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The Bible: Just Clever Fables And A Thousand Lies
Category: Authority of the Bible
Example A)

“To be fair, much of the Bible is not systematically evil but just plain weird, as you
would expect of a chaotically cobbled together anthology of distorted documents,
composed, revised, translated, distorted, and ‘improved’ by hundreds of
anonymous authors, editors, and copyists, unknown to us and mostly unknown to
each other, spanning nine centuries.”

Richard Dawkins

Example B)

“There is no evidence that any of our books was authored by the creator of the
universe. The Bible, it seems certain, was the work of sand-strewn men and
women who thought the Earth was flat and for whom a wheelbarrow would have
been a breathtaking example of emerging technology.”

Sam Harris

Example C)

“To terrify children with the image of Hell, to consider women an inferior creation
— is that good for the world?”

Christopher Hitchens

Example D)
“The Bible may, indeed does, contain a warrant for trafficking in humans, for
ethnic cleansing, for slavery, for bride price, and for indiscriminate massacre, but

we are not bound by any of it because it was put together by crude, uncultured
human mammals.”

Christopher Hitchens
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Example E) (Letters from Earth)

“It is full of interest. It has noble poetry in it; and some clever fables; and some
blood-drenched history; and some good morals; and a wealth of obscenity; and
upwards of a thousand lies.”
Mark Twain

Example F)
“According to the book and its servants, the universe is only six thousand years
old. It is only within the last hundred years that studious, inquiring minds have
found out that it is nearer a hundred million.”

Mark Twain

Example G)

“The two testaments are interesting, each in its own way. The Old one gives us a
picture of these people’s Deity as he was before he got religion...”

Mark Twain
Example H)

“The first time the Deity came down to Earth, He brought life and death; when He
came the second time, He brought Hell.”

Mark Twain

Example I)
“The Bible should be taught, but emphatically not as reality.”
Richard Dawkins

Example J)

“Christians have abused, oppressed, enslaved, insulted, tormented, tortured and
killed people in the name of God for centuries, on the basis of the theologically
defensible reading of the Bible.”

Sam Harris
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Example K)

“So far as | can remember there is not one word in the Gospel in praise of
intelligence.”

Bertrand Russell

Example L)

“It ain’t the parts of the Bible | can’t understand that bother me, it’s the parts | do
understand.”

Mark Twain
Example M) (mine)

“There are so many religious books, some older than your Bible. Why would |
believe the Bible rather than the Koran or Vedas or the Tao Te Ching? They all
claim to be inspired.”

Example N) (mine)

“Everyone knows the Bible is filled with contradictions.”

Example O)

“There is something feeble and a little contemptible about a man who cannot
face the perils of life without the help of comfortable myths.”

Bertrand Russell

Food for Thought

It is time for me to remind you that my aim all along has been to give you the

courage to engage folks just like yourself in conversations about God, His

existence, purposes, ways, judgments, etc.

My emphasis is on “folks like yourself.” The defense of the Bible is uniquely

challenging. Why?
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1. Classical Defense: Few of you are prepared to give a formal defense of
the Bible. Actually, it's my experience that very few seminary graduates are
up to a reasoned, classical defense of the Bible.

2. Evidentialist Approach: Again, very few of you will find an audience
patient enough for this approach. We are looking to converse with common
folk just like us. Most common people do not possess long attention spans.

3. Presuppositional Approach: Most lay people and seminary students as
well begin their defense with the proposition that God exists — that is a
difficult position to take when you are discussing the Bible with a devout
Atheist, unless you are very well schooled.

What are we to do then? How are we to parry the assaults on the Bible that I've
just given you? Let’s be practical. Let’s establish a couple of facts. First, we
recognize that the folks you are engaging, the ones who are very much like you,
know little, very little, very, very little about the Bible. Never forget this. The
person you’re engaging is simply parroting something they’ve found in an online
article or found on a YouTube video. Frankly, this is true of the Atheist prophets
as well. I'm constantly astounded at the poor scholarship the members of The
Traveling Medicine Show trot out regarding Christianity and the Bible. When one
makes one’s living ridiculing a book and a set of beliefs, one ought not to be so
sloppy with one’s scholarship; | can attribute it only to arrogance. May God keep
us, you, and me, from committing the same error for the same reason. In
summary, the little you know will dwarf the little the person you’re engaging
knows.

Look at responses #1 and #2 above: No one has ever been willing to sit
through either my classical or evidentialist defenses of the Bible. No Atheist or
pretend Atheist | mean. | will lay both out for you at another time, because they
are logical, and they do fortify your faith. But both, when engaging others like
yourself, would be rare for you to employ. But we shall borrow from both.

Look at response # 3 above, presuppositionalism: This position is built upon
the belief that the Christian faith is the only basis for rational thought. It
presupposes that the Bible is divine revelation and from there sets sail to expose
flaws in other worldviews. Let me express it in a slightly different way: the
Christian must, at all times, presuppose the supernatural revelation of the Bible
as the supreme arbiter of truth and error in order to know anything. As | said
above, when dealing with your skeptical college student or brash,
slogan-chucking co-worker, your statement that we must agree to begin our
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discussion by agreeing that the Bible is the arbiter of all truths will not find
footing. So, | do not recommend approach #3 either.

Better Approach?

So, what to do? | have found it best, no matter which assault of the variety of
assaults in the quotes I've given above we start with, to begin by reframing the
assault in some fashion that may allow for a meaningful discussion. It may not,
but it may.

My words will be in black, bold, italic below, while my comments to you will
appear in regular black text. The assailant’s words will be in blue text. Don’t
overly concern yourself with the way | speak, because that is a reflection of my
personality and life experience. Speak the way you speak. Be authentic and be
earnest. Focus more on why I’'m reframing the assault and how I’'m reframing it.

Me Assailant
Whew, my friend, that was a
mouthful. I’'m surprised you could
blurt that out without taking a
breath midway through.

Blah, blah, blah. Could be any
response.

Let me ask you, which are you
more concerned with, what you call
errors in the Bible or the reasons |
believe in the Bible and Jesus of
Nazareth?

Can you see that | intend to address both the supposed errors and the reasons
for my faith? No matter the assailant’s response, I’'m going to find a way to
address both issues. Why? This approach is, to my mind, the most readily

understood by assailants who don’t know much about the contents of the assault
they’ve just parroted. Because | believe in trust and am gleeful about incremental

moves in an assailant’s thinking, | want to ask and answer questions they
comprehend. The assailant, as annoying and arrogant as he or she may be, has
an eternal soul.
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Me

Assailant

Blah, blah, blah.

You said that everyone knows the
Bible is full of errors, what makes
you say that?

Well, it's well known, Bill, that the Bible
is riddled with errors and
contradictions.”

Hmm, let me think how | should
respond.”

Sometimes, | err by rushing at this
point and that is one of my oft
repeated mistakes. | have found it is
better if 'm hesitant and thoughtful. It
reduces the likelihood that | will come
across as a know-it-all. No one likes a
know-it-all, not even the know-it-all
himself or herself.

Maybe it’s best if you just tell me
the particular error in the Bible
you’re referring to, | mean which
passage.

70% of the time the assailant does
not know one of the supposed errors
he has barked about. 5% of the time,
the error will be a supposed
contradiction like...

Doesn’t the account of Jesus’ tomb
talk about one angel being there while
another says there were two or
something like that?

Listen to the uncertainty in the
assailant’s words. | promise the tone
will be milder. Why? The assailant is
nervous. Be kind and help the




#9

Me

Assailant

assailant to relax. 25% of the time,
the error won’t actually fall into the
category of error at all.

Another error that comes to my mind is
the resurrection of Jesus. Everyone
knows dead men don’t come back to
life.

I’'m not sure I'd see that as an error
necessarily, but | am glad you
brought it up as I, too, had grave
doubts about what | called “The
resurrection myth” when | was an
Atheist. Did I ever tell you | was
and ardent and angry Atheist?

Really? That does surprise me. | took
you to be a life-long Baptist type.

That’s like mistaking Jessie James
for a bank teller. Look, you and |
are probably a lot more alike than
you might think. Imagine me as an
Atheist. Do you think | would be
easily persuaded of a bodily
resurrection?

Well, I'd have to think about it, but | bet
you could be stubborn at times. But,
I’'m not trying to offend you, okay?

No offense taken, my wife says I'm
not smart enough to be offended.
But, | do want to tell you why |
changed my mind about the
resurrection — It was changing my
mind about the resurrection that
brought me to see that Jesus was
all He said He was.

I'll bet you are a decent judge of
people, am I right?
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Me

Assailant

Well, | have had to hire and fire a lot of
people, so | guess you do gain insight
into people in the process.

I agree. | was a 2-bit hustler and
scuffler, so I had to learn people to
survive. | was also a decent burglar
and terrible armed robber, but even
then, I had to learn who you could
trust and who you couldn’t.
Actually, my criminal history is
what brought me to a different
understanding of the resurrection.
Let me give it to you briefly, but
feel free to interrupt if you have a
question.

Okay.

Do you remember Jesus’ last night,
the last supper and His prayer in
the upper room?

Not really, well, maybe a little bit.

They were celebrating the
Passover and Jesus and His
disciples were together in the
upper room, and Judas Iscariot
was there as well.

Jesus said, “One of you will betray
me.” The disciples were perplexed
and Judas left to betray Jesus.

Jesus went on to say several
things, but finally Jesus said,
“Where | am going you cannot
follow.” Jesus told the disciples
that that very night they would all
fall away because of Him, referring
to His arrest and so on.

Peter, ever brash, said that even if
all were made to stumble, he would
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Me

Assailant

not. Jesus said that Peter would
deny Him 3 times before the
rooster crowed. Peter vehemently
replied, “If | have to die with you, |
will not deny you!” — and all the
disciples said likewise. Want to
guess what happened?

What? Did they deny Him?

Nice guess, you do know human
beings. Peter denied Him 3 times
under duress and all His disciples
forsook Him and fled.

Here’s what I finally saw. The
boasters who said they’d follow
Him even to death didn’t. This
didn’t surprise me. When we had a
burglary ring going, | was young.
We all swore that if one of us was
caught, he’d just do the time. We
all pledged that we’d never rat on
each other. Well, one guy got
caught while | was in Dallas, and
he told the police everything. The
whole crew was arrested except for
me because | was in Dallas. Every
one of the “I-will-never-tellers”
spilled everything he knew or had
even heard a rumor about. | quickly
learned that my friends, like Jesus’
disciples, could never hold their
water under pressure.
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I began to think about the
disciples. | was astonished that all
of the weaklings, the deserters,
after hiding out fearing arrest,
became bold witnesses for Jesus
the rest of their lives. Quiet lives?
Hardly. Suffering? Yeah. Horrible,
painful deaths? Yep, for the most
part.

| asked myself, what happened to
the disciples? What made
deserters into heroes? Then | saw
it, they must have seen Jesus
AFTER He was crucified and
buried. Jesus must have come
back to life and spoken to them!
Not one waffled, no one recanted,
none got rich and no one got
women for their troubles! | realized
that the disciples had seen Him
and touched Him and spoken to
Him AFTER He resurrected. The
disciples ate with Jesus and
doubting Thomas was allowed to
touch His wounds. Shoot, He was
with them 40 days. Jesus clearly
died and He clearly came back to
life.

That meant Jesus was Who He said
He was, and it also meant that the
Bible was the word of God,
because Jesus had said, “Thy
word is truth”.
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I no longer questioned the Bible, |
studied it. | became Jesus’ disciple
and my Atheism was obliterated.

Do you get it?

The conversation may go anywhere from here or it may go nowhere from here.
No two times are exactly alike. | have planted my bomb. | put my truth beneath
the assailant’s porch. Others say I've put a rock in his shoe. Either way, | think
I’'ve covered the error assertion and the reliability of the Scripture by telling the
story of the disciples and their changed lives. Is there anything in all | said that
might have baffled a normal person; any terminology that might confuse? | will
close with this. No one has ever followed up this narrative with a peep about
another error.

See if a version of this can become your version and help you. Do think about
how | reframed the assault into a couple of questions | wanted to address. |
wanted to address the questions so that my assailant might begin to fear that the
Bible is what it purports to be, the veritable word of the living God.

Remember, the man or woman you're discussing this with is a man or a woman
just like you. Reason with them in a common way and share your life, your
doubts, and the way you overcame your doubts with them. Be personal and be
authentic. The Holy Spirit will help you.

My approach is but one of many. Don’t focus on my life and journey. Do focus on
telling your story and how to incorporate it into a discussion about the reliability of
the Bible’s claims.

| am most certainly not demeaning any approach to apologetics (a reasoned
defense for your belief). | am simply being practical about the realm | travel
through and live in, the realm of the common man.

Many brilliant souls prefer classical apologetics, others prefer an evidentialist
approach (I myself utilize an evidentialist approach at times), and yes, another
sincere group is at home in the presuppositional camp. | do ask that you
remember that | am a common man helping common men engage in normal
conversations and discussions with common, unbelieving men and women.
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Lastly, never shy away from boldly proclaiming that your Bible is the veritable
Word of God to mankind. It is. The Bible on the table is inerrant and infallible.
Stake your life on it.

Today, sadly, you must proclaim this truth in your Sunday school class as well
as in a private conversation with an unbeliever. The attack on the Bible now
comes from the Church as well as the world. Brook none of it. Speak up. You
must. It is a privilege to proclaim the infallibility and inerrancy of the Bible you
read.

In his last letter, 2 Timothy, the Apostle Paul writes,

“ All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine,
for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness, that the man of
God may be complete, thoroughly equipped for every good work.”

2 Timothy 3:16

The Apostle Peter, as he was approaching death, writes,

“...knowing that shortly | must put off my tent, just as our Lord Jesus
showed me .” 2 Peter 1:14

Peter goes on to remind all of us that,

“For we did not follow cunningly devised fables when we made known to
you the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were eyewitnesses
of His majesty. For He received from God the Father honor and glory when
such a voice came to Him from the Excellent Glory:
“This is my Beloved Son, in Whom | am well pleased! And we heard this
voice which came from heaven when we were with Him on the holy
mountain... knowing this first, that no prophecy of Scripture is of any
private interpretation, for prophecy never came by the will of man , but holy
men of God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit.”

2 Peter 1:16-18, 20-21

Peter both saw and heard. This, my friend, is eyewitness testimony,
testimony of the first rank. You'll find no fables here. Ask yourself one last time,
“What could Peter have gained by lying?” Peter gained, as reports tell us, the

privilege of being crucified upside down. Peter gloried in simply telling the truth.




The Bible’s detractors are desperate magpies whose criticisms are somewhere
between witless and half-baked. If they had neither a bias nor an agenda, they
would concede that the Bible is God’s revelation to man.
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