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MI sQUOT‘NGE.

JESUS

3. There are more variants in the manuscripis than

4. Gross corruplion by the early scribes was possible,

hrman’s Theslis
1 mmmmmwmbstmdwembr
have coples of copies of copies, et

2. We have iots of manuscripts, but not enough early
and accurate manuscripts

there are words in the New Testament , and a
greater number in the eariiest manuscripts

S0 we cannot reconsttuct the original text with
any confidence

MIS’IIolIng josusy?
roblems with br. Earman’s Thesis

1. How coilid you know the original had
been alteredanless you knew what the
origind sald?

2. %bout'80% of varian)s are spelling- no
change in meaning

3. Onl¢ 1% affect any meaning and none
affect any significant Christian doctrine

4. Fhrman doesn'’t even agree with himself!

“Is“rman“nglﬂgﬁs cliablel

Briivé\Metzger is one of the great scholars of
modern ténes, and Fiedicated the book to him
tixtual criticism and the person who trained me in
the fiedd. I have nothing but respect and
admiratiofifor him. And even though we may
disagree on impdétant eligious questions - he isa
Jirmly committedChristion and 1 am not - we are In
complete agreement on a manber of very
important historidal and textual questions.

“lsﬂm.nﬂﬂﬂﬂPﬁ s Hollablel

K he aiid 1 were put ii¢a room and asked to
hammer out a consensus statement on what we
think the original text of the New Testament
probably loked like, there would be very few
points of disdgreement imaybe one or two dozen
places out of many thoisands. The position I argue
Jjor bMSlsqubtiiy Jesus’ does not actually stand at
odds WitihPiofoMetzger's position that the
essential Christian bellefs are not affected by
tixtual variants in the manuscript tradition of the
New Ti8tdmént.’OFg. 250 of Misquoting Jesus.

TuuBf seller

Mmgumc quuoﬁigg Desus:
JESus
An Analysis

The Stary Behind Whe
Changed the Bible and Why

Baer. . ‘Pefer 9. Williams
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Danle|Wpliace Fhi): .

*{Bart] Ehrman is part
of a very small minority
of textual critics in what
he’s saying: Feankly, 1
den‘tthink he has
challenged-hi3 biases; I
think he has{ed them.”

The Case for the Real Jesus, p. 72

Manp S e AN .

-t cannot be too strongly asserted
that in substdnce the text of the
Bible is c@tain: Especially is the
case with the Néw Testament.”

8ir Frederick Kenyon
(Former Director of the British Museum)
Our Bible Ynd the Ancient Manuscripts, p.23

ManpssriniEane..

‘2t Is possible that the earliest scribes

grossly cornipted the text of the New

Testament, but it ¥improbable. All the
téxtual evidence points to a faithful

transmission with predominately
insignificant and riinor variations.”
Sir Travis Echols
(The possible future Director of the British Museum)
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numerous confirmed oyowltness detalls
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26-37A.D. - discovered 1961

High Priest 18-36 A.D. - discevered 1990

Cerroberatos The Historicity of the Bible
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BEFORE
ANIMAL SACRIFICE
BINDING LAW OF MOSES
STRICT MONOTHEISM
THE SABBATH
CONQUERING MESSIAH
CIRCUMCISION

AFTER
CHRIST'S SACRIFICE
CHRIST'S LIFE
TRINITY
SUNDAY WORSHIP
SACRIFICIAL MESSIAH
BAPTISM & COMMUNION
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basic NT storyiine confirmed by non-Christian seurces
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'I'I|I86IS ilﬂl'l' THE NT SAYS!
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