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21st CENTURY APOLOGETICS, PART 2       Class 6… 
 
“Power, no matter how well-intentioned, tends to cause suffering. Love, being 
vulnerable, absorbs it. In a point of convergence on a hill called Calvary, God 
renounced the one for the sake of the other.” ― Philip Yancey, The Jesus I Never 
Knew 
 
 
Last week, we examined the FIRST four  (of the Eight) "tests" used in courts of law to 
validate eyewitness testimony. Today, we will complete our study of these tests. 
 
A.  TEST #5: THE BIAS TEST:  Did the gospel writers have any biases that could 
reduce the credibility of their statements since they certainly were not NEUTRAL 
bystanders? 
 
 1.  To answer this, we must also ask: is it possible to be favorable toward a 
 subject and STILL be accurate in reporting details about him/her? 
  
  a.  Bloomberg, in The Case for Christ, makes a good point when he says  
  that the writers had nothing to gain…only criticism and martyrdom!  
 
  b.  And, unlike today, the writers of the gospels also did not gain   
  FINANCIALLY or with any other REWARDS from their reports.  
 
 
B.  TEST #6: THE COVER UP TEST:  Did the writers NEGLECT, OMIT or MINIMIZE 
any negative or embarrassing details in order to protect themselves or others?  
 
 1.  Actually, there seems to be a great deal of these "embarrassing" details 
 included in the gospels…especially with regard to the "hard sayings" of Jesus. 
 Some examples of where Jesus embarrassed himself include:  
 
  a.  Mark 6:5, where Jesus could do few miracles in Nazareth 
 
  b.  Mark 13:32, where Jesus didn't know the hour or day of his return 
 
  c.  Matt 5, in the Sermon of the Mount where Jesus outlines what is   
  considered not-so-bad behavior as being equal to more serious sins (e.g.,  
  murder, adultery, divorce). 
 
  d. how about Jesus losing his temper (John 2: 14 -15) 
 
  e.  or when Jesus challenged family loyalties above love of Him (Matt 10:  
  37-38) 
 
  f.  Jesus, eating/socializing with sinners (Matt 11:19) was considered a  
  social mistake    
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  g. how about when Jesus declaring ALL foods "clean" (Mark 7: 18 19)  
 2.  All in all, there are MANY MANY examples of Jesus NOT saying/doing 
 things to make Himself more "popular". So much so that HE WAS KILLED 
 BECAUSE OF HOW HE BEHAVED!  
 
 3.  Not only did the gospel writers NOT gloss over JESUS' behaviors, but they 
 also told the stark truth about the behaviors of the APOSTLES: 
 
  a.   Peter and the others many times are reported as being WEAK,   
  COWARDLY and/or LACKING IN FAITH (READ: Matt 8: 23 - 26;  
  Matt 19: 23 - 27; Matt 17: 14 - 21; Mark 14: 27 - 31) 
 
  b.  James and John portrayed as SELFISH, DEMANDING, and HOT  
  HEADED (READ: Matt 20: 20 - 23; Luke 9:51 - 56). 
 
 
C.  TEST #7: THE CORROBORATION TEST:  Is there any verification regarding the 
location, people and/or events mentioned in the gospels? 
 
 1.  Yes! Archeological findings support much of what is written, especially in the 
 Gospel of John (we'll discuss this and other Archeological evidence in greater 
 detail later in the course) 
 
 
D.  TEST #8:  THE ADVERSE WITNESS TEST:  One of the most important tests of 
eyewitness accuracy if you can produce a witness who want to DISCREDIT the 
evidence or the testimony of "friendly" witnesses. 
 
 1.  The best they could do was to call Jesus names! They said, in writings after his 
 death, that he was a "magician" or a "sorcerer", thus, implying that He DID 
 perform MIRACULOUS acts, but because he was using magic or worse. 
 
 2.  There is NOT ONE account of ANY person coming forward to DENY what 
 the writers said/reported in their gospels and letters…THEY WOULD 
 HAVE, IF THEY COULD! 
 
 
QUESTIONS: Let's think about some questions Lee Strobel asks at the end of  
Chapter 2: 
 
1.  Which of the 8 eyewitness tests do you consider the most persuasive and why? 
 
2.  When people you trust give slightly different details of the same event, do you 
automatically doubt their credibility or do you see if there's a reasonable way or 
explanation which could reconcile their story? 
 
 
This concludes our examination of the importance of EYE WITNESS testimony to a 
case. Next week, we will examine the importance of DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE. 


