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Early Christian writers commented 

on why there were three gospels so 

similar. 

 

Scholars have debated this for 

generations. 

 

WHY is it something we even talk 

about? 

 

Like in a court case when you have 

three eyewitnesses and you are 

trying to figure EXACTLY What 

happened?.... 

 



You take all three accounts and 

you try to get the best presentation 

that makes sense. 

______________ 

 

Here are some interesting 

numbers: 

 

Verses: 

Matthew – 1,071  

      Mark –    661   

      Luke – 1,151 

   

 

 



Verses virtually identical to Mark: 

in Matthew and Luke: 

Matthew - 500+ [~ 50%] 

Luke - 380 [~ 33%] 

 

So the theory is that Mark was 

written first, 

then Matthew and Luke had Mark's 

account in front of them and used 

Mark as they formed their own 

account. [Luke actually seems to 

say this]: 

 

 



Many have attempted to draw up 

an account of the things that have 

been fulfilled among us, 2 just as 

they were handed down to us by 

those who from the first were 

eyewitnesses and servants of the 

word.  

3 With this in mind, since I myself 

have carefully investigated 

everything from the beginning, I too 

decided to write an orderly account 

for you, most excellent Theophilus, 

4 so that you may know the 

certainty of the things you have 

been taught. 



50% of  Matthew  =  Mark.... 

33% of  Luke  =  Mark  

 

75% of Mark is found in both. 

 

That is easily explained. 

Both Matthew and Luke had a copy 

of Mark in front of them. 

[11 min] 

The unique thing is that we find  

a significant amount of matching 

material in both Matthew and Luke 

that is NOT in Mark. 

24% of Matthew  

23% of Luke 



THIS is where scholars struggle. 

Matthew and Luke apparently had 

another source that is NOT in Mark. 

 

These are mostly sayings of Jesus 

and/or teachings. 

 

For example: 

- the Sermon on the Mount 

- the Lord's Prayer [Our Father] 

- the genealogy of Jesus (different) 

 

Where things get a bit more 

questionable is WHY there are 

obvious differences in similar stories. 



To illustrate, we are going to use 

THE most important story... 

the empty tomb. 

1. The names of the women are different 

[Mary Magdalene is in every account, 

however]. 

2. One angel or two angels? 



3. All three versions indicate that the 

women were afraid. 

 

 

4. Matthew/Luke has the women telling 

the men – Mark has them saying nothing 

because of fear. 

 



Should these inconsistencies 

bother us?  Does it prove that the 

accounts are wrong? 

 

Here are the things that ALL 

accounts have in common. 

1. There was some kind of 

supernatural presence (angel) 

2. The women were the first on the 

scene...the first to hear the news 

"He is Risen"....the first to believe. 

3. All three have the women 

instructed to tell the disciples to go 

to Galilee. 



4. There is an empty tomb in each 

account – the body of Jesus is NOT 

there. 

[25 min] 

 

Now, I want to cover an interesting 

fact about Luke's gospel that 

impacts what we just looked at. 

 



So we have Joanna appearing in both 

the beginning of the gospel... 

AND at the empty tomb. 

 



Now we have Mary, wife of Clopas 

appearing in a story that is unique 

to Luke... 

This indicates that Clopas [and 

possibly Mary, his wife, are giving 

Luke eyewitness testimony. 

 

We learn from Hegessipus, an 

early second century writer, that 

Clopas was the brother of Joseph, 

the father of Jesus. 

 

Luke probably got it mixed up by 

calling her the sister of Mary, the 

mother of Jesus. 



It was probably her sister-in-law. 

 

It appears that Luke is using 

eyewitness accounts from women. 

Joanna, is likely a Gentile. 

 

Luke's gospel...and his account of 

Paul in Acts is more "women 

friendly" than the other gospels. 

 

One reason this is important is that 

we have solid evidence that the 

book of Acts was edited towards 

the end of the second century to be 

LESS friendly to women. 



THAT is part of the MSS evidence 

that we might get to in another two 

weeks.  

 

 

 

We WILL wrap up this topic  

ON WEDNESDAY. 

 

QUESTIONS? 

 


