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  Many in our world today contend that a new version of Christianity is emerging. 

The former Episcopalian bishop John Shelby Spong has written books describing this 

new, updated version of Christianity entitled Why Christianity Must Change or Die and A 

New Christianity for a New World: Why Traditional Faith is Dying and How a New 

Faith is Being Born. Rather than a personal being, many view God either as a symbol or 

as a divine spark within each human being. As a result, Christianity 2.0 must discard the 

fall of man, virgin birth of Christ, and the atonement. No more Trinity or incarnation of 

Christ. No more God in the historical sense.  

 This disturbing movement brings up some important questions as the biblical 

concept of God is becoming increasingly unpopular in our postmodern age. Bishop 

Spong’s revision of Christianity utterly removes a personal God from the universe. He 

denies the belief in theism (which he defines as the existence of a personal God outside 

the universe) when he says, “Theism is dead, I joyfully proclaim.” Do we have evidence 

to refute this radical renovation of God?  

 While there are many ways to prove the existence of a personal God, these 

methods must be handled carefully and knowledgably. In academic disciplines ranging 

from science to philosophy, thinkers for two thousand years have used a variety of 

arguments for God’s existence. From Paul’s speech at the Areopagus (Acts 17) through 

Medieval theologians such as Thomas Aquinas to modern apologists, many arguments 

have been used to prove that God exists. However, one always must be careful in how he 

or she uses the evidence.  

 One hotly contested area in Christian apologetics is that of biblical archaeology. 

Unfortunately, archaeology does not prove the existence of God. Many Christians assume 

that it does. Atheists believe that it disproves His existence. Both appeal to archaeology 

to support their claims, but neither is correct. Each side might be a bit surprised once we 

have a deeper understanding of the evidence.  

Archaeology cannot directly prove the existence of God for two reasons. First, 

archaeology examines the physical remains of the past. It looks at art, architecture, 

technology, and literature of human civilization. It cannot prove that God spoke to the 

prophets or performed miracles. Second, since it deals with hard evidence, archaeology 

cannot provide evidence for spiritual matters. Since God is Spirit (John 4:24) and 

undetectable by the scientific method, we would never expect archaeologists to turn up 

hard evidence for His existence.  

 So of what use is biblical archaeology to Christians if it can’t prove the existence 

of God? Many things. First and foremost, it demonstrates the reliability of His Word. The 

Bible is consistently correct when it comes to people, place, customs, and events in 

ancient history. The greatest weapon in the arsenal of the hostile atheist is the claim that 

the Bible is full of errors. If it has errors, then God did not author it. Archaeology helps to 

disprove these arrogant claims that are often only knowledgeable enough to be 

dangerous.  

Second, it tears down the radical claims of those hostile to the God’s Word. 

Evidence must be interpreted, but when interpreted correctly the objections to Scripture 

fall flat. Many critics are guilty of letting a preconceived bias taint their view of the 



Bible. Some simply do not want to be accountable to God, so they campaign to prove the 

Bible wrong. By hook or by crook, it doesn’t matter how far-fetched the explanation is as 

long as the critic believes he has done his job. Often he has done no more than convince 

himself and other like him who have already made up their minds to disbelieve regardless 

of the evidence.  

Third, it verifies that the Bible is most unique book ever written. Other religious 

writings that archaeologists have unearthed – not only in the ancient Near East but the 

rest of the world – include fantastic tales that are obviously absurd. Although the Bible 

includes miracles, we never see half-man, half-animal creatures or magical monsters 

found in the beliefs of other cultures. On moral and ethical grounds, the Bible stands 

alone among the world’s religious writings as a standard of consistency and superiority. It 

has a much higher view of man, God, the universe, and human relationships than do other 

religious texts. 

The Old Testament is a favorite target of critics, but the New Testament is under 

siege as well. Although the New Testament is less susceptible to attacks from the area of 

archaeology, those arguments are much more ridiculous. One example is the book The 

Jesus Papers: Exposing the Greatest Cover-Up in History. Author Michael Baigent 

attempts to show that Jesus never said that He was the physical Son of God. Claiming to 

have found secret documents that were written in exactly A.D. 34, Baigent says that Jesus 

has been mythologized. Those who understand archaeology in the slightest can see 

Baigent’s book for what it really is: a fabricated conspiracy theory. 

If the Bible contradicted archaeological evidence, it would begin to cast doubt on 

the existence of God. If God inspired the writing of Scripture (1 Tim. 3:16), and God 

made mistakes when the Bible claims that He is perfect (Matt. 5:48), cracks might begin 

to appear in our confidence. Thankfully, we can honestly say that a clear example of the 

Bible and the evidence in contradiction with one another has yet to be found.  

Archaeology cannot confirm the existence of God, but it cannot disprove His 

existence, either. A favorite tactic of critics is to point to a lack of evidence and 

confidently state that since sufficient evidence does not exist, neither does God. One pet 

target of critics is the Old Testament. Many feel that to expose the alleged errors of the 

Old Testament discredits it, which consequently proves that God could not have authored 

it. Sadly, many of those who make such arguments are amateurs who have no training in 

archaeology or ancient history. They only want to discredit the Bible, and often do not 

understand that their arguments are flawed. On the other hand, many are genuine 

scholars, but ones that have biases that come out in their writings.  

  If a person wants to say that they do not believe in God because of personal 

preference, then that is their right. But if he or she says that the evidence supports their 

disbelief, we have a problem. No intelligent, objective observer can make a case against 

the factual reliability of the Bible. When all the evidence is properly weighed and 

interpreted, we see clearly that the Bible is a supremely reliable record whose very nature 

points toward a supernatural Author. It is exactly what we would expect from the Word 

of God. 

 
 


