
Do you suffer from a neurological disor-
der? According to Bill Maher, former host
of Politically Incorrect, believers experi-
ence a psychological condition that
“stops them from thinking.” Having been
programmed with religious beliefs as a
child, he counts himself lucky to have
escaped. He pities the poor, ignorant
masses that call themselves Christians. 

It seems that at every turn, the media
depicts the average Christian as a pitiful-
ly unintelligent person ignorant of modern
science. According to popular wisdom,
only less intelligent, less learned, and
perhaps less evolved people still believe
in the idea of God. On the other hand,
those who do not accept the doctrines of
the Christian faith are freethinkers who
consider themselves liberated from the
oppression of religion. The media would
have us believe that the academic elite
and the intelligentsia are among those
who really know that the Bible is just a
collection of myths, fables, and propa-
ganda. According to critics, believing in
God makes about as much sense as
believing in an Invisible Pink Unicorn. 

In a recent interview in the March/April
2007 issue of Biblical Archaeology
Review, four noted biblical scholars were
asked about the connection between
scholarship and faith. At one time, all four
considered themselves believers. Now
only two admit to believing in God, and
their views are certainly less than ortho-
dox. Neither affirms the idea of the
inerrancy of the Scriptures. Both seem to
believe that historical events have no
basis in faith, even though Scripture
clearly states that the actuality of the res-
urrection is a foundation of belief (cf. 1
Cor. 15:12-19). 

The BAR article cites a recent study by
two professors from Harvard and George
Mason universities. The study measured,
in part, the religious attitudes of profes-
sors from four types of institutions: com-
munity colleges, four-year colleges,

20 T H I N K A U G U S T   2 0 0 7

Dewayne Bryant, M.A.

Do Scholars 
Believe in God? 

L I G H T  F R O M  T H E  P A S T

 



schools offering doctoral degrees, and
the elite (top 50) schools in the country.
The study further delineated three cate-
gories of belief: atheists, those who
believe in a God or higher power, and
those who believe in the teachings of the
Bible. Removing those who said they
believed in a higher power “some of the
time,” the study found that among the
vast majority of universities and colleges,
believers were two to three times more
numerous than atheists were. Only in the
elite schools did atheists surpass believ-
ers in terms of numbers, but even then, it
was only by a few percentage points. If
we add those with a nominal faith, even
in the elite schools those who believe in
some kind of deity outrank atheists by
nearly 2 to 1. So much for the myth that
faith is only held by the intellectually chal-
lenged. 

That isn’t to say that studying the past is
easy. I took an independent research
course on ancient Near Eastern history
my senior year in college. I studied the
cultures of Sumer, Babylon, and Assyria,
and the enormous influence they had on
history and culture that we still feel today.
As part of the reading for the course, I
chose a book entitled The Mythic Past,
written by Thomas Thompson. After read-
ing barely a third of it, I put it away
because I was wracked with doubt.
Thompson argued that the Bible really
wasn’t inspired, saying that it is nothing
more than an archaic book full of fiction-
alized history. Many people believe today,
as I did then, that “this guy’s got a Ph.D.
He’s a scholar. What if he’s really onto
something?” Only later did I possess the
knowledge to know he was the one who
was uninformed.

The media often plays the scholar card.
Print and television media commonly
suggest we can safely dismiss the claims
of Jesus because “scholars” say He real-
ly didn’t utter most of what He supposed-
ly said. We can forget about the exodus

and conquest because archaeologists
have never found any proof. And if any-
one should ever want to be a Christian
(gasp!), he or she needs to realize that
the Bible left out lots of books that should
have been included. Why? Because
scholars say so. Here are just a few dis-
cussions going around in the current
debate:

Jesus was just a good teacher, but
nothing more than a mortal man. Relying
on non-inspired gospels, unbelieving
scholars try to show that Jesus was just

another man on the street. What most
people don’t know is that they cherry-
pick the evidence, using inferior sources
as their main texts while dismissing the
best ones that pass the test of credibility. 

David and Solomon were figments of
someone’s imagination. More than a few
critics have tried to crush the historicity
of the united monarchy. Most important,
the Bible is not permitted as evidence in
the debate because opponents say it’s
biased. Only extra-biblical evidence is
allowed, but when it supports the his-
toricity of the two kings, hostile scholars
scurry to explain it away, even when their
explanations are virtually laughable. 

There was no exodus or conquest of
Canaan. While there isn’t a lot of extra-
biblical evidence to support the sojourn
and conquest traditions, there is more
than enough proof when compared to
other events of world history. I’ve got two
words for the wealth of evidence sup-
porting the exodus and conquest: case
closed.

There are other books that probably
belong in the Bible. We must remember
that agenda often drives scholarship.
Just as in secular science, there is often
the myth that scholars study the evidence
dispassionately without interjecting their

own opinions. There are numerous exam-
ples of anti-Christian scholars stating
their beliefs in the very beginning, then fil-
tering the evidence to make it fit their
already-drawn conclusions.

Sadly, the myth that only ignorant,
unlearned people are Christians won’t go
away anytime soon. We see it constantly,
especially in what I call “bumper-sticker
theology.” We have classic drive-time
gems like, “Fine … I evolved, you didn’t,”
“God is a control freak,” and “My dog fin-
ished first in his class at Harvard Divinity
School.” One of my favorites is, “Don’t
pray in my school and I won’t think in your
church.” Of course, we would be remiss
not to mention the bold but devilishly pop-
ular “I Love Roman Lions” (somehow I
doubt a sticker saying “I Love Nazis”
would be as warmly received). Secular
humanists say that we should be tolerant
of other viewpoints, so why don’t they
practice what they preach? 

Atheist websites on the Internet offer
products from bumper stickers to coffee
mugs to T-shirts that proudly display anti-
Christian messages, most of which are
intellectually insulting. My question is
this: why is it that people who knew
Jesus personally and witnessed His cru-
cifixion and resurrection firsthand are not
to be trusted, when moderns who have
no contact with Jesus are to be believed? 

If believers really do suffer from a men-
tally debilitating disorder, then my ques-
tion for people like Bill Maher is, “How is
it that so many scholars from the most
prestigious universities in America
believe in God?” Yes, there are archaeol-
ogists and historians who doubt the relia-
bility of the Bible. But often it takes a
trained eye to see that they must abuse
the evidence to make it fit their anti-
Christian preconceptions. Interpretation
plays a large part in how one evaluates
the evidence. The stones can be made to
tell more than one story. It just depends
on who is doing the reading. !
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