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21st CENTURY APOLOGETICS, PART 2       Class 3… 
 
“The world takes us to a silver screen on which flickering images of passion and 
romance play, and as we watch, the world says, “This is love.” God takes us to the foot 
of a tree on which a naked and bloodied man hangs and says, “This is love.” ― Joshua 
Harris, I Kissed Dating Goodbye: A New Attitude Toward Relationships and 
Romance (Christian Pastor and Author) 
 
 
Last week, talked about the writers of the Gospel and discovered some interesting facts 
about these four great men. This week, we will verify that they were the ACTUAL 
authors of those gospels, based on hard EVIDENCE. 
 
NOTE: we will rely on Lee Strobel's research and the reporting of his findings in his 
book, The Case for Christ for this evidence. Additional supporting evidence, if you wish 
to delve deeper, can be found on the internet. Simply "Google" the names and you'll be 
blessed with all the information you will ever want! 
 
A.  So, what specific evidence, outside of the Gospels, do we have regarding the authors 
of the Gospels? 
 
 1.  Papias, in 125 AD, specifically affirmed that Mark had CAREFULLY and 
 ACCURATELY recorded Peter's eyewitness testimonies (p. 24). He also said that 
 Matthew had ACCURATELY preserved the teaching of Jesus as well (p. 24) 
 
 2.  Irenaeus, writing in about 180 AD, also confirmed the authorship of the 
 Gospels (p. 24) 
 
 3.  Therefore, we can conclude the gospels are based on either DIRECT or 
 INDIRECT eyewitness testimony, as Strobel notes on p. 25. 
 
B.  Why are the biographies of Jesus, written back then, different than the type of 
biographies that people write now (i.e., where they thoroughly delve into a person's 
life?)? 
 
 1.  First, there is a LITERARY REASON 
 
  a. THAT is the way people wrote biographies in ancient times!  They only  
  wrote down the IMPORTANT/ESSENTIAL details of a person's life (they  
  didn't have shorthand or typewriters or tape recorders, so they were  
  brief!) 
 
  b.  The Greeks only thought history was worth recording if there were  
  some lessons to be learned from it or from the characters described. 
 
 2.  Second, there is a THEOLOGICAL REASON 
 
  a.  The stories only mattered if Jesus ACTUALLY died and resurrected 
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  b.  Remember that John devoted almost HALF of his gospel to the last  
  weeks of Jesus' life. 
 
QUESTION: As Stobel points out, is it possible that the Theological AGENDAS of the 
gospel writers caused them to TWIST history so as to appeal to their audiences? (Teri: 
NO! because, in the ancient world, on one wrote history if there wasn't a reason to 
LEARN from it!) 
 
 
C.   Is it possible that the gospels were written so much LATER than the actual events, 
that they are not valid? For example, most of them were probably in their 60s or 70s 
when they wrote their accounts…30 – 40 years after Jesus died! 
 
 1.  In that time, between Jesus' death and when they wrote their gospel, perhaps 
 legends grew up about Jesus and maybe caused them to exaggerate or distort 
 what actually happened. 
 
  a.  Is it possible that these "exaggerations" turned a "wise man" into   
  "the Son of God"! 
 
 2. The answer is a resounding "NO!!" The events were NOT exaggerated or 
 distorted in any way because, even 40, 50 or 60 years after Jesus died, there were 
 EYE WITNESSES to these events who would have CORRECTED THE RECORD 
 of any exaggeration.  
 
  a. There is absolutely NO record of any CONTRADICTION of the gospels 
 
 3. There are MANY examples of events that are recorded FAR LATER than these 
 30 or 40 years later that are accepted by historians as FACT 
 
  a.  Arrian and Plutarch, using just one example, wrote the biography of  
  Alexander the Great more  than 400 years after he died in 323 BC and  
  EVERY historian accepts the biography as VALID! 
   
  b. Historians STILL writing about 20th Century events such as WWI,  
  WWII and Viet Nam! 
 
 4. Also, the NT books are NOT in chronological order. The letters of Paul were 
 written BEFORE the gospels and certainly were read by some eyewitnesses.  
 
  a. The first CHRISTIAN CREEDS were outlined in Paul's letters (Phil. 2: 6- 
  11; Colossians 1:15; 1Cor 15: 3-7), which can be dated about 2 to 5 years  
  after the crucifixion! This is similar to the time frame of many modern  
  biographies (See p. 35 of Case for Christ for details) 
 
 5. The idea of the RESURRECTION of Jesus (which is the cornerstone of His 
 Divinity) did NOT develop over time as a mythological legend…it happened… 
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 and many of the people who saw him (over 500!) were still alive when these 
 letters and some of the gospels were written! 
 
 
IN SUMMARY…the biographies of Jesus, BY DESIGN, focus on only the CRITICAL 
parts of his life and especially on his DEATH and RESURRECTION. 
 
 
D.  Strobel talks about the "Mystery of Q" as being important to the Messianic evidence: 
 
 
QUESTION: Have you ever heard of the Mystery of Q before this? 
 
 1.  The "Q" stands for the German word "quelle" or SOURCE 
 
 2.  In the case of the gospels, it has to do with the COMPILATION of sayings and 
 events (mostly sayings) that, when taken together, form a SINGULAR PICTURE 
 of Jesus (i.e., when you take ALL the gospels together, as a whole, you get the 
 SAME PICTURE/PERSONAL of Jesus) 
 
 
QUESTION: Do you think the four gospels, taken together, give you an accurate 
picture of Jesus? What makes you say that? (Teri: there are NO CONTRADICTORY 
images of Jesus. For example, none of them portray him as UNCARING or 
ARROGANT or WEALTHY, or MARRIED, etc.) 
 
 3.  Some examples of "Q":  
 
  a.  READ Matt. 11: 2 – 6 and then READ Luke 7: 18 – 23  
 
  b.  What were Matthew and Luke recording that Jesus was telling John the 
  Baptist's disciples? (Teri: not only that he was the MESSIAH, but also he  
  did so  by QUOTING ISAIAH!) 
 
  c.  READ:  Isaiah 29: 18 and 35: 5 -6 
 
  d.  Now, READ Luke 4: 16 -19 and Isaiah 61: 1 – 2 
 
   1. Once, again, Jesus is recorded as proclaiming that HE is the one  
   Isaiah talked about…perfectly aligned in a "Q" 
 
 
Next week, we will continue our study of eyewitness evidence and also how JOHN'S 
gospel differs from the others. 
 
 
 


