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Is The Bible God's Word?
Introduction


In my office I have a book titled Seven Question in Dispute it is a book written over 75 years ago, and in it the author discusses major Bible doctrines that were under attack in his day. The modernists were trying to destroy the beliefs of the Christians of the day, and among the things they were questioning were:





1. The Inspiration of the Bible



2. The Deity of Christ



3. The Virgin Birth



4. The Blood Atonement



5. The Bodily Resurrection of Jesus



6.  The Origins of Man. 


These issues are still questioned today, in the pages to follow I want to examine the above six issues. It is my prayer that they will be an aid for faithful men to continue contending for the faith that was once delivered to the saints. 
In this first chapter we will examine the attack upon the Bible. 

Chapter One 

Is the Bible Really True
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 Is the Bible really inspired, (is it Gods word)?  If the Bible is true why do so many people reject it? 


Richard Sesson in his book Answering Christianity’s Most Puzzling Questions relates how many see no difference between the Bible and other religious books.


Some assert that the Bible is just like other religious writings in its origin. They all claim to be inspired. The Mormons attribute their Book of Mormon to the magic spectacles of Joseph Smith. The writings of Emmanuel Swedenborg and Edgar Cayce were supposed to have been inspired while their authors were in trances or having visions. Most religious writings make equally ridiculous claims to supernatural origins. Really they are men’s attempts to give absolute authority to their own personal prejudices. “The Bible”, some say, “is just one more pathetic example of a human attempt to speak for God.” 


If that is true, the Bible is of little value other than as a curiosity,-something to arouse our interest. But if it is not true and The Bible really is the Word of God, then the Bible is truly unique and there must be a way to distinguish it from all religious counterfeits. 

IT IS NOT UNUSUAL FOR THE WORD
OF GOD TO BE QUESTIONED AND ATTACKED


In the very first chapters of the Bible we find God's word under attack.  God had very clearly told Adam His will concerning the trees in the Garden of Eden. He said in Genesis 2:17 But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not eat of it: for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die.


With this clear command from God there came almost immediately the questioning of God's word. Now the serpent was more subtil than any beast of the field which the LORD God had made. And he said unto the woman, Yea, hath God said, Ye shall not eat of every tree of the garden? Genesis 3:1

Consider the Seven Ways the Devil and Eve Assaulted God’s Word
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(1) The Word of God was questioned. The Devil said, "Yea, hath God said, Ye shall not eat of every tree of the garden?" (v. 1). 
(2) The Word of God was subtracted from. Eve answered the Devil, "We may eat of the fruit of the trees of the garden," thus subtracting the word "every" from the words God had given Adam in Genesis 2:16. 
(3) The Word of God was added to. When Eve first answered the Devil about God's command she added the words "neither shall ye touch it." God did not say that. 
(4) The Word of God was softened. Eve answered the Devil that God had said they were not to eat of the tree "lest ye die." In reality God had said, "for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die." That is much stronger, fearful, and certain than Eve's new softened paraphrase version. 
(5) The Word of God was denied. The Devil blatantly stated, "Ye shall not surely die." 
(6) The Word of God was blasphemed. The Devil further stated, "For God doth know that in the day ye eat thereof, then your eyes shall be opened, and ye shall be as gods, knowing good and evil." 
(7) Thy Word of God was ignored. Eve ignored God's Word and "took of the fruit thereof, and did eat, and 
gave also unto her husband with her; and he did eat" (v. 6).

From that day down to this very hour God's word continues to be questioned and denied. 

CAN WE KNOW WHAT THE WORD OF GOD IS? 

When we begin a discussion on the veracity of God's word we bring the very character of God into question. What kind of a being is God? If He is a loving God He would surely want to convey to us His will for our lives through such a book as the Bible. 
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Imagine the following scene.

I have not been feeling good so I go to the doctor, through the examination it is determined that I have a deadly blood disease and if it is not treated it will be fatal. As a prescription for a complete cure the doctor gives me 7 identical bottles of blue pills and says: “One of these bottles has pills in it that can cure you of your disease. The other 6 are pure poison. Be careful which one you take.” When I ask the doctor, “how will I know which pills to take?” He looks at me and says, “Good Luck”.


What would you think of such a doctor? He would be nothing short of a monster. But many try to make God out as just such a monster. Mankind has a fatal blood disease, he inherited from Adam of whom the Bible says: Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned: Romans 5:12 


Look around you, and it will not take long to see that something is drastically wrong in the world. The hounds of death are chasing each of us. The atrocities that one person commits against another, and the absolute uncertainty of where mankind is headed, and what will be his end; speaks of a world in desperate need. 

There is only one prescription for sin in our lives; all other prescriptions are pure poison. Neither is there salvation in any other: for there is none other name under heaven given among men, whereby we must be saved. Acts 4:12 If man is sin sick, and he is. If there is a solution to our sin problem, and there is in the shed blood of Jesus Christ.  Then we ought to expect God to communicate to us in some fashion who He is, His works, and His will for mankind.  He has done just that in the Bible It gives of the prescription for the needs of man.





 The Koran is Poison




 
 The Book of Mormon is poison





  Mary Baker Eddy's Key to the Scripture is poison

THE BIBLE IS LIKE NO OTHER BOOK
IN THAT IT CONTAINS THE VERY WORDS OF GOD.


The Bible claims to be the very word of God. Note the words of 2 Peter 1:21 For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.  The two aspects of inspiration are seen here in this one verse.




1. Human penman holy men of God spake




2. Divine Authorship moved by the Holy Ghost


The word ”moved” has the meaning of being borne along. We find this same Greek word translated driven in Acts 27:17 where it speaks of the ship Paul is in being totally controlled by the wind.  God is the author; man is but the pen in the author's hand.  The seeming differences of style in the Bible merely speaks of God changing pens, just as our on names would look quite different when written in ink on a page, or written with a child's crayon. The styles would be quite different but the one who authored the word's remains the same. 
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The Bible from Genesis 1:1 to Revelation 22:21 claims to be the inspired words of God. There are many powerful statements of inspiration in the Scriptures claiming inspiration.
· All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for octrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness: 2Tim.3:16  
· For the prophecy came not in old time by the will of man: but holy men of God spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost.2 Pet. 1:21

· The Spirit of the Lord spake by me, and his word was in my tongue 2 Sam. 23:2

· The word of the Lord by the mouth of Jeremiah Ezra 1:1

· This scripture. . . which the Holy Ghost by the mouth of David spakeActs 1:16

The phrase “Thus saith the Lord” and similar phrases are found over 3,800 times in the Old Testament.  

THE BIBLE INDESTRUCTIBILITY SHOWS IT TO BE FROM GOD

Though attacked like no other book of history the Bible stands like a rock undaunted mid the raging storms of time. 
· The Roman emperor Diocletian (A.D. 245-313 decreed in AD303 that every Bible should be destroyed. He had been told that if he could destroy the Bible he would destroy Christianity because "Christians are a people of the Book" Feeling he had succeeded Diocletian raised a column with the inscription Extincto nomene Christianorum" (the name of Christian is extinguished). Yet Constantine who succeeded him and in the year AD 312 replaced the pagan symbols with the symbol of the cross. This remarkable change took place in less than ten years.
·  Voltaire Fourteen-hundred years after Constantine, the French atheist Voltaire (1694-1778) 
boasted, "One hundred years from my day there will not be a Bible in the earth except one that I an antiquarian curiosity seeker." Twenty years' after the death of Voltaire, the Geneva Bible Society purchased his house for printing the Bible. It later became the Paris headquarters for the British Foreign Bible Society, which stored and distributed Bibles throughout Europe. "The grass withereth, the flower fadeth: but the word of God shall stand for ever" (Isa. 40:8)!


The indestructibility of the Bible was promise by God in Isa. 40:8  The grass withereth, the flower fadeth: but the word of our God shall stand for ever.  And with similar words in Mt 5:18  For verily I say unto you, Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled.

THE BIBLE SHOWS ITSELF TO BE UNIQUELY
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FROM GOD IN THE ACCURACY OF ITS PROPHECY
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1. There are many Old Testament prophecies concerning

Christ’s first coming.

old . New

Prophecy Testament ‘Testament
reference fulfillment

His virgin birth | Isa. 7:14 | Matt. 1:20;
7 7 B T Luke 1:30-35
His birthplace in I Mic. 5:2 i Luke 2:4-7
~ Bethlehem | I 7
. His forerunner, ! Isa. 40:3 x John 1:6-8,
. John the Baptist | - 19-23
His Triumphal Zech. 9:9-10 John 12:12-19

Entry

His side pierced at ' Zech. 12:10 John 19:34
Galvary ,
His cry, “My God, | Ps. 22:1% . Matt. 27:46
my God, why |
hast thou for-

| saken me?”’

*Note: An amazing aspect of David’s prophecies in Psalm 22 is
that David was not aware of crucifixion as a form of capital
punishment. As he was writing (approximately 1000 B.C.}, the
most common form of capital punishment for the nation of Israel
was stoning.

“When it is remembered that crucifixion was a
Roman, not Jewish, form of execution, the proof of
inspiration is irresistible.” —C. L. Scofield




   Professor Emeritus of Science at Westmont College, Peter Stoner, has calculated the probability of one man fulfilling the major prophecies made concerning the Messiah.  The estimates were worked out by twelve different classes, representing some 600 college students.


   The students carefully weighed all the factors, discussed each prophecy at length, and examined the various circumstances which might indicate that men had conspired together to fulfill a particular prophecy.  They made their estimates conservative enough so that there was finally unanimous agreement even among the most skeptical students.


  However then Professor Stoner took their estimates and made them even more conservative.  He also encouraged other skeptics or scientists to make their own estimates to see if his conclusions were more than fair.  Finally, he submitted his figures for review to a Committee of the American Scientific Affiliation.  Upon examination, they verified that his calculations were dependable and accurate in regard to the scientific material presented (Peter Stoner, Science Speaks, Chicago: Moody Press, 1969, 4).


  For example, concerning Micah 5:2, where it states the Messiah would be born in Bethlehem Ephrata. Stoner and his students determined the average population of Bethlehem from the time of Micah to the present; then they divided it by the average population of the earth during the same period. They concluded that the chance of one man being born in Bethlehem was one in 2.8 x 10^5 - or rounded, one in 300,000.


  After examining only eight different prophecies (Idem, 106), they conservatively estimated that the chance of one man fulfilling all eight prophecies was one in 10^17.


  To illustrate how large the number 10^17 is (a figure with 17 zeros), Stoner gave this illustration:
If you mark one of ten tickets, and place all the tickets in a hat, and thoroughly stir them, and then ask a blindfolded man to draw one,     his chance of getting the right ticket is one in ten.  Suppose that we take 10^17 silver dollars and lay them on the face of Texas.  They will cover all of the state two feet deep.  Now mark one of these silver dollars and stir the whole mass thoroughly, all over the state.  Blindfold a man and tell him that he can travel as far as he wishes, but he must pick up one silver dollar and say that this is the right one.  What chance would he have of getting the right one?  Just the same chance that the prophets would have had of writing these eight prophecies and having them all come true in any one man, from their day to the present time, providing they  wrote them in their own wisdom (Idem, 106-107).

THE BIBLE SHOWS ITSELF TO BE UNIQUELY

FROM GOD IN IT'S SCIENTIFIC ACCURACY
Although the Bible was not written as a science book, yet when the Bible speaks concerning matters of science, it is scientifically accurate.
1.  God Created The Universe Ex Nihilo  (out of nothin)

· Things which are seen were not made of things which do appear. Heb. 11:3

2. Moisture In The Atmosphere Goes Through A Cycle Of Evaporation and Condensation. 
· He causeth the vapours to ascend from the ends of the earth; he maketh lightnings for 
he rain. Ps. 135:7

Revealed in the Bible: Job 36:27-28 The water cycle was not fully understood until about 30 B.C. by a Roman engineer named Marcus Vitruvius. Yet every aspect of the water cycle was fully revealed to mankind in 1600 B.C.! The Bible's description is in perfect harmony with modern science. Eccl 1:6-7; 11:3; Job 26:8; Amos 9:6. Vitruvius was 1600 years too late! 

In various passages, the Bible describes a hydrologic cycle, the process by which clouds are formed, rain is produced and ground water is replenished. Science made the same discovery in the 1600s, long after the Bible passages were written. Here are the related Bible verses:

3.  The Earth Is Spherical In Shape 

· It  is he that sitteth upon the circle of the earth."Isa. 40:22

 You may be surprised to learn that the Bible revealed that the earth is round. Job 26:10, Prov 8:27, Isaiah 40:22, Amos 9:6. Today, we chuckle at the people of the fifteenth century who feared sailing because they thought they would fall over the edge of the flat earth. Yet the Bible revealed the truth in 1000 B.C. 2500 years before man discovered it for himself!

4. The Earth Rotates On Its Axis

· The earth. . . is turned as clay to the seal. Job 38:13-14

5.  The Earth Is Suspended In Space

· He. . . hangeth the earth upon nothing. Job 26:7

6. Tides Vary in the Late Evening and Early Morning Hours. 

· He hath compassed the 'waters with bounds, un​til the day and night come to an end.Job 26:10

7. The Stars Cannot Be Numbered
· The host of heaven cannot be numbered, neither the sand of the sea measured.Jer. 
33:22

Note: In 130 B.C. Hipparchus counted 1,022 stars, and in A.D. 200 Ptolemy counted 1,026 stars. Man still does not know the total number of stars in the universe.

8. The Atmosphere Has Weight 
· to make the weight for the winds" Job 28:25


Note: This was not known by scientists until the sev​enteenth century.

9. The Stars Travel in Certain Paths 
· the stars in their courses Judg. 5:20
10. The Blood Sustains Life 

· For the life of the flesh is in the blood. Lev. 17:11

11. The Universe Is Running Down 
· The earth. . . and the heavens. . . shall wax old like a garment."Ps. 102:25-26

12. The Stars Are A Great Distance From The Earth 

· And behold the height of the stars, how high they are!Job 22:12

13. The Stars Differ in Magnitude 

· One star differeth from another star in glory." 1 Cor. 15:41

The Bible stated that stars differ from one another centuries before scientists reached the same conclusion: Today we know that the stars in the skies are very different from one another, that they are made up of differing concentrations of different elements, and that they vary in their sizes, their ages and in their proximity to the earth. But the ancient people had no way to prove this. Even so, Paul, who received many insights from Jesus, wrote a passage about 2000 years ago in the Bible's book of 1 Corinthians that said that the stars in the heavens did indeed differ from one another:
14.  The Chemical Composition of Man and the Earth is Identical  

· He remembereth that we are dust.  Ps.103:14

15.  Springs in The Sea

 The Bible stated the existence of valleys and springs in the seas: Only until the past few hundred years did people have the technology to discover that there are deep valleys and fresh water springs in the oceans. But the Bible always knew: 2 Samuel 22:16,  Genesis 7:11

Illustration of the Scientific Accuracy of the Bible 
George Washington
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2. Many New Testament prophecies are fulfilled by historical

events.

a. The destruction of Jerusalem in A.D. 70

“And Jesus said unto them, See ye not all these
things? verily I say unto you, There shall not be left
here one stone upon another, that shall not be

thrown down.”

Matt. 24:2

In A.D. 70 the Roman armies under Titus besieged
Jerusalem for 143 days. Josephus states that Titus finally
ordered the entire city to be burned to the ground. The
city wall “was so completely leveled with the ground
that there was no longer anything to lead those who
visited the spot to believe that it had ever been in-

habited.”



His secretary, Tobias Lear, gave the following account of the events that led up to the death of the first Presi​dent of the United States:

On Dec. 12, 1799, Washington rode for about five hours to several of his farms in sub-freezing cold. In spite of the fact he developed a severe cold, he again went out on Dec. 13 to check on his farms. That night he awoke several times complaining that it was extremely difficult for him to swallow.

Mr. Rawlins [one of his overseers] came in soon after sunrise and prepared to bleed him. [This was the ac​cepted medical practice in the late eighteenth century. Either a leech was attached to the patient and allowed to suck his blood freely or the physician made a small incision in the arm of the patient and allowed a portion of his blood to drain into a basin.]

Two of his personal physicians arrived and all agreed this method should continue to be the procedure throughout the day. Those watching said the blood came very slowly toward the end. He died that night.

"The practice of bleeding, which by many persons was thought to have killed him, was then so widely used that his doctors would have been censured if they had omitted it. Sixty years later it was still in use, and no one can doubt it deprived [George Washington] of his chance of living."

The irony of the whole account was that beside his bed that day was a copy of the Bible. In that Bible could be found Leviticus 17:11-"For the life of the flesh is in the blood."

Summarized from William Roscoe Thayer, George Washington (Cambridge: Riverside Press, 1922), pp. 240ff.

French Academy of Science

In 1861 the French Academy of Science published a brochure in which they listed fifty-one scientific facts that supposedly contradicted the Bible. Today not one scientist believes anyone of those "supposed errors." Though our scientific knowledge continues to change, the Bible does not change. 
 Matthew Maury (1806-1873)
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Matthew Maury spent much of his life as a United States naval officer traveling on the oceans of the world. During an illness he read in the Psalms a reference to "the paths of the seas" (Ps. 8:8). Believing in the com​plete scientific accuracy of the Bible, he searched and found what the Bible had revealed thousands of years earlier: the ocean currents travel in specific paths. He was able to gather enough information from many voyages to be able to chart those currents on the Atlan​tic, Pacific, and Indian oceans. As a result, those who followed his charts were able to cut down their sailing time considerably.

Circumcism on the 8th Day 

In Genesis 17:12, God specifically directed Abraham to circumcise newborn males on the eighth day. Why the eighth day? In 1935, professor H. Dam proposed the name “vitamin K” for the factor in foods that helped prevent hemorrhaging in baby chicks. We now know vitamin K is responsible for the production (by the liver) of the element known as prothrombin. If vitamin K is deficient, there will be a prothrombin deficiency and hemorrhaging may occur. Oddly, it is only on the fifth through the seventh days of the newborn male’s life that vitamin K (produced by bacteria in the intestinal tract) is present in adequate quantities. Vitamin K, coupled with prothrombin, causes blood coagulation, which is important in any surgical procedure. Holt and McIntosh, in their classic work, Holt Pediatrics, observed that a newborn infant has “peculiar susceptibility to bleeding between the second and fifth days of life.... Hemorrhages at this time, though often inconsequential, are sometimes extensive; they may produce serious damage to internal organs, especially to the brain, and cause death from shock and exsanguination” (1953, pp. 125-126). Obviously, then, if vitamin K is not produced in sufficient quantities until days five through seven, it would be wise to postpone any surgery until some time after that. But why did God specify day eight?

On the eighth day, the amount of prothrombin present actually is elevated above one-hundred percent of normal—and is the only day in the male’s life in which this will be the case under normal conditions. If surgery is to be performed, day eight is the perfect day to do it. Vitamin K and prothrombin levels are at their peak. The chart below, patterned after one published by S.I. McMillen, M.D., in his book, None of These Diseases, portrays this in graphic form.
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Dr. McMillen observed: 

We should commend the many hundreds of workers who labored at great expense over a number of years to discover that the safest day to perform circumcision is the eighth. Yet, as we congratulate medical science for this recent finding, we can almost hear the leaves of the Bible rustling. They would like to remind us that four thousand years ago, when God initiated circumcision with Abraham.... 

Abraham did not pick the eighth day after many centuries of trial-and-error experiments. Neither he nor any of his company from the ancient city of Ur in the Chaldees ever had been circumcised. It was a day picked by the Creator of vitamin K (1984, p. 93).

Moses’ information, as recorded in Genesis 17:12, not only was scientifically accurate, but was years ahead of its time. How did Moses have access to such information? The answer, of course, is provided by the apostle Paul in 2 Timothy 3:16—“Every scripture is inspired of God.”

THE BIBLE SHOWS ITSELF TO BE GOD'S WORD IN 

IT'S HISTORICAL ACCURACY
The Discovery of the Hittites

The Hittites played a prominent role in Old Testament history. They interacted with biblical figures as early as Abraham and as late as Solomon. They are mentioned in Genesis 15:20 as people who inhabited the land of Canaan. 1 Kings 10:29 records that the Hittites  purchased chariots and horses from King Solomon. The most prominent Hittite is Uriah the husband of Bathsheba. The Hittites were a powerful force in the Middle East from 1750 B.C. until 1200 B.C. Prior to the late 19th century, nothing was known of the Hittites outside the Bible, and many critics alleged that they were an invention of the biblical authors. Archaeologists and historians, for hundreds of years said: ‘The Bible is wrong. It cannot be God’s book because there is a mistake. There is no evidence of there ever being a people called the Hittites. No buried cities, no documents mentioning them, nothing at all. ’Because there was no evidence, they didn’t believe that the Bible could be right. Even the Encyclopaedia Britannica had nothing in about Hittites
In 1876 a dramatic discovery changed this perception. A British scholar named A. H. Sayce found inscriptions carved on rocks in Turkey. He suspected that they might be evidence of the Hittite nation. Ten years later, more clay tablets were found in Turkey at a place called Boghaz-koy. German cuneiform expert Hugo Winckler investigated the tablets and began his own expedition at the site in 1906.

Winckler's excavations uncovered five temples, a fortified citadel and several massive sculptures. In one storeroom he found over ten thousand clay tablets. One of the documents proved to be a record of a treaty between Ramesses II and the Hittite king. Other tablets showed that Boghaz-koy was the capital of the Hittite kingdom. Its original name was Hattusha and the city covered an area of 300 acres. The Hittite nation had been discovered!

Less than a decade after Winckler's find, Czech scholar Bedrich Hronzny proved the Hittite language is an early relative of the Indo-European languages of Greek, Latin, French, German, and English. The Hittite language now has a central place in the study of the history of the Indo-European languages.

The discovery also confirmed other biblical facts. Five temples were found containing many tablets with details of the rites and ceremonies that priests performed. These ceremonies described rites for purification from sin and purification of a new temple. The instructions proved to be very elaborate and lengthy. Critics once criticized the laws and instructions found in the books of Leviticus and Deuteronomy as too complicated for the time it was written (1400 B.C.). The Boghaz-koy texts along with others from Egyptian sites and a site along the Euphrates called Emar have proven that the ceremonies described in the Jewish Pentateuch are consistent with the ceremonies of the cultures of this time period.

The Hittite Empire made treaties with civilizations they conquered. Two dozen of these have been translated and provide a better understanding of treaties in the Old Testament. The discovery of the Hittite Empire at Boghaz-koy has significantly advanced our understanding of the patriarchal period. Dr. Fred Wright summarizes the importance of this find in regard to biblical historicity:

Now the Bible picture of this people fits in perfectly with what we know of the Hittite nation from the monuments. As an empire they never conquered the land of Canaan itself, although the Hittite local tribes did settle there at an early date. Nothing discovered by the excavators has in any way discredited the Biblical account. Scripture accuracy has once more been proved by the archaeologist. 
The discovery of the Hittites has proven to be one of the great archaeological finds of all time. It has helped to confirm the biblical narrative and had a great impact on Middle East archaeological study. Because of it, we have come to a greater understanding of the history of our language, as well as the religious, social, and political practices of the ancient Middle East.

Bricks of Egypt

Perhaps you remember from the Bible when the Israelites were slaves in Egypt? God sent Moses to help them escape. 
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But Pharaoh got really angry. He forced the slaves to make bricks with clay and straw, then he made it harder by letting them use only stubble  (small, left over pieces of straw) with the clay.   Finally, they had only clay and nothing else. 
For a long time, some people claimed that this part of the Bible was not real history at all, but just pretend stories. But one archaeologist proved that even tiny details, like the story of the bricks, were true. 
He discovered an ancient building in Egypt, in the city of Pithon. The bottom of the walls used proper bricks, made of mud and straw. Further up the wall, middle layers were of bricks with mud and stubble.  The archaeologists discovered that some of the stubble had been torn up by the roots!  That is just what might have happened if a slave was rushing to make the quota of bricks that day. The top layers of bricks had no straw at all. They were just mud – exactly as the Bible recorded it!   
Sodom and Gomorrah

The story of Sodom and Gomorrah has long been viewed as a legend. Critics assume that it was created to communicate moral principles. However, throughout the Bible this story is treated as a historical event. The Old Testament prophets refer to the destruction of Sodom on several occasions (Deut. 29:23, Isa. 13:19, Jer. 49:18), and these cities play a key role in the teachings of Jesus and the Apostles (Matt. 10:15, 2 Pet. 2:6 and Jude 1:7). What has archaeology found to establish the existence of these cities?
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Archaeologists have searched the Dead Sea region for many years in search of Sodom and Gomorrah. Genesis 14:3 gives their location as the Valley of Siddim known as the Salt Sea, another name for the Dead Sea. On the east side six wadies, or river valleys, flow into the Dead Sea. Along five of these wadies, ancient cities were discovered. The northern most is named Bab edh-Drha. In 1924, renowned archaeologist Dr. William Albright excavated at this site, searching for Sodom and Gomorrah. He discovered it to be a heavily fortified city. Although he connected this city with one of the biblical "Cities of the Plains," he could not find conclusive evidence to justify this assumption.

More digging was done in 1965, 1967, and 1973. The archaeologists discovered a 23-inch thick wall around the city, along with numerous houses and a large temple. Outside the city were huge grave sites where thousands of skeletons were unearthed. This revealed that the city had been well populated during the early Bronze Age, about the time Abraham would have lived.

Most intriguing was evidence that a massive fire had destroyed the city. It lay buried under a coating of ash several feet thick. A cemetery one kilometer outside the city contained charred remains of roofs, posts, and bricks turned red from heat.

Dr. Bryant Wood, in describing these charnel houses, stated that a fire began on the roofs of these buildings. Eventually the burning roof collapsed into the interior and spread inside the building. This was the case in every house they excavated. Such a massive fiery destruction would match the biblical account that the city was destroyed by fire that rained down from heaven. Wood states, "The evidence would suggest that this site of Bab edh-Drha is the biblical city of Sodom." 

Five cities of the plain are mentioned in Genesis 14: Sodom, Gomorrah, Admah, Zoar, and Zeboiim. Remnants of these other four cities are also found along the Dead Sea. Following a southward path from Bab edh-Drha there is the city called Numeria. Continuing south is the city called es-Safi. Further south are the ancient cities of Feifa and Khanazir. Studies at these cities revealed that they had been abandoned at the same time about 2450–2350 B.C. Many archaeologists believe if Bab ed-Drha is Sodom, Numeria is Gomorrah, and es-Safi is Zoar.

What fascinated the archaeologists is that these cities were covered in the same ash as Bab ed-Drha. Numeria, believed to be Gomorrah, had seven feet of ash in some places. In every one of the destroyed cities ash deposits made the soil a spongy charcoal, making it impossible to rebuild. According to the Bible, four of the five cities were destroyed, leaving Lot to flee to Zoar. Zoar was not destroyed by fire, but was abandoned during this period.

Although archaeologists are still disputing these findings, this is one discovery we will be hearing more about in years to come.

The Walls of Jericho 
According to the Bible, the conquest of Jericho occurred in approximately 1440 B.C. The miraculous nature of the conquest has caused some scholars to dismiss the [image: image17.png]


story as folklore. Does archaeology support the biblical account? Over the past century four prominent archaeologists have excavated the site: Carl Watzinger from 1907-1909, John Garstang in the 1930's, Kathleen Kenyon from 1952-1958, and currently Bryant Wood. The result of their work has been remarkable.

First, they discovered that Jericho had an impressive system of fortifications. Surrounding the city was a retaining wall fifteen feet high. At its top was an eight-foot brick wall strengthened from behind by an earthen rampart. Domestic structures were found behind this first wall. Another brick wall enclosed the rest of the city. The domestic structures found between the two walls is consistent with Joshua's description of Rahab's quarters (Josh. 2:15). Archeologists also found that in one part of the city, large piles of bricks were found at the base of both the inner and outer walls, indicating a sudden collapse of the fortifications. Scholars feel that an earthquake, which may also explain the damming of the Jordan in the biblical account, caused this collapse. The collapsed bricks formed a ramp by which an invader might easily enter the city (Josh. 6:20).

Of this amazing discovery Garstang states, "As to the main fact, then, there remains no doubt: the walls fell outwards so completely, the attackers would be able to clamber up and over the ruins of the city." This is remarkable because when attacked city walls fall inward, not outward.

A thick layer of soot indicates that the city was destroyed by fire as described in Joshua 6:24. Kenyon describes it this way. "The destruction was complete. Walls and floors were blackened or reddened by fire and every room was filled with fallen bricks." Archaeologists also discovered large amounts of grain at the site. This is again consistent with the biblical account that the city was captured quickly. If it had fallen as a result of a siege, the grain would have been used up. According to Joshua 6:17, the Israelites were forbidden to plunder the city, but had to destroy it totally.

Although the archaeologists agreed Jericho was violently destroyed, they disagreed on the date of the conquest. Garstang held to the biblical date of 1400 B.C. while Watzinger and Kenyon believed the destruction occurred in 1550 B.C. In other words, if the later date is accurate, Joshua arrived at a previously destroyed Jericho. This earlier date would pose a serious challenge to the historicity of the Old Testament.

Dr. Bryant Wood, who is currently excavating the site, found that Kenyon's early date was based on faulty assumptions about pottery found at the site. His later date is also based on the discovery of Egyptian amulets in the tombs northwest of Jericho. Inscribed under these amulets were the names of Egyptian Pharaohs dating from 1500-1386 B.C., showing that the cemetery was in use up to the end of the late Bronze Age (1550-1400 B.C.). Finally, a piece of charcoal found in the debris was carbon-14 dated to be 1410 B.C. The evidence leads Wood to this conclusion. "The pottery, stratigraphic considerations, scarab data and a carbon-14 date all point to a destruction of the city around the end of the Late Bronze Age, about 1400 BCE." 
Thus, current archeological evidence supports the Bible's account of when and how Jericho fell.
[image: image18.jpg]


House of David

One of the most beloved characters in the Bible is King David. Scripture says that he was a man after God's own heart. He is revered as the greatest of all Israelite kings and the messianic covenant is established through his lineage. Despite his key role in Israel's history, until recently no evidence outside the Bible attested to his existence. For this reason critics questioned the existence of a King David.
In the summer of 1993, an archaeologist made what has been labeled as a phenomenal and stunning discovery. Dr. Avraham Biran and his team were excavating a site labeled Tell Dan, located in northern Galilee at the foot of Mt. Hermon. Evidence indicates that this is the site of the Old Testament land of Dan.

The team had discovered an impressive royal plaza. As they were clearing the debris, they discovered in the ruins the remains of a black basalt stele, or stone slab, containing Aramaic inscriptions. The stele contained thirteen lines of writing but none of the sentences were complete. Some of the lines contained only three letters while the widest contained fourteen. The letters that remained were clearly engraved and easy to read. Two of the lines included the phrases "The King of Israel" and "House of David."

This is the first reference to King David found outside of the Bible. This discovery has caused many critics to reconsider their view of the historicity of the Davidic kingdom. Pottery found in the vicinity, along with the construction and style of writing, lead Dr. Biran to argue that the stele was erected in the first quarter of the ninth century B.C., about a century after the death of King David.

The translation team discovered that the inscription told of warfare between the Israelites and the Arameans, which the Bible refers to during this period. In this find, a ruler of the Arameans probably Hazael is victorious over Israel and Judah. The stele was erected to celebrate the defeat of the two kings. In 1994 two more pieces were found with inscriptions which refer to Jehoram, the son of Ahab, ruler over Israel, and Ahaziah, who was the ruler over the "House of David" or Judah. These names and facts correspond to the account given in chapters 8 and 9 of 2 Kings. Dr. Hershel Shanks of Biblical Archaeological Review states, "The stele brings to life the biblical text in a very dramatic way. It also gives us more confidence in the historical reality of the biblical text." 
The find has confirmed a number of facts. First, the use of the term "House of David" implies that there was a Davidic dynasty that ruled Israel. We can conclude, then, that a historic King David existed. Second, the kingdoms of Judah and Israel were prominent political entities as the Bible describes. Critics long viewed the two nations as simply insignificant states.

Dr. Bryant Wood summarizes the importance of this find this way. "In our day, most scholars, archaeologist and biblical scholars would take a very critical view of the historical accuracy of many of the accounts in the Bible. . . . Many scholars have said there never was a David or a Solomon, and now we have a stele that actually mentions David. 
Although many archeologists remain skeptical of the biblical record, the evidence for the historical accuracy of the Bible continues to build.

WITH ALL THIS EVIDENCE WHY THEN
DO SO MANY PEOPLE REJECT THE BIBLE?


The Bible is rejected because it opposes and convicts the thoughts of man. The world wants to say there is no such thing as absolute truth. The natural man reasons; life can only be what I make of it. Because no absolute truth exists I can do what ever feels good to me 

But the bible is a book of absolute truth. God has written absolute truths spelling out what is right and what is wrong in his word the Bible and in the hearts of men. The world wants to say “All Men are Basically Good, And All Human Problems Are Within Mans Power To Solve.”. This is nothing but humanism which says man's problems are caused by society. The idea is we need to change society and we will be better.  We will legalize abortion. We will fund mental health clinics, we will give counseling to the drug addict. and the drunk, the one who cannot help himself;
because on his 6th birthday he did not get a pony but a stick horse. But the Bible says man is a sinner  Rom3:23

The Bible says man cannot help himself Rom 3:10-17.The Bible says our only hope is in Jesus Christ. Acts 4:12.

The World wants to think that man is getting better and better as he evolves. They prefer to believe that as merely made of  matter they will be reincarnated to another life form.
But the Bible says it is appointed unto man once to die and after that the judgment. 

The Bible teaches that man either goes to heaven or hell. There is a reward for those who are saved, but great punishment for those who are not. 


The Bible is uniquely the very words of God. Written for a very specific reason.  39  Search the scriptures; for in them ye think ye have eternal life: and they are they which testify of me. 40  And ye will not come to me, that ye might have life. John 5:39-40
This book is not written to give you religion

This book is not written to point you to heaven

This book is written to reveal to you your sin, and point you to Jesus the S avior. 
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1. You shall have no other gods
before Me.
(God must be first place in your life.)
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~ 6. You shall not murder.
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2. You shall not make any idols

7. You shall not commit

of the Lord your God in vain.
(Don't use your lips to dishonor God.)
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= 3. You shall not take the name 8. You shall not steal.
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4. Remember the Sabbath day

to keep it holy.
(Spiderwebs on the Bible - Don't
neglect the things of God.)

9. You shall not lie.
(This is a 9 that is "lying" down.)

5. Honor your father and your
mother.
(This is a 5 is shaped like
a mom and dad.)

10. You shall not covet (want
stuff that doesn't belong to you).
(The man peeking around the door
covets the diamond ring.)

Why do you think God gave us the
Ten Commandments?
) As a way to get to Heaven
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T dign't
rzaliza whet
a bad state I
wos 1m untl
I looked irto
the mirror

Jesus took our punishment

we don't have to be punished by God. We can live with Him forever! It also shows us how

In the same way, we don't realize what a bad state we are in until we
look into the "mirror" of the Ten Commandments. Do you remember
what #9 is? What is it? Have you ever lied? What about #5?
Have you always obeyed your parents? What about #6? Have
you ever hated someone? Have you always loved God? Have
you ever stolen anything? Have you been greedy? Can you
see the Ten Commandments are like the mirror -- they show
us how bad we are, and how we need to be clean before the
Day of Judgment. That is the Day God will punish people
who have broken the Ten Commandments. They will be
sent to a place called "Hell," a place where God doesn't
want people to go. God doesn't want you to be
punished. He loves you so much that He made a way
for you to be clean before Judgment Day. But God
came down to earth and paid our fine by dying on the Cross.
on Himself. Then He rose from the dead. That means that

much God loves us. What should you do? Ask God to forgive you for the Commandments you've broken (called "sin"),
and then give your life to Jesus. (If you don't know what to pray, use Psalm 51 as an example.) When you do that, God
will wash you clean, and you will have God's promise that you are forgiven and will live forever. Then read your Bible

every day (it's full of incredi

ble stories -- start with the book of John), and obey what you read. God will never leave you.

Taken from "Hey Kids," a Gospel Tract from www. LivingWaters.com




Things in Dispute 
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Is Jesus Really God?

Chapter 2
Is Jesus Really God? 


That a man named Jesus lived, died, was buried and rose again, is believed by most people who call themselves Christians. But when it comes to Jesus being God, not all agree.  Yet Jesus said in John 8:24 I said therefore unto you, that ye shall die in your sins: for if ye believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your sins.  The significance of that statement must not be lost for Jesus was claiming to be God.  The words "I Am" takes us back to the book of Exodus where God told Moses His name  Ex 3:14  And God said unto Moses, I AM THAT I AM: and he said, Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel, I AM hath sent me unto you. It is not a small matter whether one believes or not that Jesus is God, belief in His divinity is necessary for salvation, much lies in the balance when it comes to your conclusions about the person of Jesus Christ. That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved.


Some want to recognize Jesus as a great teacher, a wonderful example for us to follow, but will not bring themselves to confess that he is God.  It is a position which sets on quick sand as the illustration below will show. 
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Either Jesus was who he claimed to be or he is a liar or a lunatic.  The real issue is whether we accept or reject who he claimed to be. 

The coming of God into this world was a necessity. God being a holy God that cannot look upon sin, and man being a sinner, it was a necessity that God became a man in order to die in our place.  Let me illustrate by the following: 
   Here in Alaska in the summer months I raise bees. If I knew today that my hive of bees were in danger of dying because of pesticide spray along the pipeline corridor, how could I possibly tell them don't go work the flowers along the pipeline?  I could go out an knock on the hive, and say I want to speak to the queen. But not much would happen except I might get stung. I could catch a worker and say now listen, you need to go in there and do your little dance of communication and tell your buddies to stay away from the pipeline.  But my bee friend does not understand English. The only way I could really save the bees would be to become a bee.

Mankind stands in jeopardy today, God's wrath against sin hangs over our heads. Joh 3:36  He that believeth on the Son hath everlasting life: and he that believeth not the Son shall not see life; but the wrath of God abideth on him. Someone had to come and warn us of our needs and also provide a way to escape. 

Now let me put before you this proposition, if God did become a man in order to communicate to man, warning him of danger and dying saving his life.  Who or what would he be like?  Or to put in another way, did Jesus Possess the Qualities of God?

IF GOD BECAME A MAN, THEN  WE WOULD EXPECT HIM TO HAVE AN  UNUSUAL ENTRANCE INTO THIS LIFE.

 
Somehow God would have to become a man, yet still be God, somehow his entrance into this world would be extraordinary. 


 And so it was with Jesus   Isa.7:14 Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel.  A sign from God to the world would be his birth by a virgin. his was predicted way back in Gen.3:15 when we are told the  savior would come from the "seed of the woman."
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It is Obvious that Mary was a virgin and that she was with child by supernatural conception.  Luke 1:26-35

26 ¶  And in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God unto a city of Galilee, named Nazareth,

27  To a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David; and the virgin’s name was Mary.

28  And the angel came in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that art highly favoured, the Lord is with thee: blessed art thou among women.

29  And when she saw him, she was troubled at his saying, and cast in her mind what manner of salutation this should be.

30  And the angel said unto her, Fear not, Mary: for thou hast found favour with God.

31  And, behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call his name JESUS.

32  He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David:

33  And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end.

34  Then said Mary unto the angel, How shall this be, seeing I know not a man?

35  And the angel answered and said unto her, The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee: therefore also that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of God.
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 And who is this baby?  Matthew answers for us: Mt 1:23  Behold, a virgin shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they shall call his name Emmanuel, which being interpreted is, God with us.   Such a birth had never been up to this point, and such a birth has never been duplicated down to today.

Jesus as Deity had an

UNUSUAL ENTRANCE INTO THIS WORLD.

IF GOD BECAME MAN, THEN WE WOULD
EXPECT HIM TO BE PERFECT, WITHOUT SIN.

 
What was the witness of Jesus ' friends? those who knew Him best. They had been with him day in day out for over 3 years. They being Jews were well aware of the faults of man, what God's word said concerning sin. They would know that their own lives fell far short of the glory of God. The Apostle Peter was one of the closest of the twelve to Jesus. He would of known Him well, note what he wrote of the character of Jesus Christ. 1 Peter 1:18-19   Forasmuch as ye know that ye were not redeemed with corruptible things, as silver and gold, from your vain conversation received by tradition from your fathers;  But with the precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and without spot:  His testimony was that he was without a flaw, without blemish and without spot:  
  
John was the Apostle whom Jesus loved, he was with Christ nearly constantly for three and one half years. Note what John said of sin and Jesus. 

First John clearly stated that if a man says he was without sin he is a liar. 

 
1John 1:8-10 8 ¶  If we say that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the 
truth is not in us.9  If we confess our sins, he is faithful and just to forgive us our 
sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness.10  If we say that we have not 
sinned, we make him a liar, and his word is not in us.

John later in the same epistle tells us Jesus was without sin. 
  

 1John 3:5  5  And ye know that he was manifested to take away our sins; and in 
him is no sin.

 
The Apostle Paul, who in his early life resisted Jesus Christ and persecuted His followers, also testified that Jesus was sinless. For he (God) hath made him (Jesus) to be sin for us, who knew no sin, that  we might be made the righteousness of God in him. 2Cor.5;21
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Probably even more outstanding is the testimony of those who were not close friends to Jesus, some even his enemies.  
Pilate could find no fault in him   Luke 23:22  And he said unto them the third time, Why, what evil hath he done? I have found no cause of death in him: I will therefore chastise him, and let him go. 
 The Thief on the cross said "this man hath done nothing amiss.  Luke 
23:39-41 39  And one of the malefactors which were hanged railed on him, saying, If thou be Christ, save thyself and us.40  But the other answering rebuked him, saying, Dost not thou fear God, seeing thou art in the same condemnation?41  And we indeed justly; for we receive the due reward of our deeds: but this man hath done nothing amiss.

      
The Centurion in watching Him die said  "this was a righteous man" Luke 
23:47 47  Now when the centurion saw what was done, he glorified God, saying, 
Certainly this was a righteous man.

  
It is obvious that the Jews searched hard for something against Him but 

they could not find anything.  Mark 14:55,56



55  And the chief priests and all the council sought for witness against Jesus to put 
him to death; and found none.
56  For many bare false witness against him, but their 
witness agreed not together.


In the end they convicted him of telling the truth. The Lord in saying "I Am" 
made the claim to deity, in claiming to set at the Fathers right hand He 
claimed to be the coming judge.  Mark 14:61-65

61  But he held his peace, and answered nothing. Again the high priest asked him, and said unto him, Art thou the Christ, the Son of the Blessed?

62  And Jesus said, I am: and ye shall see the Son of man sitting on the right hand of power, and coming in the clouds of heaven.

63  Then the high priest rent his clothes, and saith, What need we any further witnesses?

64  Ye have heard the blasphemy: what think ye? And they all condemned him to be guilty of death.

65  And some began to spit on him, and to cover his face, and to buffet him, and to say unto him, Prophesy: and the servants did strike him with the palms of their hands.

Jesus as deity was without sin
IF GOD BECAME A MAN THEN WE WOULD EXPECT HIM TO ACT WITH GODLIKE ABILITY IN PERFORMING MIRACLES.


Jesus preformed numerous miracles. His healings went far beyond the charlatans of today, the healing miracles that Jesus preformed went far beyond just being psychosomatic. He healed the 10 lepers, and the paralytic man let down through the roof. He made blind Bartemaues see, and when Peter cut off the High Priest servants ear, he made it whole again
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He preformed many other miracles.  He made the water into new wine (grape juice), he stilled the storm, he paid his tax with a coin from a fishes mouth, he fed 5,000 with five loaves and two fishes. He walked on the water. 

Even His enemies did not deny the miracles, but instead tried to kill Him.  John 11:45-51

 45 ¶  Then many of the Jews which came to Mary, and had seen the things which Jesus did, believed on him.

46  But some of them went their ways to the Pharisees, and told them what things Jesus had done.

47  Then gathered the chief priests and the Pharisees a council, and said, What do we? for this man doeth many miracles.

48  If we let him thus alone, all men will believe on him: and the Romans shall come and take away both our place and nation.

49  And one of them, named Caiaphas, being the high priest that same year, said unto them, Ye know nothing at all,

50  Nor consider that it is expedient for us, that one man should die for the people, and that the whole nation perish not.

51  And this spake he not of himself: but being high priest that year, he prophesied that Jesus should die for that nation;


They could not deny the miracles so instead of attributing them to God they attributed Jesus power to Satan.  Mt. 12:25-26

24  But when the Pharisees heard it, they said, This fellow doth not cast out devils, but by Beelzebub the prince of the devils.

25  And Jesus knew their thoughts, and said unto them, Every kingdom divided against itself is brought to desolation; and every city or house divided against itself shall not stand:

Jesus as deity
PREFORMED SUPERNATURAL DEEDS
IF GOD BECAME A MAN THEN
THE WORDS HE SPOKE SHOULD BE THE  GREATEST EVER SPOKEN.

 
Jesus Himself proclaimed that His words would not pass away. A.Jesus Himself Proclaimed His Words Would Never Pass Away. Mt 24:35  Heaven and earth shall pass away, but my words shall not pass away.


Those who heard Him speak were amazed at the things he said.

   Luke 4:31-32 And came down to Capernaum, a city of Galilee, and taught them on the sabbath days.  And they were astonished at his doctrine: for his  word was with power.


Those soldiers who were sent to arrest him came back without their prisoner and said. " Never a man spake like this man.    John7:46

Jesus as deity spoke as no other man ever spoke
IF GOD BECAME A MAN, THEN WE WOULD EXPECT HIM TO HAVE
A LASTING AND UNIVERSAL INFLUENCE.

 
People from every kindred, nation, and tongue have been affected by this man Jesus. He was lifted up to die and draws all people red, and yellow, black and white, to himself. 


Now for nearly 2,000 years the message of Christ is still powerfully affecting men today. Jesus influence has not gone away and it will not go away. 

Our Calendar year is based on his birth. Our country was founded on the principle he taught.

   Philip Schaff said of Jesus:

   This Jesus of Nazareth, without money and arms, conquered more millions than Alexander, Caesar, Mohammed, and Napoleon; without science and learning, He shed more light on things human and divine than all philosophers and scholars combined; without the eloquence of schools, He spoke such words of life as were never spoken before or since and produced effects which lie beyond the reach of orator or poet; without writing a single line, He set more pens in motion, and furnished themes for more sermons, orations, discussions, learned volumes, works of art and songs of praise, than the whole army of great men of ancient and modern times. 

Jesus as deity has had a lasting
 influence for over 2,000 years  
IF GOD BECAME A MAN THEN WE WOULD EXPECT HIM TO SATISFY THE SPIRITUAL HUNGER IN MAN

Man is born into this world with a spiritual void, the book of Ecclesiastes hints at this when it says: Ec 3:11  He hath made every thing beautiful in his time: also he hath set the world in their heart, so that no man can find out the work that God maketh from the beginning to the end. The word "world" carries the idea of eternity. There is a God-given sense of eternity, that one day we must give an account for our lives. 

The pyramids of Egypt and the shrines of India testify to man's spiritual thirst. One man said: God has shaped a peculiar vacuum inside us-a vacuum shaped  like God. Nothing satisfied that vacuum except God himself. You can put  money, homes, wealth, power, fame or anything you want into the vacuum, but it doesn't fit. Only God fills it, fits it and satisfies it.


The historian Fisher said: There is a cry in the soul to which no response comes from the world. The Bible describes it as "having no hope and without God in the world. Eph.2 The state of man in Ephesians 2:1 is said to be dead in sin.  The root of our problems is a sin problem. We have inherited our sinful nature from Adam and it places us in a terrible position. 

Romans 5:12  Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by 
sin; and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned:


Romans 3:23 For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God;


Romans 6;23  For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal life 
through Jesus Christ our Lord.


If God became a man than we would expect him to satisfy this tremendous need in mankind's life. What is the testimony to this concerning Jesus?


Mt.11:28-30 He promised rest to the heavy laden. 28  Come unto me, all ye that labour and are heavy laden, and I will give you rest.29  Take my yoke upon you, and learn of me; for I am meek and lowly in heart: and ye shall find rest unto your souls.30  For my yoke is easy, and my burden is light.


John 10:10 He promised spiritual life and life abundant The thief cometh not, but for to steal, and to kill, and to destroy: I am come that they might have life, and that they might have it more abundantly.

   
 John 14:27 He gives to us a peace unlike the world can  give.  Peace I leave with you, my peace I give unto you: not as the world giveth, give I unto you. Let not your heart be troubled, neither let it be afraid.

   
John 4:14 He promises water for the thirsty soul that will make us never thirst again. 14  But whosoever drinketh of the water that I shall give him shall never thirst; but the water that I shall give him shall be in him a well of water springing up into everlasting life.

Jesus as God meet the needs of man

IF GOD BECAME A MAN THEN WE WOULD EXPECT HIM TO HAVE  CONTROL OVER DEATH


The Bible account is that no man took the life of Jesus  John 10:17-18 17  Therefore doth my Father love me, because I lay down my life, that I might take it again.18  No man taketh it from me, but I lay it down of myself. I have power to lay it down, and I have power to take it again. This commandment have I received of my Father.  He gave it up not as one in committing suicide would take his life through drugs, a gun or a knife . But Jesus gave it up in saying to the Father " Into thy hands I commend my spirit." When the soldiers came to break his legs to hasten death, he was already dead, even though the death of crucifixion was known to last some times for four days.  Pilate marveled that he was so soon dead. Mr 15:44  And Pilate marvelled if he were already dead: and calling unto him the centurion, he asked him whether he had been any while dead.  No man took his life, he voluntarily died for the sins of the world. 

He not only had the power to give up His life, but he had power to take it again. When the women went to the tomb they found it empty, as God He conquered death.   Rev. 1:18 I am he that liveth, and was dead; and, behold, I am alive  for evermore, Amen; and have the keys of hell and of death. 

Jesus as God had control over life and death.
IF GOD CAME TO EARTH WHAT WOULD HE BE LIKE.


1. He would have an unusual entrance into the world. Jesus was born of 


a virgin


2. He would be one without sin, Jesus did no sin.


3. If God became a man we would expect him to be supernatural in 

  
 
the things he did. Jesus was the miracle man


4. If God became a man we would expect his words to be weighty. 

  
 
Never a man spoke like Jesus


5. If God became a man we would expect his influence to be a   lasting 


influence.   Christianity is alive and well


6. If God became a man we would expect him to satisfy the spiritual void 

     


in the hearts of men.

   

Jesus came into the world to save his people from their sin.   In him
is life and life more abundantly


7. If God became a man we would expect him to have power over death.

   

Buddha is in his grave. 


  

Confucius is dead and gone.

   

Mohamed’s bones have decayed.

   

Lenin lies in Red Square

   

They as men have gone the way of all men.

   

But Jesus tomb is empty

   I SAY TO YOU JESUS WAS MORE THAN A MAN, JESUS WAS GOD.


What will you do with this person Jesus Christ, He is either LORD God or He a liar, or worse a lunatic.  He said    WHAT WILL YOU DO WITH THE PERSON OF JESUS???? He said: if ye believe not that I am he, ye shall die in your sins. Your eternal destiny lies in the balance. 
Notes 
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Things in Dispute
Chapter 3
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Is Atonement in the Blood 
of 

Jesus Christ? 



When I speak of the Blood Atonement in this chapter it is not in relation to the Old Testament meaning. The word atonement in the Old Testament literally meant a ‘covering”. In the Old Testament the animal sacrifices covered the sins of the people, until Jesus could come and take them away.  When I speak of the blood atonement in relation to Jesus it is not in the relation of covering sin. But it is the price which was demanded by God’s just law for man’s sin, the blood of Jesus Christ.  The necessity and efficacy of that blood has been under attack in centuries past and remains so today. 


At typical conversation of years past and today would go something like the following: 



After a message preached on the atonement one man said to the other. 

    
“I don’t believe a word of it!”



“You don’t believe in the Atonement?”



“No I do not!”



“How then do you think that we are saved?”



“Saved? It depends upon what you mean by being saved.”



“I mean just what the Bible does, when it speaks of being saved and being lost”



“I think we are saved by obeying the teachings of Jesus, by following His example and 


doing His will; not by his blood. . 


A Methodist dean of days gone by said of the blood atonement




“The case as I understand it, is not so much an atonement for the past as an opening 

of a 
gate into the future”  That is that Christ simply set an example of a sacrificial life. 


Today modern  “Theologians” are still attacking the Bible in its teaching on 

the Blood Atonement.

In trying to make the term “Blood” simply mean a violent death well known 

Bible translator J.B. Phillips said the following.







“I think He (Jesus Christ) saw it as the only way out of the impossible situation into 



which men were jammed. He, God, as a Human Being, as the Representative Human 



Being, must take the rap! It happened to have been a crucifixion, but it might just as 



well have happened in a gas-chamber or an electric chair.”


Well know Pastor and Writer John MacArthur of Grace Community Church 

writes in his publication Grace to You, 5/76 p.10 




“In the case of Christ THE BLOOD is a term referring to THE VIOLENCE AND 




SACRIFICIAL CHARACTER OF HIS DEATH.”



He goes on to say




“It was the death that was Efficacious not his blood”




Efficacious = having the power to produce the desired results. 



When asked his position on the blood of Christ he said.




JESUS WAS 100% HUMAN; HE HAD HUMAN BLOOD AND HE SHED HUMAN BLOOD. 


There was nothing in the chemicals of his blood that could save. Atonement was 



made through his death. (Waite pg.20)


In 1988 John MacArthur said the following on a cassette tape in which summarize his believes concerning Jesus Blood.




“There is no saving in the blood itself. We cannot say that the very Blood of Jesus, 



His physical blood, is what atones for sin”




“The Bible does not teach that the Blood of Christ itself has any efficacy for taking 



away sin. Not at all. “
Well the Blood Atonement is Under Attack Today. 


We could give you quotes of men all day, but let us read and quote from Gods word. Does the Bible have any thing to say about blood??? It certainly does. there are over 439 verses that mention blood in the Bible, 338 in the Old Testament  and 101 in the New Testament. 

LET US NOTE SOME SCRIPTURE FROM ROMANS

First we go to Romans 3:23-25


23  For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God;


24  Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus:


25  Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God;

   The Bible plainly states the condition of man as having sinned and come short of God's glory. We are sinners by the ancestry we have in Adam. Rom 5:12  Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin;  and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned:  Through that ancestry we personally choose to sin. Romans 3:10-12 10  As it is written, There is none righteous, no, not one:11  There is none that understandeth, there is none that seeketh after God.12  They are all gone out of the way, they are together become unprofitable; there is none that doeth good, no, not one.


When we note the scripture from Ephesians, we find that it paints a grim picture of what a person is like before he is saved.

Ephesian 2:1 ¶ And you hath he quickened, who were dead in trespasses and sins;

2  Wherein in time past ye walked according to the course of this world, according to the prince of the power of the air, the spirit that now worketh in the children of 
disobedience:3  Among whom also we all had our conversation in times past in the lusts of our flesh, fulfilling the desires of the flesh and of the mind; and were by nature the children of wrath, even as others.

Jesus did not come to shows us the way to God, but He came to make the way to God accessible through his blood.  Salvation is in the Blood of Jesus and not in what we do. Eph.2:8-9 8  For by grace are ye saved through faith; and that not of yourselves: it is the gift of God:9  Not of works, lest any man should boast.


Titus 3:5  Not by works of righteousness which we have done, but according to his 



mercy he saved us, by the washing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghost;
Salvation is not of works.


I fear I hear someone saying, " so we have all sinned, that makes us all in the same boat.  What IS the BIG DEAL??  The BIG DEAL is this: the soul that sinneth, it shall die. Ezekiel 18:4c and  Romans 6:23  For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God is eternal life through  Jesus Christ our Lord.  The "Big Deal" is that unless God intervenes:  the fearful, and unbelieving, and the abominable, and murderers, and whoremongers, and sorcerers, and idolaters, and all liars, shall have their part in the lake which burneth 
with fire and brimstone: which is the second death.Rev.21:8
Salvation is in the Blood of Jesus

Let us again note our passage from Romans:


3 For all have sinned, and come short of the glory of God;


24 Being justified freely by his grace through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus:


25 Whom God hath set forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, through the forbearance of God;


After the statement that all have sinned Paul uses some terms that deal with how man is made right with God. 

-- He stands in need of being justified, Being justified freely by his grace, this is a legal term meaning to acquit or declare righteous.  A just God cannot overlook sin or acquit a sinner, and still be just, therefore the need of : Redemption   a releasing effected by payment of ransom an amount is paid to satisfy the debt. Now note the word Propitiation. This word encompasses a great deal, it has to do with the Mercy Seat of the 
Old Testament where sacrifices were offered. 
But it goes beyond just the place of the mercy seat, it also relates to the appeasing of the wrath of God. 

  --
In the Old Testament on the Day of Atonement when the blood was offered on the mercy seat, the sins of Israel were covered for another year, and the wrath of God was stayed.

  --
You see God is angry with Sinners


Ps 7:11 God judgeth the righteous, and God is angry with the wicked every day.




Man stands in need of being justified,




He needs redeemed




God's anger with sin must be satisfied by the proper sacrifice.

What Will it Take To Meet These
Tremendous Needs of Man?


 I know of Only ONE THING



It is not the good deeds of man, for all our right things are a filthy rags to 



God.



Isa 64:6¶  But we are all as an unclean thing, and all our righteousnesses are as filthy 
rags; and we all do fade as a leaf; and our iniquities, like the wind, have taken us away.




It is not the blood of Bulls and goats for the Bible says:



Heb 10:4  For it is not possible that the blood of bulls and of goats should take away 
sins.

       It is not purchased with silver or gold



1Pe 1:18  Forasmuch as ye know that ye were not redeemed with corruptible things, as 
silver and gold, from your vain conversation received by tradition from your fathers;



Neither is it the mere death of Jesus, not mattering if it was by crucifixion, 



the gas chamber or an electric chair. 

The One and Only Thing That Can Meet the Sin Needs Of man-kind is the BLOOD OF JESUS CHRIST.


 Note Romans 3:25  "A propitiation through FAITH IN HIS BLOOD"

 We do not de-emphasize his death today, but it takes both his death and his 
blood. note Rom. 5:9-10  

9  Much more then, being now justified by his blood, we shall be saved from wrath through him.10  For if, when we were enemies, we were reconciled to God by the death of his Son, much more, being reconciled, we shall be saved by his life.




a. Justified by his blood




b. reconciled by his death. 



Both are necessary, both are inseparable. 

Over and Over the Bible

Emphasizes the Blood of Christ


The Old Testament sacrifices were a type and shadow of Christ coming to shed his blood.  We find the Old Testament scriptures making much of the blood.  Leviticus .17:11 For the life of the flesh is in the blood: and I have given it to you upon the altar to make an atonement for your souls: for it is the blood that maketh an atonement for the soul.

  It is the blood that makes atonement for sin.  When Jesus came and the Old Covenant was done away, and the New Covenant entered in. The necessity of the blood never changed.  Hebrews declares “Without the shedding of Blood is no remission of sin. Heb 9:22  And almost all things are by the law purged with blood; and without shedding of blood is no remission. The term "remission" has to do with forgiveness and pardon. Jesus made it plain it was his blood that was needed to forgive sin cp. Mt.26:28 For this is my blood of the new testament, which is shed for many for the remission of sins.

   The Methodist have taken the blood from their hymnals.

John MacArthur says it is not the blood but the death.

   Phillips says he might as well have  been electrocuted. 

         BUT WHAT DOES THE BIBLE SAY. 


1.
Ac 20:28  Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which the 


Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed the church of God, which he hath 



purchased with his own blood.

2. Ro 5:9  Much more then, being now justified by his blood, we shall be saved from 



wrath through him.

3. Eph 1:7  In whom we have redemption through his blood, the forgiveness of 



sins, according to the riches of his grace;



4. Eph 2:13  But now in Christ Jesus ye who sometimes were far off are made nigh by 



the blood of Christ.

5. Col 1:14  In whom we have redemption through his blood, even the forgiveness 




of sins:
.

6. Col 1:20  And, having made peace through the blood of his cross, by him to 



reconcile 
all things unto himself; by him, I say, whether they be things in earth, or 



things in heaven

7. Heb 9:12  Neither by the blood of goats and calves, but by his own blood he entered in 

once into the holy place, having obtained eternal redemption for us.

8. Heb 13:12  Wherefore Jesus also, that he might sanctify the people with his own 



blood suffered without the gate.

9.1Peter 1:18-198  Forasmuch as ye know that ye were not redeemed with corruptible 


things, as silver and gold, from your vain conversation received by tradition from your 


fathers;19  But with the precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish 


and 
without spot:

10. 1Jo 1:7  But if we walk in the light, as he is in the light, we have fellowship one with 


another, and the blood of Jesus Christ his Son cleanseth us from all sin.

11.Re 1:5  And from Jesus Christ, who is the faithful witness, and the first begotten of 


the 
dead, and the prince of the kings of the earth. Unto him that loved us, and washed 


us from our sins in his own blood,

12.Re 5:9  And they sung a new song, saying, Thou art worthy to take the book, and to 


open the seals thereof: for thou wast slain, and hast redeemed us to God by thy 


blood out
of every kindred, and tongue, and people, and nation;

13.Re 7:14  And I said unto him, Sir, thou knowest. And he said to me, These are they 


which came out of great tribulation, and have washed their robes, and made them white 

in the blood of the Lamb.

14. Re 12:11  And they overcame him by the blood of the Lamb, and by the word of 


their testimony; and they loved not their lives unto the death.
    It is through the BLOOD OF JESUS that: 



1. That I am justified,



2. I have be provided eternal redemption and forgiveness of 



sin



3. I am brought to God. 



4. I am granted peace in my life



5. I am cleansed from all sin. 



6. I am given victory over Satan.

With So Many Clear Verses,

Why Is The Blood of Jesus Under Attack

The blood of the cross is hated today because it emphasizes the terribleness of sin. Isa 1:18  Come now, and let us reason together, saith the LORD: though your sins be as scarlet, they shall be as white as snow; though they be red like crimson, they shall be as 
wool.

In the Old Testament the scene around the altar with the Priest offering up the sacrificial animals was not a pretty one. Blood flowed around about the altar, the priest garments were stained with blood. Josephus estimates that during the time of Christ over 250,000 lambs were slain during the Passover. What a bloody mess.  But remember it was only a type of Jesus death on the cross.  The blood of the cross was not a pretty picture.  It was a terrible scene. It was a terrible price that had to be paid.The Bible says:


1Cor.6:19  What? know ye not that your body is the temple of the Holy Ghost which is in you, which ye have of God, and ye are not your own?
20  For ye are bought with a price: therefore glorify God in your body, and in your spirit, which are God's.



1 Peter 1:18-19  Forasmuch as ye know that ye were not redeemed with corruptible 



things, as silver and gold, from your vain conversation received by tradition from your 


fathers;  But with the precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and 



without spot:
SIN DEMANDS A TERRIBLE PRICE.



People deny the blood because they do not want to admit their sin. 


It is a serious matter how we think about the blood of Jesus Christ. Hebrews warns us saying: 29  Of how much sorer punishment, suppose ye, shall he be thought worthy, who hath trodden under foot the Son of God, and hath counted the blood of the covenant, wherewith he was sanctified, an unholy thing, and hath done despite unto the Spirit of grace?30  For we know him that hath said, Vengeance belongeth unto me, I will recompense, saith the Lord. And again, The Lord shall judge his people.

31  It is a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God.

How much better to fall into the hands of God's grace, admitting our sinful conditions and partaking of His mercy in sending Jesus to die and shed His blood for the remission of our sins.  You must by faith trust in his blood to save you from your sin.

Things in Dispute

Chapter 4
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.  Luke 1:26-35

26 ¶  And in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God unto a city of Galilee, named Nazareth,

27  To a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David; and the virgin’s name was Mary.

28  And the angel came in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that art highly favoured, the Lord is with thee: blessed art thou among women.

29  And when she saw him, she was troubled at his saying, and cast in her mind what manner of salutation this should be.

30  And the angel said unto her, Fear not, Mary: for thou hast found favour with God.

31  And, behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call his name JESUS.

Was Jesus

Virgin Born

Was Jesus Virgin Born 

Chapter 4





It may seem strange to you but both those in the secular world, and those who claim to be Christians deny the virgin birth of Jesus Christ.  I personally to not understand how someone who has read the Bible and been taught on the Virgin Birth can possibly be saved and deny that Christ was born of a virgin. Yet there are those who claim to be Christian and deny it just the same. 





Here is a statement by Nels  F. S. Ferre, an American theologian: 

"Mary, we remember, was found pregnant before her engagement to mild Joseph. Nazareth was hard by a Roman garrison where the soldiers were German mercenaries. Jesus is also reported throughout a continuous part of the history of art; it is claimed, to have been blonde. This is supposedly unnatural for the Mediterranean countries where this same tradition started and was continued. Hence Jesus must have been the child of a German soldier! After all, the claim develops; such is the experience of many girls near military camps. His great genius, spiritual agony and serene victory would thus be accounted for, as far as the unusual conditions go which gave Him the chance to respond in an exceptional manner in the fullness of time. Such an interpretation has been made of His life, and who can deny that such a conjecture could be true?" 





Many lay the account of the Virgin Birth off to the explaining of great personalities that have crossed the pages of history. One man said of the Virgin birth: “To believe in Virgin Birth as an explanations of great personality is one of the familiar ways in which the ancient would was accustomed to account for unusual superiority”





One such man Nimrod whose is mentioned in the Bible as the man who built Babylon. After his death he was said to have come back in the birth of his son Tammuz, virgin born by Queen Semiramis. Though Alexander the Great did not claim a virgin birth, many said he was the son of the one of the Greek Gods. 





The Unitarians deny the virgin birth completely saying of Jesus “During the life of Jesus he was understood by all to be the son of Joseph and Mary born in holy wedlock. This is clear from a study of the Gospels in their early and most authentic form. But long after the death of Jesus unknown hands added to the copies of the Gospels they were making those introductory chapters in Matthew and Luke which relate the legends of a miraculous.  In other words they are saying that the story of Jesus birth was added. But when you take the evidence from Bible manuscripts you will find that the oldest of the manuscripts all have the account of the Birth of Jesus.

Before we give the evidence for Jesus virgin birth, consider the devastation that rejection of the virgin birth brings.






1) To reject the virgin birth is to make Mary an unchaste fornicator. This woman whom the angel called "blessed" among women, and the one of whom it is said she found "favor with God." (Luke 1: 28,20) is made out to be an unchaste women conceiving out of wedlock.  The Bible clearly tells us that before they, ie. Joseph and Mary,  were married that she was with child and Joseph was thinking about breaking off the time of engagement.(Matt. 1:18-19) If this was not a virgin birth then Mary is  nothing but an unchaste woman, with a baby out of wedlock. 





2) To reject the virgin birth is to make Jesus an illegitimate bastard, no where does Joseph claim to be his father. 
















3) To reject the Virgin Birth is to imply that our Lord Jesus Christ was an imposter and liar. He claimed to be the only begotten Son of God. How could He be that if he was the bastard child of a fallen woman? The idea is blasphemous, surely the judgment of God will be upon the men who promote such ideas. 

The Biblical Record is That Jesus Was Virgin Born.



The virgin birth of the Messiah was found predicted in scriptures long before a baby was laid in the manger at Bethlehem. We find the such a birth being predicted just 3 chapters into the Bible.  In Genesis 3:15 we find the following words: 



Genesis 3:15 15  And I will put enmity between thee and the woman, and between thy seed and her seed; it shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt bruise his heel. 




Note the words "her seed".  The reference here is to the woman's seed, not to the seed of the man. This is distinctive because the common reference is always to the seed of the man-- "the seed of Abraham" (Isaiah 41:8), not the seed of Sarah, "the seed of David" (Romans 1:3), not the seed of Bathsheba. In procreation ( the bearing of Children) the Bible uses the word seed, to refer to that portion which comes from the man to bring about 
conception.




Something quite different is being said here, "her seed" can only be logical when we conclude it is speaking of the virgin birth. 

       When we come to Isaiah 7:14 we find Old Testament prophecy leaving no doubt as to what is being spoken, Isaiah says:  Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call his name Immanuel.




Because of the importance of the Virgin Birth it is no surprise that this verse is in the foremost battleground of the critics. They maintain that the Hebrew word  "almah," here translated "virgin" simply means "a young woman of marriageable age. They maintain if Isaiah really meant "virgin" he would of used the word  "bethulah," which clearly means a virgin.  



However when we examine the seven (7) uses of the word "almah" we find there is not a single use which indicates that the one spoken of is not a virgin. 




The word "almah" occurs in the following Old Testament verses:-- 

1. Genesis 24:43-- "Behold, I stand by the well of water; and it shall come to pass, that when the virgin cometh forth to draw water, and I say to her, Give me, I pray thee, a little water of thy pitcher to drink."
2. Exodus 2:8-- "And Pharaoh's daughter said to her, Go. And the maid went and called the child's mother."

3. Psalm 68:25-- "The singers went before, the players on instruments followed after; among them were the damsels playing with timbrels."

4. Proverbs 30:19-- "The way of an eagle in the air; the way of a serpent upon a rock; the way of a ship in the midst of the sea; and the way of a man with a maid."
5. Song of Solomon 1:3-- "Because of the savour of Thy good ointments Thy name is as ointment poured forth, therefore do the virgins love Thee."

6. Song of Solomon 6:8-- "There are threescore queens, and fourscore concubines, and virgins without number."

7. Isaiah 7:14-- "Therefore the Lord Himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a Son, and shall call His name Immanuel." 




In his book  "Prophets and Promise" Professor Willis Beecher says: 

"There is no trace of its use to denote any other than a Virgin." 




Professor James Orr states in his great book, "The Virgin Birth of Christ": 

"The objection from the meaning of 'almah' was, as we learn from Justin Martyr, Origen and other fathers, one urged by the Jews against the Christian interpretation of the passage from earliest times. But it may fairly be replied now, as it was then, that if the word does not necessarily bear this meaning of 'virgin,' it may and usually does bear it. In fact, in all the six places in which, besides this passage, the word occurs in the Old Testament, it may be contended that this is the meaning." 




Four hundred years ago Martin Luther issued a challenge: 

"If a Jew or Christian can prove to me that in any passage of Scripture 'almah' means 'a married woman' I will give him one hundred florins, although God alone knows where I will find them." 




Luther's challenge still stands impregnable today.




Ian Paisley said of this verse: 










In Isaiah 7:14 the definite article is prefixed to "almah", the literal reading being "the 





virgin". The definite article has an individualizing and specializing force and so the virgin 





here is from God's point of view the virgin, in contradistinction to all other virgins. This 





virgin then spoken of by God could be none other than Mary to whom the angel said, 





"Hail, thou that art highly favoured, the Lord is with thee: blessed art thou among 






women." Luke 1:28.




The New Testament record leaves no doubt as to what is meant in reference to the virgin birth. The wording from the book of Matthew chapter 1  is clear. 




 Vs. 18 ¶ Now the birth of Jesus Christ was on this wise: When as his mother Mary 




was espoused to Joseph, before they came together, she was found with child of the 



Holy Ghost.




 Vs.20 But while he thought on these things, behold, the angel of the Lord 





appeared unto him in a dream, saying, Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to 




take unto thee Mary thy wife: for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost.




 Vs. 23 Behold, a virgin shall be with child, and shall bring forth a son, and they 




shall call his name Emmanuel, which being interpreted is, God with us.




The inspired account from Doctor Luke leaves no doubt that he believed in the Virgin  Birth   Luke 1:26-35

26 ¶  And in the sixth month the angel Gabriel was sent from God unto a city of Galilee, named Nazareth,

27  To a virgin espoused to a man whose name was Joseph, of the house of David; and the virgin’s name was Mary.

28  And the angel came in unto her, and said, Hail, thou that art highly favoured, the Lord is with thee: blessed art thou among women.

29  And when she saw him, she was troubled at his saying, and cast in her mind what manner of salutation this should be.

30  And the angel said unto her, Fear not, Mary: for thou hast found favour with God.

31  And, behold, thou shalt conceive in thy womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call his name JESUS.

32  He shall be great, and shall be called the Son of the Highest: and the Lord God shall give unto him the throne of his father David:

33  And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever; and of his kingdom there shall be no end.

34  Then said Mary unto the angel, How shall this be, seeing I know not a man?

35  And the angel answered and said unto her, The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee: therefore also that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall be called the Son of God.






Note:  Mary was  a virgin espoused to be married vs.27. 






vs.34 Mary said  “I know not a man”







vs.35 The Holy Ghost would come upon her







vs. 35 The infant within her was called a holy thing. 




Deity did not come on Jesus at his baptism, He was deity placed within the womb of Mary.




The New Testament further alludes to the virgin birth Galatians 4:4 But when the fullness of the time was come, God sent forth his Son, made of a woman, made under the law,




To take the position that Jesus was not virgin, further forces one to deny the inspiration and veracity of the Bible. For the Bible clearly declares that Jesus Christ was born of a virgin. 
The Supernatural Blood of Christ 
Necessitates the Virgin Birth 



Jesus blood was quite extraordinary in comparison to the blood of man. 

His Blood is innocent Blood as opposed to guilty blood. "I have betrayed innocent blood." --Matthew 27:4.

His Blood is precious Blood as opposed to corruptible blood. "With the precious blood of Christ, as of a lamb without blemish and without spot." --1 Peter 1:19.

His Blood is divine Blood as opposed to human blood. "The church of God, which He hath purchased with His own blood." --Acts 20:28.

His Blood is cleansing Blood as opposed to congealed blood. "The blood of Jesus Christ His Son cleanseth [keeps on cleansing] us from all sin." --1 John 1:7.

His Blood is peace-speaking Blood as opposed to enmity-arousing blood. Col 1:20  And, having made peace through the blood of his cross, by him to reconcile all things unto himself; by him, I say, whether they be things in earth, or things in heaven.
His Blood is justifying Blood as opposed to the blood of judgment. "Being now justified by His blood, we shall be saved from wrath through Him." --Romans 5:9.
 His Blood is incorruptible Blood as opposed to corruptible blood. "Ye were not redeemed with corruptible things... But with the precious blood of Christ." --1 Peter 1:18-19.




There is something distinctly different about Jesus blood. It is not corruptible as silver and gold; it is precious both in its rarity and its value in what it can purchase.  Jesus blood was not man's blood but God's blood Acts 20:28. The Bible tells us that no flesh and blood will be allowed into heaven (1Cor. 15:50) but Jesus took his blood into heaven, and it remains there today. (Heb.9:11-12; 12:18-24. How after nearly 20 Centuries can we say his blood remains there today?  Because it is not corruptible blood. 
Consider With me Some Things About Man's Blood




The Bible says the life of the flesh is in the blood. Mankind's   blood and his very existence is owed to the first created man Adam. In Adam's gene pool existed all the elements to produce the differences among men we find today.  Life is in the blood. When the sperm of the male comes into contact with the egg of the female, blood forms and life begins.





Let me quote for you Dr. M.R. Dehaan in his book The Chemistry of the 



Blood.




As a very simple illustration of this, think of the egg of a hen. An unfertilized egg is simply an ovum on a much larger scale than the human ovum. You may incubate this unfertilized hen’s egg, but it will never develop. It will dry up completely but no chick will result. But let that egg be fertilized by the introduction of the male sperm and incubation will bring to light the presence of LIFE IN AN EMBRYO. After a few hours it visibly develops. In a little while red streaks occur, denoting the presence of BLOOD. And life is in the blood according to scripture, for Moses says:  For the life of the flesh is in the blood (Lev.17:11)  For  it is the life of all flesh; the blood of it is for the life thereof. 
 (Lev.17:14)










But not only do we have life through Adam, but we also inherit our sinful fallen nature from Adam. Romans 5:12 Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned: 




Conception and life takes places when the egg of the Mother and the sperm of the father come together, blood forms showing there is life. But with that life, comes the sin nature:  David said: Ps.51:5  Behold, I was shapen in iniquity; and in sin did my mother conceive me. Psalms 58:3 declares: The wicked are estranged from the womb: they go astray as soon as they be born, speaking lies.




It does not take a rocket scientist to see something is vastly different between Jesus and mankind. What allows for the difference??? The answer to that is the virgin birth. 

Because Jesus Blood Was Not From Man His Blood Could Be the Acceptable Sacrifice for Sin




Two important things must be remembered concerning the person of Jesus. 






1) First Jesus was not conceived by a man, but the eternal son of 







God was conceived in Mary by the Holy Ghost. 






2) Secondly no blood of the descendants of Adam contaminated 







His blood. 




Jesus blood was not from the fallen line of Adam, neither did his mother's blood mingle with his blood while in the womb. 



I quote to you from the Nurse’s Handbook of Obstetrics  by Louis Zabriskie: 



When the circulation of the blood begins in the embryo, it remains separate and distinct from that of the mother. All food and waste material which are interchanged between the embryo and the mother must pass through the blood vessel walls from one circulation to the other. 



He goes on to say



The fetus receives its nourishment and oxygen from the mother’s blood into its own through the medium of the placenta. The fetal heart pumps blood through the arteries of the umbilical cord into the placental vessels, which, looping in and out of the uterine tissue and lying in close contact with the uterine vessels , permit a diffusion, through their walls, of waste products from child to mother and of nourishment and oxygen from mother to child. As has been said, this interchange is effected by the process of osmosis, and there is no direct mingling of the two blood currents. In other word, no maternal blood actually flows to the foetus nor is there any direct fetal blood flow to the mother. 




Gray's Anatomy, a recognized medical authority, states: "The fetal and maternal blood currents do not intermingle, being separated from each other by the delicate walls of the villi."




Dr. De Haan of the Radio Bible Class, in his great message "The Chemistry of the Blood" makes further comment on this tremendous truth, he states: 

"Not only is this a scientific fact, but it is plainly taught in Scripture that Jesus partook of human flesh without Adam's blood. In Hebrews 2:14 we read: 'Forasmuch then as the children are partakers of flesh and blood, He also Himself likewise took part of the same.' You will notice that the 'children', that is, the human children, are said to be partakers of flesh and blood, and then, speaking of Jesus, this verse says that He Himself likewise 'took part of the same.' The word 'took part' as applying to Christ is an entirely different word from 'partakers' as applied to the children. In the margin of my Bible, I read that the word translated 'took part' implies 'taking part in something outside one's self.' The Greek word for partakers in 'koynoncho' and means 'to share fully,' so that all of Adam's children share fully in Adam's flesh and blood. When we read that Jesus 'took part of the same' the word is 'metecho' which means 'to take part but not all.' The children take both flesh and blood of Adam but Christ took only part, that is, the flesh part, whereas the blood was the result of supernatural conception
What Am I saying??

1. If Jesus was not born of a virgin than his blood is of a man.

2. If Jesus was not born of a virgin than he has inherited the sin nature.

3. If Jesus was not born of a virgin He is not God, and mere mortal man.

4. If Jesus is not born of a virgin, there is no PRECIOUS BLOOD to redeem me 
from my sin.






Man’s sin has put a great gap between he and a Holy God. Mankind falls far short of the glory of God. Mankind in his sinfulness cannot enter into the presence of a Holy God. Hab 1:13  Thou art of purer eyes than to behold evil, and canst not look on  iniquity: The judgment of death is upon man for his sin, if he is going to be delivered someone must mediate between God and man. No man can do the job for all have sinned, Only God can approach unto God.  1Ti 2:5  For there is one God, and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus;  Only a man could represent man, but only God could approach unto God. The Virgin birth made it possible for Jesus to represent man, but also 
approach unto God.
 For He is both man and God

          Isa. 9.6-7 For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the government shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Wonderful, Counselor, The mighty God, The everlasting Father, The Prince of Peace.7  Of the increase of his government and peace there shall be no end, upon the throne of David, and upon his kingdom, to order it, and to establish it with judgment and with justice from henceforth even for ever. The zeal of the LORD of hosts will perform this.



Note: 





*a Child is born, but a son already in existence was given





*The everlasting Father was also going to rule upon the throne of David.






I wonder today have you trusted in this precious blood. As descendants of Adam we have all sinned and fallen short of the glory of God. That sin demands the payment of death, or it can be remitted by the blood of Jesus Christ. Are you trusting today in His precious blood.  If not I urge you today to repent of your sins and put your faith in Jesus Christ of whom the Bible says:  In whom we have redemption through his blood, even the forgiveness of sins:
Things in Dispute

Chapter 5
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Did Jesus

Bodily Rise from the Grave? 

Did Jesus Bodily Rise from the Grave? 

Chapter 5

1 ¶  In the end of the sabbath, as it began to dawn toward the first day of the week, came Mary Magdalene and the other Mary to see the sepulchre.

2  And, behold, there was a great earthquake: for the angel of the Lord descended from heaven, and came and rolled back the stone from the door, and sat upon it.

3  His countenance was like lightning, and his raiment white as snow:

4  And for fear of him the keepers did shake, and became as dead men.

5  And the angel answered and said unto the women, Fear not ye: for I know that ye seek Jesus, which was crucified.

6  He is not here: for he is risen, as he said. Come, see the place where the Lord lay.

7  And go quickly, and tell his disciples that he is risen from the dead; and, behold, he goeth before you into Galilee; there shall ye see him: lo, I have told you.

8  And they departed quickly from the sepulchre with fear and great joy; and did run to bring his disciples word.

9  And as they went to tell his disciples, behold, Jesus met them, saying, All hail. And they came and held him by the feet, and worshipped him.

10  Then said Jesus unto them, Be not afraid: go tell my brethren that they go into Galilee, and there shall they see me. 

Matthew 28:1-10



In the above passage we have the Gospel of Matthews account of the resurrection of Jesus Christ.  On the fact of the resurrection all Christianity stands. Take away the resurrection of Jesus Christ and Christianity is nothing.  Because of its importance, it is not overstating to say it is the most important event of all history.  Though many deny that the resurrection ever occurred, they do so by ignoring convincing and conclusive evidence for it is one of the best attested facts in all of history. 



Ian Paisley in his book Christian Foundations tells of how this overwhelming evidence affected the lives of two eighteenth century skeptics. 

The account of the conversion of two of the most notable skeptics of the eighteenth century is a good illustration of just how convincing and conclusive is this evidence. These two men, Gilbert West and Lord Lyttleton, ranked among the most brilliant intellectuals of their day. After many clever sallies against Biblical Christianity they decided that if two great fundamentals of the Gospel were overthrown, Christianity would crumble into ruin. These fundamentals were, the Resurrection of Christ and the Conversion of St. Paul. So West undertook to write a treatise on the Resurrection proving it to be a fabrication, and Lyttleton vowed to produce a treatise demonstrating that St. Paul was not miraculously converted on the Damascus Road. They therefore started to sift the evidence which they believed was pure fabrication and which they were determined to expose and explode. From time to time they met in conference and then one day West said to Lyttleton, 


"I have something very important to relate. You know, Lyttleton, how keen I was to expose as pure fabrication the Resurrection of Christ. I therefore determined to thoroughly sift the evidence and in doing so I had to be honest, I had to be sincere, I had to be honourable and I had to forsake my prejudice and act on strict legal principle. Having pursued this line I have been forced to the conclusion that Jesus Christ really rose from the dead. Now, you may laugh at me if you like, Lyttleton, but I got down on my knees and asked the risen Saviour to save me and He has done it." 

Lyttleton replied, 


"Strange to relate, I have had a similar experience. I, too, sifted the evidence, sincerely, candidly and honestly, and the more I weighed the evidence the more I was forced to the conclusion that St. Paul was really remarkably converted on the Damascus Road. That being so, West, as an honest person I could do no other but fall on my knees and ask the same Christ to save me and He has done it." 


In the course of time the treatises of West and Lyttleton appeared. West's treatise vindicated the Resurrection and Lyttleton's the Conversion of St. Paul. Both these treatises can be found in our libraries to-day. To them unbelief has never been able to fabricate an answer. They stand as monuments to the fact that if the evidence for the Resurrection of Christ is sifted and weighed honestly, it will be found to be convincing and conclusive.

 


Let us note some of the evidence.   

The Evidence of the Christian Religion



The fact that there has existed from 33 AD to the present the Christian religion gives evidence to the resurrection.  It is a religion world wide in its scope, their preaching the good news of Christ death, burial and resurrection, in the first century was said to have turned the world upside down. (Acts 17:6)



This religion has Sunday as its day of worship in which they commemorate the resurrection of Christ on the first day of the week. But do you realize what a monumental change it was to worship on Sunday.  For centuries the Jews worshiped on the 7th day of the week (Saturday).  Now this group of Christ followers (Who at first were mainly Jews) are worshipping on Sunday, breaking with years of tradition and the tenants of the Jewish Religion. 



 What brought about the change of such an important day of the week?



THEY KNEW BEYOND A SHADOW OF DOUBT THAT JESUS ROSE FROM THE DEAD ON THE FIRST DAY OF THE WEEK, AND WEEK AFTER WEEK SUNDAY AFTER SUNDAY THEY MEET TO CELEBRATE THE RESURRECTION OF JESUS CHRIST AND WORSHIP HIM. 




There is also the Christian book to consider. The New Testament bible has stood the test of time. It has been read, reproduced, studied and followed more than any other book of history. The reading of it, preaching and teaching from it has effective more people 
than any other book of history. And what is the core of its message.

    THAT JESUS DIED FOR OUR SINS, THAT HE WAS BURIED AND THAT HE 

    ROSE AGAIN. 

The Evidence of Prophecy




We know that the death of Jesus is predicted in numerous places in the Old Testament, two of the most prominent being Psalm 22, and Isaiah 53, but what about his resurrection, was it also foretold?  I would have you first note Psalm 2
1 ¶  Why do the heathen rage, and the people imagine a vain thing?

2  The kings of the earth set themselves, and the rulers take counsel together, against the LORD, and against his anointed, saying,

3  Let us break their bands asunder, and cast away their cords from us.

4  He that sitteth in the heavens shall laugh: the Lord shall have them in derision.

5  Then shall he speak unto them in his wrath, and vex them in his sore displeasure.

6  Yet have I set my king upon my holy hill of Zion.

7 ¶  I will declare the decree: the LORD hath said unto me, Thou art my Son; this day have I begotten thee.

8  Ask of me, and I shall give thee the heathen for thine inheritance, and the uttermost parts of the earth for thy possession.

9  Thou shalt break them with a rod of iron; thou shalt dash them in pieces like a potter’s vessel.

10 ¶  Be wise now therefore, O ye kings: be instructed, ye judges of the earth.

11  Serve the LORD with fear, and rejoice with trembling.

12  Kiss the Son, lest he be angry, and ye perish from the way, when his wrath is kindled but a little. Blessed are all they that put their trust in him.




The Kings of the earth set themselves against God and His Anointed that is Jesus Christ. (vs.2) 
Yet God laughs. (vs.4)  Why is God laughing? Because He knows it’s not the end of the story!  Though they kill Jesus Christ he has already been set as King (vs.6).




Now note vs. 7 Begotten -- This not only refers to birth, but also has the meaning to bring forth, to bring up. This is not speaking of Christ birth day but his coronation day at the Resurrection. Note Acts 13:33-34  



His resurrection was predicted in the Old Testament.






 Now Note Ps. 16.10

10  For thou wilt not leave my soul in hell; neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.




Hell here represents the place of death. David believed that to be absent from the body was to be present with the Lord. Though his body was in the grave he would live on.  But note secondly he also believed that one he calls Holy one, would die but his body would not corrupt in the grave.   Now Note Acts 2:25-32

which clearly links this to the resurrection of Jesus Christ. 
25  For David speaketh concerning him, I foresaw the Lord always before my face, for he is on my right hand, that I should not be moved:

26  Therefore did my heart rejoice, and my tongue was glad; moreover also my flesh shall rest in hope:

27  Because thou wilt not leave my soul in hell, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.

28  Thou hast made known to me the ways of life; thou shalt make me full of joy with thy countenance.

29  Men and brethren, let me freely speak unto you of the patriarch David, that he is both dead and buried, and his sepulchre is with us unto this day.

30  Therefore being a prophet, and knowing that God had sworn with an oath to him, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the flesh, he would raise up Christ to sit on his throne;

31  He seeing this before spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul was not left in hell, neither his flesh did see corruption.

32  This Jesus hath God raised up, whereof we all are witnesses.




The teaching concerning the resurrection of Jesus was not something fabricated after his death by his disciples. It was prophesied hundreds of years before the birth of Christ. Jesus also on numerous occasions prophesied of his coming death and resurrection. Note: Matthew 12:39, 40; Matthew 20:17-19;

Mark 9:9; Mark 14:28; Luke 9:22; John 2:18-22. 




There are those that argue that Jesus foresaw the possibility that his enemies would kill him so he begins to fabricate a story of resurrection.
But this is an argument that cannot stand. His prophecy in John chapter two came early on in His ministry, long before the religious leaders organized themselves against Him. We also see that such a story was strongly resisted by his disciples. "From that time forth began Jesus to shew unto his disciples, how that he must go unto Jerusalem, and suffer many things of the elders and chief priests and scribes, and be killed, and be raised again the third day. Then Peter took him, and began to rebuke him, saying, Be it far from thee, Lord: this shall not be unto thee. But he turned, and said unto Peter, Get thee behind me, Satan: thou art an offence unto me: for thou savourest not the things that be of God, but those that be of men," Matthew 16:21-23.




If the disciples are accused of propagating the lie of the resurrection, why would they so strongly rebuke Christ for saying he was going to die and rise again?  
The Evidence of the Apostle's Change 
between His Death and Resurrection 




Naturally the followers of Jesus Christ were stunned at the cruel death of Jesus Christ on the Roman cross. Each of his disciples had fled at his arrest.  There attitude of heart is exemplified by the two disciples on the Emmaus Road. 

 13 ¶  And, behold, two of them went that same day to a village called Emmaus, which was from Jerusalem about threescore furlongs.

14  And they talked together of all these things which had happened.

15  And it came to pass, that, while they communed together and reasoned, Jesus himself drew near, and went with them.

16  But their eyes were holden that they should not know him.

17  And he said unto them, What manner of communications are these that ye have one to another, as ye walk, and are sad?

18  And the one of them, whose name was Cleopas, answering said unto him, Art thou only a stranger in Jerusalem, and hast not known the things which are come to pass there in these days?

19  And he said unto them, What things? And they said unto him, Concerning Jesus of Nazareth, which was a prophet mighty in deed and word before God and all the people:

20  And how the chief priests and our rulers delivered him to be condemned to death, and have crucified him.

21  But we trusted that it had been he which should have redeemed Israel: and beside all this, to day is the third day since these things were done.




The words of verse 21 show their discouragement. They had trusted that Christ was the Messiah but now they have lost hope. Later that night we read of His disciples having secluded there selves in a house and locked the doors in fear that the Jews might also come for them. (John 20:19) But a few short days later we find some of the Apostles standing before these same Jewish leaders and fears have been replaced with boldness.
"Whether it be right in the sight of God to hearken unto you more than unto God, judge ye. For we cannot but speak the things which we have seen and heard," Acts 4:19, 20.

"We ought to obey God rather than men. The God of our fathers raised up Jesus, whom ye slew and hanged on a tree. Him hath God exalted with his right hand to be a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins. And we are his witnesses of these things; and so is also the Holy Ghost, whom God hath given to them that obey him," Acts 5:29-32. 




These first century believers so strongly believed in the resurrection that they were willing to die, rather than deny it occurred.  Men will die for what they believe to be true, though it may actually be false. Men DO NOT HOWEVER die for what they obviously know is false. Yet all the apostles and many more disciples gave their lives standing on the truth that Jesus is the Christ,  that he       died for our sins, that he was actually dead and buried, but that he arose  again bodily from the grave. They knew there only hope was in him, they claimed his as their Lord and their God.




What brought about this great change of heart?? Of course it was the Fact of Jesus' resurrection from the dead. 

The Evidence of the Empty Tomb




The account of the resurrection of Jesus Christ could have been easily discredited at any moment if the authorities would have brought forth the dead body of Christ. But the fact of the matter is the tomb of Jesus Christ was empty. The Jewish explanation for the empty tomb is given to us by Matthew, in 28:11-15. 
11 ¶  Now when they were going, behold, some of the watch came into the city, and shewed unto the chief priests all the things that were done.

12  And when they were assembled with the elders, and had taken counsel, they gave large money unto the soldiers,

13  Saying, Say ye, His disciples came by night, and stole him away while we slept.

14  And if this come to the governor’s ears, we will persuade him, and secure you.

15  So they took the money, and did as they were taught: and this saying is commonly reported among the Jews until this day.

The story is so obviously false that Matthew does not even bother to answer it.

  


THINK ABOUT IT!!!   What judge or Jury would listen to me if I said while I was asleep, Jimmy came and stole my four wheeler? IF I WAS ASLEEP HOW DID I KNOW IT WAS JIMMY?

The Fact of the Resurrection is supported 

by the Desperate Theories Invented to Deny It. 




Many theories have been offered to explain the empty tomb but each comes up short



 Some suggest that the Jewish and Roman authorities moved the body.  But why would they post a guard, why would the seal the tomb with a great stone, and why did they not PRODUCE the body of Jesus to disprove the resurrection. 

       BECAUSE JESUS ROSE FROM THE GRAVE



Some suggest that the women came to the wrong tomb that is why they found it empty. But Joseph of Armathea owner of the tomb could have quickly       straightened that out.




Some explain the empty tomb with the "Swoon Theory". They say Christ was not actually dead at all.  He passed out on the cross and was mistakenly reported as dead.  When placed in the tomb, the coolness of the tomb revived him and he came out of the tomb, appeared to his disciples who mistakenly thought he had risen from the dead.




John MC Arthur in his commentary on Matthew makes the following comments on the swoon theory.

     That theory was not dreamed up until around 1600, by a man named Venturini, But the idea flies in the face of many eyewitness reports, not only by Jesus followers but also by His enemies. The Roman soldiers standing guard over Jesus at the cross were the first to report His death. They were experts at execution and would stand to forfeit their own lives if they allowed a condemned man to escape death. They were so certain He was dead that they did not bother to break His legs, and when the spear thrust brought forth blood and water, they had final proof of His death. Joseph of Arimathea and Nicodemus with many women as witnesses and perhaps as helpers, worked with Jesus body of an hour or so as they wrappped it in the linen and spices. They would easily have sensed any spark of life still remaining.

    For the theory to be true, Jesus would have had to survive the massive loss of blood from the scourging, the nail wounds, and the spear thrust. He would also have had to survive being wrapped tightly in the linen cloths that were filled with a hundred pounds of spices. Besides all of that, in His extremely weakened condition He would have had to endure more than 3 days and 3 nights without food and water, manage to unwrap Himself, single-handedly rolls the stone away from the inside of the tomb, walk out unchallenged by the guards, and then convince His followers He had actually been dead and miraculously raised. He would of have had to developed the strength to travel countless miles in that condition to make the many appearances to His disciples, and over 500 people in 40 days. 

IS IT NOT INCREDIBLE THE DEGREE THAT MEN WILL GO TO DENY THE 

TRUTH AND REFUSE TO ADMIT THEIR NEED OF A SAVIOUR.




Others suggest the "Hallucination theory" This maintains that every one who claimed to have seen the risen Jesus simply experienced a hallucination, induced by a glowing expectation of His resurrection. (They so intensely wanted to believe that he would rise again that they imagine they see what is not true.) For this to be true over 500 had to have the same hallucination. (1Cor.15:6) The record of the Bible is not of men who imagined he rose but men who refused to believe the tomb was empty until they saw it for themselves.

10  It was Mary Magdalene, and Joanna, and Mary the mother of James, and other women that were with them, which told these things unto the apostles.

11  And their words seemed to them as idle tales, and they believed them not.

12  Then arose Peter, and ran unto the sepulchre; and stooping down, he beheld the linen clothes laid by themselves, and departed, wondering in himself at that which was come to pass.

Luke 24:10-12

     THE FACT OF THE MATTER IS JESUS 

CHRIST ROSE FROM THE GRAVE




Do you personally believe that Jesus rose from the grave?  A heart trust and belief in the resurrection will change you forever. 
Belief in the resurrection will save you from your sins. 

       Believing the gospel message that Christ died for our sins according to the scriptures; And that he was buried, and that he rose again the third day according to the scriptures: (1Cor. 15:1-4) will save you from you sins. 
9  That if thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus, and shalt believe in thine heart that God hath raised him from the dead, thou shalt be saved.

10  For with the heart man believeth unto righteousness; and with the mouth confession is made unto salvation.

Romans 10:9-10 




Jesus himself said: I am the resurrection and the life; he that believeth in me, though he were dead yet shall he live and whosoever liveth and believeth in me shall never die.

Belief in the resurrection will cure the sting of death. 




Repenting of your sins and personally believing in the gospel message will take away the sting of death (1Cor. 15:51-55).  We will all one day walk in the valley of the shadow of death, but with Christ as Saviour the walk is through the valley and without fear.  Numerous people have given their lives for the belief in   the resurrection. They faced death with hope and courage. 
     In the days of Queen Mary of England (The Catholic queen who was 
  named "Bloody Mary" for her vengeance against Baptist and Protestants);  at a place called Stratford on the Bow, there was a stake erected for the burning of two Martyrs, one a lame man the other a blind man. Just when the fire was lit the lame man threw away his crutch, and turning to the one, who could not see, said rejoice brother this fire will soon cure us both. They were not afraid to die, for the fully believed in Christ's resurrection and the promise that they to would receive a new resurrected body. 



Belief in the resurrection will comfort your heart in the death of a child of God. 
1Thessalonians 4:13-18

13 ¶  But I would not have you to be ignorant, brethren, concerning them which are asleep, that ye sorrow not, even as others which have no hope.

14  For if we believe that Jesus died and rose again, even so them also which sleep in Jesus will God bring with him.

15  For this we say unto you by the word of the Lord, that we which are alive and remain unto the coming of the Lord shall not prevent them which are asleep.

16  For the Lord himself shall descend from heaven with a shout, with the voice of the archangel, and with the trump of God: and the dead in Christ shall rise first:

17  Then we which are alive and remain shall be caught up together with them in the clouds, to meet the Lord in the air: and so shall we ever be with the Lord.

18  Wherefore comfort one another with these words.

ARE YOU AFRAID TO DIE, DO YOU KNOW WHERE YOU WILL SPEND ETERNITY?
Truly believing in the resurrection of Jesus Christ

 ought to motivate us to greater service



Because of the resurrection our labor for the Lord is not in vain. At the end of the great resurrection chapter of the Bible, Paul closed with the following words: 
Therefore, my beloved brethren, be ye stedfast, unmoveable, always abounding in the work of the Lord, forasmuch as ye know that your labour is not in vain in the Lord.

1 Cor. 15:58  



The greatest event of all history was the resurrection of Jesus Christ. But it does not just have historical significance.  Jesus Christ died for you and I, He is alive and He is coming again. May we endeavor to faithfully serve our great saviour until He comes again or calls us home. 
Things in Dispute

Chapter 6
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Did God Create the Man?
Did God Create Man? 
Chapter 6 




The Fairbanks Daily News Miner on October 25, 1996 had the following headline.  Pope Give Support to Evolution Theory.  The article went on to say the following: 







Nearly a century and a half after Darwin's "Origin of the Species" Pope 






John Paul II has put the teaching authority of the Roman Catholic Church 






firmly behind the view that the human body may not have been the 






immediate creation of God, but is the product of a gradual process of 






evolution.




The article went on to say, 






Fresh knowledge leads to recognition of the theory of evolution as more 






than just a hypothesis. 

Did God Create Man or did he Evolve?




Multitudes of people today believe that he is a product of     NONLIVING MATERIAL + TIME + CHANCE = LIVING MATTER. The Bible however declares that in the beginning God create man. 
26 ¶ And God said, Let us make man in our image, after our likeness: and let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over the cattle, and over all the earth, and over every creeping thing that creepeth upon the earth.

27 So God created man in his own image, in the image of God created he him; male and female created he them.

Genesis 1:26-27
7 And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living soul.

Genesis 2:7




The Pope stands in contradiction of the Bible, and is ignorant of the tremendous damage the false theory of evolution has done to the mankind. 
The Theory of Evolution Has Created Tremendous Evil



In 1831 Charles Darwin at the age of 22 signed on with the sailing ship HMS Beagle to be a naturalist.  From the observation he made of nature he came up with the theory of evolution. His book The "Origin of the Species" was readily embrace by many, and even reached into the religious world. Because the theory was accepted by the “intellectuals” of the world, many Christians began to compromise the clear teachings of the word of God, and came up with some weird theories to try to make them compatible to Darwin's theory.  They invented the Day Age Theory i.e. that the 7 days of creation were long geological days

They came up with The Gap Theory maintaining that there was a tremendous Gap of time between Gen.1:1-1:2 in which the seemingly age of the earth is rectified. Another theory invented was Theistic Evolution i.e. God set the original time space in matter into existence and then set back and let things evolve. 




But let me say no matter what explanations men have come up with to make the theory of evolution compatible with the Bible, none of them will work. For at the core of evolution is atheism, and they are not compatible. 


I wonder today if you really understand the tremendous evil in the theory of evolution?
Evolution is evil because it denies God



Sir Julian Huxley, who could probably be identified as the world’s premier evolutionist of the 20th century spoke as the keynote speaker at the great Darwinian Centennial Convocation in 1959 at the University of Chicago, said the following: :
In the evolutionary system of thought there is no longer need or room for the supernatural. The earth was not created; it evolved. So did all the animals and plants that inhabit it, including our human selves, mind and soul, as well as brain and body. So did religion. Evolutionary man can no longer take refuge from his loneliness by creeping for shelter into the arms of a divinized father figure whom he himself has created.

The Theory of Evolution Spawned the Atrocities of Hitler, 
Trotsky, and Stalin


Nazi dictator Adolf Hitler (1889–1945) endorsed a program in Germany [image: image27.png]


to breed a superior race. The scheme was based on a horrific evolutionary theory called “eugenics” that was founded by Charles Darwin's cousin, Francis Galton. The idea of eugenics was to improve the human race using principles promoted in the theory of evolution. 


The idea was simple: partition the human race into two groups, the “fit” and the “unfit.” Eugenics seemed to be a way to make sure the “fit” had children and the “unfit” did not. In Germany, the leaders of the eugenics movement got monstrous laws enacted that allowed sterilization of people regarded as “unfit,” and restriction of immigrants who were supposedly “biologically inferior.” (The United States and other countries enacted similar laws, but the Nazis took it to the extreme when Jews, blacks, and others were ruthlessly murdered to prop up the theory.) 


The German people were being seduced to accept that they could be the “master race” by exterminating the “unfit.” If evolution was right, they reasoned, and “survival of the fittest” was merely a positive, evolutionary process, then what could be wrong with hastening the deaths of the “unfit”?


Eugenics could only become popular because the theory of evolution seemed to have quashed the need for the sovereign Creator, God, who had given humankind absolute moral laws. When you do away with moral laws, outrageous racism and crimes like compulsory sterilization, Hitler's death camps, and mass murder on a maniacal scale, can no longer be said to be evil.


Trotsky … another monster brainwashed by evolution

Russian communist leader Leon Trotsky (1879–1940) was a fanatical supporter of Marxism and Darwinism. In the Russian Civil War of 1918–20, he used the force of the Red Army to stamp out whoever he decided were enemies of the Soviet State. He confiscated food from peasants, brutalized the Ukrainian army of insurgent peasants, and killed its guerrilla leader, N. I. Makhno. He inflicted torture and violence against Christians, mercilessly trashed churches, and led the Society of the Godless to get rid of religion.

Trotsky was mesmerized by Charles Darwin's Origin of Species. He said: “Darwin stood for me like a mightly doorkeeper at the entrance to the temple of the universe.” He said that Darwin's ideas “intoxicated” him. And he could not understand in the slightest how belief in God could find room in the same head as belief in Darwin's ideas.

Like Hitler, Trotsky was a tyrant who saw Darwin's theory of evolution as scientific justification for dismissing God's moral laws. He clearly saw that the two ideas, God and evolution, were totally incompatible. His atrocities were consistent with this belief, for when you do away with the idea of the God who created you and who has given instructions for the right way to live, there is no reason to avoid despicably violent crimes. Even if this means murdering everyone who disagrees with you.

World's worst mass-murderer was influenced by Darwin at 19 

[image: image28.jpg]


Russian dictator and revolutionist, Joseph Stalin (1879–1953), was studying at Tiflis Theological Seminary when he started to read the works of Charles Darwin. One of his friends later said in a book that when Stalin read Darwin he became an atheist. The theological seminary expelled Stalin at the age of 19 because of his revolutionary connections.

Stalin is regarded as the worst mass-murderer the world has ever seen. With God out of his way after embracing Darwin's evolutionary ideas, Stalin had no restrictions of conscience or morals. He set up a terrorist police State, persecuted and murdered innocent communists, and instituted trials in which most surviving Bolshevik leaders were found guilty of treachery and were executed. He encouraged “Stalinist adoration,” which included naming cities after him (such as Stalingrad, Staliniri, and Stalinogorsk), and advocated homage given to him in virtually all public speeches and in print. He murdered Leon Trotsky.


Darwin's “survival of the fittest” ideas powerfully shaped Stalin's approach to society. Oppression, atheism, self-glorification, and the blood of his many innocent victims flowed from Stalin's rejection of his Creator after reading and believing Darwin's evolutionary theories. 


And the most tragic aspect of all this? That while Stalin, Trotsky, and Hitler were turning their backs on their Creator, they were building their murderous, racist philosophies on a lie. 

Evolution has given respectability to the sin of Homosexuality





In 1987 Jacob Smit in the International N.W. Guide Magazine said. 

Homosexuality is seldom discussed as a component in evolution, but it undoubtedly plays a role. Homosexual behavior has been observed in most animal species studied, and the higher we climb on the taxonomic tree toward mammals, the more apparent homosexual behavior we see.
The Theory of Evolution has promoted RACISM
       What was new in the Victorian period was Darwinism. . . . Before 1859, many scientists had questioned whether blacks were of the same species as whites. After 1859, the evolutionary schema raised additional questions, particularly whether or not Afro-Americans could survive competition with their white near-relations. The momentous answer was a resounding no. . . . The African was inferior because he represented the “missing link” between ape and Teuton.
Note The Teuton  are ancient German and Celtic people 

The Theory of Evolution has Spawned the Justification of Abortion.




Barbara Burke back in 1984 in the Magazine Science said: 



Among some animal species, then, infant killing appears to be a natural practice. Could it be natural for humans too, a trait inherited from our primate ancestors? . . . Charles Darwin noted in The Descent of Man that infanticide has been “probably the most important of all checks” on population growth throughout most of human history.

The Theory of Evolution Has Taken God Out
 Of the Standard of Morality

Two leading evolutionists have expressed cogently what most of them believe. Ethical systems have no basis in divine revelation; they are merely products of natural selection:

Morality, or more strictly our belief in morality, is merely an adaptation put in place to further our reproductive ends. . . . In an important sense, ethics as we understand it is an illusion fobbed off (tricked) on us by our genes to get us to cooperate.



The Bible and the laws of Jesus Christ cannot exist with the theory of Evolution. They oppose each other. 

The Theory of Evolution is an Insult to Man's Intelligence




You either have to be a person of blind faith, or of low intelligence to believe the propaganda put out by the proponents of evolution. 



Evolution is said to come about through 1) natural selection i.e. the survival of the fittest and 2) through chance mutations. 
The argument of natural selection: 

The argument in natural selection is that the strongest and better adapted animals will survive and reproduce its traits. For example  if there were in a baboon clan both light haired and dark haired Baboons and if the dark haired  Baboons were the bigger and stronger, than they would be the ones who got the most food, the ones who would first mate with the females. After a while only the dark haired baboons would be in the clan. 




The fish that could swim the fastest would survive to reproduce. It sounds good and there is no question that in time of hunger and drought the best fit survives. 




The only problem is that in real life the baboon does not conceive when they first enter into the rut, but at the end, and it is not the dominate males who first breed that father the babies but it is the inferior males who come after the dominate males have satisfied themselves. 

The argument of genetic mutation




The idea of genetics is that the offspring will inherit through the genes the same Characteristics of their parent. Blonde hair blue eyed people, produce blonde hair blue eyed children. Some times for some reason the genetic formation in the sperm of the male and the egg of the female, will be faulty       and will send a signal that will causes a mutation. For instance Instead of having two hands they may have only one, instead of having 10 fingers they may have twelve. 



This reasoning is used to explain how a fish becomes an amphibian.   His fin mutates to a fin leg then to a leg, his gills change to being able to breath out of water.




But in real life the "Survival of the Fittest, and Mutations do not work together but oppose each other.  The animal that mutates is at a great disadvantage over the other animals. Just think a little about it, a fish with good fins has a much better chance to survive then a fish with one leg and 3 good fins.  That fact of the matter is 99% of all mutations are harmful. 




Consider the example of TNR (Totally Naked Chicken) below: 

Meet TNR — a chicken with no feathers. He did not lose his feathers because someone was anxious to have him for a meal — feathers simply do not grow on him!

TNR (Totally Naked Rooster) is a mutant, which means a mistake in his genes or chromosomes has caused him to be featherless.

Velma Nile from California said that TNR spent nine months as the center of attention in a biology class. “His major problems were that he needed to be in a warm place, he got sunburned, and mosquitoes would bite him,” Velma said. “But an even greater problem was that he was unable to mate because of his lack of feathers to flap his wings.”

Evolutionists believe that mutations (genetic mistakes) have contributed to the development of creatures into what they are today. But as in TNR's case, almost every mutation known has caused either harm or no improvement. Mutations cause a loss of information, not evolutionary improvement. Take it from TNR!




Evolution of life forms by natural selection and mutations really stretches your imagination when it comes to the appearance of new body organs. Remember the theory of evolution is one that says: NONLIVING MATERIAL + TIME + CHANCE = LIVING  MATTER, and this living matter goes on to evolve complex body organs as our brains, heart, eyes, etc. 
Note what W. A. Criswell wrote in his book Did Man Just Happen pg 98 concerning complex organs and evolution. 

 When we try to explain the first appearance of a new organ such as an eye (there was a time when there were no eyes according to this theory), when we try to explain the first appearance of a heart (there was a time when there were no hearts,) when we try to explain the first appearance of an ear (there was a time when there were no ears, when we try to explain the first appearance of a leg, or a lung (there was a time when there were not lungs and no legs), when we begin to apply the theory to the actual first appearance of an organ, it becomes an astonishing thing.   For example, let us take the eye. There was a time of course, according to the evolutionist, when there were no eyes. Then where did that eye come from? Well, according to the evolutionist it came like this: upon the body of the creature, ages ago, there was a pimple, or a freckle, or a pigment of skin. And when the light shone on the creature, it was a little more sensitive where the pimple, or the freckle, or the pigment was on the skin, So the creature turned that freckle to the sunlight and as the waves of light beat upon that freckle, through millions and millions and uncounted millions of years, it gradually, being irritated, became a sensitive spot, and that sensitive spot through the centuries, gradually became a nerve, and that irritated nerve gradually turned into an eye. That is how your eye came to you. 


How could that one pimple, or that one freckle, or that one pigment, stay in the same place through millions and millions and uncounted millions of years while that eye was evolving?
 
 According to the theory there had to be another pimple, and another freckle, and another pigment in the skin because you have two eyes and not one.   Is it not a remarkable thing that they just happen to be n the right place? Not on the bottom of your foot or on the top of your head but on each side of your nose, just right.  Is it not an unusual thing that there happened to be just two? As those waves of light played on the freckle, why did those eyes not appear all over the body? Is the eye not a marvelous thing? We do not see it changing anymore. Why do we not see eyes in the process of changing now? The theory is an astonishing thing when we apply it to the first appearance of any organ of the body.

The Theory of Evolution Directly Contradicts the Bible



Darwin's theory was one of gradualism which taught that life came about through L-O-N-G  periods of time and chance. But the Bible says the world and all that was in it was created by God in 6 days. 

Genesis 1:5 gives us the formula for the length of a day. And God called the light Day, and the darkness he called Night. And the evening and the morning were the first day. The length of a day was the evening and the morning. Though the sun moon and stars were not yet made until day 4 (Genesis 1:14-19), the rotation of the earth had been established by God.  These days are not long day-ages these are 24 hour days. The Hebrew word "yom" that is translated "day" is never used to speak of long periods. The word "yom" is used exactly as we use the word "day" in our English language of today.

    *Day = 24 hour day 

    *Day = the time in the day when we have sunlight

    *It occasionally is used to show an indefinite time as the Day of the Judges.




I might say in reference to Plack Road Baptist Church: "In the day of Gary Hampton", referring to an indistinct time period when he was Pastor of the Plack Road Baptist Mission.  But whenever a day is given boundaries it can never mean an indefinite time period. We would not say, "In the first day of Gary Hampton", "In the second day of Gary Hampton" "In the 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th or 7th day" and think that it would be a long day-age.  The Bible specifically mentions 7 days of creation. It is obvious that these were 24 hours days and that there 

were 7 of them. (Genesis 1:5; 1:8; 1:13; 1:19; 1:22; 1:31; and  2:2 )
The Evolutionist are not Proposing Changes within Species,

But the Evolution to a Completely Different Species in This they deny the Bible 



The Evolutionist clearly contradicts the Bible and Science in trying to jump from micro-evolution to macro-evolution. 
The difference between micro and macro-evolution is a major point of confusion between the Christian worldview and the Darwinian evolution worldview in today’s culture. Micro-evolution is the adaptations and changes within a species while macro-evolution is the addition of new traits or a transition to a new species. Micro-evolution is a fact that is plainly observable throughout nature. Macro-evolution is a theory that has never been observed in science. Evolutionist usually argue that those who believe in creation are ignoring the facts, however, there is nothing that evolutionist observe in science that creationist or Christians as a whole disagree with. The point of contention is not on what is observed, but the belief systems that interpret what is being observed. Nothing in the Bible contradicts science; it is the assumptions that evolutionists insert into their world view that contradict the Bible.
     



The word of God teaches, what science observes that animals reproduce after their kind.  The sea animals brought forth after their kind. Blue whales made blue whales, tuna fish reproduced tuna fish. 

And God created great whales, and every living creature that moveth, which the waters brought forth abundantly, after their kind, and every winged fowl after his kind: and God saw that it was good.

      Genesis 1:21




The land animals brought forth after their kind. 

And God made the beast of the earth after his kind, and cattle after their kind, and every    thing that creepeth upon the earth after his kind: and God saw that it was good.




Genesis 1:25 



Does it seem strange to you that cats make cats; dogs make dogs that and horses have horses?  The restriction is after their kind.  Even animals that are alike cannot reproduce after the first offspring. The horse and the donkey are alike, when bred they produce a Mule, but a mule is sterile. The buffalo and the cow are of the same family but when bred they produce a beefalo that is sterile.




On the rare occasions when a cross breed produces, the offspring will 
revert back to its original state, a beef cow or a buffalo, a donkey or a horse. 
Evolutionist Deny the Bible in Maintaining that 

Macro-Evolution is still Occurring Today




The Bible says God ceased from His creation. Genesis 2:1-2. .In comparing a spiritual rest to the Lord resting on the Sabbath the bible makes it plain creation is over. Hebrews 4:3 4:10 His works were finished   He ceased from his own works. 

The Theory of Evolution Directly contradicts the words of the Bible



It is a denial of the verbal inspiration of the Bible. (2Timothy 3:16). The Bible from Genesis to Revelation is God's word. It is verbally inspired, complete and without error. If Genesis 1 is not true, then what follows is not true. . The Genesis account of creation is not a myth. The Genesis account of creation is not an allegory. The Genesis account of creation is not some story invented   by Moses to explain how we got here.  The Genesis Account of Creation is the WORD OF GOD, and we ought to resent those who make it out not to be, whether the Pope at Rome, or the Professor at the local university. 



It is an attack upon very words of Jesus Christ. 


And he answered and said unto them, Have ye not read, that he which made them at the beginning made them male and female,




Matthew 19:4 



Jesus said that in the beginning GOD MADE THEM male and Female. Listen God made Adam and Eve, personally they did not evolve. Genesis declares. And the LORD formed man of the dust of the ground, and breathed into his 
nostrils the breath of life; and man became a living soul .Genesis 2:7




Man kind is not descended from the animals he is a special creation far above the animals. (Genesis 1:26)  When God made Adam he made him far different in that He did the animals around him.  God breathed into his nostrils and man became a living soul.  Only man has a soul, it is a part of his God likeness, 



The Bible tells us that God He made man "In the Beginning" not late in time in the evolutionary scheme.  If we could measure time in the evolutionary scheme and compare it to a football field. It would be something like this. At the end zone of one end life forms begin, through time primitive life forms in a space of time represented from the 1yard line to the 50yard line at the middle of the field.  Each of the other forms would take up a certain time space on the field,
Marine animals, Land plants, Amphibians, Reptiles, Mammals, and finally man.  

       Where in the scale of a football field when we measure life by the primitive form beginning at the 1 yard line and going to one hundred yards away is the beginning of man according to evolution. Would it be at the 50 yard line? No!

Would it be at the 60 or the 40 in the opposite end?  Would it be the 70 yard line of time?     Would it be 80, 90, or 95?  NO! It is not the one foot line or the one inch line. The history of man on the evolutionary scale measured by a football field of 100 yards is the size of the width of a paper. 




Evolution says man came about late in life forms, but Jesus said it was IN THE BEGINNING.
SOMEONE IS IN ERROR AND IT IS NOT JESUS.




A much more serious contradiction of the Bible in the theory of evolution is the denial of the fall of man. 

       The theory of evolution says that life comes about through the process of death. That is the animals that die weed out the bad genes, and speeds along evolution with the survival of the fittest.  Death has been from the primitive life forms of life up until man evolved.  In other words death existed long before man existed.  But the Bible claims that death came with the fall of Adam. In Genesis 2:17 God warned Adam of death if he disobeyed. But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, thou shalt not eat of it: for in the day that thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely die. Romans 5:12 tells us the source of death came by Adam's sin.

Wherefore, as by one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin; and so death passed upon all men, for that all have sinned:  DEATH CAME BY ADAMS SIN.
 


God's truth declares that you and I die because we have inherited the sin nature of Adam.  Adam was created by God in a perfect world; Adam sinned and plunged the world into decay.  Things do not progress today, they run down today.  Trees rot, metal rust, young people grow old because of sin.




If evolution occurred and man appeared late in time on the evolutionary time chart, then sin did not cause death. But death for thousand of years, before the appearance of man, has facilitated evolution.  It would be a lie to say that "the wages of sin is death.  It is not true that "the soul that sinneth it shall die

.




If evolution is right then all life as well as man is destined to perish. But the bible says. "For God so loved the world that he gave his only begotten son that whosoever believeth in him SHOULD   NOT PERISH, BUT HAVE EVERLASTING LIFE.




If evolution is true Jesus was a chump, 




If evolution is true Jesus was nothing but a martyr

   

If evolution is true Jesus was just another man.

I REJECT THE THEORY OF EVOLUTION.




For in the beginning God Created the Heaven and earth and ceased 

from his work on the 7th day. The Creation is decaying and dying because of Adams sin. Jesus came to die for you, can you not see that you are a product of a great designer. Can you not see that you are a special creation of God? Can you not see that you have a soul? Can you not see that you have an eternal destiny of heaven or hell? Can you not see that something is terribly wrong with the world in which we live when we have death and decay all about us? Can you not understand that creation groans and man dies because we have a sin nature inherited from Adam? Can you not understand that mans problem is sin. Can you not see that Jesus had to come and die for your sin? Won't you trust him today?

A Note on Punctuated Equilibrium 

     Over the years because of the tremendous absence of transitional fossils some scientist have abandoned the "gradualism" model of evolution and replaced it with the theory of "Punctuated Equilibrium" proposed by Stephen J. Gould and Niles Eldredge. The two quotes below are given to better help you understand this position
Stephen J. Gould and Niles Eldredge proposed the theory of punctuated equilibrium in 1972. This theory contradicts Darwin’s theory of evolution somewhat, in that when Darwin proposed evolution, there were many gaps in the fossil record. These leave the impression that species go unchanged for eons and then, in relatively few generations, change dramatically.

Darwin hoped that new fossils would be found to fill the gaps and prove or support his theory of gradual change. Gould and Eldredge, however, noted that the gaps were not filled. They proposed that the fossils should be taken for what they are, and not what they could be. Their theory proposed that species could go unchanged for very long periods of time, punctuated by periods of rapid change.

Research at Michigan State University with E.coli bacteria supported the theory of punctuated equilibrium. It showed that several hundred generations of E.coli went unchanged, but then their size suddenly increased 30%. Over the next 30 or 40 generations, E.coli grew only an additional several percent in size. After several other small size changes, no other changes occurred.

If evolution is true, then why don't we see it still happening today? 
This is a common question that I get, but actually is a question that should be directed at the evolutionist.  The most popular answer given by them is called "punctuated equilibrium."  Here is how that term is defined in the biology book used at Rockdale High School: "speciation occurs quickly in rapid bursts, with long periods of stability in between."  That is, for long periods of time a species exists in a state of "equilibrium," or stasis, where there is no change.  Then, for some unknown reason, a "punctuated" event of evolution occurs like a large series of favorable mutations.  

This is an amazing explanation since evolution, which by definition means "change" is characterized mainly by stasis or stability.  This idea is not without its evolutionist critics.  Classical evolutionists still maintain that gradualism, that is, slow gradual changes, best explains evolution.  "Punctuationists," on the other hand, admit that the fossil record does not support gradualism.  Stephen J. Gould confesses, "The extreme rarity of transitional forms in the fossil record persists as the trade secret of paleontology…"  Gould, along with Niles Eldredge resurrected an idea proposed by Richard Goldschmidt of the University of California.  In the 1940's Goldschmidt also recognized the lack of evidence for evolution in the fossil record so he proposed what became known as the "hopeful monster theory."  For example, a reptile would lay an egg and out of it would come a "brown furry thing."  Over time, with the help of chance, the "brown furry thing" would find a mate.  This idea was never accepted in scientific circles until 1971 when Gould and Eldredge, by the power of their influence and peer pressure gave it a new twist with the name "punctuated equilibrium."  

Responding to punctuationists, Richard Dawkins, an orthodox evolutionist nervously admits, "Darwin's own bulldog, Huxley, as Eldredge reminds us again, warned him against his insistent gradualism, but Darwin had a good reason.  His theory was largely aimed at replacing creationism as an explanation of how living complexity could arise out of simplicity…Gradualism is of the essence.  In the context of the fight against creationism, gradualism is more or less synonymous with evolution itself.  If you throw out gradualism you throw out the very thing that makes evolution more plausible than creation."  (Nature, vol. 316, pg. 683) 

What must be understood is that evolution has no mechanism to work.  It is like a beautiful, polished car with no engine; nothing is under the hood.  It cannot work because nothing powers it.  Darwin believed natural selection caused evolution but natural selection only allows for horizontal variation and never vertical evolution.  So, the idea of neo-Darwinism was developed that said that mutations cause evolution.  This can never happen since mutations almost always cause a decrease of information and never an increase.  Mutations are the enemy of evolution.  So punctuated equilibrium is a desperate attempt to salvage evolution.  It's really the perfect explanation because lack of evidence is the actual evidence that proves it! 

The most logical and scientifically defendable explanation for the large gaps between phyla, classes, orders and families is that they did not evolve at all, that they were created instantaneously.   Of course creation implies a Creator and accountability to that Creator.  Thus, such an incredulous idea as punctuated equilibrium survives not because of any evidence in science but due to a religious obligation to evolution.

So, to answer your question, for the evolutionist who is a gradualist we do not see evolution now because it happened too slow and for the punctuationalist we do not see evolution because it happened too fast.  Some evolutionists claim that evolution has stopped altogether.  The most reasonable explanation remains--evolution did not happen at all.
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