
The Bible Is Unique #14 (External Evidence Test – Luke is Trustworthy) 

Sir William Ramsey the topographer and archaeologist had to totally change his 
conclusions because he always believed Luke was writing the second century in 
the book of Acts and therefore could not be accurate in details about the first 
century.  But after a lot of archaeological investigation, he totally changed his 
opinion about Luke and the gospel of Luke and the book of Acts.  For example, 
Luke gives to Publius, the chief man in Malta, now here is the key political leader 
in Malta, Publius.  And he gives him the title “The first man of the island,” (Acts 
28:7).  

And yet all the scholars said there was no such title as that.  Well of course, if 
Luke was writing in the second century he would be mistaken about that if he 
was trying to talk about the first century.  And yet what happened was 
inscriptions were unearthed which do give the title, now think of this, of the leader 
of Malta, “the first man of the Island.”  Sir William Ramsey said, “Wait, if Luke is 
writing in the second century how could he be so accurate about the first century 
when all the scholars ended up to be wrong?  Maybe he is trustworthy.”  

And then in Luke 3 verse 1, “What Lysanias the Tetrarch,” is a reference there 
and it says, “the only Lysanias of Abilene otherwise known from ancient history, 
was a King who was executed by the order of Mark Anthony about 34 BC.”  They 
said there was no other Lysanias of Tetrarch.  He said, “Well of course, if Luke is 
writing the second century, he would be mistaken about those details in the first 
century.”   

And yet we now know that from archaeological evidence of a later Lysanias, now 
get this, who had the status of Tetrarch.  He was referred to as Lysanias the 
Tetrarch. And the scripture recording the dedication of a temple reads, “For the 
salvation of the Lords Imperial and their whole household by Nymphius of 
Freeman of Lysanias the Tetrarch.” 

And we know the dating of it.  Why?  The reference “Lords Imperial” was a joint 
title here given to the emperor Tiberius and his mother Livia, which would date it 
between AD 14 and AD 29.  

Ramsey is saying, “Boy, how could Luke get these right in the second century be 
so accurate about the first century, when he was right and all the scholars were 
wrong?”   

Are you starting to get the hint?  He’s starting to say, “Wow, maybe Luke is 
trustworthy in what he recorded.”  



Summary:  

Sir William Ramsey continues to seriously consider that Luke actually wrote the 
Gospel of Luke and the Book of Acts in the first century, not the second century, 
as he previously believed.  More pieces of archaeological evidence including 
Lysanias the Tetrarch and the term “Lords Imperial” confirm that Luke must be 
writing in the first century when he uses the title “The first man of the island” for 
the political leader Publius (Acts 28:7) and in his reference to Lysanias the 
Tetrarch (Luke 3:1). 

Questions: 

1. How does the Scripture from Acts 28:7 and Luke 3:1 further confirm that 
Luke wrote in the first century? 

2. How does Roman history about the Lords Imperial provide further external 
evidence for when Luke wrote? 

3. What is happening to Ramsey regarding his opinion of what scholars of 
his day believe verses what the actual evidence displays regarding the 
trustworthiness of Luke’s book? 

4. When Ramsey started to trust Luke’s book what happened to his dating its 
writing? 

 


