
Alleged Contradictions Investigated

So with this essay I am offering explanations about some alleged contradictions in the bible. I 
could add to this list in the future. If anyone is having a trouble with a contradiction, e-mail me 
or Skype me. In general, contradictions in the bible are mostly derived from the reliance on a 
single translation of the bible, failure to reference original languages, failure to take manuscript 
variation into account, fixation on the appearance of a single word instead of thinking about the 
meaning of that word, refusal to address theological issues proposed by the appearance of 
different texts and verses that reference complex theology, and just a refusal to take context 
into account. The bible does have a small number of typographical errors that do not affect the 
meaning of the text. And the bible is in fact reliable because instead of being the result of a 
concocted story by collaborating witnesses, it is a collection of early independent witness 
accounts. So there are variations in details in the accounts, though this does not amount to 
falsehood, nor does it indicate actual contradictions.


So Jacob called the name of the place Peniel, saying, “For I have seen God face 
to face, and yet my life has been delivered.” (Genesis 32:30) 

No one has ever seen God; the only God, who is at the Father's side, he has 
made him known. (John 1:18) 

This is a theological issue. In the Old Testament, God can refer to God the Father or God the 
Son. In the New Testament, God the Father is normally called simply God or the Father, while 
God the Son is normally called the Son of God, the Son of Man, the Christ, or the Messiah. I 
don’t honestly get why John 1:18 gets used as an example of a contradiction, as it clearly 
explains that this is an issue of the persons of the Trinity. God (meaning God the Father) has no 
physical form and is beyond our comprehension, so any attempt to behold him would result in 
the destruction of the beholder. The Christ (meaning God the Son) takes various forms in the 
Old Testament before incarnating as Jesus in the New Testament. Some of these forms are so 
glorious that they would indeed kill anyone who saw him in his form. These forms are intended 
to be representative of the Father’s full infinity. Other forms, though, are more subtle, and can 
be beheld by humans without harm to observers.


And Michal the daughter of Saul had no child to the day of her death. (2 Samuel 
6:23) 

The king took the two sons of Rizpah the daughter of Aiah, whom she bore to 
Saul, Armoni and Mephibosheth; and the five sons of Merab the daughter of 
Saul, whom she bore to Adriel the son of Barzillai the Meholathite; (2 Samuel 
21:8) 

A number of Hebrew manuscripts here say “the five sons of Michal the daughter of Saul”, so 
people imagine that there is a contradiction between these two verses. However, other Hebrew 
manuscripts as well as the Greek translation of the Old Testament, the Septuagint, have 
“Merab” as the text of the English Standard Version has here. So of course there is no 
contradiction.
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Ahaziah was twenty-two years old when he began to reign, and he reigned one 
year in Jerusalem. His mother's name was Athaliah; she was a granddaughter of 
Omri king of Israel. (2 Kings 8:26) 

Ahaziah was twenty-two years old when he began to reign, and he reigned one 
year in Jerusalem. His mother's name was Athaliah, the granddaughter of Omri. 
(2 Chronicles 22:2 - English Standard Version) 

Forty and two years old was Ahaziah when he began to reign, and he reigned 
one year in Jerusalem. His mother's name also was Athaliah the daughter of 
Omri. (2 Chronicles 22:2- King James Version) 

The Hebrew for 2 Chronicles 22:2 actually reads “forty-two” (like in the King James Version). 
The Greek translation of the Old Testament, the Septuagint, reads “twenty” for the verse (like in 
the English Standard Version). This is an instance where certain Hebrew manuscripts had an 
error, and certain translations preserve that error, but the English Standard Version here has the 
“twenty-two” that has been identified as being correct by looking at the majority of the 
manuscripts. The age of the king does not have significance for the meaning of the text 
anyway.


Jehoiachin was eighteen years old when he became king, and he reigned three 
months in Jerusalem. His mother's name was Nehushta the daughter of Elnathan 
of Jerusalem. (2 Kings 24:8) 

Jehoiachin was eighteen years old when he became king, and he reigned three 
months and ten days in Jerusalem. He did what was evil in the sight of the Lord. 
(2 Chronicles 36:9 - English Standard Version) 

Jehoiachin was eight years old when he began to reign, and he reigned three 
months and ten days in Jerusalem: and he did that which was evil in the sight of 
the Lord. (2 Chronicles 36:9 - King James Version) 

The ancient Greek translation of the Old Testament has “eight” for 2 Chronicles 36:9. Actually, 
the majority of Hebrew manuscripts available have “eight” in that verse. However, the particular 
text of the Hebrew Bible that has been used to translate Christian Bibles since the Reformation 
is a particular type called the Masoretic Text, known generally for its use by Jews and for the 
reliability of its transmission. Our English bibles preserve the particular error in the Masoretic 
Text in 2 Chronicles 36:9. There was a simple scribal error in one type of Hebrew Bible. It 
doesn’t impact any particular meaning. We are aware of where the error was.
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In the fifth month, on the seventh day of the month—that was the nineteenth 
year of King Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon—Nebuzaradan, the captain of the 
bodyguard, a servant of the king of Babylon, came to Jerusalem. (2 Kings 25:8) 

In the fifth month, on the tenth day of the month—that was the nineteenth year 
of King Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon—Nebuzaradan the captain of the 
bodyguard, who served the king of Babylon, entered Jerusalem. (Jeremiah 
52:12) 

This is not a contradiction. It is in fact a sign that the accounts came from early independent 
sources. Independent witness statements concerning a crime always have these sorts of 
independent descriptions. So the captain comes to Jerusalem on the seventh day. There is 
fighting going on. He stays in his tent outside the city three days. When it’s safe and after he 
has been briefed, he enters the city on the tenth day to survey the scene. Two different 
witnesses make note of the events with slightly different details. When accounts agree in every 
detail, they are evidence that the sources have collaborated. And again, these little differences 
in detail do not affect the meaning of the text.


Then Jesus was led up by the Spirit into the wilderness to be tempted by the 
devil. (Matthew 4:1) 

Let no one say when he is tempted, “I am being tempted by God,” for God 
cannot be tempted with evil, and he himself tempts no one. (James 1:13) 

Oh dear. So the complaint here is that if Jesus is God, he cannot tempt or be tempted. The 
scoffer of course completely disregards context. James is addressing the issue of people 
saying, “God is leading me astray.” The scene in Matthew is a scene of the devil trying, and 
failing, to lead Jesus astray. Of course Jesus is not lead astray because, you guessed it, he is 
God! As James says, he cannot be lead astray!
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And after six days Jesus took with him Peter and James, and John his brother, 
and led them up a high mountain by themselves. (Matthew 17:1) 

Now about eight days after these sayings he took with him Peter and John and 
James and went up on the mountain to pray. (Luke 9:28) 

If you look at the context of these verses, you will notice that they are describing a complex 
event involving a trip up the mountain, prayer, Christ’s transfiguration and conversation with 
Moses and Elijah. The exact time related to these various events is vague. Essentially, after six 
days they went up to the mountain, hung around and prayed a while, and after 8 days Christ 
was transfigured and they saw Moses and Elijah. That’s basically my read. However, getting 
worked up over two days in the context of these narratives is ridiculous. Six days after what? 
Eight days after what? What exactly is the begin point of these six or eight days? One narrator 
may be referring to six days after Peter argued with Jesus, while another might be saying eight 
days after Jesus foretells of his crucifixion. Again, the text is vague. The six day/eight day 
simply shows that there were two narrators giving independent accounts. This points to them 
being more reliable than if the events described were cooked up to agree perfectly.


And it was the third hour when they crucified him. (Mark 15:25) 

Now it was the day of Preparation of the Passover. It was about the sixth hour. 
He said to the Jews, “Behold your King!” They cried out, “Away with him, away 
with him, crucify him!” Pilate said to them, “Shall I crucify your King?” The chief 
priests answered, “We have no king but Caesar.” So he delivered him over to 
them to be crucified. (John 19:14-16) 

Again, differences in detail actually show that accounts are based on independent testimony of 
early eye witnesses. They actually speak to the reliability of the accounts. If every detail were 
the same, we would have evidence that they were collaborating to cook up a perfect story. So 
keep in mind here, we are talking about the difference between 9 AM and noon. The actual 
meaning is not affected. One simply says they crucified him at the 3rd hour. Actually the 
crucifixion was an all-day event that involved Jesus being sent to be crucified, him being nailed 
to the cross, his garments divided, getting taunted with vinegar, being given a crown of thorns, 
having the sign “King of the Jews” put over his head, being stabbed with the spear, the Jesus’ 
cry to his father, and his giving up his spirit. One account says this happened at the third hour. 
Another says the sixth hour. Two witnesses mention two different hours three hours apart to 
describe the “crucifixion”, referring to different points on this all-day event. This is hardly a 
contradiction pointing to the falsehood of the event. Rather, the differences in detail indicate 
that the accounts come from independent, early witnesses. They actually speak to the 
reliability of the accounts. The accounts would be more likely to be based on corroborated 
testimony if there were no such differences.
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For by grace you have been saved through faith. And this is not your own doing; 
it is the gift of God, not a result of works, so that no one may boast. (Ephesians 
2:8-9) 

You see that a person is justified by works and not by faith alone. (James 2:24) 

This is a problem of failing to address context and to conceptualize the larger issue. All through 
the New Testament Paul argues that all men are saved by God’s mercy because God has made 
them his children on account of their faith and love for him. However, both Paul (the writer of 
Ephesians) and James agreed that a true faith in and relationship with God results in a changed 
person who desires to obey God’s commandments and do good deeds. James’ verse is 
merely a reflection of that.


