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WHAT ABOUT OBJECTIONS TO THE CLAIMS OF THE BIBLE? 
July 18 &19, 2015   Luke 1:1-4; 2 Peter 1:16; 1 John 1:1-4 

 

Introduction: As we consider objections to the claims of the Bible it might be important to 

remind ourselves about the nature of skepticism and doubt. 

Skepticism and unbelief should not unnerve us. It has been persistent throughout 

human history ever since Genesis 3. It was directed at Jesus by people who heard him teach 

and saw him perform miracles and it was expressed to his apostles when they preached the 

gospel.  
 

But when the Pharisees heard it, they said, “It is only by Beelzebul, the prince of 

demons, that this man casts out demons.” Mt 12:24 
 

For not even his brothers believed in him. John 7:5 
 

Though he had done so many signs before them, they still did not believe in him. . . John 

12:37 
 

And they led him away to their council, and they said, “If you are the Christ, tell us.” But 

he said to them, “If I tell you, you will not believe.”  Luke:22:66, 67 
 

Now when they heard of the resurrection of the dead, some mocked.  Acts 17:32 
 

Just as skepticism and unbelief should not be a threat to us, so doubt should not 

surprise us in ourselves or others. Abraham doubted, John the Baptist doubted, the disciples 

doubted. It arises from our deep need for security and our desire for certainty both of which 

we lost when sin entered the world. We are anxious about what is uncertain and fearful of 

being wrong. For broken human beings, absolute certainty about anything is impossible. Given 

the capacity of the human mind for abstract thinking along with our deep-seated insecurities 

as sinful people, we are capable of doubting even the most basic assumptions of our own 

existence. Therefore it should come as no surprise that we would experience doubt regarding 

our beliefs about the Bible, Jesus and the Gospel. The best way to deal with doubt is to 

confront the objections that arise from our own hearts or from the minds of others. 

Objections come in different forms. In addition to there being objections to the Bible, 

there are also objections to Christianity generally. Some are historical in nature, others are 

philosophical but these are certainly beyond the scope of where we are headed today. Our 

focus in on the Bible which is the singular basis for orthodox Christian faith. There are two 

general categories of objections to the Bible. One concerns what the Bible says or teaches and 
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the other pertains to what the Bible is or claims to be.  

When objecting to what the Bible says, some will claim the Bible is not trustworthy 

because it contains contradictions. In other words, according to these critics the Bible gives 

more than one account of the same event which differ in some way from each other. For 

example the creation account in Genesis is sometimes cited or the birth narratives of Jesus in 

the Gospels. Those who think this way mistakenly assume difference mean contradiction. 

Some will say we cannot trust the Bible because it presents a bloodthirsty God of 

judgment who orders the death of men, women and children and even requires the torture 

and death of his own Son not to mention creating an eternal hell for all who don’t believe in 

him. On the basis of this perception, these folks find the Bible morally objectionable. 

 Still others object that the Bible is a culturally outdated document that suppresses the 

rights of women, oppresses people with same-sex attraction and supports the practice of 

slavery. Through this lens the Bible is seen as a socially repressive book. 

 Many will say that the Bible is not reliable because they believe it is scientifically 

inaccurate. This objection often comes from those who accept some form of naturalistic 

evolution.  A narrative like Genesis one and two are seen to be the legends of primitive people 

developed to explain the existence of their world. By this rendering the Bible is seen to be an 

antiquated document. 

 Though there are reasonable answers to each of these objections, given the very limited 

time we have today we will not try to address them. A good source to help with many of these 

questions is Tim Keller’s book, The Reason for God.  In a series loosely based on his book I gave 

a number of messages a few years ago that also respond to these questions. The audio of 

those messages can be accessed on our church website. 

 Not only then, are there objections to what the Bible says, there are objections to what 

the Bible is or claims to be. There are two primary objections. One argument says because 

these materials are written by people who claimed allegiance to Jesus, the events they report 

are not historically accurate but are the result of personal bias.  The second complaint reasons 

that because we do not have the original documents written by the human authors of the NT, 

and because what we do have are copies of copies made over centuries, the process has 

introduced so many errors and additions that we can have no confidence that these 

documents are at all the same as the originals. 

The central claim of the Bible in regard to its nature is that it is inspired, or as we noted 

in the last installment of this series, God-breathed. As such, it claims to be God’s revelation to 
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man. At the center of this revelation is the Gospel of Jesus Christ and at the center of that 

Gospel is an historical event known as the resurrection of Jesus from the dead. According to 

Paul, the Apostle, who wrote 13 of the 27 New Testament books, if this event did not occur 

then Christianity is false.   

 Based on Paul’s statement in 1 Corinthians 15, the accuracy of the NT regarding the 

historical account of Jesus life, death and resurrection matters more than anything else 

about the Bible. If the Bible gets it wrong on this point, all other questions are irrelevant. It is 

in the Gospels, the first four books of the NT that we are given the account of what Jesus said 

and did. So it is on the accuracy of the NT and of its Gospels specifically that we will focus our 

attention today.    

Though we will talk about evidence for the reliability of the text of the Bible, I want to 

remind you that objective evidence for or against the Bible is not ultimately what makes 

people believe or disbelieve.  That we will talk about in our final teaching of this series in two 

weeks. It will be the most important message of the series. 
  

 The NT writers claim to be eyewitnesses to the events they report or to have gathered 

their information from people who were eyewitnesses. In other words, they are claiming that 

their accounts are reliable. So let’s read their claims. 

 
1Inasmuch as many have undertaken to compile a narrative of the things that have been 

accomplished among us, 

 2 just as those who from the beginning were eyewitnesses and ministers of the word have 

delivered them to us,  
3 it seemed good to me also, having followed all things closely for some time past, to write an 

orderly account for you, most excellent Theophilus,  
4 that you may have certainty concerning the things you have been taught.               Luke 1:1-4 
 

16 For we did not follow cleverly devised myths when we made known to you the power and 

coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but we were eyewitnesses of his majesty.              2 Peter 1:16 
 

1That which was from the beginning, which we have heard, which we have seen with our eyes, 

which we looked upon and have touched with our hands, concerning the word of life—  
2 the life was made manifest, and we have seen it, and testify to it and proclaim to you the 

eternal life, which was with the Father and was made manifest to us—  
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3 that which we have seen and heard we proclaim also to you, so that you too may have 

fellowship with us; and indeed our fellowship is with the Father and with his Son Jesus Christ.  
4 And we are writing these things so that our joy may be complete.                           1 John 1:1-4

 

 

There are three basic questions researchers ask of ancient documents in order to 

determine their reliability. So let’s ask those questions of the NT documents.  
 

I. How do the documents of the New Testament compare with documentation of other 

ancient literature? 

A. Here is a sampling of ancient writers with their dates of writings  and  the existing 

copies of those writings. We will return to this chart shortly but for now just look at the 

existing copies of these writers works (far right column). 
 

Examples of Ancient Literature 

Author              date written  earliest copy           span             copies  

Pliny   A.D. 61-113  A.D. 850  750   yrs  7 

Plato                       427-347B.C.  A.D. 900  1200 yrs  7 

Demosthenes 4th Cent. B.C. A.D. 1100  800   yrs  8 

Herodotus  480-425 B.C. A.D. 900  1300 yrs  8 

Suetonius  A.D. 75-160  A.D. 950  800   yrs  8 

Thucydides  460-400 B.C. A.D. 900  1300 yrs  8 

Euripides  480-406 B.C. A.D. 1100  1300 yrs  9 

Aristophanes 450-385 B.C. A.D. 900  1200 yrs  10 

Caesar  100-44B.C.  A.D. 900  1000 yrs  10 

Tacitus   A.D. 100  A.D. 1100  1000 yrs  20 

Aristotle  384-322 B.C. A.D. 1100  1400 yrs  49 

Sophocles  496-406 B.C. A.D. 1000  1400 yrs  193 

Homer (Iliad) 900 B.C.  400 B.C.  500   yrs  643  

B. NT scholar, F. F. Bruce says:  “No Classical scholar would listen to an argument 
that the authenticity of Herodotus or Thucydides is in doubt because the earliest 
manuscripts of their works which are of any use to us are over 1,300 years later than the 
originals.” Are the New Testament Documents Reliable 

C. So how do the New Testament documents compare to other ancient literature? 
“[For translating the New Testament] . . . we have Greek manuscripts—thousands of 
them, some reaching as far back as the second century. And we have very ancient 
translations directly from the Greek that give us a good sense of the Greek text that 
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would have been available in those regions where that early version was used. These 
include Latin, Syriac, and Coptic especially. Altogether, we have at least 20,000 
handwritten manuscripts in Greek, Latin, Syriac, Coptic and other ancient languages that 
help us to determine the wording of the original. Almost 6000 of these manuscripts are 
in Greek alone. And we have more than one million quotations of the New Testament 
by church fathers. There is absolutely nothing in the Greco-Roman world that comes 
even remotely close to this wealth of data. The New Testament has more manuscripts 
that are within a century or two of the original than anything else from the Greco-
Roman world too. If we have to be skeptical about what the original New Testament 
said, that skepticism, on average, should be multiplied one thousand times for other 
Greco-Roman literature.”  Daniel Wallace, New Testament Scholar 

D. What about variations in the manuscripts? Should this give us concern? 

1. Types of variants 

a) Spelling and obvious copying errors, 75% of all variants  

b) Changes that can’t be translated e.g. word order (this does not affect 
meaning) 

c) Changes that do affect meaning but are not viable (i.e. not supported 
in other reliable manuscripts and thus are clearly incorrect readings) 

d) Meaningful and viable (less than 1%) i.e. affect meaning of the 
immediate context and do have viability but none of these affect Christian 
doctrine E.g. Acts 7:4; Mk 16:9-20; John 7:53-8:11 

2. However, even Bart Ehrman, a New Testament scholar who argues against 
the reliability of the Bible, recognizes, “Most of the changes found in our early 
Christian manuscripts have nothing to do with theology or ideology. Far and away 
the most changes are the result of mistakes, pure and simple—slips of the pen, 
accidental omissions, inadvertent additions, misspelled words, blunders of one 
sort or another. . . . Essential Christian beliefs are not affected by textual variants 
in the manuscript tradition of the New Testament.”   

3. The survival of various manuscripts is regarded as a strength by Christian 
scholars in establishing a critical text of the New Testament. . . . The existence of a 
large number of manuscripts in different languages with their origins in widely 
separated churches yet in substantive agreement with one another is an 
argument in favor of the integrity of the New Testament. Michael Nasi Ali 

4. The wide range of variants shows a lack of active standardization of the text 
and a lack of standardized suppression of variant texts and therefore through the 

http://www.amazon.com/gp/product/0060859512/?tag=thegospcoal-20
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process of textual criticism we can establish with great confidence the wording of 
the original text.  Amy Orr-Ewing 

5. Critical editions of the Bible (as well as some common editions) footnote 
textual variations. Unlike other religious texts, there is no conspiracy to cover up 
these variants, they are freely noted and acknowledged.  

 

The second question researchers ask of ancient documents is: 

II. What is the time difference between the original writing of the New Testament 

documents and the existing copies? (i.e. Do centuries of coyping make it impossible to trust 

the NT?) 

A. The cynics view: “No television preacher has ever read the Bible. Neither has any 

evangelical politician. Neither has the pope. Neither have I. And neither have you. At 

best, we’ve all read a bad translation—a translation of translations of translations of 

hand-copied copies of copies of copies of copies, and on and on, hundreds of times.” 

Kurt Eichenwald, The Bible: So Misunderstood It’s a Sin, Newsweek, December 23, 2014 

B. OT example: The Great Isaiah Scroll  (the oldest complete copy of the book of 

Isaiah, 24 ft long 11 in high) 

1. This scroll was discovered in 1946 in a cave near the Dead Sea. Eventually 

11 caves were discovered with a total of 981 documents. Perhaps none were as 

important for biblical scholarship as the Great Isaiah Scroll. It is the oldest known 

copy of the complete book of Isaiah. 

2. Previous to this, the oldest known complete copy of Isaiah was the 

Leningrad codex dated 1008 AD. This scroll is dated to at least 100BC. This means 

that there is 1100 years between the Leningrad Codex and the Great Isaiah scroll! 

What does it reveal about the accuracy of the copying process over so many 

centuries?   

3. "Of the 166 words in Isaiah 53, there are only 17 letters in question. Ten of 

these letters are simply a matter of spelling, which does not affect the sense. Four 

more letters are minor stylistic changes, such as conjunctions. The three 

remaining letters comprise the word LIGHT, which is added in verse 11 and which 

does not affect the meaning greatly. Furthermore, this word is supported by the 

Septuagint (LXX). Thus, in one chapter of 166 words, there is only one word (three 

letters) in question after a thousand years of transmission - and this word does 

not significantly change the meaning of the passage." Norman Geisler & William 



P a g e  | 7 

 

WHY WE CAN TRUST THE BIBLE  PART3 
 

Nix, A General Introduction to the Bible 

C. NT examples: The oldest New Testament fragment, p52 from John’s gospel (ch. 

18), dates to approximately 125A.D. putting it at least within two to three decades of 

the original writing. 

D. The oldest complete NT manuscriptes are Sinaiticus and Vaticanus dating 

between 325 and 400 A.D. 

1.  “. . . the evidence from Irenaeus [130-202 AD] . . . shows most books in our 
New Testament were being used and recognized 125 years before Constantine [c. 
325 AD]. This list includes the four gospels, Acts, Paul’s letters, 1 Peter, and 1 
John.”  Darrel Bock, New Testament Scholar 

2. Copies of New Testament manuscripts are not only far more abundant than 
other ancient literature, many of them are far closer to the original writing. See 
and compare the “span” column on the chart of Ancient Literature in point 
number I.  

 

The third question researchers ask of ancient documents is: 
III. What is the time difference between the events of the New Testament and the 
original writing? 

A. The skeptics perspective: The NT Gospel accounts are simply legend developed by 
the followers of Jesus. 

B. The writing of the New Testament is far too early for the formation of legend. 
There is simply not enough time to formulate a legend about Jesus. 

1. Paul writes 15-25 years after Jesus 

2. The Gospels were written 35-65 years after Jesus 

3. Many eyewitness to Jesus’ life lived on for many years after his death 

a) Paul notes that Jesus appeared to more than 500 witnesses at one 
time and that most of them were still living when he wrote thirty years 
after Jesus’ death.  (cf. 1 Cor.15:1-8) 

b) The British scholar, Vincent Taylor remarked that if the skeptics of 
the Bible are right, “the disciples must have been translated into heaven 
immediately after the resurrection.” 

C. The details of the Gospels are not indicative of legend. 

1. It is most likely that the Gospel writers composed their books while not in 
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Jewish Palestine. (Mark in Rome, Luke in Antioch likely, John in Ephesus, Matthew 
in Judea likely.) If they wrote from outside of Palestine some 35-65 years after the 
events, why should we trust them? Do they get the details right as eyewitnesses 
would? 

2.  The kind of detail given in the narrative of the Gospels demonstrate that it 
cannot be fiction because such fictional writing was unknown in the first century. 

a) Literary critic, C. S. Lewis, observed: “I have been reading poems, 
romances, vision literature, legends, and myths all my life. I know what they 
are like. I know none of them are like this. Of this [Gospel] text there are 
only two possible views. Either this is reportage . . . or else, some unknown 
[ancient] writer . . . without known predecessors or successors, suddenly 
anticipated the whole technique of modern novelistic, realistic narrative . . 
.” 

b) In his book, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, Richard Bauckham compiled 
a large collection of recent research on recollective memory comparing 
how they differ from fictional accounts or composite historical 
reconstructions. 

(1) He notes, “Recollective memory is selective—it fixes on unique 
and consequential events, it retains irrelevant detail, it takes the 
limited vantage point of a participant rather than that of an 
omniscient narrator, and it shows signs of frequent rehearsal.” 

(2)  Bauckham demonstrates that these are the marks of the New 
Testament Gospels. 

c) Do the authors know by name of the actual places where the events 
took place? 

(1) The most commonly mentioned place in the Gospels is 
Jerusalem (66x), the second most mentioned is Nazareth (21), 
Capernaum (16) in addition to many other specific place names. How 
would someone in a distant location like Syria, Greece, Turkey or 
Egypt know of these places unless they were reporting eyewitness 
accounts. 

(a) The four Gospels mention 12-14 place names each, a 
total of 23 different place names in all. The writers took 
enormous care to give accurate details. This is characteristic of 
eyewitness testimony. 
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(b) Later false-gospels mention only one place name and 
sometimes none. 

d) Do the writers call the characters the correct names?  

(1) In 2002 Israeli scholar, Tal Ilan, listed three thousand Jewish 
names found in archeological materials of 1st century Jewish 
communities in the Middle East.  These names shows a different 
frequency of use various geographical locations. 

(2) Richard Bauckham (Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 2008) looked 
at this study and correlated it with the Gospels to discover what 
people were actually called in first century Jewish Palestine and what 
they were called in the New Testament. Of the top 9 names used in 
that first century culture they represent 41% of all names used. In the 
NT Gospels and Acts they represent 40 percent of all names used! If 
one examines names used in any other first century community 
outside of Palestine a completely different pattern of names occurs. 
This not something a person with no eyewitness access would or 
could get right. Yet the Gospel writers get the right names and the 
right proportion of names used in this place at this time. For 
example, in Matthew 10 where the disciples are listed, when any of 
the ten most frequently used names occur they are differentiated 
while the names that are not popular have no distinguishing 
identification. For example: 

(a) Simon (1st) Peter 

(b) Andrew (not in top 100) 

(c) James (11th) the son of Zebedee 

(d) John (5th) his brother 

(e) not Phillip (65th)  

(f) not Bartholomew (50th)  

(g) not Thomas (not in top 100)  

(h) Matthew (9th) the tax collector 

(i) James (11th) the son of Alphaeus 

(j) not Thaddeus (39th) 
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(k) Simon (1st) the Zealot 

(l) Judas (4th) Iscariot 

(3) These correlations could not have been artificially produced 
since these statistics were completely unknown until recently. 

(4) Later so-called gospels such as the Gospels of Thomas, Mary, 
and Judas, are not congruent with first century Palestinian Jewish 
names revealing that they were forgeries written much later. 

 

CONCLUSION: God has graciously and providentially preserved his Word for us from its first 
writing until now. We show that we treasure it and the God who gave it by reading it, 
reflecting upon it and obeying it. 
 
 


