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“The Unity of the Bible”1 

Wednesday Night Bible Study 

August 4, 2021 

 

“The entirety of Your word is truth, And every one of Your 

righteous judgments endures forever” (Psalm 119:160 NKJV). 

 

 In all of recorded history, there has never been a collection of writings like the 

Bible.  Like most Bible believers, we have become so accustomed to hearing such 

laudatory statements about the Bible that we have developed immunity to them.  But 

if anything, this is an understatement of the facts in the case.  In a wide range of 

effects from public to intimate, from governmental authority to the innermost 

thoughts, the Bible is the standard of human behavior.  Its influence is global in 

scope.  Without the existence of the Bible, the world would be a far different place, 

and dare we say, a place not fit for human inhabitancy.\ 

 Other religious writings have great impact to be sure.  By the weight of the 

numbers, certain Eastern writings are probably reverenced by more than adhere to 

the Bible.  Also, in recent years, the Qur’an has made its impact known in a negative 

way.  But protestations of the skeptic to the contrary, the Bible is the standard by 

which the scraps of truth in other writings are recognized.  It may be suggested that 

without the Bible, such sacred truths in profane writings like the Qur’an and 

Confucius would be unrecognizable as truth at all. 

 What is it that has enabled the Bible to enjoy this kind of primacy among the 

world’s writings?  Why did it not vanish into the mists of obscurity as countless 

other religious writings?  Is its inarguable success due to its affiliation with Western 

Civilization?  Was it only good luck that both Testaments were available in the 

universal language of Greek?  The Bible survived, and even thrived as its chief 

advocates and custodians were destroyed or dispersed.  The preservation of the Bible 

itself is partial proof of its divine origin and of the power of God’s providence. 

 The historical preservation of the Bible is a matter of interest and importance, 

but it certainly is not its most noteworthy feature.  Even if we knew nothing of the 

history of Scripture between its completion and our current age, the Bible’s message 

would stand up to scrutiny.  The ring of truth in its purity has an unmistakable tone, 

and the Bible peals it forth.  Truth has ever been so.  “And so it was, when Jesus 

had ended these sayings, that the people were astonished at His teaching, for 

 
1 Adapted from a lesson by Dan Kessinger, “The Unity of the Bible”, for the West Virginia School of Preaching 
Victory Lectures, October 23-27, 2005, pages 195-209. 
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He taught them as one having authority, and not as the scribes” (Matt. 7:28-29 

NKJV).  When the Bible addresses the thorny issues of every age, it does so with 

inescapable accuracy, finality and consistency.  The message of the Bible is the 

reason for its power.  But if the Bible’s message were inconsistent, it would have no 

real power at all, and it would undermine the claim that it is the message from God. 

 Christians base their lives on the confidence in that God exists.  Among the 

reasons for such confidence is the existence of the Bible.  Christians believe that the 

Bible is exactly what it claims to be—the inspired Word of God.  Among the reasons 

for this confidence is the unity of the message therein. 

 

An Unusual Collection 
 Given the circumstances of the Bible, the reader might have rather low 

expectations for it.  Having read other ancient books, he/she might brace 

himself/herself for a series of faulty claims, fantastic errors in the fields of science 

and nature, and an immersion into cultures whose time had simply passed.  Those 

other books had been written by men who were, to be sure, brilliant and entertaining 

authors, but who were frequently, even comically, steeped in error and ignorance.  

Of course, lest we bask in arrogance, we too will eventually suffer the same fate.  

That is, if the world lasts another 3,500 years or so, our own views of truth will be 

exposed as bumbling errors in ways not yet conceived.  Ancient writings often suffer 

from inconsistency with later enlightenment.  Such is the way of the world as it 

inexorably assembles knowledge. 

 Consistency in a message defines that message and the messenger.  A 

wavering and inconsistent messenger is known today by the term “politician.”  

Joking aside, one of the frequent charges one hears in political debating is that of 

inconsistency.  What if such a seeker of office were to make speeches that only 

reflected the variety of views among his speech writers?  Even though all of these 

writers were of the same political party, would they not stridently differ on specific 

issues?  In spite of their all being from one basic culture, time frame and political 

viewpoint, their views would disagree.  The politician making these speeches would 

soon reap scorn for his/her inconsistent messages.  He/she would be exposed as a 

fraud with no particular message of any importance of his own. 

 If God is the ultimate author of the Bible, He assumes the role of speechwriter, 

and uses a number of individuals to proclaim truth.  If the Bible were a purely human 

production, it too would be full of errors, speculation and inconsistency.  Not only 

is the Bible an ancient book, but also the time ranges of the Bible are prodigious.  

The first such gap is that occurring between the event and the description.  Bible 
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authors frequently were eyewitnesses of the events they described, and they were 

simply called upon by God to report what they themselves had seen.  Such is the 

case in much of the four Gospels, and in the descriptions of wilderness events by 

Moses.  These are circumstances lending themselves to accuracy, which is why 

reporters still report “from the field” today.  However, Bible writers also wrote of 

events far removed from their own lives.  In the case of Genesis, there was a gap of 

more than 2,000 years between some of the events and their being revealed to Moses.  

Could Moses accurately and authoritatively report the events of creation and the 

deluge? 

 When one then considers that the ancient event is then addressed by other 

Bible writers, the likelihood of human error or disagreement increases exponentially.  

Particulars of creation were cited by Jesus in Matthew 19, and of the flood in 

Matthew 24.  Other Bible writers also addressed these events throughout both 

testaments with specificity.  And they at least claimed to be speaking by independent 

revelation of events many thousands of years in the past.  Were they only quoting 

from Moses?  Jesus did in in Matthew 19, but He openly documented the Scripture 

as no new revelation (Matt. 19:4; 19:8).  When there are new insights and 

information in these far more recent revelations, what is their source?  Is it only 

speculation from a would-be prophet?  If so, some clue as to its real nature ought to 

be forthcoming.  Consider the new slant on the flood narrative in 1 Peter 3:18-20 

NKJV. 

18 For Christ also suffered once for sins, the just for the unjust, that He might 

bring us to God, being put to death in the flesh but made alive by the Spirit, 
19 by whom also He went and preached to the spirits in prison, 20 who formerly 

were disobedient, when once the Divine longsuffering waited in the days of 

Noah, while the ark was being prepared, in which a few, that is, eight souls, 

were saved through water. 

 Here we learn that Noah was preaching by the authority of Jesus, therefore 

Jesus Himself is said to have preached. This is new information, but its beauty is in 

that it still conforms perfectly to the record of Moses in Genesis.  The same can be 

observed by comparing the opening verse of Hebrews with the creation account. 

God, who at various times and in various ways spoke in time past to the fathers 

by the prophets, 2 has in these last days spoken to us by His Son, whom He has 

appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the worlds; (Hebrews 

1:1-2 NKJV) 
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 In light of the information from Hebrews about the role of Jesus Christ in 

creation, it is most difficult to ignore Him as one reads Genesis 1:26.   

Then God said, “Let Us make man in Our image, according to Our likeness; let 

them have dominion over the fish of the sea, over the birds of the air, and over 

the cattle, over all the earth and over every creeping thing that creeps on the 

earth.” 

 How is it that the Hebrews writer manages to augment our understanding of 

creation without disturbing even one stone of original edifice of truth as revealed by 

Moses?  Why was it that none of these New Testament authors, or even their Old 

Testament counterparts, were tripped up in the details?  Why is it that the new 

information they offer not only supplements the older truth, but clarifies it?  Either 

these writers of the New Testament were as a group the most diabolically brilliant 

manipulators and frauds who ever lived or they were able to perfectly address issues 

far removed from their own lives through miraculous revelation. 

 Time is also an issue as we compare the Bible’s first authors to its last.  

Because of a foggy understanding of the times involved, most people seem not to be 

fully aware of how much time passed as the Bible was being written, but the gap is 

tremendous.  Between the calling of Moses and the death of John, we have a range 

of approximately 1540 years.  Many think of all previous generations as being much 

alike:  drab, colorless and primitive until the fortunate advances made just in time 

for us.  While modern times have improved the quality of our lives, such 

monochromatic view of history prevent us from properly differentiating.  Time will 

reveal this view as short-sighed as later generations look on our own with equal 

disdain! 

 To illustrate the problem, we happen to live not far from “Amish” country or 

settlements here in Ohio.  One Social Studies teacher, discussing the lifestyle of the 

Amish, stated “other religions talk about being like Christ but they live it.”  He was 

not himself Amish, nor was he really advocating conversion to that religion.  He was 

discussing the culture of the Amish, but his statement reflected a glaring error:  the 

belief that the culture of a few hundred years ago was identical to that of “Bible 

times.” 

 The term “Bible times” is part of the problem.  That term suggests that there 

was great continuity among all of the vast ages recorded by the Bible.  But Moses’ 

writing and those of John were separated by approximately 1540 years.  That means 

if Moses had led the Israelites into the wilderness in 465 A.D., John would have been 

living among us 16 years ago.  How much kinship has our age with that of the world 

of 465 A.D.?  How much agreement is there in the disciplines of science, geography, 

medicine, politics or religion?  In 465 A.D., Constantine, the Emperor of Rome who 
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legalized his version of Christianity, had only been dead for one hundred years.  

Augustine had only been dead for 25 years.  Arthur Penderagon (King Arthur) would 

not yet be born for fifty years, Charlemagne for 350 and William the Conqueror for 

600 years.  The Battle of Hastings was still 600 years in the future, and the feudal 

system would begin just a few years after 465 A.D.  In China, the 8th Dynasty was 

still in power (Hull).  To go into the other vast differences between our own time 

and that of the 400’s A.D. would be superfluous.  While it may certainly be true that 

the world has changed drastically in the last 1500 years, it also changed significantly 

in every 1500 years. 

 In addition, the Bible was also the product of diverse cultural settings.  While 

primarily written by the descendants of Jacob, these writers found themselves 

writing in lands other than Palestine and in cultures other than that of Israel.  Though 

Canaan itself is quite small (only 12,000 or so square miles), the writers of the Old 

and New Testaments were residents of three continents. 

 

The events of Old Testament history took place in the territory which 

is bounded by four great bodies of water—the Mediterranean (or the 

Great Seat), the Black Sea, the Caspian Sea, and the Persian Gulf.  This 

territory extends eastward as far as Iran (ancient Persia), and westward 

to Egypt.  The mountains of Ararat in Armenia and Mount Sinai in the 

Sinai Peninsula mark its northern and southern limits.  This territory 

extends about fourteen hundred miles from east to west, and nine 

hundred miles from north to south.  In area it is equal in size to about 

one-third the lad area of continental United States, or about 1,100,000 

square miles. (Pfeiffer 13) 

 

One must keep in mind that this does not include New Testament events in which 

Europe and extended locations in Asia Minor add to the theater. 

 Though the writers were all faithful Jews in the Old Testament (with the 

possible exception, of course, is the case of Job). And Jewish Christians in the New, 

they were greatly affected by their culture, and did not live sequestered lives.  Moses, 

for instance, had been an Egyptian royal.  Daniel served as a prominent official in 

service to Babylon and Persia.  Paul was a citizen of Rome.  To say that these four 

governments represent diversity in culture is to understate the case. 

 The personal peculiarities of the writers of the Bible have also been well 

documented.  They were kings and priests; they were statesmen, farmers, physicians, 

fishermen, shepherds and soldiers.  Some were professional preachers while others 

specifically denied that role.  Some were well educated as writers and scholars; 

others had no formal training at all.  They were the richest of the rich and the poorest 

of the poor.  Some were married, others were not.  One had 1,000 wives, while 
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another was a eunuch.  Some lived long lives while others died at an early age.  Given 

the diversity in time, culture, economic status and geography, the Bible must surely 

be the most unusual collection of writings ever assembled.  The likelihood of any 

consistency in doctrine among such a group seems small indeed. 

 

The Consistency of the Bible 
 With all of this diversity, it seems reasonable to predict analogous diversity in 

the doctrine and outlook of the Bible.  After all, except for their both being Jewish, 

what did Moses and King Solomon have in common?  Or even more obviously, what 

did either of them have in common with John the apostle?  If one were to assign to 

Moses and Solomon and John the task of writing on a moral topic, they ought to say 

virtually nothing alike.  Why is this?  Though both Moses and Solomon were royals, 

their backgrounds could hardly have been more different.  Moses had abdicated from 

his position in anger, had spent 40 years as a shepherd and had returned to Egypt as 

an anti-royal activist.  Solomon had basked in his position as king, using it as n 

opportunity to explore all that life had to offer.  John knew little of such lofty lives 

other than what he had heard.  He had spent much of his life fishing the Sea of 

Galilee.  But hear each of them as they approach a similar topic. 

 

So teach us to number our days, that we may apply our hearts 

unto wisdom (Psalms 90:12 KJV). 

 

Remember now your Creator in the days of your youth, 

Before the difficult days come, 

And the years draw near when you say, 

“I have no pleasure in them” (Ecc. 12:1 NKJV) 

 

I write to you, fathers, 

Because you have known Him who is from the beginning. 

I write to you, young men, 

Because you have overcome the wicked one. 

I write to you, little children, 

Because you have known the Father. (1 John 2:13 NKJV) 

 

Of course, the specifics differ as does the wording.  But the message is harmonious 

as each writer in his own way, directly or indirectly, addresses the idea of service to 

God as a priority throughout life, beginning in youth. 

 There are too many Bible doctrines to examine, each and every one as treated 

by various Bible authors.  It is worthy to note that the Bible’s unity in doctrine can 

be demonstrated in every case.  Most attempts to find discrepancies in the Bible are 
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misunderstanding of context even to the point of failing to recognize in what 

covenant the author is writing.  Even in this case, the Bible shows remarkable unity 

of thought and consistency between the covenants.  The New Testament writers built 

on the foundation that had already been laid without any attempt to question the 

unassailable integrity of the revealed law.  “What shall we say then? Is the law 

sin? Certainly not! On the contrary, I would not have known sin except through 

the law. For I would not have known covetousness unless the law had said, “You 

shall not covet” (Romans 7:7).  Later, non-biblical claimants to inspiration find 

themselves unable to equal this feat.2  How is it possible to reveal an entirely new 

law without doing any damage whatsoever to the previously revealed but now 

defunct law?  The answer is that both laws had been revealed by a Divine lawgiver. 

God, who at various times and in various ways spoke in time past to the fathers 

by the prophets, 2 has in these last days spoken to us by His Son, whom He has 

appointed heir of all things, through whom also He made the worlds; (Hebrews 

1:1-2 NKJV) 

 The Bible presents a unified view of the nature of God.  Since God is by 

definition infinite, human attempts to capture His essence have historically erred in 

two extremes.  First, there is the mistaken view of God that makes Him manlike in 

ways that limit His power.  The gods of human construction are inevitably flawed in 

some ways, including in their power and in their morality.  Perhaps our own obvious 

flaws cause us to be eager to serve a god who likewise has feet of clay.  It may be 

the same tendency that causes the idolizing of today’s celebrities and politicians.  It 

makes some feel better about their own failings to find that others are less than 

perfect. 

 But the Bible never wavers in its presentation of the holiness of God.  In the 

beginning of the Bible, He is introduced as the ultimate first Cause, a Being who is 

above and outside His own physical creation.  In morality, He is perfect, without 

flaw.  His holiness is unquestioned and His commands are perfect.  In the 

incarnation, we have a human Savior who was likewise morally and spiritually 

perfect.  Throughout the Bible, the holiness of God is emphasized, and the ultimate 

purity of the Godhead is to be revealed when this earth shall end. 

 

For I am the LORD who brings you up out of the land of Egypt, to be your God. 

You shall therefore be holy, for I am holy (Leviticus 11:45 NKJV). 

 

 
2 The Qur’an, the Book of Mormon and the Watchtower are all examples of such failed attempts.  All claim to 
honor the Bible and continue its revelation, but all find it necessary to undermine the Bible in various ways.  It is 
noteworthy that Jesus and his apostles never did this in establishing and proclaiming God’s new covenant. 
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 because it is written, “Be holy, for I am holy.” (1 Peter 1:16 NKJV). 

 

7 The law of the LORD is perfect, [a]converting the soul; 

The testimony of the LORD is sure, making wise the simple; 
8 The statutes of the LORD are right, rejoicing the heart; 

The commandment of the LORD is pure, enlightening the eyes; 
9 The fear of the LORD is clean, enduring forever; 

The judgments of the LORD are true and righteous altogether.  (Psalms 19:7-9 

NKJV) 

“Who committed no sin, 

Nor was deceit found in His mouth” (1 Peter 2:22 NKJV) 

 It is a most risky enterprise to claim perfection.  The mantle of perfection is 

such a fragile fabric that few care to defend it.  Through the followers of God found 

themselves frequently questioning His flawlessness, they all concluded that God is 

right.  Why did they all agree unwaveringly?  In the course of 1,500 years, why were 

none of the observers able to ultimately charge God with some small indiscretion of 

judgment?  Why is it that they all agreed on such a risky proposition?  Why did no 

Bible writer give in to the selfish human tendency to equalize morality at his own 

personal level?  The answer is that each wrote a perfect message from a perfect 

lawgiver.  They were not revealing their own opinions. 

 knowing this first, that no prophecy of Scripture is of any private 

interpretation, 21 for prophecy never came by the will of man, but holy men of 

God spoke as they were moved by the Holy Spirit. (2 Peter 1:20-21) 

 The other extreme view of God renders Him more of a concept and less of a 

person.  Like the flawed god of human construction, the conceptual view likely 

springs from an inability to conceive a perfect entity.  With some good in almost 

everything and everyone, the “force for good” concept releases one from needing to 

defend the personal God’s actions.  But the Bible unwaveringly resists cloaking God 

in mystical uncertainty.  Even though His attributes are beyond human 

comprehension, in a marvelous way we are still assured that he is a “He,” not an “it.”  

How could He be a Father, if He were not a person?  Likewise, the Holy Spirit is a 

real person, not just God’s holy attitude.  If there were ever any doubt that the 

Godhead is comprised of persons, not mystical forces, the incarnation of Jesus Christ 

settles the matter.  In it, God revealed Himself to mankind as an individual rather 

than an abstraction. 

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Psalms+19%3A7-9&version=NKJV#fen-NKJV-14176a
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 who being the brightness of His glory and the express image of His person, and 

upholding all things by the word of His power, when He had by Himself  purged 

our sins, sat down at the right hand of the Majesty on high (Hebrews 1:3 

NKJV). 

 Since the God of the Bible is a real Person, He has real feelings.  Can a God 

of infinite power have recognizable emotions?  No truth about God can be more 

readily noted in the Bible.  God was grieved that He had made man (Gen. 6:6).  

Moses was called upon to confess that he had incurred the kindling wrath of God 

(Exodus 4:14).  He is a God of joy and mercy (Micah 7:18).  He is love (1 John 

4:16).  Likewise, the Holy Spirit is said to grieve (Ephesians 4:30).  The entire 

spectrum of emotions observed in the Father is clearly seen in the Son during His 

sojourn on earth. 

 It would certainly have been easier and simpler for the bible writers to stray 

into these more easily defended areas of uncertainty.  Why did they not?  Was it only 

sheep-like docility that caused them to follow in the theological steps of their 

predecessors?  Even when such forced consistency is attempted, it frequently falls 

short.  And the question “Who is God?” lends itself naturally to a diversity of 

viewpoints.  Yet, the Bible writers chose to reveal God in terms that demonstrate 

that they themselves were not fully capable of understanding His infinite power.  

And at the same time, they avoided a literary shrug of the shoulders.  They told us 

who God is in the best way possible for our limited intellect, by telling us what he is 

like.  Their collective and consistent answer to the question demonstrates that such 

an infinite question may be partially answered in finite terms, but not by man. 

 

These things we also speak, not in words which man’s wisdom teaches but 

which the Holy Spirit teaches, comparing spiritual things with spiritual (1 

Corinthians 2:13). 

 

 Monotheism is another view of God preached with perfect consistency 

throughout the Bible. 

 

A shared idea of God must have come first, not that it can have come 

all at once.  Only the fact that it was shared can explain how so large a 

number of writers working separately over so long a period of time 

could have produced a work that, in all its variety, has a deep underlying 

unity.  Historical critical scholarship, having assigned different parts of 

different biblical books to different writers as well as, more recently, 

different and vastly expanded roles to different later redactors, has 

changed forever the way the Bible is read.  But the unity of the Bible 
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was not imposed entirely after the fact by clever editing.  That unity 

rests ultimately on the singularity of the Bible’s protagonist, the One 

God, the monos theos of monotheism. (Miles 93-4) 

 

 In an attempt to write a biography of God (an effort that turns out to mostly 

be vain and silly), Jack Miles found a grain of truth here.  In spite of his being assured 

by scholarly buffoons that the Bible was extensively edited and we know not how it 

once read, he cannot escape what he calls the underlying unity in this doctrine 

throughout the Bible.  In the midst of this critical tomfoolery, Miles cannot deny the 

Bible’s unity in the doctrine of monotheism.  The God of the Bible is unrecognizable 

if He is not God alone. 

 Why is it that all of the writers of the Old and New Testament stubbornly 

remained faithful to monotheism?  For an insignificant Israel to emerge from the 

fires of conquest between 1500 and 400 B.C. with her religion intact is most unlikely.  

This is especially true when one considers how many powerful Jews had introduced 

the pantheon of the surrounding nations.  And throughout it all, the voices of the 

prophets spoke as one in Scripture:  They utterly condemned the gods.  They 

condemned all of the gods.  Why was this doctrine steadfastly proclaimed?  The 

writers of the Bible died rather than give up monotheism, even for a moment of 

compromise.  The withering condemnation of Moses upon his brother Aaron was 

for his complicity in polytheism and idolatry (Exodus 32:21).  According to rabbinic 

tradition, Isaiah was murdered by the polytheist Manasseh.  Paul stood alone at Mars 

Hill in a debate against the most capable students of his day, and like Moses and 

Isaiah stood uncompromisingly against polytheism.  Why was this doctrine so vital?  

How did it emerge from a period steeped in pantheistic religion? 

 Monotheism is the religion of the Bible, because it is the truth revealed by 

God.  There is no other explanation.  Rather than an evolving concept, monotheism 

has ever been in danger of compromise.  Like the holiness and individuality of God, 

the doctrine of His exclusiveness has ever threatened to evolve into polytheism.  The 

writers of the Bible as one affirmed there is but one God. 

 The nature of man is just as clearly explored in the pages of Scripture.  With 

or without the Bible, man inevitably turns to introspection.  Who am I and what is 

the meaning of life?  It is a question so open ended that it spawns an endless number 

of answers.  Such is the case without a final word of authority.  How is it then that 

the Bible gives us final and concise answers to such questions?  Paul affirmed that 

some non-inspired writers had stumbled across some measure of truth when he 

quoted Acts 17:28 “for in Him we live and move and have our being, as also 

some of your own poets have said, ‘For we are also His offspring.’”  The very 

fact that only “certain” had said this shows that perhaps other writers did not buy 
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into this notion.  But the bible writers all agreed without exception to the Fatherhood 

of God. 

 As the offspring of Divine creation, who am I?  The Bible gives us a consistent 

answer.  I am a wayward child of a Divine Father.  Though He is holy, I have sinned.  

He seeks to redeem me to Himself.  Notice how all of the following verses address 

the idea of a creating Father. 

 

 “And the LORD God formed man of the dust of the ground, 

 and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life; and man 

 became a living being” (Genesis 2:7 NKJV). 

 

 “…the son of Enosh, the son of Seth, the son of Adam, the son of 

 God” (Luke 3:38 NKJV). 

 

 “But as many as received Him, to them He gave the right to 

 becomes children of God, to those who believe in His name” 

 (John 1:12 NKJV). 

 

 “And so it is written, ‘The first man Adam became a living 

 being.’  The last Adam became a life-giving spirit” 

 (1 Corinthians 15:45 NKJV). 

 

 Since the Bible consistently confirms that the God of creation continues to be 

a life-giving force, in matters physical and spiritual, man has a purpose in his life.  

He approaches his God by obedience to His commands in a holy lifestyle.  “Let us 

hear the conclusion of the whole matter:  Fear God and keep His 

commandments, For this is man’s all” (Ecc. 12:13 NKJV).  If man is obedient 

and faithful, he can enjoy the blessings of being created anew spiritually, and 

anticipate a new creation from God who originally fathered man. 

 The reality and nature of sin is consistently explored by all Bible writers.  Sin 

is shown to be a lawlessness (1 John 3:4).  It separates man from God (Genesis 3; 

Isaiah 59:1-2).  Its eventual consequence is death.  Perhaps here as clearly as in any 

particular is the single authorship of the Bible in evidence.  Without the Bible, sin is 

justified, ignored or dismissed entirely.  The writers of the Bible were called upon 

to unflinchingly report the sins of their heroes, and in some cases, of themselves.  

Would a profane scribe have reported the sin of his master with Bathsheba?  Why 

would Moses indict himself for his seemingly small indiscretion at Kadesh?  Why 

would Jeremiah write of his doubt, or Paul his sordid past? 

 The answer is that each of these was called upon to write the facts as they 

occurred.  And there was more than honesty and accuracy in evidence here.  Neither 



12 
 

was it just a matter of humility that caused these uncomfortable truths to be revealed.  

The Author, God, in each of these cases had a point to make about sin, righteousness 

and forgiveness.  The truth revealed in both covenants is that we are wayward 

people. 

 

 “All we like sheep have gone astray; We have turned, every 

 one, to his own way; And the LORD has laid on Him the 

 iniquity of us all” (Isaiah 53:6 NKJV). 

 

 Romans 3:21-26 New King James Version 

God’s Righteousness Through Faith 

21 But now the righteousness of God apart from the law is revealed, 

being witnessed by the Law and the Prophets, 22 even the righteousness 

of God, through faith in Jesus Christ, to all and on all who believe. For 

there is no difference; 23 for all have sinned and fall short of the glory of 

God, 24 being justified freely by His grace through the redemption that 

is in Christ Jesus, 25 whom God set forth as a propitiation by His blood, 

through faith, to demonstrate His righteousness, because in His 

forbearance God had passed over the sins that were previously 

committed, 26 to demonstrate at the present time His righteousness, that 

He might be just and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus. 

 It is important that we understand the consistent nature of sin, and the 

consequences it brings to those who indulge in it.  And this is also true of God’s 

people who sin.  The utter objectivity in the treatment of sin in the Bible proves 

that one and only one authored it.  And that one has a decidedly superior view of 

sin than even His chosen human scribes. 

 The Bible’s message is even consistent in the reaction it provokes among its 

enemies.  The Old Testament is largely the story of God’s family amidst the 

powerful pagan nations.  But even His people were marked by stubbornness and 

unfaithfulness.  Israel’s history was marked by refusing God’s truth. 

 

 “And the LORD God of their fathers sent warnings to them 

 by His messengers, rising up early and sending them. 

 because He had compassion on His people and on His 

 dwelling place.  But they mocked the messengers of God, 

 despised His words, and scoffed at His prophets, until the 
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 wrath of the LORD arose against His people, till there was 

 nor remedy” (2 Chron. 36:15-16 NKJV). 

 

 “O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, the one who kills the prophets and 

 stones those who are sent to her!  How often I wanted to 

 gather your children together, as a hen gathers her chicks 

 under her wings, but you were not willing!” (Matt. 23:37 NKJV). 

 

 “And when they heard of the resurrection of the dead, some 

 mocked, while others said, ‘We will hear you again on this 

 matter’” (Acts 17:32). 

 

 Why is it that the various messages of the Bible cause such similar 

reactions?  The answer is that it is the same message on each occasion.  The 

passions inspired by hearing the bitter truth far exceed those brought by false 

accusations. 

 Interestingly enough, similar reactions are noted today.  They range from 

fear, to mocking that which cannot be defeated by argumentation, to shame 

masked by anger.  And they coincide with the reactions noted in Scripture.  Again, 

this comes as no surprise since the Bible is able to penetrate the human heart 

(Hebrews 4:12).  The truth, if it is to be truth, must be consistent.  Jesus claimed 

that the Bible was the source of ultimate truth when He stated in John 17:17, 

“Sanctify them by Your truth.  Your word is truth.”  Since the Bible proclaims 

one sensible and consistent message throughout, it cannot be anything other than 

the inspired Word of the living God. 
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