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INTRODUCTION

"The one who has knowledge uses words with restraint,

and whoever has understanding is even-tempered." - Prov. 17:28

"If I speak in the tongues of men or of angels, but do not have love, I am only a resounding gong or a

clanging cymbal." - 1 Corinthians 13:1

As God's people, we need not be timid when it comes to speaking about even the most challenging
topics that face humanity. At the same time, there is great wisdom in using restraint with our words,
listening first, and attempting, as much as we are able, to think through issues from a variety of

perspectives. We should aim to speak with gentle clarity (1 Peter 3:15) whenever possible.

At the same time, many things in this world are not abundantly clear. In those areas, we do well to
embrace the mysteries of our faith. There is far more virtue in admitting and embracing the unknown

than there is in faking certainty.
My goal in this sermon series is, perhaps, best expressed in the following statements.

Child of God, please know that:
e God's Word is sufficient for all of life and eternity. At the same time, God's Word doesn't answer
every question in the way that we would like. That is where faith begins.
e We can talk graciously about difficult topics over which we may or may not have agreement.
Disagreement over secondary issues doesn't have to divide.
e The authority of Scripture is absolutely essential.

e Difficult topics are intended by God to summon you deeper in trust and faith.

It's my prayer that the exploration of these topics and the proclamation of God's enduring Word will

be a blessing to you.
Peace to you in Christ,

Scott Skones, Pastor

November 2023



Sermon 1

IS THE BIBLE TRUSTWORTHY?

Preached on September 10, 2023

2 Timothy 3:16-17
2 Peter 1:20-21

We are beginning a sermon series today that I know many of you are excited about and interested in.
It's a series that we've titled “Asking For A Friend” — with a goal to provide answers to questions that

you have about matters of life and faith.

I will say from the beginning that there is no way for us to address all of the questions that we received.
I think that all-total we received somewhere in the neighborhood of 25 different questions, making it a
difficult task to sort through them.

If your question didn’t make the list that we will be addressing in this series, please know that you can
always come meet with me and I'd love to discuss whatever it is that’s on your mind. I'm always
available to talk through difficult questions of life and faith, so don't be afraid to ask.

Another caveat that I want to share is that every one of the topics that I'm going to be addressing in
this series is complex. The very reason that they are part of this series is that they are difficult

questions.

There is this tendency among human beings, and Christians are no exception, that we continually
want to relieve the tension and the dissonance that we experience, and so we often settle for inadequate
answers to just stop thinking about it. We find the quickest path to a perceived resolution — and then
we check it off our list. But so often those answers aren’t really answers at all, but a choice to live in

ignorance.
Let me share one controversial political example, because, why not?
Immigration Policy.

There is no shortage of immigration experts on the internet. But the problem with the immigration
question is that it’s much larger than just border security. Border security is one part of the issue. But
the question of immigration has many other components as well. There are economic, historical,
moral, humanitarian, religious, and racial questions involved in the discussion. And each of those
pieces of the immigration puzzle is viewed differently depending on where you live, your vocation,
your experience, and your priorities for our nation.



Many questions of faith and life for the Christian are difficult in this same way - they have fingers into
many other areas, and to truly wrap our minds around them, we have to put in some work to gain

some depth of understanding of related issues and contexts and interconnectedness.

And so as we approach the questions in this series, one of the aims is to be theological and
academically careful and wise. Care and wisdom take work. They take some measure of commitment.

If you want to understand difficult things, you must put in difficult work.
Two more brief things that I want to mention by way of introduction.

1 - Most of these questions have multiple books written specifically about them. Some even have
hundreds of books written about them. We will not be able to deal with every angle of every question.
It’s impossible. But we will do our best to share that which is of the greatest theological, missional, and

practical importance for us in each discussion.

2- It’s ok for you to disagree with me. We don’t have to agree on everything to be part of a church
family together. I have great respect for many people with whom I disagree. So long as you can
disagree respectfully, we will be just fine. These are hard questions and we can expect some level of
disagreement. But I know your collective maturity level and that you are fully capable of loving people

that you might disagree with.
Let’s get into our topic for today. The question is this:
Is the Bible Trustworthy?

Let's not pretend like you don't know how I'm going to answer the question. If I didn't believe that the
Bible is trustworthy, I wouldn't be doing what I'm doing.

Believe it or not, I didn't become a pastor to get rich and famous. I have vast and varied interests. I
went to college to be a teacher. In fact, I maintain my teaching license in North Dakota in case you fire
me someday. When we lived in Minot I had my own technology consulting business on the side,
managing tech needs for several clients. I used to work at a museum. I worked in radio. I worked in law
enforcement. I've always had an interest in funeral work. And I have a dream of working in a
greenhouse or nursery someday or maybe being a historical tour guide in a place like Washington DC.

I have very diverse interests. But why am I a pastor?

Apart from the issue of call (both God's call and the congregation's call), it comes down to the fact
that I have become convinced that the Bible is the Word of God.

And if you know me at all, you know that I've spent some time wrestling with that question. Can I
trust that these words of the Bible are actually the words of God and not simply the product of a
human being?
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So as we explore this question let's first allow the Bible to speak for itself, and then talk about some of

the most common points of confusion and argument.

2 Timothy 3:16-17
“All Scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in righteousness,

i

17 so that the servant of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.

2 Peter 1:20-21

Above all, you must understand that no prophecy of Scripture came about by the prophet’s own
interpretation of things. 21 For prophecy never had its origin in the human will, but prophets, though human,
spoke from God as they were carried along by the Holy Spirit.”

The first question when considering the trustworthiness or authenticity of something is to consider

what it claims about itself. So:

What does the Bible claim about itself?

For today’s purposes, we will summarize the claims made in our two passages today into three points:
First, The Bible is “God-breathed”.

This, of course, comes from 2 Timothy 316 — “A/l scripture is God-breathed.”

Some translations use the word “inspired” in place of “God-breathed.” The version that we read just

maintained the imagery:.

Scripture is not “inspired” in the sense that a bad breakup might inspire the next country song — or in
the way that a trip to the mountains might inspire one toward a deeper engagement in conservation
efforts. Rather, inspiration here means emanating from — That the word of God is actually breathed
out by God himself.

The emphasis here is that the scriptures find their origin with God, and not mankind. These are not

human stories about God. They are God’s revelation.

The church has emphasized this over the millennia by referring to the Bible as the “Holy Bible.” Set
apart, unique, not just another book. Why? Because it is a revelation from God. It comes from God
himself, not from mankind.

All scripture is God-breathed.

Second, The Bible was delivered through human authors as they were carried along by the Holy Spirit.
6



This flows right out of the first point — but we see this most directly in the 2 Peter passage:

2 Peter 1:20 says, “no prophecy of Scripture came about by the prophet’s own interpretation of things. 21 For
prophecy never had its origin in the human will, but prophets, though human, spoke from God as they were
carried along by the Holy Spirit.”

The scriptures are God-breathed - but they were breathed into the hearts and minds of the Prophets
and apostles — who put pen to paper.

This is such an important concept. God uses the individual personalities, knowledge, experience, style,
and perspective of each human author to fashion his Holy Word. We see this, perhaps, most clearly in
the four Gospel accounts. Each account is coming from a different angle, focused on different details
and emphasizing different aspects of Jesus' life and ministry. And yet they are one cohesive unit. Why?

Because, while there are many human authors, there is one true Divine Author.

This phrase “carried along” deserves a moment of our time. It comes out of the world of sailing. It’s a

phrase that is used to speak of the ship, with its sails raised, being carried along its course by the wind.

God is the source, the inspiration, and the wind in the sails. The message is his. He is controlling the

process. The human authors are merely vessels.

The Bible is “God-breathed”.
The Bible was delivered through human authors as they were carried along by the Holy Spirit.

And the final thing that I'll point out that scripture says about itself is this:

Third, The Bible is the final authority in matters of faith and life.

We see this back in 2 Timothy 3:

“All scripture is God-breathed and is useful for teaching, rebuking, correcting and training in
righteousness...”

The Bible is the basis, the textbook for teaching, rebuking, correcting, and training in righteousness.

Another way of saying that is to say that the Bible is the authority. It is the measuring stick by which

we evaluate our faith and our life.

And when we consider what the Bible says about itself, we pretty quickly understand that there is no
room to see the Bible as simply “The good book.” There is no space for us to think of the scriptures as

merely a helpful guidebook for life.



We must either accept the Bible as God’s authoritative word, to which we must submit our lives — or
we must reject it as not being what it claims to be. It either is what it says it is, or it is a fraud. There is

no middle ground.

Now, people have been trying to carve out some middle ground since the scriptures were written.
People have been attempting to see the Bible as valuable, without seeing it as authoritative. But when
pressed, they will always end up casting aside parts of the Bible that they don’t like as offensive or
antiquated. Like Thomas Jefferson, they will cut out the parts of the Bible that don’t seem
advantageous to them — or that they can’t reconcile in their minds - and just focus on the things that
seem to be good for today.

But, of course, the moment one begins that work, they place themselves as the true authority,

assuming the place of the divine word-breather — usurping the authority of God.
The Bible is the final authority in matters of faith and life. It will not allow us to see it in any other way.

We've established what the Bible says about itself. It asserts that it is inspired by God, brought about
through human authors, carried along by the holy spirit, and that it is the authority for faith and life.

Let’s change our focus now:
What are the common questions regarding the trustworthiness of the Bible?
1 - How do we measure the trustworthiness of the Bible?

This is a gigantic question because our Bible has 66 books written over 1500+ years. And so for today’s
purposes, I want to focus our thoughts about the trustworthiness of the Bible specifically on the MOST
IMPORTANT claims or aspects of our faith: The life, ministry, death, and resurrection of Jesus.

That’s not to say that the Old Testament isn’t important. We will talk about that briefly in a while. But
the Apostle Paul tells us that the main and central idea of our Christian faith is the Crucified and Risen
Lord Jesus Christ.

So how do we measure the trustworthiness of Jesus’ life, death, and resurrection?

The first step that any historian would take would be to try to verify it through statements and
interviews and writing of witnesses. Of those who were there. And to this point, there is very little
contention or argument. Those who spent time with Jesus wrote about it. We have four Gospel

accounts, along with letters written by others who claimed to be there.

But we have more than that. We have other contemporary letters and accounts written that aren't part
of the scriptures. These have varying degrees of trustworthiness. But there are certainly many many
statements by witnesses who claim to have seen Jesus’ life, death, and resurrection.
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Additionally, the Jewish historian Josephus, who was the son of a Jewish priest, lived around the time
of Jesus and rejected Jesus as the messiah and ultimately became a Pharisee, establishes that Jesus was
a real person and even records for us that Jesus performed miracles and attracted both Jews and
Gentiles.

Those are powerful words coming from someone who didn’t believe that Jesus was who he claimed to

be, but, nonetheless, had admiration for him.

And so very few people actually deny the existence of Jesus the person. For example, the Roman
historian Tacitus mentions Jesus’ crucifixion, and both he and a Roman governor known as Pliny the
Younger speak about what they referred to as a “superstition” among the early Christians. Incidentally,
most believe that the “superstition” that they are speaking about is the closely held belief that these
first-century Christians held that Jesus really did rise from the dead.

And so what we discover is that we don’t only have the Biblical accounts of Jesus' life, death, and
resurrection, but we have extra-biblical accounts verifying the story and even recognizing that these
people truly believed that Jesus rose from the dead.

Pliny observed that these Christians get up before the light and worship Jesus as if he were a god —
even in the face of persecution. They stuck by their story to the death. They lived their lives as if they

were really convinced that Jesus had risen from the dead.

And keep in mind that we aren’t talking about generations and generations later. Some of these

Christians lived during the New Testament era.

So there is ample historical evidence — enough that a rational thinker will agree that Jesus lived, that
he was crucified, and that those who were closest to him really believed that he rose from the dead and
that he was God.

There are other ways that we can measure and examine the trustworthiness of Jesus’ life, death, and
resurrection. For example, how early are the records? We have records that are incredibly close to the
actual events. Most historical documents from the ancient world experience a 500+ year gap between

the originals and the manuscripts and copies that still exist today:.

Here’s what I mean: Let’s consider the works of Julius Caesar. The time frame of original writing is
likely 100-44 BC. So in the century leading up to Jesus’ birth. The earliest copy that historians have
today is from around goo AD. So that’s about a 1,000-year gap if you're doing the math. Historians have

access to about 10 ancient copies.



Consider the works of Aristotle. Aristotle lived g centuries before Jesus. The earliest copies of his
writing that still exist today are from about AD 1000-1100. So that gives us a 1300-1400-year gap between
when Aristotle wrote and the earliest copies that we have. And there are about 49 ancient copies.

So let’s talk about the New Testament. The New Testament was written in the first century. We have
copies dating to the Middle of the 2nd century. And so what that means is that there are manuscripts
that are within 100 years of the originals. So, from an ancient history perspective, that’s incredibly

proximate. And, by the way, there are between 5000-6000 copies.

We have both reliable witnesses attesting to the events of the New Testament and we also have an

abundance of old manuscripts that are very close to the writing of the originals.

We've focused on the central claims of the Christian faith. Historically, there is every reason to assume
that the copies of the New Testament that we have are accurate to the originals written by
eyewitnesses — and many of the claims have been verified even by those who thought Jesus was simply
a Jewish teacher.

Let’s move on to the second question:

2 - Gan we trust the process by which the Bible was written and compiled?

We've spoken about this to some degree already. We have good historical reasons to assume that those
human authors of the Bible were there. There’s not much debate about that. But what about the
process of compiling the Bible? We will talk about the Apocrypha or the Deuterocanonical books in a
moment, but first, let's look at the overall compilation process, which varies from the Old Testament to

the New Testament.

By the time of Jesus, the Hebrew Bible was intact and complete. And there wasn’t much argument
about it. Jesus and the Apostles had available to them the 39 books of the Old Testament that you have
in your Bible today. The books were organized a little differently than we typically organize them
today, and some of the books were combined into one, but aside from editorial differences, Jesus, Paul,

and Peter read the same Old Testament as you.

This is verified by Josephus who declared that it had been settled for centuries, and that nobody had

ventured to add or remove a syllable.

Then we get to the New Testament, and we have documents as early as about 170 AD. Within less than
a century of the completion of the final New Testament books, we have what is essentially a complete
listing of New Testament books including the Gospels, all the way through Revelation.

We have another update from the late second century written by Clement of Alexandria that isn’t

intended to be a complete listing but mentions many of the New Testament books and, noticeably,

doesn't mention any that AREN"T in our New Testament today.
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And then about 5o years later we have a story written by Origen of Alexandria in which he mentions

essentially all of the New Testament books.

And by the year 367, we have records of very clear collections of the 27 New Testament books in the

order in which we find them today in our Bibles.

So, starting very early we have general agreement — moving toward essentially complete agreement on
the books. Even early on there was almost no dispute of the Gospels or other major works of the New
Testament. Any dispute came about generally surrounding the books of 2 Peter, Jude, James, and 2&3
John.

We call this collection of books the Biblical Canon. The early church tested, evaluated, and verified the
theology and the historicity of books before they would consider them part of the canon. There were

many other writings, some of which I'll mention in a minute, that didn’t make the cut.

But, again, we can have great confidence in the process and compilation of both the Old and New

Testaments.

The next question is related to this:
3 - Why do our Catholic friends have a different Bible? Who is right?

Perhaps partly because of our location and context, in a heavily Roman Catholic part of the state, this

was asked by several of you in different ways.

In short, I want to first make mention of the fact that there is no disagreement between Protestants
and Catholics on the composition of the New Testament. We are in complete agreement on the New

Testament.

The primary discrepancy between the Protestant and Roman Catholic Bibles comes in what we might
call the “Inter-testamental” period. The window of time between the Old and New Testaments. And I
should mention that it’s not just the Roman Catholics — The Eastern Orthodox Church and some

others also affirm some or all of these books.

The Jewish Believers in Jesus' day affirmed as scripture the same Old Testament that we have in our
protestant Bible. However, they also recognized a series of other books as valuable for teaching,
history, and devotion.

We often refer to this collection as the Apocrypha or the Deuterocanonical books. Deutero means

“second” - so “Second Canon.”
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When you go to a Roman Catholic funeral mass you might hear a reading from the Book of Wisdom.
This book is dated to the century or so before Jesus’ birth. Or you might be familiar with 1 & 2
Maccabees. These books tell the history of the Jewish Revolt against Greek forces that invaded
Jerusalem and desecrated the Temple. The books date to approximately 150 BC.

Almost all faithful Jewish Scholars to this day see these and-canon books as helpful, but not as
Scripture. And that’s how the early church primarily dealt with these books as well.

There was debate over the role of these books throughout the early church era. Some church fathers
included them, while others denied their value.

There was, however, consensus that they were on a level of lower authority and value than the Hebrew
Old Testament and the New Testament. This was even true of Saint Jerome who was responsible for
translating the scriptures into Latin. He said that the Apocryphal books were valuable and helpful, but
in a lower class than the rest of the books. He differentiated between “canonical” books and

“ecclesiastical” books.

That changed drastically in 1545 when the Council of Trent was convened in response to the Protestant

Reformation.

Much of the manipulative and errant teaching of the Roman Catholic Church during the Middle Ages,
such as indulgences and purgatory, had its origins, not in the New or Old Testament, but in these
Apocryphal books. And so at the Council of Trent, it was important to clarify and double down on the
fact that they saw these books as authoritative and part of the Canon.

One quick example: Tobit chapter 12 says that the giving of Alms (which are gifts to the poor) has the

power to save and purify from sin. Teachings, like this one, were essential to the profitability of the
church.

While there has certainly been debate about the role of those extra-canonical books, both before the
Roman Catholic Church existed, and after the reformation, the consensus among the faithful has been

that they are helpful, and worth reading, but certainly not inspired scripture.

This was, for example, the position of the translators of the King James Bible. They also translated the
Apocrypha as part of their translation work.

The firm emphasis on their Canonization by the Roman Catholic church is because so much doctrine,
which is denied or not taught in the true canon, depends upon these extra books being considered
authoritative. In short, they wanted to continue selling indulgences, and when people could start to
read the Bible for themselves they needed these books to be on authoritative "par" with the rest of

scripture to accomplish that.
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I do have more resources on this I'd love to share if you have a particular interest, but I better stop

there for now, because there are a couple of other important questions.
4 - Hasn’t the Bible changed over time?

This is a common criticism that is found both within the church and is frequently mentioned by
skeptics. I find that almost always these accusations relate to one of two things: They are either
speaking of differences and updates in translation, or they are talking about the handful of what are
typically referred to as “textual variants.”

Let’s talk briefly about translation differences first:

In order for you to read the Bible, someone had to translate it into the language that you speak and
read. In other words, someone had to take the Bible from the source language — which is Greek,
Hebrew, or Aramaic — and then decide which words best bring both the meaning and the structure of
the original text into the English language. This is no small task because we have, for example, one
concept that can be expressed in several different words, and several different concepts that are

expressed in one word.

For example in our text for today in 2 Timothy g, we read that "all scripture is God-breathed and is

useful...so that the servant of God may be thoroughly equipped for every good work.”
The word for “servant” is the word Anthropos.

Some other translations used the word “man”. "So that the MAN of God." But, when Paul writes this,
he’s speaking of Antrhopos as Human being, not so much “man” as in the male sex of the human

species.

And so how do we translate that? I think I would have chosen the word “person” there. I think that

conveys the original inclusive meaning without introducing a new word like servant.
However, "man" is fine too, so long as we know that we are talking about mankind and not male.

And this is a great illustration of why people will argue that the scriptures have been changed. When
in fact, it’s a wrestling and struggle to bring the concept most accurately and helpfully into the target
language. It’s not a change in the Bible, but a change in translation. Translation work is always
challenging and there are always compromises, particularly when we remember that language is
dynamic. New words are constantly being added, and the way that we use words is constantly drifting

and being adjusted.
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The other area in which you'll hear accusations of Christians changing the Bible is with what are
called textual variants. Now, we don’t have time, nor are most of you interested in me doing a deep

dive into this. So let me give you the 10,000-foot flyover.

A textual variant is when there is a variation between original language manuscripts regarding a

particular word, verse, or paragraph of scripture.
I will give you examples of two primary types of variations that we see.

The first one is a difference in the division of words or variations in punctuation. Here's an example of
that:

GODISNOWHERE

What does this say?

Some of you might read this as “God is Now Here”, while the pagans in the room might read this as
“God is nowhere”.

We run into this type of thing in the scriptures. Both in the Old Testament because Hebrew doesn’t
have vowels — and in Greek where manuscripts might cram words together and not follow strict

punctuation and editorial practices like we might insist upon today in English.

And so there are situations where editorial decisions have to be made when a manuscript is being
copied. One translator might read a word as “God is Now Here” and the next might assume that it is

“God is Nowhere.” That’s one type of textual variant.

The second one that I'll talk about is the one that you’ve probably heard about or seen on the internet,
and it relates to a handful of passages — most notably Mark 16 verses g-20 and John 8:1-11 where there
are sizable portions that are set aside, bracketed, or moved into the footnotes of some Bibles and Bible

translations.

There are also about 16 other New Testament verses that are included in older Bible Translations such
as the King James, but are either partially or completely omitted or moved to the footnotes by almost

all newer translations.

And, again, the explanation is quite simple. When the King James Version was translated in 1611 they
had a very limited number of manuscripts available to them. They weren’t able to compare every
known manuscript of a given passage, categorized by age, to determine which are more reliable and

accurate.
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The younger the manuscript is, the less reliable it is. Translators today can pull up manuscripts on
their computers and compare side by side every fragment of every known manuscript that is related to
the passage that they are analyzing. And what they find is that the older manuscripts — those closer to
the originals — don’t contain all or most of these variants. The assumption is that they were added in at
some time later. Speaking specifically of the John 8 and Mark 16 passages, it's quite likely that they are
true. They don’t show up in the oldest manuscripts, and so shouldn’t be viewed as original to those

documents.

The scriptures weren’t changed — translations were simply tested for accuracy to the oldest
manuscripts — and there were a small handful of verses that were seen as in question. And so our

translators mark them for us.

In reality, this should cause us to grow in our trust in the reliability of the scriptures. There is robust
scholarship evaluating the scriptures to make sure that what we are reading is actually what was

written by those original witnesses and, therefore, is the word of God.
The final question for us to consider today is this:
5 - Hasn’t the Bible been disproved by scholars and historians?

I'm not going to give much time to this today, because we could talk in circles about some particular
nuances of, for example, the creation account - or the presence of a real Adam and Eve - and how
those portions of God’s revelation intersect with science and history.

But I'm much more interested in talking about the big picture of the Bible. We see tremendous
consistency and historical accuracy when it comes to anthropology and geography in both the Old and
New Testaments. There have been books written, for example, on the overlap between Jewish history

and Egyptian history. Or between Jewish History and Babylonian history.

To put it simply, when we look at a broad outline of the Biblical timeline we know that the central
people of the Old and New Testaments lived in the places they claimed to live and did many of the

things that they claimed to do. And there is no historical evidence to the contrary.

So, no, the Bible hasn’t been disproved by science or history. And I'm very satisfied with saying that in
areas where there is presumed conflict, one of two things might be true. Either our science or history
may be flawed or incomplete, or our reading of certain passages of scripture might be flawed. But there
is nothing about my study of history or my reading of science that would lead me to assume that the

scriptures are wrong in any way.

This conversation is much like the debate of the Chicken and the Egg. Does a person believe in Jesus
Christ because they have become convinced that the Bible is true and trustworthy? Or Does one
become convinced that the Bible is true and trustworthy because they believe?
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Think of it this way: Faith is required in order to affirm what the Bible says about itself. But faith is a
product of God’s word.

Apart from faith, one might find the scriptures to be captivating, historically accurate, and beneficial

for society. But they will never be fully true and personal and authoritative without faith.

When I look at the historical record, the consistency, the scholarship, the staggering number of
manuscripts, the critical analysis it’s been given for centuries, and the way that scripture provides an
explanation for so much of what I see and observe — I can’t help but argue not only for its

trustworthiness — but also for its authority over our lives.

Consider this warning: You lose little if you affirm the reliability and authority of the Bible in this life

and are proven wrong in the next.

However, You lose everything if you deny the Bible in this life and are proven wrong in the next.
And so the reasonable mind, when considering the trustworthy nature of the Bible, will do as Jesus
invited us to do: Repent and believe the Good News. The good news that Jesus didn’t just live and die

for no reason - but that he lived and he died and that he rose again for you.

Repent and believe the good news.
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Sermon 2

WHAT HAPPENS WHEN WE DIE?

Preached on September 24, 2023

9 Corinthians 5:1-10
1 Corinthians 15:51-55

We continue this morning in this series that we've titled “Asking for a Friend” in which we are

answering difficult questions of life and faith.

Today our topic is at the very heart of the human experience. It is something that all of us have

considered and wrestled with to some degree.

This is a topic which has also been of great interest in popular culture as well. And there is no shortage
of theories and thoughts on the matter. In fact, in my research and preparation for today, I even took
some time to read and watch some of what our world has said about life after death, including an
episode of the old Cartoon Tom & Jerry in which Tom dies, rides the Heavenly Express to the Pearly
gates and is denied entry unless he can get Jerry to sign a certificate of forgiveness for all of the years

that Tom spent tormenting him.
I also watched part of a classic episode of the Simpsons in which Homer Simpson and Ned Flanders
get hit by a car and end up in heaven together. Didn’t get any real inspiration for this sermon, but I did

laugh a little.

And no sermon preparation on the topic would be complete without listening to Joe Diffie’s song
“Prop Me Up Beside the JukeBox if I Die.”

You can thank me later for getting that song stuck in your head.
Let’s take just a moment to see what some in history of said about death:

Marcus Aurelius, who was Emperor of Rome during the end Century AD, said: “It is not death that a

man should fear, but he should fear never beginning to live.”

Or the great and ever-humble Winston Churchill - “I am prepared to meet my Maker. Whether my

Maker is prepared for the great ordeal of meeting me is another matter.”

And then there is Will Rogers: “The only difference between death and taxes is that death doesn't get

worse every time Congress meets.”
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And finally, one of my favorite quotes on death and eternity for those who are in Christ. Saint
Augustine said: “You will come to the fountain, with whose dew you have already been sprinkled.
Instead of the ray of light which was sent through slanting and winding ways into the heart of your
darkness, you will see the light itself in all its purity and brightness.”

It has been said that perhaps my most important job as a pastor is to help you prepare to die.

Death is something that, apart from Christ’s return, we will all face. You can’t deny it or run away
from it. And so we need to understand what the Bible teaches about death and what follows it. What
happens when we die?

We will be looking at several scripture passages today, but I want to focus our attention on Paul’s letters
to the Corinthians. We find, in those two letters, perhaps the most thorough and helpful treatment of
the topic in all of the scriptures. And so I would invite you to stand if you are able, as I read first from

Corinthians 5 — and then from 1 Corinthians 15.

2 Cor. 5:1-10

For we know that if the earthly tent we live in is destroyed, we have a building from God, an eternal house in
heaven, not built by human hands. 2 Meanwhile we groan, longing to be clothed instead with our heavenly
dwelling, 3 because when we are clothed, we will not be found naked. 4 For while we are in this tent, we
groan and are burdened, because we do not wish to be unclothed but to be clothed instead with our heavenly
dwelling, so that what is mortal may be swallowed up by life. 5 Now the one who has fashioned us for this
very purpose is God, who has given us the Spirit as a deposit, guaranteeing what is to come.

6 Therefore we are always confident and know that as long as we are at home in the body we are away from
the Lord. 7 For we live by faith, not by sight. § We are confident, I say, and would prefer to be away from
the body and at home with the Lord. 9 So we make it our goal to please him, whether we are at home in the
body or away from it. 10 For we must all appear before the judgment seat of Christ, so that each of us may
receive what is due us for the things done while in the bods, whether good or bad.

1 Cor 15:51-35

Listen, I tell you a mystery: We will not all sleep, but we will all be changed— 52 in a flash, in the twinkling
of an eye, at the last trumpet. For the trumpet will sound, the dead will be raised imperishable, and we will be
changed. 53 For the perishable must clothe itself with the imperishable, and the mortal with immortality. 54
When the perishable has been clothed with the imperishable, and the mortal with immortality, then the
saying that is written will come true: “Death has been swallowed up in victors.”

55 “Where, O death, is your victory?
Where, O death, is your sting?”
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Using these two passages of Scripture as a framework from which to work, let’s address the question
that is before us today: What happens when we die? Allow me to share four clear realities from

Scripture, and then address a common question.
First - At death, the soul is separated from our mortal body.

In 2 Corinthians 5:1, Paul uses the imagery of a tent to refer to our body. He says that if this body is

destroyed - when this body breaks down - we have a building from God. We have an eternal house.
And then he says, “While we are in this tent, we groan and are burdened.”

In Romans 7, he uses a little different language, referring to this body as a “body of death” or “body
that is subject to death.”

The soul is that which gives life, uniqueness, personality, and identity to the body. Jesus refers to this
distinction in Matthew 10 when he encourages us not to fear those who are capable of killing the body
but cannot kill the soul. And then we see this distinction quite clearly when Jesus is on the cross and he

bows his head and gives up his spirit, committing it into the hands of his father.

His body remained nailed to the cross until it was taken down and buried, but his soul or spirit was

separated from his body:.

Most simply defined, death is the moment at which our soul separates from our body. It's the moment
foretold by God in Genesis 3:19 when he declares to Adam: “You are dust, and to dust you will return.”

Now it’s worth paying attention to those words from Genesis 3 because they offer us a correction on
some common unbiblical assumptions that you hear among Christians. Often you’ll hear Christians,
when talking about the distinction between body and soul, speak of it as if the soul is the REAL person
and the body is just the place in which the soul, the real person, dwells.

But, that’s not consistent with the creation account, God’s words in Genesis 3, or our understanding of

resurrection and what lies in front of us as human beings.

Think, for example, of the creation of mankind. God didn’t gather the pre-existing souls of Adam and

Eve and say, "Hey you, come down to this garden with me so I can give you a body."

Adam didn’t exist before God fashioned his body from t