
 
Sermon Series: Honest to God: Real Questions People Ask 
To be used with: Session Four: Why Should I Trust the Bible? 
Sermon Title Possibilities: 

Is the Bible Reliable? 
 The Bible Tests 
Scripture: Selected 
Sermon Text: Luke 10:38-42 

 
Connection to Unit Theme: Many scientists and popular authors discredit the Bible, saying that 
is a book filled with myths, inaccuracies, contradictions, and unsubstantiated by modern science. 
Our session this week revealed that the Bible is the only safe place to build your life. But what if 
the Bible is not true? This sermon will share several tests that will show that the Bible can be 
trusted and that it is reliable. Note: This is a little different kind of sermon, in that it doesn’t 
expand on a text. But since most logical arguments are based on the idea that a document can’t 
prove itself, the purpose of this sermon is to provide an argument for the reliability of the Bible 
based on external evidence.  
 
Introduction:  
I once was in the car that struck a motorcycle, sending the cyclist flying in the air for over 100 
feet. An insurance examiner showed up at my house to question me about the incident because 
the driver of the motorcycle was suing the driver of the car. The insurance man was gathering 
evidence from the eyewitnesses. I was an eyewitness.  
 
Eyewitness testimony can be compelling and convincing. When a witness has observed an event, 
when there’s no bias or ulterior motives, when the witness is honest and fair, the witness can 
provide the information to point one in the direction of the truth—be that a criminal case or a car 
accident. 
 
And eyewitness testimony is just as crucial in investigating the reliability of the Bible.  
 
Do we have the testimony of anyone who watched Jesus live, who heard His teachings, who 
witnessed His death, who perhaps even encountered Him after His alleged resurrection? The 
answer is yes. They wrote what we commonly refer to as The Gospels of Jesus Christ.  
 
To judge whether these eyewitnesses are valid they need to be tested. Just as the insurance agent 
asked me a series of question about the accident I witnessed, a series of questions asked of the 
gospel writers will or will not verify the veracity and reliability of Scripture. 
 
I. The Test of Time Lapse: Were the gospels written so far after the events that legend 
developed and distorted what was finally written down, turning Jesus from merely a wise teacher 
into the mythological Son of God?  
 
The standard scholarly dating, even in very liberal circles, is Mark in the 70s, Matthew and Luke 
in the 80s, John in the 90s. That is still within the lifetimes of various eyewitnesses of the life of 
Jesus, including hostile eyewitnesses who would have served as a corrective if false teachings 
about Jesus were going around. 
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If we contrast the time lapse with other literature of antiquity it really isn’t that long. For 
example, the two earliest biographies of Alexander the Great were written more than four 
hundred years after Alexander’s death in 323 B.C., yet historians consider them to be generally 
trustworthy. So whether the gospels were written sixty years or thirty years after the life of Jesus, 
the amount of time by comparison is negligible. 
 
II. The Test of Accuracy: Did the gospel writers seek to accurately preserve history?  
 
Luke’s gospel preface begins like other trusted historical and biographical works of antiquity. 
“Many have undertaken to draw up an account of things that have been fulfilled among us, just 
as they were handed down to us by those who from the first were eyewitnesses and servants of 
the word. Therefore, since I myself have carefully investigated everything from the beginning, it 
seemed good also to me to write an orderly account for you, most excellent Theophilus, so that 
you may know the certainty of the things you have been taught” (Luke 1:1-4 NIV). Luke is 
clearly stating that he intends to write accurately about the things he investigated and found to be 
supported by witnesses. 
 
Does he pass the test? 
 
One prominent archaeologist carefully examined Luke’s references to thirty-two countries, fifty-
four cities, and nine islands, finding not a single mistake. Luke writes a significant portion of the 
New Testament in his two books. It is extremely important that he has established himself to be a 
scrupulously accurate historian, even in the smallest details. Modern secular historians have 
called him the finest historian of antiquity. 
 
III. The Test of Consistency: Don’t the gospels contradict each other to the point that no one 
can trust what they say?  
 
The second example is where Mark and Luke write that Jesus sent the demons into the swine at 
Gerasa, while Matthew says it was in Gadara. That’s two different places, right? But what if 
someone asked where I was going this afternoon? To one person I said, “I’m going to Hyde 
Park.” And to a newcomer to our fair city who might think Hyde Park was only in London 
instead of an area on the south side of the city of Chicago, I simply said “Chicago.” The possible 
solution for this one event in the different gospel accounts is that Gerasa is a town in the 
province of Gadara. 
 
The gospel authors wrote about the same things from different perspectives. Many of the 
discrepancies are simply that of a varied perspective. Granted, it would be a serious 
overstatement to say that all discrepancies within the biblical text have been easily and 
satisfactorily resolved. But these problems are few and far between. 
 
Furthermore, if the gospels had been identical to each other, word for word, this would have 
raised charges that the authors had conspired among themselves to coordinate their stories in 
advance.  
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IV. The Test of Archaeology: When the gospels mention people, places, and events, can they be 
independently verified?  
 
Archaeology is the study of non-perishable debris; the rubbish man has left behind that has 
survived the ravages of time. Archaeology does not prove that the New Testament is the Word of 
God or not. Archaeology is a kind of dusty DNA that proves that a person or place existed or that 
an event occurred and thereby provides powerful circumstantial evidence for the truth. 
 
 During the past four decades, spectacular discoveries have produced data corroborating the 
historical backdrop of the Gospels. Here’s one.  
 
During excavations at the ruins of Caesarea Maritima, the ancient seat of Roman government in 
Judea, a stone slab bearing a badly damaged inscription was uncovered. The name Pontius Pilate 
was on it. According to experts, the complete inscription may have read “Pontius Pilate, the 
prefect of Judea, has dedicated to the people of Caesarea a temple in honor of Tiberius.” The 
discovery is truly significant because it is the only inscription ever found bearing Pilate’s name, 
and establishes that the man depicted in the gospels as Judea’s Roman governor had the authority 
ascribed to him by the gospel writers. 
 
Archaeology repeatedly confirms the reliability of the New Testament.  
 
Noted archaeologist Nelson Glueck has boldly asserted, “As a matter of fact, however, it may be 
clearly stated categorically that no archeological discovery has ever controverted a single biblical 
reference. Scores of archeological findings have been made which confirm in clear outline or 
exact detail historical statements in the Bible.” 
 
While the tests I have presented are not exhaustive, I hope they will cause you to realize that the 
Bible is the reliable, authentic Word of God. 
 
 
Rick Ezell is the Senior Pastor at First Baptist Church, Greer, SC. He and his wife, Cindy, have 
one child. 
 


