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The Man Who Split History in Two
Part One:

DOUBT
What is it? Is it healthy?
Someone has an argument against your faith and you can’t answer it. Worse, you think
it’s a good point and it troubles you. A few days later, somebody else comes along and
makes another good case against your beliefs. Or, worse still, your own mind begins
“seeing through” the arguments that support Christianity. Your heart sinks, your
strength is sapped. How can this be? You thought Jesus was “the Way, the Truth and the
Life”? It was never suppose to be so foggy, so unclear, so challenging. What’s wrong?
Are you losing your faith? Is this a test from God? If so, how do you handle it? Should
you force yourself to ignore the questions and just believe, making faith out of thin
air?...
Doubt is probably one of the many secret phenomena inside the youth in the church.
People like to go to church, smile, greet each other and then go home. We all just want
to get along. Yet some of us wrestle desperately inside our own minds with secret
doubts and troubles so deep we feel no one will ever understand. And that kind of
doubting must surely be a sin, right?
Childlike faith vs. Childish faith
When Jesus spoke of the faith children have, He was referring to their trusting hearts,
not their limited intellectual capacity. We are not asked to stop thinking and just be
warm-hearted. In 1 Corinthians 13, when Paul says love is the ultimate virtue, he was
not saying it was the only virtue. Paul himself had been a devout scholar, and believed in
engaging the minds of non-believers (think of his sermon in Athens – look it up, it’s in
Acts). When you read the Book of Acts, notice how many times we read that the
apostles were arguing in the synagogues. They were not organizing food or clothing
drives, nor were they singing and holding hands in the synagogue: they were exercising
their intellectual muscle to prove that Christ was actually the Way, Truth and Life. Not in
a relative sense, but in a real, physical sense. His Blood had been shed and He had
survived the grave. Physically! People had touched Him, eaten with Him and spoken to
Him three days after His public execution. Period. True or false? There was no other
option. Peter and the gang were bringing forth eyewitnesses, and also pointing to their
Scriptures to prove that Jesus had all the messianic credentials. The Jews of that time
knew their Old Testament backwards and forwards. Their time was not saturated by

television and PlayStations. Engaging them in a debate was necessary or else they would
dismiss you as an empty-headed, windbag.
In our day, the North American Christian is a totally different creature than the 1 st
century Jew. He/she has by and large been neutralized and even neutered. Society has
dictated that he/she keep faith a private issue, never bringing it to bear in public. At
least, not in any serious fashion, such as in the making of laws which guide our lives.
After all, isn’t religion along the same lines as myth and mere tradition? Something
which pads life’s rough edges, but does not inform as to the basic structure of life? In
short, religion is incapable of teaching us how to work the machine known as
civilization. Right? No way! How did this happen? It certainly was not the case when
this country was founded, unabashedly, on the Judeo-Christian moral knowledge. When
and why did our philosophies slide from architectural and engineering status, to mere
sideline cheerleading?
Too cushy?
Our society is extremely wealthy when you compare it to other places on this earth and,
especially, to nations from the past. A lower class individual has more creature comforts
in the U.S. and Canada, then most of the African continent’s upper and middle classes.
Furthermore, we are not threatened by death for our beliefs. The combination of
comfort and freedom has created a church body which has no pressure to grow strong
and healthy. In countries where being a follower of Jesus Christ can cost you your life,
only real believers go to underground church gatherings. The wheat is easily separated
from the chaff. This lean, purified fellowship is very aware of how serious it is to know
God and your place before Him. Especially when you could be facing His judgment at
anytime. What if someone tells the authorities about your meetings? You could be
executed within days or hours and be before God. How often do we think of that? North
American Christians are so unaccustomed to this type of deadly seriousness, that we
place money, career and family at the very center of our lives. Yet most of us don’t
realize this. But actions speak much louder than words. How many hours a day do we
study our faith? Pray? Read scripture? Think of how to engage non-believers in our
midst? Answer the really tough questions we and others have? We have a childish faith
in the West. Yet, most people would disagree with this and claim to have a childlike
faith. If only this were true! On the contrary, we worry and stress and fret about how to
make ends meet or whether to marry so-and-so, and never even access the peace of
Jesus. No sign of the child-like behavior God wants us to have.
Part of the development of a strong Christian spiritual warrior is the mind. Our minds
understand how to spread the gospel to others. The church, by and large, has no
authority to change the public’s opinions when we can’t even form arguments against
the major strongholds of our time. People within the Christian world have to show our
secular culture that Naturalistic Evolution is false. That Islam is false and dangerous.
That Israel is a justly created State. That Christ lived and breathed in 1st century
Palestine. That He rose from the tomb where His broken and DEAD body had been laid a
few days prior. People do not expect us to be able to answer these crucial questions.

Instead, they turn to “intellectuals” for serious information. Scientists are modern-day
priests, enjoying all of the authority. Pastors are just called on to comfort the weeping
widows. But when time comes to make sense of tragedy, it’s the PhD’s and Dr’s So-andso that step up to the plate. Our society sees us as warm-hearted, softheaded
cheerleaders. The apostle Paul would scream! We need to stand on solid, intellectual
grounds if we are going to make headway in the leading universities and other
establishments which mold the future leaders of our world. This is in part how Rome
was turned from a Christian-killing machine, into a Christian state. Personal conversions
based on integrity of character and intellectual knowledge. With all of its subsequent
faults and falls from glory, the brief moments of a somewhat “Christian” state gave us
the eventual foundations for the West. Arguably the wealthiest most enlightened
community of people in the history of this ball of dust.
Is Doubt Healthy?
There is a type of doubt that is always negative. When we repeatedly question whether
or not Christ existed and rose from the dead, and our Christian walk is made impotent,
we are in an unhealthy place. There is a difference between seriously doubting Christ
and simply thinking hard about your faith. If someone brings up a strong objection to
your belief, what should you do? How should it affect you? Is it okay to feel influenced
by it? If you are falling to temptation because you are being heavily
discouraged/tempted by a counter-Christian view, it has stepped into unnecessary
grounds. Bite the bullet. Study, research, work out the doubt. If God is truly there, what
do you have to worry about? But don’t let doubt curb your life into one that gives Satan
a free pass to influence your loved ones.
Well, how do we operate under the intense pressure of serious doubt? First, we must
realize that not all knowledge is arrived at by reason and research. Conversion is a
spiritual experience. The Holy Spirit docks next to our spiritual hearts and nudges us. We
either respond or we don’t. It is not intellectual, but spiritual. Now we must establish
what we mean by spiritual. We don’t mean “make-believe.” Spiritual knowledge is
Actual knowledge. It is not limited by the five crude senses, but it is made up of the stuff
which eventually gave birth to our physical universe. It is more real than material fluff.
Yet, if the Christian story is actual history, there should be a trail of evidence. And if the
accounts of the New and Old Testaments are accurate descriptions of our race, culture
and universe, we should be able to verify those accounts with history, philosophy and
science.
Burning in the Bosom?
Now luckily for us westerners, there is a wealth of recorded, historical data at our
disposal. Which is why our faith is so monumental in its power to convert and convince
when compared to the claims of other faiths such as the Mormon Church. The Book of
Mormon has been so devastatingly questioned due to lack of evidence and the finding
of direct, contradictory evidence, that it is not studied at the college level for its
historical value. Non-Mormon historians have no use for the Book of Mormon. In

contrast, non-Christian scholars make their life’s work the study of the Old and New
Testaments, because of the wealth of information they offer. The only authenticating
factor in the Mormon religion is a supposed physical sensation known as the “burning in
the bosom.” As followers of the risen Christ, we also claim to be primarily assured of
contact with our Creator by a spiritual experience. However, we have both the authentic
confrontation with God’s Spirit and a wealth of historical evidence from which to make a
case in a court of law. Furthermore, we do not limit the spiritual presence of the Holy
Spirit to a burning-type sensation in a specific area of the body. It is a phenomenon
which can take a multitude of forms. Some believers have reported physical sensations,
many have simply pointed to a moment of mental and spiritual clarity. Spiritual
tampering with Mormons by the enemy is not unlikely. They may very well have a
“burning,” but this alone does not prove who does the burning, nor can it alone
overcome the information deficit faced by its main holy book. If two men on a deserted
island found a Mormon tract and a Christian tract, and one felt the bosom-burn and
another felt the Lord, how would they know who was in the right? Well, one spirit is
perfectly Good and Holy, and has the power to cleanse, the other is empty and
powerless. Sooner or later, the fruits of the Spirit would distinguish the Christian man,
slowly and painfully, from his Mormon counterpart. A distinction would emerge
between the two, but, without independent evidence, a third-party observer would
have no quick and easy way to differentiate. Only the test of time would prove which
spirit was with whom.
Conclusion
Therefore, if you doubt the Holy Spirit’s presence in your life so much and so
consistently that you are compromising your walk and dabbling in sin without
repentance, you are in a spiritual battle, not an intellectual one. You need to get on your
knees. And if God sees that you will also benefit from a mental “cleansing”, He will
encourage you to do the intellectual heavy-lifting to bring your mind in line with His
truth.

Part Two (A):

DID JESUS EVEN EXIST?
What is at the center of Christianity: a myth or a man?
Outside the Bible: A look at Roman and Jewish sources
One question that began surfacing in scholarly circles in the 1800’s is whether or not
Jesus even existed1. What is interesting is that there is little to no evidence of such
questions the further back in history one looks. It is as though one has to put
comfortable distance between themselves and this 1st century man in order to be taken
seriously when questioning Jesus’ actual, mere physical existence.
The following list of references should make it clear that Jesus’ existence is more than a
probability: it is a question that should, in all fairness, be put to rest. One thing the
reader may want to take note of is that in the first century AD, writing materials were
not as commonly available as they are today. Most information, therefore, was passed
on orally. Writing materials were relatively expensive and were not as readily available
to the average household as paper and books are today. Homes did not possess libraries
full of books and magazines, and texts were usually property of synagogues or
government officials. This helps to set the stage for our inquiry into the records
concerning the man named Jesus of Nazareth. Would he have walked and talked in our
modern times, the written and recorded material concerning his life would be incredibly
more abundant.
Furthermore, early Roman and Jewish officials did not yet realize the magnitude of the
Jewish peasant’s influence. Radical, messianic cults were a dime a dozen and Palestine
was a remote, unimportant part of the Roman Empire. As Jesus said to his followers, the
“mustard seed” of His life and ministry would eventually grow into the “biggest of all
trees”. The historians around the time of early Christianity would have no reason to take
special note of the burgeoning movement. As time went on, the Christian movement
gained a momentum that would eventually dwarf Judaism and take over the Roman
Empire. This was not evident from the outset, and may explain why early government
and Jewish records (as far as we can tell 2,000 years later) make very little mention of
the man which we know of today as the most influential person in history.
One last note: is it altogether impossible that Roman and Jewish historians willfully
neglected to give the executed heretic an official, historical nod of recognition? Could it
be that their aversion to the “Jesus movement” could have coaxed them to snub
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I did some limited research as to the exact origin of Modern Criticism but did not find a single definitve answer. It may have
circulated prior to the 18th century, I am unaware of exact origins.

Christians and their icon? All these matters should be taken into account before laying
final judgment.

TACITUS (AD 55-120)
Cornelius Tacitus was a Roman historian who lived through the reigns of over half a
dozen Roman emperors. His works include the Annals and Histories, totaling 30 books.2
Tacitus recorded one reference to Christ and two to early Christianity. The following
excerpt is found in Annals, written about AD 115 and concerns the great fire in Rome:
…Nero fastened the guilt and inflicted the most exquisite tortures on… Christians… Christus, from whom
the name had its origin, suffered the extreme penalty during the reign of Tiberius at the hands of… Pontius
3
Pilate, and a most mischievous superstition… broke out… in Judea…

The rest of the excerpt details how Christians were severely tortured and killed by Nero.
Tacitus himself adds that these executions seemed unnecessary and cruel, driven by
Nero’s lust for inflicting pain, and not motivated by justice.
Being an official government historian, his work would be reviewed and approved by
Rome. Also, much if not all of his information would be derived from official
government sources. This fact makes it reasonable to assume knowledge of Christians
and their “superstition” concerning Christ was well known. This parallels the notion of a
post-crucifixion “superstition” held by Christians that Jesus had come back from death.
A notion which the Book of Acts describes happened after the crucifixion. It is also
interesting to note the historical reference Tacitus makes to Tiberius’ reign being in
place during Jesus’ execution. This places the crucifixion in the appropriate time frame,
corroborating the New Testament authors’ claims. Another roman author, Sulpicus
Severus quotes Tacitus’ lost works, reporting that the latter spoke of the Roman
destruction of the Jerusalem temple in AD 70. In Severus’ account, Tacitus again
mentions Christians being present.4
What if the Christianized Roman Empire cut and paste these
references into their records centuries later to validate their claims?
They would benefit from beefing up historical evidence for their
state religion.
Excellent question! We have no way of outright proving that Tacitus or any other
historian was not tampered with by later Christian copyists. Sophisticated arguments
exist that seek to establish that the “Christian-friendly” remarks are out of character
for Tacitus in both their context and “literary texture.” Also, we do not possess his
Moses Hads, “Introduction” to The Complete Works of Tacitus (New York: Random House, 1942), pp. IX, XIII-XIV.
Tacitus, 15.44
4
Sulpicus Severus’ Chronicles 2:30.6
2
3

originals but only copies of copies of his works. The single best answer to this from the Christian point
of view is that if Christian forgery is to explain this Tacitus quote, why would it be the only one and
offer so little information? Would not a more general “peppering” of pro-Jesus data in several, key
places throughout his works be more effective? Why so demure?
Furthermore, in general, Christian and non-Christian scholars will admit that Christian copyists of
ancient manuscripts were found to be conservative. For instance, in copying Philo’s work, Christians did
not introduce explicit data which can be used as pro-historical Jesus evidence. This is important because
Philo’s writings offered numerous quotes which were not explicitly Christian but seemed (if the reader
was so-inclined) to lean towards Christian-friendly territory. It would have been easier to insert proJesus data into his works, not Tacitus’. However, no such tampering has been found in any of his works.
Therefore, due to the demure nature of the quotes in Tacitus, and the track record of Christian copyists,
is it more or less likely that Tacitus made at least some mention of Jesus? You decide.
Of more weighty significance is the fact that none of the early church fathers quote this passage from
Tacitus, even though some of them scoured the literary world for non-biblical evidence for Jesus. This is
significant and must be taken into account. The first mention of the Tacitian quote is from the 1400’s. In
our favor, however, is that the tone of Tacitus’ Annals (in which this passage is found) is extremely antiJewish and anti-Christian, therefore it may have been avoided by the fathers. Further, some believe
that his works were of limited circulation during the first few centuries and may not have been
th
available to the fathers, and only gained wide circulation when they were discovered in the 15
century.

SUETONIUS AD 69-140
Gaius Suetonius Tranquillas was the official chief secretary to Emperor Hadrian (who
reigned AD 117-138), and had access to imperial records.5 Suetonius is yet another
Roman historian who made mention of Christians and the object of their “superstition”:
Chrestus (variant spelling of Christ). The following is an excerpt from his work:
Because the Jews at Rome caused continuous disturbances at the instigation of Chrestus, he expelled them
6
form the city.

One interesting aspect of this quote is that the Book of Acts (18:2) mentions that Paul
met a Jewish couple that had left Rome under Emperor Claudius’ command that all Jews
be deported.
How do we know that the Chrestus he writes about is Jesus Christ?
What if Chrestus was some other political radical, instigating trouble
for the Romans?

Well, skeptics will point out that Chrestus is not Christos. And that the quote seems to
point out a person not a belief. Since Jesus was no longer on earth at the time, the
person could have been a Johnny-come-lately Jewish zealot. However, as Lactantius
th
wrote in the 4 century, Chrestus was a common misspelling of Christos. Further, the
early Christians (and present-day) believed Jesus to still be alive, even after the Ascension.
A Roman quip on Messianic Jews cannot be expected to be in a favorable light. Nor should it be
considered fatal that the quote is not in a theologically and grammatically perfect form. The Romans
were not that concerned with the movement and its followers as of yet, nor did they have perfect
understanding of their terminology.
5
6

Robert Graves, “Introduction” to Suetonius’ The Twelve Caesars, translated by Robert Graves (Baltimore: Penguin, 1957), p.7.
Suetonius, Claudius, 25.

JOSEPHUS
Flavius Josephus (AD 37-97) was a Jewish historian working for Roman commander
Vespasian. Around AD 90-95, Josephus made two specific mentions of Jesus. One of
which was made via a simple mention of James “the brother of Jesus”:7
"He, thinking that a favorable opportunity presented itself—Festus being dead and Albinus still on the
road—summoned the court of the Sanhedrin, brought before it the brother of Jesus, who was called
Christ—James was his name—with some others, and, after accusing them of transgressing the law,
delivered them over to be stoned to death. This action aroused the indignation of all citizens of the highest
reputation for moderation and punctilious observance of the law; and they sent a secret message to King
Agrippa, petitioning him to restrain Ananus from similar proceedings in future . . . Some of them,
moreover, went to meet Albinus on his way from Alexandria and explained that it was illegal for Ananus to
convene a meeting of the Sanhedrin without his consent."

Origen (A.D. 185-254), an early church father quotes this passage three times in his
writings. Eusebius (A.D. 260-341) mentions James’ execution in a separate text. Another
paragraph describes Christ as a resurrected miracle worker. 8 Seeing as Josephus was
Jewish and a known anti-Christian,9 it is highly unlikely that this quote is accurate.
Furthermore, Origen states that Josephus flat out refused to call Christ the Messiah.
However, Professor Schlomo Pines of Hebrew University in Jerusalem discovered an
Arabic manuscript in 1972, which contained a different version of this exact same
reference from Josephus. It was much more demure in nature and consequently, more
believable seeing as its Arabic origin would have placed it outside the later Roman
Christian church’s influence. Here is the Arabic text:
At this time there was a wise man who was called Jesus. His conduct was good and (he) was known to be
virtuous. And many people from among the Jews and the other nations became his disciples. Pilate
condemned him to be crucified and to die. But those who had become his disciples did not abandon his
discipleship. They reported that he had appeared to them three days after his crucifixion, and that he was
10
alive; accordingly he was perhaps the Messiah, concerning whom the prophets have recounted wonders.

This version of the Josephus quotation simply states non-controversial facts concerning
Jesus. Namely, that he was crucified by Pontius Pilate, was known as “good” man, had
disciples who believed in his resurrection and was “perhaps” the prophesied Messiah.
Such a report could conceivably have originally come from Josephus and have later been
manipulated to create the Christian-friendly quote first mentioned above. Nevertheless,
it is more than likely that Josephus made some mention of Jesus, which was later
tainted. Josephus also mentioned Herod’s killing of John the Baptist, and he also
mentions the High Priest Ananias.
You see how even a prominent historian like Josephus can be highjacked by Christians. How can anything then, be known to be
untainted by clever, subtle Christians who wanted to cover their
7
Josephus, Antiquitiestracks
20:9.s by making subtle historical traces instead of bold statements?
8
Josephus, Antiquities 18:3.
Origen, Contra Celsum 1:47.
10
Charlesworth, Jesus Within Judaism, p. 95.
9

Theoretically, anything from antiquity can be forged. Unless we find the originals we cannot confirm
the authenticity of any manuscripts. However, if a Christian State (Rome) wanted to appease reigning
Popes and the faithful with “red meat” quotes from forged documents, they could have
been much more bold and direct and frequent in their interpolations. In contrast, the
quotes found are few and far between and offer references that are unsatisfying to
those looking for rock-solid, evangelical-like statements. One has to bring bias to the
table to believe non of the above mentioned historians spoke a single word about the
historical Jesus or His followers.

THALLUS
Circa AD 52, Thallus wrote a history of the Eastern Mediterranean.11 Most of his works
are lost, but he was quoted by Julius Africanus around AD 221:
On the whole worlds there pressed a most fearful darkness; and the rocks were rent by an earthquake, and
many places in Judea and other districts were thrown down. This darkness Thallus, in the third book of his
12
History, calls, as appears to me without reason, an eclipse of the sun.

Africanus rebukes Thallus’ claims that an eclipse caused the darkness at Jesus’
crucifixion, seeing as the Jewish Passover is held during the full moon. Yet, there is no
way to confirm that Thallus made any claims connecting the strange darkness to Jesus’
execution. So we do not know if Thallus’ AD 52 writing acknowledges the crucifixion.
However, the possibility exists and therefore this writing is worthy of note. I personally
would not use it as evidence if I were publicly debating the issue.
PLINY THE YOUNGER
Roman author and administrator serving as governor of Bithynia in Asia Minor.13 Of his
major works, the tenth and final book (~AD 112) mentions Jesus and the Christian
movement. He speaks of their influence in smothering the surrounding pagan religions
and their unwillingness to turn from their religion even upon penalty of death. Pliny
himself interrogated and ordered their executions.14 Furthermore, he speaks of the
rumors surrounding the early Christian church:
They were in the habit of meeting on a certain fixed day before it was light, when they sang in alternate
verses a hymn to Christ, as to a God, and bound themselves by a solemn oath, not to any wicked deeds,
but never to commit any fraud, theft or adultery, never to falsify their word, nor deny a trust when they
should be called upon to deliver it up; after which it was their custom to separate, and then reassemble to
15
partake of food – but food of an ordinary and innocent kind.
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Bruce, Christian Origins, pp.29-30.
Julius Africanus, Extant Writings, XVIII in the Ante-Nicene Fathers, ed. By Alexander Roberts and James Donaldson (Grand
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1973), vol. VI , p. 130.
13
Bruce, Christian Origins, p.24.
14
Pliny, Letters, transl. by William Melmoth, rev. by W.M.L. Hutchinson (Cambridge: Harvard Univ. Press, 1935), vol. II, X:96.
15
Ibid.
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Once again we see ancient, non-biblical reference to the Christians’ worship of Christ.
Further, we see a report on what is possibly early Christian communion (“reassemble to
partake of food”). Pliny’s disclaimer that the Christians were only eating food “of an
ordinary and innocent kind” is probably in reference to their reputation for sometimes
drinking human blood.16 Tertullian (A.D. 160-225), a church father, references not only
this above quote by Pliny the Younger, but also Emperor Trajan’s answer (see below).
EMPEROR TRAJAN
This ruler wrote in response to Pliny the Younger’s letters inquiring on how to best deal
with Christians. Trajan essentially replied asking Pliny to show mercy and fairness. 17
EMPEROR HADRIAN
Hadrian (ruled AD 117-138) wrote to Minucius Fundanus the Asian proconsul, issuing a
statement demanding fair treatment of Christians brought to court. This emperor
echoes the pleas of Trajan, requesting that no injustice be brought to bear on the
followers of Christ.18
TALMUD
Jews had a tremendous volume of oral history prior to the 2nd century AD. Rabbi Akiba
compiled this information into a written text before his AD 135 death. His student,
Rabbi Meir revised it and Rabbi Judah completed it in AD 200. The final text was called
the Mishnah and a commentary was produced on it called the Gemaras. The Mishnah
and Gemaras together form the Talmud.19
The Sanhedrin 43a portion of the Talmud reports on Jesus:
On the eve of Passover Yeshu was hanged. For forty days before the execution took
place, a herald went forth and cried, "He is going forth to be stoned because he has
practiced sorcery and enticed Israel to apostasy. Any one who can say anything in his
favor, let him come forward and plead on his behalf." But since nothing was brought
forward in his favor he was hanged on the eve of the Passover!….20
The New Testament Greek kremamenos used in Galatians 3:13 also means “hanged”,
yet specifically refers to the crucifixion. The customary penalty for apostasy within
Judaism was stoning, which could explain the story of the herald proclaiming Jesus’
imminent stoning long before Jesus was officially executed by the Romans. As the New
Testament attests, the Jewish religious leaders lusted for Jesus’ death for some time
before it actually came about. Crucifixion was solely a Roman convention, and as the
bible records, the Jewish leaders finally resorted to appealing to Roman procurator
Pontius Pilate. Yet they had plotted to kill Jesus long before the crucifixion but never
found an opportunity or a proper context. Note that the Talmud records (as does the
16

Gary Habermas, The Historical Jesus, (College Press Publishing Co., 2003) p. 199.
Pliny, Letters, X:97.
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Eusebius, Ecclesiastical History, IV:IX.
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Bruce, Christian Origins, pp. 54-55.
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The Babylonian Talmud, transl. by I. Epstein (London: Soncino, 1935), vol. III, Sanhedrin 43a, p. 281.
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New Testament) that no one publicly defended Jesus. Elsewhere in the Talmud, a
mention is made of five disciples of Jesus being executed for their unwillingness to deny
Him.
This 40-day herald is not recorded in the bible. This seems to imply
that he was under Jewish religious arrest for over a month before his
execution. Isn’t this problematic for Christians and their N.T.?

Well, first, the mere, physical existence of Jesus is being contested here,
not the accuracy of the New Testament.
Second, the Talmud is a strict Jewish text. It came from the oral
traditions of the Jewish religious leaders. Perhaps it (and not the N.T.) is
inaccurate. Perhaps the religious Jews wanted to recount a view of Jesus’
execution which made it seem as though they had given a proper chance for his
defense, but none was made.
TOLEDOTH JESU
This anti-Christian manuscript gives an interesting account of a gardener named Juda
foiling the apostles’ plan to steal Jesus’ body after the crucifixion. Juda apparently did so
by burying Jesus in a second, separate tomb. Finding the original tomb empty, the
apostles immediately declared the risen Christ. Juda then sold Jesus’ body to Jewish
religious leaders who then proceeded to drag the dead body of Jesus through the
streets of Jerusalem.21 Justin Martyr has written of the Jewish leaders’ promoting similar
stories to compete with the burgeoning belief in Christ’s Resurrection. 22 Of obvious
significance is that all these competing stories are attempts to explain away an empty
tomb!
LUCIAN approx. ~ A.D. 125-180
This second century satirist had a dim view of Christians and their movement.
Nevertheless, his quotations on this new religion bring insight to the popular knowledge
concerning Christ and His followers in the AD 100’s:
The Christians… worship a man to this day – the distinguished personage who introduced
their novel rites, and was crucified on that account…. These misguided creatures start
with the general conviction that they are immortal for all time, which explains the
contempt of death and voluntary self-devotion…. It was impressed on them by their
original lawgiver (Christ) that they are all brothers, from the moment that they are
converted, and deny the gods of Greece, and worship the crucified sage, and live after
his laws…. This they take … on faith… they despise all worldly goods… regarding them
merely as common property.23
21

Maier, First Easter, pp. 117-118.
Justin Martyr, Dialogue with Trypho, 108.
Lucian, the Death of Peregrine, 11-13, in The Works of Lucian of Samosata, transl. by H.W. Fowler and F.G. Fowler, 4 vols.
(Oxford: Clarendom, 1949), vol. 4.
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Elsewhere in his writings, Lucian reports that Christians held “sacred writings” from
which they read and taught frequently.
MARA BAR-SERAPION
The British Museum owns the manuscript of a letter written between the first and third
century AD. A Syrian by the name of Mara Bar-Serapion wrote to his son from prison,
mentioning Socrates, Pythagoras and Jesus as good, wise men killed for no good reason
by their contemporaries. He further references Jesus as the Jewish King. Very obviously
making reference to Christian claims and not to accepted Jewish custom.24

Just Do It
If we look at three separate types of sources: 1. Historians of the 1 st and 2nd centuries who were paid by Governments hostile to Christianity (Roman & Jewish), and
2. Religious institutions who strongly opposed Christ before and after His Crucifixion (Jewish) and finally 3. Third party observers, we see, among other things, the
following information:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

A man named Jesus was tortured and crucified by Pontius Pilate during the time of Tiberius’ reign.
Jesus’ followers worshipped him as a God and were rumored to gather and “partake of food” and perhaps drink blood.
Jesus’ followers were named Christians and they were willing to die for their “superstition”.
Emperors such as Nero and Pliny regularly tortured and killed Christians.
The “superstition” of the Christians was “contagious” and it was decreasing the activity of competing religions. Furthermore, people of all ages and
classes were joining the movement.
Christians were known for their moral behavior, and their unjust torture and execution sometimes stirred compassion from the general public.
The location of Jesus’ tomb was known, and was indeed found empty after his death and burial.

CONCLUSION: One must look at the above stated evidence and ask themselves, is it possible that these things could be written
about a man who never existed? Please be open-minded. And remember that the above-stated case does not even include the letters
written between the 2nd century church fathers, the Gnostic gospels or the New Testament. We have tied one arm behind our backs
in order to present this case.

Part Two (B):

DID JESUS EXIST? WHO WAS HE?
Jesus’ Supernatural Reputation amongst His Followers
A look at Gnostic & Non-Biblical Christian sources
GNOSTIC SOURCES
These extra-New Testament sources differ from the secular writings of the Romans in
that they claim to be Christian. The four following selection exemplify the typical nature
of Gnostic “scripture”: New Testament themes mixed with Gnostic language (i.e.: terms
of monistic theism and other “non-Trinitarian” semantics).
The Gospel of Truth
Possibly written by Gnostic teacher Valentius (~AD 135-160), this “gospel” states that
Jesus was Divinity made flesh and that he was nailed to a tree for the salvation of
many.25
24
25

British Museum, Syriac Manuscript, Additional 14,658.
The Gospel of Truth, 26:4-8. James M. Robinson edition.

The Apocryphon of John
Attributed to Saturninus (taught ~AD 120-130), this text admittedly passed through
several revisions. The portion of interest in “Apocryphon” is a mention of a
confrontation between the apostle John and a Pharisee. The latter mocked John’s belief
in a resurrected Christ.26
The Gospel of Thomas
Self-described text of Jesus’ “secret sayings”, Thomas’ “gospel” reports that when Jesus
asked His disciples “who I am…” they responded in varying fashion: angel, philosopher,
indescribable and consummation of the prophets.27 Further in the text, Jesus describes
himself as “I who am the All” (monistic terminology), the Son of Man and the Son of His
Father.28
The Treatise On Resurrection
Unknown author dedicates this “treatise” to man named Rheginos. Probably dated late
second century AD,29 the essential data of the text is that Jesus was “Lord… in flesh…
Son of God.”30 Further in the letter, the author uses strong Gnostic terms such as the
notion that Jesus’ resurrection ensured “restoration to the Pleroma” and that He was
“originally… a seed of the Truth”.31
The above four Gnostic sources do differ strongly from other Gnostic texts in that they
do not deny the physical death of Christ (as does The Second Treatise of the Great Seth
55:9-56:19). Yet as we can see, a New Testament-friendly theme is conserved by these
later texts, ensuring that even skeptical, mystical Christian traditions agreed on at least
one thing: Jesus was not an ordinary man, and was sent by God (whoever he may be).
The Gnostic Gospels prove that the Jesus movement did not have a
unified view or belief. At best, the Gnostic Gospels are myths based
off of other Christian stories. They do not prove Jesus’ existence, or
that the New Testament existed in the 2nd century.
Several problems with that view. First, the oldest copies of the Gnostic Gospels that we
currently possess date back to AD 350-400. Its authors are believed to have lived in the
early and mid second century. This means these alternative Gospels circulated about
one century after Jesus’ lifetime. If they were based on earlier stories, this pushes
Christian stories further back, closer to Jesus’ lifetime. If a man named Jesus, on whose life the New
Testament “stories” and hence the Gnostic Gospels are based, never existed, why would such relatively
early stories about him exist? Especially from so many different authors both fundamentalist believers
nd
rd
and Gnostics? Furthermore, the early church fathers of the 2 and 3 centuries wrote letters
specifically arguing against Gnostic Gospels. This places them somewhere in the AD 100’s and early AD
200’s. Regardless of when we date the earliest Gnostic Gospels, they still provide yet another source of
26
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Ibid
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reference (on top of the Roman government, Jewish religious establishment and third parties)
concerning Jesus of Nazareth. These Gnostic sources often paint a picture of Jesus which bares some
resemblance to his supernatural reputation, crucifixion and resurrection as spoken through the New
Testament. How likely is it, that so much ancient data sources exist (more than for any other ancient
32 33
figure) if Jesus had never even existed?

PHLEGON
Born about AD 80,34 this employee of Emperor Hadrian wrote concerning Jesus’
seemingly supernatural abilities. None of his works are still currently possessed and are
pieced together solely from quotations in later, Christian authors’ works. This of course
creates a possibility that Phlegon’s words were not perfectly preserved, but twisted or
replaced to suit a Christian bias. Nevertheless, these accounts strengthen the case that
Jesus’ early public image was not of a good moral man, but of a miracle worker
(whether the claims are true or false is another matter entirely). Had the miraculous
Jesus not been the standard and accepted position, the Christian authors who quote
Phlegon would not have been acceptable to general critics, and easily exposed as
unsubstantiated hoaxes.
Origen (A.D. 185-254) quotes Phlegon as certifying that Jesus successfully made
prophetic predictions (specifically in Phlegon’s 13th & 14th books).35 Origen and Julius
Africanus both comment on Phlegon’s mention of a strange eclipse taking place at the
full moon Passover season during Tiberius’ reign (within the time frame of Jesus’
purported crucifixion).36 In closing, Origen mentions Phlegon’s report of Christ showing
his wounds in a post-resurrection appearance to his followers.37

Just Do It
When cross-referencing the Gnostic Writings with the works of early, non-canonical Christian authors we see that:





Early Christians/Gnostics did not believe Jesus to simply be a man. He was rumored to be everything from a
prophet to a supernatural, god-like being, to the actual Son of God.
Christians were ready to die simply for refusing to stop their worship of Jesus Christ as the Son of God.
A popular, wide-spread belief was that Jesus had been crucified and killed, and his followers claimed to have
seen him alive afterwards.
Even Gnostics often believed Jesus to be a piece of God, or God Himself in human form.
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EARLY CHRISTIAN FATHERS
This next category of ancient, non-biblical sources concerning the historical Jesus, are
from early Christian authors. Only a fraction of the material is presented here.
Selections were made from those writings that appear early and attempt to make
historical claims.
Clement of Rome (died circa A.D. 102)
Clement was an elder of the Roman church. He most likely know some of the apostles
personally. Around AD 95 he wrote a letter38 to the church at Corinth. This letter is the
earliest known non-New Testament Christian writing, and its content re-enforce a
number of orthodox Christian beliefs:
1. The “good news” was the central Christian message.
2. This “news” was taught to the disciples by Jesus himself, live and in person.
3. Jesus’ resurrection was assurance that His teachings were trustworthy.
4. As the gospel spread, churches with designated ministers were established.39
Ignatius (died circa A.D. 117)
As bishop of Antioch, Ignatius was executed by Rome. En route to this punishment he
sent 6 letters to different churches and one to an individual named Polycarp. Theses
texts are dated at about AD 110-11540 and establish the following facts:
1. Jesus was of the lineage of David and born of Mary in a virgin birth.
2. Jesus was baptized by John. 41
3. Jesus actually lived, breathed, drank, ate, walked and talked on earth as a fullfledged human being.
4. Jesus was crucified and killed at the hands of Pontius Pilate.
5. Jesus was raised from the dead, and was seen, touched and talked to by the
apostles.42
Polycarp (ca. A.D. 69-155)
Polycarp was a disciple of John, and the leader of the church at Smyrna. He taught
Irenaeus of Lyons. He was publicly questioned in a Roman stadium where he refused to
denounce Christ and was then burned at the stake and speared with a sword. The
church at Smyrna gave an account of his martyrdom, explaining that he refused to
denounce Jesus Christ.43
Quadratus (wrote between A.D. 117-138)
One of Christianity’s earliest apologist, Quadratus wrote to Emperor Hadrian circa A.D.
125. This work is only preserved through a later work by Eusebius, who quotes
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Quadratus’ defense of Christian faith. The quotation of Quadratus’ argument to Hadrian
relays the following:
1. Jesus performed miracles.
2. Some people were healed by Jesus.
3. Some people were raised from the dead by Jesus.
4. These miracles were done publicly.
5. Some of the people who saw such miracles were still alive by the time Quadratus
was alive and researching.44
Barnabas (wrote in A.D. 130’s)
A commonly accepted date for the Epistle of Barnabas is AD 130-13845. This work was
aimed at opposing Judaism and denouncing legalism in the new Christian movement:
1. Jesus became a real, live breathing human being.
2. He preached, taught and performed miracles in Israel.
3. Jesus loved others.
4. He appointed several apostles to minister His message.
5. He suffered on a tree (crucifixion).46
Justin Martyr (ca A.D. 100-166)
Justin Martyr revolutionized Christian literary work47. Instead of repeating doctrine and
basic tenets of the new religion, Martyr detailed his philosophical journey from skeptic
to the major Christian apologist of the second century AD. In his First Apology, he
addresses Emperor Antoninus Pius relating the following facts:
1. Jesus was born of a virgin.
2. Jesus descended from Jesse of the tribe of Judah.
3. Bethlehem was His birthplace, a few miles from Jerusalem.
4. Location and facts about Jesus’ birth could be verified by consulting the records
of Cyrenius, the first procurator of Judea.48
Justin Martyr also referred to a work known as The Acts of Pontius Pilate (of which we
currently have no record) claiming that these texts contained reports of Jesus’ healing
ministry. 49 Furthermore, Martyr mentions the orthodox Christian tenets concerning the
death and resurrection of Jesus:
1. Jesus fulfilled Messianic prophecies.
44
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2. Jesus was nailed to a tree through his hands and feet.
3. His garments were taken from him.
4. Jesus raised from the dead and taught His disciples the prophecies which He
believed He had fulfilled.
5. Jesus ascended to heaven and his apostles went forth proclaiming the Christian
gospel.50
In another work titled Dialogue with Trypho, Martyr writes for Jews, attempting to
convert them:
1. Arabian Magi visited and worship Jesus at the time of his birth after having
visited Herod, ruler of the Jews.
2. Jesus was indeed crucified, nailed in his hands and feet.
3. His robe was gambled for by his captors.
4. Jesus predicted His own resurrection, which He performed 3 days after His
death.
5. Martyr reminds the Jews that they had spread lies to explain away the empty
tomb of Jesus.
6. The disciples reported they had witnessed Jesus ascension into heaven.51

There exists an enormous amount of other literature from the early Christian
authors. Sir David Dalrymple quotes the following information: “The number of such
quotations of the Bible known from early Christian literature is vast - over 36,000 quotes
are known from before the Council of Nicaea in 325 A.D.52 Suppose that the New
Testament had been destroyed, and every copy of it lost by the end of the 3rd century
(AD 299), could it have been collected together again from the writing of the Fathers of
the second and third centuries? As I possessed all the existing works of the Fathers of
the second and third centuries, I commenced to search, and up to this time I have found
the entire New Testament, except eleven verses."53 Therefore even without any of our
early manuscripts, we have a nearly complete New Testament within 250 years of the
its original completion. This is a secondary source for the same body of text. Which is
unique to the New Testament, when compared to other works of antiquity.
A parchment labeled the Muratorian Canon Fragment dated to approximately 170 A.D.
(due to its reference to Pope Pius), lists the New Testament books exactly as we have in
our modern day bible except James, Hebrews, one of Peter’s epistles and one of John’s
letters!54 This single, eighth century fragment was discovered by Muratori in 1740 and
copied into Latin and Greek. Seeing as our early church fathers included the missing
books in their 2nd, 3rd and 4th century letters, the fact that some of the New Testament
50
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books are omitted helps place this Canon Fragment quite early (confirming the 2 nd
century dating).
None of these “early church fathers’” letters or this Muratorian
Canon fragment survive to this day. They are all copies of whoknows-how-many-copies found in a Christianized world. How can
we even know they are the authentic works?
True. And good question. Many of the above church fathers are quoted by early Christian
authors, such as Eusebius, Iraneus and Tertulian (who lived in the A.Ds. 100 and 200).
Furthermore, some of the copies of their works are found as early as just a 300-400
years after the originals. In ancient literature, this is very satisfying. It is true that some
of the copies of their works are found to be embellished or even forged. But this is not
true of every parts of all their works. Non-Christian scholars will attest to the accuracy of major
portions of their works. Once again making the case even stronger that Jesus at least existed as a Jew
in the first century. How else do we account for so many independent sources writing about Him
specifically. In historical searches of papyri (a type of writing “paper” which does not last nearly as long
or well as modern paper) and texts, 2000 years is not kind to sources. However, when considering the
evidence available concerning the texts of the church fathers, we have solid foundations when
comparing it to other texts that are never questioned by scholars. A balanced view is that a significant
portion of these writings are reasonably trustworthy.

Just Do It


The early Christian authors (late 1st century, 2nd century) provide an overwhelming amount of nonbiblical information about Jesus’ life which corroborates the New Testament’s supernatural claims
about Christ.



All of the New Testament is directly quoted in the writings of the early church fathers (except 11
verses) before the council of Nicea (AD 325).



The “Muratorian Canon Fragment”, dated 170 A.D., lists (or alludes to) the New Testament books
as we have them today in our bibles (except for four epistles) in the same order!

Part Three:

WHAT IS THE NEW TESTAMENT?
Finishing the Puzzle: Did Jesus Exist & What Do We Know About
Him?
The best preserved documents of the ancient world: the New Testament

NEW TESTAMENT
The New Testament will also be considered evidence of the existence of Jesus of
Nazareth. In order to establish its credibility, we must examine this ancient text to
determine the degree of validity which can be lent to its claims.
One thing that is interesting concerning the New Testament is that it is the most well
attested work of antiquity. For one, the sheer number of manuscripts still in existence is
impressive: 5,300 texts in Greek , 10,000 in Latin Vulgate and 9,300 other early
versions, adding up to more than 24,000 chunks and/or complete copies of the NT.55
These 24,000-plus chunks and books and scrolls date from the first to the fifteenth
century A.D. (until the invention of the printing press). These manuscripts have been
found in Egypt, Palestine, Syria, Turkey, Greece, and Italy, making collusion very
unlikely.56
New Testament Manuscripts

10,000
9,000
8,000
7,000
6,000
Number of
5,000
Manuscripts
4,000
3,000
2,000
1,000
0
Latin Vulgate:
10,000

other versions:
9,300

Type of manuscripts
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Greek: 5,300

Table 1

Because Christianity was a missionary faith from its very inception (Matthew 28:19-20),
the scriptures were immediately translated into the known languages of that period. For
that reason other written translations appeared soon after, such as Coptic translations
(early 3rd and 4th centuries), Gothic (4th century), Armenian (5th century), Georgian
(5th century), Ethiopic (6th century), and Nubian (6th century).57 These versions, made
in different languages, would make it nearly impossible to corrupt the New Testament
we possess. One would have to secure all the texts, from all geographical locations and
in all languages, in order to cover their tracks, were they to introduce even a single
faulty line!
At this point, skeptics bring up the notion that many mistakes or variations can be found
when comparing all the different manuscripts of the New Testament. Critics will usually
say that there are 200,000 variations found when cross-analysis is performed. This is
misleading because when one word is spelled differently from one family of texts to
another, a variant is allotted for each and every single copy of that text. So, for example,
if there are 3,000 copies of a particular New Testament, the one word found to be in
error gets counted as 3,000 separate variations. This is like making 3,000 photocopies of
a single misspelled word and saying 3,000 words are misspelled! In actuality, there are
only 400 separate words in question in all of the New Testament manuscripts. This
represents one-half of one percent of the text (0.5%). Furthermore, these errors can be
attributed (in some instances) to difficulties encountered in the act of translation from
one dialect to another, not to sloppiness with theology.58
This is a large number of pieces to the “puzzle” with which to recreate in the 21 st
century the New Testament of the early church. To appreciate this we must take note
that Caesar’s Gallic Wars, which was composed between 58 and 50 B.C., is recreated
from about 10 pieces (incomplete “chunks”), the oldest of which is over 900 years after
the original writing of Caesar’s work. Of Livy’s 142 books of Roman history (59 B.C. –
A.D. 17), only 35 remain. Of the 14 books of the Histories of Tacitus (circa A.D. 100) only
four and half survive, and of his 16 books of Annals, 10 survive in full and two in part.59
Comparatively, we have every single piece of the NT by about A.D. 350 (only 250 years
after the original writings).60
We currently possess pieces of the New Testament that date all the way to within the
very beginning of the second century as well as late within the first century. Considering
that the last New Testament books to be written were finished in late first century, this
makes a relatively small time span when compared to the very best of ancient writings
and their surviving manuscripts. See the table below for comparisons:
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Manuscript Evidence for Ancient Writings
Earliest
Time
Author
Written
# Mss.
Copy
Span
100-44
B.C.

900 A.D. 1,000 yrs

10

Plato

427-347
B.C.

900 A.D. 1,200 yrs

7

Thucydides

460-400
B.C.

900 A.D. 1,300 yrs

8

Tacitus

100 A.D.

1100 A.D. 1,000 yrs

20

Caesar

Suetonius
Homer (Iliad)
New
Testament

75-160
A.D.

950 A.D.

800 yrs

8

900 B.C.

400 B.C.

500 yrs

643

40-100
70-125 A.D. 25-50 yrs 24,000+
A.D.
Table 2
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The following table lists the individual manuscripts (chunks) of the New Testament with
their approximated dates. The earliest known pieces of our Scripture include the p52
John Rylands papyrus which contains parts of the Gospel of John and is dated to about
125 AD (approx. 25-35 years after this gospel is expected to have been written) and
manuscripts from the Dead Sea Scrolls dated from 50-70 AD. Recently, a manuscript
containing Paul’s letters and Hebrews, a.k.a. p46, have been re-dated to 85 AD, making
them around 25-30 years after the expected originals. The following table lists all early
N.T. manuscripts, their respective dates as well as the portions of the N.T. that they
contain:

Date

Name

Contents

50-70 A.D.

Qumran cave 7

7q4 1,2 is 1 Timothy 3:16-4:3
7q8 is James 1:23-24
7q6 1,2 is Mark 4:8 and Acts 27:38
7q5 is Mark 6:52-53

SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE

117-138 A.D. or
110-125 A.D. (The Complete Text
of the Earliest New Testament
Manuscripts p.367)

p52 (John Rylands) (= Papyrii Rylands John 18:31-33, reverse side 37-38
457)

SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE
100-150 A.D.

p104 (=P. Oxyrhynchus 4404)

Matthew 21:34-37,43,45(?) Matthew 21:44 was
not originally present

SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE
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c.125 A.D.

p87 - The handwriting is nearly
identical to p46.

Phm 13-15,24 (part),25b with gaps

100-150 A.D. (Comfort) 81-96
A.D. (Young Kyu Kim)

Chester Beatty II (p46)

Romans 5:17-6:3; 6:5-14; 8:15-25,27-35; 8:379:32; 10:1-11:11; 11:24-33; 11:35-15:9; 15:1116:27; Hebrews 1:1-9:16; 9:18-10:20,22-30; 10:3213:25 (all but 3 verses); 1 Corinthians 1:1-9:2; 9:414:14; 14:16-15:15; 15:17-16:22 (all but 5 verses);
2 Corinthians 1:1-11:10,12-21; 11:23-13:13 (all but
3 verses); Ephesians 1:1-2:7; 2:10-5:6; 5:8-6:6, 818, 20-24 (all but 5 verses); Galatians 1:1-8; 1:102:9, 12-21; 3:2-29; 4:2-18; 4:20-5:17; 5:20-6:8, 1018 (all but 9 verses); Philippians 1:1, 5-15, 17-28;
1:30-2:12, 14-17; 2:29-3:8, 10-21; 4:2-12, 14-23
(all but 20 verses); Colossians 1:1-2, 5-13, 16-24;
1:27-2:19; 2:23-3:11, 13-24; 4:3-12, 16-18 (all but
16 verses); 1 Thessalonians 1:1; 1:9-2:3; 5:5-9,2328

It has 1,680 verses from Paul and
Hebrews. This is 70% of the 2,389
verses in Paul and Hebrews.
SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE

2nd century

Magdalen papyri

Matthew 26:7-8, 10, 14-15, 22-23, 31-33

SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE
150-200 A.D.
p32
(Muslims source says this is c.200
A.D.)

Titus 1:1-15; 2:3-8 (21 verses)

100-150 A.D. (Hunger, Philip
Bodmer II (p66 and p14/15, p75)
John 1:1-6:11; 6:35b-14:26, 29-30;15:2-26; 16:2-4,
Comfort)
808.5 verses, which is 92% of the 879 6-7; 16:10-20:20; 20:22-23; 20:25-21:9, 12, 17.
or 125-175 A.D.
verses in John
(John 7:53-8:11 is missing)
c.200-250 A.D. (Turner due to
broad delta, broad theta, narrow
alpha, finial end on the crossbar
SEE TABLE 3 FOR IMAGE
of epsilon, apostrophe between
double consonants like other
third century manuscripts.
However, we go with Hunger and
Philip Comfort because second
century manuscripts have been
found with these features. This
was discovered close to Nag
Hamadi (second century). Hunger
has found many late first and
early second centuries
manuscripts that are closer to p66
than 3rd century documents.
c.175 A.D.

p90 (P. Oxyrhynchus 3523)

John 18:36-19:7

2nd century

p98 (P.IFAO Inv. 237b [+a]

Revelation 1:13-2:1 (9 verses)

Mid to Late 2nd century

p77 and p103

Matthew 23:30-39; Matthew 13:55-57; 14:3-5 (10
+ 6 verses)

Late 2nd / early 3rd century

p38 (P. Michigan Inv. 1571)

Acts 18:27-19:6, 12-16

Late 2nd / early 3rd century

Uncial 0189

Acts 5:3-21 (earliest parchment of the N.T.)

c.200 A.D.

p1

Matthew 1:1-9,12,14-20; 2:14? (17 or 18 verses)

125-150 A.D. (Comfort)

p64 and p67. All agree these are from (p67) Matthew 3:9,15; 5:20-22,25-28
the same manuscript.
(p64) Mt. 26:7-8,10,14-15,22-23,31-33

(19 verses)
Early to mid 2nd century
In 1963 Aland dated it to the third
century. However, if it is the same
original as p64 and p67 then it
would have to be early to mid 2nd
century.

p4 (the handwriting is the same as
Luke 1:58-59; 1:62-2:1,6-7; 3:8-4:2,29-32,34-35;
p64 and p67.) (Aland disagreed but
5:3-8; 5:30-6:16
never gave a reason.) Also, all three
have an unusual abbreviation for
"Jesus".). p4 was used as padding for
a copy of Philo’s works that was
hidden to avoid confiscation in either
292 A.D. or 303 A.D. The Philo Codex
was written about 250 A.D.

200-225 A.D.

p29

Acts 26:7-8, 20

200-225 A.D.

p45 (Chester Beatty I)
Matthew 71 verses
Mark 147 verses
Luke 242 verses
John 84 verses
Acts 289 verses

Much of Acts and the Gospels. Mt 20:24-32;
21:13-19; 25:41-26:39 [71 verses]; Mk 4:36-5:2;
5:16-26; 5:38-6:3; 2 letters of 6:15; 6:16-25, 36-50;
7:3-15; 7:25-8:1; 8:10-26; 8:34-9:8; 4 letters of
9:9; 9:18-31; 11:27-12:1; 12:5-8,13-19,24-28 [147
verses]; Luke 6:31-41; 6:45-7:7; 9:26-41; 9:4510:1; 10:6-22; 10:26-11:1; 11:6-25, 28-46; 11:5012:13 (12:9 was never written); 12:18-37; 12:4213:1; 13:6-24; 13:29-14:10; 14:17-33 [242 verses];
John 4:51,54; 5:21,24; 10:7-25; 2 complete out of
16 letters of 10:30; 10:31-11:10; 11:18-36,42-57
[84 verses]. Acts 4:27-36; 5:10-20; (8 out of 33
letters in 5:21) 30-39; 6:7-7:2; 7:10-21; 7:32-41;
7:32-8:1; 8:14-15, 8:34-9:6; (8:37 was never
written); 9:16-27; 9:35-10:2; 10:10-23, 31-41;
11:2-13; 11:24-12:6; 12:13-22; 13:6-16,25-36;
13:46-14:3; 14:15-23; 15:2-7,9-27; 15:38-16:4;
16:15-21,32-40; 17:9-17) At Acts 15:7 this scribe
lost his place and repeated from Acts 15:2. [289
verses]

Early 3rd century

p5 (=Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 208 1781) John 1:23-31, 33-40; 16:14-30; 20:11-17, 19-20,
22-25 (47 verses)

ca.200 A.D. (Comfort and Barrett) p23 Urbana (=Papyrus Oxyrhynchus
vs. 3rd century (Aland)
1229)

James 1:10-12, 15-18

200-250 A.D

p39

John 8:14-22

c.170 A.D.

0212

Tatian’s Diatessaron (Harmony of the Gospels)
Matthew 27:56; Mark 15:40; Luke 23:49b-c; Luke
23:54; Matthew 27:57; Mark 15:42; Matthew
27:57; Luke 23:50; Matthew 27:57; Luke 23:51b;
Matthew 27:57; Luke 23:40; John 19:38; Matthew
27:57; Luke 23:51c; Luke 23:51a

225-250 A.D.

p13

Hebrews 2:14-5:5; 10:8-22; 10:29-11:13; 11:2812:17

3rd century

p9 (= Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 402)

1 John 4:11-12, 14-17

3rd century

p20 (=Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 1171)

James 2:19-3:2; (6 out of 96 letters of 3:3); 3:4-9)

3rd century

p27 and p40

Romans 1:24-27; 1:31-2:3; 3:21-4:8; 6:2-5, 15-16;
9:17,27

c.250 A.D.

p22 (=Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 1228)

John 15:25-16:2; 16:21-32

c.260 A.D.

p53

Matthew and Acts

285-300 A.D.

p12

Hebrews 1:1

3rd century

p27

Romans 8:12-22; 24-27; 8:33-9:3; 9:5-9

3rd century

p28 (=Papyrus Oxyrhynchus 1596)

John 6:8-12, 17-22

200-225 A.D.

p29

Acts 26:7-8, 20

early 3rd century

p30

1 Thess. 4:12-13, 16-17; 5:3, 8-10, 12-18, 25-28; 2
Thess. 1:1-2; 2:1, 9-11

3rd century

p35

Matthew 25:12-15,20-23

3rd century

p70, p101

Matthew

3rd century

P Antinoopolis

Matthew 6:10-12 (Part of the Lord’s prayer)

Mid 3rd century

p49 + p65

Eph 4:16-29; 4:31-5:13

3rd century

p69

Luke 22:40, 45-48, 58-61. It never contained Luke
22:43-44

3rd century

p70

Matthew 2:13-16; 2:22-3:1; 11:26-27; 12:4-5;
24:3-6, 12-15

Mid 3rd century

p37

Matthew 26:19-52

Mid 3rd century

p53 (= Papyrus Michigan Inv. 6652)

Matthew 26:29-40; Acts 9:33-38; 3 letters of the
124 letters in 9:39; 9:40-10:1

Late 3rd century

p15

1 Corinthians 7:18-8:4

Late 3rd century

p16

Philippians 3:10-17; 4:2-8

250-300 A.D.

Chester Beatty III (p47)

Revelation 9:10-11:3; 11:5-16:15; 16:17-17:2 (125
verses)

3rd/4th century?

p7

3rd/4th century

p18

Revelation 1:4-7

3rd/4th century

p37

Matthew 26:19-52

c.300 A.D.

p72, somewhat similar handwriting to 1 Peter 1:1-5:14, 2 Peter 1:1-3:18 and Jude 1-25
p50. 1 and 2 Peter have page
numbers 1-35. Jude has page
numbers 62-68. Also contains the
Nativity of Mary, the apocryphal
letter of Paul to the Corinthians, the
11th Ode of Solomon, Melito’s
Homily on the Passover, part of a
hymn, the Apology of Phileas, and
Psalm 33 and 34.

c.300 A.D.

p38.

Acts 18:27-19:6, 12-16

ca.300 A.D.

0162 (P. Oxyrhynchus 847)

John 2:11-22

ca.300 A.D.

0171 (PSI 2.124)

Matthew 10:17-23,25-32; Luke 22:44-50,5256,61,63-64

ca.300 A.D.

0220 (MS 113)

Romans 4:23-5:3, 8-13. 100% agreement with
Vaticanus except Romans 5:1

ca.300 A.D.

0232 (P. Antinoopolis 12)

2 John 1-9

325-350 A.D.

Vaticanus (B)

Most of the Old Testament and all of the New
Testament up to Hebrews 9:15

340-350 A.D.

Sinaiticus (Aleph)

Almost all of the New Testament and half of the
Septuagint Old Testament

4th century

p8

4th century

p10

late 3rd century

p17

Hebrews 9:12-19

4th century

p24

Revelation 5:5-8; 6:5-8

3rd/4th century

p35

Matthew 25:12-15, 20-23

4th century

p62 (Oslo)

4th century

p71

Late 4th century

p25

c.400 A.D.

p51

Table 3

62 63 64

The following images are of some of the earliest New Testament pieces of papyri. Unlike the
rd
codexes of the 3 centuries and beyond, we only possess “chunks” of actual writings:
Rylands Papyrus (P52)
One of the earliest surviving pieces of New Testament Scripture is a fragment of a papyrus
codex containing John 18:31-33 and 37-38, called the Rylands Papyrus (P52). This papyrus
was found in Egypt, and has been dated at about 125 A.D.
It currently resides at the John Rylands Library in Manchester, England.

Bodmer Papyrus (P66, P72-75)
This collection of approximately fifty Greek and Coptic manuscripts was purchased by M.
Martin Bodmer of Switzerland in 1955-56, and has been dated at around 200 A.D. Most of
the collection is located in the Bibliotheca Bodmeriana in Cologny (near Geneva). The
exception is Pap. VIII (including 1 & 2 Peter), which was given as a gift to Pope Paul VI in
1969; it is in the Vatican Library. The documents were discovered in Egypt. They are from
both codices and scrolls; most are papyri, but three are on parchment (Pap. XVI, XIX, and
XXII). The manuscripts include Old and New Testament texts and writings of the early
churches. The papyrus manuscript P75 (the gospel of Luke and John) showed a virtually
identical text to the Codex Vaticanus.
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Comfort, P. W., and Barrett, D. P. 2001. The Text of the Earliest New Testament Greek Manuscripts. (Wheaton, IL: Tyndale.)
Metzger, Bruce M. Manuscripts of the Greek Bible: An Introduction to Palaeography. (New York: Oxford University Press, 1981.)
Aland, Black, Metzger, Wikren, Martini, Kurt Aland, Matthew Black, Bruce Metzger, Allen Wikren, Carlo Martini, The Greek New
Testament. 4th edition. (Stuttgart: United Bible Societies 1993).
63
64

Seen hear is John 6:58-71

The Chester Beatty Papyrus P45
Dated 200-250 A.D.), made public in 1931, contains the Gospels, Acts, Paul’s Epistles, and
Revelation.

Magdalen Papyrus (P64)
The papyrus scraps had been housed at the library of Magdalen College for more than 90
years, the gift of a British chaplain, Rev. Charles Huleatt, who bought them at an
antiquities market in Luxor, Egypt. Using new tools such as a scanning laser microscope
along with more conventional handwriting analysis, Thiede re-dates the fragments,
previously dated in the mid- to late second century, to sometime between 30 and 70 A.D.
In three places on the Magdalen Papyrus, the name of Jesus is written as "KS", an
abbreviation of the Greek word Kyrios, or Lord.
Matthew 26

The Oxyrhynchus Papyri –
mid second century; sayings of Jesus which have parallels in all four gospels. More than
two thousand papyri from Oxyrhynchus in Egypt have been published, most of which are
not Biblical. The Biblical passages are thought to have been copied from an even earlier
manuscript, perhaps 110-130 A.D.

Qumran cave 7
7q4 1,2 is 1 Timothy 3:16-4:3
7q8 is James 1:23-24
7q6 1,2 is Mark 4:8 and Acts 27:38

Dated to possibly between 50-70 A.D.

Qumran cave 7
7q5 is Mark 6:52-53

Dated to early to mid 60’s A.D.
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Table 4

67

A Codex is a book, as opposed to a papyrus which is a scroll. The Codex Sinaiticus
is the earliest full copy of the New Testament found in one single book. The Chester
Beatty Papyri is a compilation of papyri that make up most but not all of the N.T. It is
important because of it is comprised of several papyri dating from the second and third
centuries:
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Manuscript (MS)

Date

Notes

Chester Beatty Papyri

200 A.D.

Much but not all of NT on papyrus.

Codex Vaticanus

325-350 A.D. Much but not all NT in a codex.

Codex Sinaiticus

350 A.D.

Full N.T. with some Old Testament.

Codex Alexandrinus

400 A.D.

Full N.T. with some Old Testament

Codex Ephraemi

400 A.D.

Full N.T. with some Old Testament

Codex Bezae

450 A.D.+

Full N.T. with some Old Testament

Codex Washingtonensis ca. 450 A.D. Full N.T. with some Old Testament
Codex Claromontanus

500's A.D.

Full N.T. with some Old Testament

Table 5
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The following is a graphic evaluation of the first six centuries and the 230 of N.T. texts
found in separate manuscripts/codexes:

New Testament Manuscripts

Number of Manuscripts

Papyri w/ 1 to several dozen
verses

30
25
20
15
10
5
0

Papyri w/ near complete copies
of several N.T. Books
Codexes w/ most or all of N.T.

50-99 100- 200- 300- 400- 500199 299 399 499 599
A.D.
Table 6

69

An important factor to consider is the extreme likelihood that what we possess today is
but a remnant of what actually existed in the first century A.D. Needless to say that time
and human activity will diminish the number of texts available for us to study 2000 years
after a particular event. The time of writing for the New Testament books can be
estimated by placing certain of its texts in the light of specific historical events and
extrapolating the time of initial authorship:






A.D. 70 Invasion/destruction of Jerusalem (Jesus prophesized it, would have been included in
ACTS to add credibility to his teachings)
A.D.
64 Nero’s persecution (not mentioned in ACTS)
68
McDowell, Josh, EVIDENCE THAT DEMANDS A VERDICT, Vol. I (San Bernardino, CA: Here's Life, 1972), p.386
A.D. 62 James martyred
69
derived
datamartyred
of Table 4. It is only accurate in as much as Table 4 is correct and full.
A.D.
64from
Paul
A.D. 65 Peter martyred…. Yet we find none of the deaths referred to in any of the 27 canonized
books of the New Testament (and significantly not in Acts, the most comprehensive historical
record we have of the early church).

None of these above events (which would have had an enormous impact on the nascent
Christian community) are mentioned in any of the New Testament writings. On these
grounds it will be argued that the New Testament books were written before these
historical occurrences.


The only explanation can be that they were all written prior to these events, and
thus likely before 62 AD, or a mere 30 years after the death of Jesus, of whose
life they primarily refer.



Luke predates ACTS and is based on Matthew and Mark. Therefore, Matthew,
Mark earlier than early 60’s. Which puts it at least into the late 50’s.

How do we know that what the New Testament recorded was accurate?
The Christian authors, like their Jewish counterparts, were careful to preserve
traditional material about Jesus.70 They meticulously preserve the tradition of Jesus’
words and life. Why do so in random myth making? The date of writing places all NT
books between 20 to 70 years after Jesus’ life; well within the lifetime of eyewitnesses
and Jesus’ contemporaries. Making wild fantasy as difficult as possible (e.g.: imagine
deifying John F. Kennedy today, 40 years after his death!)
When normal historical methodology is applied to the New Testament (as it is applied to
all other ancient history literature: such as, “are there independent accounts of peoples,
places, events, laws found elsewhere in civilization which corroborates the N.T.), a
reliability emerges that is at least as strong and respectable as the most uncontested
works of antiquity.71
Critics accuse Gospel and epistle authors of having an agenda to promote, and therefore
making them unreliable as “journalists”. Many other works of history (e.g.: Herodotus,
Livy, Tacitus) have bias injected into them by their authors who themselves admit to
pursuing a moral or political ideal.72 And yet, no critic holds it against these authors nor
do they question the validity of the reporting simply because of the author’s
convictions.
We must also realize that the Gospels are a unique form of literature, found nowhere
else in antiquity, making it difficult to perform a side-by-side form critique to other
works found in other times. The Gospels are quite close to the period of time that they
record, while ancient histories such as those by Plutarch and Livy often describe events
that took place even centuries earlier. Yet this poses no problem to modern historians
who successfully draw correct data from these texts.73 Ancient histories sometimes
“disagree amongst themselves in the wildest possible fashion,” such as the four ancient
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sources for the figure of Tiberius Caesar or the great first century fire in Rome (under
Nero), yet the history they record can still be ascertained. 74
The Book of Acts’ historical accuracy is confirmed externally via non-biblical history.75 76
The Gospels also give historical landmarks which can be tested. Their spiritual message
is infused with historical accuracy. This acts to bolster their early writing, as well as their
local authorship in the time and place of Jesus’ life and travels.

The following text was cut and pasted from:
http://www.leaderu.com/offices/rusty_wright/newtestament.html
http://answering-islam.org.uk/Shamoun/documents.htm
Independent archaeological research has solidified the authenticity and the historical
reliability of the New Testament. Some of the discoveries include:








Luke refers to Lysanias as being the tetrarch of Abilene at the beginning of John
the Baptist’s ministry, circa 27 A. D. (Luke 3:1) Historians accused Luke of being
in error, noting that the only Lysanias known was the one killed in 36 B. C. Now,
however, an inscription found near Damascus refers to "Freedman of Lysanias
the tetrarch" and is dated from 14 and 29 A. D.
Paul, writing to the Romans, speaks of the city treasurer Erastus (Romans 16:23).
A 1929 excavation in Corinth unearthed a pavement inscribed with these words:
ERASTVS PRO:AED:P:STRAVIT: ("Erastus curator of public buildings, laid this
pavement at his own expense.")
Luke mentions a riot in the city of Ephesus which took place in a theater (Acts
19:23-41). The theater has now been excavated and has a seating capacity of
25,000.
Acts 21 records an incident which broke out between Paul and certain Jews from
Asia. These Jews accused Paul of defiling the Temple by allowing Trophimus, a
Gentile, to enter it. In 1871, Greek inscriptions were found, now housed in
Istanbul which read:
NO FOREIGNER MAY ENTER WITHIN THE BARRICADE WHICH SURROUNDS THE
TEMPLE AND ENCLOSURE. ANYONE WHO IS CAUGHT DOING SO WILL HAVE
HIMSELF TO THANK FOR HIS ENSUING DEATH.
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Luke addresses Gallio with the title Proconsul (Acts 18:12). A Delphi inscription
verifies this when it states, "As Lucius Junius Gallio, my friend, and the Proconsul
of Achaia ..."
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Luke calls Publicus, the chief man of Malta, "First man of the Island." (Acts 28:7)
Inscriptions now found do confirm Publicus as the "First man".77
Luke referred correctly to provinces that were established at that time, as
indicated in Acts 15:6.
He demonstrated a clear knowledge of local customs, such as those relating to
the speech of the Lycaonians (Acts 14:11), some aspects relating to the foreign
woman who was converted at Athens (Acts 17:34), and he even knew that the
city of Ephesus was known as the "temple-keeper of Artemis" (Acts 19:35) ...
Luke refers to different local officers by their exact titles –
o the proconsul (deputy) of Cyprus (Acts 13:7),
o the magistrates at Phillipi (Acts 16:20,35),
o the politarchs (another word for magistrates) at Thessalonica (Acts 17:6),
o the proconsul of Achaia (Acts 18:12),
o and the treasurer of Corinth (Aedile) – which was the title of the man
known as Erastus at Corinth (Acts 19:22; Romans 16:23 ...)
Luke had accurate knowledge about various local events such as the famine in
the days of Claudius Caesar (Acts 11:29); he was aware that Zeus and Hermes
were worshiped together at Lystra, though this was unknown to modern
historians (Acts 14:11,12).
He knew that Diana or Artemis was especially the goddess of the Ephesians (Acts
19:28); and he was able to describe the trade at Ephesus in religious images.
The five porticoes of the pool of Bethesda by the Sheep Gate and the pool of
Siloam mentioned in John 5:2 and 9:1-7 has now been unearthed.
The pavement (Gabbatha) of John 18:13 and Solomon’s porch in the Temple
precincts (John 10:22-23), have been found.
Mark writes of Jesus healing a blind man as He left Jericho. Luke, apparently
writing of the same event, says it happened while Jesus was approaching Jericho.
Excavations in 1907-09 by Ernest Sellin, of the German Oriental Society, showed
that there were "twin cities" of Jericho in Jesus' time--an old Jewish city and a
Roman city separated by about a mile. Apparently Mark referred to one and
Luke referred to the other, and the incident occurred as Jesus traveled between
the two.
Archaeologists have unearthed Jacob’s well at Sychar. (John 4:5)
An inscription found in Ceasarea confirms Pilate’s role as the prefect of Judea
during the time of Christ.
The discovery of a bone-box of a crucified man named Johanan from the first
century Palestine confirms the fact that nails were used to pierce the ankles of
the victims. Such was the case of Christ, of course, and this discovery is
significant in answering the skeptics who believed that the Romans used only
ropes to tie the victim’s legs to the cross.

Josh McDowell, The Best of Josh Mcdowell: A Ready Defense, pp. 110-111



Finally, in 1990, the burial grounds of Caiaphas, the Jewish high priest, and his
family were uncovered. This is an undeniable fact that Caiaphas existed as a true
historical figure.

The significance of such extra-Biblical evidence is of such magnitude that honest
skeptics are now forced to agree that the Bible is historically accurate and reliable. One
such person was Sir William Ramsey, considered one of the world’s greatest
archaeologists. He believed that the New Testament, particularly the books of Luke and
Acts, were second-century forgeries. He spent thirty years in Asia Minor, seeking to dig
up enough evidence to prove that Luke-Acts was nothing more than a lie. At the
conclusion of his long journey however, he was compelled to admit that the New
Testament was a first-century compilation and that the Bible is historically reliable. This
fact led to his conversion and embracing of the very faith he once believed to be a hoax.
Dr. Ramsey stated: "Luke is a historian of the first rank; not merely are his statements of
fact trustworthy ... this author should be placed along with the very greatest of
historians." Ramsey further said: "Luke is unsurpassed in respects of its
trustworthiness."78
Other skeptics who have conceded the Bible’s historical accuracy include the renowned
Jewish archaeologist Nelson Glueck: "It may be stated categorically that no
archaeological discovery has ever controverted a biblical reference," and "the almost
incredibly accurate historical memory of the Bible, and particularly so when it is fortified
by archaeological fact."79 This is a very significant statement since it is made by one
who totally denied the inspiration of Scripture. Earl Radmacher, former president of
Western Conservative Baptist Seminary, notes:
"I listened to him [Glueck] when he was at Temple Emmanuel in Dallas, and he got
rather red in the face and said, ‘I’ve been accused of teaching the verbal, plenary
inspiration of the Scripture. I want it to be understood that I have never taught this. All I
have ever said is that in all my archaeological investigation I have never found one
artifact of antiquity that contradicts any statement of the Word of God.’"
Another one time skeptic was Dr. Clifford Wilson who, due to the discoveries made,
concluded that, "It is the studied conviction of this writer that the Bible is ... the ancient
world’s most reliable history textbook ..."80
The above text was taken from the two above mentioned websites. The following text is my own.

After discovering non-biblical papyri and pottery inscriptions, we realized that the New
Testament was written in a common form of Greek of that time.81 Is it not wonderful to
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know that the most important book inspired by the Creator of the Galaxy was handed
down in layman’s language?! On top of being written early and containing historically
accurate information, the New Testament letters were written in a fashion which would
have severely handicapped someone attempting to create a religion from scratch, based
on lies: they claimed to be eye witnesses and named other such witnesses.
Furthermore, the authors and their third party witnesses were currently living as
contemporaries to the hostile non-believers to whom they were preaching. The writers
of our N.T. repeatedly mention the names of eyewitnesses to the miraculous healing
ministry of Jesus as well as His Resurrection. When outrageous claims such as these are
made by several different authors, most of which are making references to third party
eyewitnesses and other disciples, it becomes much easier to falsify the story if it is a
hoax. The events concerning Jesus’ life, as reported by the N.T. letters, are multiple in
occurrence, location and witnesses. Unlike the Book of Mormon and the Qur’an, which
were created by one person’s uncorroborated, single event experience, the N.T. is
written by several authors, describing several events, including several testable
historical landmarks, people, places and customs.
Finally, the NT documents indicate that there were eyewitnesses present for nearly
every moment of Jesus’ final hours and eventual resurrection:







There were eyewitnesses present at Jesus’ arrest. (cf. Mt. 26:47-56; Luke 22:4454; John 18:1-13)
There were eyewitnesses present at Jesus’ trial. (cf. John 18:15-28; Luke 22:6162)
There were eyewitnesses at the cross. (cf. Mark 15:40-41; John 19:25-27)
There were eyewitnesses to his burial. (cf. John 19:38-42)
There were eyewitnesses who saw the empty tomb. (cf. Matthew 28:11-15; John
20:1-7)
Finally, there were eyewitnesses who testified that they had seen Jesus alive
from the dead, and who were willing to die for their claim. (cf. Luke 24:36-46;
Acts 1:1-5; 1 Corinthians 15:3-8- more on this passage later)

We cannot prove beyond a shadow of a doubt, that texts written 2,000 years ago
accurately describe the most outstanding claims ever recorded: that of the miraculous
Jesus Christ. One must gather the global evidence concerning the New Testament in
order to ascertain whether or not it can be trusted. I would argue, however, that if it is a
hoax, it is the most cleverly devised and unspeakably odd religious phenomenon in our
history. Why would men decide to nurse the N.T. letters with such unequaled care? Why
would they die for a lie? How could a story so outlandish be fabricated and passed
around in the lifetime of Jesus’ contemporaries and not be laughed out of existence?
Imagine trying to put Gandhi through a divine and miraculous make-over even a full 60
years after his death? Would it work? The tone of the New Testament is different than
that of myth. The themes are layered in historically accurate details. Other holy books
describe laws, regulations and philosophical statements. The New Testament describes
81
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the actions of the early church and contains communications between pastors and their
churches. Not typical fodder for false religious hoaxes. What is the New Testament if not
the well preserved writings of the earliest Christians?
These questions must be answered by the skeptic if he/she wants to make an educated
decision for or against the validity of the New Testament. The Christian New Testament
is the most well-attested document in ancient history. It cannot be treated lightly as it
makes the most astonishing claims in all of literary tradition.

Part Four:

WHO DID JESUS THINK HE WAS?
What did Jesus teach others about himself?
A look at the origin of the disciples’ belief in the Divinity of Jesus
In the third part of our series we examined the New Testament to determine what it
was. We established that it was the most well preserved information concerning Jesus
of Nazareth. Anyone claiming that the New Testament changed since its original
authorship would have to rely on everything except data. The manuscripts we possess
show that the earliest Christians wrote letters to each other as well as biographies of
Jesus’ public life. In turn, the early church held onto these texts with unparalleled
devotion. Even though these stories were copied and recopied into several languages
over several centuries and three separate continents, they wandered a measly 0.5%
from the original version.
All human works go through the “telephone” game of translation
and recopying. The end result is always distortion. That’s what
happened here: Christian distortion over centuries time, giving us an
unhistorical “divine” description of Jesus of Nazareth.
Distortion is the rule and not the exception, you are correct. However, something
peculiar seems to have happened in the case of the New Testament. Because human
behavior is not fixed (such as physical laws are fixed), just because something usually
happens doesn’t mean it always happens. When we cross-analyze the Old and New
Testament manuscripts we see an extremely tiny departure from an original core, unlike anything else
in history. We have NO data supporting the view that the message was distorted or that it was
conceived so much later than Jesus’ lifetime that it arrived sapped of all accuracy and fully loaded and
dripping with myth. Let’s let the data speak for itself. Free from bias.

Furthermore, we have chunks and slices of the New Testament which date to within 2040 years of Jesus’ execution. And textual criticisms exist to make a case for the
impossibility of the Gospels and most epistles being written any later than the late A.D.

50’s. Now, anyone familiar with the New Testament understands that the work as a
whole is unified in its message and perspective concerning Jesus of Nazareth. It is
impossible to come away from reading any book of the New Testament and not realize
that they describe a miracle working Jesus Christ. Would several authors over several
works express an uncompromising view of Jesus of Nazareth as supernatural if He had
merely been a Jewish cynic? Why would the myths be synchronistic with each other and
so consistent in their “over the top” view of Jesus as divine and miraculous? Why would
the earliest of Christians allow themselves to be tortured and killed simply to re-enforce
a myth they knew to be a total fabrication?
Following is from: http://www.leaderu.com/offices/billcraig/docs/rediscover2.html

Professor Sherwin-White is not a theologian; he is a professional historian of
times prior to and contemporaneous with Jesus. According to Sherwin-White,
the sources for Roman and Greek history are usually biased and removed one or
two generations or even centuries from the events they record. Yet, he says,
historians reconstruct with confidence the course of Roman and Greek history.
For example, the two earliest biographies of Alexander the Great were written
by Arrian and Plutarch more than 400 years after Alexander’s death, and yet
classical historians still consider them to be trustworthy. The fabulous legends
about Alexander the Great did not develop until during the centuries after these
two writers. According to Sherwin-White, the writings of Herodotus enable us to
determine the rate at which legend accumulates, and the tests show that even
two generations is too short a time span to allow legendary tendencies to wipe
out the hard core of historical facts.
So, according to scholars, it takes at least two full generations of people to begin
eroding the fundamental, historical facts concerning a real, public event or person.82
Even if we grant the most liberal and skeptical dating of the Gospels (~ A.D. 70) this still
does not gives us the time needed to create a mythologized Jesus. If Jesus was indeed a
social critic and zealot philosopher, imagine the intense white-washing necessary to
create the thoroughly supernatural, divine Christ of the New Testament! It would be
impossible. And who would want to create such a thing when it cost you your very life?
When educated men study myths, they come to easily recognized them. The tales of
Paul Bunyan and Pecos Bill as well as grossly obvious urban legends rarely focus on
historical figures. When they do concern real people, they appear 3 or more generations
after the lives of those historical persons. Not so with Jesus of the New Testament. And
more importantly, the N.T. does not follow the hyperbole, style or method of obvious
mythology. It is a document comprised of 27 separate works, written by several authors,
intended for specific people (e.g.: “Ephesians” is a letter to a church group in the city of
Ephesus), composed of diverse discussions (some concern with aspects of theology,
others concentrate on specific people or events) about the movement surrounding a
Resurrected Jesus of Nazareth. It is laden with archeologically testable claims and is not
yelling out: “Look at me! I’m a holy book!” the way the Qur’an and the Book of Mormon
do. Authors of the New Testament books were not trying to make a “holy book”. They
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were writing to each other about something they had seen and experienced. The church
pieced these letters together and meticulously preserved them into what we now call
the New Testament. Christian scriptures bear no resemblance to anything we have.
Neither grossly obvious myth nor historically-based myth, or any other dry, historical
dis-interested discussion by government officials. It is unique and worthy of unbiased,
close scrutiny.
We cannot forget that the Jewish tradition of writing, re-copying and handing down
written materials was extremely meticulous and unforgiving of mistakes. Further
ensuring that deviation from original versions would be minimized, and certainly
incapable of giving us a complete make-over of Jesus through tiny, gradual, random
errors. Even with “loose” handling of facts by untrained scribes we could never achieve
a synoptic, flowing view of Jesus as Son of God purely by random errors or even
periodical willful corruption of the facts here and there. One would have to undertake a
premeditated effort of creating a complete myth concerning a well-known public figure.
And, this effort, if successful, would not garner you any power or riches. On the contrary
it would endanger your life because in the strict monotheistic world of warped Judaism,
calling a man God was blasphemy punishable by death. Imagine modern-day Muslims
living in an Islamic state such as Iran or Saudi Arabia, attaching blasphemous deity to a
contemporary. And doing so using the most detailed efforts at recording false
information in meticulously created articles. Then gathering others who were willing to
act as false witnesses to made-up miracles, just so they too could be publicly tortured
and stoned for a complete and total lie. Sound incredulous? I think so too. Is it not more
plausible to suggest that the apostles and disciples actually believed what they wrote
and taught?
Even the liberal Jesus Seminar, an organization which completely denies the miracle
working Christ, will admit that parts of the New Testament are accurate and trustworthy
depictions of Jesus’ teachings. One such parable is that of the vineyard owner (Matthew
21:33-42). No one at the Jesus Seminar denies that these words came from Jesus
himself. This is important because if someone understands the meaning of this teaching,
they will see Jesus positioning himself as God’s special son, higher than the prophets.
Throughout the remainder of the New Testament, Jesus speaks of himself as being
higher than the angels, being able to forgive sins directly and of having been present
during the time of Abraham as the I Am. The Pharisees had no misconception about
what Jesus’ self-conception. This is why they wanted to kill him so desperately. And, as
we know from biblical as well as extra-biblical records, Jesus was eventually executed as
a blasphemous sorcerer.
For the same reasons listed above concerning the trustworthiness of New Testament
accounts, many skeptical scholars, such as Rudolf Bultmann, concede that Jesus’
followers believed to have witness their teacher perform acts which were supernatural.
Here is a direct quote:

“Most of the miracle stories contained in the gospels are legendary or at least are dressed up with
legends. But there can be no doubt that Jesus did such deeds, which were, in his and his contemporaries’
understanding, miracles, that is, deeds that were the result of supernatural, divine causality. Doubtless he
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healed the sick and cast out demons.”

The problem for the skeptic at this point is to explain how the early Christians (who lived
with Jesus and the non-believers who also witnessed Jesus) came to believe so ardently
that Jesus:



Believed Himself to be the Unique Son of God
Could perform supernatural acts of healing and miracles

The Christian can confidently answer in the following manner:
“Jesus Christ was an upright, intelligent, charismatic Jew. He was obviously sane, wise, compassionate,
optimistic and well-loved by people from all walks of life. His teachings concentrated on living lives
pleasing to God and not on contemporary political/philosophical issues. Furthermore, He was able to
perform healings and actions which, to up-close-and-personal eye witnesses, were considered
supernatural. Jesus eventually disclosed to his followers and then to his enemies, that He thought of
Himself as the Son of God, sent to pay for the sins of mankind. His disciples and enemies understood
very well that He did not think himself as simply human. Ultimately, this would cost Him His life. He
may have been nuts, but one thing’s for sure, He didn’t think he was one of us.”

Part Five:

WAS THE TOMB EMPTY?
What was in the tomb on the first Easter?
Examining Jesus’ burial grounds
On the very first Easter, Christian records state that Jesus’ followers found His tomb to
be empty. Is this folklore? Or is there a “rational” explanation, such as the disciples’
stealing the body? Or the disciples mistakenly went to the wrong tomb and only thought
it was empty? We will explore the different possibilities and criticize them individually.
Myth?
Some critics claim that the empty tomb story is simply mythological embellishment.
Problems exist, however, with such a view. The New Testament circulated too early for
its historical core to be wiped out and replaced with myth (see Part Four above).
83

Rudolf Bultmann, Jesus (Berlin: Deutsche Bibliothek, 1926), p. 159.

Further, the large majority of New Testament scholars (not all of them believers) have
come to agree that the style, format and wording of the N.T. are rooted in Palestinian
Judaism not Pagan Mythology. The attention to historical details, the several number of
authors and their multiple books which comprise the Testament as well as other factors
make the diagnosis of myth very difficult to accept.
Perhaps, but what about some details being embellished by the 2nd
generation Christians? The empty tomb story could have been such
an addition. Perhaps it was a rumor that had initially circulated
after the apostles either stole the body or went to the wrong tomb?
Although it would have died out within a few days/weeks, later
Christians may have revived it to pump up their credibility.

If the New Testament as a whole fails the test of mythology, the least likely
place for it to start would be the central doctrine of the Resurrection and
its associated facts, such as the empty tomb. The gospels are closest in
their genre to ancient biography. The Acts of the Apostles, the second part
of
Luke's double work, is indisputably historical writing–and accurate history, to
boot, as amply demonstrated by Colin Hemer in his The Book of Acts in the Setting of
Hellenistic History.84 The Christian martyrdom began far earlier than the 2 nd generation
Christians’ lifetime. The central motivating point for the origin of the Christian church
was the belief in a Resurrected Christ. And the martyrs were contemporaries of Jesus.
Therefore the empty tomb would be as old as the belief in the Risen Jesus. Is it
reasonable to assume that the first generation Christians followed complete myth? The
answer is no because myth did not even have time to develop at this point. The empty
tomb therefore has to be explained by something other than second generation
folklore.
Although some parallels do exist between ancient pagan myths and the Resurrection
narrative, they are spurious and very distinctly mythical. For example, the Hercules myth
in which the hero climbs toward heaven on a pyre which ignites and disappears.
Afterward there is no sign of Hercules and he is declared to have ascended to be with
the Gods. As anyone can see, yes a parallel exists, but it is obviously written in mythical
style. This line of reasoning makes as much sense as stating that if any current events
have precedence in the fiction of the past, they cannot be happening. Absurd! The
similarities in themes and ideas between obvious myths and the New Testament do
nothing to take away from the latter’s outstanding historical credentials and early
circulation. Furthermore, Jews of 1st century Palestine were familiarized with the GrecoRoman and pagan myths and despised them. No record exists of Jewish cults forming
around the idea of dying and rising Gods.85 And the fact that Jews had a firm, religious
standard theology prevented any mystery religion from ever spreading successfully
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within its borders.86 They were stubbornly Jewish, and, until the Christians came, were
not budging one bit.
As we mentioned above, the notion that Jesus’ first generation of followers would have
engaged in martyrdom because they had heard of Greco-Roman myths hinting at
resurrection is frail to say the least. This is the real knock-out blow to the myth-inspired
empty tomb/resurrection theory. Therefore, this argument has also been abandoned by
most critics of our faith. Perhaps the first Christians were mistaken about the tomb, but
no one can claim that they did not believe it to be empty. So the question becomes: why
did the apostles and disciples think they had found their rabbi’s tomb empty?
Empty Tomb?
Allow us to examine some point-form facts which make a case for the empty tomb being
a genuine belief on behalf of the first followers of the freshly executed Christ.
1. Multiple empty tomb accounts: The four gospels as well as the epistles all provide
independent statements from different Christian authors declaring the tomb of Jesus to
be empty.
2. Joseph of Arimathea: Further, the fact that the owner of the tomb is identified (i.e.:
Joseph of Arimathea), provides a testable method for critics who lived with the first
Christians. If you’re trying to invent an empty tomb, you don’t name the owner, because
this makes one more obstacle for you: someone who can be asked “is this true?” And
Joseph was most likely a real, historical person because he is described as a member of
the Sanhedrin which executed Jesus! You’d make your prime enemy group look good by
having one of their members attend to Jesus’ body when His disciples (including 3 of the
Gospel authors) ran away!
3. Simple burial account: The details surrounding Jesus’ burial are brief. This stands in
direct contrast with typical mythical form. No fluff, just the straight forward mention of
what happened. When hoisters try and bluff, they pile on the layers of detail to pump
up their story. This is not the case here.
4. Jewish interest in burial sites: As a culture, Jews were meticulous concerning burial.
Perhaps this is due to their age-old belief in bodily resurrection at the end of history.
They believed people would be raised from the grave, so they made sure there body
was in one piece and well preserved. Therefore, it is unlikely that Jesus’ burial would
have been so sloppily performed that no one, 3 days later, would be able to identify it.
5. No competing burial traditions: apart from the simple, Christian burial account, we
have no competing account of Jesus’ post-crucifixion interment (i.e.: no mention of
Jesus being eaten by wild dogs, placed in a common grave, etc) from enemies of
Christianity.
6. Jewish account for empty tomb: as we saw in Part Two (A), the anti-Christian Jewish
text, Toledoth Jesu, offers its own explanation for Jesus’ empty tomb. It states that a
Jewish gardener stole the body to foil grave-robbing apostles. Regardless, what we see
is an attempt to explain away an empty tomb!
86

Martin Hengel, Judentum und Hellenismus, Wissenschaftliche Untersuchungen zum Neuen Testament 10 (Tübingen: J. C. B. Mohr,
1969), pp. 368–369.

7. Women were the first eyewitnesses to the empty tomb: in first century Palestine (as
well as in many parts of the patriarchic ancient world), women’s testimony in court was
considered unacceptable. It would be foolish to use unreliable witnesses in order to
create a false tomb story. One would use men of “unquestionable” reputation as
sources to generate credibility. One explanation for this fact is that the disciples were
not making up the empty tomb so they were simply describing what had actually
happened, making no attempt to embellish or fabricate any detail.
8. Impossible to preach resurrection without empty tomb: the Christian faith revolved
around an early creed. One that scholars have placed to within 5 years of Jesus’ public
execution. It is an old Christian formula stating the basic facts of fundamental
Christianity, including the death, burial and resurrection of Christ. Therefore we know
that early disciples of Jesus were preaching a message that would have been impossible
to do had Jesus been rotting in a Roman-guarded tomb.
All things considered, ask yourself, is it more or less likely that the earliest followers of
Jesus (those who had witnessed His life and teachings), actually believed His tomb was
empty or that they went to their deaths defending a lie? Now let us take this one step
further. If the men and women, who followed Jesus and witnessed His public crucifixion,
believed so ardently in His empty tomb that they went to their deaths defending it,
what would generate such a belief? Could it be that the tomb was in fact empty? You
decide…
Jesus’ public ministry.
Jesus’ public execution.

Jesus’ public ministry.

1

Jesus’ public execution.

Disbanding of the apostles.

Disbanding of the apostles.

Tomb guarded by soldiers.

Tomb guarded by soldiers.

Tomb holds Jesus’ body.

Tomb found empty.

Disciples regroup & go to their torturous
deaths proclaiming empty tomb.

2

Disciples regroup & go to their torturous
deaths proclaiming empty tomb.

Part Six:

DID THE DISCIPLES STEAL THE BODY?
How could there have been an empty tomb after Jesus’ burial?
Examining the “Grave-Robbing Disciples” theory.
In the above section (Part Five) we made that case that Jesus’ tomb was most likely
found empty a few days after His public execution. Many non-Christian scholars have
agreed to this. However, some will contend that the disciples stole the body to keep
their faith alive and to fulfill Jesus’ prophecies concerning His Resurrection. Could this be
true? Does it explain the known facts concerning the early Christian martyrdom
movement?
Getting Past the Guard?
The Jewish and Roman authorities were well aware of Jesus’ Resurrection prophecies. In
order to squelch any possible theft, they placed an obstacle in front of the Nazarene’s
burial site: armed guards. There is some controversy as to whether the guard was
Roman or Jewish. There is no need to delve into this much detail for our current
purposes. So we will assume that there was at least a group of Jewish guards if not the
feared Roman Guard. Nevertheless, in Matthew’s gospel (Mt. 27. 62-66; 28. 4, 11-1 5),
we see an early Christian defense against the “Grave-robbing” theory put forth by the
Jews:






Christian: 'The Lord is risen!'
Jew: 'No, his disciples stole away his body.'
Christian: 'The guard at the tomb would have prevented any such theft.'
Jew: 'No, his disciples stole away his body while the guard slept.'
Christian: 'The chief priests bribed the guard to say this.'

What we witness here is the age-old debacle between Christ’s mortal enemies and His
fervent followers: how come the tomb is empty? Critics have argued that the guard
story is a Christian invention used to cover up their theft. This theory, however, is not
without its problems.
Poorly Constructed Lie
In the obviously legendary Gospel of Peter, we see an example of what cover-up stories
look like. In it, [the scribes, Pharisees, and elders go on Friday87 to Pilate, who gives them
a Roman guard; together the soldiers, the scribes, and the elders proceed to the
sepulcher, and they all roll the great stone across the entrance of the tomb (no mention
of Joseph of Arimathea whatsoever!), seal it seven times, and keep watch. On Sunday
morning Jesus himself is seen coming out of the tomb with the two angels, and the
witnesses include not only the soldiers and the elders, but also a crowd from Jerusalem
and the countryside that had come to see the sepulcher! This is a fail-safe apologetic:
the Romans and the Jews are the ones responsible for the entombment of Jesus on the
The bold-lettered words are meant to emphasize the details included in the Gospel of Peter which are “too good to be true” facts that
smell like a fabrication one would use to make their “alibi” air-tight. The New Testament account makes none of these statements.
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same day of his death, they remain there without interruption, and when the tomb is
opened, it is not empty, but Jesus comes out before the eyes of a multitude of witnesses.
By contrast in Matthew's story the guard is something of an afterthought; the
fact that they were not thought of and posted until the next day could reflect the fact
that only Friday night did the Jews learn that Joseph had, contrary to expectation, placed
the body in a tomb, rather than allowing it to be discarded in a common grave. This
could have motivated their unusual visit to Pilate the next day.]88 The Matthew guard
story would allow a full evening for the disciples to steal the body before the Jews set an
official guard and seal. So if it is a lie, it is a horribly constructed one. When people lie,
their lie covers at least the obvious bases. It does not leave them completely open!
Although it may be difficult to appreciate without going into extremely meticulous
textual/historical analysis, these “rough edges” of the Matthew account increase its
reliability: they do not damage it.
In Matthew, our Scripture records that the Jewish leaders were claiming that the
disciples stole the body while the guards were sleeping. If this portion of Scripture is a
Christian lie, why would it contain this piece of information? Assuming the disciples had
indeed stolen Jesus’ body and were now making Matthew up as a myth to protect their
heist, the detail about the sleeping guards would unnecessarily complicate their coverup. Because if the guards were sleeping, the disciples could have easily stolen the body!
Why would Christians write this detail? It would weaken their case. It only helps their
enemies’ accusations of a theft. More likely this information is a historically accurate
description of the bickering between Jews and early Christians, not another poorly
constructed lie. Remember, the Christians claim the guard was not sleeping, but that the
Jews bribed them to say this.
Furthermore, the guard story in Matthew is not a self-conscious, “too good to be
true” story full of obviously fabricated air-tight alibis (as is the case in the Gospel of
Peter). It is almost an afterthought in the account of a risen Jesus Christ. When viewed
from an unbiased, disciplined perspective, it bears the marks of credibility, not
fabrication. The reason for its critics’ venom is that it helps support a supernatural
event, which is presupposed to be impossible by non-believing, atheistic scholars.
Therefore, with the establishment of a guard at the tomb, the theft of Jesus’ body just
became a much more complicated and unlikely theory.
Why Die for a Lie?
A final word on the subject must include that we know the first generation of Christians
died excruciating deaths for their simple creed: Jesus of Nazareth returned form the
grave after dying on the cross. Unless they truly believed this fact, it would be highly
unlikely for them to be so unified and motivated in their martyrdom. Jesus is the only
famous figure to not have a world-renowned burial site. Unless His body disappeared
from the grave and no one ever reproduced it, it is unlikely that none of His
contemporaries would have commemorated Him. If the body was indeed stolen on
Friday night (Matthew states the guard was not placed until Saturday evening), then it
was not done by the disciples. However, with a large stone (at least one ton in weight)
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and at least two of Jesus’ followers mourning in front of it (Mary & Mary Magdalene)
this not probable. Also, considering the cowardice of the disciples immediately following
Jesus’ public execution, would the mere disappearance of Jesus’ body motivate them to
turn their lives around only one day later and willingly die for a theory?

Part Seven:

DID JESUS SURVIVE THE CROSS?
Maybe Jesus Survived the Crucifixion?
Alternative explanations for the disciples’ belief in a risen Messiah
Ahmadiya Muslims teach that Jesus fled to India after swooning on the cross and
crawling out of his grave. In fact, the town of Srinagar, Kashmir supposedly houses his
final burial site. The Qur’an teaches that Jesus was replaced by a substitute and never
hung upon the cross. Skeptical scholars from the 19 th century onward have contested
that Jesus fainted from exhaustion and/or was administered an anesthetic (remember
the vinegar-soaked sponge He was offered after declaring His thirst?) which made Him
appear to die. Consequently He revived (not resurrected) after being taken down from
the cross and presented Himself to the apostles. This, according to our critics, explains
the disciples’ belief in a miraculous, risen Christ. In order to evaluate the strength of the
“swoon theory”, we must establish what Jesus’ physical punishment consisted of. In
doing so, we will better understand the probability of His survival, His ability to walk
away from His tomb and His potential for convincing the scared, refugee disciples that
He had miraculously conquered death.
Before moving on, we must remember Parts 2a and 2b of this text in which we saw that
Jesus’ public execution by crucifixion is one of the best established historical facts
concerning His life. Roman and Jewish sources testify to this, as do the Gnostic Gospels,
the writings of the early church fathers and also the remarkably historically accurate
New Testament. We will now look at details concerning crucifixion, as well as the New
Testament’s description of the beatings inflicted on Jesus before He ever got to the
cross.
Before the Cross: Jesus’ trial and punishment leading up to the Crucifixion
According to Alexander Metherell, M.D., Ph.D,89 Jesus’ suffering began at the Garden of
Gethsemane after the Last Supper. Knowing that His suffering on the cross was eminent,
He began experiencing intense psychological stress. The Gospels describe that Jesus
began to sweat blood. This is a medical condition known as hematidrosis. It occurs
when stress chemicals are released and damage the capillaries in the sweat glands.
Consequently, blood enters the glands and is mixed with sweat as it is released.
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Furthermore, this chemical process also renders skin extremely sensitive. So Jesus’
consequent flogging by the Romans would be made much more excruciating.90 Roman
flogging was done with braided leather thongs attached to metal balls and pieces of
sharp bone. The metal bruised the flesh, which filled with blood underneath the skin.
Then the bone shards would pop these large blood “blisters” and bleeding was profuse.
The pain was exceptional. Standard flogging covered the skin of the victim’s entire back
and posterior legs.
As the process of flogging continued along its minimum 39 lashes, the muscles were
exposed, shredded and hanging in quivering ribbons. Veins, bowels and bones began to
be exposed, open to infection. Bleeding was so severe that, according to other
physicians and 3rd century historian Eusebius, death was not uncommon at that point.
When blood levels decrease below a certain volume, the heart begins to race to speed
up blood flow. This substitutes for lack of blood: getting more out of the little blood that
you have left. Kidneys begin shutting down to prevent loss of blood volume because
water from blood is necessary for creation of urine. Thirst becomes intense and fatigue
almost indescribable. This critical condition makes it understandable that someone had
to help Jesus carry a 100-plus pound cross beam up the streets of Jerusalem and the
banks of Golgotha. Before having to carry His cross, however, Jesus is mocked, spit on
and struck about the head region. A thorny “crown” is pushed into the skin of his
sensitive scalp (remember the effects of hematidrosis), and a robe is put over his
shoulders and back. Because of His shredded, open and bleeding back, Jesus begins
adhering to the robe via blood clotting. A while later the robe is ripped off his back, reopening multiple wounds and causing intense pain.
At the Cross
Unlike the sterile and clinical modern-day lethal injection, crucifixion is the most painful
method of execution ever devised by man. Five to seven inch-long spikes91 were driven
between the radius and ulna, just underneath the carpal bones. This area corresponds
to the skin creases on your wrists. Such a process severed the median nerve, causing
fingers to adopt the “hand of benediction” position (due to inability of thumb, index and
middle finger to flex). Burying the spike into the carpals prevented the weight of the
body for tearing through the hands, prematurely releasing the prisoner from his cross.
Slicing and crushing the median nerve is itself an extremely painful experience. The
deep burning sensation sometimes accompanying hard “funny bone” impacts gives us
an idea of such a horrible feeling. Nails were also driven through the bones of the feet,
further securing the prisoner and severing branches of the tibial nerve, causing pain and
paralysis. Again the nerve crushing would provide copious amounts and levels of pain.
After the nailing, the cross was erected, applying the full weight of the body onto the
joints of the spiked wrists, the elbows, and the shoulders. Either instantly or over time
the shoulders would dislocate. Of interest here is the Psalm 22 passage “my bones are
out of joint” which Christians believe foreshadowed the Lord’s experience on the cross.
The word “excruciating” comes from the word crucifixion. The experience of the cross was so unearthly that a new word was
needed which literally meant “out of the cross.”
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For those of you who have experienced bones going out of joint, you can attest to the
fact that it is a more painful and disturbing sensation than most fractures.
Ultimately, the cause of death on the cross is asphyxiation-induced heart failure. As the
prisoner hangs from his “tree,” the muscles of the rib cage are stretched and exhausted
to the point where they cannot perform their necessary contractions and relaxations.
The pectorals, intercostals and other accessory breathing muscles normally lift the ribs
up to change the inner pressure of our thorax. When they relax, the rib cage “shrinks”
and pushes air out. This provides us with inhalation and exhalation. However, when
hanging from the cross, the rib cage is locked into an inhalation position, preventing
exhalation and therefore normal breathing. When you cannot breathe out or in, carbon
dioxide is unable to be released by the lungs in exchange for oxygen, so it dissolves into
carbonic acid. If you have ever been underwater for longer than you would like, you
probably have felt the burning sensation of carbonic acid spreading throughout your
system. The body registers this acidic compound by sending burning sensations to the
brain. Eventually, irregular heart beats are caused by the carbonic acid and heart failure
ensues. As the breathing becomes more labored, crucifixion victims push up with their
nailed feet to relax the load on their arms, allowing the rib cage to relax. Imagine
pressing into the nails driven through your bones to sneak in a shallow, gasping exhale.
This process had to be repeated as long as you wanted to be able to breathe out.
Remember that Jesus only uttered seven short sentences while on the cross. Speaking is
an act of controlled exhalation and is more difficult that simple, quick and crude gasps.
Even under this duress Christ spoke peace and love (1."Father, forgive them for they know not
what they do." 2."Today thou shalt be with me in Paradise." 3."Behold thy mother…Woman behold thy
son." 4."My God, my God, why has thou forsaken me?" 5."I thirst." 6."It is finished." 7."Father! Into thy
hands I commit my spirit."). Remember also that, in order to make speaking or breathing

possible, the very act of moving up and down against a piece of splintered wood when
your back was shredded from floggings is itself horrific. If the process of asphyxiation as
described here was taking too long, Romans typically sped things up by shattering the
legs of the victims, preventing any ability to press upwards. An Old Testament prophecy
stated the Messiah would not have any bones broken. Jesus’ flogging had sped up His
death, making this procedure unnecessary and also fulfilling a messianic requirement.
Rapid heart beats marching towards heart failure, slow asphyxiation, growing blood loss
of a flogged and nailed prisoner ultimately led to the most painful death ever devised by
mankind. Heart failure causes fluid to collect around the tissues of the heart and the
lungs.92 So if a Roman soldier was to pierce such a victim with a spear, penetrating lungs
and heart, a clear fluid would come out, followed by copious amounts of blood. This was
the eye witness testimony given by John93. From Jesus’ perspective, the build up of
serum around the heart would cause painful pressure to this organ and generate
intense discomfort and pain. Let’s once again look back to Psalm 22:14 “I am poured out

92

Known as pericardial and pleural effusion respectively.
I know, I know, he said blood and fluid. Apparently the reverse order of what we’d expect to see. But linguistic analysis will
support the fact that in the Greek style, order of words was chosen to fit the order of importance not necessarily sequence. Therefore,
because there was much more blood than serous fluid, the word blood would be written first to emphasize this fact.
93

like water, and all my bones are out of joint; my heart is like wax; it is melted in the
midst of my bowels.”
Considering the possibilities
Would a Jesus in the above state be anything other than dead? Roman soldiers were
expert killers. If their prisoners escaped, their lives would be demanded. So they didn’t
leave jobs half done. Some have advanced that Jesus was drugged when He tasted the
watery vinegar on the sponge. However, this does little to overcome the lethal wounds
He suffered. Or the horrific damage which would repel the apostles not raised their
spirits. In all likeliness, attempts to create a Jesus who survived the brutal execution
methods of the oppressive Romans are simply that: creations. Facts are not friendly to
these theories.
Conclusion
Considering what we know and have good reason to believe concerning Jesus’ final
hours before the cross, as well as on the cross, is it likely that He would have survived?
Even if He were to survive, would His unbelievably hopeless condition have been
recoverable 2 thousand years before modern medicine (and even with modern
medicine)? Would He have had the strength to escape from a tomb blocked by a
boulder? Rush past guards? Would His condition have inspired the cowardly disciples to
exclaim Christ had miraculously recuperated from death on the cross? Or would they
have only been attending to a dying would-be messiah, further confirming their
mounting fears that Jesus had simply been human? A battered man whose back was
shredded, whose beard was pulled out by force, whose hands and feet were paralyzed,
whose shoulders were dislocated and whose side had been punctured by a Roman
speared would have frightened away the disciples, not rallied them to go suffer the
same horrific fate. Let us be honest: Romans successfully executed a man named Jesus
of Nazareth during the reign of Tiberius Caesar, as commanded by Pontius Pilate due to
pressure from the occupied Jewish religious leaders. To deny this fact is to swim
hopelessly against the current of overwhelming evidence. It is blind faith. What then
would have motivated Jesus’ earliest followers to go to their deaths proclaiming a risen
Messiah who had conquered death?...

1. Hematidrosis



Extreme psychological stress can release a chemical which ruptures delicate capillaries
surrounding sweat glands. Blood mixes with sweat.
Renders skin extremely sensitive.

2. Roman flogging




Turns victim’s back into shredded ribbons of quivering muscles.
Causes excessive blood loss.
Begins process which leads to heart failure

3. Roman beatings





Crown of thorns stuck into sensitive scalp.
Pulling out beard with hands.
Hitting head and face. Spitting.
Robe placed onto back, allow scabs to adhere to robe. Robe ripped off, re-opening back wounds.

4. Crucifixion








Nailing to cross severs median nerve and nerves in feet.
Hanging from cross with full body weight prevents rib cage from allowing exhalation & therefore
breathing.
Shoulders dislocate.
Breathing made possible only by pushing up with feet to relax load on arms. This scrapes shredded
back (from floggings) against rough timber.
Blood loss and asphyxiation make the “chin-ups” necessary for breathing extremely difficult due to
increasingly sharp upper and lower body muscle cramps.
Blood loss and slow, agonizing asphyxiation begin the build-up of fluid around the heart, squeezing the
already strained heart and causing tremendous suffering to the victim.
Victim dies of heart failure and/or asphyxiation.

Part Eight (A):

DID THE DISCIPLES SEE JESUS ALIVE AND WELL
AFTER THE CRUCIFIXION?
What is the evidence supporting Jesus’ post-execution
appearances?
Sifting through the historical and internal textual evidence
The New Testament says nothing about the Resurrection. It describes Jesus’ death on
the cross, His burial and His appearances to the guards and then the disciples. We see
nothing concerning Jesus’ body shaking in the tomb with renewed life, or His escape
from the burial cloth and His moving of the stone. What did this event look like? Silence.
The details are not mentioned. We are given details of what happened before and after,
and nothing more. Many critics have narrowed in on this, complaining that there is
insufficient detail regarding the bodily resurrection. However, this type of criticism
would antagonize almost all of our scientific inquiries into the past (and sometimes
present). For example, we see fossils, not dinosaurs. Cause and effect: there are
skeletons of massive, lizard-like creatures; therefore we correctly imply there were
massive, lizard-like creatures. So far we have presented a case arguing for the following
prepositions A) Jesus was a living, breathing, historical figure, B) Jesus had a reputation
for working “magic” or “miraculous healings,” C) Jesus had a superhuman selfperception (He didn’t think of Himself as merely human), D) Jesus was successfully
executed in public by Roman guards, and E) Jesus’ tomb was found empty. Now, if a
reasonable argumentation can be performed supporting the disciples’ witnessing a
risen, fully healed Jesus, the Resurrection is a cause and effect truth.
1 Corinthians and the early Christian creed
Virtually all critical scholars admit that Paul wrote 1 Corinthians.94 In this letter to the
church at Corinth, Paul includes two verses (1 Cor. 9:1 & 15:8) in which he re-iterates
that He too saw Jesus risen from the grave. The latter of his two statements follows his
quoting of what is one of the Christian movement’s earliest creeds.
“For I passed on to you as of first importance what I also received – that Christ died for our sins according
to the scriptures, and that he was buried, and that he was raised on the third day according to the
scriptures, and that he appeared to Cephas, then to the twelve. Then he appeared to more than five
hundred of the brothers and sisters at one time, most of whom are still alive, though some have fallen
asleep. Then he appeared to James, then to all the apostles.”
1
Corinthians 15:3-7

How do we know this is a verbatim quote of an early Christian creed?
FIRST: Paul prefaces the creed with: “for I passed on to you” which is a rabbinic term
used to introduce an official creed or religious instruction.
94

Strobel, Lee. Case for Christ (Zondervan Publishing House, 1998), pp 308

SECOND:
Besides this introduction by Paul, the rest of the creed has a stylized
format which also befits a crystallized official tradition, breaking the flow of Paul’s
prose, and furthering the case for 1 Cor. 15:3-7 being Paul’s repeating an early creed
and not simply continuing his own writing.
THIRD: The original text of 1 Corinthians show Paul using Cephas to refer to Peter. This is
the Aramaic form of his name, showing that the creed may have been instituted in the
early Jewish-only phases of Christianity.
FOURTH:
Other portions of this passage use terms such as “the Twelve,” “the third
day,” “he was raised,” etc. These are older Christian terms not typical of Paul’s
references to Christian brethren, beliefs and events.
FIFTH: The format of verses 15:3-7 resembles Aramaic and Mishnaic Hebrew narration,
further differentiating it from Paul’s prose.
The above five points are not agreed upon simply by conservative Christian scholars 95
but skeptical ones as well (e.g.: Joachim Jeremias and Ulrich Wilckens). The time of
authorship for 1 Corinthians is estimated to be between A.D. 55 and 57. Remember that
in 1 Corinthians 15:1-4 Paul establishes that he has already personally passed this creed
on to the church at Corinth. His visit to Corinth is dated at approximately A.D. 51,
meaning this creed predates the early 50’s. This is 15 years after Jesus’ public execution,
a time in which plenty of eye witnesses to His life and teachings still existed. The creed
personally names living eye witnesses to the Resurrection. Something begging the
people still living to verify these audacious claims for themselves. Neither the Book of
Mormon nor the Qur’an rendered the very core of their beliefs to public scrutiny. In
fact, they purposely make their central tenets untouchable and not falsifiable.
In Galatians 1:18-19 Paul describes a trip to Jerusalem in which he uses the word
historeo to describe the inquiry he made. This word emphasizes that an examination
procedure was the purpose of his trip, not casual coffee-talk. He spoke to Peter and
James, the two apostles specifically mentioned in the creed. One of the few Jewish
scholars of the New Testament, Pinchas Lapide, supports the notion that 1 Corinthians
15:3-7 is a creed directly handed by Peter and James to Paul during this trip to the heart
of Israel and the burgeoning Christian movement.
The Mystery of the Five Hundred
Nowhere else in scripture, besides the creed of 1 Corinthians, do we hear of Jesus’
appearance to the 500. Doesn’t this raise suspicion as to its authenticity? Well, firstly,
the 500 are described within the oldest, most primitive Christian creed originated by
Peter and James (as we saw above). Therefore it is indirectly attested to by disciples
other than Paul. Second, Paul would be audacious to include such a large number of
people if no such event occurred, for it would be easily falsified and would corrode
Paul’s credibility. Imagine making an outstanding claim such as that, in order to beef up
your version of events. Such a step would either vindicate you or absolutely sink you.
One must have confidence in such an event in order to publicly display it. Third, other
95

Strobel, Lee. Case for Christ (Zondervan Publishing House, 1998), pp 310

disciples mention Jesus’ feeding of 5,000 with a few pieces of fish and bread. Would it
be out of character for them to say He preached to a mere 500? And finally, Matthew
mentions that Jesus appeared on a hillside. He does not specify to who or how many?
Could it have been only a few disciples? A few dozen? A few hundred? Why else would
Jesus position Himself on a hillside? None of these facts make the authenticity of Paul’s
creed impenetrable to skepticism, but they provide strong reasoning to show that the
mere absence of mention outside of Paul’s work does not equates to falsehood. Even
skeptical German historian Hans von Campenhausen has to admit that the 1 Corinthians
creed “meets all the demands of historical reliability that could possibly be made of such
a text.” And besides, the appearance to the 500 can be totally thrown out without
damaging the case for the Resurrection. In conclusion this creed is early, free from
legendary embellishment (as seen in the Gnostic Gospels) and it is unambiguous and
specific. In short, it is solid and difficult to undermine.
What do the Gospels say?
Forgetting the early creeds,
Jesus:
 John 20:10-18
 John 20:19-23
 John 20:26-30
 John 21:1-14
 Matthew 28:8-10
 Matthew 28:16-20
 Luke 24:13-22
 Luke 4:33-49
 Luke 24:50-52
 Acts 1:4-9

we can look to the Gospels for other mentions of a risen
to Mary Magdalene
to ten apostles and others
to Thomas and the other apostles
to seven apostles
to the other women followers (not Mary Magdalene)
to the disciples
to Cleopas and another disciple on the road to Emmaus
to eleven disciples and others
to the apostles at the Mount of Olives before Ascension
to the apostles at the Mount of Olives before Ascension

These appearances happened over several weeks. Some sightings were brief, some
were prolonged. Some were outdoors, some indoors. Groups of people witnessed Jesus,
ate with Him, and heard Him speak. Sometimes only single people were privileged with
an appearance. In short, Jesus is reported to have appeared to several people over
several weeks in several different circumstances.
Acts chapters 1 through 5, 10 and 13 also contain what some scholars identify as early
Christian creeds such as that of 1 Corinthians 15. This places Christian beliefs of a
Resurrected Jesus closer to His crucifixion than even the earliest written materials.
Further complicating efforts to paint the disciples’ belief as second generation Christian
invention. When reading Acts, one sees very clearly that Peter, the chief apostle, is
adamantly preaching his eye witness accounts of a risen Jesus. Even though he had
previously been unable to stand up to a peasant girl. Something seems to have changed
his mind. As Gary Habermas said: “The Resurrection is undoubtedly the central
proclamation of the early church from the very beginning.” It is difficult to argue against
this.

What’s wrong with the Gospel of Mark?
As you may see in your bible, a footnote accompanies Mark 16:9-20: “The most reliable
early manuscripts and other ancient witnesses do not contain Mark verses 9 through
20.” Does Mark really end with 16:8? Perhaps. Perhaps not. Early manuscripts did not
have these verses which describe all of Jesus’ personal appearances. And remember,
Mark is the Gospel considered by most scholars to be the earliest of the four. This seems
problematic for conservative Christians. Now, we must clarify that simply because early
manuscripts do not contain these verses, it does not stand to reason that they weren’t
well known facts. If Mark was written early enough, it may have seemed redundant to
mention these appearances because that was all the apostles were talking about in
public. The risen appearances were THE story. For a rough analogy, let us remember the
days following the horrific events of September 11, 2001. If you go back and read the
newspaper articles during the first few days and even weeks after 9/11/01, you will
notice an odd trend. Many journalists omitted some of the basic facts when writing
about the attack. They spoke of “Who dunnit?” “What do we do now?” etc, etc. The
authors took it for granted that the reader knew the towers had been struck by two
planes hijacked by Muslim terrorists. So they focused on details that were less central
and more peripheral. There was no need to re-iterate what everyone was painfully
aware of. What were of interest were details that came before. How did we get to this
point in our relation to Arabs? Where did these terrorists come from? And so on. Then,
what do we do now? Who do we fight? Where do we do it? Etc. So the central,
cataclysmic event was naturally ignored because it was as obvious as the sun in the sky.
Of interest were the “peripheral” details because they would give the nation (and the
world) a strategy with which to move forward in dealing with 9/11. Concerning the end
of Mark’s Gospel, we notice that details of Jesus’ crucifixion and Resurrection are brief
compared to His earlier teachings. Perhaps the risen Jesus was so fresh in their minds
and was being preached so often and so fervently, that when they put paper to pen to
make sense of “how did this happen?” “didn’t He predict this?” and “now what do we
do?” the one thing they were not concentrating on was the risen Christ’s crucifixion and
subsequent appearances. They too were as obvious as the sun in the sky. Details of
Jesus’ life leading up to His death and Resurrection as the proven Messiah would seem
more peripheral and therefore necessary to properly make sense of the risen Jesus.
With time and retrospect, it may have been deemed wise to eventually include the wellknown, highly circulated post-crucifixion appearance descriptions. All of which were no
less accurate than the rest of Mark’s content, but had previously been omitted for the
above reasons.
However, even if we ignore Mark 16:9-20, we see that Mark obviously believed in the
Resurrection anyhow:
“But he said to them, “Do not be alarmed. You are looking for Jesus the Nazarene, who was crucified. He
has been raised! He is not here. Look, there is the place where they laid him. But go, tell his disciples, even
Peter, that he is going ahead of you into Galilee. You will see him there, just as he told you.” Then they
went out and ran from the tomb, for terror and bewilderment had seized them. And they said nothing to
anyone, because they were afraid.”
- Mark 16:6-8

Perhaps Mark leaves us with abbreviated details, but he believed in a Resurrection
nonetheless. And the creeds found throughout the rest of the New Testament give us
lists of appearances. In short, we can lay this issue to rest. If we lined up all the eye
witnesses to the Resurrection and cross examined them, fifteen minutes at a time, we’d
end up with 129 straight hours of testimony (from Monday morning until Friday night, if
you went 24/7).
What are the alternatives?
Possibility One: The appearances were legendary? Were these stories concerning Jesus’
appearances merely legendary? If we ignore Mark 16:9-20, Mark has no mention of
specific appearances, Matthew a little more, Luke more still and John has the most. Are
we not seeing evolutionary development in the text? Four things need to be said at this
point. One, some scholars argue that Matthew was the earliest Gospel, not Mark. Two,
even if we grant the legend hypothesis (which we most certainly do not), all our skeptics
have proven is that the details and number of description of the risen Christ grew with
time, but not the original belief in the Resurrection itself! Something prompted the
apostles to make the Resurrected Jesus the central tenet of their new faith. If time
served to embellish their accounts it certainly did not create them in the first place. For
they were circulating before Mark or Matthew was ever written (i.e.: creeds and
epistles). Legend can tell you how a story got bigger, but it can’t tell you how it
originated. Especially in the case of Christianity and its far-too-early beliefs on the Risen
Christ (see Part Four). Our third point is that the creed found in 1 Corinthians 15
predates any of the Gospels. It makes bold claims concerning the Resurrection, including
the claim of the appearance to the 500. Our fourth and final point is that the empty
tomb of Jesus, which we argued for in Part Five, wouldn’t be such a forceful historical
case if Jesus was neatly tucked into His tomb. This also argues in favor of the disciples
believing they had experienced a risen Jesus post-Resurrection. When you can establish
that the direct followers and contemporaries of Christ believed Him to be raised from
the grave, who He appeared to and when becomes a mere secondary detail.
Possibility Two: The Appearances were hallucinations? Perhaps the disciples truly felt
they had seen Jesus. But what they had actually experienced were hallucinations. As
psychologist Dr. Gary Collins states “hallucinations are individual occurrences. By their
very nature only one person can see a given hallucination at a time….. [they] exist only
in this subjective, personal sense; it is obvious that other cannot witness it.” The
hallucination hypothesis ignores the repeated appearances of Jesus in different
scenarios, to different people of different temperaments at different times over several
weeks. Some ate and drank with Him. Some walked with Him on the road to Emmaus.
Paul was killing Jesus’ followers when he did a 180° because he claimed to have seen
Jesus rose. Peter and the other doubtful, despairing apostles (including skeptical
Thomas) came out of hiding to proclaim the event which catalyzed the entire Christian
movement: appearances of the risen Christ. Hallucinations are random, isolated events
occurring in the subjective mind of a single individual who is usually exhausted, drugged
or so emotionally charged, that their brains are not functioning normally. To extend that
phenomenon to explain the diverse appearances is stretching credibility, to say the
least. There was too much at stake for following Jesus as Lord. The way Jesus Himself

had been treated was a horrific reminder to the scared apostles. Something significant
had to charge their later behavior, not foggy hallucinations.
Why?
Of all the teachings Jesus brought to His followers, not one of them motivated the
disciples to brave death while Jesus was publicly beaten and killed. Of all the miracles
they had seen Him perform, they did not see Him miraculously overcome the several
Roman soldiers torturing and crucifying Him. In fact, we may never have heard of a
Jewish itinerant preacher roaming the backyard of civilization nearly 2,000 years ago,
had He not left one last, indelible mark on His reputation: Resurrection. His closest
followers and several other converts believed they had contact with a risen Christ. This
central fact formed the earliest creeds of Christianity and single-handedly fueled the
apostles’ willingness to face torture and death. The apostles convince us today that they
themselves were convinced of the Resurrection because they indiscriminately shed their
own blood to testify. Nothing can explain this historical fact better than the
Resurrection of Jesus Christ.

Part Eight (B):

DID THE DISCIPLES SEE JESUS ALIVE AND WELL
AFTER THE CRUCIFIXION?
What is the circumstantial evidence for the Resurrection
Are There Any Supporting Facts That Point to a risen Jesus?96
No one say Timothy McVeigh load two tons of explosives into a Ryder truck and blow up
a federal building in Oklahoma City, killing 168 people. Yet, he was considered guilty
before a court of law and sentenced to death based on circumstantial evidence. Exhibit
after exhibit and witness after witness helped establish a case against this terrorist
which was considered airtight. People testified that Mr. McVeigh had spoken of
bombing the buildings, of hating his government. Prosecutors displayed hotel, truck
rental and restaurant receipts and hundreds of other pieces of the “puzzle” in order to
weave a formal case against McVeigh that no jury of his peers could see beyond. They
found him guilty as charged. As we’ve seen in Part Eight (A), we have eye-witness
testimony to the Resurrection of Jesus. Now, we will explore the circumstantial
evidence. We will attempt to construct a case convicting Jesus of Nazareth of being
guilty of raising from the dead.
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EXHIBIT 1: The Disciples Died For Their Beliefs
After public crucifixion, Jesus’ followers were discouraged and in despair. They seriously
questioned whether or not this man Jesus had been sent by God. According to their
Jewish custom, any crucified man was deemed cursed by God. They had also been
taught that God would not let his Messiah suffer death. So, the Jesus movement was all
but stopped dead in its tracks. Then, after a brief period of time, we see them
abandoning their occupations, regathering, and committing themselves to spreading a
very specific message: that Jesus Christ was the Messiah of God who died on a cross,
returned to life, and was seen alive by them. Furthermore, they were willing to spend
the rest of their lives proclaiming this, without payoff from a human point of view.
Hardship, physical beatings, psychological despair, etc. This was the life of the very first
Christians. Life ended in torturous death. In short, life was brutal and unrewarding.
What is impossible to explain is how a group of men came to have a belief in a risen
Christ without the factual reality of the Resurrection.
Sure, the early Christians were willing to die for their beliefs, but so
are Muslims, Mormons, followers of David Koresh and other cults.
This proves nothing.
Certainly there are other religious martyrs throughout history. Belief is a supremely
powerful thing. But Christianity is unique in that the core belief is something the first
followers believed they had seen, touched and heard themselves. Muslims, for example,
believe that Mohammed had an encounter with an angel in a private cave. They may
have been mistaken. People only let themselves be tortured to death for things they
absolutely believe. How else do we explain that the first Christians were thoroughly convinced they had
seen and touched Jesus of Nazareth after His brutal, public execution?

EXHIBIT 2: The Conversion of Skeptics
Before the crucifixion, hardened skeptics abounded. Yet, the “mysterious” events which
followed Jesus successful execution turned many die-hard opponents to belief in a risen
Christ. Saul of Tarsus (later became the apostle Paul) and Jesus’ own brother James are
the most famous examples of this phenomena. We often forget that most (if not all) of
Jesus own family often confronted Him, trying to convince Him to stop preaching and
settle down: they didn’t believe in Him! (Mark 3:20-21,31-35). His home town was
embarrassed by Him and cast Him out! (Luke 4:24). In ancient Judaism, it was a sign of
failure and humiliation for a rabbi’s family not to accept him. Therefore the New
Testament has nothing to gain by adding this detail. It brings Jesus’ credentials into
question. There is only one reason for it’s presence in the scriptures: it’s an accurate
report. However, the consequent turn-around of Jesus’ brother James is testimony to
the reality of the Resurrection. James became the leader of the church in Jerusalem and
was stoned to death for his dedication to his big brother Jesus.
Saul of Tarsus, a “Jew of Jews,” was a dedicated Pharisee who hated anything that
disrupted the traditions of the Jewish people. This new movement surround Jesus was
utterly blasphemous to him and he received official permission to lead a “witch-hunt”
against Christians. Saul ran down Jesus’ followers and killed them. Next thing we know,
Saul converts to Christianity. He later writes the majority of the New Testament and is

eventually beheaded after a life of brutal beatings, stonings, whippings, emprisonments,
shipwrecks and other extreme trials. All of his sufferings were done with one goal in
mind, to make the risen Jesus known to the entire world. From his own pen he testifies
that he saw the risen Jesus with his own eyes.
What’s good for the goose is good for the gander. Muhamed claimed
he saw an angel who revealed Allah’s truth to him. What’s the
difference between Muhamed and Saul of Tarsus (Paul)?
Plenty. First, Paul’s experience was corroborated by several (even hundreds) of other
eye witnesses to Jesus’ Resurrection. Jesus was a publicly executed religious enemy of
the State. He lived and breathed amongst the people who killed Him and consequently
proclaimed to have seen Him alive and well when He should have been pushing daisies.
Mohammed has not a single witness to testify on his behalf. The object of his belief also has gone
unseen by anyone else in history. There are ZERO secondary witnesses.
Second, there was plenty of incentive for following Mohammed’s new religion in the
first several decades of Islam. Muslim belief was spread by force and resulted in the conquest of
villages, bringing wine, women, fame and money to his followers. Islam was a geopolitical-religious
phenomenon which promised wealth to its adherents. Christians, on the other hand, led lives that were
180°, diametrically opposed to the power-hungry early Arab Muslims.

How does one explain Paul’s letter to the Corinthians (2 Cor.) in which he reminds them
of the miracles he himself had performed. This would have been foolish had he done no
such thing. The belief’s adopted by the rabid anti-Christian Saul went thoroughly against
the heavy pedigree of his youth, religious training, nationality and cultural heritage. He
professes to have seen the risen Christ, performed miracles to confirm his apostleship
and lived a servant’s life to painfully bring the Gospel to large portions of the ancient
world until it finally cost him his life. What would drive a man to do such a thing?

EXHIBIT 3: Changes to Key Social Structures
During Jesus’ time, Jews had been persecuted for seven hundred years by Babylonians,
Assyrians, Persians, and now by the Greeks and Romans. Many of the Jewish nation had
been spread thin over all these conquering nations. Before the Babylonian exile, the
Jews had come out of an oppressive Egyptian enslavement to wander the desert of the
Negev and finally establish their nation in the plains west of the Jordan. They were
wrought by attacking kings and nations, and even civil wars, until their captivity by
Nebuchadnezzar and his Babylonian Empire. Since the Roman destruction of Jerusalem
(A.D. 70) the Jews have been scattered over Europe, Africa and Asia minor as well as the
Arab world. They regathered in the early part of the 20 th century and have been
oppressed, attacked and vilified ever since. Today, we see Israel for what it is: the only
culture/religion/nation that has existed throughout recorded history. We no longer have
Babylonians, Hittites, Perizzites, Ammonites, Persians or Assyrians. Why do we still have
these long-battered Jews? Because what made the Jews, Jews – the social structures
that gave them their national identity – were unbelievably important to them. Children
began memorizing Scripture at an early age and synagogue life was the center of the
community. The Jewish identity survived the pressure of thousands of other cultures

which came into contact with the nation of Israel (and even engulfed it). Furthermore,
the Jews firmly believed that their traditions, laws, customs and religion had been
personally handed to them from the God of the Universe. Abandoning these institutions
would risk damnation in hell for eternity.
Suddenly, a lower-class suburb produces an itinerant preacher named Jesus. For three
years He wanders the backyard of the world (Israel), gathers a following of lower and
middle class people, gets in trouble with the authorities, and gets crucified along with
thirty thousand other Jewish men during the Roman occupation. Five weeks after His
public execution, ten thousand Jews are following Him, claiming that He is the Son of
God, risen from the grave. They’re willing to abandon the social, political and religious
foundation of the Jewish nation. The question for the skeptic is: how can such a thing
happen? The answer: something big has to occur. Something very big.
Five pillars of Jewish life were altered or abandoned by the Jews following the executed
Nazarene carpenter called Jesus. These pillars had been in place for almost 1500 years.
1. Since Abraham and Moses, they needed to offer complicated, bloody animal
sacrifices on a yearly basis or more frequently to atone for sins. Gone.
2. Jews emphasized strict obedience to the laws of God which they believed had
been passed down directly by Him. This made them different from the pagan
nations. Altered. It was no longer a means of salvation but a result of
relationship with Jesus.
3. The Sabbath was an untouchable holy day in which no work was allowed. This
earned them right standing with God and helped guarantee salvation for their
family and also placed them in right standing with the rest of the Jewish nation.
Sabbath was on Saturday. Altered. Christians worshipped on Sunday (because
on this day they claimed Jesus had risen from the dead) and did not forbid all
works on this day.
4. Monotheism. Jews believed strongly in a singular God. The Christian Trinitarian
theology was highly blasphemous and unacceptable. Yet this doctrine was
followed by the Jewish Christians within the first decade of Christianity’s arrival
as a new religion. Monotheism = Gone.
5. Jews had been trained to expect a militarily and politically victorious Messiah
who would crush Israel’s oppressors. Christian Jews believed the Messiah to
have suffered a shameful, criminal’s death on a Roman cross. A complete
reversal of their expectations. Political-military Messiah = Gone and altered =
the Second Coming will introduce us to the victorious Lion of Judah, not the
Lamb.
How can one peasant carpenter command such a fundamental turnaround of devout
Jews in so short a time? Jesus had no wealth to offer or influence with. He had no
military muscle or political clout. He wandered the land of Israel’s minor cities and
taught. Then was overpowered and crucified. The most stubborn and resilient religious
culture in the world was turned on its head almost overnight by followers of this single
itinerant rabbi. This begs for an explanation.

Hey, people change religions all the time. What’s the big deal?

Think of some of your most intimate and fundamental beliefs. For example, that your
parents are good people. That rape and murder are wrong. Remember how primitive
and powerful the impulse to follow Judaism was for Jews. It was similar to the above
st
noted beliefs we all have. In 21 century life, religious faith is frail, thin and fluid.
People are not anchored and so they easily float from New Age to Buddhism and so on.
But ask them to abandon their belief in tolerance and relativity and you’ll get a glimpse at the extreme
difficulty of altering core, sensitive beliefs. The early Christian Jews knew all too well that they were
risking eternal damnation if they were wrong about Jesus. They didn’t feel “good vibes” when they
thought of Christianity and its doctrines, they had been fully comfortable in Judaism. Christianity
offered no comfort but only painful death. They jumped ship from Judaism because they believed they
had seen earth-shaking miracles as well as a Resurrected Christ. Modern Westerners like constant
technological and sociological change, we’re not a good analogy to the first century Palestinian Jews.
Imagine a fundamental Christian community abandoning the concept of the Trinity, of Jesus as the final,
perfect sacrifice, of the virgin birth, etc. It would take something HUGE.

EXHIBIT 4: Communion and Baptism
Jesus’ followers gathered to remember how grotesque and graphic His sacrifice had
been. Picture “followers” of John F. Kennedy gathering to remember how gruesome his
fatal gunshot wound to the head had been. And rejoicing in it! If John F. Kennedy was
being joyfully commemorated by those who loved him they would remember his
political successes, not his dismal end at the “hands” of Lee Harvey Oswald. Yet, the
Jews who had known Jesus personally and abandoned their families to follow Him were
doing just that! What could motivate such lunacy. The only reasonable explanation is
that they were celebrating His death because they believed it was a stepping stone to a
Higher Glory: Resurrection for the payment of all mankind’s sin. Glory Hallelujah!!!!!!97
They were convinced they’d seen him from the dead, so remembering the low from
which He’d risen was a means of spiritual pep rally.
With water baptism, Christians were symbolizing Jesus’ death and burial…. and His
Resurrection. Further, they were baptizing in the name of God the Father, God the Son,
and God the Holy Spirit. Not only did they believe Jesus to have been raised, they
elevated Him to Divine status!
These rituals were borrowed from the many pagan mystery religions
which hovered around the Jewish people. Greek and Roman
influence into Palestine had brought “mutt” religions into vogue.
There is no hard evidence that mystery religions believed in gods dying and rising, until
after the creation of the New Testament. So if anything, they borrowed from our
traditions, not the other way around. Baptismal tradition came from Jewish roots. And
religious Jews had zero tolerance for pagan influence into their long-standing religious
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ceremonies. And finally, communion and baptism are dated too early in the Christian tradition to be
attributed to slow, pagan contamination over time.

EXHIBIT 5: The Emergence of the Church
When major historical events take place, historians look for a cause. In consideration of
the beginning of Christianity, there’s no question it began shortly after Jesus’ public
execution. It then grew so rapidly that within two decades Christians could be found as
far as Rome and they were successfully converting people from all walks of life,
trampling over competing religions. The power of the Christian church’s early spread is
unmatched in all of human history. A carpenter from an obscure village is rumored to
triumph from the grave and 2,000 years later we name our children after His followers
and celebrate His birthday and Resurrection. Why? If a skeptic denies the Resurrection,
he cannot walk away silent, he must provide an alternative explanation. History
demands this of ALL major sociological phenomena, of which Christianity is the single
biggest one!
In conclusion
People from all walks of life, poor, rich, famous, obscure, old, young, educated,
unlearned, have followed Jesus for 2,000 years. They boldly claim that He is personally
responsible for the major changes in their lives. In short, Jesus is not just a historical
figure to them, He is a Person with whom they have actual contact. No other historical
figure has ever been touted as God Incarnated Who can change lives right now, today,
through real personal relationship. The evidence provided in this entire text is designed
to bring a skeptic to one of two conclusions:
1. Jesus is so exceptionally unique that you must know more about Him.

2. Jesus is the Risen Son of God, Who has paid the full price of your sin
in order to purchase you to Himself forever and ever.
Please evaluate the evidence carefully and weigh the facts for yourself. Remember that
the points made in this paper are base on historical facts which by definition must be
explained. You do not have to be 100% convinced to begin a relationship with anyone.
How many of us knew we’d love our best friends before we met them? Introduce
yourself to Jesus Christ today you have nothing to lose and absolutely everything to
gain! Our prayers are with you.

If you don’t quite believe in Jesus yet but are
curious, we suggest you pray this prayer:
“Jesus, I’m not absolutely sure who You
are or even if You’re out there, but if
You are, please help me understand
what You want me to do with my life.
Please make Yourself more real to me.
I’m introducing myself to You and
inviting You to introduce Yourself to
me. Thank You.”
________________________________

If you are ready to follow Jesus, the following
prayer is for you. Jesus is nearby, waiting to
change your life:

“Jesus, I am a sinner. I need to be
forgiven. I believe, to the best of
my ability, that Your death on the
cross, and Your Resurrection are
the only Way to Heaven. I trust
You to pay for my sins and to
guide my life from today until the
day I die. Send me Your Holy
Spirit to help me obey and follow
You starting right now! Thank
You, Lord.”

We would love to welcome you and help you in your spiritual journey!

