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[EDITOR'S NOTE: This article is
the first installment in a two-part

series. Part Il will appear in the May
issue of Re7R.

regularly encounter
secular individuals who
scoft at our strong stand

against Evolution' and its claim of a
billions-of-years old Universe. From
time to time, however, we encoun-
ter Bible-believing, self-identifying
Christians who vehemently oppose
our work on those subjects as well.
They often argue that our teach-
ing on a literal six-day Creation
week 6-8,000 years ago causes
many people immediately to reject
Christianity and the Bible, since
such positions seem far-fetched to
some. They believe we should “back
off” of such subjects so that more
people will consider Christianity
to be palatable and come to Christ.
We should, they argue, accept, along
with the Bible, mainstream scientific

Is it good for Christians to oppose Evolution and an old
Earth? If such beliefs are more palatable to potential
converts, should Christians accept them? The alarming
implications of the doctrines of Evolution and an old
Earth make opposition to them critical in light of reason

thinking on Evolution and the age
of the Earth, allowing for compro-
mises like “theistic evolution” and
“progressive creationism.” Why do
we oppose Evolution and an old
Earth? Should we? Are we running
off potential converts and keeping
people from Christ?

In truth, we can show, through
our correspondence with our audi-
ence over the years, that our posi-
tions on Evolution and the age of
the Earth have actually caused many
to develop more faith in Scripture
and, subsequently, come to Christ.
It is, however, no doubt true in some
cases that there are people who
“write off” Christianity because of
“Young Earth Creationist” teachings.
So, should we teach Creation/anti-
Evolution more and help strengthen
faith? Or should we teach the sub-
jects less and “run fewer people off”?
Ultimately, the answer is not up to
us and our opinion. We must use
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reason and revelation from God to
determine what God would have
us to do. Here are seven reasons we
believe it to be essential to oppose
Evolution and an old Earth.

REASON #1: [F EVOLUTION IS
RIGHT, THEN THE BIBLE IS WRONG

IRST, if evolutionary theory is
F true, then the Genesis account
of Creation is, at best, mis-
leading and, at worst, inaccurate—
which would categorize the Bible as
uninspired. Genesis 1-11 is straight-
forward in its declaration that the
Universe was created in six literal
days, and it gives no indication that
it should be taken in any other way.
It is not couched in figurative or
poetic language, like that found in
other places in Scripture. It is narra-
tive, reporting history, and is treated
as such throughout the rest of Scrip-
ture, by virtually every New Testa-
ment writer and by Christ, Himself.”
Some, attempting to inject a figu-
rative meaning of “day” into Gen-
esis 1, argue “The days of Genesis
1 could be millions of years each,
because, with God, a day is the same
thing as a thousand years (2 Peter
3:8—"...with the Lord one day is as
a thousand years, and a thousand
years as one day’). So, God could’ve
meant that each day was long.” Is
2 Peter 3:8 truly justification for
inflating the days of Genesis 1? A
careful study of 2 Peter 3:8 (c.g.,
the dual use of the word “as”) and
the surrounding context’ reveals
that 2 Peter 3:8 is utilizing simile,
a figure of speech not to be taken
literally, comparable to that used
in Psalm 90:4—“For a thousand
years in Your sight are like yester-
day when it is past, and like a watch
in the night.” Second Peter 3:8 in
no way teaches that every time the
word “day” is used in conjunction
with God’s activity in the Bible, we
must convert the word “day” into
1,000 Earth years—as though God



simply is not capable of communi-
cating with humans using human
language. Even if such were the
case, 1,000 years is a far cry from
2,300,000,000 years, which is
closer to the length each Creation
day would have to be to attempt to
make Genesis 1 fit with the current
conventional age of the Universe.

In truth, Moses used practically
every means at his disposal in the
Hebrew language to convey the
idea that the Creation of the entire
Universe consisted of six normal
days, not millions or billions of
years in length, and without gaps
before or in between them.* The
Hebrew word for “day” that is used
in Genesis 1 is yom, and it almost
always means either a full 24-hour
day or the 12-hour period of day-
light. Some argue, however, that in
some cases, yo7z can mean a general,
rather than specific, period of time
like, for example, “In my day, we
walked everywhere.” As in modern
English, the context of a statement
must be used to determine how a
word that has multiple meanings
is being used. We do so constantly,
without a second thought. “In my
day, we went to the store during the
day, and we didn’t wait three days to
get it done.” We have no problem
understanding what that sentence
means, even though “day” is used
in three different ways in the same
sentence. Contextual clues help the
reader to interpret the uses of “day’
correctly.

Similarly, Moses helped his audi-
ence to understand his use of the
word “day” in reference to the six
days of Creation by, for example,
modifying it with numbers: “So
the evening and the morning were
the first day” (1:5); “...second day”
(1:8); “...third day” (1:13); etc. Using
numbers in conjunction with the
word “day” limits its meaning to
normal days. Moses further helped
his audience by using the words
“evening” and “morning” in con-

]

junction with “day.” In the words
of Hebrew scholar, Justin Rogers,
“While it is true that the Hebrew
term ‘day’ can be used in a non-
literal sense in other contexts, the
terms ‘evening’ (‘erev) and ‘morning’
(bager) are always used in a literal
sense.... There is to my knowledge
no place in the Bible in which the
terms ‘evening and morning’ refer
to abroad scope of time. They are
always literal....” Ironically, Moses
could have used the Hebrew word,
dor, which refers to a long period
of time (an “age” or “generation”),
but he did not. He used yo7z, modi-
fied it with numbers, and used “eve-
ning” and “morning” with the word,
clearing up any confusion about its
meaning. There is little more he
could do to communicate to his

SPEAKING SCHEDULES

audience on behalf of God that the
days of Genesis 1 were normal days.

Later in his writings, in Exodus
20:11, Moses clarified his meaning
in Genesis 1 once again. “For in six
days the Lord made the heavens and
the Earth, the sea, and all that is in
them, and rested the seventh day....”
One would have to be unwilling to
accept Moses’ clear declaration to
misunderstand his meaning. What
aspect of the Universe is left outside
of the heavens (i.e., space), the Earth,
the sea, and all that is in them?
According to Moses, the Universe
was not created gradually, in steps
over eons of time.” Everything was
created in six days, not six billion
years, and God rested on the sev-
enth day.

Notably, the seven-day week con-
cept, which characterizes Jewish and
Christian calendars, is based on that
idea, with the Jews celebrating the
Sabbath on the literal seventh day of
every literal week, not the seventh
billion “years.” Question: did the
Jews get it wrong? Did they mis-
understand Moses? No. The Jews
kept the Sabbath day after every six
literal days of every literal week, and

if they did not keep the Sabbath Day

(931) 808-5244

(270) 489-2219
(931) 762-2801

Kyle Butt
April 10 McMinnville, TN
Eric Lyons
April 1-3 Murray, KY
April 10-12 Lawrenceburg, TN
Dave Miller
April 1-3 Thayer, MO
April 8-10 Clinton, IL
April 17 Montgomery, AL
April 27-May 1 Tecumseh, OK
Jeff Miller
April 5-28 Denver, CO
April 16-17 Petersburg, KY
April 24 Montgomery, AL

(573) 421-7771
(217) 935-5058
(334) 264-2985
(405) 598-3514

(334) 272-8558
(903) 796-3371
(334) 264-2985

APRIL 2022 R&R 42(4):39




correctly, they would have been exe-
cuted (Exodus 31:14), as was the case
in an incident recorded in Numbers
15:32-36. Proper observance of the
Sabbath Day was crucial to the Jews.
They recognized that they were to
mirror their weeks after Creation
week.

If Evolution and deep time® are
right, then Moses was wrong in his
writings, implying that the first five
books of the Bible are uninspired.
But that would not be the extent of
the damage. Was Paul wrong when,
in referring to man, he highlighted
in Romans 1:18-32 that God’s attri-
butes have been clearly seen “since
the creation of the world”? If man
did not arrive until roughly two
million years ago, then he was not
around anywhere near the Creation
of the world based on the deep-time
Evolution timeline. If Paul is wrong,
then how can Romans through Phi-
lemon—the bulk of the New Testa-
ment—be inspired?

But it gets even worse: in Luke
11:50-51, Jesus said that the shed-
ding of Abel’s blood occurred at “the
foundation of the world.” Accord-
ing to Evolution, the Big Bang
Theory, and deep time, the Earth
formed roughly 4.54 billion years
ago. Humans, once again, did not
arrive on the scene until roughly two

million years ago. In other words,
humans arrived on the scene at the
very end of the world as we know i,
not its “foundation.” According to
the Big Bang model, 99.96% of the
Earth’s existence was spent without
humans. In Mark 10:6, Jesus said
God made man “from the begin-
ning of creation, male and female,”
quoting from Genesis 1:27—the
creation of humans. Again, accord-
ing to modern “science,” the Uni-
verse is roughly 13.8 billion years
old, meaning that humans were not
around “from the beginning of cre-
ation.” Instead, 99.99% of the time
that the Universe was in existence
passed prior to the emergence of
humans. Was Jesus wrong? If so,
He is not deity, and our faith is
in vain.

The Hebrew language does not
allow for Evolution and an old
Earth in the Bible. The Bible writers
do not allow them. Jesus, Himself,
does not allow them. And, ironi-
cally, Evolution itself will not allow
a merger with the Bible, either.

e According to Genesis 1, the
formless Earth was created ini-
tially (1:1), prior to the creation
of the stars on Day 4 (1:14-18).
The Big Bang model has our

solar system beginning to form

roughly nine billion years after
the first stars began to form.

e According to the Bible, the

Earth was initially covered with
water (Genesis 1:2,6),” while
popular science today argues
that the Earth was initially
molten.

The Big Bang model postulates
that our Sun formed roughly
3.9 billion years before the first
land plants evolved on Earth.
The biblical model places the
creation of plants on Day 3 and
the Sun on Day 4. If there was a
gap of time between Days 3 and
4 (i.e., Multiple Gap Theory) or
if each day was millions of years
in length (i.c., Day Age Theory),
how did the plants survive with-
out photosynthesis throughout
the long period of darkness/
night (1:5)?

Many plants require pollina-
tion and symbiotic relationships
with flying creatures, but flying
creatures were created two days
after the plants (1:11-13,21-23),
according to Genesis 1. If these
days were millions of years in
length, or if gaps of time existed
between the Creation days, how
did the plants survive for mil-

Have Humans Been Around From the Beginning?

Evolutionary Timeline (for Earth)

~6 KYA-EARTH

Present

[BYA =Billion Years Ago] [MYA =Million Years Ago] [KYA =Thousand Years Ago]
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lions of years without their pol-
linators?

o The Big Bang model claims that
tish preceded the evolution of
fruit trees by hundreds of mil-
lions of years, while the bibli-
cal model states that fruit trees
(1:12) were created two days
prior to the swimming creatures
(1:21).

e The evolutionary model claims
that birds evolved from the
dinosaurs, while the biblical
model states that the flying
creatures were created on Day
5 (1:21) and land creatures
(including the dinosaurs) were
created on Day 6 (1:24).

Bottom line: the Bible does not

allow for Evolution or the injection
of billions of years into Genesis 1.
Either Evolution/old Earth are right
and the Bible and Christ are wrong,
or Evolution/old Earth are wrong
and should be rejected as false and
taught as such. Question: should we
cease opposing Evolution to attract
more potential converts, if such a
position implies that the Bible and
Christ are wrong and the basis of
our faith is null and void?

REASON #2: BELIEF IN CREATION
IS A MATTER OF FAITH

IF a person without any precon-

ceived ideas about the origin of

the Universe picks up the Bible
and simply reads Genesis 1, taking
it at face value, he will not arrive at
the conclusion that Evolution or the
Big Bang Theory are responsible for
the origin of the Universe and life.
Let an eight-year-old child read Gen-
esis 1 and wait to see if he decides
on his own that the text teaches the
Gap Theory, the Day-Age Theory,
the Modified Gap Theory, the Mul-
tiple Gap Theory, or Progressive Cre-
ationism. Obviously, that would not
happen without prompting from
others. In fact, the unambiguous
teaching of Genesis 1 about Cre-

ation is surely the reason why few
have dreamed up such theories after
reading Genesis 1 without prompt-
ing from some other (non-biblical)
source. Now, the important ques-
tion: what changed?

The answer is clear, is it not—
especially to naturalists, skeptics,
and atheists? In the 1800s, anti-
Bible sentiment was gaining popu-
larity in the world, and individuals
like Charles Darwin and James
Hutton arrived on the scene, devel-
oping and popularizing naturalis-
tic (rather than supernaturalistic)
science, Darwinian Evolution, and
uniformitarian geology (all of which
require an old Universe). Literal,
biblical Creation and catastroph-
ism (the global Flood) had been the
mainstream beliefs in “Christian”
nations, and naturalism, Evolu-

Evolution is a
doctrine that undermines

Jaith in the Bible.

tion, and uniformitarianism began

to replace them. Since such beliefs

were becoming mainstream in scien-
tific circles and anything involving

supernatural activity was beginning

to be viewed as “unenlightened,”
preposterous, and outdated, many
scientists felt compelled to believe

them. As scientists within Chris-
tendom began considering the new
theories and feeling pressure from

their peers, their biblical positions

were naturally affected. Their faith

in what Scripture plainly teaches

was shaken.

It is likely the case that evidence
was presented to the Bible-believer
that caused him to question and,
ultimately, re-interpret Scripture’s
clear meaning. Every evidence that
has been brought forth to substanti-
ate Evolution and an old Earth, how-
ever, has been shown to be erroneous,
irrelevant, or inadequate.'’ Logically,
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then, why would a person attempt
to twist the Scriptures to force an
unwarranted interpretation? Is peer
pressure a legitimate reason to re-
interpret Scripture? Certainly not
(Exodus 23:2). Should a person put
his faith in popular scientists over
the straightforward teaching of
God’s inspired Word?"

Notice, then, that if a person
capitulates to the irrational, self-
contradictory worldview'” of the
admittedly naturalistic scien-
tific community over Scripture,
it becomes a faith issue."” Such a
person is failing to believe what
God said and is putting his faith
in naturalistic science instead. “But
without faith it is impossible to
please Him...” (Hebrews 11:6). That
truth makes opposition to Evolution
an essential aspect of apologetics
and evangelism, does it not?

REASON #3: IF EVOLUTION IS
RIGHT, THEN WE CAN’T TRUST
ANYTHING IN THE BIBLE

INCE Genesis 1 has all the
S indicators of being a descrip-

tion of literal history," if Evo-
lution is true anyway, then Genesis
1 cannot be what it seems to be. It
must be figurative, poetic, mythic,
and non-literal, despite its narrative
indicators. Hebrew scholar Steven
Boyd conducted a statistical analysis
of words in 97 poetic and narrative
biblical texts and showed that Gen-
esis 1:1-2:3 unquestionably belong
in the narrative category.”

So, if Genesis 1 should be inter-
preted as being non-historical,
despite the evidence against that
interpretation, then how can the
proper interpretation of anything
in the Bible be conclusively known?
Anything and everything in the
Bible becomes questionable as to
whether it should be taken literally.
Did the miracles of Christ actu-
ally happen, or are they to be taken
tiguratively? Was He really born

(cont. on p. 44)



One of the decisive proofs for the divine origin of the
Bible is the presence of predictive prophecy.

During the four millennia preceding Christ’s arrivalon.
Earth, God prompted numerous spokesmen to fore-
shadow New Testament events (1 Peter 1:10-12;

2 Peter 1:21).

Not only did they predict that Jesus would lbe born
and then die an atoning death, they also anticipated
the establishment of the Church of Christ.

The 8™ century B.C. Messianic prophet Isaiah meticu- -
- lously documented the fact that a “new name” would
be given to the followers of Christ. -3

This new name is the name “Christian.”

Only a divinely-inspired book could provide such
specificity, accuracy, and anticipation.
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of a virgin, or are Matthew and
Luke speaking hyperbolically? Are
murder or adultery prohibitions to
be taken literally? Accepting Evo-
lution causes faith in Scripture to
crumble, leading man to do what is
“right in his own eyes” (Judges 17:6).

In many cases, Evolution is
a doctrine that, in the long run,
undermines faith in the Bible and,
therefore, leads many into total
faichlessness.'* Why? One reason is
summarized well by famous skeptic
Michael Shermer: “[I]t doesn’t take
a rocket scientist—or an English
naturalist—to understand why the
theory of the origin of species by
means of natural selection would
be so controversial: If new species
are created naturally, what place,
then, for God?”"” Further, the Bible
becomes less trustworthy when we
reject its straightforward teachings.
If a person cannot trust the Bible’s
most basic, clear, obvious teachings,
how can he trust any of the Bible?
How can he know with certainty
what the Bible actually teaches?

In John 5:47, Jesus, in discussing
the writings of Moses, said, “if you
do not believe his writings, how will
you believe My words?” If a person is
unwilling to believe Moses’ account
of Creation, then, according to Jesus,
it will ultimately impact his faith
in Christ. Is that not an important
reason to oppose Evolution?

(to be continued)
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IBLE critics have long been
B fond of pointing out the dif-

ferences in Scripture regard-
ing how King Saul died. In fact, on
most any extensive list of Old Testa-
ment “contradictions” is “the death
of Saul.” In his book Biblical Errancy,
Dennis McKinsey highlighted 1
Samuel 31:4, 2 Samuel 21:12, 2
Samuel 1:8-10, and 1 Chronicles
10:14 in his section titled simply
“Contradictions.”’ Skeptic Steve
Wells listed these verses in The Skep-
tic’s Annotated Bible (printed edi-
tion) as contradiction #197, asking
the simple question, “How did Saul
die?”

So what does the Bible actually

say about the death of King Saul?

e First Samuel 31 reveals that
Saul “was severely wounded by
the archers” (31:3) in Israel’s
battle with the Philistines. In
fact, it appears that he knew he
was mortally wounded because
he instructed his armorbearer,
saying, “‘Draw your sword and
thrust me through with it, lest
these uncircumcised men come
and thrust me through and
abuse me.” But his armorbearer
would not, for he was greatly
afraid. Therefore, Saul took
a sword and fell on it. And
when his armorbearer saw that

Saul was dead, he also fell on
his sword, and died with him”

(31:4-5).

e Second Samuel 1 indicates that
an Amalekite came to David
after Israel’s defeat, present-
ing him with Saul’s crown

and bracelet. The Amalekite

WHO KILLED KING SAUL?

il i

Eric Lyons, M.Min.

told David that, after Saul was
wounded and in agonizing pain,
the king instructed him to kill
him. “So,” the Amalekite said,
“I stood over him and killed
him, because I was sure that he

could not live after he had fallen”

(1:8-10).

e Later in 2 Samuel, when David
gathered and buried the bones
of Saul and his son Jonathan,
the inspired writer noted that

“the Philistines had struck
down Saul” (21:12).

e Lastly, the chronicler addressed
the death of Saul in 1 Chron-
icles 10:13-14, saying, “So
Saul died for his unfaithful-
ness which he had committed
against the Lord, because he did
not keep the word of the Lord,
and also because he consulted
a medium for guidance. But
he did not inquire of the Lord;
therefore He [the Lord] killed
him, and turned the kingdom
over to David the son of Jesse.”

The skeptic wants to know whether
Saul killed himself, or if he was
killed by the Amalekite, the Philis-
tines, or God. How are these verses
not, as Dennis McKinsey put it,

“versus”?—“1 Samuel 31:4...versus

2 Samuel 21:12...versus 2 Samuel
1:8-10...versus 1 Chronicles 10:14.”
How are these scriptures not con-
tradictory?

DIFFERENTIATING BETWEEN A
LIE AND INSPIRED TRUTH

The reader must keep in mind
that the Bible writers recorded a
number of lies made by various
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people: Satan lied to Eve (Genesis
3:4); Cain lied to God (Genesis
4:9); Samson lied to Delilah (Judges
16:1-22); David lied to Ahimelech (1
Samuel 21:1-2); The older prophet
of 1 Kings 13 lied to the younger
prophet—a lie that cost the younger
prophet his life; Job’s “friends”
repeatedly made false allegations
about him throughout the book of
Job; Jesus’ enemies frequently lied
about Him; etc. Keep in mind that
many of the lies recorded in Scrip-
ture were told without further com-
ment by the inspired writers. That
is, the writers rarely stopped to iden-
tify and condemn the lies explicitly
(e.g., Moses never explicitly called
Satan’s statement in Genesis 3:4 a
lie). Instead, the reader is expected
to fairly infer what is implied (i.c.,
God told the truth, while Satan
lied).

The young Amalekite in 2 Samuel
1:8-10 told a story that directly con-
tradicts the inspired writer’s account
only a few verses earlier. [NOTE: 1
and 2 Samuel were originally one
book. Thus, 1 Samuel 31:4 and 2
Samuel 1:10 are only separated by 20
brief verses within the same book.]
Furthermore, we would not even
have the young Amalekite’s words
were they not written down by the
writer of Samuel. Are we really sup-
posed to conclude that the writer of
Samuel could not recall who killed
Saul within 20 verses?

Think about it: Who was lying
in Genesis 2:17 and 3:4—God or
Satan? Who was guilty of speaking
talsehoods about Job—the inspired
writer (Job 1:1), or Job’s “friendly”
false accusers whom the writer
quoted at length (e.g., Job 4-5; cf.
42:7-9)? To ask is to answer. Simi-
larly, it should be relatively easy to
differentiate between the truthful
account of Saul’s death in 1 Samuel
31 and the dishonest report of the
young Amalekite (recorded by the

same penman) in 2 Samuel 1.



Why would the Amalekite lie,
some ask? We are not told. Likely he
thought his story, along with Saul’s
crown and bracelet, would bring
him favor with Saul’s worst enemy
and the next king of Israel. He prob-
ably had in mind a reward of riches,
honor, and power. Instead, David
chose to execute him for having the
audacity to end the life of (or at least
say he ended the life of) a king pre-
viously chosen by God Himself (1
Samuel 9). The Amalekite alleged to
do something that even David him-
self would not do (1 Samuel 24:6).

DID THE PHILISTINES KILL SAUL?

Even if 2 Samuel 1 can be
logically explained, what about 2
Samuel 21:12 where the reader is
reminded that “the Philistines had
struck down Saul”? How can this be
true if Saul killed himself (1 Samuel
31:4-6)? Two brief responses should
adequately and reasonably answer
this inquiry.

First, the words “struck down”
(KJV; NKJV; NASB; NIV) are
translated from the Hebrew nikih.
According to Brown, Driver, and
Briggs, in their respected Hebrew
lexicon, nikih can mean everything
from “to strike, smite, hit,” and

“beat,” to “kill.” In his Hebrew and
Chaldee Lexicon, noted Hebrew
scholar William Gesenius remarked
that z4kih can mean anything from
striking to killing, but it is used
“mostly in the sense of hurting.” The
KingJames translators used various
words to translate zikih through-
out the Old Testament, including
beat, smite, strike, punish, slay, kill,
etc. The simple fact is, the penman
of 2 Samuel 21:12 could easily have
meant that King Saul was seriously
struck down on Mount Gilboa, and
not that the Philistines “killed him.”

Second, even if it could be proved
that 2 Samuel 21:12 means the Phi-
listines “killed” Saul in Gilboa, is
there not a legitimate, general
sense in which that term could be

used? Consider the 21%-century sol-
dier who is mortally wounded in the
heat of battle but makes it to a hos-
pital in time to be hooked up to a
number of machines, which help to
extend his life for a few days. If doc-
tors later remove the ventilator, feed-
ing tube, etc., from the soldier (at
the family’s request), and he quickly
dies, what might people truthfully
report about the man’s death? Surely
that he gave his life in the line of
duty—that he was “struck down
in the heat of battle” while val-
iantly serving his country. Did the
family and doctors kill the soldier,
or did the enemy? In one immedi-
ate sense, the soldier finally died
after being unplugged from various
life-sustaining machines. Yet, most
everyone would fairly and sensibly
see the reality of the matter: a cou-
rageous soldier was killed in battle.

In a similar way (though not so
courageously), the wicked King Saul
was apparently mortally wounded
by the Philistines. “The battle
became fierce against Saul. The
archers hit him, and he was severely
wounded” (1 Samuel 31:3). He
knew he was “done for.” The battle
was lost to the Philistines, and he
chose to inflict the final, fatal blow
upon himself rather than waiting
for what he knew was inevitable.
In a more immediate, literal sense,
did Saul kill himself? Yes. Is there
also a general sense in which one
might honestly say the Philistines
killed Saul? Surely most fair-minded

people would say so.

DID GOD KILL SAUL?

Many years later (between 500-
450 B.C.),° when the chronicler
recorded his account of the events
surrounding Saul’s death, he also
wrote about the Philistine archers
who struck Saul (1 Chronicles 10:3),
as well as Saul’s subsequent decision
to fall on his sword and die (10:4-
5). However, the chronicler added
the following: “So Saul died for his
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unfaithfulness which he had com-
mitted against the Lord, because he

did not keep the word of the Lord,
and also because he consulted a

medium for guidance. But he did

not inquire of the Lord; therefore

He killed him, and turned the

kingdom over to David son of Jesse”
(10:13-14). Thus, the skeptics claim

“contradiction” on this front as well.
“How could God have killed Saul if
Saul killed himself?”

In the same sense in which “the
Lord set akingover” Israel (1 Samuel
12:13; cf. 10:24), the Lord “killed”
Saul. Throughout Scripture, the
Bible writers repeatedly testify to
how God works and accomplishes
things providentially (i.e., “God
orchestrates His will through natu-
ral laws”).” Did Samuel make Saul
a king over Israel? Yes (1 Samuel
12:1). Did the Bible writer not also
contend that Israel “made Saul
king”? Yes (1 Samuel 11:15). Still,
God “was behind” it all. He knew,
and His inspired writers proph-
esied hundreds of years earlier, that
Israel would have a king (Genesis
36:31; Deuteronomy 17:14-15). God
worked this out “behind the scenes,”
while using Samuel and the children
of Israel to accomplish His will.

In like manner, God knew ahead
of time (1) that He was going to
punish Saul for his sins, and (2) how
He was going to punish Saul. In fact,
He informed Saul of such retribu-
tion through the prophet Samuel.
The God-inspired prophet revealed
to Saul, “Because you have rejected
the word of the Lord, He also has
rejected you from being king” (1
Samuel 15:23). What’s more, God
used the spirit of Samuel to speak
to Saul from the realm of the dead.
Exactly one day before Saul’s death,
God arranged for the departed soul
of Samuel to speak to Saul a divinely
inspired message, saying,

[T]he Lord has done for Himself

as He spoke by me. For the Lord

has torn the kingdom out of your



hand and given it to your neigh-
bor, David. Because you did not
obey the voice of the Lord nor
execute His fierce wrath upon
Amalek, therefore the Lord has
done this thing to you this day.
Moreover the Lord will also
deliver Israel with you into the
hand of the Philistines. And
tomorrow you and your sons
will be with me. The Lord will
also deliver the army of Israel
into the hand of the Philistines
(1 Samuel 28:17-19).
Did the Lord use the Philistines to
kill Saul? Yes. Was God working
providentially to arrange such war-
ranted capital punishment? Abso-
lutely. God knew what He was
going to do, how He was going to
do it, and when it would be accom-
plished. Indeed, as the chronicler
recorded (1 Chronicles 10:13-14),
there is a legitimate sense in which
God justifiably killed Saul. Such
Divine operation through various
individuals and nations (such as
the Philistines) is seen consistently
throughout Scripture. The same
God Who created the world with
“the breath of His mouth” (Psalm
33:6), and the same God Who is
currently “upholding all things with
the word of His power” (Hebrews
11:3), is the same God Who has
worked and currently is orchestrat-
ing His will through natural laws.
Anyone who is very familiar with
the Bible should not be surprised
to read truthful expressions such as
“He [God] killed him [Saul],” even
if God did not actually “pull the
trigger.”

CONCLUSION

Answering the question, “Who
killed King Saul?” provides Bible
students with a golden opportunity
to be reminded of three vital prin-
ciples of interpretation. First, con-
text is always critical to any correct
understanding of any account or
conversation. Part of getting “con-

text” is identifying “who is talk-
ing?” In the case of 2 Samuel 1, an
uninspired Amalekite is alleging
to have killed King Saul, and one
should no more believe his claim
than we should believe that Cain
didn’t know where Abel was or
Samson didn’t know from whence
his strength came.

Second, remember that a “contra-
diction” is not a “contradiction” if
words are used in different senses. In
the case of “Who killed King Saul?”
God, Saul, and the Philistines all
truthfully “killed” him in differ-
ent senses.

Third and finally, the Bible
writers often harmoniously sup-
plemented each other’s accounts.
Reading all accounts gives the
Bible student the best understand-
ing of anything and everything the
Bible teaches.® Since the “sum” or
“entirety” of God’s “word is truth”
(Psalm 119:160), we should refrain
from lazy, faulty, “partial” interpre-
tations, and we should hunger for
all of God’s Word, which when
rightly divided, gives us the com-
plete, truthful picture that God has

painted for us.”
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New Book: 7he Name "Christian” & Bible Inspiration

One of the decisive proofs for the divine origin
of the Bible is the prolific presence of predictive
prophecy. Particularly impressive is the way God
prompted numerous spokesmen to foreshadow
New Testament events during the four millen-
nia preceding Christ’s arrival on Earth. Not only
did the Old Testament prophets predict that Jesus
would be born and then die an atoning death, they
also anticipated the establishment of the Church
of Christ. What's more, the 8*-century B.C. Mes-
sianic prophet Isaiah meticulously documented
the fact that a “new name” would be given to the
followers of Christ. This new name stands in
stark contrast to the host of religious names and
titles that mere humans have invented over the
past 2,000 years. Nevertheless, God pre-planned
in eternity to bestow upon the followers of Christ
the name “Christian.”

Apologetics Press has just released a new book
that spotlights the Bible’s uncanny use of predic-
tive prophecy that authenticates its divine origin.

See Center Spread
for More Details
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“CHRISTIQN”
s Bible

NSPIRATION

Only a divinely-inspired book could provide such
specificity, accuracy, and uncanny anticipation.
This book is designed to be used in Bible classes
as well as private study. 150 review questions/
answers are included to facilitate those uses. Addi-
tionally, extensive endnotes, illustrative charts, and
appendices are incorporated to further enhance
comprehension of God’s amazing truths.
Dave Miller




