Tested Faith
Is our Scriptural Foundation Reliable?


The Bible is an amazing book, written in three different languages, over a period of 1600 years by 40 different human writers. While it is one complete book, it is also a collection of sixty-six individual books that progressively tell us God’s plan of redemption.

But what makes the Bible different from the Koran? From the Book of Mormon? From the Chronicles of Narnia? Or, from any other books regarded as holy? 

The Scriptures themselves make a lofty claim. They claim to be inspired, God-breathed. (2 Tim 3.15-17). They claim that the entire process was supervised by God’s Spirit personally (2 Peter 1.21). It claims to be alive and powerful (Hebrews 4.12). It claims to bring about regeneration (James 1.18; 1 Peter 1.23-25; Rom 10.17; 2 Tim 3.15).

However, without evidence, these are merely assertions. When the Bible is put on trial, is there enough evidence to bring about a conviction concerning what it claims?


We believe the Bible can be trusted because it can be tested.


1. The Bible can be tested in its TRANSMISSION. 
Do we have what was originally written, or has it become impossibly corrupted?

The evidence to be considered here involves manuscripts. We need to look at primarily three specific areas to judge whether the words we hold now accurately reflect the words of the original writing. We need to consider the quantity of manuscripts, the consistency of them, and their proximity to the date of writing.

a. What does the QUANTITY of manuscripts tell us about the Bible’s transmission?
What has been the historical standard in scholarship to accept a writing as legitimate? Consider these examples as a baseline:
1. Homer’s Iliad
a. Date of Writing:	900 BC (ca.)
b. Oldest manuscripts:	400 BC (ca.)
c. Proximity Gap:	500 years
d. Copies:		1800 (estimated)
e. Consensus: Though some questions remain unanswered, Homer is still traditionally identified as the writer for the Iliad.

2. Julius Caesar’s Gallic Wars:
a. Date of Writing:	50 BC (ca.)
b. Oldest manuscripts:	900 AD (ca.)
c. Proximity Gap:	1000+ years
d. Copies:		250 (estimated)
e. Consensus: Julius is still traditionally identified as the writer for the Gallic Wars.
3. Josephus’ The Jewish War:
a. Date of Writing:	75 AD (ca.)
b. Oldest manuscripts:	900 AD (ca.)
c. Proximity Gap:	825+ years
d. Copies:		9 (Greek manuscripts)
e. Consensus: Josephus is traditionally identified as the writer for The Jewish War.

4. The New Testament
a. Date of Writing:	50-100 AD (ca.)
b. Oldest manuscripts:	125-150 AD (ca.)
c. Proximity Gap:	50+ years
d. Copies:		~5700 (Greek manuscripts)
e. Consensus: The Greek New Testament is the best attested ancient writing that we can investigate. We can have a high degree of confidence that the text of the New Testament has been reliably transmitted and that we can identify what the original authors wrote.
f. CAVEAT: Recognizing that the Bible has not been tampered with in its entire history is not the same as saying that what it teaches is accurate or true.


b. What does the CONSISTENCY of manuscripts tell us about the Bible’s transmission?
1. With almost 6000 manuscripts, the sheer volume sounds impressive. But, there’s still a question that needs to be addressed: “Do these manuscripts agree with each other?”
2. Do these nearly 6K manuscripts agree 100% in every “jot and tittle…”
3. No – but we wouldn't expect perfect agreement from thousands of manuscripts copied by hand across many centuries and geographical regions.
4. Ironically, the large number of manuscripts that creates so many variants is also what allows us to identify them.
a. Example: Some copyist may accidentally transpose Jesus Christ and write Christ Jesus… Is this a problem? No – the words are still preserved.
b. Further, because of the vast multitude of manuscripts, it can be established beyond reasonable doubt what happened.
c. Most differences involve things such as spelling, word order, omitted or repeated words, and other ordinary copying differences. More significant variants exist and should not be ignored, but because we can compare thousands of witnesses, they are visible rather than hidden.

c. What does the PROXIMITY of the manuscripts tell us about the Bible’s transmission?
1. If you remember Homer, Julius, and Josephus, the gap between the time of writing and the earliest copies we have access to were quite a time jump. We were removed from the original composition by 500 to 1000 years.
2. Yet, with that time jump, no rational person claims some great conspiracy exists that changed the Iliad, the Gallic Wars, or the Jewish War.
3. The Bible not only has more manuscript evidence, it is closer to the time of writing. Many times, a manuscript can be found within the first 100 years of the date of writing.
4. We have better support, greater consistency, and closer proximity than all other ancient literature. If we judge the Bible by the same standards as other works of literature, we have great confidence that we have what the apostles originally wrote.

So far, we've established only one thing: we have very good reason to believe that we know what the New Testament authors wrote. But that creates another question: What if they were wrong?
A perfectly preserved error is still an error. Thus, our second test has to move beyond the words themselves and ask whether those words accurately describe the real world.




2. The Bible can be tested in its NARRATION.
When the Bible describes people, places, and events, does the evidence agree?

The Bible tells a story. It mentions real places, real people, and real events as though it is narrating a true story. Often, skeptics want to label Scriptures as a work of fiction, akin with The Lord of the Rings, Chronicles of Narnia, or any work with a self-contained universe. 

However, we can’t explore Middle Earth, Narnia, or parallel universes. History and Archaeology cannot validate those claims made by Lucy, Frodo, or Samwise. The Bible does not present itself as mythology occurring in an imaginary world. It repeatedly identifies actual kings, cities, nations, geographical locations, political offices, wars, and historical events. These details expose its narration to investigation. The Bible makes specific claims about our world, the real world. Can the story it narrates be validated?

a. People 
Are the people named in Scripture ever validated outside of Scripture?

1. Pontius Pilate
a. We remember him as the one who permitted the crucifixion of Jesus
b. But, if we never had the Bible, would we hear of Pontius Pilate?
c. 1961 – the stone spoke up!
i. Pontius Pilate was named in Caesarea By-the-Sea (Maritime)
ii. He was called the Prefect of Judea
iii. This is fascinating because not only does it prove that Pilate existed, it shows the care in which Luke handled details.
1. The Roman historian, Tacitus, anachronistically calls Pilate a “procurator,” a term that began to be used in the time of Claudius.
2. Luke avoids that error as he narrates a real story in a real world with real people.

2. Hezekiah
a. 2015 – The Hezekiah Bulla (discovered in 2009) is revealed to the world
i. A bulla is a small lump of clay, hardened over time, that would have sealed a document or container.
ii. Though the document or container was long gone, the clay spoke: “Belonging to Hezekiah, son of Ahaz, king of Judah.”
iii. It is the first royal seal of an Israelite / Judaean King found in a controlled archaeological dig.

b. Hezekiah’s Tunnel
i. This 1750-foot tunnel is not for those who don’t like tight spaces!
ii. It was a conduit, carved in solid rock, directing water from the Gihon Springs into the Pool of Siloam.
iii. You can walk through the tunnel, see some of the ancient foundation stones of the temple, and verify the account described in 2 Chronicles 32.30.

c. Assyrian Prisms
i. King Hezekiah is verifiable outside of the land of Israel as well.
ii. In the Palace walls at Nineveh, the story is told of how Sennacherib trapped Hezekiah in the city (though the Assyrian story doesn’t tell how it ended!).
iii. The Taylor Prism dated to Sennacherib’s reign names Hezekiah as a king who paid tribute.

3. Belshazzar
a. You know him from the book of Daniel and the handwriting on the wall…
b. The problem for centuries was there was no room for Belshazzar to be a ruler…every single list showed Nabonidus as king during this biblical event.
c. Skeptics used it as a thorn in the side of believers…
d. However, in the 19th centuries, digs in ancient Ur uncovered cylinders and documents that revealed several interesting facts:
i. Belshazzar was the son of Nabonidus
ii. He was the Crown Prince
iii. He served as co-regent
iv. This now gives light to Daniel’s story of being made, “third ruler in the kingdom” (1. Nabonidus, 2. Belshazzar, and 3. Daniel)

b. Places
Are the places named in Scripture ever validated outside of Scripture?

1. I’ve been to Israel twice. What I appreciate? They keep digging.
2. Between the two visits, the Pool of Siloam and the City of Magdala were found.
3. The Bible never changed, but our ability to see the world described by the Bible did.



3. The Bible can be tested in its PROPHECIES.
Can the Bible be trusted when it speaks about the future?
So far, we've tested the Bible by looking backward. We can examine manuscripts and ask whether its words were transmitted accurately. We can dig into the ground and ask whether its narration corresponds with history.
But the Bible does something even more remarkable. It doesn't merely tell us what happened. At times, it tells us what is going to happen before it happens.
That gives us one final test.

a. The Birthplace of Messiah
i. For those who say Jesus “just happened to manipulate prophecies to fulfill them,” how do you explain the place of His birth?
ii. Micah 5.2 prophesies the place over 500 years before the event.

b. The Price of Betrayal
i. “Being in the right place at the right time” cannot reconcile the foretold price of betrayal
ii. Zech 11.12-13 specifically states the price at 30 pieces of silver; the exact price Judas Iscariot accepts

c. Born of a Virgin
i. Isaiah 7.14 prophesies a future miracle for the House of David
ii. Born to this House, through a Virgin, would come the Messiah


CONCLUSION

Here’s the reality. In every place where the Bible makes a prophetic claim that can be tested, it is verifiable. Once again, where the Bible gives us something we can test, the evidence gives us reason to trust what it says.
We believe the Bible can be trusted because it can be tested.
· We have tested its transmission.
· We have tested its narration.
· We have tested its prophecies.
None of these arguments, standing alone, forces someone to believe the Bible is inspired. But the evidence does something important: it gives us substantial reason to take the Bible's claims seriously.
And that brings us back to where we started. The Bible doesn't merely claim to preserve ancient history. It claims to be God-breathed. It claims to be living and powerful. It claims to be the Word through which God brings people to faith.
We began this morning by putting the Bible on trial. We asked whether the evidence gives us reason to trust it. But eventually something interesting happens. If this Book really is what it claims to be, we're no longer the ones sitting in judgment over Scripture. Scripture begins sitting in judgment over us.
The question is no longer simply, “Can I trust the Bible?” The question becomes, “What will I do with what God has said?”





