The Authorship and Credibility
of the Bible

While the Bible is generally accepted by Christian people as having divine authority,
comparatively few are able to clearly explain just why they hold this opinion. The
internal evidence of its truthfulness, and its grandeur of doctrine, are the principal
reasons its testimony is, and should be, generally received. These are truly strong, and
convincing of its divine authorship and authority. Yet the man of God, who would be
thoroughly furnished with the truth, and armed against every attack of skepticism,
should endeavor to know all he can of the time, manner, circumstances, etc., under
which it was written. How has it has been preserved free from corruption? Why, in its
present condition, is it worthy of our full confidence? Let us, therefore, consider what
testimony we have to the credibility of the Sacred Writings.

From numerous expressions, references and quotations in the New Testament, by our
Lord and by the apostles, it is clear that a certain body of writings was at that time
considered to be of divine authority. The Sacred Scriptures then in existence are now
referred to as the Old Testament. That which was added by our Lord and the apostles is
termed the New Testament.

No other book which the world has ever known has such a history as the Bible. Its origin
and authorship, its antiquity, its wonderful preservation—in the midst of the unparalleled
and continuous opposition which sought to destroy it —is beyond amazing. Its diversity
and teaching make the Bible the most wonderful book in existence.

It is a collection composed of sixty-six separate books, written by about forty different
writers. They lived centuries apart, spoke different languages, and were subjects of
different governments. They were even brought up during different civilizations. Over
1500 years elapsed between the writings of Moses and of John.



Since no other reliable history dates so far back as the Bible, we are obliged to look
mainly to its own internal evidence for its origin, authorship, and the reason for its
existence. We should harmonize its statements with reason. It must harmonize with
itself, with other known facts, and with subsequent developments. Actually, all history
rests on these same parameters. All of our knowledge of past events—and for that
matter most present events—rely on the same points. Those who would cast away
Bible history as unworthy of credence must on the same ground reject all history. To be
entirely consistent, they must believe nothing which does not come under their own
personal observation.

If its statements, once understood, are contradictory, or if they are colored by prejudice,
we may conclude the book as a whole is not worth our confidence. If they are proven
untrue by a positive scientific knowledge, or if later developments prove its predictions
untrue, this will show the ignorance or dishonesty of the authors of the Bible. Then we
may reasonably conclude that the entire book is unworthy of confidence, and should
reject it.

But if, on the contrary, we find that a thorough understanding of the Bible shows its
statements to be in harmony with each other, we can gain confidence in these
statements. If it bears no evidence of prejudice, if many of its prophecies have actually
come true, then this creates assurance of future fulfillments. If the integrity of its writers
is manifested by unvarnished records, then we have reason to believe the book. Its
entire testimony—historic, prophetic, and doctrinal—stands or falls together. Science is
yet in its infancy. Yet, wherever positive scientific knowledge has been attained, it
should—and does—corroborate the Bible.

INTERNAL EVIDENCE

Those who will make a study of the Bible will be fully convinced of the conclusive
evidence of the credibility of the Sacred Scriptures. It is furnished in the purity, harmony
and grandeur of its teachings. Outside of the Scriptures we have nowhere to look for an
account of the circumstances and motives of the earliest writers. However, they furnish
these items of information themselves. Their integrity and evident truthfulness in other
matters is a sufficient guarantee of truthfulness in these.

Ouir first definite information regarding the source of the Bible testimony comes from
Moses. He was instructed to write the law and history in a book, and put it in the side of
the ark for preservation. (See Exodus 17:14; 34:27; Deuteronomy 31:9-26.) This book
was left for the guidance of the people. Additions were made to it from time to time by
subsequent writers. In the days of the kings, scribes appear to have been appointed
whose business it was to keep a careful record of the important events occurring in
Jewish history. These records—Samuel, Kings, Chronicles—were preserved and
subsequently incorporated with the Law. The prophets also did not confine themselves
to oral teaching. They also wrote and in some cases had scribes to record their
teachings. (See Joshua 1:8; 24:26; 1 Samuel 10:25; 1 Chronicles 27:32; 29:29,30; 2
Chronicles 33:18,19; Isaiah 30:8; Jeremiah 30:2; 36:2; 45:1; 51:60) As a result we have
the Old Testament Scriptures, composed of history, prophecy and law, written by divine
direction. These citations and also Paul's testimony (2 Timothy 3:15,16) are evidence of



this. These writings collectively were termed "The Law and The Prophets," and the
Jewish people were taught of God to esteem them of divine authority and authorship.
The writers were merely the agents through whom the Jewish nation received them.
They were also taught to esteem them by the miraculous dealings of God with them as
a people. They were confirmed by the prophets, and the prophets were thus endorsed
as God'’s agents. (See Exodus 14:30,31; 19:9; 1 Kings 18:21,27,30,36,39) They were
further established as true by the enforcement of the law as proclaimed and recorded by
Moses.

The political interests and the religious veneration of the Israelites, under God's
immediate overruling and protection, combined to preserve and protect these writings
from contamination. Religiously, they were rightfully regarded with the deepest
veneration. Politically they were the only guarantee which the people possessed against
despotism. The Jewish copyists regarded these documents with great veneration. A
very slight error in copying often led them to destroy it and begin anew. Josephus says
that through all the ages that had passed none had ventured to add to, take away from,
or transpose, any part of the Sacred Writings.

In the degeneracy of the Jewish nation, under the idolatrous administration of the
successors of Rehoboam, these Sacred Writings fell into disuse and were almost
forgotten. Nevertheless, they seem to never have been taken from their place. In the
reformation conducted by Josiah, they were again brought to light. Again, during the
captivity in Babylon this book was lost sight of by the Israelites, though it appears that
they were accustomed to meet together in little companies to be instructed by the
scribes. These scribes either taught the Law from memory or from copies in their
possession. When the Jews were restored to Jerusalem, the Scriptures were again
brought out. Ezra and his companions publicly read the law to the people, commenting
upon and explaining it. (Nehemiah 8:1-8.) This public reading of the Scriptures was the
only means of keeping them before the people. Printing was yet unknown and the cost
of a manuscript copy was beyond the reach of the people. Very few of them could have
read them if they had them. At the time of our Lord these Old Testament Scriptures
existed substantially as we have them today, both in content and arrangement.



One of the strongest evidences of the authenticity of the Old Testament Scriptures is
found in the fact that the law and the prophets were continually referred to by our Lord
and the apostles as authority. While the Lord denounced the corruptions of the Jewish
Church, and their traditions, by which they made void the Word of God, he did not even
intimate any corruption in these Sacred Writings. He only commended them, referred to
and quoted them in proof of his claims.

In fact, the various parts of the entire book are bound together by the mutual
endorsement of the various writers. To reject one is to mar the completeness of the
whole. Each book bears its own witness and stands on its own evidence of credibility.
Yet each book is linked with all the rest, both by their common spirit and harmony and
by their mutual endorsement. Consider, for instance, the endorsement of the account of
creation in the commandment of the law concerning the Sabbath day.—Exodus 20:11.
Also compare Deuteronomy 23:4,5; Joshua 24:9; Micah. 6:5; 2 Peter 2:15; Jude 11-13;
Isaiah 28:21; Habakkuk 3:11; Matthew 12:40
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THE NEW TESTAMENT

The earliest copy of the New Testament known is written in the Syriac language. Its
date is estimated to be about the year A.D. 100. And even at that early date it contained
the same books as at present with the exception of the Second Epistle of Peter, the
Third Epistle of John, Jude and the Book of Revelation. And these omitted books we



know were written about the close of the first century, and probably had not been widely
circulated among the Christian congregations at that time. However, all the books of the
Old and New Testaments as we now have them appear in the Greek, in the Sinaitic
Manuscript, the oldest known Greek MS, whose date is about A.D. 350.

The first five books of the New Testament are historical, and present a clear and
connected account of the life, character, circumstances, teachings and doings of Jesus
of Nazareth. Jesus himself claimed to be the Messiah promised in the Old Testament
Scriptures, and He fully substantiated his claims. The four accounts of the Evangelists,
though they differ in phraseology, are in harmony in their statements. Some important



