
An Overview Of The Bible
Overview Of The New Testament And The Gospels

I. The New Testament As A Whole
A. He who figures in the Old as the Christ of prophecy now emerges in 

the New as the Christ of history. He who is the hope of the Old is the 
fact of the New.

B. Matthew, Mark, Luke, John, and Acts form the historical books of the 
New Testament. The first nine letters are from Paul, and they are 
mainly doctrinal. They are all written to churches. The next distinct 
group is written to individuals, and there are four of them. The final 
group is the nine epistles written mostly to assorted groups of Chris-
tians. There is an orderly unfolding movement observable in the New 
Testament. There is development and progress.

C. Matthew forms a bridge between the Old and New Testaments. He 
plainly adapts his narrative to the Jews. Mark’s gospel moves away 
from the studied Jewish adaptation of Matthew. The Lord is not seen 
so much fulfilling the past as commanding the present. It is the gospel 
of action. Luke presents Jesus as the Son of Man. He shows Jesus in 
the broadest human sympathy, universality of outlook, and a Savior so 
presented as to engage the Gentile mind at large. The three gospels 
parallel the three stages of expansion in Acts 1:8: the Jewish Matthew, 
the Roman Mark, and the Greek Luke (Jerusalem, Judea and Samaria, 
and the uttermost part of the earth). What has been rightly inferred 
from the reports of the three Synoptic gospels is now plainly declared 
in the review by the fourth: the historical Jesus is the eternal Son.

D. Acts begins with the renewed offer of the kingdom to the Jews, and 
ends with churches established throughout the lands of the Gentiles. 
Acts shows us what the Lord’s life, death, resurrection, and ascension 
meant to the Jews and Gentiles.

E. The three words that focus the meaning of living like a Christian are 
faith, hope, and love. Paul, Peter, and John all speak about faith, hope, 
and love, yet each of them has an emphasis. First comes Paul, who is 
distinctively the apostle of faith. Next comes Peter, the apostle of 
hope. Last comes John, the apostle of love.

F. The nine epistles written to the churches follow an interesting progres-
sion. The first four emphasize the cross (Romans, 1-2 Corinthians, Ga-
latians); the next three the church (Ephesians, Philippians, Colos-
sians); the last two the Lord’s second coming (1-2 Thessalonians).

G. The nine epistles written to various groups of Christians also have a 
progression. The first two stress “faith” and “works” (Hebrews, 
James). The next two emphasize “hope” and growth” (1-2 Peter). The 



next four “love” and “contending” (1-3 John, Jude). Finally, Revelation 
speaks of “overcoming” and “inheriting.” All of these progressions im-
plies the unity of the whole.

II. The Gospels As A Whole
A. God chose four gospels to enhance the sheer interest of the data in 

the life of Christ. All four are needed, and all four are endlessly engag-
ing. Each of the gospels has its own distinct plan and system of ar-
rangement. Exact chronological sequence was not their aim. Each one 
of them contributes a unique aspect.

B. There are surface differences between the four, and at first they may 
even seem to be discrepancies. The differences are indicative of inde-
pendent authorship and genuineness. Nowhere are these differences 
incompatible with historical accuracy. They are variations but not con-
tradictions. Had four uninspired men written separate and independent 
accounts, we most certainly would have been faced with real contra-
dictions. On the other hand, meticulous care might have been taken to 
eliminate all variation which would have resulted in perfect and artifi-
cial accounts.

C. Matthew writes to the Hebrew mind. Mark writes to the Roman mind. 
Luke writes to the Greek mind. John writes to the church to emphasize 
the unqualified deity of our Lord. Clearly, Matthew must stand first and 
John must come last.

D. Matthew, Mark, and Luke cover much of the same ground, whereas 
John mostly deals with material unrecorded by them. The Synoptists 
deal with the outer facts of the Lord’s life. John deals with the inner 
facts of the Lord’s life. The Synoptists deal with the human aspects of 
the Lord’s life. John deals with the divine aspects of the Lord’s life. The 
Synoptists largely deal with the public discourses. John deals largely 
with the private discourses. The Synoptists mainly details the Galilean 
ministry. John mainly details the Judean ministry.

E. There is a significant parallel between the four gospels and the four liv-
ing creatures in the vision of Ezekiel (1:4-14). In Matthew we see the 
Messiah King (the lion). In Mark we see God’s Servant (the ox). In 
Luke we see the Son of Man (the man). In John we see the Son of God 
(the eagle). As Sovereign He comes to reign and rule. As Servant He 
comes to serve and suffer. As Son of Man He comes to share and sym-
pathize. As Son of God He comes to reveal and redeem. It is a won-
derful fourfold blending -- sovereignty and humility; humanity and de-
ity.

F. The four living creatures are nearest to the throne of God and we 
therefore understand that they accurately express the likeness of the 
divine nature. We get a wonderful glimpse of the moral nature of God 



through the creatures. It was inevitable that when the Son of God ap-
peared, the same four qualities or features would reappear.

G. The lion was the emblem of the tribe of Judah, the royal tribe, the 
tribe which contained the Davidic dynasty. Matthew presented Jesus as 
the Messiah-King, performing His miracles as credentials, and preach-
ing the “mysteries” of the kingdom.

H. The ox is the emblem of lowly service. It represented patient, produc-
tive labor. Mark is definitely the gospel of action. No genealogy is in-
cluded, and only the briefest mentions of the Lord’s sermons are in-
cluded. This alone is why Mark’s is the shortest gospel. The emphasis 
all the way through is Christ, the active One, and the characteristic 
words are “straightway” or “immediately” (the Greek word occurs 40 
times in Mark).

I. Luke is the “face of a man.” There is no obscuring of His kingship or 
His deity, nor is there any undue notification of His humanity, yet 
somehow, Luke has lifted up His beautiful manhood and human sym-
pathies in a way which is unmistakably peculiar to the third gospel. He 
begins with noticeably human touches, telling us about the parents 
and the birth of Jesus.

J. John is, like the others, unmistakably the eagle. He has lifted up to us 
a loftier and sublimer height than any of the other gospels. He is not 
just the son of David, the son of Abraham, or the son of Adam -- He is 
the Son of God. He is the Word, and therefore co-eternal with the 
eternal mind. John described Him as the Word, the Light, the Life, and 
the Son. As the “Word,” He exists. As the “Light,” He reveals. As the 
“Son,” He redeems. As the “Life,” He renews.

K. According to Matthew, the subject of Christ’s preaching was the “king-
dom of heaven.” According to Luke it was the “kingdom of God.” Had 
Matthew used the expression “the kingdom of God,” the Jews would 
have fallen into the error of thinking only of the kingdom in its outward 
aspects, as a visible kingdom of supreme material magnificence, 
splendor, and wealth -- for the Jews. On the other hand, the “kingdom 
of heaven” to the Gentile mind sounded vague and unreal. It was 
higher than the petty deities of polytheistic heathendom, but the king-
dom of the one true God. Luke lived in a day when thousands of disil-
lusioned men and women were turning from the unrealities of Greek 
and Roman polytheism to seek the true Reality. It was this breakaway 
that accounted for the increasing proselytizing to the Hebrew faith. It 
was inspired strategy to announce this “kingdom of God.” This was the 
word needed by the Gentile.

L. Matthew ends with our Lord’s resurrection. Mark goes further and ends 
with His ascension. Luke goes still further, ending with the promise of 
the Holy Spirit. John completes the four by ending with the promise of 



the second coming. How appropriate that Matthew, the gospel of the 
Messiah-King, should end with the mighty act of His resurrection. How 
fitting that Mark, the gospel of the lowly servant, should end with the 
lowly One exalted to the place of honor. How appropriate that Luke, 
the gospel of the compassionate Man, should end with the promise of 
the coming Holy Spirit and the church. How appropriate that John, the 
gospel of the divine Son, should end with the risen Lord’s own promise 
of His return.


