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I’ll never forget the first time when I was in college and got called into the 

principal’s office. It was my English professor, and she emailed me and 

said you need to come to my office. The reason was because I did the 

unthinkable in an English class; I had quoted the Bible in a paper. I’ll 

rewind just a little bit and tell you about the assignment from my 

professor. We were to learn how to do footnotes. She showed us how to 

do proper footnoting and then said we were to write a paper for practice. 

She said it didn’t matter what the paper was about, all she wanted us to do 

was footnote sources. She said she didn’t care what the sources were and 

listed a variety of sources, books, newspapers, magazines, even the 

Simpsons, or telephone conversation, or text message. It could be 

anything we chose, just as long as we footnoted properly. I was a new 

Christian at the time, and I thought this was great. I wrote it on the gospel 

and I quoted the Bible along with other things. So I got the email telling 

me to come to her office, and I was really unsure about what the problem 

was. I didn’t know if maybe I had done the footnoting incorrectly. I go in 



and she said, “Mr. Cunningham, you're going to have to redo your paper.” 

I said, “Why is that?” She said, “You quoted the Bible.” I said, “Was there 

something wrong with the footnote?” She said, “No, you got the footnote 

right. You just can't quote the Bible in a paper.” I said, “Why can't I quote 

the Bible in a paper?” She said, “Because it is an unreliable source. It’s 

been proven that it’s unreliable. You can't trust it, so you can't quote it in a 

paper.” I said, “Ok, let me just make sure I understood the assignment 

right. We could quote the Simpsons or my dad’s text message, but I can't 

quote the Bible.” She said, “Yes, it’s an unreliable source; you're going to 

have to redo your paper.” So as a new believer, not really knowing a lot 

about what she was talking about, she told me the Bible was full of errors. 

I didn’t really know what to do with that, so I left to go redo my paper. 

Now, why do I bring that up? Why do we bring up this idea of whether the 

Bible is trustworthy? That’s the question. Is my English professor correct? 

Is the Bible unreliable? Is it filled with errors? Can you really trust it? Can 

you really believe this gospel of Mark is actually what Mark wrote? Or, is it 

so contaminated, so full of errors, that it’s completely untrustworthy. It’s 

fine as a mystic, hokey book, but you better not bring it into academia, 

quote it, or actually believe that it is true and error free.  

You might be asking why we are bringing this up in the gospel of Mark. It’s 

because we are a little uncertain the verses we’re going to read this 

morning in Mark were actually Mark’s words. That might scare us a little 

bit. If you turn to Mark chapter 16, it will probably say the earliest 

manuscripts do not include verses 9-20. It causes us to hold up just a 

second. If theses verses are maybe uncertain, then what else is maybe 

uncertain in the Bible, and could the whole thing be uncertain. I want to 

tackle that question in the first half of our sermon. Is the New Testament 

reliable? Does the uncertainty of these verses cause us to be uncertain 

about the whole Bible? Or, do these uncertain verses cause us to be more 

certain about the entire New Testament? I'm going to say it’s the latter. 

The uncertainty of these verses will cause us to be more certain about the 

rest of the New Testament. I want to deal with this issue of the ending to 

Mark’s gospel. You might not know this, but there are actually two endings 

to Mark’s gospel. The first ending is probably not found in your Bible. It’s 

one that didn’t make it into our English copies because it’s pretty much 



known that Mark didn’t write it. It does come into some Greek manuscripts. 

We’re going to read that shorter ending. It doesn’t even have a verse with 

it because it wasn’t included in our bibles. It says, “But they reported 

briefly, to Peter and those with him, all that they had been told. And after 

this, Jesus Himself appeared to them and sent out, by means of them from 

east to west, the sacred and imperishable proclamation of eternal 

salvation.” That’s a mouthful. That doesn’t really sound like Mark. If you’ve 

been with us, Mark is kind of straight to it. He's a fast paced guy. That 

doesn’t sound like Mark’s language. We can see through all of the various 

manuscripts that we have of the Greek New Testament that it was added 

later. It was an addition; it wasn’t Mark’s original words. Very few people 

will lobby that the shorter ending should be read as God's Word. We do 

have a longer ending, the one we’re going to read today, and it is also not 

found in some of the earliest manuscripts. If you're new to Christianity, we 

have an English Bible, but the Bible was actually written in the Old 

Testament in Hebrew and the New Testament mainly in Greek. It was 

written almost two thousand years ago. That’s a long time ago. They didn’t 

have a printing press, so all of the copies of the New Testament are 

handwritten up until the 1500’s. This is a long time of people copying the 

New Testament, so what we have today is a whole lot of copies of the 

Bible. As we look through all of these copies, some of the earliest ones 

don’t include the verses that we’re going to look at this morning. That 

brings us to the question of what we do with these verses. How do we 

understand them and what do they show us about the rest of the New 

Testament? My hope for the first part of this message is the uncertainty of 

these twelve verses will leave you more certain about the six hundred and 

sixty-six other verses in Mark. The point is we are unsure about these 

twelve, but we will see through textual criticism that we are dead certain 

about the six hundred and sixty-six other verses. We’re not sure about the 

ending, but we can be dead sure that the rest of the book was written by 

Mark under the inspiration of God’s Holy Spirit. We’re going to see how the 

uncertainty of these verses can lead us to be more certain about the actual 

New Testament we hold in our hands. We’re going to see it is the most 

reliable and trustworthy ancient manuscript known to man. Almost nobody 

who actually does the research can argue that point.  



I want to bring in some smart guys just to help us understand the problem. 

Here are some various New Testament scholars and professors that I 

would love to quote. They are all talking about these endings. Tom 

Constable says, “The two oldest Greek manuscripts of the New Testament, 

plus many other old manuscripts do not contain them.” Constable says 

when you go back to the older manuscripts, most do not include, and the 

oldest we have do not include this ending.  

Larry Hurtado says, “Nearly all scholars think that verses 9-20 began to be 

attached to mark sometime in the second century or later by scribes trying 

to make mark read like the other gospels.” This was an add-on by a 

copyist, by a scribe, to make it harmonize with the other gospels.  

NT Wright says, “It seems Pius’ copyists, finding Mark short of a final 

column or page, decided to add what they thought a suitable conclusion. 

Mark leaves his gospel like he started it. He starts it just running and ends 

it with an abrupt ending; they were in fear. As we study the framework of 

Mark’s gospel, we can see it was actually a literary device. He did it on 

purpose. It’s kind of like Jonah; it just ends. The parable of the two sons 

just ends. Mark just ends the gospel with us. Are we going to be afraid, or 

are we, in faith, going to go out and proclaim the resurrection of Jesus? 

Why do these copyist who are copying Mark’s letter saying he doesn’t end 

it? It seems to be there was an ending added on later on to make it be 

more harmonious with the other gospels.  

John Scott says, “Both variants, in my opinion, are examples of a less 

skilled hand trying to fix what the master had not made explicit or had 

made too explicit, like the later artists who tried to fix Michelangelo’s 

masterpiece in the Sistine chapel by painting clothes on naked figures.” It 

seems somebody was trying to mess with what really wasn’t the original 

intent.  

James Edwards says, “Neither Clement of Alexandria nor Origen (second 

century church fathers) shows any awareness of the existence of the 

longer endings.” These are guys that are like 150 to the 200’s; they don’t 

even know there is a longer ending to Mark’s gospel. He will also say that 

many manuscripts that contain the longer ending; there is actually a 



footnote by the scribes saying this was not part of the original autograph 

that Mark wrote.  

John MacArthur says, “Fourth century church fathers, Eusebius and 

Jerome, note almost all Greek manuscripts available to them lack verses 9-

20.”  

Lastly, I will quote Danny Akins in a Gospel Coalition article. He says, “Only 

two major passages raise this kind of issue, Mark and the other in John. 

That’s it!”  

Why is that last quote important? We've seen all these other quotes are 

basically saying the ending we are reading, most scholars agree, is not 

written by Mark. Mark didn’t write this ending, so that troubles us, and 

Danny Akin comes to the rescue to say don’t panic; there are only two 

places in the Bible, two long sections where we have a question about it, 

and they are in Mark and John. They are footnoted in your Bible, and 

they're clearly seen. He said that’s it, with an exclamation Mark. Why does 

he put an exclamation Mark on it? He is making the point that there are 

twenty four verses that we aren’t sure about, but there are about eight 

thousand verses we know for sure are the autographed hands of the 

apostles. Because we are uncertain about this ending, it makes us all the 

more certain about all of the other verses we've read in Mark. We can be 

dead sure that he actually wrote what we find in the rest of Mark’s gospel.  

How can we be sure about that? How does this uncertainty cause us to be 

more certain? For us to be more certain, we have to look at a couple of 

things that might be a little nerdy, but we’re all going to put on our nerd 

glasses and nerd out for a moment. We’re going to talk about Bible 

transmission and textual criticism. Textual criticism sounds bad, but it’s 

not. It’s good. It’s trying to find what the original writers actually wrote. 

When we talk about the Bible, we say it is the inspired Word of God. In 2 

timothy 3:16, it says, “For all Scripture is God breathed,” theopneustos. He 

breathed out the Scripture. We believe when Mark wrote, those words are 

God's Word. What Mark wrote, God is actually leading Mark, through the 

inspiration of the Holy Spirit, to write what he wrote so that we would 

know what God said. Because of the inspiration of the Bible, we need to 



really be sure we actually know what Mark wrote. Here's the problem. We 

don’t have Mark’s original writings. That might shock some of us. You can't 

go to the library and check out Mark’s gospel, open it up, and find his 

handwritten letter. We don’t have it. It hasn’t survived. Think about it; 

that’s almost two thousand years ago. That is a reason why it hasn’t 

survived. That’s a lot of time. We don’t have the original, the autograph, so 

how do we have Mark’s gospel in our Bible? It’s because we have copies of 

copies of copies of copies of copies of Mark’s original gospel.  

Let’s think about Bible transmission. How is the Bible transmitted from 

Mark’s day all the way until the printing press would come where it was 

really easy to transmit from that point on? Before that, for fifteen hundred 

years people were handwriting copies of Mark’s original letter. Mark writes 

the gospel, the church gets it, these various churches are getting it, 

reading it, and believing this is Scripture, God's Word. What do they do? 

They start copying it just like they did the Old Testament. They start 

copying Mark’s gospel and sending it to other churches saying here is God's 

Word. These other churches would receive it, they would start copying, 

and sending to other churches and others would get it, copy, and send to 

friends and family. So you don’t have the original, but copy after copy after 

copy, and what we have is a whole lot of those copies.  

Because we have so many of those copies, we can do what's called textual 

criticism. Let’s say you have copies from the first century and the second 

century, and you also have copies from the tenth century. By the way, 

there are about fifty-seven hundred copies of the Greek New Testament, of 

these different letters, variants, and scriptures. We have almost six 

thousand copies of what the original apostles wrote. Through textual 

criticism, we can look at all of these copies and find there are variants in 

the copies. There are mistakes. What my English professor would say is the 

Bible is full of errors. She is sort of correct in what she is saying because 

what she means is in all of the copies, certainly errors, certainly variants. 

What is not true is that there were errors in the originals. There are no 

errors in the originals of what was actually written, but if you take six 

thousand copies of the original that is all handwritten, you can assume 

there will be a few scribes under dim candlelight who will make a few 



mistakes. When you hear your friends say that the Bible is full of errors, 

that is what they're alluding to. Yes, there have been copyists and scribes 

who have made errors in transmitting the Bible, not in the inspiration, but 

in the transmitting of the scriptures. But here is the great news…through 

the science of textual criticism, we can look at all of the almost six 

thousand different manuscripts, and we can see the obvious error of a 

scribe. How do we know that? Because of the fifth century. In the third 

century, it actually said something different, so two hundred years later, 

which would be correct, the one written in the third century, or the one 

written in the fifth century? It’s obvious that the one written earlier was 

closer to the actual writing, closer to Mark, so that would be the one that is 

correct. Through textual criticism, we are aware of all of the variants. We 

are aware of all of the points where a scribe would have changed or moved 

something. By the way, when people talk about the Bible being full of 

errors, what they're mainly referring to are things that don’t matter at all. 

In Greek, there's what's called a movable nu, which is basically like using 

an ‘n’ after an ‘a’ if you are saying ‘a apple, or an apple.’ That’s the biggest 

error in all of the copies. Some of the scribes have put the ‘n’ and some 

would leave it off. There is some incorrect spelling. Some of the copyists 

are like me; they can't spell very well. Those are the main issues in the 

variants; spelling and a word will be in a different order (in Greek, word 

order doesn’t really matter that much). These are the many errors in the 

Bible. Through textual criticism, we can see them and know them, so we 

can be very, very sure what the actual Bible said.  

Here's the question. How many of these copies do we have, and how does 

this square with other ancient manuscripts? All ancient manuscripts had to 

be copied. Other ancient manuscripts don’t raise a lot of issues in 

academia. For instance, Homer’s The Iliad. I haven’t heard a lot of people 

say that Homer didn’t really write that, or you can't quote because it’s not 

a reliable source, although we have the earliest copy of manuscripts is five 

hundred years after the original writing, and we have six hundred and 

forty-three copies. That’s a pretty big gap to say we know what was 

written. We have Plato’s work. We have the earliest copies are twelve 

hundred years after the original writings, and we have seven copies 

available to us. For Aristotle, there is a span of fourteen hundred years that 



is closest to his original writing, and only forty copies. You begin to see in 

the ancient world, there is a lot of time that passes, and not very many 

manuscripts; yet, if you quote Aristotle in an English paper, you aren’t 

going to be reprimanded for it. They would say it is a valid source. Some of 

the other others ones, the wars and different ones, you have a thousand 

years, nine hundred years, six hundred years, four hundred years; we have 

ten, three, seventy-five, twenty-seven, so a lot of years, and not very 

many copies.  

Now, what about the New Testament? As far as the years that have 

spanned between the copies, we have and he original writings, we have 

some within twenty-nine years of the original autographs. The other 

closest is four hundred. From twenty-nine years to about a span of a 

hundred years, we have portions, and then one hundred and fifty to two 

hundred years, we have entire books. By AD 300, we have the entire New 

Testament complied in a Greek New Testament. We have copies that are 

really close to the originals. The question is how many copies do we have? 

Do we have seven, ten, six hundred? We have almost six thousand copies! 

It’s between fifty-seven and fifty-eight hundred copies of the original 

writings. Compare that with any other ancient work that we study and say 

is valid. It is embarrassing when you compare the New Testament to it. 

Not only that, there is even better news; not only do we have almost six 

thousand copies of the Greek New Testament, but we also have the same 

letters, Mark, Luke, John, that have been translated to other languages. 

These early fathers wanted to get the gospel out to all people everywhere, 

so they start translating it from Greek into other languages like Latin, 

Coptic, and Syriac. We have something around twenty to twenty-five 

thousand copies of the New Testament in other languages that are right 

close to the original copies. Not only that, if we lost all of the Greek 

manuscripts, all of the other handwritten manuscripts in other languages, if 

we go to the church fathers, those early pastors and theologians who lived 

just a generation after the apostles, by their sermons, their writings, their 

quotations, and letters, we can put together the entire New Testament just 

by the way they quoted it. If we lost all the manuscripts, we can take all 

the church fathers’ writings and can reconstruct the entire New Testament 

just through their sermons. The ESV study Bible says we have over a 



million quotes from the early church fathers! Six thousand, twenty 

thousand, one million…put that against any other ancient work, and it is 

embarrassing how much more reliable and certain the New Testament is.  

Yes, we find a little bit of uncertainty because we’re not sure verses 9-20 

were in the original writings of Mark. Why do we know that? Because we 

have so many copies. Because we have six thousand copies. Because we 

have so much information that we can go all the way back through textual 

criticism, we can see this was actually an addition to Mark’s original gospel. 

How do we know that? Because of the amount of information. The reason 

we’re uncertain is because we have so much information. It’s because we 

are so sure about the rest of the New Testament and that’s the reason we 

can be a little bit uncertain about this one section of Scripture. My hope is 

the uncertainty of Mark’s ending will leave you more certain about the 

Greek New Testament. It will leave you more certain about the Bible. So, 

when somebody says the Bible is full of errors, it can't be trusted, it’s not 

reliable, we have no idea what those original writers say, you can enter 

into that conversation and point out that if we can't trust the New 

Testament, then we can't trust anything because we have so much more 

and true information about the New Testament. It is reliable, and yes, you 

can quote it in an English paper. It is reliable. It is true, and we know what 

Mark actually wrote.  

This doesn’t really answer the question though. What about this ending? If 

we are very sure that Mark didn’t write it, who wrote it? If we answer the 

question of who wrote it, the other question is did God inspire them to 

write it, or did they just write it on their own? That’s a big distinction. To 

be honest, I don't know the answer. I don't know who wrote it; it was 

probably a scribe or copyist years later who said, hey, Mark’s gospel 

doesn’t end really well. It seems like all the other gospels have a great 

commission and a resurrection account of everybody seeing Jesus; we are 

going to take what we know from all the other gospels and finish Mark’s 

gospel for him. That seems most likely to what happened. But the question 

is did a scribe or copyist use what they knew about God's Word to compile 

an ending that fit with God's Word, or, did God, through the inspiration of 

His Holy Spirit prompt a scribe to write this ending? If it’s the second, then 



this ending is God's Word. If it’s the first, then it’s just comments about 

God's Word. I don't know that we can be certain either way. So what do 

we do? We have an ending in our bibles that we’re not sure is the Bible. 

This morning, we’re going to read it and look through it because either 

way, this ending harmonizes with the rest of Scripture and it will remind us 

what the rest of Scripture says in Matthew, Luke, and John, that the 

message of the gospel is not just supposed to be believed and walked 

away from; it’s supposed to be believed and lived out. You're supposed to 

do something with the gospel, and that is go tell the nations the good 

news of Jesus.  

I have noticed kids often experience things differently than adults, 

especially movies. For instance, just two weeks ago I took my boys to see 

Star Wars (I know that shocks many of you). As we left, I noticed that I 

have a different reaction to Star Wars than they do. When I watch Star 

Wars, I enjoy it, I get excited about it, and then I go and get on with my 

life. When they watch Star Wars, they immediately go out and want to buy 

a light saber. That’s what kids do! They want to get a light saber, a robe, 

build a Lego ship and fly it around and take on the dark side. They don’t 

want to see a story; they want to live that story. They want to enter into 

the world of Star Wars. They want to participate.  

Sometimes, I think as adults, when we read the gospel of Mark, we look at 

it and say yes, I believe. I believe in the empty tomb. I believe Jesus rose 

from the dead; now I'm going to go on with my life. We forget the story is 

not just supposed to be believed on. It is supposed to be believed on, but 

by belief, we’re supposed to enter into it. We’re supposed to grab our light 

saber and enter into this epic story where we now get to be the ones who 

go and tell the nations the good news of Jesus. For some of us, we've been 

a year in Mark, and we’ve been watching and going home. We come, we 

watch, we eat popcorn, and go home. What I want us to do is have a kid 

reaction to Mark. I want us to hear it, feel it, and grab something and go 

do it, actually go and tell someone the best news ever. That’s how we’re 

supposed to react to this. This ending of Mark is all about our correct 

reaction to this resurrected Lord.  

 



Scripture 

” Now when he rose early on the first day of the week, he 

appeared first to Mary Magdalene, from whom he had cast out 

seven demons. She went and told those who had been with him, 

as they mourned and wept. But when they heard that he was alive 

and had been seen by her, they would not believe it.”  

What a sad response. The disciples, the ones who followed Jesus and 

heard Him say I'm going to die and rise from the dead, when they hear 

somebody has seen and experienced Him, and they tell you they don’t 

believe. They're still left in disbelief. Is that some of you this morning? 

We've been going through Mark, we've been seeing Jesus, we've seen Him 

live, raise people from the dead, miracles, Him proclaim to be the son of 

God, and then prove it. After all of this, are you still in a place of unbelief? 

That’s where we find the disciples at in these first verses.  

“After these things he appeared in another form to two of them, 

as they were walking into the country. And they went back and 

told the rest, but they did not believe them.”  

Here we have that elusion to Luke’s Emmaus road where these two are 

walking down this road and Jesus appears to them. They don’t recognize 

Him because He is in His resurrected body. Jesus says hey, what's going 

on? They're like, where have you been? Do you not realize what happened 

in Jerusalem? Jesus just got crucified, and people are saying He's alive, but 

we’re not sure. We don’t know what's going on. Jesus takes the whole Old 

Testament and shows them that the whole Old Testament was really 

pointing to Him all along, and that He's the fulfillment of the whole Bible. 

Their eyes were opened and they see who Jesus is. Their hearts burn 

inside of them when they see the risen Lord and Savior, and they go tell, 

but no one believes them. Again, we’re left in this place of unbelief.  

“Afterward he appeared to the eleven themselves as they were 

reclining at table, and he rebuked them for their unbelief and 

hardness of heart, because they had not believed those who saw 

him after he had risen.”  



Jesus appears to the eleven, and He rebukes them for their unbelief. This 

harmonizes with the other scriptures. We see in Luke 24 that when the 

apostles are told, it seemed like an idle tale to them. In John 20, Thomas 

sees Him and still doesn’t believe. He had to see His nail scars. Jesus, or 

course, shows him and then Thomas says “My Lord and my God.” There's 

this constant unbelief among the disciples. In John 21, after all this they go 

back to fishing. Jesus has them catch a big crop of fish and they have 

breakfast, and Jesus says Peter, you missed the mission. Have you 

forgotten? Here's the goal; fish, feed, and follow. You're not following; 

you're fishing, but not for men, and you're not feeding My lambs. You need 

to go feed My lambs and follow Me. We see this reality that the disciples 

still had a lot of unbelief and Jesus is rebuking them. Where does unbelief 

come from? It ultimately comes from a hard heart. He rebukes their hard 

hearts.  

For you, maybe you're still troubled with belief. You can't believe the 

gospel. You're wondering what's wrong. Maybe for you, it’s a case of a 

hard heart. Your first prayer should be God, soften my heart so that I can 

believe. I have a hard heart that doesn’t believe you. I don’t believe the 

gospel. I don’t know that I believe the Bible. So I'm asking for You to 

soften my heart because my hard heart is causing me not to believe, and I 

want to believe in You.  

Then Jesus gives them the mission. It’s the same mission we find in 

Matthew 28. 

“And he said to them, “Go into all the world and proclaim the 

gospel to the whole creation.” 

I love that! Here's the mission. He's reminding the apostles of the mission. 

He's reminding the church of the mission. What are we supposed to do? Go 

and proclaim the gospel, the good news that Jesus died for you sins, rose 

again for the dead for your sins, and if you will believe in Him, you can 

have eternal life. You can be forgiven of your sins and have life with God. 

That is the good news. There's a cross and an empty tomb that is able to 

make you right with God. Jesus says go. Where are we supposed to go? To 

all the world and proclaim the gospel to the whole creation. Does it get 



much plainer than that? Go everywhere, see everyone, and preach the 

gospel.  

Why should we go do this mission? What's the urgency to the mission? 

Jesus follows up. 

“Whoever believes and is baptized will be saved, but whoever 

does not believe will be condemned.” 

It is urgent that we go because people need to be saved. People need 

salvation. They are condemned right now. I don’t think this verse is 

teaching baptismal regeneration that you're saved when you're baptized, 

even though it says whoever believes and is baptized will be saved. Look at 

the rest of the verse. Whoever does not believe will be condemned. 

Salvation is about belief. It’s not those who aren’t baptized who are 

condemned; it’s those who don’t believe that are condemned. Why are 

baptism and belief linked then? Because in the scriptures, we see the 

response to belief is baptism. When you believe and become a Christian, 

you are supposed to show that to the world through baptism. Your baptism 

is saying I'm with Jesus! I'm a Jesus follower. I'm part of this church. I'm 

marked out. I belong to a new kingdom and I want to show that to the 

world. If you're a believer, you should get baptized, not for salvation, but 

to proclaim your salvation.  

Here's the urgency of the gospel. Here's why we must go. It’s because 

people are condemned. People who don’t believe in the Lord Jesus are 

condemned. Why are they condemned? Because they're sinners and 

they're going to face a holy God. What they need to hear is the gospel. 

People need to be saved. That’s the urgency of our mission.  

 And these signs will accompany those who believe: in my name 

they will cast out demons; they will speak in new tongues; they 

will pick up serpents with their hands; and if they drink any 

deadly poison, it will not hurt them; they will lay their hands on 

the sick, and they will recover.”  

There are signs that will accompany the proclamation of the gospel, and 

they will for the ones He's talking to. This is that apostolic age we see all 



through the book of Acts these things coming true. Paul gets bit by a 

deadly snake and he doesn’t die. They're laying hands on people and 

they're recovering, getting well. They're speaking in tongues. We see that 

at Pentecost. By the way, when Peter spoke in tongues, everybody heard it 

in their own language. We see these things happen and I think they are 

signs for them, not promises to us. These are not things to hold onto to 

say we can go and lay hands on people and they will miraculously heal. No, 

they're signs given to them. Why? Because in 1 Corinthians, it says Jews 

demand signs. If there's going to be a new movement of God, if this 

Christian thing is true, there has to be signs accompanying it. We see in 

the book of Acts that signs do accompany the gospel. What are the signs 

for? They're not for the individual. They're not to see that you're somehow 

growing in your faith and reaching another level which is how many 

interpret signs today. The signs that Jesus gave them are the signs that 

accompany the message of the gospel. Signs are always about the gospel, 

not about the individual person.  

“So then the Lord Jesus, after he had spoken to them, was taken 

up into heaven and sat down at the right hand of God. And they 

went out and preached everywhere, while the Lord worked with 

them and confirmed the message by accompanying signs.” 

They went out and the Lord worked with them. Jesus first left. You can 

imagine, you finally got your Savior back, and then He leaves! Why did He 

leave? He had somewhere to go. Where did Jesus go? He went to the right 

hand of His heavenly Father and He sat down. It’s accomplished. Salvation 

has been paid for in full. The work of the Son was accomplished and He sat 

down. Because Jesus is seated at the right hand of the Father with full 

authority over all the nations, what is His command? They went. Jesus 

goes, and the disciples go too. Because Jesus left, they went. Because they 

knew where Jesus was, they went to all people in all places to proclaim the 

good news of the gospel. They went out and preached everywhere. 

They're preaching the good news of Jesus. We can't just go and do good 

works. We’re supposed to do good works, but as we do good works, those 

good works are for the purpose of proclaiming the good news of Jesus that 

He died for your sins and rose again on the third day.  



Now, I love this little phrase, “…while the Lord worked with them.” I just 

love that. Jesus left them, He's in Heaven seated at the right hand throne 

of the Father, and He's still working through them as they go! As they go 

to fulfill the mission, Jesus is working in and through them. You see that all 

throughout the book of Acts. We normally call the book of Acts the Acts of 

the Apostles. That’s really a bad name for the book. It should really be the 

Acts of Jesus through the Apostles. All that happens in Acts is not the 

apostles doing it, it’s Jesus doing it through them. The Lord was 

accompanying them and working through them as they went and 

proclaimed the gospel.  

Here's what I want you to get. As we lean in to the mission of God, as we 

go, participate, and proclaim, the Lord Jesus works with us who is seated 

on high. When you enter into that gospel conversation, when you try to 

shine a little light to that person you are trying to open the door to share 

Jesus with, Jesus is right there with you working in and through you. He 

left so that He could be right with you. He's not in Palestine anymore. He is 

with you everywhere you go as you lean into the mission of God. That 

gives us confidence that as we go and share, Jesus is right there working 

with us.  

I think the ending of Mark was put in to remind people that the gospel of 

Mark is not just supposed to be believed. It’s not just something we sit 

back and read and watch. No, the gospel of Mark is something that’s 

supposed to be responded to. When I watch a movie, I watch and I leave. 

When my kids watch a movie, they grab their light sabers and enter into 

the story. In the gospel of Mark, we are supposed to look at the 

resurrection and say yes, and then we’re supposed to go and proclaim hat 

resurrection to the people around us. In other words, we’re not just 

supposed to believe the story; we’re supposed to enter into the story and 

do our part to tell the story to as many people as possible. It’s a gospel 

that pulls us in that causes us to want to respond.  

Hopefully, you’ve had two big thoughts this morning. My two hopes that 

you leave with is number one that the uncertainty of Mark 16:9-20 leaves 

you more certain about the rest of the New Testament. Because we’re 

unsure Mark wrote this ending, we are absolutely sure that Mark wrote the 



rest, which means God wrote the rest through Him, so what we have in our 

hands is the very words of God that we can trust. The uncertainty leads us 

to more certainty. Secondly, the gospel story is not just to be believed, 

though it is believed. You must believe in the Lord Jesus for salvation, but 

it’s not only to be believed. It is also to be lived out. You're supposed to 

enter into that story. What I didn’t know as a college student was this 

whole concept of textual criticism and Bible transmission. I wish I would 

have known that so I could have entered into a conversation with my 

professor and said I know you're saying there are a lot of errors, but let me 

explain what you mean by that and let me show that because there are a 

lot of errors, it means there's a lot of information, and because there's a lot 

of information, we can know and see the reality is the New Testament is 

more authentic than any ancient manuscript you can point to. I wish I 

could have told her that, but I didn’t know. What I did know that I didn’t 

tell her was I knew what the Bible said, and I didn’t tell her. I didn’t say 

not only do I want to quote the Bible, but I want to tell you what the Bible 

is about. The Bible is about a Savior who came to save you from your sins. 

We as the church need to be able to defend the Bible. We need to be able 

to enter into those conversations. When people say it’s full of errors, we 

need to know how to defend it. More than that, we need to be the people 

that tell what the Bible actually says. We need to do more than just defend 

it; we need to proclaim to the whole creation that Christ has died for their 

sins, and by repentance and faith, they can have eternal life! There were 

things I didn’t know that I couldn’t tell, but there was one thing I did know 

that I failed to tell her. As the church, we may not know everything, but we 

do know one thing. Christ was crucified, Christ was buried, and on the third 

day, He rose again. Let’s take that one thing, that gospel message, and go 

tell everyone the best news ever.  

 


