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1. Do we have an accurate 
copy of the original NT 
documents?

2. Do the original NT 
documents tell the truth?

1. EARLIER Manuscripts

2. MORE Manuscripts

3. MORE Accurately Copied

4. MORE Abundantly 
Supported Manuscripts
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Why I Know the Gospels Were Written Early

Why I Know the Gospels Were Written Early
J. Warner Wallace

http://coldcasechristianity.com/2015/why-i-know-the-

gospels-were-written-early-free-bible-insert/

Darrell Bock, PhD

“Minding the Gap: From 

Event to Gospel – Orality, 

Memory, Eyewitnesses, 

and Gospel Differences”

•Orality – ancient world was an oral culture. An 

oral world is not a print or a digital world. In the 

beginning, there were no books. In the 

beginning, there was memory and passing on by 

word of mouth.

•This introduces a problem because the gap is a 

significant amount of time.

•The claim: Tradition was loose like the memory 

game or the telephone game. You can’t trust 

what you get. It doesn’t work very well. (Bart 

Ehrman – UNC prof)

•The second claim: Even if there were 

eyewitnesses, memory is not really trustworthy 

(John Dominic Crossan, co-chair of the Jesus 

Seminar, among others). People don’t remember 

things well across time.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the 

Gospels (50/60-90s)
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Darrell Bock, PhD

“Minding the Gap: From 

Event to Gospel – Orality, 

Memory, Eyewitnesses, 

and Gospel Differences”

•Ehrman: “Even the Gospels pose problems for 

historians, however, since they are written long 

after the facts they narrate by people who had 

not witnessed the events they describe and 

who relied on inconsistent oral and written 

traditions of Jesus.”

•L. Michael White – UT Austin, From Jesus to 

Christ: “The problem for any historian of Jesus’ 

life is that we don’t have sources that come 

from the time of Jesus himself.”

•Strictly speaking, White is correct. It’s true in 

that the Gospels are written 30 years later.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the 

Gospels (50/60-90s)

Darrell Bock, PhD

“Minding the Gap: From 

Event to Gospel – Orality, 

Memory, Eyewitnesses, 

and Gospel Differences”

•Types of Ancient Orality (Kenneth Bailey –

missionary to Bedouin people) 

• Informal, Uncontrolled: circulates with 

no oversight, goes anywhere

• Formal, Controlled: Like the rabbis, very 

precise, only certain ones can tell the 

story. The problem is what we see in the 

Gospels is not as precise as this. This 

model would require a tighter agreement 

than what we have.

• Informal, Controlled: Anyone can tell the 

story, variation and gist, oversight of the 

core story. This is what Bailey saw in the 

Bedouin people he worked with, 

particularly with the important stories of 

the community.

• Bailey claims NT is the third type.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the 

Gospels (50/60-90s)

Darrell Bock, PhD

“Minding the Gap: From 

Event to Gospel – Orality, 

Memory, Eyewitnesses, 

and Gospel Differences”

•Orality is a different kind of remembering

•When one is used to it, it is done better

•Not the telephone game

•Core is surely right

•The importance of Paul: knew the debate, 

knew the events, knew the tradition and 

was in Jerusalem at the time.

•The gap was not as great time wise as it is 

made out to be.

The gap between the events in Jesus’ life (30s AD) to the writing of the 

Gospels (50/60-90s)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3EPWTbf8C-8

Full Outline at http://treymcclain.com/eps15_bock/

Tony Heard

Heard’s Flower Shop

•Orality is a different kind of 

remembering

•Tony is a friend from my 

younger days

•Tony remembers everything

•Tony remembers things I wish 

he would forget

•“Tony remembers so much 

because he has told it so many 

times” Everett Byers

� The early church formulated creeds – even before the 

books of the New Testament were written – and used 

them to proclaim and share the faith. 

� A creed (from the Latin “credo” which means: “I 

believe”) is a memorized statement which was 

declared, shared and passed between believers at 

early church meetings. 

� Many of the creeds were incorporated into the New 

Testament books; some as early as the gospels but 

others in apostolic letters.

� These verbal statements of faith were originally in 

Aramaic and are easily recognized, because they 

use a different style than other passages, contain 

Aramaic words, and/or often are introduced by an “I-

pass-on-as-I-received” constructions. 

� If translated back to the original, most creeds 

exhibit poetic features and sound like old hymns.

� This made for easier and better memorizing.
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� The two most important creeds are the recollections of the sharing 

of the bread and wine at the Lord’s supper in 1 Corinthians 11:23-

29 and Paul’s testimony about the resurrection appearances in 1 

Corinthians 15:3-8.

� Other creeds are found in Romans 1:3-4 and 10:9, 1 Timothy 3:16, 

2 Timothy 2:8 and Philippians 2:6-11. Creeds can also be found in 

the sermons of Peter and Paul in Acts.

� These creeds are the oldest Christian testimonies to Jesus’ 

ministry, His teachings and resurrection; some date even to the 

mid-30s AD, within a few years of the resurrection!

� Even the most critical scholars acknowledge that these creeds are 

to be considered reliable eyewitness testimony exceptionally close 

to the actual events.
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AGE OF EYEWITNESSES

http://www.freebeginning.com/new_testament_dates/

Center for the Study of New Testament Manuscripts 

(CSNTM)
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Gregory

-Aland 

Number

Type Date Description Location
Shelf 

Number
Link

Papyrus 

Manuscript: P46    Date: c. 200 Location: Ann Arbor, Michigan, University of 

Michigan Library.     Late second century or early third century manuscript of 

Paul on papyrus; 86 leaves, single column, 23–26 lines per column. Images are 

from the University of Michigan.

Rom. 12:1 I beseech you 

therefore, brethren, by the 

mercies of God, that ye present 

Rom 12:1

Majuscule

Manuscript: GA 01   Date: 4th Century Location: London, British Library 

Codex Sinaiticus is a fourth century manuscript of the Greek Old Testament, the New 

Testament, the Epistle of Barnabas, and the Shepherd of Hermas on parchment.

Minuscule

Manuscript: GA 6     Date: 13th Century Location: Paris, Bibliothèque Nationale

Minuscule manuscript of the Gospels, Apostolos, and Paul on parchment; 235 leaves, single 

column, 29 lines per column. Digital images from microfilm. 

1. 43% of 8,000 NT verses in 
Manuscripts from 2nd Century 

2. Over 36,000 quotations from early 
church  fathers 

3. In addition to 5,700 Greek, there are 
over 19,000 manuscripts in other 
languages

4. Total manuscripts stack over a mile 
high (compared to 4 feet for classical 
Greek authors). 

Copy 1:  God is #ust and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.

Copy 2:  God is j#st and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.

Copy 3:  God is ju#t and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.

Copy 4:  God is jus# and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.

Original:  God is just and the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus.

The NT Documents Have Far Fewer Variations Than This Example

COPY 1 COPY 4COPY 3COPY 2

ORIGINAL
MANUSCRIPT
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We do not have the autographs, but a vast collection of 

manuscript copies, lectionaries, patristic quotes, printed texts, 

and translations. 

Liberal New Testament textual critics believe the New Testament 

original text cannot be reconstructed. 

Conservative textual critics believe it generally can, estimating 

that only around 1400 words (1%) remain in doubt out of the 

approximately 140,000 words in the Greek New Testament. 

� Due to the abundance of manuscripts, there are many variant readings 

in the manuscripts (estimated 200,000 to 400,000 variants in the 2.5 

million pages of the almost 6000 extant Greek manuscripts–

conservatively 1 variant per 6.25 pages). 

� It was difficult for New Testament scribes to hand copy each 

document. They did not have eye glasses and some Koiné Greek 

manuscripts do not have spaces between words. Also, even simple 

Greek sentences can be spelled many different ways. Short of a 

miraculous supervision of every scribe who copied over 1500 years, 

these types and number of variants are normal, if not less severe and 

numerous than would be expected. 

� The vast majority of variants are insignificant spelling, word order, and 

synonym differences that do not affect the fundamental meaning of 

the text. Only a very small percentage of the viable variants (estimated 

at 0.25% of the text) are significant to the meaning or implications of 

the text. 

� These textual differences have varying degrees of significance. For 

example, compare different Bible versions (particularly the Textus

Receptus/Majority Text/KJV/NKJV versus the Critical Nestlé-Aland 

Text/NIV/ NASB/ESV) at Matt 1:25; 19:9b; Mark 1:2-3; 41; 16:9-20; 

[Matt 17:21; Mk 9:29]; Luke 2:33; 23:42; Jn 1:18; 4:1; 7:53-8:11; 

14:14; Acts 8:37; Rom 8:1b; 14:10; Col 1:14; 1Thes 2:7; 1Tim 3:16; 

Heb 3:16; 1Jn 5:7. 

� While differences exist in the particulars in a relatively small 

number of places, which may strengthen or weaken the case for 

certain doctrines, none of these differences in the Greek 

manuscripts, Greek printed texts, or mainstream English Bibles 

[KJV, NKJV, NASB, NIV, ESV, etc.] jeopardize any essential doctrine 

of the Christian faith. Sources used: Daniel Wallace, Peter J. 

Williams
Andrew Wilson, New Testament Textual Criticism Theory and Research

Textual Philosophies
• Reasoned Eclecticism -- the modern method of New Testament textual 

criticism. Philosophy of most new Bibles translated from the Critical Text 
(UBS and Nestle-Aland). Prefers the shorter, harder, disharmonized, and 
harsher forms of text. Strong Alexandrian priority. Advocated by textual 
critics such as Daniel Wallace and Gordon Fee.

• Alternatives to reasoned eclecticism are 

• Dennis Kenaga, Skeptical Trends in New Testament Textual Criticism

• James Royse, The Treatment of Scribal Leaps in Metzger's Textual Commentary

• Reasoned Conservatism, D. A. Black, New Testament Textual Criticism: a 

Concise Guide, 

• Harry Sturz, The Byzantine Text-type and New Testament Textual Criticism, 

• Maurice Robinson, Byzantine Priority

• Zane Hodges, The Majority Text

• Geneological Theory offered by James D. Price 

• Textus Receptus traditional approach, Donald Waite, Douglas Wilson, Ed Hills, 
Ted Letis

Matt 17:21

Textual Differences

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text has Jesus commending prayer and 

fasting.  

The Alexandrian/Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text does not have this verse. 
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Mk 9:29

Textual Differences

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text has Jesus saying “and fasting”.  

The Alexandrian/Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text does not have these words. 

Jn 14:14

Textual Differences

The Byzantine/Textus Receptus/Majority/KJV/NKJV text does not have the 

word “me”. The Alexandrian/ Nestle-Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text has the word 

“me”, having Jesus teaching the disciples to pray to Jesus in Jesus’ 

name. 

Acts 8:37

Textual Differences

The Textus Receptus/KJV text has verse 37. The Alexandrian/Nestle-

Aland/UBS/NAS/NIV text as well as the Byzantine/Majority text does 

not have this verse. 

What about Misquoting Jesus? What about Misquoting Jesus? 

1. How could you know the original had 

been altered unless you knew what the 

original said? 

2. About 80% of variants are spelling– no 

change in meaning

3. Only 1% affect  any meaning and none 

affect any significant Christian doctrine

4. Ehrman doesn’t even agree with himself! 

Bruce Metzger is one of the great scholars of 

modern times, and I dedicated the book to him 

because he was both my inspiration for going into 

textual criticism and the person who trained me in 

the field. I have nothing but respect and 

admiration for him. And even though we may 

disagree on important religious questions - he is a 

firmly committed Christian and I am not - we are in 

complete agreement on a number of very 

important historical and textual questions. 
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If he and I were put in a room and asked to 

hammer out a consensus statement on what we 

think the original text of the New Testament 

probably looked like, there would be very few 

points of disagreement - maybe one or two dozen 

places out of many thousands. The position I argue 

for in 'Misquoting Jesus' does not actually stand at 

odds with Prof. Metzger's position that the 

essential Christian beliefs are not affected by 

textual variants in the manuscript tradition of the 

New Testament.” Pg. 252 of Misquoting Jesus. Podcast on Apologetics315

Peter J. Williams is the Warden (CEO) of Tyndale House and a member of the Faculty of 

Divinity in the University of Cambridge. He received his MA, MPhil and PhD, in the 

study of ancient languages related to the Bible from Cambridge University. After his 

PhD, he was on staff in the Faculty of Divinity, Cambridge University (1997–1998), and 

thereafter taught Hebrew and Old Testament there as Affiliated Lecturer in Hebrew and 

Aramaic and as Research Fellow in Old Testament at Tyndale House, Cambridge (1998–

2003

New evidence that New Testament is eye witness testimony
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=r5Ylt1pBMm8

http://www.apologetics315.com/2012/02/debate-daniel-wallace-

bart-ehrman-2012.html

“ [Bart] Ehrman is part 

of a very small minority 

of textual critics in what 

he’s saying.  Frankly, I 

don’t think he has 

challenged his biases; I 

think he has fed them.”

The Case for the Real Jesus, p. 72

“It cannot be too strongly asserted 

that in substance the text of the 

Bible is certain: Especially is the 

case with the New Testament.”

Sir Frederick Kenyon
(Former Director of the British Museum)

Our Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts, p.23


