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Introduction
Biblical criticism is a general term referring to methods of studying the Bible by embracing the reason-based judgment and the restructuring of history concerning contemporary understanding.  It increasingly encounters antagonism in two perspectives; that is biblical conservatives and the postmodernists.  The conservatives view it as intrinsically positivistic and religious cynical while the postmodernists claim to have it motivated by the impartiality falsities.
[footnoteRef:1] [1:  John Barton, “Book Review: The Nature of Biblical Criticism”, Horizons in Biblical Theology Vol 31(2009): 199-202] 

There is an increasingly hostile reception of biblical criticism on two fronts. First, from the conservatives and secondly from the postmodernists. The biblical conservatives claim that it is positivistic and skeptical religiously. On the other hand, the postmodernist perceives it to be inherently guided by the falsities of neutrality and objectivity (John, 2009). 
According to the “The Nature of Biblical Criticism,” John Barton demonstrates that the biblical criticism evaluation fails to do justice to the critical work done by other scholars over the years. Therefore, traditional biblical criticism has the semantic as the key concern, thus the need to initiate the “plain sense” in the biblical text. In his overview, John argues the biblical criticism to have included several methodological approaches. In addition, Jeffrey L Morrow in his article “The Politics of Biblical Interpretation: Criticism of Criticism,” argues that the current biblical criticism is based on the political ground beginning with the medieval era. He demonstrates in a fair and dispassionate that the source of biblical criticism is not at all an empirical neutral religious science, however, it is political.
[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Jeffrey L Morrow, “The Politics of Biblical Interpretaton: Criticism of Criticism”, New Blackfriars Vol 91, Issue 1035
] 

	According to “Theology, Politics, and Exegesis: Essays on the History of Modern Biblical Criticism,” Jeffrey Morrow points out that the modern biblical scholars believe that the methods that they employ are objective and fair. He traces the history of modern biblical scholarship to the eighteenth and the nineteenth centuries. Jeffery brings to light the roots of contemporary scholarship, exploring all the way from the fourteenth to the seventeenth centuries. He notes that the scholarship thrives in the eighteenth century. The underpinnings by this scholarship did not lack philosophical, political and theological elements.














Thesis Statement
To properly defend one’s belief in the knowledge of God, one must know the opposition that is being argued against the Bible regarding its accuracy and truthfulness. In addition, one must also know the most often used arguments for the Bible in response to these arguments.













[footnoteRef:3]The Need for the Study [3:  Mark G Brett, “Dawkins and Badiou: Two Atheist Approaches to the Bible” Sage Journals Vol 116 Issue 3 (2013)
] 

The need for this study is to know what arguments are being presented against the very existence of God and the truth of the Bible. In today’s society, there is a rising existence of atheism and questions among believers as to the existence of God, or even that God is the one true God. Using the research information, this paper will attempt to find and define the arguments and criticisms of the Bible and its truthfulness as a divinely inspired record of events.
There ought to be a study of biblical criticism. If we think about many other academic disciplines like mathematics, history, law among others, we find for each of them, and there is a corresponding philosophy in which philosophers explore a number of important questions. On the assumptions that the discipline makes about its objects of inquiry, the nature of the world, the epistemological assumptions made and the extensive human knowledge within that domain. In the same regard, all these questions have to be asked about biblical scholarship as well. For example, in the last 20 years, there has been a turn in the epistemology towards a variety of practical social issues.





The Procedure for the Study
This research paper will identify arguments against the Bible such as the accuracy of events described, the unbelief or the inability to prove the events told in the Bible are right, and more. The research will identify some critics by name and their theories. The research will identify arguments made in defense of the Bible and responses to these defenses. The research will also identify arguments made against the validity of the Bible and the responses to these arguments. The research done in this paper will identify Biblical and theological terms, including apologetics which is the study of defending beliefs that are objected to. The research in this paper will explore this concept of apologetics, know how to structure the argument in defense of the Bible and Christianity. The analysis in this paper will present at the end of the discussion, whether or not the thesis statement is correct. 










Arguments against the Bible
The opinion that the Bible ought to be accepted as the right and accurate guide for Christians, it has however been questioned severally in Biblical criticism. In addition to morality concerns, the issue of historicity is a crucial concern about which books ought to be in the bible. Therefore, Biblical minimalism meant to connect the scholars' group who are in the opinion that the history Bible version is not linked to the archaeological support, hence cannot be trusted. 
There appears to be a misconception when people study the bible (the new and the Old Testament). The skeptic tends to assume the historical fallacy and notice the arguments from silence. The atheists have attempted many arguments to dismiss the biblical writings.  Some argue that the New Testament for example documents, mention things that are so unbelievable, so magnificent, that if they indeed happened, other writes would have mentioned them. Therefore, the fact that no other writer mentioned, and then it probably did not occur, rendering them to be myths. This is just an argument from silence that is an informal fallacy and an argument from ignorance. It just means that where something mentioned in the historical document is assumed to be false just because no other source recorded it.
The eruption of Mount Vesuvius in 79 AD is an excellent example to highlight. It was recorded as one of the greatest and devastating disasters of all time in the ancient Roman Empire. Two cities were utterly destroyed in the eruption, the death toll estimated to be sixteen to sixty thousand. Many more people would have seen the eruption, but, only one source reports about that. There are several reasons why probably the sources from history are few. First, very few people could read and write in the ancient days, this is a critical skill in documenting events. The second limitation is the cost of writing. Also, ancient writers would need to spend time and money to write. If it did not matter to them, they wouldn’t go lengths to record the events about, for example, a Jewish Rabbi executed as a criminal.
Another common argument is if an event that in Mathew was so miraculous, Luke would not have left it out. But, depending on their target audience, one author might decide might decide to focus on certain things. Whereas, a different author who has a different target audience may feel it necessary to focus on different things. Samuel Byrskog notes that “The writers were convicted that; certain matters should not be included. One ought to avoid an excess of irrelevant facts and words. As a matter of fact, a selection always took place on different levels of research and writing, such as when the historian chose to investigate or when circumstance forced him to leave out matters concerning which he could not receive sufficient information” (story as History, page 256).
Mathew 27:52-54, for example, might have been relevant to his audience because it was intended for Jews in Judea. This passage may also be Jewish apocalyptic language, designed to express the importance of the death of Jesus and therefore, was not intended to be literal. The other writers (Mark, Luke, and John) were in different geographical locations, and therefore, it would be irrelevant for them to write considering that it had no practical purpose for the intended audience and hence, they focused on relevant works of Jesus to their audience.
 The arguments against the Bible are well echoed by “Dawkins and Badiou: Two Atheist Approaches to the Bible,” whereby they strongly oppose the contents of the Bible. The contributions of these two famous atheists differ significantly, in his view; Richard Dawkins regards the Bible as a disorganized anthology.   He expresses shock on how a majority of Americans believe in Adam and Eve and that the world is 6,000 years old. He also argues in his book about the God of the New Testament and the Old Testament. Noting that if God wanted to forgive the sins of humankind and also the sin of Adam which he presumes it never existed, why was there need for a human sacrifice other than just forgiving them? He had his son tortured and executed in the order that the sins of humankind should be absolved. The irony being, ‘there cannot be forgiveness without death.’ He disagrees with the people that view the bible as a moral text, depicting that they are living by a book which is the work of literature in his book “The God Delusion”. In contrast; Badiou highlights especially the letters of St Paul as texts that maintains the revolutionary conformity. According to Badiou, he is against the concept of biblical creation as well as the resurrection. 
Nevertheless, the contributions of other new atheists climaxed with that of Dawkins demonstrated the Bible as false reference material. For instance, Christopher Hitchens claimed god is not great, Sam Harris’s, the end of faith, Dawkins the delusion of God among others. These neo-atheists condemned the Bible as False, oppressive to scientific inquisition and hammering as well as enhancing offensive, repugnant and problematic moral values. According to “New atheists on Genesis 1-11 and 19”, the creation narrative, the perspective of Noah and that of a lot are central considerations.  Therefore, De Van, Benjamin argues that there was no systematic assessment of the neo-atheist reactions towards Genesis.

  



[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  DeVan, Benjamin B. "NEW ATHEISTS ON GENESIS 1-11 AND 19." Journal for the Study of Religions and Ideologies 11, no. 32 (Summer, 2012): 37-74,] 

Proving things from the Bible
According to the article “Proving Things from the Bible: The Case of the Anti- Atheists’’, Pooley Roger provides an insight when the Bible is used as a persuasive and authoritative source as well as when it cannot be used. In his arguments, Pooley attempts to clear the doubts of many whom barely believe in the concepts of the Bible.
[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Pooley, Roger. "Proving Things from the Bible: The Case of the Anti- Atheists." Bunyan Studies, no. 15 (2011): 75-89] 

 	In a world where everything is right and acceptable, how does one prove that the bible is right and that other forms of bibles are not? This is a question that many Christians have. According to John MacArthur, the presentation of the person of Christ is beyond human invention. No one can explain his resurrection with five hundred eyewitnesses who did not expect to him to resurrect. The fifty prophesies of Jesus Christ in the Old Testament, half of them coming to pass and recorded in the New Testament and the others are going to come true in his second coming.  Another argument that could be used is science. When the scientist says the world is flat, the bible says, the earth is a sphere. When people say that the earth was floating in space, the bible says, it turns on an axis. The bible says the stars cannot be numbered while scientists counted a thousand and twenty-three of them and now it is true that they cannot be numbered. In Archeological history and the Bible, there is precise conformity to those facts. He reiterates that the word of God can be seen in our daily life experiences, that is, it transforms lives.
According to 2 Timothy 3:16, “All scripture is given by inspiration of Gog, and is profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness…” Because of this, Christians are accused to have used this as a basis for their belief that the bible is true by the biblical critics. However, there is much clear evidence.  An article by “eternal answers” claims that there are approximately 27,000 copies of the original manuscripts of the New Testament still existing to this day. Six thousand were written in Greek, which is the language that the New Testament was originally written in. The remaining twenty thousand were written in various other languages. The is minimal variation within them all combined, nothing lost in the translation. The difference mainly consists of typos; the originals were without errors. Based on these writings, there is more evidence on the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus than any other figure in history. Many skeptics claim that the bible has changed over the years, generating one of the biggest arguments. The book of Isaiah contains many messianic prophesies that are fulfilled in the New Testament. Most of these prophesies also supported by secular history.
The historic Jewish theology and practices are founded on the Torah divinity belief. The modern Bible criticism has therefore caused increasingly alarming challenges about this belief.  These frightening confrontations have that triggered the contemporary orthodoxy to address the issue, with an attempt to disapprove the scientific findings.  Tamar Ross, in her article “Orthodoxy and The Challenge of Biblical Criticism: Some reflections on the importance of asking the right question,” she suggests that the question of proving things from the Bible is misplaced. Rather than questioning whether the Torah doctrine is true, the “truth” is founded on its role in the “form of life” context that it produces.
On the other hand, the modern Orthodoxy is seen to moving towards accepting the biblical criticism according to Professor Marc Shapiro in his pages of Modern Judaism. He notes that, for many centuries, the traditional Jews have had heresy regards for any assentation that some parts of the Torah were different by different people in different times. He affirms that there has been change because a part of the orthodoxy is accepting the authorship of Pentateuch as being legitimate.  Shapiro suggests that, for those who are unwilling to accept the findings of modern biblical scholars, the opposition is minimal on the grounds of dogma and therefore, because they are not convinced by multiple authorship, more evidence can get them to believe. 
[footnoteRef:6] [6:  Tamar Ross, “Orthodoxy and The Challenge of Biblical Criticism: Some reflections on the importance of asking the right question”, Journal of Modern Jewish Studies Vol 4, No 1 (2015): 6-2
] 












Theories and Arguments in Bible Criticism
The argument from traditions 
There was a letter that was written in 1963 by Rabbi Menachem Mendel Schneerson replying to a question on the reliability and authenticity of the Torah as well as the acclaimed Jewish traditions. Being a Yehudah Halevi’s, he says that despite the personal revelation one would have as a basis for monotheism, the Ten Commandments were given in Mount Sinai and, they are passed from generation to generation to maintain the chain. He argues that the critics of the Bible have their arguments on the basis of speculation and unscientific facts.

The Critics Are Ignorant
Rabbi Adam argues that, more often than not, the Bible critics raise their doubts because of inaccurate translations that are misleading and therefore, the authenticity of the original Hebrew version is distorted to the Torah rules of exegesis that need to make sense. The code enabling is evident in the duplication and repetition of texts and passages, this being a clear indication of multiple authorship. Umberto Cassuto and Robert Alter are vital if one seeks to solidify their understanding.

 The Critics’ Questions Have Already Been Answered
According to Rabbi Shlomo Chein, all the questions have already been answered in the bible. He criticizes the university professors of being ignorant when faced with difficult questions that have already been answered in the pages of Jewish literature avoiding any need for a critical perspective. Therefore, his advice to the students is that to throw challenges to professors that are balanced and fair in the same measure and also giving traditional answers.

Archaeology Is Unreliable
There has been a spirited defense of the traditions arising from the lack of archeological evidence of the Israelites’ slavery in Egypt and their departure, making the bible to be perceived as inaccurate. The exodus story is seen to be untrue as a result. On the contrary, archeological evidence is very subjective and cannot be relied on. However, the absence of the documentation of the Israelites slavery in Egypt is a major setback. But, it is important to note that, the writing the ancient time was biased towards events that were pleasant to them. The exodus of the Israelites was unpleasant and humiliating to the Egyptians they might have wiped out any archeological evidence, and therefore, the archaeologists were left with nothing to examine. The absence of artifacts as evidence of the 40 years stay of Israelites’ in the desert; he explains that a small fraction of the sites has been excavated ever since and therefore, disproving what has not been found is unmerited.

Modern Science Supports the Divinity of Torah
Rabbi Bernie Fox gives an example of the flood story which might be seen as a blush or contrasting with modern science. He argues that there is no reason for one to disagree with science because of Torah and no one should dispute Torah because of science because there is an interrelationship. The size of Noah’s ark is seen to be a myth by scholars but, Fox says that students in The University of Leicester have developed algorithms that are quite sophisticated to be able to predict the measurements of large vessels for a variety of purposes. This suggests that the Torah played crucial role millennia ago as an accurate blueprint for the modern time.
 Irrationality Proves the Divinity of Torah
According to Rabbi Berel Wein is unable to comprehend Numbers chapter seven repletion of the gifts of the twelve leaders of the tribes of Israel using the same words. The composite characteristics of Torah are believed by many scholars to have a divine origin. Therefore, this mystery cannot be subject to academic analysis rather it can only be seen as divine. He emphasizes that; a Torah that would make sense to humankind can never be divine. Aron Moss, a Rabbi, adds to the explanation of Wein, he says that acceptance of Torah is by free choice because there will always be a good reason to discredit God and Torah.

The Success of Zionism Supports the Divinity of Torah
According to Rabbi Dov Lipman, any person who critical and reasonable in their thinking should be able to accept the revelation at Sinai. He continues to say that Torah prophesies that the Jewish people who had been scattered and exiled were bound to return to their land and be able to rebuild their cities has been fulfilled in the modern day. The Jewish people are today flourishing in wealth that had been promised.

Moral Psychology and the Nature of Apologetics
In the words of Professor Jonathan Haidt, “Moral reasoning was mostly just a post hoc search for reasons to justify the judgments people had already made.” The simple explanation given is that whatever wants to believe, they will believe if they are going to. The moment one questions themselves, whether it is a must for them to believe, then that gives room for doubt.

Accommodating Truth over Time
Haidt observes that “our minds were designed for a group like righteousness,” [18] not the disinterested search for truth. He believes that one’s intuition can be shaped over time, and therefore, being able to accommodate different ideas without objecting.
[footnoteRef:7] [7:  Dr. Rabbi Lawrence Grossman. Seven Defenses against Biblical CriticismUnderstanding the Other Side. 06/21/2017. https://thetorah.com/seven-defenses-against-biblical-criticism/ accessed 23 Oct 2018.
] 


Conclusion
In conclusion, it is important to note the development of that took place in the history of the church. Before the I600, the church mostly interpreted the Bible as being historically reliable as an accurate source of information. There were two primary schools in the early church, the Alexander who was a little more allegorical interpretation of scripture. There was also the Antioch school which had a historical-grammatical method of looking at scriptures. The western philosophers started the great movements called the enlightenment which coincided with the scientific revolution with people like Isaac Newton who would discover natural laws. People became interested in understanding how the world operates, and their reasoning was triggered. This was a great hit on the biblical studies. I believe this where the biblical criticism started.
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