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DEFENDING THEAITH

A battle for truth

integrity of the eternal hope we are taughtTime
New Testamentlf we are waiting for God to
defend his own holy spiritual integrayforget it!
God does not work that way. If tHeope we get
from His blessed book is not worth living and
dying for, then dondt
at your funeal in glowing terms of your departure
to Heaven the blessed hopeWe are facing
opposition on several fronts. THselamic clerics
tell us our original manuscripts are corruptedet,
the whole Islamic religion is based on original oral
tradition. They d not
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Who will stand up and even h_ave anf:ient The _apOStIe P?UI
defend the integrity of the marruscripts. A T hfsai d, nl
g;ecﬁgrc:e?s Doughty pa vind COC.ie). " the gOOd ﬁght’ I
Dr. Keith Wise & pg Published in The Wincheater S been proven In just have finished the
Winchester, VA short time to be one o} h K
A Combating Postnoder- Commentary Open Forum section the biggest hoaxe race. | have ept
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The Apostle Peter put |t
t his way:

the Lord God in your
hearts and always be
readyto give a defens®
everyone who asks you a
reason for the hope that is
in you, wth meekness

AiB uqulllbl% Berque whp

for some reason, ant
the Christian faith toj
col-lapse. In addition
to the laughable, ye
saious assertion tha
i Mo na

lylaryL | taeq

4:7). Can you and |
say the same? We
cannot fight to
defend ou
integrity if we do
not enter the battle

Russian NeMsé and fear o (1 wrP for truth .
The word ndefeacg'fI \(])notsted h Jud
original means an ea that Jesus entered into a conspiracy with Judas

authentic proving of the

veracity of something and is the root word ¥drat

we cal l

Aapol ogetics. 0O

to get himself crucified.Yet, scripture makes it

clear:

fiSat an

Ao Rptravpd Nsshorg,fanongyl Th ¢ e

entered i
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betrayer, seeing that He had been condemned was sairts for ministry (Ephesians 4Yhis is military

remorseful and brought batie 30 pieces of silver
to the <chief priests
Lately, we are faced with another a@thrist
moneymaking scheme based on the figl of a
box in Egypt Would you believe it has the bones
of Jesus and some of his family mensoan it?
Scripture again comes to our aid when we realize
that Chist had no family burial plotie was buried
inarich manaos
prophesied in lIsaiah 53:9. The sepulcher was
guarded by Roman soldiers (Matt. 27:65) and after
his resurrection the awsruck soldiers told the

lingo that Paul is using to analogiiee Christian

a nfdith te mititaryrwarfare.\VMah ¢ @ e wt 07 i §

that we can be defenders for Jesus Christ.

Four military-spiritual campaigns hawecently
been accomplished; a discussion wigopular
media figure Eleanor CIlift challenging an
evolutionist at an Intelligent Design versus
Evolution debate, Preacher Chuck Doughtylileg

t o mhhis Wasla t ta.serie3 0f Hible)studies on theéirginia Tech

campus in Blackslrg, two weeks before the
shooting rampageand the hosting of a seminar:
Biblical Authority: Mormonism, & Islam with Dr.

chief priests what had happened. They were bribed Charles Crane, President of Boise Bible College

and invented the
cameatnigh and stol e
(Matt. 28:13). Dear readers, it is time for us to rise
up a mightyarmy of Christian apologistsThe
battle is clearly spelled out for us, a war of truth
versus lies. The ancient Christian manuscripts are
not only supeor to the fabricated documents of
Muslims, Mormons, and other religions, but their
existence renders all other religious sources null
and void The world is at war with us'he apostle
Paul sai d, i
finished the racel have kept t he
4:7).Can you and | say the samé®2 cannot fight
to defend our
battle for truth.

Charles Doughty is a senior evangelist at the Church of Christatntain
View in Stephens City
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SET FOR THE DEFENSE O

THE GOSPEL

S :,,,gvﬁ‘
}' * by John Doughty

fl am set for the
defense of the
g os pelPaub
said, (Philippians
1:17.)

How many
Christians te
" day are pre
pared togive a defense of their faith@iving a
defense is critical ifve are to evangelize the lost.
One of the purposes of the chiris to equip the

L o otceriitesthe ntreguwvert ygi adwat éount il

| i dldahofi Reddlinl Hatrisoeborg ardi Winchkestes, ¢ i
Hi m a w &iyginiav lrurtheemore, ethers were made aenget

istic calls on the schedule at the time this article
went to press, including a discussion with Seventh
Day Adventists held in Delawareon which we
hope to reporfater.

There is acost to military preparednesshere
iIs also a cost to being a Céman discipé.
Discipleship involves teaching, leargin living,
and being prepared The t hi ngs you

h aght,el hadveo u g ¢ommitttd faithflg onend whoé in turn can teach
f oati ht ehedd tol@d Zinkothy (@ Tim. 2:2)Christian

discipleship is a school of lfng learing; we

we

done thou good anédfi t hf ul servant .
| love teaching creation and apologetics at

Christian
Kingdom Cot
lege Even if |

am not teach
ing, | always
take the
classes myself,
(Preacher Chuc Doughty teaches on Tuesday
nights here in Harrisonburg) for the shed&rasure
of learning the Wordl also love fellowshipping
with other Christians during our break timeand
sharing in discussion othe questionghat have
been raised during oustudy | also thrive on
seeing brand neWhristiansgetting excited about
the Word of God andbuilding a depth of
knowledge of the scripturdt is important for me
to bea Godly example to them.
The antithesis (opposite) dfaving an attitude
of preparednes®r Christian ministry can be found



in a recent email | received from a retired theology contagiouslt is in this spiritof zeal and Kingdom
professor at Eastern Mennonite Seminary: fervor, that we present to you a report on our latest

filt was good to hear evangelistic endeavors.
fiThe things you have| from you.Thanks, too, B|b||Ca|
Authority,

learned, commit to | for the invitation to the
e .
Mormonism

faithful men, who in | seminar on Biblical
turn can teach | Authority.l considered
ot hers, o | attending & least one
Timothy (2 Tim. 2:2). | session but failed to do

Christian discipleship | so, bu for what reason | & Islam

is a school of lifelong | now forget.Thankfully, | .

learning; we never | am convinced about the Semlnar

graduate untii we | matters to whib Dr. By John Doughty- Dr.

hear those words,| Crane addressed gh?”esB%rla“eé Filfes'dent of

= P H H olise Inle ollege, was

A We I_ I d o n e | himself.His lecturing to the featured speakein a

and faithful servant. | me would have been five day seminar sponsored

Enter i n. . | mud like preaching to by Christian Kingdom College, with presentations at the
the choir. Moreover, Harrisonburg Church of Christ and the Church of Christ at
since | no longeteach | Mountain View, April 1615, 2007

am not obliged to hone my skills and add to my Crane spoke on the authority of the Bible, and

knowledge on matters of apgletics and biblical also the illegitimacy ofte Mormon religious texts

authority.Godds Dbl essi n@H.t o y oand religiogHis/figsipresentation was on the
Apparently, this man is of no real service to the ~Subjectof the inspiration of the ScriptureThe
Lord anymore. Heseems to have retired on God  word for inspiration is THEEPNEUSTAS, which
andhanodesire to even figivéiaderahswybmeamntse diloaken d
3:15), let alone to prepare rhself for such an said,shows the divine origin for thBible, it is not
opportunity. The hypocrisy is that this man who  just manmade literature. Furthermore, he
has taught f@Atheol ogyo f ocontindednsinceyesusHimselfais the dvord o t |
the ingructions of the very God in whose naime LOGOS, (John 1:1) and the Truth, (John 14:6)
has claimedd teach.How foreign an example to  attacks against the Bible are really atsegainst
that shown by the apost Ithe pesenpof JesuReapts Whertry to dind fagly

not conider myself as having arrivedut this | with the Word really have a prash with Jesus.

do, forgetting the past, | press on tow#nd mark Cranepresengd information on what the Bible

of the hi gMe are thdnkful forgGhdly says about itself, citing six scripture texts to show

preachers who have pren tobe finishers in their the inspiratiorof the Bible.He examined Hebrews

lives andministry. Paul sai d, fAl hkk2e2Xfoughter ehd hat @AGod

good fight, | have finishredphgesenad@édyoangel séo
| am thankful also for the example of myown was unal ter alilhe,so skpwtk emo

father, Preacher D, who has exhibite consistent hi s S$hisnword was preacheahd confirmed

Christian spiritin public and privateHe has truly by the apostlesde read 2 Peter 11381, nwe |

been faithful f@Ain seaesont haendp rouph eotfi cs e loth; mafa
he has been i n foiiasloagras 106 npwRhecy of scapiure isofpavt e i nter pr
can remember.Many are the times | have  no prophecy came by the will of man, but holy men
accompanied my father on some serious satls ~ 0f God spoke as they eke moved by the Holy

stake spitual mission.At 67 yeas of age, Dad Spi rThig vemse is not just a reference to the
shows no signs of stoppingn addition to his CKC inspiration of the Old Testament scriptures, but in
summer assignmesithe has recentlyonduced a fact bolsters the integrity and evenpsuority of

speci al iProphecy Semi n&e dew Festament scriptgeseas ey wereebging

Church of Christ neaBethany Beach, Delaware, delivered by Peteand the rest of the apostlés
on July B-18. His zeal for the Kingdom of God is

3



accompl i s hiposg anéibhedsalgatiop aof r
man.
Crane showed that Peter acknowledged | |

Paul 6s epistl es o ionaedthat
even then, Aunl earned
trying to Awresto or ft
were trying to do al 8o

unto their own destruction.

Crane mentioned a few of the critics who have
attacked G osuclo sas ®@faffr @nd
Wellhausen, Owen, and the most recent critic, Bart
Ehrman. he Germantheologians, Karl H. Graf
and Julius Wellhausen, applied Darwini@heory
to their study of the Bible. They concluded that the
Old Testament had evolved! Theyied to
undermine the Mosaic authorship of the Résiich
with their JEDP theory also known as the
Documentary Hypothesis, introduced in 1865.

Robert Owen, the father of socialism,
disavowed God and private property and lectured
and published in England and Anos,
establishing a commune
Indiana. Owen had a godlesghilosophy and
attacked the Bible as being the Word of God, but
this protecommunist had a special contenfpt
Mos es. O wEhnishiasn phidosophy was
rendered ineffective byAlexander Campbelwho
marshaled his case dime evidences of Christianity
in their 1829 debateln 2006, Bart Ehrman, a
textual scholarwho studied athe Moody Bible
Institute made headlines for renouncing his
Christian faith mainly because the original
autographs of the New Testamenitteors do not
exist today. He did thisjotwithstandingthe fact
that over 5,000 ancient copies of their texts have
been preserveddis conversion to atheismroved
to be a goodctareer move; it came just in time for
him to accept theposition as headf the religion
department at the University of North Carolina

Chapel Hill
The problem with t hos
Word, Crane said, i's that

it is better to trust in a man like Jesus Christ, who
sad , 0 s ¢ nnotheé hrakesm anc aho is alive
forevermore.Crane touched on 2 Tim. 344,
nal |l
that the man of God be adequatelyuipped unto

all good works.Al s o Jesuso
Sermon on the Maut , Anot one
pass away from the |

o f Crane emphasized John 10:3% ,
P ecteemnr
a frain the Okl tTestarheat, ifclodeng Deuteromay e

scrifpteatehdd, 0Goidns p&gggﬁfgdt
Sfitgﬂo halifibatiohs. AN
| f
P W i Ao o A R

(Matthew 5:18) is a good proof for the veracity not
just of Mousatsasfor the wholdBble.
AScri
Botl 6 pbearbd sekeammrefeencasn d

#8i1820 avhere ithat prephecy is mgre than gust
predicting thé feiturei ty le s 1, sbei prowmpdé
foret el 1 ing, 6 Crane said,
primarily for fortht el | i ng, 0 haththec h
message that the prophet preached was the most
important thing.Crane concluded with a passage
from the last wordsspoken by David in 2 Samuel

23:2AThe Spirit of trddis Lo
wor d was i n Wiy cant demygthee .
inspiratond t he Bi bl e Ceaseald8o d 6

presented lecturesn the veracity of the Old and
New Testament anttheinconsistencies in the Book
of Mormon and MormonismThe seminaralso
included presentations by Charles Doughty, John
Doughty, and Jeff Wickert.
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The Scriptures: Their
Own Best Defense

By JoMhdeught@ t t a c k Godods
they Ankeep dying, 0 and
Churles Doughty set the tone forthe Biblical
Authority seminar with his opening presentation,
areis Their O wia B
&nce #cﬂndthe New Testament which
revealed the process God uskmt confirmation of
God ube@ apotst se en, who possessed



word with which they were entrustedChrist ability or ministry of confirmation in the words

entrusted the aposle wi t h t he wor di nofr e GaTkhret awohr.dd0 A mor e ce

have given tlesassaid, prayingWar r dfir on BEBAIOO) is the very wordii c o n,fa r r

nal l who bel i evier owo rnde, owlhshaogusgdd int Heb. 2:2 and Mark 16:20

John 17:14, Q. Accor di ng Dittionaryy this evord was
Doughty pointed to the various descriptions of usedfrequently to describe the settling of business

the apostolic ministry. Ae apostles were the transactions. It is used to descriklen atestament

Amini st e ONQSH of e kst will and i s A nn Helwews ®1d, and Paul used it in
testament of Jesus Christ (2 Corinthians 3:6). They Philippiansl:7, where he mentioned his ministry in
wer e Ast ewar ds o, -rbvMeRE R EtheE 8Sefensg( APOLOGIA) and confirmation
ministers, officers, servants) of the mystsriof (BEBAIOO) of the gospelln Hebrews 6:16, the
God (1 Corinthians 4:10ne of the most frequent writer says that men would bind covenants and
apostolic characteriss¢ he sal, was their job of confirm them by oaths. This was don®

being Awitnesses, 0 MA R TdeniEsate theé onmutakility mfetlsesthings that
testify, give evidence or testimony, bear record in a were being bound. How appropriate that God
judicial proceeding), of Christ and : provided a means of confirmation of His
His resurrection (Acts 1.8, 2:32 At Stake'_ said Word, through the person and ministry
3:15, 5:32, 10:3911), to mention a| Doughty, is the| of the apostles.
few examples.The apostleswere | supremacy of What greater confirmatory rpof
(ard arg t h e Afoundalt@®Pd O ordaWren| gcould anapostlelike Peter give of all
with the New Testament prophets) ¢fRoman Catholic | the sign/wonder/miracle/gifts of the
the church, (Ephesians 2:20 Institution  clai ms Spirit at his disposal then to give
The apostles were (give testimony of his beingan eyewitness
authority to fj 14 ge@ i hd 't wl i (@RTIMARTUS)esf  J egloriossod
of |l srael o ( Mat tﬂﬁee w Bible : 2y, trabsfiguratim and the voice which
22:2830), and as executors of thedeciding which | came fromheavenwhich overshadowed
new covenant of Jesus Chrighe books belonged in| even Moses (thelaw) and Elijah (the
apostl eso a u tevem |rif tpyg chJO th@ prophets).
exceed that of the Old Testamept thlnk God waited The apostles, then, are not just like
prophets, whose cryptic utteranc any ordinary Christian. They were the
the apostles would now elucidate t)three Centur_'es for big-boys, the heavyweights, of the
the whole world for all timeThis | the Romanists to| christian faith.i By t he hand
means he aposes would have the] compile the books| apostles were many signs and wonders
final say. i We |higty the Bible® p rj ovg loeutgiha € 6 Luke recol
word made ma sure,p Peter 13,A And aekt, nb bne dared join
claimed in 2 Peter 1:121, where t hem, but the peopl
the wordd i mor e sur eo or Amor e To tamper with an apostle was life and
certainpedrefe t he a p o destl, eas AAnaniasn Sapphieand Simon and

>
n

responsibility in unl oc Elymmag bothnsdrcerars dltinatelyi disgoveréd d 6
final revelation. This authority was given toeth Peter rebuked Simon the soraereho wanted the
apostles by Christ, Himself (Mt. 1) and power to trangii t the apostolic

involved alegal transfer of earthly and heavenly nei t her &épart o ,0(Aats8@l)ot G
power (Akeys of t he K iDouglttyosaid that thié qrdti on ga rreders iabko t 0
| oosi ngo) no Ol d Tewrt amte Adis chapteo b dne the selectiofiMdtthias as

claim, not even Moses nor Elijah! to who would beenrolled as the twelfth apostlde
Furthermore, God provided a sign/wonder saidthatthe word part, MERIS, sans partnership,
ministry as a means whereby the dfsss could and hearkens back to Acts 1:25, who would take
confirm, orprove their credentials as withessesand Apar hi 9 f mitni st ry Taewbrd a p c
prophetic word givers, (Hebrews 242 Mark AlootKLEROS, refers to th

16:20 2 Peter 1:1P Peter is referencing this Acts 1:26 the KLERONOMI /
5



Adi vi ne ifellluppm MatthhasBy asking So Peter referstd al |RPaudfés book
for the power to transmit the apostolic gifts, Simon quotes Luke, and Jude quotes Peter. Luke mentions
was in effect, asking for apostleship, itself. at least two others who had written gospelfoize
Apostolicity, then, (that which pertains toeth him, and in his Acts histonyhe referenced his own
apostles) is the kewyot just to answering the claims  Gospel.All of the New Testament writergfour

of those who abuse Hol$pirit powerbut alsoto apostlesand four prophejsare mentioned in the
understanding the authority andtlaenticity d the Acts of the Apostles. They shared mutual
New Testament ScripturesApostolicity argues recognition one with another, to the point that John
against the Romanist, whose leader claims he is could castigate the antichrists (1 John 2:19) as
equal inauthority and even a successor to Peter. havi ng, Awent out from u
Second, it argues against any Chama t i ¢ A p dos tf agheyo had been of us, they wouldave

who claims he has thepower of Peter.Finally, it continued with us; but they went out, that they

argues against the Roman Catholic and Greek might be made manifest that they were not all of
Orthodox Institutions, who try to take credit forthe us é&JV) or Ainone of t he m
compilation ofthe books of the Bible, when the  (NIV). For whatever reasome writer of Hebrews

scripture can clearly account for itself The did not inscribe his name, but rasknowledgment
scripture does thisby virtue of apostolic to the amstles inHeb. 2:3,4, authenticated the
identification, and the mutualecognition that the epistle.

apostles and prophets shared for one another, going At stake, said Doughty,sithe supremacy of

so far even to referencé&odibes dheoaRbmanr Gatholiev Anstitutiom g S

their ownepistles. cl ai ms t hat (oricampiladp theoRlblec e ¢
For example, Peter makes referericeo i a | by deciding whatbooksbelonged in it Does one

[ Paul 6s] e p i3:86t Jude,sn his shor2  Really é¢hink God waed three centuries for the

epistle, verses 17, 18, admonishes his readers to Romanists to compile the books into the Bible?

remember the words of t hRoughtp dsked. Hp wasritidaleof the tfaditional t

theyt ol d tlyere shulde mockers in the last view of the #fCatheoonigin ofa s

t i méudedis quoting a spéic passagefrom 2 scripture He said thath e  w Ganah) ®&ia Latin

Peter 3:3Paul in his 1 Timothy bookquotes the word, andcharged thathe NewTestament Church

Gospel of Luke in 1 Ti mbhasb5 suffeBed fiiofho many hienovationsaf p t u

saith, Thou shalt not muzzle the ox that treadeth nomenclaturethat Rome has producedavhether

out the corn. And, The laborer is worthy of his  arising from Latin wordsor by changing or adding

rewad. The part about the ox comes from new meaning to Greek words,such as clergy,

Deuteronmy 25:4, but the second half about the laity, hierarchyyand so on. The |
laborer beig worthy comes from Luke 10:Paul meaningh aeas ur i ng isrelated taber r
acknowledged Mark as prophet in Colossians Greek KANON, with a similar meaning: a reed,
4:10. He told the church to receive Marcus rod, or rule, however, said Doughtyhe idea
Barnabad cousi n, (no wonderb8hArndabasel okANONOKN Ul ed
Mark so much) but Paul went ansay about Mark, entirely from its New Testament context.

ficoncerning whom ye received the Canon theory is comprised mostly of tstady

commandments. What were the commandments  of scriptuil references in the peapostolichistory
that Mark delivered to the Colossian church? At of the secalled church fatherand seems to give
the least, Paul acknowledges Mark to be a prophet. greater importance to the role of the church fathers

T h e waammdandferdt means an injunction, i n the preservation of |
charge, precept, @ommandment and equated to the apostles who originated Tthis is corfirmed by

scripture at least ondey Jesuswith reference to the Websterds Where tthe o thiedr vy
the law and prophetsy Matthew 5:18, 19. Paul definition under Canorr e ad s : AThe b

gave commandments of the Lord (1 Corinthians Holy Scriptures universally received as genuine by

14:37, as did Peter (2 Peter 3:2) and John (1 John Christian churches. AiUni ver sal | vy

2:8,4:21). AWhat?interjected t he a
Corinthians 14:36,iCame the word of God out



from you? Or c a meln other
wor ds, Awho 1 s writing
This rebuke is equally applicable those who
claim credit for ompiling the books of the Biblas
it does to those who were abugispiritual gifts
during the time that spiritual gifts were available.

Doughty said that the idea of a reed or rod used
as a measurqstick is found in Revelatiofl:1.
However this word is KALAMOS, used as a stick,
staff, and measuring rodA word study of
KANON, transl at eind thea dlew fir
Testament is very revealing becauiseis used
twice with regardo a Christiard #ving according
to Christ (Gal. 6:16, Philip.3:16), butits first
mentioned usage & dramatic casesed by Paul in
2 Corinthimms 10:13, 15, 16Here it is a clear
reference t@postolic authority inhe origination of
the New Testament epistlesPaul malks it
expressly clear that thKANON rule belongs to
him and the rest of the apostles.

For though | should boast somewhat marfe
our authority which the Lord hath given us for
edification, and not for your desttion, | should
not be ashamedthat | may not seem aslifvould
terrify you by lettersFor his letters, say they, are
weighty and powerful; but his bodily presence is
weak, and his speech contemptible. Let such an one
think this, that, such as we are in word by letters
when we are absent, such will we beaaln deed
when we are presenttor we dare not make
ourselves of the number, or compare ourselves
with some thatcommend themselves: but they
measuring themselves by themselves, and
comparing themselves among themselves, are not
wise. But we will not boast of things without our
measure, but according to the measure ofrtlie
(KANON) which God distributed to us, aeasure
to reach even unto yof.Corinthians 10:43

In addition to the Canon baggage is guoaly
perniciousdeaknown as NedDrthodoxy which, in
a nutshell, is the viewthat God may be known
apart from His revelation. This idea has been
advocated by &en Kierkegaard (181B855) as a
moral philosophy, andenlarged uponby Swiss
Reformed theologiarKarl Barth as the starting
poi nt of a fAtheol ogyo
inerrancy. Barth argued that scripture cannot be
considered I d e ndation. aNeo
Orthodoxy has also been affirmed by the Roman
and EasterCatholic Institutions in their belief that

7

t orecdeds,il A s d

u ntheo chuychb, uitsel§ nsl & @divine revelatiohe
t Roman@athadlit Irestitutiom n ¢he Coprxiliof Torant

m
(1563) claimed that there arthree sources of
divine revelationthe church magistratestadition,
and finally,the wordof God.

Canon theoryand NeeOrthodoxism havéeen
used tocounter theidea of Sola Scriptura(the
Bible only), and to bolster thelaim of Catholic
primacy over the word ofGod. Apostolicity and
the Biblical information concerning apostles and
propkets proves that the Holy Spirit produced the
Word, and the Word produced the Church. The
Church did not give us the Bibldut ratherthe
Holy Spirit did! The Holy Spirit gave th&/ord,
and the Word produceddhChurch. This is easily
seen onthe day of Pentecost, Acts 2, which
incidentally, is the birthday of the churciihe
Holy Spirit came on the day of Pentecost, filling
the apostles who were s
Holy Spi ri t , 0 8,(2Mk Thes bdginsthe
ministry of the apostles as witnesses and executors
of Jesus Christ. Peter and the eleven began to
preach the word of salvation, (Actsl; 40, 4])
through which the obedient were saved, thus
constituting the leurch.

The Bible accounts foritself through the
apostolic and prophetic ministry both spoken
and written formA When vye rveodefi ve
God which ye heard of yg/e receivd it not as the
word of men, bu@s it is in tuth, the word of
Godéo Hedsalonians 2 : 1 3 Therefora,
brethren, stand fast, and hold the traditions which
ye have been taughtyhether by word, or our
epistle 02 Tlgesalonians 2: 15)AAnd if any man
obey not our word by this epistleote that man,
and have no company withnin that he may be
a s h a m2 Tthesalonians3:14).

In wrapping up his presentation, Doughty
finally stressed the importance of the words
Atestifyo and WAtesti mon)
s ame wor d for Awitness
reexamining the passages i 13:9 and Luke
21:1213, [see also Matthew 24:14, John 1527
16:1-4, 13] where that the gospel would be given
by the apostles in legal and judicial forfnj n t h

a

wshinagodues, r leefore druleast and kibgs,bfori & a

testimonyagainstthem¢o (Mark 13:9. Luke 21:13

rieim tesyou lolr a t est
Just as God called heaven and earth, 12 stones, and
many other things as a witness against Israel, so He



used the scribes in legal, judicial, and court Vatican do not contain these vers&n the
proceedings, both in prisons and palaces to other hand there are at least 618 other
corroborate the testimony of tla@ostles. As Jesus Greek, manuscrigt that do contain them

| ao :

took not th , ATh h t . .
oK hotemore fhan o6 " o as RISt only (s)o, but the oldest versions, older
Coffee in the Auditorium???By All Means, than the above mentioned manigsts; do
Bring It In With You!!! containthese versedn addition, the Latin

y i . Vulgate, translated from older Greek
iWwhenever 1 om preaching mghustripts&tah Wé possabdaf nlud € © |

|1‘ | can bring a cup of coffee with miato their thescte vqrses.Tpis i% also true . of the
Asanctuaryo because I wafnet. €S I and

eo e .
discover where their emphasis lic@eople who are ~ MaJority 0(_% the Egyptﬁem_, %\rmenlan,
fastidious about physical things are usually very Gothic, Ehiopic and Georgian Versions.

poor when it comePReadher s phiese are anucht didem than. the two that
Do (observation aftter A4yereyeiatr édi na ¢ he&jchd mMhardertye
the Harrisonburg Church of Christongregation are nearly a hundred early Church Fathers
April 10, 2007

Fastidious, a [L. fastidiosus disdainful,  “WHO lived prior to the Sinaitic and Vasio
scornful, that feels disgust, fronfastidium a manuscrlpt_s that make referer_mes to these
loathing, disgust, fronflastus disdain, haughtiness, ~ versesand include them as Scriptufgnese
contempt.]1. Disdainful; squeamish; detite to a are, to name a few: Papias (A.D. 100),
fault; difficult to please; rejecting what is common;  Jystin Martyr (A.D. 151), and Irenaeus

suited with difficulty; as, dastidiousappetie. 2. (A.D. 180) In a consistent light of biblical
disgusting; ~ loathsome. Syn- ~ Squeamish, balance and hermeneutics these verses are
hypercritical, overnice, @rparticular, punctilious. . . i

_ Fastidious is applied to one whose taste in agreemet with the rest of Scripturdt

feelings are offended by trifling defects or errors; Must be borne in mind that there are three
squeamish to one who is excessively nice on minor postresurrection commissions given in the

points, or else overscrupulous. Gospels:
Luke 24: 47- was spoken in Jerusalem
An Answer to the footnote of to the apostles and

Mark16:9-2 0 i n whi c ht hoethbkée243E8 tsovas o theeve of

most reliable ear|y manuscripts the resurrection.Later He led them to

. Bet hanyé Marks 168918 was
have been o mi tsp@ke% qas'bl at at meat with the eleven.

By Dr. Keith J. Wise Sr. Minister St. Louis
Church of Christ Prof. of GreceRoman History

There are a number of reasons why
Mark 16:920 is questioned and omitted in
the manuscripts cite Some of these are
scholarly and some of the are of an
emotional nature. However, they put the
verses in perspective as we read and seek a
understanding of the passagéhe two
oldest full manuscripts, the Sinaitic and
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AHe rebuked them for
their stubborn refusal to believe those who
had seen Himfat e r He had r
He did not do this on resurrection night, but
prior to His ascension, when He was alone
with the eleven.

Matthew 28:19-20 was in a mountain in Galilee
with only the apostles preserithis is almost 60
miles away from where thetlger commissionings
were madeMark records what was promised by
Jesus tdhe apostles, in verses-18. Verses 120
give the divine commenta telling us the
fulfillment.

Mark wrote that fulfillment 35 years later after
Jesus spoke the words of Mar6:1518. The Lord
kept His promise to the apostles, for as they went
forth and preached, He worked with them and
confirmed tk Wor d wi th @ ghisgns
agrees perfectly witiHebrews 2:34. A Ho w
we escape if we ignore such a great saw& This
salvation, which s first announced by the Lord,
was confirmed to us by those who heard H3od
also testified to it by signs, wonders and various
miracles, the gifts of the Holy Spirit distributed
accor di ng Ittisdistdficaly trwveithht the o
signs of an Apos& confrmed the words of the
Apostles. (Acts 4:383

These verses then aret spurious but true.
This passage should not be rejected because it is
abused by those who try to make these miraculous
gifts apply to all believes. The Lord promised the
apostls these gifts would follow to confirm the
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Combating Pos-Modernism with
Biblical Truth : DaVinci Code, Lost
Gospels = Modern Gnosticism

Wprdh pseaclied dll gver Bhwogdfto tife aviole h
creation.The Gospel was proclaimed all over the
wqeldin THERR LIF .A @ high is come to
Iy(?‘é.d%Lrll_ 'O\bEéR ﬁghﬁo&éws gospel is
producing fruitand gr owi sianel:6jJ0C 0 | ¢
i f we consider, ne 1 f y
established and firm, not moved frone thope held
out in the gospelThis is the gospel that you heard
and that has been proclaimed to every creature
UNDER HEAVEN, and of which IPaul, have
become a

servant
(Colossians
1:23) Also,
AFirst,
thank my
God through
Jesus Christ
for all of

you,

because your faith is being reped ALL OVER
THE WORLD. o

Jesus had kept His WordVe should keep
Mark 16: 920 in our heartsas another promise
fulfille d. We should not expect a promise made to
the apostles which He confirmed in thidfietime to
be repeated todayo insist on a repetition of these
miraculous gifts is to insist that His promise be
fulfilled and confirmed over and over agaiuch a
view demands not only poor interpretation, but
would force God to confirm the words of men
other than the Hg Apostles, to whom he spoke.
By John Doughty
Dr. Charles Crane, a foremost Christian apologist,
and longtime student in the field fo textual
cricign fagigy foghg Harrisonburg Church of

s h aGhrjist to conduct a seminar on the authenticity and

authority of the Bible as the Word of God,
presenting ancient Bible manuscript evidence and
showing how the Bible was pwiled. This
seminar took place April 105, 200 in
Harrisonburg and Winchester, Virginia.

This seminar wasgesigned to expose the false
theology and spirituality which has been

n

popul arized by a sl ew of
Bi bl e Code, 0 AThhe AD&MVI
Gospel o f Thal thd ptdiéwhich has

turned these titles into bestsellesuld be so
gullible reflects perhaps on the ignorance among
Christian people of the Bible and history and also a



fascination for things luridThis ignorance was
underscored in my mind bhé statemendf one of
our local university professqra/ho claimed to be a
Christian but said,i We ar e going
reinterpret Christianity now in the light of the
di scovery of the gospel
The modern preoccupation with humanizing
Jesus, the focus on lbs g o0 s pmenlds hi
knowledge is indicative of a revival of Gnosticism,
a popular philogphy in the First Century, A.D.
Gnosticism arose in Alexandria, Egypt, the
intellectual capital of the Roman Empire, by
philosophers who attempted to amalgamate the
teachings of Christianity, particularly Jesus and

The apostle John, a close associate of Jesus,
and eyewitness of his resurrection from the dead,
set his guns on such Gnostic thinkifigT h at wh
Wwag from ahe eeginimg, which we have heard,
which we have seen with our eyes, which we have
looked Jipord ansl ous hands have handled, of the
Wor d o f he vroté ia theintroduction to his
ddest fePphisd lie® why we
k n o wasseted the apostlerebutting the bresy
of the Gnostic teachinglohn declared that anyone
who would deny that Jesus Christ came in the flesh
is not d God and -Ghsr i Bhisg ai
included the Gnostic sect, the very writers of the
so-called gospks of Judas, Thomas, etc. etiohn

k n

Paul, with Greek philosophy degd from the called them #fAfalse propl
writings of PlatoT he Gnosti cs had wendl ioaunh®,f rfogmp iursi,t but t h
is good, flesh is evil, o1lJmal® hose who espoused
view had a hard time reconciling Jesus Christ, the As for t he fAl ost goOSsSpE

divine Logos, come to earth in the flesh as the Son
of God.

been aware of a class of literature known as the
Apseuaeppaagr (fal se writir

Every Easter and Christmas, we are bombarded the 3% and 4" Centuries A.D.These spurious

by the media tabloids Newsweek and Time,
attemptingtoh s pi no Jesus
Jesus a new age guru, sdistarevolutionary, etc.

e t dhedhostics were playing the same game in
the centuries following Christ with men such as
Clement of Alexandria, Origen, and Arius. They
began to debate and put
and atoning work offte historic Jesus of Nazareth.
They were not intested in the real Jesas
described in the Gospelaut were rather interested
in the pursuit of knowledge (Gnosis) for
knowl edgeds sake,
available to the ordinarynan. This pursuit of
knowledge led them to deny thery Jesus wbm
they studied.They pictured Jesus as just a man
wh o was Afadoptedo
physical death on the cross and his bodily
resurrection.

The Alexandrian philosophers lived centuries
before Soren Kierkegaard, but they produced a
Christianized form indistinguishable from his
system.Kierkegaard denied that Jesus could ever
be known historically, at best he could yle an
approximation. Both Gnosticism and
Existentialism denied the idea of an absolutely
true, divinely reealed Jesus as the Soh God.

whi ch

by  GOpblees

documents did not pass the test agostolicity

Was s owhih regeired the bopk be wen by an apostle or

prophet.Thus they possessed no authority over the
Chri st i aceddveeirtend, tfioont he
3). The value of the counterfeit, however, is that it
provides testimony to the authenticity of the
otignad, i thus fines pnpasters wene prekeevedphs r
scribes and handed down to this day

Intelligent Design \ersus

Evaldtjon,, . Bbate: ¢ Helds  ato «
Bridgewater College

i dBy h iJehn
Doughty
Bridgewater,
VA 1 A
debate on
Intelligent
Design
versus
Evolution
e took place
on the campus d@ridgewaterCollegeat Cole Hall

Jesus is not a real historical personage, they argue, on Thursday evening, Feb. 15, 2007, between

rather, he is whoever you make him out to be.
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mathematician and Intelligent Dgsi advocate
William Dembski and psychologist Michael



Shermer, atheist and founder of Skepticgslane,
before a packedhouse. Intelligent Design is a
synonym for Acreation. 0

Dembs ki we nt first
from his Origin of Species, 1859 wfe Darwin
used words
i pr ob arhid is.the language of statistics,
Dembski said, and since we know more about
biology and the complexity of life than Darwin
could ever dreamwe can put the claims of
Darwinism to the ts&t in the form of rigoous
probability calculations. Dembski has done this and
his conclusion is that Intelligent Design is a far
more satisfying scientific explanation for the
complexity of living things than Darwiniafiheory.

He showed pictures of thewow famous
bacterial flagellum which is universaljoint with
rotors, stators, bushingand has asophisticated
sensoy system to control the motor. Such
examples oenormouky complex systemse said,
pose  serious probles to
evolutionary explanationgspecially
the currentkhanmio
of natural selection.

He cited the sophistication of th
messenger and transfer RNA and
ability to code in cell reproduction
He touched on probability argumen
from  statistics showing the
impossibility of evolving a compomnt such as a
protein, enzyme, or a strand of DNAembski
made effective use of popular culture in his media
preserdation, showing ascene from the movie
"Dumb and Dumber" wherdim Carey askshe
beautiful girl, Lauren Hollywhat his chances are
of getting her. He asks
hundr ed Morm$idbn Cayey that his odds

Shermer

of getting her astdi mor e | i ke one
Special Evolution {,mg ﬁIﬂr\?elll.gen( Design & Creationism Take n baCk at fl rSt

7T w T w ]
QIﬁ ) 4 IC Carey quickly
L =l regained his

composure, "So | still
have a chance:..and
then heshouted with
an exclamation,
"YESH" The
audience had a hearty
laugh, comprehending
the analogy Dembski
had just made.
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C i twhengtheD aassevti thed s

sug ho asl ifkpedaysplekity af ihé celt

John Doughty*and Mr.

Evolutionists r
demonstrate even
blinder faith than this,

nguage

proposition hat the

and life iselt-could = WHY ARWIN

arise  from  chance. MHTTEHS

Dembski's presentati.on MICHREL SHERMER
continued with |
computer animated

graphics illustrating the complexity of the cell as a
veritable city of information and actiyi His case
was substantive, and he included some references
to ID newly published in technical journals, which
he sail showed that ID is scientific.

Michael Shermer also employed sortmemor
and rhetoric, claiming that creatists and ID
people "argue from incredtty.” He said that the
creationist makes an appeal God when he can
not account for a sentific explanation.
Shermer arguedfor evolution from
vestigial organs, for examplethe
appendix & male nipples. He
mentioned the socalled Junk DNA,
which was originally thought to have
no function and thereforelabeled
Avegt al .Tais argument
fPseudogenes and Pl
was popularized by Edward Max of the National
Institute of Health in Bethesda, MIn 1988.We
now know this DNA is not "junk™ at all, but plays a
prominent though not fully understorole in
copying information.In some cases, the -salled
Aj uDNKO | yi n g activatel mdimes pf
crisfs tohavesridec degenouesensutatens.e (Ratheln e
Nowak, "Mining Treasures out oflunk DNAS , O
Baence (Vani263) Feb. ™, 1994), p. 608he
analogyis that of a backip quarterback coming
off the bench upon an injury to the starter and
throwing the game winning pass.

Shermer also laid out a case for the fossil
evolution of whales, citing BasaurusHe denied
that there were no transitional forns the fossil
record, arguing that the transition does not have
provide a series of link$dis debate points seemed
to parrot t h dalkirfy point® handed out by
Eugeni e S eutioh todganizatieny othe
National Center for Science Edugah, which
were circulating back in 1987and used by



evolutionists such as Karl Fezer, in his debates
with Charles Doughty (1987) and Duartish
(1992). Shermer ended the question and answers
session by stating that he had nothing against the
idea of God or religion grsonally, but as for
science, he said, "We are only looking for
naturalistic explanations."”

Taking the first part in the question and answer
session, | challenged Shermer on his claindutk
DNA being an gample of vestigial evolutionl
askedhim to chrify his argumennow that "Junk
DNA" is knownin some case® activate. likened
this to having a baekp quarterback, andsked
Shermer,ii 4 rot the idea of a baelp system an
argument against a naturalisgizocess opating
by blind random chanceRurthermore, | asked, is
not the vestigial organ argument an argument from
ignorance (we assume there is no function because
we do not know, or have ngtet found i), and
therefore is not Shermer (who argues from
ignorance) just as guilty ake creatiorst (whom
Shermer accuses of arguing from incredulity.)

Shermer responded by acknowledgihat, yes,
Junk DNA has been known to activate, but that for
hi mé t his was greater
Dembski respondetb this exchangby saying that
Shermer @l not answer the question.

During the postlebate reception, Shermer
admitted that the appendix does serve a purpose in
fighting infection. Why would he use the appendix
as a proof of evolubin if he knew this to be true?
Shermer agreed with us when weserted that
there were naeal examples of veggial organs in
the human bodyShermer was interested in the two
Duane Gish/Vincet Sarich debates which had
taken place in HarrisonburgSarich is on the
editori al
Shermer saidthat he holds Saricin high regard
among evolutionists. Shermealso mentioned in
his speech that he hdsbated Duane Gish.

The only constructive criticism we had of
Dembski's mtelligent Design presentation was a
semantic issue where Dembsksed the word
"evolution” when he statedhat, "ID and golution
can work together...'Our colleague Kirk Rygol
thought that this statement was confusing to the
audience, especially since Dembski had presented a
far more compelling case of scientific dencein
his argument for a Creator, th&mermethadfor a
naturalistic explanation of originsRygol asked
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Dembksi, "If we make this concgen, then why
debate at all?’Dembskiacknowledged the point.

He clarified the comment that bgevolutiond he
hadme a nt -dvohitiand lcasked Dembski to
spell it out clearly A Wh e n Yy OU- S8
evolution, 6fsdpecyicau | me & o
s ai Fbr ins@dnce 0 | c 0 n thorinonta d |,
changesin the Canine family such as aGreat
Dane, Egyptian Greyhmd , Beagl e, €
Ovariation within species®fi Y e s , Dembskii d
AYou ar e nolarrwegemsedrtheanyg
of evolution, the amoeba
he replied We thanked him for his consideration
and for coming to debateHde thanlked us for
sharing our thoughts with him and said that he
would take greater pains in the future to make sure
headequately defined his terms.

This clarification was very important to us
because we were able to answer one of our local
evolutionists, Profesor Roman Miller, of Estern
Mennonite University, whoattempted to use

Dembski 0s comment t o di
justify his own fitheistic evolutiod compromise
positon.Dembs ki 6s quote appe

coverage fof theo fHarrisonbord] uDaily o Mews
Record, implying the possibility of common
ground between the two positiondhowever
nothing could be farther from the truth.

Shermer was vergongenial as we discussed
pseudogenes, viggial organs, and Vince Sarich
He was interested iwhat churcles we belonged
to. He said hewas familiar with the Churches of
Christ All in all it was an inbrmative and
productive event.

coverage,

Daily News- Record, Harrisonburg,

VA "An Evolv  -ing Debate," by Kelly
Jasper, DNR, Saturday, Feb. 17 ,
2007, Section B, p. 1.

www.dnronline.com
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Preacher Doughty Leads Bible also the CHARAKTER of the father, which means

- fexpress image, 0 fiexact
Studies at VirginiaTech- TwoWeeks Al mps ed accordidmg to Heb

before Massacre Jeff Wickert, evangelist with the Fauquier
Christian Church in Warrenton, VA, attended the
Blacksburg, VA - Preacher revival and thepostrevival campus Bible study
Charles W. Doughtyas on a sessions. He estimated between two and three
revival assignmentpril 1-5, dozen students attended, and that the study was
2007in Christiansburg, VA at received favorably. Wickemas impressethat the
the Allegheny Church of students lingered long after the studies were
Christ (Porter Reiner, concluded, asking questions, aedcouraging one
minister), where he received another. Thee Bible studies took place justelve
an invitation to came to days before theshooting rampage t TechoOs
Virginia Tech on Tuesday Ambler and Norris Halls on April 16, 2007 which
evening and Wednesdayo speak with the left 31 dead underscoring the vital need to reach
Christian students there on how they could bett university studentsand young peoplewith the
share feir faith on campus. Gospel.
Doughyy was invited by Ken and Carrie Ken and Carrie Logan are pursuing graduate

(Conway) Logan, and the meeting was held at studies, Ken in mining engineering and Carrie, in
Christéds Church at Vi r g edudation, whteddrdancAanelpsia $orestryenmajore r
Carrie is from the Church of Christ at Muatain

View in Winchesteras is érdan Armel, who also

attenced the studies. Preacher Doughty spoke on .

the Lordship of Jesu€ hr i st |, emphasizing RLUSSIasnc‘)l\éWS

peron, attributes, and deity. He said that most
Christians are familiar with Jesus being the Word,
the LOGOS stressing the eternality & divinity of
Christ in Johnl:1, but very few people know the
meaning obnltyhwebeéegomt &n, o
despite tle fact that this is thenost widely quoted

arnd memorized verse in the Bible?

He said thathe wor d MONOGENE
begotten, 0 is bettecrr fuon
of a I|ktindso equivalent
Aprecious oneodo which wa
the Old Testamenespecially in the Psalms. ion and remoeling bus

A study of its usage in the Bible reveals an iness and preachingt the
eternal Sonship of Jesus Christ, the second Person St. Petersburg Church of
in the Godhed, and other scripture references are Christ: he told me he was tired.

in perfect agreement i.e. the messiani(_: propheqy of If you knew my cad, it meanthat he is reall
l'saiah 9:6, fa child is £Hl@gpeculde H ndldr edr g%tgﬂr@j‘{s
an d al s o enieat wdncesing site Seof September 18 my dad wijll be 70If you can send
God in Romans 1:2, wher e He was pjma é%@ou ihg rﬁgbsﬁ@metim s he feels
seedof Davidacor ding to the f|&30g, 6fon51%frth‘é¥o?d n Russie. _
[determined, predestined,., Mm&é %oelﬁﬁowﬂﬁt youlidve Mk landf
Son of God o isbeyureutomiem the N lyemper himand keep him and your prayekis

deadé. email is gubina23@gmail.com . The Russian

Il ncluded I n t he stud —a_t s;o_ . Jes Us 0
. \ huYTh %" 3% OFd Py ass
description as being the PROTOTOKOS, (the proclaim the Lordos de a

firstborn,) which suggests peminence. He is

By Svetlana Doughty
Please, pray  for
Viktor!

3 B&ween jugglinghis
time caringfor terminally
ill Irina, and working to

ay_for her monthata

Stimé& thEmeaHelabyCtreat
MErts af e  hospital,,
dv&sedheni Tdndrllce ' N
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