.D): 10                              1,000 years

Plato – (427-347 B.C)                7 


   1,200 years

Suetonius (AD 69-140)     200+                                        600 years

New Testament - (40-100 A.D)  up to 24,000                10-25 years
Mr. SW’s Spam recipe. (Explain that the more people that copy down the recipe, the more manuscripts, the better chance we have of discovering the original epicurean delicacy.) 
Are the copies today essential what the original authors wrote down? 
Some would claim no: Are their claims substantial? Bart Ehrman (one time evangelical scholar, now in the liberal camp), points out that there are over 400,000 textual errors/variants in the New Testament documents( a textual error/variation can be a misspelled word, inverted word order, accidental duplication or omission, etc - Ex. Christ Jesus, or Jesus Christ).  He draws the conclusion that we cannot have any faith that the New Testament we have now is an accurate reconstruction of the original documents. However is this really the case? Keep in mind the more manuscripts you have the better able you are to pick out the variants. You also have to ask, are the variant readings significant? By far the greater number of variants are of the insignificant kind, easily resolved (even Ehrman admits this). For example: I Thessalonians  2:7…one or two letters copied wrong rendered this text quite different than what we have in our present Bibles. We read… “we were gently among you.” A medieval scribe changed two letters in one manuscript and ending up with “We were horses among you.” Now it is not difficult to prove which of these variants represent the original. Another common variant is what is called the movable nu (v). The Greek letter nu (not ni for you Monty Python fans)     can occur at the end of certain words (Bock and Wallace, Dethroning Jesus), when they proceed a word that starts with a vowel, sort of like our a or an…a libertarian or an international communist. But whether the nu appears in these words has no effect on the meaning of the text. You would hardly be confused if I was to write to you that “yesterday I ate a apple.” It should be “yesterday I ate an apple.” The meaning does not change. Think about…if I make five movable nu mistakes in one manuscript and say five other spelling errors. That is ten mistakes/variants: But is that manuscript is copied a hundred times then that counts as 1000 variant reading. With that kind of multiplication, and considering the number of manuscripts we have it does not take too long to come up with 400. 000 variant readings. However, with the art/science of textual criticism most scholars (from across the board (liberal/conservative) of textual criticism would tell us that overall 97 to 99 percent of the original New Testament can be reconstructed beyond any reasonable doubt.  
Ehrman might agree with this but he would still claim that that last 1-3% can have a tremendous affect on major doctrines of the faith…is this true. Once again Ehrman is unconvincing (even among many liberal scholars). For example…one of the passages affected by variant reading is Romans 5:1. Does Paul say We have peace (indicative mood-omicron) with God through our Lord Jesus Christ or, Let us have peace (subjunctive-omega). (This is the difference in Greek of (exomen and exwmen) Is this really significant?  As Mock and Wallace point out in Dethroning Jesus, not really. If Paul is telling Christians Let us have peace, then he is encouraging them to appropriate what Christ has done for them…to understand and apply this foundational truth (which he teaches clearly elsewhere). If he said We have peace, he is talking about how Christians’ status before God has been established through the work of Christ. No major doctrine is affected here. Both concepts are acceptable doctrinally. We do still have some variants that need to be worked out…and we should not pretend that there aren’t any…but no major doctrinal issue rests on how these variants are worked out. 
Read Dethroning Jesus ppp67-68 on the Matt. 24:36 passage:

Early date of Gospels?  ( give rationale for early date based upon Acts and Luke and Luke not mentioning the death of Paul….also explain the rational for later dating being an anti-supernatural bias of liberal scholars (destruction of Jerusalem…70 A.D). Even Jesus seminar folks have openly admitted to this. 
Internal Evidence Test: Does the Bible itself give us reason to believe it is trustworthy and inspired by God? 
Prophecy
Eight Prophecies (show slide and have others read prophecies). 

· Born at Bethlehem. Micah 5:2  fulfilled Matt. 2:1
"But as for you, Bethlehem Ephrathah,
         Too little to be among the clans of Judah,
         From you One will go forth for Me to be ruler in Israel 
         His goings forth are from long ago,
         From the days of eternity."
· Preceded by a messenger. Is. 40.3, Malachi 3:1, fulfilled: John 1:23
· He was to enter Jerusalem on a donkey. Zech. 9.9 fulfilled: Matt.21:6-11. 
· Betrayed by a friend. Ps. 41:9, fulfilled: Matt. 10:4, 26:49-50
· Sold for 30 pieces of silver. Zechariah 11:12, fulfilled: Matt. 26:15, 27:3
· Money to be thrown in God’s House. Zechariah 11:13b, fulfilled: Matt. 27:7
· Dumb before accusers. Is. 53:7, fulfilled: Matt. 27:12
· Hands and feet pierced. Is. 53:5, Psalm 22:16, fulfilled: Luke 22:33
External Evidence Test: Are there sources outside of the Bible that help substantiate its reliability and its truth claims? 
Extra-biblical references: (non-Christian sources). 
· "On the eve of Passover Yeshu was hanged. For forty days before the execution took place, a herald went forth and cried, 'He is going forth to be stoned because he has practiced sorcery and enticed and led Israel astray. Anyone who can say anything in his favor, let him come forward and plead on his behalf.' But since nothing was brought forward in his favor, he was hanged on the eve of Passover. Ulla retorted: 'Do you suppose that he was one for whom a defense could be made? Was he not a deceiver, concerning whom scripture says (Deuteronomy 13:8), "Neither shalt thou spare neither shalt thou conceal him?" With Yeshu however, it was different, for he was connected with the government'" [b. Sanhedrin 43a] Jewish Babylonian Talmud.
· Tacitus- mentions Nero and Christian persecution. Tacitus claims that Nero blamed the fire of Rome on the Christians (trying to elude accusations that he started it). 
But all human efforts, all the lavish gifts of the emperor, and the propitiations of the gods, did not banish the sinister belief that the conflagration was the result of an order. Consequently, to get rid of the report, Nero fastened the guilt and inflicted the most exquisite tortures on a class hated for their abominations, called 'Chrestians' by the populace. 

Christus, from whom the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty during the reign of Tiberius at the hands of one of our procurators, Pontius Pilate, and a most mischievous superstition, thus checked for the moment, again broke out not only in Judaea, the first source of the evil, but even in Rome, where all things hideous and shameful from every part of the world find their center and become popular

· Pliny to Trajan- mentions Christians and that they worshiped Jesus as God. Speaking of Christians he writes:
…  the sum and substance of their fault or error had been that they were accustomed to meet on a fixed day before dawn and sing responsively a hymn to Christ as to a god, and to bind themselves by oath, not to some crime, but not to commit fraud, theft, or adultery, not falsify their trust, nor to refuse to return a trust when called upon to do so. When this was over, it was their custom to depart and to assemble again to partake of food--but ordinary and innocent food. Even this, they affirmed, they had ceased to do after my edict by which, in accordance with your instructions, I had forbidden political associations. Accordingly, I judged it all the more necessary to find out what the truth was by torturing two female slaves who were called deaconesses. But I discovered nothing else but depraved, excessive superstition
· Celsus- critic of Christianity attacks Christ as a sorcerer (unable to refute claims of miracles being performed by Christ). Origen (185-254) an Ante-Nicene church father wrote a rebuttal to Celsus attacks in Contra Celsus. This work gives us great insight into how Christians were viewed in the late 2nd century and early 3rd century A.D. 
Anchor of the Week: The Bible is Reliable.

If someone you were having a discussion with said something like, “The Bible is just another holy book, I don’t know why you Christians think it is so special;” what would you say? 
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