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Why is the Reliability of the New Testament Important?

When | was in high schookdok a class in ancient historybécameenthralled (with as
much enthusiasm as a sixteen year old high school student can muster® atuded various
civilizations and important figures in the distant padéte started several ttousand years BC and
slowly workedour way chronologically forwardAs we neared what falselyassumed would be

G & S NJthe $hdught occurredo methat we were coming to the time when Jesus lived.

Since | grew up in a naeligious home] neverattended church and had little interest in
religion. Nevertheless,was intrigued by the prospect of learning what we could knowuldesus
from history. Sol was rather surprisedvhen our class quickly sped past Jesus' time without so

muchasmentioning hisname.

What did | as a young studentonclude from this om&on? My thinking at the time went
like this: If Jesus/asa real historical person, we would have studied such an influential figure like
him in a class about ancient history. Since we hadn't studied him, he mustn't have been a real
person, and thereforehe Christian faith was merely a bunch of fanciful storgth no historical

basis

Was my reasoning correct? | had never studied the evidence, nor considered re@spns
we neglectedto study Jesus in our clagsHowever, | did get one thing right: | recognized that
Christianity is a historically based religion. tatalyst was not merelys2 Y S 2 ysfdden
enlightenment like Buddhism It is instead based on events that occurred in histdmstory

centered and na merely a philosophy of life.

Thisis thereason that the apostle Paul (who wrote a large portion of the New Testament)
writes to his fellow Christians thatf Christ has not been raised, your faith is futile; you are still in

your sinst (1 Cor 15:17)f Jesus was nateally raised, the Christiafiaith is actually a Christian

1 Unbeknown to me at the time, there is no year zero, at least in the most widely used (Gregorian) calendar.
2 Atthe time | didn't consider or wasn't aware of factors such as the complications arising from teaching things about
religious figures in secular high schools, due to the separation of church & state.



farceT 2NE & KAAG2NAIY 1 daA2 {GF dZRAYISNI Lidzi AdG=Z
GKAOK KI @S 06SSy YIRS dzlig¢ GKSy & KSN (GThS aljadz G
idea that a person could retain their Christian faith while claiming that Jesus waachally

raised from the deadcontradicts historic Christianiffy And A (i ffben the New Testament

documents thatwe learn about whaChristianity is ahbout.

Our primary record of the Chtian faith is the New Testament; the New Testament texts
serve as the foundation for accurate knowledge and belief about Jetiuthie texts that comprise
the Bible are unreliable, Christianity loses fiteindation, says New Testament scholar Richard
I dzO1 KFYX 06SOldzasS G/ KNRAGAFY FlFLAGK KIFa (GNXzaGS
Jesus, and it is hard to see how Christian faith and theology can work with a radically distrusting
attitude totheD 2 & LISt & @ ¢

The authors of the New Testament claimed to be writingg accounts of the life of Jesus,
and the historical reliability of their writings is important becausepiibtects the Christian faith
from modern revisionism.Our duty, then, is to inestigate whether or not the New Testament
documents are in faateliable and it is the intent of this analysis to demonstrate why we can be
confident that the New Testament is accurately preserved according to the original documents

and reliable accordipto the sort of traditional tests applied to historical documehts.

The questiorwe areseekngto answer isCan we have confidence that the New Testament
was accurately recorded and transmitted to us, and that what it contains is the product of early

eyewitness testimony®/as my high school conclusion correct, or is there more to the story?

3 Hugo Staudinger, The Trustworthiness of the Gospels. Translated by Robin T Hammond (Edinburgh: Handsel
Press, 1983), 104.
4 See for example Norman Gei sl er, AThe Significanldéeb820f Chri st
(1990): 148-170.
5 Amy Orr-Ewing, Is the Bible Intolerant? Sexist? Oppressive? Homophobic? Outdated? Irrelevant? (Downer's Grove:
InterVarsity Press, 2005), 31-32.
6 Richard Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses: The Gospels as Eyewitness Testimony (Grand Rapids: William B.
Eerdmans Publishing Company, 2006), 2.

7 1 6m referring here to the tendency, virheprtingtheenodBdettrale i s di s mi
tenants of the faith to fit with the whims of the times.
8 Seeforexample John DePoe, AThe Historical Credibility of the New

http://apologetics.johndepoe.com/bible.html
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While this study will attempt to be scholarly, the topic is obviously not merely scholarly in
nature. It makes a tremendous difference in our lives here and errety if the New Testament is
actually true If it is false, it can safely be ignored, butviould be a very good thing if the hope of
the Christian message is tru@. S. Lewis explained itthisway/l KNA a G Al yAGe Aa | &
false, is ofno importance, and, if true, of infinite importance. The one thing it cannot be is

Y2 RSN} (St &°(Seerthé2phNafuefof thabe on this topic.)

Obviously every issue regarding the historicity of the New Testament cannot be addressed
in a work of this size, but my goal ispgmvide a summaryhe most pertinent subjects related to
New Testament reliabilityf you are a Christian, | hope that thisrk will encourage you in your
faith. If you are not, | hope that this work will encourage you to take the Bible seriously, not just as
a beautiful and moving story (although it certainly is that) but alsthe actually true story of how

Godchoosedo create a living relationship with us

9 C. S. Lewis, God in the Dock, Essays on Theology and Ethics (Grand Rapids: William. B. Eerdmans Publishing
Company, 1994), 101.



General Criticisms of the New Testament

Ancient Documents Can't be Trusted

One common criticism of the New Testament is that its writings are so old that they can't
be trusted. This sort of objectiois LJ- NI Al f £ & | NXB adz ( whighifgaide& A & G 2 N
popularity in the late 18" and early 28 century. Thisview of history proposesthat we cannot
really cknowe anything that happened in the (ancient) past any substantive wayTo put it
I y2G0KSNI gl &Y 6a520dzySyida FTNRBY FydAaldatie INB azy

This argument assumes that anything that is freamlier times is inherently inferior to that
which is more recent. This is sometimes referred to@O K NB y 2 f 2 I ¥ON duestidry 2 0 6 S |
Yy6IEdGdzNFfte F2ft2gay 12 2fR Aa at22 2tRe&K !
therefore become unreliakl? Is one hundred years too long? What about fifty years?
Chronological snobbery is arbitrary, because it judges things that we may not happen to like to be
dzy G NHza G 6 2 NIiK@ 0SSOI dza S { K S @ cohvénlenthasétaocauBeftie®mé o A G
fall short. On the contrary,aairces(or ideas, or anything, for that matteghould be judged on
their own merits, not merely oeven primarily based on how old they arén addition, from a
purely practicalstandpoint, hstorical relativist thinkindhas led to serious practical problems, like

potentially opening the door teidiculoushypotheses such as holocaust derial.

Although most now reject a totally objective (bitiee) approach to history, that doesn't
mean we must accept a relativist viemstead. A pragmatic approach, where we evaluate all of the
available evidence and attempt to come to a conclusion based on its merit, taking into account the
possibility of biases in both the authors of the ancient documents and in ourselves, seems like a

reasonable method to use itead. As Rodney Starla sociologist of religiorexplains ¢ wS I f A i &

1 Douglas Groothuis, On Jesus (Wadsworth Philosophers Series) (Victoria: Thomson/Wadsworth, 2003), 12.

This term is often credited to C. S. Lewis, and was possibly coined (in print, at least) in his book Surprised by Joy.

3  Orr-Ewing, Is the Bible Intolerant? 34-3 5. Cr i ti ci sm that this commits the dAslipp
by the fact that some people do famously deny the holocaust, such as Iranian president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad,
and that such declarations contrary to fact are often rationalized, in part, by claiming we can't really know history, or
the Atraditional 0 ewafiybsi aosfe ddoo ianngd /hoirs taorrey saari d t o be ineffecti

N



SEA&GA YR KA&AG2NE | OlGdza tte 200dz2NED® ¢KS KAadGz2!
I Ohdz £t f& *G221 LI OSo¢

Smilarly, the postmodern notia that we cannot know any history because historians are
oAlaSR A&z |G o6Sails °adchycass misHie svilafed based dnStedivh O A &

merits, as we shall do in the latter part of this analys@wyer Craig A. Parton comments:

History,law and science are never completely 100% certain of their conclusions. They
must always have some sense of humility and openness to being shown they are wrong
and in need of correction if the facts turn out to be otherwise. Regardless of this,

though, wecontinue to make life and death decisions based on probability evidence.

Even if we discovethat there are good reasons for believing the New Testament text is
reliable, some might still object that, even if we know what thetesdggz ¢S A GAf f 62 dzf
what theymean The argument goes that the Bible has been interpretechany different ways
Ssoa K2 (yz2saé 2N GoKz2Qa G2 &l @&¢ .dgHweler, SukhSan (G NHzS
objection cannot be applied consistently. We wat doubt that the meanings of most doments
can be discerned reliablilor does the person professing this argument doubt the meaning of the
argument itself!l This argument self destructs: If we cannot know the objective meaning of
communication, then weDl yy 2 (y2¢ GKS YSIyAy3a 2F (KS | NH

right meaning is? The person with the better reasons.

Further, vhy isthis objection raiseanly in the case of the Bibl¥lhebylaws of aparticular
town may too at times be difficulto understandor ambiguous, but no one suggests that their
meaning is entirely up to individual interpretatiomhere is no doubt that interpreting portions of
the biblical text caralsobe at times difficult or ambiguous, but the meaning of the vast majafity

the text is not in dispute.

4  Rodney Stark, Cities of God: The Real Story of How Christianity Became an Urban Movement and Conquered
Rome (New York: HarperCollins, 2006), 2.

5 Paul Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable? Second Edition (Grand Rapids: InterVarsity Press, 2003), 12.

6 Craig A. Parton, Religion on Trial (Eugene: Wipf & Stock, 2008), 34.



An additional problem with this objection becomes apparent through this fictional
dialogue, as imagined by Douglas J. Wilson:
GX BKSYy a2yvYyS2yS KldzZ a 2dzi G4KS .Ao0fS ¢S O
Thereardi 22 Yl ye AYGOGSNIINBGIGAZ2Yya (2 0SS adaNBE SKA
9gFy3aStAaald FyasgSNBR KAYX a{dzLJ}2asS 6S KIR |
OGNl yatlidAz2zy 2F GKS . AofSode 9@Fy3aStAaG KSER
that we put one hundré people from various backgrounds into the room with the
A0t Sad® b2g K2 YIFye RAFFSNBY(G AYyGIdSNIINBGLF GA:
GL GKAY]1l ¢S gAff 3SG 2yS KdzyRNBR RAFTFSNBY
G2StfY LISNKILIEA Al o208 REDIIARNSY G dAGSTARI 6K
argument. Now here is the question. Where is the variable? Is it in the Bibles or is it in
0KS YSyKé
@ Sttt Al A& Ay GKS YSyoe
{2 GUKSYy ¢S aKz2dAR aleé& GKIG YSYy IINB y2d :
2 Ylye AYGSNLINBGIFGAZ2YyaKE
Gb2 Xé¢ ¢KS aLISF]ISNI £t221SR GNILIWSR FyR 3t |y

not forthcoming’

CKS LRAYyG 2F (GKS AffdzaONXrGA2Y A& GKFG GKS
meaning® It is the primary responsibility of the interpreter to determine what the author originally
intended to communicate before bringing his or her own interpretations into the equation. Some
parts of the Bible are indeed open to differences in interpretatioayever, the majority of the
text is intended to be clear and absolute, thus any differences in interpretation are indicative of

the interpreters, not the text.

7  Douglas J. Wilson, Persuasions: A Dream of Reason Meeting Unbelief (Moscow, ID: Canon Press, 1989), 50-51.
8 Even when an author writes ambiguously or obtusely on purpose, in those casesthati s t he aut hor 6s i nten
has objective meaning, even if that meaning is that is ambiguous or obtuse on purpose!



Miraclesare Impossible

A second objectionvhich could be raisedThe New Tesaiment containgmiracle accounts,
andtherefore it must be regarded as historically dubioliee New Testament reports of miracles
were one of the reasons that, starting in the late eighteenth century, the Bible sometimes began
G2 0SS aGdzRASR Y2NBE WKW 3 KNI & 1257 RMUY® KX dKKSY RA
found in accommodating the supernatural element in the gospel stories within the rationalistic
world-@ A S'é ®¢

The implication is that, assuming a rationalistic worldviemracles do not or cannot
happen and therefore any text claiming miracles occurred cannot be accu@éwid Hume
famously objected that the chances of miracles happening are so improbablaniaiaturalistic
explanation (no matter how unlikely) is preferable to a miraculous explanain his famous
essayl dzYS RS a ONXR 6 & frandgresgianiad-adafv 8f ndtudie bydia particular volition of the

Deity, or by the interposition of some invisible agéht.

This argument, practically speakingyles out the possibility of miracles from the outset
without even considering the evidence. Since we can agree that if a legitimate miracle occurred it
would be important to know about i wisepersond & K2 dzf Ry 24 | LINR 2 NRA Nz
miraclesP*If God exists then miracles are possible, and (some claim) perhaps even prbbable.
(Converselyif a legitimate miracle occurred, this would be strong evidence that God exists.)
legitimate miracles rareth my opinion,yes There are many fakes arichuds in the worldBut it

only takesa singldegitimate miracle tqrovethat they are real.

While we might agree that miracles could pessiblein theory, one could object that

science hashownthat miracles do not occur, @uggest that at verleast no scientific study has

[EY

R. T. France, The Evidence for Jesus (Vancouver: Regent College Publishing, 1986), 94.

2 David Hume, fi Of Mi racles, 0 as cited in its entirety in the
(eds), In Defense of Miracles: A Comprehensive Case for God's Actions in History (Downer's Grove: InterVarsity
Press, 1997), 28444 ( Hywmetdtes ies sfagur® in Humebds footnotes)

3 Phil Fernandes, AMiracl es, 0 htip//mww.biBlicdldefehse@/WMiags/mitaclea.Bt@® 7. Onl i n

4 W. David Beck in Geivett and Habermas, In Defense of Miracles, 149.


http://www.biblicaldefense.org/Writings/miracles.htm

ever demonstratedthe miraculous.This objection is often stated as refusing to believe in the
possibility of miracles until one or many are proven scientific&8iyt this objectionseems to

misunderstand the purposes and budaries of scientific study.

Imagine that you are a scientist working alone in a laboratory late at Aighk A £ S & 2 dzQ N
working, you mix two chemicals together, expecting the normiamicalreaction. However,
dzy t A1S |yeidKAyYy3 &2 dzhénficalSrgastNiraig8hs sind beirF dnlidihg. Thie K
whole lab fills with smoke, and then you notice that a shiny yellow metal has formed at the
o2002Y 2F GKS o6SI{SNW®W , 2dz G6§Sad A4z FyR AdQa wm.
Probably they wuld try to replicate what happened. This is how the scientific method waiks:
tests must be repeatable to be considered valid. However, say that in this case, you attempt to
repeat what you did before, but this time you receive no reaction. Would gswa(scientist) likely
O2y Of dzRS &2 dzQR dPohayySatzitSvBuldlbe dishidkkdas &flike, an unknown
exception to the usual rules$So even if a scientist experienced a real miracle, the impossibility of
validating it due to the scientifiRS Y YR ¥2NJ NBLX AOQOF GA2Yy g2dz R LINB:
LINE @Sy ®¢

This hypothetical situation illustrates an important point regarding the purpose and limits
2F AO0OASYUGATAO AYIdZANRBY a¢KS aOA Syl Agatikgdatrsd (i K 2 R
phenomena, not as a meang authenticating the miraculodsand K A & A& 0SOl dzAaS YA
08 RSTAYAGAZ2YZ NBEIGADBSE® NINBI dzyAljdzsSsT y2yNBL

Certainly scietific studyhassomethingto sayabout miracle claimsThey can béested as
far as it is appropriate to do so within the bounds of scientific inquBt scienceshould not be
the primary meansof evaluation Trying to test whether a supposed miraculous event occurred

using the scientific method is like trying to detana whether a banana is tasty by sticking it in

5 This example was adapted from one given in Alan Kent Scholes, The Artful Dodger: A Skeptic Confronts Christianity
(Crestline: Penrose Press, 2002), 115-116.
6 Ibid, 116, 114.



your ear and listeningto:it 4 Q& Ayl LIWINRLINALF S YSiK2R2f 2380

What might be a betteway to investigae the authenticity of miracle claims™ miracles
arerare, unique, norrepeated event®ccurring within historyit seems appropriate to investigate
GKSY dzaAy3d YSGK2Ra 2F KAAG2NAOLFE AYIldZANRD® {AyC
a L) OS °®NJS apprapBate to investigate the historical circumstances of mirelelens’

While we are no doubt aware of supposed miracles that have been proven to be
fraudulert, these false miracles neither prove that miraciegyeneralcannot occur, nor do they
prove that Jesus' miraclespecificallydid not occur.Again, it ismost appropriate to not dismiss
such claims out of hand but to examitreem based on their own meriAs New Testament scholar
/' N} A3 | © 90Fya adzZa3sSaidas ¢S akKz2dzZ R ™t Sid KA&ad2N

A related objection involving miracule claimsis that the miracle stories are later
traditions added by the Gospel writers to help make their story more palatable to first century
readers. This objection begs the question (assuming that miracles are impossible), ignores the fact
that miracletraditions are unlikely to have developed if Jesus never performed any acts which
people considered to be miraculodgeven the Jewish Talmud suggests that Jesus did perform
miraculous feats, though it disputes the source of His power to do) sad alsdgnores that there

was likely insufficient time for such legendary development to take place.

When compared to other miracle claims in other religions (such as the miracles attributed

to Muhammad long after his death) the evidence and arguments for sJa&surrection in

7 Darren Measesi(aganff 6 n.p. Cited 24 Rtp:iweb whyfaitB.ci®/8007/06/30Imiracles:
again/

8 Gary Habermas, The Historical Jesus: Ancient Evidence for the Life of Christ (Joplin: College Press Publishing
Company, 1996), 60.

9 For a more in-depth discussion of this topic, see Francis J. Beckwith in Geivett and Habermas, In Defense of
Miracles, 86-98.

10 Craig A. Evans in Lee Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 2007), 59.

11 Gerd Theissen and Annette Merz, The Historical Jesus: A Comprehensive Guide. Translated by John Bowden.
(Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1998), 113. For extensive discussion of several different variations of this objection,

see Glenn Miller, iDid the NT authors invent the miracle st
Online: http://www.christian-thinktank.com/mgx.html
12 Jesusischarged i n the Tal mud wi tThe Hisorcal desus, 203.0 Haber mas,

13 Craig L. Blomberg in Lee Strobel (et al), The Case for Christ, (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1998), 39.


http://www.whyfaith.com/2007/06/30/miracles-again/
http://www.whyfaith.com/2007/06/30/miracles-again/
http://www.christian-thinktank.com/mqx.html

LI NG AOdzE I NJ Ad Ay aly SydaNBfe RA¥FABNWTG(hO! (53¢
eminent former atheisphilosopherwho recently became a believer in God) even though he is not

I/ KNAAGALFY yS@SNIhg 8vidénaeifor he yeduBertBri is lHeker than dot

Of FAYSR YANIOfSa Ay lye 20KSNJ NBtAIA2yd LGQaA
FTNREY (GKS SOARSYyOS 2FFSNBR F2NJ GKS 200dANINSy OS 2
seemsi 2 a4dz33Sad GKIFIG GKS LIzZNLIR2NISR YANI Of S 27F WS

more than any other, demands further consideration.

14 Gary R. Habermas and Michael R. Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus (Grand Rapids: Kregel
Publications, 2004), 92.

15 Antony Flew and Gary R Haber mas, AMy Pilgrimage from At hei s
British Atheist Professor Antony Flew, 0 page 18e dated 4 De
http://www.biola.edu/antonyflew/flew-interview.pdf (Later published in the journal Philosophia Christi, 6:2 (Winter
2004): 197-212.)
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The Telephone Game

A third objection is that the New Testament documents (and early waalitions) have
been passed on so many times over hundreds of years that errors have inevitably crept in and
corruptedii KS GSEdl® ¢KS SEFYLXS 2F (GKS aiGStSLKz2yS 3
whispered to the first person in a chain, whdmapers it to the person beside them, and so on,
until by the end of the game the message the last person hears is nothing like the original (to
comedic effect).For example Shirley McLeana popular newage teacher, was speaking on the
Larry King show wén sheoffhandedlybrushed aside the Bible, saying it had been changed and
retranslated so many times that it is impossible to be confident in its accuracy. King agreed,
FFFANYVAYI GKIG d90SNEBE2YS (y264a GKIFGDE

It should first be made clear that the Newstament, while of course copiechd recopied
many times, has not, in modern translations at leagbne through a process of multiple
successivéranslations The English versions that we read today (such as the NIV, NRSV, ESV, etc)
have all been translatk directly from the original Hebrew and Greek (and occasionally Aramaic)
into English by teams of trained and knowledgeable schél&wm: example, the NIV (the most
popular modern translatiof) was translated directly from the original languages by a tefover

100 scholars spanning six countries and over 20 different denomindtions.

The telephone game analogy quickly breaks down when we examiegonh the fact that
before the New Testament texbegan to be translatethe message was transmitted orally. First,
we should keep in mind that unlike modern times, the culture in which Jesus lived and preached

was primarily anoral culture® Most people at that time could not read or wrifeTherefore,

1 Gregory Koukl, Als the Nedw mepm.t atinetned TleXtM&Rred i ab0d &77. Onl i ne
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=6068

2  Groothuis, On Jesus, 13.

3 fMore than 65 percent of the participating leaders named the NIV as their preferred Bible in a survey conducted by
the National Association of Evangelicals. &ennifer Riley, NI¥i Bible Tops List by Evangelical Leaders, ®he
Christian Post, n.p. Cited 17 May 2008. Online:
http://www.christianpost.com/article/20080411/31904_NIV_Bible_Tops_List by Evangelical Leaders .htm

4 I nternational Bi ble Society, fABackgr oumg.Ciefl 25tShpeemiée w | nt er na
2007. Online: http://www.ibs.org/niv/background.php

5 Mark D. Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels? (Wheaton: Crossway Books, 2007), 72-73.
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having a good memory was amportant and necessary skill (see the later secti®yewitness
Testimonyfor more on this point) Having a good memory waspeciallyimportant for Jewish

teachers(although it was of course important for everyone)

Early Christian beliefs were publigiyeached and taught among large groups of peaple
which shows howthe transmission of the New Testamedhitfers from the telephone gamesince
in the game the message is passed down linearly and secretly from one person to andiker.
participants in tke game never have the chance to converse with eattier to clarify the
message, nor do they have the opportunity to have the message rep&afle. message itself
being passed along in a game setting is often obscure and lacking in context, whereasmhe Ne
Testament message would be transmitted in cont&tans agrees with this analysis, commenting:
G!' yiEA1S GKS GStSLK2yS 3IFYS:E GKA&A Aa | O02YYdzy)
community discussed and was constantly remembered because iharasative, it was precious,
iKSe A0SR o0& Aloé

A

| SNBEQa GKS gl @& (KFG ad2NARSa FINB 2Nrffe NIy

The setting is informal, not that of a school or academy. But the traditions are carefully
controlled. For one thing, while ysnmember of the village community should be
capable of telling the stories correctly, there are generally recognized reciters for each
story, usually more prominent men in the village. Further, only those who have grown
up in the village hearing the stoseare entitled to recite them. Stories are recited in

public, and so are subject to the corrective scrutiny of the whole comnifinity.

Since such high value was placed on community in the early church, there was plenty of

opportunity for others to correct mistakes in written manuscripts. The disciples themselves were

6  Only 2-3% of people in agrarian societies of NT times were literate. John J. Pilich & Bruce J. Malina (Eds),
Handbook of Biblical Social Values (Massachusetts: Hendrickson Publishers Inc, 1998), 5.
For example, Peter in Acts 2:14-41; Stephen in Acts 6:8-10, 7:2-53; Paul in Acts 9:20-22, 13:16-41, etc.
Daniel B. Wallace in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 81.
Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 58.

0 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 110.

= O 00~



active in the early community to correct the oral traditions. Some eséhdisciples would later
pen some of the New Testament documents themselves. Seavitness Testimonyelow for
StF0o2NI A2y 2F (GKAA LRAYGOPO ¢KS AYyTF2NNIGA2Y 61

a single stream, and thus the chances foreption are minimized:

Also unlike the telephone game, early Christian scribes (many of whkerthe twelve
disciples, were Jewish and thus would have been aware of the long history and importance of
accurately copying Scripture) were also writing down the messages, not whispering them. The Old

Testament prophets were instructed to not just hear ardite God's word but tevrite it down'?

Then, ace the text was written down, the transmission of the text was in written form, not
verbal, and a trail of manuscripts allows us to refute the theory that corruption occurred during its
written transmissio.’®> We have the manuscript evidence to see that, while there are variations
between the copies, the general message (and in most cases each specific word) which they
present has not been lost. (Sédanuscript Evidence: A Mountain of Manuscrifsiow for

elaboration of these topics.)

11 Wallace in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 81.

12 Ex. Jeremiah 30:2, Isaiah 30:8, Exodus 34:27; Steven Masood, The Bible and the Qur'an: A Question of Integrity
(Atlanta: Authentic Media, 2007 (Originally published by OM Publishing, India, 2001)), 60-62.

13 Koukl , Ails the New Testament Text Rel i able?,0 n.p



The Copycat Theory

An objection has reappeared in recent years (after falling out of scholarly favor for
decadesp KA OK ¢ S QfifK SNRTONIe (D2 (I §iI KS2NBEd ¢KA& (KS2NJ
in the New Testament and even the person of Jesus Christ were all based on the myths of first
OSyldzNE GYealdSNER NBfAIA2yaéd FYRK2NI 20KSNJ I yOA:
some of the pagan mystery religions such as Mithrism, Egyptids tike Osiris and Horus, and
other religious teachers such as Apollonius of Tyafae claim is that numerous and explicit
parallels exist between these works and the New Testament stories regarding Jesus, His

resurrection, the disciples, and/or the egaithurch.

The specific claims made regarding each of the persons/deities are far too lengthy and
numerous to consider here. Since much mored@pth treatments of each individual for whom
parallels are claimed are already freely avail3HleS focusion overarching issues related to the

copycat theory.

At the outset it should be emphasize¢dat Jesus, the apostles, and many of the earliest
Christians were Jewish, and as such would be the least likely of all people to borrow from pagan
sources.Paul, for example, was a wathined orthodox Jew.¢ KA & YSI ya GKIFG af
/| KNAaAGAFYyad aKFINBR (GKAAa oWSgAaKe | ISNEAZ2Y (2
 dzZi K2NBE 02NNRSSR FTNRBY 20KSNI NBYtAIA2yad a0l NNRASa

Another important note is that the amount of specific and detailed information regarding
many ancient religions and mystery religious in particular is paltry at best. For example,
AYTF2NXYEFEGA2Y 2y aAlGKNIAAY Aa f AYAsdesripfiods oftie2z YS 3

1 For afull list of commonly adduced suspects (along with refutations of why supposed claims are false or unlikely)
see J. P. Holding, AConfronting the Copycat Thesis, o n.p. C
http://www.tektonics.org/copycat/copycathub.html
2  Ibid; also several others such as Stanley E. Porter and Stephen J. Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ (Toronto:
Clements Publishing, 2006); Edwin M. Yamauchi in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 157-188.
3  Acts 22:3, Phil 3:5, 2 Cor 11:22, etc.
4  Paul Rhodes Eddy and Gregory A. Boyd, The Jesus Legend: A Case for the Historical Reliability of the Synoptic
Tradition (Baker Academic: Grand Rapids, 2007), 139.



http://www.tektonics.org/copycat/copycathub.html

NBfAIAZ2Y T NE Ywhishiisito i lekgeciedinéedi MitBréism was a secretive religion
which attempted to keep its doctrines secret from the outside world. However this naturally limits
the firmness of any conclusions that wan draw from the small amount of material we have,

especially compared to early Christian documents.

Granting the above, eiccannow focus on thecentral event in theNew Testament, namely
Jesus' resurrection, since this event is clearly the focus tf the Gospels and the other writings.
Theresurrection must be differentiated from a meresuscitation such as we find idohn 11:343
(where Lazarus is raised from the dead)Acts 20:712 (where a young boy is brought back to
life). Jesus' followerdid not merely claim that He was raised back to His former life, but instead
claimed that He was raised renewed and transformed. Others who were raised would die again
but Jesus was raised to eternal life. Not only that, but His resurrection had gregteficance
than mere resuscitation because (the New Testament authors claimed) it confirmed that those
who believed in angbut their trust inJesus would too be raised to eternal fif€his is important to
1SSLI AY YAYR 6KSy LI N3 drd phirposed:NSthedahiN® ceally tliing | OC
about resurrection, or mere resuscitation or the cyclidelath & life involved in the changing

seasons?

When we look for parallel accounts to Jesus' resurrection in earlier religions, the Egyptian
story ofOsiris is the only pr€hristian god for whom we fina potential paralletesurrection(that
is, a return totransformed life that does not merely mirror the turning of the seasons or crop
cycle) When that account is studied, the major and critical elifnces between it and Jesus'
resurrection become evideritFor example, Osiris may or may not have been brought back to life
on Earth,and wWa YIRS 3I2R 2T .asisShimselizig RddWistReNEr® of the
account, but rather the hero is Isisr(perhaps Horus, their soff)Osirisis hardly renewed and
GNF YyAF2NXYSRT KX&NB NB R INNS D EWhessbriz Ktidemgelved ardiverg y

al

Yamauchi in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 168.

See for example 1 Corinthians 15.

7 Edwin M. Yamauchi, AfEaster: My t h, Hal l ucinati on, or Hi story
http://www.leaderu.com/everystudent/easter/articles/yama.htmi

Habermas and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, 91.

9 Ibid, quoting Chris Clayton.
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dissimilar and most central details are differéefit.

This brings us ta second major point against the copycat hypothesis: The idea that ancient
or contemporary mystery religions were sources for the New Testament crumbles when it is
divulged that significant parallels only begin to be found in the sources for other religftars
100AD (which, as we'll see latém the Short Timd-rame section is after the entire New
Testament was written)! The earliest account of a dying and rising dbdt at least in part
paralles Jesus' resurrection is found ovelO0 years afterthe biblical reports of Jesus'
resurrection’?

5dzZNAy3 GKS FANBG FYyR &aSO2yR OSyGdaNE Yeads
LJ2 LIdzisaysNdistory professor and GreBmman history expert James S Jeffersf R G 6 SNB & |
relatively small, localized célt& &Lertainly some of the mystery religions (such as Mithrism)
existed before the first century, but the parallels to Christianity begin to appear only much later,
after the New Testament documents had been written. This is why we should conclude that the
G ONHzOA £ LIRAYyG KSNB Aa OGKIFIdG AT GKSNB gl a |ye
I NBdzS GKIFG AG é61a FNRY /KNRAaAGAFyAGe (2 MikKS Yea
short, the timing is allwrong 2 NJ & O2 LJ& O ork: It i§ iiusi2niare Skaly tihiaRthege other

religions copied from the Christian texts, if in fact any copying went on at all.

Often supposed parallels will be cited carelessly and those who claim parallels have
GAYSEOdzal 6f & RA&NXB 3 Iphikebidhce bfKtBeir solirde$ whenl tifelR hatiekK S
FGGSYLIHSR (2 LINEZARS MpbiRxamplefthadatliesFazdddnt oktheifa of A | y A

Apollonius of Tyana was written nearly 200 years after Jesus, and is seen by many as the product

10 For a comparison, see for example Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 52-80 (in particular 66-68 re
the fAparall el resurrectiond accounts).
11 Ronald H. Nash, The Gospel and the Greeks (Richardson: Word Publishing, 1992), 127-128.
12 Habermas and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, 90.
13 James S. Jeffers, The Greco-Roman World of the New Testament Era (Downers Grove: InterVarsity Press, 1999),
96.
14 Eddy and Boyd, The Jesus Legend, 141.
15 Yamauchi , fEaster: My t h, Hal l uci nati on, or Hi story?, 0 n.p.



of a conscios reaction against Christian beliéfsRonald H. Nash comments, in particular to the

commonly cited mystery religions:

It is not until we come to the third century A.D. that we find sufficient source material
(i.e., information about the mystery religiofrem the writings of the time) to permit a
relatively complete reconstruction of their content. ... Information about a cult that
comes several hundred years after the close of the New Testament canon must not be
read back into what is presumed to be thiatus of the cult during the first century

A.D. The crucial question is not what possible influence the mysteries may have had on
segments of Christendom after A.D. 400, but what effect the emerging mysteries may

have had on the New Testament in the fizsntury®’

With regard to the claimed parallels themselvesinrerous and explicit parallelsf any

meaningful naturgo Christianity do not exist, and most claimed similarities are not real parallels,

even if they were found to exist pt€hristianity. For example:

A Many supposed parallels exhibit equivocation of terms or exaggeration of claims to make
certain practicesseem synonymous with earlier Christian practité§or example, the
aAUKNIAO NARGS 2F 4iOFdaNRPO2f AdZYéE G6KSNB GKS A
blood of an animal that was slaughtered standing on a platform above them, is not
comparable irany way to the Christian sacrament of baptism, as is sometimes cldimed.

A QYLINRa2ya 0SG6SSy GKS RSFGK 9 aNBAddZNNBOG A
also been exaggerated, as has the presence of notions of divine redemption.

A Sometimedater Chistian beliefs adopted long after the New Testament documents were
written andwhich are not found in the BibJere inappropriately comparedith the beliefs

of other religions. Such later Christian beliefs have no bearing on the reliability of the New

16
17

18
19
20

Habermas and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, 91.

Ronald H. N&eh Nefwad®stament Influenced By Pagan Religions?,
http://www.inplainsite.org/html/new_testament_and_paganism.html (Originally published by the Christian Research

Journal, 1994.)

Nash, The Gospel and the Greeks, 126.

Nash, The Gospel and the Greeks, 153.

Jeffers, The Greco-Roman World, 99.



http://www.inplainsite.org/html/new_testament_and_paganism.html

Testament. For example, celebration of Christmas on Decemb®ria 4" century idea
that has no biblical basis, so it is irrelevant to make comparisons based on thfs date.

A Some parallels are expected to be found in common between any two religionsid®eca
certain features or motifs are intrinsic to religions by their very nature. For example, such
common elements as there being a wise teacher, disciples, traveling, preaching, various

acts of God, visions or spiritual experiences, citing holy textsdgimgy a martyr's deatf?

Although it is common to see lists of supposed parallels of Jesus and other religious figures
(ostensibly because such lists seem impresatf@st glance) most of the parallels listed turn out

to be superfluous, unimportantentirely madeup, or unverifiableupon further study.

Even ifwe were to granfor the sake of argumerthat meaningful anchumerous parallels
exist (which is not the case), that should not lead us to immediately conclude that copying
occurred. Todo sofvdzft R 6S FIlLffl OA2dza NBlFaz2yAy3ax alLlai

assumption of causation due merely to succession in fitne.

| SNB Q& 2y Swvh&iiislwer vk If 2v& were to compare the life dkchilles (the
fictional central character of 2 Y S N &  Alexanddr the Grdati(Whom no historian doubts
actually lived) we would find marigterestingparallels, but no one would suggest that Alexander

the Great was a fictional character compiled piecemeal from the fiad.

A secondexample will help illustrate why this type of reasoning alone will not sufRead
the following tale, andsee if it sounds familiar. A gigantic ocean linengasuring 800 feet &
displacing 75,000 ton®® 2 y 4 A MBaNtBIRbledE A Ay 1 & 2 yWagd ltisinksYntha RSy ¢

month of April after striking an icebemn its starboard sidelt carried an inadequate number of

21 Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 98.

22 Mormonism (the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints) for example contains all of these elements (with the
possible exception of dying a martyrés death) but it woul dn
from other religions.

23 J. P. Hol di ng, AfSome betwseanCarisesgéednpayabhedl pagan religio
2007. Online: http://www.tektonics.org/copycat/pagint.html

24 Christopher Price, ils Alexandeedtbe ASclkiakl asFjaectnitpouBi Cha
Online: http://christiancadre.blogspot.com/2007/09/is-alexander-great-fictitious-character.html



http://www.tektonics.org/copycat/pagint.html
http://christiancadre.blogspot.com/2007/09/is-alexander-great-fictitious-character.html

lifeboats, and as a result the lives of over half of its passengers were lost. Have you guessed it? It
was theTitan No, not theTitanicd ¢ KS &AKAL) LQY dGFf1Ay3a | d@dzi A2
Morgan Robertsonwritten 14 years before the Titanic sank in 1$1Zhere are many remarkable
similarities between the sinking of the fictional Titan and the Titanic; their names are evestalm
identical! But it would be fatuitous to conclude that the Titanic must be a fictional acaoently

due to the striking similaritieand later occurrence In the same wayeven if numerous and
significant parallels existed between the New Testamerd aarlier stories, this would still not
necessarily imply copying occurred, either from the +@hmristian documents to the New

Testament or vicerersa?®

Before concluding this topic, a brief note should be made regarding Kersey Graves' 1875
book The Wortl's Sixteen Crucified Savievkich is sometimes unfortunately cited as a source for
alleged parallels, even though it has been decisively dismissed by modern scholarship. Richard
Carrier (a historiarand vocal2 LILI2 Y Sy i 2F / KNRAGALFYyAdGeéo RSaONR
KAAG2NALFYya Fa | a2dz2NOSéx FyR 02y Of dzZRSa GKI G D
2NAIAYE 2F [/ KNRAAGALF YAGE 2 HeRlsorliftsitenandsd dhatljCdageg 1 R
demonstrates poor scholarship. Sadly Graves' list and derivatives of it are sometimes still being

used today”® As James S. Jeffers notes in his book on GrezoY' | y &2 0ASiées aiGKS

O

center of these [pagan] cults were mythological, not historick$ NE?2 at is, the members of
these mystery religions themselves did not believe or claim that those they worshiped actually
lived and existed in history, contrary to the person of Jesus Christ, who, except for a small handful

of ardent skeptics, isniversally agreed by scholars to be a real historical pef$on.

25 FlavioCenni , AThe Titanic Before t he Thtp/@igilander.liberait/flgvio.cei/;t ed 9 Ap
Full text of the story is available here: http://daggy.name/cop/effluvia/twott.htm

26 Thanks goes to Gregory Koukl for this illustration, as heard on the Stand to Reason radio show (www.STR.org).

27 Richard Carrier, fiKersey Graves and The World's Sixteen Cru
http://www.infidels.org/library/modern/richard carrier/graves.html

28 I bid. (For example, the recent film fiZeitgei-deptbloohatthes i ndir
claims made in Zeitgeist, see Preventing Truth Decay [ websi
Cited 18 September 2007. Online: http://www.preventingtruthdecay.org/zeitgeistpartone.shtml)

29 Jeffers, The Greco-Roman World, 99.

30 Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 46.



http://digilander.libero.it/flavio.cenni/
http://daggy.name/cop/effluvia/twott.htm
http://www.str.org/
http://www.infidels.org/library/modern/richard_carrier/graves.html
http://www.preventingtruthdecay.org/zeitgeistpartone.shtml

lf GSNYFGAGS D2allsta FyR aGbSgé ! yOASY UG -

Although scholarbave known abouthemfor yearswritings such a¥he Gospel of Philip
andThe Gospel of Mary Magdalegained immense notoriety whetiney were popularized by
Dan Brown in his book and moviéae Da Vinci Codm the bestselling novelvhich was described
o0& t dzof A & K S N&haudstvdylrdsearched padaryiersdBrown, through his character
Leah Teaing, makes many claim®garding they' I y & & dzLJLJ2 &SR dG.EHeB8agdNd/ | G A O S
following regarding texts whiclere supposedlygnored or suppressed in favor of the traditional
biblical writingsd a 2 NB G KIF'y SA3IK{Ge& 32 & LISTesdtamers, Nidsl yeOdhlya A RS N
relative few were chosen forinclusioa | G G KSgX al Nl = [dzZ]1 S22 YR W2KYy

2 KAE S 51y . NBgY QaevsitheleSstexplicitly citeas gait of thg/Hody Bf K S
the novef several sources for some of his charaét@@eories! Some modern scholars such as
Elaine Pagels of Princeton Universityéalso given high credence to alternative gosp&igithe
Jesus Semingagroup2 T a OK2f I NA &1 SLJI A)dhklided2hEGosp& & . A6t SQa

Thomason equal footing with the four canonical gospels in their bdble Five Gospéls

Are Dan Brown and the other minority of biblical scholars correct? Were eighty or more
other gospels in competition with the canonical gelg? And if so, were these other gospels

unfairly discarded or oppressed in favortbé familiarMatthew, Mark, Luke, and John?

Although it is worthwhile at the outset to state quite clearly, contra Dan Brown, that there
gSNB yz2i &S mEwlbeginByPesandiifgivhat is probably thest famousexample

1 Amazon.com Website for The Da Vinci Code by Dan Brown, n.p. Cited 2 August 2008. Online:
http://www.amazon.com/Da-Vinci-Code-Dan-Brown/dp/0385504209/
Dan Brown, The Da Vinci Code (New York: Doubleday, 2003), 231.
Brown, The Da Vinci Code, 253.
A decent and succinct reply to the TheddaVinciCbdeiSBenhausti vely re
Witherington Ill, The Gospel Code: Novel Claims About Jesus, Mary Magdalene and Da Vinci. (Downer's Grove:
InterVarsity Press, 2004)
5 Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 26-27.
6 AAdd up everything that was emilenniuncodChlisgadity @osgodwshjgcleare sinati t he f i r
compilations of esoteric sayings ascribed to Jesus and not narratives of any portion of his life) and you come up with
about two dozen documents. About half of these are known only from quotations in early church fathers or small
scraps or fragments that have bTaeDa VidciCodeoAWNeveled on Cp ai Gi Led BB o
August 2008. Online: http://www.bethinking.org/bible-jesus/intermediate/the-da-vinci-code-a-novel.htm
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of an alternative gospelFhe Gospel of Thoma8y examining this supposed gospel (the one most
highly valued by the controversid¢sus Seminand otherg we will also reveal some general
problems which plague other necanonical writings like the recently discover@dspel of Judas
There are threenitial issuedo consider regarding th&ospel of Thomag-irst, it is not a gospel.
Second, it was not witien by ThomasThird, it was written later than the canonical gospels and

other New Testament writings.

Thiswritind R2S& y20 lidzd t AFe $fae ' YS2A3ISE I DAK Sy 23
for something to be good news,mustinclude things that Jess accomplished for others via
VI NN GABST A geathdndNdshr@dibfSintde WS @spizBofIThomais a collection of
mMmMn al@Ay3a 2F WSadza 6AGK fAGGHES yIFENNYGAGBS | yR
considered a gospeince itentirelyA 3y 2 NBa (K a322R ySoa

Furthermore, & G K2 dz3K ¢S Yl & G2 NBTFTSNI AG Ilwadas a¢K2Yl 3
actually written by Thomas, the disciple of JeSués we will explore later (see ti&hort Time
Framesection below}he New Testament writings can be confidently datechtove been written
by, at latest, the end ahe first century. However, while a minority of the noanonical writings
like the Gospel of Thomase dated tosometime duringhe second centurythey camot be
confidently dated earlier than thdf TheGospel of Thomais commonly dated tmo earlier than
140AD*L G A& | R2DEAYBYyHE sKKOKKSE aS02yR OSy&#dzNE | Y
Therefore it was written too late for Thomas be its author.While some (such as Elaine Pagels
and John Dominic Crossansuggest that it was written in the first century, there are several

problems with early dating dhe Gospel of Thomas

7  Ben Witherington Ill, What Have They Done with Jesus? Beyond Strange Theories and Bad History i Why We Can
Trust the Bible (San Francisco: HarperCollins, 2006), 27.

8  Witherington, The Gospel Code, 98.

9  Witherington, What Have They Done with Jesus?, 8-9.

10 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 84.

11 Bruce M. Metzger, The Canon of the New Testament: Its Origin, Development, and Significance (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1987), 86; see also Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 35-39.

12 Robert E. Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament: An Introduction to the Ancient Evidence (Grand Rapids:
William B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 2000), 216.

13 Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 36.



First,the Gospel of Thomasferences several New Testametdcuments, including all
four gospelsPaul's letters Hebrews, 1bhn, and possibleven Rvelation*In fact, over half of
the books included in the New Testameare quded, paralleledor alluded to. Additionally, when
the Gospel of Thomaiscludes pations of the synoptic gospels (Matthew, Mark, and Luke) it
includes the later versions found in Matthew and/or Luke, which are identifiable by the more
polished Greek grammarsed i those gospel$® This further indicates that th&ospel of Thomas
was witten after Matthew and Luk® & 32 & LIS f deaing wriich ¥fterd + ®P & &

Second, there are anachronisms in the textich we would not expect to see if tli&ospel
of Thomaswvas written in the first centurysuch asow saying#12 (the Gospel of Thomas is
ONR{1SY Ayid2 aSOiAizya OFftSR aqaleéeAiryIacézxalaaA YAt N
WS & dza Q"Jamé@tlie IUStN.A phrase whismot found in the New Testament amdhichonly
became popular in later writing$! f 82 ¥ WdzRI & A& NBFSNNBR (2 & &\
not referred to this way in any of the GregkrsionNew Testament documents, this is the way he
was referred to in the Syrian church once the Christian message sfr&ianear the endof
the second century. This, and other Syrian clues within the text, again point to a composition date
late in the second century, after the Christian message had been translated into the Syrian

language"’

Third, theGospel of Thomaisicludes Jesus endsing many decidedly udewish idea$,
such agolytheism (saying 3Qpantheism/panentheism (saying 77) apdrhaps most infamously
YA&daz23eye Ay al@Ay3d mmnI gKAOK adlaSay a{Ayz2y t

not worthy of life." Jess said, "I myself shall lead her in order to make her male, so that she too

14 Witherington, What Have They Done with Jesus?, 32.
15 Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 36-37.
16 Witherington, What Have They Done with Jesus?, 30.
17 Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 38.

18 Witherington, What Have They Done with Jesus?, 31.



may become a living spirit resembling you males. For every woman who will make herself male will
SyiSN) G6KS (1AyHR2Y 2F KSI gSyohé

Given all of these considerationghat can the G@spel of Thomas tell us about the
historical Jesus? The late Bruce M. Metzger, formerly Emeritus Professor of New Testament
Language and Literature at Princeton Seminary, concludesithetie Gospel of Thomas the voice
of the Good Shepherd [Jesus] is leean only a muffled way, and that it is, in fact, often distorted

beyond recognition by the presence of supplementary and even antagonistic vices."

2 KFG o2dzi GKS NBOSy(f e elidgdzxistiNgcbpd & thiéxD 2 a LIS f
wasfirstRA 4 02 GSNBR Ay GKS MpTnQaAX odzi o a filsAyl @&
century. Since it igenerally agreed to have beemiginally composetetween 130 and 17048
also likely has little to telis about the historical JesuBhe translation team dated the writing of
this fragmentarycopy of the manuscriptio between 220 and 340AD, although the team leaned

towards this copy being written in the early fourth centdfy.

The Gospel of Judagas originally promoted as being syntipetic to Judas Iscariot (one of
the original twelve disciples) who in the canonical gospels is portrayed as a tHotoever he
initial translationand interpretation by National Geographic MagaZitteas been repudiated by
April D. DeConick, professof biblical studies at Rice University, wtancludes based osome
questionable decisions @8 G KS (i NI y & Not anly B this int&pretation Balseidl onca

19 James M. Robinson, ed., The Nag Hammadi Library,Revised Edition (San Francisco : HarperCollins, 1990) n.p. as
cited online: http://www.gnosis.org/naghamm/gthlamb.html. This final saying is sometimes arbitrarily suggested to
have been added to the originalt e xt | ater after it was written because itobs
evidence to suggest this. Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 40.

20 Metzger, The Canon of the New Testament, 272.

21 Peter Kirby, i Go€iedtlBJunef2009.Odiaes, 0 n. p.
http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/gospeljudas.html

22 Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 54.

23 Read the original, probably erroneous translation, here:
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/lostgospel/_pdf/GospelofJudas.pdf?fs=www7.nationalgeographic.com&fs=mag
ma.nationalgeographic.com



http://www.gnosis.org/naghamm/gthlamb.html
http://www.earlychristianwritings.com/gospeljudas.html
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/lostgospel/_pdf/GospelofJudas.pdf?fs=www7.nationalgeographic.com&fs=magma.nationalgeographic.com
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/lostgospel/_pdf/GospelofJudas.pdf?fs=www7.nationalgeographic.com&fs=magma.nationalgeographic.com

problematic English translation, rather than on what the Coptic actually says, but themw it

Judas is a hero and a good guy is nonsense in terms of the bigger gospel néffative.

LGQ& y20 adzNLINAaAy3d GKFEG AGQa RAFFAOAA G G2
Judas, given that the only surviving manuscript is so fragamgnDeConick describes the
O2YyRAGAZ2Y 27T ThHehd®k that cfrdainOINIGh3ipeY of dudas was in the worst possible

shape due to terrible handling once it left the grave. It had been torn in paitsvas brittle and

crumbling thanks to a ai in someone freezer. The ink was barely legible because of exposure to

the elementsé?®

{AYAEFNJI LINREOE SYa LI I 3dzS 2 ( KFoNAeser@Bovid,JSG Ay 3¢ 3
includingthatda G KS OF y2yAOLFf 328LISf & | NBeélthehnenical I YR K
gospels should bpreferredinstead of the gnostic text¥/hen compared to the accepted New
Testament documents, the necanonical documents are often written later, contain
anachronisms, contradict or present very different central tesnthan the New Testament
documents, and were never accepted by the early Christians as being authentic and truthful

witnesses.

At the end of the day, what can we conclude about the value of these other writings in
terms of their historical value? R.CNJ y OS 02y Of dzRS&a GKI 0 GKSNB A a
KAAG2NRAOLE AYyT2NYLIGAZ2ZY | 02dzi WS&adza ¥FNehy &dzOK 5
thenis there such interest in alternative gospaianodern time& N. T. Wright speculates that
I dzi K2NBR FNB SEOAGSR Fo2dzi GKSY 6SO0IdAaS GKS& I N
indeedantiNBf A 3A2dza0 Fl AKA2Yya odd | yeiKAYy3a gAff R23

24 April D. DeConick, AThe Gospel of Judas, 06 n.p. Cited 17 Apr
http://www.aprildeconick.com/gospelofjudas.html; DeConick has also published a book with a revised translation:
April D. DeConick, The Thirteenth Apostle: What the Gospel of Judas Really Says (London: Continuum, 2007)

25 April D. DeConi ck, AfThe Gospel of Judas, 0 n.p.

26 N. T. Wright, Judas and the Gospel of Jesus Have We Missed the Truth about Christianity? (Grand Rapids:
BakerBooks, 2006), 76.

27 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 28.
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classic Judaism or Christianit§® The obsession with conspiracy theories (ranging from the

assassination of John F. Kennedyitk S & FI { SRé¢ YDy VirlcilCgiiRsAwgIERa i 2
chronological snobbery also contributes to accepting any idea that is antithetical to traditional

acacepted history. This is especially true of matters involving the chwhith is seen by many as

'y 2dziRIFGSRY &S0 tFNHSS LRgSNFdzZ > FyR a2YSoKI G

The reasons provided above, coupled with the positive evidence fotrtistworthiness of
the New Testament documents which follows, altbprovide ample evidence thathile
alternative documents like the Gospel of Thomas or the Gospel of Judas may contain some
interesting general historical or culturadibits about the belefs of certain religious groups, they
tell us very little of historical value about Jesand therefore serious historical study should use
and regard these documents as being secondary and inferior in value to the canonical documents

found in the New Té¢ament.

28 Wright, Judas and the Gospel of Jesus, 123-124, 126.



Evidence for the Historical Reliability of the New Testament

How Will We Test the New Testament?

When evaluating historical documents, there are several questions that we might ask in

order to help determine how likely theare to be accurate reports of histdry

1. How long after the events were these documents writterithe closer we can trace the
documents to the events that they describe (and therefore the shorter the gap) the more

likely they are to accurately depict whaappened.

2. Who wrote the documents? Were they eyewitnesses to the evenid® writings will have

more credibility if eyewitnesses to the events wrote them and/or were consulted.

3. How many copies of the documents existPwe posses only a few copies of amcent
document, we cannot be very confident that we know what the original said, whereas if we
have a large number of documents we can compare them to verify their contents have
been transmitted accurately and establish with much greater certainty whatdtiginal

author(s) wrote.

4. Do external sources exist, and if so, do they confirm what our primary sources tell us?
Although not always available, multiple attestation of historical events is prefeDeds
what we find when we compare the documents imestion to other sources from the

same time periocdtonfirm or contradict what we find in the New Testam@ent

5. Are the documents internally consistent®o the documents demonstrate consistency

within themselves, and do they include literary or cultural arragisms?

1 Trial lawyer Craig S. Parton similarly breaks down his evaluation criteria into bibliographical tests, internal evidence,
and external evidence. Parton, Religion on Trial, 44.



In addition to these questions, there are many other factors to con$jdert our analysis

belowwill focus onthesemain areas as we examine the New Testament.

But dd the New Testament authors even intend to write accurate historgg@ autlors

claim theydid. In the prologueo the Gospel of Luke we read the following:

Many have undertaken to draw up an account of the things that have been fulfilled
among us, just as they were handed down to us by those who from the first were
eyewitnessesand servants of the word. Therefore, since | myself have carefully
investigated everything from the beginning, it seemed good also to me to write an
orderly account for you, most excellent Theophilus, so that you may know the certainty
of the things you hee been taught(Luke 1:14)

Luke clearly intends for his work to be taken seriously as an accurate account. He mentions
OF NBFdzf Ay@SadAaalrdrazy aFNRY GKS o0S3aAyyAy3aéE 27
refers to firsthand observers of ems®0 = YR SNAGAY3I |y a2NRSNIé& |
g2dA R 1y29s (GKS GOSNIlIAy(Geé¢ 2F gKIG GKS& gSNB
what they believe is actually trieLuke's prologue indicates that he, at least, intends to be writing
accurate history. Similarly, Paul in his letters plainly differentiates between transmissions from
Jesus Himself and Paul's own opinibiis does not prove theyid do so, but does mean that we

should investigate to look for evidence that they werergiruthful.

[ Ssiindw examine the biblical text to attempt to answer the questions above, and

determine whether Luke's claim to be accurately preserving a historical account is justified.

2 For example, Mark D. Roberts examines these in addition to other questions in Roberts, Can We Trust the
Gospels?, 24ff, although many of these questions are still addressed in whole or in part within this short analysis.
3 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 117.
4  Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 65.
5 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 40-41; Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 64-65. For example, see
Luke 3:1-2f or an example of Lukebés concern for historical det ai l
6 Ex. 1 Corinthians 7:10-16, 9:14. Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 268.



Short TimeFrame

Although we do not knowprecisely when the New Testament books were written, the
available evidence allows us to come to educated conclusions. For some books we can ascertain

fairly exact dating, for others we are limited to more general ranges of possible dates.

Of the New Tstament documents, the letters of Paul can be most confidently dased
gSQf t 0 S 3 ARSw seHolar& disfluke &ty Paul's first letter (1 Thessalonians)3648,
and the remainder of Paul's letters were composed between that date and his detathtest
68AD! This means that all of Paul's letters were composed within 40 years of Jesus' death, the

earliest being composed as little as 18 years after the cruciffxion.

However, there is material in Paul's letters which is even older. In 1tBiams 15:37, Paul
NBadl 0S4 6KIFG KS I MRE @GALR degdiiRg 2yE GeSth ahd rRsurrection,
including Jesus' burial, resurrection, and appearances to nmaliyidualsand groups

For what | received | passed on to you as of firgtomance: that Christ died for our
sins according to the Scriptures, that he was buried, that he was raised on the third day
according to the Scriptures, and that he appeared to Peter, and then to the Twelve.
After that, he appeared to more than five huedrof the brothers at the same time,
most of whom are still living, though some have fallen asleep. Then he appeared to

James, then to all the apostles (1 Corinthians-1%:3

There are several reasons to conclude that this passage is actually an e@tialreed
GKAOK tlhdzZ KIFI& AYO2NLIRNI ISR Ayidi2 KAa fSIHGG§SN®
G NB G(SOKYyAOFt wlooAyAO (SN¥a g¢KRThése erfiRie@ G S t
used to refer to reiterating tradition, and eve used in that way in other ancient souréelNext,

some of the words used in this passage are not words Paul uses elsewhere in his’ [Etters.

For further rationale for the dat ilsthe New Teftanert Refablé?e37.t er s, see
Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 41.

Gary Habermas in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 228.

Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 264-265.

Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 153-154.

s wWNPE



passage is also written in a parallel, highly metered form, indicating it likely was originally oral in

nature ®

Furthermore, there are indications this portion of Paul's letter, when it was written down,
was originally written in Aramaic, indicating an earlier f@reek sourcé.And Paul himself implies
that the teaching was a summary of all the apostlesagteed (1 Cor 15:1£)All of these reasons
indicate this was a very early creed that Paul incorporated into his [&tRaul also notes that he

verified the information he received to make sure it was accurate (GalatiarE02:1

t | dzf Qa A yidarzéhurehycread Hembristrates, among other things, that he was
concerned with the historicity of Jesus as an actual person of history and that the events he
described actually occurred. He likely mentioned that some of the witnesses were still Jalive (
Corinthians 15:6) because at least some of them were well known within the community and

available for questioning regarding what actually happeffed.

Paul must have received this creed several years easiigee inthis letter he is reminding
the church in Corinth of what he previously told them. It is probable that Paul received it between
five and seven years after Jesus' crucifixion, during Paul's time in Galti@ugh he may have
received it even earlie?® Additionally, if this is when Patgceived the creed, the credtself must
be even earlier than that! (There are also other passages that are likely creeds or hymns which

provide a wealth of early details about Jesus' life and minisjry.

This early testimony comesxtremely close to the events it describes, and is

unprecedented in ancient history, as evidenced further below. Recent research indicates that

]

Ibid.

Ibid.

8 William Lane Craig, The Son Rises: The Historical Evidence for the Resurrection of Jesus (Eugene: Wipf and Stock
Publishers, 1981), 47.

9 Regarding Robert Price's suggestion that this passage is a later interpolation (a view not shared by other New
Testament scholars), see for example Christopher Pr i ce (no rel ati elnl) ,anfillsntle rCoorlianttihoi
n.p. Cited 1 October 2007. Online: http://christiancadre.org/member_contrib/cp interpolation.html

10 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 89.

11 Habermas in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 230.

12 Craig, The Son Rises, 48.

13 For a list of some of these creeds & discussion, see Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 144-152.

~
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Jesus was worshiped as God by the earliest Christians, perhaps within days after Jesus'
crucifixion'* This indicates thathe belief that Jesus rose from the dead was held by the earliest
Christians, as expressed in the creed quoted by Paul. Although it is sometimes challenged that Paul
tells us little about the historical Jesus, in fact the Pauline texts (which were langiéign to

those who already knew the stories about Jesus and therefore there would be no reason for Paul
to repeat such stories) tell us a wealth of details about Jesus' life, including that Jesus was
descended from David, was the Messiah, ministeredanarily in Israel, had a brother named
James, instituted communion, was betrayed, died, buried, raised, and taken up into heaven,

among other detailg®

The dating of thegospels and no#iPauline documents is less certain, but it is still possible
to date essentially the entirety of the New Testament within the first century AD based, in part, on
the letters of the New Testament fathers. Based on quotations of the scriptures found in letters
written by Clement (95A-96AD), Ignatius (108AD) and Polycarp @DPwe have confirmation
of all of the New Testament documents except 2 John and Ju@é.course the fact that these
two books were not quoted doesn't prove that they waret written in the first century, only that

these early authors did not quote frothem explicitly.

The date of the gospels can also be generally fixed by the existence of the earliest known
extant fragment, that being th&t John Fragmerat the John Rylands Library at the University of
Manchester It was acquired in Egypt in 1920 agmhtains John 181-33 (on one side) and John
18:37-38 (on the reverse}® Thisfragment (also referred to as°# is usually dated between
125AB° and 130AE. This means that the Gospel of John must have been written prior to this

time for it to first be ut into codex form and then spread to Egypt. The other three gospels are

14 Larry W. Hurtado, How on Earth Did Jesus Become a God?: Historical Questions about Earliest Devotion to Jesus
(Grand Rapids: William. B. Eerdmans Publishing Company, 2005), 4.

15 Peter M. Head, Is the New Testament Reliable? (Cambridge: Grove Books Limited, 2003), 19.

16 Orr-Ewing, Is the Bible Intolerant?, 42; 95AD is listed for Clement in Orr-Ewing, all other dates in this list are from
Barnett.

17 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 39-41.

18 The fragment is viewable online: John Ryl ands Library, naSt.
http://www.library.manchester.ac.uk/specialcollections/collections/stjiohnfragment/

19 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 29.

20 Bruce, The New Testament Documents, 12.
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latest possible limit timeframe that the gospels could have been written, althougi tdould of

course have been composed much earlier.

Further evidence, in this case evidence of omission, can be deduced which may lead us to
conclude that many (or perhaps even all) of the New Testardentimentswere written before

the year 70AD. Before exploring this line of reasoning, consider the following:

Imagine a history student is given this assignment: Write the history of New York City's
famous World Trade Center. The student submits a paper which desttribesven
buildings comprising a hub of finance and world trade, including the twin towers, each
of which contain 110 stories. Their paper notes the over 50,000 people that work there,
and that the World Trade Center is so huge (around 10 million sqaeateof office

space) that it warrants its own zip code. Then the paper éhds.

What would a reader of this document conclude about when it was written? Obviously the
reader would conclude it was written before September 11, 2001. If it had been written thfit
date, it surely would mention the twin towers' destruction when two hijacked planes were
smashed into them. This was such a monumental event that it would be inconceivable that it
would not be mentioned in any significant writings about the WT@ewriafter the tragic events
of 9-11. In much the same way, the fact that nowhere in the New Testament do we find mention
of the destruction of the Jewish temple (which was at the time the central place of worship for the
Jewish people) and the fall of desalem to the Romans in 70AD leads us to believe that the texts

were written before that event occurrett.

Since none of the New Testament documents mention the destruction of the Jewish

temple in 70AD, when we consider the massive importance of thattemshthat it is (vaguely but

21 Example & much of the following discussion was adapted from J. P. Moreland and Tim Muehlhoff, The God
Conversation (Downer's Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2007), 96.
22 Randall Price, Searching for the Original Bible (Eugene: Harvest House Publishers, 2007), 115.



unmigakably) predicted in propheéy; this would indicate that they were likely written before the

event occurred? Thisis certainly a curious omission. If the temple was destroyed when these
documents were written, we woul@xpect to find some mention of this fact somewhere. The
0221 2F | SoNBgsgas F2N SEFYLX ST aaLISI | &predeht (1 KS
NG | °Alie&adtior is arguing that the current Mosaic sacrificial system is inferior to the once
andfor-all sacrifice of Jesus, and an obvious argument would have been to mention the cessation

of the temple sacrifices, if that had already happened.

These factorswhich when combined with Luke's sudden ending of his book of Acts with
Paul awaitingtrial. Thiswould have beenin 68AD at latest which has led some scholars to

conclude that the majority of the New Testament was composed before the year 2P0AD.

Even if for the sake of argument we grant a date of 100AD to the latest of the New
Testamentdocuments, this means the entire New Testament was composed less than 70 years
after Jesus' death. Compared with writings about other historical figures of around the same time
the superiority of the New TebtY Sy i Y I y dzi ONR LJG & 0 S @oReYi®m an®@t S NIy
KAad2NRLy Qa* Aoizesayiple, tRethiogthpties df Alexander the Great were composed
over 400 years after his death, but they are still considered generally reffaBle comparison to
20KSNI ' yOASY (G 6 NAGAYARESE | KySS @naSAGE f CESRERIdAHY IS ATy amE
FNRY || KAAGZ2NRAlIyUa LRAY(G 2F @ASgé 0SOIl dza s
FYR YlIyeé 2F (KS 204KSNJ bSg ¢Sadl yYSyd A
who could remembllJ G KS G(GKAy3a GKPG wSadza &aFAR YR RARE

23 For example: Matthew 24:1-2, Mark 13:1-2, Luke 21:5-6,20-24,32.
24 If these predictions were actually later interpolations into the text, we would expect that they would have been made

more explicit.
25 Lane T Dauvis (ed) et al, The ESV Study Bible (Wheaton: Crossway Bibles, 2008), 2357-2358.
26 Norman Geisler lists 15 reasons to believe Acts was written pre-7 0 AD : N o r ma Mhe Bating ®flthe New i

Testament, 6 n. p. Cited 29 S dpirewwibathinking.0r@/8ble-je€us/ddvanced/the-dating-of-
the-new-testament.htm See also: Orr-Ewing, Is the Bible Intolerant?, 42-43; France, The Evidence for Jesus, 119-
121.

27 Evans in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 56.

28 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 33.

29 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 34.

30 F.F.Bruce, The New Testament Documents: Are They Reliable? Sixth Edition (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans
Publishing Company, 1981), 7.
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Eyewitness Testimony

Everyone recognizes the limitations of eyewitness testimony, but it is still powerful
evidence that was highly valued in the ancienbrid and is still valued today. the New
Testament documents were written by eyewitnesses (and/or those who consulted eyewitnesses)

it bolsters their credibility as reliable texts.

One obvious requirement for accurate eyewitness testimony is that the eyewitnesses must
be able toremembe things; withnessesmust have good memories. lihis respect, first century
Jews were well prepared to be good withesdeist century communication was primarily oral, so
people were forced to develop strong memory sKilEspecially among Jewish cuBuE & @A NIi dzl
all knowledge was learned in the form of sayings and texts which were imprinted on the memory,
a2 GKFEG 2y S 1 ySsomelfiistSantury BRablitsSriemidiizdd entire books of the Old
Testament This lends credibility to the idea thahé eyewitness accounts would still be reliable
even many years after the events themselves took pfaEeen today amazing feats of memory
are still possiblg especially when the circumstances are ripe for strong memory retention, as they

were for the NewTestament authoré.

Jesus' teaching style was similar to that used by other Jewish Rabbis (teachers) in the first
century’, which often included techniques like pointed formulations, alliteration, rhythmic

phrases, repetition, and so on. We also kndvattit was Jewish custom to carefully memorize

1 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 43.
2 Birger Gerhardsson, The Origins of the Gospel Traditions. Translated by Gene J. Lund (Philadelphia: Fortress
Press, 1979), 19.
3 Craig L. Blomberg, @AThe Historical Reliability of the Gospe
http://www.4truth.net/site/apps/nl/content3.asp?c=hiKXLbPNLrF&b=784441&ct=981289
4  Darrell L. Bock in Michael J. Wilkins and J. P. Moreland (eds), Jesus Under Fire: Modern Scholarship Reinvents the
Historical Jesus (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1995), 79-81.
5 1l once observed a live performance where a man dramatically recited the entire book of Luke (nearly 20,000 words)
from memory.
6 Bauckham lists several factors that would have contributed to strong memory retention among the witnesses, Jesus
and the Eyewitnesses, 341-346.
7 J. P. Mor el and, ATweTEEsBameEntj Dynop. t et Bd 16 September 200
http://www.apologetics.org/books/historicity.html#C (Excerpted from J. P. Moreland, Scaling the Secular City (Grand
Rapids: Baker Book House, 1987))
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Rabbis' teaching&Since the apostles and many of Jesus' early followers were Jews, it is safe to
assert they would have done likewise. Students of Rabbis observed their masters closely, not just
their teachngs but also in their actions, and were careful to remember both word and deed so
that they couldput them into practice and carry on their master's traditidhis makes the
testimony of the early followers of Jesus especially valuable regarding whathidnee to tell us

about His life, acts, and teachings.

Some of he New Testament authors explicitly cla@thto be eyewitnesses to Jesus'
ministry. For example{iiQa Of 1 AtYSRS MJywe\id oot falléw clevedy invented stories
when we toldyou about the power and coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but we were eyewitnesses
2F KA PYRaiddade s wm wThayiwhichYvasdrom thetbéginrdng, whidk el
have heard, which we have seen with our eyes, which we have looked atuathdhrals have

touched ... we proclaim to you what we have seen and héard

This does not prove that thegctually wereeyewitnesses, only that they claimed it. We
should be willing to investigate whether they were or not. The importance of such investigation is
evident when we note how highly regarded eyewitness testimony is in the New Testament itself.
As previously noté, in Luke's prologue (Luke 14) he makes note of the importance of speaking
with eyewitnessesAlso, Peter's insistence on replacing Judas Iscariot with someone who had
personally observed what had occurred (Acts 122) demonstrats that firsthand eyevitnesses

were highly regarded’

Ancient historians did not value recording the exact words spoken by an individual as highly
Fa ¢S @ltdzS A0 (2RIe@d® LYyadadSFRYI IyOASy(d KA&Q2N]

meaning:? Therefore, while diffeent authors may record a speaker's words differently, their

8 John Warwick Montgomery, History, Law and Christianity (Edmonton: Canadian Institute for Law, Theology & Public
Policy Inc, 2002), 34; see for example Deuteronomy 6:6-7.

9 Gerhardsson, The Origins of the Gospel Traditions, 17-18.

10 The authors also claim they are telling the truth and not lying, ex Romans 9:1, though of course this does not prove
that they were telling the truth, only that they claimed to be, and that they differentiated truth from error.

11 Staudinger, The Trustworthiness of the Gospels, 26.

12 Bock in Wilkins and Moreland (eds), Jesus Under Fire, 79.



testimoniescanstill be reliableif they are in agreement® Additionally, if the stories in the Gospel

were all related inexactlythe same way, we might suspetite authorswere merely copying
602f f dzZRAY 3 g kthelGospedslwer&tocon&istelttby 8 1 S& / Ndthatdself £ 2 YO S
g2d2 R Ay @It ARIFGS GKSY?™Trhe NewyTestumidwfith§sythiis preserit y S & & S
common histores from independent eyewitness perspectives. Altgh the Gospels may have

different emphase¥, they still present the same message. Even John's Gospel (which differs the
Y240 FTNRBY (KS dcaey2LIiA0aédsr AS alGiKSgs al Ny} 9

details in common with the other Gpels*®

The evidencestrongly suggeststhat a large part of the New Testament is based upon
eyewitness testimony. Mark's Gospel, for example, includes many indicators that it is based on the
testimony of the eyewitness Peter, and perhaps also of Mark himself and others. Mark's Gospel
places moe emphasis on Peter than any other Gospeduch as when Mark mentions that Jesus
speaks to Peter twice in Gethsemafjewhereas the other Gospels are less spefifielark also
mentions Peter more times per page than any other Gospel Vifitand uses theéechnique of
inclusioo I £ AGSNI NBE GaFNI YAYyIé RSOAOSO i GKS 06S3aAy
that Peter is the source of the Gospel's mateffalohn Warwick Montgomery notes that there are
scenes in Mark's Gospel where the third pmrsplural perspective switches to third person
singular involving Peter, which is the indirect equivalent of a first person discourse of Peter

himself??

Furthermore, Richard Bauckham suggests that the unnamed persons in Mark's gospel are

13 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 86-88.

14 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 47; see also Montgomery, History, Law and Christianity, 79-80.

15 For example, Matthew seems to have been written for a primarily Jewish audience, whereas Luke's Gospel was
almost certainly intended, primarily, for gentile readers.

16 See Mar k D. -&loabstve lissoB33 pomts of agreement between all four Gospels on details of Jesus' life
in Can We Trust the Gospels?, 98-100.

17 J. P. Hol di ng, AiThe New Testament: MarKk. Profiles of Key |Is
2007. Online: http://www.tektonics.org/ntdocdef/markdef.html#pete

18 Mark 14:32-42; Matthew 26:36-46; Luke 22:40-46

19 Matthew mentions Peter only once in the Gethsemane passage, and Luke does not specifically mention him.

20 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 125, 148-149, 155.

21 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 125-127, 204. Bauckham argues that Luke and John adopt Mark's inclusio
technique, giving supplemental support to Mark's implicit claims.

22 Montgomery, History, Law and Christianity, 29.
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persecuting the early church, and, being still alive at the time of the writing, would thus need to be
protected® If this is the case, not only does this mean the writing isedaon eyewitness
accounts, it also confirms that Mark's gospel (or at Id@stsourcel were written early in the

church'’s history.

Although Mark's Gospel 58dzy Yy YSRé Ay RBESaaFZaS Ay OF dzRE G G

D2alL)St ! 002 NRA Y Jind in2Zmoderh Ninslatiohsa thege Ss in fact no ancient
competition for its authorship, which we might expect to find if the authorship was attributed
later. As more and more copies were made of the document, and as it spread far and wide
geographicallyjt would quickly become impossible to universally attribute an author to it at a

later date. We would also expect that if its authorship was fabricated by the early church that a

Y2NB LINEYAYSyld FAIANB 62dz R KI S 0yS SayF' NJKé2aa Sy =

Externaltestimony from Papias in the late first or early second century (as quoted by
Eusebius) also confirms Mark as author of the Gospel and Mark's use of Peter as a source, which,
although a later affirmation, is still considered valuabjemodern scholar&’ Also, the Muratorian
Canon (dated to between 14070AD) lists Luke and John explicitly as Gospel authors, and likely
included Mark and Matthew as wéi] although unfortunately that portion has been lost in the
fragmentary surviving copf’ If the author of the Muratorian Canon did include Mark's Gospel on
his list, he or she is also making the claim (due to how the text is worded) that Mark himself is an

eyewitness.

An interesting yet somewhat puzzling detail in Mark's Gospel is redardMark 14:5352,
RAZNAY3I (GKS |dziK2NHa | O02dzy i 2F Myéandzadh, weaddgs a G

23 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 184-187. (Here Bauckham follows & expands Gerd Theissen's argument
in his book The Gospels in Context (tr. L. M. Maloney; Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1991), chapter 4.)

24 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 23.

25 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 203ff.

26 The author of the Muratorian Canon clearly accepts four Gospels, with Luke and John being the latter two, but the

A

names of the first two the author recorded are unfortunatel

Murat ori an Fragment, 0o n.p. Ci hitp:/dvwa.lGibleSesgarchermdmgmuratdridaridhfiml Onl i ne:

27 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 42.
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nothing but a linen garment, was following Jesus. When they seized him, he fled naked, leaving his
garment behind ¢ KA & & S S Yuenfid datail dogsndtyappSdj in any of the other
D2alJStad 2Keé RAR alN] OK22a$sS (2 AyOfdRRS AlGK t
Ffft26Ay3 WS&adzaé¢ O0GKS @2dzy3a YIy 461a y206 2yS 2
incident in hisGospel that involved himsedf. This theory is inconclusive but an intriguing
possibiling ' yR A& Fy SEIFIYLXS 2F 2yS 2F Ylyeée dalyz2y:

whom are likely eyewitness sourc&s.

Persuasive cases can also be made that theragbspels and letters of the New Testament
are based on eyewitness testimony, such as, for example, the book dftRetsontinuation to the
Gospel attributed to Luke which describes the histofyhe early church) which was in part based
on Luke being draveling companion of Padfi.Certain similarities of phrasing and terminology in

Paul and Luke's writings back up this assertion.

The New Testament includes certain incidental details that would be hard to comprehend
unless they are the result of ey@wess testimony. One example is recorded in John 19:34. After
Jesus dies on the cross, John notes tha2 y S 2F (GKS a2t RASNAR LA SNOSI
ONAY3IAY3I | &dzRRSY Tbheath by Zricifixion 8c2uRed ldué Ro tw lpiinBud b €
causes:hypovolemic shock and exhaustion asphygaaphyxiationf? One consequence of the
person going intdhypovolemicshock and also being asphyxiated (unable to draw in breath) was
that fluid would collect around the pericardium, the sac surrounding the heart. Thus when the
w2Yly a2t RASN] adlooSR WSadzaQ &4ARS gAGK (GKS 2

crucifixions)the wall of the pericardium was pierced, resulting in a flow of both blood from the

28 iMany schol ars bel i evneoneheotyhoeurn gt meamn Mar.k waismsel f. 0 Phillip
The Student Bible: New Revised Standard Version (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 1996), 1046.

29 The suggestion that the young man lived nearby, was roused from sleep, and came near after hearing the
commoti on caused by Jesus' arrest ignores the fact that the
would not likely have tried to arrest him had he not been a follower of Jesus) so it seems to me to be an unlikely
hypothesis. Further discussion in Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 197-201.

30 C. J. He mer , fi L Buletin df theeJohiHd Rydahds Wniversity, Lébrary of Manchester 60 (1977): 46-51.

31 Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 267.

32 William D. Edwards, Wesley J. Gabel, and Floyd E. Hosmer, ion the Physical Jownaltofiihe o f Jesus
American Medical Association, vol 255, No. 11, 21 March 1986, 1461.



heart itself andwater-like fluidfrom the surrounding sat

Even though he would have no idea why he saw bloodvalnat he would presume to be
water pour out,t W2 Ky Q& RSAONALIIAZ2Y 27F (KB maléfyieicali a Sy
conclusions about wdt would have happenedHow could John have known that if a person who
had just been crucified were stabbed in the chest that blood and water would run out unless he
(or someone else who was there) witnessed®it2ohn would have had none of this modern
medical knowledge; he merely recorded what he s®etails of this sort strongly indicate that the

New Testament is a result of eyewitness testimony regarding the events it describes.

Taken together, this evidence (as well as other lines of evid@nstorgly suggests that
a I NJhoSpkland at least several of the other New Testament writingskased on eyewitness

testimony.

(Note: For those interested studyingthis topicfurtherz L KA 3IKf & NBO2YYSYR wAiOKLF NR
andthe9 @ SgAliySaasSay ¢KS D2allSfta a 9eS8SgAriySaa ¢Saliayzyess

and also provides many other intriguing arguments which are too complicated and detailed to describe here.)

33 bid, 1462-1463.

34 See also Metherell in Strobel, Case for Christ, 198-200; Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 74.

35 Bauckham gives other indirect evidence, such as curious wording in the Gospel of ThomasfiSayi ng 130 t hat me
indicate Peter as a source for Mark. Bauckham, Jesus and the Eyewitnesses, 236-238.



Manuscript Evidence: Mountain of Manuscripts

We currently possessver 5,686 early Greek manuscripts of the New Testament, including
some full books, and others in more fragmentary fordpproximately eightyeight of these Greek
manuscripts are made of papyrg$wWhen youthink about it, t really isastounding that even that
many fragile papyrus documents have survived for nearly 2,000 ye8mshe of the Greek

manuscripts were originally written on scrolls, while others were originally included in cddices.

Bibliographcal evidence {te number of extant manuscriptss important because the
more manuscripts that we have, the more confident we can be that we can reconstruct the
original text, even if the origindhandwritten manuscriptsby the authors themselvesgoften
rISTSNNBR §éazi2 ANIIKSA éa0 Kl @S y20 &Adz2NDAGSRP ¢KS -
I dzi 2 3N LKA KIF GBSy Qi &adzZNDAGPSR aKz2dz R y2G 02y OSNY
the Greek and Latin periods. We do not even possess autograph§®f a2z ¥ { KI 1 S-& LIS NX

eight plays, and he wrotever a thousangearsmore recentlythan the New Testament authors!

The reason why having many copies is important is thatei possessnly onecopy of an
ancient document (as is the case with mahyf 0 KS & | £ O S NJiadvel liktl@®nfidkaca LIS A ¢
in what the original saidbecause we have nothing to compare it against. Conversely if we possess
many copies of a document we can compare them through the process of textual criticism

(described below) taleterminethe original textto a high degree of probability

Oneof Randp Sg Yl yQa OKIFNI OGSNER 3IAGSa +y Fylfz23e

many manuscripts:

1 This count (which is an estimate) includes all Greek manuscripts from the second century (possibly first century) up

to the fifteenth century. Norman L. Geisler, Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker

Books, 1999), 532. The count is how well over 5,800 as more manuscripts continued to be discovered and

catalogued. Two sources for current information are:

Institute for New Testament Textual Research at the University of Munich (http://www.uni-muenster.de/INTF/)

Center for the Study of New Testament Manuscripts (http://www.csntm.org/).

Geisler, Baker Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics, 533.

3 A Acodexo (plural ( égeivaldnt af @nsodeyn baok whicthbegaratm be¢omenpbpular in the late
first century.

4  Parton, Religion on Trial, 45.

N


http://www.uni-muenster.de/INTF/
http://www.csntm.org/

Ly 2FakKAy3aadz2ys 5o/ o3 fSGQa alre ¢SQ@S 324 0l
standard for thirtysix incheqone yardfp X [ S Qa 2dza( tardmisiJ2aS GKI
attack, that building gets blown up and the official yard stick gets destroyed. We

g2dzZ Ry Qi KIF@S (GKS 2NRIAYI X odzi 6SQR KI @S 3
OSyildmNARSa I GSNE 68 O2dA R &ateé @®KIG 6S R2 (VY3

The countof 5,686 Greek manuscripts mentioned earliles not include the thousands of
early manuscripts written in Latin, Slavic, and many other languages. When compared to the
number of existing manuscripts of other historical ancient writings, sagthose by Herodotus,
Thucydides, Plato, Caesar, Tacitus, and others, the New Testament dwarfs them in comparison;
some of these other ancient writings exist in less than a dozen cOpigg.RSSRE & (i KS | dz

New Testament material is almostemba@as y 3 Ay O2Y LI NA &2y SNGK 20KS

A secondary source of textual information is fouimdthe citations of the early church
writers. These include sermons, commentaries, and personal letters of the leaders of the church,
which can oftenbe dated quiteconfidently. Thesewritings are useful to confirm the text of the
New Testamentsince the writers cite the New Testament tdrtquentlyandala 2 ¢ a2 YSGA Y S
church [leader] wrote concerning a disputed reading in a text and thus provideshle
AYVTF2NXIEGAZ2Y Fo2dzi GKS @I NALF y G &Itis estimbiédShatheSeE A & (0 S ¥
are approximatelyone millionsuch citations, and that even if all of the thousands of the copies of
the New Testament were lost, almost the entire text would be able to be reconstructed from

piecing togethemwhere the New Testament wagioted by early church writers.

Not only arethere atremendousnumber of manuscripts in existence, they are also
geographically distributed widely, meaning that we find relatively early manuscripts spread over a
wide geographicarea  NA 2dza &G FlF YAf ASaé¢ 2F R2Odzy&wolsan OF y ¢

5 Randy Newman, Corner Conversations: Engaging Dialogues About God and Life (Grand Rapids: Kregel
Publications, 2006), 50.

6 NormanL.Gei sl er , ACan We Know the Bible is theé&heGowattGaile God?, 0
to World Religions (Minneapolis: Bethany House Publishers, 1996), 259.

7  Bruce M. Metzger in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 60.

Price, The Search for the Original Bible, 83; see also Wallace in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 83.

Price, The Search for the Original Bible, 83, 111-112.

© 0



any variants that might be found among a minority of the others.

What then are we to make of the followirggatement from Bart Ehrman’'s bodkisquoting
Jesusa ¢ KSNBE IINB Y2NB QGINRFGAZ2Y A |Y2y3 2dzNJ YI ydz
Tesi | Y S Eisevéhere in his book, Ehrman claims that there are 206840000 variations

among the ancient New Testament manuscriptére these claims really true?

Ehrman is technically correct. When every scribal mistake in the thousands of manuscripts
we have of the New Testament (no matter hawinor and recounting the same mistake each time
it's made in different documentd) is counted, we do find a large number. However, when we
F OQGdzZ- tte €221 Fd GKS O NRLI (A 2ants ardifcdngeuentidl § KS 3
involving spelling differences that cannot even be translated, articles with proper nouns, word
2 NR S NJ GKrhe/narSbérdaid nature of copying errors that exist between the manuscripts

are relatively minor and result in no doirtal problems:*

The errors that do occur consist predominantly of spelling errors, word order (the order of
the words in the sentence is unimportant in the Greek text, ie it does not change the meaning of
the sentence like it would in EngliSh and othe similar mistakes® Approximately 75% of the
errors are spelling and word order errors, about 24% are minor variations which do not leave us
uncertain about the meaning of the passage, and only the remaining 1% lead to some

uncertainty?’

10 Bart D. Ehrman, Misquoting Jesus: The Story Behind Who Changed the Bible and Why (New York:
HarperSanFranciso, 2005), 90.

11 Ehrman, Misquoting Jesus, 89.

12 Metzger in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 65.

13 Dani el B. Wall ace, AThe Gospel According to Bart,o n.p. Cit
http://www.bible.org/page.php?page_id=4000

14 Gei sl er, fACan We Know the Bibl e i he€CdmpactBWoided2600f God?, 06 in Ha

15 Alt makes a whale of a difference i n Endlseqeehcendtersimu say, ' D
English. But in Greek i tThe€CaseforChrist,64. Met zger in Strobel,

16 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 34.

17 Price, Searching for the Original Bible, 116, 217-219.



http://www.bible.org/page.php?page_id=4000

Due to decadesf careful study through the process of textual criticténscholars are led to
02y Of dzRS G(KI G ddKS GINAFGA2yaz:r 6KSy (Rthére 2 00dzN
is in fact no Christian doctrine that is challenged bystheninorvariations® In fact, elsewhere in

his book, Ehrman himself states:

To be sure, of all of the hundreds of thousands of textual changes found among our
manuscripts,most of them are completely insignificant, immaterial and of no real
importance for anythingother thanshowing that the scribes could not spell or keep

focused any better than the rest of tfs.(Emphasis mine)

It may surprise some Christiats learn that two longer passages in the New Testament,
specifically John 7:58:11and Mark 16:920, were likelynot in the original manuscripts. However,
this has been widely known for many yearsdis clearly noted imodern Bible$? Besides those
two passages, no significayptiongsections have been shown to not have been in the originals,

and again, none affeetny Christian belief or doctrirfé.

Furthermore, the reasonve are able to identify a large number of variamtsluding the
passages in John and Maik that we have so many manuscripts to studfy we had fewer
manuscripts, we would have less variations (for example, if there were only one surviving copy,
there'd be no variationgshoweverwe would actually béess suref what the original actually said,

because the process of textual criticisannot operate efficiently with a paucity of documefits.

This processof textual criticism which has been shown to be highly reliabjeith

agreement among scholars of many different backgro@dsould give us confidence in the text

18 For a brief overview and explanation of the process of textual criticism, see Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?,
25-37.

19 Strobel, The Case for Christ, 65.

20 Metzger in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 65.

21 Ehrman, Misquoting Jesus, 207.

22 Wallace in Strobel, The Case for the Real Jesus, 90-94.

23 One other section of note is the interpolated version of 1 John 5:7-8 which the KJV translation uses, which is not
found in the earliest Greek manuscripts and is not included in any modern translation like the NIV, NRSV or ESV.
This does not affect the doctrine of the Trinity, which does not depend on this verse.

24 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 34.

25 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 32-33.



of the New Testamnt that we read todayas William Lane Craig concludes:

Of the approximately 138,000 words in the New Testament only about 1,400 remain in
doubt. The text of the New Testament is thus about 99% established. That means that
when you pick up a (Greek) Neesfament today, you can be confident that you are

reading the text as it was originally writtéf.

26 William L&mrsda abrdaisd,i nff t he, Gon pr AFi@iBedinega bi | i ty
http://www.reasonablefaith.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=5711
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External Evidence: Writing Outside the New Testament

Before detailing some of the external evidence for the New Testament, an important
considerationregarding thecomposition of theNew Testament itself should be notefihe New
Testament is not a single sourda.fact, itconsists of 27 individual literary works, many of which
were originally composed as letters. These 27 writings were composed by several different
authors, at varying times, in diverse locations, under varying circumstances, often for very specific

audien@s:

[T]he New Testament writers were not in league with each other at the point of writing.
Nothing Mark wrote indicates any verbal influence by Paul, or vice versa. John did not
depend on Paul nor, many scholars believe, upon Mark. While Luke and Matkiew

used Mark, their Gospels appear to have been written independently of each other and
of John. While James, Hebrews and 1 Peter hold some ideas in common with Paul, none

of them appears to have been influenced by, or to be dependent upon, the'other.

Clearly therthe New Testament should not be understood as a single source, but rather as
comprisingmultiple independent sourcemllected in one volumé&.Some of the New Testament
authors were even skeptics before they became convinced of the trutheofCtfristian message,
namely Paul (formerlknown asSaul of Tarsus, a persecutor of Christians) and James (brother of
Jesus, who was not a believer until after Jesus' death & resurrectiimdse authors were, before

their conversio, hostile to Christiabelief.

Therefore, even if there were no available sources outside the New Testament we would
still possesanultiple sources, not a single on&his is more than we possess fmany other
incidents of history which ra generally accepted as fadn addtion, there are also several

corroborating sources outside of the New Testament.

1 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 36.

2 W. R. Miller, AThe Truthful ness oifn tthhee EByiebwiet,nde sns. pAc cQiutnetds
2007. Online: http://www.tektonics.org/guest/truthfulness.htmi

3 Habermas and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, 64-69.



http://www.tektonics.org/guest/truthfulness.html

Flavius Josephus, a Jewish historian, confirms several of the central figures in the New
Testament, such as John the Baptist, James the brother of Jesus, and Jesu$, kimse#| as

others minor figures lik&ugustus, Tiberius, Pilate, Annas, and Caiaphas.

One of Josephus' references to Jesus, found in Josephtiguitiesxx.9.1, concerns James,
GGKS ONRBUKSNI 2F WSadza ¢K2 ¢ lanfimdthdt faSiéast, Dé6s /| K NJ
SEA&EGSRY KFR I ONRGKSNI gK2 ¢l & YINLIE@NBR T2NJ KA
passage is generally undisputdd | YR Yz ad O2y Of dzZRS GKI G aGKS |
GF 1Sy | &becaBdthdeferghée is minimal and shows no signs of interpolation (among

other reasonsf.

A second reference is found W2 & S LAKtugiti©s (xviii.3.3 and is known as the
Testimonium Flavianunit verifies many details about Jesus' life and acts (suchaas hik & dzNLJINA a 2
FSHGaes GGSIFOKAYy3IAX SyO2dzyGSNJ gAGK tAfFiSE O2YyR
passage, the validity of this second passage is partially in dispute. Most scholars conclude that the
majority of the Testimonium Flavianumis orginal and accurate with possibly three
interpolations®, although a minority argue that the entire passage is a later interpol&tiovhile
yet another minority argue that the entire passage is legitimatdoted New Testament scholar F.

F. Bruce gives thfollowingplausiblereconstruction of the passagehich he believes reflects the
content of the originglalthough since all existing copies (with the exception of one later Aramaic

copy) are nearly identical, any reconstructiomysnecessitypeculaive:

Now there arose about this time a source of further trouble in one Jesus, a wise man

4 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 83.

5 Bruce, The New Testament Documents, 106.

6 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 83; Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 31; cf Bruce, The New
Testament Documents, 111.

7  Theissen and Merz, The Historical Jesus, 65.

8 Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 140.

9 Craig L. Blomberg, The Historical Reliability of the Gospels (Downer's Grove: InterVarsity Press, 1987) 200-201.

10 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 88-104; Theissen and Merz, The Historical Jesus, 71-74.

11 R. T. France argues that G. A. Wellsod6 position, that the en
removed the writing flows naturally, is misguided, since the passage would not actually flow any better without it.
Regardless, he says even if it were true that it would fl ow
to include short st or i ¥eEvidencefodlesgs;28ssi onsdo0. France,

12 F. F. Bruce wonders if the positive referencestoJ esus wer e written by Josephus- and i nf

in-c h e e k 0. ThBNMew Testament Documents, 112-113.



who performed surprising works, a teacher of men who gladly welcome strange things.
He led away many Jews, and also many of @emtiles He was the scalled Christ.

When Pilate, acting on information supplied by the chief men among us, condemned
him to the cross, those who had attached themselves to him at first did not cease to
cause trouble, and the tribe of Christians, which has taken this name from him, is not

extinct even today'

A second source comes to us from Cornelius Tacitus, a Roman histenhiamnyrote his
Annals of Imperial Romaround 115AD. In it heonfirms several biblical detaifs including that
Jesus lived when Pilate was governor and Tiberiusemwgseror, and that Jesus was executed as a
criminal’® He also confirms the early existence of Christian groups, that the movement began in
WSNHzal £ SYZ YR GKIG +Fy aAYYSyaS vYdzZ GAGdzRSe Kl
Tacitus' writing does noteem to be derived from Christian sour¢®sand he may have derived his
information in part from official Roman record5.Few would suggest that this passage is a
FT2NHSNEZ aAyOS AlG A& F2dzyR Ay |ff SEmaEMy3 O2
work, and is very amChristian in tone. Tacitus is also considered by historians to be an eminently

reliable writer®

There are several other early extbiblical references, including Pliny the Yourer
Suetoniué’, Mara bar Serapidtl, JewishRabbinic tradition in the Talmud (where Jesus' miracles

are not denied, but it is claimed that Jesus performed them by means of soféeayi}l early (pre

13 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 30-31, citing F. F. Bruce, Jesus and Christian Origins Outside the New Testament
(London: Hodder, 1984), 39.
14 Annals of Imperial Rome, 15.44.2-5
15 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 25-26.
16 Bruce, The New Testament Documents, 121; Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 49.
17 Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 135; J. P. Holding (ed), Shattering the Christ Myth: Did Jesus Not
Exist? (Longwood: Xulon Press, 2008), 60-62; Van Voorst however finds this hypothesis possible but not likely or
verifiable, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 50-52.
18 Holding (ed), Shattering the Christ Myth, 55-57.
19 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 23-29; Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 22-24; Bruce, The
New Testament Documents, 122-123.
20 Van Voorst argues persuasively that Suetoni ugdusOedider ence to
the New Testament, 23-29; as does Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 191; see also Barnett, Is the New Testament
Reliable?, 28-29; Bruce, The New Testament Documents, 122.
21 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 53-58; Van Voorst concludes that Jesus is without a doubt the one
referred to as fAwise kingo i n TiHHistoricahdesus76-7as do Thei ssen and
22 Habermas, The Historical Jesus, 202-205; Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 104-122.



80AD) Christian inscriptions in Pompeiias well as the extrhiblical Christian writings of the
church fathers. Andter potential sourcewhich has unfortunately been lost is the writing of
Thallus(or Thallos)in the first century which is still partially preserved in the writings of Julius

Africanus whose writingsarethemselvespreserved in the wtings of Georgius Syncelltfs

Some may wonder whwe do not find more frequent mention of Jesus in extriblical
sources. First, it's wortheiterating thatthe New Testament itself contains several independent
sources and thus represents a collectiafi independent sources itself rather than only one single

source

Second, we should be aware that most historians of the first century were interested
primarily in political matters, and although Jesus was condemned by the Roman government, His
movementwas not primarily politicaf® The usual intended readership of early historgsiRoman
leaders, who would not likely be interested in reading about a Jewish prophet and especially not

material that would be in any way laudatory of Him, his teaching, odéssis*

Historical writers interests thus were attuned mostly to describing the early Christians and
not so much describing the historical Je§li§herefore we would not expect lengthy treatment of
Jesus by nohristian historians, and, due to the u$ua SY LKl aSa 2F FyOASyld
NEBYIFNJFotS GKI G WSadsenss dedus WasS ghill thehtioie® by ltwid oflthe f & ¢
three most important historians of Rome (Tacitus and Seutonius, but not Dio Cassius), the most

important Jewish histoain (Josephus) and several other sources as described &bove.

Additionally, there is actually less evidence for certain historical figures whose existence is

not doubted (for example Rabbi Hillel, or Simon bar Kochba) than there is for Jesus, so if those

23 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 24-25.
24 Theissen and Merz, The Historical Jesus, 84-85; Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 131-132; Van
Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 20-23.
25 Edwin A. Yamauchi in Lee Strobel, The Case for Christ, 81.
26 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 27.
27 Van Voorst, Jesus Outside the New Testament, 68-69.
28 Bl omberg, AThe Historical Reliability of the Gospels, 0 n.p.
29 Porter and Bedard, Unmasking the Pagan Christ, 130.



figures are accepted as historical, Jestsuld also be accepted as a real historical perddn.

Finally, archaeological findings (as previously noted) provide confirmatory evidence that the New
Testament documents are accurate at points where it can beabively tested, leading scholars

G2 02y Of dzZRS GKIFG &! NOKFS2f238 KIFa y20 LINRRdzOSTH
the Bible ... there have been many opinions of skeptical scholars that have become codified into
WTIL OGQ 2OSNIMEGKS NOKH $R t @ &é &K & Aréh&edldgy hagi actuabyS 6 NJ
confirmed certain biblical people and places that were, for a time, in disputeliisemal Evidence

below).

Even if we find certain details in less than total agreement between the Netafient
text and other ancient documents, there is no reason to automatically accept the other source
rather than the New Testament. When we find that Luke records an event where 4,000 men
follow an Egyptian bandit into the desert, and Josephus recordsdnee event butvrites that
30,000 men went out, then we would Restified inconcludngthat (on this point, at least) Luke's

more sober account is likely corrett.

30 Theissen and Merz, The Historical Jesus, 93.
31 John McRay in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 100.
32 Hemer , fiLuke the Historian, o 50.



Internal Evidence

A historical source such as the New Testam@( 2 dzf R AY ALIANLE O2yFARS
GKSNBE AdG OFy 0S8 OKSO1 SRZThélitshricd tikails hatwe PatieSta G NI
test through archeology and other ancient writings testify to the accuracy of the New Testament.

For example, Lukka & LISOA TA O dza polit@&che 1 §8zZ2 BRE 3V -54B RMOE Ay
only where it was verifiably appropriate to do%ds an example of the care he took when
choosing his words. Even certain recorded facts that have been doubted by histoaemdeen

proven correct based on later archaeological findings, such as Ja&twasl of such locations as

the Pool of Bethesda and the Pool of Sildathe identificationof a location that matches the one

where Jesus performed one of His miratlesmdeven possibly the placard posted above Jesus at

His crucifixiom

Numerous other internal features of the New Testament also subtly suggest its
I dzi KSydAOAGeT &adzOK | a GKS | diibdotd bikébus Bikhgek @8 (0 2
Mark 6:5)and regarding the actions of certain disciples (ex. Peter, in Mark 256These
sayings caused tension for the early church (and some continue to do so today) which makes them
unlikely to have been fabricatedqWhy would the authors fabricate sayingé Jesus that would
cause problems for the early churchi?)the New Testament documents were subject to later
redaction we would not expect to find stories included that portray the early leaders of the church

in such a negative light.

It is actually a®unding that the Bible is so harmonious even though its texts were written,

as previously noted, under such diverse conditions. Norman L. Geisler lists some of the conditions

[EY

Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 168.

2 Mar k D. Rodbemr t Br,edsHirde in the British Museum, 0 n.p. Cited 1
http://markdroberts.com/?p=153 ; also McRay in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 98.

3 McRay in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 99.

4  Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 153.
5 lanWilson,Mur der at Golgotha: A Scientific Investigation into th
Resurrection( New Yor k: St Mart i8#%6s Griffen, 2006) , 82

(e}

Bl omber g, AfThe Hiost ohiec&losRel isaldi hi. py
7 Blomberg in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 49-50.
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under which the Bible (including the Old and New Testaments)coampleted:

A Written over the time-spanof approximately 1,500 years (1400BCL00AD; at most 70
years for the New Testamerit)

A Penned by 40 different authors. (9 for the New Testament)

A Contains 66 separate books. (27 in the New Testament)

A Composed in three languages: Hel, Greek, and some Aramaic.

A Speaks about hundreds of different topics.

A Written by authors of widely varying social status and occupafion.

The Book of Mormon was not composed this way. It was written by a single man, Joseph
Smith Jr, over the span of lout two years:' The composition of the Quran is also not
comparable, since it was also the product of a single man, Muhammad (although subject to
redaction after his death) which was dictated by him over a period e22§ears? although it
was not colited in final form until after his death’ Yet despite the relatively adverse conditions
dzy RSNJ 6 KAOK GKS . Ao0fS 61a oNAGGSY'andadongNBuy Ay &
narrative. (It should also be noted that we possess four Gospels whigatifferent authors that
Oy o0SOKDNRSR: F3IAFAyad SIFIOK 20KSNE Fa ¢Sttt | a
authors!®) These amazing conditions under which the Bible came together are only some of the
challenges that the Bible and the early Shans faced. An entire booKhe Impossible Faitthas
been written describing the many reasons why the Christian faith should have failed, but
inexplicably succeeded.(Inexplicable, that is, unless something with the transforming power of

the resurrecton occurred.)

(o]

Geisler, fACan We Know the Bi bl e i §he€CdmpactBWoided?570f God?, 06 i n Ha
9 Masood, The Bible and the Qur'an, 41.
10 For example, David was a shepherd boy who became king, Solomon (David's son) was born a wealthy and powerful
king, Zechariah was a priest, Matthew was a tax collector, John was a fisherman, and Paul was a Roman citizen
and well-educated Pharisee. See for example Masood, The Bible and the Qur'an, 8.
11 James A. Beverley, Religions A-Z (Nashville: Thomas Nelson Publishers, 2005), 140-141.
12 Beverley, Religions A-Z, 103.
13 Masood, The Bible and the Qur'an, 5, 18-40.
14 Gei sl er, fACan We Know the Bi bl e i 8he€CdmpactBoided®570f God?, 06 in Ha
15 Barnett, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 169.
16 J. P. Holding, The Impossible Faith (Longwood: Xulon Press, 2007)



Certainly some difficulties remain in the New Testament (as perhaps should be expected in
ddzOK | f2y3s RADGSNBS yR 200larzylfte O2YLX SE
are not contradictions at all, properly defined. Rbere to be contradictions they would need to
violate the law of norcontradiction, that is, claiming both that a thing is true and is also false (to
0SS IyR y2i4 06S¢0 Ay (KS al'YBost difficultied Mbeled G
d O2 y i NI RA O iitAt@s\eadtagoriZatbn, gvaniif such proposed contradictions were to be

granted just as they are proposed.

It's frustrating when critics (many of whom will be quick to chastise Christians for reading
GKS . A0ftS G22 af Al SNI versésf aut oNdriteRt orOMliNdpproprate LI & & |
literalness and then claim a contradiction has been foti@hilosophetDouglas Groothuis notes
0 K IThe standard practice of the ancient historian is to think through possible ways of reconciling
seeminglyconflicting passage&d€ No one reading another great yet complex work of literature
(such as Shakespeare) would, upon first encountering apparently conflicting statements,
immediately dismiss the work as contradictory and worthless. Nor should they, andiltiical
text should be read wittat leastthe sameappropriate respectwith which other books are read,
meaning that when a problem is found, reasonable attempts should be made to reconcile it. Mark
D. Roberts relates the frustration he experienced witils issue while completing his PhD in New

Testament studies at Harvard University:

[AJrguments in defense of the Gospel writers' accuracy either were not considered or
were quickly rejected as a remnant of naive fundamentalism. This seemed ironic to me,
since these same professors often spent hours in class teasing out nuanced meanings
out of ancient texts. ... Yet when it came to the possible historicity of the Gospels,
nuance and thoughtful exegesis were often rejected in favor of what could only be

cdled fundamentalisiike literalism?®

17 Gregory E. Ganssle, Thinking About God (Downer's Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2004), 160-161.

18 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 112.

19 Dougl as GiUaderstanding the New Atheism, Part 2: Attacks on the New Testament, 0 n . p . Cited 2 Ju
2008. Online: http://www.trueu.org/Academics/LectureHall/A000000921.cfm

20 Roberts, Can We Trust the Gospels?, 147.
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Let's examine two verses which may, at first glance, seem to be contradictory. In Matthew
MMYMNYS WSadza aléa ONBFSNNAy3I (2 W2Ky GKS . | LIGA
gl a 2 O2waS anéoldd&starkedtlpiéphet who many first century Jews believed would
NBGdz2NYy a2YS RIFIeddy | 26SOSNE 6KSyYy LIS2LX S |aiSR V
A1 SR KAYX bhe¢KSY K2 | NBE &2dzK ! NB #&hBodgright?A 21 KK b
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What if Jesus was speakifiguratively while John the Baptist was speakiligrally?* That's a
L2aaAotS az2ftdziAaz2y s oedaiback GpQts proid$eR syrithsis Sit tusn@ AuR S y°
GKAAa a2fdziAz2zy A& O2YyFANNSR o0& [dzl S mMYMTZI 6KSN
LI26SNI 2F 9fA2FIKéd ¢KAAa O2y FANYA whildohin tha\Baptidra 6 | 2
wasNBFdziAy3d (GKS ONRSRQA ljdzSaidArzy |a (2#26KSGKSNI

Many proposed difficulties can be alleviated by keeping certain common mistakes of
biblical exegesis in miAY and others by recognizing that the various authoegell the stories in
their own words with their own emphases (and also not necessarily in chronologicaf9nakile
aGAtt GFFIAGKTdA £ & | yR PCOaKIKESINE NS NS WNRE S yaBNYS
scholars that Jesus most often spokedimmaic, while the New Testament was written in Gréek.
Therefore, there should be no surprise that we encounter variations S SEI Ol 61 & (K
words are written n the gospels, even when describing the same incident, as the authors

translated his speechnto Greek

The vast majority of the remaining difficulties can be answered by simply studying passages

in context and through proper knowledge of first century cultéfén this regard, studying the

21 Eric Vestrup and J. P. Hol ding, AEIlIijah? Who, Me?, 0 n.p. Ci
http://www.tektonics.org/gk/johnsure.html
22 Darren Hewer, fiBi ble Acontradictionso: A real example, 0 n.p

http://www.whyfaith.com/2006/06/23/bible-contradictions-a-real-example/

23 For alist and explanation, see Norman Geisler and Thomas A. Howe, When Critics Ask (Grand Rapids: Baker
Books, 1992), 15-26.

24 Head, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 23-24.

25 Bock in Wilkens & Moreland, Jesus Under Fire, 76-77.

26 France, The Evidence for Jesus, 117.

27 For example, Geisler and Howe, When Critics Ask ; Blomberg, The Historical Reliability of the Gospels, 113-152.
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culture of the first century can ofteprovide many fascinating insights into understanding the New
Testament writing$® The culture of the New Testament geographical area of the first century was
different in many ways than our own, so having an understanding of that culture can be critical to

deeper understanding of the texts.

Even if we were to, for the sake of argument, say that the New Testament is a very fallible
document, the various New Testament texts would still cohere on the most central and major
points regarding Jesd&.In fact, an argument that the resurrection occurred can be built using
only those historical facts in the New Testament that are so well attested that virtually everyone

who studies them (whether they are Christians, Jews, agnostics or skeptics) agrethepo®

Based on study of the internal evidem of the New Testament, we can be justified in
concludingthat they are consistent within themselves. (See also Menuscript Evidence: A
Mountain of New Testament Manuscripgection above regarding the rations we do find in the

ancient manuscripts.)

28 For example, Jeffers, The Greco-Roman World; David A. deSilva, Honor, Patronage, Kinship and Purity (Downers
Grove: InterVarsity Press, 2000)
29 DePoe, AThe Historical Credibility of the New Testament, 0 n
30 See for example Gary R. Haber mas, AfThe Facts Concerning the
Online: http://www.growthtrac.com/artman/publish/article_815.php ; For more details on the argument, Habermas
and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus.
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Conclusion

Crucifixion was the most shameful means of death in the GRmman world. It was called
the most horrendous torture by Cicero (a first century BC historian) who saicuofigion that
GOGKS OSNE 62NR UONR&aau &akKz2dzZ R 6S TIFN NBY2OSR
FNRY KAA& (K2dAKG A& S THe xelfribleSpaiB & pefsohFhandink @n aSdrobkEfett ¢
necessitated the coining of a new word to describkih LI AyY &SEONHzOAI G Ay I dé

Crucifixion was not only excruciatingly painftivas also a very shameful way to die. Here

A& 5N +A002N) { KSLIKSNRQa SELXLFylLiAz2y & G2 o6Ke

The Romans viewed the cross with loathing. No Roman citizen euatddfiedg for

any reason. Then who could? Only subject peoples could be crucified, and in Roman
eyes subject peoples were scarcely human in any case. Subject peoples who happened
to be terrorists or military deserters or rapists: they could be foedci Terrorists,

deserters, rapists: the scum of the earth, Romans thought: loath§ome.

| 26 SOSNE WS & dza @auseitisSolodzrsia?fgel tHe shHameyi@ would expect
Given the usual reaction to a person being crucified, consider histdraary W. Hurtad® a
comments regarding the inexplicable reaction of the earliest Christians to Jesus' dreadful and

humiliating crucifixion:

[A]gainst all odds, as it must have seemed at the time, in Jesus' case crucifixion did not
have the result intended by his executioners. ... Perhaps within only a few days or
weeks of his crucifixion, Jesus' followers were circulating the astonishingludai®od

had raised him from death and had installed him in heavenly glory as Messiah and the
appointed vehicle of redemption. Moreover ... these claims were accompanied by an

enduring pattern of devotional practices in which Jesus featured with an

[EY

Habermas and Licona, The Case for the Resurrection of Jesus, 49. (Citing Cicero, Pro Rabirio, 9-17)

Alexander Metherrel in Strobel, The Case for Christ, 198.

3 Victor SEengemiagthe Crdss: Are We Perverse or Profound?, 6 n. p. Cited 31 March 2010
http://www.victorshepherd.on.ca/sermons/concerning_the cross.htm

N
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unpre@dented centrality’.

The reactions of the earliest Christians must be explaiféd Bible, including the New
Testament, claims taot only provide the explanation, but it also be God's word. If thse clains
are to be taken seriously, we should firss@ertain that the New Testament that we possess is
historically reliable.And when carefully examined, the case for the reliability of the New
¢SadlYSyd Aa NBYINJlFote adNRy3Id bod ¢d 2 NRARIKID
better evidence forli KS b Sé ¢S&dl YSy(d GKIy °ThsNgalcofmpellidgli K S NJ

apologetic for the truthfulness of the Christian faith.

In summary, the New Testament:
A was written within a short time frame from the events it records
A Is based on multiple indepdent eyewitness testimony
A has been demonstrated to be consistent via the thousands of extant
manuscripts
A has been confirmed to be historically accurate where it can be tested
A is confirmed by extrhiblical documents
A is internally consistent

A has not beersuccessfully impugned by criticisms against it

This analysis has not proven that the New Testament is thant word of God, nor has
that been its intent. However, | believe we have explored the many good reasons why the New

Testament is worthy of our trust and merits serious consideration of its content.

The New Testament's reliability will not, on its own, dooe a person to accept the
gospel, God's gift of grace. However, knowledge of the New Testésneliability may remove an

intellectual barrier which prevents a person from taking the Christian Bible seriamshput a

4 Hurtado, How on Earth Did Jesus Become a God?, 4.
5 N. T.Wright, forward to Bruce, The New Testament Documents, x.



6aid2y S A y°toleRcSukajelthénkia fhd out what the Bible really says, and why it is so

critical to their life.

To that end, the case for the reliability of the scriptures is a case worth making, and as we
KI S aSSy Al A& | OFasS o6KAOK RIBEAGYedarids yf (KS
scholarly study.

6 Gregory Koukl , fAA SCikedzl! SéptembEri2@7. Ohlicee , 0 n. p.
http://www.str.org/site/News2?page=NewsArticle&id=6306
7 Head, Is the New Testament Reliable?, 25.
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Epilogue2 KI 6§ Qa4 2 KS t2Ayd

In this short eBookL Q@S | §GSYLIWGSR (G2 LINBaSyid SOARSyYyO
trustworthy historical document. But what difference does it make itruly is reliable? What
possible difference couldesus rising from the deadaketo us 2,000 years latereven if it were

true?

. ST2NB 6S SEIFYAYS (KIF G AYLR Ndalmgrientdbdabtiel A 2 v =
world we live in | think you would agree thh me that something abouthis worldseems not quite
right. In factmany thingsabout itR 2 y QG a &t SllYAmNJyliEnfsés of hope, honor, love, and
charity, we alsavitnessevil, injustice, hatred, and sadness. When we take a step back and behold
our world, and even our own personal daily livds,QY & dzZNBE & 2 dzQf fthelwa@NB S & A
R2SayQit aSSyYy tA1S AlGQa adzZllrasSR G2 oS

hdzNJ 20 aSNBI GA2Yy (K l€uppisédSo béadsduner that thefedisisomher { S
higher standard which we are comparing the current state of the world. Wguxtapose our
higheridealwith what we seeandconclud€ &G ¢ KA a 2dzald R2Say Qi YSI &adzNB

Some have reacted to the terrible thingisat they seein the world by denying that evil
exists.But what is perhaps easy to say is quite difficult to.l®easC. S[ SgA a Lizi AOdY &
you find a man who says he does not believe in a real Right and Wrong, you will find the same man
goingd  O1 2y (KA a !Thereig arnyfaifor the perSoNJito denies good and evil: a

sociopath? Clearly the proper response to evil is not denial.

Others choose to respond to evil bgmovingGod from the equationBut doing so seems

to just cause more questionkewis posed the dilemma like this:

My argument against God was that the universe seemed so cruel and unjust. But how

1 C.S. Lewis, Mere Christianity (New York: HarperCollins Publishers, 1952, 1980), 6.
2 Gr egor y R#atvsklISelf-Déstructs, 6 n. p. Cited 12 April 2009. Online:
http://www.str.org/site/News2?id=5539&page=NewsAtrticle
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had | got this idea of just and unjust? A man does not call a line crooked unless he has
some idea of a straight line. What was | comparing this universe with when | called it

unjust?

And emovingGod does not make evil less evil, nor pain less painful. In fact, removing God
also removes ultimate hopdRemoving God mean$dre is no one tdear our cries in times of
sorrow. Instead, there is only the empty, uncaring void of the univatsghout God, our world
seems permanently and irredeemably elemoving Gogdn fact,results in no gain and much loss.

Without God, theres no ultimate elief from pain; there i®nly pain®

{AYAfT I NI & (2 K2g (GUKS g2NI R aSSvyadudivesioof A S
often also seenmnadequate Everyone, whether they anmeligiousor not, has deterrmed their
own personal morality, aet of ethical standardsthey feelare moral. Thinkabout your own self
definedmoral standardHave you lived up to the moral standard that you set for yourself? Or put
another way, have you ever done (or not done) some of the things that you woulsoraione
else inmoral fordoingk a2 aid K2y Sad LIS2 Litkdw tha IdebuRl. | ya 6 SNI ¢ & ¢

So, by even ouown minimal standard, whichve define forourselveswe are not moral.
Consider then this questiod: 2 dzf R D2 RQ& & i y Rl NRifde stanSardk RdafikeS NJ 2 N
for myself?Think about a younghild whosebedtime curfew is 9:00pm. One dayer babysitter,
rather than enforcing the normal curfew, telis S NJ fielé £ Qét their own. Do you think the
child will set her bedtime earlier or latéhan usual? | think we can salge would likely seit much
later,a SGGAY I | YdzOK Y 2Nk actudlly sieStifaii night &t lallyLR | (INERA yX] A (1 Q:
G2 FaadzyS | adGFyRIFENR 2F 0SKIF@A2N) ¢S Mhdsdf dzZL) ¥
S FLAf YAaSNIote |G S@Sy 2dz2NJ 26y YAYAYLFE ai

standard and are in need of His help and forgivengss?

3  Lewis, Mere Christianity, 38.

4 Adapted from a blog post | made in honor of a friend. Darr e
Online: http://www.whyfaith.com/2007/11/13/on-evil-death/

5 Adapted fr om DeeryoudiooddHTake e differert kindoftest, 6 n. p. Cited 7 June 2009.
http://www.whyfaith.com/2008/07/21/are-you-good-take-a-different-kind-of-test/
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¢ KFGQa dddinaws Not ofly drefthere big problems with the world, but there are

big problems irour own personal livels

b2 G2 0SS (22 VYdzOK 2F | R26yYSNE odzi NBfAIA
too helpful with these problems. Sure, sometimedigiouspeople gave good advice. Bun the
end, they just made problems worse. They preaclessentiallythe same thingL ¥ & 2 dzZQNBX 3 ;
NEFffe 3I322R Fff GKS GAYSEI GKSy 2dzald YlIe&oS &2dz
one knew where the cudff pointwas.l 2 ¢ 322 R A a & IesRrel§igud dzdd(st K | v
as wellmeaning as they may have beeamere totally powerless tactuallydo anything, besides
LISNKIF LJA g1 33Ay3 GKSANI FAYIASNI FdG LIS2LIX S5 (St Ay
FSSt YAASNIoOf S somEralEidusieopk Bkezba?)S 1y 20 Y

Then Jesus came along.

He taught somethingunlike any other religious persgna message that has remained
unique ever since. Hetoo pointed his finger, but not just at you and me: He then pointed to
himself as the wago heavena L 'Y G KS 61 & | y Rhels&BNofjustziecher y R (i |
of the way, but he himseksthe way. Who did this guy think he was, anyways?

Jesus it factan utterly unique person who made some preltgld claims. He claimed, for
SEIFIYLX Sz {(KId KS KIR GKS LRgSNI G2 F2NBASS 20
believes in him will have eternal life. He even accepted worship from his followers. Remember,
among first century Jewsaccepting worship was a capital offensechese only God could be

worshiped:Jesus was claiming to be God!

. dzi wSadza RARY QUG 2 dziHé bavked|itSp-He pfkoSed it ¢lahmYivitiia2z o6 S
sinlesdife, amazing miracles, and stunning preaching. The crowds who gathered to see him cried

2dzi ab2iKAYy3a fA1S (GKA& KFa SOSNI 0SSy &aSSyHe |

6 John 14:6.
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WS a dza Q matighlof his GragyeTidertidy is the most avirespiring of all. He willingly
died ona cross, accepting the punishment we rightly deserve, so that by believing in him and
O2YYAGUAY3I 2dzNJ t A@Sa (2 06SO2YAYy3 Y2 NENbtby] S KA
our own effortco & G KA OK ¢S QNB ¢ Butlzhsiehdyfired Sdely by Z3odFd akhyfone

willing to accept it.

al oS @2dz2Q@S &aSSy LIS2LX S K2f RAy3a W2KYy oYwmc
it somewhere elsed~or God sdoved the world that he gave his one and only Son, that whoever
believes in him shall not perish but have eternalélifdis is what God offers you. The apostle Paul
explained'God demonstrates His own love toward us, in that while we were yet sinneist, didd
for us"which was necessafyecaused ! t f KI @S aAyySR | yR antd ¢ K3 K2 N.
gl 35858 2F BAy A& RSIGK®E

2 KIGQa Ittt GKA&a GFft1 Fo2dzi aaAiAyéK 2SS aAy
breaking his law (and his heart) atiterefore at the same time walk away from fulfilling our true
purpose in lifeD 2 R Q &ce @mzindipunishment for sinBut rather than forcing us to pay the
fine for our sinsg Godpaid it himself on the cros§.hen, in demonstration of his power over eve
death, Jesus wasised from the deadAnd because he lives, veésomay alsolive. Andnot just

live mildly or contentedlybut fully, realizing our full potential as we discover our true purpdse

CKA& Yre |ff az2dzyR fA1S I scuisARRKR R2DE @& R AK Frdz
thinking. Maybe it even sounds a little too ea®ut what if there is evidence it is actually true?
Whatif the New Testamenstoriesl NXSnfefelystories? What if Jesusreally waswho he claimed
to be, at once God and marridging the gap between God and ourselves created by our choices

to turn away from God? This Gadan, whodid for us what we could never do for ourselés

Matthew 9:33, John 7:46.

Romans 5:8, 3:23, 6:23.

Adapted fr om DheUnigueneddefdesus,, 0 in. p. Cited 7 June 2009. Online:
http://thelife.com/discover/faith/uniquejesus/
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what difference wouldhat makein how we understand andexperienceour world? Author Max

Lucadoattempts toexplainthe magnitude othe significancehis way:

What do we do with such a person? We applaud men for doing good things. We

enshrine God for doing great things. But when a maes God things?
hyS GKAYy3 A& OSNIIFIAYZ 6S OFyQld AIy2NB KAYOD

Why would we want to? If these moments are factual, if the claim of Christ is actual,

then he was, at once, man and God.

There he was, the single most significant person who lexext. Forget MVP; he is
the entire league. The head of the parade? Hardly. No one else shares the street. Who
O2YSa Of2aSK 1 dzYlyaiteQa -stdeirnibiedngxRioonNA I K G Sa i
5AaYAada KAYK 2SS OlyQio
Resist him? Equally diffidzf G ® 52y Qi-YIgy §IS@R2-ka0 BRUR? D2 R

Near enough to touch. Strong enough to trust. A next door Savior.

I { I @A2N) F2dzy R 60& VYAftftA2ya (G2 0SS ANNBarai
G2NIK 2F (y2¢6Ay3 [/ KNppians 3:8\WES¥/)dzihe Yedard[o2 NRE Ot
Christianity is Chrisf

¢tKS 0IR ySga Aa GKIFIG 6SQNBE AyOl LI otS 2F &l ¢
A& RNRSYAYy3I Ay ljdzAOl&FYR GNBAY3I (G2 Lzt G(KSYa
someonetolJdzf £ dza 2dzio® ¢KI 01Qa ¢KI G D2R RAR ¢gKSy 1| S
ASNBS a2 GKIFG Fye2yS ¢K2 GNMzadGa Ay KAY O

You can change your life forevdsoth now, and be pardoned fromternal separation from
God in hell BecauseGod loves you, hadoes not want you to be separated from Him, anas

already done the work for youHeoffers you the giftof lifd A F & 2 dzQehdbtita A & f XYYV F e { ;

10 Max Lucado, Next Door Savior (Nashville: W Publishing Group, 2003), 5.



as received Him, to them He gave tight to become children of God, even to those who believe in

| Ad YVHYSEXMLIGAYI D2RQ& 3IATFE KIFLEa yi4KAy3 (2 R2

with God renewing both you and the world itself.

Today, if you resolvéo repent (turn away from the things you know are wrong, and
I OOSLIi D2 RQAa bAputfing yoRrFaithdgFil AIGIKAE2 yWST YAy 3 @gosdiza & Ay
reasons!) you will besaved This day will mark the beginning of your renewed and transformed
life, as you begin to liveut the life you were always meant to, and begin the process of knowing

God even deeper and more completely than you ever thought possible!

There is no magic prayer that makes you a Christian, but if you want to, you can lay out
your heart to God now imprayer, acknowledging your sin, thanking God for His forgiveness, and

pledging to live for Him from now on. Ask Him to enter into your heart and He will gladly oblige.

For more information on who Jesus,igcluding a Flash presentation of what the Gospel is

all about, please visitvwww.WhyFaith.com/jesushrist/

To read the Bible for yourselhnline, please visivww.BibleGateway.coror request a free

Bible to be mailed to yoar visit your local church.

Some other good sites to get started are:

A Starting with God; www.startingwithgod.com

A All About God; www.allaboutgod.com

A Bible.orgc www.bible.org

11 John 1:12.
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