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Apologetics: Defending Christianity

Discussion:

· Faith is subjective. The use of reason is contrary to the principle of faith. Why should we learn to use reasoning to defend our faith?

· Arguing with non-believers seldom leads to conversion (Jude 1:22-23; 2Co 10:5) and may even cause conflict. So defending our faith is of no use for evangelism. Wouldn’t a simple presentation of the gospel be more useful?

· If someone does not believe in the Bible, isn’t it better not to mention Biblical teaching while discussing our faith?
1. Why do Christians need apologetics?

A.
Definition: Apologetics is the clarification and defense of biblical Christianity. “Apologetics” comes from the Greek word apologia, meaning defense. Therefore, apologetics is completely unrelated to “apology”; it is never an acknowledgment of fault. In contrast, it is a declaration that what Christians believe is truth.

B.
Use inside the church:

(1)
to know the rationality (reasonableness) of our faith in order to stand firm in faith (Col 2:8; Eph 4:14)

(2)
to correct mistaken views and impressions of someone leaning toward apostasy (Jude 1:3,22-23)

(3)
to silence unbiblical positions by responding to false ideas and by clarifying true position, including refutation and encouragement (Titus 1:9-11)

C.
Use outside the church (facing non-believers):

(4)
to defend in response to charges or challenges (Ac 26:1-2; 2Co 10:3-5)

(5)
to witness (1Pe 3:15)

(6)
to evangelize (Ac 17:17-18)

· Defending our faith does not normally lead people to Christ. But it would at least overcome obstacles and dispel unfounded prejudice against Christianity and may later lead to faith. 

D.
Dealing with doubt about our faith:

· Doubt may be the single most widespread problem among Christians today. If not confronted, doubt can be debilitating in the life of a Christian. It robs us of our peace and joy and hinders our relationship with God.

· When doubt drives us to earnest inquiry for truth, it can actually lead us to deeper faith. It can motivate us to reexamine our faith foundation to make sure it is not faulty; it can be a doorway to new insights. The result is that our faith will be founded on safer, more secure ground.

· When doubt strikes, we need to:

(a)
Prayerfully identify the source of doubt. It could come from: [1] different forms of irrationality, including prejudice, passion, propaganda, or ideology; [2] the lack of knowledge, including ignorance, incomprehension, or misunderstanding.
(b)
Remind yourself why you believe and ask yourself if this doubt might seriously change your faith. [Remember that this doubt must have come across many Christians in the past but they still maintain their faith. There will be a satisfactory answer to this doubt.]

(c)
If the answer is no, make a conscious decision to affirm your belief, even as you attempt to find answers to your doubt.

(d)
If the answer is yes, ask yourself what you need to do to resolve the doubt — and then do it, including asking God’s guidance, consulting other Christians, and studying.

2. What is the role of reasoning in building up our faith?

A.
Truth: There is only one truth; it is the description of reality. Only falsehood can contradict truth. Since Christianity is truth, there is no contradicition between faith and reason. 

B.
Relationship between faith and reason: 

· Faith is the confidence or belief in the truthfulness of the Christian position. Reason is the process of logical analysis; unbiased reasoning leads to truth. Faith is itself subjective but can be strengthened by objective reasoning. Reasoning can help us change from irrationality to rationality. Some describe apologetics as getting at the heart through the head. 

· Christianity is based on evidence that can be understood by the mind. It is reasonable faith. We are not required to believe blindly. Faith transcends reason and is sometimes beyond logical reasoning, but faith does not oppose reason. In fact, faith and reason are allies.

· If someone seeks the truth, in the long run it will take more faith not to believe because the proofs are so strong. The fact that many of the greatest minds in history (such as Newton and Pascal) were Christians show that Christianity is a rational faith.

C.
Reasoning encouraged in the Bible: 

· Some people use Col 2:8 to prove that Christianity does not need to be rational. [Paul was warning against heresies in his time.] But Christianity is an intelligent faith. The Bible encourages us to use our minds and our reasoning to understand our faith. Paul asks believers to “prove all things” (1Th 5:21; Php 1:9-10).
· The Bible emphasizes knowledge, wisdom, discernment, and understanding in our growth to spiritual maturity (Eph 1:17-19; 3:14-19; Php 1:9-11; Col 1:9-10; 2Pe 1:5). 

· John Stott’s book Your Mind Matters lists 4 areas where reasoning is required:
(a)
Creation: God created us to think and understand; the Bible asks us to reason (Isa 1:18; Lk 12:54-57).

(b)
Revelation: God’s revelation is rational, both in general revelation in nature, and special revelation in the Scripture and in Christ (Ro 1:18-21).

(c)
Redemption: God’s plan of salvation is given for us to understand (Col 3:10; 1Co 10:15).

(d)
Judgment: Our final judgment will be based on our knowledge and our response to God’s revelation (Jn 12:48).

D.
Examples in the Bible: 

· Each time doubters came to Jesus, He gave them real evidence to dispel their doubts. To John the Baptist, He gave the evidence of His miracles (Mt 11:2-3). To Thomas, He gave the evidence of the nail scars (Jn 20:27). 

· There are examples in the early church defending the faith:
· the resurrection of Jesus (Ac 4:33; 1Co 15:1-8)

· the work of God in nature (Ac 14:15-17; Ro 1:20)

· the witness of changed lives (Ac 26:9-22; 1Ti 1:12-16)

E.
Reasoning as part of faith: Faith involves 3 facets. It is more than subjective belief (emotional element). It involves also objective understanding (rational or intellectual element) and a will to live what we believe (volitional element) (Dt 6:5; Mk 12:30). Further, if our faith cannot withstand challenges from non-believers or from self-doubt, subjective belief may fail leading to a fall from faith. 

3. What are the proper attitudes when defending Christianity?

A.
Main Bible verses: Based on how the word apologia is used in the Bible, we can learn about our proper attitudes.

(1)
The most quoted verse is 1Pe 3:15. “Apologia” here means “answer” which is characterized by:

(a)
being ready: at any time

(b)
preparation: knowledge of the position defended and the attacks brought against it

(c)
gentleness: with patience, not emotional

(d)
respect: not with pride, arrogance or self-sufficiency; not an aggressive attack on the other person’s will or prejudice, but a logical account or reasoned explanation of our hope

 (2)
Ac 22:1-21: the speech manifested an attitude of dignity, and a forthright response to the issues.

(3)
2Ti 4:16; Php 1:7,16: defense of the gospel in response to charges.

B.
Important elements: 

· The defender’s tone, sincerity, care, concern, listening, and respect are as important as the logic used. The goal of apologetics is not obtaining victory but understanding truth. If the discussion leads to the understanding of truth, then both sides are winners.

· Questions of honest inquiry should be answered. However, we are not required to answer against hostile attack as John Stott says: “We cannot pander to a man’s intellectual arrogance, but we must cater to his intellectual integrity.” (Mt 7:6)

4. What are the techniques when defending Christianity?

A.
Principles (4 C’s found in Col 2:20–3:4):

(1)
Contrast (2:20-22, exposure of false ideas in light of truth)

(2)
Comprehension (2:23, of the false system)

(3)
Clarification (3:3-4, explanation of Christian truth)

(4)
Confirmation (3:1-2, encouragement of believers in truth)

B.
Use common ground and the Bible:

(1)
Common ground is the common understanding that Christians and non-Christians have about truth and life, including general revelation (facts in the natural world), laws of logic, rules of procedure in science, historical facts.

(2)
The Bible (special revelation, the Word of God): Some non-believers refuse to accept anything from the Bible. In those cases, it may be wise to limit the use of the Bible. But it should always be remembered that the Bible has unimaginable power that can break any resistance. (Heb 4:12)

C.
Recognize and dispel presuppositions:

· Sometimes, an argument that is in itself perfectly rational and valid will often fall on ears deafened by presuppositions originated from irrational sources such as prejudice and ignorance. These invalid presuppositions need to be pointed out and dispelled. One such example is the irrational rejection of supernatural occurrences by non-Christians.

5. What are the major approaches when defending Christianity?

· Illustration: how to defend the reality of Christian re-birth?

A.
Subjective approach (Ro 8:7-8; Eph 2:3): stressing the uniqueness of subjective Christian experience. By my inner experience, I know rebirth is real. [faith without reason]

· stressing the uniqueness of subjective Christian experience 

· sympathetic to existential philosophy: emphasis on the hiddenness of God

· strong belief in the blinding effects of sin: rejection of natural theology and theistic proofs

· Shortcomings: does not address existing beliefs of non-Christians; not all Biblical truths involve subjective experience (e.g. the fact of resurrection)

· Soren Kierkegaard (1813–1855), Danish existentialist philosopher, books include Fear and Trembling and Christian Discourses:

(a)
There is an absolute difference between God and man: God is transcendent and holy, while man is limited and sinful. God can never be known directly. Our reasoning can only help us to know the work of God but never God Himself. God can only be known by our subjectivity.

(b)
Analogy: What is the proof that one is in love? Answer: You know it in your heart, but not through rational analysis or arguments.

(c)
Faith is always venture, leap, risk.

B.
Objective approach (Ro 1:18-20): stressing rational powers of the mind to find the truth about religion. Visible evidences of changed lives of Christians shows that rebirth is real. [reason precedes faith]

· stressing natural theology as the starting point of apologetics 

· having faith in the rational powers of the mind to find the truth about religion: the image of God in man was weakened but not seriously damaged by the Fall and sin; it may even be more dangerous if we rely only on our subjective feelings which are also damaged by sin.

· faith grounded in empirical foundations: religious propositions, like science, can be verified; faith is to think with assent and can be as rational as science

· Shortcomings: the derived conclusions are only probabilistic, not absolute; existing arguments may be invalidated by new discoveries or new arguments

· Thomas Aquinas (1225–1274), Italian philosopher and theologian, major work Summa Theologica:

(a)
God’s existence is not self-evident and must be proved from the effects of God in creation (from effect back to cause, the First Cause).

(b)
Faith is not an irrational act but an act of the intellect and of the will.

(c)
Reason is an intellectual tool but cannot prove all truths of the Christian faith.

C.
Revelational approach (Eph 1:17-18): stressing divine revelation. The Bible teaches about the necessity and reality of rebirth in Jn 3. [faith precedes reason]

· stressing divine revelation as the foundation of apologetics 

· personal experience of the gospel is anchored in the objective work of Christ, and the objective Word of God (the Bible)

· sin prevents general revelation from speaking the truth of God: special act of the Holy Spirit is indispensable for Christian faith and enlightenment

· Shortcomings: difficult to solely use Biblical authority in this anti-authoritarian age

· Augustine of Hippo (354–430), North African theologian and Church Father, major works City of God and Confessions:

(a)
All truth is an illumination of the mind by God.

(b)
Illumination as interior revelation enables the sinner to see the exterior revelation in the Scriptures.

(c)
Faith is based on the acceptance of credible authority of the Bible and the Church.

(d)
“first believe, later come to know” (“faith seeks understanding”)

· John Calvin (1509–1564), Swiss theologian, major work Institutes of the Christian Religion:

(a)
Knowledge of God can come from natural revelation; but it is not a true knowledge of God because of depravity of human being.

(b)
Word of God (Bible) is the special revelation. Man needs the witness of the Holy Spirit to establish it in the heart as the truth of God.

D.
Integrated (verification) approach: synthesis of the best features of the above 3 approaches: to show how [1] real-life experiences, [2] empirical facts, and [3] the Bible provide evidences supporting Christianity, to use logical analysis as well as the Bible. [reason supporting faith]

· It is the common approach used by modern apologists, such as Francis Schaeffer, Bernard Ramm, Edward Carnell. 

· Factual aspect: to establish hypotheses and then show how real-life facts, experiences, and the Bible provide evidences supporting Christianity.
· Experiential aspect: to use logical analysis as well as the Bible to: [1] illustrate what kinds of value can satisfy the needs of a person, and [2] emphasize the importance of love and human moral insufficiency.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.1: Major problems of apologetics (Ramm)

· What is the relationship between philosophy and Christianity?

· What is the value of theistic proofs?

· Must the apologist work with some theory of truth?

· What is the importance of the doctrine of sin for apologetics?

· What is the character of revelation?

· What kind of certainty does Christianity offer?

· Is there a common ground between believer and unbelievers which forms a point of contact for conversation and argumentation?

· What is the character of faith?

· What is the status of Christian evidences?

· What the relationship between faith and reason?

Supplement to Q.1: Obstacles to the gospel (Kreeft & Torcelli)

Reasons why people are still not convinced even under compelling reasons:

· not for rational reasons

· hatred and rejection of Christians, not Christ

· fear of the church and its teachings and authority

· refuse to accept one’s own moral failings

· afraid of the supernatural

· simple pride

· not at all intellectually fashionable

· overemphasis of tolerance of other religions and culture

Supplement to Q.2: Human reason (Kreeft and Tarcelli)

· The inherent structure of human reason manifests itself in 3 acts of the mind: [1] understanding, [2] judging and [3] reasoning. These 3 acts of the mind are expressed in:

(a)
Terms: Terms express concepts which express essences. Terms are either clear or unclear. A term is clear if it is intelligible and unambiguous.

(b)
Propositions: Propositions express judgments which express facts. Propositions are either true or untrue. A proposition is true if its corresponds to reality, if it says what it.

(c)
Arguments: Arguments express reasoning which express causes. Arguments are either logically valid or invalid. An argument is valid if the conclusion follows necessarily from the premises.

Supplement to Q.5: Representatives of major approaches (Ramm)

· Subjective Approach

· Kierkegaard:

· Reality is a tension or a paradox. The paradox cannot be relieved by reason but only by the passion of faith.

· Man in a state of perpetual tension or suspension between Time and Eternity.

· Faith is prompted by the paradox of Christ as God-Man. This is the original starting point of faith.

· Faith is a solitary act, a passion.

· The supreme test of faith is subjectivity.

· Blaise Pascal  (1623-1662), French mathematician, scientist, philosopher, theologian, major work Pensées:

(1)
Because of man’s sin, he can never know the “hidden God” (Is 45:15) by his reason. Only the “heart” can know God.

(2)
Faith is a gift of God and is a function of the heart. Reason is useful in faith simply to distinguish true religion from superstition.

· Human cognitive powers are divided into heart and Geometric Mind (reason). Reason (specifically the method designed for geometry and science) was totally inapplicable to Christian faith. It is also helpless because it can be overcome by imagination and superstition.

· Matter of science is totally divorced from faith. Proofs of God do not prove the God of love, God of redemption. Even miracles and prophecy are not totally convincing.

· God is felt by the heart, not by reason. The heart is intuitive (more sensitive, know things intuitively) and synoptic (taking the whole situation rather than a part).

· Reason and science, heart and faith are totally different spheres of reality. Neither can intervene into each other’s territory.

· Reason, custom, inspiration lead us to faith but only inspiration can produce a true and saving effect.

· Objective Approach:

· Aquinas:

· All our knowledge originates from sense but transcends the senses.

· Mind is a blank at birth. The mind first grasps (concrete) being and then (abstract) essences.

· Reason and revelation can never contradict each other.

· Reason cannot attain to all the truths of Christian faith. But reason can help by preparing the mind of men to receive the truths of revelation by faith, and can enable us to defend the truths of revelation.

· Faith is a divine virtue and can occur in the human heart only by God’s grace. Faith is a response to the voice of authority (Scripture and church).

· To believe is to think with assent.

· Revelational Approach:

· Augustine:

· The idea of God is not inferential but innate.

· Basis of doctrine of illumination: God is Truth, God is Light, and God is Eternity.

· Calvin:

· knowledge of God by natural revelation

· but not a true knowledge of God because of depravity

· Word of God as special revelation

· revelation can overcome depravity

· needs witness of the Spirit to establish it in the heart as the truth of God

Supplement to Q.5: Types of Christian apologetics (Conservapedia)

(1)
Evidential apologetics seeks to defend Christian belief through evidence. This can take the form of:

· Arguments based on the historical accounts of the Bible;

· Defense of the historical accuracy of the Bible;

· Christian Legal Apologetics

· Biblical Archaeology, seeking to show that the Bible is consistent with the physical evidence;

· Creation science and Creationism, seeking to show that the creation accounts of the Bible are the most reasonable explanation for life as we know it and that the evolutionary paradigm is untenable.

(2)
Philosophical apologetics seeks to defend Christian belief through philosophical argument: primarily arguments for the existence of God.

(3)
Presuppositional Apologetics seek to defend Christian belief by showing that belief in Christian precepts is necessary to make sense of the human experience as a whole.

God (1): Existence of God

Discussion:

· How do you respond to the following statements?

· There is no God. Belief in a religion is unnecessary and irrelevant.

· God cannot be proved to exist.

· If there is a God, we are not able to know him.

· There are no miracles in this world.

6. Does God exist?

a.
Naturalism: It holds that the universe is self-existent and self-operating. The world-process is purposeless and man is only the result of an accident.

· Naturalists believes that “Any account of nature should pass the tests of scientific evidence.” But God cannot be proved to exist by such evidence. Therefore, atheists say there is no God, while agnostics say they do not know whether there is a God or not.

· New atheism appeared in 2006, with the publication of best-sellers on atheism by Richard Dawkins, Daniel Dennett, Sam Harris, and Victor Stenger. They refuse to engage the real issues involved in the question of God’s existence. Instead, they rely on emotional violent attacks on theism, specifically Christianity. This is probably a reaction to the declaration by long-time arch-atheist Antony Flew in 2004 that he now believed the existence of God.

b.
The Bible: It simply states the existence of God and does not attempt to prove it (Gen 1:1; Rev 1:8). We are to accept the existence of God by faith.

c.
Rational Arguments: But belief in God is not a purely subjective faith. It is objectively supported by events in the Scriptures, and by rational arguments using our reasoning. In Ro 1:20, the word “understood” comes from the Greek word related to “mind” or “intellect”.

7. Can we prove the existence of God? 

· Inductive arguments (there are at least 20) to prove the existence of God are probabilistic arguments (conclusions are probable but not definitive), but so are scientific theories.

· There is no one fully conclusive proof but the cumulative effect of many inductive arguments makes the denial of God’s existence very difficult.

a.
Cosmological argument (related to the universe):

· The gradual “running down” of the universe shows there must be a First Cause at the beginning; this First Cause can only be an infinite great Being.

· The universe is either [1] existent from eternity, or [2] originated from nothing.

· Based on the Second Law of Thermodynamics [which says: there is less and less available energy in a system, example: a mixture of hot and cold water] and the disintegration of radioactive elements, the universe is running down like a clock.

· So possibility that the universe existed from eternity is impossible; the universe must have a beginning and a First Cause.

b.
Teleological argument (related to purpose of things):

· The design and purpose of the physical world prove the existence of an intelligent Being (Ro 1:19-20; Ps 94:9; Ps 19:1-2).

· It is extremely difficult to ascribe all these to chance. [Example: density of water highest at 4°C, complexity of the eye existed for sight, balance in the distribution of heat on the earth, presence of the atmosphere and the protective ozone layer, etc.]

c.
Moral argument (related man’s morality):

· Man is characterized by knowledge, righteousness, holiness. The source of all “good” must be absolutely good.

· The existence of moral nature and moral order (absolute right or wrong, truth telling, deep-seated sense of responsibility) in man points to a source, a moral Being (Ro 2:14-15). [Example: Everyone recognizes that murder is an immoral act. This cannot be justified by naturalistic explanations.] The Bible says that man was created in the image of God (Gen 1:26-28).

· Note: Naturalism and atheism cannot logically explain the origin of morality.

d.
Argument from the idea of God:

· We have in us the idea of God who is a perfect and absolute Being. But this idea has no objective reality (cannot be objectively proved) as compared to something like a storm. This idea must be originated from an existent perfect and absolute Being: God.

· Example: If the word “snow-capped mountain” is mentioned by natives on a flat tropical island; the explanation for such word lies outside of their apparent environment. It is true that the idea may be imagination of a few persons, but the idea of God is universal among all peoples.

e.
Argument from miracles:

· Observable events such as miracles and answers to prayer prove the existence of a higher intelligent Being.

· Miracles are the supernatural acts of God which intervene into natural laws. God is not obligated to follow the natural laws as these laws were originally decreed by God. 

· Some use the example of a man raising a weight from the ground. Here, the law of gravity is neither suspended nor violated, but counteracted by a stronger force. It is a strong force intervening to control or reverse nature’s ordinary movements.

· The main purpose of miracles is to manifest the glory of God (often happened in the past to support establishing the Kingdom of God). There are at least 120 separate miracles recorded in the Bible.

· In the Bible, miracles concentrate in the beginning of 4 periods in the history of the Kingdom of God: [1] Exodus (Age of the Law), [2] Elijah and Elisha (Age of the Prophets), [3] Jesus, [4] early church. They were used to authenticate the divine commission of a religious teacher and the truth of his message (Jn 2:18; Mt 12:38).

· Miracles still happen today. But we must be cautioned against over-extending the definition of miracles (to include common events) or applying the term too casually (to apply to all unexplained phenomena).

F.
Ontological argument (related to nature of being and reality):

· God is the being “than which no greater can be conceived”. It is greater to exist than to not exist. Therefore if you conceive God as not existing, you are not conceiving the being “than which no greater can be conceived”, and are therefore not conceiving God. Therefore it is impossible to conceive of God as not existing. Therefore God exists.

· For philosophers, this is one of the strongest arguments. For many others, it is a doubtful one.

8. How does our human nature point to the existence of God?

· There are 5 human characteristics that point to the existence of God.

A.
Miraculous mind: The human mind is uniquely designed to understand the world around us. We even strive to understand everything in the entire universe.

B.
Appreciation of love: Man appreciates “lovely” things even though “loveliness” cannot be precisely defined. We can appreciate mysterious power of music which can speak to our hearts of an eternal beauty.

C.
Self-consciousness and self-determination: Man is a personal being, able to make real conscious choices—not just responding to stimuli. We develop elaborate religious, legal and historic traditions.

D.
Morality: Human beings are moral beings, striving to choose the “right” action. But morality cannot be explained by cultural norms (aiming at unity) or instinct (aiming at survival). The naturalistic atheistic view leaves no room for a true morality.

E.
Sense of eternity: Man has a yearning for something beyond what they experience day to day. Many search for paradise and eternal life (Ecc 3:11). Augustine said that our hearts are restless (without peace) until they rest in God.

9. Why is it important to believe in the existence of God?

a.
Origin: The argument for the importance of a belief in God is called “Pascal’s Wager”, formulated by Blaise Pascal (1623–1662), one of the most intelligent person in history—French mathematician, scientist, philosopher, theologian, in his book Pensées.

b.
Argument: 

· Suppose logical reasoning by itself cannot decide for or against the existence of God; then we must “wager” on this question of utmost importance. 

· If you place your bet with God, you lose nothing, even if it turns out that God does not exist, because then nothing happens after your death. But if you place your bet against God, and you are wrong and only find out after death that God does exist, you lose everything: God, heaven, eternal life, and indescribable gain.

· Therefore the only good bet is to believe that God exists. If God exists, he wins the reward of eternal life; if God does not exist, at least he wins a good present life, with peace and joy.

c.
Use of Pascal’s Wager: 
· The Wager can seem offensively pragmatic and selfish. But it can be reformulated to a higher moral motive such as: If there is a God of infinite goodness, and he justly deserves my allegiance and faith, I risk doing the greatest injustice by not acknowledging him.

· The Wager (similar to the concept of hell) should not be used to coerce belief. But it can be introduced to an non-believer as an incentive to search for God and consider faith seriously.

10. Can we know God?

a.
Man can have partial knowledge of God.

· The Bible presents God as incomprehensible (Isa 40:18).

· But the Bible also says that God can be known and that salvation comes from the knowledge of God (Jn 17:3; 1Jn 5:20).

· Luther describes God as a “hidden God” as well as a “revealed God”.

· Man can have knowledge of God but not full comprehension. But this partial knowledge is perfectly adequate for the realization of the divine purpose in human life.

b.
God wants us to know Him:

· He communicates the knowledge of Himself to man (Hos 6:6). True knowledge of God can only be: [1] originated from divine self-revelation, [2] illuminated by the Holy Spirit (1Co 2:10), and [3] possessed by men with faith.

c.
God reveals Himself through:

(1)
General revelation of nature (Ps 19:1; Ro 1:19-20; Ac 14:17)

(2)
Special revelation:

(a) in history (e.g. direct revelation to Moses, to Isaiah, to Israelites, Ps 103:7),

(b) through Jesus (Jn 1:18),

(c) by the Scriptures (Heb 1:1-2)

11. Are miracles real?

A.
Definition of miracles:

· A “miracle” originally meant only something surprising or marvellous. 

· Today, skeptical people insist on two criteria: an event that is specially caused by God, and a violation of one or more of the laws of nature.

· However, the description of violation of natural law is not accurately; rather, it is the suspension of natural law. Since natural laws were decided or ordained by God, He possesses the sovereignty to suspend it.

B.
Miracles of Jesus: They are proved to be authentic based on historical evidence:

· Jesus’ miracles can be classified into 3 groups: healings, exorcisms, and nature miracles.

(1)
The historicity of the Gospel accounts is undeniable.

(2)
There are many other independent sources that recorded the miracles, including the Talmud and Islamic writings.

(3)
Enemy attestation: In the Gospels, those who most strongly opposed Jesus witnessed both His healing miracles and exorcisms (Mk 2:1-12; Lk 11:14-15; 13:10-17), as well as His nature miracles (Mt 28:11-15; Mk 5:40-42; Jn 11:47-48). Their conclusion was that Jesus performed His miracles by the power of Satan (Mk 3:22; Jn 7:20-21; 10:19-21), thereby admitting the supernatural nature of these events.

(4)
Other indications: the element of surprise and embarassment, such as when Jesus appeared to have limited knowledge (Mk 5:9; Lk 8:30) or when the healing did not seem to work the first time (Mk 8:23-25) point to the authenticity of the records.

(5)
Miracles were recorded in early eyewitness reports which contain Aramaic terms, Semitisms, or intimate knowledge of details (Mk 5:41; 7:31-37; Lk 7:11-17), indicating that the records were written close to the time of Jesus.

C.
No contradiction between miracles and science: It is important to gain a clearer understanding of the limitations of science.

· Miracles were criticized as contradicting natural laws. But natural laws are only a description of how nature normally functions, and belief in miracles does not deny that nature normally functions in these set ways.

· The argument that “nothing happens without a scientific cause” is an example of confusing naturalism or scientism (believing Science as a god, being able to answer all questions concerning life) with science. It is naturalism, not science, that eliminates the possibility of the supernatural.

· Science has never documented a miracle because the scientific method can study only those things that are repeatable. More importantly, science has documented many real events that cannot currently be explained by science, such as near-death experience, spontaneous human combustion, exorcism, paranormal encounters, etc.

· Supernatural influence appears to work even today such as between prayer and healing. A double blind experiment was conducted in a California hospital with almost 400 coronary patients participating. Neither the patients nor the persons who were praying knew each other, and the patients did not even know whether or not they were being prayed for. Still, there was a statistically positive result in 21 of 26 monitored categories for those patients who received prayer.

D.
Why haven’t we seen any miracles?

(1)
Because an obvious miracle, by definition, must be rare. [But some Christians can witness the occurrence of real miralces in their lives.]

(2)
Because miracles most often are performed at great spiritually significant moments in history. The chief objective of miracles is the demonstration of the glory of God.

(3)
Because of our unbelief. People would not believe in a miracle even if they saw one like those in the Bible.

(4)
Because God doesn’t coerce faith by miralces.

(5)
We may still see miracles in our lives. 

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.7: Arguments (20) for the existence of God (Kreeft and Tarcelli)

1.
Argument from change

· If there is nothing outside the material universe, then there is nothing that can cause the universe to change. But it does change. Therefore there must be something in addition to the material universe. But the universe is the sum total of all matter, space and time. These 3 things depend on each other. Therefore this being outside the universe is outside matter, space and time. It is not a changing thing; it is the unchanging Source of change.

2.
Argument from efficient causality (cosmological argument)

· Things must have a cause. All things need a present cause outside of themselves in order to exist. Existence cannot occur unless there is an Uncaused Being—God.

3.
Argument from time and contingency

· If the universe began to exist, then all being must trace its origin to some past moment before which there existed nothing at all. So in the infinite past, there must exist something which has to exist, which cannot not exist. This sort of being is a necessity. This absolutely necessary being is God.

4.
Argument from degrees of perfection

· We have the concept of something “better”. For example, we believe that a stable and permanent way of being is better than a fleeting and precarious one. Being is better than nonbeing. Intelligent being is better than unintelligent being. There must exist a “best” with highest degree of perfection. This absolutely perfect being is God.

5.
Design argument (teleological argument)

· The universe displays a staggering amount of intelligibility, both within the things we observe and in the way these things relate to others outside themselves. That is to say: the way they exist and coexist display an intricately beautiful order and regularity that can fill even the most casual observe with wonder.

· Either this intelligible order is the product of chance or of intelligent design.

· It is almost impossible that such order can occur by chance.

· Therefore the universe is the product of intelligent design.

· Design comes only from a mind, a designer.

· Therefore the universe is the product of an intelligent Designer.

6.
Kalam argument

· Kalam is an Arabic word about the demonstrations that the world could not be infinitely old and must therefore have been created by God. 

Arguments:

· Whatever begins to exist has a cause for its coming into being.

· The universe began to exist.

· Therefore, the universe has a cause for its coming into being.

7.
Argument from contingency

· If something exists, there must exist what it takes for that thing to exist.

· The universe--the collection of beings in space and time--exists.

· Therefore, there must exist what it takes for the universe to exist.

· What it takes for the universe to exist cannot exist within the universe or be bounded by space and time.

· Therefore, what it takes for the universe to exist must transcend both space and time.

8.
Argument from the world as an interacting whole

· Contemporary science reveals that our world is a tightly interlocking whole, where relationship to the whole system defines the parts. This interconnected, interlocking, dynamic system can only brought into existence by a creative ordering Mind—God. 

9.
Argument from miracles

· A miracle is an event whose only adequate explanation is the extraordinary and direct intervention of God.

· There are numerous well-attested miracles.

· Therefore, there are numerous events whose only adequate explanation is the extraordinary and direct intervention of God.

10.
Argument from consciousness

· We experience the universe as intelligible. This intelligibility means that the universe is graspable by intelligence.

· Either this intelligible universe and the finite minds so well suited to grasp it are the products of intelligence, or both intelligibility and intelligence are the products of blind chance.

· They are unlikely to be products of blind chance.

· Therefore this intelligible universe and the finite minds so well suited to grasp it are the products of intelligence.

11.
Argument from truth

· Our limited minds can discover eternal truths about being.

· Truth properly resides in a mind.

· But the human mind is not eternal.

· Therefore there must exist an eternal mind in which these truths reside.

12.
Argument from the origin of the idea of God

· We have ideas of many things.

· These ideas must arise either from ourselves or from things outside us.

· One of the ideas we hae is the idea of God--an infinite, all-perfect being.

· This idea could not hae been caused by ourselves, because we know ourselves to be limited and imperfect, and no effect can be greater than its cause.

· Therefore, the idea must have been caused by something outside us which has nothing less than the qualities contained in the idea of God.

· But only God himself has those qualities.

· Therefore God himself must be the cause of the idea we have of him.

· Therefore God exists.

13.
Ontological argument

· Anselm’s Version:

· It is greater for a thing to exist in the mind and in reality than in the mind alone.

· “God” means “that than which a greater cannot be thought.”

· Suppose that God exists in the mind but not in reality.

· Then a greater than God could be thought (namely, a being that has all the qualities our thoughts of God has plus real existence).

· But this is impossible, for God is “that than which a greater cannot be thought.”

· Therefore God exists in the mind and in reality.

· Modal Version (Charles Hartshorne, Norman Malcolm)

· The expression “that being than which a greater cannot be thought” (abbreviated as GCB) expresses a consistent concept.

· GCB cannot be thought of as:

· necessarily nonexistent; or as

· contingently existing; but only as

· necessarily existing.

· So GCB can only be thought of as the kind of being that cannot NOT exist, that must exist.

· But what must be so is so.

· Therefore, GCB (i.e., God) exist.

14.
Moral argument

· Real moral obligation is a fact. We are really, truly, objectively obligated to do good and avoid evil.

· Either the atheistic view of reality is correct or the “religious” one.

· But the atheistic one is incompatible with there being moral obligation.

· Therefore the “religious” view of reality is correct.

15.
Argument from conscience

· Today, even those who believe in moral relativism agree that one should follow one’s own private conscience. So there is one moral absolute for everyone: never disobey your own conscience. Such an absolute authority cannot come from nature, self, or society (it permeates all societies). This authority that binds one’s will and demands complete obedience can only come from something superior—God. Conscience is explainable only as the voice of God (or imprint of God) in the human soul.

16.
Argument from desire

· Every natural, innate desire in us corresponds to some real object that can satisfy that desire.

· But there exists in us a desire which nothing in time, nothing on earth, no creature can satisfy.

· Therefore there must exist something more than time, earth and creatures, which can satisfy this desire.

· This something is what people call “God” and “life with God forever”,

17.
Argument from aesthetic experience

18.
Argument from religious experience

· Many people of different eras and of widely different cultures claim to have had an experience of the “divine”.

· It is inconceivable that so many people could have been so utterly wrong about the nature and content of their own experience.

· Therefore, there exists a “divine” reality which many people of different eras and of widely different cultures have experienced.

19.
Common consent argument

· Belief in God--that Being to whom reverence and worship are properly due--is common to almost all people of every era.

· Either the vast majority of people have been wrong about this most profound element of their lives or they have not.

· It is most plausible to believe that they have not.

· Therefore it is most plausible to believe that God exists.

20.
Pascal’s wager (see Question 9 above)

Supplement to Q.11: Aren’t miracles illogical? (Christian Answers Network)

· From one end to the other, the Bible refers to miracles. There’s the story of Moses parting the Red Sea in Exodus. There’s Elijah calling down fire from heaven on Mt. Carmel. There’s Jesus  walking on water, healing the sick, and raising the dead. But are these accounts really credible? Can anyone with an intelligent mind accept the reality of the miracles described in Scripture?

(1)
Did miracles ever actually occur? Perhaps the accounts are myth?

· The Bible, with a credibility of its own, is replete with reports of miracles. All four Gospel accounts refer to Jesus as a miracle-worker. Specific details in those accounts (Matthew 11, John 11) and the fact that first-century Jewish authorities acknowledged Jesus’ miracles (John 3:2), adds weight to the case. Even so-called antagonistic sources, such as the Talmud and certain Islamic writings, allude to the miracles of Jesus. Then, finally, all attempts to refute the broad-ranging reports of miracles in the Bible have themselves lacked reliable documentation and credibility.

(2)
But isn’t it possible that Bible miracles are just the fantasies of ignorant people who don’t even know about the laws of nature?

· C.S. Lewis once observed: “If a man had no conception of a regular order in nature, then of course he could not notice departures from that order. When the disciples saw Christ walking on the water, they were frightened: they would not have been frightened unless they had known the laws of nature, and known that this was an exception.”

(3)
But aren’t miracles actually a violation of the principles of logic? Don’t miracles essentially therefore make Christianity out to be an unreasonable faith?

· Not at all. You are confusing the laws of logic with the laws of nature. The laws of logic are prescriptive. They define the basic and inviolable parameters and unavoidable patterns of human thinking. On the other hand, the laws of nature are descriptive. They are a record of how the natural world normally operates. Scientific laws don’t control or explain events. They are only a generalized record of those events. The laws of logic constitute a perfect standard. The laws of nature describe actual reality. God can suspend the laws of nature at will because He designed them. He would not (and actually cannot) violate the laws of logic, because they are a part of His nature.

(4)
What do you mean when you say that logic is a part of God’s nature?

· Logic is inherent to the character of God, and God cannot ever stop being what He is, or deny His nature (2 Timothy 2:13). God is rational and, because we are created in His image, so are we.

(5)
But doesn’t the Bible say that God can do the impossible?

· God can do what is humanly impossible (Luke 18:27). He cannot do what is actually impossible, and He does not do what is rationally impossible, e.g., make A = non-A, or cease to be God.

(6)
What are antinomies, paradoxes, and mysteries? How do they fit in here?

· A paradox is a “seemingly contradictory statement that may nonetheless be true.” An antinomy is a contradiction between principles or conclusions that seem equally necessary and reasonable. A mystery (or an enigma) is something that is not fully understood at present. How God performs miracles often baffles the understanding, but does not mean that He can’t perform them.

(7)
Doesn’t science rule out miracles in nature?

· To prove or disprove any natural phenomenon, science typically depends on verifiable, repeatable experimentation. Miracles are, by nature, unrepeatable—the result of God supernaturally suspending, or transcending, the created order and the laws of nature. Author Ron Rhodes says, “The scientific method is useful for studying nature, but not super-nature.”

(8)
Are you suggesting that God can violate the very laws of nature that He Himself implemented in the first place?

· Yes, although the term “transcend” seems preferable to the term “violate.” “God is outside, over, and above natural law, and is not bound by it,” says Paul Little. Another commentator once observed: “The God of Scripture is an Almighty God. He would have had no problem getting the great fish to swallow Jonah... or Jonah to swallow the great fish.” God can, has, and will transcend the laws of nature to accomplish His purposes in the world.

Supplement to Q.11: List of miracles in the Bible (Christian Answers Network)

· A true miracle is an event in the external world brought about by the immediate agency or the simple volition of God, operating without the use of means capable of being discerned by the senses, and designed to authenticate the divine commission of a religious teacher and the truth of his message (John 2:18; Matt. 12:38).

· It is an occurrence at once above nature and above man. It shows the intervention of a power that is not limited by the laws either of matter or of mind, a power interrupting the fixed laws which govern their movements, a supernatural power.

· “The suspension or violation of the laws of nature involved in miracles is nothing more than is constantly taking place around us. One force counteracts another: vital force keeps the chemical laws of matter in abeyance; and muscular force can control the action of physical force. When a man raises a weight from the ground, the law of gravity is neither suspended nor violated, but counteracted by a stronger force. The same is true as to the walking of Christ on the water and the swimming of iron at the command of the prophet.

· The simple and grand truth that the universe is not under the exclusive control of physical forces, but that everywhere and always there is above, separate from and superior to all else, an infinite personal will, not superceding, but directing and controlling all physical causes, acting with or without them.”

· God ordinarily effects his purpose through the agency of second causes; but he has the power also of effecting his purpose immediately and without the intervention of second causes, i.e., of invading the fixed order, and thus of working miracles. Thus we affirm the possibility of miracles, the possibility of a higher hand intervening to control or reverse nature’s ordinary movements.

· In the New Testament these four Greek words are principally used to designate miracles:

1. Semeion, a “sign”, i.e., an evidence of a divine commission; an attestation of a divine message (Matt. 12:38,39; 16:1, 4; Mark 8:11; Luke 11:16; 23:8; John 2:11, 18, 23; Acts 6:8, etc.); a token of the presence and working of God; the seal of a higher power.

2. Terata, “wonders;” wonder-causing events; portents; producing astonishment in the beholder (Acts 2:19).

3. Dunameis, “mighty works;” works of superhuman power (Acts 2:22; Rom. 15:19; 2 Thess. 2:9); of a new and higher power.

4. Erga, “works;” the works of Him who is “wonderful in working” (John 5:20, 36).

· Miracles are seals of a divine mission. The sacred writers appealed to them as proofs that they were messengers of God. Our Lord also appealed to miracles as a conclusive proof of his divine mission (John 5:20, 36; 10:25, 38). Thus, being out of the common course of nature and beyond the power of man, they are fitted to convey the impression of the presence and power of God.

· Where miracles are there certainly God is. The man, therefore, who works a miracle affords thereby clear proof that he comes with the authority of God; they are his credentials that he is God’s messenger. The teacher points to these credentials, and they are a proof that he speaks with the authority of God. He boldly says, “God bears me witness, both with signs and wonders, and with divers miracles.”

· The credibility of miracles is established by the evidence of the senses on the part of those who are witnesses of them, and to all others by the testimony of such witnesses. The witnesses were competent, and their testimony is trustworthy. Unbelievers, following Hume, deny that any testimony can prove a miracle, because they say miracles are impossible. We have shown that miracles are possible, and surely they can be borne witness to. Surely they are credible when we have abundant and trustworthy evidence of their occurrence. They are credible just as any facts of history well authenticated are credible.

· Miracles, it is said, are contrary to experience. Of course they are contrary to our experience, but that does not prove that they were contrary to the experience of those who witnessed them. We believe a thousand facts, both of history and of science, that are contrary to our experience, but we believe them on the ground of competent testimony.

· An atheist or a pantheist must, as a matter of course, deny the possibility of miracles; but to one who believes in a personal God, who in his wisdom may see fit to interfere with the ordinary processes of nature, miracles are not impossible, nor are they incredible.

(1)
List of miracles recorded in the Bible (partial list)

1. Creation of the universe, including plants, animals and humans (Genesis 1-2)

2. The flood (Gen. 7, 8)

3. Confusion of languages (tongues) at Babel (Gen. 11:1-9)

4. Destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah (Gen. 19:24)

5. Lot’s wife turned into a “pillar of salt” (Gen. 19:26)

6. Birth of Isaac at Gerar (Gen. 21:1)

7. The burning bush not consumed (Ex. 3:3)

8. Aaron’s rod changed into a serpent (Ex. 7:10-12)

The ten plagues of Egypt (Ex. 7:20-12:30)

9. waters become blood

10. frogs

11. lice

12. flies

13. murrain

14. boils

15. thunder and hail

16. locusts

17. darkness

18. death of the first-born

19. Red Sea divided; Israel passes through (See: Passage of Red Sea) (Ex. 14:21-31)

20. Waters of Marah sweetened (Ex. 15:23-25)

21. Manna sent daily, except on Sabbath (Ex. 16:14-35)

22. Water from the rock at Rephidim (Ex. 17:5-7)

23. Nadab and Abihu consumed for offering “strange fire” (Lev. 10:1, 2)

24. Some of the people consumed by fire at Taberah (Num. 11:1-3)

25. The earth opens and swallows up Korah and his company. (Num. 16:32-34)

26. Fire at Kadesh (Num. 16:35-45)

27. Plague at Kadesh (Num. 16:46-50)

28. Aaron’s rod budding at Kadesh (Num. 17:8)

29. Water from the rock, smitten twice by Moses, Desert of Zin (Num. 20:7-11)

30. The brazen serpent in the Desert of Zin (Num. 21:8, 9)

31. Balaam’s ass speaks (Num. 22:21-35)

32. The Jordan divided, so that Israel passed over dryshod near the city of Adam (Josh. 3:14-17)

33. The walls of Jericho fall down (Josh. 6:6-20)

34. The sun and moon stayed. (Josh. 10:12-14)

35. Hailstorm. (Josh. 10:12-14)

36. The strength of Samson (Judg. 14-16)

37. Water from a hollow place “that is in Lehi” (Judg. 15:19)

38. Dagon falls twice before the ark. (1 Sam. 5:1-12)

39. Emerods on the Philistines (1 Sam. 5:1-12)

40. Men of Beth-shemesh smitten for looking into the ark (1 Sam. 6:19)

41. Thunderstorm causes a panic among the Philistines at Eben-ezer (1 Sam. 7:10-12)

42. Thunder and rain in harvest at Gilgal (1 Sam. 12:18)

43. Sound in the mulberry trees at Rephaim (2 Sam. 5:23-25)

44. Uzzah smitten for touching the ark at Perez-uzzah (2 Sam. 6:6, 7)

45. Jeroboam’s hand withered. (1 Kings 13:4)

46. Jeroboam’s new altar destroyed at Bethel (1 Kings 13:4-6

47. 31. Widow of Zarephath’s meal and oil increased (1 Kings 17:14-16)

48. Widow’s son raised from the dead (1 Kings 17:17-24)

49. Drought at Elijah’s prayers (1 Kings 17, 18)

50. Fire at Elijah’s prayers (1 Kings 18:19-39)

51. Rain at Elijah’s prayers (1 Kings 18:41-45)

52. Elijah fed by ravens (1 Kings 17, 18)

53. Ahaziah’s captains consumed by fire near Samaria (2 Kings 1:10-12)

54. Jordan divided by Elijah and Elisha near Jericho (2 Kings 2:7, 8, 14)

55. Elijah carried up into heaven (2 Kings 2:11)

56. Waters of Jericho healed by Elisha’s casting salt into them (2 Kings 2:21, 22)

57. Bears out of the wood destroy forty-two “young men” (2 Kings 2:24)

58. Water provided for Jehoshaphat and the allied army (2 Kings 3:16-20)

59. The widow’s oil multiplied (2 Kings 4:2-7)

60. The Shunammite’s son given, and raised from the dead at Shunem (2 Kings 4:32-37)

61. The deadly pottage cured with meal at Gilgal (2 Kings 4:38-41)

62. A hundred men fed with twenty loaves at Gilgal (2 Kings 4:42-44)

63. Naaman cured of leprosy, Gehazi afflicted with it (2 Kings 5:10-27)

64. The iron axe-head made to swim, river Jordan (2 Kings 6:5-7)

65. Ben hadad’s plans discovered. Hazael’s thoughts, etc. (2 Kings 6:12)

66. The Syrian army smitten with blindness at Dothan (2 Kings 6:18)

67. The Syrian army cured of blindness at Samaria (2 Kings 6:20)

68. Elisha’s bones revive the dead (2 Kings 13:21)

69. Sennacherib’s army destroyed, Jerusalem (2 Kings 19:35)

70. Shadow of sun goes back ten degrees on the sun-dial of Ahaz, Jerusalem (2 Kings 20:9-11)

71. Uzziah struck with leprosy, Jerusalem (2 Chr. 26:16-21)

72. Shadrach, Meshach, & Abed-nego delivered from the fiery furnace, Babylon (Dan. 3:10-27)

73. Daniel saved in the lions’ den (Dan. 6:16-23)

74. Jonah in the fish’s belly. Safely landed (Jonah 2:1-10)

75. Gideon’s fleece (Judg. 6:37-40)

(2)
Miracles Recorded in the Gospels

76. Cure of two blind men (Matt 9:27-31)

77. Piece of money in the fish’s mouth (Matt 17:24-27)

78. The deaf and dumb man (Mark 7:31-37)

79. The blind man of Bethsaida (Mark 8:22-26)

80. Jesus passes unseen through the crowd (Luke 4:28-30)

81. The miraculous draught of fishes (Luke 5:4-11)

82. The raising of the widow’s son at Nain (Luke 7:11-18)

83. The woman with the spirit of infirmity (Luke 13:11-17)

84. The man with the dropsy (Luke 14:1-6)

85. The ten lepers (Luke 17:11-19)

86. The healing of Malchus (Luke 22:50-51)

87. Water made wine (John 2:1-11)

88. Cure of nobleman’s son, Capernaum (John 4:46-54)

89. Impotent man at Bethsaida cured (John 5:1-9)

90. Man born blind cured (John 9:1-7)

91. Lazarus raised from the dead (John 11:38-44)

92. Draught of fishes (John 21:1-14)

93. Syrophoenician woman’s daughter cured (Matt 15:28; Mark 7:24)

94. Four thousand fed (Matt 15:32; Mark 8:1)

95. Fig tree blasted (Matt 21:18; Mark 11:12)

96. Centurion’s servant healed (Matt 8:5; Luke 7:1)

97. Blind and dumb demoniac cured (Matt 12:22; Luke 11:14)

98. Demoniac cured in synagogue at Capernaum (Mark 1:23; Luke 4:33)

99. Peter’s wife’s mother cured (Matt 8:14; Mark 1:30; Luke 4:38)

100. The tempest stilled (Matt 8:23; Mark 4:37; Luke 8:22)

101. Demoniacs of Gadara cured (Matt 8:28; Mark 5:1; Luke 8:26)

102. Swine rush into and drown (Mark 5:1-20)

103. Leper healed (Matt 8:2; Mark 1:40; Luke 5:12)

104. Jairus’s daughter raised (Matt 9:23; Mark 5:23; Luke 8:41)

105. Woman’s issue of blood cured (Matt 9:20; Mark 5:25; Luke 8:43)

106. Man sick of the palsy cured (Matt 9:2; Mark 2:3; Luke 5:18)

107. Man’s withered hand cured (Matt 12:10; Mark 3:1; Luke 6:6)

108. A lunatic child cured (Matt 17:14; Mark 9:14; Luke 9:37)

109. Two blind men cured (Matt 20:29; Mark 10:46; Luke 18:35)

110. Jesus walks on the sea (Matt 14:25; Mark 6:48; John 6:15)

111. Jesus feeds 5,000 “in a desert place” (Matt 14:15; Mark 6:30; Luke 9:10; John 6:1-14)

112. Many fulfilled prophecies (also see: prophets)

113. The conception of Jesus Christ by the Holy Ghost (Luke 1:35)

114. Star of Bethlehem

115. The transfiguration (Matt 17:1-8)

116. The resurrection (John 21:1-14)

117. The ascension (Luke 2:42-51)

118. Peter and the healing of a the paralytic Aeneas at Lydda (Acts 9:32, 35, 38)

119. Miraculous ability to speak and/or understand a foreign language (tongue) previously unknown to the speaker (Gift of tongues in Acts)

120. Inspiration of Scripture by God

Supplement to Q.11: Near-Death Experience (Harpur)

[Harpur is an Anglican ordained minister but his beliefs are non-orthodox, occasionally heretical.]
· Raymond Moody (1975): Life after life wrote about near-death experiences (NDE). There have been thousands of stories about those who have been to the brink of death (some were actually declared dead) and have reported miraculous glimpses of a world beyond death. It was reported that they found a plane of existence glowing with love and understanding, a place of bliss and light that can be reached by an exciting trip through a tunnel or passageway.

· Moody’s later book The Light Beyond (1988) summarizes NDE with some or all of the following: [1] a sense of being dead, [2] peace and painlessness even during a ‘painful’ experience, [3] bodily separation, [4] entering a dark region or tunnel, [5] rising rapidly into the heavens, [6] meeting deceased friends and relatives, [7] encountering a Supreme Being, [8] reviewing one’s life, [9] feeling reluctance to return to the world of the living.

· Harpur in his book Life after death (1991) lists some common characteristics of NDE: [1] able to look down on one’s own body, [2] seeing much light, [3] feeling a peace beyond understanding, [4] seeing loved ones or supernatural beings (God, Christ, Krishna, angels, etc.). As a result of the experience, the person changed his attitude to both life and death, including a greater commitment to this life and to love more.

· However, not all NDEs are pleasant. Some people felt themselves to be in hell, feelingt fear and panic. They felt entering a black void and sensing an evil force. Those negative NDEs were always made known very shortly after the NDEs happened. In other words, such experiences tend to be quickly suppressed. They felt a sense of guilt or shame at the hellish experiences and would rather not admit to them. It is not known what proportion these negative NDEs account for. Because of the above factors, these may not be recorded and they could account for a significant proportion of all NDEs.

God (2): Origin of the universe

Discussion:

· The universe is not created by God. It has always existed.

· The universe is the result of the Big Bang which happened by itself.

· The universe is much older than recorded in the Bible.

12. Can the Big Bang Theory explain the origin of the universe? Does it conflict with the Bible?

a.
The Big Bang Theory: The theory (proposed by Father George Le Maitre in the 1950s) describes the origin of the universe from a big explosion from some primordial nucleus of infinite density with a dimension of 10-35 cm (extremely small) and an extreme temperature of 1032 degrees Kelvin (incredibly high). 
b.
Evidences:

(1)
Hubble observed the expanding universe in 1931. There is a red-shift in the spectrum of light from distant galaxies in all directions.

(2)
Cosmic background microwave radiation was discovered in 1965 by Penzias and Wilson. It is the remnants of Big Bang.

(3)
The extension of Einstein’s General Theory of Relativity by Penrose and Hawking in 1970 proved that the origin of space-time is a singular point of infinite density.

· Based on existing evidences, it is quite certain that the universe came into being with a Big Bang.

C.
Big Bang Theory vs. the Bible: The Big Bang theory does not conflict with the Bible.
· The Bible did not describe the mode of how the universe was formed. Gen 1:1 describes the fact of creation without mentioning any details while Gen 1:2 continues the description using a perspective from the earth.

· The Big Bang Theory supports a definite beginning of the universe and contradicts the belief that the universe was always there. It unavoidably leads to the concept of the First Cause (or God).

· The numerical accuracy of the force of the Big Bang helps to prove the intelligence of God and the impossibility of chance happening. Observations of cosmic background radiation in 1992 show that the evenness of the radiation is within 0.00003ºK in all directions. If the universe had expanded at a rate one millionth more slowly than it did, expansion would have stopped and the universe would have collapsed on itself before any stars had formed. If it had expanded faster, then no galaxies would have formed. Some describes this phenomenon as “no less than the handwriting of God” because the phenomenon demonstrates the amazing precision in the rate of the explosion. 
· Establishing that the expansion of the universe from the creation event is governed by two factors, a mass density term plus space energy density term, means that both the mass density and the space energy density of the universe must be fine-tuned to an extremely high degree for the universe to have any capacity to support physical life. In fact, the value of the mass density term must be fine-tuned to better than one part in 1060, and the value of the space energy density term to better than one part in 10120. Atheist astronomers admit that: if there is no God, man is confronted with “a disturbing cosmic coincidence problem.”

· Thus the Big Bang theory actually helps in proving the existence of God. If Big Bang is not the work of God, it will be like a complete set of Encyclopaedia Britannica came into being after an explosion in a printing shop.
13. Do characteristics of the universe point to creation or existence by chance?

A.
Conflict between science and the Bible:

· Attitudes of Christians towards apparent conflict of science and the Bible:

(1)
No need to harmonize: Science and religion are two different spheres. The statements in science do not explain religion, and vice versa. [Non-scientific creationist view: Genesis is a mythical or symbolic account.]

(2)
Accept scientific data: The observations in science are objectively true. Therefore the Bible is to be interpreted in a way to fit scientific data. If the two cannot agree, then literal Biblical interpretation is rejected. [Theistic evolutionist view: God created primal matter and employed evolution as His mode of operation.]

(3)
Accept Biblical data: Scientific data may appear to be objectively true but God holds the key to ultimate reality. When there is an apparent conflict, scientific data are rejected or are interpreted in a way to fit the Bible. [Anti-scientific creationist view: reject the methodology and conclusions of science.] 

(4)
Harmonize: When all the facts are rightly understood, there is no real conflict between science and the Bible. We can accept data from both science and the Bible. When there is an apparent conflict, we can try to harmonize the two. [Scientific creationist view: God created primal matter, living material, all of the basic “kinds” of living things, and man, as special creations.]

· There is only one truth. If both science and the Bible express truth, then there should not be any conflict.

· If there are conflict between religious beliefs and scientific beliefs, one set of beliefs tends to ultimately suppress the other. Unfortunately, it is usually one’s religious beliefs that are sacrificed. That is why we need a competent, responsible, coherent synthesis or harmonization of the two.

· The pioneers of science (such as Kepler, Galileo, Newton, Pascal) were devout Chrisitians. They did not see any fundamental conflict between science and religion.

B.
Intelligent Design Theory:

· There is nothing in science that reject creation. Again, it is naturalism and scientism that deny supernatural creation.

· Propositions of cosmological evolutionism:

(1)
Either matter is eternal or it has simply, of itself, come into being.

(2)
The complex structure of the physical universe has evolved from the simple unorganized condition of primal matter.

· Currently no scientific finding disproves the existence of God, and there are many findings that raise the possibility of a God. The characteristics of the universe point to the fact that it could not have existed by chance, meaning that cosmological evolutionism is highly unlikely, in fact, practically impossible.

· Because the evidence of design is so clear that some proposed the Intelligent Design Theory. This theory holds that certain features of the universe and of living things are best explained by intelligent causes, not an undirected random process such as cosmological evolutionism and natural selection.
· There are two components to the theory: [1] anthropic principle and [2] complexity of biological features. 
C.
Anthropic Principle—fine-tuning in the universe:

· The anthropic principle states that the world and universe are “fine-tuned” to allow for life on Earth. If the conditions were altered slightly, many species would cease to exist.

· In 1989, a Christian astronomer Hugh Ross listed 16 characteristics of the universe and another 19 characteristics of the solar system that must be fine-tuned to make life possible and sustainable. By 2000, the list has been expanded to include 35 characteristics of the universe and another 122 characteristics of the solar system. The list still keeps growing.

· For example, there are four fundamental forces in the universe: gravity, electromagnetism, and the strong nuclear force and weak nuclear force. Scientists discovered that every one of these forces must have just the right strength if there is to be any possibility of life. In reality, they are at exactly the right strength to allow life.

· The probability of satisfying all 122 characteristics is one chance in 10160 (1 followed by 160 zeros). It is estimated that there are 1022 planets in the universe. Therefore, the probability that all 122 characteristics are found on one planet is one chance in 10138 (10160 divided by 1022). This is pratically impossible. In comparison, there are only about 1070 atoms in the entire universe.

14. When was the universe created? 

a.
Age of the universe: Most scientists believe the universe was originated 15 billion years ago and the earth was formed 4.5 billion years ago.

B.
Evidences of the antiquity (long history) of the earth:

(1)
Geology: [1] The geologic column is built up by many layers of sedimentary rocks and each rock stratum containing different kinds of fossils. [2] The tallest mountains on Earth today are fold mountains that were formed from the slow mountain building process which we can still observe today. [3] Geologists believe that different continents were originated from a single supercontinent which were split by the continental drift that occurred between 60 and 200 million years ago. [4] Different ice ages were identified in past history of the Earth.

(2)
Physics: [1] The age of rocks can be estimated by dating methods using radioactive elements and carbon 14. [2] The age of the Earth can be dated by other geological methods, such as salinity of oceans (presuming that the oceans started out with fresh water), the thickness of cosmic dust, etc.

· Based on radiometric method of dating, in particular using uranium, the age of the Earth is estimated to be 2 to 6 billion years. However, if other methods of dating are used, such as salinity of oceans, radioactive carbon 14, cosmic dust, sedimentary rocks, the results are very different, from a minimum of 10,000 years to a maximum of 100 million years.

(3)
Astronomy: [1] The universe is expanding in all directions. The objects that astronomers can are 15-17 billions light-years away. These objects are rushing away from us at more than 90% of the speed of light. This is regarded as the limit of the known universe. [2] Some astronomical events happened in the past but its light only reached us in recent times. For example, an astronomer discovered a new supernova (exploding star) in 1987. But the event happened more than 160,000 years ago and its light only reached us after this long period.

C.
Age of the universe according to the Bible:
· In the 1650s, Anglican archbishop James Ussher calculated from the genealogies of Genesis that the universe was created in 4004 BC (or about 6,000 years ago). His book Annuals of the World is the history of the world based on the Bible, describing the chronology from the Garden of Eden to the fall of Jerusalem in AD 70. He believed the exact date was October 23, which was the first Sunday (first day of the week) after Autumn Equinox because most ancient people, including the Jews, started their calendar at harvest time. [Today, autumn equinox is normally on September 21. This is because of historical calendar-juggling.]

· However, evidence from the Bible (eg. Lk 3:36 compared to Gen 11:12, Cainan missing) shows that Biblical genealogy may not be exhaustive as some generations may be skipped. In Jewish custom, “father” may mean “ancestor”, and “son” may mean “descendent”. Because of the likelihood of such gaps, the creation of Adam could be dated back to 10,000 or even 15,000 years ago.

· Dr. John Lightfoot (same time as Ussher) even said it was created at 9 am. John Urquhat (1902) dated creation in 8167 BC.

D.
Different interpretations of creation:

(1)
Creation with age:

· Days recorded in Gen 1 are literal days of 24 hours. God created all individual kinds of all living things. There is no evolution. Creation is dated at 6,000 to 10,000 years ago.

· The apparent antiquity was explained by creation with age, that is, God created different things with the appearance of age. For example, Adam was created probability not as a baby but as a young man. Many geological phenomena (such as sedimentary rocks and fossils) are then explained by the Great Flood (flood geologists). The theory says that many things in nature may appear very old but are in fact young.

· SUPPORT: [1] It is the literal interpretation of the Bible. [2] Adam and Eve were apparently created with age. [3] The word “day” in Hebrew normally means 24 hours.

· OPPOSITION: [1] If the sun was created on the 4th day, then there is no standard for time. Also there is a question about source of light on the first day. [2] The theory over-emphasizes the effect of the Flood. Also, there is no evidence of a world-wide flood. [3] Many natural phenomena cannot be explained by this theory, such as fossils.

(2)
Gap Theory:

· Days in Gen 1 are 24-hour days. There is a large gap between Gen 1:1 and 1:2. Gen 1:1 describes the creation of the whole universe. But this first world was destroyed, probably by the work of Satan. Gen 1:2-2:4 describes a re-creation of the Earth 6,000 to 10,000 years ago. The “ancestors of man” were humanoids (but not man) in the first creation.

· SUPPORT: [1] It can explain most of the difficulties, such as the appearance of an old Earth and the formation of fossils. [2] Gen 1:2 describes the world “became” formless and void. Based on Isa 24:1; 45:18; Jer 4:23-26, that void was not created by God but was the result of divine judgment. [3] Hebrew word “bara” (meaning newly created) used only 4 times in Gen 1 (1,21,21,27) while the word “asa” (meaning made) was used in other occasions.

· OPPOSITION: [1] It implies the failure of the first creation. [2] There is no scientific evidence of a gap in the rocks.

(3)
Day-Age Theory:

· Days in Gen 1 are long periods of time or epochs (maybe millions of years).

· The Hebrew word “yom” (day) has a broad range of meanings in the Bible. It can be translated as day, today, daily, or for ever: [1] 24 hours (Ex 20:8-10); [2] relatively determinate period, could be short or long (Gen 41:1, years); [3] relatively indeterminate period (Gen 40:3; Pr 31:25), such as “day of my distress” (Gen 35:3).

· SUPPORT: [1] It does not violate hermeneutic principles because “day” has various meanings and can mean a long period of time (2Pe 3:8). [2] The use of “evening” (not “night”) and “morning” in Gen 1 may mean “This epoch had its gradual beginning and gradually merged into the epoch which followed” (according to Buswell). [3] The theory can explain most scientific evidences.

· OPPOSITION: [1] God does not need long periods of time for creation. [2] It is difficult to harmonize Ex 20:11 which says that “For in six days the Lord made the heavens and the earth.” [3] If the 6th day is very long, did Adam and Eve live through a long sixth day?

(4)
Other Variations—with less support:

· Intermittent creationism: God’s creation work was done in six 24-hour days. But these days were separated by vast periods of time.

· Textual creationism: Gen 1:1 represents the entire creation which could have spanned billions of years. Starting from Gen 1:2 was God’preparation of the land for the first people around the Garden of Eden in six 24-hour days.

· Overlapping day-age theory: The first 6 days are overlapping, meaning that some activities could have overlapped, for example, some animals could have been created before the 5th day. The present age is the 7th day (the sabbath in Heb 4:9).

· Progressive creationism: God created prototypes of everything during long epochs and let them evolve in billions of years.

· Theistic evolutionism: Plants and animals develop through evolution which was guided by God. But this is very close to evolution without God.

· Days of revelation theory: God used 6 days to reveal His creation to Moses so the days were not linked to the time of creation. But this theory has no Biblical support.

E.
Conclusion: Each of the 3 interpretations is supported by certain Biblical evidence and is accepted by large groups of evangelical theologians and Christian scientists. The first two interpretations (creation with age, gap theory) allow no possibility of evolution. However, there is no need to be dogmatic about which interpretation is the right one as this is not part of our essential belief.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.13: Inadequacy of cosmological evolution (Brown: In the beginning)

· Evolutionary theories of the formation of the solar system are inadequate because:

(1)
According to the theory, all planets should spin in the same direction, but Venus, Uranus, and Pluto rotate backwards.

(2)
The orbits of the moons of all planets should all lie in the equatorial plane of the planet they orbit, but many, including our moon, are in highly inclined orbits.

· The rings of Saturn cannot be explained. They could not have formed from the disintegration of a former satellite or from the capture of external material; the particles in these rings are too small and too evenly distributed throughout orbits that are too circular. Therefore, the rings appear to be remnants of Saturn’s creation.

· Geological formations are almost always dated by their fossil content, especially by certain index fossils of extinct plants and animals. The age of the fossil is derived from the assumed evolutionary sequence, but the evolutionary sequence is based on the fossil record. This reasoning is circular. Furthermore, this procedure has produced many contradictory results.

· Practically nowhere on the earth can one find the so-called “geologic column”. In fact, on the continents, over half the “geologic periods” are usually missing, and only 15-20% of the earth has less than one-third of these periods. Even within the Grand Canyon, over 100 million years of this imaginary column are missing. Using the assumed geologic column to date fossils and rocks is fallacious.

Supplement to Q.13: Four fundamental forces

(1)
Gravity is roughly 1039 times weaker than electromagnetism. If gravity had been 1033 times weaker than electromagnetism, “stars would be a billion times less massive and would burn a million times faster.”

(2)
The nuclear weak force (transforming neutrons into protons and vice-versa in radioactive decay) is 1028 times the strength of gravity. Had the weak force been slightly weaker, all the hydrogen in the universe would have been turned to helium (making water impossible, for example).

(3)
A stronger strong nuclear force (to hold together the subatomic particles of the nucleus) (by as little as 2%) would have prevented the formation of protons—yielding a universe without atoms. Decreasing it by 5% would have given us a universe without stars.

Supplement to Q.13: Anthropic constants

(4)
If the difference in mass between a proton and a neutron were not exactly as it is—roughly twice the mass of an electron—then all neutrons would have become protons or vice versa. Say good-bye to chemistry as we know it—and to life.

(5)
The very nature of water—so vital to life—is something of a mystery (a point noticed by one of the forerunners of anthropic reasoning in the 19th century, Harvard biologist Lawrence Henderson). Unique amongst the molecules, water is lighter in its solid than liquid form: Ice floats. If it did not, the oceans would freeze from the bottom up and Earth would now be covered with solid ice. This property in turn is traceable to the unique properties of the hydrogen atom.

(6)
The synthesis of carbon—the vital core of all organic molecules—on a significant scale involves what scientists view as an astonishing coincidence in the ratio of the strong force to electromagnetism. This ratio makes it possible for carbon-12 to reach an excited state of exactly 7.65 MeV at the temperature typical of the centre of stars, which creates a resonance involving helium-4, beryllium-8, and carbon-12—allowing the necessary binding to take place during a tiny window of opportunity 10-17 seconds long.

(7)
Any of the laws of physics can be described as a function of the velocity of light (now defined to be 299,792,458 meters per second). Even a slight variation in the speed of light would alter the other constants and preclude the possibility of life on Earth.

Supplement to Q.13: Characteristics of the Earth fine-tuned to allow for human inhabitation

(1)
Stability of the sun:

· Our sun burns its fuel at an unusually constant and reliable rate.

· If the sun’s luminosity and Earth’s biomass and biodiversity fall out of sync by even a slight amount, the result would be either a runaway greenhouse effect or a runaway freeze.

(2)
Distance from the sun:

· The distance from the sun determines the mean temperature of the atmosphere and the Earth. The pliable materials of which living tissue is composed are made up of chains of molecules which retain their physical characteristics within a comparatively narrow range of temperature variation. If the temperature becomes too cold, these chains become inflexible, and if the temperature becomes too high, they lose their bonds and disintegrate.

(3)
Size of the Earth:

· The size of the Earth determines the constitution of its atmosphere, and the constitution of its atmosphere determines the nature of the living forms upon it. If it were much larger, it would have retained a large percentage of gases inimical to life. If it were much smaller, its gravitational forces would have been insufficient to retain virtually any atmosphere at all. The best comparative examples are Jupiter, a gaseous giant, and Mercury, a small planet with no appreciable atmosphere surrounding it, its gravitational field being too weak to retain nitrogen, oxygen, and water vapor.

(4)
Rate of rotation:

· The rate of rotation of the Earth is just right for the continuous renewal of the atmosphere for animal life. Nothing gets too cold or too hot over most of its area, and plants have just sufficient times of light and of darkness to perform their function of regenerating the air (since the unique stability of carbon dioxide depends upon alternating light and darkness).

· If the rotation of the Earth took longer than 24 hours, temperature differences would be too great between night and day. If the rotation period were shorter, atmospheric wind velocities would be to great.

· The slowing down of Earth’s rotation rate means calmer wind velocities which in turn mean significantly less efficient sea-salt aerosol production. The result was the thinning of Earth’s cloud cover in the creation week.

(5)
The existence of the satellite the Moon:

· The Moon is the largest satellite relative to the size of its parent body. From this point of view it is, in fact, huge. The moon has sufficient mass to cause tides, and tides are of great importance in keeping the oceans fresh.

· With the help from the moon, the land to sea surface ratio and the placement of continents yield tides strong enough to enrich the seashores and continental shelves with nutrients while cleansing them of pollutants, but not so strong as to devastate them.

· If the Moon-Earth gravitational interaction were greater than it currently is, tidal effects on the oceans, atmosphere, and rotational period would be too severe. If it were less, orbital changes would cause climatic instabilities. In either event, life on Earth would be impossible.

(6)
Thickness of atmosphere:

· The rule of thumb in planetary formation is that the greater a planet’s surface gravity and the greater a planet’s distance from its star, the heavier and thicker its atmosphere. Theoretically, Earth should have an atmosphere heavier and thicker than that of Venus, but in fact it has a far lighter and much thinner atmosphere.

· If the atmosphere were less transparent, not enough solar radiation would reach the Earth’s surface. If it were more transparent we would be bombarded with far roo much solar radiation down here. (In addition to atmospheric transparency, the atmospheric composition of precise levels of nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide and ozone are in proper proportions for life.

(7)
Composition of atmosphere:

(a]
Proportion of oxygen: On Earth, oxygen comprises 21% of the atmosphere. If oxygen were 25%, fires would erupt spontaneously, if it were 15%, human beings would suffocate.

(b]
Carbon dioxide level: If the CO2 level were higher than it is now, a runaway greenhouse effect would develop (we’d all burn up). If the level were lower than it is now, plants would not be able to maintain efficient photosynthesis (we’d all suffocate). 

(c]
Water vapour levels: If water vapour levels in the atmosphere were greater than they are now, a runaway greenhouse effect would cause temperatures to rise too high for human life. If they were less, an insufficient greenhouse effect would make the Earth to cold to support human life.

(8)
Ozone balances:

· After a long period ranging from thousands to millions of years, enough oxygen had diffused into the upper stratosphere to permit, under certain precise conditions, formation of a thin and delicate layer of ozone. The ozone layer offers essential life protection. It absorbs ultraviolet radiation from the sun. However, if there is too thick a stratosphere ozone, there will be too little ultraviolet radiation getting through the Earth’s surface, then plant growth is inhibited and certain vitamins will not form in certain animal species. Therefore, the ozone layer needs to be just right to not impair the Earth’s biomass, biodiversity, and biovitality. In addition, the stability of the ozone shield throughout history is another miracle.

(9)
Atmospheric Discharge:

· If the atmospheric discharge (lightning) rate were greater, there would be too much fire destruction; if it were less there would be little nitrogen fixings in the soil.

(10)
Movement of the Earth’s crust:

· Plate tectonics and volcanic activity cause the wrinkling of a planet’s surface. Compared with other planets, Earth experiences an extremely high level of both kinds of activity.

· Seismic activity: If there were more seismic activity, much more life would be lost; if there were less, nutrients on the ocean floors and in river runoff would not be cycled back to the continents through tectonic uplift. (yes, even earthquakes are necessary to sustain life as we know it). 

· Continental Drift: The Genesis wording suggests that continental land began as a conglomerate, one mass in one locale, with the ocean surrounding it. In 1912, Alfred Wegener proposed the theory of continental drift. About 150-300 million years ago, there was one huge supercontinent named by geologists Pangea. Later, this supercontinent was broken into 2 large pieces—Gondwanaland in the south and Laurasia in the north. The movement, as proposed by Arthur Holmes, was caused by convective currents within the Earth’s mantle which were driven by the radiogenic heat produced by radioactive minerals within the mantle. The large pieces were further broken into smaller pieces and drifted at about 1/2 inch per year to form different continents.

(11)
The constitution of the Earth’s surface:

· If the thickness of the Earth’s crust were greater, too much oxygen would be transferred to the crust to support life. If it were thinner, volcanic and tectonic activity would make life impossible.

· The abundance of water on Earth makes life possible.

· The proportion of Earth’s surface area covered by land compared to oceans plays a crucial role in the development of life. This ratio determines the amount of biodiversity and biocomplexity possible on the planet. The current ratio of 29% land surface to 71% water surface has been theoretically and observationally demonstrated to provide the maximum possible diversity and complexity of life. If this ratio is different, the land may be dried out through insufficient precipitation or may be turned into a swamp through excess precipitation.

(12)
Balance of carbonates:

· Plants had some help in removing carbon dioxide and water vapour from Earth’s atmosphere. Carbon dioxide easily reacts with atmospheric water to form carbonic acid. This carbonic acid reacts with the crustal rocks to form carbonates. If it were not for some mitigating factors from tectonic and volcanic activities, these carbonates would have leached enough carbon dioxide and water from the atmosphere to turn this planet into a permanently frozen, arid wasteland.

(13)
A stable water cycle:

· Advanced life can survive only if the evaporation and precipitation average between 25 and 60 liquid water inches per year, and only if snow and rain condense in the right proportions. A water that meets exacting requirements demands intricate balancing of multiple factors: the physical characteristics of the sun and Earth; atmospheric composition, temperature, and pressure; wind velocities.

(14)
Comet influx:

· Earth’s gravitational pull is not quite strong enough to hold onto all of Earth’s atmospheric water indefinitely. An independent phenomenon largely unknown until the 1980s and unproven until the late 1990s replaces the lost water in just the right quantity to maintain the balance life demands. This phenomenon is an ongoing influx of water-rich extraterrestrial material in the form of comets. The comet influx rate changed with time but it must have been accurately compensating throughout the Earth’s history.

(15)
Seasonal variations:

· The seasonal variations which take place throughout the year, due to the 23.5° axial tilt of the Earth, are very important for the continuance of human life. Were it not for these changes, microorganisms which cause diseases and which are favored by certain environmental conditions, would multiply so extensively that the human race might very well suffer extinction because of them.

(16)
Combination of optimal conditions:

· Even if the universe contains as many as 10 billion trillion (1022) planets, we would not expect even one, by natural processes alone, to end up with the surface gravity, surface temperature, atmospheric composition, atmospheric pressure, crustal iron abundance, tectonics, vulcanism, rotation rate, rate of decline in rotation rate, and stable rotation axis tilt necessary for the support of life.

Supplement to Q.14: Geologic dating (Milton)

· Many dating methods arrive at a date of 4.5 billions years. But dating methods are generally unreliable. In addition, different methods arrive at different conclusions. Some methods conclude that the Earth could be as young as 10,000 years.

· Dating accurately requires:

(a)
the process remains constant

(b)
the starting value of the clock is known

(c)
external factors cannot interfere with the process while it is carrying on

· Because these conditions are in general not met, the conclusions by the following methods are not precise.

Methods of Geologic Dating:

(1)
Salinity of oceans:

· Presently, the rate of erosion of the land by rainfall in the world is surprisingly constant. Each year, 540 million tons of salt (5.4 X 108 tons) enter the oceans.

· Total amount of salt in all oceans is 5X1016 tons, so the estimated age is 100 million years.

· But:

(1)
We cannot be sure that the annual run-off of dissolved salt has always been constant in the past.

(2)
We cannot be sure that there was zero salt in the sea to begin with.

(3)
Large amounts of salt are re-circulated into the atmosphere; recent evidence suggests that the salt in the sea might actually be in a steady state.

(2)
Uranium-lead method:

· These methods are not accurate because:

(1)
Uranium-lead method: uranium 238, enriched ore may cause spontaneous nuclear burning speeding up the process of decay, abundance of neutrino particles caused by cosmic radiation may also speed up the process; thus the estimate is not accurate.

(2)
Radiogenic lead (lead 206 and lead 207 and lead 208) may not be zero at the beginning.

(3)
Uranium oxide is highly soluble and may be moved away from its original deposit by ground water.

(3)
Radiogenic helium:

· Almost the entire amount of helium in the earth’s atmosphere is believed to be radiogenic helium, formed during the decay process after the Big Bang.

· If the earth were 4.6 billion years old, there would be about 10,000 billion tons of radiogenic helium 4 in the atmosphere. Actually, there is only around 3.5 billion tons (0.035% of expected). Some geologists have attempted to explain this discrepancy by assuming that 99.96% has escape from the earth’s gravitational field into space; but this process has not been observed. Using the above amount, the age for the earth is around 175,000 years.

(4)
Other radioactive elements:

· The changes of potassium to argon and of rubidium to strontium are plagued with the same problems as above. The methods are therefore not accurate.

(5)
Cosmic dust:

· Cosmic dust particles an micrometeorites (chemically distinct from rocks on earth) enter the earth’s atmosphere from space and settle on the surface: 14 million tons a year

· If the earth if 4.5 billion years old, there would be a layer of 180-feet thick. The present amount gives an age of as little as 9,000 years, possibly up to 100,000 years.

(6)
Astronomical studies:

· Halley’s comet is estimated to be 6,000 years old.

(7)
Decay of earth’s magnetic field:

· The half-life is 1,400 years. The estimated age of earth is 10,000 years.

(8)
Radioactive carbon 14:

· The half life of C14 is 5,700 years. However, the equilibrium in the production and decay of carbon 14 may not be maintained in detail.

· The age of the atmosphere after adjustment is 10,000 years.

(9)
Continental drift:

· It could have occurred as recently as 10,000 years.

· Uniformitarians have dated its occurrence to 250 million years ago (or at least 60 million years ago).

(10)
Sedimentary rocks:

· The present rate of deposition is about 0.2 mm per year. If the erosion has been constant, the sediments that are now on the ocean floor would have accumulated in 30 million years.

· But:

· There is no sediment known to be forming on the modern sea-bottom which compares with the composition of historical chalk. It would require sudden and cataclysmic changes in the temperature and acid-alkaline balance of huge areas of chemically saturated sea water. Sediments appear to be laid down not gradually but as a result of violent flood conditions. [catastrophism: the occurrence of “graveyards” of millions of land-dwelling (not marine) creatures who suffered death simultaneously]

Supplement to Q.14: Skipped generations in genealogies (Pao)

(1)
One missing generation (Cainan) between Arphaxad and Shelah. (Gen 11:12; Lk 3:35-36)

· When Arphaxad had lived 35 years, he became the father of Shelah. (Gen 11:12)

· the son of Serug, the son of Reu, the son of Peleg, the son of Eber, the son of Shelah, the son of Cainan, the son of Arphaxad, the son of Shem, the son of Noah, the son of Lamech (Lk 3:36)

(2)
In Matthew’s record, 3 generations of kings of Judah (Joash, Amaziah, Azariah) were omitted. (Mt 1:8-9: 2Ki 8:16,25; 12:1; 14:1; 15:1,7; 1Ch 3:10-12) [Note: Uzziah=Ahaziah]

· Asa the father of Jehoshaphat, Jehoshaphat the father of Jehoram, Jehoram the father of Uzziah: Uzziah the father of Jotham, Jotham the father of Ahaz, Ahaz the father of Hezekiah. (Mt 1:8-9)

· In the fifth year of Joram son of Ahab king of Israel, when Jehoshaphat was king of Judah, Jehoram son of Jehoshaphat began his reign as king of Judah. (2Ki 8:16)

· In the twelfth year of Joram son of Ahab king of Israel, Ahaziah son of Jehoram king of Judah began to reign. (2Ki 8:25)

· In the seventh year of Jehu, Joash became king, and he reigned in Jerusalem forty years. (2Ki 12:1)

· In the second year of Jehoash son of Jehoahaz king of Israel, Amaziah son of Joash king of Judah began to reign. (2Ki 14:1)

· In the twenty-seventh year of Jeroboam king of Israel, Azariah son of Amaziah king of Judah began to reign….Azariah rested with his fathers and was buried near them in the City of David. And Jotham his son succeeded him as king. (2Ki 15:1,7)

· Solomon's son was Rehoboam, Abijah his son, Asa his son, Jehoshaphat his son, Jehoram his son, Ahaziah his son, Joash his son, Amaziah his son, Azariah his son, Jotham his son, Ahaz his son, Hezekiah his son, Manasseh his son. (1Ch 3:10-12)

(3)
6 generations in Aaron’s genealogy were missing from Ezra. (1Ch 6:3-14; Ezra 7:1-5)

· 3  The children of Amram: Aaron, Moses and Miriam. The sons of Aaron: Nadab, Abihu, Eleazar and Ithamar. 4  Eleazar was the father of Phinehas, Phinehas the father of Abishua: 5  Abishua the father of Bukki, Bukki the father of Uzzi: 6  Uzzi the father of Zerahiah, Zerahiah the father of Meraioth: 7  Meraioth the father of Amariah, Amariah the father of Ahitub, 8  Ahitub the father of Zadok, Zadok the father of Ahimaaz: 9  Ahimaaz the father of Azariah, Azariah the father of Johanan: 10  Johanan the father of Azariah (it was he who served as priest in the temple Solomon built in Jerusalem): 11  Azariah the father of Amariah, Amariah the father of Ahitub: 12  Ahitub the father of Zadok, Zadok the father of Shallum: 13  Shallum the father of Hilkiah, Hilkiah the father of Azariah: 14 Azariah the father of Seraiah, and Seraiah the father of Jehozadak. (1Ch 6:3-14)

· 1  After these things, during the reign of Artaxerxes king of Persia, Ezra son of Seraiah, the son of Azariah, the son of Hilkiah: 2  the son of Shallum, the son of Zadok, the son of Ahitub: 3  the son of Amariah, the son of Azariah, the son of Meraioth: 4  the son of Zerahiah, the son of Uzzi, the son of Bukki: 5  the son of Abishua, the son of Phinehas, the son of Eleazar, the son of Aaron the chief priest (Ezra 7:1-5)

(4)
According to Levi’s genealogy, the ancesters of Moses were Levi (lived 137 years), followed by Kohath (lived 133 years), followed by Amram (lived 137 years), followed by Aaron and Moses. The total life spans for all 3 ancestors oh Moses was 407 years. The Israelites moved to Egypt during the life time of Levi. Then, Moses led the Israelites out of Egypt when he was 80 years old. Yet, the Bible recorded that the Israelites lived in Egypt for 430 years. Therefore, some generations between Levi and Moses must have skipped. (Ex 6:16-24; 7:7; 12:40)

· 16  These were the names of the sons of Levi according to their records: Gershon, Kohath and Merari. Levi lived 137 years. 17  The sons of Gershon, by clans, were Libni and Shimei. 18  The sons of Kohath were Amram, Izhar, Hebron and Uzziel. Kohath lived 133 years. 19  The sons of Merari were Mahli and Mushi. These were the clans of Levi according to their records. 20  Amram married his father's sister Jochebed, who bore him Aaron and Moses. Amram lived 137 years. 21  The sons of Izhar were Korah, Nepheg and Zicri. 22  The sons of Uzziel were Mishael, Elzaphan and Sithri. 23  Aaron married Elisheba, daughter of Amminadab and sister of Nahshon, and she bore him Nadab and Abihu, Eleazar and Ithamar. 24  The sons of Korah were Assir, Elkanah and Abiasaph. These were the Korahite clans. (Ex 6:16-24)

· Moses was eighty years old and Aaron eighty-three when they spoke to Pharaoh. (Ex 7:7)

· Now the length of time the Israelite people lived in Egypt was 430 years. (Ex 12:40)

(5)
The grandfather of Moses (Kohath) was recorded to have 8,600 sons, 2750 of them being 30-35 yrs of age. This is quite impossible so most likely some generations were skipped. (Nu 3:19,27-28; 4:34-37)

· The Kohathite clans: Amram, Izhar, Hebron and Uzziel….To Kohath belonged the clans of the Amramites, Izharites, Hebronites and Uzzielites; these were the Kohathite clans. The number of all the males a month old or more was 8,600. The Kohathites were responsible for the care of the sanctuary. (Nu 3:19,27-28)

· Moses, Aaron and the leaders of the community counted the Kohathites by their clans and families. All the men from thirty to fifty years of age who came to serve in the work in the Tent of Meeting, counted by clans, were 2,750. (Nu 4:34-37)

Supplement to Q.14: Very long 6th day (Copan)

(1)
Gen 1:26-28 indicates that both man and woman were created on this day, that they had some time to get acquainted.

(2)
Gen 2 records that God told Adam about which trees he could eat from and which one tree he could not eat from (2:16-17). Then Adam gave names to all the animals and birds (2:20). There were thousands of species that Adam needed to give names.

(3)
Adam presumably noticed the social and mating habits of the animals in order to recognize that he himself had no equal (2:20). Then God put Adam to sleep and created Eve.

(4)
When Eve arrived on the scene, Adam cried out, “At last!” (2:23). The word indicates a significant passing of time.

· The conclusion is that the 6th day is too long for 24 hours.

Supplement to Q.14: Summary of the 3 interpretations of creation timing

	ADVANCE \d 4 Creation with age theory
	ADVANCE \d 4 Gap theory
	ADVANCE \d 4 Day-age theory

	ADVANCE \d 4 24-hour days, creation 6,000 to 10,000 years ago; Great Flood as a major factor (flood geology – use the Flood to explain geological facts)
	ADVANCE \d 4 24-hour days, original world corrupted by sin from Satan; a large gap between Gen 1:1 and 1:2; Gen 1:2—2:4 describes re-creation
	ADVANCE \d 4 days equivalent to epochs of very long periods, creation billion years ago; Gen 1:1 creation of universe included sun and moon; 1:2 view from perspective of the Earth

	
	ARGUMENTS FOR
	

	· ADVANCE \d 4 Adam was created already as a young man

· evidence for the coexistence of man & dinosaurs in Texas (disproved in 1970)

· lack of accuracy of dating (dating methods not trusted)

· evidences of catastrophism (not uniformitarianism) in the past, geologic changes could happen in a short time

· Sabbath day (Ex 20:9-11) imitates 7th day in creation.

· repeated mention of “evening and morning”
	· ADVANCE \d 4 Gen 1:2; 2:7 the word “was” (Heb. haya) should be translated as “became”

· Is 45:18 “empty” same word as “empty” in Gen 1:2 (Heb. tohu, bohu); Is 34:11; Jer 4:23 words “chaos”, “desolation”, “formless”, “empty” all relate to judgment; possibly the result of corruption of the original world

· 1:21,27 word “created” (bara) only for animals & man, others words mean “made” (asa, indicating renewal)

· 1:28 “replenish”= fill over again
	· ADVANCE \d 4 prima facie (Latin, at first sight) view: 1:1—2:4 only describe chronological order

· Ps 90:4; 2Pe 3:8 — 1000 years=1 day, God’s time scale

· “yom” can mean a period of time

· “evening” (not night) and morning can mean: This epoch had its gradual beginning and gradually merged into the epoch which followed

· present time possibly still in the 7th day (Ps 95:11, “my rest”; Heb 4:9, God’s Sabbath is still coming)

· can accommodate theistic evolution

	
	ARGUMENTS AGAINST
	

	· ADVANCE \d 4 cannot explain fossils (due to flood? otherwise, God’s deception?)

· no evidence of worldwide flood

· deny all dating methods

· no 24-hour days before the sun was created
	· ADVANCE \d 4 Were there humans in the first creation (although none of pre-Adam fossils are human)? If not, why was man not part of the first universe?

· too much emphasis was put on the word “made”
	· ADVANCE \d 4 Is long time needed? Was man created separately?

· What about Adam, did he live a long time in the 6th day?

· The plants were created on the 3rd day and the sun on the 4th day. If the 3rd day is long, all plants would die.


God (3): Creation or evolution?

Discussion:

· Life was generated through evolution. If evolution occurred, God is not needed and the Bible is false.

· Man is evolved from lower animals. Man is not unique and is not different from other creatures.

· Evolution is scientific while creation is unscientific.

· A Christian can accept the Bible as well as the evolution hypothesis.
15. How does the evolution hypothesis explain the origin of life and biological species?

a.
A chief proponent of evolution Julian Huxley describes evolution as a comprehensive, all-encompassing, and universal process that consists of 3 phases: inorganic (cosmological), organic (biological), human (psycho-social) evolution. Today, for most people, the word evolution refers to bilogical evolution.

b.
Major propositions of biological evolution hypothesis: (Charles Darwin)

(1)
Living material has evolved from non-living matter.

(2)
All living things (including man) have evolved from the simplest living things through beneficial mutation of inheritable genes.

(3)
Evolution took place by means of the random operation of existing natural forces (natural selection or survival of the fittest).

c.
It should be remembered that evolution theory is only a hypothesis. There are no empirical data to prove its scientific validity. When Darwin proposed the hypothesis, he admitted the lack of scientific evidence to support it. He was hoping that evidence will appear in the future. But after 150 years, and after numerous attempts by evolutionists to find good supporting scientific evidence, still no such evidence is found.

16. Are the evidences being used to support evolution hypothesis credible?

· The evolution hypothesis uses 4 areas of scientific evidences to support their arguments. 

(1)
Argument from microevolution:

· Evolutionists use breeding experiments as evidence. Dog breeders have developed new breeds of dog. However, breeding involved working with pre-existing genetic information, not new information.

· A species is normally endowed with a rich, diverse gene pool. It is certainly possible to change the appearance of a species over time, though not by much. In addition, there is gradual adaptation, such as greater resistance in bacteria as a result of antibiotics, colour variations in moths for camouflage. But both types of small-scale changes result in new varieties of same species, not new species. These changes are called “microevolution”. There is not a single evidence of any macroevolution [large-scale changes that would produce new body plans, organs or biochemical systems] bringing the formation of a new species.

· Simple bacteria can produce another generation in a matter of minutes. Yet, throughout 150 years of the science of bacteriology, there is no evidence that one species of bacteria has changed into another. None has been observed.

(2)
Argument from similarity:

· Similarities between species can derive from biological ancestry. But they can also result from the necessities of intelligent design of a common designer, just like a painter will paint different pictures with the same style. God may have created animals with 4 limbs because it was the best design. These do not by itself prove evolution.

· The Haeckel embryo sequence was drawn by German zoologist Ernst Haeckel about 100 years ago. It has been used to demonstrate our common ancestry with other mammals and thus prove the validity of evolution. However, the pictures were later found to be fakes. 

· There is strong resemblance among all living things: the same 20 amino acids occur throughout life on Earth, and the same 5 bases comprise all DNA molecules. Yet, in reality, their differences are greater than their similarities.

(3)
Argument from fossils:

· Fossil record is said to display increasing complexity of life as one moves up from bottom to top of the geologic column. However, this is an oversimplification. In fact, there are gaps in the fossils and no transitional forms between the various species. 

· Some claim the discovery of skeleton of “ancestors” of man, specifically: [1] homo erectus (1,000,000 to 500,000 years ago, found to have used fire), [2] homo neanderthalensis (150,000 to 40,000 years ago, found to have buried the dead, and made clothes from animal skins).

· However, these two have been re-assigned as homo sapiens, a different species from human beings (homo sapiens sapiens). They are also not transitional species between ape and man.

· In addition, some of the “discoveries” (previously claimed to be ancestors of man) have been found to be forgeries. Others were found to be wrongly classified and are now re-assigned as belonging to apes.

(4)
Argument from anatomy:

· In 1925, an evolutionist zoologist stated: “There are no less than 180 vestigial structures in the human body.” Vestigial (meaning trace) organs are described as relics from our animal past no longer serving any significant purpose. Today, the list of 180 vestigial structures is practically down to zero because scientists have found previously unknown functions for all of them.

· Conclusion: All these arguments are found to be unreliable. None of the arguments can be used to prove evolution in a definitive way.

17. What are the evidences showing that evolution hypothesis is impossible?

· There are evidences from 10 areas proving that the evolution hypothesis cannot happen.

(1)
Evidence from Genetics: (Mutations are ALWAYS bad.)

· To be a different kind of creature, the genes must have mutated. Mutations are abrupt alterations in genes. They generally occur very rarely. According to the evolution hypothesis, an organism develops some new positive characteristics through a mutation, thus better adapting to the environment. 

· Scientists discover that all observed mutations reduce the genetic information, not increase it. No mutations with additional information have ever been observed. Mutations delete information from the genetic code and never create higher, more complex information. When mutations occur in human beings, they cause birth defects.

· Some evolutionists pointed to mutations with beneficial effects, such as bacteria becoming more resistant to antibiotics. However, mutations that cause antibiotic resistance still involve information loss. In fact, under normal conditions, with no antibiotic present, they are weaker than others.

· Mutations are inheritable; but the changes are inevitably downward, or at best neutral. Mutations have never been observed to originate a new organ, or other functional structure. They reduce, but do not generate, biologic complexity. There is no evidence of the existence of mutations with an information gain, despite intense search by Darwinists. 

· According to evolution, all life began as a single cell. If mutations can only lead to the loss of information, no advanced multi-cell life could ever be the result of mutations.

(2)
Evidence from Origins Science: (The evolution of life from chemicals is impossible.)

· Evolutionists believe that chemicals in a “primordial soup” came together and formed the first cell. But even a “simple” cell contains information to fill a 100 million page encyclopedia. Cells consist essentially of proteins; one cell has thousands of proteins, and proteins are in turn made of smaller building blocks called amino acids, and these amino acids must be in precise functional sequence.

· Evolutionists often quote the experiment done by Stanley Miller in 1953. It is used to prove that chemicals can be turned into amino acids. However, there are many reasons why Miller’s experiment could not have happened in nature. For example, the experiment will not work if oxygen is present. This is entirely incredible.

· Presume even that Miller’s experiment could work in nature, the probability of getting just one protein by chance would be 1 in 10260 (calculation by evolutionist), an impossibility. 
· Today, it is still not possible to synthesize one self-replicating protein molecule in the laboratory under any artificial conditions. Of course, the artificial synthesis of inorganic matter into organic matter is even more remote. If none of these can be synthesized even after years of deliberate human effort, it is difficult to imagine how this is transformed accidentally in nature.

(3)
Evidence from Specified Complexity: (Random process can never produced specified complex patterns.)

· Specified Complexity is an argument used by Intelligent Design theory to argue why evolution is impossible. A specified pattern is one that admits short descriptions, while a complex pattern is one that is unlikely to occur by chance.

· Evolutionist Thomas Huxley argued for chance origins by saying that 6 monkeys, poking randomly at typewriters, and given enough millions of years, could write all the books in the British Museum. 

· Question: what are the odds of a monkey correctly typing one predetermined 9-letter word, such as “evolution”? Let us assume that the typewriter has only 26 letters and no other symbols and that the monkey can type 30 letters per minute; it would take 344,000 years. If 10 monkeys started typing at the time of the Big Bang, the group would not have sufficient time to finish typing correctly even one predetermined word of 13 letters (which requires 15.7 billion years).

· To explain the beginning of life by chance happenings based on probability is unbelievable. An evolutionist scientist Dr. Morowitz formulated a model to calculate the probability for the formation of the smallest living organism by random process. He comes up with a probability of one chance in 10340,000,000. Yet he and his fellow evolutionist scientists still believe that it happened!

(4)
Evidence from Biochemistry: (Biochemical systems do not allow step-by-step evolution.)

· Biochemical systems are very complex. If any component was missing, the system would have no function. It is termed “irreducible complexity.”

· For example, blood clotting is a very complex process involving more than a dozen steps. A person with just one clotting factor missing has hemophilia and is at risk for bleeding. If blood clotting had evolved step-by-step over long periods of time, creatures would have bled to death long before blood clotting was ever perfected.

· Biochemical systems, such as human vision, are also irreducibly complex. They cannot have evolved step-by-step because individual parts of the organ are useless unless the entire organ is functioning.

(5)
Evidence from Fossils: (Missing links are ALL still missing.)

· According to evolution, one species was evolved into another species through a large number of small changes through mutations. Darwin admitted that there should be millions of transitional forms, thousands between each evolutionary step. Darwin admitted that none of these creatures’ fossils had been found in his day. He was bothered by the total lack of transitional forms. He could only hope that future excavations would produce them.
· If evolution hypothesis is true, the geologic fossil record should reveal billions of transitional forms Darwin spoke of. Yet after almost 150 years, despite uncountable attempts to find even one missing link, none has been confirmed. All the missing links are still missing. Most fully formed species appeared suddenly without transitional forms.

(6)
Evidence from Taxonomy: (There are NO living intermediates between groups.)

· Taxonomy is the science that classifies plants and animals, grouping them by characteristics they share, assigning organisms by kingdom, class, and species. If there is evolution of species, we should see living intermediates between these groups. Evolutionists acknowledge the missing intermediates but say that they must have become extinct. Yet there are not even fossils of any intermediates.

· The biochemical “relatedness” between various plants and animals does not support evolution. The difference in anatomy proved to be much wider under careful examination.

(7)
Evidence from Molecular Biology: (Molecular biology demonstrates the large GAPS between species.)

· Evolutionists believe that fish evolved into amphibians, which then evolved into reptiles, then vertebrates, then mammals, then primates, then humans. If evolution follows a sequence, then fish must be much closer to amphibians than to humans.

· Research of different animals on a molecular level disputes the validity of evolution. An analysis on the molecular structure of cytochrome C (found in organisms ranging from bacteria to man) shows that fish are just as distant from amphibians as fish are from humans.

(8)
Issue of Natural Selection: (Explanation using natural selection has been abandoned.)

· According to natural selection (survival of the fittest), a physical trait is acquired because it enhances survival. Reptiles wanted to eat flying insects that were out of reach. So the reptiles began leaping, and flapping their arms to get higher. Over millions of years, they became birds.

· Yet many natural phenomena undercut the theory of natural selection: [1] Obviously, flight is beneficial but advanced species do not possess flight. [2] Existence of many organisms contradict adaptation and natural selection, eg. snakes live on the ground, but there is no grass eating snake; birds live on trees but there is no leaf eating birds.

· Because of these evidences, the modern scientific position is that the struggle for existence plays no part in evolution. This is a retreat from the position of natural selection.

(9)
Question of Proportional Population: (There are insufficient population of lower species.)

· Evolutionists estimated that there is one inheritable mutation for every one million births. Presume that all mutations are beneficial and inheritable, then for every 1 member of the higher species, there will be 1 million members of the species one step below them. If humans were evolved from apes and apes from monkeys, then there should be 1 trillion monkeys in the world for every human on Earth. 

 (10)
Insufficient time: (Earth’s history is too short for evolution.)

· Even evolutionists accept that 4.5 billion years are too short for cooling down of the Earth, synthesis of inorganic matter into organic matter, and the entire evolution process from a one-cell plant to a human.

· Conclusion: The cumulative effect of these evidences convincingly prove that the evolution hypothesis is close to impossible.

18. What is the proper Christian position toward evolution hypothesis?

a.
Does the evolution hypothesis conflict with Christianity?

· There are some possible problems if evolution is true:

(1)
There is no need for a God to explain the existence of the world because the world, life, and man happened spontaneously.

(2)
The Bible is inaccurate because it did not describe evolution. Evolution could also contradict the claim in Gen 1:21,24–25 that God created animals “according to its kind”.

(3)
Man is not special and is no different from lower animals; in fact, man will then be the descendant of lower animals. This will contradict the claim in Gen 1:27 that God created man in His own image.

b.
No direct conflict: Actually, the evolution hypothesis has no direct conflict with Christian beliefs. Evolution, even if proved to be correct, can be harmonized with the Bible. For example, evolution can be regarded as the process used by God to create different species. That is why some theologians subscribe to the theory of theistic evolution.

c.
Rejecting evolution: There are many objective reasons for rejecting the hypothesis. Even a truthful non-Christian scientist will admit that there are a lot more evidences that reject the evolution hypothesis than support it. Moreover, evolutionists use the hypothesis to reject God. Evolution is therefore effectively an enabler of atheism.

· Evolutionary theory stands at the base of moral relativism and the rejection of traditional morality. With evolution, human life has no inherent dignity, and morality has no objective basis.

D.
Possible Christian Position:

(1)
Micro-evolution exists but not macro-evolution [no evolution across species; God created the “kinds” and could have allowed micro-evolution to develop]. Microevolution does not contradict biblical teaching in any way.

(2)
Fossil records do not contradict the Bible as there is a similar sequence in Genesis.

(3)
Evolutionists have no credible alternative and insist on evolution not because of the evidence, but despite the evidence. Evolution, at best, is a disputed theory that should always be regarded as a hypothesis until it can be proved by evidence.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.15: Evolution as a process

· Evolutionism is that view of reality which holds that natural processes, operating exclusively by means of natural forces, are responsible for the whole range of physical, chemical, biological, psychological, and sociological phenomena which make up the history of the universe

· Evolution can have 5 meanings:

(1)
biological change over time;

(2)
descent through common ancestry;

(3)
Darwinian mechanism of mutation and natural selection;

(4)
extension of the term beyond biology to include the origin and development of the universe, galaxy, sun and earth;

(5)
a general synonym for change or development.

· Some scientists use the following evolution model in explaining the origin of the universe, life, and man.

	Eternal Matter-Energy

	
 |  STELLAR EVOLUTION

	
V     (explosion - Big Bang)

	Universe and the Earth

	
 |  MOLECULAR EVOLUTION

	
V     (spontaneous generation)

	Organic Life Forms

	
 |  ORGANIC EVOLUTION

	
V     (transmutation of kinds)

	Plants, Animals, Human

	
 |  CULTURAL EVOLUTION

	
V

	One World Utopia


Supplement to Q.15: Evolution not a scientific theory

A.
Scientific method includes the following basic steps:

(1)
the observation of phenomena,
(2)
the formulation of a hypothesis concerning the phenomena,
(3)
experimentation to demonstrate the truth or falseness of the hypothesis, and
(4)
validation or modification of the hypothesis based on evidences obtained.

B.
The present state of evolution can be described as having passed through the first two steps. The hypothesis has been stated. However, there has been no progress toward any definitive verification of the hypothesis. In fact, the evidences collected so far appear to weigh more heavily toward disproving the hypothesis. If evolutionists can honestly examine the evidences, the evolution hypothesis should either be invalidated or at least greatly modified. Therefore, evolution is certainly not a scientific theory and is best described as a hypothesis.

C.
Even Darwin himself said in 1858 that his book Origin of Species was “grievously too hypothetical.”

Supplement to Q.15: Requirement of evolution

· formation of organic matter from inorganic matters together in the same place in large amounts

· beneficial and inheritable mutation, reproducing large number of organisms with the same mutation

· successful mutation within a short time for the successfully mutated species in the previous round

Supplement to Q.15: Criticism of supporting evidence for evolution (Perloff)

(1)
Argument from microevolution:

· Evolutionists use breeding experiments as evidence. Dog breeders have developed new breeds of dog; racehorse owners have bred faster horses; horticulturists have developed new plant varieties. However, breeding involved working with pre-existing genetic information, not new information.

· A species is normally endowed with a rich, diverse gene pool. By selecting out creatures with particular genes, it is certainly possible to change the general appearance of a species over time. In addition, there is gradual adaptation of species to new environment, such as greater resistance in bacteria as a result of antibiotics, colour variations in moths for camouflage. But both types of small-scale changes are confined to the limits of its gene pool, producing new varieties of the same species, not new species. These changes are called “microevolution”. There is not a single evidence of any macroevolution [large-scale changes that would produce new body plans, organs or biochemical systems] bringing the formation of a new species.

· Simple bacteria can produce another generation in a matter of minutes. Yet, throughout 150 years of the science of bacteriology, there is no evidence that one species of bacteria has changed into another. None has been observed.

(2)
Argument from similarity:

· Similarities between species can derive from biological ancestry. But they can also result from the necessities of intelligent design of a common designer, just like a painter will paint different pictures with the same style.

· The Haeckel embryo sequence was drawn by German zoologist Ernst Haeckel about 100 years ago. It has been used to demonstrate our common ancestry with other mammals and thus prove the validity of evolution.

· In his picture, he showed that the embryos of man, the ape, the dog, the rabbit, the calf, the hog are also similar in shape. However, the pictures were found to be fakes. He actually took a human embryo and copied it and then pretended that embryos of all other animals look the same. When a scientific team took the photographs of growing embryos of 39 different species, they discovered the fraud. Haeckel’s theory is now rejected by scientists. However, some evolutionists are still attempting to revive it.

· There is strong resemblance among all living things: the same 20 amino acids occur throughout life on Earth, and the same 5 bases comprise all DNA molecules. Yet, in reality, their differences are greater than their similarities.

· Similarities can derive from biological ancestry. But they also result from the necessities of intelligent design. Cars have 4 wheels because that is the best arrangement. In the same way, God may have created animals with 4 limbs because it was the best design. These do not by itself prove evolution.

· The biochemical “relatedness” between various plants and animals is not what one would expect in a scheme of descent based on evolution from one common ancestor. Instead, plants or animals in one large biological grouping appear to be equidistant from those in any other group, in spite of varying physical differences among themselves. For example, the amount of difference between specific protein of insects and protein of any vertebrate is the same, as though no one vertebrate is more closely related to invertebrates than another.

(3)
Argument from fossils:

· Fossil record is said to display increasing complexity of life as one moves up from bottom to top of the geologic column. However, this is an oversimplification. In fact, there are gaps in the fossils and no transitional forms between the various species. Some gaps are so large that the link between species remain unbridgeable even in imagination. Also, out of the thousands of strata studied, there is not even one sequence of fossils from sequence of adjacent strata showing indisputable signs of progressive change above the species level.

· The way to determine the age of the rocks and the age of fossils in the geologic column is based on circular logic. If the rock layer is thought to be 50 million years old, then the fossils in that rock layer are decided to be 50 million years old. Similarly, if a fossil is thought to be 70 million years old, then the rock where the fossil is found is decided to be 70 million years old. There is no absolute certainty that the age was correctly determined.

· Some claim the discovery of skeleton of “ancestors” of man, specifically: [1] homo erectus (1,000,000 to 500,000 years ago, found to have used fire), [2] homo neanderthalensis (150,000 to 40,000 years ago, found to have buried the dead, and made clothes from animal skins).

· However, these two have been re-assigned as homo sapiens, a different species from human beings (homo sapiens sapiens). They are also not transitional species between ape and man.

· In addition, some of the “discoveries” (previously claimed to be ancestors of man) have been found to be forgeries. Others were found to be wrongly classified. The scientific position today is that all the fossil remains which were previously assigned some intermediate status between apes and humans have later been re-assigned definitely into the categories of either extinct ape or human.

(4)
Argument from anatomy:

· In 1925, evolutionist zoologist Horatio Hackett Newman stated: “There are no less than 180 vestigial structures in the human body, sufficient to make of a man a veritable walking museum of antiquities.” He asserted that the human is loaded with vestigial (meaning trace) organs—relics from our animal past no longer serving any significant purpose.

· One reason why so many tonsillectomies (surgical removal of tonsils) were previously performed was the false belief that tonsils were “vestigial”; the tonsils are recognized today as having an immune function. Evolutionists said the pineal gland, located in the brain, was vestigial; now we know it secretes the hormone melatonin. The thymus, found in the chest, was also declared useless; we have since discovered it has an immune function. The thyroid, coccyx, and many other body parts previously deemed “vestigial” are now understood to have important uses to the body. The list of 180 vestigial structures is practically down to zero.

Supplement to Q.17: Detailed analysis of evidence against evolution (Perloff, Milton)

(1)
Evidence from Genetics: (Mutations are ALWAYS bad.)

· A creature cannot be anything physically its genes won’t allow. Even after millions of years in the jungle, monkeys would still be monkeys, because they only have monkey genes.

· To be a different kind of creature, the genes must have mutated. Mutations are abrupt alterations in genes. They generally occur very rarely. According to the evolution hypothesis, an organism develops some new positive characteristics through a mutation, thus better adapting to the environment. Darwin assumes that animals have an unlimited ability to adapt to the environment and will unavoidably evolve into a higher species. The mutated creature then passes this mutated trait on to the next generation, and eventually it spreads through the whole species. Organisms without the trait, being weaker, die out (“survival of the fittest”).

· However, scientists who specialize in the study of mutations discover that all observed mutations reduce the genetic information, not increase it. No mutations with additional information have ever been observed.

· Mutations delete information from the genetic code and never create higher, more complex information. When mutations occur in human beings, they cause birth defects, including death, sterility, hemophilia, sickle cell anemia, cystic fibrosis, Down’s syndrome, and 4,000 other diseases.

· Some evolutionists pointed to mutations with beneficial effects. The most common example given: mutations sometimes make bacteria resistant to antibiotics. However, the fact is that mutations that cause antibiotic resistance still involve information loss. The reason for antibiotic resistance can be explained as follows. To destroy a bacterium, the antibiotic streptomycin attaches to a part of the bacterial cell called ribosomes. Mutations sometimes cause a structural deformity in ribosomes. Since the antibiotic cannot connect with the misshapen ribosome, the bacterium is resistant. But even though this mutation turns out to be beneficial, it still constitutes a loss of genetic information, not a gain. No “evolution” has taken place; the bacteria are not “stronger”. In fact, under normal conditions, with no antibiotic present, they are weaker than their nonmutated cousins.

· It is often possible to deduce a benefit from information loss. For example, you can argue that a child born deaf gains a benefit for never being able to hear any curse words.

· Mutations are inheritable; they do create changes, but the changes are inevitably downward, or at best neutral. Mutations have never been observed to originate a new hormone, organ, or other functional structure. They reduce, but do not generate, biologic complexity.

· Can mutations ever be beneficial with an information gain? There is no evidence of the existence of such mutations, despite intense search by Darwinists. Since not even one is observed, it means that they are highly unlikely, or at least unproven. As the validity of evolution depends on billions of beneficial mutations with information gain, the probability of this is virtually zero.

· According to evolution, all life began as a single cell. If mutations can only lead to the loss of information, no advanced multi-cell life could ever be the result of mutations.

(2)
Evidence from Origins Science: (The evolution of life from chemicals is impossible.)

· At Darwin’s time, cells were thought to be very simple so that it would be feasible for chemicals in a “primordial soup” to come together and form one cell, the first cell. That would be the beginning of life.

· However, through advances in biology, we now know that even a “simple” cell contains enough information to fill a 100 million page encyclopedia. Cells consist essentially of proteins; one cell has thousands of proteins, and proteins are in turn made of smaller building blocks called amino acids. Normally, chains of hundreds of amino acids compose a protein, and these amino acids must be in precise functional sequence.

· Evolutionists often quote the experiment done by Stanley Miller in 1953. It is used to prove that chemicals can be turned into amino acids. Miller assembled an apparatus in which he combined water with hydrogen, methane, and ammonia (proposed gases of the early Earth), although no oxygen because it created problems for him (see details below). He subjected the mixture to continuous electric sparks. After a week, he discovered that some amino acids had formed in a trap in the system.

· Steps required: [1] Using the result of this experiment, evolutionists conjecture that in the primitive Earth, lightning could have struck a similar array of chemicals and produced amino acids. [2] After millions of years, the amino acids eventually linked up, by chance, into the correct sequences. The first proteins were formed. [3] Eventually, at least one protein molecule acquired the capability of self-replication. [4] Then, thousands of necessary proteins were formed by chance, and they were synthesized to form the first self-replicating cell. 

· However, there are reasons why Miller’s experiment could not have happened in nature.

(a)
A vital part of the experiment was the cold trap where the synthesized products collected as they were formed from chemical reactions. Without the trap, the chemical products would have been exposed to the same energy source (the electrical sparking). In other words, amino acids caused to form by lightning would soon be destroyed by the same agent, lightning.

(b)
Time required would have been several years, and with no way to trap the products of synthesis, they could not stay together in the natural environment.

(c)
Accumulation of significant quantities of simple organic compounds would have been precluded by the fact that rate of destruction would have far exceeded rate of synthesis.

(d)
Only very small quantities of simple organic compounds could have accumulated since ultraviolet radiation penetrating sea water would have destroyed those compounds.

(e)
Amino acids and sugars react with mutual destruction.

(f)
Most important of all, geologists conclude that the early Earth was probably rich in oxygen. If oxygen was in the atmosphere, it would have destroyed most of those organic compounds by oxidization. For this reason, Miller’s experiment exclude oxygen from the experiment. In other words, the experiment did not replicate primitive Earth conditions.

(g)
What happened if the primitive Earth really did not have free oxygen? Then there is another problem. Without oxygen, there would be no ozone. Without the protection of ozone, the solar radiation would have destroyed the organic compounds anyway.

· Presume even that Miller’s experiment could work in nature, the probability of getting just one protein by chance would be 1 in 10260 (calculation by evolutionist Francis Crick). In mathematics, odds worse than 1 in 1050 are considered an impossibility. Thus chance could not produce even one protein, let alone thousands of protein that one cell requires.
· Moreover, cells need more than proteins; they require the genetic code. In addition, cells also need devices which actually translate the code to be understood. To believe in evolution, we must believe that, by pure chance, the genetic code was formed, and also by pure chance, translation devices arose and transformed the meaningless code into something with meaning. 

· Today, it is still not possible to synthesize one self-replicating protein molecule in the laboratory under any artificial conditions, such as applying extreme high temperature, extreme high pressure, and whatever chemical compounds available. Of course, the artificial synthesis of inorganic matter into organic matter is even more remote. If none of these can be synthesized even after years of deliberate human effort, it is difficult to imagine how this is transformed accidentally in nature.

(3)
Evidence from Specified Complexity: (Random process can never produced specified complex patterns.)

· Specified Complexity is an argument used by Intelligent Design theory. A specified pattern is one that admits short descriptions, while a complex pattern is one that is unlikely to occur by chance.

· Evolutionist Thomas Huxley was once reported to have use an example to make his case for chance origins. He said that 6 monkeys, poking randomly at typewriters, and given enough millions of years, could write all the books in the British Museum. If this is true, then it is possible that some mutations were by chance both beneficial and inheritable. It is then also possible that some naturally occurring chemicals were by chance synthesized into amino acids; and that these same amino acids were by chance synthesized into self-replicating proteins; and that these same proteins were by chance transformed into life.

· Question: what are the odds of a monkey correctly typing one predetermined 9-letter word, such as “evolution”? Let us assume that the typewriter has only 26 letters and no other symbols. The probability of typing “evolution” once correctly is 26 to the power of 9, equal to 5,000,000,000,000 (5 trillion) attempts. Presume the monkey can type 30 letters per minute; it would take 344,000 years to type one 9-letter word correctly. To type two consecutive predetermined 9-letter words would take 3.5 trillion trillion trillion years. [In comparison, many scientists believe that the universe began in a Big Bang explosion 15 billion years ago.] If 10 monkeys started typing at the time of the Big Bang, the group would not have sufficient time to type correctly even one predetermined word of 13 letters (which requires 15.7 billion years).

· Another similar example was attributed to Fred Hoyle and quoted in Philip Johnson’s book Darwin on Trial: “That a living organism emerged by chance from a pre-biotic soup is about as likely as that ‘a tornade sweeping through a junkyard might assemble a Boeing 747 from the materials therein.’ Chance assembly is just a naturalistic way of say ‘miracle.” No wonder he supported extraterrestrial origin of life.

· To explain the beginning of life by chance happenings based on probability is unbelievable. An evolutionist scientist Dr. Morowitz formulated a model to calculate the probability for the formation of the smallest living organism by random process. He comes up with a probability of one chance in 10340,000,000. Yet he and his fellow evolutionist scientists still believe that it happened!

(4)
Evidence from Biochemistry: (Biochemical systems do not allow step-by-step evolution.)

· Biochemical systems are very complex. If any component was missing, the system would have no function. It is termed “irreducible complexity.”

· For example, blood clotting is a very complex process involving more than a dozen steps. A person with just one clotting factor missing has hemophilia and is at risk for bleeding. If blood clotting had evolved step-by-step over long periods of time, creatures would have bled to death long before blood clotting was ever perfected.

· For example, the immune system requires white blood cells (macrophage), B cells, and 4 kinds of T cells. Without any of these kinds, immunity will not work. If evolution caused the existence of these cells one after another. Diseases would have wiped out all creatures long before the immune system could have been perfected.

· Biochemical systems, such as human vision, are also irreducibly complex. They cannot have evolved step-by-step because individual parts of the organ are useless unless the entire organ is functioning.

· An amusing example of the need for all the parts of a complex organic system to be put in place at once is pointed out by Robert Kofahl and Kelly Segraves in their book, The Creation Explanation: A Scientific Alternative to Evolution. [from Grudem]

· The “Bombardier beetle” repels enemies by firing a hot charge of chemicals from two swivel tubes in its tail. The chemicals fired by this beetle will spontaneously explode when mixed together in a laboratory, but apparently the beetle has an inhibitor substance that blocks the explosive reaction until the beetle squirts some of the liquid into its “combination chambers,” where an enzyme is added to catalyze the reaction. An explosion takes place and the chemical repellent is fired at a temperature of 100°C at the beetle’s enemies.

· The book rightly asks whether any evolutionary explanation can account for this amazing mechanism: “Note that a rational evolutionary explanation for the development of this creature must assign some kind of adaptive advantage to each of the millions of hypothetical intermediate stages in the construction process. But would the stages of one-fourth, one-half, or two-thirds completion, for example, have conferred any advantage? After all, a rifle is useless without all of its parts functioning…. Before this defensive mechanism could afford any protection to the beetle, all of its parts, together with the proper explosive mixture of chemicals, plus the instinctive behavior required for its use, would have to be assembled in the insect. The partially developed set of organs would be useless. Therefore, according to the principles of evolutionary theory, there would be no selective pressure to cause the system to evolve from a partially completed stage toward the final completed system…. If a theory fails to explain the data in any science, that theory should be either revised or replaced with a theory that is in agreement with the data.”

(5)
Evidence from Fossils: (Missing links are ALL still missing.)

· Evolutionists made up a “tree of life” to explain how life forms branch out. At the tree’s bottom is a single-celled creature. According to evolution, this little organism gradually evolved into the first invertebrates such as jellyfish.

· Cambrian rock is the low geologic layer containing most of the oldest known invertebrate fossils. In it, we find literally billions of fossils of invertebrates: clams, snails, worms, sponges, jellyfish, sea urchins, swimming crustaceans, etc. But there are no fossils demonstrating how these creatures evolved. For this reason, we hear of the Cambrian “explosion.”

· Supposedly, invertebrates evolved into the first fish. But despite billions of fossils from both groups, transitional fossils linking them are missing.

· According to evolution, one species was evolved into another species through a large number of small changes through mutations. That is why Darwin stated that “the number of intermediate and transitional links, between all living and extinct species, must have been inconceivably great. But assuredly, if this theory be true, such have lived upon the earth.” (Origin of Species) Darwin admitted that there should be millions of transitional forms, thousands between each evolutionary step.

· Darwin admitted that none of these creatures’ fossils had been found in his day. He was bothered by the total lack of transitional forms. He could only hope that future excavations would produce them.
· If evolution hypothesis is true, the geologic fossil record should reveal the innumerable transitional forms Darwin spoke of. There should be billions of intermediates validating his theory. For every macromutation like the hypothetical bird, there would be millions of one-legged crocodiles or aardvarks with wings. Yet after almost 150 years, despite uncountable attempts to find even one missing link, none has been confirmed. In fact, discoveries have proved just the opposite: there are thousands of additional missing links, all of them unfilled.

· There are a handful of questionable fossils, thought to be missing links. They include:

(a)
Piltdown Man (1912): claimed to be a transitional form between ape and man. It was validated by many British leading scientists to be 500,000 years old. It was finally determined in 1953 to be a deliberate fraud. It was in fact a very recent orangutan jaw, its teeth filed down to make them more human-looking, planted together with a human skullbone, stained to create an appearance of age. Chemical tests, such as nitrogen loss or fluorine uptake, then showed that none of the human bones could be more than a few centuries old.

(b)
Archaeoraptor (1998): found in Liaoning, China; claimed by National Geographic Magazine to be a missing link between dinosaurs and birds. It was discovered to be a fake in 2000 and the Magazine published a retraction. The fossil was in fact created by a Chinese farmer who glued two fossils together, a piece of Microraptor dinosaur, and a piece of a fossil bird now named Archaeovolans.

(c)
Coelacanth: a bony fish claimed to be a missing link between fish and amphibians. It was regarded as an index fossil in the Jurassic rock and thought to be extinct 70 million years ago. A live one was caught off the African coast in 1938 and another caught near Indonesia in 1998. It turned out to be 100% fish, with no amphibian characteristics.

· The reason why biologists can be misled by a fossil is because 99% of an organism’s body is in its soft anatomy. When only the bone is left, there can be unlimited ways to speculate what the organism originally looks like.

· All the missing links are still missing. All life forms appear in the fossil record with no trace of how they evolved. Most new species, genera, and families appear quite suddenly, without ancestors, only a few with possible but disputed links; all new order, classes, and phyla are without ancestors. Most fully formed species appear suddenly without transitional forms.

· Since there is no transitional forms, the links between organisms on the tree of life are purely speculative. That is why different biologists construct different trees of life and they is no consensus.

(6)
Evidence from Taxonomy: (There are NO living intermediates between groups.)

· Taxonomy is the science that classifies plants and animals, grouping them by characteristics they share, assigning organisms by kingdom, class, and species. The pioneer of taxonomy was Swedish botanist Carolus Linnaeus (1707-1778) who strongly opposed evolution. He saw that the larger divisions of living organisms were distinctly divided by large gaps, without overlaps.

· If there is evolution of species, we should not only see distinctly different groups, but living intermediates between these groups. Evolutionists acknowledge the missing intermediates but say that they must have become extinct. Yet there are not even fossils of any intermediates.

· The biochemical “relatedness” between various plants and animals does not support evolution. The difference in anatomy proved to be much wider under careful examination.

NOTE ON TAXONOMY: There are many possible ranks of classification in taxonomy but only seven are known as the obligatory taxonomy, or obligatory hierarchy. These ranks are kingdom (plant and animal), phylum, class, order, family, genus, and species.界門綱目科屬種

(7)
Evidence from Molecular Biology: (Molecular biology demonstrates the large GAPS between species.)

· Evolutionists believe that fish evolved into amphibians, which then evolved into reptiles, then vertebrates, then mammals, then primates, then humans.

· If evolution follows a sequence, then fish must be much closer to amphibians than to humans.

· Research of different animals on a molecular level disputes the validity of evolution. An analysis was done on the molecular structure of cytochrome C, a protein involved in producing cellular energy, found in organisms ranging from bacteria to man. The study shows that fish are just as distant from amphibians as fish are from humans.

· Molecular biology has served to emphasize the enormity of the gaps between different species.

(8)
Issue of Natural Selection: (Explanation using natural selection has been abandoned.)

· Evolutionists explain how reptiles evolved into birds: Reptiles wanted to eat flying insects that were out of reach. So the reptiles began leaping, and flapping their arms to get higher. Over millions of years, their limbs transformed into wings by increments, their tough reptilian scales gradually sprouting soft feathers.

· According to natural selection (survival of the fittest), a physical trait is acquired because it enhances survival. Yet many natural phenomena undercut the theory of natural selection.

· Obviously, flight is beneficial. Why didn’t all advanced species possess flight since it is a beneficial trait?

· Since the evolution process is still ongoing today, why aren’t at least some reptiles develop feathers?

· Existence of many organisms contradict adaptation and natural selection, eg. snakes live on the ground, but there is no grass eating snake; birds live on trees but there is no leaf eating birds.

· The complex eyes of insects are obviously more advanced than simple eyes of mammals. Unlikely our eyes, they can detect enemies approaching from all directions. Why would all advanced life forms give up the advantage?

· Because of these evidences, the modern scientific position (including the one held by evolutionists) is that the struggle for existence plays no part in evolution. This is a retreat from the position of natural selection.

(9)
Question of Proportional Population: (There are insufficient population of lower species.)

· Julian Huxley estimated that there is one inheritable mutation (harmful or beneficial, even though no beneficial mutations have been observed) for every one million births.
· Assumption 1: the one-million figure is correct. 
· Assumption 2: all mutations are beneficial (although none has been observed).
· Assumption 3: one mutation is enough to evolve into the next species.

· For one species to evolve into the next higher species, thousands of “beneficial mutations with information gains” are required. Thoretically, there should be innumerable number of transitional forms between one species and the next higher species. Not even a single proven transitional form has been observed. However, let us PRESUME that no transitional forms are required, and that ONE “beneficial mutation with information gains” is required to evolve into the next higher species.

· Assumption 4: the mutation will be inherited even though it is carried by one of the parents.

· To assure that the mutation will be passed on to the next generation, both a male and a female will need to have the same mutation. Moreover, they will need to live in the same locality. This is highly unlikely to occur. If only one parent has the mutation, then the probability of the mutation being inherited will be only half.

· Result: 1 member of the higher species per 1 million members of the lower species.

· What do we have after all these assumptions? Let us name the lower species A which will evolve into the next higher Species B which in turn evolved into Species C. Then there will be 1 member of Species B for every 1 million members of Species A. Similarly, there will be 1 member of Species C for every 1 million members of Species B. In other words, for every 1 member of species C, there should be 1 million million (1 trillion) members of species A in the world. If humans were evolved from apes and apes from monkeys, then for every human, there should be 1 trillion monkeys in the world. Again, for every human, there should be 1036 members in the each of the thousands of species 5 steps below us. This is of course not what we find in the world.

· Furthermore, the ratio should be much much larger because this ratio (1 million to 1) is based on a 100% success rate for all 4 assumptions above. If only one of the 4 assumptions fails even once, the ratio will be double. In other words, the ratio between species from consecutive steps should be much larger than 1,000,000:1.

· How high can this ratio be? Before answering this question, let us guess what the next more advanced species evolved from human beings would be like. Among the 4 primates, gorilla has the largest average brain size. The average human brain is 2.5 times larger than the gorilla’s. Perhaps we can expect the super-human species to have a brain 2.5 times the size of the human brain. We have not seen one such super-human among the 6 billion people presently on Earth. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the ratio between consecutive species is at least 6 billion to 1. In other words, when in history, the evolution process succeeded to produce one human being, there should be over 6 billion apes on Earth at the same time.

· One argument may be that most of the lower species were destroyed. But this will require the destruction of over 99.99% of a species for each upward step. Further, this argument cannot adequately account for species that have no natural enemies.

(10)
Insufficient time: (Earth’s history is too short for evolution.)

· Even with Huxley’s generous estimate of one mutation every one million births, the 4.5 billion years are too short for cooling down of the Earth, synthesis of inorganic matter into organic matter, and the entire evolution process from a one-cell plant to a human.

Scriptures (1): Reliability of the Bible

Discussion:

· The Bible is not accurate and not reliable.

· The Bible is written by humans and is not from God and is not the Word of God.

· Archaeology and the Dead Sea Scrolls prove that the Bible is not accurate.

· Science contradicts the Bible.

· Some historical facts and events reported in the Bible were fabricated and never happened.

19. Is the Bible the Word of God?

a.
Based on evidences from the Bible, the Scriptures are the Word of God:

(1)
The Bible is claimed to be the “Word of God”. The Scriptures are described as inspired by God (2Ti 3:16) and involved the activity of the Holy Spirit on the human author, so that their words are not only human words but also the words of God (2Pe 1:21; Heb 1:1; 1Co 2:13).

(2)
“God said” is used over and over again; the Bible also includes God’s stern warning that the Bible must be regarded seriously (Dt 18:20; Rev 22:18-19).

(3)
“God said” and “Scripture said” are used interchangeably (Gal 3:8; Gen 12:3).

(4)
When David was inspired by the Spirit, what he said (Ps 2) is what God said (Ac 4:25).

b.
Based on objective facts, the Bible is an unique book, unsurpassed by any other.

(1)
Moral superiority of teachings: The Bible contains a complete teaching on life and morality. It is ethically high and logically consistent.

(2)
Unique concept of salvation: The Bible discloses man’s nature of sin and offers a method of salvation. Other books deal only with issues not vital to life, such as suffering in Buddhist writings

(3)
Accuracy of prophecy: Many prophecies in the Bible were fulfilled. It is impossible to have all these occurrences by chance.

(4)
Unity: In the Bible, there is a unity of subject (about sin and salvation) and a total agreement in doctrine. Despite being written by over 40 authors from 1500 years apart, from different countries and different occupations, there is no contradiction and inconsistency at all.

(5)
Universality: The Bible accessible to almost all national groups, and has been translated into over 1000 languages and dialects.

(6)
Indestructibility: The Bible withstood numerous attacks (Mk 13:31; 1Pe 1:25) and is never out-of-date.

(7)
Influence on mankind: The Bible possesses the power of transformation that causes complete moral conversion of individuals as well as brings beneficial effects to human societies, eg. abolition of slavery.

c.
Based on logical deduction, the Bible is the Word of God. There are 3 alternative possibilities. The Bible is written by either:

(1)
Good man or angels — This is not possible because since the Bible claims to be God’s words, they would then be telling lies and became bad men or devils.

(2)
Bad men or devils — This is not possible because the Bible tells man to forbid sin.

(3)
God — This is the only reasonable answer.

20. How reliable is the text of our present Bible?

A.
Importance of reliability: The reliability of the Bible is extremely important. Belief in the Bible as inspired revelation from God has been at the heart of historic Christianity (Mt 5:18; 2Ti 3:16; 2Pe 1:16-21; 3:15-16). If the Bible is not reliable, then Christianity is a hoax.

B.
Questions of Reliability: There are two questions: 

(1)
External reliability: (consistency between the Bible and other knowledge) [1] Is what the Bible recorded being confirmed by archeology? [2] Are the prophecies in the Bible fulfilled in history? [3] Are there contradictions between the Bible and science?

(2)
Internal reliability: (consistency within the Bible) [1] Are there contradictions between different parts of the Bible? [2] Is the Bible we use today the same as the the original autographs? [3] Are the translations we use today accurately represent the original Hebrew and Greek?
C.
Common attacks on the reliability of the Bible:

(1)
Questionable assumptions. Some view Bible as a myth. They believe that all supernatural knowledge and events are impossible. This is naturalism, not science.

(2)
Undue significance placed on insignificant details. Some attack rounded numbers as inaccurate.

(3)
Unwarranted expectations placed on the text. Some attack things like “the sun’s rising” as unscientific. But the Bible uses common idioms of the day to communicate, not scientific language.

(4)
Overstatement. Some attack traditional views of the authorship and dating of the Biblical books. But there are much evidence supporting the traditional view.

21. Are the facts in the Bible borne out by discoveries in archaeology?

a.
Limitations of archeology:

(1)
Archaeology only can address a limited kinds of questions. For example, archaeology can address the question whether Jericho’s walls collapsed, but it cannot prove whether this was the result of divine intervention.

(2)
Archaeological evidence is only fragmentary, not comprehensive. The information collected is limited to the discovery of the extremely small percentage of artifacts that have survived the centuries and only those that have been discovered. Archeology can only present a partial picture, yet sometimes archeologists assume the picture is complete when in fact a vital piece is still missing.

(3)
The conclusions based on archaeological data are mostly subjective as human interpretation plays a key role. Further, the conclusions of archaeologists cannot be tested.

(4)
Archeological conclusions are tentative. Sometimes long-held conclusions must give way in the face of new evidence.
B.
Archeology helps to authenticate the Bible:

· The Bible is a book about God’s plan of salvation for humans. It is not intended to be a history book. Yet, overall, archaeology has progressively affirmed the historical and geographical details of the Bible and undermined many of the specific claims of Bible skeptics.

· Many skeptical scholars have increasingly regard the Bible as simply a collection of legends divorced from any historical fact. But as archaeological information has accumulated, it repeatedly has overturned many of the historical theories and substantiated the biblical record.

· Until now, archaeology has found nothing to invalidate the historical facts recorded in the Bible. In fact, some historical events recorded in the Bible alone (but not recorded on any other historical documents) have been validated by recent archaeological discoveries. 
· Both Old and New Testament have been shown repeatedly to contain extremely accurate references to the events, customs and geography of the times they describe. 

C.
Archeology validating the OT:

(1)
The world of the patriarchs. The Hittites were confirmed by five temples unearthed in 1876. The existence of many places and civilizations mentioned in the patriarchal narratives, such as Ur where Abraham lived (Gen 11:31). The implication is that the stories in the OT were written earlier than some speculated.

(2)
The Jericho conquest (Jos 6:20). Archeologists discovered that the wall of Jericho had in fact fallen outward and that the city had been destroyed by fire around 1400 B.C. This was exactly Joshua 6 describes. Excavations also confirmed other details: the siege of the city was short; conquerors burned the city, but grain was not plundered.

(3)
Hezekiah’s reform and victory (2Ki 18—20; 2Ch 29—32). Hezekiah determined to rid his country of pagan worship and return to the one true God. Sennacherib, the Assyrian king, retaliated against Hezekiah and attacked Judah but he did not conquer Jerusalem.

(4)
Jeremiah’s scribe. Baruch was the personal secretary and confidant of the prophet Jeremiah. An assortment of clay document seals found in 1975 confirmed the fact.

(5)
Darius and Xerxes. The historicity of these kings is confirmed by names in ancient writing on a huge mural carved into the cliff 300 feet above the road in Iranian mountain. 

D.
Archeology validating the NT:

(1)
Census taken at the birth of Jesus (Lk 2:1) is confirmed.

(2)
Crucifixion techniques. The remains of a crucified man were discovered in 1968. They confirm that crucified victims were secured to the cross with nails instead of ropes.

(3)
The reliability of Luke and Acts. The records of 32 specific countries, 54 cities, and 9 islands were found without any mistakes. Even the titles for officials were correct.

(4)
Erastus, Corinth’s director of public works (Ro 16:23). Excavations of Corinth in 1929 confirmed the name, indicating the NT is correct even to the tiniest details.

E.
Proof that NT books were written not long after the events:

· Acts says nothing about the deaths of Paul and Peter who were martyred around AD67, or the death of James, Jesus’ brother around AD62. The fall of Jerusalem in AD70 was also missing. Therefore, the book of Acts must be composed no later than AD66.

· Most scholars believe that the Gospel of Mark was the first gospel written, followed by Matthew and Luke. Acts was clearly written after Luke (Ac 1:1). Therefore, the synoptic gospels were all written before AD66, no more than 35 years after the death of Jesus.

· The first NT book written is probably First Thessalonians in the year AD51, 20 years after the death of Jesus.
· The importance of this is that the books record real life history, not myths. If the history is not accurately recorded after so short a time, some people would come forward to object the historicity of the books.
22. Are the prophecies in the Bible fulfilled in history?

A.
A full 27% of the Bible’s text is prophetic material. All prophecies (except those not yet happened) have been fulfilled. A study of the 8,352 prophetic verses in the Bible shows that none was left unfulfilled.

· In comparison, a study performed by The People’s Almanac shows that out of 72 predictions by 25 top psychics, only 6 were fulfilled (66 unfulfilled).

B.
Specific fulfilment of Biblical prophecies in history:

(1)
Israel’s Incredible History: Over 2,500 years ago the Bible foretold that the Jewish people would encounter war, captivity and exile and that they would cease to exist as a nation and be scattered throughout the world, after the destruction of Jerusalem (Dan 9:26). But it also claimed that despite all this they would continue to survive as a distinct people group and that one day they would be brought back together as a nation in their own homeland (See Jer 30:1-11; Eze 37:21-22; Zep 3:19-20).

(2)
Fate of cities and nations: destruction of Edom (Oba 1:18), Babylon (Jer 51:58), and Assyrian empire (Zep 2:13), decline of the cities of Tyre (Eze 26:4-5) and Sidon (Eze 28:23)

· There are other prophecies about many nations, including Ammon, Assyria, Egypt, Babylon, Edom, Greece, Moab, Philistia, Phoenicia, Rome, Syria.
· The city of Tyre was the Phoenician capital and a powerful trading city on the east coast of the Mediterranean. The prophet foretells that there will come a time when the city of Tyre is no more (Eze 26:14,21).

(3)
Sequence of empires: succession of Babylonian empire, Medo-Persian empire, Greek empire, Roman empire (Dan 2:37-45; 7—8).

· Daniel’s accuracy in naming Belshazzar as the last king of Babylon was also ridiculed by Bible critics in previous years, until a new archaeological finding revealed that it was modern historians, not Daniel, who were incorrect.
(4)
Messiah: over 90 OT prophecies fulfilled: virgin birth (Isa 7:14), birthplace (Mic 5:2), crucifixion (Zec 12:10; Ps 22:1–2,14,18; Ps 69:21; Ps 34:20), resurrection (Ps 16:10; Hos 6:2; Ps 30:3,9; Is 53:10; Ps 40:1-2), ascension (Ps 110:1; Ps 68:18; Pr 30:4; Ps 16:11; Ps 24:3-10)

(5)
Last days: regathering of Israel (Isa 11:11), sign of second coming (Mt 24:3-8), corruption of morals (Lk 17:26; 2Ti 3:5; Ro 1:28-31), religious apostasy (2Pe 3:3; 2:1; 2Ti 3:7; 4:4), rapid rise of demonism (1Ti 4:1; Mt 24:24; Rev 13:4,8; 9:20). Many of these phenomena have appeared in the world today.

23. Are there any contradictions between the Bible and science?

a.
The Bible is not a science document. The language of the Bible in relation to natural phenomena is intended to be understandable for common people at that time, so it is not written in scientific language.

b.
Yet, there is no definitive proof that science contradicts the Bible. Criticisms of the Bible are usually in 3 forms:

(1)
Many critics pronounce a general, sweeping statement like “science contradicts the Bible.” This is very vague and unscientific. We must ask: “Which science? Which idea? Is that idea a proven fact? What proves it? Which statement in the Bible does it contradict? Is the statement properly interpreted?” Once these specific questions are asked, many general challenges dissipate.

(2)
Some critics raise the supposed contradiction between Biblical miracles and scientific laws, and between creation and evolution. However, these are originated from disbelief in the existence of God.

(3)
Some critics object the unscientific language of the Bible:

· such as the “flat earth” with 4 corners (Rev 7:1), but in Greek, it means 4 quarters (Rev 20:8)

· motions of sun, moon, and stars (Jos 10:12; Ps 19:6), but so is our ordinary language, like “sunrise”; but ordinary language used in the Bible should not be interpreted as a claim to scientific accuracy.

· mustard seed is said to be the smallest seed (Mt 13:32; Mk 4:31) but orchid seeds are smaller; but the language used was relative to the experience and environment of the audience.

c.
Furthermore, some verses in the Bible demonstrate anticipatory scientific insights:

(1)
innumerable number of stars (Gen 15:5; 22:17; 26:4; Ex 32:13): For most of human history, scientists insisted there were only about 6,000 stars. Only in the 20th-c that astronomers estimate a total of 7x1022 stars.

(2)
round shape of earth (Isa 40:22), free floating of earth in space (Job 26:7)

(3)
gravitation (Job 26:7)

(4)
circulation of atmosphere (Ecc 1:6)

(5)
hydrologic cycle of the earth (Ecc 1:7; Isa 55:10)

(6)
rock erosion (Job 14:18-19)

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.19: Principles used in deciding books of the Bible (Geisler & Nix)

(1)
authoritative (Mk 1:22): “God spoke”

(2)
prophetic, written by man of God (such as apostles) (2Pe 1:20; Gal 1:1)

(3)
authentic: historical accuracies and moral congruities

(4)
dynamic: transforming force for edification (2Ti 3:16) and evangelization (1Pe 1:23)

(5)
received by the people of God, confirmed by church councils: subjective testimony of the Holy Spirit

Supplement to Q.20: Authentication of NT (Boyd & Paul)

The Bible met or exceed the standards used in the authentication of ancient texts:

(1)
Early evidence: the short span of time between the events and the written record assures that mistakes or exaggerations will be corrected by living witnesses.

(2)
Eyewitness accounts: NT books were all written by eyewitnesses.

(3)
Independent attestation

(4)
Principle of embarrassment, negative report

(5)
Antagonistic source

(6)
Dissimilarity or discontinuity: such as a saying that cannot be attributed to other contemporary sources.

(7)
Presence of Aramaic words: higher possibility that the saying was from Jesus

(8)
Coherence: fitting well

(9)
Diverse historians: accepted by the majority of scholars

Supplement to Q.21: Alleged contradictions of the Bible with archeology (Kreeft & Tacelli)

· Archaeology has found nothing to invalidate the claims of the Bible.

· In every single case where the two overlap, the results have been that some biblical claims have been proved, some rendered probable, and none simply disproved by archaeology.

· All claims of contradictions have suffered the fate of the walls of Jericho and come tumbling down.

· There are unanswered questions, not disproofs. [eg. Why didn’t the Jews leave any physical remains as evidence of the exodus?]

· No prophecy has ever been disproved and many have been proved by history. Jesus fulfilled at least thirty specific and distinct OT messianic prophecies. Was this by chance?

· One problem: Mt 24, in Jesus’ apocalyptic prophecies, he assures his disciples that “all these things” will come to pass in “this generation” (24:34). But the end of the world has not yet occurred.

· One explanation supposes the “this generation” is not meant biologically but spiritually and world-historically; that is, this era, this age. A second explanation is that the prophecies of the destruction of Jerusalem and the prophecies of the end of the world are mixed together in this chapter. Perhaps one is meant as a symbol and forewarning of the other; or perhaps Matthew or a later editor just juxtaposed two discourses. The destruction of Jerusalem in AD 70 did happen in the lifetime of Jesus’ hearers.

Supplement to Q.22: Fulfilment of Biblical prophecy (Morris)

Fulfilment of prophecy:

· Claim of prophecy (Isa 46:9-10; 2Pe 1:19)

Histories of nations:

· backwardness and weakness of Egypt (Eze 29:15), continuous existence until end of age (Isa 29:15);

· disappearance of Edom (Oba 18);

· destruction of Babylon (Jer 51:58);

· destruction of Assyrian empire (Zeph 2:13);

· decline of Tyre (Eze 26:4-5) and Sidon (Eze 28:23)

Sequence of empires:

· succession of Babylonian empire, Medo-Persian empire, Greek empire, Roman empire & two legs (Rome and Constantinople) (Da 2:37-45)

Messianic prophecy:

· There are over 90 OT prophecies which are specifically quoted by NT writers in a Messianic sense.

· lineage of Messiah (Gen 3:15), Shem (9:26), Abraham (22:18), Isaac (26:4), Jacob (28:14), Judah (49:10), David (2Sa 7:12-16)

· virgin birth (Isa 7:14), birthplace (Mic 5:2), forerunner (Isa 40:3; Mal 3:1)

· teaching and healing ministries (Isa 61:1-2; 42:1-2; 9:1-2; Ps 40:7-10)

· triumphant entry riding upon an ass (Zec 9:9-10)

· rejection of His coming (Ps 118:22-24)

· date of His coming (Da 9:24-26): 70 weeks

· crucifixion: piercing of His side (Zec 12:10), the darkness (Ps 22:2), vinegar (Ps 69:21), mocking (Ps 22:6-8), nakedness (Ps 22:17), gambling for His vesture (Ps 22:18), unbroken bones (Ps 34:20), great cry from the cross (Ps 22:1), broken heart (Ps 22:14)

· substitutionary and sacrificial nature of His death (Isa 53:4-6,10,12), rich man’s grave (Isa 53:9)

· resurrection (Ps 16:10; Hos 6:2; Ps 30:3,9; Is 53:10; Ps 40:1-2)

· ascension (Ps 110:1; 68:18; 16:11; 24:3-10; Pr 30:4)

Prophecies of the last days:

· destruction of Jerusalem (Lk 21:24)

· return of the Jews (Zec 12-14)

· alignment of gentile nations (Eze 38:1-16; Rev 16:12; Da 7:19-24)

· sign of second coming (Mt 24:3-8)

· economic and social realms (Jas 5:1-6), uprising of labourers (Da 2:41-43; Rev 18:1-19)

· moral conditions (Lk 17:26; 2Ti 3:5; Ro 1:28-31)

· religious apostasy (2Pe 3:3; 2:1; 2Ti 3:7; 4:4)

· rapid rise of demonism (1Ti 4:1; Mt 24:24; Rev 13:4,8; 9:20)

Supplement to Q.23: Alleged scientific inaccuracies in the Bible (Kreeft & Tacelli)

Problem with some critics:

1.
Many theologians have misused the Bible to try to establish or disestablish a scientific theory in a most unscientific way.

2.
Many scientists have misused a theory in science to try to discredit the Bible in a most unphilosophical way.

Supplement to Q.23: Biblical scientific foreknowledge (Conservapedia)

· Biblical scientific foreknowledge is the remarkable content of the Bible showing a comprehension of scientific knowledge beyond anything that existed among atheistic sources at the time when the Bible was composed.

· Atheistic organizations and scientists, particularly evolutionists, engage in liberal denial about how the Bible was correct long before science could discover the same truths. 

A.
Health and Biology

(1)
Bloodletting hastens death

· At the time of Jesus and for centuries afterward, arteries and veins were thought to be filled with air and blood was viewed as something to be used up rather than recirculate. Bloodletting — the practice of intentionally draining blood from a patient — was common medical practice through the time of George Washington, hastening his death prematurely for reasons not understood until years later.[1]

· Most victims of crucifixion in Roman times languished on the cross for days. But the Bible describes how Pilate, who crucified many, was surprised at how quickly Jesus passed away. 2000 years later, scientific knowledge has advanced to understand that this was caused by his prior loss of blood during his scourging (being brutally whipped), a punishment typically given instead of crucifixion.

(2)
Homosexuality and disease

· The Bible’s prohibition against homosexuality predated knowledge about the many diseases and disorders associated with homosexuality, and thus showed scientific wisdom prescient for its time.

(3)
Eyesight

· The description in the Gospel of Mark 8:24 for the sensation when one’s eyesight is restored includes his perception of “trees walking.” This perception was first confirmed nearly 2000 years later as physicians developed medical techniques for restoring eyesight.[2]

(4)
Maximum Human Height

· Atheists thought the size of Goliath in the Bible to be absurdly large (over nine feet tall), until Robert Wadlow grew to nearly 9 feet tall and was still growing when he died at a young age in 1940.

(5)
Leprosy and Contagion

· At the time of Jesus, leprosy was thought to be highly contagious. Jesus rejected that prevailing view and welcomed lepers. Not until the 20th century was it realized that leprosy is very rarely contagious.

(6)
Digestive System

· It was common thought throughout history that infections and illness resulted from the digestive system, based on unclean hands or food. Jesus rejected that view, and declared hand-washing before meals to be typically unnecessary. It took many centuries before science caught up to the Bible on this.

(7)
Feasibility of Abiogenesis

· Although scientists dismissed ideas involving abiogenesis, or the process from which life emerges from nothing, as nothing more than archaic beliefs in spontaneous generation, the Bible very clearly depicts an occurrence of this phenomenon, for beginning in Genesis 1:20, God creates life from nothing. It was not until the early 20th century that science finally began to accept the viability of abiogenesis, a view that the Bible had held for almost 2000 years.

(8)
Awareness while Unborn

· Abortion advocates argue that it is ok to terminate a baby while dismissing the pain inflicted by ending an innocent life. They argue that a fetus cannot feel pain because senses are incomplete. There is a heart-beating human in the womb that can feel even though still unborn and developing. In modern times, we now know the baby in the womb is alert, aware of their mother’s emotions, recognizes voices, responds to stimuli and music. The Bible tells us the baby feels (1 Luke 44), “the babe leaps for joy in Elizabeth’s womb at the sound of Mary’s voice.” The inwomb developing baby, John the Baptist, notices the presence of the unborn Lord in Mary, and is excited. In addition (St. Paul to the Galatians 1:15), “God… from my mother’s womb had set me apart and called me through his grace.” Paul’s very first thought, feeling, awareness began while unborn.

B.
Cosmology

(1)
Number of Stars

· The Bible repeatedly refers to the number of stars as being innumerable,[3] despite scientists insisting throughout most of history that there were only about 6000 stars.

· Not until the 20th century did scientists discover the tremendous number of stars:

· There are “10 times as many stars as grains of sand on all the world’s beaches and deserts,” totaling “7 followed by 22 zeros or, more accurately, 70 sextillion.” [3] 

(2)
Spherical Earth

· The Book of Isaiah establishes that the true shape of the earth is a sphere:

· “It is He who sits above the circle of the earth... - Isaiah 40:22 (KJV)”

· Here, the translation “circle” is inapt, as the Hebrew term entailed something spherical, not flat.

· Note that Isaiah was written circa the 8th century BC, centuries before Greek philosophers, beginning with Pythagoras, theorized the earth was round.

(3)
Earth free floating in space

· The book of Job states that God “hangs the earth on nothing.” This presaged the fact that space is in fact empty, which wasn’t known until the dawn of the 20th century, when ether theory was disproved. It also contrasts with pagan mythologies such as Atlas holding up the earth or the earth being supported by a giant turtle, as in ancient Hindu and native American myths.

(4)
Meteoroids

· The Revelation of Saint John notes, “And the second angel sounded, and as it were a great mountain burning with fire was cast into the sea: and the third part of the sea became blood; And the third part of the creatures which were in the sea, and had life, died; and the third part of the ships were destroyed. Revelation 8:8-9 (KJV)”

· This accurately describes meteoroids, essentially large chunks of rock lit on fire by the shock of entering the earth’s atmosphere. They were not discovered until 1801, and their composition was not otherwise known until the 20th century.

(5)
Stellar proper movement

· In Job, there is a list of challenges that are constructed in the form of questions, with the idea that man can’t do it, but God can.

· Among those challenges, two are remarkable: one mentions the untying of Orion’s belt, and the other is the binding of the Pleiades. One recently astronomers could measure the proper movement of those stars; Orion’s belt is moving apart, with each star going in a different direction, while the Pleiades are moving together.

C.
Meteorology

(1)
Existence of the Jet Stream

· Ecclesiastes 1:6 notes, “The wind goeth toward the south, and turneth about unto the north; it whirleth about continually, and the wind returneth again according to his circuits.” This described the jet stream long before its 19th-20th century discovery.

D.
Zoology

(1)
Existence of dinosaurs

· Dinosaur fossils were not discovered until the 19th century, but the book of Job describes enormous creatures called behemoth and leviathan, the descriptions being similar to dinosaurs and other prehistoric creatures. It may also have referred to another similarly giant now-extinct species.[4]

(2)
Lions’ killing methods

· Until the 1970s naturalists believed that lions killed their prey by biting through the neck or by breaking the neck with a swat of a paw, while the Bible says that lions strangled their prey. (Nahum 2:12) It was not until the 1970s that it was discovered that the Bible was correct.[5]

E.
Engineering examples

· Biblical scientific foreknowledge about these engineering developments has been proposed:[6]

· “automobiles (Joel 2:3-4); airplanes (Isaiah 31:5, also 40:31); submarines (Revelation 9:1-11); radio (Ecclesiastes 10:20); and television (Revelation 11:3-12)”

F.
Alleged absurdities and contradictions

· Biblical scientific foreknowledge is an underpinning of creation science, and is widely credited by Christian scientists and apologists, including the organizations Creation Ministries International, Answers in Genesis, and CreationWiki.[7][8][9][10]

· Atheists unsuccessfully attempt to discredit the Bible based on science. Here are some examples:

(1)
Bat as a bird

· A favorite evolutionist canard is that Leviticus 11:13-19 labels the bat, a mammal, as a bird. But this is an obvious failure of translation, as the Hebrew term ‘owph did not entail the “clade” of birds, but was a non-biological category referring to any winged creature, mammalian, avian, or insect. The KJV translation as “fowl” is simply incorrect.

(2)
Incorrect value of Pi

· Two sections of the bible (1 Kings 7, 23-26, 2 Chronicles, 4, 2-5) appear to indicate that the correct value of Pi is 3, whereas Pi is in fact an irrational number, equalling approximately 3.14159. It has alleged by atheists, including Sam Harris and Richard Dawkins, that this value indicates the fallacious nature of scripture.[11] However, a simple explanation of the claimed “contradiction” is that the Bible records the ratio of the actual object which Hiram created, not that of a mathematical sphere. The claim that it was round all about does not equate to a claim that it was a perfect sphere, as atheists have claimed.[12]

· Moreover, Pi, when expressed as one significant digit, is equal to 3. 

Scriptures (2): Difficulties in the Bible

Discussion:

· The Bible contains many errors, contradictions, and difficulties.

· The Bible is full of contradictions and inconsistencies, e.g. discrepancies in the genealogies of Jesus (in Matthew and Luke).

· Even if the original Bible is without errors, the translations that we use contain lots of errors and are not reliable.

24. Is the Bible without errors?

a.
Original manuscripts: Any argument for inerrancy (the absence of errors in the Bible) applies only for the original manuscripts, none of them extant. Some copying errors were found in the Bible we have today and are all very minor.

b.
Attitude of Jesus: Jesus affirmed the OT Scripture is true (Mt 5:17-18; Lk 24:25-27,44). 

· The NT books were gradually recognized by the universal church as the Word of God until they were confirmed in AD 397.

C.
No error is proved: Many atheists have tried to attack the Bible from different sides for many centuries. But even today, there is still no definitive proof that any part of the Bible is in error. Millions of conservative evangelical Christians and theologians still uphold the Bible as inerrant.

d.
Inerrancy: For all practical purposes, the Bible is without error. More importantly, the teachings essential to our salvation is entirely true. Challenges to the inerrancy of the Bible can be overcome.

25. What is the proper attitude when faced with difficulties in the Bible?

a.
Attempt to explain: If difficulties or contradictions appear in the Bible, we should try to explain difficult passages and to harmonize apparent contradictions. We can read Bible commentaries and reference books or consult more mature Christians.

b.
When no apparent solution: When no plausible solution or harmonization is apparent, it is not necessary to then declare that the Bible is in error since there may be solutions to the difficulties that we may find in the future. The proper attitude would be to leave the matter temporarily in suspense. Remember that the difficulties you encounter are most likely not new and there must be good explanations because many Christians still believe that the Bible is inerrant.

c.
Today’s main problem: Today, one of the main problem among Christians is the denial of the inerrancy of the Scriptures. This leads to the loss of faith or unsolvable doubt that cause many to leave the church. Once you accept that some verses in the Bible are erroneous, you open the possibility of accepting any other parts of the Bible as erroneous, including even the most important parts. Then this will gradually undermine your whole foundation of faith.

26. Are there errors in the Hebrew and Greek Bibles we have today?

A.
Hebrew Old Testament Bible:

(1)
Copies: The OT we have today is called the “Masoretic text” because vowel points were added and the text was standardized by Masoretes (Jewish scribes) during 5th to 10th century. There are only 7 ancient manuscripts left.

(2)
Confirmation of the Dead Sea Scrolls: The Dead Sea Scrolls, discovered in 1947, were dated from 2nd century BC to 1st century AD. These scrolls prove to be word for word identical with our Hebrew Bible in more than 95% of the text. The 5% variations consist chiefly of slips of the pen and variations in spelling. None of the variations affect doctrinal matters. This proves the reliability of the Old Testament.

(3)
Other support for reliability: The accuracy of the OT copies is extremely high because of the reverence the Jews demonstrated in copying their Scriptures. The witness of other manuscript families supports the reliability of our present OT Bible, such as the Greek Septuagint and the Latin Vulgate.

B.
Greek New Testament Bible:

(1)
Copies: There are over 5000 existing Greek manuscripts from 2nd to 15th century. The standard text derived from the comparison of manuscripts assures us a reliable New Testament practically the same as the original manuscripts.

(2)
History: Many of these manuscripts are close in time to the original autographs. Forty of the Greek manuscripts date back to before AD 300, with several dating to the second century. The Bodmer and Chester Beatty Papyri contain most of the NT and are dated about 100-150 years after the original. The Codex Sinaiticus (complete NT) and the Codex Vaticanus (nearly complete NT) are dated about 250 years after the original. In comparison, the manuscripts of major Greek authors (such as Plato and Aristotle) are dated at least 700 years after the original; in addition, many were represented by only one surviving manuscript.

(3)
Accuracy: The NT manuscripts are relatively homogeneous. The Greek NT text we have now is 99.99% accurate. Comparison of various manuscripts show that less than 0.5% of the Bible contains variants that affect the sense of the passage. Moreover, no doctrine hangs upon a debatable text.

C.
Irregularities: 

(1)
In rare occasions, minor details were missing from our present Bible, eg. the age of Saul when he became king was missing (1Sa 13:1) but the length of his reign was recorded in Ac 13:21.

(2)
In rare occasions, errors on the part of copyists were found:

· 1Ki 4:26; 2Ch 9:25, the number of stalls for Solomon’s chariot horses was different in two books; the verse in Second Chronicles is probably accurate.

· Isa 21:8, “And he cried, a lion” or “And he cried like a lion”; the original text (based on Dead Sea Scrolls) was: “then he who saw cried”; the error was the result of interchanging consonants.

· Other copying mistakes include: [1] confusing letters similar in appearance, [2] writing a word twice or skipping a word, [3] writing a homonym or synonym instead of the original word, and [4] misspellings.

· There were rare occasions where intentional changes were found including: [1] revision of grammar and spelling, [2] harmonization of similar passages, [3] elimination of difficult passages, [4] modifications to support a certain theological bent.

· However, these mistakes or changes are rare and in most cases we know which one is correct by the context. Further, these mistakes do not affect the meaning of the message.

(3)
There are some passages and verses that may have been appended to the original manuscripts, eg. Mk 16:9-20; Jn 7:53-8:11. Such verses should not be used to derive doctrine or practice.

· Mk 16:9-20 is not included in the most reliable manuscripts.

· Most early manuscripts do not contain the story of the woman caught in adultery in Jn 7:53-8:11.

d.
Conclusion: In all, the Bible we use contains adequate accuracy and is for all practical purposes the very Word of God.

27. Are there errors in the translations we use today?

a.
Many translations: There are of course minor variations with different translations, some of them depending on the original text used and the time of translation. Because of continuous work in improving our Hebrew and Greek Bibles, the present Bible is closer to the original manuscripts than older Bibles. Thus older translations may be less accurate in some minor details.

B.
Recent threat to accurate translation: In the last 20 years, many English translations are called gender neutral translations [opposite to gender specific translations]. The objective is to follow the social trend of political correctness and to avoid offending women. So these new translations attempt to eliminate all male-only references in the Bible. The result is that hundreds of verses were changed and some of these changes actually alter the original meaning of the Bible and become inaccurate. Chinese translations have not been threatened by this trend.

· Examples of gender specific translations (accurate): KJV, RSV, NASB, NIV (1973,1984), GNB (1976), NKJV, ESV (2001)

· Examples of gender neutral translations (inaccurate): NRSV, GNB revised (1992), CEV, NLT, TNIV (Today’s New International Version, 2002)

C.
Translations not to be used: Translations published by cults are inaccurate and should never be used. Gender neutral translations are mostly inaccurate. They can be used for reference but not for Bible study. All gender specific translations are sufficiently accurate for all uses.

· New World Translation by Jehovah Witness is a good example of Bibles published by cults. An important alteration is John 1:1. They translated John 1:1 as “the word was a god” to deny the deity of Jesus. This vital alteration is a good argument against the Bibles used by Jehovah Witness when their missionaries come to knock on the door.

D.
Comparing translations: For serious Bible study, there is a need to compare different translations or to study the Bible in the original languages. For general use, the New International Version (NIV) and the original Good News Bible (GNB, 1976) are recommended. For Bible study, English Standard Version (ESV) is recommended.

· ESV uses a mixed technique of using both literal translation (such as NASB) and dynamic translation (such as NIV). It is a good compromise between the two.

28. How do we handle apparent internal contradictions in the Bible?

· There are 3 types of internal contradictions within the Bible: [1] supposed self-contradictions, [2] doctrinal contradictions, [3] ethical contradictions.

· In comparison, external contradictions are those alleged contradictions with subjects outside the Bible, such as contradictions with history, with archeology, or with science.

A.
Supposed self-contradictions:

(1)
a lack of modern technical precision (using round numbers)

(2)
irregularities of grammar or spelling

(3)
the use of hyperbole (legitimate use of parabolic language and figures of speech)

(4)
variant selections of material in parallel accounts

(5)
the use of free citations

· Inerrancy of the Bible is not negated by these phenomena (Chicago Statement on Biblical Inerrancy).
B.
Doctrinal contradictions: There are some apparent doctrinal contradictions but they can all be adequately explained. 

(1)
God is eternal and changeless (immutable) vs. God changes His plans in time and history.

· God’s essence is timeless but he effects changes in time. No creature can change another without itself being changed, but God can do this because He is purely active, not passively responding to the laws of creatures. Like a rower moving a boat through the water while remaining dry himself, God moves without being moved.

· God is changeless in His nature so there is no change in the divine character. However, God is capable of responsive interaction. “God repents” or “God relents” (NIV) describes God’s free responsiveness to human needs amid changing historical circumstances. In three Biblical examples, disasters should be a just punishment but God is merciful and He changed His plan because of changed circumstances, including the repentance of the Ninevites (Jonah 3:10), the repentance of David (2Sa 24:16; 1Ch 21:15), and the prayers of Amos (Am 7:1-6). In some occasions, the word “repent” was used to describe the grieving of God because of man’s sin (Gen 6:6; see 1Sa 15:11,35).

(2)
God is just and punished the wicked vs. God is merciful and revokes the eternal punishment of those who repent of their wickedness.

· He does not compromise either his justice or his mercy. The two are reconciled on Calvary. Jesus gets the justice and we get the mercy.

(3)
God is absolutely one vs. God is three.

· He is one in being and essence, three in persons.

(4)
God is awesome and terrifying vs. God is compassionate and comforting.

· He is both awesome and loving. The fear of awe and respect is quite compatible with mature love; and the other kind of fear, craven fear, is the response love can evoke in the soul of the immature.

C.
Ethical contradictions:

· capital punishment vs. the 6th commandment of “Do not kill”—capital punishment is not murder; it is the retribution against murderers enforced by the government.

· imprecatory psalms, ie. psalms containing curses (Ps 55:15; 58:6; 69:28; 109:9; 137:9)—possible replies: [1] it is an expression of the emotional state of the psalmist, not an expression of what God will do; [2] it is a reflection of godly thinking, a hate for the morally corrupt and those hostile to God; [3] it is a statement of what would happen to the wicked, not an actual request for God to destroy the wicked.

· genocide in OT—it is a way to fulfil God’s plan of salvation for the entire world by protecting the Israelites from worshipping false gods and corrupt moral influence.

· human sacrifice: Jephthah’s daughter (Jdg 11:30-39)—however, sacrifice may mean remaining a virgin all her life.

D.
Explanation of internal contradictions: All apparent contradictions in the Bible can be solved. The following are some general principles.

(1)
A lack of modern technical precision is not an error, eg. round numbers (Lk 24:13). Ancient documents rarely claimed exact numbers. Inexact estimates were common and expected. So were the use of symbolic numbers (Mt 1:17) instead of literal numbers to describe real events. We must not impose our modern standards of accuracy on material that was never intended to have it.

(2)
The use of hyperbole (exaggerations to convey the central message such as those in a parable) is not an error, eg. Mt 5:30 (cutting your hand if it leads to sin).

(3)
The use of variant selections of material in parallel accounts is not an error. The apparent contradiction may be the result of separate emphasis on different aspects of the same situation.

· The notice on the cross of Jesus (Mt 27:37; Mk 15:26; Lk 23:38; Jn 19:19): the whole notice could have read: “This is Jesus of Nazareth, the King of the Jews” or there might be variations with the different languages used on the cross: Hebrew, Greek, Latin.

· The number of angels at Jesus’ empty tomb (one angel in Mt 28:2 and Mk 16:5, two angels in Lk 24:4 and Jn 20:12. It is possible that one woman saw one and the other saw two)

· One passage in Exodus says God dried up the waters of the Red Sea (Jos 2:10), but another passage says a strong east wind did it by blowing all night (Ex 14:21). God might have parted the Red Sea by using a wind.

· One account of Judah’s death says he hanged himself (Mt 27:5); another says he fell down and his body burst open (Ac 1:18). It is possible that Judas’s noose broke.

· One account describes Pharaoh hardened his heart while another account describes God hardened the heart of Pharaoh (Ex 8:15; 9:12). It could mean God let Pharaoh’s heart be hardened by himself.

(4)
The use of free citations is not an error, eg. Ro 14:11 citing Isa 45:23 yet different, because Paul used the Septuagint, a Greek translation of the Hebrew Bible (this is true for most New Testament citations). In the gospels, Jesus’ words were spoken in Aramaic but were later recorded in Greek. Thus, the same saying may be recorded differently.

(5)
Expressing truth in an understandable way is not an error. God is described in the Bible to have arms (Isa 40:40-42), eyes, etc. because the Bible author is trying to explain God in human terms, just like a mother explains scientific facts to a small child.

(6).
Apparent contradictions may not be real contradictions.

· In the four gospels, events in the life of Jesus are recorded in different sequences because the events were not intended to be arranged chronologically. Only Luke weakly claimed anything like chronological order (Lk 1:3).

· There are two different genealogies of Jesus in Mt 1:2-17 and Lk 3:23-38. They separately record the ancestors of Joseph and Mary.

· The apparent differences in the length of reigns in King and Chronicles can be explained by periods of co-reigns.

(7)
Apparent unscientific passages may represent truth, eg. Jesus affirms Noah and the flood (Mt 24:37-39), and Jonah in the belly of a huge fish (Mt 12:40). We must not dismiss them simply because of their incredibility based on human standard. As we argued before, supernatural events do happen.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.27: Comparison of Different English Translations (written by Kwing Hung)

A.
What are the different methods used to translate the Bible? Which one is most accurate?

(1)
Formal equivalence (F-E): translation that mimics the form of the original language both in words and sentence structure; thus more accurate in representing the form and structure of the original Bible as it represents the equivalent words used by those living in Biblical times

(2)
Dynamic equivalence (D-E): translation that tries to represent the original meaning by using its closest equivalent in contemporary usage; thus more accurate in communicating the message of the original Bible as it represents how the message was understood by those living in Biblical times

(3)
Paraphrase: translation that restates the message by using different words; thus good for cursory reading but not accurate enough for serious Bible study

· Both formal equivalence and dynamic equivalence are in a sense both accurate.

B.
Which are the common English translations of the Bible used today?

	Year
	Version
	Scale and Method

	1611
	King James Version (KJV)
	8. F-E

	1952
	Revised Standard Version (RSV)
	7. F-E primarily

	1966
	Jerusalem Bible (JB, Catholic)
	5. D-E

	1970
	New English Bible (NEB)
	5. D-E

	1971
	New American Standard Bible (NASB)
	8. F-E

	1971
	Living Bible (LB)
	2. Paraphrase primarily

	1976
	Good News Bible (GNB) OR Today’s English Version (TEV)
	5. D-E

	1978
	New International Version (NIV)
	6. D-E primarily

	1982
	New King James Version (NKJV)
	8. F-E

	1985
	New Jerusalem Bible (NJB, Catholic)
	6. D-E primarily

	1989
	New Revised Standard Version (NRSV)
	7. F-E primarily

	1989
	Revised English Bible (REB)
	5. D-E

	1995
	Contemporary English Version (CEV)
	4. D-E, some Paraphrase

	2001
	English Standard Version (ESV)
	7. F-E primarily


SCALE: 1 for Entirely Paraphrase, 5 for Dynamic Equivalence, 9 for Entirely Formal Equivalence

C.
How do we decide whether a translation is good?

· A good translation must be [1] accurate, [2] readable, and [3] based on orthodox theology.

(1)
Accuracy: With the exception of NWT (see below), most versions translated by F-E or D-E are sufficiently accurate for general reading. The following examples show why a D-E translation may be better for general use.

(a)
Word Choice: When words are matched with words mechanically, the translation may not convey the proper meaning. One example is the Greek word sarx (meaning flesh). Consider two verses that appears to contradict.

	Ro 8:8-9
	Those who are in the flesh cannot please God. However, you are not in the flesh but in the Spirit. (NASB)

	Gal 2:20
	The life which I now live in the flesh, I live by faith in the Son of God. (NASB)


	Ro 8:8-9
	Those who are in the flesh cannot please God. You, however, are not in the flesh but in the Spirit. (ESV)

	Gal 2:20
	And the life I now live in the flesh I live by faith in the Son of God. (ESV)


· Does Paul live in the flesh or not in the flesh? Actually, the two words have different meanings, the first one for “unregenerated human nature” (more than human weakness), the second one for the physical “body”.

	Ro 8:8-9
	Those controlled by the sinful nature cannot please God. You, however, are controlled not by the sinful nature but by the Spirit. (NIV)

	Gal 2:20
	The life I live in the body, I live by faith in the Son of God. (NIV)


· The F-E translations (NASB, KJV, NKJV, RSV, NRSV) all use “flesh” in Ro 8:8-9 while the D-E translations all use other words to convey its meaning, including “sinful nature” (NIV), “human nature” (GNB), “lower nature” (NEB), “unspiritual nature” (REB), “desires” (CEV).

(b)
Syntax: F-E translations may contain redundant and unnecessary words while D-E translations can alter the syntax, omit redundant word and phrases unnecessary in English, and even repeat words for clarity. See translations for 2Co 10:13 (arranged in the order of F-E to D-E progressively).

	KJV
	But we will not boast of things without our measure, but according to the measure of the rule which God hath distributed to us, a measure to reach even you.

	NASB
	But we will not boast beyond our measure, but within the measure of the sphere which God apportioned to us as a measure, to reach even as far as you.

	ESV
	But we will not boast beyond limits, but will boast only with regard to the area of influence God assigned to us, to reach even to you.

	NRSV
	We, however, will not boast beyond limits, but will keep within the field that God has assigned to us, to reach out even as far as you.

	NIV
	We, however, will not boast beyond proper limits, but will confine our boasting to the field God has assigned to us, a field that reaches even to you.

	GNB
	As for us, however, our boasting will stay within the limits of the work which God has set for us, and this includes our work among you.


(c)
Idioms: F-E translations may contain idioms that mean very little in today’s culture. See the example of 1Ki 21:21 (arranged in the order of F-E to D-E progressively). Note that even NASB does not use straight translation.

	KJV
	Behold, I will bring evil upon thee, and will take away thy posterity, and will cut off from Ahab him that pissed against the wall, and him that is shut up and left in Israel.

	NASB
	Behold, I will bring evil upon you, and will utterly sweep you away, and will cut off from Ahab every male, both bond and free in Israel.

	ESV
	Behold, I will bring disaster upon you. I will utterly burn you up, and will cut off from Ahab every male, bond or free, in Israel.

	NRSV
	I will bring disaster on you; I will consume you, and will cut off from Ahab every male, bond or free, in Israel.

	NIV
	I am going to bring disaster on you. I will consume your descendants and cut off from Ahab every last male in Israel--slave or free.

	GNB
	I will bring disaster on you. I will do away with you and get rid of every male in your family, young and old alike.


(2)
Readability: based on sentence structure complexity and multisyllabic words, but not counting archaic vocabulary

Grade level of various translations (Fog Readability Index)
	ICB
	GNB
	NIV
	LB
	NEB
	NKJV
	JB
	RSV
	NASB
	KJV

	3.9
	7.3
	7.8
	8.3
	8.5
	9.1
	10.1
	10.4
	11.3
	14.0


ICB = International Children’s Bible, translated by 21 evangelical translators
(3)
Theology: Orthodox theology accepts Jesus as “God”. The translation of 8 important verses below gives some indication on the theology of different versions. All modern translations (except NWT) are acceptably orthodox. While some conservative churches still insist on using the KJV, it is actually the most problematic in terms of theology among all major translations.

	 
	Score
	Jn 1:1
	Jn 1:18
	Jn 20:28
	Ro 9:5
	2Th 1:12
	Titus 2:13
	Heb 1:8
	2Pe 1:1

	KJV
	4
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	N

	NKJV
	6
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	NASB
	7
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	NEB
	6
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	REB
	5.5
	Y
	N/Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	RSV
	6
	Y
	N/Y
	Y
	N/Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	NRSV
	7
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	GNB
	6.5
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N/Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	NIV
	7.5
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N/Y
	Y
	Y
	Y

	LB
	5
	Y
	N
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	CEV
	6
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	JB/NJB
	6.5
	Y
	N/Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	ESV
	7
	Y
	Y
	Y
	Y
	N
	Y
	Y
	Y

	NWT
	1
	N
	N
	Y
	N
	N
	N
	N
	N

	TOTAL
	 
	12
	7.5
	13
	6.5
	1
	11
	12
	11


Y=Yes, N=No, N/Y= No in the main text but Yes in the marginal notes as an alternate translation
Calculation of total score: Y=1, N*=0.5, N=0
NWT= New World Translation (Jehovah Witness translation which denies Jesus is God)
D.
What are the problems of older translations, such as the KJV?

· There are 3 problems:

(1)
Older versions use texts of original languages (Hebrew and Greek) that are not the most accurate. Textual comparison in the past century has developed texts that are closer to the original manuscript. In the case of KJV, the Greek text used was called Textus Receptus (TR, received text). It is now almost universally recognized that TR contains so many significant departures from the original manuscripts of the various New Testament books that it cannot be relied on as a basis for translation into other languages.

(2)
There are additional passages not in original manuscripts. Examples include: Mt 17:21; 18:11; 23:14; Mk 7:16; 9:44,46; 11:26; 15:28; Lk 17:36; 23:17; Jn 5:4; Ac 8:37; 15:34; 24:7; 28:29; Ro 16:24; 1Jn 5:7b-8.

(3)
Because of the change in meaning of words and idioms with time, words in older version may have very different meanings today and may be misunderstood by the readers. (see example on idioms above)

Comparison of sample verses

	
	KJV
	NIV
	ESV

	Ro 4:19
	he considered not his own body now dead
	he faced the fact that his body was as good as dead
	he considered his own body, which was as good as dead

	Col 2:18
	intruding into those things which he hath not seen
	goes into great detail about what he has seen
	going on in detail about visions

	1Th 5:22
	Abstain from all appearance of evil
	Avoid every kind of evil
	Abstain from every form of evil.


E.
Which translation is the best?

· The answer depends on the purpose. For non-believers who may not understand Christian terms in the Bible, the Living Bible may be a good translation. For serious Bible study, the NASB may be good for understanding the form and structure of the original language. Overall, NIV (1984 version) and GNB (1976 version, but not the 1992 version) are excellent choices for most purposes because of their readability and accuracy. However, comparing different versions is always a good practice.

· The English Standard Version (ESV), published in 2001, has the advantages of situating somewhere between formal equivalence and dynamic equivalence (about 7 in the above scale). If only one version is used for Bible studies, ESV is an excellent choice.

Supplement to Q.27: Gender neutral translations of the Bible (written by Kwing Hung)

A.
What is the issue?

· There are many gender-neutral Bible translations (recently called egalitarian translations) published in the past two decades. These are translations that attempt to eliminate all male-only references in the Bible. It is a response to the social trend of political correctness and feminism. The publication of these translations have caused arguments among prominent evangelical leaders.

B.
Where can we find a good source of information on the issue?

· A detailed report analyzing the whole issue is:

Vern Poythress & Wayne Grudem (2000): The Gender-Neutral Bible Controversy: Muting the Masculinity of God’s Words. (http://www.frame‑poythress.org/Poythress_books/GNBC_copyright.htm)
· The report is a detailed analysis of the whole question. While the authors oppose the gender-neutral translations, both sides of the argument are presented. However, the report does not cover the controversy of the TNIV (2005). Information on TNIV can be found at http://www.keptthefaith.org/.

C.
What are the problems with the gender-neutral translations?

· It was originated from the well-meant objective of avoiding to offend some female readers who may feel that females are being discriminated against. But the result is a blind conformity to political correctness and conformity to the radical feminist agenda of erasing any reference to the masculine gender. This one-way bias against males is clear when the gender-neutral translations consistently preserve female examples, but often neutralize the male ones.

· The result is a wholesale modification of words in the Bible that originally were clearly masculine. With such changes, the original sense and meaning of the Biblical texts were distorted. But the words in the Bible are God’s Word and must not be tampered with as we please.

· Poythress and Grudem said it well in the conclusion of their report: “The omissions and alterations in gender-neutral versions are systematic in character, and line up with this (feminist) program. The integrity of the meaning of the Word of God has been compromised in the process.”

D.
What are the techniques used in deleting male-only words?

	Original word
	Modified by gender-neutral translations

	he
	person, someone, they

	his
	your, their, those

	man (human race)
	mortals, humans, humankind

	man (male person)
	anyone, person, those

	men
	those, people, others

	father
	parent

	son
	child

	brother
	fellow believer


· In some cases, the modification of the male-referenced words become so difficult that the translators simply delete/omit the words entirely.

· The result is that the original meaning is distorted. Deletion of words compromises the accuracy. Using plural instead of the original singular is a particularly serious distortion.

· For example, Psalm 34:19-20 in the more traditional New International Version (NIV) reads: “A righteous man may have many troubles, but the Lord delivers him from them all; He protects all his bones, not one of them will be broken.” Jn 19:36 clearly says that this verse is a prophecy for the crucifixion of Christ.

· But in the Today’s New International Version (TNIV), the verse reads: “The righteous may have many troubles, but the Lord delivers them from them all; He protects all their bones, not one of them will be broken.” Such a change obscures the prediction of the Messiah and drastically distorts the original text.

E.
Aren’t some male-referenced words in the Bible actually refer to both genders?

· Some words previously translated as masculin do originally refer to both genders. In these cases, it is legitimate to add the female reference. That is why the Colorado Springs Guidelines for translation of gender-related language in Scripture was drafted by 10 prominent evangelical Christian leaders in 1997 to deal with such cases [see reprint of the Guidelines in the report by Poythress and Grudem]. It was later endorsed by over 50 evangelical theologians. The guidelines clearly define what kinds of words can be translated to reflect both genders. For example, one of the rule is:

· “Brother” (Greek adelphos) should not be changed to “brother or sister”; however, the plural (Greek adelphoi) can be translated “brothers and sisters” where the context makes clear that the author is referring to both men and women.

F.
How can we check quickly whether the Bible is gender-neutral?

(1)
The best quick test is to look at John 14:21,23, and Matthew 16:24-26.

· The particular meanings expressed in these verses in Greek require a translation that uses generic “he.” If a particular version uses generic “he” in these verses, it will probably use “he” elsewhere in order accurately to represent the full meaning. If, on the other hand, generic “he” does not appear, you know that the translation has restructured the verses, altering nuances of meaning in the process. If it restructures these verses, it probably does the same throughout the whole Bible in order to avoid male-oriented meanings.

(2)
Another quick test is to see if the word “man” is used as a name for the human race in Genesis 1:26 and Genesis 5:2; or if it uses the word “man” in Psalm 1:1, “Blessed is the man ....”

	
	NIV
	TNIV

	Jn 14:21
	Whoever has my commands and obeys them, he is the one who loves me. He who loves me will be loved by my Father, and I too will love him and show myself to him.
	Whoever has my commands and keeps them is the one who loves me. Anyone who loves me will be loved by my Father, and I too will love them and show myself to them.

	Jn 14:23
	If anyone loves me, he will obey my teaching. My Father will love him, and we will come to him and make our home with him.
	Anyone who loves me will obey my teaching. My Father will love them, and we will come to them and make our home with them. 

	Mt 16:24-26
	Then Jesus said to his disciples, "If anyone would come after me, he must deny himself and take up his cross and follow me. For whoever wants to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for me will find it. What good will it be for a man if he gains the whole world, yet forfeits his soul? Or what can a man give in exchange for his soul?"
	Then Jesus said to his disciples, "Whoever wants to be my disciple must deny themselves and take up their cross and follow me. For whoever wants to save their life [a] will lose it, but whoever loses their life for me will find it. What good will it be for you to gain the whole world, yet forfeit your soul? Or what can you give in exchange for your soul?"

	Gen 1:26
	Let us make man in our image
	Let us make human beings in our image

	Gen 5:2
	And when they were created, he called them "man."
	And when they were created, he called them "human beings." 

	Ps 1:1
	Blessed is the man who does not walk in the counsel of the wicked
	Blessed are those who do not walk in step with the wicked 

	Ps 34:19-20
	A righteous man may have many troubles, but the LORD delivers him from them all; he protects all his bones, not one of them will be broken..
	The righteous may have many troubles, but the LORD delivers them from them all; he protects all their bones, not one of them will be broken. 

	Jn 19:36
	These things happened so that the scripture would be fulfilled: "Not one of his bones will be broken,"
	These things happened so that the scripture would be fulfilled: "Not one of his bones will be broken,"


Note the altered meanings and the accuracies as a result.

Note also that the TNIV does not use their altered translation (Ps 34:20) in Jn 19:36.

G.
How dependable are the gender-neutral translations?

· Since hundreds of verses have been changed, the gender-neutral Bibles cannot be depended for their accuracy and faithfulness to God’s Word. They should not be used as a sole source for Bible verses in Bible studies. They can only be used for general reading or for reference when comparing different versions.

H.
My personal feeling on this issue:

· In order to understand the issue, I have read close to 1000 pages of related materials. As an evangelical Christian, I feel very sad to see prominent evangelical leaders fighting each other employing escalating rhetoric. This is not God’s will. I strongly believe that this is one of the issues that the devil uses to cause internal struggles among evengelicals [the other one is environmentalism, particularly global warming]. So, when we express our opinion on this issue, we should always keep this reality in mind and try hard to not cause more disagreements.

· However, defending the Bible, God’s Word, against inaccurate translations is important. This work includes helping fellow Christians to discern which translation is accurate. Inaccurate gender-neutral translations published before the 1997 Colorado Springs Guidelines can be excused. But TNIV represents a more serious problem. It is the breaking of a promise (after agreeing to follow the Guidelines). It was published only because some translators don’t want to see their work wasted. This is not a sufficient reason to publish an inaccurate translation of God’s Word. It actually damaged and is still damaging the reputation of the publisher who has done so much good work for God’s Kingdom.

· We can only pray that more Christians will know about this problem so that inaccurate gender-neutral translations will be out of print because of dropping sales.

ENGLISH TRANSLATIONS OF THE BIBLE DIVIDED BY ACCURACY
(explanation of abbreviations below the table)
	  
	ACCURATE
Gender-specific Bible versions
	
	INACCURATE
Gender-neutral Bible versions

	KJV
	King James Version (1611)
	NJB
	New Jerusalem Bible (1985) 
[Roman Catholic]

	ASV
	American Standard Version (1901)
	ICB
	International Children’s Bible (1986), simplified New Century Version

	RSV
	Revised Standard Version (1946, 1952, 1971)
	NCV
	New Century Version (1987, 1991)

	NASB
	New American Standard Bible (1963, 1995)
	NAB
	New American Bible (1988) 
[Roman Catholic]

	JB
	Jerusalem Bible (1968) 
[Roman Catholic]
	NRSV
	New Revised Standard Version (1989)

	NEB
	New English Bible (1970)
	GNB(1992)
	Good News Bible: Today’s English Version Second Edition (1992)

	NIV
	New International Version (1973, 1984)
	CEV
	Contemporary English Version (1995)

	GNB(1976)
	Good News Bible: Today’s English Version (1976)
	NIVI
	New International Version Inclusive Language Edition (1995, 1996)

	NKJV
	New King James Version (1982)
	GW
	God’s Word (1995)

	REB
	Revised English Bible (1989)
	NIrV(1995)
	New International Reader’s Version (1995)

	NIrV(1998)
	New International Reader’s Version revised (1998)
	NLT
NLT revised
	New Living Translation, New Living Translation revised (both 1996)

	ESV
	English Standard Version (2001)
	TNIV
	Today’s New International Version (NT in 2002, entire Bible in 2005)


Culturally adapted imaginative renderings of the Bible [did not presume to be accurate]
Kenneth N. Taylor, The Living Bible—Paraphrased (1971)

Eugene Peterson, The Message (1995)

Supplement to Q.28: How could a loving God command genocide? (Copan)

· Main text: Dt 20:16-18 (to stop Israelites in worshipping false gods)

(1)
War was a part of life in the ancient Near East. Israel did not fight for her faith but for her survival.

(2)
It is part of God’s saving plan for the entire world through the establishment of the people of Israel.

· God promised Abraham and his descendants to possess the land of Canaan. Through them, the whole world will be blessed. So it is important to establish a vehicle for universal salvation.

· Because of this important objective, the command is unrepeatable once the Israelite nation was established.

(3)
God used the Israelites to punish an evil Canaanite civilization after much patient waiting. 

· God waited 430 years while Israel was in bondage in Egypt. Even though God promised the land to Abraham, God told him that the fulfilment had to wait until the sin of the Amorites (residents in Canaan) had “reached its full measure” (Gen 15:16).

· God granted escape to those who sought God, such as Rahab. Rahab’s case also demonstrated that people in Canaan know about the Israelites and their God. In the case of Nineveh, God gave them the chance to repent by sending Jonah.

(4)
The wicked lifestyle and false idol worship of Canaanites could pollute the Israelites. Perhaps the truth of monotheism and ethical purity could only be preserved through the destruction of these corrupting cultures.

(5)
Israel was to offer terms of peace before fighting (Dt 20:10). If the city complied, the people would go into forced labour. In addition, most of the Israelite battles were defensive ones after being attacked (Ex 17:8; Num 21:1; 21-32; Dt 3:1; Jos 10:4).

· God prohibited Israel from conquering other neighbouring nations, including Moab and Ammon (Dt 2:9,19), Edom (Dt 2:4; 23:7). Canaan was the much worse than the other nations.

(6)
The Israelites were instruments of God’s judgment.

· The land of Canaan was full of “destestable customs” (Lev 18:30). such as infant/human sacrifice, nature worship in orgies, fertility cult with prostitution and nudity. They also had strong resolve to reject the rule of God. The land had long suffered from their blasphemies.

· The Israelites were to keep themselves from “everything impure” (Dt 23:9). If they committed crimes (such as rape) during the war, they will be punished by death.

· In the case of Gibeonites (Jos 9:3-27), they were spared even though they made a deceitful pact with the Israelites.

(7)
God’s commands reflected God’s right to give life and to take life. God’s command could be interpreted as an act of compassion because the infants and children could have grown up in a corrupt culture and received ultimate judgment. Instead, they could now enter heaven.

(8)
If Israel turned from God, they would be subject to similar judgment and punishment. 

· God judged the Israelites during the journey in Sinai. Eventually, God sent the Babylonians to carry out His judgment.

{1} Suffering (1): Problem of evil

Discussion:

· God allows the innocent to suffer (such as on September 11, 2001). He is not love.

· God creates sin. He is either not just or not perfect.

· God is not almighty because he could not stop sin and allowed sin to exist.

· The existence of evil and suffering proves that God is either not omnipotent or not loving.

29. Why is the problem of evil so important?

· The problem of evil and suffering is the most difficult question for Christianity to answer.

A.
Two kinds of evil: [1] abstract evil – spiritual evil of sins such as pride, jealousy, and hatred, evil that we actively commit, and [2] tangible evil – physical evil of pain and suffering, evil that we passively suffer.

B.
Because abstract evil (sin) brought tangible evil (suffering), the former is the greater evil. Sin was originated from the Fall of the devil, followed by the Fall of man in Eden.

· The choice of sin introduced death into the world (1Co 15:22), and man’s relationship with God was changed for all time.

· In the Genesis account and throughout Scripture we see that the natural order of the world changed as a consequence of man’s sin.

· Ro 8:20-23 says that “creation was subjected to frustration” and that it is “groaning” as it waits to be “liberated from its bondage to decay” through the redemption of mankind. This seems to indicate that the Fall brought not only the prevalence of moral evil — those evils that are direct results of selfish human choices — but also the existence of natural evil — evils like diseases, earthquakes and accidents.

C.
It is important that all Christians understand the problem of evil because:

(1)
Apologetics: Christianity can provide satisfactory answers to all questions of life, except one, the problem of evil. This is exactly why atheists try to use this problem to argue against the existence of God. Therefore, Christians must understand the problem and can then respond to questions from non-believers.

(2)
Evangelism: Evil is universal. Everyone wonders why bad things happen to good people. Sometimes, it becomes the main obstacle for people to accept the gospel. Christians need to know how to help non-believers overcome this obstacle.

(3)
Counselling: Evil is intensely practical. Everyone experiences various kinds of pain and suffering. Suffering is a disagreeable state of consciousness, including physical pain like sickness and injuries, emotional (psychological) pain like fear and anxiety, spiritual pain like doubt and despair. Many feel helpless and angry about the existence of abstract evil in the world, like cruelty, jealousy. Out of despair, a suffering person may turn to blame God. Christians need to know how to answer the questions about evil in order to help those who suffer.

D.
How is the problem of evil used to argue against God?

· It is used to prove that there is no omnipotent loving God.

(1)
Main Argument: The Bible teaches that God is perfectly loving (Ps 145:9,13; Jn 3:16) and is all powerful (Gen 35:11; Job 11:7; Rev 1:8). But the existence of both an omnipotent loving God and evil appears contradictory. The argument:

· If there is a perfectly loving God, He would want to eliminate evil.

· If there is an all powerful God, He has the power to eliminate evil completely.

· But evil exists in the world today, so there are apparently only 3 possibilities: [1] God is not perfectly loving, or [2] God is not all powerful, or [3] there is no God.

· Ps 145:9,13 The Lord is good to all, and his mercy is over all that he has made…. The Lord is faithful in all his words and kind in all his works.

· Jn 3:16 For God so loved the world, that he gave his only Son, that whoever believes in him should not perish but have eternal life.

· Gen 35:11 [God calls Himself Almighty] And God said to him, “I am God Almighty.”

· Job 11:7 [God is called Almighty] Can you find out the deep things of God? Can you find out the limit of the Almighty?

· Rev 1:8 “I am the Alpha and the Omega,” says the Lord God, “who is and who was and who is to come, the Almighty.”

(2)
3 types of attacks on God:

(a)
God is not perfectly loving. (Sadism)

· Argument: God is EITHER sadistic, acting as the supreme enemy of man [in Albert Camus (1947): The plague] OR does not care about the problems and tragedies of man [in Thomas Carlyle (1834): Sartor Resartus].

(b)
God is not all powerful. (Finitism)

· Argument: God’s power is finite and limited, and He has insufficient power to defeat evil [in Harold Kushner (1981): When bad things happen to good people]. Or perhaps, God did not foresee evil when He created the world.

(c)
There is no God. (Atheism)

· Argument: An all-powerful God could destroy evil, and would not allow innocent suffering. An all-loving God would destroy evil, and prevent innocent suffering. But evil is not destroyed, and there are innocent suffering in the world. Hence, there is not an all-powerful, all-loving God.

30. Did God create evil?

· God created everything in the universe. But evil is not created because it is not a concrete thing. This question involves the metaphysical dimension of evil.

A.
Evil is a condition but not a positive reality. It lacks any substance, thus it does not require the causal activity of God.

· Evil is not a thing or a substance that needs creation. Augustine describes it as a privation of goodness.

· “Privation” means a lack of something or an absence of something that should be there. For example, sickness can be considered a privation or lack of good health. Blindness is a lack of sight. Another good example is a hole in a piece of wood. It is a quality but not a thing.

B.
Evil is not created by God but is permitted by God. Then the next question is: why does God permit evil to exist? Theodicy is the rational defence of the justice of God in view of the presence of evil. Since God is all knowing (Isa 46:10), He knew evil will exist even before He created the world. There are 3 explanations to why God permits evil.

· Isa 46:10 (God) declaring the end from the beginning and from ancient times things not yet done, saying, ‘My counsel shall stand, and I will accomplish all my purpose.’

· Evil comes out of human free choice; free choice is a precondition for love.

C.
Explanation 1: Evil is the product of human free choice (by Augustine). 

· God gave the world the power of free choice. But with that freedom comes the capability of choosing wrongly and actualizing (causing the existence of) evil. Man used this freedom to sin so that evil came into the world.

· A perfectly loving God created the world because of love. God does not need love, but if He is love, it is understandable that He would want to love and to be loved. He would give love by sharing His glory and goodness, and receive love by being worshipped by His creation.

· Why didn’t God create a world that has no free choice? He could not. Otherwise, human beings will become robots. There is and can be no love without freedom. No one can be coerced into loving another. Love includes the provision of a choice. Either love exists freely or it does not exist at all. True freedom includes the possibility of choosing wrongly.

· Evil is the corruption that arises when created man turns away from the infinite good of the Creator to the lesser good of the creatures, that is, the creature considers its own finite good more important than the good offered by the Creator. Pride is the beginning of all sin, the ultimate source of privation.

· God would desire to destroy evil and He has the power to do so. But it would be impossible to destroy or annihilate evil without also doing away with the moral universe and free choice.

D.
Explanation 2: Temporary evil is permitted for the goal of eternal good (by Aquinas).

· Greatest way theodicy of Aquinas: temporary evil for eternal good. God permits evil because this evil world is the best possible way to the best possible world. God deliberately permits evil to exist in this world in order to produce the best end result.

· Without sin and salvation, salvation through the sacrifice of the Son of God will not be necessary. Salvation links man closer to God. Eternal life through sin and suffering is more precious. The eradiction of sin and death through the final triumph demonstrates God’s glory even more. That is why some people argue that the eternal heaven after the Fall of Adam is more glorious and more gratifying than the heaven without the Fall.

· Evil is temporary; both sin and suffering will eventually be eradicated. Innocent suffering that has not apparent justification in the present may still be ultimately justified. Even God Himself suffered for the ultimate good.

· Augustine says: “God can bring good even out of evil.” (Isa 55:9)

· Isa 55:9 For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher than your ways and my thoughts than your thoughts.”

E.
Explanation 3: Evil is the precondition for greater good.

· The existence of good depends on the existence of evil. For example, a healthy body requires often painful exercise. Patience cannot be produced without tribulation, nor mercy without tragedy. Courage is possible only where fear is a reality. (Jas 1:2-3)

· Jas 1:2-3 Count it all joy, my brothers, when you meet trials of various kinds, for you know that the testing of your faith produces steadfastness.”

· Analogy in aesthetics: Contrasts heighten beauty, for example, dissonant chords in a musical work make subsequent harmonious chords sound sweeter. We would not have noticed the goodness of God without the contrast of evil. For example, the concepts of great and small are relative. If there is no small thing, then all large things will not be regarded as large.

· However, this should only be used as a supplementary reason because of circular reasoning. Just like Hegel’s thesis and antithesis, where will it end?

· first-order good (1) of pleasure and happiness

· first-order evil (1x) of pain and disease

· second-order good (2) of benevolence and sympathy

· second-order evil (2x) of malevolence and cruelty

· third-order good (3) of human freedom.

F.
Why couldn’t God create a world that has no evil? 

· No, otherwise there will not be a moral world. This question involves the moral dimension of evil.

· A moral world is one that distinguishes right from wrong. Without free choice to commit wrong, there is no moral world. The word “moral” relates to the exercise of self will.

· In creation, God had 4 alternatives:

(1)
God could have chosen not to create any world at all. [No World]

(2)
God could have chosen to make a world without free creatures in it. [Amoral World]

(3)
God could have brought about a world where creatures were free but would never sin. [Morally Innocent World]

(4)
God could have created a world where men are free and can sin. [Morally Fallen World]

· Love as the objective:

· God did not choose alternative (1) because as a God of love, He created the world to share His love.

· God did not choose alternatives (2) because an amoral world includes no free choice and no free choice means no love.

· God did not choose alternatives (3) because in a morally innocent world, the creatures are not allowed to choose evil. It is coercive love but love must be persuasive, not coercive. Forced love is not really love.

· Freedom is an absolute essential to a truly moral universe. Love cannot be programmed. Love is personal and subjective. No amount of impersonal and objective programming can produce a true loving response.

· God chose alternative (4), a morally fallen world because:

· It is a greater good to at least have the opportunity to achieve the highest virtues and pleasures even though those virtues are not always attained by everyone. (“maximum possible opportunities for ultimate satisfaction”)

· This world is the one where the greatest number of persons are given the maximal eternal joy and where the freedom of all creatures is respected.

31. What is the cause of sufferings in the world?

· Man is the cause of most sufferings. This question involves the physical dimension of evil.

A.
Most sufferings are caused by man:

(1)
directly from our own free choices, e.g. abuse of one’s body such as smoking

(2)
indirectly from the exercise of our freedom, e.g. poverty from laziness

(3)
directly from the free choices of others, e.g. child abuse

(4)
indirectly from the free choices of others., e.g. improper prenatal care

(5)
a necessary by-product of other good activities, e.g. accident in physical exercise, flood caused by rain

B.
Some sufferings are caused by evil spirits:

(6)
malevolence done by evil spirits, e.g. Job’s sufferings, possession by evil spirits (Mt 17:14-15,18)

· Mt 17:14-15,18 And when they came to the crowd, a man came up to him and, kneeling before him, said, “Lord, have mercy on my son, for he is an epileptic and he suffers terribly. For often he falls into the fire, and often into the water.”… And Jesus rebuked the demon, and it came out of him, and the boy was healed instantly.

C.
Some sufferings are brought by God for beneficial purposes:

(7)
God-given warnings of greater physical evils, e.g. toothaches, chest pains

(8)
God’s warning about moral evils; alerting men to danger, thereby promoting the avoidance of moral evil (such as the catastrophes in OT Prophets)

D.
Some are natural disasters (floods, earthquakes, hurricanes, plagues):

(9)
natural occurrences after the original perfect world order was destroyed and the environment was corrupted as a result of sin; may not be initiated by God

E.
Why doesn’t God use His power to prevent sufferings?

· God does not miraculously intervene and prevent all physical evil from occurring because:

(1)
Continual divine interference would disrupt the regularity of natural law and make orderly life impossible.

(2)
The necessary divine intervention may be so frequent that there is no more human freedom and responsibility.

(3)
In a world of constant divine intervention of evil actions, all moral learning would cease. The development of various virtues through real life experience will not be possible.

(4)
On the other hand, God is not inactive; He intercepts some evils by placing good influences in the world (such as the Holy Spirit, the Bible, Christians, and the moral conscience). Occasionally, God will directly intervene through miracles when necessary.

32. Why does God allow innocent people to suffer?

A.
No one is completely innocent.

· The description of “innocent people” is only relative, not absolute.

· We commit numerous explicit sins but also unnoticed sins. Some common unnoticed sins include self-centredness, I-need-it-right-now mentality, using evil means to achieve selfish ends, giving excuses for wrong deeds, neglecting rightful duties.

· We may have a feeling of unfairness when experiencing sufferings. Yet we also need to remember that we have hurt others many times in the past, sometimes unconsciously or unintentionally.

B.
Some apparent innocent suffering may have a cause, for example, children may suffer because of the sins of the parents (Ex 20:5; 34:7; Nu 14:18; Dt 5:9), such as infants with AIDS, or handicapped newborns because of the mother’s addiction to tobacco, alcohol, or drugs.

· Ex 20:5 I the Lord your God am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity of the fathers on the children to the third and the fourth generation of those who hate me.

· Ex 34:7 …visiting the iniquity of the fathers on the children and the children's children, to the third and the fourth generation.

· Nu 14:18 The Lord is slow to anger and abounding in steadfast love, forgiving iniquity and transgression, but he will by no means clear the guilty, visiting the iniquity of the fathers on the children, to the third and the fourth generation.

· Dt 5:9 I the Lord your God am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity of the fathers on the children to the third and fourth generation of those who hate me.

C.
Yet, we have to admit that some innocent suffering has no apparent justification and that we do not have a satisfactory answer at the present. However, there may be a justification in the future. (Job 42:3) Ultimately, we have to trust God’s sovereignty and trust that God is totally just.

· Job 42:3 Surely I spoke of things I did not understand, things too wonderful for me to know.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.29: Propositions about God (Kreeft & Tacelli)

(1)
God exists. (denied by atheism)

(2)
God is all-good. (denied by pantheism)

(3)
God is all-powerful. (denied by modern naturalism, process theology)

(4)
Evil exists. (denied by Idealism, New Age)

Biblical theism: affirms all 4.

Supplement to Q.29 to 32: Summary of book written by Geisler

Norman L. Geisler (1978): The roots of evil. [Kwing’s comments in square brackets]

	PRIVATE 
Arguments Against Biblical Theism
	Arguments for Theodicy

	In this book, various philosophical options are proposed to answer the apparent contradictions between the existence of evil and God. An analysis is made of such systems as illusionism, dualism, finitism, sadism, impossiblism, atheism, and theism. Biblical theism is then evaluated for its ability to answer some of the major questions in the areas of metaphysical, moral, and physical evil.

	CHAPTER 1  The dilemma of evil
The basic dilemma of evil is discussed and illustrated in current works of literature.

	· “The plague” by Albert Camus (novel):

· Either there is no God, and man is left to struggle in futility, or if there is a God, He must be the supreme, evil enemy of man.
	· Theodicy is a rational defence of the justice of God in view of the presence of evil.

	· “Sartor Resartus” by Thomas Carlyle (essay): As the professor looks out upon the masses of people beneath his window and sees them huddled and struggling, he finds himself becoming more and more removed from their problems and tragedies.

· God is detached and isolated from men.
	[
Thus, there are 3 possibilities:


1.
There is no God.


2.
God is not loving.


3.
God does not care (deistic God).]



	CHAPTER 2  Philosophical options concerning evil
One group of philosophical options seeks to resolve the dilemma of evil by dealing with the basic nature of evil. Illusionism suggests that evil is an illusion; dualism suggest that it is eternal.

	Illusionism:
· Suffering is an illusion.

· All material reality is an illusion. Our senses cannot be trusted. Evil is a false perception. It is not a real entity; it is the “error of the mortal mind”.
	1.
Where did the illusion originate? If it is an illusion, why do all experience it from the moment of birth?

2.
Whey does evil seem to be so real?

3.
There is no practical difference between viewing pain or evil as illusion or viewing it as actual reality. Regardless of how it is viewed, the experience is the same. [But experience depends on viewpoints.]

	Dualism:
· Good and evil are opposites.

· But a thing cannot be the source of its opposite.

· Hence, both good and evil must have existed as eternal opposites.

· Good and evil also are substantial and real.

· Therefore, both good and evil are eternal, but opposite realities.
	1.
Not every opposite has a first principle.

2.
Evil can be real without being a substance or thing. Blindness is real but is not a real thing. It is the lack of something. Another example is a hole in a piece of wood.

	Process Theology:
· Evil and suffering are unavoidable realities in the growth process of God.

· One pole of God is the world (God’s body), and the other pole is God’s mind. God is related to the world as a mind is to the body.

· God is experiencing ongoing process of growth.

· God is finite and is in the process of struggling with evil.

· The outcome is not certain. The triumph of good over evil really depends on man’s cooperative interaction with God in this epic struggle.
	1.
But then there is no guarantee that the battle of good evil will ultimately end in victory for good.

2.
Why does God, who cannot overcome evil, bother to engage in such a useless project?

3.
How can such a strange, dualistic combination of opposites as good and evil be absorbed into the nature of God?

4.
How could one worship a finite God?

5.
How could the panentheistic God (“all‑in‑God”) be considered morally worthy when He allows the sum total of human misery in order to enrich His own nature?

6.
Why does God engage in such a wasteful project in His efforts at self‑character building?

7.
How can a better world be achieved if so few human are aware of their important responsibility?

8.
Since we do not experience the triumph of good over evil, how would we know it has even taken place?

	 CHAPTER 3  Philosophical options concerning God
A second group of philosophical options affirms the existence of evil and questions the nature of God. Those offered and analyzed are finitism, sadism, impossiblism, and atheism.

	Finitism:
· God’s power is finite and limited.

· To struggle against evil in the world would be to aid God now in His struggle against evil.

· Adherents claim that this is a better system since it encourages social action.
	Attacks from nontheists:
1.
Why did God create a world if He knew He could not control the evil in it?

2.
What evidence is there (empirical or historical) to show that good is really winning out over evil?

3.
How can a finite God assure us of the final triumph of good?

Attacks from theists:
1.
How can God be finite when every finite being must be caused? Only an infinite God in sovereign control of the universe can really guarantee the defeat of evil.

2.
History proves that the fight against evil is futile.

	Sadism:
· God is not all loving.

· Descartes hypothetically proposed that behind the world there is a malevolent demon who totally deceives men.

· Serious sadism leads naturally to atheism.
	1.
Ontological: We would know that God was morally imperfect only if there were an ultimate moral standard beyond God by which moral imperfection could be measured and found wanting. By definition, the ultimate moral standard beyond this “sadistic god” would be the real God.

2.
Activities of a sadistic God are incompatible (contradictory) with one another. He would have to be both creating and destroying the world at the same time. (Charles Hartshorne)

	Impossiblism 1:
· The future can be foreseen only where there is a necessary order of causes and effect.

· But a necessary order of causes and effects is contrary to human free choice.

· Hence, in a world of free creatures it is impossible to foresee evil.

· It is impossible for God to foresee evil.
Logical derivation:
· What ever God foresees must come to pass, since God cannot be wrong.

· If God foresees that a murderer will kill his victim, then the murderer must kill his victim.

· But if the murderer must kill his victim, he is not truly free.

· However, free choices demand that he be free to kill or not to kill.

· Therefore, it is impossible for God to foresee what the murderer would do, and it is impossible to foresee any evil.
	1.
If God is eternal rather than a temporal being, He is not limited by time (which is a finite dimension). He simply sees all things ‑‑ past, present, and future ‑‑ in one “eternal now”.

2.
God could know what a murderer will do without determining that the murderer must do it.

3.
Impossiblism fails to explain why God continues to allow evil in the world.

	Impossiblism 2:
· The only way to destroy evil is to destroy free choice.

· But to destroy free choice is itself an evil.

· Hence, God would have to do evil to destroy evil.

· But God cannot do evil; it is contrary to His nature.

· Hence, God cannot destroy evil.

· It is impossible for God to destroy evil.
	· If it is possible in the Christian heaven to have freedom without evil (man will freely choose not to sin), why can’t we conclude that men could be free and yet avoid all evil in this world?

· Hence, impossiblism fails to establish its claim that a state of sinlessness is logically incompatible with free choices.

	Atheism 1 (Russell):
· If there is a God, then He willed moral law.

· If he willed it arbitrarily, then He is not essentially good.

· If He did not will it arbitrarily, but willed it according to some ultimate standard beyond Himself, then He is not God.

· In either case, the traditional God of theism does not exist.

· Hence, there is no God.
	· Aquinas: God’s essential nature could be moral and hence it could provide the source for moral law.

· Duns Scotus: The divine privilege of God (to sovereignly will what He chooses) includes moral law.

	Atheism 2 (Bayle):
· An all-powerful God could destroy evil.

· An all-loving God would destroy evil.

· But evil is not destroyed.

· Hence, there is not an all‑powerful, all‑loving God.
	1.
It would be impossible to destroy (annihilate) evil that has occurred without also doing away with the moral universe and free choice.

2.
Evil will be ultimately destroyed in the future.



	Atheism 3:
· An all-loving, all-powerful God would not allow innocent suffering.

· There is innocent suffering in the world.

· Therefore, there is not an all‑loving, all‑powerful God.
	1.
Suffering of some type will occur in a world where there are morally free agents. It would be impossible for God to act in these situations without interfering with someone’s free choice.

2.
Suffering that has not apparent justification in the present may still be ultimately justified.

	Atheism 4:
· No unjustified suffering is compatible with God’s existence.

· There is unjustified suffering in the world.

· Therefore, God does not exist.
	1.
It may be necessary for God to allow innocent suffering in order to give men full moral freedom. Suffering may be justifiable in view of the whole plan in the long run.

2.
Suffering may be part of a larger plan for good (eg. dissonant chords in Beethoven No.9).

3.
Evil may have a purpose in this world. First‑order evils may be the necessary condition of second‑order good. Patience cannot be produced without tribulation, nor mercy without tragedy.

	Atheism 5 (Camus):
· If evil is necessary as a condition for a greater good, then theists cannot work against evil without working against the greater good God ordained.

· But it is right to work against evil and suffering in the world.

· Hence, theism is wrong, and there is no God.
	1.
This premise confuses the permission of evil with the promotion of evil, eg. loving parents allowing their child to fall in order to learn to walk.

2.
The Bible admonishes the promotion of good in the world and the relief of suffering (Lk 10:30‑37).

3.
Boomerang effect (C.S. Lewis): one must imply God in order to deny God. To complain about unjustified evil in the world, one must also suppose an ultimate standard of justice beyond the world. The only possible route to condemn God would be to accept His revealed standard of justice and then maintain that He failed to live up to it.


In his attempt to press the case and disprove God by the existence of evil, the atheist must imply what he wishes to deny.

· An all-powerful God can defeat evil without destroying free choice.

· An all-loving God will defeat evil without destroying free choice.

· Evil is not yet fully defeated.

· Therefore, God will fully defeat evil in the future.

	CHAPTER 4  The theistic explanation of evil
Two types of theistic options are proposed, and biblical theism is selected and applied to the metaphysical and moral problems of evil.

	· But the present world can be improved, for example, one less murder, one less cancer victim. If the world is improvable, then it is not the best.

· The evil and suffering would then be redefined as good.
	Greatest world theodicy (Leibnitz, St. Augustine)
· Evil is a necessary ingredient in life just as an ugly piece in a mosaic is part of the total beauty of a whole work of art.

· This world (ie. a part or the whole of human history) is “the best of all possible worlds”.

· God is the best of all possible beings.

· The best of all possible beings cannot do less than His best, since it is evil for God to do less than His best.

· God’s nature as best demands that He make the best possible world (if He wills to make one).

· This world is the world that God make.

· Therefore, this is the best of all possible worlds.

	
	Greatest way theodicy (Thomas Aquinas):
· The present world is evil. However, this evil world is the best possible way to the best world.
· There is no better way for all-loving, all-powerful God to defeat evil and produce a greater good than for Him to permit this present evil world. For example, a healthy body requires often painful exercise.

· Evil may be a precondition for greater good.

	The problem of evil can be explained in 3 dimensions:

· metaphysical dimension

· moral dimension

· physical dimension
	

	Metaphysical Dimension
· God is the author of evil.
· God is the author of everything in the world.

· Evil is something in the world.

· Therefore, God is the author of evil.
	Augustine:
· God is the author of everything in the created universe.

· Evil is not a thing or substance; it is a privation or lack in things.

· Therefore, it does not follow that God created evil.

· “Privation” means a lack of something or an absence of something that should be there. For example, sickness can be considered a privation or lack of good health. Blindness is a lack of sight. Evil could be the lack of good (but blindness of man but not blindness of a rock).

	
	Answer 1:
· God is good and the author of all good.

· Whatever God created is good like Himself.

· Everything that God made is good and there are no evil things.

· The evil that exists does not exist in and of itself but only as a corruption or privation of good things.

	
	Answer 2:
· When what we call evil is not present in a thing, then the thing is better.

· But when all of what we call good is taken away, then there is nothing left at all.

· If after the evil is removed, the nature remains in a purer state, and does not remain at all when good is taken away, it must be good which makes the nature of the thing what it is, while the evil is not nature, but contrary to nature.

· No nature as far as it is a nature is evil; but to each nature there is no evil except to be diminished in respect to good.

	· God is the cause of corruption.
	Answer 1:
· God is the supreme and incorruptible good. God cannot be less than absolutely perfect. Since God is infinite and without composition, He cannot be torn apart or decomposed. But every created thing (creature) is composed and is therefore by nature decomposable. It can be destroyed or deprived. However, God is not the author of creaturely corruption.

	
	Answer 2:
· Metaphysical evil is no thing and therefore needs no cause.

· The ultimate solution to the metaphysical problem is moral. Free choice is the cause of the corruption of the good world that God made. [Free choice means self‑caused actions.]

· God gave the world the power of free choice.

· But with that freedom comes the capability of actualizing evil.

	· What then is the cause of evil?
	· Evil is the corruption that arises when a good but potentially corruptible creature turns away from the infinite good of the Creator to the lesser good of the creatures.

· Evil occurs when the mind being immediately conscious of itself, takes pleasure in itself to the extent of perversely imitating God, wanting to enjoy its own power. The creature considers its own finite good more important than the Creator.

· Pride is the beginning of all sin, the ultimate source of privation.

	Moral Dimension
· Why did an absolutely good God make creatures with free choice when He knew they would choose evil?
	

	Necessitarianism:
· God was forced to or needed to create.
· Plotinus (neoplatonist): creation was necessarily connected to God as rays are to the sun.

· Spinoza: creation was a necessity of the divine nature.
	· God did not create because He needed to do so for His own self‑fulfilment or for other alleged needs. He did not create because He was lonely and needed fellowship.

· The cause of creation is God’s free choice.

	· What then is the purpose of creation?
	· God does not need love, but if He is love, it is understandable that He would want to love (share His glory and goodness) and to be loved (to be worshipped). [to give and receive love]

	· Why would God create a world He knew would turn against Him and would bring upon itself and others untold human misery and woe?


	Alternatives:
1.
God could have chosen not to create any world at all. [No World]

2.
God could have chosen to make a world without free creatures in it. [Amoral World]

3.
God could have brought about a world where creatures were free but would never sin. [Morally Innocent World]

4.
God could have created a world where all will be saved. [Universally Saved World]

5.
God could have created a world where men are free and do sin. [Morally Fallen World]

	CHAPTER 5  Moral options: the worlds that might have been
Various types of possible worlds are proposed as better moral candidates than the present world we inhabit and these possible worlds are evaluated.

	Alternative 1. No World
	· In order to make a comparison, there must be something that two or more things have in common. There is no common element between nothing and something.

· The theistic theodicy only claims that the present world is the best way to a morally better world.

· No world is not better morally than the present world, since a nonworld has no moral status.

	Alternative 2. Amoral World (a world of robots who cannot do evil)
	· It is not meaningful to say that an animal world is morally better than a human world because an animal world is, in a moral sense, nongood or not‑good (ie. the absence of morals). There is no way to say a world of non‑moral creatures would have been morally better.

	Alternative 3. Morally Innocent World
	a.
It is possible that no such world would ever have materialized. Not everything that is logically possible actually happens.

b.
It may not be possible without tampering with or violating human freedom, to produce a free world where men never choose to sin.

· Love is persuasive but not coercive. Forced love is not really love at all.

· Freedom is an absolute essential to a truly moral universe. Love cannot be programmed. Love is personal and subjective, and no amount of impersonal and objective programming can automatically and inevitably produce a loving response.

c.
The highest goods are dependent on the precondition of evils. Where there is no tribulation, patience cannot be produced. Courage is possible only where fear of evil is a reality.

· If God created a world where evil never occurred, He could not produce the greatest good.

	· Pain and evil make some people better people, but they also make others bitter.
	· It is a greater good to at least have the opportunity to achieve the highest virtues and pleasures even though those virtues are not always attained by everyone. (“maximum possible opportunities for ultimate satisfaction”)

	Alternative 4. Universally Saved World (universalism)
	· Love is not coercive. Love allows the loved to respond freely.

· Sartre’s play “No Exit”: the door of hell is locked on the inside by man’s free choice. [  The play is not about this. It is about hell as being “other people”. The characters actually tried to get out.]

· God will save as many as He can -- all those who desire to do His will freely (Jn 6:37;7:17)

	Alternative 5. Morally Fallen World
	· This world is the one where the greatest number of persons are given the maximal eternal joy and where the freedom of all creatures is respected. [but what about the person in hell described in Lk 16:23‑24,28]

	CHAPTER 6  Explanations for physical evil
Biblical theism is applied to the physical problems of evil.

	Physical Dimension
· Why are there many physical evil in the world that do not appear to be the result of any free choices? eg. floods, earthquakes, hurricanes
	

	Camus’s play “The Plague”:
· Either one must join the doctor and fight the plague God sent for man’s sin, or else he must join the priest and not fight the plague.

· But not to fight the plague is inhumane.

· And to fight the plague is to fight against God who sent it.

· Hence, if humanitarianism is right, then theism is wrong.

· Humanitarianism is right, and it is right to work to alleviate suffering.

· Therefore, theism is wrong.
	a.
Those who suffer through natural disaster are not more wicked (Lk 13:3-4).

b.
The plague is viewed as the curse of sin on the whole fallen world; man brought on himself by his own free choice (Gen 3:14; 5:12; 8:19-20).

c.
To work against unjust suffering is to remove the effects of the Fall, not against God.

d.
Evil is the ultimate cause of physical evils. The problem can only be solved with God’s salvation.

	McCloskey:
· The theist is morally obligated to promote the greatest good.

· But according to theism, the greatest good cannot be achieved if suffering is eliminated.

· Hence, the theist is morally obligated to promote suffering.
	a.
Evils are only permitted but not actively promoted.

b.
The Bible admonishes the promotion of good in the world and the relief of suffering and affliction (Lk 10:30-37).

c.
God does not have to promote or produce the suffering, since it is already present in sufficient quantities to achieve the greater good.

	· Existence of unjustified suffering:

· There are many occurrences of unjustified suffering in the world.

· But even one instance of unjustified suffering shows there is no perfectly just God. It would appear that God has allowed an injustice.

· Therefore, there is no God.
	a.
The question is not whether the suffering people are innocent (admittedly, they may have been personally blameless) but whether their innocent suffering is justifiable.

b.
Not all immediately unjustified suffering will be ultimately justified. The injustices of this life may be justified in the next life.

	· The burden of a theistic theodicy is to show (a) how 100% of the suffering in this world can be justified, (b) how all suffering is connected with free will and is necessary for the opportunity and attainment of the greatest good achievable.

[
The perfect world order and the environment were destroyed as a result of sin and the Flood. Disasters are natural occurrences, and may not be God’s design.]
	Some physical evil comes to us:

1.
directly from our own free choices.


eg. abuse of one’s body such as smoking

2.
indirectly from the exercise of our freedom.


eg. poverty from laziness

3.
directly from the free choices of others.


eg. child abuse

4.
indirectly from the free choices of others.


eg. improper prenatal care

5.
a necessary byproduct of other good activities.


eg. accident in physical exercise, flood caused by rain

6.
the result of the choices of evil spirits.


eg. Job’s sufferings, evil spirits (Mt 17:14‑15)

7.
God-given warnings of greater physical evils.


eg. toothaches, chest pains

8.
used by God as a warning about moral evils; alerting men to danger, thereby promoting the avoidance of moral evil.


C.S. Lewis: “God whispers to us in our pleasures, speaks in our conscience, but shouts in our pairs: it is His megaphone to rouse a deaf world.”

9.
permitted as a condition of greater moral perfection.


eg. patience from tribulation (Ro 8:28; Jas 1:3‑4)

10.
occurs because higher forms live on lower ones


eg. one life form is sacrificed for another life form in order to provide food energy for the survival of the higher form.

	· Why doesn’t God miraculously intervene and prevent all physical evil from occurring?
	1.
Evil men do not really want God to intercept every evil act or thought.


But God is intercepting some evil actions by the influences for good He has placed in the world (such as the Holy Spirit, the Bible, Christians, and the moral law). Only rarely does He need to intercede through miraculous action.

2.
Continual interference would disrupt the regularity of natural law and make life impossible.

3.
It is probable that chaos would result from continued miraculous interventions. The necessary intervention may finally grow in proportions that would effectively remove human freedom and responsibility. Undoubtedly God would be frequently caught in dilemmas. For example, should God prevent Jesus from the cross?

4.
In a world of constant divine intervention of evil actions, all moral learning would cease. There would be no potential for moral progress or achievement.

	
	· All physical evil is either a consequence, a condition, or a concomitant of free choice. Physical evil is not desired by God but is used by Him to maximize the opportunity for attaining the greatest good.

	CHAPTER 7  Concluding remarks about evil
Some concluding remarks are made about the existence of evil and its place in the ultimate plan of God in the universe.

	
	· There is the assured hope that God will destroy and annihilate evil in the future.

· More than just hope, Christianity provides immediate satisfaction and power (in the present life) to deal with the sinful nature of man.

	
	· God is God and man is man. God’s thoughts are higher than our thoughts.

· Evil is a reality but not a “thing”. It is not something created by God; it is the result of losses sustained through wrong choices.

· This world (with evil and suffering) is the best way to the best of all possible worlds.

	APPENDIX 1. What about those who have not heard?

	· What happens to those who have not heard anything about God and the way they might be saved?
	1.
God never intended hell for man. God is holy and loving and wishes that every person would come to repentance (Ex 34:6‑7; Jonah 4:10‑11; 2Pe 3:9).

2.
The very nature of God prevents Him from being unfair (Gen 18:25; Ps 7:11; 9:18; 1Pe 1:17).

3.
Men are not in total spiritual darkness (Ro 1:18‑21; 2:15).

4.
Anyone who wishes to establish a relationship with God will receive the necessary information on which to make a decision (Heb 11:6; Ac 8:30‑31).

5.
The responsibility for a decision concerning salvation is in the hands of each person.

	APPENDIX 2. Objections to theism concerning evil [This chapter is not too convincing.]

	· Eternal punishment should not be given for temporary sins.
	· A lifetime is long enough to make a lifetime decision. The Bible stresses the significance of decisions made in this life (Heb 2:3).

· An omniscient God knows that the lost will never change his mind; otherwise, He would never have let him go there in the first place.

	· It would be better for God to annihilate men rather than to allow them to suffer consciously forever.
	· God is not a dictator who destroys everything that is against Him. Further, man chooses to oppose God. Nietzsche made it clear that he would have chosen conscious suffering apart from God.

	· One could not possibly be happy in heaven knowing that a loved one is suffering in hell.
	· If the happiness of the good were dependent upon the will of the wicked, then those evil forces could “blackmail the universe”.

	· Why would God create men whom He knew would reject Him and go to hell?
	· Love always involves risk (the risk that love will be rejected). God took that risk since it is better to offer good even knowing that some will reject it, than not to offer it at all.

	· How can it be said that evil is defeated if so many people lose and go to hell?
	· The victory is in the form of: (a) good triumphs over evil in the lives of all who have reached heaven, (b) evil is permitted and defeated under various conditions, (c) evil is separated from the rest of the universe.

	· If hell is what some prefer, then hell must be desirable.
	· Hell is not what men want (desire), but it is what they will (decide to do).

	· What if someone changes his mind after he gets to hell?
	· God, in His infinite knowledge, knows that more opportunities would not help. “They will not be convinced even if someone rises from the dead.” (Lk 16:31)


{2} Suffering (2): Responses to suffering

Discussion:

· If God allows Christians to suffer, then He does not love even His children.

33. Why does God allow Christians to suffer? Doesn’t He love His children?

· God as a loving, caring, and omnipotent Father will never want or allow His children to suffer for no reasons. Yet, just like a father, He sometimes permits his children to suffer (Ac 14:22) because of many benefits.

· Ac 14:22 …strengthening the souls of the disciples, encouraging them to continue in the faith, and saying that through many tribulations we must enter the kingdom of God.

A.
Suffering is an unavoidable part of life.

(1)
Suffering is a natural consequence of being human. Christians, like other people, live in the same world and experience similar sufferings.

(2)
Suffering is also a natural consequence of being a Christian (1Pe 2:21). Christians may be persecuted because of their faith (Mt 5:11-12). It is described as a baptism of fire, resulted from the conflict of values between believers and non-believers (Lk 3:16; 2Ti 3:12).

· 1Pe 2:21 For to this you have been called, because Christ also suffered for you, leaving you an example, so that you might follow in his steps.

· Mt 5:11-12 Blessed are you when others revile you and persecute you and utter all kinds of evil against you falsely on my account. Rejoice and be glad, for your reward is great in heaven.

· Lk 3:16 John answered them all, saying, “I baptize you with water, but he who is mightier than I is coming, the strap of whose sandals I am not worthy to untie. He will baptize you with the Holy Spirit and with fire.”

· 2Ti 3:12 Indeed, all who desire to live a godly life in Christ Jesus will be persecuted.

B.
Suffering can have positive effects for the Christian who suffers. It has educational value for spiritual and psychological growth. It is a refining process for deeper faith (1Pe 1:6-7), like gold refined by fire (Rev 3:18).

· C.S. Lewis says, “God whispers to us in our pleasure, speaks in our conscience, but shouts in our pains: it is His megaphone to rouse a deaf world.”

· 1Pe 1:6-7 In this you rejoice, though now for a little while, if necessary, you have been grieved by various trials, so that the tested genuineness of your faith—more precious than gold that perishes though it is tested by fire—may be found to result in praise and glory and honour at the revelation of Jesus Christ.

· Rev 3:18 I counsel you to buy from me gold refined by fire, so that you may be rich.

(1)
Training (rebuke) and purification: (Heb 12:5-6,11; Rev 3:19)

· Force us to leave sin, repent and be holy

· Shock us out of potentially disastrous thinking

· Prove that God still loves

· Heb 12:5-6 My son, do not regard lightly the discipline of the Lord, nor be weary when reproved by him. For the Lord disciplines the one he loves, and chastises every son whom he receives.

· Heb 12:11 For the moment all discipline seems painful rather than pleasant, but later it yields the peaceful fruit of righteousness to those who have been trained by it.

· Rev 3:19 Those whom I love, I reprove and discipline.

(2)
Humility and reliance:

· Keep us from pride; keep us humble (2Co 12:10); keep us in touch with the facts of human frailty; keep us out of illusory contentment

· Force us to break down self-reliance and rely on God

· Force us to obey and receive subsequent blessings (Rom 8:17)

· 2Co 12:10 For the sake of Christ, then, I am content with weaknesses, insults, hardships, persecutions, and calamities. For when I am weak, then I am strong.

· Ro 8:17 if children, then heirs—heirs of God and fellow heirs with Christ, provided we suffer with him in order that we may also be glorified with him.

(3)
Strength and steadfastness:

· Strengthen moral character, such as courage and higher tolerance

· Produce steadfastness and patience (Jas 1:3-4)

· Remind us of Christ’s suffering for us

· Jas 1:3-4 for you know that the testing of your faith produces steadfastness. And let steadfastness have its full effect, that you may be perfect and complete, lacking in nothing.

(4)
Compassion and empathy:

· Help one to learn compassion, sympathy for suffering people, and self-sacrifice in providing help

(5)
Hope:

· Cause us to look beyond this brief life; remind us that the world is not our permanent home and we should not love the world (Heb 11:13-16; 13:14)

· Help us to reconsider the true meaning and value of life, the changeability of the world and the non-changeability of God

· Heb 11:13-16 These all died in faith, not having received the things promised, but having seen them and greeted them from afar, and having acknowledged that they were strangers and exiles on the earth. For people who speak thus make it clear that they are seeking a homeland. If they had been thinking of that land from which they had gone out, they would have had opportunity to return. But as it is, they desire a better country, that is, a heavenly one. Therefore God is not ashamed to be called their God, for he has prepared for them a city.

· Heb 13:14 For here we have no lasting city, but we seek the city that is to come.

C.
Suffering may be beneficial for others.

(1)
Evangelism:

· Suffering leads to conversion; persecution leads to evangelization. For example, martyrs in early church demonstrated their courage in facing death for their faith attracted many non-believers to seek the gospel. That is why the blood of martyrs has been described as the seeds of the gospel.

· [Related to this issue but not about Christian suffering: A non-believing person is forced by suffering (such as terminal illness) to think about meaning of life and may subsequently come to Christ. Some people describe cancer as a Christianizing disease because it provides ample time for the patient to reflect on the meaning of life while waiting for death, at least the threat of death.]

(2)
Witness:

· Our courage in encountering suffering with peace (even joy) can demonstrate our faith to non-believers and attract them to the gospel. It can also encourage other Christians.

(3)
Ability to help:

· One’s suffering will enable one to later comfort others who have similar sufferings (2Co 1:3-5). Those who suffer are more willing to listen to someone who suffered the same fate in the past.

· 2Co 1:3-5 Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, the Father of mercies and God of all comfort, who comforts us in all our affliction, so that we may be able to comfort those who are in any affliction, with the comfort with which we ourselves are comforted by God. For as we share abundantly in Christ's sufferings, so through Christ we share abundantly in comfort too.

(4)
Fellowship:

· The fellowship will be stronger after passing through the same suffering together, including praying, spiritual encouragement, emotional support, practical help.

· Tragedy is often what binds hearts together, forces people to overcome differences and causes individuals to truly appreciate each other.

D.
Sufferings sometimes give God the opportunity to demonstrate His power (Jn 9:1-3; 11:4), thus bringing glory to God and affirming the sovereignty of God.

· Jn 9:1-3 As he passed by, he saw a man blind from birth. And his disciples asked him, “Rabbi, who sinned, this man or his parents, that he was born blind?” Jesus answered, “It was not that this man sinned, or his parents, but that the works of God might be displayed in him.

· Jn 11:4 But when Jesus heard it he said, “This illness does not lead to death. It is for the glory of God, so that the Son of God may be glorified through it.”

e.
Because of the above four reasons, God permits us to suffer. Yet, even during our suffering, God’s love is always with us (Rom 8:38-39); God’s grace is sufficient (2Co 12:9); all things work together for the good (Rom 8:28).

A hymn says: “God hath not promised skies always blue,/ Flower-strewn pathways all our lives through;/ God hath not promised sun without rain,/ Joy without sorrow, peace without pain./ But God hath promised strength for the day,/ Rest for the labour, light for the way;/ Grace for the trials, help from above,/ Unfailing kindness, undying love.”

F.
Do not over-emphasize the benefits: It is important that we should not simply emphasize the benefits of suffering and conclude that all suffering is good. Suffering can also break the spirit, destroy the character, and sap the energy for spiritual growth. Yet, everyone will encounter some sufferings so it is important to learn to face sufferings with a positive attitude.

34. Is suffering a temptation from Satan?

· Suffering could be a temptation from Satan, or it could turn into a temptation.

A.
Three sources of temptation (see temptation of Jesus in Mt 4:1-10):

· Satan the tempter (through subconscious suggestions, 1Th 3:5)

· ourselves (from our own desires, Jas 1:14; 1Ti 6:9)

· the world (perceivable suggestions from our surroundings, 1Jn 2:15-16)

· 1Th 3:5 For this reason, when I could bear it no longer, I sent to learn about your faith, for fear that somehow the tempter had tempted you and our labour would be in vain.

· Jas 1:14 But each person is tempted when he is lured and enticed by his own desire.

· 1Ti 6:9 But those who desire to be rich fall into temptation, into a snare, into many senseless and harmful desires that plunge people into ruin and destruction.

· 1Jn 2:15-16 Do not love the world or the things in the world. If anyone loves the world, the love of the Father is not in him. For all that is in the world—the desires of the flesh and the desires of the eyes and pride in possessions—is not from the Father but is from the world.

B.
God is never the source of temptation (Jas 1:13). He will only permit those temptations that we can bear and He promised to provide a way out (1Co 10:13).

· Jas 1:13 Let no one say when he is tempted, “I am being tempted by God,” for God cannot be tempted with evil, and he himself tempts no one.

· 1Co 10:13 No temptation has overtaken you that is not common to man. God is faithful, and he will not let you be tempted beyond your ability, but with the temptation he will also provide the way of escape, that you may be able to endure it.

C.
Sometimes, the suffering is originally neither a temptation nor a test but suffering can turn into a stumbling block to our spiritual journey (for example, blaming God) and in effect becomes a temptation. That is why Christians need to be cautious when suffering comes.

35. How should we respond to our own suffering?

· Most important attitude: Do not blame God or man but rely on God.

A.
General attitude:

· Avoid the suffering that can be avoided rightly.

· Remedy the suffering that can be remedied rightly.

· Accept and make use of the suffering that, without doing evil, can neither be avoided nor remedied.

B.
Passive actions:

· Must avoid improper reaction: blame men (or self), blame God, feel helpless

· Stop wrong attitudes, such as attitude of “hang on to” something (either something lost or something wished for)

· Dispel feeling of unfairness; forgive those who hurt us

· Clear up own sins (if these are the probable cause of suffering)

C.
Active actions:

· Remember how Christ also suffered (Isa 53:4-5; Heb 2:18; 1Pe 2:21)

· Hymn: “Are you lonely? Really lonely? Jesus was more lonely still.”

· Isa 53:4-5 [Jesus also suffered] Surely he has borne our griefs and carried our sorrows; yet we esteemed him stricken, smitten by God, and afflicted. But he was wounded for our transgressions; he was crushed for our iniquities; upon him was the chastisement that brought us peace, and with his stripes we are healed.

· Heb 2:18 [Jesus also suffered] For because he himself has suffered when tempted, he is able to help those who are being tempted.

· 1Pe 2:21 [We follow Christ’s example of suffering] For to this you have been called, because Christ also suffered for you, leaving you an example, so that you might follow in his steps.

· Think of suffering as following Christ’s suffering (Mt 16:24; Php 3:10, bearing “our” cross)

· Mt 16:24 [We have to bear our cross] Then Jesus told his disciples, “If anyone would come after me, let him deny himself and take up his cross and follow me.”

· Php 3:10 [We share Christ’s suffering] that I may know him and the power of his resurrection, and may share his sufferings, becoming like him in his death.

· Find values in suffering and be joyful (Php 4:4; Rom 12:12)

· Php 4:4 [Always rejoice, even in suffering] Rejoice in the Lord always; again I will say, Rejoice.

· Rom 12:12 [Be patient] Rejoice in hope, be patient in tribulation, be constant in prayer.

D.
Rely on God:

· Remember that God’s love is always with us in sufferings, even though consolation may not be apparent (Ro 8:38-39; Mt 5:4)

· Ro 8:38-39 [God’s love is always with us] For I am sure that neither death nor life, nor angels nor rulers, nor things present nor things to come, nor powers, nor height nor depth, nor anything else in all creation, will be able to separate us from the love of God in Christ Jesus our Lord.

· Mt 5:4 [Suffered person will be comforted] Blessed are those who mourn, for they shall be comforted.

· Hold onto God’s promise: He is our refuge (Ps 46:1), our strength (Ps 28:7), our shepherd (Ps 23:1; Isa 40:11)

· Ps 46:1 [God is our refuge] God is our refuge and strength, a very present help in trouble.

· Ps 28:7 [God is our strength] The Lord is my strength and my shield; in him my heart trusts, and I am helped; my heart exults, and with my song I give thanks to him.

· Ps 23:1 [God is our shepherd] The Lord is my shepherd; I shall not want.

· Isa 40:11 [God is our shepherd] He will tend his flock like a shepherd; he will gather the lambs in his arms; he will carry them in his bosom, and gently lead those that are with young.

· Be assured that God’s grace is sufficient (2Co 12:9) and all things work together for the good (Ro 8:28)

· 2Co 12:9 [God’s grace is sufficient] But he said to me, “My grace is sufficient for you, for my power is made perfect in weakness.”

· Ro 8:28 [Everything will turn out good] And we know that for those who love God all things work together for good, for those who are called according to his purpose.

· Abandon self (self-denial, Gal 2:19-20) to the will of God (letting-go, not hanging-on, Job 1:21)

· Gal 2:19-20 [God lives in me] For through the law I died to the law, so that I might live to God. I have been crucified with Christ. It is no longer I who live, but Christ who lives in me. And the life I now live in the flesh I live by faith in the Son of God, who loved me and gave himself for me.

· Job 1:21 [Obey God’s will] And he said, “Naked I came from my mother's womb, and naked shall I return. The Lord gave, and the Lord has taken away; blessed be the name of the Lord.”

· Think about the glorious future that God prepared for us (2Co 4:16-5:3; Ro 8:18; Rev 21:4).

· Teresa of Avila says: “The most miserable earthly life, seen from the perspective of heaven, looks like one night in an inconvenient hotel.”

· A hymn says: “God hath not promised skies always blue,/ Flower-strewn pathways all our lives through;/ God hath not promised sun without rain,/ Joy without sorrow, peace without pain./ But God hath promised strength for the day,/ Rest for the labour, light for the way;/ Grace for the trials, help from above,/ Unfailing kindness, undying love.”

· 2Co 4:16-5:3 [Focus on eternity] So we do not lose heart. Though our outer self is wasting away, our inner self is being renewed day by day. For this light momentary affliction is preparing for us an eternal weight of glory beyond all comparison, as we look not to the things that are seen but to the things that are unseen. For the things that are seen are transient, but the things that are unseen are eternal. For we know that if the tent that is our earthly home is destroyed, we have a building from God, a house not made with hands, eternal in the heavens. For in this tent we groan, longing to put on our heavenly dwelling, if indeed by putting it on we may not be found naked.

· Ro 8:18 [Hope for future glory] For I consider that the sufferings of this present time are not worth comparing with the glory that is to be revealed to us.

· Rev 21:4 [No more suffering in eternal life] He will wipe away every tear from their eyes, and death shall be no more, neither shall there be mourning, nor crying, nor pain anymore, for the former things have passed away.

36. How do we help those who suffer?

· We need to share the suffering with those who suffer and encourage them to rely on God. All actions depend on individual situations. Ask for God’s guidance and use your wisdom to select the appropriate actions.

A.
Be available: visit the suffering person, only if it is agreeable as some suffering persons prefer not to see visitors. If so, do not insist.

B.
Share the suffering: remain with the person and stay quiet. In most cases, no words are needed. (Job 2:12-13)

· Job 2:12-13 And when they saw him from a distance, they did not recognize him. And they raised their voices and wept, and they tore their robes and sprinkled dust on their heads toward heaven. And they sat with him on the ground seven days and seven nights, and no one spoke a word to him, for they saw that his suffering was very great.

C.
Be sensitive: do not ask questions, definitely no questions about the causes and details of suffering. If the person shares about the suffering, listen patiently and attentively but do not ask questions. (Job 16:1-4)

· Job 16:1-4 Then Job answered and said: “I have heard many such things; miserable comforters are you all. Shall windy words have an end? Or what provokes you that you answer? I also could speak as you do, if you were in my place; I could join words together against you and shake my head at you.

D.
Offer support: where appropriate, offer verbal support (encouragement: you are in our prayers, suffering will eventually end) and offer practical help (share the required work such as chores and transportation).

E.
Read the Bible: when appropriate, ask for permission to read the Bible together.

F.
Offer to pray together: ask God for strength (to overcome the suffering) and for deliverance.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.33: SUMMARY to Christian suffering

· The problem of evil is the most difficult question for Christianity to answer. Every Christian should study and understand it.

· To deal with this problem, God gives Christians the assured hope (based on God’s promise in the Bible) that God will destroy and annihilate evil in the future. More than just hope in the future, God gives Christians the strength and power in the present life to overcome all the negative feelings linked with sufferings.

· There are excellent logical responses to various questions surrounding this problem (Q.3 to 9). However, all good logical, apologetical, theological, or Biblical explanations are useless when facing the reality of pain and suffering. When one is in the midst of suffering, none of the rational answers make sense. So rational explanations should be understood before sufferings come.

· When someone is in sufferings, Christians should give direct support in person (Q.12) and moral support through reliance on God (no.5 in Q.11).

· We have to admit that one or two questions (innocent suffering, Christian suffering) may have no fully satisfactory answers.

· We have to trust God’s heart. Remember how God has loved us and blessed us in the past, so be assured that God will surely lead us pass the present difficulty. (2Co 1:10)

· We will understand the real reason behind all our sufferings when we see God. (1Co 13:12)

· It is certain that all God’s actions are just and that all questions will be satisfactorily answered in the end even if we cannot imagine so right now.

· Are you lonely? (Hymns of Life no.338, Anonymous Author)

1.        Are you lonely? Really lonely? Jesus was more lonely still,

            Came as man to earth from heaven, Bore disgrace and treatment ill.

            He was lonely in the city, More alone on Calv’ry’s hill.

            Not one soul with Him to suffer, O what grief His heart did fill.

2.        Are you weary? Really weary? Jesus was more worn than you.

            As He bore the cross to Calv’ry, Cruel torture He endured.

            Weary, sleepless in the garden, Bending ‘neath sin’s crushing load,

            As He kneeled and prayed in anguish, Sweat did fall like drops of blood.

3.        Are you needy? Really needy? Jesus poorer was than you.

            Nests for birds and holes for foxes, Only He ran to and fro.

            Place to place He walked a lifetime, Preaching truth to heedless men;

            As a babe born in a stable, Buried in a stranger’s tomb.

4.        Are you burdened? Really burdened? Jesus’ load was greater yet.

            He can carry all our sorrows, Comfort us when griefs beset.

            He Himself bore heavy burdens, Wore a thorn crown, suffered pain.

            On the cross He hanged in anguish, Died that we might heaven gain.

· Sonnet: Death, Be Not Proud! by John Donne (1572-1631)

DEATH, be not proud, though some have called thee
Mighty and dreadful, for thou art not so:
For those whom thou think’st thou dost overthrow
Die not, poor Death; nor yet canst thou kill me.
From Rest and Sleep, which but thy pictures be,
Much pleasure, then from thee much more must flow;
And soonest our best men with thee do go—
Rest of their bones and souls’ delivery!
Thou art slave to Fate, Chance, kings, and desperate men,
And dost with poison, war, and sickness dwell,
And poppy or charms can make us sleep as well,
And better than thy stroke. Why swell’st thou then?
One short sleep past, we wake eternally,

And Death shall be no more: Death, thou shalt die!

Supplement to Q.36: Joy vs. happiness

· Joy (true happiness) can exist even in the midst of suffering:

· The “shallow” meaning of happiness (our modern meaning) is a subjective state, and is a present, temporary phenomenon, and is largely a matter of chance or fortune, and its source is external.

· The “deeper” (the older meaning) meaning of happiness is an objective state (be happy without feeling happy such as Job and happiness described in Mt 5), and is a permanent state, and is under our control, our choice, and its source is internal. This requires wisdom and virtue.

{3} Christ (1): Historical Jesus

Discussion:

· Jesus may only be a legend; not a real person in history. The record in the Bible is not accurate.

· Jesus is just a man. Jesus is not God. His claim is false.

· Virginal birth is a hoax because it is not scientific.

37. Was Jesus an authentic person in history?

a.
Historicity: 

· Jesus was a man in history, not a myth. Before the 18th century, there was no serious challenge to the fact that Jesus was a real person in history, not even from anti-Christian non-believers. The doubt about the historicity of Jesus was only raised in the past 3 centuries.

· F.F. Bruce says: “The historicity of Christ is as axiomatic for an unbiased historian as the historicity of Julius Caesar. It is not historians who propagate the ‘Christ-myth’ theories.”

b.
Documentary support for the authenticity of Jesus:

(1)
New Testament:

· The historical authority of the NT is so complete that to deny its historicity is equivalent to denying the whole history and literature of the classical world.

· The state of the NT manuscripts is very good, compared with any other ancient documents. Moreover, different books are also mutually reinforcing and consistent.

· The NT records of Jesus are personal witnesses of the authors. These records were already circulated before the death of the people who knew Jesus (including friends and foes). If there are any exaggerations, inaccuracies, or falsifications, they would have been disputed by the people at that time.

(2)
Records from the Church Fathers, including followers of the apostles:

· including Polycarp, Eusebius, Irenaeus, Ignatius, Justin, Origen.

(3)
Non-Biblical sources:

· Josephus, a 1st century Jewish historian: “Now there was about this time Jesus, a wise man.” Also in numerous other non-Biblical sources, including Tacitus (AD112), Suetonius (AD120), and Pliny the Younger (AD112). Overall, at least 17 non-Christian writings record more than 50 details concerning the life, teachings, death, and resurrection of Jesus.

C.
Incomparable influence of Jesus in human history:

· It is incredible and impossible to imagine that a non-historic mythical figure (that is, lies) can influence the world so much.

· The early Christians changed the course of history, laying the foundation of history in the last two millennia.

· The impact was so great that an entire civilization renumbered its calendar in His honour. The numbering system (BC and AD) is now used in the whole world.

· Christianity has inspired art, literature, and music throughout human history, even today.

D.
Explanation of NT as legends unsupportable:

(1)
Legends were usually spread by those far removed historically from the events. 

· The first books in the NT (possibly First Thessalonians written about AD51) were written less than 30 years after Jesus’ death. Many of Jesus’ contemporaries were still alive. If the written works about Jesus were incorrect, there would be much refutations.
· Early NT books already contains the complete confession of Christian faith (1Co 15:3-8). First Corinthians was written around AD55.

· The very people closest to the events of Jesus’ life — Peter, John, James, Thomas and others — were prominent leaders in the early church. They personally experienced what was written.

(2)
Some claim that those involved in the events spread lies. But this is impossible because:

· Liars always lie for selfish reasons. Yet the consequence of proclaiming the gospel was misunderstanding, rejection, persecution, imprisonment, torture, and martyrdom.

· The disciples described the events with such breathless enthusiasm.

· It is mind-boggling to estimate the large number of people who would have had to coordinate their stories without contradictions.

(3)
Some claim that the disciplies hallucinate in a collective insanity. But this would occur to only one person for a short time. There could not be mass hallucination for so long.

(4)
Symbolic stories never claiming to record actual events, as symbolic stories were only invented to illustrate spiritual truths. But the the writers of NT books clearly intended to communicate real historical events which were open to investigation by their readers. 

38. How do we prove that Jesus is God?

a.
The disciples witnessed that Jesus is God:

· Paul (Php 2:9-11; Titus 2:13)

· John the Baptist (Lk 3:22)

· Peter (Mt 16:15-17; Ac 2:36)

· Thomas (Jn 20:28)

b.
The miracles of Jesus were not denied (Mk 2:11-12; Lk 8:49-56; 9:37-43). There were numerous witnesses and some of them did not believe in miracles before they occurred.

· Mk 2:11-12 "I tell you, get up, take your mat and go home." He got up, took his mat and walked out in full view of them all. This amazed everyone and they praised God, saying, "We have never seen anything like this!"

· Lk 8:49-56 While Jesus was still speaking, someone came from the house of Jairus, the synagogue ruler. "Your daughter is dead," he said. "Don't bother the teacher any more." Hearing this, Jesus said to Jairus, "Don't be afraid; just believe, and she will be healed." When he arrived at the house of Jairus, he did not let anyone go in with him except Peter, John and James, and the child's father and mother. Meanwhile, all the people were wailing and mourning for her. "Stop wailing," Jesus said. "She is not dead but asleep." They laughed at him, knowing that she was dead. But he took her by the hand and said, "My child, get up!" Her spirit returned, and at once she stood up. Then Jesus told them to give her something to eat. Her parents were astonished, but he ordered them not to tell anyone what had happened.

c.
OT prophecies concerning Jesus were fulfilled.

· There are 456 separate OT passages referring to the Messiah and the messianic times. There were direct, personal messianic predictions in 574 OT verses. Some of them of course refer to the end times which are not yet fulfilled.

· However, 109 OT predictions literally fulfilled at Christ’s first coming. The odds of one man fulfilling every one of these predictions by chance or by human manipulation is 1 chance in billions, practically impossible.

· Jesus said clearly that the OT prophecies are fulfilled by Him (Lk 16:31; 24:25-27,44-48; Jn 5:39). The early church also emphasized the same point (Ac 2:22-32; 13:26-31; Ro 15:2-4; 1Co 15:1-8).

(1)
Lineage: (verses after “>>” indicate fulfilment)

· woman’s offspring (Gen 3:15>>Gal 4:4)

· descendant of Abraham (Gen 12:2-3>>Mt 1:1), Isaac (Gen 17:19>>Mt 1:2), Jacob (Gen 28:14; Nu 24:17>>Mt 1:2), Judah (Gen 49:10>>Lk 3:33), David (2Sa 7:12-16>>Lk 1:32-33)

(2)
Birth:

· born in Bethlehem (Mic 5:2>>Lk 2:4-7)

· born of a virgin (Isa 7:14>>Lk 1:26-27,30-31)

· timing for Jesus’ birth (Dan 9:25-26>>Lk 2:1-2)

· slaughter of the innocents (Jer 31:15>>Mt 2:16-18)

· flight to Egypt (Hos 11:1>>Mt 2:14-15)

(3)
Life:

· preceded by a forerunner, John the Baptist (Mal 3:1; Isa 40:3>>Lk 7:24,27)

· declared the Son of God (Ps 2:7>>Mt 3:16-17)

· worked in Galilee (Is 9:1-2>>Mt 4:13-17)

· as a prophet (Dt 18:15,18>>Ac 3:20,22)

· as a priest (Zec 6:13; Ps 110:4>>Heb 5:5-6)

· as cornerstone and foundation (Isa 28:14-18>>1Pe 2:6; Eph 2:20; 1Co 3:11))

· healed the sick (Isa 35:5-6>>Mt 11:5)

· came to heal the brokenhearted (Isa 61:1-2>>Lk 4:18-19)

· rejected by His own, the Jews (Isa 53:3>>Jn 1:11)

· triumphant entry (Zec 9:9>>Mk 11:7,9,11)

(4)
Death:

· betrayed by a friend (Ps 41:9>>Lk 22:47-48)

· sold for thirty pieces of silver (Zec 11:12-13>>Mt 26:15; 27:5-7)

· accused by false witness (Ps 35:11>>Mk 14:57-58)

· silent to accusations (Isa 53:7>>Mk 15:4-5)

· spat upon and smitten (Isa 50:6>>Mt 26:67)

· hated without reason (Ps 35:19>>Jn 15:24-25)

· vicarious sacrifice (Isa 53:5>>Ro 5:6,8)

· crucified with transgressors (Isa 53:12>>Mk 15:27-28)

· hands pierced (Zec 12:10>>Jn 20:27)

· scorned and mocked (Ps 22:7-8>>Lk 23:35)

· forsaken by God on the cross (Ps 22:1>>Mt 27:46)

· prayer for His enemies (Ps 109:4>>Lk 23:34)

· given vinegar and gall (Ps 69:21>>Mt 27:34)

· soldiers gambled for His coat (Ps 22:18>>Mt 27:35)

· no bones broken (Ps 34:20>>Jn 19:32-33,36)

· side pierced (Zec 12:10>>Jn 19:34)

· buried with the rich (Isa 53:9>>Mt 27:57-60)

(5)
Resurrection (Ps 16:10; 49:15>>Mk 16:6-7; Ac 2:25-31; 13:34-37)

(6)
Ascension to God’s right hand (Ps 68:18>>Mk 16:19; Ac 7:55)

(7)
To be fulfilled in the future: [1] will come back in glory (Ps 24; 72; Dan 7:13-14), [2] as a king (Ps 2; 110; Nu 24:17; Isa 9:6-7; Jer 23:5-6; Zec 9:9)

d.
The fact of the resurrection of Jesus is difficult to refute.

e.
Self proclamation of Jesus that He is God (John Stott considers this the most significant proof in his book Basic Christianity):

· Thomas Schultz says: “Not one recognized religious leader, not Moses, Paul, Buddha, Mohammed, Confucius, etc., has ever claimed to be God; that is, with the exception of Jesus Christ. Christ is the only religious leader who has ever claimed to be deity and the only individual ever who has convinced a great portion of the world that He is God.”

· He called Himself the “Son of God” (same substance as God) (Jn 10:30-33; 5:17-18; 3:35; 14:1; Mt 5:20-28; Mk 2:10; 13:31).

· He changed people’s names—something Jews believed only God could do (a name was bound up with one’s destiny and true identity). (Jn 1:42)

· He claimed to be sinless (Jn 8:46).

· He forgave all sins (Mt 9:2; Mk 2:5-12; Lk 24:45-47).

· He claimed to save us from sin and death (Jn 11:25).

· He performed many miracles. He raised the dead (Jn 11).

· He accepted the title “my Lord and my God” and accepted worship (Jn 20:28).

· He uttered the divine name “I am” in His own name (Jn 8:58).

· He promised to send the Holy Spirit (Jn 14:25-26; 16:7-15).

· He claimed to give eternal life (Jn 3:16; 5:39-40).

· He claimed the authority to change the Mosaic Law (Mt 5:21-48; 19:3-9; Mk 10:2-12).

· He foretold the future (Mt 24; Lk 24:1-7; Jn 6:64).

· He caled Himself “your Lord and Teacher” (Jn 13:14).

· He said He will come at the end of time to judge the world (Mt 25:31-33).

· He said we will be judged by how we have treated Him (Mt 25:31-46).

f.
The two alternatives for the claim by Jesus that He is God:

· Jesus Claims to be God (two alternatives):

(1)
If His Claims were FALSE, then there are two possibilities:

(a)
He KNEW His claims were FALSE, then He made a deliberate misrepresentation, therefore He was a LIAR.

· BUT: A liar is a bad man but Jesus was universally recognized as a good man. If He was a liar, why would He sacrifice His life? Therefore, this alternative is impossible.

(b)
He DID NOT KNOW His claims were FALSE, then He was sincerely deluded, therefore He was a LUNATIC.

· BUT: A lunatic possesses certain psychological profiles but the wisdom, love, and creativity of Jesus reflect that He could not be a lunatic. If He was a lunatic, how would He teach and live like He was? Therefore, this alternative is impossible.

(2)
His claims were TRUE: that He is GOD.

· Moral argument: How could Christ be good without being true? How could Christianity be so morally right if it is intellectually wrong? How could a lie made people better people than any truth has ever made them?

g.
The divinity of Jesus cannot be a myth.

· Were the supernatural events in the NT written as a myth, to be read only symbolically?

(1)
The texts were eyewitness descriptions.

(2)
The texts were explicitly claimed to be literal eyewitness descriptions (Jn 19:35; 2Pe 1:16; 1Jn 1:1).

(3)
No mythical symbol has ever so revolutionized the world and billions of lives.

(4)
It is arrogant to claim that all Christians (now and in the past) misread myth for history, and that the texts are now understood for the first time in history.

(5)
How can a lie be the basis for good life?

· If Jesus is a myth invented by later generations, then there must have been at least two or three generations between the original eyewitnesses of the historical Jesus and the universal belief in the divinized Jesus; otherwise, it would have been refuted by eyewitnesses of the real Jesus.

· But Jesus’ divinity was already a universal Christian doctrine in the first century. Other religious founders, like Buddha and Muhammad, were indeed “divinized” by later myths, and at least two or three generations were passed before those myths were believed.

h.
The divinity of Jesus was accepted by the brightest minds in history including Augustine, Anselm, Aquinas, Dante, Kepler, Luther, Calvin, da Vinci, Pascal, Copernicus, Newton, Kierkegaard, Dostoyevsky.

SUPPLEMENT

Supplement to Q.27: Recent challenge from radical scholars: the Jesus Seminar:

· Over the past few years, one of the most radical quests for the historical Jesus has been the so-called “Jesus Seminar”. The Seminar is a consortium of liberal New Testament scholars, directed by Robert Funk of California. From its beginning, the group has sought to gain publicity in their campaign of anti-supernatural theology, including TV summit, articles, press interviews, and even movies.

· More than 70 scholars met twice a year to make pronouncements on the authenticity of the words and deeds of Jesus. The Jesus Seminar votes on the accuracy of Jesus’ sayings by using coloured beads (red, pink, grey, and black). According to the seminar participants, only 2% of those recorded in the Bible can absolutely be considered as Jesus’ actual words.

· Similar challenges on virginal birth and miracles recorded in the Bible came from an anti-supernatural bias.

· Despite their intention and success for drawing wide publicity, nothing is essentially new in the Jesus Seminar’s radical conclusions which we have seen in the past. This is just another example of unsubstantiated negative Bible criticism with an unsubstantiated anti-supernatural bias. Their work contradicts the overwhelming evidence for the historicity in the New Testament and other witnesses. This is a classic example of the danger of believing that the Bible only “contains” (instead of “is”) the Word of God.

Supplement to Q.38: The prophecy of Isaiah that even Jews find it difficult to refute (Leventhal in Geisler and Hoffman’s book)

· The 4 “Servant Songs” of Isaiah:

[1]
The call of the Servant (Isa 42:1-9); 

[2]
The commission of the Servant (Isa 49:1-3); 

[3]
The commitment of the Servant (Isa 50:4-11); 

[4]
The career of the Servant (Isa 52:13-53:12)

· Specific prophecies:

[1]
He is elected by the Lord, anointed by the Spirit, and promised success in His endeavour (42:1,4)

[2]
Justice is a prime concern of his ministry (42:1,4)

[3]
His ministry has an international scope (42:1,6)

[4]
God predestined Him to His calling (49:1)

[5]
He is a gifted teacher (49:2)

[6]
He experiences discouragement in His ministry (49:4)

[7]
His ministry extends to the Gentiles (49:6)

[8]
The Servant encounters strong opposition and resistance to His teaching, even of a physically violent nature (49:5-6)

[9]
He is determined to finish what God called Him to do (49:7)

[10]
The Servant has humble origins with little outward prospects for success (53:1-2)

[11]
He experiences suffering and affliction (53:3)

[12]
The servant accepts vicarious and substitutionary suffering on behalf of His people (43:4-6,12)

[13]
He is put to death after being condemned (53:7-9)

[14]
Incredibly, He comes back to life and is exalted above all rulers (53:11-12; 52:15)

Supplement to Q.38: Christ’s claim to divinity (Kreeft & Torcelli)

· early creedal formula “ Jesus is Lord” (1Co 12:3, Php 2:11)

· title “Son of God” (Mt 11:27, Mk 12:6, 13:32, 14:61-62, Lk 10:22, 22:70, Jn 10:30, 14:9)

· called “God” (Tit 2:13, 1Jn 5:20, Ro 9:5, Jn 1:1)

· absolutely, universally supreme (Col 1:15-20)

· eternally preexistent (Jn 1:1, Php 2:6, Heb 13:8, Rev 22:13)

· omnipresent (Mt 18:20, 28:20)

· omnipotent (Mt 28:18, Heb 1:3, Rev 1:8)

· immutable (Heb 1:11-12, 13:8)

· creates (Col 1:16-17, Jn 1:3, 1Co 8:6, Heb 1:10)

· sinless, perfect (Heb 7:26, Jn 8:46, 2Co 5:21)

· has authority to forgive sins (Mk 2:5-12, Lk 24:45-47, Ac 10:43, 1Jn 1:5-9)

· rightly worshipped (Mt 2:11, 14:33, 28:9, Jn 20:28, Heb 1:5-9)

· speaks the unique, forbidden divine name: Jn 8:58

· called “King of Kings and Lord of Lords” (1Ti 6:15, Rev 17:14)

· one with the Father (Jn 10:30, 12:45, 14:8-10)

· performs miracles (Jn 10:37-38, and many instances in the Gospels)

· sends the Holy Spirit (Jn 14:25-26, 16:7-15)

· the Father testifies to Him (Mt 3:17, 17:5, Jn 8:18, 1Jn 5:9)

· gives eternal life (Jn 3:16, 5:39-40, 20:30-31)

· foreknows the future (Mk 8:31, Lk 9:21-22, 12:49-53, 22:35-37, 24:1-7, Jn 3:11-14, 6:63-64, 13:1-11, 14:27-29, 18:1-4, 19:26-30)

· is Lord over the Law (Lk 6:1-5)

{4} Christ (2): Resurrection of Jesus

Discussion:

· Jesus’ resurrection is just a story. It never happened.

· Resurrection is not scientific. Maybe Jesus did not really die on the cross.

· Christians don’t need to believe in the resurrection to be a Christian.

· There are many possible explanations to the “apparent” resurrection.

39. How much is Christianity depended on Jesus’ bodily resurrection?

a.
This is the cornerstone of Christianity. If it is removed, all Christian belief will crumble into ruin (1Co 15:14). It is the major message of the early Christians (see Ac 2:14-36; 3:14-15; 4:10).

· Christianity is the only religion grounded in the fact of resurrection, unlike other religions which are grounded in just philosophical propositions or personalities.

b.
It shows that Jesus is God. Jesus claimed many times that He would be raised from the dead (e.g. Mt 16:21; 17:22-23; 20:18-19).

c.
It confirms our hope of bodily resurrection.

d.
It demonstrates the acceptance of the redemption by God and declares victory over sin and death (penalty of sin paid, second death conquered, 1Co 15:55-57).

40. Was Jesus’ resurrection genuine?

a.
Jesus’ resurrection is genuine and can be proved “by many infallible proofs” (Ac 1:3, Greek word for proofs means demonstrable proofs).

b.
Disappearance of Jesus’ body:

(1)
The tomb was guarded by Roman soldiers and sealed by the king (Mt 27:64-66) to stop the disciples from stealing the body.

(2)
Jews bribed the guards afterwards to cover up the fact (Mt 28:11-15).

c.
Graveclothes in order: the graveclothes and the napkin not disturbed, body appeared to pass through the graveclothes (Jn 20:5-7); that is why the angel said: “Come, see the place where He lay.”(Mt 28:6)

d.
Appearance of Jesus: Jesus appeared for at least 10 times after resurrection to different disciples.

· It is difficult to imagine that someone inventing this story would choose to have women discover the tomb.

e.
Change in the disciples:

(1)
The disciples fled after Jesus was arrested.

(2)
They were afraid, totally lost, utterly dejected (Jn 20:19).

(3)
Yet, a few days later, all the disciples were suddenly changed; they defended their faith even unto death (martyrs) and caused great change in the world.

(4)
Hypocrites do not become martyrs. They must have strong belief in the resurrection.

F.
Conversion of the skeptics:

· James, the brother of Jesus, became a leader in the Jerusalem Church. Paul, the persecutor of Christians, became a missionary.

G.
Changes to key social structures of Judaism: 

· The Jewish people believed that these age-old and theologically-backed institutions were entrusted to them by God. Abandoning these institutions would be to risk their souls being condemned to hell after death. Yet they did make the changes.

· Changes include: [1] no more animal sacrifice, [2] no longer separated from the uncircumcised Gentiles, [3] no longer scrupulously kept the Sabbath, instead worshipping God on Sunday, [4] believed in a Triune God, [5] no longer believed the Messiah is a political and military deliverer.

· Communion and baptism became the two ordinances that celebrate the Messiah’s death. Only when resurrection occurred would they celebrate His death.

H.
History:

(1)
Josephus, a non-Christian Jewish historian, wrote “he (Jesus) appeared to them alive on the third day”. He was writing for the Romans and would not have included it if he thought it was groundless.

(2)
Silence of the Jews: They did not contradict the claim of resurrection although they physically attacked the disciples. The Jewish leaders would have produced the body for all to see if they began hearing stories of Jesus’ resurrection.

I.
Emergence of the church: The main message of the early church was the resurrection. It triumped over competing ideologies.

J.
The existing facts even convinced the truthful non-believing investigators such as Frank Morison who wrote the book Who moved the stone?

41. Can the theories opposing resurrection be refuted?

	1
	Jesus died but didn’t rise
	--- the apostles were deceived
	( Hallucination

	2
	
	--- the apostles made a myth
	( Myth

	3
	
	--- the apostles were deceivers
	( Conspiracy

	4
	
	--- the apostles were mistaken
	( Wrong Tomb

	5
	Jesus didn’t die
	
	( Swoon

	6
	Jesus died & Jesus rose
	
	( Christianity


a.
Hallucination Theory: Those who saw Jesus after He died had hallucinations.

(1)
Only particular kinds of people have hallucinations, especially those with hopeful expectancy. But there was a variety in mood of the people (including the doubting Thomas).

(2)
Hallucinations are linked in one’s subconscious and past experiences. They are very individualistic and extremely subjective. But the appearances were seen by many people, at different locations, and at different times.

(3)
The appearances could not have been erroneous perceptions because of accurate descriptions of events and actual touch of Jesus.

b.
Myth Theory: The disciples created a myth, not meaning it literally.

(1)
Myths are normally developed a long period after the actual events but the belief of resurrection existed soon after Jesus died.

(2)
The disciples would not have sacrificed themselves for a myth.

(3)
The Bible clearly rejects the mythical interpretation (2Pe 1:16).

c.
Conspiracy Theory: Jesus’ dead body was stolen and hidden.

(1)
Stolen by disciples not possible:

(a)
Depression and cowardice of the disciples after crucifixion would not allow them to carry out such act.

(b)
It was extremely difficult to break the seal, move the stone, and avoid the Roman guards.

(c)
The graveclothes were left behind.

(d)
The disciples were not apprehended and questioned.

(e)
The disciples would not have believed the resurrection and experienced such great changes. They would not die for a lie.

(2)
Stolen by Jews or Romans not possible:

(a)
They would not want unnecessary agitation to arise.

(b)
They would have shown the body when the disciples preached resurrection or at least came out and refuted the claim.

d.
Wrong Tomb Theory: The women, the disciples and everyone else went to the wrong tomb.

(1)
The women and the disciples all went to the same tomb.

(2)
The presence of the angels and the graveclothes prove that the tomb was the correct one.

(3)
The Jews would have shown the correct grave and the body.

e.
Swoon Theory: Jesus never actually died on the cross, but only swooned. He was revived by the cool air of the tomb, arose and departed.

(1)
Jesus did die according to the judgment of the soldiers, Joseph and Nicodemus (Mk 15:44-45).

(2)
blood and water (Jn 19:34) -- death not due to physical exhaustion or pains of crucifixion but to agony of mind producing rupture of the heart (unusual phenomenon, causes not known at that time)

(3)
Jesus was hanged on the cross, then taken down into a tomb, without food or water for over 30 hours. It would not be possible for Jesus to wiggle out of the graveclothes and leave without disarranging them.

(4)
After such turmoil, Jesus would not have the strength to move the heavy stone, avoid the Roman soldiers, escape, and never get caught.

f.
Bodily Resurrection: The only valid alternative that agree with all the facts is that the bodily resurrection of Jesus was real.

SUPPLEMENT

Q.41: Consideration of alternate theories (Kreeft and Torcelli)

Former Chief Justice of England Lord Darling: “There exists such overwhelming evidence, positive and negative, factual and circumstantial, that no intelligent jury in the world could fail to bring in a verdict that the resurrection story is true.”


(1)
Frank Morison: “Who moved the stone?” (1930)


(2)
Gilbert West: “Observations on the history and evidences of the resurrection of Jesus Christ” (1747), quoting Ecclesiasticus 11:7: “Blame not before thou hast examined the truth.”

Swoon Theory (9 arguments)

Conspiracy Theory (7 arguments)

Hallucination Theory (14 arguments)

Myth Theory (6 arguments)

{5} Salvation: Changed lives

Discussion:

· How can a Christian answer the following statements:

· Salvation cannot be proved.

· There is no evidence for Christian rebirth.

· Spiritual rebirth is only psychological, not real.

· Everything is finished at death. There is no after-life.

· Religion is the opium of the people. It is just for the weak. Salvation is only a crutch.

· Salvation is only for people who do not use their reasoning. It is not rational.

· Those who did not hear the gospel and those who tried their hardest to do good will be saved.

42. How can we be sure about the reality of salvation?

· Christians are seen as people who need something to enable them to cope with the problems of life, just like alcohol and drugs.

· We all do need a crutch to help us to get by in this world, a desire for something to sustain us. It is true that there are definite psychological needs (such as fear of danger, disease and death) that might prompt us to invent God so that we would feel secure.

a.
Salvation can only be known after we accept it by faith. We have to rely on the witnesses of the Bible and Christians.

b.
Based on the Bible, salvation is real and certain:

(1)
1Jn 5:12-13 Salvation is clearly declared.

(2)
2Ti 2:11-13 Paul uses the definitive word “will” 3 times to emphasize the reality of salvation (also Ro 10:9).

(3)
Eph 1:13-14 God puts the Holy Spirit in a believer’s heart as a seal and a deposit to guarantee Christians that we will receive our inheritance. This inheritance includes eternal life and future glory in God’s eternal kingdom.

43. Is rebirth real or imaginary?

a.
Jesus affirmed the fact of rebirth (Jn 3:3,5).

b.
Rebirth is real and objective, based on the following points:

(1)
Some argue that rebirth is a temporary emotional phenomenon resulting from psychological stimulation and/or social pressure (e.g. in gospel meetings). But there are innumerable believers who accept Christ in different situations and possess enduring faith all their life.

(2)
Some argue that rebirth is resulted from the adolescent feeling of insecurity. But Christians come from all walks of life, including many famous thinkers. Many Christians were formerly staunch opponents of Christianity, such as apostle Paul and C.S. Lewis.

(3)
Some argue that rebirth is imaginary. But it is impossible to have an imaginary experience occurring in different parts of the world all through history and with high degree of similarity.

c.
The best proof is the experience of the changed life of a born-again Christian, often very different from the old life. Changes include renewed strength, courage, love, higher morality, and inexplicable joy and peace. It can be felt by the reborn person and by others (2Co 5:17). There are numerous such witnesses in books and from people in churches.

· The Bible promises that following Christ will bring personal peace, brotherly love, true fulfillment and victory over evil.

· The Bible teaches that when persons become Christians, they begin a refining process toward becoming a perfect reflection of Jesus’ holiness, compassion and wisdom. But the process lasts an entire lifetime, and throughout the process the Christian is always allowed the choice of whether to take the next step.

· The Christians we encounter every day are at different points in this refinement process.

· We must judge by whether a specific Christian is a better person with Christ than that person would have been without Him.

44. How can a Christian be sure about his own rebirth?

a.
Based objectively on God’s promise (1Jn 1:9):

(1)
Rebirth is preceded by repentance and faith.

· A change of heart: Greek word for “repentance” includes “change of heart and thinking”, that is, the change from human thinking to God’s thinking.

· A change in action: Hebrew word for “repentance” includes “turning back” or “coming back”, that is, the change from one’s own way to God’s way.

(2)
Assurance of salvation: No man can snatch salvation from a believer (Jude 1:24; 1Co 1:8-9; Jn 10:28-29; 17:11-12).

b.
Based subjectively on the indwelling of the Holy Spirit who acts as a guarantee (Eph 1:13-14):

The Holy Spirit helps the believer in:

(1) having a new attitude toward the Lord (1Co 12:3)

(2) being more conscious and sensitive of sin (Jn 16:8)

(3) understanding truth (Jn 16:13)

(4) being comforted (because of “interceding for the believers”, Ro 8:26)

(5) receiving power and gifts to witness and to serve (1Co 12:11)

(6) possessing fruit (singular) of the Spirit (Gal 5:22-23)

45. How can we be sure that there is life after death?

a.
Arguments from Authority:

(1)
Consensus: Nearly all cultures and the majority of all individuals believe in life after death.

(2)
Jesus: Jesus, as a trustworthy person, affirms the fact of resurrection (Jn 11:23-25; 5:25-29). There is also strong evidence presented in the Bible that Jesus rose from death.

b.
Arguments from Reason:

(1)
Existence of the soul: If the soul dies, it must die either by decomposition or by annihilation. But the soul is not composed of parts so it cannot decompose. Also, death is not a process of annihilation and there is no external process to annihilate.

(2)
God’s justice: God is just and that attribute is reflected in all his dealings with man. But there is great injustice in this life. To be consistent with God’s justice, there must be justice after death to redress and compensate for injustice before death.

(3)
The meaning of life: If life ends in final annihilation, then life does not have an end worth living for. Life must have an end worth living for. Therefore life does not end in final annihilation. [This is precisely why suicide is an atheist’s logical choice.]

c.
Arguments from Experience:

(1)
Experience of dying: Many dying Christians said that they saw the heaven opened and Jesus welcomed them home (Ac 7:55-56).

(2)
Postmortem presence: Many describe experience of the presence of a person already dead.

(3)
Near-Death experience (NDEs): Many who were medically dead for a short while but were revived later reported out-of-the-body experience with uncanny precision.

46. Can Christianity really provide meaning to life? How does Christianity solve the problem of anxiety?

a.
Anxiety is the deep-seated inexplicable fear or worry. (In comparison, fear is resulted from tangible things, such as fear of taking an examination or fear of crime.) Everyone is burdened with anxiety.

b.
Existentialist philosophers talk about 4 types of human anxiety:

(1)
Toward self: guilt (of sin)

(2)
Toward the world: estrangement or alienation (from your own true self and from others)

(3)
Toward life: meaninglessness (of life)

(4)
Toward the end: death (its inevitability)

c.
Christianity provides answer for the above 4 anxiety problems:

(1)
Sin is forgiven and man is justified (Ro 5:1). Guilt should not control us anymore. (1Co 15:56-57)

(2)
Man is born again (2Co 5:17) and should be true to oneself. True fellowship and harmony with God and among men are established (1Co 1:9). Estrangement is eliminated. Faith brings love which is manifested perfectly in the ultimate kingdom of God but demonstrated in the church today.

(3)
Life is meaningful (Jn 10:10). We now have a destination (heaven) and are now living our life to serve God. We have true joy (Ro 5:2) and peace. We have and will receive the divine inheritance in the end.

(4)
We are not afraid of death because we have eternal life. It is a blessed hope. Life in heaven is a better life than life on earth. Moreover, we will be resurrected in the end (1Th 4:16-17).

d.
But Christians do not always escape from anxiety because of our lack of reliance on God. Our proper attitudes should be to “wait on the Lord” (Ps 27:14) as God has said that “Be still and know that I am God.” (Ps 46:10)

47. Why should I believe if there are hypocrites in the church?

a.
A hypocrite is an actor, one who puts on a false face. He says one thing but does another. A church contains some people like this because:

(1)
Not all people in the church are real Christians.

(2)
Some Christians may have wrong understanding of what they believe. Jesus condemned hypocrisy (Mt 23:15).

(3)
Some Christians omit to follow Christ -- carnal Christians. [John McArthur says that the term is self-contradictory and illogical.]

(4)
Believers are striving to be holy and perfect but are not perfect yet. Just because a person is not perfect does not mean that he is a hypocrite.

(5)
All believers are fallible human beings who are prone to sin. Even apostles were wrong sometimes (Gal 2:11-14).

b.
Just because the church contains hypocrites does not mean that all Christians are hypocrites. There are many people who are living consistently with the teaching of Jesus Christ.

c.
Christianity stands or falls on the person of Jesus, not on actions of Christians. Jesus was never a hypocrite.

d.
The church is like a hospital, full of sick people who wish to be healed. The presence of sick people in a hospital should not stop a sick person from entering it.

SUPPLEMENT

{6} Religion: Uniqueness of Christianity

Discussion:

· All religions lead to the same end. If there is heaven, all believers of God, no matter what religion, will be in it. Even more, everybody will be in heaven because God will not be so unkind to put anybody in hell. Jesus is not the only way. Salvation is possible in other religions.

· All religions, like Christianity, teach man to do good. So, for moral people who are already good, religion is not necessary.

· Isn’t it arrogant to believe Christianity is the only true religion? And couldn’t all religions be different expressions of divine truth?

· If a person can only be saved by Jesus, God is not fair to those who lived before Jesus, those who never heard of Jesus (people unreached with the gospel), and those who died before they are able to make a decision (like deceased infants or aborted babies).

48. Are all religions the same?

· Many argue that the objective of all religions is to persuade people to do good works. [Some new religions such as Bahai regard all religions the same.] If so, believing in any one religion will end up in the same destination. But this is not true.

a.
Religions are different: There is only one truth (and truth must reflect and correspond to reality). All religions are not the same because their teachings are all different at key points. They all have their truth claims to the exclusion of all others (Ac 4:12). Even all-inclusive religions such as Bahaism end up being exclusivistic by excluding the exclusivists!

B.
Different answers to life’s basic questions:

· Life has 3 basic questions of origin, meaning, and destiny: Where am I from? (OR Who am I?) What is the meaning of life? (OR Why am I here?) What happens to me when I die? (OR Where am I going.)

· While living, we have an additional basic question about morality: How can I determine right from wrong? (OR What is right?)

· Since there is only one reality, answers to all these 4 questions must be in harmony with each other without contradiction.

C.
Illustration of naturalism:

· Many scientists subscribe to the philosophy of naturalism. It tries to explain our origin by saying that life evolved purely by accident and that we are here due to the cumulative effect of time plus matter plus chance. If this is true, there is no meaning to life and morality has no foundation. To be consistent to this position, naturalists should live a life as if there is no meaning and no such things as morality.

· Therefore, a naturalistic worldview is inadequate to explain the nature of reality in a coherent way: it could not explain the origin of the universe, nor could it explain morality. It cannot provide a meaning to life and cannot provide an answer on destiny.

d.
Religious tolerance does not mean equal validity of truth:

· In an age of toleration and pluralism, the most popular argument against the Christian religion seems to be simply that it is only one of many religions. Truth, by its very nature, is intolerant of error.

· Religion has to do with much more than codes of behaviour. Integral to all world religions are concepts of the nature of God, the purpose of man, the status of a person after death and the source of ultimate truth. the essential doctrines of the various religions drastically contradict each other.

· If we are going to hold that all beliefs are of equal value, we cannot fudge later by excluding certain beliefs we happen not to like. Are we really willing to say that the belief system of a tribal chief performing human sacrifice, a white supremacist advocating mass genocide or a Satanist promoting anarchy and lawlessness is of equal value to all other beliefs?

49. How is Christianity unique?

A.
Christianity has a consistent answer to life’s basic questions:

· Compared to naturalism and all other religions, Christianity is both consistent and powerfully explanatory: it offered a convincing, rationally consistent, and logical explanation for the 4 basic questions.

· For Christians, we were created by God for His purpose. Our meaning of life is to know God and love Him. Our moral choices are based on God’s character. Our destiny is to live in eternity with God and all His children.

· Man may try to find the meaning of life from wisdom, pleasure, work, money, power, or fame. Solomon tried and actually obtained all of these, but his conclusion is “Meaningless! Meaningless! Everything is meaningless!” (Ecc 1:1) Yet Jesus said, “I have come that they may have life, and have it to the full.” (Jn 10:10) Only by following Jesus can we find meaning to life.

B.
Christianity is unique in perspective:

· While all other religions are human attempts to reach God by good works, Christianity is God’s act to reach humans by His grace. We believe that man has no ability to be perfect to please God so good works cannot save man from sin. [However, to do good is the moral responsibility of man and is an indication that the person is saved.]

· The focal point of Christian experience is Jesus Christ (who claimed Himself God, Jn 14:6; Mt 7:13).
C.
Christianity is unique in fact—Empirical proofs when comparing religions (PEARL Method):

· Prophecy: Can these religions point to well-attested examples of fulfilled prophecy equivalent to those of the Bible?

· Experience: Can we see in history and throughout the world today that these religions powerfully change people’s lives for the better? [universality of experience of rebirth and assurance of salvation]

· Archaeology: Does archaeology support the historical claims of these religions?

· Resurrection: Can these religions point to well-documented confirming miracles in the same way Christianity can point to the resurrection? [objective reality behind subjective experience]
· Logic: Do these religions give the most consistent, comprehensive and satisfying explanation of man and the world?

· Belief that Christianity is the only true faith can be arrogant if it is motivated by pride and the desire for supremacy. But it is not when encased in humility and motivated solely by the desire to know and live truth.

D.
Christianity compared to other religions:

· Every religion must have some truth in its teachings. Otherwise, no one would have accept it. However, Christianity teaches the complete truth while all other religions represent only partial truth.

(1)
Polytheism: Numerous finite gods exist together. Man can only please some of the gods and gain their favour in this life. There is no real salvation. Ancient Greek and Roman religions were polytheism. Today, Hinduism and Daoism are examples of polytheism.

· Confucianism: It is a system of moral teachings, not involving divinity and salvation. Later Confucianists attempted to include some supernatural elements but were not successful in changing the main teachings.

(2)
Pantheism: God is everything that exists and everything that exists is God. Salvation is merge oneself in this universal “god”. Buddhism in its original belief is an example of pantheism but it has developed into one with polytheistic characteristics.

· Buddhism: It is mainly an attempt to solve the problem of with suffering. It teaches that everything in this world is illusion, thus denying the reality of life. An individual will be continually reincarnated into different lives after death until he gains the knowledge of life and escapes from ther reincarnation cycle.

(3)
Deism: God created the universe and established the natural laws but when withdrew to allow the universe to develop on its own. God does not intervene in human affairs and their salvation.

(4)
Monotheism: There is one personal, transcendent God who has always existed outside of time and space; who has created both the universe and man, and is still intimately involve with both. There are 3 main monotheism: Islam, Judaism, and Christianity. [There may be other smaller religions such as Sikhism.]

(5)
Islam: It emphasizes the exaltation, supremacy and holiness of God above all else. The duty of the Muslim is to obey God, not necessarily to know him. Muslims believe individuals can earn the right to go to paradise by doing good deeds. However, only God can judge when a person has done enough good deeds, so salvation is never certain unless a person is killed in a holy war (jihad) while defending or spreading Islam.

· Muslims, which means “ones who submit.”

· Muslims can never be sure that their efforts gain acceptance by God; not even Mohammad is assured of salvation. However, since the only sure way of getting an eternal life is to die in a jihad, this fact partly explains why so many people are willing to be suicide bombers.

(6)
Judaism: They believe in the true God of the Bible but they reject that Jesus is the promised Jewish Messiah. Salvation is based on wholehearted obedience of God’s commandments as revealed in the Old Testament.

(7)
Christianity: The only religion in which “salvation” is not in the least based on a person’s good actions but is based solely on the kindness of God.

50. Can those people who have never heard of the gospel in their life time be saved? If they are condemned, isn’t God unfair?

a.
Biblical truth concerning salvation:

(1)
No one is innocent:

[a]
All men know God since He has revealed Himself through nature (Ro 1:18-20). No one can plead ignorance as an excuse for denying God.

[b]
Since all men commit sin, they are not innocent. They deliberately distort or reject the knowledge of God.

(2)
Salvation only through Jesus: No one can come to God except through Jesus Christ (Jn 14:6).

(3)
Everyone has opportunity to repent (Jn 7:17): non-Jews who knew God and were accepted by God: Rahab (Jos 2:9; Heb 11:31), Naaman (2Ki 5:15-19), Ethiopian eunuch (Ac 8), Cornelius (Ac 10).

(4)
Fair judgment of God: God never condemns innocent people and will judge fairly (Ac 17:31). God is love (1Jn 4:8). God is just (Job 34:12).

(5)
People who receive salvation include OT saints (who did not know about Jesus) and NT saints (who accepted Jesus)

b.
How was it possible to receive salvation without knowing Jesus, such as OT saints?

(1)
Possibility 1: OT saints looked forward to the Messiah (manifested in the act of animal sacrifices) while NT saints look back at the Messiah.

(2)
Possibility 2: All OT saints believed God (took God at His word) and obeyed God (exercise faith in the provision for salvation which God revealed), eg. offer animal sacrifices.

(3)
For them, the sacrifice of Jesus was the ground of their salvation even before the event took place because time is not a constraint in God’s perspective. God would regard them as righteous in view of the death of Jesus which occurred later in history.

c.
Saving faith probably involves 3 elements:

(1)
Seek God: Anyone who seeks God will find Him (Dt 4:29; Pr 8:17; Jer 29:13; Mt 7:7).

(2)
Repent of their own sins (Is 55:6-7; Ro 2:5-6,12-16).

(3)
Believe God and exercise faith in whatever God reveals. [In OT, offer sacrifices; in NT, accept Jesus; but based on faith.] For those who never heard the gospel, this may be the knowledge of what is right on the basis of their conscience.

d.
It is possible that people who never heard the gospel will all be condemned because no one is innocent and everyone is responsibility for his/her own sins. But it is also possible that some of them (including infants who died, see David’s saying in 2Sa 12:23) may be saved.

e.
One suggestion is that they may be judged according to their God-given conscience or moral standard (Ro 2:12-16). Another suggestion is that God may give them extraordinary conscience (including dying infants) just before death to decide whether they would accept Jesus. In all cases, salvation is still grounded in the sacrifice of Jesus.

f.
Who then is saved? Answer: Only God knows. While this question has no definitive answer, it is important for each person to have assurance of one’s own salvation. To speculate about others is worthless. Jesus says that only a few would be saved (Mt 7:13-14). But when the disciples asked Jesus about comparative numbers, His answer was “Make every effort to enter through the narrow door,” (Lk 13:23-24) implying: “Mind your own business!”

51. Why did God favour the Jews?

a.
Jews are an elected race. The election is based on the covenant between God and Abraham.

· God promised: [1] to make him great (Gen 12:2), [2] to make his descendants a great nation (Gen 12:2), [3] to dispense God’s blessings to the whole world through him (Gen 12:3)

b.
Jews are chosen to be a tool of God to fulfil His eternal plan and kingdom. The wish of God is to save everyone (2Pe 3:9).

c.
God does not favour one race and the gospel is for the whole world  (Ac 10:34-35).

d.
Jews endure more sufferings in history than most other races.

52. Secular Humanism is the religion of many atheists. Is there truth in it?

a.
Slogan of humanism: “Man is the measure of all things.” (ancient Greek philosopher Protagoras) They make man into God.

b.
Religion: All religions have some truth. Secular humanism is just another religion but most of what they preach is not truth. They regard man as God and they denied the need of man’s need for a supernatural God. They believe that there is no after-life so there is no need for salvation.

c.
Philosophy: They believe that moral values are originated from human experience so these values change with time and with culture (moral relativism). They emphasize reason and intelligence, not faith. They believe that man cannot be perfect because we do not have the moral ability to be perfect.
d.
Mankind: They value dignity of the individual and the freedom of choice. Although humanism affirms human goodness such as honesty, justice, and love, yet they do not believe in an absolute standard (originated from God). As result, their viewpoint on most moral questions is contrary to Biblical morality.

E.
Society: They emphasize targets of civil liberties, open and democratic society, separation of church and state, economic well-being for all individuals, moral equality without discrimination. Some of these are valuable suggestions but they over-emphasize human rights and freedom without responsibility.
F.
Science (technology): They take science as the key to human progress and the ultimate solution to all human problems—a science religion (Scientism). However, as man achieves technological improvements, human heart is still void. Many social problems such as the family disintegration and juvenile delinquency are not solved.
G.
Modern humanism and Satanism have similar definition of man. Both attempt the divination of man in order to escape from human finitude. Both deny the Creator-creature distinction. Christian apologist Van Til uses the analogy of a secret treaty between the humanist’s two worlds: the realm of science and the realm of mystery. New Age Movement (a mixture of humanism and eastern mysticism) is the modern representative of such an attempt.

SUPPLEMENT

Q.50: 4 Positions on who can be saved (Gill)

(1)
exclusivism - traditional posture:

· Christianity is the only true religion; all the others, no matter how inspiring and/or influential, are either misleading or diabolical because non-Christian religions are human attempts to reach God while Christianity is God’s act to reach humanity

· Difficulties:

· difficult to explain how the true believers of OT are to be counted among the redeemed.  (usually handled by saying that they looked forward to the Messiah, while we look back at him)  Heb 11: redemption of OT saints is by their faith, ie. their capacity to trust God amidst their contemporary circumstances.

· those never heard the gospel  (extreme Calvinistic view of election, wherein God’s grace is essentially arbitrary)  Ro 2: Gentiles know what is right on the basis of their conscience and are justified or not, accordingly

· difficult for the notion of what constitutes actually hearing the Christian message.  Certainly simply being exposed to certain “facts”, as pieces of information about Jesus’ life is not sufficient.

(2)
inclusivism or syncretism:

· all religions are essentially equal in value, each representing a different way of reaching God; many paths, one goal.  Another form of this posture maintains that deep within each of the (major) religions lies a common core that constitutes the real truth about God, the world, and humanity.

· Difficulties: ignores important differences among religions

(3)
pluralism or cultural relativism:

· accepting the reality and viability of each (major) religions while at the same time maintaining the unique irreducibility of each

· All who live in meaningful and faithful relationship with God do so on the basis of this “Christ principle” (the principle of God’s sacrificial love, as expressed in Jesus Christ)

· There are persons who actually practise different religions with a deep spiritual commitment to divine truth.

· possibility of true faith existing outside of the Christian religion while at the same time maintaining the universality and uniqueness of the Christ principle.

(4)
universalism: everyone will be saved (not in Gill’s book)

Q.50: Salvation in the Old Testment (Feinberg)

Reference: John S. Feinberg (1981): “Salvation in the OT,” in John S. Feinberg and Paul D. Feinberg, eds. (1981): Tradition and testament. [Note: The author is dispensationalist.]

A.
Introduction

· OT saints were saved by faith: the plan of salvation has been the same from the beginning until now: by grace through faith

· Christ’s work is the ground of redemption for all ages.

· No one comes to God except by Jesus (Jn 14:6), including OT saints

· 2Pe 1:11-12, Heb 11:13 OT believers knew about a coming suffering Saviour and the promise but not about Jesus of Nazareth

· Abraham saw Jesus’ day (Jn 8:56)

· Heb 11 OT saints saved by faith

· God demands absolute righteousness of any creature who would be saved but no one has the ability to live a perfectly righteous life (Ro 7:18,24, 8:7-8, 2Co 3:5, Eph 2:1,8-10).  Thus God’s method of salvation is always a grace method, never a works method.

B.
basis or ground of salvation

· God’s gracious provision of the death of Christ

· The blood of bulls and goats could not take away sin, only the blood of Christ could do that (Heb 10:4ff).

· From God’s perspective, the sacrifice of Christ is the objective act on the grounds of which God offers salvation in any age.

· God can grant man salvation, even before the sacrifice is performed in history.

C.
requirement of salvation

· No one on his own is capable of an act that is righteous in God’s eyes (Ps 14:3, Ro 3:10-12).

· The sole requirement for salvation is that man exercises faith in the provision that God has revealed.  Even faith is God’s gift to man (Eph 2:8, Ro 6:23, 2Ti 2:9).

D.
ultimate content of salvation

· The ultimate object of faith in any and every age is God Himself. The ultimate issue at any time in history is whether a man will take God at His word and exercise faith in the provision for salvation which God reveals.

· Heb 11 repeatedly emphasizes that each hero of faith did what he did because of his faith in God.

· The repentant sinner was ultimately turning or returning to God. In all times, God is the ultimate object of faith, even today.

· A rejection of Christ constitutes a refusal to believe God’s word about Christ; it is a rejection of God Himself.

E.
specific revealed content of salvation

· responds positively to God’s truth: believing in the promises (age of promise, before Moses), agreeing that God will forgive and cleanse the sin of the one who in faith offers sacrifice (age of law), or placing his faith and trust in Jesus as Saviour (age of grace, after Christ).

· Ro 4:3 Abraham believed God, in reality believed the promise of God, and it was counted to him for righteousness.

· OT: blood sacrifice is of utmost importance in order for man to maintain a right standing before God.

· In addition to the theme of sacrifice, there is the theme of promises.

F.
believer’s expression of salvation

· 3 kinds of elements:

(1)
elements that are constant, such as the moral law. Thus, at all times, a believer is to express the fact that he is saved by adhering to the moral law. Such adherence will not save him, but it will provide evidence that he already has met the requirement of salvation.

(2)
elements that conclude with a given age, eg. animal sacrifices. With the advent of the age of grace, the believer no longer expresses his devotion to God through bringing animal sacrifices.

(3)
elements that commence in a given age. In the age of grace, the believer can express his obedience to the Saviour through observance of the Lord’s supper and baptism.

· Differences:

(1)
the content of faith presented to the believer and the expression of his faith differ.

(2)
the believer’s relation to the law has changed.  God’s standards of morality do not change, but NT believer no longer under the ceremonial law.

(3)
NT believer receives a much greater enablement for obedience to God in virtue of the indwelling Holy Spirit.

(4)
union of the believer with Christ is part and parcel of the NT believer’s salvation.

(5)
though there was forgiveness for sin in both OT & NT, sin was only fully and finally paid for when Christ made His sacrifice.

Q.50: Requirement for salvation (Kreeft & Tarcelli)

· Principles:

(1)
Is the standard the same for all times?  yes

(2)
Is the explicit knowledge of Jesus necessary for salvation?  no, e.g. OT saints

· Requirement:

(1)
Seek God: all who seek God will find Him (Dt 4:29, Pr 8:17, Jer 29:13, Mt 7:7)

(2)
Repent: (Is 55:6-7, Ro 2)

(3)
Believe (faith): We all know God (Ro 1:20)

· How much knowledge of God must we have to have faith and be saved?

· The amount cannot be quantified. However, we know (Ro 1-2) that we all have enough knowledge of God to make us responsible before him.

· If so, why do mission work? Because we don’t know who is going to hell?

· Who then is saved?

· God only knows.  We only know that only a few would be saved (Mt 7:13-14).

· When the disciples asked Jesus about comparatively heavenly and hellish population statistics, His answer was “Strive to enter through the narrow door.” (Lk 13:23-24). In other words, “Mind your own business!” Speculating about others is as worthless, even harmful, as speculating about the exact date of the end of the world (Mt 24:36).

· Objections:

· Pagans will then be saved without becoming Christians.

{7} Culture: Christianity and Chinese Culture

Discussion:

· Is Chinese culture completely different from Christianity?

· How can we abandon our Chinese heritage when we become a Christian?

· Is a Christian prohibited from reverence (veneration) of their ancesters?

53. Do we need to reject Chinese culture when we become a Christian?

· Culture is set of characteristics in life shared by a group, including values (what things are important?), goals (what are the objectives in life?), attitudes (how to look at life?), and practices (how to behave?). Chinese culture is the set of characteristics shared by Chinese people who live in China or came from China. 

· There is no divinely ordained culture—no culture can claim that it is the culture preferred by God. Actually, God accepts everyone from whatever culture, ethnicity, background. That is why the church is a diverse community. A Christian does not need to reject his culture if it does not contradict with Christianity.

· Christianity and traditional Chinese culture are similar in many important ways so few Chinese cultural features do Christians need to reject. However, some attitudes in Chinese culture are not fully compatible with Christian attitudes. In addition, some superstitious beliefs in Chinese culture (subscribed only by a minority of Chinese) are contrary to Christianity and should be rejected.

54. Are major characteristics of traditional Chinese culture different from Christianity?

A.
Attitudes Towards Self:

(1)
Emphasis on morality based on conscience: similar to Christianity. However, Christianity teaches that man is unable to reach God’s standard.

(2)
Emphasis on virtues: similar to Christianity. 

(3)
Emphasis on the necessities of the body: different from Christianity. Christianity emphasizes one’s spiritual life.

B.
Attitudes Towards Interpersonal Relationships:

(1)
Harmony as the highest good: similar to Christianity. However, Chinese sometimes cover and ignore interpersonal problems while Christianity encourages resolution of problems through love.

(2)
Importance of dignity and avoidance of embarrassment: somewhat different from Christianity. While Christianity also emphasizes human dignity, it also encourages repentance and admission of errors.
(3)
Avoidance of deep emotional involvement: different from Christianity. While Chinese culture de-emphasizes emotions, Christianity encourages deep and genuine fellowship.

C.
Attitudes Towards the Community:

(1)
Family and community more important than the individual: similar to Christianity. While Christianity emphasizes salvation of the individual, it also teaches one to put others above oneself.
(2)
Respect of elders, filial piety: similar to Christianity. This is fully compatible with Christian teachings.

(3)
Submission to authorities: similar to Christianity. This is fully compatible with Christian teachings.
D.
Attitudes Towards the Society:

(1)
Male domination: somewhat different from Christianity. While Christianity also emphasizes male headship in the family, it also encourages equality of sexes.
(2)
Favoring uniformity: somewhat similar to Christianity. Christianity also encourages unity. However, this unity is based on truth, not just consensus. 
(3)
Emphasis on independence, not asking for help unless absolutely necessary: different from Christianity. Chinese rarely disclose their own problems, including health problems or family conflicts. In contrast, the Christian church is one body and Christians are encouraged to help each other in all aspects of life.
E.
Attitudes Towards the World:

(1)
Clear dichotomy of good and bad: similar to Christianity. However, Chinese morality is based on tradition and society while Christian morality is based on God’s commands.
(2)
Distrust of foreigners: different from Christianity. Christianity emphasizes treating other ethnic groups the same.

F.
Recent Changes:

· After 1949, the communist government has introduced new widespread attitudes that are opposite to traditional culture, such as the distrust of authorities, putting the communist ideal before the family (leading to the purging of friends and relatives during Cultural Revolution).

· Many Chinese become selfish and start to think only for their own good. As a result, traditional harmony and courtesy are no long a rule. To get ahead in their education and their career, they sometimes use unethical means. Corruption frequently occurs. Many use personal “connections” to obtain advantages. 

· The “post-80 generation” becomes the “me” generation. These attitudes are different from traditional attitudes and certainly contrary to the Christian ideal.

G.
Conclusion: Traditional Chinese moral standards are in most ways similar to Christian morality, such as personal ethics and sexual ethics. However, some attitudes originated from Chinese culture are short of the Christian ideal. Chinese Christians should modify their behaviour based on Biblical revelation. One negative Chinese cultural trait is the avoidance of emotional involvement which creates barriers for genuine fellowship between Christians.

55. In what way does the teachings of Confucius similar to Biblical teachings?

· Traditional Chinese culture is deeply affected by the teachings of Confucius. We can see great similarities between these teachings and Biblical teachings.

A.
Emphasis on virtues such as gentleness and humility: similar to the Bible.

· Tsze-kung said : The Master (Confucius) gets it by his warmth and honesty, by politeness, modesty and yielding. (Analects 1.10)

· 夫子溫﹑良﹑恭﹑儉﹑讓以得之。（論語 1.10）
Bible: “Take my yoke upon you and learn from me, for I am gentle and humble in heart.” (Mt 11:29)

B.
Fear God (heaven): similar to the Bible. The difference is in the Christian knowledge of a personal God, compared to a unknown absolute authority for Confucius.

Confucius: A gentleman holds three things in awe. He is in awe of the Bidding of Heaven; he is in awe of great men; and he is awed by the words of the holy. (Analects 16.8)

· 子曰：｢君子有三畏：畏天命，畏大人，畏聖人之言。｣（論語 16.8）
Confucius: Wishing to cultivate his character, he may not neglect to serve his parents. In order to serve his parents, he may not neglect to acquire knowledge of men. In order to know men, he may not dispense with a knowledge of Heaven. (Doctrine of the Mean, chapter 20)

· 子曰：｢故君子不可以不修身；思修身，不可以不事親；思事親，不可以不知人；思知人，不可以不知天。｣（中庸 20）
Bible: Jesus replied: “‘Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your mind.’ This is the first and greatest commandment.” (Mt 22:37-38)

C.
Love men: similar to the Bible.

· Confucius: The young should be dutiful at home, modest abroad, careful and true, overflowing in kindness for all, but in brotherhood with love. (Analects 1.6)

子曰：｢弟子，入則孝，出則弟，謹而信，凡愛眾，而親仁。｣（論語 1.6）
· Fan Ch’ih asked, “What is benevolence?” The Master (Confucius) said, “To love men.” (Analects 12.22)

· 樊遲問「仁」。子曰：「愛人。」（論語 12.22）
Confucius: Benevolence is the characteristic element of humanity, and the great exercise of it is in loving relatives. (Doctrine of the Mean, chapter 20)

· 子曰：｢仁者人也，親親為大。｣（中庸 20）
· Bible: “Love your neighbor as yourself.” (Mt 22:39)
· Bible: “My command is this: Love each other as I have loved you.” (Jn 15:12)

Bible: Dear friends, let us love one another, for love comes from God. Everyone who loves has been born of God and knows God. (1Jn 4:7)

D.
Treating others well: similar to the Bible.

Tzu-kung said, “Is there one word by which we may walk till life ends?” The Master said, “Fellow-feeling, perhaps. Do not do unto others what thou wouldst not have done to thee.” (Analects 15.24)

· 子貢問曰：「有一言而可以終身行之者乎？」子曰：「其恕乎！己所不欲，勿施於人。」（論語 15.24）
· Confucius: Now the man of perfect virtue, wishing to be established himself, seeks also to establish others; wishing to be enlarged himself, he seeks also to enlarge others. (Analects 6.30)

· 子曰：｢夫仁者，己欲立而立人，己欲達而達人。｣（論語 6.30）
· Confucius: To see what is right and not to do it is want of courage. (Analects 2.24)

· 子曰：｢見義不為，無勇也。｣（論語 2.24）
· Bible: “So in everything, do to others what you would have them do to you, for this sums up the Law and the Prophets.” (Mt 7:12)

Bible: “This is how my heavenly Father will treat each of you unless you forgive your brother from your heart.” (Mt 18:35)

E.
Do not revenge: similar to the Bible.

· 子曰：｢南方之強與？北方之強與？抑而強與？寬柔以教，不報無道，南方之強也，君子居之。｣（中庸 10）
Confucius: To show forbearance and gentleness in teaching others; and not to revenge unreasonable conduct:—this is the energy of southern regions, and the good man makes it his study. (Doctrine of the Mean, chapter 10)
· Bible: Do not take revenge, my friends, but leave room for God's wrath, for it is written: “It is mine to avenge; I will repay,” says the Lord. (Ro 12:19)

· Bible: “You have heard that it was said, ‘Love your neighbor and hate your enemy.’ But I tell you: Love your enemies and pray for those who persecute you.” (Mt 5:43-44)

F.
Importance of repentance: similar to the Bible. The difference is in the result of repentance. For Chinese, it leads to a more virtuous person. For Christianity, it leads to eternal life.

Confucius: Hold faithfulness and sincerity as first principles. Have no friends not equal to yourself. When you have faults, do not fear to abandon them. (Analects 1.8)

· 子曰：｢主忠信。無友不如己者。過，則勿憚改。｣（論語 1.8）
· Confucius: It is all over. I have not yet seen one who could perceive his faults, and inwardly accuse himself. (Analects 5.27)

· 子曰：｢已矣乎！吾未見能見其過，而自訟者也。｣（論語 5.27）
Confucius: Not making the most of my mind, want of thoroughness in learning, failure to do the right when told it, lack of strength to overcome faults; these are my sorrows. (Analects 7.3)

· 子曰：｢德之不修，學之不講，聞義不能徒，不善不能改，是吾憂也。｣（論語 7.3）
· Confucius: I pick out the good and follow it; I see the bad and shun it. (Analects 7.22)

· 子曰：｢擇其善者而從之，其不善者而改之。｣（論語 7.22）
· Confucius: The fault is to cleave to a fault. (Analects 15.30)

· 子曰：｢過而不改，是謂過矣！｣（論語 15.30）
· Confucius: A sin against Heaven leaves no room for prayer. (Analects 3.13)

· 子曰：｢獲罪於天，無所禱也。｣（論語 3.13）
Bible: From that time on Jesus began to preach, “Repent, for the kingdom of heaven is near.” (Mt 4:17)

· Bible: “I tell you that in the same way there will be more rejoicing in heaven over one sinner who repents than over ninety-nine righteous persons who do not need to repent.” (Lk 15:7)

· Bible: “But unless you repent, you too will all perish.” (Lk 13:3)

G.
Persistence in the personal convictions to do good works: similar to the Bible.

Confucius: He who attains to sincerity is he who chooses what is good, and firmly holds it fast. To this attainment there are requisite the extensive study of what is good, accurate inquiry about it, careful reflection on it, the clear discrimination of it, and the earnest practice of it. (Doctrine of the Mean, chapter 20)
子曰：｢誠之者，擇善而固執之者也。博學之，審問之，慎思之，明辨之，篤行之。｣（中庸 20）
· Bible: For we are God's workmanship, created in Christ Jesus to do good works, which God prepared in advance for us to do. (Eph 2:10)

Bible: Let us not become weary in doing good, for at the proper time we will reap a harvest if we do not give up. (Gal 6:9)

· Bible: As the body without the spirit is dead, so faith without deeds is dead. (Jas 2:26)

· Bible: Anyone, then, who knows the good he ought to do and doesn't do it, sins. (Jas 4:17)

H.
Reaching for the supreme good (summum bonum): similar to the Bible. The difference is in the origin of the supreme good. For Chinese, it is the conscience of man. For Christianity, it is the commands of God.

Confucius: What the Great Learning teaches, is to illuminate illuminated virtue; to renovate the people; and to rest in the highest excellence. (Great Learning)

· 大學之道，在明明德，在親民，在止於至善。（大學）
· Bible: When Jesus spoke again to the people, he said, “I am the light of the world. Whoever follows me will never walk in darkness, but will have the light of life.” (Jn 8:12)

Bible: Therefore, if anyone is in Christ, he is a new creation; the old has gone, the new has come! (2Co 5:17)

56. How should Christians view the Chinese worship of ancesters?

· Filial piety, the respect paid to parents, is a Biblical norm. Remembrance of the work of the ancestors is also encouraged by the Bible.

· However, some form of veneration may conflict with Biblical principles, such as offering animal sacrifices, burning paper money before tombs of ancesters (superstitions), worshipping ancestors through kneeling and kowtowing, praying to ancestors (assumption that prayers are effective).

· Some argue for external liturgies to show our reverence and they are unimportant matters. However, acts that treat dead ancestors as still being conscious or having supernatural powers are unbiblical. Further, the act of worship is for God alone.

SUPPLEMENT

Q.53: Cultural characteristics

· Chinese culture is one of the few “high cultures” in ancient times.

· Cultural archeologists use 21 criteria to classify ancient cultures and high cultures: [1] clothing, [2] cleanliness, [3] no mutilation, [4] construction, [5] roads, [6] cultivation, [7] husbandry, [8] metallurgy, [9] wheels, [10] money, [11] laws, [12] witnesses in defence, [13] no torture, [14] no cannibalism, [15] no widespread superstitions, [16] writing, [17] mathematics, [18] calendar, [19] education, [20] fine arts, [21] value in pure knowledge. Only 5 ancient cultures developed all 21 components and the Chinese culture is one of them.

Q.53: Main characteristics of Chinese culture (Teo)

(from Jonathan Teo (2010): Curriculum for Training Chinese as Cross-Cultural Missionaries)

A.
Attitudes Towards Self:

1.
Emphasis on moral conscience: Although Chinese culture is non-religious, the highest value for a person is to live a life following one’s moral conscience. The most important themes in Confucius’s Analects are to be a benevolent person and a great person. The highest ideal in life is to be a moral person, respected and commended by everyone as benevolent and great. A Chinese Christian is in an advantageous position as his culture provides full support to his religious objective of striving to be a morally upright person.

2.
Emphasis on virtues: The emphasis on moral conscience leads to the general emphasis of personal virtues. Virtuous persons are respected by others while those who are not virtuous, no matter how rich and famous they are, are not respected. Some of the most important virtues stressed by Chinese include submission to authorities, humility, and hard work. These are also Christian virtues. 

3.
Emphasis on the body: Because of the background of poverty among most Chinese for many centuries, Chinese worry about food as it is a necessary for life—the body. The Chinese common greeting is not “How are you?” but “Have you eaten rice yet?” Confucius also said, “People regard food as god.” However, this emphasis causes Chinese to value wealth (which is used to buy food) far more important than other things. That is why wealth is the informal religion of most Chinese. This emphasis may unintentionally affect the vision of Christians, leading them to pay too much attention to bodily needs.

4.
Respect of intellectuals: In Chinese culture, those who perform well in studies are regarded as superior people as Chinese respect intelligence. This long tradition leads to the respect given to pastors and teachers.

B.
Attitudes Towards Interpersonal Relationships:

1.
Harmony as the highest good: In Chinese culture, interpersonal conflicts are to be avoided almost at all costs. A Chinese idiom observed by all is “Peace is of great value.” So Chinese emphasize the practice of “courtesy” to all people. Sometimes, things that cause or can potentially cause conflicts are deliberately ignored. So a Chinese Christian will try to maintain a harmonious relationship with everyone around them. This is of course compatible with Biblical teachings. However, the negative aspect of this attitude is that sometimes the problems will be covered and ignored and never solved. 

2.
Importance of dignity and avoidance of embarrassment: For Chinese, a gentleman is one who can maintain his dignity at all times. Therefore, one important objective in interpersonal relationships is to avoid being embarrassed and lose respect. (Chinese call it “lose face”) This may lead to the avoidance to admit errors and sins.

3.
Magnification of generation gap: In Chinese culture, chronological age is an important factor that determines respect and obedience. Old people are the wise people and are expected to be respected. Young people are usually regarded as immature and too emotional. As a result, the relational distance between people from different generations (such as father and son) is generally magnified. 

4.
Avoidance of deep emotional involvement: Chinese culture de-emphasizes emotions. A usually emotional person is generally regarded to be not trustworthy because of the risk of irrational behavior. Therefore, Chinese Christians may find it difficult to establish warm fellowship.

C.
Attitudes Towards the Community:

1.
Family and community more important than the individual, the neglect of individuality: One reason why western culture is a more individualistic culture is because Christianity (which dominates western culture) emphasizes salvation of the individual. The salvation of the father does not automatically bring the salvation of the son; the son needs to accept salvation himself before he is saved. In contrast, the Chinese culture is a community-based culture. It puts much less importance on the individual than the community. In one way, this is a positive and beneficial attitude for Christians because they are expected to put God’s work and the welfare of the church community as a higher priority than for themselves. 

2.
Respect of elders, filial piety: In the Chinese culture, older people are to be respected simply because they are older in terms of age. This contributes to regarding filial piety as an important virtue in Chinese culture. This is fully compatible with Christian teachings.

3.
Submission to authorities: One important objective of Confucian teachings is to bring peace and harmony to the community. The method is to create a clear hierarchy where the subordinates always submit and obey their superiors. From infancy, Chinese children have been trained in the family to submit to legitimate authorities, including legal authorities. This is fully compatible with Christian teachings.

4.
Accommodation of others: As an extension of seeking harmony between individuals, the Chinese culture emphasizes efforts to accommodate each other. A Chinese idiom says, “To accept difficulties smoothly (逆來順受).” This attitude will have a positive impact of helping Christians to live harmoniously.

D.
Attitudes Towards the Society:

1.
Male domination: In ancient times, China was a male-dominated society, with males dominating in all positions of power. While modern Chinese society has deliberately stressed the equality of sexes, some men still find it difficult to work as equal partners with the female sex. This attitude will create difficulties in cross-gender cooperation. 

2.
Favoring uniformity: As China is a country with a large population, diversity may mean a large number of different opinions and will often bring chaos. Therefore, Chinese generally favor uniformity. This helps Chinese Christians to accept the importance of a unity in doctrines. 

3.
Emphasis upon independence, not asking for help unless absolutely necessary: Chinese culture values independence, that is, not seeking help from others, especially not from people outside one’s own family. The Chinese idiom says, “Everyone shuffles the snow outside your own door.” Even more, Chinese people want to appear to live a happy life and have a perfect family. That is why Chinese rarely disclose their own problems, including health problems or family conflicts. Such an attitude could stop Christians from seeking necessary help from other Christians and thus has a negative effect on the development of a genuine fellowship.

E.
Attitudes Towards the World:

1.
Clear dichotomy of good and bad: Unlike the popular postmodern relativist viewpoint of today, most Chinese have an absolutist viewpoint of the world, classifying things into two clear categories: good and bad. This can clearly be demonstrated in classical Chinese operas. Most of the main male characters appear on the stage with painted faces, indicating clearly whether they were either good or bad simply by the patterns and colors on their faces. In daily living, people are often classified as good persons or bad persons depending on what they have done and how they have behaved. Positively, this absolutist viewpoint can help Christians to stand firm in defending the absolute truths of Christianity. It can also help them to be cautious about avoiding sinful activities. On the other hand, it may also have a negative effect as such attitude may create a barrier for them to approach people who are judged as bad. 

2.
Distrust of foreigners: The Chinese worldview is self-sufficient, proud, resilient and resistant to any foreign idea which purports to be a more superior alternative. In ancient times, all foreigners were regarded as barbarians. In the last two centuries, Chinese began to realize and accept that foreigners could have an advanced culture. Yet, because of the numerous invasions into China by western nations, Chinese came to have a general suspicion about all non-Chinese people and gave them the name of “foreign devils”. This is of course against the spirit of Christianity which emphasizes treating other people (other ethnicities) the same.

3.
Superiority complex and inferiority complex: China, in Chinese, means “Central Nation”. Chinese traditionally believe that they occupy the centre of the world and are more superior than all other nations and cultures. With this attitude of superiority complex, some Chinese hold a condescending attitude towards other ethnic groups. Christians need to eliminate this cultural prejudice. On the other hand, Chinese also realized that western culture possesses advanced technology and dominate the whole world. As a result, some Chinese feel inferior and adopt the attitude that anything western is good. This unhealthy attitude can also create unnecessary barriers with other ethnic groups.

F.
Recent Changes:

· After the Communists conquered China in 1949, they attempted to wipe out traditional culture and bring in a modernized culture. They initiated the Cultural Revolution (from 1966 to 1976) and organized the students to criticize, to rebel against, and to destroy traditional culture and traditional authorities. Violence broke out all over the country and over one million people were killed.

· During the revolution, thousands of priceless historical sites and millions of antiques were destroyed. Yet it could not eliminate traditional Chinese culture which is too well-rooted in people’s hearts. However, the policies and actions of the communists do introduce new widespread attitudes that are opposite to traditional culture.

· The foremost of these countercultural attitudes is the distrust of authorities. The Cultural Revolution also seriously damaged interpersonal relationships. The government encouraged everyone to drag their friends and relatives whom they thought were counter-revolutionaries (that is, hardline supporters of tradition) out to public meetings (which they called “purges”). These “public enemies” were then openly criticized, insulted, and punished. Such activities spread fear among all people and the result was mutual distrust. The impact can be seen in many Chinese people today. They become selfish and start to think only for their own good. As a result, traditional harmony and courtesy are no long a rule. To get ahead in their education and their career, they sometimes use unethical means. Corruption frequently occurs. Many use personal “connections” to obtain advantages. 
· The corruptive influences have greatly affected those who were born after the Cultural Revolution. They are called the “Post-80 Generation”. They grew up in a relatively prosperous, peaceful, and stable society. They are the product of the one-child policy, and are “often dubbed Little Emperors sitting atop a family pyramid of two doting parents and four eager-to-please grandparents.” 
· Contrary to those from the previous generations, children from the “post-80 generation” are not afraid to challenge their teachers, and show no respect to authority figures. They are the “me” generation. These attitudes are of course contrary to the Christian ideal.
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Apologetics: Introduction

2010

To be a Christian is more than just believing in a religion. It is also more than receiving the salvation of Jesus. It is the commitment of one’s whole life to follow Christ. Because the commitment is so great, one should make sure that Christian faith is truth.

This course tries to clarify and prove why Christianity is truth through reasoning. Basic questions studied include: certainty of God’s existence and creation, reliability of the Bible, explanation of suffering, historicity of Jesus Christ, reality of salvation, and uniqueness of Christianity from other religions. 

Promotion

If there is a religion that can:

· provide reasonable and logically consistent answers to all life’s important questions,

· provide real changes to millions of lives throughout the whole world for 2000 years,

· prove that the scriptures are all accurate and without any internal conflicts,

· prove that its founder’s resurrection from death is genuine and historical.

Wouldn’t you want to know more about it, and if found to be true, commit your life to it?

2001

In our world that is increasingly more pluralistic, our faith is under attack in many frontiers. Sometimes, our faith is shaken by our own doubts as well as questions from others. The objective of this course is to learn how to defend our faith. It is hoped that through discussing and learning together, we can strengthen our faith with the assurance that what we believe is truth and is grounded in rationality and reality. 

Brief Biography of the Author

Dr. Cheung Kwing Hung grew up in Hong Kong. He became a Christian after a born-again experience in January 1961. After completing his high school in Diocesan Boys’ School, he studied in The Chinese University of Hong Kong (Chung Chi College) and obtained his Bachelor of Social Science (B.S.Sc.). He then taught in La Salle College for 5 years. At the Kowloon Methodist Church, he served in the Children Sunday School and was also the director of the Church Choir. 

He immigrated to Canada in 1974. He obtained his Master of Arts (M.A.) from the University of Regina, Saskatchewan, and his Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.) in urban geography from the University of Waterloo, Ontario. 

He was an elder and board member in different evangelical churches. He has taught adult Sunday School for over 30 years, covering various subjects such as ethics, systematic theology, apologetics, church history, and biblical exposition. He is an occasional preacher in different Chinese churches. He is presently a member of the Emmanuel Alliance Church of Ottawa. His book on Christianity entitled Outline of Christian Ethics (Chinese version) was published in June 2010. Both the Chinese and the English versions of the book are available from his website http://kwing.christiansonnet.org.

Since 1989, he has regularly contributed news analysis to the Chinese Christian Herald Monthly newspaper with a circulation of over 400,000 in North America. He has been a Board Director of Chinese Christian Herald Crusades (Canada) since its founding in 1991. He works as a Statistical Advisor in the federal Department of Justice Canada. 

His wife of 36 years Evangeline (nee Chow) passed away in November 2009, survived by a daughter, a son, a son-in-law, and two grandchildren.

Apologetics: List of Questions
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Apologetics: Defending Christianity


21.
Why do Christians need apologetics?


32.
What is the role of reasoning in building up our faith?


43.
What are the proper attitudes when defending Christianity?


44.
What are the techniques when defending Christianity?


45.
What are the major approaches when defending Christianity?
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God (1): Existence of God


96.
Does God exist?


97.
Can we prove the existence of God?


108.
How does our human nature point to the existence of God?


119.
Why is it important to believe in the existence of God?


1110.
Can we know God?


1211.
Are miracles real?
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God (2): Origin of the universe


1812.
Can the Big Bang Theory explain the origin of the universe? Does it conflict with the Bible?


1913.
Do characteristics of the universe point to creation or existence by chance?


2014.
When was the universe created?


31{4}
God (3): Creation or evolution?


3115.
How does the evolution hypothesis explain the origin of life and biological species?


3116.
Are the evidences being used to support evolution hypothesis credible?


3217.
What are the evidences showing that evolution hypothesis is impossible?


3518.
What is the proper Christian position toward evolution hypothesis?
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Scriptures (1): Reliability of the Bible


4519.
Is the Bible the Word of God?


4620.
How reliable is the text of our present Bible?


4621.
Are the facts in the Bible borne out by discoveries in archaeology?


4722.
Are the prophecies in the Bible fulfilled in history?


4823.
Are there any contradictions between the Bible and science?
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Scriptures (2): Difficulties in the Bible


5224.
Is the Bible without errors?


5225.
What is the proper attitude when faced with difficulties in the Bible?


5226.
Are there errors in the Hebrew and Greek Bibles we have today?


5427.
Are there errors in the translations we use today?


5428.
How do we handle apparent internal contradictions in the Bible?


65{7}
Suffering (1): Problem of evil


6529.
Why is the problem of evil so important?


6630.
Did God create evil?


6831.
What is the cause of sufferings in the world?


6932.
Why does God allow innocent people to suffer?


78{8}
Suffering (2): Responses to suffering


7833.
Why does God allow Christians to suffer? Doesn’t He love His children?


8034.
Is suffering a temptation from Satan?


8135.
How should we respond to our own suffering?


8236.
How do we help those who suffer?


85{9}
Christ (1): Historical Jesus


8537.
Was Jesus an authentic person in history?


8638.
How do we prove that Jesus is God?


92{10}
Christ (2): Resurrection of Jesus


9239.
How much is Christianity depended on Jesus’ bodily resurrection?


9240.
Was Jesus’ resurrection genuine?


9341.
Can the theories opposing resurrection be refuted?


96{11}
Salvation: Changed lives


9642.
How can we be sure about the reality of salvation?


9643.
Is rebirth real or imaginary?


9744.
How can a Christian be sure about his own rebirth?


9745.
How can we be sure that there is life after death?


9846.
Can Christianity really provide meaning to life? How does Christianity solve the problem of anxiety?


9847.
Why should I believe if there are hypocrites in the church?


100{12}
Religion: Uniqueness of Christianity


10048.
Are all religions the same?


10149.
How is Christianity unique?


10250.
Can those people who have never heard of the gospel in their life time be saved? If they are not saved, isn’t God unfair?


10351.
Why did God favour the Jews?


10352.
Secular Humanism is the religion of many atheists. Is there truth in it?


105{13}
Culture: Christianity and Chinese Culture


10553.
Do we need to reject Chinese culture when we become a Christian?


10554.
What are the major characteristics of traditional Chinese culture? How is it different from and similar to Christianity?


10855.
In what way does the teachings of Confucius similar to Biblical teachings?


11056.
How do we harmonize the Chinese worship of ancester and Christianity?
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