IS CHRISTIANITY TRUE BEYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT?

Lesson #12 The Truth That God Has Come (Jesus Christ): His Teaching Re: the Bible

I. The Divine Christ Authorizes the Inspiration and Inerrancy of the Whole Bible.
Thus far we have been talking about the Bible as being historically reliable.  But is there any evidence that it is also inspired and inerrant, the very Word of God?  We have already seen that what the accredited OT prophets said or wrote was, as God’s spokesmen, identified with the Word of God and immediately functioned as authoritative. We now discover that this preliminary observation is fully confirmed by the authoritative witness of the Divine Christ.   The argument can be outlined as follows: (1) the NT documents are historically reliable; (2) these documents accurately present Jesus as claiming to be God Incarnate and proving it by fulfilled messianic prophecy, by a miraculous life, and by predicting and accomplishing his resurrection from the dead; (3) whatever Jesus (who is God) teaches is true, for deity cannot lie; (4) Jesus taught that the OT is the written Word of God and promised that his disciples would write the NT; (5) therefore, it is true on the confirmed divine authority of Jesus Christ that the Bible is the written Word of God.  

If the first 3 points are established (see our earlier discussion), then the only question that remains is whether Jesus taught what is affirmed in #4.  Let’s first look at his teaching regarding the OT: 

A. Jesus’ Teaching About the OT as a Whole
1. John 10:35—Jesus, referring to the whole OT, says “Scripture cannot be broken” and employs this claim in support of an argument he uses based on the precise wording of Ps 82.  In his view the whole OT is authoritative, even down to minute wordings.  

2. Matt 22:29—“You are wrong, because you know neither the Scriptures, nor the power of God.”  This is Jesus’ retort to the Sadducees about the resurrection.  The whole OT is authoritative—i.e., “the Scriptures;” the more powerful phrase “the Word of God” is used interchangeably with the “Scriptures.”  Apparently the OT writings Jesus equated with the “Word of God.” 

3. John 10:34; cf. 12:34.  “Is it not written in your Law, I have said you are gods?” Here the word “Law” (of God) is used to indicate the authority of the whole OT and not just the Pentateuch (“Law” is equated with “Word of God” and “Scripture” in v. 35).  

4. Matt 5:17—“Do not think that I have come to abolish the Law or the Prophets; I have not come to abolish them but to fulfill them.”  The “Law and the Prophets” refers to the whole OT as the authoritative voice of God; as such, they shall never pass away.  

5. Mark 9:12; Luke 21:22—the phrase “it is written” is used here and elsewhere to indicate the divine authority of the OT Scriptures.  What is “written” must be fulfilled. 

6. Luke 24:44; Matt 5:17—“that it might be fulfilled” is used in reference to the divine authority of the whole OT. 

B. Jesus’ Teaching About Sections of the OT
The first 5 books of the OT are sometimes called the “Law” in distinction from the rest of the OT which is then referred to as the “Prophets.” 

1. Mark 12:26—the “book of Moses” is here equated with the “Scriptures” (v.24) and thus with the Word of God.  

2. John 1:45—“We have found the one Moses wrote about in the Law, and about whom the prophets also wrote...”  The appeal to these human writings is because they were at once recognized as the authoritative Word of God.  

3. Luke 18:31—“Jesus took the 12 aside and told them ... ‘everything that is written by the prophets about the Son of Man will be fulfilled.’”  Everything will be fulfilled because the prophets’ writings are the Word of God and God cannot lie.

C. Jesus’ Teaching About Specific Books of the OT
Many of the OT books were cited by Jesus and the NT writers with divine authority. 

1. Matt 19:4-5—Jesus cites Genesis as authoritative.

2. John 6:31—Jesus accedes to the Jews’ appeal to Exodus as authoritative.

3. Matt 8:4—he accepts the authority of Moses’ book Leviticus as giving divine commandments.

4. John 3:14—he accepts the historicity of the brazen serpent narrated in Numbers. 

5. Matt 4:4—he cites Deuteronomy 8:3 with the authoritative “it is written” to refute the Devil in the Temptation episode. 

6. Matt 12:3-4—in controversy with the Pharisees over the taking of grain on the Sabbath, Jesus cites 1 Samuel as an authoritative example justifying his disciples. 

7. Luke 4:25—he refers to Kings,  assuming its historicity in detailing Elijah’s dealing with the widow of Zarephath.

8. Matt 23:35—he draws upon 2 Chronicles in assessing blame upon the Jews for the blood of the prophets. 

9. Matt 21:42; 22:44—he frequently quotes the Psalms as authoritative as here. 

10. Luke 14:8-10—Jesus quotes Proverbs 25:6-7. 

11. John 4:10—Jesus may allude to the Song of Solomon here. 

12. Luke 4:18-19—Jesus, as here, often quotes Isaiah. 

13. Matt 27:30—He alludes to Jeremiah’s Book of Lamentations. 

14. John 3:10—He possibly alludes also to Ezekiel
15. Matt 24:21—He specifically quotes Daniel in support of his teaching regarding the endtimes. 

16. Matt 26:31—He also quoted passages from the twelve minor prophets in support of his teaching, here Zech 13:7.  

D. Jesus’ Teaching About Specific Events of the OT
Jesus taught the truth of specific OT events recorded in the various books. E.g., he regarded as historically reliable the following: 

1. Adam and Eve (Matt 19)

2. Noah’s Flood (Luke 17:27)

3. The destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah (Luke 17:29)

4. Moses and the Burning Bush (Luke 20:32) 

5. Moses’ miracles in the wilderness (John 3:14; 6:32)

6. The lifting up of the brazen serpent (John 3:14)

7. Elijah’s miracles (Luke 4:25)

8. Jonah and the Great Fish (Matt 12:40)

9. The rejection of the OT prophets (Matt 23:35)

From the above examples, note: 

1. Most of the major OT events are explicitly taught to be historically true by Jesus. 

2. Often the passages are cited to make strongly the point that certain events of Christ’s career are parallel to OT events, thus implying the historicity of the latter  (Matt 12:40—the experience of Jonah).  

3. Jesus sometimes clearly affirms the plain historical truth of his teachings on the authenticity of those Old Testament persons or events (Matt 22:32). 

E. Jesus’ Teaching About Words and Parts of Words as Authoritative

Jesus hinges his teaching on the very tense of a verb or a single letter of a word: 

1. Matt 22:32—Jesus teaches the resurrection on the present tense of the OT phrase “I am the God of Abraham and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob.”

2. Matt 5:18—the complete authority of every part of the OT is proclaimed by Jesus when he declares “not the smallest letter or the smallest part of a letter of the law will pass away until all is fulfilled” (lit., “not an iota, not a dot”). 

F. Objections Not Successful 

1. Jesus accommodated himself to Jewish opinion. 


An attempt to escape the view that Jesus taught the complete divine authority of the OT writings is to say that he merely accommodated himself to the accepted but false Jewish belief about the OT.  He knew better but taught the view anyway.  

a. We must distinguish between accommodation and direct teaching.  If he taught the divine authority of Scripture as accommodation, then he fell into a position worthy of moral censure.  The only accommodation morally permissible is that in which he employed an argument ad hominem, or in which he kept silent altogether. But Jesus was not silent.  He clearly taught the Jewish view of the OT. 

b. There is no single case where it is clear that Jesus employed the argument ad hominem regarding Scripture in spite of hundreds of appeals to it.

c. In most cases, the ad hominem argument is clearly ruled out by the context (for example, his controversy with Satan, the resurrection debate passages, the teaching to his disciples, his own proofs of his doctrines, his his teachings on authority in such portions as are in opposition to Jewish tradition).

d. The willingness of Jesus to reject the OT Jewish view of tradition and the Jewish view of the temple and its sacrifices stands in sharp contrast to his staunch support of the Jewish view of Scripture.  This makes the argument ad hominem extremely improbable. 

2. Jesus was ignorant of the truth. 


Another attempt to escape Jesus’ view of the OT is to suggest that because Jesus did not know the time of his return (Mark 13:32) and because he was said to “grow in wisdom” (Luke 2:52), he simply did not know that the Jewish view of the OT was false. 

a. This is really a question of the nature of Christ as the God-man.  As a man, he of course was ignorant of many things; but as God, he had infinite knowledge and knew all things.  But even as a human being, Jesus was perfect humanity.  He was Spirit-controlled and he was divine as well as human.  Even in his incarnate state,  Jesus had a supernormal knowledge: he saw Nathaniel under the fig tree, although he was not within normal visual distance (John 1:48); he knew about the Samaritan woman’s past (John 4:18-19); he knew in advance who would betray him (John 6:64); he knew what would happen to him in Jerusalem (John 18:4); he knew about Lazarus’ death before he was told (John 11:14); he knew of his crucifixion and resurrection before it occurred (Mark 8:31; 9:31); he had superhuman knowledge of the location of fish (Luke 5:4).  There is no evidence that Jesus’ finitude interfered with his ministry or teaching.  Whatever the limitations to his knowledge, it was vastly beyond normal men and completely adequate for his mission and doctrinal teaching.  

b. Jesus possessed complete and final authority for whatever he taught.  He claimed that whatever he taught came from God with absolute and final authority.  He claimed his word would not pass away (Matt 24:35), that “all things” had been delivered to him by his Father (Matt 11:27), that “all authority in heaven and on earth” had been given to him (Matt 28:18-19), that the very destiny of men hinged on his words (Matt 7:24-26), that his words would judge men in the last day (John 12:48), that not an iota, nor a dot would pass away until he fulfilled the Scriptures completely, on a par with which he then placed his own words (Matt 5:18,21f), that his words bring eternal life (John 5:24), and that all his teaching came from the Father (John 8:26-28). 

c. Ignorance and silence are justifiable in the perfect God-man, but Jesus was not silent—he taught explicitly a view of Scripture. 

d. Jesus’ teaching regarding Scripture was the same after the resurrection as before (Luke 24). 

Conclusion: Jesus’ view of the OT writings is that the words of the human authors are to be identified with the Word of God.  The question that must now be faced is whether Christ is not only Lord of our lives, but is also Lord of our view of the OT? Do we accept his Lordship in matters of doctrine?  

II. Now let us look at Jesus’ teaching regarding the NT in particular: the argument may be outlined as follows: (1) Jesus promised to guide his disciples into all truth; (2) Jesus chose 12 apostles as his only authorized representatives accredited to speak for him; (3) the 27 books of the NT are the only authentic apostolic writings extant.  

A. Guidance into All Truth
1. Jesus promised his disciples that he would send them the Holy Spirit who will “teach you all things, and bring to your remembrance all things that I have taught you” (John 14:26).  Here Jesus promises the Holy Spirit will give the twelve further doctrinal instruction and also promises the gift of total recall. 

2. In John 16:13 (cf. 15:26) the Spirit is again promised to the twelve as the agent who will “guide you into all truth” and will “tell you what is yet to come.”  Guidance into truth and revelations about the future are now promised.  The “truth” here is truth necessary for faith and practice; the “all truth” indicates all-inclusive doctrinal truth. Jesus, after his death, is said to continue “to do and teach” through the Apostles (Acts 1:1).   

B. The Authorization of the Twelve Apostles

Jesus chose the Twelve Apostles as his representatives and commissioned them with divine authority to speak for him.

1. He gave them authority to forgive sins (John 10:23)

2. The keys of the kingdom were committed to the apostles (Matt 16:19; cf. 18:18)

3. The apostles conveyed the Holy Spirit to believers by their placing of hands upon them (Acts 8:14,15)

4. The early church was built upon “the foundation of the apostles” (Eph 2:20).

5. The early church continued the “apostles’ teaching” (Acts 2:42).

6. The church was bound by apostolic decision (Acts 15).

7. Paul’s credentials were confirmed by the Jerusalem Twelve Apostles (Gal 2:2,9). 

8. The apostles accredited prophets and writers of NT books other than the Twelve (cf. Heb 2:4).  Thus, the 12 confirmed Mark, Luke, Paul, James, Jude, Hebrews.  Mark was an associate of Peter, James and Jude were associates of the apostles and probably brothers of Jesus, Luke was a companion of Paul, the author of Hebrews was connected with an apostolic circle (2:3) and associated with Mark.  

C. The Authorized NT Books
No writing after the death of the Twelve can be canonical.  Only the Twelve can attest to the truth of a writing about Christ.  To qualify as an apostle, one had to be (1) a member of the eyewitness circle of disciples from the beginning of Jesus’ ministry and (2) an eyewitness of the resurrected Christ (Acts 1:21,22,26).  When all the eyewitnesses had died, the canon of revelation about Christ ceased.   

Once the authorship and message of the NT books were seen to be “apostolic”—i.e., either apostolic authorship or apostolic sanction—there was universal acceptance of their divine authority.  Any doubts there were about some of the books (Hebrew, James, 2 Peter, 2 and 3rd John, Jude, and Revelation) were resolved as evidence grew of their apostolic connection.  Once the facts were generally known, the Christian church has been unanimous down through the years as to the authenticity of the 27 books of the NT.   
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