Spring School: Apologetics i 2014

Session #2: Apologetic Matters

Session #1 Revisited

controversy
clarifications

fideism - & a sub-set = “pre-suppositionalism” (Cornelius Van Til, Timothy Keller)

Session Introduction

Basics — Christ

Manner — questions & statements

Content — whole-part-whole (Wittgenstein)

1. The Existence of God

a. classical apologetics — theism (Schaeffer)

b. arguments for — deontological, cosmological,

c. proofs & evidences (CS Lewis — cumulative)
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2. Miracles & modern science

3. The reliability of the Bible

4. Theodicy (God & suffering / God & evil)
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Miracles

Miracles are an integral part of the story of Jesus. Taking just the first nine chapters

of Luke (which we've been reading), we are told not only about the extraordinary
circumstances of his birth, but the numerous exorcisms that he performs, the dramatic
healings of lepers and paralytics, and even the raising of two dead children back to life.
Add to this the stilling of the storm (in chapter 8) and the feeding of the five thousand
(in chapter 9), and you have a picture of someone with extraordinary power.

There is little doubt, historically speaking, that Jesus was famous as a miracle worker.
The many stories of his miracles are spread throughout the four Gospels, and even
Josephus, the Jewish historian, records that Jesus was known for his ‘surprising feats’

We will come back to consider why Jesus’ miracles are important, and what they
mean, but first we need to deal with a more basic issue. Can we, as modern people,
believe that these miracles really happened? Can we accept that the laws of nature were
broken or suspended so that Jesus could walk on water, or feed thousands of people
with a single cut lunch? These stories seem so strange to us, so outside our experience,
that we almost instinctively doubt their credibility.

Can we believe in miracles? And if we can’t, can we believe in Jesus?

Before we answer these questions, there is a more basic problem to solve.

1. What are 'miracles’?

The first step towards understanding the miracles of Jesus (and the Bible generally) is to
understand what Luke and the other Bible writers thought a ‘miracle’ was. This is because
they thought about the whole subject very differently from most 20th century people.

How modern people regard miracles

For us, a ‘miracle’ is where the normal laws of nature are supposedly suspended or
broken, indicating that some ‘god’ or superatural force has been active. Someone might
be ‘miraculously’ healed of cancer, for instance, and since there is no other explanation
available, we shake our heads and say “Well, maybe there is a God after all”,

This way of viewing miracles stems from how 20th century Western people think
about the world in general. Most of us assume that the world is like a giant complex
machine or organism, with millions of interlocking parts. Science has discovered how
many of these parts work, and has formulated laws and principles by which we can
predict how ‘the machine’ will operate. According to this way of thinking, the world
runs along under its own steam. If there is a ‘God’, then he might have been
responsible for designing the world, and even setting it running, but he isn’t involved
in its day-to-day operations. In fact, the only way you know he exists is when he puts
his fingers into the machine and dabbles with it, producing what we call a ‘miracle’.
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How the Bible regards miracles

In many respects, people in biblical times thought very differently from us, not only
about miracles, but about the world in general. But this is not to say that they thought
completely differently.

They knew, for example, that the world was a regular and orderly place. Like us,
they noticed the patterns of nature—day and night, the seasons, and the rain. They
knew that if you dropped something, it fell, and that if you stood on water, you would
sink. They understood that the world operated according to certain patterns and you
could make the most of these in order to live successfully—for example, if you planted
your seed at the right time of year, in the right kind of soil, under the right weather
conditions, you could be fairly certain of getting a good crop.

However, unlike us, they regarded all this is as being the work of God. They saw the
world not as an independently operating machine, but as something that God had
made and continued to sustain and uphold. It was God who caused the sun to rise, the
rain to fall and the seasons to come and go. They knew God to be the sovereign ruler
of all things, who kept everything going in his great power and wisdom. And precisely
because he was in charge of everything, God could change his normal way of doing
things and act in an amazing or unusual way, if it suited him.

This way of thinking about the world is often called ‘theism’ According to biblical
theism, a miracle is not God sticking his finger into the works of the machine so as to
prove his existence. It is simply God working outside his normal regular patterns.

This, then, was what the writers of the Bible (like Luke) thought a ‘miracle’ was—
some work of God that was surprising or noteworthy or unusual, and which was
performed for some important reason.

2. The modern objection to miracles

With this background in mind, it is not difficult to see that many of the objections that
people have to the miracles of the Bible are either not very relevant or not very clever.
Some have argued, for example, that because 1st century people were primitive and did
not understand science, they were prepared to believe anything. However, this is hardly
reasonable. 1st century people, like us, knew that dead people stayed dead. That was their
experience, as it is ours. That is why they moumned, as we do. They also knew that people
who had been paralytics for 30 years didn’t suddenly get up and start walking. And this is
precisely why they called it a ‘miracle’ or a ‘wonder’ when Jesus raised the dead girl to
life, or healed the paralytic. They believed that the God who ruled the world was well able
to do such things, and regarded it as an amazing and exciting occurrence when he did so.
Another argument against miracles is that it is so unlikely that a genuine miracle
would ever happen that we should dismiss all claims of miracles as being inherently
vureliable. According to this argument, it is much more likely that the people involved
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were mistaken or deceived or were themselves deceivers—and so we should not trust
their testimony. This approach has a number of problems, not the least of which is that
it rules out testimony about all unusual or extraordinary events. Take for example the
following occurrences:

(VU S U O S

local magistrate. By pure coincidence, their surnames were Green, Berry and Hill.

* In the mid-1700s, a Russian peasant named Feodor Vassileyev gave birth to 69
children. In 27 separate pregnancies, she had 16 pairs of twins, seven sets of
triplets, and four sets of quadruplets.

* In 1664, 1785 and 1860, three separate passenger ferries sank while crossing the
Menai straight off North Wales. Amazingly, each disaster occurred on December
5th. More bizarre than this, however, is that on all three occasions there was only
one survivor, and in each case his name was Hugh Williams.

¢ In Greenberry Hill, London, in 1641, three men were hanged for the murder of a
a

Each of these events is strange, unusual, and highly unlikely. Yet there is excellent
historical evidence that they all, in fact, occurred. Extraordinary things do occur. That
they don’t occur very often is what makes them extraordinary!

To say, therefore, that the miracles attributed to Jesus could not have happened,
simply because they are beyond our own normal experience, is to prejudge the question
entirely. It is to make up our minds without looking at the evidence. It is like someone
who lives in the tropics refusing to believe in the possibility of such a thing as ice,
simply because they have never seen or touched it.

If theism is true, then the occurrence of miracles is quite reasonable. Miracles are
simply the extraordinary (as opposed to the ordinary) workings of the God who made
the world and continues to rule it. What is more, if Jesus is God’s representative—if he
speaks and acts with all the power and authority of God—then it would seem quite
consistent for him to be able to perform what we could call ‘miraculous’ feats. If theism,
and Christianity, is true, then the miracles recorded of Jesus are almost to be expected.

The first thing to work out, then, is whether theism (and Christianity) is true. And
that is one of the purposes of the Simply Christianity course.

One final thing needs to be said about the miracles of Jesus.

3. The meaning of the miracles

We have already said that for Luke (and the other Bible writers) miracles were not some
proof of God’s existence. They already knew that God existed and was powerfully in
control of the world. Miracles were simply God acting in a striking or amazing way to
achieve a particular purpose. In other words, the important thing about the miracles of
Jesus is not so much that they happened, but what they signified or meant.

We get an important clue to the meaning of Jesus’ miracles from this episode in
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Luke, chapter 7:

The men came to Jesus and said, "John the Baptist sent us to you to ask, ‘Are you
the Coming One or should we wait for another?™ At that particular time, Jesus
healed many people from ilinesses and diseases and evil spirits, and he gave many
blind people back their sight. He answered the men, “Go back and tell John what
you see and hear: the blind see, the crippled walk, and the lepers are being
cleansed; the deaf hear, the dead are being raised, and the poor are hearing the
great news. And blessed is the one who does not stumble because of me.”

(Luke 7:20-23).

In response to John's enquiry about whether he really was ‘the one’, Jesus sends back
the report of all the miracles he has been doing (as well as his preaching of the good

Testament prophets had promised that this would happen in passages like this one:

Say to those who have an anxious heart, "Be strong; fear not! Behold, your God will
come with vengeance, with the recompense of God. He will come and save you.
Then the eyes of the blind shall be opened, and the ears of the deaf unstopped;
then shall the lame man leap like a deer, and the tongue of the mute sing for joy.
For waters break forth in the wilderness, and streams in the desert, (Isaiah 35:4-6).

Or the passage from Isaiah that Jesus quoted in the Synagogue in Nazareth:

powerful indication that God had fulfilled his ancient promises, that the time had come,
and that ‘the One’ that Israel had waited so long for had arrived.

Extra Information on ‘Miracles’ compiled by Tony Payne.

For further reading:
Kirsten Birkett, Unnaturql Enemies: an introduction to Science and Christianity.
(Matthias Media, 1997)
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principal Greek and Roman writers whose works have come down to us, of
Sophocles, of Thucydides, of Cicero, of Virgil; yet our knowledge of their
writings depends on a mere handful of manuscripts, whereas the manuscripts
of the New Testament are counted by hundreds, and even thousands.”
25/23

Benjamin Warfield said, "'If we compare the present state of the New Testa-
ment text with that of any other ancient writing, we must . . . declare it to
be marvelously correct. Such has been the care with which the New Testa-
ment has been copied—a care which has doubtless grown out of true rever-
ence for its holy words—such has been the providence of God in preserving
for His Church in each and every age a competently exact text of the Scrip-
tures, that not only is the New Testament unrivalled among ancient writings
in the purity of its text as actually transmitted and kept in use, but also in
the abundance of testimony which has come down to us for castigating its
comparatlvely mfrequent blemlshee " 54/1 2f

The editors of the Revised Standard Version say that “It will be obvious to
the careful reader that still in 1946, as in 1881 and 1901, no doctrine of the
Chnstlan faith has been affected by the revision, for the simple reason that,
out of the thousarids of variant’ readmgs in the manuscripts, none has turned
up thus far That requwes a revusmn of Chnst|an doctrine.”” 16/42

Burnett H. Streeter belleves that because of the great quantity of textual
material for the New Testament “the degree of security that . . . the text has
been handed down to us in a rellable form is prima faue very hlgh " 46/33

Freder/c G. Kenyon contlnues in The Story of the Blb/e {William B. Eerdmans
Publlshlng Co.): “It is reassurlng at the end to find that the general result of
all these discoveries (of manuscrlpts) and all this §tudy is to strengthen the
proof of the authentlcny of the Scnptures and our convuctlon that we have
in our hands in substantlal |ntegr|ty, the verltable Word of God.” 26/113

Millar Burrows of Yale (What Mean These Stones? Meridian, Books, 1956)
says: ““Another result of comparing New Testament Greek with the language
of the papyri-is an increase of confidence in the accurate transmission of the
text of the New. Testament itself.”” 68/52

Burrows continues that the texts “have been transmitted with remarkable

. fidelity, so that there need be no doubt whatever regarding the teaching

conveyed by them.” 68/2

Howard Vos (Can | Trust My Bible, Moody Press, 1963) declares that: “From
the standpoint: of literary evidence the only logical conclusion is that the case
for the reliability of the New Testament is infinitely stronger than that for
any other record ‘of antiquity.” 79/176

MANUSCRIPT EVIDENCE OF THE NEW TESTAMENT

A T Robertson the author of the most comprehenswe grammar of New Tes-
tament Greek, wrote, “There are’ some 8 000 manuscnpts of the'Latin Vul-
gate and at Ieast 1,000 for the other early versions. Add over 4,000 [Bruce
Metzger says we now have close to 5,000. 33/36] Greek manuscripts and we
have 13,000 manuscrlpt coples of portlons of the New Testament Besides all
this, much of the New Testament can be reproduced from the guotations of

the early Christian writérs.” 39/29
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Bruce Metzger says that: “Of the approximately 5,000 Greek manuscripts
<. . they contain all or part of the New Testament . . . . " 33/36

John Warwick Montgomery says that, “‘to be skeptical of the resultant text of
the New Testament books is to allow all of classical antiguity to slip into

obscurity, for no documents of the ancient period are as well attested biblio-
graphically as the New Testament.” 34/29

Sir Frederic G. Kenyon, who was the director and principal librarian of the
British Museum and second to none in author
MSS, says, *“ . . . besides number, the manus
from those of the

ity for issuing statements about

classical authors, and this time the difference is clear gain,
In no other case is the interval of time between the composition of the book
and the date of the earliest extant manuscripts so short as in that of the New
Testament. The books of the New Testament were written in the latter part
of the first century; the earliest extant manuscripts (trifling scraps excepted)
are of the fourth century—say from 250 to 300 years later.

“This mgy sound a considerable interval, but it is nothing to that which parts
most of the great classical authors from their earliest manuscripts. We believe
that we have in all essentials an accurate text of the seven extant plays of
Sophocles; yet the earliest substantial manuscript upon which it is based was
written more than 1400 years after the poet’s death.” 24/4

Kenyon continues in The Bible and Archaeology:
the dates of original composition and the earliest
small as to be in fact negligible, and the last foun
the Scriptures have come down to us substantially as they were written has
now been removed. Both the authenticity and the general integrity of the
books of the New Testament may be regarded as finally established.”” 56/288

“The interval then between
extant evidence becomes so
dation for any doubt that

3C. MANUSCRIPT EVIDENCE OF THE NEW TESTAMENT COMPARED
WITH OTHER AUTHORS AND WORKS OF ANTIQUITY

The great scholar F. F. Bruce in The New Testa
the comparison between the New Testament a
“Perhaps we can appreciate how wealthy the New Testament is in manuscript
attestation if we compare the textual material for other ancient historical works,
For Caesar’s Gallic War (comiposeéd between 58 and 50 B.C.) there are several
extant MSS, but only nine or ten are good, and the oldest is some 900 years
later than Caesar’s day. Of the 142 books of the Roman history of Livy (59 B.C.
—A.D. 17), only 35 survive; these are known to us from not more than 20 MSS
of any consequence, only one of which, and that containing fragments of Books
H1-VI, is as old as the fourth century. Of the 14 books of the Histories of Taci-
tus (c. A.D. 100) only four and a half survive; of the 16 books of his Annals, 10
survive in full and two in part. The text of these extant portions of his two great

historical works depends entirely on two MSS, one of the ninth century and one
of the eleventh.

ment Documents vividly pictures
nd ancient historical writings:

"“The extant MSS of his minor works (Dialogus de Oratoribus, Agricola, Germa-
nia) all descend from a codex of the tenth cehtury. The History of Thucydides
(c. 460—400 B.C.) is known to us from eight MSS, the earliest belonging to c.
A.D. 900, and a few papyrus scraps, belonging to about the beginning of the
Christian era. The same is true of the History of Herodotus (B.C. 488-428). Yet
no classical scholar would listen to an argument that the authenticity of Her-
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odotus or Thucydides is in doubt because the earliest MSS of their works which
are of any use to us are over 1,300 years later than the originals.” 7/16f.

The following is taken from F. W. Hall, “MS Authorities for the Text of the
Chief Classical Writers,”” Companion to Classical Text (Oxford, Clarendon
Press, 1913).

AUTHOR When Written Earliest Copy Time Span No. of
Copies

Caesar 100—44 B.C. 900 A.D. 1,000 yrs, 10
Livy 59 B.C.—A.D. 17 20
Plato (Tetralogies) 427-347 B.C. 900 A.D. 1,200 yrs. 7
Tacitus fAnnals) 100 A.D. 1,100 A.D. 1,000 yrs. 20 (-)

also minor works 100 A.D. 1,000 A.D. 900 yrs. 1
Pliny the Younger

{History) 61-113 A.D. 850 A.D. 750 yrs. 7
Thucydides (History) 460—400 B.C. 900 A.D. 1,300 yrs. 8
Suetonius

(De Vita Gaesarun) 75—-160 A.D. 950 A.D. 800 yrs. 8
Herodotus (History) 480-425 B.C. 900 A.D. 1,300 yrs. 8
Horace ' 900 yrs.
Sophocles 496—406 B.C. 1,000 A.D. 1,400 yrs, 100
Lucretius Died 55 or 53 B.C. 1,100 yrs, 2
Catullus 54 B.C. ~ 1550AD. 1,600 yrs. 3
Euripedes 480--406 B.C. 1,100 A.D. 1,500 yrs. 9
Demosthenes - 383—-322B.C. 1,100 A.D. 1,300 yrs. 200*
Aristotle 384-322B.C. 1,100 A.D. 1,400 yrs. 5t
Aristophanes 450-385 B.C. 900 A.D. 1,200 yrs. 10

*All fram one copy. -
10f any one work,

4C.

CH RONOLOGY OF NEW TESTAMENT MANUSCRIPT AUTHORITY

Dating Procedure: Some of the factors that help determine the age of a MSS
are: 14/242-46

1. Materials . 5. Ornamentation

2. Letter size and form . 6. The color of the ink
3. Punctuation 7. The texture and color of parchment

4. Text divisigns

John Ryland MSS (130 A.D.) is located in The John Ryland Library of Man-
chester, England (oldest fragment of the N. T.). “Because of its early date and
location (Egypt), some distance from the traditional place of composition
(Asia Minor), this portibn of the gospel of John tends to confirm the tradi-
tional date of the composition of the gospel about the end of the 1st century.”
14/268

* Bruce Metzger speaks of defunct criticism: “Had this little fragment been

known during the middle of the past centu ry; that school of New Testament
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