RESOURCES—FEATURE ARTICLE

Finding (lebo-Garsekim

Kyle Butt, M.A.

Critics of the Bible attack every facet of its cred-
ibility. These critics claim that the books were not
written at the time they profess to have been writ-
ten, that the men whose names the booksbearare
not the actual writers, and that the biblical char-
actersare mental fabrications of the authors. Such
criticism, however, isimpossible to maintain ratio-
nallyand honestly in the face of the vast amount
of evidence that verifies the validity and authen-
ticity of the 66 books of the Bible. Archacologi-
cal findings provide oneline of evidence that con-
tinues to add credence to the biblical text. Tab-
lets, seals, papyri, pottery, and a host of other an-
cient artifacts have surfaced that document the
lives of characters mentioned in the Bible. These
finds often show that the biblical texts under dis-
cussion were written at the time they claim to
have been written, and that the biblical charac-
ters were historic and real.

One such archacological find recently came
to light. In 1920, the British Museum acquired
a small stone tablet about two inches wide and
one inch high. This stone tablet wentinto alarge
cache of tablets with ancient cuneiform writ-
ingon them. Since few people have the skill and
knowledge to translate cuneiform, the tablet sat
untranslated in the British Museum for about
cight decades. Recently, however, Dr. Michael
Jursa of the University of Vienna, one of the few
people who can read cunciform, translated the
small stone tablet (Alberge, 2007).

The information on the tablet is nothing in-
herently spectacular. The tablet is dated to 595
B.C. and simply states that a Babylonian official
named Nebo-Sarsekim dedicated a large gift of
gold to the temple of Esangila in Babylon (Reyn-
olds, 2007). While this inscription is unremark-
able by itself, it provides an exciting link to the
biblical text.

In Jeremiah 39, the prophet described Baby-
lonian King Nebuchadnezzar’s successful attack
on thecity of Jerusalem. Jeremiah wrote that Ne-
buchadnezzar penetrated the walls of Jerusalem
in the 11" year of King Zedekiah, which corre-
sponds to 587 B.C. Upon infiltrating the walls,
Nebuchadnezzar and several of his Babylonian
princes sat at the Middle Gate. One of the princ-
eslisted as sitting with Nebuchadnezzar was Sar-
sechim (Jeremiah 39:3). The name “Sarsechim” is
recognized as the same name as Nebo-Sarsekim.
Thus, the small stone tablet mentions a Babylo-
nian official alivein 595 B.C.andless than 10 years
later Jeremiah mentioned an official by the same
name. One member of the British Museum’s staff,
Dr. Irving Finkel, who works in the Department
of the Middle East, said: “A mundane commer-

cial transaction takes its place as a primary wit-
ness to one of the turning points in Old Testa-
ment history. This is a tablet that deserves to be
famous” (as quoted in Alberge, 2007).

Skepticsalready have begun toattack the find.
They suggest that the Nebo-Sarsekim on the tab-
let could be a different Sarsekim from the one
mentioned by Jeremiah. While thereisalways the
possibility that they are not the same person, the
circumstantial evidence linking the two names
establishes a strong case that the names refer to
the same person. They both mention a Babylo-
nian official, during the reign of Nebuchadnez-
zar, inatime frame that would be expected if the
same person isunder discussion. In fact, besides a
few “ultra-skeptics,” the find seems to be accept-
ed by the majority of scholars as extrabiblical ev-
idence for the existence of the official mentioned
in Jeremiah 39:3.

Concerning the significance of the find, Dr.
Finkel stated: “If Nebo-Sarsekim existed, which
other lesser figures in the Old Testament exist-
ed? A throwaway detail in the Old Testament
turns out to be accurate and true. I think that it
means that the whole of the narrative [of Jeremi-
ah] takes on a new kind of power” (as quoted in
Reynolds, 2007).

The biblical documents have more than ar-
chaeological evidence to commend them. Their
internal consistency, unity, predictive prophe-
cy, and scientific accuracy combine to produce
an irrefutable case for the Bible’s divine inspira-
tion. Archacological finds such as the tablet in-
scription, do, however, add cumulative weight
to the overall case for the Bible’s factual accura-
cy. As renowned archacologist Nelson Glueck
observed: “It may be stated categorically that no
archacological discovery has ever controverted a
Biblical reference. Scores of archacological find-
ings have been made which conform in clear out-
line or exactdetail historical statements in the Bi-

ble” (1959, p. 31).
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OUESTION

What caused God?

Everyone knows the Christian’s re-

A sponse s to this question: God is eter-

nal; Hehad no cause. Although athe-

ists may think that this answer is a cop-outand un-

scientific, both observation and Revelation declare
otherwise.

From what we observe in nature, matter and en-
ergy are neither created nor destroyed. Scientists re-
fer to this factas the First Law of Thermodynamics.
Evolutionists allege that the Universe began with
the explosion of a ball of matter 13.6 billion years
ago, yet they never have provided areasonable expla-
nation for the cause of the “original” ball of matter.
Anattemptwas made recentlyin the April 28,2007
issue of New Scientist magazine titled “The Begin-
ning: What Triggered the Big Bang.” Notice, how-
ever, the last line of the article: “[T]he quest to un-
derstand the origin of the universe seems destined
to continue until we can answer a dcepcr question:
why is there anythingatallinstead of nothing?”
(194[2601]:33, emp. added). The fact is, a logical,
naturalistic explanation for the origin of the “orig-
inal” ball of matter that supposedly led to the Uni-
verse does not exist. It cannot exist so long as the

In the July 16, 2007 issuc of Newsweck, Lisa
Miller informed readers about a new and differ-
ent parentingbook, titled Parenting Beyond Belief.
Edited by Dale McGowan, this volume “aims to
help folks who are raising their kids without reli-
gion deal with the sticky questions that come up
about Santa Claus and heaven, and it raises more
serious concerns about how to bring up ethical,
confident, non-believing kids in a culture satu-
rated with talk about God” (Miller, 2007, p. 10).
According to McGowan’s Web site, Parenting Be-
yond Belief “is the first comprehensive parent-
ing book by a major publisher on raising chil-
dren without religion” (2007). McGowan add-
ed: “We hope it isn’t the last” (2007).

Included in Parenting Beyond Belief is dis-
cussion about a new summer camp for children
of atheists. Camp Quest: The Secular Summer
Camp, which operates in six different locations
in North America, claims to be “the first resi-
dential summer camp in the history of the Unit-
ed States for the children of Atheists, Freethink-
ers, Humanists, Brights, or whatever other terms
might be applied to those who hold to a natural-
istic, not supernatural world view” (Camp Quest,
n.d., emp. added).

It seems as if atheists are more determined
than ever to indoctrinate children with godless
materials and ideologies. In the end, Dale Mc-
Gowan’s hope of secing more atheistic materials
for families ultimately fails to provide reasonable,
not to mention comforting, answers to life’s big-
I§(=.st questions. Imagine the child who ponders

is origin for the first time: “Mom, why are we

& ANSWER

First Law of Thermodynamics is true (i.e., matter
and energy cannot create itself).

Since the physical Universe exists, and yetit could
not have created itself, then the Universe is either
eternal or something/someone outside of the Uni-
verse must have created it. Relatively few scientists
propose that the Universe is eternal. In fact, there
would be no pointin attempting to explain the “be-
ginning” of the Universe if they believed it always
existed. What’s more, the Second Law of Thermo-
dynamics, which states that matter and energy be-
come less usable over time, has led scientists to con-
clude that the Universe has not always existed.

If matter is not eternal, however, and it cannot
create itself, then the onlylogical conclusion is that
something/someone outside of nature (i.c., super-
natural) caused the Universe and everythingin it.
Christians call this Someone, “the everlasting God,
the Lord, the Creator of the ends of the earth” (Isa-
iah 40:28).

Eric Lyons
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here?” “Ricky,” mom replies, “we’re here because,
by chance, billions of years ago a tiny ball of mat-
ter exploded. Eventually Earth was formed, life
emerged from lifeless matter, and millions of years
later humans evolved from lower animals.” “So
we're here by accident?” Ricky asks. “That’s one
way of looking at it,” says his mother. Parenting
Beyond Belief and Camp Quest no doubt help
atheistic parents explain origins and ultimate
destinations to their children in a more creative
way. However, the bottom line is, children will
learn that life ultimately is meaningless because
their existence is accidental and there is no life
beyond death.

The key to an abundant life, both in the pres-
ent and in the afterlife, is found only through
Christ Jesus (John 10:10). May God help us to
teach our children this truth, as well as reach
out to those reared by atheists, who may never
have heard the answers that Jesus and His Word
can provide.

Eric Lyons

REFERENCES

Camp Quest: The Secular Summer Camp (no date),
[On-line], URL: http://www.camp-quest.org/.

McGowan, Dale (2007), “Parenting Beyond Belief,”
[On-line], URL: http://www.parentingbeyon-
dbelief.com/.

Miller, Lisa (2007), “BELIEF WATCH: How To,”
Newsweek, July 16.

m © COPYRIGHT, APOLOGETICS PRESS, INC., 2007, ALL RIGHTS RESERVED
AUGUST 2007 R&R RESOURCES 6(8):32-R



