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1
Introduction

One thing that sets Homo sapiens (modern humans) apart from other
animals is the ability to think abstractly and to reason. Yet, despite
this ability, we are often strongly influenced by first impressions and
preconceived ideas. What we see and hear tends to be interpreted
through these influences. We do not use our innate abilities to consider other possible causes or explanations.
In Ezekiel 12:2 we read, “You are living among a rebellious people.
They have eyes to see but do not see, and ears to hear but do not hear.”1
Christ said, “Though seeing, they do not see; though hearing, they do
not hear or understand.” (Matthew 13:13) In other words, we tend
to develop concepts and explanations of the world around us, and
this becomes hardened as the basis upon which we interpret everything. The biblical authors consistently presented their words as
from God and true, yet we claim that our particular interpretation
of these words is actually what they meant. Presented with an alternate explanation, we tend to reject rather than prayerfully evaluate
and compare. We see this all the time in politics, as well as in society in general. If it appears that our explanation is weak and we are
losing a debate, we shout louder. Christians are not immune to this
reaction.
The Bible has been interpreted in certain ways that differ with
varying philosophies, and any alternate interpretation is often
immediately rejected. Yet there are many passages in the Bible that
1
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can be interpreted differently. My purpose herein is to present and
defend alternate interpretations of a few passages that have been
sources of controversy. I will never claim that what I write is the
truth. Only God can do that. I hope, however, that I will give you
some basis for further thought and meditation on God’s word.
God’s Methods
“God works in mysterious ways” is a phrase we often hear and read.
But does this mean nothing He does can be understood and thus,
by definition, is miraculous? A phrase that periodically occurs in the
Bible is that someone’s “heart was hardened.” As a result, that person
could not understand an event as being the work of God.
There are certainly some events that disobey what we call laws of
nature and therefore must be considered miraculous. Despite this,
humans like to explain all events as occurring by means of natural
phenomena that have been otherwise observed. As just one example, Elijah was taken up by a heavenly chariot in 2 Kings 2:11. This
is normally interpreted as one of God’s demonstrations of power by
working outside our natural laws. Yet as Elisha related the event to
a group of prophets, might not his audience have assumed that it
was really a tornado, and this was the reason they wanted to go look
for him?
If, as I believe, God created the universe and put the so-called
“natural laws” in place, it is reasonable to assume that He uses naturally occurring events for His purposes. It is also reasonable to
assume that when He wishes to demonstrate his power, the God of
creation can go beyond the natural laws under which we must live.
These laws, however, form our frame of reference, and we attempt
to fit all observations into their framework. Before King Agrippa,
Paul said, “Why should any of you consider it incredible that God raises
the dead?” (Acts 26:8) Likewise, why would it be considered incredible for the maker of the universe to work outside His own natural
laws when appropriate, but also to work, or appear to work, within
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them most of the time?
Our Response
Christ said that if a foe comes against us with much greater power,
a wise person will evaluate the chance of winning and, if it is low,
will negotiate terms of surrender. (Luke 14:31–33) There is one foe
to whom we must never surrender, regardless of how strong he may
appear to be. In some places that foe is given the name Satan. In his
New Testament letters, Paul refers to the foe simply as “our sinful
nature.” We have been left with Christ’s instructions to preach His
good news throughout the world. A unity of purpose is vitally
important if His message is to be spread. Yet, too often, we are
divided over some unimportant issue. In Galatians 5, Paul includes
discord, dissensions, and factions as acts of our sinful nature. These
things rapidly destroy unity of purpose and drive people away. We
have endless arguments over whether the six days of Genesis 1 are
literally six twenty-four-hour days. We have endless arguments over
the age of the earth. Do these not distract from unity in the purpose
given to us? Do they not, therefore, fill Satan with glee? I hope that
this book will provide some openness, if not resolution, to the arguments, but, sadly, I fear there are those so intent on their personal
positions that neither will happen.
We look to a different and greater power—a friendly power, the
maker of the universe—and rather than simply submitting, we
think we are wise enough to understand Him and His works. We
read that He made us in His image, but we are constantly trying to
make Him in our image when, in reality, we can’t even understand
His nature. We are like the child drawing a picture of God so that
the world will know what He looks like. We make dolls in our
image, and we extend this to assuming our relationship with God
is similar. Dolls are many and varied. We understand that one can’t
look at a doll and assume that it is constructed to look exactly like
its maker. Yet is this not what we do as we look at human beings?
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When we assume we can understand God by understanding
humans, we put Him in a box that is infinitely smaller than reality.
The box we unconsciously build for God is probably only a small
corner of His reality.
Our Personal Reality Boxes
A parent, friend, teacher, or employer will sometimes ask us to
“think outside the box.” We all live in a box. The box may be large
or it may be small, but it defines how we act and how we think.
Within the box are many smaller boxes that, in sum, define our
personalities. There are boxes for family, location, religion, job, and
so on. These are the boxes that we are usually asked to think outside.
We don’t always like to do this because the box is comfortable, and
no one likes to exchange comfort for the unknown of the outside.
With a bit of discipline, though, we can sometimes do this, and the
result is often the opening up of new worlds. Our box is thereby
expanded a bit, and we begin to think with a new perspective.
What is the nature of the overall box in which we live? In large
part, it is a collection of paradigms (patterns and models) by which
we can comfortably predict the outcome of any thought or action.
Interestingly, from the simplest to the most intelligent person, every
person’s brain is predictive. This is a box we can’t escape. A magician
makes use of this characteristic.
All human brains can only focus on one thing at a time. A magician might repeat an action several times and then go through the
motion without the action. Our brains will actually “see” the action
that did not happen! For example, the magician may throw a ball
into the air and catch it. Our brain develops a prediction of what
happens when the motion is made, and we will actually see the ball
go into the air even when it has gone into the magician’s other hand
and placed in his pocket. The magician may also verbally create a
paradigm in our brain by convincing us that a certain action will
happen. This will allow a different action to occur while we actually
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see the action that our brain has predicted. As we go through life,
we continually construct paradigms that are then used to predict
the results of our actions. It is just part of us. We can only begin to
escape or enlarge our personal box if we understand the paradigms
by which we live.
Ultimately, we are in a box that we can’t escape or enlarge, and
from which even our thinking can’t escape. This is the box of reality
in which we live. Our ultimate reality is a three-dimensional space
and one-dimensional, irreversible time. We may be able to think
outside the internal boxes, enlarge them, and maybe even exchange
them for different boxes, but we can’t escape this ultimate reality
box. It is our reality, and its walls are solid. In some cases, however,
I will ask you to think outside this box—or at least to check the
walls. Although you can’t escape, perhaps you will be able to install
a small window through which you can consider the possibility of
other ultimate realities. I warn you, though, that doing this can
cause discomfort as you find it necessary to rearrange, enlarge, or
even escape some of the internal boxes that define you. I only ask
that you give thought to what I will be presenting, and though you
may find it necessary to alter the size of your “faith in God” box, I
hope the result will be a strengthening in the walls of that box.
The Scientific “Boxes”
We are also frequently admonished by scientists to think outside
the box. However, after listening to many boring scientific presentations, I have come to two conclusions: 1) Scientists tend to be either
unable or unwilling to follow their own advice, and 2) A scientist’s
reputation is directly proportional to the aptitude for reducing a
simple idea to an incomprehensible form (Harter’s First Law, stated
in a self-fulfilling form). Scientists will sometimes talk about Occam’s
razor but infrequently invoke it. Basically, the concept of Occam’s
razor states that among competing hypotheses, the hypothesis with
the fewest assumptions should be selected. Yes, Harter’s First Law
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in action again! What do both Harter’s First Law and Occam’s razor
say in layman’s terms? To a friend we would simply say “KISS” (keep
it simple, stupid). Such crude language, however, is not acceptable
in the “sophisticated” scientific culture.
As scientific knowledge increases, we constantly create new paradigms. The paradigm “boxes” are often both more restricted and
more complex. This may seem to be an oxymoron, but the restriction is more a matter of the box’s walls becoming harder and more
impenetrable. Sometimes this is justified, but in most cases it is not.
To cite one example, the human body is very complex, and scientists
are gradually understanding more and more about how it works. As
this understanding has increased, scientists have realized that, at the
basic organic level, we operate similarly to all other “higher” animals. Thus, a wall hardens. In the eyes of many biological scientists,
we have evolved a little more than other animals but are really just
another species of animal ourselves. There is no longer a need for a
God who created us; the whole idea of each person having a soul is
rejected. The works of the body can be scientifically examined, but
a soul cannot, so the concept is ignored. If there is no such thing as
a soul, there is no afterlife. We live, we die, and we are forgotten just
like any other animal. If this is true, then all animals deserve the
same rights that we enjoy. The implications accumulate, and we
assume our thinking is being expanded when our thought box is
actually becoming smaller and more restricted. No longer do we
entertain opinions that differ from our own.
This is only one example. If you really examine your own
thoughts, you will likely find opinions about which you, personally,
have become dogmatic. You do not like to hear any opposing opinions. It is easy to dismiss any competing opinions as supporting a
myth. In writing this book my objective is to discuss 1) some of the
Bible stories that have been considered mere myths and 2) some of
the dogmatic positions regarding what a Christian should believe.

2
The Problem

During the last century those adhering to the Judeo-Christian world
view have become increasingly alienated from secular society. This
trend has accelerated since World War II. Scientists have developed
theories to explain natural phenomena that had traditionally been
attributed to the work of God. By the 1960s and ’70s, many were
saying, “God is dead.” They meant, of course, that we don’t need
Him anymore. By the turn of the twenty-first century, secular society
had generally relegated those who still believed in an almighty God
to a reactionary status that should be ridiculed and opposed. The
physical scientists who also held to Christian beliefs found themselves in a dilemma: Should they hide their beliefs and be accepted
by their peers, or should they continue to openly express their position and risk ridicule by their peers and possibly limit their job
opportunities?
Myth or Reality?
We often hear that the Bible is nothing but a bunch of myths upon
which the Judeo-Christian traditions are based. Proponents of this
view include such luminary voices as Bill O’Reilly, whose commentary is very popular on Fox News. It has been said that history must
be true, but fiction bears no such restriction. However, history
records many events that might later appear to be fictional. How
many stories from our own American history might be considered
7
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myths by readers a few thousand years from now?
What about the story of Plymouth Plantation’s beginnings? A
group of pilgrims looking for religious freedom were en route to a
colony established at Jamestown, Virginia, when their ship was
blown off course and landed in what later became New England.
They landed in an area recently populated by a very belligerent
Indian tribe that, in the previous year, had been wiped out by smallpox. The pilgrims found a land prepared for planting but devoid of
people. They were befriended by an Indian who spoke English and
taught them how to utilize the prepared land. Certainly a myth!
What about the American Revolution? A small army that was
not 100 percent supported at home defeated the most powerful
country on earth, and, as a result, there were many events that
could be considered miraculous or myths. For example, George
Washington snatched his ragtag army from certain defeat by getting
them across the Delaware River in the middle of winter and then
leading them to victory. That was almost like what we know today
as the state of Rhode Island declaring independence from the
United States and winning despite opposition at home. This must
be a myth!
It is difficult to envision any belief system continuing unchanged
for thousands of years if it is not based on facts. Aristotle (384–322
BC) is one of the most respected ancient scholars. His writings are
the base upon which western philosophy was developed. When his
most ancient texts are compared to more recent copies, many substantial changes can be found. Likewise, we find an evolution of
belief in the records of many world religions. Yet the writings forming the Jewish Torah (and Christian Old Testament) have remained
unchanged, even though the earliest extant writings are more than
1,000 years older than those of Aristotle. Yes, those combing carefully through the texts can find a few minor alterations, but these
changes do not alter either the context or the meaning of the text.
Is this proof that the biblical texts are not myths? Of course not, but

Scripture Versus Science

9

it does show the extreme care with which they were copied over the
years. If the words are those of the Lord, revealed to and set down
by humans, is it not possible—no, likely—that He would be looking over the scribes’ shoulders and guiding their pens as they copied
His words?
What Is Real?
To establish the validity of the old stories to the satisfaction of skeptics, one must find extra-biblical texts or archeological evidence that
substantiates the characters and events recorded in the Bible. This
is difficult because, in the society of the time, most events were not
socially important enough to warrant copying and, therefore, may
not even have been recorded by contemporary scribes. Until and
unless historical evidence of the biblical stories is uncovered, the
only option is to ask whether the biblical stories agree with known
historical facts, and to evaluate whether the stories make sense
within the context of society at the time.
Many of the stories seem to fail on the latter count, which actually increases the probability of their being true. A contrived story
will persist over time if realistically presented as well-written fiction,
but not if presented as being true. A myth that makes no sense
within the context of the society in which it originated, but is presented as truth, will usually be ridiculed and forgotten. A true story
in conflict with societal norms, however, will cause people to scratch
their heads and wonder what is going on. Many of the biblical
stories that have been called myths fall into this category, which
means people were talking about the event long enough for it to
become part of cultural history. So far, archeological exploration has
uncovered evidence that at least some of the persons and events
recorded in the Bible were real. This gives hope to Jews and Christians alike that more support will eventually be found. What follows are a few historical stories about important persons and events
that have proven true:
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Israel: Today Israelis claim historical possession of the land
between the Jordan River and the Mediterranean Sea, while the
Palestinians claim it is theirs. This is largely a battle between the
Jewish and Islamic cultures, but who is correct? According to the
Merneptah Stele,2 an Egyptian pharaoh conquered Israel in 1200
BC. In Judges 4 we see that Deborah did lead a winning campaign
against the Canaanites at about that time, so perhaps the Israelites
were assisted by Egypt. Recently, three Egyptologists suggested that
a name on the base of a statue dated 200 years earlier should be
translated as “Israel.”3 The year 1400 BC would have been during
the time when Joshua led the Israelites to conquer the area west of
the Jordan River. The Black Obelisk from Nimrud depicts Israeli
King Jehu (841–814 BC) bowing before Assyrian King Shalmaneser III, who was king of the Assyrians at the time.4 Is there any
historical evidence that modern-day Palestinians trace their origins
to the Hittites, Canaanites, or Philistines who occupied the land
before the Israelites pushed them out? If their ancestry is Arabian
and the claim is based on Islamic occupation of the land, Mohammed, founder of the Islamic religion, was not born until 570.
Nephilim: Now, here is a group that can easily be dismissed as a
myth, but were they? We can’t identify with people who regularly
stand seven to ten feet tall and possess immense strength. I understand, however, that some of the mounds left by Indians in Ohio
and surrounding states have been excavated to reveal the remains of
such huge people.5 Similar skeletons have been found in various
places in the United States and around the world. Could these
giants possibly still exist? We hear stories of huge, secretive humanoid beings that are usually referred to in the United States as Bigfoot or Sasquatch. Are they just figments of people’s imaginations,
or are they real? The claims can only be substantiated by capturing
the creature or finding remains, neither of which has happened. If
Bigfoot is real, is he a descendant of the biblical Nephilim? Only
God knows the answers to this question.
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King David: Two finds bear evidence of his historical existence:
the Tel Dan6 and Mesha Steles.7 Dating to the ninth century BC,
both refer to Israel and the House of David. His existence is generally accepted as historical fact.
Goliath: Was there ever a battle between David and Goliath, or
is the battle a myth as some have assumed? In 2005 The London
Times reported the unearthing of a pottery shard bearing an inscription of Goliath’s name, thus indicating that a man bearing the name
Goliath did, in fact, exist.8 Does this also prove the accuracy of the
battle story? I will let you decide.
The list goes on. In recent decades a variety of archeological discoveries in the Near East have supported the stories of the Bible.
Some of the “finds” have turned out to be fakes, but others have
been unearthed by reputable archeologists and have been authenticated as having ancient origins.
From my childhood, church was simply a part of life. I became
well acquainted with the story of creation as presented in the first
few chapters of Genesis. In school my science teachers may have
mentioned evolution, but they generally avoided the subject and
restricted themselves to simply describing the world around us. The
first time I remember being presented with the scientific explanation of creation was in my initial college biology course. At the time
I was struck by the underlying similarity between the sequences of
events as presented in the two supposedly divergent explanations.
The next time I attended Sunday school at home, I mentioned this
similarity, and the following week my parents received a visit from
the pastor, who accused me of not believing the Bible. This was the
first time I realized the depth of emotion that this subject can
arouse—and that I needed to be careful of where and how I
expressed my thoughts on the subject.
Now, over fifty years later, I have come to realize that, whether
justified or not, when a person has a weak argument, the solution
is to out-shout the opponent. We see this all the time in politics,
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and it certainly happens when divergent views regarding the earth’s
origins and life thereon clash. At the same time I am beginning to
understand the convergence of the two stories. The explanation is
not likely to satisfy either camp. One side may claim that I am a
heretic or, at best, do not believe the Bible, and the other will probably claim I am nothing but another creationist trying to discount
“real” science. When people harboring either of these divergent
viewpoints become angry and shout at you, you know you must be
doing something right!
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