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(1) The Validity and Authenticity of the Bible

The Bible is a most amazing book. There is simply none like it. But here is a vital
point. Is it just a great book...or is it God’s Word to us? For if it is God’s revealed
will to us then we have an awesome responsibility to get the most out of it. Let us
consider then four reasons that confirm the validity and authenticity of the Bible.

Reason 1>
The Unique Background of the Bible

The Bible’s unique background reveals its supernatural source.
It was written over a 1,500-year time span.
It was written over 40 generations.
It was written on three continents: Asia, Africa and Europe.
It was written in three different languages: Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek.
It was written by over 40 different authors, including kings, fishermen, poets,
statesmen, philosophers, peasants and scholars.
It was written in different places; from Moses in the wilderness, Jeremiah in a
dungeon, Daniel in a palace, Luke while travelling, Paul in jail, John on the
Isle of Patmos, and several in the rigors of a military campaign.
It was written in times of both war and peace.
It was written during different moods; some writing from the heights of joy
and others from the depths of despair.

The Bible’s subject matter includes hundreds of controversial subjects, the
potential of creating countless opposing opinions, yet the Biblical authors —
unconnected from one another through time, custom or geography — speak with
absolute harmony and complete continuity from Genesis to Revelation.

Josh McDowell tells the story of asking a representative of the Great Books of the
Western World — an unbeliever — to take just ten of his authors, all from only one
walk of life, one generation, one place, one time, one mood, one continent, one
language and just one controversial subject, and questioned whether they would
agree. The man replied, “No!” and claimed that the result would be, “a
conglomeration!” Josh McDowell led the man to faith in Christ explaining the
unique background of the Bible outlined above!
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Reason 2>
The Prophetic Power of the Bible

The numerous fulfilled prophecies in the Bible again point to its supernatural
inspiration. For example, the Old Testament contains over 300 references to the
Messiah that were directly fulfilled in Jesus Christ, and several hundred other
prophetic references concerning the Jewish people, cities and other nations that
have been fulfilled. There can be no clearer evidence for the Divine inspiration of
the Bible than fulfilled prophecy.

For example, Peter Stoner, in Science Speaks, took just eight prophecies relating to
Jesus and used the science of probability to determine what chance He could have
fulfilled these eight prophecies — let alone the other 290+ prophecies — by mere
coincidence. His calculations: 1 in 100 000 000 000 000 000! He illustrates this by
supposing that “we take [this many] silver dollars and lay them on the face of
Texas. They will cover all 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?”

Josh McDowell, using Peter Stoner’s book Science Speaks, examined eleven Old
Testament prophecies concerning cities and nations that have been fulfilled. He
calculated that the probability of these 11 independent prophecies being fulfilled by
chance is 1 in 57 600 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000
000 000 000 000 000!

Using Stoner’s silver dollar illustration, McDowell explains: “The volume of the
sun is more than 1 000 000 times that of the earth, yet out of [this many] silver
dollars we could make 10 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 solid silver balls
the size of the sun!”
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Reason 3>
The Confirmation of Archaeology

Archaeology has done more to prove the integrity of the Bible record than any
other science. Below we let the experts speak for themselves:

“There can be no doubt that archaeology has confirmed the substantial historicity
of Old Testament tradition” (William F. Albright).

“[A]rchaeological work has unquestionably strengthened confidence in the
reliability of the Scriptural record. More than one archaeologist has found his
respect for the Bible increased by the experience of excavation in Palestine”
(Millar Burrows).

“It must be extremely significant that, in view of the great mass of corroborative
evidence regarding the Biblical history of these periods, there exists today not one
unquestionable find of archaeology that proves the Bible to be in error at any
point”. (Henry M. Morris).

Over 25,000 sites with a connection to the Bible have been found, confirming the

validity of the background, dates, events and places in the Bible. Here are a few

examples:
In the excavation of Jericho, it was found that the walls of the city all
collapsed at the same time, without any natural reason to do so. Garstang, the
leading excavator, was stunned and also discovered that the walls of the city
“fell outwards so completely that the attackers would be able to clamber up
and over their ruins into the city”. Why so unusual? The walls of cities do not
fall outwards, if they fall at all, they fall inwards. But the excavations of
Jericho proved the Bible’s account.
Daniel’s record of king Belshazzar was often under suspicion, as the Book of
Daniel lists him as the last king of Babylon. All Babylonian records listed
Nabonidus as the last Babylonian king, and the critics thought they had a clear
discrepancy. Then a Babylonian chronicle was found that explained that
Nabonidus had removed himself as king leaving the throne in the hands of his
son... Belshazzar!
Although Luke is known as an outstanding historian, many thought he made a
mistake regarding the events surrounding the birth of Jesus (Luke 2:1-3).
Critics claimed that there was no census, that the people did not have to return
to their ancestral home and that Quirinuis was not the governor of Syria at that
time. Subsequent discovery has proved Luke correct on all three issues.

“It is important to realize that archaeological excavations have produced ample
evidence to prove unequivocally that the Bible is not a pious forgery. Thus far, no
historical statement in the Bible has proven false on the basis of evidence retrieved
through archaeological research” (Keith N. Schoville).
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Reason 4>
The Validity of the Old and New Testament Writings

How can we be sure that the Old and New Testament writings are reliable? How do
we know that they are the original message revealed by God, not just pious
forgeries handed down to us? Below we look at four validating factors for both the
Old and New Testament.

The Old Testament

(1) The Transcribing Procedures of the Old Testament Scrolls

In order to preserve the content of the original Scriptures, as the scrolls upon
which they were written deteriorated, detailed and rigorous transcribing
procedures were developed. Jewish families were set apart for this holy task;
one they viewed as their God-given life calling and destiny, to faithfully
preserve the Scriptures for preceding generations. So dedicated were the
trustees of the transcribing task that we can be confident that the Old
Testament that we have today has been faithfully preserved from one
generation to the next. Here are some of the rigorous and elaborate systems
and techniques for transcribing the scrolls.
“No word or letter, not even a yod (a stroke), must be written from
memory, the scribe not having looked at the codex [original copy] before
him.”
“Between every consonant the space of a hair or thread must intervene,”
and besides this, “the copyist must sit in full Jewish dress, wash his whole
body, not begin to write the name of God with a pen newly dipped in ink,
and should a king address him while writing that name he must take no
notice of him” (Samuel Davidson).
“They counted the number of times each letter of the alphabet occurs in
each book; they pointed out the middle letter of the Pentateuch and the
middle letter of the whole Hebrew Bible, and made numerous other
detailed calculations”. “They numbered the verses, words and letters of
every book. They calculated the middle word and the middle letter of each”
(Frederic Kenyon). “They then made mnemonics by which the various
totals might readily be remembered” (Wheeler Robinson).

“These trivialities, as we may rightly consider them, had yet the effect of
securing minute attention to the precise transmission of the text; and they are
but an excessive manifestation of a respect for the sacred Scriptures which in
itself deserves nothing but praise. [They] were indeed anxious that not one jot
nor tittle, not one smallest letter nor one tiny part of a letter, of the Law should
pass away or be lost” (Frederic Kenyon).
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A test case was carried out using the forty historical kings living from 2000
BC to 400 BC. The spelling of these king’s names, their chronological order
and the historical link to kings of other countries mentioned in the Scriptures
were studied against 144 cases of transliteration from Egyptian, Assyrian,
Babylonian and Moabite origins. Not one mistake was found! “No stronger
evidence for the substantial accuracy of the Old Testament records could
possibly be imagined, than this collection of kings. Mathematically, it is one
chance in 750 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 that this accuracy is mere
circumstance” (Robert D. Wilson). In other words, the transcribing process
was a superhuman effort of reverent love and sacrificial dedication for the
Scriptures that maintained its accuracy through the ages.

(2) The Numerous Translations and Versions

The Old Testament was translated into different languages and into numerous
versions over the centuries. For example, the most famous translations were
the Samaritan Text translated in 500 BC, the Septuagint (Greek) Text
completed in 250 BC and The Qumran (Dead Sea Scrolls) done in 150 BC.
Comparing these translations gives us a good indication of the reliability of the
Old Testament today.

This would be like taking a well-known book like say, “The Road Less
Travelled” and translating it into Spanish, French and German. If we then re-
translated these versions back into English we would know if they were indeed
translated from the one and only true, original copy of “The Road Less
Travelled”. If they had discrepancies we could rightfully question their
validity. The accuracy of the various translations of the Bible done at different
points of time clearly indicates that they originated from one inerrant source.

Another telling factor of these various translations is seen when we consider
the hundreds of specific prophecies concerning Jesus Christ. Those who think
that the Old Testament was contrived after Jesus’ birth, life and death need to
realize that the Old Testament was completed — with its incredible amount of
prophecies — and translated into other languages 450 years before Jesus was
born in fulfilment of all those prophecies!
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(3) The Apostles’ Verification of the Old Testament

The apostles and writers of the New Testament quote from the Old Testament
ascribing its words as God’s Words. Paul wrote, “The Scripture foresaw
that God would justify the Gentiles by faith, and announced the gospel in
advance to Abraham: ‘All nations will be blessed through you’” (Galatians
3:8). The disciples prayed, “Lord, You are God...who by the mouth of
Your servant David have said...” (Acts 4:24, 25). The apostles held to the
validity of the Old Testament as God’s inspired Word without question.

(4) Jesus’ Verification of the Old Testament

Jesus quoted the Old Testament many, many times; for example, “As the
Scripture said...” (John 7:38). On occasions, Jesus referred to all three
divisions of the Old Testament (just in case, we wanted to exclude any part of
it!). For example, “all things must be fulfilled which are written in the Law
of Moses and the Prophets and the Psalms concerning Me” (Luke 24:44)*.

On one occasion He used a colloquial phrase to refer to the entire Hebrew
Bible, “from the blood of Abel to the blood of Zechariah” (Luke 11:51).
This phrase referred to the Hebrew writings from beginning to end, from
Genesis (the murder of Abel, Genesis 4:8) to the martyrdom of Zechariah (2
Chronicles 24:41) — the last book the Hebrew Scriptures. Although Jesus
consistently challenged the added oral traditions of the Pharisees and
Sadducees, He never once questioned even a phrase or incident in the Hebrew
Scriptures.

*The Hebrews viewed their Scriptures (our Old Testament) in three divisions: (1) The Law (Hebrew: Torah),
the (2) Prophets (Hebrew: Nebhim) and the (3) Writings (Hebrew: Kethubhim) made up of the historical and
poetic books. This last section was also referred to as the Psalms.
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The New Testament

(1) The Completion of the New Testament Writings before AD 100

In fact, all the New Testament writings, except John’s, were completed before
AD 70. This means that they were written within one generation of the
events surrounding the death and resurrection of Christ, at a time when if
they were dubious, they could have been discredited. No other historical
document was so widely accepted in so short a period of time as the New
Testament manuscripts. By comparison the ten manuscripts of Caesar’s Gallic
War, accepted by all historians with exceptional historical credibility were
written 900 years after Caesar’s time.

(2) The Apostles’ Verification of the New Testament Writings

Paul himself claimed prophetic authority: “If anybody thinks he is a prophet
or spiritually gifted, let him acknowledge that what I am writing to you in
the Lord’s command” (1 Corinthians 14:37). Peter himself equated Paul’s
writings with Scripture (2 Peter 3:14-16).

(3) The Early Church Fathers’ Verification of the New Testament Writings

As widespread deception and confusion began to creep in during the second
century, the early church fathers felt the need for a formal recognition of the
apostolic doctrine. Irenaeus, the disciple of Polycarp who was discipled by the
apostle John, took the initial lead in this regard. Eventually at the Synod of
Hippo, in AD 393, the New Testament of twenty-seven books was finalized,
not conferring upon them any authority, but recognizing their already
established authority.

(4) The Early Church’s Use of the New Testament.

Approximately 5,500 copies of the New Testament and in excess of 18,000
copies of translations of the New Testament into other languages have been
found. From these, we not only have a clear understanding of their acceptance
by the early church, but also strong confirmation of their validity. Comparing
these numerous copies again reveals an accuracy stemming from the original
manuscripts.

J. Harold Greenlee said that the quotations of the New Testament by early
church writers “are so extensive that the N.T. could virtually be reconstructed
from them without the use of the New Testament manuscripts”. Sir David
Dalrymple actually took up this challenge and has found the “entire New
Testament, except eleven verses”.
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Coming to a conclusion...

The facts outlined above verify the reliability of the Bible. However, let us not
forget that above all this clear and compelling evidence of the Bible’s validity, we
have this faith: God Almighty has the power to write a Book for us, His people,
and no tyrant, no demon and no human weakness can stand in His way in the
preparation and delivery of His Word!

Thus, through our faith in God and the unique background of the Bible, its
prophetic power, the confirmation of archaeology and the validity of the Scriptural
record itself, we can only conclude that God Himself has communicated to us His
revealed will. But we cannot camp at that conclusion. If the Almighty has chosen to
reveal His will to us then we need not remain ignorant of His will but should
expectantly and soberly seek to get the most out of the Bible so that we can live out
our utmost for Him.

William Tyndale said: “a ploughboy with the Bible would know more of God than
the most learned ecclesiastic who ignored it”. So let us now consider how we can
get the most out of God’s Word.

God’s Word to YOU! © Craig Kirkby 2006. All rights reserved. Page 9



(2) Two Approaches to Using the Bible

There are two main ways of using the Bible: Devotional Use and Study Use.

Use: DEVOTIONAL STUDY

Involves:  Heart then Mind Mind then Heart
Frequency: Daily Weekly

Focus: Intimacy & Relationship Knowledge & Wisdom
Benefit: Loving & Living Learning & Growing
Skill: Reflecting Renewing

(1) The Devotional Use of the Bihle

“Blessed is the man...[whose] delight is in the law of the Lord, and in His law
he meditates day and night...” (Psalm 1:1-3).

The devotional use of the Bible, also called Biblical meditation, involves using
the Scriptures to interact with God in worship and prayer. The aim here is not to
explore and investigate the questions a passage may contain but rather to enjoy
personal connection with God through focused attention on God’s glory through
His Word. There are three key ways to do this:

(1) Following up the “implanted word” received through hearing the teaching of
God’s Word or through fellowship or through personal study.

“Therefore...receive with meekness the implanted word...be doers of the
word, and not hearers only...” (James 1:21-25).

When God “pushes our button,” so to speak, a verse or passage comes “alive”
to us as we listen to God’s Word taught, or through discussion in fellowship
with others or through our own study of the Word. In prayer we are to meditate
on what God is saying to us through it, seeking God’s perspective and intention.
Keeping a journal is a helpful way to facilitate this.

(2) Reading through devotional passages as a springboard to a devotion time of
worship and prayer.

“But you, when you pray, go into your room, and when you have shut your
door...In this manner, therefore, pray: Our Father in heaven, hallowed by
Your Name...” (Matthew 6:6-13).

By reading* through a Psalm or a portion of the Gospels as a prelude to our
devotional prayer time each day, we invite the Presence of the Lord and launch
into enjoyable moments of intimate worship and meaningful Spirit-led prayer.

*Reading a portion of Scripture aloud and slowly is the best way to fully nourish the Scriptures in devotional
reading. (No profound reason why...it simply is...try it!)
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(3) Memorizing Scripture.

“This Book of the Law shall not depart fro your mouth, but you shall
meditate in it day and night, that you may observe to do according to all
that is written in it. For then you will make your way prosperous, and then
you will have good success” (Joshua 1:8).

Memorizing verses and passages of the Bible is an ancient Biblical skill we
need to recover in this day and age!

(2] The Study Use of the Bible

“Be diligent to present yourself approved to God, a worker who does not need
to be ashamed, rightly dividing the word of truth” (2 Timothy 2:15).

There are three main approaches to studying the Bible.

(1) Using a Bible Study programme to study Biblical doctrine.

We believe that every believer will tremendously benefit from working through
some doctrinal study of the Bible. CrossRoads, through South African
Theological Seminary (SATS), is as good a resource as one can get to do just
this. The only negative if you pursue this approach alone is that you can spend a
great deal of time reading material about the Bible without ever reading the
Bible itself! (Which is not really the point!)

(2) Using a concordance to study topical issues.

For example, should you want to know God’s view on forgiveness, you could
look through verses in the Bible containing the words “forgiveness,” “mercy”
and “offence”. Most concordances will give you a fairly wide number of verses
on any one topic. The only con here is that without a good understanding of the
entire Word of God — God’s character and ways therein — we can easily read
and apply verses out of context with God’s will.

(3) Systematically working through the books/letters of the Bible.

There is simply no substitute for systematically working through the Scriptures
for yourself; gaining a working knowledge of the Bible as a whole and learning
to think Biblically. Both approaches above will supplement this third approach.

We recommend that you be involved in all three approaches of Bible study.
Should time restrictions limit you from doing so on a consistent basis, we urge
you to definitely set the time aside to do approach number 3 — systematically
work through the books/letters of the Bible — and approach number 2 — topical
study — when the need arises. The rest of this article is devoted to helping you
with approach number 3 — systematically working through the Bible.

God’s Word to YOU! © Craig Kirkby 2006. All rights reserved. Page 11



Systematic Bible study skills...

The three key rules to Bible study, one man said, are: “Context, context, context!”
Until we understand the context of a verse and passage we can quickly make the
mistake of attributing to God something He did not mean or say.

For example, some forbid women to wear slacks or shorts on the basis of
Deuteronomy 22:5, “A woman must not wear men’s clothing”. Yet they would
never take literally the other imperatives listed in this passage of Deuteronomy,
instructions which include, building a parapet around the roof of one’s house (v. 8),
not planting two kinds of seeds in a vineyard (v. 9) and making tassels on the four
corners of one’s cloak (v. 12). Understanding the context behind these instructions
will help us see them as directly applicable to ancient Israel only, as God set up a
political and geographical nation of people that He required to be distinct from the
pagan nations of the time.

To grasp the secrets to context, the following pointers are helpful.

1) Select a good transiation of the Bible.

The first key to effective Bible study is to acquire a good translation of the Bible; in
fact, to invest in two or three different translations which compliment each other. To
select a combination of good translations, it is important to understand the origin and
value of the various translations by understanding the following terms:

Historical distance

This refers to the differences in words, grammar and idioms — and the culture and
history that influence them — that exist between the original languages (Hebrew,
Aramiac and Greek) and the language into which it is being translated, in our case
English.

Literal translation

This is the attempt to translate the exact words and phrases from the original
languages, keeping the historical distance intact. Examples of a literal translation
are the King James Version (KJV) 1611, and the New American Standard Bible
(NASB) 1960.

Free translation

This is the attempt to translate the ideas from one language to another, attempting to
eliminate the historical distance. Examples of a free translation, often called a
paraphrase, are the Good News Bible (GNB) 1976, the Living Bible (LB) 1971, the
Amplified Bible (AMP) 1958, and the Message 1993.

God’s Word to YOU! © Craig Kirkby 2006. All rights reserved. Page 12



Complete Equivalent

This is the New King James Version’s (NKJV) 1982 attempt to translate the words,
idioms and grammatical constructions of the original languages into preserving
equivalents in the new language; equivalents that preserve the poetry and beauty of
the old King James Version. Certain words from the old King James Version, such as
“flesh” in texts like Galatians 5:16, were retained because they had become so
popular even though there are more precise equivalents in today’s speech.

Dynamic Equivalent

This is the attempt to translate the words, idioms and grammatical constructions of
the original languages into the precise equivalents in the new language. Such a
translation keeps the historical distance on all historical and most factual matters but
updates issues of language, grammar and style. For example, the NIV renders the
word “flesh” (NKJV) in Galatians 5:16 as “sinful nature”. Examples of a dynamic
equivalent are the New International Version (NIV) 1973, the New American Bible
(NAB) 1970 and the New English Bible (NEB) 1961.

LITERAL COMPLETE DYNAMIC FREE

TRANSLATION EQUIVALENCE EQUIVALENCE  TRANSLATION

KJV NASB NKJV NIV GNB PHILLIPS LB
NAB MESSAGE
NEB AMP

The best translation for studying the Bible is a Dynamic Equivalent such as the NIV
or the Complete Equivalent, the NKJV. A literal translation serves as a second
source (to understand what the original language actually looked like) and a free
paraphrase as a third source (to stimulate thought on the passage). This will arm you
with a thorough, balanced base to study the Bible effectively. It is not recommended
that one attempt a serious study of the Bible with only a free translation such as the
LB or Amplified.
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2) Select a hook/letter of the Bible and grasp the hackground to it.

We must always remember we are first
reading what God spoke to others then.
Yes, God speaks to us now through the
pages of Scripture, but in order to
consistently hear and learn what He is
saying to us mow, we must first grasp
what He said to them then. This is so very
important!

RECALL>
1] Select a good transiation of the Bible.

We must ask three questions, the “CONTEXT Questions,” to understand the

background of a book or letter of the Bible:

1. Who? Determine who wrote the book/letter.
2. Whom? Determine to whom the book/letter was written.
3. Why? Determine why the book/letter was written.

The answers to these questions are readily available either within the book/letter
itself or in prefaces included in most modern Bibles. We have a Bible Study Tool
available for this purpose that can be downloaded off our website if required:
www.crosswaveglobal.com. These three questions help us gather the background and
setting to each book/letter written in the Scriptures.

3.) Read the entire hook/letter at least twice.

This may sound simplistic, but study is
impossible without a thorough reading of
the book/letter concerned. You are not
wasting study time by investing time in
thoroughly reading the book/letter through
more than once. Only then can you catch
the flow or mind of the author.

Here are some valuable pointers...

RECALL>

1) Select a good transiation of the Bibhle.

2] Select a hook/letter of the Bible and
grasp the background to it.

Read the entire book/letter through at least twice over. On the first reading
simply read to catch the overall, big-picture of the book/letter. On the second

reading...

Attempt to deliberately follow the thoughts of the writer. Regularly ask yourself,
“What is the point of this passage?” (This is the key question to ask).
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As you read, think paragraphs. Attempt to capture the primary thoughts and the
secondary thoughts of the writer. Most Bibles will have helpful paragraph breaks
and headings. But do not just accept these without questioning why they were
inserted; perhaps you can make alternate suggestions.

Record your findings. Keep a file with sections for each book/letter you study.
Make your own category of headings and sub-headings. This will help you
capture the overall point the writer was making and keep your subsequent study
in context.

We strongly suggest that you start with the smaller books/letters of the Bible so
that you can learn these study skills in an effective way before getting
overwhelmed with the length or intensity of longer books/letters. For example,
tackle the prophet Haggai before you try Ezekiel. Study 1 Samuel before biting
into Job. Take on Philippians before Romans or Corinthians. Attempt Mark’s

Gospel before Matthew or John.

4.) Attempt to grasp what God was saying to the people concerned then.

This is called the art of exegesis; attempting
to discover the original, intended meaning.
In order to best understand what God
desires to reveal to us, we must first grasp
what He revealed to them — the characters
involved in the book/letter we are studying.
This cannot be stressed enough. God’s
Word to us in the here and now, was first
God’s Word to them, back there and then.

RECALL>

1) Select a good translation of the Bible.

2) Select a hook/letter of the Bible and
grasp the hackground to it.

3.) Read the entire hook/letter at least
twice.

Two helpful tools in aiding one’s attempt to exegete a passage of Scripture are:

A Bible Dictionary

Try the New Bible Dictionary (1 volume), International Standard Bible
Encyclopaedia (4 volumes) or Zondervan Pictorial Encyclopaedia of the Bible

(5 volumes).

A Bible Commentary

Try The New Bible Commentary Revised (1 VVolume), The International Bible
Commentary (1 Volume) or The Expositor’s Bible Commentary (12 volumes).
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Before you feel overwhelmed by this; our personal suggestion, should the purchase
of these resources not be a possibility, is to purchase the Spirit-Filled Life Bible
(NKJV) which supplies sufficient study notes concerning background and context on
key passages of the Bible. Furthermore, if you have taken the above three steps of
this section seriously, prayerfully asking the guidance of the Holy Spirit — and using
a good deal of common sense — will enable you to grasp what God was saying to
“them” back then more often than not.

The most important skill in exegesis is to first detach yourself from the passage to
gain an objective perception as the reader. This may sound contradictory to the
whole goal of Bible usage which is, of course, obedience to it and application of its
truth. But the first step of systematic Bible study is to detach yourself from the
passage so that you can objectively hear what God said to “them” thus enabling you
to take the second step of accurate application and wholehearted obedience.

The key question to consistently ask, as the objective reader, is: “What is the point?”
What is the writer’s point in this passage? Why is the writer saying this to “them”?

Let’s consider some New Testament examples. In response to the long-haired hippy-
movement, many taught that it was irreverent and unholy for a man to grow his hair
long. The Scriptural basis for this incorrect teaching was the injunction: “Does not
even nature itself teach you that if a man has long hair, it is a dishonour to
him?” (1 Corinthians 11:14). The mistake made was a failure to exegete this
passage, and instead take it out of context to support an idea of cultural bias.

The first step would be to detach ourselves from the passage, and to forget about the
hippy-movement for a moment, and ask: “What was Paul’s point...to them...to
the church in first century Corinth?” And “Why would Paul address an issue of
hair length?”

A good commentary will point out that the word “nature” refers not to some
universal law but to custom or culture, a prevailing trend specific to Corinth itself.
Corinth was a city contaminated with prostitution; immoral women made themselves
distinct by not wearing the cultural head covering that women where expected to
wear (hence Paul’s instruction concerning head coverings); and immoral men made
themselves distinct by growing their hair long in an effeminate manner. Paul was
urging the Corinthians to avoid drawing unnecessary attention to themselves that
would distract from the glory of God in their worship gatherings. Specifically he
appealed to them to refrain from imitating questionable cultural trends which would
cause confusion among the unsaved and be unnecessarily distracting in their worship
meetings.
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However, even in this case, a commentary is not necessary if a little prayer and
common sense is used. First, if you consulted another translation like the NIV, the
wording, “the very nature of things” may help you realise this phrase refers to
culture rather than the universal “way-things-should-be”. Second, we may remember
that Jesus, and most first century Jewish men, grew their hair long. Certainly this one
verse cannot be forbidding long hair in men at all times and in all occasions? Third,
in order for a man to keep his hair short, he would have to use a very unnatural
means to do so: a haircut!

In other words, even without a commentary, we could come to the conclusion that
Paul was referring to something specific in the Corinthian context. Even though we
may not know the specific Corinthian issue, we could avoid the error of making
this single verse a law applicable to all men at all times. We would certainly not
abuse this verse to justify judging men who chose to grow their hair long! In other
words, even without a good commentary in this difficult case, one could come to a
wise conclusion on this issue. Making a simple note in your recordings to explore
this issue further at a later stage would then suffice.

In reading the New Testament, it is important to understand that there are certain
passages that are difficult to understand simply because they were not written to us.
What did Paul mean, for example, when he wrote, “because of the angels” (1
Corinthians 11:10) or “baptism for the dead” (1 Corinthians 15:29)? Even the best
commentaries can only offer a few unsure suggestions. (Actually there are nearly
forty unsure suggestions concerning this latter phrase to be exact!) One thing we can
be sure of is that Paul was not ambiguous to those he wrote to in these cases. They
knew what he was talking about; he was addressing issues known to them. We will,
in these cases, have to be satisfied with our lack of knowledge, confident that God
has revealed to us what we do need to know.

One important implication is worth noting: we cannot become dogmatic or build a
theology around verses that are not clear. This is precisely what gives rise to cults
and heresies. We cannot, like the Mormons, build a theology around this one phrase,
“baptism for the dead,” when the rest of Scripture makes it clear that baptism
requires a personal commitment from those who are living! In this we are reminded
again of the importance of context, and an important lesson in exegesis: allow
Scripture to interpret Scripture.

This principle is vital: when we are unsure of what the Bible intends in a verse or
passage, we must allow other clear Biblical teaching on the subject to illuminate our
understanding rather than reading into the passage our experience or religious
tradition; or even worse, concocting a doctrine or practice that contradicts the
teaching and spirit of the Bible as a whole.
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Let’s consider the Old Testament. Many times in the Old Testament, we are left
wondering why God appeared to act so harshly on some, or seemed to overlook the
cruelty His chosen vessels inflicted on others. For example, why did God allow
Elisha to curse the “youths,” that led to two bears mauling them, for simply saying,
“Go up, you baldhead!” (2 Kings 2:23, 24)?

A good commentary will explain that the Hebrew word translated “youths” in this
verse refers to idolatrous rebels, not innocent boys. Their mockery, “Go up you
baldhead!” was a slanderous ridicule of the translation of Elijah, blaspheming the
work of God. The Lord judged this act sharply to maintain the reverence and respect
of Elisha’s new prophetic office. Yet even without this knowledge it need not be a
passage that confuses the reader if a vital principle in reading the Old Testament is
understood. And this is crucial to grasp!

The Old Testament is an honest and non-exhaustive account of God’s redemption
plan from Adam and the human race as a whole, and Abraham and the nation of
Israel specifically. In other words, the Old Testament narratives trace God’s overall,
unfolding plan to restore mankind, highlighting how He stepped into various
people’s lives, in order to accomplish this. The intention of the Old Testament was
not to conclusively explain how every act of God was outworked in every person’s
life that features in a given account.

For example, the shocking story of Judah’s immoral act with his daughter-in-law
Tamar is honestly included (Genesis 38); in fact, interrupting the majesty of the story
of Joseph (Genesis 37-50), in order to reveal the messianic line of David through
Judah and Perez (Genesis 38:29; Ruth 4:18-22). Judah and Tamar’s sin is added as a
matter-of-fact; it neither teaches doctrine nor even contains a hint of God’s
displeasure (even though we can be assured it grieved His heart). We do not read of
any consequences to Judah’s immorality, and we are not even told what happens to
Tamar.
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In other words, note two points:

The Old Testament does not conclude many individual’s stories, but simply
uses their story as they contribute to the overriding story of God’s unfolding
redemptive purpose. (If the Bible did follow every detail of every individual’s
story it would be a thousand times longer than it is!) It is our faith in God’s
character that must prevent us from drawing conclusions such as “God was
unfair here,” or “God was inconsistent there,” when the Bible is not attempting
to be conclusive itself. We cannot make assumptions when the Bible does not
give us all the facts. We are to follow the unfolding story of God’s plan — which
is the point — without getting stuck in the individual stories that are not the
point.

We are often not told whether what happened was good or bad; in other
words, the stories do not end in a conclusive, moral punch-line. This
encourages us to seek the Lord’s will; trusting in the guiding Holy Spirit to
teach us, rather than living by a religious code of “do’s and don’ts”. Therefore,
many of the Old Testament narratives do not directly teach doctrine. They
certainly illustrate doctrine that is clearly taught elsewhere. The beauty of the
Old Testament is that it invites us into a personal relationship with God and a
discovery of His heart by demonstrating His involvement in our world and by

illustrating His principles in the reality of human experience.

92.) Think through the practical implications for us now.

Once we have grasped what God was
saying to the people concerned then, we can
discover what He may be saying to us now.
This is called the art of hermeneutics;
discovering what God is saying to us in the
here and now. This is the ultimate goal of
Bible usage: obedience to God’s revealed
truth,

RECALL>

1] Select a good transiation of the Bible.

2] Select a hook/letter of the Bible and
grasp the hackgroundtoit.

3. Read the entire hook/letter at least
twice.

4) Attempt to grasp what God was saying
to the people concerned then.

Every reader is involved in hermeneutics even if they have not, in fact, heard of the
word or considered the skills needed to improve their ability to apply Scripture in the
here and now. For example, none of us have caught a plane to Troas to fetch Paul’s
cloak from Carpus’s house, even though the instruction is a clear command (2
Timothy 4:13). Hermeneutically we know that this command was directed to
Timothy — and Timothy alone — in the there and then, even though we know Paul’s
exhortation to Timothy to “endure hardship as a good soldier” (2 Timothy 2:3) in
the same letter is applicable to us when we face tough times.
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Again, prayerful consideration of the passage as we seek the Lord’s guidance to
apply His Word to our lives is 90% of the job done. However, embracing the
following basic guidelines will help in our hermeneutical task.

A verse or passage, other than prophecy, cannot mean to us in the here and
now what it did not mean to the original audience in the there and then.

For example, the verse used by many to teach that the gifts of the Spirit were for
the first century only, and have since past away with the establishment of the
New Testament, is: “when that which is perfect has come, then that which is
in part will be done away” (1 Corinthians 13:10). But this is one thing that this
verse could not possibly mean! Besides the overwhelming number of verses that
encourage us to trust for the operation of spiritual gifts today, there is no
possible way this was what Paul meant in writing to his audience: they did not
know that there was even going to be a New Testament! For interest sake, this
verse actually refers to the completion of God’s purpose after Christ’s return.

When we share similar life situations with the setting in the Biblical passage
we are reading, God’s Word to us is the same as His Word to them.

For example, the lawsuit Paul discouraged in 1 Corinthians 6:1-11 was between
two believers before a pagan judge in Corinth’s open market area. The principle
does not change if the judge is Christian and the trial takes place in a courtroom.
The error made is for the two brothers to go to law outside of the church: verses
6-11 make this clear. This was God’s Word to them, and is God’s Word to us.

A good question would be: Does this principle still apply to a Christian suing a
corporation today? Does Paul’s non-retaliation ethic forbid this (v. 7), or does it
merely guide one’s attitude behind such a case? In other words, while revenge
and retribution should clearly not be the motive of a lawsuit against a corrupt
corporation, would an attempt to prevent further injury to others and society
justify legal action? These questions are now subject to personal conviction and
are not directly spoken to by this passage, or any other for that matter. To sue,
or not to sue, an unjust corporation then is a matter of conscience and not a clear
teaching of Scripture.

There are times when we may not know what a passage means, but we can at
least determine what it does not mean.

For example, if one only read 1 Corinthians 14:34, 35 and 1 Timothy 2:11,12,
one could form a theological stance that would forbid woman to be involved in
ministry, serve in leadership or even speak in a worship gathering. But when
we consider the rest of Scripture — and specifically the passages that refer to
woman leaders and ministers (Romans 16:1-2; 16:3 c. 1 Corinthians 3:9) and
women involved in corporate prayer and prophecy (1 Corinthians 11:5: Acts
21:9) — we can conclude that although we may not know conclusively what
these passages mean, we can be sure that they do not mean to forbid all women
in all cases. The issue Paul was addressing in Corinth and Ephesus was specific
to them.
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Using a commentary, one would discover that in 1 Corinthians 14:34, 35 Paul
forbade distracting, dishonouring chatter in the worship gatherings, where in
these cases, the women — who were once banned from all participation in other
religions of their day — now used their new found liberty excessively. If the
men had been guilty of distracting the meetings with excessive talking, Paul
would have corrected them; his correction was without bias or prejudice (see
Galatians 2:11, where he even corrected Peter). In the second passage, Paul was
encouraging Timothy to uphold the family structure and order in the church as
the basis to release women into ministry in 1 Timothy 2. For more on this, see
our article “Women in Ministry,” which can be downloaded off our website if
required: www.crosswaveglobal.com

There are direct commands that are either specific to Old Testament Israel or
cultural to New Testament society, and therefore not a literal command to us
today.

In the Old Testament, unusual commands such as, “Do not cook a young goat
in its mother’s milk” (Deuteronomy 14:21) are not as strange as they first
seem. God forbade the Israelites from this practice because it was a Canaanite
fertility cult practice believed to magically ensure the continuing fertility of the
flock. This was a command directly aimed at Old Testament Israel, and while
we can think through what this speaks to us in terms of being “separated from
the world,” it is certainly not directly binding on us. Go ahead... cook what you
want in whatever you please!

In fact, the dietary laws of the Old Testament have absolutely no bearing on us
in command or principle; they were purely pragmatic for ancient Israel, serving
a protective purpose. The foods prohibited were those that were either more
likely to carry disease in the arid climate, foolishly uneconomical in the
agrarian context of the Sinai desert or foods favoured for religious sacrifice by
the pagan peoples of Canaan. While this certainly reveals the heart of God in
His concern for even the seemingly small details of our lives, these commands
are not binding on us.

In the New Testament, eating marketplace idol food simply has no Western
world application (1 Corinthians 8, 10). Yes, the principle of love versus liberty
can be learnt from these passages, especially when studied in conjunction with
Romans 14, but we need to be very careful in substituting modern day “taboos”
as a like-for-like with the “idol-food” issues in Corinth. We must always refrain
from making “do’s” and “don’ts” where the Bible does not. To do so is to act in
the same manner as the Pharisees of Jesus’ day. And we know what He thought
of them!
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Now for your response...
There you have it: five simple guidelines to studying the Bible.

1] Select a good transiation of the Bible.

2] Select a hook/letter of the Bible and grasp the background to it.

3.J Read the entire hook/letter at least twice.

4.) Attempt to grasp what God was saying to the people concerned then.
9.) Think through the practical implications for us now.

Set aside an hour a week for this task and, with the Holy Spirit’s enabling, you can
be sure that you will get the most out of the Bible. Then you can, by God’s grace,
give your utmost for Him.
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(3) Apparent Discrepancies & Contradictions

The Bible has stood the test of time; surviving thousands of years of the most severe
criticism, from persecution of the early church in the first few centuries to scientific
probing in the last few centuries, the Bible has confounded sceptics and critics alike.

Voltaire, a famous atheist, gave his life to eradicate God from society. On his
deathbed Voltaire claimed, “In one hundred years time the Bible will be forgotten”.
Amazingly, exactly one hundred years to the month of his godless boast, his own
house became the headquarters for the Geneva Bible Society!

The title of this section, “Apparent Discrepancies & Contradictions,” stresses the
Bible’s triumph; every criticism made and every allegation raised has been answered.
Below we tackle the most well-known discrepancies and questions aimed at the Bible.

Lost in translation...

The Bible in the original languages of Hebrew, Aramaic and Greek is the inerrant,
infallible Word of God. Every word and every phrase in the original languages is
inspired by God, literally God-breathed. God used men to write what He wanted
written, using their particular style and personality. Jesus said: “For assuredly, I say
to you, till heaven and earth pass away, one jot (the smallest letter in the Hebrew
and Greek alphabet) or one tittle (the smallest stroke in a Hebrew letter) will by no
means pass from the law till all is fulfilled” (Matthew 5:18). Jesus made it clear that
the Scriptures — in the original languages — did not just “contain” the Word of God,;
they “are” the Word of God.

Many of the apparent discrepancies and contradictions exist due to the challenge of
translation. Many words in both Hebrew and Greek have ranges of meaning different
from anything in English. Some words can have several shades of meaning, as well as
two or more considerably different meanings. Furthermore, capturing the poetic style,
in which most the Bible is written, makes the task even more difficult. In other words,
the task of translating the original languages into English is extremely challenging,
and gives rise to some of the discrepancies we encounter in our English translations.
For example...

In the account of Paul’s conversion in Acts 9:7, it explains that those who were
travelling with him heard a voice but saw nothing. Does this not contradict what
Paul said in Acts 22:9, that they did not even hear a voice?

The Greek words used for “hearing” in the two passages are different. In Acts
9:7, Luke uses a word that explains they heard something but were not able to
clarify the content of what was being said. The word he used in Acts 22:9
explains that they did not hear the specific words being spoken; it does not deny
that they heard any sound at all, as our English translations indicate. Thus these
verses are not contradictory; our English language just does not have the
expressive ability of the Greek language in a case like this.
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Does Mark not disagree with the other Gospel’s about Peter’s denial? Mark
wrote: “before the rooster crows twice, you will deny me three times”
(14:30). Matthew wrote “before the rooster crows, you will deny Me three
times” (26:34). Did Peter deny Jesus after the rooster crowed once or twice?

This is easily reconciled. Mark gives the story in more detail, and the fact that
he writes as Peter’s interpreter means he had more specific detail from Peter
himself. Furthermore, the Greek wording used in Matthew does not stress any
numerical reference; it does not say, “before the rooster crows once” but rather
Is phrased to put the stress on the number of denials not on the number of times
the rooster crows. Our English language just does not contain the ability to
stress the focus of its sentence as the Greek, in this case, does. Matthew’s only
point is explain that Jesus told Peter he would deny him before the crowing of
the rooster. Mark, however, not only explains this but shows his knowledge of
the exact details of the account by stressing that Peter’s three-fold denial was
complete before the rooster crowed a second time.

Ancient writing styles...

Another area which has led to unfounded criticism is our general lack of
understanding concerning ancient writing styles. Just as we have relatively common,
accepted writing techniques for things like letter writing, recording scientific
information or even poetry, the Biblical authors did too. Subsequent study of
contemporary writing styles and techniques has answered this category of criticisms.
For example...

Does the Genesis record not give two creation accounts of man in Chapters 1
and 2?

This question troubled many until it was discovered that Moses’ record was
consistent with many ancient writings of the time. Moses wrote the general
details of man’s creation in Chapter 1, the purpose of which was detailing the
seven-day creation act of God. In Chapter 2, he then wrote the specific details of
the creation of man, the purpose of which was to zero in on the object of God’s
heart and affection. There are no contradictions.

Doesn’t Matthew make a mistake by attributing to Jeremiah a prophecy actually
given by Zechariah?

Matthew wrote, “Then was fulfilled what was spoken by Jeremiah... ‘And
they took the thirty pieces of silver, the value of Him who was priced... and
gave them for the potter’s field, as the Lord directed me” (27:9, 10).
Matthew actually quotes both Jeremiah 32:6-8 and Zechariah 11:12, 13 but
mentions only the ‘major prophet’ (over the ‘minor prophet’) consistent with
Hebrew writing technique.
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How could Jesus have been in the tomb for three days and three nights if He
was crucified on Friday and rose again on Sunday? He was only in the tomb for
part of Friday, all day Saturday and for part of Sunday. In other words, two full
nights, one full day and a part of two days?

The phrases “three days and three nights” (Matthew 12:40), “after three
days” (Mark 8:31) and “on the third day” (Matthew 16:21) are idiomatic,
interchangeable terms of Jewish expression not contradictory in Hebrew speech.
For other examples, see Genesis 42:17 and 1 Samuel 30:12, 13.

The point that must be clear through these examples above is that many apparent
discrepancies simply fall away when we understand the ancient writing styles,
techniques and expressions used by the writers themselves.

Different “units” relative to the target audience...

Another area of unjust criticism arose out of misunderstanding the target audience of
the authors. In order to address various audiences, such as Jew or Gentile, the authors
used units of measurement and time relative to their understanding. For example...

Are the genealogies of Jesus recorded by Matthew and Luke not contradictory?
Matthew traced the genealogy of Joseph in Chapter 1 of his Gospel account.
Matthew’s audience was Jewish, who traced their genealogy through the father,
and Matthew was showing that Jesus inherited — through the Mosaic Law — the
royal line. Having done this, he was careful to point out that Joseph was not
Jesus’ actual father, but his foster farther (1:18).

Luke traced the genealogy of Mary in Chapter 3 of his account. Luke’s audience
was Gentile, and he showed that through Mary, Jesus was a descendant of
Adam. Luke makes it clear that Joseph was not in reality Jesus’ father since He
was virgin born (1:34,35) and uses the words, “as was supposed” meaning that
Jesus was a descendent, on His mother’s side “of Heli” (3:23).

Do Mark and John not differ in terms of the time of the crucifixion? Mark 15:25
reads, “Now it was the third hour, and they crucified Him”. This means that
Jesus was crucified 9:00am, our time. But John 19:14 reads, “Now it was the
Preparation Day of the Passover, and about the sixth hour...”. This means
that Jesus was only handed over for crucifixion at 12:00 noon, our time.

Mark and John used different measures of computing time. Mark uses the
Jewish method: “the third hour,” our 9:00am. While John uses the Greek
method: “the sixth hour,” being 6:00am, out time. Proof of John’s usage of the
Greek measure of time is seen in John 20:19, when he describes evening as
being part of the same day as Jesus’ resurrection. The Jews would have seen the
evening as part of the next day. So when was Jesus crucified? At 6:00am Pilate
handed Jesus over for crucifixion (John 19:14), and He was crucified at 9:00am
(Mark 15:25).

Again, apparent contradictions dissipate when we understand both the original
language and the different measures used relative to the target audience of each
book/letter.
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Historical discrepancies...

Several criticisms arose over the historical reliability of the Bible. However,

archaeology — now a mature science — has consistently upheld the Bible’s validity.
Does Luke not contradict Matthew in how Judas died? Matthew records that
Judas hung himself (Matthew 27:5) but Luke says he fell and “burst open”
(Acts 1:18).
Neither of them contradicts the other when we understand the historical setting
of the place where Judas died. Rather Matthew and Luke together explain the
full account of Judas’ end. Judas hung himself over the valley of Hinnom, a
deep valley surrounded by trees and overhanging branches. The valley itself
contains perpendicular rocky terraces that are over ten metres high! After
hanging himself, the weight of Judas’ body eventually caused the branch to give
way; his body struck one of the jagged rocks on the way down, tearing his body
wide open. Matthew therefore explained what Judas did to himself; Luke
described his ultimate tragic end.

Scientific challenges...

Although the field of science was started in the church — when Newton began to study
his world to observe the fingerprints of his Creator — it became the main enemy of the
church by the middle and later half of the twentieth century. Fortunately science has
matured as a field of study and has become — as we would expect — a trusted ally of
the Christian faith.

It is worth noting that the Bible is not written as a scientific journal. Although — at no
point — does it ever state absurd notions such as the earth is flat, the Bible is written
phenomenologically; in other words, the writers wrote as things appeared to be. For
example, they speak of the sun rising and setting. Now we know that the sun itself
does not move, but it appears to. We still — today — use words like sunrise and sunset.
When the Bible uses terms like these, it does not mean the writers thought the sun
revolved around the earth. In fact, there is not even one statement that contradicts
scientific fact — another miracle to its inspiration. When you compare other ancient
writings, their authors often fall into strange mythology and scientific contradictions.

Questions of fantasy...
Some have challenged incidents in the Bible on the grounds that they are impossible.
While all the miracles fall into this category — and do require faith to believe — other
incidents are not as wild as first imagined.
Where did Cain get his wife?
The Bible gives no indication of the length of time between Cain killing Abel
(Genesis 4:14), marrying his wife (Genesis 4:17) and then building a city
(Genesis 4:17). But the way that it is written in Hebrew implies a great deal of
time passed between these events. Taking into account that people lived to
around 900 years of age, on average, at this time a very sizable population
would have arisen by the time Cain married his wife. In fact, using conservative
estimates of families and ages, there could have been several million people
living by the time Cain died. Cain therefore married one of his many relatives.
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How could all the animals honestly fit on the Ark?

The total volume of the Ark was 1,396,000 cubic feet, with a gross tonnage of
13,960 tons, comparable to modern day vessels. The Ark could easily have
accommodated 125,000 sheep; sheep being used as they give a good average
size for animals. Assuming the scientific labelling of the 17,600 animal species,
multiplied by two, would give 35,600 animals. Then adding the extra number of
‘clean’ animals, which is a small number, but let us say 8,800 (half of the
animal species) times 5, would give a further 44,000 animals. Thus the total
number of animals would be 79,600, which is well under the 125,000 capacity
mark. And this is not taking into account that Noah could have taken young
animals onto the Ark.

Did a whale really swallow Jonah?

Anyone believing in the miraculous has no problems with believing that God
could have done this. But for some reason what happened to Jonah has been
scoffed at more than most Biblical accounts of the miraculous. For this reason it
IS interesting to know that a whale shark, white shark and a sperm whale are all
capable of swallowing animals larger than a man. In fact, a man named James
Bartley actually survived a day and a half in the belly of a whale before being
rescued, the anatomy of this animal providing sufficient oxygen for his survival.

Personal observations...

Other critics have tried to catch the Gospel writers out by comparing their stories and
jumping up and down when there seems to be a slight difference in the author’s
observations. But even common sense tells us that any two people witnessing the exact
same incident will have two unique, not necessarily contradictory, perspectives on it.
These critics treat the Gospel records as scientific journals rather than what they are,
personal observations of the life and ministry of Jesus.

Mark records the women went to Jesus’ tomb at the rising of the sun (Mark
16:2). Does this not contradict John, who explains that Mary came to the tomb
when it was dark (John 20:1).

The woman had some way to walk to the private tomb where Jesus’ body was
buried. It was dark when they left for the tomb very early in the morning, and
arrived when the sun was beginning to shine. John describes their journey based
on their departure; while Mark describes their journey based on their arrival.

What about the number of angels at Jesus’ tomb? Matthew and Mark refer to
one angel; surely they contradict Luke and John’s reference to two angels?

Matthew and Mark do not claim that there was only one angel; they simply
specify the angel who did the speaking.
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In comparing the Gospel accounts, why does the order of events differ?

No Gospel writer ever claimed to put all the events of his Gospel in the precise
order in which they occurred. Besides obvious events that have clear
chronological order — the birth of Jesus must be at the beginning, and His death
at the end — the purpose of all four authors was not to diarise Jesus’ life by hour
and day, but rather to record collections of what Jesus did and said to suit their
God-given aim in writing their account. For this reason, the Gospel writer’s
begin new paragraphs by saying, “Now it happened...” or “After these
things...”. We are not given any indication as to how much time elapsed
between events, or the order of these events.

The four Gospel accounts agree with one another, yet describe the different
viewpoint of each author, details that add to their truthfulness, not against it. For
example, if all four contained the exact same story, in exactly the same order,
with exactly the same details, we would become suspicious of corroboration.
Each author details incidents that the others missed, and no account contradicts
any other.
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